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. GENERAL CONVENTION.
CENTRAL Music Hary, Chicago, }
Wednesday, October 13, 1886.

Seventh Day.

The Convention was called to order by the
president.

The secretary read the minutes of the
proceedings of the sixth day, which were
approved.

The President—The president has no
communications to make.

Then the call of the order of business was
made.

TUnder the call of the Standing Committee
on credentials, the commiftee presented re-
port No. 9, stating that the Rev. J. H. Noble
isin place of J. H. Fitch who is unable to
attend. His name has been given to the
Secretary and will be called upon the roll

The Cheirman of the Committee on the
Prayer Book offered the following resolu-
tion:

Resolved, that in view of the long estab-
lished custom of the celebration of Thanks-
eiving Day during the month of November,
and the associations in the mind of a large
share of the people, we respectfully report
that it isundesirable for this General Conven-
tion to make any appeal to the civil author-
ities for a change.

Resolved, That the Committee on the
Prayer Book be discharged from further |
consideration of the matter. [

Referred to the Committee on Prayer
Book.

Under the call of: “On Memorials of De-
ceased Members,” the Rev. Dr. Carey, of Al-
bany, presented a memorial in reference to
the late Rev. Dr. Harrison, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Memorials of
Deceased Members.

Rev. Dr. Brown, of Long Is’and, presented
& memorial of the Rev. Dr. Schenck, a dep-
uty from Long Island since the year 1871,
which was properly referred.

Rev. Dr. Knight, of Central Pennsylvania,
presented a memorial of the Rev. Dr. Ack-
ley, and asked that 1t be referred to the
proper committee.

Mr. Fairbanks, of Florida—Mr. President,

I have a petition, or memorial, which I would
offer on the subject of Christian unity.

The petition was read by the Secretary as |
follows: |

At a meeting of the 43d Annual Council of
the Diocese of Florida on June 10, 1886, the
following resolution was adopted: Resolved
br tae Council of of the Diocese of Florida,
convened at St. Mark’s Church at Palatka,
on the 10th day of June, 1886, that the Gen-
e:al Convention of the Protestant Episcopal
Church of the United States of America, be
and is hereby most respectfully, humbly,
and earnestly petitioned to instruct its Com-
mittee on Ecclesiastical Relations to abandon
the passive position it now occupies in refer-

ence to those bodies of Christians which are
reccgnized as evangelical, and to send to
those bodies invitations to conference on the
subject of Christian Unity.

The xesolution was referred to the Com-
mittee on the State of the Church,

Rev. Dr. Clark, of Michigan—I wish to ask
on behaif of the Committee on Memorials
that memorials be handed in, if possible, as
early as Monday morning, and that the me-
morial be confined to the facts,and that they
be made as brief as pcssible. I make this
request on behalf of the Committee on Me-
morials.

Rev. Dr. Carey, of Albany—I have a reso-
lution in regard to the Office of Baptism for
persons of Riper years

The President—The resolution will be
read, and the Chair will take this opportuni-
ty to state, that his atiention has been
called to the standing rule of this House,and
it becomes his dnty as presiding officer to
enforce that rule without exception. The
rule referred to is No. 9: “All resolutions
shall be reduced to writing, presented to
the Secretary,and by him read to the House;
and no motion shall be considered before
the House unless seconded.” The Chair will
therefore request the members who desire
to present resolutions to reduce them to
writing, sign them with their names, and
send them to the Secretary’s desk.

Resolved, That the Rubric at the close of
the Office of Baptism of those of Riper years,
relating to Confirmation and the Holy Com-
munion, be so changed as to make it an ad-
dress to the newly-baptised, and that it be
read hereafter as a part of the Office.

Dr. Carey has the floor. j

Dr. Carey—In my pastoral experience I
have found that occasionally there are per-
sons baptized as adults who say they are
willing to be baptized, but would rather not
be confirmed immediately; and I presume
it is found to be the experience of my cler-
ical brethren, that they find that there are
persons who are offered who prefer not to
come to the Holy Communion until some
time after their confirmation, and the
aim is to bring all the influence
and weight of the Church on those
matters so that the candidate and the whole
congregation shall be instructed with refer-
ence toit and give point to the admonition and
exhortations of the pastor. Asyou doubt-
less know, in the rubric connected with the
office for Baptism of Infants, or the Charge
to the Sponsors, are the word “Ye are to
take care that this child be brought to the
Bishop as soon as heis sufficiently instructed
in the Church Catechism.” The words are in
the 1st Book of Edward vi and continued
down to 1662, the close of the Rebellion, and
at that time the office for Adults, was

framed by the Bp. of St: Asaph and the ru- i

bric in the office was made a part of the of-
fice.

It is simply to bring this rubric into
greater prominence.

It is analogous to chonge made in 1662 and
I think is generally addressed to the pastors
and is to be the means of educating candi-
dates for baptism in the Church.

The President—The question is upon the
reference of the resolution to the Joint Com-
mittee on Liturgical Revision.

Dr. Drowne, of Long Island presents a re-
port of the Board of Trustees of the General
Theological Seminary and moves its refer-
ence to the Committee on the General The-
ological Seminary.

Dr. Benedict, of Southern Ohio offers the
following resolution: ~

Resolved, That the special joint committee
on the revision of the Pre~er Book be re-

quested to consider the prop iety of retain-
ing the Venite Exultimus Domino, n the
office of the Daily Morning Prayer as it now
is.

Second, the propriety of providing for the
optional use in Lent in place of the last two
verses, verses 8—11 of Psalm XCV.

Rev. Dr. Benedict, of Southern Ohio—I do
not wish to take up the time of the Conven-
tion long, butI am sureI express the senti-
ments of many in this Church, and in all
parts of the country, that in this respect as
well as others our American compilers ought
to makea change; that the Venite as we
have it in our Morning Prayer is an anthem
for contirual daily use. The chief object-
ion made to itis it is a kind of mutilation.
As we now have it is better suited to the
form of worship than in the English took.

Referred to Committee on Liturgical Re-
vision.

Resolution offered by Mr. Fairbanks, of
Florida:

“At a meeting of the Forty-Third Annual
Council of the Diocese of Florida, held on
the 10th day of June, 1886, it was resolved

That the deputies to the General Conven-
tion be requested to present to that body
the following resolution: g

Resolved, That the Council of the Diocese
of Florida respectfully requests £ General
Convention to cons!der the question of Ap-
pellate Courts.

The President—The resolution goes to the
Joint Comm'ttee on the Judicial system of
the Church.

Mr. Fairbanks also presented a resolution
adopted by the Diocese of Florida at their
Annual Convention, in reference to-the
Prayer Book.

The Chair—Under the standing rule of the
House, the paper presented by the deputy
from Florida goes to the Joint Committes on
Liturgical Revision.

Judge Sheffey, of Virginia, offered the fol-
lowing resolution:

Resolved, That leave of absence be grant-
ed to Chas. M. Blackford, lay delegate from
Virginia, for the rest of the session.

Judge Sheffey—Mr. Blrckford was called
away from the service in this body, and has
summoned his alternate, and it is proper
that he should have leave of absence granted
until his alternate comes.

Leave of absence granted.

Mr. Church, of Pittsburg—Resolved, That
this House respectfully requests the House
of Bishops to propose and set forth a spoeial
and shortened form of Divine Service, and
that-the service be used by this Conven-
tion.

Mr. Church—I think that the resolution

hardly needs very much explanation. It
! speaks for itself. I have heard from many
| members of this House and I have no doubt
thatthey are other members who have not
had opportunities to express themselves,
that the office of morning prayer, especially
on Litany days, is unnecessarily lorg for oc-
casions of this kind, and without consulta-
tion with any of my colleagues, I offer this
resolution f r the purpose of getting the
sense of the House as to whether or not a
special and shortened form of service might
not be prepared by the House of Bishops for
the use of this Body in opening its daily
morning sessions.

The President—Does the deputy movea the
reference.

The Deputy—If there be a proper Com-
mittee.

Referred {o the Committee on Rules.

Mr. Stotsenberg, of Indiana, offers the
following preamble and resolutions:

Waereas, The system of International

Arbitration for the settlement of disputes
between nations is based on the principle of
our holy religion, being designed to estab-
lish the reign of perfect and perpetual
peace on earth; therefore,

Resolved, The House of B'sheps concur-
ring, that this Convention representing a
branch of the Catbolic Church commends
all international efforts to prevent war and
to form universal and las'ing peace by arbi-
tration.

I move that the same be referred to a
Special Committee consisting of three cler-
ical and two lay deputies.

It was afterward agreed to refer to the
Committee on the State of the Church.

Rev. Dr. Prescott, of Fond du Lac—Re-
solved, To insert in the place of suffrage for
rulers and magistrates in the Litany in the
Book of Common Prayer, the following:
“That it may please Thee to bless Thy ser-
vant the President of the United States and
all the Christian Rulers and Governors, and
to give them grace to execute justice and to
maintain truth.” Resolved to insert in the
Litany in the Book of Common Prayer instead
of suffrage in the for all the people of God,
of the clergy, the following: “That it may
please Thee to increase the number of Thy
faithful ministers and to bless and keep all
Thy people.”

Mr. Prescott—It is in the interest of brey-
ity and not increasing the length of the Lite
any adding two new suffrages, but incorpor-
ating two suffrages and giving us all that is
asked for. I ask its reference.

