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DEAVER’S DOCTRINE
AND THE FRUIT THE HOLY SPIRIT

Keith Mosher

INTRODUCTION1

A basic misunderstanding of the doctrine regarding the fruit of the
Holy Spirit (Gal. 5:22-23) stems from an erroneous position concerning
the New Testament book of Romans. Those holding to a literal,
personal, direct operation of the Holy Spirit on the human spirit
(Calvinism) view “carnal mindedness” as the antithesis to “spiritual
mindedness,” and view Romans 7-8 as teaching such. There is a
difference between thinking spiritually and thinking carnally (Phil. 4:8;
Rom. 12:2), but the Romans text is a discussion of the difference
between trying to achieve righteousness under the law of Moses versus
actually being righteous by walking after the “law of the Spirit of life
in Christ Jesus” (Rom. 7:5; 8:2). Paul’s use of the term “flesh” in
Romans is a reference to being under the law of Moses, not to being
“carnally minded” in the sense of reprobation (Rom. 7:5). Paul was
literally “in the flesh” when he wrote Romans. Yet, one has stated:

By the way, of course, the Lord rules the world (Acts 10:36). He
is the legal ruler of all men, and he is ruling all men in that sense.
It is simply the case that the world practicing sin is not submit-
ting to his authority. Romans 7—we discussed carnal minded-
ness and ruling. I think we understand the difference between
carnal mindedness and spiritual mindedness, and everybody who
obeys the gospel has left carnal mindedness.2

The above quote contains the basic error that leads to Calvin-
ism—that somehow a Christian’s response to sin is different from an
alien sinner’s reaction. In fact the above debater said that the Bible



Keith Mosher 289

teaches “that the Holy Spirit has a relationship to the church that he
does not have to the world.”3 The Holy Spirit convicts the world and
the Christian in exactly the same manner (Rom. 10:17; Jn. 16:7-8; Eph.
6:17), otherwise there is no need to preach to the Christian the same
message preached to the world (Mk. 16:15-16; Rom. 1:16; 1 Cor. 1:18-
21).

This chapter, discussing how the Holy Spirit bears His influence so
that a person can bear the fruit of righteous living, necessarily entails
a number of considerations. First, the all-sufficiency of God’s Word to
affect the fruit must be understood. Second, evidence needs to be
shown that Calvinism is the issue. Third, an exposition of Acts 2:41 has
to be included here because the passage is not understood by brethren
holding to Calvinism. Fourth, Acts 2:38 and Galatians 5:21–22 are
harmonious; therefore, it is essential to stress that they be correctly
exegeted, not eisegeted as do the Calvinists.

THE ALL-SUFFICIENT WORD
In his debate with the well-known Presbyterian, N.L. Rice, in 1843,

Alexander Campbell affirmed: “In conversion and sanctification, the
Spirit of God operates on persons only through the Word.”4 Campbell
clarified that the precise point at issue was not, “What the Spirit does
... but by what means the spirit of God operates in conversion and
sanctification.”5 N.B. Hardeman, in his debate with Ben Bogard,
echoed Campbell, stating:

It is not a question, ladies and gentlemen, whether the Holy
Spirit is present in conviction and conversion, or whether He has
an influence, but how does the Holy Spirit operate and have that
influence? ... But how does the Spirit operate? That is the
question. My answer first, last, and all the time is that He
influences through the gospel, which is God’s power.6

The above could be multiplied because they are representative of
the views most brethren have held over the years. Furthermore, they
help define what is meant by the “all-sufficiency” of the Word of God.
By “all-sufficient” it is meant that whatever a man needs to become a
Christian, and to endure as a child of God, is provided by Holy Writ.
And, it also means it is through that message that the Holy Spirit
operates (Lk. 8:11).

