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stance to maintain those who have gone to the frontier and to
the heathen. Shall we do this by putting more faith and zeal
and selfsacrifice into our present method, or shall we endeavor
to do better by adopting the apportionment plan?

WoMAN’S AUXILIARY TO THE BOARD OF MISSIONS,
Dr1oceEsSE oF PENNSYLVANIA.

The Woman’s Auxiliary is an invaluable helper in all
departments of Missionary work. '

The report following is incomplete as some Parishes have
not sent their statement. It includes the work reported from
May 1, 1902, to May 1, 1903:

Inpian HopE.

Gifts Of MONEY .+ ivvrirn et iiannaenns $4,115 70
Valte 0f DOXES «.vvr i ieenrciiienneanarenennns 2,850 42
TOtAL «eeee e e e e e e $6,066 12
Domestrc CoM MITTEE.
Valtie of 142 DOXES . virient i i iiiierenaannns $11,684 19
Cash received . .vvvvriincneineinnnneenaneaas 5,829 13
Sent to New York ....cooviviiioninn 5660000600 2,521 50
Gifts not received ............iiiiiiiinn R 540 42
oAl ot et e e 20,584 24
ForergN COMMITTEE.
Gifts Of MIOMEY «vvrerreer e ininrrersnaasanancs 5,200 23
FreeoMEN’S COMMITTEE
Value of hoxes ..oveiiiiiii i, $2,656 83
Cash received .. vveviinne et 2,176 80
Cash 1eported . .vvvvren v iiiriee i 824 00
Total oo e s 5,657 63
Drocesan ComM MITTEE.
Momney received . ..o.iiiiiitiiiii s $1,506 88
Money reported ...t 305 19

Valtte 0f DOKES v vt ir e it enreianaans 1,371 69

0 1Y A 3,363 76
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JUNIOR DEPARTMENT.

Value of boxes ........ooooiiiuii il $2,000 00
Money sent ...........0vvnunn.... 0D 60 60 0B 6000 2,021 58
Total o $4,021 58
United offering .........cooiuveeunn . 4,772 19
SUMMARY.
Total gifts of money ......ooovvvnenien oo, $30,101 62
Total value of boxes .........oovveeeviennii.. 20,563 13

Grand total ............... ... .. $50,664 75

Adding $1,741.24 previously given for the United Offer-
ing, to the sum reported above, the amount now on hand is
$6,513.33.

The United Offering is presented once in three years at
the time of the General Convention. The amount of the last
one, made in San Francisco in 1901, was $106,560.34, all for
Mission work. Of this $16,516.10 was from this Diocese.
The next Offering will be made in Boston in 1904, and will
all be for the training, sending and support of women workers
in the Mission field.

Tae MissioNary COUNCIL.

Those who were so fortunate as to be present at the Mis-
sionary Council, which was held in Philadelphia last October,
need no testimony as to the great value of such a series of
meetings. It is hoped that the next Council, which will be
held in Washington on the 27th, 28th, and 29th of October,
will be of equal interest and value.

SeaLL THE NaME oF THis CHURCH BE CHANGED
AT TuIs TiME?
In the General Convention of 1901 a petition having been
presented for a change of the name of the Church, it was

Resolved, That a Joint Committee be appointed, consisting of five
Bishops, five Presbyters and five laymen, to take the whole subject of a




70 DiocEsE OF PENNSYLVANIA.

change of name of this Church into consideration, to .ascg‘tam as far 1e:s
possible the mind of Church people in general concerning it, .and to make
report at the next General Convention, with such suggestions as may

commend themselves to their judgment.

The Joint Committee appointed under this re'solution
has sent a letter to every Bishop of this Church, @kmg that
“at the next meeting of the Convention or Convocation of each
Diocese or Missionary District, said Convention or .Convoca—
tion be requested to inform this Committee whether it c%oes or
does not desire that the name of the Protestant Episcopal
Church in the United States of America shall l.Je cl‘langed at
this time, and if it does so desire, what name it wishes sub-
stituted therefor.” .

It is the duty of this Convention to answer this rfequest.

Shall the name of this Church be changed so that it shall
no longer be the Protestant Episcopal Church?

