o ‘ This Book BeIongs Toc ¢ é
E e . RONNY £, wapg

IS IT CONDITIONAL OR UNCONDITIONAL ?*

BETWEEN

T. S. DELTON (Baptist)
*'t anp N

T. R. BURNETT (Cisciple).

ASBV:LLE, TENN.:
DVOCATE PUBLISHING COMPANY
- 1897,



o PREFACE.
This debate was held at
Texas, beginning Januéry

four days and nights, 18, 1886, and continued

Dattons) id Elder N. W. TLittle was Mr.
e o 7\1ator; C. M, Wilmeth was Mr. Bur-
emtor. T(;V. My, Gaston was chosen President Mod-
rato . b;e seven rules from « Hedge’s Logic,” g
ning public discussions, o propodt.
ou vere read '0pOsi
1102 for discussion as th,en read: " fho propask

; 1 ad:

The Seriptures teach th
and eternal life. were by the
tionally elected o v

r.chosen thereunto, § '
) : i
. tlle‘pelformance‘of conditions by m'u,l ”n del’endem{ o
The President Moder. b0

ator then inty
8. Dalton to the congregation, Oduce'd Elder T.

at the heirs of salvation
God of heaven uncondi-

Alexander, Erath County,

e <7

e~

/

- DALTON-BURNETT DEBATE.

MR DALTON’S FIRST SPEECH.

- Mr. President, Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies and
Gentlemen: I feel'myself happy this morning for the
privilege we enjoy of meeting here with this friendly
and hospitable people of Alexander, for a mutual and
friendly investigation of the doctrinal differences ex-
isting between our two respective denominations, and
I feel that I am honored with the privilege of investi---
gating these points with a man of honor and ability;
and I trust-that each of us has a due regard for truth,

* and for each other as gentlemen and as brethren (at

least of the common stock of Adam).” Therefore we
feel sure that good, and no evil, will grow out of this
discussion.  First, I define the terms of my proposi-

' tion. By the Scriptures we mean the Old and New

Testaments. We mean by “ they teach ” that they
say it, either in the precise terms or terms necessarily
conveying the idea. What we méan by heirs of salva-
tion' or eternal life are those that shall be so fortunate
as to finally reach the climes of glory. What we mean

" by unconditional is that the person does nothing, ei-

ther good.or bad, to influence God to elect him or

~choose him. Ts this satisfactory, Brother-Burnett?

[ Yes, sir.”] Now, my congregation, we have
agreed on the terms of the proposition. Now, the ’
burden of proof rests upon me; .and were it not, that I
know: the Seriptures say it, I should quake and trem-
ble; but as it is, I rejoice that it falls to my lot to vindi-
cate God’s eternal truth. - -s o
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We wish, fir .
A 'st, to rivet g
audi ; 4 et on the m i
ﬂle‘\s(l;(-}lfl tt}lllat.nothmgi comes up in thlelﬁfj‘f f. this
e un%ct 1s new with-God; for Acts 15- igly of
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i " - . 50 1n Job 28: 18- ¢« S
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plrophets, and Z]ié;%g]g:)“ioi% thely Ve ailled ﬂ?g
B ind ¢ hine altars: i
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.»thate “:]v91']llc. What then? Israel llle
v i}ﬁlc‘ he seeketh for ; but the
Finod it and ﬂ.le rest were blinded.”
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al, and this must forever

" but I call upon you to witness t

" not_yet born, neither having done any g

" said unto her, The elder shall sexve the you

e

- ,ffirms that this election is of grace, and not of
:works; therefore it must of ne

cessity be uncondition-
- settle this question. But
to malke it appear that Paul
the legal dispensation,
hat Paul referred back
to those ancient worthies, and then leaves them and
comes up to the date in which he lived, and said there
‘was yet a remnant according to grace and not of works.
Therefore the question is settled that God’s people are
elected without the performance of conditions on their
part. - ‘ . ’
‘And again, Rom. 9:

Brother Burnett will try
had reference to works under

11-13: “For the children being
ood or evil,
£ God according to election might
£ him that calleth; it was
nger. As

that the purpose o
stand, not of works, but o

St is written, Jacob have I loved, but Esau have 1

. hated.” Now Brother Burnett may try to make the

impression on your minds that God never hated Esan
wittil lve 1aid his mountains and his heritage waste, but
this has no bearing on the point at issue. The text
says that the election was not of works, but of him that
calleth; therefore must have been unconditional.

Our next proof-text is 2 Tim. 1: 9: “ Who hath
saved us, and called us with an holy calling, not accord-
ing to our works, but according to his own purpose and
grace, which was given us in Christ Jesus before the

world began.” |
This text shows us that the heirs of salvation and

eternal life were embraced in God’s purpose before the
world began, and also that there was grace given them
in Christ Jesus before they had being actua
“the other texts we have quoted show that God’

lly; and .
s people, -
or_the heirs, weve chosen in Christ in consequence of .
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S aered o y?l ilzugleg;ogtus,d_Gralatia, Capp;&lobc?;s
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o, 1s I show that God’s people
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the sprinkling of Christ’s blood. Now Brother Bur-
nett, I have no doubt, will endeavor to make the im-
pression on your minds that this obedience is ours, and
sprinkling_of the blood is Christ’s; but the grammar
of the text shows clearly that the obedience, as well as
the sprinkling of the blood, is Christ’s; therefore must
'be'}meonditional on our part, for we are elected to
Christ’s obedience. o
Our next proof-text is Acts 13: 48: “And when the
Gentiles heard this, they were’ glad, and glorified the.
word of the Lord: and as many 25 were ordained to

" eternal life believed.” - From this we have 2 clear

statement that ordination came first, and belief comes
in as the result, or follows after; therefore belief can-
10t be the condition or cause of ordination; but must
of necessity be the result of it. Therefore ordination
or election is anconditional.  Brother Burnett, I have
no doubt, will try-to make you believe that this is a
wrong translation, and he will tell you that it should
- read, ¢ as many as were disposed to have cternal life
believed.” T will therefore forstall you that this word
« grdained 7 is translated from the word tetagmenot,
* which is defined by Liddell and Scott, ¢ To setin order
" regularly; ” hence to change the verbage of the text
o read, ‘“‘As many as God set in order regularly to eter-
nal life believed,” would not change the meaning that
- we give it one whit; but, if possible, would make it
stronger. Therefore our proposition is sustained un-
111 Brotlier Burnett shows that these.texts do not mean
. “what we say they do; and we now full well that he
can-never do that.
Our next proof-text is John 15:16: ¢ Ye have not
 chosen me, but I have chosen you, and ordained you,
26 and bring forth fruit, and that your

that ye should g _
fruit should remain: that whatsoever ye shall ask of
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the Father in my name, he may give it you.” * From

;cllz;'s ;tle.:t wediliow tlflat their bringing forth fruit was
1 he condition of the choice, but the re i

result of it.

Jesus chose them that they should bring forth fru;z

t

and not because they did do it.” Therefore the-choice -

waso unconditional on their part.

ur next proof-text is Isa. 43: 19-21: “B |

) ; sa. 43: 19-21: ehold, I
will do a new thing; now it shall spring forth; shall

yenotknowit? I will even make a way in the wilder- -

:fﬁi lqlr(tﬁ 0rivers ltllll tlile desert. The beast of the field.
- sh r me, the dragons and the owls: b ‘
give waters in the wilde?-ness d ri o the Aot
give 8 i , and rivers in the desert
: lc; \%;‘}3 ;h'-mk ({co my people, my chosen. This peopﬁé
s 01;;1? for myself; they shall show forth my
. rom this text I show that they showed:

f - ( } d} e f " t tl t
p ase because ]le had rime
orth od’s pr ormed t lem to tha
Gll(l, alld not in Ol(lel to b"et/ God to fOI m thenl Ihey

were hi

theref}:rse (illll(();in]be.fore they showed forth his praise;

oretoxe the choice was not conditioned on their aci

condit' (1 e upon the merey and grace of God. Un-
lonal upon the part of man is just what my prop-

. Obltloll S(‘lss (‘lll(l [ am wi llll(’ 0 l'lSl Ill(f mat er 1st
y S N b \!

}:lf-'elllz’ ‘121:} éﬂi\;e B‘rot;her Burn.ett the balance of the day
Bomot monn g hew neg o s hat fhosotext

n an what they say. iey mean w
if;}s ; glytﬁnoposmon Is sustained. - T ﬁrblaleelqllé :\‘vllﬁltlgliey
ik n 11ese, and we will give him more. ' B
ar ?: }fa.l your attention next to Psalm 65:4: “Bless-
e man whom thou choosest, and causest to (:18;-

sively i
ely that coming to the Lord is not the condition of

" -th ice; for !
e choice; for God chooses first, and then causes them

to approach to him. Agaj
‘ im. gain, John 10:16:
sheep I havé, which are Itl’ot- c;f this fold: lfliem glglcl)ef

. must bring '
| o g, flnd t%ley shgl} hear my voice,” ete.© This

“neither the condition by

- fined thee, but not v

' Leen unconditional.

Here David shows conclu- v
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shows that Jesus is going to bring them; therefore -
their coming is not the cause of their being his sheep,
‘which they become his, but
he brings them because they are his elect .or chosen
sheep. Again, Tsa. 48: 10, 11: “ Behold, I have re-
vith silver; I have chosen thee,’
i1 the furnace of afflietion.  For mine own sake, even
for mine own sake, will T do it: for how should my
name be polluted? and I will not give my glory unto
another.”. Here the Lord says he chose them for his
own sake, and not because they were s0 good and obe-
dient, and he declares that he will not give his glory
to another, but he takes it all to himself. Therefore
what God did for us he did it beeause it was his will
and pleasure to, do it, and not because of any good
foreseen or otherwise in us. Again, Jer. 1:5: “ Be-
fore I formed thee in the belly T knew thee; and be-
fore thou camest forth out of the ‘womb I sanctified
thee, and I ordained thee a prophet unto the nations.”
Here God said hé sanctified J eremial, or elected him,
before he was born; therefore the prophet did not ex-
ist to perform conditions, and his election must have
We trust that Brother Burnett
~will make some disposition of these things; a mere
shufling put-off will not do. [Time out.]

MR. BURNETT’S FIRST REPLY.

Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies and Gentlemen: I
appear before you to present the negative of the prop- -
osition under discussion. -That system of interpreta-

. tion is the correct one that harmonizes.all the passages,
and no system can be correct that sets one text of
seripture agairist another, and makes the Bible a con- .
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lladlctlon. I deny the P oposltion re d ore yoll
2y P S. a bef '3
because 1t1s dllect Conﬁlet Wlth hlllldleds Of Plaln

seriptural statements. If Elder Dalton’s theory be

true, then I am a skepti
fruc, then [ m eptic, for I know the Bible is a self-

My op ome time i |
y opponent spent some time in proving what need- - |

ed g i

e 1111(;) 1?01 :ff anlclhvhat}s not denied, but failed to fur-

nish pro nz:dt de precise point where proof is demand:-

o e net led not to prove that God foreknows all
' as, hat God is immutable, or that God has a

urpose, or i i
purpose, or that God is a sovereign, or that, salvation is -

of grace; for these thi

o 1ings are not denied. ’

) inguggl ltllavefshown that the salvation which is ]3:: ]:le

G(t)’d 0t ;:ei‘o;gkﬁlow]edge and purpose and g"ract? roi?

red by man independ ition

od s recel : pendent of any co

fob ié)({)lfoifled by him.  All of us be]ieveythalt;lcslzlﬁlx(r)sit

o e );fb Gz:cti, but grace m:'\y"be conditional. The

purpose of OI(- may .be conditional. A gift may b
al. IIence it can be seen that E?der Da}itoﬁ

has not
ot produced proof on- in
1
G e I I the point where proof is

I said that i y ect contlic

a at his theory was in di
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rﬁly s)taten‘lel_]ts of the Seriptures. I will‘lnlo\tv ;telqﬂdl"

you a passage in the first book of the New Test‘lmel‘lt |
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and one 1 1
» in the last book of theb ew Testament, in con
s -

ﬁI matio Vi .
248 Of my. Qasserto v ( y
) Se tion: :b Ot ever one that

saith p |
unto.me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into the king- -
(=]

d ren; "
om of heaven; but he that doeth the will of my Fa-
Therefore whoso-

will-liken him 1 ise n
im unto a wise man, which built his house

npo rock: i
B f r; aa :’gc}:\lie an.d the rain descended, and the floods
came, winds blew, and beat upon that house;
b

and it fell not: for1i

it fe : t was founded upo

every one that heareth these savingsp oli:'1 jn;‘nogk;nf (;1 :
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/ .
eth them 'not," shall be likened unto a foolish man,
which built his house upon the sand: and the rain de-

scended, and the floods came, and the winds blew, aud -

* beat upon that house; and it fell: and great was the

fall of it.” (Matt. 7:91-27) ¢ Blessed, are they.
that do his conymandments, that thev may have right
to the tree of life, and may enter in through the gates
into the eity.” ~ (Rev. 99: 14.)

~ These scriptures are in direct antagomism with the
-proposition in debate—as much so as words can make

- them—and the proposition is therefore not true. En-

trance into the kingdom is made conditional upon do-

_ing the will of the Father, and the right to the tree of

_Yife is made conditional upon doing the command-
ments. Lf Elder Dalton’s theory were true, the text
in Matthew would read: ¢ Not every ont that saith
unto me, Lord, Tord, shall enter into the kingdom of -
heaven, nor he that doeth the will of my TFather which
is in heaven; but he that was unconditionally elected

_ thereunto before the foundation of the world. There-
fore whosoever is unconditionally elected to salvation,
T will liken him unto a wise man, whether he hears and
does these sayings of mine or not.” The text in Rev-
elation would read: « Blessed arc they that were un- =
" eonditionally elected to salvation before the world be-
gan, that they might have right to the tree of life, and
enter in through the. gates into the city.”” T have

~ quoted these two passages from the first and last

books of the New Testament as an earnest of what T

have in store for my friend, and T have a hundred more

between the two that literally destroy his proposition.
But T must give attention to some of his proof-tests.

~ “Elder Dalton quotes Rom. 11: 1-7: ¢« Fyen so then ab

this present time also there is a remnant according to
- the election of grace. And if by grace, then js'it no
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" more of works.” If this had said that there is a rem-

nant according to the unconditional election of grace, =

and that the works referred to are the conditions re-
quired in the gospel in order to-salvation, the proof-
text would be worth quoting; but, as it does not read

that way, it is worth nothing to my friend’s Proposi--

tion. Tetus suppose that Elder Dalton is correct, and
that the works here referred to as opposed to grace are
not legal works or human works outside of the gospel,
but faith, repentance, baptism, and the good deeds re-
quired in the Christian life, Then how easy it is'to
place Paul and Peter in conflict! Peter says: «1 per-
ceive that God is no respecter of persons, but in every
nation he that feareth him and worketh righteousness
Is accepted with him.” (Acts 10: 84, 35.) Paul, as
interpreted by Elder Dalton, says that it is of election
and grace, and not of fear op any kind of works that
we can do, that we are aceepted with him. Pau) and
Peter are in direct conflict, and the Bible is not true.
- This establishes my charge at the outset that this un-
conditional doctrine destroys the Bible and makes in-
fidelity. Simon Poter was not a Baptist, and did not
believe my friend’s hard doctrine. He had formerly
held to the doctrine that God was a respecter of per-
sons, and that the Gentiles were unclean reprobates ;
but the vision upon the housetop cured him of that de-
h!sipl‘l, and hesaid: «T perceive that God is no respect-
er of persons.” Tt alsg taught him that fearing God
and working righteousness had something to do with
the acceptance. . Tadvise my opponent to get upon the -
housetop and obtain g vision from heaven, or read the
New Testament and leain from Peter’s vision. Bap-
tists have a great many visions that do not teach them

half as much gospel as they .could learn from this vi-
sion of Peter.

-
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' "pendent of conditions.

B Bfétlx.er Dalton quotes Rom. 9: 11-13—the case of

Esau and Jacob. I wonder if he thinks. tl;is ’\]\jrlz;s a
case of election to salvation and eterna} hf'e ¢ (tlerltz .
is not a word about salvation or eternal life in it, and it .

" therefore proves nothing for the proposition. He

next quotes 2 Tim. 1:9: “ Who hath sav.ed us, and
called us with a holy calling, not accordmgd t‘(: ';);:'
works, but according to his ogzn pu{')p(f)se aale ?;01-1 é
. > - e
ich was given us in Christ Jesus befor ‘ VO
gglgl;n » Tghis text proves nothing for ﬂclf 31 opflsfmzld
i : ieve that God calls a
inasmuch as none of us believe ¢ j
i i i ks which they do
saves sinners according to the.lr works . .
friend thinks that
fore they are called. But if my fri 1 b
E‘fod calls ab;d chooses persons to-salvation, “ independ- -

ent of econditions performed by man,” I will read him

Paul’s statement to the Thessaloni(iu:nfs: “ Bu{; \thlaég
: y > 1‘e .,
d to give thanks alway to God for you, ren
‘ llzgilcﬁ*ed ofo the Lord, because God hath from. the pegmf
ning chosen you to salvation through sanctlﬁcatwllll 0d
thebSpirit and belief of the truth: \Vcl)lelgle?:ult]f)zih)e cang
rou by our gospel.” (2 Thess. 2:13, 14.) d
Zhoosez or eletc,zts persons in accm:dal.lce with lns.pgl
ose and grace, and from the beginning, but not inde-
ondent of o He chooses to salvatlim
ctificat pirit and belief of the
rough sanetification of the Spirit and ‘
glitollllb Belief of the truth is a con_d1§on pe1f01:med
by man.” “ With the heart man believeth unto right- .
. 'This settles the question. . o
éo‘ﬁgizxﬁ quotes Eph. 1: 4, 5: “According as he halgl
“chosen us in him before the foundation of the wolr. s
that we should be holy and without blame before nn%
in love: having predestinated us unto the adoptloﬁ of,
children by Jesus Christ.” I have alr.eady shown‘ glw »
" God chooses to salvation through belief of the t1}1: 1,
and have only to explain how he predestinated them
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* “unto the adoption of children by Jesus Christ.” This -

is easy. Read Gal. 8:26: “Tor ye are all the chil-
dren of God by faith in Christ Jesus.” They were tllle
c¢hildren of God by faith in Christ Jesus, and not inde-

" _pendent of conditions performed by them. - So this"

text furnishes no proof to my friend’s proposition.
He next quotes 1 Pet. 1: 2: “ Elect according to the

foreknowledge of God the Father, through sanctifica- -

tion of the Spirit, unto obedience and sprinkli

_ ) edie prinkling of the
blood of Jesus Christ.” ~He says the election is ac-
cording to the foreknowledge of God, and unto Christ’s
obedience, and is therefore unconditional.

follow.  The election of the strangers scattered abroad

was undoubtedly just like that of the Thessalonians, -

and theirs was “ through sanctification of the Spirit
an.d belief of the truth,” and not unconditional.” So
this text proves nothing, and must be given up. A
candidate for Governor is elected according to the con-.
stitution through the votes of the people. “Is he elect-
ed before he receives the votes? The Thessalonians
were eleeted or chosen through belief of the truth

Were they chosen before they had the belief? If clec-
tion caused their faith, how were they elected through

faith? Here is work for more than a day for Brother - ;

D.alton_. The 1dea that election causes faith is in con-

fﬁci \1\;11:111 the spirit of the gospel. Christ says: *He
at believeth not is condemned alr wse he

hath not believed.” ed already, beeauss he

God failed to elect him, and h i
Foc ioted fo eleat him, and he cannot elect himself.

My opponent next comes to Acts 13: 48: “As many

"as were ordained to eternal life believed.” . Th o
“ ordained ” shiould be “ disposed,” and is so rei&gggg :

by Wilson and others. If these persons were first un-

-
AN

It does not - ‘

) Because what? Because he hath -
not believed. But faith is produced by election, and -

AN
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SRRE,

'condi‘tio_;ially ordained to eternal life, and then be-

lieved, what goes with the statement of Paul, “ He be-
came the author of eternal salvation unto all them that

- obey him?” (Heb. 5:9.) And why did Paul preach to

some in this same chapter (Acts 13) who were not
¢ disposed to eternal life ” that “ through this man is
preached unto you the forgiveness of sins, and by him
all that believe are justified from all things from which

* ye could not be justified by the law of Moses?” And -

why did he say, a little farther on, “ But seeing you

. put it from you, and judge yourselves unworthy of ev-

erlasting life, lo; we turn to the Gentiles?” Tliis does
not suit the unconditional gospel. Paul should have
said: “ But, seeing you belong to the reprobate class,
and God did not judge you worthy of eternal life, lo, -
we turn to the Gentiles who were elected.” So away
goes this proof-text.

The ‘calling of the Apostles, in John 15: 15, has
nothing to do with the proposition, and I will let it go
without reply; also the quotations from Isaiah and
Psalms. The bringing of the sheep that were not of
this fold, « because they were sheep (John 10:-15),

~ does not prove that they were made sheep uncondition-

ally, and proves nothing for the proposition. .

T have noticed all of Elder Dalton’s proof-texts, and
shown that not one of them teaches unconditional clec-
ion to salvation. I now have one hundred texts that
I could quote which flatly contradict his proposition.
I have time for but a few.  Jesus said: “ He that be-

- Neveth and is baptized shall be saved.” (Mark 16:

16.) - Also: “ God so loved the world, that he gave
his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him
should not perish, but have everlasting life.”. (John
3:16.) Also: “He that believeth on him is not con-
demned: but he that believeth not is condemnued al-
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ready, because he hath not believed in the name of the §

‘only begotten Son of God.” (John 3:18.) Also:
£ 1f ye believe not that I am he, ye shall die in your
sins.”
Lord Jesus Christ, and thou shalt be saved.” (Aects
16: 81.) Peter said: “ Repent, and be baptized ev-
ery one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the re-
mission of sins.” (Aects 2: 38.) In these texts-faith,
repentance, and baptism are made conditions of salva-
tion and eternal life, and they are acts performed by
man. Therefore Elder Dalton’s proposition is not
true. ‘ : :

MR. DALTON’S SECOND SPEECH.

Mr. President, Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies and
Gentlemen: I am before you again to pursue my line
of argument in favor of the proposition which has been
read in your hearing. But, before I proceed further

. Wit}l the subject, courtesy demands that I should ex-
amihe the negative proofs presented by my opponent;
and I feel so sure that this congregation has been able
to discern his utter failure to notice my argnments
that it would be wholly unnecessary for me to while
away time to call your attention to it. He tries to
make it appear that I have spent a great deal of time
proving what needed no proof, which is true. The

doctrine of unconditional election mneeds no further.

proof than is given by Jesus Christ and his apostles,

_and were it not for such men as Brother Burnett, it
never would have been denied, therefore would not
have needed to be proven; but there have ever been -

opposers of the truth, therefore we have to continue to
~ prove it. e
he is done with us:

But we will give him proof enongh before

(John 8:24.) Paul said: “Believe on the |

" Before we proceéd further, we want you to motice . -

. Paul -or Burnett.
" ‘believeth unto righteousness;,” and says that here be-.
- lef is the condition; therefore salvation is of grace,:

" and yet conditional.

his grand argument on Rom. 9:11-13.". He says: “I1

_wonder if he thinks this was a case of election to eter-- .
“nal life? ' There is not a word about salvation or eter- -
_nal life in it; and it therefore proves nothing for the -
proposition . - o e ,

S0 We feel surc"_ifuwe‘ were to,preééht such an érvgu‘me_nt‘ FRRRE
" as that our brethren would dismiss us and tell us togo - .:
. home. ‘

_Paul says in this that the “ election is not of
~works, but of him that calleth,” therefore uncondition-

- al. Brother Burnett proposed to show us that-salva-" ~
“tion or eternal life was of grace, and yet conditional on -
. our part; -and of couise he proposes to prove that faith,

being the condition, is'the act of the creature. Taul - -

says: “ By grace are.ye saved, through faith, and that

~ not of yourselves.” Is it nota little strange that Paul
' would say “ not of yourselves ” if he designed to teach
" that faith was the act of the creature? - 'We are sur-

prised at Brother Burnett for using such proof. Paul
_says faith is the fruit of the Spirit, and again he says
"Jesus is the author and finisher of our faith; and if
Paul told the truth, Brother Burnett has not; and now,
my friends, it is for us to say which wé will believe—
He quotes, ¢ With the heart man -

He quoted: several. other texts :

. trying to prove that faith was the condition of salva- .
"tion, buf all of them sdre answered by the same argu--

" ment. . The Bible says faith is the gift of God; Broth- .

