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INTRODUCTION
It was my privilege to attend every session of the Cotham- 

Hartley Debate in Melbourne, to tape-record it, and to transcribe 
it that it might be printed in book form. I took great care to ensure 
that my transcription of the debate was as accurate as humanly 
possible. This involved many tedious hours of checking, double
checking, and triple-checking using my set of tapes and a set made 
by Benny Tabalujan, a member of the Belmore Road church of 
Christ. Both disputants, Perry B. Cotham and John Hartley, had ac
cess to a set of the tapes of the debate and were furnished a copy 
of my finished transcription.

To my wife, Brenda, must go much of the credit for getting the 
debate ready for the printer. She spent many, many hours typing 
my hand-written transcription of the debate.

In my opinion, the Cotham-Hartley Debate will be productive of 
much good. One can read it and easily see the arguments for the 
Pentecostal position that miraculous gifts of the Holy Spirit con
tinue today and the Scriptural answers to those arguments.

John Hartley is the ablest exponent of the Pentecostal position 
that I have ever encountered. He is an effective speaker and I 
believe that he presented his position as well as anyone possibly 
could. Perry B. Cotham is a gospel preacher, writer, and Bible 
scholar of great experience. He kindly but forcefully refuted Mr. 
Hartley's arguments showing that the miraculous gifts of the Spirit 
had served their purpose and were no longer available today.
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PREFACE
It has been my happy privilege to make three preaching tours in

to the lovely country of Australia. My first trip was in 1975, at 
which time I visited Canberra, Hobart, Melbourne, Sydney, Gym- 
pie, Lambton, and Perth. In March, 1981, I made my second tour, 
at which time I spoke in Perth, Adelaide, Melbourne, and Hobart. 
Then in connection with a trip to New Zealand in September, 
1981, I visited Brisbane in October, speaking at Holland Park and 
W ynnum.

During the second trip Ian McPherson, preacher for the 
Belmore Road Church in greater Melbourne, asked that I lecture 
one night on "Pentecostalism." He advertised this and all other 
subjects.

O n Monday night, March 17, I spoke on this subject. At? the 
close of the service Brother Ian mentioned that if any one believed 
otherwise and wanted to discuss the subject we would be fairiand 
willing to let him discuss the question of the Holy Spirit and 
miracles continuing today. After the service had been dismissed, 
two gentlemen lingered behind and desired to talk with me. I soon 
learned that they were of a group of the Pentecostal movement 
and strongly believed in miracles being performed today. I told 
them that I would be more than happy to share equal time and we 
could discuss the question at length. This seemed to meet their ap
proval. One of the men was Ron Whittington, a preacher of the 
group in Melbourne, who had seen the advertising and had come 
to hear what I had to say. I soon wrote out a proposition that pin
pointed the issue between us. It was worded as follows:

Resolved: That the Bible teaches that miracles (such as 
healing the sick, speaking in tongues, and raising the * 
dead, as done by the power of the Holy Spirit in the r 
early days of the church) continue in the church to- $ 
day.

4
Mr. Whittington said he would affirm this and I said I would 

deny. We agreed to have three nights of discussion with a 30 
minute speech each night for each one of us, and then each ohe 
would follow with a 15 minute speech. ' 2

Inasmuch as I had planned to go to Hobart the following week 
and be with Rod Rutherford and John Whitson in a mission and 
the advertising had already been distributed, I asked if I might 
return to Melbourne the following week and we could then have 
this discussion, namely on March 31, and April 1 and 2. This sug
gestion was agreeable with the two gentlemen. I suggested that 
this would give both groups the opportunity of advertising the 
public discussion to be held at the building of the Belmore Road 
Church of Christ. So I continued with my mission in Melbourne
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and then went to Hobart. In the meantime, advertising was done 
and I returned to Melbourne on Monday, March 31. Rod Ruther
ford accompanied me back to Melbourne with his tape recorder 
to attend the debate.

W hen I left my home (Dallas, Texas) on the preaching trip, I did 
not know that I would be engaged in a discussion on this subject 
before my return; hence, I did not have time to make any special 
preparation for it.

When the time came for the debate, we were informed that Mr. 
Whittington was ill and in the hospital and could not be present, 
but Mr. John Hartley would come and participate in his stead. I 
regretted that Mr. Whittington could not be there, since he had 
agreed to discuss the proposition with me, but I found Mr. Hartley 
a very congenial person who did a good job in presenting the 
arguments for miracles today. I personally enjoyed my association 
with him.

I am grateful that Mr. Hartley gave his consent for the oral 
discussion to be transcribed from Mr. Rutherford's tapes and to be 
printed and distributed to the general public. I regret that several 
minutes of my second speech on Monday night did not get on 
tape, nor a few of the remarks made by Mr. McPherson. At the 
beginning of the discussion there was no plan on the part of 
anyone present for the debate to later be published, so not too 
much effort was made to get every word on tape. This decision for 
publication came later.

I want to express my appreciation to Mr. McPherson and Mr. 
Rutherford for the desire to print the debate, and especially to Mr. 
Rutherford and his wife, Brenda, for the many hours of tedious 
labor they gave to taking the speeches from the tapes as they were 
delivered and typing the manuscript for publication. I think they 
did an excellent job. All readers of the book will be indebted to 
them for this labor of love.

Two or three items need to be made clear for the reader of the 
book. Reference was made to the availability of the opportunity of 
a miracle being performed right there. A man was present each 
night, crippled and on crutches. Also, reference was made to a 
book reagarding Oral Roberts. The name of that book is Give Me 
That Prime Time Religion, by Jerry Shoales, a close associate of Mr. 
Roberts for a number of years, in which he sets forth a complete 
expose of Mr. Roberts as a profiteer in the name of Christianity. 
Also Benny, at my request, stood and quoted John 3:16 in his 
native language, Indonesian. Benny is from Jakarta, Indonesia, 
and I have been privileged to be in the home of his parents. He is a 
student in a university in Melbourne and speaks English very 
fluently.

There are many, even some in the Church of Christ, who do not 
believe in miracles today, as speaking in tongues or raising the 
dead, but who do believe that in some direct way the Holy Spirit
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dwells in the heart of the Christian, over and above and in addition 
to the Word of God, to lead and guide the Christian. This idea is 
but the beginning of Pentecostalism for them. It is true that such 
passages as Romans 8:9 and i Corinthians 3:16 state the fact that 
the Spirit of God (Deity) dwells in the Christian, but the how (man
ner or mode) of His indwelling is not stated and must be learned 
from other statements of Holy Writing, as well as the how of His 
leading and guiding. Certainly it is not done apart from the Word 
of God. It has ever been my purpose in speaking on this subject to 
show to the people in Australia, and in all parts of the world, that 
the manner in which the Spirit operates on sinner and saint, is by 
means of the inspired W ord of the H oly Scriptures. So in conver
sion and in sanctification, the work of the Spirit on an individual is 
only through the Word and not through an operation apart from 
and independent of the Word. (For a full discussion of how the 
Holy Spirit operates in conversion I refer to my booklet titled The 
H oly Spirit in Conversion.) The Spirit is in the Christian in precisely 
the same sense that God, the Father, and Christ, the Son, is in the 
Christian, but not literally or personally.

The people who attended the debate conducted themselves, as 
a whole, in a nice orderly manner. W e did not want it any other 
way. Ian McPherson did a good job as moderator and time keeper 
every night.

All who would like to have additional copies of this debate, for 
the nominal cost of printing and postage, may write to one of the 
following addresses:

Ian McPherson 
P.O. 57 

Balwyn, Victoria 3103 
Australia

or

Rod Rutherford <
Box 210 

Bellerive, Tasmania 7108
Australia \

y
or

G ospel Advocate Co.
P.O. Box 150 

Nashville, Tennessee 37202

or

Your favorite bookstore 
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I am indebted to Quality Printers, Inc. of Bristol, Virginia, U.S.A., 
for assisting me in getting the book in print at a reasonable cost in 
this day of inflation, after the manuscript was mailed to me by Mr. 
Rutherford.

O ur desire is that all who read this book may, with careful study 
of the Bible, come to a better understanding of the Holy Spirit and 
His work in the lives of people today.

Perry B. Cotham 
1814 Santa Cruz 
Grand Prairie, Texas 75051 
U.S.A.



Opening Remarks: 
Ian McPherson

(Ian's first few words were missing from the tape. R .R JTh is  
debate was originally scheduled with Mr. Ron Whittington of the 
Restored Church of Jesus Christ End Time Revival Centre of 
Australia. Unfortunately Mr. Whittington is not in good health and 
Mr. John Hartley has decided to take his place. W e want to thank 
John for taking the place of Ron. This discussion will commence 
tonight. The proposition is: “ The Bible teaches that miracles such 
as tongue speaking, healing the sick, raising the dead, etc. as done 
in the early church by the power of the H oly Spirit continue in the 
church today.'' That is the proposition. John Hartley will affirm 
this proposition and Mr. Perry Cotham will deny this proposition.

Now this discussion will take place on the basis of each speaker 
having a half hour to put forward his arguments. After that we will 
rise and have a song. We will be seated again and each speaker 
will be given a quarter of an hour or fifteen minutes to sumrriarize 
the speech. W e are a little late getting started so we won't have a 
song to begin as we were going to.

Let me just mention the fact that each speaker knows and 
realizes that the discussion is based purely on what the Scriptures 
teach. It is in no way an argument or a personality clash. It is just 
simply “what do the Scriptures teach on this subject?" That's the 
way this debate will be conducted. As such, as an audience, I 
believe it is also essential that we don't have outward displays of 
emotion, such as cheering and clapping of hands, because this is 
not really in accordance with doing things properly and in order 
and could, in fact, disrupt the discussions as they go along; so we 
would ask you all to listen quietly to this very interesting discus
sion.

Before I call on Mr. Hartley to begin this public discussion, 
would you bow with me as we pray. (PRAYER: Led by Ian McPher
son).

First Night: Mr. Hartley's ) 
First Affirmative Speech.

i
Now as has just been stated, our discussion is on the basis of 

what the Scriptures teach. I was thinking of a well known quota
tion from Martin Luther when he defied his opponents on a certain 
issue to convince him either by the Scriptures or by common 
sense and that's what we are going to go by tonight - the Scriptures 
and common sense. Isaiah, chapter eight, and verse twenty, is the 
principle that we go by: “ To the law and to the testimony! If they
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speak not according to this word, it is because there is no light in 
them " So let us test all things by the written Word of C o d. W e 
ought to be like the Bereans who "searched the Scriptures daily to 
see whether these things be so." Now the proposition as adver
tised in the press is the continuance of miracles today. Examples 
given in the advertisement being speaking with tongues, raising 
the dead, and healing the sick.

Now at the outset, I ought to say just where I stand and what I 
stand for and what I don't stand for. Now I represent the 
"Restored Undenominational Church of the Lord Jesus Christ" 
that God has raised up in the end time, which goes by the Bible 
alone, and therefore I am not standing here as a representative of 
the various Pentecostal denominations or of any one particular 
one of them. Like all the denominations, Pentecostal or non- 
Pentecostal alike, they have a great deal more or less of truth 
mixed with an admixture of error which makes it so dangerous. So 
I would not go along wholeheartedly with what any of the various 
Pentecostal groups teach. Some say that we are not even Chris
tians unless we have spoken with tongues. Some say that you can - 
be a Christian but you are not, sort of, very spitirual. You're only 
sort of a second class citizen in the kingdom of God if you haven't 
spoken with tongues. I don't say either of those two things. But my 
contention as I stand here tonight is that speaking with tongues, 
divine healing, and all other miracles that were in the early 
church, are still with us today. The various gifts are bestowed by 
God, in His sovereignty, according to His W ill, but we are not 
making a doctrine of our tongues, or of any other one gift and say
ing that every Christian must do this or do that.

Now I believe in a miracle working God. I don't think any of us 
dispute the omnipotence of God. I don't think any of us would 
dispute that God can do miracles. I doubt if anyone here tonight 
would dispute that God has done miracles in the Bible. It is not 
likely that there are any liberal theologians present. But what is at 
issue is whether God still does things today, or to put it another 
way, whether the book of Acts is a record of a transitional period 
as taught by the Gospel halls, many Baptists, and other denomina
tions, or whether it is a pattern book for the entire Christian 
dispensation. I believe that the book of Acts is a pattern book.

Now as regards the three examples of types of miracles stated in 
our proposition, one of them, raising the dead, can be disposed of 
very quickly and briefly as far as I'm concerned, because I do not 
believe that there is any promise in God's Word that Christians 
can go around raising the dead. Otherwise, we Pentecostal 
preachers would be running around visiting all the morgues we 
could, I suppose, but no one is seriously suggesting that. Whereas 
I do believe that the speaking with tongues and the divine healing 
are examples of gifts which are of general application. It's true that 
there were a couple of instances of raising the dead in the book of
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Acts. There was Eutychus who fell out of his window and was 
taken up dead, and there was the widow, Dorcas, also known as 
Tabitha, who was raised from the dead. There were likewise three 
instances of raising from the dead in the gospel records of the Lord 
Jesus. But these are the exceptions rather than the rule. Nowhere 
are we told to expect raising the dead as a matter of course. We 
will deal with this about raising of the dead first and get that out of 
the way as the least important, I feel.

It is true that Jesus said on one occasion, "cleanse the lepers, 
cast out devils, raise the dead." You will find those words in Mat
thew 10 and also in Luke 10. However, that was what is known as 
the "Limited Com m ission." It was words of instruction given by 
Jesus on a particular occasion to a particular group of people and 
is not applicable for all times. This was when Jesus sent out the 
seventy and He said in Matthew 10 and verse 8, "H eal the sick, 
cleanse the lepers, raise the dead, and cast out devils. Freely. you 
have received; freely give." But this was a commission given‘to a 
certain group of people, to a particular occasion, and if we were to 
take this literally, we would have to take literally a few verses fur
ther down where it says, "G o  only to the lost sheep of the house of 
Israel. Don't go into the cities of the Gentiles." And we know that 
that's not to us today.

The Commission that we are to obey today is not the Limited 
Commission of Matthew 10 but it is what is popularly known as 
the Great Commission found in Matthew 28:19 to 20 and in the 
end of Mark 16. And we will read Mark's version of the Great 
Commission because it has to do with the miracles that we are 
debating about tonight.

In Mark 16, verses 15 onwards, we read that Jesus said to them: 
"G o  into all the world, and preach the Gospel to every creature. 
He that believes and is baptized shall be saved: but he that 
believes not shall be damned. And these signs shall follow them 
that believe. In my name they shall cast out devils; they shall spfeak 
with new tongues; they shall take up serpents; and if they drink 
any deadly thing, it shall not hurt them; they shall lay hands onthe 
sick and they shall recover."

These prophetic words of Jesus started to be fulfilled just iiri a 
couple of verses further down. In the last verse, verse 20, we r^ad 
that "they went forth, and preached everywhere, the Lord w ork
ing with them, and confirming the word with signs following." 
You see, when you take God at His W ord, it happens just 6s He 
says. Jesus said: "According to your faith, be it unto you." Now, 
here we find summary of the Gospel in verse 16, and a list of 
evidential signs that would accom pany the preaching of the 
Gospel in verses 17 to 18. These are not the only types of miracles. 
There were other specific miracles not listed here but these are 
listed as the credentials of the Spirit-filled, anointed preacher of 
the Gospel of the grace of God.
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There is no indication that every person has to do any one of 
these, but rather that these signs would follow wherever the 
Gospel is preached and assemblies of God's people established; 
that there would be those that spoke in tongues; that there would 
be those with gifts of healing.

O f course, the critics will turn around and say that this passage is 
not in the original. It's a contention held by many that the last few 
verses of Mark were not part of the original inspired Word of God. 
Now I dispute this. I've found from my researches that there are a 
couple of ancient manuscripts that do not contain the last few 
verses of Mark's Gospel and there are plenty of other ancient 
manuscripts that do. And there is also one or two that have a dif
ferent ending. But I'm convinced that what we have in our King 
James Bibles and in most Bibles is the inspired Word of God.

And the signs promised in verses 16 and 17 of Mark 16 did hap
pen in the book of Acts and are still happening today and quota
tions could be taken from church history to show, for example, 
that in every century just about, people have spoken in tongues. 
Many people have prayed for the sick and the sick have been 
healed long before the modern day Pentecostal movement which 
has specialized in such things. But to state first and foremost to 
what the Word of God says, if we turn to the book of Acts, we will 
find confirmation of Mark 16.

Now to take the miracle of speaking in tongues, it is referred to 
in just three places in the book of Acts - in chapter 2, chapter 10, 
and in chapter 19. There is also teaching concerning it in First Cor
inthians.

Just before we look at the accounts in the book of Acts, I would 
like to define speaking in tongues as speaking in an unknown 
language. By that I mean a language not previously known to the 
one speaking it; not his natural language, not one that he has 
learned at school, but one in which he is supernaturally enabled to 
speak, without ever having learned it. I believe the languages 
referred to are actual tongues spoken by someone somewhere in 
the earth. I am not suggesting that they are angelic tongues or 
heavenly tongues but actual, real languages. They were on the 
Day of Pentecost. Let's read it in Acts, chapter 2.

Incidentally, some modern translations of the Bible have 
watered down the subject altogether and we read, for example, in 
the New English Bible about speaking “ ecstatic tongues'' or 
“ tongues of ecstasy" thus conveying the idea that speaking in 
tongues is a meaningless gibberish, not natural languages, but just 
some sounds spoken by people that get into a state of ecstasy and 
get very excited. Now, of course, it is also well known that the 
New English Bible was translated by a committee of 13 people all 
of whom were known modernists. They were liberal theologians, 
many of whom denied the virgin birth. They denied this and they 
denied that. So naturally, they are going to deny the supernatural
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miracle of speaking in tongues and water that down just as they 
watered down the deity of Christ and many other truths. So I don't 
think we need to worry about what the New English Bible, or what 
any other of the modernistic paraphrases might say. In Corinthians 
it speaks of "unknow n tongues" but the word "unknow n" is in 
italics in our King James Bibles indicating that it is not in the 
original. So the references in Corinthians should simply read 
"speaking in tongues."

Now in Acts, chapter 2, and verse 4, we read, "that they were all 
filled with the H oly Ghost and began to speak with other tongues 
as the Spirit gave them utterance." The word "utterance" comes 
from the same Greek word used when referring to the inspired ut
terances of the prophets who say, "Thus saith the Lord."

"And there were dwelling at Jerusalem Jews, devout men, qut of 
every nation under heaven. Now when this was noised abroad, 
the multitude came together, and were confounded, because that 
every man heard them speak in his own language. And they were 
all amazed and marvelled, saying one to another, Behold, are not 
all these which speak Galileans? And how hear we every man in 
our own tongue, wherein we were born?" Then follows the list of 
various nationalities. And all these people heard the wonderful 
works of God being recited in their own languages. Verse 11. "W e 
do hear them speak in our tongues the wonderful works of God, 
and they were all amazed, and were in doubt, saying one to 
another, What meaneth this?" And then Peter seized the oppor
tunity to preach the Gospel to them.

W hich brings me to an important point - a lot of folk today that 
criticize what they call "the tongues movement" say that tongues 
were given for the purpose of enabling the Gospel to be preached 
easily to people of other nationalities. They say, why, therefore, do 
Pentecostal people today have to learn languages very painstak
ingly when they go out to the foreign mission field just like 
anybody else? W hy is it that I, John Hartley, when I go to preach to 
the church of our group in St. Albans, Melbourne, which is com 
posed of Yugoslavians, do I have to preach through an interpreter 
and I don't just miraculously speak in Slovenian to them? Thisj of 
course, is nonsense! The speaking in tongues was never given for 
the purpose of enabling the Gospel to be preached to .people 
without needing to learn a language. The Gospel preachingfln 
Acts, chapter 2, which is contained in verse 14 down to 36, was 
not in tongues. It was in one language. It was in the Greek 
language that was common to all the hearers. The speaking in 
tongues is earlier in the chapter, in verse 4 onwards. The speaking 
in tongues was done by all the one hundred and twenty. The 
preaching of the Gospel was done by one person, Peter. The 
speaking in tongues was the one hundred and twenty believers 
worshipping God. They weren't speaking to men. They were 
speaking to God.

-
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W e shall see later that Paul says exactly this in Corinthians. He 
says, "H e  that speaks in an unknown tongue speaks to G od." So 
the speaking in tongues is a supernatural sign. I'm not saying it is 
the indispensable evidence of the Holy Spirit, but I'm at least say
ing it is an evidence, it is a sign that the Holy Spirit of God has 
taken up residence in human temples. It is a sign to the 
unbeliever. Paul says that in Corinthians. He says the tongues 
serve as a sign to the unbeliever whereas prophecy is for the 
believer. Here, indeed, it was a sign to the unbeliever. It was pro
phesied hundreds of years before in Isaiah 28 that "with men of 
stammering lips and other tongues God would speak to their na
tion," i.e. Israel and this was first fulfilled on the Day of Pentecost 
and the speaking in tongues was a catalyst, as it were, that drew 
the people together and set the scene for the preaching of the 
Gospel.

Now the other references to tongues in the book of Acts are in 
chapter 10, and in chapter 19. In chapter 10, Peter was sent to the 
house of Cornelius, an Italian, and the first recorded example of a 
Gentile to receive the Gospel, unless you count some Greeks that 
were mentioned in an earlier chapter, but Cornelius is usually 
taken as the opening of the Gospel door to the Gentiles. Now 
Peter was received warmly into Cornelius' house. He preached 
the Gospel to them, and, after giving a recital of the facts of the 
Gospel, how that Christ had come and died for sin, "while Peter 
yet spake these words, the Holy Ghost fell on all them that heard 
the w ord." This is Acts 10 and verse 44.

Now Peter's Jewish friends were somewhat narrow minded and 
were rather surprised that God should pour out His Spirit upon the 
Gentiles. Verse 45 says that "they were astonished!" I don't know 
that Peter was astonished. He might have been expecting it. He'd 
had a vision on the house-top to prepare him for this but his 
friends were astonished because they knew that these people had 
been filled with the Holy Spirit for - that means "because" - "they 
heard them speak with tongues and magnify G od." Verse 46. 
Then, after this supernatural evidence was given, Peter com 
manded them to be baptized.

The other reference to tongues in Acts is in chapter 19 of Acts 
where Paul came across some people referred to as disciples, but 
they were certainly not Christians in any sense that we understand 
the word today. These were people who knew the message of 
John the Baptist, maybe not John personally, but the message that 
he brought was what they had heard. It was possibly taught to 
them by Apollos who likewise only knew John's message. Now 
John's baptism was not Christian baptism and John's message was 
not the Gospel. It was merely something to lead up to it. So Paul 
had to instruct them more fully. He asked them if they were filled 
with the Holy Spirit since they believed, or, more correctly, when 
they believed. And Paul realized that they weren't believers at all
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in his book because they said we haven't even heard whether 
there be a Holy Ghost. They didn't know what he was talking 
about. So he explained the Gospel to them fully and told them 
how they should believe on the Lord Jesus Christ. Apparently they 
knew little or nothing about Jesus and Calvary but when they 
heard the Gospel they accepted it because we read in verse 5: 
"W hen they heard this, they were baptized in the name of the 
Lord Jesus. And when Paul had laid his hands upon them, the H o
ly Ghost came on them; and they spake with tongues and pro
phesied." So here again, we see miracles confirming the 
preaching of the Gospel.

Tongues, of course, are not the only miracles in the book of 
Acts. They seem at this present day and age to be the one that's 
most talked about and the one that's most interesting. Thqy are 
often referred to as the "least of all the gifts" although I don't 
know that that phrase actually occurs in the Scripture. But certain
ly, I believe that they are one of the inferior gifts, if not the mdst in
ferior, the least of the gifts, and for that reason probably, tongues is 
the most widespread gift today. But Paul teaches in Corinthians 
that prophecy, for example, is a higher gift, a superior gift, and one 
that is more to be desired. He didn't teach against tongues. He 
said: "Forbid not to speak with tongues." But he said "Covet 
spiritual gifts but rather that ye prophesy."

