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. CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

Lvon the casual reoader of the Now Testament carmoi long
escape the importance which the New Testament writers attach
to the sacrament of baptlsm, Nor needs one to have studied
theolosy very extensively Lo discover that the doctrine of
baptism has long boon the subjeet of theological debate, par=
tlcularly since theo time of the Reformation. Recent intor=-
28t in the subjoet stema from what Oscar Cullman calls "the
mopt sorious challenge to infant baptism which bas ever boeon
orfered."t He refers to Karl Barth's booklet on The Toach-

ing of the Chuvch gonceranlnsz Baptlsi,e

This thosis is not written in answer to any current cone
troversy on the subjesct,s It grew rather out of a perscnal
interest in the subject of baptism, Increasing interest in
the i:bp:ic led inevitably to the question of the relationshlp
botween Christian beptiem and fits prototype in John's baptism,
This thesis is a beginmning in the direction of an answer to
that question. The problem is, of course, not an original ono,
for it has boen the subject of much previous excgetical inves=-

loscar Cullmon, Baptism in the Hew Tegtamenif-. translated
by Je Ko S, Reid (Londons SC4u Press, Ltdepy 1950); Pe Se
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It is only a beginning, and that for two reasons. In
the first placey; the topic began to assume dimensions which
were not originally foreseen., While, for the most part, the
inquiry has been brought to e satisfactory conclusion, at
the same time a host of subsidiary issues were encountered
whichy, in justice to the subjoct, deserve a fuller troatment
than they have been glwven. Secondly, thls thesis uses only
socamdary souxses, relying heavily on the comments and finde
ings of other authores on this or relatoed sub jocts,.

In peeling tc answer tho problem this thesis limits 1t-
gelf to working within the Biblical framework. It complete=
iy ignores questions repgerding the suthentlecity and higtori=-
clty of ceritein passages; G.Zepy Mte 28:19, This is not to
say that such Incuiries sre not legltimato aspects of tho
exegebical disecipline, but that such investigations lie oute
cide the scope of this thesis. It furthermore confines it-
self to such evidence on the gubject as, in the opinion of
the writer, is furnished by a study of the Seriptures. Thore=
fore, strictly extra=Biblical material is excluded such as,
GeZep the studies which seck to find the origin of Jomm's
baptism in the purificatory rites of the mystery religions
or in Jewish prosclyte baptisms. Agaln, thi=z ls not to say
that; from a purely humen volnt of view, these may not have
been instrumental in creating for John o rite appropriate to
his purposes. HNor is this to sey that they are not valld

gub jects of inquiry and eannot contribute mch by way of

, s |
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background mateorial, However, the assumption of this thesis
is that, whatever the hmman agent, uliimately John's baptism
finds its source in God's inltiative, Throughout this the=-
gis is concerned primarily with the relationship of the theo=
logical content of the two baptlsms,

This thesls does not claim toc be zn exhaustive treat=-
men®y; olther of Johat's baptism, or of Christian baptism; nor
does it pretend to have spoken the last word on thelr rela-
tlonzhip. It rather highlighte what, to tho mind of the
wrlter, aro the significan® clomonts which mat be taken ine
to account in any troeatment of the subjeoct, This thesis
finds in Christian baptism an outgrowth of John's bsp tisn,
It

¢ therefore, exzamines the baslec features of Jolm's message
and reletes them o his baptism, It then exemines these
same features in the light of Christ as the Fulfiller and
traces their relationship to Christlian beptism. The conclu=
gions are briefly stated in the last o;.:qapter. t will read=
ily be seen that in this nenner of investigation the theo=
lopgical content of Jolhm's baptism is somewhat determinitive
in ths investigation of the theologlcal content of Christe
ian baptism, For this reason not all the dew Testament pas=
sagos which refor to Christian baptism have been examined,
but prinecipally those which addresz themselves more explie

cltly to this limitatiomn.



CHAPTER II
JOHN'S BAPTISM: THE TOKEN OF A UMIQUL PROPHETIC OFFICE

For a correct interprotation of Johm's baptism, 1t is
necessary o underatand the person of the Baptist. And
rightly to understand ths Baptist, i1t 1s necessary to con-
slder him in his mission as the last 0ld Testament prophst.

The events surrcunding his birth already evidence a
strong 01id Testament flavor, His father was executing his
funetion as an 0ld Testament priest (Lk. 1:8). The angel
made his appesrance in the Temple (Lk, 1:11). John was to
go forth in the spirit and power of HElias (Lk, 1:15). The
song of praise sung bﬁ Zochaerias echoes Old Testament phrase=
ology in blessing God for idis promises spoken through the
mouth of the prophets (Lk. 1:68=79).

In prophesying of this child his father eiplicitly calls
him a prophet: "And thou, child, shalt be called the pro=
phet of the Highest' {(Lk, 1:76)e To this end he was filled
with the Spirit inf;reparation for his prophetic office
(Lke 1315), and was thus marked as Godl!s own from his birth,
Hlis ministry was %o be similar to that of Ellas, both as %o
its source and its effect (Lk. 1:17). John's call into the
prophetic office is described in terms reminiscent of the
calls of the othér 01é Testament prophets (Lk. 3:23 1 Sam,
15:10; Jexr. 1l:l). The fourth evangelist testifies that the

L i e e
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Baptist was sent by God (Jn. 1:6), a commission which chare
acterized the 0ld Testament propheots (ef. Is. 63:8).

Other prophetlec characteristics of John include his
solitude, a feabure which he shared with Jeremlah (Jer. 153
17)e His camel’s halr germent was the typical rough attire
of the prophete (Zech. 13:L3; 2 Xi. 1:8), He was certain
that his was a divine mission, a circumstance which made him
2 fearless spokesmsn for the Lor&.l But what gstamped him
declslvely as an 0ld Teatament prophot waes his witneas to
the One who wag yet to come (Mt. 1153 £f.).

But Johm was not merely cne in a succesaion of prophets,
Hls was a unicque prophetic office, Els contemporarics ale
ready regarded him a8 a rewarkabl men (Jn. 1219 ff.3 Lk.
3315; Ace. 13:28), Chriest’s judgrient confirms thelr view.

As the Way~preparer John was more than a prophat (Mts 11:19).
He was Elias who wae to come (Mte 1lslly; 17:10-13), “God's
£it man for God's apt deed,"?

The current expectation of Elljahls return was based on
the prophecy of Malachi (3:1,23). This expectation hoped
that before the dey of Judgment the prophet &1i jah would

1Regarding John's question from prison, 1t can be saild
that this in no way reflected an uncertalinty on the part of
the Baptist with respect to his divine missiocn., His falth
in the Coming One remained quite firm, At most 1t describes
a doubt as to the identlity of the Coming one.

2“Hatthaw and Mark,” The Interpreter's Bible, edited by
Coorge A. Buttrick (lew York: Abingdon-Cokesbury Press,
1951), VII, 381,
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come to sei iun order all that had ocecurred sgainst Godls
commend.” [14 jah's retura would mark the beglaning of the
end, the uniclding of the whole eschatological rlr-a.zlar=\."lr
Schniewind commentes
For if I1ijah has come, then the end has begun, And
morees It is Jesus who speaks of L1l jah, If John is
Eli jeh, who, then, is Jesus? He 1s none other than
the Coming One (Mt, 11:3), the Mightieg One (lMt. 3:11),
~ the Son of Man, who comes from heaven,
Therein lay the unicueness of Jokn's prophetic office. In
him begen the “cmehatological fulfillment of the Cld Testa=-.

n There were many prophets, but only one

ment prophecies,
Forerunner of the Lordl's Christ; and this was he, He had

the mission "to restore all things that in Isracl had been
perverted through sin; that ls, in order to prepare the Way

for ths Measiah."7

3For a full discussion of contomporary Jdewlsh expecta=
tions regarding Lli jah's return, cf, Hermamm L, Strack and
Paul Billerbsck, "ixkurse zu Linzelnen Stellocn des Neuen
Testaments,” Kommentar zum Neuen Testament Aus Talrud und
Midrasch (Muenchen: Ce He BECKISCHO ?eriﬁgsbuchhandiung,
1925 5 s iVy 76L=7 98.

lne aisparity between tho 01d Testement prophecies
and contemporary notions msy account for John's refusal to
acknowledge this title (ef, Jne 13:21), Or it may also be
that he did not know himself to b2 Zlijah Redivivus, He
knew himself eimply as the ¢ w vv’, {Jne 1:23).

