Tape # 6, Side A, Donahue/Bright debate, Indwelling of Holy Spirit

Mr. Tom Bright: It’s a joy to be able to stand before you for the second speech this evening, relative to the affirmation of the argument that I have presented. I would like to draw your attention to something that bro Pat has presented concerning the idea of a field day. The only way that I know how to respond to this particular idea of the Pentecostals would have a field day with me is to go to our web site. Click on our archives and go to the debate that I had with the United Pentecostal preacher back in, I believe it was 1994. And I’ll just let you decide whether that particular individual had a field day with me, bro Pat, simply because I hold the position that I hold. Now friends, bro Pat still wants to smear the difference between the idea of this concept that he says is universal and then he wants to pull this out and say, well now Tom, you’re saying it’s universal. Friends, please understand if you would please, that when I speak of the New Testament period, the miraculous period of time, it is by the very nature of the things, that certainly all of the blessings that Christians were to receive were present there. But there was a special manifestation of the Holy Spirit that cannot be applied to people today. And so when bro Pat uses the idea of the universality that he keeps talking about, you need to understand what is he saying? Is he saying that I am saying that there is not mercy, there is not grace, etc, etc. I believe the chart that I have presented in the first speech relative to the truth concerning Jesus Christ and the ten items, with only one of those being false, and I want you to keep that particular thought before your mind if you would please. Because that shows beyond a shadow of a doubt that I do not reject any of these particular things. But Pat is wanting to blow this, he is not wanting you to remember that yes, there was a miraculous age, and certainly all spiritual blessings, Eph 1:3 are in Christ Jesus and they had those in the first century and they have those in the twenty-first century. But friends, there is a period of time in which some of the statements, some of the promises that are found in the Bible cannot be carried forward until today or unto today and say that we have application. Bro Pat is taking many of the passages of scripture that refer to the miraculous manifestations of the Holy Spirit. For instance, if you want to search on word Holy and Spirit and various forms of the word give or gave or has given or received, you’re going to find that many instances, if you’ll remember the charts that he has presented, but the basic idea that we are looking at here, friends, is indeed this fact that it is referring to the Spirit of God. I want to notice something if you would please, he asked me concerning children, what’s the difference? The difference between singular and plural. Now Pat, if you don’t think that is very interesting or very important, I ask you to go to Gal 3 where Paul made an argument distinguishing between singular and plural. It is indeed most interesting. Well, so as we look at this, friends, I draw your attention back to Acts 2:38,39. And certainly I believe Pat and I both understand that this is a crucial area that we really have to look at. Now Pat seems to have in his mind some idea that somewhere in this debate I have denied the basic idea that afar off refers to the Gentiles. Now if I had time to look at this and to look at all the tapes, I believe that I could produce several occasions, at least 2, and maybe more, where I have admitted the afar off ones that are in Acts 2:39, refer to the Gentile. But friends, notice what is the context. The gift of the Holy Ghost is promised. It was promised to them, to you, those that are here, your children, that is that next generation, I've already shown that from Joel 1:1-3, where Joel which is the background of Acts 2, is setting forth the idea of the definition of the word children. And so as we look at this in Acts 2, he says the promise, the promise of the gift of the Holy Spirit, is to you and your children and  those that are afar off. I presented the thought the other night. Bro Pat, all you have to do is look at 1 Cor 12,13,14 where Paul discusses many of the problems that the Corinthians were having over the spiritual gifts. I admit that. And the gift of the Holy Spirit, not his definition, but my definition, went to the Gentiles. In Acts 19:1 and verses following, Paul laid his hands upon some individuals after he had taught them the truth relative to the Great Commission baptism and he bestowed to them the miraculous. In Eph 4, to what we would call a Gentile church, Paul is certainly mentioning there the spiritual gifts. Friends, there can be no doubt, the afar off, but Pat seems to think that that has to refer to the gospel call in some way or another. But certainly I have admitted that, and I will continue to admit that. The promise is to you and your children and all that are afar off. And certainly then, there is beyond any distinction at all, or discussion at all that that applies, Pat, maybe I’m missing something in your argument. He says that I don’t accept that. I’ve always accepted that. I have taught that for years, my friends. And I don’t know what I have said that led him to believe that I don’t believe that. And so I want it clear, everybody listen to me, the afar off in Acts 2:39 refers to the Gentile people. And Paul, one of the apostles of Jesus Christ went to the Gentiles. He was in fact referred to as the apostle of the Gentiles, Gal 2. And so whatever his argument is, friends, but the fact still remains, there is as many as. Now I want us to turn if you would to Joel 2 and let’s look at the passage that he is presenting here. Joel chapter 2. Well he says Tom has admitted that there is deliverance. I have admitted  and I believe that the deliverance from sin is under consideration. But notice if you would in verse 32 of Joel 2, it shall come to pass that whoever shall call on the name of the Lord shall be delivered. Now Pat is that salvation? I think you will admit. Now let’s go on down and let’s look at the passage. Shall be, notice, delivered, for in mount Zion and in Jerusalem shall be deliverance. Who is denying that? As the Lord hath said, and in or among the remnant whom the Lord shall call. Now is he saying there is going to be deliverance, and there is going to be deliverance? Friends, I would suggest that we need to understand that certainly this idea of deliverance is there. But I want to ask a question for your consideration tonight. Is the miraculous found in Joel’s prophecy chapter 2 that Peter quotes? Is it there? Now is it or is it not? Peter says this is that. Now was it Joel’s prophecy? Was the sons and your daughters prophesied? Was that according to Joel’s prophecy or not? I will pour out from my Spirit said the apostle Peter. He didn’t say he would pour out the Spirit. I will pour out from my Spirit. And it is that which flowed from the Spirit, the power that was manifested. Friends, if you will read Acts 2:31 and verses following, the apostle Peter said, these things which you see and hear. Were they seeing the Holy Spirit?  No they were seeing the manifestation that came from the Spirit. They were seeing the results of this Spirit coming, and they were hearing these things. These men were speaking in tongues that they had never studied. And so the question is, is the miraculous in Joel 2? Did Joel prophecy of miraculous manifestations that were evidenced specifically in Acts 2? Now either he did or he didn’t. Either Peter told the truth or Peter told a lie. And so I think we can see beyond a shadow of a doubt. Well notice if you would, concerning this idea, another thought that I want to present concerning the Gentiles, concerning Pat’s saying that I do not believe. I want you to turn to Acts 15. Here’s Peter with others, at this so called Jerusalem conference – they are trying to discuss this and find out, do the Gentile converts to Christ have to be baptized and keep the law of Moses. Now if you would, let’s notice in verse #6, the apostles and elders came together for to consider of this matter. And when there had been much disputing, Peter rose up, and said unto them, Men and brethren, ye know how that a good while ago God made choice among us, that the – who? -- Gentiles by my mouth should hear the word of the gospel, and believe. I want to ask a question folks. Pat is pressing this idea – the afar off – that refers to the Gentiles, that refers to the Gentiles – and I admit it – and I want to ask Pat, did Peter himself go to every single Gentile that ever obeyed the gospel? Why we know that he didn’t. And so Peter is saying here, I went to Cornelius, he was a Gentile, he stood as a representative of that. And so the idea, I think, is very clear – the afar off ones are the Gentiles. Now last night, Pat in his last speech said there is a horn of dilemma that Tom is on. And he cannot see the correlation between Acts 5:32 and Acts 10, the events at the house of Cornelius. Now watch his particular reasoning friends. He is saying that the one to get the gift of the Holy Ghost, Acts 2:38, he must repent and be baptized. Well friends, I do not doubt that no person received the laying on of apostolic hands, now Pat I didn’t say didn’t receive the miraculous, I said the laying on of apostolic hands, by which except for one occasion at the house of Cornelius, was always as far as we are able to tell the method by which the miracles were given. And so as we look at this, notice if you would please, that the apostle Peter went to the Gentiles, and there was a miracle that transpired at the house of Cornelius.  