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TO

The Nobility and Gentry ofSCOTLAND;

PARTICULARLY,,

Such of them as are ELDERS of the CHURCH,

and frequently Members of the GENERAL
ASSEMBLY,

T1

Right Honourable, and Right Worſhipful,

Herewas prefixed to the Ecclefiaftical Charac

teriſtics à ludicrous dedication ; there ſeems

therefore ſome propriety in prefixing a ſerious de

dication to this Apology. To whom it ought to be

addreſſed , could ſcarce admit of a moment's he

fitation. It profeſſes to aim at promoting the in

tereſt of religion in the church of Scotland ; and

certainly none have it ſo much in their power to

preſerve or improve the conſtitution , both in

church and ſtate, as your Lordſhips and Worſhips.

I am not to flatter you with an entire approba

tion of your paſt conduct as church -members. The

deſign of this addreſs is rather to beſeech

the moſt reſpectful manner, ſeriouſly to conſider,

whether you ought any longer to give countenance

to the meaſures which have for ſome time general

ly prevailed . I am encouraged to this, by reflect

ing, that it is to you, indeed , we are obliged for

ſetting fome bounds to the attempts of the high

flying clergy. I could give ſeveral inſtances of

this ; but ſhall only mention one, becauſe it is

very recent. In the Aſſembly 1762, it was evi .

dently

you, in
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dently owing to the Honourable members, that a

ſanction was not given to a reſolution , of inflict

ing cenſures upon miniſters, merely for preaching

to their own people at their deſire: A thing fo o

dious in its appearance, and ſo dangerous as an

example, that no circumſtances , or ends to be ſer

ved by it, could poſſibly juſtify it .

I have already hinted , that you are moſt able to

promote falutary meaſures in the church-courts ;

give me leave to add, that I firmly believe you will

be firſt willing to make any change for the better .

Individuals may, but, in the preſent ſtate of human

nature, it ought not to be expected, that the majo

rity of any body of men will give up private be

nefit in wealth, power, or eaſe, for public good .

Therefore, when once the clergy are corrupted,

their reformation can be looked for from the laity

only , and not from themſelves. There is an ob

ſervation to this purpoſe in the Rev. Dr Robert

fon's hiſtory * , which deſerves to be written in
letters of gold : “ They ” ( i.e. the Proteſtants)

applied to another Aſſembly, to a convocation

of the Popiſh clergy ; but with the ſame ill fuc

“ ceſs which hath always attended every propoſal

" for reformation addrefled to that order of men .

“ To abandon uſurped power, to renounce lucra

“ tive error, is a ſacrifice, which the virtue of in

dividuals has, on fome occaſions, offered to
،،

truth ; but from any fociety of mer , no ſuch ef

“ fort can be expected . The corruptions of a ſo

ciety , recommended by commcn utility, and juz

lified by univerſal practice, are viewed, by its

members, without ſhame or korror; and refor

mation never proceeds from themielves, but is al

ways forced upon them by fome foreign hand!. "

• Vol. 1
p.:43.
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I am ſo much of that eminent writer's opinion , that

I look upon every attempt for reviving the intereſt

of religion as quite hopeleſs, unleſs you be pleaſed

to ſupport it ; and , at the ſame time, am not with

out the ſtrongeſt expectation, that the period is faſt

approaching, when you will ſee it neceſſary to in

terpoſe.

Will you indulge me in adding a fanciful reaſon

for my hope. Many of you
have been bred to the

ſtudy of the law. Now, I have obſerved in read

ing the New Teſtament, that it was a lawyer who

took care of the body of our Saviour, after it had

been crucified at the inſtigation of the prieſts. His

name was Joſeph of Arimathea, an honourable man,

and a counſellor, and the fact is recorded by all the

four evangeliſts. Who knows therefore but the

gentlemen of the ſame profeſſion among us may

be the inſtruments of delivering the church, which

is Chriſt's myſtical body, from the tyrannical im

poſitions of churchmen in power ?

Look into the hiſtory of this and every other

church, and you will ſee, that the laity never lent

their influence to promote the ambition and ſecular

greatneſs of eccleſiaſtics, but they received their re

ward in ingratitude and contempt. I have heard

many of you praiſed as great friends to the church .

By this is meant, that you have a friendſhip for,

and are ready to increaſe the revenues and worldly

conveniency of thoſe who bear the ſacred office,

who are alſo called clergy. I beg leave to obſerve,

that the wiſeft of mankind are ſometimes deceived

by words, and patiently ſubmit to gradual and

inſenſible ufurpations. Both the words clergy and

church are an incroachment of the teachers upon

you , and all the other hearers of the goſpel. The

firit of them comes from rupes, w..ich fignifies inhe

ritance,

1
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ritance, and when appropriated to minifters, ſeems

to intimate that they alone are God's inheritance,

while ſurely ſome of the people are as much his in

heritance as they. The word church is a ſcripture:

phraſe, and is ufed about one hundred times in the

New Teſtament. But of all theſe, in not above

one or two at moſt can it be pretended to ſignify

the miniſters, excluſive of the people. Therefore

if
you be friends to the church, take the word in

its proper and genuine fenſe, and admit the people
to a due proportion of

your favour.

Far be it from me to blame thoſe who ſhew a

friendſhip and attachment to miniſters, and wiſh

to ſee them comfortably and decently provided for.

This is highly neceſſary to free them from that an

xiety and folicitude which is inſeparable from a

poor and dependent ſtate. But why are they to be

provided for at all ? or why is it an amiable cha

racter to be a friend to the church ? Surely that

the great ends of their ſacred function may
be pro

moted ; that, freed from the neceſſity of attending

to ſecular purſuits, they may have liberty to be

ſtow their time and pains for the ſpiritual benefit
of thoſe committed to their care.

For this reaſon, I hurably intreat you, who, by

your exalted ſtations, only can do it with ſucceſs,

to frown upon the luxurious and aſpiring, to en

courage thehumble and diligent clergyman. The

intereſt of religion in this nation, is an object of

the higheſt value in itſelf, and inſeparable from our

temporal proſperity. On both accounts I hope it

will be the object of your moſt tender care ; and, in

return, may it pleaſe God to make you know to

your happy experience the truth of his own word,

Them that honour me, I will honour ; but they that

defpife me, ſhall be lightly eſteemed .

I am, & -c.



1

A

SERIOUS A POLOGY

FOR

The Eccleſiaſtical Characteriſtics.

TI
\HE Eccleſiaſtical Characteriſtics is evidently a

ſatire upon clergymen of a certain character. It

is a ſatire too, which every body muſt ſee was

intended to carry in it no ſmall meaſure of keenneſs and

ſeverity . This was to be expected from the nature and

deſign of the performance. A ſatire that does not bite,

is good for nothing. Hence it neceſſarily follows , that

it is eſſential tothis manner of writing, to provoke and

give offence. The greateſt ſatiriſts, in all ages , have

made juſt as many enemies to themſelves, as they expo

fed objects of ſcorn and deriſion to the public * . It was

certainly, on this account , eaſy to foreſee what would

be the effect of the publication of ſuch a piece, if it was

executed in a tolerable manner ; and therefore Ihope

every impartial perſon will not only acquit meof blame,

but confeſs, I acted very prudently in not ſetting my

name to the work .

The event juſtified this precaution. The rage and

fury of many miniſters in Scotland when this pam

phlet was firſt publiſhed, is known almoſt to all its read

ers . The moſt opprobrious names were beſtowed up

on the concealed author, and the moſt dreadful

threatenings uttered , in caſe they ſhould be ſo fortunate

as diſcover and convict him . One gentleman in particu

lar , who fell under the imputationof being concerned

• Hiſtory informs us, that Horace, for his admired fatires, had many

private enemies in Rome; and it has been ſaid , that our countryman Mr

Pope durft hardly walk the ſtreets of London , ſome years before his death ,

through fear of being attacked or piſtoled, cyen when he met with the high

eit encouragement from the public.
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in it , has ever ſince been the object of their deteſtation

and reſentment; although I think it remains yet very un

certain , what hand he had , or whether he had any hand

at all , in its compoſition : A queſtion which I hope the

prelent production, by a compariſon with his other

works, will enable the ſharp -lighted public to determine.

But though I had, by good management, provided

myſelf a ſhelter from the ſtorm , it is not to be ſuppoſed

but I heard it well enough rattling over my head. The

truth is , I have liſtened , with all poſſible attention , to .

the objections raiſed againſt this performance ; and found,

with much concern , that the great endeavour of its e

nemies has been , to repreſent the general deſign of it as

contrary to the intereſt of religion ; and the ſpirit and

manner of it , as inconſiſtent with the Chriſtian temper.

The common cry has been , “ The author muſt be a man

“ of a bad heart-No good man could write ſuch a

“ piece.” This has given me an irreſiſtible inclination ,

upon notice that a newedition of it is intended , to ſend

into the world , at the ſame time, a ſerious apology for

it , not only for my own vindication , but that, if it hath

any capacity of doing good, thishappy purpoſe may not

te defeated by the implicit credit given to ſo heavy an
accuſation .

In entering upon this taſk , I take the liberty to affirm ,

that what firſt induced me towrite, was a decp concern

for the declining intereſt of religion in the church of

Scotland , mixed with ſome indignation at what appear

ed to mea ſtrange abuſe of church-authority in the years

1751 and 1752 * . The reaſons of its particular itruc

ture will be given afterwards : in the mean time, the

reader may reſt aſſured , that this defence ſhall be wholly

ferious , and ſhall not contain a ſingle propoſition which,

in its plain and literal meaning, the author does not be

lieve to be true . Not ſo much as attempting to borrow

aſſiſtance from wit and ridicule, he ſubmits his cauſeany

* This refers to the rebaking and depoſing minifters whodid not think

themſelves at liberty to join in the ordination of a paſtor without a people,

The firſt was done in the caſe of Mr Adam and the prcſbytery of Linlih

gow, who declined being preſent at the ſettlement of Torphichen ; the ſc

cond, in the caſe of Mr Gilleſpic, in the ſettlement of Inverkcithing,
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to be tried by calm diſpaſſionate reaſoning, and only bers

the impartial attention of the reader .

To free the queſtion from ambiguity, it will be ne

ceſſary to conſider the performance diſtinctly, under the

three following heads. 1. The ſubject of it in generI;

which is confeiled to be an attack upon the principles,

manners , and political conduct, of certain clergymen.
2. Why it is written in an aſſumed character and ironi

cal ſtyle. 3. What occaſion was given for it by thoſe to

whom it was evidently applied, viz . the miniſters of our
own church .

I. Let us conſider the ſubject in general, viz . attack

ing and expoſing the characters of clergymen. While I

am ſpeaking upon this head, I muſt take it for granted,

that the faults are real ; that the fatire and reproofs are

juſt. An objection againſt the performance has been

often made to this purpoſe : “ Suppoſing the things cen

« ſured to be true, what end does it ſerve to publiſh

" them ? If tenderneſs for the reputation of the offend

ers could not prevent ſuch cruel treatment, ought

“ not a regard forthe edification of others, and the fuc

« ceſs of the goſpel in their hand, to have diſpoſed a

good man to throw a veil over their infirmities ? Is

“ not religion wounded through their ſides, and occa

“ fion given to infidels to triumph ?”

