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Men and Women and Horses
A Story. By Brander Matthews. With 4 Illustrations by W. T. Smedley.

HARPER’S
MAGAZINE

of Anglo-Indian Life. By

35 Cents, on all News=stands
HARPER & BROTHERS, Publishers, N. Y,

NOW 
READY

Pilgrims’
Progress.

NOVEMBER
NUMBER

V”-
3

THE GERHAN STRUG
GLE FOR LIBERTY— 
By Poultney Bigelow.

PLUMBLOSSOH BEE
BE’S ADVENTURES.— 
By Julian Ralph.

I II. The Virginia Dare Catechism.
By the Rev. Alban Greaves, of the diocese

A NEW CHILD’S STORY BY 
1TRS. FRANCES HODGSON BURNETT,

WITH HANY ILLUSTRATIONS 
AND COVER DESIGN BY 
REGINALD B. BIRCH.

PROF. BAIRD’S HISTORY OF 
THE HUGUENOTS IN FRANCE

NO W READ F.-

Chicago, Saturd^? October 26, 1895

IN UNIFORM STYLE WITH 
“ FAUNTLEROY,” “SARA 
CREWE,” ETC. SQUARE 8vo. 
PRICE, $1.50.

Sunday School Lessons
All beginning with Advent

THE REVOLUTION OF 1848
From the French of 1MB RT DE SaiNT- 

Amand. Wih Portraits nmo, $1.25.
A new volume tn the popular series on 

the * Famous Women of the French 
Court.”

CHARLES SCUBIBR’S SONS,
153 *57 Fifth Avenue, New York

OUT OF THE WORLD 
AT CORINTO.—By Rich
ard Harding Davis.

A BACHELOR’S CHRISTM *S 
and other stories. By Robert Grant. 
With 21 full-page illnstrat ons by C. D. 
Gibson, Irving R. Wiles, a. B. Wen- 
zell, and C. Carleton, nmo, $1.50.

Recent Impressions
Illustrated by the Author.—A Pilgrim on the Gila.
Wister. "" ~ ~
Thomas Hardy. (Conclusion.)—A Thanksgiving Breakfast. A Story. By
Harriet Prescott Spofford.—Personal Recollections of Joan of Arc.

THE JOHN CHURCH CO.,
CINCINNATI, NEW YORK, CHICAGO

THE MOGUL EMPERORS OF 
HINDUSTAN

By Edward S. Holden. LL.D. Wi.h 
illustrations. Crown 8vo, $2.00.

CONSTANTINOPLE
Bv F. Marion Crawford. Illustrated 

by Edwin L. Weeks. Square umo, $1.50.

COLLEGE GIRLS
By Abbe Carter Goodloe. Illustrat

ed by C. D Gibson, umo, $1.25.
“The stories are all excellent in qual

ity, and some of them are exceedingly 
bright.”—Boston Advertiser.

CAMEO EDITION. New Volumes.
A Chosen Few. Short Stories By Frank 

R. Stockton.
A Little Book of Profitat le Tales. By 

EuGr.NE Field.
Reflections of a Married Man. By Rob

ert Grant.
The Opinions of a Philosopher. By 

Robert urant.
Each with etched frontispiece. ibmo, $1.25.

Vol. XVIII. No. 30

I. Christ, in Type and Prcpbecy,
A Manual of Instruction for the Young. A 

series of in eresting Lessons on Old Testament 
Characters, adapted to the Church year. Ready 
Nov. 1st. By Mrs. Charles H. Smith, of Buffa
lo, N. Y , author of “The Church Catechism, Il
lustrated,” which has had a phencmenal sale. 
This new 000k is in Mrs. Smith’s happiest vein, 
and is certain to be a great success. Handsome
ly bound in bright covers, 15 cts. net. Specimen 
copies mailed, postpaid, on receipt of price.

CRUISING AMONG THE 
CARIBBEES

Summer Deys in Wimer Months. By 
Charles a Stoddard D D., editor of 
the N. Y. Obse'Ver. i2mo, $1.50.

Edwin Lord Weeks.
A Story. By Owen

Illustrated by Frederic Remington. — Hearts Insurgent. By

The Huguenotsand the Revoca
tion of the Edict of Nantes

By Henry M. Bird. 2 vols., 8vo, $7 50.
These two volumes conclude Prof.

Baird’s great historical series on the 
Huguenot.':
The Rise of the Huguenots

France
With Map. 2 vols , 8vc, $5.00.

The Huguenots and Henry 
Navarre

With Map. 2 vols., 8vo, $5.00.
The set. 6 vols.. in a box, $ 15.00.

ENGLISH LANDS, LETTERS, 
AND KINGS

Queen Anne and the Georges. By Don
ald G. Mitchell umo, $1.50.
Continuing the f inner Volumes,“From 

Celt to Tudor” and “From Elizabeth to 
Anne.”

“Two Little Pilgrims’ Progress” is Mrs. 
Burnett at her very best. It is a story of two 
children—a little boy and girl—brought up on a 
Western farm, where they have been neglected by 
their aunt, with whom they live, and who find their 
chief happiness in reading Bunyan’s “ Pilgrim’s 
Progress ” in a corner of the barn. Just then they 
hear of what must have been a glimpse of fairyland 
to so many Western children, the White City of the 
Chicago Exhibition, and they make up their minds

to take their small savings and go to see the wonder. This is their 
Pilgrims’ Progress, and their adventures, which in the end result most 
happily, are told by Mrs. Burnett in her well-known delightful manner. 
It is safe to prophesy that this will be a prime favorite among books for 
the young, and that it will rival even “ Fauntleroy ” in popularity.

Hrs. Burnett’s longest and most notable juvenile since “Fauntleroy.” 
first in book form without previous serial issue.

Literary Boston Thirty Years Ago
By William Dean Howells. With 17 Illustrations

III. v Church Lessons.
A series of graded in tructions on the Church 

Catechism and the Church Year By the 
Rev. Elliot White, of the diocese of Newark. 
For these Lessons we claim the following 
t-d vantages: 1. They follow the Church Cate
chism and the Church Year. 2. They are 
thoroughly loyal to the Church and the Bible. 3. 
They are perfectly graded. 4. All grades study 
the same subject together. 5. All grades are 
printed on the same leaf. 6. A careful review 
system. 7. Answers so worded as to embody tne 
substance of the question. 8. Adapted for pub 
lie catechising. 9 Adapted for schools that keep 
open the year round. 10. Adapted for schools 
that close in summer. 11. Choice of Leaflet or 
Quarterly form at same price. Price, 3 cts. a 
quarter, or t2 cts. a year, in advance. Sample 
copies, for 4 Sundays in Advent, now ready, sent 
free on application.
Send, for our General Catalogue. All surplus profits de

voted to Chu-ch, charities.

The Church Publishing Society,
Church N' issions House, 4th Ave. and 22nd St., 

New York City.

UNC’ EDINBURG
A Plantation Echo. By THOMAS Nel

son Page. Illustrated by B. W. Cline- 
DINST. Small folio, $1.50.

Uniform with the illustrated editionsof 
“Polly,” “Meh Lady,” and "Marse Chan.”

fHJDIOTUAt Ctl COTinUC for 1895. Containnew Unnlu I ItlAu uLLtU I lUHu and pretty Carols and an 
instructive Responsive Service. 16 pp. Price, 5 cts. a copy.
nUDIQTMAQ TinC By L. E. Jones. Anew and very untllu I 111 Au* I I MU. fine Christmas Service of Songsand 
Readings Price, 5 cents a single copy.

THE PALACE OF SiNTJ SHUS.
charming little Cantata by new writers who evidently under
stand the art of teaching a moral while pleasing the children. 
Price. 80 cents a single copy.

OTHER X-MAS CANTATAS.
Dorothy’s IFrenm, Kanin Chius’ Mission. One Christ
mas Eve, A Jolly Christmas, Han tn Claus Co., A 
Christmas Vision, Catching Krlss Krhigle, Judge 
Santa Claus, Sunta Chius’ Mlstnl e, The New Santa 
Claus, The Waifs’Christmas, Etc. These have all won 
great favor in past years. Price of each Cantata 80 
cents per single copy.

EXAMINE THESE ALSO.
APUDIQTUA9 Dturnir ByW. L. Mason. A Hol-Il 11 Mu I In Au nLlLniU. iday Entertainment oi 
great interest Price, 10 cents a single copy.
A PUDICTMAQ QA7AAR ByRichey& Murray. An- A UnnluInlAu DALAAn, other pleasant entertainment. 
Price, 10 cents a single copy.
nrTUI CUEAA By Frederic Weatherly and Geo. F. Root. 
uLInLunulYl. This is a suberb Christinas Cantata for 
adults only It has now the enviable position of a standard 
work and it has no superior in its own field. 50 cts. a copy. 
AUTUCAAC Especially designed for Christmas use will be 
All I n tin u in the Supplement to the Musical Visitor 
for December. Price of •■Musical X Isitor” 15 cents 
A PITH nPllt ofChristmas Music of every description

UAIALUUUL for use in the Church, Sunday Schools or 
Home Circle, will be sent to any address on application.
PAOLI as DrttDtUPtO must accompany orders from UAuH Ol ntrtntnuLu those who have not had credit 
dealings wttt us

Send 1 <► cents for sample (back number) of “MUSICAL 
V IS1TOR ’’ showing the class of music now being printed in

WOMEN OF COLONIAL AND 
REVOLUTIONARY TIMES

A series designed to portray the lives 
and the times of some of the eminent wom
en of the Colonial and Revolutionaiy 
periods.

First Volume Now Ready: MARGAR
ET WINTHROP. By AL'CE MOKSE 
Earle, nmo, $1.25.

Other volumes in preparation.

The Church Publishing [Society
Take pleasure in announcing 
THREE new and attractive 
series of.....

By the Rev. Alban Greaves, of the diocese of 
East Carolina. Ready about Nov. 1st. This book 
is clear, practical, and suggestive. It covers, in 
Part I, all the principal subjects connected with 
the Church; in Part II, such general subjects as 
Missions, Worship, Duty, Perseverai ce, and 
the like. Eacn Lesson, of which there are s4, is 
prefaced by an Exercise on the Prayer Book or 
Holy Scripture, thus familiurizi g the young 
with the Church service and the Bible. The book 
is broad, in the best and truest s<- nse of the word. 
Bound, in boards, 20 cts. net. Specimen copies 
mailed, postpaid, on receipt of price.
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Educational Educational Church Furnishing

ILLINOIS

ST. MARI’S SCHOOL, Knoxville, Ill.
A School for Girls,

A College for Young VVomen.

One of the oldest Church Schools in the country. En
tirely rebuilt on modern lines in 1883. Everything up to 
the times. Music under the direction of Wm. H. Sher- 
Wood, Chicago. A preparatory and college course. The 
degree of B.A. given to graduates. Physical culture a 
special feature.

Rev. C W. Leffingwell,
Rector and Founder.

$T. ALBAN’S ACADEMY,
Knoxville. Illinois.

A Classical and Military Boarding School, for Boys of all 
><ee. Gymnastic training and athletic sports.

A. H. Noyes, Headmaster.

JATERMAH HALL, Sycamore, Ill.

NEW YORK—STATE

QT. AUSTIN’S SCHOOL,
West New Brighton, Staten Island, N. Y.

Patron;—Kt. Rev. H. C. Potter, D.D., Bishop of New 
York. For particulars address,

Rev. Geo E. Quail®, M.A., Rector.

ST. MARI’S SCHOOL FOR GIRLS.
Garden City, Long Island (half hour from New 

York) Thoroughly graded from Primary to Collegiate. 
Certificate admits to colleges for women. Elective courses 
for advanced pupils and post graduates. Special arrange
ments for those desiring the advantages of New York 
City; concerts, lectures, art galleries, etc.

Miss Elizabeth L. Koues, Prin.

ST. GABRIEL’S SCHOOL, Peekskill, 1.1.
A boarding school for girls. Under the charge of the 

Sisters of St. Mary. Twenty fourth year begins Septem
ber 24th, 1895. The school is distant from New York about 
41 miles. Situated on an eminence overlooking the town, 
and with view of Hudson River and the country for miles 
around. The location healthful, refined, and favorable for 
both physical and intellectual development. For terms, 
etc., address the Sister in Charge.

Memorial Gifts for Advent:
BRASS AND MOSAIC PULPITS. 
MARBLE FONTS.
BRONZE TABLETS. 
MOSAIC ALTARS. 
EMBROIDERIES.

J. & R. LAMB, 5^awrmY,.nrefc8t’

Send For 
Illustrated 

Hand-books.

VAN NOTE & FISK,
Ecclesiastical Glass Workers, Furnishers, Decorators, Metal Workers,

MARBLES. 36 UNION SQUARE. NEW 1 ORK. MOSAICS.

LUETKE & CO., Designers and 
Manufacturers

ECCLESIASTICAL ART IN METAL, WOOD, MARBLE, STAINED GLASS DECORA
TION, Etc. 652 Hudson St,, New York.

The Chicago Diocesan School for Girls.
Opened September 18th, 1889. Bishop McLaren, D. D., 

D. C. L., President of the Board of Trustees. Board and 
tuition I300 per school year. Address the Rev. B. F. 
Fuxtwood. S.T.D., Rector, Sycamore, Ill.

ST. MARGARET’S SCHOOL,
222 Ashland Boulevard, Chicago.

Fall term, 12th year, Sept. 19,1895. Boarding pupils lim
ited. Prepares for Eastern colleges. Dr. T N. Morrison, 
visiter. MISS SAYRE, Principal.

fHE RATIONAL MEDICAL COLLEGE
of Chicago gives full courses of Medical instruction, 

etc., also offers home readings for beginners. Fees low. 
T. C. Duncan, M.D., Ph. D., LL.D., Pres. 100 State st

MARYLAND

JT. JOHN'S PREPARATORY SCHOOL
For boys 12 to 16 preparing for St. John’s College, 

U. S. Naval Academy, or business. Careful supervision 
of health and habits. Masters all graduates. Address 
Principal, JAMES W. CAIN, M.A., Annapolis, Md.

NEW YORK CITY

School of the Sisters of the Church.
(FOUNDED BY MRS. SYLVANUS REED, 1864.)

Kindergarten (includingreading, writing, etc.), Primary, 
Secondary, and Collegiate departments

Address Sister-in-Charge, 6 and 8 East 53rd Street.

RT. MARY’S SCHOOL.
6 and 8 East 46th St., New York, N. Y.

A boarding and day s .hool for girls. Under the charge 
of Sisters of St. Mary. Pupils are prepared for college 
examinations. The twenty-seventh year will commence 
Oct. 1st. Address the Sister Superior

PENNSYLVANIA

JISHOPTHORPE, South Bethlehem, Pa,
A Church Boarding and Day School for Girls. Pre

pares for College, or gives full academic course. Twenty
eighth year opens Wednesday, Sept. 25th, 1895. For cir
culars address Miss Alberta Oakley, Bachelor of Letters, 
Principal.

VIRGINIA

R. GEISSLER
CHURCH WORK AND STAINED GLASS,

124 Clinton Place, between 5th and 6th aves., 
NEW YORK.

ST. AGNES’ GUILD,
Calvary church, Chicago, solicits orders for Eucharistic 

Vestments,Cassocks, Cottas, Girdles, Altar Hangings, and 
Linens, Choir Vestments, Fringe for Stoles, etc.

Address, Rev. Wm. B. HAMILTON, Rxctox,
1 no Wilcox Ave., Chicago

COX SONS & VINING,
70 Fifth Avenue, New York.

Embroideries and Fabrics, 
Clerical Suits, Surplices

Cassocks, Stoles, Hoods.
Successors to

COX SONS, BUCKLEY & CO.

MINNESOTA

SHATTUCK SCHOOL,
Faribault. Minn. (Military). 30th year. College 

or Business Preparation. All information in Catalogue.

NEW JERSEY

BURLINGTON COLLEGE.
The fiftieth year of Burlington College—preparatory 

department—begins Sept. 18, 1895. Careful attention to 
the individual needs of students. Advanced work a spe
cialty. Address, Rev. C. E. O. Nichols, rector, Bur
lington, N. J,

J-AINT GEORGE’S HALL, Summit, N. J„
Offers unusual advantages to persons desiring to find 

a Home School. All boarding pupils are under direct ob
servation of the Head Master. Number of boarders 
limited to twenty. References: Ths Rt. Rev. the Bishop 
of Newark; the Rev. G. M Christian, D D , Newark, N. 
J ;the Rev. Walker Gwynne, Summit, N. J.; the Kev. N 
Barrows, Short Hills, N. J. Hartman Naylor, Hd. Mstr.

Dryad Hill School for Girls.
South Orange, N. J. Mrs. L. H. Benjamin, Prin.

SCHOOL OF THE GOOD SHEPHERD, 
M HOMESCHOOLFORYOUNGGIRLS. Terms,$250. 
Address, Sister-In-Charge, Asbury Park, New Jersey.

EPISCOPAL HIGH SCHOOL,
Near Alexandria, Virginia.

For Boys. The 57th year. Catalogues sent.
L M. BLACKFORD, M.A. Principal.

WISCONSIN

CATHEDRAL CHOIR SCHOOL,
Fond du Lac, Wisconsin.

Everything modern and first-class.
$200 FOR THE SCHOOL. YEAR.

$150 for sons of the clergy. Send for new illustrat
ed catalogue. The Rev. Chas k. Taylor, B.D., Warden.

ST. JOHN’S MILITARY ACADEMY,
Delafield, Wisconsin

A Church School for Boys. Situated in the “lake region’ 
of southern Wisconsin, twenty-five miles from Milwaukee 
Location unsurpassed for beauty and healthfulness. Pre
pares for any of the colleges, or for business. Rates less 
than for any other school of its class. New term opens 
Sept. 17, 1895. For catalogues, testimonials, and all other 
information, apply to the Warden, the Rev. Sidney’I. 
Smythe, A.M., Delafield. Wis.

pMPER HALL, Kenosha, Wis,
A school for girls under the care of the Sisters of St. 

Mary The twenty-sixth year begins September 24, 1895 
References: Rt Rev. I. L. Nicholson, D.D., Milwaukee; 
Rt. Rev. W. E. McLaren, D.D., Chicago; Rt. Rev. Geo. 
F. Seymour, S.T.D., Springfield; General Lucius Fair
child, Madison, Wis.; David B. Lyman, Esq., Chicago; 
W. D. Kerfoot, Esq , Chicago; Frederick S. Winston, 
Esq , Chicago. Address, The Sister Superior.

MISCELLANEOUS

Seaside Home School and Kindergarten.
For motherless children and for girls. Re opened Sept. 

25,1895. References: Rt. Rev. the Bishop of Ne 1 Jersey, 
Trenton, N. J.; Rt. Rev the Bisnop of Maryland, Balti
more, Md.; Rev. A. J. Miller, Dr Sarah Mackintosh, As
bury Park, N J.; Rev. Elliott D. Tomkins, Long Branch, 
N. J.; Rev. Alfred Harding, Washington, D. C. Address, 
Miss ROSS, Principal, 604 Asbury Ave., Asbury Park, N.J.

NEW HAVEN, CONN., 56 Hillhouse Ave. Mrs and 
Miss Cady’s School for Girls, on the most beautiful 

avenue in the “City of Elms.” Apply early.

In Order to Fill Vacancies, Reduced Rates are 
offered to those having daughters to send away to school. 
Address, Mrs.Whitmore, 1735 N. 2tst St , PhiladTa, Pa

tpc
LARGEST MANUFACTURERS 

IN THE WORLD 
OF CHURCH FURNISHINGS

cpunni furniture edUnUUL COMPANY

opera and assemble Chairs.

FARRAND& VOTEY, 
HIGH GRADE ORGANS. 

Correspondence Solicited. DETROIT, MICH.

Caution.— Other things are being made and called 
Simplex Printers. The only way to be sure of get
ting the genuine is to see that yours is the Lawton 
Simplex Printer. Send for circulars. Agents wanted.

LAWTON & CO.. 20 Vesey St.. New York.

OFFICIAL ANNOUNCEMENT °«heaward
CILLOTT’S PENS at the Chicago Exposition.

AWARD: “ For excellence of steel used in their 
manufacture, it being fine grained and elastic; super
ior workmanship, especially shown by the careful 
grinding which leaves the pens free from defects. The 
tempering is excellent and the action of the finished 
pens perfect.” (Signed) FRANZ VOGT,

( H. I. KIMBALL, Individual Judge. 
Annroved: -t Pres't Departmental Committee.
V (JOHN BOYD THACHER,

Chairman Exeo. Com. on Awards.

We shall be happy

Altar
Crosses,
Vases,
Alms
Basons,
Lecturns,
Etc., for

Memorials.

We shall be happy to furnish full In
formation together with prices and designs 
when reuuired.

SPM11L.D1NGACQ
(incorporated) an<J-Silver.^

STATE. 7TNI>
JflcK50N STREETS

CHICAGO

--- .—_

FURNITURt
Of All Kinds

FOR

CHURCH AND CHANCEL.
Write for our new catalogue 

Special designs and prices made on application.
Correspondence solicited

PHOENIX M’F’G CO.,
EAU CLAIRE. WiS.

GEO. E. ANDROVETTE & CO..

Stained : Glass
27-29 So. Clinton St, Chicago,’III.

COX SONS & VINING,
70 Fifth Avenue, New York.

Embroideries and Fabrics, Clerical Baits, 
Surplices, Cassocks, Stoles, Hoods.

Successors to

COX SONS, BUCKLEY & CO
NEBRASKA

gROWNELL HALL, Omaha, Neb.
A Church School for Girls. Under the same manage

ment for twenty years. Buildings and furniture, including 
chapel, cost $165,000. Climate of Nebraska unequalled 
for health. The School abreast of the times in everything.

Rev. Robert Doherty, S.T.D. Rector.

Spencerian Steel Pens...
Always Write Well, Wear Well. 

Once Used, Always Used.

A Thorough French and English Home School for 20 
girls. Under the charge of Mme. H. Clerc and Miss

M. L. Peeke Address, Mme. M. Clerc, 4313 Walnut St., 
Philadelphia, Pa.

The Leading Conservatory of America^-^5
CarlFaelten, Director.

Foundedin 1853 by t-ToY’'’'

-'"'’Send for Prospectus
1* 1 N^2^---^givmg full information.

Frank W. Hale, General Manager.

J^t. Mary’s Hall for Girls.
Thirtieth year opsns Sept. 19, 1895. Terms, $350 per Year. Rt. Rev. H. B. 

Whipple, D.D., LL.D., Rector. Miss Ella F. Lawrence, Principal. Pupils are 
prepared for College examinations. Certificate admits to Wellesley. For cata
logue, address

ST. MARY’S HALL, FARIBAULT, MINN.
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The General Convention of 1895
Monday, Oct. 14th—Eleventh Day

ADDITIONAL REPORT

At the morning session messages from the House of 
Bishops, Nos. 37-43 inclusive, were received.

No. 40 concurred with the House of Deputies in favor of 
erecting Northern Michigan as a new diocese.

Of the other messages, those receiving immediate con
sideration were No. 41, which went to the calendar; Nos. 42 
and 43 were concurred in.

No. 41 named as Church university regents the Bishops 
of Albany, Minnesota, Kentucky, and the Rev. Drs. 
Dix, Greer, Huntington, Potter, and Messrs. Prof. Dresler, 
Prof. Garnet, Geo. W. Vanderbilt, Spencer Trask, and 
Silas McBee.

No. 43 refers to printing a list of ordinations and having 
a recorder keep the list hereafter and funish certified copies. 
It was stated in this connection that the list of deacons 
ordained since 1785 numbered 77.068.

The Rev. Dr. Rhodes, of Southern Ohio, offered the fol
lowing resolution :

Resolved, That the House of Deputies, with most delightful 
memories of the excursion to Faribault on Saturday, Oct. 12th, 
extends to the people of that city and Bishop Whipple and Bish
op Gilbert sincere thanks for the generous and abundant wel
come and hospitality with which we were received; that we are 
profoundly impressed by the evidences of wise philanthropy on 
the part of the State, and of the pre-eminent beauty and promise 
of those great i nstitutions of learning and piety, which crown 
the years and labors of the beloved Bishop Whipple; and that a 
copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the mayor of Faribault 
and to Bishops Whipple and Gilbert.

That af the same time we are not unmindful of the thought
fulness and courtesy of the gentleman who provided a special 
train by which we were carried to and from Faribault on that 
excursion, and we beg to offer him our thanks.

Dr. Rhodes moved that the resolution be adopted by a 
rising vote, which was done, after accepting al amendment 
offered by Pierpont Morgan, inserting the name of Roswell 
Miller, President of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul rail
road.

The Rev. Dr. Hoffman made the following statement in 
regard to the report on revision of the canons:

“The Joint Commission withhold for the present their re
port on the canon on marriage and divorce, which theyhope 
to present to-morrow morning.

“As tc the changes that have been made by the commis
sion:

“First, in regard to the canons on ordination, we have pro-- 
vided a new schedule for examination for deacons’ and 
priests’ orders. The only change in the schedule as printed 
is in the examination of candidates for the priesthood. We 
have inserted, in connection with the examinations on the 
Apostle’s Creed, the words, ‘and the Nicene Creed.’ The 
Joint Commission voted forthat on the unanimous recom
mendation from a meeting of the professors of our various 
theological schools and seminaries. They have a meeting, 
annually, in Easter week, and this was voted for at their 
last Easter meeting.

“We have also arranged the canons in chronological or
der in a manner by which they can be readily found from 
the index. There is also a canon introduced on the trans
lation of bishops, also in regard to provinces. There are 
two new canons, one on standing committees, and another 
important canon on the mode by which a bishop can be 
presented for trial. In our canons before we left the mode 
to the House of Bishops.

“The matter of suffragan bishops we have left to the 
House of Bishops, as the commission was unable to arrive 
at a satisfactory conclusion in that matter.’

The order of the day was then called for, and the discus
sion of message No. 9 from the House of Bishops resumed. 
In reply to a question. Dr. Hoffman said that the report 
from the commission was not to be regarded as final and 
complete until the additions should be brought in to-mor
row. Paragraphs 2 and 3 of section 4 were taken up and 
adopted by a vote of clergymen, ayes 52, nays 1; laity, ayes 
47, nays 1. Section 5 was carried. Clergy, 53 ayes; laity 
43 ayes; no negatives.

Section 6 being reached, the subject of representation 
from missionary districts and churches in Europe came up 
again.

Judge Prince moved for a provision that one lay delegate 
be chosen by the nomination from the clergy and laity of 
any missionary district, to have seats in the House of Dep

uties, with privileges of deputies except that they shall 
have no vote.

Mr. Goddard, of Rhode Island, offered an amendment in
cluding the representatives of the Church in Europe.

The motion as amended was adopted by the following 
vote: Clergy, 50 ayes, 1 nay, 2 divided. Laity, 43 ayes.

Section 2 of message No. 9 from the House of Bishops, as 
already amended by the House of Deputies, was next 
taken up for consideration.

Dr. Blanchard moved to further amend the section by 
striking out the word “primate,” and inserting in the place 
thereof the words, “presiding officer of the House of Bish
ops.”

Dr. Fulton moved as a substitute to insert the words 
“presiding bishop.”

The Chair was about to put the substitute of Dr. Fulton, 
when Dr. Taylor, of Springfield, called for a vote by dio
ceses and orders. This led Dr. Fulton to ask permission, in 
the interest of saving time, to withdraw his substitute; sev
eral present objecting to the permission being granted, a 
vote was called for upon it, resulting in 144 voting in favor 
of the permission and 88 against.

Mr. Thomas, of Pennsylvania, then arose and renewed 
the substitute just withdrawn by Dr. Fulton.

Dr. Hoffman called for a vote by dioceses and orders on 
the substitute of Mr. Thomas, which was to insert the 
words “presiding bishop” in the place of primate in the 
section, and the vote was as follows: Clerical, ayes, 25, 
nays 22, divided 6; lay votes, ayes 26, nays 18, divided 1.

The amendment was declared lost.
Dr. Blanchard’s amendment was then put and carried.
Section 2, as amended, was next put to the House for its 

concurrence with the House of Bishops. A vote by dio
ceses and orders was taken upon it, the vote being as fol
lows: Clerical vote, ayes 53, nayso; lay vote, ayes 47, 
nays o. It was therefore declared carried.

The section amended will therefore now read: “The 
General Convention shall meet in every third year on the 
first Wednesday in October, unless a different day be ap
pointed by the previous Convention, or at such time and 
place as shall be appointed by the Convention, and if there 
shall appear to the presiding officer of the House of Bish
ops sufficient cause for changing the place so appointed he 
may appoint another place for such a meeting. Special 
meetings may be called in accordance with canonical pro
visions of the Convention.”

A recess was then taken for lunch.
AFTERNOON SESSION

At the opening of the afternoon session Dr. Hunt
ington rose to a question of privilege by stating: 
“There is present in the house the venerable Dr. Smith, of 
Baltimore. He is chairman of the committee on Church 
unity of the general assembly of the Presbyterian Church, 
and has already been received and cordially welcomed by 
the House of Bishops. I move that he be invited to a seat 
on the platform.” The motion was carried, and Dr. Smith 
escorted to the platform.

The chairman stated that the next matter was the con
sideration of the adoption of Constitutions 1 and 2 of mes
sage No. 9 from the House of Bishops.

Mr. Burgwin moved that Constitution No. 2 be taken as 
part of No. 1, and numbered section 7. This was carried.

The adoption of the entire two sections was then voted 
upon, the vote first being taken viva voce and agreed to, 
but afterwards Dr. Hoffman thought that such an im
portant matter should be decided upon by a vote of dio
ceses and orders. The vote in this manner was accordingly 
taken, and resulted as follows: Clerical vote, ayes 52, nays 
o; lay vote, ayes 40, nays 1.

The Chairman stated that they would then proceed to 
consider message No. 18 of the House of Bishops, which 
referred to Constitution No. 3, but before this course of ac
tion was decided upon, Hill Burgwin moved to postpone 
the consideration cf this message and take up message No. 
19, which had reference to Constitution No. 4 and related 
to provinces. Mr. Burgwin explained: “The Article now 
before the House, that of No. 18, of the House of Bishops, 
is the most important one contained in the report of the 
committee on revision, and will lead to an extended debate, 
which may, by its extension, endanger the entire work of 
the Convention, and not only so, it contains references and 
provisions for what the Convention has not yet agreed to 
establish; namely, the constitution of dioceses and mission
ary districts into provinces. It seems we should first de

cide if we are going to have provinces in this country be
fore we make provision for their regulation and constitu
tion. 1 think we should first go through with our articles 
of organization before we proceed to anything else involving 
the General Convention in its organization as a legislative 
body. The provinces will come next in order,’and then 
the formation, and regulation, and division of dioceses.”

Dr. Hoffman agreed with the last speaker, and seconded 
his motion, also statirg that he thought it was about time 
th ey postponed the whole matter until they had the re
port of the Joint Commission on amendments to the Con
stitution and Canons.

John Wilkes, of North Carolina, moved:
Resolved. That the ccrsideraticn cf the order of the day, be

ing the report of the Joint C< n mission on the revision of the 
Constitution and Canons and the messages of the House of Bish
ops relating thereto, be postponed until after the final report of 
the Joint Ccmmissicn is made to-morrow morning.

Mr. Earl, of Albany, moved this be laid on the table, 
and upon a vote being taken upon his motion, a division 
was called for, and there voted 176 in the affirmative and 
42 in the negative.

Mr. Packard, of Maryland, then offered the following 
resolution.

Resolved, That message No. 18, of the House of Bishops, and 
s ucceeding messages of the House of Bishops received by this 
H ouse containing proposed amendments to the Constitution, be 
a nd they are hereby referred to a committee of this House, con
sisting of six clergj men and six laymen, who shall report at the 
next Ccnventio and the r« port of such committee shall be 
published at least six months prior thereto.

Mr. Packard asked leave to explain his motion, and in 
doing so said: “This is the nth day of the session of this 
House. We have had under consideration in one way and 
another the matters of constitutional amendments, and we 
have gone through two sections. These sections, whilst 
important, may be said, in comparison with those that come 
afterwards, to be but the bark; the real pith and marrow 
of the matter is before us, and we have comet© this limited 
point. It is perfectly manifest that it is impossible during 
this General Convention to consider these grave and 
weighty matters as they should be considered during this 
session. I go no further in the statement of the difficulties 
which it seems to me lie before us. We have acted so far 
upon the messages cf the House cf Bishops up to No. 9. 
We have before us a number of other messages of the House 
of Bishops from No. 18 onward. The Constitutional Com
mission and its report, in the present state of the case, cut 
n o figure. Their great labor has been availed of in the 
House of Bishops. The House cf Bishops has acted upon 
that report, ard what is now before us are these distinct 
propositions and amendments to the Constitution sub
mitted to us by the House of Bishops. If it be true, as I 
have said, that it is impossible for us, within the limited 
time now at our disposal, to act upon these messages of the 
House of Bishops, what, may I ask, is the respectful and 
proper course to pursue in regard to these messages? Mani- 
f estly to refer them to a committee of our body to report. 
It is clear, of course, that they will come up as new matter 
in the next General Convention, but they come before our 
House after having undergone the scrutiny of our newcom- 
mittee. The committee presents its report to the House, 
r ecommending concurrence or non-concurrence in these 
messages, as it may see fit, and then when our House has 
act ed upon them they go back to the House of Bishops, 
w hich as a body does not change greatly, as ours does, but 
will, in all probability, three years hence, be much the ss me 
as now. It seems it is not only the proper and mcst 
r espectful way but the most expeditious way of acting upon 
this matter.”

Dr. Greer said: “We have not proceeded so far as the 
deputy has said. We have acted upon the 9’h message. 
We have concurred, but with amendments. These amend
ments have to be acted upon by both Houses, if there is a 

di sagreement, and therefore final adoption is still further 
postponed. This is the nth day of the session. The 
calendar has not yet been reached, nor has the unfinished 
business been taken up, and to-morrow is the last day upon 
w hich tew business can be introduced. That is the situa
tion. I have felt very strongly frcm the beginning that 
the spirit of the Constitution under which we are acting 
requires that we should proceed in the way in which we 
have been proceeding. I think that the Constitution con
templated it should be altered with extreme care and de
liberation.”
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Dr. Davenport moved as an amendment:
Resolved, The House of Bishops concurring, that all messages 

from the House of Bishops upon the revision of the Constitution 
which have not been finally acted upon, together with the report 
of the Joint Commission on the Revision of the Constitution and 
Canons, be re-committed to the Joint Commission on Revision to 
report to the next General Convention.

Dr. Davenport, explaining his motion, said: “At the last 
General Convention a joint commission was appointed,con
sisting of seven bishops, seven clergy, and seven laity, for 
the purpose, as defined in the Constitution, of presenting 
the revision of the Constitution and Canons and providing 
for the growth of the Church, and also for all those ques
tions involved in its usefulness. That committee has come 
before this Convention with a report in which they state 
they have had 41 sessions in three years, an average of 
nearly 14 sessions a year, or quite an average of one a 
month. I have as yet to hear of a commission since my 
connection with this work which has more faithfully, more 
steadily, more thoroughly, done its duty to the Convention 
than this Joint Commission has. Now this resolution pro
poses to take what was given to a joint commission and 
give it to a commission only of this House. I don’t believe 
this body of clergy will feel it is the proper courtesy to a 
joint commission composed of bishops, presbyters, and lay
men, to take it entirely out of their hands with this little 
consideration we have given it.”

