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PREFACE.

THE Author of these Memoirs begs to state, that it was with
considerable reluctance that he was prevailed upon to under-
take the task which he has now fulfilled. Besides his deeply-

felt consciousness of inability to do justice to such a subject,
and his involvement in other avocations, too numerous to
admit of full justice being done to any of them, the work
was surrounded, in prospect, with difficulties of no ordinary
magnitude. A life, like that of Sir Andrew Agnew, spent
in the prosecution of one main object—and that an object
with too many a distasteful, and with others a merely sub-
sidiary one—promised to afford but meagre materials for
interesting biography. The materials themselves, when pre-
sented, were of a somewhat formidable description. Sir
Andrew kept no diary. His annalist was thus deprived of
an advantage which, in the case of some recent biographies

of the great and the good, has enabled their compilers, with

comparative ease, to impart a peculiar life-like charm to

their pages. But Sir Andrew never destroyed a letter that
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he received ; and when it is considered that his warfare was
conducted chiefly through the epistolary medium, and that
he formed for many years the centre of Sabbath correspond-
ence for the whole kingdom, the mass of letters accumulated
in his repositories may be easily conceived. When to this
we add Sir Andrew’s own letters—kindly communicated by
many of his correspondents—it will be admitted, that to
cull out of such an immense budget those pieces of informa-
tion which might be deemed of importance, and to arrange
them in such an order as might form a connected narrative,
was no easy task;—it was certainly one which, but for the
efficient assistance he has received from the family of the
late Sir Andrew, the Author must have despaired of accom-
plishing.

In spite of these disadvantages—moved by tender respect
to the memory of the deceased baromet, with whom, in
a humble way, he had the honour of occasionally co-ope-
rating—impressed also, he would hope, by sincere venera-
tion for the sacred cause with which Sir Andrew’s name is
identified—and above all, he must confess, yielding to the
affectionate importunity of a widowed heart, pleading more
effectually in this case than either the calls of God or the
claims of man—the Author ventured on the undertaking, and
he has found much pleasure in the prosecution of it. The
reader, he trusts, will share with him in the feelings of grate-
ful surprise with which, as he advanced in the history of Sir
Andrew’s career, he discovered so many features of varied

and unexpected incident, and so many points of general and
enduring interest.




PREFACE. v

In treating the public life of Sir Andrew, the sources of
information were open in the records of Parliament, and
other published documents. But, for the elucidation of his
private life and character, the Author is indebted to the
numerous contributions of his friends and relatives, to whom
he now begs to return his most grateful acknowledgments.
It would be unjust to conceal his large obligations, in par-
ticular, to Lady Agnew, whose untiring devotedness o the
memory of a much-prized and much-lamented husband, has
supplied the compiler with abundant materials for this
department of the volume.

It was proposed at first to insert, in an Appendix, a number
of papers illustrative of the facts or principles embodied in
Sir Andrew’s life. But, as the work advanced through the
press, fresh materials were furnished ; and it became evi-
dent, from the length to which the Memoirs unexpectedly
extended, that these articles could not be added without
swelling the volume to an inordinate size. This will account
for the absence of papers promised in some of the earlier
sheets, as likely to be given in the Appendix. It must also
serve as an apology, which the Author trusts will be kindly
accepted, for the omission of some interesting contributions,
which at one time he fully intended to introduce. No
apology can be required for adding to these Memoirs, Lady
Agnew’s interesting reminiscences of Sir Andrew’s last hours
upon earth; and few would have forgiven the suppression of
the beautiful lines, with which Mrs Alexander Stuart Men-
teath has enabled the Author to close his volume.

No pains have been spared to render the volume, in point
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of outward appearance, worthy of its subject. The Illustra-
tions have been finished in a style of elegance and taste,
fitted, it is hoped, to reflect credit on all who were engaged
in their production.

With regard to his sentiments on points of religious truth,
the Author, as he can make no concession, can crave no
indulgence. But, with such a model of Christian courtesy
and charity before him, he has studiously avoided, in his
reflections on persons and parties, all harsh and uncharitable
constructions; and if he has given needless offence to the
feelings of any, the discovery will be to him matter of dis-
appointment, as well as of regret. He leaves the volume
in the hands of the public, with an anxious hope that it
may prove a not unacceptable contribution to our religious
literature; and with a fervent prayer that it may be blessed
for the promotion of the cause of truth, of piety, and of the
Sabbath.

EpixBURGH, November 1850.
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CHAPTER 1.

THE BIRTH OF SIR ANDREW AGNEW—HIS ANCESTRY—AND
EARLY CHARACTERISTICS.

1793-1809.

Sik AxpREw AGNEW, the subject of these memoirs,
was born at Kingsale, Ireland, on the 21st of March
1793. He was only child of Lieutenant Andrew
Agnew, eldest son of Sir Stair Agnew, the sixth
baronet of Lochnaw, and of the Honourable Martha
De Courcy, eldest daughter of John twenty-sixth
Lord Kingsale, premier baron of Ireland. Thus
the late Sir Andrew united in his veins the blood of
two of the most ancient and honourable families in
the kingdom.

The name of Agnew, or Agneau, is supposed to
be of Norman origin; and the family tradition is,
that its founder came to England with William the
Conqueror. Ancient records point to a very early
connection between the Agnews and the De Courcys.
In the twelfth century, when the famous warrior, Sir
John De Courcy, conquered the province of Ulster,

A
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“he was accompanied, we are told, by Agneau, an
Anglo-Norman like himself, who settled at Larne,
in the conquered province; and it is well known
that the family had very extensive possessions in the
county of Antrim, where they were called Lords
Agnew, or Lords of Larne.”®* In the reign of
David II. they appear to have come over to Scot-
land, and acquired the lands of Lochnaw, then a
royal castle; and the representatives of the family
long held the offices of Heritable Constables and
Sheriffs of Wigtounshire.} The high antiquity of
the family may be inferred from the fact, that in a
parliamentary ratification of its dignities and privi-
leges, passed in the year 1661, it is said to have
enjoyed the use and possession of them “ past all
memorie of man.”}

* Bee a full genealogical account of the family of Agnew of Lochnaw,
in the Appendix, No. I.

+ Chalmers informs us, that “ Andrew Agnew was the first who
obtained, in the capacity of scutifer (shield-bearer, esquire-at-arms), the
good-will of the Lady Margaret Stewart, the Duchess of Turenne and
Countess of Douglas, while she enjoyed Galloway as her dower. In
1426, he acquired from William Douglas of Leswalt the heritable office
of the castle of Lochnaw,” &c.—(Caledonia, vol. iii. p. 395.)

1 “Ratification in favours of Sir Andrew Agnew of Lochnaw, Knight.
Our Soverane Lord and Estates of Parliament ratifies and approves all
and sindrie Sir Andrew Agnew of Lochnaw, Knyt., Baronet, Shireff-
principal of Wigtoun, his charters, rights, and infeftments of his lands
and baronie of Lochnaw, with all and sindrie fies, casualties, proffeits,
emoluments, privaleges, dignities, &c., according as the samen have been
granted by his Matle® royall predecessours to the said Sir Andrew and
his ancestors of long descent, and according as he and they have been in
use and possession past all memorie of man.”"—(Acts of the Parlia-
ments of Scotland, vol. vii. p. 364.)
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In tracing the descent of those who have dis-
tinguished themselves in the drama of life, it is inte-
resting to mark the characteristic features of the
mind, descending, like those of the countenance,
from sire to son, and vanishing for a time, only to
reappear, after the lapse of centuries perhaps, in
their descendants. It is still more important, how-
ever, to notice the same family likeness when deve-
loped in the lineaments of the Christian character.
The grace of God is sovereign, not hereditary; it
does not flow in the blood, nor follow in the line of
entail ; yet “the generation of the upright shall be
blessed ;” and instances are not wanting in which
those who, in former days, have been  valiant for
the truth upon the earth,” have been succeeded
in their spiritual as well as earthly honours by some
remote scion of their house, who has manifested, in
very different times, the noble principle and piety of
his fathers. In studying the Agnew gallery of family
portraits, one cannot fail to discern occasionally in
the grave baron or mailed warrior of the olden time,
some striking traits of resemblance to the character
which belonged to the subject of the present memoir.

It is probable that Sir Patrick Agnew, the sev-
enth sheriff, who was created a baronet of Nova
Scotia by Charles I. in July 1629, was a Royalist.
His name appears in the list of the High Commis-
sion Court, established in October 1634, for purposes
similar to those of the Star-Chamber in England,
and the intolerant proceedings of which contributed
to produce the outburst against Episcopacy in 1637.
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But his son, Sir Andrew, who was knighted in his
father’s lifetime, took an active share in the cause of
the Covenant, then identified with that of civil and
religious liberty. His zeal in this cause may be in-
ferred from his having been member of Parliament
for Wigtoun during that stormy period ; from his
having been appointed by Cromwell as Sheriff of
Galloway even during his father’s life; and from the
hardships to which he was subjected at the Restora-
tion. His name appears with £6000 against it in
the list of fines imposed by Middleton in the Parlia-
ment of 1662 ;* and “ the persons contained in this
list of fines,” says Wodrow, “so far as I can now
learn about them, were, generally speaking, of the
best morals and most shining piety in the places
. where they lived, and chargeable with nothing but
being Presbyterians, and submitting to their con-
querors (during the Commonwealth) when they
could do no better.”t In January 1682, the same
knight was deprived of the sheriffdom of Wigtoun-
shire, so long held by the family; and the office
was conferred on the notorious Graham of Claver-
house. The reason assigned for superseding Sir
Andrew Agnew was, that he declined to take the
test—a self-contradictory oath, imposed purely for
the purpose, it would seem, of excluding all con-

* The fine set against Sir Andrew’s name in Wodrow’s list is only
£600. This, however, is a mistake of the press. The sum of “ Sex
Thousand p?” is distinctly given in the Act, as having been levied on
« Sir Andrew Agnew, Shirreff of Galloway.”—(Acts of the Parliaments

of Scotland, vii. 427.)
+ Wodrow’s History, vol. i. p. 270.
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scientious men from offices of state.* “The Scottish
Privy Council,” says an author deeply tinctured with
prejudice, “ sent down the well-known John Graham
of Claverhouse, to shew the Agnews, at the end of
two hundred and thirty years, kow to execute the office
of sheriff during such times.”+ The true reason, as
Fountainhall has shown, was, that Sir Andrew would
not lend himself to be the mercenary and merciless
tool of Government in oppressing, for conscience’
sake, the people under his jurisdiction. The natives
of Wigtounshire and Galloway, in general, concurred
zealously in the Reformation. They were sound,
intelligent, and conscientious Presbyterians. Many
of them, during the reign of persecution, had become
obnoxious to the unprincipled Government of Charles
IIL., by harbouring “intercommuned” ministers, at-
tending conventicles, and receiving what were then
termed “ unlawful baptisms.” Their worthy sheriff,
like Sir John Dalrymple of Stairs, and others who
were friendly to the persecuted cause, and involved,
either personally or through some of their relatives,
under the sweeping edicts of Government, endea-
voured to compromise matters by inflicting fines of

* The late Sir Andrew, who was familiarly acquainted with the
ancient history of Scotland, turned my attention once to the pernicious
effect which the imposition of such oaths had produced on the country
at large, by debauching the consciences of men, and preparing the Scots
for so tamely submitting, as they did after the Revolution, to various
encroachments on their religious liberties;—a fact not so generally
noticed as it deserves, and of which I have made use elsewhere.—(See
The Bass Rock, its Civil and Eccl. History, p. 23.)

+ Chalmers’ Caledonia, vol. iii. p. 363.
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trifing amount on those delated by the curates or
hunted down by the soldiery.* Such an interference
with their military commissions could not be tolerated
by those then in power; and accordingly, Claverhouse,
who had no scruples to overcome, and whose opinion
of the province which he was sent to govern, or
rather to subdue, he expressed in Council by saying,
he believed “ there were as many elephants and
crocodiles in Galloway as loyal or orderly persons”
—*“shewed the Agnews how to execute the office of
sheriff,” by exacting free quarters for his soldiers,
and levying the most exorbitant fines, a large share
of which found its way into his own pocket.}

This worthy progenitor of the subject of our me-
moirs has not escaped the reproach which High Tory
historians have usually bestowed on the memory of
all who distinguished themselves in the cause of the
Covenant. After mentioning that Sir Andrew ob-
tained from Charles II. in 1661, a confirmation of
his lands and offices, which he held till his death in
1671, Chalmers has added: “ Here is the example
of a man who could equally live and prosper, during
the conflicts of civil war, or during the easy quiet of
peaceful days.” | This taunt is as unmerited as it

* Bir John Dalrymple was charged by Claverhouse with traversing
and opposing his commission,—which contained “a power both civil,
criminal, and military, of sheriffship and justiciary,”—with imposing
mock fines, and with having offered him a bribe of £150 sterling, “ to
connive at the irregularities of his mother, Lady Stairs, his sisters, and
others.”—(Fountainhall’s Decisions, vol. i. p. 201.)

+ 1bid., vol. i. pp. 191, 201.

3 Caledonia, iii. 363.
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i8 foolish. The confirmation was granted before the
commencement of  the easy quiet of peaceful days,”
as Chalmers terms those halcyon times, when whole
districts of the country were placed under martial
law. Sir Andrew, as we have seen, tasted the bless-
edness of those days in the shape of a fine of £6000,
and deprivation of his sheriffship; and if he did
contrive, notwithstanding, to “live and prosper,” it
was not as many of the minions of Charles did, at
the expense of principle and conscience. It is pleas-
ing, indeed, to remark, that while many of the
families implicated in the sanguinary persecution of
that period have perished from the earth, those who
were distinguished for their fidelity continue still to
“ live and prosper ;”—a striking verification of the
pious motto which this same Sir Andrew inscribed
on the old castle of Lochnaw, when he augmented
it in 1665 :—“ Excepr THE LORD BUILD THE HOUSE,
THEY LABOUR IN VAINE THAT BUILD.”

This faithful scion of the house was succeeded, in
1671, by his son, who bore the same name—a
name which has been borne by so many in the
family—and who trod in his father’s steps. He took
an active share in the Revolution of 1688 ; and the
Estates, approving his zeal, restored him to his here-
ditary office of sheriff.* It may be here mentioned
that this Sir Andrew was succeeded, in 1698, by his

* On the 4th of May 1689, “ The report of the Committee for restor-
ing Bir Andrew Agnew of Lochnaw to his heritable sheriffship of
Wigton, was read and approved.”—(Proceedings of the Convention,
p. 46.)
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son Sir James, who joined with his father in active
zeal for the Revolution; and Sir James, dying in
1723, was succeeded by his son Sir Andrew, the
famous Lieutenant-General, who was the last of the
family that held the heritable jurisdiction of sheriff,
all such jurisdictions having been abolished in 1747.*

Many are the traditional anecdotes related of this
distinguished officer. Some of these are so charac-
teristic of the family features afterwards developed,
in a modified form and on a very different stage, by
his late descendant, that they will not, we hope, be
deemed out of place in his biography. “8Sir Andrew
Agnew, famous in Scottish tradition, was,” says Sir
Walter Scott, « a soldier of the old military school,
severe in discipline, stiff and formal in manners, brave
to the last degree, but somewhat of a humorist.”
This is, on the whole, a correct description of the
man. It was he that delivered the well-known
laconic address to his troops when on the eve of an
engagement : “ Weel, lads, ye see these loons on the
hill there? If ye dinna kill them, they’ll kill you!”
The cool courage of the veteran appeared on another
occasion. Being on duty with his regiment at the
battle of Dettingen, where his Majesty George II.
commanded in person, he was ordered to guard a
pass at the outskirts of the British army. One day,
just at the dinner-hour, he was informed that a body
of the enemy’s cavalry was approaching. ¢ The

* He was allowed, for his jurisdiction of sheriff, £4000, which
evinces that the office was of considerable value.—(Chalmers’ Caledo-
nia, vol. iii, p. 364.)
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loons,” exclaimed Sir Andrew, “ will never hae the
impudence to attack the Scots Fusileers!” and he
ordered his men to take dinner, alleging that they
would fight all the better for it. To the dismay of
his officers, who witnessed the gradual approach of
the enemy, he set them the example ; till at last, as
he was in the act of picking a bone, a shot struck
it out of his hand, upon which, declaring that “ They
were in earnest now,” he rose, and made arrange-
ments for meeting the enemy. Observing the French
cuirassiers coming on at a charging pace upon him,
he well knew that the usual mode of resistance to
this manceuvre would be useless, as these troops,
which were of the royal household, were mounted on
the best horses, and not only provided with iron
cuirasses, but had them also buckled on to the saddles,
so that the bayonet could make no impression. He
therefore ordered his men to open, to allow the
cavalry to pass between the platoons, knowing that
they would retreat as soon as they discovered the
main body of the army. On their return, he ordered
his men not to fire * till they saw the white of their
een,” and to aim at the horses ; by which means, on
the cattle falling, their riders, bound to the saddles,
were speedily dispatched or taken prisoners. After
the action, the king observed to the worthy baronet,
“ 8o, Sir Andrew, I hear you let the French get in
among us ?” “ Yes, please your Majesty,” replied he,
“but they didna win back again!”*

But the exploit for which this hero is best known

* Playfair’s Family Antiquities—Baronets of Scotland.
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among us, was his gallant defence of Blair Castle,
the seat of the Duke of Athol, when blockaded by the
rebels under Lord George Murray, the Duke’s bro-
ther, in 1746. Having been sent to secure this
castle, the Duke being absent on the Continent, Sir
Andrew found himself, on the morning of the 17th
March, so unexpectedly attacked, that he had barely
time to secure himself and his garrison of 270 men,
rank and file, within the massy walls of the house,
when he was closely invested by the insurgents. The
provisions in the castle consisted chiefly, if not
wholly, of a small quantity of biscuit and cheese ;
the ammunition did not amount to more than nine-
teen cartridges to each man. Here, however, not-
withstanding disparity of numbers, and the want of
all ordinary preparation for a siege, the veteran
determined to maintain his post, and made his
dispositions accordingly. The garrison was im-
mediately put on short allowance, and enjoined to
observe the strictest economy in the expenditure
of powder and ball. In vain did the enemy resort
to assault, to stratagem, to intimidation, to insult.
In vain did they try at one time to starve him out,
at another to irritate him, “ heaving up stones, with
coarse jokes, especially against Sir Andrew, of whose
peculiarities they seemed to have been very well in-
formed.” The intrepid commandant was neither to
be cajoled out of his caution, provoked into rash-
ness, nor frightened into capitulation. Once only,
his temper, naturally choleric, burst into flame.
Lord George Murray had sent him a summons,
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“written on a very shabby piece of paper,” com-
manding him in due form to surrender to “his Royal
Highness the Prince Regent!” Dreading the
humour of Sir Andrew, not a single Highlander
could be prevailed on to be the bearer of this cartel;
and the perilous mission was undertaken by a comely
maid-servant from the inn at Blair, who conceived
herself to be on so good a footing with the young
officers, that she ventured to approach the castle,
and use her influence to induce them to surrender,
or at least to convey the message to the general.
One of them, a poor debauched lieutenant, was in-
duced by the rest, in a frolic, to carry the paper to
the formidable old man, who no sooner heard its
purport, than he drove the lieutenant in a fury from
his presence, vociferating after him on the stairs the
strongest epithets against Lord George, and deadly
threatenings against any other messenger he might
send; on overhearing which, the poor girl fled in
dismay, glad to escape with her life. Sir Andrew’s
high sense of discipline rendered him, though fond
of a jest, intolerant of all frolic, even at the expense
of the enemy, while engaged in the serious business
of war. During the siege, some of the younger
officers having obtained an old uniform coat of the
general, stuffed it with straw, and placed it in a
small window of a turret, with a spyglass in the
hand, as if reconnoitring the besiegers. The High-
landers tried all their skill on this figure without
effect. At length Sir Andrew became curious to
know what could possibly induce so constant a fusil-
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lade upon that particular point of the castle; and
on discovering the trick, indignant at the damage
that would be inflicted on the stone and lime of the
castle by so incessant a fire, he resolved to punish
the culprit with somewhat of a practical joke in re-
turn. He ordered him into the thick of the fire
which he himself had raised, saying, “ Let the loon
that set it up, just gang up himsel’ and tak it doon
again.”* Famine now stared the gallant defenders
in the face, and they might soon have been reduced
to the last extremities; but on the morning of the
1st of April, they were relieved by the timely intelli-
gence, conveyed by the same adventurous maiden,
that the Highlanders had retired in the night. Still
Sir Andrew, who being shortsighted could not have
the evidence of his own eyes, and would not trust
to the eyes of others, ordered the garrison to be
shut up till further orders; and the wary old cam-
paigner would not flinch from his fortress, till the
Earl of Crawford arrived next day with a de-
tachment of cavalry for his relief; upon which, the
garrison being drawn out, Sir Andrew formally
received his lordship at the head of it with this com-
pliment, “ My lord, I am very glad to see you; but,
by all that's good, you have been very dilatory, and
we can give you nothing to eat!” To this his
lordship answered, with his usual good-humour,
“] assure you, Sir Andrew, I made all the haste I
possibly could ; and I hope that you and the officers

* Sir Walter Scott has not given the last part of this story cor-
rectly.—See Scott’s Tales of a Grandfather— Misc. Works, iii. 434.
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will do me the honour to partake with me of such
fare as I can give you.” *

It deserves to be added, that the hero of Blair,
with all his eccentricities, was a good man, and that
in consequence of his strict attention to religious
duties, in which he met with little sympathy, he ex-
posed himself to trials of moral courage, hardly less
severe than those which had tested his military
prowess. He was succeeded in his title and estates
by his fifth son, Sir Stair,+ the grandfather of our
Sir Andrew. Sir Stair was born October 9, 1734,
and died June 28, 1809, in his seventy-fifth year.
He was much beloved and respected by his tenantry,
who cherish his memory even to this day, with a
gratitude which the following anecdote may serve at
once to account for and to justify. Sir Stair always
let his farms at very low rents, though he insisted on
their being punctually paid, and would allow no
arrears. On one occasion a person had been em-

* « An Original and Genuine Narrative, now first published, of the
Remarkable Blockade and Attack of Blair Castle. Written by a Sub-
altern Officer who served in the Defence.” (Ensign, afterwards General
Melville.)—Scots Magazine, 1808, pp. 330, 410.

* Lieutenant-General Agnew had a very numerous family, amounting
to no fewer than six sons and eleven daughters. Returning home from
foreign service, he found his fifth son, who was born during his absence,
sitting on his mother’s knee. This, in those days of rare and difficult
communication, was the first intelligence he had received of the addition
to his family. ¢ What’s this you hae got, Nellie?” was his first saluta-
tion. “ Another son to you, Sir Andrew.” ¢ And what do you call this
boy?” “I have called him Stair, after your marshal,” she replied.
« Stair! Sir Stair!” cried Sir Andrew after a few minutes’ silence,
« 8ir Deevil] it disna clink weel, Nellie.” 8o it was, however; though
the fifth son, he did become Sir Stair,
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ployed to value the farms, and on sending in his
report was invited to dine at Lochnaw. Running
his eye over the report, Sir Stair found to his amaze-
ment, that the valuations were far above the rents
he was receiving ; till, coming to one farm set down
at three times the former rental, he could stand it
no longer. Indignantly throwing down the report
on the floor, he rung the bell, and, pointing to the
document, demanded to know who had sent him
that. He was informed that the valuator was wait-
ing to dine with his honour. “Na, na,” said Sir
Stair, “ I canna see him: he would ruin baith me
and my tenants out of house and ha’; send him
awa’—send him awa'—he canna stay here!” It
would be well if some of our landed gentlemen would
take the lesson implied in Sir Stair'’s homely and
emphatic language, that farms, not being like furni-
ture, put up to auction and sold off to the highest
bidder, but remaining in the hands of the owner and
only lent out for use,—the interests of landlords and
those of their tenantry are bound up together.

Of the De Courcy family, to which the late Sir
Andrew Agnew stood related by the mother’s side, it
is not necessary to speak so particularly. Itis known
in our annals as one of the proudest and the most
puissant families in the kingdom. We shall confine
ourselves to one historical incident, illustrative of their
character, relating to Sir John De Courcy, already
noticed as the founder of the house in Ireland. This
hero, who was created Earl of Ulster, had been con-
fined to the Tower on the accusation of his rival,
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Hugh De Lacy Earl of Meath, when a dispute arose
between John King of England and the King of
France, about the title to the Duchy of Normandy,
which, as usual in these times, was referred to two
champions to decide. The French champion was
ready, but none of King John’s subjects would
answer thé challenge. In this dilemma, the king
was informed that John De Courcy was the only
man in his dominions who could, if he would, enter
the lists with such a champion. A royal message
was sent to the Tower commanding his service,
but twice did the high-spirited and deeply-offended
earl refuse to obey the summons; and it was not till
the third message came that he consented, for the
crown and dignity of the realm, to hazard his life.
The combat being appointed in Normandy, the
earl’s own sword was sent-for out of Ireland; but
when the day came, and the champions had entered
the lists in the presence of the Kings of England,
France, and Scotland, the French champion, not
liking the strong proportions of the earl, nor the
terrible weapon he bore in his hand, when the
trumpets sounded the last charge set spurs to his
horse, broke through the lists, and fled into Spain,
whence he never returned. The victory was thus
adjudged to the Earl of Ulster; but the king,
anxious to see some proof of his great strength,
ordered a mailed helmet to be laid on a block of
wood ; and at one blow the earl cut the helmet
asunder, and buried his sword so deep in the wood,
that none there present but himself could draw it
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out again. His honours were restored, and, being
asked what more he desired, the earl replied, that
he had titles and estate enough, but desired that he
and his successors might have the privilege, after
their first obeisance, to e covered in the royal pre-
sence of the Kings of England, which the king
granted; and the proud privilege is preserved in the
family to this day.*

The birth of the late Sir Andrew took place under
circumstances which impart to it a melancholy in-
terest. His father, Lieutenant Agnew, during a
visit which he paid, with his bride, to the paternal
home at Lochnaw, was seized with sudden illness, the
result, it is said, of over-exertion in hunting, and died
on the 11th of September 1792, in the twenty-sixth
year of his age, within four short months of his mar-
riage.t The disconsolate young widow, stunned by
the sudden blow, returned to Ireland in a very weak
state of health, and suffered so much and so long
before her delivery, that the medical men announced
to her mother, Lady Kingsale, their fears that it
would be impossible to save both mother and child.

* Playfair’s Family Antiquities—De Courcy.

* To the character of this lamented young man, one of his brother-
officers, Captain Watson, bears the following testimony, in a letter to
Sir Andrew, dated March 29, 1833, which must have been all the more
gratifying to him, that it was accompanied with a cordial approba-
tion of his efforts to secure the better observance of the Sabbath :—
% My acquaintance with your truly respected father began at Chatham.
We were a twelvemonth in garrison there. He was indeed beloved by

all his regiment, and esteemed by all who knew him. I never knew
any officer more beloved. He was also a very handsome man.”
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It was a painful moment, but Lady Kingsale, always
trusting that the infant would be spared to the
afflicted mother, entreated for a delay of five minutes.
This was allowed, and the birth was safely accom-
plished, though not without great difficulty. No
sound was heard when the infant entered this world
of sorrow, and fears were entertained for his life;
but, by the prompt use of means, he was restored
to animation. God had work in store for the post-
humous child; and the mother lived sufficiently
long to discover and to appreciate the holy pur-
poses to which the life, so wonderfully preserved,
was afterwards so zealously devoted. His early
youth he spent in Ireland, residing generally at
Kingsale, under the care of his mother, and the
guardianship of his maternal grandfather and grand-
mother, till he succeeded to his property. From the
place of his birth, and his connection with Ireland
by the mother’s side, Sir Andrew used afterwards,
when taunted with his “ Scotch Bill” and his Scotch
prejudices, to maintain, with a mixture of playful-
ness and policy, that he was neither Scotch nor
English, but a good Irishman.

