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INTRODUCTION1

“But when ye pray, use not vain repetitions, as the heathen do: for
they think that they shall be heard for their much speaking” (Mt. 6:7).
Writers would do well to consider the same principle lest they cause
their readers to suffer from near-terminal tedium. The resource and
reference recitation under review is both repetitive and redundant,
reduplicated and reconveyed, recurrent and replete with the same
references. Although a few may revel in what they consider to be a
ripsnorter, others will find it to be recondite and will, perhaps, recoil
and regret their purchase, desiring a refund. The tome in question
contains one thousand, four hundred fourteen pages, which this
reviewer completed at 2:09 A.M. on June 1st, 2005. (For those who
have not read the work, these last three sentences imitate brother
Goebel Music’s method of writing; he is nothing if not alliterative and
precise.)

A more appropriate title for the book would be A Resource and
Reference Volume of All Those Who Agree With Me on the Indwelling
of the Holy Spirit. Anyone who thinks this compilation will present
fairly all sides of the manner of the Spirit’s indwelling would be
mistaken. Music supports one, and only one, thesis: “The Holy Spirit
literally dwells in the Christian.” Other viewpoints are occasionally
mentioned, but only for the purpose of refuting them. Those who hold
to other views will not find their interpretations presented very
adequately. Although Music is thorough in presenting the literal
indwelling view by citing the writings of 115 men of the “past” and
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about 145 men of the present (over half of the contents of the book),
most of the time there is not room for in-depth arguments. The reader
soon grows weary of reading the same words over and over.

The studies in the Koine Greek (about one-third of the contents)
actually rehash what has already been written—thus the reader
experiences a verbal overdose. Although these comments about the
book are negative in nature, they are the result of an honest assessment
of the material, and they will be substantiated in the course of this
review. The reader may already be wondering what kind of view of the
indwelling this critic holds, so a few pertinent comments are in order.

PERSONAL COMMENTS
The manner of the Spirit’s indwelling is something I have always

shied away from discussing. The first congregation for which I was
asked to work had two families in it who were involved in the “charis-
matic” movement. In fact, both of them were on the steering committee
that recommended I be hired—because they planned to persuade me to
join them. They favored me because I had not been to a Christian
college or a school of preaching. For eighteen months I studied and
preached (intermittently) sermons on the Holy Spirit. It fazed them not
at all. Eventually we withdrew fellowship from them. Of course, none
of that material had anything to do with the indwelling—but rather the
direct influence of the Holy Spirit on people (miracles, speaking in
tongues); nevertheless, for a few years, sermons about the Holy Spirit
from me were rare.

In 1973, I began attending the Freed-Hardeman lectures each year.
During the “Open Forum,” it was not uncommon to hear brothers Guy
N. Woods and Gus Nichols discuss the Holy Spirit’s indwelling. One
afternoon a fellow preacher joined me and a friend and began to discuss
the Holy Spirit, based on the previous day’s discussion in the forum.
Although neither one of us disagreed with anything he said, he raved
on for over an hour before he turned us loose. Apparently, he wanted
to be sure that everyone agreed with his view of the literal indwelling.
Music does with his book several times over what that brother did
orally.

After that incident, I determined to stay out of discussions on the
subject, regardless of which side was being advocated. Since no one
regarded it as a fellowship issue, it did not seem worth the time to
dispute the issue. Twenty years later brother Terry Hightower and I
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were both attending the Denton lectures. As we were going out to
dinner, he asked: “What is your view of the indwelling?” Desiring to
avoid any discussion of the subject, I replied, “What is your view?”
Hightower proceeded to discuss the subject at length.

The fact is, I have leaned one way and then the other over the
years. None of the sides ever seemed to have all the answers, and they
all make a certain amount of sense. Also, bad arguments have been
employed in defense of each view. I have read materials representing
all the views—from Franklin Camp to Gus Nichols to Z.T. Swee-
ney—and still have no declaration to make on the indwelling. There-
fore, nothing in the review of Music’s book reflects a personal bias
against his view of the literal indwelling. With this matter clarified for
any who might have wondered, the review of the book may continue.

WHAT IS THE PURPOSE FOR THIS BOOK?
Publicizing his book in “An ‘Items of Interest’ Brochure,” Music

states:
This volume was “commenced” and “concluded” with one single
thought in mind. Simply stated this work was to be a resource
and reference volume on the indwelling of the Holy Spirit. That
statement is both “inclusive” and “exclusive.”

Music’s Explicit Purposes For The Book
The title of the book explains as much, but the reader may wonder

what further explanation there may be. Under the “Appreciate the
Writer’s Attitude and Angle” section of this brochure, the author, under
“d.” personally requests “that each reader read the ‘foreword’ of the
book first, before proceeding to the main material itself.” What, then,
does the “Foreword” tell the reader? It provides an explanation of the
means by which this book came into existence. The idea grew out of an
assigned lectureship topic that Music desired to study more thoroughly.
He writes:

This is a book of “resources and references” as no one known or
read about has ever produced one containing most of the
lexicological, grammatical, linguistical, exegetical, historical or
specialistical materials in one volume on the subject. It is hoped
this work will perhaps be a “beginning” toward such.2

The reader may wonder how much better off the world is now that
such a “beginning” volume has been assembled. In other words, what
has been gained by the author’s efforts? He admits that the book’s
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purpose is not “to try to answer any person’s” material (presumably, to
the contrary) (xix). He also affirms that there is no “purpose or program
outside” the stated objective of being a resource and reference volume
(xix). With all due respect, this reviewer must disagree. Many have
concluded that, in fact, Music did have a hidden agenda, which shall be
shown later.

Music also informs the reader that he “does not say that he believes
‘all the things’ of ‘all the writers’ that are herein referenced” (xix). He
does not find it sufficient to say that he may disagree with certain
doctrinal positions held by those whom he quotes—he means by this
statement that he does not even necessarily agree with the quoted
portions pertaining to the Holy Spirit that he cites from those authors.
How bizarre is that! Most preachers cite numerous sources in the
course of writing a manuscript, and the reader can generally tell if we
include an excerpt because it supports our thesis or if we have included
the information because we object to it. But not Music; no, he just
throws them in the book, and the reader is left to wonder whether he
agrees or disagrees with it.