SJulius Schniewind, “D?s Hvangellum nach Hatthaeusa“
Dags Neue Testament Deutsch (Coettingen: Vandenhosck ui
Ruprecht, 195.)s II, L}5. Translation my own.

C1nid., pe U3,

7Bernha1d'weiss A éommentar I
» A ry on the New Tostament
translated from.the &erman Dy ¢, He Schodde and E, Wilson
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John, the lsat 0ld Testament prophet, whoze was a unigue
prophetic office, fulfilled his office with an equally uniaue
embleon of offlcej nawely, his baptism, The uniqueness of
thls tolien of' his office is already secen in the et that
his surnamee= SuTr tw"uis -=1g used of him elome, This name
vas especially constructed for him and exclusively applied
to him.e’ “here was nothing new about a rite of baptism,
The Fharisees;, the Lzsenos, the Hemero-Baptists, and others
all practiced btypes of bapiisim.’ Bub whereas such baptisms
wers all sell-adninlstered,; John's beptismwas unique in this
respect, that the Word gave it 1ts significant content.lo
For such a baptism a baptizer was indigpensible, and hence
the surnsme.

Jotn's bepitlism cnjoyed a unimeness not only among his
contemporaries, but more important, in the prophetic host

that had gone on before,. Among the 0ld Testament prophets

(How York and London: Funk end Wagnalls Co., 1906}, I,
116,

85, Cepke, " ﬁdﬂ'l—' (o f‘is," Theologieschas Yoerterbuch zum
Heuen :estame%tr edited by CGerhard Kittel (Stuttgart: Ver-

1as von We Lonlhammer, 1933), I, Slhie

P¥or o Aiscussion of the prototypes of John's baptism,
ef's Carl H, Xraeling, John the Baptist (ilew York and London:
Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1951), DPpe 95=122,

1°The significsnce of Joln's message for the content of
his baptism will form the burden of tho next threc chapters.

1lpdolph Schlatter, Der Lvanselist Matthaous {Stutte
gart:s Calwer Verlag, 1943), pp. 53 If.

PRITZI.ATF MEMOPRTET LIBRARY
CORCURDIA Sy
ST, LOULS, 10,



3
the symbolic desd was an important instrament for commminlcow
tion., But in a souse 1t also holped bring about what 1t was
intended to expr-éae.la Dr. Whoelor Robinson arrives st the
following conclusiong

The symbolic desd » « ¢ Torcibly oxpresses the divine
. puz"oose to others, since actions sueak louder than

nrds. But there is something more than this, some=
uvas Droug:h’a over from earlior phasses of the imita=-
tive act The nrophetic act is itself a part of the
will of Ja?'mea, 0 Wnoso cormTéue fulfiliment It pointss
1% brings that will nearer to its completion not on=-
L;-,_ as de c]q?.mrr 1%, Dukt in somo suell cegres 28 eliecte
Ing 1te 1t co*ros*zoﬁ?{i' wi th the propueﬁic perieet o
Hobrow syn{igx, by :.Lﬂardinge the will of God as already
fulfillisd,

if this be trueo of the aymbolical action of previous 0ld Tes-
tament prophets,; 1t is uniguely true of the last 01ld Testa=
ment prophet,. dJohn's symbolical amct, his baptism, conveyed
everything which his message proclaimed, As John proclaimed
the nearness of the Klungdom of God, so hig baptism opened

the dcor of its tlu-cushlmld.ul' As Jolm preachod repentance;
so his baptism effocted repontance and conveyed forglive-

ness.+? As John bore witness to & Mightier One who was yet

to come, =0 als his baptism wes to be superseded by a great-

120f. Joshe. 8:18,26; 1 Ki. 223113 Jer, 27:1=T3
28:10=1}

1311. U, Hobinson, Old -ostanent ugsays, edited by D. C.
Simpson, as quoted in YW, s Flemington, The Now Testament
Doctyrine of Baptism (Londan. SFCK, 19537, pe 2l.

Urnrra, Chapter IIT.

151 ¢fra, Chapter IV.



o bapi;ism.]"s

In summary of this chapter we conclude that John, the
last of the 01d Testamwent propheis; as &l jJah Redivivus who
was toroptore all things, enjoyed a unigque prophetic mige
sion, His unique nange= ;'Saﬂuﬂlj S=walircady Indleated that

his bopitism was a unigue tokem of his prophetic office,

& “ -
Winrps, Chapter V.



CHAPTER IIX
JOHN'S BAPTISM: THE ENACTHENT OF HIS MESSAGE

"The Kingdom is at Handl”

-

In the preceding chapter it was briefly pointed out that
Johnit's baptism stood as a unigque prophotlsc symbol of a unige
0ld Testament prophetie office, In this and the succeecding
two chapters it wlll be the burden of thic thesis that John'as
bantism waes an enactment of his characteristic 01d Testa=-
ment mescage, By this is meant that John's baptism effected
what hiz messapge proclaimed. The problem in this chapter will
be to demonsetrate that Johnts baptism opened the door into
the Kingdom, the same Kingdom which formed an essential fea~
ture of his preaching. :

When Joln preached the Xingdom of the heoavens, he again
idgentified himself as an 0lé Testament prophet. For the
Kingdom was 2 charecteristic 01d Testament terme for the
sphere of God's grecious activity.l Whil Ho is pictured as
King over ths universe uaich is His creation,2 the idea of
being King always implicd contact with His people, UHence

e is seon more specifically as Xing over IHls chosen people,

1For the 01ld Testament background to John's undsr=
g tanding of the XKingdom, I am indebted to Professor M, H,
Franzmamn®s wapublished lectures in New Testament ITheologye.

25 2ey Poe 103:19-22; Jer. 10:6-10.
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the people of Israe1.3 Yot for all His care over larael, Ee
is not & loeal, tribal doity., His wniversal Kingship is the
background and presupposlition of His natlonsl Kingship (Ex.
1935)e Even tho human kings of Isracl continually serve as
s prophotic reminder thet the throme of David is "the throne
of the Kingdom of the Lord over Israel” (1 Chr, 28:5), and
the kingship of his successgorsg is "the kingdom of the Lord
in the hands of the sons of Lavid® (2 Chr. 13:8). But the
Davidle kingehip i1s not, snd cammot be, the ultimate king=
ship of CGod In history. For the prophets contimmally polnt
forward to a complete and ultimate realization of the which
the Davidis kingship only partically expressed; namely, the
reign of Cod on earth (Mic. L31=-8; Is, 5237-10; Zech, U1:9).

The gignificence of ithe Kinpdomeconcept for ths pro=
clamation of John is twofold, In the first place, the King=
don=concent is heavily freighted wlth eschatological over=
tones. Ito ultimnte esteblishment is always viewed as a fu=
ture ovenb, "in the dayY (Ie, 11:10), It is viewed as the
Pinal victorious act of God on behelf of His pecple (2 Sam,
7:16), %the gcal of all history. Secondly, the Kingdom is -
God's own dsed, where Ie alone i=s ?.u?-,er {Dane 284dL)e

The role which the Kingdom=concept occupled in the n:linds
of Jotm's contemporaries, and the difforent forms which 1€

aspumed, 1z well summarized by Jeohn Brights

35.8., Is. 33:20=243 Lh3:1i=153 Zeph, 3:ll,
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{The 0ld Testament) is, in ell of 1ts perts, suffused
wlth the awareness of the rule of CGod over Hlas peopleg
it is upheld by the hope and the longing, expressed in
e dozen divergent forms, for tho coming establishment
of the Kingdom of God, By the time of Christ this hope
had; we might say, crystallized into cerialn ma jor pat=
terns. These pattorns, 1t must bs underscored, woere by
no means mitually excluslve cr contradictory, but were
erprossions of the same longing end feith, There was
the hope of political resbtoration, of independence from
Rome through military action led by the Messish, This
hope we assocliato ecsmpeclally with that group known as
the Zealots, the natiomalist perty withian Judaisn,
There was also the ideal of tho Holy Commonwealth, pre=
valent partioularly among the Phariseoes, Thess looked
egqually for the exaltatlion of Godls pecple under the
rmlo of his lMessiah, But they expected this by CGod's
action, not manis, and were consequently chary of fol-
bwing messianic protenders in the atruggle against
iilomes They saw it as thelr duty to make actual the i-
deoel of the Holy Pesople of God through strict obser-
vance of the law, snd if thiz were done, (God would send
and exal t his Messiah. #lnally, thers was the apocte
Lyptic hope (such as that best expressed in Danlel and
1 inoch) of the catastrophic ilntervention of CGod, and
of the Son of bHan in clouds and glopy to receive an
eternal Kingdom {(cf, Dan. 7:13 =1l) .""

