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THE HOLY SPIRIT INDWELLS
REPRESENTATIVELY THROUGH

THE WORD
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INTRODUCTION1

Since the Bible declares that Deity indwells—Deity indwells. Deity
indwells all who desire and do completely (not perfectly) the will of
God, the moment they desire and do completely His will. But, how does
Deity indwell? In what manner?

Whatever view one holds, it will be categorized as either a literal
or a representative indwelling. The nature of Deity and the usage of
language leads many students to uphold the representative indwelling.

Deity literally dwelt only in the human frame of Jesus, and this
only by the effort and energy of miraculous power. Prayerfully study
and analyze the reasoning and the points presented in this chapter.

THE FACT OF THE INDWELLING
Eight verses say the Father is in the Christian (2 Cor. 6:16; Eph.

4:6; 1 Jn. 3:24; 4:4, 12-13, 15-16). Thirteen verses say Christ is in the
Christian (Jn. 6:56; 15:4-5; 17:23, 26; Rom 8:10; 2 Cor. 13:5; Gal.
2:20; 4:19; Eph. 3:17; Col. 1:27; 3:11; 1 Pet 3:15). Six verses say the
Holy Spirit is in the Christian (Jn. 14:17; Rom. 8:9, 11; 1 Cor. 3:16;
6:19; 2 Tim. 1:14). Twenty-seven passages reveal that Deity indwells
the Christian. But, again it is asked: “How?” “In what manner does
Deity dwell?” The answer is: “The Father, Son and Holy Spirit indwell
the Christian in the same manner—only through the Word of God.”
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VIEWS OF THE INDWELLING
Few believe that a Christian’s body literally houses three divine

Persons—the Father, the Son, and the Spirit. Most religious people (and
many brethren) believe the Father and the Son dwell representatively
in the Christian by the personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit. Brother
Mac Deaver claimed the Bible, in Ephesians 2:22, tells how the Holy
Spirit indwells. In his debate with brother Marion Fox, Deaver said:

I think brother Fox and those with him take a position on lan-
guage that makes it impossible for God to convey this thought if
He wanted to. If God wanted to say, “I am telling you people—I
indwell ... you by My Spirit!” How could he say it if these
passages like Ephesians 2:22 do not convey that thought.2

Samuel A. Matthews also maintains that the Bible teaches how the
Spirit indwells, saying:

It is contended that both God and Christ are said to dwell in us,
though they do not actually inhabit our bodies, so, similarly, is
the case with the Spirit. However, we are expressly told that God
(DEITY) dwells in us by means of the Spirit. Paul says the
Ephesians were “a habitation of God in the Spirit” (Eph. 2:22),
and John affirms: “We know that He lives in us, by the Spirit
which He gave us” (1 John 3:24; cf. 4:13).3

Neither Ephesians nor 1 John says what these advocates want them
to say. To use 1 John 3:24 regarding the above point is a misuse of the
passage. Correctly interpreted, the verse says that brethren knew what
they knew “by the Spirit,” not that the Father indwells through the
person of the Spirit. The miraculous capability of spiritual truth being
revealed by the Holy Spirit abode in first century apostles, prophets and
other Christians (Eph. 3:1-5; 1 Cor. 12-14). Thus, Bible readers are not
surprised when inspired writers make reference to this first century gift
to verify their knowledge. Ephesians 2:22 teaches that the church is
“builded together ... in [by] the Spirit.” For more clarification of Paul’s
use of that phrase, in context, compare Ephesians 2:18 and 3:5.

Many believe that Deity indwells only through the Word of God.
The representative indwelling is an indwelling (Rev. 2:13; 3:20; 7:17).

HOW IS IT POSSIBLE FOR DEITY
TO LITERALLY DWELL WITHIN A HUMAN FRAME?
For Deity to literally indwell, God must exert miraculous power,

because of God’s “dwelling in light unapproachable” (1 Tim. 6:16).
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The King James Version is even clearer, as it describes the Lord of
lords, says Christ “only hath immortality, dwelling in the light which
no man can approach unto.” This light is the very glory of His majesty
(Rev. 21:23). The glory of His majesty is God’s very essence. The fact
that no man can approach God’s majesty also implies that God cannot
approach any man—without a miracle. God’s statement in Exodus
33:20—“for man shall not see me and live”—verifies this reasoning.
That which is unapproachable is inaccessible. You cannot reach it.
Why? Is God lacking in power? Not at all. The only way to approach
the very glory of His majesty without harm to the flesh is for God to
veil His glory. Such a veiling is above human capability. Only God
may exert powers solely possessed by God (Acts 22:11; Ex. 33:18-20).

Even the first century pagan world acknowledged that, if the gods
fully revealed themselves, the feeble frame of flesh could not withstand
deity’s splendor and majesty. In “The Metamorphoses,” Ovid, a first
century Roman poet, describes the fatal destiny of a young maid who
was deceived into being embraced by the god Jove’s unveiled divine
nature, called “celestial charms.” Here is the edited portion that depicts
Ovid’s view of the magnificence of deity, and he is only speaking of
the gods, not God.

Bid him ... Descend triumphant from th’ etherial sky,
In all the pomp of his divinity,

Encompass’d round by those celestial charms,
Th’ unwary nymph, ensnar’d with what she said,

Desir’d of Jove ... May you descend in those celestial charms,
The God surpriz’d would fain have stopp’d her voice,

But he had sworn, and she had made her choice.
Thus dreadfully adorn’d, with horror bright,

Th’ illustrious God, descending from his height,
Came rushing on her in a storm of light.
The mortal dame, too feeble to engage

The lightning’s flashes, and the thunder’s rage,
Consum’d amidst the glories she desir’d,

And in the terrible embrace expir’d.4

The poet recognized that mankind cannot behold the light of the
deity’s glory and live. Unveiled Deity brings death to mortals—every
time. The sun that lights Earth illustrates this point. Without an exercise
of divine power, frail humans cannot live in the near presence of the
spectacular ball that lights up this land. For the same reason, Ole’ Sol
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cannot enter into the flesh of a man without destroying him. That which
is true concerning the sun is also true of Deity since God is of greater
splendor. Mortals cannot stand in the very presence of Him in Whom
is only immortality, nor can God enter into a mortal and the mortal live,
unless Deity exerts “out-of-this-world” power. Omnipresence is not the
same as a personal indwelling. If it was, then God would literally
indwell the ungodly temples of the pagans. He does not (Acts 7);
therefore, omnipresence has nothing to do with personal indwelling.

