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But of all the prepossessions in the minds of
the hearers which tend to impede or counteract
the ddsign of the speaker, party spirit, where it
happens to prevail, is the most pernicious, being
at once\that most inflexible and the most unjust.
This prejudice [ mention by itself, as those above
ay have place at any time, and in an
ircumstances. This hath place o

national

ers, or the bulk
ties, . their
agalnst hlm

gross the hearers are, \50 muc the more suscep-
s, Nothing exposes

e rabble chiefly con-
sider who speaks men of sense and education
what is spoken. Nor are ,' e multitude, to do them
justice, less excessive ih their love than in their
hatred, in their attac}gen‘ than in their aver-
sions. From a conscjbusness, it would seem, of
their own incapacitf to guide themselves, they
are ever prone bligdly to submit to the guidance
of some popular glator, who hath had the address
first, either to gghin their apprd pation by his real

g opinion
of the audlence is unfavourable the sped ker hath
neg¢d to be much more cautious in every tep he

es, to show more modesty, and greater defer-

038 ENLIGHTENMENT RHETORIC

gheful influences than-

4

ence to the judgment of his hearers; perh s in
order to win them, he may find it necegsary to
make some concessions in relation to b
pringiples or conduct, and to entreat f
tion {fom pure regard to the subje‘t that, like
men ofjudgment and candour, they'would impar-
tially c\é sider what is said, and give a welcome
receptimg to truth, from what Quarter soever it
proceed. hus he must atterdpt, if possible, fo
mollify therh, gradually to idsinuate himself into
their favour, E\nd thereby inperceptibly to trans-
fuse his sentlme‘nts and pdssions into their minds, -

The man who' e;njo the advantage of popu-
larity needs not this‘caution. The minds of his au-
ditors are perfectly tuned to his. They are pre-
pared for adoptm' nnph(nﬂy his opinions, and
accompanymg in all Ins most passionate ex-
cursions. Whensthe people are willing to run with
you, you may'run as fast as “you can, especially
when the casé requires impetoosity and despatch
But if you find in them no such dour if it is not

ar pace and

. Dif-
ferénces in this respect are numberless.’ It is
edough here to have observed those principles in
the mind on which the rules ate founded.

CHAPTER X

The different kinds of public speaking in use among
the moderns compared, with a view to their different
advarntages in respect of eloquence.

The principal sorts of discourses which here de-
mand our notice, and on which I intend to make
some observations, are the three following: ora-
tions delivered at the bar, those pronounced in
the senate, and those spoken from the pulpit. I do
not make a separate article of the speeches deliv-
ered by judges to their colleagnes on the bench;
hecause, though there be something pecuhar
here, arising from the difference in character that
subsists between the judge and the pleader, in all
the other material circumstances, the persons ad-
dressed, the subject, the occasion, and the pur-
pose in speaking, there is in these two sorts a per-




fect coincidence. In like manner, I forbear to
mention the theatre, because so entirely dissimi-
lar, both in form and in kind, as hardly to be ca-
pable of a place in the comparison. Besides, it is

- only a cursory view of the chief differences, and

not a critical examination of them all, that is here
proposed; my design being solely to assist the
mind both in apprehending rightly, and in apply-
ing propetly, the principles above laid down, In
this respect, the present discussion will serve to
exemplify and illusirate those principles. Under
these five particulars, therefore, the speaker, the
hearers or persons addressed, the subject, the oc-

" casion, and the end in view, or the effect intended

to be produced by the discourse, 1 shall arrange,
for order’s sake, the remarks I intend io lay be-
fore the reader.