From his earliest years, young Andrew was held
up as a model to all those of his own age; mani-
festing from the first that steadiness of character for
which he was so conspicuous in after life. Without
the advantage of a religious education, it is worthy of
remark that he was always most scrupulous in acting
up to his idea of what was morally right, and opposed
to every thing like deceit. In those days it was quite

B
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common to write on the margin of newspapers trans-
mitted by post, and to purchase smuggled goods; and
many a time was the youthful moralist laughed at for
his preciseness in objecting to such practices as frauds
on the revenue. Still, this high and chivalrous tone of
morality in all things did not fail to gain him universal
respect, and produce its influence even upon his
elders.

As a boy, he was distinguished by a singularly
sweet and amiable disposition. Tenderly brought up
by a devoted mother, and surrounded by loving rela-
tives, his affections, naturally warm, were drawn out
in the genial atmosphere of kindness around him.
“8ir Andrew’s beautiful character,” says one of
his noble female relatives,* “ which showed itself
from the time he could speak, continued to im-
prove from day to day; and all those friends and
relations by whom he was surrounded, held him
up as a pattern to all those of his age.” He was
the idol of the whole family, and greatlv beloved
by all who knew him. And never was kindness
more amply reciprocated. The grave has closed
over many who would have gladly borne witness to
his amiable character, as they continued to the last
to speak of him with enthusiastic affection. Some,
however, still survive, who retain to this day a lively
recollection of the goodness of heart, the generosity,
and the thoughtful benevolence which even then
characterised the boy. One instance of his considera-
tion for the feelings of others was long remembered

* The Honourable Mrs Hamilton, formerly Anne De Courcy.
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and gratefully acknowledged by the persons, com-
paratively strangers, towards whom it was displayed.
A party of gentlemen having dined together on the
water, by some untoward accident the small boat in
which they returned was upset, and two of the party,
married men, were precipitated into the water, but
immediately rescued. Little Andrew instantly ran
off to their houses, fearing lest the news of the acci-
dent should reach their wives and relatives without
being accompanied by any assurance of their safety.
It may be easily supposed that a temper so amiable
would lead him especially to avoid every thing that
could give pain or uneasiness to his only remaining
parent. It is remembered that on one occasion, when
wrestling in perfect good-humour with a companion
of his own age, one of the short daggers which they
were foolishly playing with, pierced his arm, and the
blood flowed in a manner that alarmed the youthful
combatants. The first thing that young Andrew said,
was, “ 0 take care that my mother does not know
of it! she would be in such distress!” His com-
panion, who was in the greatest distress himself till
assured by the doctor that there was no danger, used
to say, in relating the accident, that he should never
forget “how completely the dear little fellow’s con-
cern for himself was swallowed up in solicitude for
his mother.” There are many who can tell how
beautifully this unselfish and delicate regard to the
feelings of others, the germ of all true politeness and
courtesy, was developed under the influence of reli-
gion in his future career. The mother towards
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whom this devoted affection was shown, was in every
respect deserving of it. All who knew her bear testi-
mony to her singularly amiable character. Indeed,
if we find in the family of Agnew traces of the firm-
ness and determination which characterised Sir An-
drew, it is equally apparent that he was indebted,
8o far as natural temperament is concerned, for the
sweetness, affability, and gracefulness, with which
these sterner virtues were accompanied, to his ex-
cellent mother.*

As he advanced in life, his correct moral feel-
ings made him shrink with instinctive disgust
from the vices common to youth, and more espe-
cially from the habits, then not uncommon even
among the upper classes, of drinking and swearing.
Into the first of these vices no temptation could
ever seduce him; and with regard to the latter,
profane language, even in the less offensive form then
prevalent in society, his better taste led him con-
stantly to avoid. On this point, he treasured up a
word which once fell from his grandfather, Lord
Kingsale. Walking one day with his lordship, who
held him by the hand, they met a person who, in
the course of their conversation, used an oath. On
his leaving them, little Andrew looked up wistfully in
his grandfather’s face, and asked “ my lord,” as he re-
gularly styled him, what tkat meant? His lordship
explained that the man was swearing, and that it

* The Honourable Martha Agnew, the late Sir Andrew’s mother,
was born 31st January 1774, and died 27th February 1833, aged
fifty-nine,
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was very wrong, adding emphatically, ¢ It may truly
be said of it, that it is & most profitless vice.” The
expression stuck to the boy’s mind, and often has
he been heard to allude to it. “ A word spoken in
season” (and what season so favourable as youth?)
““how good is it!” As a proof of the confidence
reposed in him when a mere child it may be men-
tioned, that Lord Kingsale having raised a troop of
yeomanry, at a time when there were apprehensions
of a rebellion in Ireland, Andrew was intrusted with
the pass-word or countersign, by which each night
friends might recognise each other. Proud of the
honour of being entrusted with a secret of which even
his mother was kept ignorant, the little yeoman, who
wore a uniform like that of the corps, never betrayed
his trust. At this time he could hardly have been
six years old. Another anecdote, relating to much
about the same period, has been preserved. During
the time of party processions in Ireland, he had got
an orange lily stuck in his breast, which Lord King-
sale observing told him to take it off. “1Itis Orange
Boven,” said the boy. ¢ Take it off, Andrew,” said
his lordship ; “ and mind, never unnecessarily do any
thing that may give pain to a fellow-creature.” And
it may be truly said that he never did.

Still, though he undoubtedly had.a higher stand-
ard of morals than most boys of his age, and evinced
a desire to act up to it, as well as to see others do
the same, we would not represent him as faultless. In
his confidential moments, he has spoken of sudden
gusts of passion to which he was then liable, and of




22 EARLY CHARACTERISTICS.

great inward dissatisfaction with himself and all
around him, the cause of which he could hardly tell,
though it made him miserable. He was regular in
his attendance on the Church of England, to which
his mother belonged ; and when he heard from the
pulpit the precepts of the gospel, he would feel morti-
fied at his own deficiencies, and astonished that no
one seemed trying to follow out these lessons in prac-
tice. Of the thoughtlessness incident to youth, he
would often speak feelingly; and to guard against it
he would recount an example of it in his own case.
When a mere boy, he was amusing himself alone
with a pistol ; it was loaded, and seeing a gentleman
on horseback coming slowly along the road, the
thought suddenly struck him how amusing it would
be to witness the effect of the report on the horse.
The pistol was fired from a place of concealment ;
but never, he said, should he forget the horror of the
moment, when he saw the frightened animal furiously
plunging and struggling with its rider, and perceived
the imminent danger in which the gentleman was
placed by his inadvertent act. He returned home
thoroughly ashamed of himself, and needed neither
homily nor penalty to cure him of such practical
jokes in future.

It only remains to be observed of his “ childhood’s
days,” that the young heir of Lochnaw showed a
fondness for music, drawing, and poetry, all of which
he cultivated as they came in his way; but his
favourite amusements at this time were, strange to
say, architecture and heraldry. The latter especially
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became, without any one influencing his taste, so
much of a hobby with him, that by dint of inquiries
he drew out from very scanty materials a genealogi-
cal table of his own family arms. In the perusal of
history he found great assistance afterwards from his
knowledge of heraldry and genealogy ; and he would
say that his favourite study, far from ministering to
pride, as was sometimes thought, rather tended to
promote humility. It taught him, that while many
were as regarded rank below him, many were also
far above him; and the higher any one rose in fa-
mily distinction, he argued that it must be the more
humbling to think how far he came short of wor-
thily filling his position in society.

What doth he get, who e’er prefers

The ’scutcheon of his ancestors ?

This chimney-piece of gold or brass?

That coat-of-arms, blazon’d in glass?

When these with time and age have end,

Thy prowess must thyself commend.

The smooty shadows of some one

Or other’s trophies, carved in stone,

Defaced, are things to whet, not try

Thine own heroicism by.

Forecast how much thy merit’s score,

Falls short of those that went before ;

By so much art thou in arrear,

And stain’st gentility, I fear.

True nobleness doth those alone engage,
Who can add virtues to their parentage.®
» Copied by Sir Andrew, when very young, from “Otia Sacra,” by Mildmay,

Earl of Westmorland, 1648.



CHAPTER II.

SIR ANDREW'S ESTATE—HIS EDUCATION—HIS MARRIAGE.

1809—1818.

Uron the death of Sir Stair Agnew, his paternal
grandfather, in June 1809, Sir Andrew, now only
sixteen years of age, accompanied by his mother and
Lord Kingsale, went to take possession of his estate
in Wigtounshire. He was not a little disappointed, on
his first arrival at Lochnaw, with the grim look of
the old castle, and the neglected state of the grounds
around it. The trees, long undisturbed, had formed
a barricade, through which he could with difficulty
make his way on all fours; and the swamp below,
which had once been a lake, was now any thing but
ornamental. The whole was so different from what -
his imagination had pictured, that his spirit died
within him as he surveyed his doleful possessions ; and
he has confessed to having strongly felt the temptation
of becoming an absentee, drawing the rents of his
property, and enjoying them in some more favoured
spot of the earth. Long and earnestly did he
ponder over this idea. No early associations bound
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him to the seat of his ancestors. The retired and re-
mote neighbourhood of Lochnaw was unlike unsuited
to his social disposition and to his previous mode of
life. He felt he had but two alternatives,—either to
remain and endeavour to alter the whole face of things
around him, or to remove and think only of selfish en-
joyment. He decided at length for the former; and
as he made up his mind to remain, inwardly resolved,
that whoever came after him should not, as far as he
could prevent it, find occasion for the same depress-
ing feelings and the same mental struggle. And
faithfully did he fulfil his resolution. By construct-
ing roads (of which there were formerly none worthy
of the name), by extensive plantations, by draining
and improving the land, by restoring the loch, and
enlarging the castle, he gradually changed the aspect
of the place, and lived to see his domain rising into
a little earthly paradise around him.

The first object on which he set his heart was the
formation of a suitable garden, for which purpose
he procured the services of Mr John Hay, late plan-
ner in Edinburgh.®* A little incident at this stage
may serve to show how ardently Sir Andrew, young
as he was, entered into these pursuits. Lochnaw
being situated in a peninsula, on the neck of land

® Mr Hay was originally a gardener and seedsman, but in his latter
years devoted himself to the profession of a planner or landscape gar-
dener. He was an elder in the late Dr MCrie's congregation, and held
in high estimation by all who knew him. Tall and erect in person, and
accustomed to good society, he manifested to the last the dignified po-
liteness of a gentleman of the old school. What is better, he was truly
a good man and a humble Christian. Mr Hay died in 1836.
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in Wigtounshire which lies nearest to Ireland, it was
not easy to find a sheltered spot with the right ex-
posure for a garden. After fixing on what appeared
the most eligible site, Mr Hay began his measure-
ments. The youthful proprietor, still unsatisfied,
and with his mind quite full of the subject, dreamt
that night of making his way through a thicket on
the side of the house where the loch once stood, and
there discovering on a sloping bank a much more
desirable site for the projected garden. On awak-
ing next morning, he lost no time in hastening alone
to this plantation, pushed through it with consider-
able difficulty in a straight line, and there found the
spot he had seen in his sleep, but had never seen
before, lying across the stream which then drained
the loch. On examining it, he was convinced that
it was superior in situation to that which they had
selected. At breakfast he communicated his adven-
ture to Mr Hay, and he has often said he should
never forget the good gentleman’s delight, when, on
taking him to the spot through the wood, his prac-
tised eye at once saw the advantages of the new site,
with the streamn as a boundary on the one side, and
the wood as a shelter on the other. Mr Hay set to
work anew, and testified to the wisdom of the choice,
if not to the wonder of the dream, by declaring, “ that
he was almost literally roasted by the sun while he
was laying out the upper walls.”

While thus eagerly bent on cultivating his paternal
acres, Sir Andrew manifested a still more laudable
resolution to complete the cultivation of his own
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mind. His early education had not been neglected.
Though he never had attended any public schools,
he had prosecuted his studies under the care of an
English clergyman, the Rev. Mr Stewart, who kept
a private school of a superior description in Ireland,
and who thought highly of his young pupil. Sir
Andrew did not at this period of his life display, nor
did he ever pretend to possess, those brilliant accom-
plishments or high intellectual powers which raise
some to eminence, and give them the command of
their fellow-men. But he possessed faculties which,
under due cultivation, might make him useful to
them—a sound judgment, a discriminating taste, and
a quick discernment of what was right in principle
and in practice. He had made good progress in the
usual branches of early education; but until nearly
arrived at the period when he entered on his estate,
he had not, in his own estimation, felt any desire, or
made any real effort, after the acquirement of know-
ledge. It showed no small energy of mind, that on
coming to Scotland so young, and surrounded by
temptations of every description, he took his educa-
tion quite to heart, and of his own accord used means
to forward it, by putting himself to college. He
spent the winters of 1810 and 1811 in attending the
classes at the University of Edinburgh.* A good
memory enabled him to retain what he had acquired;
and he now laid the basis of that general informa-

® The classes he attended were those of Moral Philosophy under Dr
Thomas Brown, and of Chemistry and Pharmacy under Dr Hope—both
of which he attended during two sessions.
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tion for which, as all who knew him are aware, he
was distinguished in after life.

At the same time, with all this solidity and
seriousness of purpose, the young baronet was far
from being insensible to the pleasures and gaieties of
fashionable life. A stranger as yet to the restraints
of religious principle, properly so called, the love
of the world reigned paramount in his heart; he
knew no better portion than its enjoyment, and
aspired to no higher reward than its approbation.
He was fond of dancing, an exercise in which he
excelled. Graceful in his appearance and manner,
he was a general favourite among the votaries of
fashion. Before he attained his majority, he had
passed the ordeal of four winters in the gay world of
Edinburgh and London—“the admired of all ad-
mirers,”—his society eagerly courted, and the voice
of flattery ever sounding in his ears. But still, even
at that period, the domestic circle seemed to be what
he loved best, and his very gaiety was exalted by
the benevolence of his character. Trained in the
society of his distinguished female relatives,—some
of whom, though his aunts, were nearly of an age
with himself,—his manly attentions, ever at the
service especially of the aged and infirm, or those
that appeared to him to be neglected, were bestowed
on all with so much feminine gracefulness and deli-
cacy as to excite general observation. It is told,
that when in London, and frequenting the ball and
the opera, the attendants at the door, and even the
police, have said to him, as he returned from again
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and again assisting parties to their respective car-
riages, “Really, Sir, you give yourself a very great
deal of trouble!” “Why, Sir Andrew,” said a
gentleman meeting him on several of these embassies,
“in you the days of Scottish chivalry seem revived
again.” We notice these little traits to show, that
the same generous and unselfish character which
marked the subject of our memoirs when a child
were visible in the gay young man. But a still
higher testimony is borne to this part of his charac-
ter, by one of those female relatives to whom we have
just referred. “I may add,” she says, “one pleasing
characteristic of Sir Andrew—hke never forgot an old
friend, and could not even understand the littleness of
mind of those persons, who would receive cordially an
old acquaintance in one place, and not notice him when
in higher company.” The generality of our readers
may be less prepared to learn, that Sir Andrew had
a strong sense of the ludicrous, and possessed no
small share of pleasantry and quiet humour; a trait
in his character known only to those who enjoyed his
intimate acquaintance, and which may be seen break-
ing out occasionally in the course of these memoirs.

Still, while seeking amusement after the way of
the world, Sir Andrew felt that he was not happy;
he was dissatisfied with himself, and gradually became
disgusted with the idle and insipid dissipation around
him. His better feelings gaining the ascendency,
showed himn that such pleasures, even supposing them
to be innocent, as he then did, should never be made
the business of life; and therefore, with a strong
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effort, he broke through them all, and took up a
fixed determination to go to Oxford, there to devote
himself to his studies, and thereafter to travel on the
Continent. On arriving at Oxford, about October
1812, he found that he could not enter as a gradu-
ate at any of the colleges, but that he might have a
tutor, with whom he might take Jodgings, and attend
the classes,—an arrangement which he greatly en-
joyed. A letter, addressed about this time to his
mother, gives us his first impressions of college life.
The fact of its being written on the evening of the
SassatH, evinces how differently he must have then
thought of its sanctity :—

* Oxrorp, Sunday Evcening, 8tk November 1812.

“ MY DEAREST MOTHER,—]I received your letter of Friday
evening to-day. I now like this place much better than 1
did for the first few days, as I am beginning to feel myself
at home. I dined last Thursday at the high table in the
hall at Brazen-nose, at which the principal fellows and mas-
ters sit. In the evening I had an opportunity, for the first
time, of seeing how the sage gentlemen of the University
live. Immediately after dinner, they retire to what is (very
improperly) called the Common Room, where a table is
placed near a great fire, covered with fruits and wines, and
spend a very rational evening ; but you will scarcely believe
that books are never mentioned. People here seem, with
one consent, to forget while in company that there are such
things I dined yesterday with Richard Napier at All-
Souls, of which college he is a fellow. Remember me to
Sir William Bruce. Mention how Mr Meade is, as I think
John would like to hear from others than his own family.
Don'’t forget to send a pretty message to Mr Johnson.”
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The impression which he left on the minds of his
fellow-students at this period, may be gathered from
the following extract of a communication from the
Rev. John Meade, now a clergyman of the Church
of England, to whom he familiarly refers as “ John,”
in the above letter :—

“Sir Andrew was remarkable, as a young man, for those
qualities which, growing with his growth, became afterwards
the ornaments of his maturer years. Benevolence, sweet-
ness of temper, refinement, and elegance of mind, were a
cluster of graces which Nature seemed to throw, unsought,
upon his youth; and although the latter quality is not
always appreciated among very young men, yet, in Sir
Andrew, it was so wholly without affectation, that it did not
in any way detract from his popularity among his coptem-
poraries, although it distinguished him so much above other
youths, even of his class He had ever a just sense of reli-
gion, although, when at Oxford, his opinions had not settled
down to those serious and decided views which placed him
afterwards in so conspicuous a position before the religious
world. But even as a young man, his purity and morality
were, to human eye, unblemished ; while his affectionate
and dutiful conduct as a son, his courtesy, and kind atten-
tions to all, gained him universal esteem and love.

“ Sir Andrew, while at Oxford, was never what is called ‘a
bhard student;’ but he had a general taste for letters, parti-
cularly for history and genealogy. He knew more than
most men of heraldry, and was full of entertaining anecdotes
respecting noble Scottish families ; not the least amusing of
which were some respecting his own ancestors, especially
Sir Stair and Sir Andrew Agnew. He pursued his classical
studies diligently, under the direction of his tutors, particu-
larly of Mr Johnson, to whom he was much attached.”
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“1 should say,” writes the Reverend Dean
Milman, “ that my impression of him at College is
best expressed by the words, that he was a born
gentleman, quiet in manners, unpretending in every
respect, and, to those who knew him intimately, sin-
gularly amiable.”

Charles Henry Johnson, to whom a passing allu-
sion is made in the preceding letters as Sir Andrew’s
tutor, was a very superior person both in character
and accomplishments. “This young man,” says Mr
Meade, “was indeed a person eminently calculated
to attach and improve such a pupil as Sir Andrew.
He was a scholar of considerable distinction. His
manners and disposition were most amiable ; he was
a cheerful and entertaining companion, and a young
man of excellent heart and sound principles.”

A little anecdote, which Sir Andrew used to tell
with much pleasure, shows that in Mr Johnson he
was fortunate enough to meet a faithful mentor of
no common sagacity. Visiting a collection of pictures
one day in his company, Sir Andrew displayed his
critical knowledge by affecting to find a blemish in
almost every production of art before him. The tutor
quietly listened to his remarks; but, on coming out, he
turned to his pupil, and said :—* Now, Sir Andrew,
you have been very severe; but don’t you know that
it requires a great deal more genius to find out the
beauties of pictures than their faults?” This well-
timed rebuke, Sir Andrew said, he never forgot, and
acknowledged that it had been of service to him all
his life. He was not destined, however, to enjoy
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long the benefit of this tutor’s society; and sudden
and solemn was their parting. Mr Johnson had
tried for a fellowship, but failed : the successful can-
didate was a particular friend of his own and of Sir
Andrew. The friends had dined, as usual, in com-
pany with each other, and Mr Johnson retired earlier
than the rest, complaining that he felt unwell, and
would go to bed. This was the only preparation
which his attached pupil had for the awful intelli-
gence in the morning, when his negro servant, John
Gibbs, burst into his room exclaiming, “Mr John-
son is dead!” He flew to his bedside, and found,
to his consternation, that it was too true. A post-
mortem examination proved that more than one
disease existed sufficient to account for the cata-
strophe ; but it was thought at the time, naturally
enough, that disappointment at his failure in obtain-
ing the fellowship had hastened the departure of his
gentle spirit.* This solemn event threw a gloom
over the whole University, chilling for a season the
flow of spirits, and arresting the thoughtlessness of
health and youth.

On the susceptible mind of 8ir Andrew the impres-
sion was profound and ineffaceable. It was the first
shock he had experienced since his birth,—the first

* The following lines, inscribed on the tablet over poor Johmson’s
grave, were from the pen of Professor Cardwell :—

Oh! ‘twas a spirit, reader, like the calm
And placid aspect of the evening heavens ;
For o'er its bright and settled characters
Of goodness, beam'd, with softer radiance,
The social charities—those wreaths of light
That stream'd and mantied over it.

Mareh 12, 1813. .
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death-trial with which he had been visited ; and for a
while it completely stunned and unnerved him. “I
well remember,” says one of his female relatives,  his
letter announcing it, and towards evening his driv-
ing to the door at Clifton in his carriage, in a state
of grief and amazement!” As soon as the funeral
was over, his physician, Dr Kidd, then Professor of
Mineralogy at Oxford, accompanied him to his
mother’s residence at Clifton. He did not speedily
recover his spirits, though he returned to Oxford
under another tutor ; and he never ceased through
life to speak of his friend Mr Johnson with the
greatest affection. Those who remember the well-
known incident of a similar kind in the life of Martin
Luther, and the effect which it had on the mind of
the Reformer,* will not be surprised to learn, that
the shock and anguish inflicted on the young pupil
by the sudden and premature death of his tutor, im-
parted a graver turn to his character; and by bring-
ing death and eternity before his mind as great and
dread realities, prepared him for a readier reception
of that blessed gospel, to the consolations of which
he was as yet a stranger.

The mention of John Gibbs, a humbler but not
less faithful attendant of Sir Andrew, leads us to give

*® “One morning a report was spread in Erfurt that Alexis, with
whom he lived at the University in the closest intimacy, had been assas-
sinated. Luther hastens to ascertain the truth of this rumour. This.
sudden loss of his friend agitated him ; and the question he asked him-
self, What would become of me if 1 were thus called away without
warning ? fills his mind with the keenest terrors:—Interity sodalis sui
contristatus.” —D’Aubigné’s History of the Reformation, vol. i. p. 159.
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our readers the little episode of his life, which is not
of itself devoid of interest, and secms due to one
who, during thirty years’ service, manifested the most
affectionate devotion to his master. He was a native
of Barbadoes, born in slavery, and when about thirty
was brought over to this country in the service of
one of Sir Andrew’s connexions. His mistress, of
course, never dreamt of parting with her dependent;
but John, it seems, had learnt something of the then
almost recent, and to him most marvellous doctrine,
that whosoever touched the free soil of our happy
land, himself became free; and as the time for
returning to Barbadoes approached, his dread of re-
turning to the neighbourhood of its sugar plantations
overcame the fear of his mistress, and of starvation
in a strange land. After requesting his freedom,
which was refused, he respectfully intimated his
determination to remain in England. Great indig-
nation did his hardihood excite; every means was
used to alter his resolution ; and it would have gone
hard indeed with the friendless negro, had not the
confidence which her kind eye inspired, induced him
to throw himself upon the compassion of Sir Andrew’s
mother. In these days sympathy with the slave was
a rare and stigmatized thing; but this excellent lady,
to whom perhaps no one in trouble ever appealed in
vain, instantly settled the matter by receiving poor
John into her service. He attended Sir Andrew at
college, and in all his subsequent wanderings ; and
a more faithful, humble, and trustworthy servant
never lived. The freedom he had so much coveted,
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he seemed to value chiefly that he might spend and
be spent in the service of his benefactress and her
son. He was not less dutiful to his master that he
felt himself a freeman ; and while devoutly engaged
in scouring the plate, he might be heard humming
with great glee,

“ Britons never,—never shall be slaves!”

John had every thing to learn after he came to
this country. He was instructed and baptized in
the principles of religion ; he learnt to read and write,
and often when, as he grew older, his attendance on
the family circle at table was dispensed with, he
might be seen planted near the door so as to be at
hand, intently poring over his Bible. He grew grey
in Sir Andrew’s service ; he loved his children as his
own; and though for many years his mind continued
apparently dark, he always alluded to his master’s
opinions with the most reverential respect ; attended
on the ministry, and read the books which he recom-
mended ; till at last, through divine grace, after
many sharp convictions of sin, he attained the
blessed hope of the gospel; and old John, simple
and humble to the last, died as he had lived, with
this blessed exception, that the Saviour he had long
honoured as “ his master’s G'od,” he was at length en-
abled to rest in and hold fast as his own. His death
took place in 1839, and the large concourse of every
rank that attended his funeral, strikingly marked the
kind and cordial estimation in which he was held by
all that knew him.
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Sir Andrew was now in his twenty-second year;
and still keeping in view his Continental tour, on
which he proposed to spend two years, and in the
fond expectation of having as his companion Mr
Milman* (now the Rev. Henry Hart Milman, Dean
of Westminster, the well-known author of the “Fall
of Jerusalem’), he went to Kingsale to revisit the
scenes of his youth, and see once more, before
undertaking his journey, the friends he had so much
prized in that part of Ireland. Having accomplished
this, and withdrawing himself without formal leave-
taking of his attached friends, to save them the pain
of bidding adieu for so long a period of absence, he
repaired to Cheltenham, intending there to spend a
short time pleasantly, in the society of an early friend
of his boyhood, till the period of his departure should
arrive,

“ Man proposes, but God disposes.” And in after
years Sir Andrew delighted to trace in the dispos-
ing of this, as well as of every other part of his course,

* 8ir Andrew’s early admiration of this now distinguished writer
appears in his correspondence with his mother from College. “My
dearest Mother,—It is now a long time since I have written to you; but,
notwithstanding, I do not find that I have the more to say, as every
thing here goes on in such a jog-trot way: the beef of to-day succeeds
to the mutton of yesterday. My friend Milman, of whom perhaps
vou may recollect having heard me speak, has gained the Latin
prize poem, which you will have the pleasure of hearing him recite in
the theatre. It came in good time to put him in spirits for his exami-
nation for a degree, which is to take place to-morrow. He is expected
to make a great figure. He got the prize for English verse last year.
Poor Johnson [who was now dead] was very much attached to him,
and looked forward to this cvent with much pleasure.”
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the unseen but unerring finger of his Heavenly
Father. On the first night of his arrival at Chelten-
ham, he accompanied his friend to a ball which was
given by the Portuguese ambassador ; and there he
saw and met, for the first time, the lady who, in the
providence of God, was destined, though he knew it
not, to be his partner through life, and to share with
him in the sweet and in the bitter of his future lot.
This lady, now his mourning widow, was Madeline,
tenth daughter of Sir David Carnegie of Southesk,
Baronct, and of Agnes Murray Elliot, a descendant
of the family of Minto.* Sir Andrew remained at
Cheltenhain months, instead of weeks, as he had in-
tended ; and he was not long of making acquaint-
ance with the family to which, in the following year,
he was to become united.

