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the fellôwship, and in bruaking of bread, nnd in prayerb." Other tling,
are recorded of this congregation distinct from those cited, sucli as then
having a community of gdods, and for this purpose selling their po4,cý.
sions of bouses and lands. But these are as peculiar to them and a,
distinct from the instituted order of n orship, as %%as tLe case of Anaitas
and Sapphira. Their being constantly iii the Temple is also added aï
a peculiarity in their his;ory. But it may be correutly mnquiredi, 1LM
are we to distinguish betweun those things ahieh mue as pecuai tu t hiji
as their vicinity to the Temple, and those thmigs which nere cornmou tu
them with other christian congregations ? This must le detiiiniud Lý
a comparison of the practice of other congregations as recorded by tlhe
same historian, or as found in the letters to the chiurches nritten by ti
apostles. From these ve see that no uthtr curisilan congregalîon l1i
a conmunity of goods ; no othier sold iltir possiosîuns as a nccessay
part of christian religion ; no others met constantly in the 'Temple. il.
deed, Luke, from his maniier of ielatingilte order of worship and meaus
tf edification practi ed by this eongregation, evidently distinguislhs liat
was essential from what was c.rcumîstantialh For alfer informmng u,
verses 41 and 42, of the distinct parts or acts of their social worsh p, Le
adds in a separate and detached paragiaph the hîstory of thieir pecuh.
nrities. " Now," adds L.e, " all they who believed were together and
had ail things in common, and they sold their posscssions and goodý,"
&c. This, too, is separated from the account of their social acts of
worship by a statement of other circumstances, such as the fear iliat
feil uponevery soul, and the many wonder- and signs n hiie' n;ere dont
by the apostles. From a minute attention to the me thodl of the histouian,
iind from an examination of the historical notices of oth- r, ongregatius,
it is easy to distinguish between what nas their order of norship and
ianner of edification fron what was circum-tanitial. And, mndeed, thc
vhole example is binding on all christians pLced in circumstances sandîai

lo those in which thcy lived at that time. For though the sflling of tlics
possessions is mentioned as a part of the benevolent influences of the
christian religion clearly understood and cordial!v embraced, asa vulun.
tary dct suggested by the circunstances of the times and of their bre-
threr. ; 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 himself poor, that the poor, though
bis impoverishing himself, 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 vere pussessors of thwem,
without any command from the apostles to do so. This is most apparent
from the speech of Peter addressed to Ananias and bis wife ; who seem
in have been actuated by a false ambition, or love of praise, in pretend.
ingto as high an exhibition of self denial and brotherly love as sume
others. Their sin was not in selling their property, nur was it in, only
contributing a part ; but it wats in lying. and pretending to give the whol,
when only a part was communicated. That they were under no obli
gation fir' any law or command to sell their property, Peter axons An
addresing them, and for the purpose too of inculpating them more and


