Mr. Bright/Donahue Tape 4, Side A

Mr. Bright:  Bro Donahue, gentlemen moderators, ladies and gentlemen, I consider it a distinct honor to stand before you tonight in the first of three speeches that I will give relative to the proposition that has been ------- But before I do that I would like to take just a moment if I could and correct something that I think was a misunderstanding last Tuesday night. Either in my second or third speech I mentioned to Pat that I thought that he had said on one night that Joel 2:32 was quoted in Acts 2:29 and then on another occasion I thought that he had said just the opposite. Pat was right, I was wrong. I apologize for that Pat. I don’t want to reflect upon anybody in a negative way. And so my assumption, my thought last Tuesday night was certainly incorrect and I want to make that very straight before we get into the lesson and our study tonight. It is the responsibility of the affirmative speaker in the first speech that he gives to clearly define the proposition so that there can be no misunderstanding whatsoever. Now the scriptures teach and the idea of the scriptures I mean that which we call the English Bible. 39 books of the Old Testament, Genesis through Malachi and 27 books of the New Testament, Matthew through Revelation. To teach means to impart knowledge to lead us to draw us to a specific conclusion. The Holy Spirit that which is sometimes, most of the time referred to as the third person of the Godhead. Dwell, I simply mean that it inhabits and we’ll deal with this in just a few moments. In the faithful Christian the child of God, one who is walking in the light 1 Jn 1:9. Now here is the next word only. This word is very important, ladies and gentlemen because if I were to take this word out of this proposition, Bro Pat would be more than willing to debate that proposition if you just remove the word only out of that. And I believe that it is only, and by that I mean only one way, and only way, and no other way. And thus every affirmative argument that I will make tonight and tomorrow night will be in direct contradiction to what our brother thinks is the truth of the matter. And so I want to make that clear distinction. It is only through the word of God, the inspired word of God, and that being the instrument or the medium through which He dwells. Now please let me make it very clear, ladies and gentlemen, that I am not affirming that the person of the Holy Spirit dwells in the New Testament Christian through the word. Notice I said person. Now bro Pat takes the position that at baptism the child of God receives the personal, literal dwelling of deity in the flesh. I do not believe that the Bible teaches that and when I am saying that the Holy Spirit dwells through the word, I am going to explain this in just a few moments. Please understand the question that is before us tonight is not, does the Holy Spirit dwell in us but how? The manner, the medium, the mode, how does the Holy Spirit dwell in Christians tonight? The question has never been, does the Bible teach that the Spirit dwells in the Christian but what we are disagreeing on is the manner in which the Spirit of God dwells in the heart of a Christian. Now friends, and the very nature of the situation in which you and I live tonight, there are only two alternatives that are possible. That is the Holy Spirit either dwells directly, which is the position that my opponent takes, or indirectly. I reject what bro Pat says. I do not believe that it is directly because, if it is directly, my friends, it takes the miraculous power of God. And when I’m talking about a miracle, I’m not talking about something that is unusual. Man today says, though it happens every day, that when a woman gives birth to a child that it is a miracle. No it’s not a miracle. When an individual has an accident, which could kill many people and yet they go through a long hospital stay, they say that it is a miracle. No, I’m talking about the power that was manifested in the creation of the world. Thus there is only one way that a divine Spirit can inhabit a human body. And that’s only one way, my friends, and that is through the concept of a miracle. When I talk about the indwelling of the Holy Spirit, please understand that I mean a representative indwelling of the Holy Spirit. I do not believe the person of the Holy Spirit is in me, but that it is a representative indwelling. Let me explain if could please. My father and mother, the remains of both Dad and Mom, lie in the cemetery in Bixby, Ok. Dad has been there, his remains, has been there for over twelve or thirteen. Mother has been gone for over thirty years. And yet, I say today, my friends, that my parents dwell in me. When I make that statement, you understand that I am saying by the concepts, the idea and the principles they instilled in me. This is exactly, the very same idea that I am affirming this evening. I’m sad to tell you tonight that Karl Marks dwells in literally hundreds of thousands of people tonight over in Europe and in other places. Do I mean the person of Karl Marks? No, through his doctrine, through his teaching, etc, etc. And so as we look at this, friends, I want to give an idea of what we are talking about. Let’s see chart #42, if you would please, bro Cosby. Notice here on this particular chart, this is of course what Mr. Thayer says about it and I’m going to admit first of all, that this is simply as he sees it, his idea of what the word translated dwell means in Rom 7:17, 20, 8:9-11. Does it make it right? That’s just merely his view. But I want you to look down here please, that according the MacKnight in his commentary, he says that Hebrews expressed absolute rule or dominion by the figure of dwelling. That’s what I’m talking about tonight, dear friends. I’m talking about the absolute rule or dominion by the figure as being how or the manner or the mode in which the Spirit of God dwells in the heart of New Testament Christians. It is not the person, but it is as one takes the word of God and allows it to rule, to dominate, to actually be that which is the standard by which he lives. And that is what I’m talking about when I talk about the indwelling of the Holy Spirit. Let’s see chart #33, if you would, bro Ron. And notice here some of the passages that MacKnight gave was Ezekiel 43:7,9. Notice here he says, this is the place of my throne where I will dwell, skipping on down, and the house of Israel shall no more defile my holy name, now let them put away their whoredom, and I will dwell in the midst of them. Friends, what does that mean? Does that mean that God himself actually left heaven and there he dwelled, that he no longer possessed heaven, that he no longer lived in heaven? Is that the idea of what we’re talking about? Friends, let’s look next, if you would, at chart #46, Ron. Here is a statement, and I think this is the idea that I really want to get across. A word is a sign of an idea. It is, notice here, it is a sound or a symbol, which stands for an idea or a concept. It is the idea or the concept that you put within the mind by means of that sound or symbol, word, hence, the word, sound or symbol does not literally or actually dwell there at all, only the idea or the concept. Now that’s what I believe is the meaning or the basic idea of the indwelling of the Holy Spirit. Friends, we need to understand that the Bible clearly teaches that the Holy Spirit dwells but the question is how does he dwell? I want to see chart #105 now, bro Ron, if you would please. And here is a passage, Ephe 5:18,19 and the corresponding or parallel passage in a parallel as it were book, Col 3. Now notice as you look at these passage that Paul says, And be not drunk with wine, wherein is excess; but be filled with the Spirit; speaking to yourselves in psalms and hymns and spiritual songs, singing and making melody in your heart to the Lord. Now notice, if you would please, here in Colos 3:16, let the word of Christ dwell in you richly in all wisdom; (now watch the similarity here)  teaching and admonishing one another in psalms and hymns and spiritual songs, (friends, is that not