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WHAT ABOUT THE BISHOPS?

By Apostie C. L. Wheaton

Since notice was given at the last conference that the
guestion of what should constitute a General Bishopric would
be made an issue in the coming April Conference, much
thought has been given the subject by the writer and others,
of more than passing interest.

The desire to give to ofhers the benefit of our investiga-
tion is the inspiration of this article. In the first place, at-
tention is called to the position taken by the Church of
Christ relative to the acceptance of revelation to the church,
which is ag follows:

“Resolved, that this Church of Christ accept nothing pur-
porting to be a revelation from God, past, present, or future,
as a revelation from Geod, save that which is in harmony
with both the Bible and Book of Mormon.

Be it further resolved, that if there be any ruling, under-
standing, or resolution conflicting herewith, that it be hereby
rescinded.”—Zion’s Advocate, November 15, 1925.

This being true, that we accept these two books as the
standard of faith, we conclude, that somewhere in these sa-
cred books is a sclution of our Bishopric problem. And in-
asmuch as notice was served on the General church at our
last conference, to the effect that an effort would be made
to rescind our action relative to providing a bishopric con-
sisting of seven men chosen by the body similar to the seven
selected at Jerusalem (Acts 6:1-6), and substitute some
other method of handling our general finances, it has caused
us to give serious thought “What shall it be?”

For the benefit of our membership at large we guote from
the minutes of last conference the action which has brought
this question to the fore.

“Moved that we rescind action of last conference concern-
ing the seven bishops and that we give each local the right
to elect their own bishop, and we proceed to elect a general
hishop.

“  The chairman ruled the motion out of order, (saying we
had to give notice before changing a law).

“Decision of the chair was appealed from.

“The decision of the chair was sustained.

“Noved and Seconded, We give notice that, at the mnext
conference, the matter of seven bishops will be sought to be
rescinded, Carried,” ’

It will be observed, that, in the attempted resoclution over-
ruled by the decision of the chalr, a desire was manifest on
the part of its framers to “rescind the action of last confer-
ence concerning the seven bishops-and that we give each

“local the right to eleéct their own bishop, and we procesd to
elect a general bishop”' In our opinion this would have been
a step backward, if carried into effect.  Naturally the gues-
tion arises at once in our minds, “Where in the Next Testa-
ment-ecan proof be obtained to-support the claims for a Gen-
eral Bishop?”

Our investigation has been interesting from the standpoint
of seriptural investigation, for we have not confined our

eral which, when compared wth the historical facts set-forth
by early church historians, have combined to help us fo
conclusions which, when contrasted with our present inter-
pretations and practice, are revolutionary to thal extent
that they give us an entirely different conception of the
office of bishop in the church. In the light of this investiga-
tion, certain obscure statements in modern revelation appear
in an entirely new light, causing wus to hold a different
opinion as- to the place the bishops hold in the organic
strueture of the church. .

Some will no ‘doubt be inclined to treat with indifference
our conclisions and possibly dismiss them from their minds
without proper consideration, but the fact remains that we
can not escape the conclusions reached, and whether &p-
proved now or not, time will prove the necessity of doing
50,

The first recorded instance we have in the ‘scriptures
where the term “bishop” was applied to a person function-
ing in the organic structure of the church is with reference
to Judas and his removal from the Twelve ,as set forth'in
Acts 1: 20, which we wish to present to you from three
translations, namely, King James, Weymouth, and Rother-
ham, in their order. In this connection we use the abbrevia-
tions, K. J., Wey., and Roth.:

K. J—Acts 1: 20: “His bishopric let another take.”

Wey.—Ibid.: “His work let another take up.”

Roth.—Ibid: “His oversight let a different one takel”

It will be conceded by all that Judas was one of the
Twelve apostles chosen by Christ, yet we find that his office
is refered to as his “bishoprie,” “his work, “his oversight.”
There is no lack of harmony in these three versions when
we stop to analyze them; rather, they agree, and fend to
throw increased light on the subject, for the liferal meaning
of the term. bishop means “overseer,” therefore he would
have the “oversight.”” In addition to his respousibilities as
an apostle in having the “care of (or oversight of} all the
churches” (2 Cor. 11: 783, he also seems to have been ap-
pointed the frealurer of the twelve, and carried the bag.