His next point is sorely needed. He says that men were included
regardless of their positions on the church, marriage-divorce-remar-
riage, instrumental music, baptism, the Lord’s Supper, or even
inspiration (xix). Incredible! Music thinks differently from most
brethren. If a heretic holds and espouses the same view as a faithful
preacher, the sound man will, first of all, examine his view to make
certain that it is correct and, second, pray that no one notices that the
false teacher agrees with him. But Music includes material from one
who does not hold the same view of inspiration as the rest of us, those
who do not believe and appropriately apply Matthew 19:9, those who
are liberal enough to be in the “community church” movement, and
others of their ilk. It is surprising that he passed up Rubel Shelly. While
it would be understandable that some of those who do word studies
might have these deficiencies, the ones referenced above are apostates
from the Lord’s church. Music justifies his inclusion of some of these
by pointing out that, just because a man is “inaccurate” on one point
does not mean he is wrong about everything (xx). True, but the chances
are greater—especially since being in error on baptism, the Lord’s
Supper, the church, worship, and inspiration are rather fundamental.

Summarizing just these four comments about the purpose of this
book yields the following mishmash. Music designed his book to be a
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resource volume on the literal indwelling of the Holy Spirit, but he did
not design it to refute anyone’s material to the contrary. It consists of
the writings of several brethren, who may be false teachers, concerning
whom the compiler of all of this material, Music, will not tell us if he
is in agreement. The question must be asked: “How is anyone supposed
to profit from this book?” With all of these disclaimers, how could
anyone feel confident citing any of these writers unless he knew (apart
from this book) that the man was a reliable source? Perhaps, Music
does not care. However, many of us do not want to use as an expert on
the indwelling of the Holy Spirit someone who is a known adulterer
living in unholy matrimony.
The Implied Purposes For The Book

The book, besides being a resource and reference volume, does
have a purpose. Music compiled the material for three reasons,
although he does not state them explicitly. First, he wanted to demon-
strate that the view of the literal indwelling is one that has existed from
the time when restoration principles first began being adhered to in
America. He takes great pains in making sure that the reader of his
volume knows that Alexander Campbell and others held to a literal
indwelling. He includes the following comments from Lard’s Quarterly
(April 1866):

To represent Alexander Campbell and Walter Scott as not
believing in the immediate indwelling in the Christian of the
Holy Spirit is to falsify the clearest teachings of their lives. It is
to do injustice to the memory of the dead and to the faith in
which they died (16).

These remarks are included to establish from others what Campbell
believed; they are not his direct words on the subject. Previously, in the
“Foreword,” Music implied that Campbell held one view prior to 1831
but to the literal indwelling ever afterward (xvii-xviii). It is obvious that
this material is included to show that Campbell held to the same view
Music espouses. Other examples could be provided, but one more
should suffice. J.W. Roberts is quoted as taking strong exception to the
representative indwelling view, as the following material demonstrates.

The statement is being frequently repeated today that the
indwelling of the Holy Spirit (Rom. 8:9-11; 2 Tim. 1:14) abides
in the Christian only as the Christian imbibes the word of God
and that all the activities of the Spirit for the Christian must be
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understood as being what He does through the word of God or
the Holy Scriptures and its message alone.
This has never been my understanding of the doctrine. It was not
so taught in my early Bible classes or in the Christian Colleges
... Brother Charles H. Robertson at ACC further grounded my
faith in the personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit. During the
intervening years a wide reading of the literature of the Restora-
tion Movement has confirmed my conviction. For the personal
indwelling of the Holy Spirit has been the dominant conclusion
of the majority of the scholars and students of the New Testa-
ment in the movement (55).

The reader will surely agree that the purpose for the emphasis is
clear. Music wants the reader to understand that the literal indwelling
view is a very old view and the predominantly accepted view.

The second implied purpose of the book is to demonstrate that
brethren have always maintained fellowship despite the different views
on this subject. Brother Terry Varner makes this clear in the “Preface”
of the book. He argues that if the difference is not a matter of fellow-
ship, then “the book must receive a fair hearing” without those holding
to the literal indwelling view being censured (xi-xii). In other words,
Music did not go to all the trouble of gathering this data just to see what
he could find. Otherwise, he would have included material from a
different perspective. He holds to the literal indwelling and wants
others to know that the view has been in existence for centuries. In this
endeavor he succeeded. That the different views have never disrupted
fellowship is also the case. All brethren should be united in these facts.
Yet, he has a third purpose that will be discussed in a later section.

THE ARRANGEMENT OF THE MATERIAL
After the Preface, Foreword, and Table of Contents, comes the

section of 115 men of the past, followed by 145 men of the present.
There are only so many passages that are provided to prove the literal
indwelling and only so many arguments that can be made. Therefore
the reader is treated to massive redundancy. By page 775, the reader
vainly imagines that the endless ennui he has experienced may be
livened a bit by coming to some “specialists” in the Greek, but, no, it
is essentially more of the same.

The “Indexing ‘some koine Greek’” portion of the book concen-
trates first on six scholars and then on significant Greek words, such as
dorea (translated “gift” in Acts 2:38). Music devotes 97 pages to
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sunantilambanetai, a word found twice in this form in the New
Testament. The closing chapters present some additional, assorted
information; then, the book concludes with “An Alphabetical Arrange-
ment of Names” and a list of “Authors and Editors, Diversified
Publications and Dates.”

As evidence of the book’s redundancy, this critic, after about 300
pages, went back and began to note all of the page numbers where
various verses were cited. Sometimes the same Scripture appeared two
or three times on a single page (either referenced or quoted or both); so
the totals given below do not reflect the actual number of times a
particular passage was cited—only the number of pages on which each
appeared. Keeping in mind that the book is 1414 pages long, notice on
how many pages the following verses appear.

