What Does The Bible Say About
Salvation?
Several weeks ago I got a request through email from a lady.
This is what she said:
I was wondering if you could do a blog about what the Bible
says about salvation? My husband and I are in a UPC church
right now…and we are looking to get out. We studied and found
that salvation is NOT speaking in tongues…but we want an
exhaustive reference guide, from the point of a fellow exUPCer. We can refute Acts 2:38 up and down….but it’s man’s
refutations. Can you point out exactly why speaking in
tongues isn’t associated with salvation as well?
I discussed their request with my fiance Kali—also a former
UPCer—and we thought that she raised a really good point. When
we leave the UPC we often know what salvation isn’t but we’re
not quite sure what salvation is. What does it even mean to be
saved? Does it just mean that we’re heading for the great
Gloryland in the sky when we die? Or is there more to it? And
how do we get saved? Is it by faith? Baptism? Is baptism
essential for salvation? There are so many different
interpretations, so many different beliefs, that it becomes
overwhelming to try to sort it all out.
My prayer is that this article will answer the question that
the lady and her husband asked while also helping others who
are asking the same questions. ((Dealing with the entire
subject of salvation throughout the Old and New Testaments
would take hundreds of pages. If a person wants a good
scholarly analysis of the topic then I highly recommend the
International Bible Standard Encyclopedia article on it, which
can be found here. In this article I’m going to deal with the
more common use of the word.))

What Is Salvation?
In the UPC salvation gets a lot of attention. We toss around
phrases like, "They love the Lord so much, it’s a shame that
they don’t have the truth," or, "That song [by a Trinitarian
singer] is so anointed, they’ve almost got it!" When we say
all of these things what we are really saying is, "That person
loves the Lord but isn’t saved," or, "That person has the
Spirit of God resting upon them and blessing their music, but
it’s too bad they aren’t saved." (When we stop and think about
it in those terms it becomes apparent that it would be very
strange that a person could love God and follow Him and yet
not be saved, kind of like a cosmic game of hide and seek with
people looking for Christ and never finding Him–the exact
opposite of what Scripture says in Luke 11:9-13.) The point
is, in the UPC we’re obsessed with seeing people saved, and
that’s how it should be! Christians of all denominations
should feel the same way. But in the UPC we’ve associated
salvation with a theological understanding (Oneness) or an
experience (tongues) or an action (dressing right). But is
that what salvation really is? Is that how a person is saved?
What does it really mean to be saved?
The word that most applies to our discussion is found in Acts
16:30-31, when a jailer of Paul was about to commit suicide
because he thought that Paul had escaped:
When the jailer awoke and saw the prison doors opened, he
drew his sword and was about to kill himself, supposing that
the prisoners had escaped. But Paul cried out with a loud
voice, saying, “Do not harm yourself, for we are all here!”
And he called for lights and rushed in, and trembling with
fear he fell down before Paul and Silas, and after he brought
them out, he said, “Sirs, what must I do to be saved?” They
said, “Believe in the Lord Jesus, and you will be saved, you
and your household.” (NASB) ((All Scripture references are
from the NASB unless otherwise noted.))

The word that is translated as “saved” in the above verse is
the Greek word sozo. It means "To save, deliver, make whole,
preserve safe from danger, loss, destruction." ((The Complete
WordStudy Dictionary, G4982, 1992, AMG International Inc)) Of
the fifty-four times the word is used in the New Testament,
"fourteen relate to deliverance from disease or demon
possession…in twenty instances, the inference is to the rescue
of physical life from some impending peril or instant
death…[in] the remaining twenty times, the reference is to
spiritual salvation." ((Ibid.)) The references to spiritual
salvation are the ones we’re interested in. Consider the
following verses:
“She will bear a Son; and you shall call His name Jesus, for
He will save His people from their sins.” (Matthew 1:21)
And with many other words he solemnly testified and kept on
exhorting them, saying, “Be saved from this perverse
generation!” (Acts 2:40)
Much more then, having now been justified by His blood, we
shall be saved from the wrath of God through Him. (Romans
5:9)
For since in the wisdom of God the world through its wisdom
did not come to know God, God was well-pleased through the
foolishness of the message preached to save those who
believe. (1 Corinthians 1:21)
Pay close attention to yourself and to your teaching;
persevere in these things, for as you do this you will ensure
salvation both for yourself and for those who hear you. (1
Timothy 4:16)
Therefore He is able also to save forever those who draw near
to God through Him, since He always lives to make
intercession for them. (Hebrews 7:25)
Therefore, putting aside all filthiness and all that remains

of wickedness, in humility receive the word implanted, which
is able to save your souls. (James 1:21)
At this point one might wonder why I stop to define the word
"saved," since it’s certain that any reader with a background
in Christianity will know exactly what I’m talking about. The
reason is because I’ve seen quite a few debates about
salvation online, and you’d be amazed at the number of people
who throw Scriptures around about "salvation" when the type of
salvation that the Scripture is talking about may not even be
spiritual! Additionally, it’s important to remember that the
method of salvation could be quite different depending on the
era that a particular passage was written in. Some passages
deal with salvation as a nation (Israel), others with
salvation as a family unit, and others with salvation as an
individual. Because of all this, I want to stress that this
article is dealing with the spiritual salvation that we find
in the New Testament–salvation that saves and delivers us from
the wrath of God and ushers us into heaven.

How Is A Person Saved?
It’s impossible to discuss what it means to be saved without
first talking about how to be saved. I know that seems
backwards, but it will make sense in a moment.
The person who emailed me requesting this article made a
really good point. She said, "We can refute Acts 2:38 up and
down….but it’s man’s refutations." I think that a lot of
people are in that same situation. They know what salvation
isn’t. They’ve come to realize that it’s more deep than an
emotional experience but more simple than what they’ve been
taught. They’ve come to realize that a person doesn’t have to
spend night after night at an altar sweating and pleading and
crying and begging for God’s Spirit. They know what salvation
is not but they don’t quite know what it is. Fortunately for
us, the Bible makes it abundantly clear. That’s right. Very

clear. The reason we missed it in the UPC is not because we
weren’t intelligent enough. It’s so simple children all over
the world understand it. The reason we missed it is because we
put emphasis on the wrong things, twisted the verses out of
context, then ran roughshod over the very clear teaching of
Scripture–the very thing we accused all those Trinitarians of
doing!
Consider the following passage of Scripture. Look at how plain
the teaching is:
“As Moses lifted up the serpent in the wilderness, even so
must the Son of Man be lifted up; so that whoever believes
will in Him have eternal life. For God so loved the world,
that He gave His only begotten Son, that whoever believes in
Him shall not perish, but have eternal life. For God did not
send the Son into the world to judge the world, but that the
world might be saved [sozo] through Him. (John 3:14-17)
Now, we’ve been taught all our life that it was more
complicated than this. After all, doesn’t "just believe" lead
to "easy believism"? (No it doesn’t, but we’ll deal with that
in a moment.) Isn’t this Scripture just one Scripture out of
many that teaches us how to be saved? (If it is, then it’s
really surprising that Jesus wouldn’t share the "whole plan of
salvation" every time He spoke, since He must have realized
that it would be hundreds of years before the New Testament
canon was readily available to every Christian. As a matter of
fact, neither Jesus or Paul or any other writer ever mentioned
the UPC plan of salvation in any way, shape, or form.) But
let’s not get sidetracked, because the point that I want to
make is very simple: Salvation (sozo) stands in contrast to
judgment. Let’s read verse 17 again, and tack on verses 18-21
as well:
“For God so loved the world, that He gave His only begotten
Son, that whoever believes in Him shall not perish, but have

eternal life. For God did not send the Son into the world to
judge the world, but that the world might be saved through
Him. He who believes in Him is not judged; he who does not
believe has been judged already, because he has not believed
in the name of the only begotten Son of God. This is the
judgment, that the Light has come into the world, and men
loved the darkness rather than the Light, for their deeds
were evil. For everyone who does evil hates the Light, and
does not come to the Light for fear that his deeds will be
exposed. But he who practices the truth comes to the Light,
so that his deeds may be manifested as having been wrought in
God.”" (John 3:16-21, emphasis mine)
Think about that for a moment.
To be spiritually saved is to not be judged. To be lost is to
be judged.
How does a person stand before a judge and not be condemned?
The only way is to be declared innocent.
And that leads us to the obvious question: How do I, a sinner,
stand innocent before God? Or, to put it another way, how does
a person get made righteous before God?
Scripture calls it "being justified," and there’s only one
way, throughout all of the New Testament, that it happens, and
that way is "faith."

