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"' Dear Dexn, ol

|

0 I feel as though yiu shouldn't belisve everything you hesr or
o fead out side the Bible but that we shoudd believe the whole Zible. “\-
L‘HH | Hewbrews 13-8 resds "Jesus Christ the same‘yesterday, and today, Q

2 . &nd forever.” Now if you and I will follow .
‘l ‘ I
i

God with 21l our heart soul
i '“ mind and strength and meet the conditions set down in Gods plan for ug I | H
1\ believq you and I are able to racieve the same results that the Apostles €
v and:deciéles did of old. | : ,J
g | o Acfs 2-38 tells ué how we cen recieve the Holy Ghost ana Acts 2- C

e . . - . . . ‘ \
9'tells us who it 18 promised to it resds "For the promise ig unto you, :

g and your childven, and to 211 that arve afar off, even as many as the Lord .
| . ‘ :

How if Peter would have ggig #

- our God shall call.m or the gromnise is un-
to |[you and your children

and would have stoped there then maybe some one i ERh

! could say it was just for those people at that time, but ke goes on to

sya, "and to all that sre afar off, even gso Aany ss the Lored our 3o04d

' shall call.” Desn T Delisve thnt includes you sng I.
|

In this tract yogz gave ue on the first prge it reads "to speax in

But 1Cor. 14-2 resds|
. ""Ror he that speszeth in an unknown ton

ia

|
I
. |
: tongues slways meant to gpoeak in known langusage etg,”
|
{

gue spegketh not uanto men, but unto
God: for no man understandeth him; noubeit

in the epirit he spesketh nystér-

less Tt seeme to me this absolutly contrad

icte this tract. T would rather
\ believe the Bible, wouldn't you?
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Although they did on the ag-z of Pentecost speax in other langusasp

sn thst these otner pesnple heard them speax in thert oun tongues =znd 504

.

[y n

i

ve had & very definite reason for them spesking o that these other
peoole could hear them speax in their owrn tongue. Bat I don't know any
other place in the 3ible where it is recorded that any one person heard o

|
a?yone gpeakk in tongues snd say he spoge in my lan

guage or my tongile 88

| t#ey did on the day of Pentecost. "icts 10-44 -nd Acts 19-6" =0 how can

‘ t%is man believe such = statement &s "every case of it in the Lew Testama
| was Just like 1T wss on the day cof Pentecost when men neara them speax LN

; their own tongue. You or any one else show me where in the Sible where
anyone else hesw some one spesi 1n another tongue and say it is "dur ton-f.
gne and say it 1s "our tongue" asg they did on the day of Pentecost.

Another thing I would like snyone 2ive me gclrpture where ovuly the

(24

i Apostles had the power to impsrt thgf?page 3 of the tract). 4cts 10th

chapter 44th to 48th verse tells o f the out pouring of the toly Gost and|

gpeaking in tonzues but it didn't =8y that Peter lald nis handg on Corn-

eliug or his zine m&8n or nesr friends.

On page 3 of the tract it gives reference to (llor. 13-8) dhst

‘ right has the tract to read sapernatiaral knowledge wnen the 2ible cgaesn't|
read thuat way. Let us not 5dd to or wrest the Bériptures to our. othudesz]

truction. nowledgze hnmen't venished sway so don't tell me tonzues have

\

cgased. Read it care fully in the HIUZ JAJES VERSION,.

)




-verse 1C. T believe Paul tells when the perfect will come in verse 12

bhacy, it will Passaway;es for tonzues they will cease; as for xnowledze
i& will pass szway. 9 For our £noviledse is imperfect and our prophecy 1is
‘

iTperfect: 1C but when the perfect comes, the igperfect will pass away .

11 When I wes 8 chila, I Spoke.like 8 child, T thqught like & ¢nild, 1

reasoned like a child; when [ becawe s man, L gave upchildishways. 12

|
Fér 10w we see in g mirror aimly, but then fa.e to face. Now I znewn in
par; then I shall understand fully, even as I have been fully understoogd.
1? S0 faith, hope, love abide, tnese three: but the greatest of tuege ig
love,™

Liow dnesn't Paul in the 9thiverse give 2 reason why prophecy will
Dassaway: and tongues cesse ang knowledge pass away 1n that the vord "Har:
means here is the resason for the previous statement 9 "For onr Znowledze
ig| imperfect 2nd our prophecy ie imperfect.”

Do you or any one else rizht noe you know of nave & better xnow-
ledoe of Gog today tkan Paul did then. Can you show me where there is
perfection in any one of us s® thst the imperfect has bassed sway. Resd
where it reads, "but then face to face.™ Llow when 5od's people come face
to face with Jesus then T believe there will be perfect xnowledse and not
untill then. So now can any one say of a trath, tongues haveceased if our -
knowledge 4sa't.peuvféct §JBtwand > Jeans hasnt 'takencug home to Gloryy Resd
verse 12. ihen God's people come face to face With Jesus, then I believsa
prophecy will pass sway and toﬁgues cease and xnowledge psss away. Low

caenjyou see it any other WAy &ccording to the Bible, Jean?

The Revised Standard Version reads 1Cor 13-8 "Love rever ends; as for pos-
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didn't God speak through these tongues and tell these other Denple n

Ana to say thet the childikood state of the chirch needed tongues
and adulthood oidn't need them seems to me to be very poor reasoning.
Iibw use your own reasoning right here. Ton't you thing that on tune day of

Pentecost that those that spoke in tongues recieved the evidence of tre

to show other nationslities the plen of God's great ss=lvation wry did
these people that hesrd Others spesk in thelr oun tongue ssk Peter and the

other &postles ".en &nd brethern, what shall we do?" (Acts 2-37). ‘my

32

% ot

bg ssved 1f thats why they were needed jasgt in the e-rly church. But it

was left up to Peter to tell them what they should do. Acts £2-%8 "Lhen

Peter eald unto them, repent =21d be baptized every ore of yo: ir the name
of Jésus Christ for the remission of 6 pms and ye shall receive tre gift

of the Holy Ghost. Uow be honest in you hezrt Dean, don't you think trat

i3

the purpose of God in the tongues an the day of Pentecost wss as an evided
ce| of the indwelling of the Holy Ghost and not God's plan in telling

thege people what to do to be s2ved in trat Pater wis the one wro tald

them how to be saved. lNow if tongues was the evidence in the early crnuarch

why isn't 1t just gs necessary nov s it was then.

1 Cor. 14-5 "I would that ye all spake with tongues,"ete. 1lCor.l4-

1

18/ "[ thanz my God I speak with tongues more then ye 211." 1 Cor.L4-39
"Wherefore brethren covet to prophecy, and forbid not to speak with tong~
nes.?

low in reference to the last paragraph of the tract I refer you to

iy

L Cor., 14-14., "For if Ipray in &n uanknown tongue, my spirit prayeth, but

ny (nadsrstanding is.unfruitful.” Low if 2aul pPrayed in an unknown tonsue

and -didn't know whet tongnre he prayed in, becsuse it reads my understand-
ing is unfruitful what right has snyone to sek what tongue do you spesk
in.

46ly Ghost in them when they spoze in tongtes. 1If tonsues were needed just

I
et



;

ML ] B N P S

o+

1lso read 1 Cor. 14-2. ot one verse in this tract or any reasoning of

(s

he tract cnnvinces me that tongues aren't for us today. I don't ever

ant to be guilty of denying the power of Godliness 11 Timothy 3-5.

Think for yourecelf Dean
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Desar Heward,

read outside the Bible, unless it is, of course, found in the Bibls or narf

; izes with our own reasoning of the Scriptures. In thst case; I['ll endorse

agree upon. That is my resson for 21lving mou this tract, written by =.C.

fagua, .
: :
K I have gzone to some length in studying the arguments you presented
E i‘ in|your letter to me. I sppreciate such & fine letter in the spirit with

lech gou'-sent i1, and I hope that you will also receive this letter aith

tail as I continue through my letter. From the scripture,I come to the con
‘ clusion that there are three distinct degrees or-measures of the Holy Spiri
In the first place how can I sssume that there is ahy more than one measuref
Because in Jn. &:34, we find that thne EVly Spirit was given -to Chrlist witho
measure, definitely iwplying that other men might receive thg‘ﬂply Spirit bfn
reasure. This is no proof, in itseld, shat the Holy Spirit haéhaiven by meL 
safgg‘but‘it surely serves as a busis for my reasonina. I believe, however‘

. that further study on God's word will be&f thim out to Dbe trae; We f£ind ths

I do agree with you shout not believing just anything we hear or

such. Some people can explain, fuch better than I can, things that we

ghind spirit with which I asa sending it. He both can lears muich with ay

rejudiced, open discussion of God's word. If yo@ will follow with me, [
1ld like to review your letter and see what we bofh can get from it.
‘Flrst, 1 would like to start by explaining ‘how I reuson the'workin‘

the Holj Spiuit and present scripture for it. I will expésain amore in 4

L
dezree off the Zoly Spirilt was the buptism in the Holy Spirit. There ard

and only two such beptisms found und they were spoken of as bauptisms




M l:8y latt.3:11: dctellif. (Lctellds showing that Corneliuse received tre

€

baptiem in the Holy Spirit =s 4id the apostles.) Baptism, smnong other

things, czrriee the idea of an overwnelming, and imuersion, a complete

[

overing., So:ito carry that feaning tp these two inslarnces conveys to my

mind thst they were compietely overpowered by God's pouring out the Hol
Spirit, independent of men's woris ané was once glven to the Jews (the
apdstles) and ouce giveﬁ to Gentiles.(Cornelius swd his ~sinsnen)
ancther degree or messure of the Holy Spirit we resd of is tre
miraculous power eztended to the apostles of the laying on of hanas. It
Wes promised only_to the tuwelve. 4actel:1-5. Such miraculous pousr extor.
g:ded to tiie szpostles seemed to be for a2 different purpese then the de-
griee of "baptism of the Holy Spirit'. The baptism was ts prove thzt 3od
was e respecter of of persons, such ss ke had been under the .osaiczal
Law. Aicts 11:17,18: 1Chr. 16:13. 4ne power given to the asostles seamed

to] be for the purpose of stzrting ang upholding the spirituzal wel<®sve of

Chirist, spesking to his apostles szld in Jn.14:26,"3ut the conforter,

P

which is the Holy 3pirit, whom the #sther will gsend in my neme re chs

teack you sll things end bring all things to your remesbrance .hetsnever

1 !

I have ssid urt> yoa." In other words, the Holy Shost would be with then
working with them, lest they shouls ferget what Ehrist hed s2id unto them.
dodoubt then, the Holy Spirit or zomforter played a sreat part in upholds
ing the spiritusl welfare of the respaciive Churches, and was gvicently
bestowed for that purpose, worzing of cnomse, through the apostles. e
find that every example of confering spiritual gifts b, tae laying on of

hépds, that an apostle Lhad to be present. Ascts 6:6; Acts 8:12-17: Zoa.

1;9411; 117im.1:6. The spostles could lay their hands on men who had

the respective churches after Christ sscended back to kis Pother in hesvedl

I e 1
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|
been Ptaptized inte Thrist, who were sonund in character, ans ilmpart spirit-

tal gifts to men for complete oversiart whenever tne aposiles wers notl

| . e B}
regent or were needed selsewhere. 4ucits 6:5-6. These chosen men could

g

in turn perform wonders and mirscles, aActs 6:8; Lcts 8:6, bat'could not
pees their spiritual gifts on to otners by the lgying on of hanas, for 1t
was through the apostles that such spirital gifts were conferred. 4Acts
g:19.

The genersl gift of the H2ly Spirit w=ze promised to ouly those

that were baptized (water baptism) into Christ, and this cift came after

baptism. Acts 2:38; scts 5:32; 1 Sn.53:24. The gift of the Holy Spirit,
then, that we receive today comes when we are obedient to Christ. Jn.li:
15-17: Acts 5:32:%on. 5:5: llhess. 4:8. It is received,znot by the lay-
ing on of hands, but by the hearing of the faith.Gal. 2:2. 3Since there
i§ only one spirit, Eph. 4:4, the Holy Spirit, I kﬁow the Holy Spirit ig
wﬂat Paul refers to hLere that werreceivedby the hearing of faith. Foticey
also while you are at Eph. 4:4, Paul alsp sgys that there is one baptism,
hereby noting that either Holy‘Spirit baptism or walexr bzptism wss by tne
time hé’wrote this epistle, done auwsy. I belelve further study on tunls
will feaeal Wnlch one wsg lafen away.
We might ask the guesticn, "¥hat ls the hearing of faith?™ If thg

1ft of the Holy Spirit comes by thst menner we should xnow wnat is meansse

Ne find in Rom. L1C:;17, that "Faiih comes by hearing snd hearing by the

word of God." Therefore, tne gift of the Holy Spirit im the measure we

recelve todsy isrgaﬂﬁwd>from the word of God. 1In escence, [ am sgyinz
that the Bible teaches a difference between the messures of the Holy Spiri
Inethe’” firet place, do T go too far by assuming’that the baptism of the
Holy Spirit aud the gift of the Holy Spirit are nolthe same? Let me zive
an example to show it could be possible ewenwithout the 1lizht of the scri-

PARECE EORBLTR o teu Sl VE [0, 8l 10 Y00 I WAL Five o £ b & (gl 0D #hme
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ilg

lie

! . . . : . .
| glfts at the time they were needed. TIf God had intemded for his People

fro
i saw

Let

| retain sins, Jn 20:23; heal all manner of sicikness, IBt11C:1,larx16:17, 19
i

} in| tongues, ark 16:17, Acts 2:4-11, o, God always zave to his oenple =:f

such as was needed st the time it was needed. When the apostles were

|
| lea
|
| docL
Afte

that

Today we still have the more excellent way of which Paul spesis. faith,

L hape
. fect
!

|

I
i e rnip it i e ]

cow, would you expect the cow also? The cow is capalltd of giving the

e eift of milk, but such g 2ift does not include the cow 2lso. You see

: npt of tie same measure. From further reasoning of the scripture, I be-

Acts 5:15, Acts 19:12: raise the deadhcte 9:36-43) Aicts 20:9,10: speax

starting the esarly churches they no doubt needed miraculous spirituaal

2aidance, and 50d grve it to them. They did not nave the wirtten will of

! "Why would they neeg miraculous confirmstion in theeearly chnrct sng not
! need 1t toaay¥" is surely not realizing the sltutation end tre existence

on Ehlch the early church depended. I say that kindly, Howard. The early

, it

quite plausible that the gift of the Holy Spirit ang LkeHoly Spirit is
ve without a doubt that God geve to man fhe appropriate megsure of

M generstion to generation ts continte performing miracles Just as they
- fit, could we not then do the s:me miracles sas the esrly Christigns?
us notice what the apostles could do. you 82y We cen do gs they digd.,

They had powsr to bingd or loose, Wattl6:19: Latt 13:18; reait oy

L ]

that they could refer to as we have today. 4Anyone who WOu.LQ 88k, .

