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FIRST PROPOSITION

The Seriptures teach: That it is vight for mem-
bers of the Chureh of Christ to meet together on Sun-
day, divide into classes and teach the Word of God,
using human:helps, and have women teachers in snch
congregatiochs T '

Lee P. Mazistisld affirmis. .

J. M. Hart denies.

SECOND PROPOSITION

The Scil'pturés teach: That God has given us
members of the Chureh of Christ a method by which
we are to direet all the services of the Church.

J. M. Hart affirms.

oo P. Manstield denies.
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PREFACE.

Proposition No. 1: - : :

The Seriptures teach: That it is right for members of the
Church of Christ to meet together on Sunday, divide imto
classes and teach the Word of God, using human helps, and
have women teachers in such congregations. -

Lee P. Mansfield affirms.

J. M. Hart denies.

Proposition No. 2:

The Seriptures teach: That God bhas given us members of
the Chureh of Christ a method by. which we are to dircet all
the serviees of the Church. '

J. M. Hart affirms.

Lee P. Mansfield denies.

Dear Reader:

_ Seeing the divided and warring condition of all believers
in Christ, and recognizing tire sinfulness of such division, both
J. M. Hart and Lee P. Mansfield mutually agreed to discuss the
above propositions, using and recognizing the Iloly Seriptures
as the standard of proof. . ' '

No doubt cach of the disputants recoguize the truthfulness
of the statement: O Lord, I know that the way of man is not
in himself, it is not in man that walketh to direet his steps.”’—
Jer. 10:23. ' '

As such we sce, this diseussion was not for the purpose »f
t_ieterrhin'mg whiat partieular way any one may think to be right
in the sight of God. Seecing the inability of man to dircet his
steps, may ye who read, carefully and prayerfully study this
discussion and be moved alone by the Word of God.

‘We pray” that each side will hoist the flag of truce and
return again unto the Word of God and there learn anew the
unity of the Spirit in the bonds of peace; that there may he
one Seperd and one fold. : o

Kind Reader, duty to yourself, your family, your nation and
your God demand that you judge aright who is in harmony
with the Word of God. ‘ )

THE AUTHOR.

SUBJECT

The Scriptures teach that, it 'is right for members of the
Church of Christ to meet together on Sunday, divide into
classes and teach the Word of God, using human heélps, and .
have women teachers in such congregations.

Lee P. Mansfield affirms.

J. M. Hart denies.

MANSFIELD'S FIRST SPEECH.

Introduction :—Those things about which we agree are not
under consideration in this diseussion. We both Delieve that
it is right to teach the Word of God to both old and young.
‘We both also agree that it is right to teach the.Word of God
on Sunday. eW are both agreed that it is wrong to organize
any kind of human society to do the work of teaching. The
Chureh is the only society” through which we are to teach the
Word of God. We bott agree that God has commanded the
Chureh to assemble for worship on caeh Lord’s Day. This
meeting of the Church for worship is not under discussion. I
take the position that members of the Church can‘meet—at an
hour when it does not confliet with the worship of the Church
—and engage in teaching the Word of God to both old and
yvoung. When Paul told Timothy to ‘‘Preach the Word’’ (1L
Tim. 4:1-3), he also told him to do it ““In scason and out of
ceason.’”’ There is no restrictions placed upon one as to the
time of teaching. He can teacl: at the worship and he can
teach at other times. When we meet for worship, we are
told just what to do. I am sure that Brother Hart will agree
with me as to the truthfulness of the above statements.

Argument One.

Phere are two ways to teach. One by speaking and the
other by writing. There are also two ways to teach: by speak--

- ing. One by preaching or delivering a public discourse, the

othér by asking and apswering questions. We have divine

examples of both ways. Peter preached on Pentacost and Paul

preached before Agrippa. But both 'Peter and Paul wrote
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letters of instruction to the churches and disciples. If Paul
could and did write lessons of instruetions to Christians, why'
can’t we do likewise and have a divine example as our guide?

. But you say that was inspired writing. Yes, I know that, but

their preaching was also inspired preaching. If you refuse’

and object to teaching by letter because the example is inspired,
why dc_)n 't you quit preaching because you only have inspired
preaching as your example to guide you.” If Brother Elam
comes to your place and teaches the Church by preaching to
you, you think it is all right bécause you say we have a divine
example in the Word of God, but when Brother Elam tries to
teach_the church and others by letters—quarterlies—you say

that is wrong and you object. Pray tell me why? Does he
not have a divine example as his authority for so doing?

Argument Two ,

There are two kinds of commands in the Bible. One is gen-
eric and the other is speeific. The command to ““Go preacch"
is generic. « The command to “Sing’’ is specific. When God
gives a generic command, he does not give the method of

carrying out that command. But when God gives a specific’

command He tells how to do that. Take the command ‘*Go into
all the world.”” " Does God tell me how I am to go? Can T
not s?lect my own mode of “‘going’’? I can walk, go on a boat,
a train, or any way I may seleet. 1 should go the quickest and
best way to carry out the command of God. Therefore, in
carrying out the command of God to ‘‘Teach all the nations,’’
1 am free to.select the best method of teaching. The written
page and the class system is by far the best method of teaching
children we have today. If you will read ““New Internation‘(ﬁ
Encyclopedia,” "Vol. 18, page 700, under the subject of S. S..
you will find the same methods used by the Jews and early
church that-we are using today. )

Argument Three.

Neh. 8:1-8. Fourteen men sent among the crowd to make
them understand the law. Here you have the very thing prac-
tised by the Jews we contend for today. Here we have a class
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method. Theré are three classes God wants taught His Word.
Christiuns, Aliens and Children. God made the classes and
we simply recognize what God has done. We feed *“Milk’’ to
the babes and ‘*Strong meat’’ to men. (1. Cor. 3:1-3.) Itisa
waste of time not to have classes and we are taught not to bé
wasteful. (John 6:12.)

* Argument Four.

Study the following diagram:
Command "Bssentials
Sing . - Sopg-Book Instruments of Music

" Teach Bible . Class Helps Organized Societies
In tie above it is essential that we have a song-book in order
10 obey God in singing, but it is not essential to hdve an organ.
In obeying God’s command to teach it is essential that we
have helps because, **No man can read a passage in the Bible
without the aid of human helps.”” Brother Iart will not even

iry to do so. ’ . .
Dear Reader, will you just stop and think for 2 moment
and tell me what passage you can read and understand without
using: human helps. All we know we have learned by the help

Non-Essentials

of others.. We could not even read if it had not been for the ,

help of others. Since you are indebted to others for all you
know, then pray tell me why do you object to others being
taught the same way? TIs it not our duty to teach others the
way of life, using all the helps we ean get to do so? If mot,

why not? The Bible is the thing to be taught, but in teach- °

ing the Bible we should use all the helps. we can get to teach

Brother Hart cannot carry on his part of the debate without

human help.
. Woman and Her Work.

There are some things a woman ecan do and there are some

things she cannot do. The things God forbids her doing she

mnust not do, that; if she desires to please God. But there are

things which God commands her to do, and she cannot fail in
those things without also displeasing the Lord. Let us get be-
fare us the things she cannot do:

——




1. She cannot be an elder, because eldm is to be hus-
band—I. Tim. 3:2.

9. She cannot be a deacon, because deacon is to be hus-
band—L Tim. 3:12.

3. She cannot be an ev‘mn'ehst beum\o men are always
. selected to do the work of an eva nﬂehst

These things are the only hrzu, things she can nor be and
therefore she eannot do the work that bplon-r.\ to the elders,
deacons and evangelists. But some will .mk what ecan she
do?

She can pray—IL. Cor. 11:15.

She can prophesy—I. Cor. 11:5
She can sing—Col. 3:16.

She can commune—Aects 20:7.
‘She ean give—I. Cor. 16:2.

SHE ¢4 AN TEACH—Titus 2: 3-5.

The Following Statements Cannot be Called in Question.

1. God placed plophets in the early church. —1. Cor. 12:28.

2. No prophets were in the early church but God appointed
. prophets.

3. These prophctq were plm,cd in the church for edification,
comfort and consolation.—I. Cor. 14:3; Eph. 4:12.

4. Prophets were nnt simply fe.uhms they were divinely
qualified teachers. Paul makes a dlatmctlon between teachers
and prophets.—Eph. 4:11.

5. Paul addressed a (,‘A\b in the chureh called pmphot\
—Cor. 14:29.

Tt is also certain that Paul recognized WOMEN in this clasa
as well as men.—I. Cor. 11:5. Therefme it follows that some
women existed in the ehurch that were made prophets by the
divine appomxment, and were quahﬁed and did instruct the
chureh. Tt is not prophesymg or praying that Paul condemns,
but the manner of their appearing.

In I. Cor. 15:10-11, Paul calls the work of teachm" “‘Liabor-
ing in the Lord,”’ and in Rom. 16:12 he mentions two women
and says, “Who labored_in the Lord.”” He did not say they
helped me in my labors but ’chey did the work themselves. He
_mentions about two women in this chapter who were workera
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in the cause of Christ.

Some examples of Godly women in the Bible:
Marion—Ex. 15:20, was a ‘*Phrophetess.”
s0NY. ' :

[Iulddh—-ll Kings 22:14. She was in the college of the
prophets. ’

Deborah--Judges, 5th (;hd])f(‘l Judged Israel.

Phoebe—Rom. 16:1-2. She w as tleaconess in the church
at Cechrea, the “Mother Chureh.’

In the establishment of the church at Jerusalem, Joel said:
“Yonr sons and DAUGIITERS shall prophesy. " —Joel 2:28,
In the fulfillment of this prophesy. Peter sayvs: **Your sons
and DAUGHTERS shall prophesy.™

If the women are to take no part-in the teaching, then this
prophesy is unfulfilled. Tt is a fact that the women did
prophesy and did it by the commandment of God. He who
would prevent her Lod'l.\, stands between her and her DUTY
to God. -He causes her to stumble or offends her and Jesus
says: "It would be better to have a millstone tied about the
neck and be drowned in the midst of the sea.”” ““Thou art
the guilty man,” because you do all in your power to keep her
from doing her God-given duty.

My duty to God does not embrace one day in-the weelk and
one service on that day. but it embraces every day and every
hour of cach day. T am to pray without ceasing and I am to .
teach the Word of God every opportunity T have. These duties
are just as bmdm" on my \Vlte my daughter. and my sister.
In Christ., ‘‘there is neither male nor female, for vou are all
one in Christ Jesus.”", My 1'00(1 sister, God demands that you
e “‘a soul winner for Jesus.”” How can you win people to

She Ted the

-Christ thhout tmuhm«r the Word of God?

Questions.
1. Do you belw\c At is right fo tedceh by the class system

: at.any. time. when it does not interfere with the worshlp‘? -

2. De vou ever use human helps in teaching the Bible?

3. At what place and under what circumstances can a
woman - teach?

4. Is there any time or place where we can téach by the




' olass method and not violate any Seripture? :
5. Is it Seriptural for a woman to sing in the Assenably?
Please give chapter and verse. : L S
" 6. Can one sing and not: teach " Liso. howt- ~ =
7. "Can you have ‘Congregational Singing ' and ane speak
at a time? If so, how? ' . S . )
8. Do not the words Saint, Disciple, Christian and Breth-
- ren always comprehend the idea of male and female? v
9. Can a woman teack the Bible in the publie school and
not sin? .
10. Can we assemble for Bible study at any hour that does
not conflict with the worship and not sin? o :
We preachers have just been preaching half of the truth.
We tell the stories of Abel, Noah, Abraham, Isaac, Jacob,
Jonah, Peter, James, John, Paul, Timothy and Titus, but you
never hear us tell the stories of Sarah, Marion, .Huldah, De-
borah, Ruth, Mary, Martha, Phoebe, Lois and Eunice. G‘ro-d has
placed side by side in His Book the life stories of - faithful
womn with the faithful men to teach us that women should
be our co-workers in the Lord. Ob, woman, thou who goes
down into the shadow of death that we may live ; ‘thou who
was the first at the cross and the first to tell of the Saviour’s
ressurection, thou who art purer, better and more holy than

L e

we men, and thou who art the first to greet us with a kiss of
“love and the last to give up hope; we need. your- help 1n ﬁthe :

cause of Christ.

