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My Proposition
The Scriptures teach that the Holy Spirit dwells personally in faithful Christians, and not just through the word.

In case my proposition doesn't make it clear, I believe:

•
By definition, the Holy Spirit dwells in us representatively through the word, when and to the extent we purposely obey his teaching found in His word.  Eph 5:18b teaches such.

•
The Holy Spirit also dwells in faithful Christians personally.

What do we mean by “personal” indwelling? → President Bush could negotiate with Iraq through a representative (like C.Rice), or Mr. Bush could go to Iraq himself in person to negotiate.
Luke 11:13
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?

Notice in this verse the HG himself is what is given; he is the gift.  It is not a gift or power from the HG.  This confirms that in Acts 2:38, the "gift of the HG" is the HG himself (in PERSON).

Who is promised the Holy Ghost according to Luke 11:13?  Those that ask him, that is, ALL those who become Christians (not just a select few – like the miraculous).  This verse applies to everybody just like verses 9-10 and the parallel Matthew 7:7-14 do.

How do you ask God for the Holy Ghost?  The same way you ask God for salvation:

•
Acts 22:16 ask (call upon) God to wash away sins by being baptized

•
Acts 2:38 ask God for remission of sins by repenting & being baptized

•
Acts 2:38 ask God for the Holy Ghost by repenting and being baptized
John 7:38-39
He that believeth on me, as the scriptures 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 HG was not yet given; because that Jesus was not yet glorified.)

The Personal Indwelling of the Holy Ghost is a conditional gift:

John 7:39 if believe, get Holy Spirit
Acts 2:38 if repent and be baptized, get Holy Ghost

Acts 5:32 if obey, get Holy Ghost
Notice in this text the HG himself is what is given; He is the gift.  It is not a gift or power from the HG.  This confirms that in Acts 2:38, the "gift of the HG" is the HG himself (in person).

Who gets the HG according to John 7:39?  Twice it says those that believe on him, that is, ALL those who become Christians then and now (not just a select few – like the miraculous).

Acts 2:38
This verse details two commands to be obeyed and two promises to be received.  Each and every person who meets both conditions will receive both blessings ...  EVERYBODY!
"gift of the Holy Ghost" has 2 possible meanings:

•
gift Holy Ghost gives (as in “salvation is a gift of God” - Ephesians 2:8)

•
the Holy Ghost itself is the gift

"gift of money" (everyday illustration) – money is the gift
"gift of his inheritance" - Ezekiel 46:17 – the inheritance is the gift
"gift of prophecy" - I Corinthians 13:2 – prophecy is the gift
For example, I received the "gift of Carol" on my wedding day.  That could mean 2 different things
•
the wedding ring that was given to me by Carol

•
Carol herself as a gift (her Dad "gave" her away)

The following verses prove "gift of the Holy Ghost" refers to the Holy Ghost himself as a GIFT:

Luke 11:13 give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him
John 7:39 Spirit, which they that believe on him should receive
Acts 5:32 the Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to them that obey him
Romans 5:5 Holy Ghost which is given unto us

II Corinthians 1:22 who also has sealed us and given us the spirit in our hearts as a deposit (NKJV)
II Corinthians 5:5 ... who also has given us the spirit as a guarantee (NKJV)
I Thessalonians 4:8 hath also given unto us his Holy Spirit
I John 3:24 Spirit which he hath given us
This point on Acts 2:38 then becomes crystal clear.
Acts 5:32
This verse has three clauses:

•
And we are his witnesses of these things;
•
and so is also the Holy Ghost,
•
whom God hath given to them that obey him.
(some erroneously insert "witnesses"/miraculous into the third clause, but it isn't there)

In this verse the HG himself is what is given; He is the gift.  It is not a gift or power from the HG.  This confirms that in Acts 2:38, the "gift of the HG" is the HG himself.

Compare to John 7:39:

But this spake he of the Spirit, which they that believe on him should receive ...

Believe and obey are used synonymously in these two verses.  They represent the condition that must be met in order to receive the Holy Ghost (same as in Acts 2:38).

Who gets the Holy Ghost according to Acts 5:32?  Those that obey him (same as Hebrews 5:9 - Jesus is "the author of salvation unto all them that obey him"), that is, ALL those who become Christians (not just a select few – like the miraculous would be).

There were many thousands at that point in time who had obeyed Jesus (Acts 2:41, 4:4) and so there were many thousands who had received the Holy Ghost at that point in time.  There have probably been many millions who have obeyed the gospel since then, and so there have been many millions who have received the Holy Ghost since then.
Romans 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.

Notice in this verse the Holy Ghost himself is what is given; he is the gift.  It is not a gift or power from the HG.  This confirms that in Acts 2:38, the "gift of the HG" is the HG himself (in PERSON).

Who is the “us” given the HG according to Romans 5:5?  Those who:

•
are justified by faith, v.1

•
have peace with God through Christ, v.1

•
have access into grace, v.2

•
rejoice in hope, v.2

•
have hope that maketh not ashamed, v.5

•
have the love of God ... in their hearts, v.5

•
have been justified by his blood, v.9

•
will be saved from wrath through him, v.9

•
were reconciled to God, v.10

•
will be saved by his life, v.10

Just a select few (like the miraculous), or all Christians ?
Romans 8:26-27
One Thing the Spirit Does Separate and Apart From the Word

Likewise the Spirit also helpeth our infirmities:  for we know not what we should pray for as we ought:  but the Spirit itself maketh intercession for us 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.

Romans 8:9,11 is in the same context:

· the Spirit of God dwell in you
· by his Spirit that dwelleth in you
The Holy Spirit makes intercession for us "with groanings which cannot be uttered."

THE WORD DOES NOT DO THAT.
I Corinthians 6:18-19
Flee fornication.  Every sin that a man doeth is without the body; but he that committeth fornication sinneth against his own body.  What? know ye not that your body is the temple of the Holy Ghost which is in you, which ye have of God, and ye are not your own?

What is Paul's simple argument here?:

The Christian's "body is the temple of the Holy Ghost."  Therefore don't defile the Holy Spirit's temple by sinning with/against the body.

When we sin, the HS (God's "seal" of approval) has to leave us.

Verse 19 says “the Holy Ghost ... is in you.”  Many Christians don’t really believe the Holy Ghost is actually in them.

The evidence for my proposition is overwhelming!

I Corinthians 12:13
For by one Spirit are we all baptized into one body, whether we be Jews or Gentiles, whether we be bond or free; and have been ALL made to drink into one Spirit.

This verse presents 3 different ideas all involving the "one" concept:
1.
by (thru the teaching of - like in Heb 10:8) one Spirit

2.
are we all (water) baptized into one body

3.
and have been all made to drink into one Spirit

#3 is not the same as #1  ("and" separates them)

drink into one Spirit:

•
"drink" is a metaphor  (like "pour" in “it is pouring rain”) meaning to partake of or receive
•
"Spirit" is the literal Holy Spirit
Conclusion:  All those who have been baptized, All Christians, have received the HS, when they were baptized into the body/church (Acts 2:38,47).

Ephesians 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 that holy Spirit of promise, which is the earnest of our inheritance until the redemption of the purchased possession, ...

This passage says we were sealed with the Holy Spirit, said HS being an earnest ("first installment, deposit, down payment, pledge" - Bauer) until we receive heaven.

NKJV:

II Corinthians 1:22 who also has sealed us and given us the spirit in our hearts as a deposit (earnest, KJV).

II Cor 5:5 ... who also has given us the spirit as a guarantee (earnest, KJV).

So the Holy Spirit (the earnest; what God seals us "with") is given to us.

Who is promised the Holy Spirit according to these 3 passages?  All Christians!  So these 3 passages prove that all Christians are given the Holy Spirit (not just a select few – like the miraculous).

I Thessalonians 4:8
He therefore that despiseth, despiseth not man, but God, who hath also given unto us his holy Spirit.

Notice in this passage the HG himself is what is given; he is the gift.  It is not a gift or power from the HG.  This confirms that in Acts 2:38, the "gift of the HG" is the HG himself.

Who is promised the Holy Spirit by I Thess 4:8?  Those of "us":

who are not to despise man (v.8) by defrauding our brother in any matter (v.6), but instead are to show brotherly love (v.9), For God hath not called us unto uncleanness, but unto holiness (v.7)

In other words, all Christians !

This passage teaches that all Christians are given the Holy Spirit (not just a select few – like the miraculous).

Titus 3:5-6
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 ...