Dr. Greer: “I have not been disposed to think that the 
deliberations which have been given to certain proposed 
changes in the Constitution have been excessive. On the con
trary, I think that we have, perhaps, not given enough 
time. An instrument like the Constitution should be con
sidered section by section, paragraph by paragraph, even 
word by word. It is not unreasonable that we have given 
so much time to it. It is unreasonable that more time should 
not be given to it. The time that we have at our disposal 
should be given to this work. When a great State like New 
York, or any State in the Union, proposes any changes to its 
Constitution, a constitutional convention is held, and, as in 
the case of New York, continued in session for six months, 
doing nothing else than carefully considering all the Con
stitution, article by article, section by section, almost word 
for word. I don’t believe our Constitution meant that these 
alterations and amendments should be hastily considered, 
but that they should have the careful consideration of a 
committee of these Houses. I do maintain, in the interest 
of the sacred and the inviolable nature of the Constitution 
of this Church that it should be changed in the most care
ful, patient, and laborious manner, and therefore, it seems 
to me that it would be in keeping with the spirit of our Con
stitution that these proposals and changes as they come 
down from the House of Bishops should be sent to a com
mittee and then reported at a subsequent session of this 
body.”

Dr. Spalding, of Colorado, said: “The present commis
sion has not as yet made its report, and is not therefore in 
condition to be discharged.”

Dr. Davenport again called attention to the fact of the 
work of the Joint Commission, stating that it was not new 
business that was being prepared. This commission has 
already given three years to the work, and it was not to be 
supposed that they would do better if they discharged that 
committee and appointed a new one to do the work. They 
had not considered this report, and the question of courte
sy came in in a very strong way. He thoroughly concurred 
with Dr. Greer in the statement of the sacredness 
of the work, and believed in going to those who 
understood the matter and not to an untried committee. 
It seemed a better way was to leave the matter in the 
hands of the old committee, for by the proposed change it 
would seem a reflection upon the work of the old com
mittee.

The Rev. Dr. Elliott, of Maryland, cited what he called 
some of the many ways in which an effort was being made 
in the revision work to take power out of the hands of the 
House of Deputies and place it in the hands of the House of 
Bishops, in matters of doctrine, matters of law, and mat
ters of relations between vestries and rectors, and a trans
lation of a presbyter from one diocese to another. Dr. 
Elliott said that he was not speaking in antagonism to the 
power of the episcopate itself, but only to such things as he 
felt would be done by heaping power upon power upon the 
bishops of the Church. He thought some portions of the 
report positively injurious, and that it contained both sins 
of omission and commission. He desired that the matter 
be referred to a committee of the House.

The Rev. Dr. Stone, of Chicago, said: “As a member of 
the Joint Commission I do not for one moment suppose that 
the House of clerical and lay deputies of the Convention 
could be guilty of an act of discourtesy. I do .not suppose 
that the mover to refer this to a committee had in mind for 
one moment any idea of discourtesy. We disclaim, as 
members of the commission, any such intention. Not
withstanding there have been for some time before this 
Convention met, and during its sessions, words passed 
which nave implied incompetency and other disqualifica
tions, the Joint Commission has held its peace, it has made 
no reply; but the time has come when jl think I ought to 
make a reply on the part of the Commission.

“We did'not’ask the Convention to appoint us on a joint 
commission; we did not implore the Chair to place us there; 
we were placed there unknowingly and without request on 
our part. We went to work as honest men; we had no de
sire to compromise the rights of this House; we had no de
sire to increase the power of the House of Bishops. The 
claimjthat we had episcopal supervision or domination is 
absolutely false from beginning to end. The bishops have 
exerted no undue influence. If we have apparently made 
concessions, I think it would be found that they were not 
concessions that this House was not prepared to make. You 
have in the passage of the first and second articles of the 
Constitution conceded every point of importance that the 
Commission contended for, save the elective presidency— 
the mere phraseology of primate is of little consequence, 
and perhaps goes with the other. We have labored in that 
work for a longer time than the whole General Convention 
in any of its sessions has ever given to the work of the 
Church. We tried to be just. We had conferences on both 
sides. We asked this man and that man versed in constitu
tional law what would be the right line to take; we sub
mitted it to the Church some three months before it was 
brought into the House. Assuming the right of this House 
to recommit the messages from the House of Bishops is ab
solutely within your power, I should certainly consider it 
ought to go back to the Joint Commission, instead of a new 
committee, because within the last six or eight weeks we 
have had a flood of light thrown upon the work; we.have 
had criticisms from all sides, and we have not been able to 
take these criticisms into consideration, as we could do now, 
and present a new report.”

The Rev. Dr. McVickar, of Pennsylvania, protested 
against any idea of discourtesy. “We are working for one 
great cause,” he said, “shoulder to shoulder. Wemay make 
mistakes, but we shall not be discourteous. But the point 
I want to make is this, that the final report of this Commis
sion comes in to-morrow, and then the life of the Commission 
ceases, and it will be in order to appoint a new one, but it 
will have to be a joint one, and we will have to refer it to 
the House of Bishops. I do not stop to discuss the details 
of the report. It is important to be expeditious, but so far 
as disparaging remarks are concerned, I have not heard 
any, although I am in a position where I would be likely to 
hear any made.”

The Chair supported the position taken by Dr. McVickar.
Dr. Hoffman: “The bishops have sent down several ex

cellent amendments. I never dreamed that the House of 
Bishops wculd have time to discuss all these subjects. X 
think the prolonged discussion has been beneficial not only 
to us but to the Church at large. The first point that would 
have been taken up would have been the question of the 
provinces, and I do earnestly hope that we may have some 
expression from this House on the question of the provincial 
system. The matter was before the General Convention of 
1889, and a report was made to the Convention of 1892 by 
the joint committee on the question of a provincial system, 
and when the time comes I wish to call attention to the re
port in which they set clearly and distinctly before us that 
the time had to come for some action on the part of the 
General Convention looking to the dividing of this Church 
into provinces. We have given only a little more than four 
days to all the messages of the Houoe of Bishops, and I had 
hoped that we should give some attention to this question, 
that it may be advanced. As to the other matters, it is of 
very little consequence whether they are discussed by this 
Convention or not. If we do not do it at this Convention it 
must be done at the next. It seems to me that we have 
more than a week of working time before us, and we ought 
to take up that subject.”

The debate was suspended at this point, as the hour of 
adjournment was reached.

Tuesday, Oct. 15th—Twelfth Day
The first business introduced was the report from the 

trustees of the General Theological Seminary, presented 
by the Rev. Dr. Littell, of Delaware, who said that it was 
the most encouraging ever presented. It congratulated 
the Church on its prosperous condition, and expressed 
gratitude to its patrons and benefactors, and especially to 
the dean. It suggested an amendment by providing for a 
standing committee from the trustees that should execute 
the will of trustees during the recess. It also provides that 
notice may be given in case of removal of the dean or other 
professors, that nomination be made at one meeting of the 
Board of Trustees and acted on at a meeting not less than 
two months later, due notice of said meeting to be given to 
every member of the Board; that nominations may' be re
ceived by the secretary not less than three months before 
the.meeting at which they shall be acted upon, and sent by 
the secretary to every member not less than two months 
before the meeting, thus giving more time for the consider
ation of the professors.

Mr. Lightner, of Minnesota, presented a memorial from 
that diocese asking for the setting off of a missionary dis
trict, and requested its reference to the committee on 
amendments to the Constitution. It was so referred.

Judge Prince offered a resolution for uniform spelling of 
the human name of our Blessed Lord throughout the 

hymnal. The resolution was placed on the calendar.
The Rev. Mr. Schouler, of Easton, said he had 4 similar 

resolution which he would like to have read. His resolu
tion provided that either the change should be made or 
that permission should be given for the use of the old 
form.

The Rev. Dr. Duncan read the report of the committee 
on the state of the Church. He said that it was a matter of 
regret that some of the returns called for had not come in 
in as complete a form as was necessary for a full and accu
rate report, and called attention to the fact that omissions 
in one direction affected the whole report. The report 
shows 300 more clergy to-day than three years ago—a gain 
of about 7 per cent.; an increase of 24 per cent, in the ordina
tion of deacons and priests, there having been 1,132 in the 
period. The number of candidates for Orders is smaller 
than three years ago, and although the difference is slight, 
it indicates a halt, and gives food for thought. There is an 
increase in the number of lay’readers of 59. “The increase 
in the Baptisms and Confirmations is encouraging, and the 
Church has 67,571 more communicants to-day than three 
years ago, an increase of over 12% per cent. The difference 
between the rate of increase of communicants and clergy 
demands serious thought. The increase of the number of 
clergy ought to keep pace with that of the communicants. 
We have need to pray the Lord of the harvest that he will 
send forth laborers into the harvest, and we have need to 
select men of skill and wisdom to labor in the fields.” (The 
report will be published in pamphlet form from which we 
shall give extracts after the adjournment of the Conven
tion.)

A deputy from Easton moved the following:
Resolved, The House of Bishops concurring, that the first Sun

day in November of each year be recommended to the several 
churches of this Church throughout the land as a day for tak
ing up the offertory for the General Clergy Relief Fund.

This went on the calendar.
Messages from the House of Bishops were then received 

as follows. No. 44:
Resolved, That, the House of Deputies concurring, the follow

ing changes be made in the title page of the Book of Common 
Prayer, and the proposed change be made known to the several 
dioceses that the same may be adopted and ratified at the next 
General Convention. Strike out the words “according to the 
use of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of 
America,” and insert, “according to the American use.”

This was referred to the committee on the Book of Com
mon Prayer.

Message No. 45, announcing that they had received the 
report of the Commission to point the canticles, and 
adopted the resolution therein contained.

The House concurred in the message.
Message No. 46: The House of Bishops informs the House 

of Deputies that it has adopted the following preamble and 
resolution:

Whereas: The diocese of Minnesota, by deliberate action of 
the Bishops and convention thereof, has, for urgent and suffi
cient reasons, declared its desire to establish its northern limits 
on the south line of the counties of Big Stone, Stevens, Pope, 
Stearns, Benton, Mille Lacs, Kennebec, and Pine; and

Whereas: This House is sufficiently advised of the consent of 
the parishes lying on either side of that line, and said diocese 
has tendered to this General Convention a concession of that 
part of its jurisdiction north of that line; and,

Whereas: Doubts are entertained by many of the power under 
our Constitution permanently to alter the territorial extent of a 
diocese in this form, yet impressed with the great necessities of 
the Church in that diocese, and of the justice of her claims to 
prompt relief, and following repeated precedents in like cases; 
therefore.

Resolved, The House of Deputies concurring, that fhe General 
Convention hereby signifies its consent and agreement to the 
limitation of the jurisdiction of the Bishop ano convention of 
the diocese of Minnesota within the limits above indicated, until 
such constitutional amendment and legislation thereunder can 
be secured as are necessary to remove the doubts aforesaid, and 
that in the meantime the territory of the limits aforesaid, and 
within the State of Minnesota, be held and treated as missionary 
territory and subject to missionary jurisdiction.

Mr. Lightner, of Minnesota, moved that the considera
tion of this message be referred to the committee on consti
tutional amendments.

Message No. 47, announcing the concurrence of the 
House of Bishops to the resolution, contained the House’s 
message No. 34, providing for the use of the words “bishop
coadjutor,” to take the place of the words “assistant bish
op.”

Message No. 48, announcing that the House of Bishops 
would take a recess at 12 o’clock noon, on Thursday of this 
week, the House of Deputies concurring, for the purpose 
of enabling the two Houses to receive and consider the re
port of the committees on Christian education and the 
Church B ;ard of Regents, and consider the subject of Chris
tian education.

The House concurred in the message.
Message No. 49, announcing that the missionary district 

of Alaska be placed for the present under the oversight of 
the Bishop of Olympia, his title to be the Bishop of Olym
pia and Alaska.

Message No. 50, announcing concurrence in the resolution 
contained in message No. 24, proposing a charge in title 3,
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canon 4. section 3, having reference to the sessions of the 
Board of Missions.

No. 51. announcing concurrence in the resolution in mes
sage No 35, as to the time of final adjournment.

No. 52, announcing concurrence in the resolution con
tained in message No. 27, changing title 1, canon 6, section 
10.

Message No. 53, announcing ncn-concurrence with the 
House in the adoption of a resolution contained in message 
No. 26, opposing a change in title 3, canon 4, section 3 be
cause in its judgment such legislation gave the power of 
dividing a division of the diocese to the minority.

Dr. Hoffman, in speaking to his request for the order of 
the day to be proceeded with, said: “I deeply regret not 
being able to be present this morning with the special re
port of the Joint Commission on the Revision of the Canons 
and Constitution. The only matter remaining in our hands 
is that of No. 35, on marriage and divorce. We had hoped 
to have reached a conclusion yesterday afternoon with ref- 
erence to it, but the legal members asked to have another 
day forits consideration. They are ■ xpecting to report to 
the Commission to day, when I hope to be able to present 
immediately the special report of the Joint Commission.’*

The order of the day was then proceeded with.
Dr Harwood, of Connecticut, said: “I must begth° in

dulgence of the House if I repeat what other deputies have 
already said. We have reat hed a point in this discussion 
where we discover that we can go no further We are now 
in a sort of cul-de-sac We have not yet touched the great 
questions or ihe great projects wh'ch are involved and 
stated in this report of the commission. I think it is the 
common sentiment of this House that we must stop There 
are two propositions before the House which bring the mat
ter to a direct issue. Mr Packard offered a resolution yes
terday that a committee be appointed by this House to which 
the report ot the Commission on revision sha’l be referred. 
We are asked to consider the substance of this report un
der the form of the communication from the House < f 
Bishops, and the House of Bishops has acted. Inasmmh 
as the House of Bishops has acted, we find in addition 
an amendment from the depu’y of Tennessee, Dr. Daven
port, which presents another mode of disposing of this sub
ject. The thing for us to do is to adopt the resolution of 
Mr Packard, which is ’he easiest and best way of dispos 
ing of this whole matter Here is someihing perfectly 
feasible, and we can do nothing else unless we stand still 
and fold our arms. We are disputing about matters which 
concern a proposed Constitution. I am reminded of a pas
sage in Carlyle’s 'French Revolution,’in whkh the remark 
was made, when a new Constitution was presented, that 
one was presented every morning and ’he question was 
asked: • But will th'y march?” You can’t make a Consti
tution in a day, Constitutions must grow. Y< u are put
ting the old Constitution upon its defense. We have to 
apologize for it. This thing must grow up, and it is not 
right for a conservative body like this to cut itself loose 
from the nast. Y >ur life to day is a product of the past. 
Howfooli-hit is, then, to think that we can make anew 
Constitution in a few days or weeks and then send it down 
to the Church as a new law under which we must live. We 
thought we bad done with the Prayer Bock, but now we 
have a message changing the title page of it. There must 
be some revival of the old conservative spirit which was 
the glory of this Church. Will you take up by the roots 
your fruit bearing tree, and the plants which bear flowers, 
and let weeds grow over the field of the public life of this 
Church? Will you put away all that is sacred in the tradi
tions and history of this American Church and venture 
upon new experiments, as if we were beginning afresh? I 
hope not. 1 hope the spirit, the sense of this House, will 
show itself in a resolution, Mr. President, which it will ap
prove by an overwhelming majority. These are liberties 
which should be zealously guarded and not slightly done 
away with.”

Mr. Stockton, of Western New York, moved the follow
ing:

Resolved., That the resolution of the deputies from Maryland 
and Tennessee be laid on the table.

The motion was lost.
Dr. Hoffman then stated: “I agree witn a great deal 

that has been said by the speaker preceding the one who 
has just moved the resolution. This matter of the discus
sion of the messages, I should be glad to have a motion set
ting them aside, with the exception asked for. We have not 
time in this Convention to adopt the entire changes which 
have been proposed in the Constitution. It does require 
time and careful consideration. But all we hoped to do 
was to start the thing, so that ihey could afterwards have 
careful consideration. I think we are misapprehending 
the condition of things. Tne House of Bishops has sent 
down to us several amendments to the wh >le Constitution; 
the first one we have concurred in, with certain amend
ments of our own, and the next two messages refer to new 
articles in the old Constitution; another relating to the 
provincial system, and the rem lining articles have been 
old ones with various amendments. I think it was the feel
ing of this House yesterday, tint with regard to thr mess
age relating to the provincial system it should be adopted

in this Convention. This was brought up in 188g, and a 
joint committee was appointed to report in 1892 They re
ported the time had come for a message to be proposed in 
which the dividing of this Church into provinces should 
be made. It received the unanimous consent of this House, 
and was concurred in by the House of Bishops, and that 
committee was instructed to report the mode of dividing 
the Church. The committee has not yet reported. They 
have met, but are waiting to see what is to be done with 
this report. I think it is the unanimous opinion of this 
House that we should drop any further questions relating 
to the amendment of the Constitution at his Convention. 
I offer as a substitute to the motion before this House (and 
if passed it will give us a chance to discuss the question of 
the provincial system) the following:

Resolved, That the House now proceed to the consideration of 
message No. 19 of the House of Bishops, relating to provinces, 
and that message No. 18 of the House < f Bishops, together with 
its succeeding messages contain ng proposed amendments to 
th Constitution, which have been received by this H use. be 
and they are hereby deferred to the next General Convention.

Dr. Fulton said: “I consider this question of the provin
cial system as a desirable thing; but the one really valu
able thing that now remains in the messages < f the House 
of Bishops, I mean with a view to real utility—and I con
sider it in that light—is the one referred to because the 
Church is laboring under a great difficul'y in its judicial 
system. No Church his so defective a judicial system as 
this Church has. And earnest as I am to see that removed 
and a better system adopted, I have been constrained to 
come to the conclusion we never can complete our judicial 
system until we have the provincial system. I do not 
agree with the chairman of the Joint Commission that the 
remaining articles are very easy to be disposed of. There 
is not one that c ught not to have as careful a consideration 
on the part of this House as that which has already passed 
the House ”

The chairman stated that he was not clear whether the 
first portion of Dr. Hoffman's substitute could be offered as 
a -ubstitute for the motion of Mr. Packard.

Dr. Fulton: “It is suggested that a vote should be 
reached on the motion Mr. Packard proposed, and then 
take up the proposition < f Dr. Hoffman. ’

Dr Rhodes, of Southcn Orio. said: “The fatal difficul
ty of the report ot the committee is that it has never been 
in the House. The rule of order has been that the commit
tee sn< aid bring it in, in writing, and have a resolution 
attached There is no provision for anything but a final and 
complete report of the committee; it can’t come in in sec
tions, and must be one single act, upon which the House 
can take action as a whole. Th-* trouble is we have had 
motions before us, when the Chair has had to rule the re
port of the committee not before the House, while the chair
man < f that committee bad called for the order of the day, 
because it was before the House. I hope this House will 
vote down the motion of the deputy from Tennessee.”

The chairman then read the different motions which were 
before the House, that of Mr. Packard being:

Resolved, That message No. 18 of the House of Bishops, and the 
succeeding messages received from that House containing pro 
posed amendments to the Const! ution, be and they are hereby 
referred to a committee of this House, to consist of six clergy
men and six laymen, who shall report at the next convention, 
and such report shall be published at least six months prior 
thereto.

The amendment of Dr. Davenport was:
Resolved, The House of Bishops concurring, all messages from 

the House of Bishops on revision of the Constitution and Canons, 
which have not before been acted upon, together with the joint 
report of the committee on the C nstitution and Canons, be re
committed to the Joint Commission on revision, to report at the 
next Convention.

Dr. Huffman’s substitute was first presented, and it was 
divided upon being voted on. The first resolution which 
it contained was lost by a vote of ioi in the affirmative and 
190 in the negative. The second clause was then put and 
also lost.

The amendment of Dr. Davenport was next placed before 
the House, but before being voted upon, Judge Wilder, of 
Minnesota, moved that the two motions of the two delegates 
referred to be considered at 5 o’clock in the afternoon. This 
was lost, as was also Dr. Davenport’s motion.

Dr. Parks, of Pennsylvania, moved to amend Mr. Pack
ard's resolution by inserting the words, “except message 
No. 19 ” And in this form the motion, as amended, was 
carried by a vote of 187 to 90.

A recess was then taken for lunch.

AFTERNOON SESSION

Upon re-assembling, the Chair announced as delegates to 
the Canadian Synod the Rev. Dr. Green, of Iowa; the Rev. 
Chas. F Sweet, of Maine; and Messrs Wool worth, of Ne
braska, and Peter White, of Northern Michigan The 
House then proceeded to the discussion of the provincial 
system.

1 he Rev. Dr. Hoffman: “I suppose I ought to explain in 
as few words as I can what led co the ac'ion of the Joint 
Commission in introducing this question into the considera
tion of their report, whtch, of course, led to that part of

the message of the House of Bishops bearing upon it.
“The whole question of the provincial system has been 

before the General Convention for a number of years In 
1889 the Convention appointed a joint committee to consider 
the whole subject and report what should be done by the 
Convention toward the establishment of provinces That 
committee had a number of meetings, and in the General 
Convention of 1889 they made a report to which I desire to 
allude as part of my speech m explanation of the position 
in which the matter came before the Commission. The 
joint committee of 1889 reported that they had endeavored 
to give such careful consideration to the matter as its great 
importance demanded. At every step they had been im
pressed more and more with the intrinsic importance to the 
prosperity of the Church m the United States, and by the 
conviction in the popular mind that steps ought to be taken 
without unnecessary delay. The reasons for contemplating 
such legislation must be sought, not only in the economic 
importance of emergencies, but in the larger view of the de
velopment of the Church of Christ as a Catholic body in 
communication with the nations of the earth The fact 
that our Church itself is a province may forestall the objec
tion to a provincial system and leave to the committc e the 
explanation of how we are to further form our ecclesiastical 
methods according to the primitive pattern. There are 
reasons for urging this step because of the unwieldiness of 
our triennial Convention, and the need even now. at least in 
the near future, of a higher tribunal than the single diocese, 
also in the matter of election and consecration of bishops. 
We are working towards the foreclosing of unsatisfactory 
measures The provincial system by no means necessarily 
carries with it ah the titles and official administrations con
nected with it in other lands.

“The committee was continued in order to consider meth
ods by which this Convention should be able to divide our 
territory into provinces. While this matter was under dis
cussion with the committee, it was taken up by the Joint 
Commission, so the committee did not feel justified in going 
further towards presenting a report, but left the matter wii h 
the Joint Commission.

“Thsre is absolute necessity that thi’ one great province 
of our Church, which extends from Maine to Alaska, should 
be broken into smaller provinces if we wish to have careful 
consideration on many of h- questions before us.

“It was not the object of the commission to put greater 
power into the hands of the bishops by that provision of 
their Constitution referring to the consent of the standing 
committees to the consecration of a bishop; such an idea 
was farthest from the mind of the commission. What led 
them to adopt that measure was this: Here we have a priest 
elected to a bishopric. Before he can be consecrated his 
papers must be sent first of all to the standing committees 
of all the dioceses in the United States, and the result is in 
most, or many cases, at least, that perhaps three-fourths of 
those standii g committees have no knowledge whatever of 
his qualifications other than from the papers presented; 
while there are other persons nearer in location who know 
facts about him that make them deem him unfit for the of
fice. We know there are things that unfit a man for the office 
of bishop that are not of a character to bring into public 
notice and print.

“Again, the whole question of a court of appeals, not only 
in matters of doctrine, but matters of criminality. It is a 
misfortune of the clergy of our Church, and notwithstand
ing efforts that have been made for the past 40 or 50 years to 
bring about some change of arrangement, they still have 
no appeal from judgments in the diocese. The subject of 
a court of appeals has been brought up again and again, 
but nothing has come of it. The conclusion reached, after 
careful constderati >n, was that the only way to reach this 
matter would be by the provincial system.

“N s»w we come to the question, ‘How shall the Church be 
divided into provinces?’ Three methods suggest themselves: 
First, the plan that has been tried of allowing any number 
of contiguous dioceses to organize themselves into a feder
al province. That effort was made in New York and in 
Pennsylvania, and I Delieve that in both cases amounted to 
nothing practically. It has, to a certain extent, I am told, 
succeeded in Illinois, where they have three dioceses feder
ated into a province. No other diocese has asked to be put 
into a province. If the plan does work, the otjection is 
that we will have provinces in different parts of the Church 
varying in size veiy materially. Supposing that New Hamp
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and Connec
ticut should organize into a province and leave Maine out. 
There would be no way by which she could then come into 
a province. We feel that that plan is impracticable. It has 
proven impracticable in the experience of this Church. The 
second method by which provinces could be established 
would be for this General Convention to unite dioceses in 
any single State into provinces. That would work, perhaps, 
in the Statesof NewYork and Pennsylvania, and perhaps one 
or two others, but not in such States as Rhode Island or 
Delaware. The third plan is that reported to us by the 
House of Bishops. I cannot now go into any details, but 
merely wish to lay down the general principles upon which 
they have acted in sending down this message. The plan is 
tor ihe General Convention to divide the Church into
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provinces—six, eight, ten, or a dozen, as may be seen fit. 
The plan does not compel any diocese to come within these 
provinces, but the boundaries of those provinces may 
be enlarged or changed at some time later, provided there 
shall not be less than five dioceses in a province.

“We came to the conclusion that the only way was for the 
General Convention to divide the Church, not compulsorily, 
but to lay out a plan that would leave every diocese to come 
in or not, as they might see fit. I believe that in a very 
short time all the dioceses would accept such an arrange
ment and come into a provincial council. Of course, these 
councils would discuss no questions whatever except those 
particularly belonging to their own province. It is proba
ble that those provinces would in time adopt a mode for 
the trial of a clergyman in the province, by which such 
clergyman would have opportunity for appeal from his 
diocese.”

Mr. Nash, of New York: “I had the honor of being upon 
the joint commission on the provincial system and of tak- 
in g part in discussing it. We have never had but one meet
ing at which the matter was discussed. We have no pre
cedent for breaking up the Church into provinces. True, 
we have the provinces of Cappadocia and Bithynia and 
Galatia, provinces of the Roman empire, which were, to a 
certain extent, taken as bounds for ecclesiastical provinces, 
but we have nothing in the history of the Church that offers 
us a precedent for such a provincial system as was proposed 
by the message. Those councils of the provinces were par
ticipated in only by the bishops. In England there are two 
provinces, Canterbury and York, and I submit there is no 
comparison in their conduct of ecclesiastical affairs. If 
there were but one province in England to day no one 
would propose to divide the territory of England into two 
provinces. Of course, the situation is very different there, 
but there has never been, in the very idea of a province, 
the idea of a metropolitan with a jurisdiction such as is in
volved in this message. We are now proposing a provincial 
system with a primus over the province to be called arch
bishop.

“Now there are some practical objections to this proposi
tion. I will assume that the entire country is divided 
into provinces, the province of the Middle States, the 
province of the Mississippi Valley, the province of 
the Pacific, and so on, provinces of respectable size; in 
each of those provinces there is a provincial synod. I want 
you to look at the canons of this Church and say what can 
that synod do? What legislation would it have power to 
make while the powers of the General Convention are still 
in existence and also those of the diocese? Would the pro
vincial synod have power to legislate on the ordination of 
deacons and priests, or on the consecration of bishops? 
Never. Would they have power to regulate the education 
of the ministry? Never. Could they regulate the conditions 
under which a clergyman could be put on trial? Never. 
What could they do except to meet and talk? What would 
the diocese be willing to surrender to the province? Would 
it surrender its independence and go under the provincial 
archbishop? I would like to see the first step taken by a 
diocese that tends to deprive it of its own'independence—to
wards the surrendering of its power to a provincial synod. 
You would have an intermediate body with some dignity 
as to size and representation, with a House of Bishops and 
a House of Clerical and Lay Deputies, but with no power 
whatever, and I say the existence of such synods or such a 
synodical system of the Church would be of no value. I can 
not go into detail, but I would like to have this Convention 
take up the book of canons and determine what portion of 
the canonical legislation of the General Convention it 
would be prepared to surrender to the provincial synod.

“It has been supposed by some that this division of the 
territory of the United States into provinces would in some 
way or other help missionary work. I think just the con
trary. I think there would be a tendency towards isolation, 
that some of our Eastern provinces, for instance, might 
say, ‘Take care of yourselves.’ It seems to me the ulti
mate danger is the danger of disintegration, and the 
chances will be increased for such things as what is known 
as the‘Cummins’ schism.’ In every diocese the mode of pro
cedure is appointed by the canons of that diocese (or State), 
and there should be no power intermediate between them 
and the power of the General Convention. My great ob
jection to this system ot provinces is that this is a pure ex
periment, and nothing but an experiment, in ecclesiastical 
history.”

A deputy from Alabama said that the deputies from that 
part of the house had been very much interested in the 
remarks of the lay deputy from New York, and desired to 
have one point made more clear. He asked him to explain 
how it would be that the provincial system would be more 
disintegrating in its character than the present diocesan 
system.

The Rev. Dr. Huntington asked Mr. Nash if he desired 
to reply to the question, and on Mr. Nash saying “No,’ 
Dr. Huntington inquired if there was any motion before 
the House, and the Rev. Dr. Robert said that he would 
move concurrence. Dr. Huntington then offered an amend
ment, providing that when three or more dioceses shall 
have been erected within the limits of any State those dip- 
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ceses should be organized into a province; and thattha 
province should hold a provincial synod once in three 
years, and be presided over by the senior bishop within the 
limits of such province, and that its legislative powers 
should be restricted to such as would be conferred upon it 
by the General Convention.

Dr. Huntington: “I stood by the primate to the death, 
but these 12 archbishops, marching with their heavy tread 
across our horizon, are too many for me. It would be, in
deed, presumptuous for me, in the face of a communica
tion from our College of Bishops, to undertake to substitute 
any device of my own. I trust I have humility enough to 
guard me from such a blunder as that, but a theory of an 
ecclesiastical organization which has come to us from such 
minds as the late Dr. John Cotton Smith and the late Dr. 
John Henry Hopkins, two authorities of such diametrically 
different opinions, must be good ecclesiastical administra
tion.”

Dr. Huntington argued in favor of the provincial lines 
being identical with the civil lines. He thought the national 
sovereignty should be along the same lines as the ecclesi
astical—this national Church should be an association of 
the churches of the States. As to what use the Church 
should have for provinces, in the first place, he said he was 
speaking with a vision of the future before his eyes; he was 
thinking of the time, which he hoped was not far distant, 
when the States, most of them, shall have been transformed 
into empires, and when we should have a better and more 
harmonized Christianity than we have to-day. There will 
then be a demand for a larger number of chief pastors than 
now; there will be nothing contemptible in the province of 
Pennsylvania, or New York, or Massachusetts, with per
haps a bishop to every county in the State. He said that 
in thus looking forward, he was following in the line of 
vision which had put those words into the original Consti
tution, where they still stand, “Whenever there shall be 
three bishops in this Church, they shall organize themselves 
into a separate House;” that SDoke of courage and faith. 
“The proposition of a province in Pennsylvania has been 
spoken of contemptuously, but the time is coming surely— 
it may be 50 years—I know not when—but it is coming— 
when it will be necessary for the ecclesiastical synod of 
this Church to become a representative body. That has 
been found necessary in the administration of the missions 
of this Church. The bishops of this Church, in the Board 
of Missions, are represented by seven. The time will come 
when this Upper House will have to be a senate, in the 
proper sense of the word (limited to manageable numbers, 
that will form a representative body). We shall have pre
cisely the electoral body—that will be needed. Let us 
have our National Council, if you please, but keep your 
senate small.”

Dr. Carey, of Albany, said: “Iwantto thank the reverend 
deputy from New York who has just spoken, for present
ing to us in such a clear and distinct way the provincial 
system, and showing its adaptations to the needs of our 
Church at the present time and for the future. I only wish 
I had his clear judgment, his logical faculty and eloquence, 
with which to speak upon the subject. I wish I had the 
legal learning and acumen of the distinguished lay deputy 
from New York who has spoken on this subject. I do not 
stand here to argue for any ancient system simply because 
it is ancient, but to advocate a principle that should enter 
into the life of the Church to-day. It was well said by the 
chairman of the committee on revision that we already 
have a provincial system. We are one province. When the 
Church was organized by our separation from the Mother 
Country, and we obtained our own bishops, very naturally 
it was one province; but the Church has grown. I believe 
the provincial system is well adapted to the needs of the 
Church to-day. We must not be content with the past, but 
must adopt measures and methods which will promote the 
life of the Church in the present. I believe this is a thor
oughly American system.

“In ancient times, in every large city, there was a 
bishop, and the province was an aggregation of cities. 
We have our cities within the State, one, two, three, or 
more, as the case may be. We have the mayor of these 
cities, and then we have our chief executive. Here, then, 
in a certain sense, is the civil province or ex archate, of the 
Roman empire; so we can readily see that this system we 
are advocating is thoroughly American. I believe it is the 
great safeguard of the liberties of the Church. We know 
from history that when Augustine of Canterbury had his 
interview with the British bishops, and asked them to rec
ognize the Bishop of Rome as their head, that they replied, 
after deliberation, with the eloquent lips of Dinoth, the 
president of the great college of Bangor, where there were 
over 1,200 students in preparation for the ministry—you 
know they answered as a province, that they recognized 
the Bishop of Rome as a brother but not as a head, because 
they had been accustomed to yield their allegiance to the 
Bishop of Caerleon; and you know there were the provinces 
of London, and York, and Lincoln, before Augustine set 
his foot in England. And you know it was under Arch
bishop Stephen Langton, in an English province, that the 
great charter of civil liberty was secured in the days of the 
weak King John. You know it was through k provinvial ac
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tion that the supremacy of the Bishop of Rome was re
jected in 1534 in England. I believe the great safeguard 
of the liberties of the Church is in the provincial system, 
because it distributes the power, and there cannot be with 
such a system a centralized power.”

Dr. Fulton said there were two questions before the 
House, whether they should have the provincial system at 
all, and the other whether they should adopt the form 
of provincial organization which had beep suggested 
by the message from the House of Bishops, or that which 
had been suggested by the deputy from New York. Dr. 
Fulton continued:

“I think that there is a third method that might be sug
gested to this House, and might possibly, if we have time to 
get to the end of this discussion, commend itself to the judg
ment of the House. I somewhat regret the fact that the dep
uty from NewYork has presented an amendment to the first 
section which really covers the whole ground of the canon 
that is proposed, and precludes the possibility of my pre
senting an amendment to section 1 of the message of the 
House of Bishops, which I should otherwise be glad to pre
sent for adoption by this House. For the information of the 
House, I would say the amendment I would propose would 
be this: Insection 1, line 1, change ‘shall’ to ‘may,’ and strike 
out all that follows the word ‘canon,’ in line 4. I would submit 
to the learned deputy from New York about this antiquity 
having nothing to do with this question, that there may be 
reasons to believe that antiquity has a great deal to do with 
it, for I suppose we may lay it down as a general rule that 
whatever the Church always and everywhere did in ancient 
time was an instinctive Catholic act,and that they arranged 
themselves in provinces because of a Catholic tendency to 
the provincial arrangement. Further I will not argue that 
point.

