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INTRODUCTION

The reason for the publication of this debate is simple,
it is believed that it will do good.

This debate was held in the meeting house of the Merri-
mack Church of Christ, Huntsville, Alabama, May 3-7, 1943,
between Gus Nichols, Evangelist of the churches of Christ,
and C. J, Weaver, Minister of the Church of God (also
known as the Gospel Trumpet People), Sheffield, Alabama.
Flavil H. Nichols moderated for his father, Gus Nichols,
and N. J. Jones moderated for Mr. Weaver.

Brother Nichols has been known for more than a quar-
ter of a century as an evangelist among churches of Christ.
While he has met Missionary Baptists, Primitive Baptists,
and others in debate, he has no doubt, had more experience
in debating with the various branches of the Holiness
Church than any other preacher in the church of Christ.
For six years he was editor of Truth in Love, an evan-
gelistic paper published at that time in Birmingham, Ala-
bama. At the time of this discussion he was sole editor of
that paper. For the past twelve years he has labored with
the splendid congregation at Jasper, Alabama, as regular
preacher,

Mr. Weaver represents the largest branch of all the Holi-
ness movement in the United States. The church of which
he is a member has a publishing house at Anderson, Indiana.
Mr. Weaver is experienced as a debater, having met several
preachers of the churches of Christ. He formerly lived in
Huntsville, Alabama, and is highly respected by his brethren
in that area. He is well known throughout that region
through his radio preaching.

The debaters were chosen by their respective brethren,
with the understanding that the discussion would be pub-
lished. Miss Marie L. Moore, an experienced Court Re-

porter, of Huntsville, Alabama, was engaged to take and
transcribe the speeches.

The debate was broadcast over Radio Station WBHP,
Huntsville, Alabama; and, in addition, the last two nights



were carried over Station WLAY, Sheffield, Alabama. Good
order prevailed throughout the discussion, and loud speak-
ers were installed so that those outside the building might
hear.

This volume is sent forth in the hope that it will be
instrumental in turning many unto righteousness.

B. C. GOODPASTURE.
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FIRST PROPOSITION
May 3, 1943

The Scriptures teach that baptism with the Holy Ghost
is for the sanctification of all Christians, the eradication of
evil nature, or inborn sin, and is to continue throughout
the gospel dispensation, or Christian age.

C. J. WEAVER’S FIRST AFFIRMATIVE

Moderators, Honorable Opponent, Friends of the Radto
Audience, Ladies and Gentlemen: Naturally I consider it a
great opportunity to speak to you. I think that you people
of the Church of Christ have been most generous to invite
me to discuss these vital subjects with you. I have made
the remarks that I have been the guinea pig for some of
your preachers for several years; but this may be the
time when you get rid of the guinea pig. I see many good
friends here, and I trust that I shall not lose any friend-
ship in this debate. I am going to try to conduct myself
properly, as I believe my good opponent is going to do.
I think a lot of this man and his family, and believe them
to be fine people. I am sorry that we differ, but we do, and
you might as well know it. Somebody is surely wrong
concerning the teaching of the word of God.

I shall begin by reading again the proposition: “The
Scriptures teach that baptism with the Holy Ghost is for
the sanctification of all Christians, the eradication of evil
nature, or inborn sin, and is to continue throughout the
gospel dispensation, or Christian age.” Now, if there had
not been a need for the baptism with the Holy Ghost, and
for the experience of entire sanctification, doubtless the
Lord would never have seen fit to give them. And since
we find these clearly taught in the Scriptures, the word will
teach us the exact purpose for which they were given.

I say the Scriptures teach this; that they make this
plain. I shall depend upon the Scriptures for proof of my
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8 NICHOLS-WEAVER DEBATE

proposition. My opponent can use any method he wishes,
but I shall resort to the Scriptures, and I mean both the Old
and New Testaments. When the New Testament speaks
of the Scriptures it refers to the Old Testament. There are
many things taught in the New Testament that we could
not understand without the Old Testament. Old Brother
John R. Harris, who was an old squirrel hunter, said, “The
Old Testament is the hind sight, through which to look in
getting a bead on the New Testament.” Some one else said,
“The Old Testament is the reflecting glass in which we see
the New Testament, and the New Testament is the mirror
that reflects the Old Testament.” We could not do without
either of the two.

Some may think that only backward, illiterate people
ever taught Holy Ghost baptism and entire sanctification,
but such is not true. Thousands of the most devout Chris-
tians have taught this. John Wesley stressed the necessity
of the baptism with the Holy Ghost. So did John Fletcher,
Adam Clark, George Fox, W. N. Rodgers, Richard Watts,
Field Bishop Foster, Daniel Steel, and J. A, Steel, together
with thousands of others. Not only did these great men
teach that this experience is for us, but Jesus taught it also.
It was prophesied in the Old Testament. It was not always
called “baptism with the Holy Ghost.” Joel did not call it
this, neither do we have to always call it that.

Joel said, as quoted by Peter, “And it shall come to
pass in the last days, saith God, I will pour out of my Spirit
upon all flesh, and your sons and daughters shall prophesy,
and your young men shall see visions and your old men
shall dream dreams.” (Acts 2:16, 17; Joel 2:28.) On the
day of Pentecost when this time came, we see this was
fulfilled. Peter said, “This is that which was spoken by the
prophet Joel.” Peter did not call it Holy Ghost baptism
on this occasion, but Jesus did. He said, “Ye shall be bap-
tized with the Holy Ghost not many days hence.” (Acts
1:5.) Therefore, the “outpouring of the Holy Ghost,” the
“Holy Spirit,” the “baptism with the Holy Ghost,” and “the
gift of the Holy Ghost,” are synonymous terms, all meaning
the same thing.
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I am affirming that Holy Ghost baptism cleanses the
inbred sin, or inborn sin. Some call it the “Old man Adam,”
or the “Adamic nature.” These are different expressions
for the same thing. But sin exists in two forms—that is,
our actual committed sins—sins that we are ourselves
responsible for, and then the Adamic nature, the inborn
sin, which we are not responsible for. We are not only
saved from our committed sins, but God has furnished
means whereby we can be cleansed from the evil nature
that causes us to commit sin. It is not enough to treat
a child for a mad-dog bite; the mad dog ought to be killed.
Paul explains this when he said, “But I am carnal, sold
under sin, for that which I do I allow not, for what I would
that do I not, what I hate that do 1.” (Rom. 7:14-15.)
Then he says, “Now then it is no more I that do it, but sin
that dwelleth in me. (v. 17.) That shows that people
have the nature of sin in them. Jesus said, “Wherefore, by
their fruits ye shall know them.” (Matt. 7:20.) Paul says
to the Ephesians, “Among whom also we all had our con-
versation in time past, in the lust of our flesh, fulfilling the
desire of the flesh and of the mind, and were by nature
the children of wrath, even as others.” (Eph. 2:3.)

In the earliest history of the human race, man is de-
scribed as an evil character. “And God saw that the
wickedness of man was great in the earth, and that every
imagination of the thought of his heart was only evil con-
tinually.” (Gen. 6:5.) This proves man has “evil nature”
in him. Then David said, “God looked down from heaven
upon the children of men to see if there were any that did
understanding, and that did seek God. Every one of them
is gone back, and they are altogether become filthy, there
is none that doeth good, no, not one.” (Ps. 53:2, 3.) Then
again David says, “The wicked are estranged from the
womb, they go astray as soon as they be born, speaking
lies.” (Ps. 58.3.) Once more, he says, “Behold I was
shapen in iniquity, and in sin did my mother conceive me.”

(Ps. 51:5.)
Paul said, “I was alive without the law once, but when
the commandment came, sin revived, and I died. ” (Rom.

7:9.) When the fire in the stove goes completely out, and
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you kindle a new fire, you would not say you “revived” the
fire, but rather would say you built a new one. Paul says
sin in him “revived.” Sin was there or it could not have
been “revived.” That means when he was a child, and did
not understand the things of God, naturally he was in-
nocent of violating the law of God. Then when the com-
mandment came and threw light on his nature, he said, “sin
revived and I died.”

We find a need of something to cleanse that nature. God
has promised to forgive the sins that we commit, but he
only cleanses those that are inbred. John says, “If we walk
in the light, as he is in the light, we have fellowship one
with another, and the blood of Jesus Christ, his Son,
cleanseth us from all sin.” (I John 1:7.) Then in verse
9 he says, “If we confess our sing, he is faithful and just
to forgive us our sins, and to cleanse us from all un-
righteousness.”
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We read in the Hebrew letter this passage, “Having
therefore, brethren boldness to enter into the holiest by the
blood of Jesus by a new and living way, which he hath
consecrated for us through the veil, that is to say, his
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flesh, and having an high priest over the house of God, let
us draw nigh with a true heart and full assurance of faith,
having our hearts sprinkled from an evil conscience and
our bodies washed with pure water.” (Heb. 10:19-22.)
Look at the chart up here. Within this fence, or enclosure,
is the outer court of the Gentiles. Here is the brazen altar,
then the laver at which the priest washed before going into
the holy place. Inside the door were seven golden candle-
sticks, and over there are the twelve loaves of the shew
bread. Then before the veil up here is the altar of incense.
Then behind the curtain was the mercy seat in the most
holy place. Now these things are a shadow, or a type of
the church. The writer of the Hebrew letter says, “The
law, having a shadow of good things to come, and not the
very image of those things.”” (Heb. 10:1.) We notice here
the mode of entrance. In Heb. 8:2 Christ is called a
“Minister of the sanctuary, and of the true tabernacle,
which the Lord pitched, and not man.” All this was a
“shadow” of heavenly things. (Heb. 8:5.) This new
tabernacle represents the New Testament church. What
else could it represent? The shadow must represent the
reality itself. Notice the shadow of my hand on the wall.
The shadow shows four fingers and a thumb. If it did not,
it would not be a true shadow. The old tabernacle was
a shadow of the new tabernacle, or the church. When we
get into the church we are taught to walk in the light that
we may have fellowship one with another. (I John 1:7.)
They walked in the light of the candlesticks. The shewbread
shows there is bread for every one in the house of God.
Then after we pass this altar we come to the holiest place,
and here is another altar, the golden altar. (Lev. 4:18.)
Blood is taken from the brazen altar and placed on this
altar, and not only so, but placed on the mercy seat, which
shows a perpetual cleansing of God’s eternal love and his
atonement. The golden altar is doubtless what Paul had
reference to when he said, “I beseech you therefore, breth-
ren, by the mercies of God, that ye present your bodies a
living sacrifice, holy, acceptable unto God, which is your
reasonable service.,” (Rom. 12:1.) Now you will notice
in the first text that I read, the same thought. ‘“Having
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therefore, brethren, boldness to enter into the holiest by the
blood of Jesus, by a new and living way, which he hath
consecrated for us through the veil, that is to say, his flesh;
and having a high priest over the house of God, let us
draw near with a true heart in full assurance of faith,
having our hearts sprinkled from an evil conscience, and
our bodies washed with pure water.,” (Heb. 10:9-22.)
He was not referring to heaven. He was not urging people
to enter into heaven with boldness when he said these
things. How does this come about? How do we enter into
the holiest now? In other words, how are we sanctified?
Jesus said, “Sanctify them through thy truth, thy word is
truth.,”  (Jno, 17:17))

And we find in Hebrews, “Wherefore Jesus also, that he
might sanctify the people with his own blood, suffered with-
out the gate.” (Heb. 18:12.) Paul says, ‘I was called the
minister of Jesus Christ to the Gentiles ministeving the
gospel of God, that the offering up of the Gentiles might be
acceptable, being sanctified by the Holy Ghost.” {Rom.
15:16.) Sanctification carries with it the idea of cleansing.
Paul said, “Husbands love your wives, even as Christ also
loved the church and gave himself for it; that he might
sanctify and cleanse it with the washing of water by the
word.” (Eph. 5:25-26.) Never one time in the gospel was
any one that was unsaved urged to enter into the expri-
ence of sanctification. Sanctification is an inheritance, and
no one ig eligible for this inheritance until he has been born
into God’s family, That makes it absolutely a second
work of grace.

The apostles were saved before the day of Pentecost
when they were baptized with the Holy Ghost and sanc-
tified. They had been born again. Jesus said unto them,
“Ye which have followed me, in the regeneration, when the
Son of man shall sit in the throne of his glory, ye also shall
sit upon twelve thrones, judging the twelve fribes of
Israel.” (Matt. 19:28.) When the disciples returned from
their work under the first commission, Jesus told them to
rejoice because their names were written in heaven. (Luke
10:26.) In the 15th chapter of St. John, Jesus said, “Every
branch in me that beareth not fruit he vaketh away, and
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every branch that beareth fruit he purgeth it.” (John 15:2.)
Yes, he “purgeth” the branch that is already in him. To
purge it is to cleanse it. So he said he would ‘“sanctify”
and “cleanse” the church. Surely the church had something
to be cleansed from.

Now we notice when John the Baptist was preaching in
the wilderness he said, “I indeed baptize you with water . ..
but there cometh one after me . . . he shall baptize you with
the Holy Ghost and with fire.” (Matt. 3:11.) That little
conjunction and will be dealt with quite a bit. Keep that
word in mind, for it is going to get in somebody’s way.
Watch it through the discussion. ‘“And he will thoroughly
purge his floor. He will gather his wheat into his garner
and burn up the chaff with unquenchable fire.”” (Matt. 8:
12.) Most of the churches have substituted and left that
burning out. On the brazen altar, there was a certain part
of the offering that was burned up. On it a perpetual fire
was burning, and that was, my friend, that the house of
God might be continually filled with the odor of incense that
was burned on this altar; and the blood was applied there,
that is, on the golden altar. (Lev. 4:17-18.) Everywhere
that blood is applied there is absolutely a need.

So this beautifully harmonizes. You get into the church
through repentance. You are converted in entering. Then
you walk in the light of the church which is the light of the
world, as well as the light of His word. When we walk in
the light we will seek this experience which will give us
Christian joy.

GUs NICHOLS' FIRST NEGATIVE

Moderators, Honorable Opponent, Friends of the Radio
Audience, Ladies and Gentlemen: I am happy to meet my
distinguished opponent and discuss these issues with him
for the benefit of all who may be willing to learn. We have
no unkind feeling toward each other, and I trust that the
truth may shine brighter as it comes forth from the heat
of controversy. I am glad that the discussion is going out
over radio, and that it is being taken by a competent court
reporter to be published in book form.
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Let me first of all clear the issue between us. He is
affirming that Holy Ghost baptism is for the people of today,
and is to continue throughout the gospel dispensation, while
it is my contention that the miraculous measure of the
Spirit served its purpose in revealing and confirming the
New Testament, and ceased in the days of the apostles,
leaving the ordinary gift of the Spirit for us today. He is
also affirming that baptism with the Holy Ghost is for the
sanctification of all Christians, while I shall show that
Christians are sanctified by the truth, and not by miraculous
powear. Furthermore, he is contending that sin is born in
man, that little babies have “inborn sin” in them, and that
this remains in children of God after conversion until
removed by the baptism with the Holy Ghost.

But I shall now show that he has misapplied the Serip-
tures used, and that they do not prove his proposition.
He says there was a need for Holy Ghost baptism, or God
would never have bestowed it in the first place. His logic
is that we need everything now that God ever has given.
But this is not true. God made Adam of the dust of the
ground, but he is not making men that way today. The
baptism with the Holy Ghost was to “guide” the apostles
“into all truth.” (John 16:13.) As a result, we have this
same truth now in the New Testament. Is inspiration for
us? The Scriptures thoroughly furnish us unto all good
works. (II Tim. 3:16-17.) The apostles did not at first
have the New Testament, and could not learn and teach
from it, as we can today. They needed Holy Ghost baptism
to give them “power from on high” to enable them to reveal
the gospel. They were commanded to tarry until this power
should come upon them. (Luke 24:49; Acts 1:8.) It did not
come upon them to sanctify them, but to give the truth
through them, and all are ‘“‘sanctified by the truth.” (John
17:19.)

The apostles needed the baptism with the Holy Ghost,
but we do not. They were fallible men, likely to err in their
teaching, until the Spirit came in miraculous measure to
“teach” them “all things” and bring to their remembrance
“all” that Christ had taught them. (John 14:26.) They
had before them the task of revealing and confirming a new
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system of religion. But we have no such task before us.
The New Testament now needs no new revelation, nor new
confirmation. It has been “once for all delivered unto the
saints.” (Jude 3, R. V.) We are not apostles, and do not
need the miraculous power which they needed. If we need
akt the miracles now that have ever been wrought, then we
neegl the virgin birth to take place over, and over, in our
day. (Isa. 7:14.)