. -er Burnett says it-is the act of the creature. - Being
. the gift of God, it cannot therefore be the condition of .
salvation or election. ~ We muist.confess that we' were -
._surprised that Brother Burnett would quote” Peter’s
" langnage (Acts 10) to prove that salvation was condi-

2
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‘tional, He says: ‘I petceive that God is no respecter
of persons, but in every nation he that feareth him
and worketh righteousness is accepted with him.” If

he had just said,.* He that will fear God and work-

righteousness will be accepted with him,” then Brother
Burnett would have had a case in point; but Peter
failed to say that. e said: “ He that feareth and
worketh is accepted.” Therefore his fearing God and
working righteousness is an evidence that he is accept-

ed, and not the cause of his being accepted, therefore”

not conditions at all. Brother Burnett, you will have
- to get up something better than that, and I am confi-
. dent that your brethren expect you to do better than’
that. Now, if you have got anything, for the Lord’s

sake, and for the sake of your sinking cause, let.-us

have it. )
No, Brother Burnett, Peter and Paul do not con-

* flict; for Paul shows that salvation and election are
not of works, and Peter shows that the good works fol-

low aftér salvation and election, and are only the evi-,

dences of salvation, and not the cause or condition of
it. Therefore there is no conflict, but perfect harmo-
ny throughout the entire Bible.

Brother Burnett says: ¢ When Paul said not of

works, he meant works under the legal dispensation.”

.. How do you know, Brother Burnett¥ Paul never said

so. Paul said ““ not of works; 7 therefore it does not
. matter what kind of works you may try to ring in, Paul

* still confronts you, and says,  not of works, but of him -~ -

. that calleth.”
He then comes to the wise man that built his house
“on the rock, and the foolish man that built his house on
the sand. The whole of this Sermon on the Mount
was to the disciples, and no part of it to ungodly sin-
ners; therefore when Jesus spoke of the wise man, he
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meant the wise Christian, or saint, that obeyed the
commands of the Lord and thereby built on the rock,
ind all the raging storms of life can never move his
house. The other was the foolish Christian, or saint,
that refused to obey his Lord, and built on a sandy
foundation; and when the storms began to beat, his
bouse fell-—not the man, but the house. He therefore
suffered loss, but he himself was saved, so as by fire.
Brother Burnett then proposes to, notice Aects 13:
48, “As many as were ordained to éternal life be-
lieved,” ete., and says that the word “ ordained ”
should have been translated “ disposed,” and should
read, “As many as were disposed to eternal life be-
lieved.” Now remember, my friends, we called your
attention to this, and told you he would say this should
be the rendering of the word. Now Liddell and Secott
are acknowledged by the literary world to be good au-
thority, standard authors, and they say the rendering
is: “As many as God set in order regularly to eternal
life believed.” Now the only question is which shall
we accept—Liddell and Scott or Brother Burnett. My
mind is made up: T shall accept Liddell and Scott, for
they were not as hard pressed when they defined the
word as Brother Burnett is, therefore were better pre-
pared to give an impartial decision. :
Brother Burnett then comes to Peter: * Elect ac-
cording to the foreknowledge of God, through saneti-
fication of the Spirit, unto obedience and the sprink-
ling of the blood of Jesus Christ.” He says this obe-
dience is ours, and goes to 1 Thess. 2: 13 to prove it;
but the grammar of this text is that we-are elected to
the obedience of Christ and the sprinkling of the blood
of Christ; and you know it, Brother Burnett. But he
is compelled to deny the Bible or his theory, and he
therefore prefers to deny the Bible. = - ' :

[}
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+ ‘Now, my friends, did you notice his dodge on Eph.

1:4, 57 Hesays: “ This election and predestination -

could not be unconditional, because the same writer

says in Gal. 3: 262 Ve are all the children of God by

faith in Christ Jesus.” ”’ Wonder! O, heavens! ]?[ow
does this prove that what Paul said to the Ephesians
was conditional? - Why, I believe, Brother Burnett,

that we are children of God by £aith in Christ, and I -

believe also that God predestinated us to the adoption
of children unconditionally. God predestinated that
we should be adopted through faith in Christ; yet
faith is not the condition but the evidence that gives us
knowledge of our heirship through Christ. There-
fore Paul says: ¢ Faith is the evidence -of things not
seen.”’ ~ . o

« Not of works,” in 2 Tim. 1: 9, means not aceord-

" ing to a plan which we fixed, but one that God fixed for .

us to obey. . 'When Paul says “ not of works,” Brother

Burnett says it is of works. ‘We wonder what will be

the next. ) ) ]
Brother Burnett quotes: e that believeth not is

condemned already, because he hath not believed.” .

. Of course every unbeliever is condemmned, but why is
he condemned? Just because he will not- believe?
- 0O, no; heis condemned because he has violated the
law of God, and his tnbelief only evidences that he is
in a state of condemnation, and is not the cause of it.

T£ he was not in a condemned state, therefore he'is an

unbeliever.

Wehave followed him through his argument. We
will now proceed with our line, but first let us ask:
‘Why did he not notice John 15: 15; 10: 14; Isa.43:
- 19-21; Ps. 65: 4; Isa. 48: 10, 11; Jer. 1: 5% Just
because he could not. They therefore stand out be-
fore Lim like an impregnable wall; and his brethren

will expect him-to n
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otice them, but they will expect in
vain; for he cannot, and Brother Burnett knows it.
We will_next call your attention to.1 Pet. 2: 9:
“ But ye are a chosen generation, a royal priesthood,
an holy nation, a peculiar people, that ye should show
forth the praises of him who hath called you out of
darkness. into his marvelous light.”” ¥rom this we
show that these people did not show forth the praise of
God in order to become the chosen generation, but

" they showed forth God’s praise because they were the
~ chosen or elected of God, therefore not conditional.

We call attention next to James 2: 5: “ Hearken,
my beloved brethren, hath not God chosen the poor
of this world, rich in faith, and heirs of the kingdom
which he hath promised to them that love him?” You
will perceive, my friends, that God did not promise
these things on condition that they would love him,
but he promised it to those that do love him. Therefore
love to God is not the cause-or condition of the choice,
but the result of it; therefore unconditional.

We call your attention next to John 6: 37-39: “All
that the Father giveth me shall come to me; and him
that cometh to me I will in no wise cast out. For I
came down from heaven, not to do mine own will, but
the will of him that sent me. ~And this is the TFather’s

_ will which hath sent me, that of all which he hath giv-
en me I should lose nothing, but should raise it up -
~ again at the last day.” Here the Lord positively says

his Father gave him his people, and he affirms that
they shall, every one, come to him, and does not say a
word about the conditions that they are about to per-
form; and we presume that if Jesus had intended for
us to perform conditions. in order that he should raise
us up at the last day he would have said’ something

* about it, and not left us in the dark on the subject. -
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- -
. We néxt come to Rom. 8: 98-30: “And we kmow 5 The first point in his rejoinder is the reference to the
- ¢hat all things work together for good to them that i case of Esau and Jacob, and he wants my brethren to
love God, to them who are the called according to his i dismiss me because T met his argument here by saying
purpose. For whom he did foreknow, he also did pre- that it was not an election to salvation or eternal life.
destinate to be conformed to the image of his Son, that - T am very sure that if I knew so Tittle about the Bible *
he might be the firstborn amONS. many brethren. as to suppose that this case bad any bearing upon the
Moreover, whom he did predestinate, them he also proposition under discussion, my brethren would dis-
S called: and whom he called, them he also justified: * . Imiss me from the debate. What is the proposition un-
e and whom he justiﬁed, them he also glorlﬁed,” ete. ] der discussion? Itisthe election to salvation and eter-
Lo All of this Paul affirms that the Lord did for us, and nal ife. ‘Was Jacob elected to salvation or eternal

no conditions either spoken of or implied; therefore
: for us to conclude that God intended for us to perform
R IR certain conditions in order that we be predestina,ted,
‘ called, justified, and glorified, is an unfounded pre-
sumption, to say the least. of it. )

We trust that Brother Burnett will give these things

life? What has the election of Jacob to be the father.
of the twelve tribes to do with the proposition we are
debating? Nothing. Now, if T were these Baptist
brethren, I would send Elder Dalton back to Tennes-
see. To suit his doctrine the passage should read:
« Tor the children, being not yet born, neither having

a seanning notice, at least. » A done any good or evil, that the purpose of God accord-
, : L - ing to unconditional election might stand, not of works,
—_— ’ i but of him that calleth, it was said unto her, The elder
i shall be unconditionally reprobated to eternal damma-
MR. BURNETT'S SECOND REPLY. ;z tion, and the younger shall be saved et

‘ o To meet my argument that salvation is bv grace, but
Tadies and Gentlemen: Itis quite apparent to all of : not unconditional, because it is through faith, he says
you that it cannot be said of this debate, not of faith is the gift of God, and not an act performed by

~ works.” My opponent has given up the idea that his % . man, and perverts Paul’s language to prove it. Paul’
. proposition can be established without work, and hu- says: © By grace are ye saved, through £aith, and that
man work at that, and a good deal of it. - He works 2 [salvation] mot of yourselves; it is the gift of God.”
harder than any man I ever saw, to have no faith in i Paul never said faith is the gift of God, The pronoun
works; but, no matter how hard he works, his doctrine «that” in the sentence does not refer to faith as its
is predestinated to unconditional overthrow, unless the 3 antecedent, for they are not of the same gender (in
Bible is false. He has come a thousand miles to prove f Greek), and pronouns must agree with “thzir antece-
what be says needs no proof, except among persons dents in-gender. "The pronoun towfo (* that ) is neu-
whooppose the truth; and how has he proved it? By " ter gender, while pisteos (“faith”) is feminine gender.
flatly running over a score of plain texts of seripture, £ Brother Dalton would study grammar, he would not
and making utter nonsense out of them. ‘make such blunders. But suppose he is correct, and
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that Paul meant to teach that faith is the gift of God,
and not an act performed by man, then how fool-ishly
the apostlé talked to the jailer at Philippi! The jailer
asked:  Sirs, what-must I do to be saved?” - The
‘apostle answered: « Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ,
and thou shalt be saved.” If Brother Dalton had
Deen, there, he would have said: ¢ Hold on, Brother
Paul; you have given that man the wrong answer.
He asked what he must do, and you know faith is not
something man has to do.” Paul would have doubt~
" less answered:  With the heart man believeth unto
' righteousness.” Which will you believe—Pau} or
Dalton? .

But my opponent runs off to the spiritual gifts, in

1 Cor. 12: 8-10, where it is said: « To one is given by

the Spirit the word of wisdom; to another the word of

knowledge by the same Spirit; to another faith by the
same Spirit; to another the gifts of healing by the
same Spirit; to another the working of miracles; to
another prophecy.” Do you not know, Brother Dal-

ton, that this has reference to the miraculous gifts in

the church at Corinth, and not to the faith that saves

the sinner? Well, if yon had rvead the first verse of
- the chapter, it would have informed you: Now, con-

cerning spiritual gifts, brethren, I would not have you .

ignorant.”  The faith here given was not given to all,
but to a specified few. If it were the faith through
which we are saved, it would have been given to all
the Corinthians, for they were all saved. - “ To one
[not all] is given by the Spirit the word of wisdom;
© :'to another-[not all] . . .

my position stands. Flder Dalton has not touched it.

Salvation is by grace, but it is through faith; and faith
- is something man has to do (see case of jailer above),

%

faith by thesame Spirit.”” So .

" and “ with the heart man believeth unto righteous-
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f ordet, and puts -it:
Which will you take—Peter or Dalton?

" the verb ‘“is accepted  is in the present tense.
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ness,” and “ by faith we have access into*this grace.”

Is not the case made out? S
He mext comes to “Acts 10: 34, 35, where Peter

says, “Iperceivethat Godis norespecter of persons: but -

in every nation he that feareth him, and worketh right="~. = -

eousness, is accepted with him,” and says that as “is ac-
cepted ”’ is present tense, the acceptance is before the

. fearingand working. Heoverlocked the fact that allthe

verbs are in the present tense, and that Peter placed
them in -the order in ‘which they belong—fearing,
working, accepting.  Brother Dalton displaces Peter’s
Accepting, fearing, working. .
Brother
Dalton ought to be grammarian enough to know that
the present tense does not reach back to the foundation
of the world.  If I should say,  He that receiveth the
votes is elected Governor,” would you say that the
election is before the receiving of the votes?  You will
have to say that if you accept the astonishing eriticism
of my learned friend from Tennessee. Here it is:
~He that feareth him is accepted.

He that receiveth the votes is elected.

He claims that the person who fears and works was
accepted before the foundation of the world, because
This
would be a good place to put in my friend’s pious ex-
clflmaﬁion: % Great heavens!”  To suit your doc-
trine, Brother Dalton, this passage would have to read:
“T perceive that God is a respecter of persons, for in
every nation he that feareth him and worketh. right-
cousness was accepted with him before the foundation

~ of the world, and can’t help it, while all the rest of

mankind are left out in the cold.” You will have to
get-a Detter vision from tlie housetop than that, my
friend, or your proposition is gone, world without end.
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If all wh /fe/ar and work have been unconditionally
accepted Trom the foundation of the world, how could
Petgr’ perceive from that that God is no respecter of
sefsons? It teaches exactly the opposite—that God
is a respecter of persons—and an uninspired man can
perceive it. But, if in every nation he that feareth
and worketh is upon those conditions accepted of God,
it shows that God is no respecter of persons, and that
is exactly what it showed Peter. If this intelligent
audience cannot: “ perceive ” that Elder Dalton has
utterly failed to meet my argument here, then some
people are unconditionally predestinated to stupidity.
He has not met it, and he cannot meet it. But he

says that if the verb “is accepted ”’ were future’tense, -

and read,  shall be accepted,” it would prove my po-

sition. I gave him a verb in the future tense in the

case of the jailer: “ Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ,
and thou shalt be saved.” Does he accept that? Does
he not say that the jailer was saved before the founda-
tion of the world? He reverses Paul, as well as Peter,
and says the jailer was saved before he believed.
Te next comes to the wise man who built his house
on the rock, and the foolish man who built his house
~ on the sand, and says this whole chapter was addressed
to the disciples of Christ, and that the wise-man is the
wise Ohristian man, and the foolish man is the foolish
Christian man.  Well, that does not alter the question
in the least. Brother Dalton and T are discussing the
conditions of salvation, both present and future. I
the kingdom here referred to (Matt. 7) is the eternal
kingdom, then “he that doeth the will of my Father
which is in heaven” shall enter into that kingdom,
and Biother Dalton’s proposition is gone. The per-
sons referred to were not in the kingdom referred to,

and doing the will of the Father gave them entrance
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intoit. The verb is in the future tense also. He that
“doeth the will (present tense) shall enter in (future
tense). Here is grammar for you, Brothier Dalton.
But was not that a grand dodge my friend took on the
falling of the house that was built on the sand? The
house fell, but the man was saved. 'When the floods
came and the winds blew, the house went down, but’
the man got out and swam ashore. ‘Well, the Book is
utterly silént as to the salvation of the man in the
house on the sand, and where the Bible is silent you
should be silent, Brother Dalton. = You should not add
anything to the Book—even to save the precious,
sweet old doctrine of election and predestination.

He next comes to Acts 13: 48, “As many as were
ordained to cternal life believed,” and says Liddell
and Scott do not define the word to mean  disposed.”
No, butotherlexiconsdo, and I showed that that defini-
tionwas the only onethatwould harmonize the teaching
of the whole chapter. Why did not Brother Dalton no-

- tice. what I said on the 38th and 46th verses of the

chapter? Ile jumped clean over that. In the 48th
verse it is said, “As many as were ordained to eternal
life believed; ? and Brother Dalton says this included
all that could be saved in that place, for it says, “ as
many as were ordained,” and none but the ordained

. could be saved. Now, pray tell me why Paul

preached to the reprobate Jews in that place, who were

. not disposed to eternal life, and said, “ Be it known

unto you thérefore, men and brethren, that through
this man is preached unto you the forgiveness of sins:
and.by him all that beliew are justified from all things,
from which ye could not be justified by the law of
Moses ” (Acts 13: 38, 89); and ¢ seeing ye put it from
you, and judge yourselves umworthy of everlasting

" life, 10, we turn to the Gentiles ” (Acts 13: 46). Why
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-did Brother Dalton skip this argumeﬁt? He had no
answer for it. To suit his doctrine Paul should have

said: “ Be it known unto you, men and brethren, that

I cannot preach unto you the forgiveness of sins, nor
offer justification to all them that believe, for ye are
not ordained; but, seeing that God put it from you,
and judged you unworthy of everlasting life, lo, I
turn to the Gentiles who were ordained.” Here would.

. be a good :place to put in another pious ejaculation:

“ Now if you have got anvthing, for the Lord’s sake
let.us have it.” I know these old Baptist brethren
want something better than dodging and squirming.
He next comes to Gal. 8: 26, and says he believes
persons are children of God by faith, and that he also
believes in unconditional election. You cannot be-
lieve both doctrines, Brother Dalton.
a'child of God by an unconditional election before the
foundation of the world, he is not a child by faith in
Christ:

faith, he is not a child until he has the faith. The Pres-
ident is elected by or through the votes of the people,
and he is not elected before he receives the votes. Will
Brother Dalton say that a person is not a child until
he has faith? Let him take a stand here. IHe says
* that “ God predestinates that we should be adopted
" through faith in Christ.” Then God predestinates
that we should be adopted through a condition per-
- formed by man, and his proposition is gone. Fare-
well, Brother Crawford, '
~* He next comes to the quotation, “ He that believeth

not is condemned already, because he hath not. be- -
- lieved,” and says: “Of course every unbeliever is
But why is he condemmed?: Just.
- because” he " will not believe? ~ O, no. - He ig

condemned.

If a person is.

TFaith is an act performed by man, as we have’
already shown; and if a person is a child by or through -
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condemned because he has violafed' the law of
God, and his unbelief only evidences that he is in a:

. state of condemnation, and is not the cause of it.”

Now, Brother Dalton, I did-not think you would flatly
contradict the apostle that way.  John says: “He
that believeth not is condemned already, because he
bath not believed.” Elder Dalton says: -“Just because
he will not believe? 0,no.” John and Dalton are in

‘direct conflict, and you can follow the one you like the

best.- " Which will it be?

Brother. Dalton has introduced several passages
which I do not notice, because they are not worthy of
notice. They have no bearing upon this question.

“What has the choosing of the Israclites to be God’s -

peculiar people to do.with our proposition? What has
the ordaining of Jeremiah to be a prophet for the na-"
tions to do with our proposition? When he intro--
duces anything that has connection with the question

_ T will be with him, and will stay with him.

Ie next introduces John 6: 37-39: “All thot the
Father giveth me shall come to re.” ‘Why did Broth-
er Dalton stop reading at the 39th verse? ‘Why did
he not read the 40th verse? I will read the two verses:
“And this is the Father’s will which hath sent me, that
of all which he hath given me I should lose nothing,
but should raise it up again at the last day. And this
is the will of him that sent me, that every one which
seeth the Son, and believeth on him, may have ever-
lasting life.”  Ts that unconditional salvation, Brother

Dalton? - Ts it election before the foundation of the

world. - It is the will of the Father ‘ that every one
which seeth the Son, and believeth on him, may have
everlasting life.” Here are conditions. '

His next effort is on Rom. 8: 28: “And we know .
that all things work together for good to them that
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- love God, to them who are the call_ed accor_ding to his
purpose.” Yes, the called according to his purpose;
but it was not the purpose of God to call anybody to
salvation independent of conditions pgrformed by
‘man, and here is where the doctrine breaks down.

Brother Dalton lacks a word or two in every text he -

quotes. - God calls persons to salvation ““ through sanc-
tification of the Spirit and belief of the truth,” as has
already been shown. L
T have now followed him around through 2}11 his
meanderings, and you see he has prod}med/nothmg- in
support of his proposition. T reject tl}ls hard doctrine,
not only because it contradicts tl.le Bible, but. becau'se
it destroys all human responsibility. A.ccordmg.to. it,
2 sinner is no more responsible for not being aChristian
than Elder Dalton is for not weighing four hundred
pounds. Suppose he were damned for that? A man
might as well curse as pray, or g0 t0 the saloon as to 1.',he
. Sunday school, if his fate is fixed from t}le foundation
of the world by a decree that is unconditional.

MR. DALTON’S THIRD SPEECH.

. Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies and Gentlemen: I
am before you to renew my arguments in support of

my proposition; but we will first review Brother Bur-

- nett’s speech. He says we labor very hard, and yet
do not believe in works. In this he is mistaken. .\‘Ve
believe in works, but not works in order to election,
but because of election. Men do not perform the
duties of an office in order to their election to the office,
but because they are elected; therefore I work hard
because I have been elected, and am performing the
duties of my office. His flimsy shuffling put off on

»
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Rom. 9: 11-13 is unworthy of notice, and we are sure

that this congregation has already seen it; we there-
fore pass it. Brother Burnett says that I, to meet his
argument on salvation by grace, and yet not uncondi-
tional, because it is through faith, said that faith was
the gift of God. Now Brother Burnett must know
that I did no such thing. Isaid the Bible said thatfaith
was the gift of God. And why did he not take up my
proof-texts and reply to them? Just because he is
better at answering an argument that never has been
made than he is in answering those before him. Te
is particularly gifted in setting up a man of straw
and punching it to atoms, but let him come square to
the issue. He seems to think that T would do “well to
study -grammar awhile, which doubtless would not be
amiss, but he would do well to lay aside his grammar
and study the Bible awhile. Brother Burnett says that
faith is a spiritual gift. Well! Well! Who disput-
ed that? Of course it is the gift of the Spirit; that
was our position taken from the start; but Brother
Burnett says all did not have it., True, but the reason

.why they did not was because God had not given it to

all. Therefore Brother Burnett has cut his own head
off. Iis criticism on Acts 10: 34, 35 is really too
worthless to deserve notice; but as he misrepresented
me, perhaps it would be well enough for me to call at-
tention to it. Ie says my position is that those that
fear God and work righteousness were acceptable to
him before the world began. I said no such thing, but I
said that fearing and working righteousness was an evi-
dence that we were accepted with him—that is, the
good works are evidences of a renewed heart, and not -

the cause of it; therefore all of his long preamble on

that subject falls at hisfeetas worthless. Hecomesagain

to Acts 13: 48." This text seems to weary my brother.
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e reminds me of an old Baptist preacher who labored

" ~for two hours to tell who Melchisedec was, am}‘ after a
two-hours’ hiteh-he at last paused and said: Bret‘tt-’
ren, 1 do wish the Lord had been 2 little plainer here.
PBrother Burnett labors very hard to prove that this text
does not. mean what it says, by runnmng off to chfar
texts; but when e returns, this text still stares‘hun in
the face and says: ©Ag many as were ordained to
eternal life believed.” O what 2 pity the Lord was:
not a little plainer here for Brother Burnett’s special

" others (or reprobates) who were not ordained to life.
Just because, MY brother, Paul was not sent there to
diseriminate; but ‘Pail, not knowing W}.IO of them were
ordained to life, preached alike to all, just as I do, and

that were not ordained to life put the word of God
from them, and their putting it from them was only
an evidence that they were not ordained to life. He
now comes to Gal. 3: 96, and says that a person cannot
e a child of God by anconditional election before the
foundation of the world. We wish to rivet upon t‘he
mind of our brother that we do not teach the doctrine
of actual eternal children; we believe and teach that
we are elected in the mind and purpose of God, just as
the Governor is olected in the minds of the people be-
fore the votes are cast, and the casting of the votes

only manifests the choice of the people. Even so God
gives faith to his people, and thereby manifests his
choice of them in his mind and purpose before he gave
them faith. ' :
His next dodge is on John 6: 37,88. - Wecan but
wonder, is it so that verse 40 contradiets 37, 3S; and
392 This what we draw from Brother Burnett’s ex-

egesis of it. What if he did say that ¢ every one

" benefit! He wants to ¥now why Paul preached to

those that were ordained to life believed, and those '
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which seeth the Son and believeth on him may have
everlasting life,” does that prove that his Father had
not given them to bis Son prior to the time they be-
leved? Surely not, for he says: « A1l that my Father
hath given me shall come to me.” THenee, their be-
lieving on him is only an evidence that they had been
given to him before they believed, therefore cuts no
figure in the case at all.  Brother Burnett then comes
to Romans 8: 28-33, and gives that a slight dodge, and
then closes his speech by affirming that this hard doc-
trine destrays all human responsibility.

We must confess that we had never learned that in-
ability destroyed responsibility before. Something
new under the sun!  Now, my friends, we have good
news for you. Should there be any one present who is
not able to pay his debts, you are not responsible, so
says Brother Burnett. Now if he will just prove that,
we have no doubt some of these people will feel good
over it. If a man is not able to do a thing, lie is not
held responsible, so says the Apostle Burnett. e then
says if my doctrine be true, ¢ a man just as well curse
as pray, go to a saloon as to the Sunday sehool,” ete.
Tf o man’s heart and mind are on the saloon, there you
will find him. If he loves cursing better than pray-
ing, he is sure to curse instead of pray; buta man that
God has killed by his Spivit to all of those things has
1o desive to be there.  Ience Paul says: “ How shall
we that are dead to sin live any longer therein? A
man that has been killed to the love of sin has no desire
to curse, but loves to pray; has no desire to visit the
saloon, but delights in letting his light shine as a

Thumble saint of God.

We have now followed Brother Burnett in all of
his meanderings. We will now proceed to give him
some more proof-texts in support of owr proposition.

P

O
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Why does Brother Burnett refuse to quote the texts of
seripture that we have referred to, and run off after
something else? Tt must be beeause he cannof answer
them. IHe has utterly refused to quote them, but we
will still heap more upon him.

We call attention next to Rev. 20: 11-15: “And I
saw a great white throne, and him that sat on it, from
whose face the earth and the heaven fled away; and
there was found no place for them. . . . And
whosoever was not found written in the book of life
was cast into the lake of fire.”

And, again, Rev. 21: 23-27: “And the city had no
need of the sun, neither of the moon, to shine in it: for
the glory of God did lighten it, and the Lamb is the
light thereof. And there shall in no wise en-
tor into it anvthing that defileth, neither whatsoever
worketh abomination, or maketh a lie: but they which
ave written in the Lamb’s book of life.” But perhaps
Brother Burnett will say their names were not written
there until they believed, therefore it was conditional.
Tet us read Rev. 13: 8: “And all that dwell upon the
earth shall worship him [the beast], whose names are
not written in the book of life of the Tamb slain from
the foundation of the world.” TFrom these texts we
show that the names of God’s people were written in
the book of life from the foundation of the world;
therefore eould not have been on account of conditions
performed by us.

We call attention next to Isa. 53: 10-12: Yet it
pleased the Lord to bruise him; he hath put him to
grief: when thou shalt make his soul an offering for
sin, he shall see his seed, he shall prolong his days, and
the pleasure of the Lord shall prosper in his hand. He
shall see of the travail of his soul, and shall be satisfled:
by his knowledge shall my righteous servant justify
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many; for he shall bear their iniquities. Therefore will
I divide him a portion with the great, and he shall di-
vide t}lc spoil with the strong; because he hath poured
out his soul unto death: and he was numbered with
the transgressors; and he bare the sin of many, and
made intercession for the transgressors.” From this
we show that there was a division made, and God him-
self made it; and Jesus was offered to’satisfy the de-
mands of the law for those his Father gave him in the
division, and we were not there to perform conditions;
therefore what Jesus did for us must have been uncon-
ditional on our part.

Now we do hope that Brother Burnett will give
ﬂ]ese things a passing notice at least, and not do 'x; he
did before—not even quote them; but if he can’t, he is
excusable, of course. : ’ .

-

MR. BURNETT’S TIIIRD REPLY.

Ladies and Gentlemen: My friend says he works
11:1.1-(1 bec:u_ls_e he is clected, not in order to clection.
His proposition is not elected, and that is why he works
on this oceasion.  He knows if he does not work hard
f!ns people will never believe in unconditional salva-
tion; but, despite all his work, and perspiration too, he
is doomed to failure. Tvery lick he strikes m:;ke)s-it
worse. There has been enongh work wasted by Bap-
tist ])1:eachcrs, in vain efforts to prove IlnCOIl(iiti0;1]'31
salvatlpn, to save ten thousand sinners if devoted 1(‘0
preaching the gospel. '

Brother Dalton admits that he could study gram-
mar to a good purpose, but says I ought to lay aside
grammar and study the Bible. No, no, Brother Dal-
ton: I study the Bible with the grammar in my hand,
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and I have both the Bible and the grammar on you in
this discussion.  Your theory harmonizes with neither
Bible nor grammar.

My friend admits that the faith which was given by
the Spirit,in 1 Cor. 12: 8-10, was not given to all, but to
afew. Then it was not the faith by ihich they were
made children of God. All the Corinthians were
“ children of God by faith in Christ Jesus ” (Gal. 3:
26); but all did not have this miraculous faith. “To
one is given by the Spirit the word of wisdom, to an-
other faith by the same Spirit.”  Does Brother Dalton
think there was only one child of God in the church at
Corinth? Then why does he confuse this miraculous
faith with the faith by which we are made c¢hildren of
God? He does it for a dodge. I showed that we are
children by faith, and that & with the heart man he-
lieveth unto righteonsness; ” and therefore we are
children by a condition performed by man, and not as
his proposition asserts. To escape the irresistible von-
clusion, he »uns off to the miracenlous gifts in 1 Cor, 12;
but he cannot escape that way. TIf e is honest in his
exposition of this 12th chapter of 1 Corinthians, he just
simply doesn’t know anything about it. He is at sea
without chart or compass. Yo can see whose head is
cut off in this controversy; and my oppouent’s head
might as well be eut off, for any good it does him in lis
cffort to eseape the fact that faith is an act performed
by man.

ITe comes next to Acts 13: 48, and says I remind
him of an old Baptist preacher who tried for two hours
to tell who Melchisedee was, and “ did wish the Lord
had made it a little plainer.”  The Lord made the
13th chapter of Acts very plain to me, if Brother Dal-
ton’s doctrine is not true; if his doctrine is true, the
Lord did not make the chapter very plain.  The salva-
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tion in it is made conditional upon acts performed by
men, and these conditions stand eternally in our way if
we try to hold to predestination. No wonder Brother
Dalton shied around them! Te is like the old Baptist

preacher who found the word “if 7 in the 15th chap-

" ter of 1 Corinthians. e read: By which also ye are

saved, if ye keep in memory what I preached unto
you.”  Ilesaid: « Breethrin’, this word < if ? is a very
peculiar word; it is in the intolerable mood and ever-
lastin’ tense, for it is everlastingly gittin’ in some-
body’s way.” TPaul preached to the reprobate Jews in
this chapter, and offered them remission of sins in the
name of Jesus, on condition that they would believe;
but when they put it from them, and judged them-
selves unworthy of everlasting life, he turned to the
Gentiles.  Brother Dalton says Paul preached to
these Jews through ignorance, not knowing that they
were reprobate, and hecause he was not sent to diserim-
inate. If e was a predestinarian, he was sent to dis-

. eriminate, for that is a system of discrimination. Paul

did not assign ignorance as the reason he offered them
salvation and then turned away from them, for he was
not that ignorant. Iiis language is plain: < By him
all that believe arc justified,” ~And then (46th verse):
“ But, seeing ye put it from you.” Ts that the way
you talk, Brother Dalton? When Yyou turn from those
who will not accept your gospel, do you sayit is because
they judge themselves unworthy and put it from them,
or do you sayit is because God prejudged them and put
it from them before the foundation of the world? I
think you say you have no message for the goats, and
only preach to the sheep. Paul got among the goats
on this occasion; but as he did it through ignorance,
not being very well learned in the predestinarian the-
ory, we forgive him. This chapter does mean what it
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says, but you must not put a construction on one part
of it that makes nonsense of all the other parts. Re-
member, it does not say the persons were foreordained
or unconditionally ordained.

Brother Dalton says, on Gal. 3:26: “ We wish to
rivet upon the mind of our brother that we do not
teach the doctrine of actual eternal children; we be-
lieve and teach that we are elected in the mind and
purpose of God, just as the Governor is clected in the
minds of the people before the votes are cast, and the
casting of the votes only manifests the choice of the
people. Even so God gives faith to his people, and
thereby manifests his choice of them.” If God does
not choose his people actually from the foundation of
the world, but through faith (an act performed by
man), then they are not actually chosen from the
foundation of the world, ¢ independent of conditions
performed by man,” and away goes the proposition
that Elder Dalton is defending. Which constitutes
the actual clection of the Governor—the choice in the
mind or the choice at the ballot box? Suppose the
votes ave not cast; is he elected Governor independent
of the votes? As Brother Dalton admits that God’s
people are not clected before faith, and as faith is an
act performed by man (Rom. 10:10), he virtually
gives up the proposition. TFarewell, Brother Craw-
ford.

Brother Dalton says of John 6: 37-40, that the 40th
verse does not contradict the other three verses, and
that the condition of faith in this verse does not pre-
clude the idea that the parties were given to Christ
prior to the performance of this condition, and they
ghall come to him. If they were unconditionally
given, and necessarily compelled to come, then faith is
not a condition, and the 40th verse contradicts the
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37th. DBut there is no conflict; the 40th verse ex-
plains all the others: “ This is the will of him that sent
me, that every one which seeth the Son, and believeth
on him, may have everlasting life.” It was not the
will of the Father to give the Son any that would not
perform this condition. Brother Dalton says the Fa-
ther gave them to the Son prior to their faith, but
awhile ago he said God did not actually elect any one
a child prior to faith. Well, God did not actually
give these to the Son prior to faith; else Lie gave them
before he elected them. They may have been in the
mind and will of God, but he tells us herewhat the will
was: ¢ This is the will of him that sent me, that every
one which seeth the Son, and believeth on him, ma'y
have everlasting life.”  Just as well give it up, Broth-
er Dalton! TItis gone, like all the rest of your texts.
Brother Dalton says he never learned before that

inability destroys responsibility. Ie is quite an old
man not to have learned that simple lesson.  All laws,
human and divine, are based upon it—parental, social,
legal, and governmental. He thinks some of you will
be glad to learn that you will not have to pay debts that
you are not able to pay. Well, Apostle Dalton will
confer a favor by telling yon how a man can pay a debt
which he is not able to pay. That will be as great a
feat as to explain some of the unconditional decrees of
God. It will do to go along with the old Calvinistic
song:

You can and you can’t,

You must and you mayn’t:

You will and yon won’t,

And you're damned if you don’t.

He says that if a man’s mind is on the saloon he will
be there; but if God has killed him by his Spirit to
the love of these things, he will not be there. DBut
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_appose God fails to kill him by his Spirit, and then
damns him eternally for not being dead, when he has
no power to kill himself and there is no personal abil-
ity in the matter. “Will Brother Dalton tell this peo-
ple whether he thinks it would be just in God to damn

a man for not weighing four hundred pounds, when he

has it not in his power to weigh more than two hun-
dred? “ Ye will not come to me that ye might have
life,” says the Savior. Elder Dalton says they cannot
come till they have life, and God does not choose to
give them life, and damns them because they have it
not.

The next seripture quoted is Rev. 20 and 21,
where all that are not found written in the book of life
are cast into the lake of fire; and he says they were
written there from the foundation of the world, and
not when they believed. He forgets that he has al-
ready said that nobody was actually chosen a child of
God from the foundation of the world, but when he be-
lieved. Did God #ctually write them in the book be-
fore they were chosen? The legs of the lame are not
equal, Brother Dalton. But the Bible does not say
they were written in the book of life before the founda-

tion of the world. This is Brother Dalton’s gratui-

tous assertion. = It says: “ Written in the book of life
of ##e Lamb slain from the foundation of the world.”
That is it. You ought not to misquote the Seriptures,
Brother Dalton. ‘

But our brother skipped the 12th verse of his

quotation entirely in the 20th chapter of Revelation.

What did he do that for? I will read it to you, and
you can see why he skipped it: “And I saw the dead,
small and great, stand before God; and the books were
opened: and another book was opened, which is the
book of life: and the dead were judged out of those

‘ ready, because he hath not believed.”

Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ.”

tllil}gs which were written in the books, according to
the}r works.” The dead were judged according to
their works, and not according to unconditional clec-
tion.  So away goes his proof-text in Revelation, as all
the rest of them have gone. You have not a single
text left, Brother Dalton. They are all captured and
turned against you. I will not notice the quotation .

. from Isaiah, for it says not a word on the subject we

are discussing.
- . - .
1 repudiate the proposition of my friend, because it

is not sustained by a single text of scripture and be-
cause it conflicts with hundreds of plain texts. I will

note a few: i

Bible: “He that believeth not is condemmed al-
(John 3:18.)

. K€ 3
Dalton: “No, no! He is not condemned because

¢, he hath not believed, but because he hath not been
- elected.” '

Bible: “What must I do to be saved? . . .
(Acts 16: 30, 31.
Dalton: “No, no! You have nothing to do.” )
Bible: “Repent ye therefore, and be couverted,

~ that your sins may be blotted out.” (Acts 3: 19.)

Dalton: “Your repentance has nothing to do with

© it. If you are elect, your sins are already blotted out.”

Bible: “ Blessed are they that do his command-

. ments, that they may have right to the tree of life, and

. may enter in through the gates into the city.”
: 99:14) R 7

(Rev.

Dalton: « Doing the commandments has nothing to
do with it, and will give no one the right to enter into

. the ecity.”

Bible: “In every nation he that feareth him, and

.7‘,: ?lva)rl;e;l)l righteousness, is accepted with him.” (Aets
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Bible: “ He became the author of eternal salvation
unto all them that obey him.”  (Heb. 5: 9.)

" Dalton: “ Tut, tut! He became the author of eter-
nal salvation to all them that he chose. Obedience
has nothing to do with it.”

Bible: © Wherefore, my beloved, . - work
out your own salvation with fear and trembling.”
(Phil. 2: 12.) .

Dalton: « You need not fear and tremble, nor
work., Your salvation is sure, anyhow.”

Bible: ¢ Knowing therefore the terror of the Lord,
we persuade men.” (2 Cor. 5: 11.)

Dalton: “ The Lord has no terror for the elect, and
it is no use to persuade the reprobate.”

Bible: «Come unto me, all ye that labor and are
heavy laden, and T will give you rest.” (Matt. 11:
28. :

]))alton: “ Y ou cannot come unto him until you are
saved and have rest.” -

Bible: ¢ Good Master, what good thing shall I do,
that I may have eternal life? » "(Matt. 19: 16.) )

Dalton: « No good thing at all. You ghall have it
anyhow, if you are elect.” :

Bible: “ Not the hearers of the law are just before
God, but the doers of the law shall be justified.” (Rom.
2:13. v

Dal)ton: «Tut, tut, Paul! That is Camp})ellism.
Doing the law has nothing to do with justification.”

MR. DALTON’S FOURTH SPEECH.

Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies and Gentlemen: I
. am before you again to pursue my line of argument;
but before I proceed with my arguments further, cour-

* tesy demands that I should reply to Brother Burnett’s
| negative arguments, but in this case he has produced
¢ none.
& from this part of the task. His speech reminds me of
i a little stanza of poetry: - .

I suppose, therefore, I would be excusable

He wired in, and he wired out,

And he left the people all in doubt
Whether the snaké that made the track
Was going north or coming back. '

Brother Burnett still insists that faith is the act of

- the creature, and is therefore the condition of his sal-

vation or election. Paul says (Heb. 11:1), “ Now

: faith is the substance of things hoped for, the evidence
- of things not seen,” and we can but wonder how it can
~ be evidence, and yet be an act of the creature. We
: are to suppose by Brother Burnett’s argument that a
 man acts his own evidence of things not seen, and also
| the man acts the substance of that for which he hopes,
- which any sane man must know is extreme nonsense.
: And again, in Rom. 12: 3, Paul says: “God hath dealt
"to every man the measure of faith.”
'93) he says: “ Before faith came, we were kept under
_the law,” ete. If Brother Burnett is correct, he should
" have said: “Before faith was acted,” etec.
"' (Luke 17: 5): “And the apostles said unto the Lord,
- Increase our faith.”
, that which they themselves have acted? Again (Tiuke
117:6): “If ye had faith as a grain of mustard
-seed,” ete.
inan, they could produce as much as a grain
~of mustard seed; and, as DBrother Burnett says
“it is his act, I want him to act as much as a grain
'of mustard seed, and try his hand on some of these
- sycamine trees, and also move some mountains; and
: then, perhaps, we will believe his argument. Again,

Again (Gal. 3:

Again

Why ask the Lord to increase

‘Why, surely if faith was an act of
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in Heb. 12: 2, Paul says Jesus is ¢ the author and fin-
isher of our faith.” How could this be true, and Broth-
er Burnett’s position be true at the same time? Paul
says Jesus is the author and finisher of our faith. The
Apostle Burnett says the sinner is the author and fin-
isher of his own faith. Not much difference, is there,
friends, between the Apostle Burnett and the Apostle
Paul? One says it is, and the other says it is not; and
of course Brother Burnett is correct. :

Brother Burnett’s way of getting around Acts 13:
48 reminds me of old Jack Pentecost, when the stars
were falling. His wife went to the door and called
him: ¢ Law, Mr. Pentecost, just come and see!”
« Ne—ne—no, Se—Se—Susan, J—T—s—see e—
enough through the crack.” DBrother Burnett won’t
come to the door and notice the plain text: “As many
as were ordained to cternal life believed.” Why does
he not meet that square in the face? Because he sees
enough through the erack. Suppose those people did
put Paul’s preaching from them and count themselves
unworthy of eternal life, does that argue that God
would have ordained them to life if they had not done
it? TIf so, why does not Brother Burnett show, and
then tell us why these others did not believe before
they were ordained to life? As many as were Or-
dained believed, which shows clearly that those who
did not believe were not ordained. :

‘Why should Brother Burnett leave the subject in
debate, and say that I have no message for goats? THe
never heard me say such a thing. 1 guess he wanted
to kill time awhile. I have got a message for him, let
him be either sheep or goat. That is: Unless God has
ordained him to eternal life, and he has believed as a
sequence to that ordination, heaven he will never see.

. Brother Burnett now gets off on a cavil over our Po- i - .
‘ . ship a frozen pumpkin.

_ sition in regard to the Governor
- minds of the people before the votes are cast, and wants
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being elected in the

. to know if he was actually elected. Yes, sir, he was

i actually elected,
- people were actually elected in the m

but not manifestly elected. God’s
ind and purpose

of God before time, and in time he manifests that elec-
" tion through faith—that is, gives them the evidence of
 their election—and this is what brings joy and comfort
* to the poor soul. .

Tis shuffling “ put-off ” on John 6: 37-39 is not

. worthy of notice; that gtill stands out before him as
. an insurmountable wall that he never will be able to

- hath sent me,

. overcome.

Jesus still says: I came down from
heaven, not to do mine own will, but the will of him
that sent me. And this is the Tather’s will which
that of all which he hath given me I

_ should lose nothing, but should raise it up again at the

: last day.”
-« Of all which he hath given me I should lose none, if
' they will believe and hold out faithful to the end.”

" this: ‘ Suppose the votes are never cast?”’

God fails to kill the love of sin, ete.?
Z much after the order of children’s foolishness to de-

" and suppose and suppose and suppose;

To suit Brother Burnett it should read:

Brother Burnett gets off into children’s play such as
Suppose
This is too

serve notice. Let me suppose a little: Suppose God
had never existed; suppose there never had been any
world; suppose you had been a horse instead of a man;
and you might
suppose on until doomsday; but what does it amount
to? God says: ¢ Whatsoever I have purposed shall
come to pass. I have purposed; I will also do it.”

" God says he will; but suppose de doesn’t—then what?
. Why, he ceases to be God; and if that is the character

of your God, Brother Burnett, T had just as soon wor-
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Brother Burnett says inability destroys responsibil-
ity. Good news for you, friends! If there are any
here in debt, and you are not able to pay, you are ex-
cused, youare not held accountable, you are not respon-
sible; so says the Apostle Burnett. Can it be true
that there is a law that releases a man from responsibil-~
ity because be is not able to pay? I wonder if any
court on earth would not render judgment against a
man who was not able to pay? Why, yes, and a
court of justice would render judgment against him
just as though he was able, except Brother Burnett;
and he would, too, if he was just out of this debate, so
he would not be so pushed; but it is an adage that
“ necessity is the mother of invention,” and we find it
true in Brother Burnett’s case, for he has invented
something new under the sun. Te wants me to tell
how a man can pay a debt that he is not able to pay.
Why, my dear sir, he can’t pay unless he is able; but
he is just as responsible for the debt he has contracted
as though he could, and you would hold him so, too,
sir, if you were only out of this difficulty you are now
in.

Brother Burnett, on Rev. 20 and 21, gimply as-
swnes the position that their names were not written
in the book of life before the foundation of the world,
and e have no authority for his statement except his
bare assertion. John says they were written there be-
fore the foundation of the world,-and the Apostle Bur-
nett says they were not; hence, friends, it is left for
us to decide which we will believe—dJ ohn or Burnett.

e says he will not notice Isa. 53: 10-12 because it _ - .
e he might redeem us from all iniquity.”