J."M. HART’S FIRST REPLY..

Respected Friends: T - .

' It now becomes my: duty as the negative speaker fo reply to -
the speech you have just heard. But before we proceed,
desire to express thanks, not only for this op_portuplty, but to
my opponent for the genteel manner and attitude in which he

opened this discussion. Let me emphasize in_the . beginning,

this conflict is not between men, for I am sure as brethren, we

entertain none but the kindliest feeling. Therefore it follows,

it is a matter of principle; principles of such magnitude as to

vend asunder the greatest belieév;tfrs in Christ since Apostolic
' ~ S /
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. Elam’s good work by use of the pen.

~have you not, that’s the question.
rgideration, we will now-.note from Argument Number Two.

days. Error may be found on both sides of this question. But
one thing is certain, we both cannot be in the right. Just at
this juncture, I desire to eall your attention to the first three
‘words in his proposition. ¢Phe Seriptures teach.” Therefore.
we see my Brother is affirminy the Scriptures 1o teach, Division
into classes, Human helps and Women teachers. OQccupying the
negative as I do, makes it evident that I do not believe the
Seriptures so teach ; hence it follows the pivotal point on which
this question must turn is the point of authority. By whose
authority are thse- practices performed as a religious obser-
vanee? T am glad we are to measure this question by the one
and only divine measuring reed, the Word of God. Kind
‘Friends, there is one fact that we will all admit. The Serip-
tures do or they do not so teach; if they do so teach, we have a
right to know it; if they do not so teach, we should also know
it. In as much as Brother Mansfield holds the affirmative idea,
my only duty as a logician and reasoner is to closely examine
his evidence adduced as proof and if possible show that it
does not sustain his contentions, With this in mind, we now
desire to pay our respeets to the arguments adduced as proof.
1 note from his proposition he indorses human helps, but in
his opening remarks he condemns human societies. Naturally

. we wonder where the difference? Both human, purely human,

and both used for the identical purpose, that of teaching God’s

© Word.. Why, Brother Mansfield, do you indorse one human aet

and condemn the other, as both are endorsed as essential to
jeaching the ‘Word. Noting . from Argument Number One,
Brother Mansfield in an effort to sustain human helps (quar-
terlies) places Paul and Brother Elam on a par. That is, he
contends by reason of the fact that Paul wrote to the primitive
churches, Brother Elam and others have a perfect right to fol-
low the divine example. Very well, we do not object to Bro.
But the question is:
Have you got the moral or religious right to foree personal

..explanations to the Word of God by Bro. Elam into the work

aud thereby rend the Chureh of Christ asunder? Have you or

Leaving this for your con-
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Herq Brother Mansfield says there are two kinds of commands;
specific angd generie, and declares ‘‘go preach’’ is generie. If
he is right and the command ‘Go preach’ is general to the
church, there can be no exception, hence it applies to both men
and women. Therefore, all men and women who do not go
preachr will be lost for disobeying God's general command.
Now the faet of the matter is: The command **Go preach’
always was and always will be specific. Note Mat. 48:16-20.
A specific command to the eleven, uo more, no less (Mark 16:
1'4-15)‘, specific to the ecleven, no more, no less. And ever
sinee 'Apostolic days, the command ‘*Go preach’’ was limited
to faithful men. See I1. Timothy 2:2. Brother, [ wish you
would tell the brethren where to find the command “ Go
preach that is not specific. To a man, a group of men, or a
class of faithful men. Now, if you fail to find it, the command
stands specific. To faithful men‘as in IT Tim. 2:2, and is also
in harmony with Paul’s statement, **1 sutfer not a woman to
teach nor to usurp authority over the man but to be in silence,”’
Lo Tim. 2:12. **Let your women keep silence in the churches
for it is not permitted unto thtm to speak.’” 1. Cor. 14:34. TS
is a'ehame for a woman to speak in the church.'” 1. Cor. 14:35.
Therefore, as a specific command, Brother Mansfield has ad-
mitted that God has stated the method for all specific com-

mands.. Right you are, Brother Mansfield, and also in harmony

with Paul’s statement, It pleased God by the foolishness of
preaching to save them that believe, I. Cor. 1:21. Paul says,
how can' they hear without a preacher? Rom. 10:14. Paul
dlgl not seem to think they could hear without a preacher, and
said it was God's appointed way to save souls (1. Cor. 1:21),
and listen Brother, the only method wmentioned in the Bible
that God has placed llis stamp of approval on and said it
pleased Him. Bearing from this, 16t us pay our respeets to his
Argument Number Three. I note.in an attempt to justify the
class system, he quotes from Neh. §:1-8, and says 14 men was
sent out-among the crowd to make them understand the law.
I did not see wheré¢ the 14 men was sent out. However
I wish you folks would turn and read for yourselves. I did
notice that the congregation came together as one man, and 1
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did not ind where they Qivided them up. But suppose they
had} Whaiever deed they done was done under the law, and
Paul says, by the deeds of the law there shall no fiesh be jus-
tified Rom. 3:20. ““Christ is become of no effect unto you,
whosoever of you is justified by the law, ye are fallen from
grace.”’ Gal. 5:4. And right in the face of these passages of
Seripture, Brother Mansfield tells you that the very things the
Jews practiced baclk there is just what he is contending for to-
day. Then he speaks of the milk for the babes and the meat
for the men. Yes, we recognize the two classes of food, and
go did Paul and the other Apostles. But. I do not locate where
ihey adopted your system of feeding., Leaving. this matter
for your consideration, we will note his diagram:

Command - Essentials Non-Essentials

Sing Song Book The Organ.

Teach Bible Class Helps Human Societies

He said Study this diagram. 1 did, and the result was
surprising. First, you see, he has placed the Bible in the com-
mand column, therefore it is not an essential. Brother Mans-
field, the Bible is not a command. Tt contains the commands
and is an essential to teaching, That is, we cannot teach with-
out it. Therefore, it belongs in the essential column. We can
teach without the class helps, therefore they belong in the
non-essential column. B

Command Essentials Non-Essentials

Go Teach The Bible Classes

Mode of Travel  ITuman Helps (Quar-
terlies)

If this is not right, show us the error. Again, in an effort

10 sustain human helps, he says no man can read a passage

. without .the - aid of human helps.” Should I admit such, then

his reasoning would exelude his quarterlies, tracts, and the like.
For teaching the congregation, 1ét’s see, I am commanded to .
study and teach God’s Word. Edueation and the Bible ase
essentials, for I cannot carry out the command without them.
But Iean earry out the commands without the quarterlies and
tracts. Therefore, they are non-essentials. I am commanded
to teach. The Bible is essential. T ean teach a congregution
. ) o ‘




without dividing them, therefore, to divide them is a non-essen-
tial practice. With this in mind, let me ask, what has divided
the church, essentials or non-essentials? Kind reader, you may

Judge. Next we will notice his woman and the work argnment.

After he had noted several things a‘woman could not:do, he

affirmed some things she can do,, namely; pray, shg, give,

commune. I concur to these things, therefore, they are not

~under consideration in this discussion. But he sa,v’s she can
teach. Titus 2:2-5. Yes, but verses 3-4-5 tell her what to teach,

and none of the things mentioned included the Gospel. Well,

you say, Paul said teach good things, and is not the Gospel a

good thing? Yes, but not for a woman to teach. See L Tim

2:11-12, Paul placed the restriction. Also I. Cor, 14:84.35,

No doubt, if I had been fixing it, I would not have placed it

there, but T am not fighting the commands of God. Thereflore,

as far as T am concerned, it will have to stand. We now will

notice some of the things which he says cannot be called in

question, viz: Gocl placed prophets, both men and women, in

the early church. I. Cor. 12:28; for the edifieation of the chureh,

I. Cor. 14 :3; Paul rcognized woman prophets as well as wmen,

L Cor. 11:5; therefove, there were some women prophets in the

early phurch by divine appointment. e says. this is-the

fulfillment of prophecy, Joel 2:28; therefove, he concludes, if

women are to talke no part in teaching today, the prophesy of

Joel is yet unfulfilled, and to prevent her today is to stand be-

tween her and her duty to God. - Are you talking abon' what

-Paul sald I Cor. 14:3¢4 and L Tim. 2:12% If so, you and Paul
for it, but I would like to follow up your line of reasoning and

see what follows. God set apostles in the early churceh, 1. Cor.

12:28; therefore, there is Apostles in the chiirch fodsy.  You

and the Mormons agrec. God set prophets in the early_chureh

therefore, there is proplets in the church today. Again vou

~and the Mormons agree. God set gifts of healiﬁg in the-carly
cpurch; therefore, there are gifts of healing ia the churc"h
today. Again you agree. God set diversity of tongues in the
early church, therefore there are diversity of mn;ues in the
9hurch today. Now, he is with the Holiness; God set miracles
in the early chureh; therefore, there are muracles in the shureh
—12— .. :
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today. And all for the edification of the church. Therefore,

if there are not Apostles, Prophets, miracles, gifts of healing,

_helps and diversity of :ongues within the church today, the

prophecy of them are unfulfilled. And he that stands between
Apostles, miracles, tongues, gifts of healing in the church to-
day, stands between folks and their duty to their God. Now,
Brother Mansfield, neither you nor I want to concur to such
logie as that, so let us get the truth of this matter. Listen, in
fulfillment to propheey; God placed in the early church, first,
Apostles ; secondarily, Prophets, both men and women; thirdly
teachers., After that, miracles and gifts of heuling, helps, gov-
ernments and diversity of tongues. I. Cor. 12 .28. Now, listen;
prophaey ceases to be propheey at complete fulfillment. ‘These
thiin. were all supernatural dnd for {he e‘(liﬁcu!i(m of the
Apostolic Church. Peter said the fulfillment of this prophecy
began at the establishment of the church, See Acts 2:16-17. .