Now in the book of Acts we find the gift of prophecy. W e find 
that there were prophets in the church. Judas is mentioned as a 
prophet in the church. Agabus is mentioned as a prophet who 
foretold the future. He foretold a coming famine. It was also 
foretold to Paul how he would be bound if he went to Jerusalem, 
but he went anyway and he found that the prophecy came true as 
we all know. So the gift of prophecy was set in the church and I 
believe it is still there.

Incidentally, the book of Acts is the only book in the New Testa
ment that doesn't end with "Am en" and I believe that all of tfrese 
little things have a meaning for us. I'm not trying to base a doctrine 
on that fact but I'm just saying that it's significant that it doesn't 
close with "Am en" because I believe that the book of Acts, ip a 
sense, has never closed. \

In the book of Acts, we find also the fulfillment of the promise in 
Mark 16; believers will take up serpents and they wouldn't harm 
them. Now I know there are sects of uneducated mountain people 
in the U.S.A. that regularly handle serpents in their meetings and 
trust thay they won't get harmed because they believe that is what 
is meant by this passage. I believe probably Almighty God forgives 
them for their simplicity and their stupidity but I certainly don't 
believe that's what Mark 16 is talking about. Rather, of course, it's 
saying that if we accidentally handle a poisonous serpent or we ac
cidentally drink something harmful, it won't do us any harm. And, 
of course, there's an example in the Acts of the Apostles, chapter
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28 and verse 4, when a venomous beast hung on Paul's hand. A 
viper came out of the fire and fastened on his hand. But verse 5 
tells us that "he shook the beast off into the fire and felt no harm. 
, J owbeit they (the Barbarians) looked when he should have 
swollen or fallen down dead suddenly; but after they had looked a 
great while, and saw no harm come to him, they changed their 
minds, and said that he was a god." So we see that Almighty God 
vindicated His servant by delivering him from the poisonous viper. 
And I believe that Christians can have faith for the same thing to
day. I'm not afraid of poisonous vipers and I'm not afraid of 
anything because God is with me.

Now all the way through the book of Acts, we find miracles of 
healing and it is my contention that miracles of healing are with us 
in the church today. As I said at the beginning, I do not believe 
that raising the dead is a general promise that can be claimed by 
believers although God in His sovereignty raised a couple of dead 
people in the book of Acts. Likewise I have heard of persons being 
raised from the dead today. I've been in correspondence with a 
gentleman in Memphis, Tennessee whose wife, Mrs. Lura 
Johnson Grubb, was raised from the dead and has written a book 
about it. I've heard of one or two other examples. But these are 
the exceptions rather than the rule and they don't prove anything.

However, healing the sick is a promise that can be claimed by all 
Christians. I believe when I'm sick in doing what James told me to 
do - to call the elders of the church and "the prayer of faith shall 
save the sick" and we practise this and we've seen many people 
healed in answer to the prayer of faith.

It is my contention that, generally speaking, sickness comes 
from the Devil. It is permitted by God but I do not believe that 
God sends sickness upon His children to teach them lessons and 
so on and so forth. He permits it but I believe that the Devil is the 
author of it and that God is the healer. I'm not, of course, saying 
that God cannot smite people with sickness. We know, of course, 
that He can do, and has done. W e read that it was God, for in
stance, that sent the plagues upon the Egyptians in Exodus. So I'm 
not saying He can't, but I deny the popular teaching that God 
sends His children sickness in order to teach them lessons or as a 
punishment. Rather, I believe that healing is the children's bread, 
as Jesus said. I believe that divine healing is a promise that can be 
claimed in faith by the child of God, not by the people of the 
world. God does often graciously heal persons that are not saved; 
people in the book of Acts, like the lame man at the gate of the 
temple in Acts 3. There's no evidence to suggest that they were 
Christians or believed the Gospel, and likewise today in 
evangelistic crusades, persons have been prayed for and healed 
who were not Christians. But I believe that these are signs that 
God sends His sovereignty where and when He will, to confirm 
the preaching of the Gospel and to attract people to Christ just as
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in the book of Acts in chapter 8, we read that when Philip went 
and preached in Samaria many people gave heed to the message 
that he preached because they heard and saw the miracles that he 
did. They were signs to attract people to the preaching of the 
Gospel and to hear about the healing of their sin-sick souls which 
is by far the most important thing.

I realize, of course, that many people do not get healed today, 
and that there are various reasons that can be adduced for this. I 
do not agree with those Pentecostal evangelists that will go to a 
person and say, "Yo u  must have some secret sin in your life," or, 
"You haven't got enough faith." That's between the person and 
God, and how's the other chap to know? See, I don't believe in 
that. These things are between us and God and if we don't get 
healed, maybe we might know the reason for it and maybe not, 
because we don't know everything and I don't claim to know the 
reason why some persons are not healed. But I can stand here and 
state that many people have been healed, not just! of 
psychosomatic diseases either, but of genuine organic complaints. 
Many miracles, just as in the book of Acts, are continuing to hap
pen today, and I see no reason why they shouldn't because the 
promises don't have a time limit. Acts 2:39 says that "the promise 
(the promise of the Holy Ghost) is to you, and to your children, 
and to all that are afar off, as many as the Lord your God shall 
ca ll." And healing is one of the gifts of the Holy Spirit.

As my time is drawing to a close, we haven't time right now to 
read First Corinthians, chapter 12, but in there we find a list of the 
nine gifts of the Spirit as they are comm only called. O f course the 
number isn't limited to nine. Further down in the same chapter, 
there is another list of gifts which includes some not listed in the 
first part of the chapter and vice versa but perhaps we'll leave 
those for another night.

ft
if

First Night: Perry B. Cotham's 
First Negative Speech >

(First words unclear - RVR) W e had the meeting scheduled wi|h 
the sermon topics, the themes to be discussed, and so we talked 
about at a later time, after going, down to Hobart because their 
mission was already set-up and the advertising done, that I wbuld 
be glad to come back here on Monday night, Tuesday night, and 
Wednesday night to discuss this question. He thought that would 
be fine and we agreed that thirty minutes each one at the beginn
ing and then about a fifteen minute review each one for each 
night. I regret very much that he's (Ron Whittington - RR) not here 
tonight, but I appreciate so much Brother Ian in making the ar
rangements. In the telephone conversations, I learned that Mr.
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Hartley could come and be with us and share in this. So we ap
preciate his coming tonight. My first time to meet him and I'm glad 
that he's here.

I think we need to keep in mind, friends, exactly the proposi
tion, the point of discussion. This was read at the beginning but 
some may have come in since that time so I'm going to give it 
again. “ The Bible teaches that miracles such as tongue speaking, 
healing the sick, raising the dead, etc. (these various gifts as 
spoken of in the New Testament) as done in the early church by 
the power of the Holy Spirit, continue in the church today."

It's not a question that they were done back in the apostolic 
days. W e agree on that. It's the question - Are they being done 
now? And not only speaking in tongues and healing the sick but 
also raising the dead and other things that we read of as mention
ed in the book of Acts as performed by the Apostles. The point is - 
Are these being done today by the power of the Lord? Now I deny 
this, and he says that he believes they are being done, at least 
some of them, especially speaking in tongues, and sometimes 
healing, and sometimes not so, and possibly the raising of the 
dead, but he's not too sure about that. If the power of the Lord can 
cause individuals to speak in languages that they have not learned, 
and also to miraculously heal the sick, they can also miraculously 
raise the dead. If one can be done, the others can be done also. 
And that's my idea about the matter. You know, when I heard that 
Mr. Whittington was sick, I happened to think, why didn't they 
heal him so he could come on and be with us in this discussion? 
W hy send somebody else? Right there, it seems to me, that the 
very proposition fails, right at the very beginning of the matter 
because I wanted him to come and to be here.

I certainly agree with what he said about, to the law and the pro
phets, we need to go and test things by the W ord of God, and you 
are here tonight with your Bibles and some of you with notebooks 
and with pencils and I appreciate that very, very much. He men
tioned the fact that he is in favour of restoring the undenomina
tional church of the Lord Jesus Christ and that's what I'm pleading 
for also and what this congregation here stands for. But the point 
is—Do these miraculous gifts continue in the church today? Not 
that they used to be, not that we're trying to limit the power of 
God, but what is God's plan, what is God's law, what has He said 
along this line?

He also mentioned the fact that he could not accept all that the 
Pentecostals taught and things like that, and so I do not know ex
actly right now just what all he does believe in and doesn't believe 
in. But anyway, this zeros down on this point - Do these 
miraculous gifts continue today? And he believes some. Certainly 
we believe in God. W e believe that God performed miracles. God 
one time took the dust of the earth and created man, “ breathed 
into his nostrils the breath of life," but God is not doing that now.
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It's not a question of God's power but of God's plan. He has, but is 
He doing that now? No! And of course you know that He 
established the law of procreation.

He says the book of Acts is continuing on today. Near the close 
he mentioned the fact that it doesn't end with "Am en” and the 
only book that doesn't, that's not closed. W ell, the book of James 
doesn't have an "A m en" added and Third John does not end with 
an "Am en" and so I'd like to mention that.

But one time he mentioned the idea that he really didn't believe 
in raising the dead, but then later on it might be so, and "in touch 
with someone in Memphis." W ell, we want to go to the Bible. 
Does the Bible teach that? W e're not concerned with hearing 
about someone in Memphis or somewhere else but what the Bible 
says about it. But I again say, if they can speak in tongues, 
languages they haven't learned, why not raise the dead, and‘ why 
not drink deadly poison and it will not hurt them, and why not 
take up serpents as he mentioned some having done (and‘they 
have been hurt, some of them too), why not?

It is true that in Matthew 10:8, that Jesus gave the Limited Com 
mission about raising the dead, but he says we go to the Great 
Commission given in Matthew 28 and then Mark 16 and then he 
quoted from Mark 16: "G o  and preach the Gospel to every 
creature. He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved; but he 
that believeth not shall be damned. And these signs shall follow 
them that believe: In my name they shall cast out devils; they shall 
speak with new tongues; they shall take up serpents; and if they 
drink any deadly thing, it shall not hurt them; they shall lay hands 
on the sick, and they shall recover." And the last verse says, "They 
(the Apostles) went forth, and preached everywhere, the Lord 
working with them, and confirming the word with the signs follow
ing."

Now what we need to know is - that the purpose of these signs 
was to confirm the word! In the beginning of Christianity, they 
needed the power of the Holy Spirit to preach the Gospel of Christ 
that everything might be brought to their remembrance^ as 
Apostles, that they might preach the Word of the Lord. And,;the 
Holy Spirit came upon the Apostles on the day of Pentecost. And 
they spake in tongues, in languages they had not learned, and the 
people heard them speaking. They said, "In  our own language, 
our own tongues wherein we were born."

Later he mentioned the idea that tongues really were not f@r the 
spread of the Gospel of Christ but kind of as a prayer language to 
God, the Father. I didn't understand that after quoting Acts 2 
because they heard on that day and that helped to spread the 
Gospel of Christ. "W e hear them speak in our own tongue, in our 
own language, the wonderful works of G o d ." That helped in the 
spread of the Gospel of Jesus Christ. These Apostles could not go 
into all the world and preach the Gospel to every creature unaided
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by Divine power so they had that power to do that. And Mark 16, 
but we need to know how they were enabled by the power of the 
Holy Spirit.

N ow  here's something else. As we read in Acts, the eighth 
chapter, that the Apostles, Peter and John, cam e down from 
Jerusalem and laid hands on those who had believed and been 
baptized that they might receive these miraculous gifts of the Holy 
Spirit "for as yet He was fallen upon none of them: only they were 
baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus." Now no one received 
any of these m iraculous gifts except by the laying on of an 
Apostle's hands." (Paul, in 2 Timothy 1:6 speaks of Timothy having 
a gift "by my hands.") No one! In Acts 19, he read about those 
men that Paul laid his hands on and they spake with tongues. But 
no Apostle is living today to bestow those gifts. That's exactly so. 
That's the point! How are you going to receive those gifts today? 
They are continuing, he is affirming, in the church now. How are 
individuals going to receive these gifts? No Apostle liv ing to 
bestow these gifts! And there's no one living, that is old enough, i 
don't think, that can say that "I received my gift from the Apostle 
Peter, James, or John, one of them". So can't you see, friends, 
when the last Apostle died, and the last man died who had receiv
ed a gift from an Apostle by the laying on of his hands, these 
miraculous gifts ceased. They had to cease!

The "signs followed." How did they follow? Well, the Apostles 
spake in tongues. They performed miracles. In Acts, the second 
chapter, "m any signs and wonders were done by the Apostles." 
Correctly so, in Acts 3, the lame man healed, miracle performed. 
Acts 9, Peter raised Dorcas back to life. Acts 20, Paul, the Apostle, 
brought back the young man that fell out of the window, you 
know, when he was preaching. But you do not read of the Lord 
saying that all of these signs would follow the believers down 
through the ages right on to the end of time. Now that's the point 
that is being discussed tonight. And no one received any of these 
gifts except by an Apostle!

Now then there are only two examples of the baptism of the Ho
ly Spirit in all of the New Testament. He referred to Acts 10, the 
household of Cornelius, a Gentile. When the Gospel was ready to 
go to them, Peter went and as he began to speak, "the Holy Spirit 
fell on them ," he said, "as on us at the beginning’ ' in speaking of 
the Jewish brethren. But that was for the purpose of convincing 
the Jews that the Gospel should go to the Gentiles. And they spake 
in tongues. But after that Paul wrote in the Ephesian letter, chapter 
4 and verse 5, some 23 years later, "There is one baptism." Now 
there had been Holy Ghost baptism. This one baptism that is now 
is baptism in water for the remission of sins and it is in obedience 
to the Lord's command, "H e  that believeth and is baptized shall 
be saved."
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So I'm affirming that they were to cease, and the Bible says that 
they did cease! So we want to go to First Corinthians, Chapters 12 
and 13, tonight. In chapter 12, nine of these miraculous gifts are 
mentioned in all. Then in chapter 13, he speaks of charity being 
better; (There seemed to be a little jealousy in the church there) 
and that love, or charity, would never fail. Then verse 8, he said, 
"W hether 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, (we as inspired men, Apostles, 
in part, part by part). But when that which is perfect is come, then 
that which is in part shall be done aw ay." Here we are part by 
part, giving the teaching of the Lord, but the perfect is going to 
come, and when the perfect comes, then this part by part will 
cease. All right, now what is "that which is perfect is com e" or 
what were they doing as prophets, as he spoke of? Well, the^were 
giving C o d 's W ord, revealing God's W ord. And it was being con
firmed! The purpose of these miracles—to confirm the Word! The 
very last verse in Mark 16 speaks of their going forth and signs per
formed "confirm ing the W ord." W hen all the Word has been 
given and confirmed, it is just confirmed once for all. And so "the 
perfect" has come. James, in James 1:25 speaks of "the perfect 
law of liberty." So now the truth has been given, all the truth 
given; it has been confirmed, no need of miraculous gifts today in 
the church. Why? Because no new truth is being given.

The Apostles were to be guided into all the truth (John 16:13). 
"The Holy Spirit would guide them into all truth." And Jude later 
on wrote to "Contend earnestly for the faith which has once been 
given unto the saints" - the Revised Version - "once for all unto 
the saints." So the truth was given, all of the truth given, one time 
for all time, confirmed by these signs, these miracles, and so they 
have ceased.

I want to say tonight, friends, there is no need for these 
miraculous gifts in the Lord's church today. Why? Because alj the 
truth has been given and confirmed. In the second place, I want to 
say there is no one today that can bestow these miraculous gifts on 
any individual. I want to again say there is no need for them 
because all the truth has been given. It has been confirmed and 
there is no one today that can bestow these miraculous gifts, the  
perfect has come! And when the perfect comes, tongue speakjng 
is going to cease, miraculous knowledge will vanish away. No 
need to have inspired prophets. There was a time when tjie in
spired man was needed to perform miracles to confirm the Word 
when it came from God. But now we have that Word given and 
confirmed and in the New Testament and so these miracles have 
ceased just like the Lord said they would.

You know when Jesus came to this earth, sent of God, He said, 
"The works that I do they testify of me - they bear witness of me." 
And John wrote and said: "And many other sighs truly did Jesus in

21



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; and that believing ye might have life through his 
name." (John 20:30,31.) The miracles prove that He was sent of 
God. They have been recorded and so no need to ask the Lord to 
come again and perform another miracle. He's done that and we 
read these in the word of God.

So when the Apostles were sent forth to go and preach the 
Word, there was a need of confirming that Word with miracles 
that no human being could do, raising the dead, speaking a 
language that they had not learned, miraculously healing the sick, 
or the cripple, drinking poison and it wouldn't hurt them in any 
way whatsoever, and serpents - poisonous serpents - not being 
hurt by that. But now that W ord has been given, has been con
firmed, and these signs have ceased, just like the Lord said they 
would.

Now what he needs to do, and everyone else that says that 
miracles are continuing today, like speaking in tongues, is to find 
the verse of Scripture that says they are going to continue, and that 
they are going to continue in 1980, in the age that we're living. 
That's the proposition that we're discussing. Here's the difference 
—not that they used to be but are they now? And are people doing 
that now?

I'd like to know if Mr. Hartley can speak in a language that he 
has not learned. "Speaking in a tongue" as the Bible says and 
that's the right definition. Can he interpret a language that some 
other individual might give by the power of the Holy Spirit? Can he 
miraculously cure the sick? Can he raise the dead? Can he drink 
anything deadly, as poison, and it not hurt him? Now he either can 
or he can't. If he has the gift of the Holy Spirit as he claims in the 
church today, then he can do these things. If he cannot do these 
things, then he does not have those gifts; and I don't believe he 
can do those things. I don't believe that there's a man living in 
Australia, or America, or anywhere else, in all the world, that can, 
by the power of God, raise the dead today or speak in a language 
that he has not studied and learned, that is, by direct power of the 
Lord. I don't believe that at all. I don't believe the Bible teaches 
that. And I don't believe he can demonstrate to that at all.

You know, in First John 4 and verse 1, John says: "Try the spirits 
whether they are of God because many false prophets are gone 
out into the w orld." Then in Revelation, chapter 2, and verse 2, 
the Lord was giving a letter to the church at Ephesus through John 
on the isle of Patmos. The Lord in commending this congregation, 
said: "You  have tried them that say they are Apostles and are not 
and have found them liars."

Now, in that early day there were those who pretended to have 
the baptism of the Holy Spirit and-to do those things and they put 
them to the test. "And you tried them and you found them to be
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liars." Now the Lord commended them for doing that. So there 
isn't anything wrong in asking an individual to demonstrate, to 
show that he has that power, to put the individual to the test. "You 
tried them and they are not."

You know, in Second Corinthians 12, and verse 12, the Apostle 
Paul said: "The signs of an apostle were done by me." There at 
Corinth they saw the signs performed to prove that he was an 
Apostle, that he was speaking the truth of the Lord. Now what we 
want today, and what we need today, and what honest people 
who want to know the truth today, is - Show us the signs. Do 
something the Apostles did. Raise the dead. Speak in a language 
that you haven't learned, from some other country, speak in that 
language. Something like that as we read about in the New Testa
ment.

Well, in order to pinpoint the matter, I'm going to ask him sorrte 
questions. I have them typed out here and I would like for him to 
pay attention to them in the next speech, in the fifteen minutes 
that he has in order that we might know some things. I'm going to 
read them to him. Then hand them to him.

(1) Have you received the baptism of the Holy Spirit?
(2) If so, can you perform the miracles the Apostles 
performed, like 1 mentioned: raising the dead, etc.?
(3) Have you received any of the miraculous gifts of 
the Holy Spirit as we read in the New Testament like 
Peter and John bestowed on those at Samaria? (Philip 
couldn't pass those on to somebody else) and as men
tioned in First Corinthians 12?
(4) If so, if you have any of these miraculous gifts, 
how did you receive them? From whom? From whom?
What Apostle gave you these gifts? I'm affirming that no 
one but an Apostle ever did bestow these gifts. ?
(5) Can you speak in tongues? Can you miraculously | 
heal the sick, etc.?
(6) Can you translate into other languages? i
(7) Are any more revelations to G od's Word being 
given today? (

■;4

Now, I thought that the book we call the Bible, this New Testa-? 
ment here, is perfect and complete. In 2 Timothy 3:16,17, Paul af
firms that all Scripture is given by inspiration by God and thenfhe 
went on to say that the man of God is completely and thoroughly 
furnished unto all good works. And in Second Peter 1:3, Peter 
said, "H e  has given unto us all things that pertain unto life and 
godliness." And Jude has "to contend earnestly for the faith which 
has been given once for all unto the saints." Now we need new 
revelations if all the truth hasn't been given. G r, if more truth is 
being given, it needs to be confirmed. That's the reason those who
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We are going to have some real good discussions along these 
lines. Thank you so very much for listening very attentively to the 
things that have been said tonight.

He went on to say that the promises do not have a time limit. I 
showed you from First Corinthians 13 that the Apostle Paul said 
that they have a time limit. Here's the time limit - when the perfect 
is come, tongues are going to cease, prophecies cease, knowledge 
cease. They have a time limit. “ The promise is unto you and to 
your children" (Acts 2), he quoted. That's right. The promise of 
what? Salvation! Remission of sins! Spiritual blessings in Christ to
day but not these miracles going on and on today because the 
Word has already been given. It's perfect and complete and has 
been confirmed! Thank you so very much.

First Night: 
John Hartley's Second Speech.

I've got a few points jotted down whilst our brother was speak
ing and if I can fit in my reply to each of those and answer the ten 
questions all in fifteen minutes, that will be a miracle indeed. 
(Laughter). Our brother suggested that there was no need for con
firmatory signs and evidences today, that it was only for the 
apostolic age to get the church established, and kick things off, so 
to speak.

Now it is true that G od's W ord has been given. The canon of 
Scripture was closed 1900 years ago. But I believe there is a need 
in another sense for the Gospel to be confirmed with signs and 
wonders, certainly every bit as much so today as there was then 
because we are living in an increasingly pagan world. There are far 
mOfe people being born into this world every minute than what 
there are being converted to Christ. So I believe in the midst of the 
hostile, pagan environment we need the confirming signs and 
wonders at least as much as the early church did.

A lot of the argument hinges upon the verse that our brother 
read from I Corinthians 13:8 because this is the one and only verse 
of the Bible which speaks of the miracles ceasing, or at least it is 
the only one that is comm only brought up in arguments of this 
kind. Now I'm pretty sure I heard Mr. Cotham correctly as saying 
in the past tense that “ the Bible says that these things have 
ceased." And then immediately after making that statement he 
turned to I Corinthians 13:8. That verse doesn't say, nor do I 
believe any verse says, that the miracles have ceased. But rather it 
is in the future tense and it says that miracles will cease. It says 
"charity (or love) never fails, but whether there be prophecies; 
they shall fail; whether there be tongues, they shall cease; whether 
there be knowledge, it shall vanish away."

'
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Now the question, therefore, is when? Now I have heard various 
theories advanced over the years, principally by members of the 
"Gospel Hall" movement and occasionally by others and they 
seem to resolve themselves around the theory: A) That miracles 
ceased when the last of the Apostles died, or, as our brother said, 
when the last person who had hands laid on him by one of the 
original Apostles died; or, secondly, the theory that miracles 
ceased when the canon of scripture was completed. I believe that 
both of these are man-made theories that are being read into I Cor
inthians 13:8; that it doesn't say that at all. It does say in verse 9 
and 10 that "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." And I believe that's the key to the whole situation. 
"W hen that which is perfect is com e" - when the church reaches 
perfection and is presented to the Father, we read in Jude that one 
day we are going to be presented as spotless, faultless church to 
the Father with exceeding joy, but that hasn't happened yet.‘The 
church is far from perfect. So I don't believe that the prediction in 
verse 8 has yet been fulfilled. W hich brings me to Ephesians-j4:11 
which tells us that God has set in the church "apostles, prophets, 
pastors, evangelists, and teachers until we all come together in the 
unity of the faith" which, as I say, has not happened yet.

