




































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































400 THE OLIPHANT-RICE DEBATE 

Brother Oliphant has is a good works plan of salvation, 
of works, not grace; of man, not of God. From the first 
speech, I have repeated it every time I have spoken. Broth­
er Oliphant did not refer to it or deny it. He can't deny it. 
I am sure he would not deny it since he is an honest man. 
But he has stayed off of it. If I were as badly scared ns 
he, I bet I would, too. I charged that from the beginning. 
The fact of the business is, this statement of his plainly 
says baptism is essential to salvation from past or alien 
sins, and it expressly implies, at least, that there are a !ot 
of other things essential beyond baptism for other sins. 
I charged that, and he did not deny it, and I read from 
their own official publication such statements. I refer to 
the publication of the Gospel Advocate, the quarterly 
taught in their Sunday Schools. He defended it; said :it 
was all right; said they were teaching the Bible in that 
quarterly, which says, if you don't live a life conformed to 
the will of Christ until the hour of death, and goes on and 
says in every thought and word and act and feeling and 
deed, until the hour of death, then he says you will be lost. 
I maintain and I have in every speech, and he hasn't de­
nied it, that the whole system is a system of salvation by 
works. And Brother Oliphant does not believe that bap­
tism settles it, unless you keep knocking along working. 
working, working until the hour of death. The whole busi­
ness he has been teaching here is a business of salvation by 
works, taking the glory from Jesus and putting it on man! 

His proposition is the same as it was yonder with Cain 
and Abel. Abel, by faith, looked to the blood, :1nd Cain, 
without faith, brought things of his own toil. That was 
the same in the temple where the Pharisee would not call 
his brother "brother." Neither were saved, but were both 
Jews and the Pharisee should have called him "brother," 
at least. But instead, he said, "I am glad I am not as that 
other man is." He counted himself righteous. He had some 
ceremonies. He had the good works that this quarterly 
says about this proposition. But he was not saved. Here 
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is the poor publican. He asked God to have mercy on him, 
and God saved him. If there was anything this publican 
did to merit it, it wasn't hinted at. No, baptism is not 
there! And he went down to his house justified without 
the rest of the things Brother Oliphant believes are neces­
sary. I believe in doing good works, but not in order to get 
God to do what he said he would do free. Now I charge 
that Brother Oliphant's plan of salvation is like Cain's and 
like the Pharisee's; it is of works instead of grace. 

Mark 16 :16. Well, my friend, Brother Oliphant, h' 
afraid of what I am going to say on that, too. And wei! 
he might be. There is so much here. I wish I had a chancE: 
to spend another night or two, as I wanted to. This Scrip­
ture will teach one thing. The more you go into it, the more 
you learn. A man that believes has everlasting life, is al­
ready born of God. 

Mark 16 :16, read it now: 
"He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved; but he 

that believeth not shall be damned." 
You say, "Do you believe that?" Yes, I certainly do, and 

I take it at face value, too. It means what it says, and sayR 
what it means. Notice carefully, "He that believeth and 
is baptized shall be saved." I believed and I have been 
baptized, and I am saved. That is what all of our people 
believe and that is what I have always preached. Why not? 
Notice the form here. Brother Oliphant, this Scripture 
does NOT say "He that believes and is baptized shall tlU;'I1 

be saved." It did not say that and did not meant that. It 
meant what it said. The Scripture did not say that, Broth­
er Oliphant. It is in exact harmony with what is said in 
every other place in the Bible where a person is command­
ed to believe. When he believes, he is saved, says John 
5 :24, an.d so do many other Scriptures. When he is bap, 
tized he is still saved, says Mark 16 :16. 

You say, "Here is a man who asks, "What must I do to 
be saved?" in Acts 2 :37. No, that is not the question that 
is there asked and is answered in Acts 2 :38. There is only 
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one time in the Scripture where the question is asked, 
"What must I do to be saved?" That is in Acts 16 :30, and 
the very next verse gives the answer so plain no one can 
misunderstand it, "Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, and 
thou shalt be saved." Acts 2 :38 answers another question, 
not that one. 

But notice an important point about the question, "What 
must r do to be saved?" To here certainly means in order 
to.. But the Greek word for in order to or to in the ques­
tion, "What must I do to be saved?" is hina, not ds. Hina 
means in order to. Eis does not mean in order to. That is 
the way the Holy Spirit himself used it. If God had meant, 
"Be baptized in Ordel" to the remission of sins," he would 
have used the Greek word hina as he did in Acts 16 :30, 
talking about "What must I do TO BE SAVED!" Eis does 
not mean in order to. If he had wanted eis to mean in 
order to in Acts 2 :38, some of the translators would have 
translated it so in some of those twenty-five versions exam­
ined by Brother Oliphant. But they didn't. In the case in 
Acts 16 :30 this is in O1"der to, God said, but the Greek word 
is not eis but hina, another word of design or purpose. "In 
order to be saved, what must I do?" God did not use that 
in Acts 2 :38. He did not mean that to be in order to but 
to point to or refer to or look t01card remission of sins al­
ready obtained. Look in Acts 16 :30, you find the term 
there to be saved, and the Greek word is hina, a word of 
design and purpose, and is not eis at all. God could have 
used kina in Acts 2 :38 had he meant in order to, and there 
would have been no doubt, no argument at all about what 
it meant. Hina would prove that he meant, "Be baptized 
in order to be saved," but the Lord did not use that. He 
used eis, relet"ring to remission, not kina, in order to remis­
sion. 

Some of my Methodist friends say, "I believe that bap­
tism could mean sprinkling and pouring." And I say to my 
Methodist friends, "If God had meant sprinkle, he had a 
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Paul's sins were washed away in baptism. The Bible does 
not say anything of the kind! What it does say is that 
Paul said that Ananias said, "And now why tarriest thou? 
arise, and be baptized, and wash away thy sins, calling on 
the name of the Lord." He didn't say they would be washed 
away in the act of baptism. It does not say that, arid it 
does not mean that. Paul was born when he saw the Lord. 
The Scripture says so. The divinely inspired Scripture 
flays so. Ananias called him "Brother" before he was bap­
tized. "Brother Saul," "Brother Saul." Ananias came 
"that thou mightest receive thy sight and be filled with the 
Holy Ghost" (Acts 9 :17), that is all. He was already saved, 
but not baptized. Barnabas told the apostles at Jerusalem 
(Acts 9 :27) that Paul was saved on the road to Damascus. 

You need not be fraid to take what the Scripture says! 
You say, "How do you know he was saved?" He saw the 
Lord on the way to Damascus! He was saved when he saw 
the Lord. I want to tell you this, my friend. I do not care 
how much water you have been through, if you did not see 
Jesus Christ, you are lost. Oh, my friends, may God help 
you to get Jesus in your hearts. 

I accepted this proposition to debate these subjects be­
cause I wanted to preach the gospel by blood and faith­
not by water and works. I am glad to debate them. I am 
glad to defend this doctrine of salvation through faith, not 
of works. This is not a new thing for me to press this 
thing openly and boldly. It is new for me to have a public 
debate of this kind. There are some advantages and some 
disadvantages. But I welcome the opportunity to say to 
you, as I have said all these years, that I know you can 
understand what the Bible teaches. And the Bible teaches 
that salvation is "Not by works of righteousness which we 
have done, but according to his mercy he saved us." Bap­
tism is a work of . righteousness, for Jesus said, "Thus it 
becometh us to fulfill all righteousness." The "us" meant 
more than one, more than Jesus, and must include some 
human righteousness in baptism, and that cannot save us 
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nor help save us. We are not saved by the righteousness 
of both John and Jesus, not by the works of preachers 
that baptize us, nor by our righteousness in being baptized. 
People are not saved by works of righteousness. John 
was a human being, and salvation was not by John's right­
eousness, not by the righteousness of the candidate and 
the preacher nor of either one. No, Titus 3:5 says: 

"Not by works of righteousness which we ha'0'e done, 
but according to his mercy he saved us, by the washing of 
regeneration, and renewing of the Holy Ghost." 

So I beg people to turn to God and trust Him for salva­
tion on the basis of his righteousness alone. 

The other day, about a week before this debate began, 
a young woman was in my home, and I said to her, "Do you 
love the Lord?" 

She said, "Sure." But she was cut to the heart, and went 
on home. 

I asked this question honestly, and I asked Brother Oli­
phant if he has trusted Christ and been saved. But my 
brother, what I am asking is this: Brother Oliphant, won't 
you tell us whether you have had a supernatural change of 
heart? I don't care who you are, there will be many who 
will come one day and say, "Lord, Lord open to us," but 
Jesus will answer: "I never knew you: depart from me, 
ye that work iniquity." If you have not been born again, 
if God has not made a change in your heart, Brother, water 
won't help, and nothing else will. If you have not one day 
met Jesus Christ, if you have not been born of the Spirit 
and he has not made you a partaker of the divine nature, 
you are a lost sinner! 

And that young woman (I suppose she is here tonight) 
who was cut to the heart, said to herself, "I have been bap­
tized, and I have been trying to live right," but she knew 
she had not been made a new creature. .She got down her 
Bible and read and prayed, and after a couple of hours of 
investigation, she settled the matter and got peace. I think 

she is here tonight. 
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I have met this kind again and again, and there are many 
people here tonight, members of the "Church of Christ," 
and members of Christian churches, and they are honest, 
good people like many of YOlL They take the Lord's sup­
per, but many of them do not know that they have a per­
sonal acquaintance with the Savior. They do not know that 
he has changed their hearts by supernatural conversion. 

Again and again people tell me, "How happy I am since 
I know that my salvation is settled. I had been baptized, 
but was not saved until I heard your plain teaching and 
trusted Christ alone." Mrs. Hardesty said it again and 
again, and that dear girl, Ina Bell, said so too. 

Is Ina Bell here tonight? 
(Miss Ina Bell Crosswhite stands). 
(Turning to Miss Crosswhite) "That is true, isn't it?" 
Miss Crosswhite: "Yes, Sir." 
God bless you. 
Many former "Church of Christ" people say that God 

has changed their hearts by supernatural conversion after 
they learned this truth, and again and again they tell me so. 

Moderator: "Your time is up." 
Moderator J. B. Nelson: 
The proposition to be discussed tomorrow evening will 

be: "The Scriptures Teach that a Child of God, One Who 
Has Been Saved by the Blood of Christ, Can so Sin as to 
Be Finally Lost." 

W. L. Oliphant leads, and John R. Rice denies. 
Two evenings will be given to this proposition, and that 

will close the discussion. This discussion is to be published 
in book form. You can order from Dr. Rice or from Broth­
er G. H. P. Showalter. You can order the books from 
either of them. Come, and be with us tomorrow evening. 
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church of Christ, will lead the prayer while we stand, if 
you will. 

(After the prayer Brother Nelson continues.) 
. We are, indeed, thankful and grateful for another ex­

cellent audience. The attendance, even during the severe 
weather, has been wonderful. I doubt if there has been 
less than eighteen hundred people here at any service­
probably twenty-five hundred at some of the services. To­
morrow evening will close the discussion. Two evenings 
will be devoted to the subject now before us. 

"The Scriptures Teach that a Child of God Who has 
Been Saved by the Blood of Christ Can so Sin as to be 
Finally Lost." W. L. Oliphant affirms; John R. Rice denies. 
In two thirty-minute speeches each, they will speak tonight 
upon this subject and in the same manner tomorrow night, 
at which time the discussion will come to a close. W. L. 
Oliphant wUl now take the floor for a thirty-minute speech. 

(First Affirmative Speech by W. L. Oliphant.) 

Brother Chairman, Dr. Rice, Ladies and Gentlemen: 
I am before you to make the opening speech on the 

proposition that was read in your hearing a few minutes 
ago. I do not think it necessary that I spend a great deal 
of time in defining the terms of the proposition. They are 
very clear and plain within themselves. By "scriptures," 
I mean the word of God. "By teach," I mean to directly· 
state or logically point to such conclusion. By "child of 
God," I mean, as is stated in the proposition, one who has 
been saved by the blood of Christ. I do not know how to 
make the term plainer. "Can sin." Please notice the 
proposition does not say that the child of God will sin, 
does sin, or must sin, but that he can sin: that is, it 
is possible for him to sin. By "sin," I mean to transgress 
the law of God, to be guilty of unrighteousness. By "finally 
lost," I mean eternally lost in hell. That it is possible for 
a child of God to sin to that extent that he will be lost in 
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hell, is my proposition. Before entering into my affirm­
ative argument, I want to give my friend a few more 
questions-since he likes questions so well! 

In the opening- of my affirmation on the baptism question, 
I asked him several questions. I repeated them in every 
speech I made and finally reduced them to writing and 
handed them to him, but they were never answered or even 
mentioned by my opponent. I hope he will treat me nicer 
tonight, and at least try to answer my questions. 

The Doctor thinks I complained because he has the last 
speech. No, I understood when the propositions were signed 
that he would have the last speech. What I do urge is that it 
is not fair for him to leave arguments made in my first 
speech until his last speech and then attempt to answer 
them, when I can have no opportunity to examine his re­
plies. I hope he will not act that way in the discussion of 
this question. 

Now, Doctor, these questions I am going to ask you are 
not mere trick questions. He complains that I ask him 
trick questions. Well, he boasted early in the debate that 
he had pulled a trick on me. The thing that worries my 
friend is that his trick didn't work. These are simple 
straightforward questions, and I know he can answer them 
correctly. I can answer any question in the world correctly; 
I may have to say "I don't know," but that will be correct! 
So, Friend Rice, you can answer these questions in some 
manner. Most of them can be answered with a simple 
"yes," "no," or "I don't know." 

(1) Can a child of God call his brother a fool? 
(2) Can a child of God get drunk? 
(3) If so, can he die while drunk? 
(4) Can one be saved away from the grace of God? 
(5) Can one be saved without faith? 
(6) Is the child or God a free moral agent? 
(7) Is the righteousness revealed in the gospel man's 

righteousness or God's righteousness? 
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I patiently await an answer. 
Since much of this discussion will probably hinge upon 

the question of when the child of God receives eternal life,. 
I want to get before you the Bible teaching on that ques­
tion in the very beginning .. It is not my purpose to array 
scripture against scripture. I do not believe the word of 
God contradicts itself. I believe everything the Bible 
teaches. It will do you no good for me to quote a set of 
scriptures and my friend come along and quote another 
set of scriptures which seem to conflict with the ones I 
quote. This would please no one but infidels. 

Now the Bible teaches that the child of God will be given 
eternal life in the world to come. Let me read you some 
scriptures on this point. 

(1) In hope of eternal life. "Paul, a servant of God, 
and an apostle of Jesus Christ, according to the faith of 
God's elect ... in hope of eternal life which God promised 
before times eternal" (Titus 1 :1,2) _ Note: we do not hope 
for things we possess. "But if we hope for that we see not, 
then do we with patience wait for it" (Romans 8 :25). (2) 
Eternal life in the end. "But now being made free from 
sin, and become servants to God, ye have your fruit unto 
holiness, and the end everlasting life" (Romans 6 :22) . 
(3) Lav hold on eternal life. "Fight the good fight of 
faith. lay hold on the life eternal, whereunto thou also art 
called" (1 Timothy 6 :12). (4) Renders eternal life: 
"Who will render to every man according to his works: to 
them that by patience in well doing seek for glory and 
honor and incorruption, eternal life" (Romans 2 :6, 7). (5) 
In the world to come. "Jesus said, Verily I say unto you, 
There is no man that hath left house, or brethren, or 
sisters, or father, or mother, or wife, or children, or lands, 
for my sake, and the gospel's, but he shall receive ain 
hundredfold now in this time, houses, and brethren, and 
sisters, and mothers, and children, and lands, with per­
secutions; and in the world to come eternal life" (Mark 
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10 :29, 30). (6) Final reward. Of the final judgment 
it is said: "And these (the wicked) shall go a way into 
everlasting punishment: but the righteous into life eternal" 
(Matthew 25 :46). 

In these scriptures we are told that Christians hope for 
eternal life. There must be some sense in which we do not 
now possess it. We are told that eternal life comes at the 
"end." A young preacher is urged to lay hold on the life 
eternal. Weare told that God will render eternal life at 
the judgment; that the righteous will go into life eternal 
at the judgment; that eternal life is to be given in the 
world to come. It is made very clear that the Christian 
enters into eternal life after he has served the Lord to 
the end of earth's way. I hope my friend will try to har­
monize these scriptures with his position or give up his 
position. 

