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froma its original lucal references. It may e of
use to the Presbyterian Congregations of this
country, in giving them Serniptural views on the
important subject of Ecclesiastical Temporalitiea,
Rliould you consider 1t worthy of a phics inn your
valuable Record, you will oblige your sincere
friend, A. FERRIER.

ADDRESS ON THE SUPERINTENDANCE
OF THE TEMPORALITIES OF TiHE
CHURCI.

It ought to beknown and remem®erad that the
Redesner’s Chuteh has n governmat and laws
which emanate from himaeil; that Christ 13 the
originator of all power uad audlionity and adia s-
tration i the Churcli; and that the Church's
members can elunt 19 right to orizwmare uay sya-
tem for conducting  ccclesinetical manters; bat
must submit implicitly and wholly to the legislas
tion of their rightlul King.

The Church as a comninunity, oy ns a system of
organized government,-is not Republican in its
constitation, in which caso the peaple night
claim the right to enact and exccute the lawa, It
is a purcand perfect Monarchy, where ail power
lodges 1n the Sovereign, aml witere the exervise
of authority, and the execution of law by men,
are derivative, and were directly nud exclusively
from the Saviour himeelf as the King and llcad
of the Church.

It may reasonably be thought that as King of
Sioa, Jesus Christ has provided a government and
Jaws sufficient furall practical purpases ; and well
adapted to preserve und promote the entire jute-
reets of the Church.

Now, there are two great interests of the Chris-
tian Caurch for which legislation 18 necesanry, aul
has been provided by hier Great King  “Ihese are
the Temporalities and the Spiritualities of the
Chorels.  For supermtending the fisst of these,
the office of Deacon lias been appointed : for su-
perintending the last, the oflice of Elder.

The Temporahitics of the Church indecd are
objects of & very duiferent class from the Spiritu-
alities. The latter class embmaces the Scriptu.
rality of its doctrinea, the puiity of its worship,
and the rectitude of it3 disciplive. The ohjocts
of the foriner class are wholly, ar mther fundae
mentally, worldly in thewr nature.  Buta€aqy one
aball avau fumsei! of this consideration as an argu-
tent that Church oflizers, becans® their character
is of a spintual kind, ought not, as such, to take
cognizance of Temporalhities, he will find 1the con-
clusion notdeducible from the premises, and himself
perhaps involved in unexpected ditlicoltizs,  §(
wolook back to the arpangements under the Ol
Testament cconoiny, we shall sce that although
the materials of the tabernacleand tenmple andall
the meansof supporting those splenidid fabrics, and
the establishment to which they belonged, were
worldly, yet the itnmediate care of themn was ex-
clusively committed to persons invested with sa-
cred office. Proofs of this must be unnceessary
to those who are acquainted with the Scriptures.
‘We do not hete mican to institute any compatison
between the cccles:astiai policy of the two dis-
pensations : but from the fact now inentioned, this
position incontrovertibly resulte,—that from the
nature of those Temporalities, that s, from their
being worldly and matenal, it cannot be inferred
that the management of then is incompetent o
Church office-bearera.  On the contrary, it resalts
undemably from the above statement, that things
in their own nature worldly, may become sacred
not only as to their application, but as to their
mmenagement, 8o that the disposal of them to their
proper ends shall apperiaia exclusively to persons
1 sacred office.

‘We had notintroduced these observatione, had
weanot known tiat some have adopted the reason-
ing which we have combated, and have contended
from the nature of Temporalitics that the manage-
ment of them is beyond the sphere of Church
officers, and it must surely appear utterly prepos-
terous that this mode of arguing has beea employ-
ed by those very persons who cleimed the ma-
n ent for themselves, on no other ground than
their owr ~pititual and sacred character—that is,
their being members of the Church. Whereas,
if Church officers, upon the principle that their

character is spititual, cannot, as such, take cogni-
- smuce of Temforalities, the same principle will
exclude Temporalities from the cognizunce of all
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Chnr shemamhers, as such, heeause in this view,
their cliaracter 18 ne really spiritual as that of ec.
cle-instienl Ollire<Bearere,

