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A THREE-MONTHS’
TRIAL SUBSCRIPTION

To THE LIVING CHURCH will include the issues
containing complete reports of the General Gonven-
tion, and also the Holiday Numbers, . If you are in-
terested in the news, work, and thought of the Church,
you should be a subscriber. To secure an introduc.
tion into new homes we will send

THE LIVING CHURCH
From Oct. 1 to Jan. 1 for 50 Cts.

¥ 2620202828028 2826 20 26 2020 2020 20 20 20 20 2020 2R 2R R 2R o sl i ni ot

:
:
:
g

&
g
&
%
&
@,
&
:
&
&

Artists’ Proofs

AT A NOMINAL PRICE

WING to the great demand for Artists’ Proofs of drawings appearing in Scribner’s Mag=
azlne, representing the best work of the greatest living artists in black and white,

: Messrs. Charles Scribner's Sons have from time to time igsued proofs on heavy plate

; paper, with wide margins, convenient for framing or passépartout, which have sold
readily-at R0 cents each. The contmued demand for these proofs suggested the plan of gather-

ing together a number of the'more popular pictures and offering thém to the public at a
price within reach of all. A half-hundred have been selected. by such artists as C. D. Gibson,

A, B. Frost, and Howard Pyle, and the entire set, together with a handsome portfolio of Ja.pa.nese

Wood. i$ now offered at a remarkably low price. or if taken in counection with The Living

Church and Scribner’s Magazific, at less than_ote-tenth the usual rate. These plates, 13x9%

inches, sell at 50 ceats each, or the set in Portiolio for $7.00,

THE OFFER:

i Yalue of 50 Plates in Portfolio = = = = = $7.00
Yalie of The Livrng Church one ycar = = = $2.00
Yalue of Scribner’s Magazine onc year ‘= = = $3.00

Total $12 00
Send us $6.00 and We Will Send All Three

THE LIVING CHURCH, 55 Dearborn Street, Chicago
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‘The Living Churd)

A Weekly Record of Its News, Its Werk, and Its Thought

Tews and Rotes

E are in the midst of peace jubilees. Oma-

ha has celebrated the ending of the war
with an enthusiastic and patriotic demonstra-
tion, the event being graced by the presence of
President McKinley and members of his official
family, as well as a goodly representation of
men whom the war has brought into prominence.
This week Chicago had its jubilee, the event be-
ing one of the most notable in years. The great
city was ablaze with decoration and electrical
effects. The celebration opened Sunday with
appropriate Church services. Distinguished
guests were present, including those of promi-
nence who gave the Omaha celebration a na-
tional character. The parade, made up of sol-
diers and civic organizations, was a leading fea-

ture.
- K —~—

N industrial outbreak of no mean propor-
A tions reached a climax at Virden, Ill., the

centre of considerable soft-coal mining opera-

tions. Viewed strictly from an industrial aspect,
interesting phases are presented. Strikes are
wot an innovation in the district, but a settle-
ment was supposed to have been effected months
ago, by an .operators’ agreement, whereby a
stipulated scale of wages was to be maintained.
Miners at Virden claimed the agreement had
been violated by their employers, and a strike
resulted. The company insisted it would ope-
rate its mines,and in order todo so arranged for
the importation of Southern negro labor. This
move was met bv the miners with opposition
which quickly developed into armed resistance.
The few men at work were protected by armed
guards, and last week the arrival of a train load
of negroes precipitated an outbreak resulting in
the loss of several lives. The governor of Illi-
nols refused to provide troops to protect ‘‘ex=
convict negro labor,” but as soon as the out-

break occurred, the State intervened, and dis-’

armed both the forces of miners and operators.
From a mere temporary grievance, the question
has broadened into a conflict between capital
and labor, which may prove difficult of settle-
ment.

==

ROM press reports it is gathered that the

work of the Peace Commission at Paris has
been seriously interrupted by question as to
the assuaiption of the Cuban debt. The Span-
ish Commissioners are of the opinion that the
debt, amounting to about $500,000,000, should go
with the island, while the Commissioners repre-
senting the United States hold that the disposi-
tion of the debt should Lave no place in deliber-
ations, as the protocol made no mention of it,
simply stipulating that Spanish sovereignty be
relinquished in Cuba. The matter has a great
bearing on the future of Spain, as in the bank-
rupt condition of the country, paymentis well-
nigh hopeless. The Spanish position, that being
deprived of her revenue-producing colonies, she
should be relieved from further financial respon-
sibilities, is not relished by the friends of Cuba,
who insist that inasmuch as most of the debt
was incurred in waging war against the island,
Cuba should not be compelled to shoulder the
burden.

= 58—

ONDITIONS have developed in Cuba which
lead to the conclusion that Spanish sover.
eignty will be relinquished only after protracted
diplomatic interchange, or the employment of
force by the United States. The Military Com-
mission of this government has notified Spain
that the United States will assume the adminis.
ration of affairs in Cuba, Dec. 1st, and the
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Spanish Premier, Sagasta, has replied that he
cannot Qiscuss diplomatic and technical ques-
tions with the Military Commission. Itissignif.
icant that few able-bodied troops have embarked
from Cuba for Spain, the transports taking ill
and feeble soldiers, women,and non combatants.
Havana is to-day in better shape to resista siege
than at any time subsequent to the outbreak of
hostilities. There are approximately 100 000
well-armed troops in and around Havana. Hints
as to the proceedings of the Peace Commission
in Paris, convey an idea that the policy of Spain
is to ask foreverything and relinquish nothing.
The ground taken by Spanish diplomats in the
matter of the Philippines isthat ‘‘occupation,”
not possession, of the city and harbor of Manila
was provided for by the protocol. It is hardly
to be expected Sagasta has in contemplation a
step so unwise as resistance to what the United
States may deem just terms of the final treaty
of peace, but it isin line with Spanish diploma-
cy to create complications which will cause great
delay. In the meantime, Spain continuesto en-
force unjust and oppressive laws in that part of
Cuba underSpanish control.
oS
N article treating of the ‘‘mistakes” of Gen-
eral Shafter has aroused the ire of the lat-
ter, and in an interview he gives facts concern-
ing the Santiago campaign which discredit
the statem~nts of the correspondent uttering
the criticisms That newspapers played an im-
portant part in the war is not questioned,
neither is it questioned that they had much to
do in bringing it about. Newspapers typifying
the ‘‘new journalism,’” when war had been de-
clared, displayed an astounding knowledge as to
how the campaign should be conducted, and
commanders whose judgment, backed by years
of training in the science of war, did not coin-
cide with views of more or less enterprising cor-
respondents, were assailed withoutmercy. Sub-
sequent investigations have shown that many
harrowing reports given publicity during the
campaign were utterly without foundation in
fact. Intheir desire to be first in purveying the
news, many press representatives went beyond,
and by anticipation, criticism, and prognostica-
tion, filled their journals with much which was
untrue, biased, and unjust.
—_—% —
ITH the completion of the fifty-five war
vessels now under contract for the govern-
ment, the United States will assume the rank
of third in naval strength. Twenty vessels are
in various stages of readiness,and material is
being gathered for thirty-five more. Of the fif-
ty-five vessels, eight are first-class, heavily
armored, sea-going battleships, thirty-eight are
torpedo boats, four are monitors, and one is a
powerful cruiser. Of the twenty vessels in
process of completion, seventeen have been
already launched, and the remainder will be
afloat before the New Year. The sailing ship,
‘‘Chesapeake,’” building at Bath Iron Works, for
use as a training vessel at the naval academy,
is 30 per cent. ready. She has the distinction
of being the first sheathed vessel designed for
the American navy, and the first sailing vessel
laid down for naval purposes in over twenty
years. The last ship under construction, except
those whose keels have not been laid,is the
cruiser ‘“Albany,” building at Armstrong’s, Ips-
wich, England. She was only 40 per cent. com-
pleted when purchased, together with the
cruiser ‘‘New Orleans,’’ from the Brazilian gov-
ernment, just before the war with Spain was
declared, and work was recommenced on her
only two weeks ago. The contractors have all
their material ready, and have promised to de-
liver her within six months.

UCH interest attaches to the journey of Em-
peror William and an extensive suite-to the
Holy Land. This royal pilgrimage is on a scale
far more elaborate than any similar event which
has taken place since the Middle Ages. The
imperial party will proceed in state from Venice
to Constantinople, and from thence to Syria,
Jerusalem, Jericho, Damascus, and Baalbec.
Two months will be occupied by the journey. At
Constantinople, the Sultan has made magnifi-

. cent preparations for the entertainment of his

guests. A palace has been specially erected for
their occupancy,furnished throughout in a style
of luxury peculiar tothe Orient. The announce-
ment that the trip has no ofticial significance is
not accepted by diplomats who are of the opin-
ion thatthe Kaiser wishes to look over the ground
personally, in order to intelligently form plans
for German aggression. The control of the
tropics seems to be the goal of European diplo-
matic ambition, and it is a significant fact that
most of the channels through which such con-
trol might be secured are already, or have been
recently, objects of contention. Syria, Suez, and
the Red Sea are of great importance geographi-
cally. Signiticance is also attached to the fact
that Germany did not join in the concert of the
Powers which forced the Sultan of Turkey to
give orders for Turkish evacuation of Crete.

=53

N a speech at Epsom, Lord Rosebery, leader
of the liberalgparty, and Gladstone’s success-
or, gave utterance to sentiments expressive of
theattitude of England toward questions which
are engaging the attention of European diplo-
mwats. The Fashoda incident he characterizes
as one of extreme gravity, being an affront by
France against England. The latter, he states,
will never recede from the position taken. To
summarize the matter, Lord Rosebery says that
‘‘thenations of the worldare under the impres-
sion that the "ancient spirit of Great Britain is
dead, or that her resources are weakened,or her
population less determined than it ever was to
maintain the rights and honor of its flag. They
make a mistake, which can only end in a disas-
trous conflagration. The strength of British
ministries does not lie in the votes they can
command in Parliament, but in the intrepid
spirit of a united people. Let other nations re-
member that cordiality between nations can
only rest upon mutual respect for one anofher’s
rights. Both Africa and Asia have recently
furnished strange object lessons in internation-
allaw and international practice. Tf that mu-
tual respect be not cultivated, we shall ultimate-
ly relapse into a state of thines most perilous to
peace and the welfare of humanity.”
-_ —
OCIAL and political aspects of the Philippine
Islands occupy the attention of our states-
men and men in public life, while men of busi-
ness look into the question from a purely com-
mercial standpoint. Secretary Wilson, of the
Department of Agriculture, not to be outdone in
securing ground floor advantages, has made a
discovery and evolved a plan both profitable
and palatable. There is a variety of bee pecul-
iar to India, Borneo, and Asiatic islands, which
is way ahead of his American cousin as a honey-
producer, his qualities being fully recognized
by bee-keepers and agriculturists generally.
He is believed easily capable of domestication,
and it is reported Secretary Wilson will ask
Congress for an appropriation to provide for his
introduction to this country. It is believed
Southern California and the extreme Southern
States would afford advantages for the bee equal
to the Philinpines.
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SUNDAY, OCTOBER 9.

At Epiphany church the Bishop of California
preached betore the Board of Missions, the
church being crowded to its full capacity. Bish-
op Nichols took his text from Ecclesiastes iii: 1
and 3, *To everything thereis a season,and a
time to every purpose under heaven. . .. .. A
time to kill and a time to heal; a time to break
down, and a time to build up.” Speaking of
mankind as having a lesson of experience show-
ing failure and despondency, he said that there
was a movement of humanity toward God and a
movement of God toward humanity. Man would
be propelled by his impulses toward Godif there
were no pulpit, no Bible. The Lord Jesus Christ
projected his Church before us under three fig-
ures, which he characterized as voices. ‘You
are the brarch,” said He. ‘‘That is one voice
thatmight be speaking to us te-night. There is
another—the Church which is the body of
Christ; thav is another voice that might speak
to us to-night; each one with itsown lesson em-
phasizipg the result, the fruit. But there is a
voice which fits more into our present condi-
tioms than the other two, and that is when the
Church of God is compared to a building fitly
framed together.” Referring to the modern
method of erecting a large building, where the
interior framework is riveted together, he said
how much more fitly is the building put together
where the outside is deperdent on the inside
rather than the inside dependent on the out-
side. Men as builders are, first, men of vision;
the genius of the architect is there before the
stones are laid. There are visions which make
us see the missionary duty of the Church, There
is a vision for the Christian Church andfor our
own civilization. Take the vision of the Church,
let it be the glory of this Church. that it is the
Church of daylight, that it is the Church to go
into the gloomy recesses of humanity and flood
them with illuminating light. In the South Sea
Islands, on the coast of Africa, in all the marts
of the world where the races are brought to-
gether, it is a law that is inevitable that the
contact develops the very worst features of
the different races. But when you have a race
contact through the Gospel of Christ, and es-
pecially that Gospel which is preached by our
Chureh, yoa have the best results. No better
proof of this fact could be afforded than was
furnished in the last Lambeth Conference, in
which were two full-blooded African bishops,
born in Africa, educated in Africa, and right
from Africa. There was an effort to make them
feel at home; but the moment they began to
speak everybody there learned that they were
leaders. And so you can see the opportunities
presented in our missionary work.

In closing, the Bishop spoke of the importance
of Prayer—that more of it should be in the Con-
vention now in session bere, and less of debate;
that the noon-day stroke of the bell should sug-
gest.prayer, and if nothing else could be thought
of, to say: “Thy kingdom come,” which he
thought the greatest missionary prayer that
could be uttered, having with us the vision of
One who said: ‘‘Lo, I am with you alway, even
unto the end of the world.”’

MONDAY, OCTOBER 10—FIFTH DAY

At the opening of the Convention, the Chair
announced the appointment of the following
members of the Joint Committee on Resolu-
tions of the Lambeth Conference: the Rev. Dr.
Waterman, of New Hampshire; the Rev. Dr.
Cobbs, of Alabama; the Rev. Dr. Harris, of
Pennsylvania; Mr. Temple, of Vermont; Mr.
Westfeldt, of Louisiana, and Mr. Sewell, of
Maine.

The Rev. Dr. Higgs, of the missionary juris-
diction of Southern Florida,submitted a resolu-
tion’ providing that the organized missionary
jurisdictions of the Church within the territory
of the United States be entitled to send one
clérical’delegate and one lay delegate to the
Convéntiou to: vote on all- questions; except

i MR

when the vote be by dioceses. Referred to the
Committee on Canons.

The Rev. Mr. Patton, of Tokyo, presented a
memorial from the missionary jurisdiction of
Japan, in favor of erecting a new jurisdiction in
Southern Japan, to be’ called the diocese of
Kyoto. Referred tothe Committee on Missions.

Dr. Spalding, of California, presented a me-
moricl from the Church in Honoluln, favoring
the reception of that Church into the Anglican
Church of America as a missionary jurisdic-
tion. Referred to the Joint Committee on the
Increased Responsibility of the Church.

Mr. Carpender, of New Jersey, submitted a
resolution requesting the President of the
House to tender to the President and Mrs. Mc-
Kinley the thanks of the House for their kind-
ness and hospitality at the White House on
Friday evening last. Unanimously agreed to.

Dr. Perry, of Pennsylvania, presented the re-
port of the Prayer Book Distribution Society
accompanied by a resolution favoring the repeal
of Title 3, Canon 9. Referred to the Committee
on Canons.

Mr. Mcrgan, of New York, submitted a con-
current resolution providing for the appoint-
ment of a committee of five members of the
House of Deputies to act with a similar commit-
tee appointed by the House of Bishops, on the
selection of a place of meeting for the Convention
of 1901, Agreed to, and the Chair appointed as
such committee: Mr. Morgan, of New York;
Dr. Spalding, of California; Dr. Mann, of West
Missouri; Dr. Lindsay, of Massachusetts, and
Dr. Waters, of Louisiana.

Mr. McBee submitted a resolution providing
that the Committee on Amendments to the
Constitution be instructed to report as to the
power of this Convention to add a jurisdiction
to a diocese without the consent of the diocese.
Referred to the Committee on Amendments to
the Constitution.

The House proceeded to the consideration of
matters on the calendar, the first in order being
a memorial from the clergy and congregation of
Nice, France, accompanied by a resolution fa.
voring better provision for episcopal oversight
of American churches in foreign countries. On
motion of Dr. McKim, of Washington, the peti-
tion and accompanying resolution werereferred
t0 a.joint committee, consisting of tive members
of the House of Deputies and five from the
House of Bishops, for consideratioa and report.

A resolution offered by the Rev. Mr. Short, of
Missouri, and another resolution offered by Mr.
Stotsenburg, of Indiana, relating to the mani-
festo of the Czar of Russia asking for a cocfer-
ence of the Christian Powers to consider the
question of a general disarmament. On motion
of Mr. Paine, of Massachusetts, placed at the
foot of the calendar.

The resolution offered by the Rev. Dr. Taylor,
of Springfield, relating to the widespread and
increasing evil of divorce, was placed at the
foot of the calendar, to be considered next after
the resolution with reference to the manifesto
of the Czar of Russia.

The next business of the calendar was the
resolution of Dr. Davenport, of Tennessee, pro-
viding that the consideration of the Canons on
Marriage and Divorce be with closed doors.
After discussion, on motion of Dr. Olmsted, of
Central New York, the further discussion of
the resolution was postponed until immediately
before the consideration of the subject of the
canons'in question.

The next business on the calendar was the reso-
lution of Rev. Mr. Tayler, of Los Angeles, that
the General Convention place onrecord its deep
gratification at the many manifestations of
friendly feeling which have been so freely
shown by the government and empire of Great
Britain in the late war with Spain. Mr. Biddle,
of Pennsylvania, moved the postponement of
that resolution; but the Chair suggested that

‘the more appropriate motion would be the priv:.

leged motion that the House proceed to the con-

sideration of the special order. Mr. Biddle hav
ing so moved, the House proceeded to the con
sideration -of its special order, wbi-h was the
report of the Committee on Amendments to the
Constitution, with Mr. Packard, of Maryland,
in the chair.

Dr. Dix, the chairman of the committee, moved
the adoption of the concurrent resolution: To
add to the Constitution as Article IV :

In every diocese a Standing Committee shall
be appointed by the convention thereof. When
thereis a bishop in charge of the diocese, the
Committee shall be his council of advice; when
there is no such bishop, it shall be the ecclesias-
tical authority of the diocese for. all purposes
declared by the General Convention, etc.

He said that this Article to the Constitution
will bring the Standing Committees—an exist-
ing institution ana very ancient institution, the
functions and dutics of which and the history
of which were amply discussed at the meeting
of the House on Saturday—into the Constitu-
tion. It appeared to the committee an appro-
priate thing to make this transposition of the
Standing Committees from the canons to the
Constitution, and they disclaimed that there
was any change whatever in existing orders or
arrangements proposed in the fore part of it.

Mr. Fairbanks, of Florida,moved to amend,
by inserting after the words ‘‘Standing Com-
mittees,” the words, ‘‘which shall consist of
both clergymen and laymen.” Mr. Adams, of
Western New York, moved to insert after the
words, *‘consist of,”” the words, “‘equal number
of clergymen ard laymen.’’ Mr. Brown, of
Washington: objected to both amendments.

The question being on the motion of Mr.
Brown, of Washington, to lay the amendment
of Mr. Fairbanks and Mr. Adams on the table,
on'a division it was decided in the affirmative,
ayes, 181; noes, 126.

Mr. McConnell, of Louisiana, submitted an
amendment to insert the words, ‘‘Constitution
and’’ before the word, ‘‘canons,’ in line 6, and
after the words, ‘“provided in”; which was
agreed to. 'The Chair then announced that the
question was on ArticleIV, as reported by the
committee and as amended by the amendment
of Mr. McConnell, of Louisiana, the question
being taken by dioceses and orders, and result-
ing, clerical vote, yeas, 57; lay vote, yeas, 51.

Dr. Dix moved to adopt Article V of the re-
port, regarding the formation of a new diocese;
if said diocese is formed by the union of two or
more dioceses, or parts of two or more, the mu-
tual agreement of the conventions of dioceses
concerned, and the approval of the respective
bishops, must be secured.

Dr. Dix said that the subject presented in the
proposed Article is one of very great interest
and very great importance, having occupied the
careful and thoughtful attention of many mem-
bers of the Convention. He therefore asked
that the learned deputy from Nebraska, Chan-
cellor Woolworth, who had given a good deal of
attention to the subject and had proposed the
amendment to the Article in great measure,

‘take charge in his place of the pending meas-

ure. In reply to a question of Mr. Henry, of
Iowa, Mr. Woolworth said that if he under-
stood the question, it was that, in case of the
death of one of the bishops of several dioceses,
the requirement was made in respect of the dio-
cese whose bishop is deceased. He said he could
not conceive of a requirement of the assent or
approval by a bishop of a diocese when that dio-
cese is without a bishop in consequence of the
decease of its former bishop. Mr. Henry said
that Chancellor Woolworth had not answered
his question. The Article, said he, requires the
approval of the bishop, and it is gravely doubted
whether there could be a division of the diocese,
there being no bishop, and the section required
the approval of a bishop. He therefore offered
the following to amend Article V as reported
by the committee, by striking out the sentence
beginning with the word. ‘'the” inline?, and
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ending with the word ‘‘bishops’’ in line '3, auu
inserting in lieu thereof, *‘the proceeding shall
originate in tbe convocation of the clergy and
laity of the district,or a convention of the dio-
cese to be divided.”

Dr. Fulton, of Pennsylvania, said that he was
quitesure that the members of the committee,
of which he had the honor to be a member,were
not set on anything they had done, but would
be willing to receive any improvement which
might be offered. On his part, there seemed to
be an obscurity which be for one would be glad
to have removed. He thought it might be as-
sumed in the case of a vacancy in a diocese,
1:0 bishop's consent being possible, it should not
be required, and that the oiocese might proceed
without any consent at all. That, he claimed,
was a possible and legitimate construction of
the language. On the other hand, the opposite;
n:mely, since the consent of a bishop must be
h:d, the convention should wait until it could be
hed, was an equally possibleand legitimate con-
struction.

The first part of Section 1 was then recom-
mitted to be recast.

Messages from the House of Bishops were
read, announcing the adoption of a new canon
<n missionary councils, the erection of the mis-
sionary district of XKyoto, in Japan, repealing
the Canon on Distributionof the Prayer Bool,
and concurring in the resolution to appvinta
Joint Committee on the Place of Meeting of the
Next General Convention.

AFTER RECHSS

The Chair announced the appointment of
the committee to meet with a committee of
tkte House of Bishops,to consider and report
on the memorial of churches in Europe: the
Rev. Dr. Richards, of Rhode Island ; the Rev,
Dr. Parks, of Massacitusetts; the Rev. Dr.
Huntington, of New York; Mr. Davis, of Wash-
ins ton, D. C.,and Mr. Fuller, of Chicago.

The House then proceeded to tue considera-
tion of the special order, Mr. Packard in“the
<hair, the question being on the amendment of
Mr. Lightner, of Minnesota, to amend Section 1
by striking out the last clause in line 20, com-
mencing with the words, ‘‘provided that no city
snall form more than one diocese.”’

Dr. McConnell, of Long Island, hoped that this
amendment striking out the proviso would ob-
tain. The reasons for retaining the proviso
are, first, because it is there. That ought to
weigh something, but not very much, because it
has not been there very long. Second, because

'it has been alleged to be a Catholic principle or
custom that there should never be more than
one diocese in any one city. He did not believe
that to be a Catholic custom that could be in-
voked tomaintain this proposition.

The Rev. Mr. Rogers, of Texas, followed by
stating that the people were the ones who knew
what was needed. They should control the
matier of what kind of harness they should
wear in order to do tbeir own work. He also
referred to the argument with regard to Catho-
lic custom, and said if there is anything used in
the worship in some obscure portion of Eagland,
it is quoted here as Catholiccustom. He would
like to say more about Catholic custom, but time
would not permit.

The Rev. Mr. Tayler, of Los Angeles, said that
in looking over the old Constitution, he found
that there were constitutional provisions for the
formation of new dioceses, which constitutional
provisions did not appear in this new proposed
Constitution. He was struck by the absolute
lack of provisions for the support of a new dio-
cese and the necessary number of parishes, and
Leasked why there had been no constitutional
yrovision for the matter.

Mr. Woolworth said thatit was the opinion of
the committee that this was such a matter of de-
tail as might very well be referred to the Gen-
eral Convention, and be dealt with by canon
yatber than ccnstitutional provision. After fur-
ther discussion, Mr. Woolworth moved that
this Article of the Constitution be referred back
to the committee, in order that it might take
into consideration the subject which was fiist
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brought forward, and such other matters as ap-
peared to be the proper subject of further discus-
sion. This motion was made after the Chair bad
given to the House the fullest opportunity to
amend Sections 2,3,4,and 5. The motion of Mr.
Woolworth was to recommit the remainder of
the Article; which motion was agreed to.
Whereupon, Dr. Dix moved the adoption of Ar-
ticle VI of the report, concerning the formation
of missionary districts.