parallel to speaking to yourselves in psalms, hymns, and spiritual songs? There we have singing and there we have singing, here we have making melody there it is with grace in your hearts to the Lord)  singing with grace in your hearts to the Lord. It is my basic idea that as we look at this that Colo 3:16 is a commentary, an inspired commentary, upon the statement made by the apostle Paul over here in Ephe 5:18,19. Notice he says, be filled with the Spirit. Friends, this is a command. It is not something that is given merely as a suggestion, but as a command. And the apostle Paul says in the other passage, let the word of Christ dwell in you richly. Does he mean one thing here and another thing here. Is he telling us at one time to be filled with the Spirit and another time that we are indeed to let the word of Christ dwell in us richly? You and I need to understand that the word dwell as it is found in the Bible is not always to be understood as a literal dwelling in. Show me chart #44, if you would, bro Ron. And notice here a very interesting statement found in Rev 2:14 relative to the people of Pergamos I know thy works, and where thou dwellest, even where Satan’s throne or seat is, now notice also, where Satan dwelleth. Now do we not understand that he is talking about the evilness and the wickedness that is there at that particular time? Do we not understand that he is indeed not talking about that Satan actually lived there?  He does not literally dwell there. There is not a street address there my friends where we can say, this is where Satan dwells and he lives no other place. But he’s talking about the rule, he’s talking about the dominion, that is being exercised by Satan through and by his various minions. Notice also as we look at this that in Rom 7:17, and I don’t think we have a chart on that bro Ron, the apostle Paul speaks that ‘sin dwelleth in me’. Literally? Is there is dwelling of sin in the physical body? No. It is the idea of one who is under the dominion of that which is opposed to the will of our heavenly Father. Let’s notice now, chart #99, if you would please, bro Ron. And let’s notice some very interesting things here. Now this could be multiplied three or four times, but notice in this chart please, that I am showing that there is something that is done. One passage of inspired scripture says the Holy Spirit does it and another passage of scripture says the word does it. As I said, that could be multiplied but I do not want to labor you down with a bunch of passages to read, but notice here in Nehemiah 9:30, the Bible says the Spirit did the instruction. And over in 2 Tim 3:16, the idea of instruction from the word of God. Freedom in Christ in Rom 8:1and there is in John 8:32 And ye shall know the truth, and truth shall make you free. Now good people, as we look at this I suggest that there are two choices, that if it is to be viewed separately then we have the Holy Spirit, for instance making one free on one occasion and the word of God doing that on another occasion. Is that the case, or is it the same action, simultaneous? I am convinced, beyond a shadow of a doubt, and I believe that this proves that we cannot deny it, that it is the Holy Spirit as he works through the word. As the word that has been revealed and confirmed by the Spirit of God is indeed that which a child of God allows to live and to dwell in that particular individual. And so as we notice this, let’s keep this particular thought in mind. Friends, does the Spirit of God dwell in an individual? Indeed he does. The difference between bro Pat and myself is not does he, but how does he? Bro Pat thinks that the Holy Spirit, the person of deity actually, literally, enters the physical body that you are looking at now. I believe it is a representative indwelling, that as one allows the word of God to rule, dominate and control his very life. Well let’s go on and notice in 2 Tim 3:16, the apostle Paul made an argument concerning the power of the word of God. All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness (now watch this) That the man of God may be perfect (that word does not refer to sinless perfection but it refers to indeed one who is complete. The word of God has that particular power, my friends. It will make one exactly like God wants him to be. What word do I talk about? Why it is the word of God my friends, that has or was two thousand years ago, approximately, divinely revealed, Holy Spirit confirmed. I want you, if you would please, to turn in your Bibles, and look please at  Ephe 1:13,14. Here the apostle Paul says “In whom ye also trusted, after that ye heard the word of truth, the gospel of your salvation: in whom also after that ye believed, ye were sealed with that holy Spirit of promise, Which is the earnest of our inheritance until the redemption of the purchased possession, unto the praise or the glory of God”. Now look, if you would please, at verse 13, you heard the word. Notice in verse 14, which is the earnest, it is the guarantee. Friends, grammatically speaking, which in verse 14, can only apply to the word that is found in verse 13, the word of truth, and it refers to nothing else. But here is the word that has been confirmed. And the apostle Paul says that you Ephesians having received the miraculous gifts of the Holy Spirit which was the means by which they were revealed, and by which they were confirmed. Now you have that word which is the guarantee of all things that God has promised. God cannot lie. Let’s see if you would please, chart #106, very hurriedly, Ron. Notice here in Acts 5:32, the apostle Peter in defense of what the apostles were doing, he said “And we are his witnesses of these things (the death, burial, and resurrection); and so is also the Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to them that obey him.”. Now what Peter is affirming here is the very thing that Jesus said would happen in John 15:26,27. The Comforter, that is the Holy Ghost, he will send from the Father and he says the Spirit of truth, (now watch) he shall testify, (look at that word). And ye also shall bear (look at that word), testify and witness are exactly the same word, or not exactly the same word, but they are the same word in the original language. But notice if you would here, what the apostle Peter said we are doing here is exactly what Jesus said you would do. The Spirit will bear witness through the miraculous and you also will bear witness. And that’s what the apostle is talking about. Read with me please, Heb 2:34 “How shall we escape, if we neglect so great salvation; which at the first began to be spoken by the Lord, and was confirmed unto us by them that heard him; (now watch) God also bearing them witness, both with signs and wonders, and with divers miracles, and gifts of the Holy Ghost, according to his own will?” Jesus said this is what you’re going to do, Peter said that’s what we are doing, the apostle Paul affirms the same thing. Friends, it is the word revealed by inspiration, confirmed by miraculous manifestations of the Holy Spirit 2000 years ago approximately, and it is that which stands before us as the earnest as that which is a guarantee. Paul said in Titus 1:1,2, in the hope of eternal life which God, that cannot lie. And he has given us his word, he has confirmed it, and it is with absolute assurance that we can stand and look at it. Thus, my friends, the word indwelling in the hearts and the minds of an individual is the means by which God, the Father, God the Son, and God the Spirit dwells in the hearts of New Testament Christians. I can reject it or I can accept it. And we need to look very closely at this because indeed beyond any thoughts whatsoever, dear people, this is the only way and the Bible teaches that the Holy Spirit dwells this way, this is what bro Pat would agree with, or not the only way, but he would agree in a representative indwelling, and so as we meditate upon this, I want you to look very closely at the thoughts that we have presented. My father dwells in me, the Spirit of God dwells in me, the God of heaven, the Father himself dwells in me, thank you.

