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T O
The Nobiiityind Gentry of ScoTLAND} :,
PA";,TICULAR’LY,

Such of them as are ELD'l_;lis of the CHURCH,
and frequently Members of the GENERA L
ASSEMBLY,

Right Houoér:ablc, and Right Wor/bipful,

Here was prefixed to the Ecclefiafiical Charac-
terifficsa ludicrous dedication; there feems
therefore fome propriety in prefixing a ferious de-
dicarion to this 4pology..  To whom it ought to be
addrefled, could fcarce admit of a moment’s he-
fitation. It profefles to aim at promoting the in-
tereft of religion in the church of Scotland ; and
certainly none have it fo much in their power to
preferve or improve the conftitution, both in
church and ftate, as your Lordfhips and Worthips.
I am not to flatter- you with an entire approba-
tion of your paft ¢condué as church-members. The
defign of this addrefs is rather to befeech you, 1n
the moft refpe@ful manner, ferioufly to confider,
whether you ought any longer to give countenance
to the meafures which have for fome time general-
ly prevailed. I am encouraged to this, by refle&®-
ing, that it is to you, indeed, we are obliged for
fetting fome bounds to the attempts of the high-
flying clergy. I could give feveral inftances of
this; but fhall only mention one, becaufe it i$
very recent. In the Affembly 1762, it was evi-
. Az dently
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dently owing to the Honourable members, that a
fanction was not given to a refolution, of infli®-
ing cenfures upon minifters, merely for preaching
to their own people at their defire: A thing fo o-
dious in its appearance, and fo dangerous as an
example, that no circumftances, or ends to be fer-
- ved by it, could poflibly juftify it.

I have already hinted, that you are. moft able to
promote falutary meafures in the church-courts ;
give rae leave to add, thatI firmly believe you will
be firlt wvilling to make any change for the better.
Individuals may, but, in the prefent ftate 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 eafe, for public good.
Therefore, when once the clergy are corrupted,
their reformation can be looked tor from the laity
only, and not from themfelves. There is an ob-
fervation to this purpofe in the Rev. Dr Robert-
fon’s hiftory *, which deferves to be written in
lctters of gold:  They” (i.e. the Proteftants)
“ applied to another Aflembly, to a convocation
of the Popifh clergy ; but with the fame ill fuc-
cefs which hath always attended every propofal .
for reformation addrefled to that order of men.
To abanden ufurped power, to renounce lucra-
tive error, is a facrifice, which the virtue of in-
dividuals has, on fome occafions, oflered to
truth; but from any fociety of men, no fuch ef-
fort can be cxpe@ed.  The corruptions of a fo-
cicty, recommended by commen utility, and Ju-
flified by usiverfal praQice, are viewed, by its
members, without {fhame or Lorror; and rcfor-
mation never preceeds from themiclves, butisal-
ways forced vpen them by fome foreign hand.”

“
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I am fo much of that eminent writer’s opinion, that
1 look upon every attempt for reviving the intereft

‘of religion as quite hopelefs, unlefs you be pleafed

to fupport it; and, at the fame time, am not with-
out the ftrongeft expettation, that the period is faft
approaching, when you will fee it neceffary to in-
terpofe. (

Will you indulge me in adding a fanciful reafon

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

ftudy of the law. Now, I have obferved in read-

- ing the New Teftament, that it was a /awyer who

took care of the body of our Saviour, after it had
been crucified at the inftigation of the prieffs. His
name was Jofeph of Arimathea, an bonourable man,
and a counfellor, and the fact is recorded by all the
four evangelifts. Who knows therefore but the
gentlemen of the fame profeflion among us may
be the inftruments of delivering the church, which
is Chrift's myftical body, from the tyrannical im-
pofitions of churchmen in power ?

Look into the hiftory of this and every other
church, and you will fee, that the laity never lent
their influence to promote the ambition and fecular
greatnefs of ecclefiaftics, but they received their re-
ward in ingratitude and centempt. [ have heard
many of you praifed as great friends to the church.
By this 1s meant, that you have a friendfhip for,
and are-ready to increafe the revenues and worldly
conveniency of thofe who bear the facred office,
who are alfo called clergy. | beg leave to obferve,
that the wifeft of mankind are fometimes deccived
by words, and patiently fubmit to gradual and
infenfible ufurpations. Both the words clergy and
church are an incroachment of the teachers upon

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

fir{t of them comes from wv+, waich fignifics inhe-
' ritance,
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sitance, and when appropriated to minifters, feem$
to intimate that they alone are God’s inheritance,
while {urely: fome of the people are as much his in+
heritance as theys The word oburch is a feriptures
phrafe, and is ufed about one hundred times in the
New Teftament.-- But -of all thefe, in not above
one or two at moft can it be pretended to fignify
the minifters, exclufive of the people. Therefore
if you be friends to the church, take the word in
its proper and genuine fenfe, and admit the people
to a'due proportion of your favour. :

Far be it from me to blame thofe who fhew a
friendthip and attachment to minifters, and with
to fee them comfortably and decently provided for.
This is highly neceflary to free them from that an-
xiety and folicitude which is infeparable from a
poor and dependent ftate. But why are they to be
-provided for at all? or why is it an amiable cha-
raQer to be a friend to the church? Surely that
the great ends of their facred fun@ion may be pro-
moted ; that, freed from the neceflity of attending
- to fecular purfuits, they may have liberty to be-
ftow their time and pains for the fpiritual benefit
of thofe committed to their care.

For this reafon, I hurably intreat you, who, by
your exalted ftations, only can do it with fuccefs, .
to frown upon the luxurious and afpiring, to en-
courage the humble and diligent clergyman. The
intereft of religion in this nation, is an object of
the higheft value in itfelf, and infeparable from our
temporal profperity. On both accounts I hope it
will be the obje¢t of your moft tender care; and, in
return, may it pleafe God to make you know to
your happy experience the truth of his own word,
Zhem that honour me, I will honour; but they that
defpife me, fball be Lghtly effeemed.

T am, &w«.
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SERIOUS APOLOGY
‘ FOR '
The Ecclefiaftical Charafteriftics.

Ecclefiaftical Characteriftics is evidently a’
fatire upon clergymen of a certain character. It
is a fatire too, which every body muft fee was

intended to carry in it no fmall meafure of keennefs and

feverity. This was to be expe@ed from the nature and
defign of the performance. A fatire that does not bite,
is good for nothing. Hence it neceffarily follows, that
it is effential to this manner of writing, to provoke and
give offence. The greateft fatirifts, in all ages, have
made juft as many enemies to themfelves, as they expo-
fed objects of fcorn and derifion to the public *. It was
certainly, on this account, eafy to forefee what would
be the effect of the publication of fuch a piece, if it was
executed in a tolerable manner; and therefore I hope
every impartial perfon will not only acquit me of blame,
but confefs, I acted very prudently in not fetting my
name to the work. : ‘

The event juftified this precaution. The rage and
fury of many minifters in Scotland when this pam-
phlet was firft publithed, is known almoft to all its read-
ers. The moft opprobrious names were beftowed u
on the concealed author, and the moft dreadful
threatenings uttered, in cafe they fhould be fo fortunate

- as difcover and convi@ him. One gentleman in particu-

lar, who fell under the imputation of being concerned

® Hiftory informs us, that Horace,. for his admired farires, had many
glvalc enemies in Rome; and it has been faid, that our countryman Mr
ope durft hardly walk the fireets of London, fome years before his death,
through fear of being attacked or piftoled, even when he met with the high-
¢it enconragement from the public. .
L. 10
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in it, has ever fince been the object of their deteftation
and refentment; although I think it remains yet very un-
certain, what hand he had, or whether he had any hand
at all, in its compofition: A queftion which I hope the
prefent production, by a comparifon with his other
works, will enable the fharp-fighted public to determine.

Kut though I had, by good management, provided
myfelf a fhelter from the ftorm, it is not to be fuppofed
but I heard it well enough rattling over my head. The
truth is, 1 have liftened, with all poffible attention, to .
the objections raifed againft this performance ; and found,
with much concern, that the great endeavour of its e-
nemiies has been, to rc({)refent the general defign of it as
contrary to the intereft of religion; and the {pirit and
manner of it, as inconfiltent with the Chriftian temper.
The common cry has been, ¢ The author muft be a man
¢ ofa bad heart No good man could write fuch a
¢ piece.” This has given me an irrefiftible inclination,
upon notice that a new edition of it is intended, to fend
into the world, at the fame time, a ferious apology for
it, not only for my own vindication, but that, if it hath
any capacity of doing good, this happy purpofe may not,
be defeated by the implicit credit given to fo heavy an
accufation. , .

In entering upon this tafk, I take the liberty to affirm,
that what firft induced me to write, was a deep concern
for the declining intereft of religion in the church of
Scotland, mixed with fome indignation at what appear-
ed to mea ftrange abufe of church-authority in the years
1751 and 1752 *.  The reafons of its particular {truc~
ture will be given afterwards: in the mean time, the
reader may reit affured, that this defence fhall be wholly
ferious, and fhall not contain a fingle propofition which,
inits plain and literal meaning, the author does not be-
lieve to be true. Not fo much as attempting to borrow
‘any afliftance from wit and ridicule, he fubmits his caufe

® This refers to the rebuking and depofing minifters who did not think
themiclves at liberty to join in the ordinaticn of a paftor without a people,
The firft was done in the cafe of Mr Adam and the prefbytery of Linlth-
gow, who declined beirg prefent at the fettlement of Torphichen; the fee

¢end, in the cafc of Mr Gillefpic, in the fewlement of lnvakci;hing.
' ta
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to be tried by calm difpaflionate reafoning, and only begs
the impartial attention of the reader.

