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PREFACE.

RoBERT WODROW, the Historian of the Sufferings of the Church
of Scotland, whose Correspondence is now printed for the first
time from the original MSS., was the second son of Mr James
Wodrow, Professor of Divinity in the University of Glasgow,
who died September 25, 1707. Robert was born at Glasgow in
the year 1679. His mother's name was Margaret Hair, daughter
of William Hair, a small proprietor in the parish of Kilbarchan ;
she was a woman of considerable strength of mind, and of emi-
nent piety. Robert entered the University of Glasgow in 1691,
and after finishing the usual course of academical education, de-
voted himself to the study of theology under his father. While
thus employed, he was chosen Librarian to the College, an office
which he held for four years. Even at this early period of life, he
entered with ardour on these ecclesiastical researches, which, in
the course of his life, he prosecuted to such an extent ; and, among
other pursuits, devoted considerable attention to natural history, a
branch of study then scarcely known in Scotland. On concluding
his theological career, Mr Wodrow resided, for some time, in the
family of a distant relation, Sir John Maxwell of Nether Pollock,
one of the Senators of the College of Justice, and a man dis-
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tinguished for talent and piety. In March 1703, he was licensed
to preach the Gospel; and in the summer following, the parish of
Eastwood, where Lord Pollock resided, having become vacant by
the death of Mr Matthew Crawfurd, the author of a manuscript
History of the Church of Scotland, Mr Wodrow was elected by the
heritors and elders, with consent of the congregation, to supply
the charge; and he was ordained minister of that parish on the
28th of October 1703. '

In this small and retired parish our author prosecuted, with un-
tiring perseverance, those researches which issued in the publica-
tion of his celebrated ¢ History of the Sufferings of the Church of
Scotland ;” a work which he commenced in 1714, and which ap-
peared in two large volumes, at separate times, in 1721 and 1722.
After a life spent in numerous and useful labours for the good of
the Church, which at last undermined his health, and may be said
to have shortened his days, this worthy man expired on the 21st
of March 1734, in the 55th year of his age.

~ Mr Wodrow was married, in the end of 1708, to Margaret
Warner, grand-daughter of the venerable William Guthrie, mi-
nister of Fenwick, and author of the ¢ Trial of a Saving Interest
in Christ ;” and daughter of Patrick Warner of Ardeer, Ayrshire,
and minister of Irvine. Mrs Wodrow was the widow of Mr Eben-
ezer Veitch, youngest son of the celebrated Mr William Veitch of
Dumfries, and was a lady remarkable at once for personal accom-
plishments and for exalted devotion. She had sixteen children

to Mr Wodrow, nine of whom, with their mother, survived their
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worthy father. Three of his sons were ministers in the Church of
Scotland, and one of them succeeded his father in the parish of
Eastwood. The mortal remains of our historian lie interred in
the Churchyard of Eastwood, where no stone as yet appears to
mark his resting-place.

Such is a brief outline of Wodrow’s personal life. It was, at
one time, proposed to introduce the following correspondence, by
giving a more detailed account of the life and writings of one
whose labours have contributed so largely to the stores of our Ec-
clesiastical history, and particularly of his valuable manuscripts
which have been preserved. This plan, which was formed in the
hope of obtaining access to manuscripts still in the possession of
private individuals, must, for the present, be abandoned ; and the
following remarks will be confined to the documents from which

the present volume has been compiled.

Mr Wodrow, it appears, was in the habit of regularly transcrib-
ing all his own letters in books prepared for the purpose, and of
binding up the letters of his correspondents in separate volumes.
These interesting relics were, with many others, some years ago,
rescued from obscurity, and very probably from oblivion, through
the praiseworthy exertions of Dr Burns of Paisley ; and having
been purchased from those in whose possession they were found
by the Faculty of Advocates, they were safely deposited in their
invaluable Library in this city. The letters of Wodrow himself fill
three small but thick octavo volumes, very closely written. They

commence at the year 1709, and are continued to the close of 1731,
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comprising copies of nearly six hundred letters. The first voinme,
containing his earlier letters, was not discovered by Dr Burns
along with the rest, and notwithstanding every effort to recover
it, still remains unfortunately amissing. Anxious, however, as
we are, to obtain possession of this juvenile portion of the corre-
spondence, the want is the less to be regretted, when it is con-
sidered that the volumes which have been preserved commence at
the time when he entered on public life, and bring down the cor-
respondence to within a few years of his death; thus embracing

the most active and interesting period of  his history.

The Council of the Wodrow Society, in fixing on the works
most suitable for publication, were naturally solicitous to preserve
these remains of an author, from whom the Society derives its
name ; and through the liberality of the Curators of the Advocates’
Library, the freest access was allowed to the Manuscripts in their
possession, and liberty given to publish whatever part of them
might be thought proper. The original design was simply to pub-
lish the Letters of Wodrow himself, contained in the three vo-
lumes now described. It was soon found, however, that these, if
published alone, would lose much of their intercst, and would, in
.many instances, even prove unintelligible. At the same time, to
have printed the whole of the Letters of Wodrow’s friends, as he
has preserved them, even had they been all worthy of publication,
would have swelled the work to a most unreasonable size.! A
selection from these Letters was considered the most advisable

! They are arranged by himself in chronological order, in twenty.two volumes,
4to, which contain upwards of 3880 letters, betwecn the years 1694 and 1733.
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plan; and, accordingly, in the present Volume, while all Wod-
row’s own Letters have been given, without mutilation or abridg-
ment,' those of his correspondents have been introduced only oc-
casionally, when the importance of the subject, or the clear com-
prehension of its meaning, seemed to require it. Where it was
not thought necessary to insert the entire Letter of a correspond-
ent, those parts of it which throw light on the Letters of Wod-

row have been introduced in foot-notes.

Another editorial task, more arduous, but which appeared
equally indispensable, was that of giving Notices of Wodrow’s
Correspondents, and of the principal characters incidentally re-
ferred to. These have been drawn up with as much brevity as
possible, and will be found, in some cases, prefixed to the Letters,
and, in others, subjoined at the foot of the page. The passing
events of Wodrow’s day, some of which were fast receding into
oblivion, are also occasionally illustrated in foot-notes; and as
there are no notes in the original MSS., it was not considered ne-
cessary to distinguish them by any other mark from the text. In
these Notices and Illustrations, the Editor has endeavoured, as
far as was possible in consistency with historical truth, to steer

clear of party leanings and present disputes.

In transcribing these Letters for the press, no farther liberties
have been taken with the original, than to alter slightly Wodrow’s
style of spelling, which differs so inconsiderably from the modern,
that to have retained its peculiaritics would only, it is humbly

! Thisis to be understood, with the exception stated at p. 858.
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conceived, have disfigured the page and annoyed the reader, with-
out gratifying the taste for the antique, which may render it
highly proper to print the works of our earlier authors verbatim et
literatim. Wodrow paid very little attention in what he wrote,
either to correctness or uniformity of spelling ; and, in this respeét,
he was behind even the style of the age in which he lived. Of
this he was himself so conscious, that it was his practice to submit
his manuscript, before going to press, to the revision of his friends ;
and hence, in his History, which was printed under his own eye,
the orthography is uniformly correct. In one of his Letters to
the Rev. John Anderson of Dumbarton, he confesses, “ My hand
is ill; my style and syllabication have given you a great deal of
trouble.” To have printed, therefore, such words as deuty for
duty, wordle for world, lenth for length, gott for got, wer for were,
variouse for various, appeared as unnecessary as it would have
been to have copied his contractions, with which the manuscript
abounds, but which he himself would never have allowed to ap-
pear in print. At the same time, no change has been made on the
writer's phraseology ; the greatest care has been taken to preserve
his exact words, and even the forms of his sentences; and his
Scotticisms and idiomatic phrases have been retained unaltered.

When it is remembered that Wodrow wrote in the days of Ad-
dison, the homely, and sometimes slovenly character of his style,
displaying a total inattention to the graces of composition, and a
sad absence of literary tastc, may perhaps excite surprise. But
though the reign of Queen Anne has been termed the Augustan

age of literaturc in England, owing to the co-existence of a few



PREFACE. xi

celebrated writers, it is astonishing how little regard was paid
during the greater part of that period, either in the higher or
middle classes of society, to the cultivation of learning. It has
been justly remarked, that ¢ we should recollect that two-thirds
of the reign of Anne were entirely occupied by politics; that the
struggles of faction, the inveterate contentions of the Whigs and
Tories, banished for many years, even among the learned, almost
all attention to useful and elegant pursuits; and that the com-
mencement of taste, and the diffusion of knowledge, may be dated
from the well-timed efforts of Steele and Addison, efforts which
illaminated but the latter days of Anne, and were independent of
any encouragement from the throne.”' If these drawbacks on
the progress of literature were felt in England, they operated to a
still greater extent, and for a longer period, in regard to Scotland.
The repugnance so generally felt to the incorporating Union with
England manifested itself in a jealousy of every improvemeént im-
ported from the sister country. It is amusing to observe, that
though Wodrow orders a volume of “ Bickerstaffe’s Tatlers” from
London, he not only pertinaciously adheres to his own style, un-
moved by the wit and eloquence of Steele, but solemnly prefers
the good old Scotch to the new-fangled idiom of the south.

) To those, however, who are willing to overlook the absence
of literary embellishment, the following Correspondence will afford
not only entertainment, but much solid instruction, and ample

scope for serious reflection. It derives much importance from the

! Drake’s Essays, vol. i. p. 32.
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character of Wodrow himself. Although eminently a man of
peace, and liable, from his extreme dread of contention and dis-
union, to yield, as he did on some occasions, a practical submission
to measures which he deplored, and to principles which he de-
nounced, there can be but one opinion among all unprejudiced
men a8 to his sound sense, sterling worth, and thorough honesty.
His patriotism and public spirit appeared in the active share which
he took in all the public questions of the day, particularly in those
of the Union, and of the Abjuration Oath, by his firm opposition
to which he exposed himself to no small danger. Into all the
controversies which agitated the Church during his lifetime, he
entered with more or less interest ; and not an event could trans-
pire in the political world, at home or abroad, bearing, in the
remotest degree, on the interests of religion, without attracting the
eye and employing the pen of this vigilant sentinel of the Church.
The insatiable curiosity which led him to inquire into the minutest
incidents of the day, was equalled only by the indefatigable indus-
try with which he recorded them. Nothing within his reach
escaped him ; and every thing, once acquired, was preserved. The
Correspondence of such a person must prove invaluable to the

inquirer into the history and habits of past ages.

But it is presumed that the folowing Correspondence will be
found to possess intrinsic merits of no small importance. At a
time when every thing relating to the past history of the Church
of Scotland is so eagerly sought after, thesc Letters, in which her
heart is, as it were, laid open, and her secret history unfolded,

5
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must prove peculiarly interesting. What improvement may or
ought to be made of the facts here brought to light, it is not for
the Editor to say ;—certain it is, that the analogies between the
past and the present are too obvious to escape the most careless

reader.