Pat Donahue: I would like to start where Tom began and the first thing I wrote down, the first argument that he made, besides the preliminaries and some of the things I would endorse 100% if he said if there is a direct indwelling, then it would take a miracle. But we responded to that either Monday or Tuesday night or both, and he didn’t respond to my response. And that response is – the personal indwelling would be similar to a lot of things God does today routinely. Like for example, if a thousand Christians were to pray a prayer at one time today, right at one time, simultaneously, God wouldn’t have any problem processing that information, hearing, understanding and answering all the prayers at once. Now if I could do something like that, you’d call it a miracle. But with God, he does it routinely. That’s because he’s God. And that’s how he forgives sins, that’s how he can look on the other side of the world when he, you know where it’s dark and see when somebody sins in the closet. That’s how he can do that. I can’t That’s how Jesus could go through a wall. Of course that was a miracle. But what I’m trying to say is, if I did that, if I were to try to process a thousand conversations at once, we’d call that a miracle, but when God does it, it’s not a miracle, it’s just the nature of God. He does it routinely. And that’s how he indwells, how he sends the Holy Spirit to indwell in our heart. And then he brought up Eph 5:18b, and paralleled with Colo 3:16. Tom, let me say this, I agree with that chart as far as I could tell, 100%. Put up my #47, Mark. As a matter of fact I have a chart that’s pretty much makes the same point. Because as you know, I agree with the representative indwelling in some passages. In Eph 5:18b is one of them. Two reasons, one because it’s made parallel with Colo 3:16, as you noted. Let the word of Christ dwell in you richly is parallel to be filled with the Spirit, which is a command, as you noted. Okay. So the word, as the word of Christ dwells in us, in other words as we obey the word, to the extent we obey the word then we could say by definition that the Holy Ghost dwells in us representatively through the word. And I’d also like to point out the concept I went through Monday and Tuesday night in that when you see a command in the Bible like Ephe 5:18b, then you are going to know  be filled with the Spirit, that’s not going to be talking about the personal indwelling because that’s a promise to be received, like Holy Spirit baptism. Mark raise it up a little bit. This is out of Marion’s debate with Mack Deaver on page 115, and I’m pretty sure you will concur with his statement. Marion Fox who’s a friend of these fellows, and a friend of mine, but they know him very well. Marion said the indwelling of the Holy Spirit is a promise and I agree with that. He’s talking about what I believe about the indwelling, he doesn’t necessarily agree with me, but he’s referring to what I believe. Therefore the indwelling of the Holy Spirit cannot be obeyed. I agree with that. Ephe 5:18 cannot be a reference to the personal indwelling because it entails a command to be obeyed. Those are my words. But it can be a representative indwelling. You cannot use Acts 2:38 and Ephe 5:18b to teach the same thing. That’s what Marion says. And the reason you couldn’t teach the same thing because I believe Acts 2:38 would be a promise to be received like Holy Spirit baptism whereas Ephe 5:18b is a command. I agree with him 100% and I asked him a question about this and said Marion, does that prove that Acts 2:38, cannot be the referring, the gift of the Holy Ghost cannot be referring to the representative indwelling, and he said yes. And Monday night I asked Tom basically the same question and he said yes. So we all agree, all of us any way, that Ephe 5:18 is representative indwelling whereas Acts 2:38 is not. Now remember, he’s supposed to be proving tonight that you have the representative indwelling through the word and that’s the only way. But now Acts 2:38, if you admit is not the representative indwelling and it says if you repent and be baptized you will receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. He admits and by the same reasons he would use I would use, it cannot be talking about the representative indwelling. So here’s another way the Holy Spirit can indwell. He gives you the Holy Spirit when you’re baptized. And if his proposition says only and representatively that means I’ve disproved his proposition. It’s similar to the debate with the Baptists on faith only he can get up here and show a hundred verses like John 3:16 that show that we are saved by faith. But when he’s affirming faith only, I will agree with all one hundred of those verses and then say but Mark 16:16 shows that it’s faith and being baptized and you shall be saved. So it’s not faith only, it’s faith sure enough, but it’s not faith only. And it’s representative indwelling sure enough, and that’s not the only passage that would refer to it, but it is also the gift of the Holy Spirit which is not the representative indwelling. It is a promise to be received. And then put up #65. He mentions Rev 2:13, where it says Satan dwelled among those people. You know what? I agree with you, and those definitions you gave. I agree that is a representative indwelling. You were saying that Satan dwelled in these people, was it Pergamos, do I have that right? He dwelled in those folks. What does that mean? Does that mean that Satan personally dwelled in them? No. It meant that they were obeying Satan, they were following him instead of following God. For in that sense Satan dwelled in them, a representative indwelling. But note, everybody turn to Luke 8:27 and following. Here we have something where Satan dwelled in some people literally or personally. We see that in Rev 2:13 he can dwell representatively but Luke 8:27 says “And when he went forth to land, there met him out of the city a certain man, which had devils (other translations say unclean spirits) long time, and ware no clothes, neither abode in any house, but in the tombs.” And if you read that on through these indwelling spirits, the demons, Satan was causing him to do some strange things and he asked Jesus to please let’s get these demons out of here and he said what is your name, and the devils answered Legion. There were many of them there, verse 30. I believe,  Marion did, I believe that Tom will agree that this is a personal dwelling of these demons, these spirits, Satan himself I guess, or his messengers, I don’t know how to put that. On Jan 14, 1999, I asked Marion on question #3, does Luke 8:27-35 teach that the unclean spirit or devils as the KJV puts it, was or were personally, literally in the certain man? Marion answered yes. I believe Tom would answer yes. Now here’s what I’m trying to point out. He’s saying that the Holy Spirit dwells in us only through the word and he pulls out a passage like Eph 5:18 or Rev 2:13 and shows representative indwelling. But now we see by the Bible, and I think by your own admission that not only can Satan dwell representatively but he can also dwell personally. You see? So if Satan can dwell both representatively and personally that shows the possibility that the Holy Ghost can dwell representatively through the word to the extent you obey, and personally as a promise to be received when you obey the word. That possibility sure exists. So it’s not enough just to read about a passage that teaches that the Holy Ghost dwells in us representatively through the word, you’re affirming only. You’re going to have to prove the only part. If I can show one verse, and I believe I’ve showed fifteen in the last two nights, one verse that conclusively shows that the Holy Spirit dwells in us personally, then it destroys his proposition because he said only. Put up his chart #99. Now I’ve seen his chart before and many of you have, and a lot of you –the Holy Spirit does this and so does the word and that’s right. They do many things in common and I will agree 100% with his chart and even to the extent as far as I know that all these things that the Holy Spirit does, he does through the word of God, as far as I know. Now if you can find a passage that contradicts that, that’s fine, I’ll believe what the Bible says. But as far as I know the Holy Spirit does all of these things through the word of God. But there’s at least one thing that the Holy Spirit does that is not through the word of God for the Christian and that’s Rom 8:26,27.  The Bible says Likewise the Spirit also helpeth our infirmities: for we know not what we should pray for as we ought. So here’s our spirit not knowing what to pray for; some other spirit, not our spirit, is going to help us. But the Spirit itself maketh intercession for us with groanings which cannot be uttered. Ron that would be things that we can’t utter. With groanings which we cannot utter so he helps us. We are unable to utter so he helps us. Doesn’t mean that the Holy Spirit can’t communicate, it means we can’t. And he that searcheth the heart knoweth what is the mind of the Spirit (that’s the Father) because he maketh intercession for the saints according to the will of God.” He, that’s talking about the Holy Spirit. The Holy Spirit is all throughout this chapter, Rom 8. That’s what that’s talking about the Holy Spirit. So the Holy Spirit yes perhaps most or almost all of what the Holy Spirit does for the Christian today is through the word of God. But that doesn’t mean the Holy Spirit is the word of God, which he would agree with me on that. We can find at least one thing the Holy Spirit does that the word of God does not do, and here is one. Then really the point of your chart goes down. It does not prove that the Holy Spirit dwells only through the word, because we have found at least one thing the Holy Spirit does that the word does not do. Was that #7? Okay. Now I want to talk about Eph 1:13,14. Don’t put up #5 yet. Everybody turn to Eph 1:13,14. He said that it talks about how that the Holy Spirit is a seal and an earnest. And he said which in verse 14 in the KJV cannot refer back to the Holy Spirit. Which now the normal rule is that a pronoun goes back to its last antecedent. I’m not saying that rule is there without exception in the Bible but the normal rule and so when you’re reading this it said at the end