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BERNARD IDDINGS BELL,

President.




s, THE LIVING CHURCH Ocrozx 9, 1920
oo 99
OUR OWN HYMNAL
The New Hymnal of the Episcopal Church owes its great success to these
factors: , o
1. It.\;x;aasi pré;_)érgd' with the greatest care and ability by the Joint Commission of
the General Convention, combining the best musical and literary judgment in the
i ‘country. T
2. It was authorized by the General Convention for use in the Episcopal Church.
_ 3 It is“;;—)ﬁ‘blished by a corporate body within the Church with the single purpose
; of ptoviding the entire Church with the best musical hymnal at the lowest cost.

-Write for special quantity prices
wn e and extended payment privileges

"THE NEW HYMNAL

PUBLISHED BY

THE CHURCH PENSION FUND

14 WALIL STREET, NEW YORK

THE LIVING CHURCH

A Weekly Record of the News, the Work, and the Thought of the Church

Published by the MOREHOUSE PUBLISHING C0., 1801 Fond du Lac
Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis. Hditor, FREDERIC COOK MOREHOUSE.

OFFICES

Milwaukee : 1801 Fond du Lac Avenue (Xditorial headquarters and
publication office).
Kew York: 11 West Forty-fifth Street.

Londen: A. R. Mowbray & Co., 28 Margaret Street, Oxford Circus, W.

SPECIAL NOTICE.~—In order that subscribers may not be annoyed by failure
to receive the paper, it i§ not discontinued at expiration (unless so ordered), but
is continued pending instructions from the subscriber. If discontinuance is desired,
prompt notice should be sent on receipt of information of expiration.

SUBSCRIPTIONS

UNITED STATES AND MEX1c0: Subscription price, $3.75 por year in
advance. To the clergy, $2.50 per year. I’ostage on foreign subscrip-
tions, $1.00 per year. ;

CANADA ¢ Subscription price (Clerical and Lay), $3.75 per _ve:fr in
advance.

AvpRESS ALL Supscrirrioxs 1o THE LIvING CHURCH, MILWAUKESB,
WISCOXSIN,

ADVERTISING

CLASSIFIED ADS., OBITUARIES, AND APPEALS, 3 cents per word.
Marriage and birth notices, $1.00. Death notices (without obituary),
free. These should be sent to the publication office, Milwaukee, Wis.,
and reach there not later than Tuesday morning for the issue of that
week.

DISPLAY RATE:

All copy subject to the approval of the publishers. Copy must
reach publication office not later than Tuesday morning for the issue of
that week,

Address advertising business to C. A. Goodwin,
Manager.

Per agate line, 15 cents.

Advertising

PRINCIPAL CONTENTS

Tiue IMMIGRANT, By Frederick J. Haskin, (Illus.) . .
EDITORIALS AND COMMENTS. s s
Christian  Americanization — An  “Impassable Barrier” —
“Moral Issues”—The Living Church Annual—Acknowledg-
nents
ANSWERS T0 CORRESPONDENTS. . .+ .+ .+ « « 4 4 .
DaILY BIBLE READINGS. By the Rev. David Lincoln Ierris.
Nores oNX THE NEw HymyanL, By the Rev. Winfred Douglas.
A Toreworp 0N CHRISTIAN AMERICANIZATION. By the Rev.
Thomuas Burgess. (IMus,) . . . .
AT ITOME AND ABROAD. By the Rev. William
Ph.D. (I1lus.) 2 i mow s
A DIOCESAN PLAN. w e B ow s s m w w e w
THE CHURCH’S NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR FORBIGN-BORN WORK.
TRAINING FOR SERVICE. By the Rev. Charles T. Bridgeman.
THE RUSSIAN ORTHODOX CHURCI IN NORTII AMERICA. By Isabel
I'. Hapgood. (Illus.) ¢ % W o ¥ 0§ ® ® 0§ 3 ®
LITERATURE ON CHURCH WORK AMONG FOREIGN-BORN AMERICANS
AND PHEIR CHILDREN. ° o T, © & 9 @ @ 5 o
FFor CHRIST AND THE NATION. Ry the Rev. Gilbert P. Symons.
Tee CHURCH AND THE SCANDINAVIANS., By the Rev. Philip
Broburg: (IHns) s « % =« & @ & & » & 3 &
THE WELSH. By the Rev. Hugh David Jones, Ph.D,
THE NATIOX-WIDE CAMPAIGN IN THE NORTH AND WEST.
Rev. R. W. Patton; DD. . : & & & . .