I know there are a number of statements in the Bible 
which seem to indicate that the child of God already has 
eternal life ; for instance, John 5 :24, John 3 :16, and others 
which might be cited. Now I am sure these two groups 
of scriptures do not contradict each other. Since it is 
plainly taught that we do not receive eternal life until we 
reach the world to come, let us see if we can find what these 
passages mean. I think we can find the explanation in 1 
John 1 :1-3; let us read it. "That which was from the 
beginning, that which we have heard, that which we have 
seen with our eyes; that which we beheld and our hands 
handled concerning the Word of life; (For the life was 
manifested, and we have seen it, and bear witness, and 
show unto you that eternal life, which was with the Father, 
and was manifested unto us;) That which we have seen and 
heard declare we unto you, that ye also may have fellow­
ship with us: and truly our fellowship is with the Father, 
and wnth his Son Jesus Christ." Here Christ is called 
eternal life. "He that hath the Son hath life" (1 John 
5 :12). Christ dwells in the Christian (Colossians 1 :27). 
The Christian is said to have eternal life, because he dwells 
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in Christ-who is eternal life. But dwelling in Christ is 
conditional. "Let that therefore abide in you, which ye have 
heard from the beginning. If that which ye have heard 
from the beginning shall remain in you, ye also shall con­
tinue in the Son, and in the Father" (1 John 2 :24). Thus 
we see why the next verse calls eternal life a promise. "And 
this is the promise that he hath promised us, even eternal 
life" (1 John 2 :25). 

There is a sense in which every Christian has eternal life_ 
Christ is eternal life; the Christian abides in Christ and 
Christ in him. But since the Christian's abiding in Christ 
is conditional, eternal life is also conditional and is spoken 
of as a promise. The Christian does not have eternal life 
independently and unconditionally until he reaches "the 
world to come" (Mark 10 :30). So eternal life in the actual 
sense, possessed by an individual in his own right, is a 
promise to be fulfilled in the world to come. I want to 
make this matter as clear as possible in the very beginning, 
and I hope that my friend will deal with these arguments 
instead of merely quoting those scriptures which speak of 
eternal life in the present tense. 

Furthermore, I explained, in affirming on baptism, that 
I do not believe that the sinner is saved by his own right­
eousness, and now I want it understood that I do not con­
tend that the Christian is saved by his own righteousness 
-self-righteousness. 

Let us distinguish between the righteousness of God and 
the righteousness of man. Psalms 119 :172: "My tongue 
shall speak of thy word: for all thy commandments are 
righteousness." In keeping the commandments of God, I 
am not depending upon my own righteousness, but upon 
the righteousness of God. "For I am not ashamed of the 
gospel of Christ: for it is the power of God unto salvation 
to every man that believeth; to the Jew first, and also to 
the Greek. For therein is the righteousness of God re­
vealed from faith to faith: as it is written, The just shall 
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live by faith" (Romans 1 :16, 17). Now the righteousness 
of God is revealed in the gospel; so when one does the 
things commanded in the gospel, he is doing the righteous-
11('S3 of God. I :.ope my friend will not waste time by 
reading the scriptures which teach that Christians do not 
receive eternal life on the basis of their own righteousness. 
I readily accept this fact. The question is, can we be saved 
if we depart from God's righteousness? 

I think it will be admitted that we cannot be saved apart 
from Christ. "Without me ye can do nothing," said Jesus 
(John 15 :5). But in John 6 :66, we read: "From that 
time many of his disciples went back, and walked no more 
with him." Some of Christ's disciples departed from him. 
For how long did they cease to walk with him? Answer: 
They walked "no more with him." (1) One cannot be 
saved without Christ. (2) Some of Christ's disciples for­
ever separated themselves from him. (3) Therefore, some 
of Christ's disciples were eternally lost. Again, "Christ 
is become of no effect unto you" (R. V. "Ye are severed 
from Christ."), "whosoever of you are justified by the 
law; ye are fallen from grace" (Galatians 5 :4). Christians 
may 'be severed from Christ, therefore lost. They may fall 
from grace. We cannot be saved except by grace. There­
for those who fall away from grace are lost. 

We all believe in salvation by faith. Let us see some of 
the things which can happen to the Christian's faith. (1) 
Overthrown. "Who concerning the truth have erred, say­
ing that the resurrection is past already; and overthrow 
the faith of some" (2 Timothy 2 :18). (2) Cast off. "Hav­
ing damnation, because they have cast off their first faith" 
(1 Timothy 5 :12). (3) Depart from. "Now the Spirit 
speaketh expressly, that in the latter times some shall de­
part from the faith, giving heed to seducing spirits, and 
doctrines of devils" (1 Timothy 4:1). (4) Made ship­
wreck. "Holding faith, and a good conscience; which some 
having put away concerning faith have made shipwreck" 
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(1 Timothy 1 :19). The child of God is saved by his faith, 
but his faith may be overthrown, lost, cast off, departed 
from, or made shipwreck; therefore, he may be lost. Faith 
is the only vessel which can carry the child of God from 
earth to heaven. If that vessel is wrecked, he can never 
reach the haven. No other vessel travels that way. Paul 
plainly says that the individual who casts off his faith has 
damnation. I need not introduce another passage of scrip­
ture; my proposition is proved. 

In explaining the parable of the sower, Jesus said the 
seed is the word of God; the soil is human hearts. Of one 
type of soil he said, "They on the rock are they, which, 
when they hear, receive the word with joy; and these have 
no root, which for a while believe, and in time of tempta­
tion fall away" (Luke 8 :13). These people, first, received 
the word with joy. Second, they believed. My opponent 
cannot say they were not saved-especially since he con­
tends that sinners are saved the moment they believe; but 
these people, after believing and being saved, quit believing 
and "fell away." What happened to them? If they con­
tinued to be saved, it was without faith. 

I want us to notice the description of some people given 
by Peter in the second chapter of his Second Epistle. (1) 
They were purchased by the Lord (Verse 1). (2) They 
had escaped the pollutions of the world (Verse 20). (3) 
After having been purchased by the Lord and having es­
caped the pollutions of the world, they forsook the right 
way and went astray, loved the ways of unrighteousness. 
(Verse 15). (4) They became cursed children, presump­
tuous, self-willed, despisers of government, like beasts, 
rioters, spots and blemishes, deceivers, adulterers, wells 
without water, clouds carried with the tempest, worse than 
they were at the beginning, and so bad that it had been 
better for them to have never known the way of righteous­
ness. (5) They are Lo be finally lost: "And shall receive 
the reward of unrighteousness" (Verse 13). "Bring upon 
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themselves swift destruction" (Verse 1). It would be hard 
to imagine a plainer case of apostasy than this. That these 
were children of God cannot be reasonably denied, and 
that they were finally lost is plainly stated. 

I invite your attention to Luke 12 :43-47: "Blessed is 
that servant, whom his lord when he cometh shall find so 
doing. Of a truth I say unto you, that he will make him 
ruler over all that he hath. But and if that servant say 
in his heart, My lord delayeth his coming; and shall begin 
to beat the menservants and maidens, and to eat and 
drink, and to be drunken; The lord of that servant will 
come in a day when he looketh not for him, and at an hour 
when he is not aware, and will cut him in sunder, and will 
appoint him his portion with the unbelievers. And that ser­
vant, which knew his lord's will, and prepared not himself, 
neither did according to his will, shall be beaten with many 
stripes." The Lord's own servant is the one under con­
sideration. The Lord suggests two possibilities. First, if 
the servant obeys his Lord, he will be made ruler. Second, 
"But and if that servant"-What servant? The same ser­
vant who might have become ruler-if that servant says in 
his heart, "My Lord deelayeth his coming," and goes into 
sin, what will happen to him when the Lord comes 
again? Answer: " ... Will cut him in sunder, and will 
appoint him his portion with unbelievers." One is not ap­
pointed to that which he already has. The unbeliever is 
already condemned (John 3 :18). But here is one of the 
Lord's own servants who goes into sin and is appointed a 
place with the unbeliever. The place of the unbeliever is 
a place of damnation. "He that believeth not shall be 
damned" (Mark 16 :16). But our Lord tells us that the 
unfaithful servant will be appointed a place with the un­
believer; that is a place of damnation. If this passage does 
not teach that a child of God may be lost, I want my friend 
to tell us what it does teach. 

I next introduce the parable of the talents (Matthew 
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25 : 14-30) . The parable begins: "For the kingdom of 
heaven is as a man traveling into a far country, who called 
his own servants, and delivered unto them his goods." Those 
under consideration are the Lord's own servants, those to 
whom he entrusts his goods. At his second coming, the 
Lord reckons with these servants. One of them has proved 
unprofitable. What happens to him? Answer: "And cast 
ye the unprofitable servant into outer darkness: there shall 
be weeping and gnashing of teeth." (1) Those reckoned 
with are the Lord's own servants. (2) One of these ser­
vants was finally lost. (3) Therefore, a servant of the Lord 
may so sin as to be finally lost. 

In the 15th chapter of John, verses 1-10, Jesus gives us 
another very striking lesson along this line. "I am the 
true vine, and my Father is the husbandman. Every branch 
in me that beareth not fruit he taketh away: and ever 
branch that beareth fruit, he purgeth it, that it may bring 
forth more fruit. Now ye are clean through the word which 
I have spoken unto you. Abide in me, and I in you. As 
the branch cannot bear fruit of itself, except it abide in 
the vine; no more can ye, except ye abide in me. I am 
the vine, ye are the branches: He that abideth in me, and 
I in him, the same bringeth forth much fruit: for without 
me ye can do nothing. If a man abide not in me, he is 
cast forth as a branch, and is withered; and men gather 
them, and cast them into the fire, and they are burned. If 
ye abide in me, and my words abide in you, ye shall ask 
what ye will and it shall be done unto you. Herein is my 
Father glorified, that ye bear much fruit; so shall ye be 
my disciples. As the Father hath loved me, so have I loved 
you: continue ye in my love. If ye keep my command­
ments, ye shall abide in my love; even as I have kept my 
Father's commandments, and abide in his love." Let us 
look at the passage. (1) Jesus is the vine. (2) The Fath­
er is the husbandman. (3) The branches are children of 
God. ( 4) The branches are in Christ. (5) The branches 

TLC





THE OLIPHANT-RICE DEBATE 419 

the death of the soul from which James is admonishing us 
to save a brother. No one can save the body from death. 
If it is impossible for the soul of a child of God to be lost, 
the lnnguage of James is meaningless_ 

I next ask you to consider Paul's statement concerning 
himself: "But I buffet my body, and bring it into bond­
age: lest by any means after that I have preached to others, 
I myself should be rejected" (1 Cor. 9 :27. R. V.). The 
word "rejected" comes from the Greek term which is trans­
lated "reprobate" in 2 Corinthians 13 :5, 6, and means 
"rejected as spurious" (Thayer). Notice that it was after 
he had preached to others-a thing he did until the day 
of his death-that the apostle Paul might be rejected. (1) 
Paul was a child of God. (2) It was possible for Paul to 
be finally lost (rejected after his death) _ (3) Therefore, 
a child of God may be finally lost. If it was necessary for 
the great apostle Paul-the man who probably sacrificed 
more for the cause of Christ than any other man who has 
ever lived upon the earth-to buffet his body and bring it 
into bondage lest he be lost, certainly it behooves me to 
follow his advice. 

My friends, I admonish you, for the sake of your own 
souls, that you do not depend upon the false doctrine ad­
vocated by my opponent; but that you walk in the foot­
steps of the great apostle to the Gentiles, always "taking 
heed lest you fall" (1 Corinthians 10 :12). 
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lost." The Scriptures teach. Again r say that r believe 
the whole thing hinges on an honest acceptance of the 
Scriptures. That is true about tonight the same as other 
nights of this debate. May r briefly remind you, when you 
say, "The Scriptures teach," it does not mean that the pub­
lican was already saved because he had been circumcised 
when he was eight days old, as Brother Oliphant said, in 
order to get out of the dilemma, because the publican was 
not baptized before he was saved. That is not what r would 
say.the Scriptures teach. The Scriptures certainly do not 
teach that anybody was ever saved in circumcision. 

r say again, the heart of this question is whether the 
Bible means what it says, and can be taken at face value. 
r am coming to talk on that question. For instance, when 
the Scriptures say that when David went to his grave, 
Solomon should reign, and if he committed iniquity the 
Lord would chastise him, but would not cast him away, we 
should take what the Scriptures really teach. Matters 
ought not to be settled the way Brother Oliphant attempted 
to use those verses in 2nd Samuel 7 :12-15. Brother Oli­
phant said that meant Jesus would have had to reign while 
David was in the grave. If he has no better proof than 
that that Jesus is reigning now, then certainly the Scrip­
tures do not teach it. To take verses which obviously refer 
to Solomon, as you can see by the context, and say it means 
Jesus, and then use that as proof in a debate, is not follow­
ing what "the Scriptures teach." Or when Brother Oliphant 
used Zechariah 6 :12, 13, which mentions the Branch who 
shall be a priest upoli his throne, and leaves out even part 
of the very same sentence in verse 11 which tells that God is 
speaking of "Joshua the son of Josedech, the high priest," 
in the days of the return from captivity-when Dr. Oli­
phant takes out half of a sentence, says that means Christ, 
when the context plainly says it means another man, and 
then tries to prove by that that Jesus is now reigning dur­
ing his high priesthood-that r say, is not an honest effort 
to come to what the Scriptures plainly teach. The reason 
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I refer to that is, that I want you to be sure that the way 
these things are to be settled is by what "the Scriptures 
TEACH," not by perverting nor twisting them. 

As for Brother Oliphant, I feel very kindly toward him. 
I do not question his sincerity at all. None of us know until 
we get in a tight place like he did what we would do! Let 
us cast over him the mantle of charity. This is to be set­
tled by what the Scriptu?'es teach! Let's be prayerful about 
this tonight. The Bible can be taken at face value pro­
vided we take it that way, with humble hearts, and do not 
try to come with the wisdom of this world to make it fit in 
with our creeds. 

The proposition says: "The Scriptures teach that a 
child of God, one who has been saved by the blood of Christ, 
can so sin as to be finally lost." We are talking about a 
child of God, one who has been born of God, a child of God, 
one who has had a definite experience of the new birth, not 
any particular kind of feeling, not particularly any process 
of tears and mourning, but one who har; been made a new 
creature. I say this; that a sinner might well weep over 
his many sins, but his tears and mourning will not save 
him. 

"Could my tears forever flow, 
Could my zeal no languor know, 
These for sin could not atone; 
Thou must save, and thou alone." 

God must do the saving, and he alone. And I believe that 
for the same reason that God does the saving it is true that 
a child of God, one bought by the blood of Christ, one who 
has been saved by the blood of Christ, as this affirmation 
says; that child of God can never be lost. 

This is important. God must save, and God must keep. 
Notice the contradiction in the affirmation itself. My friend, 
Brother Oliphant, is not altogether accountable for that. 
He affirms this proposition, but I am sure he does not see 
the contradiction in the statement itself. Here we have a 
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man for whom God does the saving and the man does the 
losing himself! Here is a man who turned himself over 
to God to save him, and God does it, and then the man beats 
God out of it! Notice this. This child of God was saved by 
the blood of Christ and then the m9,n undoes it. Isn't that 
strange? So Brother Oliphant affirms. What a contradic­
tlon! Saved by grace and lost by works! Saved by God, 
and lost by man! Salvation that is to be settled on the basis 
of the blood cannot be undone. on the basis of works. That 
confusion is the thing that was in the very heart of the 

. last two nights debate. I said to friends, and I say again, 
if you get it settled on last night's subject yon will be set­
tled on this one. Intelligent, thoughtful people who flee 
through the matter and read the Scriptures with an un­
biased mind, must see that if salvation is by grace it lastfl 
as long as the grace of God. If salvation is by man's works, 
it is as unstable and temporary as the works of sinful mefl 
always are. The trouble is that some people let others do 
their thinking for them, and some of our thinking runs in 
the channel of our accepted creed. 

These things go together. If God does the saving, God 
will have to do the keeping. If we do the saving, naturally 
we would have to do the keeping. If salvation is by works, 
the keeping is by works. If we get salvation by the blood 
we are kept saved by the blood. Remember that that is the 
very heart of this question here tonight. 

My friend mentions a great many questions. He begins 
to ask questions, and I am glad he has some questions. As 
far as I am concerned, I can well sympathize with Brother 
Oliphant's position. Brother Oliphant would rather have 
me answer these questions his way instead of showing 
what the Scriptures teach. And that is not all. All along 
in this debate he has been dissatisfied with the way I am 
doing it. I expected him to feel that way about it. He will 
feel worse than that before I get through with this propo­
sition. I can ask Brother Oliphant some questions. These 
questions are interesting, Brother Oliphant. The questions 
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I asked last night, some of them, perhaps all of them, still 
fit. 

"Does the penitent believer have everlasting life?" That 
is a good one, but Brother Oliphant did not mention that. 
That question is still good. Not, "Is he going to have ever­
lasting life?" The Savior says he HAS it. 

"Can the penitent believer come into condemnation?" 
The Bible says he cannot. 

"Is the penitent believer born of God?" 
Here is another. "Was Paul born again when he saw 

Jesus?" The Bible says he was. 
"Was the woman in Luke 7 :45-50 saved when she be­

lieved?" The Bible says she was. Brother Oliphant never 
touched that question. He never did mention that at all. I 
don't blame him! 

"Was the publican in the temple in Luke 18 justified or 
saved when he went down to his house?" 

"Was the palsied man in Mark 2 saved when Jesus said, 
'Thy sins be forgiven thee' when Jesus saw his faith?" 
Brother Oliphant said about that, "Well you can't see what 
is in the heart." I admit that. But Jesus can! Yes he can! 