of verse 13 ye were sealed with that Holy Spirit of promise which, what would you think that was referring back to? Which is the earnest of our inheritance. Well, it referred to the Holy Spirit. He says grammatically it can’t do that. Well let me show you that grammatically it can. It can and it does. As a matter of fact if you look at some other translations, the NKJ it said of which there, who is the guarantee of our inheritance. Well will who refer back to the word God or the Holy Ghost? The NASV, who is given as a pledge of our inheritance. Who? Those translators evidently thought it could go back to the Holy Ghost. Not to the word of God. But he says it can’t, but all these scholars, these Greek scholars who were probably even better than Mr. Hutto. They were part of the translation committee, and they thought it did go back to the Holy Ghost. The majority text, this is the way Mark explained it to me, he has the interlenear and you can look at it. He said it was the majority text, and it has who there for the literal translation, where you see the which in the KJV. Okay so evidently the word can go back and not only can but it does goes back to the Holy Spirit. And so what we have in Acts, I’m sorry, put up #10 Mark, #10, I believe you have it up, now often we talk about the Greek, he said it can’t in the Greek. Now we’ve shown you some translations and everything like that. Now I want to show you some other verses that will help prove to you that the Holy Spirit is the guarantee, the earnest and the seal. Okay this isn’t the only verse we have on this subject, we have two others. 2 Cor 1:22 “Who hath also sealed us, and given the earnest of the Spirit in our hearts”. Is the word of God given as a deposit? Well, if somebody wanted to say that, I wouldn’t disagree with them but that’s not what that verse is saying. The verse is saying that the Spirit is given as a deposit. What about 2 Cor 5:5 “Now he that hath wrought us for the selfsame thing is God, who also hath given unto us the earnest of the Spirit.” The Spirit is given as the earnest or the guarantee. Now put up #5, he mentioned Acts 5:32. I’m not sure I caught everything he said, but I want to point out to you Tom, and the audience, that we don’t need to confuse things here. This just says, “And we are his witnesses of these things; and so is also the Holy Ghost” So we are witnesses and so is the Holy Ghost. He’s a witness. Okay but don’t try to insert witnesses into the third clause. Now on the third clause of the verse of verse he’s talking about the Holy Ghost, not necessarily about how the Holy Ghost witnesses or how the people witness. He just has mentioned the Holy Ghost being a witness like those apostles, and then he happens to say, “whom God hath given to them that obey him.” Okay, so when a person obeys the gospel he may never do what the denominations say, and witness, teach others, okay, he may die the next moment after he’s baptized but when he was baptized, he obeyed the gospel the Holy Spirit was given unto him. Okay. Now put up #31 and then after that #33. So the last two nights, Tom has been making the point, if I’m incorrect you point it out. Sometimes I get confused because I’ve been listening to the tapes with Marion Fox. But I believe you also made this point that in Acts 5:32 it says that God gives the Holy Ghost to those that obey him. Okay. And he says, well that’s present tense in other words those that were presently obeying him. And because of that, he says that’s just talking about the apostles who were obeying him in that context. But have you ever noticed and you have because he brought it up both Monday and Tuesday night, in Acts 2:41 it says that three thousand obeyed the Lord. Acts 4:4, it went up to five thousand, or possibly eight. In Acts 5:14, it says “And believers were the more added to the Lord…” So we’ve got over 5,000 people at this time were Christians, and obeying the Lord. And they didn’t just obey him back then and stop. They were currently obeying the Lord by the time we get to the history, the historical point of Acts 5:32. They were also currently obeying the Lord. Does that mean then, according to Marion, since this is present tense, those currently obeying him that this doesn’t apply today? It doesn’t make sense. All of those at that time, five or eight thousand were obeying him. God gave the Holy Ghost, past tense, to all of those, upwards of five thousand people who were currently obeying him at that time. That’s universal. And you’ve already admitted last night that if I can prove universal even at that time, that would prove that this cannot be talking about the miraculous. But you don’t believe that every Christian back then received the miraculous. This cannot be the miraculous because this is saying every single person obeying at that time did receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. Therefore it can’t be the miraculous. It must be the personal non-miraculous indwelling. Now put up #33. Well before we get to that, put that other one back up. Let’s compare this to Heb 5:9. Hold your hand at Acts 5:32 and look at Heb 5:9. “And being made perfect, he became the author of eternal salvation unto all them that obey him;” Now that’s exactly in the English and the Greek like Acts 5:32, you might not necessarily understand that it’s present tense in the English but in the Greek it is. That means that in Heb 5:9 that’s talking about those that were obeying, them at that time, present tense. Well according to your reasoning that would mean that Heb 5:9 is not universal because it was present tense obedience. That God only became the author of eternal salvation to those who were obeying him presently or currently at that time. Isn’t that your point? From Acts 5:32? Now we know Heb 5:9 that Jesus is the author of eternal salvation to all them that obey him, present tense. That applies to everybody obeying him then and in principle applies to everybody now. That’s the way the Bible is. Acts 10:34,35 says that God is no respecter of persons. That means as a general rule when we read about the Bible of God giving the Holy Spirit to people obeying him then, that would mean that God gives the Holy Ghost the non-miraculous indwelling to people who are obeying him now. You understand that? That’s the way the Bible works, since God is no respecter of persons. It works in Heb 5:9, it works exactly the same way in Acts 5:32. Put up the next chart. And not only that, we showed last night that Acts 5:32 cannot be talking about the miraculous indwelling. It is impossible. Because he gives it to those who obey him, this Holy Ghost, not a gift of the Holy Ghost, not something from the Holy Ghost, not a power from the Holy Ghost, it says the Holy Ghost himself. But you will remember in Acts 10:45 the miraculous measure of the Holy Spirit was given to Cornelius before he obeyed the gospel, before he obeyed the gospel. So evidently, conclusively I should say, Cornelius received something different than what we’re talking about in Acts 5:32 because that in Acts 5:32 is contingent upon obeying the gospel and Acts 10:45 is not. And so Tom has to make one of two choices, he either has to say that Cornelius had obeyed Jesus in the sense of Acts 5:32 before he was baptized in water or he has to admit that Acts 5:32 is not referring to the miraculous gift of the Holy Ghost, one of the two. Peter said that you had to repent and be baptized in order to receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. That’s the same that’s in Acts 5:32. He said and just as surely as you have to repent you have to be baptized. Cornelius had not done it. Therefore what he received is not the same thing as what we find in Acts 2:38 and Acts 5:32. Cannot be the same thing, one is given as an earnest or a pledge a down payment we might say, Eph 1:13,14. The other couldn’t be that way because Cornelius received it before he was even saved. How could it be a seal or an earnest, a down payment on salvation or heaven we might say when he’s not even saved at that point? Tom would agree that it cannot. It cannot be the same thing. So Mark let’s put up #2. And so my procedure in this debate will be to answer what he says and then let’s think about what we’re doing, he’s saying the Holy Spirit only dwells representatively, only. I agree he dwells representatively, therefore I need to talk about the word only. If I can show one passage that talks about how the Holy Spirit comes into the Christian and is not representative then I will have disproved his proposition. We’ve already mentioned Acts 2:38, repent and be baptized for the remission of sins ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. There’s one.  That should be enough to prove my proposition. It cannot be the miraculous, that would contradict Acts 10:45. It is not the representative indwelling because it’s a promise to be received, it can’t not a command to be obeyed. He agrees with that. Both of those arguments would apply to Acts 5:32, it can’t be the miraculous, that would contradict Acts 10:45. It can’t be the representative indwelling because it’s a promise to be received not a command to be obeyed. How much time Bob? So turn to Luke 11 and we’ll go into another passage that disproves his proposition. Course most of you were here the last two nights so you are probably getting tired of hearing about Luke 11. But Luke 11:9-13 is parallel to Mt 7:7-11. And Luke 11-9 says and you’ll find this in Mt 7:7 says, Ask and it shall be given you, seek, and ye shall find; knock and it shall be opened to you. He admitted last night that that applies to people today, that that applies to people today. Well, verses 10-13 is simply an elaboration upon that asking. Well, which of you as a father would give your child a stone if he asked for bread? And he goes on and he says, well the heavenly Father will give you even a better gift. As a matter of fact he says the heavenly Father will give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him. And so this is a non-miraculous context. He admits verse 9 is not miraculous but  applies today and at the end on  the conclusion, it says you will receive the Holy Spirit if you ask him. Non-miraculous. How do you ask him? By repenting and being baptized just like Acts 2:38 says to do to receive the gift of the Holy Spirit. Thank you very much.