NASV - ... renewing by the Holy Spirit, whom He poured out upon us richly through Jesus Christ ...
NIV - ... renewal by the Holy Spirit, whom he poured out on us generously through Jesus Christ ...
NKJV - ... renewing of the Holy Spirit, whom He poured out on us abundantly through Jesus Christ ...
The Holy Ghost is what is poured out from God.  The Holy Ghost is the element of the pouring, not the one doing the pouring.

Who is promised the Holy Ghost according to Titus 3:6?  Those who are:

•
saved according to His mercy, v.5

•
justified by His grace, v.7

•
made heirs ... of eternal life, v.7

all Christians!  (not just a select few – like the miraculous)
I John 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.

Notice in this passage the HS himself is what is given; he is the gift.  It is not a gift or power from the HS.  This confirms that in Acts 2:38, the "gift of the HS" is the HS himself.

Who is given the HS according to I John 3:24?:

•
those whose prayers are answered, v.22
•
those who believe on the name of Christ, v.23

•
those who are keeping God's commandments, v.24
•
who dwell in God and He in them, v.24

all Christians !

This passage teaches that ALL Christians are given the Holy Spirit (not just a select few – like the miraculous).
I John 4:13
Hereby know we that we dwell in him, and he in us, because he hath given us of his Spirit.

Notice in this passage the Holy Spirit himself is what is given; He is the gift.  It is not a gift or power from the HS.  This confirms that in Acts 2:38, the "gift of the HS" is the HS himself (in PERSON).

Who is promised the HS according to I John 4:13?  Those who:

•
dwell in God and He in them, v.13

•
can have boldness in the day of judgment, v.17

all Christians !

This passage teaches that all Christians are given the Holy Spirit (not just a select few – like the miraculous).

Why Was This Position Dreamed Up In The First Place ?

Here is how one of its advocates (Bruce Curd) put it:
... more importantly, this understanding of the statement (Acts 2:39) offers not one scintilla of support for the egregiously false blunderings of Pentecostalists and their supporters

My first response to this is that a doctrinal point is either true or not true based on its own merits (John 17:17).  We should never believe something because (we think) it may make it easier to answer a particular false teaching.  I like how Mac Deaver put it:  I am not going to surrender one God-given truth in order to make it easier on any of us in our debates with Neo-Pentecostals and Calvinists.  That is not the right approach.
Secondly, the charge is simply not true.  The "personal indwelling" view does not effect the discussion of passages that tell the duration of the gifts, like I Corinthians 13 and Zechariah 13.  To the contrary, my experience has been that it is far easier to debate Pentecostals when they don't sense that you are just dodging the obvious meaning of the indwelling passages.
Promise To Be Received, Not Command To Be Obeyed
Guy N. Woods  (in debate versus Benjamin Franklin, 1974):

•
He argues the baptism in the Spirit is commanded as an essential. ... There is not one word of truth in that.  It was a promise.

•
He had nowhere told them that baptism in the Holy Spirit is a command.  It is always a promise.
•
Holy Spirit baptism was a promise and nowhere in the Bible is identifiable as a command; whereas, water baptism is a command
Harold Sain  (in debate versus Albert Batts, 1965):

•
Friends, the baptismal measure of the Holy Spirit was promised to the Apostles, and you cannot obey a promise.  No one was ever commanded to be baptized of the Holy Spirit.
Jim Deason  (debate chart):

1.
Holy Spirit baptism was a promise, not a command
2.
Promises cannot be obeyed
3.
To "be filled with the Spirit" (Eph 5:18) was a command
4.
Therefore, to "be filled with the Spirit" in Eph 5:18 is not HS baptism
Apply the same reasoning to the (non-miraculous) personal indwelling of the HS.  It is always stated as a promise to be received, not a command to be obeyed.

I Kings 8:27 - Cannot Contain Thee ?
But will God indeed dwell on the earth? behold, the heaven and heaven of heavens cannot contain thee; how much less this house that I have builded?

If this argument were sound, it would prove that it was impossible for deity to dwell in human flesh, Jesus Christ.

An empty box “contains” air, but does not contain all the air.  Similarly, heaven contains God, but does not contain all of God.  I Kings 8:27 is using "contain" in the sense of "contain it all," else the verse would mean it is impossible for God to be in heaven, contradicting verse 30:  “hear thou in heaven thy dwelling place” and Matthew 6:9:  “Our Father which art in heaven.”
The Holy Spirit dwells in each faithful Christian (I Corinthians 6:19).  Obviously this does not mean that any one Christian has the Spirit to the exclusion of other Christians, or to the exclusion of anywhere else the Holy Spirit chooses to be.

I can’t help it I Cor 6:19 says "The Holy Ghost ... is in you."
Mark 16:17 - Collective

There is a difference in "signs shall follow them that believe" and "signs shall be performed by them that believe.  For example, it could be said that "signs followed the Israelites," but only Moses (and perhaps Aaron) actually performed the miracles.

Mark 16:17 is just teaching that everywhere there was a group of believers during that time, there would be signs; some would cast out devils; some would speak with new tongues, some would take up serpents, and some would lay hands on the sick.

Mark 16:17 is not universal.  It is saying signs followed the believers, not that all believers had all the signs (I Cor 12:29b-30) - see the difference?  If I say sickle cell anemia follows the black race, does that mean every member of the black race has sickle cell anemia?  Verse 17 is collective like verse 15.  Christians as a whole unit are required to go into all the world to preach, not each and every Christian.
On the other hand, passages like Acts 2:38 show that each individual person (not as a collective body) must repent and be baptized, so that each individual person (not as a collective body) would receive the HG, just like each individual person (not a collective body) received the remission of sins.  And my opponent agrees Acts 2:38 applies today.
I think my opponent agrees Mark 16:17-18 refers to believers in the collective sense while Acts 2:38 refers to believers individually, so why does he even make the argument?

The plain meaning of Acts 2:38 is the correct one.

Mark 16:17-18
One difference between Mark 16:17-18 and many of my proof texts is that Mark 16:17-18 is saying that these signs would "follow" the believers collectively.  My opponent agrees with this unless he believes each and every believer could and did:

•
cast out devils, and

•
speak with new tongues, and

•
take up serpents, and

•
drink any deadly thing, and

•
lay hands on the sick
But that would contradict I Corinthians 12:29b-30.

The following show that each and every individual Christian received the Holy Spirit:
Luke 11:13 give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him
John 7:39 Spirit, which they that believe on him should receive
Acts 2:38 repent, and be baptized ... and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost
Acts 5:32 Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to them that obey him
Romans 5:5 Holy Ghost which is given unto us
I Thessalonians 4:8 hath also given unto us his holy Spirit
I John 3:24 Spirit which he hath given us
Another important difference is that I Corinthians 13:8-10 shows the Mark 16 miraculous "signs" have ceased.  There is no passage that teaches the non-miraculous reception of the Holy Spirit by every believer would cease.

John 3:34  (blue.287)
"unto him" in italics ?
"God giveth not the Spirit by measure" implies that "God gives the Spirit without measure," to someone.  Who is the text referring to that gets the Spirit without measure?

John 3:34-35, changing location of the negative:

For he (the Son) whom God hath sent speaketh the words of God:  for God giveth the Spirit without measure (to the Son or someone else?).  The Father loveth the Son, and hath given all things into his (the Son's) hand.

"for" (beginning verse 34b) introduces the reason for verse 34a → the Son speaks the words of God because God has given the Spirit without measure to someone else?

Notice the word "give" in both verses.  Verse 35 is obviously referring back to verse 34.  In other words, the Father hath given all things (including the Spirit without measure) into his (the Son's) hand.

Now we see there was obviously a reason that the translators put "unto him" there.  It is just sad to see that someone would make this argument on the italics, when it is obvious to all the italics represent the correct meaning of the passage.

But if you must insist upon ignoring context, then I'll just call Acts 2:38 the "non-miraculous type" (gotten conditioned upon baptism) and Acts 10:45 the "miraculous type" (gotten before baptism).