Mr. Old, of Southern Virginia, asked the com-
mittee to explain why they bad allowed the
House of Bishops to establish missionary juris-
dictions. Mr. Woolworth said, in reply, that
the custom of the Church since the organization
of the country had been to permit the erection
of missionary jurisdictions by the bishops; that
it had been taken for granted that it was a mat-
ter proper for the bishops to deal with, and
could be dealt with by them more expeditiously
and satisfactorily than by the House of Depu-
ties.

The question being on the adoption of Article
VI as proposed by the committe:, the vote by
dioceses and orders resulted, clerical, yeas
50, nays 1, divided 2; lay, yeas 48, nays 1; so
the resolution was adopted.

Dr. Dix moved to adopt Article VII of the re-
port. That Article provides that ‘*dioceses and
missionary districts may be united into provin-
ces by the General Convention, in such manner
and under such.conditions as shall be provided by
canon.” Dr. Dix said in moving sbis Article
that the committee intentionally presented this
very brief Article, it being the opinion of the
committee that in the Constitution, upon this
most important and very long and thoroughly
discussed subject of provinces, they should con-
fine themselves to simply recommending the
principles, and exclude so far as possible all de-
tails, leaving them to be provided for by the
General Convention by canon.

Dr. Egar, of Central New York, submitted and
read a minority report on the subject of Article
VII. This developed a long and interesting dis-
cussion, participated in by Dr. Taylor, of Spring-
field ; Dr. Huntineton, of New York; Dr. Fulton
of Pennsylvania, and Dr. Greer, of New York.
Dr. Taylor took up the objections raised in the
minority report in their order, and defended the
position of the committee in favoring Article VII,
be having been requested to do so by Dr. Dix
who makes the report of the committee.

Dr. Huntington earnestly hoped that the mo-
tion of Dr. Egar would prevail. He said that it
was difficult to add anything to what was con-
tained in the report submitted by him, and he
should endeavor to confine himself to a few
points not in that minority report. He asked
Dr. Taylor whether in the analogy of the rela-
tions of the Republicto the several States which
make it up, there was something to guide the
Convention. He spoke undersubmission tocon-
stitutional lawyers in that body when he said
that everythingin the organization of the United
States of America which has to do with the re-
lations between the States and the Union is of
the nature of organic law. Imagine any one
standing up in the ITouse of Representatives
and proposing the passage of statutes regulating
the relations between the States and the gener-
al government; he would be laughed out of
court. Let us decide whether we want a pro-
vincial system or donot want it; if we want it,
let us put into the Constitution, intothe organic
law, all that pertains to the real structure of
the province.

He was followed by Mr. Faude, of Minneapo-
lis, who said that he perhaps was not the only
one in the House who was extremely disap-
pointed by the explanation given by Dr. Tay-
lor of the reasons of the majority report, and in
answer to the presenter of the minority report.
Dr. Taylor, said he,. informed the House that
the writer of the minority report desired this
Convention to go 1oo far; that the committee
desired the Convention to take but one step,
and it was intimated that that was so_short
and so innocent a step that no one ought to hes-
itate to take it. But because the committee
has presented an Article of the Constitution
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whichisso very short, the House should hesi-
tate about giving its assent to it.

Dr. «“ulton was the last speaker before ad-
journmnent. He said he hoped that some one
abler than be wouldsay something on the merits
of the proposition of the Committee. He appre-
hended that the Convention desired to do
that which would promote the growth and the
facilities of growth of the Church. He said
that he understood there was, and ought to be,
some doubt of the advisableness of consenting
in any manner to any kind of provincial system.
Such a doubt was perfectly reasonable. As
said by one of the speakers who preceded him,
some of the schemes that bad been presented
for the creation of a provincial system in the
Church had been just as reasonable as if the
movers had proposed to treat the Church, as he
expressed it, asa great cheese. Dr. Fulton said
he apprehended no one would ever succeed in
having the Church sliced up in that manner.
He asked if there was any good reason why
there should .be a provincial system. There
were several good reasons: first, because there
were several things they were attempting to
do, and which they could not do efficiently. The
passage of the papers, as it is called, of a
bishop-elect by all the Standing Committees of
a Church like this results in dissatisfaction.
Nevertheless, the House put it into the Consti-
tution. He said that he had defended that on
the express ground that, while the present ac-
tion of Standing Committees is not satisfactory,
we thereby retained in the bands of the Gene-
ral Convention this power which might wisely
be permitted hereafter to smaller bodies; that
is, to provincial bodies.

The Chair interrupted Dr. Fulton to lay be-
fore the House a message from the House of
Bishops trausmitting a concurrent resolution
providing that the report of the recorder of or-
dinations, with accompanying list of ordina-
tions, be printed as an appendix to the Journal;
which resolution was agreed to by the House,
and thereupon, at 5 p. M., the House adjourned.

HOUSE OF BISHOPS

The House has been occupied to-day in the
discussion of the Canon on Marriage and Divorce
as reported by the Joint Commission on Revision
of the Canons. The bisheps have sent down to
the Lower House messages proposing thecanon
providing for four missionary councils in as
many localities every year, the setting off of
a new missionary district in Japan, repealing
the canon on the distribution of the Prayer
Book, and appointing on the Joint Committee
on the Next Place of Meeting, the Bishops of
New York, Southern Virginia, Nebraska, Mas-
sachusetts, and Duluth.

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 11—SIXTH DAY

At the meeting this morning the Chair laid
before the House a dispatch from New London,
Conn., announcing the death of the Hon. Benja-
min Stark, a lay deputy from that diocese. Mr.
Seymour, of Connecticut, aftersome appropriate
remarks eulogistic of the deceased member,
submitted a resolution referring the news of the
death of Hon. Benjamin Stark to the Committee
on Memorials of Deceased Members. Agreed to
unanimously.

The Chair laid before the House a letter from
the Rev. Mr. Forrester, transmitting a letter
from the clergy of Mexico indicating their senti-
ment toward the A merican Church.

Dr. Foute, of California, submitted a resolu-
tion providing that the meeting of the next Tri-
ennial Convention be held in San Francisco.
Referred to the Joint Committee on Place of
Meeting of the next General Convention.

Dr. Hodge, of Massachusetts, submitted a re-
solution relative to the anniversary of the pub-
lication of the Book of Common Prayer, and re-
questing the House of Bishops to call the atten-
tion of the Church to the fact in their Pastoral
Letter. Referredto the Committee on the State
of the Church.

Dr. Prall, of Michigan, submitted a concurrent
resolution providing for the formation of a joint
committee consisting of five bishops and five
members of the House of Depuiies to take into



653

consideration the subject of the validity of the
orders of the Reformed Episcopal Church, etc.
Placed upon the calendar.

Dr. Davenport, of Tennessee, from the Com-
mittee on Canons, to whom was referred a pro-
posed amendment to the Constitution relative to
the administration of the Holy Communion, re-
ported the same back with the recommendation
that it be referred to the Committee on the
Prayer Book, and that the committee be dis-
charged from further consideration of the sub-
ject. Agreed to.

He also, from the same committee, to whom
was referred a resolution looking to the revival
of the Order of Evangelists, reported the same
back with a recommendation that it be referred
to the House of Bishops for that body to take
the initiative, and that the Committee on Can-
ons be discharged from further consideration of
the subject. This report was opposed by Mr.
Stotsenberg, of Indiana who introduced the
resolution. After discussion, on a vote of 218
ayes and 23 noes, the report of the committee
was agreed to.

He also, from the same committee, to whom
was referred a resolution from the diocese of
Florida, favoring an amendment to Title 1,
Canon 19, Section 3, of the Constitution, re-
ported the same back with the recommendation
that the committee be discharged from its fur-
ther consideratlon. Agreed to.

Dr. Davenport,of Tennessee, submitted a res-
olution proposing an amendment to the Consti-
tution by inserting as Section 6 of Article 5 of
the proposed Constitution, the following:

If during the recess of the General Convent on, any
diocese should be desirous of the erection of one or
more new dioceses within the said diocese,the Standing
Committee of said diocese shall forward tothe Stand-
ing Committees of the Church in different dioceses
the books and documents required by the canons of
the Church, ete.

Referred to the Committee on the Messages of
the House of Bishops.

Dr. Spalding, of California, submitted a reso-
lution relative to the Fund for Aged and Infirm
Clergy of the Church. Referred to the Com-
mittee on the State of the Church.

Dr. Battersball, of Albany, submitted a con-
current resolution to omit from the title-page of
the Prayer Book the words ¢ Protestant Episco-
pal.” Referred to the Committee on the Book
of Common Prayer.

At 11 A. M, the House adjourned to meet with
the House of Bishops as the Board of Missions,

BOARD OF MISSIONS

This session of the Board of Missions was to
be devoted to the consideration of resolutions
commemorating the 25th anniversary of Bishop
Hare in his work among the Indians in South
Dakota. Mr. Geo. C. Thomas, treasurer of the
Domestic and Foreizn Missionary Society, of-
fered the resolutions. He said that it was a high
privilege to do so because of his association with
Bishop Hare in the early days of his boyhood
when, under the care of Bishop Hare’s most
honored father, he and the Bishop sat together
in the same Episcopal Academy, in Philadel-
phia. He thought this was not the time to
make a speech on the subject, or to express his
feelings as a member of the committee, and
therefore he would simply read the preamble
and minute; which were agreed to unanimously.

Bishop Whipple followel Mr. Thomas in a
complimentary spzech, in which, after stating
that he had nominated Dr.Hare for the bishopric
of Niobrara,he reviewed the faithful work which
Bishop Hare had acccmplished among the In-
dians.

Bishop Potter, of New York, said that when
it was suggested some apprepriate action should
be taken recognizing the completion of the 25
years of service of Bishop Hare, it was thought
bad to do it because it would be creating a pre-
cedent ; but it was very -justly answered that if
that wereso, it was a good kind of precedent,
because it was no ordinary thing for a bishop to
survive his hardships for twenty-five years.
Bishop Hare had brought to his woik not only
courage and devotion, but an exceptinal power
of endurance. He would not attempt to spsak
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of Bishop Hare's work. Referring to the re-
mark of Mr. Thomas that he had been a school-
mate of Bishop Hare, Bisnop Potter said that
he, too, might refer to those days, but there was
possibly a good deal that Mr. Thomas and he
would like to forget. Atthat time Bishop Hare
was as good an example for Mr. Thomas and
himself, as he is to-day. He referred to one or
two instances connected with Bishop Hare
when he (Bishop Potter) was rector of a parish
in the city of New York. One night, when he
was sitting down to dinner,the servant came to
the door and said that there was some one who
wanted toseehimand would not go away. He
went out into the hall with the natural impa-
tience of a man interrupted at his dinner, and
found therea man about thirty five yearsold,
dripping with the rain of the storm prevailing
on that November night, and with his hat on.
The man appeared to be dazed, and when he un-
covered his head he saw one of the most re-
markable faces be had ever looked upon. This
man was a clergyman of the Church of Ireland
who had been dragged down by the infirmity of
drink, and who had been dismissed by his Eng-
lish bishop from his cure, and had come to this
country meaning to strive torecover himself if
he might, but had fallen into evil company. He
said that that day and the night before he had
spent the hours in the street. Bishop Potter
said that he spoke to him as one may be permit-

ted to do in the face of such a history, and:

asked him if he believed he could get on hisfeet.
By the grace of God, the man said he could, if
helped to do so. He placed him under the over-
sight of one of the assistant ministers of the
parish, and made him report every morning.
Each day he was asked tbe same question. He
held out a week, two weeks, a month; and one
day when Bishop Hare wasin Dr.Potter’sstudy,
he told him about the man. and said that the
English bishop refused to give him any letter
whatever, or any paper which would avthenti-
cate this brother to any American bishop.
What should he do with him$ Without a mo-
ment’s hesitation, and in fine indifference to
canon law, Bishop Hare said: *“I will take
him.” He took him to his jurisdiction and
placed him in chargé of an Indian mission, and
there he labored, and there he fell a martyr to
Christ and his devotion to Christian Indian
work, saved by thelove and broad character of
Bishop Hare.

“I put beside that, Mr. Chairman, an incident
which happened during the Lambeth Confer-
ence. when my brother, the Bishop of South
Dakota, in a foreignland, found himself,at an
entertainment, next to a very charming woman,
on theother sideof whom was an Anglican bishop
who has passed to appropriate obscurity. This
lady, who had found in the Bishop of South Da-
kota what any lady would find in him, turning
to the Anglican bishop for information, said:
‘Whois this gentleman on my right?’ Thean-
swer, which the Bishop of South Dakota over-
heard, was: ‘Only a missionary bishop.’ I con-
fess that when I heard that story, there flashed
into my memory that incomparabvle and dram-
atic ,story by Thackeray of Jonathan Swift,
where he spoke of his having found a folded
sheet of paper and on it the word ‘Stella,’ and
then, undernsath, describing the contents of
that sheet of paper, ‘only a lock of hair,’ And
then Thackeray with great pathos, repeats the
words: ‘Only a lock of hair; only devotion;
only consistency; only infinite patience; only
the largest love; only the sweetest sacrifice.’
And so I say, ‘only a missionary bishop;’ only
heroism ; only the most patient and devoted ser-
vice; only the most constant compassion; dnly
the most splendid and gracious illustration
whizh our missionary service has given usof de-
votion to the cause of Christ, and those who are
forgotten of their fellow men.”

At the close of his remarks, Bishop Potter
presented to Bishop Hare a siiver loving cup,
bearing the inscription, ‘*William Hobart Hare,
Doctor of Divinity, 1873-1898.)> Bishop Hare
came to the platform and said:

‘“‘Brethren, what means thisnoble act of con-
fidence; this merciful aute da fcin which the fires
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of brotherly and fatherly love are consuming me,
their happy victim? What means it, but this,
that there pervades the Church the tender ap-
preciation of service,.of long tried service. Just.
as the atmosphere is charged with moisture,.
and an electric shock will make the moisture
distil into a refreshing shower, so an anniver-
sary in my life has made the pervasive love of
the Church coalcsce and take outward shape in
this distinct and gracious act. I feel that for:
the time being my individuality is lost, and
that in me are summarized and capitulated,all
vhose servants of the Church who have done
long service, and so I would summon to my side
Bishop Williams, who for more than twenty--
five years has labored in Japan; Archdeacon
Thomson, who for more than twenty-five years.
has labored in China; Bishop Holly, of Hayti,
who has labored there for more than twen-
ty-five years; Bishop Ferguson, who has la--
boved in Africa for more than twenty five-
years, and Bishop Morris, of Oregon, my
dear father, who for more than twenty-five:
years has labored there. And I w uld sum-
mon all those dear men and dear women whe:
have given long service in South Dakota. for-
them 15, 20, 25 and 27 years is no rare thing.
Those dear men and women, my fellow workers-
and noble laborers, have lifted me aloft and put
me here. [ would remember the dome of the-
capitol, while most conspicuous, is not after ali
the most important part of that building, but.
that the structure wbichsupports it is the most
important. So withthose men and women who:
have supported me in my despondency, have-
made me believe in myself—a very important.
thing to do—bacause I found that they believed
in me. Andyet, my dear friends and brethren
I must not detain you. In this case,as I am
sure allof you would in circumstances of great.
emotion, I find some sweet comfort in the words
of the psalm—words which tell out all the pains-
of my body, all the sorrows of my heart,
during these twenty-five years, all my hopes,all
my thankfulness to my sympathizing brethren—
‘Oh, what great troubles and adversities hac<t.
Tnon showed me; and yet didst Thou turn again
and refresh me, yea, and broughtest me frem.
the deep of the earth again. Thou hast brought.
me to great honor and comforted me on every
side. Therefore will I praise Thee and Thy
faithfulness, O God.’ ”

The Bishop of Alaska then addressed the
Boagd of Missions. He said that the country-
over which the Church appointed him, is one:
which the name implies—a great land. Its area
is 580,000 square miles, with a coast mileage of’
26,346 miles; taking into consideration the
islands of Alaska, Alaska is almost equal in
length and breadth to the United States. It has.
one river which is easily navigable for almost.
2,000 miles, and is 3,000 miles in length. Over this.
vast country there is a scattered population con--
sisting of many sorts of people. He gave some
statistics showing the growth in the Church’s
work in that country. Oa the Yukon river, for-
1,200 miles, after leaving the Roman Catholic
mission, the only Church represented upon that.
great stretch of country, is the Protestant Epis~
copal Church. The Bishop spoke at length.and
gave a very Rlowing account of his work in
Alaska.

Just before adjournment, Bishop Lawrence,of"
Massachusetts, offered a resolution thanking
the Woman’s Auxiliary for their offering of”
$80.000, which was agreed to unanimously.

Bishop Gilbert, of Minnesota, offered a resolu--
tion that the Board of Missions consider the pro-
priety of sending representatives topresent the-
missionary cause to the Church. Agreed to.

Oan motion, the Board of Missions adjournec
to meet on Monday evening, the 17th inst., at:
8 o°clock P. M.

TOE HOUSE OF DEPUTIES

The House met at 2 p. M. and proceeded to the-
consideration of the special order, Mr. Packard
of Maryland, in the chair, which was Article-
VII of the Constitution, with the amendment of
Dr. Ezar,in the nature of a minority report.
from the commistee.
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Dr. Jewell, of Milwaukee,said that there was
‘Do question as to tbe general desire of Church-
‘men to see progress made in the direction of a
-proper provincial system; but there is a doubt
as to the time when it can be established. The
question is whether we are yet ready for it.
There are those who have doubts as to the con-
dition of things, those who feel that we are not
'strong enough or harmonious enough. He ad-
mired the maker of the minority report for hav-
ing the courage of his conviction, and standing
“forth and advocating something positive.

Dr. Liwyd, of Olympia, said that there were
«certain practical advantages about the provin-
cial system which must commend it to every rea-
.sonable mind. It would reduce the size of the
Houseof Deputies, which would facilitate legis-
lation, inasmuch as sectional and other local
legislation could then be intrusted with safety
‘to the provinces. Then it would certainly have
theeffect of energizing the missionary zeal of the
Church.

Dr. Hoffman, of New York, said that the ques-
tion before the House was a choice to be made
between two plans, one of which was submitted
by the Committee on Amendments. The Con-
vention almost unanimously resolved in favor of
dividing t:e Church into provinces, six years
ago, when they appointed a joint committee to
prepare a plau for that purpose. The commit-
tee did not report, because there was a plan
Teported by the Joint Commission on the Constl.
tution and Canons. He felt that the time is at
hand when the Convention is to take steps to
divide this Church into provinces; that the
Church would not go forward until that was
done. Theotherplanwas a narrow plan, which
was to put into the Constitution a provision
directing the General Convention to divide the
Church into provinces by a certain method.
There were many methods of doing it, and all
that was open to discussion, but the Convention
hadnot the time to do it. He did trust that the
House would not commit itself to one single
plan without the other projects being fully and
fairly considered.

Dr. Dix said he did not propose to detain the
House more than a few minutes in its obvious
desire to vote upon the pending question, but
that he hoped the House was fully aware of the
result ofan affirmative voteon the motion of Dr.,
Egar, which would substitute Dr. Egar’s propo-
sition for the report of the committee, and if
that were done the House would have the whole
subject of the provinces before it.

The vote on the pending question resulted:
Clerical, yeas 2, nays 54, divided 2; lay, yeas 2,
vays b0, divided 1; so the proposed amendment
of Dr. Egar was lost, and the question recurred
on Article VII as reported by the committee.

Mr. Drown, of California, moved to amend the
Article by striking out the words, ‘‘by General
Convention.” Dr. Richards, of Rhode Island, of-
fered un amendment tosubstitute the present can.
on on Federate Councils, but both amendments
were,on motion, laid on the table, and the Chair
announced that the question recurred upon the
report of the committee. Dr. Huntington, of
New York,offered an amendment to add to Arti-
cle VII as proposed by the committee,the words,
*but no province shall be so bounded as to con-
tain a fractional portion of a State or States.”
Agreed to.

Mc. Mansfleld, of Connecticut, offered an
amendment toinsertinline 1of Article VII after
the word, *“district,”” the words, ‘‘with their
consent.” Dr., Taylor, of Springfield, said that,
speaking in behalf of the committee so far as he
was able to do so, he did not see any special ob-
jection to the amendment.

Dr. Mc¢Kim, of Washington, expressed himself
in favor of the amendment; but the Rev. Mr.
Weller, of Fond du Lac, thought that the adop-
tion of this amendment would spoil what they
had been laboring for for the last quirter of a
century—the provincial system, because a mere
majority in a diczese may prevent that diocese
having any connection whatever with the prov-
ince. He said that they wanted provinces as
a check on individualism of bishops and dioces-
es,and secondly,as courts of appeal. Dr. Nelson,
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of Virginia,said that the words of Mr. Weller left
upon him the impression that the House was
about to inaugurate a piece of machinery in
order to compel the majority to submit to the
wishes of the minority.

Dr. Parks, of Massachusetts, said that the
House had had what some of the members had
waited a long time for, and were very sure tkey
would get if they only kept silent—a true
statement of what lay behind this proposed
canon. It has been said that we need a court of
appeals, as if the clergy of the Church were a
set of criminals who bad committed so many
wrong-doings that they were afraid the present
court would not be able to deal with them, and
that therefore new machinery should be set up
to try the brethren. He did not know that
that was the case, but he was not prepared to
deny that there have ‘been cases of injustice in
the ecclesiastical courts. But it is said that
that is due to the fact that they were diocesan
courts and not to the fact that there is no other
court to which the accused might appeal.

Dr. Fulton, of Pennsylvania, said that it was
due to the committee to state what he believed
was the universal sentiment of tbe committee,
or at least the general understanding of the
committee, that it never once occurred to any
member of the committee that the notion of
compulsion in this matter could ever come in.
He called attention to two or three objections
which he entertained to the minority report;
first, that it immediately would have made the
organization of provinces compulsory over the
whole country—that it was mandatory. There
were many parts of the country where that
mandatory enactment would be impossible of
execution, and in other parts it would not ap-
pear to the judgment of the people that there
was any imnmediate necessity for the arrange-
ment. At present, 1f the modest proposal of the
committee were adopted, it would be possible in
the future that the Church in the State of New
York should constitute one noble province; the
Church in New Enpgland likewise; but in no
one of these cases would it be possible or desir-
able that any province should forcibly come in-
to existence, or any single diocese be forced in-
to union withit,

After further discussion, Mr. Stotsenburg, of
Indiana, moved a substitute both for the section
as proposed by the committeee, and the amend-
ments ithereto, as .follows: ¢‘‘Suitable provi-
sions may be made by canon for the erection of
provinces.”

Dr. Parks, of Massachusetts, moved that the

Article offered by the committee, with all
amendments and substitutes, be recommitted to
the committee with instructions to report to
the House to-morrow; which motion was agreed
to.
. The Chairlaid before the House a message
from the House of Bishops trapsmitting a reso-
lution inserting in the Prayer Book certain
changes in the Golden Numbers; which was
unanimously agreed to.

The Chair also laid before the House a mes-
sage from the House of Bishops transmitting a
resolution making corrections of certain typo-
graphical errors in the Book of Common Prayer.
Agreed to unanimously.

The Chair also laid before the House a mes-
sage from the House of Bishops transmitting a
resolution dissolving the organization created
by the General Convention of 1889, known as
the Board of University Regents; which was
agreed to.

The Chair also laid before the House a mes.
sage from the House of Bishops transmitting a
resolution asking a committee of conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Housee on the
resolution contained in Message No. 9 of the
House of Deputies, relating to Article IT of the
proposed Constitution.

The Chair also laid- before the House a mes-
sage from the House of Bishops transmitting a
resolution making a change in the Constitution,
and providing that the proposed legislation be
made known to the several dioceses, in order
that the same may be adopted in the next Gen-
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eral Convention; which change was to strike
out Article Vin the present Constitution, name-
ly, that noc:ty shall form more than one diocese.
Referred to the Committee on Amendments to
the Constitution.

Thereupon, at b p. M., the House adjourned.

HOUSE OF BISHOPR

Resolutions were adopted changing the Golden
Numbers, and correcting certain typographical
errors in the Prayer Book. A memorial was re-
ceived from the Swedish churches in our Com-
munion in this country, recogniziog the earnest
labors of the Church among their countrymen.
The House non-concurred with tbe deputies in
the adoption of Articles IT and IIT of the pro-
posed Constitution, and voted to amend Article
V of the present Constitution by striking out
the provision, '*No city shall form more than
one diocese.”

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 12—SEVENTH DAY

Dr. Huntington, from the Committee on
Amendments to the Constitution,to whom was
referred resolutions relating to the cession and
retrocession of missionary jurisdictions to exist-
ing dioceses, reported that there was no consti-
tutional provision touching the cession or retro-
cession of a portion of a diocese for the purpose
of having it established as a missionary juris-
diction, and asked that the committee be dis-
charged from further consideration of the sub-
ject. Agreed to.

Dr. Bliss, of Vermont, from the Committee on
Christian Education, to whom was referred a
resolution asking that the committee consider
the practicability and advisability of consoli-
dating the several societies now existing for
preparing young men for the ministry, and plac-
ing the society among the institutions of this
Church, reported that, while sympathizing with
the object aimed at, the committee deemed it
inadvisable, on account of the legal and other
embarrassments, to pass the resolution, and
asked that the committee be discharged from
the further consideration of the same. Agreed
to.