Now Pat says I’ve got a dilemma. Well, what is the dilemma? He said Acts 5:32 refers to all Christians generally – we are witnesses of these things and so is also the Holy Ghost whom God hath given to the obeying ones – and he says that’s everybody obeying. I have explained that friends, time after time after time. Now he’s got the audacity to stand up here and say, Tom in the third clause of verse 32, there is not a mention of the miraculous. Well, if you will read Acts 4:31 and following, you will find that with great power gave the apostles witness of the resurrection. The miracles are not mentioned there. Does that mean they were just shouting loud or making a lot of noise? Is that what that passage means? No, the miracle as a word is not mentioned. But he says Tom you’ve got a dilemma there, because you see it was the obeying ones. And Cornelius received the baptism of the Holy Spirit before he became a Christian. Now watch it folks. Watch what he’s doing. He is not tying the two together based upon my definition of the obeying ones, but upon his definition. There is no problem between Acts 5:32 and the house of Cornelius if you understand that the apostle Peter was saying, the Holy Spirit as he is working through us and others is confirming the truth. We are bearing witness as it were together. And at the house of Cornelius it was a special event, very special. I want to ask a question. Friends, the Jews and the mindset they had, do you ever think that they would have gone to the Gentiles except for a miracle? Peter saw a vision, Peter, kill and eat, no I’m not going to, I’ve never eaten anything common or unclean, what God hath called clean, call thou not unclean. You can find that in Acts 10. And finally then we find that he went under the guidance of the Spirit unto the house of Cornelius. And we find that as he was preaching there the Bible says, as he began to speak, in Acts 11, as he explains that, the Spirit came upon the Gentiles, upon the house of Cornelius. Now friends, the only thing that I have ever said is that the phrase gift of the Holy Spirit is found twice and both is in a miraculous context. I have never said that the same thing of Acts 2 is that which is exemplified in Acts 10. I said it was the miraculous. I’ve never said it was exactly the same thing. I don’t believe that. But the events at the house of Cornelius was very special. And that was to show that the Gentiles would be accepted. And so friends, I would ask you to consider. Lets turn very hurriedly, if you would please, to Titus 3, Titus 3. Now we’ve dealt with that, and I want to look at it again, Titus 3. Read with me please the statement of this man, the recipient of the letter and Paul is saying here in verse 4, But after that the kindness and love of God our Saviour toward man appeared, Not by works of righteousness which we have done, but according to his mercy he saved us, by the washing of regeneration, and renewing of the Holy Ghost, which he shed on us abundantly through Jesus Christ our Saviour.  Now notice here, and the renewing of the Holy Ghost which he shed forth or out from. And that’s where I had the problem. Yes Pat you were right. I just misread it, there is no excuse for that. But friends, here is the idea of a reference to the shedding of the Spirit or the pouring forth. And that verb that is presented there as I’ve already stated has the ----Greek preposition which denotes source or origin or out of. And so I ask you to kindly consider, friends when we are looking at idea of the miraculous of the first century, let’s keep it there. Does that mean that every single statement is curtailed by the miraculous? No, but it does mean that we have to consider the statements as they are made, put them in a proper context, don’t be guilty of anachronism and taking them out and applying them to today. And that’s what bro Pat, and I must say this kindly, is doing, as he looks at this particular thing. Friends, the Spirit of God dwells in us through the word. I have proved that. He admits that. He argues that the Holy Spirit is that which is, the person of the Holy Spirit is that which is poured out. But friends, that cannot be the case, that cannot be the case. Because he does not say there is anything other than the so called seal which is not seen. There is nothing of this that he calls the earnest which is not seen. It is not heard, it is not felt and in no way does it manifest itself. It is just simply based upon the word of God which my friends, the miraculous manifestations confirmed and substantiated in the first century. And so let’s place these in their proper context. Let’s look at them very closely. Friends, consider. I ask you. I beg of you to consider very carefully that bro Pat is smearing this, he is trying to put up here a cloud and not distinguish between the miraculous of the first century and the promises pertaining to the miraculous, and putting them in the twenty-first century. Well, then, there are other things. In Gal 4:4-6 notice here he says again, But when the fulness of the time was come, God sent forth his Son, made of a woman, made under the law, To redeem them that were under the law, that we might receive the adoption of sons. And because ye are sons, well notice here, God hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son. Now he says that’s the Holy Spirit. Now he’s going to go I think to Rom 8:9, but friends that’s not the Holy Spirit, it is the Spirit of his Son. It is the spirit of adoption. Read on in Rom 8:15, we don’t have the spirit of bondage again up here, but the spirit of adoption, whereby, look at it, both places, crying Abba, Father. That’s not the Holy Spirit that is under contemplation there. It is the Spirit of the Son of Him. It is. . . .thank you.

Pat Donahue: Tom said about afar off. He said why I’ve always admitted afar off refers to the Gentiles. Tom that misses the point. What I asked you on June 28, question #1, does afar off in Eph 2:13,17 refer to all the Gentiles, just a representative few Gentiles, that’s what you think of Acts 2:39, I believe, or other. You checked all the Gentiles. Now the question is not does it refer to the Gentiles, all the Gentiles, he said it refers to all the Gentiles in Eph 2:13,17. Now we have the same Greek word over in Acts 2:39. There’s only one difference, you have the same Greek word, which is all the Gentiles according to him, and I agree, in Eph 2. In the case of Act 2:39 it puts the word all in front of there, so it would be all, the all the Gentiles, Okay? But you think it’s only a few of them. That’s the difference between us two. Now here’s another example that I keep bringing up about he Greek. You see we have the Greek over there and it’s the same Greek in Eph 2, and you said it’s all the Gentiles. Yet over in Acts 2, even though it’s the same Greek word that you say is all the Gentiles over here, same Greek word, plus the word all, you don’t think it’s all the Gentiles do you? So even if you show him the same Greek word phrase over here, he still won’t believe it’s the same thing. That’s what I was saying Ron. Alright? That’s the question. Now here’s what really, the whole point of this is, is not to get into an argument about, what is the value in finding the same Greek expression. Okay? Here’s what it is. What is Acts 2:39 talking about when it says, to all those that are afar off? Well what does afar refer to in Eph 2:13,17? All the Gentiles. So what would all that are afar off refer to in Acts 2:39?  