Here is another. "Do you believer in a supernatural, 
miraculous change of heart?" Now let me repeat that one 
with all my heart. This question is fitting and ought to be 
answered. 

"Do you believe in a supernatural, or miraculous change 
of heart, whereby one becomes a partaker of the divine 
nature, and has a change of heart, referred to in the Bible 
as regeneration, God taking away the stony heart and giv­
ing one a heart of flesh, sometimes called circumcision of 
the heart?" 

"Do you believe in a supernatural, (by supernatural I 
mean something man cannot do, something not according 
to laws of nature) a supernatural, or miraculous change of 
heart?" That is important. 

Here is another. I ask these kindly with no ill will, mean-
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ing no reflection whatever. r am glad to give my own tes­
timony concerning my own heart. 

"Have you yourself ever had a supernatural change of 
heart and nature by faith in Jesus Christ?" Now that is 
important, and it is on this debate. 

r am glad to have these questions also of Brother Oli­
phant's. r am sure he would very much like for me to come 
and follow his outline instead of following the Scriptures. 
Brother Oliphant, when we get to heaven you wiIl know r 
was right. You went right on down the road and did not 
answer those questions. You do not quite understand them 
now, but when you get to heaven, you will give Christ the 
credit for saving you, not baptism and Christ. And you wiIl 
give him the credit for keeping you, not your own good 
works. 

r was glad we sang that song last night, "When We All 
Get to Heaven." r think Brother- Oliphant is going to be 
there. r am quite sure r am. He does not deserve it, nei­
ther do I. He is going to say that the mercy of Christ car­
ried him on through. r am sure Brother Oliphant and r 
both have done plenty to lose it all before now if it depend­
ed on our goodness. But this statement says, "Saved by 
the blood of Christ." 

Let us get down to some things here that my friend 
Brother Oliphant teaches. I will read them to you. Get 
this thing clear. I will take a little time at the beginning 
to get it on your hearts straight. 

Here on page 48 of this "Church of Christ" quarterly the 
plan of salvation Brother Oliphant defends, is shown to be 
a plan of salvation depending on baptism as well as many 
other things. 

This plan of salvation, mark you, that he has been 
preaching, is a plan of salvation by works. Read these 
terms of admission which he believes are necessary to get 
to heaven. This "Church of Christ" quarterly names four 
terms, and you get accustomed to that if you read their 
literature. 
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ly, which Brother Oliphant endorses. This quarterly teach­
es salvation that you get by your works and must keep by 
your works. 

"WHAT IT MEANS TO BE A CHRISTIAN" 
"To be a Christian 1neans that one has obeyed the gospel 

of Christ, which is the power of God unto salvation, to the 
point that he has reached the promise of Jesus that he is 
saved. The four steps included in this obedience are: First, 
that he must believe with all his heart that Jesus is the 
Christ, the Son of the living God; second, that he must 
genuinely and truly repent of all past sins; thirdly, and he 
must confess with his mouth in the presence of men the 
faith that is in his heart; and, fourthly, and he must be 
buried in baptism by the command of Jesus Christ into 
the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy 
Spirit. One who has taken these four steps is a Christian. 
He has the promise of Jesus that he is saved from all past 
sins, and that these sins will neveT be remembered against 
him forever. HAVING BECOME A CHRISTIAN, TO BE A 
CHRISTIAN MEANS THAT HE MUST LIFE A. LIFE 
CONFORMED IN THOUGHT, FEBLING, PURPOSE, 
WORD, AND DEED TO THE WILL OF CHRIST AS EX­
PRE,SSED IN THE TEACHING OF GOD'S WORD. These 
Scriptures are sufficient to perfect him and to thoroughly 
furnish him unto all good works. These Scriptures teach 
him that THERE ARE FIVE ACTS OF PUBLIC WOR­
SHIP WHICH HE MUST PAY REGULARLY TO THE 
LORD ON THE FIRST DAY OF EVERY WEEK. These 
Nve acts are: First, to attend upon the teaching or preach­
ing of God's word either as a preacher, a teacher, or a hear­
er; second, that he must unite in teaching and admonish­
ing himself and his fellow Christians by singing psalms, 
hymns, and spiritual songs, singing with grace in his heart 
to the Lord, singing and making melody in his heart to 
God; thirdly, he must unite in public prayer with his fel­
low Christians; fourthly, he must join with them in the 
observance of the Lord's supper; and, fifthly, he must make 
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an offering, along with other saints, to the Lord according 
as the Lord has prospered him and as he purposes in his 
own heart. Besides these acts of public wor'ship, he must 
give the remainder of the Lord's day to the service o'f that 
Lord to whom the day belongs. To be a Christian means 
that during the other six days of the week he will abstain 
from every form of evil, and that as he has opportunity he 
will do good unto all men; that whether he eats or drinks, 
or whatever he does, he will do it all to the glory of God; 
and that he will be faithful unto death in the discharge of 
all these Christian duties. This is a brief surn.mary of 
what it means to be a Christian." 

Notice this word MUST. The word must is mentioned 
eleven times in this short passage! This claims to tell 
what one must do in order to be a Christian, that means of 
course, that man must work in order to be saved. Eleven 
musts to get to heaven! It says: 

"To be a Christian means that he must li1)e a life con­
formed in thought, feeling, purpose, word, and deed to the 
will of Christ as expressed in the teaching of God's word." 

In other words, for salvation, after baptism, every Chris­
tian must be perfect in thought, feeling, purpose, word, and 
deed! One thought wrong, one feeling wrong, one purpose 
wrong, one word wrong, one deed wrong, and you are a 
lost sinner again! So teaches Brother Oliphant. What is 
that? That is work salvation. Brother Oliphant, if that 
is true that you have to work like that to get it, naturally 
you would have to work like that to keep it. But that is 
not the kind of salvation the Bible teaches, the kind you 
affirm in this debate here tonight. Brother Oliphant is in 
a dilemma, he is in a terrible confusion of thought about 
this matter. He starts out to talk about "a child of God, 
one who has been saved by the blood of Christ," and ends 
up trying to tell us he is both saved and kept by his own 
works, or not at all! I lay no blame on the man's sincerity 
on that matter at all. It is the same thing man faces in 
every generation everywhere, the carnal, human, man-
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pleasing teaching of salvation by works. That is what is 
wrong with the lodges everywhere. They are teaching a 
salvation by good works. That is what is wrong with our 
Roman Catholic friends. They believe in the blood of 
Christ, and picture the five wounds of the Savior, but they 
teach a plan of salvation by good works. They pray, and I 
am sure many times are very earnest about it. But that 
does not change the fact that they have a system of salva­
tion by good works. They believe in some blood, too. Broth­
er Oliphant does, too, but he puts works in there. Some 
people sing the old song: 

"Jesus paid it all, 
All to Him lowe; 
Sin had left a crim.'wn stain, 
He washed it white as snow." 

Brother Oliphant would sing this, and I am satisfied he 
does in his heart though he wouldn't say the words audi­
bly: 

"Jesus paid a part, 
And .T Ct part you know; 
Sin had left a crimson stain, 
We washed a white as snow." 

My friends, again I say to you, I am not going to argue 
about the question of the man who works his way in, wheth­
er that man will work his way out. I say frankly, if I had 
to save myself I would lose myself. If I had to keep my­
self I would not do it and could not do it. I cannot get my­
self in, and I cannot keep myself in. Weare talking about 
a child of God, one who has been bOTn of God, a child of 
God, one that is a partaker of the divine nature, one who 
has been regenerated, one to whom God has come and by 
miraculous power, has taken out a stony heart and put in 
a heart of flesh, one who has been circumcised in his heart. 
The Scripture makes clear about that. A real child of God 
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is born of God, is a partaker of the divine nature, so 2 Peter 
1 :4 says. Literally and actually he becomes a child of God, 
has a new nature, and is called in 2 Corinthians 5: 17 a new 

. creature. Galatians 6 :15 also calls him a new creature. 
That is the meaning of salvation by the blood, salvation that 
is a new birth. My friend, there is a good deal of differ­
ence in that and salvation by works of men. 

You say, "What about this Scripture and that and the 
other?" 1 will try to get to all of them in a little bit. But 
what 1 want you to get now, my friends, is to get the plan 
of salvation very clear. Confusion on the plan of salvation 
is the reason my friend thinks the man will lose himself. 
He had the man save himself and that is the reason he 
thinks the man would lose himself-because he thinks that 
man has at least partially saved himself. But someone 
says, "I am afraid that man will lose his end of the load." 
You are right, if he is carrying one end of the load. 1 main­
tain that the Scriptures plainly teach this: that salvation 
is not that I carry half and the Lord carries half. The sal­
vation I am telling about, the kind the Bible teaches, is that 
a man or woman, a person saved by the blood of Christ, and 
therefore a child of God, is born again and is passed from 
death unto life. He is out from under condemnation, and 
shall not come to judgment. All those things are said about 
a child of God. That is important, very important! 

Brother Oliphant's position really has an underlying 
basis that he has not stated. There is a deep-seated, under­
lying basis for his idea about a child of God being lost. He 
is fundamentally wrong on conversion! Brother Oliphant, 
1 have not meant to be unkind, I have no sensitive feeling 
in the world because you do not call me brother. 1 know it 
may be a matter of conscience though it is a sectarian spir­
it. You should call me brother, because 1 have been saved 
and baptized, but 1 have no sensitiveness about that. The 
reason I press that matter is this. The fact of the business 
is my friend, Brother Oliphant, does not believe what 1 
believe, and what most of you believe, about the matter of 
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salvation. Brother Oliphant's position about conversion 
-there is his trouble. Since he endorses this quarterly and 
since it is an official publication of the "Churches of Christ" 
I have a right to introduce it. I dare say if I wrong him 
and judge him wrongly he will correct me and I will ac­
knowledge it. But here is his false position on conversion. 
Notice what this quarterly says here on page 77. Just 
after that plan of salvation, the same plan Brother Oliphant 
is preaching, is this statement: 

"One of the first things to be gotten rid of is the old 
superstition that conversion is miraculous in its nature. 
This is the direct opposite of the tl'uth as taught in the 
Scriptures. Conversion is a, natul'al process carried on ac­
cording to the laws of God . .. " 

I have read every word carefully. Now notice this: 
"One of the first things to be gotten rid of is the old 

superstition that conversion is miraculous in its nature, 
This is the direct opposite of the truth as taught in the 
Scriptures. Conversion is a natural process ... " This of­
ficial statement which Brother Oliphant endorses says that 
the idea that conversion is miraculous in its nature is noth­
ing but superstition to be gotten rid of! And this blasphem­
ous statement then goes on to say. "This is the di'rect oppo­
site of the truth as taught in the Scriptures. Conversion is 
a natural process according to the law of God ... "! 

Yes, I say again, Brother Oliphant has this man wrong. 
He is still under natural law. He is talking about this man 
falling away, sinning, and being lost. The trouble with him 
is that he has never been anywhere but lost! One who has 
never been miraculously converted is not saved by the 
blood. He is simply trying to get to heaven by "a natural 
process." He is not saved. That is the trouble with what 
Brother Oliphant has been talking about. 

I do not mean Brother Oliphant is lost. I think he has 
been born again. I trust he has. I will take his word 
for it if he will say so. I have asked him sincerely to give 
that as a clear testimony if he has. If he has not, I say 
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with you on that. The Scripture is clear about eternal life. 
My friend, the Scriptures are very clear about that and say 
again and again that a child of God, a believer, has ever­
lasting life, has eternal life. The Scriptures do not at all 
contradict each other. I do believe frankly that all the 
Scriptures you read on that are on my side and not on 
yours. Eve-ry last one still said eternal life or everlasting 
life! The thing for you to do is not to bring the Scriptures 
that say we have everlasting life now, as John 5 :24, John 
6 :47, and 8thers do say that we have it now, nor that we 
will inherit it in the world to come. The thing for you to 
do is to get wme Scriptures that say we will lose it. Then 
it will be talking on your side instead of on my side. These 
Scriptures you gave are not talking about losing eternal 
life, but are talking about having it! Those are the facts 
in the case. The Scriptures say the believer has eternal 
life, and has everlasting life, and shall not come into con­
demnation, but is passed from death unto life. I take it, 
then, at face value. Other Scriptures speak of eternal life 
in the world to come. Everlasting life here, and more ever­
lasting life hereafter. What does it mean? It means this. 
I thank God, some of this matter of eternal life I now have. 
In Romans 5, the Scriptures say, "We have now received 
the atonement." I have received it, thank God. I am now 
a child of God. "Beloved now are we the sons of God, and 
it doth not yet appear what we shall be: but we know that 
when he shall appear, we shall be like him; for we shall 
'see him as he is" (1 John 3 :2). What does that mean? 
There is glory yet to be revealed. This body has not yet 
been adopted or redeemed. This nose, broken in college 
football, is still crooked. There are frailties of our flesh 
and frailties of our sinful nature, but nevertheless one day 
they shall be changed. 

They are both true. I now have everlasting life. There 
is coming a time when the rest of eternal life I will have, 
too. This body will be redeemed. I take at face value all 
of those. I believe them all. I now have it. I have now 
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eternal life I have the soul part now, and the part about 
the body al: I the rest of it, I will have that, too, one day. 
You s?.id eternal life is in his Son. You are right about 
that. Brother Oliphant is right pretty often. I want to 
get him right on other things. 

At first in this debate, he denied the literal thousand 
years, but before he was through with the question he got 
right. He finally got down and admitted frankly that he 
believed in a literal thousand years, a literal millennium! 
He is getting right on several things! 

He is right about that. That life is in his Son. It is in 
the Son, and I have Christ in my heart. But one of these 
days I will see him as I have not seen him, I will know him 
as he knows me, and he will have the rest of me as he does 
not now have me. Certainly I have eternal life, now and 
then too. N one of these Scriptures speak of losing eternal 
life, but all speak of having it. They are not on the side of 
his argument. They are not on his doctrine of temporary 
salvation. All are on my position of eternal salvation, sal­
vation that is everlasting. 

Now I charge Brother Oliphant again: (I am glad you 
brought all of those Scriptures up. You saved me a great 
deal of trouble again.) I ask you this question. Now my 
friend, show me one verse, just one verse, which mentions 
that one can lose eternal life. Then you will have one that 
is talking on your side of this debate. You have not found 
one yet. As you said, again and again and again and again 
and again, the Scriptures talk about having eternal life. 
You did not mention it, but actually forty-five times the 
Bible promises eternal life and everlasting life. I counted 
forty-five times where the Lord said everlasting life, and 
eternal life. The Bible uses many other terms in promises 
to Christians, SUdl as "eternal redemption," and "eternal 
salvation" besides those forty-five times eternal life and 
everlasting life are mentioned. Yes, I have it here. Now 
if there are that many Scriptures that say we have ever­
lasting life, there ought to be one that says this child of 
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God can lose it, if he can. There ought to be one that says 
so, but there are not any. Now why? I will tell you why. 
God does not talk on two sides of a proposition. He can 
not talk on your side, because he has already talked on 
mine! Already God has said the believer has everlasting 
life and shall not come into condemnation. 

Notice this. He said some more about it. He mentioned 
John 3 :16 and 1 John 5 :11, 12. Let's see here. Brother 
Oliphant said, "This matter of the righteousness of God 
depends on our acceptance and our continuance in his com­
mands." That unfortunate emphasis is by yourself, Broth­
er Oliphant. I wrote it down word for word and under­
lined these two words here. You can say, "God's righteous­
ness" and then say we are the ones to do it. And after all 
that twisting of words you did, however unintentionally, 
we can see you do not take the Bible language at face 
value. If it is God's righteousness, then God does it, not 
man. Brother Oliphant calls it God's, but says man must 
do it! My brother sincerely believes that in his heart. But 
the fact is, that is a high strung, theological theory and 
does not talk about what the Bible talks about. When the 
Bible talks about God's righteousness, it talks about what 
God does. When it talks about ours, it talks about what 
We do. 

Here is another argument of Brother Oliphant's. In 
John the 6th chapter he read: 

"From that time many of his disciples went back, and 
walked no more with him" (verse 66). 

Brother Oliphant said they were disciples and therefore 
saved people. He said his disciples were always saved. 
Were John's disciples saved because they were John's dis­
ciples? Were his disciples always saved? I will ask you 
that question. When you answer that question, I will give 
you some more interesting information. The word disci­
ple is many times used about saved people to be sure. The 
word disciple literally means a learner. It might mean a 
disciple of Jesus Christ. sometimes to be sure. But the 
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term disciple is used in the Bible about disciples of Moses, 
of John the Baptist, is used about any kind of teacher and 
learner. In some cases it refers to a child of God and some­
times it does not. Were they saved? Perhaps they were. 
The Bible does not say. What it says is that they did not 
follow him over to the sea at this time as they had before, 
they did not go into the wilderness where he fed 5,000 as 
they did before. Does that mean that they are not saved 
now? Now they have gone away from a revival meeting 
and have gone back home, that does not prove they are 
saved or lost. Often disciples are children of God, but 
sometimes they are not. In any case, there is no proof that 
these people lost their souls, because they went back to their 
farms instead of following Jesus from Galilee to Jerusalem 
and out yonder in the wilderness and from the mountain 
to the seaside, until Jesus had to feed them, or they would 
ha ve starved in many cases. 