“Paul said it would cease with the Apostolic Age. Listen: but

whether there be prophecies, they shall fail ; tongues, they shall
cease ; knowledge, it shall vanish, I. Cor. 13:8. But covet ear-
nestly the best gift, yet show L unto you a more excellent way.
1. Cor.-12:31. Did he do it or did he noi? Paul is dead and
gone to his reward. If he did not show the church a more ex-
cellent way thin these supernatural gifts, then he died with a
promise to the church unfulfilled. But what was left for the
church after these things had failed? Faith, hope and love,
and a perfect law of liberty to guide us; May God help us to
aceept it without the man made helps. Speaking to the wo-
men, Brother Mansfield says: ** Your duty to teach the Word is
just as binding on you as it is on me. God demands that you
be a soul winner for Jesus.'> But he failed to quote us the
passage that says so. He quotes, * There 1s neither male nor
temale, for ye are all one in Christ,”” Gal. 3:28. Brother Mans-
field, if you think that teaches God has made no difference
between male and female in teaching His Word, why don’t you

- say so; and T will handle the passage in my next speech. This

is an inference. You at first told us you did mnot believe; in
your first speech you made a diffefence by quoting several

things that a woman eould not do, which shows elearly you do
/ . —13,~




not accept the passage literally without the context. Most
every one knows Paul had reference to the cireumeision of .the
male Jews, the non-circumeision of the Greeks and the eircum-
cision not made with hands, which applied to Jews and Greeks
male and' female, showing that they were all baptised into
- Jesus Christ alike. Now, Brother Mansfield, as far as I'know,
the chureh is agreed upon the song service, and you state in
the beginning things we ‘are agreed upon aze not under dis-
cussion. Your questions five, six and seven pertain to the
song service. Now to the questions and I shall close: /Question
No. 1, Proposition No. 1 covers; Question No. 2. Bassentials
to commands are included, therefore not of human intent, No;
Question No. 3, if yon mean teach the Gospel in publie, there is
none; Question No. 4, if yon mean teach the Goespel of Christ,
there is none; Questions No. 5, 6 and 7, the song «erviee is not,
under consideration ; Question No. 8, not always: Question No.
9, she has no command to publicly teach the Gospel; Question
No. 10, we do not condemn the Assemblage of the Church to
teach the Word of God at any time ov place. The praetice
after assemblage is what we are calling in question.
With thanks. T close,
. ) J. M. HART.

s MANSFIELD’S FIRST REPLY,

Dear Reader: :

" You have just read my first affirmation and Brother Hart s
first reply. Can you tell me why any one wants to dodge the
real issue? T tried to bring before vou the real difference be-
tween us. I stated the things that were not under discussion.
We are not discussing what women should do in the assembly
or'can a woman preach. But we are diseussing ““Can Christ-
lans meet for Bible study and in such meetings ean women
teach a class and use human helps?’’ 'This meeting 6 be at
an hour when it does not conflict with the worship. Brother
Hart does not object to such a meeting, but he could not debate
if he did not raise a false issue. Now, before giving

new matter, let me notige-some of the supposed replies he
made.
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Questions.

“No. 1, He did not even try to answer. No. 2, % ai%;dtyg}:i’
do'you ever use human helps in teaching the Bible? 3:(1 ;1
he snswer? Tead it. Tle does use human helps. '\Yh_v i %
not ay so like a man. Now, is that not a dodge? ‘NO.' 3.
asked at what place and under what circumstances can a lwp-
man teach. And he answers if you mean teagh the gos?pe l\m
public.  What kind of teachi‘n:_r are we debating about? ./ :e
we talking about Bible teaching? L‘(;t me put the '%uestllon o
vou agiin. TIs therc any place or circumstance \}‘]t?rfz di wot-;
man may teach the Bible to a claxs of boys or girls and no
sin in sé doing? Now, Brother Hart, will you ple:}sg_ g(lve (2;
fair ansyer to this question in your next reply? Nos. o: 6 and
7 he answers by saying ‘‘Song service is not under dlscu‘swm.‘

T wish yqu, dear reader, woul(} turn back ﬂtld 1-13:71(_1l tl}os'c (!n:sé
tions again and then read his answers. The Bible ‘sa:\}r‘s vh
teach when we sing. Hart admits this. In all .then ¢ l.l;rc
work they have singing, and they have the :\;Sme;\ ‘to ls.nfg;
T only‘ask. ‘“Can a woman sing and not teag}l ? 1 .?0, ‘u‘m,_,
Brother Hart teaches that you-must teach ‘‘One .1‘t‘ a t"f‘f'

I ask. “Can all sing at the same time and teach ‘‘One at a

time?™ "y If so, how!? ' - ‘
Notice his answer to question No. 10. 1 ask, “*Can lwe 515-
semble for Bible study at any hour that does not‘ c‘o(r{gmé wi ;

the worship and not sin?”’ Brother Hart :mswgrh, 'ble g'm?
condemn the assemblage of the church to teach the Bible a dn‘y
‘time or place. The practice is what we are calhngdl_n"qu;eb-
tion.'" Well, that is the very thing we are contenhm%.b(ir.
You now say it is not wrong to so meet and te'ac(}ix the Bi deo.
We are agreed that it is not wrong; and when w e‘.’V‘(l)lsO7 wimt
not sin. 1 am glad you are seeing the truth. 1 g’tou ok,
now, join me in trying to get all Christians to megt of :}leb;rs’
study the Bible and teach it to their children and neig

children? - S o
( Brother Hart says why_condemn “Human Socxetll;xs"‘ and
indorse human helps. One is non-essential and ‘the Ot't%l lspes-
sential. Listen, Brother Hart. You cannot read, neither ecan -
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you talk or teach one word of the .Bible \;’it'hout the aid
huI-II::ll]a.?l }llelp_s.” It is impossible to teach the Bible withoft
D elps is why I indorse them. Anything we gel fifm
u(nllelms 18 hmznan hel_ps. The knowledge of reading, wriling
. ?n. anguage is not given us from God. We learn such tlings
rom uninspired people. Why fight a thing you can®t do,,evitﬁ-

out. 'Will you please tell me just one thing you learned from

the Bible that you learned without human helps?
please? Let’s get this one point fixed. You ne\If):r czi-lr]'it )?or:lel"
Bl.ble to church with you without taking human helgs along
with you. ) Yqu never spoke a word at church in your ]if:
\Vlthouf,“usmg human helps. Brother Hart, did you ever hear
a man “‘cussing’ his boy for ‘“cussing’’? Well, that is ju§1
what you are doing. You fight human helps with ’hu an help.;
You remind me of the guack who fights the use of gnedicinés:
and then tells his patient to take a big dose of castér oi T
1t had not been for human 'helps you would still be in vour
sins knowing nothing about the Bible. In fact youi w.t'-uld
not b7e able to carry on a conversation in common ’Enwll‘sh ’
What you say about the command to *“Go’’ beine gpeci}x(- s
;1(13;:11-(;1 St\\tr;:d{ilé :gld advertises your ignorance. Do v?)u mean to
at God wants and tells us to go by a certain method
does God tell us to teach? - There are hrey. 2 m_"me. o
writing, spe_ak_ing: and aeting, If “Gotl‘:er:gh""aiysss(;)fe:ief?(:chtl;}:g;
only one way is right. Which is it¢ But you say t.:he 'oin,m'm(;
to go ‘prc,each or go teach was only given to men 'l‘hgen a \\o
man can’t teach her child about Christ. She can ’.t sing becauS(:
arle teach l;n song. _If_the command Go teach is to. men only.-
thgnsylrﬁ};m‘ehegei: d]t l])S isxqﬁul fdor a2 woman to tellhher child about
¢ . riscilla do wrong whe
Apollo the way of the Lord more peFfectle‘.; :s\czs }i(gl%ebd t]e)::)(;]i
2% prophesy mean to teach and does not the Bible téll .us tha}
tho:;lihters did prophesy’’? Then God did wrong by letting
tho O{nen_teach if He gave the command to men onfy. Pray
czus??t xivsh;]_lé: “;a;thfl‘tl_‘taught Timothy the Word of God be-
s ald of him *“From a child.thou hast know Toly
Secriptures’’? Did not his faithful mothexfl ?;nk(;l (:f,:;:nglzflggz}g

do this work? If they did, then 'yg_u_ say they did wrong because -
. —1 .

. mand and-says I do.no

- we meet

" God has given the command to teach to men only. Shame,

shame. . ~
' Phere are two ways by which we can carry out the ‘command

" to teach. One is by preaching or delivering a public discourse.
This way belongs to men only. But there is another way and
- that is by asking and answering questions, or giving instrue-

Yion without discourse. Women can teach this way. When she
is teaching a class of boys or girls'she is not delivering a dis--
course but is imparting the information to them without the
discourse. . There are some things you ean’t do. .You can’t
sing a song without a tune. Neither can you teach the Bible
without hnman helps or without a class. Your class may not
have but one in it, but whoever it may be, he belongs to a cer-
tain elass. But you could not find any class in the following:

aliens, babes, young men, old men.

Command—Teach Bible.

Essentials—Class helps.

Non-Essentials—Human Societies.

Brother, Hart says 1 have the Bible i nthe column of com-
| t make the Bible essential. -The Bible
is the thing to be taught. Sing is the command but song is
the thing you must sing. Teach is the command, the Bible is
the thing we must teach. We
are essential to teach the Bible. A class is essential because
"you cannot teach without a class to teach. 1elps are essential
because you cannot even read without helps and human helps
at that. In Brother Hart’s arrangement, he has the Bible on
the par with the mode of travel and the song book. SHAME.
When classes arrange so that each wiil be in his or her class.
that is not dividing the echureh. Division is where two contend
with each other over something a

we I for Bible study and the erowd is arranged in its
elasses, they, are still united and not divided, because they are
contending one with the other over something.

In Titus; Paul says: ‘‘Let your aged women -be teachers of
good things.”” But Brother Hart says she is commanded to
TEACH but what she is to teach does not include the gospel.
Titus 2:2-5. It is not a part of7t'he Gospel the woman should
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are discussing. the things that:

bout which they differ: When -



““Dove- their husbands,’” ‘‘be -keepérs of homeé’" and to “‘bé
"chaste.” Don’t you think a man is hard pressed that will
take sueh a positioni? The truth is, we néed good womeén who
will teach the young woineh i the church many Gospel truths
that are necded to b& taught today. Some mother in Israel is
the only proper one to doé the tesching that young wonen néed.
God commanded to do this work and she cannot do her diity
and fail to téach the ,,younger women.”’

Bi‘(_i‘ther Hart, let me tell you and the readers some very .
unpleasant trutlis—unpleasant to you and your brethrén on ’

that side. 'Weé have never tried to foree any one to take-Elam’s
comments on the Bible. We have everything arranged so that
no ‘one is forced to accept them unless they want to do sa. The
thing we object to is being foreced to aecept your comments
each Sunday to the exclusion of other good men who havé
mz}de, the Bible zl.\life ‘s study. The chureh is not divided over
this question.” No, sir. There are some who are angry because
the church will not let thém do all their teacling and submit
to their eomments. You ask if T don’t think the church is
divided over this question? No, 1 do not, and neither do you.
I think there is a crowd of dissatisfied ones who have leéft us
because they could not have their own way, aboit who should

make the comments on the lésson. You went out from us bé-.

cause you wre not of us. Lt’s see where we differ and in what.
We differ about the following, whiceh is right?’
T believe: You believe: =~
We must use helps. * You use helps.
Use them at church. You do the same.
Women can teach in You do thé same.
song. . . o
" Use human commeénts You use YOUR COM- '
in lesson. = ~ MENTS, they are hiimit
Elders should rule. Yot want to be the eldst.
‘We have classes. You hdve the same classes.
‘We meet and worship. You meéét for the same par- -
o jose. . . i -
- 'We.differ-about the following; whif:’h isright? {
1. We never maké methods You do.
. ‘ —18
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a.test of fellowslip .

We use system in study.  You do not.

We.submit to God’s law.  You make a law of your
: own.

We believe all the Bible. You a part. I. Cor. 14.
© ¢ Why I Believe in Bible Studies.

1. God wants us to adopt the best methods at our com-
mand to accomplish the greatest amount of good in the short-
est time. The class system is the best system known to mab
today to save time and reach the greatest number.

‘2. 1 believe in all preventives of all diseases. 1 think it is
right to viccinate the child against small-pox. [ think it is
right to vaecinate the child by teaching it the Gospel of Christ.