«d

ers depended on thesspiritaal guiuance ta keep them aright in the new
rine, and the miracleg were to confimm that which was §pogen. Leb.2:3i
r the word was fully established sng confirmed, a more exsellent way,

of faith, hooe ang cherity, was to guide the Christian. LCor. 12-31,

and love, will grow by studying of Jod'g holy words. It is the perfe

F18]

law of libertywhich is ourinfallible gulde. Jaml:25,"Mhe ospel of

- i e LU P e 4 e e - s =
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able to receive the same results ss the soostles. I doubt very mucn if

youw really mean that, Howard. Can snyoune soy of a truth todey that they

tance
ha
Chrietians today cannot. The type of "mirzcles” the miracle workers perfor

ar

i

the Holy Ghost they had the power to 4o the things I just mentioned. No

ot

re
Ee
1y

yo

irist is the power of God unto salvation to everyoue that belieetn.”

om. 1:16. We are justified today by faith, not by things which we can

22, Gal. 3:22-24.

Discomtinuing for now the siscussion of the measures nf the Fols

o
FU

Spirit, T'd lize to awell on the letter you gave. I am sanding youn =

copy of your letdr, in case, yonr didn't xeep one so that we might stady

1ind snd etrength and meet the cornditions set down in 30d's nlan. we sre
] 12

cen clsim the same results as the apostles diaf They mizet clsim to do
certain things (things that actually deceive the minds of men) but cozld

they openly perform miracles that are unguestionably =irsculous? For ined

one today has that oower. o claix power to do certain things and not

. 10 zether.

You sald trhet if we will fsllow God wnith all our heart, soul, and

-

at

, could they, by £0 saying, order & nand to be restored wnole whichn

d been withered, or cause the dead to come forth. The apoetles could.

e not true uiracles, but orly misleading magical deeds, having nothing

raculous about them. I believe that since the apostles were baptized in

hers is actually admitting to themselves that the apostles had such sup~
me power that cannnt Be duplicated. No, I don't see that we do get the
ne resulte as the anosetles, Howard. Your proof that we do gotirthe same
sults is that "Jesus Christ, the ssme yesterday, today and forever.”

b:8., TIndeed, I agree that he is our one Lovrd for ever, but he distinct-
ises different methods of dealing with his oeople ss he desires. Would

1 say then that because Jesus is the same yesterday, today, and forevey

7t




that the 014 lew of animel saﬁrifices ig bound on:us today ss Lt was on

% “hiis people under the iosaical Law 1Y anyone with kmoﬁiedge 0of the scripture
|

}j knows thst it isn't, Heb. 13:8 is no proof whatsoever for such reasoning
zi that we should orv could do the same things as the apogtles

1‘ I would like to say here that [ beleive God's power to perforn

‘ mifacles is unlimitéd: alzo hig power to perform mirsacles througn men is

¥

unlimited: however, the questisn of whether he does perform niracles or

b not 1s a qifferent guestion. I[f you woald say, thatl because Christiarn

(=l

| isbelieve those that cdaim to perform mirecles, thaTthey are disbelievin 0g.:

. the power of Sod, I would say you were judging unjustly. I believe God

‘ gave some in the early church miraculous power, butjust becsuse he aid
tinq doesn't mean that he alwaye will. 7The question of Christians believd
| 1ﬁg whether nen can perfrom miracles does not show their belief as to the
5 onssibllity of God's poWir. Such &an idea I xnow is brevelant smong thnose|
| | 1

s who claim mirascles, butpaisn’'t justified. When we reject the belief of the

L

"miracle" workers we don't reject the power of Gode. The discussion of
Whether God performs miracles todsy =s he did in the early church is =
legitimate one.

i Hext, you say hcte 2:38, tells us how we receive the Holy Ghoset
3 and iets 2:39, tells us to whom it is oromised. T would like to make a
correction , Acts 2:38 tells how ue reveive the 2ift of the Foly Shost.
Hotice Acte B:14-17. Peter =ui Jonn laid handgs on.Samaritans iun ordef-to $
to| bestow nn them spiritual gifts. iLe 8amaritans hsd slready recevied

" the oift of the LOTJ host because they had beenf banthea. Acgts' H3:196,

Wnatever the gift of the Holy Snxrlt wes or wnether they znew what it g

nt to them, tney had recelved 1t by ﬂeLGSSLty,waT it 1s ‘the rewara pf

&
: _%:“ onL's'obed lence to the gospel. In acts 2: 38 the 21ft of tne Holy Splrlt

as 8 reWard

- is pronised, "Repent aud be baptized ard e Shall recelvey‘

i
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flor obedience. They of Samaris, then, kad the gift of the Holy Spirtt

o’

ecause tney had been buptized. =cts 8:16. Peter and John's layinz on 4

of hands imparted a greater measure of the Holy Spirit. It had to be a

-dfifferent messure, else they received the same thing twice. In such in-

stances as the laying on of hande occurred, the receivers had &already re-

celved the oift of the Holy Spirit. Acts 19:56, aActs 9:16,etc. &scots 2:

3$ ¢el1s to whom the gift of the Holy Spirit is given. I sgree with you
khere. L also believe it includes yo0u and I.

We <now that the baptism of the Eoly Spirit imparted a zreat mea-
sure of supernaturalipower. wWe <now, also, that the laying on of hands
imparted soze supsrnatural power to a person,but we cannot find anywhere
that it equalled the supreme power of the baptism 1n tae Holy Spirit. g
The measure promised to us is the gift of the Holy Spirit. %o get some

ide& what thig gift is, let's turn to acts 2:38. Peter suia to those

remission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Hol, host. :ow
turn to the next chapter, the-17th thwbugh“theﬁﬁeﬁh verseg.. KEere azains
the same Peter, preaching the same gosbel, said‘again t0o those who he
accﬁsed of crucifying the Christ, "Repent therefore and turn again that
your sins may be blotted ount that times of refreshing may came from the
presence of the Lord. When Peter said,"turn again thet ycu sine may be
blotted out”™, he meant by that statemant, that they should be baotized,
beoéuﬁe the way to have sins forgiven is through baptism, Acts 2:38.
Therefore, his words in both instances consisted of the same things, "3&
pent and be baptized™, but the last part of his statement was different.
The first time he ss8idy"and ye shell receive the 21ift of the Holy Ghoct™
and‘the second time he said,"that times of refreshing may come from the
presence of the Lord". Iimybe what he says the second time is what the

first really means. I wouldn't argue that point either way, Howard, but

brethern, "Repent and be buptized in the name of the Jesus Christ for lhe ‘ﬁ

J



- &nown tongue, to men present, it didn't mean, however, that the tbnzue

d

t

e

You say this absolutely contradicts the tract. At first it does scem Likk

things. Pacl is writine tqﬁarly Christians, necessarily in the church,
or churches, at Corinth. ‘They should have all spoken the same tongue,

ngturally. If someone were to speax in the churchy at Corinth iln an un-

was also unknown to men of a diﬁferenﬁ place or nation. Let se clarify.
If I were to speak to a group of men at South Bend in the Japanese tongue
spehlia.tonzue, more thathnlikely, would be unknown to them. o mam under-
standdme. Hence, I could not edify them in any way. That is whst Pgul *

is writing to the church at Corinth. That he that speafeth in an unknowm

known tongue spoke not to men (because they couldn't understand him) bnt

\
tg 30d only (who really didn't need it). There was not any edifying

wae prevelant in the church at Corinth. That is why in such verses sas

1/Cor. 15:2,4, Paul was urging them:to edify and speak not in an Gaknown

In this tract pou doubted the words "to speak in tonoues slways
meant to speakx in a known language”. {ou quoted 1 Cor. 14:2, "For he 7

L.

that spesseth in an unknown tonaue speaketh not uhto men but unto Zod.,

‘ EY - Il 3 - - - E
for no man understandeth him; howbeit in the spirit he speazeth mysterdeg

a' contradigtion, Howard, but I don't think it is when we gonsider more

would

tongue spesketh not unto men but unto God. Those that spoke in gn uh-

A

one because 0f such an dnknown tongze. This lack of edification was what

prigue s0 that the benefit of each speech could be derived. /Ihet was tie
sgence of Paul's teaching. fThose that elsim "tongues"™ today are s en-
rossed in their practice they don't realize what Paul really teaches &-

qut tongues. It seems to me you tre placing toormuch emphasis on "for

I thought T would just ooint it out. The implication is, However, that the

gift of the Holy Ghost is by no means gifts of miracles such &8 eome thiqﬁ.



For if I pzay thiantiheokapin.tongue my spirit prayeth, but my understand-|

¢. | | Mﬂ!

e that spesketh in an unknown tongue speaketh nog unto men but unteo God,
nd misging the whole lesson that Paul is trying to put sctoss. He was
eproving those brethern at Corinth for their free use of tongues. To

pesx not unto men was exactly what ®as going on at Corinth,s0 that is the

eason for Paul's letter. As is plainly evident later on in the chapter,

ng is unfruitful? Whet should he do then? He answers it, "I will pray

W

g

ith the spirit and I will pray with the understanding slso, etc. Thsat

nrely teaches thst a known tongue should be used. aAgain in werse 19, he

says "Yet in the church I had rather spesk five words with my understendipg

that by my voice T might teach others slso, thah ten theousand words in an

o)

known tongue was g known language or was not a known langrzge i

cmuroh ig not mearly 2= important dm the lesson we should strive t2 met
was an unknown lang
he was condemning their unappropriste uwee of it. His lesson was toet =z11

théngs that wersesaid waeeto be for the edification of the church, for the

benefit of 811. If I would come to the church you attend, coulda [ under-

versea.

Acts 11:17. ongues were languages wnen Paul wrote the Corinthiarns beczuse

nknown tongue." The question of whether you and I believe that &n ua-

from Paul's teachinges. T'Whether or not the unknown tongue Psul speaks of

stand all that was saia? TIf not, then you zre not practicing Pzul's teaclfi,

R ¢ . L] . t B . . .
ing. “Bverything, Paul sald,'was to be aone decéntly ang in orderﬁ 4Cth

hold spake in tongmes because they received the Tlike gift" as the spbsilaes

ke said, "ifor he that speséth in an unknown tongue edaifieth himself." 1

3

in the earl%

2

ugge or just plsin jibbling, you must apree with me thg

3

|

} B 1
|

I

|

(A

i
Speaxing in tongues, we know, was languages on the day of Peuntecog

Cor. 14:4. How could one edify himself if he ucﬁld not understand

Acts 2:8. Also speaking in tongues, wss langueses when Cornelius' kouse-



1C.

the meaning of the tongue? Also in 1Cor. 14:18, Paul says, "I thang my

w0d T speag with tongues more than ye all . Knowing that the apestles

éays, "I thank my God I speek with tongues more than.ye all™greutrely inmpl

that those he was talking to spoke in lepguages to some extent. Again

a3

shall it be known what us spoken"? 9th verse. (Such would surely imply

ct

3

43

thet the words expressed the ides of g prayer and therefore, knew it to

gpoke in tongues(languages), I don't doubt but that Bgulodid. Then when|

aul says, "Emeept ye utter by the tongue words éasy to be understood, hd

tion,"™ 1Cth verse. (&1l azxé languages.) Again 1if & person prayed in a tdn~-

be, 1l4th verse, how would he know he was truly praying if he aidn't know

W
T

| ies

1

hat unknown lancusge or tongue would have to be used here.) Again he sgys

There are many voices(tonsuses) in the world and none is withont signifiq&~

he

& language. llanp, many verses indicate that tongues were for understand g

ieésht to prove this,
Another thing, we might notice while we're at this nErticular ver

1s that Paul had s greater messure of thisg gift of speaking in tongues

than those to whom he was writing. He says,"I thank my God, I speak with

tongues more than ye all." Paunl's graater power of this gift conforms to

the fact that God gave to some = greater measure of the Holy Spirit then

mandswas 1o "Go ye into all the world and preach the gospel."”™ Knowing th
did not have the written lsw then as we do today, we can understand the
necessity of tongues in the early Christian alspansation. Today the Holy

Bible is twanslpted into every tongae on earth.

and would thereforekbhave to be languages. I can't see hov you can hold t

he gave to others. 7Psul needed to speak in many tonsues, for Christ comd

the view that tongues were not langusges. Even one example snonld be sufg“

ne,

oh




11.

