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_VoL. XXVI.

THE VISION OF THE HOLY GRAIL.

A TRUR INCIDLNT.

THE PORT 8ANG of holy sight of old

Vouchsafed to those whose hearts were pure and true,
Who watched and waited long with fast and prayer
That, in the sacred chalice, they might see

The thorn-crowned Face, the Face of Love Divine;

And, seeing, micht be healed of all theil sins.

The legend runs--the Cup was brought rof old

To Glastonbury ; and, that he who tQ‘\iéhed

The Foly Thing, was healed of every'ill.

Long time, It stayed; the world grew pure and good.

Alas! to evil, hearts of men are. prone.

At last, the evil o’er the good n;_a'de way ;

That men no longer loved the Ifoly Cup

And It was borne from sight, by hands unseen,

And all were left in darkness, sad, bereft.

Then maiden prayed and holy saint, and long

They wept and fasted that :ignln the Cup

Might come to bless and héal the sinful world.
oy

King Arthur and his loving table round

Heard of the Cup and ¢raved the Holy Sight;
Some left their king glid valiant deeds undone,

To follow whereso’er Its Light might lead ;

Sir Galahad, the true and pure of heart,

And good Sir Borswas one and Lancelot

Who for the Sight strove hard o'er land and sea.
They fasted long and prayed, yet saw they not

But phantom, shadow of the goodly Thing,

Save Galahad, the knizht of spotless life,

Whose armor, maiden hands had bound, whose soul
‘Was pierced by light from holy maiden’s eyes

Wan and worn with vigil, fast and prayer.

He saw the cup blood-red; and, in the Cup,

The Holy Face that seemed to smile on him.

The others, seeking, saw but the red cloud

Which wrapped from sight the Holy Thing In folds.
They wept and fasted, wept and prayed again;

At last they saw, but doubted half they saw,

And to their king returned with saddened hearts.

In these late days, the Holy Grail may come
To souls as pure and true as Galahad's,

Or to those souls who’ve felt the healing touch
Of fast, confession, prayer, like good Sir Bors
Or Lancelot. Tbe age of miracles

Is not yet o’er because, forsooth, we see

Full clear, a simple cause for each effect.

To those who now behold the Holy Grail

Is’t not as true a blessing and a boon

As in the days of Arthur’s table round?

And is It less a miracle to-day,

Because, to eyes which long have dwelt upon
The Holy Face in pictured pane, It seems
Again to ghlne within the Sacred Cup?

I knew a maid. I’d known her from a child,
A happy, laughter-loving girl, whose voice
Was always tuned to song and mirth. Alas!
That sorrow came to her. FHome, father—all
‘Which makes life dear to maiden heart was gope.
In a far land, at Altar far away,

She knelt to bring her burdens to the cross,
To ask a boon for the one loved-one left.

It was the quiet morning hour, when but

A few wer’assembled to receive the Feast,

.The Body broken and the Blood out-ponred.
The maiden long had fasted, prayed. Not for
Herself the hoon she craved; the heavy heart
‘Was hers, nigh broken with its grief and pain.
Humbly she’d laid her wishes, sorrows—nay
All that she had, or was, or hoped for, at

His feet. His blessing, on her loved, she craved.
And, as to her the Holy Cup was brought,
With words too sacred but for lips of priest
Who bears life-giving Food ; before her eyes,
Glowing within the Chalice pure, appeared

The tender, loving, thorn-crowned Face Divine.
Communing thus. the maid “O wondrous sight!
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Vouchsafed to me. To me, the Lord Himself

Has come in vision. Would that He might Stay!

To see, to feel His Presence always near,

As 'twere to walk with hand in His, were not

To be alone. O stay! dear I.ord, and make

My heart Thy resting-place. I'll keep it pure

And meet for Thee, as sinful nature can.”

As down the shadowy aisle the maid returned,

A rapturcd look shone o'er her features wan’;

Had but our sight sufficed, we might have seen

A radiant brightness ciothing her about ;

As saints of old by medizval hrush

Are drawn. What if ic were the image from

The pictured pane which the maid’s eyes had placed
Within the sacred Cup? Was it the less

A miracle answ’ring her earnest pray’r? i

And may not all whose shriven souls and pure,
Partake the Sacred Food vee, with the eyes
Spiritual and so more real, true,

‘Che Holy Face, the Form of I.ove Divine?
And seeing, may be healed of all their sins?

Oh! willful, blinded man who holds more true

The sight vouchsafed to eyes of sense than that

Is given to the soul, the real part

Of man, the only part that dieth not.

O Lord! when wilt Thecu grant that we may see

And know Thee as Thou art, and not alone

In vision veiled that comes and goes; but Thee

'I'o have and hold? With Thee to dwe!l and Thou

With us for aye? Then will the world grow pure;

Men’s hearts will grow in likeness unto Thine ;

And then will evil cease. 'Then will the reign

Of peace begin. All nations then will c¢ry,

“Worthy the Lamb, for He was slain for us!”
—-ABEPY STUART MARSIL.

LONDON LETTER.

Lonnon, October 22, 1901.

HE Tvmes’ Odessa Correspondent has stated that at a speci-
ally convened conclave of the Missionary Society of the
Orthodox Church at Odessa on October 10th, to consider the
question as to “what measures were to be taken to set at rest
the doubts raised in the minds of the Orthodox faithful” by
Count Tolstoi’s writings, it was decided that every effort must
be made to counteract their evil influences by “refuting them
publicly.” To this end, therefore, a resolution proposing “the
compilation of a treatise” on that heretical author’s works for
“distribution on as wide a scale as possible among members of
the Russian Church,” was unanimously adopted.

Quite early on the morning of the 12th inst. a fire broke out
at the notable old TL.ondon church of St. Dunstan, Stepney, the
mother church of the East End; and destroyed its fine chancel
and nave roof, organ (case front of which was seventeenth cen-
tury work), vestries, and chapter house, with their contents.
But the plate and registers, dating respectively from the seven-
teenth century and the year 1568, were found intact in the safe.
The brass lectern was also destroyed, and the Bible thereon
burned. The church, insured for £11,000, was renovated only
two years ago at a cost of £6,500. The history of Stepney
parish, to which, according to some old doggerel lines, every
child belongs “that’s born at sea,” goes back even to early Saxon
times; while the present dedication of the church, in succession
to that of “All Saints,” dates from a period not long after the
erection of a church on the same site by St. Dunstan, when
Bishop of London. The only parts of the existing fabric ante-
rior to the fifteenth century are the sedilia and a stone crucifix.
.St. Dunstan’s most celebrated rector was Dean Colet, who was
preferred therefrom to St. Paul’s.

At a special general meeting of the British and Foreign
Bible Society, lately held under the presidency of the Marquis
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of Northampton, a resolution altering Law I. of the Society so
as to permit of its circulating the English Revised Version of
the Holy Scriptures concurrently with the Authorized Version
was agreed to unanimously.

Special Sunday afternoon services (more particularly for
men) are now being held at the large Church of St. Etheldreda’s
Mission, Fulham, the service consisting of the Litany, with
hymns and an address. On the Octave of Michaelmas the ad-
dress was given by the Archbishop of Canterbury on “The
Church and the Temperance Question,” while Sunday before
last the Bishop of London answered the question, “Why am I a
Churchman #’—which until 300 or 400 years ago had the same
meaning, he said, as “Why am T a Christian?’ His Lordship’s
first reason for being a Churchman was that the Church was
“founded by Jesus Christ Himself.” He loved to think, more-
over, that he was “an English Catholic,” and that the Holy
Catholic Church had “caught this little island in the silver
sea,” and made it “a glorious jewel in the Redeemer’s Crown.”
After putting the question in a negative way, “Why am I not a
Dissenter #” the Bishop said that the old ship of the Church, in
her “long voyage on a dangerous sea,” had always had “the same
form of government,” that by Bishops Apostolic. From the
Creeds, Apostles’ and Nicene, he could not dissent, because they
were “the Church’s battle cries,” like the cries of “the Scottish
clans of old.” As to the Athanasian Symbol, that ancient anti-
phonally chanted hymn “encased positive truth,” and in reciting
it they were “not cursing their neighbors.,” Again, he neither
dissented from “forms of prayer” nor from the “Sacraments of
the Gospel,” among- which must be included Confirmation as
“the supplement of Baptism.” In regard to the unbroken epis-
copal succession in the English Church, the Bishop said they
could see on the walls of St. Paul’s “a list of Bishops of London
from 319,” that the Cathedral Chapter “held to this day land
granted by Ethelbert in 609,” and that Bishops of London had
“lived at Fulham in 691.” As belonging, therefore, to a Society
“which had existed for nineteen centuries,” he could “have
nothing to do” with any founded merely 200 or 300 years ago.
As to “the Bible, and the Bible only” being sufficient authority,
that contention “could not be established”; for Dissenters,
equally with Churchmen, had “received it from the Church.”
Laus Deo for the present Bishop of London, the most definite
Churchman and magnetic personality in the See since its occu-
pancy by the great Laud.

The induction of Father Adderley to the incumbency of
St. Mark’s, Marylebone, took place one evening last week in the
presence of a large congregation, the Bishop of Kensington, his
inductor, wearing cope and mitre. The new vicar was attended
by his patron, the Rev. H. Russell Wakefield, rector of the
mother church of St. Mary’s, Bryanston Square, and was pre-
sented to the Bishop by Canon Duckworth, sub-Dean of the
Abbey, and the Rural Dean. St. Mark’s follows the Sarum
use, and has adopted the Solesmes method of Plainsong. Father
Adderley is reported to have furnished his vicarage in the most
ascetic fashion. ‘

Henceforth on Sundays, at St. Mary the Virgin’s, Primrose
Hill, N. W., of which parish the Rev. Percy Dearmer is vicar,
matins will be sung at 10:25, the litany in procession at 11, and
the High Mass at 11:15. This church is also a Sarumite one,
and has adopted the Solesmes method of rendering the old chant
music; besides being one of the churches where the Sulpician
method of catechising has been successfully worked for some
years.

The Rev. Mr. Henderson, who quite recently figured as a
Protestant protestor in Chichester Cathedral, while returning
from an interview with his Bishop was seized in front of
the Cathedral with a stroke of apoplexy, and is now lying seri-
ously ill. The Cathedral clergy are taking duty for him at the
Church of St. Pancras, Chichester.

The Primate, who seems almost as energetic and ubiquarian
as the celebrated Bishop Wilberforce, was down in Wales last
week on a visit to the Diocesan of St. Asaph—the first Arch-
bishop of Canterbury there for many vears—and received a very
warm welcome from members of all classes, Dissenters vying
with Churchmen in greeting him. At an évening meeting of
the Diocesan Conference, held at Colwyn Bay, the Primate
spoke on Temperance to an audience of 3,500 persons.

Canon Armitage Robinson has (to-day) resumed his lec-
tures on “The Criticism of the Synoptic Gospels” at the Abbey.
They are given in the Jerusalem Chamber, and are open al ke
to clergy and Dissenting ministers.

The consecration of Dr. Moule to the See of Durham, xnd
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of Canons Quirk and Hoskyns to the Suffragan Bishoprics re-
spectively of Sheffield and Burnley, took place on St.. Luke’s
Day in York Minster, the clergy and laity of the Northern
Province being largely represented. The solemnity was held in
the nave, where an altar had been erected before the choir
screen, the temporary sanctuary being raised some few feet from
the floor, and covered with scarlet cloth. The Archbishop of
York was attended by upwards of 14 Bishops.

The Rev. Montague Fowler, rector of All Hallows’, London
Wall, in succession to the deceased author of “The Church’s
One Foundation,” publicly appeals for the sum of £1,000; in
order to erect in his churchyard “a commodious room, well
lighted and warmed,” for men compelled to come to the city on
the early workmen’s trains arriving at the Liverpool Street and
Broad Street Stations, and yet some considerable time before
they are due at their places of business. The new building will
replace the temporary shelter, a tent, which since it was opened
about two months ago has become quite a popular resort for the
class of men for whom it has been provided. A short religious
service is held at the tent every morning. Inside the church the
daily attendance of women and girls, also arriving on the early
cheap trains and for whom the late rector provided rest and
shelter, is now nearly 200.

It is interesting to record that a marriage has been arranged
between Lord Beauchamp, late Governor of New South Wales,
and Lord Rosebery’s daughter, Lady Sybil Primrose. The
young nobleman is one of the Catholic stalwarts in the Peerage,
and prominently identified with the Diocese of Worcester. His
father, the old Earl, was also a very definite Churchman, and
fond of entertaining the clergy at Madresfield Court, his seat
near Malvern.

Dr. Parker, of the City Temple, seems bent on becoming a
revolutionist in his denominational body. In hisaddress at the
late Manchester meeting of the Congregational Union—includ-
ing about half of the 2,342 congregations of Independents in
England and Wales—he seriously propounded a scheme for re-
organizing Independency under the title of “The United Con-
gregational Church.” In place of traditional Congregation-
alismi he would set up a brand new organization, with “a pro-
found doctrine and an aggressive policy,” while in polity almost
akin to Presbyterianism.

Sunday before last was observed in Scotland (though how
widely it does not appear) with special intercession for Church
Unity, agreeably to a suggestion made last spring by a committee
of representatives of the Scottish Church and the various Pres-
byterian bodies. The recent leading article in T'he Church Times,
expressive of “sorrow” that the king, when paying his first visit
to Scotland, should have followed the precedent established in
the late reign of conforming to “the worship of the National
Establishment,” has not unnaturally caused some commotion
amongst Presbyterians across the Border. It appears that the
bad precedent was created, not by Queen Victoria, but by King
George IV. in 1822.