Brother *lart, 7 .. % to put you to the test. Last Sunday
in.my Bible elass, we sad the third chapter of Phillipians for
our lesson, and in the second verse Paul says: “PBeware of the
coneision.”” Now, will you please tell me just what that word
“CONCISION’" means? You must not use any human helps

" in finding out what it means. You must tell me just what the

Lord says. Yo umust not speak it to me, because humans
taught you to talk and that would be human helps. You must
a0t write it to me beeause you learned to write by the aid of
pumans and that would be human helps. Leave off all human
helps and tell me what it means.

Summing Up. .

1. 1 have showed the following to be true: 2. We are-at
liberty to use more than one method in teaching the Bible.
3. God made the classes. 4. Women can teach the Word of
God to others. 5. Children stiould be taught the Word of God.
6. Christians are commanded to teach the Word of God to all
nations. 7. The word CHRISTIANS embraces both men and
women. S. Women cannot be elders, deacons and evangelists.
9. She can do everything in the church that a man ean do out-
side of these three things. -In the same chapter where yol
find she is commanded to be in silence you will find God com-
mands men io be in silence too. ’

What. I have written is the kindest feeling to all. To gét, .

y'ou to think and study and know that it is wrong to -hinder




the teaching of God's Word to others. "We can and must teach
God’s word at all times. Think, my Brother, before you hinder
others in doing what God ecommands. :

’ LEE P. MANSFIELD.

J. M. HART'S SECOND REPLY.
" Respected Friends: . :

T am before you at this time for the purpose of replying to
the speech of Brother Manstield, which you have just read,
which will close this question. First, I notice the fact that
Brother Mansfield was disappointed with the result of his first
effort, and especially so, the guestions he propounded. In-his
first speech he declared. Things we are agreed upon are not
under consideration in this discussion, but it seems he forgot
thls.statemcnt, as no doubt he saw. as he thought, a trap for
me in the song service teaching. Therefore, he propounded
three quéstions on the song service and took exception to the
manner in which I handled them. Everyone knows -that our
mltla._l proposition elearly covers question number one, so the

. questions on the song service is all that he.could hope to have
anything in. So I will here answer it. And to save space Iam
going to admit that & woman can teach in the song service.
The question naturally arises, why can she so teach? My an-
swer would bé, becanse she has the authority, Col. 3 :¥6. But
why can she not teach thé¢ word in the congregation? For the
good reason she has no authority and is forbidden to do so.
1. Cor. 14:344-35; I. Tim. 2:11-12. I would like to call your at-
iention to-the fact that teaching the Word of God was the

.thing that was under consideration, I. Tim," 2:11-12, and the
Apostle declared, ¢‘T suffer not a woman to teach.”” Teaching
the Word was under consideration, I. Cor. 14:34, and the
Apostle declares, *‘Let your women keep silence in the church-

- es.”’ Note the fact that h said ‘**CHURCIES,” in th plural.

showing conélusively that the prohibition was not limited to the
church at Corinth; but applied to all churches of Christ: . Now:
my Brother, you eannot cloud the real issue that confronts us
with the song service. Paul ejther meant what he said in the.

three sbove passages. or be-did not.-- Ope of the two, show me
—00—

ne dil not mean what he said in'these, and by your own law I
will show that-he meant nothing he said at all, Brother Mans-
field. - Prophesying was the thing under consideration, I. Cor.
14 :31-32-33-34-35.  You said in your first speech that Prophets -
were téachers. - We notice that Paul said for them to speak one
by one. Therefore, aceordinyg to you and Paul both, the class
system violates this command. Thank you. He thinks that
e has found something in my answer to question number 10.
He says I admitted that they could meet at any time or place
for the purpose of studying the Word of God. Sure, I did.
But where did 1 admit of elasses, literature and women teach-

. ers when they did meet? In answer to my question, why con-

demn human societies and indorse human helps? He says, be-
eause the human helps ave essential. You all know I exploded
this in my first reply. But it looks like I will have to put a
bomb under the fragments. So here goes. Now, Brother Mans-
field, T am talking about divided classes, quarterlies and tracts.
srother Mansficld, can you take your Bible and teach a con-
aregation of people the Word of God and not divide them.into
classes? Not give them class literature, if you can? You know
and 1 know and everybody else knows' they are not essential.
Again, if you ean prove that i cannot take my Bible and teach
the Word of God to a congregation without dividing them into
alasses and using quarterlies, my hat is off and my hand is out.
These are things that stand between us. I say, can we teach

" the word of God without them or ean we not? If we can, the

truth forees you and your brethren to admit that they are non-
essentials, and as such are bolding the chureh assunder. That
looks plain enough, so let it rest. Yes, I said Go teach was a
specifie command, and proved it.” Why did you not quote us
the Seripture that proved it to be generic? Suppose he forgot,
as he had quite-d bit of unfinished business to attend to he still
worries about. A woman cannot preach, but she can teach.
{ wistu I could find where He gets the difference. The only three

- places where it alludes to a wowan teaching in the assembly

flatly forbids such teaching by her. Brother Mansefild, I am -
woing to let your diagram alone. for this reason. Kveryone
knows Go teach is the command, and the Bible is the essential
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thing to earry it out with, and thut the quarterly is the non-
essential thing as is also .theé division into classes. He says'l
put the Bible, song book and mode of travel all on’ par.
. **Shame,’’-says he. Sure, I did. Now listen, I always am will-
ing to help a fello wout when I have time; GO, the mode of
travel is essential; SING, the song book is essential; TEACH,
the Bible is essential ;- that’s all. Still he seems not to be satis-
fied with what is taught in Titus 2:5, and exclaims, ‘* What we
need: is good women to teach young women in the church.””
I suppose he forgot about Paul saying it was a shame, L. Cor.
14-35. Brother Mansfield says we don’t make method a test

of fellowship. My Brother, you are only placing yourself on-

. par with the denominations. They dbn’t either. Again he says,
““We submit to God’s law.””” I wonder whose law he thinks
I. Cor. 14:34-35 and 1. Tim. 2:12 is; whose laws are they? 1
notice you do not submit to them. Again he says, ‘‘The class
system is the best system known to man today to teach.”’ Glad
to hear that man knows it to be good, for it seems not to have
been known to God at all. He asks me without the aid of hu-

man helps what the word Coneision means. T am sure I do not -

know. whether it means human helps or dividing the classes.
Summing up, he decides that God made the classes. My
Brother, we all realize that; but the thing we are trying to find
out is, did he authorize you to divide them or not? Again he
. says in the same chapter where I found it said for a woman to

keep silent it also said for a man to keep silent. Yes, I found =

that, but it said the man could speak in the church if he had

an interpreter, but I could not find where the woman could

speak even with an interpreter. Brother Mansfield, can you
tell us where to locate that passage? Dear Reader, there are
many things that I would like to call your attention to, but
space will admit of only a few. One in particular is the faet
ihat Brother Mansfield says his veason for indorsing, human
helps is because we cannot read the Bible without them. Lan-

guage. he says, is not given us of God, But T notice the gift .

“of speech was given at the same time, and by the same power,

and for the same purpose. And in fulfillment of the same pro-

phecy as his women prophets that he so ardently clung to iu
06, ' b
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his first speech, Acts 2, but he bas given that up now, so we will
notice his next theory; says. he, we cannot read, write or speak
withput the aid of human helps. This seems to_be all the
foundation he has left for the entire system, and I am deter-
mined that he shall not hide his human practices behind the
cammandments of God. He asks me to tell one thing I learned
from the Bible without human helps. As an answer I ask Bro-
ther Mansfield; tell us one thing you have learned from the
Bihle without obeying a command of God? God said study.
God said read. But don’t forget, you said the thing necessary
10 obey the command was included in the command. We are
agreed upon that. As such, education is necessary to obey
God’s command. As such a part of the command, therefore
sineluded in the command, hence not of human intent. As such
God has incorporated it into his plan of salvation to man. As
such is diving and not human. Plainer yet, individual educa-
fion to study God’s word is essential that the individual may
study God’s word. Therefore, individual education to study
God’s word becomes part of the command to study God’s Word,,;
hence a part of God’s plan; therefore mot human. Now will
you give up?! 'Fraid he won’t. Therefore, I ssk, is a command
of God a human help? Everyone says no. All right, let me
prove that eduecation is a command of God. The words Edify
and Edupeate mean the same thing; Bdification and Education
mean exactly the same thing. ‘‘Edify (educate) one another
4s ye also do,”” T. Thess. 5:11. Twenty-two times in the New
Testament the term edify (educate), edification (education),
edified (educated), is used and indorsed by the divine writers.
Now, will you give up? No, he says you have to have a human
education before you can accept a divine education. All right.
then the human education is an essential to the acceptance of
the divine education. As such, you have agreed it becomes
part of the command and is incorporated in the command of
God’s plan; therefore not a human help, but a help that God
has indorsed and incorporated in his divine plan to man, and
down goes your human help theory to everlasting defeat; but
where, O where did God ever indorse, incorporate or command
Qivision of classes to teach? But he says, how about the tracts,
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quarterlies? They are means of edification and learning Paul
wrote, Peter wrote, and many others. Therefore, we have a
divine example for them. I beg to advise the things the divine
writers wrote were incorporated in, and became God’s -code of.
laws. Again we learn with these divine writings God’s law
heecame complete and perfect, and Peter said they wholly, com-
pletely, entirely furnish us. But still he insists the example is
there.. Again I beg to advise that we have no divine example
of any uninspired man writing instruetions to the church ex-
plaining the Commandments of God, but he.says we will have
to quit preaching then, as we have only example of inspired
men preaching. Again I beg leave to advise that the divine
power of God committed the preaching of the Gospel to faith-
ful men that should follow after the Apostolic age was past,
II. Tim. 2:2. Therefore, we see uninspired writings was never
commanded, was never included in the divine plan of God, and
no example of their use in the Church of Christ.” My Brother,
God left your system out of His book, I did not do it. But
again, to show that Brother Mansfield  has surrendered the
proposition completely, I want to call your attention to his
statement relative to the quarterlies, traets, ete. He says we
have everything so arranged that no one is forced to accept
them unless they want to do so. Now listen, Brother Mans-
field, you have fought all through this debate to show that
the practices of class division, quarterlies, traets, ete., with
- women teachers was God’s chosen way to teach. But now you

say you have so arranged that no one has to accept of them if -

they do yot want to. In other words, you have so arranged
that members of the Chureh of Christ do not have to ac-
cept of God’'s way of teaching unless they want to. Tut, tut.
Many of the denominations have so arranged that folks do not
have to accept of God’s mode of baptism unless they want to
- do so; they have arranegd it so folks can be sprinkled if they
would rather. Brother, the thing I want you to see is this; you
~ are trying to occupy a middle ground between the Church of
Christ and the demominations which is so pointed that you
cannot stay there. You are bound to slide off on one side or
the other. Here is hoping and praying that you slide off on
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the Gospel side. Again you say you do- not think that the
Church is divided over these things. Suppose yo ucould prove
that the -Church did not divide over these things, would that
help your case any? We are not discussing the things that the

Church divided over, we are diseussing the things that exist
"“between the Church now. No wonder your drowning proposi-

tion grabs at a floating straw, and has cried for aid in vain.
Down, down it has gone with a gurgling sound,
The bubbles rose and burst around;
But error and it in death
They did not dare to sever;
Tt was its home when it had breath,
"T'is now its home forever.
Sleep on, sleep on, thou mighty dead,
A glorious tomb we have found thee;
The word of God about thee spread,
The boundless ocean around thee. .
J. M. HART.®

PROPOSITION NO. 2. :

The Seriptures teech that God has given us (Members of
the Church of Christ) a method by which we are to direet all
‘the serviees of the Church.