Referred to the Joint Committee on Litur-~
gical R vision.

Rev. Dr. Knight. of Pennsylvania, offered
the following Resolution.

Resolved, the House of Bishops concur-
ring that this Convention, recognizing the
valuable results to Biblical and Historcial
knowledge to the cause of truth, from the
labors of the Egyptian exploration fund,
cordially commends its object as worthy of
thelibera! support from the members of this
Church,

Rev. Dr. Knight, of Central Pennsylvania.
—All I have to say in regard to this resolu-
tion will be a very few words. The subject
of Egyptian exploration is carried on at the
nresent time under the auspices and with
the help of a great number of persons of Eng
land and America, the far largest majority
ot whom belong to our own communion.
As a reverend speaker has reminded us it is
important in connection with the history of
the Israelites, our forefathers in the faith,
It will be perhaps proper to remind the
House that the two central points of the ex-
ploration are the House of Tophahes in
which Jeremiah stood and declared, and save
the ancient zoan, and therefore is a very
important work. There is very little doubt
that this exploration if it be carried on
further will lead to some very im-
portant discoveries in confirmation of
the truth of the Bible. It will be seen by
the wording of the resolution, that it is
simply a general expression of the interest
in the work that it may go on speedily. We
simply desire that the explorationimay con-
tinue, and by the help of the members of
our own Church., Some action has been
taken by the ecclesiastical authority of
England, and it ceems to be very fitting that
we shou'd express ourselves in the same

walg'. :
| esolution offered by the Rev. Dr. Brookes,

of Massachusetts:

Resolved, That the General Convention of
the Protestant Episcopal Church sends cor=
dial greetings to the assembly of the Clon-
gregational Church, now in session in this
city, and expresses its devout hope thas pur
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deliberations, though separately conducted | this respect should te voted down, bubt

may wminister together to the glory of God
and the advancement of our common
Christianity.

Dr. Brookes—I don’t know that I have
anything to say in support of the resolution.
It seems to me that it is one that may very
properly be presented to, and adopted by,
this body. They represent a ve!y large body
of workers in the cause of Christianity along
side of us, and sometimes to be unne.essa-
rily keparated from us. I trust, sir, that the
resolution may commead itself to the good
opinion of this convention.

The Rev. Dr. Leffingwell, of Quincy—It
seems to me, sir, that it bebooves this body
to inquire as to the doctrine, discipline and
worship of that organization to which it is
proposed to send our fraternal grectng,
But you know what it is. Has anybody
ever seen and read the standard of be.ief of
the Congregational body. There is another
body in session in th's city at this time, and
this resolution might appear to be an invid-
ious discrimination against our Unitarian
brethren. I move, sir, that this resolution
be laid upon the table.

The motion to lay upon the table lost by a
vote of 184 to 84

The President—The motion to lay upon the
table having been lost, the question now is
upon the adoption of the resolution offered
by Dr. Brooks.

Rev Dr. Brooks, of Magsachuszt{s—I move
to amend the resolution by inserting the
the words “the House of Bishops concurr-
ing.”

Rev. Dr. Hopkins, Central Pennsy.van'a—
Mx. President, a great many memorials have
been sent up to this General Convention hav-
ing Christian unity in view. Itisasubject fill-
ing all the air around us. Propositions look-
ing toward that are under consideraticn by
our own committees at this. very time, :nd
that in the midst of all this talk about the
matter, the very first expression of kindly
courtesy should be laid upon the table, looks
like slapping in the face the very men with
whom we would hope to be at Christian
unity. There is a difference in the case of
those called Unitarians,. We all know what
that is. We all unde stand that the founda-
tion of any unity whatever must be the de-
finit:on of Christian faith as received by the
undivided Cbhurch, and it would be discour-
tesyin us to open such communi ations with
those whom we know not to accept those
definitions. There is nothing in the position
of congregational minister or deacon which
distinguishes him who is known as an Evan-
gelical deacon. The general understanding
is thut they do accept the faith of undivided
Christendom ags expressed in those ancient
creeds. Therefore | say that any such mes-

sage as thisis perfectly proper and shows {

that when we talk about unity we mean
what we say.

Rev. Dr. Dumbell, of Tennessee—It is with
very deep regret that I rise to express my
strong opinion against the resolution. Had
it so happened that a message had been re-
ceived by this House from the body to which
reference has been made by the clerical

deputy from Massachusetts, I presume that |

it would have been our duty to send some
courteous reply, but it does seem to me sir
vhat this is beginning by taking hold of -the
thing by the wrong end. It does appear to
me that notwithstanding the pleading of the
very able deputy from Central Pennsyivania,
we should not adopt this resolution record-
ing a vote which could not be otherwise read
than as an approval of a schism from the
Qatholic Churck,

Rev. Dr. Hopkins, of Central Pennsylvania
—No, never, nothing of that kind.

Rev. Dr. Dumbell, of Tennessee—We re-
quire a holding of the ancient symbols of the
faith, the creed. Itis possible—of course I
know that as a matter of fact it is so, that
that creed is recited and’ nominally held by
the body in question, but I do not see sir
how an understanding of that creed which
has been accepted throu. h all ages can be
reconciled to the position which that body
occupies, I meun the words Holy Cutholic
Church, to go no further. I therefore feel
it my duty to vote against the resolution.

Rev. Mr. Faude, of Indiana.—It is
tuite  surprising that a resolution
of courtesy in the fist place in

aside from that question it is very strange
to me that when this Church, this Conven-
tion, 1his House of Deputies, has heard
what has been stated on the other side
through the Memorials presented on the
subject of Christian Unity should vote down
something of this kind, and even admitting,
Mr. Prcsident, that here are the representa-
tives of a schism to whom we are about to
send a message of greeting, of courtesy,
even admitting all that, is it not the place
of this branch of the Holy Catholic Church
to make efforts to bring back again those
who have gone off. It seems to me, Mr.
President, that anything that is not in favor
of extending our ha: ds, sending our hearti-
est and warmest greeting, that anything of
that sort is not in the spirit in which we
shall bring about the desired result, to bring
about Christian unity. Suppose, Mr. Presi-
dent, that God the Father had said to Him-
self, if I make an effort to restore cr to re-
claim one singe sinner, I am recognizing, T
am approving, his sin. It seems to me, sir,
that would have been parallel to the remark
which has just been made. It is by no means
a recognition and an approval of a schism to
send such a greeting as this which is now
proposed to be sent, it is an expression of
kindly feeling and of love, and as such Mr.
President, I hope that the House of Depu-
ties will vote for the resolution. '

Dr. Shattuck, of Massachusetts—As
a former  Congregationalist I am
in favor of sending this message
to my old brethren. As a Con-

gregationalist, I thought I was very well off,
not to say that I do not believe myself better
off now, and I wish to be courteous and at-
tentive to them. Another thing, Mr. Presi-
dent, we have got to ke charged with our
own sins, and I think we had better bear
that in mind and not trouble ourselves with
the sins of our brethren, especially when
there is before us merely the question of
wheﬁqe ghall or shall not do an act of
courtesy toward those who profess and call
themselves Christians.

The Rev. Mr. Gailor, of Tennessee—May I
ask for a second reading of the resolution.

"The hour for the special order of the day
having arrived, Judge Sheffey, of Virginia,
moved that the order of the day be sus-
pended until the pending question is voted
upon.

Mot on carried.

The Rev. Mr. Gailor, of Tennessee—I ask
for a second reading of the resolation in or-
der that we may see how that resolution
will look in print, atd when it is copied
through the country.

The Secretary read: ’

Resolved, The House of Bishops concur-
ring, that the General Convention of the
Protestant Episcopal Church send cordial
greetings to the Assembly of the Congrega-

liberations, though separately conducted,
may minister together to the glory of God

tianity.

Rev. Dr. Harris, of Baltimore—Mr. Presi-
dent, a person of high authority in the Holy
Catholic Church wrote many years ago,
“there are differences of administration,
but it is the same Lord,” and, “it is the same

God that worketh all in all,” and if anyone
holds the Doctrine of the Incarnation as the
very fundamental doctrine of Christianity,
he is a Christian brother, albeit his ‘“‘admin-
.istration” may te modeled otherwise than
our own; and we may stretch out to him the
hand of brotherhood. It seems to me
that those who speak so constantly of the
Holy Catholic Church, and would apply that
title exclusively to themselves, would do
well to remember that the Western Church
isin a state of schism. There is not a cor-
rect copy of the creed called Nicene, set
forth for use in the whole Western, Church.

Rev. Dr. Stansbury, of North New Jersey
-1 beg the deputy from Massachusetts to
accept the amendment, in the following
words: “And that we assure them tha%
we earnestly yray for such unity
and peace as is according to God’s wiil
through Jesus Christ our Lord.

Rev. Dr. Brooks, of Massachusetts—I will

accept the amendment,.

‘ject on, not to have preferred any accusa-

tional Church now in session in this city, |
and expresses its devout hope that our de- |

and the advancement of our common Chris- |

Rev. Dr. Leflingwell, of Quincy—Mr. Pres-
ident and gentlemen, I do not propose to
make a speech, but I merely rise to ask that
I be understocd as interposing this one ob-

tion against the Conzregationalists, but sim- |
ply as having sta‘ed that they are a body
having no standing. I am the son of a Con-
gregational clergyman. I never knew that
there was such a thing as an Apostles, Creed
until I was eighteen years of age and went
into a Church called the Prote-tant Ep sco-
pal Church and heard the Creed Now. I
think that the Congregationalists holl to
most of the articles of the Christian faith,
but is it not our duty before sending a rec-
ognition of this kind, that we should know,
or have presented to- us some assurance
that t" ey do hold to the Apostle’s Creed?