To free the queftion from ambiguity, it will be ne-
ceflary to confider the performance diitin‘tly, unler the
three following heads. 1. The fubject of it in g:ner:l ;
which is confeiled to be an attack.upon the principles,
manners, and political condu®, of certain clergymen.
2. Why it is written in an affumed charatter and ironi-
cal ftyle. 3. What occafion was given for it by thofz to
whom it was evidently applied, viz. the minifters of our
own church. -

I. Let us confider the fubjet in general, viz. attack-
ing and expofing the charaéters of clergymen. While I
am {peaking upon this head, I muft take it for granted,
that the faults are real; that the fatire and reproofs are
jut. An objection againft the performance has been
often made to this purpofe : ¢ Suppofing the things cen-
“ fured to be true, what end does it ferve to publith
¢« them? If tendernefs for the reputation of the offend-
¢ ers could not prevent fuch cruel treatment, ought
¢ not a regard for the edification of others, and the fuc-
¢ cefs of the gofpel in their hand, to have difpofed a
¢ good man to throw a veil over their infirmities? Is
¢ not religion wounded through® their fides, and occa-
¢ fion given to infidels to triumph

In anfwer to this, I confefs myfelf to have very differ-
ent views of things from thofe who fpeak in this man-
ner. Nay, Ibelieve, that though there are fome who .
fpeak as they think, yet it is much more frequently the
language of thofe who with nothing fo much as the un-~
difturbed indulgence of themfelves, in floth, luxury, or
grofler crimes. I am altogether at a lofs to know what
is the argument in reafon, or the precept in fcripture,
which makes it criminal to cenfure minifters when they
deferve it. That their ftation, like that of all other per-
fons of influence, or in public employment, fhould
make men very tender and cautious how they take up
an evil report againft 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 firft principle, that
as it is in them doubly criminal, and doubly :pem_iciou;,
: o 3 2 . o
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fo it ought to be expofed with double feverity. This is
“{o far trom being contrary to the intereft of religion,
even when done by a clergyman, that nothing can be
more honourable to it, than to fhow that there are fome
fo bold as to reprove, and fo faithful as to- withftand the
corruptions of others. How far fecre# wickednefs thould
be concedled, or fcenes of iniquity not laid open, and
fo fin turned into fcandal in minifters, is a matter that
would require a very careful and accurate difcuffion, and
admits of many exceptions: but if, in any cafe, erro-
neous doctrine, or degeneracy of life, is plain and vifible ;
to render them completely odious, muft certainly be a
duty. When it is not done, it provokes men to con~
clude, the clergy all combined together, like Demetrius
and the craftfmen, and more concerned for their own
power and credit, than for the intereft and benefit of thofe
committed to their charge. -

- That irreligion and infidelity has made a rapid progrefs
among us for fome time pait, is a certain, and a melan-
choly truth. Well! perhaps I fhall be told, That I have
contributed to ftrengthen the caufe of infidelity among
the quality and gentry, by giving them fuch a reprefenta-
tion of the clergy. 1 anfwer, That gentlemens forming
a bad opinion of clergymen contributes to promote infi-
delity, 1 will by no means deny; fo far from it, I affirm;
that without thiis, all other caufes put together would
not be able to produce it in any great degree. The
great, as well as the vulgar, are always more influenced
in their regard for, or contempt of religion, by what
they fee in the chara&ers and behaviour of men, than by
any fpeculative reafonings whatever. This is what they
themfelves make no fcruple, on many occafions, to con-
fefs. Bithop Burnet, in his Difcourfe of the Fafforal

Care, acquaints us, that, ¢ having had much free con-

- ¢ verfation with many that have ‘been fatally corrupted
¢ that way, they have very often owned, that nothing
¢ promoted ‘this fo much in them as the bad opinion
¢ wltfich they took up of clergymen. They did not fee
¢ in them,” fays he, ¢ that ftrictnefs of life, that con-~
“ tempt of the world, that zeal, that mecknefs, humi-
‘¢ lity, and charity, that diligence and earneftnefs, with
' y ¢ relation
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¢ relation to the great truths of the Chriftian religion,
¢ which they reckoned they would moit certainly have,
¢ if they themfelves firmly believed it; therefore they
¢ concluded, that thofe whofe bufinefs it was more
¢ ftrictly to inquire into the truth of their, religion,
¢ knew, that it was not fo certain as they themfelves,
¢« for other enls, endeavoured to make the world be-.
¢ lieve it was.” .

But the great, or rather the only que(tion yet re=~
mains: Did the publication of the Characteriftics give
the firit occafion so fuch refletions in Scotland ? Was
the firit infor nation gentlemen had of the chara@ers of
the clergy drawn froin that performance? This, which
mu.t be tae very foun lation of the objetion we are con-
fidering, is not true; and indeed, it is not poffible, in
the nature of things, that it fhould be true. If there
be any fuch thing as corruption among the clergy, by
neglect of duty, luxury in drefs or table, laxnefs in prin-
ciple, or licentioufnefs of practice, it can be .no fecret
to people of figure and fathion. ]t is commonly in their
fociety that the moit free converfation and unclerical
carriage is found among gentlemen of the facred order.
And though fonie of the laity who regret fuchin lecencies,
may have fo much good manners as to forbear upbraiding
them openly, and others may perhapsnot be difpleafed at
the removal of all reftraints, either from the dif(l:)ipline ot
example of minilters; yet it is well known how little -
to their advantage perfons of both forts have talked, long
before the Claracteriftics had a being. So that, inftead
of any public rebuke being the occafion of gentlemens
forming a bad opinion of the clergy, the laft, on the
contrary, gave a manifeft occafion for the firt, if it ({id
not make ﬁ?mething of that kind indifpenfably neceflary.

Many wrong opinions arife from confounding things
that have {ome relation.to one another, but are, not-
withftanding, effentially diftinct. Thus what ought
really to be imputed to the crime, is frequently imputed
to the punithment. Becaufe a bad opinion of the clergy
lca s men to infidelity, therefore, fay fome, cover their

ail'ngs, and palliate their crimes ; to expofe them is doing
hurt to religion. On the contrary, I reckon it is fur
more



[ 10 ]

more conclufive to fay, Becaufe the bad chara&ers of the
clergy are extremely hurtful to religion, let them be told,
that the greateft ftri¢tnefs and purity of manners is ex-
ed from them; and if any will not comply, let the
guilty perfons be chaftifed, that the honour of the order
may be preferved. I was never better pleafed with a
ftory than one I have read of the late Duke of Orleans,
Regent of France. It happened, that, during his regency,
ene of the French Princes of the Blood was convicted of
committing robbery on the highway. Great interceffion
was made with the Regent, to {ave him from the ignominy
of a public execution, which, it was alledged, would be an
indelible ftain upon the Royal blood.- To this the Duke
replied, The Royal blood is indeed deeply ftained, but
it was ftained by the commiffion of the crime; the pu-
nifhment will only ferve to wath out the ftain, as far as
that is now peffible.
- Chriftians may, if they pleafe, learn what ought to be
their own conduct, by obferving the contrary condué¢t of
infidels, who generally underftand what is the real in-
tereft of that unhappy caufe. It is of no confequence
to an infidel to make it appear that there are fome mini-
fters bad men. His great bufinefs is, to transfer the faults
of particulars to the whole order, and to infinuate, that
s¢ priefts of all religions are the faine.” This appears
from the general ftrain of théir writings and converfa-
tion. Neither is it uncommon to fee infidels, who, on
all occafions, difcover the moft rancorous malice againft
minifters of the gofpel in general, maintain the greateft
intimacy with fome particulars of that denomination.
‘Whether their friendfhip is an honour or difgrace to the
perfons fo diftinguithed, I think is not difficult to deter-
mine. However, in oppofition to this conduct, every
- veal Chriftian, while he maintains upon his mind the
deepeft fenfe of the importance and ufefulnefs of the
facred office, fhould, at the fame time, hold in detefta-
tion thofe who, by an unworthy behaviour, expofe it to
contempt.

That Iam not fingular in this opinion, appears from the
hiftory of the Chriftian church in every age. Were it not
that it might be confidered as an unneccilary oftentaticn of

. learning,

- ™
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learning, I could eafily fhew, from almoft every writer
renowned for piety and worth, with what boldnefs
and feverity they treated the corrupt clergy of their
own times. And what is remarkable, though their
charaters have now received a fanction from their anti«
quity, and indeed a luftre from this very zeal and fide-
lity ; yet while they lived, their invectives were cone
ftantly complained of by the indolent or vitious of their
cotemporaries, as injurious to the interefts of religion,
That this was the cafe at the reformation, may be eafily.
feen 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 Paflor, which contained a very plain and very fevere
reprehenfion of his brethren the clergy, the fame objec~
tion was made againft the publication of it, at lea(t. in
the Englith language, by fome prudent fofteners. To
this he anfwers, among other things, as follows. * When
¢¢ the fin is open in the fight of the world, it is in vain
¢¢ to attempt to hide it ; and fuch attempts will but ag
¢ gravate it, and increafe our fhame. If the miniiters
¢¢ of England had finned only in Latin, Iwould have
¢¢ made fhift to have admonithed them in Latin; but if
¢¢ they will fin in Englifh, they muift hear it in Englith.
¢ Unpardoned fin will never let us reft, though we be
¢¢ at ever fo much care and cott to cover it. Our fin
¢« will furely find us out, though we find not it. And
¢ if he that confefleth and forfaketh- be the man that
<t fhall have mercy, no wonder then if he that covereth
¢ it profper not. If we be fo tender of ourfelves, and
¢« Joth to confefs, God will be lefs tender of us, -and in-
<< dite our confeflions for us,—Too many that have fet
¢¢ their hand to this facred work, do fo obftinately pro-
«¢ ceed in felf-feeking, negligence, and pride, . that
< it is become our neceflary duty to admonifth them.
¢« If we could fee that fuch would reform without re-
¢« proof, we could gladly forbear the publithing of their
¢« faults ; but when reproofs themfelves do prove fo in-
s¢ eftectual, that they are more oflended at the reproof
+ than at the fin, and had rather that we fhould ceafe
) ¢ reproving,
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« reproving, than themfelves fhould ceafe finning, I
¢ thinkit is time to fharpen the remedy.”

- I'thall adduce but one example more, to which I beg
the attention of thofe who have been inadvertently
taught to think that one who endeavours to expofe the
charaéters of the clergy cannot be a good man. Does
not all hiftory bear teftimony to the learning, piety, and
worth of the gentlemen of the Port-Royal, a fociety of
Janfenifts, who, a little more than a hundred years ago,
made a moft violent attack upon the Jefuits in France;
particularly M. Pafcal, in his Provincial Letters, which
are written almoft entirely in the way of wit and humour.
Thefe pieces are ftill univerfally admired ; nor are they,
at this time, counted any objecion to his character for
piety and integrity. At the time of publication, how-
ever, the very fame obje&ions which are now made to
the Characteriftics, were made to his writings. *

The reader may poflibly recolle¢t, that I hinted above
a fufpicion, that many are not fincere in offering this
objection. One reafon for this fufpicion I am almoft
athamed to mention, for the reproach which it brin
in my apprehenfion, upon many members of the church
of Scotlund ; but as it is well known, it is unneceffary to
conceal it, and, in my own defence, I am intitled to re-
peat it. There have been, within thefe few years, wri-
tings publifhed in Scotland directly levelled againft reli-
gion itfelf, 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.