“Now, to the objections that were made by the deputy 
from New York that if the provincial body was established 
it would exceed its jurisdiction; in the provinces there 
would be the less danger, I think, of the provincial body ex
ceeding its jurisdiction than there is in the dioceses. Take 
the deplorable case of the schism of Bishop Cummins. I think 
attached to a province he would have been so influenced by 
his bishop that he would probably not have run away from 
him or the Church. In regard to appeals, I have heard no 
man say the power of appeals in ecclesiastical cases ought 
not to be granted to the clergy. I don’t believe there is 
any man who would be willing in his own business, and 
much more in matters which concerned his own reputation, 
to be left without appeal from one court to another. Yet that 
is the position of the Church to-day. It is agrievous hardship, 
and from the earliest days of the Church it always provided 
an opportunity for appeal. It was not in ancient time pos
sible for a man to be condemned by a small court, which in 
many of our dioceses is nothing more than a committee, and 
often the sentence is passed by the bishop, who may possi
bly not be well informed, and that there should be no ap
peal for the salvation of his living, and what is more, the 
salvation of his reputation and the good name of the 
Church, is a great hardship.

“The gentleman from New York said it would be an ex
periment. Let us grant that, but it would not be an experi
ment never before made. It would be one widely and long 
tried, and vindicated by its results. The experiment we are 
now making might be disastrous. It is painful to recall 
some things in the history of the Church, and they never 
should be recalled unless we are to use history to teach us 
by example.

“The deputy from New York, Dr. Huntington, with 
whom I never care to disagree, because he makes it very 
disagreeable to do so, has made one or two statements to 
which I must refer. It would bean exaggeration to think 
that some of this legislation would be nearer to us than 50 
years, and I submit that to legislate for 50 years hence is 
not practical legislation. At this present time there are 
exceptions, the great majority of the dioceses of this coun
try could not fall into any provincial system of that kind 
for at least a generation hence. I submit that it is not yet 
wise to deprive all the dioceses which are small of their 
present rights in order that at least a minority of the dio
ceses of this country might benefit in the proposed charge 
by my reverend friend from New York. Standing as I do, 
most earnestly and sincerely, for the provincial system, I 
submit the third method towards accomplishing the object 
is the desirable one.

“Now, in the first place you cannot make a provincial 
system by absolute legislation; you can’t do it. The peo
ple of the dioceses will not be forced into a measure adopted 
by this House or the House of Bishops. There are many 
things to be thought of before they can be accepted.

“It is by no means universal, this belief in the provincial 
system; much educational work must be done before maqy 
will believe in it, and there are many who have strong ob
jections against it or against any method of provincial or
ganization that may be suggested. Therefore I submit to 
the chairman of the Joint Commission that to say the dio
ceses and missionary districts shall be united into prcv^rces 
is to require this Convention to accomplish an impossibil
ity. It would be merely nugatory, and would not produce 
that which I as well as he himself most earnestly desire. I
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do think that in revising the Constitution we should leave 
that open and not trench upon the just rights and liberties 
of many. I think it would be a great pity in the revision 
of the Constitution, in which there is so much to look for
ward to and so many practical matters to be considered in 
the present time, if every consideration is not given to this 
subject. Therefore I would strike out the word ‘shall’ and 
make it ‘may.’ If that section were adopted, it would then 
be open to the dioceses to accept the proposition or not; 
nobody would be forced into the provincial system, and I 
venture to think that in a short time people would consider 
this subject not only theoretically but practically, and the 
result would be that there would be a voluntary formation 
of provinces all over this country, and the formation would 
be better than any that the Convention, with its utmost 
caution and wisdom, could devise.”

Dr. Egar, of Central New York, said: “I want to say 
first of all that I have put myself on record as in favor of 
the provincial system, and that I am not the obstructionist 
some of the daily papers have most unjustly represented 
me to be. I should not have got up to speak this after
noon if I did not feel I might say something which might 
help the solution of this question, and shall endeavor to 
confine myself to the consideration of the question before 
us. It has been well said that there are three questions be
fore us, but the question is whether we need the provincial 
system at all. I don’t propose to go into that, because my 
own impression is that we really need it, but if we do or not 
it will be advantageous to have the right kind of provin
cial system. Whether we can get along without it or not my 
opinion is that we can get along better with it. The second 
question is whether the provincial system which we may 
adopt and which we hope will be beneficial to us, shall be the 
one referred to us in the message of the House of Bishops or 
shall it be the other one,offered as an amendment by the de
puty from New York? I desire in the first place to analyze 
the present section and to see what it really is. It seems 
that none of the speakers have done that. The General 
Convention is expected to arrange the dioceses into prov
inces. But this amendment states that they shall be united 
into provinces. That is the first provision. The next is 
with what respect these dioceses shall or may do certain 
things. It seems to me in looking at this matter that we 
should be careful about these provisions. It is not neces
sary that the dioceses which have been united by the Gen
eral Convention should be further altered. I want to point 
out that the making of the provinces by the General Con
vention does not necessarily imply anything further than 
what I have already stated.

“I respectfully submit that some of the changes proposed 
are not advisable to incorporate into the Constitution of 
the Church. If you desire to have;a system that some have 
asked for, you had better stop in the section after the 
words ‘canon,’ so that it shall read: ‘The dioceses and mis
sionary districts shall be united into provinces by the Gen
eral Synod in such manner and under such conditions as 
shall be provided by canon.’ It seems that would be enough, 
and the rest contains many words and but few ideas. There 
is another system which has been presented by the deputy 
from New York, Dr. Huntington, which we call the State 
province system, and I want to call attention to the tact 
that if we adopt that system, it will be simply returning to 
the very first draft of the Constitution which was ever 
made in the United States—the Constitution of 1789. I think 
it is wise for us to hold on to the Constitutions of our 
fathers as long as we can, and while I do not agree with 
all of the provisions of the motionof Dr. Huntington, still 
I feel it is the right way.”

Dr. Morrison, of Albany: “I sincerely trust we will fol
low the wise counsel of the lay deputy from New York, Mr. 
Nash, who has studied the subject so carefully, and is so 
competent to give us wise counsel concerning it. What is 
the only suggestion with regard to this great paper scheme, 
what is the suggestion of utility? The message that has 
come down to us from the House of Bishops says that the 
bishops of a province can constitute a court of appeals. 
There is a provision in our canons that when a bishop 
wants to remit a sentence he can consult four or five 
bishops contiguous to bis diocese. I submit that 
we can get at that matter far easier, and by far 
simpler means than by attempting to legislate for the 
future, for uncertain conditions. If there was any system 
of provinces in which preference might be stated, I would 
very much prefer that system which has been advocated 
by the eloquent deputy from New York, Dr. Huntington. 
Wait till there is a necessity for this great aggregation of 
dioceses in the several States; before you prepare for it. 
And meanwhile, remember those wise words that fell from 
the lips of the chairman of the Commission on Revision of 
the Constitution and Canons; when somebody suggested 
that there might be more infrequent meetings of our Gen
eral Convention, he pointed out, and the sense of the House 
was evidently with him, that it was necessary for these 
meetings to occur, if only for the purpose of bringing mem
bers of our Church together from all parts of the country, 
and that this brotherly union might become more strongly 
cemented. If this is something that is going to stand in 
the way of such a course, let us postpone it till there is a 
necessity for it,”

Dr. McKim: “I listened with great pleasure, as I always 
do, to my distinguished friend, the clerical deputy from 
New York. There is much, I am frank to say, that is at
tractive about the system which he has presented this 
afternoon. Certainly it is more in harmony with our polit
ical system as it exists in the United States, but the ob
jection has been raised that it seemed to be more a plan 
and a provision for future years, rather than for the present. 
I like to take my stand with him, when he goes up to the 
mount of vision, and the visions that he sees are so fair and 
beautiful, but still I should like to see the vision when it 
becomes a reality. Then, it seems to me, would be time to 
provide for it and to meet it.”

He then went on to refer to the fact that the advantages 
to be derived from the proposed division were those of a 
perfect judicial system, and thought that these could be 
arranged for by a grouping of dioceses for that purpose 
only.

The following messages were received from the House 
of Bishops:

Message No. 54, informing the House of Deputies that 
they had received the report of the Joint Commission on 
Ecclesiastical Relations, and adopted the following reso
lution:

Resolved, The House of Deputies concurring, that the follow
ing be members of the Joint Commission on Ecclesiastical Re
lations: The Bishop of Western New York, the Bishop of Iowa, 
of Central New York, of Delaware, of Michigan, and of Spring
field; and also

Resolved' That the report be printed in the appendix to the 
journal.

Dr. Hoffman, in moving concurrence of the House in the 
message, moved that the following persons be appointed 
on the part of the House as members of that Joint Com
mission: Drs. Hoffman, Langdon, Nevin, Hibbert, Hodges, 
Satterlee, Jewell, De Rossett; Messrs. King, Kayser, 
Fuller, Vanderbilt, Chauncey, F. P. Nash, and Geo. C. 
Copeland.

Message No. 55, announcing that the House of Bishops 
had received the report of the joint committee to nominate 
15 trustees for the Prayer Book Distribution Society, and 
had adopted the resolutions therein contained, and resolved 
that the following be elected trustees of the Society: The 
Bishops of Albany, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Bishop-Coad
jutor of Southern Ohio, Bishop Coadjutor of Minnesota, Dr. 
Hart, ex-offteiO' Dr. Langdon, Drs. Lawrence, Perry, Batter- 
sha’l, and Messrs. J. Pierpont Morgan, Hunnewell, James S. 
Biddle, Wilmer, and Godoard.

The House Concurred.
Message No. 56, announcing the adoption of the follow

ing resolution, proposing an amendment to Article 5 of the 
Constitution:

Resolved^ That the following alteration be made in the gth line 
of Articles: Strike out the words, “in every diocese,” and in
sert the words, “any missionary district,” also altering the 12th 
line, concerning the words, “in the case of any missionary dis
trict or districts.”

This message was referred to the committee on constitu
tional amendments.

Message No. 57, announcing the adoption of a resolu
tion, taking away the counties of El Paso and Reeves from 
the missionary district of Western Texas, and adding them 
to the missionary district of Nevada and Mexico.

Message No. 58, announcing that the House had recon
sidered its action in regard to the missionary district of 
Alaska, and resolved that it proceed to nominate to the 
House of Deputies a presbyter to be elected a bishop of the 
Church to exercise episcopal functions in the territory of 
Alaska, and to be entitled the Missionary Bishop of 
Alaska.

The House then adjourned.

Wednesday, Oct. 16th—Thirteenth Day
At the opening of the morning session, the committee on 

rules of order reported on the resolution referring to them 
the seeming conflict between rules n and ra. They were 
in favor of making rule 12 read as follows: “There shall be 
no debate upon a motion to refer to any Standing Commit
tee a resolution then first offered to the House, and prop
erly referable to such committee, but the member offering 
such resolution may speak five minutes in explanation of its 
purpose; also, no debate shall be allowed on a motion to re
commit to a committee, but without instructions, any re
port of such committee then before the House." A resolu
tion to adopt the report was carried.

The Rev. Dr. Hodges, of Maryland, from the committee 
to nominate trustees for the General Theological Seminary, 
reported the following names: The Rev. Drs. Dyer, Morgan 
Dix, G. Williamson Smith, W. S. Langford, J. S. B. Hodges, 
Robert N. Merritt, T. Gardiner Little, Eliphalet N. Potter, 
John W. Brown, Edward D. Cooper, the Rev. Wm. Montague 
Geer, and Messrs. T. Elbridge Gerry, John King, Geo. C. 
McWhorter, John Chauncey, Henry Hayes, Henry E. Pier
pont, Walter H. Lewis, Frederick A. Rhinelander, Geo. 
Zabriskie, Geo. P. Gardner, J. Van Vachten Olcott, Prof. 
Thomas Egleston, Henry Budd.

The Rev. Dr. Christian, of Newark,read the following re
port;

“Your Joint Commission, to whom was entrusted the con
sideration of the subject of the regularity and validity of 
the orders of the Church of Sweden, report:

“First.—They find that there is a very strong probability 
that in the established Church of Sweden intactual minis
terial succession has been continued since the Lutheran 
reformation.

“Second.- -They also find that since that time the Swedish 
Church has not retained the three orders of the ministry, 
the diaconate, as an holy order, being entirely rejected.

“Third.—They further find that at the Swedish ordina
tions the laying on of hands is accompanied by no words 
denoting the conferring of any gift, order, or cffice, nor by 
any prayer for the descent of the Holy Ghost. The only 
words now used (and this has been the unvarying custom 
since 1571) are the Lord’s Prayer.

“Fourth.—They also find that the same ceremony of lay
ing on of hands and the same words are used at the ‘ordina
tion to the office of preaching,’ at the ‘installing into the 
office of church pastor,’ and at the ‘installing of a bishop 
into office.’

“Fifth.—They also find that (while ‘ordination’ or ‘con
secration’ to the episcopate is sometimes spoken of in the 
canon law) in the present office books there is no such serv
ice, but only one for ‘installing a bishop into office,’ vh:ch 
corresponds almost exactly with the form for ‘installing a 
church pastor into office.

“Your Joint Commission could add other facts, but they 
deem these sufficient to warrant their proposing the follow
ing resolution:

"Resolved' That while not giving any judgment with regard to 
the validity or otherwise of ordination ministered by the estab
lished Church of Sweden, for the reason that the subject is now 
before the Lambeth conference; for the greater security of our 
own people, this General Convention judges it right that with
out first receiving the order of deacon, and afterward that of 
priesthood, with the undoubtedly sufficient form of words pro
vided by our PrayerBook, and from a bishop in Communion with 
this Church, no minister of the Swedish Church shall be allowed 
to officiate in any congregation under the ecclesiastical jurisdic
tion of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States of 
America.

“All of which is respectfully submitted.
“W. E. McLaren, Bishop of Chicago. 
“William Stevens Perry, Bishop of Iowa. 
“A. M. Randolph, Bishop of South Virginia. 
“Thos. F. Davies, Bishop of Michigan. 
“William F. Nichols, Bishop of California.

“Henry R. Percival.
“George McClellan Fiske.
“G. M. Christian.”

The report from the Committee on the Prayer Book being 
called for, the Rev. Dr. Perkins, of Kentucky, asked that after 
the reading of the majority report, a minority of the com
mittee might have opportunity to present their report, 
which was granted.

The report was upon the message of the House of Bishops, 
recommending a change in the title page of the PrayerBook 
so that the title should read: “The Book of Common Prayer 
and Administration of the Sacraments and Other Rites and 
Ceremonies of the Church,etc., According to the American 
Use.” An amendment was offered to include the mention 
of the Psalter or Psalms of David. The majority report 
recommended concurrence with the House of Bishops.

The Rev. Dr. Perkins, of Kentucky, then introduced a 
minority report, signed by the Rev. Dr. Perkins, Mr. Biddle, 
the Rev. J. N. Blanchard and J. P. Morgan. The minority 
report protested against what they regarded as the reopen
ing of the subject of Prayer Book revision,which after being 
under consideration since 1880, was regarded as closed in 
1892, and it claimed that it would be a dangerous precedent 
likely to bring up other matters of discussion concerning 
the Prayer Book.

Objection being made to immediate consideration of the 
reports, the subject was placed on the calendar, but was 
brought before the House again by a two-thirds vote for 
immediate consideration.

The Rev. Mr. Groton, of Rhode Island, said that while 
fully aware that the present title is wholly inadequate (and 
therefore he felt he could speak impartially), he thought 
the proposed change should not be made. He said that 
practically assurance had been given to the people of the 
Church that no further change would be made for at least 
many years, but the people had waited patiently for three 
years before furnishing themselves with books, and that the 
publishers had been given to understand that there would 
be no change for many years. He also felt that the charge 
would open doors by which the House would be thrown 
upon its guard against the dangers of unlimited proposals 
for change. There should be rest upon this subject. He 
said the change would undoubtedly come some time, but 
the Church must wait patiently.

The Rev. Mr. Faude,of Minnesota, took the same position. 
He said that he had always voted for the change; that it 
was stated in Philadelphia in 1883 that there were only about 
three people in favor of the change, and he had then said 
that he would be a fourth. Constantly from that time on 
the matter has come up for serious consideration in the 
House, and it was plain that the change must come soqjq
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time, but he thought it would be unwise now to bring the 
matter up, as he regarded it as a violation of the good faith 
with which the revised Prayer Book had been received, on 
the understanding that no more changes would be made for 
manyyears. When the proper time does come, he thought 
there would be no opposition—or only'that which must al- 
waysbe expected in matters which involved progress.

Mr. Faude moved to table the matter, but the Rev. Dr. 
Fulton suggested that it was discourteous to table a mes
sage from the House of Bishops.

Mr. Faude said that as he understood it, the House was 
considering, not the message from the House of Bishops, 
bnt the report on the message, but he withdrew his motion 
to table, and asked, in accordance with suggestion from Dr. 
Fulton, that the vote be taken on the motion of the com
mittee to concur, immediately. The vote resulted: Clerical, 
ayes 19, nays 30, divided 3; lay, ayes 12, nays 30 divided, 4.

A formal vote of non concurrence was then taken and 
agreed to

The following messages were received from the House of 
Bishops:

Na. 59 informing the House that it had concurred in 
the adoption of the resolution contained in its message No. 
38 and appointing members to attend the next General 
Synod of the Church of England in Canada, and had ap
pointed the f fllowing: The Bishop-Coadjutor of Minnesota 
and the Bishop of Milwaukee.

Message No 61, announcing the adoption of the follow
ing resolution:

Resolved^ The Joint Committee on the Revision of the Consti- 
tu ion and Canons be continued, and the canons not finally acted 
upon at this Convention be re committed to it with instruction 
to report at the next General Convention.

In connection with this message Dean Hoffman asked 
leave to present the final report of the Joint Commission 
upon the revision of the Constitution and Canons. He ex
plained the canon on marriage and divorce, being 
No 35. The committee recommended that section 1 read 
as follows: “No minister of this Church shall solemnize the 
marriage of any person who has a divorced husband or 
wife sfill living, but this prohibition shall not be held to 
apply to <he innocent party in a divorce which the courts 
shall have granted for the cause of adultery, or to parties 
once divorced from each other seeking to be united again.

“Section 2: If any minister of this Church know, or have 
reasonable cause to believe, that a person has been married 
otherwise than as the discipline of this Church doth allow, 
he shall not minister Holy Baptism or the Holy Communion 
to such person without the written consent of the Bishop 
of the diocese.

“Section 3: Provided, however, that no minister shall, in 
any case, refuse Sacraments to a penitent person in immi
nent danger of death.”

The report had the following resolution attached to it:
Resolved, The House of Bishops concurring, that the Joint 

Commission be continued, and the canons in their report not 
finally acted upon at this Convention be re committed to them 
with instruction to report to the General Convention.

The report was placed on the calendar, but motion was 
made to take it from the calendar for immediate considera
tion, and carried by a vote of 213 to 37.

Dr. Morrison moved as an amendment to the resolution 
that the report of the committee on the Constitution and 
Canons now presented be referred to the select committee 
which has already had referred to it the messages from the 
House of Bishops pertaining to this same subject.

Dr. Parks, of Pennsylvania, said that the report of the 
committee referred to had been received, and had not 
represented the sense of the House. He could not con
ceive, therefore, under such a state of circumstances, that 
the House should ask that commission to continue its 
labors.

After much parliamentary maneuvering the House con
curred with message No. 61.

The order of the day, which was the consideration of the 
provincial system, was then called for.

Dr. Taylor, of Springfield, was the first speaker on the 
subject. He said: “I should be very glad if I were able, 
at this time, to add my advocacy to the very brilliant and 
captivating scheme which has been put before us by the 
deputy from New York. I think the time will come, and 
before long, although we may not live to see it, when that 
scheme will be a practicable one. I am in favor, sir, at this 
moment, of the amendment proposed by the clerical deputy 
from Pennsylvania; namely, to pass this enabling clause 
permitting dioceses and missionary districts to be united 
into provinces by the General Synod in such manner and 
under such conditions as shall be provided by canon, and 
to strike out the remainder of that Constitution. I will ad
dress myself briefly to some of the objections which have 
been made against the provincial idea or system. Objection 
has been made that it is only an ancient arrangement be
longing to the remote days of antiquity. Of course it is 
ancient; it is as ancient as the college of the apostles, as 
anaient as the undivided Church, but it is as m >dern as the 
Church of to-day. Throughout all the nations in which the 
holy Catholic Church exists, there is not one branch or por
tion of the Holy Catholic Church except the Protestant 

Episcopal Church in the United States that is not organized 
on the provincial system. It is said to be a doctrinaire and 
paper system, but not a practical one. I submit that the 
statement which I have just made which is a fact and not a 
theory, proves that it is a practical system in existence at 
this moment. The statement has been made by two speak
ers that if the Church of England were to act freely to-day 
the two provinces of Canterbury and York would speedily 
and gladly unite themselves into one; but, gentlemen, the 
scheme of Church reform which has been put forth by the 
Church Defense Society and is being pressed now, provides 
not for the dissolution of the two provinces, but for the 
erection of a third province, namely the province of Wales, 
by reviving the arch-bishopric of St David’s, and restoring 
the witness of the ancient British Church to the planting of 
Christianity in Britain before the Papal claims were ever 
dreamed of.

“Gentlemen argue against the provincial system that it 
will trench upon diocesan independence, and it will never 
allow of such a system. It has been confessed on this floor 
by those who have opposed the provincial system that the 
General Convention has tried time and time again to afford 
relief by perfecting the judicial system of the Church, which 
is the cornerstone of the provincial system, so as to allow 
of a court of appeals, and the General Convention comes 
together and confesses its impotency to provide a court of 
appeals. The lay deputy from New York confessed that, 
and I wish to note that confession, and to say that the pro
vincial system is a practical matter, and a court of appeals 
is the very marrow of it. It has been objected by more 
than one speaker that the provincial system is not in har
mony with the ideas embodied in the American Constitu
tion. We cannot judge of them byway of theory, as by 
comparing each ecclesiastical constitution with that of the 
federal and State governments, but by seeing what is actu
ally the practice in Church government. Let us go to the 
great religious bodies of this country, and see if there is 
any thatembodies the provincial system in practice to-day. 
What is the provincial system? All Church polity may be 
divided into two classes, first the congregational, and sec
ondly the synodical.

“ The synodical idea or system is this simply, to give the 
synod or council or the conference above the assembly or 
court of first instance, the right to entertain appeals from, 
and to supervise the actions of, the lower body. Let us 
look at the actions of some other churches; for example, 
the Presbyterian body, which I believe I commit no offense 
in saying has in my opinion the strongest and bestiec- 
clestastical government in this country. In this body there 
is first the Presbytery; secondly, the Synod, and then the 
General Assembly, and we have had some instances before 
the public not long since of the way that system works. 
There is an appeal from the Presbytery to the Synod, and 
there is a further appeal from the Synod to the General As
sembly, and these appeals are in every instance workable. 
If we take the Presbyterian system and give it one touch, 
and not a small one, namely the grace of Apostolic Orders, 
the Episcopate, we shall have the primitive provincial sys
tem almost in its perfection. Are the American people 
unused to this system? It is ingn ined in their ecclesiastical 
ideas. We are the un-American body, and the one not in 
harmony wi h she ideas of the American people. We are 
the ones who have hitched together a diocesan Congrega
tionalism and a prelatical episcopacy.

“The provincial idea, it has been said, is in the order of 
untried experiments and simply a paper theory. I have the 
honor to stand here as an officer of the only living and act 
ive working province in the United States of this American 
church. Ever since the time when the sainted James De 
Koven made his magnificent speech in Baltimore on the 
provincial idea, we have tried in the State of Illinois to work 
out the provincial organization. The question has been 
asked on this floor: ‘What practical use is it?’ ‘What 
can the province do? ’ The province can do a great 
many things. We have done all we could. The prov
ince of Illinois was organized under the canon on Fed
erate Councils, and we asked this General Convention to 
give us the power to establish courts of appeal, for the es
tablishment of a proper judicial system of the church, for 
the right to have courts of appeal. This General Conven
tion considered our request and allowed us to form a prov
ince in the State of Illinois without the right to establish a 
court of appeal. They gave us a halting and a limping, a 
miserable, defective organization.

“We tried to form courts ot appeal, but could not pass 
the canon by conjoint action of the three dioceses. Practi
cally the synod of the province of Illinois has done what it 
could in the way of the creation of provincial institutions 
and the fostering of them. We have one of the largest and 
most fl mrishirg girls’ schools in the State of Illinois—St. 
Mary’s School, Knoxville—and that is administered by a 
board of trustees, who are elected by the synod of the 
province. There is an orphanage doing good work in the 
city of Springfield, which is also under the provincial con
trol. The trustees are elected by the provincial synod. We 
have made some progress in the matter of providing an aged 
and infirm clergy fund in ihe province, and we have to ad
dress ourselves to practical matters, because the General 
Convention shut us out from going any further in establish

ing the provincial system. We would have gone further 
if we had had more power. An attempt at the work in the 
provinces has been made there; it has not been a failure, 
and not a full success. It is not our fault we have not suc
ceeded. We have kept alive the provincial idea. We have 
met, not for talk (I think I had better draw a veil over that 
question in the presence of this honorable assembly), but 
we have met for business, and we did more business in one 
day than has been done, by actual record, in this house for 
the last three days.

“Ail we ask for is, give us an opportunity to go on with 
this work. It is not an experiment. Give us the institution, 
give us the practical working thing, by which we may 
adapt this Church for its work among the American people 
on equal lines with the Presbyterians, the Methodists, and 
the Lutherans. It may be asked why I do not mention the 
Roman Catholics in connection with this provincial system. 
They have it, but it is defective. They have not true pro
vinces. The appeal in the Roman Church lies from the 
court of the bishop of the diocese, not to the archbishop of 
the province, but over his head it is carried to the pope, or 
the papal delegate; therefore, the provinces of the Roman 
Church in this and in every other country where they have 
not retained their national rights, are not true provinces, 
and what we want is the true thing.”

Mr. Faude, of Minnesota, said: “I care comparatively 
little about the change of name that has been proposed; I 
care little about primus or primate, or whatever you call it, 
but I have cared very much about this question of a provin
cial system. To me it is purely a practical question, the 
fact that it was something that had been in antiqui’y I sub
mit has no weight whatever with me. That it was some
thing practiced in ancient times has been mentioned, but 
if it can be shown that it was of practical benefit then I 
would favor it, but so far as the subject has gone I submit 
nothing has been stated showing this to be the case. There 
is submitted to us the proposal of a certain number of dio
ceses, not less than five, forming a province, and I begin on 
the Atlantic coast and cast my eye over the possible pro
vinces that will no doubt come,the first of which in all prob
ability will be New England. I confess myself that I do 
not fancy the idea of the New England dioceses forming 
themselves into provinces. I believe that even New 
England, with all her progressive ideas would not care for 
this system. It would be likely to lead to a tendency to 
sectionalize, and that is one thing above all others that we 
do not want to see.

‘ One of the advantages pointed out, of this provincial 
system, is that of courts of appeal. It seems to be granted 
that it there is one thing the General Convention is clam
oring for it is courts of appeal. In the General Convention 
of 1886, one of the most prolonged and able debates ever 
held was upon that very question, and yet the House re
fused to grant courts of appeal.

“For many years to come the provincial system would be 
simply one of comparing notes and helping each other by 
counsel and intercourse. We have had the narrow wedge 
of the provincial system in the federal councils, but I think 
we had better wait awhile b fore going further.”

The Rev. Dr Spalding, of San Francisco: “My only ex
cuse for appearing before you to speak at all on this sub
ject is the profound interest that the Pacific Coast feels in 
the provincial system which possibly may become a part of 
the organization of this Church, and the interest that arises 
from the pressing needs thereare there. I have listened to 
a good many theories for and against in the remarks that 
have been made, and I want to present some practical rea
sons why, it seems to me, the provincial system is an abso
lute necessity now for the growth of our Church organiza
tion. I believe the American people are a practical people. 
There is always upon the surface of the ocean some little 
foam, but the great depths are rarely stirred, and when 
stirred it is time to begin to think. Our C hurch is growing. 
I heard on this floor the age of this Church spoken of as 100 
years or more, and I thought of the 19 centuries and this 
great country here where we are adapting the conditions 
of Christianity to a people such as never existed before; 
and therefore, while not wanting in respect for the past 
and its order and organization, and granting that we should 
consider seriously before we throw it flippantly aside, 
yet I believe that the organization in the past has only 
weight with us so far as it is adaptable to our particular 
needs.

“Why have our great dioceses been broken up—was it 
the action of this Convention? No! It was because of the 
great thought which came home to the Church, which made 
smaller dioceses absolutely necessary. We grasped the 
idea that our bishop was not a peripatetic ecclesiastic, in
tended as an ornament, to be introduced into rectoral 
homes and churches for Confirmation, but a reverend 
father in God to preside over hts section, and it was 
w eked, cruel, to give him what he could not do. And so 
we learned the necessity of breaking up the large dioceses 
into smaller ones. New York has five, and, if I understand 
rightly, they want a still further division (though it has 
not been asked before this House), so that the Bishop may 
be able to perform his duties. The small diocese has sprung 
out of the need. In my judgment, the provincial system is 
going to meet needs (and I speak from an experience of 18
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years on the Pacific coast), under certain conditions of 
things in different parts of this country, which this great 
body is not competent to deal with.

“There are needs in California that the New England peo
ple would require at least io years of acclimatizing to un
derstand, and if we were to carry our culture on the Pacific 
coast into New England it would take us a long time to un
derstand things there. There are matters all the while re
quiring legislation on the spot. 1 he diocese is too‘mall 
to meet these. It needs an aggregation of dioceses to
gether in a locality in touch with these wants. When it 
is said it is impossible for this House to delegate powers to 
provinces, I wonder if the person who says so ever read in 
United States history of the inherent powers resting in the 
State consistent with the powers of the general govern
ment, and whether all the wisdom is to be found in legisla
tion in secular matters and none in religious matters. It is 
possible for this House to delegate powers to the provinces, 
and I think they are needed to-day between the national 
Church and the oiocese. There is need of special legisla
tion to meet also the missionary needs.

“My second point is the matter of education. I have 
given that matter attention all my life—at Racine College 
and out on the coast, in California, where I am handling 
a school of some 18 years of age. I find schools and colleges 
starting here and there all over the country, and failing for 
want of a large, sufficient constituency. There is need of 
legislation in the Cnurch to hinder the starting of schools 
at points where competition will make them inju> ious to 
each other. 1 he work of the Church is not simply parochi
al; it is educational and charitable. It is a trinity of work. 
Proper legislation will promote the interests of the Church 
college, so that we should have colleges and seminaries 
under competent supervision. And this will be promoted 
by the provincial system. That great Woman’s Auxiliary 
has undertaken to establish schools for the training of 
women to do the work of deaconesses. The same prepara
tion is needed in special localities for men and women.

“I have for many years maintained that the episcopate 
was the means for solving our perplexities. The bishops 
are our fathers, and they should stand in the relation of fa
ther to child; but, ot course, some protection is necessary. 
This will be afforded by the opportunity to appeal from the 
decision of one bishop to that of several bishops, and the 
fact that appeal could be made would act as a check.

“I don’t think we want the system of a province to a 
State, but one that puts large sections into a province. Lit
tle by little such a provincial system will meet our difficul
ties. I have much sympathy with that retrospective feeding 
that is illustrated by the man who continually tells his wife 
what nice cooking his mother did, but we are considering 
how to really nationalize our Church.”

The Rev. Dr. Fulton moved that there should be no fur
ther debate, butthat Dr. Huntington should be allowed 
the privilege of closing the debate, and the vote be then 
taken in three minutes.

Dr. Huntington said he had nothing more to say, and the 
Rev. Dr. McKim then moved message No. 19, with the pro
posed amendments thereto, be referred to the same com
mittee to which the other amendments relating to the Con
stitution had been referred. The motion carried, viva 
voce.

A recess was then taken for lunch.

AFTERNOON SESSION

In the afternoon, the House took up the calendar. The 
committee on the state of the Church recommended that 
the resolution of Mr. Sowden, of Massachusetts,suggesting 
the appointing of an office for Independence day, be trans
mitted to the House of Bishops, with the information that 
its prayer is indorsed, and asking that it be considered by 
that House. The resolution was adopted.

The resolution of Mr. Fairbanks, of Florida, to amend 
Article 5 of the Constitution by adding at the close, “The 
General Convention nay accept a cession of a part of the 
territorial jurisdiction of a diocese when the bishop and 
convention of such diocese shall propose such cession, and 
three-quarters of the parishes in the ceded territo y and 
the same portion of the remaining territory consent there
to,” was next considered.

Mr. Fairbanks explained that it had been before the Gen
eral Convention three times He went on to state: “It 
must be remembered when most ot the dioceses of this 
country, take Florida for Instance, were organ ztd, there 
were no missionary jurisdictions east of the Mississippi. 
Some action must be taken on this matter, and this proposi
tion is the best one.”

Dr. Alsop, of Long Island, said: “It is not absolutely 
necessary to take up this question now, and it is time to do 
so when the absolute necessity arises. The gentleman has 
given us instances that in many of the dioceses which were 
originally set apart as States this necessity is likely to arise, 
therefore, we should have a cropot missionary bishops aris 
ing which it might be difficult for us to support. We must 
not encourage this kina ot action. We have seen how the 
House can be influenced by eloquent speech We have seen 
in this House how it can be stampeded from one action to 
another by an earnest appeal. I move this be referred to 
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the committee which has been appointed to consider the 
message of the House of Bishops.”

Mr. Hill Burg win wished to call the attention of the House 
to the real facts of the case. He went on to say: “I have 
always advocated the power of the House to do what is 
now asked under the general powers which have been given 
and acted under since 1879 I think we should remove the 
objection and allow the House, when a proper case is pre
sented,to act upon it. This constitutional amendment pro
vides any territory shall be admitted only when certain re
quirements have been complied with. They can now admit 
without requiring the assent of a single individual in the 
territory, but by the amendment the sanction of three- 
fourths must be obtained before it can be done.”

Judge Atwater, of Minnesota: “It seems the amendment 
to the Constitution is not only unnecessary, but may be pos
itively harmful. The only object I can conceive is to grant 
larger privileges in the admission of new dioceses. The 
gentleman who has last spoken seems to think the contrary. 
In every Convention for the last 30 years any new dioceses 
which have been admitted have received the silent but not 
the positive consent. These continuous applications for 
missionary jurisdictions will be harmful to the Church.”

A motion tnat the resolution offered by the lay deputy 
from Florida,and the motion to re-commit,be laid upon tne 
table, was lost.

The Rev. Frank Page, of Texas, made an earnest plea in 
favor of the proposition.

Mr. Wilder, of Minnesota: “The position of one section 
of the count! y, one diocese, may be continually varied by 
reason of the tide of emigration. Everyone of the instances 
in which this question has to be decided should be consid
ered wnh reference to the demands growing from its con
dition. Each case must be decided upon its merits. It is 
my judgment now, as it was 20 years ago, that there should 
be such an amendment. We have spent considerable time 
discussing the question. Time has become a very impor
tant feature in our deliberations. We have important 
questions on the calendar, some of them not less so than 
any ot ihjse that have been passed upon, and I move that 
the vote on the amendment be taken immediately.”

