Pat Donahue/Tom Bright Debate on the Holy Spirit

Pat Donahue Side A Tape 1:
The proposition that I was to affirm the first two nights is the Scriptures teach that the Holy Spirit dwells personally in faithful Christians and not just or only through the Word. Now in case my proposition doesn’t make it clear, I believe that the Holy Spirit dwells in us representatively through the Word, when and to the extent that we purposely obey His teaching found in His Word.  And I believe Ephesians 5:18b teaches representative dwelling through the Word because it’s in command form.  But I also believe and this is where Tom and I disagree and is the subject for the debate, I also believe that the Holy Spirit dwells in faithful Christians personally.  Now you may not know what I mean by that but I think I can give an illustration that will help you understand the difference between Tom. President Bush could go to Iraq and negotiate personally with them or he could send a representative to negotiate for him.  You see, if he sends a representative he will be there representatively to negotiate. But if he went himself that would be personally. He himself would be there.  So he could do it either way or he could do it both ways.  I believe that the Holy Spirit dwells in us representatively through the Word.  That’s just by definition.  My father dwells in me to the extent that I obey the teaching he gave to me when I was brought up.  But the Bible teaches something more than that, and that is that you receive something when you are baptized, and that is the Holy Spirit Himself personally, not just representatively.

First I would like to turn to Acts 2:38.  This is a crucial verse, though not the only verse I will use tonight. In Acts 2:38, a verse we are all familiar with and it should settle the question.  Peter told these people, “Repent, and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost.”  Now I want you to notice that there are two commands to be obeyed…repent and be baptized.  Two blessings will be received if you obey the two commands…..the remission of sins, and the gift of the Holy Ghost. Everybody who repents at that time, each and every one of them, if they do that, of course with the right attitude, after having been a believer, they will receive the remission of sins, and just as sure as they will receive the remission of sins, the verse teaches they shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. It’s not a maybe, or anything like that, not anymore than the remission of sins is a maybe--- every one of them. You may not understand yet why this is critical but you will when Tom gets up here, because Tom is going to contend that this gift of the Holy Spirit is the miraculous endowment or the miraculous gifts from the Holy Spirit.  And as such we will agree that the miraculous gifts of the Holy Spirit, the power that came from the Holy Ghost to enable people to do miracles was only given to a select few at that time.  If I then can prove that this is a universal thing, this gift of the Holy Spirit, then I can prove that it is not the miraculous gift of the Holy Spirit.  You see that?  That’s why I will be laboring in this speech to prove in some of the passages that it’s a universal thing.

1Now the gift of the Holy Ghost, you know that is ambiguous in the English and I think also in the Greek.  And it’s ambiguous in this way…you say gift of the Holy Ghost and you could be talking about a gift that the Holy Spirit gives, and that is the way Tom will understand it.  Or you could be talking about the Holy Ghost is the gift that is given.  For example, in Ephesians 2:8 the Bible talks about salvation as being a gift of God.  That means that God gives a gift, not that God is the gift. But here are some examples where we say gift of something and then we name the gift that is given, not the source of the gift. For an every day illustration, gift of money.  Money is the gift, not the giver. Or Ezekiel 46:17 talks about a man who gave a gift of his inheritance. The inheritance is not the giver, the source of the gift; it’s the gift itself.  Romans 5:17, the gift of righteousness. 1 Corinthians 13:2, the gift of prophesy.  “Gift of” names the gift.  It can go either way, in the Greek or in the English.  I think Tom will agree with that.  Here’s a sort of humorous example.  When I got married about thirteen years ago, I received a gift of Carol.  You know I received it in both ways, her father gave her away so she was a gift to me but also she gave me a gift, a ring.  So I received a gift of Carol in both ways on my wedding day.  Now I’m going to show by other passages tonight in this first speech (if I can get to them) that the gift of the Holy Ghost though it’s ambiguous here, we are going to prove that the Holy Ghost is the gift itself.  We are going to prove that by going to these passages.

First let’s go to Acts 5:32.  Now this doesn’t say they are going to receive the gift of the Holy Ghost, it says they will receive the Holy Ghost.  The Holy Ghost is the gift. Acts 5:32 “And we are his witnesses of these things; and so is also the Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to them that obey him.”  So it’s not talking about something that the Holy Ghost gave.  It’s saying that God gave the Holy Ghost to them that obey Him.  This explains Acts 2:38.  Acts 2:38 may have been ambiguous but this explains for sure what it’s talking about.  The Holy Ghost is the gift of Acts 2:38.  The Holy Ghost is the gift himself. That’s clear from Acts 5:32; it says the Holy Ghost whom God hath given.  He is the gift.  Now who gets the Holy Ghost according to Acts 5:32? Those that obey Him.  That’s similar to Hebrews 5:9 where the Bible says that Jesus is the author of eternal salvation unto all them that obey him.  Who is that talking about?  That is all the Christians. Every single person who obeys Christ in the way that Christ has specified will receive salvation from the Lord. And so it’s the same way here – every person that obeys him, Acts 5:32, will receive this gift, that is the Holy Ghost.

Next turn to Luke 11:13.  All of these passages prove my proposition.  It would only take one, but all of them prove it, because all of them teach that the Holy Ghost is the thing that is given. And that we all, Christians then and today, still get the gift of the Holy Ghost. And that contradicts what Tom Bright will teach in this discussion. In Luke 11:13, the Bible says, Jesus speaking, “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?” Now the Holy Spirit is something that God will give to those that ask him. Now I don’t necessarily have time to do all this in this speech but if you compare this passage, that is Luke 11:9-13 with Matthew 7:7-11, you will see that they are almost exactly the same word for word.  And they both start with ‘Ask and it shall be given you, seek and ye shall find, and so forth.  We all understand that this applies to everybody, not just to the apostles or a select few that received a miraculous measure of the Holy Spirit, it applies to everybody.  When we talk about somebody in China who has not heard the gospel and we worry about him being saved, and somebody says that’s not fair.  And we say, no, if they seek they will find. God will send somebody.  We know that this passage applies to all, in Matthew 7. And all Matthew 7:7-11 and Luke 11:9-13 is is just a continuation or elaboration of “ask and you will receive seek and you shall find,” that’s all it is. What I’m doing is showing the universality of Luke 11:13 where it says God will give the Holy Spirit to those who ask him. That’s everybody, not just a select few, not just a few Christians who receive the miraculous, this is everybody. Now you ask, well how did they ask? Well, it’s not through prayer necessarily, because this is something that is given to somebody when they become a Christian. How do they ask? Well it’s just like when we talk about it with a Baptist, and debate with a Baptist, they say well how can you call upon the name of the Lord? You have to pray. No, Acts 22:16, Ananias told Saul to arise and be baptized and wash away thy sins calling on the name of the Lord. So how do you ask for the remission of sins? How do you ask God to wash away your sins? You do that by calling upon God to wash away your sins by being baptized. How do you call upon God or ask God to give you the remission of sins if you are a non-Christian? You don’t do this in prayer, he’s already told you what to do.  He says repent and be baptized for the remission of sins. So if you want to ask God for the remission of sins you don’t do it through prayer. You can do it by doing what he has told you to do. And the same thing for Act 2:38, how do you ask God for the Holy Ghost, Luke 11:13b? You do it by repenting and being baptized because He’s already told you that if you will do that then you will receive the gift of the Holy Ghost, Acts 2:38.  So that’s how you ask him to give you the Holy Spirit, according to Luke 11:13.  Before I move on, remember in Luke 11:13 he named the Holy Ghost as the gift.  The Holy Spirit is the thing that is given when you ask.