Justification
The Greek word for "justify" is dikaioō and it means "to
render righteous" or to "declare…one to be just…such as he
ought to be" ((Thayer’s Greek Definitions, G1344)). In other
words, when we are justified we are rendered righteous and
declared to be just. We’re made right before God. We who were
once dirty and sinful are now clean. We stand innocent.

Paul liked the word "justified." He used it a lot. Consider
this passage in Romans:
But now apart from the Law the righteousness of God has been
manifested, being witnessed by the Law and the Prophets, even
the righteousness of God through faith in Jesus Christ for
all those who believe; for there is no distinction; for all
have sinned and fall short of the glory of God, being
justified as a gift by His grace through the redemption which
is in Christ Jesus; whom God displayed publicly as a
propitiation in His blood through faith. This was to
demonstrate His righteousness, because in the forbearance of
God He passed over the sins previously committed; for the
demonstration, I say, of His righteousness at the present
time, so that He would be just and the justifier of the one
who has faith in Jesus. Where then is boasting? It is
excluded. By what kind of law? Of works? No, but by a law of
faith. For we maintain that a man is justified by faith apart
from works of the Law. Or is God the God of Jews only? Is He
not the God of Gentiles also? Yes, of Gentiles also, since
indeed God who will justify the circumcised by faith and the
uncircumcised through faith is one." (Romans 3:21-30,
emphasis mine)
That’s a long passage, so let me sum it up: We’re not
righteous, but God is, and God passed over our sins and
declared us righteous based upon HIS righteousness, not ours!
Now, call me crazy, but it sounds like Paul is saying that
people are justified (made right with God) through faith. It’s
almost like what Jesus said back in John 3:14-17 when He said
that people will be saved through belief.
But isn’t this just part of the plan of salvation? Where’s the
speaking in tongues? If we’re made righteous through faith
then what about Jesus’ Name baptism?
If belief is just part of a grander plan of salvation then

both Jesus and Paul continually forget to mention it. Paul
goes on to write this just a few chapters later:
But what does it say? “The word is near you, in your mouth
and in your heart”—that is, the word of faith which we are
preaching, that if you confess with your mouth Jesus as Lord,
and believe in your heart that God raised Him from the dead,
you will be saved; for with the heart a person believes,
resulting in righteousness, and with the mouth he confesses,
resulting in salvation. For the Scripture says, “Whoever
believes in Him will not be disappointed.” (Romans 10:8-11,
emphasis mine)
As a matter of fact, Paul told the church in Corinth that he
was not sent to baptize, and that he was thankful that he had
hardly baptized any of them (1 Cor. 1:13-18)! Can you imagine
a UPC preacher ever saying that? I’ve heard plenty of
explanations in the UPC for that verse, but none of them did
away with the simple fact that Paul esteemed preaching higher
than baptizing, and he was comfortable thanking God that He
hadn’t baptized a lot of people. If baptism was an essential
part of the "plan of salvation" then I can’t imagine Paul ever
penning those words.
And what about tongues? Paul’s comment on the matter was that
not everyone speaks in tongues (1 Cor. 12:30). No mention of
there being two types of tongues, never a mention in Paul’s
writings (or anyone else’s) about tongues being the evidence
of receiving the Holy Spirit. Instead, we find a tremendous
emphasis in Scripture on belief along with an accompanying
promise that it is sufficient for salvation. When we really
stop and read Scripture for what it says, without trying to
tie it in knots and make it say what we think it should say,
then we find that there is little emphasis on baptism, no
emphasis on tongues, but tremendous emphasis on belief.
We’ll talk about belief in just a moment, but first let’s look

at a few more Scriptures that emphatically affirm that we are
saved by the grace of God through faith in Christ:
In Him, you also, after listening to the message of truth,
the gospel of your salvation—having also believed, you were
sealed in Him with the Holy Spirit of promise," (Ephesians
1:13, emphasis mine) (By the way, if you’re wondering when
people get baptized with the Holy Spirit, then the above
verse tells you. It happens upon belief.)
For Christ is the end of the law for righteousness to
everyone who believes. (Romans 10:4)
for “Whoever will call on the name of the Lord will be
saved.” (Romans 10:13)
‘And it shall be that everyone who calls on the name of the
Lord will be saved.’ (Acts 2:21)
and through Him everyone who believes is freed from all
things, from which you could not be freed through the Law of
Moses. (Acts 13:39)
They said, “Believe in the Lord Jesus, and you will be saved,
you and your household.” (Acts 16:31)
Therefore, having been justified by faith, we have peace with
God through our Lord Jesus Christ (Romans 5:1)
Jesus said to her, “I am the resurrection and the life; he
who believes in Me will live even if he dies, and everyone
who lives and believes in Me will never die. Do you believe
this?”" (John 11:25- 26) (Sadly enough, the UPC would have to
answer "no" to Jesus’ question, for the UPC does not believe
that believing in Christ is enough to ensure eternal life.)
Truly, truly, I say to you, he who hears My word, and
believes Him who sent Me, has eternal life, and does not come
into judgment, but has passed out of death into life." (John

5:24)
Yet for this reason I found mercy, so that in me as the
foremost, Jesus Christ might demonstrate His perfect patience
as an example for those who would believe in Him for eternal
life." (1 Timothy 1:16)
Whoever believes that Jesus is the Christ is born of God, and
whoever loves the Father loves the child born of Him." (1
John 5:1)
Whoever confesses that Jesus is the Son of God, God abides in
him, and he in God." (1 John 4:15)
and that from childhood you have known the sacred writings
which are able to give you the wisdom that leads to salvation
through faith which is in Christ Jesus." (2 Timothy 3:15)
The promise of salvation by faith through grace is written all
throughout the New Testament. It oozes out from between the
covers of the Bible. But we in the UPC were convinced that
there just had to be more to it. So we twisted Scripture (the
thing that we had accused others of doing) and prodded and
poked and cajoled and tied unrelated Scriptures together until
we came up with a theology of salvation that is completely and
totally unrelated to anything Christ or Paul or any other
apostle ever said!
Now let’s talk about belief.

