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'Lt iS a rernarkabie fact, not easiiy reconciied with our present practice, that
tIe s oniy one text in tbe wboie New Testament, viz., 1 Timi. v. 17, which

eelrY recognizes, aithougli in an incidentai manner, the di.stinction betwcen
teehing and ruliing eiders. Can w-e believe that if sucb a wide distinction asat t eit, exists between them among us, had been designed by the llead of the

Slare,1, we sbouid have been left to learn its nature from one incidentai allusion i~
their duties are so very différent, why is there no separate entimeration of
Irqualificationsh Wbat writer on Presbyterian governrneut or Church Law

Sthink of speakingr of ministers and eiders uîîder one naine, ani of iden-
Y'iag their (ues andtheir qualifications? This, however, is exactiy wbat we

U4 11 the New Testament. The duties and qualifications of ail eiders are
roW Ilndiscriminateiy into one catalogue. What writer on our ecelesiastical

tYWould dreamn of doing, this?î
11 eiders in the New Testament Church weî-e by their office teacher-. Lt is

kiOwledged by ail whose opinions on this subject are entitled to any respect
t~Elder and bishop are termns appiied intercbangeably in the New Testament

s aine grade of' minis!ers. Withi this fact in our mind, we tura to thieOf God to learn what, were the duties and qualifications of tbis ciass ofQee..heareî1s and we find Paul, writing for ail ages, declai-ing that ail' bisbops or
i ,Without exception, must be"I apt to teaclt." (1 Tim., iii, 2.) And in bis epis-

to T1itus, whom he liad ieft in Crete to Il ordain eiders in every city," we find hiin
lâJg great proininence to the teaching functions of the eidership. The man
% hîe ivili have admitted into, that ùffice, must be one "holding fast the fait hfiul
trre she bath beeu taugbit, that l'e may be aile by sound doctrine both to exhort~ tocoiiifce the gainsayer." (Tit., 1, 9.) This is sureiy teaching! yet there,

"tbttthat tbese words are applicable to eniy one ciass of eliers. In con-
yV with opponents, Presbyterians are M-ont to point to the fact that Titus

4% 11strticted to ordain eiders or bishops in every city as a ceuvincing proor
"~'11Y that diocesan episcopacy wvas then unknown, but aiso that it w'as the

of de eariy church that every congreg9ation shouid be governed by a plu-
t' IyOf eiders. In tbis they do weii, but if when they find, as we have seen,
t "nle duties and qualifications required of ail these eiders, they would argue

q1'very wide. distinction of (inties did obtain amongst tlîem, tbey would
th T o us it appears very evident frein the manner in which Paul treats

>l1edersi 1 that; ail its members were teaciiers ex officie, and that the ini-
i~6guiph wbhicb now separates " the eiders who rule well " from those who

4Il word and doctrine, bad net then been discovered.
wh4ut has our modern eider to do with teaching ? Truth compels us to an-
)ýrTUay nothing more than any other member of the congrregation.Lt t j M, es they are teachers in the Sabbath Scbool. A few of themn catechise

e liehuse, and hoid prayer-meetings in their allotted districts. Occa-~t ey may reprove an errino' brother. MTie vast majority of thein do
ktth ch, And ne work is expected. at tlîeir bands for wiih it is iiecessary

t1d t"Y should. be Ilapt te teacb." Lt was net se in the early church. Ali
,..ere expectcd and ordained te do essentiaiiy the saîine work. They were

%Dt. Inted te teach anîd mule, and consequently they were required te have an
j~Idet for both parts of the work.

i bewever, deemed expedient that some who bad gifts wbich fitted themn"4 ialtiy for public speaking sbouid give themselves up cbiefiy te "llabour in
'%"l dctrnebut there is ne reason te imagine that the rest ever abdi-

% funtionsas teacher8. They gave the precedence in teaching te
%. Were went te "labour in word and doctrine," but doubtiess tb(-y stili1

Sî1ned te teach from bouse te house, and in public aise, wvhen occasion re-
t1iY gave evidence tbat they were Ilapt te teacb," and "lable beth te ex-

cen ')Ivince the gainsayers."