In John 7:38,39 the Bible says, “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.)” Now this talks in two places about people believing in Christ. The believers in Christ, that’s not just some people, a select few, that’s anybody who believes.  Now what will they receive if they believe? They will receive the Holy Spirit is what it says.  ‘This spake he of the Spirit, which they that believe on him should receive.’ You know in John 3:16 he said those that believe would receive everlasting life. They would not perish. Is that everybody or just a select few? This is pretty much the same wording and it says ‘they will receive the Spirit’.  I believe it. They received the Spirit itself, every single one of them that believe.  Of course we are talking about complete obedience, not the kind they have in John 12 where they weren’t willing to confess. And so, in the three passages we’ve been through, the personal indwelling of the Holy Ghost is a conditional gift. If you believe, you will get the Holy Ghost according to the passage I’m at.  Acts 2:38, if you repent and be baptized you will get the Holy Ghost. Acts 5:32, if you obey you get the Holy Ghost. And again notice in John 7, that the Holy Spirit is the thing that is given. It’s not a gift from the Holy Spirit. The Holy Spirit is the thing that is given.  That helps us with Acts 2:38. Who gets the Holy Ghost according to John 7:39? Twice it says that those who believe on him, that is all Christians get it. Not just a select few.

And then Romans 5:5, look at that in your Bible. It says,  “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.” Again notice it’s the Holy Ghost that’s given, not the power from the Holy Ghost. Again, this helps explain Acts 2:38.  Romans 5:5 shows that all Christians are given the Holy Spriit, because that who is under consideration in Romans 5:5, and we’ll prove that by the context if we need to.
I Thessalonians 4:8 reads, “He therefore that despiseth, despiseth not man, but God, who hath also given unto us his Holy Spirit.” Now is it a gift from the Holy Spirit, is he the giver? No, he is the gift. Again this helps explain Acts 2:38. Who is promised the Holy Spirit, by I Thes 4:8? We’ll look at the context; those who are not to despise man, verse 8, by defrauding our brother in any matter, but instead are to show brotherly love, verse 9, for God hath not called us unto uncleanness but unto holiness, verse 7.  Is that all Christians, or just to a select few, maybe just the apostles?  That’s all the Christians, that’s the context of 1 Thes 4:8. That’s who will receive the Holy Spirit.

Titus 3:5,6 “not by works of righteousness which we have done, (to start with who is that talking about, just the apostles, a select few, or is that everybody?) but according to his mercy He saved us, by the washing of regeneration, (that’s every Christian, that’s how everybody becomes a Christian) and renewing of the Holy Ghost; which he shed on us abundantly through Jesus Christ our Saviour;” You see there, he says ‘the renewing of the Holy Ghost, which (talking about the Holy Ghost) He (I take that to be God the Father) shed on us (or as the Greek would say 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. In the American Standard Version, ‘renewing by the Holy Ghost 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.’ By the way if I don’t state a version, it will be the old KJV. So who is promised the Holy Spirit, according to Titus 3:6?  Those who are saved according to his mercy.  Is that just a select few Christians, or is that all of them? Justified by his grace, verse 7, is that every Christian or just a select few who received the miraculous, Tom?  And made heirs of eternal life.  I think it is very clear that is every Christian and it says they will receive the Holy Spirit.  And that’s what I’m talking about.  This is not referring to the miraculous because only a select few Christians received the miraculous.

1 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.” Again it’s not a gift from the Spirit, but the Spirit is the thing that is given. That helps us again to explain Acts 2:38.  Who is promised the Holy Ghost according to 1 John 3:24? Well it’s those who keep his commandments. Those whose prayers are answered, verse 22. Those who dwell in God and he in them.  That’s all Christians, not just a select few, not just the apostles and a few others.  This passage teaches that all Christians are given the Holy Ghost, not just a select few.
1 John 4:13 is very similar, “Hereby know we that we dwell in him, and he in us, because he hath given us of his Spirit.” Again the Holy Spirit is the thing that is given. It is not the source of the gift.  God is the source, God the Father. Who was promised the Holy Spirit, according to 1 John 4:13? Those who dwell in God and he in them. That’s all Christians, isn’t it? Those who can have boldness in the day of judgment, I hope that’s all Christians and not just the apostles. So the Holy Spirit is promised to all Christians here, not just to a select few.  This is not talking about the miraculous.

Now back to Acts 2:38. When we’ve gone through six or eight different proof texts and most of them say just about the same thing and they all show that where Acts 2:38 is ambiguous, is it a gift from the Holy Ghost or is the Holy Ghost the gift himself, it is the Holy Ghost himself. The following verses prove that the gift of the Holy Ghost refers to the Holy Ghost himself as the gift. Just a summary of what we’ve done – give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him, the Spirit which they that believe on him should receive, the Holy Ghost whom God has given to them that obey him, Holy Ghost which is given to us, hath also given unto us his Holy Spirit, the Spirit which he hath given us. All say that the Holy Spirit is the thing that is given. Now Tom believes that in all or practically all of them, that it’s referring to the miraculous measure and I’ve tried to show all the way through that it’s not the miraculous measure.  He believes that all these passages that I’ve been going to are all talking about the miraculous measure of the Holy Spirit or whatever he wants to call it, miraculous type. And so I’ve laboring to prove that these passages are universal to all Christians that show his view is not true.

But you may be here and you may be thinking that at least some of these passages it’s not talking about the miraculous but they are not talking about the personal indwelling either but they are talking about the indwelling through the word  So I want to spend some time on that right here and I may not get to it all during the debate because I don’t think Tom would disagree with this. But I want to remind you of an argument that has been used down through the years with the Pentecostals and that’s this idea that when they claim you have to be baptized with the Holy Spirit to be saved, and we say no, that Holy Spirit baptism was a promise to be received and not a commandment to be obeyed. For example, I’ve got some quotes from some of the debates through the years.  Here is Guy Woods vs. Benjamin Franklin in 1974. Guy Woods is basically talking about something that Mr. Franklin had said, he’s a Pentecostal. Mr. Franklin argues the baptism of the Spirit is commanded as an essential. “ There is not one word of truth in that, it was a promise. No where are we told that baptism of the Spirit is a command, it is always a promise.  Holy Spirit baptism was a promise and no where in the Bible is it identifiable as a command whereas water baptism is a command.”  Harold Sane versus Albert Batts in 1965, page 203. “Whereas the baptismal measure of the Holy Spirit was promised to the apostles and you cannot obey a promise. And no one was ever commanded to be baptized of the Holy Spirit.” And then I have a chart at home by Jim Deason whom many of you know. His 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.  Therefore to be filled with the Spirit in Ephe 5:18 was not Holy Spirit baptism.”  I agree with that. And I believe that Eph 5:18, to be filled with the Holy Spirit is not the personal indwelling. It is the representative dwelling through the Word as I mentioned at the very beginning of my speech because it is a command. But all these passages I’ve taken you to – Acts 2:38, 5:32, 1 John 3:24, Rom 5:5 and so forth.  All those were a promise to be received, not a command to be obeyed. For example in Acts 2:38, it says if you repent and be baptized that is in effect letting the Holy Spirit dwell in you through the Word because that’s obeying the Word.  If you do that you receive two promises, the remission of sins and the gift of the Holy Ghost.  That is a promise to be received.  Now by the same reason that we’ve been debating the Pentecostals through the years that the baptism of the Holy Spirit, since it’s a promise to be received and is not something to be obeyed, by that same reasoning, I’m showing you that Acts 2:38 and the other passages that I’ve mentioned, besides Eph 5, are not the indwelling through the Word, that’s something you obey, that’s something we do. When we obey the Word, that’s the indwelling through the Word, representatively.  A promise to be received is what we are talking about. That is the personal indwelling through the Word. It has to be, it cannot be the indwelling through the Word.