The wise and gracious God of heaven did not grant unto Moses that
which the pagan god Jove granted to his maiden, a gift that brought her
death. The same gift from God to Moses would have resulted in Moses’
death, “for man shall not see me [God] and live” (Ex.33:20). However,
God Almighty did show Moses the after glow; that is, the effect of His
presence. Even then, for Moses’ sake, His literal presence and glory
were veiled lest the mortal Moses should die in the very presence of the
Almighty’s unapproachable majesty (Ex. 33:18-20).

Those who teach that the infinite is literally in the finite acknowl-
edge this problem. Brother K.C. Moser saw the problem but sought to
ignore it, saying: “We are quite willing to leave any seeming difficulty
with the Lord.”5 “Seeming difficulty?!” What an understatement!
Maybe that is the problem. Men, such as Moser, fail to comprehed the
immensity, the glory, and the majesty of God. Then, on the other hand,
men such as brother Patrick Donahue, see the greatness of God, but,
with a so-what attitude and a wave of the hand, simply agree with the
point that, in each conversion, God has to exercise miraculous power.
Others see the issue and summarily dismiss it by redefining the power
exerted by Deity to indwell in flesh as supernatural, but not miraculous.
Would anyone conclude that miraculous power need not be exerted for
a mortal to have the sun in them? Absolutely not! Then why minimize
the majesty of Him Who is greater than all suns? We should not. Since
a personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit by its very nature would
demand a continuous direct operation of God (miraculous) upon the
heart, the teaching of a literal indwelling may one day haunt good
brethren.

Some call such thinking philosophical; we call it common sense.
However, all agree that we need to look at the Bible. For Deity to
literally indwell, God must utilize miraculous power “for man shall not
see me [God] and live” (Ex. 33:20; cf. Jn. 1:18). If man cannot see God
and live, how is it thought possible for Deity to live inside a frail frame
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of flesh and not die? He cannot! The only way this would be possible
is for God to exert miraculous power, and not simply to formulate a
newly-defined meaning for the concept of “supernatural.”

Furthermore, Deity cannot literally dwell within a human frame
because “heaven and the heaven of heavens cannot contain” God
(2 Chron. 6:18). How much less is human flesh capable of doing so!
Brother Gil Yoder has written an excellent treatise concerning the
infinite nature of God and the literal indwelling. He explains:

[A]n infinite being cannot exist within a finite space except by
miraculous power. While this should be obvious to the reader,
we are not left without scriptural support for this argument.
When Solomon built a temple for the Lord he constructed it
based on a doubling of the size of the original tabernacle. It was
to be ninety feet long, thirty feet wide, and forty-five feet high
assuming a cubit of eighteen inches length (1 Kings 6:2). This
measures 121,500 cubic feet.
Just as the church is seen as the dwelling place of the Spirit
today (1 Cor. 3:16), the temple was viewed as God’s dwelling
place during Old Testament days (Hab. 2:20). But hear the
words of Solomon on the day he dedicated the temple to the
Lord: “But will God in very deed dwell with men on the earth?
behold, heaven and the heaven of heavens cannot contain thee;
how much less this house which I have builded!” (2 Chron.
6:18). In this proclamation to his people Solomon is arguing that
they were not to view the temple as the dwelling place of God
“in very deed.” It represented His approval and authority over
them in their lives, but it was not “in very deed” the dwelling
place of God.
“In very deed” is another way of saying “in a literal sense.”
There is a sense in which God dwelled in the temple in Jerusa-
lem, but not “in very deed,” i.e., not in a literal sense. God’s
dwelling therefore was to be considered by Israel as a figurative
indwelling in Jerusalem.
Solomon’s argument to drive this point home was that a literal
indwelling of God in a temple so small, only 121,500 cubit feet,
would be absurd, when even “heaven and the heaven of heav-
ens” are too small to contain Him. Is it any less absurd to believe
that the Spirit of God could “in very deed” dwell within our
small human forms? Certainly not!
Some have countered this argument by pointing out that the
spirit of Christ dwelled within His body during His earthly life,
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assuming this blunts the force of the above argument. This
rebuttal, however, does not accomplish the desired effect for this
reason: The incarnation of Christ was unique, accomplished by
His being emptied of His “form” and His being “made in the
likeness of men” (Phil. 2:5-8). This was a unique event never to
be repeated. He was in its most literal sense “God with us”
(Matt. 1:23). Those who were aware of the literal presence of
God bowed down before Him and worshiped. No one is willing
to do this today, and this belies the belief that the Spirit of God
is literally in us today.6

One writer, Arland Pafford, tried to answer Yoder but, in his
answer, he ended up agreeing with him. Pafford wrote: “I don’t know
and I doubt if [Yoder] knows what God can and cannot do ... Certainly
God does not dwell in temples made by man (Acts 17:24).7 Yoder did
not say it is an impossibility for God. He said that God cannot do it
“except by miraculous power.” Stephen gave Israel an excellent
application of the true meaning of 2 Chronicles 6:18 when he said:
“Howbeit the Most High dwelleth not in houses made with hands; as
saith the prophet” (Acts 7:48). Solomon is the prophet to which
Stephen alluded, and 2 Chronicles is the passage. Solomon’s words
concerning the heaven of heavens is Stephen’s proof text given by
heaven for reasoning and declaring that God does not literally dwell in
the physical temple. Even Stephen’s own reasoning before the Jews
was inspired (Acts 6-7). Brethren ridicule the usage of the same logic
concerning the physical temple when applied to the physical body.
Stephen’s inspired commentary shows that the proper interpretation of
Solomon’s declaration is, the infinite cannot literally indwell anything
physical without miraculous power being exerted. Yes, Deity literally
dwelt in the human frame of Jesus, but such was certainly not ordinary.

FALSE CONCEPTS OF
THE REPRESENTATIVE INDWELLING

Some level the erroneous accusation that representative indwellers
teach a substitute indwelling. They charge us with teaching that the
Word takes the place of the Person of the Spirit. Therefore, they say:
“The memorized Word is the indwelling!” This is a misrepresentation
of the representative view.

