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CRITICISMS UPON FORIEIGN MISSIONS.
DY REV. L.DIVIN M1. 1BLISS.

(ON PIZO 95 of the February ,iumber .ff TuEc Rtviw, in ifly palier on 18Tite lhqultf of M(i§sonit
In the Levant," the sentence, IlUp to tno limenolt yuar there have beau dlstrlbutcd by tbe Americau
Bible Society," etc., sbould h:ave rcacl, l'Duritig a single gciîeratluu, froi 1858 up to the preeent
jYear," etc. The total distribution of tho tivo Bible Socicties froei the begiulg is etstimated ut
tabout 2,Z- ,000 copies.-£. M. B3.]

ATTÂ-cxS upon foreign missionaries aild tlieir work, sucli as have
appoarod roconitly, v'oiced iii Etigl.iîd by Cantion Taylor, aud ec]îoed in
New York by l'ic Eveiziit Post, arc iiothuxîg new. The would-be
zeal covors ovor for the multitude the wvritor's absolute ignorance of hie
topie, and miany, supposiîîg that position iuniplios knowvlodge, are
inclined t ftplaua wlîat appeurs to tlîoin a frank looking lu tho face
of important questions. A wvriter iu 2'he Cliuirclb .iissionary
MaLgazine lias pretty tlîoroughly riddlod Canon Taylor's dlaim. to
worthiy couisidoration, 8showing Iimii up as abma iî,hvilig failed in
hie regular -work, lias undertakonl a sort of guorilla warfiare lis a free
lance in ail ottside field, in mucll the saine spirit a.s.Napoleon used ta
start a foreigul wvar-to Judo defects of borne adininistration.

WVore it possible to pelietrato- the obsýcîîr-ity surroiiuiding the *iuthor-
ship of ani editorial paragrapl.inl a New York daily, it would probably
appear tliat the one %wlo is so oarnest lest- "poor Siutndayý-schlool chl-
dron shotuld bc dhicated ont of tlioir hard-cariied pennies " for the bone-
fit of a scliool iii Athens, or for roconvcrting aun Armenian Christiau,
is some dis-,j;poiiuteod agent for a torpodo or rifle nianufactory, a naval
officor tiisgustod at being coinpllcd to leave thie fashiionable charme of
N;ce, or a chance travoler i'ho goes abroad witli thie idea that a Mi£-
sionary ouglit to ho a sort of Christian doervisi,.-a Protestant anchoritc,
like the Grook hoermit of Cape Matapan. Such critics it is of littie use
ta argue with. Thoir atticks are flot tlîc rosuit of serious conviction
founded upon careful investigation, but upou chance information or.
conistitutiolial Prejudice.

Not ail hiostile critics, luoivever, are of tliese Idwo classes. It not in-
frcquelitly lialpcis that travelers not cslpeciatlly intcrested in mission
wvork, yet witlî no positive prejudice ag-aiinst it, rereive decidedly ad-
verse impressions; aud sornctimes those %vlio are genuinely, hecartily
interestcd lu it, and ivlho inalze oaiotefforts ta get at thc truth,
corne to thle conviction that muissioiiary ivork, as carried on, je not what
it ouglit ta bc.

The opinions of sudl critics carry wveighit, and should bc fairly and
lionestly nmet. Tlieir coniplailits i;i-,y in geral ho included uiîder
four classes. 1. Thaýet thoc iinissionaries do not accuratcly represent
their work ta thc churclios at bonle. 2. Thazt thev are ext ra vagant in
Uic ec of funds. 3. iliat thievi.rc not iii cordial sympalxtlîy 'with the
native Christians and clîurchocs. 4. That thicy p-ay utndue attention to
education and civilizatioîî t.o thie incglect of spiritual ivork.