It may be proper, however, to state, that by far the most interest-
ing portion of the Correspondence is yet to come. As it advances,
events thicken, and new correspondents, both at home and in other
countries, moving in higher or more active spheres, send their
contributions to Wodrow, to enrich his collections. Besides those
introduced in this volume, and whose names appear in the con-
tents, we find among his correspondents in Scotland, the Earl of
Buchan, Lord Grange, Lord Ross, Lord Pollock, Sir James Stew-
art, Baillie of Jerviswood, Colonel Blackader, Mr James Anderson,
a celebrated antiquary, Principals Chalmers and Stirling, Professor
Hamilton, Thomas Smith, Esq., M.P., the Rev. Messrs W. Mac-
knight, John Warden, John Brown of Abercorn, Greorge Gillespie
of Strathmiglo, James Traill of Montrose, Archibald Napier of
Kilmadock, J. Govan of Campsie, Matthew Wood of Edinburgh,
Matthew Simpson of Pencaitland, William Gusthart of Crailing,
Patrick Coupar of Pittenweem, John Paisley of Liochwinnoch, the
Rev. Messrs Thomas Hog, and Robert Black of Rotterdam; Dr .
Fraser, Dr Calamy, Dr Evans, Dr Abraham Taylor, of London;
in Ireland, Mr Masterton, Mr Samuel Smith, Mr William Living-
ston, Mr Iredale, Mr Gilbert Kennedy; and in America, besides
Dr Cotton Mather, the friend and patron of Benjamin Franklin,
his correspondents are—Mr Benjamin Colman, President of Har-
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vard College, Boston; Mr Wigglesworth, Professor of Divinity
there; Rabbi Jehuda Monis; together with the ministers of the
Scots churches in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and New York.
The intelligence communicated by the last mentioned correspond-
ents embraces chiefly the state of literature, religion, and manners,
in the States; disputes regarding political and theological ques-
tions; the relations of the States to the mother country; and
the history of the Scottish Presbyterian Churches in the New
World. % The letters of Mr Wodrow to these individuals, and
their replies, form together,” says Dr Burns, who has given close
attention to these documents, “a mass of correspondence that is
extremely interesting.” As we advance, therefore, care shall be
taken to give a larger space to the letters of Wodrow’s friends,
and less to mere editorial elucidations, which will become less
necessary, after the rather copious supply of them furnished in this

volume.

It only remains for the Editor to return his acknowledgments
to those gentlemen who have kindly furnished him with informa-
tion. The Second Volume of this Correspondence is now in the
press; and the Editor will feel greatly obliged to those who will
have the goodness to communicate to him any information they

may possess respecting Wodrow’s friends and correspondents.

T. MC.
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THE

WODROW CORRESPONDENCE.

LETTER I

My Letters from the Assembly, No. 1.

[The seven following letters, addressed to Mrs Wodrow, are taken from
the Wodrow MSS. vol. v., in which they appear under the title of
¢« My Letters from the Assembly.” It appearsthat Wodrow had made
a promise to write to his wife every post, during his absence at the As-
sembly. This practice he observed for several years, and as these let-
ters afford some curious facts, which may afterwards become materials
for history, it has been thought proper, though they are not contained
in the volumes from which the following correspondence is published,
to insert them under their several years.—EpiToR.]

My HeArT,—Because I want time very much, I will just give
you the news, and send you them west to your father, by the post,
as they come by you. This day Mr Carstairs preached before the
Commissioner, at the opening of the Assembly, upon Psalm cxxii.
last verse. His doctrine was in the general that every good per-
son should be of a public spirit, and be concerned about the good
of the house of God as well as civil interests. He proved it from
Scripture instances of Moses, and the instance of the woman, 1 Sam.

.iv. two last verses, David, and several others. He gave the rea~
VOL. I. A
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sons of it, and the methods we were to evidence our public spirit,
in o unlawful thing, but in every thing suitable to our stations, in
prayer, in the keeping up communion of saints, in keeping up the
unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace, and in walking wisely to-
wards those that are without, where he recommended charity and
ingenuity [ingenuousness]in dealing with those of the Episcopal com-
munion who did not think it fit to join with us, and avoiding harshness
and bitterness of spirit towards them; and told us, that morosity
and disingenuity will no way recommend us in dealing with them.
‘Which expressions some looked upon as what contained a tacit re-
flection upon ourselves. He had certainly a very neat and well-
worded discourse.! Mr Jo. Curry, minister of Haddington, is chosen
moderator. The nearest to him in votes was Mr Tho. Wilky, in
the Cannongate, who had certainly carried it if he had not made a
great bustle about his inability of body. Mr Cameron, in Kir-
cudbright, was next in votes, and Mr Geo. Barclay, who was not
present, one Mr Armstrong, Mr Linning, and Mr Rodgers, were on
the leets. The Queen’s Letter was read; it runs in the common

! Of the well-known William Carstairs, or Carstares, here mentioned, it is hardly
necessary to give any passing memorial in this place. He was the son of Mr John
Carstares, an eminent, highly endowed, and honoured minister of the Scottish
Church, and in early life distinguished himself no less by his proficiency in his stu-
dies, than by sharing in the sufferings of the Presbyterians during the reign of per-
secution. In 1684 he was subjected to torture and imprisonment for his supposed
share in the Ryehouse Plot. He afterwards became the confidential adviser of
King William, who beld him in the highest esteem, and said of him, shortly be-
fore his death, * As for Mr Carstares, I have known him long, I know him tho-
roughly, and I know him to be a truly honest man.” After the death of William,
Mr Carstares was made Principal of the University of Edinburgh, and one of the mi-
nisters of that city, continuing at the same time chaplain to her Majesty Queen Anne.
He acquitted himself in all these stations, as well as in the Church Courts, with sur-
prising ability. In reference to his ministerial labours, a writer of that time says,
* He had an admirable gift both of prayer and preaching, choosed always to insist
on the most weighty and important subjects of religion, and delivered Lis sermons
so gravely and distinctly, with such an acceptable pathos and well-placed accent,
and all the other advantages of a natural and easy eloquence, as never failed to fix
the attention of his hearers, and greatly promote their edification.”—(Preface to Ser-
mons, by William Dunlop, Professor of Divinity in Edinburgh, 1722.) He died De-
cember 28, 1715.—M*Cormick’'s Life of Carstares, p. 28,
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form, and almost in the same words with the last, that she is much
pleased with the peaceable and harmonious procedure of the for-
mer Assemblies, and recommends mgn of learning and piety to be
placed in vacancies, and the growth of popery to be stopped, and
recommends the Earl of Glasgow as a person very tender of and
acceptable to the Church of Scotland, and assures us of her protec-
tion, and maintaining our government as by law established. The
Commissioner’s speech was just in the same strain, with an apolo-
gy for himself in common form. A committee is appointed for
answering the Queen’s Letter, and other committees that are ordi-
nary appointed, and the morrow at nine appointed for prayer. I
have no public news. Pray take care of yourself. I am in perfect
health. And give my service to all friends, and am, in haste, your
own R. W.

Edinburgh, April 14, 1709.

LETTER IIL
My Letters from the Assembly, No. 2.

My DEAR,—I come to give you what passed since my last. On
Friday the Assembly met. The meeting was spent in prayer. The
moderator, Principals Stirling and Carstares, Mr Mathew Selcridge,
Mr Tho. Wilkie, Mr Tho. Linning, and Mr Andrew Cameron, pray-
ed; and afterwards the preachers before the Commissioner were
named, Mr Armstrong and Mr Donald M‘Kay. The afternoon
was spent in committees. Ihad your father’s letter by yesterday’s
post. And this will acquaint him that I went straight to Nichol
Spense, who showed me my father's letter to him, and promised to
lay it before the Advocate. I am sorry I am entirely a stranger to
that affair, yet I shall labour, if it come hefore the Assembly, to
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wait on my Lord Commissioner, and speak to the members of what
he writes to meof. I heartily wish I had known the affair before 1
came in, for it is a little intricate, and I shall scarce get it entirely in
my head. I seenot Achinharvey at the Assembly at all, and do not
hear he has yet moved about this affair. Any farther service I can
do let your father acquaint me by post. I have been from nine of
the clock in the morning till after ten upon committees and sub-
committees, and with the Assembly, and so I cannot write separately
about this; but I know you will send all these accounts to your
father by post, and I do indeed principally design them for him.'
On Saturday the Assembly met, and the whole time was spent in
reading the Answer to the Queen’s Letter; all was agreed to but one
clauseabout the Queen’s appearing, in case of a peace, for the French
Protestants. The draught brought in bore the Protcstants abroad
in the general without specifying any ; it was insisted upon, and
needlessly debated on, that the French Protestants and others should
be named, and the insisters continued till it was determined by a
vote, add the clause, or approve without addition, and it carried ap-
prove without addition by three only. I am sorry, and wish it be
no ill omen, that we differed in a matter of so small weight. The
rest of the time was taken up in appointing persons for revising Sy-
nod books, and the commission book. The Queen’s Letter was tran-
scribed, collated, and subscribed. I mind no news. It's said a
regiment of the guards is going to Portugal from this place ; that
Sir Francis Grant has got the vacant gownin the Session. My
service to all friends. I am your own R. W.

April 16, 1709.

! Mrs Wodrow was the daughter of Mr Patrick Warter, minister of Irvine, who
will be afterwards noticed.




WODROW TO HIS WIFE. 5

LETTER IIL
My Letters from the Assembly, No. 3.

My DEAR,—You see I keep precisely to my promise to write
every post ; though I hear not from you so exactly. Upon Sun-
day last, Mr Donald M‘Kay preached before the Commissioner—
lectured Eph. i. 15, to the end ; and preached upon v. 22, Who
is the head over, &c. Mr Armstrong, who was appointed, fell
ill, and Mr James Guthrie preached in the afternoon, Job xxviii.
28, The fear of the Lord that is wisdom, &c. Upon Monday
the Assembly voted an overture, and turned it to an act against
bowing or conversing together in time of worship, singing of psalms
and prayer. They allowed a petition of a Highland student to be
aburser ; they ordered L.280 sterling to be payed out of the Queen’s
gratuity for defraying the charges of those that went up last year
to London. They were long about an act for censuring Commis-
sioners to the Assembly in their absence. Mr Calamy is come down
from London to see the Assembly. He is one of the Non-conform-
ist ministers of the Presbyterian persuasion. I have been work-
ing to get on that mortification of the Lady Kenmure to the over-
tures, and spoke to Auchinharvey and Mr Chambers, and I expect
it will be got in in a day or two. This I have writt on Monday,
that I may have a part of my work to-morrow, when I believe I
shall have little enough time. On Tuesday the Assembly met, and
we had the business of Mr John Wilkie’s transportation from Up-
hall to the Cannongate. After long papers the transportation was
refused by a vote ; there were but four transports in the Assembly.
Mr M‘Crakan’s petition for a voluntary collection for Lismagervy,
and Mr Jo. James Cesar’s petition for a collection to build a Cal-
vinist German meeting-house at Loondon, were’granted. An act of
Assembly was made against total absents from the Assembly, that
they shall be censured, and their sentence recorded by the presby-
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tery, and by the synod for the second fault, and suspended for the
third fault. An act recommending the Society for Propagating
Christian Knowledge was passed, and ordered to be read in all con-
gregations. Thisis all I mind. The mortification of the Countess
of Kenmure is this night to be considered by a committee at the
Advocate’s Chamber, and to be reported to the Assembly. There
was a reference to the Assembly from the Synod of Dumfries, anent
all ministers and elders their subscribing the Directory and Cove-
nants, that is remitted to a sub-committee in Mr Law’s Chamber.
My service to all with you. I am your own R. W,

Edinburgh, April 19, 1709.

LETTER IV.
My Letters from the Assembly, No. 4.

