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CHRISTIAN LIBERALITY IN THE DISTRIBUTION
OF PROPLRTY.

Curistias liherality consists in freely bestow-
ing the propetty which we wmay possess, for the
sake of promoting the temporal welfare, or the
cternal happiness of others,

To render liberality truly Christian, it must—

1. Spriag from right motives.

2. Be encicised in a rivht spirit, and

3. Bear a duc proportion to the alility of the

e i nm— - m

ver.

In fact, to the eyc of reason, as well as reli-

ion, this is requisite to render churitable activns
iberality.  There is very little charity in an in-
dividuol giving what he wants not, anl is never
likcly to need; that when possessed is not enjoy-
¢d, and when parted with is not missed. "Yet
what but this arc the gifts of nany professing
Christians to the cause of God!  Could what they
contribute be taken from them, in an unperceived
manner, they would not, to their dying day, be
sensible of the slight alteration their property had
experienced. ‘The sum parted with is so small,
that they would not feelit,if they were not aware
that they had giventhe trifling contribution.  Li-
berality depends, in a great degree, on the cir-
cumstances and ability of the giver. ~ A sum may
be a perfectly contemptible donation from one in-
dividual, that would be generosity itsclf fiom an-
other. What would form a large and liberal gift
from one with a few shillings weekly ; or from
one with a straitened income, darely sufficient to
defra{ indispensable expenses; wonld be a poor,
pitiful trifle, if bestowed by another living in su-
perfluity and wealth. Pethaps there is nothing
connected with Christian benevolence that seeins
to have been less regarded than the rule, that U-
Berality should bear @ duc proportion fo the ability
of the giver.  Survey the subscription lists of re-
ligious sacicties, and how frequently will you ob-
serve the man that comparatively is poor,and the
rich, standing on a level. The man with hissu-
petiluoys hundreds, or cven thousands jeatly,
gives his 2unual guinea; and by hisname stands,
with the same sum anneved, that of some indivi-
dual strugeling through life with a straitened in-
come, yet loving the cause of God, and willingto
deny bimsclf and family to advan-e that cause.
Ia cases of this description, it is evident that there
is 10 proportion between the ability of the donor
and his gifts.

Take a few cascs, illustrative of the principle
pow maintaincd.  Scea personin the middle rank
of life; he has an income of two hundred pounds
a year; but he has a large family wholly depend-
ent upon him for their support and for their future
seltlement inlife.  They nced every farthing he
scquires ; but hie loves the cause of Ged, contri-
butes to it in various ways, and from him a Mis-
signary and a Bible socicty cach teceives an an-
nual pound. Nearhim resides a Christian friend
witl a similavincome, but no family whatever,
and no one dependant upon him ; he livesincom-
fort, and contributes a similar sum to the same so-
cieties, I3 there any reasonable proportion be-
tween the liberality of these two persons.  One
with ditficulty pasts with what his fzinily needs,
the other gives what he scarcely fecls. The for-
yaer demies himself to impart s 2id; the latter
exetciscs no self-denial whatever, nor Jessens any
of his comforts. Ncar him dwells a third indivi-
dual; he oo is professadly a Christian. He has
Lve hundred pounds a year. He lives in the
eame style as his fricnds ; and, when he has de-
feayed his yeatly expenditurc, he has three hun-
dred remaining 1o lay by. Out of this he gives

