
ECCLESIASTICAL NOTICES.

been forrncd ini many of our cengrega-
tiens. Soine of the 1(1 est and ablestof
them are, te this very day, satisfied with

Ian annual collection ;" while others
do net give even that. We put the
most charitable construction on the neg-
leet of those congregations. whon wve
ascribe it to the want of a seheme ; and
new that this is supplied, we trust that
the 'y %vill make up for their past ine-
tiS by the promptitude and encrgy of
their present meveinents. We wonder
hew any Christian man, or nny Christian
cengregatien, can think that they dis-
charge theji- duty to a cause so sacred,
by an annual collection!1 Are there any
of our people -who content themselves
with an annual prayer for the Missionar
cause? Have we not been taught; b1y
our Lord te pray for it every day ?
And what consistency is there between
this and eollecting for it once a year?
What are pravers, so supportcd by prac.
tice, worth ? An annual collection as
the only source of Missionary revenue, is
obsolete, years age, in ail active and
carnest Churebes. Years age, it lias
been condemined by our own Synod.

Lot it neov be universally stiperseded by
the Missionary Socecty, and sec how
much more productive it wvill prove.

What does the annual collection prj-
duce? We strike a higli average when
we say £3. Now, assuluîng that there
are 100 member8 in the congregation,
howv iucli is this from ecd of th'em, on
an average ? Net 1ýd. in, the year, or
somewhere about one half.pennzy in the
month 1 Suppose now that a Missionary
Socety were erganized. would weaithy
or well-te do people oft'er tie Collectors
a half-penny a montti? $1 or $2 would
be liker the thing in soni e cases, and in
others 60 or 25 cents. But let us take
the very tew average of lid. each, per
mouth, what would that sanie cengrega-
tien raise in the year ? £37 10s., in.
stead of £3 as before; and this without
the help of tic adherents, whose collec-
tion was included in the latter sum
trifliiug ns it is. What a gain te the
MissiçGns of our Church! And ne loss
te thc congregation. Loss I Their en-
larged liberality would, lai many ways,
return inte their own bosoms, besides all
the good that it would do te others.

IR. ADOPTION OF TEE. SCIIEME, TEE CONDITION OF REOIEIVING SUP1>LEMENT.

Tic design of 'Lhe seheme being te set
ail Io werk, and te keep thein always at
work, tiie co-eperatien evcn of the sup-
plementcd cougregations is stipulated as
the condition of their particîpating ini its
fruits. la it said that what these con-
gregations raise fer Missions, will just
be se much -%vi.thheld froni their ewn
support î This dees net by any means
follew. But let us suppose that it did,
and that a supplemented cengregatien
raises £5 a year for the Mission fund,
and receives £20 eut of it, the question
is, Would it net be as well that tiat con-
gregatien should appropriate these £5)
te, its ewn purposes;and take (>Ily £15
eut of the Mission fund i We answer
empiatically, No! L t is botter, botter
for itself, and better for the Church,
that it should give as well as take, than
tiat it sheuld take enly, without giving.
Cengregations need training as well as
individuals, and they should be trained,
from ile very ftrst, te Missienary werk;
and surely the lesson Il freely te give"
for the spread of the Gospel eau with
ail the botter grace, and afleth gr eater
effeet, be inculcated on theni, that they
are, theniselves, at tic saine tume,
"freely receiving," for its support.

Missienary Socicties in supplcmented
congregations may net raise a great
deal. But Ilwho bath despised the day
of small things P" saith the Lord. If Re
hathl net, why should we ? Despise it!1
No! Let us rather bail it as the pre-
eni-sor of a coming day of great things,

whenthee spplemenied s hall become
supplementing cengregations, and attain
a degree ef strcngth, aetivity, and zeal,
that they neyer could have reached witb-
out the reflex influence of a Missionary
Society aruong thein. For it is a great
mistake te suppose, and a specieus
faliacy te say, that centributing for Mis-
siens will hurt the erdinary ineeme of
any cengregation, iowever weak. Facts
demenstrate the verv reverse. The
statisties of our own Churcli put it be-
yond a doubt. Look into them, and yeu
will sec that those congrcgatiens which
.,ive rnest te, Missions, are the most gene-
rous aise in tic support of thoir ewn
mninisters; and that the smalleststipends
uniformaly go along with the lowest
amnount of Missiouary contributions.
Look again into these statistics, and you
will sec seme old and able cengtregatiens
gý,iving mucli leas te their ministers than
ethers that have been, but recently forin-
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