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DEAVER’S DIRECT OPERATION
OF THE HOLY SPIRIT DOCTRINE

B.J. Clarke

INTRODUCTION1

Fondly, I remember the first time I heard brother Mac Deaver
preach. I was captivated. I thought he was one of the best speakers I
had ever heard. I sat there enthralled by the message he was preaching
and the force with which he preached it.

I also have great appreciation for the contributions brother Roy
Deaver has made to our brotherhood. I remember vividly listening to
some of his debates on audio tape. I have read so many of his writings
over the years, and have thrilled to the good things that he has
produced.

All of that was said to say this. The things I write here relative to
Mac Deaver have nothing to do with personal animosity. This is not a
matter of personality; it is a matter of principle. I want to make it clear
that I have no ill will toward any man who believes in the doctrine of
a direct operation of the Holy Spirit. I do not agree with that doctrine,
because of the Scriptures, but I am not filled with animosity toward
anyone who embraces that view. At the same time, I want to be direct
enough in what I write that it does address the issue.

I am also very conscientious about the need to represent accurately
what Deaver believes about this subject. Therefore, the positions
assigned to Deaver which appear in this chapter come from the written
record of his articles/debates. Some brethren believe Deaver’s position
is merely being exaggerated by some hyperactive critics in the
brotherhood. While there may be some who have been unfair in their
criticisms, and unloving in their attitudes, I assure you that I have no
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desire to be unfair or unloving. When I first started hearing about some
of the things that Deaver was reported to be teaching, I sought to be
charitable. Love believes the best first, does it not? Indeed, love tries to
believe the best first, but when investigation proves that someone really
is teaching error, love for the truth demands that we be honest enough
to say: “Well, I love this brother, but that is not right. It is not right to
be teaching that doctrine.” That is what this chapter is all about.

DEAVER’S PROPOSITION
Deaver affirmed the following proposition in his debate with Jerry

Moffitt: “The Bible teaches that in addition to His sanctifying influence
through His Word, the Holy Spirit operates directly to sanctify the heart
of the faithful Christian.”2 Deaver defines the word “directly” as
meaning this: “... immediately. The human spirit is joined to or united
with the actual person of the Holy Spirit so that the Holy Spirit affects
the human spirit immediately.”3 Thus, according to Deaver, there is no
medium between the Spirit of God and the human spirit. It is Spirit on
spirit contact.

DEAVER’S DIRECT ARGUMENT
On numerous occasions Deaver has claimed that his “direct

argument” is unassailable. Having heard Deaver debate, and having
read his debates, I must kindly observe that it is a common practice,
and effective debaters sometimes get by with it, even if their opponent
has answered their argument successfully, to get up and with great
bravado suggest that his argument has not even been touched. And,
sometimes that is true. Sometimes the opponent does not do a very
good job of addressing the arguments, but there are also times when the
opponent does an adequate job or a successful job, and the speaker tries
to sway the audience into believing otherwise.

Be that as it may, it will be up to you, the reader, to decide whether
Deaver’s arguments have been answered in this lectureship book. I am
fairly certain that Deaver will boldly declare that this volume has not
touched his arguments, but you are at liberty to conclude differently.
All I ask is that you consider the evidence with an open mind and open
Bible.

Deaver’s direct argument is presented as follows:
If (1) the word of God can directly affect the human heart, and
(2) the Holy Spirit indwells a saint’s heart in conjunction with
the word, and (3) the word alone in a heart cannot produce the
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fruit of the Spirit, and (4) the saint must produce the fruit of the
spirit then the Holy Spirit must directly affect a saint’s heart.4

In answering this argument, the focus has generally been on item “3"
and whether the Word alone can produce the fruit of the Spirit.
However, I believe premise “2" also deserves some attention and
consideration. When Deaver affirms that the Holy Spirit indwells a
saint’s heart in conjunction with the Word, he means that the Holy
Spirit literally, actually, bodily, and personally indwells the human
being. I am aware of the fact that many good brethren believe the same
thing. However, the vast majority of personal indwelling advocates
would never affirm what Deaver is affirming about what the Spirit does
once He gets there.

I hasten to say that I do not fall out with brethren over the manner
of the indwelling. This is really not about the indwelling. It is about a
lot more than that. Nevertheless, allow me to give you a little back-
ground as to where I have come from on this, and maybe it will help
you appreciate the fact that I am trying to be open-minded and honest
about it.

When I was in college, I picked up brother James D. Bales’ book,
The Holy Spirit and the Christian, and I read it. When I finished, I
called my Dad, who is also a gospel preacher. I said: “Dad, I did not
have any idea that the Holy Spirit was actually, literally, living inside
of my body. I just did not know that.” My father did not tell me what
to believe about it. He simply said: “Well, you have read that side of it.
I would like to recommend that you read another book, and then
compare the two views and see where you come out. Go and get a copy
of Franklin Camp’s book, The Work of the Holy Spirit in Redemption,
read it, and then tell me what you think.”

After reading brother Camp’s book, I was convinced that the Holy
Spirit does indwell the Christian. However, I was convinced in my
study, and to this day I am still convinced after further study, that the
Holy Spirit does not personally live inside of my body in a literal,
actual sense. That does not mean that I do not believe in the indwelling
of the Holy Spirit. It means that I believe He indwells the Christian
representatively through His Word (Eph. 5:18; Col. 3:16).

Sometimes those who believe that the Holy Spirit indwells the
Christian through the Word are tarred and feathered with the label of
being “Word only” advocates. Deaver regularly makes the charge that
those who disagree with his position are guilty of emphasizing “Word
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only, Word only!” I freely confess that I resent such an allegation. The
reason I resent it is because my position can never be accurately labeled
as “Word only” due to the fact that the Holy Spirit is the One who gave
the Word. If you believe that the Holy Spirit indwells the Christian only
through the Word, that is not really a “Word only” position, as if the
Holy Spirit is somehow eliminated by such a view. The Holy Spirit
embedded life within the seed of the kingdom, the Word of God (Lk.
8:11), when He first revealed it. The Bible is not mere words on a page.
The words of the Bible are holy words for “holy men of God spake as
they were moved by the Holy Ghost” (2 Pet. 1:21).

