
The Bible Doesn’t Say That 
Introduction. We are stewards of God’s grace in 1 Peter 4:10-11, and Peter 

puts these manifestations of grace in two broad categories: “speaking” and “serving.” 
The former covers all forms of oral communication. “The oracles of God” are 
utterances or words from God’s mouth. So what one says must be as God says it (2 
Corinthians 5:20; 1 Thessalonians 2:13).


Any addition to “the oracles of God” is something God hasn’t said, even though. 
There are a lot of places in the Bible where man has taught his own opinion and added 
to the word of the Lord. The serious problem with all of this is that man abides in 
darkness with error, instead of coming to the light. So our job as His children is to 
dispel this darkness.


I. John 3:16 
A. The passage does not say “faith only.” In fact, “only” is not in the text. But some 

say that the nature of belief is implied in the illustration of Moses lifting up the 
serpent in the wilderness — they only had to look at the brazen serpent to be 
saved (v. 14; cp. Numbers 21:4-9).


B. However, man is not saved by faith only. In order to harmonize the scriptures, 
there are several elements by which man is saved, including hope (Romans 
8:24), grace (Ephesians 2:8), mercy (Titus 3:5), the word (James 1:21), hearing 
(John 5:24), the blood of Jesus (Matthew 26:28), faithfulness to the end of life 
(Revelation 2:10), etc.


II. Mark 16:16 
A. The text does not say, “He that believeth shall be saved and can be baptized 

later.” Jesus put believe and be baptized together; man separates them. Jesus 
has B + B = salvation; man has B alone = salvation and B (baptism) is later for 
saved people.


B. Denominationalists baptize “saved” people, Christians. They speak of two 
“church ordinances” — baptism and the Lord’s Supper. As the Lord’s Supper is 
for Christians, according to them so is baptism. The trouble with their argument 
is that the Lord didn’t say that. Baptism is for washing away sins (Acts 22:16) 
and putting one into Christ (Galatians 3:26-27) and into the body (1 Corinthians 
12:13). That is what the apostle Paul learned and then taught to others.


III. Galatians 2:15-16 
A. These verses show that the works of which Paul spoke were works, not of 

obedience to the gospel (i.e. the terms of the gospel such as baptism), but 
works of the Law of Moses.


B. The denominationalists ignore this, and since the days of the Protestant 
Reformation, have applied them to the terms of obedience to the gospel. That is 
why they strenuously reject baptism for the remission of sins. They misapply the 
use that Paul makes of works.
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C. Belief is a “work” (John 6:29). It is true we are not saved by works, but in 
perhaps the most well-used passage, Ephesians 2:8-9, Paul refers to elements 
of the Law of Moses (cp. Romans 3:28).


D. Faith without works God ordained for salvation is dead (James 2:26). In Joshua 
6:1-7, God graciously gave the city of Jericho to them, but they had to march 
around the city in faith (cp. Hebrews 11:30). All throughout Bible history, faith 
lead people to obey, such as Abraham (James 2:21-24). Now, when one 
believes, they will act in faith and repent, confess, and be baptized.


IV. Acts 2:6-11 
A. Ever since the Pentecostal movement began at Charles Parham’s Bethel 

College in Topeka, Kansas, where a student, Agnes Ozman, manifested the “gift 
of tongues” on New Year’s Eve, 1900, “glossolalists” have claimed this gift.


B. They say the “multitude” (v. 6) was speaking in tongues, but the apostles were 
the ones heard speaking in tongues (cp. 1:26). Read the text again carefully 
(1:26-2:33). The multitude heard and saw the twelve apostles speaking in 
tongues. The text does not say what modern tongue speakers want it to say!


C. Furthermore, what is actually spoken is important. Linguist Eugene A. Nida, in 
the 1960s provided detailed reasons why modern glossolalia could not be a 
human language. Furthermore, W. A. Wolfram in his studies concluded in 1966 
that glossolalia did not have the basic elements of human language — it was 
composed of guttural vowel sounds. This agrees completely with the context, 
which indicates that what was spoken was known, identifiable languages that 
Jews from other countries could understand (cp. 1 Corinthians 14:9-13).