There was also a need for the baptism of the Holy
Ghost at the house of Cornelius. (Acts 10.) Being the
first Gentiles to be brought into the church, the Jewish
prejudice against Gentiles needed to be removed for all time
to come. Hence, God bore “witness” by the outpouring of
the Spirit in power to speak with tongues, proving that
Gentiles, too, were gospel subjects. This settled that ques-
tion forever. (Heb. 2:3-4; Acts 15:7-9.) Hence after
these cases, Paul said, “There is one Lord, one faith, one
baptism.” (Eph. 4:5.) This was in A.D. 64. Holy Ghost
baptism had already ceased when Paul wrote that state-
ment. There had been two baptisms on Pentecost, and two
at the home of Cornelius. (Acts 2 and Acts 10.) But in
A.D. 64 there was only “one baptism.” (Eph. 4:5.) This
baptism was the water baptism of the commission which
was to last “to the end of the world.” (Matt. 28:19-20.)

After saying he meant to prove his proposition by the
Scriptures, our friend went off to Wesley, Clark, and others,
and seemed to think he could settle the question by counting
noses, or by popular vote. Why did he not quote from the
Mormons? They teach that Holy Ghost baptism is for all
today. Men can be found to teach all kinds of theories, but
the only question of interest is, what does the Bible teach.

He then goes to Joel and says Holy Ghost baptism was
prophesied of and fulfilled on Pentecost. (Acts 2:16-17.)
Yes, but where is the proof that it was for our day? Peter
said, “This is that,” which Joel said would be in “the last
days.” (Acts 2:16.) Since Pentecost was “in the last
days,” and the promise was fulfilled in the days of the
apostles, where is the proof that it is to be poured out in
the twentieth century? The promise of the miraculous out-
pouring of the Holy Spirit has been fulfilled, even though
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there has not been a case of Holy Ghost baptism since the
days of the apostles.

It is true, the prophecy said it would be poured out
“upon all flesh,” but this too was fulfilled when it was
poured out upon both Jews and Gentiles—making ‘all
flesh.” We do not have to have Holy Ghost baptism in our
day to fulfill that promise. Then where is the passage that
teaches it is for us today? That is the issue. We have the
ordinary gift of the Spirit which we received when bap-
tized. (Acts 2:38-39.) But where is the promise of
Holy Ghost baptism for us?

But he argued that “the gift of the Holy Ghost” in Acts
2:38 is always Holy Ghost baptism, and since it is for “as
many as the Lord our God shall call,” (Acts 2:39), he con-
cluded that Holy Ghost baptism is therefore for us now.
But this is not true. Peter promised the “gift of the Holy
Ghost’ unto all who would repent and be baptized for the
remission of sins. He said, “Repent and be baptized every
one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remsision of
sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Ghost. For
the promise is unto you, and to your children, and to all that
are afar off, even as many as the Lord our God shall call.”
(Acts 2:38-39.) This was the ordinary “gift” of the Spirit,
for it was received by all who repented and were baptized
in obedience to God. No one did this without receiving the
“gift of the Holy Ghost,” unless the Lord’s promise failed.
It was received at the time they received the “remission of
sins.” (Acts 2:38.) ‘‘As many” as the Lord our God called
by the gospel received this promise. (Acts 2:38-39.)
Hence, all Christians in that day had this ordinary gift of
the Spirit, for Paul says, “If any man have not the Spirit
of Christ he is none of His.” (Rom. 8:9.) The only thing
necessary to receive this measure of the Spirit was to
become a child of God. Paul says, “Because ye are sons,
God hath sent forth the Spirit of his Son into vour hearts.
crying Abba, Father.” (Gal. 1:6.)

But, according to my opponent, this is not at all true
of Holy Ghost baptism. Instead of receiving Holy Ghost
baptism on the conditions of faith, repentance and baptism,
Mr. Weaver puts it off till some future time and says it
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comes as a second blessing. He says Holy Ghost “baptism”
was not received by all who did what Peter told them to do
on Pentecost. He will tell you that all Christians—all who
have reecived the remission of past sins—do not have Holy
Ghost baptism. So, according to him, Peter did not mean
Holy Ghost baptism when he said the ‘“promise is to you,”
etc. (Acts 2:38-39.)

The fact that all receive the “gift of the Holy Ghost”
in becoming Christians, explodes Mr. Weaver’'s assertion
that “the gift of the Holy Ghost” and the “baptism” of the
Holy Ghost are synonymous terms. He denies that there are
different measures of the Spirit and contends that all who
have the spirit at all are baptized with the Spirit. But
mark my words, he cannot defend this position. John the
Baptist was “filled with the Holy Ghost” more than thirty
years before Pentecost. (Luke 1:15.) So was Zacharias,
and Elizabeth. (Luke 1:41, 67.) But Mr. Weaver will admit
that this was not Holy Ghost baptism, for he contends there
was no Holy Ghost baptism until Pentecost. Therefore, one
may have the gift of the Holy Ghost, without being baptized
with the Holy Ghost. But I want to ask my opponent:
Were all baptized with the Spirit when scripturally baptized
in water, and when they received remission of sins? (Acts
2:38-39.)

But he says the gift of the Spirit in Acts 10 was admitted-
ly the baptims of the Spirit. Yes, it was a “gift” regardless
of what measure was given. A sprinkle of rain is as much
a “gift” of rain as if it were a cloudburst overwhelming
those under its power. A dollar might be the “gift” of
money the same as a million dollars. The word “gift” alone
does not show what measure of the Spirit is meant. There
was the ordinary “gift” of the Spirit possessed by all
Christians and was received at the time of remission of sins.
Then there were only a few cases of Holy Ghost baptism in
the New Testament, and being a miraculous measure of the
Spirit, it had to do with revealing and confirming the gospel,
and qualifying men for their work, until the New Testament
system of religion could be given once for all. When mirac-
ulous power was no longer needed in the infant church, the
miraculous measure of the Spirit ceased, and we now have



18 NICHOLS-WEAVER DEBATE

the ordinary gift of the Spirit which dwells in the church.
(Eph. 2:16-22.)

He next comes to what he called “inborn sin” which is
the old exploded theory of hereditary total depravity. He
says it is not enough to cure the child of a mad dog bite,
the dog also ought to be killed. He used this to illustrate
his doctrine that saved people need Holy Ghost baptism to
kill the “mad dog” in them and get rid of the “inborn sin”
that it may not trouble them any more. But according to
this idea, one who is once baptized with the Holy Ghost
and sanctified could never sin any more, for, once the cause
of sin is removed, how could one ever sin afterward? Could
there be an effect without a cause? How could the dead
dog poison the child again? But, Paul says a sanctified
person can so sin as to count the blood of Christ by which
he was sanctified “an unholy thing.” (Heb. 10:28-29.)
Peter was baptized with the Holy Ghost on Pentecost, and
according to my opponent, was sanctified, and had the
“inborn sin” eradicated, yet he later “walked not uprightly
according to the truth of the gospel,” and Paul withstood
him to the face. (Gal. 2:11-14,) The apostle John was
also baptized with the Holy Ghost on Pentecost and he later
said, “If we say that we have no sin we deceive ourselves,
and the truth is not in us.” (I John 1:8.) Near the close
of Paul's life he said he had to keep his body under and
bring it into subjection. (I Cor. 9:27.) It looks like the
“dead dog” was giving them a lot of trouble! If Holy
Ghost baptism eradicates *‘evil nature, or inborn sin” how
could a sanctified person ever so sin as to be finally lost in
hell, as Mr. Weaver teaches? Is it possible for one to
apostatize who does not even have any “evil nature’” about
him? Or has the “evil nature” come back into the back-
slider? If so, must he be baptized with the Holy Ghost
again and thus get the third blessing? When Jesus was
“sanctified” was it to “eradicate evil nature, or inborn sin”
from him? (John 10:36.) When the beasts were *“‘sanc-
tified in Ex. 13:2 was it to take this “evil nature” or “inborn
sin” out of them?

Mr. Weaver seems to think Paul did what he would not,
and left undone the things he would, because of “inborn
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sin.” (Rom. 7:14-15.) Well, he still had trouble with his
nature, or his flesh, and near the close of his life he said,
“1 keep under my body and bring it into subjection : lest that
by any means, when I have preached to others, I myself
should be a castaway.” (I Cor. 9:27.) He also said he
was not perfect, (Phil. 3:12.) Therefore, Holy Ghost bap-
tism was never for the purpose of “eradicating” the fleshly
nature. It did not do this even for the apostles. My
opponent admits that one could even so backslide and
apostatize after being baptized with the Holy Ghost as to
be finally lost. This is no worse than those could do, who
were saved, but not baptized with the Holy Ghost.

Our friend said all are born with Adamic nature in them.
Yes, but this is simply human nature, and Adam was
created with this nature in him. It is not inborn sin, for
Adam was never born. If he inherited depravity he received
it from God. Having no inborn sin in him, he sinned when
tempted, and all others, even the sanctified, have this human
nature and have to guard against the desires of the flesh.
“If ye live after the flesh ye shall die.” (Rom. 8:13.)

Gen. 6:5, “Every imagination of the thoughts of his
heart was only evil continually.” But they were not born
that way. Verse 12 says, “All flesh had corrupted his way
upon the earth.” It does not say they were born corrupt,
like my friend says they were.

He then quotes Eph. 2:3, “And were by nature children
of wrath.” But this was before their conversion, and not
between salvation and sanctification, as Mr. Weaver thinks.
“Children of wrath” means the same as children of the
devil. They were not Christians needing sanctification and
Holy Ghost baptism. Neither were these people born
“Children of wrath” like Mr. Weaver is trying to prove
they were. Does he actually think little babies in their
mother’s arms were born ‘“children of wrath?’ Is the
wrath of God upon little babies when born? Eph. 2:1 says
these Ephesians were “‘dead in trespasses and sins.” Were
little babies born spiritually “dead”? What “trespasses
and sins” had they committed before birth so as to be born
thus? “By nature,” means by custom and practice. Paul
says “nature” teaches that it is a shame for a man to wear
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long hair. (I Cor. 11:14.) Did “nature” teach this before
birth? Rather custom, taught them this later. The Ephe-
sians were by ‘“nature,” or practice, children of wrath,
before converted. By ‘“‘treaspasses and sins’ they became
“Children of wrath.” They were not born under the wrath
of God.

He quotes, “There is none that doeth good.” (Ps. 53:2-3.)
Yes, but the same passage denies they were “born” that
way. It says they had “gone back” and “become filthy.”
He then quoted Ps. 58:3, “They go astray as soon as they be
born, speaking lies.” But this denies they were born astray,
for it says they “go astray” after birth, and that it is long
enough afterward that they do it by “speaking lies.” ‘As
soon as they be born” does not mean the very moment of
birth, for they had ‘“teeth” in “their mouth.” (Verse 6.)
Peter said he came unto Cornelius “as soon as I was sent
for.” (Acts 10:29.) Yet he did not come until the next
day. {(Acts 10:9, 23.) Compared to the whole span of life,
young people go astray “soon” in life.

Ps. 51:5, “Behold I was shapen in iniquity, and in sin
did my mother conceive me.” This does not say David
was born a little sinner. The sin referred to was at his
conception, not his birth. But if the text had said he was
born in sin, it would not have meant he was born a sinner,
for men are said to be born in a tongue or language. (Acts
2:8.) Of course, they were not born talking, but simply
born in a section where a certain language is spoken and
where they will later speak that tongue. Only in this sense,
are men born in sin—born into a world of temptation and
evil, and thus they are sure to sin later.

He says Paul was “alive” without the law once, but the
commandment came and Paul died. (Rom. 7:9.) But this
affirms that Paul was not born spiritually “dead” but says
he was first ““alive’” then later ‘“died.” But Mr. Weaver
thinks all are born “dead” in sin.

“If we walk in the light . . . the blood . . . cleanseth us
from all sin.” (I John 1:7.) Mr. Weaver asserted without
proof that cleansing means sanctification. The apostle John
had been baptized with the Holy Ghost on Pentecost, and yet
he still needed cieansing, needed forgiveness occasionally,
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for in the next verse he said, “If we say that we have no sin
we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in us.” (I John
1:8.) The apostles were even cleansed from sin before
Pentecost. “Ye are clean.” (John 15:3.) Then, too, John
says ‘the blood” cleanseth us from all sin, whereas Mr.
Weaver is arguing that Holy Ghost baptism does it. Even
sanctified people, need to be cleansed from sin when they
do wrong.

His chart represents the church as being divided into
two apartments, one for the unsanctified Christians, then
the most holy place for the sanctified ones. But he is wrong,
for Paul says the most holy place, where the high priest
went once a year, represents ‘“heaven itself” where Christ,
our High Priest, has gone for us. (Heb. 9:24.) Only the
first apartment represents the church. He says that the
laver outside the door represents “having our bodies washed
with pure water.” (Heb. 10:22.) Well, this is water bap-
tism, and makes water baptism necessary to get into the
holy place or church, for the laver was on the outside.
This was where we obtained forgiveness. ‘“Arise and be
baptized and wash away thy sins, calling on the name of
the Lord.” (Acts 22:16.)

The veil is the flesh. (Heb. 10:19-22.) Christ went
behind the veil when he passed through death. We too
shall not pass behind the veil into the most holy place until
death. Remember the last apartment is heaven. (Heb. 9:
24.) It is not the sanctified state here.

Yes, we are sanctified “by the truth.” (John 17:17, 19.)
But he is trying to prove it by Holy Ghost baptism. Also
we are sanctified by the “blood.” (Heb. 13:12.) But again
it is not by Holy Ghost baptism.

Yes, the Gentiles were “sanctified by the Holy Ghost.”
(Rom. 15:16.) But it does not say it is by the “baptism”
of the Holy Ghost. He asserts this without proof. The
Holy Ghost guided the apostles “into all truth,” and we are
sanctified by this “truth.” (John 6:13; 17:17.)

He says the apostles were saved before Pentecost, but
not sanctified or cleansed. He referred to the fact that the
Lord “purgeth” the branches. (John 15:2.) Yes, but in
the very next verse he said, “Now ye are clean through
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the word which I have spoken unto you.” (John 15:3.) He
did not say, “Now ye are nmot clean, but will be on Pente-
cost.” They were already clean, and Mr. Weaver says Holy
Ghost baptism is to cleanse and sanctify, yet these were
already clean without Holy Ghost baptism. Holy Ghost bap-
tism did not come on the apostles on Pentecost to cleanse
them, but rather to “guide” them “into all truth,” and to
give them supernatural power to confirm their word—to
give us the New Testament. (John 16:13; Luke 24:49;
Acts 1:8.)

My opponent merely asserts that sanctification carries
with it the idea of cleansing. Was Jesus ‘“cleansed” from
inborn sin when he was “sanctified”? Were the beasts
sanctified with the baptism of the Holy Ghost? (Ex. 13:2.)

He thinks he has a point in Eph. 5:25-26, “Husbands
love your wives even as Christ also loved the church and
gave himself for it that he might sanctify and cleanse it
by the washing of water, by the word.” The church is
here compared to a ‘“wife.” Just as a man’s love for his
wife begins before she is his wife, so the love of Christ for
his church began when he loved the world—those to become
a part of his bride later. He gave himself for the church
before it was his church, just as he gave himself for me
before I ever had any existence, and as a man gives himself
for his wife in marriage in order that she might really
be his wife. Christ loved his bride—his church—before
marriage—before it became his church—as well as after-
ward. He loved the material which is to go into his church
and died for it, that he might sanctify and cleanse it—in its
conversion. As the wife after marriage is set apart to
belong only to the husband, so the church in its conversion
and marriage to Christ is to ever afterward be sanctified—
set apart to be as it were exclusively the Lord’s. This sanc-
tification takes place when the bride gets married to Christ,
and is brought about “by the washing of water, by the
word.” (Eph. 5:26.) This “washing of water” is baptism.
“Arise and be baptized and wash away thy sins, calling on
the name of the Lord.” (Acts 22:16.)

He says sanctification is an inheritance—that one
becomes a child of God first, then is an heir to sanctification.
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The Bible does not say this. Paul was sent that, “They may
receive forgiveness of sins, and inheritance among them
which are sanctified.” (Acts 26:18.) Instead of inheriting
sanctification, the sanctified have the inheritance which is
in heaven. Peter says, “To an inheritance incorruptible,
and undefiled, and that fadeth not away, reserved in heaven
for you.” (I Pet. 1:4.)