Chauncey Emhardt,

By the

MysTicisM, DBy the Rev. W. R. Inge. P
ILLUSTRATIONS :  CONSECRATION OF THE Brsmor or HASTON.
PERSONAL MENTION, ETrC. T
MAYPFLOWER TERCENTENARY CELEBRATED IN PLYMOUTH. The

London Letter. By George Parsons.
CANON ScorT, WARRIOR PorT, DELIVERS S0CLAL
Canadian Letter. e e s oo«
THE NEW YORK NEWS LETTER. o miowr e s o A
CHRISTIAN FRIEXDSHIP SOLVES MODERN INDUSTRIAL PROBLEMS.
The Boston Ietter. By the Rev. Ralph M. Harper.

MESSAGE. The

PENNSYLVANIA METHODIST ON RECENT LAMBETH PRorosaLs. The
T’hiladelphia Letter. By James M., Bennett. 5
CHI1CAGO’S NORTHEASTERN DEANERY AT LIBERTYVILI.E.

The Chi-
cago Letter. By the Rev. IT. B. Gwyn. . . , . ., .

GRAXT ME to observe truth and constancy in my words,
remove far from me a crafty tongue.—Thomas ¢ Kempis.

783
786
87
788

799

800
801

§01

802



[Entered as Second Class Matter at the Post Office, Milwaukee, Wis.]

VOL. LXIII MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN, OCTOBER 9, 1920 NO. 24

L s

4

IE

I

T

Courtesy of New York Bible Society.
IMMIGRANTS AT ELLIS ISLAND WAITING FOR THE FERRY

THE IMMIGRANT

AM the immigrant. I make half of the collars, cuffs, and shirts.
I Since the dawn of creation my restless feet have beaten new I turn out four-fifths of all the leather.
paths across the earth. I make half the gloves.
My uneasy bark has tossed on all seas. I refine nearly nineteen-twentieths of the sugar.
My wanderlust was born of the craving for more liberty and a | make half of the tobacco and cigars.
better wage for the sweat of my face. And yet, | am the great American problem.
1 looked towards the United States with eyes kindled by the fire of ~ When I pour out my blood on your altar of labor, and lay down
ambition and heart quickened with newborn hope. my life as a sacrifice to your god of toil, men make no more
I approached its gates with great expectation. comment than at the fall of a sparrow. }
I entered in with fine hope. But my brawn is woven into the warp and woof of the fabric of
Z I have shouldered my burden as the American man-of-all-work. your national being.
Z== | contribute eighty-five per cent. of all the labor in the slaughtering My children shall be your children and your land shall be my land
% and meat-packing industries. because my sweat and my blood will cement the foundations
E I do seven-tenths of the bituminous coal mining. of the America of To-morrow. ,
= [ do sevenly-eight per cent. of all the work in the woolen mills. 1f I can be fused into the body politic the melting pot will have
= | contribute nine-tenths of all the labor in the cotton mills. stood the supreme test.
E= | make nineteen-twentieths of all the clothing. Freperick J. HaskiIn.
= | manufacture more than half the shoes.
= 1 build four-fifths of all the furniture, (By permission of Fleming H. Revell Co.)

T ————————————————n—n
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Christian Americanization

HE papers printed in this issue relate very largely to
@ a new activity in the Chureh. No appeal made in the
Nation-wide Campaign was more effective than that
for Americanization work under Church auspices. That the
Episcopal Church could be a large factor in moulding Slavic
immigrants into one-hundred per cent. Americans waz a new
idea; that it was the duty of the Church to undertake such
a work as a matter of duty to the nation was still newer.

