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I.

There is a general principle which must be carefully ob-
served in the study of all New Testament passages concern-
ing the details of Church organization, as well as concerning
the spheres of doctrine and worship. It is the law of growth_
All Revelation has followed this law, and everything pertain-
ing to the kingdom of God on earth pursues the same course.’
We might as well expect to find in the New Testament a com-
plete system of Dogmatics and Ethics, or an elaborate Church
Service, as to find a Diaconate characterized by all the fea-
tures and details of organization that have been found service-
able in the experience of the Church throughout succeeding
The entire Protestant principle is misunderstood and
by the exaltation of Biblical, at the expense of
Dogmatic Theology. It is a laudable demand that we should
constantly revert to Holy Scripture, and test all doctrines and

teachers according to its infallible standard. = Everything that
1

ages.
misapplied




2

=

t t H la) S{: 1 bC
y “’. )’J ¥ thIE‘ I‘L’lllSt

o i W1 ] 1 It 3

iS COIltl'Ell‘ tO Or 111(:01]515t61’1

TO-
endered. Everything also that.c‘annot be {.ou?ciioc}% o
5 4 Holy Scripture by a legitimate applicati pae'ris
Ce_ﬁd ‘fmin uqt}ilso be repudiated. But we cagnot :doing
PTmClPle}-"‘ m Htoc the very words of inspiration, withou o
< -teici;il:iticc to Him who has given these word‘s. tc?forth .
; gli of—tl";e Church's faith and life, that.shall blll.r:;d. We
lge:'iest until the work of grace on carth 1s con?p ClLifc of the
;znnot force ourselves back into the moulc?s ,Oi;l L:SCtO sl
Church of Apostolic times. God has ép‘po‘m_t; S ject X
bor in a later age; and it is d.esp1smg I..\m ought -
e ‘hereby, throughout centuries of sanctified t1‘ = b the
in;a(j:‘g ;L\;]‘cl:lm:tr)u’ggles, He has glorified His name thC; ‘f;; We
nz:any thousands of devout men who .hav.e R:'cccczilt’;d appoint-
are placed in a field in which we Iﬁnd 1115t1tx.1t1on;ddity o God
ments already provided; and it is part of ourf e purpose
thanlkfully to use them, and {101: to pull dowx; c;on
of beginning to build up again fror_n the founl ;11 ‘ .rcsent can,
No advocate of the Female Diaconate at F,.u, pod Coatures
therefore, be so visionary as to claim that all its g‘gor Wil any
may be found already in the New Testamentd ﬂ;c ey
intelligent student of the New Testam?:nt an . 1 phe:
the Church be betrayed into the denial of the v; s given
importance of much for wh1‘ch the New Tes,tam-(.:ﬂsute;l a il
only the start, while SUCCSCdl_Il.g ages have contri Sl i
and healthful development, Since there has been mo1 Lo
position in the Reformed, than in the Lutl?eran Churcg‘, i’
ognize this principle, a comment of Calvin on Actsll t.lnt s
interest: “ From this narrative we learn, first o_f all, 1;avmg
Church could not be formed all at once, "\r\-’ltl‘I‘OLit b
something yet to be corrected, and that an edifice

i ‘o leaving

magnitude could not be completed in one day WILhOUtt o1 e
=3 i = I
; ol 1 e o that was ye

something necessary to its pelfL?t1011 jes, with the
added.” * If the experience of nineteen centuries,
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(e Toclesiamt Quir
fo s e i i mari posse Ice -
# Iix hae historia primum discimus, non ita st‘;mm ‘IT?T_ pr‘lmo die sic absolvi,
liguid corrigendum restet, nce peosse tantse molis dificium p
aligui 3

ut non aliguid ad perfectionem addi possit,
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constant presence, in the hearts and lives of believers, of the
ever-active Holy Spirit, have added nothing in the way of
legitimate and organic development of a New Testament
institution, all that we read concerning the quick and power-
ful seed of the Word is difficult to explain. The seed is in-
tended to produce a harvest, and the New Testament Diaco-
nate was intended to be the beginning

and foundation of an
Ecclesiastical Diacon

ate with ever expanding powers of adap-
tation to the supply of the necessities for which it was de.
vised. We must keep this principle const

antly before us, if
we would avoid the confusion Very current of taking a stand-

point at a later development of the Diaconate, and finding
features there not to be traced in the New Testament, and then
summarily concluding that the institutions considered are
entirely distinct and separate ; or of reading into the New Tes-
tament, conceptions of the Diaconate which belong to a later
age. Thus, in his argument that the “seven ”
a separate institution, Vitringa’s
Testament deacon with the Chas
well answered by Augusti, with
son applies better to the ecclesiastical functions of the deacon
of the II-IV centuries than to the duties of the deacon ac-
cording to the prescriptions of the New Testament, which
were confined mainly to the care of the sick an

while the chief office of the Chazan w
order

of Acts vi. were
attempt to identify the New
an of the synagogue has been
the remarlk that the compari-

d collections,
as supervision of the
in the Synagogue, assistance in reading the law and in
leading the singing ; although, meanwhile, we cannot imme-
diately infer from the silence of the New Testament th

at these
duties were not even then performed by the deacons,*

®Augusti’s Handbuch der Christlichen 4 rehiologie ( Leipzig, 18
same effect also Dy, Ginsburg, well known
zan was the lowest servant

36) 1. I74. To the
for his Rabbinical learning: “ Tha (a-
; and was more like the sexton or beadle in ogr churches,
The notion that his office resembled that ‘of th

& Christian deacon,’ as well as the
assertion that, ‘like the Zeguzus and clders, he was appointed by the imposition of
hands,” have evidently arisen from a confusion of the Chazan in the days of Christ

with the Chazan five centuries after Christ. Tt was about A.m. 520, when the knowl-
edge of the Hebrew language disappeared from among the people at large, that
111:t'1tions had to be introduced into the Synagogical service, which involved a
change in the office of the Chazan,” Kitto's  Biblical CYCIOIJBE.(I]H.,U article
SYNAGOGUE,
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The same process of develocll)rgerg, exgg;;;t}l:g}ttlﬁz %Eis?é;_
Church and the period covere Oy the amr e Bl
tament, produced the Female p1aconate: 1;\! i frt{;m -
from the Diaconate, as the D1aconate‘ lf.ISE ‘ spre g o
Presbyterate or Pastoral Ofﬁfci. iii:ést:::ciuc;r;l(i)lfgt;c{;em, e
vithin the Presbyterate, as of teac d ers
::;E:ated by Calvin, acceptei glencralléh::ﬂdlrlb;h; R}}:i(:ér:si
=s, adopted in the Lutheran d ’
g;;l}::l:;?nd th}e)theologians of the sm‘rente—enth cenFury, ilef;’:jzi
in this country by Dr. Walther in his Aﬁm’z.mnl o o
Pastoral 1heology and introduced into the Constitution ? o~
churches in America through the Dutch Lutherans‘o e
York, notwithstanding the high regard that mu.st' be pa1d;£’(1:>nno);
opinion sustained by such an array of authontle‘s, v;rihecearly
find grounded in Holy Scripture. The presbyters o il
Church, and its bishops or pastors, were one and the s
persons or officers. There is no power in the Church‘, exc [;t
that of the Word of God.  All ruling is through teaching. ,
is the Church that teaches, and thus rules by teaching throug,;l‘
its presbyters. The very administration of the power of t];f;
keys, z.e., of ruling in the Church, is in no ot}lc‘r way thz.m }t
the application of the Word of God; and this is effected, n};}r
through another office, but through the same office, where ¥
the Church provides for the general teaching. The emphasis
in 1 Tim. §: 17 is not well observed, when it is pressed to
support the theory of the twofold presbyterate.* A 1‘efel'81'1ccf
to Eph. 4: 11, in the original, shows clearly the works ?
the pastors and teachers, /.., of governing and teaching, there
* See on this passage Dr, Schaff's « History of the Apostolic Church,”' P 5??:%1‘:1:;:
the statement which 1s all the more valuable as coming from a Preshyterian : .
a distinction of ruling elders, belonging to the laity, and feaching presbyters, or min=
isters proper, first suggestad by Calv'm, and afierwards further insisted up‘m? by ?m\?g,
Protestant (especially Presbyterian) divines, rests, indeed,on a very judicious €cC

all
le; but it cannot be proved ata’e?‘
aatiyuity.” Cf. also Rothe, Dis dnfinge

siastical policy, and is, so far, altogether justifiab
from the New Testament or Church
Christlichen Hirche, pp. 221-230,
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mentioned, are one and the same. So also does Heb. R
The so-called “Congregational Principle” is in no way infringed
upon by asserting that the administration of al the affairs of
the congregation was at first exclusively in the hands of the
presbyter or presbyters, as its president or presidents (mpoe-
oTdTEG, moeafiitepor). They were in the beginning the
executive officers, exercising representatively for the congrega-

tion, as a whole, powers directly committed to it by God. A
confusion is sometimes caused b

office which the Apostles filled.
eral work to perform, with respe
intendence of the Church, upon
mediately given them by Christ; and within this sphere, they
allowed no man to dictate or call them to account. As such,
they are Apostles for all time, as well as for all places; and
their Apostolic word is stil] heard, and will continye to be
heard throughout the Church until the end of time, As such
they have no successors, either in name of authority. The
walls of the New Jerusalem are built upon foundations in-
scribed with the names of the twelve Apostles of the Lamb
Rev. 21: 14, But they were presbyters as well as Apostles.
St. Peter claims for himself that he was suprpeaFiTepoc, 1
Pet.5: 1. St John calls himself & mpeaflrepoc, 2 John 1.
As presbyters, they had to do with a restricted, special, con-
gregational sphere of activity, like any other presbyters, and,
hus, to exercise mediate functions, committed by God to the
Congregation, and thep by the congregation to its representa-
tive. Their office as Apostles was permanent and chief; their
work and office a5 presbyters was temporary until they could
be relieved of local duties for their general work, In the
formative period of the Church, how clearly the lines s
ing these ty