Thus when John resumed tho 01d Testament prophetic utter-
ances about the Kingdom, he was not spealking a new wuth. Hs
wes rather presenting en old truth in a new porspective, His
message ebout the Kingdom wass :f;')«rlrs ¥ 5 1t is herel The
reien of God Tncernate had become a weallty in the Coming
Ona., God was even then speaking His last definite Word, The
fulnezs of time had coms, The nd was hurtled into the pre=
sent (1 Pete l27)e The age of Emanuel had dawmed. God was

present in the Word who dwelt among men {Jn. 1l:lli).

ll'John Bright, The Kingdom of God: The Siblicsl Concept
and Itg lMeani (New York and Nashville: Abingdon-Uokesbury
Pressg, ce 1953); De 151



3

John, then ushered in the new ago with his startling
nessane. Mark places his preparatory activity at "the be=-
ginning of the CGospel of Jesus Christ, the Scn of Goad"
{Mk, 1l:1l). In a very reoal sense, howsver, John never par=
ticipated In the new age. Iuring his final imprisonment he:
8till thought in terms of the Coming One, And; indead; not
until after Zaster and Pentecost could nen speak with full
conviction of the One to whom all the prophets teatified.

this mach is certain, that this 01d Testament prophet

cr

Yo

pointed nen %o the Kinpgdomg that by virtue of his uniquo po=

.

[}
[N

his word and work and mission that the way into the Kinge
dom leye

Jegue pald this high tribute to Johm in Mit, 21:23=32,
The passape 1z an indictment on the part of dJesus of the
Pharisees, iowcver, not only the Pharisces themselves, but
Jewish opinion pumerally, would have held that their pro-
spects of entering the Kingdom weﬁo of the best; while those
of the taxz-geatherers and harlots were infinitesimal.s Sut
the staritling element in Josus?! pronouncement was the com=
plete roversal of thet Jjudgment, based on their attitude o=
werd John., Because the harlots and the publicans belloved
Jolm, they went into tho Kingdom of God. Conversely, the

-

“Alfred Plummer, An Exegetical Commentary on the Gosg=
pel _?_Q_D_I_’_(Lj_._n_ﬂ” to Saint Hatthew (London: &lliot Stoclk,
1909}y Pe 295a _

tion on the threshnold of the Kingdom of God, it was through
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Pharisees’' refusal to belleve John excluded them from the

Kingdom, 1In Jesus? judgment it was impossible to by-pass the
Baptist in their quest for the Kingdom, "Er hat dle Herr-
schalft Gottes verkuendet und die Tuer zu ihr aurgetan."é

The condlition for entry into the Kingdom, then, lay in
believing John, Believing John involved trusting and render-
ing obedience, Thils is the point of the pas:-age, GCod Him=
self spoke through John, John's authority was the same as
Carist’s owns It wes of heaven, an admission which the Phare
isees were not willing to make, FHence to obey John was to
obey God, to submit to the divime will, to repent, 7This was
to go into the Kingdom of Gode '

Pertinent to this thesis, however, is the closes connection
between Jom's message of the Kingdom and his baptism. When
desus declared that the way into the Kingdom lay in believing
John, Ho at the same time made a similar claim for John'!s
baptism, The baptism of John rested on his authority as & \
prophet, which had been received directly from heaven; that :

8
iz, from God.7 In the baptism of John Ged Himself acted.

6a"ulius Schniewind, "Des Lvangelium nach Matthaeus,"

Dag Neue Testament Deutsch (Goettingen: Vandenhoeck und
Ruprecnt, 1950), Lls 217e

T"Hatthew and Mark," Yhe Interpreter's Bible, edited
by George A, Buttrick (New York: iblagdun=-Colosbury Press,
1951), pe. 509.

BSchniowind, loce cit, :
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His authority to baptize was the same as his authority to
preach, "John's beptism was the ocutward expression of his
life's work, the call to repentance, so that to 'believe him!
{vve 25;32) and to 'be baptized by him' (Lk, 7:29 f£f.) were
one and the seme thing.“g

The parable of the two sons (vv, 28-29) emphasizes the
same thoughte. It speaks of men’as relationship te the Father,
In apolying the parable Jdosus concentrates on His hearers!
atititude toward John. DMcleile sees a difficulty hore., "The
difficuliy arises from the fact that while the parable speaks
of relations with God; this verse (32) deals w th attltudes

towards the Baptist,”0

But this is precisely the point.
God dealt with men in the message and baptism of John. Thelr
rela tion to God was determined by thelr attituds toward John.
This is true also because John iz described as coming
in the way of righteocusness, The close conneciion between
the Kingdom and righteousness is scen in a passage like Mt,
6:33. The proclsmation of the Kingdom involved pointing
out the way of righteousness. The full significance for this
thesis bocomes more eppavent in Mt. 3:15, where in submit=
ting to John?s baptism, Chrigt fulfilled all righteousness.

The Kingdom, the way of rightecusness, and Johnl’s baptism are

%A. H. McHeile, The Gospel accordinz to Saint Matthew
(Londons Macikillan and Company, Ltdes 41949)s Pe 30L.

107414,
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2ll closely related,

That there iz more than a mere sxtsrnal relationship,
however, ig demonstrated in Lk. 7:29=30., To resject Jom's
baptism was to vejeot God, To rocelive 1t was to justifly CGod,.
In this passage a relotionshlip to God was determinsd by a
stand specifically to Joun's baptism., Those who heard Johm
justified God by receiving also his baptism, To jJustify God

is to "adwit the righieousness of God, in making these claims

upon them and greniting them these opnoritunl ties by beslang

2 nll

baptized. in commenting on this phrase Zahn sayse

¢ « o den durch den Tacufer verkiindigiten Willen Gottes,
dasz Jodermann sich taufen lasse, um Vergebung der
Suenden zu empfansen (3:3), als eine gorechite For=
derung anerkannt, lndem iée sich mit dox Taufe des
Johannea taufen lieszen,
To justify God, then, %3 to acknowledge God's graciocus rule,
and denctes the hmman countbterpart of ths divine rulership ex-
pressed in the concept of the Kingdom, This occurred ia John's
beptism, which effected a real enirance into the Kingdom. .
That John's baptism opened the door into the Kingdom 1s
clear also in the negative reaction of the FPharisess and law=-

yers, "By declining baptism /They/put a divine opportunity

1l 1rrea Plummer, "A Criticel and Exegetical Commentary
on the Gospel according to Saint Imke,” The Ipternational
Critical Commenta (New York: <Charles Scribner's Sons,
1906) s ARVILT, ZOE.

121meodor Zahn, "Das Evangolium des Lucas,;! Kommentar
zum Nouen Testament (Lelpszigs A. Deicherilschne Verlags=
Duchhandiung Nachlfep 1913), III, 315.
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from them, and so frustratod the purposes of God.“l'?' There
was no alternative, They had barred themselves from the gra=
cious counsel off God by their reifmsal to be baptizod by John,

In sunmary we conclude that when Johm resumsd the 01d
Testament prophetic proclamation of the Kingdom, he added
his own pecullar conbtribution: 17\"(!" €V, In close comnsction
with his proclamation of the Kingdom stood his bap tism, The
ettitude of mon toward him and his bap tism determined thelr
rela tionship to God, More specifically, his bapilsm effected

entrance inbto that Kingdom,

1341313am Menson, "The Gospel of Luke,” The Moffatt
How Tegtament Commenitery (New York and Londons | Harper and
Birothers L"\li)liSth'Sp nodo)g Pe 82,




CHAPTER IV
JOHWES BAPTISM: THE EVNACTMINT OF HIS MESSAGE
"Repentl®

Tnn his ery for repentance Jobhm parallsled the 014 Testa=-
mnent vrophetic idsal of rapentsmee.l In the 0ld Testanient
we msat a conception of repsntance as a return to God. It
is a personal repentence bocsuse sin iz personal. Thers is
always an "I-Thou" rela tlionshlp between God and man in both
gin and repentance, This personal relationship is brought
to clessical expression in Ps, 5lih: "Ageinst Thee, Thse only
have I sinned,” Sin is apostasy from God.z Repeniance,
therofore, iz a radical roversal, The Hebreow term _7_'70:’
means o arn, %o return, to turn abmni‘-.s Repentance, then,
is a2lso personal, & roturn unto the Lord (Amos l:6)., It ine-
volves obedlence to the will of ths Lord (Jer. 34:15; 26:3=5),

I% means trust in the Lord, not in others (Hos. 13133 Is, 30:

15), I% involves & turning awey from all evil, a complete

lFo:a:' the 01ld Testament backsround of the concept of
repentance I am iandebted to Professor . He Franzmann?s un-
published lsctures in New Testament Theology.