: this, please tell this people, Brother Burnett, how

¢ much iniquity we rid ourselves of by performing con-
¢ ditions.

lias no bearing on the subject. Yes, the reason it has
no bearing is just simply because he can’t answer it,
and he knows it; therefore policy says let it pass un-
noticed. -

[
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A1l of his-supposed parallels drawn between us and

 the Bible, at the close of his speech, have been an-
: swered; therefore we deem it unnecessary to repeat
i the same ‘thing over and over, but will just say that
| we believe and teach repentance, doing the command-
, ments, working righteousness, fearing God, ete.
. all of this has nothing to do with our election to eternal
%1 life or eternal salvation.
-+ of Christians to work out their salvation with fear and

But
We believe it to be the duty

trembling; but to take those things spoken to the
brethren, and hand them to the world at large, is tak-
ing the children’s.bread and giving it to the dogs
which the Savior strictly forbids. o

I\T_ow we have followed Brother Burnett through all
of his crooks and turns, and we have the same inquiry

“ito make that we have ever made: Why has he not no-
 ticed my proof-texts?

‘ s ‘We called his attention, in our
- last speech, to quite a number of texts that he never

. has noticed.  We thought, He surely will now; but,
{ alas, not noticed yet! But they still array before him,

cand _this people have them in remembrance. We have
' no time to wait on him longer; we shall continue to

" shower them down.

‘Our next argument is that if Christ died for the eter-

_: nal salvation of all the race it legally and necessarily
+ follows that all must and will be saved. Please hear
* Paul to Titus (2: 14): “ Who gave himself for us, that
1153 might redeem us from all iniquity, and purify unto
himself a peculiar people, zealous of good works.” We
* challenge Brother Burnett’s attention to this.

For
“ That
If Jesus does

* what intent did Jesus give himself for us?
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Again (Gal. 3: 13): ¢ Christ hath redeemed us from
the curse of the law, being made a curse forus.” Will
Brother Burnett please tell this people, if Christ has
redeemed the race from the curse of the law, what will
ever curse one of them? Brother Burnett is'a Univer-
salist. I thought he would land there before this de-
bate closed.

Again (1 Pet. 1: 18, 19): “ Forasmuch as ye know
that ye were not redeemed with corruptible things,
as silver and gold, from your vain conversation
received by tradition from your fathers; but with the
precious blood of Christ,” ete. Now, what have we?

. % Sinners redeemed from all iniquity,” and from the

curse of the law, and from vain conversation received
from their fathers; and yet eternally damned beeause
they will not perform conditions. Wonder, O heav-
ens! Let us see how this would sound beside Paul to
Teb. 9:12:  Neither by the blood of goats and
calves, but by his own blood he entered in once into the
holy place, having obtained eternal redemption for
us.”  Now, my congregation, I call you to witness
that Brother Burnett has sinners redeemed from all
iniquity (eternally), and redeemed from the curse of
the law (eternally), and redeemed from the vain con-
versation received from their fathers (eternally), and
yet damned in hell to all eternity; which no sane man
“an believe. Therefore it follows that all for whom
Christ died to save eternally must and will be saved.
We call attention next to Rom. 4: 1-6: ‘What shall
we say then that Abraham our father, as pertaining to
the flesh, hath found? For if Abraham were justified
by works, he hath whereof to glory; but not before
God. For what saith the scripture? Abraham be-
Lieved God, and it was counted unto him for righteous-
ness. Now to him that worketh is the reward not
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;:eckoned of grace, but of debt. But to him that work-
~eth not, but believeth on him that justifieth the ungod-
Iy, his faith is counted for righteousness. Eveg as
" Pav1d also <.iescribeth the blessedness of the man, unto
:»xq;vhom God {mputeth righteousness without work’s.’ ?

4 O, how different are the teachings of Brother Bur- '
cuett to that of Paul in the above! Here we are plain-
: ly taught that God imputes his righteousness to the
people '“ without works.” Brother Burnett says it is
for their works. Not much difference, is there? Paul
says that the man that works has his reward of debt
apd not of grace. The Apostle Burnett says if we wili
‘\gork we can reap a reward of grace. Hence to be-
Nieve Paul’s teaching is to believe that election and sal-
vation are unconditional on onr part—just what our

p}'o_po.smon says. .

;i It is Christians commanded to perform conditions
a31d not ungodly sinners; for Paul to Colossians (3: 1)’
says: “If ye then be risen with Christ, seek those thin gs
which are above ”—not, as Brother Burnett says segk
thos.e things which are above in order to m'i.se,\vith
Christ. None are commanded to seek except those
t}}_at are arisen with Christ; and those that are arisen
with Christ, Paul says in Eph. 2: 4-6, have been quick-
exg.ed together with Christ, and saved by grace, and
raised up; and not a word is said about the conditions
th;ey performed. But after this has all been done for
the}n, then Paul says to them: *Seek those things
which are above.” Again, Jesus says: If ye lowb'e
me, keep my commandments.” (J ohn 14: 15..)

‘ H‘ngrother Burnett would lay before you, my friends,
a\f]lst of commandments, and tell YO{I that you must
keep them in order that you may be saved and love
the Lord; but Jesus says: “If ye love me, keep my
cgmmanrhnents.’ > 1John4: 7 s'ays: “ Every one that
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loveth is born of God, and knoweth God.” Jesus (]10‘(3:

ot 1' to keep his commandments unless you lo °
g %ogolm says if you love him you are born o-
hG:n(II, anIs it too Llate now to perform cond;tlons in or
(18(1)‘ to be born, as Brother Burnett teacﬁlgs - osssing
" Brother Burnett, please give these t 1llrnb 2 passing
notice, -at least, in your next speech. ou

will expect it of you.

MR. BURNETT’S FOURTH REPLY.

) .
Ladies and Gentlemen: Elder Dalton st ({)heal gg“’f};a:
T do not notice some of his proof-texts niulsave §Ot onl;
v notonous, since you are aware that I h ot rm,y
not d all the texts that he has produced that have 1 y
EOtlgiwaupon the question, but have t}u‘ned tlfemr;:3 !
qS:linsf him.  This clmrge. comes Wlfih posoelt1 %y e
;’?om my opponent, who in hl.s last s.]‘)eeg tlc]iitl: o
utter silence eleven of my.p.lamest ;%)1 OO, -“1‘(1 that flat
Iy contradict his proposition. T 6121‘ cr)n L poy oven
look at them through the 0}'ac1<, as 03. 1é- e precost
did.  Why did he not notiee John : b 8: e that
believeth not is condemned already, becaus
ieved?” it
Eg: 11) eclé(rzldition performed by man, andI has ;gstllllsmﬁ,eig
do with salvation or condelpnatlon, w leil Jesus here
ays emphatically that he is (.30n’demn.ec ecs e he
T{:fs not performed the condition? ch-ld J esll-lsha\d o
" nothing of the meaning and use O§ \\:Eo‘%n:,? g he
failed to learn the predestinarian doctrine?

do, Paul .
is something man cannot do, and has not to do, Pa

20y

i i er to the jailer’s

ved very foolishly when, in answ : ;

;cgg:i(:y « )VV'hat must I.do to be saved? ” he ecmmand
b

ed, “ Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, and thou shaltv
d, |

- dealt to every man the measure of faith,”
~ Dalton thin th

. measures corm? « 7
W 1 q aith is -
Vhy continue to repeat that fait

- By in his word, but « with the he

[ the Lord had not made this quite g
: see it through the erack. ‘

* faith came—¢his system of faith under wh

Does Elder Dalton think the faith
- the faith that saves the sinner?

ﬂ
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be saved.”  If Kldey Dalton had been there, he would
have said; « Why, Paul, faith is the evidence of things
not seen, and you know it is extreme nonsense to com-
mmand a man to act evidenee.” Pay] would doubtless
have said: “yoy put a wrong meaning on the word
" evidence,” by reagon of your nonsensica] predestina-
tion, The Bible says, ¢ With the heart man believeth
unto righteousness,” and the Bible does not tell false-

Paul says man believes; Dalton 8ays man
does not believe, Therefore one or the other tells 4
falsehood. You can believe the gne you wish— A pos-
tle Paul or Apostle Dalton. Paul commanded the
Jailer to believe; Elder Dalton says it is extreme non-
Seuse tocommand aman to bel; eve. Therefore Pay] com-
manded extreme nonsense. Yon can take Your choice,
ladies and gentlemen, and folloy Paul or follow Dal.
ton.  The wopd « evidence,” in e, 11, is rendereg
“ convicetion by Wilson and by the Bible Union and

others, and does not mean what my opponent would
make it.

But he quotes Rom, 12: 3. “According as God hath

Does Elder

at God measures out faith as a farmer
aith cometh by hearing, and

hearing by the word of God.” God gives the testimo-

art man believet]
Brother Dalton, don’t you wish

0 plain?  You can

unto righteousnesg,”

Next (Gal. 3: 23): “ Before faith came,” Certaiuly

ich we live
—but it does not save man unconditionally,

Next (Luke 17: 5): “Lorq, increase our fajth.”
here referred to is
A particle of it ag
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large as a grain of mustard seed would remove a syca-
mine tree. How much of it has Elder Dalton got?
Oan he remove one leaf of a sycamine tree? “Oyeof
little faith!” He has such a poor knowledge of the
Scriptures that he confounds the miracnlous faith of
1 Cor. 12: 9 and Luke 17: 5 with the common faith
that saves the sinner. We might admit that Jesus in-
creased the faith of his disciples by increasing the tes-
timony, and yet it would not prove that the act of be-
lieving is not performed by man. Elder Dalton:
thought it was extreme nonsense for Paul to command
the jailer to believe; we are now going to show that
Tesns commanded the same nonsense. On one occa-
cion he said to Thomas: ¢ Be not faithless, but believ-
ing.” That was monstrous nonsense, if Elder Dal-
ton’s doctrine is true, and Thomas has no power to be-
lieve; but we believe that the nonsense is in the doc-
trine of Dalton, and not in the command of Jesus.
 Heb. 12:2: “Author and finisher of our faith.”
Certainly Jesus is the author and finisher of our faith,
for he arranged the system and gaye the testimony;
but © with the heart man believeth.” There stands
that text, Brother Dalton, right in your path, like a
Banquo’s ghost, and you cannot cscape it It is a
millstone around the mneck of your proposition, and
will sink it into oblivion. .
Acts 131 48: ¢ Ordained to eternal life.” He says
T am like old man Pentecost, and will not look square
at this passage. Yes, sir, I looked square at that text
in my first speech, and saw that your definition of the
word * ordain ” made the Bible a contradiction; for
Paul told others there who were not ordained (dis-
posed) that « through this man is preached unto you
the forgiveness of sins, and by hini all that believe ure
justified from all things from which ye could not he

x t( aqmenol 5 S
i 7‘ 1 or ddln h as the meaning Of dlq 0se
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{Es‘f)le%?d bylthe Iflw o‘f‘ Moses; ” but when they refused
fo be Sve, le said: “ But seeing you put it from you
:‘e tgllllngte )Jrc(l)lu1°s§lves unworthy of everlasting lifey' lo,
v 'n to the Gentiles.” Why ( Dal’
ton look at these statem hamonne s Dl
o  these statements, and harmonize th i
his proposition? We have shown that the woelfg :“’ltt;}
and that it is so rendered b i ¢
s s y Wilson and i i
;Il)ll?f% dg: 1s”rende1'ed “ determine ” inOtAhStI;‘ss 1115“1;5
id *“ addiet ” in 1 Cor. 16: 15, showi nin
] ad - 16: wing that rtai
disposition or state of mind is ’containe?l in rlzllecfxlrgll'iln

. It cannot mean un iti o

; & conditional foreordinati

It 1 ; on, f d

. scts the passage in antagonism with the whole ]I‘Bsit‘klll:zt
>

and no theory can be true that makes the Bible a con.

¢ tradiction.

:]:](lel ])a].‘o y as ¢ <
11 Says he h 1S a message fOI m W lletllel
o e’

> T amash g is i
a sheep or goat, and that is if I am not uncondi-

tionally elec i i
ially elected to salvation I will never see heaven

¢ I thank God that Elder Dalton was not a preacher in

the a ic
the ;1})00:;100]-:: tc}ay. Thqse preachers brought me a bet-
age than he brings, for they said: “ God so

| 53 :ﬁvted Y{chc_world, tl_lat hie gave his only begotten Son
B at whosoever believeth in him should notb)el'i h, b :
\ }ave everlasting life.” o Ohrist
: J ]c:{lihb;; tge gr‘z}ce.of God tasted death for every man,”
: and | uant ;ch lwﬂl have all men to be saved fm‘d ’,co
F O N X ! It «
T e knowledge of the truth; ” and that he
s;muld come to repentance.”
: Ehlz;e; Bﬁt:l[xer Dalton, and that your doctrine was not
! fher ;i-‘ai]ed ton;:'er reach llxea\'en,,it will not be because
i repare a plan for me and had n ‘
I '] ( 0
A; £<:i, me, II)ut because I do not accept the mercy 11126{1?
: ﬁav(;n. f God should damn me for not doing what ;
‘ no power to do, I would spend e’cernit';r3 in con-

They also said that “ Christ

€’ - . 0
not willing that any should perish, but that all

T am glad you wese not
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————

templation of its injustice. T would make the vaults
of hell resound forever with the charge: “ Unjust!
unjust! 7 L would sooner worship a frozen monkey
than such a God. -

Tlder Dalton, you have not yet told us whether you
think God would be just to damn you for not weighing
four hundred pounds, when you have it not in your
power to weigh over two hundred. Will you tell us?

He thinks I have made a great discovery that disa-
Dbility relieves from responsibility, and he is afraid
some of you will take advantage of the discovery and

_not pay debts that you are not able to pay. Well, if

he has discovered how a man can pay a debt that he is
not able to pay, it is a greater discovery than mine, and
more of you will take advantage of it. Te should
make it known at once. Tt will be worth ten thou-

. sand times more than the gospel he preaches. Tet us

have it, Brother Dalton.

He quotes,  Whatsoever 1 have purposed shall
come to pass,” and says i God purposes the salvation
of a sinmer it shall come to pass. That makes Elder
Dalton a Universalist. God  will have all men to be
saved,” and is “not willing that any should perish,”
and ¢ commandeth all men everywhere to repents ’
henee he purposes their salvation. You are improv-
ing, Brother Dalton, but you did not purpose to do it.
Now, if you will show that God purposed to save any
body  independent of conditions performed by man,”
you will do some work for your proposition. You
have not yet done that.

The gentleman now says that Grod actually chooses
people before the foundation of the world, but mani-
fests the choosing when he gives them faith. If he
will produce one text of seripture that says that, T will
give up the question. Paul contradicts him. Paul
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__—______,_,———————-___’_________———-—

‘gays we are chosen to salvation “ through sanctification
“of the Spirit and belief of the truth,” and belief of the
“truth is an act performed by man. _

. He again comes to John 6: 37-40, and says it was
"the will of the Father that all he gave the Son should

"7 ¢ome to him. Now let him show that the Father gave

‘him any for salvation or eternal life independent of
‘conditions. « This is the will of him that sent me,
that every one which seeth the Son, and believeth on
“him, may have everlasting life.” (Verse 40.)
. Elder Dalton says T assumed that the names were
“not written in the book of life before the foundation of
ithe world. No, sir; T assamed nothing. T said you
.misquoted the Scriptures when you made them say

~ that in Rev. 20 or 13. John does not say the names

‘were written before the foundation of the world, but
‘that they were ¢ written in the book of life of the
“Lamb slain from the foundation ot the world.” There
‘is a difference, you seec. Brother Dalton should not
" misrepresent the Scriptures, even to saVe his precious

©old elect,doctrine. e has not yet told us why he

skipped the 19th verse, which says the dead shall be
- judged according to their works. You can guess.

" e quotes Titus 2: 1%, “Who gave himself for us,
" that he might redeem us from all iniquity,” and he
: wants to know how much iniquity we are redeemed

* from by conditions performed by us. Let Peter an-

- gwer: ‘“ Repent ye therefore, and be converted, that

‘. your sins-may be blotted out.” (Acts 3:19.) How

many sins are blotted out by repentance and conver-
sion, Peter? Elder Dalton says they were all blotted

- out when Christ died, and there is no need of repent-
" ance and conversion for this purpose- So he is in con-
" ‘fiet with Peter, and with Paul, and with John, and
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with Christ, and with al] the divine teachers, Better

give it up, Brother Dalton!

He says he believes it is right for Christians to work
out their salvation, but is opposed to giving these texts
te aliens. His Proposition embraces salvation from sin
and salvation in heaven, and applies to Christians as
well as sinners; and Peter taught that Christians had
to perform conditions in order to be saved. He said-
“ Wherefore the rather, brethren, give diligence to
make your calling and election sure: for if ye do these
things, ve shall never fai]: for s an entrance sha]] be
ministered unto You abundantly into the everlasting
kingdom of our Tord and Savior Jesus Christ,”
Brother Dalton ever preach to his brethren that way?
Docs he éver tel] them to give diligence to make their

- calling and election sure? He has told them a thou-
sand times that the clection was sure anyhow, “ inde-
pendent of conditions performed by man,” but he
never tells them to make it sure. Iow can he? Why
should he? Here he conflicts with Peter, Peter was
not a predestinarian. N .

He again falls back to grace and works, and says sal-
vation is not imputed for works, ‘C‘ertainly ; but the
gospel conditions are not works—not our works, N ev-
ertheless Jesug says: “Te that believeth not is con-
demned already, because he hath not believed. Ah,
Brother Dalton, that word « because 7 is a millstone
around the neeck of Jour proposition, and it might asg
well be cast into the middle of the sea. .

You quote: “Abraham believed God, and it was
accounted ‘unto him for righteousness,” Yes, but
“with the heart man believeth unto righteousness; ”
and so it was a condition performed by man, though

not put in the catalogue of human works. TFaith is a

N
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work of Gog performeq by man, « What shal] we do,

that we migh.t work the works of God? J, esus an-
swered and. said untg them, This is the work of God
that ye 9beheve on him whom he hath sent » (John’

We have now

Followag the snuke that made the frack,
Both Zoing noegn and coming buelk,

thc?ugh sometimes the trgel has been rather dim ang
"quite crooked, rother Dalton i the snake that made
the traqk, forhe is in the lead in this discussion and ig
responsible for al] the crookedness, Aq his c;ooked-
ness jg predestinated, he cannot help it,

—_—
MR, DALTONS FIFTH SPEECH,

Mode_mtors, Ladies ang Gentlemen: T am before
you Again to pursue my line of argument.  Brothep

urnett in hig Jagt speech reminded me of the old Kep-
tucky huntep. hile on g hunt he saw somethine
throng-h the bushes, and, after Peeping throygy, for
some time, he at Jqgt decided to shoot; and aﬁer Le
had s.hot he went around to see the result, and to higs
surprise he found that he shot at a calf, but had niissed
it; _an(.i he said, « W ell, I shot to pit if it was a deer
and miss-it if it was a calf; ” and. e suppose chat,
Brother Burnett shot to hit if it was g deer, but, a5 it
was a cal.f, he missed the whole thing. T, think’s that
my continua] charging upon him that e had not no-
tlcefi My arguments mygt be growing monotonouns,
‘\Vl.ule we admit this to e true, necessity conpels g to
Sio'lt,' for he has thus far failed, and we doubf r ot that
1t is somewhat irksome to him to have these plain dae.
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larations of God’s word continually set];);'aot*ci:.éar 1]%1:':1
‘and he cannot answer tbe, but so 1t 151:.) i m; e B
T o jusut'havc Z?n}) ?:?;igltﬁzat ec:ui'y proof-{:exts
re expect to continue °
(‘1‘;(?;}; notice, and there are many you hm;es Sz?lt 1;1]1111?(1;-
edh and you know it. IHe says th-at we pas ol wn
ticed eleven of his pro(tl)f(itex'fcs ;nlhlllse 11:;:2 sin)gfply Thich
’ tnow we did not, for : :
g?lcotilgltllget Osalillg\routine of seriptures 111‘(3};(51'5;1]55;@(@
gince he began. Where Jesus says, hc; fhat b
Jieveth not is condemned al'ready, becatl.lstra‘ e B .
believed,” we have told this congre%allo.r cogdemned
their not believing was an ev1flence :)1 thei coneomne’
state, and not the cause 9f it; an ‘nov:'l for Brother
Burnett to come up at this late hour an i thed e
have failed to notice it——\.ve.ll, we re?llytex%)]ave 4 bet-
ter things of him, but so it 1s. He has to
ing 11 time. : )
th]%%ott(])usaiy];(;llllllttt gets off something new on fa1t}1
again. e has two kinds of faith: one to remove

i X i calls -
mountains and pluck sycamine trees, which he

“ miraculous faith; ”” and-then he has a ,f,a_l%lr ths: nsalx)fzi
folks, which he calls “ common fm’c'h.1 eS A out
wonder what will be th.e nge,xt. I’lau‘ Ea;;‘n.ett o
Lord, one faith, one baptism.”™ Brother Bu o
“ One Lord, two fai‘%ls (%ne r]gnrac;ltlto:esé rﬁg((ai gtermineé
" and one baptism.” Brother Burnett see: fermined
in his creed, even if the Bible is agains bin
:tlgrz:}iz Burnett says that tlze “’r,ord “ ewcllenie e;llll
THeb. 11 is rendered  conviction,” and does 'thhr:t o
what we said it did. §e3111{ Whti:t th]agx;zt;:':rlgurnews
elief upon? Nothing bu ‘ ‘
222 gtf:‘;:)ment. 11\)Tow, if it does not mean zhat g:rzz;};é
et bim show what it does mean. Brother A
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proposed to show that according to our doctrine Jesus
commanded nonsense, and he proves it by this. The
Savior said to Thomas, “ Be not faithless, but believ-
ing; ” therefore belief is a condition of salvation. Won-
der, O heavens, at the words of Burnett’s mouth!

Just simply because Thomas did not believe that Jesus

*i had risen from the dead, and said he would not till he

felt the nail prints in his hands, and thrust his hand
in his side, and Jesus came to him, who had long been
one of his diseiples, and had followed him drring his
' personal reign on earth, and was truly one of his chil-
dren; yet when the Savior came to him to show him

. that he was truly the Christ that arose from the dead,
.. and told him to reach forth his hand and feel the nail
" prints, and also to thrust his hand into his side and to

be not faithless, but believing, Brother Burnett con-

* cludes that he had to believe as a condition of his sal-
. vation, which we can’t help but think. that

any man
of Brother Burnett’s Judgment knows better. Broth.

- er Burnett comes to Hebrews 12: 2, and admits that

- Jesus is the author and finisher of our faith, and then

says: “Jesus arranged the system and gave the testi-

- mony, ‘ but with the heart man believeth unto right-

- cousness.” ”  Brother Burnett admits the truth, when

-+ he can’t well get around it, and then comes in “ but,”
~ “but,” “ but,” and the third « but ” takes all the truth
~out of his system.
author and finisher of our faith, “but ” m
“‘do himself.

He believes that Jesus is the
an has it to

Brother Burnett tries his hand again on Acts 13: 48,

“and says the word tetagmenio has the meaning of “ dis-
. Pose,” “ determine,” ete.
‘nett’s statement or definition, and see if that alters the
Tease: “Ag many as were ordained,” ¢ as many as were

Let us admit Brother Bur-
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disposed,” ¢ as many as were determined.” "Who or-
dained them? God. Who disposed them? God?