Lady Carnegie, then a widow, was residing at
Bay’s Hill, in the neighbourhood of Cheltenham, for
the education of her sons. Of this place, and of
Lady Carnegie hersclf, the late amiable and highly-

« Sir David Carnegie, Baronet, of Southesk, was heir of the Earls of
Southesk, and hereditary cupbearer to the King. After the rebellion
of 1715, in which the Earl of Southesk took the side of the exiled
Stuarts, the family was attainted in its titles and estates ; but Sir James
Carnegie, the father of Sir David, was allowed by Act of Parliament
1764, to repurchase the estates in Forfarshire from the York Building
Company, into whose possession they had fallen. 8ir David rebuilt
the Castle of Kinnaird, and represented his native county, Forfarshire,
in Parliament, from 1796 to 1805, when he died, and was succeeded in
his estates by his eldest son, then a minor, the late Sir James Carnegie :
who was succeeded lately by his son, the present Sir James Carnegie,
fifth Baronet of Southesk. Those of our readers who are fond of
genealogies, may find a more detailed account of the Carnegie family in
the Appendix.
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gifted Francis Horner, Esq.,, M.P., has given a
graphic description in a letter to his sister, published
in his life. As it also gives an account of the way
in which the time was spent there, about the same
scason of the year that Sir Andrew became intimate
with the family (though Mr Horner’s visit dates two
years before), we beg to introduce an extract from
the letter here :—

“ BULSTRODE, September 9, 1813.

“I spent a most agreeable ten days at Cheltenham; from
the first day I felt myself in a family party. We spent the
whole day in Lady Carnegie’s house at Bay’s Hill, about a
quarter of a mile from the town. By the whole day, I mean
beginning with breakfast and keeping it up till past mid-
night. In the morning, as many as were disposed made
out a ride or a long walk, before and after which there was
some loitering under those old trees, and in the evening,
after a genuine ¢ four hours’ all round a table, we had music
and waltzing; we, I say, for after some morning lessons from
Miss Elliot, I was hardy enough to attempt to swing, ‘and
mocked all tune, and marr'd the dancer’s skill.” In the
course of our rides or walks, we saw the old Abbey Church
at Tewkesbury, the ruins of Ludely Castle, where Queen
Catherine Parr lived, after her second marriage, and the
ancient house of Squire Delabere, who, at 83 years of age,
lives with a brother and two sisters, all very old, and all
unmarried, being the last of a family which dates from the
Conquest, and had a knighthood in it, for saving the Black
Prince at Poictiers.

“ LoNDON, September 13,
“So much of a letter was written to you last Thursday
evening, &c. &e. I meant in that letter to have given you
some account of the very agreeable ladies I passed my time
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with at Cheltenham. I might refer you to Murray for his
opinion of Lady Carnegie, for through him I have known
something of her for several years; but you may tell him
that he had not exaggerated any thing in the praises he
often bestowed upon her. She is an instance of the best
Scotch female manners, affability, sincerity, a turn for specu-
lation and inquiry, sprightliness of understanding, as well as
manner, united with a great relish for humour, and con-
siderable execution in that way, aund all refined and regu-
lated by natural good sense and the experience of good
company. There is not a word of panegyric in what I am
saying; it is but a very imperfect likeness of her. Nothing
can be more delightful than to find such a character at the
head of a very large family, and to see all the cares and
anxieties it must occasion borne so gracefully. I must not
allow myself to write with the same truth of the young
ladies, lest you become censorious. You have some notion
of my taste, and what I require to be pleased, and will
therefore guess that I should not have been so much grati-
fied as I was, if I had not, besides an unusual degree of
information, and that use of accomplishments which gives
an air of elegance to common sense and to good feelings,
found in them a cheerful activity and polished unaffected
manners. This is what they have in common: they all
differ in character.” *

To this description we shall only add what Mr
Horner, with all his natural excellence, was perhaps
unable to appreciate, even had it been obtruded on
his notice, that the character of Lady Carnegie, with
all its attractions, was based on profound and enlight-
ened piety. Little did the youthful senator know
how much religion had to do in the rare combination

* Memoirs of Francis Horner, M.P., vol. ii. p. 153.
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of virtues which excited his admiration, and how
much it has done, in the case of Lady Carnegio, as
in not a few similar instances, to lend lustre to rank,
and to stamp value on natural accomplishments. She
is still spared to her friends and the world, in the
enjoyment of a green old age, else we might have
spoken on this subject with greater freedom.

We need hardly say that Sir Andrew Agnew fully
appreciated the attractions of the home which Mr
Horner has so warmly eulogised. In one of his
letters to his mother, dated October 3, 1815, a
month after his arrival at Cheltenbam, we meet the
following paragraph:—“ We have spent a most
agreeable time. For myself, I shall not feel so much
regret as I should have done a short time since [at
leaving Cheltenham], as the Carnegie family, with
whom I have chiefly lived for some time past, is now
broken up. They are, individually and collectively,
one of the most superior families I have ever met
with. After this I need not add that I am in love
with the whole family, and the mamma at the head of
it.” In November following, he thus writes to the
same dear correspondent:—“Here I am still, not
knowing how to fix upon a day for going away. The
way I reconcile it to myself is by saying that I have
not yet heard from Milman, and that Lord Killean
[now Lord Fingall, a great friend of his early days],
having left home some weeks since, must erelong
arrive here. But the fact is, I find my time pass
very pleasantly, and, having no particular object in
view before the spring, I might repent of changing




42 CHELTENHAM.

my abode. The gaiety which goes on now can
scarcely be called dissipation, consisting of small
early partics. The group of which I form one, and
which in reality is my chief attraction, I shall
endeavour to describe to you. And first, the three
remaining Miss Carnegies, who are each perfectly
different in character, but in their own way equally
delightful.—You may suppose what people say, but
do not believe it, until I tell you so myself!
We have delightful little parties in the evening.
Our mornings are passed in long walks to the num-
berless beautiful prospects in the neighbourhood, re-
turning home full of our adventures, our courage
in passing bulls in the fields, or our wonderful agility
in climbing stiles and gates; or we form an har-
monious concert, pianoforte, harp, violin, violoncello,
and though last not least, the flageolet, on which I
promise to be a great proficient.” Again, having left
Cheltenham, he thus writes from Mr Meade’s of
Chatley, near Bath:—“I have questions and kind
messages from friends enough to fill a quire, but
which your imagination is brilliant enough to con-
ceive, and my pen not active enough to narrate.
The insufficiency of this same little instrument
in unskilful hands like mine, I am much more
sensible of when I pausc to consider in what terms
I shall express my grief at leaving the fascinations
of Bay’s Hill, and which is only mitigated by the
pleasurable idea of making Cheltenham my road to
London.”

From these extracts the reader will be at no loss
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to guess “whereunto this would grow.” In the fol-
lowing spring the marriage was settled between Sir
Andrew and the youngest daughter of this excel-
lent family, Madeline Carnegie, who on the 11th of
July 1816 became his wife. To the commencement
of this most happy union, and the circumstances
which led to it, Sir Andrew would frequently revert
in conversation with his friends, in that half playful,
half serious mood in which he sometimes indulged.
“ Often,” says the friend to whom he owed his first
introduction to the family, writing to one of the re-
latives, “often has he assured me that to me he was
indebted for the greatest blessing man could possess,
and that the longer he lived the more sensible he
was of it.”

It is very apparent that what attracted Sir Andrew
to Lady Carnegie’s family was something superior to
the frivolity of the gay world, something more cul-
tivated in mind than in outward accomplishment—
nay, something even higher than mental superiority.
Not only had Lady Carnegie herself received and
loved “ the truth as it is in Jesus,” but many of the
family, and certainly she to whom he was now united,
had “tasted that the Lord is gracious,” and felt “the
powers of the world to come.”  Although for a time,
strangely enough, they did not perceive the incon-
sistency of living to a certain extent as the world,
and for the world, mingling in its gaieties though
aware they could yield no lasting pleasure, yet they
had higher aspirations and knew of nobler joys; and
God, who had implanted the divine principle within,
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soon enabled them to “come out and be separate,”
convincing them that his love and that of the world
cannot dwell together, and that “no man can serve
two masters ; ” thenceforward “ they declared plainly
that they sought another country, that is, an
heavenly.” The effect of this upon Sir Andrew will
come to be noticed afterwards, when we advert to
the change which soon after this took place on his
religious character.

We cannot conclude the present chapter without
giving an anecdote, which, though of a delicate
and somewhat romantic character, presents the
subject of these memoirs in such an amiable light,
that, at the risk of its good being “evil spoken
of” by some, or too hastily imitated by others, we
cannot refrain from introducing it. About the
end of 1815, he and a young friend were together
at a theatre in Bath, where, while attending in
their own box to the performance on the stage,
they were struck by observing, among the degraded
females who are always to be seen at such places, one
whose countenance was very different from those
around her, not from its beauty, but from its superior
and marked expression. Both of them felt that such
a face, beaming with intelligence, was out of its place
there amidst pollution and vice; and both imagined
to themselves the painful steps of artifice and de-
ception that had ended in such degradation. Sir
Andrew, not content with mere sentimental regrets
over her fall, accosted the lost one on coming out of
the theatre, and a few kind inquiries soon elicited the
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expected truth. With tears in her eyes, she repeated
the sad tale—too often realized—of false promises,
allurement, and desertion. She had been induced to
leave her father’s house—a respectable farmer—and
her betrayer, against whom she manifested much
indignation, had left her in the paths of sin and
wretchedness. What was to be done? Sir Andrew
felt that he could not abandon her to her sad fate
without an effort for her rescue. Reasoning with
her on the course of degradation she had commenced,
and setting before her the misery of its end, he suc-
ceeded in enlisting her better feelings on the side of
virtue, and obtaining her consent to enter a peni-
tentiary or private asylum for receiving such females.
Once embarked in his merciful enterprise, he perse-
vered. The first place where he sought her shelter
was under a Dissenting establishment; but this
proving unsuitable owing to the harshness of its
discipline, he succeeded in finding another asylum,
managed on a kindlier system by the Church of
England, where the object of his solicitude was in-
duced to remain for some time—he cheerfully bearing
all the expense incurred by her residence at this
place. Sir Andrew did not hear of her again till
about a year afterwards, and some months after his
marriage ; when he received a letter from herself,
telling him that he had saved her from ruin—that
she had returned to her father—that she was married,
and settled in a virtuous way of life—and that never
would she forget her debt of gratitude to him.

In recording this interesting episode in Sir An-
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drew’s early life, we do not decide on the prudence
of the step which he adopted. It was a feat of moral
courage from which many, less warm-hearted, might
have shrunk with cautionsness, and others, less
purely-minded, might have come off with dishonour.
We refer to it as an apt illustration of his character,
in which there was blended, along with “the meek-
ness of wisdom,” no small portion of chivalrous daring
in the cause of virtue and of truth. The following
extract from a letter addressed to him by Mr Meade,
the father of his young friend, one of the few whomn
he consulted in this delicate affair, shows the high
estimate which reverend old age even then formed of
the youthful enthusiast :—
“January 15, 1816.

“My DEAR FRrIEND,—Whatever may be the result of
your present endeavours, I have little doubt but that your
charitable intentions will, sooner or later, bring down upon
you the blessing of Heaven; for I do not suppose that any
conduct can be more acceptable to God than that of one of
his creatures labouring to save the soul of another. And
indeed it is one of the most valuable boons to man, when
the means and the inclination to do good are committed to
the same person. You are very right to indulge your un-
fortunate protegée in choosing her asylum. You are thus
giving her every chance of content and reformation. I am
very much obliged by the detail you write me of your pro-
gress, and hope you will give me the satisfaction of hearing
the final result. Indeed, I shall always be gratified by your
remembrance and correspondence ; for I can with truth
assurc you that my estcem and attachment to you are not
now purely hereditary. All our circle unites in kind regards
for you. Take care of your health, my dear friend; you
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have every thing else. Believe me, with unalterable regards,
ever yours,
“THOMAS MEADE.”

If any thing further were necessary in the shape
of attestation, the following short note from General
*Agnew,* one of his guardians, addressed to his mo-
ther from Bath, January 1812, might suffice:—
“Every thing I hear of Sir Andrew,” writes the
General, “tends to ease my conscience on the score
of inattention to my ward. Wilks+ swears by him,
and tells me he is much fitter to give me lectures than
to receive them, which I have the modesty to believe.”

Nothing is more remarkable at this early period
of his history than that innate purity, allied to a
high-toned sense of honour, which, even in the ab-
sence of the religious sentiment, led him into a path
of morality marked out for himself, and followed
perseveringly—not always amidst the approving
smiles of his fellows. Even already, while yet a
stranger to the shame as well as the power of the
Cross, he was a martyr to no small ridicule on
the score of his unbending virtue, and his opposi-
tion to all the fashionable vices of the age. That
there were some of his companions, however, who
could appreciate the noble pureness of his character,

* General Patrick Agnew, the uncle of Sir Andrew, served for many
years, with much distinction, in India. He was the personal friend of
the Duke of Wellington, and the father of Mrs Alex. Stuart Menteath,
the authoress of several beautiful pieces of poetry, to whom we are
indebted for not a few reminiscences of her cousin.

+ Colonel Mark Wilks, then appointed Governor of St Helena, where
he remained till the arrival of Buonaparte.
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appears from our next communication, which is ad-
dressed to a near relative of the family, by a gentle-
man formerly noticed as one who played with Sir
Andrew in infancy.* Making all allowances for the
partialities of early friendship, he must have been
singularly blameless who could have elicited such a-
testimonial from one who, living on the Continent
and in communion with the Church of Rome, might
have been expected to form a very different estimate
of Sir Andrew’s character; but whose affectionate
tribute comes, on that account, stamped with addi-
tional value :—
“ Ruk DE JERUSALENM, BRuags,
December 20, 1849,

“Need I assure dear Lady Agnew or yourself what heart-
felt satisfaction I should have in contributing in any way to
the memoir of my loved and lamented friend? But, long
and intimately as I knew him, there is nothing of his pri-
vate life with which I am acquainted that would interest the
public, except its rarity. From the time he could distin-
guish right from wrong, to the last, it was adorned by every
virtue that could elevate man. I knew him well—better
than most—from the time he was nine years old, until God
was pleased to take him to Himself. We were, as you say,
more like brothers than perhaps most brothers; so I can
most solemnly declare, before God, that a purer being never
existed as man. He mixed, as you know, at one period,
much in the gay world ; but he ever kept himself clear from
its contamination. If the term dared be applied to any
mortal, we might with truth say, he was a man without sin.
How I loved him you know, and how I grieved for him vou
will easily imagine.”

* John Coxon, Esq.



CHAPTER III.

FIRST SERIOUS IMPRESSIONS OF RELIGION—RETIREMENT—
DECIDED CHANGE OF CHARACTER.

1816-1822.

SHorTLY after the happy event recorded in the close
of our last chapter, Bir Andrew, accompanied by his
young wife, paid a visit to the Continent. His
original intention was to have spent a considerable
time abroad ; but the following letter to his mother,
giving her an account of the gaieties of the French
capital, will explain the motives which induced him
to abandon this design :—

“ Paris, September 2, 1816.

“MY DEAREST MOTHER,—Madeline has told you of our
being at the Grand Couvert at the Tuilleries on the fuast of
St Louis; how she had to get her dress made in four hours,
and how. the king [Louis XVIIL], with a napkin tucked
under his chin, ate profusely of every dish until he became
black in the face: such pious zeal did the anniversary of his
patron saint inspire, and so intent was he on satisfying the
appetite, not of himself, but of his people’s curiosity. It is
an old custom of the princes to dine vn public on all great
occasions, attended by all the great men of the state. On

D
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this day, Talleyrand and his uncle, the Archbishop of Paris
(who looked as if he had been dug out of his grave for the
occasion), stood on the right hamd. This most gallant nation
are most ungallant in their court arrangements. Ladies and
gentlemen go on different days; and M. regrets to find that
this evening she must go into the room at a different time
from the lady who presents her. On Tuesday we did not go
to the Duke of Wellington’s, as he had not returned from
hunting. And now, my dearest mother, let me tell you
that I shall, much sooner than I expected, give you a verbal
account of all our proceedings. Mr Vans makes it clear to
me that, in the present state of affairs, T cannot possibly stay
any longer away from home. I have only time to add, that
at the end of this week we shall change our course for the
Netherlands, Waterloo, &c. Before the end of the month,
we shall see you all for a day at Cheltenham, and then to
Lochnaw.—My dear mother’s affectionate son.”

Accordingly, instead of spending the winter in
Italy, as he had designed, after paying a visit to the
battle-field of Waterloo, where he was affected by
witnessing the memorials of the recent scene of car-
nage, he returned home by Brussels and Antwerp,
after an absence on the Continent of only six weeks.
At Lochnaw he resumed his favourite occupation of
planting and improving his estate. On the 2d of
January 1818, his domestic comforts were enhanced
by the birth of his eldest son, the present Baronet.
And here, had Sir Andrew continued the same man,
in point of spiritual character and attainments, as he
has hitherto been presented to the reader, the next
ten or twelve years of his life, which were spent in
domestic privacy, might have been passed over as
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affording little more to interest us than the ordinary
life of any other country gentleman. We might
have found ourselves confined to the task of chroni-
cling county meetings, road-trusteeships, tile-drain-
ing, and other improvements, relieved by royal levees,
fox-hunting, or county balls. But Providence had
designed the subject of our memoirs for higher em-
ployment, and he was destined, as God’s public ser-
vants usually have been, to pass through a course of
previous preparation. About the time at which
we have arrived in our narrative, a change, gra-
dual but decided, came over his character; and it
now becomes the pleasing duty of his biographer
to trace the stages of this, which, as it was to him-
self infinitely the most important, will be to the
Christian reader the most interesting, portion of his
history. :

Previous to this period, as was formerly hinted,
Sir Andrew, with all his regard to the moral decen-
cies and proprieties of life, and with a sincere respect
for religion, had manifested no deep sense of divine
and eternal things. His views of the gospel, if he
had any other than a vague conception of its glori-
ous truths, were very defective and erroneous. He
had never seriously studied the subject in the light
of Scripture. Without denying the mecessity of a
Saviour for fallen man, he had never been led to see
his own need of the Saviour provided ; and he rested
satisfied with those qualifications in which he was
conscious of excelling many others. Hitherto he
had not even heard an evangelical preacher ; for at
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that time the doctrine so called was not often to be
met with in the pulpits of either of the Established
Churches. The first “ gospel sermon,” it is believed,
he ever heard, was from the lips of the Honourable
and Reverend Gerard Noel, in the winter of 1818.
He came home expressing his admiration of the
eloquence of the preacher, and the interesting and
novel character of the discourse, adding, “I am told
too that the doctrine was good and scriptural ; but
of that I am no judge.” The truth of the gospel, as
it first flashed on his mind, produced a vivid and
lasting impression ; but for a time the impression was
far from being favourable. In the circle in which he
moved, there were not wanting worldly friends to
point out to him what these.same “ evangelical ”
doctrines would lead to—enthusiasm, separation
from the world, hyper-sanctity, and censoriousness;
and stories were at hand, embellished or invented,
of sad deviations on the part of those “ Methodists,”
who had “turned the world upside down,” and “had
come hither also.” It is not marvellous that Sir
Andrew was staggered by such representations. He
associated the term “ evangelical ” with * angelical,”
as fitly portraying the unearthly lives of those pro-
fessing such doctrines. His prejudices against the
“new doctrine” were rather confirmed than softened
by observing that, in the case of Lady Carnegie and
her family, it had led ultimately to a thorough sepa-
ration from “ the pomps and vanity of this wicked
world.” *  All unprepared for such an open avowal,
* Catechism of the Church of England.
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and as yet unconscious of that inward principle of
love which renders all worldly sacrifices, if such they
can be called, easy and pleasant, Sir Andrew saw
and heard what was going on around him with
amazement. Like the “ putting of a new piece on
an old garment, the rent was made worse.” All the
natural enmity of the heart was drawn out against
the way of salvation unfolded in the gospel; and,
strange to say, he who was so singularly upright, so
pure-minded, vice-hating, affectionate, and lovely in
his natural character, that he seemed one “ not far
from the kingdom of God,” took offence at the holy
character of the truth! Its charge of utter sinful-
ness before God appeared perfectly groundless. The
preacher ¢ who had brought such strange things to
- his ears” he would not hear again, and the very
subject was interdicted.

It is often difficult to say at what precise time the
grace of God may begin its reign in the hearts of
His children. We know there is a point in which
the man is “ born again,” and “ passeth from death
unto life;” but the preparatory stage may so much
resemble the “life,” or the initiatory steps may be
so nearly akin to the “ death,” that the process of
conversion appears, both to the convert himself and
to attentive observers, to be gradually and imper-
ceptibly progressive. The stream, on its first issuing
from the spring, may seem for a while stationary and
hesitating as to the course it is to pursue; but we
may be sure it has received its direction, though we
may not be able to discover this till it has reached a
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considerable distance in its career, when none can
mistake its onward tendency, or doubt its final
destination. Or, to adopt the sacred figure, it is
“ ag if a man should cast seed into the ground, and
should sleep, and rise night and day, and the seed
should spring and grow up, ke knoweth not how:
first the blade, then the ear; after that the full
corn in the ear.”—(Mark iv. 26). The recent dis-
closures of the spiritual experiences of that great
man, Thomas Chalmers, must have brought this very
sensibly home to the minds of thousands. Similar
was the process in the case of the subject of our
Memoir. It was not in his nature to cherish un-
founded prejudices against any man or class of men.
His high sense of integrity dictated to him the un-
reasonableness of judging concerning any system of
doctrine before examining into it ; and happily, even
while he persisted in disallowing all books which
dwelt on the obnoxious theme, the Bible was always
acknowledged as the supreme authority in such
matters : to its announcements he was ever ready
to bow ; and now, confessing himself very ignorant
of the whole subject, he determined to examine it
for himself at the fountain-head of divine inspiration.
This resolution he steadily adhered to, and on his
return to the country, in the retirement of home, his
mind gradually resumed its wonted tone. The dis-
tress he had suffered from the conflict between the
“ strange doctrines” he had heard propounded and
the prejudices of early life, seemed to subside
as he found themn enunciated in the Scriptures;
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but for some time he could hardly understand
them : the light of truth, as it first dawned on him,
was faint and glimmering, and like the blind man in
the gospel, half restored to sight, it may be said
that “he saw men as trees walking.”

The first book that was blessed for more fully
opening his eyes to the truth, was the volume of
sermons by Dr Chalmers, usually called his Astro-
nomical Discourses, which came into his hands to-
wards the end of the year 1818. The grandeur of
the theme, the novelty of the illustrations, and the
burning elocution of the writer, all conspired to
secure an entrance into the understanding at least
for the peculiar doctrines of revelation, to the eluci-
dation of which all this flood of eloquence was made
subservient. The humiliating doctrine of the fall of
man, and of salvation through faith alone, was no
longer resisted ; prejudice vanished, and the won-
- drous plan of mercy attracted his admiration as truly
worthy of God, and wisely suited to man. He be-
gan to see and confess that God is not only merciful,
but “faithful and just to forgive us our sins and to
cleanse us from all unrighteousness.” And such
pointed sayings as that of Luther, “that works jus-
tify not the man, but the justified man works,”
seemed to strike his mind with peculiar force. Hav-
ing thus overcome what was to him the main stum-
bling-block in the system of evangelical truth, its
entire prostration of all human merit—and having
come 80 far as to see that the blessed announcement
of pardon, through faith in a crucified Redeemer,
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contained within it the germ of all holy obedience—
Sir Andrew felt less difficulty in embracing the other
parts of the revealed scheme. About the same time
Mr Bickersteth’s “Help to understand the Scrip-
tures,” with its maps and figures, was made of use
to him ; and Dr Chalmers’s “ Evidences of the Truth
of Revelation ” met with a due share of his attention.

Once awakened to a discovery of “the truth as
it is in Jesus,” and a convert in sentiment, if not en-
tirely in heart, to the evangelical creed, his pro-
ficiency was steadily progressive, and the change was
indicated in a variety of outward evidences, which,
however little they may be thought of now, will not
appear so trivial to those who remember the prevail-
ing tone of religious feeling some thirty years ago.
Thus, in common with many others, Sir Andrew had
been wont to express an invincible repugnance to
tracts. A near relative, aware of the prejudice, ven-
tured, without disputing against it, to read to him
one Sabbath evening the well-known tract by Legh
Richmond, “ The Dairyman’s Daughter.” He was in-
terested, was delighted, and with his usual candour
confessed, that “ if all tracts were like that, he would
be the last man to object to them—they could do
nothing but good.” Helived to do much good him-
self through the once despised agency of these little
messengers,

Bible Societies were not then so popular as they
afterwards became ; and when, on the institution of
“The Stranraer and Rhins of Galloway Auxiliary
Bible Society,” in January 1819, Sir Andrew con-



SABBATH SCHOOLS. 57

sented to become its president,—an office which had
been previously declined by two others—the one a
nobleman, the other member for the county,—the
act spoke for the independence of his mind, and was
a step in advance. He recognised at once the duty
of distributing the Word of God, on which his own
religious convictions were founded ; and, though still
shrinking from any thing bearing the aspect of re-
ligious singularity, he deemed it a good work from
which he ought not to stand aloof. His early connec-
tion with this society, which brought him into contact
with good men of various characters and denomi-
nations, who held so much in common with each other,
he always regarded as a special benefit; and the expe-
rience with which it furnished him proved a valuable
preparative to his future career. “I well remember,”
says one* of those with whom he was afterwards
closely associated in this and other good works, “the
great wisdom and firmness he displayed on one oc-
casion when a difference of opinion arose, in conse-
quence of something in the annual report being
objected to, as containing sentiments supposed to be
at variance with the distinctive principles of some of
those who were friends and supporters of the society.
After many communings, Sir Andrew brought the
matter to a bearing, by saying that the passage ought
to be left out, ‘it being our business, as a society,
to circulate, not to expound, the Word of God.’”
Sabbath Schools, now considered as essential parts

* The Rev. William Symington, D.D., formerly of Stranraer, now of
Glasgow.
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of Christian machinery, were at that time regarded
with much suspicion ; and no such thing was known
in Sir Andrew’s neighbourhood, where, however, if
any where, they were almost indispensably needed ;
the working people, someof them emigrants from
Ireland, being in such wretched ignorance, that, so
far from being qualified to teach their children, they
were themselves unable to read. He readily con-
sented to the establishment of a school for the chil-
dren of his own people, under the superintendence
of one* well qualified by piety, zeal, and intelligence
to advance their spiritual interests. An adult class
was at the same time commenced, and suitable books
were procured for enabling them, in the shortest
possible time, beginning with words, not letters, to
read the Bible. In both this and the parish school,
Sir Andrew took the liveliest interest, frequently
visiting them; and of the former we find him thus
writing in 1820 :—

“Speaking of schools, that at the cottage goes on most
prosperously : it consisted of fifty last Sunday. In the
grown-up class, little Mary M‘Holm attended for the first
time, and proved a most apt and promising scholar. Mar-
garet Ravie is not only a woman of letfers, but can actually
read. Morland is much delighted to see all the herd boys
and girls with books constantly in their hands, preparing
their weekly lessons.”

