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Beneficence Among the Baptists of the
- Maritime Provinces for the Past
Twenty Years. viz, 1882-1901, as
Reported in the Year-Book and
in the N. B, Annual.

H. R. HATCH.

The object of this article is to answer tw{) questions :

1. Is ofir beneficence increasing ? \

2. Is it now what it ought to be ?

I. Asto the first, :

Of conrse we recognize the fact that the reports in the
Yn:-ll&h are far from complete ; and also tbat much
of our £ is of a ch ter which ders report
impossible. - Vet on the other band our gifts to the great
enterprises carried on by our denomination, as reported
by the t of ourd tional funds, ought to
be a fair index of the benevolent spirit of our churches.
For obvious reasons the figures in the following tables do
not include the offerings to the ‘‘ Centennial Fuud,” to
the ** Indian Famine Fund,” and to the ** Acadia For-
ward Movement Fund ;" nor the recent gifts of Deacon
J. W.-Barss of §7000, nor interest on legacies, They do,
h , include the collected by the W. M. A.
Societies, for surely the money raised by these societies
is u part of the regular beneficence of our church It
may be that in some churches the woman society is do-

_iug the larger part of the work of raising the denomina-
tional funds ; or possibly in some cases the Woman
Society is doing the whole work. If that is true in any
church, it certainly is not as it should be, Let us pull
along. every line; W. M. A, S., Sunday-school, and
church in general ; and let us pull together, to give our
great denominational enterprises their proper support
that God's Kingdom may come in the earth and his will
be done.
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though the rate of increase steadily diminishes, In or-
der to know if this gain in the lump sum represents an
actual gain in comparison with the large gain in mem-
bers, we need a third tablg to show us the average gift
per member for the same

TABLR NO. 3.
Benevolent Funds.
Yearly gift per member,
18821901,
N. B, These figures denote cents unless otherwise
marked.
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This table shows that for the’ first three groups we
made a somewhat steady progress; but the last group
(1897-'01) reveals a falling off of two cents per member,
as compared with the previous five years. This has
oecurred, too, when there has been a large gain (107
per cent ) i membership. ' But two cents per member
does not represent the actual falling off for the past five
years. As the table shows, up to 1897 (or if we had the
amounts for the several years, up to 1898) there wasa
steady increase; we might say & normal incresse—not as
large as it ought to have been perhaps, yetan incr:ase.
Ouher things befng equal there would have been, we be.
lieve, a corresponding increase for the last five years.
Such an increase would have meant an average of 6o
cents per member iunstead of 52 cents. It seems fair to
say, therefore, that we have suffered a real loss of about
eight cents per member, or between 12 and 15 per cent.
i d of 3.7 per cent,
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This tahle shows that our denomination has made
steady numerical progress bstween the 5-year groups,
the largest gain belug between the last two groups The

How are we to account for this falling off in the past
five yeara? There are three possible explanations. (i)
We are poorer in material wealth thau formerly, Iecan
not belleve that this is true for the Provinces. Itcertain-
ly is pot true for Kings Co., N. 8. (2) Our members
have not been giving as generonsly during these years as
in former years. But we remember ‘‘the Indian Famine
Fuand'’ and “‘the Acadia Forward Movement Fund,"” and
we see at once that this explanation is not the correct
one. (3) Our gifte—in part—have been going in other
directions. Daring these years the chief other direc-
tion has been ‘‘the Acadia Forward Movement.” The
treasurer of the college reports that $48438 06 have been
collected - for this fuud in the years 1898.'0r. This

gain of 10 7 per cent, certainly marks a very high degree
of prosperity in our churches. Let us now considera
second table which will show us our denominational of-
arings for the co rresponding years.

TABLE NO, 2.