Tt is evident that the burden of proof rests upon those
who desire a change of name. If no cogvincir}g reasons can
be given for destroying the title by which this Church has
been known in this country and throughout the world ever
since it was formally organized and became a part of the
visible Church, then it should remain as it is. I do not say
“as it ever shall be.” That question is not before'us.‘ We
are asked whether we desire a change of name at this fume.

I have read carefully every article and argument upon
this question that has come within my r.each, and have not
found in them sufficient reason for changing the name of the
Church to which it is our privilege to belong. On the con-
trary, I have become more fully convinced that a change at t.hlS
time would be detrimental to our growth, and to the promotion

nity of the Church.
* thftuseer)ns evident that dislike of the word Protestant has
much to do with the demand for a change of name. But ‘V\{hy-
should it be disliked? It is said that it expresses (?pposmon
instead of affirmation; that it is negative. So are nine o‘f the
Ten Commandments. So is the first vow o.f th.e Baptismal
Covenant. The Holy Scriptures abound with instances of
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coupling opposition to error with adhesion to the truth.
Abhorrence of evil is coextensive with cleaving to that which
is good.

- The attitude of mind expressed by. the word Protestant,
is antagonism to false doctrine and wrong practice. It sig-
nified that when it was first used in 1529, when a minority of
the Diet of Spiers, in Germany, protested against two measures
which had been proposed, and appealed from the judgment
-of the Diet to the Supreme authority of a General Council of
the Universal Church.

- It is an interesting fact that these two elements, of pro-
test against a wrong action by a portion of the Church and an
appeal to the authority of a General Council of the whole
‘Church, were equally prominent in the first use of this word.
It shows that the Reforming Churches were agreed in their
recognition of the authority of the Church as'a whole. On
the one hand they protested negatively against papal usurpa-
tions and innovations, and on the other they protested posi-
tively their adhesion and submission to the judgment of the
Church Universal. Considering the remoteness of the possi-
bility of getting the case of the Reforming Churches before a
‘General Council, and the atrocious persecutions with which all
‘the Reformers’ were assailed, it is not strange that the element
-of appeal to the voice of the whole Church which the word
Protestant at first contained, was overshadowed by the other
-element of protest against the cruelties and crimes and per-
versions of truth of the Church of Rome; and so the word
Protestant soon came to be applied to the Reformers in all
countries of Europe, and the word became a symbol of unity

-among them.

It is not probable that the principles of the Reformation

‘had taken strong hold of the common people of England at

the close of the rcign of Edward VI, in 1553.
It is certain that the accession of Queen Mary, and the

Testoration of the old ceremonies of the Church were gener-

ally welcomed. But a deep revulsion of feeling soon came

"when heretics were tortured and burned to death for their
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religious opinions, and when Queen Mary died t‘he \;vholctz
Romish establishment was swept out of E?gland with almos

universal execration. Under Queen Ehzabe.th there was
peace, but across the Channel, during her reign, there 'E/':.is
bitter persecution throughout the Netherland.s, andf wi 11Sr-x
six years, not including the multitudes who perished o expoh

ure, and sickness and starvation, and the many thousands who
were killed in battle, or murdered after their surrender, the
Duke of Alva, as the agent of Philip II., boasted that ‘he had
sent to death by the sword, the cord and the flames, eighteen

nd Protestant heretics.

thouS"IE‘LhSn came the awful Massacre of St. Bartholomew,.when
almost the whole community of Huguenots were assassm_ated
in a night, for the same crime. Englem.d, too, was thle.at—
ened with a rekindling of the fires of Smithfield; al?d durmlg
the preparation of the great Armada the W.hole English peop 1e
were awaiting an invasion which, should its purpose succeed,
would mean for them loss of life and faith and freedom; and
the whole English nation became intensely Protestant. ) Even
then it was not thought best to change the name of the (,hurch_
of England, but it was thought well to define the character

of its religion; and so it was described by the English Parlia- -

ment as “The Protestant religion established by law.”“

It was in accordance with this designation that,’in 1.783,
Dr. Berkeley, son of the Bishop of Boyne, w‘r(ote to the Primus
of the Scotch Bishops, Bishop Kilgour, that tllé glory of com-
municating a Protestant Episcopacy to the United and Ir%de—
pendent States of America seems reserved for th‘e %cotch Bish-
ops.” And in reply Bishop Kilgour expressed his hea.rty con-
currence in the proposal for introducing Protestant- Episcopacy
into America.” These are the words of the Primus of the
Fpi hurch in Scotland. ‘
Epls?lljji (fju it would seem hard to find anythin'g in the hlS—v
tory of the word Protestant of which anyone in our Corz-
munion should be ashamed. And we shall see that the found-
ers of our own Church were not ashamed of it. . ‘