Section I. In regard to the Speaker

The first consideration is that of the character to
be sustained by the speaker. It was remarked in
general, in the preceding chapter, that for pro-
moting the success of the orator, (whatever be
the kind of public speaking in which he is con-
cerned,) it is a matter of some consequence that,
in the opinion of those whom he addresseth, he is
both a wise and a good man. But though this in
some measure holds universally, nothing is more
certain than that the degree of consequence
which lies in their opinion, is exceedingly differ-
ent in the different kinds. In each it depends
chiefly on two circumstances, the nature of his
profession as a public speaker, and the character
of those to whom his discourses are addressed.
As to the first, arising from the nature of the
profession, it will not admit a guestion, that the
preacher hath in this respect the most difficult
task; inasmuch as he hath a character to support,
which is much more easily injured than that ei-
ther of the senator, or the speaker at the bar. No
doubt the reputation of capacity, experience n
affairs, and as much integrity as is thought attain-
able by those called men of the world, will add
weight to the words of the senator; that of skill in
his profession, and fidelity in his representation,
will serve to recommend what is spoken by the
lawyer at the bar; but if these characters in gen-
eral remain untmpeached, the public will be suf-
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ficiently indulgent to both in every other respect.
On the contrary, there is little or no indulgence,
in regard to his own failings, to be expected by
the man who is professedly a sort of authorized
censor, who hath it in charge to mark and repre-
hend the faults of others. And even in the execu-
tion of this so ticklish a part of his office, the
least excess on either hand exposeth him to cen-
sure and dislike. Too much lenity is enough to
stigmatize him as lukewarm in the caunse of
virtue, and too much severity as a siranger to the
spitit of the gospel.

But let us consider more directly what is im-
plied in the character, that we may better judge of
the effect it will have on the expectations and de-
mands of the people, and consequently on his
public teaching. First, then, it is a character of
some authority, as it is of one educated for a pur-
pose so important as that of a teacher of religion.
This authority, however, from the nature of the
function, must be tempered with moderation,
candour, and benevolence. The preacher of the
gospel, as the very terms import, is the minister
of grace, the herald of divine mercy to ignorant,
sinful, and erring men. The magistrate, on the
contrary, (under which term may be included
secular judges and counsellors of every denomi-
nation,) is the minister of divine justice and of
wrath, He beareth not the sword in vain.*7 He is
on the part of heaven the avenger of the society
with whose protection he is intrusted, against all
who invade its rights. The first operates chiefly
on our love, the second on our fear. Minister of
religion, like angel of God, is a name that cught
to convey the idea of something endearing and
attractive; whereas the title minister of justice in-
variably suggests the notion of something awful
and unrelenting. In the former, even his indigna-
tion against sin ought to be surmounted by his
pity of the condition, and concern for the re-
covery, of the sinner. Though firm in declaring
the will of God, though steady in maintaining the
cause of truth, yet mild in his addresses to the
people, condescending to the weak, using rather
entreaty than command, beseeching them by the
lowliness and gentieness of Christ, knowing that,
“the servant of the Lord must not strive, but be

»7Romans Xiii, 4. [Awr]

939




gentle to all men, apt to teach, patient, in meek-
ness instructing those that oppose themselves.”?®
He must be grave without moroseness, cheerful
without levity. And even in setting before his
people the terrors of the Lord, affection ought
manifestly to predominate in the warning which
he is compelled to give. From these few hints it
plainly appears, that there is a certain delicacy in
the character of a preacher, which he is never at
liberty totally to overlock, and to which, if there
appear any thing incongruous, either in his con-
duct or in his public performances, it will never
fail to injure their effect. On the contrary, it is
well known, that as, in the other professions, the
speaker’s private life is but very little minded, so
there are many things which, though they would
be accounted nowise unsuitable from the bar or
in the senate, would be deemed altogether unbe-
fitting the pulpit. '

It ought not to be_overlooked, on the other
hand, that there is one peculiarity in the lawyer’s
professional character, which is unfavourable to
conviction, and consequently gives him some
disadvantage both of the senator and the
preacher, We know that he must defend his
client, and argue on the side on which he is re-
tained. We know also that a trifling and acciden-
tal circumstance, which nowise affects the merit
of the cause, such as a prior application from the
adverse party, would probably have made him
employ the same acuteness, and display the same
fervour, on the opposite side of the question. This
circumstance, though not considered as a fault in
the character of the man, but a natural, because
an ordinary, consequent of the office, cannot fail,
when reflected on, to make us shyer of yielding
our assent. It removes entirely what was ob-
served in the preceding chapter to be of great mo-
ment, our belief of the speaker’s sincerity. This
belief can hardly be rendered compatible with the
knowledge that both truth and right are so com-
monly and avowedly sacrificed to interest. I ac-
knowledge that an uncommon share of eloquence
will carry off the minds of most people from at-
tending to this circumstance, or at least from pay-
ing any regard to it. Yet Antony is represented by
Cicero, as thinking the advocate’s reputation so