A Deputy from Easton—All I rise for, Mr.
President, is simply to protest against the
assumption that those who are earnestly
favoring a restoration of Christian unity
must be inconsistent with themselves, if in
any way they oppose this motion. On the
contrary, Mr. President, every such motion
as this does seem to imply that things
are all 1right as they are. While |
this movement for the restoration of
Chistrian unity recognized the fact that they
are not 1ight as they are, and we desire to
make them right, this simple protest, noth-
ing more. Let the resolution go as you
please, only do not let the stigma rest upon
us, who are pushing onward toward Chris-
tian unity be inconsistent with our service
when there comes a resclution of this char-
acter. )

A Deputy fr.m S. C.—The gentlemen tak
ing his seat has said almost allI was going
to say, but one word more. Why not in-
clude in this reading all the other bodies. I
have seen in one of the papers that the Uni-
tarians were in a session here, assembled in
conference, and various cther bodies. Now
if the object is to send a greeting to all, why
not inciude them all? It seems tome that
this is singling out and sending greetings
to one when all should be incluied. There-
fore, I shou'd be prepared to vote against
this resolution though I am heartiiy in favor
of Churchunity.

Rev. Dr. Goodwin, of Pennsylvania—I
merely rise to answer a question put by one
of the deputies as to whether the Congrcga-
tionalists have an Apostles, Creed. I have
a New England primer come down from my
boyhood, which I value very much, and
that New England primer contains the Apos-
tles’ Creed as the foundation creed of the
Congregational Church.

Rev. Mr. Gay or, of Tennessee—I have an
amendment to the amendment. The amend-
ment is that instead of “The Congregational
Church now in session,” we put “All Chr stian
Lodies now in session.”

The Chair—Does the mover of the original
resolution accept the amendm:nt?

Rev. Dr. Brooks, Massachusetts—I do mnot
wish to accept the amendment.

| Rev. Mr. Gaylor—Mr. President, I have but

a word to say, and I did not expect to speak,

a: d when before I had the floor, I declined

to speak hecause I wished to see how many

members skould speak in favor of the prop-

osition and how many against, in order as a

new member of this Convention, I could un-

ders!and something of the views taken by
| the older members of this Convention. My
| opinion about the matter makes no differ-
ence one way or the other. The way I have
| been instructed, and the teaching of the
| Church does have something to do with my
opinion and my vote upon this question. I
bave never been taught to consider the
Christian bodies who are around us, who are
no doubt, striving in the same path that we
are striving in. I have never been taught to
regard them as churchesén the sense of the
word in which the use of the creed or cate-
chism are involved, so I would object in the
first place to any resolation which stou'd be
addressed to the Congregational Church. I
do not recognize any body as a church which
has not the Episcopate and Apostolic suc-
, cession. That is the way I have been in-

structed. If the House will pardon me I
say that I am bound to stick to my convic-
tions. I am as fond about talking about
unity as any one in this House, and I am
sure my heart yearns as earnestly for unity

as that of any man in this House, but I do
not think that it is any step towards umity,
or that it will do us any good in : ny way in
arguing about unity to {urn our backs upon
the great past of the Church « £ Christ,which
we are here to represent collectively and
officlally and not as’ individuals, :nd to ad-
dress a body which left us and turned their
backs upon us when we had dcne nothing
against them, though they were fully in the
same position organically as we ourselves.
There may not be much in aname, that mat-
ter will also be discussed to-day, but it does
seem that the very title of the Church is a
misnomer as far as my convictions are con-
cerned, and I h pe as far as the convictions
of m.ny of my brethren of this house are
concerned. With this view, therefore, I
offered the amendment. I trust that we are
willing to do any thing ¢ ns'stent with the
whole path of our Church to thow our will-
ingness and desire to be one with them. I
do not think we are gaining anything by
unity when we do anything to encourage
that separation for habitual worship which
arises fiom mere fancies about it, changing
pulpits and holding union 8. rvices.

Deputy from Rhode Island.—I trust the
amendment to the resolution will not pass,
because it seems to take all the sense out of
the resolution. It makes it so broad that it
hasno point of coumitesy. I understand
that the resolution is simply a resolution of
courtesy. Of course it goes without saying
that we are different from the Congregation-
alists, otherwise, why are we here and nct
there? We know we differ from them,
They know we differ from them, but we are
Christians and there are bonds of un'on.
There are Christian cen!ers around which
we rally with a common devotion to a com-
mon Mas.er, and we are simply asked to ex-
tend to them a courteous greeting and bid
them God-speed in the name of the Lord.
It seems to me that nothing can be done sc
effectuially as this lcok'ng toward the unity
of Christendom. If a divided Christendom:
is to be made one, it will not be first by a
legisl tivo aotion, but it will be by such pre-
liminary steps as we propose to take by this
resolution. It will be by a greeting, an at-
mosphere of courtesy, a kindly feeling and a
disposition of kindliness towards one anoth-
er,and then when this point has been secur-
ed we may look to the points upon which it
is well known we differ and hope that these
differences may in some way be adjusted It
seems to me that in our social relations we
send cordial greetlngs to those with whom

| we differ; why not send such greefings to

those who bear the names of Christians, and
to whom we would not dare to deny the
name of Christians, whatever other name
we may refuse to give them? Why should
we rot in this matter extend a cordial greet
ing to those who, with us, worship a Com-
mon Master?

Rev. Stoddard, of Northern New Jersey.—
I should Iike to offer the following as a sub-
stitute:

ResoLvED, the House of Bishops con-
curring, that we send to our Congregational
brethren row in session, our cordial greet-
ing, and beg them to unite with usin prayer
for the peace and unity of Christendom.

Rev. Dr. Beers, of California.—I have a
word to say, Unfortunately I think the
movement, however well intended, has
brought the Congregaiional church in some
sense under trial by the General Convention
of the Protestant Episco; al Church. Itdoes
not seem to me that that is our proper busi-
ness, and however sentimentally inclined I
may feel to send & message from the Gener-
al Convention to the Congregationa lists
organized and in session in this city, it
seems to me to be entirely aside from the
purpose for which we are met, not that we
have anything to say against our Congrega-
tional brethrens We may feel individually
towards them very kindly and wish them
God speed. Whether it is in order or
not I am not clear, but I think that
anything which we should do in thismatver
would go to the Upper House for their ac-
tion. The substance of my argumentis that
the resolution and substance are inexp.-
dient.

Mr. Wilmer, of Maryland—If I am not
greatly mistaken, there is an overwhelming
majority of this House in favor of this grect~
ing. I sincerely hope. however, that if this
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greeling in sent, our Congregational breth
ren will noi read debates of this House, and
rec how grudgingly it has been sent. Ifa
vote had Leen taken ab once, o coutse there
would have been a majority, but there
would have been something, conscientionsly
said no doubt, that, strictly speaking, would
hiav. indicated the sentiment with which it
was presented and received by this House.
Without any tear, therefore, on my part, and
without any disposition to cut off the de-
bat~, the matter having been fully present-
ed on both sides. I now move that the vote
on this guestion be taken within three
minubes,
Motion carried.

Then followed a debate of about half an
hour on questions as to the form of resolu-
tion, and the order in voting, in which the
Convention tangled itself up amid amend-
ments to amendmentr, and substitutes to
amendments-—voting, then reconsidering;
until finally a vote was taken or the original
motion as amended; and passed unani-
mously. [

[Great appluuse.]

The President—The orders of the day are
the resolutions offered by Mr. Judd and the
Rev. Dr. Adams relating to the name of the
Church.

Judge Prince of New Mexico—I rise to a
question of order. I wish it understood
that I am not taking the place of the gentle-
man from Chicago, but he does not feel able
to commence this debate. The point thatI
make is that there are two resolutionsbefore
the House at this time, one introduced by
Mr. Judd, and the other by the Rev. Dr.
Adams, And I suppose that the proper way
to proceed is to procecd with the discussion
apon the first order of the day.

The Secretary—The Secretary wiil state
that he read the two rezolutlons in obedience
to the action of the House last night in mak-
ing them the oider of the day.

At this yomt a member called for the
reading of the messages from the House of
Bishops, and messages Nos. 11, 12 and 13
were read.

HOUSE OF BISHOP3—MESSAGE NoO. 11.

The House of Bishops informs the House
of Deputies that it concurs in Message No.
10 of the House of Deputies, constituting a
Jont Committee on the duty of the Church
in vegard to the work among the colored
people, and appoints as members onits part,
the Bishop of Minuesota, the Bishop of Ala-
bama,and the Bishop of Kentucky.

HOUSE OF BISHOPS—MESSAGE No. 12.

Resolved, by the House of Bishops, the
House of Deputies concurring, that the fol-
lowing be appointed as mombers of the
Standing Committee on Foreign Churches,
in accordance with Title iii, Canon 5, Section
iii, [7), viz., Rev. M. F. Morgan, D. D., Rev.
H. Y. Satterlee, D. D., Hon, John A. Xing,
Mr. Stephen P. Nash.