is there any comlmison between the generosity
of the first” individual and this latter?  The fitst
squeezes his subscription out of a swin that will
barely defray his expenditure ; the last presents
his frum what forms, as far as the present time is
concernedy en unnecded surplus. The first can-
not lay up a single pound ; the last lays up his
hundreds, and by themn is contimually accumulat-
ing more.  The first deducts his two pounds from
an ucome that will barely supply his wants, but
e denies himself, that he may contribute that
sume The lust gives but the hundred and fiftieth
part of a surplus above his wants. Waould he vie
with his less wealthy neighbour in liberality, itis
evident he must contribute not lus two pounds,
bat lis surplus three hundred pounds, to the cause
of God. (S'orldly-miuded ptofessors of religion
may laugh at and scorn this remark, but its cor-
rectuess is evidently founded on principles which
they may deride, but cannot overthrow.
‘Take another view. In the same church with
the Christian who lives at ease on his two hun-
dred a year, and with him who possesses five hun-
dred and lays by three hundred, is another, whose
annual income is a thousand pounds. e s not
esteemed a miser, not is he peculiarly deficient
in acts of Lindness te the poor around him ; but
when he has given something to them, and abun-
dantly supplicd lis own wants, he still adds to
his property five hundred pounds, e contri-
butes to the Bible and Missionzry cause the same
sum 2s his friends.  In the same church is 2 poor
gl who supports herself, and in a great degree
her mother, and whose weekly earmings are seven
shillings, yct she gives to the samie societies two-
pence a week.  How little proportion eassts be-
twee n the liberality of these individuals! How
coutemgptible are the annual subscriptions of those
decmed tespeciable, when compared with the
pour gil’s weekly donation!  She gives the for-
ty-sccond partof her income ; the most liberal of
them gives but the hundredth part of his. The
next contributes but the two hundred znd fiftieth
part of hisincome, and the hundred and fiftieth
st of his accumulating surplus.  The richest
umparts but the tive hundredth part of his income,
aod only the two hundred and fiftieth part of a
spare sum that he Lioaids up, he knows not for
what or for whom. Let him with two hundreda
yeart be as liberal as his poor ncighbour, and he
would change his two pounds annually to five.
Let him with five hundred give the forty-second
past of his income, and instead of two pounds, Lis
subscriptions would awell to nearly twelve ; and
1ct him with an annual thousand contribute in the
samc proportion as his poor neighbour, and we
shouli no longer see two pounds the amount of. his
two suascriptions, but they would rise to nearly
twenty-four, At the sight of such subscriptions,
some would exclaim, ¢ \¥hat liberality > No!
the poor girl would still far outdo them all. She
gives the weekly twopence from her necessity 3
their splendid subscriptions would be but a small
part of their superfluity; in ncither case the
twenticth part of a sum not required for present
wants, but heaped up as treasare upon carth.
Would he with a propeity yiclding annually five
hundred pounds, vie with the.poor gitl's humble
donation, he must give to the cause of God and
tumanity, at least his superfluous three hundred
pounds; and would he with the thousand ap-
gmch her in generosity, he must at least contri-
ule his treasured five hundied.  Even thentheir
liberality would not equal hers: for they would
bestow what they do not now want, und never
may, while she gives what is requited to mect
her daily necessities ; and cvery forthing she con-
tibutes. subtracts some comfort from the few she

accummulation of property to a modezate extent is
not inconsistent with the spirit and precepts of
Christianity 3 but it is equally troe, that the prin-
ciples hiere maintained will “apply with greater
force to the case of inany professing Christians
than in any case here supposed, becaase they
prossess larger property than any sum here men-
tioned, and are accumulating still more at a
speedier rate.  If these punciples are correct,
how contemptible and ptiful is whet is deemed
the hiberality of the generality of wealthy Chtis-
tians ! Butthat they are currect, we have the
judgment of the Lord Jesus Christ. e repre-
sented the poor widow who gave two mites,
which was all her living, to the treasury of the
Lotd, as far more liberal than the richy who had .
been frequently conuributing th :it salver and gold,
(Mark ati. 41-44.)

It is allowed, that no human regulations can
enforce liberality on the principle now advanced.
The circumstances xnd situations of mankind are
so vatious, that, in this respect, every Christian
should be 2 law unto himsclf. On such prines-

les, however, God will judze whether we have
getn bountiful and liberal. This is evident: from
the fact, that He, who will arp:ar as the eternal.
Judge, has already shown that he will estimate
the liberality of the professed friends of religion,
by bringing it to such a test, and by taking-into
account, in conneaton with a gty the ability of
the giver. Conscience hereafter will judge upon
this puinciple. And as God does now, and con-
science will licreafter, the Christtan that would
not be fatally deluded, should now try his Iiberal-
ity Ly this standard- Is 1t proportioned to bis:
ability ? is it adequate to the-ineans of charity.
with which God has entrusted hin 2 or does 1t
1ather comport with the defective, narrow, covet-
ous standard which seems generally to have re-
gulated the chanty of profet.ing Cluistians 2

Chiristian reader, peimit uwt the Saviour’s poor
disciples who are of a geneic..s disposition, 10 ex-
cced in liberality you who possess so many more
comforts than they, and who, Leing more favour-
cd, ought to love God inore. ~ Ferget not that Ged
looks at your ability, in conaexion with your of-
ferings to his service. Consider that the trul;
pious and gencrons poor usually contributle a muc!
larger proportion of iheir scanty earnings to the
causc of God, than most wealthy professors of the
gospel impart out of their 2bundance.  And view:
it as a shame and a flagrant sin, that they who en-
joy so anuch more from the bounty of God, should:
express towurds him so much less gratitude, and
towards man so much less compassion.—Pike,

SCRIPTURE ILLUSTRATIONS..

Jonali i, 17. Matt, aii. 40.
Jonas wcs three duys and three nights in the whaic™s:
¢

Ouxr lLord scems hiere plainly to refer to the
history concerning Jouah, us to 2 real fact ; ne~
vertheless, this past of Scripture has by some been.
supposcd to contain an account merely of a pro-
phetical vision. Nothing, however, can be more
certain than, that if we will calmly bestow o lit-
tle due-and candid attention, the whole account
ey be shown o contain nothing but what was
vety possible, even consistently with the soundest
p}nilosophy and experience: for, in the firs¢
vlace—

* Although it be truc, that a sohale (properly so
called, and accurately and genetically dc!;:r:{ed)
has so small a gullet, that it could not possibly:
swallow a man; yet we ought to censider that
thic word Keelos docsnot necessarily mean a-whalej,