Here is a very interesting thing. Brother Oliphant says 
that 1 Timothy 4:1 which says of some who "shall depart 
from the faith giving heed to seducing spirits," Brother 
Oliphant says that is talking about people losing their faith, 
losing saving faith. That particular verse particularly tells 
just exactly what it is talking about. "Shall depart from 
THE FAITH," it says, taking up "the doctrines of devils." 
That speaks of those who are misled in doctrine, not of one 
who loses saving faith. Why not take it at face value, and 
not pervert the Scripture? It is bad to be wrong on doc­
trine, seduced by evil spirits. But that does not mean one 
is lost because he is not taught and perfect on every doc­
trine. Brother Oliphant, you never would have been saved 
if it depended on your doctrine! You have been wrong all 
the way along on doctrine! No, that is not what it says. 
The Scripture is not talking about a man getting right in 
doctrine in order to be saved. There is some doctrine a 
man must be right on in order to be saved. But I remind 
you, that Phillip was not right in one of the very funda­
mental doctrines. John 1 :45 says, "Philip findeth Nathan-
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reI, and saith unto him, We have found him, of whom Moses 
in the law, and the prophets, did write, Jesus of Nazareth, 
the son of Joseph." You do not believe Jesus is the son of 
Joseph. I know he is not the son of Joseph. But Philip was 
a saved man, though ignorant on some doctrines as Brother 
Oliphant is, but he was saved. No, 1 Timothy 4:1 does 
not speak of one losing salvation. 

Brother Oliphant is hard up trying to find a single case 
-he couldn't find one any place where one who has ever­
lasting life is said to lose it. With some forty-five places 
where eternal life, and everlasting life are promised, he 
can't find a single case where the Bible says anything 
about anybody losing everlasting life! He misses 1 Tim­
othy 4: 1 just as bad. 

He says he will turn and read such a case and he turns 
to 1 Timothy 5 :12 and reads part of a sentence. His is a 
foolish position. I sort of hold it against Brother Oliphant 
because he does not read all the sentence sometimes. He 
left out some important part, and did not read all the first 
of this. It really would make him look a little ridiculous 
if he read actually what the Lord did say. 1 Timothy 5 :12: 

"Having damnation, because they have cast off their 
first faith." 

Read before that, verses 9 and 10, and you will see that 
that is talking about widow women who are taken in to be 
supported by the church. 

"Let not a widow be taken into the number under three­
score years old, having been the wife of one man. 

"Well reported of for good works; if she have brought 
up children, if she hale lodged strangers, if she have wash­
ed the saints' feet, if she hwoe relieved the afflicted, if she 
have diligently followed every good work." 

And then verse 11 says: 
"But the younger widows refuse; for when they have 

begun to wax wanton against Christ, they will marry." 
Brother Oliphant says that poor woman is going to hell 
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because she married again! She has lost her faith, he said. 
Let me read on, verses 11 and 12: 

"But the younger widows refuse; for when they have 
begun to wax wanton against Ch1-1.st, they will marry." 

"Having damnation, because they have cast off their 
first faith." . 

Brother Oliphant, that word "damnation" does not say 
the damnation of her soul. It does not say that, and it does 
not mean that. But she is subject to condemnation because 
she came and was taken on by the church to support her, 
and she promises to give her time day and night to the ser­
vice of the Lord. But later she says, "I am afraid they 
will not take care of me-here is a man, I will marry him. 
It is better to take him and depend on a husband." So she 
takes him instead of staying with the church. That woman 
did wrong, suppose we grant that. She will be talked about, 
have condemnation or damnation on her. You do not be­
lieve a woman goes to hell that marries because she has 
been married once before do you? That is not talking about 
a grass widow, either. You are pretty hard put to it to 
bring a verse like that to teach that "a child of God, one 
who has been saved by the blood of Christ, can so sin as 
to be finally lost"! 

Now about the sower and the seed. Some seed fell on 
the rocks. . He did not read one part in particular-the in­
terpretation. Perhaps he did not know that the Savior 
interpreted that parable. The Savior told what it meant. 
He mentioned those seed that fell on the rock, and he said 
that they had no root in themselves. Jesus said they did 
not, in Matthew 13 :21. Why say they did? You say that 
for a time they believed. You go back and read again and 
see if they ever believed in Christ for salvation. The devils 
also believe and tremble. The devil is not saved, is he? He 
believes there is a God, and he believes the gospel, that is 
true, but it takes more than that. One thing that I want 
to impress on your hearts all the way along is not just to 
get men to s'ay, "I believe there is a Savior," but put your 
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THE OLIPHANT-RICE DEBATE 

Seventh Session: 7 :30 p. m., January 24, 1935. 

FOURTH PROPOSITION 

Proposition: "The Scriptures Teach that a Child of God 
Who has Been Saved by the Blood of Christ can so Sin as to 
be Finally Lost. 

W. L. Oliphant Affirms 
John R. Rice Denies 

(Second Affirmative Address by W. L. Oliphant.) 

Mr. Chairman, Dr. Rice, Ladies and Gentlemen: 
Before continuing my affirmative arguments, I shall 

notice the few attempted replies made by my opponent. In 
closing his speech he referred to my argument on 2 Peter . 
2, but made no attempt to answer the argument I made 
on the passage. He contends that these false prophets 
were never saved_ I showed that they had (1) "Escaped 
the pollutions of the world" (Verse 20). Has the unsaved 
man escaped the pollutions of the world? (2) They had 
"forsaken the right way and gone astray" (Verse 15). 
Can one forsake that which he never had? (3) They had 
been "bought" by the Lord (Verse 1). Saved people are 
purchased by the blood of Christ (Acts 20 :28). These 
prophets, whom the Bible teaches and my friend admits, 
were lost had been purchased by the Lord. Since his blood 
was the purchase price, these people must have been pur­
chased (saved) by the blood. This one passage establishes 
my proposition beyond all question. It shows that those 
saved by the blood of Christ may be lost. Peter distinctly 
says that they "bring upon themselves swift destruction" 
(Verse 1.) "And shall receive the reward of unrighteous-
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kind of belief that it takes to save; but they quit believing 
and fell away. This is a plain case of apostacy. 

He says those who "depart from the faith" (1 Timothy 
4 :1) merely depart from the "right doctrine." Then they 
depart from the truth; and Jesus says, "The truth shall 
make you free" (John 8 :32). The doctrine that the truth 
is not necessary to salvation is a slander of the Lord Jesus 
Christ, who declared himself to be "the truth." (John 
14 :6). John says: "Whosoever transgresseth, and abideth 
not in the doctrine of Christ, hath not God. He that abideth 
in the doctrine of Christ, he hath both the Father and the 
Son" (2 John 9). To depart from the "right doctrine" is 
to depart from God. Can we be saved without God? (1) 
Christians may depart from the faith (the doctrine of 
Christ, according to Rice) _ (2) Those who depart from 
the faith (doctrine of Christ), depart from God. (3) 
Therefore, Christians may depart from God. The reference 
to Philip's calling Jesus the son of Joseph is not in point. 
This was before Jesus was "declared to be the Son of God 
with power, according to the Spirit of holiness, by the 
resurrection from the dead" (Romans 1 :4). 

In addition to departing from the faith, these children 
of God, we are told, "give heed to seducing spirits and doc- .' 
trines of devils." Will those who follow devils be saved? 
Jesus said a worship based on the commandments of men 
is vain (Matthew 15 :9). If the commandments of men 
will not save, what about the doctrines of devils? My 
friend takes these devil followers to heaven in order to save 
his "once saved, always saved" theory. His position is that 
a child of God can commit fornication, murder, lie, steal, 
and follow the doctrines of devils-and still go to heaven. 
He puts a premium on sin. My Bible says "the fearful and 
unbelieving, and the abominable, and murderers, and 
whoremongers, and sorcerers, and idolaters, and all liars 
shall have their part in the lake which burneth with fire 
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and brimstone: which is the second death" (Revelations 
21 :8). The heaven my opponent contends for is the hell 
of the Bible. God is no respecter of persons: sin is sin, 
regardless of who commits it. Sin is as black in one person 
as it is in another. 

My argument on John 6 :66 stands. I am glad that my 
opponent has learned that a "disciple" is not necessarily a 
Christian. Away goes his position on the plan of salvation 
again! That is the trouble with trying to prove false doc­
trines: that which apparently proves one, disproves an­
other. These were disciples who walked with the Lord. If it 
is only meant that they ceased to follow the Lord physically, 
that is, walk around after him on earth, why was Jesus so 
worried about the matter? "Then said Jesus unto the 
twelve, Will ye also go away? Then Simon Peter answered 
him, Lord, to whom shall we go? thou hast the words of 
eternal life" (Verses 67, 68). Peter thought to cease walk­
ing with Christ meant to go away from eternal life. 

My friend is still worried because I do not call him "bro­
ther." I assure him that it is through no desire to be un­
friendly that I do not recognize him as a brother in Christ. 
Jesus' brethren are those who "hear the word of God, and 

d-a Qf it" (Luke 8 :21). I do not believe my opponent comes 
in this class. He again refers to Ananias' calling Paul 
"brother" before he was baptized. Paul and Ananias were 
brother Jews, members of the same race. Paul called a 
murderous mob "brethren" (Acts 23 :5). Did he mean 
they were saved? 

Not being able to prove his doctrine by the Bible, Rice 
turns to a song, "JESUS PAID IT ALL." How about the 
second line, Doctor-" All to him I owe"? Man's side in 
the plan of salvation is expressed, even in this song. A 
friend of mine bought a hat for me and paid for it, but 
asked me to go to the store and get it. Could it not be said 
that he "paid it all" ? Jesus paid it all; but we must accept 
the purchased salvation on the terms offered by him. 
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He again criticizes the Gospel Advocate Quarterly. The 
quarterly merely says folks must obey the Lord and con­
tinue faithful to death in order to be saved. The Lord 
said, "Not everyone that saith unto me, Lord, Lord, shall 
enter into the kingdom of heaven: but he that doeth the 
will of my Father which is in heaven" (Matthew 7 :21). 
Again, "Be thou faithful unto death, and I will give thee 
a crown of life" (Revelations 2 :10). While I am under 
no obligation to defend the Advocate Qlmrterly, it talks 
pretty much like our Lord, don't you think? When the 
writer of the Advocate Quarterly said we are converted 
by the law of God, he agreed with Paul who said, "The 
law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus hath made me free 
from the law of sin and death" (Romans 8 :2). 

The Doctor just will not notice my questions. He says 
I do not like the way he answers them. I don't care how 
he answers them; I just want him to answer them some 
way. Now, ladies and gentlemen, you who were here last 
night remember that I asked him a number of plain, 
straightforward questions in my first speech. He went 
through the entire discussion of the baptism proposition 
without answering a single one of my questions. I suppose 
it is his privilege to ignore these questions. It is also our 
privilege to decide why he refuses to answer them. He 
complains that I did not answer his questions on the bap­
tism proposition. His. questions were all answered, in a 
general way-most of them before he asked them. I could 
not answer his questions asked in his last speech, because 
I did not have another speech on that proposition. His 
question about my personal experience is not germane. 
What John Rice or I feel, think, believe, or know has noth­
ing whatever to do with the proposition. I am contending 
that the Scriptures teach my proposition. I do not care to 
argue about my personal experience. 

He wants to know whether I have been born again and 
whether I am a partaker of the divine nature. Yes, 
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Doctor Rice; but I do not depend on my feelings or my con­
science to determine the matter. The Hindu mother who 
throws her child in the river, stands anxiously waiting for 
the crocodiles to devour it, and goes away rejoicing when 
they do, feels that she is right. She could, no doubt, relate 
a wonderful "experience." My opponent would not ques­
tion her sincerity; but he will not say that she is right. 
Paul felt good and had a satisfied conscience while he per­
secuted the church (Acts 23 :1). Will Rice say he was 
saved then? No, my friends, this question cannot be set­
tled by my conscience or feelings, or by my opponent's 
experiences. Then why bring these matters into this dis­
cussion? This is not a personal matter, but depends entirely 
upon the teaching of God's word. Paul warns against "com­
paring ourselves with some that commend themselves" (2 
Corinthians 10 :12). So I am not going to spend any time 
measuring and comparing myself and my experiences with 
Rice and his experiences. However, I do not mind telling 
my friend that I have been born again, and that "not of 
corruptible seed, but of incorruptible, by the word of God, 
which liveth and abideth forever" (1 Peter 1 :23). And I 
am a partaker of the divine nature. Peter tells us how 
this comes about. "According as his divine power hath 
given unto us all things that pertain unto life and godliness, 
through the knowledge of him that hath called us to glory 
and virtue: Whereby are given unto us exceeding great 
and precious promises; that by these we might be partakers 
of the divine nature, having escaped the corruption that 
is in the world through lust" (2 Peter 1 :3, 4). The gospel 
is the divine power (RomanR 1 :16). In it we have all 
things "that pertain unto life and godliness." We do not 
have to rely on our feelings. It is through the "exceeding 
great and precious promises" of the gospel, and not through 
the imaginations of our hearts, that we become "partakers 
of the divine nature." God gives us a new heart, but we 
are not inactive in the matter. "Cast away from you all 
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If SO, can he die while he is drunk? (4) Can one be saved 
away from the grace of God? (5) Can one be saved with­
out faith? (6) Is the child of God a free moral agent? 
(7) Is the righteousness revealed in the gospel man's right­
eousness or God's righteousness? I plead with my oppo­
nent to answer these questions. All but one of them can be 
answered by a simple "yes" or "no." If he does not want 
to take time from his speech, I shall be glad to have him 
write the answers and hand them to me. My friends, can 
yOJ see ,"my legitimate reagon for his refusing to answer 
these questions? 

In my opening speech, I made a number of arguments 
which he did not touch. I showed from Titus 1 :2, Romans 
6 :22, 1 Timothy 6 :12, Romans 2 :6, 7, Mark 10 :29, 30, and 
Matthew 25 :46 that the righteous receive eternal life in 
the world to come. It was not enough for my opponent 
to say that the righteous have eternal life now and will 
merely continue in it in the world to come. These passages 
teach that we hope for, lay hold on, receive and enter into 
eternal life in the world to come. I sought to save him 
the trouble of reading all the passages that speak of eternal 
life in the present tense by taking them up and harmoniz­
ing them with those that refer to it as a promise to be ful­
filled in the world to come. I showed that the only sense 
in which we have eternal life now is that we are in Christ 
who is eternal life (1 John 1 :1-3), :md that our remaining 
in Christ is conditional (1 John 2 :24). He prefers to 
ignore all this. 

From 2 Timothy 2 :18, we learn that faith may be over­
thrown. 1 Timothy 1 :19 teaches that faith may be "made 
shipwreck." What explanation does my opponent offer? 
None. 

I showed from Luke 12 :43-47, that some of the Lord's 
servants will be "appointed a portion with the unbelievers." 
He makes no reply. " 
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No reply was made to my argument on the parable of 
the talents (Matthew 25 :14-30). 

The argument from the vine and the branches (John 
15 :1-10) was not touched. 

My argument on Galatians 5:4 remains as I made it. 
The Doctor says I am "a promising young man." Thanks. 

I can return the compliment. He keeps promising to an­
swer my arguments. 

Converting a brother from error saves his soul from 
death. James 5 :19, 20: "Brethren, if any of you do err 
from the truth, and one convert him; Let him know, that 
he which converteth the sinner from the error of his way 
Ethall save a soul from death, and shall hide a multitude of 
sins." The unbeliever is already dead (John 3 :18). Hence 
the ones whom James talks about Christians saving from 
death are believet's. If my opponent had heard James say 
this, he would have said: "Why, James, don't you know 
that the believer is saved eternally and that he cannot die?" 
His position makes the language of James meaningless. 
This is another argument which has been ignored. 

Now to some advance work. 
A brother may be destroyed. Romans 14: 15 : "But if 

thy brother be grieved with thy meat, now walkest thou 
not charitably. Destroy not him with thy meat, for whom 
Christ died." The word "destroy" is translated from "ap­
pollumi" and is the same word used in Matthew 10 :28. 
"And fear not them which kill the body, but are not able 
to kill the soul: but rather fear him which is able to destroy 
both soul and body in hell." Paul says a brother may be 
destroyed with that same kind of destruction that is re­
ceived in hell. 