Weritings of this kind have been publicly avowed, and the
names of theauthors prefixed. Now, where has beenthezeal
of the enemies of the Characteriftics againft fuch writings ?
Have they moved for the exercife of difcipline againft the
writers? Have they fupported the motion when made
by others? Are not books in oppofition to the gofpel,
and abufing all clergymen, as fuch, more contrary to
the intereft of religion, than one which only impeaches

® This any man may fee, who will look at his cleventh letter, and fome
of the fubfequent ones, as well as the nutes on them, which are generally a-
fcribed to Mr Arpauld

- the
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the fidelity of a part of that order, from at leaft a pro-
feiled concern for the honour of the whole? Dces not
this tempt men to fay, as was faid an age agn by Moliere
in France, or by fome there, on occafion of a play of his
called the Zartugfe, That a man may write what he plea-
feth againft God Almighty in perfect fecurity ; but if he
write again{t the characters of the clergy in power, he is
ruined for ever. '

Another reafon why I fufpe@ the fincerity of the ene-
mies of the Characteriftics, when they pretend aregard for
the intereft of religion as the ground of their difpleafure, is,
that it hath often happened, that both fpeakers and writers
have charged another party of the minifters of the church of
Scotland with hypocrify and deceit, the moft villanous
of all charatters; and yet it never occurred to thefe gen-
tlemen, that fuch a charge was hurtful to the intereft of
religion. I am now to let the reader into a fecret.

. What very much contributed, or rather, indeed, what

chiefly brought me to a refolution of publithing the Cha-
racteriftics, was a pamphlet publifhed a few months be-
fore it, called, A juft view of the conftitution of the
church of Scotland. This univerfal uncontradi@ted fame
attributed to the late Dr H n; and the exprefs pur-
pofe of it is, to reprefent a certain fet of minifters as agi-
tators of the people, and, in general, as not acting upon
confcience, even where they pretend it, but from a love
of popularity. Befides this, he tells a ftory, which he
calls a fcene of iniquity, with the initial letters of the
names of the perfons {fuppofed to be guilty. Was ever
this pamphlet charged by my enemies as contrary to the
intereft of religion? It will notbe pretended. Now, I
ihould be glad to know, what it is that makes the difco-
very of afcene of iniquity, when committed by fome
whom I muft not name, contrary to the intereft of reli- .
gion, but the difcovery of a fcene of iniquity committed
by certain others, no way contrary to it at all’? Iam
not able to find any reafon for this difference of judg-
ment, but one, which is not very honourable to them,
viz. That perhaps {cenes of iniquity fuppofed to be com-
mitted by them, are more probable in themfelves, and

actually obtain more credit, than thofe which they alledge
C * .~ againit
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againft others. Ido not affirm that this is the reafon:
but 1 think, fince they had been the agereflors, both in
cenfuring minifters for fcrupling obedience to their un-
conftitutional decifions, and attacking their characters
in print; if fome namelefs author thought fit to retaliate
the injury in the laft kind, and did it with fo great fuc-
cefs, they ought to have lain as quiet under it as poffible,
both from equity and prudence: from equity, becaufe
they had given the provocation; and from prudence,
becaufe, in fact, their conduét tempted many to fay,
The charge mu't have been juit, or it would have been
treated with contempt; the ftroke muft have been well
aimed, the wound muft have been very deep, fince the
fcar continues fo long, and is never like to be either for-
gotten or forgiven.

This, however, is, in itfelf; but of fimall moment.
Tt would be of little confequence whether their conduct
had becen reafonable and confiftent or not, if the objec-'
tion itfelf were juft. But I hope it appears very clearly,
from what I have of'ered above, that fuppoling the con-
duct of the clergy to be unbecoming their profeflion, a
regard to religion not only permits, but loudly calls tor
a {cvere reprehenfion of it.  This is agreeable to the
fentiments and practice of the wifeft and beft menin every
age. There have been, indeed, a few exceptions: but
the lenity which fome excellent perfons have thewn to
the vices of the clergy, has been generally reckoned a-
mong their weaknefics, and not their virtues. I men-
tion this, left it fhould come into any perfon’s mind,
what is related of Conftantine the Great, viz. that when
he had received a bundle of papers, which, he was told,
contained accufations againft 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 fhould fee a bithop in the very act of a
crime that fhall be namelefs in Englith ¥, h¢ would cover
him with his purple. If the account be true, and this
be the charity which fome plead for with fo great carneft-

® Alienum torum labefa@antem.
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nefs, one can hardly help crying out, O Emperor, great
was thy charity !

1I. According to the diftribution Imade of my fubject,
the naxt point is, To account for the Characteriftics being
written in an ailumed character, and ironical, tty le.
¢« If concernt for the interelt of religion prompted you,”
fay tome, ¢ to attack the characters of the clcrgv, why
¢t was it not done in a ferious way !  Would it not have
¢ been better, gmuly to have convitted them of their
<« hn, and warned them of their dunger, than to fet
*¢ thaein in a ridiculous point of light, and expoie them
¢ to the public fcorn?”  This objection, Tam fenfible,
made an imprefiion on fome well-meaning perfons; and
theretore it will be neceflary to confider it with care. A
very good mun, when he iirft read the Characterifiics,
exprelfed himfelf thus: ¢ Alas! if there was occalion
¢ given for it, would it not have been better to have
¢ had recourfe to prayer than to fitire?”” In general, I
humbly apprehend, there is no oppolition between thefe
two means ; and therefore, in many cafes, it is proper to
employ both.  Let me therefore intreat the attention of
the reader, while I brietly confider, firft, the lawtulnefs
of employing ridicule in fuch a caule; and, fecondlv,
what particular circumitances concurred to 1cndcr it the
moft proper method, if not, in a manner, neceifary, in
the inttance betore us.

That it is a lawful thing to employ ridicule in fuch a
caufe, is evident from the very highelt authority. There
are many in‘tances of irony in the facred writings. In the
3d chapter of Genefis, verf. 22. we have an expreflion
ufed by Gol himfelf, which interpreters do generally
fuppofe to be in irony : and as it is of the mott fevere
and penetrating kind, in a mott deplorable calamity, {o
I cannot well imagine what other rational meaning can
be put upon the words: Aud tie Lord God fi:id, Bc/uld
the man is become as one of us, to know good ard evil,
It muft be remembered, that Adam had broke his
maker’s command, from a foolith expeétation, upon the
devil’s promife, of becoming like God. On this, an
ancient interpreter fays, *“ Adam deferved to be derided

¢ in this manner ; and he was made more deeply fenﬁblef
C2 “ o
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« of his folly by this ironical expreflion, than by any o-
¢ ther that could have been ufed.” The conduct of E-
lijah, and his treatment of the prophets of Baal, is ano-
ther known example of the fame kind. It is recorded
1 Kings xviii. 27. And it came to pafs at noon, that
Elijah mocked them, and faid, Cry aloud: for he %s a
god, cither he is talking, or he is purfuing, or he is
on a journey, or peradventure he fleepeth, and muft be
awaked.

There are feveral inftances of the fame manner of
{peaking in the prophetical books; particularly, the pro-
phet Ifaiah, in an admirable manner, and at great length,
expofes the fottith folly of idolaters. The paflages are
well known ; as are alfo fome in the apoftolic writings ;
and therefore I omit them for the fake of brevity; and
only mention an expreflion of our Saviour himfelf, who,
though a man of forrows, and in a ftate of humiliation,
yet, in fome places, ufes a language plainly ironical ; as
in Johnx. 32. Many good works have I [hewed you from
my Father ; for which of thofe works do ye ﬂ’:me me?
It was certainly making them very ridiculous, to afk
them, for which of his good works they propofed to
ftone him, as well as it was the ftrongeft way of fignifying
that he had never done any works among them but fuch
as were good. Lo

After thefe examples, none will be furprifed when I
. fay, that the mof} grave and venerable of the fathers have
both ufed this manner of writing, and afferted its necef-
fitv and ufe. To be convinced of this, let airy man only read
St Jerom, in his letters, and his writings, again{t Jovian
and the Pelagians; Tertullian, in his apology againft the
folly of idolaters ; Augultine, Ireneus, and Bernard, and
many others of the moft approved characters. It is in-
deed founded upon the plaineft reafon. There is com-
monly a pride and felf-fufficiency in men under the do-
minion of error, which makes them deaf to advice, and
impregnable to grave and ferious reafoning: neither is
there any getting at them till their pride islevelled a little
with this difmaying weapon. But left the reader thould
be lefs willing to yicld to my reafoning than to that of
greater men, I fhall beg leave to tranflate three pafffagcs
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from three different writers in diftant ages, which could
not be more applicable to the times in which they lived,
than they are to my prefent purpofe.

The firft is from Tertullian: ¢ That which I have
¢ done, is nothing elfe but a play before the real combat.
¢ I have rather pointed out the wounds which might be
 given you, than given them in effect. If there are
¢¢ places which oblige people to laugh, it is becaufe
¢ the fubjects themfelves are ridiculous.  There are
¢ many things which ought to be treated with contempt
¢ and mockery, through fear of giving them weight;
¢ and making them important by ferioufly debating
¢ them. Nothing is more juftly due to vanity than de-

“ rifion; and it belongs to the truth to fmile, becaufe

¢ it is chearful, and to defpife its encmies, becaufe it
¢ is affured of vitory. It is true, we ought to be care-
¢¢ ful that the raillery be not low, and unworthy of the
¢¢ truth; but if that be attended to, and one can ufe it
¢¢ with addrefs and delicacy, it is aduty to do fo.”

The fecond paffage is from St Auguftine, in the follow-
ing words. ¢ ho will dare to fay, that the truth
‘¢ ought to remain defencelefs againft the attacks of falfe-
hood? that the enemies of religion fhall be permit-
¢¢ ted to terrify the faithful with ftrong words, and to -
entice or feduce them by agreeable turns of wit; but
that believers ought never to write but with fuch a
coldnefs of ftyle as to lull the reader afleep 2~
The third paflage is from Pafcal, in the eleventh of
his Provincial Letters: “ As the truths of the gofpel
¢¢ are the proper objects both of love and refpe&, fo the
¢¢ errors which are oppofite to them are the objects both
of hatred and contempt. There are two diftin¢t qua-
lities in the firft, a divine beauty which renders them
¢ amiable, and a facred majefty which renders them
¢« venerable ; there are alfo in the laft, a guilt and im-
¢«¢ piety which renders them horrible, and a delufion and
« folly which renders them filly and contemptible.
¢« Wherefore, as the faints have always, for truth, the uni-
¢ ted affections of love and fear ; fo, for error, they have
¢« alfo the correfpondent fentiments of hatred and con-
¢ tempt. Their zeal equally difpofes them to refuta.ltlhe

: ¢ malice
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¢ malite. of bad men with boldnefs and courage, and to
¢« difcredit their folly by derifion and fcorn.”