Many incorrectly charge that the representative indwelling is
nothing more than the influence of the Word, doing some things the
Bible teaches, like believing, repenting, confessing, manifesting
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patience or self-control. This misrepresentation may be seen in a chart
disseminated by brother Terry Hightower. Matthews chimes in, saying:

The “word only” view seems to fall under the weight of the
context of Acts 2 as a whole. For example, Peter’s auditors on
the day of Pentecost “gladly received his word” (v. 41); hence,
the influence of the Spirit before their baptism. This is evidenced
by their question, “What shall we do ?” (v. 37), as well as an
implied penitent disposition. Yet, the promised Spirit was given
at baptism. Since the Holy Spirit operated on the Pentecostians
through the word prior to their baptism, just what did they
receive as a “gift” (Acts 2:38) at their baptism?8

There is just one huge problem with Hightower’s handout and Mat-
thews’ charge. They are not refuting what is actually taught; they are
simply refuting their own weak strawman. Since the indwelling is a
ruling and governing, not simply an influence or the memorized word,
such writers can easily refute their own false view which they,
knowingly or unknowingly, represent as the representative indwelling.
Furthermore, Matthews fails, as do others, to make the distinction
between “word only” and “only through the word.” One more thing:
the language of Acts 2:38-39 does not establish that the “gift of the
Holy Spirit” is received “at their baptism,” as Matthews asserts.

Actually, those who believe in the personal indwelling disagree on
the timing of the reception of the Spirit. Some teach that the reception
of the gift is “at baptism” and others teach that it is “after baptism.”
One advocate says that the Holy Spirit Himself “is bestowed upon
every Christian just as soon as he or she receives the remission of
sins.”9 “The phrase “just as soon as” indicates not a moment before and
not a moment after. Acts 2:38-39 does not tell readers when or how a
Christian may/might receive God’s appointed gift, but Acts 8 and Acts
19 do. This “just as soon as” view is in stark contrast to the timing
element Paul mentioned to the Ephesians, when he said: “In whom ye
also trusted, after that ye heard the word of truth, the gospel of your
salvation: in whom also after that ye believed, ye were sealed with that
holy Spirit of promise” (Eph. 1:13, KJV). Obviously, the Ephesians
received the seal “after that [they] believed.” Since the phrase “ye
believed” depicts their conversion, they had to have been sealed after
they became the children of God, not “just as soon as.” This contradicts
the good brother’s concept, but it fits perfectly with what we are
saying. Acts 19:5-6 and Acts 8:14-20 are the examples given by Luke
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to keep his readers from becoming confused. Luke noted: “And when
they heard this, they were baptized into the name of the Lord Jesus.
And when Paul had laid his hands upon them, the Holy Spirit came on
them; and they spake with tongues, and prophesied” (Acts 19:5-6).
According to Ephesians 1 and Acts 19, the Ephesians heard, they
believed and then they were sealed, after they believed, at the very time
when Paul laid his hands upon them, not “at baptism.”

Notice this disagreement in the timing of the reception of the Holy
Spirit from a 19th century writer. Robert Richardson expressed the
majority view of the personal indwellers in an article he entitled,
“Office of the Holy Spirit.” In it, he says the gift is received after one
becomes a child of God. Richardson opines:

It was as the Son of God that he received this gift, just as
believers become, in regeneration, the adopted children of God,
and receive afterward the gift of the Holy Spirit ... It is after
individuals become, through faith, the adopted children of God,
and because they “are sons,” that God sends “the Spirit of his
Son” into their hearts whereby they are enabled fully to realize
this relationship, and, in filial love, to cry, “Abba, Father.”10

Though the “afterward” view fits the timing of Ephesians 1, it presents
a problem to the personal indwellers by having, for a period of time, the
child of God not having the gift of the Holy Spirit, which, according to
their interpretation of Romans 8:10, is an impossibility.

Someone might suggest that saying such is simply being picky. Not
so! The timing issue was introduced by Deaver in his debate with Fox
as he sought to nullify his own understanding of Fox’s view of
Galatians 4. Deaver failed to realize that his argumentation actually
refuted his own view, not Fox’s. What we are saying has Acts 19,
Ephesians 1 and Romans 8:10 in perfect harmony with the known facts
of the reception of the gift of the Spirit (Acts 8).

Some make a point of saying that the representative indwelling is
not really an indwelling. Deaver, in order to score points in his debate
with Fox, denied on the first night that a representative indwelling is an
indwelling. Later, when called on his false assertion, and since he knew
his charts on the fourth night asserted that the Father and Son indwell
“representatively,” Deaver retracted and acknowledged that the
representative indwelling is an indwelling. Here is their exchange on
the subject:
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Mac’s denial: “It is really and actually figurative, which amounts
to no indwelling”11

Marion’s retort: “Mac says if an indwelling is not literal, it is not
an indwelling”12

Mac’s retraction: “Well, it is not a literal indwelling. It could be
a representative one”13

What a change! Note Deaver’s final conclusion where he declares the
representative indwelling to be an indwelling. We fully agree. So, what
was the reason(s) for Deaver’s denial and seeming subterfuge on the
first two nights of the debate? The reason is not known.

When questioned concerning various passages, some who seek to
refute the representative indwelling respond by saying: “It means what
it says!” or, “Oh, you don’t believe in the indwelling!” or “You don’t
believe the Bible.” With these charges in mind, the following set of
questions will help one to recognize their inconsistent answers when
compared to their comments concerning our so-called unbelief.

We ask: “Does the Father literally dwell in the Christian?”
They answer: “No!”
We ask: “Does the Christian literally dwell in God?”
They answer: “No!”
We ask: “Does Christ literally dwell in the Christian?”
They answer: “No!”
We ask: “Does the Christian literally dwell in Christ?”
They answer: “No!”
We ask: “Does the Christian literally dwell in the Holy Spirit?”
They answer: “No!”
We ask: “Does the Holy Spirit literally dwell in the Christian?”
They answer: “YES! Don’t you believe the Bible!”

What is there in language that causes the personal/literal indwellers to
agree with those of us who are “representative indwellers” on the first
five questions and then answer as they do concerning the indwelling of
the Holy Spirit, aggravating the matter in charging that those who
disagree are unbelievers? Again, there is no answer.

Take note from these answers that the literal indwelling folks
acknowledge that a representative indwelling is an indwelling. They
must do so or they deny Bible teaching. Since they believe in some
form of a representative indwelling, why is the non-literal indwelling
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of the Holy Spirit an obstacle to them? Again, we do not have the
answer.

PROPER UNDERSTANDING OF
THE REPRESENTATIVE INDWELLING

Possibly a lack of understanding is the hindrance; therefore, let it
be clearly stated: This lesson seeks to show that when the Bible speaks
of the indwelling of Deity, it is seeking to depict the rule and reign of
God in the depths of one’s soul, not simply an influence or the
memorized Bible.