HOUSE OF BISHOPS—MESSAGE NO, 13,

The House of Bishops informs the House
of Deputies that it concurres in Message No.9
of the House of Deputies, constituting a
Joint Standing Committee on the spiritual
care of Immjgrants, and authorizing said
committee to confer with the authorities of
the Churches of England, Ireland, Scotland
in and Canada. And this House appoints on
its part of such Joint Committee, the Bishop
of Northern Texas, the Bishop of Noithern
New Jersey, and the Bishop of Nebraska.

Signed, W. TATLOCK,
Secretary,

The Pressdent—Mr, Prince has asked for
the ruling of the Chair in regard to resolu-
tions now before us.
the subject consideration and is doubttul of
the construction of this matter, but will
state it. It is competent for anybody to
make several special orders for thesame day
and the same time. Those special orders
take preccdence of each other according to
the priority of time which they were made
special orders, and the ruling of the Chair
would be.that the first special order of the
day is the resolutiou offered by the deputy
from Chicago, and should be considered
first, and after that the resolution offered
by the Rev. Dr. Adams, of Wisconsin, will
become the special order and be considered.

Mr. Prince, of New Mexico—I understand
then, Mr. President, that the resolution of-

| fered by the lay deputy from the Diocese of

Chicago, presents the order before us. Mr.

Judd stated to me he was unable to open

this discussion, but he hoped to be able to
| say something before it closed. I am im-
pressed with the importance of this subject
to this Church in the uniting of Christians
in the United States, and the evangelizing of
the whole nation, and with an overwhelm-
ing sense of the responsibility as to the best
way in which to use the filteen little min-
utes to which I am confined in speaking on
this very important subjeet, and during
which I hope by the help of God to be able
to show to ati least one deputy on the floor,
who has heretofore bezn indifferent, or who
has not considered the subject, of what vast
importance this is, if we are to do the work
of God’s Church here in the United States.

The Chair has given |

I must confess I really do not know where to
begin. Through the courtesy of the LiviNna
CrurcH advance sheets of the little article
which I took the liberty to write on this
subject, and which only refers to the objec-
tion that has been made to the change of
name, have been placed in the seats of the
deputies. I will not consequently speak of
| those now, or any of those objec-
tions that have been raiged, re-
serving that to some later time in
the discussion of the work. Proceeding
then as fast and rapidly as I can,I will speak
of the substantial reasons which appeal to
the practical man and the practical layman,
and not from a theological standpoint, but
simply from its connection with the salva-
tion of souls within the United States, (for
we are responsible for that salvation,)
and go on as fast as I can to speak of those
substantial reasons. There is one objection
to which I will allude for one moment—I
allude to it because it has the sympathy of
my heart; it is that which is based upon
sentiment, and the practice and the right of
sentiment which looks upon the present
name as that used by our forefa'hers, as
that by which they knew and loved the
Church, as hallowed by the devoted lives
and saintly deaths of the many who have
gone before us, and therefore dear to th:
hearts and rooted in the affection of all
those earnest Churchmen, and I feel that it
is a sentiment worthy of all consideration.
No change should be made for the
| mere sake of change, and no change for the
sake of greater propriety—nay, I would go
further than this and say if the present
name is evidently and actually a hinder-
ance to Church progress and a stumbling
block and obstacle to those whowould oth-
erwise enter into the Kingdom of God, it
would be better to 1=t it sband as it is. But if
it is chown that great good will come from
the change, that the Church’s government
wil be far more infiuential, that the congre-
gation will be larzely increased, and thal a
large number of people who know thename
of Christ can by this means be brought
more effectively into the.Church, and the
indifferent become interested in religion,
then no sentiment, however dear, ought to
stand in the way.

The land in which we live is in full in-
fidelity. You Christian ministers and Chris-
tian laymen who live at home among Chris-
tian neighbors, and are only brought in con-
| nection with Christian people, have very lit-
tle idea of the extent of the prevailing in-
fidelity and heathenism in the United States.
I use this word heathenism without offens-
ive intent, but simply to imply the negative
of Christianity. ¥ do not mean those who
are blatantly opposed to Christianity, but to
those who are living as if Christianity did
not exist, asif Christ had never come upon
earth, and I submit, sir, itis a sad and ap-
palling thought that the majority of the
American people to-day, are exactly in that
condition. Look at the crowds which as-
semble at the speaking of any anti-Christian
gpeaker, and look at the vast proportion
that never enter a Christian Church, for that
is a fair criterion; and you will say that I do
not overdraw it. Now, why is this? The
great argument of every anti-Christian
| preacher is from the division of Christianity. |
They say on the face of the earth there are
three hundred Christian sects. What kind
of a religion is this; with thousands of devo-
tees? If all of these are right, thousands

must be wrong, That is the substance and

kernel ot the great argument of infidelity,
and it is a very taking and very plausible
argument, and from a sectarian standpoint
it is almost impossible to meet. But the
Church idea meets it in a moment, and the
reason that it iseo generally held, and so
powerful with a vast number of people, 18
that they have never heard of the Church
idea in their lives, that they do not know
that there is any body of Cliristians in this
country claiming to be the American Church,
responsible for the souls of every one in the
country and claiming the allegiance of every
one in the country. That thought, which

[ to us s iike the A, B, C of religious things,

has never entered the mind of, I will ven-
ture to say, one personin fifty. Place be-
fore them the name of the Church which
claims to be the American Church and if
would give them an insight at once into
that claim and that idea which would take
a greab deal of general preaching to give to
them. I think the Christian ministers donot
appreciate the utter ignorance on this sub-
ject among the public at large. The Church-
man in New York had an article almost
three years ago in which it stated—I cannot
take the time to quote the exact words—
that it was unnecessary to have a change
of narae, because everybody assumed that
the Episcopal Church was the American
branch of the Catholic Church. No one but
a clergyman would make that kind of an
assertion; no one, but a person who did not
go around among men of influence
and know at all what the ordinary
intelligence and thought of the American
people is.  We need to mect that in order to
get the true Church idea to this great eliss
of people, and to bring them to Christianity.

Then with rezard to f.reigners who come
to our shores. There are a vast body of
Scandinuvians who come, and they belong to
be Church of Sweden. They expect when
they come here to belong to the American
Church, but if on landing in New York they
ask some one which is the America1 Church
here, they will be told there are lots
of Churches, dozens. Which one do you
want? They cou'd get no more intelligible
answer than that,and so are unable to distin-
guih among the vastnumber of churches,
They flounder around and it isonly by chance
if they ever find the Church which they
expect to find So with the Christian
sects around us. They know notbing even
of the name of the American Church, but by
the simple designation, its name would
throw abroad the standard of Christ's
Church in this country. We would, at any
rate, set up aland-mark that they could see,
a guide post which would lead them and
thea they would have an opportunity of
knowing the truth. So with the Romanists—
I must enumerate these classes with great
rapidity. Rome i8 very strong, not only
among those who come from foreign coun-
tries, but there is a class of people in our
own land who desire an American stability
and who do not know that it exists anywhere
butin Rome. Their Church is commonly
called the Catholic Church. Now, we can
only overcome the Romanism by true Cath-
olicity. Against them we should set up our
own antiquity, against their religi:n from
Trent we should set up our own from the
Apostles, and we have to set it up visibly be-
fore the faces of men, =0 that they may
know at any rate that there is reason in it;
and we can do that by proclaiming here
that the Church is the American Church.
Christian unity requires it. =We cannot ex-
pect men of other names to come into a
Church of sectarian name, but we can ask
them with good grace to come into the
American Church, comprehenrive as the na-
tion itself. That name too would arouse a
national spirit. It would bring up a spirit
of Americanism to oppose the domination of
any Bishop of any foreign country, I say,
living at Rome or elsewhere. It would give
us, I believe, the increase in the Chureh that
we necd.

There is very little now to call the young
men of energy and ambition into the minis-
try of the Church, wh ch seems to be a sect;

country. It would imbue them with a z2al
for self-sacrifice which would make them
ready to die, if necessary, for the cause.
They might not choose to die for the Protes-
tant Episcopal Church, but it would be glor-
ious to die for the American Church. I
heard the objection raised yesterday that it
would be a piece of presumption to take
this title. Presumption! It seems to e,
sir, that that only shows too much self-con-

sciousness in the part of the people
who suggest it. This is mnot our
Chutrch, it does mnot belong to wu=

It is God’s Church. It was here long
before we were born. It will exist long
after we go hence. We are but the tru-tees
for the moment, and I insist, sir, that we
have no right to betray that trust by hiding
the identity of the Church, by putting its
light under a bushel, so as to prevent men
from knowing that it is there. God grant,
sir, that in that last great day, and before
the awful throne of judgment no lost soul
may rise to accuse us in that hour, that we,
being the trustees of Ohrist’s Church in
America, failed to let the identity, ye: the
very existence of that Church be known,
end so shut against that soul the gates of the
Kingdom of Heaven.

Dr. Coppee, of Central Penn.—In taking
the floor to-day, in view of the large num-
ber of gentlemen that desire to speak upon
the subject, I shall not address the House at
great length. I wish, sir, simply to express
the opinion and to look with the eye of an
old-fashioned high Churchman upon this
subject; rather a battered model, battered
not so much by the stormy stream of time,
but by the projects of those who seek change
and who at the same time delight in antique
novelties. Mr. President, I wish simply to
speak her: of that true progresswhich is
always conservative, it is the only progress
thiat will lead us to great results. In the
language of the Roman satirist: Vis consili
expers mole vint sua; vim temperatum Di prove-
hunt in majus.