Luke 10:30 (on 30 pages) 1 Thessalonians 4:8 (on 71 pages)
Hebrews 6:4-6 (on 31 pages) Acts 10:44-47 (on 74 pages)
Acts 19:1-6 (on 32 pages) Romans 5:5 (on 88 pages)
Galatians 3:2-5 (on 32 pages) Ephesians 3:16 (on 95 pages)
Acts 19:1-6 (on 32 pages) Romans 8:23 (on 101 pages)
Acts 2:1-4 (on 33 pages) Ephesians 2:21-22 (on 104 pages)
Colossians 3:16 (on 33 pages) Ephesians 4:30 (on 106 pages)
Acts 8:14-17 (on 35 pages) Romans 8:14-16 (on 129 pages)
Ephesians 5:18 (on 37 pages) 2 Corinthians 5:5 (on 147 pages)
Romans 8:12-13 (on 40 pages) 1 Corinthians 3:16-17 (on 173 pages)
2 Corinthians 6:16 (on 40 pages) 2 Corinthians 1:21-22 (on 210 pages)
Galatians 5:22-23 (on 42 Galatians 4:6 (on 217 pages)
1 John 4:12-13 (on 49 pages) Romans 8:26-27 (on 218 pages)
2 Timothy 1:14 (on 49 pages) Acts 5:32 (on 230 pages)
Acts 2:39 (on 49 pages) Ephesians 1:13-14 (on 264 pages)
Ephesians 3:17 (on 61 pages) 1 Corinthians 6:19-20 (on 275
1 John 3:24 (on 63 pages) Romans 8:9-11 (on 294 pages)
John 7:37-39 (on 64 pages) Acts 2:38 (on 447 pages)
In other words, Acts 2:38 appears on more than 31% of the pages

of this tome—nearly one page out of every three. Romans 8:9-11 can
be found 20% of the time—about every fifth page.3 Although some
additional verses are cited with less frequency (Jn. 3:5, 34; Acts 2:33;
8:20; 11:17; Rom. 8:5-8; 1 Cor. 12:13; Gal. 3:14; 2 Tim. 2:19, Tit. 3:5-
6, Jas. 4:5, Ju. 19), these are the main ones used to establish the
indwelling of the Holy Spirit. Thus, the reader sees the same arguments
established with the same verses ad infinitum.
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Music includes detailed information about some of the men he
contacted, but is skimpy concerning others. Concerning brother Brian
Kenyon, for example, he writes:

I first called Brian Kenyon on 3-23-1997 at 8:35 p.m. and talked
to him about his thesis. In a letter dated April 5, 1997, he wrote:
“... As per our conversation on April 4, 1997, please find
enclosed a copy of my thesis ...” (686).

Yet, Hightower was not contacted at all—not that he needed to be,
since his material was published in a lectureship book (the editor of that
book was also not contacted). But many writers were asked permission
to use their published material. These comments do not constitute a
criticism of the author, but the reader wonders about the inconsistency
of, on one hand, being given even the time of day that permission was
granted in contrast to others who were not consulted.

It is obvious that Music accumulated a great deal of material. How
he decided what to include or not include, only he knows. This writer,
in a pre-publication conversation with him, was asked if he wanted to
contribute something to the book. Having never taken a definitive
position, he declined. He was under the impression, however, that the
book would contain the materials of faithful brethren; he (and many
others whose material is in the book) were surprised to see quotes from
brethren who are not only questionable, but downright unsound. Terry
Rush wrote a book, titled The Holy Spirit Makes No Earthly Sense
(1987). On what basis was it excluded in this reference volume?
Omitting Rush makes no more earthly sense than the inclusion of some
others.

THE BASIC THESIS
By now, the thesis is no stranger to the reader, but a brief summary

is provided. When someone obeys the gospel, the Holy Spirit is given
to him as a gift (Acts 2:38; 1 Thess. 4:8). Although the “gift of the Holy
Ghost” is of a miraculous nature in Acts 10:45, it is the non-miraculous
measure here which is given to all those who obey Him (Acts 5:32).
This non-miraculous measure of the Spirit is the seal of our inheritance
(2 Cor. 1:21-22; 5:5; Eph. 1:13-14; 4:30). Christians are given the
Spirit so that we will know that we truly belong to God. The Spirit
bears witness with our spirit—that we are God’s (Rom. 8:16). He
literally indwells us, since our body is the temple of the Holy Spirit
(1 Cor. 6:19-20; Eph. 2:21-22), and collectively, therefore, He indwells
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the church (1 Cor. 3:16-17). We must have the Spirit within us, or we
are none of His (Rom. 8:9-11). In fact, God sent forth His Spirit into
our hearts (Rom. 5:5; 8:15; Gal. 4:6). What does the Spirit do? He
helps us in our prayers (Rom. 8:26).

In this brief paragraph all but one of the 18 Scriptures (which most
frequently appear in Music’s book) were included. Most of the material
is a little more lengthy, but the above paragraph summarizes a
considerable amount of the material in the book. Occasionally, various
writers refute the other two major views, but generally the arguments
are not in-depth.

THE BASIC THESIS CHALLENGED
Acts 2:38

The primary aim in this section is not to take sides on the various
views of the indwelling but to show that the other arguments are, at
least, reasonable. Franklin Camp and numerous other brethren hold that
“the gift of the Holy Ghost” in Acts 2:38 refers to a miraculous gift. It
does seem reasonable to think that the audience might have understood
Peter to refer to a miraculous gift. After all, the apostles had been
baptized in the Holy Spirit on that day and spoken in tongues. Further-
more, Peter quoted from Joel 2 to indicate that what had occurred was
the fulfillment of prophecy; and that prophecy said the Spirit would be
poured out upon all flesh (Acts 2:17). Certainly, those present on
Pentecost would be far more likely to relate “the gift of the Holy
Ghost” to a miraculous gift than a non-miraculous indwelling.
Furthermore, “the gift of the Holy Ghost” is clearly miraculous the only
other time it is mentioned in those words (Acts 10:45). On the other
hand, “the gift of God” appears twice—once it obviously refers the
miraculous (Acts 8:20), yet it just as clearly means salvation in Romans
5:15 (rather than a spiritual gift).

Still others (including this writer4) have concluded that “the gift of
the Holy Ghost” in Acts 2:38 refers to salvation. This view is based on
contextual considerations. Acts 2 finds the fulfillment of two promises;
it would not be difficult to mistake the one for the other. The back-
ground for the promise of the Holy Spirit is found in Acts 1:4-5. There,
Jesus told His apostles to “wait for the promise of the Father, which,
saith he, ye have heard of me. For John truly baptized with water; but
ye shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost not many days hence.” What
promise had Jesus spoken to His apostles with respect to the Holy
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Spirit? The night He was betrayed He promised to send them another
Comforter, even the Spirit of Truth (Jn. 14:16-17), Who would (1)
teach them all things, (2) bring all the things that Jesus had taught them
to remembrance (Jn. 14:25-26), (3) guide them into all truth, and (4)
show them things to come (Jn. 16:12-13). They received the Holy Spirit
in Acts 2:1-4. It was also the fulfillment of Joel’s prophecy (Acts 2:16-
21).