282 Tim. ii. 24, 25. [Au.]
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delicate, that the practice of amusing himself in
philosophical disputations with his friends is suf-
ficient to hurt it, and consequently to affect the
credibility of his pleadings. Surely the barefaced
prostitution of his talents, (and in spite of his
commonness, what else can we call it7) in sup-
porting indifferently, as pecuniary considerations
determine him, truth or falsehood, justice or in-
justice, must have a still worse effect on the opin-
ion of his hearers.

Tt was affirmed that the consequence of the
speaker’s own character, in furthering or hinder-
ing his success, depends in some measure on the
character of those whom he addresseth. Here in-
deed it will be found, on inquiry, that the
preacher labours under a manifest disadvantage.
Most congregations are of that kind, as will appear
from the article immediately succeeding, which,
agreeably fo an observation made in the former
chapter, very much considers who speaks; those
addressed from the bar, or in the senate, consider
more what is spoken. |

Section I1. In regard to the Persons addressed

The second particular mentioned as a ground of
comparison, is the consideration of the character
of the hearers, or more properly the persons ad-
dressed. The necessity which a speaker is under
of suiting himself to his audience, both that he
may be understood by them, and that his words
may have influence upon them, is a maxim so ev-
ident as to need neither proof nor illustration.
Now, the first remark that claims our attention
here is, that the more mixed the anditory is, the
greater is the difficulty of speaking to them with
effect. The reason is obvious-—what will tend to
favour your success with one, may tend to ob-
struct it with another. The more various therefore
the individuals are, in respect of age, rank, for-
tune, education, prejudices, the more delicate
must be the art of preserving propriety in an ad-
dress to the whole. The pleader has, in this re-
spect, the simplest and the easiest task of all; the
judges, to whom his oration is addressed, being
commonly men of the same rark, of similar edu-
cation, and not differing greatly in respect of
studies or attainments, The difference in these re-
spects is much more considerable when he ad-



dresses the jury. A speaker in the house of peers
hath not so mixed an auditory as one who ha-
rangues in the house of commons. And. even
here, as all the members may be supposed to
have been educated as gentlemen, the audience is
not nearly so promiscuous as were the popular
assemblies of Athens and of Rome, to which
their demagogues declaimed with so much vehe-
mence, and so wonderful success. Yet, even of
these, women, IDinors, and servants made no
part. _
We may therefore justly reckon a christian
congregation in a populous and flourishing city,
where there is a great variety in rank and educa-
tion, to be of all audiences the most promiscuous.
And though it is impossible that, in so mixed a
multitude, every thing that is advanced by the
speaker should, both in sentiment and in expres-
sion, be adapted to the apprehension of every in-
dividual hearer, and fail in with his particular
prepossessions, yet it may be expected, that
whatever is advanced shall be within the reach of
every class of hearers, and shall not unnecessat-
ily shock the innocent prejudices of any. This is
still, however, to.be understood with the excep-
tion of mere children, fools, and a few others
who, through the total neglect of parents or
guardians in their education, are grossly ignorant.
Such, though in the audience, are not to be con-
sidered as constituting a part of it. But how great
is the attention requisite in the speaker in such an
assembly, that, whilst on the one hand he avoids,
either in style or in sentiment, soaring above the
capacity of the lower class, he may not, on the
other, sink below the regard of the higher. To at-
tain simplicity without flatness, delicacy without
refinement, perspicuity without recurring to low
idioms and similitudes, will require his utmost
care.