Lack of funds has greatly curtailed the work of this
nature that was promised, but it has not prevented the
organization of an efficient department for work among the
foreign-born nor the beginning of its work on a considerable
scale. The Church is fortunate in the men who have been
chosen to direct the work. The Rev. Thomas Burgess, its
head, has given special study to the problem of the Greek
in America and was also an important factor in that study
of our relations with the various east European races in
this country that was made several years ago by authority
of the Province of New England. The Rev. Robert Keating
Smith and the Rev. Willlam C. Emhardt have both spent
the summer in Furope studying the problem of the Czecho-
Slovak in his home, as they.had already studied him in
this country.

The opportunity that comes to us as Churchmen is
largely due to the fact that the great majority of Slav immi-
grants come to America with the admonition from their
home lands to turn to the Episcopal Church, as their friend
in this country. The close relation of our Church to their
home Churches makes this admonition possible. Until very
recent years we fear that anticipated friendship has not been
cordially offered on our part. Our national Church authori-
ties have cultivated the official entente between the Eastern

and Anglican Communions; hut we have done little to assist.

the newly arriving Greek or Russian or Roumanian or
other Slav to adjust himself to American conditions. The
most difficult immigration problem that this country has
had (other than that of the far Eastern races) has found
us, as a Church, apathetic, though as a Church we have
largely held the key to the situation. This is largely due
to the newness of our convietion that the duty of the Church
is not exhausted when it gives its ministrations to its own
people and when it sends missionaries abroad. The vast
range of our duty to the American people as a whole, and
to the mew-comers on our shores who are mot of our own
communion, has scarcely even yet been recognized by the
rank dnd file of our people. We have been painfully limited
in the extent of our Churchmanship.

Wz spEAK of Christian Americanization. We mean, of
course, an Americanism that shall be dominated by Christian
ideals. How essential this is the Slav immigrant well illus-
trates. For the most part these immigrants belonged, at
least nominally, to their national Churches at home. They
have been baptized. They have had some instruction in
religious matters—often more than our own children have
had. They revere the sacraments and they are generally
loyal to their priests.

But they are essentially Fastern. Their manner of wor-
ship is very different from ours. To them our service is
cold and formal. Pews in churches are an abomination to
them, for they always stand in worship. They know nothing.
of our monastic morning and evening prayer. Our Fucha-
rist, devoid of the elaborate ceremonial that interprets the
service to them in the home-land, is not easily identified with
that which their own priests celebrate. The ornaments of
our churches are painfully Western, and they miss their
ikons.

Worse than all, they find no welcome at our hands.
They have come, lonely, to our country, and we have not
given them our fellowship. We have sought neither to
interpret our country mnor our religion to them. We hold
aloof; and the inevitable result is.the formation of foreign
colonies, with a hyphenated citizenship, in all our cities.

It is bad enough for the immigrants themselves; it is
worse for their children. The parents bring with them the
standards of living that they had in the home land. The
children throw off all restraint. They are proud to be Amer-
icans. They look down upon their parents as “foreign”.
They are-not willing to be guided from the home. The re-
ligious traditions of their parents mean nothing to them.
If there are churches of the Eastern rites which their par-
ents can attend, the children recognize their foreign character
and hold aloof from them as far as they can; yet they enter
no churches that are American, their parvents would be un-
willing that they should, and the churches themselves do
not invite them. The children, therefore, native-born Amer-
ican citizens, grow up largely as pagans.” They are destined
to play a large part in our political life, and the public
schools have done a magnificent work in training them in
allegiance to our flag, but as they do not inherit our ideals
neither do they understand them. Aliens their parents came
to us, aliens in thought are the children.

If, as a Church, we approach the problem of their
Americanization, we must be careful to make clear that we
are not seeking to draw them from their inherited religious
allegiance. They are Easterns; we have no call to try to make
them Western. We can lend our churches for their services
and rites where they have no churches of their own. We
can offer our clergy to them for their marriages and burials,
for the baptism of their infants, sometimes for their con-
fessions, if they, and their clergy, are willing to aceept our
ministrations.