A brother may perish. 1 Corinthians 8: 11 : "And 
through thy knowledge shall the weak brother perish, for 
whom Christ died?" Will those who perish be saved? 
These scriptures are too plain to be misunderstood without 
help. 
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Now to an argument on Hebrews 10 :26-29: "For if we 
sin wilfully after that we have received the knowledge of 
the truth, there remaineth no more sacrifice for sins, but 
a certain fearful looking for of judgment and fiery indig­
nation, which shall devour the adversaries. He that de­
spised Moses' law died without mercy under two or three 
witnesses: Of how much sorer punishment, suppose ye, 
shall he be thought worthy, who hath trodden under foot 
the Son of God, and hath counted the blood of the covenant, 
wherewith he was sanctified, an unholy thing, and hath 
done despite unto the Spirit of grace?" Here is one who 
was sanctified by the blood-a child of God, like the one 
of my proposition. He sins wilfully, trods under foot the 
Son of God, counts the blood an unholy thing, does despite 
to the Spirit of grace. Will my friend say that he will be 
saved in heaven? Paul says nothing remains for him but 
"a fearful looking for of judgment and fiery indignation." 
He will receive a "sorer punishment" than death without 
mercy. If this is not eternal punisnment in hell, what is it? 

In close proximity with this scripture, let us notice an­
other along the same line. Hebrews 6 :4-6: "For as touch­
ing those who are once enlightened, and tasted of the heav­
enly gift, and were made partakers of the Holy Spirit, And 
have tasted the good word of God, and the powers of the 
age to come, And then fell away, it is impossible to renew 
them again unto repentance; seeing they crucify to them­
selves the Son of God afresh, and put him to an open 
shame." Let's have a good look at these people. They were 
(1) Once enlightened. (2) Tasted of the heavenly gift. 
(3) Made partakers of the Holy Spirit. (4) Tasted the 
good word of God. (5) Tasted powers of the world to 
come. Will my opponent deny that they were children of 
God? Where could you find a better description of children 
of God? Now what happened to them? (1) They fell away. 
(I quote from the Revised Version to save my friend the 
useless dodge on the "if" of the King James.) (2) They 
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crucified to themselves the Son of God afresh. (3) They 
put Christ to an open shame. Are they still saved? I chal­
lenge my oppoent to say that those guilty of such crimes 
are in a saved condition. Can they ever be again saved? 
Answer: "It is impossible to renew them again unto re­
pentance," Those who do not repent will be lost (Luke 
13 :3) . (1) Children of God may so far fall away that !t 
is impossible for them to repent. (2) Those who do not 
repent will be finally lost. (3) Therefore, it is possible for 
children of God to be finally lost. 

I want to notice an individual case of apostacy. I call 
your attention to the case of Simon, the sorcerer (Acts 
8 :12-24). Simon believed; that made him a child of God 
according to my friend, Rice. He was also baptized, which 
made him a child of God according to the Lord (Mark 
16 :16). So Simon waR a child of God-Rice, Oliphant, and 
the Lord all being witnesses. He "continued with Philip" 
-was active in the Lord's work. He sinned. "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. But Peter said unto him, 
Thy money perish with thee, because thou hast thought that 
the gift of God may be purchased with money. Thou hast 
neither part nor lot in this matter: for thy heart is not 
right in the sight of God. Repent therefore of this thy 
wickedness, and pray God, if perhaps the thought of thine 
heart may be forgiven thee. For I perceive that thou art in 
the gall of bitterness, and in the bond of iniquity." Here 
we have a child of God who committed a great sin. His 
heart was not right in the sight of God. He was in the 
gall of bitterness and the bond of iniquity. Will Dr. Rice 
tell us he was saved? 

Eternal life is to know God. John 17:3: "And this is 
life eternal, that they might know thee the only true God, 
and Jesus Christ, whom thou hast sent." Some of God's 
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people have forgotten him. Jeremiah 2 :32: "Can a maid 
forget her ornaments, or a bride her. attire? yet my people 
have forgotten me days without number." What is the 
destiny of those who forget God? Psalms 9: 17 : "The 
wicked shall be turned into hell, and all the nations that 
forget God." If eternal life is to know God, and if God's 
children can forget him, the child of God does not have 
eternal life in such a sense that he cannot be lost. Some 
of God's children have forgotten him. Those who forget 
God will be turned into hell. 

Dr. Rice has insisted that he is a "partaker of the divine 
nature," and that those who partake of the divine nature 
are then and there eternally saved; that there is nothing 
further that they need to do. I call your attention again 
to the first chapter of 2 Peter. In the 3rd and 4th verses 
we read: "According as his divine power hath given unto 
us all things that pertain unto life and godliness, through 
the knowledge of him that hath called us to glory and vir­
tue: Whereby are given unto us exceeding great and pre­
cious promises: that by these ye might be partakers of the 
divine nature, having escaped the corruption that is in the 
world through lust." The 5th verse begins, "And beside 
this." What? Something necessary beside partaking of 
the divine nature? Yes, the Apostle says that those who 
are partakers of the divine nature and have escaped the 
corruption that is in the world through lust, need some­
thing "beside this," in order to be eternally saved. Let 
us read on: "And beside this, giving all diligence, add 
to your faith virtue; and to virtue knowledge; and to knowl­
edge temperance; and to temperance patience; and to pa­
tience godliness; and to godliness brotherly kindness; and 
to brotherly kindness charity. For if these things be in 
you, and abound, they make you that ye shall neither be 
barren nor unfruitful in the knowledge of our Lord Jesus 
Christ. But he that lacketh these things is blind, and can­
not see afar off, and hath forgotten that he was purged 
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In the few minutes I have left, I want to call your atten­
tion to some of the warnings given children of God. (1) 
2 Thessalonians 2:3: "Let no man deceive you by any 
means: for that day shall not come, except there come a 
falling away first, and that man of sin be revealed, the 
son of perdition." My opponent says a falling away is im­
possible; hence the day of Christ's appearing can never 
come, according to his doctrine. (2) "Looking diligently 
lest any man fail of the grace of God" (Hebrews 12 :15). 
Had Paul believed Baptist doctrine, he would have known 
that this warning was unnecessary; but then Paul lived 
before any man ever preached Baptist doctrine. (3) 2 
Peter 3 :14: "Wherefore, beloved, seeing that ye look for 
such things, be diligent that ye may be found of him in 
peace, without spot, and blameless." According to my 
opponent's doctrine, diligence is entirely unnecessary. (4) 
2 Peter 3 : 17: "Ye therefore, beloved, seeing ye know these 
things before, beware lest ye also, being led away with the 
error of the wicked, fall from your own stedfastness." My 
opponent tries to rob Christians of the knowledge of their 
danger which the word of God reveals. (5) James 5 :19, 
20 : "Brethren, if any of you do err from the truth, and 
one convert him; Let him know, that he which converteth 
the sinner from the error of his way shall save a soul from 
death, and shall hide a multitude of sins." I made an argu­
ment on this passage in my first speech. The argument 
still stands. (6) 1 Timothy 5: 15: "For some are already 
turned aside after Satan." My opponent's position makes 
this an impossibility. (7) 2 Peter 2 :20, 21: "For if after 
they have escaped the pollutions of the world through the 
knowledge of the Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, they are 
again entangled therein, and overcome, the latter end is 
worse with them than the beginning. For it had been bet­
ter for them not to have known the way of righteousness, 
than, after they have known it, to turn from the holy com­
mandment delivered unto them." It is possible for children 
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of God to go so far into sin that their condition is worse 
than it was in the beginning. They were lost in the begin­
ning. Are they still saved when their condition becomes 
worse? (8) 1 Peter 5:8: "Be sober, be vigilant; because 
your adversary the devil, as a roaring lion, walketh about, 
seeking whom he may devour." Why warn children of God 
against the devil, if they are in no danger? Let me sug­
gest to you, my friend, that if the impossibility of apostasy 
is true and a child of God cannot be lost, the devil is the 
biggest fool in all creation. He has been trying for more 
than six thousand years to get some of them. If he has 
never succeeded in capturing a single one, he should have 
sense enough to give up; but even the devil knows that my 
friend's doctrine is not true. He is still on the job, "seek­
ing whom he may devour." The Lord knows his doctrine 
is not true; therefore, he warns us over and over against 
the attacks of the devil. 

I earnestly entreat you to listen to the warnings of Holy 
Writ, that you may be saved in heaven. Do not be deceived 
by false doctrine into thinking that you can live in sin and 
then enjoy eternal life in heaven. "Be not deceived; God 
is not mocked: for whatsoever a man soweth, that shall he 
al;:>o reap" (Galatians 6 :7). 

I thank you. 
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THE OLIPHANT-RICE DEBATE 

Seventh Session: 7 :30 p. m., January 24, 1935. 

FOURTH PROPOSITION 

Proposition: The Scriptures Teach That a Child of God 
One Who Has Been Saved by the Blood of Christ Can so Sin 
as to Be Finally Lost. 

W. L. Oliphant Affirms 
John R. Rice Denies 

(Second Negative Address by John R. Rice.) 

Brother "Chairman, Brother Oliphant, and Ladies and 
Gentlemen: 

Brother Oliphant did not like the fact that I told you I 
thank God I know that I have been born again. The Scrip­
ture plainly says we may know. Read 1 John 5: 1 and see 
that the believer is born of God. And 1 John 3 :14, 4 :13 
and 5 :13 plainly say we can know. He keeps on asking 
what I believe, "Do you believe?" He did not like it because 
I said I believe what the Bible says. Now he has gotten to 
proving things by the devil! Brother Oliphant mentioned 
a lot of Scriptures and most of them he only mentioned. 

Well, I will go on. He mentioned James 5 :19, 20: as if 
it referred to one who had been saved, and then lost, be­
cause James calls them brethren. 

"Brethren, if any of you do err from the truth, and one 
convert him; 

"Let him know, that he which converteth the sinner from 
the error of his way shall save a soul from death, and shall 
hide a multitude of sins." 

Brother Oliphant, it would be good for you to go back and 
read James 1 :1, and find that the book is to the Jews of the 
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ture does not say so, and it does not mean so. These were 
never saved. Verse 17 says: 

"These are wells without water, clouds that are carried 
with a tempest; to whom the mist of darkness is reserved 
for ever." 

That is not talking about these folks being saved people 
at all. And verse 12 says, 

"But these, as natltral brute beasts, made to be taken and 
destroyed, f3peak evil of the things that they understand 
not; and shall utterly perish in their own corruption;" 

What about it? Brother Oliphant, they are still going 
according to the process of nature like that quarterly stated 
instead of being born of God. According to the process of 
nature, they are natural persons instead of being born of 
God. They are natural brute beasts. The Scripture says 
about these folks that they are "wells without water, clouds 
carried with the tempest," and goes on to say these are like 
the dog that goes back to his own vomit and "the sow that. 
was washed to her wallowing in the mire." My friend what 
I am trying to tell you is that if you wash a sow and try 
to make her clean, that does not make her into a sheep. 

My wife had a pet pig one time when she was a girl­
where is my wife? (Laughter) -I have got to tell it any­
way-She called it Limpsie. She would wash it and dry it 
and then take the pig into the house and tie a pink ribbon 
around its neck. It would get out the back door if you 
didn't keep the screens locked, and would go and get in the 
water and mud where the windmill dripped. Why? Be­
cause it was still a pig. It wasn't a sheep. It was a pig. 
It wasn't a sheep at all. That is the reason the Lord used 
that picture. The Bible uses many terms again and again 
for God's children, but it does not use "dogs" and "sows" 
for his children. Never! Show me one place in the Bible 
where the Lord referred to his· own people as sows and 
dogs? If a man gets drunk, vomits, and when he gets sober 
says he is going to quit drinking, that does not make him a 
Christian or a child of God. That does not make him into 
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a sheep. No, and it does not keep him from going back to 
it. The dog will go back to his vomit again. Yes, he will. 

Here is some more of it. There is a very interesting 
thing in Hebrews the 10th chapter. My friend read it. 
Brother Oliphant, I am sorry you had not gone into this. 
You thought you would get in one part, but you said too 
much 1 This passage proves too much for you. In Hebrews 
the 10th chapter; I want to show you-look on carefully. 
Verses 26-39: "For if we sin wilfuIIy-" who is that "we" 
in that? It is the book of Hebrews. The book was written 
for everybody else, but is particularly to the Hebrews, as 
you see. 

"For if we sin wilfully after that we have received the 
knowledge of the truth, there remaineth no more sacrifice 
for sins." 

Received what? "The knowledge of the truth." "Re­
ceived Christ?" No, it did not say so. "Received salva­
tion?" It did not say so. Received a new heart? It did 
not say so, but received "the knowledge of the truth." 
"There remaineth no more sacrifice for sin." There is no 
more sacrifice for sin. You Jews like sacrifices, but you 
turned Jesus down, crucified him, our Passover, and on the 
same day went out and killed the passover lamb! The veil 
of the temple was rent in twain. Other sacrifices will not 
do any good. There are not any more sacrifices. If you 
do not take Jesus, there are not any more. "There remain­
eth no more sacrifice for sin." And the Scripture goes on 
to say, "But a certain fearful looking for of judgment and 
fiery indignation, which shall devour the adversaries." Does 
that look like they accepted him? It did not say so. Read 
on: 

"He that despised Moses' law died without mercy under 
two or three witnesses: 

"Of hoUJ much sorer punishment, suppose ye, shall he be 
thought worthy, who hath trodden under foot the Son of 
God, and hath counted the Hood of the covenant, where-
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with he was sanctified, an unholy thing, and hath done 
despite unto the Spirit of grace?" 

Who are sanctified? Take that "he" literally there, it 
is masculine, third person. I used to be a college English 
teacher, but the Lord has forgiven me. But go back there 
a bit until you find the first masculine noun above. You 
find out he is the Son of God. What is it that made Jesus 
our Savior? . The word sanctified does not mean,what our 
"Holy Roller" friends sometimes think it means, sinless 
perfection. It does not mean that and does not say that. 
Sanctification means to be "set apart by the Lord and set 
apart for his particular use and service," etc. Israel was a 
holy nation, but they were not sinless. The city Jerusalem 
is called the Holy City. That means the city is set apart. 
etc. What was it that set Jesus apart to the new covenant? 
His blood! N ow listen: 

"Of how much sorer punishment, suppose ye, shall he be 
thought worthy, 'who hath trodden under font the Son of 
God, and hath counted the blood of the covenant, 'where­
with he was sanctified, an unholy thing, and hath done de­
spite unto the Spirit of grace?" (vs. 29). 

Why read it to mean somebody else, when the same pas­
sage shows it could not logically refer to anybody else. "And 
hath counted the blood of the covenant, wherewith he was 
sanctified, an unholy thing, and hath done despite unto the 
Spirit of grace." As far as that is concerned, the Jews had 
lots of bloody sacrifices for their covenant, and they were 
sanctified as a holy nation, as a separate people. But at 
the same time it would not mean they were saved Jews. 
That isn't a logical reading of it. lone time thought so, 
but have learned better. All Jews were set apart by a 
blood covenant, but not saved except by personal faith. 
" .... counted the blood of the covenant, wherewith he was 
sanctified, an unholy thing, and hath done despite unto the 
Spirit of grace," does anything in that say that man was 
saved? No. Then why should we? 
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If you will read the rest of the passage, you find that ;t 
particularly says he is not. Look at verse 39 just below. 
This one gives light if there is any doubt about it. 

"But we are not of them who draw back unto perdition; 
but of them that beliwue to the saving of the soul." 

That is what I have been talking about, about folks who 
draw back unto perdition and have never believed. This 
says believers here were saved people who believe to the 
saving of the soul. That expression is very clear that some 
people do not believe to the saving of the soul. We are not 
of that crowd. We do believe. But this passage particular­
ly says he is talking about those who had not believed. 
Brother Oliphant was saying that was about saved people. 
I am sure Brother Oliphant meant well. He should have 
looked further down there though before he said that. 
Brother Oliphant, the context often will help and keep you 
from making such mistakes. 

Verse 39 is talking about believers who do not draw back 
to perdition but who believe to the saving of the soul. But 
the previous verse, speaking of those who despised Moses' 
law, those who trod under foot the Son of God, disregarded 
the blood and have done despite to the spirit of grace-that 
clearly speaks of those who draw back and do not believe 
and are never saved. 

Likewise in the 6th chapter of Hebrews, Brother Oli­
phant made a similar mistake. Here is an interesting case. 
It expressly says in the same chapter whether it is speaking 
about a child of God falling away and being lost, or wheth­
er it is talking about an unsaved person committing the un­
pardonable sin. When there are so many Scriptures, Broth­
er Oliphant, and in the same passage, other verses tell what 
they mean, we do not have to guess about this matter of the 
security of the believer. We just need to take the Bible at 
face value. For instance, there are so many verses that 
expressly say a child of God has everlasting life. John 5 :24 
states positively that the believer has everlasting life and 
is passed from death to life. Why do you look everywhere 
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for something and seek for something to contradict the 
many plain statements of God's Word? You will find 
nothing in the Bible to contradict those plain statementR, 
unless somebody twists and perverts the Scripture. 

Let's see what the 6th chapter of Hebrews says about 
that. He read from the American Standard Version, but 
that does not make any difference here. What does it say 
in the 6th chapter? Read verses 1-4. 

"Therefore leaving the principles of the doctrine of 
Christ, let us go on unto perfection; not laying again the 
foundation of repentance from dead works, and of faith 
toward God, 

"Of the doctrine of baptisms, and of laying on of hands, 
and of resurrection of the dead, and of eternal judgment. 

