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been uncoascious instruments of the
Holy Spirit for the utterance of his
oracles: at Jeast, they made little ac-
count of the peculiarities of their indi-
vidual characters. In the present day,
the tendency is to the opposite extreme:
and inthe introduction of this discourse,
there is such a variety of epithets appli

ol to Paul, that the reader 1s tempted
to forget that the accomplishied native
of Tarsus and disciple of Gamaliel,
was all that he wasas Aposileof the
Gentiles, oy the grace of Goid in him,

Some of our aunthor's remarks on the
style of Paul's writings are not strictly
accurate. Thus he says, + =il his ad-
mirable rhetorie, all his sound logic, all
his knowledge as & Jew, are laid under
contribution,to throw hght on the Cross
of Christ.” Now while weabhor as blas-
phemous the Socinian reflection on the
Apoctle asbeing an inconclusivereason-
er, we yet believe that Pauly from the
very fiow of thought and emotion which
pressed upon him "as a writer under
the elear vision of heavenly and cternal
things, is often discursive to an extent
that 15 ot consistent with what we re-
gard as exact lozic ; henes, the digress-
ions on dig-essions, and parentheses
within parentheses, which are fonnd in
some of his Epistles. None but those,
however, who judge of the word of God
by the laws which men kave framed {or
their own writings,will pronounce tiese
tohe brmnishes.  Andso, we think, that
1w speaiune of the beauties and excel-
jeacies of tiwe Bible axawritt~n compo-
siston, we should not afiect a csustant
reference to those laws.,

We object, on tite same grousud, to
the author's description 6ff Pavl ar va
vigorous and concise writer.”  Vigor-
ous, traly he is, mbove ail that ever
wrote—an: sc, even Longinus classes
fum amengst the greatest orators of an-
fqmty + bt Ivs 5 not a concise <iyle,
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A SERVON.
The mighty themes ou whieh ke dwels,
amd still more, the varving application
of these which he saw, as he wrote tor
the immediate benefit of multitudes of
the tollowers of Christ, entirely forbade
a laboured brevity.  The trathis, that
much of Paul’s wnitings, both from the
matter of which they treat,and because
they are letters or personal addresses,
partake largely of the character of spo-
ken dizcourses ; and on this very ac-
count, tiiey are more frequently diffuse
than concisc—and their copiousiess s
itself an excellence.  To strengthen
our opinion in tlns matter by a canon of
criticism that wili not be lightly dispu-
ted, Cicero says, * *concise ar genitle
speakers may intorin @ judge, but to
carry him along with them, which is the
main point, is beyond their power.”

‘The vbjects proposed in the discourse,
are—

Fiist, to explain briefly the matter
contained inthe text ; and next, to offer
a few remarks on the manner in which
the doctrine of the text ought to be
preached, Taking this division as we
find it, wo by no meaus approve of the
termis in which the first topic is an-
aounced.  The text is properly the
statement of the fact that the Apostles
preached Christ Crucijied ; and, we
think, that the preacher would have
done better to have expressed his iuten-
tion to explein the grand theme of A-
postolical preaching. It is worthy of
remark, that the phrase “ Christ Cruci-
fied,” or the equivalent term, «the
Cross of Christ,” are found only 'in the
wiitings of Paul. We agree in sub-
swance with the author's remarks on
it ; believing that i denotes the whole
clasa of truths which are involved in the

* Quare qui aut breviter, ant summissc dicant,
g-ou::(‘ Jl}l:l\(‘:ll POCILL oMM CIC Qon possent,
i quo sunt vingia.
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