V. 1 Corinthians 13:10 
A. People want to make “the perfect” in 1 Corinthians 13:10 Jesus Christ, thus 

arguing that spiritual gifts will last until Jesus comes a second time. But this 
does not fit the context. The words “that which” are used instead of “He who.” 
“That which” grammatically fits miracles. Also, “in part” and “perfect” are in 
opposition to one another. “In part” will be “done away” (v. 10). We have a full 
revelation of Christ and nothing about Him shall be “done away” (1 John 1:1-4).


B. Pentecostals additionally say that the only real evidence of the Holy Spirit is 
speaking in tongues. Speaking in tongues did continue in the early church, but 
in 1 Corinthians 12:8-10 Paul says that this gift is only one among many spiritual 
gifts (wisdom, knowledge, faith, healing, working of miracles, prophecy, 
discerning of spirits, tongues, and the interpretation of tongues). Why do the 
Pentecostals not believe in these other gifts? In 1 Corinthians 13, Paul stressed 
that there was a better way to show the influence of the Spirit within us. He also 
stated that the gifts were only temporary, to be done away with when the 
“perfect” comes. That “perfect” was the completed word of God.


VI. Matthew 23:9 
A. The Catholic Church calls their priests “Father,” demands that all people call 

them “Father” even though there is no spiritual connection between them, and 
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justifies it all by claiming that Jesus meant do not call anyone “your principal 
father.” What a perversion of scripture! Matthew 23:9 does not say that!


B. The Jews of Jesus’s day wanted to be called by a number of religious titles. 
Today such titles as “Reverend,” “Master,” “Lord Bishop,” “Cardinal,” and even 
“Pope” (chief father) are used. Men love their religious titles but Jesus 
condemned them! Yet no apostle ever used a one of such titles.


C. The Protestant clergy also employs different religious titles. Such is vanity and 
pride. One of the most used titles is “Pastor.” I ask these so-called “pastors” if 
they are “bishops” and most of them say no. I show their error by showing them 
that “pastor” and “bishop” are the same person (Acts 20:28). Pastors are not 
preachers — they are spiritual shepherds that feed the sheep of the flock. Elders 
(cp. 20:17), bishops, and pastors are the same men. Their different designations 
set forth their different tasks.


VII. Revelation 20:4 
A. The Premillennialists have the saints reigning on earth. Do you see “on earth” or 

“on the earth” in this text? In fact, many make claims to justify their doctrine that 
are not even mentioned in the passage.

1. It does not mention the second coming of Christ.

2. It does not mention a bodily resurrection.

3. It does not mention the literal throne of David.

4. It does not mention Jerusalem of Palestine.

5. It does not mention us.

6. It does not mention Christ on earth.


B. Revelation is unlike any other New Testament book because is it written in signs 
and symbols (1:1; cp. John 12:33; 18:32; 21:19). However, the Premillennialist 
must interpret this chapter differently if there is to be a literal 1,000 year reign 
with Christ.


C. The problem is in being consistent. Even the Premillennialist knows that 
Revelation uses symbolic language, but advocates some of the terms to be 
understood literally. But there are a lot of problems if the terms in Revelation 
20:1-10 are literal. What do we do about the key, chain, bottomless pit, dragon, 
seal on the devil, and souls of the beheaded? Are they all literal?


D. Throughout the book, wherein numbers are used symbolically, no rule of 
interpretation would justify making this number literal in Revelation 20. The 
number is a multiple of 10, which is the number meaning fulness or 
completeness. This reign with Christ indicates an unbroken and full period of 
rule. It was set in opposition to the short time of persecution (Revelation 2:10; 
11:9, 11; 12:6).


Conclusion. These examples illustrate how the false teacher’s prooftexts do not 
say what he claims they say. Since they do not, people who seek the true grasp of 
scripture have to reject this misuse!


I am deeply indebted to Bill Reeves for the use of his material.
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