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PREFACE.

The delay in the appearance of the following Discourse is owing,

partly to the writer's hesitation about giving it to the public, and

partly to his distance from the press, and his being disappointed in

an opportunity of transmitting the manuscript. Whether his hesi.

tation ought to have issued in a determination opposite to that to

which he has now come, it does not become him to decide. He

shall not regret his determination, however, should the Discourse

be the means of opening the eyes of any in his locality and neigh

bourhood, to the fact, that the Secession is something not quite so

monstrous as it is represented by some of the “ masters in Israel. "

The writer may further mention, that it was his intention to have

assigned a separate particular to the reason for continuance in a

state of secession, arising from the Church's state-connection, but

his limits obliged him to confine himself to a hasty remark on this

subject, under the reason , arising from the continuance of Patron

age, to which, indeed , it is closely allied . This necessity he regrets

but little, seeing there are accessible to all, so many able and unan

swerable treatises on the unscripturalness, in policy , and injustice

of Establishments.

South RONALDSHA,
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SERMON .

ACTS V. 38 , 39,

« Refrain from these men, and let them alone : for if this counsel

“ or this work be of men , it will come to nought : But if it be

“ of God, ye cannot overthrow it. "

THESE words were spoken by Gamaliel concerning the

newly promulgated dispensation of religion and its ad

vocates; and he spoke as a man of moderation, and as

one who was not unobservant of the ways of God. In

the absence of very satisfactory information concerning

him , may wenot suppose, from this speech of his in the

Sanhedrim , that he was unlike those in whose minds was

the immovable opinion that the Messiah should be a

prince clad in all the attractions of earthly splendour

mighty to achieve the permanent conquest of his country's

oppressors, and to raise his beloved Israel to a dignity

unparalleled in their brightest days; and from the fact

that Gamaliel did not hastily contemn the pretensions of

the lowly son of Mary, may we not conjecture, that he

had a more correct idea than the generality of his

countrymen, of the kingdom spoken of bythe prophets,

and that his acquaintance with the prophetic representa

tions of Messiah's work, and of thehumility and sorrow

fulness of his condition , had some influence in inducing

him thus to check the precipitancy and intolerance of

his less enlightened, or less considerate compeers, and

to oppose with firmness their cruel and infamous pro

posal ? He appears to have seen not only inhumanity in

the design upon the lives of the Apostles, but danger in

opposing their labours, and to have had a wish that the
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new religion should be fairly tried, although itwas unpalat

able to the great majority of the people , being opposed

to their prejudices and utterly discordant with their

hopes. He knew that the trials to which the apostles

should certainly be subjected, would soon discover

whether or not they were sincere in their witness-bear

ing to the marvellous, and if true, momentous transac

tions of which they spake, and that therefore in the

meantime, the attempt even to silence them was unwise.

He knew, that if, asthey alleged, the divine omnipotence

was on their side, the mightiest opposition of man must

fall prostrate before it ; but that, on the contrary, if the

power of those who preached and espoused the new doc

trine was all that was engaged on its behalf, the name of

its author should soon be consigned to infamy or oblivion

--that soon occasion should be afforded for speaking of

Jesus as of Theudas and Judas, the unsuccessful aspirants

to greatness and dominion, by an allusion to whose his

tory, Gamaliel strengthens his argument for forbearance.

A man of his discernment could not fail to be convinced,

that if the religion of Christ was an imposture, counte

nanced only by those who employed themselves in mak

ing it known, it would speedily be suppressed ; for its

opposition to every existing system of faith would alarm

men's religious prejudices, and its morality, being sternly

condemnatory of the general practices of the world, a

fierce hostility it was sure to encounter. Besides, it

arose not at a time or in a country in which intellectual

ignorance had clouded, and slothfulness enchamed men,

so that no penetrative mind could be found, or if found,

would be at the pains to make the new system the sub

ject of investigation ; but on the contrary, when the

Roman empire was in the zenith of its glory, and men

undistracted by the broils and anxieties of war, were

assiduously and successfully cultivating learning and the

arts, then came forth the religion of the Cross, courting

the keenest scrutiny of its claims — its supporters not

making proclamation of its doctrines to a select few , nor

workingin a corner its confirmatory miracles. Neither

had it originated with those in whose hands was earthly

power, and who possessed high and far-extended influ

ence ; nor were the defenders and promoters of its claims
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menwho were known to fame, or who could dazzle by

the brilliancy, or win by the fascination, of eloquence ;

but they were men of obscurity, unadorned by the litera

ture of the time, and unskilled in the intrigues of worldly

politics ; men, among whom the ambitious would never

have looked for partizans and supporters, and who, had

it not been for the call of him , who could, and did fur .

nish them for work the most honourable and important,

would never have visited other scenes than those of their

beloved native land, contented in their humble avocations,

and in guiding well their little barks amid the waters of

Gennesaret. Thus the circumstances in which the Christ

ian faith arose, would have been fatal to an imposture ;

and the instrumentality appointed for its spread was

such, as man's policy would have spurned. And these

things, a man like Gamaliel could not fail to consider ;

andwhen he saw that the faith was unsupported by any

of those things which are essential to the efficiency and

duration of the schemes of human ambition, and that it

must inevitably encounter the combined resistance of the

religions, the prejudices, the superstitions, and the cus

toms of the world , and perhaps unwilling to join in op

pressing any man because of his religious belief,he wisely

concluded,that if it did make progress, it had most

assuredly the countenance of heaven .

It may be necessary to remark , that there have been

religious impostures, the objects doubtless of the divine

abhorrence, which have spread extensively, and taken a

firm hold of the minds of many, many thousands; but it

is to be remembered, that they have been propagated at

a time of ignorance and intellectual imbecility — that they

have had the powerful and the politic of the earth for

their originators, or their interested supporters, and that,

as a thing of course, the minionsof power have swelled

the ranks of adherents, at the bidding of their superiors.

Besides, we must connect with these things the fact, that

these false systems of religion have been carefully adapted

to the depraved appetites, and passions of man ; encour

aging or tolerating their sensuality here, and promising

a paradise of carnal luxuries hereafter. A tempting lure

is held out, by which the slaves of lust are secured. The

son, inheriting the father's corruptions, finds them grati

A 3
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fied in following the father's faith, and thus many and

most influential things combine, to procure for the im

posture a host of devotees ;—especially, when, besides

the want of intellectual light and cultivation, there are

not present to countervail the fraud, the word and the

ensample of the heavenly faith .

The student of the word, and the observer of the ways

of God, will not be greatly cast down, because a reason

cannot be given, to the satisfaction of every prying spe

culator, why the Lord has not brought speedyruinupon

every system of faith, but that of his own establishing

why the superstitions of the nations have so long been

permitted to carry destruction among the souls which he

hath made ; and to stand such a formidable barrier in the

way of the diffusion of the knowledge of himself and of

his Son ? “ Unsearchable are his judgments, and his ways

past finding out.” Many times “sentence against an evil

work is not executed speedily. " But, although his “ way

is in the sea ," we may rest satisfied , that to the super

stitions of the nations, there is a limit fixed which they

cannot pass . That they are approaching that limit, the

attentive observer of them is getting certain indications.

Their spirit is not now so vigorous— their step is not

now so firm as it was wont to be. Their heart, which

once beat so high with the desires of conquest, is now

langaid in its pulsations ; and their arm, once so powerful

to get them the victory, droops enervated by their side.

The argument of Gamaliel ,then, is unhurt by the fact,

that, in some instances, success has crowned the efforts of

religious impostors; for, to Christianity were wanting

those very things to which that success was owing .

For, to sum up what we have already said , Christianity

was not backed by the powerful of the earth — nor came

it forth at a timewhen there was a lack of intellectual

power to try it. It did not minister to those passions, in

finding food for which, the natural man spends his time,

and exerts his ingenuity ; and its promised rewards were

not of a kind to excite, in man's bosom, desires after

them. On the contrary, its heralds were the weak and

uninfluential;- the scene of their exertions was bright

with the lights of human philosophy ;-its call wasto

crucify the flesh, and its heaven was shut against the
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“ lovers of pleasures." Gamaliel spoke then, not only as

a cautious, but as a discerning and a reasonable man,

when he said , “ Refrain from these men, and let them

alone: for if this counsel or this work be of men, it will

come to nought; but if it be of God, ye cannot overthrow

it.”

These words we intend to accommodate to the object

of our present meeting, but have thought it right, before

doing so, to notice their original application, and, cur

sorily, to remark on Gamaliel's argument.

You areaware that we meet to-day, in obedience to

our Synod's recommendation, to offer thanksgiving to

God, for the blessings conferred on , and the good done

by, the Secession Church, during the hundred years

which have elapsed since she took her rise.

We have lifted up our voice , I trust with fervour of

spirit, and expressed gratitude to the Most High, for

many and invaluablespiritual benefits conferredthrough

the medium of the Secession, not only on ourselves, but

on many of our countrymen . I trust you feel that much

praise is due to the God of all grace, that, when the

enemy was coming in like a flood, he excited some by

his Spirit, to lift up a standard against it ;—that he af

forded a refuge for those who were oppressed ;-- pro

vided suitablenourishment for those whowere hunger

ing and thirsting after righteousness," and raised up

men, to whom were dear the interests of Zion's children ,

and Zion's King ; and who had hearts to defend them, at

a time when they were sported with, and trampled on,

by civil and ecclesiastical rulers.