In anſwer to this , I confeſs myſelf to have very differ

ent views of things from thoſe who ſpeak in this man

ner. Nay, I believe, that though there are ſome who

ſpeak as they think , yet it is much more frequently the

language ofthoſe whowiſh nothing ſo much as the un

diſturbed indulgence of themſelves , in ſloth, luxury, or

groffer crimes . I am altogether at a loſs to know what

is the argument in reaſon, or the precept in ſcripture ,

which makes it criminal to cenſure miniſters when they

deſerve it . That their ſtation , like that of all other per

ſons of influence , or in public employment, ſhould

make men very tender and cautious how they take up

an evil report againſt them, and careful never to do it

but on good grounds, I readily allow ; but where the

character is really bad , I hold it as a firſt principle, that

as it is in them doubly criminal, and doubly pernicious ,

ſo3 2
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ſo it ought to be expoſed with double ſeverity. This is

ſo far from being contrary to the intereſt of religion ,

even when done by a clergynian, that nothing can be

more honourable to it, than to ſhow that there are ſome

ſo bold as to reprove, and ſo faithful as to withſtand the

corruptions of others. How far ſecret wickedneſs ſhould

be concealed, or ſcenes of iniquity not laid open , and

ſo fin turned into fcandal in miniſters, is a matter that

would require a very careful and accurate diſcuſſion, and

admits of many exceptions : but if, in any caſe, erro

neous doctrine, or degeneracy of life, is plain and viſible ;

to render them completely odious, muſt certainly be a

duty . When it is not done, it provokes men to con

clude , the clergy all combined together, like Demetrius

and the craftſmen, and more concerned for their own

power and credit, than for the intereſt and benefit ofthoſe

committed to their charge.

That irreligion and infidelity has made a rapid progreſs

among us for ſometime patt, is a certain , and a melan

choly truth . Well ! perhaps I ſhall be told, That I have

contributed to ſtrengthen the cauſe of infidelity among

the quality and gentry, by giving them ſuch a repreſenta

tion of the clergy. I anſwer, That gentlemens forming

a bad opinion of clergymen contributes to promote infi

delity , I will by no means deny ; ſo far from it , I affirm ,

that without this , all other cauſes put together would

not be able to produce it in any great degree. The

great, as well as the vulgar, are always moreinfluenced

in their regard for, or contempt of religion, by what

they ſee in the characters and behaviour of men, than by

any ſpeculative reaſonings whatever. This is what they

themſelves make no fcruple, on many occaſions, to con

fefs . Biſhop Burnet, in his Diſcourſe of the Faſtoral

Care, acquaints us, that , “ having had much free con

« verſation with many that have been fatally corrupted

" that way , they have very often owned, that nothing

“ promoted this ſo much in them as the bad opinion

“ wlich they took up of clergymen . They did not fee

" in them , ” ſays lie , “ that Itrictneſs of life, that con

tempt of the world, that zeal, that meekneſs, humi

" lity, and charity, that diligence and earneſtneſs, with

c relation



[ 9 ]

“ relation to the great truths of the Chriſtian religion,

66 which they reckoned they would moſt certainly have,

“ if they themſelves firmly believed it ; therefore they

“ concluded, that thoſe whoſe buſineſs it was more

“ ſtrictly to inquire into the truth of their religion ,

“ knew , that it was not ſo certain as they themſelves,

“ for other ends, endeavoured to make the world be
lieve it was. ”

But the great, or rather the only queſtion yet re

mains : Did the publication of the Characteriſtics give

the firit occation to ſuch refle tions in Scotland ? Was

the firit infor nation gentlemenhad of the characters of

the clergy drawn froin that performance ? This, which

must be the very foun lation of the objection we are con

lidering, is not true ; and in :leed, it is not poſſible , in

the nature of things, that it hould be true. If there

be any ſuch thing as corruption among the clergy, by

neglect of duty, luxury in dreſsor table, laxneſs in prin

ciple, or licentiouſneſs of practice, it can be no fecret

to people of figure and falhion . It is commonly in their

fociety that the molt free converſation and unclerical

carriage is found among gentlemen of the ſacred order.

And though ſonie of the laity who regret ſuch in lecencies,

may have ſo much good manners as to forbear upbraiding

them openly, and others may perhaps not be diſpleaſed at

the reinoval of all retraints, either from the diſcipline or

example of miniſters ; yet it is well known how little

to their advantage perſons of both forts have talked, long

before the Charateriſtics had a being. So that, inſtead

of any public rebuke being the occaſion of gentlemens

forming a bad opinion of the clergy, the laſt, on the

contrary, gave a manifeſt occaſion for the firſt, if it lid

not make lomething of that kindindiſpenſably neceſſary.

Many wrong opinions ariſe from confounding things
that have ſome relation to one another, but are , not

withſtanding, eſſentially diſtinct . Thus what ought

really to beimputed to the crime, is frequently imputed

to the punidhment. Becauſe a bad opinion of the clergy

ka s men to infidelity, therefore, ſay ſome, cover their

ailings, and palliate their crimes ; to expoſe them is doing

hurt to religion. On the contrary, I reckon it is fir

more

.
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more concluſive to fay, Becauſe the bad characters of the

clergy are extremely hurtful to religion, let them be told ,

that the greateſt ſtrictneſs and purity of manners is ex

pected from them ; and if any will not comply, let the
guilty per fonsbe chaſtifed , that the honour of the order

may be preſerved . I was never better pleaſed with a

ftory than one I have read of the late Duke of Orleans,

Regent of France . It happened, that, during his regency ,
oneof the French Princes of the Blood wasconvicted of

committing robbery on the highway. Great interceſſion

was made with the Regent , to ſave him from the ignominy

of a public execution , which, it was alledged, would be an

indelible ſtain upon the Royal blood . To this the Duke

replied , The Royal blood is indeed deeply itained, but

it was ſtained by the commiſſion of the crime; the pu

niſhment will only ſerve to waſh out the ſtain , as far as

that is now poſſible .

Chriſtiansmay, if they pleaſe, learn what ought to be

their own conduct, by obſerving the contrary conduct of

infidels, who generally underſtand what is the real in

tereſt of that unhappy cauſe. It is of no conſequence

to an infidel to makeit appear that there are ſomemini

ſters bad men. His greatbuſineſs is , to transfer the faults

of particulars to the whole order, and to inſinuate, that

“ prieſts of all religions are the faine. ” This appears

from the general Itrain of their writings and converſa

tion . Neither is it uncommon to ſee infidels, who, on

all occaſions, diſcover the moſt rancorous malice againſt

miniſters of the goſpel in general, maintain the greateſt

intimacy with ſome particulars of that denomination .

Whether their friendſhip is an honour or diſgrace to the

perfons ſo diſtinguiſhed, I think is not difficult to deter

mine . However, in oppoſition to this conduct, every

real Chriſtian , while he maintains upon his mind the

deepeſt ſenſe of the importance and uſefulneſs of the

facred office, thould , at the fame time, hold in deteſta

tion thoſe who, by an unworthy behaviour, expoſe it to

contempt.

That Iam not ſingular in this opinion , appears from the

hiſtory of theChriſtian church in every age . Were it not

that it might be conſidered as an unneceflary oftentation of

learning,
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learning , I could eaſily ſhew , from almoſt every writer

renowned for piety and worth , with what boldneſs

and ſeverity they treated the corrupt clergy of their

own times. And what is remarkable, though their

characters have now received a fanction from their anti

quity, and indeed a luſtre from this very zeal and fide

lity ; yet while they lived, their invectives were cons

ſtantly complained of by the indolent or vitious of their

cotemporaries, as injurious to the intereſts of religion.

That this was the cale at the reformation , may be eaſily.

ſeen by any who will look but a little into the writings

of that age . In our neighbour country, when Mr

Richard Baxter wrote his Gildas Salvianus, or , Reform

ed Paſtor, which contained a very plain and very ſevere

reprehenſion of his brethren the clergy, the ſame objec

tion was made againſt the publication of it, at leaſt in

the Engliſh language, by ſome prudent ſofteners. To

this heanſwers, among other things, as follows. “When

“ the ſin is open in the light of the world , it is in vain

" to attempt to hide it ; and ſuch attempts will but aga

gravate it, and increaſe our ſhame. If the miniſters

" of England had ſinned only in Latin , I would have

" made ſhift to have admonished them in Latin ; but if

" they will ſin in Engliſh , they muſt hear it in Engliſh .

“ Unpardoned ſin will never let us relt, though we be

at ever ſo much care and cost to cover it . Our fin

" will ſurely find us out, though we find not it . And

< if he that confeffeth and forſaketh be the man that

" ſhall have mercy , no wonder then if he that covereth

“ it profper not. If we be fo tender of ourſelves, and

« loth to confeſs, God will be leſs tender of us, and in

« dite our confeſſions for us.- Too many that have ſet

6 their hand to this ſacred work, do ſo obſtinately pro

- ceed in ſelf-ſeeking, negligence, and pride, &c . that

" it is become our neceſſary duty to admoniſh them .

66 Jf we could ſee that ſuch would reform without re

« proof, we could gladly forbear the publiſhing of their

16 faults ; but when reproofs themſelves do prove ſo in

effectual, that they are more offended at the reproof

H than at the ſin , and had rather that we ſhould ceaſe

“ reproving,
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« reproving, than themſelves ſhould ceaſe ſinning, I

< think it is time to ſharpen the remedy."

I ſhall adduce but one example more, to which I beg

the attention of thoſe who have been inadvertently

taught to think that one who endeavours to expoſe the
characters of the clergy cannot be a good man. Does

not all hiſtory bear teſtimony to the learning, piety, and

worth of the gentlemen of the Port-Royal, a ſociety of
Janſeniſts, who, a little more than a hundred years ago,

made a moſt violent attack upon the Jeſuits in France;

particularly M. Paſcal, in his Provincial Letters, which

are written almost entirely in the way of wit and humour.

Theſe pieces are ſtill univerſally admired ; nor are they,

at this time, counted any objection to his character for

piety and integrity. At the time of publication, how

ever, the very fame objections which are now made to

the Characteriſtics, were made to his writings.

The reader may poſſibly recollect, that I hinted above

a ſuſpicion, that many are not ſincere in offering this

objection. One reaſon for this fufpicion I am almoſt

aſhamed to mention, for the reproach which it brings,
in my apprehenſion, upon manymembers of the church

of Scotland ; but as it is well known, it is unneceſſary to

conceal it , and, in my own defence, I am intitled to re

peat it . There have been, within theſe few years, wri
tings publiſhed in Scotland directly levelled against reli

gion itſelf, taking away the very foundations of morality,

treating our Redeemer's name with contempt and deri

fion, and bringing in doubt the very being of a God .

Writings of this kind have been publicly avowed, and the

names oftheauthors prefixed. Now, where has beenthe zeal

ofthe enemies of the Characteriſtics againſtſuch writings?