I asked Tom a question and the question is so long he said I can’t agree with all the question but I agree with the conclusion. What he is basically saying is he understands and agrees with Marion Fox whom I debated before, but since these passages in particular Acts 2:38 the gift of the Holy Spirit is a promise to be received and it’s not talking about the indwelling through the Word which Eph 5:18 is talking about, he agrees with that.  He agrees with that reasoning, he agrees with my conclusion. You see he doesn’t believe Acts 2:38 is talking about the indwelling through the Word.  He agrees with me that Eph 5:18 is, but Acts 2:38 is a promise to be received and he agrees therefore it can’t be the indwelling through the Word. It’s not a command to be obeyed. He thinks that it’s the miraculous, but I’ve proven that it’s not.  I believe that it’s the non-miraculous.  We are not going to get far into my affirmative but let’s try Eph 1:13,14. The Bible says, “In whom ye also trusted, after that ye heard the word of truth, the gospel of your salvation: in whom also, after that ye believed, ye were sealed with that Holy Spirit of promise, which is the earnest of our inheritance until the redemption of the purchased possession, unto the praise of his glory.” This personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit serves as earnest for the Christian. The passage says we are sealed with the Holy Spirit, the Holy Spirit being an earnest. For our first installment, down payment, deposit, pledge, according to Thayer, until we receive heaven. Now 2 Cor 1:22, NKJV, he talks about this same idea and says “….who also has sealed us and given us the Spirit in our hearts as a deposit.” 2 Cor 5:5 says “….who also has given us the Spirit as a guarantee.” So this earnest is the Holy Spirit being given to us, what we’ve been talking about for the past twenty minutes. It serves as an earnest or a guarantee and it is the Holy Spirit being given to us.  These two verses makes that clear. Thank you very much for your time.