If I pick up a dictionary and hold it in my left hand, I am holding
a book of words, uninspired words—only words. I am holding a book
of information in my hand, and that is the extent of it. On the other
hand, if I hold the Bible in my right hand, I am not holding the mere
words of men. I am holding more than words only. I am holding a book
that is more than just information. I am holding a book of transforma-
tion. I am holding the life-giving words of the Holy Spirit!

Having said that, I want to make clear, I do not believe that the
Word is the Holy Spirit or that the Holy Spirit is equivalent to the
Word. However, there is no way to divorce the Holy Spirit from the
Word. The Word of God is indeed what it claims to be, the Word of
God, the sword of the Spirit, (Eph. 6:17). The Holy Spirit embedded
within the words of Scripture the life-giving power that those words
possess, and when I follow the information I experience transformation.

In the Deaver-Moffitt debate, Deaver quotes 2 Timothy 3:16-17,
which is what his opponent had done in the debate a bit earlier. After
quoting this passage, Deaver said: ”Well, pardon me if I am a little bit
dense, but I do not see only and always in that passage.”5 In response,
one could just as easily quote the passages Deaver likes to cite in
support of his position, and then retort: “Well, pardon me if I am a little
bit dense, but I do not see the word direct in any of the passages that he
claims prove his doctrine.” Deaver acts like the words “always/only”
must be found in a passage for his opponents’ view to be justified, but
he does not demand that the word “direct” be found in any of his sugar
stick passages! You simply cannot have it one way for yourself and
another way for your opponent. All through the debate with Moffitt,
Deaver says over and over: “Show me the passage, show me the
passage where it says word only, word only, word only, show me
that.”6 And, I would say to Deaver, in all love, but with all firmness:
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“Show us the passage where it says direct. When you show us that one,
we will show you the one you are looking for.”

Concerning the manner of the indwelling, consider the message of
1 John 4:15, which affirms that God dwells in us and we dwell in God.
I would like to ask, do we literally dwell in God, in a literal, personal,
actual, bodily sense? Of course, the answer is, “No!” Does the Father
God literally, actually and personally dwell inside of our fleshly
bodies? I am not aware of any brethren who teach that He does. It is
usually admitted that the Father dwells in us representatively. Yet, the
passages which teach the indwelling of the Father are every bit as
emphatic as the passages which affirm that the Holy Spirit indwells us.

Furthermore, Scripture teaches that Christ dwells in us and we in
Him (Jn. 6:56; Gal. 2:20; Eph. 3:17; Col. 1:27). Should this teaching be
taken literally? Does the actual person of Christ literally, actually and
personally dwell in our fleshly bodies? No, Christ dwells in our hearts
by faith (Eph. 3:17), and faith comes by hearing the Word of Christ
(Rom. 10:17). Yet, the passages which affirm that Christ dwells within
us say so just as clearly as the passages which say that the Holy Spirit
dwells within us. It is inconsistent to say: “God has to dwell in us
representatively, and Christ has to dwell in us representatively, but the
Holy Spirit must dwell in us personally, actually, literally, and bodily.”

I could spend more time developing what I understand the Bible to
teach on the subject of the indwelling, but I might confuse the issue and
cause the reader to conclude that this is simply a debate about whether
the Spirit indwells you personally or not. It is about much, much more!
DEFINING THE ALL-SUFFICIENCY OF THE SCRIPTURES

If you read just about any speech/article that Deaver has made/writ-
ten about the Holy Spirit in recent years, you will hear him shouting
about the all-sufficiency of the Scriptures. He says no one he has ever
debated knows how to define it. He avers that brethren have, in general,
failed to understand the all-sufficiency of the Scriptures. Deaver claims
that the Bible is all-sufficient only in an informational sense.

Athough Deaver affirms that he believes the Scriptures are all-
sufficient informationally, he does not really believe it. He would not
admit to this, but a man sometimes does not see/admit the implications
of his doctrine. Deaver claims that there are times when the Holy Spirit
will work directly upon your heart in order to help you understand a
verse of Scripture. Therefore, I have this question: “How is the Holy
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Spirit going to help you understand a passage without articulating the
information about its meaning in words that your mind can under-
stand?” Deaver says he believes that the Bible is all-sufficient
informationally, but then turns right around and argues that there are
times when the Holy Spirit must provide you with further information
to understand the information already in a text! Apparently, Deaver
does not really believe that the Bible is all-sufficient informationally!

Nevertheless, let me tell you what I understand by the expression
“all-sufficiency of the Scriptures.” It is not as complicated and as
mysterious as some have tried to make it. When I say that the Scrip-
tures are all-sufficient, what I mean is this—if a man or woman accepts
all that the Word of God reveals and endeavors to do all that the Word
of God says to do, that will be sufficient to get them to heaven.

Question: If a man has only the Word of God, and he reads the
Word of God, and does all that it says to do to the best of his ability,
will he be saved by the grace of God? Yes or No? Yes! And so, the
Bible is sufficient to teach us everything that God expects of us. It tells
us about the things God has done for us, and it reveals the things God
expects for us to do. But, that does not necessitate the literal indwelling,
nor does it necessitate the direct touch of the Holy Spirit, as is
sometimes claimed. Now, to borrow an expression, “Is that hard?”

Does such a view of the all-sufficiency of the Scriptures rule out
the need for prayer? Not at all, because if we do all that the Word says
to do, we are going to pray (Lk. 18:1; 1 Thess. 5:17; Eph. 6:18; Col.
4:2). Does such a view rule out providence? No, because if we have
read the Word of God, then we know that the providence of God is real
(Gen. 37-50, et al.). However, from a study of the Scriptures, we will
also know that God can do things for us providentially without
performing a direct operation upon our hearts!