A still more decided evidence of the change which
had come over his religious character appeared about

* Mr Thomas Morland, then a member of Dr Symington’s congre-
gation.
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this time, in his commencing, first the reading a
sermon on the evenings of Sabbath, concluding with
prayer, which led the way afterwards to the regular
observance of family worship, morning and evening.
This becoming practice, so unusual at that period,
when the customary prayer on Sabbath evening was
the utmost that in many families was kept up as a
relic of better days, he uniformly maintained in his
household to the last. At the same time he became
regular in his attendance on public worship. On
his first settlement at Lochnaw, the parish church
being two miles distant, an old dilapidated building,
served by an aged minister of the old school, the
family would commonly have prayers at home,
especially in winter, when Sir Andrew, who read
uncommonly well, would officiate himself, employing
the English Liturgy, and occasionally reading a
sermon. It is remembered, and may be remarked
as a curious illustration of his independent way of
thinking for himself, as well as his freedom from
High Churchism, that he always on these occasions
read the Absolution, as it is called ; and on a friend
pointing out to him that it was not usual for any
but a clergyman to read that, as the rubric ordered
it “to be pronounced by the priest alone, standing,
the people still kneeling,” he took the book, and
going over the Absolution, line by line, showed him
there was nothing in it which any man might not
read, as it was merely declarative of God’s readiness
to pardon penitent sinners; and he persisted in
reading it.
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Of Sir Andrew’s sentiments on ecclesiastical
matters we shall have occasion to speak afterwards;
it may be noticed here, that he now considered it
his duty to connect himself with the Church of Scot-
land, as the Established Church. At the same time,
he gladly availed himself of the opportunity, when
visiting his mother, the Honourable Mrs Agnew,
then living at Parkhouse, near Stranraer, of hearing,
which he did with much profit, some of the excel-
lent Dissenting ministers in the neighbourhood, espe-
cially the talented Dr William Symington, while he
remained in that town. With them all he was on
terms of the sincerest friendship and good-will, cordi-
ally acknowledging the service they had done to the
Church of God, by their zealous labours in keeping
up the knowledge and spirit of true religion, then at
alow ebb in both the Establishments. About this time
also, he exerted himself with much zeal, though un-
successfully, to obtain additional accommodation in
connection with the National Church in a neglected
portion of his own parish. The day of “ Church
Extension,” improperly so called, had not yet come.
The Church had, in fact, extended herself; but Sir
Andrew found, to his surprise, that her “ grand
caterers and dry-nurses ” insisted on her continuing
to wear, in overgrown maturity, the shoes and habi-
liments which had been made for her in childhood ;
and that, like the Spanish monarch, she must remain
where she was, though she should die in state, till
the proper officials came to her relief. He had,
however, the satisfaction, after in vain dealing with
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some of the leaders of the Church, of knowing that
he had done his duty, and the pleasing reflection
afterwards of having done it at a time when the
suspicion of being actuated by party motives could
not, with any show of reason, be entertained against
him.

While thus evincing a growing interest in the
cause of religion and of the Church, Sir Andrew did
not forget his duties as a landed proprietor. On
this subject we have the testimony of his intelligent
factor, George M‘Haffie, Esq. of Wigtoun, who had
the best opportunities of knowing him, having
managed his property for nearly the third part of a
century. “ Carrying my recollections back,” says
this gentleman, “ to the year 1818, from which time
till Sir Andrew’s decease in 1849, a period of up-
wards of thirty years, I was factor on his estates, I
had opportunity of remarking the purity and kind-
ness of his private character and disposition ; while
he displayed on all occasions the manners and bear-
ing of a well-educated and intelligent country gentle-
man, invariably kind and considerate to his tenantry,
during the agricultural difficulties which at times
pressed heavily on the country, such as those occa-
sioned by a tramsition from war to peace prices, the
currency bill, &c.

“ He succeeded his grandfather, I think, about
1809. The entailed estate had been neglected.
There were scarcely any public roads, and no farm
roads through the property. The farm buildings
and fences were of the very worst description, and
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the land itself under very indifferent management.
By Sir Andrew’s indomitable perseverance, with very
limited means and a large family, he had the satis-
faction of seeing his estates accessible by good roads
in all directions. He erected entirely, or partially
at least, forty new slated farm-steadings, built two
new corn-mills, and made many miles of new fences,
besides opening drains to a large extent over the
estate, on condition that the tenants provided stones
and filled them properly. These operations, with a
tile-work lately built, cost upwards of £18,600.
The Castle of Lochnaw*® was almost rebuilt by him,
a new garden made, and large plantations laid down
at an expense of fully £13,000. The result of his
management and outlay has been, I am glad to say,
most satisfactory.

“ The period of Sir Andrew’s possession of his
estates was remarkable for vast improvement in
agricultural science and practice, but of great fluctu-
ation in the prices of farm produce; the gleams of
prosperity being sadly overshadowed by pecuniary
difficulty. Sir Andrew, without any other sources
of income than his entailed estate, felt the necessity
of assisting his tenants, not only by making various
allowances of manure, &c., but actually in the years
1821-2-3-4, gave an abatement to the amount
of £4009. Again in 1826, when the crop failed

¢ The foundation-stone of the new house was laid in May 31, 1820,
in the presence of Lord Kingsale and other members of the family, the
divine blessing having been implored on the undertaking. It was so
constructed that the old might be removed, and the other remain entire.
—Bee Vignette on Title-page.
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- from the severe drought, and in subsequent years of
low prices, he gave abatements to the extent of
£5000 more, making a total abatement of upwards
of £9000. This reduction, under Sir Andrew’s cir-
cumstances, could only be effected by the most rigid
economy ; but this he felt no privation, compared
with the pain it must have given him to order the
recovery of rents, which the low price of grain and
cattle could not realize without trenching on the
capital of the tenant.”

“It may be truly said of Sir Andrew,” adds Mr
M‘Haffie in another communication, * that he found
the place a wilderness, and left it so changed, so im-
proved, as to be scarcely recognised by those who
formerly knew it.”

It may be easily conceived, however, that improve-
ments conducted on such a large scale, and meeting
with such unexpected drawbacks, must have borne
heavily on the resources of an entailed estate. In
July 1821, Bir Andrew thus writes to his mother:—
“There never was such weather as this. You talk
of grass in Ireland. I have not seen such a thing
these three weeks. You ask me aboutrents. I have
received none since the term-day, at which time I
got a fair collection, considering the times and the
markets. When I told Sir W. Maxwell, the other
day, that my tenants could not pay, he thought it the
worst news he had heard yet; so noted were they
for punctuality. Elliot [the architect] has taken his
departure. Although you may not believe me, I
think I like the plans better than before. The
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alterations evidently went much against his stomach.
He will not allow the saving will be as much as I
expected. However, it will undoubtedly be roofed in
at a smaller expense than before; and when that is
accomplished, I shall make a dead stop.” Again, he
writes—* Of the imprudence of beginning so large
a building when I had already some debt, I am now
fully aware. The depressed state of agriculture has
tended to increase my present difficulties. A bad
collection of rents has convinced me of the necessity
of reducing the building. It will have more of my
favourite style—the manor-house than the castle—
and will, I think, be improved.” This change in the
building he effected by his own knowledge of archi-
tecture, with hardly any assistance from the architect.
But he soon discovered the absolute necessity of re-
duction in domestic as well as architectural expendi-
ture. A large demand upon him, as a proprietor, to
contribute to the erection of a new church in a
neighbouring parish, added to the causes already
mentioned, brought matters to a crisis; and his first
resolution was to spend some time abroad with his
family, during which his fortune might be repaired,
while the improvements might still be carried forward.
With this view, preparations were actually made.
The home-farm was let, the establishment broken up,
the carriage laid aside, and the family moved to
Parkhouse, near Stranraer, ready to start for the
Continent after the May term in 1821. But deeper
views and feelings had by this time taken possession
of his mind. He began to think, too, as the time of
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departure drew on, that it was possibly a feeling of
false shame that dictated such a step—that in leav-
ing home many duties were necessarily neglected—
and that the end proposed might be gained as effec-
tually without this self-expatriation. Once convinced
that the path of duty was to remain at home, it took
but a short time with him to decide on his course.
He determined to remain at Lochnaw, and there to
practise that economy which so many of our gentry
prefer concealing among strangers and in a foreign
land. “We have resolved,” he writes to Mrs Agnew,
in July 1821, “on commencing a scheme of the strict-
est economy. We feel it is better than to struggle
with difficulties through life. It is customary, in such
circumstances, to go abroad. We have accordingly
voted ourselves a travelling party. We shall have
no more servants than are necessary in a journey ;
and we shall even save the expense of horses, as we
do not intend to go a greater distance than to the
Kirk of Leswalt! Such a resolution, you may sup-
pose, was not formed without some effort; and (such
is the force of habit) it will cost some effort to carry
it into effect. I am aware it would be much easier
to go abroad, like other people when in similar cir-
cumstances ; but to do so would be contrary to all
our feelings, both as regards ourselves and the
children ; therefore the battle must be fought at
home !”

The noble effort thus made was, in every respect,
richly rewarded. The happiest years, perhaps, of
Sir Andrew’s life, were those that followed of re-

E
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trenchment and economy. His time, spent in com-
parative retirement and seclusion from the world,
was devoted to the cultivation of his own mind by
reading, and to the education of his two eldest boys,
whom he himself took great pleasure in instructing,
particularly in history connected with genealogy, in
geography, and in astronomy. In the latter science
he took a deep interest; and, in imitation of Dr Watt’s
lines on the Zodiac, he printed a little catechism, which
he called “Sun, Moon, and Stars: Rhymes for my
Nursery.” It may be here observed that Sir Andrew
was fond of poetry, and often addressed a few simple
lines to his children. Those written in 1822, on Scrip-
ture subjects, show his increasing interest in “the one
thing needful.” At the same time, other matters were
not neglected. His improvements were carried for-
ward on a more gradual scale ; he attended all county
meetings, and paid regular attention to his duties as
a justice of the peacc. Meanwhile, his interesting
family grew up “like olive plants around his table;”
and it may be truly said that God’s blessing rested
on him and his house, so that “ whatsoever he did,
it prospered.”

To this providential seclusion from the gaieties and
follies of the world, which continued from 1821 to
1830, may be traced, as a special means under God,
the formation of Sir Andrew’s religious character.
What might have been the result, had he spent the
same years on the Continent, it would be unbecoming
to judge; but, after being seasoned to the frivolities
of Continental society and Continental Sabbaths, it




FFFECTS OF SECLUSION. 67

is hardly supposable that he would have been what
he eventually was, or done what he lived to do. The
retirement of Lochnaw was to Sir Andrew what the
land of Midian was to Moses, what the convent
of Erfurt was to Luther, what the rural parish of
Leuchars was to Henderson, and that of Kilmany to
Chalmers. It was the place where his soul was
nourished by close and calm communion with God ;
where the principles of grace, already implanted,
were fostered into maturity ; and whence he came
forth “fully furnished” for his Master’s public
work. So gradually had the change been wrought
on him, that, while he frankly admitted the different
views which he now entertained of the doctrines
which he had formerly treated as exaggerated and
“ Methodistical,” he was not yet conscious of the en-
tire and radical transformation which his character
had undergone. Nor was he as yet prepared for a
marked separation from the world. He could not
see the necessity for this. He disliked the appear-
ance of singularity; and though, with his usual
amiability, he abstained from giving offence to others,
by joining in fashionable amusements which they
accounted sinful, he himself saw no such evil in
them.

When King George IV. visited Ireland in 1821,
Sir Andrew was requested by his beloved maternal
grandfather, Lord Kingsale, to meet him at Dublin,
and give him his attendance and assistance, which his
lordship the more required in consequence of the
dislocation of his shoulder—an accident which had
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an unfavourable effect on his health. Sir Andrew
gladly obeyed the summons, and was much interested
in the whole affair, especially when, by his Majesty’s
permission, his lordship, at a special levee, asserted
the ancient privilege inherited by the family, of wear-
ing his hat in the royal presence.® As soon ashis Lord -
ship entered the room, which he did uncovered, the
King with his usual courtesy exclaimed, “ Put on
your hat—put on your hat; I would not lose one of
these old customs for the world. I delight in them.”
Lord Kingsale obeyed, and after thanking his Majesty
for his condescension, he passed on. Sir Andrew
saw him now for the last time; in the following year
he had to deplore his death. During this brief visit
to Dublin, he heard much of the difference of opinion
as to religious people joining in the dissipations of
the fashionable world; a nobleman high in- the
King’s favour having set a rare example, by keep-
ing himself aloof, Daniel-like, from such things,
while waiting on his royal master. Still Sir Andrew
felt undecided on the point. His taste for the little
agrémens of polished society, his love of innocent
gaiety, his accomplishments that rendered him
always a welcome member of the joyous circle in
which he was so well qualified to shine—all con-
spired to hide from him the real tendency of these
things.

His own mind still retained the buoyancy of youth;
and an event occurred which gave full scope to its
emotions, in the visit of George IV. to Scotland in

* See before, p. 16.
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1822, on which occasion Sir Andrew and his lady
having come to Edinburgh, we find him writing to
his mother in the jocular strain in which he was wont
to amuse her :—

“ DaLrY Houss, EpinBurcH, dugust 15, 1822,

“ MY DEAREST MoTHER,—Here we are: both Madeline
and myself We came by steam on Saturday to Glasgow,
and after church on Sunday proceeded hither—a work of
necesstty, from the state of the road, and horses. Three
miles an hour, good travelling with knocked-up horses.
General Wallace was our companion. All good Scotchmen
have laid aside their wits ; and Edinburgh, with its environs,
is in a ferment. Families of every name and race, with
anxious but smiling countenances, crowd the streets. Car-
riages of every description, from the chaise and one, to the
coach and six. Highland chieftains with their clans or tails,
with banners flying, broadswords drawn, and bagpipes play-
ing., Old gentlemen, wont to be grave, now with bows and
quivers, hover about—Cupids clad in tartan, and yclept
archers. Ladies, young and old, give prudence to the winds,
and say, the ladies of Ireland ruined themselves with court
dresses,—why should not we? But all the while, where's
the King? A noise we did hear this morning, but whether
the signal-gun, or the echo of a falling sweeping-brush, time
alone can tell. I was resolved not to come here; but when
we met at Wigtoun to move an address, and talk about how
it should be presented, so did my loyalty boil and swell
within me that it must needs have vent.”

We have said, that up to this time he could not see
or confess the necessity of an entire separation from
the world, even in the grosser forms of its public
folly and fashionable dissipation. But these he now
vindicated only in theory; and when again tempted
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to reduce them to practice, he discovered from
experience, that all unknown to himself, a cBANGE
had been wrought within, which unfitted him for
relishing, as he had once done, the frivolities of
fashionable life. 'When in Edinburgh on this occa-
sion, he attended a public ball, given in honour
of George IV. He thought it right to go, but
he experienced, in his own changed feelings, the
incompatibility of all such amusements with the
pleasures, the pursuits, and the prospects of the
“new man.” This new feeling he expressed at
the time, and thereafter he became estranged from
such scenes, though he never thought or spoke
harshly of others who frequented them. It was not
in compliance with the dictates of a narrower code
of morality—it was not from finding any thing in the
doctrines he had embraced, speculatively viewed,
that condemned such entertainments ; far less was it
because he had become a morose ascetic. It was
because he had tasted of higher joys that he no
longer could relish these earthly ones—because what
once he deemed innocent now offended the purity of
the new nature. He now felt the force of the apos-
tolic maxims, “Be not conformed to this world, but
be ye transformed by the renewing of your mind” *—
“Love not the world, neither the things that are in
the world. If any man love the world, the love of
the Father is not in him.”+ He now experienced
what Dr Chalmers has so happily described as “ the
expulsive power of a new affection.” The nobler

* Romans xii. 2. + 1 John ii. 15.
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love had gained the ascendency over the meaner, and
expelled its rival from its seat in the heart, which
thenceforward the Holy Spirit claimed solely and
entirely for God.

Some of my readers, in perusing the foregoing
account, will be involuntarily reminded of the
similar transformation wrought on Mr Wilber-
force. It is well known that in early life that
eminent Christian was the gayest of the gay, and,
though not a vicious man, was remarkable for his
wit and his distinction among the fashionable circles.
And yet a single perusal of the New Testament
was 80 blessed to him, that he became thence-
forth a new man. The witty songster, “the joy and
crown of Doncaster races,” became the Christian
senator, and the abolisher of the slave trade. But
while the resemblance holds true in regard to the
greatness of the change, it differed in the inanner
in which it was effected in the case of Sir An-
drew, which reminds us still more forcibly of the
conversion of the Rev. Thomas Scott, as described
by him in his “Force of Truth.” We observe
the same contrariety to such a change in his ori-
ginal religious opinions—so thoroughly opposed,
as these were, to the views stigmatized as Cal-
vinism and Methodism—in his temper and spirit, in
his high regard to character, “ambitiously fond of
that honour which cometh from man”—and now,
as he “ verged nearer and nearer to Methodism,”
becoming “ painfully sensible that he was drawing
upon himself the same mortifying distinctions which
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he had been wont, with self-complacency, to hear so
liberally bestowed on the persons to whom he now
joined himself.” We observe, too, that in Sir An-
drew’s case, as in that of Scott, ¢ this change in his
sentiments took place very gradually.” Like him,
he had “ no more thought, at first, of becoming what
the world calls a Methodist, than of turning Ma-
hometan.” Like him, he proceeded gradually, and
“with extreme caution.” He “gave up none of his
sentiments till the arguments by which he had
learned to defend them were satisfactorily answered.”
Like him, too, it was by the simple reading of the
Scriptures that he was led to form his views, un-
biassed by the influence or authority of man. Gra-
dually, but irresistibly, as the light streamed in from
on high, and as his early prejudices gave way, the
truths of the Gospel, one by one, dropped into their
right places in his evangelical creed—and, in fine,
“ carried back from the consideration of the effects
to that of the Cause,” and finding “his system
incomplete without it,” “the eternal purpose of dis-
playing the glory of His mercy and grace in har-
monious consistency with His most awful justice and
holiness.” * Like Scott, too, he soon became satisfied
that the system of truth, thus evolved by a candid
and prayerful study of the word of God, was nothing
more than that taught by the early fathers of the
church, sealed by the blood of martyrs, and plainly
set forth in the articles and homilies of the English
church, as well as all the other churches of the Refor-

* Scott’s Force of Truth—passim.
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mation; while the opposite views might be traced,
theoretically, to some Dutch divines of the seven-
teenth century, and practically, to a sad declension
of piety and fidelity in the pastors of the church.

Hitherto, the change effected on Sir Andrew’s cha-
racter, though visible to all, was not as yet made the
subject of conversation. Shortly after this, when
absent from home for a few weeks, seeking in change
of scene and air to re-establish his health, which had
suffered partly from mental anxiety during a painful
domestic occurrence, he fully confesses the change
to his nearest and dearest earthly relative, in answer
to a letter he had just received from her:—

“ DEAR MADELINE—You think too lowly of yourself,
and far too highly of me. There was a time when your
praise would have given me unmixed satisfaction ; for
praise was the attaining of the end for which I sought.
Propriety was the god of my idolatry; and my partial
friends gave me credit for being what I wished to be. But
although ever conscious of my own deficiency, yet the con-
viction never came with such overwhelming force, as when
lately deprived of strength both of body and mind, I was
no longer able to repel the humbling truth. From the
peculiar constitution of my mind, the pecuniary circum-
stances in which my folly has placed me have been an actual
affliction, which they might not have been to others. But
at this I do not repine; for it was necessary that the foun-
dation of sand should be swept away, and that I should be
trodden to the dust, ere I could effectually seek for help
where alone it was to be found. While in this state,
nothing cheered me but dear M.’s letters, with Mr Malan's
simple interpretation of the doctrine of salvation through
faith in Christ. By its simplicity we are startled when in
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health, and even after we have been avowedly healed
thereby we again question its efficacy. But I am now well
convinced that this alone can avail, when, in sickness or in
death, human sophistry is put to the test, and exposed in
all its nothingness.

“ It may be that I am more alive to such impressions
when my nerves are weak, as at present; but may not that
weakness be a necessary means for producing the desired
effect? And may I not pray and trust that I shall still be
in the same mind if mercifully restored to strength ?

“Think not that I am unhappy, or under any austerity
of mind. I never was less so, nor more convinced that
universal cheerfulness is an essential of true religion. It is
a great pleasure to me to write thus to you; and my only
regret is, that I did not speak more openly with you before.
You would have liked it, and you would have been of use
to me. May God bless you and all yours!”

In connection with this deeply interesting com-
munication, and as confirmatory of the views which
Sir Andrew expresses in regard to the error of
ascribing such humbling views of our own sinfulness
in the sight of God to mere weakness of mind or a
shattered state of the nerves, it may be mentioned
that, meeting with a friend about this time, the con-
versation turned upon the death of a gentleman
much beloved by both of them—a man who stood
high in his profession, distinguished by many great
and amiable qualities, and esteemed by all who knew
him. Sir Andrew’s friend launched out into high com-
mendations of the deceased; “and yet,” he added,
“ that man, when on his death-bed, I am told, was
in the deepest distress of mind, looking back on his
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former life, and taking the most gloomy view of every
thing—as if he had been the greatest sinner, and
nothing could comfort him. Doubtless,” he went
on to say, “the weakness of the body had affected
that fine mind, and he had not the power to throw
off the humbling and gloomy views under which he
sunk.” ¢ Rather,” was Sir Andrew’s reply, “ ought
we not, perhaps, to say that at such a time, when
viewing all in the new light of a death-bed and a
coming eternity, things appeared to him then in their
true colours, and he was then in his right mind, as
he never was before?” “It may be so,” the friend
replied, somewhat awed by the seriousness of Sir
Andrew’s manner; though in reality, like many
others, what he admired was a Roman death, and
not the death of the Christian—a headlong plunge
in the dark, rather than the fearless and hopeful
“ walk through the valley of the shadow of death.”
At this interesting stage in the life of Sir Andrew,
we cannot help pausing a moment to express the
reflections which it is fitted to suggest. Many, no
doubt, will be ready to think that one who had been
always so amiable, so upright, and pure, hardly re-
quired to pass through any process worthy of the
name of conversion; and may, perhaps, regard the
change which we have so described as nothing more
than the native fruit of good dispositions placed in
circumstances peculiarly favourable to their develop-
ment. But we see how differently the case was
viewed by the convert himself, who, in the above
extract, evinces a thorough knowledge of his own
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character, and who must be held best qualified to
judge of the change it had undergone. He found
that, like the young man in the Gospel whom Jesus
“loved ” when he beheld him, and who could boast,
in regard to the moral precepts of the law, « All
these things have I observed from my youth,” it
might be said of him, “ One thing thou lackest, and
that, alas! the one thing needful, for thy heart
is not right in the sight of God!”* He found that,
like Paul, his moral attainments were quite compatible
with enmity both to the law as it revealed the evil
of sin, and to the gospel as it revealed the merit of
the Saviour. He knew, particularly, how much that
pride of heart, which he confesses as his constitu-
tional failing, was opposed to the humbling doctrines
of the cross. In this respect, perhaps, more than in
any other, when we consider how completely this
principle was crucified and subdued, the case of Sir
Andrew may be considered as a wonderful monu-
ment of the power of divine grace.

Nor can we fail to observe, when we reflect on the
sacred character of the work afterwards assigned to
Sir Andrew, how clearly the wisdom of the Great
Master appears in preparing his servant for the war-
fare that awaited him, by inspiring him with that
divine principle which “worketh by love,” and
“ overcometh the world.” Had he remained devoid
of true faith, he would never have embarked in the
cause of God’s Sabbath, or would certainly, wanting
the guidance of that polar star, have made ship-

* Mark x. 20, 21 ; Acts viii, 21.
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wreck of the sacred vessel. As it was, he is one
among many proofs, that holy work can only be
safely entrusted to holy hands. To achieve great
things in the field of military prowess, of scientific
discovery, of civil liberty, or political improvement,
the natural powers of man may be quite competent ;
but it is otherwise in the field of Christian triumphs.
On these it is written, I will destroy the wisdom of
the wise, and will bring to nothing the understand-
ing of the prudent.” Not that we are warranted to
expect, under the present economy, that any thing
great can be done in the absence of all suitable
means. On the contrary, whenever God intends
to “work deliverance in the earth,” we see that he
raises up instruments qualified, in point of capacity,
wisdom, and zeal, for the service which he requires
of them. But the earthen vessel thus designed
“ unto honour,” must be * sanctified, and made meet
for the Master’s use, and prepared unto every good
work.” Natural gifts, in whatever degree they may
be granted, must pass through the purifying and
refining alembic of heavenly grace, ere they can be
used with success in heavenly work. It pleased
God, who separated Paul from his mother’s womb,
and called him by his grace to reveal his Son in
him,” before he could “preach him,” as Paul
preached the Son of God, “among the heathen.”
Nor is this principle confined to those who have
been eminently successful in the ministry of the
gospel. The examples of Howard and of Wilber-
force, may be mentioned in conjunction with the
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subject of our memoir, as sufficient to show that,
even in other spheres of philanthropic labour, more
adapted to laymen, and only indirectly connected
with Christianity, the religion of the heart has been
found the essential element of success; and that even
those objects which common benevolence taught men
to aim at, and which the men of the world toiled
after in vain, the humble child of God has, through
the power of faith and prayer, been alone honoured
to accomplish. ,

Let me only add, that in the selection of a cham-
pion of the Sabbath, who boasted no gigantic powers,
and brandished no formidable weapons of war, Pro-
vidence seems to teach us emphatically that “the
battle is the Lord’s,” and that, in the successful
issue of this conflict, “no flesh should glory in his
presence.” It was not that, in the person of Sir
Andrew, divine grace supplied the place of natural
greatness (for many a merely “good man™ would
have failed in carrying out what he was enabled to
perform); but that the blessing of God descended
on a range of accomplishments inferior, in point of
brilliancy, to those that usually catch and fix the
admiration of the world. The history of the Sab-
bath controversy has furnished not a few striking
instances of means, in themselves inadequate, having
been followed with results which have astonished its
friends as much as they have confounded its enemies,
And it is interesting to mark that the honour of
largely contributing to these results was reserved for
one who, so far as personal merit was concerned,
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could not stand lower in the eyes of others than he
did in his own, and who delighted to ascribe the
whole glory to Him to whom it was due;—as the
radiance of the setting sun, while it leaves the lofty
mountains in deep shade, may be seen resting on the
humble lake beneath, which reflects it back to the
skies,



CHAPTER 1V.

THE SABBATH—SIR ANDREW'S EARLY IMPRESSIONS AND
MATURE CONVICTIONS ON THE SUBJECT—DOMESTIC BE-
REAVEMENTS.

1821—1828.