Tape 4, Side B

Mr Tom Bright:  It is a joy for me to stand before you for the second time this evening in response to some of the things that bro Pat has said in his first speech. In our discussion Monday I introduced the word anachronism because bro Pat is guilty of this very thing. I want to explain exactly what I mean by anachronism. Anachronism according to Merrian Webster is an era in chronology especially a chronological displacing of persons, events, objects or customs in regard to each other. A personal thing that is chronologically out of place especially one from a former age that is incongruous, that means inconsistent in the present. Now friends if I were debating a Pentecostal preacher tonight who is affirming the miraculous manifestations of the Holy Spirit present with today, bro Pat is not, as far as I know. I would use this very idea, because they are reaching back to the first century and he is drawing things that had application to a special time period at that very time, the miraculous. And every one of the arguments that he made then relative to the giving of the Holy Ghost etc etc was based upon this very idea of taking something out of its proper time frame and trying to make it apply to the present time. Friends, this idea that bro Pat has presented, I would suggest is indeed that which cannot be.  I want to see my chart #60. He introduced Luke 11. Notice in this if you would then. I want to look at this very closely. Notice here if you would, “If ye then, being evil, know how to give good gifts unto your children: how much more shall your heavenly Father give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him?”  Please understand that bro Pat is talking about the idea of the Holy Spirit, himself, and all you have to do is ask and he will give it to you. He wants to define the word ask which is from the Greek word apao (?) as obedience and he will direct you to Acts 2. But friends that word appears 71 times in the Greek New Testament and not once is it used to refer to obedience. Notice here, look at 1 Jn 5:14. Here’s the same word. “And this is the confidence that we have in him, that, if we ask (there it is) any thing according to his will, he heareth us.” Now friends, if ask in Luke 11:13 means obedience then ask in 1 Jn 5:14 which is of course it means obedience likewise. But notice here he says and this is the confidence that we have in him that if we (now what I’m doing is taking the word ask out of there and I’m just simply putting his definition of ask, he says it’s obedience, I say it’s not, notice) And this is the confidence that we have in him that if we obey anything according to his will he heareth us. Now friends, is it possible then if we disobey anything according to his will? We’ll all agree that doesn’t make sense. But anytime a person wants to define or give a specific definition to a word all you have to do is take that definition and put it where the word is used and see if it makes any sense. Notice friends, that if the context or the context of Luke 11:13 is there. Verse #1, the disciples ask Jesus, teach us how to pray, even as John taught his disciples. And then in verse #9 he said, Ask, and it shall be given you; seek, and ye shall find; knock, and it shall be opened unto you. He was talking about prayer. Friends he was saying ask for the Holy Spirit. Now in Acts8:15, when Peter and John heard that the Samaritans had received the gospel of Jesus Christ, they went down and they prayed, they asked and they laid their hands upon them and the Holy Spirit came upon them in his miraculous manifestation. And certainly therefore the context of Luke 11:13 is indeed the miraculous. That doesn’t mean that some principles and concepts do not apply to me. Bro Pat seems to want you to believe that I’m teaching anything that I say has a miraculous context it’s totally miraculous and cannot apply to you and to me today. Well that’s just not the fact of the matter. Let’s go to chart #61, if you would please, bro Ron. And let’s notice here based upon this particular idea. Notice here, it’s the same chapter in Luke 11:2, when they said teach us how to pray. He said when you pray, pray, our Father which art in heaven, Hallowed be thy name, they kingdom come, thy will be done as in heaven so in earth. Folks, I want to ask you a question, would it be right tonight as a member of the body of Christ to pray our Father which art in heaven? Would it, why certainly it would. Would it be right to say hallowed be thy name? Why certainly it would. Would it be right for me to pray, (Jesus said pray in this manner) thy kingdom come? My friends, if I were to pray that prayer in the twenty-first century, that is an anachronism. It’s taking it out of its proper context. We would be praying then for the kingdom to come, thus would by implication be a denial that the kingdom, the New Testament church has been established. Now this shows beyond a shadow of a doubt that he doesn’t believe that all of this refers to today. Friends this is something that we really need to think about. Notice, if ye then being evil, know how to give good gifts unto your children how much more shall your heavenly Father give the Holy Spirit? In what way? That is a metonymy my friends. It is a figure of speech which uses one word to suggest another. Now I know bro Pat is going to get up like he did the other night and say, I don’t know, I’m assuming, now Tom how do you know that’s a metonymy, a figure of speech? Bro Pat the same way that you know it when you debate the one cup brethren and you tell them that when we drink of the cup that it is the container itself. Now how do you know that? Well I think you know the answer to that. And so friends, when he’s talking about giving the Holy Spirit, I’ve already referred you to Acts 8 and there Peter and John came down to Samaria, they prayed to God, they laid their hands upon them, and the Holy Spirit came upon them. Is that the personal indwelling? That’s what bro Pat want’s you to believe that I’m talking about. It is the personal indwelling of the person himself. But that’s not what happens there my friends. It is referring to giving the Holy Spirit in the miraculous. We’ve already shown that he would not pray back in the previous chapter, scoot that down bro Ron, that there, we understand that is an anachronism so is the whole thing as he brings it out. Now Pat, don’t get up here and say I’m saying that you shouldn’t pray. That’s not what I’m saying. This is a miraculous context, my friends. And to pray thy kingdom come is in response to their question or request teach us how to pray. John prayed just like he preached my friends. Here is an anachronism. It is in chronology. Bro Pat wants to go back two thousand years ago and he wants to bring that forth and say that it’s applicable to you and to me and that it is some sort of personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit. Well I’m convinced as I talk to him and as we exchange questions, I’m not really sure what he believes, my friends. Because the other night, we ask him in a question did any of the Old Testament saints receive the personal indwelling, and he said in some sense. He was talking to bro Cosby and I just before we began and from what I understood and maybe it may be that  I am just dense, Pat, I don’t know but he says it was the person of the Holy Spirit. Well, maybe he could clarify that for you and for me. Let’s look very hurriedly at some of the things that he was talking about the miracle. I said that if there were deity in the flesh that would be a miracle. And he talked about the idea that if God answered the prayer of a million people. Friends, that is operating within the realm of God. We’re talking about deity entering into a physical body. He said if I did it today that would be a miracle. Well, Pat you surely don’t believe that miracles exist today. Put his chart #44 up, if you will please, bro Ron. Notice, I want to look at this part right here. I think I have the number right. He said that doesn’t refer to that. He didn’t give any proof. He charged me the other night when I said that it agrees grammatically, he said that’s an assertion, Pat you are giving an assertion. And I hope you do come up with that argument that you tried to present the other night. The word which my friend is masculine singular in this particular passage Eph 1:13,14 and notice if you would please that the word earnest in this particular reading is also masculine singular. And it is a fact that according to Greek grammarians, a relative pronoun agrees with its antecedent in gender and number. And then he comes up and says all of these translations. Friends let me ask you a question, do you know what verbal inspiration is? That means that God inspired the very words himself. They are there written originally because the Holy Spirit desired them to be there. If he wanted to express that the Holy Spirit himself was the pledge, the person of the Holy Spirit, why didn’t he say it? Why did he grammatically speaking, present the idea that it was not the Holy Spirit. I don’t care what the versions say, my friend. I think that we understand that certainly these men are not infallible. But I believe the Holy Spirit was infallible, don’t you? I believe Paul was infallible when he wrote Eph 1:13,14 don’t you? Certainly we do. And thus the apostle Paul, he put them together because he wrote