J. M. Hart affirms.

. Lee P. Mansfield denies. «
Brethren and Respeeted Friends:

As the affirmative speaker, I now assume the responsibility
of proof, on the subject you have just read, and I shall make
an effort before we proceed to, if possible, so clearly define my
question that there will be no room for doubt as to my position
on the question that I am to affirm, when I say the Seriptures
teach, I mean the writer has proclaimed in direet words ,or has
"used terms which so clearly imply as to leave no room for doubt

e

~or has taught by example. When I say method, I mean a way

vutlined, this does not mean that I do not recognize essential.
details (we both admit this), but when I say essentials, I mean
the thing if removed would destroy the act of carrying out the
command of God. The afirmative idea in this question is to
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the effect that God’s law is perfect by whieh he dlrects the
Church of Chrlst ‘I turther maintain ‘that, this rule of Actlon

was completed w1th the Apostohc ‘age, and at no time. qmce‘

has God permltted man to supplement that law.

My ﬁrst argument is based on the faet that all services of the
Church is a work of mwhteousness and as such a good work
““Paul told Tlmothy,” Tall Seripture given by inspiration of
God and is proﬁtable for doctrine, for 1eproot for correction,
for instruetion in righteousness. That the man of God may be
perfeet, thoroughly furnished unto all good works, II Tim.
3:16-17. Here Paul plainly states, the Scriptures are for in-
struction in righteousness, and through the Seriptures we are
furnished unto all good works. To the end that the man of
God may be per tec‘r ‘hence it follows, any work pelformed in
the Churech serviece not furnished by the Scriptures is not a
good work. Now, if Brother Mansfield can show a work in the
Church service which the Scrlptm es do not furnish, and prove
by the Seriptures that it is a good work, then he can. prove
that Paul was mistaken, and thl ough that mistale misinformed
Timothy.

But, and if, he should E(ul to show such a work to be
good and permxsslble in the Church, then my contention is
sustained, and God has given us a me‘rhod\by which we are to

. direet all the ser v1ces-of the Church.

My second -argument is based upon the fact that all services
of the churech is a work which pertains 'unto life and Godliness:
if so, the Apostle Peter says, ‘‘according as his divine power

has glveu unto us all things that pertain unto life and Godli- -

ness,’” IL Peter 1:3." Just hexe T would like to call your atten-
tion to the word (all). It means wholly, completely, entirely.
as such Peter declares that the divine power of God (the Gos-
- pel) has wholly. completely, entirely furnished us all things
which pertain nnto life and Godliness. ‘It follows then, thmn\
not found in the divirie power of God (the Gbspel) do not per-
tain unto lifé or Godliness. Now, if Brother Mansfield ean show
‘a doctrine or practice, and show it 'to’ be permissible in the
Church by divine authority, not mentioned in the divine power
of God (the Gospel), he can prove that Peter was mistaken.
[ 3 : .

But should he fuil to so show, we will again be forced to con-
(,lude that God has given us d. method by which we are to di-
reet all serviees of the Church.

My third argument is based upon the rdot that there'is only
three sources ot authority existant: The authority of God, the
authority of man and the authority of Satan. These are the only
ssources of authority that ever did exist, and there'never was an
act performed by, man that did not h.).v as its prompter one
of these sources ol authority. God, in His wisdom and power,
has seen fitting to allow man access to all three sourees of
authority ; but God has always opposed the authority of Satan.
But God has seen it good to tolerate the authority of man in
all temporal actions, just so long as it does not conflict with
the divine law of God. But God has always rejected both the
authority of man and Satan in matters pertaining to the Spir-
itual life of man. ‘‘Now”’ the Church of Christ is a spiritual
‘institution, eomposed on earth of Godly men and women; but
all pmctlces in that Church are prompted by either God, man
or Satan. If the authority of God prompts your action, safety
is sure, but-if the authority of Satan prompts the action, it is
1e_|ectt,d of God; and should the authority of man prompt the
“action, Jesus says, ‘‘In vain do they \VOl‘bhlp me teaching for
doctrines the commandments of man,”” Mat. 15:9. Again I beg
to conelude that God has given us a method by which we are to
direct all services of the Chmch

My fourth argument is based on the fact that, if God has
not given us a method then the method must be of man, and
as su(,h a human method I object to human methods in the
Chureh for the following reasons: If the method of doing the
work is not found in the teachings of God, and you h'x\e the
right to use the method you think best, God eertamly would
not allow vou this pnwlerre and not dllow me the same privi-
lige. Should I think the organized Sunday School system was
fhe best method of teachm«r God’s Word, why would I not
have the same right to en]oy it, seeing it is a human method
‘of teaching same as yours? But John Jones thinks the Christ-
ian Indeavor society is the most efficient way to teach; has he
not got the same God-given right to employ n s we have our
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human: methods? If not, then God is » respester of persons.
Now, Brother Mansfi¢ld, you cannot fail to see that under such
conditions and logic we are foreced to tolerate as rvight any
and all human methods in order to nurse our own human meth-
nd, as such we have placed ourselves on the boundiess ocean
of human tradition with not eveén a rudder to steer us ashore.

Not only so but_we must east to the fonr winds our heaven
born plea, speak “where the bible speaks, is that all?. No we -

hand to the sectarian world a club with which to extinguisa
our Spiritual lives, “Hear O Isreal, Hear.”” There is a way
that seemeth right unto a man, but the end thereof are. the
ways of deatly, Prov. 16:25. In the face of this we are forced
to conelude that God has given us a method by which we are
to direct all services of the Church, furthermore it does not
take & Doctor of the law to see that by the same logic that
human methods can be“introduced into the church to -help
teach will also admit human instruments and other human
helps into the song service as an aid in, and a help to teh most
efficient singing in the’ Church. To place any non essential
in any of the work or worsthip lays down the bars, and by the
same law I can place any human help or non essential method
in any work or worship of the Church. Kind Friends. it has
been said and truly so, the darkest hour of the dark ages was
caused by ambitious men substituting the traditions of man
for the commandments of God. Why, O why, do we want to
ave our way when God has given us a perfect way. James
says, ‘‘But whoso looketh into that perfect law of liberty
and continueth therein, he being not a forgetful hearer, but
a doer of the work, this man shall be blessed in his deed, Jas.
1:25. As we have learned that law is a rule of action, and as
such James declaves it is a perfect rule of action, then how can
we add to or diminish therefrom, without frustrating the grace
of God and rendering his law imperfect? But again James
says it is a perfeet law of liberty, and what does liberty
mean? It means freedom from any power, or to forbear any
particular action. Thus we see that the law of God is not in-
cumbent on any outside conditions, but is a perfaet law for

what God intended it. That is to guide his Chureh in walk,

work and worship while on this earth. No wonder Paul said,
to the Church at Phillipi, ** Wheréunto we have attained let
us walk by the same rule, let us mind the same-thing. - Breth-
ern. be ye followers together of me ‘and mark them which
walk so as ye have us for an example, Phil. 3:6-17.
My fifth argument is based upon the fact that God will
reject our service if the authority of sueh service is not found
.in the teachings of Christ. Dear reader the method we use
in the Churech is either found in the teachings of Christ or.it
is not omne of the two, there is no middle groumnds to oceupy,
and if the method is of man it is a departure from the teach-
ings of Christ. John says, ‘*Whosoever goeth onward and.
abideth not in the teachings of Christ hath not God,” II. Jno.
1:9. Abideth means to remain steadfast, but go onward teach-
es we can go beyond what Christ fteaches and God will not
be with us. The point I want to make just here is this. We
teach folks for the purpose of saving sonls, but if it takes
more than the tcachings of Christ to save them, then it fol-
lows that the teachings of Christ is not enouglr to save folks. -
Again the teachings of Christ is the power of God unto salva-
tion, Rom. 1-16. Therefore if we need human helps to teach
and save souls, the conclusion is that the power of God (The
Gospel of Christ) is not sufficient to save souls. Now Brothev
Mansfield as we have learned that law is a rvule of action, as
sueh God’s law is his rule of action.” And Soloman said, ‘“The
Law (Rule of Action) of the Lord is perfeet converting the
soul, Psalms 19:7, as such and in view of the fact that you
have been fighting the denominations all your life for pray-
ing for God to send down converting power, you manufaeture
it right in the Church. I would much rather defend their
case than yours, but just here I am going to suppose that we
could add human methods to the wovk of the Church in teach-
ing the word of God, it being a human method no doubt from
human standpoint,.would do great good. But to.further.expose

your theory I am going to suppose that great material good ~ = 7~

did come from the use of human methods in the Church, and
the congregation was much supplanted, and great numbers
were ‘won to Christ by and through the workings of these




heman methods. Congregatlons all over the country thut
were small are now made great. New Church houses are be-
ing built. Preachers all over the country are well supported,
and sent to destitute places to preach, all through and by
human methods of teaching, that we have mJected in the worlk
of the Church. The above mentioned situation is just what
Brother Mansfield and others are striving for, but alas when
it is obtained, T ask, who is entitled to the Glorv Man, and
"Why? bec.luse he devmed the plan or method. God is. not
entitled to the glory because he devised not the plan or method
that brought the vesults. Whose inseription is on your method,
God’s or \Ian s? I say, whose superscription does the method
bear? If it.is a-human method.it necessarily bears the human
superscription. Now to_the law and to the testimony. -Again
who does the tribute belong .to for the many good results of
vour human methods? Jesus said, “Show me the tribute mon-
ey, and thc\ brought-to him a penny, and he said unto them,
*“Whose is this image and superseription, and they said unto
him, *‘Ceasers,"’ then said he unto them, Render therefore un-
to (Jdesm the things which are Cdbbdl‘ and unto God the
things that'are God s; Mat. 22:19-20-21. N

Dear reader I obJect to human methods in the Chur(,h
because it robs God of the Glorv tlmt rightly belongs unto
him.

God refused to allow old Faithful Moses to enter the pro-
mised land because ke used his own method, Num. 20-11-12.
God refused the incense of sacrifice oftered by Nadab and
Abbihu, beause. they offered strange fire that God commanded
them not, See Lev. 10-1-2..

God has changed his Law (Rule of Action) but his prin-
ciple of dealing with -man has always been the same. We can-

not be Justlﬁed by the deeds of the law, but Paul said thy were

written for our admonition and learning, therefore the prin-
ciple involved which God dealt with man in Muses’ time ix
the principle with whiéh God deals with man today. God al-
ways did and always will require man to a striet obedience.
to his law (Rule of Action) God always did and always will

reject the servxces. of man whien - going bevond his\law, to de-~
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» ¢lare we minst 2dd Humah methods to the law of God tb make

it operate better is i slap in the face to the Apostles that de-:
clared’ it was perfect and thoroiughly furniSshed us urto all
zood works.

In the face of thcse fdets we are again foreed to conclude,
that God has furnished us a method by which we dare to du:ect )
all servieés of thé Chureli Of Jesus Christ, the plllar and
ground of the truth.

‘In hope of eternal life through the perfect law of llberty,

I close.

