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is blank under “ordination," but 

date is continued under "Iu-eembly and its eomniittee have proceed 
ed. I can only infer that it ia not in
correctly expressed in the "unwritten 
law" already mentioned.

?or a few years (1901 1904) a record of 
proceedings was kept. At tint it is 
ver full and circumstantial, but it grad 
ually becomes extremely brief, and at 
last useless for practical purposes. 1 
inderstand that It was forgotten and 
not brought to the Assembly in 1905, 
and no one has troubled himself about 

tried to get some of the

the same
duction.” Am T not warranted in con 
eluding, since these reports are usually 
tilled up by the minister himself, that 
this brother found It impossible to give 
a date for an event which had never

RECEPTION OF MINISTERS FROM 
OTHER CHURCHES.

When applying for admission to the 
ministry of he Presbyterian Church in 
Canada a clergyman of another denom 

“When, taken placet
In view of the facts that 

brought out, have 1 not good reason to 
ask. “Does the Church know whore 
she stands in regard to ordination 1“ 
Surely 1 am not presuming on vour 
space, or wearying the patience of vour 
readers, if I venture to call the attention 
of the Church court- to this verv ser 
ious laxity of principle and practice. 
During the coining winter we shall be 
called to discuss a proposed Basis of 
Union with other churches whose views 
on I he subject of clerical orders differ 
materially from those of our standards. 
Is it not possible that in our ancient 
and Scriptural ministry we have some 
thing the value of which we have too 
lightly esteemedf If in the ordination 
we have received in unbroken succession 
from lleformatiou. nay, from pre Itefor 
mation back to apostolic times, we have 
a sacred trust laid upon us which we 
must not betray, ought we not to weigh 
carefully the effect of organic union with 
a ministry which has no such historic 
continuity, rests upon no such scrip 
tural basis and places a different value 

the ministerial officeÎ The man

ination is required to state 
where and by whom he was ordained." 
(Rules and Forma of Procedure p. Si). 
If the General Assembly grants his ap
plication he “may be received on satis 
fretorily answering the questions ap
pointed to be put to ministers and pro 
batkmera and on signing the formula." 
No further ceremony ia required. Re
ordination has never been suggested 
wheu not explicitly ordered by the au 
preme court. I think that 1 am cor
rect in saying that if the certificate of 
ordination handed in with the applica 
lion is in order, a minister of an evau 
gelical non-presbyterian church is never 
re-ordained when received by us.

it since.
subsequent manuscript minutes, but 
could n locate them. I believe they 
are de» oyed. I have, however, gutli 
ered a fiitle information from the brief 
record available, 
minutes state that the committee had 
documentary evidence of ordination be
fore it, but the date of ordination is 
generally recorded and the name of the 
church from which the applicant for 
admission came. During this period of 
five years 66 ministers were received, 
44 were from Presbyterian churches, 15 
Congregationalists, 5 Baptists, 1 Metho
dist. and 1 Church of England. Only 
In one instance do T ftnii ^ 
instructed to re-ordain, and 
the case of a person who had received 
his ministerial status from the Christian 
and Missionary Alliance and had spent 

in the Soudan. The rea

In no case do these

I
I

But wlist ia considered a satisfactory 
answer to the question “When, wfiere 
and by whom ordainedl" What hae 
the church usually accepted as a regu
lar and valid ordiuationf What ia con
sidered as constituting a man a minister 
of Christ and a presbyter of His Church I 
Doee the practice of the church agree 
with the doctrine of hex standards! We 
■hall first endeavor to ascertain the 
present usage of the church, and then 
we shall examine the doctrine of the 
standards and test It by Scripture and 
reason.

So far as the course pursued by pres 
byteries is concerned, I can speak from 
more than 30 years of experience, all 
the time noting the action of other 
courts as well as that of my own, for 
the .subject has always interested me, 
and as far as my knowledge goes, any 
one coming to us from an evangelical 
Protestant body. Baptist, Methodist or 
Congregational, has been a* nepted at 
once, as far as ordination is concerned, 
if he could show that he had been set 
apart in thp recognised form end man 
ner of his denomination. No person 
has ever raised a question as to the 
right pos»3ssed by the ministers of such 
churches to ordain other ministers^ 
Their "de facto" standing has been re 
cognized and their action homologated 
as heiziT that of legitimate possessors of 
the authority they assumed. Leaving 
out the case of Romish priests, which 
raises questions of its own, I am not 
far astray when asserting that the “un
written law" of Presbyteries has been 
that no evangelical minister requires to 
he re-ordained.

