
A short account of the controversy betvveen Mr. Grant and il-e

anf« /hic"!'''f"'^ t\^u^
information of those parties into whoso

In Tn V T«fi?"f ' If rr'°"^P""'"^ ^y •^^hers which preceded
.

in Jul>, 1865, I published a sermon at the requestor some valued
^^ansh.oners on ' The Tares and the Wheat." The sermon was direc-ed against a sect called the Plymouth Brethren, who had long ;reMedthe parable froni ,t8 original meaning, in order t'o prop up their vievvson the subject of a " Pure Church." Their theory being^' That evilof any kind, if sanctioned in the assembly, will quench the .Spirit.'"Ihe parable of the Tares and the Wheat of course stood in thei^r way,

llZ \Z^''\^^\''^^T'y '^^y ^^^^ ^» t^« expression used in fhepa ab.e - the field is the world,'' and then boldly stated that it had

the Lrf.n?-''^ V°
'^' ^"^'^'" ^'^"'"''^^ ^' ^'^-^ I" ™y «e^"^0" I ««liedthe attention of my congregation to the fact that it was in God's

fehfnT. ^K?' T ^'^^l ^^^ *^ ^^'^^ ^^^^
5
that they were to be

aIZ ll ^^"-":^f'^\Y"^ \^'^ ^^^^' ''^^ ^^"-'^t eame,'and'that on Hi.

l.e destroyed. This Kingdom I stated to be the Visible Church, inaccordance with the generally received opinion of most cSlan

TJ /7.^^''\"J?"^^^
^}'^

«®^T'°'^
remained unan^werel, and then Mr.

ri'thi; wi ('^°,7«'-^y «" -p.scopal.an clergyman) answered it, orHther professed to answer it on the part of hi,/ sect. In his reply h,.l.devevvth.ng but grapple the pomt as to what the Kingdom of Godvvas He stated that it could not be the Church ;
'^ that the Kingdor^

hat thf^r "T' >"-/^'' ^' established when the Lord comes^

rpnni I \\ ^
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unc^efined and mystical a statement of courserequned explanation, and in a short reply I called on Mr Grant tomform me what our Lord meant by the expression - K ngdom of Godor Kingdom" us* d once in the parable and three times in its explana-
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