K. J-—John 13:28: . #For some of them thought, because
Judas had the bag; that Jesus had said unto him, Buy those
things that we have need of against the feast.”

Wey.—1Ibid. “Some, however, supposed that  because
Judas had the mowey box Jesus meant, Buy what we ré-
guire for the feast.”

Thus we find that #f there was such a thing as General
Bishop in the early Christian church at all, it was resident
in the Apostles, and is not found as & separale office. . Ap-
parently this practice was carvied on eyen after Judas was
removed, from the fact that after the day of Pentecost, we
find Peter passing judgment on Anazias and Sapphira for
lying about their possession which they had brought “and
laid it at the apostles’ feet.” (Acts Bil-119) It is intersst-
ing to note that nothing in the seriptures indicate a change
in this policy, although they did relieve therselves of local
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seven men to look after temporalities for them.
1-6.) Peter's action with regard to Anar &
is comparable to those imposed upon the bis
set forth in Book of Commandments, chapter
which provides that “the bishop of the ¢
God shall appoint and ordain to watch over the ¢l
and to be elders unto the church, are to have it giver
them to discern oll those gifts, lest there he any
vou professing and yet be not of God” Peler as an
wasg functioning here as an “‘overseer” of the §
szlem in the interim before the actual local organ
that place took place as recorded in Acts 6. Follo
period James the Just became the first bishop, as we wil
show later.

In one of the early revelations fo this church the Lord is
purported to have said, “these commandments are of zfn’ea
and were given unto my servanis in thelr weakness, affe

the manner of their language, that they may come 1o usdezn
standing.” (Book of Commandments 1:5.) This being

true, we will do well in the solving of our problem io give
serious thought to what the Lovd said, and apply the test
of “language’ versus “meodern practice.” We find from ¢
comparison of the King James Transia
Greek that Bishopriec means “oversight.”
tention to the definition of the ferm
Webster:

“Bishop, an overseer; a spiritual superin
director, applied to Christ. 2. In the prim
spiritual overseer; an elder, or presbyler; one w
pastoral care of a church.”

From this we note that nothing is said which spec
that “hishops” are mere fnancial agenis, but rather that
they have “pastoral care” which would include such i’e»;»-:

N b

AT

5 the original
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sibility.  For a “pastor” is one that shepherds a flock,
fore he would administer to their “temporal” needs as well

ted the

as “spiritual” Thus it was that when P enUers

different offices in the church, he gave zf‘;} em as follows:
“Apostles, prophets, evangelists, pastors, and ieachers”

(¥ph. 4:11.) We find from thiz thal pastors are men-
tioned, but not Bbishops. Why? “In thse N. T., the term
pastor is only once emploved to destignale an office in the
church, and so far as we now recall not once in modern
revelation through Joseph Bmith. However, we do find that
the term bishop and elder is uged npumerous times in both
instances. The reason is obvious, sre syponimous in
meaning, and the word bishop being of Greek origin, natur-

the v

ally would be the term used by e compiling the .
in that tongue originally. V have given the de of

3

t of “p

ho

“pbishop” above; we now give L
“Pastor, keeper” (Gen. 4':2), and in
applied in I, T. to one who tends
9 86; 25: 32, etey to the Loyd Jesus OO
herd” (1 Peter 2: 28), and to the spi

of & church, bishop, elder, minister. W,
Bible. 8¢ it is that “bishop’“gpirit o

——sgpiritual guide or minister.

Judas was one of the Twelve who in a2
had the “oversight” of “all the chuvches”
conseguently the author of Acts, used a fer
to ‘the office which Judas shared with others
“Bishopric” of the whole church, and was the
proper sense a “gpiritual overseer” as well as a
guide and minigter” to the church.

