APPENDIX.

Trae thought may arise in the minds of some,
for such a work as this, when there
benevolent contributions,

“ How obtain means’
are already “go many calls” for
The following letter, giving a condensed
but comprehensive view of the duty of systematie beneficence, is here
added, in the hope that more enlarged and Scripturul views on this
matter may be promoted thereby, and, as the result, not only this work,
but the cause of God and the interests of religion generally, may be
sustained with greater liberality, The privilege of giving and labour-
ing for the glory ot God is inmmp:n‘ubl_v great beyond any and all

earthly objects, " Let Christians know and realize their duty in this

and their liberality and activity will increase.

What is the duty of the Church and of Christ with regard to the
measure of her ]ihoralit‘y ?—and, How can a Christian best fulfi] his or
her duty on this point in the present day ?

I. What is the duty of th
measure of her liberality ?

To answer this question suliﬂflrwril_\.
briefiy—the imposec obligations of believers under former dispensa-
tions; the express demands of the New Testament ; the comparative
condition of the subjects of former and present dispensations ; the com-
parative magnitude of the aims of these dispensations; the comparative
cogency of the motives which commend their respective claims ; and
the breadth and urgency of human want and woe.
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