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Among various causes leading 1o the ongm of our Chuch, we pro-
posed to take notice of two mote pramuical ones, "Fhe firt, conaideted
in last ication, was the | g cagemness and growing zeal
with which the law of patronage, restored W 1712, was reduceil to prac-
tice. 'I'he sccond, was the mournful depasture from evangelical iuth, as
taught in the Westimnster Standards, nlt the great majunity of the win-
isters had tejected, and, in many cases, were disposed w sidicule the doc-
trines of grace. It is 1o the consideration of ths, which is, unqueativnas
bly, the strongest ground of Scceasion, that we now proceed.

The Presbytenian Church, eatablished i Scotland at the Revolution,
did not receive the approbation of ull Chnstians, “Ihere were those who
wete called Society-men, or Cameronians, descendents of the Covenan-
ters, who catried their prneiples to the utmost length during the peree-
cuting perivd.  These tegarded the Revoluton Church as too Erastan
in its constitution, and not only kept themseh ea apagt from its communion,
but refused to recognise the civil authorities of the land, because they had
not subscribed the nativnal covenant of theis ancestore.  ‘Thete was alko
a patty which scemed (0 occupy @ nuddie posnion between the Fstablish-
tment and the Cameromans, ‘They agreed wauh the latter considering
the Revolution Church as Erastinn ; but they acknowledged the authority
of the civil pawers 1n all civil matters, disclamung only the official intere
ference of the magistrate 1n the affans of the Church. These scaw to
have bad views bearing a resemblance to those of out own Church ; and,
50 far as we know, their numbers were considerable, and included sonme
of the most conscientious and serous persons of that period. We are
not, however, to suppose that all who acwally joned the Revolution
Church approved of the settlement 1t obtauned.  There were those, and
they werc numerous, who were thanhful for the relicf obtained from per-
secution—for the zestoration of Presbytery—and for the legal abulition of

the Prelatic form of Church government ; and who, althosgh they had
not realized all that they wished or expected, in regard to the hiberty and
putity of the Church, concesved 1t their duty to acquiesce s the settdement
of religion, in the hope that progress would be made, and shat under the
new administration there would be no hindrance presented, but every fa-
cility given, to conformn the principles, government, and neasures of the
Church, in all things, to the unernng standard of ecripture.  These ex-
pectations were fondly chenshed by many, even alihough there were
grounds to appreherd the danger of disappowntment, and indications, in
some quarters, of hiosiinty, both to evangelical truth and to the frecdom
and independence of the Church of Chnst.

In the Revolution-Church rself the eeds ot error and corruption were
early sown. This was occasioned, n a great measure, although not en-
tizely, by the introduction of so many numstess of the Epicopal order,
who not only held unscriptural tenets, but were grossly mumoral in their
lives. It was also occasioned by many of the lasty, men of worldly mflus
ence, who had their haunds stained with the blood of the sawts, being
introduced o8 ¢lders into the Supreme Ecclesiastical Court, and employing
their opp and means 1n to the p les and lberuies
of the Church. Thus not only many of the munnters, but many also of
the laity were sceret enemics of the Church to which they professed to
coaform. ‘The consequence was, that the Church of Scotfand, as at that
ume d d the ly aspect of a house divided against
itself. The onc party in it defended the doctrines of grace, as Jaul down
in the Confe of Fauh, and ad { the Church independence of
civil authonty, and s imininsic nght to regulate its own administrations.
The other s¢cemed anxious to currupt its docinmes, and to brng it mose
and more under the control of the civil powers, Thus two opposing
classes soon appeared, originating what were afierwards designated the
orthodox and moderate patties in the Church.  The latter at length be-
eame dominant, and with a high hand carried out their unconsmutional
.and arhitrary measutes, by which facilities and encouragements were
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ing impetuosity, and that the counsels of the Chutch would be niore and
mote seculaneed. The E pal Curates, st is true, had brought a cot-
wupting agency mto the Chuzel, by whieh 1t degenerated both i doctrine
and discrpline.  Bat they were not the only, of even the principal causes
of its backshding,  In general they were toa wean and despieable to have
fntluence beyond their own sphictes, aud the moss of them tived in the
Vortheenst of Scotland, wheee Epicopacy had greatly prevailed.—
“Wheteae,” says Dr. Suuthers, m Ins History of the Rehef Chutch, it
was about Edinburgh and Glasgow, m Aytelure anl in Galloway, which
were famous covenanting diatricte, that men atose, who were slavish in
their poitical punciples, and who dufiled and corrupzed the pute ductrines
of the gospel wah Pelagian and Arian tenets The Revolution-Chuseh
was o longer the same popular institution which she once was afier the
was iy and fully taken imnto counection with the state, and rupported
ot of the Treasmy