As the “work” of the ap@ﬁtl@s extended and be
grow to that degree thal it was necessary, for conver
to establish the church in small groups throughout
such Huropean countries as they visited, it necessita
provision for officers to minister to these floc
connection the term “gversesr” wasg frst us
the occasion of his calling togethiiey the elders

tions, he admonished them to “iake heed unto yourselves
and to all the fleck, hich the Holy Ghosi hath

to feed the church of God

aced you to take the
{pastors) fo Gods

“The Holy Spirit has ple
to aet as shepherds

—Ibid,: *“Be taking heed to yourselves and to all
ih@ ew??fe flock in which the Holy Spirit placed you as over~
seers {(hishops) fo be shepherding (pastoring’ fhe called-
out-assembly of God.”

Here we find that the term cverseer {bishop) and shep~
herd (pastor) is applied to the samse individuals, thatf rio
distinction is made in their duties, only that they are to
“feed the church of God.” In the rending by hm‘*}ezha
ve note that emphasis is placed on “the litile flock” which
wounld méxw&e local churches and not a general organiza-
tion. ’This being true, it will be interesting to efmpare gther
passages of scripture before going into a hist al review of
the subject. Following are a few examples

K. J—~1 Tim. 8:1: “If any man desire the office of g
hishop he desireth a good work”

Wey.—~Ibid.: “If any one is eager to hav
of o church, he desireth a noble work.”

Roth—1Ibid.: “If any one for eoversight is eager, 2 noble
work i8 he coveting.”
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magsailable”

Here we see thal a bishop iz a “ml
seer” as well. We now wmgsaw '%j:;e» ﬁf{‘ veyse of this same
chapter and find another
cations:

¥, J~—1 Tim. 3:5:
his own household, how shall he fak
God 77

Wey; ~1bid.:
own household, how
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Roth.—Ibid.:
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he take care?”
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1 of the word bishop from a
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of Jackson County, BMissouri,
sdence, March Terwm, 1931

A G Brighy, Plaintiff, vs,

5. P. Buckley, Defendant, No.

Agreey wise and Settlement

nt of Compr

IPhis aovsavaant o raada Phis Otk daw of Tolowrarsr 1621 heo

v called

twe . O

v
Ruckley, hereinafter

d the plaintitf, and W, 1

ed the defendant, Witnesseth

call

That whereas, disputes have arisen belween said plaintilf
the Church of Christ, @t Tnde-

certain money paid into said

and defendant, as members of

pendence,

Church by the members thereof; and that the said case is

now in litigation in the Circuil Court al Independence, Mis-

sourd.

That in the spirit of Christian love and friendship the par-

ies hereto in full settlement, adjustment, and in compromise

of sll property interests and rights as to the money paid by

he said members of the said Churech aforesaid and held by
the said 3 », Buckley defendant; the sald defendant does

hereby pay unito the said plaintitt A, O, Frisby the suni of

3

15000 in full and co

mplete seitlement of all rights and in-
=t in that said money
14O F
said A. O. Frisby does hersby agree to

neld as aforesaid, and does hereby

ty and members of the Church which

suit and pay the costs therecf as

s hereby barred from any and all

e matter at issue forever this agree-
by all parties hereto considered as a just and

vent in falrness and friendship,

aid parties have hereunto set their
7 of February, 1831,

. Frisby.
By V. J.

W. P, Buckley.

Danielzon, Alty, By W. B. Dexter.

Thus &
to those who have been told that these charges against Mr,

nds the Buckley case, and this should be an answer

Buckley were only spite work, and that he did not have
money belonging fto the Church of Christ.

and Bet-
tlement these men do acknowledge they have had and did {ry

of this Agreement of Compromise

to keep, moneys that did not belong to them. We are wills

r with vou as to the nsature of such

ing to leave the matl

5 from

action men making the claim to ministerial ealling.

AL M. 8B,

CRENCE OF APRIL 6, 1931 A
GENERAL ASSEMBLY

The voie as it stands today is as follows:

Bill No. 1, Delegate Conference ...

Bill Wo. 2, Elderg’ Conference
Bill No. 3, General Assembly 125
gt this is a very small vole compared

Iment of the Chureh, and is due no doubt
to the sc tion of the pecple and the fact that we
have no address of lots of the members.