Now, sir, I want this question to be dealt
with in a spirit of conservatism as well as
rrogress. It covers many vital prinei-
ples which do not appear upon the face of
this resolution. Let us look for instance
at some historical points. First I would say
that the reference to the parallelism between
the American Church or the Eeclesia Ameri-
caneg and the English Church, the Feclesia
Anglicana—, ]

A Deputy from Springfield—I submit, siz,
that that is not the proposition which is be-
fore the House. That matter which has
been touched upon comes under the propo-
sition of the Rev. Dr. Adams, of Wisconsin,
and not under the proposition which is now
before the House, which is that offered by
Mr. Judd, of Chicago.

The Chair decides that the point of order
taken by the deputy from Springfield is
correct.

Dr. Coppee, of Central Pennsylvania—Per-
mit me to say that the great part of the ad-
dress by Judge Prince was upon the subject
of the title, the American Church. I was
only making this point in order to show that
we have no right to that designation. Well,
gir, leaving that point of the question of
nationality, I would say one or two words
with reference to the present name of the
Church, a time-honored name, an hundred
years old. And first of the designation Prot-
estant. We all know that the name origina-~
ted when the Lutherans protested in 1549,
against the edict of the Diet of Spiers, which
had in view the stopping of any further in-
novations in religion.  8ir, whether in our
present conditions and relations we should
take thabt name or not, or leaving out of
congideration the fact that we have indeed
much to protest against at the present time,
it is worthy of observation that the English
Church has been known in history, recog-
nized in convocation and parliament as g
Protestant Church; as in numerous papers
the rcalm of England has been called u
protestant kingdom, notably so in the act of
gettlement of the Crown in the profestant
succession. We get our protestanism from

but plant the banner of the American Church | England.

high above their eyes and you set there an
object of mnoble ambition, which I believe

‘And then, sir, with regard to the word
Episcopal, besides its historic character, it

would draw all the best and most intelligent | has a claim upou us in its analogies. Let me
and energetic of the young men in our l explain: We speak of the Holy Catholic
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and Apostolic Church. 8Sir, if the word
Episcopol would imply that there may be a
Church without Bishops; if there is redund-
ance or tautology of idea in this application
of the word FEpiscopal, so there is in that
Leautiful phrase, which comes so trippingly
upon the tongue--the Catholic and Apostolic

Church—for what is dpostolic but Episcopal,
and #o in modern English you would render
the phrase, the Catholic Episcopal Church,

Mr. President, do let us make haste slow-
ly—let as be sure we should change the
name; then let us be sure we get the right
one—and then take time to settle the ques-
fion so that we may never repent of our
action.

Rev. . P. Davenport, of Springfield—Mr.
President, I think, sir, that I realize the
gravity, the seriousness of the business
which is presented to this House. I trust
that, although a deputy for the second time,
I may not be intruding upon the House in
making a few remarks upon the subject
now before us, and if the value of them
#hall be any at all, it will be because it is
based upon no appeal to sentiment, but up-
on an appeal to cold, hard facts. The depu-
ty who has just spoken informs us that the
word ‘“Protestant” is a word adopted and
used at the convocation of the Church of
England. Now, sir, if that deputy will take
up Cardwell’s Conferences, he will find on
page 343 the statement that the Convoca-
tion of 1683 declined to accept such a desig-
nation. He will further find the fact to be
that about six months ago, maybe a year
possibly, I would not be exact as to the
date, the Church of Ireland declined to ac-
cept the title of ‘‘Protestant.” Now these
are very significant facts. Words live, they
are not dead things, but they change their
vharacter. They are not simply etymologi-
cal definitions, for the Pope is a Protestant
as well as those who are anx’ous to let this
term Protestant remain. The difference is
that the ordinary Protestant thinks that he
is only bound to believe what he thinks,
while the Pope on the other hand not only
thinks this, but also that everybody else
is bound to beiieve what he defines. Now,
gir, 1 desire to  point out in the
first place the fact that this word “Protes-
tant” was declined by the convocation of
the Church of England in 1689. In 1827 the
Prusian Diet dropped the name Protestant
as a designation of the Lutheran Church, as
then meaningless and adopted “Evangelical.”
The Emporer Wilhelm, then nearly 90 years
old, in 1817, acting at Swmmus Episcopus,
saved, by the exercise of his power,the drop-
ping of the Apostles’ Creed by the so-called
Protestant church in Germany. Inshort,
the history of this word “Protestant” is one
which, beginning well enough—continuing
well enough at the beginning—has changed
his etymological meaning, and I submit, sir,
to the thoughtful, the reasoning, the pro-
fessionally accurate men of this house, I
submit to the practical laity, that if we are
to have a term which is to be chamelion
like, we should at least have such a one that
we may know what it will be as far as to-
morrow. Now asregards this word, we find
ag a matter of fact that in 1817 it is refused
by the very body whieh first adopted it. We
find, furthermore, that it comes to be a term
which expresses no exact idea, speaking in
the way of Theological science. What isthe
question which a man asks whenit is desired
that he should give his soul to God? What
is the truth? When he asks this question he
may be enough of a thinker to say, Is that
truth dependent upon my mind receiving it
pa to its existance and authority, or is it an
wistorical fact? Is if, in short, the evolntion
of the individual mind,or is it simply a trust
committed to him? Now, sir, the Protestant
vheory of Theology has been irom the very
imeeption—I speak historically—that true
Theology is the evolution of the individual
mind. If this be g0, then there is no stand-
ard of truth, and truth becomes only what a
man troweth or thinketh, as Horntooke has
said in ttie Diversions of Perley, published
in 1776. Now, sir, this man comes and asks
you this question. What answer shall you
make? TIf the house will pardon me, I trust
i will not be too undignified if T recouut a
personal experience. 1 was once talking
with an Irish Roman Jesuit, sharp, shrewd
and cunning. I was trying to do the act
wwhich o oreaf many Episcopal Ministers do,

of proving to him that I was a Catholic, but
used a Protestant Episcopal Prayer-book.
Well, said he, my friend, let me give you a
little advice, if you send your card up to me
in a public house John Smith, don’t you ex-
pect me, when Imeet you, to believe that
your name is Win. Brown; if you Protestant
Episcopalians believe you are Catholics, do
not send out your cardlabeled ‘‘Protestant.”
Well, I am free to confess that it was rather
ahard argument for me to answer. Of
courge I proceeded to explain to him that we
did not mean anything by it, that we really
were Catholics, of course I explained to him
that we were Catholic in theory, although
we might be Protestant in name, but his on-
ly answer was, don’t send out your card la-
beled Protestant. He was right. The souls
of men, gir, in this land of ours, have a right
to know what they are coming to, what
truth they are expected to receive. The
dogma which they are expected to receive is
not the shifting, changing opinions which
may from time to time occur, but the dog-
ma of Christ’s Ancient Church. Dogma, do
Isay? Some of you donot like the word
dogma. The word simply expresses a fact,
namely, that which is Divinely told truth,
received once and for ail. Shall we have
then no dogma, or the common theory of
what is called Iiberal Christianity. If so,
there is no certain standard of truth among
men. What is truth to Mr. A. is falge to Mr
B., and what is truth to Mr. B. may be false
to Mr. C., butif the Churchis the body of
Christ, the Church of the living God, the
pillar and ground of the truth, then you can
say; Bring your life and lay it at the Master’s
feet, under authority. You may say to the
inquirer, then, here is the body of truth.
Now gir, there can be nc objection to this
if we congider the principles upon which
every science of the world is developed.
Law, medicine and philosophy accept cer-
tain axioms. The Church’s dogma is to
Theology what axioms are to science. We
stand, therefore, midway between the Ro-
man and the Protestant worlds. We stand
in a position where we must be able to meet
objections from both quarters. We stand in
a position where thousands of eyes are look-
ing to us, men who are born in the Church
and men born outside of what we believe to
be the Catholic Church of this land, who
are looking towards unity and striving for
it. Ina recent article in the Century Mag-
azine, Prof. Shields, of Princeton, pays a
glowing tribute to the strength and power
of the Prayer Book over a devotional life.
It is a glowing panegyric on that venerable
formulary of worship,which I trust may not
be seriously altered at this convention, draw-
ing the hearts of men to the Episcopal
Church of this country by its solemn voice
of granduer aud beauty.

Now, sir, this title, ‘Protestant Episco-
pal” does not express simply the etymolo-
gical character, but it does mot cover
enough I say of the truth of the Church, and
at the same time it means too much for her
use. I remember reading an article of a
traveler in Germany, who, in talking with a
peasant, was told by the peasant that his
brother was a Pastor in the next town. The
question came; What is your brother? Well,
said he, he is a High Church Protestant, he
believes in God, T am not the same kind of a
Protestant he is. A ‘‘Count” in the times of
old Feudal system was etymologically, a
traveling companion, but I doubt, gir, if in
speaking of the nobility to-day, we should
mean by “Count” a traveling companion to

the Duke. The title Protestant expressed
a fact in 1520, It does mot = ex-
press the magesty’ of this - por-

tion of the Church Catholic in this land. We
do not find the Presbyterians calling them-
gelves Protestant Preshyterians, nor do we
find the Methodists calling themselves
Protestant Methodists—Oh yes, there is a
smell body of them calling themselves Prot-
estant Methodists, they are some ten thou-
sand in number, but they are an offshoot
from the regular Methodist church. In Dr.
Benedict’s history of the Baptists he states
emphatically that they are not of the Protes
tants, and that they are by so much better
than the Episcopal church which claims the
title of Protestant, reaching only back to
the year 1529, in the time of Henry the VIII,
Now, Mr. President, when I meet with this

statement that the Bapfist church is not

Protestant, is it not time for a church which
talks about Catholicity, upon whose tongue
rolls glibly the “Apostolic succession,” to
assert her true character by dropping her
at present incorrect title? For thesereasons
therefore, I believe the resolution ought to
prevail, I believe I have the privilege of
speaking a second time in this debate, when
I shall, if necessary. touch upon other points
germain to the subject.

