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EXTRACTS FROM CLARK

BRADEN'S  SPEECU IN
THE BRADEN AND
HUGHEY DLBATE

The Discipline of the Methio-
dist Episcopal Church con-
tains atatements of doétrine
and enjolns church usages
that are contrary to the
word of God.

1 will firet read and indorse
ug article of this Discipline.

5162, AL 6, * The Holy

Seriptures coutain all things

. e -
wore, and B we alo net, we onehedoes note Mewks. Il Bpirit, and thess thiee e tho mind of the htenr,

They

violate our rule of apostolie’ 138 Is Clinet dinkdul 1 was one § sodthere are three that bear? e fue  the tane of their own

precept and exataple. [t is a | Paul ennciticd for you, or swers | Withees fn eath, the spirt, tho 10ful, deationy the

matter of great monent what
name wo bear.  Jusbands ex:
pect thelr wives to wesr their
name, and if thoy d> not, re-
gard it ax a reproach on them
of the most sericus charactor.
The chiureh is the brida of
Christ and shoukl acar his
name.  1f she does not, ahe is
guilty of sphritual adultery,
aul will be disowned by her
spouse as she lias disowned

necessary 10 salvation; o
whatever fs not

A thetein, } blw.

nor may be provedt thereby, ls' If we are fallowersof Christ

not required of any man that
it should be believed ae at ars g
ticlo of fith, or Le thought
Decessary or requisite to sal-
vation.”

"aul, fu 2 limothy . 15,
clearly expresses the same
idea: “Tiie Holy Scriptures are
able to make ug wisa nnto gal-
vation ; all saipture is given
by inspiration of God and. is
profitable  for doctrine, fur
toproet, for correction, for ins
#truction in rightcousnessthat
the man of God may be per-
fect and thoroughly furnished
unto all good works” |

To this I subscribe.  “1”ac.
cept the saiptures as the
Cnristians perfect, uly, und
allesutlicient 1ule of faith and
practica; and 1 lLelieve that
what can not be read therein,
nor proved thereby, should not
be _required of any man in
church arganjzations.  1f read
therein and proved thereby,
what need: have we” of any
thing else Lesides the seriptur-
¢4, in which we read, "and by
which we prove what we . re-
quire in  church organtza.
tions.

But it may le asked, hLow
do you read any peactice or
doctrinain  the scnptares, or
how do you prove it by them 1
1 kuow of but tno ways:

L. Apoatolic precept. Did

members of the ono family, his
fannly, we ahould wear his
name. 1o Isaiah Ixii. 2, God
in speaking of the new elurch
or rather of hiz  church,
says:

“2. Thon shals be called by
anew name which the Lord
thy God shiall call”

In Acts xi. 26, we firstmect
thiz new _nume

426, Aud the disciples ware
first called Christians at Au-
tioch.” .

Did the apostles e and
sanction this namal  Acts
AXVil, 28,292

~28. Then Agrippa said un.
Paul. Ahnost taou persuadest
me to be o Christian.”

“29. Aud Banl said, 1 would
to God that not only thou,but
also all who hear me this day,
ware both alnost and altogeths
er auchayl am* -

That i3, they were Ghris-
tians.  Paul aceepted and
gloried in the name.

The name disciple, believer,
and many . others, were also ap-
plied, but they can be applied
also to. the disciples and fol-
lowers of others as well as
to these of Christ. Tttt die-
cipies of Luther, Wesley, Cal
vin and Mentobe catled Wes-
leyans, Lutherans, Calvinists,
or Mennonites; but let the
foll -of Christ wear his

Christ or his apastles teach it
as a Christian doctrine, ur en«
jom i as n Christian prac-
tice ?

2, Apestoli 1

name alone: In1 Peteriv.16,
we read
“16. But if auy man sutfer

us a Christian, Iet hitn not be
¥ qm

ple. Did
Clirist or his apostles sanction
itasa part of Christian doc-
tzine, or practice it as a Chris-
tian practice ?