It is therefore guite necessary that an effort to secure the
nemes and the present address of all the members be made
by each loeal, In order that the business of the next confer-
ence might be properly placed before the people. Will you
do your part?

Wiso we are still calling for the name and address of the
or Clerk of your local. Only two have veplied to
anr former rentiest SR ¥ S B

and
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I sent the following poem to the Reorganized church for
publication in the Herald, soon after she started making
the changes mentioned in it, in hope that if read by the
saints they would wake up and see the danger signals, and
put on the brakes before she went into the ditch. But it
fit the conditions the church was then in so nicely, it went
to the waste basket, at least it was never published in the
Herald. So here is hoping that it will be printed in the
Advocate, that by chance some poor struggling saint may
read it, see the plight they are in, and turn to the church
of Christ ,the only faction of the church that stands four
sguare on the old platform of 1830. She stands with open
arms to receive you into the true fold of Christ, where you
may enjoy anew the sweet blessing of the Gospel, and sing
again the songs of Zion with renewed hope of her redemp-
tion. When I start writing I can not find a stopping place,
so will just guit, with a prayer on my lips for all who want
to know the truth, for if you know the truth, the truth will
make you free——J. . B,

THE CHURCH AND THE WORLD
By J. E. Bozurth

The Church and the World walked far apart,
On the changing shore of time:

The World was singing a giddy song,
And the Church a hymn sublime.

“Come, give me your hand,” said the sly old World,
“And walk with me this day.”

But the good chureh hid her snowy hand,
And solemnly answered, “Nay,

I will not give you my band at all,
And I will not walk with you:

Your way is the way of endless death,
And your words are all untrue.”

“Nay, walk with me a little space)’
Said the World with a kindly air,

“My ways are the ways of pleasantness,
And the sun shines always there;

Your path is thorny and rough and rude,
While mine is flow'ry and smooth;

Your lot is sad with reproach and toil,
But in circles of joy I move,

“My path, you can see, is a broad, fair one,
And my gate is high and wide;

There is room enough for you and for me,
To travel side by side.”

Half shyly the Church approached the World,
And gave bim her hand of snow,

And the old World grasped it, and walked along,
Saying in accents low:

“Vour dress is too simple to please my taste:
1 have gold and pearls to wear:

Rich. velvets and sitks for your graceful form,
And diamonds to deck your hair.”

The Church looked down at her plain, white robes,
And then at the dazzling world,

And blushed as she saw his handsome lip,
With a smile contemptuously curled.

“1 will change my dress for a costlier one,”
Said the Church, with a smile of grace;
Then her pure, white garments drifted away,

e oy a T

Beautiful satins and shining silks,
And roses and gems and pearls;
And over her forehead her bright hair fell,
Crisped in a thousand curls.
“Your house is too plain,” said the proud old World;
“T'll puild you one like mine;
With kitchen for feasting, and parlor for play,
And furniture ever so fine.” i

50 he built her a costly and beautiful house—
Splendid it was to behold:

Her sons and her daughters met frequently there,
Singing in purple and gold.

And fair and festival-—frolics untold—
Were held in the place of prayer.

And maidens bewitching as sirens of old,
With worldly graces rare,

Invented the very cunningest tricks,
Untrammeled by gospel or laws,

To beguile and amuse, and win from the world
Some help for the righteous (7) cause.

The Angel of Mercy flew over the Church,
And whispered, 1 know thy sins.”

Then the Church looked back with a sigh
And longed  to gather the children in.

But some were off at the midnight ball,
And some were off at the play,

And some were drinking in gay saloons,
As she quietly went her way.

Then the sly World gallantly said to her,
“Your children mean no harm;

Merely indulging in innocent sports”
80 she leaned on his proffered arm,

And smiled and chatted and gathered flowers,
Ag she walked along with the World,

While millions and millions of deathless souls
To the horrible gulf were hurled.

“Your preachers are all too old and plain,”
Said the gay World, with a sneer;

“They frighten my children with dreadful fales,
Which I do not like them to hear.