The Archbishop of York, having been requested to order
the removal of a crucifix from the outer East gable of the
Church of St. Michael and All Angels, Rotherham, has replied
that he has no intention of doing so; though this was not to be
“construed into any approval .on his part” of that feature of the

church. J. G. HaLL.

NEW YORK. LETTER.

HERE was not much new work to be unveiled this All
Saints’ Day, but the festival was universally observed. In-
deed, its passing is taken note of more and more each year, in
this and in all Eastern cities. Early Celebrations were the rule
in Manhattan churches that do not have them regularly, and in
all there were Celebrations later in the forenoon, generally with
addresses. Vested choirs were brought in in more churches
than usual, and in some, morning prayer, with sermon, was the
rule; the general observance being the same as on Ascension
or Ash Wednesday. Observance of the day is spreading to de-
nominational bodies to some extent.

The first fall meeting of the New York Church Club was
held last Wednesday evening, President Miller in the chair.
The secretary, Mr. Hone, reported that the Church Clubs of the
country are responding well to the appeal for the Philippine
Missionary District endowment, and seven persons in nine who
have been asked by the New York Club have contributed each
$1,000. The announced topic of the evening was the report
from the General Convention, the Rev. Dr. Huntington being
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the first speaker. He prefaced his paper by a story heard on the
way from San Jrancisco. A Southern deputy, not greatly in-
terested in all of the Convention proceedings, slept at times.
The chairman of the deputation was instructed to awaken him
if a vote was taken, unless he knew beyond doubt which way
the sleeper wanted to record himself. Immediately upon being
aroused he generally inquired, “Which way is Huntington vot-
ing ¥’ If the reply was “Aye” his instructions were, “Then I
vote ‘No.”” If Dr. Huntington was shown to be negative, then
the slumberer’s instructions were affirmative. The rector of
Grace Church, relating what is familiar to Livineé CHURCH read-
ers, expressed the opinion that the work of the Convention was
not all it might have been. His tone was one of disappoint-
ment. On the other hand, the Rev. Dr. J. Lewis Parks of Cal-
vary, was an optimist in his report, and declared the conclusions
of the Convention will exert a wonderful influence for good
throughout the Church and the nation. The Convention is like
no other legislative body, and probably moved differently, yet
what it accomplished at San Francisco was entirely worthy of
it. The concluding speuker in regular order was Mr. B. W.
Wells. He was not pleased with the Convention—the acoustic
qualities of Trinity Church, the pérsonnel of the deputies, or
the Pastoral. If the Church papers were an authority, a glance
at the reports in them would convince almost any one, he
thought, that the Convention served little advance purpose.
During the session, Bishops Potter of New York, Satterlee of
Washington, and IFerguson of Cape Palmas, entered and were
presented to the Club. The meeting closed with short addresses
from each of them, wherein they unitedly expressed the convic-
tion that the Convention was fully equal to those of former years.
It is to be said, your correspondent thinks, that New York wrong-
ly considers the Convention to have accomplished little. That is
the general impression, partly because reliance is had largely
upon the secular papers, whose reports were exceedingly scrappy,
and partly because definite conclusions were anticipated on
many mooted questions. Gradually, however, opinion seems to
be righting itself, as a better perspective is secured of what was
actually done. Gratification has been heard over the defeat of
the Huntington Amendment, the proposed united action with
all religious bodies on the re-marriage matter, and the commis-
sion to take into account the Change of Name.

On the 135th anniversary of the opening of old St. Paul’s
Chapel, Trinity parish, a memorial service was held and a tablet
unveiled. The tablet is of bronze and is built into the wall of
the chapel on the north side. The inscription on the tablet reads:

In loving memory of the
REV.JAMES MULCHAHEY, S. T. D.
for twenty years in pastoral charge of St. Paul's
Chapel and nfterward vicar emeritus,
A. D, 1873—A. D. 1897.
Erected by the cong. egation of the chapel and by
friends among the ¢ ergy.
“They thatturn many to righteousness shall
shine as the stars for ever and ever.”

The Rev. Dr. Dix conducted the service, and was assisted
by the Rev. W. M. Geer, vicar, the Rev. R. M. Kemp, and the
Rev. H. T. Owen.

Under the joint auspices of the Brotherhood of St. Andrew,
and the Daughters of the King, a series of Advent Conferences
has been arranged, to be conducted by the Rev. James O. S.
Huntington, O.H.C., in the Church of the Incarnation, Gates
Avenue, Brooklyn. The Conference will be preceded on the
evening of the First Sunday in Advent by a sermon of prepara-
tion to be preached by Ifather Huntington in the church at
7:30 r. M. Each day from Monday to I'riday of the following
week, December 2nd to 6th, there will be addresses of instruction
at 2:30 and 8 ». M. The afternoon Conference is intended
especially for women and will be in charge of the Daughters of
the King. The evening Conference will be in charge of the
Brotherhood of St. Andrew.

At the annual reception of the Trained Christian Helpers,
held last week in their home in Pacific street, sisters and officers
were present and received a large number of friends. The re-
port of work for the year last closed was distributed and showed
the Helpers to be in excellent condition, worthy poor to the
number of 1,137 having been assisted, and a balance of $517 in
hand, upon a total disbursement of $2,200. Addresses were
made by the Rev. Dr. J. H. Darlington, the Rev. G. V. Russell,
and H. R. Nicholdas. The head Helper, Sister Phebe T.
Wooley, had returned the day previous from the General Con-
vention, where she had attended the sessions of the Daughters
of the King, and had visited many Western cities. She spoke
several times, telling of her work and that of her associates, and
sought to find recruits for the Sisterhood.
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FAYETTE DURLIN, D.D.

AN APPRECIATION.

E WAS a man that had decided things at the outset of his

career. I'irst he weighed and measured everything well,
then he adopted those that he found good. He was a great be-
liever in primal principles. Ie thought all life had to be
measured by them. In Church principles he was as rudimen-
tary as the Chicago-Lambeth concordat. An individual prin-
ciple could have legitimate development, its accidents and in-
cidents; but he would set his face against anything that seemed
to threaten an overturning of foundations.

He regarded the Church as the Gate of Heaven. To every
word of the Titurgy he held tightly. He was a most devout
worshipper—I never saw his equal. With closed eyes and up-
lifted face he would articulate every word. He felt every word
that he prayed; sometimes was he so impressed that he would
be silent for some minutes after he had left the chancel. Not
a word would he utter. Sometimes, again, he would try to tell
his feelings. On one occasion the writer was celebrating Holy
Communion at an early Sunday morning, and sober thoughts
and the quiet time of the day perhaps changed the reading voice
to something softer and slower than was wont. At the con-
clusion of the service he said, “Well I—I cannot understand—
how it is that all people do not love this service!”

He was fond of a joke. He liked both to tell them and to
hear them. He had a vast fund of lore. His missionary ex-
periences of many years, and his contact with the Indians,
whose simple nature appealed to him, gave him mueh to talk
about. In times gone by he was fond of hunting. Two years
ago, he went fishing with me, one cool morning, on Lake
Monona. I spoke of the unhealthy atmosphere near one of the
sewers. “Nature never soils nor is offensive,” he replied after
some talk. “The beasts are clean unless they have been tamed.
God’s nature is always clean.”

I interposed: “And man’s nature?’

He laughed and said, “Ah! Indeed! Man’s Nature {’——all
this iz not overweighted with significance, perhaps, but he al-
ways thought a hundred things when he said ten.

He loved to talk on all kinds of subjects. One morning we
discussed the radicalism of Rousseau, the “musical note of
Nature,” and the Epistle to the Galatians. What he deemed
heresy and infidelity he denounced in a strong kind of way,
that often had a dash of vitriol in it. The poor and needy
flocked to him, and he ran to meet them. “He chid their wan-
derings, and relieved their pair.” At the greatest risk to his
health would he visit the sick and bury the dead, in the most
inclement weather. He told me once of a trip he made, when
it was very wet and cold. “It was a call from the poor to the
poor,” said he; “what could I do?’

As he grew older he grew more and more into himself. He
knew his time could not be for long. Speaking of his library,
he said: “I need lots of books but I haven’t the money. Well,
I guess those will last my time”” At that time he had just
bought and was reading with enjoyment, Puller’s Primitive
Saints and the See of Kome. “I am Anglican, not Roman,”
he said once; “Years ago 1 was regarded as in the vanguard of
advanced Churchmanship; now I have fallen behind, I suppose.”

Talking of vestments he said: “I never had a very hand-
some stole. Nobody ever gave me one.” He referred next to
an old white stole which was the first one ever used in the
middle West, if not in the country. It was placed round his
neck when he was laid to rest in his coffin.

He asked no one’s sympathy. He went on his own way in
communion with God, and with his own thoughts. He re-
minded me of the Apostle who cried, “From henceforth let no
man trouble me, for I bear on my body the stigmata of the Lord
Jesus.” At his last sickness he said to me: “I want you to
look after the old pcople. Some of them may be sick and want
Communion.”

He passed away as he had lived, quietly waiting for the
next thing to come. Those who heard him preach last All
Saints’ Day will not soon forget his words. Ile longed to meet
again his old friends. Every Eucharist that he celebrated was
a memorial of them. “Grant that it may be a savor of life
unto life unto our souls, and a well of water springing up into
eternal life.” This was his prayer in the vestry. He is of those.
whom it will be good to meet in the great re-union of All Saints,

Madison, Wis., All Saints’, 1901. C. E.R.

Tue LAWS of nature are the habits of God.
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REMINISCENCES OF AN OCTOGENARIAN.—L

T was on Christmas Eve.,, 1823, that the writer of these

lines, in the arms of his nurse, was carried up the aisle of
Old Christ Church, Philadelphia, after the second lesson of
Morning Prayer had been read, to receive the Sacrament of
Baptism, which was administered by the venerable rector of the
parish, and Primate of the American Church, the Rt. Rerv.
Dr. William White, Bishop of the Commonwealth* of Penn-
sylvania.

It was a Litany Day; the decorators had suspended their
work of dressing the columns, galleries, and chancel with
wreaths and festoons of evergreens, for the Bishop was a most
conservative Churchman, and never thought it necessary to omit
the regular Wednesday and Friday morning service for any
reason whatever.

Notwithstanding fires had been maintained, night and day,
in the church, it was not very comfortable, as T was told; the old
ladies from Christ Church Hospital, seated around the chancel,
shivered. Bishop White, vested in a surplice, worn over his
cassock-like overcoat, was extremely uncomfortable, and the con-
tinual dipping of his hand into the ice-cnld water was no im-
provement upon the situation, while the screams of the infants
were an additional annoyance. Here, it may be remarked, every
house of worship in the city, during the winter months, was
seldom if ever warm. It was pricr to the era of anthracite
coal, and recourse was had to hickory wood, pine knots, and
“sea coal,” as it was termed, from the Nova Scotia mines.

In those days, the font was located on the epistle side,
adjoining the chancel rail. It contained a large silver bowl,
weighing 70 ounces, which with a large silver flagon and two
silver plates, had been presented to the church by Col. Rob’t
Quary, of the British Army, Oct 29, 1712. This font was not
the one in use when Bishop White was baptized (May 25, 1748),
but of more modern construction. In 1882, when the interior
of the church was restored after being “modernized,” the
original font was brought down from the “lumber room,” and
placed in the church at the entrance from the tower room and
under the organ loft, the other font serving thereafter as a
credence.

My earliest recollection of attending service in Christ
Church dates from the year 1829 or 1830. One entered the
edifice at the southwest door, warmed hands at the great stove

close by, then stepped along the south aisle over a floor of.

bricks laid, as pavements in the streets were, in herring-bone
pattern, then up one step into a pew, a cavern-like apartment
from which nothing could be seen but the pulpit, a big chan-
delier, and the north gallery. This pulpit had a sort of fascina-
tion for me; it had a sounding-board supported by a single col-
umn at its eastern end. T did not then know that the sounding-
board was a mere shell of wood, and that strong iron braces
attached to other irons concealed within the column kept it
in place and secure. The organ and choir were a source of
unfailing joy to me, for I literally drank in the music, retained
it, and on my return home would repeat it on the piano. In
the centre of the organ balcony was the clerk’s desk, with a
large red cushion, fringc and tassels of the same color, the
latter hanging over the railing. Behind this the clerk (pro-
nounced clark) stood, or- knelt, or sat, during the service. His
duty was to lead the congregation in the responses, etc.; but
the congregation, buried in the depths of the tall pews, when at
prayer, were scarcely heard, only when they stood up, saying
the Creed or responding in the Psalter, were their voices dis-
cerned, and then in a loud whisper. The resonant voice of the
clerk with his “Ah-men” was very much in evidence.

The service was then said somewhat differently than it is
now. For example, in the “General Confession,” the priest or
minister would alone say, “Almighty and most merciful Father,”
and then stop; led by the clerk, the congregation would repeat
the sentence, and so on, sentence by sentence throughout the
entire prayer. The clergy, in those days, always wore, summer
and winter, black silk gloves, whether saying the service or
preaching; but at baptisms or when celebrating the Holy Com-
munion, their hands were uncovered. The finger and thumb
tips of the gloves were absent, so that the minister could turn
the leaves of the Bible, Prayer Book, or his sermon notes with
ease.

The “bands” were universally worn by every clergyman,
In going to church I often overtook and passed Bishop White

® So designated, when the Rev. Dr. White, at a special Convention,
held in Christ Church, Sept. 14, 178G, was elected Bishop.
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as he slowly walked through the market shambles, and noticed
that he wore them as a regular article of apparel. His dress
was that of the eighteenth century, something akin to that of
an English Bishop of the present day: a long black coat reach-
ing to the knees, his lower limbs encased in black silk stockings,
and shoes with silver buckles. During the times when the
General Convention sat in Philadelphia, I remember to have
seen Bishops Griswold of the Eastern Diocese, Channing Moore
of Virginia, and Chase (then of Ohio) similarly attired.