Tnstead of besng a Chureh protesting against tyrane
nical Acts of Councit, she was now an cxpecting Chutch epreading out
her lap for toyai favors,  She imght 1adeed deceive herell by thinking
that she wae still as independent as when the sat on her native hills and
defied prefatic hinge attempting to fazce their hturgy upon her, butinsen-
aibly she bowed to the throne that rudtatued her, and by Iiul; and liwtle
wuthdrew from the prople, and adopted the absequious and worldly max-
ims of the Court, “The visita made aow and then by the Scottish Clergy
10 Lundon, on matters connected woils their Chutch, had a most Injurious
influcuce upon their Catvinietic prnciples, and theie Preshyterion zeal for
popular electinn and Churel puriry * o
*Ihus carruption in ductuue appeared ;o many of the pulpits of Seotland,
and spread msenaibly, yet rapidly, over the whole land. ‘Fhe wiulsters
who remmned farthful, and those who fmbibed and propagated erroncous
views, having no cong: niality of rentiment and fecling, had litile minfare
nial intercourse, exeepting in the meetings of theie Preshyteries and higher
Courts, nnd on these vccasions their different principles appeared in the
ccclesiastical poliey which they practized, and thus the linc of demarca-
ton between the pasties was mote and more distinetly denwn ; and by
the samie necessary or unaveudable interviews on ecclesiasticel husinens,
they became fess dispored for more private intercourse, and lence their
meetmgs together on communion occasions ceased to ahe place. From
these cautes the two parties were soon as much severed in ministerinl
confidence and fellowship, as alihough they had been actually in different
communions.  The Church of Scotland was, dunng this period, one only
inname. “The two partics wete probably more severed in hicort and
co-operation, than any of the denominations into which it is now divided
are from cach otiier.  Often in Fresbytery inectings incidents occureed,
which gave mournful demonstzation of the progress of erroncous doctrine,
and especially of the growing aversion which was lelt to the ducitine of
the Cross of Chnst.  Of this description on example, which speaks
volumes on the tubject of the Churclv's sad declenvion, is given inthe
diary of Mr. Walson of Perth. * Our congregations,” eays he, ** are
planted wath a et of corrupt tmistess, who are strangers to the power of
godiness, and therefore neither in therr doctrine nor walk i3 there any
savour of Christ about them, yea, such are becomng the prevailing party
smongst the numstry, and 100 many of thent mockers ot the exerclse and
real expeniences of the gudly, At the opening of our “ynodical meetiog
at Perth, Mr, "Thomas Finlayson, minister at Dumbarnie, preached o very
foose general sermon, and not without a sncer and some bitter iavectives
aganst senous mumsters. * Sume,’ saul he, * loved @ popular cant, ond
aficcted 10 make grievances m preaching.’  Tlus same mao, some short
tme after, when Mro Moneneff, of Abernethy, remaked on a young
man's discourse, before the Preshytery of Perth, that shere was nothing of
Chimst 10 1t, had the assurance 10 seply, * and must Chnst sull be the bur-
dew of the soug.’  Yetthe Piesbytesy ok no notice of the scandalous
expression—a sad siatch of the spint that prevails amongst ue.”
Butf that g P d the wide-spreading errors of A
10, and even more glarng departares from the truth as in Jesus, thete
was a danger that the next would be sull more contaminated, unless i'n
the providence of God, some cffectual check were gven to the rapid cur-
sent of corrupinn,  For it was found that some who had the solemaly

sfforded to a course of ful defeciion from e lical truth and and
‘order, '
Tt can easily be concelved, that in proportion as the mod party 1

ponsible duty of traimng the youthi for the lioly ministry,
wete not only grossly crroncous in the views they entestained, but wete

acquired the ascendency, the tide of corruption would flow with increas.

Iy wsulling into the nuuds of those under their charge the most
pernicious principles. i