Next: You want me to give you scpipture where only the apostles

gt

194 power to ilmpart spiritusl gifte. You say that no apoatle laid his

hands on Cornelius' kinsmen when tae Spirit was poured osut on them. oOn

this latter example we can dismigs harriedly. The Holy Spirit was poured

qut, a baptismga direct operation of the Holy Spirit, not through thqépos

tles, hence no laying on of hands was necessayy. On Pentecost, the sane

+

hing. Ilo spostle laid hands on the apestles to impsart power. Thest ig

why these instances ave different from the laying on aof hands, in that these

in guesstion were baptized by g direct operation of the Holy Spirit. 0The

3ible s0 clessifies them that way. lx. 1:8, Acts 1:5, latt 3:11.

To. show

you that no one but gn apostle could impart spiritusl gifts, let's notice
the examples of the la.yifg on of hands &nd<hho wascpresent. First, scts

6:6, the arostles asked that men of Lhonest report snd full of the oaly :op

Ghostand wisdom to be chogen as deacons 0 that the apostles wonld not bel

nindered from doing their apoointed duty. After this was done, the apos-

tles laid hands on t-em to lmpart supernsturnal power, 4cts 6:8, Second

Acts 8:14-18, Philipson whom the apoetles had already laid rends, Jlots

6:6, baptized the people and had nower to perform mirscles, Acts 8:13,

but evidently could not transmit 0ls power on to others by the laying on

0f hands for it was necessayyfor the aspostles at Jerussler to send Peter

and Jekn{epostles) to Samarie to bestow this easire of the spiriitual gift|

to|these people, Acts 8:14, Seeing thet Bhilip could werform mirascles,

£

acte 8:6, why couldn't he transuit his power to those =2t Samaris and save

all this inconvenience to the 8p0stles? The only reasonable eXplanstion

we can give was that he Just didn't heve that power. “he apostles hew

Philip had done 211 that he ¢nuld irnc-preaching the word =ng confirming it

with signs and mitscles. The power of transmittihg the spiritual oift wus

given oply to the apostles. Sinmon

reclizedotiis was so because the 18th
! ‘/

i
t
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1

A

hs

postles were the only zivers of the zift. Other places where we resd of
the laying on of hands to impurt spiritual 2ifte sagain the apostles were
the gifers, 11Tim 1:6. Paul, an zpostle, to Timothy, ™Wherefore I put th

in remembrance that thou stiz ap the gift of God, which is in thee by thel

you that [ might Limpart unto ybu some spiritual gift to the end ye may be

egtablished.” XNotice the implication in Paul's statement. ot only that|

g

R . The . : L.
that is was to be given torend, or for the purpose, of establishing: them.

mom. 1:6, but it was necessary for Paul, an apostle, to come to them for

the giving of the swiracuiovg Mbasure.

the Jews seizing Jesus was spoken of im lik. 14:;46, as the 1léying on of

ing of a person. Likewlse in ik. 6:5. In Acts 4:3 the laying on of hanas

erse says, "and when Simon szw that through the layina on ofthe apostled
ands the Holy Shost was given” ke also desired that power of transmittiy
ifts. He beeane coveteous. [fot anywhere can we find where Simon or any
ne other than an apostle, ever possessed that power to Lraxemit miraca-

ous gifts. .

eived the Holy Ghost. We find that after they had beeu baptized, Paul
aia his hands on them and supsrnatural gifts were them impurted to thea.

cts 19:9,6.

LM

pretting on of my hands.” Again, in Rom. 1:11 Paul says, "For [ lonz to sée

il(an apostle) had to be where they were to give the spiritasl 2ift but|

Hotice here agsin, -these ROman'bxethern 1o whoxm Paul 1ls writing

- oy

hgd already vecelved the gift of the Holy Spirit for they had been vaptizdd

stment, but no supernatural gift Yee bestowed. AS example, the act of

2

fhird, Acts 1©:6,7. ©Pail at Iphesus, inguiired whetrer they had re-

Several other times you gun find the laying on of hands in' the Neﬂ

nds™., dgain in Lk. 4:4C, the lzying on of hands meant the direct touch-|

The preceding three examples of the laying of hands showed that the



meant taking the apostles by foree. In acts 13:3 the laying of hands
meant‘é farewell blessing to those who he entrusted or conmnitted to g goﬁd
work. In 1 Tim. 4:14 the laying on of hunds meant the laying hold of tid
man Timotny becaumse of a predetermined cholice by God, for the work to wkich.
he wes committed. Notice 1 Tim 1:18, 11 Tim. L:6. The Israélites\in thg
Olg Testment, had an act or ceremony of consecration spokén‘uf as the "layf

ng on of hands”. Num. 8:9, Lev. 4:15, Lev. 8:9-2C, 11 Chron. 29:23, 1CHro:

—

=

6:20-22. 1In many such places the words laying on of hands'" was usedq,
but it c&n be shown that the expression wos used in different meanings arnd
that no spiritaal gift was bestowed.

Noﬁ to za hagk to jour question, Howard. "Iwould like anyone to
give me scripture where only the apostles had power to iapart the aift.m”
If Acts 8:18 is not enough proof, Howard, let us note some facts. I nave
shown all the cases recorded in the New Testament of the laying on of hangs

that impzrted any supernatural gift and shown who was the glver of the gifit

At

1yone else but and apostle had the powertho impart spirituzal gifts? fell

Now, I wouzld just like to reverse Jour guestlon.. Can you show e where

1]
i

now, you night ssay, "Just because the apostles were tre only ones to give

1A

ifts is no proof that we cannot give gifts toasy.” ther thaxn the fact

thet there are no apostle today such a statement might seem true, but sinqé

there are no apostles living today (notice the Biblical definétion of én
apostle, Acts 1:22) and since the apostles were the bestowers of gifts, I
can reasbn only that such miraculous gifts, ceased when the last person !
died on whom the last apostle lzid hands. Such is only & reasonable con-
clusion on the basis of the foregoing facts. I wo&ld like to say, however|
that my disbelief in miracle workers Goes not not iie to & great extent &y
the fact that the apostles were tke only ones so far as the record shows
‘ ‘

that could give spiritual gifts. This is only & portion of the proof that




. agree that the first two things, prophécies ard tongues were supernatural

14.

there are no true miracles today.
Next: You akked what risht has the tract to reag supernatural

Enowledge when the Bible doesnlt resd that way. Well, I znow it doesn't|

[

ead thal way,and s0 does the writer of the tragt. He did not quote the

bt

ible(his statement was not in guotation marks), he only eave an explanad

[

al things as prophecies, "they shall fail; whether there bve tongues tney

shall cesse whether there be knowledge it shall vanish awzy." ' You would

then why not the last? Paul uses &ll three with the same thought. Re is|’

i
:w

contrasting the usefulness of a natarsl thing "love", with the supernatars) .
1 g _ 2 P )

things”prophecies’tongues and knowledge." I do not doubt & bit thst Psual

L R - _ .
B4 Peeedv:sd & supernstural knowledge fron the fact he used the word "know-

ledge™ as an equl with tongues, and prophecies. If he meant ordinsry <noy-
2 . q £ )

ledgm it was used conpletely out of place.. If the mearing is ordinary
Knomlédge his thought would not be consistent. His contrasting of the nst
ural things with the vmnnatural things necessarlly plsces knowledge with
the the other two, prophecies and tongues. If the knowledze he g@peaks of
18, as you say, just "common knowledge, and it wdll "p&3% away' when Chri

comes, then surely you haven't studied what Christ taﬁght in llatt 25:31-44

He taught, himself, that in the judgement these would be those that would

tion. We &ll have that right. Let's notice what Paul is talzing about in

RN |

Cor. 13:8. He is saying that‘love(charity) never fails, but the unnatdr~

come to him and say that they hadn't done the things that Christ said they|

had. Such & lesson surely teaches that common knowledge will not pass

away when Christ comes, becsuse we will be able to remember. Again, if ou

Christ punish the wicked. It would be an anfair judgement if Christ would

comnom knowledge would pass away when:CHErist comes then om what vasgs willl

|




" knowledze was present then, we know, for as example, Christ saild, "The ﬁ” 
“:‘\

L]

end his people to an eternal hell without them remembering for what res-
son they were being punished, wouldn't 1t9e I can't see that the knowledge

Paul writes of could be common knowledge. I can reason only thet it was B

-

supernatural™ Jjust as the other two things he said were. A supernaturall

Epoly Ghost,skall tesch you &ll things and bringtto your remembrance w}iatsmeujE
ever I have sald unto you." Jn. 14:26, Surely tle Eoly Ghaost guve them al
"more than ordinary™ amowl of knowledze. 4gain I say, it is only good .L
logicak that the knowledge of which Paul writes is a supernatursl Knowledga-‘
Itbelieve further discussion on this will prove Paul's mesning.
On page three of you letter, you quoted 1 Cor. 13:8-13. You taxzel.

the position that the perfect Paul speaks of is Christ. I don't doubt one

sgcondf%ﬁat Christ is perfect, Howard, but let's see ¢f that is what 2aull

is taiking about here. Let's suppose Christ is the perfect referred to

here. Then who is the imperfect? I taxe it from your letter that the im

perfect refers to us. If that is the case, themswill we not pass dway.whe

the perfect comes? 1Cth verse. iWhen the perfect comes(Christ) the imperd
fect(God's peoplad will pase wmway." We know that isn't so since the-apos%
tles Paul said that we havethe promise of eternal life. Heb. S:15. Again%‘“f
let us éuppose Christ is the perfect refervred to here, as you s&7, ana.thd

imperfect vefers to our tongues,aknowledge and prophecied. 4“hern to bring|

these into perfection{you specifically say that our knowledge will be pern‘\

fect when Christ comes), aren!t yoz robbing the perfection in your aiéume‘iku
that rightly belongs to Christ? Iénother words, Paul gives. two condition

perfection and imperfection. If you use the perfection referring to Chrié#ﬁ‘
and use 1t again referring to the state we wil gain at Christs coming, you

are adding another pﬂrfectioqﬁnto Paul's meaning. There is only one per-
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fection and one imperfecticn in Paul's teaching and all he says can be

%s you say, Christ is the perfect referred to herevand the'imperfedt reid

knowledge, they will cesse. " will they ceuse$ Becanuss they are imper
fect, 9thverse. The things thatare perfect, thatwill never fail, and will

abide 0r continue on after the imperfect has ceased is faith, hope ang

16.

’laced §nto these two headings. We shall see later. .aspgain let us suppos

0 znowledge, tongues gnd prophecies, and these will last until Christ ¢d

If this be so, then I would like to ask Jou when the "moze excellent way,l

111 abide, that of faith, hope, and charity,of which Paul ls spesking?

e says thaet he would show. them & more excellent Way than what these gift
oﬁld give. 1Cor. 12:31. We find the continuance of his thought in the -
oYy next verse when xhe preaches unto them charity(love). He says love

L1l never fail. Aas for the imperfect things, prophecies, tongues, and

‘charity.

Gozld we hope for if we get to heaveny ihen faul ssid these tnree, Faith,

faith, hope and chamity. Now,

tilvthe.coming of Christ, when will the more sxcellent wag abide, that of

can hope adide in heaven? Will faith abide in heaven? Xnowing the mean-
ing of faith (faith is the substance of things hoped for the evidence of

things hot:seéni)yhel'm sure faith can't ablae in heaven, since whet more

faith, hope and eharity? 7Tour argument would place them in hesven. 3ut -

Hope, sand Charity would abide, there is & strong implication in the word

‘ '
aébide itself, that indicate something that will continue on after sametbi@ﬁ 3

it

th

else has cessed. If I'g say, "Both my wiTe and I went nome, and she abided"‘

A0 A B Ao T S Sy T
HRS B ju..L [ S A,

this is his summation, Howard, that the more excellent way is £

would have the impression that I had left, wouldn't it$  Paul taught to|

ose who had spiritual gifts that the things that world abide, or continue .
. — (R

¥

e

- N
ifyou say the miraculous gifts will last un- |




ot

2

K

things ave the spiritual gifts, 1 Cor. 13:9, then ['m sure he is declarig
that spiritual gifts would cesase. ihe guide from then on, for the Christ
lans is faith, hope, and charity. [hese three things, when practiced to
the fullest extent, gt entirely sufficiemt to make a perfect child of God

Think on that statement, Howard, and see if it isn't S0.

would necessarily be the same. He must be referring to both the perfect

and the imperfect as either beings or thinszs. 48 you suggested
& consistent reasoning, we saw where that would lead us. TIot only that,

volid. Since Paul's whole lesson is that of g "more excellent wayl it is

Paul's lesson clear. The way of tongues, krnowledge, and prophecies is an

aperfect way. This way would always lead to confusion sna coveteousrness

aéiding devotion. After studying Paul's compltete lesson, I canit.conceive
of any other interpretation than this. Hotieé: Wéharity never fuileth: by
whether their be prophecies, they shall fail: whether there be tongues the
shall cease; whether there be knowlsdge, it shall vanish away. for we kno
in part and we prophecy in part.™ VWe know this was so,for from the begin-|
nimg of creation, even the inspired men knew and spaxe only in part, with

the conception and understanding of a babe. fruth was presented to sach o

Since Paul is compsaring the perfect and the imperfecﬁ,his sibject

he perfect refer to Christ(béing) and the imperfect refer to man(being)

2t it would make Paul's statement about the imperfect belng xnowledas,

aly plausible to reason that the perfect he vrefers to is that way. Then

nowing the Imperfect he refers to-iszanother way, 1 Cor. 13:%, it makes

e 1t did at Corinth.