Have they moved for the exerciſe of diſcipline againſt the

writers ? Have they ſupported the motion when made

by others ? Are not books in oppoſition to the goſpel,

and abuſing all clergymen, as ſuch, more contrary to

the intereſtof religion, than one which only impeaches

This any man may fee, who will look at his eleventh letter, and ſome

of the ſubſequent ones, as well as the nutes on them , which are generally a

fcribed to Mr Arnauld .

the
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the fidelity of a part of that order, from at leaſt a pro

feiled concern for the honour of the whole ? Does not

this tempt men to fay, as was faid an age ago by Moliere

in France, or by fome there, on occaſion of a play of his

called the Tartuffe, That a man may write what he plea

ſeth againſt God Almighty in perfect ſecurity ; but if he

write againſt the characters of the clergy in power, he is
ruined for ever .

Another reaſon why I ſuſpect the ſincerity of the ene

mies of the Characteriſtics, when they pretend a regard for

the intereit of religion as the ground oftheir displeaſure, is ,

that it hath often happened , that both ſpeakers and writers

have charged another party of the miniſters of the church of

Scotland with hypocriſy and deceit, the moſt villanous

of all characters ; and yet it never occurred to theſe gen

tlemen, that ſuch a charge was hurtful to the intereſt of

religion. I am now to let the reader into a ſecret.

What very much contributed, or rather, indeed, what

chiefly brought me to a reſolution of publiſhing the Cha

racteriſtics, was a pamphlet publiſhed a few months be

fore it, called, A juſt view of the conſtitution of the

church of Scotland . This univerſal uncontradicted fame

attributed to the late DrHn; and the expreſs pur

poſe of it is , to repreſent a certain ſet of miniſters asagi

tators of the people, and, in general, as not acting upon

conſcience, even where they pretend it, but from a love

of popularity . Beſides this, he tells a ſtory, which he

calls a ſcene of iniquity, with the initial letters of the

names of the perſons ſuppoſed to be guilty. Was ever

this pamphlet charged by my enemies as contrary to the

intereſt of religion ? It will notbe pretended . Now , I

1hould be glad to know , what it is that makes the diſco

very of a ſcene of iniquity, when committed by ſome

whom I muſt not name, contrary to the intereſt of reli

gion , but the diſcovery of a ſcene of iniquity committed

by certain others , no way contrary to it at all ? I am

not able to find any reaſon for this difference of judg

ment, but one, which is not very honourable to them ,

viz. That perhaps ſcenes of iniquity ſuppoſed to be com

mitted by them, are more probable in themſelves, and

actually obtain more credit, than thoſe which they alledge

с againſt
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againſt others . I do not affirm that this is the reaſon :

but I think, ſince they had been the aggreſlors, both in

cenſuring miniſters for ſcrupling obedience to their un

conftitutional deciſions , and attacking their characters

in print ; if ſome nameleſs author thought fit to retaliate

the injury in the latt kind, and did it with ſo great fuc

ceſs, they ought to have lain as quiet under it as poífible,

both from equity and prudence: from equity, becauſe

they had given the provocation ; and from prudence,

becauſe , in fact, their conduct tempted many to lay,

The charge muſt have been juít, or it would have been

treated with contempt ; the Itroke muſt have been well

aimed , the wound muſt have been very deep, ſince the

ſcar continues fo long, and is never like to be either for

gotten or forgiven.

This, however, is , in itſelf, but of ſmall moment,

It would be of little conſequence whether their conduct

had been reaſonable and conſiſtent or not , if the objec-'

tion itſelf were juſt . But I hope it appears very clearly,

from what I have offered above, that fuppofing the con

duct of the clergy to be unbecoming their profellion , a

regard to religion not only permits, but loudly calls for

a ſevere reprehenſion of it. This is agreeable to the

ſentiments and practice of the wifeſt and beſt men in every

age . There have been , indeed , a few exceptions : but

the lenity which ſome excellent perſons have thewn to

the vices of the clergy, has been generally reckoned a

inong their weakneſſes, and not their virtues . I men

tion this, left it ſhould come into any perſon's mind,

what is related of Conſtantine the Great, viz . that when

he had received a bundle of papers, which, he was told,

contained accuſations againſt the vicious part of the cler

gy , he publicly burnt them , after having taken an oath,

that he did not know what they contained ; and added ,

that though he ſhould ſee a bithop in the very act of a

crime that ſhall be nameleſs in English *, he would cover

him with his purple . If the account be true, and this

be the charity which fome plead for with ſo great carneſt

Alienum torum labefactantem ,

neſs,
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neſs, one can hardly help crying out , o Emperor, great

was thy charity !

II . According to the diſtribution I made of my ſubject,

the next point is, To account for the Charaéteriſtics being
written in an aſſumed character, and ironical, ſtyle.

“ If concern for the intereſt of religion prompted you ,"

fay fome, “ to attack the characters of the clergy, why
" was it not done in a ſerious way ? Would it not have

“ been better, gravely to have convicted them of their

“ fin , and warned them of their danger, than to ſet

them in a ridiculous point of light, and expoſe them

" to the public ſcorn ?” This objection, I am ſenſible,

made an impreffion on ſome well-meaning perſons; and
therefore it will be neceſſary to confider it with care . A

very good man , when he firſt read the Characteriſtics,

expreſſed himſelf thus : " Alas ! if there was occaſion

given for it , would it not have been better to have

“ liad recourſe to prayer than to fitire ?” In general, I

humbly apprehend , there is no oppoſition between theſe

two means; and therefore, in many caſes , it is proper to

employ both . Let me therefore intreat the attention of

the reader, while I briefly conſider, firſt, the lawfulneſs

of employing ridicule in ſuch a cauſe ; and, ſecondly ,

what particular circumſtances concurred to render it the

moſt proper method , if not, in a manner , neceſſary, in

the initance before us .

That it is a lawful thing to employ ridicule in ſuch a

caule, is evident from the very higheſt authority. There

are many intances ofirony in the ſacred writings. Inthe

3d chapter of Geneſis, verf. 22. We have an expreſſion

uſed by God himſelf, which interpreters do generally

ſuppoſe to be in irony : and as it is of the moit ſevere

and penetrating kind, in a moſt deplorable calamity, fo

I cannot well imagine what other rational meaning can

be put upon the words. And tħe Lord God ſaid , Bchold,

the manis become as one of us, to know good and evil.

It muſt be remembered, that Adam had broke his

inaker's command, from a foolish expectation, upon the

devil's promiſe , of becoming like God . On this , an

ancient interpreter ſays, “ Adam deſerved to be derided

“ in this inanner ; and he was made more deeply ſenſible
C2 6 of
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56 of his folly by this ironical expreſſion , than by any o

" ther that could have been uſed . " The conduct of E

lijah, and his treatment of the prophets of Baal, is ano

ther known example of the faine kind. It is recorded

1 Kings xviii . 27. And it came to paſs at noon , that

Elijah mocked them , and ſaid, Cry aloud : for he 4s a

god, cither he is talking, or he is purſuing, or he is

on a journey, or peradventure he ſleepeth, and muſt be
awaked.

There are ſeveral inſtances of the fame manner of

ſpeaking in the prophetical books ; particularly, the pro

phet Iſaiah , in an admirable manner , and at great length,

expoſes the ſottiſh folly of idolaters . The paſſagesare

well known ; as are alſo fome in the apoſtolic writings ;

and therefore I omit them for the ſake of brevity ; and

only mention an expreſſion of our Saviour himſelf, who,

though a man of ſorrows, and in a ſtate of humiliation ,

yet , in ſome places , uſes a language plainly ironical ; as

in JohnX. 32. Many good works have I ſhewed youfrom

my Father ; for which of thoſe works do ye jioneme ?

It was certainly making them very ridiculous , to aſk

them , for which of his good works they propoſed to

ſtone him , as well as it was the ſtrongeſt way of ſignifying

that he had never done any works among them but ſuch

as were good .

After theſe examples, none will be ſurpriſed when I

fay, that the moſt grave and venerable of the fathers have

both uſed this manner of writing, and aſſerted its necef

ſity and uſe . To be convinced ofthis, let any man only read

St Jerom , in his letters , and his writings , again't Jovian

and the Pelagians; Tertullian , in his apology againſt the

folly of idolaters; Auguſtine, Ireneus, and Bernard, and

many others of the moſt approved characters . It is in

deel founded upon the plaineſt reaſon. There is com

monly a pride and ſelf-fufficiency in men under the do

minion of error, which makes them deaf to advice , and

impregnable to grave and ſerious reaſoning : neither is

there any getting at them till their pride is levelled a little

with this diſmaying weapon . But left the reader Thould

be leſs willing to yield to my reaſoning than to that of

greater men , I fhall beg leave to tranſlate three paſſages
from
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1

from three different writers in diſtant ages, which could

not be more applicable to the times in which they lived,

than they are to mypreſent purpoſe.

The firſt is from Tertullian : “ That which I have

“ done , is nothing elſe but a play before the real combat.

“ I have rather pointed out the woundswhich might be

given you, than given them in effect. If there are

“ places which oblige people to laugh , it is becauſe

“ the ſubjects themfelves are ridiculous .
There are

many things which ought to betreated with contempt

" and mockery, through fear of giving them weight;

“ and making them important by ſeriouſly debating

" them . Nothing is more juſtly due to vanity than de

“ rifion ; and it belongs to the truth to ſmile, becauſe

" it is chearful, and to deſpiſe its enemies, becauſe it

" is aſſured of victory. It is true , weought to be care

“ ful that the raillery be not low , and unworthy of the

“ truth ; but if that be attended to , and one can uſe it

" with addreſs and delicacy, it is a duty to do ſo . ”

The ſecond paſſage is fromSt Auguſtine, in the follow

ing words . i Who will dare to ſay, that the truth

“ ought to remain defenceleſs againſt the attacks of falſe

“ hood ? that the enemies of religion ſhall be permit

“ ted to terrify the faithful with ſtrong words, and to

“ entice or ſeduce them by agreeable turns of wit ; but

" that believers ought never to write but with ſuch a

" coldneſs of ſtyle as to lull the reader aſleep ? ”

The third paſlage is from Paſcal, in the eleventh of

his Provincial Letters : “ As the truths of the gospel

are the proper objects both of love and reſpect, ſo the

errors which are oppoſite to them are the objects both

" of hatred and contempt. There are two diſtinct qua

“ lities in the firſt, a divine beauty which renders them

" amiable , and a facred majeſty which renders them

6 venerable ; there are alſo in the lait, a guilt and im

“ piety which renders them horrible, and a deluſion and

" folly which renders them filly and contemptible .

“ Wherefore, as the ſaints have always, for truth, the uni

6 ted affections of love and fear ; ſo, for error, they have

“ alſo the correſpondent ſentiments of hatred and con

tempt . Their zeal equally diſpoſes them to reſiſt the
6. malice
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« malice ofbad men with boldneſs and courage, and to

« diſcredit their folly by deriſion and ſcorn .”