My HeArT,—I have nothing from you this night; but a line
from your father, in answer to which, I have only this to eay, that
I have scarce had time to read it. It was near ten of the clock at
night before the Assembly rose, and I had it. I find in the gene-
ral it’s a very plain representation of the matter of Kenmure’s mor-
tification. In answer to which, I am sorry it came not sooner, but
the hazard is not great. For Mr Chalmers and I have been as ac-
tive as might be, and, indeed, Mr Chalmers has been very active.
And after a little struggle, the Committee of Overtures this morn-
ing hath gone into a representation of that affair to the Queen, that
she may empower persons (to be nominated to the Commissioner,
but not yet named) to transact that matter with all concerned in
very ample terms, and to report and be accountable to the Com-
mission of the General Assembly. The Advocate’s draught of it
did not bear a power to compound matters with parties, but we
got it in the committee’s draught ; and I have no doubt but it will



WODROW TO HIS WIFE. 7

be pased in the Assembly. Yesterday (Wednesday) the Assem-
bly named preachers before the Commissioner, Mr Falside and Mr
Gray of Glasgow, with an overture, that after this the Presbytery of
Edinburgh be appointed to supply all the kirks of Edinburgh, as
well as other Presbyteries, whose ministers are members of the As-
sembly, except those that are to preach before the Commissioner.
After this, a long process about two competing calls of heritors to

the parish of Touy, in the Presbytery of Alford, was considered.-

The process was extremely tedious, and the papers took a long
time, four or five hours. In a word, the act of the Synod of Aber-
deen, ordering the Presbytery of Alford to settle one Mr More, by
virtue of a jus devolutum, was approven. This day, in the Com-
mittee of Overtures, a fast was agreed on, and a memorial to be
presented to the Queen for a court, wherewith we may correspond
as to fasts and thanksgivings, was agreed upon, of which I shall
give you a better account in my next. The Assembly met this af~
ternoon, where the affair of Crawford-John came in; after near six
hours spent in papers and debates, at length it was voted, approve
the censure of the Synod of Glasgow upon the Presbytery of La-
nark or not; it carried not, by two votes. And a committee was
appointed to bring parties to an accommodation as to the settle-
"ment of the person, Mr Lang, at Crawford-John, to report to-
morrow, but it will be fruitless. I can add no more now, but my
kindest respects to all friends. I am yoffr own R. W,

Edinburgh, April 21, 1709.

LETTER V.

My Letters from the Assembly, No. 5.

My DEAR,—I promised in my last to give yoil a little account
of the fast. Upon Wednesday, in the committee for instructions,
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which was a committee of the whole house, the fast was proposed,
and every body agreed that it should be appointed ; but it was said,
that there would be some delay before the civil sanction could be
got to it, and therefore it was proposed the day should be left to
Synods or Presbyteries. This was much debated, and it was press-
ed, as most expedient for the present circumstances of the country,
that the Assembly should name the day, and exert their power in
appointing fasts and thanksgivings. It was answered, that the
leaving it to Presbyteries was the greatest exercise of intrinsic
power. This brought to consider the matter what to do in time
coming as to fasts and thanksgivings; it was found an instruc-
tion to tha generality of Presbyteries, that the Queen be applied
for a court to correspond with the church anent them and griev~
ances. This was generally wished by all, but the Queen’s strait
was represented, that it was against her mind that our council was
removed ; it was agreed some should go to the Commissioner, and
take his mind thereanent; they represented, that it seemed the
mind of several members that the Assembly should address her
Majesty anent it. The Commissioner told that he would serve the
Assembly, and present the address, but he conceived it would be
better to do it by way of memorial to him, which would do the
business with less noise, and he knew (he said) it would be effec-
tual ; for he had spoken to the Treasurer about it, who was con-
vinced of the necessity thereof. And it would have this evident
advantage, that if the Queen should be necessitate to refuse or
delay after an open representation by the Assembly, it would be
more to the disadvantage of the church than if the memorial should
be dropped, in which case there was room for the next Assembly
to make an open representation; which he hoped there would be
no need of, because he expected the thing would be granted on the
memorial. This the committee seemed to go into, and appointed a
committee to meet with the Advocate to draw the memorial. Either
the Session, Exchequer, or Justiciary, are to be proposed for the
court with which the church is to correspond about grievances
and fasts. On Friday the Assembly met, and a sub-committee ap-
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pointed for considering the E. of Seleridge’s business overtured,
that Mr Lang’s relation should be declared to Crawford~John, and
likewise upon a call be declared transportable ; this pleased no side.
Then the Assembly went into the reference of our Synod, and,
after a long debate, whether we were parties, without determining
it, stated the vote, subsist Mr L.’s relation or not, it carried sub-
sist. Qur Synod were all silent when called in the rolls, so were ma-
ny others; it carried subsist by all that voted, except two, upon
which David Crawford offered a protestation, but the Assembly
would not so much as receive the protestation, nor read it, it being
the Supreme Court, and use being to be made of it against Mr
Lang in his pursuing for the stipend. Then an appeal from a Pres-
bytery of the North came in, and the matter was accommodated
by some sent out to the parties. Several Synod books were taken
in, and members appointed to name the commission. On Saturday
the Assembly met at ten, and did little or nothing, but went through
the remarks on the Synod books that were brought in. The busi-
ness of one Mr William Law, a deposed Episcopal minister, was
brought in, and committed to a committee to contract the papers,
with consent of parties. The papers are upwards of twenty sheet
of paper, and the substance of them, with consent of parties, is to
be brought in. I don’t like the method, though I be named on the
committee, and it’s like to take up much of our time for a day or
two. I mind no other thing material. The business of Kenmure’s
mortification is not yet come in to the Assembly, the sub-committee
not having named the trustees; but will not be neglected. Mr
Chalmers is very diligent about it. My service and dearest respects
to all friends. I am your own * R. W,

Edinburgh, April 23.
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LETTER VL
My Letters from the Assembly, No. 6.

' Edinburgh, April 29, 1709.
My HeART,—Yesterday (Friday 28) the Assembly met in the
forenoon, where there were several new commissions read. One
was sustained from Orkney, though his commission was fallen by,
because his instructions bear he was chosen. Some few were passed
as informal, for want of subscribing the Confession of Faith, and
such were ordered to do it before that committee against the next
meeting. The Queen’s Answer was brought in and read, and it pass-
ed very unanimously. Mr W. challenged profanity, as not being
good English, this word being in the Queen’s Letter. It was said
if her Majesty spoke Scottish to us, we might well speak Scots to
her. Upon this it was moved by Mr G. Gillespie, that since the
Queen’s style to us was our rule, wé should keep it, in the quali-
fications of the ministry too. The Queen’s Letter had it a diligent,
pious, and learned ministry ; the Answer had it a sober, pious, and
learned—eo diligent was put in for sober. Mr Prenderleith moved
that their voting this answer should not preclude the Assembly
farther addressing if they found cause, which was gone into. After
the Letter and Answer were read, it was unanimously voted. Then
a committee for revising the commission book was appointed ; Mr
Ja. Brown, Mr Alex. Kennedy, Mr Prenderleith, Mr Logan, and
many others, to the number of twenty-one ministers and elders. It
is talked that the commission will be taxed for not appointing
ocauses of the fast when the proclamation cameout. I am informed
that the Commissioner tells some of the members that he used all
means to have had the last years memorial anent fasts answered,
but the Treasurer and Secretary in England are peremptory, that
no Court can be established in Scotland nor in England to whom
the Queen’s power to give the civil sanction can be delegated, this
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delegation being contrary to the constitution of the English Go-
vernment. But if the Assembly will now appoint a fast, and put
in the ordinary reasons, and refer to former causes of fasts, he will
give the civil sanction to it; and for the time to come, when the
Commission sees ground to appoint a fast, if they keep in the com-
mon style, and send up their reasons and act to the Scots Secre-
tary, the Queen is willing still to give the civil sanction when we
require it. And it’s hoped this overture may satisfy the most part
that are high upon this matter of fasts. A few days will try this.
The Assembly spent the rest of this diet in appointing revisers to
the synod books. Mr Curry’s transportation from Haddington to
Edinburgh is referred to Monday. A long process anent a mini-
ster to Kincardine is remitted to a committee, to contract with the
consent of parties. A committee was appointed, and met in the
afternoon, for receiving instructions from presbyteries, and as is
ordinary, several of them are pretty singular. I am clerk to this
committee for classing instructions, and it will take us a long time
to put them in their order and classes. This day the Assembly aat
short while and did little, most of their business yet being before
committees. The settlement of Legerwood referredtoacommittee.
There was a case from the Presbytery of Biggar, whether marrying
a person that had committed fornication with the man’s grand-
uncle was incest. It was resolved it was after some debate. I
mind no other thing considerable. Mr Mathew Simson was mar-
ried about a month since to the Laird of Meggins, Drummond’s
sister, or some such style. My service to all friends. I am, in
haste, your own
R. W.
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LETTER VIIL ‘
My Letters from the Assembly, No. 7.

My DEear,—I wrote to you at great length on Saturday, and I
write this as the last I am to write from this place till I see you.
‘We are to rise to-morrow, and I wish the horse come in this
night. I am yet uncertain, but it may be Thursday before I may
come off, and it’s like not ride through in one day, but assure your-
self I will be home as soon as possibly I can. Our Assembly
met on Monday at ten, where the remarks upon the commission
book came in, and the book was attested with two remarks, one
about a curate in the north, whom they had ordered to stay in some
parish till he got a call; another about a call to Collessie, where
they had not sisted the Synod as parties, though they had deter-
mined in it. And an overture about a parish in Achterardour,
which the Assembly ordered to be settled at sight of the Synod.
This, with a synod book or two, was our forenoon’s work. In the
afternoon the mortification of Kenmure came in, and it’s recom-
mended to the Commissioner, who has promised to apply to the
Queen, and lay before her the Assembly’s representation in very
ample terms. The Trustees are, the Earl of Glasgow, Advocate,
my Lord Pollock, Sir Francie Grant, Messrs Carstairs, Stirling,
and Chambers. The draught of an act for a fast (ordinary causes)
was read, remitting the day to the several presbyteries. This was
like to breed some heat on Saturday in the Committee for Overtures,
the generality being for naming the day in open Assembly for
calming the country. This, it seems, the Commissioner did not so
much incline to, because he had formerly, upon concert, upon
Wednesday, acquainted the Queen that the fast was appointed,
and the day remitted to presbyteries. It ended in & memorial from
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the Assembly to the Commissioner, to be laid before the Queen,
for a Court in time to come wherewith we may correspond anent
fasts, and thanksgivings, and grievances ; and the Commissioner
promised to lay it before the Queen, and said he did not doubt
but the Queen avould make the Church easy in that matter.
Another representation to the Queen anent the Justices of the Peace
doing nothing to the prejudice of the deacon’s office, was read, and
the Commissioner promised to lay it before the Queen. He ac-
quainted us that he had a return to our letter from the Queen,
with new assurances. There was a letter from Queensberry, Secre-
tary, to the Assembly, to the same purpose. Then Mr Law loosed
from Crimond in Aberdeen, his appeal was taken in, and it took a
long time, and was remitted to a committee. The public news is
the Parliament is up in England, and the treason bill passed with
amendment. I hear they have determined that appeals and pro-
tests from the session shall sist execution, which wil much weaken
the sesgion. The Duke of Marlborough is come over to London,
and the peace is a8 good as agreed to as it’s said ; and yet some are
ander apprebensions about an invasion in May. This day at eleven
we met, and the names of the commission, and their instructions,
were read and approven. The commission must not meddle with
sentences of synods. Mr William Law’s sentence of suspension
was taken off. An act against Bourignianism was approven. The
parish of Sanquhar came in with an appeal, which was laid aside,
when we saw that Queensberry had agreed to the erection of Kirk-
onnell, and allowed 1000 merks to Sanquhar, and 800 merks. This
afternoon we had nothing but synod books. Ours was approven
without a vote. Mr Skinner, a cousin of ours, is remitted to the
Commission. He is pretended to be an intruding curate in Brechin.
We are to rise to-morrow about one or two. I think I will not
come off till Thursday morning. Idoubtif wecome throughon Thurs-
day night ; but if I can I will endeavour to be through, but entertain
no jealousies. I had yours of the 25th just now, for which I thank

you. I am perfectly well, and glad to hear you are any way toler-
3
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able in health, and bless God for it. I have time to add no more
for the post, but my service to all friends. I am your own
Ros™. Wobrow. ‘

April 26. ‘

P.S.—I long for Thursday, and am weary to be home, though I
am perfectly well. The horses are not come at 10 at night. |

LETTER VIIL

REMARKS ON THE ACT 1690, RELATING TO THE
CALLING OF MINISTERS.

To the Very Rev. Mr Putrick Simson, Minister of the Gospel at
Renfrew.