The way of faith,\hOPe and love would lead to unity and & true and

=Y

17. . . L

on,would be faith, hope and charity. <Anowing that ne teathes the‘imperfqgﬁ;

g

-

, 1f you let

f

them in dark hints. Then Psul's lesson was that when that which wWes to come

WL

E]
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iould come, and give tnderstanding, then these things that gave only in

- o .

art would be done away. The perfesct, T reason,.alao refers to a know-

A

In the nesxmt ehapter, he again warns them: "Brethern be not children in

3

nderstanding: hppbeit in malice be ye ehiidren, but in understanding be
ye ment [n James 1:25, we find that the New Testément law is & "perfsct:
law. Why not try to apply it to Paul's teachings. "When thet wihich is pé

fect lswcdméljthen-that dhéeh- ise simapant cekalitbayjope. &nay.?t Wheldthis

pgtfeév kaw fully came snd therefore known completely, so that it would
bé able to guide them, then the spiritual helps or gifts would then Pags

away. They will be no longer necessayy. Notice how this reasoniig fits

in with the next verse;"Whem I was a child, I spake as & child, I unders:|-,

8tood as a child, I thought as a child, but when I became & man T put

aWay childish things." Just as certain &8 & child needs special considerd

ation, these early Christians(%hildredU Parl is writing to needed special

consideration. Such was giveng to them when Jod gave to them spiritual

2ifts, but Paul teaches such gifts would ls st only until thegx became mey

&"
at which time the gifts would be no longer needed. T would like for yot t

notice that Paul teaches practically the same thing to the churck at Ephesma.

Q

gave toward the est

Ep?. 4:11-16. Listing some of the “helps”™ that Christ

ablishment of His Chureh(he listed more in detail, 1 Cor. 12:298). Dsul

saints, for the WOTk of ‘the ministry, for the edifying of the body of o7

Christ: "§411 we all come in the unity of the fsith and of the knowledge
of the 3on of Bad unto s perfect man, unto the measure of the stature of-

the fullnegs of Christ.™ Paul E

87 g here undoubtedly had epiritial gifts or ”helps”‘in the Church.

1
|

edgdbr understamding, just as tre imperfect dld ‘and he ermpares this un

lsts apostles ang prophets and other lead-

ge pro

i

[
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208%eon tecshow for what purpose they weregiven:"For tne Pexrfection of the|

tand ﬂdhﬂto that of a grown man, just as he doeg in other writings of th. 




S

that provedtto the peopls that this doctrine was truly from God.. tThus, the

Word was confirmed once to the world. Heb. 2:3,4.

of the

necessary.

30n of God.

3

and had not come to the knowledge of God.

the case is the same, because today it is through our own fault ang pre-

2idices that we are divided and have not yet the knowledge of

19,

ceeds to tell for what reason they were given and how leng they would kiﬁt;‘

'Till, or until, We all come in the unity of the faith and of the gn

It 'seems so clear why 3o0d gave 1o those in th

Ghurch miraculous gifts, Bowmard. They were not yet united im this faith

You might say that we are

20d .

was then, this new gospel.would have, no doub®, been idly taken &s just

andther wind of doctrine had itnot been for the miraculous manifestation

Dur infallible guide tpday is the Bible end the3Rible alons.

L Tim. 3:16, 17, Paul says, "All scripture is given by insp.ration of Gof

A segcond time is not

=T g s e

owledge

€ early

nat

united in falth today and trherefore we still need gifts, but I don't believwe

8 it

In |

“.. and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for corvection, for instruction

Christ following first onsithing and then another, to the "Grown up" who is
grounded in truth.

fro snd carried abdhut with every wind of doctrine, ete,

the early Christisns were surroundeddy every wind dectrine.

ripture?

in righteocusness, thatthe man of God may be perfect, thompughly furnished

|
|
unto all good works.™ If tie scriptire is able to furnish us unto every J

saying, "Paul you're wrong, we need more than Just the scriptare.” V”j
|
comparigon of the "Children as those who are not in cbmplete knowledge of

"That we henceforth he no'more children tossed to

bBt speaxing

trath inilove may grow up into hifg in a&ll things.” A4s is evident here,

It becon

od work, and make us perfect, what more should we need today than just |

Saying one needs spiritual gifts today, ale9 is just the samel. .

Let's notice further in Paul's letter to the Ephesians he again used the fl‘

810

the

€8 nore |
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plﬁin then why God needed to give unto them spiritug] g2ifts. fou can seb
for yourself, how suehaa‘"wishy-washyﬁ beople,only in the infangy 6f:the

truth would have established that

glorigus institutian, the Chu¥dh, withd

out the §irect assistance, from Sogd. again I say, Gog gave 10 his psopld

that which wes needed at the tize it was needed. iliracaloas 2ifts were u

needed then. They are not needed.today. Today we have God's oun law in

A
i

| =

o

written page., not when Chrfist

I believe these lessons glsgo teach that it isg

comes that the "children"must waitr to become Mmen" but thatl we can 'grpw

up" before we ever see Christ. #hen Paul says im verse 9, 1 Cor. 13, "we
Znow in psrt and we Prophechyin pagrt” I think you will have to agree that| j

he refers to the time when# the Were children. fhen when he says Twhen
Jy

I became a man {or when [ grew up) I put away childish things™ ke certains

1y means they woulg put away those things. that were in bart. and he says| |

thpse things in part are the tongues, etc, I can't see how you can rightlyuJ

understand Paul's teaching in the Corinthian letter in any other way espeeL f
|

1811y vwheng we study it in the light of all his teaching. .again T will g
contend that the perfect Paul speaks of here ig not Christ. ferhaps you

get your reasongapt from the 12th verse of 1L @or. 13,

throush s 2lass darkly but then face to face." I ‘

"ROY no4 we see !
|
1 notice that you emphazied| |

the "face to faceTnmoﬁenmhan@vogu@id Tfor now we see through & mirvror darklyl |
¥ ‘ 2

fie| should nor more give "fsce to face" g literal meaning than ve snould "

"for now e ses through & nirror darkly” because Paul gses then botn for

same thought. I yOu say that Paul meant trat they would literaly 8ee 'fag

[

|
to facve" why not S&y he mesxt they were literaly looking in & glass. He

csald that along with the other, dida't he% VWhen he 88ys that they would se

face to face, it could mesn face to fa_e wWith

anything in the figurative

language with which he spesks here sng certainly cannot be narrowed down to

Mean only fsace tosface with Christ. In figurative langwasge, I'm ladking

R B T
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o faee with an accident. Both usese of face to face would be just sas uh

|

I

|

i :
face to face with this letter, or in figurative langssge ,I could come fage
|

d

seens to me that this verse,in order to harmonize with the otners, must
carry the same idea as that of the dark way,to which they had been accust

omed, and this wore excellent way, that 1s the main topic of 2sul’ lessoy.

ct

he law having been a shadow of sood things to cumé &nd aot the very imade
¥eikky Yqyy inay# of the things can nevér ete, make the coxers thersunto
perfect.™ llany places in the Bible we get the idesstnat the ¢ld law was
apt pertect, and rightly so becszuse the Gentiles were Ln no way saved by
it. Likewise, we get the ldea that the lew Law is & perfect law for all

people. When the 0ld law of carknese woald be completely removed from th

[+

ainds of men snd when they would npexn their under“tandlng to tiie lizht of

Nozice Rom. 7672526y Eph.3:4,8
this Hew Gospel then they would see face to fuce.y In ll Cor. 2:14-18,

IToHN B:i7-20
P?ul conparea the wall of dargness, that was in the ulg Law,to tnat of s

| a - . » To - . - . ‘
vell that could not be removed until they hsad turneda the nevw liberty wnich

was 1n Christ. He proceeds to say then, "And we all, with unveiled fuce,

beholding the glory of the Lord, are being changed into his lirenesg."”

[n other words the new Way provided a way by wkich thney could see opernly,

face to face, the glory to which tre could attain. ihe 0ld Law never pros

vided that vision. 7The 01d Law was = Ydark law": tae new law is a’lizht"

lew, 11Cor. 4:4. With a little reasoning you can s&e how ¢o
cellief fits im not only with Panl's statements here cut also witkh his uhol
Corinthian letter. I sgree, Howard, that Christisns had mirsculous alfts

for their use in the early ehurch, bat Psul ssid they wouzla ceace, and the

thin#s that would sbide wou ld be falth,*hope and charLty. That is final,

Now to poon.rn the Gl&C ssxog on Whetner the ad 2lthood state of the

ergtandable, figuratively, as that of looking through & glsss dargly. tt

otige Heb. 10:1, it speaxs of the bobd law as being a shadow., "For

Wpletely this |7
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we doT" proves that. Dot anywnere ca we find that from the fhut tndt a o

22.

o

cFurch needs tongues, you ask, "If & thouoht that on the day of Pentecost|

that thpse that spoke in toqvues receaved the evxueqce of th noly Splrlt
' ‘3” o 1 a0 AP Pt o ST 1 % : Lt v - FRN N R
b cause they oould speak in toqgues J"and L ll anSWer" YQ% I ao ”hey

eevtalﬂly Knev they had some sach aMaZlﬂ” power beoause they not oqu spo#e‘

1 . ! Pt *

e omLTLy Dnlrly. o cvatoroal Lo v Yhey Te Joun

in tongues but it says the/ dld many signs aﬂd monders. verse 43. I als

. . . - o o A " T e T s . v
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belleve that the power of spe quv ln tonoues waE not glven e;tlrely far

" o ooy o1ty . ]
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althouph‘they no db'bt bhsyeﬁha Eraat part 1q doxng that very tnln The

',} H‘ X . g\‘,:‘-“v .-__u - ,_‘_‘y»\ - - “: ‘l_ﬂn ‘! " . ‘_l‘,
a . o

fact thaththere were sever¢l ndtloq lltles present on this uay and that

- . [ E o~ . R
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God chose an opportuna tlme ta reach tye understandlng ﬂﬁ everJo 6 by asis
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unoerbt ndlﬂg that came, from the toqgues 18 What re?lly siowed tnem,iq_whﬁ

aﬂkpsypaondiﬁﬁqn,xhey jqa;;y“wepg.‘:J“at a8 1t nas, heg@m|anq other pluces|

the puppose of shOWLng other natlonalltles the plaq of uOd s graat salvat'

‘\-L (Tu"l.." ' o oY “j N L4 il W : \‘ i '
tlngues shows to me that thnoues pl;yed a grcat part in brlﬂ?lﬁﬂ every mamn

g

to penanee. ihe ev1dence of tnngues tnenselveb uLd not save anyone,but the |
' : S A ‘

thq Blbla, tonumes were to be sed for und@rbtanmxng,‘aad certalnly God- t

st T
adVantaoe of that opport”nlty on_tne day of Pentecost .to make. all national-

ities mderetand what hls plun of Q&quthn Was . ,Wheqﬂggtg;:gaidb{waepep

G T e

and be baptlzed ""tnose very words conveyed to their mlnds part of od 8

v L
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of" S&lVJthﬂ qd we have qo reason to aasume that Peter was qot yew spea&:

| . - i e, \‘ P
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in tongu es whether one at a tlme or bmheTWlSG wnen he saxd tkeqe words.
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Tongues aurely had to be used even ﬁhen thls was saad else how wauld every |
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GO qvejlma of God s plan of salv4tloq. " The faCt that they(eve“ lqcl d réh

L P o=t _‘-a- -

. man under&taﬂd hlm. I def1q1tely belleve tongues played a great partﬂlq ﬂ
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the 12 0 1f you waqt) had to gues, howéver for thelr“ﬁbé di& not save
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them. The fact that the questLaq was asked "len ano bretherﬂ wnat snglh
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~gseen to mearn from the emphésis plzced it, that any evidence of any spiritjsl

gift wowld prove thut they wnere eternally saved. 1 cen't see thut kind

an idea even in the early Christisn clspensation when tney really did hav
a miracgulous power of the Holy Spirit. Show me where g Ian wWas ever Ungy
tLonablg saved from the fzgt thsat he hnad a spiriteal gift. Show me where

parson kaving a ppiritual gift in tne early church ever tsugnt "because [

have a aift of God I am asssured of neaven." The power of speaking in tor

? aed & definite puroose, Howard,iust as there ig s defidiite pirpose for e
\
a

sct of @od but thaet they were meant fior understanding. If they weren't £
understand ing what kand of a spiritusl upbuilding would they have proaucse

anong those trying to leamn God's word. Where we dind tonocues recorded 1

the Bible we also find the writery talking about understanding also. [n g
|

ersl,that was the case. One brinzs the thought of the cthner. Vhen the

abostles spoge in tongueg on theuday of Pentecost they were dwellliug al J

for
o

purpose of the tongues were to insure that men of every nution could

derstarnd what was being said to them. HFurthermore, I nelieve thne tongu

=1

o+

£ ct
e
()

-,

nd wasrnot just anotner doctrine. This w

s evidetit frowm tane fzct the pe

o
e

plerwere gstonished at such anazing power that povosespuboGod-conrld. creat

W

|
!

Consequently, the people hearing Petgr saying, "Repent and be baptized™,
%re convinced that it was the will of God, for the miruacleg proved that
b

. of ‘
Gid wze the author. Then the people heatd itheuwoerdssPeter,they realized

that teg¥ what they saw and witnessed was not sufficient to save then.