DOES PROVIDENCE PROVE
A DIRECT OPERATION OF THE HOLY SPIRIT?

Deaver is fond of suggesting that since the providence of God is
something that takes place outside of the Bible, therefore, the Word of
God is only all-sufficient informationally. Deaver argues that God’s
providence is proof that the Holy Spirit works in the heart of a
Christian. According to Deaver, since the Holy Spirit can do things
outside of the Bible in providence, He can do things outside of the
Bible to the heart of the Christian.
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It is really just a hop, skip, and a jump for some of these same
arguments that Deaver is making to be taken and applied to the
conversion of the alien sinner. Question: Is providence ever involved
in the conversion of the alien sinner? Yes or No. Is it? Yes! Does that
therefore prove that when it comes to the operation of the Holy Spirit
on the heart of an alien that it is direct?

To be fair, Deaver is on record as denying that the Holy Spirit
operates directly upon the heart of the alien sinner. He believes that the
Word is sufficient to save the alien sinner, the man who has never heard
the Gospel. According to Deaver, the alien sinner can hear the Word of
God, and by the power of the Word of God, be motivated to want to
leave the kingdom of darkness and to be translated into the kingdom of
light. But, Deaver does not believe that this same Word is sufficient to
keep this new creature in Christ in a saved state.

Deaver asserts that it is harder to remain a Christian than it is to
become one. Well, that is his opinion. I would like book, chapter, and
verse on that, please. I would like to know where the proof of that is.
It is not enough to say it with force and say, therefore, it is true. It has
to be established, substantiated by the Scriptures.

Deaver argues that we need the Holy Spirit now because there is a
higher ethical standard to live up to in the New Testament than in the
Old Testament. I could just as easily argue that we also have been given
more revelation in the New Testament to equip the child of God to live
up to God’s ethical standards. Preachers have often referred to the
Patriarchal Age as the starlight age, the Mosaic Age as the moonlight
age, and the Christian Age as the sunlight age. What is the point? We
have more information available to us than they had in the Old
Testament times. In the completed Bible which we possess, we have
more information than they had because it had not yet been revealed.
All things that pertain to life and godliness have now been revealed,
and if a man takes the Bible and the Bible alone, and does what the
Bible says to do, he will have done enough to be saved, and he will not
need someone to obey it for him, even Deity. Besides, God would
never require of man something that man is incapable of doing.

EPHESIANS 3:16
Deaver believes Ephesians 3:16 is the cornerstone passage that

proves the direct operation of the Holy Spirit. Even though the word
“direct” is not here, he says that certainly it is implied when you
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connect it to other teaching in the New Testament. In Ephesians 3:16-
19, Paul prays for the Ephesians ”according to the riches of his glory,
to be strengthened with might by his Spirit in the inner man; That
Christ may dwell in your hearts by faith; that ye, being rooted and
grounded in love, May be able to comprehend with all saints what is
the breadth, and length, and depth, and height; And to know the love
of Christ, which passeth knowledge.”

There is no doubt that this text teaches that the Holy Spirit
strengthens the inner man of the Christian. But how does He do so? By
itself, Ephesians 3:16 reveals nothing about the manner by which the
Holy Spirit accomplishes this strengthening. There is nothing whatso-
ever in the passage to indicate that He does so directly, i.e., by Spirit on
spirit contact. Do we have any other writing from Paul that might
explain how this strengthening takes place by the Holy Spirit? Paul
reminded the Colossians of how the Word of the Truth of the Gospel
had come unto them and how it was bringing forth fruit (Col. 1:6). Paul
went on to say: “For this cause we also, since the day we heard it, do
not cease to pray for you, and to desire that ye might be filled with the
knowledge of his will in all wisdom and spiritual understanding; That
ye might walk worthy of the Lord unto all pleasing, being fruitful in
every good work, and increasing in the knowledge of God; Strength-
ened with all might, according to his glorious power, unto all patience
and longsuffering with joyfulness” (Col. 1:9-11, emphasis added).

Put Ephesians 3:16 beside Colossians 1:6-11, and you find that
both passages discuss the concept of strengthening. Put Galatians 5:22-
23 next to Colossians 1:6-11 and you discover that both passages
address the issue of being fruitful. When the child of God is filled with
the knowledge of God’s will, he will be fruitful in every good work,
including the good work of producing the fruit of the Spirit. When the
child of God increases in the knowledge of God, he will be strength-
ened with all might and bring forth fruit to perfection (Col. 1:9-11; Lk.
8:15). The Word of God is the instrument and tool whereby the Holy
Spirit strengthens us (Eph. 6:17).

I know what Deaver is going to say. He will point out that the
Colossians 1:9-11 passage proves the necessity of prayer. Of course it
does! I have never doubted the necessity of prayer. I believe in the
power of prayer. And, do you know why I believe in the power of
prayer? I believe in the power of prayer because the written Word tells
me what prayer can do. As I increase in the knowledge of God’s will,
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I learn about the value of prayer. The teaching of the written Word
motivates me to pray. So, when I pray to God, I am praying to God
because His will has revealed to me the benefits that come about
thereby. I am not praying to God to do something directly to my spirit
that would be contrary to His will or mine. If I do what the Scriptures
say, I will get what the Scriptures promise. That is the essence of the
all-sufficiency of the Scriptures.

WHAT DOES HE MEAN BY THE PHRASE
“IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE WORD

BUT NEVER SEPARATE AND APART FROM IT”?
Deaver affirms that the Spirit indwells the Christian in conjunction

with the Word, but never separate and apart from the Word. He
believes that the Spirit is doing something directly to the Christian’s
heart/mind to bring about a desired result. He says that this direct
action is not carried out separate and apart from God’s Word. Some,
upon hearing him say this, have concluded that those who oppose
Deaver are making much ado about nothing. On the contrary, I am
convinced that a misunderstanding of what Deaver means by this is the
reason why some brethren are not more concerned about what he is
teaching. Some brethren believe that Deaver is saying that whenever
the Spirit does something to you, it is always through the Word that He
does it. But, that is not what Deaver is saying. You have to parse
carefully what he is saying and look carefully at how he is defining his
terms. If you let him get away with defining things the way he wants to
define them, then you have invited confusion on the issue of what he
is really saying.