The motion was carried, and the vote resulted, ayes 137, 
nays 108.

The Rev. Dr. Huntington then called for the order of the 
day, tne report favoring the admission of congregations to 
episcopal oversight on the terms of the so called “Quadri
lateral.”

The Rev. Mr. Faude moved that the resolution of the 
minority of the committee be substituted for the resolution 
of the report.

The Rev. Dr. Huntington prefaced his remarks in sup
port of the report of the committee by saying that he 
deemed it just to the minority to say that the majority was 
a purely technical one, owing to a vacancy having occurred 
in the committee.

The Rev. Dr. Huntington, after reading the resolution in 
report No. 5 of ths committee on amendments, said that he 
based his argument in its favor upon three grounds: First, 
the ground of Catholicity. He recognized different defin 
itions of that term. Sometimes it meant primitive and 
apostolic; sometimes all embracing. He would consider it 
in this case as meaning both. 1 he second ground would 
be practicability; and the third, self-consistency. He 
would not ask them to accept his view only as to its Catho
licity, but would say that he had the opinions of those 
more learned than himself in saying that it gives to the 
bithop within the diocese such a liturgical right as can be 
shown to have belonged to the bishops of the primitive 
Church. Reference might be made to the Book of the 
Acts, and the first and second Epistles to the Corinthians, 
but he would simply ask if he was mistaken in assuming 
that the jus liturgicum in primitive times rested with the 
bishop of the diocese.

He wished that as a preparatory study for the discussion 
of this question all had undertaken, even superficially, to 
look over the census of 1890 in respect to religious condi
tions It had been stated there ihat of about 20 coo 000 of 
Christians of various names only about 6oo coo are credited 
to the Chui ch. That other 19400000 d ffer widely from 
the Episcopal communion on questions of Church polity, 
on details of public worship and other matters, but there 
is one thing in which all agree, and that 
Christ, and to his mind that one point of 
worth more than all the differences. The 
the Church, however, is in what way it can 
to a better understanding between our 
these other 19,400000. He admitted that the efforts that 
had been made had not accompli.-hed much, but still every 
effort goes a little way.

“Second, as to practicability, I thank God that the meet
ing of the Convention was appointed for this place, be
cause right here its practicability is demonstrated in the 
work that has been going on in St. Ansgarius parish, which, 
though only three vears old, is apparently in some respects 
in advance of all the padshes in the city. Certainly at the 
Sunday morning service will oe found a larger proportion 
of working men than anywhere else. It has been asked, 
‘How is success possible? and if possible, why is an amend

ment to the constitution asked for?’ I will reply that it was 
for the same reason that Florida had asked for an amend- 
ment to support the setting apart of that diocese, that all 
doubt might be removed from the minds of the Church. 
Things have been done, even by the House of Bishops, ihat 
I will not call unconstitutional, but which are extra consti
tutional, similar to what was done by the United States du 
ing the war—a reading between the lines as to war powers. 
The Bishop of Minnesota has set us an example.

“It is no part of the plan of this proposal to try to affect 
great denominations as such. It seeks to meet cases of 
sporadic congregations. Personally I have very little faith 
in any expectation of reaching the denominations by nego
tiations between high powers. If that is what was looked 
for by the‘iridescent dream’ I am not one of the dream
ers. I regret the necessity of saying this, especially in view 
of the fact that we have with us a representative of one of 
the most powerful denominations in the land, and so far as 
Rome was concerned we have had sufficientevidence of late 
of the utter hopelessness of coming to an agreement there. 
The recent utterances of Cardinal Vaughan were plain com
mon sense as to that. The Church of Rome demands that 
which was not the custom of the English Church in ancient 
times to give. She demands unconditional surrender. Noth
ing else will satisfy her.

“Last summer a professor in one of the most conservative 
of the non Episcopal schools of this land said that in his 
judgment out of 12 members of the faculty of the school, 9 
at least were ready to accept the Lambeth Declaration in 
its length and depth. The iridescent dreamers are still 
dreaming the bubble of Christian unity, and though its 
walls are continually expanding, it has not yet burst.

“A professor in one of the leading universities of New 
England has taunted this Church with insincerity. I blush 
to think of it. We can at least go forward though we may 
not expect to accomplish a great deal. It is certain tbit 
we can do something. We can get within speaking dis
tance of our Christian brethren.

“Some of you may have observed in England that beau 
ful feature of. the English landscape—the covered entrance 
to the churchyard—one of the most beautiful features < f 
church architecture. A returned traveler tells us that 
coming upon one of these beautiful entrances he was at
tracted by the inscription, in letters of the most correct 
Gothic form, ‘This is the gate of heaven.’ Underneath, 
roughly painted on a piece of board, were the words, 
‘Closed during the winter months.’”

The Rev. Mr. Faude, of Minnesota: “With reference to 
the question we are now debating, I wish to say in the first 
place that he who professes or calls himself a Christian and 
stands in the way of any effort towards restoring Chris 
tian unity, must give some strong reasons for his ground— 
must explain how it can be tnat he who has heard the 
prayer of our Lord Jesus Christ ‘that they all may be one,’ 
and knew to whom that prayer referred—must explain how 
he can still stand in the way of any effort for the restoration 
of Christian unity. If it were simply a matter of restoring 
Christian unity by this action or motion I would not lit t 
my voice against it, nor do I believe that a single one of 
those who have signed what is called a technical minority 
report have done it with the intention of opposing Chris
tian unity; but there are certain ecclesiastical questions 
that must not be overlooked. I, for one, refuse to be con
sidered as opposed to Christian unity because I oppose 
some of the efforts and some of the means whereby it is 
proposed to promote it.

“This particular proposition is, in the first place,one that 
has to do with the Prayer Book. The bishops, in the last 
General Convention, in their Pastoral Letter, gave us what 
I am sure was but an echo of the entire Church, not only 
of their own House, but the House of Deputies, and all otr 
people, or at least nine-tenths of them. In speaking of the 
accomplishment of the revision of the Prayer Book they say, 
‘During the time this work has been in progress it was to be 
expected that there would be some irregularities in the or
der of the services, but now that the revision is completed 
and the Book of Common Prayor has been regularly estab
lished, to remain, we trust, unchanged for many years to 
come, we feel sure that the clergy and the congregations 
will gladly order tne administration of the worship, Sacra 
ments, and other rites strictly according to the rubrics. 
Whi e we are not, perhaps, taking up the Prayer Book 
again, yet by a kind of indirect process we are doing that 
which not only ihe House ot Bishops, but thewholeChurch, 
hoped would not be done for many years to come; we are 
proposing to allow almost any kind of service Imaginable. 
It has been stated that it is simply a proposition to enact 
what is already being practiced, but what we are doing 
now we are doing to meet particular, special emergencies.

“The report of the committee puts into the power of any 
individual bishop to sanction any service which may be 
consistent with his own peculiar views. True, we may trust 
our oishops, but it has never been the theory of the Church 
to put su h unlimited trust in any one bishop, or even in 
the whole House of Bishops—the Church is the Hou^e of 
Bishops and ihe House of Deputies combined. In 1886 the 
Rev. Dr. Hopkins introduced a proposition permitting con
gregations to use any service book that had been used by 
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'proposition was referred back to a committee,with instruc
tions to prepare something that would be more likely to be 
accepted. That proposition included also provisions for 
maintaining allegiance to the Historic Episcopate, the two 
Sacraments, Confirmation, and acceptance of the definitions 
of the Faith set forth in the General Councils. What was 
finally accepted by the Convention of 1892 was the Lam
beth Chicago platform.”

Mr. Faude thought that the argument derived from the 
20,ooc,oco of Christians would, if carried far enough back, 
have signified almost the destruction of the Church. It 
might be said that it should adapt itself to the various peo
ples among which it found itself. He asked how it would be 
about applying the idea of “sporadic congregations” to the 
idea of “sporadic archbishops.”

“The work we are carrying on in Minneapolis is an en
tirely different matter from what was recommended by the 
resolution. These people have been doing the best they 
could under their circumstances. The work was begun by 
a young man who had been ordained by Bishop Burgess. 
He has been gathering these people, first, one by one. and 
then as his influence has grown,they have come by tens,but 
it has not been a matter of a whole congregation at the 
start. They have already begun to use our liturgy. Their 
evening service is taken from our Book of Common Prayer. 
They arenot setting up any of that individualism which is 
the source of all sectarianism. The question in their case 
has been simply one of language. They have been allowed 
to use their own service book, because at the start they 
could only understand the Swedish language. They are 
not afraid of being bound by the Book of Common 
Prayer. It is not the Book of Common Prayer that 
is keeping people from us. The Book of Common Prayer 
is what is attracting them to us. Reference has been 
made to the professor of a prominent New England univer
sity having taunted the Church with insincerity in view of 
the fact that she had not even passed a canon in support of 
her efforts for unity. It has been said by one of the mem
bers of the Catholic League who stands most prominently 
among the representatives of other denominations, that he 
did not think the time was come for the Episcopal Church 
to pass any such canon.

“We are not going to bring the denominations to us by 
canons, and it is hardly desirable that they should come in 
large numbers until they can come from conviction—until 
their love for Christ shall force them to go down to the 
roots of this matter.”

Mr. Mills, of Newark, said that he had been put on the 
committee, but was not present when the reports were 
drawn and signed, and therefore could not and did not at
tach his name to either. Having seen in the papers that 
his name was signed to one of the reports,he felt it right to 
himself, the committee, and to the House, to state the 
facts. Circumstances connected with his business had pre
vented his being on hand to give his signature. He did not 
agree with Dr. Huntington. He said: “It is painful to me 
to oppose any measure brought forward by so distinguished 
a man as the chairman of this committee, and a measure 
which looks to Christian unity. You know that any bishop 
of this Church, acting with his Standing Committee, may 
take, according to this proposition, under his oversight, 
any congregation of Christian people not in communion 
with the Church who accept the Apostles’ and Nicene 
Creed, and so on. This may be done under two conditions, 
first, the acceptance of the two Creeds named; and second
ly. the minister of that Church for the time being must 
have Episcopal ordination; these are conditions precedent 
upon the action of the bishop. Then there is the contract 
to be made by the minister in charge who shall covenant 
to use in public worship such form or directory as the 
bishop shall set forth and authorize. It seems to me that 
that law is broad and general, is meant to apply to no par
ticular cases, to no special cases, but is general in its pro
visions. Without going through the law and the amend
ment, it does seem to me that it is very broad, and to pass 
such a law for the purpose of meeting a few cases is wrong 
in principle, and would be violative of all the customs of 
this General Convention ever since I have known anything 
of its legislation.”

The following message from the House of Bishops was 
then read:

Message No. 62, announcing that consent be given, with 
the concurrence of the House of Deputies, to the erection 
of the missionary jurisdiction of Northern Texas into a dio
cese, the boundaries of such diocese to conform to the mis
sionary district of Northern Texas as originally set forth 
by the General Convention of 1874.

The message was referred to the committee on new dio
ceses.

The House then adjourned.

Thursday, Oct. 17—Fourteenth Day
At the opening of the morning session the Rev. Dr. Lit- 

tell, from the committee on new dioceses, reported that the 
proper papers had not been furnished them in the matter 
of Northern Texas, and they requested that they should be 
so furnished at the earliest possible moment. They had no 
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official notice as a committee that any such desire for di
vision exists on the part of the diocese.

The Rev. Dr. Beatty, of Kansas, offered a resolution that 
so much of the report of the commission on the revision of 
the Constitution and Canons, as relates to the canon on or
dination, be made the order of the day when the pending 
orders are disposed of. He said there were many who are 
anxious to have the canon on ordination considered by this 
Convention. “It is a remarkable fact,” he said, “that we 
have a canon now under whico we are acting, which per
mits a man to belong to any of the denominations on Sat
urday, to be confirmed on Sunday, and on Monday to be 
received as a candidate for Holy Orders. The committee 
on canons ordered in 1886, made a report in 1889, that was 
not considered. Report was again made at the last Con
vention, and the canons now presented were again revised 
by the committee on the Constitution and Canons, and we 
are anxious to have them considered at this Convention. It 
does not interfere at all with the order taken in regard to 
the messages from the House of Bishops, as to referring to 
a committee, because that order is limited to canons not 
acted on at this Convention.” The resolution was carried.

The Rev. Dr. Nelson, of Western New York, asked that 
a resolution in regard to printing the Prayer Book and 
Hymnal in one, might be first taken up. Dr. Nelson urged 
the great inconvenience of being restricted to the two-vol
ume method, and said that the House of Deputies had 
passed a resolution of this nature at the last session, which 
had been rejected by the House of Bishops, but the cause 
for such rejection no longer existed. The resolution was 
not mandatory, simply giving permission to bind the two 
in one, and he thought it would be more convenient for 
carrying backward and forward, in making only one-half 
the number of books scattered amongst the pews, and 
more convenient for the clergy in both public and private 
ministration. By using the thinnest paper used for Bibles, 
he thought it would be perfectly practicable.

Mr. Fairbanks, of Florida, asked what about the royalty 
on hymnals.

Mr. Morehouse, of Milwaukee, thought that the royalty 
question was a very serious one, there being copyright on 
the Hymnal and not on the Prayer Book; that the permis
sion would be likely to involve greater expenses in print
ing; the thinnest possible paper is already used, so that the 
bulk would be that of the present books put together.

Mr. Thomas, of Pennsylvania, urged the passage of the 
resolution as one of great importance to Sunday schools. 
In the Sunday school of which he was superintendent, 
where there are 1,500 scholars, the only book he author
izes, besides the Holy Scriptures, are the Prayer Book and 
Hymnal, as he did not consider that any other books are 
sanctioned by the Church for use in the Sunday school. 
They have felt so much the inconvenience of the separate 
bindings that they would have been glad to have removed 
the covers and put the two books together, but found that 
they could not lawfully do so.

Mr. Fairbanks, of Florida, said he thought the objections 
urged by the deputy from Milwaukee were insuperable, 
and thought it would be necessary to either remove the 
royalty from the Hymnal or continue to print the books in 
two volumes.

The vote on the resolution was taken and resulted, ayes 
121, nays 78.

The Rev. Dr. Spalding, of California, spoke on behalf of 
the fund for the relief of the clergy. He said that the 
Church, by its endowment system, provided for retired 
bishops, that the laity had a'variety of occupations open to 
them in business, but there was no provision for clergy, 
faithful soldiers of the Church, who give up all things and 
go out to labor and toil, and if necessary, die, for Christ. 
The resolution as originally presented, called for a stated 
collection throughout the Church on the first Sunday in 
November. He would amend by making it Quinquagesima 
Sunday, which seems particularly appropriate, because of 
the words that the Church hears on that day: “Though I 
speak with the tongues of men and of angels, and have not 
charity, I become as sounding brass and a tinkling 
cymbal.”

The mover of the original resolution accepted the amend
ment, and the Rev. Dr. Greer asked that Dr. Spalding 
would accept an amendment making it “Quinquagesima 
Sunday, or some other Sunday near to that day.” He said 
he was in thorough sympathy with the purport of the reso
lution, but felt that it was not practicable for every parish 
to take the collection for that purpose on Quinquagesima 
Sunday.

The Rev. Dr. Spalding accepted Dr. Greer’s amendment, 
and the resolution as amended was unanimously carried.

The Rev. Dr. Huntington, from the committee to whom 
had been referred the message from the House of Bishops, 
on the memorial of the diocese of Minnesota, favoring the 
setting off of the missionary district asked for, reported in 
favor of concurrence, with which the House voted to 
agree.

The Rev. Dr. Elliott, by request of Dr. Huntington, read 
the report of the same committee on message 56 in the 
House of Bishops, recommending concurrence with that 
message, in an amendment, whose object as he stated, was 
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that when it is proposed to erect a new diocese within the 
limits of a missionary district, the consent of the bishop 
and convocation of that district be required, just as is now 
required in the case of a diocese that the consent of the 
bishop and convention be given.

The report was referred back to the joint committee to 
settle a question of doubt as to whether the section with its 
proposed amendment was intended to include or omit the 
subsequent paragraph in the original, providing for re
quired assurance of financial support.

Dr. Eccleston, of Maryland, presented the report of the 
joint committee for nominating the Missionary Council and 
Board of Managers, adding the names, (which were not 
read), and asking the concurrence of the two Houses in 
their adoption. Those selected as the Board of Managers 
are the same as the old board, with the exception that the 
name of George C. Thomas, of Pennsylvania, is substituted 
in the place of L. Coffin, deceased.

The report was adopted, as was a resolution appended to 
it, giving the general secretary instructions to call the 
board together for organization.

The committee on canons reported upon the proposed 
amendment to title 1, canon 19, section 12, saying that they 
had carefully considered the same and recommended the 
following resolution:

Resolved, That to title 1, canon tq, section 12, be added (the 
House of Bishops concurring): “When a bishop shall leave his 
diocese for three months, the bishop-coadjutor, or, if there be 
none, the Standing Committee of the diocese or missionary 
jurisdiction, shall act as the ecclesiastical authority, and in place 
of the temporary disability of the bishop, the bishop-coadjutor 
or Standing Committee shall act as the ecclesiastical authority, 
provided nothing in this canon shall be so construed as to pre
vent any such bishop from exercising his jurisdiction himself, so 
far as the same may be practicable, during.his absence from his 
diocese, or from permitting or authorizing any other bishop to 
perform episcopal office for him.”

The resolution was adopted.
The committee also reported recommending amendment 

to title 3, canon 2, section 3, so as to read: “When there is 
no bishop, or when it is certified in writing by at least two 
physicians that the bishop is physically or mentally in
capable of performing the duties of his office, the standing 
committee shall be the ecclesiastical authority for all pur
poses declared in these canons.”

Dean Hoffman said: “There is danger in the canon as 
proposed by the committee. I move, therefore, to refer it 
back to them.”

This motion was carried.
Dr. Huntington then called for the order of the day, 

which was the resumption of the debate on the resolution 
concerning Christian unity.

Dr. Jewell, of Milwaukee, was the first to speak. He said: 
“The subject which comes before us at this time is, without 
doubt, one of great importance. We have heard of it be
fore. It does not, therefore, come over us like the south 
wind over a bank of violets. It appears again to-day. We 
hear of it. but it seems to me, though it is not strange, it 
hath a dying form. The subject has been discussed in a 
general way by the speakers who have gone before me. 
We have heard it presented with all the persuasiveness of 
imagination, and we have heard it presented upon a basis 
of somewhat more solid fact. I do not propose to take it 
up so much in that general way. I am reminded at this time 
of an anecdote relating to the famous Rufus Choate, 
of Massachusetts, that brilliant advocate, the child of a 
Slate that is addicted to producing brilliant men, that on 
one occasion when arguing on a case involving an infringe
ment of the patent rights concerning two car wheels, the 
distinguished advocate had exhausted all his wonderful 
ability in showing that they were entirely dissimilar, pro
ceeding upon the assumption of the fixity of points. After 
he had concluded, another great son of that great State re
plied, paying the highest compliment to his ingenuity, but 
stating: ‘Gentlemen of the jury, there are the wheels.’ 
The simple inspection of these wheels scattered to the 
winds the subtle argument of his adversary.

“I propose at this time to call your attention simply to 
the proposition. I say there is the proposition. There are 
the wheels, for there are wheels within wheels in it. I 
think we can best understand what we have to do as a 
House if we enter into a close analysis of its various propo
sitions. In the first place, the whole thing is a legislation 
in view of the merest hypothetical possibilities. Does any 
man know of any such minister or congregation who is 
looking with expectancy to the action of this House? Have 
you heard, anywhere, have you felt, anywhere, there had 
been any expectation of the admission of any such congre
gation in any such a way? ’ (Dr. Rhodes: “Yes, sir.”)

“You have listened to the arguments adduced but there 
have been no such grounds as these mentioned in its favor, 
and I remind this House of the fact that again and again 
you have pushed back and put off legislation in reference to 
things which were admitted to be immediate probabilities. 
If we cannot legislate upon things which are of immediate 
necessity, which will aid the Church in her usefulness, is it 
consistent for us to spend our time in legislating upon that 
which involves a mere possibility of a possibility. Further
more, there is this difficulty in the proposition: We are pro-
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posing to legislate for those outside of the Church as 
against those who are bound under its law. We are propos
ing to make allowances and to grant liberties to those who 
come in from outside bodies in no special harmony with this 
Church, having In no respect proved their loyalty or their 
devotion, when you will not allow the same to those that 
have borne the burden and heat of the day.

“Is this not levying tribute on the children while you let 
strangers go scot free? Is it not providing for Ishmael 
rather than for Isaac? You should remember that since the 
revision of the Prayer Book there has been a necessity to 
adhere more distinctly to its rubrics, and here you propose 
to let these come in, which will not be following out the 
rules therein laid down. Is this the kind of legislation 
which the children of the Church expect of their mother? 
The points to which I allude have been alluded to before, 
but my desire is to present them clearly and compactly in 
their respective relations. I admit the probability of the 
inspiring motive having been one of deep and pure and 
Christian tenderness and sympathy. I am ready to ac
knowledge that this judgment has been formed with every 
intention to secure the proper legislation upon every point 
and with a hearty desire to avoid all the difficulties which 
might arise therefrom, but it does not do it.

“There has been, in this House, a very strong apprehen
sion lest we should increase too much the power of the 
episcopacy. Again and again we have heard the cry of 
alarm raised against increasing the power of the episco
pacy, and yet this very proposition strikes at once at the 
increase of the power of individual bishops. We are here 
giving the bishop power to do that which we do not give 
to the House of Bishops, and I submit this is not a consist
ent thing for us to do, more especially when legislation is 
held back here because it is thought it will increase the 
power of the bishops. There is a proposition to put in the 
power of an individual bishop the taking of a minister and 
congregation of some outside body under his spiritual 
charge. I ask you to note this fact that a bishop may be 
inspired to do this for many reasons. He may be a man 
impressed with sentiment and full of the very feeling 
which I doubt not actuated the originator of this proposi
tion, and he may desire to stand before the Church as a 
man who is bringing into view the front rank of this invad
ing army of new members of the Church of Christ. He 
may be a man whose theological proclivities may induce 
him to favor the admission of a congregation that does not 
hold the Faith as we hold it in this Church, and this propo
sition proposes to give him the power. I ask: Is it a consist
ent thing for us to do? Is it a safe thing for us to do?

“I oppose iton another point. This document has been 
drawn with great care, having transmigrated, it comes to 
us in a better form, grant you, for it does make express 
provisions for the subjection of this congregation to the 
rite of Confirmation. We provide that the minister shall 
receive Episcopal ordination according to the order of the 
Prayer Book, I take it. We provide for the administration 
of the rite of Confirmation to these congregations accord
ing to the order of the Prayer Book, I take it, which is just 
and right, and therefore it is better than it was before, but 
yet one thing thou lackest; when it comes to that higher 
rite, when it comes to that grander rite, when it comes to 
that rite that among all the rites of the Church towers like 
Mont Blanc, the monarch of mountains, there is no such 
provision, that is, concerning the Holy Eucharist. Shall it 
be administered according to the provisions of the Prayer 
Book? The abstract which is given makes one wince. I 
don’t pretend to say what was in the minds of those who 
framed that document. It seems to me we are not prepared 
at this time to accept any proposition,to accept any amend
ment, any canon, which shall in any respect appear to in
terfere or alter this holy liturgy. I wish to call the atten
tion of the House to this tact. You have refused to con
cur in a report coming from the House of Bishops, a body 
presumed to know the difference between the title and the 
text of a book, which proposes striking out two lines in the 
title page of the Prayer Book,because you did not wish the 
revision re opened. You are here providing a means by 
which a bishop can practically re-open that revision in his 
own diocese. You are also providing a means by which 
the Prayer Book can be, it seems to me, laid aside, and in 
behalf of this there is no argument put forth in its favor. 
We all know the value of the liturgy and we appreciate 
its grandeur concerning the Holy Sacrifice. I know this 
liturgy may be considered a matter of form, but form is 
the definition of substance, and you cannot deal with things 
outside their forms.

“I wish to call your attention to one fact in the early his
tory of the Church. Ascend the Mount of Transfiguration 
and behold there Him whose real presence upon the altar 
is connected with the utterance of the solemn words which 
He prescribed for its administration. You know that 
He was transfigured before them, but what was manifesta
tion of the transfiguration? ‘His raiment became white 
and glistening,’ and it is in the liturgy as the raiment of 
tae Holy Christ that it becomes white and glistening. It 
stands forth with heavenly splendor, and all the beau
ty and grandeur that is connected with the administration 
of that holy office has come down to it through the ages, 
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baptized with the tears of millions of the faithful. With all 
deep devotion we look upon the liturgy as the raiment 
of the holy sacrament shadowed forth in heavenly splen
dor, and I cannot see how we can for one moment be con
tent to pass anything which seems to cast this holy ordi
nance into any lower place than that which is granted to it. 
I yield to no man in grieving over these factions in Chris
tendom. I have felt them as some of you probably have 
not. I yield to no man in my strong desire that the Church 
should do all she can to bring back those wandering sheep, 
but I do not believe it is the right, the safe, and the honest 
thing for us to do, to legislate to lower, to break down the 
wall which has been erected by the Christian Head of the 
Church and to allow those who are not in to come in by 
some other way except to go in through that way in which 
every truly converted mind, every truly humble heart, ev
ery truly loyal soul, every intelligent and devoted follower 
of the blessed Lord will most willingly and most gladly 
come.”

Dr. McKim, of Maryland, said: “The argument which we 
have just listened to is one of the most powerful arraign
ments of the acts of the Lambeth Conference ever uttered. 
I cannot trust myself to a discussion of the arguments 
which have just been presented, but will endeavor to give 
three affirmative reasons why we should adopt the proposi
tion which has been brought in by my friend from New 
York, by whose side I am very glad, for the first time in 
these debates, to find myself now standing. My first reason 
is for consistency, my second for Catholicity, and the third 
for Christian unity.

“In regard to the first, I venture to think that this reso
lution, this proposition, calls upon us to open the door 
which we have already declared ourselves ready to open; 
only this and nothing more. What has been the action of 
this Church upon this subject? In 1886 our bishops declared 
themselves ready to make all reasonable concessions on all 
things of human order and of human choice. I submit, sir, 
that this proposition proposes nothing more than to make 
reasonable concessions upon matters of human ordering 
and of human choice. It does not touch the sacred words 
of our Master, Christ. It touches forms of worship, which 
certainly have developed, had developed, and will continue 
to develop, through the Catholic Church. Then, again, in 
1888, the Lambeth committee declared themselves in favor 
of giving up things on secondary points of doctrine, wor
ship,and discipline, so as to secure the unity of the Church. 
It seems to me the ‘dearly beloved brethren,’ and other 
things, are certainly secondary points of doctrine, worship, 
and discipline. Then, again, the Pastoral Letter of 1892, 
which comes to us with the approval of the House of Bish
ops and this House, is also in favor of Christian unity. We 
come down to the bare foundations, and it seems to me 
that if we are consistent, we are bound to go forward in 
the direction of the proposition now before us. We are con
fronted not by a hypothetical possibility,as has been stated; 
but by an actual condition. At the very time that the gen
tleman from New York brought in this proposition, three 
years ago, there began the organization in this city of that 
Swedish congregation of which we have heard, and there 
are a number of these congregations in the Church at the 
present time. It is a condition, not a theory, which con
fronts us. It proposes to place these congregations under 
the episcopal authority of our bishops by canon law.”

The speaker had not got through with his remarks when 
the hour arrived for the reception of the House of Bishops 
for joint session, and the debate was suspended pro tern.

The following messages were received from the House of 
Bishops: No 63, asking the concurrence of the House in the 
election as bishop of the missionary district of Kyoto, of 
the Rev. Jos. M. Francis, of Tokyo.

Message No 64, nominating to the House of Deputies for 
election as bishop of the missionary district of Alaska of 
the Rev. Peter Trimball Rowe, a presbyter of the mission
ary jurisdiction of Northern Michigan.

These two messages were referred to the committee on 
the consecration of bishops.

The two Houses then met in joint session, the Bishop of 
Albany presiding, to consider and receive reports on Chris
tian education and the Church University Board of Re
gents.

CHRISTIAN EDUCATION
Bishop Gailor presented the report on Christian educa

tion.
The report emphasized the importance of plainly as

serting the principles of our historic faith and causing 
them to pervade the instructions of their children. The 
Christian Gospel is not a preferable gospel, but the only 
gospel which can save the world. What is not definitely 
Christian cannot be Christian at all. It was the Lord who 
said: “He that is not with Me, is against Me, and he that 
gathereth not with Me, scattereth abroad.”

The first recommendation of the report is for systematic 
and enthusiastic work in Sunday schools. “We have six 
Church colleges and one Church university in the United 
States that are all doing a great and noble work. They are 
not behind any, and their graduates are winning honor in all 
departments all over the world. The committee would lay 
stress upon the plan of the late Bishop Harris, in connec
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tion with the University of Michigan. The experiment has 
been tried for 10 years and has proved in every way a com
plete success. The Bishops of Milwaukee and West Vir
ginia have undertaken some foundations in Wisconsin and 
West Virginia. The young men live at the halls, and are 
practically members of the families of the clergymen of the 
parish.. Church life is concentrated and the University of 
Michigan is influenced by the two courses of lectures, called 
the Baldwin and Hobart. Another plan in connection with, 
the smaller colleges that are not under the training of the 
Church, is to endow the parish churches in such places with 
an annual income sufficient to support a clergyman of char
acter and ability fitted to guide the students. Some of the 
best work among young men has been done by clergymen 
in charge of the parishes that happen to be in proximity to 
universities.

CHURCH UNIVERSITY BOARD OF REGENTS.

The report from the Church University Board of Regents 
was read by the Rev. Dr. Anstice. Three scholarships 
have been secured—they continue for three years, subject 
to withdrawal on three months’ notice, and are of the value 
of $750 a year. A year ago the Board appointed a general 
secretary, to act also as financial agent. Previous to that 
no administration expenses were incurred. The general 
secretary has acted with great energy and at considerable 
expense to himself.

The Rev. Dr. Greer said the first aim was to deepen and 
broaden the intellectual culture of the clergy. It has been 
found that it is not learning, but half learning, that pro
duces unfortunate results. Dr. Greer cited Prof. Romaine, 
who in his earlier years had published a volume, which he 
called a candid examination of theism, which had exerted 
a strong influence on many minds, including his (Dr. 
Greer’s.) The conclusions reached in that book were 
against the existence of a personal God. But not long be
fore his death he reviewed that work (some 15 years later), 
and reached precisely opposite conclusions, and died in the 
communion of the English Church.

Bishop Niles prefaced his remarks by expressing his 
shame and grief that only one hour should be allotted for 
the discussion of these important educational matters. He 
said that if he ever lived to see an ideal Convention, four 
days out of five in that Convention would be given to top
ics of this nature. He was a little ashamed of the Church 
in the matter of education. Although her universities 
compared favorably with many others, there was wealth 
enough in the Church to accomplish vastly more. “But 
the special subject assigned to me,” he continued, “was 
that of endowment of the Church in university towns. 
There were three young men, now bishops, Talbot, Leon
ard, and Nicholson, who formerly attended Dartmouth 
College; when there they were the mainstay of the Church. 
They got a clergyman when they could, from Boston, and 
when they could not they read the service themselves.”

The Rev. Mr. Doherty, of Nebraska, said that his work 
in Omaha In establishing a girls’ school had begun with 
nothing and debt, 20 years ago; now they have a property 
worth about $150,000, and an average number of about 140 
girls; but he was very much troubled over the fact that 
those girls who wished to go further on educational lines, 
had no place to go under the auspices of the Church. He 
knew of no place to recommend them. “It is quite time 
for the Church to see that there is something for women to 
do besides looking after the economies and collecting the 
distributions of the Church. Whether we will or no, 
woman is going to be educated.”

The Rev. Dr. Tatlock, of Michigan, said: “I suppose the 
reason I was called upon to speak upon the subject of 
Church halls, was because of my acquaintance with what 
was formerly known as Hobart Hall (in connection with 
the University of Michigan), but since the death of Bishop 
Harris it has been named Harris Hall, and stands as a 
monument to Bishop Harris. We have had some 400 
students instructed in the service of our Church, about 250 
of them being communicants. We have represented there 
44 States and territories, and 17 foreign countries. So that 
the influences brought to bear upon those students are 
carried out into every part of the world."

The Rev. Dr. Fulton offered a resolution that the Board 
of Church University Regents be requested to consider the 
expediency and feasibility of a union of the various divinity 
schools, in an organization in connection with the General 
Theological Seminary. He said the idea had impressed 
itself upon him as he listened to the speeches of repre
sentatives from these different schools, and noticing the 
harmony of tone prevailing amongst them, and that a 
number of persons had suggested the same idea this morn
ing; and he had been asked to make such a request of the 
Board of Church University regents. The resolution 
carried, and the meeting then adjourned.

AFTERNOON SESSION

At the opening of the afternoon session Dr. Hodges, of 
Maryland, said the matter of dividing the dioceses of Minne
sota had been passed in the morning without the knowledge 
of all those present. He could not hear well where he was 
sitting, and asked<if the matter could be reconsidered.
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Mr. Wilder, of Minnesota. said Hat the crirmittee on 

constitutional amendments rec< mmerdeo the actit r trker; 
they stood upon a basis which they behe-ved was invulner
able and if it was now desired to bring the matter up again 
they would have no objection.

A vote to reconsider having been passed, Dr. Hedges 
took the floor, stating that his object in doing so was not 
to defeat the measure. This was establishing a precedent 
and should be carefully considered. It was for the House 
to consider the merits of each case when it came before 
them and act accordu g y He went on to quote from 
Bishop Whipple’s remarks tn which the Bishop stated that 
he did not think the General Convention would grant the 
request, and they ought not to ask it.

Dr. Huntington stated that all these statements were laid 
before the committee, but were outweighed by counter con
siderations. As two of the representatives from Minnesota 
who could explain the matter, were absent, he moved that 
it go on the calendar.

The motion was passed.
Dr. Spalding, of California, moved:
Whereas, The House of Clerical and Lay Deputies has passed 

unanimously a resolution requesting a yearly collection for the 
benefit of the Infirm clergy Relief Fund upon Quinqurgesima 
Sunday or a Sunday nearest thereto that may be most con
venient,

Resolved. That this House respectfully requests the House of 
Bish »ps to embody this request in their past ral in such a way 
as may bring it prominently before all the churches.

The resolution was passed.
The order of the day was then proceeded with.
Dr. McKim continued his argument, whith was inter

rupted by the entrance of the bishops in the morning. He 
said: “I pointed out this morning that ihree years ago this 
General Convention by synodical action adopted the Lam
beth platform as its own, and I urged on behalf of the 
measure now under consideration, that in the first place 
consistency demanded we should pass this or some such 
measure. At present we have paused between the premises 
and the conclusion. I urge we should either go back and 
rescind our action whereby we adopted the Lambeth plat
form, or we should go forward and endeavor to make that a 
fact by this measure or some similar one. In the second 
place.let me address myself to the argument from Catholic
ity. I think I may say that no man on this flior has a more 
ervent or a more ea.nest desiie that this (. htncb cf curs 

should become in deed and truth the Catholic Church 
of the American people, than I. As I look back over the 30 
years since I was ordained in the priesthood in this Church, 
I see a very marked change in the Church. I see a very 
distinct and de fined progress in the direction of Catholici
ty. I do not mean Catholicity of doctrine.for that we have 
in our Creed and formulae, but I mean Catholicity in prac
tice.