They crééed out, "ien and brethern, whit shall we d09" Then Peter sald un

them, "Repert and ve baptized every on of you in the name of Jesus Christ

for tkhe remission of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Shos
Lptis ot~y oo wmatic: ha

i

verything God does. I don't bWelieve that tongues were ever a mysterio#s

lemn devout men out of every nation under heaven. .cts 2:5. 3urely the

ed a8 & confimmation to the people that what they saw was trualy froa Gf
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from on high. A4lso notice scts 2:37. However to brinz othere in on tiods

Let's stop to notice here, Howard, that if not only the apostles, but glsgo

—+

[ d

baptized) was surely different from the baptism of the Eoly Soirit. Thd

\ . , . L
ever, whether Just the apestiés or the one hundred and twenty, Or even a

thousand pecple were baptized im the Holy Spirit on the day of Pentecost,

h
the purpose was still the same. However, when we were discussing this gues~|

tion, T asged you 1o prove where the one h@ndred and twenty were present
stt to gel you to notice the rewudinsg & little c¢loser and not assame so

mech. I remember fthat you found that there were seventeern nations thut

postles c¢ould have spoken seventeen aifferent languages by tie power of
oF AeTs

|
} |
Sod. If you can show me thut the time when the first chapterasidea, ang %he
| ! |
| .‘

beginning of the second chapter of Acts is continuous, then I'll come mork

nearly believingzthat the hundeed and twenty were present in taut "Upper

an upper room. HNotice Luke 22:12-14. Also notice in icts 2:1 who the anf-

ecedent of "they” weould be. 1Wouldn't it be the closest subjest that Luke

wWss just spesking of, which Is ilatthias and the eleven spostles? The sec-

igza strong implication, even in those words, that this is a different aay

g

Acts 1:2,4,7,8, however, made it clear who was to be endued with the powel

Wy - N - i e Nt e SN

pent and be bsptized and ye shall receive the gift of the Zoly Spirit," dhen

proof &s still that the gift of the Foly Spirit is different from the comm-

lete baptiem of the Holy Spirit. It really doesn't matter either-wgzy, hdw-

heard the twelve apostles, which is really no proof, realizinz that even bna

Room™ with apostles. Jesus was with his apostles sven before this time.ip

ond chapter statds out, "and when the day of Pentecost was fully come”™, thers
;]

than at the time the first chapter endod. Christ taliing to tce apoStlesh‘

otnersrecelivea the pouring out of the Holy Spirit(ss you reason) then Petfer

0ld them they would receive sometring they already had. “hen he'said.,WRe‘\

he gift of tne Holy Spirit, whieh thapydid not have yety (they were not [yet



|

auch danger, if you wish. Ibelieve as the word indicates, tnst God 28ve

Tower-does not change its purpose one bit. You can believe thiut without |iwh
pial

the apostles powercto perform mirscles ss a confirmation to thne people tHat -

what they witnessed was from Sod, and whatever was said unto them would

nPt be 1dly.. received as another false doctrine. That was the purpose df &

| _
the power eiven to the sapostles to confirm, or to bear witness o0 the wodd.

Beb. 2:3,4. Now, in answer %o you guestion, "Why ardnrft tongues necessary

today if they were then%®" fou may well ask it this wsy,,"Why isn't it neépss

ary to coufirm the word of God over agaln just as it was confirmed 15 the

people on the day of Pentecost?™ 4ihat is what 211 miracles were for, so [(a%
‘ p

that 1s precisely your question. Jo.answer:this, I['ll ssk you tnis gquestilon.
D 9 J q

D‘es the word of God need to z2e confirwed over snd over again? I believef

\ . . N
wWwithout further proof that the Bible is the ™Word . of 3od'. It was proven

to be thet once snd for sll. Those who desirermerecproefifrom God outwarh-

ness? True faith is the substance of things hoped for, the evidence of
things not seen. Heb. 11:1, Rom. 1C:17.

Fow let us g0 on to the last part of your letter. LCor. 14:14.

ing is anfraitful.” You say that if Paul prayed in an unknown tongue and
didn't know what tonsue he prayed in,what right have we to ask, "In what

tonave do you speak?” Well in the first place, Howard, Pauvl aia nnt say

tonzue my spirit would pray but my understs&nding would be unfruaitful. In

the second place, when he says, "But oy understanding is unfruitful™ the

self. I[n other words, my understanding to others would be undruitful. i

ly,are surely weak in Faith. .uet they always need something they can mimaw
f
1
For if [ pray in an unknown tongue, my spirit pruyeth, but my understandp

that he did pray in an unknown tongue, here. Hensaid, ‘For "if" I pray ig

ar. Unknown tongue.” In other words, for if T would pray in arn unknown &

Tmy understanding", heie meanse his understanding to others andg not to hims

reason he says, "my understanding” wuss because 1t would be nis understangd
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iqv thatiwould come from me(

1 be umfrultful or unproductlve t
‘fhe “my Eaul uses here

iﬁ thatwas eouveyed )

‘be for hlmself but for other sﬁwhole lesson auyway to use

i hlm "Speak to me in the POllSh t

TEetr speak fo you iq’ the °ollsh

14
Ch
-

ng thqt would come fram hlS usgs

4

tgouléwp?ay Ln.an‘“ng¢omq toqgwe

9t my undersia 304112 yas.he
Lt . cmmon i ,,

o those that Would. hear. . s¥ou gee, Howard

refers to the fact QQ@t 1@ -waulkd

uut as 1t wo ld be n;s ise of. the tangue; .neither wp.

Th&t mas Paul'

- Jka _-t

n others could uncerstaad 1t.

L 5 . - ..:..” (VNS T
an én& of teaehlqo bv a 81m11ar example.

qucae 0ﬂly whe 'gpt\me illgatraie_Paul’sh

i L

uuppose a POllbh person . came 4,

b hOme Who spo&e both the En01lsh and the POllQh tong ies. Unless you
L e AELOA T Wl I u e
*w the’ Poll“h tonoue bOth Of you had better converge in the English tog, !
Te 288 :

& for hlS Pollsh t@ngue Wou

a.

Lﬁ be an unknown toqgue to yau.~

W0 wvevses, L0

onwue” ne would probably reasoq tha

Cuaxt S G m]x,a & [

toqoue my mnderstandlng would be
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iPBis it here)s woal&*

But 1f JOou spy |
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i ﬁi;ée'dbeémnof Qean‘fhét fhe umderstan@1ng mould .be Luconceivable to himgelf.
i : AL thonowlatls
bﬁfmm&éﬁééammé tolomu._ Such & menner of ,teaching is precisely what pguile
wETLne T oM T fne . Lew

HE R TR e e oan
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27,

|
\ . . . . - . ‘
was prayinz, I believe, again youzare mlssing the whole lesson by Pau/s.

tke firet place, I doubt very much if Paul ever prayed in an nnLnogn ton

sQ that tLose present would have sn anfruitful uvnderstanding. He wss so for-

&

=

i1t. 156th verse. I adait that those ne was writing to,and also Paul nimsellf

had the gift of tongues: but tnere vias & deéfinite purpose for them theks.

Panl teaches,the purpose of tongues wes not for confésion such a8 their

ofthem produced. For God is not the suthor of confusion, but of peace, as
&1l churches of the saints, 33rd verse. FEven "if" gifts of tongues were f
us| today, we dare not. have the confusion of &ll gpeaking at once, as we.do

find in churches of today. I pity the people’whouwon't heed Paul's teachi

o1 this. What he says in the next two verses, 15 and 16, not only shous

thatt the understanding is for others but a8lso answers in an indirect way
your guestion of "What right have we to ask in what tongue do you speakn

Notice it. “What is it then? I will pray with the §pirit =nd I will praj

Thezspirit and with
with the understanfiing also: T will sing withﬂthe,understanding also.”

bly teaching against their bracticing it, I znow be. wp&aldn't have aodn

Ellse

In

ke

i

&8

uge

b

T
G

(If7"I didn't) wkensthou shalt bless with the gpirit, how shall he that ogcu-
] .

pieth the room of the unlearned(tongue) say/lmed;at the giving of thanxs, sh&

ing| ne understandeth not what thod sayest?” What ever wss to be §one was tijo

be ?one not only with the spirit bat with theﬁunderstanding also., We should
accgpt just half of that statement, but sll of it. When he says tporay withl
the |spirit,"” I belisve = berson does that when he prays earnestly and sincei

ly, lwhether in one tongue or another. But when he says "prgy with the unde
|

standing also™, that must liamit it to & ¢ommon tongue that was understoogd

gll. Of course and unknown tongue could be useq then, Paul said, if there
an interpreter, butthat would still put in the reslm of understanding. 5o,
uheﬂ he says, "What is it then?" it is 8 guestion he is asking to summarizae

his teaching. In other words, ¥hat should we do then? He answers it. I wil]

0t

in



pray, sing, etc., not only with the spirit but with the understanding =lsp

therefore, if I were to g0 to & church where they did not speak with under

tanding, I would know they weren't following the te®achinzs of the apostle

E%ul. The resson I would want to know what tongue you spoke in would be

I‘would £now wbether T would be edified by woming. If I oould Hot unders
what was said, it would be of little use for me to come.. Is't that righ
Now in regard to your last paragraph, you say, "I don't ever wan
besquilty of denying the power of godliness™, 11 Tim. 3:5. Truly, I don’
either, Howard, but first, let's see what the Tpower of g0dliness™ is, th

we 'll znow if and when we are denyinz its power. Jfrom the former viéws yo

gave 1n your letter, [ presume you reason that the pover of godliness is fhat

power of spiritual gifts that you claim to -possess, and all &hat don't cls

these @ifts are "denying the power of godlinessr., If you do, maybe youa re

ge%ting something from P aul's lésson that I am missing. The way Paul app

lips the power of godliness here, I can't reason that ke is talXing sbout

tinet difference. Godliness is a type of living in which we try to attain
;1“eﬁfwman93n
God-like virtues. Let's noticesPaul's letter andsee if it isn't just that

so?ething we are to practice in our everyday life. 1Tim. 2:2, "That we may

lead a gulet and peaceable life in gllgodliness and honesty™. 1Tim. 2:10,|

"whichobecometh women professing godiiness with good works.' 1Tim 4:7, "e:

miraculous gifts at all. I thingkyou are misinterpreting this verse as meFﬁ-

ing the power of @od instead of the power of god-li-ness. Z“here is a distpa&

S~

o
and
¢

to

n

u

im

-

| I
ercise thyself rather unto godliness,” 1Tism. 6:11, "follow after righteaz 8-,

ne§s, godliness, faith, love, patience, meekness." Elsewhere, in 1llPeter
|

temperance; and to temperance patience: and patiemce godliness: and godliness

brotherly kindness: and to brotherly kindness charity". I believe these

verses are enough to show that Godliness is a human, but God-like virtue,

"

5,6,7, "4dd to your faith virtue: and to virtuerknowlaédge; and to knowledag

R A e
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and is something that should be added just as any other virtue. Now when
Paul saidiin 11Ti@m. &:2-5, that "men would be lovers of their own selves,

covetous, bossters, proud, blasphemers, disobedient to parents, unthankfull,

K3
=

=
Q

that the transgressors would be the ones having the form of godliness) was

\
not
and

&8

bee

paovwer of god-li-ness., These people Paul writes of would renounce its power

to
WOT
is
bel
to

co
we s
sho
the
arnd
the
the
the
whi

I?wi

holy, etc.,” hesthen ssys iz vérse B, that these very ones he mentioned
wowrld have a form of godlihess, but would deny its-power in their lives.

Suﬁgly the only interpretation we can place on that ststemant(since ne ssild

th?t outwardly theywwould have a form of godliness, but inwardly they woulfd

29.

let godliness rule their hearts. fThey would continue to resist the grhﬁlv

not live according to godliness. [ don't doubt for & second but that,
Paul says, there is an evidencing power in god-li-ness. Many & man has

n lifted feom the depths of sin to the reslm of g happy Christian by the

leadithem in a godly life: instead they would be content with sinful,

more than I can see. Study the context of Paul's lesson, Howuard, snd I‘

see 1in wkat way a passage is used Before we try to apply it.::I cozld mi

used. It might outwardly seem to mean one thing, but if applied as it

forever." Such & "wide open” verse, people invariably latceh on to for
b

scriptures. I can see how people not gnowingthe correct application dof
t phiase could be led awayuto practice almost anything. fThe lesson in
ch this verse was used was th give comfort and consolation in that he

11 never leave thee nor forsake .thee.” 5theverse. "S0 that we may Boldlj

passage in Heb. 13:8. It says, "Jesus Christ the same yesterasy, toda#‘

[3

iraproof for practice of nearly &uything they can put thelir finger on iy .|

ldly lusts. How we can exfend Paul's words to mean miraculous gifts heﬂe‘i

ieve you'll see what Psul is saying here. We should always study, first,
s |

nstrue several things if I didn't adhere uhto the way the verse or phaage

|

ufd, in the overall lesson, it may not mean that all. Let's notice agaih‘



3C.

s&y, the lord is my helper and I will not fear what man shall do unto me"|

terday, and today, and forever," and it leads to the fact that God has never .

forsaken his people now,and will never forsake them. FPeople, kunowing thhg

e

ts application Just to suit our purposes. lLlany people Follow thsat very
practiece, however. illisapplication coupled with poor division of the scrig-
ture is a danserous path to follow.

Howard, I have tried to cover all of your letter and give you my

tnderstanding snd teoasoning of the particulsey scriptures with whish we deaflt..

I ?ffirm that the points I have presented are my own, and that I do "think
fog myself".