Another remark on this article that deserves
our notice is, that the less improved in knowl-
edge and discernment the hearers are, the easier
it is for the speaker to work upon their passions,
and by working on their passions, to obtain his
end, This, it must be owned, appears, on the other
hand, to give a considerable advantage to the
preacher, as in no congregation can the bulk of
the people be regarded as on a footing, in point of
improvement, with either house of parliament, or
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with the judges in a court of judicature. It is cer-
tain, that the more gross the hearers are, the more
avowedly may you address yourself to their pas-
sions, and the less occasion there is for argument;
whereas, the more intelligent they are, the more
covertly must you operate on their passions, and
the more attentive must you be in regard to the
jusiness, or at least the specionsness of your rea-
soning. Hence some have strangely concluded,
that the only scope for eloquence is in harangu-
ing the multitude; that in gaining over to your
purpose men of knowledge and breeding, the ex-
ertion of oratorical talents hath no influence. This
is precisely as if one should argue, because a
mob is much easier subdued than regular troops,

‘there is no occasion for the art of war, nor is there

a proper field for the exertion of military skill,
unless when you are quelling an undisciplined
rabble. Every body sees in this case, not only
how absurd such a way of arguing would be, but
that the very reverse ought to be the conclasion.
The reason why people do not so quickly per-
ceive the absurdity in the other case is, that they
affix no distinct meaning to the word eloquence,
often denoting no more by that term than simply
the power of moving the passions. But even in
this. improper acceptation, their notion is far from
being just; for wherever there are men, learned or
ignorant, civilized or barbarous, there arc pas-
sions; and the greater the difficulty is in affecting
these, the more art is requisite. The truth is, elo-
quence, like every other art, proposeth the ac-
complishment of a certain end. Passion is for the
most part but the means employed for effecting
the end, and therefore, like all other means, will
no further be regarded in any case, than it can be
rendered conducible to the end.

Now the preacher’s advantage even here, in
point of facility, at least in several situations,
will not appear, on reflection, to be so great as
on a superficial view it may be thought. Let it be
observed, that in such congregations as were
supposed, there is a mixture of superior and infe-
rior ranks. It is therefore the business of the
speaker, so far only to accommodate himself to
one class, as not wantonly to disgust another.
Besides, it will scarcely be denied that those in
the superior walks of life, however much by
reading and conversation improved in all genteel
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accomplishments, often have as much need of re-
ligious imstruction and moral improvement, as
those who in every other particular are acknowl-
edged to be their inferiors. And doubtless the re-
formation of such will be allowed to be, in one
respect, of greater importance, (and therefore
never to be overlooked,) that in consequence of
such an event, more good may redound to others,
from the more extensive influence of their an-
thority and example.

Section IIl. In regard to the Subject

The third particular mentioned was the subject of
discourse. This may be considered in a twofold
view; first, as implying the topics of argument,
motives, and principles, which are suited to each
of the different kinds, and must be employed in
order (o produce the intended effect on the hear-
ers; secondly, as implying the persons or things in
whose favour, or to whose prejudice, the speaker
purposes to excite the passions of the audience,
and thereby to influence their determinations.

On the first of these articles, I acknowledge
the preacher hath incomparably the advantage of
every other public orator. At the bar, critical ex-
plications of dark and ambiguous statutes, quota-
tions of precedents sometimes contradictory, and
comments on jarring decisions and reports, often
necessarily consume the greater part of the
speaker’s time. Hence the mixture of a sort of
metaphysics and verbal criticism, employed by
lawyers in their pleadings, hath come to the dis-
tinguished by the name chicane, a species of rea-
soning oo abstruse to command attention of any
continuance even from the studious, and conse-
quently not very favourable to the powers of
rhetoric. When the argument doth not turn on the
common law, or on nice and hypercritical expli-
cations of the statute, but on the great principles
of natural right and justice, as sometimes hap-
pens, particularly in criminal cases, the speaker is
much more advantageously situated for exhibiting
his rhetorical talents than in the former case.
When, in consequence of the imperfection of the
evidence, the question happens to be more a ques-
tion of fact than either of municipal law or of nat-
ural equity, the pleader hath more advantages than
in the first case, and fewer than in the second.
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Again, in the deliberations in the senate, the
utility or the disadvantages that will probably fol-
low on a measure proposed, if it should receive
the sanction of the legislature, constitute the prin-
ciple topics of debate. This, though it sometimes
leads 1o a kind of reasoning rather too complex
and involved for ordinary apprehension, is in the
main more favourable to the display of pathos,
vehemence, and sublimity than the much greater
part of the forensic causes can be said to be. That
these qualities have been sometimes found in a
very high degree in the orations pronounced in a
British senate, is a fact incontrovertible.