That it is lawful, in fome cafes, to ufe ridicule, I
hope is now fufficiently proved. The truth is, though it
is common and natural for men to cry out, That this is
an unbecoming manner of handling the fubje@, when
their own miftakes are expofed; yct T have met with ve-
ry few controverfial writers, who do not, in proportion
to their fkill, endeavour to inliit Ridicule in the fervice
of Reafon. Itis often indeed a forry and motley mix-
ture of grave and comic; but it fufliciently fhows the
natural fenfe- men have of the propriety, not only of
contradicting what is falfe, but fmiling at what is ab-
furd: T might therefore very jultly reft my defence here.
It was, in the firit place, my bufinefs to judge, whether
there was fufficient occafion given for fuch an attempt,
as well as, whether I was endowed with proper talents
for the execution. ' After this, it fcll of courfe to the
readers to determine, how far I had judged right in ei-
ther, or both of thefe particulars.

But as, in fact, it was not merely the lawfulnefs 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 fome particular circumftances that
feemed to render it neceflury. 1 fhall now take the liber-
-ty of laying them before the realer. The firlt of them
is the reigning tafte of the age.  Nothing is more plain,
than that a certain levity of mind prevails at prefent a-
mong all ranks; which makes it very hard to fix their at-
tention on any thing that is ferious. The very title of a
grave difcourfe is fufficient to difguft many, and to pre-
vent them from ever inquiring what it contains: {o that
though I refolve to adhere to my promife at firit fetting
out, I am this moment writing with but little hope, that
above one twentieth part of the readers of the former
treatife will vouchfafe it a peruful. Nay, it isten to
one, that many will deny this to be the work of the
former author; and afiirm, that it is greatly inferior in

oint of ftyle; that is to fay, no ftyle appears to them
Juft or pure, but that which is humorous and poignant.

Befides levity, or an averfion at what is ferious, there

is
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is another charaeriftic of the prefent age, which is per-
haps the child of the former; I mean floth, or an unwil-
lingnefs to beftow great or long application of mindu
on any fubiect, be it what it will. This difpofition has
been wonderfully gratified, and wonderfully increafed,
by the generality of writers among us for fome time pait.
The authors of periodical publications, fuch as reviews, '
magazines, and even common news-papers, for their
own intereft, have long vied with one another in the va-
riety and luckinefs of the pieces which make up their fe-
veral collections. From perufing thefe, it is fo eafy to
get a little fuperficial knowledge of every fubject, that
tew look any further for the means of forming their opi-
nions in religion, government, or learning. Another
fpecies of compofition, proceeding upon the fame prin-
ciples, is novel-writing. What an inundation of thefe
we have had thefe twenty years bypaft in Great Britain,
is fufficiently known. It would even be an entertain-
ment to enumerate them by their titles, and fee what
proportion they make of the whole new books in any
given period of time.

From thefe circumf(tances, it is eafy to fee what an in-
tending author muift have before his eyes. Thofe who
have long had their appetites quickened by variety of difh-~
es, and the moft pleafing fauces, are not able to relith
plainer, though, to thofe who can ufe it, far better and
more folid food. This made it neceffary for me to fall
upon a method of compofition which might have fome
chance to procure theattention of the public; and I could
think of none more proper than irony; which, when
well executed, is almoft univerfally pleafing. Befides, I
muft 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 Characteriftics were
publithed. Moderation had been long a fathionable or
cant phrafe among them; and yet they were running
headlong into the moft violent and tyrannical meafures.
They made great pretences to charity, and a large man-
ner of thinking ; and, as a teftimony of it, very modeftly
fuppofed, that all who did not form the fame opinions
in religion and government with themfelves, were ngﬁk
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filly fools, except two or three knaves who had the di-
rection of the reft. This, I do affirm, was not barely
hinted, but openly and confidently afferted; fo that I
never knew greater bigots, in the proper and genuine
“fenfe of that word. How far my attempt would be fuc-
cefsful, could only be guefled at ; but I imagined, that
if I could exhibit them to the public in the fame light
in which they appeared to myfelf, they would make a
pretty comical figure: and fo it happened in fa&. My
firft intention was only to have publithed, in May 1753,
a half-fheet, containing the maxims themfelves, un-
der the title of, A lif of felf-evident truths: but that
having been neglected ; upon the provocation hinted at
above, the illuftrations were added, and fent abroad afew
months afterwards, in the form they now bear.

Another circumftance which feemed to render this way
of writing neceffary, was the little regard that had been
paid to feveral well-written treatifes of a ferious kind.
The perfons chiefly pointed at in the Characteriftics had
greatly relaxed difcipline in point of morals; had, by a
courfe of decifions, planted the country with ufelefs mi-
nifters; and though the whole office of ordination pro-
ceeds upon the fuppofition of a call from the people,
gravely admitted them without any call at all. This,
when done as a part of the public worthip of God, as it
always is, muft be confidered by évery impartial perfon,
not only as a piece of grofs abfurdity, and mocking of
the people, but a piece of flagrant impiety, and mocking
of God. Confcientious minifters abfented tlemfelves
from thefe pretended ordinations, till at laft it came into
the heads of their enemies to force them to be prefent,
under pain of the higheft cenfures of the church. They
had the hardinefs, all the while, to affirm, that this was
abfolutely neceffary to fupport the conftitution ; although
every man muift agree, that if any of our fathers, who
lived about fifty years ago, were to rife up out of his
grave, he would fay, it was the conftitution turned up-
fide down. Many atteinpts had been made to reafon
with them, and clear appeals to the hiftory and ftanding
ads of the church; but all were trodden under foot by
the decifions of the annual affemblies, in their judicative

capacity.



{ 2r ]
cdpacity. -Nay, theyat laft became {o confident of their
own power, and fo deaf to all reafoning on the fubje,
that they refufed even to read what was written by thofe
of different fentiments; and when they did read it, dif
dained to make any anfwer to it, or attempt to cenvince
them any other way than by the unanfierable argument
of depofition. This induced me to writ¢ in a manner
that has obliged them to hear whether they will or not;
and though it has not been {o happy as to bring them to
“conviction, I am fure it was no more than well-merited
correction.
- - One other reafon I fhall mention for making choice of
this way of writing, was drawn from the modern notions
of philofophy, which had fo greatly contributed to the
corruption of the clergy. The great patron and advo-
cate for thefe, was Lord Shaftfbury, one of whofe lead-
ing principles it is, that Ridicule is the teft of truth.
This principle of his had been adopted by many of the
clergy; and there is hardly any man converfant in the
literary world, who has not heard it a thoufand times.
defended in converfation. I was therefore willing to
try how they themfelves could ftand the edge of this
weapon; hoping, that if it did not convince them of the
folly of the other parts of their conduct, it might at leaft
put them out of conceit with this particular opinion.
The laft of thefe, I do really think the publication of the
Characleriftics has, in a great meafure, eflected ; at leaft
avithin my narrow fphere of converfation. It is but fel-
dom we now hear it pretended, that ridicule is the teft
of truth. If they have not renounced this opinion, they
at leaft keep it more to themfelves, and are lefs infolent
upon itin their treatment of ‘others.

I hope the reader will not imagine, that, by wrefting
this principle out of the hands of my adverfaries, 1 in-
tend to adopt it myfelf. There may be truth in it -in an
equivocal fenfe ; for to be fure nothing that is true can
be really ridiculous: but there are few things more per-
nicious than this principle, as it is commonly underftood
and applied. It is moft certain, that many things, both
true and excellent, may, by a perfon poflefled of the ta-
¥ent of humour, be made Dapparent{y ridiculous : :lt:id
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this will have its full efle® upon the bulk of mankind,
who are not able to difcover where the fallacy lies. Dr
Brown, in his Effays on the Characteriftics, fays, with
great propriety, That ridicule is not fitted for the dif-
_covery of truth; for, in fo far as it is diftinguithed from
‘reafoning, it ¢ is only putting imagination in the place of
~¢¢ reafon;” than whicE few things are more ready to.lead
. usaftray. But heallows, that itisvery proper to ¢ dif-
¢ grace known falfehood :” And as the application of it
to this purpofe is warranted by the judgment and ex-
ample of the beft and wifelt men in all ages, there was
nothing to hinder me from making ufe of the fame pri-
vilege. In the mean time, if there has been any cha-
Talter of real werth, or any meafure truly commendable,
ridiculed in the treatife now under confideration, let
this be fhown by clear and plain deductions of reafon,
and I am ready to repent of it, and renounce it.

III. This leadsme to the third and laft part of my defence,
vig. To fhow what occafion was given for fuch a treatife
among us. This I confefs to be abfolutely neceffary, as
it is plainly applied, in the title~page, to the church of
Scotland, It will be in vain to have fhown, that there is
nothing finful or hurtful in attacking the characters of
clergymen, where they at in a manner unworthy of their
office, or that this may lawfully be done even in the way
of ridicule, The queftion will ftill be, Have the mini=
fters of the church of Scotland really deferved it} Very

eat difficulties, however, prefent themfelves in this

ranch of the fubject. There are many things demon.
ftrably true, which it is dangerous to affirm, at leaft in
fome places. Upon the fuppofition, that the prevailing
party in this church is of the {pirit and difpofition paint-
ed in the Clzaraé?er:_’/t'ic.r, one would think, a man who
fhould upbraid them with their faults in a direé¢t man-
ner, would be in a forry fituation if ever they fhould be
his judges. The veritas convitii would do him very
little fervice, or rather would only ferve to envenom
their refentment.  Have they been already fo enraged
ogeintt me for a little pleafant raillery? and am I fo mad
as to hope to defend myfelf, by bringing again{t the fame
perfons 3 ferious and deliberate accufution? However
formidable
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formidable this difficulty may appear, 1 am not without
hopes, that fuch of thém as have any meafure 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 moft
corrupt members, recover the merit and dignity of the
general bady. : :
With this view let me make a preliminary remark.
Many, from the beginning, either really did, or at leaft
affected to fuppofe, that all who joined in the meafures
carried on by the majority in our General Aflemblies,
were reprefented in the Characteriftics, as infected with
every bad principle or pratice fatirized through the
whole. Nothing was farther from the writer’s mind.
An anfwer to that objection, fuch as the nature of the
performance would admit, was inferted in the preface to
the fecond edition of the book itfelf; and I fhall now
deliver my judgment upon the point, without the leaft
ambiguity. The political meafures which have been car-
rying on for thefe thirty paft in the church of Scotland,
appear to me to be ruinous to the interefts of religion.
At the fame time I am fenfible, thit there are many
worthy and good men who join in moft of thofe mea~
fures; and one great end of the Characteriftics was, to
open the eyes of fuch perfons, both on their employment -
and company. - = S : S
A train of circumitances, not always in our own power,

fometimes leads good men themfelves to fupport the moft
corrupt part of a church in their public meafures. The
boundaries of prudence and zeal are not eafily fixed. U-
nion of opinion in politics, often eftablithes a connection
between men of very oppofite principles in religion and
morals : and there are few greater inttances of the weak-
nefs of human nature, than the readinefs of men to give
protection and countenance to thofe who are worfe than
themfelves, becaufe they are ftaunch friends to their.
party-views. Such complacency do fome take in this,
as an exertion of Chrittian charity and tendernefs, that
it is wonderful to think what they will do, and much
more wonderful that they are not athamed of it, but o~
penly, and to all appearance haneftly, defend-it. -
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: Wﬁatever-mﬁtes them withe‘oﬁewpm, alienates their

afiection from, and interrupts their correfpondence with
the oppofite: Hence extremes are produced on both
hands. Perfons of fierce and violent tempers, in their
zeal, throw out indifcriminate refleions ; and thofe en~

gaged in another intereft, turn a deaf ear to any accufa-

tion, as the mere effect of party-malice and refentment.

