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of the property bce applled ta a public purpose supe-
dot cducatlep. Other denominatlons do net tulk,
but acl. The Epicepal Churcli bas its college, naY,
a Saskatchewau univensly. Four Englith speildog
nuns, vit?' no Roman Caîholle chîldreu ln the place,
bave alrcady begun vhat lhey cal! a flrst cLasa semIn-
ary. Unleas Immediate action la taken the Presby-
terlan Churcl, whlcb for yeara niaintalned a school
net for Indians on!>', Who were aivaym a $mal, ."er
centage cf tbm atteudance, but for tho whole commun-
lty--a achool whlch bad th-î hlgbesî rank ln the
tertlîary'-vill ont day vake up vith the lamentation
that the mosi prornislng of Ita yeuth have drlfted Into
cîher camniunlans. lu the meautîme, lt ià a maîter
cf tbankfuln esa ihat tht muddle ln wbich Presbyterlan
Church matters remained for years ls now dlsslpated,
and that, wiîh the removal ci obstructions thai bin.
dcred all real progrcss, tht pathvay cf the Church is
open for the quiet, vigorous pursuit of Ias real vork.

JAMES SIEVERIOJIIT.
Prnce Aiiert Auçuit z, rSj.
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hM EDITOR, Along wlth .iiher &lrends 1 spent
Tuesday, Uic 3tat cf July, ai Niagara, attcnding Ilthe
Conférence of Bellovera,*" a report cf wheme dally pro-
ceedings appeared lu tht Toronto papers. I do nlot
propose ta glve ycur readers auy gencral crltlclsm
cf the addressts 1 beard, tieugh 1 must candidly say
that, vlth the exceptien cf oue by Dr. Moorbead, of
Ohio, they vert exceedlngly disappointlng ta
My purpose lu wrltlng yau là te cal! thc atten** if
your readers ta a aa called Bible reading, given by
Mr. Parlane, ai Callngwood, on the parables !n the
thlrteenth chapter cf Mattbcw, as ha seemed te gîvo
expression ta the vieva cf bistowu~ and te speak
as anc having authorlty. '.%r. Parlanc and bis frlends
assurae lnfaMiuity In tht laterpretation of Scripture
wlth regard te thc Loid'm Coming, and tel! us plin1y
that it ha a tzuth that cau culy bc acqulred by special
revelation. As a matter cf course, tberefore, tbcy
lt-cat with puty, whlch is vanderfully Lke cantempt,
ail wha are net ready te accept their teacblng, and
are very Impatient cf contradiction. ht would have
been arausing, UIt had net been painful, ta wltness Dr.
Brooks' anger and uncharitableness iu bis references
to ibose wbo differed from hlm, alter a preface :n
whlch he told us boy tender ho felt, and boy unwilllng
ta wouud the bretiren by any word hc migbt utter ,
and as for Dr. WVest 1 wonld anly say it would bce a
serious matter, indeed, if bis idiosyncracies could bce
shevu te have any counectlon wltb the doctrine ho
bolda wli sncb assurance. If a man tells yen that
ho linows ho la right, because tic L.ord bus revealed
thc trutb te hlm, wlai can yen say, unless, indeed,
you should bce as presumptnous, and declare tbat tht
Lord bua maide a revelation of as opposite character
te you. But ibis la tht ground these lircibren taire,
and it la by sucb statornents tbcy seek te establish
their mail ridiculous assuznptions. Mr. Parlant ds%-
tinctiy tcok thc position that the mysteries cf Uic
klngdom, af heaven, as braught out ln tht parables,
had ihus been mado clear ta hlm, and led bis hcarers
te suppese ibat thle interpretation ho gave was nat
mau's but God's. I fcau moine cf bis hearers rnay
bave licen awed by these statements, and 1 would like
te relieve their minds by stating ihat therelwas nothing
ucv lu Mr. Farlane's address the Interpretation given
being Uic common Plymoutii and prc.rnille-narian
anc presented, willi the dhsadvantagts that aiîach te
tht production ci sud' views; ai second band, by oe
not accustorned te Uic critical examination cf the
Scrlptnrts. In order ihen thai 1 inay put myself lu
thc way cf receiving further llght, I I amn in the clark.
mes;, 1 visb te put some questiens te Mr. Parlane
and Mr. Parsons, whicb I would lice te have answered.
A venerable mlnister cf the Couference asked Mr.
Parlme hev he accanied for the term, «kingdoui af
hcaven " being applied. te as organîzation wbicli ai
Icngt sbeuld becorne Babylan the great, the niother
of barIots ? The question is an Important ont, and I
vrish te press i furiber tînt i may bic fnUly met. Are
therc any passages outtide cf the tblrteetî cbapter cf
Matthtv which warrant the assumpticu that thc ierm
"klngdom ai beaven,»n or Ilkingdom cf God I l o ver
applhed té a visible erganizatien vhich vill becorut
the synagogue cf Satan ? Is ihere an>' warrant for
giving a difierent mcanig te the ?xpresuion, l king.
dom cf hea1Ït Ilu Uin thteenthi chapter cf Matthew
Ibma la civen: te i eliewherà la t Gosels? The