It is further recommended by the Synod, that minis

ters improve this occasion , by giving to their congrega

tions, information concerning the Secession . We shall

not lose sight of this recommendation, in discussing some

of the reasons of secession, and considering whether these

are accordant with the counsel of God . Circumstances

render such a discussion far from being unseasasonable ; for

the interested clamour of many against our church was

never louder than it is at present. Of old, the cry

against the originators of the Secession was, that they

were schismatics, who were “ proud, self-willed, and

spake evil of dignities;" and now their sons are vehe
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mently spoken against, as if on them had fallen the

mantle of their fathers, with a double portion of their

fathers' spirit. The opposers, indeed, would gladly have

it believed, that it is azeal for the truth that has inoved

their tongues, but many of them have too much need to

learn that calumny, and vituperation , are weapons which

an enlightened zeal disdains to wield ; and, in order that

their vaunting of the church may be brought within

proper bounds, they should remember how few are

unaware, that the spirit has not fled from the bosom of

every man, which moved Demetrius and his fellow

craftsmen , to shout so long, and so loudly, “ great is

Diana of the Ephesians."

It must be manifest to every one, that there are certain

circumstances which would fully justify our withdraw

ment from a society to which we were formerly united .

When we entered it, our sentiments and feelings may

have been in perfect accordance with a certain standard ,

by which admission to the society was regulated. We

may change our minds, however, as to the correctness of

the principles of that standard, or as to the propriety of

the society'smovements in general, or in particular in

stances ; and may therefore feel bound to renounce our

connection with it. Such a change may indeed give

occasion for men to say, that we are persons of unstable

minds, or that from rashness of dispositiou, we assent to

propositions without maturely considering them. Had

thefathers of the Secession acted in a similar manner in

reference to the judicatories of the Church of Scotland

had they relinquished those principles, which they so

lemnly acknowledged to be theirs, when they took their

place among her ministers , then they might have been

charged with rashness in adopting their creed, or with

instability in renouncing it. But the case was widely

different; for they were thrust out from the established

church , by a corrupt majority in her courts, whose obsti

nate course of defection , and whose sanction of the aboli

tion of a most valuable ,ordinance of God's house, by

giving effect to the will of the usurpers of the people's

rights, the originators of the Secession had denounced.

This was the amount of their offending ;-this was the

sin on account of which they were ejected ! No change
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had come over their minds regarding the truth of the

doctrines contained in the standards of the Church of

Scotland. Not a hair's breadth had they departed from

the articles of that creed, to which, in the most solemn

circumstances , they had declared their adherence ; but

having their righteous spirits grieved, by contrary conduct

on the part of many, who, before God and the church ,

had professed the same belief with themselves, they could

not, in duty to their Master, let such grievous derelictions

go unreproved and undenounced. They stood forth the

advocates of gospel truth, and the assertors of Christian

freedom , andfor this they were bitterly persecuted. To

punish them for their faithfulness, an attempt was made

to silence them, and to separate between them and the

flocks, whose interests they so vigilantly and tenderly

superintended; and who, so affectionately, reciprocated

the warm attachment that breathed in all the ministrations

of these men of God ; but could they in duty to these

flocks, in fidelity to the great Shepherd of the sheep,

become dumb at the bidding of men whom they right

eously regarded as unhallowedly bowing the knee to the

usurpers of the church's birthright, and as impiously re

fusing to exclude from their fellowship, the blasphemers

of the church's Lord ? Were they to stand idly by, till

the revenge ofthe prevailing party in the church should

be sated, and then, at the nod of that party, resume their

ministrations ; and thus virtually recognize the sway of

tyranny, and usurpation, and acknowledge fidelity to be

a crime ? No ; they did not so lightly esteem that com

mission which they had received of the Lord, as, at such

a command, to suspend the functions of it ; and they had

too deep a sense of the importance, and necessity of the

testimony which they gave against doctrinal and admini

strative corruption, to flinch from it, by submitting to

rebuke, although by such submission the whole process

might have been quashed. They respected ecclesiastical

rebuke as an ordinance of Christ, to be dispensed only to

those who acknowledged guilt, and were contrite, and

therefore they would not be accessary to the prostitution

of rebuke, by receiving it under the appearance of guilti

ness, on a matter on which they had “ the testimony of

a good conscience in the sight of God . ” But even had
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no such obstacle stood in the way, their submission would

have detracted from the value of their testimony, and in

jured a cause which they knew to be their Master’s.

Because, then , they would not succumb to the will of

those whom ministerial faithfulness offended , they were

first suspended, and ultimately declared to be no longer

ministers of the Church of Scotland . Upon this they

declared a secession from the prevailing party in her

judicatories. They did so, not in the pettishness of

offended pride, or to gratify any wayward humour, not

in an ebullition of passion, but with that stayedness and

gravity of demeanour and of spirit which became their

character, their station , and their years. They seceded,

that they might preserve to themselves, unimpaired, the

liberty vested in the ministerial office to testify against

abuses-- that they might testify against ecclesiastical ty .

ranny - be free from participation in the guilt of it, and

afford a refuge to the oppressed ; and that they might

testify against doctrinal error, and avoid communication

with the erroneous .

These reasons we shall endeavour to illustrate and

defend.

I. The Fathers of the Secession seceded that they

might preserve to themselves, unimpaired, the liberty

vested in their office, to testify against abuses.

When this reason is stated, it may be met by an ar

gument to the effect, that the deeds and edicts of the

superior judicatories of the church , are to be received

and obeyed by every individual minister and member

within her pale ; and that therefore the Seceders did

wrong, and acted insubordinately in lifting their voices

against any enactment of Assembly. The argument is

a speciousone, but it really goes upon the assumption of

the infallibility of the councils of the church, à tenet

which every Protestant has renounced ; and the carrying

out of the argument would reproach and stigmatize the

conduct of the reformers, in renouncing the errors, and

breaking off from the sway of the church of Rome. It

is true , that those with whom the Secession originated,

upon their admission to the office of the ministry, had

promised submission to the church courts ; but the pro
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mise was not an unqualified one. They were to be sub

ject only in the Lord, and in agreeableness to bis word .

If this was not expressed, it must have been understood ;

for the standards of the church exacted 6 reverence and

submission, ” for the “ decrees and determinations of

synods and councils," only “ if consonant with the word

of God .” To give a promise of submission that was not

thus guarded and qualified to any man, or class of men,

wouldbe impious and absurd. How far astray from the

path of truth and Christian propriety would it in many
instances lead ? What disasters would it have wrought

to the cause of God ? It would, in fact, have extinguish ,

ed the true church ere now, for the remnant of witnesses

for the truth, would , on this principle, have suffered them.

selves to be drawn into the vortices of error and corrup ,

tion . Such a promise would be giving that deference to

the creature which Jehovah challenges as his own ; and

wherever it has been given, it has been given sinfully,

and is “ more honoured in the breach than in the obser

vance," when the sinfulness of it has become apparent.

But by the originators of the Secession , submission was

never unqualifiedly promised ; and, therefore, when they

denounced the errors which had overspread the church,

and the tyrannical sway exercised by her courts, and

when they disclaimed all participation in such things,

they were not trespassing upon a single engagement

under which they had come. On the contrary, they were

fulfilling their solemn obligations to the church and to

Jesus, their divine master, and they were following the

footsteps of the faithful in everyage. It was their high

aim to keep in purity those divine ordinances which

were committed by Jesus to the guardianship of his ser

vants ; and when they saw the daring attempts that were

too successfully made to introduce and to support corrup

tion, would they have been warranted in being silent ?

The welfare of Žion was their fondest wish ; in its promo

tion all their energies had long been put forth ;

they to relax their exertions because the abettors of cor

ruption had waxed bold, and with unblushing front, ad

vocated measures, which had for their object the pushing

forward the men of wealth and power into a sphere in

which they were intruders; and the turning out of the

and were
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Christian people, whose right it was to occupy it ? Could

they hope that the fondly anticipated day of the church's

triumph and universality should ever come,if those em

ployed to introduce it, crouched beneath the frowns of

power, or were won over from their fidelity by the smiles

and blandishments of greatness ? Others might lend the

weight of their influence to those who were shielding the

guilty, and lording it over God's heritage ; and another

class might slumber in heedlessness and apathy, when

they should have been up and contending for the Lord's

cause; but this was the resolution which the originators

of the Secession individually formed, and held without

wavering, “ for Zion's sake will I not hold my peace,

and for Jerusalem's sake I will not rest, until the right

eousness thereof go forth as brightness, and the salvation

thereof as a lampthat burneth .” Freedom to follow out

this determination, they regarded as a right inalienable

from their office, and they resolved not to let it slip ; and

though they bowed with all deference, and lent the weight

of their authority, to give effect to the scriptural resolu

tions of the church courts, yet when these resolutions im

peded, or hurtfully affected their ministerial functions,

deference was at an end ; for to have given it in such

circumstances, would have been obeying men rather than

God. They forgot not, however, that they were his ser

vants, and that they were set by him to be the promoters

of his cause, and to be the guardians of sacred rights

which they were to maintain and defend, at every hazard,

to the utmost of their power.