I a practice or doctrine has
not oneof these sanctionsitcan
not be required of any ono as
an article of faith, or & church
usage or practice, without a
violation of the scriptures,
Scme things may be practised
asexpedients, but ean not Lo
required of any one without 2
violation of the scriptures.
Then our first specification is
that the fonaation and use. of
this Discipline, asa rale of
Laith and practice, is a vicia.
tion of the plan teachings of
God's wordand a cantradi

ion

Here we have apostolic ox-
ample for this name. In
James ii. 7, the opostles ask :

“Do they not blasphene the
worthy panie by which ye are
called t*

The followers of Chinnt were
called by his mame or were
called Christians. InEphesiaus
iil. 14, we read :

“14. Our Lord Jesus Christ
of whom tha whole family in
Yieaven avd earth is called ™

The whole family is ealled
Ly his nawe. Does Christ re-
gard wearing his name as to
be commended? Iu Revela-
tion il 13, ke, .iu -his seleman
exhortations to.the churches

Is the church in I'er-

of Laul’s language to Timothy,
quoted above.

My sccondobjection 1sbased
on the title to this little book,
It reads, “Disclpiine of the
Methodist Episcopal Church”
If these persons are Christians
and wish to organize a church
of Christ, they have violated
the seriptoret tn the name
they lave given to their
churchi, and the name they
give }o  themselves and
each other. 1 read of the
“Church of Chri,” the
* Churcl of God,” in the serip.
tures, but nowhers do read of
the *Methocist Church” Weé
shoald give to our churches
the name the aposties mave to

gamos as follows:

“13. I know thy works,
and that thou holdest fast iny
namie, and hast not denjed wmy
faith”  Wearing his nae is
regarded as essential, as hold-
ing fast his Liith or doctnne.

Butdo the scriptures von-
demn weating any pame lut
thatof Christ ¥ Let us read 1
Corinthians 1, 12,13+

“12. Now, thix I a1y, that
every one of you szith, ! amn
of Paul, and I of Apollos, and
T of Cephas, and 1 of Christ”

Or one called lamsell a
Pautite, another an Apollosite,
another a Cephasite, and a
fourtha Christian  Now Panl
conrdtmns wearingparty names,

theirs, wear the uawie they

He condemnsthreeof theseand

[oner of ace

¢ baptized into the name of ,water and the Moud, atl these | curate pescepeion, dimiufh the

‘Then they were haptized fu-
to the namo of Cliise, nnd
should wear his nameand that
alone  So teaches this serip-
ture a8 plainly as itan be
done. Then this Diseipline In
wiving auother name o the
churchthe bride of Christ,than
that of her spouse, nued in give
it wny other name to the fol-
lowers of Chiist than *hat
Into whioh they were Laptized, |t
violates elear apostolioprecept {t
and exanple,

My hext  specitication izt
fouwl alsoon the titlo-page, 1
read “The Doctrincs of the|!
Methodist Epfscopal Church” :
In the saiptures we read of
doctrines of menand doctrines
of «levils, but nowhere of doc.
trines of Christ,er of Christian
doctrines  The word in the

¥

I'aul [
Thetisst vetss isunuimoudy r«-‘
Jectesl by all goent caitter, bat ndd
mitting fte authenticity, it werely [hat they ers not crelited even
aflirtas that the Fathier, the Word fnlun ey spenk soberly.  Thar
and the loby Splrit are cne injtsoralalmlts upon soclal eoubitts
bearing testimony, It sloes not fvicearealtshunond,

hint a ualty of salatanee. Julin
5 30, Jesus 2aya s i

Methodist Cliurch, who will ox

and the meaningof the words enie

abetinee”  Wiat fe meant by
substancet

it0o ageea b wne i

3

30 I and the Fatlier ure!

one,”
There s no unity of suistance}
taught here. Then ihis doctrine,

¢ uttecty unfaught by the zulp
ures,

Again thero s10 not two preach.
s in this house, or in the wholy

aiie that declaration of thig ar
icla alike.  Further it f¢ u cone
adiction of plain common snse

oyl “Thice parsons of one

Dacs not the laue

parts™

plural is‘always used ih a bad
sense. The doctrine of Christ
is n unit, is one, a grand whole
a glorious unity  The chnrch
of Christ shoull thave the
faith, the doctring of Christ,
andif the Methodist Church
hias doctrines, it has more than
the clurch of Christ, nnd more
than God throigh his wonl
g4vo to his chureh,