MANSFIELD’S FIRST REPLY
Dear Reader:—

After you have réad Brother Hart's first speech do you
really thinks le knows just what he is trying to prove? Will
vou read over again his proposition. Notice what he. is try-
ihg to prove. T will here quote his proposmon and give
in capltals the words under discussion. “‘The Seriptures teach,
God has given to us, members of the Church of Christ, a 3 \{ETH-
OD by whl(,h we are to direct ALL the SERVICES of the
Chureh.” He is not to prove Just what the services are, but
he is to plove that ’VIETIIOD is taught in the Bible. Now
read dgain his speech andSee if he tries to prove anythmg
Now let me make clear just what 1 mean. There dre certain
things tanght in thie Bible that we call acts of service in the
chutreh such as, teaching each other, singing splrltual song,
communing, giving and praying. Now Brother Hart; is there
a METHOD by which we are able to do thesé thmg The
Bible says to lay by in store on the first day of the week, I. Cor.
162, We both believe this i is right. But what is the METHOD
TAUGHT. Are we put it on the table, in the hat, in a basket,

.in a box, or roll it down a crack?. angmﬂ is the command but

whtte is-the METHOD. ' Shall some sing Teror, som¢ Bass,
some Alto, and sOme Soprano Shall weé have a Solo or Duet?
Thén, who shall lead the songs? When you meét in the church

. you have some one to read a chapter and then have prayer

Where is this method taught in God’s Book. You say it i’

taught, please tell us just where we will find it? Tt is right .
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" to partake of the Lord’s supper. Here we agree, but Brother
' Hart says there.is a METHOD taught how you shall conduct
that service. Will you please tell us WHERE? Shall we
stand, sit or kneel while giving thanks for the loaf and cup?
Shall we pass the emblems around among the members or

shall each come to the table and partake of it himself? Should-

the deacons wait on the congregation? Tell us where we will
find ‘these instructions? ‘

~ Again God Says, ‘‘Go y¢ into all ithe world.”” Now that
is o command of God himself and is binding on us today, but
where has God told us the method of going?.  Did he say
walk, ride a lorse, camel, train, auto, or flying machine ¢
Say Brother Hart you are supposed to find the METHOD by
which yon are to do all the serviees. Don’t forget your propo-
sition, please. Remember that we are not discussing the
METHOD on how to teach but on all the services. But you
can’t find a METHOD on how to teach to the exclusion of all
other methods. T'ry it and see. Now let us notice his sup-
posed arguments and socc how near he came of even mention-
ing the subject under consideration. ‘ ~

C.Argument one, based -on IL Tim. 3;16-17. All seripture
is given by God and furnishes us unto all good work, namely,
doctrine, reproof, correction, and instruetion in righteousness.
But Brother Hart, where does that passage mention METHOD*
Does it say that the word of God furnishes.us with the METH-
OD? It does tell us what to do but does it tell us how to’'do
it? You are telling us that the Bible tells us the METHOD.
In your second argument you missed .it again by supposing
that z method was ncecessary to Life and Godliness. God did

give uss all things that pertain to life and godliness but where.

did God give us a method by which we are able to conduet the
services? o . ' A
" .In your third argument you missed it again. It is true that
all we should do is given us from God but you say that some

things are left to man. Now in order for you_ to prove your

proposition you will have to show where God gave a METHOD
and what the METHOD was. Webster says the method means,
plan or way of doing a thing. Now tell where do you find
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-your _conclusion to each argument, that God has given us u

" ,method, plan, -or way of conducting all the services. Just

‘take one serviee and give s the detail instructions how to do
that service. Mow ‘let me make clear to you just the differ-
ence betweer .Brother Hart and myself on this question. To
illustrate: .Suppose we are going to make an offering. Broth-

* Hart says we must put it on the table and T say no, we musf

pass a hat.

Now 'if T make my way a law T do wrong. If Brother Hart
makes his way a law then he does wrong. But you ask which
way is right? T answer that it would be right to do it either
-way so long as you did not make the way the law.
~ Your conclusion that we are forced to admit the societies
xf'we. contend that we ean do the teaching our way. You
miss it in not knowing what we fight as to the societies. I do
not fight the work nor method of the MISSIONARY SOCIE-
TY, but I fight the organization. I believe in the work that the
‘BEndeavor Society does but I fight the institution through
which' all the work should and must be done. Yes Brother-
Hart there is a way that seems right, but the end-is the way of
death: Now tell us where we find your way of conducting all
the services. I am not asking you to find the services but the
way of doing the services. Your way no doubt secems right to
you, unless you can find your way in the Bible then you may
be in that way whose end is death. You quote Jas. 1 :22.25 and
tell us the God has given a perfeet law and then conclude that
God has.given the method in the Law. But you do not tell
us where I find where God tells me how to' conduet a Prayer
meeting, the communion service, the song serviee, or th giving
service. T know that God’s law is perfect. It eontains . all
things that pertain to life and Godliness, but just here T want
to ask you a question. Is the method neeessary to life and
godliness? If it is then you will have to find the method given
or we cannot be saved. '

Your fifth argument also missed the. mark a thousand miles.

- Tet me-show you where you miss it. You say that, ““God

rejects our services unless the authority for such service s

found in the teachings of Christ.”” Hart, my brother, that
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statement is true but you are not affirming on the service, but
on the METHOD of rendering such service. Why don’t yon
stay with your subject? I believe we should teach the truth
and nothing by the TRUTH but in teaching that truth ean I
use ehapters and verses? -

Can T use chapters and verses in the services. [f so then
9 have a method untaught in God’s book and you say God
will condemn me if.1 do so, because any methed untaught in
the Bible is of MAN and is going on and not abiding in the
doetrine ‘of Christ. Is it right for the deacons to pass the
bread and wine to the congregation? Tf so, please give me
¢hapter and verse. If not then that is wrong and will condémn
you before God. You remember you said that any method
untaught was of MAN. Tt would be going béyond and not
abiding in the doctrine of Christ. Yes, we teach folks for the
purpose of saving their souls. But that is not the question
vou are affirming, Brother Hart. You are affirming that
the METITOD 1S EBSSENTTIAL TO THEIR SALVATION.
Stay with your subject, PLEASKE. Brother Hart let me quote

you just one passage that has method in it and then you ean
make it fit vour case. Hebs 1:1 **God who at sundry times and

in divers, different manners. methods ways. spake in times
past unto the fathers by the prophets.”” 'Can you use this
passage? \ No, because it talks about many methods. Then
again, it is not what I practice and teach that is called in
question now, but what you do.- It is not even what I think
about what you do or the way you do it but is the way YOU
DO IT taught in the Bible. I admit the THING you do is
taught but T deny that the WAY you do it is taught. We

teach the same thing, that you teach, but we differ on the way

of doing what we teach. You say the METHOD is taught and
1 say it is not taught. " Now it seems to me that the thing you
ought to do is find a METHOD for doing ALL the services
of God or eclse say the method is untaught. Now T will make
you this offer. I want to go to heaven when I die. I want

to please God while I live. If you will read me just one pas--

sage on the METHOD of how to take up the contribution on
Sunday, I will practice it that way. And every time you read
—34— .

me a passage telling HOW TO DO ANYTHIN CLLS
ME TO DO, .I WILL JOIN WITH YOU IN %g&%T’IFIIIJfI\J'?
THING just that way.  Brother Hart you say God tells us how
to do every thing. Now if you don’t tell me where and T
am Il)ost, youdarerresponsible. : 2 )
. car reader T have now shown that every areume as
ntroduced has not even referred to his prir)r;losbi:i’:r:.nt %1%1:;1;
1.3~19d for years to get one of these brethren to affirm this vpropo-
§11'.10n. but fm'led :m(_l Brother Hart is the first to even undertake
’Jt. Now he has failed to find one passage in the Bible thaf"
even mentions METIIODS, He said in defining his prop()s‘ition'
that the Bible either said so in so many wordns or was ‘rz]uﬁﬂ
so that we could not have a doubt in our minds about. it. T
have examined carefully every passage he has intrduced ;m'ﬁ
do not even find METHODS referred to. God cave us a per-
feet law to guide us in all our service to I'Ii!;. Go& nevér
gave us a method in carrying out our obedience to many of
his laws. ~\Vhen God gave the great commission to the A;')(M‘;
les, He said, **Go ve into all Ithe worlld and preach the -'m];él
to every ereature.’’ Now there are two things to beh(iom‘
in this command of God. irst: ““Going into 311 the ‘wm']d’:
and seeond : ‘‘Preaching or teaching the Gospel.”” The mode
of traveling in that day is not the mode of traveline nowu'
Must T t_ravel now like they did then? Do I \'iolnhr‘anbv com:
manq‘ of God.by adopting the present day method of **Go-
ing?"" We also have ways of teaching now that was unknown
in those days, such as ‘“‘Printing Press.”” Do T violate anv
command of God by adopting the present day methods of

~ teaching the GOSPEL? Remember the GOSPEL is the thifie

to b-e taughi. When Jesus instituted the Lord’s ' thev
reclined around a table. 'That was the B{]ETIISS r?i"gg:;alt::;'\r
of 1t then. Do I violate any command of God when I pzirtak?-
of- t}le Lord’s Supper in our present day METHODS of so do.
ng? In the temple there was a treasure box into which all
cast ﬁhclr offerings. . That -was ‘the ‘METHOD in that d;; 4
Must T build a treasure Box for the church and have all i‘fo
cast their offerings into it? Do I violate any command of God
by putfclng my offering into asi:i)llection plate which is passed




to me by one of the deacons? But Brother Hart says one of
these things are not the things about which we differ. Pray
tell me why? Are they taught? I not, then you do things
untaught. Physician heal thyself. .

Brother Hart seems to think that the way we do things
is like the Seects and we can’t fight them unless we do it dif-
ferent. Must T oppose a thing because the sects do it? The
Sects read the Bible, Pray, Teach, and Sing. Must 1 quit
these things just becaunse they do them? DBut Brother says
No. It is not the thing they do but their METHOD we should
fight. All vight. They stand on their feet when they preach,
Then am I to stand on my head just to be difterent? They
kneel when they pray. Must 1 lic prostrate on the ground
when I pray just to be ditferent?

Our methods should always corvespond to our surround-
ings. If a few members meet for worship and Bible study,
it would be allright to sit around a table and engage in all
the services. .But if the congregation is large it would be
- allright to have some one wait on the congregation, so that
all things may be done «‘Decently and in order.”’ It just a
few meet to ¢ break bread” it would be all right to have just
pne plate and just one ‘cup, but if the erowd is large then it
would be just as Seriptural to have morve than one plate and
one cup. So doing would violate no seriptuve, and save the
chureh from a lot of unnecessary criticism. o

Brother makes methods a part of the teachings of Christ
and in so doing makes methods a test ot fellowship. They
will not meet and commune with those who do not adopt their
methods. Yet Brother Hart has failed to find his methods
taught in the Bible. Then it follows that Brother Hart is
making an untaught thing a test of fellowship. By so doing
Lie becomes guilty of legislating where Christ has not legis-
lated. Then he has usurped the authority that belongs to
Christ and has become a rebel against him. When we make

" untaught things a law then we become LAW-MAKERS. Christ

is the ONLY LAW-MAKER. 1 know that is a serious charge. .

but so long as you f£2il- to- find your way in the Bible this
charge will be true.. Let me heg vou my brother, that you

—

cease to make untanght things a part of the LAW of Christ.

-But you say they are TAUGHT. WHERE? Will you tell us
.in your next? - )

Lee P. Mansfield.