[Mr Patrick Simson was born at New-Abbey, in the Presbytery of
Dumfries, October 2, 1628. He was ordained minister of Renfrew,
November 11, 1653 ; and he died there, October 24, 1715. Besides
being remarkable for piety, he was possessed of good natural parts,
had a deep insight into the Scriptures, was well acquainted with the
government of the Church, and had a peculiar talent for exercising
it. He was brought up with his cousin-german, the celebrated Mr
George Gillespie. Several of his ancestors were ornaments of the
Church. His great-grandfather, Mr Andrew Simson, was one of the
first ministers of the Reformed Church of Scotland, and at the be-
ginning of the Reformation was minister of Dunbar. Before that
period he was a schoolmaster at Perth, and a zealous Papist, till one
day that one of the scholars brought to the school the poems of
David Lindsay; Mr Simson indignantly snatched the book out of
the boy’s hand ; but having taken it home for perusal, it proved the
means of his conversion to Protestantism. His grandfather, Patrick
Simson, was a learned and pious minister in Stirling, and distin-
guished himself by his contendings against the introduction of Pre-
lacy, particularly at the time of the Aberdeen Assembly, 1604. He
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died in 1618. Wodrow, in his Analecta, frequently notices Mr Patrick
Simson of Renfrew. ‘‘ Being this day, January 20, 1713, with old
Mr Simson,” says he, ‘“ he tells me his work now is to go through
the Scripture exercises of dying saints, and endeavour to bring up

- himself to them. He finds eternity to be very hard to be solidly
taken up. He is earnest in seeking after the solid impressions of the
foundation truths. He, in conversing upon the oath, (he had sworn
the Abjuration Oath,) said, he was an old dying man, and if he had
not seen the refusing it, when clearly called to it by the magistrate,
to be sinful in him, he would not have meddled with any public oaths
at all,”” (Analecta, vol. iii. p. 143.) And, when recording his death, he
says, ‘ He is the last of the antediluvian Presbyterian ministers in
this Church, save Mr Thomas Warner (the brother of Wodrow’s
father-in-law) at Balmaclelan. I have now had long acquaintance of
him, and never knew one more pleasant and profitable in conversa-
tion, and of a sweeter temper than he was. He had one of the clearest
Jjudgments, and yet the most exact and tenacious memories that I
ever knew. He was the most digested and most distinct master of
the Scripture that I ever met with.”—1bid. vol. iv. p. 33.—Eb.]

REv. AND DEAR Sir,—I will not, because I cannot, express
how much I am obliged to you for yours of the 28th, with the
enclosed paper about the calling of a minister. The day being
much over, I do not incline to keep the bearer till I more maturely
consider it; but, upon an overly glance, I am very much satisfied
with it, and I hope it may be useful to others; and Mr Paisley
and I shall use it at the synod, in concert, and as you direct. I
am very much surprised to find heritors, that should be acquaint
with law, advance things I am persuaded are illegal, and yet be
more sorry to find ministers to go in with their lure, that is con-
trary both to law and Gospel, acts of Parliament, and Assembly.
The act of Parliament, because it seems you have it not by you, I
have transcribed. Will. and Mary, p. 1, sess. 2, cap.23. “To the
effect the calling and entering of ministers, in all time coming,
may be orderly and regularly performed, their Majesties, with
consent foresaid, do statute and declare, That, in case of the
vacancy of any particular church, and for supplying the same with
a minister, the heritors of the said parish, being Protestants, and
the elders, are to name and propose the person to the whole con-
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gregation, to be either approven or disapproven by them, and, if
they disapprove, that the disapprovers give in their reasons to the
effect the affair may be cognosced upon by the presbytery of the
bounds, at whose judgment, and by whose determination, the
calling and entry of a particular minister is to be ordered and con-
cluded.”

What ground there is to make the heritors and elders the legal
callers from this, (and I can find no other act anent it,) as the
ordinary phrase now runs, and far less to set up a set of non-re-
sidenting heritors in opposition to the eldership, I cannot see. The
act plainly makes them the proposers, and the people the ap-
provers, and the presbytery the judges; and I cannot see but the
eldership, as representatives of the people, are the proper callers,
even in terms of law, jointly with the presbytery, judging their
reasons for or against the person naught or valid. The sense of
the Church of Scotland,—Ass. 49, sess. 40,—is plain, that the
session and people are the callers, as you.well observe. If you
have any other thing that occurs after you have considered the
act of Parliament foresaid, pray let me have it this week, for I am
afraid Inshanan [Inshinnan] be a leading case to the Presbytery
of Paisley. My wife and I give our humble service to you and

yours. I am, Rev.and Dear Sir, yours in the greatest sincerity of
affection, : R.W.

Eastwood, March 29, 1709.
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LETTER IX.

PRIVATE QUARREL BETWEEN THE UNIVERSITIES OF EDINBURGH
AND GLASGOW.

Mr Robert Stewart, Professor of Philosophy, Edinburgh, to Wodrow.

[Mr Stewart was the son of Sir Thomas Stewart of Coltness, and nephew
of Sir James Stewart, Lord Advocate of Scotland. He afterwards
succeeded to the title and estate of his father.— Bower’s History of
the University of Edinburgh, vol. ii. p. 32. Ep.]

Sir,—The occasion of my giving you this trouble is the unac-
countable treatment our Society has met with from the College
of Glasgow, in determining sovereignly that we are no Univer-
gity ; and in admitting Mr Calamy ad eundem, with the degree he
got from Dr Middletoun in Aberdeen, without taking the least
notice of his having received the same degree from the University
of Edinburgh, which has for its head Mr William Carstairs, to
whom the University of Glasgow was obliged to show more civi-
lity. Principal Stirling writes he is able to justify all they have
done, which I am sure he cannot do; for we have all the pri-
vileges of an University granted us by King James on the 14th
of April 1582, and ratified by an act of Parliament 1621. It is
true the town of Edinburgh, who contributed largely to the erect-
-ing of the University, are patrons of it; but you know that does
not hinder the principal and other professors from conferring any
degrees that are given in other Universities. We think it very
strange that they should have given the degree of doctor utriusque
juris to Cumin, without acquainting Mr Carstairs with it ; the
reason why he got not that degree here was, not that we wanted
powers to give it, but that he had not the confidence to ask it,
where his not deserving such a character is too well known ; and
we have also resolved to take no notice of his doctorship, not that

VOL. I. B
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we doubt of the power of the Universities of Glasgow and Aber-
deen, but that we think him unworthy of such an honour, who,
while Professor of Divinity here, sought the degree of D.U.L! in
other Universities, at a time when they treated our College so un-
justly, not to say worse. I would gladly know what grounds they
went on. I am much vexed that worthy Principal Stirling is con-
cerned in it, for Mr Carstairs is so troubled at the affront, that I
am afraid it occasion a misunderstanding between them. You
have heard before this time that the Advocate is put off without
knowing any thing of it, before he has a pension of seven hundred
pounds. He is relieved of a great trouble, but is a little offended
at the manner of his removal. I fear his successor, Sir David Dal-
rymple, will not be so friendly to the Kirk. My wife gives her
service to you and yours, and I hope you will be pleased to accept
of the same from, Sir, your affectionate comrade and humble servant,
: ROBERT STEWART.?

Edinburgh, June 2, 1709.

LETTER X.
ANSWER TO THE FOREGOING.

For Mr Robert Stewart, Professor of Philosophy in the College of
Edinburgh.

Dear C[oMRADE,]—I had yours of the 2d, and have taken
occasion to talk with some of the University of Glasgow upon
the head of their late degrees. I reasoned with them only very
overly, and, for my own information, without signifying any thing
of your masters’ resentment of their way of management. I was

! Doctor utriusque juris, or Doctor of Laws.
? From Letters to Wodrow, vol. v. No. 28, MS. in Advocates’ Library.

——— — =
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told they were unacquaint with your powers, and they might
be great enough for any thing they knew positively, but nobody
doubted of the power of the University of Aberdeen, and some did
doubt of your power. Particularly, I was twitted with the late
Advocate’s authority, who should have said that you were only a
Schola Illustris, and when I urged the grant, ratified 1621, I was
told they knew nothing of it, and could not enter into discussing
of your rights, but satisfied themselves with matifying what the
undoubted University of Aberdeen had done. There were somec
insinuations of lesser moment made, that you had not the badges
of a University, a Chancellor, Rector, Seal, &c.: I don’t mind if
you wanted a Mace and Macer too. That the Council of Edin-
burgh choiced your commisgioner to the Assembly, and not the
masters. I shall trouble you with none of my defences in your
behalf. I shall be heartily sorry if any dryness fall in between
worthy Principal C[arstairs] and S[tirling] on this head, and if I
could do any thing to prevent it I would most willingly. I have
good information that Principal S[tirling] was not active in your
new doctor of laws novodamus ; yea, I do not think was much for
it, but, being violently pressed, was carried down the stream with
the plurality. He would have been a doctor by the northern act,
where it is like he is less known than at Edinburgh, whether they
had ratified it or not; and I believe this is the best account can
be given of their proceedings as to him. I was much vexed when
I heard of the Advocate’s! losing his place. I hoped he should
have died in that post. I am persuaded this change is a great loss

! Sir James Stewart, the son of Sir James Stewart, Provost of Edinburgh. His
extraordinary abilities in law had attracted notice during the period of persecution
under the reign of Charles II. ; but his attachment to the Presbyterian interest and
the cause of liberty exposed him to the jealousy and opposition of the Government.
He took an active part in the defence of the Earl of Argyle, who, in 1681, was
tried for his explication of the test, on account of which he was diligently searched
for, and obliged to seek refuge in Holland. After the Revolution he was promoted
to be Lord Advocate of Scotland, an office which he had now filled for about twenty
years during a critical period of our country’s history.—See Wodrow's History, vol.
ii. p. 293—iii. p. 342—iv. p. 232. See also Carstairs’ State Papers, p. 96.



20 THE WODROW CORRESPONDENCE.

to this Church, and I fear we shall feel it sensibly. I have nobody
now at Edinburgh, since your brother-in-law’s settlement, that I
can depend on for news. It would be an act of charity to write
now and then to one that is almost a stranger to the world. You
know Eastwood can afford no returns, and therefore I can scarce
presume to ask it. But I will plead old, and I hope never-ending,
friendship. Let me know if you are begun your course of experi-
mental philosophy, and the encouragement you get in it. Let me
have a full account of the business of the building of the Chapel at
Holyroodhouse for the English service.! I wish some with you
would take a more particular notice in print of the curates’ narra-
tive of their treatment. The answer we have here to it, under
Defoe’s name, is lame in several things.—I am, &c.

June 17, 1709.

LETTER XL

RELATING TO THE MEMOIRS OF WILLIAM GUTHRIE.

For Mr Patrick Warner, Minister of the Gospel for present at Irvine.