It is true that the word has come to be often misapplied.-
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But the same is true of many words whose use should still be
retained. It is true emphatically of the word Catholic, which
is wrongly applied by the great majority of those who use it.
On the one hand, the word Protestant has been claimed by
some to whom it does not belong, and on the other, a studious
effort has been made in some quarters, to bring about its
general application to various forms of unbelief; and this has
extended so far that if some other name had been adopted in
1789, and we were now considering whether it would be well
to change the title by which we had ever since been called,
it might well be doubted whether it would be wise to take our
present name. But such hypotheses are idle. This is our
name; and to me, it seems a better name than any substitute for
it that has been proposed.

As describing this Church, the word Protestant still means
our protest against the erroneous teaching and practice of the
Church of Rome. It does not imply that we fail to recognize
the body of the Faith which she holds in common with us;
nor that we are unwilling to acknowledge that there is much
which is admirable in her organization, and sagacious in her
administration. There are many respects in which we might
well follow her example and learn from her. But we should not,
therefore, become blind to her perversions of the truth; her
“blasphemous fables, and dangerous deceits.” She is no
nearer to conformity with the teaching of the New Testa-
ment than she was two hundred years ago. In all that time
she has not receded from ome particular of her tyrannous
pretensions.

If there were no longer anything in the Roman Catholic
Church to justify our protest against her errors, T know not
how we as a Church, or as individuals, could justify our con-
tinuing in separation from her. But the reasons which were
given by the Upper to the Lower House of Convocation in
1680 why “the express mention of the Protestant religion
should be inserted in the Address” are as applicable now as
they were then. They are as follows:

“The express mention of the Protestant Religion should
be inserted in the Address:
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“First. Because it is the known denomination of the com-
mon doctrine of the Western part of Christendom, in opposi-
tion to the errors and corruptions of the Church of Rome.

“Second. Because the leaving this out may have ill conse-
quences, and be liable to strange constructions both at home
and abroad, among Protestants as well as Papists.”

In precisely the same strain wrote the eight Primates and
sixty-eight Bishops of the Lambeth Conference of 1867, one
hundred and ninety-eight years after the utterance of the Upper
House of Convocation : “Furthermore, we entreat ‘you to guard
yourselves and yours against the growing superstitions and
additions with which in these latter days the truth of God hath
been over laid, as otherwise, so especially, by the pretentions to
universal sovereignty over God’s heritage, asserted for the
See of Rome, and by the practical exaltation of the Blessed
Virgin Mary as Mediator in place of her Divine Son, and by
the addressing of prayers to her, as intercessor between God
and man. Of such beware, we beseech you, knowing that
the jealous God giveth not His honor to another.”

To the same effect is the “letter to the faithful in Christ
Jesus” from the Lambeth Conference of 1878, in which the
Archbishops, Bishops Metropolitan, and other Bishops of the
Holy Catholic Church in full communion with the Church of
England, commend to the faithful the following: “The fact
that a solemn protest is raised in so many Churches and Chris-
tian communities throughout the world against the usurpations
of the See of Rome, and against the novel doctrines promul-

gated by its authority,is a subject for thankfulness to Almighty

God. All sympathy is due from the Anglican Church to the
Churches and individuals protesting against these errors, and
laboring it may be under special difficulties from the assaults
of unbelief, as well as from the pretensions of Rome.”

It is not only against the errors of a single branch of the
‘Church that such wutterances .as these were directed; but
against all teaching and practice whose tendency is to under-
'mine the foundations of the Faith that was once delivered to
ithe Saints. And that is the spirit of the word Protestant. It
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opposes every manifestation of Antichrist. It stands for the
truth as the truth is in Jesus. It is a word of which no one
who believes in the Deity of Jesus Christ, and who accepts
the infallibility of His promise “Ye shall know the truth, and
the truth shall make you free,” need ever be ashamed.