That it is lawful, in ſome caſes, to uſe ridicule, I

hope is now ſufficiently proved. The truth is , though it

is common and natural for men to cry out, That this is

an unbecoming manner of landling the ſubject, when

their own miſtakes are expoſed ; yet I have met with ve

ry few controverſial writers, who do not, in proportion

to their ſkill , endeavour to inliſt Ridicule in the ſervice

of Reaſon. It is often indeed a forry and motley mix

ture of grave and comic ; but it ſuíliciently shows the

natural ſenſe men have of the propriety, not only of

contradicting what is falſe, but ſmilingat what is ab

ſurd : I might therefore very juſtly reſt my defence here.

It was, in the firit place, mybuſineſs to judge , whether

there was ſufficient occaſion given for ſuch an attempt,

as well as, whether I was endowed with proper talents

for the execution . ' After this, it fell of courſe to the

readers to determine, how far I had judged right in ei

ther, or both of theſe particulars.

But as, in fact , it was not merely the lawfulneſs of the

thing in general, nor any confidence of my own untried

ability in that way of writing, that determined me to

make choice of it , but ſome particular circumſtances that

ſeemed to render it neceſſary. I ſhall now take the liber

ty of laying them before the reader . The firſt of thein

is the reigning taſte of the age. Nothing is more plain ,

than that a certain levity of mind prevails at preſent a

mong all ranks ; which makes it very hard to fix their at

tention on any thing that is ſerious. The very title of a

grave diſcourſe is ſufficient to diſguſt many, and to pre

vent them from ever inquiring what it contains: fo that

though I reſolve to adhere to my promiſe at firít ſetting

out, I am this moment writing with but little hope, that

above one twentieth part of the readers of the former

treatiſe will vouchſafe it a perufal . Nay, it is ten to

one , that many will deny this to be the work of the

former author ; and affirm , that it is greatly inferior in

point of ſtyle ; that is to ſay, no ſtyle appears to them

juſt or pure , but that which is humorous and poignant.

Belides levity, or an averfion at what is ſerious, there

1

is
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is another characteriſtic of the preſent age, which is per

haps the child of the former ; I mean floth, or an unwil

lingneſs to beltow great or long application of mind up

on any ſubject, be it what it will. This diſpoſition has

been wonderfully gratified, and wonderfully increaſed,

by the generality of writers among us forſome time paít .

The authors of periodical publications, ſuch as reviews,

magazines, and even common news -papers, for their

own intereſt , have long vied with one another in the va

riety and luckineſs of the pieces which make up their ſe

veral collections . From peruſing theſe, it is ſo eaſy to

get a little ſuperficial knowledge of every ſubject, that

few look any further for the means of forming their opi

nions in religion, government, or learning. Another

ſpecies of compoſition , proceeding upon the ſame prin

ciples, is novel-writing . What an inundation of theſe

we have had theſe twenty years bypaſt in Great Britain ,

is fufficiently known. It would even be an entertain

ment to enumerate them by their titles , and ſee what

proportion they make of the whole new books in any

given period of time.

From theſe circumſtances, it is eaſy to ſee what an in

tending author muſt have before his eyes . Thoſe who

have long had their appetites quickened by variety of diſh

es , and the moſt pleaſing ſauces, are not able to reliſh

plainer, though, to thoſe who can uſe it , far better and

more ſolid food. This made it neceſſary for me to fall

upon a method of compoſition which might have ſome

chance to procure the attention of the public ; and I could

think of none more proper than irony; which, when

well executed, is almoſt univerſally pleaſing. Befides, I

muſt acknowledge, that the conduct of the prevailing

party did often appear to me in a very ridiculous light;

and never more fo, than when the Characteriſtics were

publiſhed . Moderation had been long a faſhionable or

cant phraſe among them ; and yet they were running

headlong into themoſt violent and tyrannical meaſures.

They made great pretences to charity, and a large man

ner of thinking ;and, as a teſtimony of it , very modeſtly

fuppoſed, that all who did not form the ſame opinions

inreligion and government with themſelves, were weak

lilly

1

1
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filly fools, except two or three knaves who had the di

rection of the reſt. This, I do affirm , was not barely

hinted , but openly and confidently aſſerted ; ſo that I

never knew greater bigots, in the proper and genuine

ſenſe of that word . How far my attempt would be ſuc

ceſsful, could only be gueſſed at ; but Iimagined , that

if I could exhibit them to the public in the faine light

in which they appeared to myſelf, they would make a

pretty comical figure: and ſo it happened in fact . My

first intention was only to have publiſhed, in May 1753 ,
a half -ſheet, containing the maxims themſelves, un

der the title of, A liſt of ſelf-evident truths : but that

having been neglected ; upon the provocation hinted at

above, the illuſtrations were added, and ſent abroad a few

months afterwards, in the form they now bear .

Another circumſtance which ſeemed to render this way

of writing neceffary , was the little regard that had been

paid to ſeveral well-written treatiſes of a ſerious kind .

The perſons chiefly pointed at in the Characteriſtics had

greatly relaxed diſcipline in point of morals ; had , by a

courſe of deciſions, planted the country with uſeleſs mi

niſters ; and though the whole office of ordination pro

ceeds upon the ſuppoſition of a call from the people,

gravely admitted them without any call at all. This,

when done as a part of the public worſhip of God, as it

always is , muſt be conſidered by every impartial perſon ,

not only as a piece of groſs abſurdity, and mocking of

the people, buta piece of flagrant impiety, and mocking
of God . Conſcientious miniſters abſented themſelves

from theſe pretended ordinations, till at laſt it came into

the heads of their enemies to force them to be preſent,

under pain of the higheſt cenfures of the church . They

had the hardineſs, all the while, to affirm , that this was

abſolutely neceſſary to ſupport the conſtitution ; although

every man muſt agree, that if any of our fathers, who

lived about fifty years ago, were to riſe up out of his

grave , he would ſay , it was the conſtitution turned up

ſide down . Many attempts had been made to reaſon

with them, and clear appeals to the hiſtory and ſtanding

acts of the church ; but all were trodden under foot by

the deciſions of the annual aſſemblies, intheir judicative

capacity.
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capacity. Nay, they at laſt became ſo confident of their

own power, and ſo deaf to all reaſoning on the ſubject,

that they refuſed even to read what was written by thoſe

of different ſentiments; and when they did read it, dif
dained to make any anſwer to it , or attempt to convince

them any other way than by the unanſwerable argument

of depoſition. This induced me to write in a manner

that has obliged them to hear whether they will or not ;

and though it has not been ſo happy as to bring them to

conviction, I am ſure it was no more than well -merited

correction .

One other reaſon I ſhall mention for making choice of

this way of writing, was drawn from the modern notions

of philoſophy, which had ſogreatly contributed to the

corruption of the clergy. The great patron and advo

cate for theſe, was Lord Shaftſbury, one of whoſe lead

ing principles it is , that Ridicule is the teſt of truth.

This principle of his liad been adopted by many of the

clergy ; and there is hardly any man converſant in the

literary world , who has not heard it a thouſand times ,

defended in converſation . I was therefore willing to

try how they themſelves could ſtand the edge of this

weapon ; hoping, that if it did not convince them ofthe

folly of the other parts of their conduct, it might at leaſt

put them out of conceit with this particular opinion.

The laſt of theſe, I do really think the publication of the

Characteriſtics has, in a great meaſure ," effected ; at leaſt

within my narrow ſphere of converſation . It is but fel

dom we now hear it pretended, that ridicule is the teſt

of truth . If they have not renounced this opinion, they

at leaſt keep it more to themſelves, and are leſs inſolent

upon it in their treatment of others .

I hope the readerwill not imagine, that, bywreſting

this principle out of the hands of my adverſaries, 1 in

tend to adopt it myſelf. There may be truth in it in an

equivocal ſenſe; for to be ſure nothing that is true can

be really ridiculous : but there are few things more per

nicious than this principle, as it is commonlyunderſtood

and applied . It is moſt certain , that many things, both

true and excellent, may, by a perſon poflefled of the ta

lent of humour, be made apparently ridiculous : and

thisD
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this will have its full effect upon the bulk of mankind,
who are not able to diſcover where the fallacy lies, Dr

Brown, in his Elays on the Characteriſtics, fays, with

great propriety,That ridicule is not fitted for the dif

covery of truth ; for, in ſo far as it is diſtinguiſhed from

reaſoning, it “ is only putting imagination in the place of

“ reaſon ;" than which few things aremore ready to lead

us aſtray. But he allows, that it is very proper to “ dif

grace known falſehood :" And as the application ofit

to this purpoſe is warranted by the judgment and ex

ample of the beſt and wiſelt men in all ages, there was

nothing to hinder me from making uſe of the ſame pri

vilege. In the mean time, if there has been any clia

racter of real worth , or any meaſure truly commendable,

ridiculed in the treatiſe now under conſideration , let

this be ſhown by clear and plain deductions of reaſon ,

and I am ready to repent of it, and renounce it .

III . This leadsme to the third and laſt part of my defence,

viz. To ſhow what occaſion was given for ſuch a treatiſe

among us. This I confeſs to be abſoļutely neceſſary, as

it is plainly applied, in the title-page, to the church of

Scotland. It will be in vain to have ſhown , that there is

nothing ſinful or hurtful in attacking the characters of

clergymen, where they act in a manner unworthy of their

office, or that this may lawfully be done even in the way

of ridicule. The queſtion will ſtill be, Have themini
Iters of the church of Scotland really deſerved it ! Very

great difficulties, however, preſent themſelves in this

branch of the ſubject. There are many things demon,

ſtrably true, which it is dangerous to affirm , at leaſt in

ſome places. Upon the ſuppoſition, that the prevailing

party in this church is of the ſpirit and diſpoſition paint

ed in the Characteriſtics, one would think , a man who

jhould upbraid them with their faults in a direct man

ner, would be in a forry ſituation if ever they ſhould be

his judges. The veritas convitii would do him very

little ſervice, or rather would only ſerve to envenom

their reſentment. Have they been already ſo enraged

againſt me for a little pleaſant raillery ? and am I ſo mad

as to hope to defend myſelf, by bringing againſt the ſame

ferſons a ſerious and deliberate accuſation ? However

formidable
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formidable this difficulty may appear, I am not without

hopes, that ſuch of them as have any meaſure of impar

tiality and candour, after weighing what is now to be of

fered , may be more inclined to forgive the attack already

made ; and, by breaking their attachment to the moſt

corrupt members, recover the merit and dignity of the

general body.

With this view let me make a preliminary remark .

Many, from the beginning, either really did, or at leaſt

affected to ſuppoſe, that all who joined in the meaſures

carried on by the majority in our General Aſſemblies,

were repreſented in the Characteriſtics, as infected with

every bad principle or practice ſatirized through the

whole. Nothing was -farther from the writer's mind .

An anſwer to that objection, ſuch as the nature of the

performance would admit, was inſerted in the preface to

the ſecond edition of the book itſelf; and I Thall now

deliver my judgment upon the point, without the leaſt

ambiguity. The political meaſures which have been car

rying on for theſe thirty paſt in the church of Scotland ,

appear to me to be ruinous to the intereſts of religion.