231‘. the analogy to the unfal thful wife in Hos. 1-3.
3Gesenius,, Hebrow and Chaldee Lexicon to the 01¢ Testa=-

ment Scriptures translated Trom the Letin Dy Se P . Tragelles
(Grand Rop ids: Wme. B. Herdmans Publishing Co., 1949), p. 807.
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break with evil (ks, 33:11l)., Finally, and of great signi=-
ficence, this turning, this repentance is God's work (Ps,.
51:10; Lam, 5:213 1 Xi. 18:37).

Though later legalistic Jadaism made of the 5] 17 ‘.?3 a
synergistic concept, John rencwed the cry of the pr;pheté in
his domand for univevsal, radical repentance, This basic note
of his preaching is already foreoshadowed in the announcement
of nls blrth to Zecharias (Lk, 1:16), There the vorb.cam:rt.péq;gc
~ is used to reproduce the idea implicit im 274 . Mbe 3:2
indicates that usecivoe is the fundamental item in John's
preaching together with his announcement of the imminence of
tho Kingdom. This repentance was ©o be universal. ot only
were the notorious sinners to repent (L. 3?12), nct only the
Gentile soldiers (Lk. 3:1L), but particularly also the picus
Jews, who thought they had no neced (Mte. 3:7)e John demanded
a complete change, o totality which was to bring about a
correspending change in the manner of 1life (Mi, 3:8-10). This
life was tc he one of love and righteousness according to God's
will (L. 3:10=1l),

John!s preaching of repentance received its urgency from
the imminence of the ine-breaking of the Kingdom. He knew 5
himself to be living and preaching in eschatological times.
The Kingdom of heaven was at handi hence his call to repent-
ance (Mt. 332)., God's judgment was near; glready the axe was

laid to the root (Mt, 3:10). Repentance was the only flight
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from the wrath to come (Mt, 3:7-8)}. ¥Yet therein lay also
the unstresssd, buit implicit promise of hope, God's gra-
clous ¥ale, fis Kingdom came through such repentance.
With the preaching of repentance John connects the bape-
tism of repentance. That they have a close connection 12 sesn
in Mte 3:1ll, whore John claims to baptize cis ,L.s.—f.—i Yeiay §
and in Mk, 1t} it is recorded that his was & BaTZ/Tuid g7 A \
YEiOsS £78 ;t,'*swv. In both phrases the 5/5 denotes the goal \
or pul‘poa@.h' The end of John's baptiszm waes both repentance
and forgivenoss .S
The final question, mach debatod, is whether John's bap=

slasm symbolized the repentance uwnich he demanded, or uhether

it sctually conferred repeontance. CGould in The International

Critical Commentary favors the symbelical view:
The genitive /in Mark 1t ueTaveivs 7 denotes the sig=
nificance of the rite, the inward act of which it is the
cutward sizn ané pledge,

Piepesr, following in the tradition of the Lutheran dognati-

cians, asserts that John's baptlism had full sacramental gige-

nificance, with vls dotiva and vis erfao!::lva.? Schlatter

1"H. B, Swotey; The Gospel accordi to Sgint Harlk (Lon-
don: Maciiillan and COep, LGdes 1909); P e So also Adolph
Schlatter, Markus, der Lvangelist fuer die Criachen (Stutt-
garts Calwer verlag, l933?. DPe 2L=2,

Il
“Gere 7, Gould, "The Gospel according to Saint Mark,"
The International Critical Commenta {(lew York: Charles
Scribner’s Sons, 1705), AAVIl, (e

6Ibid-

TFranc:.:’.s Pleper, Christien Dogmatics (St. Louis: Con-
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includes both views, that vepentance 1s the condltion and the
effect of baptism.s It 1g difficult to solve the problsm
on purely lingulstic, symtectical, or historiecal grounds,
The answer ultimatoly rests on theological grounds, This the-
gis concludes with Behm:
The complete change of mmen existence for tThe coming
aeon is Ged's amotivity in baptism; God creates for
Himself through the eschatological sacrament of John's
beptism a congrsgation awaiting the coming salvatlon,
a congrezation of the repentant, st¢7dvcia is boths
God's gift and man's _respeonsibility, God bestows in
bapitism conversion /Umkehr/s man is directed in the 9
call to repentance 4o allow himself to be thus gifted.
In summary of this chapter we conclude that John renewed
the prophetic cry for radical repeniance, a reiturn to God,
This demand he connected with his bantism, whlch both pre-

supscased and effeoctod such ropenianco,

cordia Publishing House, 1953), IIL, 280,
aSchla’c'ter, loce clte
? Fohannes Behm, " Uetavorx ," Theolomisches Woerterbuch
rd Kittel 15

zum Heuen Testament, edited by Gerha tuttzart:
Verlag von We Kohlnammer, 1942), IV, 996. Translation from

the German my OWile



CHAPTER V
JOHI!S BAPTISM: THE LNACTHAENT OF HIS MESSAGE
"There Comes One after Mol®

The Iipal, and for purposez of this thosis, decisive sle-
ment of John's message, which finds an enacted counterpart in
his bapitism, ere his words concerning the Ons who was to come
after him (Jn., 1:27). This saying also finds ite parallel in
the Synoptlcs (Mt, 3:11; Mk, 1l:7; Lk, 3:16), The important
Tact in all of thess accounts is the humility with which John
characterized his mission and message as a preparatory onc.

He disavowed any claim that his was the final word. Consequente
Ly hia baptism, too, antlicipated a greater one yet to come,
wnich would at the same time be more complete, In this res=-
pect John again showed himself as the last 0ld Testament
prophete : .

The eir was charged with Messianic expectancy., Long cen=
turies hnd possed,.since a prophet had arisen. Lxpectations
of pre-illessianic prophets were rife, In 2 isdr, 2:17 we read
of the hope for the return of Jeremigh end Isaish, dJesus Him=
self was considered by many to have been olther Jeremiah or
another prophet returned (Mt, 16:1l; Mk, 8:28). The deputa=-

tion from Jerusslem inguired of John whether he were Elias or
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that Prophet {(dn, 1:21) .1 The very fact that John baptiged
excited these hopes:

The rite of beptlsm had e lessianic significance, for

it was expocted that a general purification of the poo=

e, Sras Heehn 3,41 E5e SBagngne of e Messten

H . H . .

But John took pains not to allow himself to be identi=-
fled with any of these eschatological figures., He emphatie
cally denied any cleim to such names, perhaps beceuse of the
current misconcepitions wregarding the Messianic axpectation.s
The only title with which he desirmnted himself was @ &V 75
{(dn. 1223). This iz & term of  service, less colored with pol=
itical over-tones., But at tho seme time it appropriactely

charactorized his mission as the Way-preparer, as the one who

lihe identity of "thet Prophet” in the thinking of the
Jews is difficult o determine, In the context of Jn, 1:19=
27 it is obvious that Jewlsh exepetes applied Deut. 18:15 ©o
an eschatological figure separate from the lMessiah and El1l Jah,
Wikenhauser conjectures that they may even have expected a
return of loses himself, Alfred Wikenhauser, "Das Evangelium
nach Johannes,” Dag Heue Testament (Regensburg: Verlag
Friederich Pustet, 1940), IV, 5le

23, He O, lacGregor, “The Gospel of John," The Mgffatt
Hew Testament Commentary (ifew York and London: IHarper and
Brothers Publishers, n.de)s Pe 25

3%9 neod find no difficulty in tho fact that John con-
sistently denied the titles which Jesus applied o him (lit.
11:9,1l; 17:11fP,; Mk, 9:12-13; Lke 7:26), Hoskyns comments:
"There is, however, no real contradiction, for it 1ls one
thing to be named =lijah by the Christ, but gquite another
for a man, even for a prophet, tec assert it of himsell; jJust
asit was one thing for Simon to be named by Jesus Feter,
whereas it would have been quite another had he ssid of hime
self, 'I am the iock.!” k., C, Hoskyns, The Fonrth Gospel,
edited by F. N. Davey (i.ondon: Faber and Faber, Lides 1950),

De 5le
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called a nation back to r epentance, For 1t harks back to the
rich Hassianic content of Is, j0:3, 3Strathmann makes this
ocbservations

e = o dor Taoufer bezieht sich schlleszlich auf das Busz=

und Verheissungswort in Begimm des zweiten Jesaia (l10:3),

nach welchem eine Stimme auffordert, fuer dise erloe=-
soende Rueckifushrung dea Volkes Israel aus der Ver=-

Bazslobnst alon Wis Wags ansagos §biomec s S

yms S .