My fourth spesiication i
found in See. 2, Art,
13 said to be “without

God
aud
Now I do not deny
the truth of thais, but how cun
it ba proved? It-is declared
“No one hath seen God at uny
time " that “no oue by search.

wuage matenxlize God 1 Does it
not coutradich the ansertion that

are told by others ihat “there §x
Lut one Baing, but 1. thic one
Being thetoare threo persvus”
We queto from onather cread.
Now what definition ean be given
of baing that will not apply
eqilly well to pereon,  One per
sou and yct three persons, Al
thesa jargons show 8l e utter fully
of man's attempting to be wise
beyond what'is written. We
¢an not understand much less ex-
plain the arithn:et’s of the Infin.
ite Jehovah,  Thon this anticloin
a palpablo violation of spostolic
examplo which has lett this sub-
Ject sithout explanation, asclear
1 riolation of the apostolic cum:

God in without bdy 1 Again we]

ing can tind out or define tiod.”
This Discipline presumes to do ;.
it How -do our Methodist
friendsknow what they afirm?
Itis an attempt to do whatle
the Holy Spint who scarches
the decp things of God has not i
done, Itis blasphemous pre-je
sumption. It is treading on
holy gronndwith ssudaled fect.

mand, *Avoid untiaght quest-

atticle.
reconcile his Father to un” Heére
palpable  contradiction of the

sctiptuces can nol po conceired,
R v 10:

ons,”

Our sixth fsfound wy thesecond
“Christ suffered, was
rucified, was deadand buried, to

¢ is nseerted that Christ recone
1les tho Fatherto ue, A more

Itis ing uncailed, It is
like all human ceoede—an at-
tompt tobe wise beyond what
is writien, and, as such, is a
Pain violation of apostolic pro-
cepl and example.

My fifth specification 1s
aginst another declaration of
the same article. It is declar-
that “in the Godhead there are,
three personsofone snbstance.”
Now to this we object ; that is
rowkere declared or taught in{
the scriptures, nor canit be
proved by them. Tt is ahu-
man dogma or speculation,and |
2 prcsumpiuous atternpt to do
vehat God has no seen fit to
do~au attempt 16 be wise be-
yord what is written. The
scriptures declare that there is
a Father, Sou, and Holy Spirit;
that these three are in some
sense one, but they nowhere
teach or explain Low they are
one. 1 donot know how they
arc one.  Ido not bolieve how
they are one, for I know no-
thing abov, it, aud I ean not
beliova what I o not under-
stzng, There arc only two
scriptures that. refer to this
« iestion, aud they only men-
tion it incidentally,and donot
even fint a unity of subatance. ; Y
Tn our Savisur's prayer,in John ¥
xvii, he prays that his dis. |*
ciples *may be sne as ho and
his Father arc one.™  Cortain-
Jy this unity is nota unity of 1 o
sibstance. 1 John v, T W i
read:

"= For there are three thac
besr record in heaven,

wero wetg reconciledtoGod by the
death of his Son”

hath 1cconciled ue to himself by
Jesur Chirist, and hath committed
to us the winistry of reconcitia-
tion ; '

Chiist reconciling the woeld to
hinself and hath conumitted to

“20 Now, then as ambasradors
for Christ, as thouzh God did be-

Christ's atead, Ue 3o reconciled to
Gol”

“15. Christ “has abolished the
enwrity that he might recondile
Loth Jew aud Gentile to Gol in
one baxdly by the crese®

having Biade peace by the Llood
of the cross of Christ, tn recencile
all things to himself.,”

peiton known to his comrades
said:  “Iis mouth ecets hisa no-

whom that remark will ayply.
Exaggeration and defamation are

© ., who seneitively shrink from the
{dehberate violation of trath, wlo
will nabitually overeolor their
the statements to auch an extent that
Father, the Wonl, and the « fale impreseion is conveyed 16

“10. When wo were eneraies
2 Corinthiane v. 18,19,20:
*18. Allthings are of God who
*19. To-wit, that God was in
o us the wond of resonciliation,
eech you by us, we pray fou in
Ephodara i 15

Colostians i 202
*20. It.pleasod the Father,

(7o be Continued.)
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INJURIOUS TALKING.

