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134 BIBLE SOCIETY RECORDER.

REPORT.

Briva o voplyt to the Comrsnnsication: reevieed froue the Lnuton Anrilinry,
dated Septemdoer T 1877,

In the reply of the Committec of the Auxiliary {0 the memorandum of this
Board, disappointment is expressed that the Directors do not set forth the
grounds upon which they anticipate that the adoption of the Committee's
proposads ¢ woulid be bat the tirst step leading to results in the highest degree
prejudicial to the interests of the Bible cause.” The Board freely admits
that this cannot at present be proved by faets, hut would remuin to be sliewn
by the future history of the Soctety : and on this aceount, perhaps, a fow of
the Direetors were, on tirst thonght, inclined to advise the adoptiom of those
proposals, thae the experiment mizht he tried.  But it was seen that any
arguments that c be advaneed in faveur of the existence of an Auxiliary
ar London must equally favour the foroation of similar Ausilicries at seve-
il other aties in the Socdety™s field < that such division must cause a Targe iu-
crease of expense: that there is w0 gnarautee that it would produee any
aderpuate iinprovement in efficieney @ that it wieht possibly, and would preo-
bably, have an oppesite effect : and that experienes tends to shew that there
could bee little hope of snelian experiment sneecceding. The Buoard therefore
cane to 2 unaviems decision that it could not consent to the adoption of
props suls which it Talieves would lead to the divisbar of the Sceiety into
several small Auailinries, creating nnneeessary mechinery, an 1 thereby ex-
pending yoney which wonblotherwise help to cireulate the Scriptures.  The
Dircetors, o lieve that this would wlienate the confidence of the penple, whoe
are very properly desirous that their eovtrilations should go as directly as
pessible to the obiject for which they are wiven.

Th : Directors also fear that the aloption of the chanwes propmsed by the
Londen Committee would lead o the practieal sever aee of the Braucloes in
the Londen fiell from this Soclvty. Tooay the least, this, they fod. wonld
e dlirectly ermtrary to the seeandd artich of the constitution, which vibo dies
one of the impeertant prinepdes upon which this Society was orduinally foudel
aul which reguires the Directors to seek to unite and eomeentrate the
operations of the dithrent Sivieties of he Provinee. . They believe that the
aloption of the chavees proposed Ty the London Conmittee would L o
serloms step in the oppesite direetion.

The Commnittter of the Anxiliary express the fear that disvlvantiees have
fliwed to the cause nneder their jurisdiction fron swlien et anves made by the
Dirceters anid speeify the important change from the employment of perman-
ent to that of provisional ageney. The Board thinks that this change can
seareely be said to have been suilden. In fact it seems v the Dircetors that
the provisional system, as wlopted by this Soelety, has been gradually devel-
vped. The Cumittee eomplain that this change wag ¢ effected withont any
comsnltation of their views, or. as far as they know, of any of the Braviches.”
This is a3 mistake ; forin our Repeort for 1872, we say :—* The system of
provisbmal azency, inaugmarated in 1870-1, . . . has been continued.
The success of the first yeay of trial led the Poard to continue the sume plan.
. - . With an increase of comntrilmtions frem Brauches, there has heen a