Dr. Faude, of Minnesota, presented a memori-
al, unanimously adopted by the Conference of
Church Workers among the Colored People, held
in St. Philip’s church, Richmond, Va., in Sep-
tember last. Having been read in full, it was
referred to a committee consisting of five mem-
bers of the House of Deputies,to act with a sim-
ilar committee of the House of Bishops.

Dr. Nevin presented a cencurrent resolution
favoring an amendment to Title 3, Canon 8 of the
Digest relative to the organization of congrega-
tions in foreign countries other than Great
Britain, Ireland, and the colonies, and depend-
encies thereof, and not within the jurisdiction
of any bishop of this Church, and moved the
reference of the resolution to the Committee on
Canons. Agreed to.

Mr. Bollard, of Northern California, submitted
a concurrent resolution favoring an additional
canon under the title, “‘Standing Order,” rela-
tive to the collection at each visitation of a
bishop,and providing that the same be set apart
by the Board of Managers toward the endow-
ment fund of the Church, and moved its refer-
ence to the Committee on Canons. Agreed to.

Dr. Brand, of Maryland, presented a resolu-
tion, requesting the Committee on the Prayer
Book to make an addition to the last rubric of
the Holy Communion, keeping a rubric of the
First Book of Edward the Sixth, which was
omitted in the Second Book, ete. Referred to
the Committee on the Book of Common Prayer.

Dr. Enos, of Albany, submitted a concurrent
resolution, providing that the words, “Protes-
tant Episcopal’’ be stricken from Canon 22,Title
1 of the Digest. Referred to the Committee on
Canons.

Dr. Davenport, from the Committee on Can-
ons, reported a resolution favoring concurrence
with the House of Bishops in their Message No.
8 on missionary councils, and asked for its im-
mediate consideration. Objection being made,
it was placed on the calendar.

Mr. Paine, of Massachusetts, submitted a con-
current resolution in favor of a letter to the
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Czir of Russia, expressing the profound satis-
faction of the General Convention of the Prot-
estant Episcopal Church of America, at the
peace manifesto of His Majesty. Objection be-
ing made, the resolution was placed on the cal-
endar. Mr. Paine also submitted a resolution
directing that all pending resolutions relating
to the peace manifesto of the Czar of Russia, be
referred to a’special committee of the House.
Agreed to.

Dr. Huntington, of New York, submitted a
concurrent resolution, providing for an addition
to Canon 18, Title 8, and Section 1, Sub-section
PH

On the visitation of a bishop to a diocese, the alms
received shall be appropriated, one third to domestic
missions, one-third to forefgn missions, and the re
maining third to the diocesan mission for such ob-
jeots within the diocese as the bishop may designate.

Referred to the Committee on Canons.

Dr. Battershall, of Albaay, presented a letter
from the secretary of the Corporation of the
Church House, London, to the secretary of this
House, which, as he said, was the basis of the
resolution which he offered:

WHEREAS, The council on the Corporation of the
Church House, Westminster, London, has presentcd
to the library of the General Conveation of this
Church, a complete set of the chronicles of the convo-
cation of the Province of Canterbury;

Resolved: The House of Bishops concurring,thatth::
secretary of this House be requested to express to the
Corporation of the Church House, London, the pro-
found thanks of the Convention for the thoughtful
and generous gift.

Agreed to.

The House then proceeded to the considera-
tion of the special order, Mr. Packard, of Mary-
land, in the chair.

Dr. Dix said that when the House adjourned
yesterday, it had recommitted to the committee
the proposed Article VII, with instruction to
report thesame back this morning. In its new
form it reads as follows: ‘Dioceses and mis-
sionary districts may be united into provinces,
in such manner, under such conditions, and with
such powers, as shall be provided by canons of
the General Convention. Provided, however,
that no diocese shall be included in a province
without its own consent.”

Dr. Dix thought it due to the committee and
to the House to say that the introduction of the
words, ‘with such powers” was made on the
suggestion and by the unanimous request of the
legal and judicial gentlemen forming part of the
membership of that committee. He said it
would be noticed that the proviso appended ap-
peared toremove the fear, if it were ever seri-
ously entertained, that any diocese would be
forced into a provincial system, contrary to its
own wish and without its own consent; that
the proposal to introduce into the Article the
words, ‘‘with such powers,” had for its scope
the idea that in such provinces there does not
reside naturally any mysterious, mystical
power or authority, but the provinces when
formed were to exercise such powers, and such
powers only, as might be provided by canons of
.this General Convention which is recoguoized as
the supreme authority in the Church. He
therefore moved the adoption of the Article in
the form in which it was returned by the com-
mittee.

Dr. Faude, of Minnesota, inquired: ‘What
is the necessary connection bztween our adnp-
tion of the provincial system and the things
which we have been told will result therefrom?
For instance,it issaid there will be a rejuction of
the number of members of this Convention, the
establishment of courts of appeal, and the pro-
motion of our missionary and educational work.
There are those who feel that every single one
of these things must be effected by the General
Convention. There had been before the House,
or before General Conventions in times past,
several propositions to reduce the numbar of
members of the Convention, the number of
deputies from the dioceses, which had been
voted down. Would the provincial system make
it more desirable for the Convention toreduceits
numbers than in times past? Would not courts
ofappeal have to be created by the (zeneral Con-
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vention? Would not the missionary work still be
under the control of the Board of Missions%” He
declared himself in favorofanyand everything
that would help on the progress of the Church.
He hoped that the House would not think that
he was opposed to this system, root and branch;
if any one could show that the adoption of the
provincial system, even in the mild form in
which it was presented, would accomplish
the things claimed for it, he would favor it. He
declared thatthe provincial system was one of
themost variable things which the Church could
deal with. He pointed to the provincial system of
Canada. The provinces of Ireland were differ-
ent from the provinces of the Church of England,
where there are two. In this country we could
not have anything of that kind. The provinces
and dioceses in the earlier portion of the
Church’s history were very different things
from the provinces as they are proposed to-day.
Not in a spirit of opposition, he asked that
some one s*ate at least some result of the neces-
sary connection between the provincial system
and the benefits that are hoped to come from
its adoption.

Dr. Taylor, of Springfield, claimed that Dr.
Faude had practically answered his own ques-
tion. The way, the how, the mathod and the
means, of the development of the provinces,
were matters which would be. before the
Churech, for the wisdom of the Church and the
prudence of the Church to determine. No gov-
ernment of any great body could be carried on
without some kind of subdivision. With one
word more he would leave the matter with the
hope that the vote might be taken without de-
bate, and that was: ‘‘What are you to do? Are
you asked by this vote to establish the prov-
inces or system of provinces? No; you are sim-
ply asked to vote on this subject and hand it
down to the dioceses for their consideration for
three years. You may at the next General
Convention adopt this propositior which is now
proposed for adoption. We may then debate
or not debate.)” He most earnestly desired
that the House would hand down this proposi-
tion to the.dioceses for their consideration, so
that, at the end of the appointed time by the
Constitution, the House might accept or reject
it, or amend and propose it again; but what was
now needed above all things was, first, patience
then, peace, and then, provinces.

Dr. Gibbons, of West Virginia, said that about
fifteen years ago, in the City of Baltimore, he
heard a very distinguished divine deliver a lec-
ture; ke commenced his lecture by stating that
he did not deliver any more profound lectures;
first,because hedid not think the peoplequite un-
derstood them ; and, secondly, because he did not
quite understand them himself. Dr. Gibbons
said that the House of Deputies, in his opinion,
werein that fix—that they were going to deliveI.'
a lecture that they did not quite understand,
and he thought it would be better to move very
slowly. He reminded the House of fthe old
adage, ‘‘Be sure you are right, then go ahead.”

Dr. Davenport claimed that there were serious
constitutional questioas involved in the propo-
sition to cut off debate so quickly. (This was
in reply to the motion of the Rev. Mr. Talbot
who had moved that the vote on the pending
question be taken in two minutes.) When you
put in an Article which will result in a revision
of the canon of the Convention by diocesan ac-
tion, you send down to the dioceses something
that may pass very readily. He claimed that
the House was adopting the Article, not merely
proposing it.

The Chair anaounced that the question was
on the motion of the Rev, Mr, Talbot that the
vote be taken in two minutes, and declared that
the ayes appeared to prevail. A division having
been called for, and the House having been
counted, the result was announced: ayes, 174;
noes, 160; so that the motion was agreed to, and
the Chair declared that the vote should be taken
in two minutes. Dr. Elliott, of Washington,
made the point that a two-thirds vote was nec-
essary to limit debate. The chair held the
point good, and the Rev. Mr. Weller, of Fond
du Lac, proceeded to address the House. It had
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been underatood that the General Convention
was the supreme authority in the American
Church, and he believed that the Convention,
without any constitutional amendment at all,
or constitutional provision at all, could enact a
provincial system. He thought that would be
recognized as good law. It was proposed to put
into the Constitution a statement that the
House shall notadopta provincial system which
it itself can trust. It was provided in the clause
under discussion that if the House enact a canon
on a provincial system, every diocese in the
country could say that they would obey that
canon or not as it pleased them. Itseemed to
him that that would be a very grave mistake;
that it was a serious matter—that it was a mat-
ter after all whether the Convention was a
Church or a union of dioceses. When the Con-
vention put in a canon on provinces it put in a
thin entering wedge. The Convention could
give the provinces just as little as it chose—
make it a province on paper, which would not
work any better in Illinois than in New York.

Mr. Parker, of Quincy, said that he had not
intended to speak on any subject before the
Convention, hut he was reminded of the re-
mark of the distinguished (Governor of Iowa at
a banquet, who said: ‘‘Gentlemen, I will not
speak myself, because there are a great many
gentlemen here who desire to speak, and I know
of no agony comparable to that of having an
undelivered speech.”” Mr. Parker said that he
was not sufferingany agony; buthe felt that the
words of the president on taking the chair were
very wise—that speeches should be held down
to the minimum. He was a provincialist; that
when they were considering the question of
dividing the diocese of Iilinois, that question
came up as the paramount question. They
wished to do away with the proposition that
any division there should be separation, and in
all their preliminary meetings, they adopted
resolutions that provinces should come and that
the Church of Illinois should not be sundered.
Hbs claimed that in New York they were suffer-
ing in Church administration from the lack of
provinces. Yesterday the House heard the
echo of the great Church trial in Illinois; what
has been theresult of the trial of Dr. Cheney?
If the Chief Justice were here on this fioor, he
could tell you something of the laws growing
out of that trial in Illinois. Mr. Parker thought
that we ought to have an appellate court of a
province, and a dignified court which would
command respect—a court under which any one
of the gentlemen present might some day be
glad to take shelter. Answering the deputy
from Minnesota, he said, politically, in union
there is strength-~that in a business way if the
interest of the separate dioceses were combined
in a State or province, the resources would be
united and the expenses would be brought
down to a minimum, and there would be an
achievement of the maximum of results. That
is the principle upon which syndicate trusts are
organized, and that would be a syndicate or
trust applied to ecclesiastical matters.

In order to test the sense of the House upon
the two questions presented, Mr. Stotsenburg,
of Indiana, moved an amendment to strike out
all of the proposed Article after the word ‘Con-
vention,” so that the proviso reported by the
committee should be stricken out or kept in as
the House might see fit tovoteon his amend-
ment. After discussion, this amendment was
laid on the table.

The question was then upon the proposition
reported by the committee: ‘Diocesesand mis-
sionary districts may be united in the provinces
in such manner, under such conditions, and with
such powers, as shall be provided by canons of
the General Convention; provided, however,
that no diocese shall be included in a province
without its own consent.”

The question being taken by dioceses and or-
ders, resulted: Clerical, yeas 47, nays 8, dividea
8; lay, yeas 42, nays 8, divided 6; so the resola-
tion proposed by the committee was adopted by
a majority of the dioceses.

_ Dr. Dix, referring to page 12 of the printed re-
port: ““Inow move,on the part of the committee,
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the following: Strike out Article VITof the Con-
stitution, and insert the following as Article
VIII of the Constitution; viz: No person shall
be ordered priest or deacon until he shall have
been examined by the bishop and by two priests,
and shall have exhibited such testimonials and
other requisites as the canons, in that case pro-
vided, may direct. No person shall be conse-
crated bishop or ordered priest or deacon, unless
he shall at the time subscribe and make in the
presence of the ordaining bishop or bishops, the
following declaration:

I do believe the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New
Testaments to be the Word of God, and to contain all
things necesSary to Salvation, and I do Solemnly en-
gage toconform to the doctrines, discipline, and wor-
ship of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the United
States of America.

No person ordained by a foreign bishop, or by
a bishop not in communion with this Church,
shall be permitted to officiate as a minister of
this Church, until he shall have complied with
the canon or canons in that case provided, and
shall have subscribed the aforesaid declaration.

“I believe that this Article can hardly provoke
discussion,and I trust thatit may be immediately
put upon its passage. It is the existing order of
the Church, with some very slight changes by
substituting instead of ‘no person shall be ad-
mitted to Holy Orders,” the words used in the
Book of Common Prayer, ‘no person ordered
priest or deacon,’ and fixing the time at which
the subscription before ordination shall be made.
The declaration is without any change what-
ever; and the bishop elect is required to sign
the same declaration before his consecration.”

Dr. Easter, of Los Angeles, stated that hehad
no desire to prolong debate on the Article, but
+wished to offer an amendment, which was that
Article VIII of the proposed Constitution be
amended by striking out the word, ‘*doctrines’’
in line 9, so as to make it read ‘‘doctrine.’” Dr.
Easter stated his.reasons for the amendment,
claiming that it brought the language of the Ar-
ticle in harmony with the preface of the Book of
Common Prayer; that there'was a difference be-
tween the doctrine of the Episcopal Church of
the United States and the doctrines of the same.
He said that doctrine meant teaching, and one
could consent to the teaching of the Church,
meaning thereby when the teaching of the
Church is clearly made known, but dificulties
might be found in conforming to the doctrines
of the Church—that it might be difficult to de-

cide whether a certain docirine was a doctrine’

of the Church.

Dr. Dix said that in presenting the declaration
in its present form, the committee conformed
precisely to the language in the existing Article
VII, wherein it is ‘‘doctrines” and not ‘doc-
trine.”

A fter discussion,the amendment was agreed-to.

The Rev. Mr. Aves, of Ohio, moved to strike
out in line 10 of the Article reported by the com-
mittee, the words, ‘Protestant Episcopal,”
which amendment, on motion, was laid upon the
table.

Dr. Alsop, of Liong Island, moved to amend by
striking out the first clause, and insertingin lieu
thereof the clause in the old Constitution: “No
person shall be admitted to Holy Orders until
he shall have been examined by the bishop and
by two presbyters, and shall have exhibited
such testimonials and other requisites as the
canon in that regard shall have required ; nor
shall any person be ordained until he shall have
subscribed the following declaration.” On mo-
tion this was laid upon the table.

The question recurring on the amendment of
the committee with the amendment adopted as
proposed by Dr. Easter, of Los Angeles, the
question was taken by yeas and najys (dioceses
and orders) and resulted: Clerical, yeas, 58;
lay, yeas, 51; so that the amendment was adopt-
ed unanimously.

Dr. Dix then moved the following: ¢‘Strike
out Article VI, of the Constitution andinsert the
following as Article IX of the Constitution; viz.:
The mode of trying bishops shall be provided
by the General Convention. The court appoint-
ed for that purpose shallbe composed of bishops
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only. In every diocese, the mode of trying
presbyters and deacons may be instituted by
the convention of the diocese until the General
Convention shall provide a uniform judicial sys-
tem. The decisions of all courts of first instance
shall be subject to review by courts of revision
or appeal when the same shall be established or
provided by the General Convention. Nonebut
a bishop shall pronounce sentence of admoni-
tion, suspension, or degradation from the min s-
try, on any c’ergyman, whether bishop, presby-
ter, or deacon. A sentence of suspension shall
specify on what terms, or at what time, the
penalty shall cease.”’

Said Dr. Dix: By reference to page 35, it will
be seen that the committee struck out a large
part of the matter contained in Message No. 18.
It retained without change all the language of
Article VI of the present Constitution, providing
that the mode of trying bishops shall be by
General Convention and the bishops only. Very
important matters are introduced into this Ar-
ticle and now presented to the Convention for
consideration. By it the General Convention
might provide a uniform judicial system for
trying presbyters and deacons; that it further
provided for the establishment of courts of first
instance and courts of revision or appeal by the
General Convention. In calling the attention
of the Convention to this portion of the Article.
and speaking for himself individually, he
seemed as one invoking spirits from the vasty
deep; that the subject before the House involved
an infinite possibility of discussion; but he
would suggest that,as the Housedecided to take
thegerm of the provincial system, and that only,
and imbed it in the Constitution, it would be
proper for the House to take the germ of a judi-
cial system and place that in the Constitution.
It would be observed that the Article required
no such judicial system tobeestablished ; it sim-
ply provided that when the General Convention
should be ready to do so, it might provide for
courts of first instance and courts for revision
and appeal; tbat the proposition was on a line
with that so fully debated in -the case of the
formation of provinces, and that whatever ar-
guments were used pro and con on that occasion,
would, it seemed to him, be but a repetition of
debate which had already been carried on at
great length.

Dr. Richards, of Rhode Island, moved to
amend Article IX as reported by the committee,
by inserting in line 8, after the word, ‘‘suspen-
sion,’” the word, ‘‘deposition.” -Dr. Elliott, of
Washington, who had been requested by Dr. Dix
to answer questions touchiog this amendment,
said that by Canon 1, Title 10, ‘*deposition’ and
all like expressions were the same as ‘‘degrada-
tion.”

Dr. Egar, of Central New -York, moved an
amendment to the amendment of Dr. Richards,
omitting the word, ‘‘degradation,” and substi-
tuting therefor the word, ‘‘deposition.” The
Chair thought that the object sought by Dr.
Egar would be reached by a vote on the motion
of Dr. Richards. On motion, the amendment of
Dr. Egar was laid upon the table, by a vote of
202 to 79. .

The Chair stated the question to be on the
amendment of Dr. Richards, of Rhode Island,
by inserting the word, ‘‘deposition’ after the
word, ‘‘suspension’’; it was agreed to.

Dr. McKim inquired whether, if the proposed
Article of the committee be adopted, the deci-
sions of the diocesan courts of appeal would or
would not have power in the Church. Dr.
Elliott, replying to the question of Dr. McKim,
said that the principle underlying the adoption
of the Article was that in reference to provin-
ces: to plant a germ and leave it for develop-
ment; that it was simply to give the Conven-
tion power to do certain things in the future.
The reason why the committee had pursued
this course was that in times past there had
been numerous reports upon the judicial system
—reports upon appellate courts; that many of
the ablest men in the past had labored upon that
matter, but that every attempt to introduce a
uniform judicial system had been defeated. At
that time there was a grave doubt entertained
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whether under the Constitution the General
Convention had the power to institute such
courts. Havingread from a previous action of
the House, Dr. Elliott said: What is proposed
now is, that the General Convention, by amend-
ing the Constitution, shall remove that ques-
tion from the arena of debate, leaving for the
future the desirability of courts of appeal, and
the desirability of the proposed system. Re-
plying more specifically to the question as toex-
isting courts of appeal in the diocese, he said
that there would be no interference with such
courts until the General Convention had acted.
Thereare two new propositions in Article VI,and
they should be kept clearly distinct; first, that
until the General Convention shall have pro-
vided a uniform judicial system, the present
system would continue. It is very possible
there would be a very great lapse of time be-
fore the General Convention would succeed in
carrying that into effect. Up to that point the
Article proposed reads with the Article now ex-
isting. The other proposition was that all mat-
ters shall be subject to revision by the court of
appeals, when the same shall have been estab-
list:ed or provided for by the General Conven-
tion.

The hour for recess having arrived, the Chair
announced to the House t wo messages received
from the House of Bishops: Message No. 22, in-
forming the House of Deputies that the House
of Bishops had appointed a Committee of Con-
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on Message No. 9 of the House of Depu-
ties relating to Article II; Message No. 23,trans-
mitting a resolution providing that the next
triennial meeting of the General Convention
shall beheld in thecity of San Francisco, Cali-
£ rnia. Mr. Morgan, on behalf of the committee
of the House of Deputies, moved that the House
concur in the resolution with the House of
Bishops. Dr. Mann said that he had offered a
resolution favoring Kansas City as the next
meeting-place of the Convention, but was pre-
pared to vote for the presentresolution, because
the reason that would govern in the selection of
Kansas City, was equally as good with regard
to San Francisco—that the Convention should
be held in those portions of thecountry where
the influence of the Church is not felt. That,
said he, applies to San Francisco. The vote be-
ing taken by a division of the House, resulted,
ayes, 194; noes, 110; and the resolution.was
placed upon the calendar. Dr. Spalding, of
California, stated that the deputation from
California, for obvious reasons, had abstained
from voting.

AFTER RECESS

The House resumed the consideration of the
special order, the question being on Article IX
as reported by the committee.

Dr. Tucker, of Southern Virginia, moved to
amend ArticleIX, by striking outin lines 4 and 5
the words, ‘‘until the General Convention shall
provide a uniform judicial system?’; which,
on motion, was laid upon the table.

Mr. Fairbanks, of Fllorida, moved to amend by
substituting in the 4th line the word, ‘‘estab-
lish?’ for the word, ‘*instituted” ; which, on mo-
tion, was laid upon the table.

The Rev, Mr. Restarick, of Los Angeles,
moved to amend, by striking out the word,
“presbyter” in lines 8 and 10 of Article IX, and
inserting the word, “priest’’; which, on motion,
was laid upon the table.

Mr. Paine, of Massachusetts, moved to strike
out,in lines 2 and 3,the words,**the court appoint-
ed for that purpose shall be composed of bishops
only’’; which, on motion, was laid upon the
table.

Mr. Old, of Southern Virginia, said that he
proposed to ofter an amendment to a part of the
5th, 6th, 7th, and 8th lines of the Article as pro-
posed by the committee. In lieu of the words,
“the decision of all courts of first instance shall
be subject to review by courts of revision or
appeal, when the same shall be established or
provided for by the General Convention,” he
would substitute the words, ‘“the General Con-
vention shall have power to establish a court or
courts of appeal; and, when established, the de-
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cisions of all courts of first instance shall be
subject to review by such court or courts in
such manner as shall be prescribed by canon.”
It was moved that this amendment be laid upon
the table, but upon a division of the House this
motion was defeated by a vote of 144 noes to 112
ayes.

Dr. Fulton, of Pennsylvania, said that he ap-
prehended {the General Convention had power
to establish courts—ipse facto power; that he
thought that would be admitted; and then he
thought it exceedingly doubtful whethér the
General Convention ever would establish one
court of appeal in cases ecclesiastical. He
wanted to know how that could be done. A
trial might take place in some remote part of
the country, and where would apy general
court ever be found to meet that necessity? It
seemed to him to be quite impossible; and,
therefore, he did not thinkthepower which this
amendment was intended to assert for the Gen-
eral Convention-was a necessary power; but, if
it were, it was’ sufficiently included in the
power to establish courts. Again, the language
used by the committee provided for another
contingency than the present amendment would
—it permitted ‘‘courts ofrevisionor appeal when
the same shall be established or provided for by
the General Convention.”” That is sometking
the General Convention has never been able to
make up its mind to do; but, if ever the Church
should be divided into convenient districts
known as provinces, it might then provide that
the provincial synod should establish courts of
appeal in cases arising in its jurisdiction. Dr.
Fulton, therefore, thought that the proposed
amendment was not needed.

Mr. Old, of Southern Virginia, claimed that
it was doubtful whether the General Conven-
tion was clothed with the power of providing
courts of appeal or revision. One of the diffi-
cuities was that the provision for courts of ap-
peal,as used in thelanguage of this proposed rc-
vision, necessitates the formation of provinces;
in other words, that there could never be courts
of appeal except by establishing provinces in
the Church. If that idea were carried out there
would be provinces all over this broad ciuntry.
You would have different courts of appeal, and
they would never reach a question of uniform-
ity in decision until an appellate court to review
those decisions should be established.

Dr. Egar, of Central New York, said that the
object desired to be accomplished by the motion
before the House,was considered by the ccmmit-
tee and provided for in the report of the com-
mittee; that the committee had taken great
pains to consider almost every word of their
report, and that when they put in the word,
‘‘established,’” and also the words, ‘‘provided
for,” they designated two different ways in
which the courts might be established when the
wisdom of the General- Convention should turn
itself to that matter.

After further discussion, Mr. Stetson, of
New York, said that in legislating upon the
question of courts of appeal the House was not
only dealing with a subjzct that is difficult be-
cause of the constitution and character of the
Charch, but with a question which involved the
civil jurisdiction in California, and he therefore
desired to offer a substitute for Mr. Old’s
amendment; which was to insert iu Article IX
the following: “From time to 1ime the General
Convention by canon may establish or provide
for courts of appeal with power to review the
final determination of an inferior court, in the
manner and to such extent as shall be provided
by canon.”