They talk of judgment, fire, and pain,
And the horrors of endless night.

They talk of a place that should not be
Mentioned to ears polite.

I will send you some of a betier stamp,
Brilliant and gay and fast,

Who will tell how people may live as they list—
And go to heaven at last,

“The Father is merciful, great, and good,
Loving, and tender ,and kind.

Do you think he would take one child to heaven,
And leave the rest behind?”

So she called for pleasing and gay divines,
Gifted and great and learned,

And the plain old men that preached the Cross,
Were out of her pulpits turned.

Then mammon came in, and supported the church,
Renting a prominent pew;

And preaching and singing and floral display
Proclaimed a period new,

“¥ou give too much to the poor” said the world,
“Far more than you ought to do;
Though the poor need shelter and food and clothes,

TAT by wmaed it dweadhila sesies
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And afar to the heathen in foreign lang
Your thoughis need never roam.

The Father of mercies will care for them:
Let charity begin al home.

“Go take your money and buy rich robes,
And automobiles and airplanes fine,

And pearls and jewels and dainty food,
And the rarest and costliest wine.

My children they dote on all such things,
And, if you their love would win,

You must do as they do, and walk in the ways
That they are walking in.”

Then the Church held tightly the sirings of her purse,
And disgracefully lowered her head,

And simpered, “I've given too much away.
I will do, sir, as you have said.”

So the poor are turned from her door in scorn.
And she hears not the orphan’s cry;

And she draws her costly robes aside
As the widows go wesping by.

Her mission treasuries beggarly plead,
And Jesus’ commands are in vain;

While half of the millions for whom he disd,
Have never heard his name.

And they of the church, and they of the world,
Walk closely, band and heart;

And even the Master, who knoweth all,
Can not tell the two apart.

And the sly old World observed with glee,
And mockingly said aside,

“The Church has fallen! the beautiful Church!
And her shame is her boast and pride.”

Then the Angel drew near the mercy seat,
And whispered in sighs her name,

And the saints, their anthems of rapture hushed,
Clovered their heads with shame;

And a voice comes down through the hush of heaven,
¥rom Him who sat on the throne:

“1 know thy works, and what thou hast said,

And how that thou hast not known

That thou art poor ,and naked, and blind,
And pride and ruin enthrall

Tihe expectant bride of the heavenly groom-—
But now you have lost it all.

Thou hast ceased to watch for that blessed hope,
And hast fallen from zeal and grace;

B0 now alas; I must cast thee out!
And blot thy name from its place.

“1 DID 1T

We have been following with interest the activities of the
Joint-council of the Reorganization. in Salt
Lake City, Utah, rumor reached us to the eifect that changes

Recently, while

were being made in the personnel of thelr General Bishopric.
This was confirmed later through news reports appearing in
the Deseret WNews and the local paper al Independence, his-

souri. But not until the last Herald came out, did we fully
appreciate the humor of the situation, and find that Supreme
Directional Control was riding in the saddle, a Don Quixote,
flaying to right and left with his sword of “effective disci-
pline and right to eliminate.”

Under the caption, “Important Changes in Financial Pro-
gram,’ an article appearing in the Herald for February 25,
1931, we find a few statements which sound a great deal like
an amusing incident with one of our boys who asked his
mother for several cookies, and when she inguired who they
were for, he said, “Me, mysell and 1.7 8o it appears from
the above article by the “Editor in Chief,” that the accom-
plishment of the joi ouncil has resoly
taken by, “I as President,” “I had appointed,” “the program
presented by wme,” “I should here present”” and *1 said,”
coupled-with 1 feel” and "I have,”’ which resulted in two of
the General Bishopric resigning (7) and the appointment
by “me” of two others.

We wish also, in connection with this “7” activity to refer
to-an advertisement found on page 190 of this same issue of
the Herald, emphasizing the npecessity of studying the Doc-
trine and Covenants, using the statement of one of the oid
prophets, “A Threefold Cord Is Not Easily Broken”; also,
incidentally to the strenuous efforts of the “forensically in-
c¢lined” Avpostle Curtis in the Lancaster and Kalb debat
to prove the necessily of the same book, for we find that in
this “T" program this one strand of the “threefold cord” was
disregarded difogether.