[Patrick Warner was the father-in-law of Wodrow. He was licensed
to preach the Gospel some time after the engagement at Pentland.
Being recommended by the Presbyterian ministers in and about
Edinburgh to the Presbyterian ministers of London, he was or-

) « The report of repairing the Abbey church for the English service happened to
be in our Edinburgh Gazette the first week of Sir David Dalrymple’s advocate-
ship; and, lest the Presbyterians should get a wrong impression of him in the be-
ginning, he wrote to Queensberry about it, who spoke to the Treasurer, and he
acquainted the Queen with it, and her Majesty declared she had never given any
ground for such a report, and she desired that the fullest way might be used to ex-
pose the falsity and absurdity of such a suggestion.”—From a letter of Mr Robert
Stewart to Wodrow, dated July 2, 1709.
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dained at London, 1669, for the purpose of his going out to the set-
tlements of the East India Company. He continued for about three
years minister at Fort St George, upon the coast of Coromandel,
where he was treated with kindness and respect. But, anxious to visit
again his native country, he returned about 1677, and preached as he
found opportunity, sometimes in the fields, and sometimes with the
indulged ministers. After the defeat at Bothwell Bridge, he again
retired to London, and continued there and in Holland until 1681,
when he returned home, and was married to Mary, one of the daugh-
ters of Mr William Guthrie. Towards the end of February, while
residing with his mother-in-law at Edinburgh, the house was beset
at midnight by a party of guards, and broken up. He was taken out
of bed, conveyed to the Abbey, and committed to the guards of the
Duke of York, who was residing there. His enemies, however, much
a8 they were inclined, could not find matter of indictment against
him ; and, after being imprisoned for some time, he was set at liberty.
He then removed to the north of England, but, through the malice
of his enemies, he was again apprehended, and carried prisoner to the
jail of Newcastle, from which he was liberated upon swearing the
Oath of Allegiance. A few days after he went over to Rotterdam,
whither his wife and family followed him. He continued chiefly in
Holland, until, upon the indulgence granted to the Presbyterians in
July 1687, he received a call from the magistrates and inhabitants of
the town and parish of Irvine to become their pastor ; in consequence
of which he returned to Scotland, and continued minister of Irvine
for many years after the Revolution.— Wodrow's History, vol. iii. p.
393402, and vol. iv. p. 345-436.—He died April 19, 1724. In re-
cording his death, Wodrow says, * He died in & most easy and plea-
sant way. All through his trouble he was spiritual, easy, and edify-
ing. He longed for his change, and welcomed it, and left his bless-
ing upon us all, and laid it upon his posterity and relations that none
should be found amissing at Christ’s right hand. This is a great
loss, though he was come to great age ; we want his prayers, his ad-
vice, his example, his sympathy, which was very great ; and yet, cer-
tainly, he is at an inexpressible gain, and was full of days "'— Analecta,
vol. v. p. 25. Ebp.]

DEsar FaATHER,—I would have sent you a copy of your
father-in-law's Saving Interest, with Mr Trail's preface to it ; but
I did not know if you would desire it of your own. There arc some
things in it that I am not so much satisfied with, and I heartily
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wish you may write to Mr Trail about it by post. When you read
it you will take up what is needful to be altered in it; however,
I will give you my thoughts of what occurred to me in looking it
over. lst, I think he was in the wrong to publish anything relat-
ing to Mr Guthry, without taking some way to acquaint his rela-
tions, who could have given him light in this affair. 2dly, I think
his account of him, taken complexly, is but very mean and low ;
and, for my part, I wish he had rather published nothing than
8o lean and slender an account, especially since he says he hath
materials for it, and might have got materials from Mr G.’s re-
lations. 3dly, I very much doubt if he was the first that men-
tions personal covenanting. I was a little surprised to find him
saying, It’s to this person we owe the first mention of personal co-
venanting with God. I turned over to some of the practical
writers before Mr Guthry, and find Preston mentioning it very
plainly ; so does Pemble, and Dyke on the Deceitfulness of the
Heart ; and Bull on the Covenant, in express words, distinguishes
covenants into personal, family, and national, [printed an. 1645.]
Our own Rutherford, upon the Covenant, handles this subject,
which was printed 1655, which, if I mistake not, was before the
first edition of the Saving Interest. I mistake it if Mr Dickson
does not, before that time, handle the subject, and many others,
had I time to consultation. The only apology I can find for this is
Mr Trail’s next expression, that Mr Guthry wrote first of it, to wit,
at any great length ; and indeed I wonder to find such very lame
hints at this sweet subject among practical writers before his time.
It’s none of the smallest credits, in my opinion, to the West of
Scotland, that the first direct, plain, and distinct handling of the
covenant of redemption, and personal covenanting in public, were
by Mr Dickson and Mr Guthry. 4¢hly, I wish we had his parti-
cular vouchers for his conversion by terrors; and the parish of Fen-
wick might have been mentioned. I am glad to find Mr Trail ex-
pecting that somebody should make Mr Guthry better known, to
which he might give eome help, from the letters of his to his
father, he says, being in his hands. I wish, likewise, he would
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communicate with you these singular things concerning Mr Guthry
which he did not think fit to publish. I believe you may have
some acquaintance of Mr Trail, and though you have none, my
mother’s relation to Mr Guthry is sufficient ground for you to write
to him, and I doubt not but he will very frankly communicate his
thoughts to you, and any thing that he knows about him.! I
will add no more, but that I am your affectionate and obedient
son, R. W.

June 30, 1709.

LETTER XII.
ON 8INS OF IGNORANCE.

My James Hog’s Letter for Mr John Gib, Minister at Cleish.

[James Hog was descended of religious parents, who were sufferers
during the prelatic persecution for their attachment to the Pres-
byterian cause; and who, though not wealthy, with the assistance
of friends, educated him with a view to the holy office of the
ministry. Before finishing his philosophical course of education
he went over to Holland, and enjoyed the advantages of attend-
ing a celebrated University in that country. At the close of the
persecution he returned to his native land, and having been licensed
to preach the Gospel by the Presbytery of Edinburgh, he was settled

! In the year 1720 a very interesting Memoir of the Life and Character of William
Guthrie, by the Rev. William Dunlop, Professor of Divinity and Church History in
the University of Edinburgh, was published and prefixed to his well-known and ex-
cellent work, ¢ The Christian’s Great Interest;” to which was added, an account of
his treatment during the persecution, from Wodrow's History. Mr Dunlop was
furnished with the materials from which his memoir was composed by Wodrow, who
soon after this began to collect materials for a biographical account of Guthrie, whom
he held in high veneration. To this he refers in letters to several of his correspond-
ents, Neither Trail's Preface nor Dunlop’s Men:oir is printed with the more re-
cent editions of “ The Christian’s Great Interest.”
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at Dalserf, in the Presbytery of Hamilton.  He had not continued
in that parish above two years, when the Estates of Parliament
enacted that all ministers should swear the Oath of Allegiance,
and subscribe the Assurance to King William and Queen Mary.
This oath, though it was taken by nearly all the ministers, of
the Church of Scotland, Mr Hog refused, from conscientious scru-
ples, to swear; in consequence of which he was frowned upon by
his brethren, and subjected to much ungenerous aspersion. His
presbytery raised a process against him, and remitted his case to
the Assembly, where, however, the whole affair was quashed ; the
proceedings of the presbytery being generally disapproved of. Having
been appointed on a mission to the North, and declared transport-
able in case of a regular call by the Assembly of 1695, he went to
Morayshire, and received a unanimous invitation to become the mini-
ster of a parish in that quarter. But in consequence of dangerous
and protracted indisposition, he demitted his charge of Dalserf, and
accepted of no other for several years. At length, having recovered
his health, he was settled at Carnock in August 23, 1699, where he
was a diligent, faithful, and successful minister for upwards of thirty
years. His powerful and splemn manner of preaching, together with
his profound acquaintance with the mysteries of the Gospel, drew
multitudes to wait on his ministrations; and on sacramental occa-
sions, when he was assisted by the most enlightened and holy mini-
sters of his day, with whom he lived in habits of intimate friendship,
Carnock was a place of resort to many Christians from the surround-
ing parishes, who experienced these to be times of refreshing from
the presence of the Lord. He deeply lamented the corruptions which
he saw entering the Church, and the dangers which threatened her by
the sinful terms of the incorporating Union between England and
Scotland, the imposition of the Abjuration Oath, and the restoration
of lay patronage in the reign of Queen Anne. He also distinguished
himself by his zeal for purity of doctrine in the case of Professor
Simson, who taught Arminian and other dangerous errors, and more
particularly in defending those important parts of divine truth com-
monly called the Marrow Doctrine. After the General Assembly
in 1717 had condemned the Auchterarder proposition, that * it is un-
sound to teach that men must forsake sin in order to come to Christ ;”’
various evangelical ministers agreed to republish * The Marrow of
Modern Divinity,” which was originally published at London in 1646,
both as an antidote against this act of the Assembly, and against
that legal preaching, the refined Arminianism of Baxter, which was
then very prevalent among the ministers of the Church of Scotland ;
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and they desired Mr Hog to write a recommendatory preface. Ac-
cordingly, the first part of this work was published for the first time
in Scotland in 1718, with Mr Hog’s Preface. Having obtained a
large circulation, and produced considerable excitement, in 1720 it
was brought under the consideration of the Assembly, who condemn-
ed it, as replete with Antinomian errors. Mr Hog, and eleven others,
remonstrated against this act, and in May 1721 gave in a representa-
tion to the Assembly, in which, with all respect, they stated what
appeared to them stumbling in the act, and craved that it might be
repealed. Their representation, without being read, was referred to
the Commission ; and in 1722 the Assembly, before whom they ap-
peared for redress, appointed their moderator to rebuke and admonish
them for alleged injurious reflections contained in their representa-
tions. Whilst these things were going 6n, Mr Hog employed himself
in publishing various tracts of his own composition, as well as the
writings of several judicious divines, in vindication of those truths
which had been injured and were endangered. After this he conti-
nued to labour for a number of years in his Master’s work. His health
appears to have failed in 1729, and he died at Edinburgh in 1736,
amidst the prayers and lamentations of his Christian friends. Boston
calls him “a man of great learning, and singular piety and tender-
ness,”” (Memoirs, p. 360.) In his character a high degree of moral
courage, in adhering to what his conscience told him was the right
and the true, appears blended with true Christian humility and great
gentleness of spirit, of which his behaviour towards his presbytery,
who subjected him to much trouble and harsh treatment, from his
opposition to the Oath of Allegiance, and at the Assembly, when
the validity of his commission as a member was questioned, be-
cause he had not taken the Oath, as well as the manner in which
he conducted himeelf in the Marrow Controversy, affords fine illus-
trations. Nor was he less eminent for the union of a public spirit
with personal godliness. His letters breathe the fervour of his devo-
tion. But this, so far from quenching, seemed only to invigorate his
zeal for the general interests of religion. Trained up in the principles
of the Second Reformation, so powerful in former days in producing
and fostering Christian patriotism, it was his ardent desire and en-
deavour to revive and extend these principles; hence the deep regret
with which he contemplated the defective character of the Revolution
settlement of the Church, the Erastian encroachments made on her
liberties, the admission of the curates without any evidence or even
profession of repentance, and the want of a distinct recognition of
the covenanted Reformatian. Besides his pamphlets on the Mar-
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row Controversy, Mr Hog published various works, a list of which
will be found in Brown’s Gospel Truth Illustrated, p. 49.

Mr Hog left behind him in MS. a large memorial to his friends,
which comes down to the periad of his settlement at Carnock. The
historical part of this relic, containing much interesting information
as to the ecclesiastical proceedings of his time, has been published
by Professor Bruce of Whitburn. The remaining part, chiefly con-
sisting of records of his religious experience, and discussions on points
of doctrine, is in my possession. His writings are somewhat repul-
sive to readers of the present age, in consequence of a harsh and in-
volved mode of expression, which may partly be ascribed to a long
residence in Holland in his youth. ¢¢ I shall be loath,” he says, in
answer to Wodrow’s animadversions on his Notes concerning the Spi-
rit’s Operations, ‘ to vindicate my style or manner of expression,
heing truly rude both in speech and knowledge, and having had the
loss of near to twelve years entire disuse of my own language, while
a sqjourner in a foreign country.’— Letters to Wodrow, vol. ii. No.
100. Ebp.]