There is another promise, however, operative in Acts 2. God had
sworn to David that He would raise up a fleshly descendant from him
to sit on his throne (2 Sam. 7:12; Ps. 132:11; Acts 2:30-32). To what
does the first part of Acts 2:33 refer? “Therefore being by the right
hand of God exalted” means that Jesus had ascended into Heaven, and
“having received of the Father the promise of the Holy Ghost” refers
to the kingdom that the Holy Spirit had promised in 2 Samuel 7:12.
Having obtained His kingdom, Jesus sent forth the Holy Spirit to the
apostles.

About the gift of the Holy Spirit in Acts 2:38, Lenski is quoted as
saying: “The genitive is appositional; as in v. 33 the promise is the
Holy Spirit, so here the gift is the Holy Spirit” (1309). When Jesus
received “the promise of the Holy Ghost” in Acts 2:33, was it the Spirit
Himself He received when He ascended to Heaven? Or, was it the
kingdom promised by the Spirit? In Acts 2:30-32 the discussion centers
on Christ being raised from the dead to receive the throne of David. In
Acts 2:34-36 the discussion is the same. How, then, can we not
conclude that “the promise of the Holy Ghost” is the throne of David,
the kingdom in Acts 2:33? Daniel records:

I was watching in the night visions, And behold, One like the
Son of Man, Coming with the clouds of heaven! He came to the
Ancient of Days, and they brought Him near before Him. Then
to Him was given dominion and glory and a kingdom, that all
peoples, nations, and languages should serve Him. His dominion
is an everlasting dominion, which shall not pass away, and His
kingdom the one which shall not be destroyed (7:13-14, NKJ).

If “the promise of the Holy Ghost” is this kingdom (as it appears
to be), Lenski and others would be wrong about “the promise of the
Holy Ghost” being appositional. And, if the grammarians are wrong
about Acts 2:33, they may also be wrong about Acts 2:38 being
appositional.
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What is “the gift of the Holy Ghost”? What other factors relate to
Jesus receiving His kingdom? Jesus is the Seed of woman who crushed
the power of Satan (Gen. 3:15), the One who was raised up to receive
His kingdom, and the One through Whom all the nations of the world
would be blessed (Gen. 22:18)—because He provides salvation. But
why refer to salvation as the gift of the Holy Spirit? Was not the Christ
coming into the world promised by the Holy Spirit? Was not salvation
promised by the Holy Spirit (1 Pet. 1:10-11)?

Notice: “For the promise is unto you, and to your children” (Acts
2:39). Can it be argued that this promise is the reception of the Holy
Spirit? Or, is it not in fact, the promise of salvation? Verse 40 indicates
that the promise means salvation since Peter exhorted the people to
save themselves from that untoward generation. Those who gladly
received his word regarding salvation were baptized (Acts 2:41). The
context of Acts 2:22-41 is the salvation, which the Spirit promised and
which Christ obtained.

Those who object to this interpretation argue that forgiveness of
sins and salvation (if such is what the “gift” of the Holy Spirit means)
would be redundant, thus invalidating that meaning. One wonders how
it is that students of the Bible can read through the Scriptures, noting
parallelisms as early as Genesis 4:23 but then arrive at Acts 2:38 as
though they had never heard of one. In Genesis 4:23, Lamech says: “I
have killed a man for wounding me, Even a young man for hurting me”
(NKJV). The reader of the Holy Scriptures will find such “redundan-
cies” all through the Scriptures. In fact, earlier in this same speech,
Peter said they had crucified Christ and put Him to death (Acts 2:23).
Would not those two expressions mean the same thing? To express the
same truth in different words is scarcely unusual in the Bible. Both,
“the remission of sins” and “the gift of the Holy Ghost,” can refer to
salvation.

Those reading Music’s reference book will not necessarily be
persuaded by the 260 brethren and a host of grammarians he cites.
Why? Because none of them deal elaborately or effectively with
arguments to the contrary. This Lubbock lectureship book will be more
valuable in that regard.
The Miraculous View

Many of the key passages in the New Testament involve congrega-
tions where miraculous gifts were in operation. Paul established the
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church in Corinth, for example. How is the reader to be certain that so
many of the passages cited (1 Cor. 6:19-20; 2 Cor. 1:22; 5:5) do not
refer to the Holy Spirit miraculously indwelling brethren and empower-
ing them to speak in tongues, etc? Paul asked certain disciples in
Ephesus, “Have ye received the Holy Ghost since ye believed?” (Acts
19:2). They had not heard of the Holy Spirit; Paul baptized them and
laid his hands on them so that the Holy Spirit would come upon them
(v. 6). How do we know that, when Paul writes that they “were sealed
with that holy Spirit of promise” (Eph. 1:13), he is not referring to the
miraculous? In fact, many scholarly brethren point out similar
information about the Greek word arrabon, translated as “the earnest”
of the Spirit in Ephesians 1:14. Avon Malone, for example, mentions
that arrabon “could describe the engagement ring, and, according to
some, is so used in present-day Greek” (420). A wedding ring,
however, is a visible sign, which lends support to the idea that Paul is
speaking of the miraculous. The writer of this chapter is not advocating
that position, but is simply pointing out that questions such as these are
not addressed in Music’s tome.
The Dog And The Cat

Apparently, Music thinks that brother Warren’s illustration of the
dog and the cat is so good that he includes it twice. On pages 624-26
the reader will find “Only One Basic Argument By ‘Word Only’
Advocates.” The exact same material (minus the last few paragraphs)
is repeated on pages 1320-21. Warren waged a monumental war against
atheism and is worthy of tremendous praise. Brethren also owe him a
great debt for the stand he took on Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage.
He applied logic to every subject, but no man is infallible, and War-
ren’s argument on the indwelling overlooks a key connection.