Tom Bright –Side A Tape 1:: It is a distinct honor and privilege for me to be here this evening to stand before you with the first of three speeches that I will give in refutation of what bro. Donahue has presented relative to what he thinks proves the personal, literal, being of deity inside the physical body that you now look upon. But first of all before we do this, let me state that I agree with bro. Pat with the idea of our thanks to the elders of the congregation to allow us to use this building.  We are thankful for your presence tonight and hope it will be beneficial to you.  Until this evening I had never met bro. Donahue.  I’ve heard some good things about him. I think he is a Christian gentleman. Certainly I do know that the Bible condemns debating, but the debating that is condemned upon the pages of inspiration is wranglings and argumentation and wars and fightings.  Now I think that I can speak for bro. Pat at this time, I know that I can speak for myself, that though we do disagree on this basic argument, that there is no animosity at all in either one of our hearts relative to the other personality.  This does not negate the fact that we will not press the issue, we will not press the points that we believe the Bible teaches.  I do not believe that the personal indwelling that bro. Donahue and others of my brethren advocate is a issue of a matter of faith.  But I believe that it is a doctrine that is very dangerous.  First of all, I will say that I reject his argument because it allows, it gives the opportunity based upon how he defines it, of the Holy Spirit to do something for the Christian, separate and apart and distinct from the medium of the word of God.  I suggest to you my friends there is only one way that a spirit can inhabit the body of another, and that is through a miracle.  And I would like for bro. Pat to deal with this because I believe that this can be shown beyond a shadow of a reasonable doubt.  I want to spend the next few moments before I get into dealing with the very charts that bro. Donahue used. I’d like to ask you to study with me for just a moment. And I want to meditate upon a word that is pronounced anachronism.  Now that is a fancy word for such a small man as myself. But anachronism is simply taking something out of its chronological time slot and putting it in another one.  I believe that we can show various instances of the Bible where this was certainly done. That is the idea of the Holy Spirit and the various things that He did.  I want you to turn in your Bible to some passages that we want to look at. Notice in 1 Cor 14:39, it is the context wherein the apostle Paul is dealing with the miraculous manifestations of the Spirit and he says “Wherefore brethren, covet to prophesy and forbid not to speak with tongues.” The individual who takes that passage today and applies it to the Christian in the twenty-first century, is guilty of taking passages out of their proper time frame and using them in a time frame that God did not intend for them to be used.  Furthermore, as we look at this basic idea, there are other things that we could state.  For instance in Gen 6:14, God told Noah to build an ark of gopher wood. But I don’t know of anyone today that is building an ark of gopher wood and I think that most of us would say that a man is crazy who would begin to build an ark of gopher wood and argue that God had told him to do that. We understand that he would be taking it out of its proper time frame.  And thus as we look at many of the passages that bro. Donahue has presented, we are going to show that he has done this very thing. Friends I want to roll back the clock 2000 years for just a few moments and let us try to put our  minds in place right before Jesus was born.  A little over a year before the Master was born of the virgin birth, the Bible tells us that the angel Gabriel appeared to Zechariah and he promised him a son that was going to be the forerunner of the Christ.  This was, as it were, the bringing up of the curtain on the final act of God’s scheme of redemption. And it is at this time that there is introduced a particular series of events that has never transpired since that time and had never transpired before that time.  It is a period that lasted some forty years, approximately. And you remember that for three and one half years Jesus walked upon the face of the earth and is commonly referred to as His personal ministry. And certainly we understand that Jesus went to the cross, that he died and ultimately was resurrected. And it was that the first century church then went throughout the four corners of the world according to the command of our Master to preach the gospel of Jesus Christ to a lost and dying world.  Friends there are events in that particular time period as I said that never happened prior to that, and they certainly have not happened since.  That does not mean that all things that are mentioned there or statements that are made do not have application to you and me.  But I do not hesitate to say that there are some instances of some things that certainly do not apply to you and me today because they are dispensational in nature.  Turn to Ephe 2:8.  Paul on this occasion says “For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God:”.  Now bro. Donahue likes to use the word universal relative to the promises of all of these passages that he has presented for your consideration.  I think all of us would agree that Ephe 2:8 is indeed universal.  It was universal then and it is universal now.  It was applicable to Christians then and it is applicable to Christians now. Now turn to Ephe 4:7 and following, “But unto every one of us is given grace according to the measure of the gift of Christ, Wherefore he saith, when he ascended upon high, he led captivity captive, and gave gifts unto men. (Now that he ascended, what is it but that he also descended first into the lower parts of the earth?……..And he gave some, apostles; and some, prophets; and some, evangelists; and some, pastors and teachers;”  Now Ephe 2:8 was universal then and it is universal now. But friends I ask you is Ephe 4:7, that immediate context, is that universal tonight? Now according to what bro. Donahue is saying, he is going to have to respond in the affirmative.  This is dispensational in nature, because it has application to the miraculous manifestations of the Holy Spirit that were given to confirm and substantiate that Jesus Christ was indeed the resurrected Saviour and that those individuals who were  proclaiming salvation in him were indeed teaching the truth.  So bro. Donahue takes the universal and he makes everything universal.  Now I want to encourage you, I believe there are some statements, some aspects of the first century, in fact many of them, are applicable to you and me.  But when you take the first century dispensational promises and the miraculous operation of the Holy Spirit and try to apply it to the twenty first century, then you have the very thing that bro. Donahue argued in the first twenty minutes of his speech.  We are going to show this beyond a shadow of a reasonable doubt. Let’s look at Acts 2:38, the passage he introduced first of all. I believe it was bro. Foy Wallace that used to say that Acts 2 and the events therein is indeed the hub of the Bible. Here it is that we have all things coming together. Every prophesy in one way or another prior to this had something to do with centering upon Acts 2.  And every statement after that, my friend, relative to the NT church, in some way or another relates back to Acts 2.  Here is the establishment of New Testament Christianity and it was indeed the principles that are set forth relative to the descent of the Holy Spirit and His power upon the apostles at this particular time. As we look at Acts 2:38, the apostle Peter speaks relative to the idea of the gift of the Holy Spirit and bro. Donahue says that is the person of the Holy Spirit himself.  I asked him a question relative to the idea and I said when do the twelve apostles receive, according to your view, the personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit? And he said when they became Christians.  Well, when did they become Christians, Pat? That’s what we want to know.  But furthermore, as you look at Act 2:38 and following, notice the statement that is made here, “…..ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit. For the promise is unto you, and to your children, and to all that are afar off, even as many as the Lord our God shall call.”  Ladies and gentlemen, the background of Acts 2 is Joel 2 and the reason that I know this is because that back in verse 16 and following, the apostle Peter quotes Joel 2 or refers to it and he says the things you are seeing is the prophesy of Joel.  Well what did Joel prophesy in that? What did he state?  What is it and I ask everybody this particular question and the five questions that we presented  there? What did Peter say in the sermon that would lead any of his hearers to come to the conclusion that the personal, the person, deity himself, would enter the body of the Christian at baptism to lead one to that conclusion and he said everything that Peter said, or words to that effect. But friends, he’s not promising the Holy Spirit himself. He is promising the gift of the Holy Spirit. Bro. Donahue says it is the gift which is the Holy Spirit but indeed it is not. It is the gift which comes from the Holy Spirit.  Turn to Acts 10:44 and following, in the house of Cornelius, you will find that on this occasion when the Spirit descended upon the gentile house of Cornelius, that it is referred to as the gift of the Holy Spirit.  Friends, there are two times that this phrase appears and I suggest that in both instances you can definitely see a miraculous operation of the Holy Spirit.  Let’s dispensationalize these, let’s put them in their proper time frame.  Let’s know that the many things stated there indeed are universal to you and to me, but there are some things that were written in this day and time, that is back in the first century that does not apply to you and to me. We can look at John 14 and 15, we can look at John 16:12 and following and there we find Jesus as He is telling His apostles that the Spirit is going to come upon them and He’s going to reveal some things unto them and show them things to come. That’s talking about things of inspiration. Let’s go on to another passage that our friend introduced here, and I mean this literally, I do not consider bro. Pat an enemy of mine. Turn to Luke 11:13.  Bro. Pat introduced this passage, and he furthermore referred to its parallel at least in the words, whether the exact time is parallel or not, is not important.  Jesus said basically the same thing there that he said in Luke 11:13.  But there is one difference, folks, look at Matthew 7:11 “If ye then, being evil, know how to give good gifts unto your children, how much more shall your Father which is in heaven give good things to them that ask him?” I want to ask you a question. Is the good things of Matthew 7:11, the thing or that Holy Spirit that he mentioned in Luke 11:13? Now either it is, or it isn’t. And if it is are we going to look upon that literally and say that the Holy Spirit is good things?  No my friends, this is a figure of speech of metonymy.  Metonymy uses one word in place of another.  It’s referring to something that is similar to, or in some way connected but it uses another word.  If I were to tell you, I just listened to the radio and Washington raised our taxes again.  How many of you would think that the state of Washington or the city of Washington, D.C. literally raised our taxes?  You would know that I was using a figure of speech. It is congress that has done it.  Well, that is what he is saying here.  And many times the concept of things, the word things is used relative to inspiration.  I want to suggest some thoughts. Turn to John 16:12,13 and notice with me. Here is an event when there are eleven apostles that are with Jesus and he is telling them in these chapters, basically of some things that are on the horizon. But I want you to notice starting in John 16:12 “I have yet many things to say unto you, but ye cannot bear them now. Howbeit when he, the Spirit of truth, is come, he will guide you into all truth: for he shall not speak of himself; but whatsoever he shall hear, that shall he speak: and he will show you things to come. He shall glorify me: for he shall receive of mine, and shall show it unto you.”  That is a passage where Jesus is saying the Holy Spirit is going to come and he is going to guide them into all truth. Does that mean everybody? Is that universal? Oh yes everybody is going to receive the benefits of what he is saying but that’s not the question I’m asking, folks. He will guide you. Who is the you? Everybody – or is it dispensational in nature? Oh yes I have received the benefits of what Jesus had reference there to but that promise is not to me. And so the things of Matthew 7:11 is equal to the Holy Spirit and it’s put there for the things that were going to come and they were going to be indeed, revelation. Now turn to 1 Cor 2.  Here the apostle Paul is contrasting the wisdom of the world with the foolishness of God. Understand that this particular reading, beginning back in chapter 1, the foolishness of God is the scheme of redemption, the gospel of our Master, as it is being viewed through the eyes of these philosophers that Paul has under consideration. And he is just merely using their terminology and he is referring to that, the gospel as the foolishness of God. Now watch this, verse 9 of 1 Cor 2 “But as it is written, Eye hath not seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered into the heart of man, the things which God hath prepared for them that love him. But God hath revealed them unto us by his Spirit:” What’s the things of 1 Cor 2:9,10? The same things, my friends, as Matthew 7:11, which the Master used again in Luke 11:13 and he called it the Holy Spirit.  But it is the things of inspiration that is under consideration. Now I’m not saying every time the word things is used in the Bible refers to inspiration or the miraculous. Look at verse 1 Cor 2:11, “For what man knoweth the things of a man, save the spirit of man which is in him? Even so the things of God knoweth no man, but the Spirit of God. Now we have received, not the spirit of the world, but the Spirit which is of God; that we might know the things…..” Ladies and gentlemen that is not a funeral text about heaven. That is a passage that is dealing with divine inspiration, verbal inspiration, and Paul is talking about the revelation of the scheme of redemption through those chosen human channels.  It was not coming from the wisdom of the world. It was coming by inspiration. And by inspiration they were receiving the things of the Spirit of God. Now notice what he says in verse 13, “Which things also we speak, not in the words which man’s wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheth; comparing spiritual things with spiritual.” Now friends, I don’t have time to deal with all the passages that bro. Pat dealt with but I have shown you beyond the shadow of a doubt that Luke 11:13 does not refer to the person of the Holy Spirit but it refers to that which the Holy Spirit was to reveal and that is the good things of Matthew 7:11.  It is referring to the Holy Spirit used by metonymy of that which he was to do and it was the work of revelation.  I wish I had time to deal with these other passages but I’m sure that in this particular discussion that time will avail itself. I want to thank you very much for your kind attention.