The eclimax of the Baptist!'s self=eoffacement in view of
the Coming One ig resched in his remark in Jn, 1:27, where he
declared tha®t he was not worthy even to loose His ahoes latche
ete Thoe full ”signifieance of this umility can be seen from
a seying of the third csntury Rabbi Joshma ben Levi: “Every
service which a slave performs for his master a pupil will do
for his tesacher, except loosing his shos."? John's view of
nimself is also ontirely consistent with the Jjudgment of the
fourth evengelist, when in his prologue he cheracterizes the
Boptist as o witness, who wams himself not that Light (Jn, 1:
6=0,15) «

This opinion of himself and his mission John transfers
also to his baptism., After his consistent refusal to be

labelled as one of the eschatblogical figorea, the Jerusalem

l”He:-ma.m'x Strathmﬁnn, "Das Evangelium nach Johannes,"
Das Neoue Testement Deutsch (Goettingen: Vandenhoeck und
Ruprecht, 19 s Pe 5.

5Hermann Le Strack and Faul Billerbeclk, Xommentar zum

Neuen Testament sus Tolmud und Midrasch (Muenchen: C. He
Recklsche Verliagsbuchhandlung, 1922=1928), I, 121, .
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delegaticn demanded to know why John bep tized. Hie reply
indlcatea that he assigned a.similar preparatory role to his
baptism, "HWur mit Wasser teuft ers das ist kein Usbergriff

"®  omat he wes eware of the more

in dle Aufgebe des Messlan,
campiete nature of the coming baptism eppsars from Jn, 1l:33.
But his was not yet the baptism of ths eschatological day of
redemption,

It is thus sufficlently clear that John regarded his work
as merely prepavatorys; that his mission and message wers to
be replaced by the Coming One; that his baptismy, too, would
be superseded by a greater one. It has been the burden of
this thesis thus far to demonstrate that, though the Saptisttls
missilon and message were merely preparatory and tlms charace
teristically 01ld Testament in nature, nevertheless they effec=
ted through his baptlsm a real entrance into the Kingdom, and
thaet by way of effecting & genuine repentance., It remains now
to inquire in what way his message and baptism were transcended
by the Coming One.

Johnut!a message concerning the Coming One was twofold,
Mte 3212 records thet John preached Him as the ixscutor of
God's wrath, Herein liesg the first aspect of the answer @o
our question., John preachsd the wrath of God (Mt. 33:7-10).

But whereas he annocunced it, the Coming One, the Mightier

6 heodor Zahn, "Das Evengelium des Johannes," Kommentar
zum Neuen lestament (Leipzig: A. Deichert'sche Veriagsbuch=
handlung fachf., 1908), ppe 1ll=115,

B |
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One execunted and effected it, Similarly John bore witness
to the Coming One as the Lamb of God that taketh away the sin
of the wn?ld {Jn. 1:29)e But again, whereas John pointed to
Him as the Cne who would teke away the sins of the world, the
Coming One actually effected and imparted that forgiveness,

Although this may secm somewhat ocbvious, nevertheless it
has a declsive bearing on the problem of the relationship be=
tween the two baptismas, Joln's message and baptism had val=-
idity and effected its divine purpose, not in its own right,
but only in view of the Coming One. He expressed this signi-
ficant difference vl th regard to his characteristic actlvity
of baptizing in the words of Mt, 32113 "I baptize with water;
but He, with the Holy Ghost and with fire,"

At this point an exegetical problem arises as to the

meaning of FveEoud and ?T'ﬁp . Bruce in Expositor!'s Greck

Tes tament feols that both are terms of judgment. " JTVEvuat Xy :o¥
is a stormy wind of judgment; holy, as sweeping away all that

the wind 1eavea."7 Schaeffer in the Lutheran Commentary sees

in both terms a promise of grace. The Tire is not the same as

in verse 12, but rather a figure of the "effect or power

n8

(Acta 1:8) of the Baptism of the Holy Ghost, The comsensus

Ta. B, Bruce, "The Synoptic Gospels,” The Expositor's
Greek Testament (Grand Rapids:s Wm. 3. Eerdmans Publishing
Oep n.d-), T. Pe 8'.]..

8charles hio Schaefrer,"“ﬂnnogagions og the i:spel et
according to Saint Fatthew,” The.Lutheran lommen ) e
by H. Ee Jacobs (New Yorks The Christian Literature Com=

pany, 1895), p. 58,



27
of the ma jority of exegetes, however, espply these two terms
to the twofold aspect of the work of the Coming Onec, which is
cne of Jjudgment as well as grace.g If thls latter interpre-
tation be correct, then in the baptism of the Coming One both

of these activitles are effected. The implications of this

baptism are reserved for a later chapter.lo

But here it must be noted that with these words John
again points to the transitory nature of his beptizm, and
that in view of the immenent new order, the age of the Spiritg,
the day of the new covenant which the prophet Jeremiah had
foretold (Jer. 31:31l). This new age was to have its own bap=
tiem, consliostent with the new order which would replace the
one in which he stood. =Schniewind commentss

Dags Alte wird begraben, damit ein leues werde. Dies
Houe, das kommen soll, wird hier als !'Taufe mit dem
Heiligen Gelst' bezeichnet. 'Hellger Gelst! war das
Wort das dle unmittelbare Gegenwart Gottes umschreibt,
schon im Alten Testament, S0 war es gedach?t, wenn
dor liessias selbst solt Jesala 11,2 ala der Traeger
des Geistes Gotites beschrieben wird (Mt, 1:20; Mk, 13
10 £f.)e Aber or gibt auch den Seinen den Geist, und
das wird einer Taufe gleichenj der Geist Gottes wiId
'ausgegossen,! o lautet die staendige Redewelss,

s, eafes We Co Allen, A Critical and Exegetical
Commentary on the Gospel according to Saint Matthew,” The
Intornational Critical Commenta:x:x (New Y¥rk: Charles Scrib-
ner's Sons, 5:901 s AAVI: Julius Schnlewind, "Das Lvangelium
nach Matthaeus,” Das Heue Testement Deutgch (Goettingen:
Vandenhoeck und Ruprecht, 1950), Ll and Acolph Schlatter
Der svanzellst Matthaeus (Stabtpert: Calwer Verlag, 1946);
ad _1-_0_9_-

101nrrs, Chap ter VII, E
n'Schniewind, op. cit.; pPpe 24=25.
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In summary of this chapter we conclude that John's con=-
sistent denial of my clalms to the role of lMessiah are re=
flected also in his statements concerning his baptism. As
his mission was %o point to One yet to come; 50 also his bap=-
tism, the token of a passing order, would be rfeplaced by a
greater one, consistent with the new age of the Spirit just

davninge



CHAPTER VI
CHRIST, THE FULFILLLR: HIS BAPTISM BY JOHN

Thas far this thesis has concerned itself wlith the pro=-
liminary character of John's baptlsm, especlally in view of
the Coniing One. This baptism reached a dramatic climax when
that Cominz One Himself apposred in order to be baptized by
John, In that event bep tism received a docisively new content,
and thms provided the link between Johnts baptism and baptism
as prachticed later by the Christian Church,

The key to the undersztanding of the unigue event lies in
the words of the Bath Qol: "This is My Beloved Son, in Whom
T om well-pleased” (Mte. 3317 Mie 1:1l; Lk. 3:22).° These
words are quite apparently a quotation from the Ebed=dJehweh
song (Ise 42:1)e A difficulty occurs in the translation of
the Hebrew "’7 1Y with the Creek vios , Tuis would
heve offersd no 'd.ifficult:,', gnd is, in fact, used in Kt. 12:
17. But viods is an unususl i;ram:alaz-.'i;:'i.m:x..2 The rest of
the quotatlon, however, is menifestly a refercnce to Is. }2:
1. Josus, then, is here designated as the Suffering Servant

of God.