A Frenchinan, speaking of &

hing, for he always opene it at
he expense of others,™ There
re multitades of perwons to

wo fertile sources of social mie
hiel.  We meet with persons

confeletice wf thuar fiesls, and
¥ e srede of mady esror i
the world,  They sun discoser

Bt perhaps the wo tinjurions
talk ia that wlich dotracts from
the aracter of another—tht
which openly ordu dissuteestrikes
ot thoe remitation of a bruther
Pilgtiv—that which “cutamen's
throats with swhixperfig,*=- that
which i alopted by the cnvious
rival whe seekn (o betill ohic
st on the roms of auother's
fane  Litthe does e landerer
thunk whint & bitter harvest he
will hiimself reap feam the ealwine
nisuy wonte lie has utterwd  \
luly sisited Philp Neri v one
oceaslon, accusing  hewsolf  of
bemg u shnderer, “Da you free
Quently fall into this fault 1 he
fguired.  *Yer, very often,” re.
plied the genitent.  “My dear
chitd," rard Plitip, *your fault fa
goat, but the merey of Ggl is
gater; 1 now bid thee do as
folluwa: (3o tu the nearest man
het aud purchiase a chicken jnst
Ailled aud still coverml with
fertliers ; then walk ton ceitain
distance, plucking the bintas yiu
g% Your walk finished findehied,
tetura to e The wonan did
e dirceted, and returued,

- S
thew i alf disgetions,” » Wel),
¥ Bl peplied Philig, so it 15
with yone worls of slauder ; like
the feutbers which the vind has
astterrd, they have been wafted
1 many siccetione,  Cul} then
Tack 3 you ean. o, dfn no

o

nore, — Tl (iver,
§ Ol
SELLCT INFANTS.

Te ‘oMt Plildelphia Confer.
son’ of Fath containe this ob.
Jectionabls expressfon. 1t 1walso
found in the Presbyterian Cone
fession, and the Bsangelit,whieh
favorsa revision of its standanly,
taket exception to thess wonls
und sske, “Why not expunge
what W alo wot beligve?® Tho
ground upon whith the chanze is
unel fr ths stated . “When the
Coufession  avgs, ‘Eleet [nfants
dylng i infaney are saved, does
st nut clearly faply  thit infants
who are 1ot elect aro rot saved ¢
1t it dosx not furply this, the sene
tetca fa aweaningless,  We are
aware  that some masters in
theoloty have a method of ex-
phining away the natural and obe
vious Intent of this unhappy
phete.  But fn our humole
Sodgement, the  phease does not
ueed exphiluing, for the tueaning
liew on its fave, It Is ae phina
sentence as cver was wrilten in
English,  No mw ever doubled
s meaning, except thal ho re-
coiled from its natural and-ob.
vione sense, and thereforo wished
by soine truction to male it

to know the meaning of so singu.
Liran injunction.  “You hae
been very faithful to the first
part of my enders,” eaiid Phiilip;
“now du,the tecord and you will
bo cured: Retraco your steps,
raes threugh all the placs you
have traversed, and gather up
one by ous all the feathers you
have eeattered™  “But.” aaid the
woman, “l cast the feathiers carer
lesaly away, and the wind carried

sy what it docs not zay,and was
ueverjueant fo may. I was very
casy to sy, *Al fufants dying in
infaney sresared” 1 that was
what they believed. They did
Lot 8y, All infants are saved,’
bezagee they did not believe 1,
They believed that non eleet fue
fauts were lost, fust as the Roman
Cathiolie Chutehi hetd that ju.
fants non-baptized wete lost."—
Standwrd.” .
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