Lirtie did Sir Andrew anticipate, at the period of
his life to which we have come, the path into which,
by the singular providence of God, he was after-
wards led, when he became the advocate and cham-
pion of the Sabbath. Brought up in Ireland, and
in the Church of England, at a time when evangeli-
cal religion was in a low state, his views, his feelings,
and his actings, as regarded the Lord’s day, were
any thing but rigid. When he first came to Scot-
land, he has often related how much he was sur-
prised, and even amused, at the strict ideas which
he found prevailing on this subject, and more particu-
larly what a hearty laugh they enjoyed at the expense
of one of his Scotch cousins, who was much scanda-
lized, one Sunday, at overhearing his uncle, Governor
de Courcy, in the act of whistling.  Oh, Governor!»
she cried out instinctively, “ you forget.” FOl‘get
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what ?” he inquired. “You forget that it is the
Sabbath-day.” “No, indeed; I do not. What
makes you say s0?” “You were whistling a tune,
Governor,” she gravely replied. “ And what is the
harm of that?” “Why, no one here does it on the
Sabbath-day; they only sing psalms.” “Then you are
a very singular set of people”’—was the conclusion
to the colloquy. Scotland has, indeed, been at all
times singular among the nations for her regard to
the holy day; but never, perhaps, was the standard
of its observance so low among all classes as at the
period towhich we now refer. It ishard tosay whether
the insidious progress of Frenchinfidelity at the Revo-
lution, or the boisterous rage for war which followed,
had done most to invade the peaceful sanctity of the
day. Except among the straiter sects of Presby-
terians, who, identifying themselves with the prin-
ciples, inherited some portion of the spirit of their
fathers, the great body of the people, including
many that were esteemed pious, entertained very lax
notions on the obligation of the Sabbath, having
some vague conception that it had been abrogated
by the milder laws of the New Testament. Sir An-
drew’s practice was certainly no exception, at this
time, to the prevailing course of desecration. That
command, which afterwards became his watchword,
“Remember the Sabbath-day to keep it holy,” was
not then the rule of his conduct. He wrote letters,
he paid visits, he dined out, he travelled, on the
Lord’s day ; he saw no harm in doing so ; he thought,
every one did the same ; and, from all he saw around
F
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him, he had too good reason for the conclusion. As
the Sabbath was a very common day in Ireland, even
for commencing a journey, it is not surprising that
it should never have occurred to him to do other-
wise than continue his journeys on that day ; nor did
he remember having had a thought about it, except '
on one occasion, some time before his marriage,
when, stopping to change horses, after having been
detained about a quarter of an hour, the landlady,
ere he started, made an apology for the detention,
saying that “the postboy had been in church, and had
had to be sent for.” Sir Andrew felt distressed at the
occurrence. It may have been his benevolence, more
likely than his conscientiousness, that was touched.
But he often alluded to it in after life; and it is
believed it was the first feeling of the kind, con-
nected with Sabbath observance, that he experienced.
A similar incident, which occurred several years
afterwards, on the occasion formerly noticed, of
George IV.’s visit to Scotland, may be here added.
Arriving on Saturday afternoon at Glasgow, Sir
Andrew and his party next day attended the cele-
brated Mr Chalmers, whom he now heard with
much delight for the first time. He had fully
intended to spend the Sabbath in Glasgow ; but, on
consulting with the landlord, such a representation
was made of the demand for horses and carriages,
on account of the King’s expected arrival, that it was
voted “a work of necessity” to proceed that evening
with such cattle as could be procured. In the course
of the journey, however, the question was much dis-



THE SABBATH—FIRST IMPRESSIONS. 83

cussed by the party, and before its termination, they
overheard it decided for them in a way not the most
agreeable to their feelings. Something having gone
wrong with the harness, the party were detained on
the road till it was repaired ; during which operation
a few people, returning from church, gathered round
the vehicle, and a venerable patriarch of the village,
raising his voice, was heard to say, “ Weel! I kenna
what gude the country may get from the King’s
visit ; but this I ken, that it has garred mair travel-
ling on the Sabbath-day than ever I saw in my life
before.” Nothing was said in reply to this; but the
reproof was felt, and by none more keenly than Sir
Andrew. In proportion, however, as he began to
feel interested in the subject of religion, the Lord’s
day gradually assumed in his eyes a holier aspect,
and, without any specific plan, was naturally more
devoted to those religious exercises, both public
and private, in which he now took an increasing
delight. Ever thoughtful of others, he reduced the
Sabbath work in his household, though not at first
to the extent which he afterwards effected. Step by
step, the Sunday correspondence was dropped. The
Sunday post bag, first unsent, then unopened, was
ultimately interdicted. The Sunday visits became
fewer and farther between, till they fell into desue-
tude; the Sunday travelling, once the rule, now
became the exception, and finally the transgression
of the rule; till, at last, he gave up all and every
thing that distracted the mind from the things of
God, or that in any degree imposed unnecessary
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labour on others. A few simple verses, not destitute
of sweetness, composed about the period at which
we have arrived, show that he had now come to
relish the sacred rest of the day. Though never
intended for the public eye, they are given below, as
an interesting record of his first feelings on a subject
which afterwards so engrossed his mind.*

Still, for several years after his mind had become
seriously impressed with divine things, it cannot be
said that his conscience was very tender on the sub-
ject of the Sabbath. His improved outward observ-
ance of the day was rather the result of improved
religious feeling, than of any fixed principle; and it
is probable he would have shrunk from any rules on

* In this thy day of rest,
O Lord, look thou on me,

And keep me, Lord of all, I pray,
From all disquiet free!

Mine inmost, deepest thoughts,
In awful mercy probe,

And from the world’s alluring garb,
My sinful heart disrobe.

O Lord, I would confess,
My thoughts do earthward stray,
And after childish, fleeting toys,
Doth Satan lead the way.

Blest Lord, we’re warn’d by thee,
This marks the carnal mind;

The power to raise one upward glance
In thee alone we find.

Invited by thy Word,
Thine own way would I take,
And, nothing doubting the reply,
Ask for Lord Jesus' sake.

e e
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the subject, as savouring of Pharisaism or Jewish
peculiarity. An occurrence, however, which took
place soon after this, served to give his mind a
decided bias towards more correct and scriptural
views of the obligation of the S8abbath on Christians.

Sir Andrew had been led, some time before, to
peruse the works of the late Dr MCrie, particularly
his Life of Knox, and his celebrated Review of Sir
Walter Scott’s Tales of my Landlord. Both had
produced a strong impression on his mind, and par-
ticularly the last, by the entirely new light in which
it presented to him the character of our covenanting
forefathers, removing his early prejudice against
them, and showing that, while valiant for their God
and stanch to religious principle, they were also made,
to use an expression of Sir James Macintosh’s, which
subsequently took a deep hold of Sir Andrew’s mind,
“ the unconscious founders of our civil freedom.”
One Sabbath afternoon, the 6th of July 1828, while
at Dalry House, on a visit to his mother-in-law, Lady
Carnegie, who was a personal friend of Dr M‘Crie, his
curiosity induced him to go to hear, in his character
as a preacher, the author whose writings he had so
much admired. Having piloted his way to the
humble chapel in which the Doctor officiated, he was,
to their mutual surprise, recognised by the elder who
presided that day over the plate at the door, his old
friend Mr John Hay, the planner,* and who, delighted
and proud that the Baronet should have come to
hear his minister, directed him to what he called

¥ See before, p. 25.
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“ the best seat in the church.” The service pro-
ceeded, and the Doctor, opening the Bible, read
out as his text, Exodus xx. 8: “ Remember the
Sabbath-day to keep it holy.” After adverting to the
low standard of opinion and practice prevailing on
this subject, the preacher proceeded to prove the
antiquity of the Sabbath—an institute coeval with
creation, and dating before the fall——so that he
might say he preached unto them “ no new command-
ment, but an old commandment which they had
heard from the beginning.” He next expatiated on
the morality of the institution, showing that it had
its basis deep in the moral law. He then went on
to speak of the reasonableness of the institution—of
its benevolence—of the duties implied in a right
observance of the day—of the tendency in man to
forget the Sabbath, and the various ways in which it
is violated—of the jealousy with which God watches
over the sanctification of his own day—and of the
duty of all, in their several stations, to promote the ob-
servance of the Sabbath, and, in so far as lay in their
power, to prevent its profanation. And he concluded
by contending, on these grounds, for the obligations
and privileges of the Christian S8abbath as not infe-
rior to those of the Jewish—by deploring the blind-
ness and enmity of the men of the world to the
interests of religion—and by showing the observ-
ance of the Sabbath to be the glory, and its pro-
fanation to be the disgrace, of any people.*

* To gratify the curiosity of some of our readers, we shall give a por-
tion of this sermon in the Appendix. Unfortunately the latter part of
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The curiosity of Sir Andrew was excited by the
text, and he felt at first somewhat staggered by what
he regarded as the very extreme views propounded
on the subject by the preacher. But he became
gradually impressed with the force of the scriptural
arguments advanced, and he went away with a strong
conviction which never left him, and which grew
within him into the solid consistency of axiomatic
truth, that Sabbath observance is an essential branch
of morality, and that the fourth commandment is of
equal obligation on man with the other precepts of
the Decalogue. Few can fail to mark the finger of
an all-wise and overruling Providence in the singular
arrangement by which the subject of our memoirs
was led, as if by the hand, to the place where the
messenger of God was to “ tell him what he ought
to do.” It is remarkable that, among all the preach-
ers of the day, he should have stumbled on one, as
his instructor in the doctrine of the Sabbath, who
was perhaps of all others best prepared, from his
familiarity with the old school of theology, foreign
and domestic, to initiate his pupil in the soundest
and most enlarged views of the subject. It is also re-
markable, that of all the Sabbaths in the year he should
have visited Dr M‘Crie’s chapel when he happened
to preach on Sabbath obligation and observance,—a
topic on which, though he may have often touched
on it incidentally, he never preached expressly more

it is not to be found among the author’s manuscripts; and it has been
supplied in the text above from notes taken at the time by one of the
hearers.
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than perhaps twice during his whole ministry.* And
it is more remarkable still, that of all the periods of
his own life, Sir Andrew should have happened to
receive this lesson at the very time when, from his
previous training in the school of Christ, he was pre-
pared to listen to it with candour; and when he was
just about to commence that public career, during
which he so frequently experienced, amidst manifold
assaults and temptations, that nothing could effec-
tually sustain him save the high principle of the
divine authority of the Lord’s day.

“ This incident,” says an eloquent writer, advert-
ing to it at the time of Sir Andrew’s death, “ seems
charged with an important lesson, both to ministers
and to people. It ought to convince the one class
that, as so very much may depend on a single ser-
mon, its composition ought to be regarded as no
light or trivial matter, towards which it may be
enough to direct mere half efforts of the mind; and
to show the other how very important in its results
a good resolution may prove, when taken in the
proper spirit, and in reliance on the promised help.
The determination formed in the humble Presbyte-
rian meeting-house has led to a struggle whose arena
is the British empire, and which, whatever reverses

* There was only one other occasion, so far as I can discover from my
father’s note-books, on which he preached a sermon on the subject of
the Sabbath. There are a few notes written in 1817, from the text in
Isaiah lviii. 13: “If thou turn away thy foot from the Sabbath, from
doing thy pleasure on my holy day, and call the Sabbath a delight,” &c.
And from these words he followed up his discourse in a practical strain,
on the Sabbath succeeding that on which Sir Andrew heard him.
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it may experience, is sure of success in the end. In
Foster’s well-known essay, there is not a more re-
markable instance of decision of character than that
which this interesting anecdote furnishes.” *

At this stage of our narrative, we may be per-
mitted, as a token of respect to Sir Andrew’s memory
(and one which he himself, had he anticipated any
thing of the kind, would have deemed the most
grateful and appropriate), to state as briefly as pos-
sible the views which he was now led to entertain on
this important subject. In common, then, with the
great body of our reformed divines, and in strict
accordance with the formularies of the churches of
both England and Scotland, he embraced the doctrine
that the Christian Sabbath, instead of being a mere
church-holiday, resting on ecclesiastical tradition, or
even a mere religious ordinance, admitting of theolo-
gical controversy, is a moral duty, based on the eter-
nal and undebateable law of God. TUnlike other reli-
gious rites, which are of temporary enactment, the
precept of the Sabbath flows, not from the will
merely but the very nature of God. It was there-
fore enjoined at first, in imitation as well as com-
memoration of God’s own rest, when he ceased from
all the work which he had made.—(Gen.1i. 2.) The
Sabbath thus dates from paradise, prior to the fall
of man, and stands on the same level, in point of
universal and perpetual design, with the institute of
marriage, the law of human labour, and the charter

* From the Witness of April 21, 1849.
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of man’s dominion over the lower creatures. Its
primary obligation rests, not on the revealed law of
Moses, nor the remedial law of Christ, but on the law
of nature. Hundreds of years before it was graven
on the tables of stone, it was written on the heart
and grafted on the constitution of Adam. “The
Sabbath was made,” not for the Jew, nor for the
Christian, but “for man.” And as it was coeval, so
it must be held to be coexistent with creation. When
“ the law was given by Moses,” therefore, this precept
was enshrined in the centre of those “Ten Command-
ments,” which stand out in bold relief from all other
parts of that law, as the divine compend of all mor-
ality, and the authoritative standard by which what
is universally and everlastingly moral, may be distin-
guished, even in the Bible, from what was ceremonial
or only of local and temporary obligation. What-
ever change may have taken place, under the Chris-
tian economy, on the mode of religious worship, it is
certain that no change could affect the authority of
the moral law. Our blessed Lord guards his disciples
against “thinking” for a moment that he “came
to destroy the law;” on the contrary, to unfold its
perfection, as a code of duty, was the favourite
theme of his ministry, and to secure our obedience
to it as a rule of holy living, while he delivered us
from its curse, was the main design of his mission.
To deny the continued authority of the Decalogue,
the only infallible test of eternal right and wrong,
would be to unsettle the very foundations of morality;
and such is the indissoluble connection between all
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the parts of this heavenly system, that to pluck a
single orb from its firmament must endanger all the
rest and lead to the ultimate subversion of the whole.
This is placed beyond all doubt, so far as the fourth
precept is concerned, from the very opposite conclu-
sions which have been reached by those who have
carried out their opinions to their full and legitimate
results. In the elaborate treatises of our home and
foreign divines, the vindication of the Sabbath is uni-
formly associated with a defence of the perpetual
authority of the Decalogue ; while on the other hand,
as in the writings of Archbishop Whately, in order
to invalidate the authority of the Sabbath, it is found
necessary to set aside the whole Decalogue, as no
longer binding on Christians.®

The morality of the Sabbath being thus regarded
as a fixed point, the circumstances connected with
the change of the day and the mode of its observance
become fair subjects of theological discussion. And
here the opinions of some of our reformed divines,

* See Whately On the Difficulties in the Writings of St Paul, pp.
185-191. It is not so generally known as it should be, that Archbishop
Whately actually holds the abrogation of the whole moral law of the ten
commandments! He has, in fact, though quite unconsciously, fallen
into the very error of Antinomianism which he had undertaken to re-
fute. With singular simplicity, not to speak of logical infelicity, after
setting aside the law, he would substitute the Christian principles of love,
gratitude, &c., as the standard of Christian duty. In other words, he
confounds the motives of Christian obedience with the rule which these
motives enable us to obey! The Antinomians, who never disclaimed
the principles of Christianity, though they discarded the law as the rule
of Christian life, would certainly have claimed Dr Whately as a convert ;
as the ancient Socinians and Anabaptists would have joined with him in
depreciating the Decalogue.

e ek
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particularly Luther and Calvin, have been by many
supposed to differ from those held by the churches
in our land. But their substantial agreement in the
doctrine of the Sabbath, as an institution of moral
and perpetual obligation, however they may have
varied in their mode of advocating it, has been clearly
demonstrated.* Luther maintains that “ the Sabbath
was, from the beginning of the world, appointed to
the worship of God;” and Calvin, though he may
not have expressed himself on all occasions so guard-
edly as to avoid the semblance of self-inconsistency,
finds, “in the example of God a perpetual rule for
all ages among men.” The main point of difference
between our divines and those of the Continent, lies
in the latter holding the fourth commandment to be
partly moral and partly ceremonial. If I may be
allowed to state my own views of the difference in
question, I should say that the sentiments of our
foreign divines arose, partly from their opposition to
the superstitious observance of saints’ days in the
Romish church, and partly from feeling the neces-
sity of reconciling the morality of the Sabbath with
the strong language employed by the apostles in
reference to the Judaical distinction of days. To this
source we may clearly trace the strong language oc-
casionally used both by Luther and Calvin. At the
same time, none plead with more force of reasoning
for the universal and perpetual morality of that day,

* Bee particularly, « The Real Opinions of the Most Eminent Re-
Jormers regarding the Sabbath,” by the Rev. Patrick Fairbairn, Minister
of Salton—a treatise of great research and unanswerable force.
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both on the ground of its primitive institution in
paradise, and its place in the Decalogue.

It may, I think, be granted with safety, and it has
been shown with much force of reasoning, that the Sab-
bath, in passing through the hands of Moses, assumed
something of the typical or shadowy character of that
dispensation. In particular, as given to the Jews, the
mere bodily resting may have had a prospective
meaning, prefiguring the Christian rest, and as such
the day may have been considered as kept holy
merely by abstinence from bodily labour. Hence
the term Sabbath, or rest, became peculiarly distinc-
tive of the day as a Jewish holiday. Under Christ,
when all shadows were abolished, it became neces-
sary that this peculiar character, incidentally stamped
on thé Sabbath, should cease; but, the morality of
the day still remaining unchanged, Christianity
merely restores it to its primitive design, as a day,
not of mere bodily, but of koly resting. Abstinence
from ordinary labour is still enjoined, but enjoined
mainly to afford opportunity to devote the time thus
rescued from the world, to the worship and service
of God.* Viewing the matter in this light, we can
easily reconcile the strong statements of Paul in re-
gard to the abolition of the Jewish Sabbaths, with
his equally strong assertions of the perpetual morality

*® Such are the views of the question which have been so ably advo-
cated by Marck, a distinguished theologian of the University of Leyden,
who flourished in the beginningof last century.—(Scriptur. Ezercitatio-
nes, Pars iv. Exod. xx. 8-11). In another treatise on Matthew,

xxiv. 20.—* Pray ye that your flight be not on the Sabbath-day ”—he
argues that this must have been the Jewish Sabbath, and that the term
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of the Decalogue. And it affords, at the same time,
a satisfactory reason for the change of the day from
the seventh to the first. As circumcision, though
intended at first, when given to the patriarchs, as a
seal of Grod’s holy covenant, assumed a legal character
under Moses, and therefore gave place to baptism;
so the Sabbath, having acquired under Moses a legal
character, it was fittingly transferred, to mark the
change of dispensation, from the Jewish day to the
Lord’s day.

Although, however, at all times ready to listen to
such defences and explanations of the sentiments en-
tertained by our foreign divines, it is but fair to men-
tion that Sir Andrew was not disposed to place much
weight on them. With characteristic independence
of mind, he would waive all such discussions, and say,
“ Let Calvin and his opinions go to the winds, and
let us stand on the authority of God’s law.” He
was always much impressed with the peculiar phrase-
ology of the command, “ Remember the Sabbath-day
to keep it holy.” The word RememBER, peculiar to
this precept, dwelt on his mind with singular force.*
And he would frequently remark, that the command
was not simply to remember to keep holy the
Sabbath, but to remember the Sabbath in order to

Sabbath is never applied in Scripture either to the seventh day when first
instituted, or to the first day of the Christians. He yields, in short, a
number of the positions taken up by the enemies of the Christian Sab-
bath, and yet demonstrates, on the most incontestable grounds, the per-
petual and universal obligation of the fourth commandment.

* He even had a seal engraven with the favourite motto REMEMBKE,
with which all his dispatches on the Sabbath cause were endorsed.
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keep it holy; for it is only by keeping this day in
remembrance all the week that we can make such
arrangements as duly to sanctify it and keep it holy.®
The strikingly rich and judicious comment on this
word, which is given in the Larger Catechism of the
Scottish Church, he would often quote with high
admiration.t And when dealing with the members
of the Church of England, he seldom failed to remind
them that every one of them had, before being ad-
mitted to the Holy Communion, on their bended
knees, heard the fourth commandment solemnly
repeated by the minister, and had with their own lips
andibly responded to it in these words: ¢ Lord have
mercy on us, and incline our hearts to keep thislaw.”

The following remarks, found among his manu-
scripts, express, in Sir Andrew’s own language, and
in language most judicious and precise, his senti-
ments on this subject, indicating the ruling principle
which guided him in his course through life, and

* Letter to the Rev. William Lecke of Brailsford, by Sir Andrew
Agnew, Bart., M.P., p. 4.

+ % The word Remember is set in the beginning of the Fourth Com-
mandment partly because of the great benefit of remembering it, we
being thereby helped in our preparation to keep it, and, in keeping it,
better to keep all the other commandments, and to continue in thank-
ful remembrance of the two great benefits of creation and redemption,
which contain a short abridgment of religion: and partly because we
are very ready to forget it, for that there is less light of nature for it,
yet it restraineth our natural liberty in things at other times lawful;
that it cometh but once in seven days, and many worldly businesses come
between, and too often take off our minds from thinking of it, either
to prepare for it or to sanctify it; and that Satan, with his instruments,
much labour to blot out the glory and even the memory of it, to bring
in all irreligion and impiety.”
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more especially in his Sabbath warfare :—* The pre-
cepts of morality—that is, the moral law of the Deca-
logue—are the appointed restraint upon the univer-
sally evil propensities of the fallen race, and are
necessarily repulsive, until men are re-transformed
to the image of Glod by the renewing of their minds.
And when any such are created in Christ Jesus unto
good works, to righteousness and true holiness, it is
not that any new revelation has been made to them
for their rule of life, nor yet that their system of
morality is now vague and undefined, but rather that
the propensity is changed—the moral law has become
congenial by the influence of the Holy Spirit. Their
morality is at one with His who bruised the head of
that old serpent, who first beguiled them to trans-
gress, and perverted or inverted the mind of the man
originally created in the image of God, the author of
the moral law. And those of whom it was empha-
tically said, ¢ There is none righteous, no, not one!’
now having their understandings opened to under-
stand the Scripture, can delight in the law of God
after the inner man, and can echo the words of Him
whose name they bear, I delight to do thy will, O
my God; yea, thy law is within my heart.’”

The principle of Sabbath observance having been
thus settled in his convictions, it only remained that
Sir Andrew should be set right in the matter of
practice; and an incident which occurred shortly
after the time we now speak of, taught him a lesson
which he did not speedily forget. When engaged
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in his canvass for Wigtounshire, he was accompanied
by a dear and much valued relative, whose unobtru-
sive modesty forbids us to mention him by name.
On Sir Andrew’s determining to go to Manchester,
where some of the electors then resided, his arrange-
ment was to get to that town by the mail which
reached it early on the morning of Sunday. The
urgent necessity for immediate interviews with these
voters, appeared to him fully to justify this slight in-
fringement of the Sabbath. Not so with his pious
relative, who having spent much of his time on the
Continent, and witnessed the sad effects of Sabbath
desecration there, had learned, what too many of his
"countrymen have there unlearned, to prize the strict-
est obedience to the holy commandment. He at
once declined that part of the plan, and mildly put
it to Sir Andrew, that even admitting that the circum-
stances did establish a case of necessity, as regarded
the candidate for a seat in Parliament, they could
not by possibility justify a private friend in making
himself a travelling companion during any part of
the Sabbath-day. Sir Andrew at once owned the
reasonableness of his friend’s objections, and admired
the conscientiousness that dictated them; and,
yielding to his example, the two agreed to spend the
Sabbath together as a day of rest and privilege at
Kendal, which the mail reached at midnight. They
did so, and Sir Andrew seemed greatly to enjoy the
refreshing dreak which it made in the occupation
which had lately engaged them. The day was spent
in a quiet and profitable way; and as, by starting
G
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again at midnight, they reached Manchester to break-
fast, no time was actually lost in the business they
had on hand. Frequently, in conversation with his
friend afterwards, he would refer to this circumstance,
as that which, in the providence of God, practically
prepared him to appreciate the rest of the Sabbath
for himself, and to consent, when afterwards called
upon, to introduce a measure to secure the same
blessing for others.

But another and sharper kind of discipline awaited
him—that of domestic affliction. Hitherto, through
the goodness of God, death had not entered his
dwelling. Four sons and three daughters had been
given him, when, in January 1830, the beginning of
the year in which he first entered Parliament, the
first breach was made. Suddenly, and without pre-
monition, the unwelcome messenger came and carried
off the youngest of the family—a lovely and favourite
daughter, Elizabeth, nearly two years old. At
twelve o’clock, noon, while her father was absent on
business at a neighbouring town, she was seized with
a fit, and in a few minutes all was over. On his re-
turn in the afternoon, he could hardly credit the sad
intelligence, till on going into the chamber of death
he saw the remains of the little one, whom, but a few
hours before, he had left, as he thought, in her usual
state of health. A letter hastily written after the
event to his two eldest sons, who were at school
in England, will describe, better than we can, his
feelings in this hour of bitter trial. It may be men-
tioned, that on the evening of the same day which
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proved the last to his Elizabeth, another daughter
was added to the family.
% Locunaw Castie, February 6, 1830.

“ MY DEAREST ANDREW AND JOHN,—You will, I am
sure, be very happy to get another good report of your dear
mamma and her baby. We have very much—many bless-
ings—to thank God for, and more especially at this mo-
ment, when relieved from most painful apprehensions ; for
had not your dear mamma been wonderfully supported,
what might not have been the consequences of the shock
she received at such a critical moment, by the loss of our
sweet little Elizabeth! It is our prayer to be resigned to
our loss, and to be thankful for what we are permitted to
retain. It has always been my desire to feel that my chil-
dren, whether in the next room or in the next kingdom, are
alike under a more efficient protection than I can spread
over them. In this instance, my insufficiency to protect was
most strikingly brought home. I left the dear baby looking
as well as usual in the drawing-room, for the purpose of
going to Portpatrick. The carriage not being quite ready,
I walked up and down the terrace, making thus a delay of
a few minutes; and I have ascertained that, before I entered
the carriage, my child was no more—although I was igno-
rant of it for four hours thereafter ! ”

Afflictions seldom come single. Another blow
was at hand. The child, born in the house of mourn-
ing, and baptized in remembrance of the departed
by the name of Madeline Elizabeth, was soon to
follow her little sister. After Sir Andrew’s election,
and soon after he had taken his seat in Parliament,
in November 1830, he received the news of his
second loss. His reply breathes the resignation of
a chastened spirit. “My dearest M.,” he says to
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his sorrowing partner, “ our grief is for ourselves, and
not for our sweet dear that is gone where I firmly
believe we should all better be, if such were our
Father’s will, than in this, our place of trial. It is
my comfort to think that you can look on things
invisible as though they were present to our mortal
sense, and in simplicity say, ¢ Thy will be done!” I
could have wished to have been permitted to see
your sweet little likeness again—but I trust I am
resigned.”

How few enter on public life better prepared for
meeting its conflicts and temptations! And how
wisely kind does the heavenly Master appear in lay-
ing His chastening hand on His servant, ere He sent
him into his peculiar sphere of public labour; thus
eliciting those graces which spring from affliction,
and which he was soon called upon to exercise—
meekness, patience, and hope of “a better country,
that is, an heavenly,” where the trials of time shall

be swallowed up in the peacefulness of an eternal
Sabbath !



CHAPTER V.

COMMENCEMENT OF PARLIAMENTARY CAREER—THE REFORM
BILL—PRELIMINARY MOVEMENTS IN BEHALF OF THE
SABBATH—SIR ANDREW SELECTED AS THE LEADER OF
THE CAUSE IN PARLIAMENT.

1832.

