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crown, his ecclefiaftical fupremacy ? Would he

have totally counteraaecl his injiindioiis to

fubmit to the powers that are, by rendering all

civil powers infecnre, and dependant upon the

I)leal'ure of the peo})le ? Eftablifh but once in

the minds of men this divine, indefeafible ?«/-

nijlri/ of the people, and the reft of his book is

totally ufekfs. Imprels them once with a firm

conv'.'ion that all lawful power is derived

from them, and ftop them from exerting their

fovereign authority if you can, by the kuti-

ments of prudence, and duty, at the beginning

of the pamphlet. It is like fetting a houfc oa

tire at all ends, and throwing a bucket of water

upon it. It all comes to this fhort point, if

Mr. Burke was fnicere in his wilhes to i^ro-

mote fubordination, he could 7io/ have intro-

duced any dodrines of a dire^ly opp(^fite na-

ture ; but if his defigns were to promote J'leo-

binifm, he could not have found a more judi-

cious, and effedual mode of doing it tlian by

ufmo- a cloak ofa diiFerent colour. Jacobinifiu

is irreconcileable with loyalty, but loyal pre-

tences are not inconfiftent with Jacobinifm.

Loyalty could require no mixture of Jacobin-

ifm to make it palatable, but perhaps a

drauo-ht of pure Jacobinifm would never have

been^eadily fwallowed, unlefs the edge of the

cup had been a little flavoured \\ ith more

wholelbme principles.

But it is not merely a queftion of intention ;

fuch dodrines he has actually/ taught, and

thev are too flattering to human pride not to
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