Against those measures - of whose contrariety to the

will of God, and opposition to the church's prosperity,

they were convinced - they were wont to enter upon the

court records their solemn protestation, and thus to wash

their hands of all participation in them ; but this method

of disburthening their consciences, and maintainingtheir

reputation, wasdenied them by an act ofAssembly . If any

one should marvel why the time-servers and the minions

of power, who, alas! were the majority in the Assembly,

carried matters to such an extremity as this, we should

not be far aside from truth , were we to tell him , that

it was because they wished not the people --the victims

of their oppression, to be able to distinguish between the
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friends and the foes of their rights; and that they were

vexed and irritated by hearing and recording the voice of

God, and reason , and philanthropy against their proce

dure ; and by witnessing the effortsof a faithfulnesswhich

would weither bend before their threats, nor be taken by

their wiles. Well had it been for themselves, and for

the church in which they held office, had the noble bear

ing, and the arguments of this faithfulness, humbled them

for their treachery, and convinced them that their deeds

were evil and ruinous. But unhappily, no such effect

was produced on them. They were in that state of mind,

in which the voice of truth, exhorting to duty, and re

proving for misdeeds, was the most unwelcome and an

noying that could salute their ears: and therefore they

resolved to put it down. When liberty of protestation

then, was arbitrarily denied, the question with the origina

tors of the Secession was, what are we to do-how shall

we make our voices heard in behalf of God and his heri.

tage ? They were not to be mute surely, on the subject

ofprevailing defection , because those who had fallen , and

were falling away from necessary steadfastness, bore the

name of ministers of Christ ; and because the majority in

the Assemblies were defaulters. This lamentable fact

acted as a stimulus to exertion . When the enemy was

coming in like a flood, there was the more urgent need

manfully to lift up the standard , and to excite a vigorous

rallying around it. The circumstances of the church

were addressing the faithful few , with a power, which,

to their devoted souls, was irresistible, saying, “ Cry

aloud, spare not-lift up thy voice like a trumpet, shew

my people their transgression, and the house of Jacob

their sin .” A particularly favourable opportunity for

obeying such a call, presented itself to one of the earnest

contenders for the faith-one whose fame is in the

churches, and whose name shall be held in perpetual re

membrance ; and it did not pass unimproved. Before

his brethren, in synod assembled, he was appointed to

preach, and he seems to have felt the appointment as a

special call from his Master, boldly to appear in behalf of

sacred truths, which had been trampled on—to assert the

headship of Jesus in his church, which had been, at least

practically, denied — to lend his strength in stemming the

B
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tide of ecclesiastical corruption which had set in so alarm

ingly ; and, in love and meekness, to use his best endea

vours to reclaim those ofthe number to whom, for the time,

he was ministering, who were implicated in the unhal

lowed work of denuding the freemen of Christ of one of

their most important immunities. He unfolded the mind

of the Spirit on a very seasonable subject; and in effect

said, what he had an undoubted right to say, “ Be clean ,

ye that bear the vessels of the Lord. ” It was his aim,

and who will call it an unworthy one? to honour the

King of Zion by defendinghis prerogative, and the just

and valued rights of his subjects. He showed the ini

quity of countenancing and upholding the usurpation of

them , if haply he might win over some of those who

heard him, to act a part more consistent with their office.

He brought the light of truth to bear upon the sacrilegi

ous act of Assembly, which transferred from Zion's citi

zens to aliens, a privilege which their King had be

queathed them -- which took the children's bread and cast

it unto dogs. And shall we blame the man who took

occasion to speak forth only the words of truth and so

bernesson such matters? shall we say that he went be

yond his proper sphere ? Why was he appointed to

preach before his brethren at all, if they did not wish

him to appear as an ambassador for Christ ? and was the

faithful ambassador to flatter, when he should remonstrate,

or to be silent, when his sovereignwas contemned, and

his fellow subjects used despitefully ? To have acted

otherwise than he did , would have been doing violence

to his sense of duty - overlooking the interests of that

gospel, for the defence of which he was set - neglecting

an opportunity of exonerating his conscience, and of

making an effort in behalf of thousands who were looking

wistfully to such as he, to accomplish for them deliver

ance from an unholy domination ; but acting as he did,

he discharged his duty to his Lord, to the church, and to

his own conscience, and followed the example of that

noble-minded man of God, who withstood his fellow

apostle to the face, because he was to be blamed.

Those who are swayed by the fashion of the world

may indeed condemn such conduct as discourteous : but

all who reflect seriously on the fact, that the minister of
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Christ is commissioned, and bound to reprove sin where

soever and in whomsoever it appears , will be convinced,

that the courtesy is to be despised that would stand in

the way of duty -- that no consideration of rank or sta

tion ought to fetter ministerial faithfulness, and that they

who would confine ministerial freedom to testify against

sins and abuses, within a limit narrower than the word

of God prescribes, are guilty of an audacious interference

with a sacred right, to which everyone will tenaciously

adhere, who is anxious to “ make full proof of his mini

stry.” Those who ruled in the church, however, had set

themselves in determined opposition to the exercise of

such a right. Their wish and their object was to have

their enactments implicitly bowed to, and not a whisper

heard against them , either from the pulpit, or in the

courts. The question then is, what is the duty of men

situated as the original Seceders were ? It is plain that

if they remained in the church of Scotland , their abode

in her was to be purchased at the price of their ministe

rial liberty — their relinquishment of their right to ex

pose defection from the standards of the church, and an

unmurmuring submission to every act of Assembly.

Of this we make not an unwarranted assertion , for it is

evident in the whole proceedings of the Assembly against

the four brethren --in the proposal to rebuke them , and

in their suspension from the office of the ministry.

Here was punishment without a crime. But is it ac

cordant with the will of God that they should have sub

mitted to it — that without doing any thing to forfeit

their commission, to“ preach the word, to reprove, and

rebuke, and with sound doctrine both to exhort and con

vincethe gainsayers,” they should desist from perform

ing the duties of it ? No: for the men who attempted

to silence them were acting against every law by which

the house of God ought to be regulated ; and the over

stepping of their legitimate powers annulled their title

to obedience as a court of Christ, and left no righteous

alternative to the objects of their oppression, but to

come out from among them . To do this they had the

counsel of God by hisapostle in that solemn injunction,

“ We command you, brethren, in the name of our Lord

B2
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Jesus Christ, that ye withdraw yourselves from every

brother that walketh disorderly."

JI. The second reason which we mentioned, and to

which we shall now attend, is , that the founders of the

Secession withdrew from the Establishment, that they

might testify against ecclesiastical tyranny, and that

they might afford a refuge from it to the oppressed.

Few need to be told that what we allude to in this

particular is the practice of patronage — that practice by

which a few individuals at most, and, in the generality

of instances, a single individual, appoint a pastor to a

particular congregation, without consulting that congre

gation in the matter.

That the choice of their ministers should be in the

power of the Christian people, is abundantly evident

from the examples set by the apostolic church, which we

are bound to imitate . When the wish was expressed,

and the propriety shown, for filling up the blank made

in the number ofthe apostles by the defection of Judas,

we see the right of election exercised by the assembled

membership of the church. Were there no other in

stances than this on the sacred record , it would be am.

ply sufficient to point out the divinely sanctioned residence

of the elective power; and the argument for popular

election from the instance to which we refer, is strength

ened by the fact, that apostleship was an extraordinary

office — the highest which the church ever knew .

therefore God has recorded the fact, that he made his

people the depositories of the right of election in this

case, how evident is his will that the choice of ordinary

ministers should be in their
power.

But this is not a solitary instance of the scriptural

confirmation of the people's right. Previous to the ordi

nation of the primitive deacons, what was done ? Did

the apostles make an arbitrary appointment, or did they

recognize the power of the people ? They “ called the

multitude of the disciples, and said , Look ye out among

you seven men whom we may appoint over this business.

And the saying pleased the whole multitude, and they

chose Stephen ,"and the others mentioned. What could

we desire more satisfactory than this? It is almost

If
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in another pas

superfluous to mention what is recorded concerning the

settlement of presbyters by Paul and Barnabas, in the

churches of Lycaonia, andthe adjacent regions of Pisidia

and Pamphylia, recorded in the 14th chapter of the Acts.

We stay only to remark, that the original word, which

is translated “ ordained ,” in the 23d verse of the chapter

referred to, implies at least the concurrent suffrage of the

people. It does not mean the imposition of hands, as in

ordination, but to choose by stretchingforth the hand, and

the same word is translated « chosen

sage. * These passages will satisfy any reasonable man

on the matter.

But though the scriptures were silent on the subject,

do not common sense and reason raise their voice, and

shew that those whose edification is proposed, should

best know who was the most fitted to lead them on to

perfection - who can most attractively commend the

Saviour to their affections — who can most winningly

portray the felicities which the scriptures reveal, and

excite to the pursuit of them — who can exhibit the terrors

of the Lord, so as mostconvincingly to shew the odious

ness of sin , of which these terrors are the wages-who

can most tenderly lead the distressed to the fountain of

consolation, and point the departing to the joys of im

mortality ?

The rulers of the nation, however, grasping at every

thing that could promote their influence, without inquir

ing whether they were trespassing against the dictates of

scripture, orright reason, daringly laid sacrilegious hands

upon a privilege which should have ever remained in all

the entireness in which it existed in apostolic days, and

sacred from the intermeddling and legislation of worldly

And how was the intrusion met ? Did those who

were the appointed guardians of sacred rights meet it

with a bold and determined front, like men who were

the ardent lovers of liberty, particularly of that liberty

with which Christ hath made his people free - like men

to whose souls the interests of the church were dear, and

who knew that, in order to the edifying of the body of

Christ, the bond that unites pastor and people must be

men.

2 Cor. viii. 19.

B 3
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that of Christian affection , and not of human law - like

men who were filled with a proper abhorrence of the

iniquity of taking from the Christian people that which

is their birthright, and giving it to those who had world

ly riches and influence, but who, in very many instances,

neither bore, nor were worthy of, the name of the

church's children ? Alas ! instead of acquitting them

selves like men of Christian courage like the just

appreciators of that which the encroaching civil powers

declared their intention to appropriate, there was a

weak and pusillanimous succumbing to the unrighteous

decree.