Belief
We see now that we are made right with God (a.k.a. "saved") by
belief in Christ. But what does that mean?
The typical UPC view of belief is one called "easy believism."
The view says that if belief alone is sufficient for salvation
then a person can live a life of sin and still be saved. Now

there are so-called Christians who believe that, but the UPC
might be surprised to find out that those people are not in
the majority. Every Trinitarian church that I have attended
since leaving has taught strongly against sin. But is the UPC
belief correct? Could a person just live however they want and
still be saved? Does God just blink His eyes at sin and look
the other way? Interestingly enough, Paul was accused of
teaching that very thing, and this was his reply:
"What shall we say then? Are we to continue in sin so that
grace may increase? May it never be!" (Rom. 6:1-2a)
The Greek word that we often translate "believe" or "faith" is
the Greek word pisteuō, and it is difficult to translate
properly into English. You see, in the English language when
we say "believe" we often mean "intellectual acknowledgment."
For example, I believe (intellectually acknowledge) that
Africa exists, but I don’t put my faith in Africa for
anything. If I one day found out that Africa was a myth, the
result of a global conspiracy theory, then my life would go on
as before. Nothing would change (except for my belief in
conspiracy theories). That’s intellectual acknowledgment, but
it’s not biblical belief. It’s not pisteuō.
Pisteuō means both intellectual acknowledgment (to be
persuaded of a fact) and faith (to put confidence in that
fact, or to entrust oneself to it). ((Thayer’s, G4102)) Now,
it’s entirely correct to say that intellectual acknowledgment
of Christ would by itself lead to "easy believism." Sadly,
there are so-called Christians who behave that way. They say,
"Oh, I believe in Christ," and they go on about their lives
without being changed. They’ve intellectually acknowledged
Christ, but they haven’t put their faith in Him. Those people
are often called functional atheists, and they’re no more
saved than the squirrel outside my window.
To believe in the New Testament sense, though, requires a

person to both intellectually acknowledge Christ as Lord and
to completely entrust themselves to Him. It is a faith that
demands action. If I had New Testament faith in Africa then I
would intellectually acknowledge its existence and then move
there and live completely off of African products. My life
would depend on Africa. If Africa didn’t exist then neither
would I. I would have completely entrusted myself to it for
life, and if I was wrong then I would be dead. That’s
pisteuō, and it’s the type of belief that we’re told to have
in Christ.
When we believe in the New Testament sense we throw ourselves
upon Christ for our salvation. We recognize that without Him
we have no hope of eternal life. We declare Him Lord and
pledge our allegiance to Him. It is a faith that demands
action. Without action it’s not pisteuō.
That’s why God chose faith as the method through which grace
works. You see, people often say that we’re saved by faith,
but that’s not entirely correct. We’re saved by grace. Faith
is just the catalyst that triggers it (Eph. 2:8). That’s why
the proper phrase is "we’re saved by grace through faith," not
"we’re saved by faith." (It’s true that the Bible often says
we are justified through belief, but when read in context the
underlying factor is always God’s grace. Apart from grace
faith would be nothing.) Faith is our part, grace is God’s. We
throw ourselves on Him for our salvation and He responds. If
we try to work our way to salvation then that just won’t work.
None of us can make ourselves righteous before God (Rom.
3:10). If we could work our way to salvation then we could
boast (Rom. 4:2), but we can’t so we don’t. We throw ourselves
upon God and He justifies us, He makes us right before Him.
Then we have nothing to boast in except Christ crucified.
With all that in mind, this passage should make a lot more
sense:
For I have been informed concerning you, my brethren, by

Chloe’s people, that there are quarrels among you. Now I mean
this, that each one of you is saying, “I am of Paul,” and “I
of Apollos,” and “I of Cephas,” and “I of Christ.” Has Christ
been divided? Paul was not crucified for you, was he? Or were
you baptized in the name of Paul? I thank God that I baptized
none of you except Crispus and Gaius, so that no one would
say you were baptized in my name. Now I did baptize also the
household of Stephanas; beyond that, I do not know whether I
baptized any other.
For Christ did not send me to baptize, but to preach the
gospel, not in cleverness of speech, so that the cross of
Christ would not be made void. For the word of the cross is
foolishness to those who are perishing, but to us who are
being saved it is the power of God. For it is written, “I
will destroy the wisdom of the wise, And the cleverness of
the clever I will set aside.” Where is the wise man? Where is
the scribe? Where is the debater of this age? Has not God
made foolish the wisdom of the world? For since in the wisdom
of God the world through its wisdom did not come to know God,
God was well-pleased through the foolishness of the message
preached to save those who believe. For indeed Jews ask for
signs and Greeks search for wisdom; but we preach Christ
crucified, to Jews a stumbling block and to Gentiles
foolishness, but to those who are the called, both Jews and
Greeks, Christ the power of God and the wisdom of God.
Because the foolishness of God is wiser than men, and the
weakness of God is stronger than men.
For consider your calling, brethren, that there were not many
wise according to the flesh, not many mighty, not many noble;
but God has chosen the foolish things of the world to shame
the wise, and God has chosen the weak things of the world to
shame the things which are strong, and the base things of the
world and the despised God has chosen, the things that are
not, so that He may nullify the things that are, so that no
man may boast before God. But by His doing you are in Christ

Jesus, who became to us wisdom from God, and righteousness
and sanctification, and redemption, so that, just as it is
written, “Let him who boasts, boast in the Lord.” (1
Corinthians 1:11-31)
In other words, Christ did things exactly backwards–at least
according to us humans (which means we’re the ones who are
backwards). Instead of trusting in our strength we trust in
God’s.To become strong we become weak. To become first we
become last. Instead of trusting in our wisdom we become
fools. Why? Because it’s not our wisdom and strength that
saves us, it’s God’s.
How much more foolish could you get than being saved by not
working? How crazy is it to win a battle by surrendering? But
for those of us who are saved by faith it’s the power of God
at work. Can we boast? Yes, but not in ourselves. Can we be
proud? Yes, just not in us. The only One we can boast in is
God.
We can’t brag about how long we spent at an altar or how we
prayed through or the experience we had or how loud we spoke
in tongues. We can’t even not brag about those things, because
those things are irrelevant. We could spend 24 hours a day on
our knees at an altar praying to speak in tongues, and if we
ever did then it wouldn’t even matter. As a matter of fact we
would probably be worse off because our faith would probably
be in the fact that we spoke in tongues, not in Christ. We
can’t boast in our wisdom or works or power or might or even
our faith. The only thing we can boast in is the power of the
God who saved us through His grace.

The Relationship Between Works and
Faith
So we’re saved by grace through faith, but now what? What

about all the Scriptures about works? After all, look at what
James said:
What use is it, my brethren, if someone says he has faith but
he has no works? Can that faith save him? If a brother or
sister is without clothing and in need of daily food, and one
of you says to them, “Go in peace, be warmed and be filled,”
and yet you do not give them what is necessary for their
body, what use is that? Even so faith, if it has no works, is
dead, being by itself. But someone may well say, “You have
faith and I have works; show me your faith without the works,
and I will show you my faith by my works.”
You believe that God is one. You do well; the demons also
believe, and shudder. But are you willing to recognize, you
foolish fellow, that faith without works is useless? Was not
Abraham our father justified by works when he offered up
Isaac his son on the altar? You see that faith was working
with his works, and as a result of the works, faith was
perfected; and the Scripture was fulfilled which says, “And
Abraham believed God, and it was reckoned to him as
righteousness,” and he was called the friend of God. You see
that a man is justified by works and not by faith alone. In
the same way, was not Rahab the harlot also justified by
works when she received the messengers and sent them out by
another way? For just as the body without the spirit is dead,
so also faith without works is dead. (James 2:14-26)
Doesn’t this stand in direct contrast to Paul’s teaching?
Doesn’t it show that all the Scriptures about justification
through faith were just one part of a smaller plan of
salvation? Don’t faith and works go hand in hand?
Yes, faith and works do go hand in hand, but not in the way
that the UPC interprets it. You see, Paul says that faith
leads to works. We’re not saved by works, we’re saved for
works (Eph. 2:8-10). Consider this passage:

"But God, being rich in mercy, because of His great love with
which He loved us, even when we were dead in our
transgressions, made us alive together with Christ (by grace
you have been saved), and raised us up with Him, and seated
us with Him in the heavenly places in Christ Jesus, so that
in the ages to come He might show the surpassing riches of
His grace in kindness toward us in Christ Jesus. For by grace
you have been saved through faith; and that not of
yourselves, it is the gift of God; not as a result of works,
so that no one may boast. For we are His workmanship, created
in Christ Jesus for good works, which God prepared beforehand
so that we would walk in them." (Ephesians 2:4-10, emphasis
mine)
There you see the relationship between faith and works. True
faith leads to works. As a matter of fact, Christ has works
prepared for us before we’re even saved! Works is an integral
part of Christianity, but works are a result of salvation, not
a cause of salvation. Because of this, James could rightfully
say that faith without works is dead. If James preached that
sermon in front of Paul then Paul would have given him a
hearty amen! Paul and James presented two sides of the same
coin: Paul said that faith leads to works, and James said that
without works you don’t have faith. There’s no reason to think
that there was a conflict between the two of them regarding
the method of salvation, or that Paul was only preaching one
part of the larger "plan of salvation."

What About the Scriptures That Talk
About Us “Being Saved”?
Paul used the phrase "being saved" a couple of times. In 1
Cor. 1:18 he wrote, "For the word of the cross is foolishness
to those who are perishing, but to us who are being saved it
is the power of God," and in 2 Cor. 2:15 he wrote, "For we are
a fragrance of Christ to God among those who are being saved

and among those who are perishing" (emphasis mine).
I have heard more times than I can count that these passages
(and others like them) mean that salvation is a process. The
people who teach this claim that we are never truly saved
until we get to heaven. It may not be an official UPC
doctrine, but I heard it in church after church. Are the
people who teach this correct? Are we never truly saved until
we die or are raptured?
In a sense the people who say that are right. In some ways
salvation is a process. That’s why I defined the word sozo at
the beginning of this article. You see, the type of salvation
we were discussing is most closely related to
justification–the idea of being made right with God. It is
accurate to say that certain aspects of salvation are a
process, but it would not be accurate to say that
justification is a process. You see, justification is being
made right with God. You’re either right or you’re not,
there’s no middle ground. You can’t be partly justified, or
3/4 justified. You’re righteous or you’re not righteous, and
that’s that.
When Paul talks about "being saved" in the above passages he
is not talking about justification, he’s talking about
sanctification. Sanctification is the English translation of
the Greek word hagiazō, and it means “to make holy.”
((“Strong’s Greek Dictionary”, G37)) It would not be
inaccurate to take every sermon that you ever heard about
"holiness" and replace it with the word "sanctification." (The
difference, of course, is that sanctification has nothing to
do with appearance, aside from the commands to be modest and
moral, and everything to do with the way that we live our
lives.)
Paul wrote:
Even so consider yourselves to be dead to sin, but alive to

God in Christ Jesus. Therefore do not let sin reign in your
mortal body so that you obey its lusts, and do not go on
presenting the members of your body to sin as instruments of
unrighteousness; but present yourselves to God as those alive
from the dead, and your members as instruments of
righteousness to God. For sin shall not be master over you,
for you are not under law but under grace.
What then? Shall we sin because we are not under law but
under grace? May it never be! Do you not know that when you
present yourselves to someone as slaves for obedience, you
are slaves of the one whom you obey, either of sin resulting
in death, or of obedience resulting in righteousness? But
thanks be to God that though you were slaves of sin, you
became obedient from the heart to that form of teaching to
which you were committed, and having been freed from sin, you
became slaves of righteousness. I am speaking in human terms
because of the weakness of your flesh.
For just as you presented your members as slaves to impurity
and to lawlessness, resulting in further lawlessness, so now
present your members as slaves to righteousness, resulting in
sanctification. For when you were slaves of sin, you were
free in regard to righteousness. Therefore what benefit were
you then deriving from the things of which you are now
ashamed? For the outcome of those things is death. But now
having been freed from sin and enslaved to God, you derive
your benefit, resulting in sanctification, and the outcome,
eternal life. For the wages of sin is death, but the free
gift of God is eternal life in Christ Jesus our Lord."
(Romans 6:11-23)
(Did you catch that? Paul was being accused of preaching "easy
believism" too, and he responded with an emphatic command that
grace leads to sanctification (holiness) not sin! As a matter
of fact, if you read Romans you discover that Paul taught that
people were more likely to sin when they were trying to be

saved through works!)
When we speak of sanctification it is entirely proper to say
that we are “being saved.” None of us are entirely holy yet,
and we never will be. While we walk this earth we strive for
holiness while recognizing that we will never achieve it.
While on this earth we must trust in God’s grace to cover us.
That’s what faith is. Therefore it’s entirely accurate to say
that we’re “being saved,” but it’s not accurate to claim that
we are not already saved. When we talk about “being saved” we
are talking about sanctification, not justification.
In theology sanctification is often broken up into three
types. The types sometimes go by different names, but I like
to call them “present, progressive, and perfected.” “Present
sanctification” is the holiness that is bestowed upon us at
the moment of salvation when we are robed with Christ;
“progressive sanctification” is the ongoing process of
becoming more and more holy as we walk with Christ; “perfected
sanctification” is the perfect holiness that will be ours when
we are glorified. So we are justified (made right with God)
and sanctified (made holy before God) at the moment of
salvation, but we are also becoming more and more holy as we
walk with God day by day.

Tying It All Together
A call to repentance
"Or do you think lightly of the riches of His kindness and
tolerance and patience, not knowing that the kindness of God
leads you to repentance?"
(Rom. 2:4)
"you were dead in your trespasses and sins"
(Eph. 2:1)
The first thing that God does is call us to Him. You see, we

can’t even boast in our ability to seek for Him, because it
doesn’t exist! God calls us, we don’t call Him. We’re lost,
He’s the divine search-and-rescue party. He calls us to Him
and we respond through faith.
It’s worth noting here that I firmly believe that repentance
is an integral part of belief. I don’t think it’s possible to
acknowledge the holy God as Lord and Savior without being
moved to fall at His feet and repent. I don’t view repentance
as a requirement so much as I think it’s a necessary reaction
to faith. It’s true that we are commanded to repent, but I
don’t understand how a person could even have faith without
being moved to repentance. The two go hand in hand. After all,
a person wouldn’t truly repent if they didn’t think the one
they were repenting to was capable of forgiving sins, so
repentance in itself is a statement of faith. Conversely, I
don’t think a person can truly have faith without being moved
to repentance. Therefore, I don’t see a tension in Scripture
between the commands to repent and the fact that we are saved
by grace through faith. Faith naturally leads to repentance.

A response through faith, leading to
justification
For God so loved
Son, that whoever
eternal life. “For
judge the world,

the world, that He gave His only begotten
believes in Him shall not perish, but have
God did not send the Son into the world to
but that the world might be saved through
Him."
(John 3:16-17)

But God, being rich in mercy, because of His great love with
which He loved us, even when we were dead in our
transgressions, made us alive together with Christ (by grace
you have been saved), and raised us up with Him, and seated us
with Him in the heavenly places in Christ Jesus, so that in
the ages to come He might show the surpassing riches of His

grace in kindness toward us in Christ Jesus.
(Ephesians 2:4-7)
For we maintain that a man is justified by faith apart from
works of the Law.
(Rom. 3:28)
We respond to the call by throwing ourselves upon the mercy of
Christ, and trusting Him wholeheartedly for our salvation. We
don’t try to work our way to God because He’s already worked
His way to us.