By some who advocate a change of name it has been
assumed that the title Protestant Epjscopal came into use acci-
dentally or surreptitiously, and that no one knows how or
under what circumstances it was adopted, and that there was
never any deliberate intention of authorizing its permanent
use.

It would be hard to invent a theory farther from the
truth than this. The selection of the name Protestant Epis-
copal was no accident, but a well-considered choice. It was
adopted because it expressed what was in the minds of the
Churchmen of that time, as to the position which the Church
occupied, and their conception of her character and purpose.
The name Protestant Episcopal had become well known long
before it was adopted by the General Convention, as a few
citations will show.

In Pennsylvania, May 20, 1778, the “case of the Protestant
Episcopal Missionaries of Pennsylvania” was laid before the
State authorities. .

In Maryland, at a Convention in Chestertown, Kent
County, November 9, 1780, “On motion of the Secretary, it
was proposed that the Church known in the province as Prot-
estant, be called the Protestant Episcopal Church, and it was
adopted.”

In 1783, there was adopted a declaration in which the
following words occur: “We¢, the Clergy of the Protestant
Episcopal Church of Maryland (heretofore denominated the
Church of England as by law established).”

In Virginia, an act of the General Assembly in 1784,
authorized a Convention “to regulate all the religious concerns
of the Protestant Episcopal Church.”

In South Carolina, at a Convention held July, 1785, the
name was officially recognized.
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In New York, at a Convention on June 22, 1785, it was
“Resolved, That three clerical and three lay delegates be
appointed to represent the Protestant Episcopal Church in
the State of New York, in the General Convention which 1is
held in Philadelphia.” :

In New Jersey, at a Convention held in Christ Church,
New Brunswick, July 6, 1785, a resolution was adopted “That
the next Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in
this State be held at Burlington.”

In view of these facts it would be unwarrantable to claim
that the official recognition which was given to the name

 Protestant Episcopal Church by the General Convention in

Philadelphia in 1785, was accidental. There can be no doubt
that the members of that Convention acted intelligently in
adopting the resolution “that it be recommended to this Church
in the States here represented, that their respective Bishops
may be called the Rt. Rev. A. B., Bishop of the Protestant
Episcopal Church in C. D.”

Still stronger is the proof that the members of the Gen-
eral Convention of 1789, which finally adopted the Constitu-
tion and thereby fixed the name of the Protestant Episcopal
Church, were not acting ignorantly nor carelessly in so doing.
For there had been nine vears during which the name had
been winning its way into the knowledge of Churchmen, and
into the language of the people and the formularies of the
Church. “During these nine years, from 1730, when Mary-
land deliberately voted to assume the name Protestant Epis-
copal, to 1789, when the Church in three New England States
agreed to the Constitution which incorporated it, it came up
for adoption or recognition in six Diocesan Conventions, and
in five General Conventions, and it was accepted by them all.””*

No Diocese was divided upon the question of its adoption,
and only in Connecticut does there appear to have been a single
dissenting individual vote. There were several things in the
Constitution which Bishop Seabury wished changed, but he

* Acknowledgment is here made to the Rev. John H. Elliott, D. D, for this quota-
tion and for other use made of his pamphlet on this subject.
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offered no objection to,the name of the Protestant Episcopal
Church. There is no reason for doubting that its final adop-
tion by the General Convention and the several dioceses was
deliberate, and with full understanding of its significance.

What would be the effect of dropping the word Protestant
at this time from the name of this Church? Upon the
Roman Catholic Church probably none whatever. It matters
not to her what we call ourselves. The only thing she seeks
from us is submission to her authority. It is possible that she
might regard dropping the word Protestant as a straw indi-
cating a current of thought moving in that direction, but it is
more probable that she would look on in entire indifference.

To many in the Reformed Churches not in communion
with us, it would give sorrow of heart, because it would be
regarded by them as an abandonment of the distinctive prin-
ciples for which the word historically stands; and it would be
considered as emphasizing whatever causes of division there
may be between them and us, and of minimizing those points
upon which we confessedly agree; and thus it would seem to
them, a note of separation rather than of unity.