Nay, it has been obferved, that it.is fomewhat natural .

for clergymen, to be more eafily irritable at fuch of their
brethren as rife above them in apparent concern for re-
ligion, and zeal for promoting it, than at thofe who- fall
below them. The firft are a reproach to their own con-
du& and chara&er, the other are a foil to it. So that
every one .who efpoufes any bold or vigorous meafure,
may lay his account with fome meafure of coldnefs, even
from_ fuch of his brethren as are in the next immediate
degree below him.

- Another very confiderable difficulty lies in my way.
The more the complaint of degeneracy in the church of
Scotland is juft, the more dithcult, in one refped, it
will be to carry a conviction of it to the minds, either of
thofe who are guilty of it, or thofe who obferveit. The
corruption of a church always implies, a light fenfe of the
evil of fin; and therefore, however plainly I may make
it appear, that fuch and fuch faéts are done, it will be
hard to convince many that they are wrong, at leaft in
any great degree.- Many a clergyman will not yield the
one half of thofe things to be fins, that were admitted
to be fo acentury ago; nor do they fee the one half
of the evil of fin, either in clergy or laity, that was
* once taken for. granted. Thofe who have not the fame
" ideas of morality, can never be fuppofed to have an e-
qual impreflion of the infufficiency of the fame degree of
it.  Thofe who look upon family-worfhip, for inftance,
as an unneceflary piece of devotion, will never be brought
to imagine, that an Aflembly is one whit worfe for con-
fifting of fo many members who habitually neglect that
duty, if1 may be permitted to ufe fo old-fathioned a
phrafe. On the other hand, though I fhould produce
the names and firnames of thofe clergy who, mounted up-
on their courfers at the public races, join the gentlemet;.

o
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of theturf, and are well fkilled in all the terms of that
honourable art ; though I fhould name thofe whao are to
be found at routs and drums, and other polite aflemblies
of the fame nature, and can defcant with greater clear«
nefs on the laws of the gaming-table than of the Bible,
inftead of being commanded to adduce a proof of the
fa&s, I fhould expect tq find many wha denied the rele-
vancy of the crimes, : '
For this reafon, before we go farther, gerbaps it will
not be improper to introduce a general obfervation. If
we confider the circumftances of the church of Scotland,
we may, from a knowledge of human nature, and the
experience of paft ages, fa.tgely affirn1, fhe is in a lax and
degenerate ftate. 1f it were not fa, it would be a mi-
racle. Nay, I will venture to go further, and te fay,
it would be fuch a miracle as never happened before.
We in this. church have enjoyed uninterrupted out-
ward profperity for more than feventy years; and during
all that time, have not only been free from perfecution,
but have enjoyed the favour and protection of the civil
power. If this long courfe of temporal profperity has
had no effect in bringing on a depravation of our man-
ners, it muft needs be a miracle; becaufe it is contrary
to the natural courfe of things: And he that will pre-
tend to find a period, when any fuch thifig happened be-
fore, will, I am confident, be unfuccefsful. The pri-
mitive church was never long without perfecution du-
ring the three firlt centuries; yet they had a trial how
they could bear profperity, in the interval between the
ninth and tenth perfecution, immediately before that
dreadful one which they fuffered under the Emperor
Dioclefian. And hiftory informs us, that though they
had not then any civil eftabliliment, yet the eafe and
profperity which they enjoyed had a moft fatal influence
upon their manners. So long as a minifter is only in
the poft of greateft danger, there will be lefs hazard of
worldly men endeavouring to puth themfelves into that
fituation : but as foon as that office begins to be confi-
dered as a quiet and fafe fettlement for tﬁs life, how can
it be, but many, from no higher end than worldly in-
. tereft, will get and keep pofleflion of it? Therefore,
. . ' ) T though .
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- though I were living in Japan, and knew nothing elfe
about the church of Scotland, but that fhe had enjoyed

~ fuch a courfe of outward profperity, I would as certainly
conclude, that acorruption of manners was affeting e-
ven the clergy, as I would; that iron which had been
long out of the furnace, and had not been rubbed or
fcoured, would be growing rufty. s

After all, it is fomewhat ftrange, that this- perform-
ance fhould ftand in need of an apology, or that the ac-
cufation againit it thould be fo often repeated, That the
author muit be a bad man; and that it is hurtful to the
intereft of religion. This is certainly the clamour of the
guilty, and not the judgment of the candid. There is
no fuch apprehenfion of the thing being criminal among
thofe who are certainly the moft unprejudiced and- im-
partial judges; I mean, the laity." It is well known,
with how much approbation it was read by them, when
firlt publithed; and, notwithftanding the love of defa-
mation, which is natural to mankind, I am perfuaded its
admirers would have been of quite a different clafs than
they generally were, if it had been againft the intereft of
religion ; and that it would have had no admirers at all,
if it had been a fatire without an object.

Let us fuppofe any perfon had taken into his head
to write a fatire againft the minifters of the church of
Scotland, and had thought proper to reprefent them in
an oppofite light : Suppofe he had reprefented them as
having arrived at fuch a degree of bigotry, as to believe,
that no perfon could be faved who had the leaft doubt of
any thing contained in the large fyftems of Pictet and
Turretine ; as fo fevere difciplinarians, that they were
continually haraffling gentlemen and noblemen, and fum-
moning them before their feflions, for but walking out
in their gardens a little after fermon on the Lord’s
day, or fitting half an hour too long at their bottle after
dinner on other days; as fo rigid and mortified in their
own lives, that they were in danger of bringing back the
monkith aufterity of the church of Rome. Whether
would the author of fuch a pamphlet have been reckoned
found in his judgment ? Would any body have been fo i-

, dle as to readit? or, if they did, would they not have
S underftood

~
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underftod it backwirds? Whereas, in the prefent cafa,

.there was a teftimony given to the truth and juftice of..
‘the characters drawn, by the affent and approbation of

almotft every reader. ,

The laity were not the only witnefles of its propriety :
many of the moft eminent and refpectable of the clergy
of our neighbour-country, gave evidence in favour of

the Characteriftics. 1 have been well informed, that
.the Bithop of L

. of our own country, gave it a high commendation ; and
added withal: ¢ It igdems only directed againft a certain
5¢ party of the church of Scotland; but we have many

n, -in converfatian- with a nobleman

¢ in England to whom the charatters are very appli-
¢ cable.” It is alfo faid by thofe who deferve credit,
that the Bithop of O——d fpoke much in the fame way;
and faid, He withed their own clergy would read it for
their inftru@ion and corre@ion. And feveral have feen a
letter from the prefent Bifhop of G r, then Dr
W n, one of the moft eminent authors of this age,
ta a minifter in Scotland; in which he commends the
performance, and, particularly, ufes thefe words: ¢ A
¢ fine piece of raillery againit a party to which we are ne
¢ ftrangers here.” . : :
Isit to be fuppofed, that fuch perfons, eminent for worth
and penetration, would have approved a thing fo evidently
criminal as fome are pleafed to think this tract? Qr are
there indeed perfons of the characters there reprefented
in the church of England, and none in the church of Scot-
land.? Shall the perfons above named openly affirm,
there are many fuchin England ; and muft the manbe con-
demned, without hearing, and without mercy, who is
fufpected of hinting there are fome fuch in her fifter-
church? Ihave oftenindeed refletted, with fome furprife,
on the different fituation of affairs in Scotland and in
Fngland. 1 have feen many books' printed in England,
with the names of the authors, which plainly, and with-
.out ambiguity, affirm, that there are E)me of the clergy
proud, ambitious, time-fervers, and tools of thofe in
power; fome of them lazy and flothful, lovers of eafe
and pleafure ; fome of them fcandalous and diffolute in
their manners; fome of them wholly ignorant am;‘ i_nfutf-
' cient §
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ficient; and thae dll are tolerated by thofe who prefideé.
"Thefe things they affirm, without the lealt danger, or
- apprehenfion of it. But were any man to publith a book

t had the tenth gt of fuch feverity in it, in Scotland,
he ought, at the fame timey to have a thip hired to fly
to another country. '
" - But the ftrongeft of all general proofs of the juftice of
the fatire in the Charaderiffics, is the behaviour of thofe
who are {uppofed to be aimed at. The lamentable out-
cry they made at firft, the malice and refentment they
have ever fince difcovered againt the author, prove to
a demonftration, that his reproofs are well founded,
We fhall reduce the argument to this fhort form: Either
there was ground for this fatire, or there was none. If
there was none, neither furely could there be for one
half of the complaints that have been made againtt it, for
it would have It)xsen perfectly harmlefs. Many, even of
the prefent clergy of the church of Scotland, do not find
themfielves touched by it in the leaft degree. If the cha~
racters of the reft lay no more open to the ftrokesiof
raillery, why fhould they have been fo much difcon-
certed by it ¢ If they were not hit, it is impoffible they
could be hurt. ,

Thefe general arguments, of themfelves, might fatis-
fy any impartial perfon; but let us now go a little fur-
ther, and confider particularly the prefent ftate of the
church of Scotland, and how far it might give occafion
to the fatire. It would be tedious to mention every
fingle firoke of raillery contained in that perform-
ance ; but in fo far as it carries a cenfure of principles
or charalters generally grevailing, they may be reduced
to the three fo%fowing claflfes, Doétrine, Difcipline, and
Government. We thall examine each of thefe diftinétly
and feparately. o

1. Let us confider our prefent ftate in point of Doc-
trine. It is certainly hinted, that there are many who
have departed from the old Proteftant principles con=
tained in our Confeflion of Faith and Catechifms. And
is it poflible to deny this fact? Is it not the general
~complaint of the people through the whole kingdom,
thet {rom many palpiis there is little to ke heard of the

' peculiar
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peculiar dodtrines of the gofpel? or, if they be mentioti
ed at all, it is no more than an awkward and cold com«
pliment to fave appearances, tvhile fomething very dif-
ferent is chiefly infilted on? If 1 am not miitaken, the
leading dotrines, both in the holy fcriptures, and in the
confeflions of all the Proteftant churches, are, The lof?
and fallen flate of man by nature ; — The abfolute nece/-
{1ty of falvation through Fefus Chrift ; — The pardon of
Jfin by the riches of divine grace, through the imputed
righteoufnefs of the Saviour ; — Sanctification and com-
Sort by the Holy Ghoft. Thefe do¢trines are of fo great
moment, and have {o extenfive 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 {peaking upon every other fubject will be
fuch, as to leave no jealoufy of an intended omiffion;
yet certain it is, that many are the complaints upon this
fubject from every quarter’; and therefore I am warranted
to infer, either that the.dodtrine is corrupted, and
fomething elfe intentionally taught, or that the perfons
complained of are utterly incapable of exprefling them-
felves in fuch a manner as to be underftood.