Mr. President and deputieg, the distin-
guished deputy from New York teld us a few
days since that the ensuing years of this
Century are pregnant with great results.
Believing this to be true, iet me plead earn-
estly that this Church shall assert her true
character, and not say in the Creed ‘I be-
lieve in one Catholic and Apostolic Church.
while, on the title page of her prayer book,
she says ‘‘Protestant Episcopal.”

[Great applause.)

A deputy from Maryland.—I wish to call
the attention of this hquse to its rule of or-
der, and especially the attention of one of
the deputies of this house whom I happened
to see applauding.

Rev. Dr. Hopkins, of Central Pennsylvan-
ia.—What gentleman is that?

The deputy from Maryland.—It was the
Rev. Dr. Hopkins, Deputy from Central
Pennsylvania.

The Rev. Dr. Hopkins, Central Pennsylva-
nia, —Mr. President, did I make all that
noise? I think I observed that the Presi-
den himself joined in it with his gavel.

The President. — The Chair will call
the attention of the house o its own rule
deliberately adopted by it as one of the
rules of order, by which this house has de-
clared that applause is prohibited during
its sessions. 'The chair deeply deplores the
melancholy sight of breaking the rules
which they have adopted, but finds himse!f
entirely unable to exercise any discipiine
whereby thisbody may be compelled to ob-
serve its own regulations. Tne Chair deep-
ly regrets each instance in which by any
member, clerical or lay, the rule of order is
broken, and having said this, the Chair sub-
mits that he can say no more.

Mr. William A, Stewart, of Maryland, Mr.
President. — I do not rise for the pur-
pose of making & speech upon the subject
under discussion, but I do rise for the pur-
pose of making a few remarks in reference
to the terms which have been used as a Ces-
ignation to be applied to our own Church in
the future. I am notashamed to be ca'led
a Protestant Episcopalian. I was born a
Protestant Episcopalian, I was even baptized
a Protestant Episcopalian. (Laughter.)

We all make mistakes sometimes. I do
not feel now that I should be willing that the
Church should assume a title of a general
character when we are only entitled to be
known as one member of the one Catholic
and Apostolic Church.

Mr. Judd, of Chicago—I rise to a point of

order.

The President—The deputy from Maryland
will please be seated while the gentleman
states his point of order.

Mr. Judd, of Chicago—I submit, Mr, Presi-
dent, that the resolution which I had the
honor to present, had not one single word
contained in it in respect to the name of the
Church, and I hope that the name will be
kept separate and distinct until that propo-
gition comes before the house. My proposi-
tion is, giving the reasons in the preamble,
simply that the name “Protestant Episcopal”
be stricken from the law and formularies of
the Church. Ihope this will be distinctly
understood by the House.

The President—The Chair would decide
upon the point of order suggested by the
deputy from Chicago, that while the resolu-
tion now before the House, is one of simple
disapprobation of the present name of the
Church, and while the question of a new
name, if any, is now before the House, yet
that it is in the nature of things exceedingly
difficult for any member of the House 1o
speak upon the first of the subjects which
are the order of the day without some dis-
cussion of the name, the objections to it, and
the Chair would decide that the gentleman
is in order and will proceed.

Mr. Wm. Stewart, of Maryland—Mr. Presi-
dent, although the remarks of the gentleman
who presented the resclution are of amnega-

tive character, and express disapprobation

of the title under which our Church is known
in this country and the world, yet the gen-
tleman who presented his views to the
House, used the term American Church as a
proper title to be used by the Church to
which we belong. Another gentleman fol-
lowed on the same side of the argument and
nsed the same term. I think, Mr. President,
that you are entirely correct in saying that
we cannot argue this question without con-
sidering the name. This Church has heen
known as the Protestant Episcopal Church,
not only in this country, but in England for
two centuries. Two months ago, when Mr.
Gladstone addressed the Bishops, he address-
ed them.as the Protestant Episcopal Church
of Ireland.

Rev. Dr. Adams, of Wisconsin—They re-
pudiated it, and be accepted the repudia-
tion.

Mr. Stewart, of Maryland—No matter
whether they repudiated it or not. The
gentleman can answer me, when I shall
have gotten through with my few remarks,
There is plenty of time to discuss this ques-
tion, there is no need of interrupting me at
all. The few words which I shall say, shall
be practically correct, and if they are incor-
rect I can easily be corrected. 1 say that
the Premier of Great Britain in addressing
the Bishops of the Church of Ireland, ad-
dressed them ‘“‘Protestant Episcopal.” The
records of the past two centuriesspeak of
the Church as “Protestant Episcopal.” Now,
we stand in this position in this country.
When we formed the American Church, after
the RevolutionaryWar, we having theretofore
been the Church of England and America,
we adopted the title ‘“Protestant Episcopal”
Church, and by that title we have been
known eversince. As to the propriety of it,
I have nothing in particular to say, except
that I am not ashamed of the title. Now,
gentlemen, why should we drop it? Where
did we get our title? Where did we get our
Church? Where did we get our Bishops?
Did they come from a Church known as the
Cathol ¢ Church of England. or the Catholic
Church of Scotland or the Catholic Church
of Ireland? No, Mr. President. We got our
title in the first place, we will say, from
Scotland? That was the title of the Church
when Bishop Seabury was ordained a min-
ister of the Church of God. Did we get our
title from the so-called Catholic Church of
Scotland? Not at all. It was the Protestant
Episcopal Church,so recognized and so called
to-day, and numerically it stands to-day as
it did when consecration was conferred
upon Bishop Seabury. Was the Church of
Eng.and so-called the Cathoiic Church of
England? Not at all. It is the Church of
England as by law established. A few years
ago the prayer-book had it as the Church of
England and Ireland, and nmow it is the
Church of England as by law established.
How is it then, neither father nor mother
calling themselves the Catholic Church, that
we should call ourselves the Catholic
Church? A man may be ashamed of his
name and want to change it, sometimes a
man’s name is changed because of an acci-
dent of fortune, but what reason have we
for changing our name, and when gentlemen
say that it will promote the interests of the
Church. We ask how?The Bap'ists,disciples of
Alexander Campbell, called themselves
Christians. Were they, therefore, the only
Christians in this country? Did those who
cailed themselves the Disciples of Christ,
another branch of the Baptists, make them-
selves the only disciples of Christ because
they called themselves go? And if we call
ourselves the American Catholic Church, do
we make ourselves so? There is a contra-
diction of terms to begin with. Catholic
means universal. And why assum? the title
of American? We are a very small part of
America. In the earlier days Am-
erica included this continent, but
this continent was called Cuba, and
when the name of Cuba was transferred
from the Continent to the Island of San Sal-
vador, I don’t know. But thisis not all of
North America. Wiere is Mexico? Where
are the British Provinces? Are notthey any
part of America? Where is Gautemala?
Where is Nicaragua? Are no: they any part
of America? If we call ourselves the Ameri-
can Episcopal Churchit will be to tell alll
others to stand aside.

Adjournment fo 2:30 p. m.
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AFTERNOON SESSION.

A Deputy—I move that the matter per
taining to the Joint Committee be taken
from the table and sent to that Committee®

The President—There is no objection, it
will be so ordered, It is 8o ordered.

The bnginess now before the house is the
question of resolution offered by Mr. Judd,
of Chicago, which was suspended upon the
arrival for recess. Mr. Shattuck, of Massa-
chusetts, has the floor.

Mr. Shattuck—I understand the question
before the house is on the name.

The Secretary read the resolution of Mr.
Judd and stated that the resolution now be-
fore the house is the first of the two resolu-
tions,

Dr. Shattuck, of Massachusetts, Mr. Presi-
dent, I belong to a profession which seeksin
name to name sgomething. I belong toa pro-
fession which seeks always to name some-
thing by giving a name that is indicative.
‘We speak of a name pericarditis—in comton
language it means inflamation of the heart,
but it is not indicative of it. Then wespeak
of the disease called typhoid fever; there
are other diseases which have typhoid symp-
toms. There is also a common name for the
disease typhoid fever, and it has well known
gymptoms; but the words typhoid fever do
not indicate that particular disease, so that
we should know what typhiod fever was. We
degignate it by a name which describes the
digease. There i another disease called
hysteria, which was at first proposed to be
connected with women, but it is a disease
that men have also. Consequently this
name does not describe the disease; and I
could give the names of other diseases that
utterly fail to describe them. Fitty years
ago before I became a member of this
Church, it had this name, and at this time
we are asked the difference, and it is ac-
Eknowledged as the Catholic Church. But I
say at that time, a good many years ago, the
name designated what people thought it
was then, and it was called the Protestant
Episcopal Church. And now we have Pro-
testant Methodists, and the name Protes-
tant does not designate, as it was thought
to do at fixst, what it is. Still that is a com-
mon fault found in many other things. It
is proposed to call it the American Catholic
Church. ' I don’t see how that can be done
because there is the Catholic Church in
Mexico. Then I admit that the Protestant
Episcopal Church does not designate what
Church it is. [ don’t see exactly, and every-
body knows now what the Protestant Epis-
copal Church is, and I ghould like to know
if this question would not arise: What is it?