Vo functions e
accurately traced,

sole

y overlooking the twofold
As Apostles, they had a gen-
ct to the founding and super-
an authority directly and im-

eparat-
re determined cannot always be
Nor must we transfer to the congregation
of Apostolic days all the features found in the congregation of
to-day. There has beeq 4 development of the « congregation
aswell as of the Diaconate, The congregation,” in its inner es-
sence, is only two or three believers, gathered togetherin Christ’s
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name, Matt. 18:2c.* Initssubsequent New Testament conce.p-
tion, it is any number of believers upon .whom commorn du’tuzfa1
in providing for and attending the ministry of the Word and ‘
sacraments are incumbent; and as believers gathered about a
common centre had duties in this regard not belonging to
others, congregations became localized, as “ the church at _]eru;
salem,” “the church at Ephesus,” “ the church at Cenchre?.
The element of localization, with parish limits, etc., is not in-
herent in the idea of the congregation any more than is the New
Testament example of but one congregation for each particular
place. We must, therefore, in considering the New Testam‘ent
congregation, eliminate from it all ideas of a written constitu-
tion, and clearly defined rights of voters, and a thorough or-
ganization with various classes of officers, and recognition by
synodical or other more general association of believers. These
matters, however important in the normal development of the
congregation, belong to its accidents, and not to its essence.
Such, then, being the * congregation,” we can trace the two-
fold relation in which “the twelve,” mentioned in Acts vi.,
stood to the congregation at Jerusalem. The work of admin-
istration, which is there described, had belonged to them as
the presbyters of the congregation, while the institution of
the office of the Diaconate, being an explicit direction to the

Church, and Jooking forward to a universal institution, belonged
to them as Apostles.

Before proceeding, however, to the consideration of the cir-

cumstances in which the Diaconate originated, we must first
consider whether there be any

foundation for the objections
sometimes urged against

the application of Acts 6: 1, 594
to this institution. Tt is claimed that the “seven’” there
clected and set apart were not “ deacons.” Vitringa ¥ has
most fully presented the arguments to sustain this position:

“1. Tt is clear from the records of

s 5 3 ' he
ancient history, according to t
common consent of learned men, tha

stian
t the deacons of the first Christia
#Cf. Tertullian De Exhortatione Castitatis, C.6: " Ubi tres, ecclesia est, licet 1aici-
T Campegii Vitrin

g%, De Synagoga Vetere, Lilri Tres, Leucopetrae (Weissen®
felt), 1726, pp. 920-934,

-

T

Church were distinguished from these seven guardians of tf
the Primitive Church at Jerusalem, inasmuch as the ordina
were so called, since they rendered due service to the Chur

bishops and the presbyters in the service of th
"*seven’

1e poor of
ry deacons
ch and the

¢ synagogue, while the
of the Church at Jerusalem were ordained peculiarly for

giving daily support to the widows and the poor,—offices which greatly
differ,

“2. It is clear from the records of histary that the chief care of the
poor and of distributing alms belonged not to the deacons, unless so
far as in this, like in all other sacred works, they
that was due the bishops. Hence we aga
distinct from these stew

afforded the service
in infer that they were very
ards of the Church at Jerusalem, who were
ordained to serve the tables of the widows, That the chief care of the
poor belonged to the bishops has been proved by us, and is acknowl-
edged by the learned,

‘3. If the deacons described by P
sidered Dy him as collectors and distributors of alms, and those who
provided for the tables of widows, how is it that no mark whatever of
this office, not even a trace, appears in the Pauline description of dea-
cons? or, at least, that among the qualities which Panl requires in them,
none is mentioned which respects this office ?

“4. The guardians of the poor who
in the Church at Jerusalem are neither
called ‘deacons,’ and

aul in 1 Timothy were truly con-

are said to have been ordained
in this narrative nor elsewhere
it is astonishing that both the more ancient and
more modern teachers have been so ready to ascribe to these seven
men the name of ‘deacons.”’ Of these seven, Stephen was one; but he
is nowhere called ‘deacon.’ Philip was another; but although fre-
quently mentioned in the Book of Acts, he is nowhere called * deacon,’
but rather * evangelist,’

5. When the Apostles made various collections

for the ‘saints’® at Jerusalem, the deacons of
mentioned as theose u

alms was incumbent,

“6. It is worthy of mention that seven deacons, after the pattern of
the ‘seven,’

- were at length appointed in the Roman Church, undoubt-
edly from this misunderstond passage of Luke,

“7. It is more than probable from the circumst
the ‘seven’ were placed only over the Hellenists, as their names are all
Greelk. If thisis established, who does not see that the ‘seven’ were

not properly deacons of the Church at Jerusalem, but administrators of
the tables of the Hellenistic widows ? 7

among the Gentiles
the churches are nowhere
pon whom the duty of collecting and distributing

ances of the text that

This entire argument of Vitringa is in advocacy of the

position that the organization of the Christian Church only
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reproduced the arrangements ‘of the ]ems% dsynzct,iz%u\e\,?lil;i
that no duties are to be ascmbed. to the‘ ezllc; iy
cannot be traced in the correspond?ng JfleSh of cm‘ s. e
can concede this, under certain hr‘mtatlons, with resp -~
the presbyterate, of whose instituugn we have no a(:t:t‘5 Oi
since it grew up gradually as succeeding the a1‘1‘a}ugemefn .th’lt
the synagogue; but the very minutenes.s of detail shox\z : cd
the “ diaconate ” was heretofore something unknown, an ‘1a X
to be explained. This hypothesis labors also ur?der. the em:{
of not taking into account the principle of ecclesiastical de\:et—
opment, and accordingly demanding eithe{' that all ﬂ:lC feat-
ures of the later diaconate must be found in Acts, or it must
be referred to another office,

Dr. J. H. Boehmer, of Halle,} one of our most renowned
writers on ecclesiastical polity, following Vitringa, regards
Acts 6 as containing the account of the institution of the lay
presbyterate. Lechler, Ritschl and Bernard Weiss, in late
years, have taken essentially the same position. Weiss rather
conceives of the account in Acts vi. as referring to the adop-
tion of a measure to supply a temporary emergency, wh}ch
suggested the subsequent institution of the lay eldership as
“an imitation of the elders of the synagogue.” | ‘

It is not, therefore, the exegetical writers, but those who

# The argument here involved has been well answered by the late Bishop Light-
foot, in an Appendix to his Commentary on Philippians ; “The institution \I\’E‘S
novel absolule!y. There is no reason for connecting it with any prototype existing
in the Tewish community. The Levite, whose function it was 1o keep the beasts for
slaughter, to cleanse away the blood and offal of the sacri fices, to serve as porter at
the temple gates and to swell the chorus of sacred psalmody, bears no strong resem-
blance to the Christian deacon, whose ministrations lay among the widows ﬂfjd

ime was almost whelly spent in worlks of charity. And agalf,
ant in the syhagogue, whose duties were confined to the Care
he preparation for service, has more in common with the mod-
than with the deacon in the infant Church of Christ, Among othe?
S view, the fact that as a rule
t not be overlooked, The Heb
Greek Testamen(; by

ern parish elerk
objections to th;
Synagogsue mys
con’ in the
Luke 4: 20).

ach
there was only one Chazan to ed
. - Uodea-
rew Chazan is not rendered by %
¥ . 3 P SR
2 different word is used instead (Dmnpt

T Jus Eeclesiasticum p
1 BibL Theo), of N.

rotcsmntium, 3ded,, 1,
T, Eng. Tr; 1, 189,

552 5q,
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advocate a particular form of Church Polity, who raise diff-
culties concerning this application. Almost the entire exegeti-
cal tradition is on the side of the identification of the “ seyen ”
with the deacons, Chrysostom seems to be the first to ques-
tion it. The confusion in his mind is reflected in the obscurity
of his language in commenting on Acts vi. in a passage con-
cerning the precise meaning of which his commentators are
in doubt. But the whole force of his argument seems to us
to be that the functions of the “ seven are so different from
those discharged by “deacons” at his day, that the offices
could scarcely be the same. Lechler, in Herzog's Real-Fn-
clopedie * has made a great blunder in ascribing the origin of
the interpretation here adopted to Cyprian. Tertullian ex-
plicitly maintains it T; and more thana century before Tertul-
lian, Ignatius accepts it as a matter of course. f  Very soon
after Cyprian, it was incorporated into a Church decision in
Canon XV. of the Synod of Neocasarea (a.p. 314): “In
even the largest cities there may not be more than seven dea-
cons, for this may be proved from the Acts of the Apostles.” §
More than three hundred years afterwards, the Tr
cil tried to remove the difficulties which occurred to Chrysos-
tom in its Canon XVL, in which it discriminates between two
kinds of deacons, and says that Acts vi. refers, “ not to the
deacons who minister in the mysteries, but to the service of
tables.” This interpretation is embodied in the beautiful col-
lect of the Greek Church in the Order for the Consecration of
Deacons: «Q God, our Saviour, who, by Thine unerring
voice, didst ordain the rule of the diaconate to Thine Apostles,
and didst choose to the office Thy first martyr Stephen, and
gavest him priority in the fulfilment of his office as deacon,
according to the precept of Thy Holy Gospel: “ Whoever
among you will be first, let him be your deacon’” Eras-
mus, Luther, Calvin, Flacius, Sebastian Schmidt, Osiander,
Sarcerius, Gerhard, Calov, Ziegler, Bengel, Hooker, Stier,
Neander, Rothe, Meyer, Philippi, J. A. Alexander, Schaff,