Normal usage of language in our society helps us to understand
figures of speech. Following are two quotes from those who believe in
a personal indwelling. Without offering any explanation, each speaker
fully expects his listeners to understand that he is using a figure of
speech, a figure indicating how others have changed their character.

At the death of a former preacher, one of the elders at the Southside
Church of Christ in Jay, OK, said: “There’s a part of him in each one
of us.” Since the elder said a “part of him,” did he need to stop and
explain that he did not mean that the torso of the former preacher was
still in the grave but that a leg or an arm had been distributed and was
somewhere inside each member? Not at all.

In a study that referenced Psalm 27, brother Goebel Music used a
figurative phrase, saying: “God wants his people to dwell often ‘in the
temple’ (Ps. 27:4-6).”14 This is an understandable figure of speech
which he did not need to explain, and he did not explain. Why? He
knew his audience understood.

Untold numbers of figures of speech quotes from baseball players,
football players, fathers at funerals, poems, and those who have even
lost pets could be added. Figures of speech found in Reader’s Digest,
newspaper articles, books, and the Internet could be added. Figures of
speech for one person to dwell in another person are not restricted to
the first and twentieth centuries. Such figures of speech are often used
even by those who believe in the personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit.

Seeing how language was used in the first century helps students
to understand what was being conveyed in figures of speech. For
example, did Paul literally have the Philippian brethren inside his
“physical blood pump” when he said: “I have you in my heart” (Phil.
1:7)? No. Did he literally have the Corinthian brethren inside his
“physical body” when he said: “[Y]e are in our hearts to die together
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and live together” (2 Cor. 7:3)? No. Furthermore, in each case, he knew
his readers understood the figure of speech he used. Therefore, in
reference to either, he gave no explanation.

Lexicons help students to understand the figure of speech in
question. Thayer recognizes that the Greek word oikeoo is used
figuratively. He defines it: “to dwell in ... trop. ev tini, to be fixed and
operative in one’s soul: of sin, Ro. 7:17 sq. 20; of the Holy Spirit, Ro.
8:[9], 11; I Cor. 3:16.”15 “Trope” or “tropically” means “a figurative
mode of speech or writing ... a mode of biblical interpretation stressing
moral metaphor.”16 Tropically means, “turned aside from its strict
literal meaning.”17 Thayer even cites Romans 8:11 and 1 Corinthians
3 as passages where oikeoo is “turned aside from its strict literal
meaning.” Another often cited expert also sees the figurative use of our
word(s), saying: “to dwell in, inhabit; in N.T. met. to be indwelling
spiritually.”18 The Theological Dictionary of the New Testament agrees
with those two lexicographers, stressing:

Most important, however, is the fact that oikei is used to describe
inward psychological and spiritual processes [17] ... we read in
Rom. 7:18: “For I know that in me [that is, in my flesh] dwelleth
no good thing” ... and 7:20 goes on to say that sin dwells in me
... The dwelling of sin in man denotes its dominion over him ...
The sin which dwells in me ... is no passing guest, but by its
continuous presence becomes the master of the house ... Paul can
speak in just the same way, however, of the lordship of the
Spirit.19

Commentaries help students understand the figure of speech in
question. James Macknight alludes to the figurative use of oikeoo,
pointing out: “The Hebrews expressed absolute rule or dominion, by
the figure of dwelling, Ezek. xliii.7,9. Zech. ii.10,11.”20 In like manner,
Adam Clarke commented: “The I he speaks of here is opposed to
indwelling or governing sin.”21 Brother R.L. Whiteside explains: “He
who dwells in a house has charge of the house. To say that sin dwells
in a person is to say that sin has the control of him.”22 Understanding
the figurative use of oikeoo, we can see how the Bible references to the
Holy Spirit’s indwelling is a way of describing the absolute rule of
Deity in the life of the Christian.

Sixteenth century reformers help students understand the figure of
speech in question. In his treatise On the Attributes of God, Zanchius
observes:
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God is not said to dwell in the wicked, but he dwells in the
pious. For what is it to dwell in any place? It is not simply to be
there, as people are at inns and places of entertainment during
journeys; but it is to reign and have the dominion at his pleasure
as if in his own residence.23

James Arminius states: “But what man, conversant with the Scriptures,
shall distinguish reigning from indwelling or inhabiting sin, and will
account indwelling sin to be the same as the sin existing within?”24

Martin Bucer also recognized that the indwelling figure is speaking of
reigning and it is an oft used metaphor. He writes:

[Paul] says that this destructive force or power dwells in him,
that is, it entirely occupies him and has the dominion, as is the
manner of those who are at their own house, in their proper
dwelling and domicile. The apostle Paul, and all Scripture,
frequently employ this metaphor of inhabitation or residing.25

Were these men inventing these concepts because they were fighting
Pentecostalism? Not at all! Hopefully, their motive was the same as our
motive: To discover the meaning of Biblical texts.

Biblical usage helps students understand the figure of speech in
question (Job 11:14; Ezek. 43:7; Rev. 2:13). Notice how Zophar uses
“dwell” as he tells Job: “If iniquity be in thy hand, put it far away, And
let not unrighteousness dwell in thy tents” (Job 11:14). Ezekiel 43:7 is
another excellent Old Testament example of this usage. In the New
Testament, Satan’s dwelling or reigning in Pergamum are mentioned.
Through John, Jesus declared: “I know where thou dwellest, even
where Satan's throne is; and thou holdest fast my name, and didst not
deny my faith, even in the days of Antipas my witness, my faithful one,
who was killed among you, where Satan dwelleth” (Rev. 2:13,
emphasis added). Again, take note how John, like Zophar and Ezekiel,
uses the concept of “dwelling” as a figure of speech for “reigning.”

Contextual consideration helps students understand the figure of
speech in question. To the Corinthians, Paul penned: “And what
agreement hath a temple of God with idols? for we are a temple of the
living God; even as God said, I will dwell in them, and walk in them;
and I will be their God, and they shall be my people” (2 Cor. 6:16,
emphasis added). Just as God does not literally walk in us, He does not
personally indwell in us either.