Pat Donahue Side B Tape 1 -- Let me finish with what I was saying before when I had to quit.  We see Ephesians 1 is talking about the Holy Spirit is given as an earnest, a down payment, pledge, whichever one you want to use to define it. Some other passages that mention that same earnest, show specifically that what its talking about is the Holy Spirit that is given to us.  2 Cor 5:5 God also hath given us the Spirit as a guarantee or earnest, KJV. Who is promised the Holy Spirit in all of these passages? All Christians. Now I think you would agree with that. I don’t understand why he doesn’t think that all Christians are under consideration in this passage.  He needs to tell us.  Now let’s go to chart #7. And the reason I’m putting this chart up at this time, because the first thing he said in his speech, at least according to my notes, he said, the dangerous thing about Pat’s doctrine, he said he doesn’t think this is a matter of faith, but by the way, I don’t think it is either, necessarily. I don’t think a person is necessarily going to be lost because he disagrees with me on this issue. But these brethren think it’s very important so I agreed to debate it and they think it’s dangerous.  He said because it will allow the Holy Spirit to do something for the Christian separate and apart from the Word.  Well, I know of one thing the Holy Spirit does do separate and apart from the Word. Now I don’t think He does a lot of the things necessarily that Mac Dever thinks that he does. But I know of at least one thing that the Holy Spirit does for the Christian separate and apart from the Word.  And I’m not ashamed or scared to say it because the Bible says it.  In Romans 8:26,27 the Bible says “Likewise the Spirit also helpeth our infirmities:” (if you note the context of this passage and we can do that more later if we need to; it’s talking about the Holy Spirit all throughout the whole thing) “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.” The Holy Spirit intercedes for the Christian and He does this – he makes intercession for us with groanings which cannot be uttered.  And I know the Word of God does not do that.  The Word of God does not intercede for us with groanings which cannot be uttered. Now I don’t know why it would be dangerous to believe exactly what the text says but if it is dangerous, I’ll go ahead and have to be dangerous about it, because the Bible says clearly that the Holy Spirit intercedes for us with groanings which cannot be uttered, and that is certainly something that the Word of God does not do. And then he said it would have to be a miracle if the Holy Spirit could dwell in a human body. I do believe the Holy Spirit dwells in the human body, because I’m going to give you in just a minute 1 Cor 6:19 and it says the Holy Spirit is in you. He says it would have to be a miracle to do that. I don’t care what you call it. Mark Ward here gave me good illustration the other day to help you understand, you brethren. You know God, the nature of God, can hear and understand and answer the prayers of a million Christians at one time.  He doesn’t have any problem in doing that. He understands all of them and can answer all of them.  Yes or no. He can do a million of them at one time. You know if I could do that it would be a miracle, but when God does something like that I wouldn’t call it a miracle, I’d say that’s just the nature of God. He can do that all he wants to, and he does it, because that’s what God does, He’s deity.  He has no problem doing things that would be for me a miracle.  But I wouldn’t call it a miracle because God does that routinely, things that I can’t do, because He’s God.  God has no problem putting the Holy Spirit inside of a human body. If you think that He can’t, then you think God is powerless. He has no problem, God can do what He wants to. We don’t need to try and box Him in and say I don’t think God can do that.  No, God can do it. There’s no problem because He says He will and He says that He did when He said the Holy Spirit is in you.  In 1 Cor 6:18,19, the Bible says, “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?” Now we can make this complicated or we can just understand what Paul’s simple argument is here.  The Christian’s body is the temple of the Holy Ghost. Therefore don’t defile the Holy Spirit’s temple by sinning with or against the body and specific sin he’s talking about here is fornication. Our bodies are the temple of the Holy Ghost. The Holy Ghost is in you according to this passage. The evidence for my proposition is overwhelming.  Then he brought up Ephesians 4:7-11.  Well, Tom, there is a difference between Ephesians 4 and Acts 2:38. Where in Ephesians 4:7-11, which is dispensational, it talks about the apostles and the prophets, things that are miraculous, things that 1 Cor 13 says would cease, where does it say that all those who would repent and be baptized would be apostles and or prophets.  Now if it said that you would have something there, Tom, you’d have a point, see. But Acts 2:38 says ‘repent and be baptized for the remission of sins’. Do you think that’s universal to all Christians? Well then, the gift of the Holy Ghost would also have to be universal because you have two commands that you have to obey and then two results from obeying those commands.  So Ephesians 4 doesn’t say repent and be baptized and you’ll become an apostle or a prophet. If it did, you’d have a point.  Acts 2:38 says repent and be baptized for the remission of sins and you shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. The ----dictionary (?)has that point ---says ‘the word shall when used in the second or third person, means definitely will’. Now in the first person it normally means something in the future but in the second or third person, it means definitely will. A person who repented and was baptized on the day of Pentecost shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost.  That means they definitely would, not maybe, if someone laid hands on them later. Marion Fox said probably they would get the hands laid on them. Shall means definitely will just as much as it does in Mark 16:16 “He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved.” Does that mean might, probably, as Marion Fox says about shall in Acts 2:38.  No it means definitely will be saved if they believe and are baptized. And that’s exactly what shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost means in Acts 2:38, definitely will. My question written for Tom tonight is, do you agree with the following quote from Marion Fox in his debate with Mac Dever on page 229, and I have the little red book on that debate if you want to look on page 229 later.  Marion said that “we would argue then that the same expression gift of the Holy Spirit in Acts 10:45 has the same meaning in Acts 2:38”. And by the way in his last speech he basically made that point. You have gift of the Holy Spirit in Acts 2:38 for it has to mean the same in Acts 10:45 because it says gift of the Holy Spirit.  The expression gift of the Holy Spirit is only found twice in all of God’s Word.  He’s saying that the same expression found in Acts 10:45 has the same meaning in Acts 2:38.  That’s how Marion put it.  Listen carefully. They are the same in that the gift in both places is the Holy Ghost himself. In Acts 2:38 and Acts 10:45, in both places the Holy Ghost was given.  Now the difference is that they had two different functions. In Acts 10:45 He was to enable Cornelius’s household to perform miracles.  But in Acts 2:38 and Ephesians 1 the personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit, the giving of the Holy Spirit himself was given as the earnest, not for them to be able to do miracles but to be the earnest. In Acts 10:45 it ----------the gift of the Holy Spirit.  And that brings us to this point Tom. These gifts, though they are the -----they have to be different in this sense.  Notice in Acts 2:38 he mentions the gift of the Holy Ghost for baptism ---they had to be baptized to get the gift of the Holy Ghost. Just like they had to do those two things to get the remission of sins, they had to do those two things to get the gift of Holy Ghost.  But in Acts 10:45, Cornelius and his household received that gift of the Holy Ghost, the miraculous measure before they were ever baptized.  So they have to be different.  They cannot be the same.  And so that proves beyond a shadow of a doubt, Tom, that Acts 2:38 cannot be talking about the miraculous measure of the Holy Spirit.  The miraculous measure of the Holy Spirit can be received before a person obeys the gospel. Acts 10:45, Cornelius got it. Acts 2:38 and Acts 5:32, that gift of the Holy Spirit cannot be received until somebody obeys the gospel.  As a matter of fact, in Galatians 4:6 says “Because ye are sons, God hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son into your hearts, crying, Abba, Father.” Because ye are sons, God sent His Spirit.  Does that sound like what Cornelius received? Was he a son at that time? Did he receive that gift of the Holy Spirit because he was a son? It would be impossible, he wasn’t a son yet.  You see Galatians 4:6 is talking about the same thing as Acts 2:38 and Acts 5:32.  You have to repent and be baptized to get it.  You have to obey the gospel to get it. Cornelius hadn’t done that yet. That shows conclusively that Acts 2:38 is not talking about the miraculous measure as he claims it is in Acts 10:45. So the gift of the Holy Spirit, since it does not refer to the miraculous measure of the Spirit, can’t be, since it’s not referring to the indwelling through the Word, and we agree on that, I showed some arguments in my last speech to prove that, it must be the personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit.  