Just what you thought it meant when you read the English. Here’s basically how this discussion goes. We read the English, the KJV, we believe it. He says, no it’s wrong. The Greek says this. We take Bob and Mr. Hutto, who knows a whole lot more about the Greek than he does, and they, we show them beyond a shadow of a doubt that he’s made a mistake on the Greek, just like we did with Marion. Marion made lots of mistakes, some of which he admitted to. We show them along with the Greek and we prove that the English of the KJV and the other standard translations are right. So you can have confidence in the KJV. It means exactly what it says in Acts 2:39 and 2:38. He may say the Greek is different but we’ve proven him wrong. It means exactly what it means in Eph 2, that Greek phrase. So it means exactly the way you read in English. It proves my proposition. And then he asks the question. Now these are the kinds of things I don’t understand, why he would ask this question, Ron. He said is the miraculous in Joel 2? Well, that doesn’t have anything to do with the point. Is the miraculous in Joel 2? He’s brought that up before. Yes, the miraculous is in Joel 2:28 and that’s quoted in Acts 2:17. The question is, where is the miraculous in Joel 2:32? That’s the question. Why is that the question? Because the passage under consideration here is Acts 2:39, and it quotes Joel 2:32, not Joel 2:28. Joel 2:28 is quoted in Acts 2:17. We both agree that’s the miraculous. Just like he keeps bringing up Joel 1:3, like it has anything to do with this discussion. No it’s not quoted, it’s not any kind of background passage for this. ( ( Not at all. Acts 2:39 quotes Joel 2:32. Where’s the miraculous? Acts 2:39 says even as many as the Lord our God shall call. Now the call is to what? Doesn’t have anything to do with Joel 2:28. The call is in verse 32 of Joel 2. The call to deliverance or salvation which he’s admitted. That’s the call to salvation. Tom is the call to salvation to everybody? Or just to a select few that received the miraculous? The call to deliverance is everybody. We all know that. The English is right. The Hebrew’s not any different than the English. The Greek’s not any different than English in Acts 2:39. That’s everybody. As many as the Lord our God shall call to salvation. Joel 2:32, deliverance. That’s who is promised remission of sins and the gift of the Holy Ghost if they’ll repent and be baptized. Acts 2:39 makes it clear that that is what it’s talking about because it quotes Joel 2:32. And then he got up here and said on the fourth night of this discussion that he never said Acts 2:38, the gift is the same in Acts 10:45 gift. But notice question #1 I asked him on June 25. Question #1 on June 25, do you agree with the following quote from Marion Fox in his debate with Mac Deaver on page 229? Here’s the quote from Marion. We would argue then that the expression, gift of the Holy Spirit, in Acts 10:45 has the same meaning in Acts 2:38. That’s the quote. I asked, do you agree with that? You said yes. Now he’s saying tonight, that he never said it meant the same thing. And he gave some argumentation to try to prove that it was different. Well first of all, I’d like to say, Tom, that down again goes your consistency of language argument. Because you’ve already said over and over again that the reason they’re the same, you’ve said this more than once, it’s because gift of the Holy Spirit in Acts 2:38 and gift of the Holy Spirit are the same in the Greek in Acts 10:45. Now he says they’re not the same. And so your consistency of language where two things are the same in Greek, they have to mean the same thing. Now you’re saying these two things which are the same in the English and the Greek are not the same. And you know that’s the reason my position for this whole debate, that’s what I’ve been trying to prove that they’re not the same. You know I experienced probably at least two thirds or three fourths of every speech trying to prove that they’re different and now he’s admitted it. They are different. And since they’re different, Acts 10:45 refers to the miraculous measure. 2:38, now he admits is different, therefore it can’t be the miraculous measure. That’s what I’ve been trying to prove the whole debate. Put up #60. You know this consistency of language thing has messed ya’ll up in a good many things. We can show a verse like what Marion says on Blue 135 (?), says it’s the same Greek word translated Comforter Jn 14:16, and Advocate 1 Jn 2:1. –these two words must be the same. I guess he’s talking about the Pentecostals. They must think they’re the same because ----------word. He says this is used in the sense to prove that the two different persons in the Godhead can occupy the same office or work. The work of the Comforter of Jn 14:16 is miraculous and the work of the advocate is non-miraculous. He’s saying their argument is incorrect. The same Greek word. People use that to prove that they’re the same work or office and he’s saying that’s incorrect. And when I debated Marion he agreed with that quote. Of course he did. He wrote it down. So now Tom’s admitting that the gift of Acts 2:38 is different than 10:45. So Acts 2:38 then you can mark it down in your notebook it is not equal to the miraculous gift of 10:45. And that’s what you said. And then he brought up Gal 4:6, that I’ve been using to prove my position. And he said that’s parallel to Rom 8:15. You know Gal 4:6 says he sends the Spirit of his Son into your hearts because you are sons, crying Abba Father. Look at the similarity of that to Rom 8:15. I agree that it looks like in at least  a lot of respects they’re talking about the same thing. Says ye have not received the spirit of bondage again to fear; but ye have received the Spirit of adoption, whereby we cry, Abba, Father. He says now this is not talking about the Holy Spirit. Now it doesn’t prove anything, but first note that the KJ translators evidently thought it was the Holy Spirit and they capitalized Spirit. Now that doesn’t prove anything but I want you to note that first. Now we are going to prove it refers to the Holy Spirit. Look in verse 14, For as many as are led by the Spirit of God, is that, what’s that? That’s the Spirit of God, they are the sons of God. Then he says in verse 16, The Spirit itself beareth witness with our spirit, that we are the children of God. So by the context we’ve proved that the Spirit of Gal 4:6 is the Holy Spirit. And then I guess I’m going to chart #71. We’re going to talk about Eph 1 again because if I don’t bring some of this up now I won’t be able to bring it up in my last speech.  Let me give you the history of Eph 1. First we showed on the first night that the Bible, the fifth verse proves our proposition in the Bible. When you read the KJV, turn to Eph 1and if you just accept what the KJV and the other standard translations like the AS say, then it would prove our proposition. So his recourse was, knowing that you know if you read it like it is, it would prove our proposition, he went to try, brought up the Greek on it, and tried to say well if you look at the Greek, it doesn’t meant that, see. Of course he made a mistake in the Greek, and we tried to show that. We showed other translations of this verse. And we showed other verses that talk about the earnest, and we’ll talk about that in a minute, that proves that the KJV was right on this. And then we had, he kept insisting so we handed him some tangible documentation, too technical to put it in a speech, to show he was wrong in the Greek. He came back didn’t say anything about that technical documentation, didn’t reply to it, all he did he ignored everything that we have said, and just said these folks don’t have confidence in the Bible. You know we don’t have confidence in the Bible because we accept what the KJV says, what the AS says, what all the Greek experts say about this, and we haven’t found a single one, a Greek expert, that thinks that which goes back to word truth. Not one. We accept what all the English translations say, we accept what all the Greek scholars say about the Greek, but we don’t accept what Marion Fox says, because when he makes a mistake in the Greek. And because of that, because we don’t accept Marion Fox’s mistake in the Greek, we don’t have confidence in the Bible. Now brethren, here’s the problem, let’s go on to Eph 1:14 where you see the word which, very first word in verse 14. Some manuscripts have hos (?) some have has(?). Ho (?) is the neuter, ha (?) is the masculine. That’s the problem. So the problem we have is the manuscript agree on what that word should be (?). But we’ve pointed out that no matter which one it is, hos or ho, it does not refer back to the word at the beginning of verse 13. Okay. If it’s neuter, ho, it refers to the Holy Spirit, saying the Holy Spirit is the earnest. If it is hos, which is the masculine, then by attraction it would, hos because it was attracted to earnest which comes up three words later in verse 14. Okay. Now we have an example of that. Everybody hold your hand here and turn to Gal 3:16. Here’s another example of this exact same thing, Ron. In Gal 3:16, it says, Now to Abraham and his seed where the promise is made. He saith not, and to seeds, as of many; but as of one, and to thy seed, which is Christ. Now this which here is that same exact pronoun we find Eph 1:14. And by the way it is masculine, it’s exactly the same in all respects. I think Bob told me that. Now what is the antecedent for the pronoun? What is the antecedent of which there? Well you learned in English grammar that antecedent that means prior to. When you use a pronoun its antecedent refers back to the noun that it refers to, not forward Tom. Doesn’t refer to forward. You name the person first like Bob Hutto knows a little about