There are seemingly & number of things we disagree on Howard but &S

long as werboth agree on the fact that the Bible is the inspired word of de

we may still be closer togetherthhan we think. Our differences c¢an be iroxg-
ed |out, [ Believe, if we study the 3ible with an @pen mind, using zo0d reag-

oning. Some people look upon the word of God as being & mgsterious, harg

to understand revelation and that only those who are inspired(?) cunm knm ilts
teaching. I don't Believe that at all. I believe it is &@:plain a teaching
8% needed by man. [t was prophecied in the 0ld Testament that this new higp-

‘way Off -holimews Yshelll be For ¥ubse and even the wayfaring men, though fools,

6th verse. This is the context 9f that passage,'besus Christ the same y@s-

would be more likely to pursue the Christian life. PFrom the fsct that & Yot -

Se seems 1o mean on thing, on the surface, does not allow us to use it bejord

\
|
|
|
|

shgll not err therein.” Isaiah‘35:8. In 11Tim. 2:15, Paﬁl heeds us to "3tddy

to show thyself approved unto God, a“workman that needeth not to be ashamed

rigpily dividing the word of tfuths" Ihis verse is specific within itself k

and| cannot be misconstrued to apply to just anything. Paul says the word'g

trath must first, be studied, and secondly itmust Be rightly divided. If I
1 _

woukd read any part of the Eible without rightly dividing it, I might be g

[+ 9

U

| L
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thoroughly confused person.

wi

cabdgd to me today if I didn't rishtly divide or handle his wordg. I beligve
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aide the early Christisn into =1l truth. From the fact ghaet 3o0d did'then,

3l.

1 of the Bible, but I do not believe that all of it applys. to us today.

one time God showed his wondreus power openly, such as dividing the waQe

howe¥er, does not meun that he will teday; furthermore, we read in the Bille

at at one time God sent the Holy Spirit to bestow miraculous power and

wever, does not mean that he will today. Just because we read about s04e
ing in the Word does not mean that that something establishes a precedert
roughout the ages. 7The Bible, in & large part is bpE & ristory recorded

TROM. ISE L
r us s0 that we might Welieve. . 4s you mentioned in your letter,we fingd

ea

st

ne

an

s

thﬁt Christians today should have the same gifts? Just because we resud thit

\ . . .
rly Christians did wondrous ‘things, does that mean that because we are
111 cslled Christians today we have the same powers? I don't velieve tia

cessarily follows, Howsrd. I can show you that there were chanzes even

:ch changes. [t is Gods business 1f he desires to do away with & thing

wn

at

At

e

thet need. We don't need both the Bible and supsrnataral manifestation.

gther we thini he should or mot. I believe that God from the dawn o cre

lon has 2iven all that wss needed.for his people &t the time it was nssde
the dawn of Christignity the direct nanifestation of the doly Spirit was

‘ bl

eded to xeep Christisns aright in the truth. Doday, the Bible supplants

tThere are s0 many wagg. God spoke, gave, and de

th his people as was chosen by him, thaet I would not know which was appli-

t thaet such gifts were strongly coveted, but does that unquestionsgbly meﬁn

the Xed Ses, or destroying the earth by flded. Just becauzse he did then, |

der the 0ld Law but the people were still called ™(Children of Israél“.wftaﬁ

d.

'

corded in the Bible where the early church not only had supernatural giﬂtsY



truths, that there was then the greutest measure of the Z0oly Spirit ever

en 1o man. They could do wondroszs things, even to the raieing of the dead

Later on, vhere others became more groundediin the trath, God diminished tad’

extreme power to man snd gave to Christians lesser powers such as speakirg

iz tongues, prophecying, healing the sick,etc. Pepple even misused thése

i

aifts, we fing, in the Corinthian letter. Jhen affer several churches had

’

Something thst might be Lnteresting to note, doward, is that frox the begip~

. . . ha..S . . " L . . . .,
ning of time, Godphad to 'spiritually feed' hds people with one miracle ripht

af%er:the other. As long as God showd his hend » Miraculously, the people

followed hizm, but if God failed to show his mliraculous power at times wnen

the paeople thaught he should, they vere again disbelievers, zné sozetiaes

thing. 411 their progress, religiously, was put on God's shouljers. I ke

lieve G0od reverssd this situwation by giving to his people & luw thot was

-based on humsn works. When the insvired apostle Paul ss&it that Tyet shew I|
unto you & more excellent way’, he was undoubtably talking about the way of|

- . P v - . ’ ) I
faith, hope and charity. This way, [ believe, wade possible & mnurn's salvailn

o ! |
32. ;

e find in the beginaiing.:of the church, when only & few knew Godfs

way, Paul szid, would never fuil ung therefore, would abide. _1Cor. 13:5,1)3.

2iv-

been established, the apostle Paul declsres the ultimate will of 3od, a mqreﬁ

excellent vay to lead the Christian , that of Faith, Hope, znd Chafity. This

even became rebellious against God. e can dind Bany cases of that very tfig

tion uporn his own conduact. Tt literzlly relieved God frow the reed of perfumJ

. . o e . w oy - |
ing|and endless array of miragles wcich when he dig were often not respected

a nore perfect man and could ¢ome neasrer to beinz 'the type of pe rson 3od warne

ed nim to be, rather than slways remaining as a child whose faith was contid

ualiy- dependent upon God's giving of xirscles.
y B 2 2

.y

The person prscticing this way of faith, hope and charity,wounld develope into

|
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aaLd the imperfect would pass away(tongues prophecies1 and inspired gunowlled
Thov e , -

malE 30 : aUiuea PRI CUNE N
ge.. All‘three were mlraeulous } because by navxng‘such gifts, "1t/ \531d nedver

b= Joaer arw ‘

- L e f e G I VT S A M) I
allow men t0 ZTOW up s it 1tually and be saved by tneir own works. “The Blﬁie
_ *‘F_I‘, -l.-’ . ~'-‘_l:
teaches, however,

TN o ; . |
that - 1f lb Whaf we do‘asto “hether we Wlll be édvea dr nkm.

R N e B R St Ll : gk
0d has done moré than'nis parf A0Y it is" "p o g, Y ﬁ thho 1t tne nel

LY

o=

of Fndt t’li&”‘aﬁ&éw&f’m&&i&ééﬁéiﬁ_&ﬁ&ﬁééihé‘&ag“ééé"‘cadﬁéammﬁf‘aéﬁi_ﬁfdm 2ifte blgafid

%ﬁdéﬁgif’imﬁeﬂfgﬁtioﬁ; we ‘tan-understand whyHod considered it necessary, 4t

-

one ‘time, to shdwLana%oﬁé?e§fdéngéldf*tﬂ%ané&“éhﬁfah of “CHriet, to-sIl peh-

(O Dw AL e xR B T e DAL N I A S g ‘ e vk
ple aﬁpe did té that idolatrous and most  wicKéd city oF Cofinfh: and, further-
Ealif oy e - = Coa

more, wWe can see that the sltuatlou thak eXl ted thaq Lﬂ h&Vlun nothing to
Tukl orote - Y- Jrle L oLEE N
turn to for revelatloq of truth other thaq meq does not presert 1tse1f o~

n

il ke e arn L okl Coavide st Rl ‘ )
day. Indeed not, we hdve the sacred 1nsp1red word of ﬁod 1tseli Lﬂu&-b00£ Wwe

B A.f il o : N0 . ‘ .

call the. Blble as thoke dld ‘then that wee Sﬁi5é5;¥héo'all truthb 55 tne éﬁpjﬁ

gfﬂat fai Lm@a;tafisahaf Eﬁeluolj épi%i%. Aﬁé%léé Jpﬁ; 5'5 4. 1 S

‘h Wf . fhé a;mg“truégé %éé{.thé‘diéagpié; g} ;1d acqulred f;am tae dlraat 

ol St.oLE voEacaln o=y en Ut lhst oo . SRR L )

suidanbélby the Eoly bﬁlrit tLe navé toé;yixh the Blble forhfhexm&yhnen n ﬂ“r

o T P R < I S S A R o Lo Lt tger oY AN |

that wers 1&1dfd by the nOly-bplrlt we;; t he ones that ﬁmmte tne Blble. Thﬁ@”

YN A : E O S P A SR I S} ! oL, i [N -

ig 'why I believe there 1? perfectlquen;ugh 1q“tne word of od because ”dd

R DN A O PRI S : ceat o7 -

‘Eéﬁse}?‘ t??ough ?en,rrof? hlg W1l}:? F@»léﬁ?ﬂ}EFat &ll‘thaf perFalns ta Dﬁf‘

sﬁmis éalthlom_ls found fééorded fg; ié.lﬂ uOd‘é Wlll:w‘We iéafg-thut mf wé

L ftme @ 0L nar Nl WOET LToTnaL, Toawe o . el T &

w;ll 11ve“accordL;ﬁ to aodis plan it Lolés fér us & promxse 9f everla;ting h |

ii;;.“hlf g; o&r lnst;uétlon-;n riéhigoﬁéhéé;‘and Lt is able io aulaemué-ﬁﬁwﬁ‘

oL S P P £ S SIncR wit canithen ithe Bible “riselt wawd _havete be: persagh;

‘ﬁgifggtﬁ??: l%_?}m:'? 16';fI oe}leY? 1;_Pféause it says it can.A ~?§l}g1n9€Mgu

i, thon 1y, shoulg ue expect wayfhing more fron Gedy Eor one o sey taat|
‘ ﬂﬂ9‘§aYe”PLm‘ffd1{$%t gul kﬁﬂce 5j the%hgly Splrlt lt\??t only lowers the ‘P‘

ipminent position of the inspired word of s5od but also infers that the acré "
‘%Alﬂ BRI A A T D 2. dod T J? s -
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Btmre %ﬁwﬁptﬁgpfféciegt furthermmm951*‘0ne 5838 he has & dlrect gulaanc@ bawfl

Mh? &oly bplrlt 1t plaggs God as 8 respedtor of g:rsq‘ ,‘Whlbh lS a contradJ
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tion of the word. Acts 1€:34. If the Eoly Spirit guides directly)what goaf

is

tod

34.

ay, it would have to be the same plan as we find in the Bilvble, so there

the scripture? If a direct plan of saslvation is given by tne Holy Spirit

really would be no need for that direct conveyance. I believe everything we

reea

by

kno
Sa8

Pau

kno
Eol
pPowW
sam

in

giv

to

2t there was only one baptism then, so evidently Hody Spirit bsptisa had

the principles laid down,we can 20 to heaven.

The beptism of the Holy Spirit was once given to a select few. I
W no one teday is baptized in the Holy Spirit for no one can perform the
e wonders that those did who were baptized in the Holy Spirit. also

1l wrote (in the year A.D. 64 when ne worte the Ephesians letter, Zph. 4:

this subject, Howard, so I don't <now quite what to say to yox, but I &f

w, no matter what you practice, that you heve not been baptized in the

er as the apostles?) [ defy you to the test of provizg it by doing the
e miracles that we know could be performedby those who had been baptized

the Holy Spirit. That would be a fair test of evidence, viounldn't it? If

£

g2ive zlragulous gifts to man. In the Bible, When & sirscle was erforme

it was really & miracle, something wondrous,without question: furthermore, fr

the

W S U RS DR

ne

= - (] b e Y * L
word of such miracles was spread to all men. foday, :80-called airascles’]
ot of that character at all. T never heur about any. I have lived in

performed at your church or any other church who claims such. [f thod

claim miracles, todgy, were asked to perform the sane zirscles as.thie

ot

d to know for our soul's salvatiorn is contained in Ged's word. If we liw

&n

¥ Spirit. If you should ever claim that Jyou or anyone else Lhave been(sage

the early c¢hurch, znd when T say that, I am not saying that God couwld not

s it if he wanted to. I just do not believe it is in God's plan of salvs

th Bend for more then a year now, but I have not hearsd of any trie miracia

s3]

eady been done away. I'm not too well acguainted with you religious belfief"

why not? I don't belleve anyonme hasg the power todayithat was manifestes

e
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Lgﬂﬁ be;up@gmgtqgggple. Chrlst proqued that Ln hsthls dlselples thld be

Maould Qrohablg flqd that some of 1y words 10T eveq phraqes. 4t ;lnes ‘comld

--wqqu Qr apcant;oﬂaple Jdbber nas not promlsed where Chrlst was conuerned

Thase -peqple then ¢guld, speak in qﬁhe; ppngugs, Thiraly, Carist s&aid, "the

esrly apostles performed, they would fail miserably, and trey kunow it. We

tdday ‘¢gn do. Yo ey o8 well admit ithatiifect, Howsrde You might reasona]

ask}tﬂ&ugﬁ;'"hww ¢gn ‘yow, Dean r-ea)f we do not have any power in the face of
sugh passeges as Mdrd U638 @hﬁ?$mke:m0:iﬁxwatm%%@iif youa would . a8k &

gredt ion like thet, "I woulkd atilemst. ieah}ﬁh&t_mq* were sincerely mgnting

vatﬁe truth iwstead of-rdlinging ta that. opinion(de can do gs the. apost;gﬂ“

’.hlhjl i
it (Puce ofsdllidact ‘teday. . i: - s iiod tosc o o

L e

b
|
L3

‘t L® A8 pertainimg tavsueh passagQaL@symarg-lé;lziglﬁm‘lﬁpluslngpiqé;
b@@ﬁéwezitnfmy name shallithey cast._opt,aevils; they shall speaz with new
tongues; they shall taxe-up,.serpentsyiind if they drinkcsugjdgadly thinglif

§B8TY<w0t hurythem) they.skall lay hends on:the .sick,.zad they shall, recovs

Now let uscreasensi. Chiist:rsaid to his.aposkles,that -those phat would beligw

whalithe apestlesrsaldy-would.be able.te, first, castiout devils in "my nau

ca$myomempﬁay,uﬁawaid,mby_@uword of: gpmpgnd, restore oxe possessed with dey

@aih-mhﬁ:malmmessmaudaswi¢§n@@s thﬁ;gWﬁﬁngﬁﬁkpge‘Lﬂjghe_ﬁérlx_Ch?iQFiaﬂ dife-
pepsationg. . I camiTeads where thak was, oage possible..icts 9:7,. 4cts 19:17, [etc.
Cosis ypp 40 At ipdey?  Secondly; Chyist sald, "they shall spegk aith aew ton-

ug%éﬁqudﬁzﬁ Bpeaiing,means presenting a lgnguage, ﬁO th@t the wxﬂkx lunguage

able, to xﬁxalliglply speak 1 l&neuages th@y hau aever known.\ I coald eha ter

ughnowm words myself, aqd 1f there were any presemt that spaxe anmmharntﬁ%

b b . o E R

- o PR

b ap@lleq to thelr languaae. nqy one can do that ’b t Jmst épebi ?? a‘ﬁquﬁ

'u‘ ]

shell take up serpents:™ I believe Christ me&@int deadly serpents heve, for t

Kot w itha vt e doubt’ e EErly apostiles 4 id some Whings that no mewm on salitp

&

S
Cﬂ%iétﬁspeskinghta'hianapastlesssaid,»F&n& nthese sigks shall- follow thep t%ﬂi
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would be no danger for anyone to do it if he meant Gtherwise. I can rightlly ’

g

[4]

£g"Can,and would you do it?" You are the one who claims &ll of these thiqg}
g0 ['11l leave it up to you to prove it.