We have been opening the door to a larger, grander, 
nobler conception of the Christian Church; a conception 
truly Catholic, which shall take m not one school of thought, 
merely, but the several schools of thought that have historic 
p’ace in tnis Church. We can remember the time when the 
struggle seemed to be for one theological school or another. 
I think the time has come when we feel that the Church can 
not do without any one of them. We have learned 
wisdom. The disciples of Dr. Pu--ey, of F. D. Maurice, and 
of Chas. Simeon have united in confidence and love within 
this Church. The followers of Dr. De Koven and of Dr. 
Andrews, two men indissolubly associated with the history 
of the Convention of 1871, have also been joined to
gether. We nave made much progress in the direction of 
Catholicity, in the sense of comprehensiveness, but we 
have not gone as far as we ought. We accept this com
prehensiveness in doctrine. Men may differ upon the sub
ject of the Atonement, they may be followers of Abelard, 
they may differ on the question of inspiration, not the fact 
b it the theory. Men may differ, as they do, on the doctrine 
of the Holy Communion, but they are included nevertheless 
in the pale of the one Mother Church; but, sir, they will 
agree to differ upon these subjects. They may differ in re
lation to liturgical worship, but not be separated one from 
another. It seems to me that so long as we conform to the 
Anglican Prayer Book and to the Anglican liturgy, a neces
sary condition to fellowship and membership, that we are 
not occupying a truly Catholic position.”

The debate occupied the entire afternoon. We give Dr. 
Christian’s and Mr. Biddle s speeches in part, with chose of 
Dr. Faude and Dr Huntington.

The Rev Dr. Christian, of Newark, said: ‘'When I heard 
the report cf th chairman of this committee read, I felt at 
once that if I felt obliged to speak on this subject it would 
be at a great disadvantage, for and with the minority. But 
there has been a wonderful evolution since that day when 
the report was read, for when this report comes into our 
hands in printed form we find the two committee each have 
six names attached to them.”

Dr. Huntington: “I rise to a point of order. The deputy 
has intimated that the report of the majority misrepres nts 
the facts Yesterday I attempted to show courtesy to the 
minority in a manner that I will hot attempt again, but I 
will ask the signer of the minority repost to state to the 
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House how it happened the minority report contains the 
number of signatures which equals that appended to the 
majority report. I will ask him to state whe her or not it is 
a fact that a member subsequently added to the committee, 
who was not present when the vote was taken, and did not 
hear the discu-sion, was permitted, as a matter of courtesy, 
to add his name, and whether it is not true another member 
of the committee who was not present when the vote was 
taken, and had no part in the deliberations, withheld hts 
name from the printed report?”

The Rev Dr. Christian: “I am simply stating facts ”
Dr. Huntington: ‘‘The House has a right to a knowledge 

of the facts.”
Dr. Faude rose to explain. He said: “I am very sorry 

this situation has come up in any way, because I had in
tended to say nothing about the matter myself. It was 
asked that final action on what is called the minority report 
might be deferred until two members of the committee who 
were not awa^e of that meeting, might have an opportunity 
to appear. It so happened a majority of those wno were 
present were in favor of what is technically called tne re
port of the committee. By a decisive vote of the members 
present, a postponement of the meeting until these two 
members could be present was refused. It was afterwards 
agreed that, inasmuch as a maj ority of those present were in 
favor of what now passes as the committee’s report, it 
should be presented. With reference to the one signature 
which appears on what is known as the minority report, I 
would also say that that gentleman was approached by the 
chairman of the committee with the majority report, as 
well as by myself with the minority report. I would also 
say that the one gentlemen whose name does not appear on 
the minority report, has publicly expressed his sympathy 
with the minority report. He had the opportunity of read
ing the majority report, but did not have the opportunity 
of reading the minority report.”

Dr Huntington: “There is only one objection I have to 
the explanation, and that is ths remarks about 'the so-called 
maj irity report.’ I will say that the Hon. Mr. Edmunds 
before leaving expressed his hearty and entire concurrence 
in the majority report.”

The Rev. Dr. Christian then continued his remarks. He 
said: “First of all,I would like to ask attention to the ques
tion of the Catholicity of this proposed change in the Con
stitution. We have been referred to the primitive law, 
which we all know of. We are told this was the rule in 
primitive time, when the Catholic liturgies were in universal 
use all over the world. We find a different state of things 
after the lapse of a few years or a few hundred years. We 
find canon after canon of the provincial council passed be
cause various heresies are intruding into the Church; that 
the provincial councils are taking pains to limit and guard 
the ancient provision that the bishop should be solely and 
only responsible for liturgical use in his diocese.

“Coming down to this time, with its different conditions, 
I ask: ‘Are we prepared, sons of the Church, who live to
day here, to-morrow in the far West, next year perhaps in 
the distant East, are we prepared to make an individual 
bishop of this Church, the sole and only rale in the dio
cese?’ I don’t believe it. We have by legislative action 
protected this privilege. The Protestant Episcopal Church 
of the United States of America has declared herself on that 
question. The bishop in this country is not his own liturgi
cal law.

“What about Catholic doctrine? You say this amendment 
provides that the Creeds must be said; the Apostles’ and 
Nicene Creeds. Does that secure uniformity of doctrine? 
I think many of us have known of Socinians, and possibly 
bodies of Socinians, who said even the Nicene Creed (by 
what sort of moral obhqaity I cannot conceive). The say
ing of the Creeds is not sufficient guarantee that there shall 
be no kind of adhesion to erroneous doctrine, or that we 
shall not have all kinds of doctrines and opinions.

“Where do we all stand in common? We appeal to the 
Book of Common P ayer, and we say that the Creeds are to 
be received and interpreted by the Book of Common Prayer. 
Are we to come to the -osition where it is no longer proper 
to say ‘the doctrines and teachings as this Church has re
ceived the same?’ Tne Church has her distinct doctrine, 
wnich is not subscribed simply and solely because a man is 
prepared to say the Nicene Creed. There is a body of 
truth. Not only the liturgy but the whole Book of Com
mon Prayer from cover to cover is the expression of her 
doctrinal position. This amendment proposes to make it 
easy to say distinctly, ‘Never mind what you think about 
the Nicene Creed. Never mind when you say it, only be 
prepared to say it and then you can come under the super
vising and protecting care of this Church.’

“The practicability of this amendment was almost denied 
in the very words in which it was claimed that nothing very 
great was to be expected. I think that would be made still 
more apparent could we have heard what has been earnest
ly called for, the correspondence that has passed on the 
subject of Christian unity. (The speaker referred to a 
vote taken on the sec >nd day >f tne session, ordering this cor
respondence to be printed tor the information of the Con
vention.)
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“As has been said by the deputy from Minnesota, who 

certainly must know, this Swedish work in Minneapolis is 
no such case as what is covered bv the amendment; we are 
told that this young man, in God’s providence, came here, 
ordained by Bishop Burgess, and began tbis work among 
his own oeople. This work has been on true Church lines. 
We have heard a great deal about the work among the 
Scandinavians, but really the proposition has been actually 
tried in this country, to my knowledge, three times. Once, 
in the East, when a Roman parish became involved in diffi
culties with the bishop, and they brgught in an unfrocked 
priest, at that time practicing medicine, to cfficiate at their 
altars, and then they came and made some overtures to 
the Bishop of the diocese, and he bought the building and 
the whole body came with it. Most of them have gone 
back to Roman bodies, many to infidelity, and to-day the 
parish priest informs me that there are 25 names associated 
with that sporadic movement.

“There was a great movement among the Lutherans in 
Wisconsin a few years ago. They wanted to belong to se
cret societies, and they weren’t permitted to, so they made 
overtures for episcopal supervision. The Bishcp ot the di
ocese tells me when he came into the see, the whole thing 
had melted away, like snow before a morning sun. He 
couldn’t find even a remnant.

“Another case was that of the so-called Old Catholics, 
whom also the Bishop in Wisconsin in the goodness of his 
heart and desire to build up the Church, took under his 
care. The man representing that movement came to me 
and asked for support in his work, and in rep'y to the ques
tion, ‘What service do you use?’ quick as a flash came the 
answer: ‘I have translated into French the Roman Mass, 
and that is wnat I use every Sunday.’

“Any such system that provides for all these, that may 
be called scandals, is to say the least, impracticable.

“This provision asks for the use of the words of adminis
tration and the proper elements in the Holy Communion. 
Does that mean that manual acts are to be set aside? There 
are, as you know, religious bodies that read from St. Mat
thew the account of the insti ution of the Lord’s Supper, 
and then receive the symbols passed around to them in the 
pews. Are we to go so far as that? Are we to receive Bap
tists? than whom no body of Christians is more earnest. 
(They know what they believe and stand by it better than 
any other body). Are we going to take them under Epis
copal care and let them refuse their children Baptism?”

Mr. Biddle, of Penn-ylvania, said as the reports were so 
evenly divided he would designate them as numbers one 
and two.

“Report No 2 I favor, as far as the resolution is concerned, 
but I am not in favor of some of the expressions which 
are entirely unknown in the Bockof Common Prayer. I re
gret to see any reference to ths Lambeth Conf rence. I, 
for one, think that we have had enough of the Lambeth 
Conference. I think it has done us no good, and I think it 
has done the cause of Christianity n< good. I recollect a 
statement of one of the most learned men of Pennsylvania, 
who said he would like to see a sea of fire between us and 
Great Britain, and I would like to see something that would 
destroy the Anglomania that pervades this Church so 
largely. Another expression was used in that report with 
which perhaps few will agree. I know of no such thing as 
this Church belonging to the Anglican Communion. The 
expression will not bear analysis. It doesn’t belong to tto 
Anglican communion and it differs from her in important 
particulars.

“Wnat has resulted from all this debate on Cnristian 
unity? Isay the result is nil. We have not produced any 
effect upon the great Christian communions towards which 
the first propositions were aimed We have had no response 
from any one of those bodies. We have had answers from 
individuals. Dr. Crosby, of New York, who said that the 
quadrilateral was entirely unsatisfactory to him, and as far 
as the Nicene Creed was concerned he said that that coun
cil was rather a rowdy collection in a barbarous age. An
other eminent divine in the city of New York said ihat the 
council of Ntcea was managed like one of the ward commit
tee meetings in the city of New York

“What do you mean by Apostolic Succession? They ask 
that question and we know two or three ways in which it 
can be answered. I apprehend that the way that would be 
put before them by this Convention would be eminently un
satisfactory to them.

“Another way in which the Quadrilateral has been an
swered is by the Presbyterian dtvine who approached a 
bishop on the subject of interchange of pulpits. The bishop 
answered in the only way that a bishop could, and with 
much emphas s and bitterness the Presbyterian said: 'Tnat 
ends the matter.’ I believe it does end the matter so far as 
any drawing towards us. It is proposed to pick up some 
sort of followers. I don’t thi^k that is a very dignified po
sition. The effect would be that we would have dissatisfied 
congregations coming to us—a sort of people that I don’t 
want to see here.”

Mr. Biddle called attention to various complications that 
would come out of the vagueness of the relations with peo
ple received by the Church under this amendment—minis
ters would be rejected from their own denominations with-
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out being fully recognized as our ministers; property ques
tions would be involved; there would be ‘cove nants’ ot va
rious kinds; four or five different ones might be made with 
different congregations in one diocese, and when you multi
ply those by the number of dioceses we should find ourselves 
in rather an involved cordition. There would be s’tnilar 
difficulties in regard to Prayer Book use There would be 
differences in regard to the regulations—a bishop in one di
ocese would accept or reject certain things in receiving 
these people, and the bishop of another diocese would have 
another set of covenants He said that three years ago he 
had quoted an expression that he believed had originated 
with Senator Ingalls, in saying that this Christian unity 
matter is an iridescent dream. Rethought it had lost its 
iridescence now and become dark and dismal, and nothing 
but a nightmare.

Mr. Faude said that there seemed to be some misappre
hensions, and called attention to the distinction between 
spiritual oversight and special powers. He also touched 
upon the danger of the Roman Mass being used, if each 
bishop should be allowed his discretion as to liturgies, in 
accordance with the amendment. He touched again upon 
the Swedish movement in this city and said that those peo
ple did not oppose themselves to Confirmation. They be
lieved in Confirmation and also believed that ih y had re
ceived it. The time would undoubtedly come w hen many 
of those would be perfectly willing to receive and even de
sire Confirmation at the hands of our bishop, and, referring 
to remarks that had been made about legislating for Church 
people only, he asked: “How can that be Cnristian unity?”

The Rev. Dr. Huntington said that ridicule was always 
more effective than the legic, and he felt that there was 
such a very great difference between his views of wbat is 
Catholic and those of the lay deputy from Pennsylvania, 
that there could be no combinirg of them. He said he un
derstood there was a quadrilateral in Philadelphia, not the 
Lambeth Quadrilateral, but a geographic one, and that it 
was considered very desirable to be within that quadri
lateral in Philadelphia. He thought, probably, that in the 
club to which the lay deputy belongs, if made up of anti
Anglomaniacs, they did not take the Loudon papers, and 
perhaps for that reason his friend had not heard that one of 
the most prominent among the Dissenters there,Dr.Parker, 
minister in the City Temple, had said that if he could in the 
least degree further the cause of Christian unity in Britain 
he would submit to oroination at the hands of the Arch
bishop of Canterbury to-morrow. The Quadrilateral is 
not dead. Our Congregational friends are holding a coun
cil that they are not afraid to call a ‘‘national council,” and 
in that council they have set forth a quadrilateral, the pur
port of which is the union of those bodies that are nearest 
to each other. That is one method of working for Chris
tian unity The other method is that contemplated by 
this amendment, and it means combination under leader
ship. It is primitive and Catholic. He believed in leader
ship, but he belived that a leader must be modest, must 
not deal in high-sounding epithets, must have a patient 
sympathy and courage, and one more thing—he must lead. 
What is a leader worth who does not lead?

He was quite aware that the probabilities were against 
the adoption of his proposition, but he said they could not 
kill it, although they might vote it down. It took 15 years 
to accomplish liturgical revision. It took 18 years to se
cure the canon on deaconesses, and it might take 20 years 
to secure this amendment to the Constitution, but the 
yearning all around for Christian unity indicated that this 
amendment would not be killed, although he might not 
live to see it carried. Men would be raised up who would 
take it up and accomplish the work.

In order to bring the matter to a vote as speedily as pos
sible,the Rev. Mr. Faude withdrew the minority resolution, 
leaving the question to be put directly upon the majority 
report.

'1 he vote resulted: Clerical, ayes 19, nays 23, divided n; 
lay, ayes 15, nays 27, divided 3.

Message No. 65 was then received, reporting election of 
persons nominated by committee on the Board of Missions, 
and calling for a meeting of the Board.

The House voted concurrence.
Message No 66 was received, concurring in message No. 

50 of ths House ot Deputies setting apart Quinquagesima 
Sunday for the taking of an offering for the Clergy Relief 
Fund.

The House then adjourned.
THE BOARD OF MISSIONS

The Board of Missions held a short session Thursday 
evening, Oct. 17th, wnen reports on the Woman’s Auxiliary 
and on the Commission for Wo> k among Colored people 
were read. Bishop Penick made an earnest plea for the 
work he represents.

Friday, Oct. 18th—Fifteenth Day
The first business was the reception of the report of the 

committee on the consecration of bishops, which was pre
sented by Dr. Hoffman. It stated that it had had referred 
to it, message No. 64 of the House of Bishops, nominating 
the Rev. Peter Trimball Rowe, of the missionary district 
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of Northern Michigan, to be the missionary bishop of Alas
ka. The committee had considered the same and recom- 
m ended the adoption of the following res flution: Resolved 
that this House proceed to act upon the aforesaid nomina
tion.”

The resolution was adopted, as was also the motion of 
Dr Hoffman that the House go into executive session at 
12:30 the same day to consider the nomination.

Dr. Hoffman: “I would like to say to the House that 
there is an informality in the other message received, 
which requires correction, and we withhold the papers un
til it is corrected.”

Dr. Nelson presented the report of the Commission on the 
Hymnal. It stated that, under instructs ns. it has superin
tended the publishing of the hymnal and secured a royalty 
upon it. It had attempted, as far as was consistent and 
possible, to group the hymns according to subjects, and 
bad improved many bv better and truer reading. It noted 
with satisfaction that in the list of authors of hymns in the 
Hymnal, both our own Church and the nation were 
honorably represented. The death of two of its members, 
Dr. Henry Coppee and Dr. F. E. Oliver, of Boston, was 
noted with regret.

The commission recommended the adoption of the fol
lowing resolution:

Resolved, That the Commission on the Hymnal be continued, 
with power to correct such errors as may still be discovered in 
the book, so as to bring the hymns of living authors into the ex
pressed wishes of their writers.

Dr. Davenport, of Tennessee, chairman of the committee 
on canons, presented report No. n.

“The committee on canons to whom was referred the 
proposed amendment to title 3, canon 7, section 1, recom
mend the adoption of the following resolution:

Resolvedy That title 3, canon 7, section 1 Article 4 (the House 
of Bishops concurring), be amended so as to read; Article 4: 
“There shall be a missionary council of the Church,” etc.

Such council shall be competent to take all necessary action 
in regard to the missionary work of the Church which shall not 
conflict with the general policy of the Board of Missions as from 
time to time determined in its tiiennial sessions.

In case a vacancy occurs between the session of the conven
tion, council or convocation thereof, it shall be competent for 
the bishop to fill the vacancy, the delegates so appointed to hold 
office until the next session of the convention, council, or convo
cation.”

Dr. Davenport explained that the rest of the canon was 
the same as in the original canon.

Dr. Hi ffman said: “This canon gives the Missionary 
Council, a large body gathered together from all parts of 
the country, control over the trust funds of the Board of 
Managers, and at a meeting in Chicago I think it was gen
erally agreed that such a provision is very dangtrous. We 
have now a Board of Missions sitting every three years, 
which has control of all the work of the Board of Missions. 
The work, in the meantime, is entrusted to the 
Board of Managers, in New York. Of course, they 
can take no action except as directed by the Board <f 
Missions, and nothing can be done contrarv to the Boa d 
of Missions. To entrust, as this does, another body which 
is more of a missionary meeting than a constituted 
body on whom shall be confer ed such powers as these, I 
think very dangerous. I move to re-commit this report to 
the committee with this amendment: ‘This Council so 
formed, shall meet annually excepting in those years ap
pointed for the meeting of the Board of Missions, at such 
time and place as may be designated by the B >ard of Man
agers, with the approval of the presiding officer of the 
House of Bishops, to consider the missionaiy work of the 
Church and to increase interest in the same.’”

After further consideration, the whole report was with
held until the afternoon, when it could be brought in the 
amended form.

Report No. 16 called out considerable discussion. It re
lated to certification of candidates for holy orders; the pro
posed provision being that there shall be given to the 
Standing Committee the opportunity of knowing either by 
certificate from the bishop or from the examining chaplain 
that the examinations have been passed.

Dr. Davenport urged that at present there is no legal re
quirement as to certifying intellectual qualification, and ir
regularities in requirements have occurred in consequence.

Tne amended canon was passed.
The order of the day being called for, the report on Swed

ish orders was brought up, but Dr. Greer moved that the 
subject be referred to the committee to report at the next 
General Convention, for which motion he gave the follow
ing reasons: “First, it is a subject requiring full historical 
and liturgical knowledge, such as, I venture to say, is not 
in possession of this House. Second, such a recital of facts 
as is connected with this report is, and must of necessity 
be, a partial recital of the facts. Third, in assuming an ex
pression of opinion at this time, on what would necessarily 
be a partial statement of the facts in regard to the subject 
of Swedish orders, would militate very seriously against 
and have an effect of crippling interests in, the work among 
the Swedes, begun so auspiciously here and spreading all 
over the land. Fourth, the subject is open, involved in
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much doubt. And finally, the subject is to be considered 
in a vear or so by the Lambeth Conference, representing 
the English speaking church ”

The resolution to refer was unanimously carred.
The Canons on Ordination were then taken up.
The Rev Dr Fulton: “I venture to think that the most 

of this House are very little prepared to entertain a consid
eration of the whole Canon on Ordination. I, for one, have 
given no study to it, and I suspect the other members of 
the House have not given any study to this cam n. I do not 
think we are likely to pass this canon now in the space o 
time at cur command. I think we should learn by the ex
perience of three years ago. We may well hesitate to take 
into consideration the Canon on Ordination in so limited a 
time at our disposal. It is only three years since our con
vention adopted a Canon on Ordination, which was literally 
railroaded through this House, at least, and in three years 
everybody condemned it. Now, we are expected to enter 
with equal precipitancy upon the consideration of another 
canon. It is better to bear the ills we have than to fly to 
oihers we know not of. In some particulars I have been led 
to believe that this proposed canon is defective. I consider 
it would be out of oroer to refer to this in detail, but with
out careful consideration, section by section, I should say, 
it would be better to be satisfied with the canon we now 
have. We have adopted this morning a valuable amend
ment, and the adoption of this canon, I think, would be a 
contradiction to that action; so I hope this will be referred 
to the Committee on the Constitution and Canons, to report 
at the next convention. I have been asked to make this 
motion, and I make it.”

Tue motion was carried.
The matter of the setting off of a part of Minnesota being 

the subject for discussion, tne Rev. Dr. Huntington offered 
his right to the floor to the Rev. Dr. Rya 1, of Minnesota. 
A motion was made that the House go into secret session 
for the consideration of this subject. Mr. Burgwin inter
posed with an objection to considering the subject at this 
time, because a message of concurrence from the House 
was before the House of Bishops, and before the House 
proceeds further it should recall the message.

The Chair sustained the objection, and a motion was car
ried recalling from the House of Bishops a message of 
concurrence from the House of Deputies in the message of 
the House of Bishops, as to the division of Minnesota.

The next business was the report read by Dr. Elliott, 
from the Committe on Amendments to the Constitution, 
recommending the amendment of the message from the 
House of Bishops in relation to the erection of new dio
ceses, so far as affecting the missionary districts is con
cerned—making the same provision for the consent of mis
sionary bishops and convocations as for diocesan bishops 
and convocations.

The Rev. Dr. Hoffman, by permission, here reported from 
the Committee on Consecration of Bishops, having consid
ered the message from the House of Bishops, announcing 
the formation of a new missionary district in Japan, under 
the name of Kyoto, and nominating as its bishop the Rev. 
Joseph M. Francis, reported in favor of returning the mes
sage to the House of Bishops and respectfully informing 
them that the House of Deputies had no information that 
such district of Kyoto has been erected as required by the 
Constitution. The recommendation of the report was 
unanimously adopted.

The resolution of the committee on amendments to the 
Constitution was adopted by a vote of dioceses and orders, 
there being no vote in the negative.

Dr. Taylor, of Springfield, moved the following:
Resolved The House of Bishops concurring, that the joint com- 

mis-ion on the revised canons be requested to amend the canon 
governing the meetings of the two Houses as the Board of Mis
sions (1'itle 3, Canon 7), so that no legislative action shall be had 
except by the concurrent action of the two Houses of the General 
Convention.

The resolution was referred to the proper committee.
Mr J. Pierpont Morgan moved:
Resolved, The House of Bishops concurring, that the jointcom- 

m.ttee of the Standard Prayer Book be directed to have ocopies 
of the same in its possession duly attested by the committee 
and the presiding officer and secretaries of the two Houses of 
the General Convention of 892, and deposit the same with the 
custodian of the Standard Prayer Book for use in supplying any 
diocese and missionary district with a duly certified copy of the 
Standard Prayer Book.

The resolution was carried.
The resolution of Dr. Parks, of Massachusetts, directing 

the committee on the Hymnal to print in future editions the 
hymn known as “Ameiica” was then taken from the calen
dar and passed.

The House then went into executive session to consider 
the nomination of the House of Bishops regarding the mis
sionary bishop of Alaska. The Rev. Peter T. Rowe was 
unanimously elected.

In the afternoon the House went into executive ses
sion on the division of the diocese of Minnesota, which 
ended at 4150 in a vote concurring with the House of Bishops 
in establishing the missionary district of Duluth.



542

Message No. 72 of the House of Bishops was read, non
concurring in the resolution for setting forth at this time a 
form of prayer for the Fourth of July. The ground of non
concurrence was that each bishop at present had the privilege 
and right to set forth a form of his own and it was thought 
by experience and comparison a better result could be ob
tained at some future time.

Message No. 73 was read, nonconcurring in the resolution 
to rescind the resolutoin of 1871, in regard to printing the 
Prayer Book and Hymnal in one volume. The ground of 
nonconcurrence was that the distinction should be main
tained between the position of the Church as to the Prayer 
Book and as to the Hymnal.

Message No. 74 was read, concurring in message No. 37 
of the House of Deputies, with some verbal exceptions, con
cerning which the House of Bishops invited the appoint
ment of a committee of conference, stating that they 
would name the Bishops of Western New York, Kentucky, 
and Delaware.

The House agreed to a motion for a committee on con
ference.

Message No. 78 reported concurrence with the request of 
North Carolina for the setting off of a missionary jurisdic
tion. The House voted to refer this to the committee on 
new dioceses.

The remainder of the afternoon was taken up by a discus
sion of Judge Prince’s resolution, relative to the uniform 
printing of the human name of our Lord. The debate was 
in progress when the hour of adjournment arrived.

THE BOARD OF MISSIONS
In the evening the Board of Missions held another meet

ing in Gethsemane church, when the Bishop of Albany 
presided.

Bishop Peterkin read the report of the American Mission
ary Society, which was of a most encouraging character, 
and spoke of the progress of the work in the mission field.

Dr. Langford presented a resolution appointing a com
mittee of three bishops, three presbyters, and three lay
men, to consider means for assisting disabled clergymen 
and supporting the families of missionaries who had died 
in the foreign field. He made an earnest plea.

The resolution was passed unanimously.
The Bishop of Kentucky, chairman of the Board of Man

agers, presented a lengthy report. It recognized the en
couraging work of the last three years and the financial 
support which had been given the Board of Missions dur
ing the time mentioned. Thanks were due to God that the 
year and the triennium were ended without debt. For the 
year ended Sept. 1, 1893, the sum of $358,246 was contrib
uted for missions; for 1894, $370,174, and for 1896, $443,813. 
This increase was to be attributed to the fact that more 
had contributed than ever before; last year there being no 
less than 3,506 parishes tnd missions who had given help.

Much interest was evidenced in the resolution referring 
to the erection of a school for colored people, and Dr. Mc- 
Vickar spoke heartily in the support of such a project. 
The Bishop of Florida made a bid for the school to be 
erected in his jurisdiction, saying that there was 150 acres 
of land which could be given for Usuch a purpose, and he 
would heartily lend all the aid he could in making it a com
plete success.

A resolution was carried authorizing a map to be ob
tained showing the missionary jurisdictions of the Board, 
the same to be for use in the Convention; also a motion 
that charts be obtained for use in Sunday schools, showing 
the missionary fields.

The chairman announced the appointment of the follow
ing as a committee on the resolution of Dr. Langford on 
the subject of aged clergy relief fund: Bishops of New 
York, Newark, Vermont. Dr. Nelson, Dr. McVickar, Dr. 
Christian, J. Pierpont Morgan, Wm. R. Butler, and E. L. 
Temple.

A motion was carried that the Board of Managers be re
quested to appropriate $70,000 for work among colored 
people during the next three years.

A resolution of sympathy with the Bishop of South Da
kota in his illness was adopted by a rising vote.

The Board then adjourned.

Saturday Oct. 19—Sixteenth Day
The Chair announced as appointed for the Committee of 

Conference on Messages 9 and 37 of the House of Bisoops 
touching amendments to the Constitution: Rev. Dr. Hoff
man, of New York; the Rev. Dr. Parks, of Pennsylvania, 
and Judge Atwater, of Minnesota.

On tne Committee on Relations between the Two Houses: 
the Rev. Dr. Elliott, Mr. Temple, and Mr. Merrick, of Penn
sylvania.

To fill vacancies on the Joint Commission on Canons: 
Dr. Davenport, of Tennessee: and Dr. Eccleston, of Mary
land.

The Committee on the Messages of the House of Bishops 
concerning amendments to the Constitution: the Rev. Dr. 
Huntington, the Rev. Dr. Elliott, the Rev. Dr. Egar, the 
Rev. Dr, Taylor, the Rev. Dr. Fulton, the Rev. Dr. Fisk; 
Mr. Temple, of Vermont; Mr. Woolworth, of Nebraska: Mr. 
Burgwin, of Pittsburg; Mr. Mills, of Newark; Mr. Rennett, 
of Massachusetts; Mr. Earl, of Albany.

Oe living Church
The Rev. Dr. Huntington asked to be relieved from serv

ing on that committee for reasons which he thought must 
be evident. The Chair said that the matter of appointing a 
substitute for Dr. Huntington would be taken under consid
eration, but the Chair regretted to hear Dr. Huntington’s 
statement.

The Rev. Dr. Davenport then reported from the commit
tee to whom had been referred report No. 8, concerning the 
amendment that had been offered by Dr. Morrison, of Al
bany, in regard to securing the consent of a majority of the 
parishes in a territory proposed to be set off from an exist
ing diocese or jurisdiction. The committee recommended 
amendment,so that it will read: “Such consent shall not be 
given by the General Convention until it has satisfactory 
assurance for the provision for the support of the episco
pate of the proposed new diocese, and also of the consent 
to the erection of such diocese, of a majority of the parishes 
or congregations in union with the diocese or district pro
posed to be set off.”

The recommendation of the report was adopted.
The report on the relations of rectors, wardens, and ves

trymen was then brought up. The Rev. Dr. Davenport 
stated that this subject had been before the General Con
vention for a long time, and reported a canon which was re- 
ref ered to the Joint Commission.

The committee also reported that the House concur with 
the House of Bishops, adding article 4, title 3, canon 7, re
lating to missionary jurisdictions. Adopted.

The committee on conference reported on message No. 
32, stating that it was unanimously of the opinion that the 
indexing and digest of all journals of the General Conven
tion could only be prepared at an expense out of all pro
portion to the benefits to be derived therefrom, and 
recommended that no further legislation on the subject 
was advisable. The committee was discharged.

The calendar was then taken up and the debate on the 
resolution offered by the Rev. Mr. Schouler, of Easton, con
cerning alteration of the Hymnal, was continued.

After a short discussion the whole subject was laid on the 
table on motion of Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts.

Dr. Richards, of Rhode Island, presented the report of 
the committee on new dioceses. It reported that in view 
of the rapidly approaching period when the Church in 
Japan will desire to control its own work and relieve the 
American Church of its missionary efforts in this island, 
and the condition of the missionary treasury, and also the 
fact that the Board of Managers would not agree upon the 
necessity and wisdom at this time to divide the missionary 
district of Tokio, the committee recommend the passage of 
the following resolution:

Resolved., That the House of Deputies inform the House of 
Bishops it does not concur in the resolution of the House of 
Bishops in message No. 69, establishing a missionary district in 
Kyoto.

Dr. Harrison presented a report from the minority com
mittee advocating the setting off of a new missionary juris
diction in the empire of Japan, and for the following rea
sons:

“First,this is not an extension of jurisdiction, but a ques
tion of properly and more fully discharging our duty in 
that for which we are held responsible. This request origi- 
nated with the Japanese themselves.

Second, the proposed missionary jurisdiction of Kyoto is 
separated from the jurisdiction of Tokyo by an English jur
isdiction of more than 300 miles in width. If we are unable 
to care for this work properly we are informed that the 
English Church stands ready to assume it. It is generally 
belived that the United States government and our own 
Church stands high in the affection of the Japanese, an 
appreciation that dates from the days of Commodoie M. 
C. Perry. We cannot but believe the failure to 
carry out the wishes of the Japanese themselves 
would have a most discouraging effect upon the pros
pects of the Japanese Church and delay its formation and 
establishment for many years. For these reasons, there
fore, we beg leave to offer the following as a substitute for 
the resolution offered by the committee:

Resolved, That the House of Deputies concur with the mes
sage No. 69 from the House of Bishops, setting apart the mis
sionary jurisdiction of Kyoto.

Signed, J. B. Harrison, M. M. Moore, J. S. Falwell, L. P. 
Clarke.

Dr. Harrison moved that this be substituted for the re
port presented by the committee.

Mr. Morehouse, of Milwaukee: “The Church of Japan, in 
convocation assembled, asks for a division of the diocese. 
Why? Because it is utterly impossible for any one man to 
take charge of that entire work as the head of it. Bishop 
McKim told me when he first returned, that there was be
ing prepared a map for use in the General Convention so 
that the deputies could vote and talk about this thing un- 
derstandingly.”

The speaker then exhibited the map of Japan, showing 
the missionary jurisdiction, saying that the present Bishop 
had to travel 450 miles one way and 325 another. The 
population in the new district comprised 5,000,000 people, 
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and the population in the other is 11,000,000. “Bishop 
McKim has been doing a great work there, and now on ac
count of the development of this work he asks for more 
help. Shall we not grant it to him? It is not fair, it is not 
honorable to him to say that we will not give him the as
sistance he asks. He has been 14 years in the missionary 
field. Now let us cheer him and give him this help.”

Dr. McVickar, of Pennsylvania, said: “I feel deeply in
terested in this subject. My church is deeply interested in 
in it. We are building a church in Kyoto, on the very spot 
in which it is proposed to make the see of this new diocese. 
And personally I am interested, for I have had the privilege 
of visiting Japan, and while 1 spent but a few weeks there, 
I was brought into contact with our missionaries. We all 
know how deceptive a map is. We all know that on a map 
a few inches in diameter will give the world, and we know 
a single district or ward may be shown to be very much 
larger. We have looked at this map put before us, and we 
have heard the figures that have been given.

“They have a very good railroad system in Japan; in a 
few hours, you may almost say, certainly in a little more 
than a day, you can go from one end of our missionary juris
diction to the other. We have there 23 male missionaries, 
about half of them natives and the others foreigners. We 
have one bishop already at Tokio, which is not at the ex
treme of the map or of the diocese, and we have another 
bishop there who has given up his jurisdiction, although he 
spent many years of his young manhood in the work, but 
he preferred to do the ordinary work and duties of a mis
sionary and not of the episcopacy, and so he retired—I may 
add with the highest honor and praise. As I undrstand it, 
if it were necessary for any special episcopal work he might 
be requested by the Bishop of Tokio to do it and to help 
him in his work.

“I take it that it is not a wise policy, it is not a right pol
icy, to attempt to foist upon a foreign nation a foreign 
church when they have one of their own of our belief. We 
do not want to plant our American Church permanently in 
Japan. The desire is to establish native churches. I hope, 
in view of all these facts, in view of the small demand, in 
view of the special conditions which belong to the Japanese 
nation, in view of the demands that are made everywhere 
else for help, that we will not consent to the division of 
Japan for at least three years longer, until we see more 
clearly that it is the best thing to do. Why should we have 
only one bishop in China, and two or three in Japan, and 
that in competition with two or three of the EnglishChurch? 
I think it would be the height of unwisdom for us to push 
this matter. I trust we shall agree to the majority report of 
this committee.”