Greek. He has red hair. He refers back to Bob Hutto. It doesn’t go forward, it goes backward. Antecedent, backwards. You name the person first because if you name the pronoun first, they wouldn’t have any idea what you are talking about. The antecedent of which here is seed. Everybody can see that. But you know seed is neuter just like Holy Spirit of Eph 1:14. Which is masculine. Okay. It’s this little word ho, in all the texts I believe in this case. Now what happened here? Doesn’t the pronoun have to match its antecedent in gender? Yes, that is the general rule but there’s an exception that we gave them, technical documentation we handed over to them, where a pronoun can be attracted in gender to something in front of it. In this case you see how it says which is Christ? Evidently when Paul was writing that, he was trying to say the pronoun which is Christ and so instead of making which the same gender as seed, its antecedent, he decided to make which the same gender as Christ. He decided to do that. Now that doesn’t follow the general rule of grammar. But it is something that happens in grammar. Which is the same pronoun, ho, its antecedent is seed, but which is masculine, seed is neuter, the reason which was made masculine was because it was attracted to Christ. It is perfectly parallel to Eph 1:13,14. Now when he needed Eph 1:13,14 he went and took which, which is the first word in verse 14 and since it was masculine he went all the way back and found the first noun that was masculine and it turned out to be word toward the beginning of verse 13. Now if you do that in Gal 3:16, if you are going backward, which the next noun is that is masculine, its Abraham. Now in Eph 1, see what he did was, he said well which has to go back to word, word which is the earnest. And so he made word the earnest. If you do that over in Gal 3:16 if you take which and go all the way back to Abraham, you’d have Abraham which is Christ. If you have which going back and its antecedent is Abraham. See that? Do the same thing that you did in Eph 1 and its exactly parallel, if you do the same thing, you would get Abraham which is Christ. That’s not what it’s saying. It’s saying seed which is Christ. Now what we’ve done is we implored you at the very beginning, please just accept the English because the English is a good translation of the Greek in Eph 1. But because he knew it would prove my proposition, he came up with this Greek argument. Of course Marion made the same argument. It’s an incorrect Greek argument. He should have just believed the English to begin with. The KJV was exactly right. We now, we had to waste time doing this, but we now had to show you on two different nights that his Greek argument is incorrect, that the English is right all along. You can trust your KJV translation. The Greek and the English both prove here that the Spirit is the earnest. And so that disproves his proposition. Put up #2. Oh before you put that up, would you put up #10. You know what we should have done, what we should have done, is just look at some passages like 2 Cor 1:22. You know instead of going to the Greek Tom, instead of doing that and messing that up, what you should have done is, if you weren’t sure about what was going on in Eph 1 and you weren't sure in teaching that the Spirit was the earnest, instead of going and messing with the Greek, what you should have done is found some other passages, which clearly tell us the Spirit is the earnest. 2 Cor 1:22 Who hath also sealed us, and given the earnest of the Spirit in our hearts. What is the earnest? Spirit. 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. And so these verse confirm that the KJV and the Greek of Eph 1 are correct. That your rules and things about it do not prove that they are wrong. And then put up #2, Luke 11:13b. Tom admitted in question #4 on June 26 that Luke 11:9 applies today. Everybody turn to the context. Luke 11:9. Remember that if I can show the universality of this passage, then it can’t be the miraculous. Because he’s admitted in a question that we referred to in my first speech, that the miraculous was not universal to all the Christians even then and not now. He admitted that verse 9 was universal. Well verses 10-13 is simply an elaboration upon verse 9 which says Ask, and ye shall find and verses 10-13 just talk about things you can ask for. What about asking your human father. Well the human father knows how to give you what you ask for. Certainly the heavenly Father would know how to give the Holy Spirit to them that ask Him for that. And so it’s non-miraculous, it’s universal, that’s everybody. Now Luke 11:13b, now get this, I haven’t made this point before, that cannot be asking or praying for the miraculous. It cannot be. It would be impossible. You want me to tell you why? Because that would mean that you would have to, he said ask here refers to prayer, okay, and so your heavenly Father will give when you ask in prayer the Holy Spirit if you ask him, the miraculous gift of the Holy Spirit. But let me ask you Tom, did Cornelius, did Cornelius ask in prayer for the miraculous measure of the Holy Spirit, did he? No he didn’t. He did not. I’m very confident that you will agree with that. This, if you interpret it the way Tom says it, you only get the miraculous gift of the Holy Spirit if you ask God in prayer. That’s an absolute condition. He says God gives the Holy Spirit to them that ask him. That is why if you don’t ask for it in prayer, that’s what he thinks, that you won’t receive it. Cornelius didn’t ask for it. I believe Cornelius was as surprised as all get out that he got it and so were the apostles. They didn’t ask for it. ( God gave it to them. So it would be impossible for this to be referring to the miraculous measure of the Holy Spirit. And then I asked him question #3 tonight. I asked him, and this is about Acts 8 and Acts 19 where they received the miraculous measure of the Holy Spirit through the laying on of the hands. I asked him in light of Acts 19:1-6 and Acts 18:14-18 did an individual Christian during that time always have to ask in prayer in order to receive the miraculous gifts of the Holy Spirit. And I’m making a similar point from this as I did with Cornelius. He says we have no record of the exercise of the miraculous being exercised always preceded by prayer – no record of that. In other words if you look at Acts 19:1-6, you don’t see any record of them asking in prayer for the Holy Spirit? I don’t think he will say that they did it and it wasn’t recorded. I don’t think he’ll say that. That they did ask for it in prayer but it’s not recorded. Therefore your interpretation of Luke 11:13b cannot be true because you are saying to receive that they have to ask in prayer. But in Acts 8 and 19 they didn’t ask in prayer for the miraculous gift of the Holy Spirit. They didn’t. The apostles laid hands on them and they received it. They didn’t ask in prayer. And then put up #6. Rom 5:5 is universal. Raise it up. In Rom 5:5 And hope maketh not ashamed; because the love of God is shed abroad in our hearts by the Holy Ghost which is given unto us. Not something from the Holy Ghost but the Holy Ghost is given us. Now from the context, who is the us? Mark raise it us. Those who are justified by faith, those who have peace with God through Christ, those who have access by faith into grace, those who rejoice in hope, and hope maketh not ashamed, have the love of God in their hearts, having been justified by his blood, will be saved through him, reconciled to God by his death, shall be saved by his life. He says this is the miraculous in Rom 5:5. I say it’s not. How do you determine? You would have to determine from the context or some other passage wouldn’t you? He just gets up here and he asserts it’s an anachronism. He doesn’t prove anything. He just says that’s the miraculous, it doesn’t apply today. Doesn’t he have to prove that’s the miraculous. Wouldn’t you  think so? Or can he just say, anachronism and that proves it? I think he should be obligated to prove it. I think the way you tell if this is the miraculous measure or not is you look at the context. And we just did. You ask, ask it to yourself, is that all Christians? Or just a select few that received the miraculous? You know Tom said in question #4 on June 28 that the context of Rom 5:1-5 was dispensational in nature. That’s what you said. I hope you didn’t misread the question. The context of Rom 5:1-5 and that’s what that is was dispensational in nature. Can you believe that? ( Let’s put up #52. I already know what he’s going to say on the time over there but 1 Jn 3:24, everybody read that, 1 Jn 3:24 And he that keepeth his commandments dwelleth in him, and he in him. And hereby we know that he abideth in us, by the Spirit which he hath given us. There it is again, he gave us the Spirit. If you examine the context of this and perhaps we will have time to do that in my next speech, you will see that the us there is all Christians, not just a select few.