"And this 'will we do, if God permit. 
"For it is impossible for those who were once enlighten­

ed, and have tasted of the heavenly gift, and were made 
partakers of the Holy Ghost." 

Does it say "saved"? No, it did not say he was "saved." 
Why do you say it meant that then? This is a lost man 
but enlightened. Can a lost man be enlightened? He would 
have to be before he could be saved. "Having tasted of the 
heavenly gift," ,he tasted of the heavenly gift. It did not 
say that he ate of it, but he tasted it. He was made a "par­
taker" of the Holy Ghost. That Greek word metochous 
means one going along with. Did the Holy Ghost ever go 
along with one before he was saved? He never would have 
been saved, if he had not. The Lord said to Saul on the 
road to Damascus, "It is hard for thee to kick against the 
pricks." I wonder how many here have been kicking 
against the pricks and going on and on. Check it up in the 
Greek. As far as that is concerned, in the English, you will 
not find anything contradictory to it. That is evidently 
the meaning of it. 

"And have tasted the good word of God, and the powers 
of the world to come" (vs. 5). 

Why did the Lord say that again and again? They just 
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uine nature, having escaped the corruption that is in the 
world through lust." 

They have escaped it. How did they escape it? By 
faith. They are already saved. 

"And besides this, giving all diligence, add to your faith 
'virtue; and to virtue knowledge; 

"And to knowledge temperance, and to temperance pa­
tience ,- and to patience godliness; 

"And to godliness brotherly kindness; and to brotherly 
kindness charity." 

What for? Why add these? To get saved? No. To 
stay saved? No. What for, then? He tells you right here. 
Why not take what the Lord said instead of what Brother 
Oliphant made up about it. It did not say it in here. Nev­
ertheless, I wish you had your Bibles and could look on and 
you could see for yourself. Look at verse 8. 

"For if these things be in you, and abound, they make 
you that ye shall neither be barren nor unfruitful in the 
knowledge of our Lord Jesus Christ." 

Why add to your faith virtue and knowledge and these 
other things? To be fruitful, so you will not be barren. 
That is what the Lord Jesus said. He did not say to do it 
to keep from going to hell. Why should Brother Oliphant 

\.; - say it? The Lord plainly tells why you should add it. 
Add to your faith virtue, to be saved? No, Brother Oli­
phant, the Lord plainly tells why we ought to get out here 
and add to our faith virtue, and to virtue knowledge, etc. 
He wants us to do that. Why, Brother Oliphant? So we 
won't be unfruitful Christians, so we will not be barren, 
but that we will abound. The Scripture puts that in there. 
Why did not Brother Oliphant put it in there instead of try­
ing to show that this man is about to go to hell? It did not 
say that. Read on a little further. 

"For if these things be in you, and abound, they make 
you that ye shall neither be barren nor unfruitful in the 
knowledge of our Lord Jesus Christ." 

The Christian man sometimes forgets, sure. The Chris-
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tian man sometimes forgets and is led wrong, though on 
doctrine he may be right, and that has happened again and 
again. David went wrong. But he didn't say, "Lord, save 
me again." But he said, "Restore unto me the joy of thy 
salvation." Turn to the 51st Psalm and see what is the 
penalty? Does a Christian become lost'? What does the 
Lord say? They are barren and unfruitful. What will 
happen to such a man? All we need is for the Bible to tell. 

Turn to 1 Corinthians 3 :15. 
"If any man's work shall be burned, he shall suffer loss: 

but he himself shall be saved; yet so as by fire." 
That is what the Bible says will happen to that man who 

is barren and unfruitful. 
He went on to say on that matter that if a man had good 

works he would be rewarded for it, it doesn't say he will be 
saved for it. But the man whose works are burned up, 
what about him? He shall be saved. 

"If any man's work shall be burned, he shall suffer loss: 
but he himself shall be saved; yet so as by fire." 

Turn and read 1 Corinthians 3 :11-15. 
"For oth€)' foundation can no man lay than that is laid, 

which is Jesus Christ. 
"Now if any man build upon this foundation gold, silver, 

precious stones, wood, hay, stubble; 
"Every man's work shall be made manifest: for the day 

shall declare it, because it shall be revealed by fire; and the 
fire shall try every man's work of what sort it is. 

"If any man's work abide which he hath built thereupon, 
he shall receive a reward. 

"If any man's work shall be burned, he shall suffer loss: 
but he himself shall be saved; yet so as by fire." 

And here it is again in 2 Peter 1 :10, God's reason why 
we should add to faith virtue, to virtue knowledge, etc. 

"Wherefore the rather, brethren, give diligence to make 
your calling and election sure: for if ye do these things, ye 
shall never fall." 

"To make sure." You are right, Brother Oliphant, lis-
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ten, I say to you people and to my people, and I preach it to 
my own crowds everywhere, again and again, Make sure 
about your salvation! You are dead right, Brother Oli­
phant! You may not like it, but I have made sure, and I 
know I am God's child, I know I have been born again, and 
I have the assurance of God's Word, and the witness of the 
Spirit in my heart. Brother Oliphant, you are dead right 
when you tell the people to make sure. If you haven't, then 
as Peter said in his letter, we ought to make sure. Why? 
"Wherefore the rather, brethren, give diligence to make 
your calling and election sure: for if ye do these things, 
ye shall never fall." Fall into what? Into sin and barren­
ness, not into hell. Read on, verse 11, 

"For so an entrance shall be ministered unto you abun­
dantly into the everlasting kingdom of our Lord and Sav­
iour Jesus Christ." 

What do you want? "An abundant entrance!" Not just 
saved, but much more, "an abundant entrance." What is 
the difference? Some are saved by fire; some get to rule 
over ten cities, some over five cities when the Savior comes 
back down here, as he said. Why, sure. Do you not know 
that Christian people will be rewarded according to their 
works? Rewarded-that is not salvation. Some people 
will have no reward coming. Some will be saved so as by 
fire in the words of the Scripture themselves. I want "an 
abundant entrance" and I am looking for an abundant en­
trance. I have a pay day coming. Sure, I have. That is 
not salvation. I already have that. I am going to have 
more of that, too. That is not eternal life, I have already 
got that now. I've already got it. You do not earn that. 
That is a free gift of God, eternal life. Thank God, I have 
it now and will have more later on, but I want some reward, 
too. I want treasures in heaven. Take the Bible at face 
value on this matter of a child of God being saved by the 
blood of Christ. "Now are we the sons of God." Is there 
anything in the Bible that says that? Yes, the Scripture 
says we are born of God, Brother Oliphant, and not born 
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er Oliphant says, "The Scriptures teach that a child of God 
one who has been saved by the blood of Christ can so sin 
as to be finally lost." 

Romans 5: 11 says: 
"And not only so, but we also joy in God through our 

Lord Jesus Christ, by whom we have now received the 
atonement." 

"We have now received the atonement"! 
In Acts 20 :28; Paul said, 
"Take heed therefore unto yourselves, and to all the 

flock, over the which the Holy Ghost hath made you over­
seers, to feed the church of God, which he hath purchased 
with his own blood." 

Ephesians 1:7: 
"In 1uhorn we have redemption through his blood, the 

forgiveness of sins, according to the riches of his grace." 
Colossians 1 :14: 
"In whom we have redemption through his blood, even 

the forgiveness of sins." 
1 Peter 1 :18, 19: 
"Forasmuch as ye know that ye were not redeemed with 

corruptible things, as si11)er and gold, from your vain con­
versation received by tradition from Y01tr fathers; 

"But 1vith the precious blood of Christ, as of a la1'nb 
without blemish and without spot". 

There are many more Scriptures like these I have been 
reading. Take the church, for instance. There are some 
lost people in the local churches. The blood was shed for 
them, but was never applied. But this is the church that 
he purchased with his own blood here. We who are saved 
have all been baptized into one body as 1 Corinthians 
12 :13 says. This is talking about saved people being bap­
tized by one Spirit into one body, not by a preacher. And 
the body is not a denomination, but is the body of Christ. 
It is a building, it is that body that will be caught up in the 
air to meet the Lord. And the Scriptures say nothing 
about a man ever getting out of that body. Do not take a. 
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That seems like a difficult passage unless you take the 
whole passage together in the light of all the Scripture. 

(Moderator: Dr. Rice, you have five minutes.) 
(Dr. Rice: Thank you.) 
In Romans 7 :15-25 Paul makes clear that a child of God 

has two natures, the new nature and the old nature, he 
said: 

"For that which I do I allow not: fot' what I wmdd, that 
do I not; but what I hate, that do I. 

"If then I do that which' I n'ould not, I consent unto the 
law that it is good. 

"Now then it is no more I that do it, but sin that dwell­
eth in me. 

"For I know that in me (that is, in my flesh,) dwelleth 
no good thing: for to will is present 'with me; but how to 
perform that which is good I find not. 

"For the good that I would I do not: but the evU which 
I would not, that] do. 

"Now if I do that I would not, it h; no more I that do it, 
but sin that dwelleth in me. 

"] find then a law, that, when I would do good, evil is 
present 1vith me. 

"For I delight in the law of God after the inward man: 
"But I see another law in 1ny members, warring a.gainst 

the law of my mind, and bringing me into captivity to the 
law of sin which is in my members. 

"0 wretched man that] am! who shall delil.'er me from 
the body of this death? 

"] thank God through Jesus Christ our Lord. So then 
with the mind I myself sen'e the law of God; but with the 
flesh the law of sin." 

You say, "Is that true about you?" I am sorry to say 
it is. The same book that says, "Whosoever is born of God 
doth not commit sin," says, "If we say we have no sin, we 
deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in us." I have sin­
ned, but there is a part of me, the seed of God, that remains 
in me so that I cannot sin and will not sin. The Scriptures 
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say exactly that in so many words, and I dare not make that 
mean something else. 

"Whosoever is born of God doth not comrnit sin; for his 
seed remaineth in him: and he cannot sin, because he is 
born of God" (1 John 3 :9). 

That is the reason a child of God, one who has been saved 
by the blood of Christ, will not go to hell, because God him­
self would not. If he is saved, there is something in him that 
is born of God; there is something born of God and some­
thing in there of the divine nature which cannot sin and 
will not sin. That is the reason a child of God, one who has 
been saved by the blood of Christ, can never fall away and 
be lost. 

Turn to Romans 4th chapter, and there the Lord says 
he will never charge sin up to him. Why? That does not 
mean God will not whip his children. God whips his chil­
dren when they sin many times when he does not whip oth­
er folks. I do not encourage my children to sin when I 
tell them they are stilI my children. I may beat the socks 
off of them. When I tell them I will punish them, I do. 
They are my children, and I love them, but they ought to be 
punished. God teaches that we ought to whip children, 
the Bible says so repeatedly. There is nothing in that to 
encourage sin. 

Brother Oliphant says, "Look here; that is dangerous 
doctrine." Brother Oliphant, don't be afraid of anything 
God says. It isn't dangerous doctrine. If so, God would 
not have taught it. Brother, why be afraid of anything 
God said? 

A girl said to me in Waxahachie not long ago, "Brother 
Rice, I wish that wasn't in the Bible." That is the wrong 
way to feel about anything in the Bible. You don't know 
more than God does about it. This is not a dangerous doc­
trine. God said it again and again, and it is there. 

So here it is in Romans the 4th chapter. 
"Now to him that worketh is the reward not reckoned of 

grace, but of debt. 
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"But to him that worketh not, but believeth on him that 
justijieth the ungodly, his faith is counted for righteous­
ness. 

"Even as David also describeth the blessedness of the 
man, unto whom God imputeth righteousness without 
works" (Rom. 4 :4-6). 

"Without works." I have the righteousness of God, yet 
it is "without works." How would one get it without 
works? God charges it up to him. God gave to my ac­
count and gave to your account, and to others, righteous­
ness we had not possessed and righteousness we did not 
earn. We get it without works. God then said, 

"Blessed are they whose iniquities are forgiven, and 
whose sins are covered. 

"Blessed is the man to whom the Lord will not impute 
sin" (vss. 7, 8). 

Here is a man against whom God will not even charge 
sin. God will whip him for sin; he may lose fellowship 
by it. Sin does not pay anybody, sin never did pay. It 
does not pay a preacher. I wish preachers would quit 
smoking, gambling, and card playing. I wish preachers 
would quit their going to picture shows. Sin never did 
help any body artd it does not pay. There is something 
that takes place when a man is born of God-God's seed 
remains in him so that he cannot sin. God doesn't charge 
it to him, for that matter is settled. God may whip me for 
my sins as his child, but he does not charge them to me. I 
will not come into jeopardy of my soul, for God said plain­
ly, "Blessed are they whose iniquities are forgiven, whose 
sins are covered. Blessed is the man to whom the Lord 
will not impute sin." God won't charge sin to him. He is 
God's child, born of God and "his seed remaineth in him, 
and he cannot sin. That man is not going to hell either. 
Now you want some questions. Suppose you give me a 
verse that shows somebody of the family of God is in hell, 
will you? I have counted forty-five times where it says 
one who believes has "everlasting life" or "eternal life." 
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have the rest of it. But I have the life now, and I have the 
everlasting too. And the Lord has me too, and he put me 
in the body of Christ, buried me in there, and coyered me 
up in there. God's family will all be called up to meet him 
one of these days, all that are in that body! A child of God, 
saved by the blood of Christ, cannot be lost! 

Moderator: The time is up. 
Thank you, and God bless you. 
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THE OLIPHANT-RICE DEBATE 

Eighth Session: 7 :30 p. m., January 25, 1935. 

FOURTH PROPOSITION 

Proposition: The Scriptures Teach That a Child of God, 
One Who Has Been ,Saved by the Blood of Christ Can so Sin 
as to Be Finally Lost. 

W. L. Oliphant Affirms 
John R. Rice Denies 

Opening remarks by the moderator for the affirmative, 
J. B. Nelson: 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 
We will now have the song service led by Brother Tolbert 

Stovall after which we want to engage in prayer. We are 
going to ask Brother C. E. Wooldridge of Fort Worth, who 
is here tonight with many other Fort Worth preachers, to 
lead us in prayer. 

(After the songs and prayer, Brother Nelson continues.) 
The proposition to be discussed this evening is the same 

that was discussed last evening. I will reread it: "The 
Scriptures Teach that a Child of God Who Has Been 
Saved by the Blood of Christ Can so Sin as to be Finally 
Lost." W. L. Oliphant affirms; John R. Rice denies. This 
brings us to the closing service of this wonderful debate. 
The behavior of all has been extraordinarily good. The 
attention and interest have been fine. The speakers have 
been genteel in every way, and they have my hearty com­
mendation. We are glad to see this unusually large audi­
ence, and especially to have with us many, many people 
from many towns in Texas and some other states. Arkan­
sas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and other states are represented. 
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We welcome you. We hope you will enjoy this evening's 
discussion. Speaking in behalf of the disputants, I am sure 
I can say that we are glad for your presence. Brother 
Oliphant will now take the lead, affirming the proposition 
that has been read in your hearing. After thirty minutes, 
he will be followed- by Dr. John R. Rice. 

(Third Affirmative Address by W. L. Oliphant.) 

Gentlemen Moderators, Dr. Rice, Ladies, and Gentlemen: 
It is necessary that I review to some extent the things 

I said last evening, since we are discussing the same propo­
sition and some of you were not here at that time. I again 
call attention to my questions. I know my good friend does 
not like these questions, but 1 intend to keep them before 
him. If he does not want to answer them, of course, I 
cannot make him do so, but I have a right to my conclusion 
as to why he does not. I think this audience knows why he 
refuses to answer these questions. He has one more chance 
to answer them so that I may notice his replies. Will he 
do it? Time will tell. (1) Can a child of God call his 
brother a fool? (2) Can a child of God get drunk? (3) If 
so, can he die while he is drunk? (4) Can one be saved 
away fromcthe grace of God? (5) Can one be saved with­
out faith? (6) Is the child of God a free moral agent? 
(7) Is the righteousness revealed in the gospel man's right­
eousness or God's righteousness? 

He is still worried because I do not call him "brother." 
He wants to know if he and I are not both Gentiles and 
therefore "brother Gentiles." No, Doctor, I am in Christ, 
where there is "neither Jew nor Greek." I suppose he and 
I are cousins. He boasts of following John the Baptist. I 
follow Christ; Christ and John were cousins. I suppose 
that makes us second cousins! So I can conscientiously 
call him "Cousin John." If Dr. Rice will understand that 
I mean no more than that we are "Brother Gentiles," and 
that I am not endorsing his false doctrine, I shall be glad 
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to call him "brother." I assure you that I do not dislike 
the Doctor. There is nothing personal about the matter. 
I should be very happy to recognize him as a brother in 
Christ, if I could believe that he has obeyed the gospel. But 
so long as he insists that a part of the gospel is not essential 
and flatly denies some of the things our Lord says, I cannot 
so recognize him. It is a matter of conscience with me. 

