
HAVE WB TOO MA"T MISSIONARIk PERIODICÂLS? Ai.

coilege and seminary and Y. M. C. A's, and our publie libraries? When in.
dividual seif-denial and lieroic courage, without aid or promise f rom any Or
thq boards or other organizations of the church,. were nmade wvilling in
God's providence to put brains, liard work and push, into sucli an under.
taking, f rom simple love to the cause, in order to, supply a feit need-to oie.
vate and make attractive nhissionary literature-may they not reasonably
look for friendly recognition and co-operation frona pastors like Dr. Cuyler,
lllling highi positions in the church and lamienting the want of practical in.
terest in the missionary lîterature furnishied by the old missioflary jotrnais?
Is it, as a matter of enlightencd policy or of Christian ethics, a wise tliing to
do to deprecate and discourage, the circulation aniong '-is people of a mIission.
ary magazine of a new order-one which lie is pleased to characterizeasa
111powerf ul periodical "-on the ground thiat it mnight interfere wvithi the or.
gan of bis owvn claurcli board? Would it not seemi highly proper to -ive bis
people a fair chance to, judge for thenselves, as many~ho do not "flnd tiine,
te read the denominational journal niight perchance flnd ture and have tbe
wvill to read one of entirely a different order-asw~e l<now sonne of tliern do
in spite of the pastor's position? Doubtless there are scorec of other gody
nien and women in lais great congregation who nevée. read the ordinarv
"missionary journals," who miit be induced to take and rend onethathas

received the highiest commendation of those abundantly qualifled te judge.
It is quite possible that flfty or a hundred copies o! it, circulated monthlyin
his church, and rcad and quoted and talked of in the faxnily and in prayer
and missionary circlcs, mîght increase the missionary zeal and liberality
even of Dr. Cuyler's generous people, and heip to excite and train some of
his young people to be missionaries.

Say wvhat we will, Ildenominational " and evena literary "lorgans" have
seldom proved a success in any departnient of literature, as ëvery intellig«ent
man knows, and -missionary journals controlled by boards, or societies, or
church organizations, are no exception. Somehow tlie machinery is ctmber.
somneand does not work well. In spite of ail efforts to the contrary, the niechan.
ical and the perfunctory prevail. The genius o! our people, wvho love freedom,
liberty, independence, fresliness, enterprise, revoits at such organs. Wlîy, Dr.
Cuyler has a forcible illustration of this fact in bis owvn denomination. Tie
PresbyteAan Churchi has made a stuperidous effort to, estabiish and sustain
a "d fenominational " niissîonary journal that shùnld naeet fully the demnands
o! the times and the needs of the great body it represents. No other mag-a.
zine, religious or secular, excited so rnuch foretlnought, discussion, .ând anx.
ious interest, in the matter o! its inception. One General Assenibly aftci'an.
otiner brooded over the proposa], discussedl it in ail its relations and bea rings,
and appointed large eu.-.mittees o! its wvise and dignifled doctors and judges,
and senators-and the issue finally was The Church at Home and Abroad.

A liberally-paid editor wvas chosen to conduct it, with the aid cf the secre.
taries of the eight boards cf the church. It was made the official organ of
the denomination. Its pages were ample, the price made ridiculoulsly luw,
and the good wishies, the loyalty, and the resources of this large, intelligent,
and wealthy churchw~ere behind it. Every pastor was expected teact osits
agent, and commend it te lais people frei the pulpit and urgrze it upon bis
people, as Dr. Cuyler, we know, has done, and a thousand othûr Presbyterian
pastors.

Such an experinient, judging froua general principles, we should Say, wi.s
bound to succeed. But it has not ro'ed a sttccess, eNien in the judgmentof
its friends and originators. Its failure has been assignai, as conspicuois,8s

[AUG.,