When we are justified we are regenerated
Therefore if anyone is in Christ, he is a new creature; the
old things passed away; behold, new things have come.
(2 Cor. 5:17)
We didn’t talk about regeneration yet in this article. It just
means "being made alive." Paul summed it up when he wrote:
For the love of Christ controls us, having concluded this,
that one died for all, therefore all died; and He died for
all, so that they who live might no longer live for
themselves, but for Him who died and rose again on their
behalf. Therefore from now on we recognize no one according
to the flesh; even though we have known Christ according to
the flesh, yet now we know Him in this way no longer.
Therefore if anyone is in Christ, he is a new creature; the
old things passed away; behold, new things have come. (2
Corinthians 5:14-17, emphasis mine)

Justification and regeneration leads to
sanctification
"For all of you who were baptized into Christ have clothed
yourselves with Christ."
(Gal. 3:27)

"But now having been freed from sin and enslaved to God, you
derive your benefit, resulting in sanctification, and the
outcome, eternal life."
(Rom. 6:22)
When we are justified and regenerated we put on Christ. He
takes our place and we take His. When God looks at us He sees
Christ. We are no longer seen as unholy but as holy.
On a side note, there’s some debate over whether or not the
"baptized" in Gal. 3:27 refers to water baptism or Spirit
baptism. I don’t think it matters, because in the New
Testament baptism was something that was done immediately upon
a profession of faith. It was not until later that baptism was
separated. The authors of the excellent book "Pagan
Christianity" have this to say about baptism in the early
church:
"[I]t is typical in most contemporary churches for baptism to
be
separated from conversion by great lengths of time. Many
Christians
were saved at one age and baptized at a much later age. In
the first
century, this was unheard of.
In the early church converts were baptized immediately upon
believing.
One scholar says of baptism and conversion, ‘They belong
together.
Those who repented and believed the Word were baptized. That
was the
invariable pattern, so far as we know.’ Another writes, ‘At
the birth
of the church, converts were baptized with little or no
delay.’
In the first century water baptism was the outward confession

of a
person’s faith. But more than that, it was the way someone
came to the
Lord. For this reason, the confession of baptism is vitally
linked to
the exercise of saving faith. So much so that the New
Testament
writers often use ‘baptism’ in place of the word ‘faith’ and
link it
to being ‘saved’ (Mark 16:16; Acts 2:38; Acts 22:16; 1 Peter
3:21).
This is because baptism was the early Christian’s initial
confession
of faith in Christ."
Therefore, I do not think we need to try to decide if Gal.
3:27 is talking about water or Spirit baptism. I think it’s
safe to conclude that all believers in the New Testament were
baptized.

Sanctification leads to glorification
"The Spirit Himself testifies with our spirit that we are
children of God, and if children, heirs also, heirs of God and
fellow heirs with Christ, if indeed we suffer with Him so that
we may also be glorified with Him."
(Romans 8:16-17)
"For those whom He foreknew, He also predestined to become
conformed to the image of His Son, so that He would be the
firstborn among many brethren; and these whom He predestined,
He also called; and these whom He called, He also justified;
and these whom He justified, He also glorified."
(Romans 8:29-30)
When we are called home to heaven, either through death or the
rapture, we will be glorified and will spend eternity with

Christ. What a beautiful concept! I don’t think anything more
needs to be said about glorification, because Paul says it
best:
For all who are being led by the Spirit of God, these are
sons of God. For you have not received a spirit of slavery
leading to fear again, but you have received a spirit of
adoption as sons by which we cry out, “Abba! Father!” The
Spirit Himself testifies with our spirit that we are children
of God, and if children, heirs also, heirs of God and fellow
heirs with Christ, if indeed we suffer with Him so that we
may also be glorified with Him.
For I consider that the sufferings of this present time are
not worthy to be compared with the glory that is to be
revealed to us. For the anxious longing of the creation waits
eagerly for the revealing of the sons of God. For the
creation was subjected to futility, not willingly, but
because of Him who subjected it, in hope that the creation
itself also will be set free from its slavery to corruption
into the freedom of the glory of the children of God. For we
know that the whole creation groans and suffers the pains of
childbirth together until now. And not only this, but also we
ourselves, having the first fruits of the Spirit, even we
ourselves groan within ourselves, waiting eagerly for our
adoption as sons, the redemption of our body.
For in hope we have been saved, but hope that is seen is not
hope; for who hopes for what he already sees? But if we hope
for what we do not see, with perseverance we wait eagerly for
it. In the same way the Spirit also helps our weakness; for
we do not know how to pray as we should, but the Spirit
Himself intercedes for us with groanings too deep for words;
and He who searches the hearts knows what the mind of the
Spirit is, because He intercedes for the saints according to
the will of God. And we know that God causes all things to
work together for good to those who love God, to those who
are called according to His purpose. For those whom He

foreknew, He also predestined to become conformed to the
image of His Son, so that He would be the firstborn among
many brethren; and these whom He predestined, He also called;
and these whom He called, He also justified; and these whom
He justified, He also glorified.
What then shall we say to these things? If God is for us, who
is against us? He who did not spare His own Son, but
delivered Him over for us all, how will He not also with Him
freely give us all things? Who will bring a charge against
God’s elect? God is the one who justifies; who is the one who
condemns? Christ Jesus is He who died, yes, rather who was
raised, who is at the right hand of God, who also intercedes
for us. Who will separate us from the love of Christ? Will
tribulation, or distress, or persecution, or famine, or
nakedness, or peril, or sword? Just as it is written, “For
Your sake we are being put to death all day long; We were
considered as sheep to be slaughtered.” But in all these
things we overwhelmingly conquer through Him who loved us.
For I am convinced that neither death, nor life, nor angels,
nor principalities, nor things present, nor things to come,
nor powers, nor height, nor depth, nor any other created
thing, will be able to separate us from the love of God,
which is in Christ Jesus our Lord. (Romans 8:14-39)

What About Baptism And Tongues?
I think that these questions have been answered throughout the
article. Still, it may be good to make a couple of comments
about the relationship of baptism and tongues in salvation
before we close.
As I already pointed out, baptism in the early church was just
assumed. If you believed then you were baptized. There wasn’t
any debate about whether or not it was necessary. Christ
commanded it so the disciples did it, and that was that. For
what it’s worth, I think that’s the way it should be today.

Baptism was commanded by Christ, so when it’s possible it
should most certainly be done. (I can’t imagine a scenario
when it would be impossible to baptize by sprinkling, even if
immersion were not feasible.) However, baptism is not directly
related to justification. Baptism is a public confession of
faith. Perhaps it has deeper spiritual significance, perhaps
not. I honestly don’t know, because arguments both ways are
persuasive. (I think there’s a lot to be said for baptism
being a symbol of the covenant in the New Testament just like
circumcision was a symbol in the Old.) What I do know, though,
is that it was commanded by Christ and so it should be done,
and that baptism does not lead to justification. Only faith
does that.
Tongues is even easier to answer. There is no relationship
between tongues and salvation. I can say that with total
confidence. Tongues was mentioned three times in Acts
(Chapters 2, 10, and 19) and there is every reason to believe
that all three of those instances were nothing more than the
gift of tongues at work. There is no reason to believe that
tongues was in any way related to salvation. The Scriptural
relationship simply isn’t there. The Spirit was present and in
those three instances the gift of tongues appeared. It’s
really that simple. Tongues was never taught as anything more
than a gift by any of the apostles, and it was never even
mentioned by Jesus.
Additionally, logic says that the Holy Spirit has to be given
upon belief. After all, Romans 8:9 says that "if anyone does
not have the Spirit of Christ, he does not belong to Him." Yet
we know that we are justified (made right with God) upon
belief, regenerated (made alive in Christ) upon belief, and
sanctified (made holy before God) upon belief. How could all
of that happen and yet we still not belong to God? Yet if the
UPC view of tongues is correct then that’s precisely what
happens. According to the UPC plan of salvation we can repent
and be baptized and still not be saved. Are we half saved?