ullan Coun-

# Herzog-Plitt, XIL 177, T De Praescriptionibus, XLVT.
1 Epistle to the Trallians, VII, ¢ Hefele's Councils, Eng. Tr., v

ol. T, p. 230.
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; okes. etc., to mention but a few out of
Davidson, nghtfoot,lSLokes, ete.,
many, support this view. G bt e principle
All the difficulties seem fo va ;Ee is closely observed.
of the clev:aiopl‘l"ient_Of the -c%mf:?:ided as fouddcd on thif:
If the subsequent diaconate 1‘: l:ti;ned‘ The name “ seven’
appointment, the same result is a .{ . aoplication of the name
occasions no more trouble th?'n e .c“ hapter. The office
“the twelve” to the Apostles in t‘l{w e ?’ hgrctofm‘e used as
was first instituted, and the term deacffh lied to it after
a general term for ministe.r or sm_‘vzmt, \:38“ E:Eﬁﬁster eom T
wards in a special sense, just as ‘thi weL the institution of
been narrowed into its signification, smd‘l ]C- '1;m the con-
the office, to the ministry of the Word. -(’Dnc.elgms :(, we can
trast of qualifications with those of 1 Tm]_. 3_' % g;.;\bsolutc
say with Alford: “In 1 Tim. 3: 8 594, ?helel'. 1” all.ottr:d to
| BT GHER R Couous WIS ENOSE B
the seven, but at the same time nothing to lmpﬁ events 15
were different. And dvdyzigror, 0. ver. Iti, at a e
parallel with our paprvpovpévovs, ver. 3; a?ﬁﬂcgée -
Vitringa’s argument from the Greek nan‘nea: 5 '1 the seven
are all Greek; but we cannot thence infer that th Thore
were all Hellenists ; the apostles Philip and Andre‘\\- =y
Greelk names, but were certainly not Hellenists.” ﬁlh‘i'fmw
gress in the extension of functions from those a.t‘ﬁl SE U ;11131:6
secular to those spiritual, and then, as the spiritua Sl} sion
of work grew, to the diminution, and ﬁnal}){ the exc L; the
of the secular, we believe can also be traced.* Some Ofyom
difficulty that has arisen concerning this passage has Co'mtzr vt
the attempt of some Roman Catholic expositf)r.s Lo & Oflthe
“the serving of tables” as referring to the adrmm.»stratl.fflt o
Lord’s Supper. Far better is the application of thr': C'hbtll e
drawn between the two classes of functions pertaining to e
diaconate of later times—* functions pertaining 0 the
Order” and “those pertaining to the discipline.” To—ist~
former belonged their duties in reading the Gospels, 35:15111
ing at the Lord's Supper, instructing candidates for bap

# Schaff’s ¢ Hist, of Apostolic Church,” p. 134
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and other clerical offices. To the latter the administration

of the income, caring for the poor, ete.®  As first instituted,
the office was pre-eminently occupied with “ functions of the
discipline;” those of the “order” were gradually developed
until they almost completely displaced those of the disci-

pline, and the difficulty to find the scriptural origin of the
diaconate was very natural.

111,
When we come to the examination of the details of the
narrative recorded in Acts vi. a remark of Calvin is in point,
as showing the human factor which enters into the determina-
the development of a Church in-
“It may seem strange,” he says, “since it is such
an excellent and necessary Church office, why the institution
of deacons had not spontaneously occurred to the Apostles,
and why the Spirit of God had not given them the advice
which they now receive, as though compelled. But what
happened was both better at the time, and is more profitable
as an example to us at present. For if the Apostles had
spoken concerning the election of d
sity demanded it, the people
accede, as they would I

tion of the various stages of
stitution :

eacons, before any neces-
would have been less ready to.
1ave thought that the Apostles were
trying to escape labor and trouble.” With the growth of the
congregation, the worl of the administration, which, in the
beginning, had been exceedingly simple, had grown to such
proportions, that, if it were to be efficiently rendered
sion and further organization of labor were necess
were complaints that important functions of ad
were being neglected. Misunderstandings and
ousies were arising. However unreasonable th
there was clearly a foundation of Jjustice
influence of the presbyterate w

, a divi-
ary. There
ministration
party jeal-
¢ demands,
at their basis. The
4s not penetrating the entire
mass. The centre had become too remote from the

circum-
ference. There were numberless rece

sses into which the life
% Encyclopddisches Handbuech der Ka

wtholischen Liturgie, Schinke u
Gleiwitz, 1846, p. 255.

Ruehn,
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: be carried and its activity exercisc.ad, .and
gitie Churshiwes to hat, under the existing organization,
15 paiposss exécutejl, hj}l;eu)resbyters would either have to
could not be reached. has xlvhich they had been called and
neglect a part O; tz:\,‘;{g t(heci'r energies to more thor?ugh at-
cons.ecrated{ fln ew spheres of activity that were opening, or a
. tflc I:;ents of administration would have to be pro-
nfaw clasg a.:_,s to bind together the congregation, and as
Vldeq - IICIF\"‘T its nourishment to the remotest parts of the
- C{m?;s the origin of the Diaceonate. Tt grew out F’f
body,) Suc‘l ":te and tobit the presbyters transferred certain
the.lresb'y\fl‘c_ 1 :ghe earlier form of the congregation, had been
d}:tzes Wh“'d p nediately and exclusively exercised by them-
directly anﬁi IIT-IHC of distinction between it and the Presbyter-

S 11"'31 ldmwn the latter being the dwwxovio tob Aoyol,
-‘ate e ?il-\?f}gfctl'le,WOrd,” and the former the Swxovia 7
-‘ ﬂ;c T:Jl:lf t“the daily ministration,” or “ every-day ministry.”
2 ufqT er belonged the preaching of the Word; to the
e t.he Hmont]her dutiez besides the preaching of the Word,
lz-lttel' Elll'ch the Apostles, as presbyters; found it ne‘cessar.y to
o W’ | d.®*  As Bengel says: “ There are long discussions
B rclr:i?:: .the fL;.l“lCtiOl‘lS of deacons in the Primitive Church;
COHC?: m%ttel‘ may be summed up. It was the especial duty
E?tt;: A‘postles, evangelists and bishops to Pr(—:ach .GOd’S
Word; it was their secondary duty to exerc?se‘a 1{1%1d of
fatherly care (for the Church was{ at the beginning, like a
family) over the sustenance, particularly of the poor, of
strangers, of widows, etc. But deacons of hoth sexes”\vcre
appointed especially for the same care of the sllstenance:
Nevertheless, they were not independent offices, moving on
parallel lines. Neither the Presbyterate nor the Diaconate
were self-perpetuating Orders. They exer(:lseFI only represen-
tative and delegated, but not transferred functions of the con-

# An old Puritan wriler, Thomas Caftwl'ligth; has made the following significant
and suggestive reflection on this Apostolic division of labor: “ He that Sh“"u_do both
now, must either do none \Vﬁ]l_aﬂd profitably, o else he must have greater gifts than
the Aposties had.” Keble's Notes on Hooker's Ege, Polity, Bool V., Note 24.
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gregation. The Power of the Keys belonged to the presby-
ters, not as presbyters, nor to any and every layman as a
spiritual priest, nor to any individual whatever, but to the
entire congregation, the entire spiritual priesthood, who,
however, could administer it only through their representative
or preshyter, who in so doing acts only as their organ or in-
strument. The presbyter, in the Absolution or Retention,
became the mouth-piece of God in so far as he was the mouth-
piece of the congregation of believers to which God has given
the authority to speak in His name, and in so far as that con-
gregation of believers speaks only that and
God has commanded jt to speak.

onate was also a purely represent
congregation that, in its representa
deacon. The work of administration was also subordinate to

the work of teaching. No conflict between the two spheres
was possible, as the Diaconate w

as intended simply to relieve
the Presbyterate of pressing dutics, and the deacons served

as the true ministers or hands (from L, manus)
ters, z.e., bishops.* When such labor dig
their duties as public teachers, it
presbyters to discharge diaconal
This may be scen in Acts 171 :
cons, but to the presbyters at

no more than
So the work of the Diac-
ative work. It was the
tive, did the work of the

of the preshy-
not interfere with
Wwas not unlawful for the
functions as previously,
30, where it is not to the dea-
Jerusalem, that money is sent

# Since writing the above, we are pleased to find that Bishop Lightfoot, on Philip-
pians, expresses the same opinjon concerning ministeria] functions ;
nicating instruction, and for preserving public or
ship and for dispensing social charities, i

“ For commu -
der, for conductin religious wor-
v L g

t became ecessary to appoint special offi-
cers.  But the priestly functions and privileges of the Christian people are never

regarded as transferred or even delegated to these officers, The only priests under
the Gospel, designated as such in the New Testament, are the saints, the members
of the Christian brotherhood, Ag individuals, all Cliristians are priests alike, As
members of a corporation, they have their several and distinct offices,”’ P, 183,

* The minister is regarded as a priest, because he is the mouth-picee, t}
sentative, of a priestly race,  Such appears o be the conception of Tertull
speaks of the clergy as separate from the laity,

18 repre-
ian, who

only beeause the Church, in the ex-
ercise of her prerogative, has for convenience entrusted to them the perfor

manee of
certain sacerdotal functions belonging

30 long
as the priesthood of the ministry is
he whole body, the teaching of the

sroperly to the whole congregation.
as this important aspeet is kept in view, so long
regarded as springing from the priesthood of |
Apostles has not been directly violated,” P, 257,
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istians i : Jor, as the
f of the destitute Christians Judea. Nor,

it improper leacon
t. Stephen shows, was it 1mpropet for the C A

. + = f
of presbyters, to undertake the ministry ©
€ s

Thich is had, both in Acts 6:
regard which is had, bo o

for the relie
Sermon of 5
in the absenc

Vord, The special s g
s “1 o; d’rim 3: 8-11, to the spiritual qualifications o
3 anc .

well as the fact that the qualifications of the de‘&.c%ni
g o absolutely identical with those of the presby
e Ed‘mOStf the bishops prescribed in 1 Tim. 3, and 11
. o 12’11‘1 indicate that their work was not confined t.o
e 11;11Cniétrziion of the temporalities of the Church, promt
i:t:l?zl; this was among their duties. Wherever the p{lisck{)}lt
ter required help, there the office of the deacori supp e
Their work was first to remove the burden of tht. C‘EULUC y
temporalities off of their shouldf:1“5, and then to d.15<, 1a1 :,1 o
spiritual office under their direction that othfzrmse co.u C -
be readily performed. What the Apostolic Constatutlob-c
(11 44) afterwards say of a later period: “ Let the deacc?n u
the bishop’s ear, and eye, and mouth, and heart, and sou :q
pertains also to a purer age. The sphere of the deaconl,1
service comprised, more and more, the whole cir.cle. of t{m’
bishop’s activity. Luther, in his sermon on the Epistle _01
St. Stephen’s ‘Day, takes occasion to comment on ﬂ?e true
priucip‘ms determining lay preaching, as that of readiness tO_
preach, wherever any one will hear, and to be silent wherever
the Apostles themselves are present to preach.*

V.