varda occur ana hundred and nîne timnea ln the Gos.
peliaoutaide af tht thinteenîh chapter cf Matthov, and
1 ask, cao lt lie possible te Import a rneanlng luta tLe
expressian there which la cantradîctor>' te lts clear
moaning ln &Il thesa ont hundred and nInt passages?
Once nmart 1 ask your readers ta turn te Mark Ir.
26 te 33, whilc 1 peint oul thai thora la a parable liera
that hir. Parlanc overloclced, tînt of tht mcccl growlng,
wc knov nct boy. (1 rnay renik b>' tht va>' thal
1%1; Parlant la nct sîngular In the tendene>' te over-
look *,bis parable ; Il la a common fauli of bIs Scheel)
Nov, 1 asic, on wliat principlts cf exegesîs Il cn bce
passible te give a différent meanlng te tht kingdomn
lu verse 26 than lu gîven te Il lu verse 3oe; te gay
thai lu tht one case you haie an accouni of the
grcvtb of the klngdom, and la the other, of the
decline and (ail oe vhaî vas thought ta lie tht king.
dem, but turcd -'ut ta bce Babylon, tht mother cf
banls?

But now, comlog te the parables tbemselvem, 1
wish te asic eu wLal principles of Interpretaion It1là
muid thal only one-fourth of tht sowers's mecd provedl
productive? Certtmnly not from tht narrative, for the
scene là dravu (rom a famniliar procedlng on tht part
of busbandmeo on tht fertile alopes cf tht lake cf
Galice, and vSlcti prcbably our Lord vas leoklng
upan vhenble spakeé. Think yen,that any manilu is
senses, and ia a fer:Uc couniry', would mev a field
wblch bad ont fouth of lIt surface taken up b>' a
palhway, anather fourtii b>' stanes, and anotber by
thoras? Tbink ycn, that n> (armer reading thîs par
able would me undcrstand It? The division betveen
the fields vas a pathva>', and, of course, &-rne meed
would faIl there. There vert rociry spots jutting out
from the (etile soit borcanmd there, and tht>' weuld
aise rective a abares cf tht scattered scd; and there
vert thoras around tht field in fiie clumps vhicb
wauld aise intercept thc seed. But te say thore vas
on!>' ue fourth of the field (zuliful la a gratuitous anmd
rUdculous assumption. If this viev vert correct, the