He argues that those who believe in a representative indwelling set
forth their proposition in the following manner:

(1) The Holy Spirit is a Being Who indwells the child of God;
(2) The Word is a thing which dwells in the child of God;
(3) Therefore, the Holy Spirit is a Being Who dwells in the child

of God through the Word (625).
He claims there are two fallacies here, and he is probably right, but

who has ever stated the case in this fashion? If someone arranged this
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syllogism (besides brother Warren), he did not cite that individual. He
then shows the fallacy of the argument by means of a parallel example:

(1) The dog dwells in the house;
(2) The cat dwells in the house;
(3) Therefore, the dog dwells in the house through the cat (625).
Although this analogy shows that something more would be

required to prove the original syllogism, it also possesses a flaw of its
own—namely, that there is no verse of Scripture that refers to the
sword of the dog, which is the cat (Eph. 6:17). In other words, the
Spirit operates through the Word (one acts through the other); the dog
and the cat are two independent animals and have no such relationship.
Therefore, while the dog/cat comparison may reveal a problem in the
way the first syllogism was stated, it does not eradicate the truth that
the Spirit operates through the Word or that the Spirit may dwell
representatively in the Christian through the Word.

THE THIRD PURPOSE
As indicated previously, Music seems to have had a third purpose

in compiling this reference volume. It appears that Music not only
wanted to demonstrate that the “literal” indwelling of the Holy Spirit
is a view of longstanding acceptance and that differing views have not
disrupted fellowship, he apparently wanted to “push the envelope” to
see if brethren would also accept a “literal” indwelling in which the
Spirit operates directly upon us. This is a serious charge, but only so
many possibilities exist. Either he is confused on the issue or he is
deliberately advocating it. The reader may decide.

Some of the quotes Music includes come close to advocating that
the Spirit operates directly upon the Christian, although others refute
the notion. Additionally, one of the problems with the book’s format is
that the reader is seldom sure who is speaking—the source or the
editor. If the reader misses a parenthesis, he still thinks the source is
speaking when in reality it is the editor. He never separates his own
comments with a line space so that the change of speakers would be
easily recognizable. Another problem is that, when he is quoting
material from, say Ralph Wharton, he lists points 1-4, and then follows
those with number 10, which evidently means he has picked up
somewhere later in Wharton’s material. Then there is an A, followed
by a 1. and a 2., a B, followed by a 1. and a 2., and finally a “II.



336 Review of Goebel Music’s Book on the Holy Spirit

Conclusion,” followed by an A. and a B. Apparently, the conclusions
are Wharton’s. Following is everything stated in the A. of the conclu-
sion: “The Holy Spirit is (1) Something strangely felt; (2) a Person”
(425). (Who emphasized the word felt—Wharton or Music—is not
stated.) What does that mean—that the Holy Spirit is strangely felt? Is
this one of the statements that Music does not necessarily agree with?

Weylan Deaver likewise disagrees with most of the other writers
cited in this book. He affirms that the only way the Christian can
produce the fruit of the Spirit (Gal. 5:22-23) is for the indwelling Spirit
to “have a direct effect, along side of His word, on the soul of a
Christian” (emphasis added, 581). To be fair, Music includes state-
ments from some who deny a direct effect of the Spirit upon the
Christian. Coincidentally (?), brother Gene Burgett, whose material
immediately precedes Weylan Deaver’s, comments thus: “The Bible
does not teach that the Holy Spirit dwelling in the heart of the Christian
physically prevents the Christian from sinning. Nor does the Spirit
directly provide special insights to the Christian on how he should
conduct himself” (579). Needless to say, he would not agree that the
Spirit helps one directly to bear the fruit of the Spirit, either.

Burgett also states that he claims “no sensory experience” for the
Spirit entering his heart (576). Hugo McCord points out that, if the
Spirit were to directly mortify the deeds of the body (Rom. 8:13), then
each Christian would be sinless. He added: “On a practical basis, the
Spirit’s words in 16 chapters of the Roman letter would not have been
needed if the Spirit directly leads Christians” (265).

Gus Nichols repeatedly denied the direct influence of the Holy
Spirit in the life of a Christian in his 1957 book, Lectures on the Holy
Spirit. Although Music recommends that the reader of his book study
22 specific pages of this book, he neither quotes nor recommends the
clear-cut statements brother Nichols wrote which deny that the Spirit
works directly upon the Christian. B.J. Clarke cited quotations from 17
pages of Nichols’ work in his chapter on inspiration in Studies in
Luke.5 A few of those are listed below.

When the Holy Spirit dwells in men, he does not comfort them
directly, in any miraculous way; but he comforts now just like he
has always comforted—like he did the apostles and other people
in apostolic days—through his word which he spoke through
inspired men (emphasis, BJC). He guided them into all truth
(65).
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It is possible for someone with only a meager knowledge of the
Bible, to sum up in his mind certain great facts and truths, which
he cannot express in Bible words; and he may imagine that the
Holy Spirit is telling him, whispering to him, or making him to
feel in a certain way, that a certain thing is true. He may
imagine that this is a direct operation of the Spirit—when
perhaps it was nothing more than a summing up of what he
already knows as revealed in the Bible! (73, emphasis, BJC).
Question: Does the Holy Spirit speak through men today in a
direct way? Does he motivate them to speak by “influence” on
their behavior? Answer: The Holy Spirit now through the Bible
influences us to speak; but there is now no direct independent-
of-the-word operation, or revelation, for us (emphasis, BJC).

Many other equally effective statements by brother Nichols are
included, but these provide the gist of his beliefs regarding the Holy
Spirit’s involvement with the Christian. Compare Nichols’ statements
with those of Mac Deaver in the next section.

MAC DEAVER
With the conflicting statements already noted (along with strongly

worded material that could have been included), the reader is probably
wondering, “Where is all of this leading?” At the book’s halfway point,
he finds out—when reading the comments of Deaver. The following
paragraph explains the controversy best. Explaining his position,
Deaver expounds:

Direct Influence. Note: When I say that the Holy Spirit influ-
ences the human spirit—(1) I do not mean: That I know onto-
logically there is nothing between the Holy Spirit and the human
spirit (anymore than I know ontologically there is nothing
between the human spirit and the human body.) (2) I do mean:
(a) It is as direct as the influence of a demon upon a human spirit
possessed by it. (b) It is as direct as the influence of the Holy
Spirit upon the human spirit of an ‘inspired man.’ (c) It is as
direct as the human spirit upon the human body in which it exists
(710-11).6

This statement (2) is incredible! The Holy Spirit affects our spirit
in a manner as direct as the influence of a human spirit possessed by a
demon? What does the New Testament teach about demon possession?
A demon appears to have exercised some measure of control over his
victim. One kept a man from speaking (Mt. 9:32-33). Another man was
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both dumb and blind (Mt. 12:22). One caused his victim to fall into the
fire or the water (Mt. 17:15). Mark tells of a man living among the
tombs that could not even be bound with chains, since he would break
them in pieces. Untamable, he cried and cut himself with stones (5:3-5).
Most people are not so self-destructive; the demon had possession over
him. What limits the demon might have had (as Satan had with respect
to harming Job) we do not know, but direct control existed to some
degree.