Now, Mr. Cotham has suggested that there are no Apostles to
day, that Apostles are no longer with us. It is thought by many that 
Apostles are limited to the original twelve, minus, I suppose, 
Judas, and plus the guy that was drawn lots for in Acts, chapter 
one, Matthias. And, of course, Paul, who also was not one of the 
original Apostles, but no one doubts that he was one. However, I 
can suggest to you from the Word of God that there were other 
Apostles besides those. Now in the first epistle to the Thessalo- 
nians, chapter two and verse six, there's a very interesting verse 
that mentions Apostles. It says, "N o r of men sought we glory, 
neither of you, nor yet of others, when we might have been 
burdensome, as the apostles of Christ." Now the "w e" referred to 
there, to find out who the "w e" are referred to as "the Apostles of 
Christ," we have to go back to the introduction to the letter in 
chapter one, verse one. W e find it is written by Paul and Silvanus, 
and Timotheus to the church of the Thessalonians. So Silvanus and 
Timothy are referred to in chapter two, verse six, therefore; as 
"Apostles of Christ". And of course, besides that reference tHere 
are other references where people are called Apostles, Only it is 
not always obvious in our King James Bible because the Greek 
word "Apostolos" is sometimes translated "messenger" but it's 
the same thing.

Now Ephesians 4:11 says that God "has set in the church 
apostles, prophets, pastors, evangelists, and teachers." O nly 
recently, I was reading an anti-Pentecostal booklet that said we 
have pastors, evangelists, and teachers with us today but we no
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longer have Apostles or Prophets. Now I don't see any authority 
for splitting up Ephesians 4:11 like that. It tells us in verse twelve 
the purpose that these ministries were given and in verse thirteen 
the time limit. The purpose was to perfect the saints for the work of 
the ministry and to edify the body of Christ. How  long? "Till we all 
come in the unity of the faith, and of the knowledge of the Son of 
God, unto a perfect man, unto the measure of the stature of the 
fullness of Christ." So here I believe we have the same thought as 
in First Corinthians 13:10 that the ministry gifts of Ephesians 4:11 
and the miraculous gifts of First Corinthians 12 to 14 have been set 
by God in the church until the church, and the individuals in it, 
reach what Paul here calls "the measure of the stature of the 
fullness of Christ," the perfect man. Now I don't believe that time 
has been reached yet and it won't be until the coming of the Lord 
so I believe the things God has set in the church are still set there.

I do not believe that we are all baptized in the Spirit automatical
ly at baptism just because the church was baptized in the Spirit 
originally at the Day of Pentecost. I believe that is as foolhardy as 
saying that we don't have to be baptized in water, we'll 
automatically count as baptized because the three thousand were 
all baptized then.

I don't believe that the miracles done by the Roman Catholics at 
Lourdes, or by the Mormons, the Spiritists, faith healers, or what 
have you negate the true. I believe on the contrary that the ex
istence of counterfeits only proves the existence of the true. I've 
got a five dollar note in my pocket. Maybe some people would like 
to counterfeit it whereas they wouldn't go and counterfeit a brown 
paper bag. Why? Because you counterfeit something that's of 
value and I believe the Devil has just done that. And the fact that 
false people are healing the sick and witchdoctors are speaking in 
tongues, and I'm not disputing that for one moment, I know that is 
so, the fact that these are so today doesn't do away with the true 
miracles done by the servants of God. All it does do, of course, is 
prove the truth of Jesus' words in Matthew 7:23 when He said 
"There's a day coming when men shall come and say, 'Lord, Lord, 
we've done many wonderful miracles in your name, we've cast 
out demons, we've healed the sick and so on' and He'll say, 
'Depart from me. I never knew you.' " So it only proves the truth 
of the Scripture when we see things happening around us today 
although it might be very confusing to some.

Now to get on to the questions: "H ave you received the baptism 
of the Holy Spirit?" Yes, I believe I prayed to receive the baptism 
of the Holy Spirit approximately twenty years ago shortly after I 
became a Christian. After I repented of my sins and believed in 
Jesus for salvation, there was a time when I saw from the Scrip
tures that I needed to be filled with the Spirit, that getting saved in
itially was not enough, but only the beginning. I realized, for ex
ample, we've already seen in Acts, chapter eight tonight how the
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Samaritans believed and were baptized but they were not filled 
with the Spirit until Peter and John came and laid hands on them, 
so I went to the elders of my local assembly as a little boy of 13 and 
I asked them to lay hands on me and pray that I might be filled 
with the Holy Spirit. Now Jesus said "H o w  much more shall the 
heavenly Father give the Holy Spirit to them that ask him ." Now I 
asked Him. I had hands laid on me in the Scriptural manner and 
therefore I believe I received the Holy Spirit because He is there 
for the asking. It's as simple as that.

Number two, " If  so, can you perform the miracles that the 
Apostles performed like raising the dead, etc.?" No, I've never 
raised the dead and I'm not particularly expected to do so. I did 
explain in my first speech that this is something exceptional rather 
than something that can be claimed and practised as a matter of 
course by all Christians.

W e'll just jump to number five in connection with that before 
going back to three and four. Number five says, "Can you sp^ak in 
tongues, heal the sick, etc.?" Well, I'll dispose of one question that 
no doubt you are all very curious about. Can I speak in tongues? 
No, I have never spoken in tongues myself. Many of my 
Pentecostal friends have. But I myself have not spoken in tongues. 
It may surprise some of you. But of course we read in First Corin
thians 12 "D o  all speak with tongues?" implying of course, a 
negative answer, "N o, all don't."

Now the second part of chapter, question five says, Can I heal 
the sick? Well the answer that I have to give and every full Gospel 
preacher is, No, we can't heal the sick. I don't believe that any 
man has the power to heal the sick. Peter said in Acts 3, "W hy do 
you look on us as though by our own power or holiness we made 
this man to walk?" And he pointed them, not to himself, but to 
Jesus. I don't believe in faith healers. I believe in the great Divine 
Healer and what I believe in is Divine healing, not faith healing. 
Certainly I can say, Yes, I have prayed for sick people and many 
have been healed. I've also prayed for people as I said before, that 
have not been healed and the Lord only knows why, maybe the 
individual too, but it's just something that is beyond me because 
I'm only a mortal. But many people I have prayed for, and they 
have been healed. I've prayed on two occasions for persons with 
one leg shorter than the other and the leg has come out the saime 
length even before our eyes as we watched. The persons con
cerned have testified that they have been freed from the backache 
that had plagued as a result of the short leg. I mention that as one 
of the more sort of spectacular examples. O f course, many people 
get healed of things and there's nothing outwardly to show but 
that's just an example of something that can't be gainsaid.

"H ave I received any of the miraculous gifts of the Holy Spirit?" 
Yes, I believe I received the gift of faith which was one of the nine 
gifts listed in Corinthians. It's not just ordinary saving faith but a
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supernatural endowment of faith given to certain Christians that 
have particular callings. After I received the gift of faith, I found out 
a year or two later why I needed it when God called me to a life of 
faith as an evangelist.

" If  so, how did you receive them? from whom?" I received it 
direct from God. I have had hands laid on me by present day 
Apostles. "Can I translate into other languages?" No. "Are any 
more revelations to God's Word being given today?" Now, Mr. 
Cotham said that those who say yes to that are being more consis
tent than most Pentecostals who would say no. So I'm going to 
really stick my neck on the chopping block here and say yes. I 
believe that there are Prophets of God, or have been Prophets of 
God, even as late as this twentieth century that have spoken with a 
message for the church today.

I'd better leave off there. I've already dealt with number ten, i 
think. The only one I haven't dealt with is number eight but that 
would take more than my remaining few seconds to deal with on 
that. That is, "what are some of the newer teachings?"

First Night: Perry B. Cotham's 
Second Speech.

(The first few minutes did  not get on tape, R.R.) Now if you read 
that carefully (referring to Acts 2: R.R.) and notice the Apostles 
received the baptism of the Holy Spirit and the Apostles were 
speaking in tongues, not the hundred and twenty. I was amazed 
that he said that there is a need today for miracles to confirm the 
word. Well, I thought if the word was confirmed, confirmed once, 
it was confirmed for all time.

He talked about the pagan world. That's right. But what the 
pagan world needs today is the Gospel of Jesus Christ preached 
which has already been given and confirmed. There is that need to 
preach the Gospel of Christ but no need to repeat those miracles 

, ji  to confirm the Word.
As he mentioned, a key verse in this discussion is First Corin

thians 13, "when that which is perfect is com e." He says that this 
refers to the perfect church at the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ 
and we haven't reached that as yet. O f course, to uphold the 
theory, that is the answer. Paul did not say here "when he that is 
perfect com es," that is, the Lord at the end of time, and the 
church then to be perfect, but "when T H A T  which is perfect is 
com e." And T H A T  is neuter gender. Not the Lord's coming!

But now here's something else that everybody can see. When 
the perfect comes, Paul goes on to say, "And now abideth faith, 
hope, and love, and the greatest of these is love." When the 
perfect comes, we will still need faith, and hope, and love. But
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First Corinthians 13. Again he misses the point entirely in Ephe
sians four. I'll have to deal with it rather quickly. (Maybe I talked a 
little too rapidly in the first speech.) But anyway, Ephesians four, 
verse seven talks about the measure of the gift of Christ and then 
verse eight "and gave gifts unto men" and there's parenthesis in 
nine and ten; and verse eleven: "he gave some apostles; and 
some, prophets; and some, evangelists; and some, pastors and 
teachers; FOR (for this purpose) the perfecting of the saints, for the 
work of the ministry, for the edifying of the body of Christ: T ILL we 
all come in the unity of the faith, and of the knowledge of the Son 
of God, unto a perfect man, unto the measure of the stature of the 
fullness of Christ:" and the sentence really goes on to the end of 
verse 16. It is the same thing, and it's Paul's language, that T ILL is 
to the "perfect." We need these inspired men and gifts UN TIL. 
Well, he says the "until" has to do with when the church reaches 
perfection and Christ comes. He (Paul) didn't say, "Until the 
church reaches perfection and Christ com es." Until "the unity O F 
TH E FA ITH ," the gospel truth; until THE FAITH CO M ES we will 
need these inspired men and these miraculous gifts to confirm the 
Word. And they are parallel statements. No question about that.

"These shall cease." He said that I said "They have ceased." 
Yes, I'm speaking in 1980. They have ceased! When Paul wrote 
this, he said: "They shall cease," looking forward to the time that 
"they shall cease." So he did use future tense there, but I'm using 
past tense now. They did cease when the perfect law of liberty was 
given, when the faith came, “ once for all delivered unto the 
saints!" Incidentally, he didn't say anything about Jude 3 in his se
cond speech, did he? That is something to think about.

Here's something that amazes me, friends. He wriggled around 
on the idea that he didn't endorse all these various other religious 
bodies that claim to be speaking in tongues and healing the sick 
and doing things like that because the Devil counterfeits. Well, 
you know they can say the same thing about him. Every individual 
says, " I'm  true"; and he says the others are false. The others say, 
"w e're right and you're false." I'm asking: which one is right? 
They can offer the same proof claim to do the same thing, offer the 
same arguments. He says, "They're counterfeit, the Devil's going 
to counterfeit." He talks about Jesus saying at the Judgment, Mat
thew seven, "You  claimed to do certain things in my name. 
Depart from me!" Yes, that's right. But how are we going to know 
that he's right and they're wrong? Just his word for it? W ell, they 
can say the same, make the same arguments, and they do, and of
fer the same testimonies that so and so was healed and things like 
that. Now which one is right? W hich one are we going to believe? 
That's the question. The point about it is, friends, is that not any of 
them is doing it, not any of them doing it, not at all, by the power 
of the Lord. There are deceitful signs! You can read Second 
Thessalonians, chapter two, and notice certain things that the
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Apostle Paul points out about "iying wonders" and things like that 
of those who have not the "love of truth" in their hearts and for 
this cause Co d  shall send them a "strong delusion" that they may 
"believe and lie" and be "dam ned.” Friends, that is exactly it. 
There isn't anyone today that by the power of the Lord can do 
these things.

Now then to the questions: "H ave  you received the baptism of 
the Holy Spirit?" He said, "Yes, about twenty years ago." Well, 
why can't he do what the Apostles did then? If he's got the baptism 
of the Holy Spirit, as Peter, he can raise the dead. If not, why not? 
Let him prove it! He can do the signs of the Apostle Paul. He raised 
the dead. If not, why not? He said the elders laid their hands on 
him and prayed. Yes, but that's not how the Apostles received the 
baptism of the H oly Spirit. Not at all. They didn't give him the* bap
tism of the Holy Spirit either. They may have made out like they 
did and he may have thought they did, but they didn't do it ai^d he 
doesn't have it. That's not how the Apostles bestowed gifts on 
others in the sense of an individual today. He's not living back in 
that time and he didn't receive a gift from an Apostle. Not at all. So 
the Apostles were the only ones that bestowed those gifts and so 
he doesn't—(end of tape). (We regret that the last few minutes of 
Mr. Cotham's speech did not get on tape. R.R.)

Second Night: 
Cotham - Hartley Debate

Cotham 's First Speech
%

I am happy to be with you again tonight. I am glad to see each 
one of you present for this study as has been stated. I really en
joyed the service last night. I appreciate John's coming to be With 
us that distance. From the stand point of presenting his views'on 
the matter, I felt like he did a good job. But I definitely believe that 
there is no human being that can take the Bible and consistently 
follow the teaching of the Word of God and prove therefrom that 
these miraculous gifts that we read about in the book ofActs^as 
performed in the Apostolic Age continue to be done today. That 
doesn't mean that I have anything personally against him. All of us 
understand that. O r he against me. Both of us cannot be rigftt. So 
you come as honest, sincere people to study with us and to reason 
with us.

One or two things that I would like to add in addition to what 
Brother Ian has mentioned, that is: that John and I are going to do 
the discussing so we don't want anyone else joining in because if 
one is permitted to do that, then others would want to do that, and 
we would have a free for all. That is not usually done. Another
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thing: I may say something you don't agree with or John may say 
something you don't agree with - let's keep our vocal approval or 
disapproval to ourselves. I understand there was a little mumbling 
and talking in the building last night that distracted some. We 
don't want any of that at all because we want people to listen 
reverently and quietly. I believe that you can do that. I know you 
can if you'll just try. So I'm asking that people do that. Now this is 
a serious matter. W e're dealing with the W ord of God.

I like the way John began last night by saying that, "we want to 
examine the Scriptures and common sense." So we appeal to 
Scriptures and to common sense in the examination of this very 
important matter.

The Charismatic Movement has been growing rapidly all over 
the world in the last few years. He says that he is not trying to de
fend all the various groups of the Charismatic Movement and the 
various ones and so I'm speaking in a general way of those who 
might be involved in the various ideas of tongues speaking and 
healings and things like that.

Always the one that replies has to examine the arguments that, 
are made and to show from the Bible that this is not taught from 
God's W ord. I tried to do that last night and of course John will try 
to do that tonight as I present the affirmative and as he replies. W e 
appreciate all of you coming. I wish more would be here. I wish 
more who might be involved in what we call the Charismatic 
Movement or Pentecostal ism were present tonight because all are 
certainly welcome.

It is almost impossible, I think, for an individual to present 
religious error without involving himself in some contradiction. 
This was done last night in John's speech, in the very first one. I've 
heard it twice today from the tape that was made. You know, he 
mentioned the fact that Acts does not close with "Am en" and was 
the only book that doesn't. From our King James Version the book 
of James and also Third John do not have an "A m en" there. But to 
me that's a very weak argument because some of the later transla
tions do not include "A m en" in some of the others. The meaning 
from him was that the things of the book of Acts continue right on 
today. That to me wouldn't be much of an argument that miracles 
are still continuing today.

I feel like in defining this proposition tonight we need to know 
what a miracle is. The proposition is: "The Bible teaches that 
miracles such as—as performed in the days of the Apostles, in the 
early church, continue today." Now he mentioned about praying 
for the sick and their being healed, and praying and at times they 
were not healed. W ell, now, we believe in praying for the sick. Let 
no one get the idea we don't. The difference in a miracle and the 
Providence of God is that God (in providence-RR) works through 
natural law. W ell, what do you mean by miracle? W ell, that which 
suspends natural law, that goes beyond it, over and above. Let me
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give an example. From the sixth chapter of book of John, we read 
of Jesus feeding the great multitude with the loaves and the fishes. 
Immediately the bread was there. It multiplied. Now through 
natural law there would be the planting of the wheat, the growth 
of it, the showers, the sunshine, the harvest, the threshing, the 
making of the bread, and then the food. But immediately! Well, 
you could use also the Lord's first miracle—turning water into 
wine. I believe you know what a miracle is.

Sometimes people use the word "m iracle" very loosely today. A 
baby is born. "O h , that's a miracle!" No, that happens through 
natural law as God established natural law. God is working 
through natural law. The germ of life is in the seed, the grain of 
wheat that is planted. Through natural law wheat grows - bread.
W e are to pray, "G ive  us this day our daily bread." But we are to 
work and to do our part. We don't expect God to drop down'food 
immediately from heaven. »

Now then, tonight, in my affirmative to set forth the idea and the 
teaching of the Holy Spirit, I want to go over what the Bible 
teaches on the H oly Spirit. I have before me here a chart as a 
diagram which was used in the mission that Mr. Whittington 
heard. I'll have to give this very briefly and very rapidly, but at the 
same time I believe it sets that forth which will help us to a better 
understanding of this subject. I'll not have time to take all of these 
Scriptures.

First of all, we need to understand that the Holy Spirit is a per
son, a Divine Person of the Godhead. Often our Lord referred to 
the Holy Spirit, as in John, as "H e "-w h e n  he shall come, he shall 
guide you into all truth." As much a Divine Person as God the 
Father or Jesus Christ, the Word that became flesh and dwelt 
among us. i

Now we might say in regard to Christianity that God planned,
(the church was in the eternal purpose of God), the Son came'and 
died on the cross, shedding His blood, executed that plan, ?and 
then the work of the Holy Spirit was to come to the Apostles, to 
guide them into all truth, to reveal and to confirm that truth!

In John 3:34 reference is made to Christ who had the Spirit 
"without measure." This suggests the idea of measures of the 
Spirit. I have these in red - 1,2, and 3 (pointing to chart). I think (his 
is very important because sometimes in reading about the Ffoly 
Spirit, individuals think of the baptism of the Holy Spirit. Before 
Jesus left this earth, He said to tfie Apostles: "The Holy Spirit, the 
Comforter will come, guide you into all truth. Tarry ye in 
Jerusalem until you be endued with power from on high."

In Acts one, Jesus said to them before He ascended, "You  wait 
in Jerusalem. John baptized with water but ye (you is second per
son plural, meaning those spoken to), you shall be baptized with 
the Holy Spirit not many days hence." So they were to wait in 
Jerusalem and in a few days, "you will be baptized with the bap-

'
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tism of the Holy Spirit." He was speaking to none other but the 
Apostles! And I want to tell you friends, you cannot read in the 
New Testament where the Bible teaches that people down 
through the ages as believers in Jesus were to be baptized with the 
baptism of the Holy Spirit.

I asked in one of the questions last night, "Are you baptized with 
the baptism of the Holy Spirit?" and he said "yes." I do not believe 
that and he cannot prove that from the Bible. But on the day of 
Pentecost, second chapter of Acts, the Holy Spirit came and 
tongues like as of fire sat upon each of them and they spake as the 
Spirit gave them utterance. He defined "tongues" as languages. 
That's correct. Languages that they had not learned. I'm sure that 
he anticipated the idea of speaking in tongues meaning a language 
that you didn't know and hadn't learned, guided by the Holy 
Spirit. But the Apostles were able to do that. j

Now some people think that a tongue or a language just means 
"a  prayer language." You and Co d. "It's a private prayer, praying 
to the Lord." Languages were not given for just a private prayer to 
God the Father. The idea was for teaching those that knew and 
understood that language. That is true also in First Corinthians 14.

Now as a result, inspiration, guided into all truth. They per
formed miracles. "M any wonders and signs were done by the 
Apostles." There are some miracles performed, as already pointed 
out, in the book of Acts. Now, I'm saying that people are not bap
tized with the Holy Spirit today. Can they speak in languages they 
have not learned today? Can they perform miracles as did the 
Apostles - Dorcas raised back to life or the man who fell out the 
window when Paul was preaching? Are they inspired today as 
were the Apostles? Then they know everything that's in the New 
Testament and will not have to study it. I say like effect should 
follow the like cause! If they have what the Apostles had, if they 
have the baptism of the Holy Spirit, then they have what the 
Apostles had, and if they have what the Apostles had, they can 
show that they have that by doing what the Apostles did! Paul 
speaks of "the signs of an Apostle" being wrought by him because 
he proved that to the Corinthians as he preached there. (Second 
Corinthians 12:12). ?

The other example of the direct outpouring of the Holy Spirit,Ito 
the Gentiles, the household of Cornelius, is given in Acts *10 a„nd 
then the summary of it and the statement of it in Acts 11, the first 
18 verses. This was not to save, (and this was not to make the 
Apostles any better spiritually) but to convince the Jews noW that 
the Gospel could go to the Gentiles. So Christ was preached and 
they heard that message and believed and they were commanded 
to be baptized in the name of the Lord. They also spake in 
tongues. Peter, referring to it, says, "the Holy Spirit, the like gift, as 
on us at the beginning." The "beginning" was on the day of 
Pentecost as we read in Acts, the second chapter. N O W  THESE
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ARE TH E O N LY  TW O  EXAMPLES O F THE BAPTISM O F TH E H O 
LY SPIRIT IN A LL O F TH E BIBLE!

I mentioned last night that something about twenty-three years 
later when the Apostle Paul wrote the Ephesian letter in chapter 4 
and verse 5, he said: "There is one baptism!" He didn't say, 
"There has always been one baptism." He says, "There is" right 
now, "one baptism." Now in his group, the Pentecostals, and 
John will know, they talk about water baptism and they talk about 
Holy Spirit baptism. Well now, one and one makes two. Now, 
which is it? Is it water baptism? or Holy Spirit baptism? O r both? If 
it's both, it's two! And if it's only one, which one is it? "There is 
one baptism!"

W ell, now, I mention something else. The Apostles did not 
always remain with a congregation. Well, like Paul at Corinth, 
moving on somewhere else. So I mention the fact that an Apostle 
could lay his hands and did lay his hands on certain individuals 
and bestow what is called miraculous gifts - gifts of the Spirit. They 
are mentioned here in First Corinthians 12, nine in number. But 
always in the New Testament they were bestowed by one of the 
Apostles. In Acts 8, we read of the people in Samaria being bap
tized. Philip  came there and preached and wrought m iracles 
because before he left Jerusalem the Apostles laid hands on him. 
Also on Stephen for we read about him performing miracles. But 
Philip didn't hand this power on to somebody else. Two Apostles 
came down from Jerusalem, Peter and John, and laid hands on 
them and bestowed the Holy Spirit. Acts 19: some baptized at 
Ephesus. Paul, an Apostle, laid his hands on them. I also mention 
Second Timothy 1:6 where Paul said he gave to Timothy a gift. 
Nobody but an Apostle; Peter, John, Paul is spoken of as bestow
ing a spiritual gift in all the New Testament.

I asked if John had any spiritual gift. I wondered if he was going 
to say he was baptized with the Holy Spirit, and he said he was, 
but if not, then "do you have one of the spiritual gifts ar^d if so, 
how did you receive that spiritual gift?" Well, he got it, he said, 
from the present-day Apostles who laid hands on him. There are 
no present-day Apostles living today.