Writing to the churches of Galatia, Paul conveyed: “My little
children, of whom I am again in travail until Christ be formed in you”
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(Gal. 4:19, emphasis added). Surely, no one believes Paul was teaching
that Christ was literally being formed within them? The very expres-
sion, “filled with the Holy Spirit,” has to be a figure of speech;
otherwise, Peter was filled “again” with that which he had already been
filled (cf. Acts 2:4 and 4:8). Surely, no one believes Peter was emptied
of the Spirit (like an empty gas tank) and then refilled!

Paul’s concept of the indwelling as one of ruling and reigning
needs to be studied, too. In Romans 5:20-21, he says, “sin reigned.”
Continuing to Romans 6, Paul repeats this declaration, saying, “Let not
sin therefore reign in your mortal body” (v. 12), and “his servants ye
are whom ye obey” (v. 16). Proceeding further in his references to sin
reigning, in Romans 7, what has Paul captive? Sin. It is the master. He
laments: “I see a different law in my members, warring against the law
of my mind, and bringing me into captivity under the law of sin which
is in my members” (Rom. 7:23). In Romans 7, Paul uses the concepts
of sin reigning and “sin which dwelleth in me” (v. 17) interchangeably.
There is no difference between sin reigning and sin indwelling.

Follow the logical procession from Romans 7 to Romans 8. Con-
trast what we have learned from Paul about the indwelling of sin with
“the Spirit of God dwelleth in you” and “Christ is in you” and “his
Spirit that dwelleth in you” (Rom. 8:9-11). Understanding Paul’s line
of thought from Romans 5 to chapter 8 gives us a clearer view of how
Paul uses the concept of the indwelling. God reigns; therefore, the
Spirit of God indwells. Christ reigns; therefore, “Christ is in you.” And,
the Spirit reigns; therefore, “his Spirit that dwelleth in you.” This is in
contrast to sin reigning or dwelling in the child of God.

If Deity, through the Word, reigns not in the heart of an individual,
that one “is none of his.” Conversely, in the Bible, one can find non-
Christians with “the gift of the Holy Spirit” (Acts 10:45) and the
faithful without the Holy Spirit (Acts 8:14-16; 19:5-6). Therefore,
Romans 8:9-11 is not speaking of a literal indwelling of either the
Father, the Lord of Glory or of the Holy Spirit. It is a figure of speech
which represents the contrast between complete obedience to God and
the disobedient one’s subordination to sin (Rom. 7:17, 20). One is
either in subordination to sin or to Deity (cf. Rom. 8:5-6).

WHEN DOES DEITY INDWELL?
Deity indwells all who desire and who do completely (not

perfectly) the will of God, at the moment they desire and do completely
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His will. Deity indwells when and as the Word rules and reigns in a
person’s life (Col. 3:16-17; Eph. 5:18-19). Deity indwells when we
hear and abide completely by the Word of the Lord (Rev. 3:20; Eph.
3:17). A study of Romans 6:16-18 (KJV) will determine the exact time
Deity begins to indwell—when sinners change masters through their
obedience to that “form of doctrine.”

SUPPOSED PASSAGES THAT DECLARE
WE HAVE THE PERSON OF THE SPIRIT

Those who believe that the Holy Spirit operates upon the heart
directly by the personal indwelling repeatedly take passages out of their
first century context. They erroneously apply verses to the indwelling
that are better understood as references to the giving of the Spirit to the
apostles and prophets and spiritually-gifted first century Christians.
Though every single passage has application(s) for all generations, we
must first seek the original meaning of the writer, in his own day and
culture, then properly apply each verse to our life.
Misused Passages In John’s Writings

Misused passages from the writing of John include: John 3:5; 4:10;
7:37-39; 14:14-16; 15:26-27; 16:7-13; and, 1 John 3:24; 4:13). John
7:37-39 contains the nugget of what John says in greater detail in
chapters fourteen through sixteen. By letting John 14-16 explain John
7, New Testament truth will make greater sense. A first century view
of John 14-16 also allows one to see that 1 John 3:24 and 4:13 are
declarations of the fulfillment of what Jesus had promised concerning
the miraculous reception of the Spirit (which was, of course, limited to
the first century). It is amazing that so many fail to understand that
Jesus’ promise of the Comforter was only for the apostles and that it
had to do with their baptism in the Spirit. Of course, the apostles’
baptism in the Spirit had implications and benefits for first century
Christians. Unfortunately, today, there are misguided brethren who are
teaching that being “born again,” as mentioned in John 3:3-5, is the
“gift of the Holy Spirit” or that it is “baptism in the Spirit.” This is how
far some have digressed.
Misused Passages In Matthew

In Matthew 3:11, John the Baptist foretold of the coming baptism
in the Spirit. The baptism in the Spirit was to be administered to the
apostles. It contained elements which pertained to all brethren since it
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included the unique gift of giving the Spirit unto faithful Christians
through the laying on of the apostles’ hands. John’s focus in Matthew
3:7-12 is not on the baptism in the Spirit, but is on God’s punishment
of the wicked. Actually, if the four words “the Holy Spirit and” were
removed, these six verses would say absolutely nothing about the Holy
Spirit. Yet, scholars have built great theories from this section of Holy
Writ. Is this a suggestion to remove the Holy Spirit from the passage?
Absolutely not! One simply needs to give emphasis to the point John
the immerser is addressing relative to the baptism in fire.
Misused Passages In Luke’s Writings

Misused passages from Luke’s writings include: Luke 11:13;
24:47-49; Acts 1:4-5, 8; 2:4-5, 8; 2:17-19, 38-39; 5:29-32; 8:14-
23;10:45-48; 11:4-18; 15:1-11. When the prediction of Luke 11:13 is
compared to Acts 8:14-20 (the request for and the reception of the Holy
Spirit by the Samarians), we are able to see exactly what Jesus had in
mind when He promised the Spirit to Christians upon the condition of
the apostle’s specific prayer. Just as Christians no longer pray, “Thy
kingdom come” (Lk. 11:2), since the kingdom has come, they no
longer pray for the Spirit to come in the miraculous manner, which is
what Jesus had in mind. Furthermore, by keeping Acts 2:38-39 in the
context of the Old Testament knowledge of the Jewish audience, and
within what they saw and heard being done by the hands of the apostles
(Acts 5:32), the gift of the Holy Spirit is the endowment of the
miraculous. With the Old Testament background and the work of the
Spirit in the days of Jesus and the apostles, and the predictions and
events of Pentecost, there is no hint of some sort of ordinary reception
of the majestic Person of the Spirit.
Misused Passages In Paul’s Writings

Misused passages from Paul’s writings include: Galatians 3:5; 4:6;
Romans 8:15, 26-27; 1 Corinthians 3:16-17; 6:19; 2 Corinthians 6:16;
and Ephesians 1:13-14; 2:22. Nowhere in Scripture do Bible readers
find the statement “your bodies are temples,” even though the religious
world repeatedly uses such not-to-be-found-in-Scripture terminology.
By maintaining that the temple of God is singular, like the body of
Christ is singular, the conclusion that God dwells in “God's building”
(1 Cor. 3:9, 11, 16-17) is also maintained.