Bishop H.' U. Onderdonk was the first member of the
Episcopate that T can recall as the wearer of trousers, and also
of a shirt collar turned over and tied with a black ribbon,
school-boy fashion. He was a short, stout gentleman, a beau-
tiful reader of the Church Liturgy, and an eloquent preacher.
Frequently on Sundays, he would pass our house, vested in a
black silk (preaching) gown, and invariably carrying a greem
silk umbrella, hoisted.

Of the assistant ministers of “Christ Church, St. Peter’s,
and St. James,” which from 1809 to 1829 was the corporate
name of Christ Ckurch parish, I well remember the Rev. Drs.
James Abercrombie, Jackson Kemper, and William H. De
Lancey. In February, 1829, St. James’ became a separate par-
ish, and in January, 1822, St. Peter’s and Christ Church were
also made separate corporations. These assistants alternated
in their services: for instance, I heard the Rev. Dr. De Lancey
preach one Sunday morning at Christ Church; in the afternoon,
as the weather was rather threatening, I went to St. Peter’s,
which was nearer home, and heard the Rev. Dr. De Lancey
preach the same sermon over again; it was perhaps based on the
Epistle or Gospel for the day. Dr. De Lancey (afterward
Bishop of Western New York) was also Provost of the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania.

Of the Bishops that were consecrated at Christ Church,
I saw on one occasion, Oct. 20, 1844, the Rev. Drs. Carlton
Chase, N. H. Cobbs, and C. S. Hawks, elevated to the Episco-
pate. There was ‘“standing room only” when I reached the
Church, and at the conclusion, but before the Holy Communion
was celebrated, I left for home. One peculiarity I noticed,
Bishop Philander Chase, the then Presiding Bishop, said the
gervice, commencing with the prayer “Almighty God, Giver of
all good things,” separately for each candidate, which length-
ened the Office very materially; each of the Bishops-elect be-
ing examined, the “Vens Creator” said, etc., and each conse-
crated separately. On Sept. 23, 1845, the Rev. Dr. Alonzo Pot-
ter was consecrated Bishop of Pennsylvania, and I then saw the
venerable Bishop Chase for the last time.

Almost exzactly ten years prévioug (Sept. 25, 1835) I was
present in St. Peter’s Church when our first Missionary Bishop
—the Rt. Rev. Dr. Kemper—was consecrated by the patriarchal
Presiding Bishop White. It was the last and crowning act of
his long Episcopate, when he commissioned the great Apostle of
the West to go forth into the desert places and plant the seed of
the Church. He was the 27th and last of the line upon whose
heed the aged Primate had laid his hands.

Early in 1836, the vestry of Christ Church resolved to
“modernize” the old edifice. Bishop White, as rector, asked as
as a favor that the building be kept intact until after his de-
ceage, which he foresaw was drawing nearer and nearer every
day; but his wish was not heeded. The work of demolition
began, but before ull the high-backed pews were torn out,
Bishop White’s light went out. Then hastily constructed seats
were placed where there was a void, piles of old lumber were
removed, but the dust of more than a century covered every-
thing. Into this forlorn wreck, the long funeral procession
entered, and the burial rites were performed. Many, aye almost
all the Protestant ministers walked in the funeral procession,
and when they saw the interior of the old fane in such a demor-
alized condition, they seemed to acquiesce in the belief of many
others, that Bishop White died of a broken heart.

The church was modernized; a floor laid over the tiled nave
and bricked side aisles; furnaces were installed, low-backed
pews erected ; a splendid cathedral organ, built by Erben of New
York, replaced the old instrument which had done duty for
70 years. The clerk was dispensed with and his voice was
heard no more. The organ balcony was remodelled, new gal-
leries erected, and staircases leading to them, placed in the body
of the church. After nine years, the monument to be erected
as a memorial of Bishop White was decided upon. It was
to take the form of a church for seamen, and to be erected as
near as possible to the shore line of the Delaware River. In
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1845, a disused sail loft, fronting on Water Street, north of
Noble Street was secured, a mission inaugurated under the
auspices of the rector and vestry of Christ Church, and the
Rev. Joseph H. Smith, in deacon’s orders only, placed in charge.
This genetleman, some years my senior, had been from 1835
to 1841, six years, my schoolmate and collegemate. We matric-
ulated and graduated together at the University of Pennsyl-
vania. He is yet in active service as rector of the Church
of the Good Shepherd, Hamburgh, N. J., Diocese of Newark,
and considerably over 80 years of age.

Previous to 1846, I had been a member of the Penn¥ylvania
Seamen’s Friend Society, then, as it is now, an unsectarian
body of earnest men laboring for the welfare of the sailor.
Abandoning my position as volunteer colporteur of that or-
ganization, I becaine a Sunday School teacher in the new
Church Mission; but after a brief period severed my connec-
tion with it, being called to a position in New York State, then
to New Jersey, and finally to the great West. On a visit to
Philadelphia in 1854, I entered a pretty stone church which had
on its door this inscription: “The Memory of the Just is
Blessed.” It was Calvary Monumental Church, the Rev. J.
H. Smith priest in charge. The seamén’s idea had been
abandoned, since the- Churchman’s Missionary Association
organized in 1847, had their own “Floating Church of the Re-
deemer” moored at the foot of Dock Street, with the Rev. W.
Trapier (formerly Lieutenant in the U. S. Navy) as their
chaplain.

Friday, Dec. 23, 1870 was the centennial of Bishop White’s
ordination to the diaconate, and on that day his remains were
removed from the Family Vault in the cloister and laid in the
chancel. In 1882, the church was restored and the changes
of 1836 and 1854 removed.

“Neither Christ Church nor St. Peter’s were ever episco-
pally consecrated,” said the late Rev. Dr. Benjamin Dorr (rector
from 1837 to 1869), replying to my question on the subject,
“pbut it has been consecrated by the prayers and praises of
countless thousands who have worshipped here for 170 years,
consecrated by the Eucharists offered here by saintly Bishops
and priests, and still farther consecrated by the sacred dust of
holy men and women entombed within and around its walls.”

F. A H.

PERIPATETIC WORSHIPERS.

AMMA, aren’t you going to pay for our seats?’ demanded
an anxious little girl in a stage whisper as the collection
plate passed them in church; but the mamma, who had neg-
lected to bring her porte monnaie, could only shake her head
and frown. In pleasant weather, when there was nothing in
particular to keep them at home, she and her little daughter
were in the habit of attending church every Sunday morning,
just as they attended malinees every Saturday afternoon during
the season, and as they did not confine themselves to one play-
house, so it di& not sevm to occur to the mother to take
part in the service of any particular church. VWhen a girl at
boarding school she had been confirmed by the bishop of the
state in which that school was situated.. She had been married
through choice in the largest and most fashionable church in
the town in which her parents lived; the nearest minister had
been hastily summoned to administer private baptism to her
only baby who, at a very tender age, was so ill that its Roman
Catholic nurse, fearing it might die at any moment, insisted
upon the Sacrament. But though the baby had recovered, and
had now passed the pinafore period, it would scem, from her
anxiety to pay for her seat in church, that she and her mother
were still without a chuveh home. And the pity of it is that
this is by no means a singular case. Churchless men and
women, professing and calling themselves Christians, are to
be found in multitudes in all large cities, and even in villages
and country neighborhonds this habit of what has been called
peripatetic worship is found only too often.

The man of business whe, every Sunday morning, after
duly perusing the Sunday newspaper, goes off on his bicycle
“to worship in nature’s temple” as his apologetic wife or sister
explains it to the neighbors, is perhaps more consistent in his
devotion than are these worshippers in many and various
churches. If it be true that on these excursions he “Looks up
through Nature unto Nature’s God,” he cannot be accused of
being fickle in his method of adoration. There are those who
would seem to contend by their Sunday impartiality that the
word church should have only the definition we sometimes find
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in old-time spelling books: “A building of stone.” With them
the choice among these buildings of stone (or stone’s substi-
tute), depends sometimes on the choir, sometimes on the
preacher, sometimes on the social status of the other worship-
pers. “Variety is the spice of life,” some of these church-goers
will say, “and as long as we assemble ourselves together to wor-
ship God, what does it matter just where we do it? One grows
so tired of seeing the same set of people every Sunday!”

Tt is to be feared that if on some of the fashionable avenues
of our cities there were Jove’s temples to be found, these un-
settled worshippers would not confine their patronage to the
churches of the true God. Theirs is a roving nature, and
change of scene is more to them than consistency of faith. The
Joss house of the slums does not attract them, it is true, but,
if the Diana of the Ephesians had a modern shrine with a
Pagan Campanini in the choir, or if a Mohammedan mosque
reared an artistic front in the fashionable quarter of the city,
it is quite possible that over-broad religionists might be found
listening to Papan psmous, or to the discourse of some silver-
tongued Koran preacher, gravely endeavoring, as they listen,
to decide within themselves “which speaks truth, Mohammed
or Moses.”

It is the fashion of the day to condemn narrowness (so-
called) in doctrine, and to speak with complacency of the break-
ing down of denominational fences, but it should not be for-
gotten that poor humanity is ever for extremes, and that when
there are a multitunde of ways that seecm right unto a man, the
end thereof is confusion.

THE LONELY HEART.

Ar ALL TIMES ‘we are a mystery to ourselves! We cannot
fathom our own souls, but not unfrequently we catch glimpses of
their awful capabilities and untold powers of happiness or misery.
Some sudden pang of remorse; the slow anticipation of a cruel
sorrow; the loss of an object dear to us; or the intense yearning
of deep affection frequently startles us with the dreadful con-
viction of how much we may be made {o suffer; and then comes
the thirst for sympathy, and the fear that we shall not find it.
The world knows nothing of our heart; the best friend may not un-
derstand its windings; and even if we could trust him our efforts
to explain ourselves most frequently end in the simple declaration
that words cannot express what we mean, In short, as far as
human sympathy goes, there must still he'many a time when a.man
feels that he is utterly alone.—Church News (Miss.).

O:vE poEs nNor always look to a Church Congress for wit, but
here, in the speeches at the recent English Church Congress, as re-
ported in the Church Times. is an excellent example of it:

Rev. T. A. Lacey.—The whole Church was constituted in a
hierachy, from the last person baptized to Him who sits upon the
throne! Each one had an authority immediately over him. His
own immediate superior was the Bishop of Ely, and to him he owed
the ohedience due to the Catholic Church. Beyond the Bishop
there was higher authority. His lordship, the President of this
Congress, was a man under authority; he had soldiers under him,
and to one he said, Go!

The PrESIDENT.—And he doesn’t go. (Gureat laughter.)

Rev. T. A. Lacey.—Is he bound to go, my lord? That question
cannot be answered till a preliminary one is answered—the question
(if I may say so) whether your Jordship has acted in perfect loyalty
to the authority under which you are sent. I claim to cxercise
authority over the people in the parish in which the Bishop has
placed me. T claim obedience from them—I don’t get it. (Loud
laughter.) You see, my lord, you and I are exactly in the same
boat. (Renewed laughter.) An old Fnglisli divine, preaching on
the well known “Hear the Church,” says: “The simple Christian
who will not hear his parish priest, the priest who will not hear
his Bishop, the Bishop who will not hear the Synod of his Province,
and the Provincial Synod that will not hear the voice of the whole
Catholic Chureh, is to be accounted as a heathen man and a publican.”
(Cheers and laughter).

In THAT great day no honor done to Christ on earth shall be
found to have been forgotten. Not a single kind word or deed,
not a cup of cold water, or a box of ointment shall be omitted from
the record. Do we know what it is to work for Christ? If we
do, let us take courage and work on. What greater encouragement
can we desire than we see here? We may be laughed at and rid-
iculed by the world.. Our motives may be misunderstood. Our
conduct may be misrepresented. Our sacrifices for Christ’s sake
may be called “wastc”—waste of time, waste of money, waste
of strength. Let nowe of these things move us. The eye of Him
who sat in Simon’s house in Rethany is upon us. He notes all we
do and is well pleased. Ilet us be “steadfast, unmovable, always
abounding in the work of the Lord, forasmuch as we know our
Jabor is not in vain in the Lord.”—Bishop Ryle.
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THE NEW YORK INDEPENDENT ON GENERAL CON-
VENTION,

HE worship in the Episcopal Church is generally regarded
as the most dignified and ornate and beautiful to be found
in all our Protestant Churches, the music the choicest, the ser-
vice the safest; and to be married or buried by the Episcopal
ritual is regarded as the height of propriety. Then the claims
of the Episcopal Church put it before all others, unless it be the
Roman Communion. It asserts for itself a superior rank, a
more regular clergy, properly ordained and suitably vested,
Bishops of superior rank and name, that it only is a Church
properly organized. The superiority and rank it claims and
displays, our cities, at least, seem ready to yield.

This Church has been content, all these years since it was
organized after the Revolution out of the ruins of the Colonial
Anglican churches, to be called the Protestant Episcopal Church,
but with some protest. Now a serious attempt will be made to
change its name. The name that seems to be most approved is
The American Church. We do not wonder that the old name is
unsatisfactory. Why “Protestant?’ What is the use of put-
ting a protest into a name? The name is the place for an
affirmation, not a denial. By all means let the “Protestant” go.

And “Episcopal ?> To be sure it is episcopal, and that
differentiates it from many other Churches, although not from
the Roman Catholic. But the name Episcopal seems to imply
that there are other Churches that are not episcopal, and this
the Episcopal Church practically denies. Its clergy are for-
bidden to hold official fellowship with clergymen not episcopally
ordained. If all true Churches must be episcopal Churches,
then why call this the Episcopal Church?