But beyond all question, the preacher’s sub-
ject of argument, considered in itself, is infinitely
more lofty and more affecting, The doctrines of
religion are such as relate to God, the adorable
Creator and Ruler of the world, his attributes,
government, and law, What science to be com-
pared with it in sublimity? It teaches also the ori-
gin of man, his primitive dignity, the source of
his degeneracy, the means of his recovery, the
eternal happiness that awaits the good, and the
future misery of the impenitent. Is there any kind
of knowledge in which human creatures are so
deeply interested? In a word, whether we con-
sider the doctrines of religion or its documents,
the examples it holds forth to our imitation, or its
motives, promises, and threatenings, we see on
every hand a subject that gives a scope for the
exertion of all the highest powers of rhetoric.
‘What are the sanctions of any human laws, com-
pared with the sanctions of the divine law, with
which we are brought acquainted by the gospel?
Or where shall we find instructions, similitudes,
and examples, that speak so directly to the heart,
as the parables and other divine lessons of our
blessed Lord?

In regard to the second thing which I took no-
tice of as incloded under the general term
subject, namely the persons or things in whose
favour, or to whose prejudice the speaker intends
to excite the passions of the audience, and
thereby to influence their determinations, the
other two have commonly the advantage of the
preacher. The reason is, that his subject is gener-
ally things; theirs, on the contrary, is persons. In
what regards the painful passions, indignation,
hatred, contempt, abhorrence, this difference in-




variably obtains. The preacher’s business is
solely to excite your detestation of the crime; the
pleader’s business is principally to make you de-
test the criminai. The former paints vice to you in
all its odious colours; the latter paints the vicious.
There is a degree of abstraction, and conse-
quently a much greater degree of attention, requi-
site to enable us to form just conceptions of the
ideas. and sentiments of the former; whereas,
those of the latter, referring to an actual, perhaps
a living, present, and well-known subject, are
much more level to common capacity, and there-
fore not only are more easily apprehended by the
understanding, but take a stronger hold of the
imagination. It would have been impossible even
for Cicero to inflame the minds of the people to
so high a pitch against oppression, considered in
the abstract, as he actually did inflame them

against Verres the oppressor; nor could he have

incensed them so much against treason and con-
spiracy, as he did incense them against Catiline
the traitor and conspirator. The like may be ob-
served of the effects .of this orations against
Antony, and in a thousand other instances.
Though the occasions in this way are more
frequent at the bar, yet, as the deliberations in the
senate often proceed on the reputation and past
conduct of individuals, there is commonly here
also a much better handle for rousing the pas-
sions than that enjoyed by the preacher. How
much advantage Demosthenes drew from the
known character and insidious arts of Philip king
of Macedon, for influencing the resolves of the
Athenians, and other Grecian states, those who
are acquainted with the Philippics ‘of the orator,
and the history of that period, will be very sen-
sible. In what concerns the pleasing affections,
the preacher may sometimes, not ofien, avail
himself of real human characters, as in funeral
sermons, and in discourses on the patterns of
virtue given us by our Saviour, and by those
saints of whom we have the history in the sacred
code. But such examples are comparatively few.

Section IV, In regard to the Occasion

The fourth circumstance mentioned as a ground
of comparison, is the particular occasion of
speaking. And in this I think it evident, that both

the pleader and the senator have the advantage of
the preacher. When any important cause comes
to be tried before a civil judicatory, or when any
important question comes to be agitated in either
house of parliament, as the point to be discussed
hath generally for some time before been a topic
of conversation in most companies, pethaps
throughout the kingdom, (which of itself is suffi-
cient to gibe consequence to any thing,) people
are apprized beforchand of the particular day
fixed for the discussion. Accordingly, they come
prepared with some knowledge of the case, a per-
suasion of its importance, and a curiosity which
sharpens their attention, and assists both their un-
derstanding and their memory.