Apostles are in the church, he mentioned from First Corinthians 
12, and that's right. And they are still in the church, the same 
Apostles, the original Apostles. W e have the teaching of the 
Apostles. They had no successors. They could have no successors. 
We read in the closing part of Acts 1, in gettng ready to appoint 
someone to take the place of Judas Iscariot, reference was made to 
the fact that someone who had been with the Lord from the bap
tism of John right on down the line. They selected two and asked 
that the Lord show which one. Now Paul referred to the fact that 
he was selected out of "due season" but in First Corinthians 9:1, 
he said: "Am  I not an apostle? Have I not seen the Lord?" Now 
who is living today that has seen the resurrected Lord? W ho can
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say “ I am qualified as an Apostle?" You have to see the resur
rected Lord to be qualified as an Apostle! 1 want to say that THERE 
ARE N O  LIV IN G  APO STLES TO D A Y! No living, inspired men as 
prophets today receiving one of these gifts of the Spirit.

I said when the last Apostle died and the last man died on whom 
the hands of an Apostle had been laid, then these miraculous gifts 
ceased because they had served their purpose. Well, the Lord said 
they would cease. Ephesians 4 talks about these gifts being given 
"TILL we come to the unity of the faith." Just like Paul said, as 
reference was made, that he "preaches the faith which he once 
destroyed." (G a la tia n s  1 :23). N o w  then, "the fa ith ," "the 
Gospel," when all the truth has been given and confirmed, then 
these will cease.

But it was asked, "D on 't we have preachers today, and 
shouldn't the W ord of God go on today?" W hy, indeed *so! A 
miracle was wrought in the beginning. Wheat was created. Now 
the germ of life is in the wheat and we plant the wheat arid the 
crop comes through natural law. The word was given and con
firmed. Now, "preach the W ord."

In Second Timothy 2:2 Paul said to Timothy in anticipation that 
he would soon die: "The things which thou hast heard of me, 
commit to faithful men who shall be able to teach others also." 
Hand it on down the line. And that's what we're trying to do. 
Teach young men to be Gospel preachers and keep on preaching 
the Word of the Lord. But we don't need to have inspired men to
day, down through the ages, because they've given the truth. It's 
been confirmed. It's perfect and complete and there's no more to 
come. These were only until the truth had been given.

I asked the question, "Are there any more revelations?" He said, 
"W ell, I'm going to lay my neck on the block" or something like 
that and say, "yes." But in his first speech he said "W hen the 
canon was com plete." The canon of Scripture was complete. 
Now the Bible is complete or it isn't! One or the other! The book 
of Revelation closes with all of the truth given or not! Now, which 
is it? Jesus said, "The Holy Spirit will guide you into all the truth." 
Did he? Did the Holy Spirit do that or not? Now that's the ques
tion. It's one or the other. These are important questions of .the 
issue. >

Also First Corinthians 13:8 in regards to tongues going to cease, 
and knowledge, miraculous knowledge. "W hen that which is 
perfect is com e" - when the perfect came - that perfect, complete 
part by part truth being given. Not when Jesus the perfect One 
comes or someone wants to say, "It means perfect love." No, it 
didn't say "when the perfect love com es." It's talking about in
spired men giving the truth part by part. Now "when the perfect 
com es." James speaks of "the perfect law of liberty."

John used this proof text: "And these signs shall follow 
them...speak with new tongues, take up serpents, heal the sick,
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lay hands on the sick, and drink any deadly thing and it shall not 
hurt them." Now, he doesn't believe this! He offers this but he 
cannot do it. Yet he says he is baptized with the baptism of the H o
ly Spirit. I mean, that's the Pentecostal doctrine. But yet he doesn't 
believe it because he can't do these things and he's not willing to 
be put to the test.

He referred to James talking about praying. In this reference to 
James, really it is miraculous faith and healing. "The prayer of faith 
shall save the sick." No question about it! Not sometimes will and 
sometimes will not, because in the early church there were those 
who had these miraculous gifts.

I say the Word was confirmed as Mark 16:20 says. "They went 
forth preaching and confirming the Word with signs following." 
Hebrews 2:2 and 4 says the Word "was confirmed."

Now I say the message today of the truth of Christianity has been 
given, has been recorded. It is in the inspired Book. At the first, in 
the inspired man; now in the inspired Book. We are told to "Study 
to show thyself approved unto God, a workman that needeth not 
to be ashamed: rightly dividing the word of truth."

Let me give a simple illustration that I think all can understand. I , 
go down in Melbourne and I see a building under construction. I 
see various types of building equipment round about the building 
and machinery. A  building is under construction. But when the 
building has been built and is completed, it's complete and all 
things done, then all the machinery is moved away and all that ex
tra equipment. Why? It was used in the building. And so it is in 
regard to these miraculous gifts.

Now Paul used another illustration in First Corinthians 13. 
"W hen I was a child, I spake as a child, thought as a child, but 
when I became a man, I put away childish things." There are cer
tain things that belong to childhood age that don't belong to 
maturity. There are certain things that belong to the "childhood 
age of the church," so to speak, the truth being given and con
firmed, but after it has all been given and confirmed, then we 
won't need them. Or, "w e look through a glass darkly." Hard to 
see. But finally, all thetruth is given, then we see face to face. That 
doesn't have anything to do with heaven in any way whatsoever. 
Here's something else which I would like to introduce which has 
not been so far. Ephesians 3. In this paragraph, and I'll have to go 
over it briefly, Paul speaks of being an Apostle and the Holy Spirit 
revealing the mystery of the Gospel and he said, "As I wrote afore 
in few w ords, w hereby, W H E N  YE R EA D , ye may 
U N D ER STA N D ." Now "the Holy Spirit revealed it, and I have 
written it, and when you read, you may understand." Now, that's 
the process. Guided by the Holy Spirit, truth was revealed. So we 
say revelation plus inspiration equals the Bible. "W hen you read, 
you may understand." How  do I learn God's will? By reading it. 
I'm not inspired as were the Apostles or those who received a gift
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from an Apostle.
Now, thirdly, there's the ordinary indwelling of the Spirit in the 

Christian. W hen he obeys the Gospel of the Lord and is baptized 
into Christ and becomes a Christian and when he reads and 
studies the W ord of God and lives by the Word of God and grows 
spiritually, he brings forth the fruit of the Spirit. But he doesn't 
have the baptism of the Holy Spirit. Not at all! No one living today 
has the baptism of the Holy Spirit.

There are certain claims today. In Revelation 2:2, I mention that 
the Lord commended the church at Ephesus through John the 
writer, because certain men claimed to be Apostles coming by 
their way and they put them to the test and found them to be liars. 
Now it's right, it's Scriptural to put individuals to the test. Now I 
know this really gets to the point and hurts. I recognize that. That's 
the reason why they try to avoid it in every way possible. But it's 
right to do it. John says in First John 4:1: "Beloved, believe not 
every spirit, but try the spirits whether they are of G od." The.only 
way to know is to put to the test.

W hen i preached this sermon a few nights ago here I mentioned 
the fact that one time I was in North Carolina and mentioned that 
no one has the baptism of the Holy Spirit today. One man spoke 
up in the audience and said, "Yes we do." I said "Allright, we'll 
just close the service right now and we'll go out to the cemetery 
and you bring one back to life, and when you bring one back to 
life, I'll believe it. I'll join your group and work with you." We 
didn't go to the cemetery. I also said, " I'll tell you what we'll do. 
W e'll go to the cemetery and I'll bring one back to life when you 
bring the first one. You bring the first one and I'll bring the second 
one. If you want to raise two, I'll raise two." We didn't go because 
I knew he couldn't raise one and I knew that he knew he couldn't 
raise one and I knew that I couldn't raise one. But I don't have the 
baptism of the Holy Spirit as did the Apostles. There isn't any man 
living today that can. *

Now you sometimes hear, "O ver in Memphis, Tennessee." 
W ell, if I were in Memphis, Tennessee, they would say, "W ell, 
over in Australia, we heard of someone that was raised from the 
dead." It's always somebody somewhere way off. W hy not just 
show us? That's enough. That's all I want. Just a demonstration*of
it. • y

Raised Dorcas to life. Yes - sir! Healed the crippled man. Here 
he was, more than forty years of age, instantly, immediately, not 
that he gradually got better. That can be done right here tonight 
without going anywhere at all. Don't have to go to the cemetery. 
Just that kind of a miracle, John, would be sufficient to convince 
us. No question about that.

G od's Word today is complete and we are to preach the Gospel 
of Jesus Christ. There is only one baptism now and that's baptism 
in water for the remission of sins to a penitent believer that he may

.
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enter into the spiritual body of Christ, be cleansed by the blood of 
Christ, become a child of C o d. A  Spirit-made Christian today is 
one who is made by obeying the Spirit, the teaching of the Spirit.

The Spirit operates today in conversion. But how? Through the 
Word of C o d. Psalms 19:7: "The law of the Lord is perfect, con
verting the soul." The Gospel is the power of God to save. 
(Romans 1:16.) All conversions in the book of Acts were brought 
about by preaching the W ord of God. Not in some direct, 
mysterious, "better felt than told" way.

The Hoiy Spirit leads, guides, and directs Christians today. How? 
Through the Word! "H e  that hath an ear to hear, let him hear 
what the Spirit saith to the churches," as those letters in Revela
tion, chapters 2 and 3 came to a close. W e hear the Spirit's 
message, the Word of God.

Now then, I want to show you, friends, that John cannot per
form the miracles when put to a test. He doesn't believe what he is 
saying that these continue today and that he has the baptism of the 
Holy Spirit, miraculous gifts of the Spirit, and that further teaching 
is being given in addition to the Word of God and miracles are be
ing performed to confirm this. I think we can show that if further 
teaching is given what that teaching is. When they give it to us it 
will either be in the Bible or it will contradict something that is 
found in the Bible. One or the other!

W ill you speak in tongues, Benny, for just a minute please? Right 
quickly. (Benny Tabalujan, a member of the Belmore Road church 
of Christ stands and speaks in a foreign language). Thank you very 
much. I want the interpretation of that; exactly what he said. That 
is a tongue, that is a language. If you have the gift.

Now friends, I hate to do this but I want to present the truth. I 
have from a chemist in Australia a bottle. Now it's not water and 
it's not grape juice either. Not orange juice. It's potent! Now you 
say, "Are you going to be responsible for someone dying?" No, 
not really, for I don't think he'll take it. But John has quoted in the 
very first speech Mark 16, "D rin k  any deadly poison and it won't 
hurt him ." Now I want you to know this will hurt him. I ask him to 
prove by drinking it. Open this bottle and drink every drop of it.

Now what did John (the Apostle) say? "Try the spirits." What did 
Jesus say through John? "You  put them to the test who said they 
had the baptism of the H oly Spirit and were Apostles." John, I 
don't want to hurt you and you know that. But I hope in the 
goodness of the Lord that you can become untangled in religious 
error and obey the truth and love the truth and get away from the 
idea that you are baptized with the Holy Spirit and that people to
day can work miracles and things like that. The Word of God is 
perfect and complete. Help teach individuals the error of their 
ways. Now if you want to believe that you can take this and it 
won't hurt you, well, here it is. All of us can see you do that. But I 
want you to know it will hurt you. So it is between you and your
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God and what you teach and what the church stands for. I'm go
ing to leave it right here. I'm going to watch. Now, no children are 
going to get it because it would be bad if they did. W e'll watch it. 
I'm asking John to prove what he teaches and what he says he 
believes that the Bible teaches.

Now, friends, this is serious because souls are being led astray 
along this line. I'm concerned about it. All of us are concerned 
about it. If he has what he says he has, then he can do what the 
Apostles did. That's what the Word of God says.

Now you've listened very carefully. I've gone over it briefly. 
(Points to the chart-R.R.) The baptism of the H oly Spirit, 
miraculous gifts of the Spirit, the ordinary indwelling in the Chris
tian through the Word as he is governed and guided by it. "Being 
filled with the Spirit," (Ephesians 5:19); "speaking to yourselves in 
psalms, hymns, and spiritual songs." A parallel statement in Colos- 
sians 3:16: "Let the W ord of Christ dwell in you richly (n all 
wisdom; teaching and admonishing one another in psalms, and 
hymns and spiritual songs, etc." As the W ord of God dwells in us, 
the Holy Spirit's message dwells in us and as we live as the Word 
of God suggests and teaches, then we are directed by the teaching 
of the Holy Spirit.

Thank you very much. Thank you so much.

Second Night: 
Cotham - Hartley Debate 

Hartley's First Speech
W ell, I'm glad to be herewith you once again. I'm surprised that 

Mr. Cotham didn't manage to produce a box of snakes to bring 
along as well. (Laughter). However that might be a bit more dif
ficult to get. Oh well!

Now there are a number of interesting points that Mr. Cotham 
has made that I'd like to reply to. It was stated near the beginning 
of his address tonight that you do most certainly believe in praymg 
for the sick and I also overheard Ian McPherson say that last night 
to someone too. But if we do not believe that God does miracles 
today I wondered at the time I overheard Ian's remark last night to 
someone, why one should bother believing in praying for the sick 
anyway. It strikes me that such prayers would only be prayers of 
unbelief if we don't believe that God does miracles today.

Mr. Cotham mentioned the text in Ephesians 4 that there is one 
baptism and we Full Gospel people are very well aware of that 
text. We are not ignorant of its existence. But we maintain that it is 
one baptism in two elements - the element of water and the ele
ment of the Holy Spirit. One local Pentecostal leader here in
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Melbourne, as a matter of fact, Pastor Murray Waterhouse of Bur- 
wood Independent Church, received a revelation from God and 
wrote a little book entitled ''O ne Baptism, Being Discerned  
C l e a r l y So we are well aware of that text but I don't believe that 
it goes against anything that we stand for.

I dispute Mr. Cotham's definition of an Apostle in some respects. 
The word "Apostle" of course, is just a translation of the Greek 
word "apostolos" which merely means "a sent one" or "a mis
sionary." It is translated in some places as "apostle" and in some 
places as "messenger." But "apostle" just means basically "a sent 
one." However, that, of course, isn't a full definition of an Apos
tle. W e could tell an Apostle by the work that he does, by the func
tion of an Apostle.

I mentioned last night that Silvanus and Timotheus were referred 
to in God's W ord indirectly as Apostles. And certainly we see that 
Timothy who was a young pastor at Ephesus did the work of an 
Apostle.

It's an Apostle's job to "set churches in order" and to establish 
them. There are Apostles that do this today, that establish chur- , 
ches as the result of their evangelistic ministry, and set them in cor
rect, Scriptural, divine order because I don't believe in just a 
higgily-piggily sort of affair, but I believe in a church with an 
assembly set in divine order, autonomous, Bible-believing chur
ches. And I know of Apostles today that do the work of an Apostle 
and, very importantly, in tonight's debate, they perform the signs 
of an Apostle. W e've had the Scripture already, 2 Corinthians 
12:12, where Paul says that "the signs of an apostle were done in 
their midst." I thought also of First Corinthians 2, verses 4 and 5 
where Paul says, "M y speech and my teaching was not with entic
ing words of man's wisdom but in demonstration of the Spirit and 
of power, that your faith should not stand in the wisdom of men 
but in the power of G od." This is the credentials of an Apostle, 
that his preaching is not just mere words, not just man's wisdom 
but his preaching is in demonstration of the Spirit and of power. 
Friends, there are those today who are preaching the Gospel with 
the Holy Ghost sent down from heaven who can say the same 
thing, that their preaching is going forth in demonstration of the 
Spirit, and of power.

Some people say " If you speak in tongues today, why are the 
other signs that were on the Day of Pentecost not in evidence to
day; namely, the rushing, mighty wind and the cloven tongues of 
fire?" Well, I don't believe that they are general and widespread 
because there is no promise that they ever would be. There is 
merely a historical account that that happened in Acts, chapter 2. 
Nevertheless, this has happened in modern times and I can testify, 
for instance, that tongues of fire have been seen over my own 
head when I have been taking part in meetings. This happened 
several years ago in Sydney. I haven't spoken in tongues, in
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languages, but I have had the Acts 2:3 experience of the cloven 
tongues of fire over my head which have been seen by others to 
whom I was ministering. There are many other supernatural vin
dications of C o d 's  Apostles and messengers today.

Here in Australia, our church, the Church of the Lord Jesus 
Christ, is headed up by our General Overseer, Bruce Jamieson, 
who travels around Australia doing the work of an Apostle and he 

|- has had many, many, vindications, visible vindications, of the type
1 have just mentioned in his ministry and these have been 
documented.

W e tend in such debates as this to dwell quite a lot upon 
tongues and on healing. But there are, of course, many other sorts 
of miracles. I have one or two comments that came to mind very 
briefly about healing before going on to other types of miracles. A 
favorite argument against the present day speaking in tongiiies, of 
course, is this: they say, "what on earth is the purpose that it 
serves? It's no use so why do it?" W ell, the purpose of it is brought 
out quite clearly. It's a sign to the unbeliever and when tongues 
are used in a church meeting with interpretation, it is a means by 
which God speaks to the church. I'm not suggesting that God is 
adding to His written W ord or bringing out some new doctrine but 
the messages in tongues with interpretations that I heard, many, 
many of them over the last twenty years, have been by way of 
comfort and edification and exhortation, and occasionally 
guidance, not establishing some new doctrine. So it's a means by 
which God speaks to His church. It is also a means by which the 
individual is edified by his own spirit when he prays in tongues at 
home or in the meeting. I'm not talking now about messages in 
tongues followed by interpretations but I'm talking about when an 
individual speaks to God in tongues. First Corinthians 14 and% verse
2 says that "he who speaks in tongues edifies himself." So it's a 
sign that brings conviction upon the unsaved and it is a means by 
which the individual is edified and also the church when tongues 
are coupled with interpretation as indeed, they should be in the 
church.

There is a story going around that there was once a Chinaman 
who had spoken in tongues and someone recognized it. It was in a 
meeting with a new Chinesse missionary and he reported that it 
was the foulest blasphemy and filth and he didn't like to say exact
ly what it was. It was along the lines of calling Jesus accursed. Now 
this story that I've heard retailed in many magazines ar>d pam
phlets, it's got so many variations and different nationalities, it's 
not always a Chinaman, that I don't believe that much credence 
can be given to it. On the other hand, I have known of many in
stances where messages in tongues have been recognized not by 
the supernatural gift of interpretation but simply by, for example, 
new Australians who have been in our meetings here and in places 
like the Congo. I know of cases on record where unlearned
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natives who did not in the natural know the English language, 
spoke in clear English, and of course, being understood quite 
naturally by the missionaries present. And these instances of 
recognized languages, the messages in tongues,' have, in fact, 
been Scriptural and edifying.

Now regarding divine healing, Mr. Cotham has mentioned, he 
mentioned this last night and again tonight, why is it that not all are 
healed. He referred to the fact that I said last night that I prayed for 
people, and I know of many others that have prayed for the sick 
and sometimes they have been healed miraculously and instan
taneously and sometimes they have been healed miraculously but 
more gradually which also is Scriptural. We read of the man that 
came to Jesus and he said later that his servant began to amend 
from that very hour. That was, more or less, a miracle of divine 
healing but it was a gradual one. And thirdly, I know of cases that 
have been prayed for and have not been healed. Mr. Cotham ask
ed why. W ell, there is a variety of reasons but I would remind you 
that there was at least one place where Jesus Himself did not heal 
many of the people, and that, of course, was in His own home 
town of Nazareth where we read that "Jesus did there not many 
mighty works save that he healed just a few sick folk." Not like the 
other places where Jesus and the Apostles went, where so many 
times that they were everyone healed. And, of course, it is made 
clear that this was because of unbelief. They rejected Jesus - "a 
prophet is not accepted in his own country" - and they didn't 
believe that Jesus was the Christ, the anointed of God. They said, 
"O h , isn't this just the carpenter's son? What's he up to? This 
teacher, what's he got?" And so because of the attitude of unbelief 
and resistance to the spirit of love in Jesus, God could then work 
not many mighty miracles. So it's not surprising that the same is so 
today. Some get healed, some don't.

On the chart we have a Scripture, Romans 8:9-11 and Romans 
8:11, of course, teaches us that the indwelling Spirit quickens our 
mortal body. Now, I'm not necessarily teaching a doctrine of 
divine health as some fanatical extremists do. The extreme doc
trine of divine health, of course, would leave no place for divine 
healing. Whilst we are in our mortal bodies we are subject to the 
Devil's attacks. I said last night I believe sickness comes from the 
Devil. The indwelling Holy Spirit of God quickens our bodies. The 
word "qu icken" means "to make alive." " If the Spirit of him that 
raised up Jesus from the dead dwell in you, he that raised up Christ 
from the dead shall also quicken your mortal bodies by his spirit 
that dwells in you." So I believe that the Christian has the Holy 
Spirit in his body quickening it, making it more alive.

Today, uh, last night, I overheard one Pentecostal visitor that 
was present at our meeting last night, make reference to Mr. 
Cotham, saying that he had never seen any miracles, and this 
fellow who was here last night, I don't know who he was, but I

46



heard him say, "I wonder where Mr. Cotham has been all his 
life?" I thought along similar lines. I thought if Mr. Cotham and 
others have not seen miracles, or not genuine ones, maybe they 
have been moving in the wrong circles. Certainly, I know that 
there have been gracious revivals and outpourings of God's Spirit 
over the last few decades where many people have been healed 
by the power of God. T. L. Osborn, a Pentecostal evangelist, was 
in a Muslim country one time. He challenged the Muslims and he 
said to the thousands of people filling the stadium where he was 
preaching, he said, "I want you to lay hands on the heads of 
anybody that is sick and pray for yourselves in the name of 
Muhammed" and they did and nothing happened. And then they 
did the same in the name of Jesus and within a few minutes, many, 
many people all over the place were being healed and were testi
fying to that fact.

There's plenty of further literature such as this magazine "The  
Faith Digest" documenting these miracles and containing 
photographs and testimonies of persons that have been healed;. 
Other men of God that have been greatly used in this field have in
cluded Oral Roberts, W illiam Branham, and many lesser known 
names.

John, chapter 14, verse 12, tells us that we, the believers, would 
do greater works than Jesus did. Jesus said, "Verily, verily, (and 
that means truly, truly," repeated for emphasis) I say to you, he 
that believes on me, the works that I do, shall he do also, and 
greater works than these shall he do because I go to my Father." 
Now the first part of that was fulfilled in the book of Acts. They did 
the same works that Jesus did but I don't know that they did 
greater works. Now I've heard this explained away but not in a 
very convincing manner, not in my book anyway. I've heard it 
said, "O h , well, Jesus first preached to a few hundred or a few 
thousand people at a time by the aid of his unaided voice alone, 
but today we have amplification systems and we have the radio 
and the television and we can preach to millions of people at once 
by these means. And this is what is meant by "greater works" that 
the gospel is going out today in an unprecedented manner. Well, 
I'm not convinced by that argument at all. That is simply more in 
number but not greater in intensity or in degree and I believe that 
is what it's talking about. "Greater works than these shall he do.y 
And I don't believe even that has been fulfilled yet in the present 
day Pentecostal or Charismatic, or whatever you want to call if, 
movement. But I believe the greater works are just around the cor
ner so to speak because I believe we're living in the time of the lat
ter reign.

Now I said there are many kinds of miracles, stupendous 
miracles, taking place today quite apart from the well known 
tongues and healings. Now we both agree, Mr. Cotham and I, 
that our discussion is on the Word of God. I believe that the onus
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is on him to find Scripture from the Word of Cod that says that 
these things ceased after a given time limit and I don't believe that 
that can be proved. But if I am to prove that the miracles continue 
today, well, I've got to take modern day examples, I've got to 
quote historians and cases I know, things that obviously are not in 
the Bible.

In the Bible we read that Jesus turned water into wine. Now we 
don't read any instances of people filling up their car tanks with 
water and God turning it into petrol for obvious reasons in the Bi
ble. But I can assure you that this has happened on at least one oc
casion today. A brother in South Africa, George M cGill, who was a 
faith evangelist, did that because he believed that God was leading 
him to do so, and that this was the means by which God was going 
to provide for his material needs when he had no money. He filled 
his car with water, and asked in faith that the Lord would turn it in
to petrol, or whether it turned into petrol, or whether the car 
engine worked by water for once, I don't know the facts of the 
mechanics of it. But at any rate, he drove his car around in South 
Africa for hundreds of miles for the space of three months con
tinually without ever having to put anyting further into his tank. I 
will give his name and address because this is going down on tape 
and you can write to him and verify it if anyone is sufficiently in
terested. He is today resident in Gippsland, Australia and his name 
is George M cGill'and he lives at Number #12, Princess Highway, 
W urruk, which is just outside of Sale, Victoria. I just mention that 
because I think Mr. Cotham was throwing doubt upon the lady in 
faraway Memphis, Tennessee tonight so that's one a bit nearer to 
home.