Fourth, Christ said, "If they driunk any deadly thing it shall nax

kurt them:”. INote that the thing drurk was veadly. Womld you be willing tT

prove thils promise was meant for you by atempting this act? lmuy, many reli-

minded :
lousapepple nave diled becszuse tney asssumed thst this promise was for them. ]

that 1s a fact we can't overlook. Surely you could not say that they did ad
believe God. Their very attempt proves that they did .11 this is yourarg-
uméﬁt, 80 eXplain why such deaths occur. |
| Fifth, Christ said, "They shall lay hands on the sick angd they shall
i recover™. This promise was not that the sick would receive Just & partial

recovery, or the sick had to be recovered in a church assembly, or the sicik

\ , . . . 3 , . ;
would reecover just ninety nine tires out of a hundred. His promise was thgt

*tlhey shall recover,” without ;one failure. Can you, Zoward, perscnally, helgl
ju%t anyone.anytime you aesire. lhat was Christ's proxzise, wzsn't it, thﬂt
all who believe will be able to "lay hands on the sick, and they shall rew h: |
coﬁer“?You do believe, don't you, Howsrd? You do not disbeliéwe Carist's
words, do you? I do not disbelieve his words @ither, poward. Even when T:
8ayy "I don't believe you have such power,” [ am still not disbelieving Chﬂmt%

“ords. Christ talking to his:ieleven spostles told them to "o ye into &ll %w {

worlld, and,K preach the gospel™, and then he ssid all that would believe them
would be able to have these promises. D0 you realize that this promiseL@&eL
not| neecessarily go any further thsn to the pecple then that hearé the EEEELE@?
There are no apostles today; hence, I am not contradicting Goé's words when|

I re&son that ao such amaging power is with any man teday .

1.
N T g ) (O R e



- wae for you today, Howard? You haa better think first, before jou zanswer.

7ok, he thsat believeth on me, the works that I do shall he d0 also; and gr%‘

er|works than these shall he-da* vecause I go unto amy fatnmer.® gZurely ia

|
\ - 1 T S s i 3 3 s ¥
this promise Christ includes nhis xiraculnus worgs. de find that after Chnris

o—

rs‘ended, believers did the things that Christ did and even aid wmore, Ln
gr#afer numbers, (an you prove suach power exXlsts todasy by doing &1l the

rightly

he |dig.

devils, seemningly &t will. Can you do it today? Can you ssy unto any evil

Let us notice John 14:12, Christ ssaid, "Verily, verily, I say u;tqz

Christ said that the believers he zave this promise to could d9 zll the Wwo ks

" mighty worZs that Christ did? If yoz can't claim sll, you san'tpchaln any,fx

In Luke 10:17, we find that ChrisTs disciples had possr to cast okt ﬂ
\

spirit, "Icommand you,in the name of the Lord, cowue out nin"? |The omnipotert

3od 1is not your source of power 1f youx cannot do it as euslily as the early

iseiples did. In the 19tLaverse, Christ even makes this promise greater.

nothing shall by any means hurt you." Would you sgy that toels | promise slsq

about in the Bible exlists today, Boward, &0 you reallze what thstwould zean?

Surely, God does not intend for that to‘bg. We d0 huveppeople [touay that

¢laln xiracles, & nd they really thiung & miracle is performed when even somd

want to see if they watch long enougih is only 2 self delusion, but todsy's

*mivecles” ave a far cry from what true miracles were in Christ's time. 7

same type of mirascles that is evidenced emong those Wwho -clsia miracles todyy

sre the very alraclegthat are accomplished every day in-our lives. 'ade tie

ewer populsr "gifte of healindg" cleim for instance, Ho you znow that toe
veyy same results that sreprocurred from the "miraculous healing’claim can

If you actually belleve thut 2ll such miracnlous power Thal we rte dd

be procured clear ocutside of the realm of religidn® Yhat kuas been proven Yo

e|eald,”Behold [ give unto you power tc tread on serpents and scorplons, gum

trifle thing is done,; furthermore, the fact that.people can seg just wonat {my:
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38.
be & fact. Anyone that can build up faith enough in a thing that 1t will

lished alresdy. The other part will soon follow with such a hope, and init

' )
tiative on kis part. At so-calledwﬁivine healings”they will tell a person

that if he does not have the faith that he can be healed thnat they cannot

heal him: but égain T can shaw you that faith was not a requisite for béing

hegled. Acts 9:26-42; 4cts 2C:9,1C; Acts 3:;1-11: Jn 1l:32~45; acts 16:16-19

Ach 8:6,7: Acts 28:8, ete. In fact, the word indicates that mirsales were

\
giYen, first, to bring sbout faith. John 2C:3C,3l. PFrom all indications,

i
Lo
, [

cure him of whatever ails him,,s grsater part of the cure has been accomp-

!

|

|
faith was not necessary when a person was hesled inm those dsys. 7Todsy "hedl-

ers" place all their fsilures on the "lack of faith™ excuse. [ believe thaff
there were real miracles today, =1 people would know it. This belief, thatu

a person is "healed™ when he comes to be cured of an ailment, and works him-

self into & frenzy by an increassing of loudness of music, hollerinz and wail-

ing and goes-away with an illusion thét he 18 cured, I can't see that that i%i

a Blble miracle. Or if g persin comes forward using s came and in the excilte

ment throws sway the caneand wohbles down the steps back to kis seat, I can

beleive that that is a Bible airacle.l don't beleive God would do such an in- |

complete job like that, if he were back of it. In the early Christian disdem

gation,, those sent of God healed whether faith was present or not. If faiFh‘

was wanting, they healed just the szme. People, then, were hesled,nirsculous

ly, by power of God; people today are healed oply by human metneds.. Inis e xlw:

cuse that 'things ha¥e to be favorable before they can heal(%?)" and the fact

"healers™ are limited as to thwings they canm do* gll goes to prove that thel

2ll powerful God is not their source of power. Uhis offer of gifts of nealling

is, however, an appealing one to the outsider. People who are exzotional anh

are easily swayed by sapperarances can become strong supporters of such u tekbh~



7 think that they are actually doing rizht when they practice healinzs,

sculous™ gifts are sppesling to them doesn't mske it rieht in the sizht

506

A lot ¢ould be seid here on the .prophecy that these very things woild

come about. Just to realize that trnese is this teaching, however, lel me

guote it: Paul said that therson of perdition, that widked one, would ve r¢

12d before thsat day shall

ves come  'mwhose coming is after the worging of Sa

with &11 power and=giens and lying wonders, and with all deceivableness of

anrightmousness in them that perish; because they received not tihe love of

saved."

the truth that they might be fou might be thinking that this proph

doisnot apoly to you but it truly fits yourpractice to & "tee.”

doubting that this scripture applies to your practice,fulfills the olher im

of the prophecy. "For this cause 30d shall send them strong delusinops thy

they sthohtdhelieve & lie: that they alllkight be dammed who believed not th

truth but hsd pleasure in unrighteousness.” 1llThess.

Tice |
Mhiives todsy, because God has given & delusion to those who love nol the

truth, “Phe:truth, Howsrd, is the word of God. John 17:17. The word of GO

is |the seripture. 11Tim. 3:;16. We should be gulded by the scriptare today.

11%

imitate 81) the miracles we find in it. Ir John 20:3C, John said, "and ma

other signs truly did Jesus in the prensence 0of his disciples, etc. but th

are written that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ the sox of 30d g

ng These mirac¢les that (

t bellevi ye might have Life through his nasme.”

tha

ist -d1d was not written so that we might imitate them  they were written so

that might believe. Just reading about miracles does not wade us performe

In Rom. 15:4, Paul said, "For whatsoever thinns were written afmﬂ

af [then.

time were written for ouwr learning, that we through patience and comfort oﬂ

2. I am convinced that some of them actually wantitto do wnat is right adﬂ

gues, ete; but just because their consclence is right or the practice af|

Your werd,

2 That is why suach pﬂ&h

im. 3:16% To use the scripture as a guide does not mean vie should try tg
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L' first try to-find out what the Holy Spirit was and what part he played.

4C.

but & hietory of how God dealt with his people and is given so that we aight

Eoly Spirit, if I thoughtl were to "pray through™ for the Holy Spirit. and
mifacﬂluus:evidence, I would ¢ertainly do it, for I want to be saved, but %
do$'t believe we zre to do that. I can't find any command that tells me t9

4o |that. Wnen I realize that the Holy Spirit was givex divectly &t one timg

Was he to save Christians or to lead them? We can always go to the thedry

thal the purpose of g thing is found by the purpose for which it was used.

fi%d that the Holy Spirit was used to give inspired xnowledge unto wen.so ths

that they would be zuided umto all trath, Johs 16:13. Aleo the Holy Spirit

the scriptures might have hope." The mirscles we read about in the Bible [is

believe. The people today are blinded to that fact. They continue to prae-

tice the very things that Paul sgys will condemn them. In the question of the

wag to confirm the word or to prove that it was from God. =rk 16:20: Alsb

the Hohy Spirit was to bear witness. Heb. 2:4. We fing that wnen a person
had besn given miraculous gifts by the Eoly Spirit he used such miraculous

2ifits, or should ad least, for the benefit of others. [ don't believe that

was given to man. It was uot given for confusion. 1Cor. 14:353. (3od and the

Holy 8pirit are one im Purpose) I think we can eonclude that the direct

assistance by the Loly Ghost was g2iven only because (God saw the need for it

there was anything mysterious or hard to understand about his purpose once fit
10

and | not just chaase.ﬁea"pmayéﬂgfarait::rRealizing that exleexme power wus 1o

be done away as more and more people come to the gnowledge of Christ, I don't

_ . L have |
see |why any direct mirvaculous revelation is needed at sll today when we,Geod |8’

word itself. But as always on a subjedt as this, so@e people put the high

the |[name of the Holy Spirit ls sometimes oatright shameful. I have seen. and

esteem of the Holy Spirit to an open dishonor. ?hat“sbma‘people practice iﬂf‘

heavd their antiecs. They consider uncontrollable acts gs the working of thd i
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_ |
spirits that possessed people during Bible tiaes. Tﬂ@ Holy 3Spirit was nevdf i
meant to bring unintelligible confusicn, <s that whieh exists toduy s mong
religious sesls Wno say tney have "it"., People in the esrly church were t@;@j
n0ot to use oven an unznown lsnguagze 1f those present didn't anderstand it.
The prophetsof old could always control themselvea,and they nad z2reszt trutis |
revezled to thex by the Holy Spirit. LCor. 14:32. Eaul taught that God (amd
therefore the Zoly Spirit) was not the suthor of confusion in the churches ofw

the saints, but of pesce. 33rd verse. How people today‘can cleinm Zhat 3od

is

nog,iI“ll never know. God through Paul said, "Let all things be done decewmb‘
am& in order.” That makk should certsinly stand out as to whether we todaj

have God, ard the Holy Spirit with uzs. Ian the early chureh, the LHoly Spirif
then, he were spesking directly todsy, as some teach, there surely would ndt

“be

penson clalms & refelation, and anotkher ¢laixms one, but ©oth sre differentd

prayey, moward, don't taze me wrong. "ihe fervent prayer of a rizhteoas man

tvaileth aueh.”" Bat, as always, people coutinue to pray for tiizas tnat thly

! N That
I beleve God would give them, but we learxn from the Bible,tre steps of obed

Ly Spirit. If they dance, hdller, wail or jsbber they resson they hawe ﬁhei
_ - |

1y Spirit for sure. I can't belisve, Howard,. that the Coly Spirit was ever |
: L

wmeent to be that way. UTheir sctions seen =0re lixe the setions of the evil

L
revealed the szme doctrine 10 oxne apostle us he did‘another, Fal. 3:4,0. ik

T : . - . ' s , N
fhich ore are we zoing to believe? It is xa0re plausible to ressorn that se Yth-

tatesGod for s person to continually pray for sn evidsnce or dirsct a=nlifesiuin,

41.

n
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| | il

with them in thete snties, whenvin the fsce of 1Cor. 14:33 he says Le iﬁ

the meny didderent beliefs and doctrines ss we Go dind in the world. ade .