In the third paragraph, the statement is made, “J as Presi-
dent of the church, announced that the resignations of Bish-
ops Becker and Siegfried had been presented to me and ac-
cepted; and that I had appointed to fill the vacancies Bishop
Li FOP, Curry and . L. DeLapp, these brethren having indi-
cated their willingness to accept the responsibility.” And in
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chael has given his consent {assent?—-C. L. W.) and prom-
ise of full and hearty cooperation.”

This procecdure i5 guite a3 contrast to that presented to us
in the Doctrine and Covenants, Section 42: 8, which provides
for the “bishop of my church and his counselors, two of the
elders or high priests, such as he shall or has appointed -and
set apart for that purpose.”

it iz guite apparent to all that there is a wide difference
between the counselors of the bishop being appointed by him
and of being appointed by the President of the church. But
this revelation gives the bishop of the church the power to
“appoint and set apart” his own counselors. However, in a
church where one man is Supreme such digressions are to bé
expected, and bishops and apostles must bow and say,
“Amen”

Of course in an effort to justify the course pursued in this
instance they will appeal to the Doctrine and Covenants and
with glee point to SBection 68, whieh gives this appeinting
power to the President. But the question arises, when was
the Lord giving the right direction, in Section 42 or in Sec-
tion 687

Those who have made a study of section 68 know that as
this revelation now appears in the Doclrine and Covenants it
is mutilated almost beyond recognition. Comparing thig ver-
sion with that found in the E. & M. Star for October, 1832,
we find that 323 words were added to it, and 21 words sub-
tracted from it in order to give the President this power.
The original version provided that the selection, ordination
and trial of bishops should be under the direction of a “con-
ference of high priests,” and not a First President who has
Supreme Control. But this revelation even in its mutilated
form does not authorize I the President” to select counsel-
ors for the bishops. So it appears that 7 did"it.”

C. L. Wheaton.

Dear Brother Smith:

Please find incloged a money order for five doliars from
the Phoenix Sunday School, to be used for the Temple or
other church expense. The work here is progressing nicely
and we hope to do more in the future.

Sinecevely, Frances Yates,

§oRmes ALRD Y
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THE CHURCH OF CHRIST VERSUS
TIONALISM

(Continued from Page 40)

INETIEU-

Sovereignty, Where Lodged?

This article would be incomplete without a word in refer-
ence to Sovereignty in the church. A misinterpretation of
one of the Articles of Faith has lead some of cur people into
the error of believing that sovereignty is lodged in the local
organization. The article in question iz the one that says:
“We believe that local churches should govern their own af-
fairs, and that general church officials should not dominate
or interfere therewith, etc.” (We were in a local church
recently that had a document drawn up by its ministry
which added the words; “in any regard whatseever,” or of
that import.) People who do this forget that the last part
of that article says that Local churches are subject to the
Articles of Faith and Practice, and must be governed there-
by, and that Article 14 says: “The primary function of the
General church, of which each local church is & component
part, is rhissionary, efc.” Here comes the point that the
brethren of the above-mentioned local failed to gel, anda they
are not the only ones to make this mistake, and we are not
satisfied that
effort to avert an

going to criticize them harshly, because I am
this document of theirs was an honest
abuse that they thought was imminent, Their mistake was
that of a misconception of govereignty. Let us analyze:
The Articles of Faith says that a local is a component part
of the general church., Personally we don’t like the word
“component” as used there, It doesn’'t express exactly what
we mean. It is equivalent to saying that when we partake
of the sacrament of the Lord's supper, that those fragments
of bread are a “component” part of our Lord's body, whereas
in them we partake of the Christ nature not fragmentarily
but in its entirety. Just so in this. Each local church is
not, in the strictest sense of the word, a “component” part
of the church. They ARE THE CHURCH in that locality,
but in a representative way, and subject Lo the sovereignly

of the ENTIRE BODY of Christ, which is the church.