A few years ago there was a great move of God's Spirit in In
donesia which has been documented in the well known book 
written by Mel Tari, and in Indonesia in the recent revival, prac
tically all the well known miracles of the Bible were duplicated. 
W alking on water, for instance. Believers went across raging 
streams that were thirty feet deep and walked across on top of the 
water. Water was turned, not into petrol, this time, but into wine. 
Some more other miracles were done. For example, a Catholic 
priest became convinced of the wrongness of worshiping images. 
In his church there were rather a lot of images. He got them all 
together, removed them from the church and dumped them in a 
store-room underneath. And just as in the time of Elijah on Mt. 
Carmel, God answered by fire and supernaturally set fire to those 
images and the whole pile of those statues that they used to say 
prayers to, were burned up and not because anyone set a match 
to them either.

Now a very interesting fact about this Indonesian revival with all 
of these rather spectacular miracles is that the authenticity of these 
miracles is attested to by none other than Kurt Koch, the German 
theologian. The reason that this is particularly interesting is that
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Koch is not one of our Pentecostal mates but he is rather a well 
known writer of books against Pentecostalism. He has written ex
tensively, I believe, blaspheming the Holy Spirit, saying that those 
who speak in tongues and practise divine healing today are doing 
so by the power of the Devil. Incidentally, it is just what they said 
about our Saviour, and the Scriptural answer is given, well, "H o w  
can Beelzebub's house be divided?" But Kurt Koch who is so bit
terly opposed to the Pentecostal Movement and to the doctrines 
for which it stands, nevertheless, personally investigated the In
donesian revival and wrote a book about that too in which he af
firmed that these things were in the true. So there you are for the 
witness of an unbiased outsider, or if anything, biased against it.

A personal friend of mine, Mr. Tom Varney, formerly of Ballarat, 
but now of Beanlee which is just outside Brisbane, being wealthy 
rather, he flew over to Indonesia to the spot where these thjngs 
happened. He personally investigated it to find out whether it was 
so or not, and came back with the report that what we read irc,the 
book was true.

There are many other miracles. I don't know about loaves and 
fishes being multiplied but I do know about some spaghetti. I 
work, by the way, as a librarian, and in the public library which I 
manage for my living, there is a book entitled, "H ey G od!"  which 
tells of an Italian lady in the U.S.A. of rather simple faith. W e might 
not think she was very reverent the way she began her prayers by 
looking up and saying, "hey G od!" and then going on with what 
she had to say. Nevertheless, it's the attitude of the heart that 
counts before God and not the outward form of words or posture 
or anything else. God sees the heart; man looks on the outward 
appearance. God accepted her simple faith and did miracles for 
her in answer to prayer in the name of Jesus. On one occasion 
when she had nothing in the house but a tiny bit of spaghetti that 
wasn't enough for one person, her husband brought about a 
dozen people home for dinner unexpectedly and said to her, 
"H oney, put something on and feed them" and she just looked to 
God in faith and started ladling out the spaghetti and it was like the 
cruse of oil that didn't fail in the time of the widow woman of 
Zarephath and she just kept ladling out the spaghetti and there 
was enough to feed everyone and plenty left over for the n^xt 
meal too. So there's a spaghetti miracle for you. ‘ 1

Now some of these I've just brought out, some, perhaps more 
spectacular examples by way of.interest. Spaghetti miracles and 
such like are not perhaps amongst the most important things 
we've got to talk about. When we turn to Corinthians we find that 
one of the highest gifts is prophecy, and tongues is de-emphasized 
as one of the less significant ones. Paul tells us in First Corinthians, 
chapter 14 and verse 39 that we should "Covet to prophesy and 
forbid not to speak with tongues." Now, of course somebody is 
going to say that this epistle was only written to correct a situation
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in a particular local church and it's applicable to them but not to 
us. O f course, if you do that, you could say the same with every 
epistle in the New Testament as nearly every one was written to 
particular assemblies or individuals and you could get your 
scissors and chop them all out of your Bible if you were going to 
say that. But my answer to that argument really is in First Corin
thians, chapter 1 and verse 2 where we find who the letter is ad
dressed to. W e have the early address on the envelope. It's to “ the 
church of God which is at Corinth, to them that are sanctified in 
Christ Jesus, called to be saints with all that in every place call 
upon the name of Jesus Christ, our Lord, both theirs .and ours." So 
I believe there that the H oly Spirit has deliberately put that in to 
show that Corinthians is of universal application.

W e read in Corinthians of many gifts. In chapter 12 and verse 8 
onwards we read of the "word of wisdom, the word of knowledge 
by the same Spirit, faith, gifts of healing, workings of miracles, pro
phecy, discerning of spirits, divers kinds of tongues, the interpreta
tion of tongues." I believe that all of these gifts are in evidence in 
the church today. I believe there are those with the gifts of discern
ing of spirits. I believe there are anointed Apostles of God that are 
going about casting demons out of people because, make no 
mistake about it, there are demon possessed people today. I was 
in a meeting about a week ago run by the Seventh Day Adventists. 
The Seventh Day Adventist lecturer told of a woman that came to 
him for help. He went to her house and found that she had been 
dabbling in spiritism, and in Satanism, and also in Pentecostalism, 
which he was debunking along with the others, and as a result had 
become demon possessed. W hile he was sitting in her house 
when he opened his Bible, his chair was whisked away from under 
him by some evil force and he found himself flat on the floor.

Now he wouldn't tell the story quite right or quite honestly 
because I know the woman in question. She was in Hobart where 
I used to live. I know the correct story. It wasn't that she went to 
the Pentecostals and got an evil spirit. It was that she went to the 
Satanist group and got an evil spirit and she went to the 
Pentecostals and she got delivered later on after she had that ex
perience with our S.D .A . friend. I was present at the Pentecostal 
meeting when demons came screaming out of her and were 
recognized for what they were and were cast out in Jesus' name.

Now it's Mr. Cotham's contention that we do things by the 
power of evil spirits. He spoke tonight about testing our spirits. 
Now I've heard Baptists and others also speak that Pentecostals 
should be willing to have their spirits tested. I'm not quite sure 
how this is to be done but I'm quite willing to submit to any test. 
The only Scriptural one that I know is the one in I John, chapter 4, 
verse 2 to 3. "H ereby know ye the Spirit of God; every spirit that 
confesseth that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh is of God; every 
spirit that confesseth not that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh, is
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not of God: and this is that spirit of antichrist." That's the only test 
I know in connection with testing spirits and it comes immediately 
after the injunction in verse 1, to "Believe not every spirit but try 
the spirits whether they are of God, because many false prophets 
are gone out into the w orld." And as far as the test here suggested 
is concerned, I believe myself and other Full Gospel people pass 
the test with flying colors because there is nobody that will more 
strongly attest to the deity of Christ than us. There's no one that 
will more strongly stand against the Christadelphians, Jehovah's 
Witnesses, and everyone else that belittles Christ and say that He 
is only a created being. W e most certainly believe in the full deity 
and divinity of our Lord Jesus Christ. He's the One that we wor
ship.

In conclusion I want to say that I'm not going to accept the in
vitation to drink this because I believe that the challenge tosdrink 
poison or to go to the cemetary and try and raise the dead is 
childish in the extreme. I'm not wishing to belittle Mr. Cotham. I 
believe we should act toward each other like Christian gentlemen 
but I just feel I've got to say that that's childish and it's reminiscent 
of the Jews of old that wanted a sign and no sign was done jQst for 
the sake of giving a sign to the unbelievers that demanded one.

In Matthew 12, verse 38: "Certain of the scribes and pharisees 
answered saying: Master, we would see a sign from thee." And 
that's what Mr. Cotham wanted tonight with the drinking of this or 
the interpreting of our Asian brother's speech. "But Jesus 
answered and said to them:" (Matthew 12:39) "A n  evil and 
adulterous generation seeketh after a sign and there shall be no 
sign given it but the sign of the prophet Jonas."

Second Night: 
Cotham - Hartley Debate | 

Perry B. Cotham's Second Speech
W ell, I've learned how to solve the petrol situation now tonight. 

(Laughter) If any of you are a little slack on gasoline, you kiiiow 
what to do. My friends, that was so pitiful. One experience, pne 
tale in a foreign country right after the other and then after saying 
"W hat the Bible teaches." W e agreed to talk about what the Bible 
teaches on this subject. So many verses that I gave tonight^in the 
speech he did not even refer to. It's always the point of the respon
dent in the negative to take up the arguments that are given in the 
affirmative by the affirmative speaker and show the inconsistency 
of his reasoning, why this doesn't apply, or something like that. 
But after mentioning "what the Bible teaches," then to begin to 
talk about all those things, this experience, and that one, and the
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other.
I did say that I've never seen a real miracle, a miracle that the Bi

ble speaks of and he wonders where I've been all of my life. Well, 
I'm here now and I'm with those who believe in miracles so I want 
to see one. I may not have been with those in the past. I have at
tended as a visitor some of those meetings at times and I've really 
never seen one. Now I attended a meeting in the mountains of 
Tennessee once, in Chattanooga, Tennessee, and talked with a 
Pentecostal preacher. They had recently buried one of their 
believers or followers because of severe rattlesnake bites. They 
said that that proves that we are genuine because we didn't milk 
the rattlesnakes. They had the venom in them. But I still haven't 
seen a real miracle. Not at all. He mentions the fact that he is a- 
mazed that I didn't bring some snakes tonight. Well, I thought the 
bottle would be enough. (Laughter) I knew ne wouldn't drink it. I 
knew he wouldn't give the interpretation of the Indonesian 
language. It wasn't blasphemy, John. It was John 3:16 in the In
donesian language. I've been to Indonesia and I haven't seen any 
of those miracles over there in Indonesia. I've been to about all , 
the countries of the world that he mentioned tonight and I still 
haven't seen them.

What about praying for the sick? Listen, God can answer prayer 
without a miracle-. Where he's confused is, in regard to answering 
prayer, that you have to perform a miracle to answer prayer in 
regard to the sick.

I was amazed about his explanation of one baptism, that there's 
only one baptism but two elements, one is water and the other is 
Spirit. He mentioned last night that he was baptized in water and 
then later he received the baptism of the Holy Spirit. I don't 
believe that's much of an answer of one baptism. Not at all. John 
baptized and then later the Apostles received the baptism of the 
Holy Spirit in Acts 2.

Now he mentioned that sometimes the word "apostle" is used 
in regard to others than the original twelve that we call Apostles. I 
know that's so in the sense of "one sent," of an ambassador, and 
in Hebrews 3; 1, Christ is spoken of as our Apostle. But we are talk
ing about these original twelve on the Day of Pentecost, and later 
Paul selected as "one out of due season." They were set in the 
church. The truth has been given. They performed signs to con
firm it. They are still in the church of the Lord today in that sense 
that we have the teaching of the Apostles.

What did he say about doing "the signs of an apostle?" Ab
solutely nothing! Passed that by. He "observed the passover," 
didn't he? He mentioned the fact that Paul spoke about signs. 
W ell, let's prove it. Let's do the same today. He had "fire on his 
head" once and things like that. Well, I haven't seen that tonight. I 
would like to see that. ! would like to see a man that is crippled, 
healed. I'd like to see John drink poison and it not hurt him. John
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introduced Mark 16 last night in his first speech in regard to these 
"signs shall follow them that believe. They shall take up serpents 
and if they shall drink any deadiy thing it shall not hurt them ." "IF  
TH EY D RIN K A N Y  D EA D LY  T H IN G , IT SH A LL N O T H U RT 
THEM !" He doesn't believe it! He said it would be childish to do 
it! In Acts, the third chapter, when Peter and John cured the lame 
man, was it childish to do that? Others saw that. We read in Acts 
13 of one who was trying to keep the Deputy from believing in the 
Lord and Paul caused him to become blind for a season. Was that 
childish? It caused the Deputy to believe!

You know they talk about having a healing service and praying 
for the sick. W hy don't you have a "blind striking service" and 
strike people blind? You've got just as much authority to strike 
people blind as you have to heal them. Don't you see, signs con
firmed the truth that they were preaching in that beginning day of 
Christianity. The truth was being given and being recorded. These 
signs are past. Don't you see?

In Acts 5, Peter was speaking and Ananias and Sapphira were 
stricken dead. W hy don't you have a "striking dead service" and 
kill the hypocrites? You've got just as much authority to do that as 
you have to heal the sick, or to speak in a tongue, a language you 
haven't learned. He can't speak in a tongue either. Not at all!

John talked about the Chinaman and that interpretation where 
he was cursing the Lord. This wasn't a curse tonight. I had to say 
those things in regard to the matter. The Apostles never did try to 
heal somebody as we read in the book of Acts and fail.

John read in John 14:12 "Greater works than these you will do." 
He says, "I don't think that's been fulfilled yet." What are the 
greater works? Jesus raised the dead. He raised Lazarus from the 
dead after he had been in the grave four days. "N ow  you are go
ing to do greater works" says Christ to the Apostles. Now, what 
would be greater than that? I don't want to see anything any 
greater than that just right now. I would just like to see one raised 
from the dead. Now, really, Mr. Hartley, what Jesus had in mind 
was, "You're going to go out and preach the Gospel of Christ for 
the salvation of souls and this will be a greater work than npy 
miracles of healing people and raising the dead and things like that 
to confirm that I am the Christ, the Son of G od." These are the 
greater works! Yes, they are being done now, right now! These 
greater works! Every faithful gosp’el preacher is having part ir? do
ing something greater than even raising the dead physically. How? 
By preaching the Gospel that people's souls may be saved at last in 
eternity. That's what Jesus had in mind. No question about it.

I was amazed that John would get up and say that in Africa and 
other places that people have walked on the water and "H ere's a 
magazine that says it." I've seen that magazine. I don't believe it! 
Here's a man who has been a missionary in Africa. He hasn't seen 
those things. He spent some time over there, Rod Rutherford. He
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hasn't seen it. I haven't seen it. W e want to see it. “ But that's 
childish to ask for it."

What did John say about Revelation 2:2? Not a thing! He did go 
to First John 4 and verse one, "try the spirits." He said there were 
some denying that Christ as the Son of God - His deity. Well, cer
tainly! But it applies to other areas as well. Whatever religious er
ror that people might be teaching, let's measure it by the Word of 
God. That's the point exactly.

John briefly referred to First Corinthians 14. I thought we were 
going to have more about speaking in tongues. You know they can 
talk about speaking in tongues because that kind of deceives peo
ple and it's easy to get up and jabber and to do things like that. But 
I want to say, really, when you take all of First Corinthians 14, 
Pentecostals don't observe it. They don't go by it. Often women 
speak in the public services. Some get up and do so-called 
preaching. Paul said: "Let your women keep silence in the 
church." That wasn't done last night, John. It is true that Paul did 
say, "Forbid not to speak in tongues." But in the context! He says 
if that doesn't apply today, we are taking out part of the Bible. 
W hy, listen, the Apostle Paul talked about the O ld Law being 
fulfilled and taken out of the way. It doesn't apply to us now. In 
Hebrews 7:12, the Bible talks about "the priesthood being 
changed, there is also a change in the law." That doesn't mean 
that we are doing away with a part of the Bible in the sense that it's 
the W ord of God. But it means that certain things have had their 
day and have been fulfilled. W e can read about it. So the 
statements in First Corinthians 14 have to do with speaking in 
tongues, how they are to be used in public services, while they did 
last.

What has he said about First Corinthians 13? "They shall cease" 
and they did cease. When "the faith" the "unity of the faith" is 
come, then these men with the miraculous endowments would no 
longer be needed. He said not a thing on earth. The passover feast 
again.

Now in Matthew 12:38, he says the wicked and adulterous 
generation asks for a sign and that's the reason why he wouldn't 
drink it. W ell, I may be a part of the wicked and adulterous 
generation. But I'm asking for a sign. I'm trying to abide by the 
teaching of the Word of the Lord. But anyway Jesus said that no 
sign shall be given them but the sign of Jonah. So they had a sign, 
didn't they? There's one sign right there, the sign of Jonah. Now, I 
want one real good sign before I leave tonight, but I won't get it. 
Not at all.

I want to go again to the questions. For the benefit of those who 
were not here last night to hear the questions that pinpoint the 
issue. (Ian McPherson speaks: "Four minutes.”) Four minutes. 
"H ave  you received the baptism of the Holy Spirit?" He said 
"yes." He was baptized and a few years after, the elders laid
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hands on him and prayed and he received the Holy Spirit. " If so, 
can you perform miracles like the Apostles did? Raise the dead, 
etc.?" He said "no, I can't." Well, why not? I asked that on the 
chart. "H ave you received any miraculous gifts of the Holy 
Spirit?" "Y es,"  he said he had. "If so, how did you receive them?" 
"W ell, from God, of course," but "B y  the laying of hands by 
present-day apostles." W ell, there are no present-day Apostles to
day and they couldn't therefore bestow those miraculous gifts. 
"Can you speak in tongues?" "N o ."  "H eal the sick?" "N o ,"  but 
he had prayed for somebody who had a short leg and his leg got 
longer. Now he mentioned that. "Can  you translate into other 
languages?" Well evidently not, for he didn't tonight and he didn't 
answer that question. "Are there any more of revelations to God's 
Word being given today?" He said "Yes" and that conflicts yvith 
what he said in his first speech last night concerning the com
pleteness of the Word of God. " If so, what are some of the neswer 
teachings?" I want to know something that has been given b$ an 
inspired man in addition to this truth that I can read in the New 
Testament. Now, what is it? " If so, has that Word of God been 
confirmed as the truth?" Then I pointed out that various religious 
bodies such as the Mormons, Catholics, pagans, African witch
doctors, etc. give their testimony like John has been doing tonight 
time and time again, minute after minute. It's not worth a thing on 
earth because he's not giving the Bible, what the Bible says. But I 
asked, "Is God with all of these?" They teach conflicting doctrines. 
He replied, "N o, because the Lord talked about false doctrine and 
false prophets, signs, etc." W ell, I said, "H o w  do I know that 
you're right and they're wrong because they say they're right and 
you're wrong?" Now, how am I supposed to know which one is 
right and which one is wrong? I can't take their word for it. I want 
to prove it by the Bible. Does the Spirit prove all these contradic
tory doctrines? Then I asked, "Is the Lord only with those Who 
claim to have the power to work miracles today?" " If  we ddn't 
work miracles today, then is God not with us?" I would like to 
know that and I would like to know those things about those that 
teach contrary doctrines. There are a lot of things left for the next 
fifteen minutes for Mr. Hartley to analyze and to talk about as he 
comes for the final speech.

Tomorrow night when we close with these three nights we will 
still be wanting to see "the signs of an Apostle" in order that we 
may believe. Raise the dead, strike someone blind, os" do 
something. Acts is still going on, he said in the first speech. It's the 
only book in the New Testament, that doesn't end with "A m en." 
Are these acts of miracles still going on? If so, how? W ell, "here's 
the testimony." Now, John, I also have in my library, books that 
people have written examining those so-called cures and how that 
they weren't cured, at least some of them for not very long. I have 
learned directly from mortuaries how individuals have gone to be
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cured and in two or three days time they have had the funeral. I 
can give you that proof also. Now friends, that's not worth one 
thing on earth in regard to what the Bible teaches. Let's have it 
right here in Melbourne, Australia. Stay out of Africa and stay out 
of Indonesia, and India. That's the thing to do.

I'm going to leave the bottle just one more time. Mark 16:17 and
18. Is the time up? Thank you very kindly.

k

Second Night: 
Cotham - Hartley Debate 

John Hartley's Second Speech
There's a well known saying that "a person with an experience 

is never at the mercy of a person with an argument.'' Now our 
brother has come at me with alot of arguments tonight. In my last 
speech I came up with a lot of experiences. Now “ a person with 
an experience is never at the mercy of a person with an 
argument." W hen I tell of these experiences and miracles in my 
own life and others, my opponents are forced to either call me a 
liar which, presumably, they are very usually reluctant to do, or 
say that the miracles are imaginary, like so called healing, things 
like that, or say that they are genuine miracles that are worked by 
the power of Satan. I don't believe that these claims can be 
substantiated.

Now I've been challenged repeatedly tonight to actually per
form a miracle. Now I can't interpret what our brother over there 
said in his language because, for one thing, I haven't got the gift of 
interpretation. First Corinthians, chapter 12 and verse 11, after 
detailing the list of nine gifts of the spirit, it says "all these are 
worked by but one self-same spirit dividing to every man severally 
as he w ill" (the word "severally" means separately; it's a word 
that has changed its meaning under the last 400 years) so this verse 
I Corinthians 12:11 teaches that the Holy Spirit divides the various 
gifts to people separately according as He wills. So some get one 
or more gifts and some get others in the sovereignty of God and I 
don't happen to have the gift of interpretation. But even if I did 
have the gift of interpretation, I doubt very seriously whether I 
could have interpreted that verse tonight because the gift of inter
pretation is only given to people to complement the gift of 
tongues, and what we heard in operation tonight was not the gift 
of tongues but presumably our brother speaking in his own 
language. It doesn't need any interpretation at all, in plain English 
anyway. So ! don't believe that that was a valid argument.

Likewise with the drinking of the poison, I do not believe that 
G od's Word teaches us to be foolhardy in expecting unusual
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miracles from God. To drink that poison and to say at the same 
time "I have faith that it is not going to have ill effects" is very 
much akin to the Devil when he came to Jesus and took Him up 
into a high pinnacle of the temple in Luke, chapter 4, and tempted 
Him to cast Himself down. In Luke 4, verse 9, the Devil brought 
Jesus to Jerusalem "and set him on the pinnacle of the temple, and 
said unto him, If thou be the Son of God, cast thyself down from 
hence: For it is written, He shall give his angels charge over thee, 
to keep thee: And in their hands they shall bear thee up, lest at any 
time thou dash thy foot against a stone. And Jesus answering said 
to him, It is written, Thou shalt not tempt the Lord thy G o d ." So 
that is my answer to the challenge to perform a miracle in front of 
everyone tonight. The Devil came to Jesus and tempted him to do 
something foolhardy and this would be equally foolhardy to drink 
from that bottle. The Devil came to Him we note with Scripture. 
He said "It is written" and he quoted from the 91st psalm to try 
and show that it would be quite a valid thing to do and likewise 
Brother Cotham said, "W hy don't you go ahead and drink it?" 
After all you've quoted "It is written" in Mark 16 "They shall drink 
any deadly thing and it won't harm them ." But Jesus answered the 
misapplied Scripture with another Scripture. You see the Devil 
quoted Scripture. But any text out of its context is a pretext and 
Jesus answered with a text that wasn't out of its context when He 
said: "It is said: Thou shalt not tempt the Lord thy G o d ." So I 
believe if I was to do that tonight I would be tempting the Lord my 
God.

Miracles were always given for a purpose in God's overall plan 
and not just for the sake of showing a sign to people who just want 
to see something marvelous. W e read in Luke, chapter 16 a very 
interesting passage about people coming back from the dead. In 
Luke 16 in the story of the Rich Man and Lazarus, the Rich Man in 
Hell wanted his brothers to be warned. In verse 27 we read that he 
said: " I pray ye therefore, father, that thou wouldst send him to 
my father's house: For I have five brethren: that he (that's Lazarus) 
may testify unto them, lest they also come into this place of tor
ment." He wanted Lazarus to come back from the dead and go 
and witness to his brothers who were still in this world. "Abraham 
saith unto him, They have Moses and the prophets; let them hear 
them." In other words, the written W ord of God or that portion of 
it that they had at that time. "And he said, Nay, father Abraham: 
but if one went unto them from the dead, they will repent. And he 
said unto him, If they hear not Moses and the prophets, neither 
will they be persuaded, though one rose from the dead."

