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A parish in Avrshire is Tepresented by
the Record as giving about £38 to the
cauge of Christiunixy during the year. For
the last ten years the history of its her.
enlean missionary labours would read like a
romance.

Nor are snch facts true only of the amaller
narishas, or of those whose contributions to
the Schemes of the Charch are small. Tt is
even more true of those which have given
most largelv.  'The coilections from the
preshyiery of Glasgow were this vear (ver
{ecord) £23576,1Ts. Itisa 'perfeci libel on
the preshytery of Glusgoc to have it sup-
posed that thet is what is done by it for
chavitable purposes. Yet that is %irlually
what the Chureh is representing. 1 doubt
whether there could be a better vindication
of the Chareh #gzainst the calumnies which
have from time 1o time heen spoken concern.
ng her, than a simple account of what she ix
daing and giving in the city of Glasgow. i
have Lefore me the statisties (in one care
l"‘m;v‘ft"') of what is doune by two of our
cliches there, aud neither of these parishies
on the old platform of the Church. They
are  hoth nunificent contributors to the
Sehemes-—they ave the most munificent with-
in the bounds of the Church. But to sup.
pose that these gfis are the chief part of their
work would be the grossest injustice to them.
One of these congregations collecied for the
Schemes the sum of £384, 4« 6d. For its
congregational achemes it r ised £324, 14«
10d.; for the endowment of the Church,
£3400—in all, with other items,—* indepen-
dent of seat-rents and church-door collec-
tions,"—£4377, 12s. 6d.

The other congregation gives atill mors
largely. For the Schemes of the Chureh it
collected £502, 18s. 10d. ; for its own con-
gregational schemes, £420; for the endow.
ment of the church, £4760. Aml the total
amount—in this case including seat-rents
and collections—~was no less thau £7323,
19:. 6d. In fuct, these two churches in
Glasgow—if to the former we add a sum of
£1200 for coliections and seat-rents—raired
last year £12.900. And the Record repre.
sents the whole preshytery with its 58 church.
o8, as raising the sum of £2376! Surelv we
have a right to demand that our official
statistics should represent all that the Chnreh
ia giving, or shouid represent none of it.
At present we are but deceiving ourselvss
and inisleading the public.

In connection with the general prosperity
and vigor of the Church, it seems to me
highly desirable that an effort should be
‘made to ascertain the mumbers who adhere
to her. 'T'he most diverse statements have
been and are still occasionally made upon
this subject. In the House of Commons es.
pecially, it is not uncommon to hear it said
that Churchmen hardly number a third of the
population in Sco'land; and no one seemn
to know better or to care tomentionit, The
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reports of the Registrar General state that
from 46 to 48 per cent of the people in
Scotland are mariied by the ministers of the
Church.

Thirteen years ago, before she had recox-
ered from the effects of the secession in 1843,
and when the numbers attending the various
churches were most unfairly taken (it is un-
necessary now to explain how), the numbers
attending the parish churches were—351,454

The Free churches, - . 292308
The U. P, churches, - - 159,191

How the numbers stand row may be
Judged of from the fact that last year the
aumber of baptisms in Scotland by ministers
of the U. P. Chureh were 9512, or one-slev-
enth of the births registered for the year
1862; and the marriages performed by them

(in the last year of the Registrar-General's,

detailed report) 2926, or one seventh of those
registered for that year. Aud, at all events
a return of the number of commuunizants in
our churches, and of the numher of bap-
tisms performed by our ministers, would be
of great importance. Those who know best
the state of sueh large centres of population
&< Lanarkshire, Ayrshire, Aberdeenshire, and
Perthshire, wiil be prepared to find that from
40 to 45 per cent of the population still ad-
here 1o the Church of Scotland.

I must not eonclude my letter withont say-
ing something as to the non-contribating
eongregations in the Church. A very inter-
esting tabular view of the collections made
by all the churches and chapels in the vari-
ous preshyterier, has been given in the Sep-
tember Record by An Elder. I know the
trouhle it must have cost him, and I think we
are indebted to him for it. T had betfore
drawn up a simple statement of the localities
of tha eongregations which co'lected for
none of the Schemes. I am not rure that it
would not be weil to publish the names of
those parishes whieh have collected for none
of the Schemes.  'The two reasons which are
said 1o deter many of the clergy from making
eollections are—that the sums raised would
not be worth sending, and that they would
he ashamed 1o send sums that are so small.
But the first reasan overlooks the wonderful
power of “ many littles ;” and surely the
shame «f sending nothing is greater than
the shame of not aending enough. I find
that 74 pariskes and 35 chapels have contri-
buted to none of the Schemes. The greatest
offenders (s last year) are the Synod of
Glenelg and the Synod of Glasgow and Ayr.
In the former the parish churches, in the lat-
ter the chapels, are chiefly at fault, In the
former 17 parishes and twa chapels, in the lat-
ter 4 parishes and 24 chapels, have con‘ribu-
ted nothing. Not a single Synod in the Church
is free fiom this blame. The Synod near-
est the mark isthat of Merse and ‘Feviotdale,
where only one parish makes no collection.

"The subject is painful, and may become pez-~




