
OUR' STATISTICS.

What .was done by congregations ini 18 56, the last year for. -which a
-Statistical Report lias been published, in payment of 'stipend toi minis-
ters ? Do they appear ýto have implementea their engagements and
given as God hâs prospered. them?

1The congregation of West Gwillimbury returned a membership 6f
37, anid raised as stipend £45 5s. We presurne that most impartial
judges wiil reeko n this -very creditabie . For our p art we have no dis-
-position to find fault with it, and pgrticularly on ascertaining that the
total income 'vas!,£71 14s. 2-ý c. Were ail our congreanst rase
uearly £2 a member for religious purposes, as West Gwiilimbury lias
done, there would be greater evidence of' the powver of the voluntary
principle than there is. iBut Essa, wvith a membersliip of 60, raised
only £39 12s. 6d. as stipend, andl the total income was only £54
2s. 3d. Now these congregations are in the same neighibourhood;
they constitute a joint pastorate, and yet there is a marked difference
between the amount raised by ecd. Must there not be a want of
religious life among the people of Essa? Do they value the Gxospel?
Do they care to have a ininister over them? Would they deny them-,
selves a single luxury for the sa«ke of his proper maintenance ?

No retura iras made by the First congregation of Toronto for -the
year we have sciected. Tie Second congregation gives a membership
of 114, and the expenditure on stipend was £ 100. This congregation
is under a heavy debt, and the total income far exceeds any thing to
be found amongother congregations, naimely, £ 1839 Os. 6d , * or ni ore
thau £16 to ecd member. Verily the spirit of liberality must -be
abroad, 'but it lias not been directed to the pastor, who receives only
tic minimum stipend that the Churci allows. We know that ie lias
an income froni other quarters, but is the congregation contributing to
his maintenance as God lias enabled thein? This is thc question for
thein to consider.

The congregations of Richmondhiil, Thornhiîl, and King are under
one pastor, but each lias given a separate return. Tic first, with a
membership of 90, raised £66 for stipcnd, and £ 144 2s. 8d. in ail;
thc second, iviti a mémbership of 20, raised in ail £21, and as stipend
£15 15s. ; and the third, with a mcmbership of 64, raised in al
£59 Os. Gd, and as stipencl £38 12s. 6d. That is, a total member-
slip of 174 contributed to the support of, tic pastor £120 7s. 6d-4
While this is not so bad as some it is ccrtainly by no means creditable.

The First congregation of Chinguacousy lias a membership of 70;
tie sum raiscd as stipend is £79 Is. 3d.; and the Second congrega-
tion, wviti a membership of 31, raised £38 1lOs. Thc total income of
tic former 'vas £95 10s. 8d., and of the latter £45 12s. 7d. It is
,quite possible that tiese ainounts are small cornparcd 'viti tic circuin-
stances of the people, but looking at thern on the face of tic Report
t.hey appear w'ell.

Toronto Township and Brampton unite their report so that ticre is
*Thiis suin inceludes contributions for Chiurcll building, and was5 iot ali raised within the

Conigregation.


