
idl PREFACE, BY WAY OF CRITICISM

blink the truth—hurriei both him and them into the gnve.
And when we find a man perserering indeed, in hit fault, at
all of uf do, and openly overtaken, as not all of ui are, by
iti consequences, to gloss the matter over, with too polite

btegraphers, is to do the work of the wrecker disfiguring

beacons on a perilous seaboard ; but to call him bad, with a
•flf-righteous chuckle, is to be talking in one'r sleep with

Hee^'ess and Too-bold in the arbour.
'\ et it is undeniable that much anger and distress is raised

in many quarters by the least attempt to state pUinly, what
every one well knows, of Burns's profligacy, and of the
fatal consequences of his marriage. And for this there

arc perhaps two subsidiary reasons. For, first, there is,

in our drunken land, a certain privilege extended to drunk-
eoness. In Scotland, in particular, it is almost respect-

able, above all when compared with any " irregularity

between the sexes." The selfishness of the one, so much
more gross in essence, is so much less immediately con-
spicuous i"^! its results that our demiurgeous Mrs. Grundy
smiles apologetically on its victims. It is often said I

have heard it with these ears—that drunkenness "may
lead to vice." Now I did not think it at all proved that

Burns was what is called a drunkard ; and I was obliged to

dwell very plainly on the irregularity and the too frequent
vanity and meanness of his relations to women. Hence,
in the eyes of many, my study was a step towards the
demonstration of Burns's radical badness.

But second, there is a certain class, professors of that

low morality so greatly more distressing than the better

sort of vice, to whom you must never represent an act

that was virtuous in itself, as attended by any other con-
sequences than a large family and fortune. To hint that

Burns's marriage had an evil influence is, with this class,

to deny the moral law. Yet such it the fact. It was