1For our purpcses it iz of little significance whather
these words wore heard by Jesus only, or by Jesus and Jomn
alone, or by all,

< 7
2On the appropriateness of fthe Greek use of vios for
the Hobrew 77324 , of. Oscar Cullman, Baptism in the Ney
Testemont, translated by J. X« S. Reid (London: 30H Fress,
Ltd., 1950), pPe 17.
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A variant reading in the Lucan text found in Mmuseript
D reads: “Thou ari My Beloved Sonj today have I begotien
Thee,” This wonld undoubtedly be a citation from Ps. 2:7,
the Royal Psalm. This removes the difficulty attached to the
word Ui0S s for it 1s the common translation of tThe Hebrew
1 3;; s but the latter part of the passage does not agree
: wit% Eha parallel accounts in the other Synoptics, Hestle
cugges ts both locationg==Is, I12:1 and Ps, 2:7--as ths source
of the quotation.B This view would then see in the first
half of the quotation a reference primarily to Ps. 2:7, while
the letter half is teken from Is, ij2:1,

Pse 2357 was applicd later to Christ alfter His resur-
rection {(Ac. 13:33; Heb, 1353 5:5), when He ia described as
the glorified and victorious King of the Psalm, The idea of
2 victorious King was not a foreign one. In fact it formed
a 1arge'part of 0ld Tesptament Messianic expectation.h But
the important consideration here is that at His baptism Jesus
was procleimed to be the Son of God in a unigue sense, The
3on of God in & particular sense meant already in the 01ld
Tos tament the Messiah, the divine King, who was to establish

5

God's nsw order, Jesus, then wes declared to be that King,

3Novum Testamentum Gracce, odlted by uberhard yestle
(Wineteenth edition; Stuttgart: Priv, Wuerit. Bibelanstalt,
1949)s P. bo

b

5Julius Sehniewind, "Das Evangelium nach Hatthaeus,”

C's supra, Chapter III,
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wno az the Coming One to whom John and his baptism bore wlt=
ness, fulfilled the Forerunner's cry: The Kingdom 1s at handl

Howaver, at the same time Jesus was identified as the
Suffering Servant of God who had to suffer viceriously for
Hls people. To Him was assigned the mizsion which the 014
Testament propheticelly ascribed to the Suffering Servant,
that of suifering for all and teking the guilt of Hls people
upon Himself in His sulfering and death, "For he who is ad-
dressed in Is. }2:1 has certeinly to 1ulfill the mission which
ig more closely described in ths 53rd chapher of Iso.fa.h."e

This was an arrescting revelation. Both concepts, that
of the victorious King and that of the Sulffering Ssrvant, were
Imown to contemporary Judaism, But that tho Messiah=King
should at the same time be the Suffering Servant was an im=
possible conception for Judaism.7 Both. prophetic concepts
found their fulfillment in Jesus, In God's divine plan of
salvation only by being the Suffering Servant would the lNes=-
siah also be the victorious King.

The revelation of Jesus as the Suffering Servant removes
& difficulty which seemed %o have plagued the early Chmrch.
Why did the sinless Jesus submit to a bep tism which John had

Dag Heue Testament Deutsch (Goettingen: Vandenhoeck und
Ruprecht, 1930). Yie 21

6Gulimen, op. cit.. p. 18.
Tiblde, Do 19e
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declared to be for reopentance and romission of sin? Was this
& taclt edmission of guilt on the part of Jesuat An early
attempt to counter this difficulty is seen in a well=known
passage auoted by derome from the Cospel according to the
Hebrewss
Behold the Lord's mother and brethrzn said to him,
John the Baptist 1s baptizing unto remlission of sins:
let us go and be baptized by hime Then he said to
themy, YWhat sin have I done that I should go and be
baptized by him?--unless psrchance this very saying
of minoe is a sin of lgnorance,"
Some find in Mt, 3:1l-15 an unhistorical interpolation en=-
deavorine to meet the same ohjeetion.g But as the Suffering
Servant Jepsus was baptized, not for his own sins, but for %the
gins of others. Thms He united Himself in solidarity with
His whole people. :
For Jesue this sccepitancs of John's baptism nesed imply
no consciousness of sin save in a corporate sense, but
this identification of himself with the people of God
was invoived in the conception of Messishship which we
know ocur Lord found in Deutero-Iisaiah.

Tz in e very real sense Jesus! baptism was His inaug=-

uration to His 1life's works. It pointed forward to the end, to

the Crose and Lmpty Tomb, It consecrated Him for the yia

erucis. bBut more, and this is highly significant for this

SAs guoted by W. ¥, Flemington, The New ITestament Joc-

trine of Zaptism (London: SFCK, 19537, De 27e
9Ibld., p. 26s

107p14., p. 27.
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thesls, Jesus! baptism jJoined inseparably the rite of baptism
with His death and resurrection. Thus He gave to baptism a
éacisively new content, dJolm had baptized wlth water unto re=
pentance for the remizsion of sins, But henceforth such bape
tizing for the forgiveness of sins could be valid and effec=
tive only in view of Jesus! death and resurrection.

The connection between baptism and particularly dJesus!
death 1s sirengthened when we consider how Jesus Himself used
the word fHamntl S, %Can ye be baptlzed with the beptisnm
thet I am bapsized with?" (Mk. 10338)e "I have a baptism to
be baptized with; and how em I straitensd till it be accom=-
plishedi" (Lk, 12:50), On both oceasions Jesus'! use of the

Q,Irziﬁtv meant simply to die, and each time He referred

1 (e §

w ré
to His own death,
At His baptism the Spirit of God descended in the form
of a dove and alighted on Hls head, This fact 1s entirely
congistent with the revelation of Josus as the Suilfering Ser=
vant. According to the prophecy of Deutero~Isaish He was to
be the Bearer of Cod's Spirit. "I have put my Spirit upon
Himj He shall bring forth judgment to the Gentiles" (Is. 423
1)e Some commentetors see a conflict between this narrative

and the account of Jesus! birth, iow is it that He who had

1lrn developing this point (uliman sees here an explan=
atlon for the fact that Jesus did not Himself baptize. "For
Him to 'be baptlzed! from now on meant to sulfer, to die for
His peopleoﬂ Cullman, 22- citnp De 19.



34
been conceived by the Holy Spirit nceded at the occasion of
His beptism sanother out-pouring of the Spirit? Schnlewindlz
undertakes to answer this charge by demonstrating a threcifold
New Testament concept of Jesus as tho Bearer of Godls Spirlt:
&) as the triumphent, exalted One (Ac. 2:33)3 b) in fils works
on earth as being full of the Spirit (Mk, 32293 Jn, 3:34); end
¢} that from the very beginning ilis 1life was determined by
the Spirit as seen from tho birth narratives, He concludes
that there is nc conflict, but rather a demonstraticn of the
faith ol the carly Christians, who really saw the presence of
GCod in Jesus?! porecn eand life; in [His birth, His work, His
death and resurrectlon.

But more important for this thesis 1s the faet that the
descent of the Spirit occurred at the occasion of Jesus?! bape
tism. Tias again baptism was given a decisive new contente
The precise meaning of the Spirit in baptism mst await a
later chapter.lB Suffice it to say at this point that the
rite of baptlism had undergone an inner tranaformation. John
had heretofore baptized morely with water. Henceforth, as a
direct result of the Spirit's desceni at the baptism of Jesus,
baptism was inseparably connected with the zift of the Holy
Ghoste

These two new elements in commection with Jesust! own

125cimiewind, ope. cltes Pe 27T

1npra, Chapter IX.
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baptism==ils death and resurrection and the gift of the Holy
Spirlt--aliso shed 1light on His statement preovious to His
baptisms "Thus 1t becometh us to fulfill all righteousness"”
(iite 3:15)}, Through His death and resurrection "Jesus will
effect a pconeval forgiveness,"u!' wnich 1s conveyed by the

Holy Spirit. Schlatter cmphasizes that this frlfillment is,

therefore, not only an act of obedience, but alsc one of
loveols In this way also Jdesus' beptism is the Coundation
for the baptism which He laeter authorizes the Church to psr=
form,

The Church is constituted here as the locus of the

Holy Spirit, as the Body of Christ crucified and ris=-

Cite Tims the baptismal death of Chrit" completed onee .

for all on the cross passes over into Church baptism,
This baptism, which He authorized His Chrch to perform, is
casentially the same as the baptiocw shich HTe Himesell expare
ionced, Thus He manifested Himself as the One who waz to
beptize with the Holy Spirit.

That this event is the foundation for Christien baptism
is finally and conclusively evidenced in its specifically
Trinitarien charscter, The Father's comualssioning and approv=
ing words in the Bath Yol were addressed to the Son, who was

to execute His will, and was anointed to that task by the Holy

UGuilmen, op. cite, pe 18

15,a01ph Schlatter, Der Svanzelist Matthaeus (Stuttgart:
Calwer Verlag, 1948), ppe 09-90.

160u11man, Cbe Cites Pe 224
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Spirit, This Trinitarian revelation repeats iiself anew with
each baptism embodying in 1ts formule the words of Christls
Commission to baptize in the Hame of the Father and of the
Son and of the Holy Ghost (Mt. 20:19).