At the ſame time I am ſenſible, that there are many

worthy and good men who join in moſt of thoſe mea

ſures ; and one great end of the Characteriſtics was, to

open the eyes ofſuch perſons, both on their employment

and company

A train of circumitances, not always in our own power,

ſometimes leads good menthemſelves to ſupport the moſt

corrupt part of a church in their public meaſures. The

boundaries of prudence and zeal are not eaſily fixed . U

nion of opinion in politics, often eſtabliſhes a connection

between men of very oppoſite principles in religion and

morals : and there are few greater initances of the weak

neſs of liuman nature , than the readineſs of men to give

protection and countenance to thoſe who are worſe than

themſelves, becauſe they are ſtaunch friends to their

party-views . Such complacency do ſome take in this,

as an exertion of Chriſtian clarity and tenderneſs, that

it is wonderful to think what they will do, and much

more wonderful that they are not aſhamed of it , but o

penly, and to all appearance honeſtly, defend it.

Whatever

1
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Whatever unites thera with one party, alienates their

affection from , and interrupts their correſpondence with

the oppoſite : Hence extremes are produced on both
hands. Perſons of fierce and violent tempers, in their

zeal, throw out indiſcriminate reflections , and thoſe en

gaged in another intereſt, turn a deaf ear to any accuſa

tion, as the mere effect of party -malice andreſentment.

Nay , it has been obſerved, that it is ſomewhat natural

for clergymen , to be more eaſily irritable at ſuch of their

brethren as riſe above them in apparent concern for re

ligion, and zeal for promoting it, than at thoſe who fall

below them . The firſt are a reproach to their own con

duct and character, the other are a foil to it . So that

every one who eſpouſes any bold or vigorous meaſure ,

may lay his account with ſome meaſure of coldneſs, even

from ſuch of his brethren as are in the next immediate

degree below him .

Another very conſiderable difficulty lies in my way .

The more the complaint of degeneracy in the church of

Scotland is juſt, the more difficult, in one reſpect, it

will be to carry a conviction of it to the minds, either of

thoſe who are guilty of it , or thoſe who obſerve it . The

corruption of achurch always implies, a light ſenſe of the

evil of ſin ; and therefore, however plainly I may make
it appear, that ſuch and ſuch facts are done, it will be

hard to convince many that they are wrong, at leaſt in

any great degree. Many a clergyman will not yield the

one half of thoſe things to be fins, that were admitted

to be ſo a century ago ; nor do they ſee the one half

of the evil of fin , either in clergy or laity, that was

once taken for granted. Thoſe who have not the fame

ideas of morality , can never be ſuppoſed to have an e

qual impreſſionof the inſufficiency of the fame degree of

Thoſe who look upon family-worſhip , for inſtance,

as an unneceſſary piece of devotion, will never be brought

to imagine, that an Allembly is one whit worſe for con

liſting of ſo many members who habitually neglect that

duty, if I may be permitted to uſe fo old -falhioned a

plurale . On the other hand , though I ſhould produce

the names and ſirnamesof thoſe clergywho,mounted up

on their courſers at the public races, join the gentlemen

of
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oftheturf, and are well ſkilled in all the terms of that

honourable art ; though I ſhould name thoſe who are to

be found at routs and drums, and other polite aſſemblies

of the ſame nature, and can deſcant with greater clear

neſs on the laws of the gaming-table than of the Bible ,

inſtead of being commanded to adduce a proof of the

facts, I ſhouldexpect to find many who denied the rele

vancy of the crimes,

For this reaſon , before we go farther, perhaps it will

not be improper to introduce ageneral obſervation . If

we conſider the circumſtances of the church of Scotland,

we may, from a knowledge ofhuman nature , and the

experience of paſt ages, fafely affirni, ſhe is in a lax and

degenerate ſtate. If it were not fa, it would be a mi

racle. Nay, I will venture to go further, and to ſay,

it would be ſuch a miracle as never happened before.

We in this church have enjoyed uninterrupted out

ward proſperity for more than ſeventy years; and during

all that time, have notonly been free from perſecution,

but lave enjoyed the favour and protection of the civil

power . If this long courſe of temporal proſperity has

had no effect in bringing on a depravation of our man

ners , it muſt needs be a miracle ; becauſe it is contrary

to the natural courſe of things : And he that will pre

tend to find a period , when any ſuch thing happenedbe

fore, will, I am confident, be unſucceſsful.

mitive church was never long without perſecution du

ring the three firit centuries ; yet they had a trial how

they could bear proſperity, in the interval between the

ninth and tenth perſecution, immediately before that

dreadful one which they ſuffered under the Emperor

Diocleſian . And hiſtory informs us, that though they

had not then any civil eſtabliſlıment, yet the eaſe and

proſperity which they enjoyed had a moſt fatal influence

upon their manners . So long as a miniſter is only in

the poſt of greateſt danger, there will be leſs hazard of

worldly men endeavouring to puſh themſelves into that

ſituation : but as ſoon as thatoffice begins to be confi

dered as a quiet and ſafe ſettlement for this life, how can

it be , but many, from no higher end than worldly in

tereſt, will get and keep poſſeſſion of it ? Therefore,

though

The pri
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though Iwere livingin Japan, and knew nothing elſe

about the church of Scotland, but that ſhe had enjoyed

ſuch a courſe of outward proſperity, I would as certainly

conclude, that a corruption of manners was affecting e

ven the clergy, as I would , that iron which had been

long out of the furnace, and had not been rubbed or

ſcoured, would be growing ruſty.

After all, it is ſomewhatſtrange, that this perform

ance ſhould ſtand in need of an apology, or that the ac

cuſation againſt it ſhould be ſo often repeated, That the

author muſt be a bad man ; and that it is hurtful to the

intereſt of religion. This is certainly the clamour of the

guilty, and not the judgment of the candid . There is

no ſuch apprehenſion ofthe thing being criminal among

thoſe who are certainly the moſt unprejudiced and im

partial judges; I mean , the laity. It is well known,

with how much approbation it was read by them , when

firſt publiſhed ; and, notwithſtanding the love of defa

mation, which is natural to mankind ,I am perſuaded its

admirers would have been of quite a different claſs than

they generally were , if it had been againſt the intereſt of

religion ; and that it would have had no admirers at all,

if it had been a fatire without an object.

Let us ſuppoſe any perſon had taken into his head

to write a ſatire againſt the miniſters of the church of

Scotland, and had thoughtproper to repreſent them in

an oppoſite light : Suppoſe he had repreſented them as

having arrived at ſuch a degree of bigotry, as to believe ,

that no perſon could be ſaved who had the leaſt doubt of

any thing contained in the large ſyſtems of Pictet and

Turretine; as ſo ſevere diſciplinarians, that they were

continually haraſſing gentlemen and noblemen, and ſum

moning them beforetheir ſeſſions, for but walking out

in their gardens a little after ſermon on the Lord's

day, or fitting half an hour too long at their bottle after

dinner on other days ; as ſo rigid and mortified in their

ownlives, that they were in danger of bringing back the

monkiſh auſterity of the church of Rome. Whether

would the author of ſuch a pamphlet have been reckoned

found in his judgment ? Wouldany bodyhave been ſo i

dle as to read it? or, if they did , would they not have

underſtood
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underſtod it backwards ? Whereas, in the preſent caſe,

there was a teſtimony given to the truth and juſtice of

the characters drawn, by the aſſent and approbation of

almoſt every reader.

The laity were not the onlywitneſſes of its propriety :

many of the moſt eminent and reſpectable ofthe clergy

of our neighbour-country, gave evidence in favour of

the Characteriſtics. I have been well informed , that

the Biſhop of L-n, in converſation with a nobleman

of our own country , gave it a high commendation ; and

added withal : “ It ſeems only directed againſt a certain

party of the church of Scotland ; bụt we have many

in England to whom the characters are very appli

6 cable . ” It is alſo ſaid by thoſe who deſerve credit,

that the Biſhop ofOd ſpoke much in the ſame way ;

and ſaid , He wiſhed their own clergy would read it for

their inſtruction and correction . And ſeveral have ſeen a

letter from the preſent Biſhop of Gʻr, then Dr

W - n , one of the moſt eminent authors of this age ,

ta a miniſter in Scotland ; in which he commends the

performance, and, particularly, uſes theſe words : “ A

56 fine piece of raillery againſt a party to which we are no

“ ſtrangers here."

Is it to be ſuppoſed, that ſuch perſons, eminent for worth

andpenetration, would have approved a thing ſo evidently

criminal as ſome are pleaſed to think this tract ? Or are

there indeed perſons ofthe characters there repreſented

in the churchof England, and none in the church of Scot

land ? Shall the perſons above named openly affirm ,

there are many ſuch in England ; and muſt the manbe con

demned , without hearing, and without mercy, who is

ſuſpected of hinting there are ſome fuch in her liſter

church ? I have often indeed reflected , with ſome ſurpriſe,

on the different ſituation of affairs in Scotland and in

England. I have ſeen many books printed in England,

with the names ofthe authors, which plainly, and with

out ambiguity, affirm , that there are ſome of the clergy

proud, ambitious, time-ſervers, and tools of thoſe in

power; ſome of them lazy and nothful, lovers of caſe

and pleaſure ; ſome of them ſcandalous and diffolute in

their manners; ſome of them wholly ignorant and inſuf
ficient ;

!
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ficient; and that all are tolerated by thoſe who preſidë.

Theſe things they affirm , without the leaſt danger, or

apprehenſion of it. Butwere any manto publiſh a book

thathad the tenth part of ſuch ſeverity in it, in Scotland,

he ought, at the ſame time, to have a ſhip hired to fly
to another country .

But the ſtrongeſt of all general proofs of the juſtice of

the fatire in the Characteriſtics, is the behaviour of thoſe

who are ſuppoſed to be aimed at.
The lamentable out

cry they made atfirſt, the malice and reſentment they

have ever ſince diſcovered againſt the author, prove to

a demonſtration , that his reproofs are well founded,

We ſhall reduce the argument to this ſhort form : Either

there was ground for this ſatire, or there was none. If

there wasnone, neither ſurely could there be for one

half of thecomplaints that have been made againſt it , for

it would have been perfectly harmleſs. Many, even of

the preſent clergy of the church of Scotland, do not find

themſelves touched by it in the leaſt degree . If the cha

racters of the reſt lay no more open to the ſtrokeskof

raillery, why ſhould they have been ſo much diſcon

certed by it ? If they were not hit, it is impoſſible they

could be hurt.

Theſe general arguments, of themſelves, might fatis

fy any impartial perſon ; but let us now go a little fur

ther, and conſider particularly the preſent ſtate of the

church of Scotland , and how far it might give occaſion

to the ſatire . It would be tedious to mention every

ſingle ſtroke of raillery contained in that perform

ance ; but in ſo far as it carries a cenſure of principles

or characters generally prevailing, they may be reduced

to the three following claſſes, Doctrine, Diſcipline, and

Government . We thall examine each of theſe diſtinctly

and ſeparately.