Who determined them? God. Now let us read:

_ “Asmany as God determined, or disposed, or ordained
to eternal life believed.” Now, how much will Broth-
er Burnett gain for his cause, even to admit that his
definition be true? . Positively nothing. :

Brother Burnett says if God should damn him for
not doing what he has no power to do he would spend
eternity in contemplating its injustice, and would make
the vaults of hell resound with the charge: ¢« Unjust!
Unjust! ” God will never damn you for not doing,
Brother Burnett, but it will be for doing. Itis whatwe
have done that condemns s, and not what we have left
undone. But if God sends me to hell for doing some-
thing that T, of myself, could not nndo, T will be man
enough to acknowledge: “Just! just!” Brother Bur-
nett says that 1 skipped Rev. 20: 12, because it did not
suit my doctring where it says the dead shall be judged
according to their works, but the living- (that is, those
that ave alive in Christ, and their names were written
iu the book of life from the foundation of the world)

ave judged according to Clirist’s works, as Paul said:
« Qome men’s sins are open going before to judg-
ment, and others they follow after, and those that ave
otherwise cannot be Tid.? THence, the sins of the elect
are judged and removed by the works of Christ, and
those not represented by Olirist—their sins will fol-
low after them. Brother Burnett then overleaps Ti-
tus 2: 14, Gal. 3: 13,1 Pet. 1: 18,19, and Heb. 9: 12,
by simply quoting Peter, “ Repent ye therefore, and
be converted, that your sins may be blotted out,” and
makes the impression that we redeem ourselves from
sin by 1'epentaﬁce. We can but wonder what will
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be ¢
e the next. He then quotes Peter:  Wherefore

the rather, b i
rethr y ili
fhe xath e’le t.t ren, gl’\,re diligence to make your call-
P]gase - 1f.lon sure,” ete. Will Brother Burnett
plea surg : t9 is people whom we are to. make our elec
fon s thato ? '%‘10 God? Surely not, for God knows all
bout. Su.r e her efolre by our good works we are to
: ourselves and t |
; Jnake b e o our brethren. “ By
4 ye shall kn ”? ' /
our good works only mar?i‘;est‘zutz(l)nél e
our 8 10se around us
we 3, sand dlo not make us. He then comes to lg’cl)llit
) says that the gospel conditi y '
Well, in the name of hi b 1 o e ok works
ol in the name of | gh heaven, Brother Burnett
tell s wha ! y? are. If they are not onr works whose’
o A 1iey?  Just a little farther on 11(,3 :
aith is the work of God, performed tis
God does it for us; ¢ but Y voit s
it Jod does it f This’is t;l welhave‘lt to do owrselves.”
chodesu : ) he work iev
- in him whom he hath sent.” ) %’Gl;)dzfﬂ'lm} Vg
T e em, . ell, if it is the work
o e a,Qltn‘qicim t be 01111' work. Therefore, Brother Bml'\
one ¢ given up his whole arg V i
n ument fr
,gmﬁmg of this discussion i nt from the be
Having followed hi
. ) im throug i
& BISS, we will now proceed to O'ivte’l; _«‘111 e oo
i 5 we 1im some mor
ur next argument is: It § o
2 Ou argument is: iti .
on it is God’s work that we ‘II:Cl?IUI(l}ClOY}Cht’I,OHal oo
L ] f n Christ,” in pr
W ll(gclh please read 1 Cor. 1: 30: “ But ,of hi e
P 30: m are ye
in o :‘; g esus, who of God is made unto us wi(sdox}n
e e 'i‘le'ouslness, land sanetification, and redemp’

. his shows that it is God’ -

; od’s work t} e i
Shust, and Paul says: “ We are cho;: i wle'melm
Ao | aul says: are chosen in him be-
) re iFhe foundation of the world.” Tlence, God 1)e1

+ this for us before v i . , ity

v_ ] ve existed, and mu i

b » st, of

: be unconditional. Eph. 2: 10: e oo b

114
For we are his

4 workmu 1 X 1 i
: manship, ereated in Christ Jesus unto ‘eood works
S N3y

Ty
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chureh, not havi

but that i ng spot, or wrinkle, or a .

of this chuslhs(:;}j é)}frl}zly alxllccll without b?g’,j};‘ffl,fh"ﬁ

Said ab . 1ST W1 o fOl‘ us. a *

if Pﬁulmlllzlg lliaic'we are to do as conditionns(? I:l?ltla word

have said som ellﬁved that it was condition’al h surely

6: 10 11, « ltért ing aboutit. Please read ne\'?; ;Voonld

nor r;Vil(;rs or th1eve§, nor covetous, nor dru Lk gr.

dom of , nor extortioners, shall inheri nkards,
m of God. And such ’ inherit the king-

Wwere so
W, me .
ashed, but ye are sanctified. bu of you: but ye are
b

-
which God hath before ordained that-we should walk
in them.” From this we learn that sinners are created
in Christ Jesus, and we know that none have creative
power but God; therefore itis (God that works to create
us in Christ. Now the only question to decide is
what God requires of us in order to creation. Sup-
pose, PBrother Burnett, you wanted to element a fish
to live in the air. You must change its nature, and
it requires creative power to do that; what would you
require that fish to do? To repent (turn away from

the water) and believe in you, as the conditions, and % nameoft . t ye are justified i
then you would take it and baptize it in the air, and i Here ]f;};?llL:;d Jesus, and by the SPil‘iJ*u OSFEES (l’inoflhg
| then sing some Psalms over it, and pat it on the back, o fled, in the namy 5 \%re are washed, sanctified, and jus 't
; and, behold, it comes forth elemented to live in the air! % Brother Burnettf2 othOhrISt and by the Spirit. ]3;]111; ;
; You know, Brother Burnett, that this of itself is & “Ye are walshedS eory be true, he should have saici'
: something beyond the reach of science to change the - of Christ by the ,es af ctified, and justified in the name
: nature of the fish from one natural element to another -  ditions; but it islzr r‘ ormance of certain stipulated con-
: natural element; and, besides, that you would not re- v what Brother Bul-ely evident that Paul did not believe
& quire the fish to perform conditions in order to that ¢ for us to decide 'n.ett; do.es. Now the only question
! end; but when it comes to changing the nature of the . the apostle of J o Wluc.h shall we believe—Paul
‘1 sinner that is elemented for this world and for sin, ¢ champion of Tee\fusﬁ OhflSt’ or Burmnett, the gl'eai,:
: and you want to element him to live in a spiritual " i these things u : asd. Now, Brother Burnett, take
‘ g world, you will set conditions before him to perform - i these old I‘I?u-ds]feﬂa E rep}y to them, and pérh‘l\s
i in order to his ereation in Christ, and that he may be i reason they cackl ens will not cackle so loudly i‘lll)
b clemented for heaven and immortal glory- This looks & over the defeat;\ ; 50 loudly is that they feel juioila i
E to me like children’s play, and for want of better judg- . totheissue, and 131 1}-,0111‘ false theory. Now come 111
ment, but so it is. This is Brother Burnett’s (the great 4 you turn the trutil \f{ them hush their cackling. \Vheg
‘ Texas champion’s) theo_ry. ) .. laughing, and will 1l)‘e own, then they will ce;se their
i Our next argument 1s: Tt is unconditional because « you will come to t] gin to weep.  Now, we trust that
! Jesus sanctifies and cleanses the sinner himself, in -+ turn back from thel,e 1ssue, Brother Burnett, and not
i proof of which please read Eph. 5: 95-97: “Hus- -, started in his hole bn‘ake as you did before, ]Zust as h
bands, love your wives, even as Christ also loved the “ Gal. 3:13; 1 Pe't 1Y11en he presented Titus 2: 14(.3
j c]mrch, and gave himself for it; that he might sanc-  Burnett col’lld see enou 18, 19; Heb. 9: 12, Bro.thel,-
tify and cleanse it with the washing of water by the 1 and he refused to GF Olugh thmugh the er—er—erack
word, that he might present it to himself a glorious - ¢ again, Brother Burn(;tlto.wythe ls n'ﬁke through. Com\é
v ; you shall not he hurt.
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MR. BURNETT’S FIFTH REPLY.

Ladies and Gentlemen: I admit that the snake has
gone into his hole, and that it is a very dark hole, and
has not even a crack; and, while T have followed its
. crooked track, both going north and coming back, I
doubt if T can follow it through the hole. It would
take the eye of inspiration to see any sense in much of
what you have listened to in the last speech, or any
connection it has with the- proposition under discus-
sion. I did not object to the Hardshell hens cackling;
T only objected to their cackling when there was noth-
ing in the nest. Our old dominiques out here in Texas
never cackle unless there is something in the nest, but
Tlder Dalton’s pullets over there in the corner cackle
Jouder when there is nothing than when there is some-

thing.
He again ealls up Titus 2: 14; Gal. 8:13; 1 Pet.
where it is said Christ re-

1:18, 19; Heb. 9: 12, etc.,
deemed us by his blood and purified us, ete.; and he
asks me to notice them, as if T had not noticed all of
them in a former speech. He doubtless thinks he can
malke some of you (who do not take notes) believe that
he produces scriptures which I do not or cannot meet.
This is quite eheeky in my friend, when he has not no-
ticed those eleven texts that I produced which were in
direct conflict with his proposition. He will not even
look at them through the erack. Come out of your
hole, Brother Dalton, and meet my arguments, and
stop playing the politician.
~ My opponent says T am like the Kentucky hunter
who shot so as to kill if it was a deer, but miss if it was
a calf. No, sir; Ishot so as to kill the ealf. Tlknew
it was a calf, and shot so as to bring it down; and here
it is—two hundred pounds of as good, fat, sleek, pre-

scan do?

icates ~th
ith,

3 ééstiné;'ligﬁ calf a5 evor
5 - gt - E as
7 People, and ready s oot

.. My friend. says:
repeatedly that the
their ¢ondemned st
you have just.as repe
3 you have ju ated] i e
o e e thaf:) b_e?i ! gf contradicted the Savior.

}fd He next says I have two
o miraculous faith, while

“2said in the Epi )
2 in } Ppistle to
: ‘the.re is.“ one faith,” e

remove sycamine trees, and

ated in tho chumeh, T acked Fops
this miraculous faith, an
{from a sycaniine tree,
il you not tell us, :
faith as-a grain of mustard seed
ycamine-tree, but you have not enoush to shake 4 Jeaf . ‘:

‘mine own son-;
e o 'ﬂile-l‘ after the common' faith,” which indi-
't -there was ‘a common and an uncomm .
¢ @ common and an un on -,
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kinned to order. . -

‘Brother Dalton ?

el ,‘,,.65.

greeted ‘the 9yé§' ‘of: a —Texas

I order.. . - AR,
“ We have told. this congregation -

1T Ilot bélievv ].11 ‘W, ’VI -
’ s R
, g as an e 'dence‘of ce

and not the cause of it.” . And -

eth not is éondemned-al- -~

iready, because he h ot belies

gla.?k of faith is the 'czﬁ oF comtummatio st says 3"
iton says it'is not the c |
syof-it. - Ladies and ge
fFor Dalton, as you please. -

E:"c
!

e of condemnation, while Dal- -
ause of it, but only-the /lelg%g?e' L
ntlemen, you can follow Christ

. On.e or the other is wrong.
faiths, a common faith and. -

1]3;1];1 ‘has but one. I ;
Ephesians, A.D. o
. and there is ‘b'iﬂ: one i?af;:hﬂ:ba;'; o

stianity that could
was not perpetu- -
I asked: Elder Dalton ii’pizpitalzl

and he would not tell me. Why
If you had that..
» you could remove s

=]

. & sycamine tiee.' . O, yé of i
Enows he bas ot tht £t aad 1 e g
set-out of the difficulty F
207, showing that faith is a
is the best that the gre
an £ T'were these
sturn you: off 'and hire’

ith, and'it is only a do SR
in which I hav‘éyplacégg]?htz o
n.act performed by man; ' Is
at champion from Tennessee’
old-Baptist: brethren, I-would - = -
you: over.. " ‘Paul calls Titus "

A

Paul”

d if he could remove one leaf . -
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oM 6pp6nént miscon
as’waith. I referred t'd
" his aet. " Jesus said: .
o lllil:vgslg”" If: Elder Dalton’s.
- . . . B - e' 3

ommand was utter nONSense. sh
' (1:1im to do what he had no.power. to do?

« With the heart

of our Sy, but quote, I L

“, “eth urto righteousness; "
" to dodge the truth.. No,
. gave a quotation from P
idea of how Christ is the

- correct one. . He is not
" sense that faith is an'act 0
‘therefore your proof-text
proposition. :
My opponent at 1a
“in Aets 131 48, may me

that does not help the matter. - He

-~ point agam. : A
o Eﬁﬁi’i determined them; for the Wr ”
in the senteiice, but as Il}anydgg we

- gelves) to eternal life believed.
" rendered ¢ addict,” and it
o dieted: fbhems%;rdes
"~ "ghowed that Elder 1) de
R :&lﬁl}j fdx'eorda.in)bcould‘ not b
" here, for Paul said to others.
~ ordained (dispos.ed)‘v
.. forgiveness of sins.
" come up and harmomnize

SN IRYY believe on
" eternal life if they, would believe
e goe;pﬁot. do it, this a@dleqcp will know

ives what I'said about;Thorp-
?)elthatfto show that belief was
« Be not faithless, but be-
’s. doctrine "be. true, that
Why should Jesus tell

“He says I admit that Jesus is the author an

i+ I put in no “ but,” but
Salll;i ;Nl?ich shows’ t'hat _your
author of our faith is not the
the: author of our faith in (ai
£ Christ and not of man,’ an
does nothing to suppf)x?t your

1t at last admits that Vtepa.gmleno‘f (ordain),
nean “ determine ”’ or “ dispose,
] ' i isposing or determining, an
“but says God did .the disposing o th(el ‘
( say that God disposed i
_The text does not say 21;3 « God » ?s ot
disposed (them-
In 1 Cor. 16: 151t 1s
says there the pe_optle ad-
) the ministry of the sants. .
t%alton’s idea of ordain: (uncoqdl
g ot be the correct meaning
in this place who were no
that- to thHem was preached thejs
Why does not Brother ‘Daltor
e this with his theory, and show
“ >~ how nonelect and monordained persons were

nd finisher
man believ-
ina “but”

offered
Jesus? ™ If he

that he cannoty

R do'it; Thave known '-all_.v‘thé‘timé that he cé‘u'ﬁvlot:*d’c‘) it:,‘ iy
6% but he ought to try. . SR e R

ior righteous, ‘will ‘not ‘be ‘there; ~that’s his position. -
";g' Now let us try it. * “ When the Son of man shall come:
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- He says if T am damned, it will not be for not doing, .. ' -
but for.doing, and that-it is what we have done, and " -
not what we.have léft undone, that condemns us.. -He *
- exactly contradicts the Savior.. The Savior says: * He . -

i

< that believeth not is condemned already, because he - -

hath- not’ believed.” " Now, ‘where are you, Brother -
Dalton?  In direct eonflict with Christ and the apos- -

tles, where you have been ever since this debate began.

+¢ I£ I held a system that would not let me make one sin-

gle argument without running in conflict with the Bi- -
-ble, T would throw it away-and get a better one.. v
He intimates that the sinner is sent to hell for what -
‘he does, but the righteous are not sent to heaven on
those terms: ~ Well, he believés that damnation is con-
3 ditional, at’least. Now I want to ask him if he be-
lieves that a sinner’s doom is fixed from the founda-
‘tion of the world; and, if so, how can it depénd .on - . .
what he doés? Has he given up half of the old-style
alvinism, and holds to unconditional salvation and.
conditional damnation? . The Savior makes both con- .~
ditional: -  He' that believeth and is baptized shall be . .
saved, but he that believeth not shall be damned.” R
. He next comes to Rev..20: 12, where he before -
skipped a .part of the passagé, and now says the dead '
/ill'be judged, every man, ¢ acording to-their works,”
but:the dead are the wicked, and ‘not- the'righteous.
Well; since the foundation of the world there has nev-" *
er been such a-dodge taken on-a text: of seripture.
Filder Dalton believes that the wicked, or dead, will be e
gathered before the throne and judged, but the living, -

vnihisﬁglqry A and’ all the holy angels with him, then
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(John 17: 17.) There goes another one of your proof:
. texts, Brother Dalton; I take all'of them as fast asyou
" bring them'out.” " - o S
| His next argument is that we are created in Christ. .
- Jesus, and therefore a thing.created has mothing .to
“" do in creating itself. ‘The brother is as wild as a Jbuck”
"+, _on'this point, too; - for if he would keep his wits about
. him, he would know that the regeneration of a sinner.:.
_'is not a literal creation, but a metaphorical one. The
* Scriptures tell us how the sinner is created ‘anew: (born™
" again),” and what means God uses in his recreation; -
and in the use of those means the sinner has something
todo. ¢ Of his own will begat he ns with the word of -
“truth. ... .. Wherefore, my- beloved brethren; -
et every man be swift to hear:” - (James 1: 18, 19.)
‘% As man has to hear the truth and believe it, in: order.
“ to be begotten of God, he is not created-independent *
_ - of conditions performed by him. - So.away goes an-.
* other proof, Brother Dalton, wheré they all have gone. .
. .His next argument is that salvation is independent’
.. of -the conditions performed by man, because -Jesns
;" himself ¢ sanctifies and- cleanses the . sinner.” (Eph
. '5:.25:) * . But I have shown you that :persons  are.
. sanctified through the word of truth, and they have to -
" ‘veceive. that ‘word: Peter. says; “purifying. their.
*“hearts by faith,”"and Paul says,  with the heart man
believeth.” " Peter also says, “ seeing you:-have puri-
" fied your souls in-obeying the truth.” - Now, if you
_ take out the sanctification by the truth, and the pure
" hesirt by faith, and the pure souls. by obedience, what
"“gort of ‘sanctification  and ecleansing will you have,
* Brother Dalton?. I would. be ashamed to -produce -
- such proofs as those to sustain a proposition. - “And
* this is the best that can be done by the great champion
of Tennessee! -~ - I

- away thy sins} ” so the washine i« T
ooy | the washing is'not unconditional- -
| pSmepsiel B
-y o have nothing at all to show ropositi |
! %ﬁe& 1i,;one, world without. end, QIEP{JZISI: E{gp;;;tlgné |
frothr llrl éexpect a better defensé than you are 'maII:ins
fonces "tha?:uts]f, and .they declare by their very couli'cegj '
 Gonces that i?y' are not satisfied with what you have
; moux:hé : ‘_e;;: ha‘ces: look so long I have a notion to call
 fore the f;)ﬁﬁda"cai)c’)j 3fntc1)1te1§:)1;lgke tclllel)lr e et boy
‘ 0 s y an . s
hearts that your proposition is i);ede'stgnfl{eflqii l:tg'llillll' I
ekt uD ess %fou perform better conditions than
Aty ye %er, o‘rmed.. - Good-by, Brother: Craw- -
 fordl. . : Jou.ao nmot work harder, it can never be -
g oo .ié ; .tan,;.gettmg .hungry' for some’ debate. If -
1 éal‘vation*le‘\ in th‘e‘Blkae’that teaches unconditional = -
% vet done ¢ et the gentleman produce it. . He has not - .
*‘E{e" hﬂ?? s0. . I challenge him to produce the text. 9& S
1o has aany 1n reserve, let him bring them out. All he - -
i'turngdo‘ agﬁ?ﬁé:h}?iﬁ arshgvl? bﬁen taken from him and
S the s and he has not one left.” I de- ,
oot ahall b produoen s bropy io% O that somo'.
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“)R. DALTON'S SIXTH SPEECH. .
‘. ‘Gentlemen Moderators; Ladies and Gentlemen:: ‘As
~before, we dre before you, but nothing to do. ‘.Wt'a .11‘ad
-hoped that Brother Burnett would; do something with

" our proof-texts in his last speech; but, behold, he comes |
forth with the same routine of words, and nothing-in-
“them. - He says he will admit that the snake has gone
itito his holé, but he says that it is-a very.dark hole.”
" He says it would take the éye ‘of inspiration to see any-
- thing in'it:* Tn this he told the truthj and he has also,
" admitted that- he was not inspired by the Spirit to see.
" the truth. . We had been fearful all the while that this
- was the case, but still had hope,until now ‘our-hopes
" are-blasted. When a man-confesses a thing, we, of
" course, have to believe it; and we have now gotten
- where Brother Burnett cannot see us—>sustained -our
" proposition  on unconditional election -and salvation,
:.gone into our hole, and left-Brother Burnett, like the
. squirrel' did John Smith’s puppy, to_bark at the hole
—and wonder how-it’got in there. You can call me
- politician or anything else, Brother Burnett, but never
~will 'we come out of this hole. *'We are here planted,
“"and. the Bible has closed the hole behind us, and. you
“'will either, hdve to'run over the: Bible rough-shod: or
confess its-truth to get ugmow, 1~ 7 i
Brother Burnett says he.shot to-kill:a calf; and did
it:.- 'Well, perhaps he did, but there is one thing sure:
“he has never-hit the snake yet.. - Let himkill calves all
"2 he pleases, but it would be far better for him and his
“sinking cause to get that snake out of his hole. < Broth-

" er Burnett refers to my language that I had told: the

and -he .sa’y’é{ -T have. just as.,’rgpeé.té,dlyf contradict-

 congregation repeatedly that their unbelief was an evi- ©
dence of their condemned state, and not the cause;
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8

il the SaviorT s g S e
et s 5 e o st
. segmment oL proof-texts; - He: hag re:
a4 glei:fcﬁglvg ch;frged—that I'had not noticed his pr'gdiileég'
= B tBCOS esses that I did so, and says that I conir gt
“tion i e ,ac;’,lor every time I did it. " Now, the u'ég:
etk .'1‘%3:; ;:;glcth,one:of his‘,'state'me'nt’s shaﬁ‘ weo
aross. i 0 éc_cept t,he_m'b_f)th’i for. they are
% - Brother Burnett now- - . i
= wants to know if I posses
answer that. if we po
because it is the gift

gets off ‘on faith again, and
3653 miraculous faith, ete. We. ~ -
s;fss faith at all it is miraculous,
! duction. Yy LSt 0 God, and not of our own pro. "
Sy L e(:.is, sir, I can remove sycamine leaves, and . -
S can_cast'out d ‘a;fa»u sycamine tiee inthis debate, .T .
Sntgis devils—have cast erroneous devils. out of .
; SRl am trying to cast one out of voy . . S, o
¢ are removed only by fastin :  yon. . Seme
T hop o ved ot Yy tasting and prayer, and it may be
hat you Iigsseiss one of the same kind, .~ " .0 o
: en Paul'says “ one faith,” we are 1 o the
o Says _ one fi we are not .
painful necessity to dispute-it ,in_ order to 55;;21'1: ﬁhe‘ L
W am 9]::101']?!) as you are. : v o
fore 0,0 1S, o Mine “own son after the comimon
%“. 'cbﬁ?ﬁnf; {}ir-a“’ ,t,h-,e conclusion that because Pal?lnsna?g
’*ign0£an¢n ?l?h 77 there are. two faiths. - Tt is. not.-
© tignomn e, my- friends; - he is just so pressed th g
coptknow what elsetosay. -~ 0 ihe
. says Lmisconceived what ho said about Thomas’
coprdltl, L may have: missed ‘his meanmg, but T did not

tall t ow what - he said.  He made '

: PR e Th ? belief |

5 21).?9};(}1@101_1 of sglvamon;,.:',that’is what h:,p;: Sté?liilif i
4t,’.°u ,_"a'pd ,t}lai; is-what he said. .- If he did not meag‘:.

o 'lﬁanééaigc‘%i ]s;‘)j: to know what he did mean; but léI; ,

; h m | ) : a . - . - - o N . [

e can, for he needs it & o all the seope
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" e says-Christ is not the author of our faith in the
gense that faith is an act, of Christ, and not of man.
" “Brother Burnett, faith is pot an act aty 1; it is evi- °
* Jence, Paul say?, & i3 not an act of

.d surely evidence 13
“any one, and belief is the product or result of evidence. .