REv. AND DEAR Sir,—Though indisposed, yet I shall endea-
vour to give my thoughts about the purposes contained in your
friend’s letter. [Robert Wodrow’s of the date ] TIam sorry
that the few particulars I represcnted about our unknown sins
striking against the declarative glory of God, did not attain the end
of satisfying the querist. I could wish to understand the strength
of the difficulty ; for I see no inconvenience in acknowledging that
injuries may be offered unto that which the Lord hath declared con-
cerning his glory, by sins of ignorance, wherein the person knoweth
not that he attacketh the divine honour. Our Lord forewarned his
disciples, that they who slew them would think they did God good
service. Ijudgeit’s not to be doubted, that the slaying the Apostles
was a gin committed against the declarative glory of God, or against
that which he had declared concerning himself and his glory ; and
yet we are forewarned that the guilty would be so far from a sense
of guilt in the matter as to be persuaded of the directly contrary ;
for great is the power of spiritual fascination! I take notice that
our Rev. B[rother] desiderateth in the writings of renowned di-
vines, a stating clearly the nature of the Lord’s declarative glory,
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which he well observeth to be necessary towards the resolution of
his doubt. I cannot take upon me to supply that defect; yet I
shall ingeniously represent some farther considerations upon the
whole, in a few positiens, and shall be glad if by these I may more
closely reach the design of his inquiry.

1mo, I understand simply by the declarative glory of God, that
which the God of glory hath declared concerning himself and his
glory, whether in his word, by his works, or his impressions made
upon the conscience in a more common, or special, saving, and dis-
tinguishing manner.

2do, So much of this glory is made evident even by the glimmer-
ings of nature as may suffice to convince that fear, love, honour,
and every other expression of religious deference, are due unto him,
a8 required by the declarations of his glory, and much more all
these are challenged by special and revealed light, seeing a great
deal more of this glory is manifested by the more ordinary disco-.
veries of revealed truth, and a ¢ommon information of the con-
science. But all this is darkness, when compared with the lustre of
that evidence which epecial illumination affordeth. )

3tio, Seeing fear and love, according to the Scripture account, do .
fully comprehend the whole of our duty, (as could be easily in-
structed, were it necessary,) it evidently follows, that every sin
(whatsoever the matter be) is contrary to that fear and love, as the
more internal and immediate expressions of our knowing, acknow-
ledging, and believing, that which the Lord hath declared concern-
ing himself and his glory. Hereupon I subjoin,

4t9, That in every sin there is somewhat contrary to that which
we know and profess concerning the Lord’s declarative glory, be-
cause we all own so much as challengeth the highest fear and
reverence, and in every sin we go cross unto, and infringe that defer-
ence and regard. And I humbly judge it might be sufficiently
demonstrated from plain Scriptural grounds, that our sins of ignor-
ance proceed from the secret and unobserved springs, either of a
total want of the fear of God, through the veil continuing upon the
heart, or a proportioned defect of this after a gracious and eaving
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the year 1726.” The reader will find a few incidental notices of his
case in Kirkpatrick’s * Presbyterian Loyalty,” pp. 473, 476, 531,
et seq. In a letter to Wodrow, dated Stranraer, August 11, 1710,
Mr M‘Crackan states that he was forced to leave Ireland for having
refused to take the Oath, that he stayed till the warrants were out for
apprehending and imprisoning him, and that he came away sooner
than he thought of, * for things were pushed on.”— Letters to Wod-
row, vol. ii. No. 3. Eb.]

REV. AND DEAR S1R,—I had yours of the 22d of June only about
a month ago. I have been so throng, since the receiving of yours,
with neighbouring communions ‘and my own in this place, which
was last Lord’s day, that till now I never had a spare hour to
return you my thanks for yours, and begin our correspondence on
my part. I have no account to give you of affairs here, but what
you will have from better hands. But to let you see my willing-
ness if I had matter, I have given you the trouble of this. The com-
munions are what I spoke of just now, and so I shall begin with
these. I cannot but remark, and desire you with me to praise God
for his goodness to us in this place at our solemnity. I think the
condescending God has been kinder to us than ever. But it’s ge-
nerally remarked, that there has been a great indrink of commu-
nicants in many places in this country-side this summer. The
causes are, no doubt, remarkable decays of love and exercise among
the peoptle, for I must say I never saw his servants more owned in
their public work. The broken divided spirit among the people,
what from our field-preachers, on the one hand, and a groundless
casting at ministers as not free enough, as they foolishly term it,
against our late change of constitution, and the Abjuration Oath, on
the other, are part of the causes of this evil. I wish the Lord may
not make us put a due estimate on our mercies, by our want of.
them. The English service is setting up very busily in the north,
at Inverness, Elgin, Aberdeen, Montrose, and many other places, to
the great grief of many of our brethren there, and the weakening, or
rather ruining, of our discipline. The Commission of our General As-
sembly met in the beginning of this month. They had addresses
subscribed by some thousands of hands from Edinburgh, and the
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places about, against this innovation. They produced the act I send
you inclosed, and some letters were written to court about this af-
fair. There is a printed debate begun between Defoe and Lesly,
as they say, upon that head. I mind little more considerable the
Commission did, except the publishing the Queen’s patent for the
Society for Christian Knowledge, which I shall send per next, if you
want it. They have afresh recommended your collection to Pres-
byteries. I shall use my best endeavours to promote it where my
influence can reach, though I believe any thing we can do in the
country will amount to little. Our university creation of doctors is
making a great deal of noise in England among the High-fliers, as if
the Church there were in hazard terribly from it. Mr William Ha-
milton is elected Professor of Divinity at Edinburgh. This is all
that at present occurs to me. I long very much to hear from you,
with a full account of the actings of your last Synod, and any thing
the Parliament has done as to Church matters, and of the proce-
dure of your convocation, and an-account of Mr Biggar’s affair above,
and any other thing you judge proper to communicate. You see
what a troublesome correspondent you have got. The frequenter
your accounts by post or otherwise be, the more acceptable they
will be. I thank you for Mr M‘Bride’s paper you sent me. I had
it sometime since, but I hope any other pamphlets that are agoing
you will communicate with me, and any that I meet with here shall
be sent you. If you direct for me at Mrs Wodrow’s, in the Trades’
Land, Glasgow, by the post, it will come safely to me. Or if you
direct for my father-in-law, Mr Warner, at Irvine, or Mr William
Reid’s, at Saltcoats, or Mr Andrew Cummine’s, at the Largs, or
Mr Andrew Tumer’s, at Greenock, when you write by ship, yours
will come safe to me. I give my kindest respects to Mr Martine,
our fellow traveller; to Mr M‘Bride, and all acquaintance among
your reverend brethren. I am, Dear Sir, yours most affectionately,

| R. W.
Eastwood, August 24, 1709.
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LETTER XIV.

ON MINERALOGICAL PURSUITS.

For Mr Edward Lhuyd, Keeper of the Ashmolean Closet at Ozford.

[« Edward Lhuyd was a native of South Wales, and the son of Mr
Charles Lhuyd of Lhanvorde. He was educated at Jesus College,
Oxford, where he was created Master of Arts in July 1701. He was
bred under Dr Plot, whom he succeeded as Keeper of the Ashmolean
Museum, and had the use of all Vaughan’s collection. With inces-
sant labour and great exactness, he employed a considerable part of
his life in searching into the Welsh antiquities, and perused or col-
lected a great deal of ancient and valuable matter from their manu-
scripts—transcribed all the old charters of the monasteries that he
could meet with—travelled several times over Wales, Cornwall, Scot-
land, Ireland, and Armorica, (Bretagne,) countries inhabited by the
same people-——compared their antiquities—and made observations on
the whole. He died in July 1709, before he had digested them into
the form of a treatise, as he had intended, on the ancient inhabitants
of this island. The untimely death of this excellent antiquary pre-
vented the completion of many admirable designs.”— Encyclopedia
Britannica, vol. xiii. part I. p. 268.—It thus appears that the follow-
ing letter was written a month after he to whom it was addressed had
been laid in the silent grave. Mr Lhuyd was the author of several
works, That alluded to in the following letter is entitled *“ Archao
logia Britannica: Giving some Account of the Languages, Histories,
and Customs of Great Britain and Ireland.” Oxford, 1707. Folio.
It is probable that it was when travelling in Scotland, in prosecution
of his antiquarian researches, that Lhuyd became acquainted with
Wodrow, who, attracted by his good parts, and by a similarity of
taste for natural history and antiquities, showed him much attention.
The friendship and correspondence of Wodrow he ever after highly
valued, and they were in the habit of exchanging specimens of the
curiosities they met with in their mineralogical pursuits.—Eb.]

DEear Sir,—I had yours of the 22d of May last, some two
or three weeks ago, by whom I know not, which was most accept-
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able. Any civility I was capable to show you when at Glasgow
was but a just debt owing to your learning and character, and
equally below your deserving and your notice. I am glad to hear
you continue in the same post, were it not that I heartily wish you
a better and higher, and if any of my friends and acquaintance
ramble so far as Oxford, I will just use the same freedom with my
friend I would allow him to use with me here.

My lot is by Providence cast in the parish of Eastwood, and my
house within a quarter of a mile from the Aldhouse Bourn, where
you and I were a lithoscoping. My pastoral charge does not allow
me that time I once had to follow out these subterranean studies,
but my inclination is just the same as when I saw you, or rather
greater; and I take it to be one of the best of diversions from -
more serious work, and in itself a great duty to view and admire
my Maker in his works as well as his word. I have got together
some store of our fossils hereabout, from our marl, our limestone,
&c., and heartily wish I had the knowing Mr Lhuyd here to pick
out what he wants, and to help me to class a great many species I
know not what to make of ; but this I cannot be so happy as to
expect. If you'd please to lay down a way for me to transmit
them to you, you shall have the pyramidical stones you desire, and
somewhat of every kind that I have doubles of. I am just as fond
of that kind of studies as ever, if I had time, and the happiness
of your direction in them; and so T'll presume to ask any thing of
this kind of curiosities you can spare for my collection, where I
have got together some five or six hundred species of one thing and
[or] other relative to natural history. If they be directed to Edin-
burgh to Sir Robert Sibbald, our kind friend, or to any body at
Glasgow, Baillie Dicky’s shop, or Mrs Wodrow’s, in the Trades’
Land, they will come safe to me. My brother, whom you remem-
ber so kindly, was removed by death April 8, 1706. I have of
late, before I received yours, writ to the Synod of Argyle, and sent
them a list of the subscribers for your Archeologia, and offered
them copies when they wrote to me for them ; and you'll not doubt,

I hope, but I will lay out myself to my power for getting copies off.
VOL. I. c
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Let me know when the second volume may be expected, and all
the account you judge fit from the learned world, by post, with all
your news. If you write by post, and direct for me, ¢ Minister of
the Grospel at Eastwood, to the care of the Postmaster of Glasgow,”
it will reach me thrice a week. I heartily wish you all success and
encouragement in your generous endeavours to promote natural
history ; and, with my kindest thanks for your last, I crave liberty
to subscribe myself, Dear Sir, your ever obliged and humble ser-
vant, R. W.

Eastwood, August 26, 1709,

LETTER XV.
CRITICISMS ON THE COUNTRYMAN'S LETTER.

To the Rev. Mr John Anderson, Minister of the Gospel at
Dumbarton.