Mr. Wilmer, of Maryland, said that heagreed
with the views expressed by the lay deputy
from New York, and the language used in his
amendment; but he thought the gentleman had
not covered the amendment of the gentleman
from Southern Virginia. It seemed tohim that
if such a division could arise in the House whea
there was no question before it, it ‘would arise
when there is a subject upon which men’s feel-
ings and passions .may have been' greatly ex-
cited. He thought the question should be set-
tled when it.could be done dispassionately.
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Mr. Old, of Virginia, at the suggestion of the
Chair, withdrew his proposed amendment in
favor of the one offered by Mr. Stetson, of New
York.

After discussion, Dr. Dix said that the com.
mittee had not had the opportunity of confer-
ring with all the members of the committee,
but it appeared from those who had conferred
that the amendment before the House met the
views of the committee.

The Chair stated that the question before the
House was to insert in lines 5, 6, 7, and 8, begin-
ning with the word, ‘decisions” and ending
with the word, ‘‘conventions,” the words,
“From time to time the General Convention, by
canon, may establish or provide for a court or
courts of appeal, with power to review the final
determination of an inferior court, in the man-
ner andsto the extent provided by suchcanon.”
The amendment was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. Stetson, of New York, and
after discussion, Article IX, together with all
suggested amendments, was recommitted to
the committee. Thereupon, Dr. Dix moved the
adoption of the resolution striking out Article
VIII of the Constitution and inserting Article X,
as follows: ‘The Book of Common Prayer and
Administration of the Sacraments and other
Rites and Ceremonies of the Church, together
with the Psalter or Psalms of David, the form
and manner of making, ordaining, and consecra-
ting bishops, priests, and deacons, the form of
consecration of a church ., . . shallbein use,etc.”
ODr. Dix said the Convention, by turning to
pages 30 and 3L of the printed report, would
have before them Article VIII of the Constitu-
tion as it now stands, and Article X c¢f the
Constitution which is proposed to be substituted
for it. The first change suggested is in the
language of the first sentence of Article VIIL of
the Constitution, when it speaks of ‘‘a Book of
Common Prayer,” etc., ‘‘when established by
this or a future General Convention, shall be
used,” etc.

Dr. Huntington,.of New York, said: “In no
spirit of bravado, and I trust in no spirit of ob-
stinacy, do I venture to renew to-day an amenad-
ment to this.Article which was offered three
years ago, and which suffered defeat;not dis-
honorable, but defeat. I venture to do it because
during these three years many things have hap-
pened, some of them at Rome, some of them in
London, and some of them in this country.
There is reason to believe that in many cases
the minds of men have been changed with ref-
erence to the purport of that amendment and to
its probable working in practice. Upon this
point. of course, I may be error—that is only my
opinion. But, if I am in error, it can be easily
demonstrated. This House has acquired a facil-
ity, which I never before knewit to attain, for
tabling matters. It will be open to any one to
prevent me appearing a nuisance to this House
in renewing the motion made three years ago,by
moving to table my motion. But I make itin
conscience. It is a measure which I believe to
be essential to the unification of the Christian
Church. My amendment is as follows:

Add to Article VIII of the Constitution the
following, to-wit: .

‘“‘But nothingin this Article shall be construed
as torestrain any bishop of this Church,acting
by and with the advice and consent of the
Standing Committee of his diocese or mission-
ary jurisdiction, from taking under his spiritual
oversight any congregation of Christian people,
not heretofore in communion with this Church,
which accepts the Apostles’ Creed and the Ni-
cene Creed, and whose minister having received
episcopal ordinaticn, shall covenant, as may be
prescribed by canon, to use in public worship
such form or directory as the said bishop shall
set forth and authorize;

* ‘Provided, such form or directory shall con-
tainor enjoin nothing contrary to the doctrine of
this Church, shall make provision for the apos-
tolicrite of Confirmation, and shall require, in
theadministration of the Sacraments of Baptism
and the Supper of the Liord, the unfailing use of
the words and elements ordained by Christ
Himself; and, provided, further, that no such
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congregation shall be admiited into union with
a diocesan convention or council until it has
been organized as a parish or congregation of
this Church, in accordance with canonical re-
quirements.’

“I should be sorry to see this Convention,
while holding its first session in the capital city
of the United States, do nothing to promote the
cause of unity, You ask me what bearing this
resolution has upon the cause of unity. Let us
look at the situation. Where do we stand? We
stand confronted on the one side by the solid
wall of Roman discipline. Is thereany hope of
corporate reunion with Rome to day? Let the
most sanguine speak. On the other hand, we
are confronted by organized bodies having a his-
tory back of them of which they are justly
proud—to whom we have appealed in times past
as organized bodies, and to whom we have ap-
pealed in vain. For myself, I may say that for
the last twenty years I have had no faith what-
ever in the projects of corporate reunion with
existing denominations of the land. They have
too many traditions back of them; they have
bound hand and foot ecclesiastical property,
which makes corporate reunion impossible.
What remains? Only appeal to scattered por-
tions of Christendom. You may say thatisa
forlorn hope. Consider the Lutheran bodies in
this country. The other day, in our missionary
meetings, when the missionaries were talking,
I noticed—I am quick to notice this point after
the experience of three years ago—no speaker
‘called forth a response so hearty and so earnest
as that of the Bishop of The Piatte, and no point
that he made struck home so forcibly as his re-
mark that the preacher must go before the
Prayer Book.

¢‘Mr. Chairman, can we constitutionally do
that to-day? Three years ago my tongue was
tied in the diocese of Minnesota. It was im-
possible, without being guilty of, indelicacy for
me to speak as frankly as Icould have wished;
but what was the fact in the diocese of Minne-
sota, where the session of the General Conven-
tlen was then being held? The fact was—and if
I am inerrorI ask the deputation from Mipne-
sota to correct me—that the handsomest piece
of missionary work in that diocese, and one of
the handsomest pieces of missionary work ever
dcne in this Church, was in accordance with
the principle of my amendment, and in direct
defiance of the Article of the Constitution. God
forbid that I should sit in judgment for a mo-
ment upon the diocese of Minnesota. I recog-
nize that theyproceeded upon the principle that
necessity knows no law. But are we prepared
to enact that as a part of the organic law of this
Church? Most of us believe in liberty that is
regulated by lawand the rubric of common-
sense. We want to have the liberty legalized
by constitutional law.

“Now, sir, I say it will be open to 'iny one to
move to table this resolution; I have a sincere
desire to save the time of the Convention. I
have not the slightest wish to push this matter
if I am doing it in defiance of good taste, or in
deflance of the wishes of this body. But I ven-
ture tbe assertion that no more important
measure can possibly come before us, than this
which removes a fatal bar to the first step to-
ward the reunion of scattered Christianity in
America.”

The Chairannouaced that the hour of adjourn-
ment had about arrived,and that the special or-
der would be suspended that he might lay a
message from the House of Bishops before the
House: which message announced that the
House of Bishops had appointed as members on
its part on the Board of Managers of the Board
of Missions, the Bishop of Dallas, the Bishop of
Southern Ohio, the Bishop of Western New
York, the Bishop of Milwaukee, and the Bishop
of Tokyo.

Dr.Davenport,from the Committee on Canons,
submitted a report on the memorial relating to
the missionary jurisdiction of Southern Florida
with regard to the right of a vote in the House
of Deputies, and asked that the committee be
discharged from furtber consideration of the
subject; which wasagreed to, and the matter
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was referred to the Committee on Constitu-
tional Amendments.
Whereupon,at 5. p. M., the House adjourned.

HOUSE OF BISHOPS

The first important business in the House was
the consideration of the report of a committee
on the re-arrangement of missionary jurisdic-
tions; no final action was reached. At the pres-
ent time many of the missionary districts are
not solaidoutas to be most conveniently reached
by the bishop in charge, and the purpese of the
House is to make some desired readjustment of
boundaries which will be the most ad vantageous
possible.

The vacancy on the Joint Commission on
Christian Unity was filled by the Bishop of Dele-
ware, while the Bishop of Marquette was ap-
pointed a member of the Joint Commission on the
Orders of the Church of Sweden. The memo-
rial of workers among colored people was re-
ferred to a committee consisting of the Bishops
of West Virginia, Pittsburgh, Easton, South
Carolina, and Kansas.

San Francisco was selected as the place of
next meeting, provided the Deputies concur,
and a message to that effect was sent to the
Lower House.

At the afternoon session the canon of marriage
and divorce was discussed, and some action was
taken, but no tinal results were made public.

THURSDAY, OCTOBER 13—EIGHTH DAY

Dr. Carey. of Albany, from the Committee on
the General Theological Seminary, submitted a
report of the committee on that institution,
the basis of which was the triennial report of
its trustees. The report showed the institution
to be in a most flourishing and flattering con-
dition.

Dr. Fiske submitted a report of the Commit-
tee of Conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on Message No. 9 (on Article II),
from the House of Deputies, recommending to
the House of Bishops concurrence in the amend-
ments to the Constitution proposed in that mes-
sage.

" Dr. Battershall, of Albany. submitted a con-
current resolution favoring the appointment of
a committee to attend the next general synod of
the Church of England in Canada. Agreed to.

Dr. Davenport submitted a report from the
Committee on Canons on the proposed amend-
ment to Canon 18, relating to the distribution of
alms on the visitation of bishops, and asked that
the committee be discharged from further con-
sideration. Placed upon the calendar.

Dr. Bodine, of Pennsylvania, submitted a con-
current resolution proposing an amendment to
the canon in relation to foreign and domestic
work in the missionary field. Agreed to.

Mr. Morgan, of New York, from the commit-
tee to select a place of meeting for thenext Gen-
eral Convention, reported that the Joint Com-
mittee had united in recommending the city of
San Francisco, California, as the place of meet-
ing of the General Convention of 1901, and
moved that the message from the House of
Bishops now on the calendar be taken there-
from and considered in connection with the res-
olution he had reported. Agreed to; and the
House proceaded to consider the subject.

Dr. Spalding, of California, said that it was
his profound conviction that the General Con-
vention should go to that portion of the country
where it would be of the most service for the
work of the Church; that personal feeling and
personal desire should not enter into the matter
at all; that he believed he voiced the sentiment
not only of the people of California, but of the
entire Pacific Coast under the circumstances
that now exist, that the triennial meeting of
the Convention in 1901 in California would
bring with it the greatest advantage to the
Church. He begged the Convention to learn
that California was no longer the farthest part
of the West, but that it was between the East
and the West—in the middle of the country. He
thought that before long it would be an Eastern
diocese. He said that in the next three years
great problems were to confront not only the

The Living Church

Church, but the people of the whole country, by
the inpouring of a vast population,due to the
annexation of Hawaii and the possible colonies
growing out of the Spanish-American War.

Dr. Huntington, of New York, suggested that
during the month of October in 1901, the ancient
University of Yale would be keeping its bi-
centennial, and while he did not say that that
and the fact that forty graduates of that uni-
versity were members of the Convention, were
a controlling argument in favor of the Conven-
tion being held in the East, yet he thought it
was worthy of consideration.

Mr. Stiness, of Rhode Island, thought there
would be many who could not spare the time to
go so far, and many who would not have the
means, and the Convention would, from those
facts, be small, and as it was to pass upon the
Constitutional revision, which tihie present Con-
vention had before it, he doubted the propriety
of holding the Convention in San Francisco.

Cries of question coming from all portions of
the House, the question was put on agreeing to
the resolution, and it was passed by an over-
whelming majority.

Dr. Bliss, of Vermont, submitted a concurrent
resolution providing that the report of the Com-
mittee on Christian Education be made the spe-
cialorder of the day for Saturday, Oct.22d, at
11 o'clock, the two Houses sitting in joint ses-
sion. Agreed to.

The Rev. Mr. Bollard, of Northern California,
submitted a concurrent resolution providing that
at the close of this session of the General Con-
vention, the treasurer of the Board of Missions
be authorized to refund to the clerical deputies
from the several missionary jurisdictions now
in attendance on the Convention, and upon
vouchers of the bishops incharge, the necessary
expenses of the several deputies during their
attendance on the Convention. Referred tothe
Committee on Expenses.

Mr. Spittle, of Oregon,submitted a concurrent
resolution providing that a committee consist-
ing of one bishop, one presbyter, and oneiay-
man, be appointed todraft an amendment to the
Constitution of the United States, providing
that Congress shall have power to establish uni-
form laws throughout the States and Terri-
tories, on the subject of marriage and divorce.
On motion, placed on the calendar.

The hour of 11 o’clock having arrived, the
House proceeded to the consideration of the spe-
cial order, Mr. Packard, of Maryland,in the
chair, the question being on Article X as pro-
posed by the committee, with the amendment
proposed by the Rev. Dr. Huntington, of New
York. Dr. Huntington desired to change the
form of his amendment; instead of tacking it on
as an amendment to the Article, which might
interfere with the passage of that Article, he
would put his amendment on its merits, and
therefore moved that it be taken vp after Article

X had been disposed of. This motion was
agreed to.

The House by dioceses and orders, then
unanimously adopted Article X as reported by
the committee.

Dr. Faude, of Minnésota, said: “I am sure
that there was not a single person who felt the
other day that there was any danger of Dr.
Huntington being possessed of a spirit of bra-
vado in bringing this very great subject before
the House for the third time. IfT believed as
intensely as he believes that this measure would
bring.:to us even the beginning of the union of the
Church, I would advocate it as profoundly and
as persistently as my time and strength would
enable me to do. The Rev. Doctor has given
more time to the question of practical methods
of attaining that unity for which so many of us
long, than perhaps any other member of the
Hounse. His opinions are entitled to that re-
spect which they receive. It will be remembered
that the subject wasfirst brought before the Gen-
eral Convention in 18Y2 in Baltimore; that after
it had been discussed for along time, the whole
matter, on motion of Dr. Huntington, was re-
referred to the Committee on Amendments to
the Constitution, for the purpose of having that
committee report something which would be
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more acceptable to the House. In consequence
of that recommittal, the committee presented
two resolutions: one that the Convention re-
affirm the Chicago-Lambeth Declaration; the
other, that the Committee on Amendments to
the Constitution report on the subject whether
the Chicago-Lambeth Declaration required any
change to be made in the organic law of the
Church. The first of these resolutions was
passed; the second was voted down, indicating
on the part of the House the opinion thatit was
not necessary to have any legislation by which
the worcding of the Chicago-Lambeth Declara-
tion might be made effective. In 1895, practi-
cally the amendment which we have before us
now, was presented and referred to the Com-
mittee on Amendments to the Constitution,
from which there was a majority and minority
report. The signers of the minority report had
grown in number since the last Convention,from
one to six. The final vote on the matter in |,
1895 was in fractions rather than numbers; but
they can be verified by reference to the Journal
of the Convention. One third of the dioceses
through their deputies, voted for the proposi-
tion; two-thirds either against it or divided.
The proposition is now before us for the third
time, and its terms are practically the same. I
will not repeat what I have before said on the
subject, but will callattention to the provisions
of this amendment.

“In the first place the bishops of the dioceses
shall set forth certain formulas to be used in

.public worship by ministers who having received

episcopal ordination, shall covenant to use the
same. The Bishop must act with the advice
and consent of the Standing Committee. The
first objection, it seems to me, is right there—
that we are placing in the power of the bishop
alone, and not in the bishop as a college or a
house, but of single and individual bishops, the
power of prescribing formulas of worship, pro-
vided such form shall contain.or enjoin noth-
ing contrary to the doctrine of this Church.
But it will be an exceedingly difficult mat-
ter to determine what is contrary to the
doctrine of this Church, because we do not al-
ways know just what these formulas are. They
are not to be presented to the General Conven-
tion ; they are not to be presented to the House
of Bishops; they can be found out occasionally
from time to time, and then there might result
ecclesiastical trials, something having been set
forth and permitted to be used which it is be-
lieved is contrary to the doctrine of the Church.
Moreover, the Convention wisely reserved to it-
self all changes in the Bookwof Common Prayer,
and we have a great security therein; for oft-
times it has happened that clergymen in charge
of parishes are mystic, sometimes bordering on
the heretical; but the people have always felt
that our safeguard is in the Book of Common
Prayer, and, moreover, men have come to feel
that in this Church of ours there is a stability,
a strength, and a firmness, which is gratifying
in view of all that is so ephemeral and transient
in the religious bodies about us. If it be said
that the Standing Committees are a safeguard
in this case, let me call attention to the fact that
it is possible for a bishop to control a Svtanding
Committee. We have known instances in which
the bishop was able to control the election of a
Standing Committee, in which he was able to
control the election of - other officials. But, at
least, the Standing Committee has been under
the control of a bishop oftentimes Andilet me
remind you that it is the bishop whose views are
the most extreme who will use that power of
controlling the Standing Committee.

¢‘Now, Mr. Chairman, I know that it is well
for us to assume that everything will be done
in an honorable and upright way. But suppose
a bishop believes that such a thing is necessary
not only to the well-being of the Church, but
even the being of the Church, can we find fault
with him because he uses all the power in his
control, moral influence, and every other kind
of influence which his position as a bishop
grants to him? We have said to him: ‘Use

the order, and permit to be used whatsoever

formulas you see fit.’ It seems to me a great
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safeguard of the Church would be taken away
by adopting this Article to the Constitution.

“I think this ameéndment is one that will give
two mistaken notions. Inthe tirst place, it will
give the mistaken notion to the people about us
that we differ from the religiousbodiesaround us
only in our Church polity, and what has been
sometimes expressed as the Ecclesiastical Or-
der. There is no difference between us only in
that, and even that we are proposing to modify
80 that it shall be acceptable to all. Inthe next
place, it will give the mistaken notion that we
now have become larger-hearted—that we now
repent of our narrowness and exclusiveness—
and that was all the lack there was. And we
now open the doors. But the difference be-
tween us and American Protestantism is some-
thing more than mere Church polity. Underly-
ing it allis what I shall call the Church idea—
the idea of a divinely established Church,which
idea involves subordination and submission, and
does not permit the individual to magnify his
personal preferences int2 a matter of difference.
into a matter of separation, into a matter of
schism,

+May I call attention to what the reverend
Doctor from New York said—to what he was
pleased to call the finest example of missionary
work in the entire Northwest? I do not know
that I use his exact words; but the impression
that was left upon my mind was that he wished
to convey the idea to members of this House
that that work was an exceedingly fine piece of
work. Be it so; there are parties in Minnesota
whorecognize it as being just what the reverend
Doctor expressed it to be to us. Then I vvould
say to you that, in the first place, there is not
very much of parallelism between the proposi-
tion which is before us and that work of which
he was pleased to speak so highly. And I call
the attention of this House to the fact that in

3his great congregation—and there is only one,
ibythe way, to which the reverend Doctor must
have referred—the situation is not at all a par-
allelism to this. There the members of the
Swedish National Church had been brought up
under liturgical forms, accustomed to bishops,
believing in the Apostolic Succession, confirmed
as they understood Confirmation (though we
know it was by presbyters, but in that matter
the Greek Church is at one with them) ; the in-
stances are not at all similar. Those people de-
sire to be placed under the government of bish-
ops simply and solely because they are accus-
tomed to bishops, and for a time they had done
in this country the only thing that they could
do; namely, attached themselves to the Swedish-
speaking peoplein a Lutheran Communion found
here. When the opportunity presented itself,
they expressed a desire to return to the fold.
‘The success seen in the Swedish workin the city
of Minneapolis is not due to any sort of system
such as this proposed. Thesuccess of it is due to
the fact that there is there one ofsthe most ear-
est and godly men, highly educated in the uni-
versities of his own country, a believerin the
highest of sacramental creeds—a man of such
earnest and intense enthusiasm that no matter
what particular form his environment might
take, he would make that a success. But he
has done that work bscause, on the one hand, he
has been able to restore to his people that which
circumstances had taken away, and in the next
place, because of his own earnest and intense
godliness.”

Dr. Leffingwell. of Quincy, spoke next: *Itis
a great satisfaction to be allowed to follow my
reverend brother from Mianesota, and to cor-
Toborate—though such may not be needed—his
remarks vpon the Swedish work that is going
on in Minnesota, of which I know something in
particular, and especially as the one to which he
refers,and who is doing such a grand work, was
under my observation before he went to Minne-
sota. Asthis work in Minnesota has been taken
for an illustration, urged upon us as a reason for
the adoption for this amendment—a reason sat-
isfactory to those who have used it—I am very
.glad that it has been shown that no amendment
‘to the Constitution is needed to give to that
work all the power that it needs. The same
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may be said of the Swedish work in Chicago.
For forty years the Swedish Prayer Book has
been used in Chicago by the Swedish congrega-
tion, and at first under the sanction and by the
appointment of the late Bishop Whitehouse
who was a great man among the Fathers, and
about whose action no suggestion of defiance
was ever made, no question of violution of the
Constitution was ever raised, in the General
Convention. Similar work is going on in Gales-
burg. The Bishop of Quincy has authorized the
use of the Swedish Prayer Book there. The
question is one of epening the Church to any con-
gregation of Christian people which has not been
in communion with the Church—whether they
should have another kind of worship and we
should have two kinds of congregation, and the
missionary would have to ask: Waill you have
the Church with the Prayer Book, or the
Church without the Prayer Book? It seems to
me a very strange condition of things would be
established. We have been straining at gnats,
and now we are asked to swallow a whole
camel! The conservatism of this body may be
trusted to resist anything which will minimize
the use and benefit-of the Prayer Book in the
Church. Of course, conservatism may go too
far, and in some directions, perhaps, it has gone
too far; and for one, I have to thank the deputy
from New York, the author of this resolution,
more than any other man, for having overcome
that conservatism and set in motion the enrich-
ment and revision of the Prayer Book. Ire-
member with great pleasure to-day how,twenty
years ago, in the Convention in Boston,he made
that magnificent speech in favorof Prayer Book
enrichment, for from that the movement was
begun. Itseemsthat we have another twelve
or fifteen years of consideration of how the
Prayer Book is to beused. We have been rea-
sonably consistent about that, and the world
knows what to expect about the use of the
Prayer Book. The amendment which is sug-
gested, or the addition suggested to the Consti-
tution, as we have seen, is not needed in the
Swedish work, which is going on without it.
Then, what is it needed for? Can it be shown
how there is to be any benefit come from open-
ing the doors here and leaving the use of the
Prayer Book practically voluntary? Rather
than encourage Christian denominations to come
to us with theypermission to neglect the Prayer
Book, ignore the Prayer Book, I, for one, would
encourage them to use the Prayer Book before
they come to us, I would like to take the sect
name off the Prayer Book, the ‘Protestant Epis-
copal,’ and have it read, ‘The Book of Common
Prayer according to the use of the Church in
the United States.’ I believe the use of the
Prayer Book is increasing, that love for it is
growing -outside of the Church, and what we
need in the way of Church extension is to dis-
tribute that Praver Book throughout theland. If
we do this the people will come to us, and before
they come to the door of the Church, they will
know something about the Prayer Book. It is
not the disuse that we need, it is the encourage-
ment of the use of the Prayer Book by all the
people of the land before they come into union
with this Church.”

Dr. Prall, of Michigan, said that there had
come into the Church in Michigan a parish of
the Reformed Protestant Episcopal Church.
How did they enter the doors of the Church? In
a very short way, and practically in the way
that was outlined in the amendment offered by
the deputy from New York. This denomina-
tion used the reformed Prayer Book. as they
callit. They came to the bishop of the diocese,
and the bishop had statesmanship enough to
have himself elected rector—of what? Of a Re-
formed Episcopal parish. He did not say to
them: ¢‘Now you must use your old Prayer
Book or the Prayer Book of the Church,’ but he
said it would be a good thing to usethat Prayer
Book. They were not Episcopalians; they were
not members of this Church; they chose to use
our Prayer Book ad interim; they might have
chosen to use only some parts of it ad interim.
Not the bishop and not the diocese could force
them to use anything—until when? Until they

OcT. 22, 1898

knocked at the doors of our Convention and
asked to be admitted as a parish. Then they
were told to obey the canons. That was the po-
sition of the deputy from New York.

Dr. Greer, of Now York, said: ‘‘Mr. Presi-
dent, members of the Convention: It gives me
great pleasure to second and endorse, and, with
such capacity as I possess, to advocate, the
proposition of my colleague from New York. I
confess thatthree years ago when he introduced
this, or a similar proposition, although support-
ing it, I waslukewarm inmy support. But sub-
sequent reflection, and particularly subsequent
experience, has persuaded me that the proposi-
tion is wise and right in the broadest sense—
statesmanlike and practical. I believein it be-
cause, as has been said upon the floor of this
House—not at this session but at other times—
because it is consistent with the declaration
which this Church has put forthin the Chicago-
Lambeth four-fold principle or platform, and
which it declared to be,so far as it was con-
cerned, the best for the unification of the Chris-
tian world.