But what we can do most effectually is to give them
our friendship; to show them our desire to receive them
into the fellowship of the American people. We welcome .
the very concrete suggestions that Mr. Burgess and others
are making in the papers printed in this issue. Our churches
have, quite naturally, been generally planted in.the midst
of an Anglo-Saxon population from which the bulk of their
membership is drawn—though other populations have often
either intermingled with these or driven them out. The
location of the church with respect to foreign colonies must
be a large factor in determining particular opportunities.
But wherever there is any foreign-born population—and
only some parts of our Southern states are without such
colonies—there the Church has a particular and a difficult
task lying ahead of it. The colony must be permeated
with American religious and national ideals.

AFTER ALL 18 sA1D, the bishops at the Lambeth Conference
blazed the way, for the problem of religious unity is quite
akin to the problem of national unity. “Because cur Church
has spread over the world, and still more because we desire
to enter into the world-wide fellowship of a reunited uni-
versal Church, we must begin now to clear ourselves of local,
sectional, and temporary prepossessions, and cultivate a sense
of what is universal and genuinely Catholic in truth and in
life” If “our Church has spread over the world”, so, in
America, the world has spread over our Church, and the
result is very much the same.

We still have churches and people among us that are
very tenacious to retain customs that grew out of the quar-
rels of the English Reformation. We have those who are
exceedingly suspicious of whatever seems to them 1o “go
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back of the Reformation” or of the “Reformation Settle-
ment”. Our English antecedents easily explain both these
characteristics. These are the “local, sectional, and tem-
porary prepossessions” thal, to a considerable extent, in-
fluence -all of us. The bishops are right. If we really are
serious in seeking the umity of the Church we must lay
many of these aside in the interest of “what is universal and
genuinely Catholic”. The same is true if we would really
make it possible for the foreign-born and their children—
and we are thinking now of other races as well as of the
Slavs—to worship with us in our churches. Our congrega-
tions cannot always be confined exclusively to people of
English descent; in each generation our population inter-
marries with other strands. We need not cease to be Western
or Anglo-Saxon in the framework of our services, but we
do not need to let these be forever dominated by what cer-
tain English divines thought to be fitting in centuries long
gone by. Our ecclesiastical ancestry of the sixteenth' and
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seventeenth centuries is mot ome whit more sacred than
that of the fourteenth and of the thirteenth, and we need to
cultivate a sympathy large enough to defer as well to the
one as to the other, testing both by the larger experience
of the whole Catholic Church and by the particular needs
and conditions of our own day and land. It is most desir-
able, also, that we should assimilate what is good in the
Churches of other lands, from which our new Americans
are coming.

To be American rather than English, to live in the
twentieth century rather than in any century of the past,
to be Catholic rather than sectarian, to be sympathetic
rather than aloof—these are the preparations that we can
make in ourselves to fit us and our Church to give the
spiritual ideals to that vast portion of the American people
to whom English history is ns foreign as is that of the
Chinese.

An “Impassable Barrier”

HIS is a queer world; and for queerness we who hold
ourselves to be Churchmen sometimes lead all the
rest.

The American Church Monthly is one of our very best
periodicals. We seldom mention it except in commendation.
We should like to see it in the hands of every intelligent
Churchman.

But shortly after the recent General Convention thers
were published in its pages one or two articles on the legis-
lation relating to the Concordat that were so wildly inac-
curate as to lead us to make protest against their publication.
The harm done by them was incalculable. The corrections
never did overtake the original inaccuracies, and to this day
there are probably serious people who suppose that the pro-
visions of the Concordat as proposed a year ago received some
sort of indorsement by the General Convention. For all of
which the magazine is largely responsible and never has
expressed regret.

Now, nearly a year later, in the September issue there
is a paper by the Rev. Ernest Pugh in which a new discovery
on the subject is announced and all the anxieties and heart
burnings of the past are pronounced unnecessary. The
Church is saved—but only, apparently, by a miracle.