return te Hlm void, that, lu fact, the god seed la for
thc =eost part altoecther lest. But, coming ta t Ilvheaî
and tares,» 1 asic for a mort minute luterpretalion than
Mr. Parlnt gave. Ht vas content whth pointing out
that there could bce ne mullcnlum possible, becauie
:hert vere ta bic tares among tht vbeat unti! the end
cftUicage. Fi-st, dots Mr. Parlanethink that during
bis mWlenniuin evcry seu! lu the venld vii lic a truc
child cf Gad, and on vhat Scrlpturo dcci ho base
bis belief? If lic dees net oLad tînt opinion, why
should hc suppose tUni vo bold it? Is it net ont
tbing te sa>' that thert shal bie tht prevaleuce cf the
Gospel over aU thetcarili, and that the imrits af t
visible Cburch shah lic thc limaits cf tht globe, and
quito another thing te sa>' thai there shal] bce ne mort
professors in that day Unit every seul shail lic trnly
canverted ta Gcd? Second, 1 asic, vould net Mr.
Parlant nted ta shew by bis nxtthad, cf interpretation
thai the tares nct only remalned lu Uic field, but Uhal
thcy rnastcred t and cvcnspread lu, and tUat tht vork
ai the angels vould lic picking oui fromt tht corrupt
mass the fev gond grains cf wheat tUni stii remalned?
Third, weuld ht not be mort dhffcult for Mr. Parlant
te flnd a place fer tht pet-seuil relgu of Christ ou
tarti alter the barvesi scent here described than for
us te show that there la roem fer a pet-lad cf great
prasperit>' througb the prevaleuce cf thc Gospel bc-
are tht harvesi cornes ? Nov wc came te the mus-

tard secd, and bore, I think, Uic position of bIt-. Par-
lune wil! require bis caneful cons*ideraion. Let mce
ask ou vhat authority il is stated Uit Uhe grovili cf the
mustard sted iet thetiree la unnatural and alinermal ?
Dr. Tharupsen ini "Tht Land and the Bock"» says
he bas stou a mostard trec whlch was "las high as
,a het-sa a=d its rider," and It would sut-ely requi-o
strong evidence te show that vas an abuornmni
growth. Agahu vhat autbority bas Mr. Panlane for
holding thai tmes always repreteUi secular power,
and that this mustard irc bas tUit mtaning? Hua
Mr. Parilnt over laoked into the Psalm L, or Psalm
clv. a6.,oret t-tic. i.24, ot Iala lxii.i.? Surel>'if
bui bd doue so ho vould nlot have macle the assertion
Le did as to trees; alwaYS nioaing eanthly power, and
surely ho w;l! admit thatin ubis Instance ai leasi le
bas licu prcvid net te bic infallibie. Again, 1 asic
trIai authorit>' bas Mr. Palane for saying the hinds
lu ibis parble = te isamb aslnUt parable of the
noer?, Thîcra ibe> devaur the good seed, bore th ey
simnply isti shuielter af -thetreccand neither hinder
its gro*th net niar Its bcaal>, lu lta e supposed

that litre au evii paver là spoken of when the birds
are ln their outural dwelUng place fulilling Godas ap.
polntnient, and could va expect our Lord ta use an
Illustration so unnatural sud se lnapt ta represent the
enemIes of Hm Churcli. Let mopca attention liere
ta Etekiel xvlL 23, and ta the beàutfu1 roferece ta
the bird, In the clghty'faurth psalm, ln whlch cases
they bave no such evii reputation as Mr. Parlanc
would give them. I cannei paso thls parabla without
notlclng smre of the Illustrations given by Mr. Var-
lana ln wbich ho expressedl very dcldcd op!iIoina
about the character of ministers of the Gospel. Tell.
lng how one man bad assured hlm, ho entemed the
Ir lnistry becausebho ceuld aned inething eise te do, and
of a young man, who, but for bis Instruction would
have becomo a minîster wlthout knowlng what te
teach the People. 1 need net point out ta, Yaur
readers that such statemants arc qulte common frorn
the lips of Plymouth Bmrthrca, and are as justifiable
as If Mr. Parlane had met the quack lady doctor who
net long ago visited Taronte and gave ber Case as Rn
illustration of the condition of the medical profession.
1 arn happy ta gay that white 1 have ne doubt there
miust be smre valves lu sheep's clotbing among the
ministers cf the Gospel ln tis country, thera neyer
was a trne when thera vas more tarneat, sclf-danying,
devated servants cf tht Master than are nov ta bc
fouud among us, and let me may the difference bctwceu
a gentleman of meaus ani lelsure starring it at con-
ferences and tbe men upon whom lie leoks wiih sus-
picion là af a klnd Uttle dreanit cf iu his imagination,
but which wIli appear wbeu the reckaning time cornes.

