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being the more enesuraged theretu fur that divers of the owners
of the suid parsonages, vicamgos, tithes, and oblations, are lay-
persons.’’ "T'hen the Act gues on to give to these lay-persons
al! the rights of tha clerzy astosuing in the ceelesinstical cuurts,
wheh they eoullnot do without an et for the purpose.

After theminoe plunder ot the chantrics, of the guilds and
fratormuies and hospials, it was neceasury to pass another Act
(20d and 31 Edwaud thy Sixth, chap. 13.) to enforce these
LActs o Henry the Euzhth, aud to compel payment of tithes to
laymica up anthe fuoting of the clerzy, as to the manuer of su-
ng lor the sane,

UHere, then, are all theso Acts of Parliament, proving, that,
in spite of the opposition of the people ; that, 1n spte of their
deeyp seuxt ut tha tgustiza 3 thaty a the tace of all the forinee
laws of the conntry, the Par'ianecut had the nghful pover to
take uway hoth the prelinl and personal tithes, and to give
them to Joymnen, and to vest them, us an estate, in Jaymen.

Now, then, 1ftins were not an act of rapine, 1f 3t were a thing
that a Parhansent could nghttuily do, what pretence have you
fur saying, that this presaut Padiament cannot sighafully  deal
with the remaiader of the tithes, in any manner that they may
think propert  And i wwere aa act of rapine, then all the
laws relaitve to the abbey lands ; all the laws relative to the
tithes, all the laws relatine to tias Chureh Establishment, are to
be considered as no law at all. 1t you plead, that the Purlia.
mont kias no right to take away, or alienate, that which is call-
ed Church property, you must insist that no Jayman has a good
title to tithes ;. bat vou cancot do this, without, at the same
tine, denying the validity ol those Acts of Parhament, to wiich
and 10 which alune, you owe your own right of possescion to
tithes, to oblations, 22 any part, or particle, of that wiich you
possess. S thatat comes to this, atlast: that either all was
rapine ; ull was direetly contrary to the laws of God; and
therefore nall ; or all your pussessions aad privileacs have thet
foundation 1 Acts of Parhament alone, and m1y, theretore, e
all taken away by the rightful puser of the Pazlizment,

There are some persoas who contend, that the Pacliament has
the rightful pnwer o make regulanens with regard to the pro-
porty of the Chareh 5 to make a new distribution of it amongst
the bishops, deans, pa~song, and so forth; buet that, thoush
there 1aay be tuo wach property found Jodged 1 ecertaia hands,
and though the righttful power of the Parlament to make a more
desivable disteibution 1s undoubted 5 st that pover does not
extend so far as the talang of it away from the Charch alto-
gother , and that i1t be takien frow the parsons, bishops, and
so forth, it must be applied 10 some purvuses or other tending
to the upholding,and to the efficicncy of the Established Church
and the purposes of education are generally nomed ; which is
about as cutieus a whnn as cver entered tho head of mortal
men.  Why, what 18 the established Church FOR1  For
what do its cloigy swullow up from five 10 eight midions =
year? If for any thing of public benefit, it must be for the
purpose of instructing the people in religion ; that is to say,
for cducating the peopie in the principles of true rehgiva.—
Why, then, taks the money away from the passons and give
it to somcbody else, that they may teach the penple? Be-
sides, if the tithes be taken from the parsons, acd therr amount
given to schovlmasters, there is, iu fact, an sliznetion from the
Church,

It is, then, & mere matter of expediency; ond the only ques-
tion 1s, would it be gend for the people; good for the people in
general, of this kingdon, tetake the v.hole of the property from
the ciergy, or would it not?  This is the only question to be en-
tertained on the subject by rational men. lam of opinion that
it wonld be good to do ity zud, before I have done, 1shall clear-
Iy aud teankly state all my reasens for betng of that opinion.

The first question, “ How came thers to be aa established
Chirch”’’ 1 have now answered: I have stated, and clearly
shown, the motives for the making of this Church; 1 have
sha vn the manner in which it was made; I have given a true
preturo of the character and conduct of the makers of it ; I have
exiiinted to the view of the teader the seventies, the cruelties,
the ferecious, the more than savage punishments, by which its
wtrud cction was enforced ; T have, above all things, shown that

.origiated in Acts of barliament; that it yeots 20itly ou Aots

of Patliament fur every fragment of posseesion that it has; and
that it, and all that helongs to jt, may now be disposed of by
the nightful power of the Parhament, in any manner, and for
any purpese, that the Parliament may decm “to be proper. and
now I shall, 10 the next lotter, proceed to show * how thero
came to be people called dissenters.”

CONSEQUENCES OF PRIVATE JUDGEMENT.

Oue of the most deplorable cfivets of this absurd principle of
Protestantism is, that it has brought the sacred ninistry
into contempt, and dearaded its functions in the eyes of
the- people.  We find from the Seripturo that in ancient
times no one tuok the honour of the priesthood 1o him-
self, or arrogated its functions, but he that was called of
God, like Aaron. ‘The Redeemer bimself was notan exception
to this universal rule.  But when the destructive principle of
Private Jndgement was onee proclsimed every fanatic set bim-
self up fora pricstand u preacher. ‘The commission to preach
came not from the Chureh or tho Bishop, but was obtained from
the civil Mugistate in the shape of a License.  This was what
made Dryden say (—

s+ Eaeh*pious "prentice freely inay dispense
Salvation, licensed now for cighteen pence
And should devotion tempt him from hiz awl
1e'jl get hisorders, if he gets his call!”

Dr. Daubeny a Protestant Divine, describing some of those
self elecied preachers, says :— .

Ihey ars a sct of ignorant, self sufficient enthusiasts, in-
dustriously pushing themsclves iuto every parish, creeping in-
to houscs, and jeading captive thoso silly persons who aro weak
enoagh tobe led by them, <Hhiey arc many of them of so lowfa
description, asto bo obliged to substitute their marks for their
names.”’ .

"Tlic confusion produced in England a century ago, by those
spiriteal quacks is very happily described by De Walton, an
Eaglish Protestant in his Preface 10 his Polyglott wherc he
BAYS *——

s Aristarchus heretoforo could scarce find seven wise men
in Giecee; but with us, scarce arc to be found so many ideots.
Yor, all are doctors, all are disincly learned ; there is not so
much 28 the meanest fanatic or jackpudding who docs not give
you his own dreams for the word of God.  The loltomless pit
szems 20 be sct opex:, from whence a smoke has arisen which bs
darkencd the heavens and the stars, and locusts have come out
with stings, o nnmerous rzce of scetarians and kieretics, who
have senewed all the ancient heresics, and invented many
monstzous opnions of their own. These have filled our cities,
sillages, camps, houses, nay our Pulpits ton, and lead the poor
deluded people with them to the pit of perdiiion !”

Wtat wonder that an English Prelate shonld say :—¢“ The
establishment is a tree which is shivering to picces with wedges
mads out of itself.”

Dr. Walton's complaint, is however, very unjust. For, ao-
cording to the Protestant, Rule of Faith, those crazy fanatics
and jeckpuddings” had as good a right to preach and inter~
pret Scripture as himself.

Every one knows what a great champion of Protestantism
the late Robert Southey was; listen to his description of a
certzin class of preachers of the word:e— |
«They consist of roving adventurers; in all their intermedi-
2%e gradee betwoea koavery and madness, who take to preach-

ling ws % thving trede.  One Migisirate id the cousity of