The context of Romans 8:26 is not discussing the Christian’s
inability to pray normal prayers. Jesus and the apostles taught Chris-
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tians how to pray. The Romans 8 context is discussing times of
persecution and suffering (Rom. 8:17-23). Furthermore, the text cannot
be teaching that the Holy Spirit is interceding because Deity does not
groan inarticulately. Concerning the groanings of Romans 8:26, brother
Hardeman Nichols accurately says: “The groanings ... ‘cannot be
uttered.’”26 However, he neglects to tell us that, grammatically, the
“spirit itself” (KJV) of verse 26 is the one doing the inarticulate
groaning. The spirit intercedes. How? With inarticulate groanings.
Therefore, the one interceding in Romans 8:26 cannot be the Holy
Spirit, unless you are ready to affirm that Deity uses “mute sighs, the
expression of which is suppressed by grief ... [al. Which (from their
nature) cannot be uttered ...]”27

Some Bible students fail to realize that their concept of Romans
8:26 portrays the Godhead with a couple of weaknesses: 1) The
inability of the Holy Spirit to express Himself, and 2) The inability of
the Father to understand a man’s prayer. On the other hand, educated
scholars know what they are saying and choose to ignore the import of
what they are teaching. In a footnote, Dr. Hermann Olshausen
expresses his incredulity at Meyer’s misconception of the passage.

Meyer has remarkably misconceived this passage; he thinks that
it is not the groaning of men that is spoken of, which the Spirit
incites, but the groaning of the Spirit itself. As if groaning could
be a predicate of God, and unutterable groans might in any sense
whatever be attributed to God.28

I agree with Olshausen. How can unutterable groans, in any sense
whatever, be attributed to God? Such groaning is reserved for human
flesh. Though Dr. Olshausen is wrong in his theology when he has the
Spirit inciting the groanings, which is just as bad as Meyer’s concept,
he is right in his fear that a student would attribute the unutterable
groans to God.

Gene Wright also ignores the grammar and import of the passage.
Doug Post repeatedly called Professor Wright’s attention to the
meaning of the Greek word translated “cannot be uttered” (KJV).
Remember, it means, “sighs that baffle words” or “speechless groan-
ings.” The professor called the point “irrelevant.” Irrelevant?! It is not
irrelevant to God that a doctrine depicts Him with the weakness of
being unable to express Himself. The professor knows he is saying a
weakness exists with the Holy Spirit, since his own doctrine equates an
inarticulate groaning of the Holy Spirit alongside the groaning of



248 The Holy Spirit Indwells Representatively Through the Word

mankind. He states: “There are three groanings in this portion of
Romans 8: Verse 22—all of creation groans, Verse 23—all believers
groan, Verse 26—God the Holy Spirit groans.” Why ascribe such
fleshly weakness to the Holy Spirit? Only when God was man was this
inability attributed to Him. Otherwise, He utters His own thoughts or
the thoughts of others. Obviously, since the Holy Spirit does not have
the weakness of groaning inarticulately, the spirit mentioned in Romans
8:26 cannot be the Holy Spirit. The grammar shows that the “spirit” of
the text doing the groaning has to be the human spirit, not the Holy
Spirit.

Someone may object and say that the unutterable groanings are
simply needs or emotions which cannot be expressed by human
language. Of course, this is based on nothing but an assumption. There
is absolutely no modifier which suggests that the writer of Romans is
speaking of human language. Instead of injecting into the text the
phrase “human language,” you might as well insert “English language.”
One is as justified as the other. Neither is in the text or concept! Such
interpretations amount to reading into the text what you want it to say,
instead of reading out of the text what God has put therein.

A divine Person has no problem expressing Himself, as the
doctrines of some seems to insinuate. Humans do. When Christians are
bowed down with sorrow, they may fall prostrate on the floor and sigh,
not knowing how to express their deep grief and heartache to God at
the loss of a child or some other tragedy. Telling me of his deep
heartache, a former student wrote:

When my 11 year old daughter was killed in 1988, I screamed
and cried and sobbed and rolled in the floor, crying out to God
for Him to just help us. I did not know what words to articulate
in completion; but I know that God heard my screams of despair
just as much as if I had been able to put my prayer into words.
God heard my cry for help and knew what I needed.

That perfectly illustrates what Paul is teaching in Romans 8:26-27.
What great comfort is found in verse 27. It assures the Christian’s
aching heart that the heart-searcher, Christ (Rev. 2:23), knows and He,
that is, Christ, ever intercedes through His blood on the cross (Rom.
8:34). The Father hears and understands our prayers. He does not need
anyone to translate prayers to Him.29 Deity knows.

Let us notice another action that must not be ascribed to the Holy
Spirit. Oklahoma Christian University’s Bill Jones said that Galatians
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4:6 is very clear when it says, “The Holy Spirit cries.” This is strange
language for a professor. The professor injected the word “Holy” into
the text. It is important to understand that the Holy Spirit does not cry
to the heavenly Father with an infant child’s affectionate cry of “Abba,
Father.” That is what the cry “Abba, Father” indicates. The father-child
relationship does not exist between the Father and the Spirit. A
recognition of this fact will help us see what Romans 8:15 and
Galatians 4:6 are saying. The text says the Christian’s spirit is the one
crying. With a child-like appeal, Christians, not the Holy Spirit, cry
aloud unto their heavenly Father. They are no longer crying as servants
with the disposition of bondage, but as children with the spirit of
sonship. Paul tells us that the very moment this change from a servant
to a son takes place is at conversion (Rom. 6:3-4, 16-18). Notice the
distinction between the time of the reception of the spirit of sonship and
the “gift of the Holy Spirit” in Acts 8 and 19. “Well,” says one, “they
are the same.” No, they are not, and to so teach causes confusion.

