
r
THE DOMINION PRESBYTERIAN.

BOOK
REVIEWS

SPECIAL
ARTICLES Our Contributors

sity for imposing a lengthy sérié» of 
propositions summed up at last in Ihc 
final comprehensive 
didate, “Do voti
doctrine of the United Church, as 
understand it. to be agreeable to 
teaching of the îtoly Scriptures.” there 
has to lie ample pro 
education and special training of the min
ister of the new church. The problem of 
how that training has to be provided for. 
involves a college question pure and sim
ple.—one
it may be. than the question of t'«e co
ordination of collegiate prestige nr 
the care-tnklng of church revenues and 
endowments.

The findings of the sub-Committee on 
the Ministry' are ns concrete ns one could 
wish them to be. especiallv on the point 
of the training of the ministre, 
claim that the attainment of a TV A. do

is desirable before n student enters 
the study of theology. Rut in 

where this is unattainable, thev wir-st 
two alternative courses, constituted a« 
follows, both star'ing from university ma
triculation (1) three years nt least in 
Arts, followed hv three vears In Theo
logy: (21 two years under the supervision 
of a bodv corresponding to a district 
meeting with appropriate studies, and 
four vears of a trived Art* and Theo. 
logical course in college.

What chance, then, is there for anv 
thing like a serious college question 
pure and simple amine out of a proposi
tion of the above luclditv and pertinency? 
What surrender of convictions or hetrav- 
ni of standards is there in such n Propos
ition? Tt has been «nid that n generation 
wifi bave to pa.*» nwnv before anvtbin» 
like uniformity of training can be secured 
under the term of such a regulation Rut 
could there he anything more of a com
mon standard of qualification for the min
istry than what i« outlined in the above 
finding of the subcommittee? T« the 
average minister of «he TVe*hvterian 
Church of a higher training and standard 
of intellect than the 
Methodist mini-tor or Congregational 
minister? Which of them is it that will 
have to wait for the passing of a genera
tion to hrinv the Pastorate of the propos- 
td Union Chureh un to n level? Is it 
practical that 
standard of qualification is ever lihclv to 
be secured, even if it were conscient:oiu- 
lv to be desired? As the writer of these 
articles has already said, there is no more 
of a final advantage to anv one of the 
contracting parties in this enterprise of 

union than there i« to the other».

much trouble in connection with the re
cent union of the Presbyterians in Scot
land. We do not know what faith Dr. 
Campbell has in the ability of Canadian* 
to accomplish a task which others have 
fulfilled. lie has certainly taken pains to 
amplify a very big College Question, in
deed. if such a term may be allowed'—in 
referring to the assimilation of the tem
poralities of the uniting churches in a 

fund—to include in it all probl 
connected with the fiscal administration 
of the new church.

“The sustentation of the ministry is on 
n different footing In the three churehes,” 
»av« Dr. Campbell: “the minimum stip
end with Presbyterians is higher than 
with others.” Are we to retrograde in 
order to lie on the same level with them? 
If not. what is the prospect that with so 

a clerical force as the United 
would number, all could or would 

be raised to the standard we have reached 
after long struggling? 
enter into the consideration of such mat
ters as the Aged and Infirm Ministers' 
Fund, and the Ministers' Widow* and 
Orphans’ Fund, which no legislation 
could lie h«d to do anything with. A 
few vears ago the Presbyterians raised a 

specific objects, 
eh of faith with 
nv sharp of that 
r the objects for

CHURCH UNION. 

By Dr. J. M. Harper.

Article IV.
re query put to the cati- 
believe the statement of

ih"
The proposal made at the Methodist 

Conference lately held In Montreal, to 
widen the venue of the Union Ques
tion. by Inviting the Anglicans and the 
Rnptlsts to share In the continuing de
liberation* on church unhm among Pro
testant denominations which have al
ready reached something like a common 
ground of agreement, will surely be 
looked upon by many as a false strate
gic step. Rut those who claim with the 
Rev. Dr. Carman that the church union 
that Is desirable Is not a movement to 
he developed by strategy, hut by an 
open advocacy and conscientious ma
turing of a Qod—sane titled compromise, 
will hardly blame the Inclusion of other 
bodies In the movement.
Joined article was written previous to 
the meeting of the Methodist Confer
ence. hut I have not thought fit to 
change the specific features of the 
same. While the necessity for union 
has been accepted, there ran be no ser
ious disadvantage In counselling a mo
mentary delay In order to give the An
glicans and the Baptists :m opportunity 
to take part in the negotiations; though 
personally I am of the opinion that, not 
being units In themselves seeking uni
fication with other units, thes^ bodies 
are hardly In a position to share In the 
proposed union for the present, 
more of this—anon.

vision mmlc for the

general

vorv much easier of solution, ns

lar
<

The sub- Personal rights

large Centurv Fund for 
Wmr’d it not be a brea 
its donors to emnlo 
fund otherwise than 
which it was contributed? . t . . .
Queen’s University is. by Roval Charter, 
a Preshvterian institution, "nd at present 
It ts engaged, under the direction of the 
church to which It belongs, in raising an 
additional endowment 
which about half is in sight, 
the Preehvterinn supporter», nt le,i«t. of 
this movement, as well ns the Presbvter- 
ians who mainly furnished the past en
dowments of the nniversitv. have n|eo 
good cause for complaint if. iu«t wh-rn the 
contributions are secured, the institution 
«hniild pas 
when thev 