He argued that the fire baptism is to sanctify Christians.
(Matt. 3:11.) His proposition says this is done “with the
baptism of the Holy Ghost.” The baptism of “fire” is for
the wicked in torment. The fire was for the fruitless class.
(Matt. 3:10.) It is for the chaff class. (Matt. 3:12.) It
was not for good people. When talking only to the apostles,
Jesus left the fire out of it. (Aects 1:5.) John’s promise of
Holy Ghost baptism is not now to us, but was fulfilled in
the first century. (Acts 1:5.)

Our friend said, “You get into the church through
repentance.” Friends, that is not the way Paul talked about
it. He said, we are “baptized into one body.” (I Cor. 12:
13.) And the body is called the church. (Eph. 1:22-23.)

C. J. WEAVER’S SECOND AFFIRMATIVE

Moderators, Honorable Opponent, Ladies and Gentle-
men: It is a pleasure to bring to you what I believe to be
the truth of God’s word. My opponent failed to bring one
Scripture to off-set my arguments. He said, “Do we need
the virgin birth?””? Why, certainly we need it. That was his
first argument trying to off-set my argument. He was try-
ing to show that we do not need Holy Ghost baptism today.
Why, certainly we need a Saviour, just like everybody else,
and like the people in His time. Yet he would seem to take
the position that they were the only ones who had a Saviour.

Then my friend asked the question: “Do we need in-
spiration, or need to be inspired today?’ If a man is not
inspired by something, I tell you he would not make very
much of a Christian. Certainly, we need to be inspired.
Certainly, we need it. We must have the same Spirit that
inspired the Scriptures. Paul says, “If any man have not
the Spirit of Christ he is none of his.” (Rom. 8:9.) Then



24 NICHOLS-WEAVER DEBATE

he says the Spirit that raised up Jesus from the dead is to
be in us. Is not that inspiration? Certainly it is. Cer-
tainly, we need inspiration, and we need a Saviour.

Then he said the gift of the Holy Ghost does not always
mean the baptism of the Holy Ghost. Well, it did in the case
of Cornelius. “On the Gentiles was poured out the gift of
the Holy Ghost.” (Acts 10:45.) Peter says, “Then remem-
bered I the word of the Lord, how that he said, John indeed
baptized with water, but ye shall be baptized with the Holy
Ghost.” (Acts 11:16.) It is called a “like gift” to that
received by the apostles on Pentecost. (Acts 11:17.) Itis
elsewhere referred to as being “the gift of the Holy Ghost,”
the “reeciving of the Holy Ghost,” and the “baptism of the
Holy Ghost.” 1t is said to have been “poured out” upon
men, and to have fallen “upon them.” It is my opponent’s
job to prove there is a difference in “the gift of the Holy
Ghost,” and the “baptism of the Holy Ghost.”

Then he said folks believe nearly everything. I am
beginning to discover that. He said many believe like the
Mormons on some point. Well, he believes as they do that
water baptism is for the remission of sins. Then he talked
about the “last days,” and asked me if we are living in the
last days? Well, if the apostles were, surely we are, because
we are living since they lived. “The last days” has to do
here, as much as it does there. (Joel 2:28; Acts 2:16-17.)
The “last days” of prophesy refers to the last dispensation
of time.

Then he spoke of “all flesh.” Brother, he really stretched
his argument there, didn’t he? He said if we are not going
to restrict it, the promise would include infidels, the agnos-
ties, and all sort of folks. The same Bible that tells us
that he was to pour it out upon “all flesh” tells us upon
what flesh he is to pour it out. Paul said, “In whom ye also
trusted, after that ye heard the word of truth, the gospel of
your salvation, in whom also after that ye believed, you
were sealed with the Holy Spirit of promise, which is the
earnest of our inheritance.” (Eph. 1:13-14.) In other
words, people who believed and were converted, received the
stamp of God’s approval upon them, and that was God’s
seal. I wonder if we are to go without that seal. It says,
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“You are sealed with the Holy Spirit.”” Whom else is it
promised to?

In the 19th chapter of Acts, Paul met certain “disciples,”
and I want to ask him if a disciple is a saved person? Paul
asked these certain disciples, “Have ye received the Holy
Ghost since ye believed?” Or after ye believed? And they
said, “We have not so much as heard whether there be any
Holy Ghost.” (Aects 19:1-4.) My opponent asked me to
say whether all who have been baptized in water have also
been baptized with the Holy Ghost? Even after the Sa-
maritans were baptized in water the Bible says the Spirit
was not yet fallen upon any of them when the two apostles
came down and prayed for them and they received the Holy
Ghost. (Acts 8:12-18.) This was much later than their
baptism in water. Therefore, this was a second work of
grace.

Simon, the sorcerer, had been baptized, but he had not
received the Holy Ghost, for he later tried to buy the gift
of God with money. My opponent teaches that baptism is
the last condition of salvation, and here are some who had
been baptized, and according to him, they had been saved,
and yet they had not received the Holy Ghost, for “He was
fallen upon none of them, only they were baptized in the
name of the Lord Jesus.” (Acts 8:15-16.)

He wants to know if all who are baptized receive the
Holy Ghost. No, for all who are baptized are not Christians.
Simon, the sorcerer, was baptized but had not reecived it.
He offered the apostles money to receive it, and Peter said,
‘“You have no part or lot in this matter.” Simon’s money
was to perish with him, and Peter told him that he needed
to pray God that the thought of his heart be forgiven. That
is what all other people need to do that have such ideas in
their minds.

Paul says sanctification is for the church, and therefore,
a second work of grace. “Husbands love your wives, even
as Christ loved the church and gave himself for it that he
might sanctify and cleanse it by the washing of water by
the word.” (Eph. 5:25-26.) My opponent assumed that
“water” here means water baptism. If it means water
baptism, it is for the church, and my opponent is on my
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side. Remember that when we get to the discussion of
water baptism in the future proposition. Remember his
position that baptism is for the church,

He speaks also about a man being tempted after sanc-
tification. I have not said that a man cannot be tempted
after being sanctified. There is even a difference in being
tempted an! yielding to temptation. Adam was created
in the likeness of God, and he was tempted and sinned.
He fell and plunged the whole human family into sin. Over
and over the Bible teaches, “As in Adam all die, even so in
Christ shall all be made alive.” (I Cor. 15:22.)

He quoted Acts 20:32, “T commend you unto God and to
the word of his grace, which is able to build you up, and
give you an inheritance with all them that are sanctified.”
These were already elders and preachers. They had heard
the word, but were not sanctified. Paul commends them
unto a further study of the truth by which all are to be
sanctified. If they had already been sanctified, as my
opponent teaches, then Paul should have congratulated them
upon the fact that they had already received the word and
been sanctified, and been given the inheritance already.
No child is entitled to an inheritance until it has first been
born into the family. That is sense. No court would listen
to one’s claim to an inheritance unless that one was an heir
to that estate. So sanctification is an inheritance.

Paul was sent to the Gentiles, “To open their eyes and
to turn them from darkness to light, and from the power
of Satan unto God, that they may receive forgiveness of
sin and an inheritance among them which are sanctified.”
Watch that little word “and.” He asked me to show him
one place where we are sanctified at Holy Ghost baptism.
Paul says, “That I should be a minister of Jesus Christ, to
the Gentiles, ministering the gospel of God, that the offer-
ing up of the Gentiles might be acceptable, being sanctified
by the Holy Ghost.” (Rom. 15:16.) Yes, they were “sanc-
tified by the Holy Ghost.” Now, when were the Gentiles
sanctified by the Holy Ghost? It was poured out on the
household of Cornelius, in Acts 10. They were the first
Gentiles to receive the Holy Ghost, and they received it
before they were baptized.
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He wants me to tell him whether all who are baptized
receive Holy Ghost baptism. Some receive it after baptism,
and some before. Peter said, “Can any man forbid water
that these should not be baptized who have received the
Holy Ghost as well as we?” (Acts 10:47.) The Holy Ghost
sanctified them. Paul says Christ gave himself for the
church, “that he might sanctify and cleanse it by the wash-
ing of water, by the word.” (Eph. 5:25-26.) My opponent
admits that the church needs cleansing. Paul was talking to
the church. My opponent says “by the washing of water”
means water baptism. Well, then he is saying that the
church needs water baptism. When his argument flies up
at one end, it goes down at the other. To be out of joint
with one Scripture is to be out of harmony with the entire
catalogue. “The bed is shorter than that a man can stretch
himself on it, and the covering is narrower than that he
can wrap himself in it.”” (Isa.28:20.) The bed is too short
for my opponent. That is the trouble. He is a fine fellow,
but he is lying on a bed that is too short.

Now sanctification is a perfecting experience. Mr. N. B.
Hardeman, the president of Freed-Hardeman College, Hen-
derson, Tennessee, had a debate with Mr. Ben M. Bogard in
1938 which is now in print. In that debate Mr. Hardeman,
a member of the Church of Christ, taught this perfecting
experience. After saying the disciples tarried at Jerusalem,
as Christ commanded them to do, he says, on page 148 of
the Hardeman-Bogard Debate, “And about ten days passed,
and God dispatched the Holy Spirit from heaven to earth to
consummate the work of redemption thus began.” The
dictionary says to consummate is to perfect, or complete.
This just puts the finishing touch to my argument that the
disciples on Pentecost needed to be perfected.

Do we not need perfecting today, just as they did then?
Adam had arms and legs, a heart and eyes. Do we not need
these today? Henry Ford’s first car had a carburetor, and
our cars must have them today. That is why we need
sanctification today. We, too, need the perfecting touch.
“For by one offering he hath perfected forever them that
are sanctified, whereof the Holy Ghost is a witness unto us.”
(Heb. 10:14-15.) Paul says, “He that hath begun a good
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work in you will perfect it until the day of Jesus Christ.”
(Phil. 1:6, R. V.) When one is saved a good work is begun
in him. It is a good work to be converted and have your
sins forgiven, but the things need to be perfected.

He says he proved all Christians are sanctified, when
saved. But he did not prove it. It is a work above re-
generation, a second work of grace. He wants to know
what sanctification does, and if it perfects one? Certainly
80, and this man Hardeman teaches that very thing when
debating with Bogard. He does not believe in sanctification
like we believe in it, and he never thought I would get hold
of his statement. That is why a man has to be so careful
in a debate.

Yes, we are sanctified by the Holy Ghost. Who is eligible
for this? “We are his witnesses of these things and so is
also the Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to them that
obey him.” (Acts 5:32.) Yes, it is for them that “obey
him.” My opponent wanted me to restrict the promise of
the Spirit. Well, the Bible rstricts it to them that obey
him. It is restricted to them that have been born again and
regenerated. The disciples did not receive it until Pente-
cost. Jesus told them to tarry in Jerusalem until endued
with power from on high. (Luke 24:29.) They were children
of God before baptized with the Holy Ghost. Jesus prom-
ised the disciples another comforter whom the world could
not received. (John 14:15-17.) 1t is for saved people. And
what was it for? It was for the sanctification of believers
in the church. Exactly so, and there is no way out of it.
Prayer is the condition. Paul says, “Pray without ceasing.”
(I Thess. 5:16.) Then in verse 23 he says, “And the very
God of peace sanctify you wholly.” These people had not
been sanctified, because they were told to be sanctified. If
this church was already sanctified, why did Paul write them
like that?

Gus NICHOLS' SECOND NEGATIVE
Moderators, Honorable Opponent, Ladies and Gentle-

men: My worthy opponent says I did not give a single
argument to offset his position. Why, 1 speak much more
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rapidly than my friend, and present two Scriptures to his
one.

He refused to answer my question about whether we
need the Saviour to be born again of the virgin in our day?
He dodged by saying we need a Saviour the same as the
people in his day, etc. He says it makes no difference
about the virgin birth. I shall insist that if we must have
everything now that ever has been, we must have Jesus
born over and over in our day. My friend says we must
have every thing take place now that there has ever been a
“need for.” There was once a “need” for God to make a
man of the dust of the ground—once a “need” for the
Saviour to be born of a virgin, once a “need” for living
apostles, and once a “need” for inspired men.

The virgin birth in the first century was for our benefit
now, and we do not need it to be repeated in our day. Holy
Ghost baptism was once needed to inspire the apostles to
give us the gospel system of religion, but we are not apostles,
and do not need what they did in that respect. (John16:13.)
There is now “One Lord, one faith, and one baptism.” (Eph.
4:5.) The truth has been revealed and written, for all
time to come. (Jude 3.) We do not need the power to do
this over. Yet, my friend said, “Certainly, we need in-
spiration.” He tried to prove this assertion by the following
Scripture: “If a man have not the Spirit of Christ, he is
none of his.” (Rom. 8:9.) Why this says all Christians
have the Spirit, and he has been saying one can be a
Christian without having the Spirit, and that only those
baptized with the Spirit have the Spirit at all. The verse
says not one word about “inspiration.” If my friend were
inspired, as he now claims, why does he sit over there and
take notes and study so hard while I am speaking? Jesus
told inspired men not to do that. (Matt. 10:19-20.) If he
and his preachers are inspired, why do they contradict one
another so much in their teaching? Friends, only a few
were inspired, even in the days of the apostles. The “Holy
apostles and prophets” received the truth by inspiration,
wrote these things down, and said the rest of us by ‘“read-
ing” can understand their knowledge. (Eph. 3:2-5.) Joseph
Smith, Mary Baker Eddy, and others have made these claims
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before. He knows that if we are not to be inspired today,
we do not need the baptism of the Holy Ghost which in-
spired the apostles. (John 16:13; 14:26.)

My friend says, “The gift of the Holy Ghost” is the
baptism of the Holy Spirit, and therefore, the baptism of
the Spirit is for us now. (Acts 2:38-39.) This is a position
which he cannot defend. All those who repented and were
baptized in water received the “Gift of the Holy Ghost”
promised in Acts 2:38. But my friend will not say all who
thus obey receive the “baptism” of the Holy Ghost. There-
fore, the gift of the Spirit promised in Acts 2:38 is the
ordinary gift of the Spirit, and not Holy Ghost baptism.
One doliar may be the “gift” of money the same as a thou-
sand dollars.

John the Baptist, and others, had the Holy Ghost before
Pentecost. (Luke1:15, 41, 67.) Were they “baptized” with
the Holy Ghost? My friend will say they were not, for he
teaches that the first case of Holy Ghost baptism was on
Pentecost. (Acts 2.) Therefore, one can have the Holy
Spirit without being baptized with the Spirit. My friend
said in his first speech that the Holy Ghost, the gift of the
Holy Ghost, and the baptism of the Spirit, are all the same
thing. But this is not true.

He says I teach like the Mormons that water baptism is
for the remission of sins. He should have said I teach like
Peter on that point. (Acts 2:38.) But my friend teaches
like the Mormons that we are ingpired today, and have all
the powers the apostles ever had. To be consistent, he ought
to join the Mormons, and get him some living apostles to do
the work of the ancient apostles, if their work has not been
finished, as he now contends.

He took the position in his first speech that Holy Ghost
baptism is for us today because Joel said the Spirit would
be poured out upon “all flesh.” (Acts 2:16-17.) I showed
that “all flesh” is restricted, and meant both Jews and
Gentiles, and was fulfilled in the first century when Jewish
flesh, or nationality, and Gentile flesh, or nationality, re-
ceived it. “All flesh” meant Jews and Gentiles, and not
every creature in the world. (Luke 3:6.) The prophecy
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does not have to be fulfilled again in our day, in order to
be fulfilled. It was to be poured out to enable some to
“prophesy” and had to do with revealing the new covenant,
and is no longer needed. It referred only to a miraculous
measure of the Spirit. We have the ordinary measure
received at baptism in water. (Acts 2:38-39.)

He says we are also in “the last days,” the same as the
apostles, and therefore, the baptism of the Spirit is for us
now. This does not follow at all. The church does not
have to be established again in our day in order to be estab-
lished “in the last days.” (Isa. 2:2-3.)

My friend admitted that “all flesh” is restricted, and
says it means all believers. (Eph. 1:13-14.) He says all
need to be sealed now. The truth is, these Ephesians were
not sealed by the Spirit until Paul had baptized them. (Acts
19:1-6.) Then they were not baptized with the Spirit, but
received that measure of the Spirit bestowed by laying on
of the apostles’ hands, which was limited to their day.