The deacons originally were all men. * ook ye out
among you seven men,” dvdpag &ncd, Acts 6: 3. 1t maY
seem strange to speak of women as “ deacons” But it bl
development of the organization of the Church there Were
female deacons before there was the institution of deﬂcfm_
esses. At first a distinction of office was not made according
to sex, although there doubtless was a distinction in some€ O}
the functions of the office corresponding to the sex ©of the

* Erlangen Edition, Luther's Works,

Vol, V1T, p. 230,
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one who filled it. There is no such word as draxovécoa in the
New Testament. The word 7 Oidrovog, “ woman deacon,” ap-
plied to Pheebe, Rom. 16: 1, shows the transition in the
office. The noun which in classical Greek is always mascu-
line becomes, as a technical term for the office, common, So
it continued also for a time in the Patristic period. Ignatius
to the Antiochians (even though genuineness of cpistle be
questioned) salutes redc 2y yptaTey Geaxdrovs,  The Church his-
torian, Theodoret, calls Publia, who lived in the time of Ju-
lian, “a deacon.”

Chrysostom, on 1 Tim. 3: 11, interprets
“the women”

in that passage as jyuvdizag Oaxdrovc.  The
doubtful writings of Clement of Rome have both % diaxdvoc
and deaxoviooa. We read, for instance, in the Apostolic Con-
Estitutions (11, 26): “Let no woman come to the deacon or
bishop, dysu s Ouerdvon,—without a woman deacon.” A few
sentences earlier the bishop is compared to the Father, the
o didzovoc, or man deacon, to the Son, and the 7 Ordzovos to
the Holy Ghost. “H g2 dedzovos sic thmoy rof dyfov avebpazos

TEeT

1fade Huly, 1908y dvev ToD Sraxduon zpdrtovaa, 3 oderro-
pevy,  In Book ITL, Cap. XV., there is an interesting pas-
sage: Mpozsipiaa: 0% xai Sedrovoy meaTyv 20t Gylov . . . " Hore
Tiow oixioes dv0pa yovasiy of Fvace mépmaey,
Ott Tobo diiotovs dmoars)zic oy Tovatza didzovov.  “ Choose
also a faithful and holy female deacon. . . . For since it some-

times occurs in some houses that it is impossible to send a

man deacon to the women, because of the unb

yan Omdroy &

elieving, you
will appoint a woman deacon.” Then it proceeds: “ When
women are baptized, let the man deacon anoint only their
forehead with holy oil,” and afterward #§ dudxovoc dhsiher adrae,
In the next chapter, in the directions concerning Baptism ;
Bortioag adrove 2y v Doare, zai Tov péy dvdpa brobsréadw 6
Bedxovoc n‘?p ey YoV, 5 didzoves.  “You shall bapt[ze them
in water;

and let the man deacon receive the man
woman deacon the woman,” Additional
found in Suicer's Thesaurus, I. 864, as w
part of this paper,

» and the
passages may be
ell as in a subsequent
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V.

But the question here meets us, as to whether f.‘?:dzom: mt
Rom. 16: 1, actually refers to an office, or whethir it r‘nay nQ
be used rather in a general sense for “servant,” as in Matt.
20: 26; 23: 11; Mark g: 35. 'We hold, however,. that the
word dedrovoc always implies an official relation. It is not the
word to indicate the mere state or relation of a scrva.nt; for
this is doblog, which is a very usual word with St. Paul, as
when he begins this epistle with calling himself “the serva?t
of Jesus Christ,” and in the sixth chapter he speaks of men in
their natural estate being the “servants of sin,” and in Eph;
6: 5, and Col. 3: 22, and 1 Tim. 6: 1 he addresses servants,’e
and bids them be obedient to their masters, and in Phil. 2: 7 he
describes the state of humiliation as that of the “form of a
servant.” On the other hand, dedrovoc contains two ideas, viz.,
that of activity and zeal in the performance of duty, and that

of executing, by this activity, the will and promoting the

interests of another. These ideas are contained in all the
thirty passages of the New Testament where it occurs, as well
as in the cognate words from the same root. There is always
implen e dinchiigs! of some particular commission with
which the person is entrusted, The only question to be

decided in a passage, is as to whether the reference be to a

temporary or to g Permanent office, Dr. W. 1. Alexander,

in Kitto's Bihle Cyclonnd;a, rejects the
as a specific office tg Pheebe, upon the
the word teaches she may

application of “ deacon”
ground that “ for aught
have been the doorkeeper or cleaner
of the place where the church assembled.” Byt when we can
trace thr:: female diaconate through 1 Tim. 3: 11, directly into
the p?:l.tl‘l.‘itic period through the carlier literary ;[]Olllll‘l‘lc—ﬂts of
the. (,hl.ll‘ch, such explanation Seems very unnatural, Much
weight is laid by all writers on the Evidences cc)f Cllé'istianit}f
upon the famgyg letter of the younger Pliny to the Empero!

nning of the second century, asking

ajan, at the very begi
advic erni
€ concerning the treatment of Christians, In a few words
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it throws much light upon many most interesting details of
the lives of the first members of the Church—their blameless
character, their devout assemblies, their Sunday worship, their
antiphonal singing, and, especially important here, the institu-
tion of the female diaconate. He says that in order to deter-
mine whether the charges made by the enemies of the Christ-
1ans were true, he had examined by torture “ two maid-servants
which were called ministers,” the very word in Latin corre-
sponding to ' deacons.” Here, then, within half a century of
the Epistle to the Romans, we find the office of the female
diaconate recognized by those outside the Christian Church,
while the passages aboye quoted concerning the term 7 Oudrovoe
show how firmly it was established at a very early period, and
how soon its duties became very clearly and minutely defined,
Hence the almost completely unanimous testimony of those
who have given any opinion concerning the meaning of the
passage,

ORIGEN says: * This passage teaches with Apaostolic authority that
women are appointed to the ministry in the Churcly.” JEROME: “ Just
as now among the Orientals, women administer to their OWn sex in
baptism, or in the ministry of the Word, as we have found them pri-
vately teaching women.” Primacrys, Bishop of Adrametium, who
styles himself the pupil of Augustine: “In the ministry
are." THEODORET (457): *“Such was the organization of the church at
Cenc]\rea, that it had not only a \vmna.n-dcm:gnl but also one both
eminent and well-known.,” ANSELM uses the Very same words as
Origen. Carvin: “He commends her first from her office, be-
Cause she is performing a most honorable and holy ministry in the
Church, Not only was it becoming for them 1o embrace all the mem-
bers of Christ in love, but those who bear public office in the Church,
they ought to honor and advance with peculiar affaction.”
“They had formerly also deaconesses, chosen for the s
ternal things, as was Phaebe.” GroTius:
minister also to women ; for there was fre

, a5 deaconesses

Fraciys:*
ame care of ex-
In Judea men-deacons could

€r access to women than in
Greece, where the women’s apartments were closed to the men, Op

this account, the churches in Greece had need of 2 twao-fold aid of
women.”  CALOVIUS: ““ She was in the ministry of the church at Cen-
chrea, a little town, distant about 70 stadia from Corinth; not that she

preached the word publicly, which the Apostle does not allow to women,

* Clavis Scr. Sacre, 233,
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but that she gave inslruction privately, and that, accarding 1o the rite of
the Primitive Chosecy, Sue mimistered to the saints in the distribution of
alms, and in care for the sick.” GERHARD ; © This is by no means to
be rece?vcd of the public office of teaching in the church, but of the care
o_f the sick, the. Poor and strangers,” # QUENSTEDT : * These ccclesias-
tical female ministers in the Primitive Chureh were, so to say, the ‘sub-

s L : -

sidiary hd.ll'ldS of the deacops, St. Paul calls them dpandvovg, Rom. 161 1;
Phe following Church dnanovigoac,” + ZIEGLER : { “ Concernine its oriein, it
1s to be observed that this is v - g

appointed already in the Apoerupne o " °"0 that deaconesses were
mends Pheebe as a womy Sy Cbt{rch_ Faul, in Rom. 16: 1, "
5 eccmsmsticalao:;ﬁu o.'nfm of such ministry. . ., Pheebe, who exercised
Paul a deacon.” B{?g dl— th:"lt”plz%cE [.CffnchreaJ’ is therefore called by
Bboston Chl;l‘Ch thefl‘—US‘ Itis evident that besides deacons, in the
Apostolic institutfon i1;e :V&re de?ciinesses. If this office was not an
Apostles. This can e e, CV210ly approved and confirmed by the

Proved by the example of Phaebe,” 3 BengeL: A

servant or |lll[|]5rcl wit I .
van Wi 110[11. th
4 2 Ofﬁce (Jr tcacll&l IiLRL‘[ N €

office consisted i, the in tCClnesg In the special sense of that time, whose
2 structj : i 1
Christian doctrine tion of female candidates for baptism 10