Paul wrote that Scripture provides doctrine, reproof (a very strong
term), correction, and instruction in righteousness (2 Tim. 3:16). He
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then insisted that when the man of God was sanctified by Scripture, that
man was complete (2 Tim. 3:17). Peter added that sanctification was
“through sanctification of the Spirit” (1 Pet. 1:2). And, in this connec-
tion it should be recalled that Jesus said sanctification is through truth
or the Word of God (Jn. 17:17). Since the Holy Spirit does convict and
sanctify sinner and saint respectively, how does He do so, and why
does He have to use the Word (cf. Jn. 16:7-9)?

The answer to the above query should be obvious. Without the
Word there is no conviction and no sanctification of sinner or saint. No
verse of Holy Writ explicitly states or remotely implies that the Holy
Spirit teaches, reproves, corrects, or instructs in righteousness apart
from the Word. The word “corrects” is emphasized in the foregoing
sentence because some insist that, separate and apart from the Word,
the Holy Spirit keeps them from sinning. But where is the verse that
even hints at such a view? The Holy Spirit does no correcting without
using the message. No Scripture indicates a correcting by the Holy
Spirit separate and apart from the Word of God. Therefore, the Word
is necessary for correction.

The Hebrews writer insisted that the Word of God was living (zoee,
real life), active (energees, powerful or full of energy), and so sharp
that the message could penetrate right to the heart of man’s soul and
spirit and could discern (kritkos, skilled in judging) the thoughts
(enthumeeseon, inward thoughts) and intents (ennoion, leanings) of
man’s heart or mind (Heb. 4:12). The foregoing description hardly
sounds as if the Word of God is sufficient merely for information. In
fact, Jesus insisted that the message and deity can not be separated. He
preached: “It is the spirit that quickeneth; the flesh profiteth nothing:
the words that I speak unto you, they are spirit, and they are life” (Jn.
6:63). The “breath” (spirit) of God and the “life” from God are the very
essence of Jesus’ words (cf. Jn. 7:46).

The Word of God, in fact, is the seed of the kingdom (Lk. 8:11).
That seed is called the Word, the Word of God, the Will of God, and
the Will of my Father (Mk. 4:14; Lk. 8:21; Mk. 3:35; Mt. 12:50,
respectively). Luke used the subjective genitive to show that this living
message proceeded from the Father (cf. Lk. 8:11).

What is it that empowers the Word and makes it different from
ordinary conversation? In 2 Timothy 3:16, Paul described the Biblical
message as God-breathed. Writing to the Romans, he insisted that
saving faith came by the Word (roama, breathed word) of God (Rom.
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10:17). Then, writing to the Ephesians, Paul explicitly stated “the
sword of the Spirit ... is the word (raama) of God” (Eph. 6:17). God’s
Word cannot be separated from deity for the message is the very breath
(raama) of God, and it is that breath (and only that breath) that the
Holy Spirit uses to influence man’s heart. Since Ephesians 6:17 sets
forth the “how” of the Spirit’s influence, no one should attempt to
explain that influence some other way.

To illustrate the above point, the creation record is referenced.
Moses describes that momentous event as having occurred because,
“God said” (Gen. 1:3, 6, 9,11, 14, 24, 26, 29). At that time, God was
not holding a conversation with someone to give him information on
how the creation would occur. Neither was He involved in a soliloquy.
When God’s Word was unleashed, that message, unseparated from
deity, became something—an entire universe teeming with life. God’s
breath is still the essence of God’s Word, and that Word unleashed by
study or preaching becomes something in man. Man is reproved,
corrected, and instructed (2 Tim. 3:16). Man is sanctified (Jn. 17:17).
Man is changed (Rom. 8:1-3). And, the Holy Spirit was active in all the
foregoing as that breath of God, the Spirit’s “sword,” was unsheathed
(Eph. 6:17).

A further illustration from creation might also help establish the
point being made. The sun is needed for life. How did God provide the
sun? Did God’s creating Word provide the solution to man’s need? Of
course it did. And, in the spiritual creation, every need man has is met
by Scripture, which is seed, and seed reproduces (Lk. 8:11; Gen. 1:11-
12). As God can produce a fruit tree from seed, He can produce the
fruit of Christianity from seed.