My friend says the twelve at Ephesus received the
Spirit as a second work because¢ they were disciples first
then received the Spirit later. They were disciples, in the
sense of “learners” before they were baptized. Also there
is not a bit of proof under heaven that the twelve were
sanctified by receiving the Holy Spirit by the laying on of
Paul’s hands. We have no one now able to confer the
Spirit upon others as did the apostles. (Acts 8:18.) Such
miraculous measure of the Spirit was to qualify teachers
in the early church till the New Testament could be given.
It enabled them to “speak with tongues and prophesy.”
(Acts 19:6.) Such ceased when the apostles died.

My friend says the falling of the Spirit upon baptized
disciples at Samaria proves a second work. He must prove
that this miraculous measure of the Spirit given by the
laying on of the apostles’ hands was to sanctify those
people. The Bible says it was to establish them. (Rom.
1:11.) It gave supernatural gifts. (Acts 19:6.) Now
where is the Scripture that says it was to sanctify them by
removing inbred sin? This measure of the Spirit was never
called Spirit baptism in the Bible.
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MEASURES of the SPIRIT —

Baptismal Measure ™\ fC Secondary Measure

Ordinary Measure

Pl

Acts 8:12-18; 19: 3,6, Rom. 8: 9; 1: 31

TO— TO— TO—
Apostles—Cornelius Some Disciples All the Saved
Acts 2—Acts 10 Aces 91 12-19;19: 6 Act1 2:38; 3:32; Gat. 4§
Christ—Administeator By Apostles When Baptized
Joha 1233 Mmc 3t 14 Boas, 1:12; At 8: 18;19:6; 2 Tim. 3: 6 Aas 1:38; 3: 32
Not to Save Dwells in Chucch
Acte 2: 145 s 13, 14; Mack 16: 16; Nor 1o Save \ Cor. 3: 16; Eph, 2: 20.22; 1 Cae, 12:

#3;2Pec. 1: 4

To Reveal Truth

[ER

Joha 16: 13, 14: 26, Cor. 2: 13; t Pex,

Help Till N. T. Written
Eph, 4: 1113

Gives No Miracles Power
Rom. 8:9; 1:11; Luke 1: 13; Joba 10: 41

To Confirm Truth
Acis 1: 9; 2: 43; Mark 16: 20; Heb. 2;

Purpose of Gifts
1 Cor. 12: 110

Not Baptized of Spirit
Luke 1: 13; Rom. 8: 9; Paalm 51: 11;

3 4;2Cor 12:102 Not Now Necded Luke 1: 67; Joba 7: 39
Ceased AD. 64 Ceased AD. 96 Continues
Eph.&:3 1 Cor, 13: 613 Acis 2: 38; 3: 32; Gul. 4: 6; Rom. 8: 9

My chart will illustrate the matter. Here in the first
column is that measure of the Spirit called Holy Ghost
baptism. It served the divine purpose of qualifying the
apostles who were to be used of God in revealing and con-
firming the word, guiding them into all truth. (John 16:13;
14:26; Acts 1:6.) Another case in this column is that of
Cornelius. (Acts 10.) He was baptized with the Spirit,
to confirm the new truth that Gentiles were gospel subjects
the same as Jews. (Acts 10:47; 15:7-9; Eph. 3:2-6.) The
baptism of the Spirit is not further needed for that pur-
pose. Hence, in A.D. 64, Paul said there “is one Lord, one
faith, one baptism.” (Eph. 4:5.) Holy Ghost baptism had
ceased.

In the second column, there is the secondary measure
of the Spirit given by the laying on of the apostles’ hands.
It was not the baptism of the Spirit for it was administered
by the apostles, and Holy Spirit baptism was administered
by Christ, and not by laying on of anybody’s hands. (Matt.
3:11; John 1:33.) This measure was to further qualify
workers in the infant church till the New Testament should
be written. It was not to sanctify the individual. Men are
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sanctified “through the truth,” and not by Holy Ghost bap-
tism. (John 17:17, 19.)

Then in the last column of the chart, we have the ordi-
nary gift to Christians. (Acts 2:38-39; Gal. 4:6; Acts
5:32.) All Christians had this measure of the Spirit, even
though not baptized with the Spirit. (Rom. 8:9.) This
measure continues today. (Acts 2:38.) But I challenge
my friend to prove that Holy Ghost baptism continues.
I further challenge him to prove that any one has ever been
sanctified by Holy Ghost baptism. He must not assume
this point.

He says all who were baptized in water did not receive
Holy Ghost baptism at the time, and gives Simon as a case
in point. (Acts 8:13-16.) But all who were scripturally
baptized in water did receive “the gift of the Holy Ghost,”
unless the Lord went back on His promise. (Acts 2:38-39.)
Because some did not have the miraculous measure of the
Spirit long after their conversion, is no proof they did not
have the Spirit in the ordinary measure. (Rom. 8:9.)
Philip was at Samaria and wrought miracles among them,
but could not lay hands on those he baptized and give them
the Holy Spirit. Only the apostles could do that. (Acts
8:18.) Neither could Simon obtain that power. Philip
had had apostles’ hands laid on him at Jerusalem. (Acts
6:6.) But what apostle ever laid hands on Mr. Weaver
and conferred this power on him? He is not in the class
with the Samaritans. Neither was Simon trying to buy
the Spirit for himself, as Mr. Weaver argued. He was only
trying to buy the power to confer the Spirit upon others,
like the apostles could do. (Acts 8:13-20.) Having be-
lieved and been baptized, Simon was saved. (Acts 8:13;
Mark 16:16.) But hz later sinned and needed the second
law of pardon. (Acts 8:18-22.)) He says sanctification is
to be inherited by God’s children and tries to prove this by
Acts 26:18, “That they may receive forgiveness of sins, and
inheritance among them that are sanctified.” “May receive
forgiveness of sins, and inheritance,” is future tense. “To
an inheritance incorruptible, and undefiled, and that fadeth
not away, reserved in heaven for you.” (I Pet. 1:4.); this

is the inheritance mentioned in the passage. But the last
2
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part of the text says, “Among them that are sanctified,”
present tense. Hence, remission of sins, and inheritance
in heaven, was promised to these people on the terms of the
gospel, “among,” or together with, others who were already
sanctified when Paul was commissioned. The same is true
of Acts 20:32, a parallel passage.

But my friend says Adam sinned and plunged the whole
world into sin, and tries to prove it by I Cor. 15:22, “As
in Adam all die even so in Christ shall all be made alive.”
This refers to physical death and physical resurrection. It
is universal death on the one hand, and universal resur-
rection on the other. If it means spiritual death in sin,
then we would have the same “all,” converted and saved,
hence universalism. My friend seems to argue that since
Adam all little babies are born dead in Adam, and have the
old Adamic nature in them, ete., until sanctified later in
life. But, this human nature was in Adam before he ever
sinned, just as much as it is in any one now. 'One might as
well say God created evil nature in Adam, as to say it is
born in others since. Yet God made Adam “Good.” (Gen.
1:26-31.) He was made upright. (Eececl. 7:29.) If he had
original sin in him he obtained it from God. But if he could
be tempted and sin without having sin created in him to
begin with, in the name of common sense why could not
babies be born like Adam was made and later sin through
temptation? My friend admits that sanctified people can
sin. (Heb. 10:28-29.) Is this because some of the inborn
gin was left in them? We have human nature, which we
obtained from Adam, and which he obtained direct from a
pure and holy God. But this nature is not itself sin. Little
babies are no worse off now than Adam was when God first
made him. All are to become as little children, or else
they cannot enter the kingdom of heaven. (Matt, 18:1-3.)
“Of such is the kingdom of heaven.” (Matt. 19:14.) “Thou
wast perfect in thy ways from the day thou wast created
until iniquity was found in thee.” (Ezek. 28:15.) My
friend thinks little babies are imperfect in their ways
because of inborn sin. The Bible says nothing about “in-
born sin.” As far as the human nature is concerned, this
is in the sanctified, and is to be controlled and subdued by
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the divine nature in the Christian lest he walk after the
flesh. (Rom. 8:1, 13.) Even sanctified people could sin.
(I John 1:8.) Hence they need to keep their bodies under
and so live as to be cleansed by the blood along the way.
(I John 1:7; I Cor. 9:27.) If men sin because of “Adamic
nature” and this is all removed by sanctification, then how
in the name of reason could sanctified persons ever sin
again, as the Bible says they can, and as my opponent
admits they can? (Heb. 10:28-29; I John 1:8.) When one
purges himself from sin, in repentance, and sets himself
apart to fully obey God that person is sanctified. (II Tim.
2:20-22.)

My friend again goes to a text which does not touch the
point by quoting that we are ‘“Sanctified by the Holy
Ghost.” (Rom. 15:16.) He thinks this says we are sanc-
tified “By Holy Ghost Baptism,” but it does not say this.
We are “Justified,” Paul says, “By the Spirit.” (I Cor.
6:11.) My friend says this does not mean Holy Ghost bap-
tism. The same is true of the other passage. If my friend
will tell us how one can be “Justified” “By the Spirit” with-
out being baptized with the Spirit, he ought to know how
we are “Sanctified,” “By the Holy Ghost,” without being
baptized with the Holy Ghost. Both are brought about by
the Spirit. The passage says, ‘“But ye are sanctified, but ye
are justified in the name of the Lord Jesus, and by the Spirit
of our God.” (I Cor. 6:11.) If my friend says, “by the
Spirit” means Holy Ghost baptism, then he has these
people “justified” (first blessing) by Holy Ghost baptism.
But he says, “By the Spirit,” in this verse, does not mean
Spirit baptism. The verse also says they were “sanctified”
as well as “justified,” “By the Spirit.” (I Cor. 6:11.) The
Spirit came to “guide’” the apostles “into all truth.” (John
16:13;14:26.) We are “sanctified by the truth,” says Jesus.
(John 17:19.) “Sanctify them through thy truth, thy word
is truth.” (John 17:11.) My friend says it is not that
way, but is by “Holy Ghost baptism.” But I challenge him
to give us the verse that says this. Mark my word, he will
never be able to do it.

But in an effort to make Rom. 15:16 mean Holy Ghost
baptism, my friend says this text is referring to the con-
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version of the Gentiles at the house of Cornelius. Well, let
us see about that. The conversion of Cornelius and his
house was not later than A.D. 41, and was brought about
by Peter’s preaching, not by Paul’s ministry at all. Where-
as Rom. 15:16 was in A.D. 60, nearly twenty years later,
and there Paul says, “That I should be the minister of
Jesus Christ to the Gentiles, ministering the gospel of God,
that the offering up of the Gentiles might be acceptable,
being sanctified by the Holy Ghost.” (Rom. 16:16.) This
has no particular reference to Cornelius, and my friend is
wrong about it.

But he says Cornelius received Holy Ghost baptism before
water baptism. (Acts 10:47.) This exception to the rule was
to the end that there would be no objection to baptizing
Gentiles. It was a witness of the fact that Gentiles are on
the same footing with Jews. (Acts 15:7-9.) It was to
confirm the word. (Heb. 2:3-4.) My friend has been
saying Holy Ghost baptism came to bring a second blessing,
but here is a case of its preceding the first blessing, for it
fell on them as Peter “began to speak.” (Acts 11:15.)
This was before they had heard the words by which they
were to be saved. (Acts 11:13-14.)

He says sanctification is for the Church, and not for
those outside. But Holy Ghost baptism fell on Cornelius
before he was “baptized into the one body,” which is the
church. (I Cor. 12:13; Eph. 1:22-23.) My friend says
Holy Ghost baptism does not put any one “into the one
body,” and Cornelius had not been baptized with water
when he was baptized with the Holy Ghost. (Acts 10:
44-48.) Will he try to untangle this matter for us?

Paul was talking about the bride to be, when he said,
“Husbands love your wives even as Christ loved the church,
(those to make up his bride), and gave himself for it, that
he might sanctify and cleanse it by the washing of water
by the word.” (Eph. 5::25-26.) The washing of water is
baptism; “Having our bodies washed with pure water.”
(Heb. 10:22.) “Arise and be baptized and wash away thy
sins.” (Acts 22:16.) Here is where the prospective bride
is cleansed from the guilt of sin “by the washing of water.”
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She is then married and set apart to belong only to her
husband, the Christ.

When Brother N. B. Hardeman said in the Hardeman-
Bogart debate that the Spirit was sent on Pentecost to
“consummate” or complete the work of redemption already
begun, he referred to consummating the divine scheme of
redemption; for the Spirit had to come and reveal what had
been wrought out for us, or we would never have known
that God loved us and sent his Son to die for us. Without
this consummation, or revelation, we never could have
known how to be saved, and what had been begun would
have been in vain. Brother Hardeman did not say what
Mr. Weaver thought he did.

Heb. 10:14 says those sanctified are perfected forever
by the “one offering” of the Blood of Christ, and not by
Holy Ghost baptism. They are sanctified and perfected, in
the sense their sins are to be remembered “no more.” (v. 17.)
The Spirit was a ‘“Witness” of this fact for his testimony
quoted by Paul was given through Jeremiah that sins would
not be remembered again, as under the old law. (Heb. 10:
14, 14-17.)

Phil. 1:6 (R.V.) says we are to be perfected “until the
day of Jesus Christ,” whereas my friend thinks it is done
by Holy Ghost baptism in a moment of time. Our whole
lives are to be spent in “perfecting holiness in the fear of
God.” (II Cor.7:1.)

He says the apostles were not sanctified before Pente-
cost. Well, they were as much sanctified as they were con-
verted. Jesus said unto Peter the night of the betrayal,
“When thou are converted, strengthen thy brethren.” (Luke
22:32; Matt. 18:1-3.)

He says the comforter had not come before Pentecost.
(John 14:15-17.) True, but this does not prove they were
to be sanctified by Holy Ghost baptism.

He says the church is not at first sanctified, for Paul told
the church, “This is the will of God, even your sanctifica-
tion, that ye abstain from fornication.” (I Thess. 4:8.)
Yes, by “abstaining from” sin, they would continue to be
sanctified. He did not say it was the will of God for them
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to be baptized with the Holy Ghost and thus be sanctified,
as though they were of the world up to this point.

“And the very God of peace sanctify you wholly.”
(I Thess. 5:23.) Yes, it is W-H-O-L-L~Y, not holy. They
were imperfectly sanctified, and the perfect ideal is to so
live as to be wholly sanctified—wholly set apart for God.
My friend says those who are holy are perfect, but this is
not true. Paul called the Hebrews, “Holy brethren,” and
then later said unto them, “Let us go on unto perfection.”
(Heb. 3:1; 6-1.) Perfection is the ideal at which to aim.
But Holy Ghost baptism did not make any one perfect.
Peter sinned after being thus baptized. (Gal. 2:11-16.)
John did not claim sinless perfection. (I John 1:8.)

My friend says I have not proved that one is saved and
sanctified at water baptism. Why, I proved that we are
sanctified and cleansed, “By the washing of water.” (Eph.
5:25-26.) I proved that this is baptism, and he has
ignored my proof. (Heb. 10:22; Acts 22:16.) Paul says
we are, “Baptized into Jesus Christ” and “Sanctified in
Christ.” (Rom. 6:3; I Cor. 1:2.) Therefore we are sanc-
tified when baptized into Christ where sanctification is.
Paul also says ‘““Salvation” is in Christ. (II Tim. 2:10;
Acts 4:12.) ‘“Ye are complete in Him.” (Col. 2:10.) So,
we are complete when baptized into Christ. We are then
saved and sanctified. My friend thinks it takes something
else, like Holy Ghost baptism, to make us complete. “The
Corinthians hearing, believed and were baptized.” (Acts
18:8.) Paul wrote these baptized people a letter and said,
“But ye are washed, but ye are sanctified.” (I Cor. 6:11.)

It is through sanctification that one reaches salvation.
Paul says, “God hath from the beginning chosen you unto
salvation through sanctification of the Spirit, and belief of
the truth.” (II Thess. 2:18.) Yes it is, “through sanc-
tification” that we come “unto salvation.” Salvation is
reached “Through sanctification.” No one can reach salva-
tion while remaining in his sins and holding to the world.
He must give up sin and be sanctified, or set apart for the
gervice of God. Hence the church or kingdom of Christ is
called an “holy nation.” (I Pet. 2:9.)
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C. J. WEAVER’S LAST AFFIRMATVE

Moderators, Honorable QOpponent, Ladies ond Gentle-
men: I will have to admit that I have been somewhat dis-
appointed in my opponent. Most of the arguments in his
last speech were answered before. He asked if every one
that was baptized in water on Pentecost received the Holy
Ghost. I answred: “No.” I proved that many baptized
people did not have the Holy Ghost. I made the point that
Simon the sorcerer had been baptized, together with all the
rest of the Samaritang, and afterward the “Holy Ghost was
fallen upon none of them, only they were baptized in the
name of the Lord Jesus.” (Aects 8:12-16.) Simon tried
to purchase it, that he might profit by it. (Acts 8:17-24.)
My opponent says Simon was saved, yet he did not have the
Spirit. Now, how will he straighten that out?

