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regards, flot altogether incorrectl>', as %volves that tievour
the shcep, and thieves wvho climb into the fold insteati ai
cntcring b>' the ane door, wear along %vith a great deal ai
purci>' sacerdotal raiment, gowns and bands bcaring a dis-
tant resemblance ta those ai the mirth provoking human
turkey galier. "Awvay," lie cries IIwith the %vois clothing
anti the thiei's rags ifiyou are shccp andi honostmon 1" Il'Poor
Baptist Noel, anti Morley Punshon, andi Newman Hall are
ta be couinteti silI>' sheep 1 But the Romanists, Greeks,
anti High Anglicans have churches for worshipping Goti.
The>' sing andi pra>' and reati portions ai Scripture ; they
administer baptism andi the Lorti's Supper. True, tbey do
ail these things (lifférently irom us, %vho are evangelicals,
but thon their gowns anti bandis are different too. Hati
wve flot better wvorship in the open air; suppress singing
anti prayer anti the reading ai the B3ible; and abolish
the sacraments ? There are infitiol lecturers, John, we
ma>' tell you in confidence, who tiress somewhat liko your
friend ai the tabernacle, andi deliver thieir hiorriti blasphe-
mies irom platiarms in that attire. Hati you not botter
lend hlm your si*nock, for wve never boarti ai any public
teacher aiAth)cism or Agnosticism that disporteti himself
in sucli primitive raiment ? Anti yot, it might bie mis-taken for a newv kinti ai surplice!1 He must take ta bis
shirt sleeves.

John Ploughman wants no particular tiress. Porhaps
ho %vill tell us that the carl>' ministors ai the Christian
Clhurcli %vote no otbor tircqs than the lait>', and probably
John is right. But there %veto thrce reasons for this.
First, tbe ardinar>' garli ai early Christian days wvas not
the stiff angular attire ai modern Britons, but a more
graceful dress suiteti ta the wvants ai the arator. Se-
cand>', the peculiar circumstances ai missionar>' labour
matie the use ai a distinctive habit inconveniont, just as
it is among missionaries in the prescrnt day. Anti thirdl>',
ivbien ministers were specially souglit aiter by boathen
porsocutors, ta appoar in sucli raiment would have boon
equivalent ta a sentence ai doath. John Plougliman, a
kinti ai Plymouth brother, would have bis ministor tiresseti
like a lavman. \Vbat kinti ai a layman ? If ho wants ta
be humble, as lie pretcnds, lot hlm barrowv the magçs af
the %worst beggar hoe meets, John 'voulti cry iaugh I Weil,
put hlm into the smock, as was su-gested, John %wauld
rebol at ministerial dictation from a plaughman. Give
him a suit oi tweed anti a bIne necktie with wvhite spots.
It woulti nover do: hle miglit bie asketi ta bot on the win-
ning horse at the Dcrby. Thon dress him in a black
coat. What right bias a ministor ta wear a black coat
more than an>' other man ? The priosts ai Rame wear
black coats. Follow the Salvation army; and fit him out
ln rcd coat with brass buttons. What put the gospel ai
poace into the sinful uniform ai the mon ai %var ? WVhy
not give the poor man a Test thore from the distracting
dlaims ai the laity's fashions, and lot him preacli in the
Ianciiul wardrobe ai the anciont Picts-a coat ai paint ?
Mr. Spurgoon bas the arrogance at times ta vear a white
necktio. If John were truc ta his principlos lie would
tear that mark ofithe beast from bis bolovoti pastor's throat;
andi invost bis tumn-down collar with a sboe string.

John Plaugliman tbinks that tbe gown is no manner ai
use ta the mninister, anti makes hlmn look as stupid as a
duck in pattons. WVhen the question ai refarm in the
dross ai the am> wvas under consideration, and the
opinion ai private soltiors wvas askcd, some ai them Te-
plieti tbat thoy coulti figlit most coiniortal> in their

shirt s1ccveý, Yct the radical change in miitary costume
thus suggcsted on principles ai utility wvas, very properly,
flot carricti into effect. As ta the duck in pattons, the
feathcrless bipoti ai modern days bears a far dloser
resemblance ta that ornithological candidate for a clog
dance than the deccntly roboti man af the gown. Trow-
sers represcnting an inartistic bifurcatcd hunian extremity,
are the dcspair ai the scuiptor, %who is compolled ta drape
thase af the statcsnian in an official robe, and thase even
ai the saldier in a cavalry cloak, You might as wvoll put
a cutty pipe in tleir mouths, or thc bagpipes under
their arms, as represont the apostles, fathers, and refor-
mers in coat and trawvsers. Our churches ai the prosenit
day are moi-e or Icss arnamental structurcs, adorned in
accardance with the~ principles af sober anciont or me-
dizeval art. What more incongruotns with such surroun-
dings than a long-legged, rawboned, angular, black-tied
oratar, or a chubby, taddling pieceofa clevor anti piaus
biumanity 1 But, porhaps, John's pastar is neither af
these ; he is a handsome man let us say, with a good
figure, and lhe knows it. If so, it is bis clear duty to
mortify the flcsli, and hitie his attractive form beneath the
iolds ai the charitable gown wvhich covers his brethrens
multitude ai sins. In this respect the gown puts ail
prenchors on an cquality, and is illustrative ai prcsbyterial
parity More 1le, silly conceitcd pride, aiten lurks in
the stage motioi.s of shining braadclotb than in ait the
undulations ai flowi ng silk or cardeti stuff.

It must bie confessed, how ver, that ticre are very
hideous gawns, the work gonerally ai some Dorcas Sa-
ciety possessing zeal without knowlctige, e.nd such stiff,
fuil, wc iniglit almost say baggvy travesties af orthodox
pulpit dress must have greeteti the cyes ai the oesthetic
plaughman, andi remindeti hlm of the gabbler by whom,
pcrhaps, he was -sair hatiden daun ' in bis yauthiul days.
Now if John's smock were badly made we coulti laugh at
it too; but if his pastor made his appoarance before us
in a cut-away coat that seometi ta struggle continually
for the mastery over a single restraining buttan noar the
wearcr's neck, aîid a waistcaat and trowsers mutually
seeking a divorce, our sorrawv would be too deep for tears.

WVhen John talks common sense %ve like ta liear him ;
whien. Mr.Spurgeon preaches the truths ai the gospel we wil-
lingly sit at his ct. But when the ignorant, gathic clown
makes spart ai the simple andi decent insignia ai a most
sacred office, insignia that bias been worn by the greatest
liglits ai the Christian Church in ail landis and agos, he is
worthy ai no more courtes>' than the miscreant who glueti
up the organ pipes in Toronto, or the radical levelling
embryo nihilists, who tielight in abusing aur noble sove-
reign for the state which surrountis her hionoreti throne,
And when Mr. Spurgeon, who discardls the title 1 reverend '
in his quixotic iconoclasm, Nvill allow no outward distinc-
tion even in the pulpit betwecn a divincly appointoti ardor
ai teachers anti rulers in the Church and the people ta
whom they minister, ho is in deeti andi word, if flot in
heart, a Plymouth brother, andi a fussy busybody in other
mon's vnatters, trading fora reputation ofhumility upon the
cheap prejudice ai a cammunistic age. There is no spark
ai piot>' or real devotian ta truth in the whole tirade, ahd
not an atoa ai gonuine humilit>' or honest manliness. Ïn
spite ai the extravagances ai a pseuda xsthctic, there is
a real movement towvards an approdiation ai beaut>' and
tho fitness ai things. 0ur chutches are no longer the
barns tbcy usod ta bie, but keep pace with the culture