“Gentlemen, did we mean it, or did we not
mean it? If we did not mean it, or if we have
changed our minds, then let us go back to that
point, and there at the beginning withdraw
that proposition from the vision of the Christian
world. That, I submit, in such a case is the
only manly and straight-forward thing to do. If
we did mean it, and I take it that we did, and
that we do, let us make room for the logical, le-
gitimate, and practical operation and applica-
tion of the principle. Gentlemen, it is wise to
doone thing or another; this or that, and to do
each of them thoroughly. It is not wise; we
are told, to pursue in some cases a middle
course. It may be wise, it has been said, either
to jump the chasm or not to jump; but it is cer-
tainly foolish after we have started to jump, to
exhibit a faltering purpose and to check the
horse; for then the last estate will be worse
than the first, and we will fall into the ditch of
American contempt. .

‘‘Again, I believe in the amendment., because
I believe thisis the place to do it—that this is
the time. What is it we are doing now? We
are formulating the fundamental law of the
Church, What is the fundamental law of the
Church? We have been required by the exi-
gency of circumstancas to-day to look at our-
selves carefully, searchingly, in order to ascer-
tain what we fundamentally hold; and we have
said to the world that we fundamentally hold,
and shall forever hold, the great fourfold decla-
ration as set forth in the Chicago-Lambeth Plat-
form; that we will never surrender the two
Creeds, the two Sacraments, the Historic Episco-
pate, the Canonical Scriptures. That is the
fundamental norm of this Church. Other things
perhaps we may hold; but we hold that to be
fundamentally true, and now we are elaborating
still further the fundamentallaw of the Church.
This, I .maintain, is the time, and this the place,
in which to make provision in that fundamental
law of the Church for the free development and
growth of what we declare to be the fundamen-
tal norm.

“Finally and chiefly, I believein the amend-
ment, because I believe it is the most effectual
way in which to reach not only the Swedes of
the North-west, New York, and New England,
but the most effectual, perhaps the only way
in which we can reach the peoples who are com-
ing here in large numbers through all our ports
of entry, crowding in our cities, spreading over
our plains, cultivating our farms, working our
mines, becoming integral parts of our American
life and population. They come from the Old
World. They come, even the most illiterate of
them, with the instinct of history in them, in
sympathy, by inheritance, with an historical
Church such as ours. They do not know the
Prayer Book yet nor love it as we do; but give
them a chance,and they will learn to take it and
to love it, if we can only meet them half way,
not by changing the Prayer Book—that is not
the purpose of the resolution—but by setting
forth in a proper way a sort of provisional
oftice, a sort of pontoon bridge thrown out to
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them, and over which they may cross into fel-
Jowship with the Church.

*‘Mr. President and gentleman, I know where-
of Tspeak. May I not be permitted a personal
reference? In the parish with which I have
the honor to be connected, there are every Sun-
-day, and more or less during the week, minis-
trations in seven different languages and to
:seven different peoples. They are all using the
offices of the Prayer Book, as they would not be
using those offices if it had been required of
them that they should use them at first. For-
tunately,thereis a wise, practical statesmanship
administrating the diocese of New York, and it
is not required of us that we shall ask that they

use this’Prayer Book; and as a result, they are -

using it, if not in translated form in every case,
-.on paper, and before them, they are doing so by
‘means of a translator who translates tae offices
for them.

»It requires no prophet’s vision to look for-
ward and see the time in the not distant future
‘when all peoples, tribes, kindreds, and tongues
will be crowding this great American continent
from ocean to ocean. Let us exhibita wise,
ipractical statesmanship, let us be wise men and
brethren in our day and generation, and these
peoples, coming from the Old World, will be pre-
pared to be gathered into the old Church.
‘Through the agency of the Church they will be
‘prepared for good citizenship. We shall do a
great religious work and a great patriotic work,
and we will make this Church indisputably, be-
yond cavil and question,not merely in name, but
in fact, the Church of the American people.’’

The Rev. Mr. Nichol, of Minnesota, said: ‘“The
splendid spectacle of our Swedish missionary
work in Minnesota is familiar to you all. What
is the key-note to that work, what lies behind

ts strength and power? Gentlemen, it is the ex-

eptional and splendid statesmanship of the
episcopate of Minnesota, who saw the necessity
‘when that great body of Swedish Christian peo-
ple came in our midst and was before us as a
religious problem, to grant to them this provi-
sion that the honorable deputy from New York
«desires to incorporate into the Constitution—to
grant to them for the time being to worship ac-
«cording to their established usage. Members of
their national Church can come to us with their
historic Churchmanship, can come to us in
America with all the things to which they are
accustomed, but they cannot bring to America
their national Church. And shall not the Amer-
ican Church, in incorporating Swedish Church-
4men, or any other national Churchmen who have
.an historic ministry, sacraments, and creeds of
our Lambeth Platform, be allowed at least for
‘the time being the formulas to which they are
accustomed and which are endeared to them?
“Why, gentlemen,it is one of the saving features,
-as this plan comes to us, that they shall find in
the American Church the old liturgy which
‘they have loved. Little by little they may be-
come accustomed toour liturgy.

“The Article of the Constitution to which this
addition is to be made is an Article bearing on
‘the Prayer Book. It has been shown in the ses-
sions of the Board of Missions, and with the ap-
Jplause of this House unconcealed, that in our
great missionary work as an American Church,
there must go forth certain features of our
‘Christianity before the Prayer Book, and that
:this Church must commend itself to those who
are not familiar with our Prayer Book. There
:must be given an opportunity to learn to love
the Prayer Book, and the Prayer Book must
commend itself to them by degrees. I say it was
the splendid statesmanship of the Bishops of
Minnesota that secured the results in that State.
That parishis not the only parish in Minnesota
in which tbe same results have been obtained
on just the provision recommended by the hon-
.ored member from New York; but this thing
has been accomplished contrary to the law of
the Church. What the learned deputy from
New York desires to secure is that this thing
which you all applaud, which commends itself
to both your consciences and American Chris-
tianity, should be made a matter of law ; that we
-should not be found saying amen to the action of
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a bishop of this Church, which is not in accord-
ance with our fundamental law. It is well that
the fundamental law of the American Church
should embody somewhere in its language that
which is courageous, that which lifts up the
vision and the heart to the splendid future in
which the American Church shallbe the Church
all-embracing of the peoples and tongues that
come into the American nation. I exhort you,
gentlemen of this House, to admit into the Con-
stitution this addition to the tenth Article pre-
sented by the prophet of the American Church,
which, while it may have some features that
may not commend themselves to your judgment,
will have a large feature of prophetic outlook
for which this Church is seeking.”

Dr. Jewell, of Milwaukee, took the floor in
opposition to the amendment. It is with cer-
tain regret that I shall endeavor to speak upon
this question. I do so only because I feel tbat
there are vital principles at stake. My aim is to
call the attention of this House calmly to those
principles. I ask the members of this House to
keep in mind the fact that this is not a matter of
sentiment; it is a matter of constitutional law;
and those who are acquainted with the work-
ings of law, know that there is nothing more
dangerous in the enactment of law for the ad-
ministration of justice, than the admission of
that one thing, sentiment.

“I stand, I venture to say, with you in behalf
of the ancient traditions of the Church. This is
a wholly new movement. You do not find it in
the past; it has not been the tradition of the
Church; it has not been a principle of this
Church; it has not been a voice of this Church
to open two doors of entrance into the Church—
a main door and a side door—and side doors are
always suspicious! [Laughter| And I hold, sir,
that the door by which the children of the
Church come into the Church, is none too
straight for those who are not the children of
the Church. There are those here who know
how this principle works in other bodies, and
who say, with us, every man has to come in
through the same door. And I take it that was
practically the voice of our Blessed Lord ; for He
said, ‘I am the door of the Church,’ and not the
‘doors of the Church.’

“I stand,also,for consistency in our legislation.
Are we to be called upon tomake a fundamental
provision in our law for an exceptional case, a
rarely exceptional. case a totally exceptional
case? There is no great demand for this;
and while I say this, I have the profound-
est sympathy for that Swedish congrega-
tion of which mention has been made. I
know something of those men, have bad some
correspondence with them, and if I had the
means of some men, I would not talk about the
Swedish congregation,but I would put myhands
in my pocket and give it everything it needed.
I ask you if it is a principle in the American na-
tion to attempt class legislation? And is not
this an effort at classlegislation—legislation for
an exceptional and isolated class—a class with
which I sympathize. But this is a matter of
constitutional law and not of sentiment.

“I stand not only for our traditions and con-
sistency in legislation, but I stand for the in-
tegrity of our system and the honor of our
Prayer Book. This proposition, if carried, will
relieve the minister of the daily offices, and
those daily offices havebeen the Church's safe-
guard against those things commonly known as
irreverent in the house of God. Let them ob-
serve the Morning and Evening Prayer, and
then let the bishop allow them to have such
supplementary service as may be suitable to
their condition. But by the adoption of this
resolution we' shelve the liturgy of the Church.
Are you prepared to do that—the liturgy of the
Church which has come from the fire of perse-
cution—a liturgy like the white garments worn
by the elect in the kingdom of God—a white
garment which has been touched and illumi-
nated with divine splendor? Are we willing to
place this before the world? T hold that we
are bound to stand by the Prayer Book, and
tbhat if we adopt this we are laying the ax at
the very root of the Prayer Book—we are cast-
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ing discredit on it; we are saying this is not and
cannot be the unalterable law of the Church.

“I ask you not to indorse this resolution. It
is contrary to the traditions of the Church; it
will produce dissent instead of unity; it legis-
lates for a class, and lays upon the shelf the
liturgy of the Church, and discredits and lays
open to aspersion the Book of Common Prayer.*

Dr. Stone, of Chicago: ‘Mr. Chairman, it is
with some anxiety and much reluctance that
I venture to claim the attention of the Conven-
tion upon the subject now before it, and this is
because I feel very deeply the importance of our
Church liturgy. I am one who should be num-
bered among those who look forward with
hopeful h=arts to the day when a divided Chris-
tendom will be united in one Holy Catholic and
Apostolic Church. But, though I have that
feeling very strongly in my heart, I neverthe-
less feel that the present resolution will not
reach the desired end, will not help toward it;
and that for several reasons.

“‘First of all, it has been stated in the House
that the very thing which is proposed to be
done by this resolution has already been done;
and the charge has been made that the Bishops
of Minnesota have already deparfed from the
constitutional law of the Church in admitting
into their communion religious bodies under
similar conditions with those suggested by the
resolution. It is further stated that in a great
church in the city of New York seven communi-
ties have learned to use the Book of Common
Prayer, having first permission, or some allow-
ance whereby they might use some other form
beforehand. J do not wish to say or imply that
the .bishops referred to, or rector who made the
statement, did violate any principle of ecclesias-
ticallaw. But, if they have the privilege, if
they have done it—if it is being done again and
again—if wefind a way whereby an exceptional
case (if one arises) can be taken into our con-
sideration, and we may take that into our
Church, whv should we be asked to make a law
which has already bee-~ acted upon, and which
many of us do not desire to say anything
about.” Speaking of the Chicago-Lambeth
Platiorm, Dr. Stone said that he did not know
that the four conditions were intended to be at
any time more than the minimum. In this mat-
ter he said he was speaking for himself, not as
a representative in any way; that if anybody
wanted to come in on those four conditions, we
should speedily find some other condition. We
have put it before the world, and bow has the
world received it? Two bodies only ventured
to touch upon it; one, our Presbyterian friends
who have refused any further communication
with us in the matter, and the other body bas
condemned our orders altogether. They did
not consider the Lambeth Platform. But now
we come out and say that we are so anxious,
that if, upon any condition, they may desire to
come in, we will make room for them.

‘‘Let us look at this proposition for a moment.
I believe in the first place that any congrega-
tion that is willing to accept the spiritual over-
sight—I am not quite sure whether I understand
what that means, whether legally or morally,
compulsory, suggestive, or advisory—whatever
it may be, any congregation that is willing to
put itself under the direction, spiritual or oth-
erwise, of our bishops, will be quite ready to
accept the Church's teachings. I do not think
for one moment that they will accept the whole
Church teaching. They will accept the Episco-
pacy and accept the Book of Common Prayer.
The clergyman is to receive episcopal ordina-
tion, and having received episcopal ordination,
what is he to do? He is to violate the condition
upon which he receives that ordination. He
signs a declaration that he will conform to the
doctrines, discipline, and worship, of the Prot-
estant Episcopal Church. He has no sooner
signed it than he is allowed to go out and per-
form a worship that will not be the worship of
the Protestant Episcopal Church. He is not,
obliged to conform to that which every other
regularly ordained clergyman is obliged to do.
Are we willing to give episcopal ordination
without episcopal obligation?
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“Then, again, I ¢laim that in -doing this and
allowing these congregations to use such form
and directory as the bishop shall set forth, we
are opening the door to Congregationalists. We
give to these separate congregations under the
law and will of the individual bishop, just such
a form of worship as they may desire; we give
to the stranger what we deny to the son. If I
were to claim the right to use in my parish the
First Book of Edward VI, there would be a
storm throughout the country, notwithstanding
the fact that the First Book of Edward VI. is
in Catholic conformity with the doctrines and
discipline of the Protestant Episcopal Church.

But a stranger, forsooth, may use any form that.

an individual bishop may choose to permit.

“Ido not wish to speak disparagingly of bish-
ops, but there are bishops and bishops. It is
possible that the bishop who presided over the
diocese with which I might be connected, may
put forth for these brethren a form of worship
that might not be altogether acceptable to some
dioceses. Therefore, I say it is bringing in the
principle of division. I ask: Is there any ap-
plication coming from any religious body out-
side this Communion asking us to do anything
of the sort? They do not ask us to take them
in. It seems that when a separate little body
comes, the bishop, as in Minnesota, or the rec-
tor, as in New York, finds a way in which it
may be done. But we, as a body, have had no
application presented to us. We are not asked
to do it. Sentimentalism outside, if you will al-
low me say it, induced the Chicago Lambeth
Declaration. But our approaches havemet with
no favorable response; outside bodies are refus-
ing to yield toour charm. I contend that, until
they ask, until they are convinced that they
are in a wrong position, it is beneath the digni-
ty of this body to make any further overtures—
it is unnecessary, it is unwise, it is laying the
foundation for division among ourselves; and,
therefore, I, for one, sincerely holding to the
principle of Church unity with the honored and
respected deputy from New York, hope that
this resolution may not be carried by this Con-
vention.”

Dr. Huntington, the mover of the resolution,
in answer to the inquiry whether there was
any application from, or desire on the part of,
outside denominations, read a pencil note which
he had received from a highly cultivated col-
ored man asking him to state how his resolu-
tion, if adopted, would effect the colored Church.

Dr. McConnell, of Long Island, hoped that the
resolution of Dr. Huntington would prevail, and
he said the feeling of the Church generally, and
to some extent that of the Convention, was that
they not only wanted to do the thing which was
right, but that which was generous; but were
restrained from doing the generous thing from
fear of some consequences which might follow.
The proposition from the deputy from New York
was not the proposal of a new thing, but to reg-
ulate by law a principle which already exists,
and which, without regulation of law, was un-
speakably dangerous. Attention had been called
by a number of speakers to the fact that the
power which this resolution asks for already
existed,and was in the handsof the bishops; also,
that they had exercised the power, and might
continue to exercise it at their own will and
pleasure. Do the gentlemen who make that
contention realize what it means? Thatif it be
true that any bishop, anywhere, had the consti-
tutional right to provide excsptional services
for exceptional cingregations within his mis-
sionary jurisdiction, what regulation was there
to control the services which he might allow
them?

There are certain persons in the Church, as
in a certain political party, who, above all
things, want to keep it select; it was not a
great many years ago when a political party of
this country was represented by leaders who
desired to keep it select, and its selectness was
at the expense of its numbers, for at the next
election its leaders were all retired. To keep
an organ‘zation select is not its first object, and,
least of all, the object of the living Church of
God, whose first objectis propagation—to extend
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itself. In this country there was a condi-
tion of things which the Church had never be-
fore faced, and members of the Convention
should be men of understanding of the times
and ready todo the things which they ought to
do. He asked whether gentlemen were pre-
pared to say they were going to make the
Prayer Book the first consideration, and fly in
the face of Catholic custom. Look at what the
House had done. It hasmade it practically im-
possible by the provisions which have just been
adopted—a provision which requires the consent
not only of the Honse of Bishops and House of

Deputies, but a majority of all entitled to seats-

in the House of Bishops and fTouse of Deputies
for two conventions—has made impossible any
other change in the Prayer Book for a hundred
years to come. - That being done, all congrega-
tions of the Church have their rights safe-
guarded—the Prayer Book cannot be mutilated.
This was not a proposition to emasculate the
Prayer Book; this it has nothing whatever to
do with any member of the congregation of this
Church, but is a regulation of the way in
which bishops should deal with people who
were not members of the Church untilsuch time
as they should become members. He asked
whether the Church wanted those congrega-
tions—whether it was wanted that the Church
should grow or remain select. *‘‘You can take
your choice, but you cannot have both. One-
third of the ministry has come from other de-
nominations, and more than one-third; every
year ministers from other denominations are
asking for ordination, and they are received
into our Church, sometimes gladly and some-
times not so gladly. Notice the conditions—
every one who came was compelled to come
alone, and was stripped of his constituency;
could bring no one with him. But let the pend-
ing proposition be enacted, and the minister
could come and bring his congregation with
him; could come without having to wander up
and down in dry places (having been stripped
of his priesthood) seeking something to eat and
finding little.”

Dr. Parks, of Massachusetts, said: ‘*Mr.
Chairman, as I have listened to some of the
speeches that have been made this morning, I
have been reminded of a story familiar, no
doubt, to a good many, of a captain of a tug boat
in a race with a rival tug boat. He called down
the tube to the engineer: ‘Say, Mac, is them
bolts all tight?’ The answer came up: ‘You
‘bet! and the boy is settin’ on the safety-valve!’
[Laughter.] In this Convention we may tighten
up tbe bolts of the machinery in such a way that
we shall be in danger of breaking the machine
rather than of accomplishing the voyage. It
has been said thav sentiment has no place in
law. I do not care to enter into the discussion
of that question. I venture to assert that it is

‘impossible to keep sentiment out of discussion

of questions of law, unless you have questions
of law discussed by phonographs. If you have
living men discussing things, you must have the
whole of the mandiscuss them and not one part
of him. Now, sir, in regard to this matter of
the fear that some men seem to have that the
bishops might suddenly break out into the
wildest sort of antics; in the history of the
Church, what reason have we to anticipate such
a dreadful calamity as that? We can either
trust the bishops or we cannot trust them; if we
cannot trust them, let us abolish them; but if
we trust them, let us make it possible for them
to do the work of the Church in the largest and
noblest way. We are the possessorsand, with
the clergy, are the custodians of the most in-
estimable blessing in our liturzy, or we are
slaves under a heavy yoke which we would
gladly break. If we are the custodians of this
inestimable treasure, let us rejoice in our oppor-
tunity, and not complain that somebody may get
it in a way in which we have not received it. I
have had the great fortune to be born and bred
in this Church, and have neverknown anything
but our liturgy, and I am still in the House of
Deputies. [Laughter.]

“Now, to deal with this thing seriously. Let
us admit, as the distinguished and learned
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deputy from Milwaukee has said, that it is con-
trary to our traditions. Iadmit it. ButI call
your attention to the fact that we have come to-
a critical period in the history of the United
States, when traditions of the past will no:
longer help us in the untrodden paths in which
we are called to walk. We need a new light-
for a new day; and while it may be true
that this would be a departure, we must re-
member that heretofore in the history of the:
United States we have been dealing with indi-
viduals,or at most, with families, in the country..
But now, we are dealing with islands and na-
tions, and perhaps adherence to the old rule
will not work in the new exigencies. In this.
Church vhe only problem which has been before:
us in the past hundred years, was so to place:
ourselves before an American community that.
we could infiluence them against their preju-
dices. But the opportunity is opening before:
us, as a Church, as the opportunity is opening:
before us as a nation, to enlarge the bounds no
longer by the process of admission here and
there through the Custom House, but we wel-
come great bodies of men with all the tra-
ditions that are healthy, with all the customs.
that are not contrary toour conception of the
highest civilization. The opportunity has come
for us to do something more than we have done:
in the past—to make it possible for the minister:
of a Christian congregation to stand before his.
people and say: My brother, the time has
come when I can no longer worship God in the:
old provincial style; I will not leave you, but E
will ask you to go with me that we may learn
together this new way of God, and take up the
heritageof eur fathers in England, which, un-
der the evil exigencies of civil war in England,
were laid aside for a little while—we will take
up the old way and use it little by little asit
seems to us possible in our changed condition.
If, Mr. President, once in a while the ancient-
feeling were to come upon that minister and
that congregation with no stated form of prayer
that would fully express their gratitude to the
Spirit’s voice, and the minister were to lift up
his heart in unprepared phrase to thank God
for his mercy in Christ, who would be shocked,
who would be hurt if God received it?"

Mr. Temple, of Vermont, read an extract.
from the report of the Lambeth Conference om:
Christian Unity, adding that the Convention
had been reminded by the clerical deputy frome
Chicago, that the outeide Christian world would
smile a broad smile at the impracticability of the
utterances of the resolutions of the Lambeth:
Conference. What they are smiling at is the
gross inconsistency of the Convention. No one:
on the fioor would deny, in common sense and
common hospitality, that when one invites a.
gentleman to visit him in his bome, and be at-
home there, it would be wrong to muzzle:
the knocker and tie up the door bell.

The Chair announced the appointment of the
delegation to present the greetings of the Amer-~
ican Church at the Canadian Church council.

+ AFTER RECESS

The House resumed the consideration of the:
special order, the question being on a resolution
of Dr. Huntington, of New York. The Rev.
Mr. Rogers of Texas said, that when the Bishop-
of Vermont so clearly stated his reasons for the
use of the Prayer Book in parochial Missions,
and equally clearly made it known that the
work of the Church should be done by other:
methods than elaborate ritual, he did not mean:
that the Prayer Book was not afterward to be:
used in the same place and by the same people.
Mr. Rogers thought that the Bishops who fol-
lowed him, the Bishop of Marquette and the
Bishop of Kentucky, fully agreed with the
Bishop of Vermont, that there are occasions-
when, in dealing with men or women, they
must be approached more from the personal:
side than through the methods of the ritual.
He said that was not new in the Church, and
the Bishop of Vermont had made it clear that.
it had not been new for a long*time in parochial
Missions. When the missionary in the great.
West and Southwest goes to his work, he often.
goes with the same idea in mind that the Bish-
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op of Vermont had—uses just so much ritual as
to him seems best; he finds a class of people
that he must get in contact with and sympa-
itby with, and he must do it in his own voice,
‘his own language. and his own ideas. He knows
that later they will use the Prayer Book as
-other members of the Church useit. He knows
-equally well that by means of the Prayer Book
alone he cannot enlist the sympathies of the
.people. Necessity knows no law, and when we
.g0 out to cdo the Master's work, we use the
Prayer Book where we may, and leave it out in
part where we must. ‘“‘He said it was a question
of doing the work of the Church and not of the
dignity of the Church. He thought that the
deputy from Milwaukee had uttered a great
truth when he said the question before the Con-
vention was a vital one; but it was not vital in
‘his (Mr. Rogers’) mind as the deputy from Mil-
‘waukee saw it—that the question of dignity was
no vital question, and the question of tradition
was no vital question compared with the work
of the Church. If thereis to be any necessity
in the future for receiving these congregations,
whether they be from one nation or another, or
from one denomination or another, when they
&nock at the doors of the Church with faith,and
‘with ministers who have been brought into the
fold under the episcopal regimen, who are pre-
pared to teach nothing that this Church does
not allow—who are to become valiable members
of the Church and accept all she has to give
them, the Church is not wise if it does not pro-
vide a law touching that necessity.

Dr. Mann, of Missouri, had heard some reasons
urged against the pending proposition with
whichhe did not agree ; he had heard no reasons
urged for it with which he agreed. In the first
place,it seemed to him that if the provision were
wanted the Constitution was not the proper
Pplaece for it, but that such an experiment should
be by a canon which could be repealed in three
“years, if found to work unsatisfactorily; that
the proposition, so far as it contained anything
of value,seemed to him to be unnecessary ;-that,
'so far as it contained something which in the
view of its originator may be necessary, it
seemed to him to be dangerous. “What does it
‘offer to do? To give the bishop of any diocese
acting by and with the advice and consent
of his Standing Committee, the power to take
‘under his spiritual oversight any congregation
of Christian people not heretofore in commun-
‘ionwith the Church, and so on. Markthe word,
.congregation. We had read to us this morning
some very admirable resolutions, or parts of a
‘resolution, of the Lambeth Conference, and we
were told that it bore directly on this case.”
This, Dr. Mann denied, stating that the. Lam-
‘beth Conference resolutions contemplated deal-
‘ing in an orderly way with organized bodies of
<hristians making overtures of peace and
unity to great organizations. That is entirely
another matter, This resolution contemplates
-dealing with parishes and comparatively small
bodies of people in towns and cities. He asked
what was meant by the words ‘‘the bishop is
;allowed to take them under his spiritual over-
8ight,”” when a body of Christian people in some
‘town or city say to the Bishop of Minnesota or
‘the Bishop of New York: ‘“We are not prepared
as yet to enter the Episcopal Church, but we
-are not satisfied where we are; we have some
-drawing toward your Churéh; we believe that
-on fundamental matters you are right; we are
willing to accept the Creed but (I pass by the
:sacraments ; there is something to be said about
‘that later) we want your godly advice and
counsel, we want you to be unto us in the place
«of a father, and it may result finally in our com-
ing into your Church.”” Does any gentleman in
‘this House suppose for an instant that the
bishop of that diocese is not competent to give
“to those people everything that they may ask
Tor? Why, of course he is, On the other hand,
A4Af it does mean that in the town where
“there is a parish of our own Church with its
rector, and where, for one reason or another,
some minister of another body says he would
dike to have our ordination, and that he would
dike to make that profession, the lack of which
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was 80 deplored this morning, and had a con-
gregation to which he had been ministering and
he wanted that congregatfon to come with him
—if it means that,we should have, not the Epis-
copal Church, but some Episcopal Churches.
Ard I can conceive of nothing that will lead to
more revolutionary and heartburning dissen-
sion and schism. This provision does not say
that they shail come into our communion, does
not say that they are to come to our altar, does
not say that theyare to be with us, until they
have taken the Prayer Book from one end to an-
other. It is hard to charge the Prayer Book
with standing in the way of what this resolu-
tion itself stands in the way of.