Dr. Hoffman said that having been 15 years on the com
mittee on Japan, and having handled a great deal of cor
respondence on this matter, he thought he could speak 
knowingly on the subject. It was one that had been be
fore the Board of Managers from time to time, and it was 
their unanimous opinion that the time had not come for 
another missionary jurisdiction in Japan. The time is close 
at hand when the Church there will become a Japanese 
Church, and the Church will succeed best in its work as 
suggested by the learned deputy from Pennsylvania, by 
striving to build up the native ministry instead of keeping 
Americans there. There are three English bishops in 
Japan and there is proposed to send a fourth. The mission 
stations are so near together and railroad and other travel 
is easy, that one bishop can easily get over the ground.

After some further discussion a vote by dioceses and or
ders was taken. The result was a nonconcurrence with the 
message from the House of Bishops. On the substitute the 
vote stood: Clerical, ayes 13, nays 34, divided 5; lay, ayes 
9, nays 26, divided 2.

The chair then read messages Nos. 80 to 86, inclusive, 
from the House of Bishops. No 80, concerning the cession 
of territory for new districts, recommended a three-fourths 
vote of tho parishes concerned, as a condition of consent. 
It was referred to the committee on constittutional amend
ments.

Message 81 reported nonconcurrence in resolution 66, 
from the House, on the ground of inexpediency.

Message 82 concurred with resolution 62, from the House 
of Deputies, with an amendment in phraseology with which 
the House concurred.

Message 83 concurred with No. 60, from the House of 
Deputies, in regard to the missionary council.

Message 84 non-concurred with 61 from the House of Dep
uties, asking for the insertion in the Hymnal of the hymn, 
“My Country,’Pis of Thee.” The reasons assigned were 
expense and inconvenience.

Message 85 non-concurred with 59 from the House, con
cerning Ordination, on the ground that the proposed amend
ment would involve unnecessary delays in Ordiaation.

Mr. Biddle, of Pennsyluania, then made a motion that 
Message No. 81 of the House of Bishops, stating “inexpedi
ency” as their reason for non-concurrence with resolution 
No. 56 of this House of Deputies, be returned to the House 
of Bishops, with a respectful request for the statement of a 
more definite reason. Mr. Biddle’s resolution was tabled.
| A motion to adjourn prevailed.



Oct. 26, 1895 Wbe JLivlng Cburcb 543

Chicago
The semi annual dinner of the Church Club of Chicago 

will be given at the Auditorium Hotel on the evening of 
Thursday, Oct. 24th. Guests will assemble in the parlor at 
6 o’clock, and dinner will be served at 7. A most cordial 
invitation is extended to the Church men and women of tie 
diocese to be present, and it is expected that the evening 
will be a most profitable and enjoyable one. The following 
prominent clergy will be the guests of the Club at the din
ner: The Bishop of Chicago, the Bishop of Kentucky, the 
Bishop of Georgia, the Assistant Bishop of Tennessee, and 
the Rev. Henry Forrester, of Mexico.

The Northern Deanery met at St. 
Paul’s church, Savanna, the Rev. G. S. 
Whitney, priest in charge, Oct. 15 and 
16. The attendance of the clergy was 
good, and all the services were inspiring 
and helpful. The Rev. S. J. Yundt read 
a paper upon “The schools of thought 
in the Church;” the Rev. W. W. Blatch- 
ford, a paper upon “Prayer;” the Rev. 
Joseph Rushton, the Bishop’s secretary 
and general missionary of the diocese, 
gave an address upon the “Practical 
work of the Church in the diocese;” 
Dean Fleetwood, an address upon the 
“Religious education of girls.” All of 
these were listened to with pleasure. 
The attendance at the two celebrations 
of the Holy Communion was excellent. 
The thanks of the deanery are due to 
the people of the parish for their cordial 
hospitality, and especially to Mr. J. P. 
Robinson, through whose courtesy the 
deanery enjoyed a delightful ride. The 
church building at Savanna has been 
recently decorated, and presents an ex
ceedingly neat and attractive appear
ance. The next meeting is to be held 
at Galena, Jan. 14 and 15, 1896.

Massachusetts
William Lawrence, 8.T.D., Bishop

Boston —St. Stephen’s rescue mission 
on Washington st. has just observed 
its first anniversary. It has been the 
means of doing a large and successful 
work. During the year, 27,000 men have 
attended the meetings, 1,250 have 
asked to be prayed for, and the average 
attendance has been 75 persons. The 
clergy of St. Stephen’s have good reason 
to be satisfied with these results, and 
they have demonstrated the power of 
the Church in getting hold of a com
munity where the saloon prevails and 
vice has a strong hold.

At St. John the Evangelist’s, the reg
ular series of instructions upon the Bible 
have begun for the winter months. Every 
Tuesday evening there is a Bible class 
for men. Father Convers holds his Bible 
class on Friday afternoons at 4 in the 
church. The Superior General of the 
Cowley Fathers will be in this city about 
Nov. 1st. Father Field has been holding 
a Mission at Kingston, Ontario. The 
Dupanloup system of catechising has 
been introduced at this church, and 
promises to be very successful.

Milton.—In this old historical village 
Church services in a hall have been be
gun. An attendance of over 100 persons 
shows there is an interest in this new 
venture.

Southborough.—A carved oak lec- 
turn was blessed at the annual harvest 
home festival in St. Mark’s church. It 
is a memorial, and has this inscription: 
“To the glory of God, and in fond 
memory of Joseph Burnett, given by 
loving friends in Southborough.”

Albany
Win. Croswell Doane, D.D., LL.D., Bishop

Stockport.—On Tuesday, Oct. 1st, 
the jubilee of the laying of the corner
stone of the church of St. John the 
Evangelist was appropriately observed. 
An archdeaconry meeting, which was 
held at the same time, prevented many 
from attending. There were, however, 
11 clergy present, and the number of 
the communicants was the largest in 
the parish history. A former rector, 
the Rev. Geo. L. Fisher, preached the 

sermon, which was largely of a historical nature, and was es
pecially interesting to those who remembered the scenes 
and incidents to which the speaker referred. The afternoon 
was devoted to the entertainment of the young people.

Gloversville.—A harvest festival was held in Christ 
church on the 3rd inst. The building was prettily decorated, 
the music was hearty and well rendered, and a large con
gregation was in attendance. The sermon was preached by 
the Rev. J. W. Shackelford, D.D.

Kansas
Frank R- Millspaugh, D.D., Bishop

The Rev. Harry I. Bodley, of Mt. Vernon, N. Y., formerly 
the nector of St. John’s church, North Adams, Mass., and 
for the past five years corresponding secretary of the So
ciety for the Increase of the Ministry, has been appointed 
dean of Grace cathedral, Topeka, Kan. Mr. Bodley has 
formally accepted the appointment, and will remove with 
his family to Topeka about the middle of November. It is 
expected that the installation will take place in Grace ca
thedral about Nov. 17th.
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The action recommended by a committee of 
the House of Deputies, viz., that all corporations, 
agencies, and societies handling Church funds 
should publish annually a full account of receipts 
and expenditures and a description of investments, 
ought to be strictly carried out. We would go 
further, and require every person entrusted with 
the custody or use of Church funds to publish an 
account. We have had frequent complaints from 
correspondents that money raised for one purpose 
or another had never been accounted for. We 
have one before us now in which the writer says: 
“I wish you would start a reform by demanding 
that people who collect money for charity or 
Church should be compelled at least to acknowl
edge its receipt in the papers. I refer especially 
to one man who collects large sums (thousands) 
for a novel Church project,and conceals the names 
of donors and the amounts they give. There is 
good ground to believe that he spends a part or 
all of it for himself.”

The discussion in the House of Deputies over 
the word “Jesu” in certain hymns, and the desira
bility of correcting it wherever it occurs in the 
Hymnal, gave occasion to a protracted debate. It 
was a curious instance of the unexpected way in 
which discussions spring up in connection with mat
ters of comparatively little importance and some
times become even acrimonious. As the debate pro
ceeded, members became more and more excited, 
until at the close of the session there were six 
eager competitors for the floor. The question was 
largely one of sentiment, and it was soon seen 
that there wns more than one type of sentiment. 
Evidently, some of the speakers did not know 
that the form complained of was the vocative 
case. It was thought to indicate ‘-Romish tenden
cies.” It smelt of Latin! It was accounted a 
modern fad, an innovation.

One member, a man of education and of great 
ability, remarked that the English of the Prayer 
Book and the Bible was good enough for him. He 
overlooked the fact that in the English Prayer 
Book this form “Jesu” is still to be found. It is 
an old English form, and survived for a long time 
in the sacred dialect of our mother tongue. We 
know not whether it can be said that it survived 
throughout, even in religious poetry, but with 
the great revival of hymnology in the present 
century, this vocative reappeared in some of the 
most beautiful of the hymns sung in our churches. 
It is these hymns in which it is proposed to alter this 
venerable form of speech in deference to ignorance 
or prejudice, which a few words of instruction will 
correct. Here is the modern spirit running riot, 
and demanding that everything archaic shall be 
rejected. It gives food for reflection to hear a 
company of cultivated men indulging in such talk 
as was heard in the course of this debate.

An instance of the difficulty of accomplishing a 
correction, the need of which seemed self-evident, 
was seen in the discussion on the proposal to 
amend the canons on Ordination, so as to give the 
Standing Committee the proper assurance that a 
candidate for the ministry has satisfactorily 
passed the canonical examinations. As things 
are now, such a person may obtain a certificate 
from the Standing Committee of his fitness to be 
ordained, without having passed a single one of 
these examinations. There are men in the ministry

to-day who have never passed any such examina
tions whatsoever. Such men, to our knowledge, 
were present in the House of Deputies.

Our readers know that we are not inclined to 
put our trust in mere formal examinations, and 
that we do not much believe in systems of an 
elaborate character as having any vital bearing 
upon the purity, integrity, or intellectual capacity 
of those admitted to Holy Orders. Nevertheless, 
we see not how the Standing Committee can fulfill 
adequately the duties laid upon it, unless it has 
knowledge that the aspirant has complied with 
all that the canons require by way of examina
tions. Yet the proposed amendment was objected 
to in various directions. Some subtle danger was 
thought to lurk in it, and it was only after re
peated explanations by the chairman of the Com
mittee on Canons, that it was at last understood 
that the proposed Canon was not loaded with dy
namite, and that the prerogatives of the bishops, 
on the one hand, were not infringed, nor on the 
other, the liberties of the House of Deputies.

There was never a more conservative House of 
Deputies than that of the late General Conven
tion. Almost everything of a positive character, 
good or bad, was voted down. To a sound 
Churchman it was at least one comfort to feel 
assured that no radical proposal had any chance 
of passing the House. He might sigh at the 
defeat of measures which seemed for the better
ment of the Church, calculated to strengthen its 
foundations and promote its progress, but at 
the same time he could but feel that to 
refuse change is safe. After all, while such a 
body as the General Convention may do harm by 
adopting pernicious schemes, it cannot hinder 
good things to any great extent by simply refrain
ing from action. 

The approach of a meeting of the General Con
vention is often looked upon with apprehension, 
and the inexperienced are prone to think that 
tremendous issues depend upon its action, As a 
matter of fact, it comes and goes, and the Church 
goes on all the same. Changes of any significant 
character take place with exceeding slowness. 
The net results of any one Convention are small. 
It takes years to bring about even the most neces
sary reforms. We know not how long it will take 
to remove the words “Protestant Episcopal” from 
the title of the Prayer Book, even after everybody 
has agreed that it ought to be done. Conserva
tism may become inertia, obstinate resistance to 
methods and means urgently demanded by the 
growth of the Church and without which all pro
gress will be obstructed. The shell may be so 
hard that the chick cannot emerge. The shell is 
very good in its way, but it must give way to the 
unfolding life within or else that life will perish.

It is interesting to note that the title “American 
Church” was first officially used by our evangel
ical “Low Church” missionary society, while the 
school of Churchmen which endorse that society 
excitedly oppose the adoption of that name by 
this Church. The Building Fund Commission has 
further aided in making that name familiar and 
popular, by using it as a part of its somewhat 
cumbrous title. In the speeches made at the re
cent visit of the General Convention to Faribault, 
the name “Protestant Episcopal” did not occur 
once; the mayor said “American Church,” Bishop 
Whipple and Bishop Doane spoke of the Church 
by the same title, and the reporters, in writing up 
the description, used the same. The perplexing 
question as to “change of name” will practically 
settle itself without legislation, and that will be 
the case with Church nomenclature generally. No 
legislation was required to give the title “Right

Reverend” to our bishops, and none will be re
quired to give the title of “Primate” to the bishop 
who presides over the House of Bishops.

Dean Hodges, in a printed statement to the 
board of trustees upon the condition of the Cam
bridge Theological School, among other things 
says:

We feel that we are set here to fit men for ministry in this 
present generation We are bound to take into account the 
actual conditions of thought in this present day. This is 
not a time when men will be satisfied with mere authority. 
They will not believe the Christian Creed because we tell 
them that thus and thus does the Church teach. Men de
mand to-day to have truth backed by reason. The initial 
and supreme question is “Is it true?” And they wait to be 
convinced that our truth is true, before they will receive it.

To this we would reply that since from the point 
of view of Christians the revelation of God in 
Holy Scripture comes to us on “authority” it has to 
be accepted on that ground. The truth which men 
may demand should “be backed by reason,”is the 
existence of an authority which requires our alleg
iance and from which there is no appeal. When they 
are satisfied that there is such an authority as the 
mouthpiece of divine truth, the assurance that 
such authority has spoken will be a sufficient rea
son for unreserved and loyal assent. And in this 
case such assent will be reasonable.

The dean says that “this isnot a time when men 
will be satisfied with mere authority.” If this is 
intended as a statement of general application, 
we do not hesitate to challenge its accuracy. We 
should say that there never was a time when men 
were more easily satisfied with mere authority. 
This is the necessary outcome ot the great devel
opment of scientific knowledge in this age. It is 
utterly impossible for the individual to test by rea
son the foundation principles of every science or 
the processes of its development. Everyone, there
fore, accepts on mere authority the results arrived 
at by scientific men except in the restricted sphere 
of his own profession or branch of study. This 
acceptance is practically unreserved and uncondi
tional. It is in the religious sphere alone that men 
make the kind of “demands” of which Dean 
Hodges speaks.

We do not wonder that the followers of natural
ism make such demands, but one who believes 
that our holy religion came from God after a su
pernatural manner, and who says every day that 
he believes one Catholic and Apostolic Church, 
cannot, without glaring inconsistency, insist that 
every detail of the Faith shall be adjusted to his 
limited and often crude reasoning powers. He is 
called upon to adjust himself to the conceptions 
which the divine religion presents to him, and can
not, without presumption, insist that the Faith 
shall adjust itself to his warped and incapable in
tellect. In this statement of Dean Hodge’s, natur
alism clearly discloses itself. The Gospel of Christ, 
and the Church, His kingdom on earth, claim an 
authority which once accepted as a whole cannot 
be questioned in particulars without self-contra
diction. Reason may have an office in deciding 
whether the claims of authority are valid, but hav
ing once decided, it is not entitled to ignore au
thority at each separate stage.

The talk indulged in by members of the Gener
al Convention on the floor of the House of Depu
ties, as well as in the newspapers, about the tre
mendous and revolutionary changes contemplated 
in the proposed revision of the Constitution, would 
be vastly amusing if it were not profoundly sad. 
It is amusing on account of its grotesque exagger
ation, but it is sad when we observe that old 
catch words and expressions which few persons 
could define if they tried, have not yet altogether
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lost their power of exciting alarm. “Primatical 
supremacy,” “hierarchicalassumption,” “autocrat
ic prelacy,” such are some of the terms, which, 
uttered with all gravity, thrown out with solemn 
seriousness, are found, even in the last decade of 
the nineteenth century, to possess some power to 
influence the minds of the uninitiated. Every at
tempt to introduce a proper ecclesiastical termin
ology has been greeted in this way, and, what is 
worse, the same kind of opposition has presented 
itself as against every attempt to amend our 
working system. Proposals which have solely this 
end in view, to strengthen the organization of the 
Church and make it better capable of fulfilling the 
destiny marked out for it in this age and country, 
are not considered on their merits, but are met 
with this factitious obstruction. For our part, we 
lay but little stress upon terms in themselves 
considered, but we do believe the time has fully 
come when it is imperatively necessary that this 
Church should, in some important respects, make 
organic changes calculated to overcome evils 
which are the outcome of a system long outgrown. 
In such a case, if definite and intelligent measures 
are not taken by legislative action, an irregular 
development of some kind is almost certain to take 
place, and it is precisely in this line of extra canon
ical and fortuitous development that the greatest 
evils to the Church arise. This has been abun
dantly evident in the past history of the Christian 
Church.

The Lords and the Commons
The recent disastrous rout of the Liberal party 

in England has led to a clearer recognition of the 
fact that the policy of that party had come to be 
in several important respects revolutionary. It 
was directing its operations to the overthrow of 
the British Constitution in some essentials, and 
was endeavoring to accomplish this through the 
action of a Parliament elected a number of years 
ago, and with only a small working majority. It 
resisted to the last an appeal to the country, 
which, according to precedent, should have been 
made after the defeat of Home Rule in the House 
of Lords, and yet insisted that it expressed the 
“will of the people.” The English Government 
used to be considered the most stable Govern
ment in the world, and perhaps that was true so 
long as the old reverence for precedent continued 
to be felt. Now that matters are beginning to be 
reduced to the simplest terms, and the Constitu
tion only remains solid so far as it is based upon 
existing institutions, it is seen that there are ele
ments of serious danger. In this country no con
stitutional change can be made without the con
sent of the States. The process is a difficult and 
protracted one. Further than this, while all enact
ments must pass both Houses of Congress, there 
is an additional check upon legislation in the 
limited veto of the President. Above all, we have 
in the Supreme Court a body invested with the 
power of absolute veto whenever any law of Con
gress is, in the opinion of the judges, inconsistent 
with the fundamental Constitution.

In England, on the other hand, there is no check 
upon legislation, even of the most radical character, 
except the provision that it must have the assent of 
the House of Lords. An entire alteration of the Con
stitution may be effected by a single act at a single 
session of Parliament, without submission to the 
people, and without the possibility of veto by the 
executive or revision by the courts. The House 
of Lords, therefore, is the only protection against 
hasty legislation. It is far from being an ideal 
body, as at present constituted, nevertheless it 
fulfils a most important function. If the principle 
is recognized which was formerly acted upon, that 
when that House refuses to sanction the action of 
the Commons, a dissolution shall take place, and 

an appeal be made to the country through a gen
eral election, such an arrangement may pro
vide sufficiently well against sudden and radical 
changes.

The principle is, further, that if the judg
ment of the country through the elections is 
contrary to the decision of the Upper House, that 
House shall withdraw its opposition and accept 
the action of the Commons. This has been re
cently explained by no less an authority than Lord 
Salisbury himself. It was this principle which the 
late Government violated by insisting that the ac
tion of the House of Commons, by however small 
a majority, must always be taken as expressing 
the will of the people of Great Britain, and that 
the Lords must in every case give way. Since 
this claim was ignored, an agitation was com
menced for the “annihilation of the House of 
Lords.” The result would be that by a single act 
of a single House at a single meeting, the char
acter of the Constitution might be completely al
tered without the possibility of any review or the 
interposition of any delay. To such a condition 
of things we do not believe the English people will 
ever consent.

Convention Brevities
Faribault entertained 8oo guests the other day, 

when the General Convention was switched off by the 
C. M. & St. P. railroad, from making laws to govern 
the future, to noting progress that has come out of the 
past. During the lifetime of most of the deputies the 
wilderness of Minnesota has been transformed into 
cultivated farms and cities of stone. In less than a 
half century it has attained to such a degree of 
material, intellectual, social, civil, and religious 
progress as to entitle it to take place by the side of 
eastern States which had two or three hundred years 
the start.

By an oversight which is likely to occur in extempore 
speeches, the name of the late Mrs. Tanner, wife of 
Dr. Tanner, of Faribault, was omitted in the enumera
tion of the good women to whom in the early days Sea- 
bury Hall was much indebted. With nothing but her 
labor to give, she may be said to have labored more 
abundantly than they all. She ought to have been re
membered in connection with other faithful women 
who were connected with the work of this school of 
the prophets when the foundations were being laid.

The clerical deputy from Ohio “extends thanks,” 
the deputy from Boston suggests “return thanks;” 
whereupon the Ohio man says we cannot return what 
we have never received, and it would not be very 
polite to send them back if we had received them. All 
of which reminds us of the experience of the late 
Bishop Paddock, of Massachusetts. He went to Boston 
from Brooklyn, and it is related that on Mondays, 
after he had preached in Boston the preceding day, he 
would often receive notes to this effect: “Sir: I ob
serve that in your sermon yesterday you used the 
word----------- , pronouncing it thus----------- . In Bos
ton we pronounce it differently, thus----------- .”

Great dignities entail hard and wearisome toil upon 
their possessors. A humorous if not somewhat 
pathetic, confession of this fact fell from the president 
of the House when he said: “The Chair cannot re
member when the debate began.”

“Bishop of Alaska? Not much!” exclaimed the 
Bishop of Olympia; but he had a narrow escape.

The vote was taken on the famous amendment to 
the Constitution to let in “sporadic congregations” of 
Protestants on subs antially their own terms, and it 
failed to pass, there being a negative majority in both 
Orders. Thus, as Mr. Biddle of Pennsylvania said, 
“the iridescence had all gone out of it.”

The Alumni of the General Theological Seminary 
held their triennial reunion and banquet on the i6th. 
Representatives of all the Church Seminaries were 
present and each spoke for his Seminary. The arrange
ment was happy and so were the speeches. Others 

also spoke, among them the grave and dignified 
president of the House of Deputies. He kept those 
present convulsed with laughter. He even told a 
good negro story. His humor is subtle and penetrat
ing. All were amused when he said his position re
minded him of one modest deputy who once came to 
him and said privately: “Doctor. I should very much 
like to say a few words on this subject when the regular 
speakers are through.”

The debates long protracted must be exceedingly 
tiresome to the president of the House. At the 
Alumni banquet the bishop who acted as toast-master 
informed the speakers that he would touch a little 
bell when their five minutes had expired. When Dr. 
Dix arose he remarked that it was a comfort that he 
would be cut off at a given time, and then, fixing his 
eyes upon Bishop Rulison with great earnestness and 
inimitable humor, he exclaimed: “Mr. Chairman, I 
wish 1 had that bell!” There were peals of laughter.

The precocious intellectual development of Boston 
children has long been proverbial. At the Alumni 
banquet Bishop Lawrence remarked parenthetically 
that his little daughter always persisted in referring 
to the Cambridge Theological Seminary as “the 
illogical school.”

The most charming incident of the Convention was 
when the little curly-haired son of the Rev. Dr. Dun
can ran up the middle aisle seeking bis father who 
happened to be elsewhere. Mr. Hill Burgwin was in 
the midst of his argument and vigorously proceeding, 
when this small boy tugged at his coat. Mr. B. at
tracted more attention than ho could have done by his 
argument when he paused and bent down to the little 
fellow to learn his wants It was delightful, and every 
one smiled and felt the thrill of that one touch of 
nature that makes us all akin.

An unfortunate and painful debate was held upon a 
resolution to change the vocative form “Jesu,” of the 
Holy Name, wherever it occurs in the Hymnal to the 
usual form which is the nominative. After alto
gether too much debate the question was tabled by a 
large majority, Certainly our Primate’s name for the 
Hymnal is an apt one. Bishop Williams called it “the 
Whimnal.”

One of the speakers, with handkerchief in hand, be
coming very pathetic in his plea, seemed about to 
weep, when a deputy whispered to his neighbor in the 
pew: “What cannot be carried by land may possibly 
ba carried by water! ”

It was a relief to many to hear from the report of 
the Board of Regents, that one of their proteges who 
was refused ordination on account of heresy, has been 
dropped from their list of beneficiaries.

The Bishops do not seem to have had “America” on 
the brain quite so seriously as the House of Deputies. 
The restored hymn, “America,” after a good deal of 
knocking about in the Lower House, was sent up to the 
bishops for approval. Down came the message: 
“does not concur” and greutwas the amusement when 
Dr. Park, who had worked and pleaded for the hymn, 
with humorous pathos exclaimed: “And this, on the 
anniversary of the surrender of Yorktown!”

At an informal conference of a number of clerical 
and lay deputies who strongly favored the striking out 
of “Protestant Episcopal'’ from the Prayer Book and 
other Church formularies, it was agreed that it was 
not wise to press the matter at this Convention, and 
the prophecy was hazarded that the Church at large 
was rapidly becoming so tired of our sectarian appel
lation, that by 1898 or 1901 the House of Bishops 
would lead in the movement to strike it out. And be
hold. that house electrified the entire Church by asking 
the House of Deputies to concur with it in changing 
the title page of the Prayer Book at this Convention!

The Minneapolis Jomrnal had much to say about 
the estimable missionary whom the House of Bishops 
nominated for the See of Kyoto which the House of 
Deputies failed to see. The sapient reporter said of 
the Rev. Mr. Francis: “He is believed to be a mem
ber of the Confraternity of the Blessed Sacrament and



546 $be Xlving Cburcbl Oct. 26, 1895

one of the Cowley Fathers.” The latter statement is 
sufficiently startling, since so far from being a monk 
he is married and has a family. But no well informed 
Churchman could repress a smile at being informed 
with regard to his membership in the C. B. S: “Of 
course there could be no objection to him on account 
of this society, which, though an extremely conserva
tive organization and therefore distasteful to some of 
the more progressive Churchmen, is nevertheless a 
very pious order, whose interests are limited by those of 
the Church.” There is no question as to the piety, but 
the reporter has got “conservative” and “progressive” 
badly mixed.

A reception was tendered the Bishops and Deputies 
on Monday evening, the 14th, by Mr. and Mrs. James 
J. Hill at their magnificent residence in St.Paul. Some 
1,200 invitations had been given, of which fully 1,000 
were accepted.

The Bishops, at the request of the Commission on 
Christian Unity, gave an opportunity to the repre
sentative of the Presbyterian Committee, the Rev. Dr. 
Smith, to address them. Introduced by Bishop Coxe, 
the Rev. Dr. Smith held the attention of his auditors 
by his earnest, loving words of sympathy and respect. 
At the close of his presentation of the Presbyterian 
General Assembly s position, the bishops and their 
distinguished guest united in the recitation of the 
Apostle’s Creed, the Lord’s Prayer, and the collect for 
unity.

Among the names of Nashotah alumni mentioned at 
the reunion in Minneapolis, who are or have been en
gaged in educational work, were: Thompson, Kemper, 
and Egar, at Nashotah; Cooper, Newman, McKim, 
Francis, and Blanchet, Japan; Brewer, St. Matthews, 
Cal.; Piper, Racine; Leffingwell and Rudd, at St. 
Mary’s and St. Alban’s, Knoxville, Ill.; Ten Broeck, 
Seabury Divinity School; Parker, Alaska; Fleetwood, 
Waterman Hall; Smythe, St. John’s, Delafield; Wal
lace, Hawaii and California; Harrington, De Veaux; 
Peake, St. Mary’s, Faribault. So the educational in, 
fluence of Nashotah has extended from New York to 
the Pacific, north to Alaska, and westward again to 
Japan. ________

A correspondent calls attention to an evident error 
in the report of the title which both Houses concurred 
in giving to the revised code. It should read: “Con
stitutions and Canons for the government of that part 
of the Catholic Church known in law as The Protest
ant Episcopal Church in the United States.”

The scheme for a Church unity that does not unite 
was finally laid to rest by Dr. Dix in his sermon at 
Gethsemane church last Sunday night. The subject 
was Esau selling his birthright for a mess of pottage. 
At the last General Convention a similar scheme was 
barely defeated. The vote stood: Clerical, ayes 24, 
nays 24. divided 4; lay, ayes 23, nays 17. The pro
gress of this movement to bring in outside congrega
tions who need not use the Prayer Book, may be seen 
by the vote last Thursday: Clerical, ayes 19, nays 23, 
divided n; lay, ayes 15, nays 27, divided 3. The 
leader of the lost cause says it will never die. Per
haps it is buried alive!

About 200 carriages were in line when the Conven
tion and other guests were entertained at Faribault. 
The procession was a mile long. Vehicles were bor
rowed from neighboring towns all around. Some came 
from a distance of ten miles and more.

The development, or manifestation, of “American
ism,” in the House of Deputies, has been something 
quite remarkable. “American Church” was pro
nounced with a great flourish by many speakers who 
would not on any account consent to make that name 
the legal title. Anglophobia also came to the front 
more than once. One sneaker vehemently declared that 
he would like to have a sea of fire between this coun
try and England. Considering that the forefathers of 
most of us were Englishmen, and that we get the 
Bible and Prayer Book and some other good books 
from England, let us be satisfied that only a sea of wa
ter separates

Five-Minute Talks
BY CLINTON LOCKS

XXXV.

The 28th of October is the festival of St. Simon and 
St. Jude. Who was Simon and who was Jude, and 
why are they put together? There were two Simons 
among the twelve Apostles, Simon Peter, and this 
Simon who is generally distinguished by the title, “the 
Cananite,” or “Zelotes.” Our Bible spells the word 
“Canaanite,” which would lead one to think that it 
means he came from Canaan, but the revised version 
more correctly spellsit “Cananite,” and then a scholar 
knows immediately that it is the same word as “Ze
lotes,’’one being the Chaldee,and the other, the Greek, 
for “Zealot,”-and showing that Simon was a member 
of the sect of the Zealots, a Jewish sect in our Lord’s 
time, noted for its fanatical patriotism.

There are half a dozen Simons,'you will remember, 
in the New Testament, besides these two Apostles: 
Simon Magus, Simon the Tanner, Simon the Leper, 
Simon of Cyrene, Simon, the father of Judas Iscariot, 
and Simon the Pharisee. I am well aware of all the 
difficulties (too long to discuss here) about his family 
and his relation to our Lord, but it seems quite prob
able that he was the son of Alpbeeus or Clopas (the 
same man), and our Lord’s cousin. We do not know 
one single thing about him from Scripture, except that 
he belonged to the Zealots, and they were all fanatics, 
It shows how our Lord used all kinds of men. We 
often laugh at fanatics, but a great deal of the fine 
work of the world has been done by them. If it had 
not been for fanatics, this would still be a land of 
slavery, nor would the frightful evil of drink ever have 
been so impressed on the public mind. A fanatic, 
trained as Simon was by our Lord, must have been a 
wonderfully ardent, enthusiastic man who had the 
courage of his convictions. A fanatic who has learned 
some wisdom is one of the most valuable helpers you 
can have in any cause.

There were also two Judes or Judases among the 
Apostles, the infamous Judas Iscariot, and this one 
who had two other names, Lebbseus and Thaddeus; 
Lebbseus probably referring to Lebba, the town of his 
birth, and Thaddeus only another form of Judas, both 
coming from the same Hebrew word, “to praise.” 
There is very little probability that this Judas was 
the one who wiote the Epistle of St. Jude. Of that 
Jude we know very little, except that he was the 
brother of James, the Bishop of Jerusalem, and per
haps our Lord's cousin. The word “brother” was 
used among the Jews, as it is now in Eastern commu
nities, to denote a far wider relationship—cousins and 
brothers-in-law, and nephews. You will see the phrase 
in Scripture, “our Lord’s brother,” and you are at 
liberty, if you choose, to think that these were actual 
brothers of our dear Lord; but the whole Church has 
always piously thought that the Blessed Virgin had 
but one child, and that these were cousins, the sons 
of the Virgin’s sister, or nephews of Joseph. It is 
perfectly justifiable to think this, and suits our feel
ings better.

The reason why St. Simon and St. Jude are put to
gether is perhaps the idea, even now held by many, 
that they were both sons of Alphaeus, and therefore as 
brothers should go together, but that reason would 
not apply to SS. Philip and James, who are also put 
together on one day. A perfectly satisfactory reason 
is that these two cases of two Apostles together were 
so arranged on purpose to recall to us the fact that 
they were sent out two and two for the great work of 
preaching the Gospel. How lonely they would have 
been otherwise. How considerate of our Lord thus to 
plan it. Missions ought ever to be conducted in the 
same way, in community, several together, whether 
men or women. The modern plan of sending families 
has never appealed very strongly to the writer of this 
paper. He thinks the preachers of the cross in heathen 
lands should entirely give up all American ideas of 
life, and in dress, in food, in habits, in houses, con
form to the people among whom they are to live. 
This might be most unpleasant, and utterly preclude 
the taking of families, but in his opinion it would be 
much more effective. It must have gone against the 
grain for the early missionaries from Rome to leave 
all the elegancies of Roman life and go out among the 
barbarian tribes in Gaul and Germany, and live as 
they did, but the love of Christ constrained them to 

do it, and so they made those wonderful conversions. 
I recognize the noble and devoted work of our mis
sionaries: it is only a question with me whether we 
are working in the best way.

To come back to SS Simon and Jude, as I said, we 
know nothing of either, but their names. Here are 
two men who took leading parts in the first preach
ing of the Gospel, men who were chosen for the best 
reasons out of other men, by our Lord Himself, and 
yet they are plunged in perfect obscurity, while we 
know even the baby words of fourth and fifth-rate 
generals and base-ball players. Nor are their cases 
peculiar. Newman says in one of his sermons that we 
do not know who first planted corn, or who first tamed 
a horse, and yet what two things have more greatly 
benefited man? Who first imagined that the downy 
seed substance of a certain plant could be woven into 
clothes, and yet that idea revolutionized dress, and 
was so prolific an one, that the whole world, if his 
name were known, would set apart a day to his mem
ory. How this shows that not those about whom 
trumpets are blown and volumes written,are the great
est benefactors of their race; that often in secret and 
silence, as God works, are the most tremendous re
sults accomplished. However, fame, in the great ma
jority of cases, soon passes, but these names are writ
ten forever in the book of God. What matter if hu
man history ignores them?

Letters to tlie Editor

THE BOSTON-MADE RELIGION

To the Editor of The Living Church:
The Boston Herald is having a very hard time regu

lating the affairs of the Church. It expends column 
after column in trying to convert the Church from the 
God given Catholic Faith to the Boston-made religion 
which the editor fatuously conceives to be adapted to 
the demands of the American people. We are old 
fashioned enough to believe in the truth and we have 
too high an opinion of the American people to believe 
that they want anything but the truth. Here is where 
we differ from the Boston Herald, which seems to be
lieve with Barnum that “the people like to be hum
bugged.” How else can he defend such advice as this: 
“The religious body that has the wisdo m not to force 
its tenets upon an unwilling people, but to allow their 
full operation only where the people are ready for them, 
has the future in its keeping.” Probably this is what 
Boston means by “practical Christianity.” To us who 
nave been brought up on the Bible and the Church 
Catechism it appears to be rank dishonesty and cow
ardly disloyalty to the truth. Wm. Wirt Mills.

a setting to Magnificat
To the Editor of The Living Church:

My letter on the subject of congregational music in 
our churches has called forth some very interesting re
plies, a portion of which I should like to publish as an 
indication of the real necessity there is felt for refor
mation. At present I am aware of the heavy demand 
that is being made on your space, and so will not 
trouble you with quotations. My purpose in writing 
now is to call the attention of your musical readers to 
a simple yet remarkable setting to the Magnificat 
from the able pen of’ Dr. H. W. Diamond, a well- 
known American Church musician, which appearedin 
a recent issue of the English Organist and Choirmaster, 
a publication that deserves a large circulation in this 
country. The setting was prepared to illustrate the 
true principles of chanting. The canticle has been 
divided into eight verses instead of nine, the third 
and fourth verses forming one. There is much to be 
said for the division, and I sincerely hope that Dr. 
Diamond’s experiment will suggestto those in author
ity the prudence and expediency of setting forth for 
the use of the Church a system of pointing that is rea
sonable, logical, and ecclesiastical.

