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they are so too, a reason which would equally have made them Jews
or Mahomedans, if their parentage had been such. On no occasion

have they given any trouble in the conventions ; indeed, so far from

such being the case, on some occasions,^ where bodies of the clergy

have displayed an anxiety for change, and a disregard of their con-

stituted authorities, they have invariably taken the side of order and

good government. To prevent the possibility of their power becom-
ing greater in the conventions than that of the clergy, a canon has

been adopted, by which, on demand for its operation, the clergy and
laity are called to vote by orders, the clergy first, and the laity after-

wards ; and, then, without a majority of each order, no measure

can be adopted.''''^

And why, I woidd humbly ask, are not we, my Rt. Rev. Father

and my Rev. Brethren ; why are not we to adopt the same measures,

which have, with God's blessing, raised our sister church from her

low estate, and rendered her the most flourishing body of christians

in the Union ? Will our superiors in England say "nay" to us ?

Their wish must be, the prosperity of our Zion, and if w^e can convince

them that by the adoption of the means here recommended, that

prosperity will be greatly promoted, I feel assured that they will

wish us "God-speed" in the name of the Lord. I trust that it will

not be objected, that the church of England knows nothing of lay

delegation, and that, as a branch of that church, we must thilik of

nothing of the kind. Should, however, such an objection be made,

I reply, that it is asking too much of us, to leave us here without the

decided advantages derived by the church in England from her

connection with the state, and, at the same time, to debar us from

availing ourselves of those advantages which she would embrace, were

it not for that very connection. Is it to be supposed that the church

in England would refuse to avail herself of the assistance whica the

laity only can afford, and to admit them into her councils in 3rder

to obtain it, if she should be suddenly deprived of her right to tithes

and the other property she possesses. But I suspect that the laity

have Tnore control over the church in England than many imagine.

I ask, by whose authority was the present order of common j)rayer

confirmed and allowed to be used in churches, but by that of the

Parliament, composed of the three estates of the realm, in on? only

of which have the clergy any voice, and that but a slight one ? By
whose authority are some sees being abolished and others estab-

lished, but by the same ? By what authority can tithes be comiauted ?

In short, who has the regulation of her revenues, but the same king,

Icrds and commons ? But further, by whose authority only could the

slightest alteration be made in the order of her services, as prescribed

(A.) Our Synods, adopted in 1853 i^nd subsequently, are modelled on the conventions of the church
in the tJnited States.