Benevolent Funds.
1882 1901, ’

(These figures include the offerings for denom!national
purposes given through the N B. Convention as report-
ed ip the Annual. No treasurer's report is given in the
Annual for 1920, and that for 19o51°1 have not seen.)
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P an ge of $0 24 per member for each year.
If we add this to the regular bemevolence we have an
average of $0.76 per member. Now we do not mean to
infer that, had there been no *'Forward Movement,” our
denominational funds would have begn $0.76 per mem-
ber. But we must conclude that, had: there been no
“'Forward Movement,” there would have beenm a fair in-
increase in our denominational funds, as we have dlready
indicated; and that our offerings to the cellege fund have
cat into our regular offerings b 10 and 15 per cent.
We are in fullest sympathy with ** The Acadia Forward

Movement.” But we think that as a people we need to
consider seriously whether this is not the real explanation

of the decrease in our regular denominational
and accordingly we need to see to it that this result shall
not be repeated in connection with “The Twentieth Cen-
tury Fund for Missions.”” For to keep up this decrease
for the next five years wonld serionsly hamper our mis-
slonary enterprises. The ** Twentieth Century Fund’ s
asked for over and above the fegular offerings. I fre-
sume that the fund for the college was supposedly pledg-
ed in the same way. But msture is nature, and if In or-
der to meet one’s pledge in one direction he must curtaly
his e: in other directions; the gifts to the church
and d f g generally—are the firet to
suffer. We desire, however, tosay this in commendation
olm‘llrp.oplo, the rate of loss has been comparativély
small,

The figures for 1897-'o1 furnish an interesting study.
We give them in & fourth table.
: TABLE NO 4.

(We bring * Acadia® into our caleulations in this table

bacause it large and increasing deficit is seriously hass-

pering its work.)

(1). The falling off began with the first year collection
of ** Acadia Forward Movement Fund.” Thistends to
confirm what we have already said in explanation of the
decrease in our denominational gifts. In two years only
was the average per member equal to that for the years
1892-'g6.

(2). The large amount reported for 1900 was due to the
epecial work of Mr. Vining who visited our churches dur-
ing the previons convention year. N. W. Missions re-
ceived $4357.05 (not including Mr, Barss's $1000) against
$942.95 in 1899 ; and $1221.96 in 19o1. This means that
N. W. Missions received about $3000 more from our
churches in that year than in ordinary years.

(3). Acadia has been having a yearly deficit which,
according to the treasurer’s report for last year, amounts
in the aggregate to a little more than $10.000 From the
above table we see that Acadia has received 10 8 per cent.
of the total denominational funds (not including the
offerings of the W. M A S.) and that the deficit amonnts
t0 9.2 per cent. of the same. In other words if our de-
nominstional offerings, apart from those of the W. M. A,
Societies, had been given according to the convention
scheme and Acadia had received the full 20 per cent ; in-
stead of deficit for each year of the five, every dollar of
deficit would have been paid.

These figures certainly furnish us with matter for seri-
ous reflection. Let us take them to heart, brethren ! !

I1. Is our bemeficence now what it’ought to be ?

Every mian must answer for himeelf, and every church.
Rach one of us knowy whether he gave the average of
$0.52 last year or not, and each church can soon reckon
up whether its offerings equaled the number of its mem-

Many of onr churches go be-

Comparisons, I know, are sometimes odious, but they
may be profitable, nevertheless, and the following are
given simply to stir our thought and enlarge our vision. -
Let us see what others are doing in the way of benefi-
cence. For the years 1897 and 1898 the .Baptists of On-
tario and Quebec gave on an average per year $1 47 per
member. Last year the Baptists of manitoba and the
North West gave $1.69 to benevolent work, and that too
while they were giving an average of $12 0o per member
for local work, For the four years 1898-1901 the Baptists
of Maine gave on an aversge per year §1 17 per member.
The Baptists of Mass. for 1899 (this is the only Yesr-
Book that I have at hand ) gave §1.95 per member. But
you say these bretheen are situated in different fivancial

front ours here in the Maritime Provinces

home and take the gifts of other
nces and them with