Tape 6, Side B:

Mr. Tom Bright: Well, it’s good to stand before you for the last time in this particular debate as we wind this particular discussion down. I appreciate everything and everybody that has been in any way involved in this. Ron I want to see his chart #71. Notice in that, if you would, friends, now the argument that he is making is in response to my basic argument in Eph 1:13,14. And keep in mind that what he is saying and what the idea of attraction, and it is a, well I’ve got to admit it is a technical argument. But here’s the point friends, that we want you to ask you to consider. What is the rule when this is applied? That’s something that I personally have never read. Now if it’s out there I haven’t really read it. And it’s interesting as we look at that that if you’ll notice here he presents the idea of Nestle’s (?) 22th (?)  Edition. Notice that he has that it used ho, but it’s interesting that in the 21st they had hos. And then they changed it in the 22nd. So why the change? Well they’re looking at the evidence supposedly. But friends, the idea is that certainly we look at the manuscripts and we need to understand that, yes there are variations of readings. And I do not want to get very technical in this, I do not want to bore you. And so we look at this and try to determine but I think that it is interesting here that as we notice the basic idea that the Stevens text used hos over here, and certainly the majority texts did but friends, what about these texts that are here? What about the Reced (?) text? What about Weston Hort(?) text? Now I’m not going into a long discussion this evening of trying to show the things that are wrong with Weston Hort (?) and their very theory that they had, that Bible way (?) has pretty well been overturned. And so let’s go to what he’s saying here. Let’s go to Eph 1 if you would please. Eph 1:13,14 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 the Holy Spirit of promise, Which is the earnest of our inheritance. Well let’s look at that, friends. What is the antecedent of the pronoun which? As it is presented here, it has to refer back to word. Now that doesn’t agree with what some are teaching and so they have this attraction. I want to remind you that there is no rule that tells us when this exception is there. When we are to recognize it. There is no rule. And that’s the interesting thing my friend, when is it and how are we to know? That is what nobody has been able to tell me. And so here, he is saying which is the earnest of our inheritance. Now last evening, this chart that bro Pat presented it was the idea that it might refer back to that seal. But notice if you would, the seal of the Spirit refers to the stamp of authority. Indeed the seal referred to the miraculous manifestations of the Holy Spirit. It is not the seal which is the Holy Spirit but it is the Holy Spirit’s seal. And it was the confirming miracles. And they confirmed the word that the apostles and other inspired individuals preached. And thus the word became that guarantee. You remember, do you not, in Titus 1:1 and following, the apostle Paul referred to the idea of the hope of eternal life which God that cannot lie promised before the world began. I only know what God has promised because of the word. I only have confidence in the word because of the evidence that was given. And so as we look at this friends, I would suggest for your consideration, that indeed, this particular passage is looking at the guarantee, the signing, the sealing and as it were the delivering. You take a document to a court house or to some person’s place of business and you get a stamp of authority. You get the notary public to stamp that thing. That’s what the sealing was and then we find that the ultimate result of this was the confirmed word. Yes I understand there are variations in this and bro Pat asked the question last night, well if that’s the case Tom, he says about fifty percent of the manuscripts look one way and one the other and why are you making an argument upon fifty percent? Well why Pat are you refusing that? I admit there is a variation there. But certainly my friend, if it even referred to the Holy Spirit that would not do away with my position at all. Because it would still be the Spirit in the work of sealing. It would still be the Holy Spirit as he moved according to Acts 5:32 in bearing witness through the miraculous. And but bro Pat says that it has to be, it has to be the Holy Spirit himself. And so if indeed that which I have chosen, which I am convinced is the correct reading, which refers back to word, even we were to give him that. That would not prove that it is the person of the Holy Spirit that is under consideration. Because friends, it is the sealing that is under consideration and it is the earnest of our inheritance. And so I would ask that each of us consider this very very closely. Do you have his #6 there? I don’t think I told you. That’s okay we don’t need it that’s fine. It’s interesting that bro Pat referred to the idea, I want you to turn to Rom 5 very hurriedly please. Rom 5:1-5. And notice if you would the particular idea and consider that idea that is presented there. It is that we are justified by faith and he presents the idea that we have access by this grace, so on and so forth. Verse #5 the love of God which is shed abroad in our hearts by the Holy Ghost which is given unto us. Well I want to ask you to consider this particular thought. I’m reading questions for bro Pat on the 28th, last night. #5 we asked him, according to your view of Rom 5:5, notice his argument is, it is a Spirit which sheds abroad in our hearts the love, the question is according Pat to your view of Rom 5:5, how is the love of God shed abroad in our hearts by the Holy Ghost in the 21st century? Now his view demands that the Holy Spirit sheds abroad the love of God in our hearts in the 21st century. Now here is his answer. God expresses his love for us by giving us the Holy Spirit. Now friends, that is no answer. I asked him how does the Spirit of God or how is the love of God shed abroad in our hearts by the Holy Ghost? And he said it is when God gives you the Holy Ghost. It is not sensory, you don’t feel it, you don’t see it, and in your life there is no visible manifestation that you have. It’s just the idea friends, that because God expresses his love for us by giving us the Holy Ghost. Now that’s how the Holy Ghost sheds abroad in our hearts the love of God. Friends, the Holy Ghost sheds abroad in our hearts by the Holy Ghost by the preaching of the gospel of Jesus Christ through inspired men in the first century. And those inspired men who confirmed this message by the miraculous manifestations of the Holy Spirit. Here we understand that the Holy Spirit, beyond a shadow of a reason of any doubt whatsoever, it is the preaching of inspired men by the inspiration of the Holy Spirit, ultimately the confirmation of this. And it can be said in that sense that the Spirit of God still sheds, it still tells us about the love of God in our hearts. But friends, it is not the Holy Spirit himself, but it is the Spirit of God through the inspired word as he works today. I want to see my chart #60, if you would please.  Interestingly enough, I asked bro Pat, and this is not on here, but I asked bro Pat tonight, I took the passage or the same question that he asked me, was this dispensational, and I was referring to Luke 11:1-13. Now you remember, do you not, that we pointed out here he says the Father gives them the Holy Ghost, or give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him. Well we have presented some arguments that indeed it is asking. Now he left you with the impression that I am referring to prayer alone. I said it is translated prayer, it also means the basic idea of summoning or asking or entreating, and I have made that statement more than once in this particular argument. So I want to see the next chart if you would please bro Ron. We presented this idea here, and he said yes all of this was dispensational except this phrase here. And I agree with him. He understood the dilemma if he would take the responsibility of saying that, indeed all of it. Well my friends if I were to follow in his path I would have to say well bro Pat you don’t believe all of that. You are saying that all of that is dispensational. Now friends, I understand bro Pat understands. Indeed Rom 5:1-5 is dispensational when it refers to the Holy Spirit in his revelatory and confirmatory office. But that doesn’t mean that every thing else in Rom 5:1-5 just as this. Bro Pat would not pray for that, I know that he wouldn’t. Now if we were to remove that particular phrase, I think we would both agree that that applies certainly to the twenty-first century Christian, but it is this and it is also this idea of giving the Holy Spirit to them that ask him. Yes some prayed. You remember, turn back to chart #61, please, bro Ron. We show beyond a shadow of a doubt how this was done. It is the idea that in Acts 8:15 their request is an example of Luke 11:13. You are to ask for the Holy Spirit. I maintain that that is the miraculous gift that is under consideration. And the Holy Spirit by metonymy is put for that miraculous. Now we understand in Acts 8:15 when the people in the city of Samaria had obeyed the gospel than then the apostles came and laid their hands upon them. They prayed and the Holy Spirit in his miraculous power was bestowed upon them. And so this idea, must everyone who had the spiritual gifts pray every time? Friends, I don’t know exactly how the individuals who enjoyed miraculous manifestations, I don’t exactly know how in day to day to day life these particular things functioned. I do know that in one occasion the apostle Paul wrote and he says, Timothy I have left in Meleta sick, I do know that. And I have often asked the question, ‘Paul why didn’t you heal Timothy’? I assume, I cannot prove it, it’s simply because it would not have fulfilled the office of confirmation of the gospel of Jesus Christ. And so, friends, as we look at this, if you ask, now bro Pat is saying the Holy Spirit himself is given to the twenty-first century Christian as abiding person of deity in the play (?).  