Brother Cotham tonight pointed out that the most common 
miracle, that of tongues, is one that is very easily duplicated or 
counterfeited anyway, and surely enough, no doubt it is, whereas 
some other things are much harder, in fact, impossible to 
duplicate and his complaint is that it is those that he's not seen. He
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can go to any Pentecostal meeting and hear people speaking in 
tongues but some other things that he would like to see he doesn't 
see.

I believe that in our generation, in this twentieth century, from 
1909 to 1965, there lived a man by the name of W illiam Branham 
whom I believe to be a true prophet of God, a man sent from God 
and that Brother Branham was vindicated by God with super
natural signs and wonders, not just tongues, I'm not even clear 
whether he spoke in tongues, but the other things, the miracles, 
thg*t cannot be counterfeited. .

Brother Cotham accused the Pentecostals that place so much 
emphasis on the tongues and prophecy and the gifts that are found 
in Corinthians 12 and 14 of ignoring the regulations for the exer
cise of them. Now I've been around many Pentecostal groups 
before gravitating to the "Church of the Lord Jesus Christ" the 
undenominational restored church that I now find myself in. Prior 
to that I've been around the Assemblies of God, the Apostolics, 
and practically every different Pentecostal group. There's a whole 
multitude of them. I can testify that in my experience in almost 
every case except for one or two, fanatical off-beat groups (there 
are those too) but in ninety-nine percent say, of the Pentecostal 
groups, of all the well known recognized ones, the regulations 
found in Corinthians for the operation of the gifts in the meeting 
are observed.

I think perhaps many people here tonight maybe have a 
stereotype of Pentecostals in their minds as being noisy and 
boisterous and emotional. Maybe that's why Brother McPherson 
has been so careful to give the warning at the beginning each night 
or the request for no interjections, chanting, etc. Maybe he was 
afraid that some of my Pentecostal supporters might be misbehav
ing themselves. But in fact, contrary to popular belief, Pentecostal 
meetings are not an overly-emotional affair, and tongues, inter
pretations and prophecies are in almost every instance I have ever 
known, been carried out according to the regulations in First Cor
inthians.

Most Pentecostal groups understand that where it says, "Let 
there not be more than two or three speakers in tongues" that that 
means there shouldn't be more than two or three messages in 
tongues in one meeting. Actually I don't quite believe that myself. 
I believe that it means there shouldn't be more than two or three 
consecutive messages in tongues given one after the other without 
there then being an interpretation. But there is nothing in that 
regulation to stop there being more message in tongues later on in 
the meeting: I believe that regulation is there for an obvious prac
tical purpose because otherwise if there is an extended period of 
people speaking in foreign languages the other people are wasting 
their time because they are not understanding anything and they 
are not being edified. Therefore Paul says "Let it be by two or
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three and then let someone interpret.” Now this regulation is 
observed to the letter in all the Pentecostal Churches that I know 
of.

You mentioned, Mr. Cotham that women do not observe the 
rules in Scripture. You quoted, "Let your women keep silence in 
the church" which is First Corinthians 14 and verse 34: "Let your 
women keep silence in the churches: for it is not permitted unto 
them to speak; but they are commanded to be under obedience, 
as also saith the law." I don't believe that that refers to women 
preaching or to women operating spiritual gifts which is what 
we're debating about tonight. It is true that women do speak in 
tongues, prophesy, and interpret in Pentecostal meetings but I see 
nothing in Scripture against that. I believe that First Corinthians 
14:34 is referring to people jabbering, chattering, whispering to 
one another asking "W hat does this mean and what does that 
mean?" The next verse says " If they will learn anything let them 
ask their husbands at home because it's a shame for women to 
speak in the church." So I don't believe its talking about women 
taking part in the meeting. Actually Paul says, "W hen you come 
together everyone of you has a psalm, has a doctrine, has a 
tongue, has a revelation, has an interpretation" and that includes 
the women too. W e read in the book of Acts that Philip the 
evangelist had four daughters that prophesied. Now some people 
say that prophesy just means to preach and others believe it means 
exercising the supernatural gift of prophecy. But whichever you 
believe it means, there's only one place you do it and that's in the 
church, not at home in your private devotions so I don't believe 
that's where Philip's four daughters did their prophesying. They 
did their prophesying in the church. So I don't believe that we pre
sent day Full Gospel people are disobeying Scripture in allowing 
our women to prophesy or to pray or to speak in tongues in the 
church. As a matter of fact we read in First Corinthians, chapter 11 
verse 5 that "every woman that prayeth or prophesieth with her 
head uncovered dishonoureth her head: for that is even all one as 
if she were shaven." It doesn't say that the woman shouldn't pro
phesy. It simply says she shouldn't prophesy with her head un
covered. If a woman has removed the covering that God has given 
her, namely her hair, by chopping it off, as so many modern 
women today do, then she's out of divine order. But obviously 
from this verse it was the custom for women to pray and to pro
phesy in the meeting and Paul isn't saying anything at all against 
that.

Mr. Cotham mentioned that some healings are of an extremely 
temporary duration and that sometimes (blurred on the tape. R.R.)
I remember that Jesus said on one occasion after someone was 
healed, "G o  and sin no more lest a worse thing come upon thee." 
So there it is clearly taught that there is a possibility of the sickness 
recurring or indeed of something far worse coming upon a person
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if they do not continue to walk in the light they've got, and live in 
obedience to God. Certainly some people have had a touch of 
healing from the Lord but have not gone on to serve the Lord. 
They've backslidden or they've not been interested in it at all and 
they haven't been willing to become Christians and to repent and 
believe and be baptized and their healing has indeed been 
withdrawn. But there again I don't see anything that's not in accor
dance with Scripture.

Closing Remarks: Ian McPherson
I want to thank everybody here tonight for the attentive way 

they've listened to these arguments that have been presented. W e 
pray that you'll be back with us tomorrow night for the final night 
of this debate and that the truth of the Scriptures will become very 
evident from the discussion between these two men. So be back 
tomorrow night. I want to thank the men for their participation in 
the debate tonight. Now I'll ask Trevor Baker, my associate 
minister to lead us in prayer.

Third Night: 
Cotham - Hartley Debate 

John Hartley's First Speech
I must say, as I've been here the last couple of nights, before I 

launch into my subject tonight, I must say how pleased I am to see 
so many people listening very attentively and turning up the Scrip
tures as I refer to them and making notes on what I say. I'm so 
used to the opposite. In my work as an evangelist, I've mostly 
been involved in speaking to audiences of unsaved persons, 
sometimes very restless audiences and boisterous young people 
and so on. So it's a real pleasure for a change to come and talk to a 
group of Bible loving people that listen attentively. Thanks very 
much for that.

Now it's my purpose tonight to seek to demonstrate to you that 
God is a miracle working God and that that statement is applicable 
past, present, and future. I have in front of me the whole Scrip
tures which is a miracle book from beginning to end. The Bible is a 
miracle book from Genesis, chapter one, where we read how the 
Holy Spirit moved in creative power upon the face of the waters 
right through to the book of Revelation where God reveals to His 
servant John "things", He said, "that must shortly come to pass."

So the Bible is a miracle book. The gifts of the Holy Spirit that 
we've been considering, I believe, have no time limit, but are



rather, as much continuing as the character of God is continuing 
and unchangeable. Now the theories brought today that the gifts 
of the Holy Ghost, and in particular, the tongues and healing, 
were what is called "a  dispensational act" and that the book of the 
Acts of the Apostles is a transitional book, an account, a historical 
record of a transitional period.

It is generally taught that time is divided in God's mind into 
dispensations usually stated to be seven in number. I won't agree 
with that. But it is taught along with that, that at the beginning and 
ending of one dispensation and the next, there is a transitional, 
overlapping period. I've seen this stated many times in various 
treatises written by man but I can't actually find that statement in 
so many words in the Bible so I can't bring myself to agree with the 
theory that the book of Acts is a transitional period.

I believe that many things that people try to contain within a par
ticular period are not so when studied in the light of God's Word. 
For instance, I believe in tithing. I understand that most of you folk 
here do not, that belong to this church. It is taught that tithing was 
only for the Jews, for the dispensation of Law, and yet I can take 
you to the book of Genesis and find where tithing was in operation 
before the Law and I can take you to the New Testament where 
tithing was mentioned after the Law. However, that's just a case in 
point, an example, but we won't get off the track on to that.

Now I believe that as I read my Old Testament that at least seven 
of the nine gifts that are referred to in First Corinthians 12:8-10 can 
be found in the Old Testament. The gifts of tongues and prophecy, 
or tongues and interpretations, I should say, are not found in the 
Old Testament dispensation unless you count as-the gift of tongues 
a certain donkey that spoke in Hebrew. However, the other seven 
gifts listed in First Corinthians 12:8-10 can all be found, of course, 

1 in the Old Testament. W e find there the gift of prophecy. That 
goes without saying. We find there the gift of knowledge.

The gift of knowledge in First Corinthians 12 refers to super
natural knowledge imparted by God over and above that 
knowledge which can be found in books. We all have knowledge 
that we learn from reading the Bible and other, secular knowledge 
but that's not what it's talking about.

Likewise with the gift of faith. The gift of faith is a special gift of 
supernatural faith given for the purpose to some individuals, not to 

| all. Just as all do not have gifts of healings or not all speak in 
I tongues and so on. We all have faith, of course, saving faith. God 
I has dealt to every man a measure of faith. But I'm talking about 

something far greater than that.
Now we all have a certain measure of wisdom. Some have more 

and some have less than others. But there is a gift of wisdom listed 
in First Corinthians 12 which is something supernatural. These are 
not natural endowments or talents but something special given by 

| God to certain of His servants in His sovereign will.

61



W e find in the Old Testament these gifts. We find the gift of 
knowledge. W e find that Elisha had the gift of knowledge because 
he knew something about Gehazi that they didn't want him to 
know and as a result of G ehazi's sin being found out, he was 
stricken with leprosy, him and his seed after him. That's an exam
ple of the gift of knowledge, Elijah knew that Ahab was alive when 
he had been told that he was dead. That's the gift of knowledge.

W e find the gift of wisdom in the Old Testament era. Joseph, I 
believe, had the gift of wisdom. I found an interesting Scripture 
just today in Genesis, chapter 41. We will take for a change that, 
rather than the more obvious example, of course, of Solomon. 
Genesis 41:38 and 39: "Pharoah said to his servants, can we find 
such an one as this is, a man in whom the Spirit of God is? Pharoah 
said unto Joseph; Forasmuch as God hath showed thee all this, 
there is none so discreet and wise as thou art." Yes, Joseph, I 
believe, certainly had the supernatural gift of wisdom.

W e find also the gift of discerning of spirits and all the other gifts. 
We don't take time to go into all of them right now. W e read, of 
course, in Hebrews, chapter 11, that "time would fail me to tell" 
pf what people did by faith - "quenched the violence of fire, 
escaped the edge of the sword, out of weakness were made 
strong, waxed valiant in fight," etc., etc. "W om en received their 
dead raised to life again" and so on.

W hen we come to the New Testament, to the book of Acts, we 
find there many examples of miracles. W e find the discerning of 
spirits. In Acts, chapter 16, Paul was followed by a girl that chased 
after him for days on end shouting "These men show to us the way 
of salvation." And, of course, what she said was quite right. Maybe 
some people might have been flattered by it and thought, "W ell, 
this is wonderful. She recognizes what I am, what I am doing." But 
Paul saw what was really behind that girl. It was a demonic spirit 
and Paul rebuked her. "Paul being grieved, turned and said to the 
spirit (that was within the girl), I command you in the name of 
Jesus Christ to come out of her. And he came out the same hour."

W e find in the book of Acts the gift of wisdom. Stephen, in 
chapters six and seven of Acts had the gift of wisdom. Chapter 6, 
verse 8 says: "And Stephen, full of faith and power, did great 
wonders and miracles among the people." And of course we have 
next in line the gift of tongues. We have already gone through that 
so we won't take time to elaborate on it now. In chapter two we 
have the first example of tongues when, I believe, all of the one 
hundred and twenty, spoke with tongues. Mr. Cotham, I think, 
stated the other night, if I remember correctly and certainly I heard 
other people state this, that it wasn't the one hundred and twenty 
but only the twelve that spoke with tongues. But I can't see that. 
"AH" in chapter two, verse four, "they were A LL filled with the 
Holy Ghost, and began to speak with other tongues." I've read 
this and re-read this again and again and it seems to refer back to
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the people referred to in chapter one, verse fifteen where “ the 
number of names together were about an hundred and twenty,” 
and later on it mentions the names of some of them such as Mary. 
Yes, the women too. I believe they all spoke with tongues. O f 
course, there's no chapter division in the original between 
chapters one and two. All the chapters and verses are artificial so I 
believe chapter two and verse four is part of one and the self-same 
passage as chapter one and verse fifteen.

So we find in the book of Acts a record of miracles. Not just or
dinary miracles but special miracles. Chapter nineteen, verses 
eleven and twelve, we read that God did "special miracles by the 
hands of Paul.” I'm not quite sure what that means. But that must 
be something really, really, outstanding. "And wrought special 
miracles by the hands of Paul. So that from his body were brought 
unto the sick handkerchiefs or aprons, and the diseases departed 
from them, and the evil spirits went out of them.”

I can testify that I've done the same thing. I've sent a handker
chief that, after praying for the recipient of it, I sent a handkerchief 
to a man dying of cancer when I was in England there some years 
ago. Next thing I knew he was back at work hale and hearty. So 
God still uses handkerchiefs and aprons and many other things as 
a point of contact today to help people release their faith. It's not 
that we have any pagan idea or attach any significance to the 
handkerchief or some bit of material in itself but it's just following 
the Scriptural example. I don't quite know why Paul sent them 
handkerchiefs and aprons. There is no other reference to it in 
Scripture. But he did that so I followed his example and so have 
many others.

Mr. Cotham mentioned last night that there is only one baptism 
and that that must be the baptism in water, since, according to his 
doctrine, the baptism of the Holy Ghost was a once and for all oc
currence back there in Acts and is not for today. Now I only re
ferred to it briefly in my reply and I didn't particularly amplify my 
reply but I'll say a little more about that now.

I thought some mo: e about this today because I know that Scrip
ture "O n e  Lord, one faith, one baptism.” I'm convinced in my 
spirit that it's one baptism in two elements - the Holy Spirit and 
water - as I said last night. And as I thought some more about it to
day, I found a Scripture, I've read it many, many times, but it just 
sort of jumped out at me. I've read it before and seen otner things 
in this verse but I just hadn't seen this particular thing before. I 
read this in Hebrews, chapter six and verse two, we read of the 
doctrine of baptisms, in the plural - baptismos in the Greek. Now 
here we have a definitely plural word.

Ephesians 4:5 says "one baptism." Hebrews 6:2 says "the doc
trine of baptisms." Now, I thought, well, that's very, very, in
teresting! O f course, like all of us here tonight, I suppose, I believe 
that Scripture doesn't contradict itself and so it is an apparent con
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tradiction. The apparent contradiction is only in our understand
ing of it. We need to seek the Lord to explain it to us and clear up 
the difficulty because the contradiction is only apparent; it's not 
real. So as I put together Ephesians 4:5 and Hebrews 6:2, I am 
forced to the conclusion that the Holy Spirit deliberately inspired 
both of these verses in the way that we have them, one singular 
and one plural, to teach that there is a singular and a plural aspect 
of it. Now this is what I said last night - one baptism in two 
elements.

Klow there is one God but He manifests Himself in three ways 
—as Father, Son, and the Holy Spirit. In Genesis 1:26, He says: 
-Let US make man in O U R  own image.'' The "u s" and "o u r" are 
plural pronouns but the verb is, I believe, singular. It says "G od 
treated the heaven and the earth." God is Elohim which is a plural 
noun in Hebrew. Elohim. It would be very literally "gods" but ob
viously, it cannot be translated that way so we have "G o d ."  But 
it's Elohim. The " im " is a plural ending and yet the verb "created" 
is a singular verb. Now I don't believe that that was just bad gram
mar on the part of Moses. I believe that was quite deliberately in
spired. He wrote it the way the Holy Spirit told him to. This shows 
that God is a plurality in a unity. Don't ask me to explain that. I 
can't. God is inscrutable. I don't believe that any of us can fully 
understand that. But certainly we would all agree, whether we are 
trinitarians or whether we have a different understanding of the 
Godhead, yet we would all agree that there is a plural aspect of 
God and there is a singular unified aspect of G od. This is brought 
there in Genesis one.

Now in the same way I see here a singular- one baptism in Ephe
sians 4:5, and a plural - baptisms in Hebrews 6:2. I don't have any 
difficulty in my mind in understanding this apparent contradiction. 
As I stated last night, it's one baptism in two elements. The "one" 
aspect, "singular," the "unified" aspect of it is seen in the fact that 
it generally happened on the same occasion to each convert in the 
book of Acts. Now, today there is some time delay between a per
son being baptized and a person receiving the Holy Spirit 
sometimes. Sometimes it's indeed the other way around following 
the pattern in the household of Cornelius in Acts, chapter ten. If 
there is a delay of weeks or months or whatever between the two 
aspects of the one baptism in a person's experience today, I 
believe that that's not according to God's perfect will but it's ac
cording to the faulty teaching in some Pentecostal churches. It 
doesn't do away with God's W ord that it's one baptism.

W e've seen then that in the book of Acts every convert was bap
tized in water and in the Holy Spirit. The baptism in the Holy Spirit 
was the gateway to a life of miracles, a life lived in the power of the 
Spirit of God, indwelling the believer and enabling him to do 
supernatural things, not just the Apostles but what we call 
"laym en" too. I hate that word "laym an" but you all know what I
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mean by it. The distinction between clergy and laity isn't a correct 
doctrine which Christ has. However, an example of a so-called 
layman is in Acts, chapter nine when Ananias who is often referred 
to in commentaries as a layman laid hands on Saul. In faith, he 
called him "Brother Saul." I suppose in the natural he would be 
quite fearful of him but he believed what God had said to him. 
God said: "H e  is a chosen vessel to m e." He told him to go and 
see him and lay hands on him.

In Acts nine, verse seventeen, Ananias went his way, went into 
his house and said "Brother Saul, the Lord, even Jesus, that ap
peared unto thee in the way as thou earnest, hath sent me, that 
thou mightest receive thy sight and be filled with the Holy Ghost. 
And immediately there fell from his eyes as it had been scales: and 
he received sight forthwith, and arose, and was baptized." So 
there we see not just an Apostle but a so called layman laying on 
hands and as a result, Saul being healed of his three days' blind
ness and being filled with the Holy Ghost and he may or may not 
have spoken in tongues at that precise moment. Whether he did 
on that occasion I don't know but he did later for he turned out 
"speaking in tongues more than you all."

Now that brings me to a very interesting subject that hasn't been 
discussed much and that is the laying on of hands. It's been men
tioned in previous nights by Mr. Cotham and I understand that you 
regard the laying on of hands as a very dangerous procedure. Cer
tainly it's true that by having hands laid on you by someone you 
can have imparted to you the spirit that that person has. Now it 
might be the Holy Spirit and it might be demon spirits too. So a lot 
of indiscriminate laying on of hands on all and sundry is not to be 
recommended. I only believe in laying on of hands by anointed 
servants of God operating in the church under proper Scriptural 
leadership. 1 don't believe in the way it's sometimes done by some 
Pentecostals.

But if you here in the church of Christ do not believe in the lay
ing on of hands, whether for receiving the Holy Spirit, or for im
parting divine healing or for any other reason, then I want to say to 
you that you are missing out on one of the foundation principles of 
the Gospel because in the passage that we've already looked at in 
Hebrews, chapter six, it is referred to as such.

In the book of Acts they had hands laid on them for healing, for 
receiving the Holy Spirit, and for imparting general blessings. For 
example, at the time when someone was being prayed for just 
prior to leaving an assembly to travel somewhere else. Now in 
Hebrews six, verses one and two we find listed the six foundation 
principles of the Gospel. The writer of Hebrews (I don't know 
whether it was Paul) is exhorting his readers not to keep laying 
again the basic principles, the foundations, but rather going on to 
perfection. But he mentions what the principles are. He says: "Not 
laying again the foundation of repentance from dead works, and

65



of faith toward God, of the doctrine of baptisms, and of laying on 
of hands, and of resurrection of the dead, and of eternal 
judgment." And as far as I know you here in the church of Christ 
believe in five of the six foundation principles but you are missing 
out on one if you don't believe in the laying on of hands. I believe 
that is very relevant to our discussion because it is by the laying on 
of hands that the Holy Spirit and divine healing, and miraculous 
gifts are often imparted.

Paul told Timothy in First Timothy (I've lost it now). Anyway, 
there's a couple of references. I haven't got what I wanted. Se
cond Timothy 1:6, "Stir up the gift of God, which is in thee by the 
putting on of my hands." The other one I wanted is First Timothy 
4114, "Neglect not the gift that is in thee, which was given thee by 
prophecy, with the laying on of hands of the presbytery."

I find nowhere in Scripture that suggests that this practice should 
cease. I likewise have had hands laid on me by the presbytery. I've 
been ordained to the ministry by bishops, apostles of the "Church 
of the Lord Jesus Christ" who have laid hands on me and pro
phesied over me and ordained me to the ministry that I have to
day. Not that they gave me the ministry. They were simply ratify
ing, acknowledging what God had already given me and called 
me to.

Now as we move on from the book of Acts to consider the last 
two thousand years or so, we see that all of these things, contrary 
to popular belief, continue. Now I have a quotation here from 
Eusebius writing in about 100 A .D ., a well known church 
historian. Now some may argue that I'm getting away from the Bi
ble. I'm not reading any quotes that I think of as being equal to the 
Bible or particularly inspired but I'm just reading church 
historians, reliable historians, just as no doubt Brother Cotham 
and Brother McPherson and other learned ministers will read 
Josephus and so on as background to the Bible to confirm what it 
says and to enlighten them on various points. I know that Josephus 
was not even a Christian but we all recognize that he was a reliable 
historian.

I'm quoting now from Eusebius writing in 100 A .D . He says "O f 
those who flourished in these times Quadratus is said to have been 
distinguished for his prophetical gifts." Then in 150 A .D ., fifty odd 
years after the canon of Scripture had closed, Justin Martyr, 
another well known early historian writes in an apologetic work 
addressed to Trypho the Jew, " If you want proof that the Spirit of 
God is with your people (Next few words not dear on tape. R.R.) 
come into our assemblies and there you will see Him cast out 
demons, heal the sick, and hear him speak in tongues, and pro
phesy."

Then in 180 A .D . Irenaeus wrote, "W e hear many of the 
brethren in the church that have prophetic gifts and speak in all 
tongues through the Spirit." In 200 A .D . Tertullian of Carthage
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spoke of the spiritual gifts still being manifested among the Mon- 
tanists. In 300 A .D ., there is reference to the persecuted Christians 
in Rome singing and speaking in unknown tongues. In 400 A.D. 
Augustine of Hippo wrote, "W e still do what the Apostles did 
when they laid hands on the Samaritans and called down the Holy 
Spirit on them in the laying on of hands. It is expected that con
verts should speak with new tongues." The eleventh edition of the 
Encyclopedia Brittanica referring to the speaking in tongues says, 
"It recurs in the Christian revival in every age."

There were references likewise to some of the early Methodists 
speaking in tongues, not John W esley himself, but some of his 
followers, notably Thomas Walsh who wrote in his diary in 1750; 
"This morning the Lord gave me language that I knew not of ad
dressing myself to Him in a wonderful manner."

And of course this particular working of the Spirit has been ac
celerated and been accentuated in our present age. In the late 
19th century there were many "H oliness" groups, particularly in 
the U.S.A., who sought God for a deeper work of His Spirit. In 
1906 there was a group of Bible students at a Bible school in 
Topeka, Kansas, run by one Charles Parham, who were left to 
study an assignment, "W hat was the most obvious evidence of the 
gift of the Holy Spirit?" They searched the Scriptures while their 
teacher was away one day. When he came back and asked them, 
"what did you find?" They said, "W ell, it seems to be the speaking 
in tongues." They sought God for the gift of the Holy Spirit and 
many were baptized in the Holy Spirit and spoke in tongues. 
There were signs following.