I would like to take you to Acts 2:38,39 and show you that this is universal, that this gift of the Holy Spirit goes to everybody, not just to a select few but to everybody.  You remember he mentions John 14 – 15 about the Holy Spirit would guide them into all truth.  That was directed to the apostles, not to everybody.  This is written to all of these people who weren’t Christians, that if they repent and be baptized, they would receive the remission of sins and the gift of the Holy Ghost.  Not just to the apostles, as John 14 –15 was addressed. And then you mentioned 1 Cor 2, where does it say that those who obey, like in Acts 5:32, things will be revealed to them? Talking about Revelation there, where does it say that those who repent and be baptized or those that obey the gospel will have things revealed to them? If you found that, then you would have a point. But you don’t have a point.  Now let’s notice Acts 2, I think that Peter with God, went out of his way to show that Acts 2:38 was universal.  We quoted Acts 2:38 many times in this discussion already “Repent and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost.” Now if you couldn’t tell that was universal, look at verse 39, “For the promise is unto you, (that’s to those Jews there) and to your children, (that would be the Jews throughout history, remember the phrase for example in Acts 7, the children of Israel, your children, that would be all the rest of the Jews down through history, the children of Israel, then it says) and to all that are afar off, (who is that? I think most of you know but turn to Ephesians 2:13,17 “but now, in Christ Jesus, ye who sometime were far off are made nigh by the blood of Christ. And came and preached peace to you which were afar off, and to them that were nigh.” Now verse 11 defines that as talking about the Gentiles and I think Tom would agree that’s talking about all the Gentiles. In other words this is talking about that Jesus came and broke down the middle wall of partition, verse 14, between the Jew and Gentile, so those that are afar off are Gentiles. They were afar off under the Old Testament. They weren’t part of that covenant but they were called the afar off, but now they are brought together with the Jews. They are not afar off anymore. That’s the Jews, all of the Jews, afar off. Now in Acts 2:39 it says to you and your children, to all that are afar off.  That little word all was added. In Ephesians 2, it didn’t say all that are afar off, it just said those that are afar off.  I believe he would agree, and I know all of the audience would agree with me, that’s talking about all the Gentiles.  Now this verse says all them that are afar off.  Does that sound like it’s just talking about the apostles? Cornelius and his household and a few others that received the miraculous measure? That’s who the promise of Acts 2:38 is to, to the Jews that were there, to you to your children, that’s the children of Israel, to all that are afar off, that’s all the Gentiles, “even as many as the Lord our God shall call.” Who is that? Well anybody that’s been studying their Bible any time at all, would know that’s talking about all the Christians. Remember in 2 Thes 2:14, that God calls people by the gospel. This says as many as the Lord our God shall call.  I believe in Romans 8, we have the calling, the same calling, but referred to in the sense of the successful calling. Okay. Who is that – as many as the Lord our God shall call. Is that a call for miraculous offices. That’s what Marion said, I don’t know what Tom will say.  But no it’s not. You notice that this passage is quoted from Joel 2.  Many of us realize that in Acts 2:21 and Romans 10:13 where it says whoever call upon the name of the Lord shall be saved, it’s quoted from Joel 2. And that’s true. In Joel 2 the first part of verse 32.  “It shall come to pass, that whosoever shall call on the name of the Lord shall be delivered:” That’s quoted in Acts 2:21 and Romans 10:13.  But now notice this phrase in Acts 2:39 as many as the Lord our God shall call is also quoted is also quoted in Joel 2:32. Keep reading verse 32, “And it shall come to pass, that whosoever shall call on the name of the Lord shall be delivered: (Now notice it’s talking about deliverance, salvation, not a call to miraculous offices. That’s why I’m going back here to show you what we’re talking about) for in mount Zion and in Jerusalem shall be deliverance, (I believe that’s talking about deliverance through Jesus Christ, deliverance from sin.) As the Lord hath said, and in the remnant whom the Lord shall call.” We’re that remnant, Christians. We’re called to deliverance, salvation, deliverance from sin. Deliverance is not miraculous offices.  That doesn’t have anything to do with delivery. And so that’s in Acts 2:38. How could you make it any clearer, to show that the promise of receiving the remission of sins and the gift of the Holy Ghost, will be given to everybody who repents and is baptized, and not just a few? Then verse 39, to you, that’s all the Jews there, and to your children, that’s the rest of the Jews down throughout history, the children of Israel, to all that are afar off, that’s all the Gentiles, even as many as the Lord our God shall call, that’s just a repeat of all the other phrases. Just to double emphasize that it’s talking about all the Christians. Anybody who will repent and be baptized will receive that. And he thinks that’s just the miraculous offices, the baptism of the Holy Ghost as we normally call it, the laying on of hands, just a few select Christians at that time.  I think you can see that that’s not correct.  That’s talking about everybody. You ought to know that, because who would think that the remission of sins here is only to a select few? Nobody. And nobody would have ever come up with this idea that the gift of the Holy Ghost was only to a select few.  And so they came up with this theory and they needed a  (?)  and so what they had to do is they have to, in my opinion, reject the plain meaning of many, many passages, because it doesn’t fit with their system of interpretation.  And why do that? Why not just accept the plain meaning of this passage and the others? Why even have a system of interpretation, why not just read what the Bible verses say and just believe them? I mean that’s clear. Why would anybody come up with this idea, that this wasn’t talking to all? When it says to you and to your children and to all that are afar off, even as many as the Lord our God shall call.  How would you ever get out of that verse that it’s just talking to a few people? I don’t know how you would ever do that. Now let’s go back to Luke 11. I want to show you that this is universal.  If you want to you can read in Matthew 7:7-11 and I will be reading Luke 11:9-13. An again there if you notice in Matthew 7 he says your heavenly Father will give good gifts to the people. This says he will give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him. Let me read that from Matthew 7:11 “…how much more shall your Father which is in heaven give good things to them that ask him?” And Luke 11, the parallel passage says the Father will give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him. Now you would think that what you have proved by the fact that those are two different phrases that the Holy Spirit was one of the good things that the Father would give if you ask. That’s what you would think.  In one place it says He will give good things to those who ask and the other parallel place he says he will give the Holy Spirit to those who ask.  You would think that he’s saying the Holy Spirit is one of the good things that he would give. You really think he meant the Holy Spirit is not the Holy Spirit here? That he meant something else by the Holy Spirit? You wouldn’t think that. You would think that he meant he was going to give the Holy Spirit to those that ask him, those who repent and be baptized, that how you ask him. You would think that he meant that and that is one of the good things. Now everybody look at Luke 11:9 and see if it’s not universal. “And I say unto you, Ask, and it shall be given you; seek, and ye shall find; (is that just for a select group of people or is that for everybody, Tom) knock, and it shall be opened unto you. (who is that you, just a select group of people who received the miraculous measure. Is that dispensational or is that to everybody) For every one that asketh receiveth; (I thought that applied to me Tom)  and he that seeketh findeth; and to him that knocketh it shall be opened. (Until we came up with this doctrine that Tom conscientiously believes, nobody would ever have thought this was talking just about the miraculous, because it’s obvious it’s talking about every Christian We’ve always explained it that way because that’s the correct way to explain it. We’ve always said about those folks in China, what about them, they don’t have the chance to hear the gospel.  If they seek they will find. Not just a few people who were chosen to be apostles in China but everybody. That’s the way we’ve always explained it, and it’s the correct way to explain it. We don’t need to change now, just because somebody thinks it makes it easier to debate the Pentecostals.   “If a son shall ask bread of any of that is a father, will he give him a stone? Or if he ask a fish, will he for a fish give him a serpent? Or if he shall ask an egg, will he offer him a scorpion?”  God is generous, He gives what we ask, if it’s according to His will. “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?” Neither verse, not talking about the miraculous endowments, because it’s everybody. That is very clear, believe it. 