Two- thirds saved? How does that even work? It just doesn’t
make sense.
If that’s not enough, then consider what Paul says in Eph.
1:13-14:
In Him, you also, after listening to the message of truth,
the gospel of your salvation—having also believed, you were
sealed in Him with the Holy Spirit of promise, who is given
as a pledge of our inheritance, with a view to the redemption
of God’s own possession, to the praise of His glory.
(emphasis mine)
Did I read that correctly? Did Paul just say that we are
"sealed" with the Holy Spirit at the moment of belief? Yes, he
did.
So we see, then, that tongues is nothing more than a gift of
the Spirit. It’s not the evidence of receiving the Holy
Spirit. If it were then everyone who believed would
immediately speak with tongues with no delay. Common
experience says that just doesn’t happen.

Conclusion
What does it mean to be saved? It means that we stand
righteous before God. We stand before Him pure and holy, not
because of the things that we have done, but because of the
grace of God. Christ has taken our sin and shame and made it
His own, and He has robed us in Him. We are in Him, and when
God looks at us He doesn’t see our sins. He doesn’t see our
failures and mistakes. No, He sees a person who is perfectly
righteous and holy, not because of what we have done, but
because of what Christ has done. Our so-called righteousness
can never bring us where we need to be. We can’t pray hard
enough, be baptized deep enough, or speak in tongues long
enough to be saved. The only way to be made right and holy
before God is through His grace, and that grace is granted

through faith. That’s what it means to be saved.

The Nature of Truth
Pilate said to Him, "So You are a king?" Jesus answered, "You
say correctly that I am a king. For this I have been born,
and for this I have come into the world, to testify to the
truth. Everyone who is of the truth hears My voice." Pilate
said to Him, "What is truth?"
— John 18:37-38b
If you used to be in the UPC then let me ask you, How many
times have you heard someone say that they are thankful "for
the Truth"? Or perhaps they said that they were thankful that
God revealed "the Truth" to them. Or maybe they talked about
how anointed a non-UPC singer or minister was, and then they
said that it was a shame that the person they were talking
about "did not have the Truth."
I used to hear those statements all the time! I think that we
all have. But I am one of those people who likes to ask "Why"
about everything. As a matter of fact, one of my favorite
quotes says this:
"Millions saw the apple fall, but Newton was the one who
asked why" (Bernard Baruch).
One of the things that many Christians do is rattle off a
Scripture or a phrase without stopping to think about what it
actually means. I think that we all do that; that’s certainly
not something that’s limited to the UPC! But one thing that
you do hear the UPC talk a lot about is "having the Truth." So
in this article I want to examine this question: What does it

mean for something to be true? Once I have investigated the
meaning of truth then I will look at two central UPC doctrines
to see whether or not they really are "true."
Now, a lot of people might be thinking that I’m silly for
asking what it means for something to be true. After all, if
something is true then it is…true! But what does that word
mean? More specifically, how does the word apply to us
Christians?
One good definition of truth is that it is consistent and it
corresponds to reality. That is the definition that my
systematic theology professor repeated until we practically
had it coming out our ears! And it is certainly a good
definition. Notice that the definition says that truth
corresponds to reality, not to itself. The reason it says that
is because there are plenty of people who teach and believe
that truth just needs to correspond to itself. The problem
with this is obvious: If a person starts with an untrue
starting point then the rest of their system (whatever it
might be) will also be untrue.
My philosophy professor used evolution as an example of a view
of truth that corresponds with itself instead of corresponding
to reality. He called it a "mesh" system, meaning that if any
one point of it was proven false then a new theory was made to
account for the portion that was proven false. In other words,
there’s no way to prove evolution false to someone who
believes strongly in the theory. Why? Because it corresponds
with itself, even though many scientists would argue that the
actual points of the theory are incorrect. (I believe that the
UPC also has a "mesh" view of truth, but that is not the
subject that I am discussing in this article!)
The point is this: There is more than one view of truth and
knowledge that exists in the world today. For instance, many
different religions believe that there is no one correct way
to God; they believe that all paths are equally valid ((This

is known as "religious pluralism")). The Christian view stands
in opposition to this because it claims that Jesus is the only
way to God, but the religious pluralist responds by saying
that the Christian view is right for the Christians but the
Muslim view is right for the Muslims, etc.
So with that in mind let us return to the original question:
What is truth?
Well, as I already said, my systematic theology professor
defined truth as that which is consistent and corresponds with
reality. I do believe that is a very good view of truth, so I
want to use that for a starting point and break this subject
down a little farther. Specifically, I want to explain why
truth must be consistent and why it must correspond with
itself. To do this we must look at three fundamental laws of
logic. These are:
1. The law of non-contradiction
2. The law of the excluded middle
3. The law of identity
Please bear with me here! I know it’s easy to zone out as soon
as someone writes or says "fundamental laws," but this is
important to understanding exactly what truth is! And I
promise that it’s not that complicated either. Actually, these
three laws are very simple and even intuitive.
The law of non-contradiction simply says: Something cannot
both be and not be at the same time and in the same respect.
Example: Something cannot be green and not green at the same
time and in the same way. That’s pretty simple, right?
Similarly, I cannot be in my chair and out of my chair at this
very moment in time. I am sitting in my chair, and it’s
impossible for me to not be sitting in my chair at the same
time.
The second law, the law of the excluded middle, says:
Something either is or is not. In other words, something

either exists or it does not exist. Something cannot exist and
not exist at the same time. Very simple and intuitive!
Finally, the law of identity says: Something is what it is.
This is very similar to the first law. Something cannot be
what it is and what it is not at the same time.
These laws seem very intuitive (and they are) but the reason
they are given names is because they serve as a starting point
for all discussions. Even if a person does not know the laws
by name they know them intuitively. Furthermore, these laws
cannot be refuted. It’s impossible! Why? Because a person must
use one the laws in order to refute the laws! Give it a try,
it’s kind of fun! (I tried it when my philosophy professor
presented these laws to us, and I found out that they are
impossible to refute. I guess all those Ph.D.’s were right
after all; at least on this point.)
Now that I’ve given these three laws let me bring it to a
practical level by looking briefly at the UPC’s view of
baptism. The UPC view of baptism is that a person must be
baptized in the Name of Jesus in order to be saved (("Why We
Baptize In Jesus’ Name", Accessed 8/12/2007)). However, it is
my experience that many people in the UPC find it hard to
accept the idea that God is sending almost every believer for
the last 2,000 years to hell because they were baptized the
wrong way. So, when backed into a corner, many in the UPC will
say something like this:
"I refuse to put anyone in hell; I believe that God might let
people into Heaven if they were baptized in the Titles and
that was all they knew, but if they see the necessity of
being baptized in the Name of Jesus and they refuse to obey
‘the Truth’ then they are responsible for their
disobedience."
That statement sounds really good on the surface, but let’s
apply the fundamental laws of logic to it. First, this