It was too much to suffer the nominal existence of the

law of patronage, while it was rendered inoperative by

the understanding that none of the church's licentiates

should accept a presentation,or be appointed to the over

sight of a congregation , without its consent ; but it was

a base prostration of the dignity of their office — itwas a

cowardly desertion of the post of duty in the rulers of

the church, to become the abettors of the unballowed

usurpation. How cold and insensate must have been the

hearts of those men, ( shall we call them ministers of

Christ ?) who could obstinatel y disregard the righteous

complaints of thousands dear to the Lord, upon whom

were about to be thrust in the capacity of Christian

teachers, men who were unsuited to their tastes of their

understandings, or whose discourses breathed too little

of the spirit of the gospel, or who were abhorrent to

them , from the very fact of their availing themselves of

a method of access to office, which was not of God, but of

man ! To have heard those complaints and redressed

them , was the duty of the rulers of the church, at what

ever hazard. If they feared the withdrawment of state

favour and support , they acted under the influence of a

sordid and despicable motive. How could they hesitate

for a moment between the opposing commands of Christ

and the civil government, even though their obedience to

the former should have drawn the sword of persecution

from its sheath, or caused their being driven into exile ?

Had not the Lord provided, when faithful adherence to

Christian principle and right had caused such things

before; and would it not have well beseemed the Church
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of Scotland to have cast herself upon the same care, and

manifested a similar fidelity ;-to have said boldly, to

those who sought to entangle her with the yoke of

bondage - if my support is given by you at theprice of

my liberty, I spurn it indignantly away from me. No

man shall buy of me for gold, the power to tyrannize

over me at pleasure. I was born to a loftier destiny

than servitude, and for a nobler purpose than to promote

the designs of human ambition . I am set here for a

magnificent and holy purpose, and in the accomplishment

of it I know no statute -book but that of heaven - I

acknowledge no sovereignty over me, but that of Him who

is the prince of the kings ofthe earth. Away, then, with

your bribe, for I am not to be won by it ; and know, that

your frowns cannot terrify me into subjection to your

wishes. Had the church assumed an attitude like this,

she would have awed her oppressors, and saved herself

many indignities. Sentiments similar to these were en

tertained by the few faithfulof the church's sons. Among

these were the founders of the Secession. They felt how

degrading was the yoke which the state had put upon

the church, and they left no endeavour untried, to arouse

the submissive majority to bethink themselves, and, with

becoming magnanimity, to shake off the unsightly badge

of an unholy submissiveness to earthly domination in

spiritual things to show that their bosoms were fired

with a proper Christian spirit, that would repel every

indignity, and to convince their people that they loved

• them, and would keep their privileges from spoliation.

To these endeavours the fathers of the Secession were

stimulated , not only by a sense of the degradation of

patronage, but of the sin which it involved, and the evils

which it wrought. They saw it to be a prolific source of

careless, cold, and noxious ministrations ;-a trampling

on what reason and equity assign to the Christian

people as their right; a setting aside of the binding

example of the apostolic churches; and therefore, they

hesitated not to pronounce it ruinous, tyrannical, and

impious. Their hearts bled for the people of God,

mourning over the robbery of their privilege, and they

saw , with anguish of spirit, how destructiveof the ends

of the Christian ministry was the rule which men had
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substituted for that of God, and they lamented that in

support of it the voice of any one who called himself a

minister of Jesus should be heard.

Impelled by these considerations, the fathers of the

Secession spake out upon the subject; and there was a

stir among the supporters of the usurpation - those who

were contented to hold the emoluments of office at any

sacrifice. But it was the stir of bitter and malignant

feelings. They were cut to the heart, by the exposure

of their unfaithfulness, and the expostulations of the

faithful; and they arose in their might, not to meet the

foe, but to crush the advocates of liberty. For a morsel

of meat they had sold their people's birthright, and they

determined to abide by the bargain, and to put down all

who denounced it as a vile one. Now , amid such atrocity

as this, had those with whom the Secession originated,

been silent, they would have been chargeable with par

ticipation in the oppression, or with winking at it ; but

they had resolved, that by a blot so foul, they should

never be stained .

In following out their resolution , they incurred the

resentment of the prevailing party in the church; but

that resentment wasnot to drive them from their deter

mination . Never, because of the anger of any man,

would they compromise their duty, or forbear to speak

against oppression with fidelity and fearlessness ; and

when they saw that their efforts were fruitless — that the

guilty would not be reclaimed, but waxed bolder in giv

ing effect to the usurpation, the fathers of the Secession

came out from among them.

The ends which they proposed and accomplished by

their secession , were not trifling. They desired to mark,

in the most powerful manner, their unconquerable ab

horrence of the law and practice of patronage; and to

withdraw from communion with those who were guilty

of contemning Christian rights, or holding too meagre an

opinion of them , and of being “ lords over God's heri

tage." They reasonably thought, that it told ill of the

spiritual state of those who could go so plainly against

the command of God, and they felt that communion with

them was nought but an external thing, and therefore, un

comfortable and profitless. Besides, they were satisfied
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that it was the will of Christ, that his church should be

unfettered by civil power ; and when they failed, by their

strenuous endeavours, to bring the Church of Scotland to

accord with that will ; and found that those who ruled in

her were bent upon secularizing her, they resolved to

exemplify the scriptural model of the church, and formed

a communion freefrom the enactments of secular power,

and securing the full and free exercise of the people's

rights.

Who will shew us that it is not agreeable to the coun

sel of God that these men should have resolved and acted

as they did ? Is not the church the grand exhibitor and

promoter of the glory of her King ; and is not every in

novation upon the constitution hehas given her, impair

ing her power to accomplish the purpose of her forma

tion ? This will surely be admitted by all who are of

opinion that human wisdom cannot improve upon
the

arrangements and the works of the wisdom of God.

But the constitution which God gave to his church was

altered, in the case of the Church of Scotland, by admit

ting into it a foreign element, and by excluding a native

one; therefore it was right that these servants of God,

whose conduct we now vindicate, should, in the most

effectual manner, assert and show the superiority of God's

appointments to those of men.

Did they not see many hungry and athirst for the

word of life under the cold and unaffectionate superin

tendance of intruders ? Did they not see many naked

stripped of that with which their Lord had honoured

them ? Did they not see many sick with lamenting over

their bereavement and its sad consequences ;-and many

in prison - bound up by the authority of the Assembly

to receive sacred ordinances at handswhich were pollut

ed ? And were the fathers of the Secession acting un

warrantably, in feeding those hungry ones with the

bread, and refreshing those thirsty ones with the water,

of life ?-in bringing back to those bereaved and mourn

ing ones, that of which they had been spoiled ; and in

affording relief to those who were in bondage ? Interest

ed men may speak against them with envenomed tongues,

but " the King shall answer and say unto them, Verily I

say unto you, inasmuch as ye have done it unto one of
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hesitate not to affirm , that they have on the side of their

procedure the voice of reason and of God ; and the

grounds of our affirmation are neither slight nor untenable.

In addition to those which we have mentioned, we have

the numerous precepts of the word of God against op

pression, and his denunciations against oppressors; for

we are confident that a candid consideration of the mat

ter will bring the conviction that patronage is oppression,

and that those who support it are oppressors ; and will

show, that in denouncing it, and in opening to the

people the way of escape from it, the fathers of the Se

cession were only yieldingobedience to that command,

“ Deliver him that is spoiled, out of the hands of the

oppressors."

III. The fathers of the Secession seceded from the

Church of Scotland, that, by their withdrawment, they

might testify against doctrinal error, and avoid commu

nion with the erroneous.

Every one who has felt ought of the value and import

ance ofsacred truth, will feel anxious that it should be

kept free fromadmixture and perversion. In the divine

dignity of the Saviour, and in the fulness and freeness of

the scheme of salvation, the redeemed have found cause

for exultation ; and they have been jealous lest in any

thing it should be misrepresented ; because misrepresent

ation is notonly puttingdishonour upon the authorof

our faith, but it endangers the eternal welfare of those

who are forming their opinions on divine things. We

And howfearful is the

you

than that
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frequently sets it up against that which God's wisdom

teacheth ; or is desirous of mingling his own notions

with the teachings of the word, that any thing in the

word which is deemed harsh and repulsive, may be modi

fied or explained away. This disposition , in despite of

these awful sanctions by which divine truth is guarded ,

became lamentably apparent in the Scottish Church, a

few years previous to the Secession ; and those who

manifested it, gave ample evidenceof their wish, that no

other doctrines than those which they approved, should

be heard from the pulpits of the Establishment. We

speak advisedly, when we say that heresies, which went

to depreciate the value and necessity, and to contradict

the teachings of revelation, were more palatable to them

than the doctrines of grace. In the Assembly of 1717

the errors of a Professor of Divinity, were, softly and

equivocally, pronounced to be “ not necessary to be

taught in divinity ,” and “ not evidently founded on scrip

ture;” while of an evangelical proposition , laid down by

a certain Presbytery as a test of the orthodoxy of its

licentiates, they declared their “ abhorrence as unsound

and most detestable ! ” The proposition we allude to,

was to the effect that the sinner's approach to Christ, and

instatement into covenant with God were unconditionally

free. By condemning it under the specious guise of

checkingantinomianism, the Assembly struck atthe root

of one of the most precious truths of the word ;-they

took it upon them to impose a condition which Christ

had not imposed — a condition which would leave every

child of Adam without a ray of hope. In fact, the As

sembly in this matter, were guilty of erecting a barrier

in the way of the sinner's approach to the Saviour ;-of

overlooking, or rejecting the doctrine of the spiritual

powerlessness of the natural man ; and of following a

wisdom different from that which is from above. This

open departure from scripture truth , and the church

standards thereon founded ,increased, to a tenfold degree,

the alarm for the cause of God, and the welfare of souls,

which existed in the bosoms of the adherents “ to the

law and to the testimony. ” They resolved not to leave

such noxious procedure unopposed and uncondemned,

and without an antidote. With renewed zeal they
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preached the uncorrupted doctrines of the word of God,

and their hands were strengthened by the wide circula

lation of evangelical writings. There was one book ,

“ The Marrowof Modern Divinity,” which at this time

was countenanced and supported by those who were

ardently and unalterably attached to the doctrines of

grace, and by their commendation extensively and pro

fitably read. Some of the most eminent divines in the

Westminster Assembly had approved and recommended

it in their day ; but how different, regarding it, was the

mind of the leading party in Scottish Assemblies, at the

time of which we speak ! Against that book loud became

their clamour. Togivesome face to their purposed sup

pression of it, it was garbled and misrepresented by a set

of men, who, not only showed their dishonesty in their

treatment of it, but, also, how crude and indigested were

their theological views, and that their attachment to the

standards of the church was only in profession. By act

of Assembly ( 1720) it was condemned, and all the

ministers of the church enjoined “ to warn and exhort

their people not to read or use it.”