Deaver believes that the Holy Spirit does operate upon the heart of
the Christian through the Word, and he would affirm that you should
never take the Word away from the Christian. The Word always needs
to be a component. However, according to him, there are some things
that the Word alone, the Word only, cannot do. And so, when the Word
cannot get the job done, the Holy Spirit steps in to do what the Word
cannot do, namely, give you the direct strengthening and enabling
power to develop the fruit of the Spirit. I know this is what Deaver
believes because, according to his own direct argument, premise #3,
“the Word alone in the heart of a Christian cannot produce the fruit of
the Spirit.”
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If you do not believe me, check it out. Read it for yourself. See if
it is not the case. Investigate. Do not miss what Deaver is really saying.
He is saying that in addition to what the Spirit does through the Word
to the human heart, the Spirit does other things—directly operating
upon the same heart He operated upon through the Word. He is not
saying that the Spirit directly operates upon the heart of a Christian
instead of operating upon his heart through the Word, but he is saying
that alongside of the Spirit’s work through the Word, He also does
other work, that He operates directly upon the mind of a Christian in
order to accomplish this work.

Deaver may not call this miraculous, but if the Spirit is doing
something directly to the heart of a Christian, to bring about a result
that would not have otherwise occurred, then this would have to be
miraculous. E.R. Harper appropriately stresses:

The assistance that the Holy Spirit would be rendering would be
a direct, immediate, miraculous assistance performed by the
Holy Spirit himself, apart from the Word, upon the Christian’s
heart. It matters not how much this charismatic, Holy Spirit
faction among us today may object that this is a miraculous
intervention of the Holy Spirit. This function, or action, is
performed by the Holy Spirit, himself, in addition to the particu-
lar work being performed, at the same time, by the Word upon
this same heart. The actions of the Spirit and the actions of the
Word are separate, distinct, and independent actions, the one
from the other. The denominational principle is still in operation.
The Holy Spirit either has to operate upon the Word or upon the
heart of the person. Either way, it declares that the Word is a
“dead letter” and also that the sinner is dead at that point and
unable to obey God’s commands to him in order to be saved.
This is “Calvinism.”7

IS A DIRECT OPERATION OF THE HOLY SPIRIT
NECESSARY TO DEMONSTRATE

THE FRUIT OF THE SPIRIT?
What is the fruit of the Spirit? According to Paul, the fruit of the

Spirit is “love, joy, peace, longsuffering, gentleness, goodness, faith,
Meekness, temperance” (Gal. 5:22-23). It is fascinating to observe that
Deaver admits that the Holy Spirit did not descend to start helping
people produce the fruit of the Spirit until the day of Pentecost and
thereafter. This raises some vital questions. Did anyone in the Old
Testament ever demonstrate the qualities of love, joy, peace, longsuf-
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fering, gentleness, goodness, faith, meekness and temperance? If
Deaver answers, “Yes,” then he needs to explain to us why Old
Testament characters could produce these qualities without a direct
operation of the Holy Spirit whereas Christians today, allegedly, cannot
produce these qualities without a direct operation of the Holy Spirit!
Did Joseph practice temperance (self-control) when he resisted the
advances of Potiphar’s wife? Was he able to do so apart from a direct
operation of the Holy Spirit? If he could practice self-control without
a direct operation of the Holy Spirit then why cannot we do the same?

I would challenge you to take your concordance, take the words
that make up the fruit of the Spirit in Galatians 5:22-24, “love,” “joy,”
“peace,” “longsuffering,” etc., and then look for these qualities in men
and women of the Old Testament. When you find them, guess what you
will have proven? You will have proven that it is possible to develop
these qualities apart from a direct operation of the Holy Spirit. And, if
they could do it, well, then so can we.

Joseph had been taught the will of God. That is how he knew that
it would be wickedness against God to accept the sinful proposal of
Potiphar’s wife (Gen. 39:8). His knowledge of the will of God was
strong enough to keep him from sin. How did Jesus resist temptation?
He withstood the Devil by saying,”It is written ... It is written ... it is
written” (Mt. 4:1-11). We have people telling us the written Word is
not enough to overcome temptation, and yet, our own Savior showed
us that this is the way you overcome it. Now, I am going to believe
Jesus above any man, even a man as talented as Deaver. If Jesus
showed me that ”it is written” is the way to overcome the Tempter, then
that is exactly what I am going to do and teach.

I am aware of the vigorous debate concerning whether the alien can
produce the fruit of the Spirit in any sense of the term. In reply, is it
true or false that some people quit being drug addicts without ever
becoming a member of the New Testament church? It is true. Did they
have to practice any degree of self-control to do that? Yes. Is that the
same as allowing the Holy Spirit to guide them and control them
through the Word in every facet and area of their life? Not at all. The
self-control of a non-Christian is not necessarily the same as the self-
control of a Christian when it comes to motivation. For instance, in
conquering a drug addiction, the non-Christian might be motivated to
practice self-control first and foremost as a means of self-preservation.
On the other hand, the faithful Christian practices self-control first and
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foremost as a means of pleasing God. Those in the world are capable
of experiencing varying degrees of love, joy, peace, longsuffering, etc.,
but in so doing they are not showing the fruit of the Spirit in the same
sense that the Christian does. A plastic banana may look like a real
banana, but it is inferior to the real fruit. Likewise, the self-control
practiced by the non-Christian may possess similarities to the self-
control promoted by the Spirit’s Word, but upon closer inspection is
not always the same thing as the actual fruit of the Spirit.