statement is effectively saying that "the Truth" only becomes
true once a person sees that it is true.
Think about that for a moment.That is like saying that the
speed limit in front of my apartment only becomes 30 miles per
hour when I see the sign, and that if I do not see that it is
30 miles per hour then the speed limit does not exist (or that
it is not 30 miles per hour). See the fallacy? If the speed
limit is 30 miles per hour then it is 30 miles per hour
whether or not I realize that it is. In the same way, if
baptism in the Name of Jesus is necessary for salvation then
it is necessary whether or not a person realizes that it is.
On the other hand, if a person can get into Heaven without
being baptized in the Name of Jesus then baptism in the Name
of Jesus is not necessary for salvation.
Put quite simply: Baptism in the Name of Jesus cannot
simultaneously be necessary and unnecessary at the same time.
I believe that the illustration I just gave makes it easier to
understand why the three fundamental laws of logic are so
important! A doctrine or belief can sound really good on the
surface, but it might not hold up when put to the logical
test.
For instance, earlier in this article I commented on the Hindu
believe that all paths to God are equally valid. This is what
Dr. Norman Geisler has to say about that idea in his book
"Worlds Apart: A Handbook on World Views" (the italics and
bold print are added by me for emphasis):
How does one decide on a world view? They cannot all be true,
for they hold mutually exclusive views on many essential
points. For example, atheism and theism cannot both be true,
for atheism affirms that “God does not exist” and theism
affirms that “God does exist.” Likewise, God cannot be both
finite (finite godism) and infinite (theism). Nor can
miracles be possible (theism) and impossible (deism,

atheism). The opposite of truth is falsehood. Hence, if one
view is true, then the opposite must be false, unless, of
course, one claims that there is no such thing as truth. But
the problem with such a statement is that it claims to be
true, thereby defeating its own claim that nothing is true
((Worlds Apart: A Handbook On World Views". Geisler, Norman
L., Watkins, William D)).
The last sentence is the most important. Did you catch the
problem that Dr. Geisler is pointing out? He is saying that
when a person says that all truths are equally valid (such as
the pluralist belief that all paths lead to God) then they are
claiming absolutely that there is no absolute truth! In other
words, they are breaking the law of non-contradiction because
they are claiming that there are absolutely no absolutes! They
are making a statement that they claim is true, but the
statement claims that there can be no truth!
So the pluralist claim that all paths lead to God sounds very
good, just like it sounds good when someone in the UPC claims
that baptism in Jesus’ Name only becomes necessary once a
person realizes it is necessary. But when put to the test we
find that both of these views are equally impossible from a
logical standpoint. Of course, a person can still choose to
believe these things, but they need to recognize that they are
believing them purely because of faith and that there is no
logical basis (nor can there be) for their view.
So let me summarize what we have covered so far, and then we
will move on to examining two central UPC doctrines to see
whether or not they are true.
For a general definition of truth I have chosen the definition
given by my systematic theology professor: Truth is that which
is consistent and corresponds to reality. For the rest of this
article I am going to use a more specific definition for
determining biblical truth:

Biblical truth is that which is consistent and does not
conflict with other Scripture.
With that definition in mind let’s look at two UPC beliefs to
see whether or not they are true. In other words, let’s see if
these two beliefs are consistent and do not conflict with
other Scripture.
The first belief that I have chosen to examine is the belief
that a person must repent in order to be saved. The official
UPC position says:
Luke 13:5…reads, "Except ye repent, ye shall all likewise
perish". [sic] Plainly, then, the tragic alternative to
repentance is eternal perdition (("Except Ye Repent",
Accessed 8/12/2007)).
The question that we need to ask is this: Does the UPC belief
that a person needs to repent of their sins in order to be
saved contradict other Scriptures? Specifically, does that
belief contradict other Scriptures such as Acts 2:21 and
Romans 10:13, which say that everyone who calls on the Name of
the Lord will be saved?
On the surface it appears that there is a contradiction, but I
am convinced that this contradiction is only an apparent one.
I feel that repentance is indeed necessary for salvation. The
reason that I believe this is simple: It is impossible to
accept Jesus as Savior if a person does not believe that they
are in need of saving. In other words, if I do not realize
that I am a sinner then why would I call on the Name of the
Lord and ask Him for salvation?
On top of this, Jesus commanded repentance (cf. Mat. 4:17,
Luke 13:5). If a person blatantly refuses to obey Jesus and
repent then I propose that they do not truly believe He is
Lord. When a person truly accepts that someone is their Lord

then it requires that they admit that they are not Lord. Put
bluntly, the most difficult barrier to getting people to come
to Christ is getting them to admit that He is God and that
they are not.
So, once again, I do not believe there is a real contradiction
between the UPC view that repentance is necessary for
salvation and the Scriptures that say that a person just needs
to call upon the Name of the Lord to be saved. I am convinced
that calling on the Name of the Lord involves repentance, so
the contradiction is only apparent, not real.
The score is therefore 1-0 for the UPC.Now let us look at
another doctrine that is central to the UPC: The doctrine that
says that speaking in tongues is necessary for salvation.
(Before I begin I should point out that the UPC view is that
the Holy Ghost is necessary for salvation, and on this point I
agree with them, just like every other evangelical Christian
does. However, speaking in tongues is synonymous with the Holy
Ghost to the UPC (since they believe that the initial evidence
of receiving the Holy Ghost is that a person speaks in tongues
(("The Gift of the Holy Ghost", Accessed 8/12/2007))), so that
is why I say that I am examining the UPC doctrine that says
that speaking in tongues is necessary for salvation.)
The UPC uses three Scripture passages to "prove" that speaking
in tongues is the evidence of receiving the Holy Ghost: Acts
2:1-4, Acts 10:44-48, and Acts 19:1-6 ((Ibid.)). From these
three passages the UPC extracts the doctrine that "The
initial, outward evidence [of receiving the Holy Ghost] is
speaking in tongues, which means speaking miraculously in
languages the speaker does not know ((Ibid.))."
But is this doctrine true, or does it contradict other
Scripture? Specifically, does it contradict 1 Cor. 12:28-30,
which says:
1Co 12:28-30 (NASB, bold print added for emphasis)

(28) And God has appointed in the church, first apostles,
second prophets, third teachers, then miracles, then gifts of
healings, helps, administrations, various kinds of tongues.
(29) All are not apostles, are they? All are not prophets,
are they? All are not teachers, are they? All are not workers
of miracles, are they?
(30) All do not have gifts of healings, do they? All do not
speak with tongues, do they? All do not interpret, do they?
It is obvious from the context that Paul is asking rhetorical
questions and that the answer to each question is "No." It is
very important that Paul did not ask, "All do not have the
gift of tongues"; Instead, he asked, "All do not speak with
tongues, do they?" (This is a crucial difference since the UPC
believes that Paul was talking about the gift of tongues in
this passage, which the UPC believes is separate from "tongues
as the initial evidence of the Holy Ghost." It is my opinion
that if every believer who received the Holy Ghost was
speaking in tongues then Paul never would have worded his
question in the matter that he did. His goal was to cut down
on confusion in the church at Corinth, not add to it!)
So at this point in the discussion the UPC has three Scripture
passages that they claim are examples of people speaking in
tongues when they initially received the gift of the Holy
Ghost. From this they extrapolate the doctrine that all
believers speak in tongues when they receive the Holy Ghost.
In contrast to this we have a direct statement from Paul
saying that all believers do not speak with tongues.
This definitely appears to be a true contradiction, but let us
keep looking.
The question that we need to ask next is this: Are there any
examples of people being filled with the Holy Ghost or
receiving the Holy Ghost when they did not speak with tongues?
Interestingly enough, there is one example: Paul himself.