Take a another look at the seal of the Spirit in Ephesians 1:13-14.
Let the events at Ephesus, recorded in Acts 19:1-6, explain and clarify
what the “seal” is in Ephesians 1. The Ephesian brethren received the
Holy Spirit by the laying on of the hands of the apostle Paul. They were
thereby enabled to speak in tongues. The same “seal” (miraculous
manifestations) that established Jesus as God’s only begotten Son (Jn.
3:33-34), confirmed the Gentiles in the Lord’s church at Ephesus as
sons, a matter which was being called into question by some in the first
century (Acts 11:1-18; 15:1-11). Paul affirmed that the miraculous
“seal” verified that the Gentiles in the Galatian church were children of
God, by asking: “He therefore that supplieth to you the Spirit, and
worketh miracles among you, doeth he it by the works of the law, or by
the hearing of faith?” (Gal. 3:5). Since it is said that the personal
indwelling can only be known through Bible statements—and not by
any of the five senses—how is it possible for a non-felt, non-seen, non-
heard, non-tasted, non-spoken indwelling to confirm or seal anything
to anybody? It cannot!

ACTS 2:38
A study of this subject is incomplete without giving due attention

to Acts 2:38. Without knowing Greek, Bible students are able to
determine whether the “gift of the Holy Spirit” is the Holy Spirit given
as a gift, or if the “gift of the Holy Spirit” is a gift given by the Holy
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Spirit. Brother Mark Copeland believes Acts 2:38 teaches that the Holy
Spirit is the gift in the phrase, “the gift of the Holy Spirit.” His lesson
fills the Internet. Here is his basic argumentation (his format is edited
slightly, but not his argument, RLC):

The Grammatical Arguments for the Holy Spirit as the Gift
include:

1. “gen., receive the Spirit as a gift, Ac 2:38.” (Arndt &
Gingrich, Dorea, Greek-English Lexicon of the New
Testament and Other Early Christian Literature, p. 210)

2. “With the epexegetical gen. of the thing given, the Holy
Ghost, Ac 2:38.” (Thayer, Dorea, Greek-English Lexicon of
the New Testament, p. 161)

No one denies that the general consensus of Greek scholars is that
the Holy Spirit is the gift in Acts 2:38.
Let us be clear. It is the consensus of denominational scholars and

they, at times, allow their biases to interfere with their scholarship. Do
we need to mention A.T. Robertson’s bias concerning eis? Surely not!
Furthermore, does the average Bible student know why Thayer says,
“of the thing given, the Holy Ghost,” in his definition? He is a
Unitarian. He thinks the Spirit is a “thing.” He does not believe the
Holy Spirit is a Person, and his definition reflects his theology.

Here is what is meant by saying you do not need to know Greek to
know Who or what “the gift of the Holy Spirit” is. This is important!
Not one single Greek scholar will give you a single quote of the phrase
“the gift of [X]” where “X” is the name of a person (not a thing), and
it means the person in the phrase is the gift given. For the sake of study,
exclude the phrase, “the gift of the Holy Spirit,” in Acts 2:38. You can
search the Greek New Testament and the Greek translation of the Old
Testament, the Septuagint (LXX), and you will never find that the
person in the phrase is the gift. Again, you can search throughout Greek
literature and you will never find that the person in the phrase is the
gift. Not once! Moreover, you can do the same with English literature.
It is not there! You may find a fellow, such as Copeland, using the
phrase to include a person to give weight to his doctrine, but in those
cases it is an invention of one’s own making.

Often, those who hold that the Holy Spirit Himself is the gift being
described in Acts 2:38 will cite a verse where the phrase has a “thing”
as the gift, such as “the gift of righteousness” (Rom. 5:17). Take note,
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“righteousness” is a thing, not a person. Do you know why they do not
quote a Bible passage with a person as the gift in the phraseology? The
reason is, it does not exist. Do you know why they do not quote a
passage from Greek literature where a person is the gift in the phraseol-
ogy? Again, the reason is, it does not exist. Quotes from many verses
can be found that use the phraseology “gift of [thing],” and in some
cases the “thing” in the phrase may be the gift. However, you will
never find the phrase in question where the person in the phrase is the
gift which is given.

THESE THINGS HELP REACH OUR CONCLUSION THAT
THE HOLY SPIRIT INDWELLS REPRESENTATIVELY
Since miracles have ceased and since the Father, Son, and Holy

Spirit are Deity, and since it is impossible for God to be seen, touched
or indwelt by flesh without a miraculous exertion of power, then the
indwelling of Deity, as mentioned in the Bible, must be a representative
indwelling.

Since the Bible says that the Father and the Son dwell in the
Christian, and since Bible readers understand that Their indwelling is
not literal, then why do some understand the same Bible language,
when used relative to the Spirit’s indwelling, to be a totally different
kind of indwelling? There is no reason for such confusion. Interpreta-
tion of all indwellings of Deity should be the same—representative.
Consistency indicates that it should be. Even with certain claims in
mind, the Bible does not say how the Holy Spirit indwells in flesh. It
does say how the Second Person in the Godhead indwelt in the flesh of
Jesus. He did so “bodily,” or as some interpret it, “literally” (Col. 2:9).

Since it was simple for Holy Writ to say how the Second Person in
the Godhead indwelt the flesh, it would be simple for it to say the same
about the third member. It would simply say: “The Spirit dwells in the
flesh bodily.” But, the Bible does not say any such thing. That being
the case, then neither should we. Indwelling terminology is figurative
language which conveys Deity’s reign in the hearts of men.

Since the figurative language the Bible uses to describe the
indwelling is normal language, language which was easily understood
by people in the first century, language which we can understand today,
and language which many commentators understand, then we should
allow the figurative language to serve its purpose, i.e., to describe the
indwelling as the reign of God. Since Paul, in the very context of
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Romans 5-8, uses known and realistically picturesque language to
describe the reign of sin as an indwelling, we should have no problem
understanding his usage of the indwelling of Deity to communicate the
reign of the Spirit or the Father or the Son (Rom. 8:9-11). Indeed, it is
highly “Pauline.”

Since the Bible does not state that the Holy Spirit literally indwells,
and since virtually all conclude that the representative indwelling is an
indwelling, then the Spirit indwelling in the same manner as the Father
and Son ought not to be a problem. Each indwell representatively, not
personally or literally. Since the Bible does not mention the literal
indwelling of any member of the Godhead, why force the doctrine?
Why give people unrealistic expectations? We should not.

WHAT ARE THE BENEFITS
OF THE REPRESENTATIVE INDWELLING?