TR Ee‘aze.w:;mziljzﬁgx0;,a11“5' waiting on the sick.” DutmGats
anderer fussspry Ber!f&?‘ﬁz;s 'ig erSOn, so sy 4 ratenplege und Besorgi ”“{'f
Lewesen”  Bintprpy iR C ff?zf {Iﬁ:g clegenheiten einer Gemeine bestelle
origin of deaconesgeg "]‘l I} This appears to me to be the proper
WETTE: « De ’ RITZSCHy ; Who is a deaconess.” DF

aConesses
der an the office,

nhates the femgala Ministayg of

Church, esppe;
» €Specially By t
dered hecessary, Ptism 3

and then refers

to Sui Fiecler Nean-
OLsHausgy . o Suicer, Ziegler and

g dedknpnc, and later 5 dudwonoaa, desig-
e Church, whom the rites of the old
{ nd tl'm Position of women in the East, ren-
n additiop tg B 6 e he office of deaconess was instituted
Christians. OF its inst':ﬂc'on' Perhaps first in the churches of Gentile
N0 present informatigy SL}UOn anc} duties in the Apostolic age we have
Dassage of the New Tec e we find it explicitly mentioned in only oné
heebe g v estament, Rom, 16. 19y Trosyee sesinies thak
flhul'dms had the Soar:szs'se?n'd continues; « The de_acon;sses in the
1CY chie VICES to perfopm oo . ' s
1‘Istia.ni§,,df:?tt:d’thEmse!ves to thpeir 2:2 :b e (}eacor1s_ C}*_Cenlil;}n&
early days, —— €X.  Through their )

foduced in ap unsuspected wa¥s

Into the

O50M of Qan.: :

r2ntile familjeg . fnlnay Jeaconess
€ that glren. S2ER: “She was a dea

a

Lacj Thegl, ¢ Ay under the Church govemmeﬂt o
A5paris Zie 10}1-'1 hd XHI 5 .
1678, p, b e, De D[aoonis et D - 1 i\nuquitates, I. 95.
BEcciE.;I:‘A - Mlaconjssis Veteris Eeclegicp,  VWittebers®s
T Planyin Postelics, B. 768, f
€ and Trainin, af Il Debwiipd; opa:
g the Chy Swetten, 1, 11 435,

" Chureh by
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the Apostle Paul, the peculiar gifts of women in the care of the sick, the
poor and strangers, were recognized in a special Church office.”
PaILIPPI: ‘It is not to be explained as ‘up to now' being a deacon, as
though Pheebe could not, as a deaconess, have undertaken a journey to
Rome, but ‘who is a deaconess.’ Concerning deaconesses as attend-
ants upon the poor, sick and strangers in the Church, see, etc.”  ViIn-
MAR: “According to this, the diaconate was already extended to
women,” LaNGE: ‘“Who is a deaconess. On the institution of
deaconesses, comp. Church History.,” LoHE: “Such a deaconess was
Pheebe, commended to the Romans by 5t. Paul,"* MEYER: * Very
groundlessly Lucht, because this service in the Church was of later date,
pronounces the words oloav, , . keyy not to belong to Paul.”” LECHLER:
“The mention of a woman-deacon, Pheebe, in the church at Cenchrea,
presupposes the presence of men-deacons, . , . For the diffusion of the
gospel among women, the services of women had to be employed.” T
RoTHE: “Of the existence of these female ministers in Apostolic times,
there can be no doubt whatever, Rom, 16: 1, 2 alone would prove it,"”
MosES STUART: * It should be remembered that in the East, women
were not permitted to mix in the society of men. They were kept
secluded for the most part in a retired room or yuviweior, (o which no
stranger would have access, Consequently it became highly important
for the Church to have al dudrovor, as well as of dedrovor, in order that the
former might look to the females who were in digent or sick.” CHAL-
MERS: “ Pheebe belonged to the order of deaconesses—in which capacity
she had been the helper of many.” CHARLEs HopGE: “ Cenchrea,
where a church had been organized, of which Phaeebe was a servant, Z.e.,
deaconess, It appears that in the Apostolic Church elderly females
were selected to attend upon the poor and sick of their own sex.”
SHEDD: “ Owing to the rigid separation of the sexes, females in the
early Church performed the duties of the diaconate, in caring for the
sick, poor and strangers of the female portion of the church.” SCHAFF:
" The existence of deaconesses in the Apaostolic Church is placed be-
yond a doubt by Rom. 16: 1.”% Brow~x: “That in the earliest
churches there were deaconesses to attend to the wants of the female
members, there is no good reason to doubt. . , . Indeed, from the rela-
tion in which the sexes then stood to each other, something of this sort
would seem to have heen a necessity,” ALFORD: ¢ Deaconess, See
1 Tim. 3: 11, note.”" References are then made to Pliny, Suicer, Bing-
ham, Neander, etc. GODET: ** It has been denied that at so remote a
period the office of deaconess could already be in existence, But why
if there were deacons, should there not have been from primitive times
an office discharged by women, members of the church ? With what

# Aphorismen, I. p, 03. T Apostol. Zeitalter. p. 362,
} History of the Apostolic Church, p. 533.




20

right can we allege that the office mentioned in 12: '8 belonged only Fo
men? [t seems to us impossible to think that the widows S[)Okt’;‘l.l of in
1 Tim. 5: 3, &f seg. were not persons invested with an eculesms.ncal
office. And in any case, the ministrations of beneficence of a prlva.te
nature, mentioned in our Epistle {12 : 7) must have been carried out in
good measure by sisters. And why should not a rich and devoted
woman, who had for a time occupied herself with such worlk, have borne,
even without ecclesiastical consecration, the title of deaconess? If our
passage had a later origin than the first century, .
have been introduced here, instead of the word Sudrovor (deacon), which
is the masculine term originally applied to both sexes, the feminine
title eardvisoe (deaconess) already in use in the second century, There
were so many services to render to the poor, to orphans, to strangers, t0
the sick which only women could discharge!” Bispop LiGHTFOOT
“The strict seclusion of the female sex in Greece and in some Oriental
countries necessarily debarred them from the ministrations of men ; and
to meet the want, thus felt, it was found necessary at an early date to
admit women to the diaconate, A Woman-deacon helonging to the
church of Cenchrea is mentioned in the Epistle to the Romans,
.Rom. 16: L"* Sanpay * This is the first reference to women-deacons,
in regard to whom instructions are given to Timothy, 1 Tim, 3: 1L,
SCHULTZE: “'As a paralle] institution with the male diaconate, there
was established ah;ea.dy in Apostolic times, although not yet with a fixed
form, a female Fhaconate {at dedrovor, deakdveoea,, ministre, viroines) for
the'purpose of dlaco:nal ministrations tq the female part c;f thdc congre-
i?;:t?(;nRe{c)ln;l.l tllfs; “,[' d SCHAFER : "We find the office uyndoubtedly
_ 0rds of commendation of Pheehe sent to Rome.” To
these we might add the reference in the olq Pra f Consecration of
Deaconesses in the Greek Church:}L “Q Lorrdye:vﬁo d?c?;e?rcmt the
r ] ora
grace of the Holy Spirit ¢4 Fheebe chosen to the worlk of the ministry.”

there would certainly

While the number of
tation does not determi,
have more id r
byvthe‘ﬂl?irgil’if;}ﬁV::Eelzons tf) oppo.se them than that suggested
g Pupil and frjeng of Luther, the Nirnberg
“She ;5 called amin'ltT b o et T
B Sterof the Chyyey, because she ministered

, W

hom he i
e, her services ro d " e call by autonomasiq the Church,
tdered g Number of individual Christians at

*Essay on the Chyislj
slian Minig, e
e, Mlmsuy, appended tq Commentar)" on Philippia™

Antiquiy Ecclesizm Ritibus, 17 . 201
I
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new office,
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Cenchrea are her only title to the name “minister,” or “deacon
of the Church.,” Nor is the interpretation of ZEgidius Hun-
nius much better: “ OFf this Church she is called a minister,
not by discharging the Ecclesiastical ministry, whose adminis-
tration belongs only to men, but by ministering to the saints
through other honorable offices, and especially by benefiting
the ministers of the Ch urch,” z.e.,she is a minister of the Church
by promoting the interests of ministers of the Church!
This disposition to deny the New Testament female diac-
onate may possibly find its explanation in the use which
ALTING says that the opponents of the Reformation made of
the example of Phaebe, in behalf of the institution of nuns,
and the citation of the Tpootdzic, to prove that Pheehe was an
Abbess.*  Conybeare and Howson's T doubt on the
arises from the fact that didzovoc is so frequently used
New Testament in a general

subject
in the
and non-technical sense,

VI,

With the growth of the Church, it had be
fore, that there were spheres in its administrative work where
even the diaconate could not enter until its scope were en-
larged so as to admit of the work of women. The farther
Christianity found it necessary to extend its direct work into
home and family life, the greater was the demand for such
In the neighborhood of Corinth, where the great-

en found, there-

est irregularities are reported, the reformatory measures insti-
tuted by St, Paul's First Epistle bore their fruits in the car-

rying out of the principle of Church organization into a new
field. Who could discover

neglected in the daily ministration,”
would go forth upon their missions of
mission and authority of the congregation ?
there would be reluctance and hesit

so well whether “ widows were
as godly women who
inquiry with the com-
Even where
ancy to make complaints,

# Sunt ex Pontificiis, qui eam exemplum faciunt, Monialivm in
sarui, et quid in Abbatissam, quia mpoordre.
T Life and Epistles of St. Paul, I, 435.

monasterio incly-
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or a positive effort to hide sorrow from others, the quick eye
and delicate sensibility of such a representative would at once

learn the true condition, while the men-deacons would have
to follow a prolonged process of
same result.