In summary of this chapter we conclude that Christ, as
the Mulfiller of 01ld Testament Mssslianlc prophecy, gave to
baptism a decisively new content at the occasion of His owm
bep tism, Thenceforth baptism was connected with Iis death and
resurrection and with the gift of the Holy Spirit. Thus God's
redemptive activity in baptism 1s cast into a spsclfically

Trinitarian revelation of Himself,



CHAPTER VIX
CHRISTIAN BAPTISHM AS INCORPORATION INTO THE CHURCH

The last chapter pointed out that when Jesus was bape
tized, the rite of baptism received a decnisive new content,
different from the content it had held previcusly. The bur=
don of the last three chapters ¥l ll be to show that the ef=-
focts of John's baptiam caryy over into Christian baptisnm,
to which it roveals certuin similarities. Yet, even theose
pimilarities hwsar tho marks of the decisive new order which
Chirish nshered in and which avyo refleocted in baptism? sL new
contente

Chapter IIYI discussed ovriefly Jolmnm's cancept of the King=
dom and the rol wnich it occupied in his preaching. It fur-
thermore sousht %o demestrate that entrance into the Kinge
dom was vie Jobhn's bap tism, A similarity to Christian bape=
tism immediately presents itself, For as John's baptlsm
opened the door intoc the Kingdom, so also Christian vaptism
is the rite of initlation into the Cihmrche But these two
operations cannot be entirely identical, as is witnessed by
Christian baptism's now content,

An iuportant question ariscs at this point, What is the
relationship betweon the Kingdom and the Church? A briefl
zlance at a concordance will dready indicate certain differ=-
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1 Whereas the concept of the Kingdom as the

ent emphaseos,
sphere of God's gracious activity, craracteristic of the 0la
Testament, carries over intc a prominent position in ths Gos-
pelsy, it falls into a position of secondary emphasis in the
Epistlk 8, "The Kingdom"™ occurs about 120 times in the Gospels”
and eight times in Acts. In the rest of the books it is found
only a total of twenty-four times, The predominant emphasis
in later apostolic times is rather on the Church, evident from
the fact that, while & ’-.'K)")-T e occurs only in Mt, 16318

and 18:17 in the Gospels, it is found about 110 times in the
epistles,

Schelars heve given principally three answers to the
mestion of the relationshlp between the concepts. =Some hold
the two to be ldentieal. Othoers hold that the two ars not
the same, Then there is a medliating view which holds that,
wnil they are not to be regerded as identical by the New Testa=
ment, they ere nevertheless alweys found in essential rela=
tionship with each other, This latter view is championed by
the Swedlish theologians. G8sta Lindeskog in a comprshensive

essay on the subjeetz offers this conclusion?

le. Alfred Schmoller, Handikonkordanz zum Griechisch
Nousn Testament (Tenth edition; Stuttgart: FPriv, '-'-'l_zgertt. %
Bibelanstalt, 1953), sub (so.m)\-a.-'.-x. pPPe 79=81, and sx<Ay7ix
PPe 15‘-’-"155.

2eBsta Lindeskog, "The Kingdom of God and the Church,”
This Is The Churgh, edited by Anders Nygren, translated from
the Swedish Dy Carl C. Rasmussen (Philadelphia: The Muhlen=
berg Press, 1952), pp. 136=-147.
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In the Hew Testament sense, then, the Church means the
Pellowschip of Christ here and nowe-=this and nothing

eloc « o o« The Church is no more identical with the King=
dom of God than Josus Himself ls, But one must doubte
less sey that according to the carly Christlan concept
the Church represents the continuation of Jesus! histor-
ic activity. The full consummation of the Kingdom of God
dld not come elther with the work of Christ in hilstery
or with the Church, The work of dJesus waa to csll %o

the Kingdom of God and to save In that Ringdom, This

is also the task of the Church., The Kinzdom of God has
not yet come, but its powers are at work both in the
1lif'e of Jesus and in the Church (cf, Heb, 6:5-=Christians
share in the powers of the age to come)s. In this sense
the Church belongs ©o the Kingdom of Godjy but the King-
dom of God 1s more then the Church, The Kingdom of God
ias a cosmic, universal concept, and therefore it 1s the
only gigoroualy eschatologicsl concept in the New Testa=-
mente

dn the basis of tho foregoing study the ccnclusion is
valicdly drawmn that Christian baptlam as the act of incorpor=
ation into the Clmrch parellcels the baptism of John, whose
baptism effected entrance into the Kingdom. The radieally new
element of the low Testament, howoever, is that eantrance into
the Kingdom is by way of the Church, which is to say, by way
of fellowship wlth Christ. The Kingdom, conceived as the
sphere of God's gracious activity, is in the New Testament
{ocused in the person and work of Chrisit, whose Body 1s the
Churech. "Hy Father worketh hitherto, and I work" (Jn. 5:17).
In this sense, thereforoe, we properly speak of Christilan bap=
tiam a8 tho aet of incorporation into the Church; namely, that
it elffects a fellowship with Christ, It remains‘now to exa=

imine baptism more closely as incorporation into fellowship

BIbid.’ DPPe 11].6"1!4-70
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ho
with Christ,

The thought thet baptism brings ox;e into fellowship with
Christ is variocusly oxpressed im the New Testament. In Gal.
3:27 the verb expressea the idea of clothing oneself with
Christ { r’?VEJfJ’f“W&E Je Ro. 6:3=l; pletures this fellowship
as a sharing of His death and resurrection. The idea of bap=
tism as a covenant with the new Israel is implied in Gel, 3:
27-29. The phrase €75 ©¢ Svouk glves yet anobther ploture.

The expression € is z¢ """‘-M"- is commeon in & commsercial

context: some property is paid or transferred 'into the
name! of somecney 1.3., into his account. So the person

baptized €/s Tt Cvouuw zoU Kupiov bﬁars public testimony
® -

that he has become Chrisils property

The diiterent prepositions used in connection with the baptis-

- 2 > ,
mal forrmla ( €7/s, EV , €W L), thoush each perhaps bear=
ing a slightly different connotation, nevertheless all convey
=
the idea of fellowship wlth Christ.”

Only a superficial reading will read & real difference

S, Fo Druces The Acts of the Apvosiles (London: The
Tyndale Press, 1951), p. 107. J{demington finds the origin
of the expression wlthin Judaism, especlally in view of ths
frequency il th which ”vowa occurs in the Septuagint, As to
its meaning, however, he also concludes that "the 'name! of=-
fers a mark of ownership.” W. . Flemington, The Hew Testa=
ment Doctrine of Baptism (London: SFCK, 1953), Pe 5.

“Bruce understands £Y instrumentally; o.8.; in Aca. 28
38, vhere he reads the varlant. "The name of Jesus Christ 1s
an 'gsccompenying circumsiance! of the baptism, According
to [fActg/ 22:16 the persgn bgptized called at his baptism on
the neme of dJesus, cfe fictg/ 2321, propably by way of con=
fessing faith in Hime o o » EV T(O ovouxTL TIVES
Cees ACs 2:30, Hegtle texl/ means Ton the cuthority of
Someone,! cofy Luke 2:l17." Bruce, Ope cit., P« 98,
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into the variocus objects of the baptismal fellowship with
Christe When the Hew Testement uses the expressions of being
baptized "into Christ’ (Gal., 3:27), or "in Hig Neme® (Ac,
10348), or "inte His death” (Ro. 6:3), or "into His Body"
(1 Core 12313), or into the Trinity (Mt., 28:19), it speaks
of different aapects of the same thing. The name identifies
the person end his work (1 Cor, 1:13)., Hence to be baptized
into Christ's Name is %o be baptized into His person and
work, The seame thought ies expressed in the phrase "baptized
into His Body."” "The Body of Christ into which we are bap=
tized 1ls at the same time the crucified Body of Christ and
His resurrection Body."6 And fellowship with CShrist means
to have fellowship with the Triune God.

Bap tismal fellowship with Christ rests ﬁltimately upon
His death and resurrection, "The whole work of our salvatiocn
was accomplishsd in Christ's death and resurrection. By bap=-
tism we were made partakers in the fulness of this sal.vation.“8

This thought iz given classical expression in Ro. 5, where

Paul discusses what takes pléce in baptism, This passags,

6 .
Oscar Cullmen, Baptism in the New Testament, transe-
loted by Je Ka Se Réia Eﬂondon: S5CHM Fress, Ltd., 1950),

Pe 30.