In this enactment there was evident a hostility to the

freeness of salvation, and an attachment to legalism ; not

in a few individuals, for a few could not have passed the

act, but in the majority of the Assembly. Did our time

permit, we could relate a tale ofcrying iniquity in the

Assembly's procedure in this affair. Suffice it to say ,

that the lovers of truth again made their voices heard in

the high places of the church, in favour of their Master's

cause , and the sinner's hope. They represented the

matter to the next Assembly, that they might have the

injurious enactment rescinded. They failed , however ;

and found that the supporters of evangelical religion

were so few , as to be unable to prevent the representers

from being frowned on by the next Assembly . And

frowned on for what ? For asserting and ably vindicating

the truth that the believer is not under the law , but under

grace that the minister of the gospel is warranted to

offer Christ to all; with other matters of like importance.

But pernicious as were the Arminian errors which found

such numerous supporters in the Assembly, there was

another and more deadly departure from the truth, which
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had not a solitary patron . The divine dignity of “ Im

manuel, God with us, " was openly denied. And by

whom was he who is “ the brightness of the Father's

glory” thus insulted? By the Professor of Divinity to

whom we formerly alluded . By one who was appointed

to feed with knowledge and understanding the aspirants

to the office of the ministry. And how dealt the As.

sembly with the man who had so basely betrayed the

trust reposed in him ? the man who had thus endeavoured,

with too much success, there is reason to think, to poison

the streams to which the thirsty were to repair in ex

pectation of getting wholesome and invigorating draughts ?

Did they lift up their voices, as the voice of one man,

against the impious doctrine, and expellfrom their com

munion the audacious teacher of it ? No ; for, though

suspended from his official functions, he was not, accord

ing to God's direction , rejected as a heretic,* but remain

ed in the communion of the church, and retained the

emoluments of office while he lived . What an unfaith

fulness as to discipline was there in this ; and how ill

calculated was such dealing, to suppress, in the church ,

such ruinous heresies as those of this obstinate offender ?

Upon a dispassionate view of these things, who is not

convinced of the wide-spread degeneracy of the church ?

—who does not see, that her ruling men regarded de

parture from the truth , with a far more favourable eye

than staunch adherence to it, and spake of it with a far

smoother tongue ? The ecclesiastical history of the time

informs us, then , that various pernicious and deadly

errors, found a host of supporters in the church ; and

from this source also, as well as from the recorded la

mentation of the godly over the defections of the time,

we learn , that instead of the warm, evangelic strain of

instruction, which, in former days, was heard universally

from the pulpits of Scotland , there was an abounding of

harangues, cold, and spiritless, and unsavoured by the

gospel of the grace of God ”-harangues, unedifying to

thesouls of the godly, and unfitted tobreak in upon the

repose of the spiritual slumberer.

Of these things the fathers of the Secession were

• Tit. iii . 10.

C
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fully convinced, and they had put forth their most vigor

ous energies , to purge the Church of her corruption,and

to bring her back to her “ first love." All their efforts,

however, failed to rid her of the advocates and abettors

of unscriptural opinions, and therefore their way was

clear to depart from all fellowship withthem . As there

was chargeable upon not a few in the Church, the deep

iniquity of contradicting and perverting the testimony

of God ; and as upon the prevailing party in her Assem

blies lay the guilt of participating in this sin, by turning

ecclesiastical power from its legitimate purpose of pre

serving the purity of the Church, to the unholy one of

guarding corruption and corrupters, the counsel of God,

warranting and commanding secession from communion

with suchcharacters, and in such circumstances, is very

clear. “ Be not ye unequally yoked together with un

believers : for what fellowship hath righteousness with

unrighteousness ? and what communion hath light with

darkness ? and what concord hath Christ with Belial ?

or what part hath he that believeth with an infidel ?

Wherefore come out from among them, and be ye sepa

rate, saith the Lord, and touch not the unclean thing,

and I will receive you .” * Even did our limits permit,

we would feel no anxiety to comment upon these words,

believing, as we do, thatthosewho see not the force of

them , “ love the darkness rather than the light,” or are

of the number, whose minds prejudice and early attach

ments have so warped or enfeebled, that they will revolt

from every argument which opposes their predilections.

Upon the whole then , if it be right for the ministers

of Christ to hold fast the power which he has given

them , “ to reprove, rebuke, and exhort; " if it be right

to oppose tyranny in whatever guise it may appear ; and

to prevent men from being lords over God's heritage;

if it be right to hold communion with those only, whose

doctrine is such that we can bid them God speed ; "

and whose object it is to "contend earnestly for the

faith once delivered to the saints," — then , it was right

for the fathers of the Secession to withdraw from the

Establishment: for by the ruling powers they had an in

2 Cor. vi. 14 , 15, 17.
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terdict put upon their ministerial liberty ; they were put

down when they spake against the usurpation of the

people's rights, the transgression of scripture rules, and

defection from the truths of the gospel; and so long as

they withdrew not, they stood in a position, relative to

heretics and corrupters of the faith, which enlightened

consciences told them to be utterly incongruous.

Deeply and righteously dissatisfied with the ruinous

position which the church had taken , and being amply

assured of the disloyalty of many to the King of Zion,

the contenders for the faith, whose steps we follow ,

came away from the church, that they might occupy an

evident vantage ground, and that they might be associat

ed with fellow -soldiers who would not damp and restrain

the ardour of their holy zeal, or impede their movements

in obedience to the command ofthe Captain of their

salvation, but who were, like themselves, eager, and

courageous, and circumspect in the cause of their leader.

Theirband, though small, had the compensating advan

tage of union in heart and in purpose ; and of furnishing

mutual excitement to untiring perseverance in the spirit

ual warfare . Warmly, too, were they attached to the

standard which they bore. It was no new one, but one

endeared by many and sacred associations. It was that

around which their fathers had gathered with courageous

hearts, but which so many of their degenerate sons had

deserted. It was that one which had waved victorious

in many a hard contested field, and which shall be borne

by the soldiers of the cross, in every combat that is to

precede the surrender of the kingdoms to the Lord. It

was “ the word, the word of their testimony."

Having dwelt so long upon these three of the reasons

which the fathers of our church had for seceding from

the establishment, we cannot now enter minutely into a

vindication of their continuance in a state of separation,

and shall therefore dismissthe matter with afew remarks.

Some have pointed, with an air of triumph, to the pro

ceedings of the Assembly, immediately subsequent to the

declaration of secession, as doing away entirely with the

grounds of it, and as justifying a charge of obstinacy

against its founders. It is true, that the enactments of a

c2
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1

former Assembly, against recording dissents from the

decisions of church courts, was repealed ; and this was

readily admitted to be aremoval of part of the grounds

of separation. But while this admission was made on

the ground of the repeal, abstractedly considered, there

were various circumstances which tended to destroy its

satisfactoriness. The simple fact of a subject coming be

fore the Assembly, which told so plainly that it was the

offspring of tyranny, should have filled many mouths with

arguments in behalf of those who had suffered under its

operation ; but the declaration came forth from the As

sembly, that ministerial freedom had not in any-wise been

interfered with, by the process against the seceding

ministers, which obviously originated in the enactment

whose repeal is pointed to as entitling the Assembly of

1734 to the appellation of a reforming one ! The truth

is, that the repeal of the iniquitous enactment was obtain

ed, not according to the wish, but by the sufferance of the

corruptionists, who found it politic, without committing

themselves, to cast some small boon, or the semblance of

one, to those whose wavering alarmed them, and whose

departure from the church they dreaded ; and who, it is

to be lamented, for the sake of religion, were so easily

ensnared and hoodwinked by craft and duplicity.

By the Assembly to which we now allude, the act re

lating to the settlement of vacant churches was also re

pealed. But was it repealed because it was contrary to

the word of God, and the scriptural regulations ofthe

church ? Nay, verily ; but because of some informality

in its enactment- because the deep anxiety of the mem

bers of the Assembly which enacted it, to favour the

“ robbers of the churches," urged them to such hot haste,

that they trode heedlessly, if not contemptuously ,' on some

rules which they ought to have remembered and respect

ed. That the act was repealed from no dissatisfaction

with its spirit, is evident from the fact, that this lauded

Assembly gave, by one of its decisions, too much coun.

tenance to a proposed violent intrusion .

This Assembly also gave authority to the Synod of

Perth and Stirling, to unite the said four brethren to

the communion of the church, and to restore them to

their respective charges. ” On this fact, many a church
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man has taken his stand, and proudly defied vindication

of the brethren in refusing the benefit of this decision.