Ar an early period of his life—so far back as 1816
—S8ir Andrew had felt and expressed a laudable
ambition to serve in Parliament as the representative
of his native county. Various causes now combined
to induce him to undertake this responsibility. The
representation of Wigtounshire had been held by
more than one of the ancestors of the family. His
connections insured him no small influence. He had
been appointed, in November 1828, to the office of
Vice-Lieutenant of the county; and, by his habitual
attention to county affairs, had recommended himself
to the freeholders, and more especially to Lord Gar-
lies, afterwards Lord Galloway, the Lord-Lieutenant
of Wigtoun, whose powerful family influence was
cordially given to forward his prospects. When,
therefore, on the accession of William IV., a writ
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was issued for a new election, he resolved, on the
retirement of Sir William Maxwell, to start in oppo-
sition to James M‘Douall, Esq., younger of Logan.
At this period, when the Duke of Wellington and
Sir Robert Peel were at the head of affairs, Roman
Catholic emancipation had but lately passed into
law; and the next question expected to occupy the
attention of ministers was that of Parliamentary
Reform. As regards the former question, Sir Andrew
always felt peculiarly thankful that it had been de-
cided before he entered Parliament. Averse, from
natural temper, to any thing wearing even the sem-
blance of persecution, or of imposing civil disabilities
for religious opinions; believing, with many others,
that the Romish section had become greatly modi-
fied with the advancement of the age; judging of
the system fromn those of its adherents with whom
he had come in contact—many of them the beloved
companions of his youth, and “all honourable men,”
and seeing no cause of alarm for the cause of Pro-
testantism, he was persuaded that had he been then
in Parliament, he must have voted for the measure.
The Romish Church wore, in those days, a particu-
larly bland and beseeching aspect; as far removed
from the grim ferocity of former times, as from
the arrogant pretence of its present attitude. Nor
had any symptoms as yet appeared of that alarming
movement towards Rome which has since been made
within the Church of England. It was, therefore,
with feelings approaching to devout thankfulness
that Sir Andrew reflected, in after life, that he had






|~

SOPTEITRLYVY N AN passadug

188l
31403d KL 40

o mpasodosd SEOLIMGIITY o1p qpa rpafo),
‘INIRVITHVY OL SHIARIR
Supuag
SA'TVA ¥ ANVIONA
Wi $32Vd INL DHIMONS

dVH




1 o 1 z e v P

e ot e il . e ™ 70 e L s g “

ey T Tt Y i) e ity 0y O] Y T e oD Ay | B vamiy A v e ot ol
YO 20 R DAY YD AL 73590 BT 404 304 G Flbt VN WY $ T Y P | A = b, _

[ [P I I A 4 V0] e M ) Y DU A iy 7 e e e e T Y

ey e ey Ly 40| | sty Dussssmgns s ons 4 s

b P prvprea (Bapepyrve oy 3| vanjusspy g wenssi 4 JUINSHUOA | @ TRUPIVET  Mparitasy wr i) o rryrsis A as ussfy sves sismgo.s vy wasiy

HILSIHD T PIETAS st I | A s O ) i ®  pedsayer e R et L o

NOILVNY14dXd

e

b u‘n....‘_O,
= :

X







“ A MODERATE REFORMER.”’ 103

not been called to take any active part in furthering
a measure which, on maturer thoughts, he saw was
fraught with danger to the British constitution, the
glory of which he was led to consider as lying in the
fact that Protestantism—another name with him
for Christianity—is incorporated with its very exist-
ence, and that the sovereign of these islands claims
the allegiance of her subjects in virtue of being a
Protestant Queen.

The main political question, therefore, on which he
required to take his ground was that of Reform. On
this subject, Sir Andrew gloried in ranking himself as
a “Moderate Reformer.” The necessity of some re-
form in the representation, was firmly impressed on
his mind. Fond of geography, he enlisted it in the
service of politics. To exhibit, in a palpable form,
the absurd inequality with which the elective fran-
chise was distributed, and the necessity, arising from
the altered state of the country, for a more equitable
apportionment, he constructed two maps of England,
showing, at a glance, the places where members of
Parliament were closely clustered, while large towns,
such as Manchester, which had grown into existence
since the representation was adjusted, were entirely
left out ; and at the same time pointing out the in-
tended changes. These maps, drawn up originally
for his own satisfaction, “just,” as he said, “ to enable
any one to take a bird’s-eye view of the whole sub-
ject,” were afterwards printed and circulated among
the members of Parliament, and they were considered
by some leading men on both sides highly useful in
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giving a distinct and tangible idea of the field on
which the political campaign was to be conducted.
At the same time, not from any personal attachment
to the interests of the aristocracy, but from a patri-
otic feeling that these interests were closely bound
up with those of his country, he was unwilling to see
a sweeping disfranchisement of those boroughs which
had long enjoyed the privilege of sending representa-
tives to Parliament. On the same principle that,
while extending his accommodation at Lochnaw, in
a style more suited to later ideas of convenience, he
retained the ancient castle, with its old-fashioned
nooks and turrets, sadly out of proportion as they
looked beside the modern structure, “I could much
wish,” he says to one of his correspondents, “that
the reformers had, like you, resolved to repair an old
house, keeping up all hereditary associations, those
seeds of patriotism, instead of striving to erect a new-
fangled structure.” With these sentiments, though,
upon the whole, friendly to the government of Sir
Robert Peel, and anxious that he and his associates
should introduce the measure of reform, he deter-
mined to keep himself independent of all parties, and
leave himself at liberty to vote according to his con-
scientious convictions.

Holding these principles, Sir Andrew, after a can-
vass, in the course of which he received the most
flattering reception, and after securing the interest
of Lord Garlies, the Lord Lieutenant of the county,
together with many others, who manifested towards
him the most friendly feelings, offered himself as a
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candidate for the representation of Wigtounshire,
and was unanimously elected, on the 18th of August,
1830. The following account of the election, taken
from a cotemporary newspaper, may be interesting
to our readers :—

“ Wigtoun, 18th August—Our election began and ended
yesterday in the unanimous return of Sir Andrew Agmew,
of Lochnaw, Baronet. Though a contest was expected, none
took place. Captain M‘Dowall, younger of Logan, had a
numerous body of friends, but he resigned the contest at the
eleventh hour, much, I daresay, to the disappointment of
those who, in these piping times of peace, are fond of seeing
a little political fun.

“Still we had visitors from all quarters; and as the hour
of business arrived, the court-house was crowded to suffoca-
tion. After the usual forms, Sir James Dalrymple Hay was
called to the chair, and Mr Agnew appointed clerk to the
meeting. The roll was then purged, and the names of the
two new freeholders added to the list. Stair Hathorn Stew-
art, Esq., proposed Sir Andrew Agnew as a fit and proper
person to represent the county of Wigtoun in Parliament.
Forbes Hunter Blair, Esq., in seconding the motion, briefly
adverted to the high character and qualifications of the can-
didate. He who now sought to represent the county, repre-
sented an ancient and most respectable family, and had long
been distinguished for the zeal with which he labours to
promote every thing connected with the prosperity of Wig-
tounshire, That zeal he will, no doubt, carry with him into
a higher arena, as well as that prudence and propriety of
purpose which are the surest guarantee of wise and efficient
legislation. His talents, principles, and attainments, are
known to you all; his integrity is undoubted, his assiduity
undeniable. From intimate personal knowledge, and careful
observation of his conduct and character, I feel confident he
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will prove a valuable member of Parliament; and, both on
public and private grounds, feel great pleasure in offering
him to your acceptance, by seconding the motion that has
Jjust been made.

“The roll was then called, and Sir Andrew declared
unanimously elected. In returning thanks, he addressed
the freeholders in a neat and feeling manner. His grateful
acknowledgments were not only due to his own friends, but
to those who had started in opposition, and who, throughout
the contest, had conducted themselves in such an honourable
and gentleman-like manner. But it might be asked, what
were his political principles? What his sentiments on the
great questions that were likely to occupy the attention of
Parliament? Here he could only answer generally, that he
would support the crown. To the present administration
he was favourably disposed, but still he would not pledge
himself to any specific line of policy. He would vote with
ministers when their measures seemed calculated to promote
the public weal, and against them should they deviate, or
appear to deviate, from what he must call the golden rule
of all upright and patriotic statesmen. (Cheers). He was
proud of the high honour conferred on him, the important
trust confided to his charge, and would endeavour to dis-
charge its duties faithfully. Again he thanked the free-
holders cordially and sincerely, and would at all times feel
the greatest pleasure in conciliating their esteem, and con-
sulting their wishes.

“ Qut of doors, the populace manifested the utmost enthu-
siasm in favour of the worthy baronet, and on his re-appear-
ance on the streets, he was compelled, by gentle force, to
enter his carriage, which was drawn in triumph round the
square of the town, amidst shouts of applause that were
literally deafening.”*

* Dumfries Courier, August 1830.
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Sir Andrew entered Parliament in the autumn of
1830, and for some time contented himself with sur-
veying the state of parties. The following lively
picture of the House gives his early impressions of
it, and his views of the policy of ministers :—

“ The House of Commons is an extraordinary scene. At
times it appears inextricable confusion, and then again order
and method appear. Messrs H and O are most
wearisome, because incessant. If they are not speaking
themselves, they are the subjects of the speeches of other
people. It can never for a moment be forgotten that these
two vulgar men are in the House. They pervade every
thing; they are indefatigable, warm, but weighty speakers.
0 is the most disagreeable being I ever beheld. His
fiendish smile and discordant voice correspond. His inces-
sant ‘ Hear, hear!’ is the most jarring sound I ever heard.

“ The misfortune is that there are few animated speakers
on the ministerial side of the House. Sir Robert Peel does
the labour of Hercules, but he is not adequately supported.
By much the most severe attacks the two have received have
been from members sitting beside them.

“The state of parties is any thing but satisfactory. The
speeches of the Duke of Wellington and Sir Robert Peel on
the first night were at variance. The Duke protested
against all reform; Sir Robert made a speech which leaves
him free to do any thing which he may find expedient. So,
those who are most desirous of supporting the Government
in this hour of need, feel that they may be left in the lurch
to-morrow. There is every appearance of a desire to give a
powerful support to ministers, if they would only make up
their own minds to indicate what should be done.”*

In the close of this year, Sir Andrew having re-
* To Lady Agnew, November 16, 1830.
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quested the opinion of Dr Chalmers regarding the
bill for removing Jewish disabilities, received the
following highly characteristic reply :—

“ EpinsuraH, December 31, 1830.

“ DEAR SIR ANDREW,—Were I a member of Parliament,
I should vote for Mr Grant’s motion; but I would not have
originated the motion myself, feeling that, in the present
instance, there was no urgent or practical necessity for the
measure, and that without such necessity it is not expedient
to offend the religious scruples of a great many in our land,
even though I cannot share in them.

“While upon this subject, may I be permitted to state,
that I never felt more shocked at any public exhibition than
that reported to have been made in the House of Commons,
on Mr Percival’s notice of his motion for a General Fast. It
is felt by many here, and by myself among the number, that
the indecent levity wherewith the notice was received, is a
more fearful sign of the times than all the incendiarism of
the south. The motion may be rejected, and more especially
on the ground of public prayers having been ordered; but
I do hope that it will be solemnly and respectfully enter-
tained, and that a spectacle so appalling will not be offered
as that of a legislature dissociating God from the manage-
ment of his own world, and practically disowning him as the
Governor amongst the pations and families of the earth.
The appearance of such an infidelity as this in our high
places, carries in it, to my apprehension, an aspect of far
gloomier foreboding to our land, than all the crime and all
the political violence which are now abroad among the
people. I have the honour to be, dear Sir Andrew, yours,
most respectfully,

“THOMAS CHALMERS.”

Sir Andrew was soon destined to encounter, in his
own person, the virulence of this “ infidelity in our
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high places,” against which Dr Chalmers pointed his
honest and well-merited rebuke. For the present,
however, his mind was chiefly occupied with the all-
engrossing subject of parliamentary reform.

On a new Parliament being summoned, he again
offered himself to the constituency of Wigtounshire,
in May 1831. Adhering to the independent course
which lie had chalked out for himself, he had de-
clined, though strongly solicited, to vote on the divi-
sion which, in November 1830, issued in the retire-
ment from office of the Duke of Wellington and the
Conservative party. He did so because he regarded
it as a factious vote, and not involving principle. But
the Whig ministry having come into office, he con-
sidered it his duty to vote for the Reform Bill, re-
serving to himself the liberty of proposing modifica-
tions on it in committee. On this occasion, his
friend, the Honourable Montgomery Stewart, having
withdrawn from the contest in his favour, he was
opposed by Mr Hathorn of Castlewigg, who appeared
on the Conservative side. As usually happens in
times of political excitement, Sir Andrew found that
his moderate and independent policy exposed him
to suspicion and misconstruction from both of the
extreme parties into which men were then divided.
He felt himself in the predicament of the poet—

“ In moderation placing all my glory,
While Tories call me Whig, and Whigs a Tory.”

On the one hand, “Mr M. Stewart (inadvertentlyno
doubt) represented him to have stated that he would
not support the measure of reform, unless important
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modifications were made ; whereas Sir Andrew de-
clined giving any pledges whatever, either on the one
side of the question or the other, and claimed, if ad-
mitted to the honour of a seat in the new Parlia-
ment, the same freedom of opinion which he had
exercised in the old.” On the other hand, in answer
to the circular of his Tory opponent, he finds it
necessary to state—“In my correspondence with my
constituents, I have always endeavoured to explain
the nature of the qualified support which I have
given to that measure. To the English Bill alone, I
have given a qualified support. I voted for the
second reading (whereby it is admitted that the
important question of reform is virtually carried in
the affirmative—that which remains for consideration
being rather matter of detail), having been convinced
that the time was come when the subject of reform
must be entertained, and seeing no method so effec-
tual for a right understanding of details, as a full
discussion in a committee of the whole House:
keeping myself free to exercise my humble judgment
by voting for or against the third reading, as in the
circumstances might seem most conducive to the
public weal.”

On Monday, therefore, May 16, 1831, the county
election took place, under circumstances of extraor-
dinary excitement. The contest ran very close. “In
the morning,” we are informed, “ all was anxiety and
uncertainty on the part of the two candidates; and
it was not till the arrival of Mr Stewart Mackenzie
of Seaforth, who had posted it from Edinburgh, and
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arrived in Wigtoun a short while before the hour of
meeting, that Sir Andrew’s hopes of success were at
all sanguine. Mr Blair, of Blair, was anxiously looked
for by Mr Hathorn; and, had /e arrived and not Mr
Mackenzie, Mr Hathorn’s return would have been the
consequence.”

How small and apparently trivial are the incidents
(not undesigned by Heaven, though unmeditated by
man) on which the most important issues frequently
depend! Had Mr Mackenzie’s post-horses been
somewhat less expeditious, or had Mr Blair’s been
a little less tardy, Sir Andrew’s career in Parlia-
‘ment might have terminated with his first session,
and the Sabbath might have looked as vainly for its
advocate in St Stephens, as Mr Hathorn for his sup-
porter on the hustings.

Sir Andrew having been proposed by Mr Stewart of
Physgill, and supported by Sir J. Dalrymple Hay, the
other candidate was proposed by Mr Carrick Moore,
who took this opportunity of expressing—as far as
he was allowed, amidst the hootings and uproar of
the crowd—his astonishment to find that, “instead of
supporting the Duke of Wellington, as he had given
them reason to expect, Sir Andrew had joined the
ranks of his political enemies—men whose admiration
of every thing French knew no bounds. He was as-
tonished to find the representative of the county of
Wigtoun a staunch supporter of a reform bill which
had been framed from a French model and on French
principles!” The preses having declared the state of
the vote to be 17 to 16 in favour of Sir Andrew, the
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successful candidate, in returning thanks, repeated
his resolution to go into Parliament free and un-
fettered by any pledges; frankly confessing that it
had been his desire to support his Majesty’s govern-
ment, but declaring his disappointment at finding
the Duke opposed to all reform ; and now, though
at first surprised at the sweeping measure proposed
by the new ministry, he had voted for it, in the hope
that, after fair discussion and due modification, it
would be passed into a law. “It may be safely
said,” observes a contemporary print, “ there never
was such a day as Monday seen in Wigtoun before !
Early in the forenoon, carriages came pouring into
town from all quarters, and pedestrians without
number from the neighbouring towns. The con-
stabulary force were in attendance, to preserve peace
among the many thousands present—a precaution
judged prudent from the reports of disturbances at
other elections, but which was happily unnecessary,
the multitude having behaved in the most orderly
manner. When the result of the contest was made
known, the cheering from all quarters was enthusi-
astic. Sir Andrew was chaired in the usual manner
after the election; and it must have been highly
gratifying to the honourable baronet, after the
fatigues of his protracted and arduous contest, to
witness the unbounded joy and satisfaction so uni-
versally expressed at his return.”

Nothing struck those who witnessed this scene so
much as the becoming spirit in which the contest
was conducted. “ How nobly,” exclaims one of them,
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“the candidates behaved to cach other!” The
gentlemanly and Christian bearing of Sir Andrew, in
particular, during the whole of this and his other
contests for the representation, elicited the warmest
praise. One who had the best opportunities of ob-
serving his private as well as public demeanour,
during these exciting conflicts, has said—“I cannot
account for the meekness, the forgivingness, the for-
bearingness exemplified by Sir Andrew, on any other
ground than the prayerful spirit in which he engaged
in all the affairs of life; and on those occasions of
more than ordinary excitement and trial, he drew
largely from the Fountain of his daily supply. His
invariable practice was never to allow any of his own
supporters to speak disrespectfully either of his op-
ponents, or of those landlords or their factors that
were opposed to him. And when the election was
over, although it was difficult for his supporters, and
those connected with him in the contest, to get over
the unpleasant feelings engendered on these occa-
sions, no one could know by Sir Andrew that he had
been opposed.” Another, who acted as his agent
on three of the occasions on which he was returned
to Parliament, says—“ I am sure that, as a conscien-
tious, disinterested, and high-principled gentleman,
he went to Parliament unfettered by party feeling;
discharging his important duties with perfect inde-
pendence.”

The first occasion on which Sir Andrew took an
active part in the business of the House, was on 15th
July 1831, when he rose and moved in the commit-

H
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tee the following amendment on the Reform Bill :—
“That the boroughs enumerated in Schedule A shall
have a share in the election of a member or members
to serve in Parliament, as hereinafter provided.”
After remarking that now was the time when mo-
derate reformers, who had been thrown overboard
by the right honourable baronet, were called on to
come forward, he, with great modesty, proposed his
scheme. ¢ His amendment would, he thought, do
an act of justice which the bill at present did not.
The plan he should wish to see adopted would, in
point of fact, assimilate the English system of bor-
oughs to that of Scotch and Welsh boroughs. With
regard to the nomination boroughs, it had been said
that his plan, if agreed to, would have the effect of
throwing thein into the hands of borough proprietors.
There he conceived his opponents to be in efror;
because, by his plan, the boroughs which would be
joined for the purposes of election would have an open
constituency, and, by those means, he apprehended
the power of the borough proprietors would be dimi-
nished, not increased. In Cornwall, instead of six
boroughs, make six districts; extend the district sys-
tem through England, eking out the constituency of
boroughs too small to return members (without the
risk of incurring that partiality which had been more
than insinuated) by adding, not the surrounding
parishes, but the neighbouring towns or large vil-
lages, as may be found expedient.”

In the debate which followed on this amendment,
he was supported by Sir Robert Peel and other
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members of the Opposition; who, under the influence
of very different motives, advocated Sir Andrew’s
clause, in the hope of defeating the design of the
bill. “I admit,” said Sir Robert, “ that I am not a
strenuous supporter of the amendment of the hon-
ourable baronet, but I accept it as a lesser evil. It
is an alternative offered me, and I shall follow the
course pursued by all statesmen, and of two evils
adopt the less.” Sir Andrew, at the close of the
debate, vindicated his consistency in moving this
amendment with his former vote for the reading of
the bill. “I consider,” he said, “ that the consoli-
dation of the boroughs would be comparatively easy,
as the experiment has been already successfully
practised in Scotland ; and that my vote for the dis-
franchising clause is not at all incompatible with the
opinion I now express on the subject of consolidation,
and with the communications I have already held
with the right honourable baronet.” The amend-
ment, however, was strenuously opposed by the
Government, on the ground of its being inconsistent
with the principle of the bill, and was lost by a ma-
jority of 316 to 205.* But though the Reform Bill
was a larger measure than he desired, he felt it his
duty to vote for it, on the principle that reform was
necessary, and that whatever defects might attach to
the bill, further delay was unwise and unsafe. His
name, thercfore, appears in the list of the majority
which carried that important legislative measure.
The longer he lived, he saw cause to rejoice in having
* Mirror of Parliament, July 15, 1831; pp. 600-612.
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lent it his support, and to be satisfied with the wis-
dom of giving to the middle classes—generally speak-
ing, the soundest portion of the community—that
share of political influence which they had learned
to value, and were entitled to possess.

Being as anxious as my readers can be to leave
these political details, and bring forward Sir Andrew
in his proper sphere, I shall merely add, that on the
writ being issued for the first reformed Parliament,
Sir Andrew again presented himself to the same con-
stituency, on the 8th December 1832, and was a
third time elected without a dissentient voice, the
other candidate, Mr Carrick Moore, Junior, of
Corswall, having retired before coming to the poll.
On this occasion, his address to his constituents
manifested the same indomitable firmness and inde-
pendence as he had shown before the measure of
reform was carried. Having acknowledged the
honour, enhanced by his being the first member re-
turned for the county by a popular constituency, he
said :—

“T have represented you in Parliament before; and what-
ever opinions may be entertained of my conduct there, I
have the approbation of my own conscience that I have en-
deavoured to do my duty to the best of my humble ability.
I have never courted the favour of any man ; I will not seek
to gain the favour of his Majesty’s government; I may say
conscientiously, gentlemen, I will never seek even your
favour by any undue means,—knowing that the best way of
serving my country, and of meriting your approbation and
support, is by turning neither to the right hand nor to the
left, but by pursuing a straightforward course. On looking
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back upon my conduct in Parliament, and upon every vote I
have given on the very vast and important matters that have
come under my consideration, I feel satisfied that I have
acted up to the best of my judgment; so much so, indeed,
that were the same interesting and overwhelming train of
events again to occur, and every vote again to be demanded
of me, I would act precisely as I have already done. I am
a friend to the interests and property of my country, and in
every thing I am most anxious to keep pace with the rapid
improvement and increasing intelligence of the age we live
in; having a due care always, however, to maintain and up-
hold the framework of the constitution. I return my most
heartfelt thanks for the kindness which has every where
been shown me during my canvass, particularly in not ask-
ing of me pledges. I disapprove of pledges, and had they
been asked of me, I would not have given them; and I
stand before you an unpledged member.”*

It was not till after the passing of the Reform Bill
that Sir Andrew was led, in the providence of God,
to interest himself in, and to advocate, a far higher
reform—a reform in the morality, not in the repre-
sentation, of the people—a reform to the effectnat-
ing of which the Saviour has attached an honour
higher than that which earthly kings can give, or
worldly politicians receive: “ Whosoever shall break
one of these least commandments, and shall teach
men 5o, he shall be called the least in the kingdom
of heaven: but whosoever shall do and teach them,
the same shall be called Grear in the kingdom of
heaven.” Sir Andrew had entered Parliament in
1830, and it was not till 1832 that he became ac-

* Dumfries Courier, December 1832.
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quainted with what good men in London, particu-
larly in connection with the Lord’s-Day Society, had
been doing to arrest the growing evil of Sabbath
profanation.

With his native lowliness of mind, he took
every opportunity of disclaiming the honour of hav-
ing originated the movement in favour of Sabbath
observance. “I would distinctly disclaim,” he says,
in February 1835, “however gratifying it might be
to me to appropriate to myself, the honour of hav-
ing revived, in this age, the discussion of the claims
of the Lord’s day ; which, in the words of the Bishop
of Calcutta, is ‘one of the grandest practical topics
upon which we are now called to treat.’ The Bishop
of Calcutta himself did much to pave the way for
our present efforts, by preaching, in the year 1827,
and afterwards publishing, seven sermons on the
¢ Divine Authority and Perpetual Obligation of the
Lord’s Day.’ These sermons assisted to overthrow
many of the loose notions which were afloat, by bring-
ing before the public eye, not merely the views of
the Bishop of Calcutta, but the collective views and
opinions of the old and best divines upon the subject:
and in drawing attention to this work, I do not hesi-
tate to acknowledge myself personally indebted to
its pages.” * Before the publication of these excel-
lent sermons, the attention of the English public was
still more pointedly called to the subject of Sabbath
profanation, by Dr Blomfield, Bishop of London,

* A Letter to the Friends of the Sabbath Cause. By Sir Andrew
Agnew, Bart., M.P., February 1835, p. 3.
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whose mind had been shocked by the scenes of
depravity and ungodliness which he had witnessed
both in the country and in the metropolis, and by
the fearfully rapid increase of Sabbath desecration
throughout the land. In 1830, he published a
letter, addressed to the inhabitants of London and
Westminster, “ On the Present Neglect of the
Lord’s Day.”* The unusualness of such a mode
of address, coming from one occupying so high a
station, and enjoying so much respect,—but, above
all, the startling disclosures which the writer made
of the prevalence of Sabbath profanation in the
metropolis, and the fidelity with which he uttered
his warnings and admonitions to all, and especially
to the higher classes of the community, had the
effect of turning general attention to the question.
Roused by these forcible exposures and timely
warnings, the public mind was prepared for active
measures to meet the exigency; and the first evi-
dence of an awakened spirit was the formation of
several societies, in the metropolis and elsewhere, for
the purpose of remedying the crying abuses, which
none attempted to deny or to vindicate. The most
important of these, was the “ Society for Promoting
the Due Observance of the Lord’s Day.” This society
(which has been distinguished from all the other asso-
ciations for a similar object by the high scriptural
position which it assumed at its very commencement,

* A Letter on the Present Neglect of the Lord’s Day. Addressed to
the Inhabitants of London and Westminster. By C. J. Blomfield, D.D.,
Bishop of London. Seventh Edition, 1830.
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and which it continues to maintain to the present day,
existing as it still does in full cperation, while other
societies, which took lower ground, have ceased to
exhibit any symptoms of vitality) was formed “at a
meeting held on the 25th of January 1831, at the
house of Mr Joseph Wilson, Clapham Common, for
the purpose of considering what means could be pro-
perly adopted for lessening the great evil of Sabbath-
breaking, and for restoring, under the blessing of
God, a due reverence for the divine authority and
practical duties of the Lord’s day.” To the Rev.
Daniel Wilson of Islington, afterwards Bishop of
Calcutta, whose praise is in all the churches, and to
his excellent brother, Joseph Wilson, Esq., there can
be no hesitation in ascribing the commencement in
good earnest of this great work.* The fundamental
principle on which the society was based, is expressed
with that beautiful succinctness of phrase which
marks the Bishop’s pen, in its first resolution : “ That
this meeting is firmly persuaded that the dedication
of one day in every seven to religious rest and the
worship of ALmicuTY Gop, is of divine authority and
perpetual obligation, as a characteristic of revealed
religion during all its successive periods; having

* From the original minutes, it appears that the persons present at
this meeting were as follows :—* Rev. Daniel Wilson (afterwards Bishop
of Calcutta), Rev. Henry Blunt, Rev. 8. C. Wilks, Sir George Grey,
Bart., Henry Maxwell, Esq., M.P., Messrs John Bridges, R. J. Cham-
bers, John Deverell, W. M. Foster, Alex. Gordon, Thomas Hankey,
John Poynder, William Roberts, J. M. Strachan, Benjamin Shaw, J.
M. Standen, Percival White, and Joseph Wilson.” Another meeting was
held by adjournment on Tuesday, February 8, 1831, when the resolu-
tions on which the society was constituted were agreed to.



THE LORD'S-DAY SOCIETY. 121

been enjoined upon man at his creation—recognised
and confirmed in the most solemn manner in the
Ten Commandments—urged by the prophets as an
essential duty, about to form a part of the institu-
tions of the Messiah’s kingdom—rvindicated by our
divine Lorp from the unauthorised impositions of
the Jewish teachers—transferred by him and his
apostles, upon the abrogation of the ceremonies of
the Mosaic law, to the first day of the week, in com-
memoration of the resurrection of Christ, and on
that account called TBE Lorp’s pay—and finally
established, in more than all its primitive glory, as an
ordinance of the spiritual universal church of the
New Testament, and a standing pledge and foretaste
of the eternal rest of heaven.” In their fourth
resolution, the society express the sentiment which
opened the way to those proceedings in Parliament,
of which Sir Andrew became the leader: “That this
meeting is persuaded that it is the paramount duty
of a Christian nation to confess its allegiance to
Almighty God, and its faith in a Divine Redeemer,
by honouring, in every proper manner, this solemn
institution; by encouraging, amongst all classes of
persons, the due observance of its sanctity; by
making the most ample provision for the public
worship of God; by discouraging and repressing
open inroads upon its sacred duties; by inserting
suitable guards for its observance, wherever neces-
sary, in new Acts of Parliament; by providing for
the suppression of outrageous offences; by reviving
and amending the statutes which have become obso-



122 THE LORD’S-DAY SOCIETY.

lete and inefficient ; and by doing every thing in its
power to defend, mildly and firmly, the Christian
Sabbath from open violence and desecration, so as
not to interfere with the conscience of individuals in
their private and retired sentiments or conduct, or
to attempt any thing beyond that protection of this
fundamental institution of revealed religion, which
it is the province of a Christian legislature to
afford.”