I fhall now put the argument in another form. There
is, unqueftionably, a great difference, in point of doc-
trine, between fome minifters and others. If the one
fort, therefore, preach the doétrine contained int the Con-
feflion of Faith, undoubtedly the others either contradict
or omit it. Iam perfuaded, there are fome who would
be athamed to have it thought, that they preached this
dodrine; and nothing is more plain, than that thofe who
are known to do fo, in the moft clear and explicit man-
ner, are ufually the objects of their jealoufy or hatred.
It is probable I fhall be told here, Why do you make
thefe general complaipts? name the particular perfons,
adduce your evidence, and prove the charge; they will,
in that cafe, be immediately laid afide. . To this Ian-
fwer, That it is a very eafy thing for a man to preach er-
roneous doétrine in fuch a manner that it fhall be im-
poflible to convic him by a legal profecution in a free
country. Every day fhews, that men may print fedition,
treafon, and even blafphemy, in fucha way, that no hu~

5 man
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man law can take hold of it. 'What then fhould hinder
men to preach herefy under the fame prudent difguifes ?
Befides, what would a profecution fignify, if it muft
come before a court, of which, between clergy and laity,
Ferhaps a plurality of members difler little in ‘opinion
rom the pannel.

My fubject does not oblige me to fay any thing upon
the excellence and importance of the negleéted truths,
yet I will take this opportunity of delivering my opinion
ina few words. Thefe doétrines, 1am perfuaded, are
not only true in themfelves, but the great foundation of
all practical religion. Where-ever they are maintained and’
mculcated, ftrictnefs and purity of life and manners will
be their natural efet. On the contrary, where they are
neglected, and a pretended theory of moral virtue fubfti-
tuted in their room, it will immediately and certainly
introduce a deluge of profanity and immorality in prac-
tice. Of this, the prefent ftate of our own church and
nation, compared with that of former periods, is a ftrong
and melanchely proof.

But thereis no occafion of entering further into this
fubject; for the ridicule in the Characteriftics turns not
fo much on the truth or importance of thefe doétrines,
as the grofs abfurdity of mens fubfcribing what they do
not believe. However firm a perfuafion I may have of
any fyitem of opinions, the right of private judgment
and freedoin of inquiry 1 would ivith to remain facred
and inviolable. Thofe who ufe this liberty with courage,
and with candour, ought to be held in the higheft eftcem
by every one who diters from them. Bat for men, at
their entrance on the facred oflice, folemnly to fubfcribe
to the truth of what alt their lives after they endeavour
to umdermine or deftroy, is at once fo criminal and fo
abiurd, that no reproof given to it can pofl:bly exceed in
point of feverity. I take the liberty here of tranfcribing
a paflage from a printed fermon, preached at the open-
ing of a fynod in Scotland : where, {peaking of thefe fub-
{criptions, the author fays, ¢ This is fo direct a vio-
¢ Istion of fincerity, that it is atonifhing to think how men
“ canfet their minds at eafe in the profpect, or keep them
¢ in peace aftcr the deliberate commiflion of it. The

N (12 very
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« ver&r excufes and evafions that are offered in defence of
« jt, are a difgrace to reafon, as well as a {candal to re-
« ligion. What fuccefs can be expeéted from that man’s

¢ miniftry, who begins it with an act of fo complicated

4 guilt? How can he take upon him to reprove others
4 for fin, or to train them up in virtue and true gaod-
¢ nefs, while himfelf is chargeable with direct, preme-
« ditated, and perpetual perjury? 1 know nothing fo
¢ nearly refembling it, as thofe cafes in trade, in wﬁich
“ men make falfe entries, and at once fcreen and aggra-
& vate their fraud, by fwearing, or caufing others {wear,
¢¢ contrary to truth. This is jultly reputed fcandalous,
¢ even in the world ; and yet I know no circumftance in
¢ which they differ, that does not tend to fhow it to be
£¢ lefs criminal than the other. ¥”

There may be fome of the laity who have themfelves
an inward averfion at the {v{tem of do¢trine contained in
our Confeflion and Catechifms, and who, for that rea-
fon, are pleafed with fuch of the clergy as preachina
different ftrain: but fure I am, whoever will refle
upon the circumftance of their having all fubfcribed to
it, can never have a high opinion of their conduct upon
the whole, but muft condemn the infincerity, let the pro-
pofitions fubfcribed be in themfelves either tru¢ or falfe.

‘What is above, may fuffice, as to dotrine in general.
The particular ftrictures in the Characteriftics againft a
falfe tafte in compofition, may well enough mfiver for
themfelves without any defence. That there have been
many inftances of ftrange incongruity in this particular,
is beyond all queftion. A cold, heartlefs, indifferent
manner of fpeaking on thofe fubjects, in which both
{peaker and hearer have fo great,nay, no lefs than an infinite
concern; an oftentatious fwell of words, or a pointed
ornamented foppery of ftyle, fo ill fuited to the gravity of
the pulpit; an abftracted, refined, or philofophical
difquifition, which, if it has any meaning at all, perhaps
not three in the audience can poffibly underftand; are
thefe imaginary, or are they real chira®ers? If they are
charaéters drawn from real life, where is the fin or danger

# Mr Wither{poon’s fynodefermon. ’
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of expofing them? For my own part, I am grieved to
{ee lo little learning among the generality of the minifters
of this church, which is probably owing to their poverty.
But 1 am, in a good meafure, comforted with this reflec-
tion, that the weakeft commonly do as much fervice as
the wifeft; becaufe, though they were ever fo willing,
they are not able to fill the audience with any admiration
of themfelves, and therefore their attention muft be fixed
upon the truths delivered, and not the parts and manner
ot the fpeaker. . "
2. Let us confider a little the ftate of the church of
~ Scotland with refpet to Difcipline; that is to fay, the
infpection of the morals of minifters and people. Upon
the motft deliberate review, all I can find intimated in the
Characteriftics upon this fubjec, is, that there is far lefs
ftriétnefs and tendernefs of converfation, lefs of the ap-
pearance of piety and devotion, in perfons of the fpiritual
funétion, than formerly ; and lefs {everity, in the exercife
of difcipline, upon thofe who offend. :
‘What fhal}l fay in defence of this, but that the thing
appears to me ta be manifeftly true? There are no par-
ticular crimes charged, but, in general, levity and world-
ly converfation, with a negle of the duties of the facred
oftice. And would to God there were not the greateft
caufe of charging, not merely fome few diforderly per-
{ons, not merely the younger fort in general, but all
without exception, as in fome meafure guilty. If there
is a remarkable increafe of corruption among the worft,
there will alfo be a vifible declenfion in zeal and piety a-
mong the beft. This is what the natural courfe of things
teaches us to expeét. It is alfo what our Saviour himfelf
hathforewarned usof : Becaufe iniquity [ball abound, the
love of many fhall wax cold *. The prefent age is a mo-
ving example of this, both with refpect to the clergy and
_laity,  As there is an alarming degree of infidelity and
impiety among many of every rank, fo even thofe who
preferve fome regard for religion, fall very far fhort of
that eminent and exemplary piety which fome alive have
feen in Chriftians of the laft age, and of which our fathers
have told us. S
? Maph. xxiv. 13,
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Iam very fenfible, that the degeneracy of their own -

times has been the conftant and uniform complaint of
religious and moral writers in every age, and that they
may be liable to fome deception in this particular: but
at the fame time, the records of hiftory put it beyond
all queftion, that there have been many inftances, among
all nations, of local and temporary reformation, of local
and occafional depravation. Perhaps (though I fee no
reafon for affirming it) the quantity of human virtue,

. through the whole earth, may be nearly the fame in e-

very age; yet certainly it often changes its refidence,
and leaves one nation, to fettle in another. Nay, it feems
-very reafonable to believe, that as human things are ne-:
ver at a {tand, a church and nation, in a quiet and peace-
able ftate, is always growing infenfibly worfe, till it be

either fo corrupt, as to deferve and procure extermina-

ting judgments, or in the infinite mercy of God, by
fome great fhock or revolution, is brought back to fim-
plicity and purity, and reduced, as it were, to its firft
principles. . - '
. They are much to be blamed, therefore, who, becaufe
the complaints of fome moral writers are exaggerated,
and their comparifons not always well founded, treat e~
very thing of this nature as foolifh and vifionary, refufing
fo much as to examine whether the charge brought a-
gainft thenelves is jult or groupdlefs. 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 progrefs of
corruption, by ftrictnefs and tendernefs in his own per-

fonal walk, fidelity and vigilance in the duties of a

public ftation, and a bold and open teftimony againit e-
very thing contrary to the intereft of true and undefiled
religion. ‘ . : :

But becaufe we have now chiefly to do with the clergy,
let us return to them. If it were proper, I could eafily
produce examples of indecency and impiety in clergymen,
fufficient to fill every ferious perfon with the deepeft
concern; and which the moft relaxed moralit would
not be able to defend : but as I would fain believe, that
things very grofs are yet but feldlom committed among
us, and are not commonly known, I fhall confine my-

~
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felf only to things more openly pradifed by many, and
too eafily tolerated by all. This is the more proper,
that the book I am defending can fcarcely be charged
with difclofing hidden fcenes, but dwells on fuch devia-
tions from duty, asare epidemic and general, and rather
fmiles at the ridiculous, than expofes the guilty part of
every character.