Men go to church without any of these advan-
tages. The subject of the sermon is not known to
the congregation, till the minister announce it just
as he begins, by reading the text. Now, from our
experience of human nature, we may be sensible
that whatever be the comparative importance of
the things themselves, the generality of men can-
not here be wrought up, in an instant, to the like
anxious curiosity about what is to be said, nor
can be so well prepared for hearing it. It may in-
deed be urged, in regard to those subjects which
come regularly to be discussed at stated times, as
on public festivals, as well as in regard to assize
sermons, charity sermons, and other occasional
discourses, that these must be admiited as excep-
tions.  Perhaps in some degree they are, but not
altogether: for first, the precise point to be ar-
gued, or proposition to be eviuced, is very rarely
known. The most that we can say is, that the sub-
ject will bave a relation (sometimes remote
enough) to such an article of faith, or to the
obligations we lie under to the practice of such a
duty. But further, if the topic were ever so well
known, the frequent recurrence of such occa-
sions, once a year at least, hath long familiarized
us to them, and, by destroying their novelty, hath
abated exceedingly of that ardour which ariseth
in the mind for hearing a discussion, conceived
to be of importance, which one never had access
to hear before, and probably never will have ac-
cess to hear again.

I shall here take notice of another circum-
stance, which, without great stretch, may be
classed under this article, and which likewise
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gives some advantage to the counsellor and the
senator. It is the opposition and contradiction
which they expect to meet with. Opponents
sharpen one another, as iron sharpeneth iron.
There is not the same spur either to exertion in
the speaker, or to attention in the hearer, where
there is no conflict, where you have no adversary
to encounter on. equal terms. Mr. Bickerstaff
would have made but small progress in the sci-
ence of defence, by pushing at the human figure
which he had chalked upon the wall, in compari-
son of what he might have made by the help of a
fellow combatant of fiesh and blood. I do not,
however, pretend that these cases are entirely
parallel. The whole of an adversary’s plea may
be perfectly known, and may, to the satisfaction
of every reasonable person, be perfectly con-
futed, though he hath not been heard by the coun-
sel at the bar.

Section V. In regard to the End in view

The fifth and last particular mentioned, and in-
deed that most important of them all, is the effect
in each species intended to be produced. The pri-
‘mary intention of preaching is the reformation of
mankind. “The grace of God, that bringeth salva-
tion, hath appeared to all men, teaching us that,
denying ungodliness and worldly lusts, we should
live soberly, righteously, and godly in this present
world.”?® Reformation of life and manners~—of
all things that which is the most difficult by any
means whatever to effectnate; I may add, of all
tasks ever attempted by persuasion, that which
has the most frequently baffled its power.

What is the task of any other orator compared
with this? It is really as nothing at all, and hardly
deserves to be named. An unjust judge, gradually
worked on by the resistless force of human elo-
quence, may be persuaded, against his inclina-
tion, perhaps against a previous resolution, to
pronounce an equitable sentence. All the effect
on him, intended by the pleader, was merely mo-
mentary. The orator hath had the address to em-
ploy the time allowed him in such a manner as to
secure the happy moment. Notwithstanding this,
there may be no real change wrought upon the

29Tt §i. 11, 12. [An.]
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judge. He may coatinve the same obdurate
wretch he was before. Nay, if the sentence had
been delayed but a single day after hearing the
cause, he would perhaps have given a very dif-
ferent award. ' .

Is it to be wondered at, that when the passions
of the people were agitated by the persuasive
powers of a Demosthenes, whilst the thunder of
his efoquence was yet sounding in their ears, the
orator should be absolute master of their re-
solves? But an apostle or evangelist (for there is
no anachronism in a bare sopposition) might
have thus addressed the celebrated Athenian,
“You do, indeed, succeed to admiration, and the
address and genius which you display in speak-
ing justly entitle you to our praise. But however
great the consequences may be of the measures
to which, by your eloquence, they are deter-
mined, the change produced in the people is
nothing, or next to nothing. If you would be as-
certained of the truth of this, allow the assembly
to disperse immediately after hearing you; give
them time to cool, and then collect their votes,
and it is a thousand to one you shall find that the
charmn is dissolved.”

But very different is the purpose of the Christ-
ian orator. It is not a momentary, but a permanent
effect at which he aims. It is not an immediate
and favourable suffrage, but a thorough change
of heart and disposition, that will satisfy his
view. That man would need to be possessed of
oratory superior to human, who would effectu-
ally persuade him that stole to steal no more, the
sensualist to forego his pleasures, and the miser
his hoards, the insolent and haughty to become
meek and humble, the vindictive forgiving, the
cruel and unfeeling merciful and humane.