ties of family

investigation to reach the
Who could discern so well the peculiar necessi-
life and provide for them with such versatile
fact as those whom God has especially appointed as the
guardians of homes? Who could sympathize with sorrow 50
deeply, and bring to sufferers the consolations of the Gospel
so well as that portion of the Christia
themselves are the greatest sufferers?  On some crowded
thoroughfare, on 2 railway or a vessel, at the present day, Lt
there be some sudden distress, an infant perhaps overtaken by
the'zhafilc;w of death, or 5 helpless stranger separated by some
?2&;{0;1; ﬂr]zﬂ;f;iizegliis.an\;.flio are the first to rush to ﬂf
= ; 15€ every effort to assuage the
sorrow, if it cannot he Temoved? TIf then. it is “ especial
6%ice of ‘the it : ° - , 1t 15 to be an es ‘} o
e o FIC tg blmg relief to the suffering bodies e
i fatherles;sazg tg:él ;32‘1;15, to provide for the widows, 5]”:;1_

members as ho, e rllg.er, she must use those of I
oS 0 this work who are best fitted bY

nrs . £y
try.  Those why ® fmd sanctified experience for this i
Still remempey the horrors of our Civil

the youth of our coupty slaughter and its daily sacrifices 2
where the Presence of ¥ M2y recall many a hospital scens

2 godly womgap amidst the scencs ©
€ or cha;[i{ pease beyond the best Cf{ortiq;jr
> : only of SUC; n ' Who, too, could show be s
duties whic Were to he| €58 In the performance of the velt
approval and o clong to the office, but also of the Lords

: en : ; New
as the office tof their employment in it? N°
new,

n congregation who

credentials, ot
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* they have made their own subordinate and subservient. From
the very beginning of the Christian Dispensation women had
been discharging unofficially these various duties. The ex-
tension of the diaconate only reduced to order and system
what had already existed, and defined more clearly its relations
to other spheres of labor. It followed the rule which belongs
to all extensive Church work. Individuals first freely and
spontaneously offer their services and use their gifts in answer
to urgent demands made as emergencies arise. But as the
work grows, it can no longer be pursued as a side avocation,
but must be administered by those who concentrate upon it
all their energies, and devote to it all their lives, and who, if
need be, while they withdraw from other pursuits, are sustained
in it by the Church. When there is a necessity for the per-
manent establishment of any office in the Church, the time
comes, sooner or later, for its separation from other duties.
With the growth of the functions of the office, as they are
faithfully discharged, other occupations must necessarily be
displaced and foregone.

We need only review the life of our Lord, as given by the
Evangelists, and we can clearly see the first traces of this
office, as it begins to appear in the spontaneous services of
devout women. Especially significant, as foreshadowing it, is
the statement in Luke 8: 1-3 concerning Mary Magdalene,
Joanna and Susanna, and many other women who “ ministered,”
deazbvouy, of their substance, as He went thro ughout every city,
preaching the glad tidings of the kingdom of God. It was
the same work which the angels did when, after His temptation,
they “ministered,” :axévouy, unto Him, Matt. 4: 11; and which
they still render, as sent forth e/s diaxovtay, to minister to the
heirs of salvation, Heb. 2: 14. It was truly a like diaconal
work that was rendered when the woman broke the alabaster
box of ointment in the house of Simon, over the feet of our
Lord, and by her silent sympathy touched the heart of her
Saviour. It was truly a like diaconal work to look for the-
sepulchre of Christ and prepare the spices for His burial. So
also was it, with the angels, to be early at the sepulchre, and
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to become the first messengers to bear the tidings of the
Gospel of the Resurrection to the despondent band of dis-
ciples—not heralding it in the public assembly, but, in private,
committing it to those who were to become itg great apostles.
Dorcas, with her fulness of good works, and Priscilla, with her
private instruction given Apollos, both perform diaconal func-
tions before the office was created. If the sphere of Christian
women be exclusively that of family life, these various inci-
dents of the New Testament are entirely inexplicable.

VIL

But when Rom. 16: expressly mentions Pheebe as a
deacon, it by no megns intends ‘that the duties of the two
cIa“fses of deacons exactly coincideq, Each discharged the
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and prayer. In the ecclesiastical development of the Female
Diaconate this principle was carefully observed, and the
resources of the ministry of women richly and legitimately
unfolded from this beginning. If there isany one thing on
which the testimony of the Church succeeding the Apostles is
clear, it is that of the prohibition of public teaching by women.
Even Tertullian, with his Montanistic tendency, speaks in
unmeasured terms: “The very women of these heretics, how
wanton they are! TFor they are bold enough to teach, to dis-
pute, to enact exorcisms, to undertake cures—even to bap-
tize”™ “It is not permitted to a woman to speak in the
church; but neither is it to teach, nor to baptize, nor to offer,
nor to claim for herself a lot in any manly function, not to say
in any sacerdotal office.”t So the Council of Carthage
decreed: “ Let not a woman, however learned and holy, pre-
sume to teach men in an assembly.”}  The * Apostolic Con-
stitutions” which afford so much material concerning the
male and female diaconates, pronounce baptism by women as
“ dangerous,” “wicked,” “impious,” and continues: “ This is
one of the ignorant practices of gentile
women priests.”§

It cannot, indeed, be justly claimed that al] the offices subse-
quently rendered by ecclesiastical female deacons were in the
Apostolic church already afforded; for thig would be to deny
the principle of the legitimate development of Church Institu-
tions. But if in the subsequent period we find the female dea-
cons, or deaconesses, active in the preparations for the baptism
of women, in all family and household commissions of the
bishop, in all communications between the bishop and female
members of the Church, in keeping the doors of the i
of worship, in finding places for the women at
vices, holding a position even above
cially active in the care of the poor

atheism, to ordain
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we may infer that in the earlier period the germs of these
forms of activity, if not the most of them, were already exer-
cised. Light is thrown upon the nature of their duties by the
requirements in 1 Tim. 3, which we have yet to notice.

VIIIL

What has been said concerning the diaconal office as rooted
in the congregation pertains also to the Female Diaconate in
particular.  St. Paul commends Pheaebe as “a deacon of the
church which is at Cenchrea.” Tt is not an office which she
has assumed for herself, or one transmitted by exter
cession from other deacons; b g
Cenchrea has called her

nal suc-
ut the local congregation at

» and set her apart to this work., She
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or guardian. It is not a secular, but a spiritual office which
she fills, even though the office deal largely with secular
matters. A Deaconess Institute is not a training-school for
nurses, but has as distinct reference to spiritual and Church
work as a Theological Seminary has.
But while it was originally a congregational office, it did

not even then limit its administration to purely congrega-
tional work. As the diaconate was intended to render the
presbyterate or episcopate more efficient by enabling the
presbyter to act through the deacon; so whatever was the
locality in which the presbyter-bishop had work, he had his
deacons, whether male or female, at hand, to be his agents or
adjutants, his “ear and eye and mouth and heart and soul.”
If we remember, then, that every congregation was a centre
of missicnary operations extending far beyond itself, that
every presbyter was an aggressive missionary, and that some
presbyters were at the same time apostles, we will see that
the sphere of the activity of the deacon widened with that of
his presbyter. The deacons could at any time be detached
from their local work, and dispatched upon some special
commission connected with the missionary or apostolic work
of their presbyter. So Pheebe was sent to Rome. There
seems to be no reason for discrediting the note, not indeed
belonging to the text, found at the end of the LEpistle, and
attested by the universal tradition: ‘It was written to the
Romans from Corinth through Pheebe, the deacon of the
church at Cenchrea,” 7. ¢., as interpreted by Luther, followed
by our English version: “Sent to the Romans from Corinth
by Pheebe.” It was thus to the Female Diaconate that St.
Paul entrusted the carr)}ing of the Epistle, which was to be
the great foundation of the Church’s teaching throughout all
ages concerning the cenltml doctrines of sin and grace, In
whose hands could it have been protected more carefully
than in those of a consecrated woman, from all the perils of
the journey ?

Nor must the side-light thrown upon the character of the
office by the statement that Pheebe was a mooordres to many,
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be disregarded. It cannot be shown that this is the word for
any technical office, as some have suggested that she may
have been the abhess of a cloister, and others that she was a
lady president of the Cenchrean church. The analogy of the
masculine form; mposrdzys, in later Greek, will not hold. She
could not have been the « president” or “ ruler” of many, be-
cause she could not have beep the ¢
the Apostle. The sense is general.  She is one ever standing
before (w6 and torype) him, ready to run forth upon any errand,
—one in the front rap)k when any commission was to be dis-
cha.rged. She was not merely a mapuatrdres, or “stand-by,”
which pastors_at the present day find in some godly women;
more than 151‘115, she was 3 TpogTdre-, Chryso;tom uses the
same word in a simi],; connection, and with probable refer-
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came and were known in that collection of the dregs of the
Empire and fosterer of its corruption, which the cotemporary
Roman writers, Juvenal * and Tacitust describe Rome then
to have been. Who can tell what cases of distress she had
not to search out diligently, or what cares for unprotected
sisters of the church she bore upon her heart? Who can
tell what duties she had to discharge, like those of Onesipho-
rus, who, when in Rome, refreshed by his repeated visits to
the prison the languishing soul of Paul? Or what informa-
tion she may have been gathering, or errands discharging in
the metropolis, for the use of the home congregations or any
of its members, under the peculiar emergencies that may
have arisen? As one continuing to be a deacon of the con-
gregation, she must have been engaged chiefly in Church
work, and that, too, Church work largely among the Christian
women in or from the home church.

