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the fellowship, and in breaking of bread, and in prayers.”  Other thing
are recorded of this congregation distinet from thuse cited, such as they
having a community of gdods, and for this purpose selling their posses.
sions of huuses and lands. But these are as peculiar to them and a,
distinct from the instituted order of worship, as was tle case of Anaiin
and Sapphira. Their being constantly in the Temple is also added o5
a peculiartity in their hisiory. But it may be correctly mquired, Low
are we to distinguish betwecn those things which are as peculiui to thew
as their vicinity to the Teniple, and those things which were commou o
them with other christian congiegations?  Tlus must be detetunued Ly
a comparison of the practice of other congregations as reeorded Ly e
same historian, or as found 1n the letiers to the churches written by
apostles. From these we see that no other curisnan congregution Ll
a community of goods; no otlier sold their posstssions as a nccessaty
part of christian religion ; no others met constautly 1o the Temple. Ia.
deed, Luke, from his manuer of ielatingthe order of wership and meaus
uof edification practi ed by this conzregation, evidently distinguishcs wlhat
was essential from what was c.rcumstantal. For after infurming u,,
verses 41 and 42, of the distinct paris or acts of their social worsh p, le
adds in a separate and detached paragiaph the history of their pecuir
arities. * Now,” adds le, “all they who believed were togcther and
had all things in common, and they suld their possessions and goods,"
&ec. This, too, is separated from the account of their social acts of
worship by a statement of other circumstances, such as the fear tha
fell uponevery soul, and the many wonders and signs s lich were donc
by the apostles. From a minute attention to the me thod of the lustopan,
and from an examination of the historical notices of othur. ungregatioue,
ft is easy to distinguish between what was their order of worship and
manner of edification from whut was circum-tantial.  Aud, indeed, ther
whole example is binding on all christians pluced in circumstances sunila
to those in which they lived at that time.  For though the sclling of theu
possessions is mentioned as a part of the benevolent influences of ithe
christian religion clearly understood and cordially embraced, asa volun
tary act suggested by the circumsiances of the times and of their bre-
thren ; yet were a society of christians absolutely so poor that they could
live in no other way than by the selling of the possessions of some of
the brethren, it would be an indispensable duty to do so, in imitation of
him who, though he was rich, made himnself poor, that the poor, though
his impoverishing bimself, might be made rich. But still it must be re-
marked that even in Jerusalem at this time the selling of houses and
lands was a voluntary act of such disciples as were pussessors of them,
without any command from the apostles to doso. This is uost apparent
from the speech of Peter addressed 10 Ananias and his wife ; who seem
10 have been actuated by a false ambition, or love of praise, in pretead-
ingto as high an exhibition of self denial and brotherly love as some
others, Their sin was not in selling their property, nor wus it in only
contributing a part ; but it was in lying, and pretending to give the whols,
when only a part was communicated. That they were under uo obli
gation from any law or command to sell their property, Peter avows
aadressing them, and for the purpose t00 of incu‘pam]g them mgre agd