We have given these resolutions at length, as they
serve completely to exculpate Sir Andrew from the
charge so frequently brought against him, that he
was actuated by Scottish prejudices, and aimed at
forcibly imposing on England ¢ the Scotch Sabbath.”
So far from this being the case, the movement was,
from its very outset, a strictly English one. It
emanated from the heads of the English Church.
“The Lord’s-Day Society” was composed chiefly of
clergymen and laymen of that Church; and the
resolutions we have now given, which embody the
principle of all the bills which Sir Andrew afterwards
brought before Parliament, were unanimously adopted
by them long before he was entrusted with their
advocacy. In truth, it was English feeling, aggrieved
by the profanation of the English Sabbath, that
prompted these efforts to revive the observance of
the holy day; and though Sir Andrew was fully
prepared to sympathise with them, the idea of em-
ploying legislative measures for this purpose was
first suggested to him by his friends of the Church
of England. The same remark applies, as may be
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afterwards shown, to the provisions in the bills them-
selves.

The first annual meeting of Tre Lorp’s-Dax
Sociery was held at Exeter Hall, on Monday, May
14, 1832, the Right Reverend the Bishop of Calcutta
in the chair. In their report, after adverting to
what they had already done, the committee ex-
pressed themselves “ deeply convinced of the neces-
sity of some alteration in the existing laws relative
to the Sabbath ;” and stated that several of their
members, conversant with the laws of the country,
had devoted much time and close attention to an
accurate revision of all the existing statutes, in the
hope that defects which had rendered many of them
obsolete might be remedied, and such new measures
submitted to the legislature as the circumstances of
the age required. The meeting, therefore, came to
a resolution, lamenting “that, though the law of
the land is founded upon Christian principles for the
protection of the Lord’s day, it has, in process of
time, become wholly ineffectual ; and it is therefore
resolved that a petition be presented to each House
of Parliament, praying the legislature to take the
matter into its most serious consideration, and with
a view to amend the laws on the subject.” In pro-
secution of this resolution, the committee solicited a
meeting with such members of Parliament as might
be thought friendly to their object; and it appears
that, so early as June 1832, their eyes were directed
to Sir Andrew, by the late Sir Thomas F. Buxton,
who pointed him out as the fittest person for the
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honourable and laborious post of the leadership of the
question in Parliament.®* At the same time, vigor-
ous measures were taken to procure petitions to Par-
liament. The consequence was, says Sir Andrew,
that, “in the session of the year 1832, many petitions
had been presented to Parliament, and some influen-
tial members of the House of Commons had given
their opinion, that it would be expedient to endeavour
to obtain a select committee for the purpose of investi-
gating the manner in which the Lord’s day was ob-
served, before my attention was called to the subject.” +

Little expecting that the lot was to fall upon him,
Sir Andrew was induced to accompany a deputation
of the committee to certain members of the House,
who, they thought, might consent to prosecute their
object in Parliament. Sir Thomas Baring was
applied to, but he declined, not intending to offer
himself again for a seat in Parliament. They applied
next to Sir Robert Inglis, who likewise refused the
honour of taking the lead in this question. Whether
they then applied at once to Sir Andrew, we are
not certain ; but the deputation had been empowered
to secure his services, in the event of their not pre-
vailing on Sir Thomas Baring.{ The application

® We are indebted for this fact to Andrew Johnston, Esq., the son-
in-law of Sir Thomas Fowell Buxton, who, he adds, “ had always a
great regard and high esteem for Sir Andrew, and steadily upheld him,
though not going quite his length on the subject.”

+ Letter to the Friends of the Sabbath Cause, p. 4.

1 The secretary reported that, in consequence of a communication he
had received from Sir Thomas Baring, he summoned a deputation from
the committee to mecet some of the friends of the society, members of

[
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was made to him by the worthy secretary, Mr
Joseph Wilson; and we have his own repeated tes-
timony to the fact, that it was with the utmost
reluctance that he consented to comply with the
request. He felt that, could they have obtained
it, an English member of Parliament would have
been more suitable; and, in his genuine modesty,
he thought many others would have been much
better qualified for the delicate and arduous service.
While he shrunk from the apparent presumption of
undertaking what others of higher influence and
longer standing in the House had declined, he was
fully conscious of his deficiency in those brilliant
gifts which enable their possessor to triumph over
such disadvantages, and in those oratorical accom-
plishments which secure attention to the advocate,
at least, though they may fail in advancing the
'interests of the cause. But the love of God and of
his Sabbath pleading hard within, overcame his
scruples ; he resolved to yield to the solicitations
of his friends ; and, at the risk of all the obloquy and
disdain which an unpopular, because a holy conflict,
might bring on a champion who came into the field
unfurnished with the spear and shield of ordinary
warfare, he boldly adventured himself, with such

the House of Commons, upon the subject of presenting the society’s
and other petitions, when it was resolved that the petition should be
presented to the House of Commons on Wednesday the 20th (June),
and that Sir Thomas Baring, or, in case of his not being abls to be pre-
sent, Sir A. Agnew, should move for a select committee of the House
to receive evidence upon the present inefficient state of the Sabbath
laws.”—MS. Minutes of the Lord’s-Day Society, July 15,1832,
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weapons as he had, in the front of the enemy, per-
suaded that “ the battle was the Lord’s.” Return-
ing home from these fruitless negotiations, he retired
jaded and weary to bed, thinking over all the diffi-
culties they had found in prevailing upon any to
give himself to this service. Suddenly, between
sleeping and waking, a strong impression seemed to
take hold of his mind :—* You yourself must be the
man—jyou must undertake the work!” He started
up, and prayerfully considering the matter, he came
to the resolution, that if all others declined the work,
he would not shrink from it. It was conscience
deciding the point in spite of nature; and from that
moment he felt himself devoted, in soul, mind, and
body, to the cause of the Sabbath.

“It was with much reluctance,” he afterwards
wrote, “ that I undertook a task for which I felt my
incompetence ; but, unfortunately, honourable mem-
bers possessing the requisite talent and influence,
while they were desirous to promote the cause, were
yet deterred by the multiplicity of other business by
which their time was occupied. This was and is to
me matter of painful regret, in as far as the cause
has suffered thereby ; although, on iy own account,
I can but rejoice in the privilege of having been a
fellow-labourer in it.”

“ When urged,” he says, in the pamphlet formerly
noticed, “ to undertake the superintendence of the
question in the House of Commons, I acceded to
the solicitation not without much reluctance. Pecu-
liar circumstances called me to the performance of a
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duty from which it did not become me, on personal
considerations, to shrink ; and a considerable num-
ber of individuals, eminent for their piety, as well as
distinguished for their talents, earnestly requested
me to take the task upon myself, and proffered me
assistance towards its accomplishment. It was not
for me to plead inability or inconvenience. The
providence of God seemed to place the matter in my
hands, through the instrumentality of individuals of
high character and sound judgment, and I could
not, in conscience, refuse to acknowledge it. Under
other circumstances, I would have been happy to
have promoted the same object in the humblest and
most subordinate manner. But having been thus
led, in the good providence of God, to put my hand
to the plough, however unskilfully the work may
have been performed, I trust that I may never com-
mit greater injury by looking back.” *

* Letter to the Friends of the Sabbath Cause, pp. 4, 5.



CHAPTER VI.

SELECT COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY INTO SABBATH PROFANA-
TION—SIR ANDREW'S BILL FOR THE BETTER OBSERVANCE
OF THE LORD'S DAY—PREPARATION FOR THE CONFLICT.

1832—1833.

O~ the 28th of June 1832, Sir Andrew, pursuant
to the notice he had given, rose to move in the House
of Commons “ that a select committee be appointed
to inquire into the laws and practices relating to the
observance of the Lord’s day.” The motion, in con-
sequence of the lateness of the hour, was postponed
to Tuesday, July 3d, when Sir Andrew renewed it;
expressing, in a brief speech, his hope that the noble
lord, the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Althorp)
would accede to the motion, as “there were reasons
of justice, as well as reasons of policy, and of a still
higher kind, why the laws relating to this subject
should undergo revision, with a view to their practical
enforcement.” The Chancellor, who had been pre-
viously consulted, made no objection to the ap-
pointment. Several members, however, manifested
considerable suspicion of what might be meant by
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the “ practices ” which were to be made subject of
inquiry; and a well-meant, though inopportune re-
mark, which fell from Lord Sandon, to the effect that
“the recreations of the rich affect themselves only,
whilst the recreations of the poor affect society in
general,” drew forth some of those commonplace
objections on which the changes were afterwards rung
so often and so loudly, and which, like the pattering
of the few heavy drops that precede the thunder-
shower, betokened the angry storm that awaited
the mover of the obnoxious measure. Sir Andrew,
in reply, regretted that the debate should have turned
upon the amusements of the poor. It was no part
of his intention, he said, to confine his inquiries to
them; but he stood to his original motion, and the
committee was appointed accordingly. The mem-
bers of this committee, whose names are given below,
comprised most of those who, at that period, were
distinguished in the House for their advocacy of
religion in its connection with legislation.* We may
here take occasion to remark, that the number of those
thus distinguished, and generally known by the name
of “the religious members” of Parliament, was at

* The following committee was appointed :—Sir Andrew Agnew
(chairman), Sir Thomas Baring, Mr Fowell Buxton, Mr George Lamb,
Sir Robert Peel, Mr Briscoe, Mr Evans (of Leicester), Lord Ashley,
Mr Stanley, Mr Goulburn, Sir Robert Inglis, Mr Littleton, Mr Andrew
Johnston, Mr Lefroy, Mr Alderman Hughes, Mr Alderman Venables,
Mr Mackinnon, Sir George Murray, Lord Viscount Morpeth, Mr
Pringle, Mr Sinclair, Mr J. G. Gordon, Mr Charles Calvert, Mr George
Byng, Mr Saddler, Lord Viscount Sandon, Mr Alderman Thomson, and
Mr Ruthven; five to be a quorum. To these was afterwards added
the Honourable Granville Dudley Ryder.

1
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this time small in comparison to what it is now, and
that they were in the habit of meeting for religious
exercises before engaging in the business of the
House. These happy reunions were held for some
time in the rooms of Mr Andrew Johnston, then
M.P. for S8t Andrews, at Manchester Buildings, near
the Houses of Parliament. They commenced about
nine o’clock in the evening, at which time the mem-
bers of the little band, exchanging significant looks
with each other, known only to the initiated, as they
retired, met to join in exercises which refreshed their
spirits after the turmoil of debate, and prepared them
for the arduous duties of Parliament even more than
the comfortable cup of tea which refreshed their
bodily frames. Here, amidst the labours that ha-
rassed, and the contumelies that tried them, this
select company, which included the names of some
of the leading members of Parliament, sought and
found, in united supplications and thanksgivings to
their God, that strength, encouragement, and union
of heart, of which they stood so much in need.* Not
long ago, a gentleman, hearing for the first time of
these social prayer-meetings, held by members of the
House of Commons, lifted up his hands and eyes in
astonishment, and said to his informant, “ Oh, Sir!
you must record this, ere you die, to the glory of
God. Do not let it remain unknown or unacknow-

* Among those who were regular in their attendance on these meet-
ings, besides Sir Andrew and Mr Johnston, we may be permitted to
mention the names of Sir George Sinclair, Mr Plumptre, Sir Thomas F.
Buxton, Sir John Dunlop, Mr J. H. Balfour, and Mr Chisholm.
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ledged, as the secret source whence Sir Andrew and
other goo& men drew their strength, their wisdom,
their meekness, and perseverance in the good cause.”
Having procured his committee, Sir Andrew lost
no time in setting it to work. Appointed on the
3d, it commenced its investigations on the 6th of
July; and the report, with the minutes of evidence,
was ordered to be printed on the 6th of August
1832. Few can have any idea of the amount of
personal labour and anxiety incurred by Sir Andrew
in collecting this evidence, and arranging the facts
elicited in the course of examination. “In truth,”
he says at this time, “I have been worked like a
\ cart-horse for the last few weeks.” ¢ There he sat,”
says his friend, Mr Andrew Johnston, “often alone,
day after day, patiently taking down and sifting the
evidence supplied by our indefatigable secretary (Mr
Joseph Wilson). One Sunday, at this time, we walked
together through the ¢ New Cut ’ at Lambeth, to see
the Sabbath desecration there with our own eyes.
The Slavery Committee was sitting at the same time,
and I was rather divided between the two; but as
Mr Buxton had one or two coadjutors, he used to
let me go to act aide-de-camp to Sir Andrew. The
investigations of this committee proved most im-
portant, as well as interesting. Nothing could ex-
ceed Sir Andrew’s earnest perseverance and fidelity
to his object. He loved the Sabbath, and heartily
pitied those from whom its blessings were withheld.
He was clear and discerning in his inquiries, and the
result was the publication of such a body of facts as
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greatly aroused the country; so that, in the next
session, our hands were full of petitions. The
partisans of the Sabbath were strengthened by com-
bination at this time in the little evening tea-party
which I had the happiness to originate. We met at
nine o’clock, and though our members came from
various sections of politics, yet we met as brothers on
such questions as his. He was a most regular atten-
dant, took his share in our Scripture readings, and
often expressed himself cheered and encouraged by
the fellowship and sympathy elicited.”

To give any thing approaching to an abstract of
this valuable document, which extends to 306 pages,
would exceed our limits. Suffice it to say, the la-
bours of the committee were directed to three grand
objects. First, to disclose the amount of the evil of
Sabbath desecration in all its prevailing forms; se-
condly, to prove the general desire of persons of
different trades and occupations to obtain for them-
selves the benefit of the Sabbath rest; and, thirdly,
to show the inefficiency of the existing laws, either to
prevent that evil, or to secure that benefit. The first
of these objects was accomplished through the tes-
timony of various witnesses of unimpeachable credit -
—clergymen, magistrates, merchants, and commis-
sioners of police—all of whom bore witness to the
wide-spread desecration of the Sabbath, with its
accompanying mischiefs, especially in the metro-
polis. A more appalling spectacle of human de-
pravity, on a large and systematic scale, has seldom
been brought to light. It was as if a curtain had
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been lifted up, revealing to the eyes of the Christian
public, as to those of the ancient prophet, the scenes
of abomination done in the midst of Israel. Let us
imagine whole districts with open shops, trafficing
in all manner of wares as on a week-day—markets
thronged with purchasers through the whole day,
“more like fairs than markets,” scenes of confusion
and uproar to which the bustle of any other day of
the week was comparative quietude—Saturday night
“ pay-tables,” established in public-houses to tempt
the tradesman to spend his earnings in liquor “ for
the good of the house,” while his poor wife, with an
infant in her arms, going in search of him to pro-
cure sustenance for the family, finds his means
exhausted, and is fain to drown bitter reflection in
the intoxicating cap—whole rows of gin-shops and
public-houses pouring out their lava-streams of de-
bauchery in the morning, at the very hour of divine
service—wretched men, and more wretched women,
reeling through the streets, with such horrid looks
and disgusting language, that the decent inha-
bitants durst not take their families to church with
them—five hundred steamboats, filled with shoals
of gaily-dressed Sabbath-breakers, plying on the
Thames—the parks crowded with fashionable car-
riages—while, on the roads leading from London,
the grand attraction to multitudes on this day was
“to see the gentry going to Newmarket” —the
said gentry playing at cards all the way, venting im-
precations on the tardy hostlers and their jaded
horses, or in a fit of passion scattering the imple-
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ments of their unholy pastime on the road. Besides
these gross nuisances, let us add others less offensive
to public decency, though not less productive of evil
—that “ moral dram-shop” the Sunday newsroom,
the Sunday newspapers, the Sunday tea-gardens and
concert-parties—which the hand of legislation can-
not reach; and we have the picture of a London
Sabbath, differing very little from a Parisian. This,
however, was only subsidiary to the next object of
inquiry, which was to ascertain at whose expense all

" this Sabbath desecration was carried on. To afford

the needful supply to this wide-spread traffic and
recreation, multitudes must necessarily have sacri-
ficed their Sabbath rest. And here the combined
testimony of bakers, butchers, poulterers, fishmon-
gers, bargemen, hackney coachmen, and others,
clearly established the fact, that multitudes, in every
trade and line of life, who, through iniquitous or
merely thoughtless customs, were obliged to labour
on the Lord’s day, earnestly longed to be emanci-
pated from their Sabbath slavery, and felt all the
degradation thereby incurred, besides the moral and
religious loss sustained by themselves and families.
With all who gave evidence, the desire was strongly
expressed, to have such alterations in the existing
laws, as should protect them from unnecessary toil
on the sacred day. Generally speaking, the masters
seemed as desirous as their men for the entire rest
of the Lord’s day, by means of some protective mea-~
sure, that would effectually close all business, and
not leave the conscientious at the mercy of the
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unprincipled, who, by opening their shops, and ac- .
commodating not only their own customers, but
those of their neighbours that were shut, too fre-
quently secured their custom during the whole week,
in return for the unrighteous compliance. Among
these victims to the Moloch of Sabbath desecration,
who might say in sober earnest what the poet sings
in sport,
% Even Sunday shines no Sabbath day for me,”

Sir Andrew’s sympathy was particularly attracted by
the sad case of the London bakers, whose day of
rest from a laborious and unhealthy occupation had
been cruelly and needlessly invaded; and who, after
working fourteen or sixteen hours every day in the
week, were compelled to work nine hours on the
Sabbath, chiefly in cooking hot dinners for a certain
class, few of whom went to any place of worship.
Seven thousand journeymen petitioned the House
to be brought under the protection of law; vehe-
mently prot&ting against the idea, that their labour
afforded any accommodation to the respectable or
church-going population. And the committee, in
recommending their case, strongly pleaded * that no
sound principle could justify the law in refusing to
protect one class of society against being compelled
to sacrifice comfort, health, religious privileges, and
conscience, for the convenience or enjoyment of any
other class.”

As the investigation advanced, Sir Andrew’s own
mind became more and more impressed with its im-
portance. He had no idea, when he commenced it,
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of the deep and absorbing interest which the question
possessed, or of the vast variety of points in which it
affected the best interests of society. He used to
remark, what he for the first time observed, that
there were to be met with, as regarded the Sabbath,
“various shades of conscience,” none of which were
to be despised as too low to be wrought upon. In
the first class were those who, when they saw the sin
of the labour done by themselves or imposed on
others, showed at once the decision of their views and
the strength of their faith, by giving up all their
worldly advantages, gained at the expense of the
Sabbath, and cheerfully submitting to the conse-
quences of their conscientious regard to the holy
commandment. Several cases of this kind, deeply
interesting in their histories, came to Sir Andrew’s
knowledge ; showing that the God whose honour
they consulted, and on whose promises they relied,
did not fail them. Others, again, while their con-
sciences gave them no rest, day nor night, for con-
tinuing their Sabbath traffic, had not the moral
courage, or could not see it their duty, to peril their
worldly all and the interest of their families by
desisting from it; though these were the very men
who were most anxiously pressing for some legisla-
tive remedy, and giving it all their support. A third
class he discovered, still lower in the scale of con-
science, who seemed to be contentedly labouring on
the Sabbath, thinking only of the bread that perish-
eth; and yet, he would say, under all this apparent
indifference there was a secret consciousness of sin
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and degradation. One Sabbath, while the select
committee were sitting, and before the introduction
of the Sabbath Bill, which made the subject so no-
torious, walking near a place on the Thames where
the bargemen ply their vocation, one of them accosted
him with peculiar earnestness, pressing him to take
his boat. Sir Andrew shook his head, and was passing
on, when the man called out after him, * Here have
I been all day at my work, dreaking the Sabbath, and
not a single gentleman has employed me; it is very
hard!” Besides these three classes, there is no
doubt another, composed of godless persons, who
have succeeded in stifling the voice of conscience;
and another, lower still; who glory in their shame,
and openly scoff at all laws, human and divine. But
few, comparatively, have reached this last stage of
moral deadness and prostration. With the mass of
mankind, the secret promptings of the inward moni-
tor, like the faint throbbings of the heart, indicate
the presence of something that may be fostered into
life; and Sir Andrew, whose experience had taught
him never to despair of such cases, manifested as
much skill in mental physiology as reliance on the
almighty agency of grace, when he appealed—as he
uniformly did, in his advocacy of the Sabbath claims
—to the natural principle of conscience in the human
breast.

The inquiries of the committee were somewhat
relieved from their monotony by the interesting evi-
dence of Dr John Richard Farre, of London. This
eminent and venerable physician, who, we rejoice to
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say, still lives in the active discharge of his profes-
sional duties, pointed out, with a forcible earnest-
ness, as the result of long experience, the danger
arising to human life from continuous exertion and
over-excitement, unrelieved by the mental and bodily

rest of the seventh day.

“If I show you,” he said, “ from the physiological view of
the question, that there are provisions in the laws of nature
which correspond with the divine commandment, you will see
from the analogy that ¢ the Sabbath was made for man,” as
a necessary appointment. A physician is anxious to preserve
the balance of circulation, as necessary to the restorative
power of the body. The ordinary exertions of man run
down the circulation every day of his life; and the first
general law of nature by which God (who is not only the
giver, but also the preserver and sustainer of life) prevents
man from destroying himself, is the alternating of day with
night, that repose may succeed action. But although the
night apparently equalizes the circulation well, yet it does
not sufficiently restore its balance for the attainment of a
long life. Hence, one day in seven, by the bounty of Pro-
vidence, is thrown in as a day of compensation, to perfect by
its repose the animal system. You may easily determine
this question, as a matter of fact, by trying it on beasts of
burden. Take that fine animal, the horse, and work him to
the full extent of his powers every day in the week, or give
him rest one day in seven; and you will soon perceive, by
the superior vigour with which he performs his functions on
the other six days, that this rest is necessary to his well-
being. Man, possessing a superior nature, is borne along by
the very vigour of his mind; so that the injury of continued
diurnal exertion and excitement on his animal system is not
so immediately apparent as it is in the brute; but in the
long-run he breaks down more suddenly. It abridges the
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length of his life, and that vigour of his old age, which (as
to mere animal power) ought to be the object of his preser-
vation. I consider, therefore, that in the bountiful provision
of Providence for the preservation of human life, the Sab-
batical appointment is not, as it has been sometimes theo-
logically viewed, simply a precept partaking of the nature of
a political institution, but that it is to be numbered amongst
the natural duties—if the preservation of life be admitted
to be a duty, and the premature destruction of it a suicidal
act. This is said simply as a physician, and without refer-
ence at all to the theological question.”

On the last topic of inquiry, the grand practical
point aimed at by all their inquiries—namely, the
inefficiency of the existing laws, and the necessity of
farther legislation—the evidence adduced by the
committee was irresistibly conclusive. Owing to the
change in the value of money, the old penalties had
become nearly nominal. Some Sunday traders
“openly mocked at them,” offering to pay the
magistrates six months in advance, to save the
trouble of informations, and boasting that their
gains were so large on Sunday mornings that they
could “easily afford to pay five shillings out of
them.” The committee, therefore, did not suggest
to the House any new principle of law, but only
recommended that the existing enactments against
Sunday marketing, and against the improper use of
houses of public entertainment, should be rendered
operative by increasing the penalties. In general,
they recommended a revision and amendment of the
laws for the observance of the Sabbath. They had
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found it proved, they said, that Sunday labour was
generally looked upon as a degradation, and that in
each trade, in proportion to its disregard of the
Lord’s day, was the immorality of those engaged in
it. The objects to be attained by legislation they
held to be: “ First, a solemn and decent outward ob-
servance of the Lord’s day, as that portion of the
week which is set apart by divine command for
public worship; and next, the securing to every
member of the community, without any exception and
however low his station, the uninterrupted enjoyment
of that day of rest which has been in mercy provided
for him.” At the same time, they distinctly dis-
claimed all idea of enforcing the religious observance
of the Sabbath by civil penalties; observing that “it
is one thing to force the conscience of a man, and it
is another to protect his civil liberty, of worshipping
God according to his conscience on the Lord’s day,
from the avaricious or disorderly encroachments of
his unconscientious neighbour.” For already had
the absurd report been propagated, that the com-
mittee proposed that men and women should be
driven by constables into their parish churches.

In fine, the committee, after acknowledging  the
obligations of legislators to promote, by all suitable
means, the glory of God, as well as the happiness of
those committed to their charge,” declare in conclu-
sion, that “there are abundant grounds, both in the
Word of God and in the history of past ages, to ex-
pect that his blessing and favour would accompany
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) such an endeavour to promote the honour due to his

holy name and commandment.”*

The evidence related chiefly to London and its
neighbourhood, the late period of the session pre-
cluding the possibility of a more extended inquiry.
Three gentlemen from Scotland, however, who had
previously given much attention to the subject, were
fully examined ;+ and from their evidence it appeared
that, even in that country, once distinguished for its
reverence to the Sabbath, glaring abuses had begun
to prevail, and that, owing to the same causes, toge-
ther with an unhappy clause in the licensing act, the
state of the law required revision there as well as in
England.

Though Sir Andrew had done nothing more than
to have originated and conducted the inquiries which
issued in the production of this valuable report, with
its body of evidence, he would have conferred a lasting

* Report from Select Committee on the Observance of the Sabbath-
day, with the Minutes of Evidence, and Appendiz. Ordered by the
House of Commons to be printed, 6th August 1832,

+ These were, the Rev. Dr (now Principal) Lee, Edinburgh; the
Rev, Dr Duncan Macfarlane, Renfrew ; and James Bridges, Esq., W.S.
Sir Andrew was anxious to secure the testimony of Dr Chalmers; but the
Doctor being then engaged on his Bridgewater Treatise, writes (July 18,
1832) to “ implore that, if at all possible, he may be exempted from at-
tendance on the committee at London.” The office of Moderator of the
General Assembly “ made a cruel encroachment” on the time necessary
for the completion of his work, and “ a single week of interruption will,
I fear,” he says, “completely overset me.” He adds— I further feel it
right to mention, that there is no subject on which I feel myself less com-
petent to offer you information or advice, than the one on which youare
sitting.” Sir Andrew having granted him a dispensation, the Doctor
writes, on the 24th, acknowledging the favour, * with heartfelt and
overflowing gratitude.”
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service on the cause of religion and the country. The
information elicited by the committee having been
printed in various forms, was speedily diffused
through the community, and the most earnest efforts
were employed, chiefly by the Lord’s-Day Society, to
rouse the public feeling in behalf of the Sabbath.*
The immediate results were, that the consciences of
many, previously blind or blunted as to all sense of
the evil of Sabbath-breaking, were awakened ; the
rich were, in many cases, shamed out of those domes-
tic usages which custom had taught them to regard
as trivial, but which they now saw in the light of a
system of oppression, entailed on a large class of
their fellow-men, who were doomed to the treadmill
of ceaseless drudgery, in order to supply the demands
not of necessity or mercy, but of mere luxury; and,
in the following year, up to the 24th of May, an in-
flux into Parliament of 1061 petitions, signed by
261,706 persons, praying for an amendment of the
Sabbath laws, proved the deep interest taken in the
subject throughout all parts of the country.t

* « We have all read with great interest,” writes one of Sir Andrew’s
friends, “ the curious and interesting matter contained in the report.
It is remarkable that the first attention of the public should be called to
the desecration of the Sabbath by the butchers, a class of tradesmen
considered so savage in their nature and habits, as to be incapable of
serving on juries! By the evidence of the bakers, it appears that the
condition of these journeymen is worse than that of West Indian slaves.
In short, no one can read your report without feeling that you have
entirely made good your case.”