I haven’t denied that sinners receive the Holy Ghost
in that measuyre of conviction, but they are not baptized
with the Holy Ghost. Christ said, “When the Spirit of truth
is come he will reprove the world of sin and judgment.”
(John 16:8.) The Holy Spirit is there to witness in the
Child of God’s experience in conversion. But I do say there
is also a baptism with the Holy Ghost, a sanctifying
measure of it, for the child of God, as a second work of
grace, and he has failed to touch top or bottom of my argu-
ments. He has contradicted himself in every direction that
he has gone. He said when the church was sanctified “with
the washing of water, by the word,” the “water” referred
to is water baptism, then he denies water baptism is for the
church, and says it is for sinners. Paul said unto the
church, “This is the will of God, even your sanctification.”
(I Thess. 4:3.) But my opponent thinks they were already
sanctified. It does not even seem that they had ever learned
there was such an experience as sanctification, and Paul was
informing them about it. Then in the fifth chapter Paul
told them to “Pray without ceasing.” (I Thess. 5:16.)
This is the condition. Then in verse 23 he says, “And the
very God of peace sanctify you wholly.”” If they had already
been sanctified, why include it? Paul meant if they would
do these things God would sanctify them. There is no logic
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in denying it is for the church. Paul was not teaching
them to be baptized. My opponent says baptism is the place
where one is sanctified. He argued that “The washing of
regneration” by which we are saved is in water baptism.
(Titus 3:5.) Then he quoted about water in the Old Testa-
ment, but water in the Old Testament is never a figure of
water in the New Testament. Everything in the Old Testa-
ment had a spiritual meaning in an anti-type. My oppon-
ent says all receive the gift of the Holy Ghost who are
saved. He wants me to answer the question: “Can one be
a Christian without the Spirit?”’ Certainly not, for “If any
man have not the Spirit, he is none of his.” (Rom. 8:9.)
But did the disciples have the Spirit of Christ before they
were sanctified? Jesus prayed that they would be sanc-
tified through the truth. (John 17:17.) If they were already
sanctified, why was he praying for their sanctification?

My opponent says we are sanctified “through the truth.”
(John 17:17.) Why certainly it is through the truth of
God’s word that we understood that there is such a doc-
trine taught as sanctification, and that Jesus was praying
for the disciples to receive it. Who received it on Pente-
cost? Was it those who were on the outside to whom Peter
was preaching? Or, was it the disciples or apostles? If
the apostles received it, then it was received by those previ-
ously saved, and not received at conversion.

My opponent makes the argument that all who are bap-
tized receive the gift of the Holy Ghost, but he did not
prove it. It says, “If we walk in the light as he is in the
light, we have fellowship one with another, and the blood
of Jesus Christ, his Son, cleanseth us from all sin.” (I John
1:7.) Who was this to? John was talking to the brethren.
He said, “If we walk in the light,” referring to saved
people. There must be a cleansing take place after being
saved. In reply to my argument that we do need the virgin
birth today, he said, “Must Jesus be born again and again,
even in our day?’ Well, that has no bearing on the subject.
We preach the same crucified Christ, and with the same
results that Philip did. He went to Samaria and preached
Christ; exactly what we preach. And the people seeing the
miracles he did believed, and Philip was a disciple. 1 asked



FIRST PROPOSITION 41

my opponent if a disciple is a Christian, and he said, “Not
necessarily.” The New Hand Book of AUl Denominations
tells how Mr. Stone and Mr. Campbell argued for the name
disciples, and said it was more scriptural than the name
Christian. He quoted that, “The disciples were first called
Christians at Antioch.” (Acts 11:26.) When Paul found
certain “disciples” he asked them if they had reecived the
Holy Ghost since they believed. Ananias, who laid hands
on Paul was just a “disciple.” (Acts 9:10.) It does not say
he was an elder, or a preacher, or an apostle, but just a
“disciple.” You don’t call sinners that, do you? My dic-
tionary says a disciple is one who conforms to rules and
regulations. A disciple is following after the one he is
patterning after. The disciples were called Christians
because they acted like Christ.

Then he talked about the second law of pardon, and
about water baptism, and that is off the subject, or proposi-
tion tonight. We will get on that later, and I hope he gets
plenty of it. We are now discussing sanctification being a
perfected state, and I have proved it beyond a doubt. My’
opponent says the prophecy about Spirit baptism was ful-
filled in the days of the apostles, even though it be not for
us today. Suppose you are starving, and someone says to
you, “Somebody had a square imeal one day, and therefore,
you are well-fed now.” Would that be sufficient for you, just
to know somebody else got a good meal once upon a time?
He says we do not need Christ to be born over and over
again. No, but we need a Saviour and the same plan of
salvation that was perfected on the day of Pentecost. Holy
Ghost baptism did not only confirm the plan, but was also
included in the plan for us now. So far as God’s part was
concerned, the plan of salvation was perfected on the cross,
and when they received it on Pentecost it was perfected in
men’s hearts. Just because somebody received remission of
sins on Pentecost, that does not mean you cannot also
receive it. Everything that God did for them is to be dupli-
cated in our life now. Certainly so. We must have the
same experience they had, to get the same benefits.

He speaks of the two laws of pardon, but I do not read
in the New Testament of even a first law of pardon, much
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less of a second. He seems to think we are under the law.
He says we are both saved and sanctified when we are bap-
tized, but he can’t lay his finger on a passage of Scripture
that says that—not one. It is up to him to prove that. He
has not given a text that even hints at such a thing. He
says we are “justified” by the “Spirit,” (I Cor. 6:11), and
wants to know if that means we are justified by the “baptism
of the Spirit.” My answer is, “No.” We do not have to
be baptized with the Spirit to be “justified by the Spirit,”
for that is not the second blessing.

He then says we have two baptisms in our church. Why,
I do not have any church. Christ placed both Holy Ghost
baptism and water baptism in his church, but we have no
church; it is hot my church. There is “one Lord, one faith
and one baptism,” (Eph. 4:5), but baptism means the same
thing whether in the form of water or Holy Spirit; whether
in liquid, or air, whatever one is baptized in, there is one
baptism. There is only one way to bury a man, and that
is to cover him up; if you cover him up with water, he is
buried, for baptism means baptism and that is all. That
was brought out in the Campbell-Rice debate, and both
agreed on that. He wants me to answer what he said about
Paul, a sanctified man, having to keep under his body.
(I Cor.9:27.) Waell, Jesus did that. So it is very necessary.
That is the reason men get into trouble, they fail to keep
their bodies under subjection. But by his nature man does
not have the power to do it. Paul said that what he would
do, he didn’t, and what he would not allow, he did. And
then he goes on to describe the body of death, and says,
“Wretched man that I am.” Finally he says, “I thank God
through Jesus Christ our Lord.” (Rom. 7.) Again, he
says, “There is therefore now no condemnation to them
which are in Christ Jesus, who walk not after the flesh,
but after the Spirit.” (Rom. 8:1). Certainly, we should
pray for, and seek after, the Spirit. Jesus says, “If ye,
then, being evil, know how to give good gifts unto your
children, how much more shall your heavenly Father give
the Holy Spirit to them that ask him.” (Luke 11:13.) These
are the ones that receive it—those that ask him for it, and
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obey him, those that believe. He has not promised it to any
other people.

He wants to know if what God has done, he must keep
on doing it over and over? Waell, what God does for one
man, he will do for all others; he will certainly do for you
what he has done for any man. And so by that I mean
he will keep on doing the same thing over and over that he
has ever done, and will perfect it until he comes again. His
work of salvation will continue on. Then my opponent said
the Corinthians were sanctified. Some of them were, but
some were not. He said they believed and were baptized
and were called “sanctified” people. (Acts 18:8; I Cor.
1:1-2.) He said they were sanctified on the strength of
that. But it says, “Unto the church of God which is at
Corinth, to them that are sanctified in Christ Jesus, called
to be saints.” (I Cor. 1:12.) If I were to write a letter
to my wife, and say I am writing to my family, to them that
are married, etc., would you not understand that there are
gsome in the family married, and some who are not? Paul
wrote the church, and some in it were sanctified. This
proves some were not sanctified. I received a letter a few
days ago addressed to the pastor of the church of God at
Sheffield, and the Postmaster said, “Here is your mail.” 1
was the only preacher there who could legally receive it,
because I am the preacher of the Church of God at Sheffield.
Those Corinthians who were not sanctified were not qual-
ified to receive Paul’s letter, for they were living beneath
their privilege. One said, “I am of Paul,” and another said,
“I am of Cephas,” while another said, “I am of Christ.”
Only those who were “of Christ” were right. Well, which
crowd was sanctified? Those who were “sanctified in Christ
Jesus, called to be saints.” I am glad you referred to that
one.
Christ prayed for his disciples to be sanctified. (John
17:17.) On the day of Pentecost his children were the ones
that received the blessing, and this was affected by the Holy
Ghost, which was the witness, and when it witnessed it was
done in the baptism of the Spirit. Jesus had prayed for
them. He said, “I pray not for the world,” but he said,
“These are not of the world.” Referring to his disciples,
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he said, “And for their sakes I sanctify myself that they
also may be sanctified by the truth.” (John 17:19.)

GUs NICHOLS® THIRD NEGATIVE

Moderators, Honorable Opponent, Radio Awudience,
Ladies and Gentlemen: 1 am before you to make the last
speech on this proposition. 1 asked my opponent were all
baptized with the Holy Ghost on Pentecost who repented
and were baptized in the name of Christ for the remission
of sins, trusting the promise that they would receive the
gift of the Holy Ghost. (Acts 2:38-39.) He answered,
“No.” Well, they did “Receive the gift of the Holy Ghost”
though they did not receive the baptism of the Spirit.
Hence, my opponent has admitted that the “gift of the Holy
Ghost” in Acts 2:88 is not Holy Ghost baptism. He has
gone back on his first speech. 1 also asked him if one could
be a Christian without having the Holy Spirit, and he said,
“Certainly not,” though he says we can be Christians with-
out Holy Ghost baptism. In his first speech he argued that
the “Holy Spirit,” ‘‘the gift of the Holy Ghost” and the
“baptism of the Spiirt” are synonymous—all mean the
same thing.

After taking the position that one “certainly” cannot be
a Christian without having the Holy Spirit, he contradicted
himself by saying the Samaritans had been baptized in
water, and were saved, but did not have the Spirit in any
sense, just because he had not ‘“fallen” upon any of them.
(Acts 8:12-16.) This was the miraculous measure given
by the laying on of the apostles’ hands. (Acts 8:18.) In
this measure he has not fallen upon any one today, for the
apostles are not here to lay hands upon us and confer such
measure upon any one. He says Simon tried to buy the
Holy Ghost. But he only tried to buy the power to lay
hands on others and give them the Holy Spirit, as Peter and
John had done. It was “Through the laying on of the
Apostles’ hands the Holy Ghost was given.” (Acts 8:18.)
Philip was in the city, and could work miracles, for he had
the apostles’ hands laid on him back at Jerusalem. (Acts
6:6.) But he could not confer the Spirit on others like
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the apostles. Neither could Simon obtain this power. In
the second column of my chart you will see this measure of
the Spirit illustrated. When the apostles all died, and all
died, upon whom they laid hands, this measure ceased. But
over here in the last column the ordinary gift of the Spirit
continues to all who repent and are baptized for the remis-
sion of sins. (Acts 2:88-39; Gal. 4:6; Rom. 8:9.) The
Spirit in this measure dwells in the church. (I Cor. 3:16.)

The baptism of the Spirit—in the first column—ceased.
It was given on Pentecost to qualify the apostles to reveal
and confirm the New Testament. (John 16:13; Acts 1:8.)
This was A.D. 83. There was then the command to be bap-
tized in water also, making two baptisms at that time.
(Acts 2:1-4; 2:838.) Then at the house of Cornelius in
A.D. 41 there was another case of Spirit baptism to prove
that the gospel was for the Gentiles. (Acts 10:44-47; 15:
7-9.) They were also commanded to be baptized in water.
(Acts 10:47-48.) This made two baptisms then—A.D. 41.
But in A.D. 64 Paul said, ‘“There is one Lord, one faith,
one baptism.” (Eph. 4:5.) There had been two, but at the
time of this letter, Paul said there “is” one. This was the
baptism of the commission, which was performed by the
disciples, and was to last as long as the commission—‘“to
the end of the world.” (Matt. 28:19-20.) But he says there
is one baptism regardless of the element, whether it be
water or Spirit, fire, or what-not. This is not true. Jesus
said unto the apostles before Pentecost, “John truly bap-
tized with water (that was “one baptism”), but ye shall be
baptized with the Holy Ghost (another baptism) not many
days hence.” (Acts 1:5.) Were they only half baptized
when John baptized them in water, then fully baptized when
Jesus baptized them with the Holy Spirit on Pentecost?
They had received one baptism, and were promised
another—making two at that time. But now there “Is one”
baptism. (Eph. 4:5.) His explanation that water baptism
is the one baptism, and so are the other two is actually
ridiculous. His way of counting is that Water baptism,
plus Spirit Baptism, plus fire baptism, equals ‘“one bap-
tism.” A first grade student could beat that adding.
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He denied that there are two laws of pardon—one for
the alien sinner, and another for the erring child of God.
But let him explain why Peter told aliens to repent and be
baptized for the remission of sins, in Acts 2:38, then told
a baptized man who later sinned, to repent and pray for
pardon? (Acts 8:18-22.) In fact, our friend says there is
no “law of pardon.” Paul says “The law of the Spirit of
life in Christ Jesus hath made me free.” (Rom. 8:1.)
That is the trouble with my friend’s plan. You must seek
and experiment and grope your way in the dark trying to
be saved. There is no law, no regulation, or system about
it. But such is not God’s way.

My friend started out tonight by taking the position that
those Christians whom he says are not baptized with the
Spirit do not have the Spirit at all. Finally he says, “Cer-
tainly” all Christians have the Spirit. Now he says, “Sin-
ners recetve the Holy Ghost in that measure of conviction.”
Yes, he says, “Sinners receive the Holy Ghost.”” Well, if he
had been right when he said there is no measure of the
Spirit but the baptismal measure, and were now right in
saying sinners receive the Spirit, he has sinners receiving
the baptism of the Spirit according to his logic. I know he
denies this, but he is on both side of the fence.

He says the sinner receives the Spirits to reprove him,
for he was to reprove the world. (John 16:7, 8.) But the
world does not have to receive the Spirit in order to be
reproved by the Spirit. Jesus says, “I will send him unto
you”—you apostles. ‘“And when he is come”—to you apos-
tles—“he will reprove the world.” (John 16:7, 8.) He
was sent to the apostles to reprove the world through them.
He came to the apostles on Pentecost. (Acts 1:26; 2:1-4.)
Peter stood up with the eleven apostles who received him
and preached the gospel to the world—the sinners—and
reproved them by the Spirit. The Spirit used the gospel
which is the power unto salvation to convert sinners. (Rom.
1:16; Acts 2:37.)

My friend now says that I have not proved that we are
sanctified by water baptism. Well, let us see! Paul says
Christ loved the church (meaning the men and women who
are to make up his church), and gave himself for it that
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he might “Sanctify and cleanse it BY THE WASHING OF
WATER, BY THE LorD.” (Eph. 5:25, 26.) My friend wishes
Paul had said we are sanctified and cleansed by Holy Ghost
baptism, but he did not say it. Rather, he said we are sanc-
tified “By the washing of water.” The words “washing”
and ‘“water” make it doubly certain that he meant baptism.
“Arise and be baptized and wash away thy sins.” (Acts
22:16.) Hence the “washing” by which we are sanctified
is in baptism. “Having our bodies washed with pure wa-
ter.” (Heb. 10:22.) Here is the “washing” and the “wa-
ter,” and both are for the ‘“bodies” of men, hence water
baptism. Paul says we are “Baptized INTO ONE BODY.” (I
Cor. 12:18.) This baptism is “By one Spirit”—by his
teaching or instruction. This “one body” is the church.
(Col. 1:18, 24; Eph. 1:22, 23.)