directly by the Spirit of God, dear people. And we need to understand this. Well, let’s go on. Let’s look at chart #65 of bro Pat’s if you would, bro Ron. Here he is talking about Satan, or the Holy Spirit dwelling in us representatively. Now friends, here’s his argument. In the first century, demons, evil spirits dwelt in individuals, therefore it is possible for deity. Now the question is, Pat, do you believe in demons? Physically inhabiting people in the twenty-first century? If he says no, then his argument falls, because if the inhabitant of a physical body the human body by an evil spirit proves that the Spirit of God can dwell in the body of an individual then that right there proves the same thing. Now friends, that is really no argument at all. Because here is the host of hadean realm standing in opposition to the word of God. Do demons prove Holy Spirit personal indwelling according to my good brother’s concepts? And he is saying that is Satan himself. No that’s not Satan himself. That is or were various demons or devils as the KJV. And friends, if that proves anything it proves that Satan dwelt representatively. And so that proves too – proves nothing. Well, I want to notice with you the idea here that what bro Pat said and Rom 8:16,17. Pat I’m glad you learned the truth on that. He’s changed his position from the other night because I asked him, I said Pat if I know and I don’t want to misrepresent you, but you are saying that the groanings of Rom 8:16,17 were  --- through the Holy Spirit himself, now he has changed that, because Pat I asked you, you shook your head, that is the groanings of the Holy Spirit himsel. . .well either it is or it isn’t, make up your mind, when you get up and say it is and it isn’t, either it is the groanings of the human being and the Holy Spirit cannot articulate himself or he can. And so as we look at this, friends, you need to consider, what is the thrust of this. He said that is something that the Holy Spirit does that the word of God cannot do. Friends, listen to this. I don’t believe that’s the Holy Spirit there, but I’m just going to say bro Pat, you’re right, for a moment. That is still something that takes place in heaven. And he has already admitted that it’s not a sensory thing, it’s not something he can feel or anybody else can see, and thus I would ask you to consider this basic idea. Friends, the Christ of Rom 8:34 is the one who takes our groanings and he takes them as it were, to the Father. Well, do you have his chart #31, I don’t believe you do, I didn’t tell you to get that, so let’s just don’t worry about it. Concerning the idea of only the apostles. Now friends, what he is doing is trying to go back to bro Marion Fox, a very dear friend of mine, that he debated two years ago, I believe this last January, and he’s trying to make Marion’s arguments my arguments. Well, I do agree with Marion on many, many things but notice if you would on his chart #5, during that particular chart, he says that the Holy Spirit is not the witness, or that he is not witnessing. He’s not? Now Pat if I misunderstood you, I’ll apologize to you on the next speech, I really will, but I heard you say the Holy Spirit is not witnessing. Friends, turn to Acts 5:32. And we are his witnesses of these things, and so is also the Holy Ghost. What does and so also is mean? What does that mean? Does it mean that he is or he isn’t? Now friends, I’ve presented the basic idea relative to the thoughts of Acts 5:31. I presented that basic idea. The apostle Peter, he is in conflict, and he brings up Marion’s argument again, presently obeying. I don’t think I’ve even mentioned that in this debate, friends. The apostle Peter is arguing in this they have, the apostles have just been released from prison. And now they are standing before the council, evidently the San Hedron, the chief police, and they are charged, don’t be teaching and preaching in His name, we’ve already told you that. And Peter and the apostles said we ought to obey God rather than man, and then he begins to set forth the death, burial and resurrection and the final coronation, as it were in very general terms. And then in verse 32, and we are witnesses of these things – what things? And so also is the Holy Ghost. Can you imagine, friends, in the very next verse Acts 5:33, the very next verse, the Bible said because of what Peter and the rest of the apostles they took counsel to slay them. Now here’s Peter, and here’s bro Pat, there are standing before the San Hedron council, the chief police, and Pat says, we’ve got the personal indwelling, it’s not sensory, it’s doesn’t manifest itself, there’s nothing that I can tell other than the word of God. And so they are going to take counsel to kill him. Now do you believe that? The apostle Peter said we are witnesses of these things and so also is the Holy Ghost. He said that God had given to them, literally, as Pat says, the all mighty one. Now here’s the conflict. Who do you follow the council or God? Peter said here’s my witness. Here’s the proof I’m going to offer and that is the miraculous manifestations of the Holy Spirit. Yes Heb 5:8,9 speaks that Christ is the author of eternal salvation to all them that obey him. Two minutes. But I would ask you to consider friends, notice this particular idea. Yes it is the same word, I don’t have a problem with that and I don’t have a problem with the idea of are the obeying ones there going to receive exactly the same thing that those who are mentioned in Acts 5:32. Peter is just giving his defense. The religious leaders are saying, look, we are the authority in town, we carry the big stick, and we told you not to preach in his name. Well I would ask you to look very closely to Peter’s response raised the ire of these people. Friends I’m here to tell you that if Pat Donahue was standing there and said, I’ve just got the person of the Holy Spirit, literally, physically dwelling in my body, but he doesn’t do anything other than in a seed, there’s no sensory whatsoever, do you think that those people would have taken counsel to slay him? No, they understood the import of that. They understood exactly what the apostle Peter was saying. How much time do I have? He mentioned the idea of Cornelius and he seems to think that there is a conflict. Friends, Cornelius was a special case, relative to God proving to the Jews, that he, God, was going to accept the Gentiles through the gospel. And the Bible says they received the gift of the Holy Spirit. So let’s look very closely, we’ve got just a few seconds here and bro Pat is going to be back in just a few minutes.

Pat Donahue:  Just a joke here, I think Tom keeps bringing that word, anachronism up because he knows I have a difficult time pronouncing it and it’ll just trip me up. His definition up there was an era in chronology. You know I would admit that if I’m wrong about this subject, I guess I would be guilty of an anachronism, but if you are wrong, you would guilty of an anachronism, wouldn’t you? And so we are agreed that when you look at the miraculous in 1Cor 13 teaches that the miraculous, tongues and things like that had ceased. Now if I tried to pull them over to today like the Pentecostals, that would be an anachronism, not just because asserts it though Tom, but because you prove it by 1 Cor 13 and Zechariah 13. So you need to prove that the thing I am contending for in this discussion, the personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit, is not for today, not just assert that it’s an anachronism. Now I put the miraculous in its proper time frame but I prove it. Now as a matter of fact, what we are talking about in this debate is something that is not the miraculous. And so 1 Cor 13 doesn’t have anything to do with it. And another point I would like to make before I move on, Tom, what I’m talking about, you don’t even believe occurred back then. It’s not like he agrees with me that the non-miraculous personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit occurred back then but it’s not for today. You don’t even agree that it occurred back then, so it’s not really an anachronism that I’m doing. I’m just flat out wrong according to you. See. You don’t even believe that it occurred back then. Now, he brought up Luke 11:13. He says ask doesn’t refer to obedience anywhere else. Well, first of all before I respond to that, let me go to something that he said right after that about what many people call the Lord’s prayer, which is thy kingdom come. Tom, I agree, that a lot of those things, that every phrase wouldn’t apply today and thy kingdom come, would not. But that’s because many passages, Col 1:13, being one of them, showed that the kingdom has already come into existence by this time, and so we wouldn’t pray that thy kingdom come in the future. And that’s right. And that’s what we do with the miraculous. Covet earnestly the best gifts, that was for them, but we don’t do that now about the miraculous gifts because 1 Cor 13 teaches they’ve ceased. You see there so we have a passage that says thy kingdom come, we have a passage that teaches that the miraculous has ceased. We don’t have any passages that teach that the gift of the Holy Spirit in Acts 2:38 has ceased. Okay. That the personal indwelling non miraculous measure of the Holy Spirit has ceased. And so he says ask doesn’t refer to obedience anywhere else. He means by that the Greek word