It i« needless to *ay that Dr. Campbell 
give* his argument almost entirely 
a wav. when, between times. he

V « 
foi

Rut
of ftwwnoo of

Would hot
In the negotiations, many years ago, 

for the union of the Presbyterian* of 
Canada, which has since had such fav
orable results, the College Question, 
ns It was c lied, loomed up pretty omin
ously for a time a* an obstacle to a 
ponoenbP* consummation of the project. 
Whether <he after consideration of the 
Report on the Ministry made by the 
Union sub-committee on that phase of 
the union project at present on foil 
will develop a college question, pregnant 
with like premonition» of failure, it i* 
hard to snv. The training for the minis
try and the admission of candidates for 
pulpit service is a detail which may safely 
be left to the wisdom nf the new church 
when it is once organised, 
who has facetiously issued the challenge 
quoted in a preceding article, somewhat 
enigmatically follows it up by asking:

“Docs it not seem a» if the framers of 
the rules referring to the relations of a 
minister of the United Church to the 
doctrine» of that church, were again sub
consciously sensible of the inherent ab
surdity of their whole method of pro
claiming or guaranteeing fitness for the 
ministry nr of protecting the fundament
als of the faith in additi 
upon the fouhdn I m other than which 
no man can lav?”

* from the position it occupied 
nut their money in it?”

present ivr-r lire
snv* that the same argument applies 
equally to the specific funds rais
ed by the other, churches engaged 
In the Union negotiations, ns well 
as to their college endowments. If the 
principle of give and-take. with the phil
anthropic uppermost. i« to he eliminated 
from the negotiations for union, it may 1» 
well he declared, first a« last, that the 
Union Question has to he overwhelmed 
in this subsidiary big College Question, 
the Part being made, fnr tile moment, of 

than the whole. One can 
in presence of Dr.

and the al- 
snirit of I he

nnv assumed common
The divine

chureh
It has been shown that there is neither 
disproportionate gam nor loss to anv if 
the churches entering the union on the 
score of creed or chureh polity, nod lust 
as safelv may it he said that in this ’"at 

training of the ministry t’ erc 
therefore 

church

more concern 
only breathe hard 
Campbell's 
banco of
ago. The spirit of flip age while inviting 
a co-ordination of creed» has surelv ns 
much in its pleadings a* has the spirit of 
the age in its lower aiming* nt the "main 
chance.” Tin* fact stands that there is 
no closing nf the car against the spirit of 
the times in either case. The money test 
lias become a* urgent *« the moral test, 
though one would hardlv expect a clergy
man to make more of the mnnev test than

s special pleading, 
his logic with the

ter of the 
is none cither.on to building What more, 
would one reasonable desire in 
development along the lino of compassing 
the spread of the gospel?

Yet in face nf all this, there is a big 
College Question, with just as serious 
omens of passible division of interest in 
it as had the college question of form- 

The College Que»- 
ehurcli prop- 

Dr. Campbell.

"The Call from the Lord" la a phrn.se 
that doe* not transfer all it* solemnity 
to the phrase. “A Call to the Church," 
just as the “vox populi” L* ever prune to 

less than the “vox d ;Li' the moral test. The sub-Commlttee on 
Administration, nr least, have faced the 
music of the spirit of the age to utilize 
it as a missionin' for good, a» hax’e the 
other sub-committee*. They liax'e he**n 
in presence of the difficulties which Dr. 
Campbell lias summed tin a* a special 
pleading again*! union. Thev have taken 
in the whole situation. Anil this is xvhat 
thev say:

“After a minute consideration of thn 
principles 
churches
rational, benevolent, publishing, and other 
agencies, it has been decided to report 
that, while* obstacles to the organic union 
of these three churches may have to he 
faced in connection with the question!

mean mure
The novice in the ranks of the Sulvati.n 
Army may enter upon hie or her service turn in 
in that organization, without much prev- ert.v. and it is to the Rev. 
ioui preparation for the xx'ork, b\\cud of Montreal, that we are indebted for a
having received “A Call from the i.ord." candid defining of it. Dr. Campbell is not
Even the ordinary "healer," • under tie in love with
auspices of the llev. Mrs. Mary Raker |n it* pleading* for creed revision 
(i. Eddy's organization, may enter 1 pon and church

her laboure without much previous |; n gain In his polemic to Join
training. Rut these examples are not for xv|ttt the *plrlt of the a
any properly organized orthodox church penchant for "looking after 
to t I q»t. however modern may he its 1., . . “ Ur Macrae says that as to the
methods of administration, or however ndiu«,'v.cnt of the money resource* of the
“curiously elastic" may he its terms of uniting «liurehes. there is legal and nd-
Fubeeription provided for ordination to mini-tnative shilitv in Canada equal to
the ministry . Even if it he difficult for the task of arranging these matters to the
the Rev. Dr, Macrae to discern the ncces- avoiding of the pitfalls that created so

er union movement".
this case i» one of

the spirit of the nge

union, but he counts

the haw- upon which the various 
manage their mi»»ionarv. edu-
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