Rev. Dr. Henckel, of Virginia—It is with a |

gense of shame, and a sense of indignation
which it is somewhat difficult to express,
that Irise to discuss the question before
this House. The proposition to change our
name implies reflection upon either the par-
ent or child. Presuming to reflect when
you presume to choose the name, I prefer
the fond mother in whose bosom I was born
and in whose bogom my father was born, in
whom for generations my friends have
lived and died. And now what do we mean
by change? Reflect upon the dear old
mother! Never, until this right arm ceases
to move. Grant that the name is not all
that we might desire. What is perfect in
this fallen world? It recalls to my mind the
language of a venerable servant of God,
when it was proposed to change the name
whosgaid: “She is my mother,”and though he
didn’t know how the wrinkles on her face
geemed t0 others said thatin his eyes those
very wrinkles were lovely. So I say of the
names a8 of the other features of the dear
old mother. Do we mean to reflect upon
the child? Then I ask on what grounds?
‘We hear constantly of the growth and pro-
gress of this grand Church—of its marvel-
ous growth. It is true, is it mot? If itis
true, it has grown marvelously despite the
‘name, But we are told she would grow a
great deal more if you would give her anoth-
er name. Butyoustand convicted, for be-
fore she was a Catholic Church. My dear
brethren, do you invoke such proceedings,
do you invite such steps? Do yon wish to
¢laim in this case only to be the Church of
the living God, that she was the Catholic
Church before? What is that marvelous oc-
casion that we have so sudden a conviction
that we did not use the name of the histox-

ical Church which in all ages had heen sup-
posed to be the true Church, which had
never failed to fulfill its mission in the
world? Why, gentlemen, by the so-called
Ecumenical Councils that number in their
formation all who claim to bear testimony
to the truth, why this claim that it will tend
b break down infidelity is reduced abso-
lutely to nothing. We are told that infidels
would be confounded if we only call our-
selves the Catholic Church., And thé sects?
How do you expect to succeed with them;
they went out from us? Supposing our
claim i equitable to be called the Catholic
Church, how did they come to go out? Why,
Mr. President, sometimes they wiltully de-
parted from the truth, butat other times,to
our shame be it said, they departed because
of the imperiousness of the Church. I say
to such that I can recall the words of the
noble hearted Bishop of Maryland, when
one undertook to speak slightingly of some
of these; he gaid, ‘‘Young man, never speak
disparagingly of those men of God.” At
another time I heard the same testimony by
Bishop Whitehead when another man spoke
slightingly of Wesley. And everyone knows
that men of every sect are doing exactly
what Wesley did. .

But, sir, we are t21d of the sects that they
never knew it was claimed by the Church
that it was the Catholic Church, and that
they would come back like bad boys and ac-
knowledge that they were in error, No,
sir. You will never convict them in that
way. When we call ourselves the Protest-
ant Episcopal Church then, and another
time the Catholic Churech,it is the same as if
you were John Smith, known as John Smith
and you were to give yourself the name of
William Brown; suppose you did, you might
assert that you were William Brown. might
succeed in passing yourself off under an
an alias in assuming that you were somebody
else; but you could not get your property,
nor could you attain to 1espect as William
Brown if you were John Smith. Nor will
this namme Catholic, with the designation
American Catholic Church, will that be of
importance to the spread of the gospel. In
the first place I ask how would it have im-
paired the movement if we had never given
the name to the Church? I ask next if this
be so essential, how it was that 1t negatived
the action of the Church in spreading _the
effect of infidelity?

Sir, the facts of history show the folly of
this petition that is set up on high before us
it I understand anything of the experience
of the Church or the world.

But we are told that we would have at
once a national spirit aroused if we would
only call the Church American.

Sir, in England the English Church com-

mends itseclf to the Englishmen as the fore-
most institution in his land, he glories in it,
and he glories in the Eng.ish Navy and glo-
ries in the English Army and in his National
Church. Isit proposed to make this a Na-
tional Church? If it is, the language is mis-
leading, for we cannot expect any such
thing,
We were told that young men would glory
in it, if they can only see that it is American
if we place on our banner the name Ameri-
can Catholic Church that they will, if need
be, die as martyrs in her cause.

Has it come to this, that the body is thus
to be glorified over the Head? Must we n ot
rather love her Great Head rather than her
body? Has it eome to this, that men will
die for a name, and the name of a Church_
which consists of the members of that one
Head,and will not die as thousands and tens
of thousands have died for the gospel of
Christ?

Rev. Dr. Dumbell, of Tennessee.—I desire
to say a a few words in order to point out to
this house thatif we require any stronger
asrgument in favor of this measure it would
come from the mouth of the gentleman him-
gelf. If it is true that we ought to be loyal
to our mother, who has after seventeen and
a half centuries of her life had this name
put upon her in a time of distress and trou-
ble and alienation, I do not show my loyalty
for my mother by adopting that name
which was placed upon her.in these latter
days. I therefore wouid submit to the gen-
tleman that the best argument we can have
might come from the words that have just
fallen from his lips, I desire to state that

the Church of England nowhere or at any
time has used the word protestant, or that

“her record has it. It is true that on account

of the sentiment prevailingthat the word
protestant has been used in certain acts
of parliament and.in certain documents,
notably in those ariging in the section in re-
gard to the granting of titles to the Queen,
but in no ecclesiastical matter. and in no
ecclesiastical body and in no house of con-
vocation, nor in any parish in the land. It
is time that we take up this matter. I
could stand here and give statements of
facts where rectors of parishes, of large
parishes in which a great portion of the peo-
ple have come from the mother country, I

could stand here and mention many ways in ||

which this unfortunate name has been a
hindrance and mis-leading. And now, for
facts ave better than any argument, isit
strange that immigrants from other count-
ries, when they come here, bring that very
questfon ap, and they are dissatisfied?

Rev. Dr. Hodges Maryland—I suppose that

the only justification for continuing this de- §

bate may be found in the fact that we are
discussing now a question which, if we fail
to settle it, will come up before the Joint
Committee on the Prayer Book. It is well
known, Mr. President, that this question al-
80 comes up in connection with the Book
Annexed, and if the question has had full
discussion we will thus save gome valuable
time when that " report comes in, and this
must be my apology for adding a word or
two. I thinkI may assume that zealons and
devoted men who have made the move in
this direction would not pretend they
would love the Mother Church lesshad
ghe another mame. Yet it is frue that
among ourselves she is always the Church.
We are Churchmen, and in talking to each
other we assume nothing when we say the
Church. It is in its relation to those who
are not in the fold of the Church, not in her
own communion, that this subject strikes
most forcibly. We have been told that be-
cause we did not assume the name of the
Catholic Church of America only, that men
would become estranged. My own judg-
ment is that where one man might be es-
tranged from that cause, one hundred men
would be found to be hostile to the Church
if we claim to be the only Church and the
only American Church. I care not for Jes-
uit Priests who have been alienated from us
because of the claim of being the Catholic
Church, and Protestant. Bub I think that
the men are entitled to some respect who
are looking to this Church, and who under-
stand that a change is talked of and that it
i claimed that we should no longer be call-
ed a Protestant Church. I believe there are
men who love this Church who are notin
fellowship with it bécause they think it isa
Catholic Church. I agree with this selection
of a name—Protestant Episcopal. And that
name we have loved to this day, and to
abandon it is to proclaim that we are not
Protestant, as we have claimed to be for one
hundred years. Bub, Mr. President, we
were told by the reyerend deputy from
Pennsylvania, that he would like the word
American, and that the Church is not tied tc
any other body, and that it would tend to
Church unity. But that is not favorable to
Continued on page 62.
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Church unity; it is not going towards those
people who like our Church, because of its
Episcopacy or like it because they approve
of its form of government. Now, Mr. Presi-
flent, when a candidate comes to enquire for
the Church, if he meets a member, he would
be directed rightly, but if he asks of a Con-
gregationalist or any other churchman is he
more likely to be directed rightly because of
the change of the name? On the contrary,
I8 it not opposed to the spirit which was
shown here this morning, to treat these
brethren according to the same creed, in-
stead of putting this Church in the position
of saying,we no longer recognize more than
one Church in thisland and claim that we are
that Church. I shall be glad indeed, Mr.
President, when the Catholic spirit of this
Church and of others has drawn us nearer
together.
these wunities shall oceur; when Congrega-
tional, Lutheran and other Churches shall
better appreciate and understand our form
of Church government; we shall hold on to
that which we claim to be essential, and still
welcome these brethren. But I do say that
if under the wise counsels of this Church we
can gee the basis of Christian unity around
us, then will come the time for us to call
ourselves distinctively the Catholic Church,
and adopt the name of Catholic Church of
America; when that day shall come, if ever
it ghould come, we might well discuss the
guestion whether we should abandon the
distinctive title which placed beside the Ro-
man Church and others, now distinguishes
us from them.