Frederic E. J, Lloyd, F. C. C. G.

Subscription price, in advance, $2.00 a 
year. Subscribers sending $3.00 may ex
tend their own subscription one year and 
pay for one new subscriber for a year.
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Personal Mention

The Rev. Robert C. Caswall, M. A., Oxon, late 
of Toronto, Canada, has been appointed by Bish
op Quintard to be Archdeacon of Tennessee for 
colored work. Address, Box 42, Columbia, Tenn.

The Rev. J. Spencer Turner has become priest 
in charge of Holy Innocents’ church, Hoboken, 
N. J., and should be addressed accordingly.

The address of the Bishop of Nevada and 
Utah, during November and December, will be 
Church Missions House, N. Y.

The Rev. Stephen H. Green has tendered his 
resignation to the vestry of St. John’s church, St. 
Louis, to take effect Dec. 1st, 1895, in order that 
he may accept a call to the rectorship of St. 
Michael and All Angels’ church, Anniston, Ala. 
All statements prior to this, wherever they may 
have appeared, are premature and unauthorized.

The Rev. Joseph Beers is to be addressed at 
1423 Dean St., Brooklyn, N. Y.

The Rev. J. B. Richmond is to be addressed 
at Medford, Mass.

The Rev. John Bolton has returned to Phila
delphia from New Rochelle, N. Y.

The Rev. Jas. B. Avirett should be address, d 
at Louisville, N. C.

The Rev Geo. C. Foley, rector of Trinity 
church, Williamsport, Pa., is taking a vacation 
after hard work.

The Rev. M. W. Christman, rector of St. Mary’s 
church,Williamsport,diocese of Central Pennsyl
vania, is taking a short rest at Cape May, N. J.

The Rev. Dr. T. C. Tupper is in temporary 
charge of Calvary church, Memphis, Tenn.

The Rev. Hugh D. Martin has taken charge of 
Buckmountain church, Albemarle Co., Va.

The Rev. Emerson Jessup should be addressed 
at Cheshire, Conn.

The Rev. Melvin Honeyman is to be ad
dressed at Tiverton, R. I.

The Rev. Dr. Joseph S. Motoda, of Philadel
phia, is to be addressed at Columbia College, 
New York.

The Rev. Julius E. Grammer has resumed his 
active duties at Trinity church, Baltimore.

The Rev. Dr. H. G. Batterson has returned 
from his visit to England.

The Rev. Frank W. Baker has returned to his 
duties as rector of St. Paul’s church, Cincinnati. 
O., after an absence for the greater part of a 
year.

The Rev. Lansing S. Humphrey has resigned 
his position in Yeates Institute, Lancaster, Pa.

The Rev. English Crooks has taken charge of 
St. Mark’s church, Millport, N. Y.

The Rev. Francis Wm. Maccaud. has taken 
charge of Grace church, Whitney’s Point, dio
cese of Central N. Y.

The Rev. W. Lowrie has sailed for Italy.
The Rev. Martin B. Nash has entered upon his 

duties as minister in charge of St. John’s church, 
Washington, Ind.

The Rev. Samuel Rhodes has taken charge of 
mission work at Danville, Hoopeston, Paris, and 
neighboring points in Illinois.

The address of the Rev. Dr. C. A. Maison has 
been changed to No. 412 S. Broad st., Philadel
phia, Pa.

The Rev. J. Alan Montgomery may be ad
dressed at 715 Pine st., Philadelphia, Pa.

The Rev. W. F. Mayo has changed his address 
from Alta, Ill., to 927 Moss av., Peoria, Ill.

The Rev. John W. Hyslop has resigned the 
rectorship of St. Peter’s church, Carson, Nev , 
and has accepted that of St. Peter’s church, Ash
tabula, Ohio, to begin on the first Sunday in Ad
vent.

The Rev. Arthur Hess has resigned the rector
ship of St. John’s church, Framingham, Mass.

The Rev. Harvey S. Fisher, the rector 
of St. Andrew’s church, Buffalo, N. Y., has 
changed his house address from 892 Main st., to 
X36 Mariner st.

The address of the Rev. W. L. Githens is 
changed from Albuquerque, New Mexico, to 
Griffin, Georgia.

The Rev. J. deB. Kaye has resigned the rector
ship of the church of the Resurrection, Fern 
Bank, Circinnati, O.

The Rev. Wm. M. Lane has entered on his 
duties as rector of Christ church, Alameda, Cal.

To Correspondents.
“Churchman.”—The Canon allows the re

marriage, by a clergyman, of persons divorced. 
We see no need of using the entire Marriage 
Service. Su h words as would satisfy the re 
quirements ef the civil law, with prayer and 
blessing, would suffice

Official.
THE CHURCH HOME FOR ORPHANS.

The fourth anniversary will be held on Satur
day, Nov. 2d. Celebration at the church of the 
Transfiguration, 43d st. near Drexel Boulevard, 
11 A. M. Preaching by the Rev. Thaddeus A. 
Sniveley, rector of St Chrysostom’s church. 
Lunch will be served at the Orphanage, 4331 
Ellis ave, at noon. At 2 P. M. the Annual Meeting 
of the Corporation will occur.

GIRLS’ FRIENDLY SOCIETY
The annual meetings of the Girls’ Friendly So

ciety in America will take place in Camden, N. 
J., on ©ct. 29th, 30th, and 31st, 1895. The Quiet 
Day will be given in St. John’s church, Broad
way and Royden sts., on Tuesday, Oct. 29th, 
from 7:30 A. M to 3 p. M. The conference of As
sociates will be held in St. Paul’s parish house, 
Sixth and Market sts., at 8 P. M. on Oct. 29th. The 
annual service will take place in Pt. Paul’s 
church, Sixth and Market sts., at 0 A. M.. on Oct. 
30th. The second session of the Associates’ 
conference will be held in St. Paul’s parish 
house after this service. The Central Council 
will meet in St. Paul’s parish house at 3 P. M. 
The annual service for members will take place 
at St Paul’s church at 8 P. M. The Rt. Rev. Leigh
ton Coleman, Bishop of Delaware, will preach 
the sermon. The Central Council will meet in 
St. John’s guild house at 10 A. M. on Oct. 31st.

Eve Alexander,
Gen. Secretary G. F. S. A.

Died.
Wickersham —Entered into rest on October 

13, ’895, at her residence in Washington, D. C., 
Louisa C. Brooke-Wickersham, daughter of the 
late Charles Brooke, of Pennsylvania.

' ‘Savious, in Thy gracious keeping
Leave we now Thy servant sleeping.”

Seymour.—Entered into rest Oct. 14th, 1895, at 
Middlebury, Vt., Louise M. Seymour, widow of 

the late Ozias Seymour,aged 86 years, 10 months.

Obituary.
Wheeler.—Entered into the rest of Paradise 

on the Feast of St. Michael and All Angels’, 
Edmund Wheeler, some time warden of the 
church of the Transfiguration, Chicago.

Mr. Wheeler was born at Newtown, Conn.,

May 17th, 1819, and has been a citizen of Chicago 
for many years. In 1887 an accident perma
nently deprived him of the use of his limbs, 
yet through all this long period of suffering and 
trial he maintained a firm faith in God, and an 
unchanging habit of cheerful trust. A good cit
izen, a considerate neighbor, Mr. Wheeler died 
as he had lived, loyal to his family, to his Church, 
and to his Saviour.

Church and Parish.
A Free Scholarship, covering board and tu

ition, will be given to a boy possessing a voice 
of fine quality. Address Cathedral Choir 
School, Fond du Lac, Wis.

Experienced organist desires position. Epis
copal Church preferred. Successful with quar
tette, chorus, and vested choirs. Address, 
“Churchwoman,” care Living Church.

Priest, experienced, married, musical, age 36, 
invites correspondence. “Sacerdos,” Living 
Church office.

Wanted. — Communion, altar cloths, tune 
books, for missions in Southern Oregon. Any 
parish having such to dispose of please address 
the Rev. Wm. Hart, Ashland, Ore.

A PRIEST of a Canadian diocese is open for 
engagement as rector or curate. Englishman 
who has resided in the United States. Musi
cal. Good preacher. Moderate Churchman. Ex
perienced. Address, “Mark,” care Living 
Church.

Prominent solo organist and composer, also 
conductor of chorus and skilled in the training 
of vested choirs, desires to correspond with a 
church where salary wou’d be commensurate 
with services performed. Organ must be large, 
and choir on pay basis. Very highest recom
mendations and press encomiums. Address, 
Don, care Living Church.

Wanted—A situation as housekeeper in a 
widower’s family; any position of trust; fond of 
children; long experience; good references. 
Mrs. Duke, 82 College st., Toronto, Ont.

Strangers and invalids desiring to winter in 
Florida can have advice and instruction. Address, 
The Guild of the Stranger, St. Barnabas’ 
church. De Land, Fla.

CHURCH architect.—John Sutcliffe, 702 Gaff 
Building,Chicago, makes a specialty of churches. 
It will pay those expecting to build to communi • 
cite with him.

SONS, 153-157 Fifth Ave., N. Y,CHARLES SCRIBNER’S
rnjTiuin-TLnjT. rurnJTrLTLn_n nTLH-ruu inn ruTJUinjiruT. njinJirtruTn. .ruTrwjTn_ri_ru

FUTURE VOLUMES BY
Prof. T K. CHEYNE, Oxford 
Prof. FRANCIS BROWN,

Union. Theo. Sem. 
Prof. A. B. DAVIDSON.

Edinburgh 
Pres. W. R. HARPER, Chicago 
Prof. C. H. TOY, Harvard 
Prof. E. D. BURTON, Chicago
Prof. MARVIN R VINCENT, 

Union Theo. Sem.
Prof. EDWARD L. CURTIS, 

Yale
Prof. A. F. KIRKPATRICK, 

Cambridge
Rev. JOHN P. PE7 ERS,

New York 
ProfR. H. CHARLES, Oxford 
Prof. E.P.GOULD,Philadelphia, 

and numerous others

VOLUMES NO W READ Y:
DEUTERONOMY. By Prof. S. R. Driver, D.D.

Oxford. Crown 8vo, $3 00, net.
“This I find superior to any other commentary, in 

any language, upon Deuteronomy.”—Prof. Edward L. 
Curtis, Yale University.
JUDGES. By Prof. George Moore, Andover.

Crown 8vo, $3 00, net.
“The typographical execution is worthy of the schol

arly character of the contents—and higher praisecould 
not be given it.”—Prof. C. H. Toy, Harvard University.
ROMANS. By Prof. William Sanday and Rev.

A. C. Headlam, Oxford. Crown 8vo, $3 00, net.
“We do not hesitate to commend this commentary on 

Romans as the best yet written in English.”—Church 
Standard.

On
Issued under the Editorship of Prof. Charles A. Briggs, D.D., Prof. S. R. 

Driver, D.D., Oxford, and Alfred Plummer, D.D., University Col
lege, Durham.

jrinjirLTtruTn. rtnrmjTJTJTn. njiTtruT-n-HLH. rtrmrLrLTLnn. rurnriJTnnjT rLnrLnjTTLTLn
"A decided advance on all previous commentaries.,"—The Outlook.

THE INTERNATIONAL CRITICAL COMMENTARY i
the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments 5

“The most perfect dictionary ever made in any lan 
guage ”—A G. Wilkinson, A.M , M.D , PH.D., Princi
pal Examiner in U. S. Patent Office since 1869.

This was said of the new

Standard...
...Dictionary

Completed Nov. 28, 1894, at a cost of $960,000 
the most costly literary enterprise ever 
undertaken in America.

In preparation 5 years. 247 Editors and Specialists. 
5,000 Illustrations. 301,865 Vocabulary Terms.

47,468 Entries in Appendix 
Comprehensive, Scholarly, Complete. 

Write for particulars to
THE FULLER BOOK CO., Gen, Agta.

Kalamazoo, Mich.

MUCH FOR little
is what PIANO PLAYERS, SINGERS and those interested in 
Musical Matters, will re- MHCin AI IflQlTAR 
ceive in subscribing for the IviUvIUAL wlvIiVilj 
a Monthly Magazine devoted to the interests of

MUSIC AND MUSICIANS.
82 Page each issue containing practical suggestions from 

prominent musical writers, discussions of teaching methods, 
sketches, poems, correspondence and

-V: VOCAL AND PIANO MUSIC
by the best writers and composers. There will be Supplements 
to the November and December numbers, containing Choir 
Music for Thanksgiving and Christmas respectively. CHOIR 
MUSIC as a regular feature of the Magazine has been dis
continued and will be replaced by Vocal and Piano Mubio 
to meet general demands. Subscription $1.50 per year; single 
copies 15 cents. The new departure as to class of music began 
with September 1895 issue.

THE JOHN CHURCH CO.,
CINCINNATI, NEW YORK, CHICAGO.

Special Fall Announcements
1895.

BY CUNNINGHAM G BIKIE, D.D.
The Apostles: Their Lives and 

Letters.
Volume I Pentecost A. D. 30 to Spring of A D 
55-j With the Epistles of St. James and ist and 
2nd Thessalonians. 5'8 pages, Illustrations 
and Index. i2mo, cloth. Price, $1 so.
<rr, . , • . . , Recently Published.

I he style is so easy that it charms and seldom flags in 
interest."—The Outlook. 6

Volume II. From A. D. 55 to A. D. 64. With 
the Epistles to the Galatians. Romans, Ephe- 
s!ans, etc., etc 620 pages, with Illustrations 
and Index. Price, $;,so.
This volume is the author’s study of St. Paul 

and may be honestly characterized as a fresh, in
dependent book. The amplified text of the Epistles 
is based on the latest and highest authorities.
BY THE AUTHOR OF THE "CUP OP LOV

ING SERVICE." 
Little Bet.

A sketch by Eliza Dean Taylor, author of “Cup 
of Loving Service.” tamo, cloth. Price, 35c. 
A new book by this gifted writer will be ^fadiy 

read by those who have any acquaintance with 
the “Cup of Loving Service,” which has had a 
large and continuous sale.
A NEW WORK IN FICTION, BY RENTOUL 

ESLER.
“’Mid Green Pastures.”

A new work after the style of “Mary Wilkins ” 
“Ian Maclaren,” and others.
Contents: Miss Chrissie’s Protege; Time, the 

Alchemist; One Lesson in Life; Jamie Myles’s Ve
hicle; Jabez Gaunt’s Testament; An Idealist; A 
Tardy Wooing; In the Waning Year. i2mo, cloth, 

o°- In press, ready October 25.
SPECIAL ANNOUNCEMENT. IN PREP

AR AI ION.
A Book of Prayers for Parish 

Use.
Compiled by two clergymen. The object of 
this publication is to supplement the Book of 
Common Prayer in parochial visitations, sup
plying every need that the parish priest may 
want. To be published early in November 
making a book of 200 pages.

Episcopacy by Divine 
Appointment.

The polity of the Anglican Church as a Branch 
of the Church of Christ, by the Rev. Andrew 
Gray. 46 pages. Price, 20c. Ready October 15. 

BY SARAH CAZNEAU WOODWARD.
Embroidery for Church 

Guilds.
With numerous Designs for Stoles and Hang
ings. i8mo, Illustrated, cloth. $r.oo net.

Ready November 1.
The need of a manual of this kind for beginners 

and others interested in the fabric of the Church 
has led to the careful preparation of this work, for 
which the publishers bespeak a cordial reception. 
A NEW VOLUME OF SERMONS TO CHIL

DREN. BY THE REV H J. WILMOT 
BUXTON.

The School of Christ
Being Twenty New,Plain Sermons to Children, 
viz : Ten on the Lord’s Prayer and ten on the 
Ten Commandments, ismo, cloth, $1.00 net. 
These new Sermons, while full of Simple Doc

trinal and Church Teaching, are in every respect 
most interesting and attractive for children.

October 25.

The Rev. Charles E. M. Min- 
nigerode,

Presbyter of the Church in Virginia. ASketch. 
Ready October 14..

Just out. Third Edition. Cloth, price, pt 00 net. 
(N. B.—The Jirst Two Editions were sold out in 

a pew weeks)
B V THE REV. SPENCER JONES M.A , WITH 
PREFACE BY I HE REV.CAN ON BOD Y, D.D.

The Clergy and the Cate
chism.

Being an adaptation of the “Methode de St. 
Sulpice,” as expounded by Mgr. Dupanloup, to 
the ways and wants of the English Church.
“I commend this book to my brethren as a valuable addi

tion to our work- 01 Pastoral Theology."—Canon Body 
“Mr. Spencer Jones deserves the cordial thanks of every 

Churchman. We hope to find this book circulating by 
thousands, for it domains scores of hints on how to apply 
the system in various localities, and contains a great 
amount of suggestive matter to assist Catechists in their 
important task ”—The Church Times.

Other works in preparation will be announced 
later.

Catalogues on application. Care to mail orders.

James Pott & Co, Pubs.,114 5th Ave., N.Y.
JAMES POTT & CO., Pub-

1 ishers and Importers of 
Church Theological Lit- 
erature. have ready a new 
Catalogue which will be 
sent free on application. 
Address, 114 Fifth Ave- 
nue, New York.
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Ube lEbitor’s Cable
Kalendar, October, 1895

6. 17th Sunday after Trinity. Green.
13- 18th “ “ “ Green.
18. St. Luke. Evangelist. Red.
20. iqth Sunday after Trinity. Green.
27. 20th “ “ “ Green. (Red at Evensong).
28. SS. SIMON AND JUDE. Red.

The Bishop of Wakefield sends the following story to 
The Spectator. He was writing with regard to the 
treatment which a member of the (Roman) Catholic 
Truth Society had received at Westminster Abbey 
when he wanted to say his prayers there. The inci
dent reminds the Bishop, he says, that “the late Dean 
Stanley himself told me that a gentleman had called 
to tell him that he had been into the Abbey, and had 
knelt down to pray, when the verger had come up to 
him and told him he must not kneel tnere. On ask
ing why not, the verger had said, ‘Why, sir, if I was 
once to allow it, we snould have them praying all over 
the place.’ I also once heard of a gentleman visiting 
a church, and asking the sexton whether people ever 
used it for private prayer, to which he replied, ‘I 
ketch’d two of ’em at it once.’ ”

An impartial observer of the tendency of theological 
thought in Massachusetts, the Rev. Dr Gordon, of 
the Old South ciurch, Boston, has recently said in a 
published essay:

So long as it (the Broad Church School) was under the 
direction of the great and devout mind of Maurice, the 
party stood for the highest things in the faith of all Chris
tians. . . • Since his death a new generation has risen 
up and the school has more and more tended to lose 
definite Christian characteristics, and to become a denying 
spirit. It lives under the shadow of agnosticism, and re- 
j dees to show how very little it is necessary to believe to 
belong to the Church. The sceptre is parsing from its 
hands, and that which began its career of ir fluence beauti
ful as the Syrian river Abana, issuing from the snows of 
Lebanon, goes to waste, like it, in the burning wilderness 
of negation. Whenever a school of thought ceases to be 
constructive, in the true sense creative, whenever it be
comes predominantly negative, its influence is on the 
wane, its days are numbered.”—(Gordon’s “The Christ of 
To-day,” p. 145- Boston, 1895.)

Book Notices
Daily Cheer f >r All the Year. Selected and Arranged by Virginia 

Reel. Fhila'-elohia: George W. Jacobs & Co Pp. 391. Price, ornamental 
canvas boards, St; white and gilt, tn box, St.25.

Among the multitude of year books this is destined 
to a high place, by reason of the rarity of taste and 
sound judgment shown in its selections, which are 
chosen out of a very large number of authors. A full 
and useful index of these authors in each department, 
verse and prose, increases its value.

Gleanings, Pure, Pointed, and Practical Gathered especially for the 
members of the “Christian Endeavour”and “Epworth League,” as suggestive 
for halt minute talks; with a thought index. Philadelphia: George W. 
Jacobs & Co. Pp. 155. Canvas, red, and gold. Price, 60c.

Brief and sensible cullings from Henry Drummond, 
John Ruskin. Frederick W. Robertson. Charles Kings
ley. Thomas a Kempis, George MacDonald, Dean 
Farrar, and Phillips Brooks, which are quite as well 
suited to the needs of all others as to members of the 
two societies named on title page.
Sermons on the Gospels. Specially Prepared for Lay Readers For 

the-xundays and Holy Days, Trinity to Advent. Milwaukee: The Young 
Churchman Co. 1895. Pnce, Si.25 net.

This is an exceedingly useful book. It meets a felt 
need, and meets it in a most satisfactory manner. 
Many of our very best preachers have contributed ser
mons, and have taken pains to unite brevity, simplic
ity, and loyalty to Church principle and common sense. 
The Bishop of Pittsburg leads off with a sermon for 
Trinity Sunday, and while we dislike such phraseology 
as the assertion that “the distinction in the Trinity is 
. . . metaphysical,’ as conveying a sense of un
reality to an unmetaphysicil mind, and fear that the 
Bishop, unintentionally, has reduced the distinction 
of persons in God almst to a Sabellian distinction 
of qualities, we like his tone and practical way of 
preaching on a difficult topic. In this regard he has 

struck the keynote of the volume. Dogma is enun
ciated, but not in isolation from the practical life which 
grows out of true doctrine We feel confident that the 
current prejudice against doctrinal sermons is really 
directed against the divorce of dogma and life 
—not against dogma as a basis of righteousness. 
One of the best of the sermons contributed is that 
for St. James’ Day. by the Rev. F. W. Keator 
who exhibits very clearly the reasons why the Church 
observes saints’ days. He makes the wise re
mark: “The Church professes to do nothing without 
a reason for doing it—a reason which shall justify the 
thing done, and commend it to all fair-minded men. 
Thus, the orderly division and arrangement of the 
Christian year has arisen out of a sense of responsibil
ity which rests upon the Church to preach the whole 
Gospel of God.” We commend the book most earnest
ly to our lay readers, and hope that the Young 
Churchman Company will soon issue their promised 
volume covering the other half of the Christian Year.

A Lent in London. A Course of Sermons on Social Subjects organized 
by the London branch of the ' hri-tian Kocial Union, and preached in the 
churches of St. Edmond, Lombard st., and St Mary le-^trand during I ert. 
London and New York: Longmans, Green & Co. 1895. Pp 239 Price, 
51.25.
If one wishes to find the freshest, freest, most char- 

acteris ic preaching of the present day, here it is. In 
this volume two dozen of the foremost English preach
ers, headed by the Archbishop of Canterbury, deal 
each in his own way with the vast social problems 
which confront the Church and the world. The con
tents vary widely in style and weight, but none of 
them are insignificant Some of them are as fine ex
amples of sermon making as the Church of England 
has ever produced Taken as a whole, they form a 
most interesting and stimulating volume, one which 
we wish many American clergy might read. The 
range of topics is very wide, and the points of view of 
the speakers are various. But they are at one in 
earnestly desiring and seeking to convey the Church’s 
stores of divine grac ■ into the waste places of English 
civilization, and prove her to be the people’s Church. 
Where all is so good it is difficult to choose, but we 
must give our readers a sample of what is to be found 
in abundance in this book. It is from a sermon by 
the Rev. Percy Dearmer on “Art and Life:” “Holy 
Church has, with a strange pertinacity, persisted in 
her attachment to art throughout the dark ages of 
mammon’s triumph in which our lot is cast The 
dwellers in Philistia have wondered at her fanatical 
conduct; just as they could see nothing but money
making in life, so they could see nothing but man
millinery in art. ‘Why this ridiculous attachment to 
mediaeval forms and ceremonies?’ they have been cry
ing. ‘What more can you need in public worship than 
a smooth frock-coat and a tumbler of water?’ Church
men, cankered many of them by the commercial worm, 
wavered. But Holy Church persisted in the teeth of 
prejudice and persecution. In the greater part of her 
the old lovely rites continued, with only some loss of 
their earlier purity; while in the very borders of the 
Philistines the ancient spirit flickered on; and even 
the Dean of Goth could do no worse than neglect his 
own cathedral; even the Bishop of Askelon suffered 
the incense to rise in silent protest to heaven, under 
his very nose. No art will rise in our midst, and no 
happy society will be possible, till we learn that great 
Christian truth of the dignity of labor. Thus is art 
bound up with life. Without leisure and pleasure in 
work, no amount of culture, or of criticism, or of cant 
about high art, will be of the slightest use. It is 
deeply, vitally, true, that only in proportion as work 
becomes more pleasing, more interesting, more noble, 
will the people come to love their work; and just as 
they love their work more, so will they be more in
dustrious, more contented, and finer, better, manlier 
men.”

Magazines and Reviews
The frontispiece of the October number of The New 

England Mi^azi-te is a fine portrait of Francis Park- 
man, which has never before been published. “Bos
ton Light and the Brewsters,” by R. G F Candage, 
is a most interesting history and description of the 
famous light and group of islands at the entrance of 
Boston harbor. The article is beautifully illustrated. 
“Tne Boston Subway and Others,” and the com
parisons of this enterprise with similar ones in 

European cities, together with the large number of 
illustrations, make the article one of v lue. 
In a long and thorough article upon “American Emi
gration to the Canadian Northwest.”Mr. S. A. Thomp
son discusses the comparative values of lands in the 
western part of our own republic and of Canada, and 
shows why it is that a very large emigration to the 
Canadian Northwest is now going on. Most readers 
will be astonished to know how large this emigration 
already is. Mrs. Kate Gannett Wells tells the story 
of “Deborah Sampson, a Heroine of the American 
Revolution.” Miss Helen Leah Reed’s story of “Miss 
Theodora” grows in interest. It is brightly illus
trated, and the local color is such as makes the story 
doubly attractive to every one who knows the old 
West End of Boston. There are short stories by Dora 
Read Goodale and Miss Edith Elmer Wood, and there 
are several graceful poems.

“Religious Journalism and Journalists” is the title 
of an attractive illustrated article by Mr. George P. 
Morris in the October Review of Reviews Mr. Morris 
not only sketches the striking personal characteristics 
of the more prominent religious editors of the day,but 
at the same time points out the general tendencies dis
cernible in the aims and conduct ot their papers. Sir 
Frederick Frankland Bart., contributes an interest
ing account of ‘ Matabeleland under the Biitish South 
African Company ” His narrative of the rapid growth 
of towns in that new country reads like the stories of 
Oklahoma current a few years ago. Messrs Louis 
Becke and J. D. Fitzgerald effer a fresh and suggest
ive study of the politics and social life of the Maoris. 
The facts submitted by these writers seem to evidence 
a higher stage of political development among the na
tive New Zealanders than has commonly been attrib
uted to them. An article by Percy R. Meggy, secre
tary to the New South Wales Civil Service Inquiry 
Commission, throws light from the antipodes on some 
of the difficulties of the ever-present Civil Service 
problem. The Madagascar campaign, the massacre of 
missionaries in China, the Armenian question, and 
progress in South Africa under Cecil Rhodes (whose 
portrait serves as the frontispiece of this number of 
the Review},axes matters of international interest which 
pass under editorial review.

Before the Convention adjourns its members will 
get tired and those who read its proceedings grow 
weary. But as it must adjourn after its twenty or 
twenty-five days—patience. No large body of men, 
most of whom are talkers, can do important business 
in twenty-four hours. How many were the days in 
which our Continental Congress labored and talked 
and talked and labored before they got “Declaration 
of Independence” in a form to be read by admiring or 
other millions. With “large letters” did St. Paul 
write to those foolish Galatians who wanted justifica
tion by Moses’ law and not by Christ’s gospel. He 
wrote it not ata sitting, we may well believe; patiently, 
and with guidance of God, were the large letters 
formed, until we have this Epistle to warn all, lest, 
led by blind guides, we fall into ditch or pit! Patience, 
therefore, for us; wisdom and grace and love to the 
Convention.—Southern Churchman.
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Consolation

BY THE REV. CHARLES S. OLMSTED, S.T.D.
Twilight weaves her solemn shadows 

Over hill and over vale,
Fragrant are the summer meadows, 

Peaceful are the waters pale;
Softly stars begin to twinkle,

Now through East and now through West, 
While o’er all the gloom they sprinkle

Gentle gleams to speed our rest.

Day is ended and to-morrow 
Lingers for a little while.

Evening now has time to borrow 
From these both a blissful smile;

So in Paradise the holy,
Verging on both earth and heaven, 

All is calm and sweet and lowly,
It is neither morn nor even.

Silence deepens, dews are falling, 
Birds have folded up their wings,

For within my heart is calling 
That one Voice the Spirit brings;

* It is Jesus who has spoken, 
Listen with me to His word,

For at times of peace unbroken 
Hear I then our gracious Lord.

O beloved human brother!— 
Thus He often calls me now—

Mournest thou for thy good mother? 
Is the cloud upon thy brow ?

I have led her to the fountains
Where the living waters flow,

I have led her through the mountains 
Where the heavenly breezes blow.

I once mourned for My Mother 
When I left her still on earth;

When I gave her to another
Pain was like a withering dearth;

Trust thine to Me till the morrow
When I bring thee to her face;

Know that Mine is all thy sorrow, 
Know that thine is all My grace.

Now the stars shine out more brightly, 
Now the dews bring holier peace;

All the world goes by me lightly 
And my heart has great release;

As to Daniel at the river
Down through darkness hands are come, 

He, of strength the only giver,
Strokes my lips and I am dumb.

Cooperstown^ R, Y.

A Light in Cricket Alley
BY VIRGINIA C. CASTLEMAN

(All Rights Reserved)
VII.

It was a lovely summer morning at 
Riverside, the country residence of the 
Bryans. Everything that wealth and 
taste could do to beautify the house and 
grounds had been done; and even the 
heat of an August day was not intense 
in the private park where the branches 
of many trees overshadowed the walks; 
where rustic benches afforded pleasant 
places of rest; and where the murmur of 
the cool waters of the river at the foot of 
the hill could be plainly heard. Two per
sons were rambling through the park
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this particular morning—an old gentle
man and a little boy. They were Ruth
erford Bryan and his grandfather; and 
the little boy was listening earnestly to 
what the white-haired man was telling 
him about some improvements to be 
made; for the child knew that some day 
he would own Riverside, and that it is a 
noble thing for a man to take good care 
of his property and to spend wisely the 
money God gives him to use. So Ruth
erford followed his grandfather about, 
listened while the workmen were receiv
ing orders, and though he was but eight 
years old, understood many things which 
might have puzzled older boys, because he 
remembered and thought over the things 
he heard. Perhaps this was because he 
was an only child, and every one treated 
him as if he could understand what they 
talked about, even grandpa forgetting 
often that he was not talking to a grown
up person, but to his little grandson, 
whose mother still thought him young 
enough to wear long curls. Although he 
would rather have had short hair, Ruth
erford loved his dear mother so well that 
he patiently bore having his hair careful
ly brushed every day; and no one ever 
said to him that curls were not manly. 
No one could say such a thing to a boy 
with a brave, true spirit shining straight 
out of his earnest eyes as he fastened 
them upon whomsoever he might be 
speaking with.

“Grandfather,” he was saying as the 
two sat down to rest under a large maple 
tree, “did I ever tell you about God’s 
lighthouse?’’

“Not that I remember, child. You 
told me about the little sick girl, Chris
tie, at the hospital, but not about a light
house,” and the old gentleman looked 
somewhat curiously into the eager blue 
eyes; for he knew that Rutherford had 
his own quaint way of telling things.

“It’s a house for people to get some
thing to’eat when they’re hungry, and a 
cup of coffee to warm ’em when they’re 
cold. I mean the poor people, grand
father, not the people who live in a house 
like we do and have plenty to eat. And 
oh! it takes care of little children some
times when they haven’t any place to 
sleep—like Jesus, you know, when He 
had ‘not where to lay His head;’ and 
there’s somebody goes to teach them— 
the poor people—about God and heaven. 
It’s like a light on the sea, grandfather, 
when there’s a storm, an’ men go out in 
life-boats to bring people in who get 
shipwrecked. Don’t you understand, 
dear grandfather?”

“I think I do, Rutherford,” said the 
old gentleman, leaning heavily on his 
silver-headed cane, and watching the 
child’s eager face with a softened light 
in his keen eyes. Rutherford went on:

“There must be agre^t many seas and 
storms in the world, grandfather, for the 
little red-haired girl says there is a place 
called Cricket Alley where there are lots 
of children; and Christie—the little girl 
who died at the hospital, and has ‘a crown 
of brightest glory’ to wear—Christie 
said she hoped some day God would send 
an angel there to make the little boys 
and girls white and pretty like daisies” 
—then the child paused, quite out of 
breath.

“Not so fast, my boy,” said Mr. Bryan. 
“Your face is quite flushed, and I am get
ting confused about lighthouses and 
daisies in Cricket Alley—what do you 
know about Cricket Alley?”

“Now, grandfather, I’m sorry you 
don’t quite understand me, an’ it’s so 
hard to ’splain things,” answered the 
boy wistfully.

“Tell me what you want, child, and 
perhaps I can help you.”

Rutherford’s face brightened. “I 
would like to be that angel, grandfather, 
that God will send to help them—can’t I 
be an earth angel, one of the ministering 
kind?”

“How could you be an ‘earth’ angel, 
Rutherford? ’

A radiant smile played over the child’s 
fair face, and he laid one soft little hand 
upon his grandfather’s wrinkled one. 
“Didn’t you say I would have lots of 
money some day?” he asked eagerly.

“When you are grown—a long time 
off, my boy.”

“Didn’t you tell mother you wanted to 
'vest some money for me, grandfather?”

“I meant to put it into bank or rail
road stock, child,” answered the old man, 
smiling.

“Grandfather, don’t you think I might 
’vesta little now, just-as I please—my 
own way, 'thout waiting till I’m grown?”

“How is your way, my boy?”
“To build a lighthouse in Cricket Al

ley—wouldn’t that be an ‘earth angel’?”
“You want to invest some money in 

God’s bank? Well, Rutherford, perhaps 
that would be the safest place, after ah. 
We will think about it, my boy,” replied 
the old gentleman, rising slowly.

The golden-haired boy laughed glee
fully, as he bounded beside his grand
father toward their beautiful home; and 
his earnest blue eyes were filled with a 
glad light, for Rutherford knew what it 
meant for Mr. Bryan to say:

“We will think about it, my boy.”
His pretty young mother was standing 

in her rose garden as they neared the 
house; and the little boy ran eagerly to 
her side, exclaiming: “It’s all right, 
mother dear; we’re going to ’vest in 
God’s bank.”