When I showed that a "brother" may need to be "con­
verted from the error of his way" in order to have his soul 
"saved from death" (James 5 :19, 20), my opponent says 
this is not addressed to Christians. He quotes from the first 
verse of the first chapter: "James, a servant of God and of 
the Lord Jesus Christ, to the twelve tribes which are scat­
tered abroad, greeting." Had he read the next two verses 
he wO:lld have seen that the epistle is addressed to Chris­
tians among the twelve tribes: "My brethren, count it 
all joy when ye fall into divers temptations: knowing this, 
that the trying of your faith worketh patience." James 
wrote to those who had faith. If my opponent denies that 
they were saved, he goes back on his theory of salvation by 
faith alone. Those addressed by James had "the faith of 
our Lord Jesus Christ" (James 2: 1) . They were people 
who could pray "the effectual fervent prayer of a righteous 
man" (Jam:)3 5 :16). Writing co his brethren, those who 
had the faith of the Lord Jesus Christ and who could pray 
the prayer of a righteous man, James said, "Some of 'you' 
may need to be converted from the error of your way in 
order to have your soul saved from death." 

Rice admits that many Israelites forgot God. They could 
not have forgotten him if they had never known him. Jesus 
says that to know God is eternal life (John 17 :3). There­
fore, some of whom it was said that they had eternal life, 
were lost. 

Under the Old Testament regime, the Jews were God's 
children (Deuteronomy 14 :1). In the 10th chapter of 
1 Corinthians, Paul makes an argument for the possibility 
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of apostacy based on the history of Israel. Let us read: 
"Moreover, brethren, I would not that ye should be igno­
rant, how that all our fathers were under the cloud, and all 
pas:Jed through the sea; and were all baptized unto Moses 
in the cloud and in the sea; and did :;ell eat the same spir­
itual meat; and did all drink the same spiritual drink: 
for they drank of that spiritual Rock that followed them: 
and that Rock was Christ. But with many of them God 
was not well ¢eased: for they were overthrown in the 
wilderness. Now these things were our examples, to the 
intent we should not lust after evil things, as they also 
lusted. Neither be ye idolaters, as were some of them; 
as it is written, The people sat down to eat and drink, and 
rose up to play. Neither let us commit fornication, as some 
of them committed, and fell in one day three and twenty 
thousand. N either let us tempt Christ, as some of them 
also tempted, and were destroyed of serpents. Neither 
murmur ye, as some of them also murmured, and were de­
stroyed of the destroyer. Now all these things happened 
unto them for ensamples: and they are written for our ad­
monition, upon whom the ends of the world are come. 
Wherefore let him that thinketh he standeth take heed lest 
he fall" (Verses 1 :12). My friends, can't you see that 
Paul makes an argument on my side of this question? 
Here are people who had come under the protection of the 
blood in Egypt, were under the cloud and passed through 
the sea, led by Jehovah. They were baptized unto Moses. 
They ate and drank of that spiritual Rock, Christ. If they 
were not children of God, it was not possible for anyone to 
be a child of God. Many of them became idolaters. They 
committed fornication; they murmured; they lusted after 
evil things; they tempted Christ. The result was that many 
of them were overthrown in the wilderness; twenty-three 
thousand fell in one day; many were destroyed of serpents; 
many were "destroyed of the destroyer." And Paul says 
"these things were our examples." "All these things hap-
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were never saved. The Bible says they were: (1) Once 
enlightened; (2) Tasted of the heavenly gift; (3) Made 
partakers of the Holy Spirit; (4) Tasted the good word 
of God; (5) Tasted the powers of the world to come. 
Where could you find a better description of Christians? 
He makes a foolish quibble on the word "tasted." He 
says they did not really eat, but merely tasted-that is, Just 
stuck out their tongues! Now isn't that great interpreta­
tion? Let's try the Doctor's interpretation of the word 
in some other passages. 1 Peter 2 :2, 3: "As newborn 
babes desire the sincere milk of the word, that ye may 
grow thereby: if so be ye have tasted that the Lord isgrn­
cious." These people merely "stuck out their tongues" to 
the Lord! Again, Hebrews 2:9: "But we see Jesus, who 
was made a little lower than the angels for the suffering of 
death, crowned with glory and honour; that he by the grace 
of God should taste death for every man." According to 
the Doctor's interpretation, Jesus didn't really die, he 
merely "stuck out his tongue" at death! Isn't it tragic for 
a man to get so hopelessly enmeshed in a false doctrine that 
he will resort to such unreasonable and ridiculous things? 

Dr. Rice says that since his children are those born into 
his family, they cannot cease to be his children-cannot be 
unborn. Correct. But he can disinherit his children, and 
they will not partake of the family heritage. God will dis­
inherit some of his children. Numbers 14 :12: "I will 
smite them with the pestilence, and disinherit them." 

I am challenged to find one chnd of God in hell. In view 
of the plain scriptures I have introduced, this is not neces­
sary to tl'e maintenance of my proposition, but I like t,o 
be obliging. Israelites were the children of God (Deut­
eronomy 14 :1). The rich man of Luke 16 :19-31 was an 
Israelite. How do I know? (1) Abraham was his father. 
(2) He had Moses and the prophets. Only Israelites had 
Moses and the prophets. Where does the Bible locate this 
man? "And in hell he lift up his eyes" (Verse 23) . 
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Christians are to add the graces therein commanded, that 
they may not be barren or unfruitful. Fine! Jesus said 
in John 15 :2, "Every branch in me that beareth not fruit 
he taketh away," and in the 6th verse, he says these un­
fruitful branches are "burned." (1) If children of God 
fail to add the Christian graces, they will be unfruitful­
Rice. (2) Those who are unfruitful will be taken away 
and burned-Jesus. (3) Therefore, children of God who 
fail to add the Christian graces will be taken away and 
burned. The Doctor is helping me to prove my proposi­
tion. Thanks. 

My opponent takes at least four distinctly different and 
contradictory positions in one speech. (1) From 1 John 
3 :9, he tries to prove that it is impossible for a child of 
God to sin. (2) He confesses that he sins, but argues from 
Romans 4:8 that God will not hold him responsible for his 
sin. (3) That he and other children of God are guilty of 
Din and the Lord punishes them here, but will not allow 
them to be eternally lost. (4) That it is only the body of the 
Christian that sins, and not his spirit. Which one of these 
positions does my friend expect us to think he believes? 
He cannot believe all of them. What a tangle! (1) Chris­
tians cannot sin. (2) Christians do sin. (3) God will not 
charge Christians' sins against them. (4) God whips 
Christians for their sins. (5) It is only the body of the 
Christian that sins. 

It would have been more consistent in friend Rice to 
have taken one of these positions; but since he took them 
all, I now have the opportunity of exposing several false 
positions, instead of only one. 

(1) Can the child of God sin? 1 John 3:9 tells why 
one born of God "doth not '2ommit sin." It is "because 
his seed remaineth in him." Luke 8:11 says the seed is 
the word of God. In the 12th verse, he explains that the 
devil sometimes "taketh away the word out of their 
hearts"-steals the seed. As long as the word of God re-
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takes the position in his tract on "Hell" that both body 
and spirit go to hell. Now he tells us that the spirit may 
belong to God while the body belongs to the devil. Then 
we may have a spirit in heaven, whose body is in hell! 
What an absurdity! A man's spirit is responsible for all 
his sins. The body knows nothing, it is the spirit that 
knows. "For what man knoweth the things of a man, save 
the spirit of man which is in him?" (1 Corinthians 2 :11). 
"The body without the spirit is dead" (James 2 :26). The 
:'lpirit is responsible for allowing sin to reign in the body. 
"Let not sin reign in your mortal body" (Romans 6 :12). 
The desire for some things grows out of the flesh, but the 
purpose to gratify those desires in an unlawful way is 
formed in the heart. The sin of the heart comes first. 
Matthew 5 :28 : "But I say unto you, That whosoever 
looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed 
adultery with her already in his heart." "For out of the 
heart cometh evil thoughts, murders, adulteries, fornica­
tions, thefts, false witness, railings: These are the things 
which defile the man" (Matthew 15 :19, 20). The body is 
but the instrument through which the spirit acts, either for 
good or for evil. Romans 6: 19: "Ye presented your mem­
bers as servants of uncleanness and to iniquity unto iniquity 
even so now yield your members servants to righteous­
ness unto sanctification." The spirit is responsible for 
the manner in which it uses these instruments. "There­
fore brethren, we are debtors, not to the flesh, to live after 
the flesh. For if ye live after the flesh, ye shall die: but 
if ye through the Spirit do mortify the deeds of the body, 
ye shall live" (Romans 8 :12, 13). The "ye" is the spirit 
of the Christian. The same "ye" shall die, if the bodily 
instruments are used unlawfully. God commands that our 
bodies be presented unto him holy (Romans 12 :1). Our 
bodies are members of Christ. "Know ye not that your 
bodies are the members of Christ?" (1 Corinthians 6: 15) . 
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THE OLIPHANT-RICE DEBATE 

Eighth Session: 7 :30 p. m., January 25, 1935. 

FOURTH PROPOSITION 

Proposition: The Scriptures Teach That a Child of God, 
One Who Has Been Saved by the Blood of Christ Can so Sin 
as to Be Finally Lost. 

W. L. Oliphant Affirms 
John R. Rice Denies 

(Third Negative Address by John R. Rice.) 

Brother Chairman, Brother Oliphant, and my Brothers 
and Sisters: 

I am glad to be here tonight, and take great heart. At 
last-after eight nights-my Brother Oliphant has called 
me "brother"! Now Brother Oliphant is coming right 
along! If I had six or eight months I could teach him 
something. Some of the rest of you could learn faster than 
that. It took me four nights ever to get him convinced on 
the idea of the millennium. He said the word was not in 
the Bible and the "thousand years" was only mentioned 
one time. Finally things got so hot when I pulled the Mil­
lennial Harbinger on him, that he said, "All right, I believe 
in a millennium of a literal thousand years." Finally he 
said he believed it! 

Now, after seven nights, I got him in the notion of call­
ing me "brother." Brother Oliphant, you are coming, that 
is fine. Brother Oliphant, you are coming right along. If 
I had plenty of time, I wouldn't have any trouble in fixing 
Brother Oliphant on the rest of these questions! Amen! 
I am happy about that. He is learning. He is young, give 
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him some time! Brother Oliphant, I feel better about that, 
that you now call me "brother". 

Notice that Brother Oliphant, in his position last week, 
said that there is neither Jew nor Gentile in Christ. But 
in the case of Ananias, he is going to have to make a con­
cession there. He said Ananias only called Saul "brother" 
because he was a brother Jew. I recall that just last week 
on another subject he said there are neither Jews nor Gen­
tiles. Rather bad to bring up your statement on this subject 
here, isn't it? I remind you that Ananias was converted 
and still called Paul, "brother." If there were neither .Jew 
nor Gentile back there last week, there are not any this 
week. You will have to give up one position or the other. 
The same is true about that man in James. As far as I am 
concerned, do as you like, Brother Oliphant. You will have 
to give up the idea that that man was just a Jewish brother 
and that Paul had not been saved, but was just a Jewish 
brother; or you will have to give up what you ;:,:dd last week 
about there being neither Jew nor Gentile. You take your 
choice. 

The fact of the business is, it is a pretty bad line of ar­
gument to have to jump from one side of the fence to the 
other. One time he is a brother because he is a Jew, and 
the next time there is no such thing as Jew and Gentile 
after a fellow is saved. It il) a pretty bad line of argument 
to depend on subterfuge like that. But I am glad Brother 
Oliphant called me "brother." He is coming fine, and if I 
just k!d. plenty of time we would get this whole thing fixed 
like we got the millennium fixed last week. He finally 
admitted a literal millennium of a literal thousand years. 
He is right about it, too, and right to call me "brother." 

That is just like he was about Simon in the 8th chapter 
of Acts. L:).st night Brothrr Oliphant said the fellow be­
lieved in Christ, and then he said, "Brother Rice agrees 
he believed, was baptized and w!'ts saved. I agree he was 
sa ',-ed." 
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"And I give unto them eternal life; and they shall never 
perish, and no one shall snatch them out of my hand." 

In the Authorized Version, the word man is in italics, 
meaning it is not in the original. "N either shall any," is 
what it really says. The marginal rendering is, "Neither 
shall ought." Neither anybody, nor anything, devil, man, 
circumstance or anything else-"Neither shall any pluck 
them out of my hand." That is what the Lord Jesus said. 
Can't I do it? Are you anybody or anything or any kind 
of a circumstance? Again and again I say, no, you cannot. 
"And I give unto them eternal life; and they shall never 
perish, neither shall any man pluck them out of my hand. 
My Father, which gave them me, il? greater than all; and no 
man is able to pluck them out of my Father's hand." 

Now notice this, God gives me to Jesus and Jesus gives 
me eternal life. Nobody can take me away from Jesus 
and nobody can take me away from God the Father. All 
that is very plain in the brief statement of these two vers­
es. You do not have to have a dictionary to understand 
that. That is what the Bible says. It says, "My sheep hear 
my voice and I know them, and they follow me." Jesus 
said, "I give to them eternal life." To whom? To them 
that hear my voice and follow me. He didn't say if they 
do. He said, "They follow me." Sheep do not follow per­
fectly and Christians do not follow perfectly either. But 
God's sheep hear his voice. Make all the fun about the 
witness of the Spirit that you want to, but the word of God 
says, "My sheep hear my voice." And I do, and if you 
have been born again, you do, too. If you do not, you had 
better get it, Brother. The word of God is clear. You had 
better hear, for he said, "My sheep hear my voice and they 
follow me." I just want to suggest to you, you ought to 
take very seriously the question of following Jesus. If you 
are not doing that, you had better check up and see if you 
are one of his sheep, if you ever have been or not. "My 
Father, which gave them me is greater than all; and no 
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sinneth from the beginning. For this purpose the Son of 
God was manifested, that he might destroy the works of 
the devil." 

"Whosoever is born of God doth not commit sin; for his 
seed remaineth in him: and he cannot sin, because he is 
born of God." 

Brother Oliphant, laugh all you want to, that is still in 
the Bible. You say, "I do not understand that." But that 
does not change the fact. That is what Nicodemus said 
when Jesus was talking about the same thing exactly. There 
are a lot of people who live a ceremonial, legalistic, Phari­
saical life like Nicodemus, who do not understand it. But 
that does not change the fact that there is something in that 
new birth that comes as the wind, as the Scripture says. 
"The wind bloweth where it listeth, and thou hearest the 
sound thereof, but canst not tell whence it cometh and 
whither it goeth: so is every one that is born of the Spirit," 
the Scripture says. Mock if you want to at the witness of 
the Spirit of God in man's heart. Nevertheless, my friend, 
the Savior makes it clear that in the heart, one who drinks 
of this water has a well of water in him that does not go 
dry. But he will have a well of water in him, and he shall 
never thirst again. The Savior expressly said he shall 
never thirst. God's word is true. But if you turn this a 
little, and twist that a little, you may make it say what it 
does not mean. What are you going to do about the plain, 
express statements of the Savior again and again where he 
said to this poor woman who was a heathen, "If you will 
drink of this water you will never thirst again, but there 
will be in you a well of water springing up into everlasting 
life?" The Savior is clear about this business_ This woman 
said to him, "Sir, give me this water, that I thirst not, nei­
ther come hither to draw." All this woman understood 
about this was, she knew Jesus, but she did not understand 
about the nature of the water. Many another cold heart 
does not at first, does not understand about the nature of 
this water. But she understood she would never be thirsty 
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"Blessed is the 1nan to lOhom the Lord lOm not impute 
sin." 

Brother Oliphant laughed at that, but the words are the 
words of the Bible. I read it to you again and again last 
night. Then I say, "Who shall lay anything to the charge 
of God's elect? It is God that justifieth." That settles the 
condemnation question. 

Brother Oliphant did not like John 5 :2.4 either. 
"Verily, verily, I say unto you, He that heareth my word, 

and believeth on him that sent me, hath everlasting life, 
and shall not come into condemnation; but is passed from 
death unto life." 

The Revised Version says, "Cometh not to judgment." 
I will not even come to judment. Christ died: that is why 
I will not come into condemnation as far as the judgment, 
of my soul is concerned. My sin was judged in Jesus on 
the cross. When Jesus said, "It is finished," and went 
back to the Father's right hand and sat down, it was fin­
ished and finished for good as far as this poor soul is con­
cerned! I committed my soul to him and he has it. I put 
my eternal soul's welfare in that bank, and that bank has 
not gone broke. The Great Physician has never lost a case, 
and never will! 

Reading on in Romans the 8th chapter and 35th verse: 
"Who shall separate us from the love of Christ? shall 

t1'ibuZa.tion, or distress, or persecution, or fa'inine, or naked­
ness, or peril, or sword?" 

He did not say who will stop Christ's love for me. That 
is not it. It says, "Who shall separate us from that love?" 
Who will take John R. Rice out of touch with that love? 
The devil cannot separate me from Christ's love nor can 
anybody else. Of course it will not be stopped. But the 
connection will not be severed either. The connection be­
tween God and his child will not be severed either. 