“I have pointed out one ambiguity which
seems to be a dangerous one in this provision; I
have pointed out, not an ambiguity, buta de-
fect in another place, by the way they are to
prepare for tae apostolic rite of Confirmation.
The Prayer Borksays that he shall not be con-
firmed until he answers all questions, and so on
—the administration of Baptism, the Supper ot
the Liord, and the words of Christ Himself. We
all know what that means. When it comes to
the Lord’'s Supper it means, of course, the
words of consecration; it means the words of
distribution, it means the bread and wine. But
it does not mean the altar, does not mean one
manual act of benediction ; it does not mean one
knee bent when receiving; it may mean a tray
passed down the aisles to people sitting in the
pews, and individual communion cups.

“Mr. President, we have been asked: If the
bishop is competent to do what this resolution
contemplates,why should you object to having it
in the Constitution? In the first place, because it
is unnecessary. Gentlemen havesaid that the
Bishop of Minnesota broke the law of the
Church when he took that Swedish congrega-
tion. What law did he break; what provision
of the Constitution did he break? What canon
did he break? The old Constitution provides
that the Prayer Book shall be used in our
churches—I forget the exact language, but I
know that the words, ‘Protestant Episcopal’
are in there—the Prayer Book shall be in use in
our dioceses and missionary jurisdictions. That
means nothing less than that it shall be in use
in our congregations here—our parishes and
missionary jurisdictions and dioceses. What
law was broken when the Bishop of Minnesota
took under his oversight the congregation of
Swedes in his broad statesmanlike way? Every
case cited in this House as having happened
and likely to happen is the case of foreigners.
It is perfectly competent for this House to
make provision by canon, if any provision be
necessary for such cases. I believe now that it
is right in the hands of the bishop to make such
provision. But I believe that this thing put in-
to our Corstitution, if it does not itself coutain,
at least suggests, a disregard of the Prayer
Book—a widespread diversity of worship which
would be most pernicious.

“Our Prayer Bock is not a bar to unity.
More people have come to us by the way of
Common Prayer, I believe, than even the gen-
tleman who moves this Article, in his most san-
guine moments, ever expected would come by
the road of this Article. I take it that there is
nothing ungenerous in our attitude in this mat-
ter. We have been willing to give to such
cases all that they ask; but we are not willing
to set up something that shall act as a constant
incentive to somebody to establish some new
mode of worship and some mongrel species or
sect.”

Rev. Mr. Tayler, of Los Angeles, said: ‘We
have been spoken to this afternoon as if those
whoare to beadmitted into the Church,the con-
gregations kndcking at the door of the Church,
were our separated Protestant brothers. Iam
under theimpression that if we make such a con-
stitutional provision as proposed by the gentle-
man from New York, we advertise ourselves to
receive not only congregations who may like to
come to us, but that the door is open to a great
many of our Roman Catholic brethren who are
desirous of a dearer Catholicity than is pre-
sented to them by the Church of Rome. There
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is a strong leaven working in the Church of
Rome to-day—the spirit of reform is at work,
and we see on the surface evidence of that re-
form. And it occurs to me that the tima will
come speedily when some ecclesiastical ques-
tion may be decided otherwise by the Pove of
Rome than may be desired by. some congrega-
tions, and that congregation of the Church of
Rome might elect with its priests to come to us.
And I see noreason why it should not come in-
to communion with this Church as the ordinary
parish or congregation is to be received, and re-
ceived under episcopal supervision, under the
oversight of some bishop, and that they may
use if possible some liturgy. their own form ot
the service, until they should becom: accus-
tomed to ourservice. I am a firm believer in
the open-door policy of our Church,with proper
restrictions and safeguards.?”

Mr. Saunders, of Massachusetts, asked: what
need have we forany law on the subject? How,
in any way, could the work done by the Bish-
ops of Minnesota have been better done if we
had this amendment in our Constitution? It is
said that the bishops have no authority to take
these people under their spiritual oversight.
When the Bishop said: ‘Receive thou the
Holy Ghost or the work and office of the Church
of God,” they got their authority. The deputy
from New York said we would be changing our
fundamental law. The fundamental law of this
Church was made eighteen centuries ago; it is
not contained in our Constitution and Canons.
The Constitution and Canons are for the govern-
ment of this part of the Church which we call
the Protestant Episcopal Church. What pro-
vision is there for the bishop taking under his
oversight a congregation, whether they be Con-
gregationalists, Unitarians, or anybody else?
Why put this section in the Constitution to
give them the rigbt that they have already.
We are not giving them a liberty, for they may
now have it; but we are restricting them. If
we say in this amendment that they are only to
have the right with the consent of their Stand-
ing Committees, they will not have the right
they now possess to stretch out their hands to
anybody who may want them—and I pray God
they may be constantly stretching them out—
but they will say that they must first ask the
Standing Committee. There is anotherdanger-
ous tendency. You propose now to give the
bishop and Standing Committee the right to
authorize an office, and thus, in a certain way,
make the whole Church responsible for it, be-
cause the right is given them in the Constitu-
tion from the whole Church; and you may find
before you get through that you have author-
ized the use throughout thelength and breadth
of this land, not by independent congregations,
of their own motion, but under the authority of
this Church, perhaps a canon of the Roman
Mass, perhaps the First Prayer Book of Ed-
ward VI. And, asI said, this will not be under
their individual responsibility, nor even the re-
sponsibility of an individual bishop, but under
the quasi-authority of the whole Church. Gen-
tlemen, is it safe to give any bishop and Stand-
ing Committee the right to authorize an office
which may be stated in a general way to bear
the imprimatur of the Church? I feel that I
cannot vote for this proposition.”’

Dr. Dix said that he did not propose todetain
the Convention by any lengthened remarks, but
simply to say a few words, not as chairman of
the committee, of course, but as one of its indi-
vidual members. With due respect to hisorder,
he thought the priests in the Convention had
already had their innings long enough and quite
sufficiently, and he had been waiting to hear
something from the laymen. While charmed
with the eloquent addresses made¢ this morning,
and in sympathy with the earnest Christian
spirit in every word and every sentence, he
would frankly state he had heard nothing to
cause him to change his mind from what it was
three years ago when t1e subject was before
the Convention in Minneapolis, and he could not
conscientiously and in the fear of God give his
vote for the amendment. He had grave fears
as to the result, grave doubts as to the practi-
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cal working of the plan. It was a proposition to
place in the Constitution of the Church, where
it would be almost impossible to change it, a
provision which three years ago was condemned
by some of the most able men in the Convention.
He alluded to hislearned friend from Minneso-
ta. Chancellor Woolworth, from Nebraska, Mr.
Temple, of Vermont, and others, who thought,
the proposition to be fraught with very grave
controversies and danger—consequences which
those gentlemen pointed out in the minority re-
port which was then presented, and which, in
fact, was signed by an equal number of those
who signed the report of the committee. He
doubted very much the wisdom of placing in the
Constitution a measure which was supposed by
those distinguished men to be fraught with
dangerous consequences, which has caused one
honored and reverend deputy of this House
who came to us from a body outside,deep anxie-
ty, because he feared he was being brought into
a system far different from that which he sup-
posed he would enter into when he left his for-
mer denomination and came to us; a measure
which it is believed by a good many persons, if
passed, will lead to greater difficulties, greater
dissensions, and greater diversity, than now ex-
ist among us. The Church is in a state of pro-
found peace, a state in which Christian feeling
is growing and strengthening every day.

“Now, Mr. President, let me say this as the
earnest conviction of my heart. I believeour
beloved Church to be the greatest conservative
element in this country. I do not care whether
she be few in number or large, I donot care
what converts she makes and brings in at this
particular time; Ithink lawlessnessis the curse
and peril of the age. One point more, Mr.
Chairman. We have just adopted an amend-
ment to the Constitution making it next to im-
possible for us to change the Prayer Book. As
was said here awhile ago by a deputy upon this

floor, the Prayer Book may be said to be safe"

for a hundred years tocome, if this amendment
should be ratified or defeated. Is it wise to
placein the same Constitution immediately fol-
lowing that Article on the Prayer Book,another
provision where it would be almost impossible
to get it out or to change it, annulling the use of
the Prayer Book in certain quarters—giving
every bishop the right in his diocese to establish
a separate use so that we might have as many dif-
ferent uses as there are bishops in the dioceses,
and thus, as it seems to me, weaken the force of
what we have already done to conserve our
Book of Common Prayer? I would far rather
see this measure, to which I do not wholly ob-
ject, if you come to consider it in its mere sub-
stance, provided for by canon than placed out of
our own reach in the Constitution of the Church.
If provided for by canon, it could be easily
changed ; but when once put in the Constitution,
there is an element of danger that may lead to
consequences in which we do not know where
we are, and for these reasons I should decidedly
prefer that the Convention be satistied with the
work adopted this morning—an amendment of
the Constitution protecting the Book of Common
Prayer—and adopt this measure in the form
of a canon; or, better siill, that it should defer
action on this matter for the present, that we
may in time work out those results which we
have at heart. And let me say before I take
my seat, that I do hope the laymen of this body
will be heard upon this subject. We know, men
of the clergy, all know how warmly interested
we are in the matter, and [ would like to hear
from the lawyers and laymen, and men upon the
bench, accustomed to deal with constitutional
amendments.”’

Mr. Fairbanks,of Florida, said his innate con-
servatism compelled him to oppose the amend-
ment. He opposed it upoan the ground that it
was unnecessary. He believed that the bishops
had the power, if in a few instances it was
necessary to exercise it, to take such action as
that taken in Minnesota. He did not think that
any constitutional amendment was needed, or
any calon, to give the bishops that power. He
objected to the amendment, moreover, bzcause
it was special legislation; that so far as he had
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heard upon the floor,asmall number of foreigners
in the diocese of Minnesota and some foreigners
in the city of New York seemed to be the only
people affected by it. Because one individual
case of the kind had come up and had been wise-
ly managed and acted upon, is that a reason
why we should go into a constitutional amend-
ment? Our missionaries who are at work
throughout the country do not need it. He ob-
jected to it, moreover, on account of the varient
uses which might spring up in different parts of
the country under emasculated parts of the
Prayer Book. He agreed with Dr.Dix that the
Prayer Book was the conservative representa-
tive of the Church, representing its doctrine,
its worship. There were other people who
called themselves bishops beside ours; there are
other nsages adopted which are similar to ours;
but when it comes to the Prayer Book, we have
one Prayer Book which is the conservative
power of the Church. The doctrine of the
Church is enshrined in that Prayer Book, and
cannot be changed to suit the individual wishes
of anybody except this Convention. That being
the case, he did not want to see any legislation
that would disparage in any way, in any sense
whbatever,the use of that Prayer Book. Another
thing was that the proposition was to require
the consent of the Standing Committees in
reference to this varient use of the Prayer
Book, thus putting the Standing Committee in

the position to overrule the bishop in reference

to any action he might choose to take. He hoped
that the conservative feeling of  the Church
would not be carried away by the mere declara-
tion of unity and progress, and references to the
Pacitic Coast, and Hawaii, and things of that
kind, but that the Convention would come down
to solid matter and say whether it would make
this innovation and introduce into the Constitu-
tion an unnecessary and unwise proposition.

Mr. Butler, of Central Pennsylvania, said it
did not require any long effort of memory to look
back to a time when a resolution like this
would have been the subject of ridicule of all the
priests in the country; it did not require a long
effort of memory to look back to the time when
the people were not looking at this Church ex-
cept with feelings of distrust. But he thanked
God that time was gone, and there was scarcely
a diocese in all this broad land where there were
not people belonging to other bodies of Christians
looking longingly toward this great Church of
ours.

Dr. Taylor, of Springfield, said it was because
the American Church had always been at home
loyally and faithfully doing her duty as a good
wife and bride of the Son of God, because she
had been faithful to the trust committed to her
charge, and in spite of persistent efforts in years
past, had refused to change her Prayer Book, to
emasculate it, or to make it something which it
is not—efforts, Mr. Chairman, which culminated
in a division in the Church and in thesetting up
of a body which does not and could not and
‘would not accept the Prayer Book as it was. In
spite of all those attacks in the past upon the
integrity and authority of the Bookof Common
Prayer, this American Church has kept stead-
fast in the truth—she has held to that truth loy-
ally ; she has held to it faithfully, and to that
which was given her. The resolution as pro-
posed casts a stigma upon that book. Dr, Taylor
agreed with the statement that when the reso-
lution passed it would practically render nuga-
tory the Aiticle of the Constitution which was
passed unanimously by the House of Deputies.

Mr. Biddle, of Pennsylvania, said that he
could not expect to keep up tothe high level of
the debate and eloquent discourse that he had
heard in the morning. He was glad that they
had adjourned immediately after, because it re-
minded him of the English House of Parliament
after Sheridan’s speech on Warren Hastings,
when Mr. Pitt moved that the House adjourn,
as they were not in a condition to cometoa judi-
cious conclusion ; that if be had any of the roses
of oratory about him he would spare the House
and distribute them to the galleries, where they
belong. The first objection of Mr. Biddle was
that the proposition,in a sense, might be said to
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qualify the Prayer Book. The bishops atre al
lowed to make overtures and receive overtures-
from congregations; but, having endeavored to
induce great bodies of Christians, Methodists.
and Protestants, to come to us, the latter had
paid no attention whatever to our overtures,.
and this was a proposition to say to outsiders
If you will come to us we will let you do what-
youplease, pretty much; and not only that, we:
will write a new Prayer Book for you. In that.
way there will not be a very good constituency
added to the Church—or rather to the annex of’
the Church. He characterized this as a more-
serious objection than some persons supposed.
He agreed with Dr. Mann, of Missouri, that.
spiritual oversight was a very grave objection.
Another grave objection which seemed to strike:
his Catholic friends was that the congregation
applying, or to whom the bishop is making over~
tures, must come with a minister having episco-
pal ordination, thus makijng every bishop the
judge of the validity of the orders of that gen-
tleman. A Swedish clergyman comes, and what
is he going to sayto that? That is a question
which has not been decided by the Church, but
is still under discussion, and there is a commis-
sion on that very subject. One bishopmight say
it was all right, another, not atall, and there
would be great diversity of opinion. In the next
place there is to be a sort of covenant--to do what?
To use in public worship a form gotten up by
the bishop. Very well. There are 53 dioceses
and 58 forms of public worship, which he did not-
think was according to the spirit of the Church
atall. He did not think the Prayer Book was-
an obstacle to public worship, and challenged
anybody to rise and say that he had found it an.
obstacle. He said, with the President of the:
House, he would prefer to keep the Church pure,.
well-defined, and clear-cut in principle than to-
have it a very large, promiscuous Salvation
Army covcern. How are you going to enforce
the proviso that the form of directory shall con-
tain nothing contrary to the doctrines of the
Churcb?

Judge Stiness, of Rhode Island, said that the:
question presented was the adoption of an
amendment to the Constitution, which proposed
no change in the Prayer Book or any services of’
the Church; that the congregations of the:
Church and the parishes throughout the land
would go on just as they had before the adop-
tion of this amendment, should it be finally"
adopted; that it did not interfere in any way-
with, or permit a bishop to authorize a different.
use of, the Prayer Book in any parish other-
than is used at the present time; that it was a
use pernntted to those entirely outside of the:
Church, non-communicants of the Church, and
he could see no danger to the glorious heritage:
which was held so dear. This Church has put.
itself on record as beingin favor of Christian.
Unity; the bishops of the Church had issued a.
declaration in which they stated the four essen~
tial points.of Christian Unity; that declara-
tion throughout the land was heralded as the-
harbinger of great leadership. He asked
whether the Church was to stop there and go
no farther. Representatives of different de-
nominations have applied to the bishops of this
Church and asked what they could do under:
the circumstances to avail themselves of the-
Historic Episcopate. Clearly, it was to go to
the bishops and be erdained, and in order to do-
that, the bishops of the Church must require of
those clergymen the use of the Book of Common
Prayerin all the services in which they en-
gaged in their dioceses. So far as the clergy-
men themselves are concerned, they would be-
able to administer to congregations of our:
Church, but, they would say, we cannot bring:
our people with us, because they have not been
educated into the use of the Common Prayer-
Book, and they should be permitted a system to.
which they have been accustomed. The declara-
tion of the bishops was issued twelve years ago,
and he begged the gentlemen tonote that that.
had been the only propositionin that direction.
If that was not right, why does not somebody
present a better proposition? Another objection
that has been stated is, that this amendment.
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is pot needed; that our bishops are doing the
very thing proposed, and have been all along;
that that is the way in which our Western dio-

ces have been built up. The very fact that it has
been done, and that it needs to be done, is the
reason why permission to do it should be in the
Constitution.

Judge Wilder, of Minnesota, did not under-
stand that the position be took was in opposi-
tion to the views of his bishop; on the contrary,
he was a most earnest advocate of the work
contemplated by the proposition. In the dio-
cese of Minnesota a great percentage of the
population is of foreign birth, and as yet are not
in harmony with the Church, but he did not be-
lieve that the work could be more efficiently
done under the amendment, if adopted, than it
has been without it. His reverend friend from
Minnesota had told the Convention what had
been done and what was being done, and yet in
violation of law. Heasked whether it was in
violation of the rubrics in the Prayer Book;
was it at variance with the polity of the Church
or its purposes? What is to be done,and where
are you to begin,in the missionary field of West-
ern States and Territories? Must you have a
constitutional provision providing a way to
teach an uneducated or educated foreigrner
what is meant by the Lord's Prayer, our Gen-
eral Confession, or the Apostoles’ Creed. The
truth is, the Prayer Book, the liturgy of our
Churech, is the great educator of the people out-
side of the Church, and he asked whether it was
necessary to have forty, or fifty, or sixty litur-
gies in order that the people might be taught
the dignity, the character, and the truth of our
liturgy.

Dr. McKim, of Washington, closed the discus-
sion of the day by saying that he had no flowers
of eloquence for the galleries and no sugar plums
of witi.isms for the ground floor, but he desired
to say a few words on the subject because of its
great importance, and because he felt it involved
a crisis in the development, in the progress, in
the advance of the Church of which all present
were proud, and thankfully so, to be members.
Three words had been used during the afternoon
and morning in connection with the discussion,
upon which he would like to make a few re-
marks. It wasrepresented that the proposition
of the reverend deputy from New York involved
a lowering of the dignity of the Church. He
asked whether when the Church put forth the
Lambeth Platform she meant it, or only meant
it in a Pickwickian sense; whether it was more
or less consistent in the Church that they should
follow up that declaration by both the House of
Bishops and the House of Deputies, and show
that the Church desired to do something in the
direction of those four great principles laid
down in that platform. Ithad been affirmed,
and the affirmation had been taken to be based
upon truth, that after all we were not very
much in earnest in that declaration, not willing
to follow it up, not willing to stand by the plans
that that declaration proposed. For the dignity
of the Church, let us go forward and do this
whizh it is asked we shall do in the interest of
Catholicity, and of our advance along the lines
of development of the Church in this land. A
great deal had been said about loyalty to the
Prayer Book,as if the pending proposition in the
leastinvolved any disloyalty to that book of our
fathers. He ventured to say that those who
are in favor of the proposition love and rever-
ence the Prayer Book as much as any of the
brethren of the Church. It was not a proposi-
tien to put the Prayer Book upon the shelf, but
it was to take it down from the shelf and dis-
tribute it among the simple folk, those not

trained in its use, that they may learn te love it

as all present have. That wasthe purpose in
view. Referring to the statement that there
would be fifty-eight uses of the Prayer Book by
the adoption of this proposition, and,on the other
hand, everything which was proposed by the
proposition had been done and was being done
both by the bishops and clergy,he said that they
were rather inconsistent, but called attention
to the fact that if the statements were true, we
have not fifty-eight different uses, but as many
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uses as there were missionarieson the frontier
who are compelled by the rubric of common-sense
and by the rubric of charity, not to insist upon
the use of the Prayer Book in all their congre-
gations.

The hour of adjournment being near at hand,
the discussion of the pending resolution was
postponed until the next day,and Dr. Dix, chair-
man of the Committee on Proposed Amend-
ments to the Constitution, reported to the House
Article I, which was recommitted to it, Article
V proposing amendments to that Article,and a
report on Article IX on the mede of trying the
bishops, and asked that they be printed for the
information of the House. Agreed to.

The Chair laid before the House messages
from the House of Bishops numbered 26, 27, and
28. Message No. 27,relative to the appointment
of a joint committee to consider the subject of
pensioning aged and disabled clergymen, and
submitting a resolution thereon, was concurred
in. Message No. 28,informing the Houseof Dep-
uties that the House of Bishovs had adopted
the House regolution and report of the Joint
Committee on Christian Education, making
them a special order, the two Houses sitting as
one body, was concurred in.

Whereupon, at 5 p. M., the Houseadjourned.

HOUSE OF BISHOPS8

The House of Bisbops made important changes
in the missionary jurisdictions of the Far West
by marking out new boundaries. The former
boundaries observed State lines, but the new
divisions are mapped out according to the routes
of travel, so that each bishop may more easily
reach every portion of the jurisdiction under
him. Several of the districts in the sparsely
populated areas of the States of that section
embrace vast territories, much larger than any
of the States which formerly constituted similar
jurisdictions.

1. A new missionary district, the boundaries of
which shall be those of the present Missionary Dis-
trict of The Platte, so changed as to include all that
portion of the State of Wyoming lying east of the
west lines of the counties of Sheridan, Johnson, Na-
trona, and Carbon; the district so constituted to be
called the Missionary District of Laramie, and the
title of the bishop to be the Missionary Bishop of
Laramie.

2. A new missionary district, the boundaries of
which shall be those of the present Missionary Dis-
trict of Utah, so changed as to include the present
Missionary District of Western Colorado, and all
that portion of the State of Nevada .lying east of the
west lines of the counties of Elko, White Pine, Eure-
ka, Lincoln, Lander, and Nye, together with that
portion of the county of Ulntah. in the State of Wy-
oming, lying south of the 41% degres of longitude; the
district so constituted to be called the Missionary
District of Salt Lake, and the title of the bishop to be
the Missionary Bishop of Salt Lake.

3. A new missionary district, which shall include
the present Missionary District of Northern Califor-
nia,and all that portion of the State of Nevada lying
west of the west lines of the counties of Elko, Whise
Pine, Eureka, Lincoln, Lander, and Nye; the district
so constituted to be called the Missionary District of
Sacramento, and the title of the bishop to be the Mis.
sionary Bishop of Sacramento.

4. A new missionary district, which shall include

all that portion of the present Missionary District of.

Idaho lying south and east of the southern and east-
ern lines of the county of Idaho, together with all
that portion of the State of Wyoming lying west of
the west lines of the counties of Sheridan, Johnson,
Natrona, and Carbon, except Somuch of the county of
Uintahattached to the Misslonary District of Salt
Lake; the district so constituted to be called the
Missionary District of Boise, and the title of the
bishop to be the Missionary Bishop of Boise.

5. A missionary district, which shall include the
present Missionary District of Spokane, together
with that portion of the State of Idaho lying north of
the southern line of the county of Idaho;the district
so constituted to be calied the Missionary District of
Spokane, and the title of the bishop to be the Mis-
sionary Bishop of Spokane.

The Bishops of South Dakota, Newark, and
Central Pennsylvania were appointed a com-
mittee of nomination for trustees of the Fund
for Aged, Infirm, and Disabled Clergymen and
Widows and Orphans of Deceased Clergymen.

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 14—NINTH DAY
The Chair announced the appointment of
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members *of certain committees under resolu-
tions of the House.

Mr. Old, of Southern Virginia, presented a
resolution providing for the appointment of a
committee to consider the possibility of guaran-
teeing a small salary to every missionary of the
Church, the minimum of which would be $400.
Referred to the Committee on the State of the
Church.

Mr. Butler, of Central Pennsylvania, sub-
mitted a resolution declaring it to be the sense
of the Convention that no congregation should
be established on the continent of Enrope where
the Church of England held regular services.
Referred to the Committee on Memorial of the
American churches on the continent of Europe.

