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thic% do not b(lieve. So far as rqard.; lisâ inifhuence oN-. io!:ho iiilude

whilo ~ et~iu i(itiousý are stroni, ]U:it whloc rigus riinei-'les are

wVeaLK, cveiy limuitationi of lits i il sflindca e> .11f h ls fuitce.
Thtis t!xcu!oo.il ncrrovness 1ai's ijiuu Vtiituoh ia rancor,

À. rouglu but uuniuei(, benevole, -e is at the lîtof Mxr. b.ýpurgcons
systcmn. le wi:siues lis oppoiients to bc coiuvcited, not cçuii(leilincd. le
very prpryféels, tliat, with luis id us of the Divinie Governmcnt, ho
wotild bo thuc baests of ct-iixinals, if lie sjai'cd lîiniscf, or ,pared cither
entreaty or deriunciation, in the great wzork1% of saviii- iod.le tbrows
hiinsclf witlî stOul passionatu carncstnesss intio lils biu&; css, thant lisj
sermons hoil over witli the exciteinit of his feelings. indecd, it is
difflenît tu say wviiut1ucr our iurciosof hirn, derived fr-oni the wvritten
p:xge, coi tu us morc froin the eye thaii the car. His vcry stylo foamns,
ragre., pray;i. entreats, -djures, weePs, screanis, warns and exccrates. t
llis words are words tinit cvcr3hfodly titiderstaxîidL,-bo! (, blunt, lioniely,
quaiiît, levoi to luis nature, ail alivo nitlu passý;iu, inJ (,D(;ccd w'ith the
single ypuujose ofecariying tlîe fortresus of sin by asbault. Tlie reader
who coiitives tu Jîrescrvc lu ins audtiis ,storu of words calinot
but bc yexý,.l thatt rlictoric so efi-iicuL sluld frequetitdy bc cor1îbiuied
with notlins so narrow, witlx bigotry ,o u ksottcd, w ith rucosprinci-
pies su îîuut1ýria1iucd ; t1iat the nian who i loudly pruelainied as the
great*est living orator of the pulpit .4hould haesu littie of tixat Chris-
tian spirit which refluies whict it inflaines, whlieh exalits, culuirgcs, and
purifies tuec natures it moves. For Mr. Sprenis, after ail, littie
more tlîau a theoologicatl stunip-orator, a Protu.,t.iiut Domixuiica1n, casy of
conipreuexxsion becausc lie hcaves out the hii-lutr clemeuts of his themes,
and îîot h ýsitating7 to vulgarize Ciuristianity, if lic iiuay therel-y cxtcnd
itaog tlic vulgar. It lias heeni atteîuiipted to Jubti{ý hiini by the
examples of Luther and Bunyn, tu neitiir ofwmiouu duocs lie hear more
tixan the iiio.st superficial re:setiblixce. Ife is, to, bc -Ure, as ixatural asf
Luther, but thon bis nature luappens ta hc a puny nature as eomipared
withi tîxat of thc great Relformuxer ; and, flot to insýi-t un spefýiflc differen-
ces, it is curtaia tiîat Luther, if alive, would have tlue sanie objection
to Mr. Spurguon's hringing down the doctrinies of ChihU«auity ta the
supposed mienutal condition of luis hecarers, ats he bad to the Ronianists of
bis day, wiio corrupted religion in order that the publieý "-iiglit be
more generaily aceoinmodatcd."1 Bunyan's pliraseology is buraely, but
Bunyan's celestializiiig imagination kept luis "1fainiliar grasp of things
divine" from bcing an irreverent pawing of things divine. 31r. Spur-