Despite all that power in God’s Word to convict and to sanctify,
some still adamantly insist that the Word is perfect for learning, but that
in addition to that Word one needs the Holy Spirit in order to under-
stand it. This “enlightenment” theory, which is widespread and popular
in denominational circles, is forever denied by explicit statements in
Scripture. The Bible expressly teaches that it is through knowledge that
one gets understanding (2 Pet. 1:3). That is exactly the reason behind
Paul’s insistence that when one reads Scripture, he can understand the
same (Eph. 3:4).

The Bible message is forever different from all other literature. One
who insists that the Bible is all-sufficient informationally only denies
that the “breath” of God is contained in the message. However, at least
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one brother denies that the Bible is “all sufficient” and insists that one
needs “the church, prayer, angels (?), brethren ...” to live the Christian
life.7 (How one needs angels is not explained by the brother in question,
nor are any of his other “additions” to the Word.) In light of our errant
brother’s stance, since our concern here centers upon conviction and
sanctification, explained above as achieved by the Holy Spirit through
the God-breathed Word, it is logical to ask: 1) Does the church convict
and sanctify or does God’s Word (Jn. 17:17)? 2) Does prayer convict
and sanctify or does God’s Word? 3) Do angels or other brethren
convict and sanctify or does God’s Word? Every soul needs to
understand that the seed, God’s Word, provides the church, teaches one
how to pray, explains angels, and corrects brethren. For, without the
Bible no one would ever know of the church, prayer, angels, brethren,
or any other spiritual issue.

Dear reader, take the following challenge. Close your Bible. Forget
every verse you ever knew about any spiritual issue—including the
Holy Spirit—and try, without using any Bible verse, to carry on an
intelligent, informed conversation about such issues. The Holy Spirit
operates through an all-sufficient, God-breathed Word.

EVIDENCE OF
CALVINISTIC ERROR AMONG BRETHREN

John Calvin, borrowing from Augustine, taught:
[T]he Spirit of God, while he dwells in our hearts makes us feel
the virtue of Christ (Rom. 8:11). For when our minds conceive
the benefits of Christ, it is owing to the illumination of the Holy
Spirit; to his persuasion it is owing that they are sealed in our
hearts (Eph. 1:13). In short, he alone makes room in us for them.
He regenerates us and makes us to be new creatures. Accord-
ingly, whatever gifts are offered us in Christ, we receive by the
agency of the Spirit.8

Calvin believed that man’s inborn nature was totally depraved from
birth and that man cannot respond to God, nor contribute one whit to
his own salvation without a direct, Holy Spirit on the human spirit,
operation. Calvin’s teaching, along with that of Martin Luther’s and a
host of others, has contributed to the theologically fatal error that the
Holy Spirit nudges one; moves one to God; helps one understand the
Bible; and generally causes one to obey God. Brethren have defeated
Calvinistic doctrine on the polemic platform time and again. Yet, the
teaching will not die because it is carnal and appeals to the lazy-minded
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who want God to do everything for them concerning salvation. Too,
many desire “a sign” from God, or “more” than Scripture in their
“spiritual” lives. Rather than believing that the Gospel can be obeyed
by “every creature,” Calvinists opt for a feeling motivated by a “Holy
Ghost” Who “moves their bones”9 and causes them to obey (cf. Mk.
16:15-16).

Further and sadly, carnal-minded brethren are increasingly
fascinated with Calvinism. One wrote:

With him we gain strength ... invisible direct strength to do
kingdom work Christians are led by the Spirit conclusively in
that we are able to see secret signals ... It is my observation that
without the Holy Spirit the Bible only makes no earthly sense. I
am thoroughly persuaded that the scriptures become no more
than a mere book of “blah” if we are not Spirit led.10