+ Second Annual Report of the Society for Promoting the Due Ob-
servance of the Lord’s Day, p. 17. “The three first public petitions
presented to the first reformed Parliament, were from the parish of
Sorbie, in the county of Wigtoun; from the town of Wigtoun ; and
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The feeling within the House was far from being
so friendly as that which prevailed out of doors.
The members were confounded, indeed, at the enor-
mous flood of petitions which poured in upon them;*
but the opponents of the measure soon began to
manifest their hostile intentions. While one class, led
by Messrs Warburton, Cobbett, and Hume, set their
face against this as well as every other measure which
expressed a national faith in the God of heaven, and
a national determination to be governed by his laws,
another, less broadly irreligious, as the petitions were
from time to time presented, “ could not allow the
opportunity to pass” without hinting their suspicions,
that under the pretence of protecting the working
classes in the enjoyment of their Sabbath, the real
design was “to curtail the innocent enjoyments of
the poor.” Mr Cobbett, with his usual obliquity of
mental vision and home-spun humour, could see
nothing in the contemplated measure but a plot of
the rich merchants, who could afford to shut their
shops on Sabbath, keep their gigs, and “ wisit their
friends on a Vitsuntide,” to hinder their poorer
neighbours from getting their custom! Mr War-
burton, whose hostility to the measure was marked

from Knopington, in Leicestershire—all praying for an amendment of
the Lord’s-day laws.”—Note in Sir Aundrew'’s handwriting.

* At a public meeting held at Kelso, Mr Douglas of Cavers made the
following statement :— He had heard his brother-in-law, Sir Andrew
Agmnew, say that Mr Manners Sutton, the Speaker of the House of
Commons, had told him, he never could have conceived there would
have been so many petitions presented. The Lords themselves were no
less astonished at the fact.”—Record Newspaper, March 11, 1833.
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throughout all its stages, made a strenuous attempt
to strangle it in its very birth. The members of
government held out little prospect of success.
Meanwhile Sir Andrew was carefully preparing
his English bill. In this task he was fortunate
enough to secure the co-operation of his friend,
George Rochfort Clarke, Esq., of the Inner Temple,
whose familiar acquaintance with English law, as
well as his congeniality of religious sentiment, en-
abled him to render the most valuable and efficient
aid in perfecting the measure. Many were the con-
sultations held among the friends of the Sabbath, in
and out of the House, regarding the precise form
which the bill should assume. And it was not till
after much anxious consideration that Sir Andrew
decided to bring in such a sweeping measure as that
which he finally adopted. At length, however, he
resolved to base his bill, first, on the recognition of
the divine commandment, and, secondly, on the prin-
ciple that, according to that command, all work on
the Lord’s day should be declared unlawful, and that
permissions for works of necessity and mercy should
be held as the exceptions. On these principles, Sir
Andrew took his stand, and from these he never
swerved to his dying day. In taking up this high
position, which, while it exposed him to the hottest
fire of the enemy, may be said to have been, at the
same time, “ his strength in the day of battle,” he
followed his own convictions of truth and duty, unin-
fluenced by the opinions of others, and in opposition
to the advice of some of his best friends. “He
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came to my room,” says the affectionate partner of
his cares and counsels, “some time before, and said,
he was considering earnestly what was best to be
done about this ‘Lord’s-day bill’ He had had let-
ters from, and conversations with, many good men,
and trusted he should be guided aright. ¢Now, he
said, ¢I have two courses before me to follow. The
question is, which is best? I might either, in the
first place, bring in a large and comprehensive mea-
sure, taking in all classes and all trades, because
prohibiting all works, except those of necessity and
mercy, and based upon the divine commandment.
This would be the right thing, if men’s minds were
in the right state for it. Or, again, I could bring in
a confessedly partial measure, beginning with a few
of the most urgent and clamorous cases of Sabbath
labour and profanation, well-known ones, likely to
cxcite sympathy, and not raise opposition, which
having carried, I might then proceed, step by step,
with each and all, as men’s minds progressed in the
cause.” 1 had not, like him, considered the matter
much, and I therefore at once said, that the latter
course would be what I should incline to, especially
as it was more likely to be successful. ¢Yes,’ he
replied, ‘it might be more immediately successful ;
but then we must take into consideration that, when
bringing in any public measure connected with so
great and important a cause, we must not always be
led by the public opinion, or the state of men’s minds,
but rather seek to lead them to higher ground, and
to what we believe to be truth. In this way, though
K
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we may not obtain success so rapidly, we may lay
the foundation of a more entire, and a more compre-
hensive success hereafter, and success of a more
enduring character.’ I was struck with the superi-
ority of these views. He was then only making up
his mind as to the course he should pursue; but
even then, no thoughts of the probable success or
failure of his object could allure him from the path
of duty, thorny and circuitous as it might be.”

The vivid recollections of Sir George Sinclair, in
reference to this period, are to the same effect.
“1 distinctly remember,” he says, in a letter to Lady
Agnew, “in the year he first brought in the bill,
being present, with eight or ten other friends of the
cause, at a meeting which he convened in Manchester
Buildings, at which several of us (myself among the
number) proposed to him various modifications of
the measure he was about to introduce, with a view
to neutralize opposition and insure support; upon
which Sir Andrew spoke nearly as follows :—¢ My
dear friends, on any other subject there is not one
amongst you to whose opinions I should not feel dis-
posed to bow with deference; but you must allow
me to observe, that as my attention has been en-
grossed in this cause to a far greater extent than
yours, as you have been all laudably occupied in
considering other important measures of which I
know comparatively little or nothing; as I have
zealously and prayerfully occupied myself, I might
almost say exclusively, with this question, and cor-
responded with many of the best and holiest men in
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Britain, T may perhaps be allowed without vanity to
say, that I have made myself more fully master of it
than those who have had their thoughts occupied
and distracted by other matters. I must therefore
candidly tell you, that I am resolved not to com-
promise, in any degree, the great principle for which
I have undertaken to contend. I cannot consult
expediency, or be influenced to swerve in the path
of duty, by any hope (probably a vain one) of obvi-
ating opposition; and if I can get but one member
to second the motion for the introduction of the bill
as it stands, believing, as I do, that its provisions are
in strict accordance with the Word of God, I would
rather be the author of such a bill, and see it rejected,
than substitute a less efficacious and scriptural mea-
sure, though I were sure of its being carried.’ 1
have given you this reminiscence,” adds Sir George,
“to illustrate what some called the ¢dogged obsti-
nacy,’ others, the right-minded perseverance, of one
whom all would concur in revering, as a most sincere
and devoted advocate of every thing good and excel-
lent.”

It may be interesting to add to these recollections,
that on the conclusion of the meeting referred to,
one of the number was found who, admiring, if not
fully concurring in the conscientious views expressed
by Sir Andrew, freely offered himself to be the
seconder of his impartial and thorough-going bill.
This was his friend, J. P. Plumptre, Esq., member
for East Kent, himself the gentlest and most amiable
among men, trained in the school of affliction, and



148 LULL. BEFORE THE STORM.

most averse to give pain to any, yet of uncompro-
mising Christian principles. He nobly came forward,
and said to Sir Andrew, “If no one else more fitted
will undertake to second your motion, I will.” Mr
Plumptre faithfully kept his word.*

Hitherto nothing but sunshine had followed Sir
Andrew in his Sabbath labours ; kind friends worked
and corresponded with him; the necessity for some
measure was almost universally admitted ; the 7Times
and other leading journals advocated it. “The
working classes,” they said, “ ought to have the Sab-
bath rest.” The effort to obtain it for them un-
broken,” was characterised as benevolent; they
wished “the honourable members engaged in it God
speed,” and all “ success in their good cause.” This,
however, proved but the treacherous lull before the
storm. And it was merciful, too, as respected one most
dear to Sir Andrew, that, at this critical juncture, just
before the tempest broke on him whom she had so ten-
derly cherished, and whose progress she had watched
with maternal pride, she was saved from a world of

* It is with sincere pleasure that we subjoin here a note received by
8ir Andrew from Lord Ashley, from which it appears that his Lord-
ship, even at this early period of the struggle, manifested a hearty zeal
in the cause of the Sabbath, by his efforts in behalf of which he has
lately so honourably distinguished himself :—

¢ 20 New NoRrroLK STREET, Feb. 28 (1833).

“ My pEAR AGNEW,—I should have great pleasure in seconding your motion,
if I bad time to prepare any thing on the subject ; but I am really so occupied
by my factory bill, that I almost question my capability to undertake any thing
else. However, I will not leave you in the lurch, to be unprovided with a
seconder ; but pray do, if you can, procure another. [ will postpone your
notice. Believe me, I am fully alive to your present distress.—Yours, very
truly, ASHLEY."
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suffering by being removed to her heavenly rest.
His mother was attacked with apoplexy at Black-
heath, and expired fourteen hours after, upon the 27th
of February. Her son was with her to the last. He
found her in a state of insensibility. “I have opened
your note,” he writes to his cousin, “ which my be-
loved mother (there is but too much reason to fear)
will never read. At three this morning I was called
from town—the attack was apoplexy—entire insen-
sibility, and, mercifully, no suffering. There is
scarcely a shadow of hope, to all human appearance.
You will, I am sure, not only feel for us, but pray
for us. My trust is in Him who raised up the only
son of the widow!”

“ Two o’Clock.—All is over with our dear, dear
mother. Without a struggle, she has breathed her
last. May God strengthen us to bear it!”

Never did son more truly “mourn for his mother,”
and never had son greater cause to mourn; yet it was
not long before he became aware that there was mercy
in the blow, and that she was indeed “taken away from
the evil to come.” I remember well,” writes the
cousin before referred to, “ in going out with him to
Blackheath some time after, he dwelt so much on the
mercy mingled in her removal at that time, just be-
fore the full outburst of obloquy and scorn against
him whom she had always shielded from every rougher
blast, and which would have so much tried the
mother’s heart, and perhaps, for a season, have even
shattered her spiritual peace. Her sufferings, he
said, had been one of his most anxious thoughts, in
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anticipating the time that had then arrived; and
now she was gently housed before the storm. I
remember that conversation as if it were yester-
day.”

This mournful event delayed the introduction of
the bill; but on the 20th of March 1833, Sir An-
drew moved “that leave be given to bring in a bill
to promote the better observance of the Lord’s day.”
Considering the advanced hour of the night (two
o’clock), he said it was not his intention to occupy
the attention of the House by going into any expla-
nation of the grounds on which he should ask the
House to sanction the measure. That explanation
he would defer to the second reading of the bill.
All he would now ask, was for leave to bring it in,
and let it be read a first time. He would then move
that it be printed, and fix the second reading to a
distant day—some five or six weeks hence—he
would say, that day six weeks. He did hope that,
considering the importance of the subject, and the
numerous petitions which had been presented from
all parts of the country, the House would accede to
his proposition. Mr Shaw seconded the motion.
The feeling of the House was apparently in favour of
the measure. Even Mr Hume stated, that, respect-
ing the wishes of many of his constituents, he would
support the motion for the first reading of the bill,
although he would by no means pledge himself to
support its different provisions. The objections
made to the first reading appear to have been wholly
confined to Mr Hume’s sworn friend, Mr Warbur-
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ton, who pressed his opposition to the very utmost,
even to the clearing of the House for a division. No
division, however, took place; and the bill, having
been read a first time, was ordered to be printed,
and to be read a second time on the 30th of April.

The preamble of the bill, which was borrowed
from one of the old statutes, was as follows :—

“ Forasmuch as nothing is more acceptable to God than
the true and sincere worship and service of Him according
to His holy will, and that the holy keeping of the Lord’s day
is a principal part of the true service of God, which in very
many places of this realm has been, and now is, profaned
and neglected: And whereas it is the bounden duty of the
legislature to protect every class of society against being
compelled to sacrifice their comfort, health, religious privi-
leges, and conscience, for the convenience, enjoyment, or
supposed advantage of any other class, on the Lord’s day:
And whereas the laws now in existence are found to be
practically insufficient to secure the object for which they
profess to provide.”

Then followed the different clauses, prohibiting all
manner of work on the Lord’s day. These clauses
were certainly of the most sweeping and unsparing
character ; embracing all the forms of desecration
which had been brought to light before the com-
mittee. Sunday marketing and opening of shops,
games and pastimes, drunkenness, stagecoaches, sail-
ing of boats, barges, and ships, corporation meet-
ings, cattle driving, &c., were strictly prohibited,
under penalties varying from ten shillings to fifty
pounds. The exceptions, referring to works of ne-
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cessity and mercy, were placed at the end of the
bill, and purposely left vague and general, with the
view of being more definitely fixed in committee.
This arrangement, which the speaker, when con-
sulted, advised as the more regular course, imparted
to the bill a more obnoxious aspect than it might
otherwise have borne. Many, startled at the very
outset, read no further than the prohibitory clauses,
with their formidable-looking penalties; and putting
the worst possible construction on the legal phraseo-
logy—at all times ungracious in its tone and strin-
gent in its provisions—set themselves to expose the
whole measure to public odium.

This is not the place to enter on a formal defence
of Sir Andrew’s bill; but there are a few points so
essential to the right understanding of his character-
istic policy in the whole of his contendings for the
Sabbath, as to come fairly within the province of his
biographer. In the preamble of the bill, two prin-
ciples are stated; the first being a recognition of the
Divine institution, the second being the duty of the
legislature to protect every class in the observance of
it. Without the former, it is hard to see how there
could be any legislation on the subject, as it is only
from the law of revelation that we learn Sabbatical
duty; and without it there could be no ground left
for protecting society in the observance of the seventh
any more than the seventieth portion of time, or of
the first more than any other day of the week. It
must be the ultimate object of every enlightened
legislator to bring the laws of the country into ac-
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cordance with the law of God. At the same time, in
the exercise of his legislative powers, the civil ruler,
while consulting the Divine glory, must propose to
himself, as his direct and proper object, not the reli-
gious, but the common benefit of society. In other
words, it is his province to provide outward pro-
tection to all in the observance of the Sabbath.
This distinction admits of being justified by the rules
of the soundest jurisprudence; and it is this principle
of common justice, sanctioned by our old laws, that
secures the general suspension of business on that
day throughout the country.

The principle itself is so obvious, that, when put
in plain English, as it was on one occasion by Mr
Plumptre, it sounds almost like a truism. “I think,”
said that estimable man, “the House is bound to
protect those who cannot protect themselves.” This
expresses the whole gist of Sir Andrew’s legislation
about the Sabbath. It is equally apparent, however,
that there are certain classes of our fellow-citizens,
who, if not protected by law, can not protect them-
selves; but must be forced, either by the dire com-
pulsion of necessity, or by the less excusable, but
Liardly less irresistible, pressure of mercantile compe-
tition, to violate the Sabbath against both conscience
and inclination. The cases of oppression thus divide
into two classes; and unless the law casts its shield
of protection over all alike, the conscientious mer-
chant will be driven to prosecute his Sabbath trade
by the competition of his unscrupulous neighbours,
while the pious tradesman will be starved into Sab-
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bath labour by the competition of his fellow-workmen,
or by the avarice of his employer.

This equitable principle of protection, while it
defines the proper province of Sabbath legislation,
furnishes a sufficient vindication of the stringent
provisions in Sir Andrew’s bill, which met with so
much opposition. The charge most frequently urged
against it was, that it went to abridge the innocent
recreations of the poor, while it left untouched the
much less allowable indulgences of the rich. But,
indeed, the bill imposed no restraint on the recrea-
tions of any, except in so far as the recreation of one
class interfered with the rest of another; and as the
demands of luxury must be supphied at the expense
of labouring poverty, it could only restrain the rich
by protecting the poor. Still more irrelevant is the
objection drawn from the employment of household
servants on Sabbath. It has been loudly asserted,
that the same principle which would stop the
Sunday stagecoach, or close the Sunday bakehouse,
ought, if honestly carried out, to put down the pri-
vate carriage, and arrest the whole functions of do-
mestic economy, on that day. This is one of those
specious fallacies which, though it may strike the
superficial, can hardly impose on the candid mind.
For, not to speak of the sacredness of home, which
no law dare violate, and with which no police can
properly interfere, nothing can be more absurd than
the theory which would place on the same level, as
subjects for legislation, the functions of private life
which must necessarily be performed every day, either
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in person or by proxy; and those public or mercan-
tile transactions, the necessity of continuing which
on Sabbath is the very point in dispute. Wealth
will, no doubt, always enable its possessor to hire
the hands of others for those necessary services
which he must otherwise have performed with his
own; and if he does exact services on the Lord’s day
beyond those of necessity, the offence comes under
the category of personal desecrations, with which,
though highly reprehensible, and of pernicious ten-
dency, the law cannot deal, so long as they do not
offend public decency or interfere with the interests
of other classes of the community. It does not ap-
pear to have been sufficiently observed, in the endless
discussions on this subject, that the only form in
which the law can interpose to protect those servants
who are engaged in public trades, is by restraining
the masters from competing with each other in the
public market for gain; which cannot, of course,
apply to the case of those who employ servants
merely for their own convenience. But, indeed, Sir
Andrew’s opponents wished nothing less than to
restrain the Sabbath indulgences of the rich. They
affected to prove inconsistency, when they meant
only to make out a case of impracticability ; and,
accordingly, when he afterwards introduced a clause
into his bill which struck directly against the
wealthier classes, none were more ready to avail
themselves of this, to excite a prejudice against the
whole measure, than those who had talked most
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loftily in behalf of “the innocent relaxations of the
lower orders.”

Aware of the obnoxious aspect which his bill
would bear in the eyes of those classes interested in
the abuses which it condemned, Sir Andrew took
every possible means to secure for it a favourable
reception, by circulating explanatory statements,
along with copies of the printed bill, and urging
the getting up of petitions. One of these, entitled
“Reasons for Desiring that the Laws for the Better
Observance of the Lord’s Day should be Amended,”
contains a condensed view of the principles on which
his bill was afterwards founded. Another circular
contained a brief explanation of the bill as introduced
into Parliament.* This circular, having solicited ad-
vices and suggestions in regard to the bill, was
followed by a perfect shoal of replies from all parts
of the country; affording, as might be expected, a
curious medley of all sorts of opinions. Many of his
correspondents—even those most friendly to Sabbath
protection—express great fears as to the probable
success of a bill so alarmingly broad and sweeping
in its character, and strongly urge him to take lower
ground, and ask for less at a time. Others express

* The same circular contains the following significant notification :—
“The exceptions respecting ¢ravelling, and printed in italics at pages
4 and 12, are not in unison with the sentiments of the framer of the
bill; but the opinion of the country is requested thereupon.” These
exceptions related chiefly to the running of the mail. So early did Sir
Andrew anticipate a scheme of Sabbath reform, to the practicability and
propriety of which the slow progress of years is only now beginning to
open the eyes of the community.
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themselves fully satisfied with the principle and de-
tails of the bill, and “ would rather see it strangled
than mangled.” Some propose various retrench-
ments, others suggest numerous additions. Letters
came pouring in from all parts of England, calling
Sir Andrew’s attention to Sunday wakes, fairs, and
revels; Sunday brewing, angling, fishing, and sailing ;
Sunday mills and factories; and various other strange
and unheard-of profanations, which prevailed in their
immediate neighbourhoods. From many of his cor-
respondents, high in place—churchmen and dis-
senters, clerical and lay—he received the warmest
encouragement to persevere. “There appears,”
writes one,* “to be an extraordinary jealousy in the
minds of many lest the measure proposed should be
an attempt to drive people to religious duty. Nothing
can be more absurd than such an attempt, nor more
contrary, I feel assured, to your desire and that of
those acting with you. The simple object is to pre-
vent the boundary fence of all the ordinances of the
Christian religion being broken through with im-
punity. The idea of the dissenters, that human laws
ought not to extend to such subjects, appears to me
virtually to exalt the second table above the first—
the duty to man above the duty to God.” The
reference here is to an expression of sentiment by
some of the dissenters in England ; but the numer-
ous letters, found in Sir Andrew’s repositories, from
various dissenting ministers, filled with promises
of lhearty co-operation and encouragement, prove
* The Hon. and Rev Lyttelton Powys.
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that this feeling was at that time far from being uni-
versal among them. The tide of the Voluntary
controversy had just begun to set in, but the Sabbath
stood too high in the estimation of good men, bothin
England and Scotland, to be all at once excepted
from the benefit of legislation. It was not till some
years later, that Voluntaryism, whether obeying, as
some would say, the native impulse of its ruling
principle, or chafed, as others will have it, by taunts
of inconsistency, unwisely thrown out against its
supporters, rose so high as to engulf this sacred bar-
rier of morals and religion, among the things with
which human laws have nothing to do.

It may be mentioned, in connection with this, that
two societies had sprung up in consequence of the
agitation of the subject, both of which took lower and
more limited ground in contending for the Sabbath
than the Lord’s-Day Society. One of these, called
the “ Sunday-Trading Suppression Society,” of which
the secretary was Mr Apsley Pellatt, regarding the
seventh day “as a day of rest, recognised by the laws
of the land and the customs of society, as enjoined
by the Christian religion,” held it “desirable that
the right to its enjoyment should not be aggressed
by partial trading on Sunday.” “Deprecating the
interference of the legislature with religious duties,”
it was anxious “to obtain the enactment of laws which
shall effectually secure to all classes of the community
one day in seven as a day of rest.” To this society,
aiming at the same object, though not coming up to
the principle upon which he held it his duty to con-



T T ———

THE SABBATH PROTECTION SOCIETY. 159

tend for it, Sir Andrew lent his countenance; having
presided at its formation, November 13, 1832. He
rejoiced in every movement made in the right direc-
tion, though in some cases he felt himself precluded
from doing so, where principles were adopted at open
variance with those which he held inviolably sacred.
Such was the case with another association, called
the “Sabbath Protection Society,” chiefly composed
of dissenters, who, loudly disclaiming all legislation
about religion, sought to conciliate the good-will of
the lower classes by reducing God’s holy day to a
matter of mere political expediency—“a day of civil
rest.” A meeting of this society was held on the
27th of February 1833, at which one of the reverend
speakers held it was “a great point with them to
rescind the abominable laws at present in existence
for the enforcement of the Sabbath,” on the ground
that “we are arrived at that period of the human
understanding when men could not be coerced.” So
long as they harped on this string, they met univer-
sal applause from those whose votes they were anxious
to secure; but their attempt to meet the world half
way shared the fate of all such compromises; and,
like the “ seven sons of one Sceva a Jew,” mentioned
in the Acts, they no sooner began to “ call over them
the name of the Lord Jesus,” than the evil spirit, in
place of being exorcised, was only exasperated, and
“ prevailed against them, so that they fled out of that
house naked and wounded.”* A disrespectful allu-
sion to atheism converted the meeting into a political

* Acts xix. 13-16.
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bear-garden; the chair was usurped by a journeyman
tailor, named Duffy; and fiery resolutions were carried
relative to the desecration of the Sabbath by the rich,
and to some Parliamentary measure for suppressing
disturbances in Ireland, which was styled ¢ the bloody
and horrible Irish Bill.”*

Every thing betokened a stormy reception for the
unfortunate bill. From time to time, as petitions in
its favour were presented to Parliament, members of
both Houses took occasion to express their dissatis-
faction and even astonishment at its severe provi-
sions. On the 29th of March, after Sir Andrew had
presented an immense mass of petitions, there was a
perfect explosion of rancour against it. Mr Beau-
mont, member for Northumberland, went so far as to
characterise the petitioners as “actuated by cant, by
humbug, and by hypocrisy.” He said he would move,
- asan amendment, that it be entitled, “ A Bill to pro-
mote Cant.” Several members accused Sir Andrew
of having stolen a march on them by introducing
such a bill; which, if they had known it better, they
would not have suffered to enter the House. Mr
Cobbett sneeringly “ thanked the mover for bringing
in such a bill, as it was so bad that it could never
pass.” In the House of Lords, even the bishops
declared it went too far for them; though, when
requested to bring forward “a more reasonable mea-
sure ” themselves, they shrunk from a responsibility
which, whatever glory it might bring to God, was sure
to bring odium on themselves. The radical and in-

* Morning Herald, and Record, March 11, 1833.
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fidel portion of the press, as soon as they discovered
the sweeping character of the measure, began to
launch out into the most bitter abuse against both
the bill and its mover.* The Times, in one of its
leading articles, stigmatized him as a “sour cove-
nanter,” a “ Scotch fanatic,” this “ modest and bene-
volent Puritan,” “this Draco of devotion!”+ “It
would be amusing,” says a contemporary, “were it
not melancholy, to perceive the Times, and the other
irreligious prints, blackening the proposed measure
as an attempt to force on merry England the gloom
of a Scotch Sabbath. Sir Andrew Agnew is painted
as a gloomy Presbyterian fanatic, and the whole
measure is made to issue from the deeps of covenant-
ing absurdity. We have good reason to know that
the worthy baronet was born, and bred, and remains,
an Episcopalian ; and, instead of drawing his early
impressions of the proper characteristics of Sabbath
observance from Scotch strictness, that he received
his education, and spent his early life, amidst the
freedom and laxity of Irish profanations.”

In the midst of these unpromising symptoms—
taunted by the enemies of the Sabbath with fanati-
cal extravagance, and urged by many of its friends
to mould his measure more in accordance with the
wishes of the public and the spirit of the times—Sir

* With the exception of the Record, which stood true to Sir Andrew
from first to last, and the Stardard, very few of the public journals
manifested a friendly spirit.

+ The article in which these epithets occur may be given, along with
other curious specimens of contemporary spite, in the Appendix.

$ Record, April 8, 1833.

L
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Andrew’s situation was far from enviable. No man
knows, till he is tried, how he shall feel under such
circumstances. He had thought himself prepared
for the worst—he expected opposition and abuse;
but when, on all sides, he was assailed, misrepresented,
and held up to public scorn, he would indeed have
been more than man had he been wholly insensible
to his position. That he did feel it, and that most
keenly, those that knew him best can testify; but
quietly and prayerfully he allowed the storm to spend
its rage on his head; and that he never shrunk for a
moment from the post assigned him in the battle-
field, we have it happily in our power to substan-
tiate. The following letter, addressed to his cousin,*
and written in all the freedom of familiar correspon-
dence, when there was no temptation to conceal-
ment, and no object to be gained by affectation,
will testify better than we can describe how he felt
on the subject :—
“ LoxpoN, April 6, 1833.

“ MY DEAR Mi1ss HARRIET,—You must think me very
careless in not having thanked you for your very kind note,
written at a time when sympathy is worth its weight in
gold.

“I am much gratified by your taking such a heavy lift of
the bill and its author. The poor little composition, consist-
ing scarcely of twelve pages, has raised a mighty outery, an
attack so indiscriminate, as to furnish a full justification for
not having brought forward a partial measure; for there
could not have been framed a measure so partial as not to
have come under one lash of the cat-o’-nine-tails.

* Miss Harriet Agnew, now Mrs Alexander Stuart Menteath.
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“In truth, the strength of the cause (as far as the bill is
concerned) is in the sweeping (or, if you will, the extrava-
gant) nature of the bill. It is based on a principle, the
principle of protection to all men, beginning with the
poorest, in the enjoyment of his religious liberty of worship-
ping God according to his conscience on the Lord’s day,
untempted by the allurements of gain, and unmolested by
the encroachments of neighbours.

“The press are well aware, that were legislation to begin
on this principle, he would be a bold man who would at-
tempt to stop it; and who knows but then the Sunday
newspapers might be put down? and the proprietors or
conductors of Sunday and week-day papers are one and
the same.

“ Still, there are many who have admitted that the pub-
lic cry for Sabbath observance must be attended to; and
it is for them to say from whom they will withhold the
boon which has been proposed of a seventh day’s rest from
toil.
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