
SKETCH 0F ENGLISII LITEIlATVRE. 12;5

coula be sparcd. Our literary ancestors werc acelustomed to wvrite too
nîueh; thcy obviouisly <lid ziot possess the pover of' condensation.
'rhey ecvitlpnily thought, anil they %were encouragea in tlle idea, that
timey coula not %vrite enougis; tlsey pourcd out ail they liad to say, or
tisat inighDlt bc saici, upon tny and cvery topie, and that in the nlo8t
prolix matiner, to tise wcearving of' tiscir rcader, and the injury of their
subjecI. Tite saine tlîiug could1 have been said in a necater fora', and
ivithIîfle saute eloqiicace, or as grent profundity and learning, thoug-h
with lcss proiixity. (2ould we iiot spare iitttch et-en in Milton's great
prose ivorks? Are flot lus sentences ofien iisnnecessariiy involved, and
is it not oilv a passage here and there, tlsrossgh mauy pages pLrhaps,
that redeenis the cunibrotis and prolonged periods? C2oula Lockc flot;
]lave bccn prssued to advantage ? Have %vc uot oftcn in his diffuseness
tise very vagueness wlsicls bas made bis philosophy tlie subject of' un-
fair eriticismn? WVas it Owen or Dr. GuI that Robt. Hall pronouneed a
Ilconzinent ot'3nud?" This would bc unjit.,t to Oweu, but Owven is un-
doubtedly prodigiously tedious. W'e dutracÉ. nothiug front the sterling
valuse of bis Élseologicai treatises. Barrow even could bc condeused,
and tise statcly Ilowe, (lie nîost pssrely inteictual of' ail writers
lins Wrteniauv ant iiiirendabie page. Jeremy Taylor -,vould bc a
more deliglîtf'ul atiior titan eveu lie is, were bis sermons shorter,
and lus trcatiscs more sucecincet. His splendid tad cloquent thiougrht8,
cloquent iii tbemselves, and cloqucntly esîîbodied, wvould shine to
more atlvfntagc, iverc thcy flot overlaid b>' mucb that is extraneous
aad siuperfluoits. Tfle noblcst sentences are f'ollo'ved b>' as many
indifferent ones ; tise niost cloquent passages arc set iii a frame-
wvork of tbe flat test and beavicst inatter. It 'vas not the quantity they
wvrote tisat made these authors wvhat tbey are, and gives thcmt their
value in modevi times. Is Hopkins lcss prized because lie is less volu-
minous, and Reynolds less estciensd because lie is not so prolix?
Would Arch-bisbop Leigbtouî's comiment ar>' on St. Peter have merited
Coleidge's splendid cncoinium-that it is next to inspired thougt-
inspiration-the vibration of iliat one-stritek hour-iad it beau less
condensed, or less logieal lu its mefiîod? Gems sparkle on ever>' page
of Leighton, and you have flot the trouble of separatiug them froma the
surrouuîding ore. WVe altogether dissent thierefore front the disparag-
ing view Iliat is takeu of modern aiitborship, or '«e put it xxprn
altogether clifferent gronds, if' it is inferiur to tise giants of former
days. Bacon and Milton and Jercmy Taylor, have flot their equal ini
modern times jssst as Shakispeare has not-buit is that to be set Iowa
to tihe accouint of periodical lvriting, or to the prevaience of newspigpera?
Tite Elizabetîau. age lias flot yeÉ. iad, it.s cotuterpar. in the literary
firmament; it sisines ail alone in the iiîerarv skies: shall we eteribe
it to our mode of writing, and flot 10 the absence of thec minas ,hat
formed that eariier galaxy'ol genluis? Wc are fot destitute of authers
that have '«cil nighl approachcdl that glorious cpoch. Iu sonie respects
ive would -ive tic preference 10 Wordsworthu over 31ilton or Slîak-
speare. Milton and Shakspeare have flot tlie kind of mind of Words-
worth. Tite more subjective philosophy of tic latter wvas unknown to