The second claim is that the Holy Spirit acts upon our spirit as
directly as He did upon the human spirit of an inspired man. Whoa!
What is the precise meaning of such a statement, let alone its implica-
tions? Concerning inspiration, Peter wrote: “For the prophecy came not
in old time by the will of man: but holy men of God spake as they were
moved by the Holy Ghost” (2 Pet. 1:21). B.J. Clarke writes, concerning
this verse, that the Greek word translated “moved” here “is employed
by Luke in Acts 27:15, 17 to describe the ship that was ‘driven’ by the
wind.”7 Then, he provides a further explanation concerning the word
translated “revelation” from Merril F. Unger:

Revelation is the divine act of communicating to man truth
which otherwise men would not know. Revelation may be oral
or written. Most commonly God spoke His revelation audibly or
communicated His message by supersensory impressions upon
the human agent (inspiration). In rare instances He Himself
wrote His revelation, as He did upon the tables of stone on Sinai
in the case of the first draft of the Ten Commandments (Exod.
34:28; Deut. 4:13; 5:22; 10:4). Hence, revelation may be defined
as an act of God whereby He communicates to the mind of man
truth unknown and unknowable to the mind of man unaided.8

First, if the Spirit operates on us in this manner today, then He has
total control over us in whatever way He imposes Himself upon us. The
prophet had control only in respect to the timing of his oral delivery; he
could delay the message a few moments out of courtesy toward another
(1 Cor. 14:29-33). He did not have any control over the contents of the
message itself. Second, the phrase, “in conjunction with the Word,”
becomes meaningless at this point. In the process of inspiration, the
Holy Spirit imparted the word directly—not in conjunction with
anything. Deaver has affirmed, therefore, the Spirit today influences us
just as immediately and directly.
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The implication of that statement is tremendous—when one
considers what Deaver has argued with respect to the work of the Holy
Spirit today. Consider his comments on the receiving of Divine wisdom
and “illumination”:

If the Spirit helps us to understand the Word better (and He does
per Eph. 1:15-18), such correct knowledge would have to be
proved (not merely claimed) by evidence and the logical use of
it. Too, it needs to be said that when Christians pray for a better
understanding of the Word, we do not know the time nor the
degree to which the prayed-for help comes. But in faith we are
to pray (Jam. 1:5-8).
It perhaps ought to be mentioned here that in Ephesians 1:18
Paul uses the word pephotismenous (“having been enlightened”)
from photizo which means: “to light, give light to, illuminate ...”
Thayer says it means: “to give light, to shine ... to enlighten,
light up, illumine ...” The context shows that with the Word
before them, and Paul’s prayer offered to God in their behalf, the
brethren at Ephesus could come to a better understanding of
God’s will. They would be “illuminated.” All Christians should
be praying for this kind of illumination or enlightenment (all
ellipses are Deaver’s).9

He tries to soften his doctrine with the qualifying statement that we
do not know the time nor the degree when help from the Holy Spirit
comes, but such conditions are superfluous in light of his insistence that
the Holy Spirit acts upon us directly. Whatever wisdom we receive
must be as Divine and authoritative as Solomon’s. Whatever illumina-
tion we receive directly from the Holy Spirit is as inspired as the Word
Itself. If not, why not? There can be no degree if the Holy Spirit is
influencing us as directly as the heart of an “inspired man.” And, to
suggest that we would not know when the Spirit directly acted upon us
is balderdash. As B.J. Clarke observed: “There is not the slightest doubt
that the authors of Scripture were aware that they were writing the
Word of God.”10 The same holds true with those speaking orally.

Can anyone seriously imagine any apostle or prophet being
confused as to whether or not the Holy Spirit was inspiring him? Did
Peter stutter when he told people to repent and be baptized for the
forgiveness of their sins? How could anyone argue, with a straight face,
that the Holy Spirit affects us as directly as He did an inspired man, but
that we do not know it? The reader of Deaver’s lectureship article will
discover that Deaver only makes these assertions; he does not provide



340 Review of Goebel Music’s Book on the Holy Spirit

evidence from the Bible to prove his position. If he prayed for wisdom
concerning the correct interpretation of 1 Corinthians 15:29 regarding
baptism for the dead, he would not arrive at a solution the way the rest
of us do. Most preachers study all of the various interpretations, think
of other possibilities not yet presented, meditate upon all of them,
compare the various proposals with other passages of Scripture, and
then make a decision concerning the verse. Yet, Deaver gets the answer
directly from God without having to go through this entire pro-
cess—but then he says he cannot tell any difference in these two
processes? How absurd! If the Spirit “illuminated” him directly, he
would know it. He either knows it and is too bashful to say so, or he
does not know it, which makes him like the rest of us, having to study
to obtain the answer, his prayer for wisdom being answered through
God’s providence.

Deaver’s third claim is that the Holy Spirit affects us as directly as
the human spirit affects the body. Is this assertion intended to convey
that the spirit controls the body 100%? If so, it is dangerous to claim
such an amount of influence of the Holy Spirit over the Christian.
Suppose, for example, that we considered Paul’s desire for the brethren
in Thessalonica—“And the very God of peace sanctify you wholly”
(1 Thess. 5:23). If the Father works through the Holy Spirit as His
agent on earth today, and He commissioned the Holy Spirit to sanctify
Christians directly, then how could anyone fail to be wholly holy? Just
as no prophecy was ever only 90% inspired, no one could be made only
90% holy. The only way for there to be a percentage (other than one
hundred) is if God’s providence and human effort are involved. If the
Holy Spirit sanctified us wholly, we would be sinless, which involves
a contradiction with other Scriptures (1 Jn. 1:8, 10).