ig frow God. 30 t0 the Beble if you want to f;gd‘the trath. It sesus tbui

Lowsrd, znait is just zy belief, personally, thaf it would sctuslly irrF—‘

il

T e Ay

n in the 3ible =211 is told hi» what he must ¢o. I gsincerely believe in

not need. TIf their souls sslvaticn wue dependent am usirsclasus gn’.f’l:s,13):1&591&“"l
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apostle Paal Sbld 1n EhLl. 2 12 to “morm out yoa owm salvatlon wlth feur

\%hen.lm the Bible so muuh te8011ng 13 placed upon the ﬁlﬁd of lees we llvq‘

: fellglon is thls,' “to xeep hluself unspomted frontthe world “James 1l: 27.

ience unto Christ does not include eraquOMS power wnetever. We find in

( N
E ‘ie fhaf fdur steps plf péople 1nto Chrlbt. fmath(mark 6 16) 1epeﬂt neé
1’ . '

,: -l
s 38} Coafe531on(ﬁom. 10: 10) “gnd Baptlsm(bcts & 38) NOuG of tneeé

:*fmﬁ faeulaus.* A peraon them tnnt dld these thlnga was aaded to thlst'ijf

N ’}_ . I~ R R ] o -
. be: aqded to the same ehurch. ney w1l nothave to JOlm anydmmwmuub Ch mﬁ
.- I -

J.'L = ¢ .. .
add them tc Hia Church. ufter ‘we ore in the Church it daesq't mean
wEd oL RIS P TN ) o
that our’ work is do"le. In f:s‘»ctr it nas Jll"-‘t beghu. We, tnen ha.ve some aa | -
l\ p ; - e . . E_' ‘ e __. 1 , n,- '

fo do ourselves. &hese tnlngs tnat are to be added ,are not ulracilo s eltI

I I S LT ‘ ‘ )
ThT apoatle Peter Sala "add to your faltn v1rtua' “ﬂd to v1rtue owled‘
niet ‘ ‘ . Salcl " :
and to kmowledge. temperande- and to temperance patlenae' aqd to patxeace
O DA ‘ Ve . e oahdS 0 ' L

oodllness. amd to godllness, brotherly Kqunecs. amd ta brotnerlyrclnduess

P Vo - T T NP
‘\s.ti" . v _...‘ . ﬁi‘
-

cm_rlty. “ For 13‘3 these thlngzs be 1n you and abound tney ma:ce jOU. thamf ye o

b‘ - , o :, ' 1_‘

L
hjll De nexther harren nor aafr 1tfu11 Lﬁ the knomledve of oar Lonﬂ ﬂeéhs

h

Lo . I ,: [N | ; ! - A
ist. " Peter ‘goes on t0 say that we should "alve dlllgence to maKe our‘
i B 5!’. o b N
c&lllng and electlon sure. for if ye do the 36 tnlngs ye ahnll never fall'

furtnarmore lf ye do tnese thLuJS "An entrance shall he dlulSt@Ted untc

- abwndaqtly, anto the GVerlastlng xmmgaom of oar Lora anu bav1or Jesms

Ghllst."llPet. 1:5- ll ine@e sTE the alnd of v1rtaes th&t mlll mdke us

wolthy df heaven, HQWdrd- (I use the word “wortny" as Paul nsed lt im ll”he

AN " - S ‘ l)u “ WS ! Lx

Z:IEJ "Wlthowt the merey of God all OfAWOMld cone short'%f heaven.“}. Wira-

Py CoT W e B R A A S L RO T L L SN L LR i

clngivem on the part of God , could not m¢£e people worthy of Leaven. The
) C ! S u! -

trgmblexmg. God has prov1dea us a way of Salvatlﬂﬁ ow 1t lS up to us tuﬂ¢‘
wal T and weork whoutp, o7 ' PRI R d g S
accept ity or regedt 1t. If vie llve modlj llves we Wlll be s»ved lmlm. 4:8.

e T | Gl wa LT

R A S 0 Bk I ,

we Caﬂ not help'Xﬁ thlmk that from odly llVlnE true Chrlstlaﬂlty exxsts.
i 1 . n . W .
Especlally 4o we reason that aay mhen James talls us tnat “Puee and undefill




~gomes fromn the word of God. he Bible is tne word of 80d4: hence the Bibll

43.

Luke 11:28, 11Thess #:16,17,Rom. 15:4,5, lBém. 2:1-4, 1l4hess.3:13; Janes

1:21-256: tnese are ounly & few Ifrom Rary Sctiptures thet seem to indicate

.

1]

:1-4, sald, “Therefore we ought to give th@ more earnestheed 1O the thing

wWhich we have heard, lest at anytime should let them slip." What phe QeoP

11Peter 3:18, 1fim. 6:11,12, Hom. 12: Titus 2, 11 Tim. F.22-26, Gal. 6:%9,1G¢, w

that Christian living is the thing to be practiced. the apostle Paal in ﬂeh;

o 1

heard was the things to be copied, not what they saw apostles do in miracleg.

atl first besgen to be gpokenby the Lord, snd was conflvmed unto us by them
thet heard him. God alsoc bearing them witness, both wiih sizzs and wonder

and with divers miracles; and 2ifts of the Loly Ghost aecording to his @Y

ness that the word wes “trath. &ne airscles were not the things to be copl

. : to
They were given just 18 4 establish truth. The thingewhich were “goken aqt

to the leldlwg aaunaer sf goul and spirit.” &nﬁ“ﬁower today, T believe,

fi]

chould be our power. ‘here a DIE cacher proolal A8 to & sinner who Bas neve

neard the gospel that a Savior dled 8o that ne might live, there is powey '

in thoée very words. Hrom evel the lowest type of a simner, I helieve.~é

Paul goes on, ‘How shall we escape bf we neglect s8¢ greut salvation: whicm]
will?" Salvation, Paul said, is sometning that is learnedthroazh words. The

|
them were the things pertaining to salvation . They were the Things, Pauﬂawﬂ
ssid, not to let slip. ﬁétice sach pessages ué'll Tim. 2:17; 11lTim. 3:14;U
i .

1| corl:18: Rom. 1:16. Indications aze that, not only wer can gain knowlegge.

- . - . -+ » i vy i
cen jast imagine God tningking, regarding hls people, “Yom: want powery Tl

dive you power. My word." Im Hebrews 4:12, Pawl said, "For the wera of [3od

~h

niracles were seperate and apart from salvatioa.ﬁ‘Mirweles wete to bear wiN#w

of sslvation by the word, but the gospel is our "power" unto swlvation. f;@

is quiek and powerful, and sharper then any two-sdged sward, piercingz avep.j

& persom c&n be elevated to & happy Chrisian by the effect the preaching diV

N ST SRR RS I
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e ot o

~as @ part of thegospel and one perforined to confirm the gospel. .lirscles
confirmed the spoken word, but were 2radually withdraswn in proportion as th

. eonfirmed word, the NewTestsment scripture, becawe morecirculated. EHven

44,

a

airacle could ever produce. Paul said, "For I am not ashamed of the 208 pe

thE gospel had on him; futhermore, T believe that ﬁﬁe power of the gosped §

ar more reaching affect toward the loke which God_wants‘tham: 84y physi[d.f

1

of Christ, for it is the power of 5o0d unto salvationm to everyone that believ |

et%.“ Bom. 1:16. I cannot reason thet we today need asnyother power than the f

hin through the word of God. There is zmot any other way.
Youumight he thingxing, Eoward, thet I am placing God as a respect

of |[persoms when I say we don't have miraculous power today as people once

dids Let us realize though that through all ages God has deslt differeﬁtly

k1 |

with men. If we wouwld use that kind of vessoning, that we have everything
304 ever gave to any man, we would §00n realize it was mot so. le csnnot {

304 & respector of persons today Whenever we compare owr blessings to just

any &ge; we can, however, reason that God ig a respector of persons, if inl

our day anﬂ_agé he would give more blessings to oneman than he does anothes

ed |just to dbring true Christisnity intd'gxistenee. ‘Many people are ignor&nﬁﬂ“

of ‘the faet that lall things written in the Bible a?e not there foo us to

imitate. Pauk said, "For whatsoever things weve written sforetime were wrill

might have hope@" Rom,. 15:4. There is & difference between an act of God

some of the apostles lived to see tueir almst complete cessation: fhe apos

tle| Paul who was sarely a firm believer, unable to Hhesl frophimus; "Trophim

laborer, if the prouise Christ gave,(to those who delieve, if they shall 1

hands on the sick, they shall recover. Mk. 16;18) was extended until then.

word of God itself. I f any person today desires to know of Zod nhe must m@éﬁﬁ

Hiraeles are not a part of true Chfiétianity, Howard. They were

tten for our learning, #hat we through patience and comfort of the scriptum@:

, is . . T o . N i
I left at jiiletus sick™. 11%7im. 4:2C., Surgly Peul would unsve heuled his ¢
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Paul urged Timothg to take "a little wine for thy stomack's sage and Yhine ja-.

i Lo

-ten infirmitées." 1l7im. $:23. From all indications natural hesling was adaim

ushered in, in the lattef part of the apostlie éispénsation. I believe aid
mixacles‘from God gessed close to the end of the apostles lives. There is ﬁ#”
phecy in the old law that uight lesd us to WAlieve that mirécles were to 1gst -
foety years. Ilieah 7:15. Icannot rezson that_miracles wére ever wmeant td‘
uphold true Christiamity,,Howard. I mean by thatrggfintregral practice of |
Chrictianipy. I believe that this "more excellent way™ of hope, love and ﬂﬁﬁﬂ
faithtoward God excludes them altogethér. All theg@ir&cles that were ever
ghowered upon man could not and did not bring aﬁoutfﬁhe‘trae love that God

rightly deserved. When people in the old law were abundantly blesses with

mivacles from 30d they &till rejected him. God said, "0 “ersslem, Jerasalqm;
' Lo

thou that killest the proPhefs and stonést them wh;dh ére gent unto you, hagw -

often would I have gathered my children together,Zeven as & hen gathereth Her |

[

I ﬁ
[
|
|

chickens under her 'wings\‘ gnd ye would not." iati. 2&;37. Ldrscles did not.
' b%ing about the kind of life that woa;d prodace lovék ﬁheﬁ peaople im'the‘ K
new law were béessed withppowner from God , there waé Aivision, confusion, enwaf
ings‘. and strife. 1€ovr. 3:3, 11:18, 14:335. Miraeu‘ldus gifts to man did mot\
bring ab_ouﬁ: the love god wanted. 1lCor. 1‘5:2-_-8.. ‘.w!:hﬁ-i‘:f seenmed to be the answa;f?
It wes a aore excellent and aore peffect way thauﬁ%gfore; a way that wauld_fé
ncxmdme ﬁepéadent upor miraculous worgsd by God: a Way that would embrsce ﬂV“

Christianiyy to its fullest extent; s way by which & personcould gain salv4u'

tion on his own merits: a *.i7way that would never fail, 1hat waes the answer,

“prard. We today showld practice this way, snd this way alone._ 2t is & waﬂn

X deyful pieture, Howard; God's plan of salvation, but I cvsnnot do it jastiae‘i

bR |just saying we showld live by feith, hope, and Love. “When we study the | K
megning of these three Christian vértues we can see their wondrous pa&sibilﬁﬁ%
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“Faith @s. & sense of condidence in 30d and Chrlst- andhope ds the joyo

100kimg form&r& to an eternlty of blessedness* amd ! love Lndt w1ll ac

ate obedience to the commends of God,' and Ghrist. John 14: lﬁ of such 13“1-“
-the womderfulx comblnatlon today for us to llveby and to make‘as trle fb.'l:--«iz

1owers of the Lord. %oday ‘the SCTlptThe 13 entlrelJ sufflclent as our

guxdemu Itrxs sﬁffaclenm D imake ag: bélleve& Jahm 20 ﬁl, At ds. &uffmexé“tf3

ts¢galde us inmte p@rfectloq ll le. 5 16 W17 If anyoneshould reaSOn‘t‘aFZ
A ST ' ‘ P N
MHsn't: sufflelant then th@ more excellent fajth, that God wants us to hate

@

\
Feb. ll~l (Bubstaznce of thlngs hoped for, ‘the evmdamee of thlugs net se@ﬁ 4
‘”‘q‘ 1s surely lagking in his heart. "Paith eomes by hearing and hearing byl
R ECTR ahdlepp)ngfayﬂvJ i
cal the wmrd of God."™ Rom. lO:l?. As Luke so fltly Stat@dﬁwl comuend you fol

 5 =04, anGto tha word of his grace, which is abla tn bmlld yow wp, and gli‘

an imheritance among all them that are annctlfleﬂ-“L

'Before you agk the question again, ﬂoward "If tonaaes was the GVJ "
euce, 1m the early ehurchﬂwhy isn't it Jmstas meaessary mow9', you ask yc{

seXf this'question, "For what purpose were tongues bestowed to the aarly

churehQ“ -The answer to that guestion w111 anmwer the first. Today, raaﬁ%?
1 n o ‘ .
mabout such miraclés does not make us perfermers uf th&m it makea ms be

llavans. Johm 20:30,21.

In eon01131am I would like to Hay that thls letter howeverfﬁnﬁly“‘”
" pontams !
wrltten it m1ght be, sp XE my wun convlatlons. I aﬂnd mt1u1th the esrnest

desire and hope that you will give it due eonSLderatlon whereby, I m*ll 1
then feel that my @fforts ‘have not been in vnxn.n I would like to mentlon u

that if youw g0 desxre, you esa tune in to WHOT every Sunday mormlng‘at

) "‘@’*:50 ahd 113!1:91:1 to gur broﬂdeast

D At e st . " . . RTARIERY