But will any dispassionateman, upon a survey of the his

tory of the case, judge the defiance to be other than an

empty one. It should be remembered, that theseceding

brethren were not mendicants, asking an alms of the As

sembly -- that they had not been guilty of a rash act

which they repented, and had become willing to skulk

back into the church at any opening that might offer.

Besides, they were not men to be imposed on by fair

appearances; and unable to look at all the bearings of the

language in which the order for their restoration was

couched. Indeed , it is exceedingly improbable that the

framers of the order for a moment imagined, that those

men would be caught by it, who had, throughout the

lengthened processagainst them , showed a penetration

which the acutest oftheir opponents could not elude.

It has been with good reason supposed, that the order

was intended by the prevailing party, more as a rattle to

divert the attention, and still the voices of certain mal

contents, than as a deed that would secure the return to

the church , of those whom the dominant faction had wan

tonly thurst out.

And if that party intended the measure as a means to

keep still in their toils, some whose influence they were

afraid should be cast into the scale of the Secession , they,

in a great degree, succeeded in compassing their inten

tion :-if they anticipated more, they were disappointed ;

for they found that their trickery was too shallow to ca

jole the seceding brethren from their righteous and dig

nified position . Upon these brethren , a solemn and

weighty sentence had been passed by the supreme court

of the church . Those who passed it wouldnot declare

that it was groundless, and those upon whom it was pass

ed refused to make any confession of criminality, or

blameworthiness on the matter in question ; but, on the

contrary, persisted in declaring their conviction ,that they

were punished for doing their duty. In these circum

stances, the Assembly commanded a Synod, (the Synod

of Perth and Stirling ,) saying, we give you full power

to restore these men ; but do not you dare to say that

the sentence which we passed upon them was in aught

c3
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informal, or illegal, or oppressive, and therefore removed.

All you have to do is to restore the men, inasmuch as

lamentable consequences have followed, and are likely to

follow , from their separation. This is the substance of

the order ; and who does not see, that those whom it

proposed to re- admit to the church, would have been in

delibly disgraced, had they not refused to avail themselves

of it. The Assembly must have contemplated them

either as deserving of the censure, or as andeserving.

If deserving of it, what end could be gained by relaxing

the sentence, without the least symptom of repentance on

the part of the seceding ministers, that would not be un

righteously purchased . If the Assembly believed them

guilty, the removal of the sentence in the manner pro

posed, is just another proof of their laxity in the ad

ministration of discipline. But, if on the other hand, the

brethren were undeserving of the sentence, and if it was

upon the conviction of this that it was ordered to be re

laxed, why did not the Assembly declare it to be so with

the readiness of honesty and honour, that the men who

had been oppressed, might at least have the compensa

tion of anacknowledgment from those whohad wronged

them . We have never seen, and despair of ever seeing,

this much lauded Assembly of 1734 freed from this awk

ward dilemma -- that they were either sinfully negligent

about the discipline of the church, in removing the sen

tence, if they considered it a righteous one, or as sinfully

proud and unjust, in not setting right these men as pub

licly as they had reproached them ,if the sentence was an

unrighteous one. In either case, we hesitate not to pro

nounce themunfitting associates for such men as an Er

skine and a Wilson.

Still , however, as there was in this Assembly an un

usually large number of worthy men, the brethren hailed

the circumstance as the promise of better things for the

church ; and they were induced to delay any judicial pro

ceedings in their presbyterial capacity, till they should

see “ whereunto this would grow .

They waited, and were disappointed. The ruling party

who had temporised for a time, to serve their own pur

poses, came forth as oppressively as before. Error was

winked at, and the teachers of it shielded from discipline ;
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and it became as fully apparent as ever, that the majority

“ sought their own, and not the things that were Christ's."

Not adoubt as to the path they ought to pursue troubled

the mind of the seceding ministers. Fearlessly, and in

the strength of their Lord, they did what the Assembly

should have done- displayed a banner because of the

truth ; and they made arrangements for sending forth

faithful and efficient labourersinto the vineyard.

Now, we ask, who were the schismatics ; those who

abode by the church's standards, or those who departed

from them ?-those-who were faithful to their vow , or

those who violated their sacred engagements ? The ob

vious answers to these questions exculpates the seceding

brethren from the crime of " causing divisions,” and

fixes it upon the rulers of the Assembly, who, therefore,

by scripture authority were to be avoided. *

But we are asked, were there nota great number of godly

and faithful ministers in the church, and why were they de

parted from ? We answer, that they were not seceded from ,

as the terms of the statement of secession show . They

were looked on, and spoken of with respect and affection.

But the fact of good men being in office in the church, was

no sufficient reason surely, why they who seceded should

have remained in communion with men of an opposite

description . These good men were in a position in

which they could not execute the duties of their office to

the full. Clearly as they might see the desirableness of

certain measures - fully as they might be convinced of

their necessity to the welfare of Zion, yet it was out of

their power to enact them . They stood in circumstances

in which the power of government and discipline was

taken out of their hands, and in which, their watchfulness

over the church's interests, was a source of pain to them ;

for they saw evils which they were prevented from re

medying, and prevented too, by the very men from whose

fellowship theyrefused to depart.

Is it asked, Why did not the seceding brethren re

main, to strengthen the hands of these men ? We might

ask in' return , Why did not these men renounce, what

we are warranted to call an unscriptural connection, and

* Rom. xvi . 17.



32

strengthen the hands of the seceding brethren ? Those

men who were erroneous in doctrine, and who exercised

a haughty and sinful dominion over the flock of Christ,

together withtheir lovers, and adherents, and supporters,

were not surelythe church of Scotland, and, therefore, a

withdrawment from them was not a withdrawment from

the church . But, is it said that the party which opposed

those characters was the church ? Then she was a

church in this anomalous situation - stripped of the power

of government, and rendered incapable of performing a

church's functions. The seceding brethren showed

how the evil was to be remedied . They knew that state

countenance and state-pay formed no part of the church's

constitution -- these, therefore, they renounced, and cast

off the yoke which had long impeded their exertions for

the cause of Christ, and broke the bond which had kept

them in external connection with men who could sacri.

fice the interests of Christ's kingdom , so that they might

enjoy the smiles , and live upon the bounty of earthly

potentates. Unfaithful and unrighteous those men's

works shewed them to be, and the counsel of God re

garding the duty of faithful and righteous men, and

followers of Christ, in reference to such characters is

plain— " from such turn away.” If the fathers of the

Secession, then, were what they were fully proved to be,

believing, faithful, righteous, followers of Christ, the

counsel of God to them was, to depart from the prevail

ing party in the Scottish establishment.

We have now said what we deem sufficient to shew,

that the originators of the Secession acted in accordance

with the counsel of God when they withdrew from the

Established Church . But there is still a question that

very nearly concerns us, and which it is interesting and

important to determine. The question is, Have the

grounds of the Secession been done away ? or has the

Church of Scotland , since the formation of the Secession,

shewed the spirit of reformation in such a degree, and

carried on the work of reformation to such an extent, as,

not only to justify us in returning to her bosom, but to

render our return imperative ?

To the question , we unhesitatingly answer, No ; and

our reasons for the answer are not difficult to find .
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If we

The reasons which the fathers of the Secession had to

secede from the Establishment, we have to continue in a

state of secession ; and as these have been considered at

some length, it is now the less necessary to enlarge. We

may ask , however, Is the evil of patronage a whit abat

Has the church indignantly cast off this badge of

degrading thraldom , and stood forth in her native free

dom and dignity, declaring that she would brook no

control, but that of her rightful Sovereign ?

wewere to judge of this by the cry raised now in the

different parishes against intrusion, in comparison of

what it was in other times, we should be induced to

conclude, that matters were somewhat bettered. The

generality of parishes receive the minister whom the

patron ispleased to send them , without a murmur. But

this is not enough : the question is , Is this stillness the

evidence of satisfaction ? Are we to conclude from it,

that all, or the majority of the pastors thus given , are

such as the people would have called , had they had their

choice ? The matter stands sadly thus. The iron yoke

which at first galled the people, and drew forth from

them righteous and pathetic, but unheeded complaints,

has at length broken their spirit ; and what their fathers

would have resisted with firmness, they yield to in silent

and disgraceful submissiveness. The stillness, then , is

not the quiet of satisfaction, but of spiritual apathy and

slumber. These are the native fruits of the system . Its

evident tendency is to dispirit the people, and to discou

rage them from taking an interest in the minister and

his work : And can we wonder at the indifference so

generally manifested, especially, when to these consider

ations we add the fact, that the men thrust upon the

people as spiritual instructors, have, in too many in

stances, been the means of bushing into a deeper sleep

those whom it should have been their business to arouse .

Farther, we do not think that there is great cause to

boast of the improvement indicated by the Anti-patronage

Society, and the present anti-patronage agitation .* The

exertions of the former have put the spirit of the church

* Note A.
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to the test, and we presume that its scanty funds, or

rather its debts, tell a tale that few of the Society's sup

porters will be very forward to proclaim as an evidence

of the church's dissatisfaction with the yoke. But let us

suppose that the members of the Church of Scotland, to

a man, shall respond to the call, which, it is said, is about

to be made to them by the patronage abolitionists, and

that, in consequence, the tables of our Parliament shall

be covered with their petitions, still , those who have

formed scriptural ideas of the church ofChrist, would see

something in this zeal which would show it to be not

according to knowledge. By petitioning the legislature,

will they not show very plainly that their attachment to

a national church has blinded their eyes to the incongru

ity of trusting legislation in their ecclesiastical affairs,

to our Houses ofParliament, which , in a religious view ,

are so motley and heterogeneous - assemblies whose

business is not, or rather ought not to be, ecclesiastical ;

and, indeed, would never have been , bad the people

been so true to themselves, as to resist the encroachments

of civil power upon a sacred province.