But now wu conte te the parable cf the leaven and
know Mr. Parlane and Dr. Brooks are jubliant, for
they cousider their positioL litre impreguable. Leavenl,

1say tbcy, always means ccrruption. 1 asic !hat ibis lie
proved in thc Iight cf thc following passages, Lev. vif.
*3, xxiii. 17. But they gay that ln these cases it was
used te signify that sin mingles with aur offeringa to
Cod. Again 1 ask proof cf that staiernent, and asc
that the passages justmuentioned rnay lie comparedwith

IDent xvi. 3, when t vill lie evident ibat the un.
leavened is ibe hread cf affliction and penitence but
leavened is tht bread cf tbanksglving and pralse.

Our Lord vas describing the daily task of the Jcwish
housewife wbo prepared the dough cadi rnorning fer
thic baking by Uic Introduction of.1the leaven and- ïc.
cardlng ta Mr. Parlant and bis frlends, ln descrlbing
that househoId duty, he vas showlng bow tha pure
mca! couid bce corrupted and destroyed. But the
woman in the parable according ta aur friendi là thc
mother of harlots and ber vork la to corrupt. They
say ln the parables wbercver good is donc a man là
reprcsented as coing IL. Wbat then cas they maire
of thc parable cf Uic lest plece cf monny? They
further declare that wbule-cvii can penetrate and as-
simh'.ate the gond, tht gond cannot influence the evii.
A drap cf poison cas render noxieus a glaus of valer,
but a drop cf water wili have ne effect upan a glass cf
poison, or, as Mr. Parsons puis it, oue roiten apple vil!
corrupt a b=.-el full of good apples but eue good apple
whll flot affect a barre] of ratton eues. The fallacy ln
ihese illustrations is transparent. The water Is dead
and s0 are Uic apples, they bave only negative quai-
tic, and g0 can bic actcd upon as thc mcal was an
lnert mass ntil touched by Uic Icaven. Water tit
la ruuning can dleanse and cas penetrate and asslmi.
late, and npples grawlcg on the tce are nlot ouly able
ta resisi the pawer cf the bail cnes, but wiii shako
them off thc 11mb, ami they il bc found under
thceirte Do these frlends know what tioy are
saylng when thcy speak of Uic pawer cf cvi! and -Ils
ability ta overcome the gond? Have thcy bocard cf
Uic doctrine af Uic perseverace cf Uic saints? do thcy
ever renad Il bc net overcome ci evil but overcame cvii
whb good?I" Hem Jet megivcyou Mt.Paz-lan'sswer
sien cf the parable cf tht lcaven. Tht kingdam, cf
heaven la carruption wblch the motber af barlot and
abominations hid lu or amcug the saints cf God or
Uic Churcli unil Uic wbele of the saints or the wbolc
if Uic Churcli vas corruplcd. 1 venture tosgay that
surb an interpretation cf aur Lord's warda la utterly
repulsive to an unprejudiccd mInd, and qulte suffclent
to destroy any doctrine Uiat rnay requIreits support.
1 hojie ln a fut=r letter to advext te Mr. Parlanes ln-
terpretation, cf the four oilie parablesaf1 ibis series,
but as yon arm avare Uic vlew we take cf the first four
r=aly settles Uic coutroversy, and1 nl] these firlends
have answered the questions put bel=r tbemn hure I
wIl!, go ne further.

PSnvTns.