Another, who is a youth leader, wrote in a church bulletin:
Giving Glory to God....
It is at once an exhilarating and humbling reminder of His Power
when God works through one of His servants. Your comments
Sunday were gratifying and heartening, because I know that you
understood and applied the message God allowed me to preach.
It has made me ponder how best to give God the glory.
You see, I fully believe that the Spirit gave me the subject of
“Drawing Water From Empty Wells.” I had not planned on my
thoughts going in that direction, nor had I intended in addressing
such issues. Yet, as I prayed for God’s blessings and leading, the
subject came to me and then would not leave my mind. So, again
It is at once exhilarating to watch as God works. Yet, humbling,
because you were moved as a family ... but not by me.
In the past, I didn’t think this way, but I do now. While I may
desire and work toward mutual knowledge and understanding,
I will not expend my energy on getting others to agree with me.
If there are those who feel differently on issues such as these as
Paul put it, “God will make it clear to that person.” A spirit of
clissension is easily seen by its fruits, just as a spirit of love and
submission is easily seen by the fruit it bears. May we ever know
(and not be afraid to feel) God’s anointing in our worship.11

A third, very well-known brother wrote:
The daily grace that God supplies Christians does not come from
intellect and will power. It comes instead from an internal
dynamic greater than anything in us by virtue of our human



294 Deaver’s Doctrine and the Fruit of the Holy Spirit

nature. The Spirit of God enables one to live a holy life that is
beyond him in the power of the flesh.12

A fourth wrote that he loved to tell stories because such “highlight what
can be done if we follow through on the leading of God’s Spirit within
our hearts.”13 In fact, there are so many teaching a direct leading by the
Holy Spirit that an entire book could be devoted to listing them.14

Two leading influences on younger (and older) preachers today
concerning Calvinism and the Holy Spirit are Charles Swindol
(California based) and the Chicago based Willow Creek Community
Church.15 Some preachers use Swindol’s messages without change, and
others are copying the “Holy Spirit” led concepts of the Willow Creek
denomination. In Memphis, for example, six “community” churches
have been established by men who formerly associated (and still try to
do so) with churches of Christ.16

If the above statements are brushed off by some as all coming from
“liberal” brethren, note the following from Mac Deaver:

If when a person says that one is convicted, converted, and
sanctified, only by the Spirit’s word, he means to refer to the
information supplied by the Spirit, he is correct. But if he means
to imply that God did not employ providential means ... to
convict, convert, and sanctify, he is clearly wrong.17

However, the Holy Spirit has not said that he does not act
directly and personally in the area of providence.18 (This quote
is from the same author as above and is an argumentum ad
absurdum from silence!)

Other Calvinists among the members in churches of Christ have
written that such error “renews” brethren. (How teaching error with
“words” renews a Christian is never explained by such heretical
thinkers who disallow that “words,” more specifically the Word of
God, can change a person anyway.) Note the following:

Our purpose is to contribute to church renewal ... ultimately
renewal comes from the Spirit of God ... unity is a spiritual
oneness created by the presence of the Holy Spirit ...19

The Holy Spirit actually, personally (but non-miraculously)
dwells within the Christian ... the evidence of which is not
internal but external: love, joy, peace ... (Gal. 5:22-23).20

How may I know I have the personal indwelling of the Spirit?
Evidence, the fruit of the Spirit ... the qualities (Gal. 5:22-23) are
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the harvest which the Spirit gives because he ... enables the
development of them (emphasis added).21

The Holy Spirit is our Helper in bearing fruit. Gal. 5:22-23
singles out per detail the fruit of the Spirit ... we cannot do this
on our own. We accomplish this through the Spirit.22

The Spirit leads and aids the Christian in his efforts at righteous-
ness.23

It is the case that Calvinism completely influences one’s view of
how the Holy Spirit affects the spiritual fruit which is manifested in the
Christian’s life. Comparing the above statements from brethren with
those of John Calvin and the following from a Pentecostal Calvinist
should leave no doubt in the minds of discerning brethren that such
influence is the problem. The Pentecostal wrote: “The baptism of the
Holy Spirit causes (emphasis added) the lovely fruit of God’s grace to
spring forth—love, joy peace, longsuffering ... (Gal. 5:22-23).”24

Brethren, please note that whereas Calvinists in the denominational
churches use the word “causes,” Calvinists among us use the term
“enables,” to indicate the Spirit’s action.

