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his readers that ¢ the rame is not worth a line of controversy !!”
Tt 1his be true of the name, it is truc of the thing.””  Shall we
say that the difference between a bishop of & church, and the
bishop of a stale is not worth a line of controversy !!

““ A rose,” you’ll say, ¢° under any other name will smel
as sweet.”” True ; but will an Apostle, under the name Bishop,
or a Bishop under the name Pope, be as acceptable and intclli-
gible to one who mukes his appeal exclusively to the law and the
testimony ? Our maxim is, Call Bible things by Bible names—
for it is always safe ; and in all important matters if the name is
not in the Bible, the idea which it exactly represents will not be
found there. Call Timothy and Titus Diocesun Bishops, and we
now would understand them in the full import of these words ;
but as they are not so designated by the Apostles, we are confi-
dent that the designation suits not their work vor office, more
than the word Sullan designates the Governor of Pennsylvania,

But it is not because a new name hasbeen adopted, that we
demur, This would have beea comparatively innocent and harm-
less. You may call the thing called rose, by a new name ; you
may call it dulcissima, if you please; but should you take its ap-
propriate name and applyit to a poppy, you would bewilder and
distract, and might grossly deceive the whole community.

In my first letter to you I had occasion to say that all your
writers, as far as known to me, assume that succession in office,
by regular descent from ‘the Aposties, is a part, an essential
part of the Christian institution, and essential to the valid ad-
ministration of its ordinances. But this is not the only assump-
tion in the ground work of Diocesan Episcopacy. Vou assume
three orders in the Primative Church, making the” Apostles them-
selves an order in the Church distinet from the Bishops and
Deacons. Ifthis should prove an assumption, it will be as fatal
to the constitution of your Church as the preceeding. Might
not one say, there are seven orders in the Church—A postles!, Pro-
phets, Evangelists, Teachers, Directors, Bishops, Deacons,
for ihe same reason that Bishop Onderdonk asserts three 2 The
Apostles were in and of themselves all orders—not one of three,
but three in one. They were for a time Bishops, Deacons,
and every thing else that the Church in its infancy required.—
They served tables in Jerusalem, and distributed to every one
as he had need. 'They presided in the congregations, and per-
formed all the duties afterwards distributed amongst the Bishops,
Deacons, aud Brethren.

Indeed, when the nature of a community—of any commu-
nity—is better understood than it yet genecrally appears to be,
it will be unnecessary to elaborate arguments to shew that there
never can be in any society but two distinct offices in reference
to its usefulness and happiness—the office of presiding, i. e. in-
structing and directing ; and the office of ministering, 1. e. of ex-