Then let the “Episcopal” go, which leaves us simply “The
Church.,” That name would suit many Episcopalians as being
the proper title, not too indefinite or inclusive. But it is more
likely that a national limitation will be added, making it The
American Church, to distinguish it from the Anglican, and
possibly prophetic of the time when all North America will be
one country. That name will be a suitable one, if there is no
other American Church. To be sure there are ten or twenty
times as many Catholics as there are Episcopalians in the
United States of America, but they are content to be Roman
Catholics, and, in the condemnation of Americanism, they
would hardly claim to be called an American Church. The
Methodists and Baptists and Presbyterians, et ¢d omne genus,
will call themselves Churches, and will loudly assert their legiti-
macy; but this claim the Episcopal Church, still Protestant, as
stoutly denies. Why, then, as having sole right to it, it should
not take the name of The American Church we do not see. It
is in the line of asserted superiority and will have its effect in
drawing adherents from other so-called Churches; for what is
claimed, if claimed enough, many will grant. We cannot see
that it would be a tactical mistake to change the name, however
arrogant the claim implied might seem to other denominations
that dare to think that they, too, are Churches. But the pro-
posed name would be no more arrogant than a plenty of names
now taken by other denominations. A denomination nearly
twice as large numerically calls itself “The Disciples of Christ,”
as if there were no other disciples, and two others actually call
themselves “The Christian Church” and “The Church of God.”

The subject of provinces is likely to be broached. Bishop
Potter has, in his late pastoral, spoken strongly against the plan
of uniting contiguous Dioceses into provinces, perhaps eight or
ten of them. He says it will tend to increase the sectional
spirit in the churches, and prevent them from feeling an interest
in the whole Church. “The provincial system,” he says, “will
only develop increasingly the provincial mind, which is partial,
fragmentary, local judgment.” We do not see it so. If the
Dioceses of New England, New York, and New Jersey were

united in one province, with its annual meetings, it appears to*

us that there would be so much less New York provincialism
and so much widening of sympathy and interest and help, while
the gossamer threads that now tie all the Dioceses into one
Church would not be severed or weakened, but rather strength-
ened. A vision that begins to look away from home is likely
to end by looking all over the country and the world.

And there would be a real advantage in having provinces.
The Catholics do it, and to be Catholic is a growing aim. These
provinces would, in the end, require Archbishops. That appears
to us to be a desirable thing for a Church organized like the
Episcopal Church. At present, in any great public function,
Bishop Potter would fall behind Archbishop Corrigan, as, in
diplomacy, a Minister must yield precedence to an Ambassador.

The Living Church. 41

A superior title carries superior dignity. Then there should
be at Washington a Primate, or Patriarch, superior to Arch-
bishops, wearing a different kind of mitre or something else dis-
tinctive, who will correspond to the Catholic Apostolic Dele-
gate, or, indeed, be superior to him because his name will imply
no delegated authority. The real dignity of the Church, in the
presence of the Roman Catholic Church, seems to require a
developed provincial system. The present inferiority of the
Episcopal Church in organization and designation is somewhat
humiliating and can be corrected. The proposition will receive
serious consideration at this Convention.

The appeal for Church unity, made to other denominations
by the Episcopal Convention when it met in Chicago, and after-
wards repeated at the Pan-Anglican Council at Lambeth, has
been a failure. It was based on the acceptance of the “Historic”
—that is, Anglican “Episcopate.” Other denominations did not
want it; they were satisfied with their own. The Presbyterians
nibbled at the hook for a while, and then turned away. Tha
Episcopalians acknowledge now that there is no hope in that
direction, and they are inclined with good show of success, to
take the other tack of large claims of exclusive right to the rank
of Church, with the usufruct of all the dignities involved.
They have spent three Conventions in “enriching” their prayer
book; now let them enrich their Church. Let them give it a
comprehensive name and a stately organization. Perhaps then
they will more readily attract the members of other folds, and
will with less difficulty maintain their equality with the Roman
Church, and their voice against divorce will be heard with more
effect in the high places of society.—N. Y. Independent.

RECOLLECTION OF THE WOMAN’S AUXILIARY AND
THE MISSIONARY EXHIBIT.

By MRrs. Jorin HENRY HoPKINS.

HE house on Sutter St., used a fortnight ago as Woman’s
Auxiliary headquarters, is now empty and deserted. The
many valuable articles, forming the Missionary Exhibit, have
been removed, and the “Courts” so universally admired, are
now dismantled. Yet it may not be amiss to recall the scenes
that so recently made the house, familiarly called “headquar-
ters,” a veritable bee-hive of industry.

No reflection on the work of the General Convention is
intended when the fact is stated that the meetings at Woman’s
Auxiliary headquarters were, to many, the most helpful feature
of the Convention. The reason is simple. The learned Bishops
of the Church, with the clerical and lay deputies, tried to com-
bine legislation, information, and inspiration in their brief two
weeks of session, and the task was difficult. Sometimes the
first duty conflicted with the other two, as was the case at that
meeting of the Board of Missions at Trinity Church, when legis-
lation crowded out the addresses, prepared by some of the
Church’s ablest Missionary Bishops, and hundreds went away
disappointed. The Woman’s Auxiliary combined legislation,
information, and inspiration, ’tis true, but the first was disposed
of in a few hours’ time. The Officers’ conference, at which mat-
ters of business were discussed, was confined to twe sessions, the
first at the Palace Hotel, the adjourned meeting in St. Paul’s
Parish House. At the latter meeting the disposition of the
United Offering of 1904 was decided upon with practical unanim-
ity. It was decided that it be given to woman’s work in the
Foreign and Domestic fields, for the training and support of
women workers, and for their care when sick and disabled.
This special help is to include Brazil, Haiti, Cuba and Mexico.
With these two business sessions, legislation, pure and simple,
came to an end, and, for the remainder of the precious days and
weeks, the women were free to study methods of work, and to
receive that inspiration that would send them back to their
homes on fire with zeal.

Thus it was that nearly every morning beheld little groups
of women wending their way to Woman’s Auxiliary headquar-
ters, the tell-tale note books showing that the morning would be
devoted to informal discussion on various topics dear to the
heart of the Auxiliary worker. In one of the spacious roomis
devoted to the Missionary Exhibit, delightful mornings were
passed, where, under the guidance of a chairman, changed each
day, important matters were freely discussed, such as the use
of mite boxes in systematic giving, the modus operandi of the
study classes, now so popular, and the relation of the Auxiliary
to the parish guild. Questions were asked and answered, and
women from far-distant sections of the country soon learned
to know and esteem each other, for church work, like a touch of
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Nature, “makes the whole world kin”. At the close of these
mornings, the note books had received copious and valuable con-
tributions.

One of the red-letter programmes was that at which Miss
Huntington gave one of the most graphie and artistic addresses
on “China” to which it has been the good fortune of the writer to
listen. It abounded in apt illustration and anecdote, and ended
with a fervid outburst of truly apostolic enthusiasm for Mis-
sions. The same morning, Miss Bull, lately returned from
Japan, spoke feelingly of the good work that can be done by
devoted church women in Japan, even before they acquire the
language. The deaconess in charge of the work among the
Piute Indians told of the first Christian marriages ever solemn-
ized in that tribe, as the result that has, at last, crowned her
si® years of faithful work. Miss Carter of Minnesota, and Miss
Elliot of Utah, gave most interesting descriptions of methods
found helpful in their work, while each day brought to the front,
women who were anxious to learn from others, and were in turn
glad and willing to give of their ripe experience to help those
who helped them. Such mornings were all too short, and those
who attended the sessions felt that the information received
had more than repaid them for the expenditure of time, strength,
and money incident to the San Francisco trip.

At the stroke of twelve each day, inspiration joined forces
with information, for at that hour a Missionary Bishop usually
appeared, to offer the noonday prayer for missions, and to give
a simple recital of the work in his own District. It is not often
one’s privilege to hear from Africa, Haiti, Alaska, China, Japan,
Brazil, and other distant fields in two short weeks. Nothing
could have been more inspiring than the addresses given by these
Missionary Bishops and their clerical and lay helpers, as each
told, in words eloquent in their simplicity, of the progress of
real pioneer work. Before and after these addresses the women
found their time more than occupied in examining closely the
many “Courts”, and in going slowly from one diocesan exhibit
to another, for the “Historical and Missionary Loan Exhibit”
was really worth careful study.

Nearly every Diocese had sent photographs, and the walls
of two spacious rocms were nearly covered with a creditable
collection of pictures. One glance showed the wisdom of the
suggestion, at the beginning of this movement, that women
with the “historic sense,” should be chosen to superintend the
gathering together of the various relics connected with early
Church history. The photographs of Bishops from the earliest
times were, as a rule, common to the exhibits sent from all
the Dioceses, but there all resemblance ceased. Some Dioceses
had collected, with infinite care and pains, a number of articles,
so unique and rare that it required hours even to glance at each
understandingly. Other Dioceses had filled their wall space
with photographs of very modern rectors of very new parishes,
which may be valuable fifty years from now, but are of very
little historical value at the present time. One of the most val-
uable exhibits was that sent from Western New York. It con-
sisted of small photographs of the various Church buildings,
accurately numbered, and of inestimable value to those who
wished to gather, in a short time, a comprehensive idea of the
state of the Church both past and present, in Western New
York. This collection of photographs was artistically mounted
on gray cardboard, beautifully illuminated, and was the first
object that met the eye on entering the reception hall of the
Woman’s Auxiliary headquarters.

Prominent in California’s exhibit was the carved pastoral
staff used by Bishop Kip. Virginia’s space was all too small
for the fine exibit of the colonial churches that are her pride and
glory, each with its own tradition of historical merit, feelingly
told by Miss Stuart, who had charge of the collection. Mary-
land’s display of antiquities connected with early Church
history was one of the choicest exhibits. It consisted of rare
miniatures, old books, and other articles of great value, and was
shown under glass. Photographs of ancient Communion silver
abounded, several the gifts to struggling parishes from Queens
Anne and Caroline. Chicago’s exhibit, though small, was well
selected, and comprised pictures of the old St. James and Trin-
ity as they lay in ruins after the great fire. Several bits of
needlework, from the hands of devoted Churchwomen of long
ago, were admired as possessing “real historic value,” as one of
the California delegates expressed it, and the picture of the
Jenny Lind silver Communion service was the centre of ad-
miring attention. An autograph letter from the donor also
displayed in Chicago’s exhibit, was pointed out as one of the
noteworthy objects.

The collection of envelopes from the Dioceses in which the
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United Offering of 1901 was presented was a little historical
exhibit all by itself, for each cnvelope bore a water color or
sketch of the first Church building in the Diocese. It was one
of the most remarkable sights of the entire exhibit, that col-
lection of tiny churches, poverty stricken and bare, for as one
glanced at them, there arose instantly before the mind’s eye
the contrasting picture of the gray and brown stone piles that,
in so many cases, now house the children of those first congre-
gations. Truly this Church of ours has grown and prospered
since the days of which the United Offering envelopes are an
object lesson. These envelopes are to remain in San Francisco,
and will form the nucleus of a permanent exhibit.

ST. BRENDAN AND AMERICAN CHRISTIANITY.

THE ROMANCE of religion was never better illustrated than in
the career of St. Brendan and in the history of the cathedral which
enshrines hic remains. The saint is known as “the navigator,” and
he is the patron saint of sailors. He was born at Tralee, in Kerry,
in the year 481, At an early period of his life he crossed to Great
Britain, and thence to France, founding monasteries or schools in his
progress. But it was not until 545 that he undertook the voyage
with which his name is chiefly associated. This event, which was
called “The Setting Sail of St. Brendan and his Crew,” was commem-
orated in the calendars of the Christian Church on March 2% every
year for many centuries afterwards.

Whither did the saint sail, and what did he discover? This
is a question upon which light has only recently been thrown. The
late Bishop of Iowa, at a meeting in Dublin a few years ago, asserted.
that St. Brendan nct only landed in America 900 years before
Columbus was born, but also evangelized a portion of the country at
that time. It is certain that the voyage lasted altogether a period
of seven years.

The belief that St. Brendan was the first European to visit
America rests upon a number of isolated but significant facts.
That the Icelanders and the Norsemen preceded Columbus is gener-
ally admitted; and when Columbus required information about
his proposed voyage he sought it in Iceland and Ireland. One of the
sailors whom he took with him to America was an Irishman named
Patrick Maguire. Maritime intercourse between Ireland and Ice-
land was frequent from tbe earliest days of navigation. To various
voyagers from time to time the great western continent was known
as “Ireland the Great” (Irland ed Mikla).

Professor Rafn of Copenhagen, is of the opinion that this Great
Ireland of the Northmen was the country south of Chesapeake Bay,
including Carolina, Georgia, and East Florida. There is a remark-
able tradition preserved among the Shawanese Indians, who emi-
grated more than a century ago from West Florida to Ohio, that
“T'lorida was once inhabited by white men who used iron instru-
ments.” Traces of Trish origin have been observed among some of
the original tribes of North and Central America, which suggest a
presumption that these countries had been colonized from Ireland
at some remote pericd.

The history of early Irish Christian missions to America affords
another proef of that country having been discovered by St. Brendan
900 years before Columbus was born. In the year 1519, when
Cortez and his six hundred companions landed in Mexico, they were
surprised to find that their coming was welcomed by the Mexicans
as the realization of an ancient native tradition to the etfect that
many centuries before, a white mun had come across the great ocean
from the northeast in a boat with “wings” (sails) like those of the
Spanish vessels.