.Mr. Trask, of Albany, presented a series of
resolutions relative to an amendment to the
Constitution of the United States, on the sub-
ject of marriage and divorce. Placed on the
calendar.

Dr. Richards, from the Committee on the Ad-
mission of New Dioceses, to whom was referred
the memorial on the diocese of Indiana praying
for a division of that diocese by the erection of
a new diocese in the northern portion, reported
that the constitutional requirements had been
complied with, and recommended the adoption
of a resolution favoring such division and erec-
tion. Agreed to.

Mr. Thomas, of Pennsylvania, suhmitted a
concurrent resolution relative to services in
celebration of the act of the government of the
United Statesin taking full possession of Puerto
Rico on the terms of the protocol. Agreed to.

Dr. Hodges, of Marylaud, submitted a report
from the Committee to Nominate Trustees of
the General Theological Seminary. Agreed to.

Dr. Green, of Iowa, submitted a report from
the deputation appointed at the last General
Convention to coavey the fraternal greetings
of the Church to the general synod of the Church
of Epgland in Canada.

Mr. Sowdon, from the Committee on Ex-
penses, submitted a report approving the ac-
counts of the treasurer, and nominating Dr.
Winthrop as treasurer of the Convention.

Mr. Brown, of Washington, presented a peti-
tion from All Saints’ church, of South Plains,
N. J., praying that the Offize of Institution be
stricken out of the Prayer Book. Laid upon the
table.

Dr. De Rosset, of Springfield, offered a reso-
lution relative to the saying of daily offices by
the priests. Placed on the calendar.

Mr. Neale, of California, submitted a resolu-
tion favoring the insertion in the Hymnal of the
original text of the bymn, ‘“Rock of Ages,” by
A. M. Toplady. Referred to the Joint Commit-
tee on Hymnal.

The Rev. Mr. Faude, of Minnesota, submitted
a resolution requesting the House of Bishops to
favor the two committees on the Memorial of
Colored Workers sitting together as a joint com-
mittee. Agreed to.

Mr. Old, of Southern Virginia, submitted a
memorial relative to a plan for assistance to
build colored churches. Referred to the Com-
mittee on Colored Work.

Whereupon, the House proceeded to the con-
sideration nf the special order, Mr. Packard, of
Maryland, in the chair, the question being on
the adoption of the amendment of Dr. Hunting-
ton, of New York.

Dr. Fulton, of Pennsylvania, said: ‘‘There
have been brilliant debates in the House of
Deputies in former years, participated in by
some of the best-known and highly esteemed
deputies to the Convention; but I have never
heard a debate in this House which surpassed
or equalled in earnestness, in logic, in strength
of conviction, in nobility of spiritual eloquence,
that we heard yesterday from gentlemen who
entertained opposite views on the subject be-
fore the Honse. It is not to set myself before
those men—not to endeavor at all to meet them
on the ground of capacity which they possess,
that I am here to-day, nor is it toenforceany of
the arguments which have been presented; but
for the t wofold purpose, first, to call attention
to fundamental principles—I will call them con-
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stisutional principles —of the Church- of Christ
which have not yet been mentioned; second, a
purely and most pleasant irenic purpose al-
though my brother yesterday said that the gen-
tlemenof the advancedschool tow hich he belongs
were opposed to the motion of Dr. Hunting-
ton. I am not sure that they would be so op-
posed if they had thought that what Dr. Hunt-
ingtor has proposed is in the strictest sense a
Catholic measure. And my desire is, in the
few moments at my command, briefly and cur-
sorily to call attention to several points of un-
disputed Catholic law which I trust will concil-
iate the opponents either to their support for
the measure or} reconcile them for its adop-
tion contrary to their views. I have written
down the points thatI have to make. The first
is, “Go ye into the world’’—go ye into the na-
tions—'baptizing them.” Baptizing nations!
When any Church goes out under this commis-
sion to a nation as a national Church, it says to
the nation that it issent tobaptizethat nation as
a whole.and not merely to maintain a decomina-
tion within its boundaries. Now, Mr. President,
the Protestant Episcopal Church maintains her
const.itutional position and her rightful jurisdic-
tion as a national Church in this country. In
Title I, Canon 19, Section 6, Sub-section 4, we
find these words: *“The jurisdiction of this
Church extending in right, though not in form,
to all persons belonging tn it within the United
States,-it is hereby enacted,’’ etc. Our Church,
then, claims jurisdiction in rigzht, though not al-
ways in fact, over all persons belonging to it. I
ask you to mark that point and wait a moment.
If the Church has jurisdiction, the Church has
a duty to perform. There is no such thingas
having power without having responsibility.
Therefore, if this Church claims jurisdiction,
this Church should have a duty to perform be-
cause of that jurisdiction; and, if our jurisdic-
tion be national, then our duty would be nation-
al; if our duty be universal to the people who
of right balong to our Caurch, then our duty is
to those people,whatever they may be, or what-
ever their opposition may be. The Cnurch acts
consistently upon this subject—she charges her
priests to exercise her jurisdiction.

‘““Mr, President, one of the most sorrowful
things that has ever come to the priest, at least
I speak for myself, is to read over the office of
ordination, and then to think bow he has not
fulfilled his function. Let me then read a few
words from the exhortation of the bishops to
make him a priest . Dr. Huntington’s pro.
posed amendment to the Constitution simply
sets forth certain facilities for' the execution of
that high charge. Who are the people whom
Dr. Huntington’s amendment will enable the
bishops to take charge of in an orderly manner?
They have beenspoken of as outsiders. We have
been told that we have an open and a closed
door. Have we? The Prayer Book is, it has
been said, an obstacle to their entrance into the
Church of Christ. I deny it. The vast majori-
ty of these people are baptized Christian people,
and if we have any rightful jurisdiction in this
Church, and in this nation, then those people,
by virtue of their Baptism, belong to us. I ask
my Catholicbrethren to think of that, to ponder
on it. If there be any truth ia the doctrine, the
discipline, of this Church, then every baptized
Christian in the Uaited States, whatever he
may think himselfto be,is, he may thank God, a
member of Christ’s One Catholic Church, and,
therefore in this Church in this nation. Thatis
constitutional ‘law. These people have been
estranged from the Church, Is it their fault?
They do not care, we are told; let them alone
therefore. Isthat the way the Master looked
at it? “Go ye vutinto the highways and hedges,
and compel them to come in,’” said He, That is
all this resolution favors, to make them come in
that the Table of the Eucharist might be filled
with American guests. The desire is to recon-
cile these people to the Church Catholic. How
is that to be done? I ask all my brethren, and
particularly my brethren who Gelight specially
in the name ‘Catholic’ to remember t.at.

‘“Again, we come to the question of liturgy.
Nobody venerates the liturgy more than I do.
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Faith comes first, then the sacraments, of which
liturgiesgive the authorized form. Again, here
is constitutional law, apostolic law. How did
the Apostles of Christ deal with this matter of
the liturgy? Some people think there was no
liturgy in the apostolic days.
them. I believe that the ancient liturgies are of
apostolic origin, but St. Paul settled the essen-
tial part of the Eucharist. In writing to the
Corinthians he delivered that which he re-
ceived of the Lord, the blessing of the wine and
the breaking of the bread. ‘The rest,’ he said,
‘I will set in order when Icome.” All that was
proposed by the amendment of Dr. Huntington
was that these people should have what is es-
sential to a due celebration of the Sacraments,
and that the rest should be setinorder when the
baptized in Christ were ready.”

Mr. Stetson, of New York, said that the first
question that has been asked with considerable
foroe and entire propriety, is, why the legisla-
tion is desirable at all; that if the bishops have
the right, why should there be any legislation
on the subject? His answer to that was two-
fold; first, it is not generally, or, if generally,
not invariably, conceded that tbe bishops have
the right. Indeed one of the most able canon-
ists and lawyers of this Convention expressed
his belief this morning that it is without the
right of the bishop to do this thing. Secund, it
was the duty of this Church—its policy, that it
should declare itself not by sporadic and occa-
sional action of one or two bishops, not by one
or two dioceses. His next proposition was that
legislation being necessary, it was also desira-
ble to stimulate and justify the clergy, and en-
courage groups and bodies of Christian believ-
ers to adopt our methods. His next and last
proposition, legislation upon this policy was
necessary to assure all outside bodies of the at-
titude of the Episcopal Church.

Mr. Ryerson, of Chicago, wished to call the
attention of the Convention to some lines of the
amendment which seemed to escape considera-
tion. For instance, ¢such form or directory
shall contain or enjoin nothing contrary to the
doctrine of this Church, shall make provision
for the Apostolic rite of Confirmation, and shall
require, in the administration of the Sacraments
of Baptism and the Supper of the Lord, the un-
failing use of the words and elements ordained
by Christ Himself.”” Under this proviso it is
necessary that the form or directory shall be
accepted and used by the congregation, but
there is no provision that such congregation
shall enter the Church, be baptized, or con-
firmed.

Dr. Christian, of Newark, said he had but
one single fact to present; which was that all
through the discussion the contention had been
made that the Book of Common Prayer was the
great wall which stood in the way of the
Church’s advancement. This he denied.” The
thing, in his opinion, that keaps the multitudes
away is just the reverse from the Prayer Book
—it is tne orders of this Church.

Dr. Egar, of Central New York, referring to
the matter brought before the Convention by
his brother fiom New York, asked that the
two questions of the Ordinal be considered:
“‘Will you give your faithful diligence, etc., to
administer the Sacraments as the Lord hath de-
manded, and accept the same according to the
commandments of God.” He claimed that that
put upon the priest ordained the requirement
that he should administer the Sacramen's as
the Lord commanded and as the Church had re-
ceived them. Dr. Egar presented an amend-
ment to strike out after the words, ‘‘shall con-
tain? in line 1 the words relating to the admin-
istration of the Liord’s Supper or Holy Com-
munion, so as to make the-section read, ‘‘pro-
vided such form or directory shall contain the
offices for the administration of Baptism and
the order for the administration of the Lord’s
Supper or Holy Commun on, contained in the
Book of Common Prayer, or if the service be in
a foreign language, the said offices or order
shall be in some translation authorized by this
Churcb,or some traditional liturgy approved by
the House of Bishops, and shall contain and en-

I disagree with
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join nothing contrary to the doctrines of this
Cburch,and make no provision against the Apos-
tolic rite of Confirmation,’’ etc. The amend-
ment was laid on the table.

Dr. Fiske, of Rhode Island, moved an amend-
ment thereto which the Chair declared was not
in order; whereupon Dr. Huntington expressed
his willingness to accept certain amendments,
which the secretary read, as follows: Strike
out in the first line the words, *‘nothing in this
Article shall be so construed as to restrain,”’ so
that it will read: “but any bishop of this
Church acting by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Standing Committee of his diocese
or missionary jurisdiction, may take under his
spiritual oversight’’; then in the second line
after the words, *to use in public worship,”
have the words, “in said congregation”; and
about the middle of tbe proviso add the
word, ‘‘acts,” soas toread, ‘‘unfailing use of the
words, acts, and elements, ordained by Christ.”’
The amendments were adopted, and Dr. Fiske,of
Rhode Island, moved to amend by adding after
the words, ‘“canonical requirements.” the
words, ‘*and until it bas been duly certified in
such form as shall be provided,that the Book of
Common Prayer is in use by such congrega-
tion.” Dr. Huntington declared that what was
sought by that amendment already appeared in
bis resolution.

Dr. Hopkins, of West Missouri, thought that
it was apparent from the action of the House
within the past few moments, that a néw Ordi-
nal was necessary, and a new Holy Communion
service, new Confirmation service, and new Bap-
tismal service, and a new kind of clergy.

Dr. Jewell, of Milwaukee, moved to amend by
inserting in the 8th line of the tirst paragraph,af-
ter the words, *‘episcopal ordination’’ the words,
‘‘according to therules and ritesof this Church,”
also toinsert in the second paragraph in Jine
3, after the words, ‘*Apostolic rite of Confirma-
tion,” the words, “as pre-requisite to the admin-
istration of «the Holy Communion according to
the Prayer Book.’”’ On motion of Mr. Trask, of
New York,theamendment was laid upon the ta-
ble.

Dr. Roberts, of New Hampshire, moved to
amend by striking out in the proviso after the
words, “unfailing use,”” the words, ‘“and ele-
ments ordained by Christ himself”’; to which
Dr. Jeffords, of Quincy, offered as substitute by
striking out after the words in the 16thline,
‘‘the unfailing use of the acts and elements or-
dained by Christ Himself,’ and inserting the
words, ‘“‘the use of the offices set forth in the
Book of Common Prayer for such sacrament.”
On motion the amendment and its substitute
were laid on the table,the vote being, ayes,
212; nays 90.

Mr Wilmer, of Maryland, said: The appre-
hension had been expressed that the House
might be carried away by some current or ele-
ment of eloquence. He was safe in saying, that
if the gentleman who opposed the amendment
were satisfied that the Prayer Book was safe
and that the Church was safe, they should not
stand and say they would not let the children
have even the crumbs that fall from the Mas-
ter's table. Referring to the statement that
there would be a mongrel use of the Prayer
Book, he said that the liberality of a mem-
ber of the House at the Convention in Bal-
timore had made it possible for the Prayer
Book to be so cheap that it was accessible to

‘every man in this broad land; to make that

thing possible, was the reason for with-holding
the copyright.

The Rev. Mr. Jeffords, of Quincy, said he
would like to call the attention of the Conven-
tion to the eighth line of the proposed amend-
ment which had not beendwelt upon. By adopt-
ing the proposed amendment, it is left to every
individual bishop, with the consent of the
Standing Committee,to determine the regularity
of the orders of the body applying. It had not
been because of the Prayer Book that there bad
been this slow progressin Christian unity; it
had not been the Sacraments as understood by
the various denominations, but as has been said
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by the deputy from the diocese of Newark, it
had been the Orders of the Church.

Dr. Prall, of Michigan, thought that the defeat
-of the pending proposition would mean the des-
‘truction of foreign missions.

Dr. Alsop said: We all desire to have this
‘thing done, and the question is how shall it be
done, under what authority shall it be done?
Shall it be done by undefined power deposited in
‘the hands of the bishops? If that be desired,
then we must remember that that means not a
<onstitutional monarchy, such as we hold the
polity of this Church to be, based upon a democ-
racy, but an absolute monarchy without any
possibility of restraint.

Mr. McConnell, of Louisiana, rose to remird
the House that there was something beside a
Constitution, something more than a ritual, a
‘Prayer Book, enriched as it has been by the la-
bors of the Church; there is a great and suffer-
ing mass of humanity in this world that de-
mands the work of the Church.

Mr. Brown, of Rhode Island, moved to strike
-out the words, “or council;”’ which amendment
was accepted by Dr. Huntington. Agreed to.

Mr. Weller, of Fond du Lac, said: ‘I come
from a State where the majority of the people
are foreigners. A zreat many of the people of
‘'Wisconsin use their mother tongue. There are
a great many nationalities there; and I have
:8een this question tried among a number of

hem. In Eau Claire the method of the proposed
proposition was carried on among Scandina-
+vians, and it was an utter and absolute failure.
Afterwards, in the city of Oshkosh there was a
trial made of it by a Lutheran minister among
‘the Germans, an able man on this line, and it
‘was an absolute failure. So it was under Mar
‘Timotheus—Pere Vilatte--among the Belgians.
This was under the supervision of the late la-
mented Bishop Brown, a man who had this
-question of Christian unity, so far as it related
to foreign populations, deep down in his heart.
He had watched this movement among the Ger-
‘mans and among the Scandinavians, and he did
not want this Church to have to do with any
liturgy other than the Book of Common Prayer;
that was the safeguard, that, the defense
in time of trouble. 'There were two kinds of
people, those who want to be foreigners, whom
we cannot teach, and those who want to be
Americans, whom we can teach.”’

The hour for adjournment having arrived, the
‘Chair communicated messages from the House
-of Bishops, announcing its action upon the Con-
.Stitution, as recorded in the proceedings of that
body.

The House then adjourned to Monday.

HOUSE OF BISHOPS

The House adopted Article IV of the Consti-
tution by concurring with the deputies. The
House also adopted Article VII on Provinces as
‘to its main proposictions, but non-concurred
with the House of Dzputies on the proviso. The
reasoa assigned by the bishops was that a pro-
‘viso should not be so worded as to defeat the
provisions of the Article itself, and if a diocese
may withhold its consent to incorporation into
a province, it is claimed that the whole object
of a provincial sytem may be defeated. A com-
mittee of conference on the question was re-
quested. Action on Article VI was postponed

and Article VIII was adopted with some slight"

verbal changes.

A change in the canon regarding the offences
for which a bishop may be tried was made,there
being added to the present list of offences,
“‘conduct unbecoming a clergyman.'” As this is
-one of the offences for which priests and dea-
cons may bz tried, the bishops believe that it
.should be made to applyalso in the case of mem-
bers of their body.

Nominations were made for the vacant mis-
sionary jurisdictions of North Dakota, Sacra-
mento, and Boise, and were referred to the
Committee on Nominations.

An amendment to the canon forbidding the
-alienation of consecrated churches was adopted,
so as to include churches and chapels solely
used for divine service. This amendment is
meant to cover the cases of certain churches so
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old that there is some doubt as to whether they
ever were duly consecrated.

A special committee, consisting of the Bish-
ops of Chicago, New York, and Vermont, was
appointed for the purpose of reporting at the
next General Convention upon a question of a
central board of examiners of candidates for
Holy Orders.

The House adjourned to Monday.

MONDAY, OCTOBER 17T—FIFTEENTH DAY
BY TELEGRAM

The foll wing substitute was adopted for Dr.
Huntington’s amendment: Provision may be
made by canon for the temporary use of other
forms and directories of worship, by congrega-
tions not already in unien with this Church,
who are willing to accept the spiritual oversight
of the bishop of the diocese.

The Bishops rejected the Canon on Marriage
and Divorce. Indiana was divided intotwo dio-
ceses, and a missionary district was formed of
the southern portion.

OUTSIDE MEETINGS.
PAROCHIAL MISSIONS SOCIETY

This organization held services Tuesday even-
ing, Oct. 1ith, at Epiphany church, Washing-
ton. The Bishop of New York presided, and
made a brief address on ‘‘Parochial Missions.”
The Bishop of Vermont spoke on “The Mission
and the missioner.” The Bishop of Marquette
spoke interestingly of his experiences in his far-
away diocese. Bishop Dudley, of Kentucky, told
of the benefits to be derived from Mission work
in cities, and of the best methods by which it
should be conducted. He spoke in favor of an
avoidance of all sensationalism in Mission as well
as in all other Church work.

EVANGELICAL EDUCATION SOCIETY

This society held a meeting in St. John's
church, Washington, on Tuesday evening, Oct.
1lth, at which the Bishop of Pennsylvania pre-
sided. The Bishop and the Rev. W. S. Baer,
the general secretary, made brief addresses on
the objects for which the society was organized.
Itis aiding many deserving young men in their
preparation for their life work. The Rev. Dr.
Fulton, in the course of hisaddress, spoke of the
rise in the standard of scholarship among stud-
ents in the seminaries within the last twenty
years. General Swayne spoke on the subject of
sermons, from the standpoint of a listener.

CHURCH UNITY SOCIETY

The fourth triennial meeting was held at St.
John’s church, Washington, Wednesday, Oct.
12th., A service of prayer of a special form, ar-
ranged by theSociety for the Unity of Christen-
dom, was led by Bishop Coleman, of Delaware,
the president of the society. Bishop Thomp-
son, of Mississippi, spoke of the disastrous ef-
fects the many divisions of Christianity have in
foreign missions. Dr. McConnell, of the Holy
Trinity church, Brooklyn, advised that, in order
to create Church Unity, the best thing to do
would be to begin with such creeds as were
nearest and dearest to us, and institutea proc-
ess of elimination. Mr. Silas McBee also ad-
dressed the meeting. The benediction was pro-
nounced by Bishop Coleman, when the society
adjourned to the parish hall and held a regular
business meeting.

The executive council submitted a report,
which announced with much regret the break-
ingoff of communications between the Presbyte-
rians and the society..The treasurer, Mr. Fran-
cis S. Keese, submitted his report, and showed
a balance in the treasury of $324.97,the expenses
of the three years having been $315.14, for print-
ing, stationery, and special agents’ expenses.
The former officers were then re-elected for the
next three years.

AMERICAN CHURCH BUILDING FUND COMMISSION

The Commission held its triennial meeting on
Wednesday, Oct. 12th, in the room above the
Sunday school room of Epiphany church. The
Rev. Dr. Walton W. Battershall, of Albany, oc-
cupied the chair until Bishop Talbot appeared,
to whom the former then relinquished the
gavel. The KRev.J. Newton Perkins acted as
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secretary. The election of officers was held,
and Bishop Williams, of Connecticut, was
elected president. The other officers are as
follows: Vice-presidents, Bishops Henry B.
Whipple,William C. Doane, George de N. Gilles-
pie, Thomas A. Starkey. Cortlandt Whitehead,
Joseph H. Johnson, Ethelbert Talbot, and Wil-
liam F. Nichols; secretaries, James G. Wilson
and E. Walter Roberts; corresponding secre-
tary, J. Newton Perkins; trustees: Bishop
Thomas A. Starkey, Bishop John Scarborough;
Rev. Messrs. Walton W. Battershall, Anthony
Schuyler, Kdmund D. Cooper, T. Gardiner Lit-
tell,William M Grosvenor, Philip A. H. Brown;
Messrs. William G. Low, Cornelius Vanderbilt,
Gen. James Grant Wilson, Henry E. Pierrepont,
John H. Carpender, Everett P. Wheeler, Dr.
Frederick E. Hyde, Douglas Merritt, and
William M. Franklin,

Tae financial report showed that the society
had flourished during the past three years,
especially in the fiscal year just closed. In 1896
the increase of funds had been $12,199.63; in
1897, $11,339.69, and in 1898, $45.274.02. The to-
tal fund now amounts to $343,891.04. Loans
since 1881 had aggregated $410,637, and since
1893, when free donations were first started, the
sum of $18,026.33 had spent.

A iong discussion was entered upon as to the
advisability of giving money for the building of
rectories; funds at the present time are distrib-
uted only for the construction of churches. It
was pointed out that a revision of the charter
of the society would be necessary if the pro-
posed change were made, and so the whole mat-
ter was referred for further discussion to the
Board of Missions.

GENERAL THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY

The Associated Alumniof the General Theo-
logical Seminary held their triennial reunion
and banquet at the Ebbitt House, Washington,
on Thursday, Oct. 13th. The banquet was pre-
ceded by services at St. Paul’s church at 7
o'clock. After choral Evensong, the Bishop of
Springfield preached a strong sermon upon the
treasures of which the seminary is guardian,
and the great truths for which it stands.

The alumni to the number of over 100,repaired
tothe hotel, where the banquet was held. The
tables were set in the form of the letter U,
and were handsomely decorated with flowers.
Around them were many of the best known
clergymen and bishops of the Church.

The Rt. Rev. George De N. Gillespie, D.D.,
Bishop of Western Michigan, presided, and
made a few opening remarks. The salutatory
was given by Bishop Satterlee, of the diocese
of Washington. He said it afforded him great
pleasure to welcome the alumni to the diocese,
where he was just beginning to feel at home
himself. *I am glad to find,” said he, '‘in
looking over the list of the alumni association,
that since the year 1850 the greater part of the
graduates of the seminary are still alive. But
still, in that list, I find many who have passed
over to the number of those who are no longer
amongus. I wish that you would all solemnly
join me in a toast to those who are no longer
among us—to those whoawait our coming on the
other side.”

The toast, ‘“The association—its illustrious
past,” was responded to by the Rev. Dr. Brand,
of Maryland. The Bishop of Tennessee, Dr.
Gailor, responded to the toast, **The association
—its present usefulness.’” Dr. Taylor, of Spring-
field, spoke on ‘“‘The association—its mission
to the future.” Bishop Graves, of Shanghai,
spoke on ‘'‘The alumni and foreign missions.”
In the course of his remarks, hesaid that it was
a matter of regret that the seminary had not
done more for the cause of foreign missions.
Dean Hoffman responded to “‘The General The-
ological Seminary,’”” and Dr. Gold, of the West-
ern Theological Seminary, to ‘‘Our sister sem-
inaries.”” The speeches continued to a late
hour.