Tom Bright: Side B Tape 1 -- It’s a joy to be back for the second speech this evening in response to what bro. Pat has said. I think when this day is over that bro. Pat and I still will not be agreeable for there is just not enough time but it’s just something we will have to deal with. First of all I want to deal with what he said relative to Ephesians 4:7,8 and in that particular context he totally missed the point I was making and the argument he made didn’t even deal with the argument that I made.  I was just simply showing, you remember I introduced the word anachronism? Well Pat is taking many passages out of its proper context and placing it and giving it a twenty-first century interpretation. Now I want to keep that word before you – anachronism. And friends it just won’t work when you take something out that had miraculous aspects attached to it and then applying it to a twenty-first Christian as if it had certain applications and put a twenty-first century interpretation upon the people in the first century.  We are certainly familiar with those New Testament Christians with the concept of being indeed within the miraculous period of time.  And so what he stated about it not mentioning baptism has nothing to do with it.  I mentioned that grace in Ephesians 2:8, was universal then, and it is universal now.  Whereas in Ephesians 4:7 concerning the gift of Christ, etc. etc. and the miraculous, that was universal then, but it is not applicable today, friends.  And that was the point I was making.  And so his response indeed was a total misfire.  It is indeed that some things that are stated are universal.  Repentance and baptism is universal, it was then, it is now. Before we go to Acts, I want you to look in Ephesians 1:13,14. Bro. Pat says that the Holy Spirit is the earnest and the seal that is given here. That is his basic argument, the Holy Spirit, the person, is the earnest and the seal.  Friends when you look at verse 14, the word that in the KJV is translated which refers back to its antecedent word. It is not the Holy Spirit that is under consideration but it is the word, and it is that guarantee.  Notice it something that is given as a guarantee. God inspired the Word and he confirmed it by the miraculous manifestations of the Holy Spirit and so when we look at that we know beyond a shadow of a doubt that it is the Word. Now the second question that I asked bro. Pat, I said, according to your view of the Holy Spirit being a seal, Ephesians 1:13,14, is that something known by any single one or any combination of the five senses of a person receiving this particular seal. He said no. Because the Word, friend, we ultimately have to go back to the Word.  Now before this debate is over Pat is going to explain to us what the seal does, and what he is exactly, and we are going to be looking forward to that. Now I want to deal with Romans 8:26, 27.  When he presents the idea that here is something that the Holy Spirit does for the Christian that the Word does not do.  Friend, first of all, would you observe that which is under contemplation is intercession.  And it is intercession at the throne of God.  If that is the Holy Spirit, and I am convinced that it is not, when we have the idea that it is the transpiring in Heaven and you don’t need the personal literal indwelling of the Holy Spirit for intercession.  And so even if he were correct, which I’m convinced that he is not, then indeed, it is that which transpires in Heaven. Another thought that I would like to bring to your attention in Romans 8:26,27, “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 (I want to ask a question, the Greek word here means groanings which cannot be uttered, inarticulate, inexplicable. Do you conceive of a Holy Spirit being in such a position as that?  The Holy Spirit, the third person of the Godhead as we normally refer to him, is so incapable and unable to express himself. Now that’s what this doctrine is teaching that bro. Pat is advocating that it is the Holy Spirit that does the intercession.  The fact of the matter, my friends, it is the woman’s spirit that is under consideration.  I don’t have time to go into that but as you look at the spirit, the word spirit, every time it is used in Romans 8, you are going to find it is used in different ideas.  There is the spirit of his Son, there is the spirit of bondage in verse 14, the spirit of adoption in verse 15, and so the word spirit is used in more than one way in that very chapter.  And so on this particular occasion it is the individual who is undergoing great trials and tribulations and there is that constant warfare that he introduces back in chapter 7 and it is to that point that sometimes we reach a point that we don’t really how we ought to pray.  And so he who knows the mind of the spirit, who is that, is that the Holy Spirit?  Well friends that wouldn’t make sense that it’s the Holy Spirit and certainly it wouldn’t make sense to say that it is God.  We understand that.  I am of the deepest persuasion and I believe bro. Pat would agree with me beyond a shadow of a doubt.  The Holy Spirit does not know one single thing that God the Father does not know, or that Christ the Son does not know.  But if we understand that it is the human spirit that is under consideration and it is groaning and it is unable to express certain thoughts and then we find the great intercessor, notice if you would my friends, the one who knoweth the mind is not the spirit, gramatically speaking, but it certainly refers to him who in verse 34 is referred to as our intercessor. And that is the Lord Jesus Christ.  And so here is the picture that is painted, at times we don’t know how to pray as we ought. And so, he that knoweth the mind of a human spirit, that’s Christ, and he makes intercession for us at the throne of God.  Even if it were as I said the Holy Spirit, it’s still in heaven, it’s not here on earth. Look then there are other things that I want to look at concerning the idea of Acts 2 because bro. Pat is saying that this is the gift of the Holy Spirit and it is different then than the events of Acts 10 because there it was on the unconverted and presents the idea that you can receive the gift of the Holy Spirit in my view when you are not a Christian.  Friends I mentioned a while ago, let’s put this in a first century context, which was a special period of time, and the events at the house of Cornelius were   and understand I’m using that in a hyperbole, were indeed very special. It was shown beyond a shadow of a doubt that God was accepting the Gentiles. And there was a miracle poured out upon the Gentiles to convince the Jews that God was going to accept the Gentiles.  Even an inspired apostle could have gone in and made the statement, well I preached the gospel to them and laid my hands upon them, they wouldn’t have accepted it. Turn to Acts 15. Here is a Jerusalem conference and here the apostle Peter and others are found at Jerusalem and they are settling the matter as it were did the Gentiles have to be circumcised to be saved? And notice if you would, that an idea is presented in verse Acts 15:8 and here is the apostle Peter “And God, which knoweth the hearts, bare them witness, giving them the Holy Ghost, even as he did unto us;” Many people look at that and say God knew the Gentile heart. No he knew the obstinate Jewish heart, they would not accept the Gentiles.  It took a miracle. That’s the difference my friends there but the fact is Acts 10 and Acts 2 are still miraculous. Now let’s turn over to Acts 2 and notice here, he says the gift of the Holy Spirit is the Holy Spirit himself. Okay. Then in John 4:10, Jesus said to the woman at the well in Samaria if thou knewest the gift of God, so if the gift of the Holy Spirit in Acts 2:38 is the Spirit himself then why isn’t the gift of God in John 4:10 God himself.  Furthermore notice the idea that is presented in Ephesians 4:7 concerning the idea that to every one of us is given grace according to the measure of the gift of Christ. If the gift of the Holy Spirit in Acts 2:38 is the Holy Spirit himself, why isn’t the gift of Christ, Christ himself? What makes the difference? I know there’s a lot of difference but I’m saying why does he say the gift of God in John 4:10 is not God himself and the gift of Christ in Ephesians 4:7 is not Christ himself, I’m assuming he’s going to make that statement; and then turn around and have the idea that the gift of the Holy Spirit is indeed the Holy Spirit himself. Joel 2 is the background of this. He mentioned prophesies, visions and dreams, and that’s what he mentions in Acts 2:17, and furthermore seeing the apostle Peter is quoting in Acts 2:17 and following, he says “And I will pour out of my Spirit” Friends this is a verb prefixed by a  (?) preposition. Now all that means in the Greek, and I can explain it where I can understand it, so I know you can, being intelligent people. The concept of the (?) in the Greek is the idea of that which is poured from an origin or source, he is pouring out from the Holy Spirit.  He not only used the verb pour out with the prefix (?) proposition, but immediately following that is another  (?) . Friends it is the preposition of (?).  Friends the gift of the Holy Spirit does not refer to the Holy Spirit himself. It is that which is pouring out from the Spirit. And that is the power.  Now let us go look at another place. He says the promise, that is a universal promise in Acts 2:39 ‘For the promise is unto you, and to your children, and to all them that are afar off’. Turn to Joel 1:2,3. I wonder why our friend here is going to allow us to let Joel define who the children are.  You see he’s offering it is posterity. Many generations, that’s his basic argument.  And if I’m not correct on that, I know bro. Pat will correct me. Now let’s look at Joel 1:2,3 “Hear this, ye old men, and give ear, all ye inhabitants of the land. Hath this been in your days, or even in the days of your fathers? Tell ye your children of it, and let your children tell their children, and their children another generation.” Now let’s put the definition in place of the word children. That’s a good way to look at that.  Look at verse 3 “Tell ye your posterity of it, and let your posterity tell their posterity and their posterity another generation.” Friends children is one generation as under consideration here. In fact we need to understand that beyond a shadow of a doubt it appears seven times in the entire New Testament and it applies to one generation.  The promise, the promise is to you. You know right here John the Baptist said ye shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost with fire. I believe that is a selected few of the whole or part. Some of the Jews were going to receive the baptism of fire which would be destruction. And so when we say the baptism of the Holy Spirit, that is certainly the idea that is presented in Acts 2, some of them did.  For the promise is unto you and to them that are afar off even as many as the Lord our God shall call.  Look at as many as.  As many as by its self has a natural limitation.  How many are going to receive this?  As many as.  Let us notice in Mark 6:56 where they brought the sick to Jesus. Notice “as many as touched him were made whole.”  How many, everybody, no, it’s a natural limitation. Notice if you would in Galatians 3:27 “For as many of you as have been baptized into Christ have put on Christ.” Not how many had received this blessing, how many had received this very thing under consideration? As many as. In Romans 6:3 “Know ye not, that so many of us as were baptized into Jesus Christ were baptized into his death?” I want to know, how many?  As many as.  That’s why Peter said, “The promise is unto you and your children and to all them that are afar off, even as many as the Lord our God shall call.” Now bro. Pat thinks that’s the gospel call, friends.  But that’s a totally different Greek word, it is posteleo(?) And as its root, this word   (?)   that is sometimes used or all the time really is used relative to that. But notice what this particular word of Acts 2:39 says.   (?)    says that this can be a calling to a special office.            (?)   