There is one circumftance which 1am afraid betrays

many into a miftake. The world in general expeéts a
great comparative fan&ity in thofe who bear the facred
office; therefore, when minifters take a little liberty,
. others think themfelves warranted to take a great deal
more. Thefe fentiments, which are univerfal, contri-
bute to keep the proportion between the clergy and laity
always nearly the fame. When therefore clergymen fee
the diftance ftill remaining between them and others,
they are ready to forget how far they are both from the
place wlhiere they ought to have been.

Many things are faults in a minifter, which, if not
innocent, are certainly far lefs criminal in other men.
There is alfo a fpecies of faults which I apprehend do
render a minifter juftly contemptible, upon which no
law, either civil or ecclefiaftic, can lay hold ; and which,
for that reafon, are the proper objeéts both ‘of ferious
and fatirical reproof. If one fet apart to the fervice of
Chrift in the gofpel, manifeftly thews his duty to be a
burden, and does no more work than is barely fufficient
to fcreen him from cenfure; if he reckons it a piece of
improvement, how feldom, or how fhort, he can preach ;
and make his boaft how many omiffjons he has brought
a patient and an injured people to endure without com-
plaint ; while, at the fame time, he cannot fpeak with
temper of thofe who are willing to do more than him-
felf; however impoflible it may be to 2fcertain his faults
by a libel, he juftly merits the deteftation of every faith-
ful minifter, and every real Chriftian,

That fuch is the cafe with not a few amongft us, there
is the greateft reafon to believe, The heavy and gene-
ral complaints of the people from fome quarters, and
their grofs ignorance in others, prove it beyond contra-

 di¢ion, Thofe whofe condué is not ljable to this im-
putation,



{ 35 1

putation, will not find, that they have fuffered the fmall-
eft injury, in point of character, by the publication of
the Characteriftics, excepting fuch as feel the wounds
. given to their friends as fenfibly as thofe given to them-

ﬁ:llves. In this cafe, however, they have an eafy remedy :
Let them have no fellowfbip with the unfruitful works
of darknefs, but rather reprove them.

I am unwilling to enter farther into the chara&ers
of minifters; and therefore fhall only add, let the im-
partial but confider what happened a few years ago,
and then fay, whether we are not greatly relaxed in point
of difcipline. Did not feveral minifters think themfelves
at liberty to attend the entertainments of the ftage? I
am fenfible, many will immediately pafs fentence upon
me as a perfon of very marrow. principles, for introdu-
cing this as a mark of our depravity. I muft however
infift upon it, from the united teftimony of the beft and
wifeft of the Heathen writers, the uniform fentiments
and practice of the primitive church, and the pieces
written for the ftage in modern times, which any man
may perufe, that the performances of hired players have
never yet been conduéted with fo much decency as tode-
ferve the countenance and prefence of a minifter of Chrift.
The General Aflembly did indeed judicially difapprove
of that liberty taken by minifters; but the cenfure in-
flited 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 mifinformed, the oftence has been repeated
fince that time with abfolute impunity. i :

If the morals of the, clergy themfelves are corrupted,
there is all the reafon in the world to expe, that the
reins of difcipline will be flackened as to the diforders of
others. This indeed is fo notorious, that it would be
idle and unneceffary to attempt a proof of it ; and there-
fore I fhall only make a refle¢tion or two upon the re-
ception given, not long ago, to a propofal for cenfuring
thofe writers who had publithed and avowed irreligious
and immoral fentiments. It is well known what violent
oppofition this propofal met with; nor will it foon be
- forgot,



[ 36 1

forgot, what fort of reafoning was ufed againft it ; and
nothing can fhow, int a clearer light, that low and lan-
guid ftate to which our difcipline is now redueed. It
was generally reprefented as a fpecies of perfecution, and
as flowing from a perfecuting fpirit. Upon this I fhall
lay before the reader one or two very fhort refle®ions.

1/#, What isecclefiaftical cenfure? Is it any more than
a judicial declaration, that fuch and fuch things are con-
trary to the {pirit of the gofpel, and inconfiltent with
the character of a Chriftian? 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 fuch cenfures, as they are in their nature juft and
neceflary, fo they carry the evidence of their juftice in
themfelves. If in any cafe they are mifapplied, and a
perfon is condemned for what is laudable, llzlch condem-
nation can refle no dithonour but upon thofe who pro-
nounce it. :

2dly, Whether fhould we be moft ready to be provoked
at the impudence of profefled unbelievers, defiring to re-
tain the name of Chriftians, or to fmile at the abfurdity
of calling it perfecution to deprive them of it? If infi-
delity were a principle, properly fpeaking, or implied a
fyftem of real and pofitive opinions, all of that perfua-
fion would reckon themfelves bound as honeft men, to
renounce their baptifm, and every apparent relation to
the deluded believers. Inftead of defiring admiffion to
what Chriftians call their privileges, they would con-
fider the impofition of fuch things asa great hardfhip,
and beg, that they might have nothing to do with them;
and, in fuch a cafe, certainly due regard would be paid
to their tender confciences. As to the charge of perfe-
cution, it is the meft ridiculous imaginable. They them-
felves are the aggreflors ; and though they are our open
enemies, think proper to be greatly oftended, when we
fay, they are not our friends.

3dly, What can be the meaning of thofe profefling Chri-
ftians who defire to retain in their communion the ene-
mies of the gofpel? Can they, or will they do us any fer-
vice! Is it poffible that they can bring us any honour?
Can it be of any benefit to themfelves ! None of all thﬁfc.
. ut
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Buat it mult vifibly leffen the fan&ity of the Chiriftian cha-
racer in the apprehenfion of mankind in general, and
give the unhappy perfons themfelves more reafon than a.
ny other circumftance whatever, to fay, the whole is no<
thing at bottom but deceit and impofition. :

3. It now remains only to confider the prefent ftate of the
<hurch of Scotland with refpect to its Government. This,
{o far as it is different from the former, or at leaft fo far
as it is touched upon in the Charaderiftics, relates chief-
1y to the admiffion of minifters, with a few hints upon
the qualifications and atteftation of elders who fit as
members in the fupreme court.

The admiffion of minifters into vacant cengrega-
tions is indeed a matter of the higheft moment, and' the
oppofition of {fentiments among us upon this fubje&, pro-
bably lies at the bottom of all our other differences. I
am alfo of opinion, that the continuance of what have
. been commonly called violent fettlements, will have the
moft certain-and powerful influence in banithing religion
and decency, and bringing us into a fituation of which
I charitably believe many,.avho profecute thefe meafures,
have not the leaft fufpicies. Willingly, therefore, were
it in my power, would I comtribute to open the eyes of
fome of my brethren, on the pernicious confequences
.of their own conduct. But] have the difcouragement te
refle®, that the force of cuftom, and the power of pre-
Jjudice, will probably fhut their ears againit any thing I
have to offer. . . o

In order, if poffible, to procure fome attention, let
me intreat the reader not to imagine, that1 have embra-
<ed, or amabout to plead in favour of fuch ridiculous and
abfurd notions, as through ignorance or malice are com-
‘monly imputed to me ard others of the fame fentiments,
{uch as, That every Chriftian, as fuch, has a right to call
a minifter upon an eftablithment ; and that Chriit hath
purchafed this right for them by his death’; and therefore
that they ought to affert this right, though in the moft fe-
ditious and diforderly manner. We know perfectly well,
that itis a queftion, not of right, but of fa&, Who has a
title to call a minifter to enjoy the public maintenance ?
and thag none have any title ll::‘o- it at all, excepting tholf;e te

- whory
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* whom the'law gives it. Neither would we contend, that
every man ought to have fuch a right, though we had itin
our power to make new laws upon that fubje®. Sucha
feeming equality would bea real inequality. The fum of
my belief in this matter is contained in the following
propofitions. Every man hath a natural right, well fe-
cured to him in this happy ifland, ‘to judge for him-
{elf in every thing that regards religion, and to adhere to

any minifter he pleafes, on,the eftablifhment, orin oppo- -

fition to it. The legal ftipend, levied originally from the
public, was certainly intended to provile a fufficient
and ufeful paftor to the people within the bounds of a
certain parith, He cannot be of much fervice 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 ecclefiattical or civil penalties, to fubmit in
fuch a cafe; and though he were, fuch forced religion
‘would be worfe than none. ~ The only inference I draw
from thefe principles is, that decency, and our indif-
penfable duty as church-courts, requires us to make no
~ fuch fettlements, without th:g;epeft regret, and never

without a real neceflity. Perltaps I might go a little far-
‘ther, and fay, that nothing can excufe us for making
them at all, while our office of ordination continues in
its prefent form. :

The queftion then refts precifely on this fingle point :
Does the law,as it now {tands, compel us to make all thefe
fettlements without exception, and without expoftula-
tion? If it does, what is the benefit, and what is the
meaning of the {cparate independent jurifdiction of our
courts, to which the decifion of fuch caufes is cormmitted
by law, and fecured by the treaty of union! It is in vain
to diffemble it, we have brought a great part of the
hardthip upon ourfclves : and thofe. who in their hearts
are averfe from parochial elections, only pretend the law
as a colour for their conduct.  Were fettlements refufed
when highly inexpedient, and patrons treated with decen-
cy, we fhould have little troublesfrom them. At any rate,
as the perfons prefented, whether probationers or mini-
fters, are entirely in our power, by authority exerted here,
every remiining difliculty would be removed, .

e .
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™~ I believe this is the- firft inftance that ever happened, of -
churchmen furrendering the power and influence which
the law gave them, into other hands, without refiftance,
and without complaint ; nay, many of them zealouily
contending for it, and eftablithing it by their own repeat-
ed decifions. It would be no hard matter to point out
the real caufe or caufes of this conduct; but at prefent I
forbear, and leave it to every man to aflign them for him-
felf: onlyl cannot help lamenting, that our noble, .vene-
rable, republican conftitution, feems to be fo near its pe-
riod. Whether it is likely to undergo_any outward
change, is of little moment : when the {pirit is gone, the
;:emaining name and form is not worth being contended
or. .
But that I may not wholly yield to defpondency, fince
an alteration of meafures is yet pofiible, I fhall now lay
before the reader a few of the certain confequences of our
continuing in the fame. - When it comes to be a fettled
int, that a prefentation,alone, and unfupported, infal-
ibly fecures a fettlement, they will be openly and fcan-
daloufly bought and fold. This is the cafe in England,
notwithftanding the ftrongeft laws againft fimony, and a
tremendous oath, which the incumbent himfelf muft
take before his induction. And it will always be the
cafe in every country, in the prefent ftate of human na-
ture. Our own experience may teach us this. Within
thefe few years, there have been feveral complaints of
fimony in this church, and very great zeal hasbeen fhewn -
to make laws for preventing it. That zeal is highly com-
mendable : but, alas! it will be quite inefle¢tual. To
ftrengthen the power of prefentations, and yet prevent
fimony, is juft as hopeful an attempt, asto open the
windows, and keep out the liglit. The art and inven-
tion of interefted perfons, to find a way of evadinglaws
after they are made, is always far {fuperior to the forefight
of the wifeft men, in providing again{t cafes which have
not yet happened. - :
There is one diftrefling circumftance in this profpect,
that fimoniacal pactions among us will be hurtful and re-
proachful in an uncommon degree. The fettlements in,
Scotland are generally {mh}.; they will be evcry y_ea;:’t 5;{’
. ‘ Fa ° 1
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{fill lefs value by the improvements of the country, amd
increafing wealth of other claffes of men. In what a beg~
garly condition then will thofe be who have been obliged
to pay dear for {o {canty a provifion? Perhaps the reader
will fay, Happily few of tge purchafers have any money
to give. Ibelieve fo : but this will not mend the mat~
ter ; for the molt mean and fordid, perhaps fcandalous,
campliances muft come in the place of money. I am a-
fhamed even: to mention fome of the ways by which it is
undoubtedly certaix:frefentations will be, becaufe they
have been, procured. Can any minifter think of this
without the deepeft contern?