The direct operation doctrine is foundational for every sect, and
such teaching undermines the cause of Christ and the restoration of
New Testament Christianity. Why? It is because—if God must send the
Holy Spirit to produce the fruits He demands, and if God must send His
Holy Spirit to enable man to obey—all obedience on man’s part is
nullified. Do not the sects practice charity, kindness, peace, longsuffer-
ing, and the other “fruits” of the Spirit? If so, then the sects must have
been directly impacted by the Spirit and saved, even without baptism
for the remission of sins! Thus, no faithful brother can, at the same
time, uphold the theory of a direct operation and necessary obedience.
The two doctrines are contrary, the one to the other. Z.T. Sweeney
wrote:

Reason, philosophy, and experience exhausted themselves in
discovering but two methods by which one spirit can exercise an
influence over another.
First, a direct, mechanical, immediate influence taking posses-
sion of the will and influencing the mind of and controlling the
speech and actions of the subject. This takes place in hypnotism
and is supposed to take place in clairvoyance and clairaudiences.
Second, a rational, moral influence exerted by ideas impressed
upon the mind by teaching and words that represent ideas.
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There is, there can be, no third way by which one spirit can
influence another ...
The Holy Spirit has used both of these methods in the past.
1. In the case of the apostles and prophets, he immediately,
mechanically, and directly controlled their actions and speech
[not to enable them to produce Christian trust, but to preach,
KM] ... (Mark 13:11).
2. In the case of the men to whom the apostles preached on the
day of Pentecost, the Spirit used a rational moral influence
through the words of Peter’s sermon.25

Yet, L.R. Dunn wrote: “Even where the light of the gospel does not
shine ... there the Spirit acts directly upon man’s heart conscience.”26

What is the difference between the declaration that the Gospel itself
will not do it, and statements by brethren using words to say that the
Holy Spirit must operate separate and apart from God’s Word? Truly,
Calvinism is much in evidence among brethren.

ACTS 2:41
Brethren who believe that the Holy Spirit indirectly “indwells”

through the divine Word are often confronted with the argument that
those on Pentecost “received the word” prior to their baptism; there-
fore, they would have had the Holy Spirit before they were saved and
became Christians. Thus, according to their reasoning, “the Holy Spirit
indwells the child of the Devil in a penitent state.”27 This assertion by
those who hold to a literal indwelling and those who believe in the
direct operation of the Holy Spirit is thought to be without answer
because the English versions of the Bible seem to indicate a reception
of the word before baptism. Acts 2:41 states: “Then they that gladly
received his word were baptized.”

Is the phrase, “received his word” antecedent to the phrase “were
baptized?” Perhaps, some have equated hearing the word (which is
necessary) to receiving the word, but such equivalency is not the case
in Acts 2:41. Those who “received the word” were the “baptized ones,”
and the two ideas occurred simultaneously.

Those who have knowledge of the Greek language, know that the
phrase translated “that (gladly) received his word” (an adjectival clause
in English) is a verbal adjective (participle) in the Greek. The verbal
adjective answers the query “who was baptized?” This latter participle
is aorist tense (probably middle voice, KM). This author heard brethren
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Roy Deaver and James Bales debate the marriage, divorce, and
remarriage issue. In that debate, Roy Deaver correctly pointed out that
the Greek participle has no “time” of its own but must get its time from
the leading verb. He was discussing the modal participles in Matthew
28:18-20. Brother Deaver’s statement about Greek participles is
generally true and the main verb in Acts 2:41 is received, which is also
aorist. Generally, then the action of a participle in a sentence with an
aorist verb is antecedent to the main verb; thus, in the case of Acts 2:41
it would mean that the receiving ones would get the word prior to
baptism. However, there is another pertinent fact to consider.