Mr. Pugh’s paper is entitled “The Nicene Creed: an
TImpassable Barrier”. “That there are many difficulties in
the way of the Proposed Concordat,” he says, “even the
strongest of its supporters are willing to admit. . . . There
seems to be, however, one difficulty that has been overlooked.
At the last General Convention the Church declared its will-
ingness to initiate action that may make possible the ordina-
tion of ministers of other Christian bodies who aceept
(1) The Scriptures, (2) The Nicene Creed, (3) The Two
Sacraments. Consciously or wunconsciously” (italics ours)
“that Convention has put the greatest barrier in the way of
the Concordat. . . . There is no need to hesitate in saying
that no Protestant minister can truthfully say that he be-
lieves the Nicene Creed. . . . The Nicene Creed is an im-
passable barrier. . . . We believe that ever within the
councils of the true Church of Christ the Holy Spirit has
been guiding its deliberations. How easy a thing 1t would
have been for the Conwvention of 1919 to have made the
suggested condition an acceptance of the Apostles’ Creed
instead of the Nicene Creed. . . . Where we would have
endangered the sacred trust of centuries, an all wise and
euiding Providence has led the Church to erect, uncon-
sciously it may be, a barrier against that which would en-
danger our sacred heritage.”

We rub our eyes in amazement.. By what right does
Mzr. Pugh intimate that this absolute condition without which
no one could be ordained under the proposed canon was made
“unconsciously it may be”? Who does he mean by the “we”
in the last sentence who “would have endangered the sacred
trust of centuries,” etc.?

Mzy. Pugh is acting evidently on the belief that the reso-
lutions relating to the Concordat were an attempt to en-
danger that “sacred trust”. The American Church Monthly

is largely responsible for this misconception. But Mr. Pugh
has now discovered a clause in the resolutions which shows
that the attempt is thwarted by the resolutions themselves.
So confident is he in the bad faith of the men responsible
for them that he assumes that this measure of protection was
divinely introduced into the resolutions against their will,
and that whereas the resolutions had been intended to betray
our sacred trust, lo, the Holy Spirit had intervened to pro-
tect the Church. Tt is a curious belief, possible only to one
whose mind had been poisoned by the wicked misrepresenta-
tions that followed General Convention. One would suppose
that the simpler and rather more plausible explanation of the
newly discovered orthodoxy of the resolutions was that they
were intended to be orthodox, and that the men who drew
them were quite as anxious as is Mr. Pugh to protect the
Catholic faith and gquite as competent to do so. But mno!
Unwilling to admit anything good either in the authors of
the resolutions or in the proponents of the Concordat he
piously believes that the Hloly Spirit “led the Church to
erect, unconsciously it may be, a barrier against that which
would endanger our sacred heritagé.”

We have no doubt that the Holy Spirit did indeed pro-
tect the Church, and one wishes that the pious theught
might have occurred to critics a year ago. But the effectual
safeguard was by no means unconsciously made. It was of
the essence of the proposals for unity from the beginning.

For this “barrier” was not even interposed ab initio by
General Convention. It was in the original Concordat itself.
Dr. Manning and his associates were the conscious agents
of the Holy Spirit in framing this safeguard. They never
proposed that any Protestant minister should be ordained,
under any conditions whatever, unless he first, personally and
fully, accepted the Nicene Creed. That this, with the other
conditions, was a sufficient “barrier against that which would
endanger our sacred heritage” Dr. Manning and his asso-
ciates fully believed long before Mr. Pugh discovered it, and
Myr. Pugh is now saying two years later what the proponents
of the Concordat said from the first. But did Mr. Pugh
never read the Concordat? ‘How could it be possible for
him only now to discover such a safeguard in the instru-
ment which has been before the Church for two years, and
discovering it, suppose it was his original discovery and that
it was somehow brought into the matter “unconsciously”?
The conscious minds of Dr. Manning and his associates had
made that condition, and it had been accepted by the Con-
gregational conferees, hefore ever a word had been said about
the matter publicly. Nobody has proposed legislation
whereby it could be possible for a single person to be ordained
who did not fully accept the Nicene Creed. The common
impression that such safeguards had been thrown away in
the original proposals was a wicked libel upon Dr. Manning
and his associates. If there are no Protestant ministers who
can qualify, as Mr. Pugh positively declares, then there can
be no danger from the Concordat.