[Mr Anderson was settled first at Dumbarton, and was afterwards trans-
lated to Glasgow. He was a staunch Presbyterian, and a deter-
mined enemy of Prelacy. Attempts having been made, in 1709, by
the Episcopal clergy to introduce the English Liturgy into their pub-
lic worship in Scotland, this step awakened great jealousy among the
Presbyterians, who considered it a part of the policy of the enemies
of Presbytery to subvert both the civil constitution and the ecclesias-
tical establishment. Mr Anderson, about 1710, published ¢ A Dia-
logue between a Curate and a Countryman,” and, in 1711, ¢ The
Second Dialogue between the Curate and the Countryman, concern-
ing the English Service.” In these dialogues he makes the curate,
for the most part, ¢ speak in the very words of the first-rate divines of
the Church of England,” and the countryman to expose, with much
acuteness, and a considerable degree of satire, the Popish and super-
stitious character of the Service Book. He next published * The
Countryman’s Letter to the Curate, wherein, besides an historical
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view of the English Liturgy, the assertions of Sage, the author of
¢ The Fundamental Character of Presbytery,’ concerning its univer-
sal usage in Scotland at the time of the Reformation, &c., are ex-
amined and proved to be false.”” This letter was answered by Robert
Calder, a prelatic minister, to which Anderson replied in a pamphlet,
entitled * Curate Calder Whipt,” in which he carries the bitterness
of irony and invective beyond all bounds. He was reproached by
the curate with being ‘‘ a dominy,” which, perhaps, suggested the
title of the pamphlet, and to which he thus alludes,—*‘ Didst thou
think thou bantered him by calling him domine, thou pitiful wretch 2
It was a real banter on thyself. He has, indeed, acted the domine
over thee, in lashing thee, so far as argument could do it, sufficient
to have made any thing smart, but such a dull insensible ass as
thyself, who hast thy skull stuft with guts instead of brains!” Mr
Anderson soon after published a sermon, preached at Ayr, upon the
opening of the Synod .of Glasgow and Ayr, 1st of April 1712, and
rinted at the desire of the Synod. But the work by which he is
t known, and in which his learning and wit appear to the best
advantage, is his * Defence of the Church Government, Faith, Wor-
ship, and Spirit of the Presbyterians,” in answer to Rhind’s Apology
for leaving the Presbyterian Communion. It was first published in
1714, and may be said to have never been answered. About the be-
ginning of the year 1717, the people of Glasgow began to take steps
for translating Mr Anderson to that city. The magistrates, and
both the particular and general session, were favourable to this de-
sign ; but the ministers of Glasgow were opposed to it. The call
came before the Synod of Glasgow in the end of November, or begin-
ning of October 1707, who concurred with the call by a majority of
eighteen, upon which the ministers, and four or five of the presbytery,
appealed to the General Assembly, (Wodrow's History, last edition,
vol. i. p. xxii.) However, notwithstanding the resistance made, his
translation to Glasgow took place in 1720. His stipend, he tells us,
was lower in the Ramshorn Church of Glasgow than at Dumbarton,
and the charge doubly heavy ; but the opposition of the ministers of
the city and others to his translation, though it was  on other than
personal grounds,”’ appears to have irritated his mind, and strength-
ened his determination to thwart the designs of those whom he
supposed stood in his path,—an effect which opposition not unfre-
quently produces. After his settlement in Glasgow, he published
six letters upon the * Overtures concerning Kirk Sessions,” a sub-
ject which made a considerable noise at that time. In these letters
he does not appear to great advantage. They were answered in bet-
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ter temper, and with much ability, by Principal Dunlop of Edin-
burgh. His earthly career after this was short. He died February
19, 1721, and was succeeded in his charge by the famous John
M‘Laurin. He was grandfather to Professor Anderson, the founder
of the Andersonian Institution in Glasgow.

Mr Anderson does not seem to have risen to popularity as a
preacher. His tombstone, in the High Church-yard of Glasgow,
gives him a high character. Wodrow, in recording his death, thus
speaks of him :—‘ He was certainly a kind, frank, comradly man,
when not grated. His piece against Rhind, and his Dialogues and
Defences, (bating some papers against Caddel [Calder] a little un-
suitable to his gravity, though it may be, as he said to me, when I
challenged the Billingsgate style, ¢ this was the only way to silence
Caddel,”) would have raised his character very high in this Church,
and very deservedly. And had he continued where he was, his cha-
racter had certainly been entire, but his coming to Glasgow was cer-
tainly a great loss to him ; and his papers about the Overtures were
written in fret and passion, and not like himself. His great abilities
seemed very much to be lessened, if not blasted, after his coming to
Glasgow, and his gifts failed him, even his very memory.’— Analecta,
vol. iv. p. 72, 73.—Eb.]

REv. AND DEAR SiR,—I had the favour of the perusal of the
papers,’ which have passed between Chappeltown and you, from
Mr Anderson; for which I reckon myself much indebted.to him,
but more to you. Were I not writing to yourself, I could tell with
what satisfaction I have read them, and how much I am instructed
and pleased by them. Had I any remarks of weight to make, I
would with all frankness communicate them, as what, I am per-
suaded, you would take as the best testimony I could give of friend-
ship; but really nothing of moment occurred to me. Only to let
you see what freedom I would have used, if I had had any matter
to work upon, I did not like the manner of your expressing your-
self, paper 1, p. 5, near the middle, “ before my office interested me in
any party.” 1 don’t think our office does or should engage us in
any party, in the ordinary sense of the phrase. But I presently

! The papers here referred to were probably the substance of what was published
by Mr Anderson in 1712, under the title of * The Countryman’s Letter to the Cu-
rate;” at loast, the part of them here referred to is contained in that letter.
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considered you might be speaking in the terms of your adversary.
And, p. 7, § 21, in your reasoning from the primitive catechumens,
which is indeed very strong and suitable to your purpose, I desi- -
derate a proof, that before baptism they were obliged to give moral
evidence of the grace of God in their hearts. That they behoved
to be blameless and sober in their life, and nothing in them contra-
dicting their solemn profession in the eyes of men, as well as some
tolerable length in their knowledge of the doctrines of Christianity,
I think is very plain; but, in my small reading, I have not re-
marked that either there was any direct trial made, or evidence re-
quired of their having grace, or any reasoning from their blame-
lessness and knowledge to their having grace in their hearts. But
the compass of my observation is so narrow, that this may easily
have escaped me. I questioned with myself, likewise, why you
made so much use of Calvin’s authority with your Occasional Con-
formist, with whom I fancy it will have no great weight. I cannot
but return you my thanks for your vindication of the passage of
Buchanan, that, I must say, when I first noticed it many years ago,
did vex me a little.! And your improving of the testimony of Sir

! The passage, in Buchanan's History of Scotland, alluded to, is in the 19th Book,
where, speaking of the deliverance the Scots obtained in 1560 from France, through
the assistance of England, he uses these words :—* Scoti ante aliquot annos Anglo-
rum auxiliis, e servitute Gallica liberati, religionis cultui et ritibus cum Anglis com-
munibus subscripserunt.” From this the curate maintained, that the Scots sub-
scribed the English worship and ceremonies, that is, the English Liturgy and Disci-
pline. Mr Anderson, in his letter, shows, by various arguments, that this was not
the case, and could not be the meaning of Buchanan: 1st, He declares it to be in-
credible, that, if such had been really the fact, Buchanar should be the only historian
who mentions this, and that it should be entirely omitted by 8potswood, Burnet, and
others, who had an interest in recording it. 2dly, He farther observes, that, while
Charles the First, in his Large Declaration, states as grounds on which he hoped that .
the Liturgy he seat down to Seotland in 1637 would be well received, the attendance
of many of the best quality of the Scotch on the English Liturgy in London,—that
it had been frequented in his Chapel of Holyroodhouse, and in the Cathedral of St
Andrews,—and thet the Scots Liturgy, then sent down, was substantially the same
with the English ;—while ho used these arguments, he made no mention of the Scots
having ever subseribed the English, which would have been a stronger ground of hope
than any which he stated, and it could not be supposed this omission was owing to
want of information. 3dly, He quotes the articles of the treaty, concluded at Leith,
July 8, 1560, in which it is declared, * That the commissioners or deputies would not
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James Balfour, and the letter to the English bishops, to strengthen
the just sense you put upon it, were what I had occasion to do to
some foreigners and persons among ourselves; but your arguments,
from the style and the Articles of Perth, were entirely new to me,
and most satisfying. I like the account you give of the sense of
the Reformed Churches about baptism. Your shortness makes it
a little dark, and there is one branch of it, though I know you have
some of the ablest of our writers for you in it, yet I could never so
clearly take up, p. 14, § 28, and that is the infusion of the habits or
semina of faith before baptism in some elect infants, and then the
Spirit’s after quickening of the semina formerly planted, and draw-
ing forth the habit to an act, at which time actual regeneration is
wrought. I know not what warrant we have to distinguish be-
tween the giving of the semina of grace and the giving of grace
itself, nor why we should fix the time of regeneration to the ac-
tuating of the semina, and not the giving of them. I do confess
the subject is so dark-like and mysterious, that I am unwilling to
challenge any form of sound words that are used upon it; but I
am unwilling to adopt any terms that I do not fully understand, far
less any that may include any thing against the instantaneous na-

touch the articles concerning religion, presented for part of the nobility and people of
Scotland, but referred them to their Majestics.” He also quotes from Sir James
Balfour’s Manuscript Annals, ad annxm 1560, who says, “ In all these articles, they
did not meddle with religion for diverse respects.” 4thly, He refers to the following
clause in the Articles of Perth, which enjoin Aneeling at the Lord’'s Supper :—* Not-
withstanding that our Church hath used, since the Reformation of Religion, to celebrate
it to the people sitting ;" and asks how sitting could consist with the rubrick of the
English Liturgy. From all these considerations, he concludes that it is impossible
Buchanan's meaning could be that the Scots subscribed the English Liturgy at the
period of which he speaks; and that the meaning is, that the Scots did then, by act
of Parliament, establish the reformed religion among themselves, as the English had
done the year before, so that the subscribing refers merely to the decreta, which Bu-
chanan tells, in 1560, were made by the Parliament, de religione sincera promovenda ;
and which their deliverance from the French put them in a capacity to make. He
further shows that this sense agrees with Buchanan’s style in other places, who usually
expresses an act or deed of Parliament by the verb subscribo; and religion in the ge-
neral, whether Popish or Reformed, as his subject leads him, by the word cultus, ritus,
ceremonia, and the like, without reference to a liturgy of any kind.—Z%e Country-
man's Letter to the Curate, p. 81—93.
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ture of the new creation. I only add, lastly, that I can scarce go
in with the compliment you give to your antagonist, p. 37, last line,
that you will make no man worse than he owns himself to be. I
am not for fixing all the consequences I think I see flowing from a
man’s hypothesis at random, and running him down immediately as
guilty ; but neither would I make his owning them my only rule.
Some people in the world will never own any thing that counters
their own humour and interest, and will grant me premises and re-
fuse the conclusion. You see how much I am satisfied with your
papers, when I have nothing but these trifles to remark, wherein
you and I are one at bottom. I heartily wish you may employ
some more time to set this matterof the history of our Reformation
anent the form of prayers and worship in a little more full light.
You have gone very far in a negative groof, which, I am sensible
of in thir circumstances, is ¢n the matter a positive proof, yet I
wish the subject more narrowly considered. 1 have my own jea-
lousies that there was no order at all fixed among the Reformers
till the 1560 or 1561, and I do not at all wonder it should be un-
determined in that confused state of affairs. Sir James Balfour’s
expresgion you adduce seems to favour this sense, as yet the Scots
were not resolved whether to receive the Reformation of England or
that of Geneva. And, perhaps, Knox might set up for that [of]
Geneva, and Willock, who came from England, if I mistake not, by
the Marian persecution, might move for the form used in England ;
but we see, as soon as the great Assembly came to weigh this mat-
ter, they very soon came to a determination. But this is but mere
conjecture, and a thought at random ; and whatever they might do
before the Church was come to any consistency, it’s plain, to a de-
monstration, they set up upon a foot[ing] directly contrary to the
Liturgy of England, as soon as they came to consider matters, and
understand one another. But I hope you will be in case, with a
very little pains, to set this matter in its full light; and if I can af-
ford you any assistance from any MS. Histories of these times I
have by me, I shall be at all pains about it. I add no more, but

that I am, Dear Sir, yours in all affection,

RoBERT WODROW.
Eastwood, Sept. 5, 1709.
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LETTER XVIL

THE COMMISSION BLAMED FOR HOMOLOGATING THE UNIOR.
To Mr Thomas Linning, Minister at Lesmahagow.