From that day it has spread so that I read in this pamphlet that I 
have in front of me which was written by Thomas Foster of 
Melbourne in 1949. He wrote, "It is estimated that over six million 
people in the world today have received the baptism of the Holy 
Spirit speaking in other tongues." That's 1949. It's greatly ac
celerated since then in the last twenty years and various figures in 
the last few years have estimated it at thirty million and some have 
said fifty million. I wouldn't like to say how many people living at 
the present time can testify to. the experience of speaking in 
tongues or to having been healed. It can't be measured statistically 
with any degree of accuracy simply for this reason, "The 
Pentecost" is not a denomination.

True, there are many denominations that are Pentecostal but 
there are many people in all denominations today, sincere Chris
tians, who have received the experience, even in churches that 
don't teach it, that teach against it. Many even in the "Brethren" 
that are very stedfast against it have received this gift and been 
turned out of their churches in the last few years. So God is mov
ing by His Spirit through all the earth.
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Third Night 
Cotham - Hartley Debate 

Perry B. Cotham's First Speech
Mr. Hartley, ladies and gentlemen, we are happy to be here . 

tonight for the final night of our very fine discussion. I appreciate 
yoyr presence very much. John was closing with the idea that 
many today, thousands are receiving the gifts of the Holy Spirit 
and are speaking in tongues. Certainly we admit that; I mentioned,
I think, the first night that this is a growing movement and many 
cire CLA IM IN G  to receive the Holy Spirit and to speak in tongues.

I do not know why so much emphasis is given to speaking in 
tongues. I've emphasized if they have one gift, they have them all. 
The very first Scripture that John read in the first night was Mark, 
chapter 16, verses 17 and 18, which mentions "speak with new 
tongues" but also "drink poison and it won't hurt them," and 
"take up serpents" and things like that. So I've said repeatedly if 
he can do one by the power of the Lord, he can do others.

Now I tell you why speaking in tongues is growing so much and 
this is being used because it is easy to learn to jabber and to do 
those things and it is easy to deceive people along that line. Now 
it's much easier to convince by this than by raising the dead, for 
example. He hasn't given us much examples of raising the dead 
but that's in the book of Acts also. He can find it in the book of 
Acts by two Apostles, Peter in Acts 9 brought Dorcas back to life, 
and also in Acts 20 the Apostle Paul, the young man who fell out 
the window.

It is a psychological phenomenon. No question about that. Peo
ple get all worked up in an emotional situation and think that by 
the power of the Lord they are speaking in tongues. That's a 
language they haven't learned. That's what it means in the New 
Testament. He well defined that the very first night in the first 
speech. But I'm saying that what they are doing today is N O T 
speaking in a distinct language that they have not learned, like 
German, Japanese, or French or something like that. They are jab
bering.

Now he has concluded his material. The next fifteen minutes 
will be a review and a summary. I want to ask you people as in
telligent people who have come and listened, where is the PRO O F 
FROM TH E BIBLE that miraculous gifts such as speaking in 
tongues, as the Bible uses that expression, healing the sick 
miraculously, not gradually, raising the dead, etc. as done in the 
early church by the power of the Holy Spirit continue in the 
church today? Now where is the Bible proof that that's true? It isn't 
a question that they have been done. W e've emphasized that. It 
isn't a question of many speak of it being done. W e don't question
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that at all. It isn't a question that many are being wrapped up in 
this movement. That isn't the point. W HERE DOES TH E BIBLE 
TEACH  T H A T  SU C H  CA N  BE D O N E T O D A Y, A N D  IS BEING 
D O N E TO D A Y? Friends, T H A T  is our proposition!

Now I have much material that I'd like to give tonight in the time 
that I have allotted and in the few minutes for summary. I think 
that first of all I should review John's speech and then review some 
things from the closing moments of his speech last night. I want to 
join with John in saying that you have been a good audience, you 
have listened well and that's fine.

John began by saying that he wanted to demonstrate tonight that 
God is a miracle working C o d. W ell, we all agree with that. Cer
tainly so. That isn't the point at all. In the past He has done that. 
The Bible is filled with miracles. Well, of course that is so. Then he 
said that M IRACLES HAVE N O  TIME LIMIT. Now that is what we 
are calling for the proof for. The proof is not the testimonies of 
somebody here in Melbourne around the date 1949 or reading 
from Mr. Osborn's paper. Tulsa, Oklahom a, is, I think, his head
quarters; or many others, or talking about what happened in 
Memphis, Tennessee, or in Indonesia, or in China, and things like 
that. W e want the proof from the Bible!

I told him that African witchdoctors can offer testimonies too. All 
the various religious bodies can offer testimonies in regard to their 
doctrine. He has said tonight in his speech that some are of 
demons and he doesn't okay everything. We want to know which 
one is right and how we can tell which one is right.

He has ignored the Scriptures that I gave from First Corinthians
13 and from Ephesians 4 that these miraculous powers W O U LD  
CEASE! The time would be when the perfect law of the Lord, that 
complete teaching of God's will would be given. It was given by 
inspired men part by part but it was all given. The "perfect law of 
liberty" as James speaks of it was given. Then they would cease. 
But our faith, hope, and love would continue right on.

Now, in regard to tongues and the interpretation of tongues, he 
said that in the Old Testament that seven of the nine gifts are there 
but not tongues and the interpretation of tongues. Then he hap
pened to think about Balaam's ass that spoke by divine power. 
Really I guess we have to have a little something on the side. I 
wonder if Balaam's ass was a member of the Pentecostal Church 
since Balaam's ass spoke guided by the Holy Spirit. Now that just 
hit me a little bit on the funny side. Was he a Christian and a 
member of the Pentecostal Church?

Now in Acts he said we find them. That's exactly so. He said 
Stephen worked miracles. W hy certainly! We read that Stephen 
had the hands of an Apostle laid on him and he worked miracles. 
Philip went to Samaria and worked miracles. Acts 8. But he had 
the H A N D S O F  AN APO STLE LA ID  U PO N  HIM! TH E PO IN T IS: 
N O  A PO STLE IS LIV IN G  T O D A Y  T O  BESTO W  THESE
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M IRA C U LO U S GIFTS! There is no one living today who received 
these miraculous gifts from Peter or James or John and therefore 
can perform these things. He misses the point entirely! It isn't a 
question of what used to be.

Now then I would like to give all of you a little course in what we 
would call in school English grammar. John says that he believes 
that all of the one hundred and twenty of Acts one, received the 
baptism of the Holy Spirit on the day of Pentecost because they 
are mentioned. Now one rule-in grammar is that a pronoun must 
agree with its noun in number. He said it (Book of Acts) wasn't 
divided into chapters. That's right. The last verse in Acts one, verse 
26, talks about Matthias being selected and the lot falling on him 
and "he was numbered with the ELEVEN APO STLES." Now the 
noun is APOSTLES. All right, go right on. "And when the day of 
Pentecost was fully come, T H E Y " - they who? What is your last 
noun? APOSTLES! "They (apostles) were all with one accord in 
one place." Not "they, the one hundred and twenty." I'm not 
saying that they were not around about but he's talking about the 
"they," the "apostles." "And suddenly there came from heaven a 
sdund as of a rushing mighty wind and it filled all the house where 
TH EY were sitting: And there appeared unto THEM  ("them " who? 
the apostles!), cloven tongues like as of fire and it sat upon each of 
them ("them " who? the apostles!) and they ("they" who? the 
apostles!) were all filled with the Holy Ghost and began to speak 
with other tongues as the Spirit gave them (the apostles!) ut
terance." Yes, I will have to say, THE O N E H U N D R ED  A N D  
TW EN TY D ID  N O T RECEIVE TH E BAPTISM O F TH E H O LY  SPIRIT! 
That ought to be sufficient. Plain, common, everyday English 
grammar.

Now in reading so much about what so and so said, about how 
he put water in the petrol tank or how that the spaghetti was 
multiplied, that's not the point! W e're talking about what the Bible 
say$!

Now then, something else. He talked about Paul's miracles by 
handkerchiefs. He said: "I've  done the same thing by a handker
chief and people have been healed." I have asked him repeatedly, 
do the same thing NOW ! Show us! We want to see! We want to 
know! Yes, Paul did say, "The signs of an apostle were done by 
me." I referred to Second Corinthians 12:12 several times but I 
suppose here would be a good place to mention it again. There 
were those who did criticize Paul at Corinth and question his 
apostleship. So he said (I'm going to read verse 12), "Truly the 
signs (not a sign but the signs; that's plural), of an apostle were 
wrought among you in all patience, in signs, and wonders, and 
mighty deeds." Paul came to Corinth and preached. "H o w  are we 
going to know, Paul, that you are an inspired man, baptized with 
the baptism of the Holy Spirit?" Mr. Hartley says he has the bap
tism of the Holy Spirit. He has done what Paul has done, so he
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says. W ell, Paul says, "I want to tell you something. W hen I was 
back up there in Philippi, I wrought signs." "W ell, show us a sign, 
Paul!" "O h  no, It wouldn't be right!" Mr. Hartley mentioned last 
night what the Lord said to the Devil, "Thou shalt not tempt the 
Lord thy G o d ." W ell, later on Christ did perform miracles to the 
people and they saw His miracles and TH EY  H AVE BEEN W RIT
TEN D O W N! It wasn't time for Him to do that then.

Did Paul say, "N o , I can't show you signs?" Sometimes the 
Pentecostals will use the expression, "O h , that's blaspheming 
against the Holy Spirit." No, it's not blasphemy against the Holy 
Spirit to preach what the Bible says. It's blasphemy against the H o
ly Spirit to deny the Bible and to teach things not in the Bible. We 
must remember that Paul says in Galatians 1:8,9: "But though we, 
or an angel from heaven, preach any other gospel unto you than 
that which we have preached unto you, let him be accursed." 
Then he repeated it for emphasis. This is the truth and it shouldn't 
be changed in any way whatsoever. This is the same Paul who 
said: "Tongues will cease, miraculous knowledge will cease." 
That's what he said about those men who had spiritual gifts.

In Ephesians 4, "T ill,"  "until we all reach TH E unity of THE 
faith." Now back here again. "The signs of an apostle were 
wrought among Y O U !"  "I didn't tell you what happened a thou
sand miles away. I didn't tell you what happened last year, what I 
did somewhere else. They were wrought A M O N G  Y O U !"  I 
W A N T TH O SE  SIG N S "W R O U G H T  A M O N G  Y O U "  TO N IG H T!!! 
It's the last night of this discussion.

Now friends, the salvation of souls depends on this. That's how 
serious it is. Yes, we will admit, Mr. Hartley, there are those in the 
church of Christ who are becoming wrapped up in the tongues 
speaking movement. I knew you were referring to us. That's all 
right. We admit it. Some have been withdrawn from, prominent 
individuals. This is also, I think, the fulfillment of prophecy. The 
Lord predicted that some would fall away. We regret that but we 
want to teach the tru'h.

Now Paul said "signs, (plural) were wrought among YO U !" 
Show us O N E sign. Just raise O N E from the dead. That will be 
enough.

He quoted last night from Luke 16 where Abraham said to the 
rich man concerning his brother who wanted a miracle to send 
someone back from the dead to warn them, "if they hear not 
Moses and the prophets, neither would they BE PERSUADED if 
one went to them from the dead." "There isn't anything that will 
convince some." W ell, I don't think I'm that bad! I believe I can 
be convinced. W e want to be convinced from the Word of God.

Now then, again "one baptism" (Ephesians 4:5), "there are two 
elements," he says. Holy Spirit baptism is a promise from Christ. 
Water baptism is a command performed by men. There's all the 
difference in the world. He went to Hebrews 6:2 and felt like he
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had found the answer. It's talking about "not laying again the 
foundation" and "baptism s" - plural. W ell, certainly, I admit it. 
BAPTISM S are spoken of in the Bible: John's baptism, Holy Spirit 
baptism, the baptism of fire, at the end of time. But when Paul 
wrote the Ephesians letter, he says "There's one baptism." Even in 
First Corinthians 10, Paul referred to the crossing of the Red Sea 
under the leadership of Moses as the baptism "unto Moses in the 
cloud and in the sea." Certainly we talk about baptisms. But there 
is N O W  one baptism and Paul-wrote that.

You have the examples of Holy Spirit baptism that I gave on my 
chart last night. When he came back to make his speech in reply 
to it, he said not one thing about that whole chart except Romans 
8?11 that "the Spirit quickens." He made that refer to physical life 
like eating Vegemite or something like that which I don't like 
(laughter) and gets strength thereby from it. No, Paul was talking 
about the resurrection of the body. Anyway, I would like for him 
to pay some attention to it.

Here's an amazing statement, "Every convert in the book of 
Acts was baptized in the water and the Holy Spirit." I deny that 
and ask for the proof. Every convert was baptized in water for the 
remission of sins but where is the proof that every convert was 
baptized in the Holy Spirit? I deny it. I ask for the proof. Please give 
it now in your next speech.

John comes to Acts 9:17; I've been waiting for that this week, in 
regard to Ananias coming to Saul of Tarsus and laying his hands 
upon him in order that he might receive his sight and be filled with 
the Holy Ghost. Now this doesn't say that Ananias gave to Saul the 
Holy Ghost. As a result of coming to him, he received his sight. In 
Acts 22:16, Paul says that Ananias said: "And now why tarriest 
thou? arise, and be baptized, and wash away thy sins, calling on 
the name of the Lord." And he arose and was baptized and then 
later, of course, as an Apostle, filled with the Holy Spirit. But 
Ananias did not give the baptism of the Holy Spirit. That's a pro
mise from the Lord, and the Lord Himself did that. This came as a 
result, that this might come, that this might result thereby. Now 
that's the way to understand the Bible, the teaching of the W ord of 
God. I make the statement again that no one but an Apostle ever 
did bestow upon anyone any of the miraculous gifts of the Holy 
Spirit. Paul received his apostleship direct from the Lord.

John says we don't believe in the laying on of hands. W ell, we 
don't believe in laying on of hands and imparting miraculous gifts. 
That's exactly true. Because we are not Apostles today. We are not 
qualified to be Apostles. W e haven't seen the risen Lord. W e have 
Apostles in the church, the same Apostles, and they have given us 
the W ord of God. It's perfect and complete. I'm still asking, "Is the 
Word of God perfect and complete or not?"

Well, in Hebrews 6:2 again, it says, "Leaving the doctrine con
cerning the laying on of hands." W ell, certainly, we teach about
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the laying on of hands, Holy Ghost baptism, many things like that 
and go on to something else. W ell, I'm glad also he brought in First 
Timothy 4:14. The Holy Spirit had a little trouble in locating that 
particular passage of Scripture but he finally got it. That's right. It's 
First Timothy 4:14. Now in Second Timothy 1:6, Paul says he gave 
the gift by his own hands. That is as plain as can be. "Stir up the 
gift of God which is in thee by the putting on of MY H A N D S."  
Paul, the Apostle, "The putting on of my hands." Here's 
something that we need to learn: No two statements of the Bible 
contradict. If there seems to be a contradiction, it is in our minds 
and not in the W ord of God. All right then. In chapter 4 and verse
14 of the first letter, Paul says, "N eglect not the gift that is in thee, 
which was given thee by prophecy, W ITH  (W ITH) the laying on of 
the hands of the presbytery." No contradiction. The gift was given 
along with the laying on of hands of the eldership in regard to that 
matter. Paul says, "I gave him the gift."

Then his last point was, "Since Acts, nearly 2,000 years, these 
miraculous gifts and powers and miracles have continued." He 
was quoting from Eusebius and Justin Martyr and on and on. In the 
year 606 A .D . we have the first pope. W e can read about tran- 
substantiation and the doctrine of purgatory and on and on; on, 
we could go. W e're N O T talking about what happened in the cen
turies that followed but what does the Bible say?

Now Friends, that reviews his speech and I have not left off 
anything at all.

Now I want to pay some attention in regard to what I mentioned 
last night. He was talking about First Corinthians 14. I mentioned 
the fact that usually in Pentecostal meetings there is a violation at 
times of the principles laid down by Paul as to how the gifts were 
to be used while they were in effect. He says we don't do that. I 
mentioned sometimes two or three talking at one time and the 
woman getting up and speaking. He had the audacity to say, 
"W ell, First Corinthians 14:34 is not referring to public speaking, 
the women getting up and preaching or anything like that. They 
have that privilege. That was all right. It was in a private w ay." No, 
that would contradict First Tim othy 2:12 where the Apostle Paul 
said: "But I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp authority 
over the man, but to be in silence." Paul was talking about them 
getting up and preaching. They couldn't do that.

Well, he mentioned the fact that some died after they were 
cured maybe because they sinned and a worse thing came upon 
them. W ell, I've known some to die pretty quickly after they were 
so-called healed.

Now he has talked about those testimonies last night and read 
many of them which were really simply ridiculous in regard to the 
matter. Now I just mfention briefly that I have in my possession 
results of those who have made investigations of the so-called 
healed ones and of the healers. I would like to pass on to you
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some information.
A book has been written concerning this matter. There's a man 

who has made a study concerning some of the “ miracle workers" 
and the amount of money that they have received and things like 
that. I refer to a book called “A ll Things Are Possible." John men
tioned that all things are possible to him that believes and he has 
the^gift of faith but he didn't have enough faith to do some things 
that I asked him to do. So I think he needs some more hands laid 
on him and some more gifts given.

David Edwin Harrell, Jr., a professor in a university in America, 
has made research and the book has been printed. It is entitled, 
"A ll Things Are Possible." You may order this from two or three 
publishing houses. I can give you the name and the address if you 
like: The Gospel Advocate Company, P.O. Box 150, Nashville, 
Tennessee 37202, U.S.A., or you can write to the Firm Foundation 
Publishing House, P.O. Box 610, Austin, Texas and that book can 
be mailed to you.

In January I saw a new book from the press on Oral Roberts. It is 
by a man who has been connected with him, he said, for three 
years. He has left that work. He talks about the wealth of Oral 
Roberts and the schemes that he uses and things like that. Friends, 
it's a system of fraud by these big promoters. There are individuals 
who are sucked in with it and they are deceived.

You can find the counterpart, I think, in the eighth chapter of 
the book of Acts. W hen Philip went to Samaria he found there a 
man named Simon and he was a sorcerer and "bewitched the 
people of Samaria, giving out that himself was some great one" 
(that's verse 9) and the Bible says: "To  whom they all gave heed, 
from the least to the greatest, saying, This man is the great power 
of G od." But I tell you, when Philip performed REAL miracles, 
(there's a difference in that which deceives and that which is real), 
then the people could see the difference and many of them turned 
and pbeyed the Gospel, being baptized. Even later Simon himself 
believed also and was baptized. But it says, "to him they had 
regard, because that of long time he had bewitched them with 
sorceries."

It's a terrible thing, but it's being done today and the Lord warns 
against it. W e quote again from Second Thessalonians 2 about " ly 
ing wonders" and that those who do not want to accept the truth 
will be given from the Lord that opportunity as free men to 
"believe a lie and be dam ned." Jesus, as He closed the Sermon on 
the Mount in Matthew 7 talked about in the Day of Judgement 
some will say, "Lord, Lord have we not prophesied in thy name? 
and in thy name have cast out devils? And in thy name have done 
many wonderful works? And then will I profess unto them, I never 
knew you: depart from me ye that work iniquity." Now friends, 
people can be deceived.

W ell, what about this healing? Well, you know doctors will say
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(and I have here a little book, that has some quotations from doc
tors who have examined their meetings and some of the so-called 
cures) - Doctors will say many of the cases are those in the mind 
and they can be made to feel and think they are better and are 
cured and helped. So in a sense they have REAL cures for IM
A G IN A R Y  diseases but they have IM AG IN ARY cures for REAL 
diseases.

Here is a clipping from an Australian paper about the death of 
one who had heard a tape about having faith (and it came out in 
the court); of a twenty year old woman who threw away her 
tablets for epilepsy after hearing a tape recording about faith heal
ing. You could just multiply that. Here's a book by V. E. Howard, 
radio sermons that were preached a few years ago, exposing some 
of these. Some of the men are mentioned like A. A. Allen who died 
as a drunkard and others. We could give a lot of information along 
that line. I made up my mind that I wanted to answer John in every 
argument that he made.

Here's a little book that has a statement about a doctor and what 
a doctor says. But we are getting away from what the Bible teaches 
and what the Bible says.

“ Now I had to do what the Lord told me to do." You know 
sometimes they say, "I did what the Spirit told me to do." Well, I 
did what the Spirit told me to do in His W ord. I asked John, "Are 
you baptized with the baptism of the Holy Spirit?"'He said, "Yes." 
Those who had the baptism of the Holy Spirit as Apostles showed 
signs. I read Revelation 2:2, the letter to the church at Ephesus 
from the Apostle, through the Apostle John by Christ, commen
ding them for trying them that said they were Apostles and "found 
them liars." "I know your faith; I know your w orks," saith the 
Lord and He commended them. And I read from John, First John 
4:1: “ Try the spirits."

Now friends I wanf to explain tonight, I didn't have any 
strychnine and I didn't have any poison in the bottle. I wouldn't 
want to hurt John in any way whatsoever. In fact, it wouldn't taste 
as bad as Ian's Vegemite that he's been trying to get me to eat 
every morning on my toast. (Laughter) But I knew he wouldn't 
take it and I wanted to prove that he doesn't believe what ne says, 
in practice. Not at all. He doesn't believe it strong enough to try it. 
He would make you think that he believes and I bore down on the 
fact - "Take poison and it won't hurt." I didn't say it was poison. I 
said this is what HE said. It tastes pretty bad. It's potent. But it 
wouldn't hurt (kill) him.

Well, friends, it's sad! It's ridiculous indeed! Many questions are 
yet to be answered. Is the Bible complete or not? What are the 
newer teachings that have been confirmed by these signs and 
wonders? Do you take all that the witchdoctors and all that the 
others are doing claiming that they are going out by the power of 
God? He would have to say "N o "  but how are we going to know
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which one is right and which one is wrong in regard to the matter?
I knew that John couldn't translate a language or a tongue. I 

realized that but I wanted you to see that. I wanted him to see that. 
He has a soul to be saved just like all of us and so have all of the 
others who are being carried away into this sensational, highly 
emotional teaching called Pentecostalism.

Is time up? One more minute. Now you think and listen careful
ly as he comes back for the final review and the summary as he 
gi^es the teaching along that'line. I want to thank you again for 
listening. Remember now, Christ said to the Apostles: "You wait in 
Jerusalem. You will receive the baptism of the Holy Spirit." He 
was talking to the Apostles. They laid their hands on others and 
Spiritual gifts were imparted. We! today follow the teaching of the 
Word of the Lord, the Holy Spirit's Message, and we are Spirit- 
filled in that sense. W e bring forth the fruit of the Spirit as I put on 
the chart last night. People today do not have the baptism of the 
Holy Spirit. There's no one living today in Melbourne or anywhere 
else who can raise the dead by the power of God. I'm not asham
ed to say that or afraid to say that before any group of people 
anywhere anytime and I'm willing to discuss this proposition with 
anybody anywhere anytime before any audience that can be ar
ranged because no one can take the Bible and prove it.

Thank you so very much.

Third Night: 
Cotham - Hartley Debate 

John Hartley's Final Speech
Well, Mr. Cotham says that if I can operate one gift of the Spirit, I 

can,operate them all. But I believe that can be easily refuted from 
First Corinthians 12, a well known chapter, verses 29 and 30: "Are 
all apostles? are all prophets? are ail teachers? are all workers of 
miracles? Have all the gifts of healing? do all speak with tongues? 
do all interpret?" I think that makes it quite clear that no single one 
of those gifts is given to all. So it doesn't follow that because I can 
speak in tongues that I can heal the sick or vice versa or anything 
like that.