For ourselves, we do not accept Mr, Pugh’s posmon that
the requirement of the Nicene Creed is in itself a sufficicnd.
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“barrier against that which would endanger our sacred
heritage” nor his idea that there are no Protestant ministers
who accept that creed. That is why we could not support the
joncordat. That is why we could and did support the resolu-
tions of General Convention. It is perfect nonsense to say,
“How easy a thing it would have been for the Convention of
1919 to have made the suggested condition an acceptance of
the Apostles’ Creed instead of the Nicene Creed!” The latter
requirement was made with every deliberation, and anyone
who had tried to break down the conditions presented in the
vesolutions would have found his task anything but easy.
The “impassable barrier” was a fundamental condition of the
Concordat from the very first. The men who watch legisla-
tion at General Convention knew what they wére about. The
Holy Spirit was not obliged to overrule recalcitrant minds
and compel them “unconsciously” to protect the Church.

This being the case, the eruel injustice of the intimation
that “we”’—whoever “we” may be, whether the proponents
of the Concordat, or the proponents of the resolutions that
showed the limitations of the Concordat as it was drawn,
or the members of the General Convention in general—
“would have endangered the sacred trust of centuries” had
not “an all wise and guiding Providence” frustrated ‘“‘our”
attemnpt, stands forth in all its hideousness. Nobody tried to
“endanger” that “sacred trust”. Mr. Pugh is repeating libels
for which others are responsible at the very time he is .show-
1110 the falsity of the charges.

Yes, we are a queer people. It took Mr. Pugh two years
to see what most of us saw from the very first publication
of the Concordat. The opposition of Tre Livina Crurcit
was based upon no such imaginary situation and we trust that
we knew the contents of the Concordat before we criticised
it. We certainly have never joined in the personal denuncia-
tions of men for whom we retain the fullest respect, as some
have deemed it right to do, while yet we differ with them.
Yet the American Church Monthly was probably wise in
assuming that, after the gross misrepresentations of a year
ago, there were enough more people equally queer to justify
the publication of this article. But it is a strange working
of the human mind, that, seeing after all this length of time
that the Concordat never contemplated the ordination of any
man who did not ex animo accept the Nicene Creed, any man
should fail to give the credit for this protection of the Church
to the men who insisted”upon it from the first, but rather
should assume that, while these were trying to break down the
strongholds of the Clatholic faith, an “impassable barrier” has
been erected, unknown to them, by some divine interposition.

But we shall hope this does not mean that the magazine
accepts Mr. Pugh’s position that this phrase sufficiently pro-
tects the Conecordat from the dangers that have been pre-
sented in the discussions of the past two years. Many of
those dangers were imaginary, as Mr. Pugh’s present letter
shows, but some were not. To go from one extreme to the
other would not be a service to the Church; and to do belated
justice to the much maligned and libelled proponents of the
Concordat, even as unwillingly as it is done in this article,
does not mean that their conclusions ought to be accepted as
final.

antecedents of the Republican candidate for president,
believing that, in spite of the delicacy of the subject,
it were better, that the true. facts should be told than that
correspondents should argue the question of their duty at the
polls from the standpoint of personal
~ character without definite information.
The wife of the Republican can-
didate was previously married to another man, who afterward
proved unworthy. She obtained a divorce on charges of
drunkenness and non-support and her maiden name was re-
stored to her. Several years later she married Mr. Harding.
The previous husband is not now living. As to whether he
was living at the time of the second marriage our information
is conflicting.

‘We do not care to make any deduction from these facts,
which, however, may be depended upon, nor to discuss their
relatlon to the question of the duty of a voter at the polls;
but voters have a right to the information.

mE have made careful inquiry as to the matrimonial

“Moral Issues”
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sion of his brother editor to make a statement.