THE NASHOTAH BAXQUET,
The Convocation of Nashotah House held its

triennial meeting and banquet at Hotel Ozford,
Washington, on Thursday evening last. Among
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the alumni present were the Bishops of Mis-
sissippi and Milwaukee, the Rev. Dr. Walter
W. Webb, President of Nashotah House; the
Rev. Drs. McClelland Fiske, S. D. McConnell, F.
S. Jewell; Deans Mallory of Wisconsin, Rafter
of Wyoming, Weller of Fond du Lac, Sweet of
Rock Island; the Rev. T. I. Holcombe, Mr. L. H.
Morehouse of the Young churchman Co., and
others. The Rt. Rev. H. M. Thompson, D.D.,
presided. After the bounteous repast, be began
the ‘‘feast of reason’’ by proposing a greeting to
the alumni of the General Seminary then as-
sembled at the Ebbitt House. A cordial response
to this was received during the evening. The
Bishop spoke of ‘Nashotah's Past,’ giving
graphic sketches of the early days of which he
was a participant. Dr. Webb spoke with quiet
earnestness of ‘‘Nashotah’s Present.” At no
time have conditions been so encouraging. The
financial crisis is past, though for some years
the institution must have aid from the Church
to meet current expenses. Bishop Nicholson
spoke with fervor about ‘‘Nashotah’s Future.”
Like the twin lakes of the beautiful domain, her
past and her future will be united by a stream
through which the pure water of holy
traditions

and influences would ever
flow. The Bishop of Japan, who was
to have spoken of Nashotah’s foreign

missionary work, was not able to attend. The
Rev. Dr. Leffingwell, rector of St. Mary’'s,Knox-
ville, spoke upon ‘Nashotah’s Teachers,” and
the many educational works that were con-
ducted by Nashotah men. He noted the fact that
the Rev. Octavius Parker, now in Southern
California, founded the mission of Anvik. The
first Church missionary in Alaska, Mr. Eastin,
gave a short account of his work in St. Cle-
ment’s school for colored children, in Hender-
son, Ky. The oldest of the alumni present, dat-
ing back to the days of Breck, was Mr. Hol-
combe. The presence of Mr. Morehouse, of Mil-
waukee, was extremely gratifying to all present.

In reverent silence, standing, the alumni re-
ceived the toast, **To the absent,’” and ‘‘To the
memory of the blessed departed.” All knelt for
the Lord’s Prayer, and the Prayer for Nasho-
tah House, and received the blessing from the
president, under whose instructions at Nasho-
tah they had received so many helpful lessons
and inspirations for their work.

Church News

New York
Henry C. Potter, D.D., LL.D., Bishop

City.—At the church of the Intercession,
the rector, the Rev. Henry Dixon Jones, has
resigned, to take effect Dec. 1st, after four
years of work, during which he has made earn-
est efforts to lessen the parochial indebtedness.

At the last meeting of the Church Associa-
tion, an address on ““Music; its nature and in-
fluence,” was delivered by Mr. W.L. Tomlins,
of Chicago. Tbe session was held at the St.
Denis hotel.

Among the passengers who arrived in this
port from England on the White Star steamship
“‘Germanic,’” Oct. 14th, was the Very Rev. and
Hon. James Wentworth Leigh, D.D., a brother
of Lord Leigh, and dean of Hereford cathedral.
The Dean comes to this country on a visit to
members of his wife's family. It is expected
that he will be present during some of the ses-
sions of the General Convention in Washington.

At Grace church, the Rev. Dr. Wm. R. Hunt-
ington, rector, there are, by latest report, 99
members in the Girls’Friendly Society, 36 proba-
_tioners, 51 juniors, and 57 candidates, making in
all 243. There are also 26 associates, Deaconess
Miner acting as branch secretary. The society
has maintained successful classes in dress-
making, embroidery, cutting and making under-
wear, and the branches of useful industry; also
a class in the German language. The new edi-
fice for the summer home at New Canaan,
Conn., is being pushed to completion. Grace
House-by the-Sea is being used at present as a
iefuge for convalescent soldiers returned from
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the army hospitals. Bishop Potter made a vis-
itation at Grace church on Sunday, Oct. 2d.

St. Agnes’ Nursery has been thoroughly reno-
vated, and the babies’ dormitory enlarged.
There was very little sickness during the year.
The institution was open 274 days, with an av-
erage attendance of 36, and a total of 9,457
children. From the mothers, $472.85 was re-
ceived; from yearly subscriptions, 1,510, and
from other sources, making a total of §2,993.23.
The expenses amounted to $2,873.04. St. Agnes’
Kindergarten has of late been associated with
the nursery, but with a separate treasury;
the receipts last year being $637 86, and the ex-
penses leaving a bhalance in hand at the end of
the year of $146 61.

Theannual commencement of the New York
Training School for Deaconesses just held, grad-
uated four members. A limited number of per-
sons attended the exercises in the chantry of
Grace church.. The graduates were Miss Vir-
ginia F. Burford, Miss Josephine A. Lyons, Miss
Lillian, Cc. Scott, and Miss C. Isabelle Howells.
The latter contemplates remaining for a post-
graduate course. The Rev. Dr. Wm. R. Hunt-
ington, founder and warden of the school, deliv-
ered an address. At a later hour of the morn-
ing Bishop Potter celebrated the Holy Euchar-
1st, assisted by the dean, the Rev. Haslett Mc-
Kim, and the acting dean, the Rev. Melville K.
Bailey. Six of the clergy of the parish, and a
num.er of deaconesses were present. The Rev.
Geo. Wm. Douglas, D.D., was preacher. The
Bishop admitted as deaconesses Miss Josephine
A. Lyons, and Miss Virginia F. Burford. The
former is tolabor in Trinity parish, New Haven,
Conn., and the latter in Trinity parish, Mounds-
ville, W. Va.

STAATSBURGH.—-The Archdeaconry of Dutchess
at its October meeting just held, elected, with
the approval of Bishop Potter, the Rev. Pres-
cott Evarts as Archdeacon of Dutchess, in suc
cession to the Ven. Archdeacon Burgess, D.D.,
lately deceased. The Rev. A. T. Ashton was
chosen secretary in succession to the Ven.Arch-
deacon Evarts, and Mr. W. Morgan Lee was re-
elected treasurer. The meeting was of unus-

“ual interest in being preceded by the consecra-

tion of St. Margaret’s church, in which the ses-
sions were held, the rector, the Rev. Thomas L.
Cole, having successfully removed all remaining
indebtedness. Bishop Potter at the same time
administered the rite of Confirmation to twenty
candidates. In his address on the occasion the
Bishop made special reference to the happy re-
turn of the rector, who was rector at a former
time in this parish.

Pennsylvania
0zi W, Whitaker, D.D., LL. D., Bishop
PHILADELPHIA.—Among the vice-presidents of
the Pennsylvania Colonization Society elected
at the 78d annual meeting,held on the 10th inst.,
are Bishop Whitaker and the Rev. Dr. W. F.
Paddock.

The treasurer of the Woman's Auxiliary, Mrs,
J. Cook, Jr., reports that in the past three
years the amount contributed for the United
Offering by St. James' church, the Rev. Dr.
J. N. Blanchard, rector, has been $1,763.72.

The estate of the late William W. Maule was
adjudicated on the 8th imst., and sundrf legacies
ordered to be paid. He had named all the con-
gregations in his nasive town of Lewes, Del.,
white and colored, as legatees; among them St.
Peter’s church, $250.

Much surprisehas been excited by the news of
the resignation of the Rev. Dr. T. C. Yarnall, of
St. Mary’s, West Philadelphia. This step, on
his part, is a source of grief among those of his
congregation whom he has served with singular
fidelity, piety and devobtion, for more than 50
years.

The Rev. W. F. Ayer, vicar of the memorial
chapel of the Holy Communion, who has just re-
turned from the South, gave an informal talk
upon the hospital service in the voluuteerarmy,
to the Clerical Brotherhood,on the 10th inst., at
their regular Monday meeting in the assembly
room at the Church. House. Mr. Ayer spoke
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generally respecting the good work done by the
army hospital and the Red Cross Society. He
reviewed the situation at Chickamauga, and
said that, under the circumstances, excellent.
work had been done.

The directors of the Kensington Hospital for-
Women held their 15th annual meeting on Mon--
day, 10th inst., at the Church House, and re-
elected Bishop Whitaker president. The year
which has closed was the first in the new kuild-
ing, which was erected last year, and which
has enlarged the capacity of the hospital to 40
beds, enabling it to do much more work than
heretofore. During the year, 611 patients have
been cared for, an increase of 237 over the year-
preceding. Four nurses have graduated from
the training school, and ten nurses are at pres-
en under training.

The chapel of the Deaconesses’ House and
Training Scbool was crowded on Wednesday
afternoon, 12th inst., at thz graduation exer-
cises of the deaconesses class. In the absence
of Bishop Whitaker, president, and the Rev.
Dr. J. DeW. Perry, warden, at the General
Convention, the services were in charge of the
Kev. Messrs. R. S. Eastman” and L. M. Robin~
son. The address was made by the Rev. Mr.
Eastman. The diplomas were presented to-
Misses Jean Colesbury, Marie Sellers, Amy
Glidden, Emeline Tilkington, and Elizabeth
Caryll. Three other members of the class were
not present to receive their certificates, as they
have already gone to their assigned work.
They are Miss Amelia P. Butler, who will work
among the mountainers in North Carolina; Miss.
Mary Sutton, who has gone to Providence, R.
I.; and Miss Margaretta S. Geider, who has
been assigned to Boston. Miss Colesbury will
work in the church of the Mediator,.and Miss
Sellers in St. Peter’s parish. The other young:
ladies have as yet received no assignments.

Up to the close of 1897 there were 46 places of’
worship exclusively. for colored people. In--
cluded among these were six churches and
chapels of our own Faith, three of which have
been established within the last decade. And
now three other mission stations have been
started. The memorial chapel of St. Michael
and All Angels, which had been interested in a
much-neglected colony of colored people in
West Philadelphia for over two years, last April
rented a small house in the rear of 3446 Ludlow
st., which has been transformed into a model.
dwelling, and is now the working centre of the
mission. The ‘‘Church League for Work among
Colored People’’ has become responsible for a
part of the rent. Inthe Germantown convoca-
tion, and under the charge of the Rev. Dr. J. De:
W. Perry, dean, a mission has been established
for Italians and colored people; whileanother of’
the same character and purpose has beeninaug-
urated under the direction of Zion church, the.
Rev. C. C. Walker, rector. The Church League-
provides for the support of a deaconess who
divides her time between the church of the Cru-
cifixion and this mission of Zion church. Bishop:
Whitaker, in his address to the late diocesan
convention, expressed theopinion that two more:
deaconesses are needed in this field ; and added
that the services of a general missionary among
the colored population could be most beneficially
employed, not only in this city, but also in Ches-
ter, West Chester, etc.

The 28th annual report of the City Mission.
was issued on the 14th inst. The summary of
its work for the past year isas follows: Meals
distributed from its seven sick-diet kitchens, 90,-
652 institutions visited, 100; religious services,
including daily prayers in the three ‘‘Homes,”"
2,492; choir services, etc., by church choirs and.
by the Brotherhood of St. Andrew, 160; Bap-
tisms, 102; marriages, 11; burials, 80; number
of visits by missionaries, both clerical and lay,
20,332; visits and calls by the superintendent,
1,603; patients admitted to homes for consump-
tive:, including all under care April 17, 1897,
164; consumptives and others receiving weekly
aid in their-own homes, 26; new and partly
worn garments received and distributed, 6,779.
Since the organization of the consumptive de-
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partment (1877) to April 12,1898, 21 years, 2.485
consumptives have beenreceived and cared for,
in the twohospitals and in their own homes. The
James C. Smith Memorial Home at Oakbourne,
Chester Co., has been open throughout the year,
and 271 sick and convalescent women have en-
joyed the privileges of this beautiful country
home. Since the opening of this institution,
May 7, 1896, 449 convalescent patients have been
cared for. Total receipts: for the year ending
Apiil 12, 1898, were $82,429.67, and total dis-
bursements for all purposes, $81,406.62.

CrELTENHAM.—Each member of the circle of
the Daughters of the King of St. Paul’s church,
the Rev. Dr. E. W. Appleton, rector, was given
one year ago 10 cents as capital to be used in
raising funds as she deemed best. The returns
show, among others, that Mrs. George W. Long
had invested her dime so judiciously that it
yielded $25.70, the largest amount reported.
Mrs. O. Kincaid raised $15.

Louisiana
Davis Sessums, D.D.. Bishcp
ARcoLA.—Services are held in & “Union chap~
el,” but the congregation seems to be mostly
Church people, as the ladies are providing an al-
tar, prayer desk, lecturn, and other accessories
to a Prayer Book service.

+ Minnesota
Henry B. Whipple, 0.D., LL.i)., Bishop
Mahlon N, Gilbert. D.D., Bishop Coadjator

A bell weighing 120 pounds has been placed in
the belfry of St. James’ church, Dresbach.

Improvements costing $400have been added to
St. John’s church, Dakota, consisting of a new
chancel,rector’sstudy,and otherminormatters;
a flourishing Sunday school is maintained, and
services on alternate Sundays.

Holy Comforter church, Brownsville, has al-
ternate Sunday services, a growing Sunday
school meets weekly, and $120 has been ex-
pended on church improvements.

The tower on Christ church, Redwing, costing
some $4,000, has been coropleted, giving the
church a dignified and ecclesiastical appear-
ance.

A cyclone damaged the Breck school, at Wil-
der, to the extent of about $2,000.

The new rectory at Mantorville has bzen
completed The Rev. John Caldwell, has been
transferred to Spring Valley, N. Dak.

North Carolina
Jos.Blount Cheshire, Jr., D.D., Bishop
BISHOP'S APPOINTMENTS
NOVEMBER
2-6. Salisbury and Rowan Co.
7. Lexington. 9. P. M, High Point.
10 P. M., Mocksville. 1l. P. M, Germanton.

13. Stoneville; P. M., Mayodan.

14, Madison. 15. Walnut Cove.

16. P. M., Mount Airy. 17. P. M., Elkin.

20. Hillsboro. 22. P. M., burham.

27. Oxford; Pp. M. Satterwhite.

28. Goshen. 30. Stovall.
DECEMBER

2. Williamsboro.

4. Ridgeway; P. M., St. Luke's.

8. Littleton; P. M., Littleton mission.
8. Jackson.

1. Weldon; P. M., Halifax.

Idaho
QChauncey B. Brewster, D.D., Bishop Coadjutor

PocaTELLo.—The beautiful stone church of
Holy Trinity, the Rev. P. Murphy, rector, is al-
most finished. The corner-stone was laid in
January of the present year, by Bishop Talbot.
The building is the finest and most substantial
in the State. It is built of native white and
red sand stone in broxen ashlar. The seating
capacity is about 300. It bas spaciouschoir and
recess chancel. The choir room and guild hall
are large and commodious, and can be used for
chapel services if necessary. There is a neat sac-
risty and study off the choir reom. The ceil-
ing is open, and is ornamented by 78 artistically
pressed steel panels. The heavy timber trusses
which support the roof are exposed. The win-
dows are of leaded cathedral glass, made by the
Luminous Prism Co., Chicago. The three

The ALiving Church

chancel windows are gifts of the Sunday school,
the ‘‘Busy Bees,”” and members of the congre-
gation. A beautiful brass altar cross has been
presented by a poor woman in the parish, in
memory of a former lay missionary. A prie
diew is the gift of a generous layman. The
Daughters of the Kingare tq raise $200 towards
furnishing the church; of this they have al-
ready in hand $180. The entire building will
be heated by hot air and lighted by electricity.
Since the present rector took charge, two years
ago,the people have raised over $2,200for building
purposes alone, of which sum the Sunday school
children have raised nearly $200. In connection
with Trinity church is a large vested choir of
mixed voices; also the first and only company
of the Boys’ Brigade in Idaho. The members
have full equipments, including guns and uni-
forms. Miss A. Murphy, daughter of the rec-
tor, has a class of Chinese who meet at the
rectory every evening to receive lessons in En-
glish, and who attend Sunday school.

On the evening of July 7th the rectory was
almost totally destroyed by fire. To repair the
rectory necessitated an appeal to the citizens of
Pocatello and the expenditure of several hun-
dred dollars. This has left the people without
funds to furnish and heat the church. They
will, therefore, be compelled to appeil tot be
generosity of the Church atlarge to help them
purchase heating apparatus and chancel furni-
ture.

Ohlo
Wm. Andrew Leonard, D.D., Bishop

The North-east Convocation met at St. John’s
church, Youngstown, the Rev. A. L. Frazer,
rector, October 3rd and 4th. Monday, Evensong
was said with an address by the Rev. Robt.
Kell, on “The history of the Book of Common
Prayer.’’ Tuesday,at 7 A.M. ,the Holy Communion
was celebrated; at 9 A. M, Morning Prayer was
followed by an address ad clerum by the dean,
the Rev. A. L. Frazer; 10 A. M., business session.
Several important matters concerning finances
and the missionary work of the convocation were
discussed; at 11 A. m. and 2 P. M., conferences
were held on the work of the General Conven-
tion. The Rev. Mr. Avery read a paper on
‘“The canon of marriage and divorce,”’ after
which “The name of the Church,’ and “The
provincial system,” were the topics generally
discussed. The next meeting will be held at
the church of Our Saviour, Akron.

Pittsburgh
Cortiandt Whitehead, D.D., Bishop

For over 20 years St: Margaret’s Deaf-Mute
mission has enjoyed the hospitality of Trinity
church, being allowed to use the chapel for
services and lectures. On Sunday, Oct. 2ad,
the Rev. A. W. Mann held two services, cele-
brating in the morning. On the following Mon-
day evening a ‘‘combined service’’ was held at
Christ church, Meadville. Three deaf-mutes
attended from Oil City, a distance of 30 miles.

Washington, D. C.
Henry Yates Satterlee, D.D., Blsh_ou.

The first Sunday during the Convention was
one of special interest in all the Washington
churches. By the Bishop's desire it was every
where a missionary day, the offerings being for
missions, and the sermons on the same great
subject. At St. Paul's, there was in additiona
striking illustration of success in missionary
work, in the ordination to the diaconate, by the
Bishop of Chicago, of a young Japanese, Mr. J.
K. Ochiai. The litany and Holy Communion
service were choral; Bishop McLaren was cele-
brant, and also delivered the sermon, which con-
cluded with an affectionate address to the can-
didate. The Bishop of Tokyo was also present,
and read the preface to the Ordinal, as is the
custom in this diocese. Thecandidate was pre-
sented by the Rev. Dr. Gold, of the Western
Theological Seminary. The other clergy taking
part in this most impressive and beautiful serv-
ice were the rector of the parish, the Rev. Al.
fred Harding, and the Rev. Philip Prescott.

At St. John's church, Bishop Leonard, of
O .io, of course received an enthusiastic wel-
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come from his former congregation, and a scarce-
ly less warm one in the afternoon at St. John’s,
Georgetown, where many of his friends in
other parishes were in the congregation. The
Rev. Dr. Lindsay, of Boston, a f .rmer rector,
was also at this service;indeed, there are many
pleasant renewals of old friendships, as not a.
few of the members of the Convention were
formerly associated with Washington churches.

The diocesan paper of Washington, D. C., has.
the following: Since the news of the purchase
of the cathedral grounds has been announced, a.
check for a thousand dollars.has been sent to
the Bishop of Washington by a lady in another
and distant city, to be applied toward the pay-
ment of the mortgage on the property. This un-
solicited gift, coming from an unexpected quar-
ter, was a complete surprise, and is a token of
the interest that is felt in other parts of the
country in that cathedral which will stand as a
witness for Christian the capital of the United
States.

Central Pennsylvania
Ethelbert Talbot, DD, LL D. Bishop

HarRrIsBURG.—Sunday, Oct. .23, marked the
'completion of the tenth year of the rectorship
of the Rev. Dr. Angell at St. Stephen’s church.
In the course of a brief summary of the paro-
chial history during the last decade, the rector
alluded to some of the improvements, material
and otherwise, which had been effected, not-
withstanding the many losses by death and re-
moval of active and liberal helpers. Among
these improvements have been the building of
the new chancel, and the complete restoration
and decoration of the body of the church, at a
cost of nearly $11,000, transforming a somewhat
unattractive interior into oneof the handsomest.
in the diocese. An efficient vested choir has also.
been organized, and various societies have been
formed for work along missionary and chari-
table lines. The financial statistics showed that
during the past ten years the parish has contrib-
uted $58,000,0f which about $12,000, or over21 per
cent , has been given to objects outside the par-
ish. The more important church furnishings,
such as the altar and its ornaments, the pulpit
and font, and the Communion vessels, are me-
morials, and have beengiven during the present.
rectorship.

Maryland
Willlam Paret, D.D., LL.D., Bishop

BavTiMORE.—The members of the Woman’s
Guild of St. Barnabas’ church recently tendered.
a reception to the congregation. The occasion
had a double purpose, to bring together the
members of the church and to put in servicethe
new organ recently purchased by the guild.
The rector, the Rev. Thomas Atkinson, made an
address. Mrs. J. W. Paine, president of the:
guild, announced that it had reached a member-
ship of 100, having started five years ago with a
membership of 12.

The vested choir, which has been under train-
ing for the past two months by Mr. Horton Cor-
bett, organist and choirmaster of St. Peter’s
church, sang in All Saints’ church for the first.
time Sunday, Oct. 2d.

No new work has been undertakenin the arch--
deaconry of Baltimore during the summer, ow-
ing to the absenceof many of the clergy and lai-
ty from the city. Something, however, has been
accomplished, but it is much to be regretted
that the amounts pledged will fall several hun-
dred dollars short of the sum ($6,082) asked from
the archdeaconry by the committee of missions.
The building committee for the chapel of the:
Holy Evangelists, Canton,having only received a
little more than half of the amount ($6,000) re-
quired, hasnot yet commenced work.

DavipsoNviLLE.—The chapel of St. Andrew
the Fishermin, in All Hallow's parish, was
partly built during the winter of 1897. At that.
time, owing to lack of funds, only the frame
work and outer walls were compieted, and the
congregation has been usingthe building in that
condition. Now the necessary money has been
raised and the chapel is being finished. The rec-
tor of the parish, the Rev. C. J. Curtis, is doing
anexcellent and growing work at this point.
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Chicago

Rev. C W. Leffingwell, Editor and Proprietor

HE Convention has made good progress

in the work of constitutional revision
during the past week. It is quite probable
that the entire report of the committee
would have been acted upon, if the amend-
ment proposed by the Rev. Dr. Huntington
had not been offered. The debate upon
‘this occupied two days of last week, and
finally on Monday of this week a vote was
Teached by which the following substitute
was adopted for Dr. Huntingtons amend-
ment: ‘‘But provision may be made by
canon for the temporary use of other forms
-and directories of worship by congregations
not already in union with this Church, who
are willing to accept the spiritual oversight
-of the bishop of the diocese.” a

Article IV. has been ailopted by both
Houses as follows:

In every diocese a Standing Committee shall
‘be appointed by the convention thereof. When
‘there is a bishop in charge of the diocese, the
.committee shall be his council of advice, and
when there is no such bishop, it shall be the ec-
-clesiastical authority of the diocese, for all pur-
posesdeclared by the General Convention, and
the rights and duties of the Standing Committee,
except as provided in the Constitution and
-canonsof the General Convention, may be pre-
scribed by the canons of the respective dioceses.

Article V, which relates to the formation
and division of dioceses was, after a short
debate, sent back to the committee to be re-
-cast.

Article VI has been adopted by the depu-
‘ties as follows:

Section 1. The House of Bishops may estab-
lish missionary districts in States or Territories
or parts thereof, not organized into dioceses.

It may also from time to time change, increase
-or diminish the territory included in such mis-
sionary districts, in such manner as may be pre-
:scribed by canon.

Section 2. The General Convention may ac-
cept a cession of the territorial jurisdiction of a
part of a diocese when the bishop and conven-
‘tion of such diocese shall propose such cession,
-and three-fourths of the parishes in the ceded
territory,and also the same proportion of the
parishes within the remaining territory, shall
.consent thereto.

Section 3. Missionary districts shall beorgan-
ized as may be prescribed by Canon of the Gen-
eral Convention.

The main proposition of Article VII has
been adopted by both Houses.

Dioceses and missionary districts may be
united into provinces in such manner, under
such conditions, and with such powers as shall
be provided by Canons of the General Conven-
‘tion.

The Bishops have rejected and asked for
a conference upon the proviso that ‘‘no dio-
-cese shall be included in a province without
its own consent.” Article VIII on ordination
has been adopted. Article IX on modes of
trying the clergy, which provides for courts
-of appeal, has been recommitted.

Article X on the establishment of the
Prayer Book, and the mode of alteration
thereof, has been adopted.

The Bishops have rejected the proposed
canon on marriage and divorce. Indiana
has been sub-divided into three portions,
two dioceses being formed of the northern
and central parts, and a missionary district
of the southern portion.
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ERHAPS a rose by some other name
would smell as sweet, but when it gets
several names its fragance becomes some-
what confused. The P. E.C.in the U.S. A
is getting mixed up, as to its name, and
will have to be referred to some committee
to find out ‘*where it i3 at.” The Canadian
delegation, in their speeches in Washington
last week, made a commendable effort to
cover the ground, but failed to strike all the
trails. The Archbishop adopted the Prot-
estant Episcopal name; the Dean got it
down to the Episcopal Church in the U. S.;
the Judge came out strong with ‘‘the Amer-
ican Church.” *This Church of Ours” has
got a pretty good start a3 a name; one of the
bishops last Sunday carried it all through his
sermon,and it would not be surprising if some
one would move to incorporate it into the
Constitution.