I may add to these considerations, that the dif-
ficulty lies not only in the permanency, but in the
very nature of the change to be effected. It.is
wonderful, but it is too well vouched to admit of
a doubt, that by the powers of rhetoric you may
produce in mankind almost any change more eas-
ily than this. It is not unprecedented that one
should persuade a multitade, from mistaken mo-
tives of religion, to act the part of ruffians, fools,
or madmen; to perpetuate the most extravagant,
nay, the most flagitious actions; to steel their
hearts against humanity, and the loudest cails of




affection; but where is the eloguence that will
gain such an ascendant over a multitude, as to
persuade them, for the Iove of God, to be wise,
and just, and good? Happy the preacher whose
sermons, by the blessing of Heaven, have been
instrumental in producing even a few such in-
stances! Do but look into the annals of church
history, and you will soon be convinced of the
surprising difference there is in the two cases
mentioned—the amazing facility of the one, and
the almost impossibility of the other.

As to the foolish or mad extravagances, hurt-
ful only to themselves, to which numbers may be
excited by the powers. of persuasion, the history
of the flagellants, and even the history of mona-~
chism, afford many unguestionable examples.
But what is much worse, at one time you se¢ Eu-
rope nearly depopulated at the persuasion of a fa-
natical monk, its inhabitants rushing armed into
Asia, in order to fight for Jesus Christ, as they
termed it, but as it proved in fact, to disgrace, as
far as lay in them, the name of Christ and of
Christian amongst infidels; to butcher those who
never injured them, and to whose lands they had
at least no befter title than those whom they in-
tended, by all possible means, to dispossess; and
to give the world a melancholy proof, that there
is no pitch of brutality and rapacity to which the
passions of avarice and ambition, consecrated
and inflamed by religious enthusiasm, will not
drive mankind. At another time you see mul-
titudes, by the like methods, worked tp.info a
fury against innocent countrymen, neighbours,
friends, and kinsmen, glorying in being most ac-
tive in cutting the throats of those who were for-
merly held dear to them.

Such were the crusades preached up but to0
effectually, first against the Mahometans in the
East, and next against Christians whom they
called heretics, in the heart of Burope. And even
in our own time, have we not seen new factions
raised by popular declaimers, whose only merit
was impudence, whose only engine of influence
was calumny and self-praise, whose only moral
lesson was malevolence? As to the dogmas
whereby such have at any time affected to dis-
criminate themselves, these are commonly no
other than the shibboleth, the watchword. of the
party, worn, for distinction’s sake, as a badge, a
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jargon unintelligible alike to the teacher and to
the learner. Such apostles never fail to make
proselytes. For who would not purchase heaven
at so cheap a rate? There is nothing that people
can more easily afford. It is only to think very
well of their leader and of themselves, to think
very ill of their neighbour, to calumniate him
freely, and to hate him heartily. -

1 am sensible that some will imagine that this
account itself throws an insuperable obstacle in
our way, as from it one will naturally infer, that
oratory must be one of the most dangerous things
in the world, and much more capable of doing ill
than good. It needs but some reflection to make
this mighty obstacle entirely vanish. — Very little
eloquence is necessary for persuading people to a
conduct to which their own depravity hath previ-
ously given them a bias. How goothing is it to
them not only to have their minds made easy
under the indulged malignity of their disposition,
but to have that very malignity sanctified with a
good name! So litile of the oratorical talent is re-
quired here, that those who court popular ap-
plause, and look upon it as the pinnacle of human
glory to be blindly followed by the multitude,
commonly recur to defamation, especially of su-
periors and brethren, not so much for a subject on
which they may display their eloquence, as for a
succedaneumm to supply their want of eloquence,
a succedaneum which never yet was found to
fail. I knew a preacher who, from this expedient
alone, from being long the aversion of the popu-
lace, on account of his dulness, awkwardness,
and coldness, all of a sudden became their idol.
Little force is necessary to push down heavy bod-
jes placed on the verge of a declivity, but much
force is requisite to stop them in their progress,
and push ther up.