John 7:38-39

Universal, or Just To A Select Few ?
Are these universal, or just to a select few?:

John 3:18 He is that believeth on him is not condemned
John 3:36 He that believeth on the Son hath everlasting life
John 5:24 He that … believeth on him that sent me, hath everlasting life
John 6:35 he that believeth on me shall never thirst
John 6:47 He that believeth on me hath everlasting life
John 7:38-39 He that believeth on me … 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
John 11:25 he that believeth in me, … yet shall he live
Romans 3:26 the justifier of him which believeth in Jesus
All of these passages are universal to all Christians, right ?
Acts 2:17-18

"Ablative Case" Indicates Holy Ghost Not Given ?
The Greek in this passage is in the ablative case, the case of the source. ... the ablative case ... is the whence case or origin of separation case, indicating that the HS is the origin of what happened here.  These things originated with Him.  He is not the one who was poured out, but something came from Him. (red.20)

But the ablative case does not mean the Spirit was not the thing poured out in Acts 2:17-18.  Notice the following parallel that also has "apo" (ablative case):

Luke 22:18 For I say unto you, I will not drink of ("apo," ablative case) the fruit of the vine, until the kingdom of God shall come. - the fruit of the vine is the source and the thing that is drunk (the element)

... the Greek NT uses apo (from or of) the Spirit because they were making the point that God would not exhaust the Spirit He poured out. (Bob Waldron commenting on partitive idea)

apo (Thayer) - of the separation of a part from the whole; where of a whole some part is taken ... Acts 2:17 ... Luke 22:18
And the ablative case does nothing to contradict the at least 35 times (by my count) the Bible says (not ablative) that the Spirit itself is what was given.

Acts 2:17 / Joel 2:28

The Hebrew Nails It Down
A.T. Robertson on Acts 2:17:  Of my Spirit ... But the Hebrew has it:  "I will pour out my Spirit" without the partitive idea in the LXX.
My question for Bob Waldron:  The Greek of Acts 2:17 could mean that the Holy Spirit was the source (not the element) of what was poured out.  Would the Hebrew (not the Septuagint) allow this?, or would it nail down the fact that the Holy Spirit was the thing that was poured out?
Bob Waldron’s answer:  The Hebrew of the statement: "I will pour forth of my Spirit" is "eshpok (I will pour) eth ruachi (my Spirit)." The "eth" that I left untranslated is the key to answer your question. It is called the sign of the definite object. It does "nail down the fact that the Holy Spirit was the thing that was poured out." Nicoll in Expositor's Greek New Testament says that the LXX and the Greek NT uses apo (from or of) the Spirit because they were making the point that God would not exhaust the Spirit He poured out. There would be some Spirit left, but the original Hebrew undoubtedly says "I will pour out my Spirit."
The Greek would allow either interpretation, but the Hebrew makes it certain that the Holy Spirit was the thing that was poured out.

Acts 2:33
No Man Has Seen God / Holy Ghost At Any Time ?
Acts 2:33 is like Romans 1:20:

For the invisible things of him from the creation of the world are clearly seen, being understood by the things that are made, even his eternal power and Godhead; so that they are without excuse

God is seen through the results of what he does (his creation).

Likewise in Acts 2:33, the Holy Ghost is seen through the results of what he does (miraculous tongues).

Titus 3:5-6 makes it clear that the Holy Ghost himself is the thing that is shed.
Acts 2:38 Not Equal To Acts10:45/Miraculous
Marion Fox - The expression 'gift of the Holy Spirit' is only found twice in all of God's Word ... the same expression in Acts 10:45 has the same meaning in Acts 2:38 (red.228-229).

But the “gift of the HG" in Acts 2:38 is conditioned upon water baptism:
believe → repent → c → baptized → ... → gift  -  blue.254

that is, this "gift of the HG" cannot be received before water baptism.

The miraculous “gift of the HG" in Acts 10:45 was received by Cornelius and his household before they were baptized in water (verses 47-48).

Therefore the “gift of the HG” in Acts 2:38 cannot be the same as the miraculous “gift of the HG” in Acts 10:45.

If a person can get the “gift of the HG” (which is conditioned upon baptism by Acts 2:38) before he is baptized, then that same person could get the remission of sins (which is conditioned upon baptism by Acts 2:38) before he is baptized --- and the same reasoning would work for all the baptism passages!
Acts 2:38
"Gift Of The Holy Ghost" Same As In Acts 10:45?
Marion Fox - The expression 'gift of the Holy Spirit' is only found twice in all of God's Word ... the same expression in Acts 10:45 has the same meaning in Acts 2:38  (red.228-229).

They are the same from the standpoint that the gift in both places is the Holy Ghost himself:

10:44, 47 the Holy Ghost fell on . them . which ... received the Holy Ghost
John 14:17, I Cor 6:19 Holy Spirit is “in you” in both cases

But they have two different purposes:

•
Acts 10:45  miraculous

•
Acts 2:38, Ephesians 1:13-14  earnest

HAVE to be different in this sense:

•
Acts 2:38 gift conditioned upon baptism  (blue.254)

•
10:45 gift received before baptism  (verses 47-48)
The above is proof that the Acts 2:38 gift is not the same as the 10:45 gift.
"Gift of the HG" must refer to the personal indwelling of the HG then.

Acts 2:38 and 5:32
Because Ye Are Sons
The personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit is given "because ye are sons":

Galatians 4:6 And because ye are sons, God hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son into your hearts ...
Acts 2:38 ... repent & be baptized ... and ye shall receive the gift of ... HG

Acts 5:32 ... the Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to them that obey him
But the miraculous gift of the Holy Spirit is not conditioned upon being a son, being baptized, being obedient:

•
Cornelius received the miraculous gift of the HG before he was a son, before he was baptized (Acts 10:47), before he completed his obedience.

•
I Samuel 19:15,20,21,23,24 King Saul and his messengers had a miraculous measure of the Spirit and prophesied, even though they were plotting to slay David (God's chosen), and even though Saul lay down naked all day and night.

Acts 2:38, 5:32, Galatians 4:6 cannot refer to the miraculous !
Acts 2:38 - Field Day
The Pentecostals and Baptists would have a field day with Marion's position on Acts 2:38.
When the Pentecostal finds out that Marion believes (blue.250) that:

•
"gift of the Holy Ghost" refers to the miraculous

•
"Repent, and be baptized ... for the remission of sins" still applies TODAY

The Pentecostal's next point will surely be - the miraculous still applies today also
When the Baptist finds out Marion believes the "gift of the Holy Ghost" in Acts 2:38 is equal to the miraculous gift of Acts 10:45, he is sure to make the point:

•
If Cornelius could receive the miraculous gift of the Holy Ghost (which is conditioned upon water baptism in Acts 2:38, blue.254) before water baptism,

•
why couldn't one receive the remission of sins (which is conditioned upon water baptism in Acts 2:38) before water baptism?

The point is that the "gift of the HG" in Acts 2:38 cannot refer to the "miraculous."  Instead, it must refer to the personal indwelling of the HG.

People today receive the Holy Ghost at baptism, just as surely as people today receive the remission of sins at baptism!
Acts 2:38 - PROBABLY Get Gift
Marion's answers to two questions (#h):

1.
Do you believe that all who repented and were baptized in Acts 2 received the "gift of the Holy Ghost" (the laying on of hands)?

Probably
2.
Do you believe that all Christians during that miraculous time (until the spiritual gifts ceased, I Cor 13:8-10) received this "gift of the Holy Ghost" (the laying on of hands)?

No
Then this would follow according to Marion's reasoning ...

1.
Do you believe that all who repented and were baptized in Acts 2 received the "remission of sins"?
Probably
2.
Do you believe that all Christians during that time received the "remission of sins"?
No
According to Marion's reasoning, you can't necessarily prove from Acts 2:38 that people today receive the "remissions of sins" when they are baptized!

All who repented and were baptized received the gift of the HG, but Marion admits that not all who repented and were baptized received the miraculous.  Therefore the "gift of the HG" in Acts 2:38 cannot refer to the miraculous.