ACTS 2:41
To hear Deaver tell it, Acts 2:41 is one of the strongest evidences

that the Holy Spirit does not indwell the child of God through the
Word. The passage says: “Then they that gladly received his word were
baptized: and the same day there were added unto them about three
thousand souls.” Deaver asserts that if the Holy Spirit indwells us
through the Word, then when the hearers on Pentecost heard the Word
they would have had the Holy Spirit indwelling them before they even
became Christians. Deaver’s argument assumes that the phrase, “gladly
received his word,” is the same as saying they gladly heard the Word.
However, a closer look at this phrase leads us in another direction.

In Acts 8, the Bible tells us that Phillip preached the things
concerning the kingdom of God and the name of Jesus Christ (Acts
8:12). In response, a multitude of men and women were baptized (Acts
8:12). Simon himself believed also, and after he was baptized,
continued with Phillip and wondered, beholding the miracles and signs
which were done (Acts 8:13). Notice, in particular, the language of
Acts 8:14, wherein we read that “the apostles which were at Jerusalem
heard that Samaria had received the word of God (emphasis added).
When the apostles heard that Samaria “had received the word of God”
(emphasis added), did they conclude that the people at Samaria had
merely heard the Word of God? Or, did they understand the phrase to
mean that the Samaritans had welcomed the Word to the point of
obedience? Actually, the phrase “had received the word of God” was
a package term to define not only their hearing the Word, but their
obeying the Word. Likewise, when you read Acts 2:41 you are reading
a summary description of the fact that they were converted, and the
mention of baptism is there to show you how it was done.

Moreover, I have never believed that the mere hearing of the words
of the Holy Spirit is equal to the indwelling of the Holy Spirit. That is
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Deaver’s straw-man definition of those whom he refers to as “Word
only” advocates. Not just anyone who hears the Word of God has the
Spirit dwelling in their heart, because some hear the Word and neglect
it; others hear it and reject it. The indwelling of the Holy Spirit is not
merely hearing the words but keeping the words and bringing forth fruit
to perfection (Lk. 8:15).

WHAT WOULD GUS NICHOLS SAY TO MAC DEAVER?
To hear Deaver tell it, you would think that Gus Nichols believed

and taught the very same thing he has been going around the country
teaching—that in addition to what He does to the Christian through the
Word, the Holy Spirit also directly operates upon the heart of a
Christian to directly strengthen the child of God.

The truth of the matter is that if Gus Nichols were alive today, he
would be among the first in line to oppose Mac’s doctrine of the direct
operation of the Holy Spirit upon the heart of a Christian. I know that
this is true because even though brother Nichols is dead, “he yet
speaketh” through his writing on the subject of the Holy Spirit. The
following quotations all come from his book, Lectures On The Holy
Spirit8 (unless otherwise indicated, all emphasis is that of brother
Nichols):