He says it is the church that needs to be cleansed by the
washing of water. Yes, it is the church in a prospective
sense. It is presented under the figure of a bride. *“Hus-
bands love your wives, even as Christ also loved the church
and gave himself for it.” (Eph. 5:25.) As the husband
loved and courted his wife, Christ loved and came to woo
and win, his church. Christ loved the church before it
became his bride—before he saved it—just as the husband
loved his wife before she became his wife. Christ “gave
himself for” the church in giving himself a “ransom for
all.” (I Tim. 2:6.) He purchased the church with his
blood by purchasing lost sinners that they might be mem-
bers of his church. (Acts 20:28.) Christ gave himself
for his bride when on the cross he died for all who might
ever become members of his church. As the wife after
marriage is to set herself apart to belong only to her hus-
band, so Christ gave himself for the church that he “might
sanctify and cleanse it”—that he might set it apart to be
only his. This was done in conversion. To the church Pauli
said, “This is the will of God, even your sanctification, that
ye abstain from fornication.” (I Thess. 4:3.) Christ
sanctified his church in saving it, and wants it to remain
sanctified. The way to continue the sanctification is to
“Abstain from fornication” and other sins. Heb. 12:14.)
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It does not say, “This is the will of God that ye go to an
altar and get Holy Ghost baptism.” Neither does it mean
this.

To the same church Paul said, ““‘And the very God of
peace sanctify you wholly.” (I Thess. 5:23.) They were
already “H-O-L-Y,” or sanctified; but they were not sanc-
tified “W-H-O-L-L-Y”—or completely. There are degrees of
sanctification. One is sanctified to the degree that he is cut
loose from the world and set apart for God—to the degree
that he is devoted to God. The fact that some were not
“Wholly” sanctified is no proof they were not sanctified at
all. Paul called the Hebrews “Holy brethren.” (Heb. 3:1.)
But they were not sinlessly perfect, for he says to them,
“Let us go on unto perfection.” (Heb. 6:1.) That is the
ideal at which to aim. “Let us cleanse ourselves from all
filthiness of flesh and spirit, perfecting holiness in the fear
of God.” (II Cor. 7:1.)

My friend says the disciples did not have the Spirit
before Pentecost. They did not have the baptism of the
Spirit. (Acts 1:5; Jno. 7:39.) But even John the Baptist
and others had the Spirit back there. (Luke 1:15; Matt. 10:
19-20.) Our good friend says the apostles were not sanc-
tified before Pentecost. Well, they were as much sanctified
as they were converted. The night of the betrayal Jesus
said to Peter, “When thou art converted, strengthen thy
brethren.” (Luke 22:32.) There are degrees of sanctifica-
tion.

My friend says, Christ prayed for them to be sanctified.
Yes, but “By the truth” and, “Through the truth.” (John
17:17, 19.) Not by Holy Ghost baptism. We are sanctified
“by the Holy Ghost,” but it is not by Holy Ghost “baptism.”
The Spirit does it by means of the truth. He guided the
apostles “into all truth,” and we are sanctified by the
truth.” (John 16:13; 17:19.)

But Mr. Weaver says there is a ‘“cleansing” for those
previously saved—a second work. Yes, cleansing is simply
forgiveness, and as often as children of God sin they need
cleansing. The apostles needed it after Pentecost. John
says, “If we walk in the light as he is in the light, we have
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fellowship one with another, and the blood of Jesus Christ,
his Son, cleanseth us from all sin.” (I John 1:7.) The
apostles were “clean through the word” before Pentecost.
(John 15:3.)

My friend says God will do now all that he ever did for
any man, and will duplicate in our day all he ever has done
before. Is he giving anyone power to “raise the dead” as
he did the apostles? (Matt. 10:8:) Is he inspiring any
today as he did the apostles? Is he giving any power to be
apostles today? My friend finally admitted that we need
not expect the virgin birth to be repeated in our day, and
he might as well admit that Holy Ghost baptism is not for
our day, but has ceased. (Eph. 4:5.)

Mr. Weaver wants me to say whether a disciple is a
Christian. Well, a Christian is a disciple, but a disciple is
not always a Christian. A sheriff is a citizen, but a citizen
is not always a sheriff. The word disciple primarily means,
“A learner’—Webster, Ome is a “learner” or disciple in
that sense, before being saved. To be a disciple before
baptism was simply to be a learner before baptism. One
was a disciple even before faith, the same as before baptism.
When Jesus did his first miracle, the record says, “And his
disciples believed on him.” (John 2:11.) Is faith a non-
essential just because one was a disciple before faith in
Christ? This is his logic on baptism.

He wants to know how much good it would do us to
learn of some one back in the first century who ate a square
meal, if there is nothing for us. Well, the baptism of the
Spirit received by the apostles was for our benefit. It was
to guide them “into all truth.” (John 16:13.) Without it
we would not have the New Testament. Paul says, “Ye
have heard of the dispensation of the grace of God given
me to youwward”’—for your benefit. (Eph. 3:2-3.) Paul
says again, “By whom we have received grace and apostle-
ship for obedience among all nations.” (Rom. 1:5.) It was
for our benefit—for obedience among all nations—that those
miraculous gifts were once bestowed. If nothing could
happen back there for our benefit then Christ will have to
die again in our day for us.
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He said I had not proved that one is saved and sanctified
when baptized. I must insist that I have abundantly proved
this, and he has not noticed my arguments. I proved that
“sanctification” is, “By the washing of water,” or baptism.
(Eph. 5:26; Acts 22:16.) Paul says we are “Baptized into
Jesus Christ.” (Rom. 6:8; Gal. 3:27.) He also says both
salvation and sanctification are in Christ. ‘“That they may
also obtain the salvation whieh is in Christ.” (II Tim.
2:10; Acts 4:12.) “To them which are sanctified in Christ
Jesus.,” (I Cor.1:2.) Hence, we are both saved and sanc-
tified when we are “Baptized into Jesus Christ.” (Rom.
6:3.) “Ye are complete in him.” (Col. 2:10.) Hence, we
are complete by being sanctifiea and saved, when we are
“baptized into Christ.” (Gal. 3:27.) The Corinthians,
“Hearing, believed and were baptized.” (Acts 18:8.) Paul
later wrote these baptized people a letter in which he says,
“But we are washed, but ye are sanctified, but ye are just-
ified.” (I Cor. 6:11.) When washed, or baptized, they
were both sanctified and justified. ‘“God hath from the
beginning chosen you unto salvation, through sanctification
of the Spirit and belief of the Truth.” (11 Thess.2:13.) It
is “through sanctification” that we are chosen “unto salva-
tion.” Woe can only reach salvation “through sanctification.”

My friend admits that the statement that we are “Just-
ified in the name of our Lord Jesus, and by the Spirit of
our God,” (I. Cor. 6:11), does not mean they were justified
by Holy Ghost baptism. Now, if they could be justified “by
the Spirit,” without Spirit baptism, we are in the same
way, “Sanctified by the Holy Ghost,” without Holy Ghost
baptism. (Rom. 15:16.) It is all “by the truth.” (John
17:19; T Pet. 1:22-23.) Holy Ghost baptism has ceased.
(Eph. 4:5.)

He s«ys the disciples were told to ask for the Spirit.
(Luke 11:13.) Yes, but this was before Pentecost, and was
to the apostles. He also told them to “raise the dead.”
(Matt. 10:8.) Does our friend think this is to him? If we
want the “gift of the Holy Ghost” then we must repent and
be baptized for the remission of sins, and the promise is
ours. (Acts 2:38-39; Acts 5:32; Gal. 4:6.)
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He thinks some of the Corinthians were not sanctified.
Paul says, “But ye are washed, but ye are sanctified.” (I Cor.
6:11.) Here, all who were not still sinners, were said to
be “sanctified.” Paul addressed the letter “Unto the church
of God which is at Corinth, to them that are sanctified in
Christ Jesus, called to be saints—with all that call upon
the name of Jesus Christ.” (I Cor.1:2.) My friend thinks
Paul only wrote a part of the church, the sanctified crowd,
and said nothing to the unsanctified and worldly crowd.
According to this, he must have been writing the sanctified
crowd when he said, “Ye are yet carnal.” (I Cor. 3:1-4.)
The truth is, all of them had been saved and sanctified, but
needed to “perfect” their sanctification. (II Cor. 7:1.)
They were God’s saved and set-apart people, but were not
living as they should. My friend admits Peter was sanc-
tified, having been baptized with the Holy Ghost, and yet he,
like the Corinthians, so sinned as to be reproved by Paul.
(Gal. 2:11-16.) “He walked not uprightly, according to
the truth of the gospel.”

He tried to prove his doctrine of inborn sin by the state-
ment that, “As in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all
be made alive.” (I Cor. 15:22.) This means physical death
and resurrection, and does not mean little babies were born
“dead spiritually,” as my friend thinks. ‘“By man came
death, by man came also the resurrection of the dead.”
(v.21.) Adam sinned and caused all to die physically, and
Christ will raise all from the dead. It is “all die” on one
hand and ‘“all be made alive” on the other. If the first
“all” means universal spiritual death in sin, then the other
“all” would mean universal salvation from sin. Hence,
universalism. This is my friend’s logic.

He says sanctification is an inheritance for God’s chil-
dren, and tried to prove it by the statement that, “They
may receive remission of sins, and inheritance among them
which are sanctified.” (Acts 26:18.) “May receive re-
mission of sin”—was future tense. ‘“Among them which
are sanctified” is present tense. “To an inheritance in-
corruptible, and undefiled, and that fadeth not away, re-
served in heaven for you.” (I Pet. 1:4.) This heavenly
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inheritance is to be received by those reeciving remission of
sins, together with those who, at the time of Paul’s com-
mission, were already sanctified. Or in other words, those
who receive remission of sins have an inheritance reserved
for them in heaven, together with others who, like them-
selves, are sanctified. We have to receive remission of sins,
and be sanctified to receive the inheritance in heaven
reserved for us. (I Pet. 1:4.) Hence, sanctification is
not an inheritance, any more than remission of sins.

The parallel passage means about the same thing. The
word is able to “Build you up, and to give you an in-
heritance among all them which are sanctified.” (Acts
20:32.) “To give you an inheritance” is future tense.
While “among them which are sanctified” is present tense.
It means those who are built up by the word will receive
the inheritance in heaven, (I Pet. 1:4), among those who
are sanctified as they are.

My friend also perverts Heb. 10:14-15. “For by one
offering— (not by Holy Ghost baptism) —he hath perfected
forever them that are sanctified.” That is, they are per-
fected in the sense their sins are to be remembered
“no more.” (v. 17.) TUnder the law sins were remem-
bered again every year. (vs. 1-4.) “Whereof the Holy
Ghost is also a witness unto us—(that we have perfect
remission)—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 laws in their hearts, and in their
minds will I write them: and their sins and iniquities will
I remember no more.” (Heb. 10:15-17.) Paul says the
Holy Ghost is a witness, and then quotes the Spirit’s testi-
mony through Jeremiah about a new covenant under which
sins were to be remembered no more. (Jer. 31:31-34.) He
did not say that the Holy Ghost is a direct witness to us
independent of the word, like my friend thinks it is. The
Spirit always testifies to us through the word. (Neh. 9:30;
Acts 1:16.)

My friend says water in the Old Testament is never a
type of water in the New Testament. He is wrong again,
as usual. Peter makes the waters of the flood, by which
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eight souls were saved, “The like figure whereunto even
baptism doth also now save us.” (I Pet. 3:20-21.) The
water of the flood is here a figure of water baptism, and
there is no use for my friend to deny it.

Friends, you know Mr. Weaver has made a notable
failure to prove his proposition. I have taken every argu-
ment away from him, and he has scarcely noticed my
objections and arguments. He failed to prove that Holy
Ghost baptism is to sanctify Christians by removing evil
nature, or inborn sin, and that it is to continue throughout
the gospel dispensation.
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SECOND PROPOSITION
MAY 4, 1943

The Scriptures teach that the signs and miracles done
by the apostles and other disciples, as recorded in the New
Testament, were to cease, or to be done away, at the close of
the apostolic age, or by the time the complete will of God
was revealed and confirmed in the New Testament.

GUs NICHOLS' FIRST AFFIRMATIVE

Moderators, Honorable Opponent, Friends of the Radio
Audience, Ladies and Gentlemen: It is my first duty to
define my proposition, so that there can be no misunder-
standing of the issue between us. I mean by “Scriptures,”
the 66 books of our Bible. I mean by “teach’” that such
terms are used as to convey the truth of the proposition.
I mean by “signs and miracles” such supernatural events
as the healing of the lame man in Acts 3 by Peter and John;
and the raising of Dorcas from the dead, by Peter. (Acts 9.)
I mean real miracles and signs, not counterfeits, such as
are done by the Mormons, Christian Scientists, and Modern
Holiness. I am not affirming that false miracles will ever
cease. God says, ‘“He that boasteth himself of a false gift
is like clouds and wind without rain.” (Prov. 25:14.)
Simon, the sorcerer, could have gotten more testimonials in
Samaria than any of you could get today. The Bible says
“Simon bewitched the people of Samaria, giving out that
himnself was some great one: to whom they all gave heed,
from the least to the greatest, saying, This man is the great
power of God.” (Acts 8:9-10.) Yet God was not with
Simon, and he never wrought a real miracle among the
people. He only “bewitched” them—with his sorceries.
Some people call almost everything a miracle. That is why
the Samaritans called Simon “The great power of God.”
Such minds are ready soil for the deceptions of those mak-
ing high-sounding claims. The doctors tell us that 80 % of
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all sick people would get well without any medical attention.
So just the fact that one was once ill but eventually got well
is no proof of miraculous healing.

There are many ways in which error can creep into the
question of whether a real miracle was performed in any
given case. If the patient diagnosed his own case and
thought himself seriously afflicted with organic disease, but
erred in his judgment; or, if the doctor erred in his diag-
nosis, and such a patient quickly recovers, he might think
a miracle was wrought, when such was not true. Or, if
the recovery required plenty of time in which God could
do the healing through the means of nature, there was no
miracle. Then some may be deceived about their present
condition and are still diseased, but think themselves well.
Such is not miraculous, but just plain deception. Perhaps
some deliberately misrepresent the facts because of their
false idea of honoring God by so doing. None of these is
miraculous.

1 am affirming that real miracles and signs, such as were
done by the apostles, and other disciples, in the New Testa-
ment, ceased by the time the New Testament was fully
written and confirmed. The healing of the lame man in
Acts 3 was a real miracle, not a false one. The enemies
of the apostles said, “For that indeed a notable miracle hath
been done by them is manifest to all them that dwell in
Jerusalem; and we cannot deny it.” (Acts 4:16.) “They
could say nothing against it.” (v. 14.) “All men glorified
God for that which was done.” (v. 21.) The man was
“lame from his mother’s womb.” (Aects 3:2.) Further-
more, he was instantly healed, and that publicly. “Many
gsigns and wonders were done by the apostles.” (Acts
2:43.)

The word “miracle” means the thing done was super-
natural, or contrary to the laws known to govern the
universe. That which God does through means of natural
law is not miraculous. God may give us bread through the
use of means. (Matt. 6:9-13.) Such is not miraculous.
But when God gave the Israelites manna directly from
heaven, such was a miracle. (Ex. 16.)
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There is a reason for the fact that God is not now
miraculously healing the sick and raising the dead, as in the
days of the apostles. It is not that God is not able to give
men power to raise the dead, as he once gave such power.
(Matt. 10:8.) The reason God is not now making men of
the dust of the ground as he did Adam, is not that he
cannot do it. He has all power, the same as ever, but he
uses his power in wisdom. God does not do everything that
he can do. It is not a question of ability, but the issue is
what has He willed to do?

God honors his own laws of the universe. He does not
use his power uselessly as a child playing with toys. For
him to needlessly perform miracles would be to teach us to
distrust the laws governing the universe, and bring untold
harm. The man who respects God’s natural laws, and
plants seed, trusting God to give him a harvest, has a
million fold more faith in God than the man who prays
for a harvest without seed. God never does for us what
we can do for ourselves.

1t is often said that God changes not, and therefore, he
is doing now all that he has ever done. He does say, “I
change not.” (Mal. 3:6.) But this means in his moral
nature he does not change. If it means he is now doing all
that he ever did, then he is making men of the dust now as
he did Adam, and raising the dead now, as he has done.
Such a conclusion is ridiculous. The fact that Christ is the
same yesterday, today and forever, (Heb. 13:8), likewise
does not mean he is now sending out apostles as he once
did, nor raising the dead now as he did Lazarus. He is the
same in his love and nature. But it has never been the
divine purpose to just keep on making men of the dust and
performing miracles.