[Mr Thomas Linning was formerly connected with the Society people,
or Cameronians, but, at the first General Assembly which met after
the Revolution, in October 1690, he, along with his friends, Mr
Alexander Shields, the author of The Hind Let Loose, and Mr
William Boyd, presented fwo papers;—the first being intended for
‘‘the exoneration of their consciences,” and bearing their ‘ testi-
mony against the corruption and defection in this Church;” and
the second, containing their submission to the judicatories of the
Church. The Committee of Assembly *judged the reading of the
larger [the first] of the said two papers, in full Assembly, to be in-
convenient, in regard, that though there be several good things in
it, yet the same doth also contain several peremptory and gross
mistakes, unseasonable and impracticable proposals, and unchari-
table and injurious reflections, tending rather to kindle contentions
than to oppose divisions ;” but recommended the Assembly to re-
ceive the subscribers on the ground of their profession of entire
submission to the judicatories of the Church. The Assembly passed
an act according to this report. They *“did conclude, by one single
vote, that the foresaid longer paper should not be read;” and
Messrs Linning, Shields, and Boyd, certainly not much either to
their own credit or that of the Assembly, were admitted simply
on the ground of their paper of submission.— Aects of Assembly, 1690.
It is but fair, however, to mention, that Mr Linning denied that
there was any condemnation of their paper of grievances by the
Assembly. He says, ‘‘ The blame why that affair is so printed in
the Acts of the Assembly is to be laid upon the revisers of the
minutes, who printed more than was in the extract given out under
the Clerk’s hand of that Assembly, a considerable time before the ’
Acts of that Assembly were printed, which authentic paper I have
to this day ready to produce, if need be.”’— Epistle to the Reader,
prefixed by Mr Linning to Shields’ *“ Church Communion enquired
into, or a Treatise against Separation.”—Printed 1706.—Eb.]
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Rev. AND DEAR Sig,—I long much to hear from you, and
would have written to you before this time, but, till this last fort-
night, I have been so throng about my parochial work, that I had
little time. I am very much surprised with the last act of the
Commission against innovation, August 1709, and wonder to find
it conceived in the terms I find it. I do not so much wonder that
our engagement against the ceremonies and the hierarchy in our na-
tional Covenant, extended to include the unlawfulness of Perth Ar-
ticles by the Assembly, 1638, is not insisted upon, because 1 did
not expect much of this nature at this juncture. But I cannot un-
derstand what led the reverend Commission to insist so much upon
the Union Act of Parliament. Indeed, it might have been named and
used as argumentum ad hominem ; though, even in that case, there
seems no need to mention the Union, but only the number of the
act and the year of the Parliament. For my part, I have no strait
to narrate matter of fact. But such is the temper of the people at
this juncture, that they cannot hear that act spoken of by mini-
sters, even by way of narration, but they stumble at it, as if we
were approving that alteration. I wish very great tenderness,
even as to the weakness of the people, may be studied in all draughts
of papers that are to be read to vulgar auditories. But I must say,
I am stumbled with that expression in the third paragraph of that
act—* Our Confession of Faith, founded on the Word of God,
and established by law, and unalterably secured to us by the fore-
said Union.” This is some more than a narration of the words of
the act of Parliament, and to me it seems to import, that in the
sense of the Commission, the representative of this Church, our
doctrine, &c., are unalterably secured to us by the Union, which I
cannot think is a truth; and unless there be some other thing in
it than I can yet see, is an express homologation of that groundless
opinion of so many, that our constitution is unalterably secured to
us by the late Union, and a receding from the honest testimony
this Church hath given against that alteration.! And I want not

! Wodrow bere expresses the almost universal opinion which then prevailed in
Scotland on the subject of the Union. As a writer of that day observes, « The Ja-
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my own fears, that in time and place convenient, this may be im-
proven, both by brethren and others, to import this Church’s assent
to our security by this change, unless the next Assembly put a
nota upon this branch of the act of the Commission Book. I wish
my fears be groundless, but I am afraid when I see the least buckle
loosed that may import a church consent to what has been so gra-
vaminous to the spirits of 8o many. I hear you were at the Com-
mission when this act was conceived in these terms ; and I expect,
as 800N a8 you can, to hear from you an account of the way how
this crept into that act, for I am jealous the hand of Joab is in it, and
of your own sense of this clause. I may be under a mistake about
it, but it’s not wilful, and I shall be glad to be helped out of it by
you who was a witness to the reasonings about it. If you could send
me down, or bring down to the Synod with you, the rude draught
of Mr James Renwick’s Life, it would be most acceptable to me.
But I expect a line from you between [this] and then. My hum-
ble respects to your wife and daughter.—I am, dear Sir, yours
most affectionately,
R. Wobprow.
Eastwood, Sept. 6, 1709.

cobite and the Presbyterian, the persecuting Prelatic Non-Juror and the Camero-
nian, the Papist and the Reformed Protestant, parled together, joined interest, and
concerted measures together” against the Union. In the Articles of Union there is
engrossed, in very clear and strong terms, an act securing the Protestant religion and
Presbyterian Church government, as by law established in Scotland at the Revolu-
tion; but this security was judged insufficient by some of the best friends of that
Church. Lord Belbaven protested, * That this act is no valid security to the
Church of Scotland, as it is now established by law, in case of an Incorporating Union,
and that the Church of Scotland can have no real solid security by any manner of
union by which the claim of right is unhinged, our Parliament incorporated, and our
distinct sovereignty and independency abolished.” In this protest he was joined by
the principal Jacobite leaders, who were determined Episcopalians! It was clearly
seen that the object of the Jacobites was to promote their own political projects, by
deepening the repugnancve of the Presbyterians against the Union, which was calcu-
Iated to strengthen the House of Hanover. When the Jacobite party obtained the
ascendancy a few years afterwards, the Church of Scotlamd bitterly experienced the
insufficiency of the security given in the Articles of Union. Numerous were the
pamphlets which appeared pro and con on this topic at the time. In one of these, en-
titled “ Lawful Prejudices against an Incorporating Union with England,” the writer
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.LETTER XVII.

TRANSMITTING PAPERS FROM MR HOG OF CARNOCK, AND
REQUESTING HIS OPINION OF THE TIMES.

From Mr John Gib to Wodrow.

[Of the Rev. John Gib, who appears to have stood very high in the
estimation of his brethren and of the Church, little information can
be obtained. ¢ To primitive integrity and simplicity of character,”
says Dr Fraser,  he added unwearied diligence in pastoral duty. At
one time, it is said, he travelled during a storm to the extremity of
his parish, to comfort & godly man in his dying moments. The cot-
tage being solitary, and owing to the inclemency of the weather, no
other person venturing that evening to visit the family, he watched
with them all night, performing with alacrity every kind office in his
power ; and when he returned home next day, made the remark,
¢ That it was no small honour to sit up a winter’s night with an heir
of glory,’ or, in his own homely, but expressive language, ¢ with a
piece of heaven’s plenishin’.’’— Life of E. Erskine, pp. 208-9.—In the
year 1737 he preached a sermon at the opening of the Synod of Fife,
from Psalm xlviii. 12—14, in which he bore an explicit testimony
against errors opposed to the doctrines of grace, against the violent
intrusion of ministers by the law of patronage, and against the
treacherous violation of our National Covenant. ‘ Not knowing if
ever he might again have so fit an opportunity, he endeavoured, in this
small compass, to declare his mind upon several points of great moment,
with no less concern than if they had been his last words, and show-
ing on his death-bed to his relations some inclination to have it pub-
lished, leaving it as his dying testimony to the Church of Scotland.”
—Preface to the Reader, prefixed to the Sermon, which was pub-
lished in 1743. It well deserves to be reprinted. He died about the
year 1742, in the 74th year of his age, and 43d of his ministry,
¢ during which time he was a zealous, faithful, and laborious servant

of Jesus Christ.”” He must, therefore, have been born about the year
1668, and ordained in 1699,—Eb.]

points out the dangers which impended over the Scotish Church from the settiement,

most of which either have already been, or seem in the fair way of being, fally
realized, :
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Rev. AND DEAR BROTHER,—I do acknowledge my fault in
not writing sooner to you. However, your letter, I know not by
what or by whose neglect, came not to my hand till at about three
months after its date, after the arrival of which I writt to the Re-
verend Mr Hog, and likewise communed with him, and commu-
nicated your letter to him; but he told me that he could make
no essay at present upon the queries therein contained, in regard of
his indisposition. Yet the last week I received a line from him
anent the first querie, which I have sent you enclosed, that you
may peruse it, by which you will see that there is ground to expect
his thoughts anent the rest, so soon as his health will allow. I
judge it proper that you write to himself, for I find he is desirous to
be acquaint with you, and willing to correspond with you. I have
also sent herewith Mr Hog’s paper anent the Separatists, which he
told me was not his own, but a double he had borrowed, yet was at
the pains to correct it with his own hand before he gave it to me.
I had neither time nor conveniency to transcribe it, and therefore
you'll be pleased to return it with the enclosed letter after perusal,
as also his answer to my queries upon the 12th of John, which I
likewise herewith send you. I thought ere now to have got the
true account of some remarkable passages of Providence I was
speaking with you of; but when I went to that minister's house for
that end he was not at home, and I heard from him since that they
are not as yet all collected. But whenever I receive them, I shall
carefully transmit them to you. I doubt not but you have got the
notes upon Illumination, otherwise I should have sent them to you.
You have in with Mr Hog’s paper anent the Separatists their letter
to him, which was the occasion of his paper.

Dear Billy,' you would much oblige me, if your convenience will
allow you, to write your mind at some length anent this dark time,
wherein the Lord seems in a great measure to have withdrawn from
his servants, people, and ordinances; what success the Gospel has
with you, and in your bounds; and what are the sentiments of mi-

! This familiar epithet, by which it was common for intimate friends at that time
to address one another, may, in the present instance, be meant for ¢ brother.”
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nisters or others that fear the Lord of public affairs; for truly I
find many fears and discouragements amongst the most part here,
and no small offence, that the Assembly did not fix the day for the
late fast, and that the civil sanction was wanting. I remember your
desire to know what the singularities are, wherein A. H.! differs from
his brethren. Truly, I can say little on that head at this time, hav-
ing conversed with few of his brethren anent him, but I have con-
versed with himself. I find him more full and positive in asserting
the absoluteness of the Covenant than others are, and a fundamental
right that all have to redemption through Christ, which, when ex-
plained, amounts to no more, for what I know, than the warrant all
have to believe upon the general call. That worthy person is in
good terms with his brethren, and though there be different ways
of expressing things amongst them, yet I know of no alienation of

! Mr Alexander Hamilton, Minister of Airth, is the person here meant. His
learning, piety, and attachment to evangelical doctrine, were unquestionable. The
Christian simplicity and meekness, combined with fidelity, which he manifested in
the year 1720, when he underwent an inquisitorial examination by the Assembly’s
Committee for purity of doctrine, conduced greatly to his credit, and served to dis-
arm his accusers. After they had sat for the space of eight days, and made him
appear ten or eleven times before them, they expressed their satisfaction with his an-
swers to their queries, “ and agreed to make a favourable report thereof, and of his
conduct in that affair, to the Commission ; and resolved on all occasions they will im-
prove it with the greatest affection and brotherly kindness towards him.” In an ac-
count of their proceedings, drawn up by himself, he says, * I confess, when they were
putting some queries to me, which insinuated great suspicion of gross error, and
others that I thought. grated much upon special Gospel truths, my Aeart grew so great,
that I could scarce utter a word without a flood of tears. for which I craved their
pardon, and told them it was my infirmity, which I could not help, and some of them-
selves were so affected that they teared also.” Account of Controversy respecting
The Marrow of Modern Divinity, by Dr M‘Crie, (Christian Instructor,vol. xxx.
pp- 393-4.) The principal points on which he differed with some of his brethren,
related to the freeness and universality of the Gospel offer. Mr Hamilton maintained
that the blessings of salvation were offered to all men, unconditionally and freely,
*“ without money and without price ;” his opponents held that faith and holiness were
t