All Christians receive the Holy Ghost at baptism, the personal indwelling.
Acts 2:38 Cannot Be Indwelling Thru The Word

No promise is a thing that can be obeyed - red.135

Holy Spirit baptism is a promise and; therefore it cannot be obeyed - blue.300-301

If the indwelling is a promise to be received, then it cannot be a commandment - blue.300

"gift of the HG" in Acts 2:38 is a promise, not a commandment to be obeyed

The indwelling thru the word (e.g., Eph 5:18) is a commandment to be obeyed - red.115

#k - Does this line of argumentation (which I agree with), PROVE that the "gift of the Holy Spirit" in Acts 2:38 cannot be referring to the indwelling of the Spirit through the word?
YES
The following verses also promise the Holy Ghost itself:

Luke 11:13 give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him
John 7:39 the Spirit, which they that believe on him should receive
Acts 5:32 the Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to them that obey him
Romans 5:5 the Holy Ghost which is given unto us
I Thessalonians 4:8 hath also given unto us his holy Spirit
I John 3:24 the Spirit which he hath given us
These verses all promise the Holy Ghost, therefore they cannot be talking about the indwelling through the word; because the indwelling through the word is a commandment to be obeyed.  Therefore these verses are all talking about the personal indwelling of the Holy Ghost.
Acts 2:38 - Marion Agrees Not Referring To Indwelling Thru Word
My question for Marion (#k):

On page 300-301 of your book "The Work Of The Holy Spirit," you said, "If the indwelling is a promise to be received, then it cannot be a commandment ... They will argue that the Holy Spirit baptism is a promise and; therefore it cannot be obeyed, when studying with a Calvinist or Pentecostal.  They reject this same argument in Ephesians 5:18."  On page 115 of the Deaver/Fox debate, you have a somewhat extensive discussion of this point, and conclude that, "You cannot use Acts 2:38 and Ephesians 5(:18, ptd) to teach the same thing."  Especially in light of the following:

•
Acts 2:38 and Ephesians 5:18 cannot be teaching the same thing (the gist of your last statement [which I agree with]), and

•
Ephesians 5:18 is referring to the indwelling of the Spirit through the word (we both agree to that),

does this line of argumentation (which I agree with), PROVE that the "gift of the Holy Spirit" in Acts 2:38 cannot be referring to the indwelling of the Spirit through the word?

Marion's answer:  Yes
Acts 2:38 / 10:45 - Consistency Of Language ("Gift of HG")
Marion Fox (blue.155):  ... since the same Greek word is translated "Comforter" (John 14:16) and "Advocate" (I John 2:1), some think that these two works must be the same.  This is used in an attempt to prove that two different persons of the Godhead can occupy the same office (work).  The work of the Comforter (John 14) was miraculous and the work of an advocate (I John 2:1) is non-miraculous.
Parallel:  Since the same Greek phrase is translated "gift of the HG" in Acts 2:38 and Acts 10:45, some think that these two gifts must be the same.  This is used in an attempt to prove that the Acts 2:38 "gift of the HG" is not universal.  The Acts 10:45 gift was miraculous & the Acts 2:38 gift is non-miraculous
Truth:  in both cases, "gift of the Holy Ghost" refers to the Holy Ghost himself being given, but "there is a distinction ... different purpose" (Marion Fox, January 14, 1998).

· apostolos – Galatians 1:1 "apostle" / Philippians 2:25 "messenger"
· paradise – Luke 23:43 comfort part of hades / II Cor 12:4, Rev 2:7 heaven
· "filled with the Holy Spirit"  -

•
Luke 1:15,41,67 John from his mother's womb, Elisabeth, and Zacharias

•
Acts 2:4 apostles – baptismal/miraculous measure

•
Ephesians 5:18b - indwelling through word

Acts 2:38 and 10:45 "gifts" have to be different:

•
2:38 gift conditioned upon baptism (blue.254)

•
10:45 gift received before baptism (vs.47-48)
Fox's Paraphrase of Acts 2:39

Acts 2:38-39  (blue.264) - And Peter said to the Jews at Pentecost:  Everybody repent and each one of you be baptized by the authority of Jesus Christ in order that God may forgive your sins, and we will lay our hands upon you and impart miraculous gifts to you.  For Joel's promise is for the people of all races and socioeconomic states that God may summon to these miraculous offices.
to your children - means all Jews for all time, else why state it?; he would have already covered the Jews representatively in "unto you"

to all that are afar off – if "you which were afar off" in Ephesians 2:13,17 refers to all the Gentiles; what would you think "all that are afar off" in Acts 2:39 refers to?

even as many as the Lord our God shall call - means all Christians, even today

•
This a quote from Joel 2:32 which refers to the successful "calling" of all Christians to deliverance/salvation (even people today), not a call to "miraculous offices"!  My opponent agrees the discussion in Joel 2 switches to salvation in 2:32a.  So the result of Acts 2:21 (salvation) and what people are called to in Acts 2:39 has to be the same.
•
The NT refers to the calling (same basic Greek word, preposition/prefix added) of Christians 33 times, e.g., I Corinthians 1:24,26, II Thessalonians 2:14, Jude verse 1, some of those times the successful call - Romans 8:30

•
The NT never uses "called" to refer to receiving the miraculous laying on of hands.
Acts 2:39 proves the promise of verse 38 is universal
Fox's Paraphrase of Acts 2:39  (continued)
Fox's paraphrase makes Peter in effect saying, "Now, you people obey the gospel and you will receive the ability to perform miracles (miracles as an incentive to obedience)"  (Mac Deaver, red.266-267).

Receiving the "gift of the Holy Ghost" is just as dependent upon repenting and being baptized as receiving the "remission of sins" is.  If baptism to receive the "gift of the Holy Ghost" is not valid today, then how do we know that baptism to receive the remission of sins is valid today?  This is exactly what my dispensational Baptist debate opponent argued, that baptism for remission of sins was only for some at that time.

The promise of Acts 2:38 is universal to us today

Acts 2:39 - ProsKALEO and KALEO

My opponent says the difference in the words for “call” in Acts 2:39 (proskaleo) and II Thessalonians 2:14 (kaleo) is significant.

Some difference!  -  notice these Definitions (Green’s Interlinear):

kaleo (#2564) – to call, summon, invite
proskaleo (#4341) – to call to, summon 

In … Acts 2:39, … it is plain that proskaleo has here the significance of kaleo (Kittel’s Theological Dictionary of the New Testament, pg.501)

The words are identical except one has the preposition “pros” prefixed to it.  To illustrate that “pros” does not necessarily significantly change the meaning, the word “prayed(ed)” is used interchangeably in James 5:13,14,16,17,&18.  4 of the 5 times, “proseuchomai” is used.  Once “euchomai” is used.  Both words mean “to pray” (Vines).  Without checking the Greek, can my opponent see enough difference in the meanings to tell which is “euchomai”?

The English in Acts 2:39 is fine.  It proves all of verse 38 is universal to us
Acts 2:39 - Promise Only Temporary ?

My opponent says the promise of Acts 2:39 was temporary, because it refers only to the miraculous.

When a Baptist debater says "for the remission of sins" means "because of the remission sins already received," one of our first responses is → that would also make repentance "because of the remission of sins already received," since "for the remission of sins" modifies both "repent" and "be baptized."  Let's do exactly the same thing with verse 39.

My opponent is right that "the gift of the HG" is being promised by verse 39, but so is "the remission of sins."  So according to my opponent's logic, the promise of the remission of sins to those who repent and are baptized was just temporary.
If you doubt that "remission of sins" was part of the promise, remember the promise was to "even as many as the Lord our God shall call," and that phrase is a quote from Joel 2:32, which specifies the call as a call to deliverance (i.e., salvation from sin).

If this argument is correct when used against the Baptist, why isn't the same argument correct when used on this topic?
Acts 5:32 - Only The Apostles?

Marion Fox  (blue.210-211):  that obey (This is an articular participle which is used as an adjective ... This could be translated "to the ones now obeying Him."  Since this participle functions as an adjective "it" modifies the word "apostles" of verse 29.)
Are "the ones now obeying Him" only the apostles?

Acts 4:4 Howbeit many of them … believed; and the number of the men was about 5000.
Acts 5:14 believers were the more added to the Lord, multitudes both of men and women.
Can't refer to "apostles" – Summers, page 90  (blue.136):

... the participle agrees with the noun it modifies in gender, number and case ...

"them that obey him" (v.32) is dative case while "apostles" (v.29) is nominative case
Normal Grammar - "Peter and the other apostles" are speaking in Acts 5:29-32.  They use the first person plural ("We" in 29, "we" in 32) to refer to themselves (the speakers, the apostles), the second person plural ("ye" in 30) to refer to those they are speaking to, and the third person plural ("them" in 32) to refer to a third group of people. So the Holy Ghost was given to "them" that obey Him. That would be referring to the many, many thousands who had obeyed God in Acts chapters 2-5 - ALL the Christians had received the Holy Ghost when they obeyed the gospel (just as Acts 2:38 promises).

Hebrews 5:9 (“... he (Jesus) became the author of eternal salvation unto all them that obey him”) is just like Acts 5:32 in the following respects:  articular participle, dative, used as indirect object, plural.  Is Hebrews 5:9 just the apostles, or is it everybody?
Acts 5:32 - All Miraculous ?