Advanced students of Greek know that there is a unique relation-
ship between an aorist verb and the aorist participle, especially when
the participle is subordinate to an aorist verb. Note the following:

Participles originally had no temporal function, but denoted only
the Aktionsart; their temporal relation to the finite verb was
derived from the context. Since, however, a participle expressing
the notion of completion often preceded the finite verb ... so that
the sequence normally was: the completion of the action denoted
by the participle, then the action of the finite verb, the idea of
relative past time became associated to a certain degree with the
aorist participle ... The same applies to the participle coming
after the verb ... The present and aorist participles could the more
readily be used with temporal nuances because the future
participle (like the future infinitive and optative) always ex-
pressed relatively future time. The notion of relative past time,
however, is not at all necessarily inherent in the aorist participle.
(1) The element of past time is absent from the aorist participle
especially if its action is identical with that of an aorist finite
verb.28

In other words, when the New Testament was written, aorist participles
and aorist verbs generally denoted simultaneous action. Making this
point, A.T. Robertson states:

Goodwin holds that the aorist participle generally represents the
action as antecedent to the principle verb. Burton has it more
nearly correct when he insists that the aorist participle conceives
of the event indefinitely or simply. So Blass denies that the aorist
tense implies antecedent action. It is usually assumed that the
proper use of the aorist participle is antecedent action and that
only certain verbs (as exceptions) may occasionally express
simultaneous action. But this is a misapprehension of the real
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situation ... “The aorist participle of antecedent action does not
denote antecedence; it is used of antecedent action, where
antecedence is implied, not by the aorist tense as a tense, but in
some other way ...” It is probable that the original use of the
aorist participle was that of simultaneous action ... One has no
ground for assuming that antecedent action is a necessary or an
actual fact with the aorist participle. The aorist participle of
simultaneous action is in perfect accord with the genius and
history of the Greek participle ... This coincident use of the
aorist participle is by no means so rare in the ancient Greek as is
sometimes alleged. The action was specially likely to be coinci-
dent if the principle verb was also aorist (emphasis added).29

The participle, so arranged with an aorist lead verb, is referred to as
coincidental. 1 Thessalonians 1:6, a cross reference to Acts 2:41, is
helpful here. It says: “And ye became followers of us, and of the Lord,
having received the word in much affliction, with joy of the Holy
Ghost” (emphasis added). The Thessalonians became imitators of the
apostles and of the Lord when they received the Word. One cannot
imitate Christ without having put on Christ (Gal. 3:26-27). Therefore,
baptized believers are “having received the word” believers, which
means that receiving the Word and being baptized are simultaneous
acts (cf. 1 Thess. 2:13).

If the direct operation advocates do not back off of their misrepre-
sentation of Acts 2:41, they are going to have severe problems with
Ephesians 1:13 where the coincidental participle is also used. Given the
direct operation theorists’ idea that, in Acts 2:41, the reception of the
word precedes baptism, then what will they say of the sealing of the
Holy Spirit in Ephesians 1:13?

WHAT IS THE “GIFT” OF THE HOLY SPIRIT: ACTS 2:38?
The “gift of the Holy Ghost” mentioned in Acts 2:38 needs to be

discussed here because virtually all error concerning the work of the
Holy Spirit, on either sinner or saint, begins with an assumption about
the phrase, “the gift of the Holy Ghost.” Arguments, usually friendly,
have abounded about the exegesis of what that gift is.

In the first place, many good brethren hold that the gift is an
“ordinary measure” of the Holy Spirit Who personally, literally
indwells each Christian in a non-miraculous way. Those holding this
idea reason: 1) Jesus received a “full measure” (Jn. 3:34), 2) the
apostles received a baptismal “measure” (Acts 2:1-4), 3) early
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Christians “received” an extraordinary “measure” through the laying on
of the apostles’ hands (Acts 8:18), and 4) Christians today receive a
non-miraculous indwelling since the promise of the gift was to “all that
are afar off, even as many as the Lord our God shall call” (Acts 2:39b).
While there are a number of Scriptural problems with this view, only
a few can be presented here. It needs to be understood that John 3:34
does not refer to an indwelling of the Holy Spirit in Person in Christ,
but does refer to the fact that Jesus fully possessed the words or mind
of God. John 3:33-34b is a reference to inspiration, not indwelling.
Too, the phrase, “unto him,” in John 3:34 is in italics, which means it
is not in the Greek original. Since the verse refers to inspiration, to
include “unto him” (meaning only to Jesus) would contradict what
Jesus said about the inspiration of the apostles (Jn. 16:13). Later
servants had the “mind of Christ” (1 Cor. 2:16). The “measures”
doctrine of the Holy Spirit thus starts from a wrong premise and cannot
be correct. And, the phrase in Acts 2:39 is more likely a reference to the
promise of salvation than to the promise of some indwelling since the
gift is not an indwelling, which latter fact will be shown.