J. M. HART’S 2ND. SPEECH

] Res}')(ectc(l Friends: Tam before vou for the last time in this
discussion, and before we notice and arguments adduced, we
will notice some assertions my DBrother has made. e says
'[ missed my proposition all the way throught a thousand miles.
Phere is nao doubt 1 missed what he thonght was my proposi-
tion. 1lis statements would :nake one believe that he had got-
ten somewhat vewilder-d.  Vossibly he has, thinking of our
first propositicu, bu. .- will straighten him out once more
with some plain linglisu. THustration: **Suppese 1 affirm
that John Jones is in jail. When T prove that John Jones is
in jail T will have proven my proposition. 1 do not need prove
what they put him in for, neither need [ prove how they
put him. **Now isten.” T affirm that God has given us a
method that 1 must prove but I am under no obligations to
prove what the method is. Brother Mansfield T want to eall
your attention to the fact that there is three elements which .
enter into all performances. First: ““Essentialls;’” seeond:
**Method:™" third: “‘Tneidentals.””  You never mentioned
method in.all vour speech but put in the entire time talking -
about incidentals.. 1 care not about the incidentals. They

‘never violate God's law. We all know that an incidental is

without design. What we are talking about is Method, estab-
leads the song. We have no method as to the part of the song

lished practice. We have no method as to who leads the

song. We have no metiod as to the part of the song
1 sing. We have no method as to the exact place to put the
contribution. - All such are incidentals and never violate God’s
Method.

The Jews had. established a METHOD of washing utensils
as o religions observance. -Jesus told them suel METIIODS

_were traditions of men, and as sueh transgressed the law of .

God. Mat. 15:9. All know that a tradition is dan estdblished =

—F—




practice which is unwritten. When written it becomes a law.

. Tradition of Men transgress God’s law. Mat. 15-8-9. T have
proven by Tim. 3-16-17, that God wholly, completely, entirely
furnished all established practices of God. I also have proven
by Pet. 1-3, that God has furnished all Practices (Methods)
whicl pertain unto life and Godliness. Paul said He kept back
nothing that was profitable. Aet, 20, 20. T also proved by
Jas. 1-2-5, that God has given us a perfeet rule of action.
Jesus and Paul both condemn tradition of men. And why!?
Because God has completely furnished us. But you say God
had traditions. Yes, but not since Apostolic dayvs. It is all
written now and we have a perfect rule of action. Jas. 1-2-5.

T ‘have hefore me a2 book, “LIVE SERMONS BY LIVE
MEN.” 1 desire to quote from the pen of Brother Manstield.
In his sermon, **BY EVERY WORD,”’ speaking of the denom-
imational world, he says: ' They never read the Bible to find
out what Jesus did, but they ask their hearts, and follow the
dictates of their conscience,” and says, *‘God did not intend
for us to be governed by our consciences or our hearts, be-
ecause owr way (Method) is not the Lord™s way. God has left
s a written way to guide us.”” Bro. Mansfield, why do vou.re-
pudiate? Today you tell us that God has left us no method
(way) to guide us in the Chureh, and says he chooses the
method he thinks best to carry out the commands of God. No
doubt old faithful Moses chose the method he thought best in
carrying out the command of God. Sece Num. 20-11. But God
rejected his method, and he died on the mountain outside the
promised land. Paul says, “‘If the word spoken back there
was steadfast and every transgression (going bevond) and
disobedience received a just recompense of reward, how shall
we escape? Heb. 2-2.. God says..'*My thoughts are not your

thoughts neither are your ways.  (methods) my ways .(meth--

ods), saith the Lord." Isa. 55:8. Bro. Mansfield, you admit in
your speech that God has told us everything we should do.
You also admit that God has furnished us all good works, but
you say Bro. Hart, how are you going to do these things?
James says, if any of you lack wisdom, let him ask of God. Jas,
1-5. .
. — 38—

Panl deelares he kept back nothing that was protitable.

" Aets 20-20. Bro. Mansfield says he kept back the method,

the way, the manner of doing.

i;:m] ;;Lys goiidfurnished us all good works. 2 Tim. 3-16-17.

ro. Mansfield says the Meth isa g ‘ 1

furnished in the Bibl(}:. cthod is » good work but 3 not
; )_J.'unes sayvs.God furnished us a perfeet rule of action, Jas.
=20,

Bro. Mansfield says the method is a rale of action but not
found in the Bible.

It Bro. M;n.)si'leld ix right, the Apostles are wrong, that'’y
all. Anyway. it is appavent that he does not agree with them.

But that is not all. 1 notice he does not agree with Jesus
any better than he does with the Apostles.  Listen,  [le said
he fought the Bndeavor societies as an instittuion, but he in-
dorses the work they arve doing as a wood work. In other
words,, the tree is evil but the fruit is good. DBut I notice Je-
SUS says, A eorrupt troe bringetis forth evil fruit. Mat. 7-17.
Jesus says, *‘Neither ¢an a corrupt tree bring forth good fruit.
Mat. 7-18. My Brother, it you cannot agree with the Lord or
any of his Apostles, how do you hope to agree with the church?

Is that all?  No. [ have shown conclusively by quoting
from his pen that he does not even agree with himself. It
that all? No. e has introduced Seriptures which prove ab-
solutely. that my position is correct. Listen, **God, who at
sundry times and in divers (different) manners (methods,
ways) spoke in times past unto the father by the prophets.

Heb. 1-1. What does that teach? [t teaches that God furn-

ished many methods speaking to the fathers through the proph-
ets. Bro. Mansfield, that is exactly what I am affiemine : That
God has furnished the methods through the chosen men of
God . . . To suit your case it would have to resd thus:
“God, who at sundry times spake unto the fathers allowing
the prophets to choose their own methods. But is that all?
Now don’t forget that you said manners are methods. I looked
it up and it does mean methods. You are correct. And as such I
notice Method, Methods, is used in the Bible one hundred and
twelve times.  And I notice over in Sa-ma-ria, God sent lions
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and they slew many of the Samaritans, because they knew not
the methods of God. 2 Kings, 17-26-27. Again I notice Paul
was taught according to the perfect method of the law of the
fathers. Acts 22-3. Now Bro. Mansfield, I notice you promise
me that ‘every time I read where God has told how to do &
thing that you will join me in doing it just that way. Here is
where I shake hands with yon, brother. This may not get the
Church together but it will force them to hunt something be-
sides ... literature, divided elasses, and women teachers to
fuss over. ‘ ’

God ‘commanded all nations to be tanght the Gospel of
Christ., Mark 28-19. "Bro. Mansfield, myself and every other
faithful man is trying to carry out that command of God.
But where is the method, he asks. Here it is. Listen: *“ And
Paul, as his method was went in unto them, and reasoned with
them out of the Scriptures.. Aets. 17-2. This proves without.
doubt, that Panl’s method of teaching the word of God was
to go into the congregation and teach them out of the Bible.
-Brother Mansfield says he will join wme in Qoing it just that
way.. Thanks. We will then be obeying Paul’s eommand
when he said. ‘' Be ye followers of me. 1 Cor. 14.16, ’

Again, God committed the teaching of the Gospel to faith-
ful men. 2 Tim. 2-2, All faithful men are trying to carry.out
that command of God, but how must it be done? Listen.
Here it is: God said the method of preaching pleased him.
And through that method he would save all them that helieved.
1 Cor. 1-21. Brother Mansfield says he wants to save souls
and he will join me and we will do it just that way. Thanks,
Brother, and we will still be following Paul, for that is the

“way he done it. And it is all to wain and nothing to lose.
For God never did promise to save anyone throughi the teaching
.of the Sunday School system.

Again, God made another command, and in that command
he said, ‘‘T suffer not a woman to teach. 1 Tim. 2-12. Al
faithful men and women are trying to carry out that command
of God. But, where is the method? he asks.. Can she sing¥

Can she pray? Where is the method? Here it is. Listen. .

In the church at Corrinth when the word of God was being
pioy'sl :

taught, Paul said, ** Let your women keep silence in the ehureh-
es. 1 Cor. 14-34. Brother Mansfield says when I-read how to

. do it he will join me and we will do it just that way. T cite

the above to show that we are agreed on the work and teach-
ing of the Church. DBut I note further. He insists that one
method to the exclusion of all others is wrong. Well, we will
have to straighten this out, and I am sure it is a statement
that Brother Mansfield will hardly stay with. In fact I do
not think he was talking about methods when he said it. T
rather think he meant that incidentals might differ and neither
be wrong. Any way if he meant what he said I want to state
that we believe that immersion is the method (mode) of B{ipu
tism. Now, Brother Mansfield, does the mode of immersion

\ exclude all other methods? Youn-say YES. The Methodists

say NO. Now listen. The command, Teach and Baptise, are
juined together. Remove one and you .defeat the purpose of
the ofher. Now you prove that immersion excludes all other
modes of baptism and 1 will take your law of logic and prove
that the word Preach excludes the Class system. _

My Brother, 1 do not want to appear in.the attitude of brow-
beating you, but you are my brother and it is my duty to show
you, if I can, that you are ovérriding the law of God and be-
'ing overcome with the traditions of men. You Wor?y.a_bout
the Lord's supper, and ask for the method, just as ‘1f it was
not in the Bible. It is even plainer than the method of baptism.
Let’s get the essentials first, which are: The Loaf, the Fruit

_of .the. Vine, and the Cup (Container.) Now the method,

which is: Each Lord’s Day, giving of thanks and dividing it
among the disciples. That’s all. The incidentals will take care

~ of themselves and always be in harmony with God’s law. But

you demur again and say someone will get-offended because
we divide it into two cups after thanks. Very well, I can
carry out the command with one cup. And Paul said, follow
after the things that make for peace. I Cor. 14:19. Just here
[ would like to ask you: When Paul commanded to follow
after the things that make for peace, did that exclude all
things that cause divisiont When Paul com_manded to sing
Spiritual Songs and Hymns,_d‘ild that exclude love songs and




Patriotic airs in the Church?! When Christ commanded the
Bread and Wine did that exclude meat. and beans?. When
God gave us the Holy Seriptures and declared that they were
perfeet ‘and thoroughly furnished us and commanded us to
preach the word, did that exclude any other method of teach-
ing? Now the fact of the matter is this: Any method not
taught in God’s word is excluded, but if God has taught one,
two or three methods of teaching we are at liberty to use.
either, hut to say we ean use a method untaught is to lay wide
the gate to nntanght miethods. Pray tell 'me what is the dif-
ference in an untaught method of teaching and an untaught
mode of baptism. The world knows there i none, if you can
supplement God’s method of teaching vou can also supplement.
ilis method. of baptising by the same law. My Brother, you
have already been foreed to indorse the denominational meth-
od of teaching which is an organized Sunday School Mission-
ary soeieties, salary for preachers, annual conferences. dis-
ciplines and all. The ouly thing you are firhting now is the so-
ciety that does the work. They will tell vou plainly that it is
the Chureh at work. and truly so it is. They have the same
right to call their society a missionary society as you have
to call yours a Systematic Bible Study. If not, why? You
are now where you have admitted that your practices are not
Seriptural, have admitted they are of your own making and un-
taught in the word of God, many of them.

Remember. therefore. from whenee thou art fallen and re-
pent and do thy first work. or else 1 will’ come unto vou
quickly and will rmove thy candlestick out of his place except
thou repent. Rev. 2-5. My Brother, you have repeatedly -
charged me with making laws. Just herve I want vou to name
a Yaw that I have made. T have no law for the Church of
God. T am trying earnestly to.obey the law that God has given
for his people. My law would ‘be no better than your law.
The thing T am doing is earnestly and brotherly begging yoir
to ohey God’s Jaw instead of the traditions and command-
ments of men, Now, my Brother, T am through. T have, as
far as T know been fair to God'’s word and to vou. If vou see
where I could have been kinder to you, I beg vour pardon.