We all admit the fact that the new birth is “of the Spirit.” But the
question is: HOW does the Holy Spirit make us children of God?
Does he do it directly, or does he do it indirectly? Does he do it
without medium, or does he operate through the medium of
divine truth? Well, let me illustrate it. My right hand may
represent the Holy Spirit, and my left hand may represent the
heart of the sinner. All of us agree that the Holy Spirit must
operate upon the heart of the sinner and bring about the new
birth. The question is: HOW does he do it? Does he do it this
way (author strikes his left hand directly with the right hand)?
Does the Spirit operate directly upon the heart?—with no
medium through which to work—a direct operation? That is the
way the denominational people of the world think the Holy Spirit
operates (pp. 12-13).
There was power enough in the devil’s word—the devil’s lie—to
lead man away from God, and make him a child of the devil.
(Gen. 2:17-18; 3:1-6; 1 Tim. 2:11-14; 2 Cor. 11:1-3.) And there
is power enough in the word of God, the gospel of Christ, to
bring man back to God and make him a child of God. (Rom.
1:16; 1 Cor. 4:15; Jas. 1:18, 21; 1 Cor. 15:1-4. The devil did not
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miraculously and directly operate on man, to get him into sin;
neither does God, nor the Holy Spirit, operate directly and
miraculously upon man to make him a child of God. (p. 15).
The power to convert the world and to make Christians is
wrapped up in the seed, the word of God ... There’s not an idea
in religion today, which is true, that is not wrapped up in the
seed, the word of God. There are no direct ideas [emphasis
added]. You had just as well expect to produce a crop out here
by going out to the farm and praying to God to send down direct
power and operate upon the soil and produce a crop and a
harvest as to expect a direct revelation of God’s will to man now.
He has finished his revelation (p. 50).
Of course, the Holy Spirit “comforts” by his word, which he
spoke through the apostles, which would comfort them as they
were taught. He would show them how to live as teachers, and
through them would show to others the way of life and salvation
... When the Holy Spirit dwells in men, he does not comfort
them directly, in any miraculous way; but he comforts now just
like he always has comforted—like he did the apostles and other
people in apostolic days—through his word which he spoke
through inspired men [emphasis added]. He guided them “into
all truth” (p. 65).
The Holy Spirit does not reveal ideas and thoughts to people
directly, nor guide them directly in some mysterious way
[emphasis added], leaving them to wonder whether it is the spirit
of the devil, or the Spirit of God that is doing the suggesting, and
the leading, and such like. The Holy Spirit has no suggestions to
make, no instruction to give, other than what he has given in the
Bible (p. 73).
It is possible for someone with only a meager knowledge of the
Bible, to sum up in his mind certain great facts and truths, which
he cannot express in Bible words; and he may imagine that the
Holy Spirit is telling him, whispering to him, or making him to
feel in a certain way, that a certain thing is true. He may
imagine that this is a direct operation of the Spirit—when
perhaps it was nothing more than a summing up of what he
already knows as revealed in the Bible! (p. 73, emphasis added).
The Spirit does not have to detour around the scriptures to aid
and assist us in any good work. Every good work has been
authorized and has been directed by the Holy Spirit in the
scriptures, his word. (pp. 73-74)
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Question: Should we pray to God to give a preacher a “ready
recollection?” Is this providential, miraculous, or what?
Answer: That’s all borrowed from the Apostles in John 14,
where Jesus promised them that the Spirit would inspire them to
reveal Christianity, to reveal the Gospel. He said, “He shall bring
to your remembrance all things whatsoever I have said unto
you.” (John 14:26.) Jesus did not want them to go out and preach
without knowing exactly what he had taught, without any
perversion whatsoever. He would not let them preach until they
had received that power.
In Luke 24:48, he said, “Ye are witnesses of these things.” And
then in v. 49, “Tarry ye in the city of Jerusalem until ye be
endued with power from on high.” It is error for a man to claim
that same power tonight, when he is not an apostle, not in the
same class they were, when the world is not in the same condi-
tion [emphasis added] (Acts 1:8.) They had no New Testament
at that time, not a line of it. And I say again, it is a pity for
people to reason in circles and ignore the facts that make the
difference (p. 151).
How does the Holy Spirit “lead” us? He leads us through his
word (p. 216).
He guides Christians by talking to us through inspired men. This
is the only way in the world we can follow the Spirit. You will
be following superstitious ideas, and you will go astray, if you
begin to follow imaginations and the like (p. 217).
Question: Does the Holy Spirit speak through men today in a
direct way? Does he motivate them to speak by “influence” on
their behavior?
Answer: The Holy Spirit now through the Bible influences us to
speak; but there is now no direct ‘independent-of-the-word’
operation, or revelation, for us [emphasis added]. Such ideas
“make the word of God of none effect.” (Mark 7:13.) Such
‘traditions’ will make God’s word of none effect today because
people will ‘turn up their noses’ at the word, and look forward
to, or expect, imaginary direct revelation. This is absolutely a
‘decoy’ to get people away from the word of God. The whole
thing is a work of Satan, who wants to belittle the “word” of God
and render it ineffective (p. 82).
Question: Does the Holy Spirit guide men today other than
through the word?
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Answer: Tonight I have been saying over and over that he does
not! The Holy Spirit’s guidance is in the written word of God,
and by it he does a thorough job of guiding us. “Thou shalt guide
me with thy counsel.” (Ps. 73:24) (p. 83).
Question: Will you comment a little on the passage in Romans
that says, ‘The Spirit maketh intercession for us.’ Is this the Holy
Spirit as a person?
Answer: Yes, I think that is the Holy Spirit making the interces-
sion; but his intercessions are his prayers for us. They are made
to God. He is working with God for us, in our behalf. But he is
not working directly upon us [emphasis added]. There is a world
of difference! He is not operating on us, and inspiring us, when
he is praying for us! When I pray for you, I am not operating and
working directly upon you in any miraculous way. Abraham
interceded for Sodom (Gen. 18:16-33)—but he was not operat-
ing on Sodom in any mysterious manner. There are many
illogical conclusions being reached by some. (83)
Question: Romans 8:13 says, “If ye through the Spirit do
mortify the deeds of the body, ye shall live.” Does this teach that
we have personal, daily, help in living the Christian life? If so,
would this not be a great encouragement to him who says, ‘I
would become a Christian, but I am afraid I could not live it’?
Answer: Oh, yes! the Spirit encourages us very much to live the
Christian life; but he does it through his word. When we study
that, and follow his word, we are encouraged by it, strengthened
by it, and by it mortify the deeds of the body. But when you
imagine that the Spirit in some direct way encourages you, how
would he do it? What sort of thought would he present? How
much more could he say than has been said? [emphasis added]
(84).

Brother Nichols had some very pertinent things to say about prayer
and providence that deserve our attention. I call your attention to the
following quotes because the argument Deaver and others are making
amounts to this: God answers prayer, and God works in provi-
dence—therefore, the Holy Spirit, in addition to the Word, operates
directly upon the heart of a Christian. While it is true that God answers
prayer, and that He works in providence, this does not necessitate the
conclusion that the Holy Spirit does something directly to the Christian.
Note what brother Nichols said about this.
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Question: If the Holy Spirit does not still guide us, and perform
for us, what good are some of our prayers for a heart to be
moved toward God and Christ?
Answer: Because the Holy Spirit does not have to operate
directly upon a heart to move it. There are many things God
providentially does—not miraculously—in answering our
prayers. There is a difference between providence and miracles.
Providence is the word “provide” plus “-ance” (with a slight
change in pronunciation). God provides without miracles
(necessarily) in many cases, and always has done so ... A mother
bird, taking care of the young in her nest, can go out in search of
food for which her babies have been begging (‘praying’ if you
please!); she can go out and “answer” their plea for food—with-
out working a miracle! Yet some folks cannot believe (it seems)
that God can use the laws of nature and bless us! Some think
every such blessing would have to be a ‘miracle!’ (p. 85).
Of course, the Holy Spirit now comforts by his promises, by
teaching and encouraging us, through the apostles. They would,
through the revelation of the Holy Spirit, be comforted. Hence
we read of the “comfort of the Scriptures.” (Rom. 15:4.) Paul
said, “Comfort one another with these words”—words just
revealed and written by the inspiration of the Holy Spirit.
(1 Thess. 4:18.) The Spirit used words; the words of inspired
men are written by the Spirit for our comfort. Therefore, we do
not have any direct comfort of the Spirit. Some erroneously
imagine that we must have the Comforter come and do his work
“in addition to, and independent of, the written word of God”
[emphasis added] (103-104).
Question: What is meant by the phrase, “The Spirit does not
operate separate and apart from the word of God” and “only
through the word of God upon the sinner, or upon the children
of God?”
Answer: It doesn’t seem to me that the statement needs any
further explanation. It is explained in the statement. A farmer
produces his crop through seed, not separate and apart from
seed. If a farmer produces his crop through seed, he does not
produce the crop separate and apart from seed, by detouring
around seed. That’s as simple as can be, it seems to me. And yet
the Bible says, “The seed is the word of God.” (Luke 8:11.) And
it says, “The sower soweth the word.” (Mark 4:14.) “If anyone
heareth the word of the kingdom.” (Matthew 13:19.) “Receive
with meekness the engrafted”—the ASV says ‘implanted’—
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“word which is able to save your soul.” (Jas. 1:21.) Now, if the
word is able to do it like a seed is able to produce a crop, then
we can’t produce a crop without seed. Now if you think you can,
you just get out here and try it sometime. (pp. 148-149)
Question: Can God or Christ or the Holy Spirit help a Christian
any other way than through the word?
Answer: Yes, but he doesn’t work any miracle upon us in doing
it. It’s not miraculous. There is no miraculous revelation through
any Christian and there is no miraculous something done to us.
It’s all done through the word of God, and through worship and
service to God. Christian growth and development come through
the word. “Desire the sincere milk of the word that ye may grow
thereby.” (1 Pet. 2:2.) It is not by something else that is imagi-
nary and yet miraculous and directly given [emphasis added].
Every effort made to try to defend some other sort of revelation
other than through God’s word is just some sort of atheism and
infidelity. It is just advertising unbelief in the all-sufficiency of
the word of God as a revelation from God. (2 Tim. 3:16-17) (p.
149).