Act 9:17-19a NASB (bold print added for emphasis)
(17) So Ananias departed and entered the house, and after
laying his hands on him said, "Brother Saul, the Lord Jesus,
who appeared to you on the road by which you were coming, has
sent me so that you may regain your sight and be filled with
the Holy Spirit."
(18) And immediately there fell from his eyes something like
scales, and he regained his sight, and he got up and was
baptized;
(19) and he took food and was strengthened.
Apparently Ananias did not plan on wasting any time. He walked
in the door and told Paul that he had been sent for two
reasons: 1) that Paul would regain his sight and 2) that Paul
would be filled with the Holy Spirit. Then Ananias gets right
down to business; he lays his hands on Paul and Paul’s vision
is restored. Then what happened? Paul got baptized. Then what
happened? He ate a meal.
And that’s it.
No mention of tongues.
So it appears that the UPC’s claim that "Speaking with other
tongues has been connected with Spirit baptism since the
beginning of the church age" ((Ibid.)) commits the sin of
omission by failing to include every applicable example of
people being filled with the Holy Ghost. It is also
interesting that there is no mention of any of the
(approximately) 3,000 believers baptized on the Day of
Pentecost speaking in tongues (Acts 2:41).
(Another example of someone being filled with the Holy Ghost
and not speaking in tongues is when John the Baptist was
filled with the Holy Ghost. According to Luke 1:15 he was
filled with the Spirit while still in his mother’s womb, and,
while it is possible that he spokes in tongues, I find it
rather unlikely.)

Also, on closer inspection of the UPC’s "proof Scriptures" for
tongues being the initial evidence of a person receiving the
Holy Ghost we find that one of the passages does not even
qualify! Which one? Acts 19:1-6. The careful reader will note
that the passage does not say that the 12 disciples were
filled with the Holy Ghost, it says that the Holy Ghost came
upon them. This seems like a small difference, but it is a
very important one. It was quite common all throughout the Old
Testament for the Holy Spirit to "come upon" a person or group
of people, yet we know from John 7:39 that the Spirit was not
given until Jesus was glorified. (For examples of the Holy
Ghost coming upon people in the Old Testament see the
following Scriptures: Numbers 11:25, 24:2, Judges 3:10, 6:34,
11:29, 14:6, 14:19, 15:14, 1 Samuel 10:10, 11:6, 16:13, 19:20,
19:23, 1 Chronicles 12:18, 2 Chronicles 20:14.)
Finally, we have Paul’s statement in 1 Corinthians 14:22 which
says that tongues is a sign to the unbeliever, not the
believer. The UPC view of tongues stands in direct opposition
to Paul’s statement, because the UPC teaches that tongues is
the initial evidence to the believer (and by extension to
those around him or her) that they have received the Holy
Ghost. So the UPC makes tongues a sign to the believer when it
is actually meant to be a sign to the unbeliever.
So, to summarize, we actually have two Scripture passages
showing where people spoke in tongues when they received the
Holy Ghost (Acts 2:1-6 and Acts 10:44-48). In contrast to this
we have a direct statement by Paul saying that not all
believers speak in tongues (1 Cor. 12:30) and the absence of
any record of Paul himself speaking in tongues when he
received the Holy Ghost. Last but not least, we have the fact
that tongues is supposed to be a sign to the unbeliever, not
the believer.
In light of all of this evidence I am forced to conclude that
there is a real contradiction between the UPC view and the
biblical view of tongues. In other words, the UPC view of

tongues is consistent with itself but it is not consistent
with the entirety of Scripture. The fact that the UPC view is
consistent with itself makes it sound very good, but when the
entirety of Scripture is examined then one finds out that the
UPC view is not consistent with the rest of Scripture.
So the score is now UPC 1 – Bible 1.
What can we learn from all of this? Well, if you are reading
this article and you have never taken a philosophy course or a
course in logic then you probably learned that an idea that
seems so simple (like truth) can actually be quite
complicated! In all seriousness, though, I am hoping that
those who read this article will have a better idea of what
truth actually is and that they will know how to apply the
basic principles of logic to other doctrines and teachings to
find out whether or not they are correct.
It is my hope and prayer that readers will always remember to
check out the entirety of Scripture when examining doctrines
to find out whether or not the doctrine conflicts with itself
logically and whether or not it conflicts with other
Scripture.

Acts 2:37-38 (Misinterpreted
Scriptures)
Now when [the Jews present at the Upper Room on the Day of
Pentecost] heard this, they were pricked in their heart, and
said unto Peter and to the rest of the apostles, Men and
brethren, what shall we do? Then Peter said unto them,
Repent, and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus
Christ for the remission of sins, and ye shall receive the

gift of the Holy Ghost.
Misinterpretation: This is the “flagship” Scripture of the UPC
and of all Oneness Pentecostal churches. There are many ways
that this Scripture is mistaught by the UPC, but the only
error that I will point out here is that many Oneness
Pentecostal preachers and saints misquote the Scripture by
reciting, “Men and brethren, what shall we do to be saved.”
Facts: The careful reader will notice that the words “to be
saved” are not found in Acts 2:37. Peter had already told the
believers how to be saved in Acts 2:21, when he quoted the
prophet Joel and said, “[W]hosoever shall call on the name of
the Lord shall be saved.” By the time Peter concluded his
sermon in Acts 2:36, the Jews who were present were “pricked
in their heart.” That is when they asked Peter and the “rest
of the apostles,” “[W]hat shall we do?”
The reason that this is important is because these men had
already believed in Christ. That’s why they were pricked in
their heart! They wouldn’t have ever asked the question unless
they already believed on Christ! If they didn’t believe then
they would have laughed and walked off. However, they did
believe, and so they were moved to ask what they needed to do.
Peter responded by telling them to be baptized in the Name of
Jesus Christ, and that they would receive the Holy Ghost.
The point is that it was not baptism who saved the new
believers, it was their belief. (More properly, it was God’s
grace working through their belief). Their baptism was a
response to their salvation, not the cause of their salvation.
The International Standard Bible Encyclopedia sums it up well
when they write, “Peter’s ‘Repent ye, and be baptized…in the
name of Jesus Christ’ (Act_2:38) is meaningless unless faith
were exercised in Christ.” ((ISBE, “Justification”))
I will conclude my discussion of Acts 2:37-38 by quoting the
story of the jailer’s conversion, found in Acts 16:27-34,

which makes the distinction between belief and baptism even
more clearer.
Act 16:27-34 KJV
(27) And the keeper of the prison awaking out of his sleep,
and seeing the prison doors open, he drew out his sword, and
would have killed himself, supposing that the prisoners had
been fled.
(28) But Paul cried with a loud voice, saying, Do thyself no
harm: for we are all here.
(29) Then he called for a light, and sprang in, and came
trembling, and fell down before Paul and Silas,
(30) And brought them out, and said, Sirs, what must I do to
be saved?
(31) And they said, Believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, and
thou shalt be saved, and thy house.
(32) And they spake unto him the word of the Lord, and to all
that were in his house.
(33) And he took them the same hour of the night, and washed
their stripes; and was baptized, he and all his, straightway.
(34) And when he had brought them into his house, he set meat
before them, and rejoiced, believing in God with all his
house.