In the year 558, six years after St. Brendan’s return to Ire-
land from his voyage to America, he founded the Cathedral of
Clonfert, in County Galway. When he came to Clonfert he said:
“This shall be my rest for ever; here I will dwell, for I have a de-
light therein.” When he was dying at Annaghdown, near Galway,
on May 16, 577, when he was 96 years of age, one of his last requests
was: “Bury me in my dear city of Clonfert.” His wish was
granted. He was buried in the place of honor: in the chancel of the
Cathedral.—ROBERT DENNIS, in London Daily Eaxpress.

MAEE SURE that, however good you may be, you have faults;
that however dull you may be, you can find out what they are; and
that, however slight they may be, you would Dbetter make some
patient effort to get quit of them.—Ruskin.

The importance of plain talk can't be overestimated. Any
thought, however abtruse, can be put in speech that a boy or negro
can grasp.—The Crisis.

THERE is no happiness in life keener than that which comes from
having a noble son or a dutiful daughter.

THE Mo0ST momentous itruth of religion is that Christ is in the
Christian.—Henry Drummond.
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TWO PREVALENT ERRORS.

DO NOT see how I can serve you and your readers better

than by calling attention to two grave errors which have be-
come so prevalent in the Protestant bodies about us in the pres-
ent day, as not even to cause or create surprise, among multi-
tudes of well-meaning people “who profess and call themselves
Christians.”

The Farst is the supposition or assumption, that people are
worshipping God, while vast numbers of them are sitting idly on
their seats, doing nothing except listening to prayers, praises,
and sermons—in other words, to acts of devotions, etc., ren-
dered by others—as though they would worship God by proxy.
Hence the common expression, “I went to hear Mr. A. preach.”
Exactly on a par with, “I went to hear Dr. A. lecture.” “I went
to a grand concert or to a fine opera.” Multitudes go to their
respective places of worship to “hear something good.” They
are like the Village Blacksmith in the song, they “hear the
Parson pray and preach.” He does all this and they sit and
listen to him and hope “#0 get good.” Theirs is a religion of
hearing and getting. With them the church is a place where
Qod is talked about, not where He is worshipped, except by a few
persons. How fatal is the mistake! How erroneous the idea or
impression it suggests, as to what “worship” means! God re-
quires worship, homage to be rendered to Him by all His
intelligent creatures. And the scriptural idea of worship is
dotng something, rendering the praise, the adoration of the
whole man—body, soul, and spirit—to God, the Creator.

The church is God’s house, and is therefore sacred; and
in it all our conduct should be reverent. It is the House-of
Prayer for all peonle. “How dreadful is this place. This is
none other but the House of God and this is the Gate of
Heaven.” We would all think so if our eyes were opened. There
are holy angels in the church by your side, looking at you.
When St. Paul told the women at Corinth that they should
wear something on their heads in church he gave this reason—
“Because of the angels” (I. Cor. xi. 10). When the angels wor-
ship God they fall on their faces. How they must wonder when
they see men and women sitting down to pray, and perhaps
leaning forward with their face in their hand.

How wisely our Church has arranged for this Common
praise, and Common prayer, in her Book of “Common Prayer.”
How well she provides for carrying out the Scriptural injunc-
tion for “young men and maidens. old men and children, to
praise the Lord.” Or again, “Let the people praise Thee, O
God; yea, let all the people praise Thee” “Be ye doers of the
word and not hearers only, deceiving your own selves.” Dr.
Watts gave admirable expression to the Secriptural and Prayer
Book idea of worship in the lines:

“Lord, how delightful ’tis to sce
A whole assembly worship Thee ;
At once they sing, at once they pray,
They hear of heavew and learn the way.”

The Second grave error, to which I would call attention
and warn against, is the shockingly irreverent habit of sitting
in time of solemn prayer to Almighty God. Our own sense
of the fitness of things ought to teach people better. Would
one enter a house and address the master or the mistress sitting ¢
Would a committee appointed to wait upon the mayor of a city,
or the judge of a court, or the governor of a state, enter his
presence and sit down while presenting their petition? Would
one or many gain access to the chief ruler of the land, and
when they were before him, sit down? W ould persons,
having some urgent request to make, some great favor to seek,
from an earthly sovereign, come before him and sit down?
Nature responds in every one of these cases, “No.” Decency
says, “No.” What, then, are we to answer when these suppo-
sitions are made in reference to the King of kings, the Al-
mighty, Infinite God? O, how Ged is dishonored (not merely
by “the unthankful and the unholy,” but) by many who profess
to love and serve Him. “Tell it not in Gath; publish it not in
the streets of Askelon,” that whole congregations of Christian
people sit on their seats when they pray to their God! Mo-
hammedanism, Buddhism, Brahmanism, all teach their devotees,
reverently, to kneel when engaged in their devotions. So also
does the Bible which these people profess to take for their guide,
and to follow. We nowhere between its covers read of any
persons offering their prayers to Almighty God while sifting.
That lazy, careless, irreverent, unscriptural custom sprang up
in these late days, “but from the beginning it was not so.”

“But,” say these people, by way of excusing their irrever-
ence, ‘“we look upon it as only a form.” 1In reply to this we re-
peat it is an un-Scriptural and irreverent form. Reverence is
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a movement of the soul touched by the sense of the greatness
that awes it, and of the nearness of the presence, of which
it is, especially at the time, overwhelmingly sensible. It is
awakened by greatness of all kinds, although in different de-
grees. It is paid to lawful authority, to age, to great gifts of
mind, above 4ll, to elevation of character. It is often felt
where no occasion or opportunity for its outward manifestation
presents itself. It may be felt in its very deepest form, by the
sick and the dying, who cannot move a muscle, or breathe a syl-
lable to give it fitting utterance. But when it is real, and when
it can do so, it will appropriate outward expression; and when
outward expression is so easy,depend upon it, the absence of
such expression of reverence, means the absence of inward rev-
erence.

There are attitudes of the human body which correspond to,
or are inconsistent with deep emotions of the human soul. If
you or I had been introduced into the presence of the late Queen
Victoria, of beloved memory, or if we were introduced to the
President of the United States, we would not keep our hats on,
and sit down on the theory that genuine sentiment of loyalty
is quite independent of its outward expression. And if people
come in*o their respective places of worship and sit down, with-
out first falling upon their knees and doing homage to God
in what they call His house; if they talk with their neighbors,
of the current topics of the day, before the service commences ;
if they sit on their seats while earnest prayers are being ad-
dressed to the Infinite-and Eternal God (instead of “falling low
on their knees” and joining in the worship), it is not because
they are so very spiritual that they can do without all outward
forms. They really do not kneel because they do not with
the eye of their souls see Him, the sight of whom awes, first
the soul and then the body into profoundest reverence. Truly
there is nothing very spiritual, as some people seem to think,
in the practice of outward irreverence. If ever there was an
irreverent age, surely this is the age. A bad example is an
evil thing, and to refuse outward, bodily homage to God is an
awful impiety, and not only invokes the curse of God upon our-
selves, but also injures our children and children’s children by
the contagion of an evil example.

How inconsistent it is, even impertinent, for congregations
to sing—

“All hall the pawer of Jesus’ Name!
Let angels prostrate fall ;”’

while they themselves refuse to “bow the knee” to Him. I
verily believe that the Protestant bodies around us, without
intending it, are, by outward irreverence, training hundreds
of their young people for the Church of Rome. Irreverence,
in outward form, is one of the weak features of Protestantism;
while on the other hand, with all her corruptions in doctrine,
and her most unseriptural and modern polity, Rome’s strong-
hold is her reverence in outward form, in public worship,
especially so in this country. And so when young people (who
all through their life have been accustomed to habits and prac-
tices which are far from being reverert) happen some day to go
into the Church of Rome to a wedding or a funeral, and see the
reverent habits, custems and demeanor of the worshippers there,
they are struck at once with the propriety and fitness of such
outward expression of reverence in the House of God, they are
often captivated, and become an easy prey to Rome.

Our own beloved Church has a great mission to this gen-
eration, and a glorious work in this country. Standing as she
does, the representative of the Church of the Apostles, as it
was manifested on the Day of Pentecost, and with all its char-
acteristic marks or notes—Unity, Sanctity, Catholicity, and
Apostolicity—she holds the same ancient Creed, preaches the
same blessed Gospel, administers the same great Saecraments,
and retains the same three-fold ministry. Moreover her rubrics
on the subject of kneeling, and indeed all her rules relating to
acts of reverence in worship, are not only in agreement with
God’s Holy Word, but they are also the outcome of a deep in-
stinet of the soul of man, when confronted by the greatness
of its Maker and Redeemer. “O come, let us worship and
fall down, and kneel before the Lord our Maker.” This out-
ward expression of reverence is not only a duty we owe to God,
but we 2lso owe it as an object lesson to this generation. May
God give us all His grace that we may be more than ever faith-
ful in these matters; that we may let our light shine before
men; and that by the influence of a good example, as well as
by our fidelity to Scriptural principles, we may provoke to jeal-
ousy, for the honor of God, in holy worship, our brethren of
other names. May God hasten the time when we shall be one.
—REy, ANpReEw OrAY, D.D., in Diocese of Springfield.
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THE CHURCH AND HER CHIEF PERSECUTOR.

Catechism: Review., Text: St. John xv. 20. Scripture: Acts vili. 1-3:

ix. 1-2; xxii. 3-5; xxvi. 4-11.

CHE subject of our present study is the career of Saul of Tar-
sus, previous to the memorable hour when he was stricken
down the road to Damascus and carried bodily into the King-
dom of Christ.

We may bring together in rather small compass the few
facts which it is possible for us to ascertain concerning the life
of St. Paul. His Jewish name, received from his parents,
was Saul (Acts xiii. 9). Though a “Hebrew of the Hebrews”
(Phil. iii. 5), nevertheless he was born in a Gentile city. His
father was of the tribe of Benjamin (Phil. iii. 5), a Pharisee
(Acts xxiil. 6), a Roman citizen (Acts xxii. 28), who lived in
Tarsus, a city of Cilicia (Acts xxi. 39), The fact that the
future Apostle was a tentmaker (Acts xviii. 8) does not indicate
necessarily that his family was of obscure and humble origin.
All Jewish boys were taught a trade, even though it was not
likely that they would need to depend upon it for a living in
later years.

At Tarsus, Saul acquired doubtless a full knowledge of
the Greek language, together with that degree of culture which
was common in such cities. This was a first element of training
which prepared him for a memorable and world-wide apostle-
ship; he had been born in a Gentile city, and was familiar
with Greek life and language. -

Though born in Tarsus, he was brought up in Jerusalem.
Being yet a boy, he was sent for his education to the Holy City
of his fathers, where the highest opportunities of religious train-
ing were given him under Gamaliel (Acts xxii. 3), the most
eminent of all doctors of the law. Therefore, and naturally—
it could hardly have been otherwise—the young man of Tarsus
became most zealous in the Jewish faith, a pronounced Phar-
isee, “an Hebrew of the Hebrews” (Phil. iii. 5), “expert in all
customs and questions which are among the Jews” To his
Greek culture was added Jewish learning, the best that could
be furnished; and this was a second necessary training for the
world-wide apostleship to which he was later called: Judaism
lay before him as an open book.

Then we cannot forget that Saul of Tarsus was a Roman
citizen, “free born” (Acts xxii. 25-28). This fact associated
him with that great empire whose dimensions extended through-
out the world. St. Paul’s familiar knowledge of Roman po-
litical and military life is apparent in his epistles.

Thus three lines of training—Greek, Jewish, and Roman—
combined to equip Saul of Tarsus for the usefulness of “an
universal apostleship.” The catholicity of his early experience
strangely corresponded with the catholicity that had been indi-
cated in the languages of the superscription above the Cross:
“In letters of Greek, and Latin, and Hebrew, ‘This is the King
of the Jews’” (St. Luke xxiii. 38).

The Divine Head of the Church willed that Saul should not
become an apostle until he had first been a persecutor of the
Christian Faith; and the intensity of his nature is manifested no
less in his life as persecutor, than it was afterwards to disclose
itself in his life as apostle. A timid follower, St. Paul was not,
even in the bloody work of persecution; he was rather the in-
stigator and the leaders of others.

Four brief selections from the Scripture are brought to-
gether, to complete the picture:

1. (Acts viii, 1-8) Of these verses we wrote somewhat at
length in connection with our study of two weeks ago. The
death of St. Stephen was the prelude to a general persecution.
“The angelic glory that shone from Stephen’s face and the di-
vine truth of his words, failing to subdue the spirit of re-
ligious hatred now burning in Saul’s breast, must have embit-
tered and aggravated its rage. Saul was passing through a
terrible crisis for a man of his nature. But he was not one to
be moved from his stern purpose by the native refinement and
tenderness which he must have been stifling within him. He
was the most unwearied and unrelenting of persecutors. “He
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made havoc of the Church, entering into every house” (literally,
into the houses, one after another), “and hailing men and
women, committed them to prison” (viii. 3).

2. (Acts ix. 1-2) Saul was not satisfied with the harm that
could be done in a single city. He sought to extend the perse-
tion to other communities, and naturally turned his thoughts
to Damascus, expecting to find among the Jews of that populous
city some adherents of “the way” (ix. 2). To seize them would
require help and influence. Saul accordingly sought the assist-
ance of the High Priest, which was not withheld; and the
memorable journey to Damascus was undertaken with a joy-
ful expectation inspired by the influential letters which he bore
(ix.1).

3. (Acts xxii. 3-5) Twenty-five years have passed. “The
young man whose name was Saul” (Acts vii. 58) is now “Paul
the aged” (Philemon, verse 9). Seized in the temple at Jeru-
salem, the soldiers are bearing him away from the infuriated
crowd, to the tower of Antonia which joins the Temple at its
northwest angle. From the stairs, St. Paul, having obtained
permission to speak to the people, recounts to his fellow-
contrymen the story of his conversion. He first tells them of
the zeal with which he once persecuted the Church of Christ.
It is the same sorrowful story which we have already con-
sidered: “I persecuted this way unto the death, binding and
delivering into prisons both men and women” (xxii. 4).