- 11 believes upon divine evidence;
" of its being 2. ition
S\ ‘,A_man,doés'_nc')t Dbek:

“ pecause it 18 505 : , ,
we 3 ' rough the merits of Christ,; we believe
erefore itis the product of ev:
Instead of a man acting

- jt-upon the evidence; th
* jdence, and not an act at all.

7 Brother. Burnett_com
y-to his 0

" and really does injur wn cause. - He gays that

S dispose.” T said nio such thing, but sal
“ it for argumént’s sake, and see
© 5t We did that, and found that he ga
~his cause; but he, like a drownin,
7 at'a straw, and now juraps over 10 1
" takes ’up..the.,word_ctamdn,» wh
means “addicted ” or «devoted,” and tri
- jmpression that these were the sgime"wdrd
% ge, when'Paul was ¢ lling the att
< Corinthian brethren to the
‘housebold were the first fruid
: diqkpnian'tois' agiois etazan eautoy
' ¢ fliese saints in Achaiz were devoted t
, se 1nid administered o’ the poor
" Hag about as much. connection with- '
.. noi,in Acts 13: 48, as Sut Luvingoo

-his ghirt—that is, none a A
mows it; but he ust 52y something. - .

~

.gi’ﬁa‘;?ég}g? up half of the oldsstyle Calvinism. ' N
- sir; we have not given up anything;, because we ‘n"év:;

and, instead
ion, it is the result of-
i but.

" it, he.s sotuated by it. o : e
es back again {0 Acts 13:48,

1 admitted that tetagmenot may mean ¢ determine ” or
' ;4 T would admit
what he had gained by-
ined pothing-for.
g man, is readyto cateh
(o 1 Cor. 161 15, and .
jich; being fcranslated‘,,

es to make the-
¢ in the origi-
ention of his
‘fact that Stephen and his
iits of Achaiﬁ’—,—i‘f Kai” eis
—which simply
o the
saints, and
the word tetagme-
I's collar had with
t all;- and. Brother Burnett
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e now gets off on conditional damnation, and é;lyé

had it to'give up. W i
r to give up. - We believe that men a i S
_sgg %1:‘1;‘ OC'\I’VID disobedience to God’s 1awl'1 fli)l;letg:rlenﬁhe%‘ v
conditions’ f?:tscﬁz tgsédgnands" of the law, 'yd'idotlllle‘ :
SOme O, Some, Al ey._are not itho :
V.B’e]%fo.lttlllilan%e of: conditions on their par{:S.a."y“?galxﬁ1 thoujf i
-éou.syb e obedience ‘of one many shall be made s'ais.“ :
not the obedience of many, but one: - fElifleg o
) ne. nee

4i thos i s by
. those made righteous by the obedience of Christ are

their sins follow after them. - .-

" That great jud | A e
., Lhat great ju gment you thought u und.
Brother Burnett, was only aV,.sepagraiti(2’1:(1“.101b igéf(;ﬁ?g}; :

surely judged and acquitted in him, and all the rest of

‘ing them—and telling th
Ing theme - elling the sheen to come i inheri
the kingdom prépared for them from tﬁ:;ﬁiﬁiﬁ?ﬁ

1 knew' *.That 1 '
- never knew them. . That is all of that, Brother- Bur-

it that, Brother Burnett.

' ¢lection sure ”7), and we jude W a at
 clection sre © »and eJud.he;from\ hat he said o
& e is going to make his election sute to the Lorsd ivltxlilch

-whether the Lord knows anything about it now. As

ma]giii:elj t% those around us, we will do well
B Burnett comes to-his gospel conditions
t:f:u(}‘;o?i?d st;;liaﬁir;_ns that they are not .Péiur ﬁ%lrlliét'lgﬁi "
are he ﬁss wor spgrformedbyi us—faith, repent;nce
o'salvsli)t,ioﬁl a;:gv God’s works, performed by us in order -

o salvation. "V Aqndiex",(O heavens! - give ear, O earth

rom the goats—not judging them, but simply divid- " -

' of the world; - and telling the goats to depart, for h i
y * e e

nett. . You wi . :
- You will have to getup something better than - L

. -He then_comes to Peter (“ Make wour ‘czllli‘no and 7
. S e

we expett will- be a good thing for him, for weé doubt . !

_f p y - . -
ag:;&r;elyes, We are satisfied we cannot learn the Lord e
, g; and'if we can make it sure to ourselves and: - b
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at the words of the mouth of the Texas: champion!
God’s: work : performed: by man! i

« et there light,” he waited for man 1
God’s. work performed by man! Well, “well,
.- Excuse us; friends, one minute, anc
what will be thenext. - Surely necessity is
of invention.. - < T IR

“then gets up his means
“yepent in order to his creation.:

_that an'unborn child has to hear,
. ordér to have being in this world? Brother Burnett
“knows better, friends; but he is so pu
- not know what he is saying; you must excuse him.
-\ He ‘then takes up our -proof-te
. 'Christ’ sanctifies and cleanses the sin
“-i {ries to prove it to be un
. ing you have purified yourselves in 0
ete., “purifying
though Christians did not
often by obeying the Lor

by his grace:

after God has purified them

‘sinner,” Brother
please don’t take
cdogs. o T
- He dt-last comes to the point, and says we

means baptism. ~Let us try that:

and let us meditate
the mother -

. He'next says that I am as wild as a buck in saying. .-
{that a thing has nothing:to do in creating:itself: ~ He
' S 1 of creation: Hear, believe, and -
Y 0, my God, is it true, .
‘believe, and repent in .

shed that he'does . '

f-text showing  that -
ner. himself, and"-
true by quoting Peter, “8ee-:
! beying the truth,”
their: hearts by faith,” ete., just as..
ot have to purify themselves -

» , - God sanctifies and purifies them first,: -
and then it becomes their duty to keep themselves pure.
by obeying the iruth. - T-am talking about' the alien
Burnett,: and not’ the Christian; so..

the children’s bread and give it to'the

& are saved.:
‘by. baptizing.: Washing of  regeneration, in’ Titus; ~
‘m . “But according to-:

~his mercy he saved usy by-the washing of regeneration - -
baptis]; and ‘renewing of the Holy Ghost;" which'
e shed -on’ us .abundantly ‘through”Jesus ‘Christ our .
Savior.”. " Hence -baptism -was, shed on . us ‘through -
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~ Broth

him?®

“-when
ready

98-8

en

ol esus Christ..- - Brother Burnett knows Bettér, but he.
. has to’kill time. F S R
T wish he ‘would call mourners.
‘ _.‘l)réthi'en'woﬁld come to get me and my brethren to- '
' " pray for them; : 11d’ as
- - it for putting Brother Burnett up to fight against the :
" truth,- and - getting him so- unmercifully whipped..-- .

‘neft, you will. have to tell your experience.
. ‘where God by his Spirit quickened you'into

T think all'of his

if for-no other reason, they would ask

or Burnett has yielded nearly all the ground. -

- Brethren,-shall we open the doors of the church to= .

Brother Bur-
Tell us .
life, and -

" He is about ready to come in:

‘you-were relieved, and all about it.
‘to hear. - : S

. 'With this'speech I close my argument on this prop-

- osition.  Wehave followed
- {racks; “and: have shown that
:/-least. semblance to proof against our many ‘seriptures
in support of our
‘e has done his best—has done all ay

~ ‘can do; but he lacks proof, or, if he had it, he could not
* produce it; but he hasn’t gotit, therefore he could not. -
. ‘be expected to produce it. ‘ S e
- We have presented to this
15,165 Aets 15: 187
C 2t 1 Pet.1:1; 252 Thess. 2:
v :13:«‘18;',.'15‘:116’-18;-.;1‘,1’01:.
“Rom.11: 1-7; James 2: 5;. 9 Tim. 1-9; Eph. 1: 1-12;
. Ps. 65:4; Tsa: 48: 10,115
Matt. 34+ 24-31; John 6: 37, 88;10:

in-all of Brother Burnett’s -
he has not produced the

He has labored hard;

proposition.
of his brethren

ucox‘xgregati'on Ps. 189:
Job 23: 13, 14; ‘Ysa. 46: 9-11;
13; . Acts 15: 13155

v 15, 16; Rom. 8:
3::Rev. 20:11,.15;. 21:28-27;

tion, which remain finanswered and, we regret to,

Jer. 1: 5; Rom. 9: 11-265

. We are -

John ', L

9:9;. Isa. 43:10, 20, 21; -~ ’

\ 3357 Isa. 52:10, 115 = o
35t 10; 53: 10-15; Jobhn 17:1-3; Heb. 1:8;:1 Corc I -

1:30; 31; Heb. 10: 9-18;. Eph: 5:25-27;-1 Cor. 6:. 0
0, 11; Rom.4:1-10; “and many others too tedious o
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mine tree by faith. . T will stop the debate right here, :.. .
“and give up the proposition;-if the two hundred Bap-
“tists in this house will combine. their. faith-and shake :
one leaf on that elm tree out there.  Try it, Brother -

* Dalton: - You know:you.cannot do it, -and- all your *

noise and buncombe.on this point is simply to dodge -

" my seriptural proof that faith isthe act of man, and- "
“"that it is'a condition of salvation... You have to deny -
"the Scriptures; and claim a faith which youn know you .
.do not possess. . It would be more commendable in
- you to give up the error than to show to this congre- .
* gation that you have no_faith. :O ye of little faithl .-
- But he says he has trimmed.a tall sycamine tree in this -
debate—by faith. . It'is a mistake. = There have been. .
“a’good deal of w-0-r-k and w-in-d wasted round about - -
~here;. but not ‘a twig is broken. Besides, T am not.a’ -
‘sycamine tree: I am a.Texas bois d’are, with thornsg: .~

.on it; and that'is what makes it miserable for the elect ..~
“sheep when they “ monkey ” with it—ah!  Every one’ -’
. of your predestinationtexts is impaled upon a bois’
-@’arc:thorn, and: you. cannot save them. . He says he. "
_can’cast'out devils, but: that is.a mistake. ~Beelzebub - " -
* gannot cast out Beelzebub, else his kingdom would be .
. overthrown. : . If all the “ erroneous devils ” were cast "
- out, there would:be no Baptist. Church or predestina-.
ian’ doetrine. Gt e T R
“ We-are surprised that Brother Burnett should
quote Paul to Titus, ¢ Mine own son after the corimon.
faith,” and ‘draw the conclusion that becanse Paul says
¢ common faith > there are two faiths.” ‘- Brother Bur-’
nett.does not draw: the ‘conclusion from; Paul’s lan-+.:
guage ‘that: there. are two’ faiths.."You misrepresent ..
me. - There were two faiths—one miraculous and one ::
common; -but one’ceased,  and there is ‘now but one: "
faith; ‘as Paul says in Eph. 4. Elder Dalton claims .
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to have the miraculous or - P
1o  the S or 1jfncommon. _falf;h, but gives

*.mno proof of it. .- - : : S '

ST I._rgferred to Thomas’ faith'to show that faith is the . ~ . -

. z{ctf_of'mau. + Jesus said: “ Be not faithless, but be- =~
. lieving.”" If Elder Dalton had been there, he would .

“have said: “ Lord, that is a foolish command; for.you -
know Thomas has no power to-believe, and you should
not reprimand him for being faithless.” : .

~“ Taith is not an act at:all; it is evidence, Paul says;
and surely evidence is not an act of any.onc.” Wl'ly,
then, did Paul tell the jailer, in answer to his questio'n,
“ What must I do to be saved?”” “ Believe on the Lord
Jesus Christ?” - Did Paul not know that the jailer -
-could-not do evidence, that he could not act evidence?
You ought to have been there to instruct him, Brother
Dalton. - Your. trouble arises from your unseriptural
doctrine’ and. from the faulty. translation of King
-James’ version, which makes Paul say that faith is evi-.
" dence. - Paul never said that. The Greek word means
-‘“,conviqtion.’f or “ assurance,” and is so rendered hy
~ other versions. - "You also make the mistake of. calling
-belief a result of faith (!), when you ought to know
‘that the two words are derived from the same Gréek

- word, ‘and are identically the same thing,.

““ Instead of its being a condition of salvation, it is
- ‘rhe‘re;suh; of it.” - Why, then, did Paul tell the jailer-
to believe as a condition of salvation, and why did Je-

<sus say:“ He that believeth and is baptized shall be

saved?” - Brother Dalton, if I had as unseriptural

--theory as’that,-T would hide it in the snake’s hole and

-never let it see the light of day again. - -

- He next comes to Acts 13: 48-(“ ordain ), and
-tries to make you believe that the word etaran, in
Aets 157 2 and 1 Cor. 16: 15, is not the same with -
- telagmenoi, in. Acts 13: 48. Now, Brother Dalton,
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- do'you not know that it is the same—two variations of . - J

tasso-—or don’t you know a Greek verb from Sut Luv- -

" -ingood’s collar? In Aects 15: 2 it is reridered * deter- -
. mine,”-where the disciples determined, or decided, to -

‘send Paul and Barnabas to Jerusalem; and in 1 Cor. -

16:-15 it is rendered “ addict,” where the house of

"' Stephanas addicted themselves to the ministry of the -
- saints.” It does not mean * foreordain; ” and youcannot

" {iwist. it so as to save your doctrine, Brother Dalton.

But you-again failed to tell us why Paul preached for- e
. giveness of sins to the unordained Jews in Acts 13, .
and told them if they would believe they should be’

" justified from all things from which they could not be.

justified by the law of Moses. * Now you have not an-

. other speech, and ‘cannot tell us; and it leaves your
doctrine in ‘a bad predicament. = It flatly contradicts’

“unconditional’ salvation: .- You, should have at least:

" tried; for I have pressed it on: you in nearly every -
‘speech, and thiese people certainly expected it of you. -« . b
-Brother Dalton says he never held but.half of the

old  Calvinistic' doctrine.” He - believes sinners are
damned for their disobedience, but the righteous are,

not saved for their obedience. He is half-converted. =
“Another debate may cure him. ~ But the Savior makes -
‘.. 'bath salvation and damnation conditional: “He that
"I believeth and is baptized shall be saved; but he that
. “believeth not shall be damned.” You have the last
_end of thie commission right, Brother Dalton, but not -
"+ the first end. You believe half that Jesus says; which °
' does pretty well for a predestinarian Baptist; but you
"’ don’t know how “ by the obedience of one shall'many .
~"be-made righteous” if righteousness is. conditional.’ -
. Well, John says, ‘He -that' doeth righteousness-is-
*‘righteous; ' .and Peter says, “ He that feareth God. .

- and worketh righteousness is accepted with him; ” and

. ness;” ‘
- nal salvation unto all them that obey him.” So you .
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‘. Jesus ééy's, “It becometﬁ us to folfill all rightebus;":

»

and Paul says, “ He became the au‘bhoxj of eter-

see that it is true, whether you understand it or not.

- Elder Daiton thinks that when Jesus sits on the . .
“throne of his 'glory and divides the sheep from the
- 'goats, that is just a separation, and not the judgment.
- 'Well, it contradicts his doctrine,.all the same: “ Come, -

ye blessed of my Father, inherit the kingdom pre- -

" pared for you from the foundation of the world: for

I was'an hungered, and- ye gave me meat.” ‘Condi-
tion performed by man! But I will show that this is

- the judgment. ~ Jesus will sit on his throne. Then

it is his seat.  ‘ Tor we must all appear before the

-judgment seat of Christ.” (2 Cor. 5:-10.) Jesus

avill sit on this seat when he comes. Now hear Paunl

again: “ Who shall judge the quick and the dead at

his appearing.” . (2 Tim. 4:1.)
He next comes to Peter’s exhortation, and says he

" told his brethren to “ give diligence to make your call-

ing and election sure ”—to one another. Now you

“know, Brother Dalton, Peter said no such thing. You

have added just that much to his language, and you

“ought to fear and tremble to take such liberties; but -
- it is all the way-he can sustain his unseriptural doe-
‘trine, friends, and you must forgive him. .

- He next throws up his hands in astonishment at

‘what Jesus said' to the Jews, ¢ This is the work of

‘God, that ye beliéve on him whom he hath sent,” and
thinks necessity is the mother of invention. Well, if

he had been there, perhaps he could have said it bet-
ter, and helped Jesus out of his necessity.. No doubt

he could have made the words harmonize a great deal

 better with Baptist doctrine and with the proposition
-he is defending. He could have told the Jews that
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faith is not a work, and that man could not work it,

and that they did not have tq work it. e would have

. made a very different Bible if he had had a chance to
work the works of God in revealing the plan of salva-

“tion. ;

He comes again to the new birth, and puts in an-
other “ O my God!” because I said that the sinner
had something to do in being born of God. .James
says so, and Paul says so, and I will let the gentleman
throw his exclaimation points at them, as he has been
doing all this debate. ~James says: “ Of his own will
begat he-us with the word of truth; . . . there-
fore let every man be swift to hear.” Panl says, “ Ye
are all the children of God by faith,” and “ With the
heart man belicveth unto righteousness.” Now
where are you, Brother Dalton? You must pity him,
friends; for he cannot.defend his doctrine without
running over all the apostles. _

The way he escapes from my proof that persons are.
sanctified througl the truth, purified in obeying the

_truth, and purified by faith, is amusing. e says that
this refers to Christians; that they have to do this for
‘themselves, but God daes it for sinnevs. Here would
be a good place to put in: ¢ O ye heavens! ”  Brother
Dalton has Christians that are not sanctified, not pu-

“rified, not justified, not saved; and they have to do -

this for themselves. What next?
He:quotes Paul to Titus, “According to his merey

he saved us, by the washing of regeneration [baptism] .

and the renewing of the Holy Ghost, which he shed
on us abundantly through our Lord Jesus Christ; ”
and he wants to know if we think baptism was shed on
us. No; we think Elder Dalton shounld study gram-
mar. The word “ which  does not refer to baptism,
but to the Holy Ghost. '

TRET:
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~ He next wants mourners called, and wants to pray
for me and my brethren. What- good would the
prayer do, Brother Dalton? If your doctrine is true,
our fate was fixed from the foundation of the world;
and all the prayers in Christendom could not do us

any goad.  You also talk abont  opening the doors of .

the church.” Where did you get that? I do not
think you earry the keys of the kingdom of heaven.
But perhaps you mean the Baptist Church. Well, I

will not join that; for I eannot find .it in the Bible, °

~any more than I can find your do-nothing predestina-
- rian doctrine; and [ have not yet dreamed up a Bap-

tist experience.

1 will now bring my remarks to a close. I have
followed the snake that made the track, both going
north and coming back, and into its hole. I have met
all the predestinarian texts, and shown that they do
not teach that doetrine, and that it is not taught in the
Bible. I have produced many texts and many argu-
ments that remain untouched, and teach as clearly as
words can speak that salvation is conditional. I will

"ot ask this intelligent audience to beware of Brother

Dalton’s doctrine.  'While I believe it has deluded -

_thousands into lethargy and inactivity and into daanna-

tion, I do not think there is an intelligent man or wom:
an who has heard this debate that will be in danger of
aceepfing it. . You know that it is not true.” Here is
my phalanx of proof-texts, which stands like a rock of
Gibraltar, and which he has not been able to shalke.
They clearly prove that salvation depends upon con-
ditions performed by man, and that his proposition
is not true. Read them: Mark 16: 16; Rom. 10: 9;
Acts 16: 31; Aects S: 24; John 20: 31; Heb. 11: 6;
Luke 18: 35; Aects 2: 38; Acts 3: 19; Acts 17: 30;

~ Rom. 10: 9, 10; John 3: 16; John 3: 36; Matt. 7: 21;
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i

- Matt. 7: 24; Matt. 25: 35, 36; Rom. 2: 6:11; 2 Pet.

. 1; 5-10; Rev. 22: 14, and others. ) .
I will not ask the Baptist brethren to discard Broth

er Dalton for his failure on this question. They 4

should discard the doctrine that forces him to contra-

dict nearly half the Seriptures, and which -no mortal-

- man can defend, and accept the gospel of Jesus Christ,
* which teaches that God is no respecter of persons, but
. in every nation he that feareth him and worketh right-

eousness is accepted with him.” Thanking you for.

your kind attention, I now close this proposition.

~ SECOND PROPOSITION,

MR. DALTON’S FIRST SPEECH. v
. Mr. President, Gentlemen Moderators, Ladies, and .

“Gentlemen: We are blessed this morning with health

and privileged-to meet under these favorable circum-
stances to investigate a subject of vital interest to us
all. We have passed through the first proposition,-
and all has gone pleasantly; and we trust that all par-
ties have been interested and edified. "This morn-

. ing we introduce a proposition which we trust will in-

troduce new interest. . .
The proposition for discussion this morning is:
¢ The Seriptures teach that in conversion, or regener-
ation, the Holy Spirit acts directly, or immediately,
on the sinner’s heart, and in many cases independent
of the written or preached word of truth.” This
proposition we have the honor to affirm; and we feel
happy with the thought that the Scriptures so abun-
dantly testify to the truth of this proposition, which

“we will show before we are done. But it becomes our

duty first to define the terms of our proposition.

- By “ the Scriptures ” we mean the Old and New Tes-

taments. ‘What we mean by “they teach ” is they . .
say it, either in its precise terms or terms necessarily
conveying the idea. We mean by “ direct ” and “ im-
mediate 7 that there is nothing between the sinner’s

" heart and the Spirit when the work is.done. What

we mean by “ many cases ” is that many are converted
that never have heard the gospel preached. We feel

87)
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p&'oud, my friends, that it falls to our lot to prove this

ddetrine.  Now “t6-the law and to the testimony; if .
we speak not according to this, it is because there is no -

light in us.”  We will first eall your attention to Jér.

31: 31-34: “ Behold, the days come, saith the Lord,. .+
~that T will make a new covenant with the house of Ts..

iel, and with the house of Judah: not according’ to
“the covenant that T made with their fathers, in the day =~ °

that I took them by the hand to bring them out of the’

land of Egypt; vwhich my covenant-they brake, al-
- though I was a husband unto them, saith the Lord:
but this shall be the covenant that I will make with
the house of Tsrael; After those days, saith the Lord,
I will put my law in their inward parts, and write
it in their hearts; and will be their God, and they shall

‘be my people.- - And they shall teaclr no more every -

man his neighbor, -and every man his brother, saying,
Know the Lord; for they shall-all know me, from the

least of them unto the greatest of them, saith the Lord:
for I will"forgive their iniquity, and I will remember

their sin no more.”