He says that the tongues are mere emotional babblings. But 
there are many instances on record, as I said last night, of tongues 
being identified by foreign persons that happened to be present. 
Also on various occasions tape recordings have been made of 
speaking in tongues and have been submitted to the test by profes
sional linguists in our universities who have identified th£ 
language, or, in some instances, if they haven't been able to iden
tify the actual language, they have confirmed that by the structure
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of sounds these professional linguists can tell that they are actual 
languages and not just nonsense syllables.

Mr. Cotham said that to be convinced of genuine healing 
miracles today they would have to be instant miracles but healings 
sometimes are gradual. I refer you to the passage in the Gospels 
that I mentioned the other night where we read that the man's ser
vant "B EG A N  to amend from that very hour." So just because 
some healings are gradual rather than instantaneous today doesn't 
mean that they are any less divine or miraculous.

I believe that First Corinthians 13:8 and Ephesians 4:13 have 
been misunderstood by reading into them a man-made theory that 
they refer to the conclusion of the canon of Scripture but, try as I 
may, I can't see that there at all. W e've already dealt with those 
Scriptures last night and I don't think of anything further to add ex
cept that I contradict Mr. Cotham and I deny that his interpretation 
is correct, that they refer to the completion of the canon of Scrip
ture. I believe rather that when it says "when that which is perfect 
is com e," in Corinthians or when it says in Ephesians 4:13 "until 
we all come into the unity of the faith and unto the knowledge of 
the Son of God, to a perfect m an," I believe that this is referring to 
a time that is still yet future when the church comes to perfection.

Regarding the theory that there were only a set number of 
Apostles that we read about in the Bible and then no more, I 
believe, not in the Catholic sense - the Roman Catholic sense, that 
is, but in the Biblical sense, in apostolic succession. I would like to 
tell you a little story here that's made the rounds. I hardly dare tell 
it seeing the way that Mr. Cotham takes very seriously some of my 
little stories and little asides that are meant to be semi-humorous. 
However, there is a story of a tourist party in Rome and an old 
man being shown around St. Peter's by a guide and the guide, you 
know how they can make up anything and you don't believe 
anything that they say, the guide referred to some hens that were 
clucking away around one of those old buildings. He said, "Those 
hens were descended from the very cock that crowed when Peter 
denied the Lord." (Laughter). The old man said, "I could care less 
about that, but what I want to know is, are they good at laying 
eggs?" (Laughter).

I tell that to illustrate a point. W e've had Revelation 2:2 thrown 
at us a couple of times last night and tonight how the church at 
Ephesus "tried them that said they were Apostles and were not but 
found them to be liars." That man wanted to test the hens, not by 
whether they were really descended from that cock, but whether 
they were good layers. So we test those that claim to be Apostles 
today. W e can test the Pentecostals. We can test the Mormons. 
W e can test the Christian Scientists that do the healings also or 
claim to.

Now when we test the Christian Scientists we find that Mary 
Baker Eddy wrote blasphemous nonsense about the blood of
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Christ. She said, "The blood of Christ when it was shed on the 
cross did us no more good than when it was flowing in his veins in 
his daily life." She was blaspheming and ridiculing the gospel doc
trine of the blood.

Now when we consider the Mormons. W ell, I don't think any of 
you folk need me to tell' you about their heresies. They are com 
pletely astray. Yet they too claim healings, they claim prophecies 
and speaking in tongues. I would like to say whilst that is as in the 
Mormon Articles of Faith, "W e believe in speaking in tongues, 
etc,," in actual practice, they don't in fact do them anyway. They 
only talk about them.

When I was speaking about those being filled with the Spirit and 
receiving the gift of tongues today and being put out of the church,
I wasn't thinking of the church of Christ nondenominational, I was 
thinking primarily of the Gospel Hall Brethren when I said that. I 
was thinking of persons that I knew personally. Certainly there 
have been those in the church of Christ undenominational who 
have had this experience. O f course, the obvious example that 
comes to mind is Mr. Pat Boone.

Yes, Mr. Cotham, of course I agree that Ananias in Acts 9 did not 
give Saul the Holy Spirit. I've never taught that Ananias or any 
other individual could give the Holy Spirit or could give healing. I 
once heard somebody say of a certain Pentecostal evangelist, 
"O h , I went along to Ted W hitesell's meeting and Ted Whitesell 
baptized me in the Holy Spirit." I was really taken aback. It was 
the first and only time I've ever heard any unlearned, stupid per
son say anything like that and I corrected him right away. I said, 
no, if anyone gave you the baptism of the Holy Spirit it was Jesus 
who is the baptizer in the Holy Spirit.

I was once giving out tracts in a street in England. The tract that I 
was giving out was a little salvation tract by Oral Roberts and a 
man took it, and recognized the name and said: "Yes, he's cer- 
ta in lya great healer, isn't he?" I said, "N o, he's not." I said, "O ral 
Roberts could never heal a flea," but I said, "Jesus is the Great 
HealeV." So I squashed that idea on the head right away. No, we 
don't believe that any man, Ananias or anyone else, can give a 
person the Holy Spirit. The Holy Spirit is given by God. But laying 
on of hands is quite Scriptural, but it's not the person laying on 
hands that gives the Holy Spirit. I never said it was so. I agree with 
him there.

You made some mention of the first pope in six hundred and 
something or other and about purgatory and transubstantiation. 
W ell, I've studied the history of those things too. I don't quite 
know what that has to do with the subject under debate tonight.

Now about the Pentecostals not going by the regulations in First 
Corinthians 14 and particularly with reference to our sisters speak
ing in the church, I will not back down on my contention that First 
Corinthians 14:34 refers not to preaching or exercise of the gifts
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but to whispering and asking questions and disrupting the 
meetings like we had a little bit of tonight. I believe that Scripture 
is its own interpreter and verse 35 explains verse 34 because it 
goes on to say, " If they would learn anything, let them ask their 
husbands at hom e." So I believe that explains what verse 34 is 
talking about. It's talking about whispering to the other women 
and asking what does such and such mean?

Yes, I agree that First Timothy 2:11,12 forbids women to teach 
the Word of God or to pastor a church because it says, "I suffer 
not a woman to teach nor to usurp authority over the man." I 
agree with that. Some of the Pentecostal denominations wouldn't 
but we of the "Church of the Lord Jesus Christ" do. W e don't 
believe in women teaching or in women usurping authority and 
therefore I can't see it is Scriptural for a woman to be a pastor but I 
see nothing against a woman exercising the gifts of the Holy Spirit 
in the public assembly because, as I said last night, we have a 
reference to women prophesying in First Corinthians, chapter 11, 
verse 5 and we have a reference to Philip who had four daughters 
who prophesied.

Just as I quoted from Pastor Tom Foster's pamphlet, so Mr. 
Cotham quoted from a book and I did write down the name and 
address of the publisher because I believe in looking into things 
with an open mind and looking up these things. As a librarian, I'm 
in a very good position to get hold of any book that I want to. 
Paley who wrote a well known book on Christian Evidences said 
that there's one principle that debars a man from ever getting 
anywhere and that is the principle of contempt prior to investiga
tion. I agree with that. I don't believe in holding something in con
tempt without investigating it thoroughly myself. So I look into 
both sides.

But of course, books written by various men don't prove 
anything. I can read from my supporter's books and Mr. Cotham 
can read from his and it won't convince anyone either way. Pro
bably almost everyone here will go away more convinced than 
ever about whichever particular side they already believe anyway.

Also, moreover, quotations in books don't necessarily prove 
anything. Quotes from various individuals can be taken out of 
context just as verses from the Bible can. I was amazed last week 
when I read an anti-Pentecostal booklet which quoted something 
that Mr. R. A. Torrey, the well known evangelist, said in 1902 
about the Pentecostal, or "tongues" movement as it is nicknamed. 
According to that quote, he was very down on it. He said 
something about "it has the hallmark of hell" and he advised 
Christians to keep well away from it. Now I was surprised because 
I didn't think that that was Mr. Torrey's attitude to "Pentecost" at 
all. I thought something was wrong there but then I read a pam
phlet by a Pentecostal who was in favour of miracles today and 
this quoted the same man, Evangelist R. A. Torrey, speaking
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favorably of it. So I thought, where are you? You may as well put 
all these things aside and just stick to the Bible because it's going 
to be very confusing if I get that sort of thing. O bviously someone 
somewhere along the line wasn't being quite honest. Say no more.

Now maybe some people have made money out of the Gospel 
and maybe some so-called evangelists are fraudulent. I wouldn't 
like to say that Oral Roberts is. I'm not saying that. But possibly 
some have been. But I don't see that that proves anything. 
Because some people have made merchandise of the Gospel, that 
is wholly irrelevant to the subject at issue and it doesn't prove 
anything one way or the other.

As far as the “ Church of the Lord Jesus Christ," the restored 
undenominational church that I'm a member of is concerned, I 
don't believe that such an accusation can be laid. Our Bishop, our 
Overseer of our Church in Australia, Bishop Jamieson, doesn't 
even have a place to call home. He doesn't even have a car. 
Sometimes when he commutes between Sydney and Melbourne 
to come and preach here, he has to thumb a lift and come down 
with a truck-driver so he's not much wealthier than I am in that 
respect. I do a lot of hitching too. Not any of the fulltime men in 
our Church in this country, everyone else works for their living as I 
do or else they are old age pensioners or whatever, so the true 
"Church of the Lord Jesus Christ" can't be accused of money mak
ing.

I was interested that you retailed the story about A. A. Allen hav
ing died an alcoholic. I've heard that before. I don't believe it. I 
understand, I've gone into that one because I was very interested 
in A. A. Allen at one stage, and as I say, I like to get to the bottom 
of things. I believe that that was a lie put around about Allen by 
jealous enemies of the Assemblies of God denomination which he 
formerly belonged to and left to become an independent 
evangelist. Some were jealous of his success and they put around 
lying Stories prior to his death. The story that went around was that 
he was always being arrested for drunken driving. Then, of course, 
when! he died he was supposed to have died of an overdose of 
alcohol. But I don't believe that this can be proven.

Simon Magus in Acts 8 was mentioned. All I can say about him is 
that I don't believe if he was around today he would assent to 
what he would see in some of our present day twentieth century 
churches. It was said, as usual, that Pentecostal meetings are an 
emotional affair. But I find that particularly in the last twenty years 
many folk have been baptized with the Spirit and have come into 
a Pentecostal personal experience who are professional, well 
educated men while in earlier days the movement was more of a 
working class movement in England and America but in recent 
years, plenty of highly respected, well educated persons have 
come into the movement and when they speak in tongues it's cer
tainly not in some emotional, outlandish, uncontrollable way. I
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don't know that those who know me would call me an emotional 
sort of person, not totally so.

Mr. Cotham is still insistent that he would like to see me do a few 
miracles. I'm not going to do any. Not tonight, anyway. God's 
order is believing, and then seeing. Not the other way around. Mr. 
Cotham says if he sees, then he will believe but God's order is 
believing and then seeing. John, chapter 20, verse 25, Thomas 
says, "I won't believe until I see the print of the nails in his hands," 
and so on. Well, he got to do that and then he did believe. He said 
"M y Lord, and my G od!" But in verse 29, "Jesus saith unto him, 
Thomas, because thou hast seen me, thou hast believed: blessed 
are they that have not seen, and yet have believed."

Third Night: 
Cotham - Hartley Debate 

Perry B. Cotham's Final Speech
W e come now to the closing part of what to me has been a very 

enjoyable three days spent together. I realize that according to the 
rules of honourable discussion that I'm not to bring in any new 
material in any way whatsoever because the respondent would 
not have any time to reply. So I just want to take a few moments to 
thank all of you good people for coming. Many of you have been 
here night after night. I want to thank Mr. Hartley for taking time 
from his work and his busy schedule to come and to be with us. I 
want to say that I think he has done a very fine job of presenting 
the doctrine of Pentecostalism in a very nice way. I cannot agree 
with his use of the Scriptures and citing all of the testimonies that 
he has given unto us.

He would like to know what my bringing in the pope has to do 
with the subject. Well, it just means that you can read of various 
things in history of having taken place since the days of the 
Apostles that you don't believe in and that I don't believe in. So 
why should we take the idea that people spoke in tongues, or 
raised the dead, or did things like that in the second, third, fourth, 
fifth centuries, or even last year when the Bible teaches to th° con
trary? That was the idea of just pointing that out.

I also need to express thanks to this congregation for making 
possible this building in order that we might have this discussion in 
a nice, quiet, orderly way. I want to thank Brother Ian McPherson 
for being so nice to chair the meeting each night and watching our 
time. I have been a guest in his home. He and his wife and 
children have been very nice to me. They are a wonderful family. I 
think a lot of them. Trevor Baker is also working with this church. 
He's a fine man. These people really love the Lord and the truth of
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the Lord and the salvation of souls. These families are working 
hard to advance New Testament Christianity.

I want also to express appreciation to Brother Rod Rutherford 
for coming up from Hobart and sharing his association and friend
ship with us during these days. He's doing a fine work in Hobart. I 
want to thank all of you who came from the Pentecostal Move
ment or Churches of Christ, however it might be. After the 
meetings each night, there has been a time of speaking and hand
shaking and friendship and visiting. I think that is fine. It needs to 
be * that way. W e can disagree without being disagreeable, 
someone has said.

Now at times we have tried to be rather pointed, I'm sure, in 
vvhat we believe, and to really press our points. It reminds me of a 
j6ke I heard one time of some men playing poker around a table. 
The light was not too good in that room. There was one man there 
who had one eye out. He was guilty of cheating a little bit on the 
sly every time he possibly could. There was one guy who didn't 
like it. He knew who it was cheating but he didn't want to call any 
names so he said: "I tell you, whoever is cheating, if he doesn't 
stop it, I'm going to shoot his other eye out." (Laughter). I think he 
got the point! (Laughter). I know at times we are pointed about this 
matter but, at the same time, it is rather serious and we mean it in 
all seriousness.

I again say that there wasn't anything in that bottle that would 
kill a person at all. But it was just to point out what the Bible says. I 
was interested in what he had to say finally about Revelation 2:2. 
"W ell, you have to watch the fruits. There was Mary Baker Eddy. 
All she said was false and Mormonism is false." W ell, really that 
doesn't touch the idea of "You  tried those that said they were 
apostles." The Apostles had the baptism of the Holy Spirit. These 
couldn't produce and show. He didn't say anything about Second 
Corinthians 12:12 where Paul said to the Corinthians, "Am ong 
you - Y O U  SAW  THE SIGNS. You saw them." He says you believe 
and<then signs are to produce faith. W ell, you can think about 
those things.

But just on the idea of this testing. All of us remember Elijah the 
propViet, don't we, and the contest on Mt. Carmel with the 
prophets of Baal? On the Lord's side, take your stand. "W hy halt 
ye between two opinions?" The prophets of Baal were four hun
dred and fifty. They built an altar and cried aloud. They cried till 
noon. Baal didn't answer. W ell, Elijah began to poke fun. "Call on 
him! Call louder! Maybe he's asleep or maybe he's gone on a 
vacation?" They .kept on until late in the afternoon. Then Elijah 
restored the altar of God. He poured on water on the sacrifice. 
Even the water filled the trench round about. The God of Heaven 
answered by fire. Yes it's all right to have a contest, to press the 
point, and to ask, and to see, and to examine.

Then John mentioned the fact about Ananias. He didn't say that
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Ananias baptized Paul with the baptism of the Holv Snirit be
stowed that gift. "G od does that." "God does that'" Yet in his 
first speech he talked about Paul's'handkerchiefs and’throueh Paul 
people had been healed and said ", healed. I've healed wi?h han
dkerchiefs. Now which is it? God does? Or God does through 
me as I hand out the handkerchiefs? One or the other? One time 
he denies that he has anything to do with it. "God does " And 
then, "I did because I handed out the handkerchiefs." Sure, Paul 
handed out the handkerchiefs. He said he handed out the hand
kerchiefs. And yet God does the healing. No, He heals 
T H R O U G H  THEM  if He heals. God heals through Oral Roberts, if 
He heals. That's his idea. "Expect a miracle!" he says. That's the 
way it is.

Now when he gets back on "All Things Are Possible," I don't 
know what all is in there, Mr. Allen may be. But the information I 
have is that he was guilty of drinking.

There was a story in Missouri last year of a man, a Pentecostal 
preacher whose mother died, who kept her out on cold storage 
for several days having prayer meeting services. His idea was that 
Christ is the same, He has the power, like John affirmed at the 
beginning here in the speech, and can raise the dead today. But 
He never did and finally the man had to bury his mother.

We can't accept his explanation of First Corinthians 14:34,35 
and First Timothy 2:12 that it has to do, not with a woman getting 
up and giving a lesson or preaching and occupying the pulpit. He 
mentioned again Philip's daughters that did prophesy. That's right. 
In Acts 21. That doesn't say that PU BLICLY they preached. Not at 
all! I believe if you will study the New Testament, you will not find 
where any woman was ever given a tongue. If she had a tongue, 
she couldn't us it publicly. So just keep that in mind.

Now we do believe in praying for the sick and God heals 
through natural laws. And there's divine providence. Now there's 
a lot of difference in that and in miracles. IM M EDIATELY the lame 
man was healed. (Acts 3.) That's the idea, the idea of a miracle 
over and above and beyond the laws of God in nature.

Now, by way of review. I mentioned that Jesus was talking to the 
Apostles when He said, "You 'll be baptized in the Holy Spirit not 
many days hence. You wait right here in Jerusalem." That was 
fulfilled in Acts 2. It was only on the Apostles! John didn't say 
anything about our English grammar lesson. But anyway it was on
ly the "apostles!" Many signs and wonders were done by the 
"apostles." They laid hands on others and imparted miraculous 
gifts such as Paul to Timothy, Paul to the men at Ephesus. (Acts
19.) Paul said to the Romans: "I long to see you that I may impart 
unto you some spiritual gift." (Romans 1:11.) O nly the Apostles 
could, and they didn't hand that on to anybody else!

W e've emphasized that they were to REVEAL the truth and to 
CO N FIRM  the truth. Now we mentioned in Ephesians 3 that Paul
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said that God has given the truth through His Apostles and proph
ets and "I have written and when you read, you may understand.” 

The faith was "once for all delivered,”  (Jude 3) and there was no 
further need of the miraculous. If men believe the Bible, the claim 
on the part of any to be a prophet or to have any miraculous gifts 
today, would be marked as untrue. The claim to speak in a tongue 
by a direct operation of the Spirit is false. The claim to miraculous
ly heal or to raise the dead or things like that by the power of the 
Spirit^of God today is false.

Now I'm asking, whom shall we believe? The Apostle Paul in 
First Corinthians 13:8-10 that they ceased, or the false claims of 
those who say otherwise, claiming miraculous gifts? Paul meant 
the absolute cessation of all prophecies, of all the miraculous gifts 
of the Holy Spirit. A  complete revelation left no place for a proph
et and no place for the miraculous gifts. All claims to miraculous 
gifts, speaking in tongues, anything else, even the direct operation 
and movement of the Holy Spirit to tell me something over and 
above what the Scriptures teach, must be rejected.

Miracles were never performed indiscriminately, just for the pur
pose of the individual receiving something thereform but for 
REVEALIN G and C O N FIR M IN G  and D ELIVERIN G  the truth of the 
Lord.

No, not all Christians received all the miraculous gifts as men
tioned in First Corinthians 12. I'm talking about the APOSTLES! 
They laid their hands on others and one received one gift and one 
another. Mr. Hartley says he has the baptism of the Holy Spirit. 
Therefore he ought to have A LL of those gifts because he didn't 
receive them through some individual.

Now then, I've mentioned the fact that when we obey the 
teaching of the Lord and become a Christian and follow the 
teaching of the Lord, the Holy Spirit dwells in the individual. He 
indwells in a person through the W ord, through his obedience to 
the W ord, by his following the W ord. It's by obeying the Word 
that we become Christians. The Holy Spirit operates in conversion 
through the W ord. I sometimes give this illustration. A  man takes 
an axe and cuts down a tree. W e could say the man cut down the 
tree. O r we could say the axe cut down the tree. Both statements 
would be true. The Spirit through the Word operates. The man 
with the axe cut down the tree.

Three minutes? Does the Spirit dwell in Christians? Yes, but that 
doesn't mean the baptism of the H oly Spirit. That doesn't mean 
xossessing some miraculous gifts. Not at all! The FACT of the in- 

velling does not describe how the individual is to be filled with 
aculous powers and things like that. That is going beyond. Just 

in Mark 16: "These signs shall follow them ." I said they did 
v. How long did they follow? For what purpose did they

eed to take all the Scriptures on the same subject and not 
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read one verse and then go off with our theories and with our 
ideas. The method of indwelling in the heart of the Christian is IN 
DIRECT, through the W ord, just like conversion is through the 
W ord. “ Be filled with the Spirit," (Ephesians 5), we've quoted. 
Colossians 3:16, I mentioned last night, “ Let the W ord of Christ 
dwell in you richly." These miraculous gifts do not belong to in
dividuals today. No one has the baptism of the Holy Spirit. No one 
has the miraculous gifts, but people have the Holy Spirit dwelling 
in their lives. If we read the Bible, study the Bible, live by the 
teaching of the Bible, the Holy Spirit guides, leads, and directs us. 
W e are led by the Spirit of God but that doesn't mean that we 
have the baptism of the Holy Spirit. Not at all. I think we need to 
understand that.

Many years ago, I was reading in Albert Barnes' commentary. 
He's an old time Presbyterian. He commented, and this is found 
on page 331 in his commentary on John: "The Spirit dwells in 
Christians by His sacred influences. There is no personal union, no 
physical indwelling." Many people today think that the Holy Spirit 
literally, personally, directly dwells in the heart of the believer or 
the obedient person. No, that's not the teaching of the Bible at all. 
It's through the W ord of God. W e need to understand the 
teaching of the Bible.

I want to say, in closing, that the complete thing H AS COM E, the 
Word of God, that which was given by inspired men part by part. 
Just like the Lord said. Now these things (miracles) have CEASED 
and no man, N O  MAN, CAN  D O  TH O SE  TH IN G S! Now they are 
spoken of in the Book of Acts. By divine power, those miracles, 
such as raising the dead, causing a lame person to walk, (he was 
healed immediately) were done.

A gentleman who has been coming has given me a number of 
questions that have to do with the human language and speaking 
in tongues but I'll not have time to answer them. I'll talk to him 
privately about it.

Thank you so much. Thank all of you. May the Lord bless you. 
Now it's all over but I just want to say I plan to be leaving in the 
morning and I suppose Mr. Hartley will be leaving in the morning 
to return to his home so you had better tell us good-bye if you 
want to, and I hope you do, because we are going to be leaving. 
I'm going back to America. I've enjoyed this wonderful stay in 
Australia. I have many, many good friends here.

John, perhaps you would like to say good-bye to them. You will 
be leaving in the morning on the train. Is that right? W e want to 
thank the gentleman back there who has been kind enough to 
have you in his home. I guess Ian will say those things. Best of luck 
to all of you and God bless you.



Ian McPherson's Closing Remarks
Thank you very much. I want you all to realize that you all have 

been honoured guests here at the building of the Belmore Road 
church of Christ. W e've been very pleased to open this building 
for this debate. I believe it's been one that has the true position of 
both sides presented on this discussion. I'm certainly pleased that 
John has been able to come down and represent the Church that 
he did. I believe he has been a good representative for that 
Church. I want to thank you, John, for coming along. I want to 
th^nk you, Perry, also for being with us. The decision, of course, 
the Bible teaches very clearly the fact that we will all face God on 
the basis of what the Bible says, not upon what our opinions are. 
We need to keep this very clearly in our heads, I believe, the fact 
that what the Bible says is the most important thing. The Bible, and 
not any particular man or any particular church, is the authority. 
So we can leave with this note. So thank you once again for com 
ing along. We would like for you to stay behind a little bit and chat 
before we close up the building this night. I will call on Trevor 
Bakfer now to dismiss us in prayer.