—2 .

1£ T have been harsh I assure you and all that it was\uninten-
tional. [ have tried to teach as a mother would her child.
There, is an Open Grave just ahead of us both. I am ready to
meet mine and also the blessed Son of God, the righteous
Judge with every argument T have made. With kindest re-
zavds and love to all believers in Christ.

) T thank you,

J. M. HART.

MANSFIELD'S LAST REPLY.

Dear Reader:—You have carefully read all th_m. Brother
Havt has said on his proposition, and now in my final speech
T wish to point out to you where Brother Hart has missed it.

You will notice in his last speech he spent much time try-
g to show I was wrong on the method of teaching. We dis-
cussed that subjeet in the first part of this discussion, and Bro.
Hart had two speecties in which to answer my arguments, ln‘n.
he seems to be dissatistied with his efforts and in his last
alfirmation. goes back to the first proposition. If I had madg
as great a failure to prove my proposition as he did I would
have said, 1 can’t prove it, and quit. Bro. Hart, whyydld you.
not discuss your proposition in your last speech? You l}:n)le
had two speeches. and in all those speeches you have not gl}f(::l
s one passage that even refers to the thing you are af‘fx_rmL‘na;
Let me suggest to you, my Brother, that you are not atfflrmfni.:
that the Bible tells us the way to go, but the mthod of gﬁfni
on'that way. But Brother Hart thinks he has found SOch:hl.ZI.ﬁ
that is unanswerable. Ile says there are three lmnts whie
enter into all performances. Granted. Then he namt}els them.
lissentials, Methods and Incidentals. Well, Bro. Hart, _qgv ca-_l;
Methods be Essentials when you place then.} in a dlflf'r:l?
class? Don’t you see that you have been affirming all" the
time that methods are essentials and now you put theén uzha.
¢lass by themselves and say that they do not corr}ehun. e[;;hate
head of thing essential. Well, I think you are rig t]}u‘l £,
beause that is just what I have been conten_d.mg for a hd oqs.

Bro. Hart also give up his_\zzlilole proposition when he ssid,
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we have no method as t0 exact place to put the contribution.
Amen. Bro. Hart, yon have admitted you have no authoritiy
for doing it your way. But, he says that is an Inecidental.
Webster says that Incidental means liable to happen unexpeect-
edly. Then Bro. Hart, when you go to contribute you do it in
an unexpected way. Yes, I believe you and your brethern do
everything just that way. If you were to do it some other
~way some of your members would object and you would have a
fuss over the way. of doing it. Brother Hart’s (un)argument
about Incidentals is all baby twiddle. Bro. Hart, T can’t be-
lieve that you lLelieve any such stuff. [f therve is no method
taught as you admit, why not do it like we do and all be to-
gether? Why pull off and make a faction over.a thing you say
yourself it is not taught in the Bible? Bro. Hart quotes from
my sermon in ‘‘Live Sérmons by Live Men,”’ and says I have
gone back on what I taught in that sermon. Wrong again,
Bro. Hart. 1 still preach that sermon just like it was written
in that book. But the trouble is you have not gotten the idea
1 preached. 'When the Bible speaks about God’s way and

" man’s way. it is talking about the road we are traveling. Like

a highway, it is discussing the things we ave doing and not
talking about the manner of doing that thing. [ was talking
about one thing and you about a different thing. Why did you
in quoting my statement, put words in my mouth that T did
not use? After-the word way you put Method in parenthesis,
why did you .do that?! Is that fair? I was not discussing

‘ methods in that sermon.

Bro. Hart gquotes Paul says ‘‘ He kept back nothing that was
profitable. " Aect 20-20. Then he says Bro. Mansfield says he
kept: back method. Then Bro. Hart ought to have shown that
Paul gave a method of doing the thing he taught. But you

- did not do that. Where did Paul ever teach you how to take

up the collection? Then the method is untaught and down’

zoes your proposition. No, Brother Hart, the Apostles are

right, hut vou do not agree with the Apostles, because yon

are teaching things and doing  things untaught by the

Apostles.  Thou art the man. But Brother Tart did find a

method on teaching, He savs the method is preaching.
. —44—

That is one method, but that does not exclude others. Jesus:
sald Preach, but he also said teach. These words do not have
the same meaning. But he says that faithful men are to teach..
Yes, that is right, but the same Apostle says for Aged Women
to be teachers. Tit, 2-5.

Of all the blunders I have ever met with in all my life
Brn:). Hart’s statement that immersion is the method of bap-
tising. Now, really, did he mean that? Bro. Hart, don’t vou -
know that there is no mode by which you perform baptism.
Baptism is immersion. Tmmersion is baptism. Bro. Hart, the
thing you want to find is, Must we baptise in a baptistry tank.
pond or river? I have now noticed everything that Bro. Hart
has said on his proposition exeept his long admmonition to me.
If Bro. Hart had used that space in giving us some Scripture
that taught the method of doing all the services of the Church
it would have been better for his case. But he seems to have
realized his failure and in order to cover up that failure he
give a long exhiortation for me to get right. Bro. Hart. let me
assure you that T am right and you are wrong. Every reader -
of this debate can see that you have made a complete failure.
Liet me sum up the things I have proven. By so doing they
can tell just who is in the wrong and who is in the right, In
the beginning, T proved by the Bible and gave chapter and
verse, where a woman can sing. Col. 3:16; Pray, 1. Cor. 11:5;
Give, I. Cor. 16 :2; Commune, Acts 20:7; Propheey, I. Cor. 11:5;
Teacli, Titus 2:5; Brother Hart and his brethren admit she can
and must do all these things to please and honor God. Then
dear reader, what are they fighting over? - Oh. they say she
could not teach in the assembly. - Well, we so practice that she
can teach when she is not in the assembly. That’s all we want
a woman to do. Then I showed that God made the classes and

"Brother Hart does not deny that, T also showed that we can

not even read without human helps. Hart does not fight helps.
He uses them himself. There is no grounds here. iny Brethren,
for division. Then why pull ont and form a faction over human
helps sinee we all must use them? Ifow ecan we bring har-
mony out of all the divisions that exist over untaught ques-
tions? There are some that say we must commune after night,
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because supper is at night. There are others that say you. must
put the contribution on the table and not in a plate. Others
say that you must not let & woman sing, and still others who
32y you must not teach a class or use any helps in teaching a4
class. And again, others say you must have just one cup on
the Lord’s table. All these are untaught questions and should
not divide us in our work and worship. Paul says to avoid
unlearned and foolish questions which gender strife. When
any man tells you that you must have this or .that service this
way or that, he is prating about things which are untaught.
Brother Ilart in his affirmation has not introduced one passige
that teaches the things that he is contending for in this debate.
I have shown in my reply to his speeches that his Scripture he
has introduced did not even refer to the subject under consid-
cration. He affirms that the method by which.we arc to con-
duct all the services of the chureh: is taught in the Bbile, but he
spends his time showing that the services are taught, and no
one denied that. We are not discussing what are the serviees,
but what is the method by which the service must be performed.
He gave us some passages that told us about the servies, what
they are, but he never gave one passage that told how to per-
form the service. He quoted where it says that all things that
pertain unto life and Godliness are given. No one denies that,
But I do deny that the method is given or is neeessary to life
and Godline$s. He guotes where it says perfect law of liberty.
He quoted where the Scriptures thoroughly furnish unto all
good works. Yes, I know, and do not deny it. But where does
it tell us the method of doing these good works? He has made
the most signal failure I have ever heard in all my life. Dear
Reader, what do you think about a man contending ' that
methods are taught and when in debate say that there are
methods given by which you are to take up the collection?
This collection is one of the services of the Church and is
taught in the Bible, I. Cor. 16:2. But the Bible is silent as the
tomb about how to gather up the collection the saints are com-
manded to make on the first day of the week. I have asked
Brother Hart if all the methods are taught when to find the
method for this service; did he find onet If he did not, then,
—46— -

Dear Reader, he failed to prove his proposition -because he is
affirming that methods for all services are taught. Here is one
service without a method. Again the Bible tells us to break
bread. This'is to be done on the first day of the week, Acts

"20:7. This is what we eall the communion service. But how

are we to prepare and partake of this serviee? Brother Hart,
says the method is found in the Bible, Where, Brother, wheye ?
Where is the method? Does it tel] us io stand, sit or kneel
while partaking? Who should wait on the eongrecation, or
should each come to the table and partake *

Brother Hart, the missionary society is not a method, buy
an organization. They may use the samo method that the
Church uses. It is not the method or work we are fighting,
but the organization through whieh they do the work. In
order that I may get vou to think, dear Reader, along this

line, let me ask some questions just here. Ts it right for o -

Christian man or woman to teach the Word of God when he or
she is not in the assembly? Would it be richt for a zood wo-
man to teach some wirls at her home? Would it be right for a
man to teach some boys at his home? Tf this would be right,
then would it be right for them to teach in the same house bhut
in different rooms? Now, suppose this teaching is on Sunday
and at an hour before the Church assembles: would it he
wrong? Remember that our teaching is not confined to one
day or one hour in the day: we are to teach every day and
everywhere and in every way. He that limits you to just one
hour or one method is fishting God and his holy command-
ments.

Dear Reader, which had you rather do on Sunday, eather
with your children and the neighbors® children at the meeting
house and there spend an hour or two teaching those children
the Word of God, or stay at home and let the children spend

- their time plaving? Would it be wrong, do you think, to

so gather and teach before the Chureh assembles or after the
worship of that Chureh? Do you think it would be wrong o
stand while partaking of the Lord’s Supper? Yet the Bible
does not tell us to stand. Would it be wrong to put yvour offer-

ing in a plate passed to you by one of the deacons for vour
—yr




convenience? Yet the Bible does not tell us to do it that way. .
Brother Hart has been-contending that the method of doing
all the services of the Chureh is taught in the Bible.

- Brother Hart, it is sad to see a man of your ability teaching
and Ly such teaching divide the Church over things untaught
in the Bible. It is a dangerous thing, my Brother, to legislate
where Christ has not legislated. You know as well as I do that
the method for all services of the Churetr is not taught as well
as I do, then My Brother, why do you so teach? I love the
cause of Christ above everything on earth and for more than
‘a. third of a century I have been fighting for that cause. The
way that God has ordained that men should be converted is
through teaching. When you 0ppos¢ the teaching of God's
Word you are opposing the way God converts sinners. You
fight Brother Elam, Nichol and Showalter in their efforts to

teach God’s Word. Let me beg you, my Brother, you are
/ doing wrong and shounld quit it. With a prayer that this debate
¢/ may be carefully read by all and be a means of getting the

/ truth before you because. the truth malkes free.

! With the kindest of feeling to Brother Hart, and you, Dear
Reader, I beg to remain yours for the whole truth and nothing
“But the truth, but I want all the truth and not-just a part:

Fraternally, :
LEE P. MANSFIELD..




	PROPOSITION 1:  BIBLE CLASSES WITH WOMEN TEACHERS AND PRINTED LITERATURE
	MANSFIELD'S FIRST SPEECH
	HART'S FIRST REPLY
	MANSFIELD'S FIRST REPLY
	HART'S SECOND REPLY

	PROPOSITION 2:  GOD HAS GIVEN A METHOD TO DIRECT ALL THE SERVICES OF THE CHURCH
	HART'S FIRST SPEECH
	MANSFIELD'S FIRST REPLY
	HART'S SECOND SPEECH
	MANSFIELD'S LAST REPLY