Well, I want to notice something else and we have made this argument. Notice here, and this is the confidence we have in him that if we ask, (there’s the word,) anything according to his will, he heareth us, 1 Jn 3:24. Well, if ask here, means obedience, and that’s the argument that he is making, then it also means the same thing in 1 Jn 5:14. And that would make that passage read, this is the confidence that if we obey anything according to him, he heareth us. And so the idea here of asking and receiving the Holy Spirit is summoning and requesting. 1 Jn says if we ask according to his will. In the first century they could ask for the miraculous manifestations of the Holy Spirit. Would it be right for a man today to ask for that? I think you understand the basic thought that we are presenting here. Let’s see Jn 14:16. The Comforter and the advocate. Well friends, what the Greek word simply means is that famous word you’ve heard from the Pentecostal world, the peraclete. Well the idea is presented now I haven’t had time to read exactly here, but it is the same word, but the question really remains, does it refer to exactly the same results? The Comforter here is the Holy Spirit coming upon the apostles, and that’s what happened in Acts 2. And the Spirit was that as it were who stood beside and helped them. Well, we refer here to 1 Jn 2:1 we find here that Christ is our Advocate. Does he advocate in the same way? Why absolutely not. Sure it’s the same word but it doesn’t mean the same office in respect to the same power and the same ability. One referred to the miraculous on the apostles in Acts 2. But as we look at 1 Jn 2:1 that certainly that is the Advocate. Well friends if he takes issue with the idea that 1 Jn 2:1 is non-miraculous, if he takes issue with that and says, we have the advocate today, then the alternative is he is claiming the miraculous. One is non-miraculous. Yes he’s an advocate but how does Christ function as an advocate? That’s the question? How did the Holy Spirit function? Well that takes us to Acts 5:32. That’s the very thing that Peter spoke by inspiration and he claimed that indeed it was the Spirit as well as these individuals  who were bearing witness. Okay let’s look at Chart #60. Now friends he’s presenting the idea here and I have to go over this and I have to go over this, I don’t know why, why  he is not picking up on this. Friends I maintain that the events at the house of Cornelius, and he is saying that Cornelius didn’t ask for it, it just happened and said they were probably surprised. Well I know some of the men there, six men who came with the apostle Peter, I know that they were amazed. Well let’s notice this idea then. Asking – he said Cornelius didn’t ask for it. Friends, that was a special, special thing. And it was to convince not Corneliu, not the Gentiles, but to convince the Jews that God was going to accept the Gentiles. That is a one time thing. Yes, it was the gift of the Holy Spirit. That’s what inspiration says. Did they have the same power and authority in Acts 10 that they had in Acts 2? I have never maintained that. And if I left that impression, then certainly it was my mistake. But I have never argued that. I am just arguing friends, that the gift of the Holy Spirit, that phrase, is found two times in the Bible and both of them are in the realm of the miraculous. That’s the point that I have made. Well, let’s look at Gal 4:4-6 is the next one I want to look at and hold your finger at Rom 8. Gal 4:4-6. Notice here, if you would, that the apostle Paul is presenting the idea that Christ came to redeem those that were under the law, and he said, because ye are sons, God hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son into your hearts, crying, Abba, Father. That’s Father, Father. Now the apostle Paul says the same thing is done over in Rom 8:15, Yes he says For as many as are led by the Spirit of God they are the sons of God. But notice in this thought, if you would please, dear people, that indeed ye have not received the spirit of bondage again to fear, but ye have received the Spirit of adoption, and by that spirit of adoption, ye cry Abba, Father. It is the spirit of sonship that is under consideration. It’s not the Holy Spirit dear people. Yes I understand the KJ translator did translate this with a capital S and I have found other occasions that I do not necessarily when they did not capitalize when maybe they should have. And certainly that’s their idea. Bro Pat and I disagree with who the Spirit is here. But I want you to understand beyond a shadow of a doubt, that the spirit that is under consideration here, I maintain is not the Holy Spirit, it is not he who cries, but it is the one who has the spirit of sonship. Thank you.

Pat Donahue: Tape 6, side B:  We certainly appreciate the men who are doing the charts. Mark is doing a very good job for me. Even after what I said ( Tom still went back to Eph 1:14 and said which, the very first word of verse 14 goes alllll the way back, I didn’t count, but 12 or 15 words earlier, and the antecedent is word in verse 13, even though, hold your hand there and compare it with Gal 3:16. We showed that it is exactly the same word which, third from the last word in Gal 3:16, which, I believe it’s hos, I don’t know how to pronounce that for sure, it’s masculine. What is the antecedent? Seed which is neuter. Why then did Paul use the masculine? Because of attraction to Christ. Okay that’s exactly the same as over in Eph 1:14, which, is masculine. Holy Spirit just before it the last noun before it, is neuter. That’s still the antecedent. Why is the which masculine? By attraction to earnest which is two or three words later just like Gal 3:16. Again, when you come up with this consistency of language argument, he won’t accept it, if it goes against his position. This is exactly the same. According to your reasoning on Eph 1:14 if you can make the antecedent of which that far back or 15 words earlier then the antecedent of which in Gal 3:16 would be Abraham, which is 12 or 15 words back and is the next word going back which is masculine noun. So according to your reasoning in Eph 1:14, you take his exact reasoning in in Eph 1, that would make Abraham, which is Christ. See he’s taking word which is the earnest, you do that over in Gal 3:16 that would be Abraham, which is Christ. Tom why didn’t you just get up here and after I did that and admit that you are wrong on that Greek argument? You were clearly wrong. Marion, when he was wrong about an argument, he admitted he was wrong. Why don’t we just admit after the evidence just piles up and piles up, we show them something that is exactly the same. Would he take which as going back to Abraham in Gal 3:16? You can bet you bottom do ( llar that he wouldn’t. Why? It’s the same reasoning. Why wouldn’t he? Why did he do it in Eph 1:14? It’s the same. ( Why won’t you just read the KJV and accept what it says? There’s no problem with it. We’ve shown he’s tried to bring up the Greek to try to refute the KJV. We’ve shown that he’s wrong in the Greek, that the English is right. Which refers to Holy Spirit. That’s the antecedent. The Holy Spirit is the earnest. The reason that which is masculine is because of attraction to the earnest. Put up #10. Now after all that I wish we didn’t even have to deal with the Greek. Because all we do is, we waste probably about 30 minutes of the whole debate talking about this when we could have just looked at the English of 2 Cor 1:22 and seen for sure that the Spirit was the earnest. Who hath also sealed us, and given the earnest of the Spirit in our hearts. Who has also given us the Spirit as a guarantee. Now I suppose we’ve talked about the Greek in Eph 1 in about six or eight, four or five of his speeches, perhaps even more, six or eight, but not one time, he’s had three speeches a night, four nights, out of his four speeches, not one time has he addressed these two passages, to try to say why they don’t prove that the earnest is the Spirit of God, the Holy Spirit. Not one time. Instead he