1. Let us conſider our preſent ſtate in point of Doc

trine. It is certainly hinted, that there are many who

have departed from the old Proteſtant principles con

tained in our Confeſſion of Faith and Catechiſms. And

is it poſlible to deny this fact ? Is it not the general

complaint of the people through the whole kingdom ,

that from many púlpits thcre is little to be heard of the

peculiar
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! peculiar doctrines of the goſpel? or, if they be mention

ed at all, it is no more than an awkward and cold com

pliment to ſave appearances, while ſomething very dif

ferent is chiefly inſiſted on ? If I am not miſtaken, the

leading doctrines, both in the holy ſcriptures, and in the

confeflions of all the Proteſtant churches, are , The loſt

andfallenſtate ofman by nature ; — The abſolute necef

ſity of ſalvation through Jeſus Chriſt ;— The pardon of

Jin by the riches of divine grace, through the imputed

righteouſneſs of the Saviour ; - Sanctification and com

fort by the Holy Ghoſt. Theſe doctrines are of ſo great

moment, and have to extenſive an influence on the whole

of practical religion , that where they are firmly believed ,

they will not only be often brought directly in view, but

the manner of ſpeaking upon every other ſubject will be

ſuch , as to leave no jealouſy of an intended omiffion ;

yet certain it is , that many are the complaints upon this

ſubject from every quarter; and therefore I am warranted

to infer, either that the doctrine is corrupted, and

ſomething elſe intentionally taught, or that the perſons

complained of are utterly incapable of expreſſing them

ſelves in ſuch a manner as to be underſtood .

I ſhall now put the argument in another form . There

is , unqueſtionably, a great difference , in point of doc

trine, between ſome miniſters and others. If the one

ſort, therefore, preach the doctrine contained in the Con

feſſion of Faith , undoubtedly the others either contradict

or omit it . I am perſuaded , there are ſome who would

be aſhamed to have it thought, that they preached this

doctrine; and nothing is more plain , than that thoſe who

are known to do ſo , in the moſt clear and explicit man

ner , are uſually the objects of their jealouſy or hatred .

It is probable I Shall be told here, Why do you make

theſe general complaints ? name the particular perſons,

adduce your evidence , and prove the charge; they will,

in that caſe, be immediately laid afide. To this I an

fwer, That it is a very eaſy thing for a man to preach er

roneous doctrine in ſuch a manner that it ſhall be im

poſſible to convict him by a legal proſecution in a fres

country. Every day hews, that men may print fedition,

treaſon , and even blafphemy, in ſuch a way, that no hu

E man
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man law can take hold of it . What then ſhould hinder

men to preach hereſy under the ſame prudent diſguiſes ?

Belides, what would a proſecution ſignify, if it muſt

come before a court , of which, between clergy and laity,

perhaps a plurality of members difier little in opinion

from the pannel.

My ſubject does not oblige me to ſay any thing upon

the excellence and importance of the neglected truths,

yet I will take this opportunityof delivering my opinion

in a few words. Theſe doctrines, I am perſuaded, are

not only true in themſelves, but the great foundation of

all practical religion . Where-ever they aremaintained and

inculcated, ſtrictneſs and purity of life and manners will

be their natural efect . On the contrary , where they are

neglected , and a pretended theory of moral virtue fubiti

tuted in their room , it will immediately and certainly

introduce a deluge of profanity and im niorality in prac

tice . Of this, the preſent ſtate of our own church and

nation, compared with that of former periods , is a ſtrong

and melancholy proof.

But there is no occaſion of entering further into this

ſubject; for the ridicule in the Characteriſtics turns not

ſo much on the truth or importance of theſe doctrines,

as the groſs abſurdity of mens ſubſcribing what they do

not believe. However firm a perſuaſion I may have of

any fyítem of opinions , the right of private judgment

and freedoin of inquiry I would wish to remain ſacred

and inviolable . Thoſe who uſe this liberty with courage ,

and with candour, ought to be held in the higheſt eſteem

by every one who diters from them . But for men , at

their entrance on the ſacred office , folemnly to ſubſcribe

to the truth of what all their lives after they endeavour

to undermine or deſtroy, is at once ſo criminal and ſo

abſurd , that no reproof given to it can poſt:bly exceed in

point of ſeverity. " I take the liberty here of tranſcribing

à paſlage from a printed fermon, preached at the open

ing ofa fynod in Scotland : where, ſpeaking of theſe ſub

ſcriptions, the author ſays, “ This is ſo direct a vio

“ lotion of fincerity , that it is astonishing to think how men

“ can ſet their minds at eaſe in the profpect, or keep them

in
peace after the deliberate commiſſion of it. The

very
( 6
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very excuſes and evaſions that are offered in defence of

“ it , are a diſgrace to reaſon, as well as a ſcandal to re

* ligion . What ſucceſs can be expected from that man's

“ miniſtry, who begins it with an act of ſo complicated

" guilt ? How can he take upon him to reprove others

“ for ſin, or to train them up in virtue and true good

“ neſs, while himſelf is chargeable with direct, preme

66 ditated, and perpetual perjury ? I know nothing ſo

" nearly reſembling it , as thoſe caſes in trade, in which

men make falle entries, and at once ſcreen and aggra

16 vate their fraud, by ſwearing, or cauſing others ſwear,

contrary to truth . This is juſtly reputed ſcandalous,

even in the world ; and yet I know no circumſtance in

" which they differ, that does not tend to ſhow it to be

66 leſs criminal than the other , *"

There may be ſome of the laity who have themſelves

an inward averſion at the ſyſtem of doctrine contained in

our Confeſſion and Catechiſms , and who, for that rea

fon, are pleaſed with ſuch of the clergy as preach in a

different ſtrain : but ſure I am , whoever will reflect

upon the circumſtance of their having all ſubſcribed to

it, can never have a high opinion of their conduct upon

the whole , but mult condemn the inſincerity, let the pro

poſitions ſubſcribed be in themſelves either true or falſe.

What is above , may ſuffice, as to doctrine in general.

The particular ſtrictures in the Characteriſtics againſt a

falſe taſte in compoſition, may well enough anſwer for

themſelves without any defence. That there have been

many inſtances of ſtrange incongruity in this particular,

is beyond all queſtion . A cold , heartleſs, indifferent

manner of ſpeaking on thoſe ſubjects, in which both

ſpeaker and hearer have ſo great,nay ,no leſs thanan infinite

concern ; an oſtentatious ſwell of words, or a pointed

ornamented foppery of ſtyle, ſo ill ſuited to the gravity of

the pulpit; an abſtracted, refined , or philofophical

diſquiſition, which, if it has any meaning at all, perhaps

not three in the audience can poſſibly underſtand ; are

theſe imaginary, or are they real characters ? If they are

charactersdrawn from real life, where is the ſin or danger

* Mr Witherſpoon's fynod -ſermon.
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of expoſing them ! For my own part, I am grieved to

fee to little learning among the generality of the miniſters

of this church , which is probably owing to their poverty.

But I am , in a good meaſure, comforted with this reflec

tion , that the weakeſt commonly do as much ſervice as

the wiſelt ; becauſe, though they were ever ſo willing,

they are not able to fill the audience with any admiration

of themſelves, and therefore their attention muſt be fixed

upon the truths delivered, and not the parts and manner

of the ſpeaker.

2. Let us conſider a little the ſtate of the church of

Scotland with reſpect to Diſcipline; that is to ſay , the

inſpection of the morals of miniſters and people. Upon

the moſt deliberate review , all I can find intimated in the

Characteriſtics upon this ſubject, is , that there is far leſs

ſtrictneſs and tenderneſs of converſation, leſs of the ap

pearance of piety and devotion , in perſons of the ſpiritual

function, than formerly; and leſs ſeverity, in the exerciſe

of diſcipline , upon thoſe who offend.

What ſhalt i ſay in defence of this, but that the thing

appears to me to be manifeſtly true ? There are no par

ticular crimes charged , but, in general , levity and world

ly converſation, with a neglect of the duties of the facred

office. And would to God there were not the greateſt

cauſe of charging, not merely fome few diſorderly per

ſons, not merely the younger ſort in general , but all

without exception , as in ſome meaſure guilty. If there

is a remarkable increaſe of corruption among the worſt,

there will alſo be a viſible declenſion in zeal and piety a

mong the beſt. This is what the natural courſe of things

teaches us to expect . It is alſo what our Saviour himſelf

hath forewarned usof : Becauſe iniquity Mallabound, the

love of many fall wax cold *. The preſent age is amo

ving example of this, both with reſpect to the clergy and

laity. As there is an alarming degree of infidelity and

impiety among many of every rank, ſo even thofe who

preſerve ſome regard for religion, fall very far fhort of

chat eminent and exemplary piety which ſome alive have

seen in Chriſtians of the laſt age, and of which our fathers
have told us .

Masihi. xxiv. 13 ,

I
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I am very ſenſible, that the degeneracy of their own

times has been the conſtant and uniform complaint of

religious and moral writers in every age, and that they

maybeliable to ſome deception inthis particular : but

at the ſame time, the records of hiſtory put it beyond

all queſtion , that there have been many inſtances, among

all nations, of local and temporary reformation, of local

and occaſional depravation. Perhaps (though I ſee no

reaſon for affirming it) the quantity of human virtue,

through the whole earth , may be nearly the ſame in e

very age ; yet certainly it often changes its reſidence ,

and leaves one nation, to ſettle in another . Nay, it ſeems

very reaſonable to believe, that as human things are ne

ver at a ſtand, a church and nation, in a quiet and
peace

able itate, is always growing inſenſibly worſe, till it be

either fo corrupt, as to deſerve and procure extermina

țing judgments, or in the infinite mercy of God, by

ſomegreat ſhock or revolution, is brought back to ſim

plicity and purity, and reduced, as it were, to its firſt

principles.

They are much to be blamed, therefore, who, becauſe

the complaints of ſome moral writers are exaggerated,

and their compariſons not always well founded , treat e

very thing of this nature as fooliſh and viſionary, refuſing

ſo much as to examine whether the charge brought a

gainſt then ſelves is juſt or groundleſs. On the contra

ry, I cannot help being of opinion, that it is every man's

duty, to do all in his power to retard the progreſs of

corruption, by ſtrictneſs and tenderneſs in his own per

ſonal walk , fidelity and vigilance in the duties of a ,

public ſtation, and a bold and open teſtimony againſt e
very thing contrary to the intereſt of true and undefiled

religion .

But becauſe we have now chiefly to do with the clergy,

let us return to them . If it were proper, I could eaſily

produce examples of indecency and impiety in clergymen ,

fufficient to fill every ſerious perſon with the deepeſt

concern ; and which the moſt relaxed moraliſt would

not be able to defend : but as I would fain believe, that

things very groſs are yet but ſeldom committed among

ys, and are not commonly known, I ſhall confine my

uf
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felf only to things more openly practiſed by many , and

too eaſily tolerated by all. This is the more proper,

that the book I am defending can ſcarcely be charged

with diſcloſing hidden ſcenes, but dwells on ſuch devia

tions from duty, as are epidemic and general, and rather

ſmiles at the ridiculous, than expoſesthe guilty part of
every character.