Then verse 38 says: 
"For I am persuaded, that neither death, nor life, nor 

TLC





THE OLIPHANT-RIOE DEBATE 507 

Nothing can separate the child of God from the love of 
God which is in Christ Jesus our Lord. Not only, he cannot 
be separated from the love of God, but that is true about 
the salvation also. Nothing can separate between the two 
-it cannot take place. 

Oh how many, many happy Scriptures there are! Here 
the Scripture in Jude is interesting, for in Jude the Scrip­
ture expressly says we are preserved. Well, you say, "I 
think something else is implied." Do not go by implications 
and guesses-go by what the Scripture says. Jude 1 says: 

"Jude, the servant of Jesus Christ, and brother of James, 
to them that are sanctified by God the Father, and pre­
served in Jesus Christ, and called." 

It did not say those that are preserved are those that 
hold out faithful. It says it is those that HE preserves. 
If you have been born again, you are one of the preserved 
ones. Some pray this prayer so much and say, "Save us in 
heaven." No, this world is the time in which to get saved, 
and not the next. You had better get this thing settled 
now. Thank God, I got that settled back there as a nine 
year old boy! Praise the Lord for it! If you are saved, 
you ought to get someone else to Christ. We are the pre­
served. Yes, sir, we are the preserved! 

There is much more of it. Here are some. 1 Peter 1 :4, 
and Hebrews 7 :23. Let me turn to Hebrews and read it. 
I might misquote it. 

Hebrews 7 :23 : 
"And they truly were many priests, because they were 

not suffered to continue by reason of death." 
(Five minutes, Brother Rice.) 
Here we are. I can come back to the other. I used the 

one in Peter before. I must get to this While I can. He­
brews 7 :23. Here is an interesting item. 

"And they truly were many priests, (Aaronic priests) 
because they were not s'lGffered to continue by reason of 
death." 

And the verses following: 
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"But this man (.Jesus) becau8e he continues ever, hath 
an unchangeable priesthood. 

"Wherefore he is able also to save them to the uttermost 
that COME unto God by him, seeing he ever liveth to make 
intercession for them. 

"For such an high priest became us, who is holy, harm­
less, undefiled, separate from sinners, and made higher 
than the heavens;" 

Save those who do what? That just come! That do 
what? That come. That is what John 6 :37 says, too. 

"All that the Father giveth me shall come to me; and 
him that cometh to me I will in no wise ca8t out." 

"Wherefore he is able also to sa-ve them to the uttermost." 
How long? "To the uttermost them that come unto God 
by him." Now why? Because we hold out faithful? Oh, 
no. On what basis, on man's goodness? Oh, no! Because 
we go to church and Sunday School on Sunday morning 
and keep the five steps, keep to the hour of death every 
thought, feeling, purpose, word, and deed? No! On what 
basis then? No! But" .... seeing he ever liveth to make 
intercession for them. For such an high priest became us, 
who is holy, harmless, undefiled, separate from sinners, and 
made higher than the heavens." On what basis am I kept 
saved? Christ did the saving and he is ever present to in­
tercede to keep me saved. 

"Who needeth not daily, as those high priests, to offer up 
sacrifice, first for his own sins, and then for the people's: 
for this he did once, when he offered up himself." (Heb. 
7 :27). 

He settled it because he is able to take my part, and that 
is what he meant when he said the same thing in 1st John. 

"My little children, these things write I unto you, that ye 
sin not. And if any man sin, we have an advocate with the 
Father, Jesus Christ the righteous" (1 John 2 :1). 

Thank God for that! 
Here is another. Hebrews the 10th chapter. That is a 

good chapter. Brother Oliphant went back and had hash 
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again tonight. I do not blame him for using that. We 
have turkey on Christmas and hash the next day. We had 
turkey last night, and hash tonight. 

All right here are some more. They are mighty good. 
Come back to the 10th chapter of Hebrews. 

Hebrews 10 :6-12. 
"In burnt-offerings and sac1-ifices for sin thou hast had 

no pleasure. 
"Then said I, Lo, I come (in the volume of the book it is 

written of me,) to do thy will, 0 God. 
"Above when he said, Sacrifice and offering and burnt­

offerings and offering for sin thou wonldest not, neither 
hadst pleasure therein .. which are offered by the law; 

"Then said he, Lo, I come to do thy will, 0 God. He tak­
eth away the first, that he may establish the 8econd. 

"By the which will we are sanctified through the offer­
in.q of the body of Jesus Christ once for all. 

"And every priest standeth daily ministering and offer­
ing oftentimes the same sacrifices, which can never take 
away sins: 

"But this man, after he had offered one sacrifice for sin8 
for ever, sat down on the right hand of God;" 

"Once for all." Now read on, "But this man, after he 
had offered one sacrifice f01' sins for ever, sat down on 
the right hand of God." Now listen, one offering, one sac­
rifice forever, one Priest forever. Now then, listen. We 
have but on') offering. Yes, and he has perfected forever 
them that are sanctified. Sanctified means set apart. Then 
they are set apart by the blood of Christ, set apart as God's 
children. They are sanctified; set apart by Jesus Christ. 
They are perfected. He has perfected forever their salva­
tion. You are right on this, Brother Oliphant. You mis­
quoted me, saying the body belongs to the devil. I quoted 
what Paul said, you remember, in the 7th chapter of Ro­
mans, and it is still there, and it is still SO,(;OO, thanf 
God. The fact is, I did not say that, and the passage did 
not either. "Whosoever is born of God doth not eommit 
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sin; for his seed remaineth in him: and he cannot sin, be­
cause he is born of God." The Savior makes clear he does 
not impute miquity to the child of God. There is but one 
Sacrifice, Jesus, and "he hath perfected FOREVER them 
that are sanctified." Read on. 

"Whereof the Holy Ghost also is a 'Witness to us: for 
after that he had said before, 

"This is the covenant that I will make 'with them after 
those days, saith the Lord, I 'Will put my la'Ws into their 
hearts, and in their minds will I 'Write them; 

"And their sins and iniquities will I remember no more" 
(Hebrews 10 :15-17). 

And that is the reason I say the question hangs on that, 
a changed heart, being born again, being made a partaker 
of the divine nature. That is what you need. May God 
grant you will see it tonight! 

Have I another minute? 
Moderator: One-half minute. 
Here is another one. I want to remind you, Brother 

Oliphant, I made some arguments you did not refer to. He 
will get time a little bit later. I asked him to show me one 
time out of the forty-five or more times where "everlasting 
life" is mentioned or "eternal life," I asked him to show me 
one time where it ever said a child of God could be lost. It 
does not say it. It does not say it! God bless you. There 
will be more later. 

The time is up. 
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- For I am persuaded, that neither death, nor life, nor angels, 
nor any other creature, shall be able to' separate us from 
the love of God, which is in Christ Jesus our Lord." Does 
this mean that all whom God loves will be saved? Then 
no one will be lost. God loves the whole world (John 3 :16). 
But granting that this scripture applies particularly to 
Christians, it does not teach the impQssibility of apostacy. 
No external thing can separate us from the love of God, 
which is in Christ Jesus; but we may separate ourselves. 
John 15 :9, 10: "As the Father hath loved me, so have 
I loved you: continue ye in 1ny love. If ye keep my com­
mandments, ye shall abide in my love; even as I have kept 
my Father's commandments, and abide in his love." Thus 
we see that the child of God has the obligation of keeping 
himself in God's love. Again, Jude admonishes: "Keep 
yourselves in the love of God" (Jude 20, 21). Jude's 
Epistle was written to Christians: "To them that are 
sanctified by God, and preserved in Jesus Christ" (Verse 
1) . He warns them to keep themselves in the love of God. 
The warning was timely, because some had already sepa­
rated themselves from the love of God. Verse 19: "These 
(those who walk after their own ungodly lusts, Verse 
18) be they who separate themselves ... " One does not 
become a mere machine, in becoming a Christian. God 
leaves us free moral agents. We retain the power of choice. 
We can separate ourselves from him through sin. "Be­
hold, the Lord's hand is not shortened, that it cannot save; 
neither his ear heavy, that it cannot hear: But your in­
iquities have separated between you and your God, and 
your sins have hid his face from you, that he will not hear. 
For your hands are defiled with blood, and your fingers 
with iniquity; your lips have spoken lies, your tongue hath 
muttered perverseness" (Isaiah 59 :1-3). No external force 
can compel the Christian to depart from Christ. Nor is 
God responsible for our going away from him. "Let no 
man say when he is tempted, I am tempted of God: for 

TLC







518 THE OLIPHANT-RICE DEBATE 

him that sent me, hath everlasting life, and shall not 
come into condemnation; but is passed from death un­
to life." John 3 :36 says, "He that believeth not the 
son shall not see life." If John 5 :24 means that the 
believer can never become an unbeliever and be lost, then 
.John 3 :36 means that the unbeliever can never become a 
believer and be saved. "Shall not" is as permanent in one 
case as it is in the other. If the unbeliever can become a 
believer and "see life," the believer can become an un­
believer and "come into condemnation." I have shown 
from John 17 :3, that eternal life is to know God; and from 
Jeremiah 2 :32 and 2 Peter 1 :9, that children of God can 
forget God. If eternal life is to know God, does the one 
who forgets God have eternal life? 

No, Doctor, I did not "finally" admit the millennium. 
There was no "finally" or "admitting" about it. I stated 
the position I have held all the time. I now believe, and 
haye always belic;ed, exactly what Revelations 20 says. I 
have never believed, nor do I now believe, your false 
theories about a millennium. It seems to me that the 
gentleman is trying to throw up a smoke-screen to hide his 
defeat on the millennium question. This audience is too 
intelligent for you, Doctor. I believe they can see that, 
after all of your boasting about taking the Bible literally, 
you refuse to take your principal proof text on the thousand 
year reign just as it reads. But I am satisfied with the 
arguments I made on that question. I am willing to allow 
this great audience to decide, on the basis of the scriptures 
offered, what the truth is. If my friend's defeat hurts so 
badly, and he thinks he can do better, I shall be glad to 
give him a "second chance," by debating the proposition 
with him again at some future date. However, I do wish 
that he could get his mind off of that question until we 
have finished our present proposition. 

Dr. Rice first said he was a Jew and expected to go back 
to Palestine. Now he says he is a Gentile, and rejoices 
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in the fact that I have called him "brother." Although I 
did not do it, if he can get any consolation out of think­
ing that I call him a "brother Gentile," I am glad for him 
to have that relief. He insists that since he has been bap­
tized, I should be willing to recognize him as a brother in 
Christ. My friends, I do not prize baptism so highly as to 
think that the mere act of baptism saves. It must be 
prompted by the proper purpose. So long as my opponent 
denies that baptism is for the only thing that God ever 
said it is for, I shall have to think that he has not been 
scripturally baptized. 

My questions remain unanswered. I give my opponent 
credit for having sense enough to know that to have at­
tempted to answer them was to have revealed the falsity 
of his position. His refusal speaks well for his judgment, 
but says little for his fairness and love of truth. I have 
engaged in a number of religious discussions, but frankly 
say that I have never before met a man who had the nerve 
to so completely ignore the questions I asked. 

Since I shall have no reply to anything that may be 
hereafter said on the other side, I do not care to introduce 
any more argument. 

In the time remaining I want to give you a resume of the 
work of the affirmative on this proposition. The child of 
God lives in hope of eternal life (Titus 1 :1, 2). He re­
ceives eternal life in the end (Romans 6 :22). Christians 
are urged to lay hold on eternal life (1 Timothy 6 :12). 
God renders eternal life at the judgment (Romans 2 :6, 7). 
Disciples of the Lord will receive eternal life in the world 
to come (Mark 10 :29, 30). The Christian's reward at 
the judgment will be to enter into eternal life (Matthew 
25 :46). A number of scriptures speak of the child of 
God as now possessing eternal life. The honest student 
of the word of God does not array these scriptures against 
each other. I have tried to show the harmony existing be­
tween them. "Eternal" means that which has no begin-
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8 :13). Baptists contend that all those who believe are saved. 
Dr. Rice has never explained how these believers were lost. 
He cannot do so, and still hold his positions on the plan 
of salvation and apostacy. 

The second chapter of 2 Peter tells of people who were 
bought by the Lord and escaped the pollutions of the world. 
Thereafter they went astray, forsook the right way, be­
came cursed children, presumptuous, self-willed, despisers 
of government, like beasts. rioters, spots and blemishes, 
deceivers, adulterers, wells without water, clouds carried 
with the tempest, worse than they were at the beginning, 
so bad that it had been better for them never to have 
known the way of righteousness. They were finally lost. 
Peter does not say they were beasts, as my opponent 
contends, but that they became like beasts. He did not say 
they were dogs or sows. In illustrating their apostacy, he 
used the proverb of the dog turning to his own vomit and 
the sow that was washed to her wallowing in the mire. 
His challenge that I find where God's people are called 
dogs is foolish; however if it will help the gentleman any, 
he may read 2 Samuel 9 :8. 

From Luke 12 :43-47, we have learned that the Lord's 
own servants may become sinners and that when the Lord 
returns. they will be appointed a place with the unbe­
lievers. The appointment of one to a place shows that 
he did not already have that place. If the servant had been 
a bad man to begin with, he would have already had a 
place with the unbelievers. This scripture, by itself, is 
enough to prove my proposition. My opponent has chosen 
to give it no consideration whatever. He cannot plead in­
sufficient time. I gave him this argument in my first 
Rpeech. The man doesn't live who can refute it. I say 
this, not because it is my argument, but because it is God's 
eternal truth. 

Matthew 25 :14-30 records the parable of the talents. 
OU! Lord is represented as "a man traveling into a far 
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angels, they are "gathered out" and cast into hell. I again 
urge upon my opponent that the branches (disciples) are 
in the vine (Christ), and that they are "clean." Only the 
blood of Christ can cleanse. Therefore, these disciples are 
children of God "who have been saved by the blood of 
Christ." Some of them are taken away and burned. John 
15 eternally establishes the truth of my proposition. 

To be in the kingdom is to be born again-saved (John 
3 :3-5) . Some will be gathered out of the kingdom and 
cast into hell (Matthew 13 :41, 42). Therefore, some who 
have been born again-saved, will be cast into hell. 

We are saved by grace (Ephesians 2 :8). Christians may 
fall away from grace (Galatians 5 :4). Therefore, Chris­
tians may be lost. 

A child of God can "err from the truth." If one con­
verts him from the error of his way, he "saves a soul from 
death" (James 5 :19, 20). Since no one can save from 
physical death, the death from which a Christian may need 
to be saved is eternal death. According to my opponent, 
the child of God can never be in danger of this death. We 
are confronted with two alternatives: (1) Believe the 
apostle James, or (2) Believe John R. Rice. 

The apostle Paul found it necessary to "buffet" his body 
and "bring it into bondage" lest he should, after his long 
life of service, be "rejected" (1 Corinthians 9 :27). My 
opponent claims for himself something which the great 
apostle knew he did not have. A brother may "perish" 
(1 Corinthians 8 :11, 12). A brother may be "destroyed" 
(Romans 14 :15). These scriptures, although introduced 
early, have not been so much as mentioned by the man who 
so earnestly contends that he believes all the Bible. 

From Hebrews 10 :26-29, we have found that a child of 
God-one who has been sanctified with the blood of the 
covenant-may trample the Son of God under foot, count 
the blood an unholy thing, and do despite to the Spirit of 
grace. After such sin, there remains for him nothing but 
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"a certain fearful looking for of judgment and fiery in­
dignation." 

Hebrews 6 :4-6 tells of children of God being lost. Those 
"who were once enlightened, tasted of the heavenly gift, 
and were made partakers of the Holy Spirit, and have 
tasted the good word of God, and the powers of the world 
to come," so far fell away that it was "impossible" to re­
new them again unto repentance. Here are people who 
were once saved and then departed so far from God that 
is it impossible for them ever to be saved. This amounts 
to a demonstration of my proposition. I need only write 
my proposition, followed by Hebrews 6 :4-6 and Q.E.D. 
The matter is reduced to a mathematical certainty. 

Acts 8 :12-24 tells of the conversion and apostacy of 
Simon. After the time when my opponent admits Simon 
was saved, he was declared to be "in the gall of bitterness 
and in the bond of iniquity." He was urged to repent and 
pray that he might be saved. Will Dr. Rice tell us that 

• he would have been eternally saved if he refused to repent 
and pray? 

Dives was a child of God, being one of God's chosen 
people (Deuteronomy 14 :1). He went to hell (Luke 16: 
19-31). Here is another demonstration of my proposition. 

The children of Israel who crossed the Red sea Were 
flaved. They ate and drank of Christ; they were "baptized 
unto Moses in the cloud and in the sea." Many of them 
fell and were destroyed. Paul cites their experiences as 
an evidence of the possibility of a Christian so sinning as 
to be lost (1 Corinthians 10 :1-12). This debate is between 
Paul and John Rice. Paul's argument has not been an­
swered. 

A child of God who calls his brother a fool is in danger 
of hell fire (Matthew 5 :22). It is a dangerous thing to try 
to hide a danger which the Lord has pointed out. 

The rule governing all life is, "Whatsoever a man soweth, 
that shall he also reap" (Galatians 6 :7, 8). Christians are 
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