chose to delve into the Greek, which is something that no body here, except probably Bob Hutto knows. Mr. Hutto’s not here tonight. He chose to do that instead of just ignoring the plain English which tells us for sure that the Holy Spirit is the earnest. I don’t know why. I’ve brought this up every time we’ve talked about Eph 1. I’ve mentioned those passages. And he chose not to bring it up. And then again he mentioned Gal 5:5 and still has a problem with my quote how I understand it. What is that? Rom 5:5 I guess. Wrote the wrong thing down I guess. Everybody look at that. You know what you need to do instead of just trying to find problems with my position. That doesn’t prove me wrong. That would be like God telling Abraham, you are going to have a lot of descendants through Isaac. Then he said, now go kill Isaac. Abraham saying, well, I see a problem in that. I don’t have to do it. That’s what you are doing. You don’t believe it because you see a problem with it. What you need to do is even if I can’t reconcile the problem, why not just believe what it says and then say there’s some things about that I don’t understand, but since it says the Holy Ghost which is given to us, I can believe that. Now I may not understand how that the love of God is shed abroad in our hearts by that, I can’t understand that, and I don’t think Pat’s explanation for that is very good, well fine, it doesn’t matter, don’t believe my explanation for that. That’s not important. What’s important is to believe what the text says. The Holy Ghost which is given unto us. Doesn’t matter whether I can explain the other part. But while we’re on that subject, what if I were to say this phrase – the love of God is shed abroad in our hearts by the death of Christ.  Would anybody have a problem understanding that, what that is saying? That when Christ died, God showed his love toward us. Nobody here would have a problem in understanding that. Then why do you have the same problem understanding when God gives us the Holy Ghost. It says the love of God is shed abroad in our hearts by the Holy Ghost which is given us. I don’t understand. Then back over to Luke 11:13. He says ask doesn’t just mean pray. It means summoning, etc etc, okay that’s fine. I don’t have any problem with that. Where did Cornelius ask for the Holy Ghost? Okay you said it doesn’t just mean pray – then throw that way. I’m not asking now, of course he won’t be able to answer it, but he can talk to me later about it. Where did Cornelius ask for it, not pray for it? Where did he ask for, pray or summon for it? He didn’t. He didn’t ask for it any way. Whether it was prayer or not, he didn’t ask for it. Neither did the apostles ask for it. None of them asked for it. ( God gave it to him because God decided to give it to him. Not because anybody asked for it. Exactly like you said, God gave it to him to show the Jews that the Gentiles could be saved. Cornelius didn’t even know it when he received that. God did it. And where did those who received it ask for it in Acts 8 and Acts 19? You mentioned about the apostles prayed for it in Acts 4 and Acts 8, I didn’t that. Remember in Luke 11 it says those who are going to receive it have to ask for it, not somebody else. Where did those who received it in Acts 8 and Acts 19 ask for it? Not the apostles, I’m talking about the ones who received it. Remember after all, he did say the Father will give the Holy Spirit to the people that the apostles ask for the Holy Spirit for. No he didn’t say that. He said the heavenly Father will give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him, the ones that ask. But you know in Acts 8 and 19 the folks that received the Holy Spirit didn’t ask for it. Now why do I bring all this up? Because this proves that Luke 11:13b is not talking about the miraculous measure of the Holy Spirit. Luke 11:13b is talking about the Holy Ghost that you'll receive if you ask for it. Cornelius didn’t ask for it. Those who received the miraculous measure in Acts 8 and 19, they didn’t ask for it. That’s not what this is talking about. Not what this is talking about. We’ve been to the context and shown from Luke 11:9 that this is not the miraculous under consideration here. That all the way through it’s not the miraculous and so when a person becomes a Christian, he receives the Holy Ghost. How does he ask for it? Now if God has told you – if you want to receive the Holy Spirit, you repent and you be baptized, and he said that in Acts 2:38, repent and be baptized for the remission of sins and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. If he’s told you that’s how to get it – well let’s say you are a non-Christian and you pray to God, Please give me the gift of the Holy Spirit – like Luke 11:13 is talking about – What do you think God’s response would be? God would say, why are you asking me, I’ve already told you what to do to get it? Repent and be baptized for the remission of sins, you’ll get the gift of the Holy Ghost. So how do you ask for the gift of the Holy Ghost? The Holy Ghost himself, Luke 11:13? Repent and be baptized. That’s the argument we’ve been making with the Baptist all through the years. We say, Whosoever shall call upon the name of the Lord shall be saved, Acts 2:21. Oh, they say, you pray to receive salvation? No, verse 38 says repent and be baptized for the remission of sins. That’s how you call upon God to give you the remission of sins, Acts 2:21. Verse 38 explains that. Hadn’t you made that argument before?  That when you’re talking about Acts 2:21 with a Baptist and he says so you pray and you’ll be saved, whosoever shall call upon the name of the Lord shall be saved. You say, verse 38 tells you exactly how to call for it. That’s all we’re saying here. And then he said not everything, Pat, is dispensational in Rom 5:5. You know I would of thought that’s what you believed, and you explained it in that speech. But I’m confused because I asked you in question #4 on June 28, is the context of Rom 5:1-5, not 5, 1-5 dispensational to a special group, universal then and now, or other? He checked other, and he wrote dispensational in nature. Now I asked you about Rom 5:1-5 and you said it’s dispensational in nature. If I were answering that question and I believe like you, I would have said, well most of it’s dispensational but that phrase about receiving the Holy Spirit, I mean most of it’s not dispensational but that phrase about receiving the Holy Spirit, that is dispensational. That’s the way I would have answered that if I believed like you. Why did you answer that question, is the contents of Rom 5:1-5 dispensational in nature, I don’t know? My chart #60. Tom you missed the point of this. I was talking about the consistency of language argument and Marion used that consistency of phrase argument and I brought this up with Marion, to prove in him that this consistency of language thing will not work. I was not disagreeing with Marion here, I was agreeing with what Marion said. Now you missed that. So you think this same word, this Greek word translated Comforter of John 14:15, same Greek word translated Advocate in 1 Jn 2:1. Well the way you and Marion make arguments on other passages, since it’s the same Greek word it would have to refer to the same thing. Like you did with your children in Acts 2:39 and Joel 1:3. Those passages don’t have anything other, whatsoever to do with each another except for the fact that both of them contain your children. So that’s the only thing that I can think that you must be doing is both of them are saying your children. So Acts 2:39 had to mean the same thing as Joel 1:3. Marion is saying here just because these are the same Greek words some people said they refer to the same work or office. He’s saying that’s not true. He said the same Greek word does not refer to the same thing. That’s the point he is making. And so that contradicts the consistency of language thing that ya’ll are coming up with all the time. And then he said well ask and then Cornelius, that was a special thing. Cornelius was a special thing. Well Tom if Luke 11:13b is referring to the miraculous, that would be a special thing too. So why would they be different? You know that’s my point. It is not the same thing in Luke 11:13b as Acts 10:45, because Cornelius didn’t have to ask for what he received. But Luke 11:13b you did have to ask for that Holy Ghost. You did have to ask for it. It’s a different thing. So you have to ask for Luke 11:13b, you don’t have to ask for Acts 10:45. And then he said Rom 8:15 is not the Holy Spirit. Well, I made some arguments to try to show that it was the Holy Spirit. I don’t know why it’s that important but I happen to believe it’s the Holy Spirit. And I said look at verse 14. We’re trying to find out what the spirit of adoption is in verse 15. What does it refer to? Well right there in the context, Spirit of God, verse 14. Then the very next verse, the spirit itself bears witness with our spirit. I don’t know why it’s so important, but it looks like to me verse 15 is referring to the Holy Spirit, doesn’t it to you? Put up #52. So if you turn to 1 Jn 3:24, we want to show that