The very fact of the church being subject to such legis

lation, is a broad and satisfactory ground of dissent from

her ; and did pious men consult the counsel of God, or

follow the teaching of common sense, they could not fail

to be persuaded , that Christians had miserably forgotten

themselves, when they did any thing that sanctioned the

opinion, that there was not a power in the church of

Christindependent of every thing but the will of Christ;

and when they recognised , as legitimately exercised, in

her affairs, the voice and the vote of Roman Catholics,

and Socinians, and men of all creeds, and of no creed.

But though the members of our Houses of Parliament

were all Protestant, it would be a plight humiliating

enough for the Church of Scotland, to be subject to the

rule of the members, and the lordly hierarchs of another

church, which, indeed , it is now the fashion , with the

champions of our establishment, to laud , and fondle, as a

comely and delightfnl sister, though our fathers saw that

her yoke was too grievous to be borne, and shed their

blood in resisting its imposition. In petitioning the

legislature for theabolitionof patronage, thus lowmust
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the church stoop - thus inconsistently must she act. The

advance which political freedom has made within these

few years, has put it out of the power of the British

establishments to be consistent. Admittance into our

legislative assemblies is not now oppressivelyguarded, as

itwas in the halcyon days of priestcraft. There is now

no longer tobe found that uniformity of religious pro

fession on the part of our legislators, which is so evi

dently necessary to a consistent commitment of ecclesi

astical power into their hands. When the Test Act was

repealed, establishments were undermined. Inthe reign

of tyranny, and only then , the ecclesiastical establishment

of England had, in one view, a title to consistency, in

suffering the Parliament to legislate in her affairs; for

the Parliament was composed of those who were pro

fessedly her friends and members, and by her bishopsshe

had a direct voice in the national council. All this, how

ever, was confined to what our churchmen call the sister

establishment. Her's was all the consistency that there

was in the matter, while the Church of Scotland stood,

and stands, in the sorry and humiliating situation of re

cognising in the management of her affairs the power of

a king and counsellors who are alien from her commu

nion . Matters are now more nearly on a par with both

establishments; not by lifting up the Scottish one to an

equality with her sister, but by the necessity laid upon

both to be ruled by men of every variety of religious opin

ion, and of moral deportment.

It is fondly anticipated by some that the Church of

Scotland is to cry loudly.to Parliament for the abolition

of patronage ; but alas ! the voice that is to make known

her grievance shall publish her shame; for had she a spirit

of true scriptural independence, she would disdain to

make her supplication to civil rulers. But we are asked

“ Do you not wish to see the church emancipated from

her bondage?" Yes,we answer , but we like not the spirit

that looks to earthly powers for release from spiritual

thraldom . The church has only to will her freedom , and

it is achieved . It is true, that she would thus lose her

state -support --but would this unchurch her ?—would she

cease to be a spiritual community, if the state frowned

on her, instead of fondling her? If not, then there
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is sin, of no slight atrocity, in clinging so tenaciously to

the “ mammon of unrighteousness," that, rather than part

with it, she will sacrifice her liberty-she will acknow

ledge, that authority to give or to withhold certain eccle

siastical privileges, is possessed by men whose power in

such matters she ought to repudiate ;—there is meanness,

in begging the liberty which she is bound to assert inde

pendently, andwhich, by simply asserting, she may enjoy.

But truly, said the Spirit, by the apostle, “ the love of

money is the root of all evil.” Who can shut his eyes to

the fact, that were there not this sordid affection in the

way, and were there not a faithlessness in the arrange

ments of Divine wisdom for the support of his church ,

the Parliament would never besupplicatedon the matter

of patronage. The people, if alive to their interests,

would declare themselves free ; and would not, for the

enjoyment of their Christian privileges, grudge a little of

their substance, directly given, instead of indirectly, as

at present.* It is the spirit of Esaut that stands between

the Church of Scotlandand the immediate obtainment of

her rights. Were she not greedy of the mess, the birth

right would be secure in her possession.

But should it so happen that the abolition of patronage

shall be obtained, in answer to the church's humble sup

plication, would not the seceders return to her commu

nion? The vast majority of them would not, and for this

simple and sufficient reason, amongothers, that that very

power, which frees the church of theyoke of patronage,

can re-impose it when inclined. We have seen too much

of the pernicious consequences of civil power going be

yond its legitimate sphere, to cast in our lot with those

who are contented to hold their spiritual privileges by

such a precarious tenure as the will of worldly men.

The sum of the matter then , is this should the church

of Scotland shake off the yoke of patronage, and declare

that whateverthe state may say, she is determined not to

endure it ; and should she make a free surrender of the

wages of iniquity — the price of her degradation, then the

way, to a considerable extent, would be cleared , for the

return of those who have seceded from her. But this re

• Note B. Gen. xv. 34 .
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turn is hopeless, so long as there is on the part ofthe church

a recognition of civil authority in her affairs. " My king,
dom ," said our Saviour, 6s is not of this world .” And

from this declaration , it may readily be inferred, that in

its administration , the rulers of this world , as such , should

have no part. If then the church would successfully woo

back to her embraces, those who are now standing aloof

from her, she must cease to deck herself in the meretri

cious ornaments given her by the kings of the earth , and

make it her highest ambition to appear in the chaste

attire of the bride of Christ . Another reason for our

continuance in a state of secession is the continuance of

error in the Establishment. Although there is a solemn

acknowledgment of the creed of the church required of

each of her ministers, yet there is very far from beingan

universal adherence to it. We have already noticed this

as one of the grounds of the original separation , and if

we have at allsucceeded in showing that it warranted

the separation, we refer to our argument; for the course

of events in the church has not impaired but strengthened

it. It is to be observed that we do not object to the

doctrinal standards of the church, for they are our own

we believe them to be consistent with the mind of the

Spirit — we venerate and love them ; but we refuse to

unite with those in whose teaching the peculiarities of

the church's scriptural creed are wanting,and with those

who have declared themselves opposed to those truths to

which they have vowed adherence. As to the first of

these classes, it is far from being inconsiderable in num

ber. Every one, who knows any thing of the state of

the church is perfectly aware, that there are many hold

ing in her the office of the ministry, who, while they

ought to come forth as ambassadors for God, with the

tidings of reconciliation , feel an aversion to make the

gladdening proclamation ; and influenced by this feeling,

confine themselves tothe teaching of a cold andinefficient

philosophy. Even though they should teach nothing

contrary to the word, the charge of unfaithfulness to their

trust and their vow is not thereby done away. In so

far as the word of God is a system of morality, it has

some things in common with uninspired systems, and

they who take their position on this common ground,
D
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may not gainsay the teachings of inspiration ; but, while

they bring not forth the glorious peculiaritiesof the gos

pel, theiradvantage over the heathen moralist, is very

inconsiderable. They are guilty of keeping back that to

which God requires a prominence to be given. They

take the station of those whose business it should be, to

seek the renewal and the salvation of the hearers ; but

they refuse to employ the instrumentality which God has

appointed for effecting these ends. They thus declare

their opinion as loudly and plainly as it can be declared,

that there is much in the gospel that is superfluous — that

by means far simpler than those of God's devising, the

design of the gospel might be accomplished. There are

others again akin to this class, who have a fashion of

preaching which it is somewhat difficult to characterise .

The strain is neither decidedly legal nor decidedly evan

gelical. They appear not to have made up their minds

on divine things. They seem afraid or ashamed to say

what God has said, and to go all the length that the

scriptures go. Alas ! for the souls who are under such

ministrations — who have no better sustenance than vague

generalities. If distinct and definite conceptions of divine

truth are necessary to its exerting salutary power upon

the soul — to satisfy the awakened and the anxious that

there is perfect safety in Christ, and to attach more

firmly and affectionately to the Saviour, those who have

already fled to him, then there is dreadful danger to the

hearer, in these paltering and undecided ministrations,

and upon those who thus minister there is the guilt of

unfaithfulness. In their hands - the trumpet gives an

uncertain sound .” * The permission of such ministra

tions in the church is a blot upon her. They mar her

beauty — they impair her efficiency; and before any of the

evangelical dissenters will think of returning to her com

munion, discipline must be so vigorously exercised, that

this pernicious leaven shall be purged out.
6 Preach the

word,” is the Spirit's command , not only to Timothy,

but to every one who takes on him the office of the minis

try, and we are perfectly satisfied that those who refuse

obedience to the Spirit of the divine injunction are utter

* Note C.
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ly unfit for communion with those who reverence the

command, and delight to comply with it, knowing and

feeling that the word given in charge to them is theword

which “ the Lord hath sent to heal men, and to deliver

them from their destruction ." But if our continuance in

a state of secession is warranted by the state of things to

which we have now referred, how much stronger is our

warrant rendered by the fact, that there is positive

error taught in the church - error pernicious and deadly.

We speak not at random , but can produce the testimony

of competent and satisfactory witnesses * to bear us out,

when we assert, that, within the pale of the Establish

ment, Arianismhas not died with Professor Simpson,nor

Socinianism with Macgill, nor Arminianism with Mac

knight. These all have still their representatives and

the supporters of their errors. Although in so far as a

professed creed is concerned, the Established Church is

but one sect, yet when we take into account the tenets

really embraced, it comprehends almost all the varieties

of modern heresy .