translated ask. Well, Tom, I gave up a long time ago trying to chase down every little time you’ve said, well it’s a different Greek word. Okay? I could have gone through the tedious process to try to find if that Greek word was ever used to refer to obedience and it may have or it may not. But why go through all that tedious process, because if I were to have found one, it wouldn’t have phased you in the least, would it? If I found a verse where the Greek word translated ask in Lk 11:13b referred to obedience, what would that do? It wouldn’t prove anything to you, would it? See, all this thing about a different Greek word, I don’t mean this in disrespectful way- that’s just a smoke screen- because if I found a place where ask, the Greek word, did refer to obedience, he wouldn’t accept it, it wouldn’t make any difference, he’d still believe the same thing about Lk 11:13. It wouldn’t make a bit of difference. Now I’m going to prove that to you. I’m going to prove that to you. Put up #28. We had a lot of discussion on Acts 2:39 in the last couple of nights, where the promise, Acts 2:39, which refers back to the promise of receiving the remission of sins and the gift of the Holy Ghost, the call to repent and be baptized. That promise is to you, that’s all the Jews there, to your children, that would be their posterity, to all that are afar off, that would be all the Gentiles, even as many as the Lord our God shall call, that would be everybody. That’s the same as the call of Joel 2:32 the call to deliverance for salvation. We are going to study more about that later. But now here’s the point I want make. First of all, this word children, where it says to you and your children. Last night I gave an example of Acts 7:23, an example of children, where it meant posterity. He said it’s a different Greek word. Now to illustrate. Tonight I’m going to give a word children that does refer to posterity that’s the same Greek word. Now there’s about four, five or six of them in the New Testament. But we found about four or five, but we don’t have time, but Mt 23:37 “O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, thou that killest the prophets, and stonest them which are sent unto thee, how often would I have gathered thy children together”. That’s the children of Israel, not just the first generation children of each prophet, like Jeremiah, you know first generation children but nobody else, or Isaiah’s first generation. It wasn’t that. That, the posterity isn’t it? That’s all the children of Israel, I believe. And that’s the same Greek word. Now is that mean he’s now going to agree with me on Acts 2:39, because it’s the same Greek word? No. It won’t do you any good to give you something that’s the same Greek word. Why do you keep bringing up that argument then? When I bring up something like prosteleo-i (?) and calleo. How do you pronounce those Bob? When I bring up those, is the fact that the called in Acts 2:39 and 1 Thes 2:14, well you say that’s a different Greek word in that case, just by the preposition. You act like that means it proves it means something else. But you know if I were to show you the same thing with the same Greek word, it wouldn’t do any good, and I’ve shown it here. Now on this word afar off, let’s do the same thing. This word afar off in Acts 2:39 referred to the Gentiles. But you know he thinks it refers to just the Gentiles, a select few representatively here. But in Eph 2:13,17, we have the word afar off, the same Greek word, Tom, same Greek word, and I asked him today, tonight, did that refer to all the Gentiles or just to a representative few? He said all. So in Eph 2:13,17, afar off, the same Greek word in Acts 2:39 referred to all the Gentiles yet here when it says all that are afar off, it has the word all, he thinks its only a few of them. See. And it’s the same Greek word. So it doesn’t mean anything when you come up here and you really have two verses teaching you the same thing and you say it’s a different Greek word, that doesn’t mean anything. So if these are the same Greek word, you still think it’s teaching something different. In both of these cases, children and afar off. But let’s look at that. Put up #69. Now this is a key passage here. In Acts 2:38 it says repent and be baptized for the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost, for the promise is unto you, that’s the Jews, to your children, that’s the children of Israel, all their posterity, and to all that are afar off, that’s all the Gentiles, including us, even as many as the Lord our God shall call. That’s just repeating what he said earlier, just saying it again, even as many as the Lord our God shall call. That just repeats it again, the children, all that are afar off, as many as the Lord our God shall call. That’s everybody including us today. And what is that promise? It’s the promise that if you’ll repent and are baptized you will receive the gift of the Holy Ghost and the remission of sin. Now that verse argues that the gift of the Holy Ghost that everybody back then would receive it, because it’s to the Jews then, all the rest of the Jews, all the Gentiles, as many as the Lord our God shall call. Okay. Now I want to bring up an illustration here, Tom. When you are debating a Baptist debate, and you say repent and be baptized for the remission of sins, one of the first things they’ll say is, most of them, is that word for the remission of sins means because of sins that you’ve already done. They say when you believe and repent you get the remission of sins and this is just saying be baptized because of the sins you’ve already got. Now there are a lot of good responses to that. One of the first ones I use is this. If for the remission of sins there means because the remission of sins you’ve already got, then repent would also mean because of the remission of sins you’ve already got. Now that’s not the only argument I would use, but that’s a good one and I use it every time. Okay. Because repent and be baptized are connected together with the and both are for the remission of sins, you get it? That’s why that argument will work and it’s correct and proves its position right. That’s right  Now we are going to make the same exact argument with verse 39. Did you notice that when it says this promise is to you and to your children and all those that are afar off, even as many as the Lord our God shall call, he makes that is just dispensational for a select group back then. Because that’s what he believes about the gift of the Holy Ghost but did you know that promise also  includes the remission of sins? The promise is not just the gift of the Holy Ghost, the promise is the remission of sins too. The promise is referring back to the verse previous, verse 38. What is the promise of verse 39? Repent and be baptized so you can get the gift of the Holy Ghost? So that a few of you will? No. Each one of you, individually, repent and be baptized for the remission of sins, and get the gift of the Holy Ghost. The promise is you’ll get the remission of sins and the gift of the Holy Ghost if you obey. Both of those. Now if Acts 2:39 is only dispensational to a special group at that time, the gift of the Holy Ghost, then that would make the remission of sins also dispensational to a select group at that time. Dispensational, what he means by that is that it’s not for today, okay, just for back then, just as fancy word for that. But he believes it was dispensational, not for today, and he believes only for a special group at that time, not even everybody back then. He admitted that last night. Now that’s the exact same argument. Do you see that argument, Tom? Repent and be baptized are both for the remission of sins. So the promise in Acts 2:39 is not just a gift of the Holy Ghost. It’s for the remission of sins and if you make that dispensational then you’ve also made repent and be baptized for the remission of sins dispensational, to a select group at that time. There’s no way around that. Any more than  there’s any way around  this argument that I use with the Baptist. That if baptism is for the remission of sins then so is the gift. Now the only way he could possibly get around it is to say that the promise is only the gift of the Holy Ghost, not the remission of sins. Now that’s not correct, the promise is all of verse 38, and I can prove that wrong. You know a good way to find out if the promise in verse 39, it doesn’t specify what the promise is in verse 39, I believe verse 38 specifies it. But you’ll remember for the last two nights that Acts 2:39 quotes Joel 2:32. So all we gotta do is go back to Joel 2:32 and we’ll see if the promise does indeed include salvation. In Joel 2:32 it says And it shall come to pass, that whosoever shall call on the name of the Lord shall receive miraculous gifts; for in mount Zion and in Jerusalem shall be miraculous gifts as the Lord hath said, and in the remnant whom the Lord shall call. That wasn’t quite right was it? What’s he talking about in verse 32? Is he talking about the miraculous gifts or deliverance? I looked up you know in my English dictionary, deliverance, you know what that means in a Biblical context? Salvation. That’s what that’s talking about. Joel 2:32 doesn’t mention the miraculous gifts. Now earlier in the chapter it does, Tom, but Joel 2:32 does not mention the miraculous, and that’s what Acts 2:39 is quoting. It’s not quoting Joel 