“But,” someone protests, “Deaver does not say the Holy Spirit
directly makes us holy.” Perhaps not yet, but he does say that the Spirit
strengthens us directly and that He directly enables us to bear the fruit
of the Spirit. Therefore, as per the immediacy, Deaver describes in his
three points (demons upon men, the Holy Spirit inspiring men, the
human spirit upon the body), direct strengthening must be completely
sufficient, and direct help on bearing the fruit of the Spirit must yield
a Christian that perfectly displays love, joy, peace, patience, gentleness,
goodness, faith, meekness, and temperance. If not, why not? What is
the point of Deaver making these comparisons, if there is no applica-
tion?
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MUSIC’S INCLUSION OF DEAVER’S MATERIAL
“Not To Be Involved Or Influenced”

In his book’s “Foreword,” Music writes that by late 1996 he “was
unaware of the problematical problems that were arising” (xiii). He
adds that when some brethren tried to communicate with him on these
matters, he refused this information (xiii-xiv). The writer of this chapter
knows that this statement is partially true. Marvin Weir11 informed him
by telephone that, when he (Weir) had attempted to discuss Deaver’s
doctrine with Music prior to the book’s publication. Music told him he
did not want to discuss it, lest he be influenced by it.

Brother Dub McClish wrote this writer, in an e-mail dated June 13,
that he was one of those “who called him to ask if he were aware of
Deaver’s teaching on the direct operation of the Holy Spirit. As he said
(in the book, GWS), he pointedly let me know that he did not want to
know any such information.” This writer does not know who the others
were who tried to communicate with Music on this topic, but both Weir
and McClish made the attempt and were rebuffed.

Music says in his “Foreword” that his “aspiration and ambition was
not to be involved or influenced, but to produce a ‘resource and
reference volume’ on this subject.” This statement seems disingenuous
now that we have briefly analyzed Deaver’s material. Music refused to
hear anything against Deaver’s doctrine, but then included his
syllogism and definitions from the Deaver-Lockwood Debate. His
“aspiration and ambition” obviously failed him, and the fact is that the
inclusion of Deaver’s material clearly taints the effort to have this book
be simply a collection of thoughts on the personal indwelling. It is now
no mystery why Deaver began touting Music’s book as soon as the ink
dried on its 1414 pages. He mentioned it several times in his debate
with Jerry Moffitt in 2000 and began assuring people: “Music agrees
with me.” If some of us who questioned that statement had read
Deaver’s section, we would have known this truth earlier.
Reaction Of Those Quoted

This writer is not personally acquainted with all the men Music
cited in his book, but he does know a few of them. He e-mailed four
brethren whose works were used and asked, among other things:

Did you know the purpose of Music’s book prior to its publica-
tion?
Do you agree with Deaver’s statements made on pages 710-11?
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Kenyon, whose Master’s thesis on Romans 8 Music recommends
several times throughout his book, answered on June 12 that he vaguely
did—that Music was seeking “the writings of those who believed in a
personal, non-miraculous view of the Holy Spirit indwelling.” McClish
said his understanding was that the book was to have one theme: “the
setting forth of the case for the personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit
in the Christian.” Burgett wrote:

Bro. Music told me that he was putting together a book the
purpose of which was to demonstrate: (1) the belief that the Holy
Spirit personally indwells the Christian has not been in the past
nor is it currently a view held by only a few in the churches of
Christ, and (2) that many sound brethren believe the Bible
teaches that the Holy Spirit personally indwells the Christian
(June 13).

Concerning the question of agreement with Deaver, McClish wrote
that he did not agree with Deaver’s definitions on pages 710-11,
saying: “I began publicly voicing my disagreement with his doctrine in
this respect in 1996, and I continue to do so.” Burgett likewise opposes
Deaver’s definition of direct influence and adds: “Up until a few years
ago I would have been shocked to read such a statement from the pen
of a Deaver.”

Kenyon commented on each of Deaver’s three points. Part of his
analysis on the third point included: “In other words, we have no choice
but to be influenced by our human spirit, but we do have a choice as to
whether or not we will allow the Holy Spirit to continue to influence
us. This fact alone renders (2) (c) false.”

Hightower did not respond with an e-mail, but he spoke with this
reviewer on the telephone and said that his chapter on the subject in
Studies in Ephesians would clearly declare his disagreement with
Deaver. Among other things, he wrote:

If God can directly “strengthen,” can He directly send a strong
delusion?
If God can directly “strengthen,” can Satan enter and directly
put evil into and/or “blind” one’s mind?12

Paul’s magnificent prayer is not a prayer for a mystical experi-
ence, and far less that our human selves should be overridden so
that we should become only “channels”! God’s Spirit does not
directly (1) strengthen my heart (any more than He hardens it
[Eph. 4:18]), (2) make me sing and make melody to Him (5:19),
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(3) enable me to be obedient to an earthly master or employer
(6:5), or (4) comfort my heart.13

The four men cited here in no way agree with Deaver’s material
that Music published in his book. Does Music not know that Deaver’s
doctrine departs drastically from the indwelling view held by the vast
majority of the 260 men he cited? At least two brethren who know him
very well tried to warn him of the heresy; but he ignored them and
included the error in his book. Did he think no one would notice? Did
he think that brethren would fail to see the difference in what Deaver
teaches and what the other men in the book believe? Was his goal to get
brethren to believe that we should fellowship the direct influence idea
right along with the various views held regarding the manner of the
Holy Spirit’s indwelling? If so, he will suffer disappointment—and
deservedly so.

Someone might protest that Music did say that he did not necessar-
ily agree with every writer on every issue. The reader will see in this
case, however, that Music greatly gushes over Deaver. He consumes
half a page, showing how Deaver maintains friendships with those
holding different views (such as Bill Lockwood) and then concludes by
saying that he prays to God that Deaver’s “courteously kind disposition
toward his brothers on such topics will never change” (714). Not
everyone will join in on the chorus of Music’s praise of Deaver’s
disposition. Many preachers have letters from Deaver that they would
call nearly anything but “courteously kind.” Deaver is a master of
intimidation.

CONCLUSION
Over the years this writer has taken pleasure in recommending

dozens of books that will be of value to others. Somewhat less
frequently he has warned brethren concerning the pernicious ideas that
men have committed to paper in their efforts to persuade others to
depart from the Truth. Music’s resource and reference volume would
be hard to classify. There are some commendable portions which make
a good case for the literal indwelling of the Holy Spirit in the Christian,
but the reader must be patient to find some of the best material. The
biographies of many of the writers and lexicographers are interesting.
While the reader can appreciate the painstaking efforts of Music in
compiling all of this data, he nevertheless recognizes that 500 pages
would have been sufficient to make the case (since so much is repeti-



344 Review of Goebel Music’s Book on the Holy Spirit

tive) and that including the material of Deaver, whom faithful brethren
cannot fellowship due to his deadly doctrine. Music’s inclusion of
Deaver’s material was a disservice to the brotherhood and counterpro-
ductive to the thesis of his book. Perhaps, some day Music will allow
someone to edit the volume in order to make it the effective tool he
originally envisioned.