There is one circumſtance which I am afraid betrays

many into a miſtake. The world in general expects a

great comparative fanctity in thoſe who bear the ſacred

office ; therefore, when miniſters take a little liberty,

others think themſelves warranted to take a great deal

more . Theſe ſentiments, which are univerſal, contri

bute to keep the proportion between the clergy and laity

alwaysnearly the ſame. When therefore clergymen ſee

the diſtance ſtill remaining between them and others,

they are ready to forget how far they are both from the

place where they ought to have been .

Many things are faults in a miniſter, which, if not

innocent, are certainly far leſs criminal in other men.

There is alſo a ſpecies of faults which I apprehend do

render a miniſter juſtly contemptible , upon which no

law , either civil or eccleſiaſtic , can lay hold ; and which,

for that reaſon , aretheproper objects both 'of ſerious

and ſatirical reproof. If one ſet apart to the ſervice of

Chriſt in the goſpel, manifeſtly ſhews his duty to be a

burden , and does no more work than is barely ſufficient

to ſcreen him from cenſure ; if he reckons it a piece of

improvement, how ſeldom , or low ſhort, he can preach ;

and make his boaſt how many omiſlions he has brought

a patient and an injured people to endure without com

plaint; while, at the ſame time, he cannot ſpeak with

temper of thoſe who are willing to do more than him

felf; however impoſſible it may be to aſcertain his faults

by a libel, he juſtly merits the deteſtation of every faith

ful miniſter, and every real Chriſtian .

That ſuch is the caſe with not a few amongſt us , there

is the greatest reaſon to believe. The heavy and gene

ral complaints of the people from ſome quarters , and

their grofs ignorance in others, prove it beyond contra

diction . Thoſe whoſe conductis not liable to this in

putation ,

1
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putation, will not find, that they have ſuffered the ſmall

eft injury, in point of character , by the publication of

the Characteriſtics, excepting ſuch as feel the wounds

given to their friends as ſenſibly as thoſe given to them

felves. In this caſe , however, they have an eaſy remedy :

Let them have nofellowſhip with the unfruitful works

of darkneſs, but rather reprove them .

I am unwilling to enter farther into the characters

of miniſters ; and therefore ſhall only add , let the im

partial but conſider what happened a few years ago,

and then ſay, whether we are not greatly relaxed in point

of diſcipline. Did not ſeveral miniſters think themſelves

at liberty to attend the entertainments of the ſtage ? I

am ſenſible, many will immediately paſs ſentence upon

me as a perſon of very narrow principles, for introdu

cing this as a mark of our depravity. I muſt however

infiltupon it , from the united teſtimony of the beſt and

wiſeſt of the Heathen writers , the uniform ſentiments

and practice of the primitive church, and the pieces

written for the ſtage in modern times , which any man

may peruſe, that the performances of hired players have

never yet been conducted with ſo much decency as to de

ſerve the countenance and preſence of a miniſterof Chriſt.

The General Aſſembly did indeed judicially diſapprove

of that liberty taken by ministers ; but the cenſure in

flicted on the ofienders was fo gentle, that it was then

the opinion of many , it would have a greater tendency

to encourage, than to prevent the repetition of the of

fence. It now appears they judged right; for, if I am

not greatly miſinformed , the offence has been repeated

ſince that time with abſolute impunity.

If the morals of the, clergy themſelves are corrupted,

there is all the reaſon in the world to expect, that the

reins of diſcipline will be ſlackened as to the diſorders of

others . This indeed is ſo notorious, that it would be

idle and unneceſſary to attempt a proof of it ; and there

fore I ſhall only make a reflection or two upon the re

ception given, not long ago , to a propoſal for cenſuring

thoſe writers who had publiſhed and avowed irreligious

and iminoral ſentiments. It is well known what violent

oppoſition this propoſal met with ; nor will it ſoon be

forgot ,
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forgot, what ſort of reaſoning was uſed againſt it ; and

nothing can ſhow , in a clearer light, that low and lan

guid ſtate to which our diſcipline is now reduced. It

was generally repreſented as a ſpecies ofperſecution, and

as flowing from a perſecuting fpirir. Upon this I thall

lay before the reader one or two very ſhort reflections.

iſt, What is eccleſiaſtical cenſure ? Is it any more than

a judicial declaration , that ſuch and ſuch things are con

trary to the ſpirit of the goſpel, and inconſiſtent with

the character of a Chriſtian ? No civil penalties follow

upon it among us , and no civil penalties ought to fol

low upon it in any nation . From this it is very plain ,

that ſuch cenſures, as they are in their nature juſt and

neceſſary, ſo they carry the evidence of their juſtice in

themſelves. If in any caſe they are miſapplied, and a

perſon is condemned for what is laudable, ſuch condem
nation can reflect no diſhonour but upon thoſe who

pro

nounce it .

2dly, Whether ſhouldwe be moſt ready to be provoked

at theimpudence of profeſſed unbelievers, defiring to re

tain the name of Chriſtians, or to ſmile at the abſurdity

of calling it perſecution to deprive them of it ? If infi

delity were a principle, properly ſpeaking , or implied a

ſyſtem of real and poſitive opinions, all of that perſua

ſion would reckon themſelves bound as honeſt men, to

renounce their baptiſm , and every apparent relation to

the deluded believers. Inſtead of deſiring admiſſion to

what Chriſtians call their privileges, they would con

ſider the impoſition of ſuch things as a great hardſhip,

and beg, that they might have nothing to do with them ;

and, in ſuch a caſe, certainly due regard would be paid

to their tender conſciences . As to the charge of perſe

cution , it is the moſt ridiculous imaginable. They them

ſelves are the aggreſſors; and though they are our open

enemies, think proper to be greatly offended , when we

ſay, they are not our friends.

3dly, What can be the meaning of thoſe profeſſing Chri

ſtians who deſire to retain in their communion the ene

mies of the goſpel? Can they, or will they do us any ſer

vice ? Is it poſſible that they can bring us any honour ?
Can it be of any benefit to themſelves None of all theſe .

But
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But it muſt viſibly leſſen the fanctity of the Chriſtian cha

racter in the apprehenſion of mankind in general, and

give the unhappy perſons themſelves more reaſon than a

ny other circumſtance whatever, to ſay, the whole is nos

thing at bottom but deceit and impoſition .

3.It now remains only toconſider the preſent ſtate ofthe

church of Scotland with reſpect to its Government. This,

ſo far as it is different from the former, or at leaſt ſo far

as it is touched upon in the Characteriſtics, relates chief

ly to the admiſſion of miniſters, with a few hints upon

the qualifications and atteſtation of elders, who ſit as

members in the ſupreme court.

The admiſſion of miniſters into vacant congrega

tions is indeed a matter of the higheſt moment, and the

oppoſition ofſentiments among us upon this fubject, pro

bably lies at the bottom of all our other differences. I

am alſo of opinion, that the continuance of what have

been commonly called violent ſettlements, will have the

moſt certainand powerful influence in baniſhing religion

and decency, and bringing us into a ſituation of which

I charitably believe many who proſecute theſe meaſures,

have not the leaſt ſuſpicion. Willingly, therefore, were

it in my power , would I contribute to open the eyes of

fome of my brethren, on the pernicious conſequences
of their own conduct . But I have the diſcouragement to

reflect, that the force of cuſtom , and the power of pre

judice, will probably ihut their ears againīt any thing I
have to offer .

In order , if poſſible, to procure ſome attention , let

me intreat the reader not to imagine, that I have embra

ced , or am about to plead in favour of ſuch ridiculous and

abſurd notions, as through ignorance ormalice are com

monly imputed to me and others of the ſameſentiments,

ſuch as, That every Chriſtian , as ſuch , has a right to call

a miniſter upon an eſtabliſhment ; and that Chriſt hath

purchaſed this right for them by his death ; and therefore

that they ought to affert this right, though in the moſt fer

ditious and diſorderly manner . We knowperfectly well,

that it is a queſtion , not of right, but of fact, Who has a

title to call a miniſter to enjoy the public maintenance ?

and that none have any title toit at all, excepting thoſe to

F whom
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whom the law gives it . Neither would we contend, that

every man ought to have ſuch a right, though we had it in

our power to make new laws upon that ſubject. Such a

ſeeming equality would be a real inequality . The ſum of

my belief in this matter is contained in the following

propoſitions. Every man hath a natural right, well fe

cured to him in this happy iſland, to judge for him

ſelf in every thing that regards religion, and to adhere to

any miniſter he pleaſes, on the eſtabliſhment, or in oppo

ſition to it . The legal ſtipend, levied originally from the

public, was certainly intended to provile a ſufficient

and uſeful paſtor to the people within the bounds of a

certain pariſh . He cannot be of much ſervice to them ,

if they be upon ill terms with him ; he can be of none at

all, if they will not hear him . No man ought to be

compelled, by ecclefiaftical or civil penalties , to ſubmit in

ſuch a caſe ; and though he were, ſuch forced religion

would be worſe than none , The only inference I draw

from theſe principles is , that decency, and our indiſ

penſable duty as church-courts , requires us to make no

ſuch ſettlements, without the deepeſt regret, and never

without a real neceſſity. Peritaps I might go a little far

ther, and ſay, that nothing can excuſe us for making

them at all, while our office of ordination continues in

its preſent form .

The queſtion then reſts preciſely on this ſingle point :

Does the law , as it now ſtands, compel us to make all theſe

ſettlements without exception, and without cxpoftula

tion ? If it does , what is the benefit, and what is the

meaning of the ſeparate independent juriſdiction of our

courts , to which the deciſion of ſuch cauſes is committed

by law , and ſecured by the treaty of union ? It is in vain

to diſremble it, we have brought a great part of the

hardhip upon ourſelves : and thoſe who in their hearts

are averſe from parochial elections, only pretend the law

as a colour for their conduct. Were ſettlements refuſed

when highly inexpedient, and patrons treated with decen

cy, we ſhould have little trouble from them . At any rate,

as the perfons preſented, whether probationers or mini

ſters , are entirely in our power, by authority exerted liere ,

every remining difficulty would be removed,

Į
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I believe this is the firſt inſtance that ever happened , of

churchmen ſurrendering the power and influence which

the law gave them , into other hands, without reſiſtance,

and without complaint ; nay, many of them zealoully

contending for it , and eſtabliſhing it by their own repeat

ed deciſions. It would be no hard matter to point out

the real cauſe or cauſes of this conduct; but at preſent I

forbear, and leave it to every man to aſſign them for him

ſelf: only I cannot help lamenting, that our noble , vene

rable, republican conſtitution, ſeems to be ſo near its pe
riod . Whether it is likely to undergo any outward

change, is of little moment: when the ſpirit is gone, the

remaining name and form is not worth being contended
for.