If 2 man should say, that because the first is
more frequently effected than the last, it is the
best trial of strength, and the only suitable use to
which it can be applied, we should at least not
think him remarkable for distinctness in his
ideas. Popularity alone, therefore, is no test at all
of the eloquence of the speaker, no more than ve-
locity alone would be of the force of the external
impulse originally given to the body moving. As
in this direction of the body, and other circum-
stances, must be taken into the account; O in
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that, you must consider the tendency of the
teaching, whether it favours or opposes the vices
of the hearers. To head a sect, to infuse: party-
spirit, to make men arrogant, uncharitable, and
malevolent, is the cagiest task imaginable, and to
which almost any blockhead is fully equal. But to
produce the contrary effect, to subdue the spirit
of faction, and that monster spiritual pride, with
which it is invariably accompanied, to inspire eq-
uity, moderation, and charity into men’s senti-
ments and conduct with regard to others, is the
genuine test of elogquence. Here its triumph is
truly glorious, and in its application to this end
lies its great utility:

“The gates of hell are open night and day;
Smooth the descent, and easy is the way:
But to return and view the cheerful skies,
In this the task and mighty labour lies.3

Now in regard to the comparison, from which
I fear I shall be thought to have digressed, ‘be-
tween the forensic and senatorian eloquence, and
that of the pulpit, I must not omit to observe, that
in what I say of the difference of the effect to be
produced by the last mentioned species, I am to
be understood as speaking of the effect intended
by preaching in general, and even of that which,
in whole or in part, is, or ought to be, either more
immediately or more remotely, the scope of all
discourses proceeding from the pulpit. I am, at
the same time, sensible that in some of these, be-
side the ultimate view, there is an immediate and
outward effect which the sermon is intended to
produce. This is the case particularly in charity-
sermons, and pe.rhéips some other occasional dis-
courses. Now of these few, in respect of such im-
mediate purpose, we must admit, that they bear a
pretty close analogy to the pleadings of the advo-
cate, and the orations of the senator.

Upon the whole of the comparison I have
stated, it appears manifest that, in most of the
particulars above enumerated, the preacher la-
bours under a very great disadvantage. He hath
himself a more delicate part to perform than ei-

39Virgil, Aeneid, Bk. VI, trans. John Dryden. [Ed.]
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ther the pleader or the senator, and a character to
maintain which is much more easily injured. The
auditors, though rarely so accomplished as to re-
quire the same accuracy of composition, or
acuteness of reasoning, as may be expected in the
other two, are more various in age, rank; taste, in-
clinations, sentiments, prejudices, to which he
must- accommodate himself. And if he derives
some advantages from the richness, the variety,
and the nobleness of the principles, motives, and
arguments with which his subject furnishes him,
he derives also some inconveniénces from this
circumstarice, that almost the only engine by
which he can operate on the passions of his hear-
ers, i3 the exhibition of abstract qualities, virtues,
and vices, whereas that chiefly employed by
other orators is the exhibition of real persons, the
virtuous and the vicious. Nor are the occasions of
his addresses to the people equally fitted with
those of the senator and of the pleader for excit-
ing their:curiosity and riveting their attention.
And, finally, the task- assigned him, the efiect
which he ought ever to have in view, is so great,
so important, so'durable, as seems to bid defiance
to the strongest efforts of oratorical genius.

- Nothing is more common than for people; I
stipposé without reflecting, to express their won- :
der that there is so little eloquence amongst our
preachers, and that so little success attends their
preaching. As to the last, their success, it is a
matter not to be ascertained with so much preci-
sion as some appear fondly-to imagine. The evil
prevented, as well as the good promoted, ought
here, in all justice, to come into the reckoning.
And what that may be, it is impossible in any
supposed circumstances to determine. As to the
first, their eloquence, 1 acknowledge that for my
own part, considering how rare the talent is
among men in general, considering all the disad-
vantages preachers labour under, not only those
above enumerated, but others, arising from their
different situations, particularly considering the '
frequency of this exercise, together with the other
duties of their office, to which the fixed pastors
are obliged, I have been for a long time more- dis-
posed to wonder, that we hear so many instruc
tive and even eloquent sermons, than that weé
hear so few. o