Out of 144 clergymen to whom he has addressed
letters of inquiry as to their address or work, a stamped reply
card being enclosed to each, just 89 have replied. That means

. that the other 55 may be incorrectly
ChTz; I:h L;lvr::lzial entered in the clergy list next year.
And that, in turn, will mean an indig-
nant request, about January, for insertion in Tue Livixc
Cuvren of the information that “the address of the Rev.
A. B. is so-and-so and not as indicated in the Living Church
Annual.”
A good way to prevent such an inaccuracy is to reply to
any query immediately.

61{}5 editor of the Living Church Annual asks permis-

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

PHE LIVING CHURCH ROLL OF BENEFACTORS OF THE
“TATHERLESS CHILDREN OF FRANCE”
The following is the report for the week of those who have
enrolled as assuming the responsibility of benefactors to particular
Yrench children :

189. Mrs. James R. Goodrich, Concord, N. H............ $ 86.50
2926, Marshall, Catherine and Jane Baldwin, New York City 36.50
9257, All Saints’ Church Guild, Valley City, N. D...... 36.50
400. Mrs. Mary I. Lewis, Racine, Wis......cooveionnivnn 36.50
Motal for: the Wweeks i« o deweve s v o v 5 s Taiwmmsm « o $ 146.00
Previously acknowledged ......oeeencunnnres 63,309.22
" $63,455.22

NEAR EAST RELIEF FUND
Two little girls in- Minneapolis, Minn. *.................. $ 5.00
S$t. I'aul’s Parish, San Diego, Calif...ucvvvvvirnvvnvassn 104.50
A communicant of the Church in Charlotte, N. C.......... 4.00
A parishioner of the Church of the Advent, Chicago, Ill. ... 10.00
Mrs. R. A. DuDomaine, Raeine, Wis................. 10.00
Mrs. O. W. Lahman, WaKenney, Kans 3.00
Service Legion, Episcopal Mission, Lynfield Centre, Mass. . 3.00
A ATIORA ocvriiogn » wow o s sconiamindor = = w 2 0 = =S S F S5 BOSR ¥ F 8 9 2 5.00
Ko R - ansemins 655555 AEEER O 55 s E AT ¥ T8 88 RN 5 8§ e 3.00
o o $ 147.50

* Tror relief of children.

FUND FOR THE AMBERICAN CHURCH IN MUNICH
ATNONTIMOUE 5o o534 sivviamiv ¢ 7§ ¥ 3 BEmEeses s & s 955 GRTEE SR $ 5.00
FUND FF'OR WORK IN JERUSALEM
Church-of the Holy Name, Swampscott, Mass....ooceuan.. $ 10.00
THE LIVING CHURCH FREE SUBSCRIPTION FUND
ATIONTIIOUS, & 4 s 5 5 scwwiersrans 1 s 5 5% Sugigrenere o & v & ¢ @ & raieens & o o 5@ e $ 5.00
Miss E. G. Fox, Washington, D. Cu.vvvrrrnrernrnnennnns 10.48

$ 15.48

Note.—Contributions for various funds are invariably deposited
to the credit of —Living Church Relief Fund” in the First Wisconsin
National DBank of Milwaukee and are distributed weekly. They are
never mixed with private funds of any sort.—EpiTOR LIVING CHURCH.

ANSWERS TO CORRESPONDENTS

~A. . B—(1) The host is the wafer used for Holy Communion, and
especially the larger wafer used for the fraction.—(2) At a baptism
the priest begins with a violet stole, regardless of the ecclesiastical
season, and changes it for white after the prayer, “Almighty, ever-
living God”. There are stoles made of the one color on one side and
the other color on the other which may quickly be reversed at this
point.

DAILY BIBLE READINGS

By tuE Rev. Davip Lincory Ferrs
(For the week beginning with the Nineteenth Sunday after Trinity)
RELIGION IN THE FAMILY
The Family Altar

Sunday: 2 Timothy 1: 1-14
“The unfelgned faith which ﬁrst dwelt in thy grandmother Lois”

HE root meaning of “religion” is a binding together,
@ a spiritual ligature, a social relationship, the unit of

which is not the individual but the family. The sacred
names “Father”, “Mother”, stand in the very, center of the
Ten Commandments. This is not a human arrangement, but
a divine appointment. In the final revelation of Godhead 