By the Old Catholics it might be welcomed as encour-
aging union between us and them; but this is by no means
certain, for their position is a protestant one, and many of
them are favorably disposed towards us now. Indeed, the
suggestion has been made by some of them that the name
“Protestant Catholic” would be better than any other. I can
see no benefit likely to ensue from dropping the name Prot-
estant, but there is danger that it might cause a wider
breach than ever, between us and our Protestant brethren of
other names.

It is said that we owe it to the character of our Church
that we should assert our position as a distinctively Catholic
body, and that if we should do so, a great many would at once
seek admission to our communion. But from whence would
they come? Let us not deceive ourselves by supposing that
they would come from the Roman Catholic Church, any faster
than they are coming now. Let us not imagine that by a change
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of name we can make the cross of Christ any less an offense,
or more of an attraction, to the unbelieving men and women
in the world around us, whom it is our great duty to scek to win
to Christ and His Church, rather than to influence those who
are already believing, to a change of their ecclesiastical rela-
tions.

Supposing our present name Protestant Episcopal should
be dropped, what name is to be adopted in its stead? TUpon
this point there has been much discussion, but nothing like
agreement. It seems probable that a majority of those who
desire a change would agree in making the word Catholic a
part, if not the whole, of the name. But what would be gained
by this? Our Church here in America has always been Cath-
‘olic, has never professed any other than the Catholic faith,
has never authorized any service without professing faith and
allegiance to the whole Catholic hody. But incorporating this
word into our title would lead to great confusion in the minds
of the greater part of the whole people of this land. Ninety-
nine one-hundredths of our newspapers use the word Catholic,
whether applied to doctrine, usage or personality, as signi-
fying connection with the Roman Catholic Church. Nineteen-
twentieths of the people use the word in the same sense. The
number of persons in every State of the Union is very large
who would understand our adoption of the name Catholic, as
signifying that we had thereby acknowledged a closer rela-
tionship to the Roman Catholic Church than had before been
admitted, and not a few would look upon it as a long step
towards submission to her authority. It is not improbable
that such considerations as these would alienate many of our
own members. It is certain that it would check, if not turn
altogether away, the present drift of Delieving Christians
towards our own Communion. I am sure that for every one
person who has remained out of the Protestant Episcopal
Church because of its name, Protestant Episcopal, one hundred
would be lost to it as the direct consequence of dropping that
name, and substituting any other that has been suggested in
its place.
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For these reasons, and for others which it would tax your
time too much to state, I cannot regard any present change
of the name of this Church with approval. There is no emer-
gency which demands a change. If there were reason to
believe that changing our namé would make us better Chris-
tians, more earnest, more self-sacrificing, more patient, more
considerate of each other’s welfare; if the result were likely
to be a deepened sense of our responsibility for the evangeliza-
tion of the world; a great increase of our gifts for the main-
tenance of the missionary work of the Church; and the con-
sequent extension of the kingdom of our Lord Jesus Christ;
if there were reason to believe that it would be a step towards
the fulfillment of our Lord’s prayer for the unity of His fol-
lowers. T could contemplate it with satisfaction. But as I
cannot find from careful consideration, that it would be likely
to promote any one of these results, but rather to hinder them
all, I am not in favor of changing the name of this Church at
this time.

And now, brethren, beloved in the Lord, I commend you
unto the guidance of God in all your deliberations, that all you
do may be for the honor of His Name and the welfare of His -
Church.

OFFICIAL JOURNAL.
1902.
April 30, Wednesday. Evening. In All Saints’, Moyamensing,
13 persons were confirmed by the Rt." Rev. Cortlandt
Whitehead, D. D., Bishop of Pittsburg. -

May 1, Thursday. St. Philip and St. James. A. M. In the
Church of the Holy Trinity, Philadelphia, the Rev. Alex-
ander Mackay-Smith, D. D., Bishop Coadjutor elect of the
Diocese of Pennsylvania, was consecrated to the office and
worl of a Bishop in the Church of God.

P. M. The tower of the Church of the Holy Apostles

was dedicated by the Rt. Rev. Alexander Mackay-Smith,
D. D.

May 2, Friday. In the Home for Consumptives, Chestnut Hill,
8 persons were confirmed by Bishop Mackay-Smith.