'Tanse Pemporabtics, as external ererad things,
are, nnog only, as we have stated, dilsrent in na.
ture from tie S;nnitualities of the Charch; but,
we are ready to grant, very infertor in consequence.
Nevertheless they mmst be allowed to be highly
impnrtant, nay, to be, in their own place, nltoge.
ther uncesaary-—so neceesary that without them
thrre can be no reguiar and comfortable dispensa-
tion of Divine ordinances, aud the Church cannot
even rubsiat,

‘'liese thinge, they, being necessary ta tho ex-
jnte 1o of the Church, and to the dispensation of
i1z ordinances, A strong presumption onses that
there must be ja the Church soute coustututed
power to take cognizance of them. I they are
thus necessary, which eannot be denied, and of
Christ has made no provision for the managzement
of them, the government wiiuch he lias appointed
must be extremnely defective indeed,  For what s
thir object or end of any goverament, but, primas
rily, the preservation and the well-being of that
gociety m whicly it 18 established?  If a legislator
shoutd negleet to provide institutions for objecta
esrential to the existence of the socicty fur which
lie legislates, and f the rocicty cannot subsist
without creating for steelt a supplementary go-
vernment, how can the vicws of such a legislator
be reqanled as comprehiensive, orhis appointiments
as complete ?

Jria* be presumed, therefore, upon the maost
obvions principles of reason, that the government
appointed hv the Church's Head hasa right 1o
take cognizance of all those aflurs of the Church
which involve it8 cxistence and well-being s and
has not ouly a right to do so, but is jaid under the
necesaity of doing it

Accordingly, it we uescand from general prinei-
plesto facts, we shall find groand to conclide that
1 the primitive Church 1t was understood that the
covernment appointed by Christ was competent to
take cognizancs of all the Temporaiitics of the
Church, ns wellas of it3 Spintuahitics, and did so,
{tis genenally, or rather universally. granted that
the tables of the pour, the tabiss of Mimsters of
religion, and the table of Gorl, were provided {romn
the common funds of the ¢ hurch; and that al]
other public expences were defrayed from the satne
sourse ; for we read of but one tund belonging to
the orizinal Chnrch,  Now, to whomdid the eal-
lectian, the custody, and the apphication of this
fiadielong?  Undoubtedly to the Apostles and
Flders of the Church at Jerusalem.  Ilence we
tind it nientioned, no less than three timesn  the
compass of five verses® that those temporal things
winch the bounty of the first converts furnished
for the support of the Church, were brought and
laid at the Apostles® feet.  But shall we say that
the Apostica had no rnight to retan and appply
those contributions, but were merely the chanuels
of conveymng them to some independent board in
the community, and that the communmty at large
claimed those contributions, or could claim thew,
asa trust belongmg to themselves, and did or
would dispose of them, in whole orin part, byan
tnhierent authority cxempt from the vontrol of the
Apostles and Elders?  The supposition of any
such aothority must at once be revoliing to the
heart of every considerate christians wnd is not
only aat supported by the Scnptare, but contrary
toit. Important facts are recorded there which
ascertain to whom the principal conveyance of
shose things belonged, and  which must convinee
any impartislmind that the inheritance waslodged,
not in the conununity at Jarge, but in its ecclesi-
astical oflice-bearcrs.