From this text ave propose to show that God does .
this work for the’ sinner, himself. We refer you to -
Heb..8: 7-13, which teaches precisely the same lesson;-

- and if my opponent should ask how God.does this -

“work, we answer him-with Paul’s language in 2 Cor.
¢ (=] (=]

3:3: “ Forasmuch. as ye are manifestly declared to be

the epistle of Christ ministered by us, written not with

“ink, but with the Spirit of the living God; not in ta-

bles ‘of stone, but in fleshly tables of the heart.”
Now, my friends; how God can' write his law in the

. heart of a sinner by his Spirit and the Spirit-not come .
in immediate contract with the heart we will leave for

‘Brother Burnett - to tell. God says he will do.this

~ work, and says he will do it with-the Spirit. Now, »
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" my friends, it remains for Brother Burnett to show
how God does this and yet the sinner never come in’
direct contact with the sinner’s heart. e may do it;
hut if he does, he will be wise enough to show howa

. man can write a letter with ink, ‘and yet the ink not

come in contact with the paper; but perhaps he will
" say there was a preacher there. What has that to do
with this case? We are not denying that at all. Qur
proposition does not involve that he may count the

" pen the preacher in the case, and still it euts no figure -
in the case.  God does the work, and the Spirit comes
in direct and immediate contact with the heart in writ-
ing; and that is what our proposition says, that is what -

~we affirmed, and that is what we proposed to prove,
and that is what we have proven; and now it remaing
for Brother Burnett to show that these texts do ot
prove that. _ -

Our nextproof-text-is Heb, 11:4: « By faith

Abel offered nunto God a more excellent sacrifice
than . Ciin, by which he obtained witness that, he

was righteous, God testifying of his gifts: and by it he

.- being dead yet speaketh.” TFrom this we show that
" Abel was in possession of faith, and made his offer-

Ing in faith long years before the gospel was ever

"preached on earth by any man; and yet he showed the

—work of the law written in his heaut. _ Brother Bur-
nett, will please tell this congregation who preached to

- Abel, give the name of the minister that God sent
there to preach to him, so that Abel could possess that

~ kind of faith-which comes only by liearing some man
- preach. : '
~ We will invite you next to the case of Cornelius
(Acts 10 15): “And the voice spake unto him again
the second time, What God hath cleansed, that "eall
- not thou common.” By this we show that God had.
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. cleansed Cornelius before Peter was sent for to preach:
Cornelius 'was a man that feared God, and gave much
alms to the people before Peter went there. Now we
want Brother Burnett to show who was preaching to
Cornelius before he was cleansed, when he was. con-
verted. - He told Peter when he got there that four
© days before that he was praying in his house and an
angel stood before him and said to him: “ Cornelius,
" . . thy prayers and thine alms are come up as a
memorial before God.. And now send men to Joppa

“ and call for one Sirhon, whose surname is Peter: he

shall tell thee what thou oughtest to do.” Peter was
then and there convinced that God had cleansed Cor-
nelius, and he began to preach: ¢ Of a truth I perceive

that God is no respecter of persons; but in every na- -

tion he that feareth him, and worketh righteousness,

is accepted with him.” TPeter then turns to his six.
brethren and says: .\Vho can forbid water, that these - .
should not be baptized which have received the Holy .

Ghost as well as we? ” . These people had received the
.. Holy Ghost before Peter preached to them.. Here are
. two plain cases.in point, and we trust that Brother

Burnett will show who the ministers were in each

‘case. ‘ - : . .
" 'But lest he should say these are only a few cases,

- while our propesition says *“in many cases,” we will .

now call your attention to Rom. 2:.14, 15: ¢ For when
the Gentiles, which have not the law, do by nature the
things contained in the law, these having not.the law

are a law unto themselves, which show the work of ~
" the law written in their hearts, their conscience also

" bearing witness, and their thoughts the meanwhile ac-
‘cusing or else excusing one another.” It will be the
- duty of Brotlier Burnett to show us who was preach-
" ing to these Grentiles when the law was written in their

DALTON-BURNETT DEBATE. ) 91

' _hearts.. They were showing forth the work of the.
law written in their hearts before the gospel was ever

preached to them, therefore there could be no such a -

thing as their having the law written in their hearts.

- by means of the preached word of truth. Here we

-

thon ‘me?

- &©’ A =,
- have “many cases,” just what our proposition - says.

‘We hope tl'xat Brother Burnett has rested well through
the past night, and has come forth this morning re-

L

freshed, and will take these things up and show how

they are, if so be they are not as we say.

But before we quit this speech we want to give’

Brother Burnett one more case (Acts 9: 3-6): “And

as he journeyed, he came near Damascus: and sud- -
denly there shined round about him a light from

heaven: and he fell to the earth, and heard a voice
saying unto him, Saul, Saul, why persecutest

And. the Lord said, I am Jesus whom thou peisecut:
est: it is hard for thee to kick against the pricks. - And

he trembling and astonished said, Lord, what wilt thou .

have me to do? And the Lord said unto him, Arise,
and gointo the city, and it shall be told thee what thou
must do.”  Brother Burnett will please tell this con-
gregation what preacher was along there preaching to

- Paul. - This congregation is curious to know, Brother

Burnett, and we expect you to tell. Your brethren
will expect you to tell; and, should you fail, they will
be disappointed. T will not, however; for we know
you will never do i, for you eannot.

Now, friends, do not forget the proposition: “In

conversion the Spirit operates directly on the sinner’s
heart, and in many cases independent of the written or

"~ preached word of truth.” We have shown from the

Bible “ many cases; ”’ therefore our proposition stands
sustained until Brother Burnett can show that these

.

And he -said, Who art thou, Lord?-
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nett, come to the front. -

MR. BURNETT’S FIRST REPLY.

- Ladies and, Gentlemen: I am happy to appear be-
~+ fore you in opposition to ‘the proposition read and to -

the speech to which you have listened; for if anything

can be more unseriptural and absurd than my friend’s -
doctrine of unconditional election, it is his doctrine of )

the direct operation of the Spirit. This will appear
as we proceed; for I intend to follow right behind my
opponent (as T did before), and take from him every
text that he shall produce. Brother Dalton did not
. properly define the terms of the proposition. e left
-off the most important term of the proposition, the
~word “independent.” This word signifies ““ not de=

pendent, not relying on, separate - from, exclusive,

without.” = Now he must show that in conversion; or

. Tegeueration, God’s Spirit operates without and sep-

“arate from the written or spoken word “in.many

~cases.” T will not requive him to produce “many
cases; ” but if he will just produce one case, I will give

up the proposition. -But he can never do this. . There
is ng such case in the Book. Such a conversion has
never-occwrred on this earth: S L

His first proof-text is Jer. 31: 31-34, where the
Lord says, with respect to’ the new covenant, that he
will put his law in their inward parts and write it in
their hearts. . He tries to prove by-this text that; be-

cause the Lord does the writing in the heart, he does . -

it without the word of truth. . The text does not prove
" the ‘proposition. I write-in this notebook;- but you
see I do it with a pencil,’and not in

texts do not mean what i;he'y say. - Now, Brother Bux-

*written not with ink, but with

dependent of a pen- o
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eil a1’1d»x}voyds[,_ The Lord writes in the heart, but not
‘ 11}depende.nt of the word of trutl;. James says, ¢ Qf
his own-wil] begat he us with the word of trutil; ”and

_.3s begetting is an essential part of regeneration, the

Lord does not. regenerate without the word of truth,

- “Butto show how- God writes without the word of truth,

, Brpther Dalton goes to 2 Cor. 3: 3, where Paul says
they were “ the epistle of Christ ministered by ﬁs,
the Spirit of the livine
God.” Does this text show that Glod wrote onvithz .
- hearts of the Corinthians independent of the word of
truth? Paul says the epistle wag « ministeréd by us,”
a preacher.  Go to 1 Cor. 4: 15, where it tells how
they were convertéd, or regenerated, and you will see
that my friend’s theory is not in thousand miles of
the truth, “Panl'says: “In Chyist Jesus I have he-
gotten you through’ the gospel.” e continued gt

- Corinth a year and six months, ¥ teaching the word of

God.among_ them; ” and « many of the Corinthians
hearing heheved, and were baptized.” That is the
‘way Paul ministered the epistle.  Does it look like it

- Was written without words? Tny the fifteenth chapter

he says he-preached the gospel to these Corinthians,
and that the gospel saved them. Did the gospel save
them and not convert them? But my friend very

- strangely says that Lis theory does not require him to

deny that therc was a preacher in this case. Tt cer-
tatnly does. . That.word « independent » requires him
to show that the work was done without the word of

trutl; So he has lost the case. :

- He next comes to the case of Abel, siid shows that

Abel had faith, and wants me to tell who preached tn
Abel.” I am.rot required to do that. * Tt is his place
to show that Abel received faith and was converted
‘without words, He cannot do that, and lience the
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case furnishes bim 116thing. -Instead of showing us -
that God’s Spirit operated on Abel independent of .
written or spoken-words, he has not shown that the -

Spirit operated on Abel at all. Is that what you: call
debating, Brother Dalton? ~ Because it is not stated
that Abel heard any words, he concludes that there

" were no words heard; but it is not stated that there was.

any operation of the Spirit there at all, hence we con-
clude that—what? Now that is logic for you! But

I am prepared to show that Abel heard words. Paul

says Abel had faith, and says that “ faith cometh by
hearing, and hearing by the word of God.” Hence
Brother Dalton. .

He comes next to Cornelius, and tries to show from
the words spoken to Peter on the house top— What
God hath cleansed, that call not thou common or un-
clean.”—that Cornelius was at that time converted

Abel heard the word of God. This case is lost dlso, '

and saved. If the word “ cleanse ” there used shows

that Cornelins was regenerated, it shows that some of

~ the beasts in that vessel were also regenerated; for
- there were both clean and unclean beasts in the ves-
sel. Does Brother Dalton belicve any of those beasts

were regenerated? . He has undoubtedly put a wrong
construction on the word * cleanse; ” but even this
absurdity does not help his proposition. I can admit
that Cornelius was converted before he ever heard of

Peter, and then he cannot prove that God’s Spirit-did

it without the word. Ie has not shown that the Spir-
it ever operated on Cornelius at all before Peter came
to him, much less that he did it without words. Here
iswhere proof is wanted, and here is where no proof is

S furnished. 5 Peter says, in,the thirtiath and stz
t\l‘b 'mve;s:s‘;?hat Cornelius knew ‘the word that was

rgxpublished througliout all Judea coricerning Christ;
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" and it was while Peter was preaching to him that the

Holy Spirit “ fell on all them which heard the word.”
But I am prepared to show that Cornelius was.not con-

- verted, or regenerated, until he heard Peter. The an-

gel said: “ Send men to J. oppa, .and call for Simon,

- whose surname is Peter; who shall tell thec words,

whereby thou and all thy house shall be suved.”

. (Aets 11: 13, 14.) Tf Cornelius was regencrated be-

fore he heard Peter, he was regenerated and yet not
saved. DPeter says (Acts 15) that God “ put-no dif-
ference between them and us, purifying their hearts

-by faith; ” and “ God made choice among us, that the

Gentiles by my mouth should hear the word of the
gospel, and believe.” This shows that their hearts
were purified by faith, and their faith came by ‘the
word out of Peter’s mouth. Hence if they were re-
generated before they heard Peter, they were regen-

-erated and still had impure hearts, and no faith and

no salvation; and since Paul says we are “ justified by

* faith,” they had no justification. The idea is prepos-

terous and absurd, and the gentleman’s proposition is
unseriptural and false; : ‘

He next runs away to the heathen, who “ had not

- the law,” but did (by a direct operation of the Spirit?)

the things' contained in the law, and thinks he has
found a case. Do you think those Leathen were con-

- verted, or regenerated, Brother Dalton? Do you

think it was done by the Spirit without the word? Do
the Scriptures say a word about it? Why do you not
read us something the Seriptures say about it? Paul

-says it was done “ by nature,” not by a direet opera-

tion of the Spirit or by the Spirit in any way. So you-
have no proof here.

He next comes to Paul, and thinks he was converted
by the Spirit without the word. T)id he read you any-
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" thing about the Spirit in that case? Not a word. - He .
.read about a light shining (not the Spirit), and a voice .-

- being heard, but nothing about the Spirit operating
“independent of the word. He has a fine talent for
proving what needs no proof and missing all the points

where proof is' demanded. = If I could not debate bat-
" ter than that, T would take my hat and go home. ~ But-

he wants Brother Burnett “to tell the congregatiqg
what preacher was along there preaching to Paul.

Elder Dalton read what preacher was there preaching -

to Paul.  “And he fell to the earth, and heard a voice

[independent of the word] saying unto him.” Did |
this voice speak -without words? The historian says’

it spoke in the Hebrew tongue.” Here we find the
word in Pauls’ conversion, but where is the divect

operation of the Spirit? - Tt has not been found. So.
you see, friends, that Brother Dalton has produced

nothing to establish his proposition. I have captured
all his proof-texts, and must now rest on my oars for
want of something to do. )

I rcject this proposition, becanse it is in direct con= L

flict with the Scriptures. - James says, Of his own
will begat he us with the word of truth,” not with

a direct operation of the Spirit. Peter says, ¢ Born. -

again, not of corruptible seed, but of incorruptible, by
the word of God,” not by a direct operation of the
Spirit. - Paul says, “ I am not ashamed of ‘the gospel
- of Chuist, for it is the power of God unto salvation,”

not a direct power of the Spirvit: ~ I trust Brother Dal-
ton will try to do better in his next speech, and give

us semething that at least looks like areument.

e i } . v .
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- MR. DALTON'S SECOND SPEECH.

Gentlemen l\[oderatoi's, Ladies, and -Geﬁtlelme'ﬁ‘:
We are before you again to consider further the prop-

- - osition which has been read in your hearing; but

‘before I present my argument further, courtesy de--

~mands of me that T should notice briefly the quibble .
. of Brother Burnett. I am sorry that he does so near

‘nothing in his last speech. Now, my congregation,

- . what has he done with my arguments? You know

very well that he has failed to touch them. He has
bottle-whanged around, pawed and scraped like a year-

. ling in a yellow jacket’s nest, and in the end we can but

adopt the adage: “A mountain labored and brought
forth a mouse.” )

He claims that T did not properly define the terms

-, of the proposition. T left out the word “independ-

ent.” T 'will just simply admit his definition of the

- word and proceed. His exegesis of Jer, 31: 31-34 is
_ indeed charming. He writes with a pencil in his’
“book, ete. - Very well, what does God write with?

A preacher? -He did not say s0; he said with the Spirit
of the living God. Brother Burnett writes with a”
pencil; God writes with his Spirit. - Now, Brother

~Burnett, tell this people whether or not your pencil

comes in immediate contact with the paper upon which

- youwrite. .If not, tell us how you write in your boolk;
.+ then tell us how God would write his laws in the haarts
*of 'this people, and his Spirit not eperate directly and
- immediately on the heart. Brother Burnett then
- comes to James, to that pettext: “Of his own will begat
.~ he us with the word of truth.” 'What has this to do
.- with the writing of the law4f our hearts? N othing
- under the sun. He now tries to play off on the word
- of truth. - He should remémber that our proposition
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preached word of truth;.” there never

at did not hear the voice .
is now trying -
Just simply call your at- .
e. .- Why did he not -

hed to Abel? He
it, and he knows it; but as faith comes
, therefore Abel heard some one preach.
prepared to show that ‘Abel heard words. .
am prepared to show that no man preached to him. .

y the voice of the Son of God. L
rnelius’ case, and here tries to:

vy playing ‘on the
argument. Isaid =~
ared God and worked

t down there; and as

at but regencrated persons, therefore Cor- _

He says he is prepared -
as.not regenerated until he
préofwewant. Now,

- We say you cannot.

to Joppa,.and call for . " -
eter, who shall tell-thee
all thy house shall be saved.” - -
believe that there is no such

e as salvation, except regen-
Peter’s words, did save Cor-
but not with an-eternal salvation,
salvation that is en
n of God.  But.C

*’'says “ written or
" has been'a man
of the Son of God, and Brot

converted th
her Burnett
- to play off on that. . 'We will
.. tention to his dodge on Abel’
. take that'up and showus who. preac
" eouldnot do

Therefore he heard onl
. He then comes to Co
evade the force of the argument b
word-“ cleanse.”  He overlooked our
that Cornielius was a man that fo
. righteousness before Peter wen

aregenerated man.
to ‘prove that Cornelius .
. 'heard Peter. Now tha
- Brother Burnett, let it come.
- Here’s his proof: “Send men
one Simon, whose surname is P
° words whereby thow and
.- He would fain make v
" thing taught in the Bib]
-..-eration and .conversion.-
nelins and his house;
" There is an eternal
. the obedient childre
- -devout man that fe

..~ and prayed to God
“"er. Burnett te
never hears t

joyed only by -
ornelius ‘was a -

ared God and worked righteousness = |
before Peter went there, and Broth- = -~

aches (when not in debate) -that God = - -
he prayers of any but those that are his” . -~

~~children, but he can 80 back on that in debate, “and -

80 he wraps it up,” : Co
raps ‘

He next comes to the converted heathen and tries

to make the impression on your minds that Paul said

* this law wag written in thejy hearts by nature. Paul’

said no such thing ; Lam ashamed of Brother Burnett,

the law; 2 but he did not say the law was written by

" mature. . God said he wrote the law; he said he did it~
“« with the Spirit, and Pay] says these Gentiles had the
Jaw written in their hearts.  Now, Brother Burnett,

if God did not do it with his Spirit, then the Bible

" does not say anything, and you know it, Then why

-ty to dodge the truth with such sarecasm? ' e then

- ecomes to Paul’g conversion, and I was sorry to see his .
brethren with their heads so low. They expected bet-
ter things of him, - but the adage comes true again:

~ “Blessed is he that expects nothing, for he shall not be
- dis-ap-pint-ed.” He ean ouly say that Paul heard
something, but he can’t tell who spoke to him. There:

~18 one thing sure: it was not any of Brother Burnett’s -

:bl‘ethl‘ell that spoke to him, for they did not exist then;

~ 1t was not any of those that accompanied Paul, for they

- Were astonished.. Payl simply heard the voice of the
/- Son of God, the Spirit shone with such glowing light
“ aud revealed to Paul how corrupt he was, and. Paul -

* .fell to the.carth. Brother Burnett, did you ever see
that light? -Did you ever hear that voice when ng.
man spoke? If not, is there not g difference between

you and Paul?  In the clése of his speech, he quotes
. 'the pet text from James a
- at he us with the word of truth.” And where Peter
Y. says, Be‘ing‘born again; not.of corruptible seed, but |
-+~ of incorruptible, by the word of God,” ete., he makes "

- this word of- God the Bible, when he ought to know .

gain: ““Of his own will be. * - -
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that it has reference to Jesus Christ, the eternal word

of truth, by which we are “born” or “ begotten of
God.” But men in a press will take almost. any posi-
tion. We have followed him through his trace, erook-

- ed as it was, and will now give you some more proof -
“in support of our proposition. - : : .
‘We will next introduce Matt. 13: 3-11: “ Behold,

& sower went forth to sow; and when he sowed, some
seeds fell by the wayside, and. the fowls came and de-
devoured them up: some fell upon stony places, where

they had not much earth: and forthwith they sprung -

up, because they had no deepness of earth: and when

“the sun was up, they were scorched; and because

they -had no root, they withered away. And some
-fell among ‘thorns; and the thorns sprung up, and
choked them: but other fell into good ground, and

brought forth fruit, some a hundredfold, some sixty-

fold, some thirtyfold. Who hath ears to hear, let him
hear. And the disciples came, and said unto him,
~ Why speakest thou unto them in parables? e an-
swered and said unto them, Because it is given.unto
you to know the mysteries of the kingdom of heaven,
but to them it is not given.” We assume first that it
is a logical principle that the same cause under the
same circumstances will always produce the same ef-
-fect. ~The seed sown were all the same, the sower was
the same; but in the good ground only -was there

_.any fruit. "Will Brother Burnett-tell what made the ;
difference in the ground? It could not have been the

. seed, for if so, all the ground would have been good
- alike, for it was all good seed.  The disciples knew the
~ ‘mysteries of the kingdom, and the others did not.. Will
-+ Brother Burnett tell why this was so? It must have
- been because God had written his law in their hearts

S~

.- by his Spirit, and the above parable shows-very clearly = -
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that the seed, which was the word of God, failed to be =
of any effect for good, except where the ground was
made good before it was sown, :
-Jesus says in John 6: 63: « It is the Spirit that
quickeneth; the flesh profiteth nothing: the words

. that I speak unto you, they are spirit, and they are

life.”” Therefore the word that Jesus spoke could not
have been the same seed that were sown in Matt, 13,

We will next introduce 2 Cor. 3:6: “Who.also - ~ -

- hath made us able ministers of the new testament;: not
of the letter, but of the spirit: for the letter killeth
but the spirit giveth life.” Hence, if any of us posses;
life, th? Spirit has given it to us; and to show you that
the Spirit comes in immediate contact with the heart

in this work we will refer you to Ezek. 36: 26, 27: “A |

new h.ealzt also will I give you, and a new spirit will T
put within you: and I will take away the stony heart
out of your flesh, and T will give you a heart of flesh.
And I will put my Spirit within you, and cause you to
walk in my statutes, and ye shall keep my judgments, .
and do them.” If this language proves anything, it
proves that God’s Spirit is put in the sinner’s heart in
conversion, and it is done without the agency of the
-sowing of the seed, as we showed by the parable in
Matt. 18, - ' -
We trust that Brother Burnett will come within
twenty feet of these, anyway. They are not infected -
with any contagious disease. Brother Burnett, come
up to them and try your hand. ; '

‘ lER ]é_U»RNETT’S SECOND REPLY.
Ladies and Gentléemen: Elder Dalton has again

. tried his hand, and, if possible, has made the matter -

worse. If I understand his classic phrase, “ bottle-
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' whanging :ﬁound,” _that is about what he has done.

. He continues to prove that which needs no proof, but

fails to furnish any proof on the point at issue. )
He first takes up his broken argument on Jer. 81:

31-44, and tries to mend that. Ile says that I write -
with a peneil, -and God writes with the Holy Spirit, .
and not with a preacher. Yes, but does God write -

with the Holy Spirit without words? That is the
question. He kmows hie does not, and he has therefore.

not produced one point of an argument for his-propg- . -

sition. I might admit that God’s Spirit comes down
g i

directly upon the heart, like this pencil upon the book, .

and yet there would be no writing without words.
Brother Dalton, tell ws where the Holy Spirit ever

wrote anything in regeneration without words. Oan -

you write in your book without words? When Jesus
said he would send the Spirit to * convince the world
of sin,” he added that “ he shall not speak of himself.”
That was a speaking Spirit, and not a dumb Spirit,
such as speaks to Baptists without words.

He next comes to the pet text ” in James, where
* he says God “ begat us with the word of truth,” and
admits that no man was ever converted who did nos
hesr the voice of the Son of God.  Thatis a smrrender
of the proposition. If no man was ever converted who
did not hear the voice of the Son of God, noman was
ever converted “independent of the written - or

- preached word.” " Good-by, Brother Dalton. Buthe . .

- says the word in James is not the written or preached

word. Why, then, does James say, “ Wherefore, my -

beloved brethren, let every man be swift to hear?
Hear what? - Can a man be swift to hear words that
- are neither spokén nor written? And what does the
. apostle mean just below by saying, “ Wherefore lay
- apart all filthiness and superfluity of naughtiness, and

)
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receive wiﬂl nicekness the engrafted 'ix;ord,‘vwh‘ich is’
able to save your souls?” Ts the engrafted word ” a.