These locals are a temporary arrangement, because of the

scattered condition of the human family, but, believing as we
do in a gathering, these locals will some day cease to exist
because they will all be gathered in one; buil while they ex-

igt, there is in each one all the “machinery”’ neges

ry to
produce and house a child of God. A striking example of
this is found in Alma’s experience, in Book of Mormon times.
An lustration or two will help us understand this. For
instance; for vears there was practically only the one local
Church of Christ, and that was located on the Temple Lot in
Independence. At that time, and because of the fact that
they represented the entire body, that local could lease, sell,
or dispose of that sacred spot of groun

chose. Not so now. Every other local Church of Christ has

an equal jurisdietion in that matlter. In other words, the
local Church of Christ ét Platteville, Wisconsin, can prevent
the Independence loeal from doing anything with that Lot
Where did the Platieville local get that vight? Did it get it
Platte-

ville? or did it get it by its individual members first becom-

by merely organizing a local Church of Christ at

ing members of THE Church of Christ? Again; if a local

membership originates there, what becomes of the ¢hurch
membership of an individual in such a local, if that local
should become disorganized, or extingt?  The main object we

have been able to discern, in the claim for lodal sovereignty,

ig the avelding of responsibility n the work of the general

church, vet all are willing to share in its benefits

explained with reference to the di
property.
Here is a missionary giving all of his time to the work. ~All

The same thing holds geood in everything else.

of the church derives the benefit of his labors, but he hap-
pens to be Hving outside of any local, so according to the
local sovereignty idea, he has no claim on any one for the
support of his family. ¥Yet he is se

ving no local because he
is a member of none, but I8 serving THE church. Can the

church ghift this responsibility ? And who is the church?

Ves, a local church, according to the Articles of Faith, has
a perfect right to govern I'TS own affairs, but it has abso-
lutely no right to legislate in any way that will affect THE

church, the entire body collectively. ALIL must share alike
there in responsibility as well as in benefils. And this brings
us to the point of order, in government in the church. First,
God and His Christ are in control. The work is theirs; the
Yet

the Bible says that God hath set in the church first apestles,

human could never be anything but an instrumentality.

secondarily prophets, then the other wvarious officers and

Why?
answer. All we can do is to guote scripture, and we have

helps. You will have to go to God for the complete
already, in this article, shown that Paul says it was, “FOR

THE PERFECTING OF THE SAINTS, for the work of the

ministry, FOR THE EDIFYING OF THE BODY OF
CHRIST,” ete. (We emphasized the part that seems to have

been lost sight of by those who think an apostle has no

vights but missionary rights) How beautifully this and
the
closing, it designates the work of the apostles, as having the
the
We do not understand this to mean the apostles

Paragraph 13 of the Articles of Faith agree, where, in

“missionary supervision and general walchcare of all
churches.”
as individuals, but as a body, that Christ placed in his church
for that purpose.

1 wonder if those who obiect 1o the apostolic watchecare
over the churches, would have withdrawn thelr membership;
had they lived and been members of the Church of Christ at
Thessalonica, under Paul’'s apostolic ministry? And, this s
In the third
{,f“&gsﬁf of 2 Thessalonians, the entire chapter is devoted 1o,

only one of many we might call attention to.

not only setting in order, but in the actual issuing of com-
(Tn this verse
In the
16, 11, and 12th he issues commands, but listen to this'in the

mands, Note particularly versese.6, 7, 8, 9.

he speaks of the POWHER he has as an apostie))

14th verse “And if any man obey not our weord by this
epistle, note that man, and have no company with him, that
he may be ashamed.” Neow go to the Corinthian and Gala-
tian churches and you will find Paul exercising aufhority in
the same I wonder if any one will accuse Paul of
practicing 8. D. C, or of baving violated the Avticles of
Faith and Practice, by interfering with the work in local

churches? Well, we think we have sald perhaps nore than
enough, 1 our only object has been an ho ,earnest de-

larify the at sphere a little on some of these points,
with no thought that we were presenting anyihing new ' or
original, and our prayer is that God will bless it to the good