In the sixth chapter of the Acts of the Apostles,
at the beginning, we find it thus written ;== In
those days when the number of the disciples was
multiplied, there arose a murmuring of the Gre-
cians agninst the Hebrews, because their widows
were neglected in the daily ministmtion.  Thea
the twelve called the multitude of the disciples
unto them, and said—it is not reason that we
should leave the word of Gad snd serve tables.”’—
Had it not appeared to tae Church that the imme-
diste superintendence of those managements might
have been assumed by the Apostles, and of con-
ssquence that their office respected such ohjects,
h;% there not been a wish for their more direct ine
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terferenc, and had not the Aposties themaelves
recognieed their own right of superintendence,
there had heen little propriety ot force in this res
watk==** ltis not rcason that we should leave the
word of God and werve tables.”” The Aposties
then had the right of euperintending those affaire,
and it should seem, would now have taken a more
iminediate management of them but for the season
assigned, that it was preposterous to neglecs
their principal functions for those of inferior im«
ll,,miﬂncc. when it was iipracticable to attend to
oth,

Hut whatever may be anid a9 the import of the
teply (about which we shail not greatly contend)
this j» indisputable, that had not the inspection of
those ‘'emporalitics been an official busin 'ss, the
Apostles had now an opportunity, and jndeed a
call, to declare the rights of the community st
Inrge, and the community at large hiadan opportus
nity to assert their right to act in such munage-
wments independently of the Apostles. We, find,
liowever, that it was on all hands considered ne
an acknowledged nazim that this belonged af
right to ecclesiastical oflice-heaters.  Atonce the
Apostles euggested, and the multitude as readily
udmitted, the propricty and the necessity of an
auxtlary ecclesiastical office, plainly upon the
principle that the management, or authorative in-
spection of such aflairs, helonged exclusively o
oflicial characters in the Church.

1t follows in the fourth and tifth verses of thoe
chapter referred to—'* Whetefore, brethiren, look
ve out from among you seven men of lionest re-
port, fullot the Holy Gliostand of wisdom, whom
we may appoimnt over this business. But we will
give ourselves continually to prayer, and the minis-
try of the Word.”* Here we find the Apostles
unequivocally acting as the sunerintendents of the
matters in qucetion, and, in that capacity, speci-
fying the number of ccclesiastical office-bearers
to he employed, uesigning the right of nomination
andelection to the people, and retaining to theme
selves the authority of ordination. It fullows in
the uccountof this transaction —** And the saying
pleased the whole multitude : and they chose se-
ven tmen whom they set before the Apostles ; and
when they had prayed they laid their bands on
them.*? "

Thus we find that these Temporalities were
deenied so important, and at the same time 80 sa-
cred, that a distinet ecclesiastical office (not how-
ever superecding the inepection of the Apoatles
and Llders) was appoiuted for the managewent of
them.

Althiough it were supposed (than which nothing
can be more gratuitous) 1hat, prior to this election
and ordination, nuoflicial persous liad beerr employ-
i the actual management of the Temporalites,
yetthis imnsaction plainly demonstrates that snch
Temporaliticsare the objectsof Church authority,
that the official superintendence of them had be-
longel to the Apostles, and that the order of the
Church is most complete when the immediate
mnnagement of them is confided to Ecclesiastical
office-bearers.

We do not here enqnire whether the Deacbns
mentioncd in the chapter of the Acts possessed an
office peculiar and extraordinary in some of its
circumstances : for the resolution of this question
is of no moment in our preseat subjrct ; norshail
we, at this stage of our progress, affirm that their
functions extended to any ohjects besider the dis-
tributions to the poor.  Thus much, however, is
already spparent, and it estublishes the point for
which we contend, that they were intrusted with
those distributions in the character of ecclesinsti-
cal office-bearers, that they received none of their
power from the people, but alt of it from the Apos-
tles, i whom this power resided neither by the
courtesy of the people, nor usurpation (suppo-
sitions that will not be made), hut by the appoint-
ment of Christ, and the principles of the costitu-
tion of His Church. Since then the power of the
Deacons was included in thut of the Apostles, and
derived from them, the lusion is Ndable
that they are accountable for their transactions,
not to the people, but to the Apostles.

It appears from the ge of Scripture which
we have been reviewing that such nianegements
are entirely ecclesiastical, and that they are under
the authoratative control of acne but ecclesiastical
office-bearere. -

This position, then, thatin the eriginel Church