this is universal because when it says that people receive the Holy Ghost and he’s already admitted that if it’s universal, it can’t be referring to the miraculous. Because the miraculous was not universal, not even then and certainly not today.1 Jn 3:24 Hereby we know that he abideth in us by the Spirit which he hath given us. Raise it up Mark. Let us try to find out from the context who is the us. Verse 14 we know that we have passed from death to the life. Is that only the apostles and the inspired folks? Or is that all Christians? Hereby perceive we the love of God because he laid down his life for us. What about that? My little children. Who’s that? Let us not love in word, neither in tongue, but in deed and in truth. Is that only the apostles and the inspired or is that all Christians. God answers our prayers. What is the context showing here, everybody, meaning universal, or just a few. We need to believe on the name of Jesus Christ, verse 23, and love one another, is that all the apostles and the inspired, as he gave us commandments, only the apostles and the inspired? We know that he abideth in us. That’s every Christian. Now brethren, that’s all I can do to show that this is the personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit is to show that it’s universal. That’s my job, that’s what I must do in this debate. In 1 Jn4:13, a passage that’s very similar says, Hereby, know we that we dwell in him, and he in us, because he hath given us of his Spirit. Who is the us there? Why don’t we look at verses 9-11. It says, In this was manifested the love of God toward us (that’s the same us) because that God sent his only begotten Son into the world, that we (that’s the us) might live through him. Is that all Christians or just a select few? Herein is love, not that we loved God, but that he loved us, (that’s the same us) and sent his Son to be the propitiation for our sins (there’s the us). Beloved, if God so loved us, we ought also to love one another. So who is the us? Verse 13, where it says the Holy Ghost, it says, he hath given us of his Spirit. Who is that? Just a select few, as Tom would maintain, or everybody. I think it’s rather obvious. And then Jn 7:38,39, turn in your Bibles and we’ll read that and we’ve done that many times in this discussion. He that believeth on me, as the scripture hath said out of his belly shall flow rivers of living water. (But this spake he of the Spirit, which they that believe on him should receive: for the Holy Ghost was not yet given; because that Jesus was not yet glorified.)  This says that the Holy Ghost will be given to believers. Be given to believers. Put up #61. Let’s look at this phrase about the believers. Remember that John 7 said that the Holy Ghost would be given to those who believe. Now look in Jn and see what he meant by that expression. He that believeth on him is not condemned. Just the apostles and the inspired or everybody? He that believeth on the Son hath everlasting life. He that believeth on him that sent me hath everlasting life. He that believeth on me shall never thirst. All of those refer to all believers, not just the apostles and the inspired. He that believeth on me hath everlasting life. He that believeth in me yet shall he live. It always refers to this. Consistency of language, Tom. Every time you see this phrase in the book of Jn, he that believeth on me, it refers to the people who become Christians. Now let’s look at Jn 7:38,39. He that believeth on me. What’s the difference between that and these? Out of his belly shall flow rivers of living water. That doesn’t say anything about inspiration. That’s referring to the Holy Spirit. Says but this spake he of the Spirit. They said that refers to inspiration. The Bible says it refers to the Spirit. Which they that believe on him should receive. Would receive the Spirit. Who is that? He that believeth on Me. Who is that? All Christians. Put up #11. Everybody turn to 1 Thes 4:8, it says He therefore that despiseth, despiseth not man, but God, who hath also given unto us his holy Spirit. Who is promised the Holy Spirit by 1 Thes 4:8? The apostles, that’s what it says. No those who are not to despise man, verse 7, that’s everybody, all Christians, but instead to show brotherly love, is that just the apostles, for God has not called us, just the apostles, unto uncleanness but unto holiness. That’s all Christians. That should be obvious to you. And 1 Cor 6:18,19 says, Every sin that a man doeth is without the body; but he that committeth fornication sinneth against his own body. Obviously our physical body. That’s what we commit that sin with. What? Know ye not that your body (that’s referring to the Corinthian’s body) is the temple of the Holy Ghost which is in you, which ye have of God, and ye are not your own? Now notice, the Bible says that the Holy Ghost is in you. That’s something that Tom does not believe, he doesn’t believe the Holy Ghost is in you, but I do. And then Rom 8:26,27 (#7). The one thing that the Holy Spirit does that we know about that the word does not do, it says, Likewise the Spirit (that’s the Holy Spirit) also helpeth our infirmities: for we know not what we should pray for as we ought  ( now that can’t be our spirit because this is somebody else helping us because we don’t know, that’s our spirit, our spirit does not know what to pray for, so another spirit helps us) but the Spirit (the Holy Spirit) itself maketh intercession for us (that’s our spirit) with groanings which cannot be uttered. And he that searcheth the hearts knoweth what is the mind of the Spirit, because he maketh intercession for the saints according to the will of God. The word of God does not make intercession for us with groanings which cannot be uttered. The Holy Spirit does that. Put up #4. How much time, Bob. So we started this discussion by, with looking at Acts 2:38 and we noticed that the gift of the Holy Spirit could refer to a gift from the Holy Spirit which would fit his position, the miraculous gift, or the gift could be the Holy Spirit himself, which would not fit his position. He doesn’t believe that. That fits my position. I believe that we receive the Holy Spirit himself. As a matter of fact, to let ya’ll know on this, he does not believe a single person in the history of the world, if I’ve got this right, ever actually received the Holy Spirit personally, literally, not even Jesus, not the apostles in the baptismal measure, and certainly not people today. But now here’s how we show that this is referring to the Holy Spirit as a gift himself, raise it up Mark. We went through all these passages that we’ve been going through over and over. Luke 11:13 says that God will give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him. Not a gift from the Holy Spirit, not miraculous gifts of the Holy Spirit, that’s not what it says, the Holy Spirit himself. That cannot fit your position, because you believe it’s powers or miraculous gifts from the Holy Spirit. That’s not what it says. This fits my position. God says it’s the believers that the Holy Spirit which they that believe on him should receive. Not something from the Spirit, not a gift from the Spirit, but the Holy Spirit himself. Acts 5:32 The Holy Ghost whom God hath given to them that obey him. He admitted over 5000 were presently obeying him at that time when Peter said that verse. We’ve said that to say this. So the Holy Ghost was given to at least 5000, then. And if you compare that to Heb 5:9 I believe anybody can see it’s universal today. Heb 5:9 is the same phraseology, consistency of language. Rom 5:5, the Holy Ghost which is given us. 1 Thes 4:8 has also given unto us his Holy Spirit 1 Jn 3:24 the Spirit which he hath given us. And so tonight he was supposed to prove that that we have the representative indwelling only, but I agree with the passages like as Eph 5:18 about the representative indwelling but I don’t agree with that only. Because the personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit, Acts 2:38, 5:32, and these, they are a promise to be received. They are not a command to be obeyed, therefore they can’t be the representative indwelling and I think, I know that Marion agreed with that and I believe Tom has too. They cannot be the representative indwelling, these passages, because they are a promise to be received, like Holy Spirit baptism. Not a command to be obeyed like Eph 5:18. So we’ve shown that it’s not the representative indwelling, we’ve shown that it’s not the miraculous, because they’re universal, we’ve shown they’re not the miraculous because two or three of these you have to obey God in order to receive them. But you don’t the miraculous, Acts 10:45. Why not, instead of going to all this work to get around what the scriptures plainly says, why not just accept what they plainly say. God gives the Holy Ghost to them that ask him. God gives the Holy Ghost to those that obey him, Acts 5:32. God gives the Holy Ghost to those that repent and are baptized, Acts 2:38. Why not, why not just believe the passages as they read. Thank you very much for your time.
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