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Tfir. Spurgeon on iflterical ]Jress.IT is Shakespeare w~ho tells us:

Tihe cvii thi iien (lu lives afier them

%Whaitever we may bo (1151 osed to tbisik of titis swecping
assertion, thero is no doubt that, the botter the mnani the
more lasting and iinjuriotns %iii bc the influcnce of his errors.
Thore are few muen wlw bave dtonce greater service to the
Church of Christ than Martin Luthier, yct lie njured the
cause of the Reformation ini many pl-aIcs b> the coarse,
almost brutal invective that disgraces his controversial
%vritiiigs. A great nuit of our own da>', one wvhom ail
loyers of thc simple gospel deliglit to honor as a most
cloquont liroaclier of the truth and the means of saving
niany souls andi quickening religious activity, is Mr.
Spurgeon. But MIr. Spurgeon somoetimes forgcts to ex-
orcise the ch:trity lie preaches, and outra-es the decency.
%vhich ho as; a ruler ini the wvell-ordc--d liouse of God
should encourage, in his iconoclastie xcat. Ile manages
to bridle bis tonguc in the pulpîit, and cannot ho accuscd
of Talmagisn, there. Nle mnust have a safety valve, hiosv-
ever, for bis obullitions of vulgar hurnor, and this is
furnishoed in John Plougbniails talk. John filis fûcul of
clerical attire ini general, and in particuilar of gowns and
bands, and thus this charactor, wvho is very différent from
tho Spurgoon that evang,-elical Chiristians admire, airs bis
crude opinions and uncharitable %vit:

IlAmong us Dissenters the proacher daiims no pricstly
powver, and, therefore, shouid nover %vear a peculiar drcss;
lut rools Nvcar fools' caps and fools' dresses, but men wbo
niake no dlaim t 'o ho fools sbould nlot put on fools'
clothes. None but a ver>' silly sbiccp %vouId wear wolfPs
clothing. It is a sirigular tasto wbich makos hontest mon
covet tho rags of thieves. l3osides, whiere is the good of
such fnery ? Except a duel, in p '.nrs, no croature
looks more stupid tban a dissenting p. achor in a gown
whbich is no manner of lise to hiîn. I could laugh till I
lield my sidos whcn I sec our doctors in gowns and
bands, puiffed out with tlicir siiks and toucheci up witb
thcir littlo bibs, for tbey put nie so muchi in nîind or our
old turkey cock wlicn bis tenîper is up and hoe swclls to
his biggest. Thcy munst bu wveak folks indced %vite %vat
a man to dress as a wornan before tboy can enjoy bis ser-
mon, and hoe wsho cannot preach %vithouit snch nîillincr's
trumpery may ho a mi anion- geeso, but hoe is a goose
among mon."

Now Mr. Spurgeon's first mistake lies in putting such
wvords into the lips of John Ploughinîan, for your farming
population as a rule is a great stickler for clerical pro-
priety. Ho shouild have chosen as his spokesman somoi
town or ciîy radical, a Nveak type of the îîeople's friend,
'who thinks hiniself far above bis hireil preacicr, wvhile lit
the saine lime ho asscrts that Iltherc's nothing like pride
about me, you k-now." There 15 a pride that apes
humiliy, tbe source of %vhich is far from cxalted. It was
the conceitod as Nvell as unkenmpt Diogcnes %vito planted
lus dirty fcet on Plato's carpots.

WVhen John talks about ".us dissenters," ho is or course
alluding te that most respectable and honored body to
whbich ho belorigs, that came int existence in 1633 %vith
Mr. Spilsbury as its minister. As Preshyterians continu-
ing apostolic doctrine, order and practico, and represont-
ing the cstablisboed Protestant Cher,-chez of many lands,
wc cannot, even whiie extendir.g the band of Christiat)

fellowship to o'îr Baîîtist brethren, consent te share such
a title. So far from beiîîg dissentors ours are the viewys
tlîat bave been dissented froin. I-Iowever, let us ho
charitable in our poleie.c and take tmp the ctudàels of truth
on bebaif of Congregational, Mct'iodist, and even many
good Baptist ministers %vho have not been ashamed to
attire themiselvcs in whlat John cails somewhaiit conflisedly
the clotiting of fools, %volves andi wvmeii.

The plouglmman's Il preacher dlaimis no prîestly potver,
.and tiherefore should not wear a peculiar diress." Now
Mr. Spurgeont i a man of logical misd, but jolin Plougli-
man violatos the lawv of the syllogîsmn in a way that woul
do credit 10 the inost uinseruiptlouis of ancient sophists.
Extemîd this pice of admirable reasoning -

Ail who dlaii pricstly power wvear a pecuiliar dress
Somei disscnimig preacmers %wear a particular dress;
'rherc*fore somne ciissomting preachers cla;m priestly

power.
If anybady is disposod te return John's epithets of fool,

wvolf, mhief and goose, hure is his chance, for a morc sillv,
dishonoest piece of argument it would hocliard to find.A
pecuiliar tlress is the mark-the appropriato distinction-
of sorti profession or position or office or diguity. iowv-

o~cgranting, that there is question bore onl1Y or tihe
Cb;risti-zn imistry, -%vlm>' did not John get Mr. Spurgeon,
who is doubtloss well read in ecclesiastical history. to tell
him tbe connoction betîween priestly povcr and the gowvns
that excite bis ire ? John Chrysostorr», the golden
mouth., the groatest, preacher of the Churcli, wore a
gow)%n. WVas lie a turkey'? Auîgustine, that noble herald
of the grace of God, worc a goivn. IVas lie a goose ?
Whiat about ai thme Reforiners, Luther, Calvin, Knox, and
their colleagnos, who swept away the rags of popery?
Wore the3' shoep in %volves' clothing? H-ad thoey no
more senso than to introduco a sacerdotal garment, i
thme pure Churchi of the Roformlation ? The innocent
gown is no more a symbol of priestly lxiwer titan Johin
Plougblnian's smock frock 1 Whiat right bas Johin to
wcar that smock frock ? It is a %woman 's garment; to
begin wvith, as its very naine indicates. Doos lie piesume
to hold biniselfaioof in agricultural superiority fromn the
wvearers of fustian and corduroy, of moleskin and home-
spun ? Whbo knovs wbhat villainous synîbolismr may ho
conocted %vith that mystic garment 1

John nover wvent t0 coliege, for, had lio possesscd the
advantage of a university education, hoe would have known
that the gown is tise badge of learnin-, not of foliy.
Your genuine pulpit fool, who culs antics and capers
such as miglbt tickle thme plouglhman's depraved taste and
mnake him laugli more even titan the siglît of the doctors
in thoir little bibs, is %vise not to w'e'ar a gotvn. It wvould
interfère with his exhibitions, and a lack of eariy fainili-
arity with thi, graceful flowimîg robe in student days would
prevent bis shiniing in il even in bis sober mnoments.
There bave been foolisli students and foolish mninisters,
and ministcrs %vite, like John Plougliman, have said very
foolislî things, but no guild of profussional foots %vas ever
knowin to ivear a gown. Thec tendency of that and otimer
articles of Protestant clerical dress is to qucnch folly by
keeping the %vcarer in mind of bis sacrcd calling.

John is a good Protestant of the pugnacious bull-dog
type. He bas been seen with a piece of chalk wvriting in
magnificent initiais upon the fonce '1 No popery"' and
IlDown with Puseyism." Ho finds that Romanists, ortho-
dox Grecks, and vcry High Chiurch Anglicans, whom, lie