VIII.
Winter had come again, and Cricket 

Alley looked bleak and deserted upon a 
certain evening in early December; for 
the inhabitants—such as did not frequent 
neighboring saloons—were crowded into 
their- homes.

Hattie Ryder and her mother sat be - 
side the fire in a much more comfortabl e 
room than formerly; for the girl had a 
knack of making a little money go a long 
way, and now that Mag had found a 
home with Mrs. Reede, and Tom cou Id 
help with his small earnings, they had 
gradually added to their apartment 
some extra comforts, including a lounge; 
and a rug or two of inexpensive stuff 
gave an air of comfort to the place. 
Tom, with the assistance of a friendly 
carpenter, had made a neat set of book
shelves. He was now attending a night 
school, and had grown almost as tall as 
Hattie, though three years her junior. 
Mrs. Ryder’s health had improved since 
her visit to Kempsville, and the family 
were more prosperous than they had 
been in years. The Ryders were hap
pier, too; for God was in their thoughts 
and in their humble home. Hattie went 
to the window about dusk to see if Tom 
were in sight. As she drew back the 
curtain and looked out upon the dark, 
narrow street, she exclaimed joyously: 
“It won’t be long, Mammy dear, before 
there’s a light in Cricket Alley that will 
shine brighter than those in the saloons. 
Mr. Bryan says ‘The Christie Home’ will 
be opened in a week or two. Isn’t it 
good to think of, Mammy? that we’ll 
have a lighthouse of our own! Oh! we 
must help it to shine out brightly. I’m 
glad it will be named for Christie; she 
would be pleased. And it’s built just 
where the old shoe shop stood. Don’t
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you remember how old Mr. Miller used 
to sit by the window?”

“Yes,” answered Mrs. Ryder. “I re
member it well; and when we was 
young—Tom and me—we used to go 
and talk to ’im sometimes. Your 
father wasn’t always a bad man. Hat 
—’twas drink did it! When we were 
young, he was a likely enough fel
low, and he worked regular till he took 
to drinkin’, an’ sometimes I think ’twas 
that insurance money was as bad a curse 
as drink, Hat; he was always a thinkin’ 
what he could get with it, an’ he were a 
different sort from the Tom Ryder I 
married—he was!”

“Mebbe he’ll come back some day, 
mammy dear, and we can help ’im to 
the Light,” said Hattie, softly.

Her mother looked up wistfully, “Meb
be he will, my girl. I ain’t so doubting 
as I oncet was. Hat, ’fore you came back
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to Cricket Alley,” and the woman smiled 
into Hattie’s hopeful face.

The thought of Tim Rjder coming 
bask a charged man seemed almost too 
mush to look forward to, yet Mrs. Ryder 
prayed for his return, that he might be 
rescued frcm the darkness of his sins. 
Bui a boyish step was heard outside,and 
the younger Tom, the boy who was his 
mother’s pride and cemlcrt, bounded 

into the room.
“I say,” he cried excitedly, “that little 

chap’s a brick, an’ no mistake—the one 
what’s give the money to build The 
Christie Home. He an’ his grandfather— 
aay ’ he’s a elegant old gentleman—came 
mto the store to-day; an’ the minute the 
little an’ saw me, he run over and held 
tut his hand and smiled like a angel. 
An’ he told me what a splendid plan 
they vas talkin’ ever, to open cur light
house on Christmas night, 'when Jesus 
was born,’ he said so innccent like. An’ 
they are going to give the Cricket Alley 
children a real Christmas tree, candles 
and all; an there’s to be a ’lumination to 
all the windows, so the folks can see a 
long way cff. Hat, they wants us to sing 
some of cur hymns, the kind the children 
here can join in.so’s v e all feel at he me. 
Hurrah! I say, hurrah for that little 
chap with the queer long name, and the 
curls ^floatin’ round his neck;” and Tom 
tossed his cap to the ceiling several 
times to relieve his feelings before he sat 
down to eat supper with his mother and 

fiattie.
Down town that very day the Bryan 

carriage had stood a long time before 
the entrance to one of the largest city 
stores, where everything from a doll to 
a complete outfit for children was dis
played in bright array upon the counters. 
Books, toys, fancy work,clothes, and rib
bons, presented a bewildering vision to 
Rutherford’s sight as he followed his 
mother and grandfather from counter to 
counter,selecting presents for the Cricket 
Alley Christmas tree. The boy’s cheeks 
were flushed with excitement, his large 
blue eyes sparkled as they glanced 
quickly about the store, and he listened to 
his grandfather’s comments, or pointed 
out to the old gentleman things which 
pleased his childish fancy.

“Isn't it lovely, grandfather, to’vest 
money for a Christmas bank? I never 
had such a jolly time before, ’cause I 
always had to wait until Christmas Day 
to know what I'd get, an’ everybody was 
hiding presents from me. I’m glad I’m 
going to give Christmas things ’stead of 
getting them this year—it’s like what 
Jesus says is ‘blesseder to give,’ isn’t it?” 
and the little boy squeezed tightly his 
dear mother’s hand as they walked to 
the toy counter.

“A dozen woolly lambs, please, 
mother!” he said in a whisper, “an’ some 
tops that spin, and oh ! a lot of cars an’ 
engines!”

Mrs. Bryan smiled. “I’m afraid we’ll 
never get home, Rutherford, if you stop 
so often, and even grandfather’s pa
tience is quite worn out.”

“Bank stock has run low, my boy,” 
said the old gentleman, “and we must go 
home now; the horses are restive, you 
see, with standing so long in the cold;” 
and presently the three purchasers were 
seated in their beautiful carriage, driv
ing homeward.
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IX.
The Christie Home was illuminated; 

every window of its three stories shone 
with a brightness dazzling to the eyes of 
the dwellers in Cricket Alley, unaccus
tomed to such scenes. What is more, the 
crowd thronging its doorway and halls 
behaved with unwonted quietness, for 
they were proud of ‘ Our Home,” and 
there was a look of awe mingled with 
the curiosity depicted in most of their 
faces. The children crowded into the 
large, well-lighted room set apart for 
mission services and occasions like the 
present. An organ had been placed on 
one side of the beautifully decorated tree, 
and Hattie Ryder was prepared to lead 
the children in the singing of several 
familiar hymns. Tom and Maggie stood 
beside her (Maggie was home for the oc
casion) with expectant faces, while some 
half-dozen children surrounded the in
strument, upon which they gazed with 
wonder, it being the first organ seen in 
their alley. For some days exaitement 
had reigned in Cricket Alley over the 
wonderful events that daily took place, 
and the sight of the Bryan carriage had 
caused many comments; but little Ruth
erford’s sweet, earnest face had won all 
hearts. He stood tc-night beside his 
pretty young mother, near the c binet 
organ, and waited for his grandfather’s 
coming, an anxious flush upon his sweet 
face. “Father’s coming too, isn’t he, 
mother?” he asked presently. “Mr. 
Ames, isn’t it nearly time to begin?”

The young minister in charge of the 
Christie Home had come with Mrs. Bryan 
and her little son, and the carriage had 
gone back for the two Mr. Bryans.

“Five minutes yet to the time, Ruth
erford,” answered Mr. Ames, looking at 
his watch. “Be patient, little man. 
There they come now!” for the crowd 
had parted to admit the two men whom 
Rutherford thought the grandest and 
best in all the world. The child’s eyes 
sparkled joyously as he watched their 
approach.

I am so sure that my little readers 
have seen Christmas trees as beautiful 
even as this one—the first ever known 
to the children of Cricket Alley—that I 
will not attempt to describe the sight 
which dazzled the eyes of these happy 
little ones. You must know how glad 
they were to receive their beautiful pres
ents and to gaze upon the glittering 
branches lighted by the tiny flames of 
several hundred candles;but I think you 
would have liked best to hear them sing- 
ing“Jesus loves me!” Everybody sang— 
the minister, and Mrs. Bryan, and the 
two Mr. Bryans, as well as the children 
in the long benches and the men and 
women about the doors; but clearly there 
arose above all other voices the bird-like 
tones of little Rutherford. I do not know 
why the sight of his dear, radiant face 
and the sound of his voice made tears 
fill the eyes of more than one rough man 
in the crowd, unless it was that the 
child always tried to use his voice as a 
gift from God, “to sing for God,” as he 
had been taught from infancy.

Far back in the throng stood a ragged, 
hard-featured man, in whose shrunken 
figure it would have been hard to recog
nize the Tom Ryder cf earlier years. 
Yet it was he come back again to Cricket 
Alley, a sick, suffering, sinful man. In 
the excitement of the hour, he had crept 
unnoticed by his old friends and neigh
bors into the shadow of the doorway to 
see what was the meaning of this wonder
ful illumination in the narrow street. 
He looked around at first to see if he 
could distinguish his wife and children
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in the crowd. Could that be the haggard, 
downcast woman he had deserted four 
years ago, that his Mag who sat near the 
front, neatly dressed, and with smiling 
countenance! And were those his chil
dren around the organ? Yes, that was 
certainly Tom junior, grown almost be
yond his father’s knowledge, but with 
the same look in his honest eyes, the 
same ruddy face as of old. But the man 
gave a start of surprise when his eyes 
fell upon the young girl at the organ, 
and he recognized in her the poor, abused 
Hattie whom he had driven homeless 
into the dark, cold night. The man 
rubbed his eyes in a dazed way, then 
groaned aloud; but just at this moment 
the singing began, and he forgot him
self in listening. As one after another 
took up the strain, Tom Ryder’s heart 
was touched; for he knew now that it 
was this same Jesus who had sent the 
light to Cricket Alley, though he knew 
not in what way unless by means of that 
golden-haired boy whose voice pierced 
his dull ears with its tenderness; almost 
the man thought that the Lord whose 
name he had so often profaned, had 
come back upon His birthnight asachild 
again to rebuke him for his evil life.

There was a sudden hush following the 
last chorus ; then a man’s voice cried out 
from the doorway: “Ask that little chap 
with the golden hair to sing by hisself 
some’at about the Light in Cricket Al
ley !” Mrs. Bryan touched Rutherford 
gently, and whispered, “Sing the last 
verse of that solo you sang at church to
day."

Without waiting a moment to be 
coaxed, the little boy stepped forward, 
clasped his hands together, and sang 
with thrilling sweetness:

“I beard the voice of Jesus s ay 
I am this dark world’s light; 
Look unto me, thy morn shall rise, 
And all thy day be blight;
I looked to Jesus, and I found
In Him my star, my sun;
And in that light of life 1’11 walk 
Till traveling days are done.” 

*****
It was all over, the wonderful illumi

nation, and the crowd had gene away 
silently enough; but in the Ryder home 
a gaunt-looking man was saying to his 
wife: “Lve come home, Mag; and there’s 
been a light lit in this alley what won’t 
die out soon. God bless the little lad, I 
say.”

At this same moment, the Bryan car
riage had drawn up in front of a hand
some house in the residence part of the 
city; and the little singer, very tired and 
sleepy, with his golden head pillowed on 
his father’s shoulder, was being lifted out 
and carried up the marble steps into the 
hall.

Rutherford opened his blue eyes as his 
father bade him good night, murmuring 
dreamily:

“Have all the windov 3 in the Christie 
home been lighted, father dear? They 
need a big light in Cricket Alley!”

THE END
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J. McVey’s, 39 N. 13th st., and Geo. W. Jacoba 
& Co., 103 S. 15th st. In Boston, at Damrell & Up
ham’s, 283 Washington st. In Baltimore, at Mr. 
E. Allen Lycett’s, 9 E. Lexington st.

Change of Address.—Subscribers should 
name not only the new address, but also the old.

Discontinuances.—A subscriber desiring 
to discontinue the paper must remit the amount 
due for the time it has been sent.

Receipts.—No written receipt is needed. If 
desired, stamp must be sent. Change of label 
should indicate within two weeks the receipt of 
remittance.

Exchange.—When payment is made by 
check, except on the banks in the great cities, 
'en cents must be added tor exchange.

Advertising Rates.—Twenty-five cents a 
line, agate measure (14 lines to an inch), without 
specified position.

Foreign.—To subscribers in the Postal 
Union, the price is 12 skillings. To the clergy 8 
shillings.

Notices.—Notices of Deaths free. Marriage 
Notices one dollar. Obituary Notices, Resolu- 
tiot s, Appeals, and similar matter, three cents a 
vord, prepaid.

Literal discounts for continued insertions 
No advertisement will be counted less than 
five lines.

From Connecticut:—“I take this oppor
tunity of commending your excellent paper 
anu the loyal support that it is giving to 
Church principles. I pledge you my hearty 
support so long as you heartily support the 
Catholic Faith.”

From England:—Your Living Church 
is a charming paper and my Church 
friends like it, besides being slightly en
vious of some of your blessings. Truly 
one may say of the Episcopal Church in 
America: “Ye are the salt of the earth.” 
One does nof like the word “Protestant” 
for some reasons, but I am not prepared 
to furnish any better word. There is 
enough in America all round to protest 
against besides the Roman errors.
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Etiquette in Letters
BY THE BISHOP OF GEORGIA

It is not often we set ourselves up as 
autocrats in secular concerns or assume 
to be a censor morum, but there is one 
matter in which we are forced to that 
position by circumstances attending the 
proper and necessary duties of the epis
copal office. To acquire information es
sential to the successful prosecution of 
our lawful work, to advise with men of 
all ranks and stations, to set the inter
ests of the Church in this diocese plainly 
before Churchmen, and to enlist their 
co-operation involves, a correspondence 
of from 2,500 to 3,000 letters per annum 
from the Bishop’s desk. It is surprising 
to know how few of his letters receive a 
prompt, a direct, or any sort of an an
swer at all.

Now penmanship and letter-writing 
are not our “fad;” we would gladly dis
pense with all but one or two hundred 
letters a year. No letter goes from the 
Bishop’s house without a purpose, which 
cannot be fulfilled without a reply. In 
this connection, we desire to lay down a 
few comprehensive canons which the 
civilized world has accepted and ap
proved.

r- Printed circulars without writer’s 
signature may be either answered, read, 
or thrown in the waste-basket.

2. Anonymous letters rgo into the fire 
without perusal.

3. Letters to which are attached the 
signature of a writer whom we know 
personally or officially, demand an an
swer, whether printed, hectographed, 
manifolded, type-written or pen-written 
by the sender, unless such letters are in
sulting, indecent, or profane.

4. A writer in good standing in any 
community has a right to expect an an
swer to his letters, if it be nothing more 
than a bare acknowledgment. Insulting, 
in pertinent, or other improper letters, 
should be returned to the sender.

We should not express ourselves in 
this matter had not experience taught us 
that this education has to be supplied. 
We can cite instance after instance in 
which we have written and bad no an
swer, and not a few cases in which we 
have written at least three times, with 
every probability that the letters were 
received, and no answer. We hold our
selves subject to the canons given above, 
and we hold likewise our correspondents 
responsible for a civil acknowledgment 
of a civil letter. We have made the mis
take of writing to some people who?we 
judged, were acquainted with theTules 
given. We shall certainly not write to 
them again on any subject whatsoever, 
having placed their names on the Index 
Expur gat or ium.

But to return, one of the most blessed 
encouragements we have are occasional 
short letters with'a few kind words. 
These thrill us with warmth and new 
life. We bless these people and pray for 
them. For the rest of our correspond
ents,let us suggest that if they have any-

OFF FOR THE EAST.
Travelers to New York, Philadelphia, and 

other Eastern points are waking up to the 
beauties of a trip over the Chicago & Grand 
Trunk and Lehigh Valley R. R. Besides the 
great St. Clair Tunnel and Niagara Falls, 
the trip includes a day ride through the Le
high Valley, the Switzerland of America. 
The train leaving Chicago at 3:10 p. m. daily, 
is one of the best features of the trip. It is 
vestibuled throughout,carries Pullman Buffet 
Sleepers and Dining Car, is steam heated, 
lighted by gas, and the equal of any of the 
famous trains out of Chicago. Ticket office, 
103 So. Clark St., E. H. Hughes, Gen. Wes. 
Pass. Agt.

thing to say in writing to say it, and not 
write about it; in the next place, to 
write so that we can read it without a 
microscope. Again, not to imagine that 
the writer is ^the only solitary corre
spondent with the Bishop; and lastly, 
sometimes to append this phrase: “Do 
not trouble to reply.” There are a few 
people whom we positively revere, be
cause in their letters they always act 
out these suggestions. Bless their dear 
hearts, they are jewels, borne of the 
sweetest letters we get are from chil
dren, ending: “God bless our dear Bish

op.” We have all these various kinds 
on our desk, some with a sting in the 
tail, but many more bidding us “God
speed;” I wish “I could do more;” “Go 
on in your noble work;” “I do this with 
delight;” and some from the most active 
and hard-pressed business men, whose 
closing sentence is like the breath of a 
violet. A fine art is this letter writing, 
and nothing except intimate knowledge 
of his every-day life so perfectly dis
closes the gentleman and the Christian, 
or its opposite. Take care how you 
write. — The Church in Georgia.

Sudden Changes
From cold to heat and from heat to cold, are ex
perienced at this season. They threaten danger 
to the system, and are frequently the cause of 
colds, coughs, pneumonia, rheumatism, and ca
tarrh. Now is the time when the blood must be 
kept pure and rich and the body as strong and 
vigorous as possible.

Hood’s Sarsaparilla
Is the One True Blood Purifier. Therefore it is 
the best Fall Med'cine.

Unnrl’c "Pi 11c cur® habitual constipa- nUUU b 1 lllo tion. Price, 25c.per box.

[""Booth’s Pocket Inhaler”!
Outfit, by mail, $1.00

BY INHALATION ONLY, THE

♦
♦

♦
♦

♦
♦

♦

> Are you . pe'i to conviction ? Consultation and trial treatment free at my office. K. 1 . DW1 H, 1O Edbl 2Uin 31., HOW rurn. J.

a

♦

♦ 
♦

* 
♦

♦
♦
♦
♦
♦
♦Hyomei is a purely vegetable antiseptic, and destroys the germs and microbes which 

cause diseases of the respiratory organs.
The air, thoroughly charged with Hyomei. is inhaled through the Pocket Inhaler at 

the mouth, and. after permeating the minutest air-cells, is slowly exhaled through the nose. 
It is aromatic, delightful to inhale, inexpensive, and gives immediate relief. It stops all 
spasmodic coughing instantly, clears the voice, expands the lungs, and increases the breath
ing capacity.

Pocket Inhaler Outfit, Complete, by Mail, $1.00 (consisting of pocket in
haler, made of deodorized hard rubber, beautifully polished, a bottle of Hyomei, a dropper, and full directions for using). If you are still skeptical, send 
me your address, and my pamphlet shall prove that Hyomei does cure. R T BOOTH l8 East 20th St New York.

Australian “Dry=Air 
Treatment

>f Catarrh, Asthma, Bronchitis, Laryngitis, Hay 
Fever, and Whooping Cough.

Deer Park Parsonage, Small Wood P. O., 
Baltimore, Md., October 7, 1895.

R. T. Booth, Esq., New York.
Dear Sir : I sent you one dollar about ten days ago for one of your 

pocket inhaler outfits. It came to hand last Friday morning.
Mrs. Honey had been suffering severely for three weeks daily with 

asthma. As soon as the inhaler came she began using it, and after a 
few inhalations the asthma ceased, and now (Tuesday) it has not re
turned. She has had this trouble ever since she was seven years old, 
and is now forty, and we have spent hundreds of dollars in search of 
relief, purchasing everything we saw advertised. When you consider 
all this. I think it is the most remarkable thing that once using the 
inhaler should remove the trouble entirely.

Very truly yours,
(Rev.) George W. Honey.

BOOTH’S

uj BOOTH’S x
HYOMEI?

“DRI-AYR"

POCKET INHALER

DENT’S
Toothache Gum

STOPS TOOTHACHE INSTANTLY.
Ask for DENT’S; take no other. 
Sold everywhere, or by mail 15 cts 
C. S. Dent & Co., Detroit, Mich.

Dent's Corn Gum Cures Corns. Bunions, Warts

DEAFNESS 
and Head Noises relieved by using 
Wilson’sCommon Sense Ear Drums.

New scientific invention; different 
from all other devices. The only safe 
simple, comfortable and invisible 
Ear Drum in the world. * Helps whe .-t 
medical skill falls. No wire or stria* 
attachment. Write for pamphlet.

WILSON EAR DRUM CO., 
„„ 1209 Tra.tBld^ Louisville, Ky

Iun Broadway. Mew fork.

MENEELY BELL CO-
CLINTON H. MENEELY, General Manager,

Troy, N. Y., and New York City, 

Manufacture a Superior Quality of Bella

THE LARGEST ESTABLISHMENT MANUFACTURING 

CHURCH BELLSSC 
PUREST BELL METAL. (Copper and Tin.) 

Send For Price and Catalogue.
MeSHANK HELL FOUNDRY. BALTIMORE, MD.

FAVORABLY KNOWN S1NCE4OOR DlfFT/r 
HME FURNISHED 35.OOOloCll3'Kr././„T

6HURCH, SCHOOL & OTHER MUJUHU,
MENEELY & C 0.,^WEST-TROY N.Y.I BELL-METRL

CHIMES. Etc.CATALOGUE&PRICES FREE.

DTTip D’C PnftTVs tlle most highly concentrated 
ItlVvu 0 IvUVnourishmentknowntoUygienic 
science, digestible by weak stomachs.

Woolrich & Co.,
Palmer, Mass.

HIRES 
and berriei. Be 
get the genuine

J Rootbeer is a health promoter. It 
is made from delicious roots, herbs,

S ROOTBEER

. MAILED FOR 10 CENTS
MEMORY LIBRARY 243 BROADWAY NEWYORK

nr AENESS & HEAD NOISES CURED 
SI r O I by my INVISIBLE Tubular Cushions. Havehelpet 
■9 more to good UCkDlng than all other de
vices combined. Whispers Rufilld. Help ears as glasses 
do eyes. F. lllseox. SS8 B’dway.N.Y. Book of proofs FREE

IF YOU wish to know about the finest resort 
n the world for health and rest, send for the il 
u strated book describing THE Alma.

THE ALMA SANITARIUM CO., Alma, Mich'

PENNWSffiRIUN 
FALL AND WINTER.

Luxurious accommodations; hot water radiators in 
every room; every comfort for invalids or those needing 
rest. For illustrated prospectus, address

N. F fENNOYEK, M.D , Manager.

BELLS
Steel Alloy Church & School Bells. JSsrSend for 
Catalogue. The C. S. BELL CO.. Hillsboro. O.

Buckeye Bell Foundry
E.W.Vaniluzen Co., Cincinnati,Ohio,

Th!” ChUrCh BfillS & ClUffiCS.
Highest Award at World’s Fair. Gold Medal at 

Mid-winter Exp'n. Price, terms, etc., supplied free

i
Bl VBflVCD UNLIEE0THE2 BELLS■ UT IVl I El* /g“g^SWEETEB, MOSE DUB- 
X r*UIIE»AU ■OtABLE, LOWES PBICE, ■ unuKun qub rfiEE catalogue

TELLS WHY.te to Cincinnati Bell Foundry Co.. Cincinnati. C

ABELLS
Catalogue FEES.

all kinds, tig and 
little—for Church 
and School, for Fire, 
Factory and Fann.

AMERICAN
BELL FOUNDRY CO.. Northville. Mich.

*(>1^
vViiH A Combination Box of SWEET HOME'-'SOAP

FOR $10.00- THe^K,N^FFA^C°

co fi nflYsoKE.“«y^
■ how to make $3 a day; absolutely 

surejwe furnish the work and teach you free; you work 
in the locality where youli ve. Send us your address and 

we will explain the business fullyjremember we guarantee a clear 
profit o f $3 for every day’s work; absolutely sure; write at once, 
UOYAL JUNLFACTUUlfcQ C0.t BOX (J DETROIT, fllCH.

THE CHURCH CALL.
Oir best churches hold strongly to the use 

of bells, and good ones at that. Tne Meneely 
Bell Company, of Troy, N. Y., report that 
orders for bells were never more brisk than 
at the present time, these demands being for 
chimes, peals, and single bells. Recent spe
cial shipments have been in the way of a 
“Westminster” peal of four bells to Trinity 
church, Sing Sing, N. Y., a chime of nine 
bells to St. Paul’s church, Burlington, Vt., 
and a chime of ten bells to Grace chapel, 
New York City, all of these being in the 
form of personal gifts, neatly inscribed. 
Single bells go out by the score, and these 
find their market throughout the whole 
world. It is evident that the church bell 
acts a very prominent part in the religious 
service of the present day.

BITTER TASTE AIDS IN THE '^ 
DE TE C TION OF UN WHOLE SO ME 

FOOD.
Daniel Webster, in the famous White trial 

in Salem, Mass., years ago, declared that 
“murder will out.” This maxim has been 
found applicable to many other things be
sides murder. Housewives know it to be 
true when there is alum in baking powder. 
A bitterness in the bread at once betrays 
the alum’s presence. The alum bitterness 
“will out,” and physicians, who understand 
the harmful effect of alum on the system, 
are at a loss to know why people continue to 
buy baking powders containing it. There is 
no economy in using these cheap powders, 
for a pure cream of tartar powder, such as 
Dr. Price’s was shown to be at the World’s 
Fair, goes so much farther and gives so much 
better results, there is no doubt of its being 
more economical in the long run.

THE KATY FL YER..
A new fast vestibuled train now runs daily 

via Missouri, Kansas & Texas Railway be
tween Chicago, Hannibal, St. Louis, and 
points in Texas, Missouri, Indian Territory, 
and Kansas. Equipment superb. No change 
of cars. Apply to H. A. Cherrier, Nor. Pass. 
Agt., 316 Marquette Bldg., Chicago.

Health, comfort, and happiness abound in 
homes where “Garland” Stoves and Ranges 
are used.
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Not a Patent Medicine.

Nervous Prostration.

Mental Depression.

Nervous _Dyspepsia.

Mental Failure.

Freligh’s
M Phosphorized 

1. Cerebro-Spinant}
will cure when everything else has 
failed. Prescribed and endorsed now, 
and for ten years past, by over 40,000 
Physicians. Sample by mail 25c., ten 
days’ trial. Regular bottle $1 by mail. 
Small bottle, but 100 doses in each.
Concentrated, Prompt, Powerful.

Formula, descriptive pamphlet, full 
directions, testimonials, etc., to any 
address.

I. 0. Woodruff & Po., 
Manufacturing Chemists, 

10G-108 Fulton, New York City.
Formula on Every Bottle.

Peter Moller’s 
Cod Liver Oil 
is obtaining more favor with the public 
and increased reputation amongst the 
medical profession day by day. For
merly, the use of Cod Liver Oil was re
stricted in consequence of the crude 
method of its production, the prepara
tion was nauseous to the palate, and 
sometimes impossible of digestion.

Since the introduction of
Peter M oiler's Ne w Process 
the utmost cleanliness in every detail of 
the manufacture has been secured, and 
consumers can obtain a pure, sweet, relia
ble and digestible Cod Liver Oil when 
they insist upon having Peter Moller’s 

Put up in flat, oval bottles only, sealed with 
date of production in perforated letters.

Schieffelin & Co., New York. Sole Agents.

’'olololololololololololololololololololololololo.ol

A Novel Article
A CAPSULE-A NEW FORM FOR

CUDAHY'S REX BRAND

EXTRACT OF BEEF
Note.—A Capsule in a cup of hot 
water quickly makes a most deli 
cious cup of strengthening bouillon.

_ Refreshing to Tired Folks
£ Reviving to Sick Folks
® Always insist on

j Cudahy's Rex Brand
'•> A pretty booklet, "From the Ranch to the 
•j Table" and a package of Capsules mailed jor 
•j two 2-cent stamps.

The Cudahy Pharmaceutical Co.
J. South Omaha, Neb.

No ■

/

Time
or

•TI
IS REQUIRED WITH | 

WHITMAN’S \
INSTANTANEOUS 

Chocolate 
Delicious in flavor—Best; 
in quality. Requires no; 
boiling. Put up in pound! 
and half pound tins. 
STEPHEN F. WHITMAN'

f I UUUIL T A SON’BSole Mfrs. Philadelphia,;

i

1g 5grouic iTxikD. r iiiiauci piiid,

flAy. Choice Seeds, Bulbs, and 
Hfir Plants, send to John Lewis 
1 VI Childs, Floral Park, N. Y.

Timely Warning.
The great success of the chocolate preparations of 
the house of Walter Baker & Co. (established 

in 1780) has led to the placing on the market 
many misleading and unscrupulous imitations 

of their name, labels, and wrappers. Walter
Baker & Co. are the oldest and largest manu
facturers of pure and high-grade Cocoas and 
Chocolates on this continent. No chemicals are 
used in their manufactures.

Consumers should ask for, and be sure that 
they get, the genuine Walter Baker &, Co/s goods.

WALTER BAKER & CO., Limited, 
DORCHESTER, MASS.

Hints for Housekeepers
Value of Apples —There is no better 

aid to digestion, in certain cases, than 
the cooked apple. It is a recognition of 
this truth—though doubtless the recogni
tion came before the truth was fully ap
preciated—which assigns apple sauce as 
an accompaniment of roast pork, goose, 
and other rich meats, which are apt to 
make trouble with the digestive powers. 
The derangements arising frem eating 
too freely ot meats, of almost any kind, 
are corrected by the use of an apple 
regimen, the fruit being used either 
cooked or raw. Paradoxical as it may 
sound, the free use of fruit acids, of 
which the apple is the very best re
pository, tends to decrease that very 
common disorder, acidity of the stomach, 
the chemical action of the related ele
ments changing the acids into alkaline 
carbonates, which tend to neutralize any 
acid condition of the system.— Ha’I s 
Journal of Health.

Canned Goods. — In these days of uni
versal canning—and they are not by any 
means mentioned in a disparaging sense 
—there is more or less danger that im
perfect goods may be purchased. Un
fortunately, there are cheap, poor, un
reliable articles put into cans, as well as 
offered in other ways. An eminent 
physician, who has carefully studied the 
matter, lays down some rules for the 
guidance of housekeepers, based upon 
his investigations, which are well worth 
bearing in mind and observing in the 
selection of canned food material. His 
instructions are to “reject every article 
that does not show the line of rosin 
round the edge of the solder of the cap, 
the same as is seen on the seam on the 
side of the can. Reject every can that 
does not have the name of the manu
facturer or firm upon it as well as the 
name of the company or town where 
manufactured. Standards have all this. 
Reject every tin that shows any sign of 
lust around the cap on the inside of the 
head of the can. If housekeepers are 
educated on these points, then the 
muriate of zinc amalgam will become a 
tning of the past.”—Good Housekeeping.

Work, but do Not Worry.—It is not 
easy to measure the amount of work man 
can do, if he will keep cool andcalm, and 
keep steadily at it. It is the jerky, fret
ful, worrying work that kills men. One 
mighty lift and a man is dead. He 
might have safely lifted ten thousand 
times as much had he taken time and 
used moderation and good sense. A silly 
boy tries to imitate some bragging fool, 
or compete with or outdo some one who 
is older, heavier, stronger, or abler than 
he. He ‘ beats,” but he is beaten; and 
the rest of his life he is a cripple or an 
invalid, ana has plenty of leisure to con
sider his folly. Anger, emulation, or 
any human passion which stimulates to 
intense exertion may bring prolonged 
feebleness and infirmity, or instant 
death. A fit of rage has cost many a 
man his life. So all intense emotions, 
all envies, jealousies, and wrong feel
ings, ruin digestion, injure the appetite, 
and break down the human constitu
tion. “It is not the intellectual work 
that injures the brain,” says the London 
Hospital, “but emotional excitement. 
Most men can stand the severest thought 
and study of which their brains are 
capable and be none the worse for it; 
for neither thought nor study interferes 
with the recuperative influence of sleep 
It is ambition, anxiety, and disappoint
ment, the hopes and fears, the loves and 
hates of our lives, that wear out our 
nervous system and endanger the balance 
of the brain. Let your moderation be 
known unto all men.’ ” MMra'1

A RE YOU LOW- SPIRITED?
TAKE HORSFORD’S ACID PHOSPHATE.

Worry is wor<e than work—makes a man 
sick quicker. Worry comes largelv from ner
vousness. Horsford’s Acid Phosphate clears 
the brain and stiengthens the nerves.

A CRUISE TO TEE MEDITEBRA! EAN
By specially chartered steamer "Friesland,” (7,116 tons) 
January 29, 1896, visiting Bermud', Gibralter, Malaga, 
Granada, Alhambra, Algiers, Cairo, Jerusalem, Beyrout, 
Ephesus, Constantinople, Athens, Rome, Nice; only $550 
and up, excursions, fees, etc., included.

F. C. CLARK, 111 Broadway, New York.

ST PAUL
AND

«8tNGPAV[D WEDDING INVITATIONS 
Ug^visiTiNGaiitiiticonntiKnisTATionm 
SWf SAMPLES SENT
WykIW FIVE CEMT STAF1P FOO OUQ LITTLE BOOK OH 

J^WliaUfTTE Of WSITIMG MOD WDDIflG IMITATION 
KSjm/vmos. society stationeps 

330i FOURTH AVE. LOUISVILLE.KY

"A MINISTER OF THE WORLD.”
The love story of a country minister begins in 

the November issue of The Ladles’ Home Journal 
Read it. roc. a copy: $1.00 a vear. All dealers.

'T' I—I ET |_I A I 24th Edition, 25c (or stamps) 
I I 1 L n/Al r\ Whyit Falls O fl, Turns Grey, 

and the Remedy. By Prof. HARLEY PARKER.
D N. LONG & CO., 1013 Arch St , Philadelphia, Pa. 

"Every one should read this little book.”—Atheneeum.

BRENTANO BROS., 204 and 206 
Wabash Ave., Chicago, have always on 
hand THE LIVING CHURCH, and 
the latest home and foreign papers and 
magazines.

Burglars Fail....... w
Wherethe Gem Key Protector is used. 
It cannot get out of older. Being bdjusti- 
ble, it fits any k ob or key, and cannot be 
seen frem outside t^e door. It is easier to 
1 pply than any device on the market, re
quiring no screws or chains to keep it in 
place It can be carried in a vest pocket 
while traveling, and attached to hotel or 
other doors. Price, 15c. Agents wanted.

CENTRAL SUPPLY CO., Chicago.
J Agents send 6 cents for sample and terms.

_ HUMAN or ANIMAL 
j\ A Pain from sprains, bruises, cramps, 

j, ( I diseased or torn flesh, aches, wounds, 
; Neuralgia, etc., can be promptly 

relieved and cured by using

Dr. J. H. McLean’s 
Volcanic Oil Liniment.

The FARMER’S REMEDY for 
the various diseases of domestic 
animals. It is easy to apply, re

lieves at once pain and inflammation, and cures quickly. 
Full directions with each bottle. For sale everywhere. 
Price, 2^c., £oc. and $1.00 per bottle.

THE DR. J. H. MCLEAN MEDICINE CO., ST. LOUIS, MO.

NO EXCUSE!
You Must Try It!
French National Prize oi lb,o o trancs. - the Great French Tonic

Your druggist must have it—if not, send name and address to
E. FOUGERA COMPANY, - - 26-28 N. William Street, New York

“Good V ives Grow Fair In 
The Light Of 1 heir 

Works,’’ 
Especially If They Use SAPOLIO


