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m THE CHRISTIAN BANNER.

Septuagint version of this paseage, loas and cleros are the words
used; or people and weheritance, end it is-evident’ that both the terms
are applied to the same persons—the laity are the clergy, and the
clergy are the laity !

Singular as it ;eay appear that thewolves of'whom Paul prophesied,
Acts xx. 29, should bave made guch an'unbappy selection of names

to distinguish between themselves end'those of ‘whom they made o "
prey, it is by ne- means difficult ‘to'be aecounted for. "The bishops-

were 80 extremely apxious for the welfare of their respective flocks,
and-so much wiser than the Apostles, that in ashort time after the

death of the latter, they relicved the .deacons from the troublesof -
managing the chureh’s funds, and -todk all this labour upon them-

selves. oUnexampled kindness! The churcl’s bounty might have

heen misapplied ift 1eft in the bands of men who were comparatively
ignorant and ill infermed, but in the bands of men of such exemplary
sanctity and holiness as the pastors, no such denger wasto he
apprehended.  The bishops still continued to enforee the duty of
liberality. but now the metive was altered. The funds bad gradually
become their own propersy, but still they employed the same language

in their exhortationsas they had always done, beseeching those whom '
they addressed to--be bountiful ‘to Gud’s cleros. Iovery philologist

kuows that wordschange their primitive signification insensibly, when
associated with ideas with which they had originally no-connectiony
till at length they scquire an entirely new meaning.  This is exactly
what took place in this ins-amce, The pastors were continually
enforeing the duty of liberality to God’s clergy;that is, God's inhers:
tance ; aund it followed, as a matter of erurse, thatvthose to whose use
the donations were appliéd were meant by the term employed. The

* two ideas were so naturally conueccted with each other, that they
. could not be separated—those for whose benefit the-money- was ool

lected. were the efergzp—those who applied it to their--own use,
received the henefit ; and. as the people (laos: the laity)-insprocess of
time-were entircly excluded from participating in the fruits of their

. awn bounty, they seased, of course, to be a-patt of the clergy.

Xn 2 manner somewhat similar, the word ecclesie (church) was at

- length also peculiarly spplied to those who'bad made it a property;
.. and henee, in violation of all propriety of speech, they were exclusively
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demominated eeclisiesticidl and  churchmen ; names which only mean.
persons belonging to the ecclesia or church., and whieh consequently

urclude every member of the church or congregation. *With as mueh:

propricty might the pastors have appropriated to ‘themselves the
appellation of Caristianoi, or formed a new name from «Christos, and
called themselves exclusively Christékoti. denying to rthe other mem-
bers of the ecclesicc the privilege of being called. by name of Chiist:
but this would have been o most  unprefitable appropriation, for, had

. thay atlowed none to bo Christians but their own body, whenee coutd
¢ they have derived: their emoluments? This would Bave been at onze
to.dry up every source of revenue; but the greater the numbers of

Christians, the greater the contribution that couldbeleviedfrom them.
and hence the-zeal of those who fiecced the flocksto add to it-as many
g possible. no matter what their character and -conversation under
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