When the building is completed the carpenter takes
down the ladders and scaffolding, to let the house stand
without them., They were only used when necessary, and
belong only to the creative state of the building; so of
miracles. Everything originated in miraculous power, and
is perpetuated by divine law. God made Adam and Eve by
miraculous power, then gave them the laws of reproduction
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and said “multiply.” He has not made any one else by
miraculous power as he did these two.

The Patriarchal age was ushered in by all the miracles
of creation. Likewise the old covenant was ushered in by
the miracles of Sinai. (Ex. 8-Ex. 24.) But when the
entire Old Testament was revealed, and Malachi had written
the last word of it, about four hundred years before Christ,
miracles ceased for the time being. During these four hun-
dred years they had no inspired men, and no one wrought
any miracles among the people. God had said all he wanted
to say under that covenant, and his word, being revealed
and confirmed, was to be their guide. There was no need
fur further miracles, and they had none.

Answering to this, the Christian age was ushered in
by miraculous power. The apostles had to have “power
from on high” to enable them to reveal and confirm the
gospel for the benefit of all future generations. Their work
was in our behalf, as well as those of their own generation.
They were to have no successors in office, but were the last
apostles. (I Cor. 4:9.) They were to reveal and confirm
the last will and testament of Jesus. Nobody else has ever
had the same task. They were likely to make mistakes,
unless guided “Into all truth” by the Holy Spirit. (John
16:13.) Without miraculous power they could not have
wrought a single miracle to prove their message true. (Acts
1:8; Luke 24:29.) They needed power that we do not need.
They had no New Testament from which to learn and teach
the gospel, for it was about twenty-four years after Pente-
cost before a line of the New Testament was written, God
gave them power, and by A.D. 96 the New Testament was
finished and confirmed. From that day to this we have had
no need for such miraculous power as was exercised by the
apostles. We are now in the condition of the Jews when the
Old Testament was finished. The New Testament having
been finished, signs and miracles were no longer needed,
and in divine wisdom were taken away.

When Christ ascended “He gave gifts unto men , .. and
he gave some, apostles; and some, prophets; and some,
evangelists; and some, pastors and teachers.” (Eph. 4:8,
11.) The apostles were to continue in the church just as
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long as the other miraculously-qualified men mentioned in
this passage. My friend wants all these men except the
apostles, while the Mormons say they have all of them,
apostles included.

But how long were they to continue in the church?
Paul tells us exactly. He says, “Till we all come in the
unity of the faith.” (Eph. 4:13.) They were not to con-
tinue forever, as my opponent thinks. “The faith” is here
put for the truth of the New covenant. Paul preached, “The
faith which once he destroyed.” (Gal. 1:23.) “Earnestly
contend for the faith once delivered to the saints.” (Jude 3.)
“Till” the unity of the faith, means till all parts of the faith
or new covenant could be revealed. Then miraculously-
endowed men ceased. If my opponent says these men con-
tinue today, then he is contending for “apostles” today. All
these mircaulous men were to continue “till” the same time.
The apostles could not have continued much later than the
time John wrote Revelation, about A.D. 96. About that time
miraculously-gifted men ceased. If I say I will not sit down
“tl” my time is out, that means I will then sit down.
Miraculously-gifted men were to continue “till”’ the unity
“of the faith” was reached, and all parts of “the faith” had
come from God. Then such men ceased. If my opponent
says we have not yet reached the “Unity of the faith,” he
is contending for new apostles for each generation down to
the time it is reached, for the “apostles” were just as much
to continue “till” the unity of the faith, as were the others.
It says, “He gave gifts unto men,” (meaning miraculous
gifts). ‘“And he gave some, apostles; and some, prophets;
and some, evangelists; and some, pastors and teachers.”
(Eph. 4:8, 11.) The next verse tells us why they were
given, and then in the next he tells us how long they were
to last—“Till” -all the faith or gospel truth was fully
revealed. It could not be a time this side of the death of
the apostles, for the apostles were to continue as long as
the others. It is true, we have evangelists now, but they
are not miraculously-gifted men. They must qualify them-
selves to preach by study, for none now are inspired.
{(II Tim. 2:15; v. 2.) These miraculous men were to last
“till” we come in the unity of the faith “and” of the
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“knowledge of the Son of God.” (Eph. 4:13.) This means
the “knowledge” which Christ has given us concerning him-
gelf. (II Pet. 2:20-22.) Hence, these miraculous men, who
had received “Gifts from the Lord, were to continue “till”
the unity of knowledge was reached in the perfect revela-
tion. At the death of the apostles we had “all truth.” (John
16:138.) All needed religious knowledge was then united in
this perfect revelation. The trend of all this was “Unto a
perfect man, unto the measure of the stature of the fullness
of Christ.” (Eph. 4:13.) The church is the “new man.”
(Eph. 2:15.) When it reached its perfect manhood, it no
longer needed the miracles of its infancy. Paul says, “When
I became a man I put away childish things.” (I Cor. 3:11.)

In I Cor. 12:1 Paul says he does not want us to be
ignorant concerning “spiritual gifts.”” Then in verses 8 to
10 he mentions nine gifts including prophecy, tongues, and
supernatural knowledge. In the next chapter he says, “But
charity never faileth ; but whether there be prophecies, they
shall fail; whether there be tongues, they shall cease;
whether there be knowledge, it shall vanish away.” (I Cor.
13:8.) So miracles were to “fail,” ‘“cease” and ‘‘vanish
away.” It was never God’s purpose to have them continue
on and on in the church, like my opponent thinks they were.

After Paul said prophecies, tongues, and inspired
knowledge would fail, cease, and vanish away, he said, “For
we know in part, and we prophesy in part.” (1 Cor. 13:9.)
Each inspired man knew only a part of all truth, for it was
not all revealed through any one man, but some given
through one, and the rest through others, until finally the
perfect and complete revelation would come from God.
Hence, he goes on to say, “but when that which is perfect
is come, then that which is in part shall be done away.”
(I Cor. 13:10.) The words “when” and ‘“then” are adverbs
of time, and point out a certain and definite time for
miracles to be done away. He says it is when the perfect
revelation is come in contrast to the parts or fragments
that they then had. He had just said they then knew and
prophesied “in part.”” When all the parts were finally
revealed they had that which is perfect—the whole or com-
plete truth. Jesus promises that the Spirit would “guide”
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the apostles “into all truth,” (John 16:13), and “teach”
them “all things.” (John 14:26.) This was done by the
time they wrote the last word of the New Testament. That
which “is perfect” had come. And God Almighty says
“then” tongues, and signs “ceased’” and were “done away.”
(I Cor. 13:8-13.)

After teaching us that miracles would fail, cease, vanish
away, and be done away, “when” the “perfect” revelation
should come, the apostle went on to say they saw through
a glass darkly at that time, with the light of an incomplete
revelation, but affirmed that when the perfect revelation
should come, “then” they could see “face to face.” At the
time he wrote, he said they knew “in part,” but said, “Then
shall I know even as I am known.” (I Cor. 13:12.) With
a perfect revelation one can know himself as he is. In the
next verse he says, “Now abideth faith, hope, charity,
these three.” (I Cor. 18:13.) The miraculous gifts were
to fail, cease, vanish away, and be done away, but faith,
hope, and charity were to abide—not “these twelve”—but
just “these three.”” Those ceasing are here contrasted with
those that were to “abide.” But my opponent teaches that
all abide.

Miracles and signs were for the purpose of revealing and
confirming the word, and when the word was all given and
confirmed, being no longer needed, they ceased. ‘They
went forth, and preached everywhere, the Lord working
with them, and confirming the word with signs following.”
(Mark 16:20.) Paul says it “was confirmed unto us by them
that heard him; God also bearing them witness, both with
signs and wonders, and with divers miracles, and gifts of
the Holy Ghost, according to his own “will.” (Heb. 2:3-4.)
“Confirm” means to “make firm” and to give “assurance of
the truth of, verify; corrobate”-—Webster. To say the
word of God is not already confirmed is to deny the Bible,
and is a confession that the word of God is not “firm” and
that it needs to be “verified,” and “propped up” by some-
thing modern. It needs no new revelation, nor new con-
firmation. Miracles ceased by the time the word was con-
firmed. But this was done by the time the New Testament
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was all written. Hence, another proof that signs and
miracles ceased by the close of the apostolic age.

My opponent does not want new apostles now, as do the
Mormons, but he is contending for their power—inspiration
and all. If he is going to have apostles in act and in fact,
why does he not have them also in name? Why object to
applying the same name now to the same kind of men?

He wants all the signs and miracles done by the apostles,
but there were certain signs which were “signs of an
apostle.” (II Cor. 12:12.) What does my friend want
with the “signs of an apostle,” when he i3 not an apostie?
I should be called a deceiver if I were to wear the badge or
sign of a policeman when I am not a policeman. John said,
“Many other signs truly did Jesus in the presence of his
disciples, which are not written in this book; but these
are written, that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ,
the Son of God.” (John 20:30-31; Ex. 4:1-9.) We are now
to believe in Christ because of “written” miracles, and this
proves that God knew we would not have signs all down
through the ages.

I want my friend to discuss the real igsue. It is not a
question of whether or not God has the power to work
miracles and signs through us now, but the point is: What
has he willed and promised to do? Neither are we discuss-
ing the fact that miracles and signs were done by the
apostles and others in the New Testament. The question
is: Should we have the same power now that they had
then? My friend said last night that God will do now all
that he ever has done. Here is the issue. I deny that God
has promised to give us the power that he did the apostles.
Jesus said unto them, “Heal the sick, cleanse the lepers,
raise the dead.” (Matt. 10:8.)

1 want my friend to tell us whether or not the Mormons,
Christian Scientists, Catholics, and various “Holiness
Churches” are really performing miracles by the power of
God. Is God confirming their word—their contradictory
doctrines? Is God the author of confusion? Is he in league
with the devil like that? If my friend says these sects are
deecived—that they really perform no miracles—then he is
shaking the boat and is certain to drown himself with the
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crowd. They have the same testimonials, only more of
them. But if they are deceived, so is my friend. None of
them, nor all put together, can do anything supernatural.
If the apostles and early Christians had made such a mess
of their claim to be sent of God to do such things, Chris-
tianity never would have been established, for their word
would not have been confirmed. (Heb. 2:3-4; Mark 16:20.)

C. J. WEAVER'S FirsT NEGATIVE

Moderators, Lodies and Gentlemen: Like my honorable
opponent, I am glad to be back to another service to discuss
the things that the Lord has left for us. I think lots of my
opponent and I hope that God will take care of the difference
between us and I shall meet him one day in heaven. My
heart goes out to everyone, but I must preach my conviction
of the word of God.

Before I begin my speech I have one or two things
I want to clear up about last night’s debate. If you will
notice the record of this debate you will find that my oppo-
nent misrepresented me. There are a few things that he
surely misunderstood. One was concerning the Holy Spirit
being there in case of a conversion and baptism. I didn’t
say a sinner was baptized with the Holy Ghost. 1 didn't
say in the conversion you were baptized with the Holy
Ghost. Get that. Another thing you will notice, he was
wrong in saying I said your little children were going to
be lost. Now I said they possessed evil nature. When your
little child gets down on the floor and pulls its hair, and
kicks, and screams, naturally you know it isn’t aware of
what it is doing. But if I do something like that, you
would think there was something wrong. God takes care
of that until the law comes. When you read the record
you will find what I said. Another thing: he said last
night that nobody possessed the Adamic nature, and he
said after a man was sanctified he still didn’t get rid of
that Adamic nature.

As to his argument tonight, he has done no better. 1
have a few questions here. I have handed him a duplicate.
(1) Is a miracle of healing a part of the gospel? (2) What
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motivated miracles of healing? (3 Was anybody ever
healed by faith? (4) Do you suppose anybody in the world
has faith today? (b) Are we living in the Gospel Dis-
pensation of time? (6) Is the statement in Hebrews 13:8
true? (7) Does the New Testament church that Jesus
built still have elders in it? (8) Are those elders still under
the New Testament obligations? (9) Is it any harder for
Jesus to heal a person than to save him? (10) Just what
does the New Testament teach a person to do when he gets
sick? (11) If some of your members should call on you to
pray for their healing, would you do it? (12) Who are the
gods of the world Paul speaks of? (13) Is it a fact that
whoever a man puts the most trust in is his God?

Your proposition states that the Scriptures teach that
miracles done by the apostles and other disciples were done
away by the time the apostles died, by the time the New
Testament was confirmed. Now in the text he quoted in the
20th chapter of St. John, it says that if all the things that
Jesus did were to have been put in a book the world would
not have contained the books, but these things are written
that you might believe. Believe what? His proposition is
right square in opposition to this. If he were going to
quote that text in line with his proposition, he ought to
have read it this way: “These things are written that you
might disbelieve.” Now he reads his proposition one way
and the word of God another. I wouldn’t have to go much
further to prove that he has been misinformed by some-
body.

The proposition says by the time the will of God was
“revealed”—but what was the will of God? The will of
God is the New Testament; that is his will and that is the
children’s inheritance. Now in this will he willed for
people to be healed, and to have salvation, etc. If there is
anything in the will, then it still remains, because we cer-
tainly have the will, which is the New Testament. He said
this will was completed A.D. 96. Well—it was completed
certainly, and I am not trying to write you a Book of
Mormon or any other kind of book. I am satisfied with the
one we have and I wouldn’t change it for anything on earth,
for there are too many benefits derived from it.
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He said these miracles were done in order that people
might believe, in order to confirm the word. It didn’t seem
to read that way to me in Mark 2nd chapter, when he said,
“that you may know.” When a miracle is done you know it,
but when you read about it and believe it by faith, that is not
knowledge. Faith is the substance of things hoped for, and
the evidence of things not seen. (Heb. 11:1.) I don’t have
to have a miracle to believe God’s word today, certainly not.
I believe it. He said these signs will follow them that
believe. Now if you will notice he will stress Mark 16:15-
16, that “He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved,
but he that disbelieveth shall be damned.” You will hear
plenty about that. But he thinks the next verse is done
away. Not only that, but there are many other Scriptures
that he says are done away by the time the complete will of
God was revealed. He turns to Ephesians 4:9 where Paul
said Christ gave some in the church io be apostles, some
pastors and teachers, and what for? For the “perfecting of
the saints,” and for the “edifying” of the body of Christ.
Until when? When we all come into the ‘“unity of the
faith,” until we come to the measure of the stature of the
fullness of Christ unto “a perfect man.” I wonder how
many denominations we have here this evening. How many
denominations do we have represented here?

I will say that no common thinking man under heaven
today would say we have “come to the unity of the faith.”
If he did he would certainly be blind to the things that
exist. Until we come to the full “measure” of the “stature
of Christ.” Brother, I am going to put the measuring stick
to him before this thing is over.

He refers to Proverbs and said some people claim false
gifts. I haven’t claimed any gift at all. I think that is
a very humiliating thing; to say a man claims a false gift.

He said that some in the church were sent to be apostles,
and some teachers, and some preachers, and he said all this
is done away. Nobody else is called to preach.: Nobody else
is called to teach. Nobody else is called to advocate God’s
eternal truth. It was already fixed up and done away with
in A.D. 96. If that is true let’s close up our Bibles and go
home. I wonder if God put him in the church and set him

3
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in as a minister. How does he know he is called to the
ministry anyhow, if God doesn’t do it any more?

He said by “miracles” he means the supernatural things,
above ordinary things. My friends, this evening if I didn’t
think I was serving a God able to do a lot greater things
than I could do, I wouldn’t put myself to the trouble of
entering this discussion, going to church, and wearing out
my shoes, trying to worship God.

Now he comes to the 13th chapter of First Corinthians
where Paul said when he was a child he spoke as a child,
understood as a child, thought as a child, but when he
became a man he put away childish things. I wish my
opponent would do that. It is a childish thing for a man
to think such things. Paul said now “we know in part and
prophesy in part.” Then he comes on down and said
“whether there be tongues they shall cease and whether
there be knowledge it shall vanish away.” He didn’t say
what kind of knowledge. He didn’t say it was super-
natural knowledge, or whether it wasn’t natural knowledge.
My opponent wants it all left to him to say. He will tell
you what kind of knowledge it was, but the word of God
didn’t say. If we are to take it the way he says, then
nobody has knowledge today. “Whether there be tongues,
they shall cease.” I wonder if you mean, brother, there is
a time coming when everybody will be dumb?