4. (Acts xxvi. 4-11) In the discourse from which these
verses are taken, “we have the second explanation from St. Paul
himself of the manner in which he has been led, through his
conversion, to serve the Lord Jesus instead of persecuting His
disciples. The Apostle is now called upon to bear the Name
of his Master ‘before Gentiles and kings’ (Acts ix. 15). The
audience which, at the invitation of Festus, has assembled to
hear St. Paul is the most dignified which he has yet addressed,
and the state and ceremony of the scene prove that he is re-
garded as no vulgar criminal.”

Incident to his appeal before Agrippa, is the last ac-
count which the Scriptures record of St. Paul’s murderous
persecution of the Christian Church. With his own lips, once
more, the Apostle goes over the sorrowful story of how he
thought within himself that he ought to do many things con-
trary to the Name of Jesus of Nazareth (xxvi. 9). No excuse
is possible, save that which is elsewhere given: “I did it ignor-
antly” (I. Tim. i.13). “Least of the Apostles, that am not meet
to be called an apostle, because I persecuted the Church of
God” (I. Cor. xv.9).

THE VOICE OF THE CHRISTIAN YEAR., XXV.
By A Rrnicrous.
TWENTY-THIRD SUNDAY AFTER TRINITY—GODLINFSS. CONTINUED,

The Author of all godliness.—Collect for the Sunday.
AUl such as are true in heart shall follow 1t [righteousness].—Ps. xclv. 15.

HEN every phrase proper to the day is an inexhaustible
mine of helpful suggestion, which shall be the theme
of our thoughts? Yet every line is convergent toward a single
centre, the Person of the Incarnate Son. He is the Revelation
of God to man and the interpretation of man in God. In
Christ God reveals Himself in Manhood to manhood. He
hides Himself in humanity that he may reveal Himself to
humanity, and so work its redemption.

The disputatious Pharisees, with their partial confession—
“Master, we know that Thou art true, and teachest the way of
God in truth”—drew from our Lord such wise words that they
“marveled”; but, alas! “left Him and went their way.” So was
it with Pilate. He asked, “What is truth?’ and turned at
once away from the Incarnate Answer which stood before him.
Our Lord stood silent; for His Person was His reply. He was
the Eternal Word of God, Eternal Truth, veiled in human flesh
in order to be revealed fo the human understanding. He was
the Answer, but Pilate understood not. He is the Answer still
and still He is misunderstood; though He is not only “come,”
but “hath given us an understanding, that we may know Him
that is true” (I. St. John v. 20). He came garmented in human
flesh to accommodate Himself to human perceptions; veiling
Himself in order to become visible. Moses, when his face was
alight by mere contact with God, must shade its shining before
the people could bear to behold it. When God Himself came,
only the familiar flesh of man could so shade His Glory that
men might safely lock upon Him.

To-day’s Collect is the third of a trio. The Twenty-first
Sunday supplies that petition for pardon and peace, for cleans-
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ing and a quiet mind, which is a favorite to use for the departed.
That for the Twenty-second is a prayer of the Household of
Faith; summing our needs and desires into godliness, as the
purpose of protection, the end of devotion, the reward of ser-
vice. The twenty-third, centering in the same word, expands
our confession of Faith Objective, and intensifies our pleading
for the fruits of subjective faith, fulfilled in fitness for heaven.

To confess God as the Author of all godliness, points us
back to Genesis i. 27, when He created man in His own Image.
Such is the beginning of creaturely godliness.

In the Epistle our Lord appears as the Author of the re-
created resurrection body, and the Source and Pattern of its
Glory.

The Gospel completes our mother’s lesson by showing the
Incarnate Truth as the Principle of determination in the
Judgment. What bears His likeness receives His seal and
belongs to Him for evermore. What bears the likeness of
Caesar, the prince of this world, belongs to this world, and shall
perish with it.

The glory of the life hid with Christ in God is to be shown
in anotlier world, but its reality is wrought in this. Already
we are fulfilling our citizenship in heaven by living by heavenly
law with affections fixed on things above. Thus we are already
conforming our corner of the world to the ideal of the new
earth, wherein dwelleth righteousness; already working out that
Divine and supernal renewal (Rev. xxi. 1) for which the crea-
tion groaneth and travaileth even now, waiting for man to
finish this very work.

One is overwhelmed to perceive that these things are the
meaning of one’s own life: that the Incarnation is the inter-
pretation of my routine of work and pleasure, of worship and
suffering; of my destiny and duty as a member of the human
family; of my calling as a member of the Household of Faith.
One cannot serve two masters, and half-hearted service of God
is no service; rather it is service of that other—of the father
of falsity instead of the God of Truth. And we are growing
wnto the likeness of whatever master we serve. This the Church
recognizes, this she provides for when she puts upon our lips, in
constant recurrence, though varying forms, petitions for godli-
ness.

The “Author of all godliness” is the Author of all creation.
When in the beginning He made man in His own Image
(Gen. i. 27), that was begun which we contemplate as complete
in to-day’s Epistle. That Image was marred by sin; but the
Son came into the despoiled humanity and submitted to have
His Visage marred by suffering the meed of sin, that we might
be restored to the fashion of His Glory; that we might be
changed again into the same Image from glory to glory; hid-
denly through the toils of our pilgrimage, manifestly in the
Resurrection, when the resurrection-body shall be the perfect
expression of Christlikeness, the body with the soul declaring
the victory of Christ, according to the working whereby He
hath subdued all things material and spiritual, to Himself.

PRAYER TO OUR LORD.
AS THE AU"THOR OF ALL GODLINESS.

O, BLESSED JESU, passed on to prepare
A place where sinners saved, Thy Glory share,
Dwell in us, to prepare us for that Place!
Endue us with a fine perceptive grace
To know Thy Will, in whatsoever wise
Thou workest, hidden from unheedful eyes:
And give us souls submissive, to obey
Thy secret whisper to the spirit-ear,
As tho’ the thrilling sense could hear Thee say,
“Thi« is the Way ; here walk and I am near.”
Prepare a Place, prepare us for that Place;
And then, O Lord, when all our “strife is o’er,”
Recelve us to Thyself, forevermore
To serve before Thee and to see Thy Face.
St. Gabriel’s, Peekskill, N. Y. SisTer Mivprep, C.S.M.

Gop’s POWER is available power.—Zfev. J. Hudson Taylor.

THERE ARE 80ULS in this world that have the gift of finding joy
everywhere.—Faber.

IT 18 ALMOST a8 presumptuous to think you can do nothing as to
think you can do everything.—P#illips Brooks.

CHEARACTER, a8 God sees it, gives its quality to prayer, and they
who are nearest akin to God in holiness get the most frequent an-
swers to their requests.—William M. Taylor.
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THE RECENT GENERAL CONVENTION.
To the Editor of The ILiving Church:

HE General Convention at San Francisco having now

passed into history, it behooves Catholics who feel dis-
appointed in the results of that Convention to prepare for
three years of arduous endeavor in the Catholic cause in order
that the year 1904 may witness the consummation of some
of our dearest hopes, notably the dropping of “P. E.” from the
Prayer Book. Let us not be cast down and grow weary of the
struggle because we have not as yet succeeded in casting away
that undesirable title, “Protestant Episcopal,” nor let us lose
heart because there is yet so much of Protestantism in our
branch of the Church, Rather let us make the next three
years notable by such labors for Catholic truth as shall make
the world wonder.

And there are three ways which I desire to mention, by
which we may aid in this glorious endeavor:

First—By aiding and promoting the interests of Church
schools where the Catholic faith is taught. Public schools
may satisfy Protestants. But let: Churchmen and Church-
women send their children where they will be instructed in our
Holy Faith.

Second.—By means of Catholic missions and conferences.
If only every faithful priest and layman would endeavor to
promote the churchly interests by arranging for these missions
and conferences in every pari{ of the United States, what
might we not accomplish ?

Third—By earnestly endeavoring to extend the practice
of Reservation. Oh, blessed day, to which we may look forward,
when every altar of the American Church at which is offered the
Holy Sacrifice, shall have a tabernacle, and worshippers shall
throng our temples to kneel in the very presence of their
Saviour, who by means of the wondrous Sacrament of His love,
dwells with us.

There is much work to be done; let us then advance the ban-
ner of the Catholic Faith, and go bravely forward—hopefully,
confidently, and prayerfully.

Respectfully yours,

New York City, Oct. 30, 1901. CLARENCE M. LINDSAY.

AN EXPRESSION OF REGRET,
To the Editor of The Living Church:

N A letter in the correspondence columns of THE LiviNg
CHurcH of the 5th ult., entitled therein “The Bishops in
the English Province of York,” I stated that his Grace the
Archbishop of York had become “almost implacably antagon-
istic to the Catholic party.” I now wish to express sincere
regret for using the word “implacably,” and also beg leave
to further revise the clause of the passage so as to read, “while
apparently not much in sympathy with the Catholic Movement.”
Faithfully,
Your Lonpon CORRESPONDENT.

THE SPIRIT OF ANARCHY.
To the Editor of The Living Church:

HEN one reads the strong words in the Pastoral Letter of

the Bishops, on the spread of the spirit of anarchy
throughout our fair land, he cannot help but be moved with a
desire to uproot this evil, which not only threatens the welfare
of the Republic but also the peace and usefulness of the Church.
The Pastoral truly points out the original source of this
spirit; ¢.e., the Godless home. The average American family is
fast becoming an eating and sleeping club; at which the mem-
bers rarely dine together or retire and arise at the same hour.
Much of this perhaps is due to the conditions of the age; yet if
the average father would give up his “lodge nights,” the mother
her clubs and other up-to-date institutions, and the children a
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few of their social engagements, there would still be ample time
for the family to gather around its altar for worship once or
twice a day. Then the father would no longer be afraid to pray
in the presence of his wife and children, or the mother to gather
her little ones to her knees and teach them the name and love
of Jesus. R
There i3 another evil at work poisoning our homes and de-
forming the very characters we are trying to develop there—
unguarded speech.and adverse criticism of persons in all sta-
tions of life. The father comes home to dinner excited by the
reports of the political campaign, and rehearses in the hearing
of his boys the latest scandal about the opposing candidate.
The mother gathers up all of the gossip in the neighborhood and
pours it into the ears of her children. The thirsty little minds
absorb all of this poison, as a sponge does water, and it takes
years for them to outgrow and throw it off. A large percentage
never do, but become critical, suspicious, lawless, and ever ready
to “speak evil of dignities,” or to bring “railing accusation”
against their fellows. If the parents of this land would refrain
from commending lawlessness, such as lynching, etc., and cease
rehearsing gossip in the hearing of their little ones, they would
save their children from sinning because they believed every one
else was corrupt; they would do the Nation and Church a ser-
vice by developing them into law-abiding citizens, and they
would be imitating the model Citizen and Churchman, our Iord
Jesus Christ; who, when thrust before the unjust Pilate, made
no threats, and when reviled by the wicked High Priests, reviled
not again. Wu. D. Maxross.
Fox Lake, Wis.

A CORRECTION,
To the Editor of The Living Church:

N YOUR comments upon the opening sermon at the General
‘8 Convention you are quite right in the suggestion that the re-
porter made a mistake in the use of the term ‘“State-paid
Church.” The terms used were “State-bound Church,” convey-
ing a very different idea. Very truly yours,

Portland, Oregon, Oct. 26, 1901. B. WisTAR MORRIS.

THE CASE OF FATHER FIDELIS.
To the Edilor of The Living Church:

HAYVE been interested in the remarks of Dr. Huntington in

the House of Deputies about Father Fidelis (James Kent
Stone). Dr. Huntington said: “I recall a Father Fidelis, who
has since gone to Rome; he wrote a book after so doing in which
he thanked.heaven he had reached a Church in which there was
no nervousness about the next General Convention.”

I knew something of Dr. Stone’s trials. The day after he
was received into the Church of Rome, he wrote to me and said:
“If I had received the same love and sympathy from others in
the Protestant Episcopal Church, that I have received from you,
this might not have happened.” Dr. Stone was trained in the
Evangelical School of Churchmanship; and when he was seek-
ing after a higher ideal of the Church, he met violent opposition
from his Bishop, the then Bishop of Ohio. Like Dr. Newman,
he almost considered the voice of his Bishop as the voice of God;
and when he lost faith in his Bishop he began to lose faith in
the Church of his Baptism. He seeméd to regard the doings
of the General Convention as the same as a General Council,
and so was filled “with nervousness about the next General Con-
vention.” We who did not follow him to Rome, and who believe
in the Holy Catholic Church, have learned long ago not to be
nervous “over the next General Convention.”

The Rectory, Blue Earth, Minn., Coriy C. TaTE.

Oct. 31, 1901.

THE INTERMEDIATE STATE.
To the Editor of The Living Church:

uPON the brief but well-written article in your issue of Nov.
2nd by the Rev. N. Green-Armytage, M.A., entitled “The
Faithful Departed,” may I offer a few comments?

That we have both the sanction of Scripture (IL. Tim. i. 18;
Ephes. vi. 18) and that of the “instinct of natural piety” for
prayer in behalf of the Faithful Departed (not the dead) is
incontrovertible.

I wonder, however, if I stand alone in taking exception to
certain statements in your writer’s article relating to “notes of
imperfection” in the TFaithful Departed ?

Among the alleged “notes of imperfection,” your writer
uames these: “(1) the separation of soul and body, so that
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man, as such, has his dual existence suspended. . . . (3)
the continuance of the soul in an imperfect spiritual existence
in Hades,” ete.