This argumentation would throw out the whole New Testament, since it was all written to Christians who possessed the miraculous.

Amos 7:12 - ... go ... into ... Judah, and there eat bread, and prophesy there.  Is "eat bread" miraculous here just because prophesy was?

Romans 12:6-8 mentions prophecy along with the non-miraculous → "giving, ruling, exhorting, and ministry."  Are all these miraculous just because prophecy was?

· Paul's sermon in Acts 20:7 was undoubtedly inspired.  Does that mean this first day of the week Lord's Supper example is not binding today?
· Does Mark 16:16 not apply today because verse 17 is about the miraculous?
· Does I Cor 14:34-35 not apply today because the chapter is about the miraculous?

Suppose I said the following true statement - "David Ortiz plays for the Boston Red Sox, and so does Craig Kimbrell, who is the nephew of the HR director where I work."  Does that sentence mean our HR lady also plays for the Boston Red Sox?

According to my opponent's logic, since "gift of the Holy Ghost" in Acts 2:38 is miraculous and doesn't apply today, then the rest of the verse (“repent, and be baptized … for the remission of sins”) doesn't apply today either.
Acts 5:32 Cannot Be The Miraculous

The gift of the Holy Ghost in Acts 5:32 is conditioned upon obedience:  ... the Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to them that obey him
The miraculous “gift of the Holy Ghost" in Acts 10:45 was received by Cornelius and his household before they obeyed the gospel (before they were baptized in water, verses 47-48).

My opponent must make 1 of 2 choices:

1.
Say Cornelius had "obeyed" Jesus in the sense of Acts 5:32 before he was baptized in water (a field day for the Baptists)

2.
Admit that Acts 5:32 is not referring to the miraculous gift of the Holy Ghost

CONCLUSION:  The gift of the Holy Ghost in Acts 5:32 cannot be the miraculous!

Acts 8:16 and Acts 19:2
Baptized, But Did Not Have The Spirit ?
It poses a contradiction to Acts 8:12-20 to teach that Christians are filled with the Holy Spirit when they are baptized ....  Luke states that they were baptized believers (Acts 8:12-13).  Luke further states that they had not yet received the Holy Spirit in Acts 8:16  (Marion Fox, blue.293).

Marion makes a similar argument from Acts 19:2  (blue.309).

Both places are referring to the miraculous measure of the Spirit (8:17, 19:6).

They cannot be referring to all measures of the Spirit, else they would contradict Marion's position that they had the Spirit (dwelling through the word) at baptism.

They cannot be referring to all literal measures of the Spirit; Marion doesn't believe they would ever receive that.

Romans 5:5 - Ablative ?

Marion Fox  (blue.304):

The Greek word didomi is found with the preposition ek, which takes only the ablative case, in Romans 5:5 ...

Is Marion trying lead us to think that the Holy Ghost is the source and not the element of what was "given" in Romans 5:5?

"ek" is from #1632 ("shed") in Rom 5:5.  It has to do with the "love of God," and doesn't have anything to do with the HG being "given."

There is no ablative connected to the word "given" and the HG.  The HG is what is given (the element), and is not the giver, nor the source of what was given; not in any sense.

Romans 5:5 says that the Spirit himself is given to Christians.

•
NOT - the Spirit is the giver

•
NOT - God gives from (out of) Spirit

•
NOT - God gives power of the Spirit
Romans 8:26 - Human Spirit Intercede For Body ?
Who is the "we" of Romans 8:26?:

verse 22  we know - Christian knows?, or Body Only knows?

verse 23  we wait for the redemption of our body - Christian waits for the redemption of his body?, or Body Only waits for the redemption of its body?

verse 24  we are saved - Christian is saved?, or Body Only is saved?

verse 25  we with patience wait for heaven - Christian waits with patience for heaven?, or Body Only waits with patience for heaven?

verse 26  we know not what we should pray for as we ought - Christian knows not what the Christian should pray for?, or Body Only knows not what the Body Only should pray for as the Body Only ought (but "Body Only" does know other things)?

verse 28  we know - Christian knows?, or Body Only knows?

Who is the "Spirit" of Rom 8:26?:

verse 23 we "which have the firstfruits of the Spirit" - we have the firstfruits of the Holy Spirit?, or we have the firstfruits of our own human spirit?

My opponent's view has the human spirit interceding for the human body in verse 26, but Jesus interceding for the human spirit in verse 27.  Odd isn't it?  The natural understanding would be for these two adjoining verses that both refer to "maketh intercession" to be talking about the same thing.

Human spirit interceding for human body?  Who can believe it?  Just accept the obvious.
Romans 8:26-27 - Nominative Case ?

Marion Fox, blue.151 (commenting on verse 27):

finite verb "maketh intercession" must take its subject in the nominative case ....  Since the word "spirit" is in the genitive case ..., the spirit cannot be making this intercession.

"he" in Romans 8:27, which is implied from the Greek verb translated "maketh intercession" ("Greek verbs carry their own pronoun," blue.196), is the nominative case (subject) that Marion is looking for.  The pronoun ("he") and its antecedent ("Spirit") do not have to be in the same case (Machen.47 - "A pronoun agrees with antecedent in gender and number").

Many examples, but one will suffice:  Matthew 13:45-46 - "sold" and "bought" are finite verbs, but "merchant man" is in the "dative" case ("who" is in the nominative, which is the subject).

Why constantly mess up the Greek to deny what verses plainly say ?
Romans 8:26-27 - Different Greek Words ?

Marion Fox  (blue.149):  ... the Holy Spirit employed two different words in Romans 8:26 and Romans 8:27.  These were set forth in the "Definitions" section of this chapter.
Notice Thayer's definitions:

#5241  (8:26) - to intercede for one
#1793  (8:27) - ... to make intercession for any one






(why did Marion fail to give this definition?)

transliteration:

8:26  huperentunchano huper

8:27  entunchano huper

Is there any difference here that really makes a difference?  I'll let you be the judge.

I Corinthians 6:19-20, Ephesians 2:18-22

Only One Church, Therefore Only One Temple ?

Marion's logic on why I Cor 6:19-20 must be talking about the church:

Eph 2:18-22 - "Since Paul equates the church with the temple and there is only one church, there must be only one temple of God"  (blue.184).
But notice some parallel logic:

•
The leaning tower of Pisa is a building.

•
There is only one leaning tower of Pisa in the world.

•
Therefore there is only one building in the world.

Marion's mistake:

Ephesians 2:21 says that something is "A ... temple."  It does not say that something is "the only ... temple."

Another example of a temple is Jesus' physical body - John 2:21:  But he spake of the temple of his body
I Corinthians 6:12-20 - Physical Body All The Way Through
verses 12-15 talking about human physical body (my opponent agrees)

verse 16 joining of two physical bodies (sexual relations) in effect makes one physical body (one flesh)

-   “plumbing fits”

verse 16 explains how you become a member of a prostitute (verse 15)

verse 17 joining of two spirits (joining of minds/purposes) in effect makes one spirit (one mind/purpose)


verse 17 explains how you become a member of Christ (verse 15)

verse 18 all sins are committed with the mind (it controls the body), but ("used 1. univ. by way of opposition and distinction," Thayer, blue.197) fornication is a sin (not necessarily the only sin) that is committed with/against a man's "own" body (how could the church be a man's own body?)

verse 19 your physical body is the temple of the Holy Ghost; the Holy Ghost is in you (your physical body, not the church)

verse 20 glorify God in your physical body and in your spirit (mind/thinking)

My opponent has to distort the obvious meaning because it doesn't fit his system.

I Corinthians 6:12-20

5 Arguments Involving The Physical Body
Section's main thrust is "Flee fornication" (verse 18).

Paul makes 5 arguments against fornication, all from the standpoint that fornication is a misuse of our physical body:

1.
verse 13 the body is not for fornication, but for the Lord

2.
verses 15-17 joining your body (sexually) with a sexually immoral person makes you one (physically) with that person

3.
verse 18 all sins are committed with the mind, but fornication is a sin against/with the body

4.
verse 19a your body is the temple of Holy Ghost
5.
verses 19b-20 you (body & spirit) are bought, therefore you are not your own (you cannot just do what you want to do)

I Corinthians 6:12-20 is talking about the physical body all the way through, including in verse 19.

I Corinthians 6:19-20 - Reasons Why Physical Body

When a word is used more than once in the same context, it normally refers to the same thing ("body" refers to "physical body" elsewhere in this section).