In the second place, many other faithful brethren believe that the
gift is salvation. This view does not do damage to the Greek construc-
tion of the phrase “gift of,” nor does it denigrate the promise God made
to mankind through Abraham. It is a view that has much to commend
it except that it seems to make the utterances of Peter recorded in Acts
2:38 redundant (since “remission of sins” is salvation and the “gift of
the Holy Ghost” would be in addition to the remission of sins since
“and,” as coordinate conjunction, would be joining two elements not
one. See, for example, Mk. 16:16 where belief and baptism are two
subjects.) An additional view expands the “salvation” idea to attendant
blessings included in the Abrahamic promise. This latter view is similar
to the view held by this author and, again, it has much to commend it,
and it certainly does no violence to the textual construction.

A third view advanced by many other brethren is that the “gift of
the Holy Ghost” is the Holy Spirit Himself. Bible students need to
make a clear distinction between those who think the “gift of the Holy
Ghost,” in Acts 2:38, is a personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit, but
that the Spirit does not do something to the saint, and those who insist
that the gift is the literal indwelling of the Spirit and that He enables the
saint to produce fruit and to enjoy special providence. The latter view
is Calvinistic and satanically engendered.
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The literal, personal indwelling proponents believe that the phrase
“gift of the Holy Ghost” is exegetical genitive (or genitive of apposi-
tion) in the original. The genitive case corresponds to the English
possessive, but in English one writes John’s house while in Greek one
pens the house of John, which is ordinary genitive and means John’s
house. The phrase, “gift of the Holy Ghost,” seems to mean, then, “the
Holy Spirit’s gift,” but not the Holy Spirit as a gift. To circumvent this
difficulty, literal indwelling advocates insist that the phrase is epexeget-
ical.

For a phrase to be considered epexegetical genitive both terms of
the statement must be equal. In English, for example, the phrase “city
of Memphis” is epexigetical for city and Memphis are equivalent. But,
are the terms gift and Holy Spirit equivalent? Those holding the
enabling, Calvinistic view assumes that the two terms are equal, but
where is the proof? Other verses contain the term “gift of” and it should
be inquired as to their meaning. For examples:

If thou knewest the gift of God (Jn. 4:10).
[A]lso was poured out the gift of the Holy Ghost (Acts 10:45).
[T]hat the gift of God may be purchased with money (Acts 8:20).
[B]ut the gift of God is eternal life (Rom. 6:23).
[A]ccording to the measure of the gift of Christ (Eph. 4:7).

Vine, like many other Calvinists, writes that dorea denotes a free gift
and that the term is always used in the New Testament of a spiritual or
supernatural gift. Yet, Vine insists (as do A.T. Robertson, F.F. Bruce,
Lenski, et al.) that the phrase is epexigetical (meaning, “refers back to”)
in the Acts 2:38 passage, the gift being the Holy Spirit Himself.

The phrase, “gift of the Holy Ghost,” is found one other time in
Holy Writ. In Acts 10:45, Luke records “that on the Gentiles also was
poured out the gift of the Holy Ghost” (Acts 10:45). There, the gift
mentioned is miraculous (cf. Acts 11:16-17 and 10:46). The phrases in
Acts 2:38 and 10:45 are exactly the same in the original Greek.
However, Calvinists insist that only in Acts 2:38 is the phrase
epexigetical. Therefore, their whole system is based on dogmatic
assumption, not on any clear Biblical proof. In fact, the phrase in Acts
10:45 seems to help one arrive at a good understanding of the like
statement in Acts 2:38.