But that I may notwholly yield todeſpondency, ſince
an alteration of meaſures is yet poſſible , I ſhall now lay

before the reader a few of the certain conſequences of our

continuing in the fame. When it comes to be a ſettled

point, that a preſentation, alone , and unſupported, infal

fibly ſecures aſettlement, they will be openiy and ſcan

daloufly bought and ſold . This is the caſe in England ,

notwithſtanding the ſtrongeſt laws againſt ſimony, and a

tremendous oath, which the incumbent himſelf mult

take before his induction . And it will always be the

caſe in every country , in the preſent ſtate of human na

ture . Our own experience may teach us this. Within

thefe few years , there have been ſeveral complaints of

ſimony in this church, and very great zealhasbeen ſhewn

to make laws for preventing it. That zeal is highly com

mendable : but , alas ! it will be quite ineffećtual. To

ſtrengthen the power of preſentations, and yet prevent

ſimony, is juſt as hopeful an attempt, as to open the

windows, and keep out the liglit . The art and inven

tion of intereſted perſons, to find a way of evading laws

after they are made, is always far ſuperior to the foreſight

of the wifeſt men, in providing againſt caſes which have

not yet happened.

There is one diſtreſling circumſtance in this proſpect,

that ſimoniacal pactions among us will be hurtful and re

proachful in an uncommon degree. The ſettlements in

Scotland are generally {mail.; they will be every year of

F2
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to pay
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ftill leſs value by the improvements of the country, and

increaſing wealth of other claſſes of men . In what a beg

garly condition then will thoſe be who havebeen obliged

dear for ſo ſcanty a proviſion ? Perhaps the reader

will lay, Happily few of the purchaſers have any money

to give. I believe ſo : but this will not mend the mat

ter ; for the moſt mean and fordid , perhaps ſcandalous,

compliances muſt come in the place of money. I am a
fhamed even to mention foine of the ways by which it is

undoubtedly certain preſentations will be, becauſe they

have been , procured. Can any miniſter think of this

without the deepest concern ?

Such a miniſtry mult fall into the loweſt and moſt con

teinptible ſtate, through poverty and ignorance . We

differ much from the church of England . In that church,

though there are many of theinferior clergy in the moſt

abject condition, there are alſo many dignified perſons,

asthey are called, who enjoy ample revenues and great

eaſe . Theſe havenoble opportunities for ſtudy, and are

enabled to diſtinguiſh themſelves by works of literature .

By this means the church of England derives a luſtre from

the characters and writings of particular members, which

fhe does not deſerve for the general frame of her sonſti

tution . But what muſt be the caſe in Scotland ? Shall

we venture to look a little further into futurity ? Have

our countrymen fo little ſpirit as to ſubmit to fo much

miſery and ſcorn ? No ; it is more than probable fome :

of them , at once ſtimulated by ambition, and compelled

by neceſſity, will gradually alter the conftitution . They

will introduce finecures and pluralities, that they them

felves may live in ſplendor and dignity, while the remain

ing part fhall be thruſt down to a ſtate more deſpicable

than ever . It is in vain to think, that the equality of

votes in a General Aſſembly will hinder this : for as power

follows property, a very few perſons enriched by addi

tional ſalaries, with the faithful aſſiſtance of thoſe who

are dazzled with the ſame expectations, will eaſily go

vern the reſt . The truth is , many of them , deſpairing of

fuccefs, and ill able to bear the expence of travelling, will

Itay at home, and let them do juſt as they pleaſe.

The above is no doubt a very inelancholy proſpect,

and
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and will in time have a moſt malignant influence upon

the morals of the clergy. But the truth is, the ſettle

ment of pariſhes by preſentations, is directly and imme

diately hurtful to the characters of thoſe who are train

ing up for the ſacred office. When they know that their

future ſettlement does not depend upon the apoſtolic

qualification , their being of good report, but upon in

tereſt with the great, it muſt neceſſarily introduce, in

many caſes, licentious and irregular practices, as well as
habituate them to fawning and ſervility, There is more

danger in this than many apprehend. On conſulting

the hiſtory of the church , we ſhall find few characters

more odious in clergymen, than ambition ,and open foli

citation of eccleſiaſtical preferment. I am forry that ſo

much way has been given to this already without having

been obſerved . Small changes in forms and language ,

do often introduce great changesin manners and charac

ters. In ancient times men could hardly be perſuaded to

take on them the weighty and important office of a bi

fhop. In times not very diftant, in our own church , the

miniſter or probationer called, was never conſidered as a

party, but as the ſubject concerning which the proceſs
was carried on by the callers or refuſers . But they have

been for ſome time paſt declared to be parties : they be

gin to attend the cauſe, to appear at the bar, to urge their

claim , to conſider the people who are to be under their

charge as their adverfaries, and too often to treat them

with contempt and diſdain .

I know ſome treat with great neglect the danger of a

lax and immoral miniſtry from the preſent method of

ſettling vacancies . So long as they are of this mind , it

isno wonder they continue in the practice ; for it can be

of very little conſequence how men are choſen, if they

are fit for the office . They tell us , an edict is ſerved be

fore admiſſion , where every man has acceſs to object a

gainſt the life or doctrineof the preſentee . The effect

of this will be very ſmall. Judicial proceſſes of that

kind are always expenſive and invidious, often difficult ,

and ſometimes dangerous. How few then will be ſó

public-ſpirited as to undertake them ? The example of

England may fatisfy us of this . It is as competent to

proſecute
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proſecute a man for error or iinmorality in England, as

in Scotland ; yet what perſon or pariſh ever thinks of

making the experiment ?

Others tell us, “It is all in your own power : why do

you licenſe improper men ? it is impoſſible to preſent

any man who has not a regular licence .” How ſurpri

ſing is it , that perſons of ever ſo little reflection Should

make uſe of this argument? It proceeds upon a ſuppo

ſition , which the leaſt knowledge of human nature mult

fhow to be unreaſonable, ' viz . That every preſbytery,

through the whole kingdom , will be unalterably faithful

and vigilant. If there be but a corrupt ornegligent ma

jority in any one of them , the licence will operate over

all. Nay, let them be ſuppoſed ever ſo faithful, they

may be deceived by a hypocrite, or not able to find ſuch

proofs ofwhat they ſtrongly ſuſpect, as to found and ſup

port a ſentence of refuſal. The more we conſider the

matter in every poſſible view , we ſhall find , that a paro

chial election of miniſters would be a better ſecurity for

regularity and decency in the clergy, than all the laws.

that ever were framed upon the ſubject. Frequently men

cannot , and ſometimes they will not, execute the laws;

but this rule would operate uniformly and powerfully,

and would execute itſelf.

· I add only one other unhappy conſequence of conti

nuing the preſent method of ſupplying vacancies. If a

preſentation muſt ſuperſede all judgment of the church

courts , as to the propriety of an ordination, and even

the expediency of a tranſlation, we may expect to ſee

ſome of the weakeſt, and moſt contemptible miniſters,

ſettled in the moſt conſpicuous and important charges .

Perſons of this character are not always free from vanity

and ambition, nor always deſtitute of intereſt by male or

female connections. We have had ſome inſtances of this

kind already ; but much greater and more ſhameful may

be expected, ſo ſoon as preſentations have acquired an ,

irreſiſtible power. It will be ſaid, perhaps, They have

had all the force in law, for above forty years, that it .

is likely they ever will have. I anſwer, that is very

true ; but every one knows their very different effect int

practice at the beginning and at the end of that period .

Iatrons
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- Patrons continued long to pay a regard to the opinion of

the heritors, according to rank and character in the con

gregation concerned . As they found their own ſtrength

increaſing, however, they paid gradually leſs and leſs :

they now pay very little ; and the timeſeems juſt at hand,

when they will pay none at all.

This argument will, I hope, have the greater weight,

that I have known inſtances of different perſons, both a

mong the clergy and laity , who had concurred in ſup

porting preſentations in other caſes, but who were both

alarmed and provoked when they themſelves came to be

treated in a tyrannical manner . The heritors, in gene

ral, indeed, have been long made inſtrumental in bearing

down the common people ; and this being finiſhed,

they themſelves, as isalmoſt conſtantly the caſe in poli

tical ſtruggles, muſt feel the weight of that authority

which they have eſtablished . The evil hath taken fo deep

root, that it is ſomewhat uncertain whether a remedybe

now poſſible ; nay , it is ſtill more uncertain, whether

any reſiſtance will be ſerioully attempted . The conſe

quences, however, arelike to be ſo terrible , that they

may well juſtify complaint , and, in particular, be my

excuſe for endeavouring to expoſe the conduct of thoſe

whom I conſidered as betraying the liberties of the pu

blic .

As to the cenſures inflicted on miniſters who refuſed

to be preſent at the ordination ofminiſters to nobody, I

ſhall ſay but littlc , becauſe that ſeverity ſeems to have

ceaſed . Several miniſters have abſented themſelves,

in like caſes, ſince the depoſition of Mr Gilleſpie, and

yet have eſcaped with impunity . The reaſon probably

-is , the thing is now ſo common , that the odium attend

ing it has become inconſiderable, and not worth the

pains of an endeavour to divide it . But as that meaſure

was once like to become univerſal, may I not obſerve,

that it remains in the history ofour church an example of

what, alas ! appears but too plainly in the hiſtory of e

very church, That, in proportion as authority is relaxed

in inforcing the laws of God, it is commonly ſtretched

and carried to exceſs in ſupport of the unneceſſary, doubt

ful, or pernicious commandments of men , Let any man

produce
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produce a period in which there was leſsrigour in punifhi

ing miniſters for neglect of parochial duties, or irregu

Jarity in private practice, than when they were threaten

ed with depoſition ifthey refuſed to join in theſe not

very honourable ſettlements. Nay, though we ſhould

look upon the preſervation of church -authority as a mat

ter of great moment, it was not obedience to the ſtand

ing laws, on which the welfare of the whole depends,

that was ſo ſtrictly required , but compliance with or

approbation of the deciſions of the annual Aſſemblies in .

their judicative capacity. It hath often ſurpriſed me to

hear the plea of conſcience, in ſuch caſes, treated as a

mere pretence. What ſentiments muſt thoſe perſons

have, who look upon it as a thing incredible, that a man

fhould fcruple being preſent at an ordination, where

ſome of the anſwers to the queſtions put to the candidate,

though joined with in a part of divine worſhip, are either

directlyfalſe, or wholly abſurd ?

This part of the apology has been ſo much lengthened

out, that I wholly omit the atteſting unqualified and ad

mitting unatteſted elders into the church -courts. There

is indeed ſo manifeſt a breach of truth in the one caſe,

and of law and order in the other, that if men do not ſee

it themſelves, it muſt be owing to ſuch invincible preju

dice as it is in vain to contend with.

Thus I have laid before the reader, in a ſerious and

candid manner , what I hope will appear a ſufficient apo

logy for this offenſive performance. Nothing could have

induced me to the attempt, but the unwearied endea

vours of many to repreſent it as an evidence of a bad tem

per and unchriſtian diſpoſition , which the particular ſtruc

ture of the book made ſome undiſcerning perſons rafhly

aflent to . I have not the ſmalleſt reaſon to repent of it

on account of its nature, its deſign , or its effects upon

the public . If there was any miſtake, it was in point

of prudence, which ſhould have directed me to avoid

bringing ſuch a load ofmalice and reſentment upon myſelf.

This has afforded me one obſervation not very honour

able to human nature, viz . That the rage of enemies is

always more active and more laſting than the affection of

friends. It often happens, that ſome who are very much

pleased

1
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