1:3, that’s what I said last night. It’s not quoting Joel 1:3, it’s not even quoting Acts 2:17. It’s quoting Joel 2, I mean it’s not quoting Joel 2:28, it’s quoting Joel 2:32. Now the call there, you see the call? We call upon the name of the Lord, that’s in the first part of the passage. That’s quoted in Acts 2:21 and Rom 10:13, but I’m referring to the last part. Whom the Lord shall call, that’s what’s quoted in Acts 2:39. And that’s the call to deliverance, salvation. So because Acts 2 quotes Joel 2, the promise in Acts 2:39 has to include salvation. It can’t just be the gift of the Holy Spirit. Now so let me repeat my argument. The promise of Acts 2:39 includes the remission of sins, salvation, and the gift of the Holy Ghost. And since they are connected like that if you make one dispensational, to a special group, the other would have to also. We all know that’s not true. He knows that’s not true. Repent and be baptized for the remission of sin is for today, for everybody. Therefore the gift of the Holy Spirit has to be for today, for everybody. And since he admitted last night that the miraculous is not universal, it was only for back then and only to a select few back then, gift of the Holy Spirit cannot be referring to the miraculous. It has to be referring to something else. And since it’s a promise to be received, it can’t be referring to the representative indwelling which is the topic for tonight. The only thing left is the personal non-miraculous New Testament indwelling that’s spoken of in John 7:38,39. And then he said in, I challenged him last night, how do you know Luke 11:13b that the Holy Ghost is a metonymy? And he said, well, the same way you know that when you’re discussing with the one-container brethren that the cup is. Well, last night I told how, I didn’t just, when I get into a debate with the one-container brethren, do you think I just get up there and say that’s a metonymy and just leave it at that, and just assert it? Like you did on Luke 11? No I didn’t, I told last night how I know. In 1Cor 11:27, it says to drink the cu-pa. Now we know you don’t drink the container. So we know that the container must be being used for the contained. And that’s a very common figure of speech. You mention the container to talk about the thing that’s being contained. Like for example in basketball. You might have some people who are on the bench and you might see in the newspaper that the bench scored 12 points last night for the Hawks. Does that mean that wooden bench went out there and scored 12 points? No. The container for the contained. The bench for the players who sit on it. But how did we know that when we’re talking to the one-container brethren, do we just assert it, without any proof like you do in Luke 11:13? No we show a passage and prove it. Ephe 1:13,14. Put up #45. This is what I’ve been trying to avoid having to do. He keeps insisting that which in the first part of verse 14, has to go back to word in verse 13. In spite of all the proofs I’ve given, he just ignores those and keeps saying the grammar, that the grammar demands it. The Greek word translated which that begins Eph 1:14 is masculine in about half the manuscripts, that’s Mr. Hutto’s --.   About half the manuscripts it’s neuter. Okay. And  Mr. Metcher (?) comments that it’s hard to tell if it started out as the masculine or the neuter host or ho (?), it’s hard to tell which one was the first one and really got changed by mistake. But what the scholars say is that it either started out to where it matches the Holy Spirit, the last antecedent, the last noun, or I’m not sure I can say this right, or you have an attraction to the word earnest which comes even later. I guess I should just read what Mr. Metcher (?) says. “It is difficult to decide whether----------make it agree with the gender of pneuma, spirit or whether hos became ho by the attraction to the gender of the following,( there’s the Greek word for earnest which is, two or three words later), according to the usual meaning.” And we made him a zerox of the pages night before last, that shows that this is a valid way of doing things in the Greek.  -------that’s the majority. This is my summary of what he was saying. The majority thought ---- scholars who thought hos was in the original thinks it connects to earnest two words later, not back to word, which is about 12 or 15 words earlier, okay? So when you look at the grammar and we can talk about the grammar all day long and I will be lost. When you look at it, there is nothing in the grammar that keeps which from going back to Spirit. And so what we should do. . .Mark, put up the next chart.. . what we should do is just look at what the Bible says and thankfully we have some other verses besides Ephesians that helps us on this. Mark raise it up. 2 Cor 1:22 Who also hath sealed us, and given us the Spirit in our hearts as a deposit. (KJV, Who hath also sealed us, and given the earnest of the Spirit in our hearts.) Remember the deposit is the word of God or the Spirit, that’s obvious. 2 Cor 5:5 he also hath given us the spirit as a guarantee. (KJV, who also hath given unto us the earnest of the Spirit) The Spirit is the guarantee or the earnest, not the word of God. And then Luke 8:27 and following. He said the demons don’t dwell today and I agree they don’t, 2 Cor 13:1-4 that that would prove that the Holy Spirit doesn’t dwell today. No that’s not why I brought that up. Tom I think you knew that. I guess I shouldn’t say that but that’s not why I brought it up. Why would I bring up a passage to try to prove that the personal indwelling doesn’t happen today. Here’s why I brought that up. You brought up the representative indwelling, Rev 2:13 was an example. What----does when you take into consideration Rev 2:13, that representative indwelling of Satan, then I bring up the representative indwelling of Satan, I mean a literal indwelling of Satan which he would agree, that proves that a representative indwelling of the Holy Spirit is not throughout a literal or personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit.  You can have both. If you can have both to refer to demons or the devil, then you can have both that will refer to the Holy Ghost. All that it does is prove that it’s possible, it doesn’t prove that it occurs. It doesn’t prove there is a personal indwelling, it just proves that just because you have the representative indwelling of the Holy Spirit that doesn’t rule out a personal indwelling. But I’ve tried to show many passages that prove a personal indwelling. And then he thinks he sees, and I think I probably stated this in a confusing way, and so I can understand why he misunderstands. He thinks I’ve said that the Holy Spirit in Rom 8:26,27 is what I’m talking about, and one time that the Holy Spirit does the groanings which cannot be uttered and then on the question tonight, I said the person does. Let me give you an illustration to help you understand what I’m saying. Moses said the things that couldn’t be said by Aaron. Now who’s the person that said the things? Moses. Who’s the person that couldn’t say the things? Aaron. The Holy Spirit says the things that we can’t say. He’s the one that says them, we’re the ones that we can’t. He’s saying the Holy Spirit makes intercession with groanings which cannot be uttered by us. That’s the whole point of the first part of the verse. We don’t know how to say it, so he helps us. We’re the ones who can’t utter it, and so he does it for us. He intercedes for us with groanings which cannot be uttered by us, but they can be by him. He has no problem communicating these things. That’s why he’s helping us. We have the problem, we’re the ones that can’t utter it, he’s the one that communicates the things which we cannot utter. Now why would he bring that up anyway? He just likes to bring up problems with my position which does him no good after I explain them. Rom 8, no matter whether I could explain that properly or not, whether I had any idea what that was talking about, it still would prove that the Holy Spirit does something, I may not know what it is, it does something that the word does not do because I know that the word of God does not intercede for us with groanings that could not be uttered. Another thing that you found confusing . . .put up #5. You thought I said something that was contradictory on this Tom. No here’s what I said. Here’s some people that witnessed in the first clause of Acts 5:32, and so was also the Holy Ghost, yes the Holy Ghost is a witness. But the clause #3 doesn’t talk about witnessing, whom God hath given to them that obey him. Yes the Holy Ghost witnesses, clause #2. Clause #3 doesn’t mention that. Clause #3 is the one I use to prove my position. Clause #3 has nothing to do whatsoever with witnessing. It just says that the Holy Ghost is given to them that obey him. That doesn’t have anything to do with witnessing, or the miraculous or anything. So witnessing is in Clause A and B but not in Clause C. Clause C simply says the Holy Ghost is given to them that obey him and I believe that. And really he doesn’t believe it. He does not believe, he believes the Holy Ghost is not given to them that obey him. He believes Acts 2:38 the way we should quote that today repent and be baptized for the remission of sins and ye shall not receive the gift of the Holy Ghost.
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