The weight of these quotations from brother Nichols makes one thing
abundantly clear. Deaver needs to quit giving people the impression
that he and Gus Nichols are on the same page when it comes to the
Holy Spirit.9 While some contend that the Spirit personally indwells the
Christian, they most certainly do not agree with Deaver when it comes
to whether the Spirit does anything directly to the heart of the child of
God.

NEVER UNDERESTIMATE
THE POWER OF THE SPIRIT’S SWORD

So much of the difficulty in understanding the work of the Holy
Spirit is rooted in a failure to comprehend the tremendous power of His
sword, the Word of God (Eph. 6:17). Harper points out the relationship
between a sword and the one who employs it; as he explains:

When a soldier, in those days, fighting with his sword, thrust his
sword to the hilt into the heart of his enemy, it was the soldier
who did it. It was the soldier who inflicted the death and won the
victory, but he did it by means—an agent by which he performed
this act. It was the soldier’s sword. The soldier, himself, did not
come into personal contact with the enemy. He won the victory
with the sword. But, he won it!10
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Of course, the same thing is true with reference to the work of the Holy
Spirit in conversion and sanctification. Consider the following
outstanding summaries of the power of the Word of God, “the sword
of the Spirit.”

The close connection between God and his word means that the
qualities attributed to God’s word also describe God’s own
personal character. In the Old Testament God’s word is creative
(Ps. 33:6), good (Mic. 2:7), holy (Jer. 23:9), complete (Jer. 26:2),
flawless (2 Sam. 22:31 ; Pss. 12:6 ; 18:30 ; Prov. 30:5), all-
sufficient (Deut. 8:3 ; Isa. 50:4 ; Jer. 15:16), sure ( Isa. 31:2 ;
45:23 ; Jer. 44:28), right and true (Judg. 13:12 , 17 ; 1 Sam. 3:19
; Ps. 33:4 ; Isa. 55:11), understandable (Deut. 4:10 , 12 , 36 ;
Neh. 8:12), active (Hos. 6:5), all-powerful (Pss. 68:11-14 ;
147:15-18), indestructible (Jer. 23:29), supreme (Ps. 17:4),
eternal (Ps. 119:89 ; Isa. 40:8), life-giving (Deut. 32:46-47), wise
(Ps. 119:130 ), and trustworthy (2 Sam. 7:28 ; 1 Kings 17:16) ...
God’s word is equivalent to divine rescue. It brings healing (Ps.
107:20 ; Eze. 37:4-14) and refreshing (Deut. 32:1-2). To those
who reject it, it becomes offensive (Jer. 6:10) and meaningless
(Isa. 28:13), and in judgment will come upon them as a raging
fire and a hammer that breaks rocks to pieces (Jer. 23:29). But to
those who accept it, it gives and sustains life (Deut. 8:3). God’s
word is like living water, welling up to nourish creation from the
Spring on High (Jer. 2:13).11

But the written Word is also related to the Spirit, since He is the
One who moved and controlled the human writers (2 Pet 1:21).
It becomes entirely reasonable, then, to expect a dynamic quality
in the Word. It is called living and powerful (Heb 4:12). It has
vitality and motion. It is like a fire (Jer 20:9) and a hammer (Jer
23:29). It speeds upon its divine mission (Ps 147:15; Isa 55:10,
11; 2 Thess 3:1). Like the Spirit Himself, it breathes infinite
variety and unfailing freshness. The Word is never dull and
drab, but instinct with life. It abounds with varied provision for
the needs of God’s people, containing spiritual food for every
day’s routine as well as special guidance and help for crisis
times. The very form of Scripture attests its nature and origin, the
Spirit providing a generous variety. The Word contains both
prose and poetry, history and prophecy, instruction and admoni-
tion, promise and pleading, prayer and praise. It is a fountain that
never fails, a treasure store that cannot be exhausted. A lifetime
spent in its careful and devout study enables one merely to touch
the hem of the garment.12
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No wonder the author of Hebrews penned the words: “For the word of
God is quick, and powerful, and sharper than any twoedged sword,
piercing even to the dividing asunder of soul and spirit, and of the
joints and marrow, and is a discerner of the thoughts and intents of the
heart” (Heb. 4:12). Paul spoke of how the Word of God “effectually
worketh” in those who believe (1 Thess. 2:13). “If this WORD is an
EFFECTUALLY WORKING WORD, what EXTRA is LACKING that
the HOLY SPIRIT must supply in addition to this ‘effectual working
Word’?”13 The Word of God is powerful enough to make someone
want to become a Christian, and it is powerful enough to help them
remain a faithful Christian!