When the Romans, therefore, are exhorted to receive her
in the Lord, the reference is to her not so much as g private
member as in her official position. They are to receive her, first,
because she is a deacon, and, secondly, because in this office
she has proven herself so faithful. The cordiality of the recep-
tion is made especially emphatic by the use of the word em-
ployed in Luke 2: 25-38; Tit. 2 13; Acts 23: 21; Luke 12: 36,
ete,, for “ wait for,” “long for,” “ expect,” “anticipate the com-
ing of””  Although the Female Diaconate is not an essential,
but an accidental feature of the Church, nevertheless, when
by the leadings of Providence it comes to us, it is not only to
be welcomed, but every means employed to promote its work
and efficiency.

IX.
While Rom. 16: 1, 2, is the only passage in the New Tes-

tament in which the Female Diaconate is directly mentioned,
the review of evidence which has been made in the prepara-

* Satire 111, G2 sqq,
T Annals XV. 44 " Quo cuncta undique atrocia aut pudenda confluunt cele-
branturgue.”’
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tion of this paper leads s clearly to the conviction that 1 Tim.
3: 11 alsc.) refers to the same subject. Previously we felt a
difficulty in finding any « « deaconesses” in the passage. We
1;3:1soned that verges 8-10 treat of “ deacons,” and zs Verses
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mdat,  Twdés drldic mepl yuvardy elpiiafar tobtd gane, vdr et &

T,

T¢ ypdp fodlero perafd cay elpppdvey mapafalety T wepl yovatxdy ;
alld wepl v@y ©0 aflwpa vic Srarovias drovedy Myst. “‘Tet women
deacons,” he says, ‘likewise be grave, not double-tongued,
temperate, faithful in all things” Some say that he is speak-
ing concerning women absolutely. But this is not possible ;
for what would he have meant by inserting something con-
cerning women right in the midst of what is being said? He
is speaking, however, concerning those having the dignity of
the diaconate.”

We find in verse 11 an enumeration of the qualifications of
those who are to be entrusted with the Female Diaconates :
1. Like the male deacons, they must be noted for their gravity.
There is an especial reason, for the repetition of these qualifi-
cations. Whatever allowances may be made for her wealkness
as a private Christian, no light, frivolous, trifling person is to
be admitted. The earnestness and seriousness of the deacon
must impress itself upon all about her. She must be one who
both herself is full of the spirit of reverence and is revered by
others. 2. In the second qualification of each of the classes
we find a delicate suggestion of diverse faults .Of the two sexes.
In both cases the qualification has to do with the control o'f
the tongue. The men-deacons must not be "dOle]f%T:OIl.ngfd,:
119 Beddpous ; the women—deaco.ns nE)t sAslanderersi, devils,” py
deafélovs. The faults of men in this _1 c.spect are more those
of deliberation ; the faults of women those of impulse. The
former class are apt to have the t(?n.g.ue under control, but
shrewdly use it as unscrL{pulous politicians and tradesmen to
deceive, speaking one tl.ung to one man and zlllnofhm tonan—
other, one thing at one time and ;mot]y:r 1t anolt. 1er, ;mY\V I;}t——
tering and then assailing as the short-sighted po 'C)_’_O “‘01; bl
pI‘lId:)I‘lCC demands, Prov. 20: 14. If such men‘ s Ito be r.e;
jected, in selecting persons to }..m mcu-d(—:acou.&i, and CSPECIET

‘15 be taken to fill the office with men of their word, a cor-
pains dine care must be taken to exclude from the Female
]];?f:;ateball such as are explicitly mentioned in 1 Tim, z:t:] 13
1.e., “ those who  wander about from house to house, tattlers,
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busybodies, speaking things which they ought not” The
women-deacons must have learned and become examples of
the golden virtue of silence, and be careful to speak evil of no
one except when official warning must be given. “Woman
is more disposed than man to become a member of a school
for scandal, The same love of prattle further leads to the
blurting out of secrets that ought not to be told.”* The work
of the Female Diaconate
members of the cop
for observation

, leading them into the homes of the
gregation, gave them peculiar opportunities
. and gathering information as well as peculiar
temptations to impart this knowledge to eager and officious
l:steners: If the Female Diaconate was to be an efficient
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be thoroughly trustworthy, as St. Paul had found Pheebe
to be.

All these qualifications must form a directory to the Church
for all time concerning what is to be demanded of those who
are to be invested with official position. What is expected in
general of every believing member of the Church is to be in.
tensified or concentrated in its officers. No Christian man is
to be given to much wine, or to be double-tongued, or to be
greedy of filthy lucre; but if allowances are made for peculiar
cases of weakness, these allowances are not admissible when
considering their qualifications for the Diaconate. No Christian
woman, without contradicting her profession, can be a slan-
derer, or extravagant in thought and jtldg1r1(?11t, or untrustwor-
thy. But if allowances be made fur Pcculmr cases of weak-
ness, all these allowances must be c11511115:‘;ec1 when we are con-
sidering applicants or looking for candidates for the Femah_a
Diaconate. _

Such is the positive argument for the 'reference of this pas-
sage to the women-deacons. It was satisfactory, so far as w%
know, to the entire Ancient Church. Tlmcidoret, c.g‘,., follows
Chrysostom in unmistakable word}s": Tovaizag, TOU;SG}FE '6.:.::-
x6vove, ' Women, that is, deacons. S? A‘:S‘flm : fm’j‘{*—"’f'lff,
id est, Diaconisse.”  Grotius refers to this: “ Supply ﬂja*‘“";‘-’“n
which, being common to the ‘clauSesf ’must ‘1?6 I!’CP"—?‘& ]:Fﬂs
Chrysostom, (Ecumenius and Theophylact C(‘?IIECt Y saw. . 011,
that women also were deacons may.be seen &;Ojn RO\:;: 16 .;'.
So in more recent times Mosheim, De u;ttﬁ:,ﬁ 1(2&»111:?(‘::1,
Philippi,* Bllicott, Alford and Bernard w{-fa:}.«'a; l-he‘am_ahcft*
: - weneral has been refuted already by the dif-
tion to women it genera i il M o
ficulty which Chrysostom CXP-]-; fc;nowed il
that of Luther’'s German vcébi“n‘{n s Lt
Tyndale, CO\..fErdElle, C;—C;csﬂ I }3;{315 :0 must their wives be
Version, \’\Thlj:h. tl.-fgmscraeneljal belief that Luther translated his
AERE 1 bhe second edition of Erasmus’ Greek
1 reference to this edition shows that in this
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rendering Luther simply follows Erasmus’ Latin translation of
the Vulgate givenina parallel column to the Greek text, where
Erasmus has given “ Uxores,” « wives,” instead of ©“ Mulicres,”
“women.” Erasmus' paraphrase of 1521 further explains this:
“He is requiring the like modesty and integrity of the wives
of bishops and deacons.” Calvin and Calovius have since
then argued for the same interpretation. The strength of this
argument may be estimated from the explanation of the con~
tex't by the latter, that since the Apostle has laid down the re-
quirement concerning bishops that they are to be the husbands
of one wife, and is about to malke the same requirement of
dﬂaCOnS_, he prefaces it with a statement of the qualifications
needed m‘ the‘wives of both, Bengel resorts to a very singular
construction, in behalf of the application of the passage to the
\jvwes of deacons, when he says that yuvaixac is govc?med by
i;fowac ofv.9. This w.rould require the translation : « Having
e n“lystery .?f the faith, and having wives grave, not false
accusers, etc: T.he omission of the ajrgy is certainly an im-
ation to be taken into account in the decision ot

b e \Eau Oosterzee seeks to escape the difficulty by
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X,

The subject of the Female Diaconate in the New Testament
we believe to be exhausted with the consideration of these two
passages, Rom. 16: 1,2; I Tim. 3: I.I. Many identify with
it the institution of “widows” of 1 Tim. 5: g sqq. \)\,TC e
fully convinced that in their. origin they are entire_ly distinct
institutions. The confusion between them we believe to be
readily explicable, although it is very difficult to separate "che
threads of their historical development. In an examination
of the subsequent history, the principle of the development
of both offices must be carefully observed. As the deacons
of the New Testament are not exactly the deacons or deacon-
esses, so also the “widows” of the Ncw. Testament are not
exactly the “widows” of several centuries later. If, as the
stream of time is followed, the offices merge, or the one sup-
plants the other, this condition must not be transferred and
read into the New Testament,

The following considerations we believe decide the ques-
tion : . .

1. In this passage St. Paul is not dealing with the qualifi-
cations and duties of Church officials. To this subject he had
devoted chapter 3: 1-13. In chapter 5, he is instructing
Timothy concerning his treatment of different classes of per-
sons in the Church, vis., aged men, aged women, younger

women and widows. What is said concerning an institution
of widows enters as supplementary to what is said of widows
in general, in verses 3-8. In verse g, he speaks of a particu-
lar class of widows, who are enrolled or entered upon a list,
Lijpo. #otalsyéotie, i, catalogued, and coucg‘ning whom sp::cial
requirements are made, “not less than 51}‘(ty years old,” the
widow of but one husband, a mother, prominence in works of
mercy. The support and aid Of' the Chi:ll‘Ch. are to be freely
given even those not on such list; for its aid is never to be

with : e
the destitute women, a number is to be selected for permanent

' embers i al want. But from
held from any of its members in actual want
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becc.:mes t%lﬁ .intel‘pretation when the institution of widows of
:naT;IEC Jse:jl ;;izpreted as including those not real widows,
5N .Sereral examples. Thus the Roman Catholic
erta‘, tn enm®: “What the Apostle says in I Tim. 5: 9
I:ncl ;ESOSS i‘i‘; d;:t(:o?fsses; ll.e calls those previously married
e tally married by the same expression—

10s¢ whom the Apostle here calls younger
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directly prescribe: “Let the deaconess be a pure virgin, or,
at the least, a widow who has been but once married.”* The
sister of Gregory of Nyssa was both a virgin and a deaconess.