Analytical Greek lexicon says called to the performance of a thing. Called to a special task as Arndt and Gingrich. Turn to Acts 14:2 please.  I think we will find a very good definition of this. “As they ministered to the Lord, and fasted, the Holy Ghost said, Separate me Barnabas and Saul for the work whereunto I have called them.” Was that to be a Christian? No they already answered the gospel call before.  But there was a special task. Paul was going to pursue that course of working and becoming one who is indeed the apostle to the Gentiles. And that’s what Acts 2:38, they were promised, yes it that’s universal, it was then, it is now. My friend, I’ll tell you brother Pat, everybody would tell the apostle, now why are you separating that here and they would take him over to Mark chapter 16:15,16 when Jesus gave the great commission and then they will say why do you believe in verse 17 he said “And these signs shall follow them that believe; In my name shall they cast out devil; they shall speak with new tongues; they shall take up serpents; and if they drink any deadly thing, it shall not hurt them; they shall lay hands on the sick, and they shall recover.” The signs that will follow them in Mark 16:17 is the work of the Holy Spirit in Acts 2:38. And the promise of this miraculous is to you, your children; one generation, not posterity, as many as. How did they call them? As the Lord our God shall call them. And how did they call them? By the laying on of miraculous hands, friends.  Not everybody received the miraculous manifestations of the Holy Spirit but it was just for a select few. He presented the idea and says God has the power to answer the prayers of millions. What does it prove?  It’s powerless?  Now I think brother Pat knows I don’t believe that. Friends we are not talking about what God can or cannot do, we’re talking about what God said he would or would not do in the first century.  That’s what we’re talking about. What did God say he would or would not do; it’s not a matter of power.  If God himself says I will do it in a certain way or do a certain thing then certainly we want to understand.  Go to 1 Corinthians 6:19. Friends I would like to ask you to consider something very important here and I’m not going to have time to explain this because of the time element.  Let’s see what he is talking about in this chapter. Notice he presents the idea here in verse 15, brother Pat is saying that it is the Christian.  1 Cor 6:15 “Know ye not that your bodies (plural) are the members (they are the integral part, and we understand that it is everybody collective makes up the Church, here he is pointing to them as individuals) of Christ? Shall I  then take the members of Christ, and make them the members of a harlot? God forbid. What! Know ye not that he which is joined to a harlot is one body?” They can become one? Well how do they become one? Well because------------is under consideration. And so he turns there in verse 19 “Know ye not that your body (that’s singular) is the temple  (tape ended) 
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