Mr. Phillips from Cleveland, Tennessee, quoted this
Seripture and said they only had part of the Scriptures and
hadn’t collected them all together, and for that reason the
word of God had not been fully confirmed, and when they
got the whole New Testament the parts were done away.
My friend ought to tear out part of his. He doesn’t need
the whole book unless he preaches it all. That is like
Mr. Phillip’s statement. e said when the perfect law of
liberty came, the parts were done away. Then he said
there are three that remain: “faith, hope and charity.” He
reminds me of a fellow that is going to starve a man to
death and puts him in a cafe and says to him, “I am going
to take everything away from you but money, food and
clothes. I am going to starve you to death.” Paul sums up
the whole works. “Though I speak with the tongues of
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men and of angels, and have not charity, I am become as
sounding brass, or a tinkling cymbal. And though I have
the gift of prophecy, and understand all knowledge; and
though I have all faith, so that I could remove mountains,
and have not charity, I am nothing. And though I bestow
all my goods to feed the poor, and though I give my body
to be burned, and have not charity, it profiteth me nothing.”
(I Cor. 183:1-7.) Then he goes on and says these things will
vanish away, but he said there are three that remain, faith,
hope and charity. Faith is the currency that is drawn upon
heaven’s bank., Hope is that characteristic or attribute in-
stilled in our hearts to wait until faith goes and intervenes
on the love of God, until he brings us back on the wings of
faith. We have all those three. Why that is like starving a
man to death on ham and eggs and good things to eat,

They didn’t have the complete New Testament when
Paul said, “Though we or an angel from heaven preach any
other gospel unto you, let him be accursed.” (Gal. 1:8.)

My opponent asks if we need the spirit of God? He said
the Spirit led the apostles to perform these miracles and
write the New Testament, and said do we need the Holy
Spirit to lead us today? In Romans 8:14 we find this, “As
many as are led by the Spirit of God, they are the sons of
God.” Does God have any sons today? Well—do we need
the Spirit to lead us now? Certainly. The very Spirit that
led and inspired them, certainly is needed today.

Then he says contend for the faith that was “once”
delivered to the saints. He said that miracles were done
both in the Old Testament and the New Testament. He
admits they did miracleg in the Old Testament, so miracles
didn’t begin with the apostles. And neither did they end
with the apostles. They are characteristic of God. And he
said himself last night, that laws change, but the attributes
of God never change; and so, he had mercy when he was
here on earth and he still has mercy. Thank you.

Gus NICHOLS' SECOND AFFIRMATIVE

Moderators, Honorable Opponent, Ladies and Gentle-
men: I am affirming that such signs and miracles as were
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done by the apostles and others in the days of the apostles
ceased by the time the New Testament was all revealed
and confirmed. My honorable opponent went back to last
night’s proposition and said I had misrepresented him.
I have no desire to do such a thing, and I think he is in-
correct about the matter. In his first speech last night he
took the position that there was only one measure of the
Spirit, and that was the baptismal measure. But later he
said a ‘“measure” of the Spirit was given to sinners in
their conversion. Now, if there is only one “measure” of
the Spirit, and that the baptism of the Spirit, and if the
sinner in his conversion receives a “measure” of the Spirit,
then, according to my friend, the sinner is baptized with
the Spirit in his conversion. But my opponent last night
denied this, and said no one is baptized with the Spirit
until after he becomes a Christian.

My friend says all Christians are led by the Spirit.
(Rom, 8:14.) Well, if this means Holy Ghost baptism,
then all Christians are baptized with the Spirit—a thing
he denies. The Spirit leads Christians by his word through
inspired men. To hear what the written word of the Spirit
says is to “Hear what the Spirit saith unto the churches.”
(Rev. 1:7; II Sam. 23:2.) Not only are all “sons of God”
led by the Spirit, but “If any man have not the Spirit of
Christ, he is none of his.” (Rom. 8:9.) This ordinary gift
of the Spirit is received at the time one repents and is
baptized for the remission of sins. (Aects 2:38.) It is
actually given to “as many as the Lord, our God, shall call.”
(Acts 2:89.) I knew my friend could not defend his posi-
tion first taken—that there is only one measure of the
Spirit—and that if one is not baptized with the Spirit he
does not have the Spirit at all. Hereafter let my friend and
his people be done with the practice of roaming through
the New Testament and taking every instance of the word
“Spirit” and calling it Holy Spirit baptism. My friend
has finally admitted that there are other measures of the
Spirit which are not the baptism of the Spirit. He said in
his first speech last night that the “Spirit,” the “gift” of
the Spirit, and the “baptism” of the Spirit all meant the
same thing—were all “synonymous.” He challenged me to
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prove that there were different measures of the Spirit
given, and that one might have the spirit without having
the baptism of the Spirit, and I have done it—both by the
Bible and my friend. The fact that the Spirit was given
unto Christ without measure, (John 3:34), proves it was
given unto others by measure. The baptismal measure
ceased by A.D. 64 when Paul said, “There is one Lord, one
faith, one baptism.” (Eph. 4:5.)

I did not say that he said little children are lost, but
I showed that this is the logical deduction from his argu-
ment. He tried last night to prove that little babies have
“inborn sin” in them by quoting Paul’s statement that the
Ephesians, after becoming sinners, “Were by nature chil-
dren of wrath.” (Eph. 2:3.) These people were “Children
of wrath”’—children of the devil—at the time referred to.
I showed that if they were in this condition at birth then
they were children of “wrath” and lost in their infancy.
My friend said “By nature” means “by birth.” If his
logic does not make infants ‘“Children of wrath”—children
of the devil—let him explain. Do you mothers think your
little babies are ‘‘children of wrath?”

He says I have taken the position that no one now
possesses the “Adamic nature.” My position is that no one
has “inborn sin,” or ever had such. “Sin is the trans-
gression of the law.” (I John 3:4.) It is not something
born in little babies. We have human nature, just as
Adam had before he ever sinned. All now become sinners
by transgression, just as Adam did. Even sanctified people
have human nature, just as Adam had before his tempta-
tion, and all are to keep their bodies under. (I Cor. 9:27.)
All alike have the flesh to contend with. “If ye live after
the flesh, ye shall die.” (Rom. 8:13.) Christ had flesh, and
was tempted just as we are. Did he have “inborn sin”?

My friend asked me thirteen questions which I am glad
to answer. (1) “Is a miracle of healing a part of the
gospel 7 It is a part of the gospel record, just as raising
Dorcas from the dead is a part of the gospel. (Aects 9.)
Jesus told the apostles to “raise the dead.” (Matt. 10:8.)
Was this a part of the gospel, and does my friend try to
practice this now? (2) “What motivated miracles of heal-
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ing?’ God’s motive in signs was to confirm the word.
“And they went forth and preached everywhere, the Lord
working with them, and confirming the word with signs
following.” (Mark 16:20.) When the word was all delivered
and confirmed, the signs and miracles which were to con-
firm it were no longer needed, and hence ceased. This was
about the time the New Testament was all written, as 1
am affirming. (3) “Was anybody ever healed by faith?”
Does my friend think his people can do by faith now all that
ever has been done by faith? Faith was not always a
condition of miracles. (4) “Do you suppose anybody in the
world has faith today? Yes, but to believe God will per-
form miracles through us now is not gospel faith. The
apostles had miraculous faith, and could raise the dead.
Jesus told them to “heal the sick, cleanse the lepers, raise
the dead?” (Matt. 10:8.) My friend says these things are
for us now. Does he have faith? Can he raise the dead?
To have real gospel faith is to believe what Paul said, that
these miracles would cease and be done away when the
perfect revelation came. (I Cor. 13:8-9.) (5) Are we
living in the gospel dispensation of time?” Yes, but we
are not inspired as were the apostles at the beginning of
this dispensation, and do not have power to confirm the
word now as they had then. (6) “Is the statement in Heb.
13:8 true?”’ Yes, but it does not say miracles are for
today. Jesus is the same now as ever, but he is not now
doing all he ever did. He is not raising the dead now, as
he did through the apostles. (Matt. 10:8; Acts 9-11.) He
is not now inspiring men as he did the apostles. (John 16:
13.) He is the same in his moral nature, but it was never
'nis purpose to just keep on doing all he ever did. (7) “Does
the New Testament church that Jesus built still have elders
in it?”’ Yes. (8) “Are these elders still under the New
Testament obligations?”” The first elders, or “pastors” had
“gifts” given unto them, and were miraculously endowed,
just as the apostles, prophets, and evangelists. These were
to last “till” all came unto the “unity of the faith.” (Eph.
4:8, 11, 12, 13.) This could not have been a time later
than the death of the last apostles, for the “apostles,” as
well as “pastors” were to last “till” the same time. After
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the death of the last apostle, and all had reached “the
unity of the faith,” the elders, like the evangelists” are no
longer supernaturally endowed. The elders who were
miraculously endowed could heal the sick. (James 5:14.)
But miraculous gifts have ceased. (I Cor. 13:8-18.) One of
these was the gift of healing. (I Cor. 12:8-10.) If my
opponent is going to contend for miraculous elders now,
why not get him some new apostles today, as the Mormons
claim to have? They were all to last “till” the same time.
(Eph. 4:8-13.) (9) “Is it any harder for Jesus to heal
a person than to save him?” 1 suppose not, and it would
be as easy for him to raise the dead as to heal the sick. My
friend seems to think Jesus is obligated to do all that he
can do. He could make other men of the dust of the ground,
as he did Adam, but he will not do it. It is not a question
of what the Lord is able to do—that is not the issue! The
real issue is what has he promised to do all down through
the ages? (10) “Just what does the New Testament teach
a person to do when he gets sick?” One thing it teaches
one to do is to use medicine. “Take a little wine for thy
stomach’s sake, and for thine often infirmities.” (I Tim.
5:28.) Jesus says, “They that are whole need not a
physician, but they that are sick.” (Luke 5:31-32.) This
says the “sick” “need” a physician. (11) “If some of your
members should call on you to pray for their healing, would
you do it?” Yes, I would pray for them to be restored
to health, if it were the Lord’s will; but I would not ask
God to miraculously heal anyone, nor to “raise the dead”
now, as he did in the days of the apostles. (Matt. 10:8.)
(12) “Who are the gods of the world Paul speaks of?”
I think they were false gods. (18) “Is it a fact that
whoever a man puts the most trust in is his God?’ 1
think so.

My friend says to fit my idea John 20:30-31 should
have said those things were written that we might “dis-
believe,” instead of that we might “believe.” My friend
thinks this text teaches those things were written that we
might “believe in miracles,” but the text says, “That ye
might believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God.” The
fact that believers are now made by “written” signs is proof
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that we were not to have new signs all down through the
ages to make believers. Can’t my friend see that?

My opponent says the will of God now fully revealed is
the New Testament, and contends that this will now has all
in it that it ever had for anyone—miracles and all. Does
it have inspiration for us now, like it had for the apostles?
Does it have new apostles for our day? If not, then it
had some things in it at the beginning that were only for
the creative age of the church. My friend denied what
I said about miracles being performed ‘“‘to confirm the
word.” He said it did not read that way in Mark 2, but
that ye might “know.” Well, in the same book it says
“Confirming the word with signs following.” (Mark 16:20.)
The word is already confirmed now, and we need no such
“signs” as confirmed it. The word “know” often means to
believe confidently. (Acts 2:36.)

He says I think Mark 16:17 is done away. I say it has
been fulfilled. ‘“Them that believe” is plural, and does not
refer to the singular noun *“creature” of verse 15, but
rather refers to the ‘“eleven” of verse 14. Jesus had com-
manded the apostles to “go” into all the world proclaiming
the gospel. But at that time they “Believed not’’ and had
“unbelief.” (Verse 14.) Jesus simply promised them if they
would “believe” as they were going into all the world to
preach the gospel “these signs” would ‘“follow” them. This
would encourage them to undertake the great task before
them. The signs did follow the apostles, and confirmed
their word. (Mark 16:20; Heb. 2:3-4.) When the signs
finished confirming the word, they ceased.

My friend says we have many denominations, and much
religious division, and have not come “unto the unity of the
faith.” (Eph. 4:12-13.) If that is the kind of unity meant,
they already had it when Paul wrote that letter, for he told
them to “keep the unity of the Spirit.” (Eph. 4:3.) They
could not “keep” it unless they already had it. But the
passage has no reference to the unity of Christians, but it
says, the miraculously-endowed ‘apostles,” “prophets,”
“evangelists,” “pastors and teachers”—were to continue
“Till we all come in the unity of the faith.” (Eph. 4:11-13.)
It is “the faith,” not unity of “faith.” “The faith” is the
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gospel revelation. (Gal. 1:23; Jude 8.) The Lord “Gave
gifts” including ‘“apostles,” and said they would continue
“till” a certain time. My friend says we have not yet
reached that time. If not, then we must have new “apostles”
for our day. The fact that the apostles continued “till” all
came in the “Unity of the Faith,” but did not continue later
than the first century, is proof as high as heaven that such
miraculously endowed men have ceased. “When he ascended
up on high, he led captivity captive, and gave gifts unto
men, . .. and he gave some, apostles; and some, prophets;
and some, evangelists; and some pastors and teachers; for
the perfecting of the saints, for the work of the ministry,
for the edifying of the body of Christ: Till we all come in
the Unity of the Faith,” etc. (Eph. 4:8, 11, 12, 13.) We
have no such miraculously-qualified men today. They were
only to last “till” the apostles ceased. True, we have
“evangelists” and “pastors and teachers,” but these are not
miraculously “gifted” men now. We now have the complete
revelation of God’s will, and do not need to be inspired, nor
to work miracles.

Paul said, “Whether there be prophecies, they shall fail;
whether there be tongues, they shall cease; whether there be
knowledge, it shall vanish away. For we know in part, and
we prophesy in part. But when that which is perfect is
come, then that which is in part shall be done away.”
(I Cor. 13:8-10.) Elder Weaver says these things were
never to fail, cease, vanish away, nor be done away, as
Paul said they would. My friend overlooked the point that
these were to be done away, “When” the “perfect” will of
God should come. To say these things did not “then”
cease is to flatly deny the Bible.

But my friend quibbles about the “knowledge” that was
to “vanish away,” and wants me to prove it was super-
natural knowledge. In the previous chapter Paul said,
“To another knowledge by the same Spirit.” (I Cor. 12:8-9.)
It is one of the nine gifts here mentioned. It is ridiculous
to say this is not the same “knowledge’” that was to “vanish
away”’ in the next chapter. (I Cor. 13:8-10.) My friend’s
position that it is natural knowledge makes it a prophecy
that all were going to be idiots. He even thinks Paul meant



74 NICHOLS-WEAVER DEBATE

by tongues ceasing, that all were to “be dumb” sometime in
the future. But the previous chapter says the Spirit gave,
“To another divers kinds of tongues.” (I Cor. 12:10.) It
meant divine power to speak in languages hitherto unknown
to the speaker. They then knew and prophesied in “part,”
received only fragments of truth by inspiration as needed.
But Paul affirmed that when that which is “perfect”—that
which included all the parts—is come, “Then” that which
is in “part” shall be “done away”’-—no more partial revela-
tions would be made. But only faith, hope, and charily
were to “abide,” said Paul. (I Cor. 13:13.) He did not
say, like Mr. Weaver, that the miracles mentioned would
also abide, but said they would “fail,” ‘“‘cease,” “vanish
away” and “be done away.” (I Cor. 13:8-9.) This proves
my proposition that signs and miracles, as done by the
apostles, have ceased. We have “that which is perfect”
as a revelation. The Spirit guided the apostles “into all
truth.” (John 16:13.) This made a perfect revelation.
“That which is perfect” was contrasted with “that which
is in part.” Then he said “When that which is perfect is
come (when all truth was revealed, not thousands of years
later) then that which is in part shall be done away.”
(I Cor. 13:10.)

My friend says we are to “earnestly contend for the
faith once delivered to the saints.” (Jude 3.) He thinks
this means we are to contend for “faith” to work miracles
now, as was done in the days of the apostles. But the
verse does not say this, but says “the faith,” meaning the
truth once delivered by the apostles. When Paul preached
“the faith” he preached the gospel. (Gal. 1:28.)

Certain signs were called, “The signs of an apostle.”
(IT Cor. 12:12.) Now, what does my friend want with the
“gigns of an apostle” when he admits he is not an apostle?
I would be a deceiver to wear the badge of a policeman
when I am not a policeman. The apostles could do certain
signs which could not in all points be duplicated by any
other disciples.

Since my friend went back to his lost proposition of last
night, and tried to prove little babies have “inborn sin” I
want him to explain what God said to King Tyrus, “Thou
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