Verses 19-20 presents 2 of the 5 arguments in the section against committing fornication with the physical body (verse 13).

"body" in v.20 is contrasted with the spirit (mind/purpose).  Compare to:

· Isaiah 10:18 And shall consume the glory of his forest, and of his fruitful field, both soul and body ...
· Daniel 7:15 I Daniel was grieved in my spirit in the midst of my body ...
· Matt 10:28 … fear not them which kill the body, but are not able to kill the soul:  but rather fear him which is able to destroy both soul and body in h-e-l-l.
· I Corinthians 7:34 ... The unmarried woman careth for the things of the Lord, that she may be holy both in body and in spirit ...
· I Thessalonians 5:23 ... I pray ... your whole spirit and soul and body be preserved blameless ...
· James 2:26 For as the body without the spirit is dead, so faith without works is dead also.
I Corinthians 6:19 - Winer
"Your Body" Must Be Collective (Church)
... that your (Plural) body (Singular, The only correct usage of a singular noun as the antecedent of a plural pronoun is if the noun "... has a collective sense [Winer, page 61."]  -  blue.181

First, "body" is not the antecedent of "your," the Corinthian Christians are.

From Marion's quote, you would think that Winer is saying this is the "only correct usage" wouldn't you?  But "only correct usage" are Marion's words, not Winer's.  Notice what else Winer said on page 218:  Akin to this is the use of the singular in reference to a plurality of objects, to denote something which belongs to each of the objects:  I Corinthians 6:19
The context is consistent, I Cor 6:19 is the physical body.
I Corinthians 6:19

"Body" Must Be Collective (Church) - Other Examples

Marion Fox  (blue.181):

... that your (Plural) body (Singular, The only correct usage of a singular noun as the antecedent of a plural pronoun is if the noun "... has a collective sense [Winer, page 61."]

According to Marion's reasoning, all the deacons at a congregation must be married to the same woman - I Timothy 3:12a:  Let the deacons be the husbands of one wife ...
What's the difference in the these two commands?:

•
Husbands, go home and kiss your wife.

•
Husbands, go home and kiss your wives.

Absolutely Nothing.

Following are other examples of a plural pronoun followed by singular "body."  Are they talking about the physical body or the church?:

Matthew 6:25 ... Take no thought for ... your body, what ye shall put on ...

Romans 6:12 Let not sin ... reign in your mortal body
Romans 8:23 ... the redemption of our body.
II Corinthians 4:10 Always bearing about in the body the dying of the Lord Jesus, that the life also of Jesus might be made manifest in our body.

James 3:3 ... we put bits in the horses' mouths, ... and we turn about their whole body.
I Cor 6:19 is talking about the physical body, just like all these other similar passages.
Galatians 4:5-7
God sent forth the Spirit ... into
Only A Select Few Or Each And Every Christian ?

verse 5  we might receive the adoption of sons
verse 6  because ye are sons
verse 7  no more a servant, but a son
verse 7  heir of God through Christ
How could it be more obvious ?

Ephesians 1:13-14 - "Which" Is Masculine ?

which (This is a masculine pronoun in the Greek and the only word in the context which is a masculine noun is the word ... "word." …)  (blue.168)

Some of the editions of the Greek text (about 50% according to Hiram Hutto) have "Which" neuter, which would match the gender of "holy Spirit."

You shouldn't make an argument on a Greek word when 50% of the editions of the Greek text won't support your point.

Bruce Metzger, A Critical Commentary On The Greek NT, 3rd edition (pages 601-602):

It is difficult to decide whether copyists altered hos to ho in order to make it agree with the gender of pneuma (Spirit), or whether ho became hos by attraction to the gender of the following arrabon (earnest), according to a usual idiom.  On the basis of what was taken to be superior external attestation, a majority of the Committee preferred the reading ho.

•
the majority thought that "ho" was the original reading which agrees with Spirit in gender

•
scholars who think "hos" is the original, think it connects to "earnest," not "word"

Other translations (e.g., the NKJV) have "who," indicating the HG (not the word) is the earnest.

Again we see that the English reading is fine.  The earnest is the Holy Ghost himself!

Ephesians 1:13-14 - Seal Is The Miraculous ?
Marion Fox  (blue.273):  ... the seal of Ephesians 1:13-14 and Ephesians 4:30 is also miraculous ... the seal is the HS's way of authenticating (notarizing) the NT (document)
Differences in Fox and the Bible:

•
What was sealed?





ye were sealed  Ephesians 1:13

Fox - the New Testament



ye are sealed  Ephesians 4:30

Bible – Christians





Who hath also sealed us  II Corinthians 1:22
•
Who did the sealing?




God; Who hath ... sealed us  II Cor 1:21-22

Fox - the Holy Spirit


Bible - God the Father
•
What was the sealing done with?


sealed with that holy Spirit  Ephesians 1:13

Fox - the miraculous




HS ..., whereby ye are sealed  Ephesians 4:30

Bible - the Holy Spirit

•
How long was the sealing to last?


sealed unto the day of redemption  Eph 4:30

Fox - just during the miraculous age

sealed ... until the redemption  Eph 1:13-14

Bible - until the 2nd coming



have the firstfruits of the Spirit … waiting













for … the redemption of our body Rom 8:23
Ephesians 1:13-14 Compared to Gal 3:16
Galatians 3:16 is exactly like Ephesians 1:13-14:

•
"which" is "hos" (masculine)

•
"which" is a relative pronoun

•
the antecedent of "which" is "seed"; "seed" is neuter

•
pronouns normally match their antecedent in gender, but in this case (like Ephesians 1:13-14), the gender of "which" was made to match the gender of "Christ" (by attraction)

The next noun antecedent to "which" that is masculine in gender is "Abraham."  So according to my opponent's logic on Ephesians 1:13-14, "which" would go back to "Abraham," making the passage say → "Abraham, which is Christ."

So my opponent makes another mistake in the Greek.

We are back to the conclusion that the English reading is fine.  The earnest is the Holy Ghost himself !

Ephesians 5:18b

"Be Filled With The Spirit" Teaches Dwelling Thru The Word

How do I know Ephesians 5:18b teaches a dwelling through the word, and not the personal indwelling?
→
Two Reasons:

•
Col 3:16 is parallel - "Let the word of Christ dwell in you richly" obviously teaches us to let the word dwell in us.  We do that by obeying the word's teaching – the representative indwelling.  Since the Spirit revealed the word, to the extent we obey the word we are letting the Spirit dwell in us.

•
... the indwelling of the Holy Spirit is a promise.  Therefore, the indwelling of the Holy Spirit cannot be obeyed.  Ephesians 5:18 cannot be a reference to the personal indwelling (because it entails a command to be obeyed, ptd), but it can be a representative indwelling ... You cannot use Acts 2:38 and Ephesians 5 to teach the same thing. (red.115).

Ephesians 5:18
Promise To Be Received, Not Command To Be Obeyed
•
No promise is a thing that can be obeyed  (red.135)

•
The "indwelling through the word" (e.g., Ephesians 5:18) is a commandment to be obeyed.  (taught by red.115)


that is a command and not a promise  (Tom Bright on Eph 5:18b, East Corinth MS, 2000)

•
Therefore any passage which promises the Holy Ghost cannot be referring to the indwelling through the word.

These verses promise the Holy Ghost himself:

Luke 11:13  give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him
John 7:39  the Spirit, which they that believe on him should receive
Acts 5:32  the Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to them that obey him
Romans 5:5  the Holy Ghost which is given unto us
I Thessalonians 4:8  hath also given unto us his holy Spirit
I John 3:24  the Spirit which he hath given us
These verses all promise the HG, therefore they cannot be talking about the indwelling through the word; the indwelling through the word (like in Eph 5:18) is a command to be obeyed.

Titus 3:5-6 - Ablative ?

Marion Fox  (blue.202):

The Holy Spirit used the preposition ek, which takes the ablative case, with the word "Spirit" in ... Titus 3:5-6

Is Marion trying to lead us to think that the Spirit is the source and not the element of what was "shed" (poured out) in Titus 3:5-6?

"ek" comes from #1632 ("he shed") in Titus 3:6.  It tells us that the source of the Holy Ghost is "he" (God).

But there is no ablative relative to the word "shed" and the Holy Ghost.  The Holy Ghost is what is poured out (the element), and is not the pourer, nor the source of what was poured out; not in any sense.