Rev. Dr. Franklin, of New Jersey—I have
listened with interest to the words proceed-
ing from a face resembling another face of
one whois abrest. I am sure such senti-
ments would not have been expressed by
the predecessor who bore that face.| Sir,
there is one idea underlaying all these  pro-
ceedings. I have no doubt the idea was in
the mind of the distinguished gentlemeni/from
Chicago, who made the resolution, that} idea
i8 that the time has come in the histoxy of
progress of the American Church for her to
take the position before God and man [that
thereis but one body, the Church of the
Living God, the pillar and ground of the
truth, the Body of which Christ is the Ifead.
Now, sir, this only American Chnreh ig | pre-
vaded by that idea, as is shown by the| tact
that every one. even the gentleman whp has
just taken his seat, every one speaking of
himself ag a christian in distinction |calls
himself a Churchman, but not one ini any
portion of the American Church ecalls [him-
self a Protestant Episcopalian, Dot { one.
The words had their significauce, and |they
have done their work. They were well in
the historical period when they were chiosen
but that time has passed away; and the
movement in all Christain bodies towards
unity centers around the idea of one E)ody.
There must be and there can be only one
body, and the reason why we do not feel
the weight and force of that idea is because
80 many of us, perhapsall of us, are poi-
soned with the sectarian spirit, We call our-
gelves, when the portion of the name is got,
what? not the Catholic Church yet, that is
to come up for after concideration, nor the
Church in America. Our Prayer Book on
its title page would then read ‘‘rites and
cermonies according to the usage of the
Church of the;United States.” Now sir, that
one gingle point is the point which I wish to
urge and impress in order that we may go
practically to work upon the idea that
Christianity is not merely a philosophical
system, not merely a Canon lore, or.a rule
of dogmatic faith, but it is also a living or-
ganic body into which we are ingrafted. We
are ingrafted into Cbrist by Baptism, and
this living organic body has something more
than mere doctrines to teach; it is to offer
galvation in the name of Him who has de-
clared that He would be present with us to
the end of the world, when He said: “Go
baptize, I am with you always even unto the
end of the woxld.” Who wagit? The same
of whom St. John, the Evangelist wrote,
and St. Jolin the Baptist gpoke. He is the
Baptizer by the Holy Ghost. Now when we
attempt to fulfil the command and perform
the duty of carrying the Gospel, who is it
that baptizes? Can Ibaptize, can any priest
or Bishop in this Church confer the gracs
of BEaptiem? By no menner of means. Wa

I shall be glad, indeed, when |

can do what we are told to do, thatis with
water and the most Holy Name give all that
we can, but He baptizes, He is the Baptizer,
the Lord. *Iam with you alwayseven un-
| to the end of the woxld.” Oh, sir, I think
there is nothing that stirs the enthusiasm of
the priest of God, knowing how feeble and
weak he is as a mortal and how wunworthy
he is to bestow any blessing, =0
much as the assurance that by the side
of the fount, by his side stands in verity, the
Head of the Church, the real Baplizer, and
he does that baptizing in that power and in
1he most holy Name. Now, sir, all its bearing
and reiations to the whole sacramental
| work and office of the Church is contained
in the simple word *Church,” as it has
come down to us sanctioned and sanctified
by the use of the holy ages. I desire there-
| fore to utter my protest earnestly against
those who would talk of anything except the
Church of Christ, and I bellieve that there ig
no other bond of unity except membership
in the Church of Christ, and when the idea
ig made clear and exp'ained abroad,I believe
that when they see and feel the force of it,
they will flock to us as doves to the window,
not because we claim to be the Church in
any sectarian spirit, but because we declare
that we have been put in trust in that Body
of Christ, through which, gracious sacra~
ments bestow their blessings by the immedi-
ate approval of Him who is Head over the
| Church. And now, sir, with reference to
the term Catholic, We bear the name Prot-
estant Episcopal, not ordinarily, because it
has been aiready dropped in the use of the
Church. The law in this case takes the us-
ual course, it expresses the sefitled convie-
tion of the people of whom it is applied, We
do not start the new idea, bub simply sweep
away iu our documents that which hasbeen
already swept away in the usages of the
Church. Now in regard to the word “Amer-
ican,” we know perfectly well that although
we are the United States of North America,
yet wherever we go we are called Ameri-
cans. All over the continent of Europe,
if we say we are Americans, it is perfectly
well known that we belong to the United
States of North America, and I presume that
our Canadian brethren would be very glad
to have us adopt that name, for when they
come to call themselves also the Catholic
Church, they will be perfectly willing to call
themselves the Catholic Church of Canada,
and when Mexico comes in she will call her-
gelf the Mexican Catholic Church, and go
torth, Although we are notin authoritive
documents named American, yet we are in
point of fact known the world over, and
without any jealousy on the part of the great
nationg which are springing up all around
us on this part of the continent, for we are
accepted and acknowledged to ke Ameri-
cans. Now it this resolution is passed, then,
we shall gtand in all humility, not at all
with pride, not claiming any superiority
over others, feeling indeed the deep
golemnity and awful responsibility of the
trust committed to us, not claiming to be
greater, better, holier, or wis:r than those
who are afound wus, acknowledging every-
thing they may claim for themselves but
only say, come back into the old Mother’s
home where your forefathers were born and
bred; come back to us, not ag our home but
ag your home, and find init that good
spirib which is given to us to produce, and
in the old love go to work together ard die
together.

Rev. Dr. McVickar, of Pennsylvania—I
would like the opportunity of saying a few
words, I should like to call the attention
of this House to what we are talking about.
We have been engaged in the discussion
nearly three hours, I suppose, and for what?
Upon & name, not upon facts, not upon
character, but the name by which this hody
shall be known in the future. Strange o
| say this body is not a new body, a child
brought forward and baptised when it is a
few weeks old, but it is one hundred years
old, and it has had a name all through these
years, and that name wasg given to it which
has come down to ug in the association of
names and characters which this Church has
learned to love and to reverence;and to-day,
when it is one hundred years old, and has
grown and done tha work which it has, we
are asked to change its name and tuin our
hacks vpon the traditions of the past. to na-

our work and love, and the abolition of that
name means scmething. If we were to be-
gin to-day and this name was proposétl to
us, if we had no name, I suppose, it would
then ke a very different case, and we should
be'ready to listen tosuch arguments as have
been brought forth. But that is not the
| case, it is the question of the repudiation of
| the past. It is a question of finding fault

|

\

with the history, with the names and asso- |

cialion of the Fathers of this Church. Thab
is what we are asked to do, and it is after
all only a name. Who in this body believes
for one moment that our Church would be
one bit more Catholic, because she repudi-
ates the old name and takes on a new name,
whatever it may be—who for one moment
believes that? It seems to me, Mr. Chair-
man, that the picture that was drawn by the
distinguighed deputy from New Mexico in
raising this question to-day, in the opening
argumeut, presented a very dark and very
strong picture of the mental and moral con-
dition of the people with whom he has had
| to deal. If it is a fact that the name of this

was given it in her infancy, the name which
is asgociated with it, snch names as White
Hopkins, and others; if it is true that that
name stands between the conversion of in-
fidels and the Gospel of Jesus Christ, and
that a scratch of the pen here to day is to
change all that, and we are to have not on-
ly those who have heretofore been sinnars
but sectarians, knocking at the door ready
almost to burst in if we only assume a new
name, and because we do not, we keep this
great cyush out, and who wonld come in if
we would only call ourselves the Church,
why, sir, if there are in this House to-day
one hundred men that believe in such
things as that, and who have any idea of in-
telligence and truthi in God’s name as well
as in the name of man, let us adopt the
name, God’s Church, the Catholic Church.
But I do not believe we have sunken so low
in intelligence as to fancy such a resulb can
be brought about by a change of name.
Now, sir, not to tarry over that question of
merely a name. leb me ask you and this
House to remember in what position
thiz Church places itgelf in the mat:
ter which it is about to assume.

An illustration has been sought for the use
of the name and it is valuable. It is not
those churches, those bodies of Christians
which have assumed the proudest names
that have been the most successful, or have
done the grandest work. It is not those who
have called themgelves Disciples of Christ in
coutradistinction of Christendom alone that
have shown by their devotion to Christ the
greatest results. Have those churches with
proud names done ahything that leads us to

other churches?

And, Mr. Chairman, how will this change
place us betore the world? The other night
I was reading the statistics of our own coun-
try in regard to its religion and churches. 1
find to my sorrow and shame that this Pro-
testant Episcop«1 Church stands away down
on that list. We stand number eight on that
list. We are about one-tenth in numbers to
what the great Methodist Churchis. We are
about one-seventh of what the great Baptist
Church is. We are about one-half of what
the great Presbyterian Church is. Now
when we asgume the title of the Church in
America we must show gome reagon for that
title. How would the Roman Catholics re-
gard us? I speak from a high Churchman’s
point of view. Are we not repudiating the
Church that the high Churchmen founded
although in errox? How do we stand before
them when we talk about ourselves as the
Catholie Church, and wheh we turn around
and look at the other great bodies of the
country and say we are the Church? We gay
to the Methodist Church, that hag done such
a splendid work, and to-day comprises three
millions of souls in its membership, while we
number three hundred thousand, we say to
them what? That we are superior to you?
Not that we believe that we have got the
historic Church; not that we believe that we
are a more respectable body, but no, we say
to them—not the B