Such a miniftry mudt fall into the Ioweft and moft con~ -

temptible ftate, through poverty and ignorance. We
differ much from the church of England. In that church,.
though there are many of the inferior clergy in the moft-
abje¢t condition, there are alfo many dignified perfons,
as they are called, who' enjoy ample revenues and greas
eafe. Thefe have noble opportunities for ftudy, and are
enabled to diftinguifh themfelves by wosks of literature.
By this means the church of England derives a luftre from-
the characters and writings of particular members, which

the does not deferve forthe generak frame of her tonfti- -

tution. But what muft be the cafe irr Scotland ? Shalt
we venture to look a little further into futurity? Have
our countrymen fo little fpiritas to fubmit.to fo much

mifery and fcorn? Noj; it is more than probable fome :

of them, at once ftimulated by ambition, and comptlled
by neceflity, will gradually alter the conftitution. They
will introduce finecuresand pluralities, that they them-
felves may live in fplendor and dignity, while the remain-
ing part fhall be thruft down to a ftate more defpicable
than ever. It is in vainto think, that the equality of
votes in a General Aflembly will hinder this: foras pewer
follows property, a very few perfons enriched by addi-
tional falaries, with the faithful afliftance of thofe who
are dazzled with the fame expetations, will eafily go-
vern the reft. The truth is, many of them, defpairing of
fuccefs, and ill able to bear the expence of travelling, will
ftay at home, and let them do juft as they pleafe.

The above is no doubt

-

a very melancholy profpect,
. and



[ 41 ]

arid will in time have a moft malignant influence upony
the morals .of .the clergy. But the truth is; the fettle<
ment of parithes by prefentations, is directly and imme~
diately hurtful to the chara@ers of thofe' who are train-
ing up for the facred office. 'When they know that their
future fettlement does not depend upom the apoftolic
qualification, their being of good report, but upon in-
tereft with the great, it muft neceffarily introduce, in
many cafes, licentious and irre, practices, as well as:
habituate them to fawning and fervility. There is more
in this .than many apprehend. On confulting
the hiftory of the church, we fhall find few characters:
more odious in clergymen, than ambition, and open foli-.
citation of ecclefiaftical preferment. I am forry that fo
much way has been given to this already without having
been obferved. Small changes in forms dnd language,
do often introduce great changes in manners and charac-
ters. In ancient times men could hardly be perfuaded to

_ take on them the weighty and important office of a bi-

fthop. In times not very diftant, in our own church, the
minifter or probationer called, was never confideredasa -
party, but as the fubject concerning which the procefs:
was carried on by the callers or refufers. But they have
been for fome time paft declared to be parties : they be-
gin to attend the caufe, to appear at the bar, to urge their
claim, to confider the people who are to be under their
charge as their adverfaries, amd too often to treat them
with contempt and difdain.

I know fome treat with great meglect the damger of 2
lax and immoral miniftry from the prefent method of
fettling vacancies. So long as they are of this mind, it
is no wonder they continue in the practice ; for it can be
of very little confequence how men are chofen, if they
are fit for the office. They tell us, an edi@ is ferved be-
fore admiffion, where every man has accefs to object a-
gainft the life or doctrine of the prefentee. The effet
of this ‘will be very fmall. Judicial procefles of that
kind are always expenfive and invidious, often difficult,
and fometimes dangerous. How few then will be fo

blic-fpirited as to undertake them? The example of

gland may fatisfy us of this. ‘It is as competent to
. S , profecute
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-profecute a than for error or immorality in' England, 49:.
in Scotland ; yet what perfon .or parith ever thinks of °
making the experiment ? : . ,
Others tell us, ¢ It is all in your own power : why do:

¢ youlicenfe improper men? it is impoflible to prefent
¢ any man who has not a regular licence.” How furpri-~ .
fing is it, that perfons of ever fo little refle&tion thould -
make ufe of this argument? It proceeds upon a fuppo-
fition, which the leait knowledge of human nature muit
fhow to be unreafonable, ‘viz. That every prefbytery,
through the whole kingdom, will be unalterably faithful -
and vigilant. If there be but a corrupt or negligent ma-
jority in any one of them, the licence will operate over
all. Nay, let them be fuppofed ever {o faithful, they
may be deceived by a hypocrite, or not able to find fuch-
proofs of what they ftrongly fufpect, as to found and fup-~
porta fentence of refufal. The more we confider the
matter in every pofiible view, we fhall find, that a paro-
chial ele@ion of minifters would be a better fecurity for
regularity and decency in the clergy, than all the laws.
that ever were framed upon the fubje¢t. Frequently men-
cannot, and fometimes they will not, execute the laws ;
but this rule would operate. uniformly and powerfully,
and would execute itfelf. : ‘

- I add only one other unhappy confequence of conti-
nuing the prefent method of fupplying vacancies. If a
prefentation muft fuperfede all judgment of the church-
courts, as to the propriety of an ordination, and even
the expediency of a tranflation, we may expe:t to fee
fome of the weakeft, and moft contemptible minifters,
fettled in the moft confpicuous and important charges.
Perfons of this character are not always free from vanity
and ambition, nor always deftitute of intereft by male or
female connections. We have had fome inftances of this
kind already ; but much greater and more fhameful may
be expe@ed, fo foon as prefentations have acquired an
irrefittible power. It will be faid, perhaps, They have-
had all the force in law, for above forty years, that it.
is likely they ever will have. I anfwer, that is very-
true ; but every one knows their very different effet it
prattice at the beginning and at the end of that veriod..

: : latrons

. ’
4 ‘
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~ in inforcing the laws o
" and carried to excefs in fupport of the unneceflary, doubt-
ful, or pernicious commandments of smcn. - Let any man
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. Patrons continued longfto pay a regard to the opinion of

the heritors, according to rank and character in the con-
gregation concerned.  As they found their own ftrength

‘increafing, however, they ‘paid gradually lefs and lefs:

they now pay very little; and the time feems juft at hand,
when they will pay noneatall. . .. }
This argument will, I hope, have the greater weight,
that I have known inftances of different perfons, both a-
mong the clergy and laity, who had concurred in fup-
porting prefentations in other cafes, but who were both
alarmed and provoked when they themfelves came to be
treated in a tyrannical manner. The heritors, in gene-
ral, indeed, have been long made inftrumental in bearin
down the common people ; and this being . finithed, -
they themfelves, as is almoft conftantly the cafe in poli-
tical ftruggles, muft feel the weight of that authority
which they have eftablithed. The evil hath taken fo deep
root, that it is fomewhat uncertain whether a remedy be

‘now poffible; nay, it is {till more uncertain, whether

any refiftance will be feriouily attempted. The confe-

quences, however, .are like to be fo terrible, that they

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

excufe for endeavouring to expofe the condu¢t of thofe

ls)vhom I confidered as betraying the liberties of the pu-
lic. : . :

As to the cenfures inflicted on minifters who refufed
to be prefent at the ordination of minifters to nobody, I
fhall fay but little, becaufe that feverity feems to have
ceafed. Several minifters have abfented themfelves,
in like cafes, fince the depofition of Mr Gillefpie, and
yet have efcaped with impunity. The reafon probably

‘is, the thing is now fo common, that the odium attend-

ing it has become inconfiderable, and not worth the
pains of an endeavour to divide it. But as that meafure
was once like to become univerfal, may I not obferve,
that it remains in the hiftory of our church an example of

.what, alas! appears but too plainly in the hiftory of e-

very church, That, in ‘proportion as authority is.relaxed
God, it is commonly ftretched

producq

\
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‘preducea period in which there was lefs rigour in punifk-
ing minifters for neglect -of parochial duties, or irregu-
larity in private practice, than when they were threaten-
ed with depofition if they refufed to join in thefe not
- wery honourable fettlements. Nay, though we fhould
look upon the prefervation of church-authority as a mat-
ter of great moment, it was not obedience to the ftand-
ing laws, om which the welfare of the whole depends,
that was fo ftrictly required, but compliance with or

probation of the decifions of the annual Affemblies in
:geir judicative capacity. It hath often furprifed me to
‘hear the plea of confcience, in fuch cafes, treated asa
nere pretence. What fentiments muft thofe perfons
have, who look upon it asa thing incredible, that a man
. 4hould fcruple being prefent at an ordination, where
{ome of the anfwers to the queftions put to the candidate,
though joined with ina part of divine worfhip, are either
direétly falfe, or wholly abfurd !

- This part of the apology has been fo much lengthened
out, that I wholly omit the artefting unqualified and ad-
mitting unattefted elders into the church-courts. There
is indeed fo manifeft a breach of truth in the one cafe,
and of law and order in the other, that if men do not fee
it themfelves, it muft be owing to fich invincible preju-
dice as it is in vain to contend with.

" Thus I have laid before the reader, in a ferious and
<andid manner, what I hrc;_pe will appear a fufficient apo-
logy for this offenfive performance. Nothing could have
induced me to the attempt, but the unwearied endea-
vours of many to reprefent it as an evidence of a bad tem-
per and unchriftian cﬁfpoﬁtion, which the particular ftruc-
ture of the book made fome undifcerning perfons rafhly
affent to. Thave not the {malleft reafon to repent of it
‘on account of its nature, its defign, or its eflets upon
the public. If there was any miftake, it was in point

of prudence, which fhould have direted me to avoid
‘bringing fuchaload of malice-and refentment upon myfelf.
‘This has aflorded me one obfervation not very honour-
able to human nature, viz. That the rage of enemies is
dlways more acive and more lafting than the affetion of
friends,  1¢ often happens, that fome who are very much
~ . pleafed
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