
edillr wltlî Dr. Pierson, la the curront nurober As n organ of the muisoionary cause, this poriod-

of TU]E hîrssîosNAR REVIEw OP TIIE WVOILD. lciri loivos MIl othorm ImnicusurabIy ln the roar."1

2. We qîite agree witli Dr. Cuyler, that: ve -"need to hiave, more r.dn,
ofta inissionary character. It is a thou&Lnd, îities tVittt our 1' nîsîonaýy
juturnais " are not i'ead more than they are. Tiiere are liundreds of tlhem,
and soie of them are excellent in their -%ay, as Tite Xissionary Hevald,
TIe Gospel in AU Lands, The .'l --eh at Honte andi Abroati, Jegions De-
yod Chliina's Millions, etc. But the coniplajrt is anîd alvays lias becs, they
, , not read; with hialf a dozen exceptions, tlîeir circulation is very litd
Thiey attract no attention outside of their resl)OCtiN -z, liiînitcd corporate or
jnjissionai'y <ircles. Tlîey do flot reacli anid gui(de public sentiment, orcreate,
eniarge and empliasuze the missioiiary spirit aid eatlîube thre Vlîurch vvith it.
ei' society organs and board journals have liad the field ail to themnselves
for a jlng ilie, and no doubt they have donc thieir best to rouse the churchl
to do lier duty, to inteî'est the %vold in missions, to Meet tuie stuipendous de-

runsand exigencies of this missionary age. But, con fesstdly, 1 iey have
fliied of tliis,at least to a large extent. ieo peolile itill nut r-cad them-
ve niean Uice mass even of professing Clîristiaîîs-and liencc their influence
is scarcely feit beyond their owflinniediate narrow circles. Thîey areindis-
pensable, it miay be, and certainly useful in tlicir particular spiieres. But
tiy fail to mieet the increasing and inipeî'ative dLeîsîaîidts of tire times. The
mîls,.oflaiy îvorî bias outgrowvn theni in a great wieasure. (.od's Spirit and
providence have been at workc in thiese latter days iii a wonderfi, a miajestic
Nvay. A new era lias dawned. AUl barriers aie tlirowvn doNvn. The nations
are pleadiiig, and waiting for the gospel. A new anid iiiiglity inipuise is
rtdt. i thuusand questions, innunierable probienîs, coniront us. New con-
ditions, nev possibilities, new auxiliaries, hiave sprung into being. The
agencies and appliances that may have sufficed in for-mer days are noV
adapteci to or sufficient for the new ordcr of thîings. Front the nature
ut die case tlîis, class of journals are lotai iii scope andi %vork ; tlîey are re-
sti'ictcd by corporate or dcnomninationai lines; they arc liianited in space, iay
no clairs to literary menit, and take no means Vo cnlist the consecrated in-
tellectual talent of the world in thrc g-reat and rapidiy enlarging fnssionary
euterpi'ise o! tlie age. Espccially in hs day, wvhren secular and literary
imagazines aie multiplied and made as attractive anti irresistibie as the best
literary talent and artistic beauty and business enterprise cas niake thîem,
it wVere unrc-asonable to expeet that oui' comparatively (full, dr'y, pcrf unctory
society and board organs and mnissionary jourîinls, editud by secretaries
whîose hands are full of other pressing- -vork anti the staple of wvhii consists
larg-eiy of the details o! missionary life and work amosg the heathien, cas
even hoid tlîeir own, miuch less have asy gî'eat attraction for young,' ardent,
active, minds or even for the mass of reading and intelligent Christ-
ait inen and wonies. Thîey are not made nientaily or spiritually attractive,
arîd hnce are sot read; asd Dr. Cuyier will have cause to lanîentthis fact as
loîg as lie lives i We auay allregrettlie faet neyer se niuch, but iV will reniain
a tact nevertheless.

Aîîd simply because the miass of the people of God ivill flot rcad this class
of journais, slial no effort be made to pî'oduce and sustain a rnissionary
nîonthîly tlîat ivill bc ?'ead-a missionary magazine tiat, for iiterary ability,
for iiiîasteî'iy discussion of the grand thienes anîd the living questions of the
aetifoin the missionary standpoint, shiah bu the puer ci! EaiVer ana Scrib-
7ier, and shial fiud its way, sîde by side witli tlii, into the study o! the miin-
ister, into thc fanîiiy circle, and on the tables o! our 1-reading roonis," in
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