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long letters or reports, niade iit Jioli);,niii in 1795—of wliifli ;i

Fri'nc'h translation a))]i('ari'fl in ISIJH. These lettei's revealed tlu;

real man, and ))i'()ved to i)e evidently vtji'acioiis aeconnts of his

travels and trials. Xljion these Venn hased his hiogi-aphy, treating

the whole story with eari'ful impartiality, "nothing extetuiating,

and nought setting down in malice." lie undertook it, he says in

the preface, " under a deej) sense of the dignity of the missionary

suhject, and of tlie sacred ohligation of exercising the candour
enjoined hy the Lord of Missions, in Jlis rehuke of one of His own
Al)ostles who would have repudiated the acts of all who ' followed

not with them.' " The result is a hook of rare value, though
s<jmewhat deficient in litei'aiy form, and very imaltraetively "got
up " as to externals. Why has it never heconu;, as it well desei'ved

to l)(!Come, a standai'd work? First, hecause most readei's likely

to accept a l)ook of Henry Venn's cai'ed little for the hiography of

a Romanist; and secondly, hecause those who liked to think of

Xavier as the most hrilliant and successful of missionaries did

not cai'e to see what Veim might say of him.

But the hook remains, an ai)le, authentic history of a great man,
whose real greatness has l)een ovei'-stated hy fervid admirers not

knowing anything of the facts, and whose weaknesses and failui.'s,

}'ecorded hy his own pen, are simply ignoied l)y the multitude

who prefer to he deceived; and yet a great man, with great

fpialities, which Venn dwells upon sympath(!tically. Xavier's Lif(!

suggests most significant lessons for Christian Missions and
missionaries. People who demand that Missions should he

romantic
;
people who thiidv a missionary ought always to Ik; an

uscetic
;
people who think a hishop the one essential element of

inissionary success; people who think that the ahsolute rule of

one man, hisho]) or director, over a [Mission will preserve it from

disunion
;
people who judge of results hy counting the heads of

nominal converts
;
people whose test of success is the planting of

thisir own particular church oi-ganization ; —all these would have

their eyes opened to advantage hy reading the hard facts related

hy Xavier's own pen. On the other hand, those who helieve that

a Mission must hegin with the true conversion f)f individuiil souls,

that these souls nuist he spiritually fed with the \Vord of (iod in

their own vernacular, that diversities of gifts and administrations

and operations will all he hlessed of (Iod if these foundation

principles are ohserved,—will find ahuiulant confirmation of tlieii'

convictions in the contrast presented hy the woi-k desci'ihed hy
the great Jesuit missionary.

No regular review of Venn's hook appeared in the ('..V.

IntcUhiencer . Presumahly lie forhad it. It is oidy casually men-
tioned and quoted from in an article on Roman Catholic ^^issions,

evidently hy Ridgeway, in January, 1<S()8. Jhit in 1871, Dr.

Hoffmann, of l^ei'lin, produced a (lerman work on Xavier, ])artly

a translation of VfMiu's, ami partly an eidargement of it ; and this

wui'k is the suhject of an article in the Intcllitjencer of Septemher

Pakt VTI.
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