Titus 3:5-6 says that the Spirit himself is shed (poured out) on Christians.

•
NOT - the Spirit is the pourer

•
NOT - God pours from (out of) Spirit

•
NOT - God pours power of the Spirit

God shed (poured out) the Spirit itself !
Titus 3:5-7
Only Paul, Titus, and Perhaps Others ?
Paul reveals that the pouring of the Spirit had been upon him & Titus & perhaps others by the language of Tit 3:5-6  (blue.200).
Let's put Marion's verse 6 "us" into the pronouns in verses 5-7:

Not by works of righteousness which we (only Paul, Titus, & perhaps others) have done, but according to his mercy he saved us (only Paul, Titus, & perhaps others), by the washing of regeneration (only Paul, Titus, & perhaps others), and renewing of the HG; which he shed on us (then who is this?) abundantly through Jesus Christ our Saviour; that being justified by his grace (only Paul, Titus, & perhaps others), we should be made heirs (only Paul, Titus, & perhaps others) according to the hope of eternal life (only Paul, Titus, & perhaps others)!

Why would anybody even want to contort a text in such a way?
Titus 3:5,7 - Bright Says Dispensational

My June 25, 2001 Question 5b for Tom Bright was … Titus 3:5,7 applies to:


 all


 just a select few of the Christians


 other  (if other, please explain)

Tom Bright checked "other" and wrote:  "dispensational - to a special group"

5
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;
6
Which he shed on us abundantly through Jesus Christ our Saviour;
7
That being justified by his grace, we should be made heirs according to the hope of eternal life.
Tom is driven to the position that Titus 3:5,7 does not teach Christians today are:

· saved according to His mercy
· saved by the washing of regeneration
· justified by His grace
· made heirs according to the hope of eternal life
I don’t believe Tom is dishonest, but I don’t think he really believes that, do you?
I John 3:24 - Ablative ?

Marion Fox  (blue.202):

The Holy Spirit used the preposition ek, which takes the ablative case, with the word "Spirit" in I John 3:24 ...

Is Marion trying to lead us to think that the Spirit is the source and not the element of what was "given" here?

"ek" ("by") in I John 3:24b tells us that the source of our knowledge that God abides in us, is the Spirit which has been given to us.

But there is no ablative relative to the word "given" and the Spirit.  The Spirit is what is given, and is not the giver, nor the source of the gift; not in any sense.

I John 3:24 is saying that the Spirit himself is given to Christians.

•
NOT - the Spirit is the giver

•
NOT - God gives from (out of) Spirit

•
NOT - God gives power of the Spirit

It says that God gave the Spirit itself !
I John 3:24 - Only Apostles and Inspired ?

that he abideth in us, (... that is in the apostles and those who were inspired.)  -  blue.310

Normally "us" includes the audience – like I Peter 3:21 ("baptism doth also now save us").

Let's substitute Marion's verse 24 "us" into the rest of the context:
v.14 we know … we have passed from death unto life (only apostles & inspired)
v.16 Hereby perceive we the love of God, because he laid down his life for us (only apostles and inspired)
v.18 My little children (only other apostles and inspired)
v.18 let us (only apostles and inspired) not love in word, neither in tongue; but in deed and in truth
v.22 God answers our (only apostles and inspired) prayers
v.23 we (only apostles and inspired) need to believe on the name of ... Christ
v.23 and love one another (love only apostles and inspired)
v.23 as he gave us (only apostles and inspired) commandment

v.24 we know that he abideth in us (only apostles and inspired)
Talk about forcing a square peg into a round hole !

I John 4:13 - Ablative ?

Marion Fox  (blue.202):

The Holy Spirit used the preposition ek, which takes the ablative case, with the word "Spirit" in ... I John 4:13

Lord's Supper "ek" examples - source & element
Matthew 26:27 Drink ye all of it (the fruit of the vine)

Mt 26:29 I will not drink henceforth of this fruit of the vine ("apo" here also)
Mark 14:23 they all drank of it (fruit of the vine)

Mark 14:25 will drink no more of the fruit of the vine
Luke 22:16 I will not any more eat thereof
I Jn 4:13 is saying that God gives of his Spirit to us.  The Spirit is the source and the element (partitive idea).  The Spirit is what God gives (the element).

"... they were making the point that God would not exhaust the Spirit He poured out" (BobWaldron commenting on partitive idea)

The English in this verse is right after all.  The Holy Ghost is given to us !
"Apo" (Strong's #575)  =  Source ?
"apo" - yes, there are many examples of "source,” but there are also many ...

examples of "source and element" (like Acts 2:17)

Matthew 26:29 I will not drink henceforth of this fruit of the vine
Luke 15:16 filled his belly with the husks that the swine did eat
Luke 16:21 desiring to be fed with the crumbs
Revelation 2:17 will I give to eat of the hidden manna
Mark 6:43 took up 12 baskets full of the fragments
Luke 8:3 ministered unto him of their substance
Matthew 15:27 the dogs eat of the crumbs which fall
Matthew 3:4,27:9,27:21, Mark 7:28,12:2, Luke 5:36,6:13,11:51,12:1,18:3,20:10,46, 22:18,24:42, John 21:10, Acts 12:1,15:5,19,19:13,21:16,27:44, Gal 2:6, Heb 7:2

examples of "element not source":

Luke 7:21 cured many of their infirmities (were their infirmities the source of their cure?)

Matthew 10:17,16:6,11,12(2),27:24, Mark 5:29,34,8:15, Luke 5:15,6:17,8:2,12:15, Acts 16:33, Romans11:25, II Corinthians 1:14,2:5, II Thess 2:2, Heb 7:13, Rev 6:10

other cases:  Luke 11:50,14:18, Hebrews 5:7

I counted 54 cases where "apo" (ablative case) does not mean "source only" as Marion says it must mean in Acts 2:17 and other passages.  Obviously, his argument is not sound.
Doesn't Make Sense ?
Some things don't make sense to my opponent. Since he doesn't understand how something can be so, he chooses not to believe what God said about it.

He reminds me of those that reject the resurrection because they can't figure out what happens at the resurrection if many sharks eat one body in the ocean.

He needs to remember Isaiah 55:8-9:

For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways, saith the Lord.  For as the heavens are higher than the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways, and my thoughts than your thoughts.

My opponent sounds a lot like Naaman in II Kings 5:11-12.  It didn't make sense to him why Elisha wanted him to wash in the Jordan river 7 times, so at first he refused to do it.

He needs to be more like Abraham in Hebrews 11:17-19.  Abraham didn't correctly understand how God could raise up seed from a sacrificed (dead) Isaac, but he trusted / believed, and did what God said anyway.

Since God said that he "gives" the Holy Ghost to the believer; I believe it.  Whether I can explain it or not, is not even relevant !
"Ek" (Strong's #1537) is Always Ablative ?
Titus 3:6, I John 3:24, 4:13
I didn't go through the tedious procedure of examining every use of "ek" as I did with "apo" (also always ablative according to Marion), but no doubt I would have gotten the same result.

Lord's Supper "ek" examples - "source and element"

Matthew 26:27 Drink ye all of it (the fruit of the vine)

Matthew 26:29 I will not drink henceforth of this fruit of the vine ("apo" is here also)

Mark 14:23 they all drank of it (fruit of the vine)

Mark 14:25 will drink no more of the fruit of the vine
Luke 22:16 I will not any more eat thereof
However, I think in the cases of I Jn 3:24, 4:13, and Tit 3:6, source probably is the idea.

I John 3:24 and 4:13 are saying that the source of our knowledge that God abides in us, is from the fact that God "hath given us of his Spirit."  But the Spirit (the element) is what God gives.

Titus 3:6 - "ek" is used to indicate that "he" (God) is the source of the pouring (shedding); the Holy Ghost is the element of that pouring.

The English in these verses was right after all.  The HG is given to us !

Metaphor ?
... if the spirit is a GIFT, it is a metaphor ... I gave you the cites of Thayer and Arndt and Gingrich who said it was the case.  (red.243).  But Thayer and A&G are defining "shed" ("pour," ASV), not "Holy Ghost."  They are saying that "pour" is a metaphor, not that "Holy Ghost" is a metaphor.  Thayer on #1632 - ... metaphorically ... to bestow or distribute largely ... the abundant bestowal of the Holy Spirit, Acts 2:33 ...
What is a metaphor? → of the Holy Spirit which according to Joel's prophecy, is to pour down on men like rain (Arndt & Gingrich, #1632)

The interpretation that the HS is a seal is a metaphor ... Thayer admits . this interpretation is a metaphor ...  (blue.267).  Again, Thayer is saying "seal" is the metaphor, not the HS.