Now we ask , Is it not utterly incongruous, that the

lovers of truth should be united in the bonds of church

fellowship with those who have departed from “ the faith

once delivered to the saints ? " and since there are those

in the church who are deeply guilty in this respect, how ,

in holding communion with such, can enlightened Christ

ian men acquit themselves of sin ? Do they say, that

regarding their own ministrations, they can individually

join with the Psalmist in saying before his God, “ I have

walked in thy truth ? ” It is so farwell ; but we solemn

ly appeal to them if they can , so long as they continue

in their present connection , join in the Psalmist's re

solution , “ I will not go in with dissemblers.” + If they

tell us that they remain in the church that they may

promote her reformation , we ask - without saying any

thing concerning the justifiableness of their remaining in

her -- what have they done, and what can they do ? It is

not enough to point us to the expulsion of Irvine and

Campbell, and their followers, as a vigorous movement

on the part of the orthodox towards the extirpation of

* Note D. † Psalm xxvi. 3, 4 .

D 2
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all heresy. Why is it not followed up with regardto

others, that theremay be no respect of persons ? Why

not test the doctrines of all the ministers of the church

by the Confession of Faith, as minutely as they did the

doctrines of Campbell ? Were not some of those very

men, who during his trial pretended such veneration for

the Confession, as guilty as he was? If they and those

akin to them had sympathized with him , as one who,

like themselves, took the liberty to gainsay the standards

of the church, though on a different point, the orthodox

might have found themselves in a minority. But judg

ing the best of the church's intention , as indicated by

this beginning, to free herself of erroneous teachers;

and supposing that the days of the existence, within her

pale, of Socinians and Pelagians are now to be few , still

there is thisperplexing question, How are the Arminians

to be expelled ? Can a majority be found to rid the

church of their error ? We appeal to those who know

the state of the church, if to this, a worse error , the

greater number of the established clergy are not fa

vourable. If not, then we ask why, without censure,

the tenets of Arminianism are not only taught from the

pulpit, but by means of the press, published to the world ,

not by men in obscure situations only,* but even by the

professors in our universities, and the ministers in our

metropolis ? t Here we have ample room for discussion,

but our time forbids us to enlarge. We have said enough

to shew that the church has much to do before the Se

cession can be scripturally discontinued. We appeal to

the unprejudiced Christian if we could, without sacrific

ing duty and consistency, enter into church connection

with those, who, we think, have departed from the truth

those who have, in the most solemn circumstances, declar

ed that they believed what they actually did not believe ;

or who, if they did then believe what they professed, and

have since changed their opinions, have, by the change

departed from the church's standards, and should there

fore, in honesty depart, or in faithfulness be expelled

from her communion.

Note E. † Note F.
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The only other reason for our continuance in a state

of secession, which we shall mention, is the neglect of

that discipline which ought to be exercised by the church

for the suppression of immorality, both among her mem

bers and her clergy. We leave you to bring your

knowledge of facts to bear upon this matter, and we

doubt not but you will see the reason to be amply satis

factory.

We conclude with a word of exhortation . Bless the

Lord, brethren , for your privileges, and adorn the doc

trine of God your Saviour by the holiness of your
lives.

Let the peace , the purity, and the extension of Christ's

kingdom, be the objects of your deepest solicitude. Pray

that greater concord may
exist among all who love the

Lord Jesus, and that every obstacle which retards the

progress of his cause may be removed. “ Ye that make

mention of the Lord keep not silence, and give him no

rest till he establish , and till he make Jerusalem a praise

in the earth . ” Amen .



NOTES.

NOTE A.

When George Sinclair, Esq. M. P. stirs the question of Patronage

more mightily, as he proposes, than before, will he proclaim it in the ears

of Parliament, that there are still unpaid £650 of the purchase-money

of the Colinton patronage ? Afew shillings from each ofScotland'sthou

sand parishes would annihilate the debt, and give some little ground

for the honourable gentleman to say, what he doubtless will say ,

whether the cash be forthcoming or not — that Scotland from one end

to the other is impatient of the yoke. Could our feeble voice reach

Mr. Sinclair, we would humbly suggest to him, that he should cringe

to “ the parish of Cringefield,” and all similar parishes ; and agitate

till he put away sturdy contentment with the present state of things,

from the bounds of “ the presbytery of Remain ," * and all similar

presbyteries, till he get a contribution that shall average thirteen

shillings from each parish, and then he can make out a case , not in

deed very strong, but more convincing certainly, than the fact that the

Anti- Patronage Society is in debt .

By the way, we have heard it hinted, that Mr. Sinclair wishes the

present proprietors of patronages to be compensated, in the event of the

law of Patronage being abolished . Well - who's to pay ? We can

not complain of the church being taxed to raise the proposed compensa

tion ; but the dissenters have such a distaste to the armorial-bearings

of Issachar, t that we hope they will in courtesy be excused from

wearing them.

NOTE B.

It is a prevalent opinion that the church costs the people nothing.

But whence comes the money that brings up the stipend of so many

of the clergy to the minimum of £ 150 ? From the national ex

chequer, to which every individual in the kingdom contributes. But

irrespective of this, the teinds, or tithes, which go to the support of the

clergy, are a tax upon the nation at large. Thus writes onewho is no

mean authority on such subjects- Professor M‘Culloch of the Univer

sity of London. 66 Tithes are a burden which fall equally on every

individual in the kingdom - on the poorest beggar, as well as on the

richest lord in proportion to their respective consumption of the ar .

ticles from which a tithe is levied . " Edin . Enc. Art . Taration .

* See Mr. Sinclair's Speech at the Anti-Patronage Society.

+ Genesis xlix. 14 .
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Note C.

“ The trumpet gives an uncertain sound.” As a specimen of what

we here allude to, we may refer to a book entitled “ The Last Sup

per,," known to be the production of the Rev. Thomas Wright of the pa

rish of Borthwick . When we say that it gives an uncertain sound, we

have expressedthe most favourable opinion of it that can be expressed .

If some of this Rev. Gentleman's brethren in the Synod of Lothian

and Tweeddale, Dr. Lee, for example, would manifest as much anxi

ety for the purity of doctrine in the church, as for the security of the

stipend of the Edinburgh clergy, and would investigate “ The Last

Supper,” and “ The True Plan of a Living Temple,” by the same author,

as minutely as the deliverances of judges on the annuity tax are inves

tigated, and would bring the result of the investigation before the Sy

nod or Assembly, there would be a better exemplification of what

ought to be the anxieties of the ministers of Christ.

Since we have mentioned the Synod of Lothian and Tweeddale, we

would ask did the Rev. Hamilton Paul of the parish of Broughton

never give such offence as to call for the exercise of discipline ? If he

has not, in his Life of Burns, given ample reason to suspect his attach

ment to the creed he has subscribed , has he not published a wicked

caricature of Calvinism ? has he not offended against the rules of

Christian morality in vindicating someof the Poet's vilest effusions,

as brought forth by a sense of “ duty ? ” _effusions which Dr. Currie

refused to publish in his edition of Burns' Works, and of which Sir

Walter Scott speaks as “ daringly profane." See Paul's Life of

Burns, pp . 40, 41 , and Quarterly Review , No. I. p . 22.

NOTE D.

We quote the testimony of Dr. Burns, one of the established ministers

of Paisley. “ Who are the worst foes of our Establishment! the men

who can eat her bread, while they do not her work !-the men who

can preach Socinian, Pelagian , or Antinomian heresies, while they

subscribe a Calvinistic creed - the men who disgrace their calling by

the grossness of intemperance, and by the scandals of profligacy."

Synod Sermon , p. 57.

NOTE E.

Let us try the doctrine of the Rev. Walter Trail, minister of Lady

Kirk , Island of Sanda, by the Confession of Faith, which he has sub

scribed more than once, for any thing that we know. He teaches

that “ repentance will procure the pardon of heaven . " Fast Day Ser

mon, p. ll . But the Confession of Faith teaches that repentance
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is not any satisfaction for sin, or any cause of the pardon thereof. "

Conf. Chap . xv. Sec . 3.

We could , from the “ Sermon ” referred to, quote sentiments equally

opposed to the standards of the church, and to the scriptures : but we

forbear. We may ask , however, has zeal for the church's purity

ceased to burn in the bosoms of the ministers of the presbytery of the

North Isles, that not one of them can be found to take their erring

brother to task ? or since all the members of that presbytery have ne

glected to do so, is there not one in the Synod of Orkney ready to sup

ply their lack of service ? We have heard that some of them breathe out

threatenings to the effect that they will utterly destroy the Secession ;

not indeed by putting her members to the sword, but by reforming the

church so vigorously — by hunting out corruption so unsparingly from

every nook in which it has so long nestled, that the Secession shall

hide her diminished head. We would advise the threatening reform .

ers to begin ; for truly they have a Herculean task before them.

Among other things, let them not only take care that the clergy preach

nothing bnt what is accordant with the church's creed ; but also, that

none of them ever pray in such a manner as is fitted to make many of

opinion that death sanctifies the openly ungodly and profane, so that

they may be spoken of at the throne of grace as the Lord's servants.

Note F.

THE Rev. Dr. David Ritchie one of the ministers of St. Andrery's

Church , Edinburgh, and Professor of Logic in the University, nas

not long ago published Lectures on the Epistle to the Romans. The

Presbyterian Review classes the Rev. Dr. “ with the whole tribe of

Socinian and Arminian commentators .” Presbyterian Review, No.

II, p . 157. We may quote also from another organ of the church

The Christian Instructor, No. xv. p. 175. “We know not that it has

ever been our misfortune to peruse a treatise on any subject, within

the whole range of doctrinal theology, more systematically erroneous

and unscriptural, than that which last year issued from the pen of the

Rev. Professor of Logic in the University of Edinburgh. "
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