Let us consider next the action of the 
General Assembly. The application, en 
dorsed by the Presbytery, and aoootn 
panled with the relative papers, includ
ing the certificate of ordination, la plac 
ed in the hands of a committee for ex 
amination. This committee is newly 
appointed at each Assembly and has no 
fixed membership or even permanent 
minute book. There are no standing 
rules nor record of precedents for It» 
guidance. Absolute consistency of action 
is hardly to be expected under such cir
cumstances. As far as T can ascertain, 
not a acrap of any of the documents IntR 
before it has been preserved. The nnlv 
information to be obtained regarding Us 
procedure is found in the exceedingly 
meagre reports contained in the Assem
bly minutes. For the last two years 
these do not give even the names of 
the churches from which the newly re 
reived minister*, came. Tt is Impossible 
for one to ascertain authorttativelv the 
principle on which the General As

Presbytery 
that is in

some years
for this unusual course is not given. 

There does not appear to have been any 
doubt of the fact that the Alliance had 
ordained him. That the C. and M.A. 
is not a recognized "church" or denom 
ination may have had something to do 
with the committee's action, but those 
who wou’d lake part in the designation 
of its missionaries would all be in good 
standing in their respective churches 
and constitute as permanent a body as 
any Congregational or Baptist 
Th$ considerations influencing the com 
inittee were doubtless stated on the 
floor of the Assembly, but they are not 

All that we learn is that

who, without applying to it the com 
mon tests of its genuineness throws a 
diamond into the sea declaring that 
“he doesn't believe" it to be more than 
~ *iiece of glass, is a Solomon compared 

who renounce their Scriptural(with
rank, break their ecclesiastical eutail, 
and obliterate their historic name, with 
out taking stock of the value of these 
before irrevocably parting with them, 
and declare that they do all “ad majorem 
Dei gloriam"!

That we are in danger of committing 
this egregious folly and unpardonable 
sin. I shall, with your permission. Mr. 
Editor, endeavor to show in my next 
article which will he on "Th«* Doctrine 
of the Westminster Standards Regarding

ooaodl.

recorded.
the Assembly once drew the line at the 
C. and M.A . but why we cannot tell. 
In the Synod roll* for 1905 the date of 
this gentleman's Presbyterian ordina 
tion is given. Nov. 22nd. 1904. hut hi 

substituted. It would
Ordination."

PACTFTCUS.1906, April, 1896. Is
that, in contempt of the As- 

action, the date of the earlier
appear 
seinbly's
ordination, which had been refused re 
cognition, was inserted in the records. 
I cannot find the name on the roll for 
1907 and the charge which he served

THE TRUE MAN AND CHRIST.
True living is true religion: the Chris 

t.ian life is the sound, sane whole hu 
man life; the man who follows truth 
follows Christ, whether he knows Christ 
or not. Yet we preach Christ, insistent 
ly to every man. For we dare to say 
to every man. If you are true, here is 
what you are ]-> -king for: the way of 
God in men, the way of life; more life, 
irrepressible, growing, victorious life— 
and that is the way of Jesus Christ. 
Have that mind in you which was in 
him who 'humbled himself and was 
oliedient unto death; practice faith in 
an infinite spirit of love as lie practlc 
ed it to the utmost limits, to the least 
detail»; above all, learn his spirit who 
came not to lie serves! hu* to serve 
and to give his life for many, and you 
will prove that Christ's way Is life in 
deed and life abounding.

The man who follows truth follows 
Christ, to be sure, but to follow and not 
know him is to walk in the dusk that 
precedes the day. Give to the man 
who follows truth to see Christ as he 
is; he will recognize his Master, he 
will recogniae the life that is itself the 
truth. To him Christian disoipleship 
comes as inevitably as day to “them 
tha* wait for the morning"—if Christ 
be presented ae he is. But presented 

..... . .... in the guise of outworn creeds, unreal„f Orrtln.tlon, thl. «‘t»°rdin.rv .n
try. "B*. by orikr nf Oen. Uie true Christ 1. nut wen of
1904," as IL^eceptton constituted ordin ^ ^ ,man. the common man, ami
at ion. This date also given under ^ on y,e common Shan rent* the 
"Date of induction to nresent «h**®*- blame.—Laird Wingate Snell.
In the minutes for 1906 and 1907 the

is vacant.
Another instance, of an entirely differ 

ent character, seems to show that ordin 
ation was not considered by any one 
aa a matter of much importance. Oppo 
site the name of one applicant in 1904 
stands the following: "Licensed by a
Baptist church in T------ , Nov. 30th,
1888.“ The comro’.itee reported him to 
the Assembly * “A Baptist minister 
in good standing, from the United Sta
tes."

f
l

But I learn from a Baptist bro 
ther that licensure by a congregation 
carries with it no denominational status 
whatever, not so much as an appoint 
ment as "local preacher" amongst Meth 
odists. Yet we seem tu have aocerJ*d 
it as equivalent to ordination, 
clerk of the Presbytery which endorsed 
the application informs me that the en 
try in his minutes merely states that 
his credentials were a> proved and or 
dered to be forwarded in the usual way. 
Noth!

The

ng whatever is said about his or 
ders. Turning to the printed minutes 
of the Assembly, T find In 1905. oppo
site the name in question, under "Date

tiâiÉ:
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