N word that has no word about it? T

‘He next falls back to Abel, and asks why I did not

“show who preached to Abel. That is not in the propo-
" sition, Brother Dalton. ‘Why did you not shot that

the Spirit of God operated upon Abel independent of
written or spoken words? This is in the proposition,
but you have furnished ne proof upon it. You have
not even shown that the Spirit overated upon Abel in
any way. ' I showed that Abet had faith, and that

. “faith cometh by hearing the word of God,” and -
- thercfore he was not regenerated independent of the

written or spoken word. -

He next comes to Cornelius, #nd says he was regen-. .
crated before he ever heard Peter, because he feared
God and verked righteousness. But does he show
that the Spirit regenerated Cornelius independent of
the written or spoken word of truth? Iere is where

proof ‘is needed, and where Brother Dalton does not . .

try to furnish any. I might admit that Cornelius was -
regeneraied before he heard Peter, and yet that would .
prove nothing for his proposition.” e has not shown

-that Cornelius ever heard of thé Holy Spirit before he
-sent for Peter. - He thinks Cornelius was regenerated

bécaus_e', he was a devout man,  All the J ews were de-

" vout men, and feared God; but were they therefore

regenerated i a. gospel sense?  Peter says we are

" ““born again [regenerated] not of corruptible seed,
‘but of incorruptible, by the word of God; ” and (two

verses below), “ this is the word which by the' gospel

~ is preached unto you.”.  Cornelius was regenerated, or

born again, by the gospel word which was preached

- unto him. His heart was  purified by faith,” and his

faith came by the word of the gospel ”” out of Peter’s
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mouth, as we have shownj and he was saved by the
.words of Peter, as testified by the angel. S

.- Elder Dalton’s assertion that regeneration and sal- =~

vation ave two different things s the sheerest bosh. I

have shown from Peter that he was born again,*or -
regenerated, by the word of the gospel, and that, he
{was saved by the word of the gospel; hence Dalton and

Peter are in direct conflict. 'What would you give for
a regeneration that left the child unbegotten and un-
born, unsaved and with an impure heart? - That is the
kin of regeneration Elder Dalton advocates, You had
better fix it up. better than that, Brother Dalton.

These old Baptist brethren expect it of you. Brother

Burnett does not teach that God mnever hears the

prayers of such men*as Cornelius, though unsaved. .

Please do not make any wild assertions.

He next comes to the “converted heathen,” and
tries to patch up his argument there. He denies that
Paul said the law was written on their hearts by na-
ture. Did Paul say it was written by a direct opera-
‘tion of the Spirit, independent of the word?. That is

- what you have to prove, Brother Dalton, and what you
do not prove. Paul said they “ did by nature [not by
a direct operation of the Spirit] the things contained

in the law.” If I were you, and could not furnish -

something on the proposition, I would take my hat and
- go-back to Tennessee. : '

"He next comes to I’aﬁl, dhd'says I did not tell who - °
_ spoke to him. " I.did. He heard a voice * in the He- - -
brew tongue.” * Elder Dalton says he was converted :

by the light, without any words; Luke says he heard a
voice in the Hebrew tongue.  Which will you be:
lieve? Brother Dalton, who told you that the Spirit

shone with such “ glowing light?” You know the -
Bible says not a word about it.  You have not even

—

_ DALTON-BURNETT DEBATE. . . 105 -

shgwn that the Spirif; was there at all. And you call-
this debating! ~What does it matter if none of
“ Brother Burnett’s brethren ” were there? = Were

- there any Baptists on the earth at that time? Chris-
tians are my brethren, and there were Christians_on

the earth at that time; but there were no Baptists for

- fifteen hundred years afterwards. .

‘Now that pretty dodge on James and Peter, that the -

word of truth is not-the spoken or written word, but -

the Son of God—TI would be ashamed of that,Brother
Dalton.  James says: “ Wherefore, . . . let
every man be swift to hear ”” that word; and * be ye
doers of the word, and not hearers only.” Elder Dal-

“ton would say: “ Be ye doers of the Son of God,” and
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receive with meekness the engrafted Son of God.”
Shame on such a dodge! Co S

- He next introduces the parable of the sower, and
says the reason some of the soil did not produce fruit
was that the Spirit did not go before the word and pre-
pare the soil. Does the Book say that was the reason?
The Savior says the devil caught away the word out .
of some hearts, and that the cares of the world choked
the word out of other hearts. Not a word is said
about the failure of the Spirit to operate; nor is it
said that the Spirit operated directly on the heart of

“the good ground hearer, to make the soil good before

the seed was sown.  All this is in Brother Dalton’s im-

- 'agination, and not in the Book. " Not a word is said in
- this parable about the Spirit in any way. So you
* have no proof here, and it does seem that any man wth

two eyes could see it. ,
. He next quotes 2 Cor. 3: 6, “ Who also hath made

" .usable ministers of the new testament; not of the let-

ter, but. of the spirit: for the letter killeth; but the

- spirit giveth life; ” and he tries to'make it appear that _
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" Now, Brother Dalton, that is almost blasphemy. If.
you do not know any Detter than that, you ought to -
_stop debating and go and read the New Testament. -

the “ letter ” here referred to is the ““ word of truth.”

Jesus says: < The words that I speak unto thee, they

are spirit, and they are life ”—not a letter that killeth.
- He concludes with a quotation from Ezekiel, where

God says he will give the people a new heart—that is,
apure heart. Does this prove that God gives people a

new heart without the word of. truth?  Not at all. -

Peter tells how God makes a new heart: “ Purifying
their hearts by faith.”. How does faith come? “ So
then faith cometh by hearing, and hearing by the word
of God.” New hearts, or pure hearts, are made by
the word.of God, and not by a direct operation of the

Holy ‘Spirit. So he has lost this proof-text, and has

lost all his proof-texts, and has nothing. to support his-

unseriptural proposition.

Brother Dalton wants me to get within twenty feet

of his arguments:  Well, his arguments are not within
twenty leagues of the proposition he is defending, but

_ T have knocked the very heart out of all of them. -

* Where is your proof, Brother Dalton? If you have
anything to offer in defense of your doctrine, do please

- bring it out in yqur next speech, and do not go bottle-

whanging ‘around ” -all over creation.

7

" MR. DALTON’S THIRD SPEECH.

* Gentlemen Moderators,v Ladies and Gentlemen: I

am before you again to pursue my line of argument; -

- But, as before, I am left with nothing to do. Brother

PR

Burnett is farther from the mark than ever, but duty
demands of me that I follow him. He reminds me of

~

S~
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the Dutcliman’s cow. He said to his son: “Jake, you -
go down on that side of the creek, and I will go on this;

B For I know that old' cow is on both sides of this .
creck.” We will have to go on both sides, for Brother-

Burnett is on both sides of the creek. ,

Abel heard some one preach, yet nobody preached-
to Abel; Paul heard some one preach, yet nobody -
preached to Paul; Cornelius heard some one preach,
yet nobody preached to Cornelius; the Gentile hea-
thens did by nature the things contained in the law, and’
had the law written in their hearts, and they heard
some onc preach, yet nobody preached to them. -They
mmst have heard words, and “ faith cometh by hear-
ing, and hearing by the word of God; " therefore they
must have heard some one preach. Shame! shame!
Brother Burnett, your brethren expected better things
of you, or they would never have sent away up to Bon- -
ham after you. , o

"His speech reminds me of a new Congressman, who.
arose with the dignity of a pope and said, ¢ The gen-
erality of the people in general are oppressive on the-
generality of the people in general;’ ? “and an old Con-
gressman, sitting by, said: ¢ There now! you have
eome out at the same hole you went in at; you had
better quit now.” Brother Burnett has made a big
hole, and come out at the same hole he went in at; and,
like the Texas cows when the heel flies get after them,
e has curled his tail and broke for the water. ‘

He wants to know if I write withiout words. No,

“gir; but I write without any one writing or speaking

to me; and I write-those words on my paper with my
pencil, just like God writes his law in the heart. My

_ pencil comes.in direct and immediate contact with my -

paper, and T write just the words I want'thex:e. Just
so God’s Spirit in bis own hands comes in direct and

.




- tenhislaw in'their hearts. -~ -
.- “Paul heard a voice in the Hebrew tongue, but who-
_spoke to'him? = 'What preacher was there to read the’
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- immediate contact-with the heart, and God writes the

words of the law in the heart without the preached

word or written Seriptures—just what our proposition .

-says. :

- You have given up all the points in the prdpoéition. =
Abel truly had the word of the law written in his heart

Dby the Spirit, but will Brother Burnett be so kind as to-

-+ tell the people who preached to him or what Bible he
read? DBrother Burnett, tell us, will you? No, you

_will not; for you cannot, and you know it. T
.As regirds my asserting that regeneration and sal-

-vation were two different things, I never did it. L

said that every time the Bible spoke of salvation it did
‘not mean regéneration or conversion, and I say so yet,

bosh as it may appear to Brother Burnett. . Paul .

- wrote to his Philippian brethren, and said: ¢ Work
out your own salvation,” ete. Surely Brother Bur-

nett will not deny that these brethven were regener- -

- ated, born again, converted, before Paul wrote this;
hence salvation there does not mesn regeneration; and
many other cases we might introduce, but presume
this is enough.  If he-will not believe this, he would
not believe if Paul were here and tell liim. T

He then comes to those converted heathen, and says

-they did by nature (not by direct operation of the Spir-
it) the thines contained in' the law. . We never. said
they did this-by direct operation of the Spirit, but we

“do say that their doing those things was an evidence

- that God by a direct operation of his Spirit had writ-

- Bible or preach the word to him? Why did you not
tell us-if you ever heard that voice in the Hebrew.
_tongue when there was no man to preach to you? If

IR
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-not, tell us if your'ease or Paul’s is not one or the other- -

wrong. Paul did, and you did not; and yet no differ-- -

- .ence. - O shame! :

" He next comes to the parable in Matt. 18. You'

will not deny that the seed sown was the word .of God, - - ;
. Iguess. The ground was the hearts of men and wom--" -

en. Some of the ground was good, and some not

" good. Some were good and honest hearts, and some

were not. All men in natire are, alike children of
wrath. (Eph. 2.) Please tell us what made the dif--
ference in hearts. . Solomon says: - The preparation
of the heart is of the Lord.”  The Lord prepared some -
of their hearts, and not the rest. This is the general

“idea with all the wise men of earth but yon and your

colleagues. Now, sir, if it does not mean this, what -
does it mean? And again, Jesus said it was given to
the disciples to know the mysteries of the kingdom,
and to the others it was not given. We wanted you

. to tell what they possessed that the others did not, and -

you did not try. Why was it that the devil did not
‘get any of the seed out of those good hearts? Was it -
not in consequence of a difference in the soil? If so,

- what made this difference? It was not the sowing of

the seed, neither was it the seed itself, and the seed tas
the word; therefore the word does not prepare the
heart as you teach. Jesus says: ¢ Make the tree good,

.-and its fruit will be good.” - “ We are his workman- '
. ship, created in Christ Jesus unto good works,” ete. -
- 4Tt is the Spirit that quickeneth; the flesh profiteth

nothing.”? - _ - : , -
-He next comes to our exegesis of 2 Cor. 3: 6 (“ the
letter killeth,” ete.), and says our proposition is almost

" blasphemy, and we ought to know better, and leaves it.
- Thatisa grand argument, is it not? It still stands out:
. “Defore him: “The letter kills, but, the Spirit gives
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‘hf‘e » It Just simply means W]mt it says——the Spirit
-gives hfe, and the letter kills; and because he could do
nothm‘r with it, he simply.turns off and says: “ You

" -ought to know bette1 Brother Dalton.” We do not - : -

wish to know better than what the Bible says.

: He says.our arguments are not- within twenty
leagues of our proposxtlon If this be true, it is a good
tlun«r for him, for he cannot answer ours; and if they
were- in direct keepmrr with it, I can’t tell what he

- “would do. .

- We have “ bottle—whanwed ” you mnow, Brother

Burnett, until we are sorry for you; yet your foolish-

ness has not departed from you. = We have followed - -
him in all his meanderings, and we will now give him .

~‘a few more texts, and let him try his hand on them.
We will next introduce Eph. 2:4-6:_“ But God, who

is rich in mercy, for his great love wherewith he loved .

us, even when we were dead in sins, hath quickened-us
" together with Christ, (by grace.ye are saved;) and
lnth raised us up tooethel “and made u$ sit together

. in heavenly places in Chnst Jesus.”  In this Pqul tells .

us that we are quickened with Clulsf hence just as
Christ was quickened, so are we;’ and to find how

" Christ was quickened let us read 1 Pet. 3:18: “ For -
" Christ also hath once suffered for sins, the. just for:the
unjust, that he might bring us to God, being put to-

" death in the ﬂesh, but qumkened by the anlt Sure-

- ly our opponent will not argue that some one had to o
be there to-preach to Jesus; and as. J esus was qmcL— v

E ened soare we quickened.

Awam (Eph. 2:20-22): "‘And are bu11t upon the ™

:Eoundatmn of the apostles and prophet%, Jesus Christ

himself being the chief corner stone; in whom all the

- building " fitly framed together groweth unto a holy
temple in the Lord: in whom ye-also. are builded to-
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o gether for a habitation of God Avthrough the ‘Spirit.” .

In the above Paul affirms that God lad built these

saints upon the foundation, and fitly framed them to--
- ‘gether, and made them to grow unto a holy temple in

]mn, and had done it all by his Spirit, and not a word

~ said about some one. preaching to them or reading the

Bible to them; and surely if aul had wanted us to be-

- lieve such a thmg, he would have mentioned it some-

where in this connection.. Therefore we conclude

" . that Paul did not believe or teach it. .
Now, we trust, that Brother Burnett will give these -
plain declarations of God’s word a passing notice, and

‘make it appear like he was going to try to answer my

arguments. Now, Brother Pmnett come up to these,

~ like a man, and let us have some debate "L am getting -

very hungry, but there is no use to bring out text afte1

. text till some are answered. Now get up close to

thém; they will not hult you; it will do you good to

o _beheve them.

‘MR. BURNETT’S THIRD - REP LY..

’ Ladles and Gentlemen: I would beconle very‘ impa- °
" tient with Elder Dalton in his utter failure to present

anything in defense of his proposition, did I not know

. that he has riothing to present. There is nota text in

. all the Bible. that teaches that in regeneration' God’s .
Spirit operates independent of the written or spoken” -

“word; and, having nothing to present, he'can of course.

present nothmo You must excuse him for careering

avound all over the Bible, from Dan to Beersheba; and 8

coming back to the place where he started without one

. syllable of evidence in support of his doctrine. v
" He says, with reference to the cases of Abel, Paul,
Cornehus, and’ the heathen, that. I am like the Dutch- '

‘
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.~man’s cow—on both sides of the creek. Well, his -
- doetrine is notlike the Dutchman’s cow; it is not on. -

... cither side of the creek. This audience will bear tes-

. e

timony to the fact that he has found neither cow nor

Tracks anywhere about the .creek. e imagined that -

he found some tracks back there at the gar den of Eden
when he discovered that Abel had fa1th but when I

showed that * faith” cometl by healmbz and heaung.*

by the word of God,” all the tracks disappeared.

He nest found tracks at Dammaseus, where the light

- ‘shone round about Paul; but when I showed that that

light was not the Holy Spirit, and that Paul heard a -

" “voice in the Hebrew tongue, -the tracks all disappeared.

He next.found tracks at Cesarea, about the house of
Cornelius; but when I showed that Cornelius was
_saved by the words spoken by Peter, that he was begot-
ten by the incorruptible seed or word of God, that his
heart was purified by faith, and that the fzuth came by

the word-of the gospel out of Peter’s mouth, the tracks "

-~ all disappeared from Cesarea.

Then he fled into the wilderness, and discovered -

- tracks among the lieathen; but when I showed that
- the heathen did © by n‘ltme, and not by a direct oper-

" in general will generally say that he has come out at.
- ' We know that he has come -
- out without any proof for his proposition. -

ation of the Spirit, the things contained in the law, the
tracks all dlsflppealed here.
Now, Mzr. Dutchman, you Just tell Jake that that

: cow is on nelther <1de of the creek, and not in-the

o Bible. . - -

: -He says Tam 111&0 the new Conmessman who came
" - out at the same hole he went in at.

_ lowing Dalton, and he has come out at the same hole,
~and a very small hole it is. . The generality of people

the little end of the horn.

: 3,

Yes, sir; T am fol-

‘out words, and I will give up the question.

‘ regenerates by his Spmt without words, how does he.
o benet us-“ with the word of truth,” and how is the gos- -
: vpel (good news) “ the power of God unto salvation?”

- saying that fhe. * salvation ”
.Wwas not regeneration:

" in the Hebrew tongue.
_the word of truth may not be spoken in either Hebrew -

" or English? - Perhaps he thinks the voice in the He-
" brew tongue which Paul heard was like the voice
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IIe says he writes in his book without any one. speak- '

ing to him, and that God writes on the heart'by his o
Let him show -~

Spirit without any medium between.
where God ever wrote anything in 1egene1at10n with-

If God.

Paul told the Corinthians that they were God’s epxstle,:
but he added that it was * ministered by us,” showing
that God wrote that epistle by the medmm of the word- -

which Paul preached.

He tries to escape the dﬂemma in which he p]aced ,
himself in 1end1d to the conver sion of Cornelius by
spoken of by the angel
I showed that this salvation -
was regeneration, because it was by the words that Pe-
ter spoke, and that Peter said the word of the gospel is

- the incorruptible seed which begets us, and that the

word spoken by Peter ploduced faith which purified
the heart of Cornelius. © Brother Dalton, you are gone

forever on the case of Cornelius.

He wishes to know if Brother Burnett heard a voice
in the Hebrew tongue, like Paul, and if there is not a
difference between his conversion and the conversion
of Paul. Brother Burnett heard a voice in the Eng-
lish tongue, and it was the same voice that Paul -heard
Does Elder Dalton think that

which Baptists hear in dreams and visions, and which
speaks without words. If that be so, it is no wonder

-they know so little about it, and can never tell whether
- ‘they are converted: or not.

A voice that speaks with-
3 , :
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.. _out'wordsand a pen that writés without language must
‘be very hard to interpret; but the voice that spoke to
Paul in the HebreW tongue was not like the voice that
speaks to Baptists, for it used intelligible language,
. and its words are put upon record. - co
“He next comes to the parable of the sower, and says
the reason the soil did not all bear fruit was that God -
did not prepare it before the seed was sown. Does the.
Book say that was the redson? Doesn’t it say the reason -
the wayside hearer did not bear fruit was that the devil
‘caught away the word oui of his heart, and that the
thorny ground liearer let the cares of the world and
_the deceitfulness of riches chioke the word ont of his
Lieart? The stony soil was the only one that was bad
at the start, and the record says that the stony ground
hearer  for awhile believed.” = Now what is Elder-
Dalton going to do with that? Ie says that none but”
the elect can believe; yet herc is the stony ground
hearer that  for awhile believes,” and in time of temp- !
tation falls away. e has nqt shown that the Spirit
“of God went boefore.the word and prepared the heart
of the good ground hearer, so that he could bear fruit,
and passed by the others. Here is where proof. is
‘needed, and where no proof is presented. Brother
Dalton expects us to believe without evidence, for he. -
does not present any evidence. If he will show that «.
the Spirit of God ever did go before the word, and pre- -
pare the heart of the sinner for the reception of the
~word, I will give up the proposition.. Just one exam- .
ple will do, or just one text that states it. - The fact is,
he untterly misunderstands the parable of the sower, as
he does nearly all the rest of the Bible, and puts a falsé
construction upon it. “The design of that parable is

world, but th_é di_ﬂ’ei'erit kinds of hearers of the word, -

4 the'disposition made of the word after it is heard;
8 .l therefore how ye hear.” = (ke 8: 18.)
B Tic next returns to his exegesis of the ‘letter that
8% lcth,” and affirms that that has reference to the word
of truth, or gospel. . Nothwithstanding Jesus says,
« The words that I speak unto thee, they are spirit, and.

~ they are life,” and Paul says the gospel is the ¢ power
~of God unto salvation,” and James says God begets us

« with the word of truth,” and Peter says we are “ be-
goftgn again not of corruptible seed, but of incorrupti-
ble, by the word of God,” Elder Dalton insists that the
word killeth. - Now, Brother Dalton, if you are hon-
est in that interpretation, your brethren ought to send
'you to school. - You are too ignorant to be trying to
teach the Biblé-out here in this enlightened c(:}mtljy.
~You ought to read the passage. Paul says: Who
* also hiath made us able ministers of the new testament;
not of the letter, but of the gpirit: ff)r the ?e'gter k'l]l-
eth, but the spirit giveth life. But if the ministration
of death, written and engraven in stones, was glorious,
so that the children of Tsrael could not st@ad.fastly be-
hold the face of Moses for the glory of his counte-

ad Jesus conclides ;the parable ‘by saying: “ Take™.-

‘nance; which glory was to be done away: how shall -

ot the ministration of the spirit be rather glorious?”
Elder Dalton would have you believe that the, apostles
were not ministers -of the word of truth, which they
were commanded to administer i all the world; yet

they were ministers of the Spirit, ‘whieh they néver
) mau Tt would be refresh- -

were commanded to administer. 1 b
ing to have him tell us how the apostles munstpred the
Spirit without words; also to- t9]1 us wh;:{t,‘rhe

meant when they sai(} to she 011)1’ < ye out
- among you seven fegoftwhom we may
nt urselves

appoint over this Iy
. X

ATy & éé i

apostles’



2 »contmually to player andgEshs
How. they. could: . give. ‘therse vqs
,when they ¥ were mmls&ﬁ of

ministry of the. w')rd,
” Spirit: and not of the w01d is one of the mysteries ‘“hat L

> Baptistism. | Blother Dalton, it will take a direct avage
miraculouis: operatlon of ‘the Splnt-to help. you ‘out:o

that difficulty ou nevey, can get out-of it by means
“of the: word of trutl. e

' "Heé mext quoteé -Topli, "’r. -gaid.
qmcl\ened those who wére dead in sing ¢ totrether xv1th"
- Christ,” and-he’ concludes that God- qmckens dead sin-:
“ners; into life; just like’ he qmckened the dead-body-of..
CHrist in the tomb. _But the Book’ does not say -that, -
) Blo‘ther Dalton. ‘The Book says God begets or qmck— o
- ens sinners with the ¢ word of, tluth,” and not withiout - :
~“the word: of truth; as’ you affirm.” We are sorry you o

" cannot make a smgle ar«rument Wlthout contradmtmg
ﬂle Scnptm‘es. o ;
**T.would notice his. ﬁnal text (Eph 9: 20- 29), 1£ 1t
had any beating upon the question. - The 'Ephesmm ‘
“were not built upon the {oundation of the apostlés and.” -
pmphcts without the written or “préached .word. - T
you will go to Acts. of Apostles; and read “about: the’
_conversion of these Ephesmns you-will find that Paul,
" went into the synagogue and spoke; boldly {or the space, .
ﬁ - of three- months. and that he chsputed in the school of -
Ty1 anns for two years:. :So there isno: proof hele fo
your unsenptur:\l thieory:
T have now followed the gent’lcman t1110u0'h all Qg

-‘meanderings, untﬂ he Has come: out atv:the

1_1e-went.1n at, and shown that he lias Hio argitien
in his shall-d demfmd the' -verdict:

Mgl
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