As to the first, is it true that the New Testament teaches
that the departed spirit is disembodied, stripped of corporeity ¢
St. Paul proclaims that if the earthly house of our tabernacle
be dissolved, we have (present tense) a building of God (II. Cor.
v.1). This he also likens unto a garment with which we shall
at our departure be “clothed upon” (verses 2 and 4) “that what
is mortal may be swallowed up of life.”

If in any mind there should linger a suspicion that this
celestial building or garment is not given to the departed until
the General Resurrection, such suspicion must be dispelled in
the light of departed Moses and Elijah’s manifestation on the
Hcly Mount in glorious corporeity ;—two men evinced as such
both to sight and hearing; two men, moreover, in whom no
“note of imperfection” is apparent.

Yet your writer speaks of “a mere disembodied soul,” and
intimates that departure from the flesh involves a loss in our
essential manhood. But St. Luke’s testimony is: “And be-
hold, there talked with him two men, which were Moses and
Elijab; who appeared in glory, and spake,” ete. (St. Luke ix.
30-31).

If departure from the flesh involves a loss in our essential
manhood, how could St. Paul write, “To die is gain”? How
could he write, “For verily in this [the body of flesh] we groan,
longing to be clothed wpon with our habitation which is from
heaven” ?

The doctrine of post-mortem disembodiment, of metaphys-
ical, subjective existence, is good Platonism, but bad Paulinism.
When*will Catholic theology cease coquetting with pagan Greek
philosophy and return to New Testament revelation ?

As to your writer’s statement that the soul in Hades con-
tinues in an imperfect spiritual condition, I ask, is this state-
ment universally true? Again, No. The New Testament tells
us that there are “spirits of just men made perfect” (Hebrews
xil. 23). If they have been made perfect, they must already
have attained to that which is highest,—the enjoyment of the
Beatific Vision. If they are perfect (literally, finished), they
of necessity have no “notes of imperfection” to be done away.

Bearing this in mind, must we not hesitate lest we carry the
doctrine of the Intermediate State too far? Test we reckon as
in Hades those whom God has advanced to Heaven?

True it is that beyond the holy apostles, martyrs, prophets,
patriarchs, etc., we do not know who of the departed are in
Hades and who in Heaven; as the Church of Rome presumptu-
ously pretends to know in her canonization system, with its
“Devil’s Advocate.” Wherefore we do well to continue praying
for the advancement of those who have departed in God’s faith
and fear.

However, there is consolation in believing that besides
apostles, etc., there has passed out many “an Israelite indeed in
whom is no guile;” passed perhaps direct from earth to the
Beatific Vision in whose light stand “the spirits of just men
made perfect.”

Equally consoling it is to know that death carries with it
no disembodiment, but rather a richer investiture than that
which the garb of flesh supplies; an investiture which contains
no “note of imperfection,”—“if so be that being clothed, we be
not feund naked.” Epwarp M. DuFr.

Buffalo, N. Y., All Saints’ Day, 1901.

WHAT AUTHORITY?
To the Editor of The Living Church:

YOUR correspondent, E. W. Jewell, in last week’s issue asks
the extraordinary question: “What Authority forbids An-
glicans to hold and teach the doctrine of Papal Supremacy,
Infallibility, and the Immaculate Conception #”

Suppose one should ask him: What Authority forbids men
to hold and teach that things that are equal to the same thing
are not equal to each other; or that the whole is not equal to
the sum of all its parts; or that equa-multiples are not equal ?
Were Mr. Jewell asked such a question by an otherwise reason-
able man, he would, I hope, prove himself patient, but he
would scarcely think it worth while to reply. Or perhaps he
might be tempted to answer: There is no authority in the world
that can forbid men to hold and teach those things if they
think them true; since authority binds only where reason exists.
But Faith has its axioms as well as mathematics. Reason,
conscience, common sense, should forbid men who hold to Papal
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Supremacy, and its inevitable corollary, Papal Infallibility,
to remain in a Church which by its very existence, life, and po-
sition, squarely contradicts these dogmas of the Roman Church.
If they are true, Anglicanism is a lie, and Anglicans are
opposers of the truth. When the Anglican Church cast off
the authority of the Pope in the 16th century, whether rightly
or wrongly it matters not, it placed itself in square opposition
to the doctrine of both Papal Supremacy and Papal Infallibil-
ity.” It did so openly and consciously and dogmatically. Every
Anglican of ordinary intelligence ought to know that. And yet
Mr. Jewell asks, What Authority forbids Anglicans, himself,
of course included, from holding and teaching what the An-
glican Church has repudiated for three hundred and fifty years
last past? My answer to that question is: Reason, Conscience,
Common Sense, ordinary honor, commonplace honesty, all for-
bid Anglicans to teach what the Church whose sons, or whose
ministers they are, has categorically repudiated and condemned.

If these Roman doctrines are true, the Anglican Church
is both heretical and schismatical, and those in her Communion
who believe them true should go out of her and into that
Church where they are held and obeyed, as Lot fled from Sodom.
If they are not true, as all real Anglicans hold and teach, then,
of course, all Anglicans are forbidden by the authority of truth
and honor, to teach them.

Now, sir, I do not at this writing know, of my own
knowledge, that Father Paul, whom I personally know and
warmly esteem for many traits of heart, is teaching the doc-
trines to which Mr. Jewell refers; and with the teaching of
which he seems to connect the founder of the Society of the
Atonement; but if he is, let me remind him that unless he,
as a priest, is willing to submit his will, and to yield his obe-
dience to the authority of the Church from which alone he
holds authority to teach Christian doctrine, he is a very poor
exemplar of the duty of absolute submission of the will which
he is imposing upon those men and women whom he is seek-
ing to bring under his own rule in the S. A.

I have said nothing about the Immaculate Conception, and
purposely. As a dogma it rests solely upon the authority of the
Pope. 1If he is infallible, of course that doctrine is infallibly
true, since it rests-as dogma on a papal proclamstion issued
no longer ago than 1854. But inasmuch as Papal Infalli-
bility is rejected by the Anglican Church everywhere, for
Anglicans, while they remain intellectually Anglican, the
Tmmaculate Conception of the Blessed Virgin can rest upon
no higher sanction than the pious opinion of Pius IX. If
Anglicans choose to hold it as a pious opinion of their own,
well and good. I do not think it will harm them very much
to hold it; even though they have neither Secripture nor
Catholic tradition to justify them. " But no Anglican priest
has received warrant, license, or authority, from the Church
which ordained him, to teach it even as a pious opinion. If Fr.
Paul or Mr. Jewell are teaching these doctrines as Anglicans,
they are teaching them without authority where they are, but
they can go where they can authoritatively teach them. There
and there only can they teach them with either authority or
honor. This every consistent Anglican priest would tell them.
This every Roman priest of intelligence and honor would tell
them. The final suggestion need not be spokenn. But I speak
it. Men, Anglicans or others, who have vowed in honesty to
teach only as the Church which commissioned them teaches,
should resign the commission they received because of the vow
they publicly made, when they find they can no longer do
with a good conscience what they vowed to do. This is not a
case where there can be any honest difference as to what the
Anglican Church teaches. Its very existence as a Christian
body unsubjected to the Roman obedience, is a direct contra-
diction of Papal Supremacy, and all that it involves. Fr.
Paul and Mr. Jewell cannot surely be intellectually blind
to that, any more than a “Unitarian Episcopalian” can be intel-
lectually blind to the fact that the Anglican Church teaches
the supreme Divinity of Jesus Christ. They may be, but I
confess that T am not* able to see the intellectual honesty, or the
moral ingenuousness of men, on the one hand or the other,
who will not see where their duty lies. Ye are sworn, gentle-
men, where ye are, and bound. Go out in the name of truth and

honor, and be free. JoHN WiLLTAMS.
Omaha, Eve of All Hallows.

To the Editor of 1'he Living Church:

AVING read the different articles in both The Churchman
and Tur Living Crivrom with a great deal of interest,
particularly those in regard to the General Convention, I beg
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room to voice my opinion on certain subjects. It is very
evident that there is a very wide difference in the opinion of
Churchmen in general, and it is said that this is a characteris-
tic of the Church’s catholicity. But is it right and well that
this Church of ours should have within her fold as priests men
who hold such unorthodox views?

" Why is it possible for them to hold and express these
private views, so contrary to the Church’s teaching, on subjects
on which the Church is very decided? I could cite several
instances of this, but will limit myself to two which have come
to my notice, both representing the two extremes.

The first was the statement made by a priest, on the floor
of the House of Deputies, that he did not believe ordination
essential to the valid administration of the Sacraments. This
single statement refutes the idea that the Church is Divine,
the very thing that makes her most dear to Churchmen, and
from which we receive our spiritual strength. If the Church
is not Divine, then she cannot be a Church.

The other extreme is expressed in an open letter to THE
Livin¢ CuurcH of Oect. 26th, in which the writer is bold to say
that “there is no authority forbidding Anglicans to hold and
teach the doctrine of Papal Supremacy, Infallibility, and the
Immaculate Conception.” One may wonder where the reverend
gentleman took his vows, He certainly must know that those
doctrines were the very ones the Anglican Church threw off,
and which had made the Western branch of the Catholic Church
corrupt.

It is such statements as these that lead one to think that
examinations of candidates for Holy Orders should be more
strict. ‘T'here certainly ought to be one standard which is
closely followed in every part of the Church.

I admire TuE Livié CHURCH for the stand it has always
taken in regard to questions affecting the welfare of the Church,
and I trust it will not be slow in giving its opinion on this sub-
ject.

I hope and pray that God’s blessing may always rest upon
His Body the Church, and that she may be kept blameless
until the coming of the I.ord.

Very truly yours,
Elk Rapids, Mich., Oct. 28 Keere DoaNE LEwis.

[THE LiviNng CHURCH has so often expressed the opinion that dis-
tinctly un-Catholic views, on the one hand or the other, have no right to
be taught in this Church, that it is hardly necessary to re-affirm that
belief. The opinion expressed by the Massachusetts deputy in General
€onvention was condemned editorially in THE LiviNe CHURCH, while the
writer on the subject of the Papal Supremacy was replying to an editorial
in TEE LivING CHURCH in which that tenct was denounced. We do not
believe that he really was correctly represented by his own letter, or that
he intended to do more therein than to express a warm-hearted sympathy
for the priest personally whose utterance we bad felt it necessary to con-
demn. The letter was printed in accordance with our rule to permit a
wide latitude of criticism of the editorial position of THE LiviNe¢ CRURCH.
We never intentionally carry the impression that the editorial expression
must be construed as the final settlement of any question. We believe
that Mr. Jewell’s last word has not been spoken.—-EpITOR L. C.]

MR. ALTGELD DEFENDED.
To the Editor of The Living Church:
UST why the article by President Roosevelt on Demagogues
is of such “striking interest” as to call for its republication
does not appear. In it the writer, as is his custom, took advan-
tage of the intellectual laziness of most of his countrymen and
insinuated and declared that ex-Gov. Altgeld precipitated what
would have been a reign of terror in Chicago had not the federal
authorities intervened.

Those of us who were resident here at the time and prefer
to do a little thinking on our own account, instead of intrusting
that duty to newspapers and politicians, know that only the
hysterical few, who had had their senses worked upon by the
press, ever entertained any such fear.

To your readers who desire to hear the other side I would
recommend Mr. Altgeld’s famous New York speech, delivered,
if my memory serves me, during the presidential campaign of
1896. Mr. Altgeld needs no defense for pardoning the an-
archicts in 1893. If fair-minded people will take the trouble to
procure and read his published “Reasons” they will, I believe,
approve the action and besides get an idea of some of the causes
of Anarchy.

Perhaps these “Reasons” or the New York speech are of
sufficiently “striking interest” to warrant.a republication in
Trr Livine CHURGH. Sincerely,

Chicago, Ill., Nov. 4, 1901. U. A. H. GREENE.

(This letter is printed in order that there may be no unfairness
charged in po'itical matters; but the subject is one that can not be thrown
open for discussion in THER LtviNg CirvrcH, and must be closed with this
letter.—EbIiTOR L. C.]
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MRS. PIPER’S CASE,

B ELIEVERS in spiritualism and students of occult psychical
phenomena have been stirred recently by the resignation
of the well known Mrs. Piper from the Society for Psychical
Research, and by her public avowal of scepticism as to the
contention of Prof. Hodgson and others that the phenomena
connected with her case are due to communications from the
departed. Such an avowal would naturally have a somewhat de-
pressing effect upon those who believe in the reality of such
communications, although it must be acknowledged that her
opinion does not settle the controversy. It remains a fact that
she was the subject of remarkable phenomena, analogous to those
which are alleged to be of spiritualistic origin, and, as she
acknowledges, not the result of any contrivance on her part.
Her trances were undoubtedly genuine, and her opinion as to
their cause worth no more than that of any other intelligent per-
son who is acquainted with the phenomena considered. Her
information on the subject is to a great extent second-hand, for
according to her own testimony, she is unable to recall anything
that goes on in her trances.

Her peculiar experiences began in June, 1884, and soon
attracted attention. In 1889 she was under contract to sit only
for the agents of the Society for Psychical Research. Professor
Hodgson undertook a careful study of her case, and in his re-
port (not the first one) of February, 1898, he stated his con-
viction that she was a genuine medium of communications
from the departed. He is an experienced observer, and is well
acquainted with the phenomena of telepathy-—i.e., of sub-con-
scious communications between mind and mind, without the use
of sensible means, and often over great distances.

The circumstances which convinced Professor Hodgson
that hers was not a case of telepathy were two: (a) the knowl-
edge displayed of facts unknown to any but the deceased person
supposed to be speaking and to the sitter; (b) the perfect con-
formity of her manner to that of the supposed spirit speaking
through her, this showing itself in a continual manifestation
of personal traits, transcending in faithfulness any intentional
acting on Mrs. Piper’s part.