Various papers drawn up to depict the benefits of the personal
indwelling list four benefits. On the other hand, the benefits of the
representative indwelling far out weigh these four. Whatever benefit the
Christian receives from the Word is a blessing of the indwelling (Jn.
5:24-25). Jesus proclaimed:

Verily, verily, I say unto you, He that heareth my word, and
believeth him that sent me, hath eternal life, and cometh not into
judgment, but hath passed out of death into life. Verily, verily,
I say unto you, The hour cometh, and now is, when the dead
shall hear the voice of the Son of God; and they that hear shall
live.

After extolling the benefits of God’s Word, David concluded: “In
keeping them there is great reward” (Ps. 19:11). Psalms 19:7-11 states:

The law of the Lord is perfect, converting the soul: the testimony
of the Lord is sure, making wise the simple. The statutes of the
Lord are right, rejoicing the heart: the commandment of the Lord
is pure, enlightening the eyes. The fear of the Lord is clean,
enduring for ever: the judgments of the Lord are true and
righteous altogether. More to be desired are they than gold, yea,
than much fine gold: sweeter also than honey and the honey-
comb. Moreover by them is thy servant warned: and in keeping
of them there is great reward (KJV, emphasis added).

No one believes that the power is in the material Book—in the ink,
paper and binding. However, all those who drink deeply of its content
and mediate thoroughly upon its truth and walk completely in its
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guidance are blessed. These are the ones who are ruled by God’s Word.
These are the ones who are indwelt by the Holy Spirit. These are the
only ones who are benefitted. Make no mistake about it, the children of
God do not worship the Bible, but neither do they minimize its power
(Heb. 4:12; Rom. 1:16).

CONCLUSION
Deity’s indwelling must be a representative indwelling since Deity

cannot literally be inside a physical body without the exercise of
perceptible miraculous power. It can be proven that the miraculous
ceased in the first century (1 Cor. 13; Eph. 4; Acts 8)

Furthermore, recognizable and often used figurative language
demonstrates that the indwelling was used in the Bible to depict the
concept of ruling and reigning. Since it can further be proved that God
never forced His moral control over the freewill of man, reign or
control, since the first century, is accomplished only through the Word
of God.

All readily agree that a host of passages teach some view of the
giving and reception of the Holy Spirit (1 Jn. 3:24), but none teach a
personal indwelling. Proper hermeneutics of these passages, with due
consideration given to the first century time frame when miracles were
a common occurrence, will demonstrate that the applicable verses are
not addressing the personal indwelling viewpoint.

ENDNOTES
1 All Scripture references are taken  from the American Standard Version
unless otherwise noted.
2 Mac Deaver and Marion Fox, The Deaver-Fox Debate, The Indwelling of the
Holy Spirit: Literal or Figurative? (Spring, TX: The Bible Resource
Publications, 1995), 211-212.
3 Samuel A. Matthews,
http://home.earthlink.net/~mrsamerica1/HS2Gift.ht (3/2005).
4 Ovid, “The Metamorphoses,” book iii., table iii., trans. Sir Samuel Garth,
John Dryden.
5 K.C. Moser, “The Gift of the Holy Spirit,”
http://www.mun.ca/rels/restmov/texts/moser/chap7.html (9/2002).
6 Gil Yoder, “How Does the Holy Spirit Dwell Within?”
http://www.letusreason.com/archives/holyspirit/indwelling/hsi-affirmative-
jgy.htm (5/2005).



254 The Holy Spirit Indwells Representatively Through the Word

7 Arland Pafford, http://www.aplaintalk.com/indwellingholyspirit.html,
(3/2005).
8 Matthews.
9 Terry Hightower, “The Holy Spirit Dwells In The Christian Literally And
Personally,” Studies In Romans, ed. Dub McClish (Denton, TX: Valid
Publications, 1996), 378.
10 Robert Richardson, “Office of the Holy Spirit,”
http:/www.mun.ca/rels/restmov/texts/rrichardson/ohs/OHS04.HTM (3/2005).
11 Deaver-Fox, 96.
12 Ibid., 122.
13 Ibid.
14 Goebel Music, Difficult Texts of the New Testament Explained, Ft. Worth
Lectures, ed. Wendell Winkler, (Forth Worth, TX: E. Edwin Manney
Company, 1981), 16.
15 Joseph Henry Thayer, Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testament (Grand
Rapids, MI: Zondervan Publishing House, 1974), 439.
16 Merriam-Webster’s Collegiate Dictionary, 9th ed., s.v. “trope.”
17 The Analytical Greek Lexicon, (Grand Rapids, MI: Zondervan Publishing
House, 1977.
18 Ibid., 141.
19 Gerhard Kittel and Gerhard Friedrich, eds. Theological Dictionary of the
New Testament, trans. Geoffrey W. Bromiley (Grand Rapids, MI: William B.
Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1976), 5:135.
20 James Macknight Apostolic Epistles With A Commentary and Notes, (Grand
Rapids, MI: Baker Book House, 1969), 1:325, 340.
21 Adam Clarke, Clarke’s Commentary (New York, NY: Abingdon Press,
n.d.), 6:87.
22 R.L. Whiteside, A New Commentary On Paul’s Letter To The Saints At
Rome, (Fort Worth, TX: Manny Company), 158.
23 Quote may be found quoted by Arminius at:
http://www.ccel.org/ccel/arminius/works2.vi.iii.vii.html (3/2005).
Zanchius, Basil a learned Italian monk and writer, was born at Bergamo in
1501. His real name was Peter. He studied at Rome and various other places.
He was one of the best Latin poets of his age.
24 Ibid., Arminius - Works Of James Arminius, v. 2, 263 [1610 AD].
25 Ibid., Martin Bucer, the chief Reformer of the city, ended his labors in the
Anglican Church as professor of theology in the University of Cambridge in
1551. Six years after his death his body was dug up, chained upright to a stake



Ron Cosby 255

and burned, under Queen Mary; but his tomb was rebuilt and his memory
honorably restored under Queen Elizabeth.
26 Hardeman Nichols, What Do You Know About The Holy Spirit? Ft. Worth
Lectures, ed. Wendell Winkler, (Forth Worth, TX: E. Edwin Manney
Company, 1980), 350. 
27 Thayer, 25.
28 Dr. Hermann Olshausen, Biblical commentary on the New Testament, 4:54),
[may be viewed at MOA online].
29 Nichols.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