As time advanced, it became more and more difficult to
separate the institutions, Their duties gradually blended, eEnd
their original separation was forgotten. But this .separation
was still observed in the time of Chrysostom. His biographer,
Palladius, refers to a memorable occasion when, “having
entered the baptistery, he called for Olympias,{ a cons.tant
attendant, dvazdligzroy, of the Church, and, at the same time,
Pentadia and Procla, the deacons, and Silvina,wife of the blessed
Nebridius, who adorned her ‘EUEE[{?EH{JE?&(Z with honor and‘m‘od—
esty.”] In his Homilies on Corinthians he c.;numerates distinct
classes or orders within the Church, as bishops, px'esb):ters,
deacons, virgins, the continent anfﬂ widm’vs, c‘ua:r:é‘? rap émo'xc::w{);
xati wpsofuTdpovs i Beaxd youg %k TG0 VE VoS kS poaEE RO U
d;}eﬁ,utﬁ, i 'aéj;? r;.‘r“,'-g sxz}.;;m‘ag xam){e;’wv, OUTw Zat Zi?{{}a-;. Nor
could any statement be clearer as to the separation of .the
institution of widows from diaconal functions, and the devotion
of its members entirely to the offices of worship. He tries to
soothé their sensitiveness about being objects of charity, by
protesting that they are not such, and maintains that they
actually accomplished much by their prayers and songs. If
such worship would have had no other end than support, they
would have sought this by other means, as they might do as
well by begging in the market-place and streets. When some
were enrolled who were able to support themselves, he protests
against it as unlawful. From this passage he maintains that
the reason why sixty years is made the limit, is due to the fact
that, while youth is an ocean tossed by various winds, at sixty
the harbor of peace is at last reached. He contends that there
is no absolute prohibition for the admission of younger widows;
that the command binds Timothy, but not the widows, z.e.,
Timothy was not to propose or encourage their enrollment, as

# Book VI, ¢ 617.
Boo ' vas a young widow who became a deaconess, VIII, g.

t Sozomen says that she ¥
{ Chrysostom's Works, M

igne Edition, p. go.
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possessed, while the Western Church, in which the need of a
female diaconate was not nearIy so great as in the Kastern,
Jstitution of deaconesses, at least as a

did not accept the i1
but kept to that of widows, which cer-

generally diffused one,
tainly was soon afterwards vitiated, and was never of much
y. Deaconesses have every-
rywhere meet with widows,
ition of honor
vices. This is

importance in the matter of charit
where disappeared, though we eve
who, supported by the Church, occupy a pos
therein, and at the same time render it their ser
evidently the same institution with which 1 Tim. 5 makes us

acquainted.”
The reasons for t
of “women-deacons

he early discontinuance of the ‘nstitution
» in the West are not difficult to deter-

mine : ‘
1. Bishop Atto of Vercelli (d. g60), in a passage quoted by

oives one reason : “ The women-deacons (diacone)
had the oﬁ‘":'ce of ministering or baptizing, :m. c.)Fﬁce now.no
longer expedicnt. For, on account .of the religious devotion
of their parents, infants are now baptized at such an early age,
that no modesty can hinder them, or no impure thought occur
to those who baptize. Hence, the rule now is that no woman
shall dare to assume the office of baptizing.” It is too much,
indeed, to affirm that they baptized except in case of neces-
sity ; but from an early period they had certain clearly-defined
offices to perform in connection with the baptism of women,
by immersion, of course, with the accompanying chrism over-
the whole person. As Adult Baptism became rarer, when, in
its more settled condition, the .children of the Church were
brought to baptism in infancy, and sprinkling in the West
replaced immersion in the East, this office of the deaconess
So also with the worl of instruction of

Ducange ™

lost its importance.
female candidates for baptism, their offices were not as urgent.

5 The cases of physical distress among the early Christians
hecame less numerous when the persecutions ceased and
Chyristianity became the State religion. The care of the poor

became the work of the State, and the Church gradually

dice et Infimae Latinitatis, 11. 834.

# Glossarium dMe
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relinquished this portion of her former activity. When this oc-
curred she would naturally have little use for those who had
previously been her almoners among the women of the .Ch urch.

3- The seclusion of women in the East would lose its force
as an argument for the female diaconate, as the Church ex-
tended westward,

4. The diaconate as exercised b
its character. So completely w
institution lost sight of that the
of the diaconate described in A
performed by the office, forms t
identification of the ¢

¥ men had greatly changed
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he main argument by which the
‘seven” is attacked. The care of the
poor gradually passed from their hands, and they were occu-
pled largely in the public services of the Church.* They
assisted in the administration of the Lord's Supper, especially
in giving the cup, reading the gospel, recited the prayers, pre-
sented the offerings, made the general arrangements for the
order of the worship, as wel| a5 administered the discipline

of the Church. The week-day services were sometimes en-
tirely under thejr care. They
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3.

3¢ 11: “The Cataphrygians, finding an occasion fo.r error
in the fact that he speaks of women after men, maintai.), with
vain presumption, that the women-deaconesses ought t_o be
ordained, altho'ugh they know that the Apostles E‘PPOlnted
Seven men-deacons. Was no woman then found fit, as we read
that there were holy women with the eleven Apostles?” The
purport of this is to claim that the Female and Male Diacm.l-
ates were from the beginning entirely distinct offices, alike 1n
name, but not in rank or dutjes,

5- As it was from 2 congregational necessity that t_he
office of woman-deacon, like that of man-deacon, origin-
ated, when the importance of the congregation as the
primary seat of the Church authority gradually sinks into
that of the dipcesan bishop; when the presbyter as the
head of the congregation becomes only tl
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sec to their homes, and not presume to aspire to any official
position in the Church,

But the New Testament teaches differently. Tt proclaims
the work of the Church to be an all-
that there is no sphere within which, i
not enter. It claims the relief of
has brought into the wor

pervading one, that is,
0 a proper way, it may
all the suffering which sin

ld, whether spiritual, mental or
bodily, as ‘a part of the Church’s divine mission. It strictly

enjoins woman to carefully observe her place, and forbids her
to be a public teacher, or ruler; but, if relieved of other

cares, to use her talents for efficient Service in any organized
form of external labor to which the Church may appoint her.
Wils it EAEE e calling of wife and mother as the highest
form of the diaconal office, it opens up 1

ike spheres of angelic
employment for those not entirely engrossed by such re-
sponsibilities. It makes such employment not self-determined
but dependent upon the call and appointment of the congrega-
t_ion, and under the directioy and oversight of the presbyters,
2.¢., the bishops or Pastors of the Church.b It does not separate
the .worlf c.)f the sexes ip such labor from S50, Fhme: Luors
ganizes it just as it does the Christian family, with m,an as its
head, and woman as its heart, jtg soul, its e}’e,s its hands.

As Providence leads the way, we may ver;) roperly take
up the Female Diaconate il Illjistl(j)rical o
velopment was broken off, and carry it g a l:{tCl‘ age of the
?‘Ol‘ld and new Cii‘ffu[llstances, with a wise aci.aptactibon of its
CTJ;;{:sl_teo);g;i, natiog, Ianguage and new emergencies, We

[ ce all the features of the Apostolic Diaconate
or the Female Diaconate of the Easterp -y % =
c urch at this time

and in this ; ;
liar 11t,hl"‘ :;TI‘ Nor woulq We, if we could, Its own peey™
\IaL Ci} 118 belongs to eyery hour ang every nationality. The
Hew lestament Chupely iq & Model as to how to be uncon-

ne special work is demanded

serned about Precedents whep sor
Previously made.  As long

for which provision
as the Church Las lif to develop its old
evelop it
upon the basis of

at the point

e, it wil] 5
: y continye
POWErs into neyw forms

what has Preceded,

always, however,
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The institution of deaconesses in zst.al?lishénerrllzis éi{eéi:ﬁ
idi 3 of the sick and injured, a
EZTSQEL?;EII??}Z‘Z daughters of the Church, is only one
phase—although a most important one—of th_e F(;m;l.le D;z:;
onate. There could be a purely congregatmnz} Cmi:;rea
among us in many of our churches‘%, as ’che‘re was 1nth:nrenun-,
and that, too, as probably there, ‘wl.thout 1eq.1_mlmgﬁC Sl
ciation of home life, and permitting the dlsc.;art,f il
duties. Certainly, here and tl}ere, a devout wi r; ot c'fpc;t in,
without pressing family cares, 1is a‘del‘aconess. in ac‘,Ii tnl i
.. The Zenana work in India into which our Luther

ki § g i ther religious communions, has
Church in America, with o g | SOmmEe dus
entered, is in reality only another form o.f the 'emc e
ate. The various societies of women in our r?f?nigi F;c i
:nay also find both their justification and Fhen tII’Il] T— ;;hc
precise sphere of work in the Female Diaconate 0.
i Tesmmeﬁl;tt'ors and teachers, fail to appreciate the impor-

. W? :rshft ma‘y be legitimately efﬁactedb by proper ol‘gan:
tan?e ey endeavor, in the position in which God has
o, S tccl)’ -ect this \;for]c into the channels found in the
L 1tI and the experience of the Church as devel-
o gesmﬁz iche call will still be heard by devout women;
1erefrom,

e 11l be responsible for the irregularities and extrava-

ut we w s - T : )
v s and confusion which inevitably occur when it tre
gances @

i pProper phere, t 5, On the COl‘ltl"c'l.l'}"} ] e;ak to
SCCl‘ldS 1ts oper sphe C‘f. Let us . ‘ : el I
el n illtC—I‘(.“St ill thls UHICE, WlllCIl lestf:l .50 ClCElI y (.J
a‘.\falrcn . i 1 to utilize it to the utmost in meeting, in
vl 3 {hale 5
divine Ell]thOllty, il

Christ's name, some of the deeply-felt wants of our times.
hrist’s name,

3 3 g iversar he Mar)r I
drau, ht of this arlicle was read at the Anniversar of th
# Thi first dra b

Drexel Deaconesses’ Institute, October 2d, 1891,
ex L