Mrs. Piper’s comment on this is, that all of her communica-
tions lay within the kmnowledge of somebody still living, and
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could be accounted for on the supposition that some living mind
had communicated sub-consciously with her subjective mind,
the whole transaction taking place below the threshold of con-
sciousness.

I¥ THIS connection the theory of Professor Thomas Jay
Hudson, in his Law of Psychic Phenomenc—a notable book—
should be noticed. He says that we all possess two minds—the
objective and subjective ones. Our conscious mental operations
of perception and reason belong to the objective mind, while the
operations of the subjective mind are largely below the thresh-
old of consciousness, and to a certain extent transcend the lim-
itations imposed upon our objective minds by the bodily organ-
ization.

According to his theory, subjective minds are continually
communicating with each other without our consciousness being
awakened tc the fact. It is the subjective mind that exercises
the power over disease shown in Christian Science and mind
healing. This mind is set into operation by suggestion—
whether from others or from one’s self. Thus the Christian
Science healers’ reiterated assurance that disease does not ex-
ist becomes the premise of the subjective mind, which pro-
ceeds to control the body as if no disease existed. Obviously
such a process must have a mighty effect upon diseases which are
of a nervous nature. Faith is said to act in the same manner,
giving auto-suggestions to one’s subjective mind. In try-
ing to account thus for our Lord’s works of healing, Pro-
fessor Hudson overlooks the nature of our Lord’s Person al-
together, and contradicts many implications of the Gospel nar-
rative.

The subjective mind, Hudson says, is perfectly logical—
wonderfully so—and when supplied with premises through sug-
gestion, will work them out to their logical consequences,and will
even control our bodies under certain circumstances, especially
in trances, so far as to enact the part suggested. Thus if the
subjective mind is acting under the suggestion that it represents
some other person, and has the leading characteristics of that
person suggested to it, it will enact the character of that per-
son with remarkable skill.

In trances and in the hypnotic state, the subjective mind
controls the body, and is itself guided by occult suggestions
from every source. A remark, or even a thought, of one who
stands by, or a telepathic suggestion from some subjective mind,
unknown to its owner, will release the subjective powers, and
cause a display of knowledge about absent or departed persons
which may appear to transcend earthly means of information.

Professor Hudson’s theory wears an air of plausibility,
and seems coherent with itself; but it raises several difficulties,
and needs much wider verification than it has heretofore re-
ceived before it can be regarded as satisfactory. We are not
prepared, especially in view of certain scriptural passages, to
deny unqualifiedly, as he does, the possibility of any communica-
tion with the departed. Spiritualism is indeed mixzed up with
much fraud and much low living, but neither Professor Hud-
son’s nor Mrs. Piper’s testimony against its genuineness in any
instance is conclusive. We shall watch with much interest for
further developments in the scientific investigation of these
phenomena.

Bur wHILE we acknowledge the value of a scientific study
of occult phenomena, we have nothing but the strongest dis-
approval to express towards the communicating with the de-
parted through spiritualistic mediums. Whether such commun-
ications are real or not, they are sternly discouraged in Holy
Scripture, and make for unrighteousness.

The Old Law condemned mediums possessed of familiar
spirits to death. One of the reasons for God’s displeasure with
Saul was that he consulted the witch of Endor in order to com-
municate with the departed spirit of Samuel. In the narrative
of Dives and Lazarus, our Lord teaches us that it is not God’s
will that the departed should return to communicate with the
living. Indeed we may be well assured that the holy departed
are too much wrapt up in heavenly things to seek such frivolous
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conversation with earth as is exhibited in spiritualistic seances.
St. Paul also condemns resorting to those with familiar spirits.

It should be clear that such a practice is subversive of re-
ligion. Our communicatioits with the unseen should be centred
in God. Some people seem to think that because the departed
have shed their earthly ﬁes.h they are spiritual in the heavenly
sense.. No doubt the holy d¢parted are, but they do not manifest
their presence in seances. | Spiritualists surround their prac-
tices with a certain glamour, but these practices lead silly souls
to substitute them for theIlife with God, and often result in
subverting moral principl¢. The true means of communion
with the departed is prayer to God. Those who realize what the
Communion of Saints means, and who enjoy that communion
in and through Christ by prayer—especially prayer for the de-
parted—are not apt to be misled by spiritualism.

ONE 4SPECT of the subject remains to be spoken of. Some
writers think that spiritualistic phenomena, if genuine, afford
scientific evidence of immortality. This is hardly the case.
All that they can be alleged to prove is, that the spirit survives
dissolution of this flesh and continues to be in a conscious state
—for how long, does not aﬂpear. It is to be noted also that the
grade of intelligence exhibited in spiritualistic seances is far
from inspiring to the thoughtful. The late Mr. Fiske likened
it, in his Life Ewerlasting, to that which “we are accustomed
to shut up in asylums for idiots.”

We are convinced that our assurance of what is meant by
immortality—everlasting life with God, and future glorification
in the flesh—depends, and will in the future depend, primarily
on Divine revelation. Nature suggests the need of a future,
but revelation alone informs us of its duration and glory.

HE crowded condition of our columns heretofore has pre-
vented the word of commendation which ought before this
to have been given to the Pastoral Letter issued by the Bishops
to the whole American Church. The Letter was occupied with
very practical subjects, and did not again enter into the con-
sideration of doctrinal ma:[ters, which had been so well consid-
ered in two Pastorals of re¢ent years, and which no doubt it was
felt unnecessary to re-state. Moreover it was free from the
petty gibes at trivial divergences from common practice in Wor-
ship which have sometimes disfigured otherwise able papers set
forth by the Bishops. The mind of the Church happily has
broadened of late years in such way that we no longer feel it
necessary to hit at each other when called upon collectively to
speak, and this really righteous breadth of horizon—so different
from the partisan article which goes by that name—was never
better shown than by the present Pastoral Letter, not only in
what it says but in what it leaves unsaid. It is commonly
understood that the Bishop of Kentucky is the author of the
paper, and, if so, he deserves the warm thanks of the Church
for his work,

E—

HE death of Canon T. T. Carter, one of the best known of
Catholic Churchmen in England, comes at the end of a long
life given to the spiritual side of the Catholic movement. He
was a deeply devotional writer and has given many such works
to the English Church, chief of which perhaps is his compilation
of prayers, the T'reasury of Devotion. Many have also been
helped by his series of Spiritual Instructions and his other
books, and he has contributed introductions to a large number
of devotional works of other authors. Canon Carter is perhaps
best known, aside from his literary works, as the founder of the
Sisterhood of St. John the Baptist, which is represented in this
country, and which in England is commonly known as the
Clewer Sisterhood. He was intimately associated with the
leaders of the Oxford Movement, and may indeed be reckoned
as the last and one of the most devout of that remarkable group
of men. R.I.P.

]

HEe oNLY is advancing in life whose heart is getting softer,
whose blood warmer, whose brain quicker, whose spirit is enter-
ing into living peace. And the men who have this life in them are
the true lords or kings of the earth—they and they only.-—John
Ruskin,

B

No MAN or woman of the humblest sort can really be strong,
gentle, pure, and good, without the world being better for it,
without somebody being helped and comforted by the very existence
of that goodness.—Phillips Brooks.
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Life Bverlasting. By John Fiske. Boston and New York:
Miflin & Co., 1101. Price, $1.00 net.

This is a notable little volume. It constitutes the Ingersoll
Lecture of December, 1900, and iz also the last of the important
series of books which includes The Destiny of Man, The Idea of God,
and Through Nature to God. The death of the versatile writer
since this lecture was delivered gives a peculiar and pathetic interest
to the volume, making it his final profession of faith, so to speak.

After a review of various attempts to solve the problem of a
future life, and speaking from a scientific standpoint, he says:
“We have no more warrant in experience for supposing consciousness
to exist without a nervous system than we have for supposing the
properties of water to exist in a world destitute of hydrogen and
oxygen.” Alluding to the alleged evidence of a future life drawn
from the case of the famous medium, Mrs. Piper, he says: “If its
value as evidence were to be conceded, it would seem to point to
the conclusion that the grade of intelligence which survives the
grave is about on a par with that which in the present life we are
accustomed to shut up in asylums for idiots.”

But this negative position is not taken in a sceptical spirit.
What it amounts to is this: that the future life, if there be one,
lies outside the sphere of this life’s experience. In this life our
observation of the soul is limited to the phenomena connected with
its union with the body and nervous system. We cannot therefore
go beyond these phenomena in our scientific conclusions.

This inability, however, he urges, “not only fails to disprove the
validity of the belief (in a future life of the soul after its dis-
sociation with flesh), but it does not raise even the slightest
prima facie presumption against it”” All that it shows is that we
have no organs of knowledge by which to transcend the phenomena
now before us.

“ He proceeds to discuss the contention that mind is a function
of brain. He distinguishes between the producer and the concom-
itant of mental phenomena, and concludes that the nervous system
is merely a concomitant of thought. He shows that the law of
correlation and equivalence of forces, so far from helping materialists
in this direction, makes for the hypothesis that thought, while con-
ditioned by material conditions, is distinct from such conditions and
not the product of them. All that enters the bodily organization
of force and motion is transformed into purely physical forms and
discharges itself in such transformation. Thought lies obviously
without the sphere of these changes, and therefore has a law of
causation altogether distinct from them.

. While refusing to admit the possibility of direct scientific
proof of a future life, he falls back on the theory of evolution; and
suggests, without fully formulating, an indirect argument growing
out of what he has written in Through Nature to God.

The readers of that book will remember that he contributes
a new argumeni to Theism, based on the contention of evolutionists
that the course of cosmical development i s characterized by an
ever widening correspondence with an environment of reality. In
no case does the development involve a reaching out affer unreality.
With the appearance of man came a reaching out to correspond with
the unseen, this development producing the phenomenon of religion.
To deny the reality of this unseen environment implies an assertion
that the law of development which has invariably characterized the
universe heretofore, has come to grief and issued in mistake—an
incredible supposition.

This unseen environment, he then argues, is an eternal one.
He concludes this lecture with an expression of belief “that the pa-
tient study of evolution is likely soon to supply a basis for a Natural
Theology more comprehensive, .more profound, and more hopeful
than could formerly have been imagined.” Perhaps he is over
optimistic as to what can be done in what is called Natural Theology,
but we feel sure that no one can read this book, written on the eve
of death, without being encouraged. Mr. Fiske was entitled to
speak with authority in the domain of natural science,and his part-
ing message is that believers in human immortality have nothing
to fear from the results of true science. FraNcis J. HALL. .

Houghton,

Pulpit Pointa From Latest Literaturc. A thousand Illustrations for
Preachers and Teachers, by Rev. J. F. B. Tinling, B.A. New York:
Thomas Whittaker. Large 12mo, 337 pp. Price, $1.40 net.

Most clergymen who hold the attention of their congregations
use illustrations. The best places to look for them is in the Bible,
and daily life. Our I.ord found the most of His in those daily ex-
periences which are common to all men. For this reason His illus-
trations appeal to all men. The value of this present volume is
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found in the fact that the larger number of its points belong to the
sphere of daily life, English, American, and foreign.

Another factor in its favor is the modernness of its illustrative
material. Too many books of sermon points are made up from
earlier books on the same subject, consequently the points are stale
and unprofitable. The fact that the editor has confined himself to
modern literature has made the most of his material fresh and at-
tractive. B

Sermon Seed Series: “Bugene Bersici’s Pulpit’”’ An analysis of his pub-
lished Sermons by J. F. B. Tinling, B.A. New York: Thomas Whit-
taker. 16mo, 150 pp. Price, 50 cts. net,

‘Sermons on the Psalins’”’ (varvions authors).
ling, B.A. Same publisher.

“Sermons on Isaial.” Sketches of 150 sermons.
Same editor and publisher.

Every man should do his own chewing, and every clergyman
should do his own thinking. The man who lives on soft foods loses
his teeth, and deserves to. The clergyman who rehashes ready-made
sermors loses his brain power, and deserves to. The three volumes
named above belong to the best of their class. It is the class of
which we are afraid. Such books bring a great temptation to_exist
without mental chewing or homiletical digestion, whereas the Prayer
Book teaches that truth cannot become our own unless we “read,
mark, learn, and inwardly digest” it.

But the temptation to use these volumes as mere sermon stuff
may be resisted. The editor evidently intended them to be used
for suggestiveness, not for stuffing; he calls them “Sermon Seed.”
The man who has the ability to grow sermons from the sced, the
man svho is not seeking sermon-stuff in ancther man’s pulpit-patch
will doubtless have the grace to use these volumes without abusing
them. He will find them very suggestive. Bersier is most thoughtful
and well worth studying for his own merit; the other two volumes
are worthy of atiention for the variety of the sermonic methods
used by their various authors, English and American, Churchmen
and Nonconformists. The man who is seeking sermonic loot had
better let these volumes alone, and learn to work and earn his own
living, B.

Analyzed by J. F. B. Tin-

(Various authors.)

Lessons From Work. By Brooke Ifoss Westcott, D.D., D.C.L., Bishop of

Durham. London and New York: Macmillan & Co.

This is the latest book of Bishop Westcott, and it was not pub-
lished until after his death. It contains a charge to his Diocese on
The Position and Call of the English Church, several sermons
preached on special occasions, and various addrcsses on social and
industrial topics. N

The book is characteristic of the Bishop, and combines, as ever,
deep spiritual thought and heavy, difficult language. It will be use-
ful for collectors to add this to their set of Westcott’s works in order
to have it complete.

Miscellaneous.

Christmas Evans. 'The Preacher of Wild Wales, His Country, His Times,
and His