APPENDIX
Below is a sampling of the research done while preparing this

review. The verses underlined from Ephesians appear on the pages of
the book listed below them.
EPHESIANS 1:13-14
10, 51, 73, 77, 79, 89, 98, 99, 100, 115, 140, 165, 166, 170, 171, 191,
200, 203, 204, 207, 208, 227, 258, 260, 261, 264, 268, 270, 285, 289,
290, 294, 295, 296, 299, 311, 312, 321, 334, 339, 343, 348, 351, 352,
355, 363, 367, 387, 391, 400, 405, 408, 419, 420, 427, 429, 430, 437,
447, 448, 450, 454, 455, 458, 464, 466, 468, 469, 471, 475-76, 488,
496, 505, 506, 507, 512, 517, 521, 524, 532, 535, 541, 546, 550, 552,
561, 564, 566, 573, 579, 580, 597, 603, 605, 619, 620, 621, 623, 626,
628-29, 635, 641, 658, 661, 687, 690, 697-98, 702, 708, 715, 721, 726,
728, 729, 730, 731, 732, 748, 754, 783, 789, 802, 808, 809, 810, 829,
830, 833, 835, 836, 838, 841, 842, 843, 845, 846, 847, 848, 850, 851,
852, 854, 855, 858, 865, 867, 868, 869, 870, 872, 873, 874, 875, 877,
879, 880, 883, 884, 886, 889, 890, 893, 894, 895, 898, 899, 900, 901,
902, 904, 907, 908, 910, 911, 927, 1011, 1017, 1027, 1141, 1142,
1144, 1145, 1146, 1147, 1148, 1149, 1150, 1151, 1152, 1153, 1154,
1155, 1156, 1157, 1161-1162, 1163, 1164, 1165, 1166, 1167, 1168,
1169, 1170, 1171, 1173, 1174, 1175, 1176, 1177, 1178, 1779, 1180,
1182, 1183, 1184, 1185, 1186, 1188, 1189, 1190, 1191, 1195, 1198,
1199, 1200, 1201, 1202, 1205, 1206, 1207, 1208, 1216, 1217, 1218
,1219, 1220, 1222, 1224, 1225, 1226, 1227, 1228, 1229, 1231, 1232,
1233, 1234, 1242,1251, 1252, 1253, 1254, 1255, 1258, 1259, 1260,
1262, 1265, 1268, 1269, 1281, 1282, 1309, 1321
EPHESIANS 2:21-22
12, 29, 53, 54, 60, 62, 64, 76, 77, 84, 98, 99, 102, 118, 119, 121, 126,
128, 129, 137, 139, 152, 185, 195, 211, 214, 240, 264, 265, 282, 292,
334, 342, 353, 372, 388, 401, 410, 411, 415, 438, 441, 452, 478, 482,
483, (487), 489, 504, 511, 533, 538, 545, 546, 550, 561, 586, 603, 609,
678, 702, 708, 709, 716, 747, 748, 781, 782, 786, 789, 810, 846, 860,
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875, 879, 888, 890, 898, 963, 964, 965, 966, 967, 968, 970, 991, 1037,
1051, 1095, 1116, 1117, 1122, 1125, 1127, 1129, 1130, 1131, 1132,
1136, 1138, 1139, 1159, 1243, 1377
EPHESIANS 3:16
12, 18, 19, 28, 51, 57, 62, 73, 98, 100, 121, 145, 166, 170, 191, 206,
211, 214, 216, 265, 276, 283, 323, 338, 353, 355, 367, 378, 385, 388,
394, 413, 415, 428, 439, 447, 448, 456, 457, 461, 470, 471, 479, 495,
500, 501, 518, 534, 545, 546, 550, 553, 582, 587, 598, 600, 605, 611,
620, 623, 630, 674, 690, 705, 706, 711, 747, 750, 754, 758, 781, 790,
810, 830, 854, 868, 876, 888, 999, 1000-1001, 1007, 1009, 1012, 1013,
1014, 1015, 1027, 1029, 1033, 1034, 1036, 1037, 1051-1052, 1059,
1377.

ENDNOTES
1 All Scripture references are taken from the King James Version unless
otherwise noted.
2 Goebel Music, A Resource and Reference Volume on the Indwelling of the
Holy Spirit (Colleyville, TX: Goebel Music Publications, 2000), xiv. Future
page numbers will be provided in the text rather than in the endnotes.
3 A sample page of the Scripture indexing is included in Appendix 1. Anyone
who wants the entire Scripture Index for this book should contact this writer.
4 This is the only aspect of this subject upon which this writer has taken a
position. He drew this conclusion when researching “The Gospel Preached to
Abraham,” published in The Glorious Gospel, ed. Tommy J. Hicks (Lubbock,
TX: Hicks Publications, 2001), 470-86. This analysis does not negate the
literal indwelling position, since those who hold that view have many other
passages with which to establish their case.
5 B.J. Clarke, “The Nature of Inspiration,” Studies in Luke, ed. Dub McClish
(Schertz, TX: The Gospel Journal, 2003). The chapter covers pages 688-727.
Brother Nichols’ quotations are on pages 717-21.
6 This material is from Mac Deaver’s debate with Bill Lockwood.
7 Clarke, 700.
8 Ibid.
9 Paul Mac Deaver, “The Work of the Indwelling Spirit: Answering a Few
Critics,” Studies in Philippians and Colossians, ed. Dub McClish (Denton, TX:
Valid Publications, Inc., 2000), 534-35.
10 Clarke, 702. His entire argument on this point is well worth reading (702-
707).
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11 See the article written jointly by this writer and Marvin Weir which was
published in the February, 2004, Contending for the Faith, titled “The Silence
of Music.”
12 Terry M. Hightower, “Paul’s Prayer To and Praise Of God,” Studies in
Ephesians, ed. Dub McClish (Denton, TX: Valid Publications, Inc., 1997),
182.
13 Ibid., 188.
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