BY HIS FRUITS WE SHALL KNOW ...
I do not wish to be unkind. Nevertheless, Jesus said: ”[B]y their

fruits ye shall know them” (Mt. 7:20). If Deaver truly is receiving
direct help from the Holy Spirit to develop the fruit of the Spirit within
him, I cannot help but wonder why he has engaged in jumping to
conclusions and evil surmisings for which he has no proof.

A number of years ago, my elders at the Southaven church of
Christ received a letter from Deaver which contained a number of false
and unsubstantiated allegations. Deaver’s letter concluded that the
Memphis School of Preaching had influenced me to go to my elders to
pressure them to drop their monthly financial support for Glenn Jobe
because of his association with Deaver. Do you know why Deaver’s
letter to my elders was so amazing to me? Until I read it, I did not even
know that we had dropped Glenn Jobe’s support! I did not disagree
with the decision made by my elders, but I in no way, shape, or form
exerted any influence upon them to make this decision. I did not even
know about it! Yet, Deaver had concluded, without a shred of proof,
that MSOP had engineered the whole thing with me as their pawn.
Now, brethren that is just sad; it is certainly not the fruit of the Spirit!

I want to ask a question, and I mean this lovingly, but firmly. If the
Holy Spirit has for years been directly enabling Deaver to develop the
fruit of the Spirit then why is he so quick to engage in “evil surmisings”
(1 Tim. 6:4)? I must also observe that when a man starts jumping to
conclusions without evidence, it raises questions about how many of
his conclusions about the Holy Spirit have also been reached without
regard to the evidence.
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This is not an isolated episode with Deaver. In his debate with Jerry
Moffitt, on the afternoon after I had spoken the previous evening,
Deaver called me by name in one of his speeches and made a big “to-
do” about how he had written me a letter some weeks earlier challeng-
ing me to answer his direct argument. Dramatically, Deaver informed
the assembly that he had not received a response. Let me tell you the
rest of the story. I do remember his letter coming. I remember it
vividly, because it was during the same time period that my wife
learned that her mother had terminal cancer, and it was the same day
that we started the process of getting her medical care taken care of and
getting her into a nursing home. The weeks that followed were filled
with tears, prayers and many hours spent comforting my wife who was
especially torn up because her mother was a wayward child of God.
Did the Spirit-led Deaver entertain the possibility that I did not answer
his letter due to circumstances such as this? Did he demonstrate the
quality of love (part of the fruit of the Spirit) by believing the best first?
No, not for a minute. Because I did not answer his letter in the time he
deemed appropriate, he jumped to the conclusion that I just did not
know how to answer him. I ask this in all love. Is that what the direct
help of the Spirit does to a man who has that help? I know that the Holy
Spirit knew about our circumstances. Why did not the Holy Spirit
directly temper Mac’s temper and cause him to think twice before
lashing out without the facts at a hurting family?

I do not have any animosity toward Deaver, but he has asked some
hard questions about the behavior of others. I readily admit that I am
not perfect and that I still have much room for improvement. However,
I have never claimed that the Holy Spirit for years has been directly
working on my heart to produce the fruit of the Spirit. Deaver believes
that the Spirit has been working directly for years upon his heart to
produce the fruit of the Spirit. Thus, it is only fair for us to turn that
around and say, “Deaver, if the Spirit has been working directly on
your heart for all these years to enable you to produce the fruit of the
Spirit, then please tell us why you are so prone to jumping to conclu-
sions for which you have no evidence?”

CONCLUSION
We agree wholeheartedly with the following words:

We cannot fellowship those who say that by means of the
Spirit’s indwelling men can and do receive direction/guidance
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that is other than (or in addition to) the direction the Spirit has
given us in the Bible. The Bible teaches that the Holy Spirit in
some way indwells the Christian, but it also teaches that he
guides/directs the Christian through the word (cf. Eph. 2:22;
3:16-17). Here we stand; and agree that the Holy Spirit convicts,
leads, directs, and edifies only through the word of God,
whatever other differences there may be on the subject ought not
to have the least effect on the question of our fellowship.14

Now, before you conclude that the above words were written by an
unloving, “Word-only” radical who just wants to stir up trouble in the
church, stop and consider who wrote them. Those words were authored,
in 1993, by Mac Deaver. He has drifted a long way since that time, and
I predict that those who adopt his position will travel further still.

When the Spirit directly operated upon men in the Old and New
Testaments they were conscious of what the Spirit was doing and when
He was doing it. On the contrary, those in our brotherhood who believe
in a direct operation of the Holy Spirit upon the heart of a Christian
today admit that they cannot be certain if, or when, the Spirit is doing
something to their heart. They claim that He is doing things for them,
and that He has done things for them, but they cannot tell us one thing
that the Spirit has done for them. They cannot verify to any degree of
certainty what He may or may not have done in their lives.

This is completely unlike the work of the Spirit that we read about
in the Bible. When the Spirit directly operated upon the hearts of men
in the Scriptures they were aware of it. The work of the Spirit was
confirmed by signs and wonders (Mk. 16:20; Heb. 2:4). Paul’s words
were backed up “in demonstration of the Spirit and of power” (1 Cor.
2:4). Paul told the Thessalonians: “For our gospel came not unto you
in word only, but also in power, and in the Holy Ghost, and in much
assurance” (1 Thess. 1:5). Apart from miracles, how can those who
claim a direct operation of the Spirit upon their hearts verify it?

Even if Deaver does not do so, it is inevitable that those who
believe that the Spirit is directly doing things to them will begin to
believe in direct revelations from the Spirit, and some will justify
certain actions on their part on the grounds that “the Spirit made me do
it.” This is the slippery slope that such a doctrine creates. Instead of
traveling down the road of believing in the subjective operations of the
Holy Spirit, let us stay with the objective Seed and Sword of the Holy
Spirit—the Word of God (Lk. 8:11; Eph. 6:17).



B.J. Clarke 589
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otherwise noted.
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