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HAVE WE TOO MANY MISSLONARY PERIODICALS?
[EDIToRIAL.-J. M. S.]

THE Publishers of this Rrvinw recently sent t letter to sorne çOl Our
proniinent ininisters, asking for a brief expression of opinion as to it-s
scope and merits. The response in every inistance wvas kcinti and eîîcouî'a&.
ing. We venture, on our editorial responsibilhty, to give liere the repîy Of
our respected and beloveti brother, Dr. Cuyier, of Brooklyn, wbo expressed
a "fear" that nîay hiave occurred to other mninds, and one that Nve deeni per.
tinent and wvorthy of consideration.

Says Dr. Cuyler:
"TuE hîSSIosNvR REVIEW OP THE WORLD is a powerful periodical ;but I have one fearý

viz.- that since about ail the Forel1go Mi ssion on terpriscs are conducted by dellonilaîîoa
boards or societies, aud ail uf these have their nnissionary journais, Nviii the go people
tind time to read mentm and yours also ? Do ive not need to have more reading of the preuni
journais, rather than the addition of more newv p4oriodicais ? '

We have great respect for Dr. Cuyler's judgrnent, on this as on other
mat ters in îvhich lie takes a deep intercst. And stili we thinlz his opinion in
this case is based on a superficial. and hasty view of the question. And Ive
ivili state in bni some reasons for so thinking:

1. So fan as knowvn to tlue wvniter, Dr. Cuyler stands quite alone in tlliq
opinion. The editors and publishens have receiveti (literaliy) thoUsalids of
expressions f roni1 ieading pastors of ail denouninations, from tbe secretanles
of aniissionary societies in ail parts of tlue îvorld, fnomn intelligent and influ.
ential layrnen, fron our missionaries in every ]and, frorn wvonan's boards
of missions, fnom youthfui bands of mnissionary Nvorkers, fromn student vol.
unteers, froni Y. M. C. Associations, from lieads of families, froi proies.
sors in colle-es and theological. serninanies, and from the leading eios
papers and rnissionary peniodicals of Christendomn-and from ail thlese
sources of intelligent judgnuent anti disinterested opinion not one expression
bas met oui' eye or ear other than that of warrnest commendation and God.
speed. Even on the platforui of the Worid's great Conference in London,
TEE, MissiONARY REVînw 0FO THE WORLD (then but a few nîonthis oid) %vas
severai tinies refenneti to with warmest praise and thiankisg-iving to God,
Very mnany of these testinionials have deeply touched our hearts, anti sUn.
ulateti our zeal andi courage in the enterprise to whichi we hiave cornitted
ourselves in obedience to wvhat seerneti to Dr. Pienson anti myself a plain
cal] of God. Thus the weiglit of testimony is dlecidedly against our good
brothen*s opinion, so fan as ieast as this REVIEW is concernied.

In response to tlic same publishiens' circulai-, sent to sonie flfty persons in
ail, carne very strong wvords, from sonne of the most intelligent and promi.
nent men iii the Christian church. As they present various phases of tht
subject, and their judgrnent is cii itled to considenation, ive trust it will not
'be thioughit imnuodest in us if wc give a few of theni in this connection.
W.- want it distinctly understood by our neadens that we are not en-aged
in any private pensonal enterprise for selfishi ends. The cause of tlais lRe.
vie w is sinîpiy the cause of Chiristian missions, conducteti for the hionor of
Christ.
OPINIONS OP EMINENT 31INISTERS; tht magazine In Its entiroty Ieaqvcsltile lobe

11ev. C. IL Parkiturst, D.D., New York: oosircd cithor as regards the separate flelds in
"No one ivho desires to hold In bird's-oyo which nuicsionary work le bclng dose, or u
ývIew the movoer.t whlch the militant church 'relates to the goncral problorns of mieslonary
nt large ie making unon the cnonuy'e territory intorest."1
can afford to dispense wlth TuE IsIoNÂnY nt.. 1ev. P. D. Huntingtofl, D.D.,
REVIEW OP THE WOIeLD. Each of ite depart- LL.1)., Bishop of Contrai Now Yorkc: la In th
monts is fulliof careftlly ed ited instruction, and îvldeprcsd and over-inecasing interce teIl
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