Examples of words used metaphorically, where the object of the word is NOT figurative:
baby shower - the gifts are not figurative

mean as a snake – simile, but meanness is real/literal
Job 36:27 pour down rain - rain not figurative

Ezekiel 34:26 showers of blessing - blessings literal

Matt 3:16 Spirit of God descending like a dove - simile (Dungan.248), but Spirit is literal

Rom 5:5 love of God is shed ("poured out" in Greek, #1632) - love of God not figurative

Luke 22:44 sweat … as … blood - simile, literal sweat

The Holy Ghost being given is NOT a figurative Holy Ghost !
Miraculous "Gift Of The Holy Ghost" Is The Holy Ghost HIMSELF
When talking about the miraculous "gift of the Holy Ghost," the Holy Ghost himself is said to be what is given at least 26 times (not something given from the Holy Ghost):

Joel 2:28 I will pour out my spirit
Joel 2:29 will I pour out my spirit
John 14:16 give you another Comforter
John 14:26 the Holy Ghost, whom the Father will send
John 15:26 Comforter is come
John 15:26 Comforter is come, whom I will send
John 15:26 Comforter … which proceedeth from the Father
John 16:7 Comforter will ... come unto you
John 16:7 I will send him (Comforter) unto you
John 16:13 Spirit of truth, is come
Acts 2:4 they were all filled with the Holy Ghost
Acts 8:15 receive the Holy Ghost
Acts 8:16 he (the Holy Ghost) was fallen upon ... them
Acts 8:17 received the Holy Ghost
Acts 8:18 the Holy Ghost was given
Acts 8:19 receive the Holy Ghost
Acts 10:44 Holy Ghost fell on all them
Acts 10:47 received the Holy Ghost
Acts 11:15 Holy Ghost fell on them
Acts 19:2 received the Holy Ghost
Matthew 3:11, Mark 1:8, Luke 3:16, John 1:33, Acts 1:5, 11:16 compare “baptize with water” (water is the element) to “baptize with the Holy Ghost” (the Holy Ghost would be the element)

... the same expression in Acts 10:45 has the same meaning in Acts 2:38  (red.229)
The "gift of the HG" always refers to the Spirit himself being given, regardless of the "measure."

Parsimony ?
(God doesn't do anything unnecessary)

In accordance with the principle of parsimony, if the Holy Spirit enters the Christian's body to serve as a pledge it must be necessary  (blue.168)

God doesn't do anything without a reason of course, but he does do things that he doesn't absolutely have to do.  He does them because they are helpful/useful/beneficial for us.  For example, God didn't have to save us; he could have just let us all go to the bad place.  But he chose not to.  God is not stingy (a synonym of parsimony).

"Parsimony" says that something God does must be useful or have a purpose/reason, and the indwelling is useful and for a purpose/reason.

All the reasons God does something are not necessarily revealed (Deuteronomy 29:29).

If he doesn't know why something is done, my opponent will deny that it is done, therefore he needs to read Isaiah 55:8-9:

For my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways, saith the Lord.  For as the heavens are higher than the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways, and my thoughts than your thoughts.

Since God said that he "gives" the Holy Ghost to the believer, I believe it.  Whether or not I can tell you all the reasons He does so is not even relevant !

Satan And The Holy Spirit Dwell Representatively & Personally
	
	representative indwelling
	personal indwelling

	Satan
	Revelation 2:13
	Luke 8:27ff   (=Satan, Matt 12:26)

	HS
	Ephesians 5:18 “be filled with the Spirit”
Colossians 3:16 parallel to "Let the word of Christ dwell in you"
	Luke 1:15 John the Baptist was "filled with the HG, even from his mother's womb" (John 10:41 "John did no miracle")
Luke 1:41 “Elisabeth was filled with the HG”


When the Bible talks about Satan or the Holy Spirit dwelling in us representatively, it is not speaking literally, but is just a figurative way of saying we are obeying Satan or the HS as the case may be.

That really has nothing to do with whether or not the Holy Spirit dwells in us literally/personally.  One does not rule out the other.
Tom Bright Agrees With Marion Fox
Relative to what I believe on the indwelling issue.  What I believe and teach on the subject is what Marion also presented in your debate with him.  I do not know of anything that we differ on relative to the manner of the indwelling. In other words, preparation for him would be preparation for me.
August 23, 1999
Summary - Why Can't Be Miraculous
Column 1 -
Cornelius and his household received the miraculous measure of the Spirit before they had completed obedience to the gospel.

Column 2 -
question on 1-15-99 - ... would you agree that if I can prove that a passage promising the Holy Ghost (like Luke 11:13), or the gift of the Holy Ghost (Acts 2:38), applies to all individual Christians (and not just to a select few), then I have proven that that passage cannot refer to the miraculous?


Marion Fox's answer was "Yes."
	My Proof Texts
	Conditioned Upon Obeying the Gospel (Stated)
	Universal to Each and Every Saint (Context)

	Luke 11:13
	
	X

	John 7:38-39
	
	X

	Acts 2:38
	X
	X

	Acts 5:32
	X
	X

	Romans 5:5
	
	X

	Galatians 4:6
	X
	X

	Eph 1:13-14

II Cor 1:22

II Cor 5:5
	X
	X

	I Thess 4:8
	
	X

	Titus 3:5-6
	
	X

	I John 3:24
	X
	X

	I John 4:13
	X
	X


I John 4:13

Apostles Only ?

Looking at the context …

v.7 are the apostles the only ones that are supposed to love one another?

v.9 are the apostles the only ones that live through Christ?

v.10 does God only love the apostles?

v.10 is Jesus the propitiation for the apostles’ sins only?

v.11 are the apostles the only ones that are supposed to love one another?

v.12 are the apostles the only ones God dwells in?

v.15 are the apostles the only ones that God dwells in if they confess Jesus?

v.16 are the apostles the only ones that dwell in God and He in them?

v.17 are the apostles the only ones that can have boldness in the day of judgment?

v.19 are the apostles the only ones that love God because he first loved us?

The Father And Son Dwell Representatively

Why Not The Holy Spirit ?
This reminds me of the reasoning of an argument made against the deity of Christ.  One of our many affirmative arguments is that Jesus is the son of God, and therefore just like the son of a human is a human (not a monkey), the son of deity would logically be deity also.  They reply Christians are called “sons” of God (Gal 4:6 for example); why wouldn’t that mean Jesus is the son of God in that same (figurative) sense?  This reply ignores the fact that Jesus was the literal son of God – the Holy Spirit overshadowed Mary to cause her to conceive (Luke 1:35).  So we see the same phrase can be used in a figurative and a literal sense.

Now notice Eph 2:22 - In whom ye also are builded together for an habitation of God through the Spirit.  Isn’t this verse (& I John 3:24 & 4:13) saying God dwells in us (representatively) thru the personal indwelling of the HS?  Similar to President Bush negotiating with Iraq “through” a representative (Condoleezza Rice) - who would be there personally?  Eph 2:22 then is teaching the Holy Spirit dwells in us personally in contrast to God dwelling in us representatively.  They don’t dwell in the same way!
Everybody understands this difference in John 14:18 - Jesus will come (indwell) representatively through the coming (miraculous indwelling) of the Holy Spirit.  Why not the same with the non-miraculous indwelling?

Acts 2:41
Received His Word

Then they that gladly received his word were baptized …
Those converted in Acts 2 had already received the word, they were already letting the Holy Ghost indwell them “through the word” before they were baptized.  The “gift of the Holy Ghost” in verse 38 came after (conditioned upon) baptism and is therefore not the same thing.
Hebrews 6:4-6
Not Thru The Word And Not The Miraculous

For it is impossible for those who were once enlightened, and have tasted of the heavenly gift, and were made partakers of the Holy Ghost, And have tasted the good word of God, and the powers of the world to come, If they shall fall away, to renew them again unto repentance; seeing they crucify to themselves the Son of God afresh, and put him to an open shame.

These Christians had received the HG, and it can’t be referring to the indwelling through the word; that is referred to in the very next phrase - “And have tasted the good word of God.”

And everybody knows this is talking about all Christians then and now (so it can’t refer to the miraculous).  When debating the Baptists on Once Saved Always Saved, no gospel preacher has ever replied this passage is only talking about the apostles.
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