A fourth view, espoused here, is that the “gift of the Holy Ghost”
had to be imparted by the laying on of the apostles’ hands, and that it
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is not available today. The idea that the gift is miraculous and limited
to the first century does no damage to truth, and it is in harmony with
the Great Commission (Mk. 16:15-20). Furthermore, it gives no
sympathy to Calvinists and Pentecostals.

The Bible should be allowed to interpret itself. Inspired by the Holy
Spirit to do so, Luke provides a divine explanation of how the Holy
Spirit was received in the first century. He testifies:

But when they believed Philip preaching the things concerning
the kingdom of God, and the name of Jesus Christ, they were
baptized, both men and women. Then Simon himself believed
also: and when he was baptized, he continued with Philip, and
wondered, beholding the miracles and signs which were done.
Now when the apostles which were at Jerusalem heard that
Samaria had received the word of God, they sent unto them Peter
and John: Who, when they were come down, prayed for them,
that they might receive the Holy Ghost: (For as yet he was fallen
upon none of them: only they were baptized in the name of the
Lord Jesus.) Then laid they their hands on them, and they
received the Holy Ghost. And when Simon saw that through
laying on of the apostles' hands the Holy Ghost was given, he
offered them money, Saying, Give me also this power, that on
whomsoever I lay hands, he may receive the Holy Ghost (Acts
8:12-19).

Note, carefully that the Holy Spirit Himself had fallen on none of those
baptized by Philip (Acts 8:12,16). Would anyone argue that the
Samaritans were not saved prior to their receiving the Holy Spirit? If
the gift of the Spirit in Acts 2:38 is salvation, then the Samaritans could
not be saved until they received the Holy Spirit. The Holy Spirit was
“given” to the Samaritans when—and only when—the apostles arrived
and laid hands on them (Acts 8:16-17).

The words said in Acts 2:38 were said in the first century, not in
the twenty-first century. No one in that audience, having heard Peter
promise the “gift of the Holy Ghost” would have said: “Well, I read
brother Nichols, so the gift is an ordinary measure;” or, “Well, I read
Roy Lanier, Sr., and the gift is a literal indwelling;” or, ‘’Well, I read
Foy E. Wallace, Jr., and the gift is salvation.” Having heard Peter say
that the Holy Spirit was promised from (apo, the genitive ending here
is ablative) the Father (Acts 2:17), what would those Pentecostians
have thought they would receive when the words, “gift of the Holy
Ghost,” were spoken?
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Note the word “receive” that precedes the phrase “gift of the Holy
Ghost” (Acts 2:38). The word “receive” is used of the miraculous
reception of the Spirit in John 7:38-39; 20:22; Acts 8:15-17; 10:47;
19:2-6; Galatians 3:1-5; and 1 John 2:27. The connection to Acts 2:38
thus becomes obvious and, conjoined with the grammar of Acts 2:38
(ordinary genitive), as in Acts 10:45, the gift is seen as one an apostle
must give, for said gift was miraculous.

Some object to the laying on of hands view as one that eliminates
one’s preaching of Acts 2:38. Why? All verses must be explained in
preaching. Also, some object that only the apostles are said to do
miracles in a following verse (Acts 2:43). However, the record refers
only to those done by the apostles, but it is silent on whether others
performed signs. Also, the promise of Joel of miraculous power was
not limited to the apostles. It also applied to Jews and Gentiles, “sons
and daughters,” “servants and handmaidens” (Acts 2:1-18). A further
objection to the laying on of hands view is that men today should
receive the gifts, for the promise was to all (Acts 2:39). This latter
objection assumes that gift and promise are equivalent terms, but the
promise seems to be from Genesis 12:3, not from Joel; that is, the
promise is salvation.

CONCLUSION
The idea that a Christian cannot by his own efforts produce any

spiritual fruit without the Holy Spirit directly enabling him do so,
denies the all-sufficiency of the Word of God. Further, the “enabling”
error is Calvinistic. It misrepresents Acts 2:41 and requires eisegesis of
Acts 2:38. Such error is heresy in the extreme.
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