Tcfs Jdn. 10:30,38; also infra, Chapter IX, The Trie
nitarian baptismal formmla of the Great Comuission assumes
the same Trinitarian presence that was revealed at the occa=
sion of Jesus’ own baptism

[ "
Le S Thoraton, The Common Life in the Body of Christ
(London: Dacre Pres;. 1550), Pae Ol.
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furthermore, rcflocts one olement of the now conbent which
baeptism had received at the occaslon of His baptism, The
previocus chapter showed that in the revelaetion of Jesus as
the Suffering Servant, baptism was henceforth inszeparably
cormected with death; and the revelation of Jesus as the
victorious lNessiah-fing connscted baptism with resurrection,
raul spolls out the inferences of this revelaticn for Christe
ian baptism, '

Jesus had beon revealed as the Suffering Servant who was
to die a vepresentative death for #His people, Panl seized on
the same thought in Ro., 5, where Christ is the inclusive
Representative of the people of God, or redeecmed humanity,
which constitutes in union with Eim a ort of corporate per=
gonality. "That which Christ did and suffered on behalf of
menkind iz the experience of the people of God as concentrated
in #im,"? The once=for-all events of Good Friday and Zaster
stand behind each sepsrate sact of baptlsm,; 3c that this sac=
rament is an act by which "the beliover enters into all that
Christ éid as hls Representatlivse, in that He was delivered
up- for our trespasces and raised that we might be justiried, ™10

Baptism 1s tlms a baptism into Christ's death, so that

each person who has been baptlzed may be said to have died

¢, H. Dodd, "The Eplstle of Paul to the Romans,” The
Moffatt New Testament Commenta {(New Yorik and London: Hare
por anél Brothers, N.de)s; Pe e CTs also 2 Cor, 5:1l,

301b1d., . 87.
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Christ's death in bep tismal union with Him, "In solidsrity
wlith Him we have dled and risen again,"*! This thought
serves to explain the Baptist's words: “He shall bapiize you
with the Holy Ghost and with fire." In chapiter V of our
thesls 1t was noted that this referred to the double aspect
of the baptism of the Coming One: grace and judgment, The
baptism which Jesus authorized on the basis of His own bap=-
tism end in connection with His death and resurrection is in
the full sense a descent of God's judgment of sin upon the
head of sach person baptized, FFor he shares.Christ!s death,
the fearful visitation of God's wrath for sin. In baptismal
union with Christ he experiences God's condemning anger.
Yet Christian baptism is at the same time a sharing of
Christ's resurrection and, thorefore, an experience of God's
grace, by which ws are included in Fis ultimate loving pur=-
progseg. Karl Bath points out that Godl!s design is 2 mercie
ful cna:
because the shattering and undermining and disinte-
gration which progceed from it /the baptismal sharing
of Christ’s deatl/ are the action of God; because its
negation 1s posltive and its power is the primal a th-
oritys because the final word spoken over the men of
this world is at once hinge, and ﬁ?seshhold, snd bridge;

and turning-point to the new man,

So also says Luther:

1l1pia., p. 88

12Kar1 Barth, The wpistle to the Homans, branslated
rrom. the sixth:edl tios by B 0. Hoskynsllonton, New Lork
and Toronto: Oxford University Fress, 1950}, 2. 19i.
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Your baptism 1z nothing less than grace cluiching you
by the throat; & grace=full throttling, by which your
8in is submerged in order that ye may remain under
grace, Come tmus to thy baptism, Give thyself up to
be drowned in baptism and killed by the mecrcy of thy
dear God, saying, "Drown me and throttl we, dear Lord
for henceforth I will gladly die to sin with Thy Son."13

Two extremes need to be avoided for e correct understand=
ing of the Ko, 6 passage, The one is that it ought not to
be Interpreted in a merely moral or symbolical manner, Those
who have been baptized "were baptized into union with, not
merely obedience to, Christ, The act of baptism was an act
of incorporation into Ghrist.“lu Althaue olso warns against
an oversimplification:
Aver er /[der Ritug/ ist eben mehr als Sinnbild, naem=-
lich wirkliche Beteiligung an Christi Tod, Usberirag=
ung dea TodeB. « o« o Dor finteil am Tode bedeutet aber
zuglelch 4Lnteil an de£5durch Gottes Mecht gewirkten
Auferweckung Christi,
The other danger 1s to give the passage soue sort of mysti-
cal interpretation, Such a view is completely foreign to
Faul's thought. Nygren comments thus on this point:
The truth is not *that, through some endeavor on our
part; Christ and thait which happened to fim are to be
introduced into our lives, The truth is rather that,

by God's action we are included in, sdi made sharers
of that which befell Christ. That of which Paul speaks

13ﬁart1n Tather, as quoted in Barth, op. cit., Pe. 194.

1hUilliam Sanday and Arthur Headlam, "The Epistle to
d gday -

the Romans,” The Internetional Critical Commenta (New
York: Charles Scribner's Sons, N.Qe)s; Pe L56e

15Paul Althaus, "Der Brief an die Hoemer,” Das Neue

Tostament Deutsch (Goettingen: Vandenhoeck und Kuprecht,
9)s Vi, 50,

-
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iz a simple and unmystical reslity. God has made Christ

the hezd of a new mmanity; end into that new oiga:nio

relationship he has brought us through baptisn,
No more or less ocught to be posited cbneern:l.ng this baptigmal
fellowship than what Stosckhardt s=id of its

Wir sind suf Chrisitum getauflt, das heiszt nichts anderes,

als das wilir durch die Taufe zu Christo Jesu in Bezichung,

mit 1lbm in Verbindung und Gemeinschafit gesetzt worden

sinde.+7

The New Testement consistently views Christian baptism
as the sacrzment of incorporation into lellowship with Christ
and His Body, the Church, The question whether it were abso=
lutely necessary for entry never seems to have crossed the
minds of the Now Tostament writers. For them baptism as an
initistory rite wes the normal practice. The closest approach
to the problem iz the record of Jasng'! statement to.Nicodemms
(dn. 3:5), where baptism is referred to &s the means for being

. - . 18
born agein or being born from above.

There is no doubt as
to the meaning of 25 ,u—,; e "The Biblical 'necessity! . « »

denotes itho absolute requirement of the will of Gods"? The

16Anders Nygren, Commentary on ihomens, translated by
Carl C., Rasmussen (Philedelphla:s The Muhlenberg Press,

19!'4-9) s Pe 2370

176 corze Stosck ¢ £ Paull
sorge Stoeckhardi, Commentar ueber den Brie au
an die Hoemer (St. Louis: Concordia rublishing House,
ﬁOTSp PGe ::81] ."'285.

181"01' a dlscussion of the meaning oi‘ g&'dV'b; -'91::\ gvv: 3,7)
cfs Ee C. Hoskyns, The iourth Gospel, edited by &, N. Davey
(L;ndonz Faber and rabaer, Ltde, 1950}, pr. 211=212,

19Tbides pe 215
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question arises, however, whether the §5~r ﬁui refers to
the necess=lity of rebirth or to baptism as the means of re=-
birth, Verse 7 would seem to suggezt the former., This pro=
blen, however, has no immediate besaring for this thesis, since
1t serves more the lnterests of systematic construotion.ao
In sumnary of this chapter we conclude that; as John's

beptism provided entry into the Kingdom, so also does Christe
ien baptism, But it does so by an act of incorporation into
the Church, the 3o0dy of Christ. Incorporation into Christ's
Body 1s via the fellowship with Christ effected by the sacra=
men® ol baptism, especially the baptismal fellowship with

hrist in His death and rosurrectlion.

2°Tho question, however, does serve also a practical
interest; G.Ze.; in the case of an unbaptized infant who has
dled, Fullmﬁn holds that, since in baptism entry is opened
into thﬂ "inner cirlece" of Christ'e Kingdom, that is, bthe
Church, "emergency baptlams are meaningless. i dying child
will not oelong to this earthly Body of Christ.” Cullman,

Ope Cites De 3ij» note L, The hiatoric Lutheran position is

stated by C. P. Krauth: "The Lutheran Courch holds that bap=-
tlsm is necessary to salvation inassuch as God has commandad
it, and obedience to His commands is necessary lo salvationj
and, furthermore, bscause He has appolnted baptism, as one
ordinary and positive channel of His grace, through which
channel we are to seek the grace He offers., Bubt our Church
denies that, where the command cennot be carried out, because
of a necesszity which is of God's creating, the lack of the
sacrament involves the logs of the soul, Ce Pe Krauth,

"he Conssrvative Reformation and Its Theology (Philadelphia:
The United Luthersn rubilcation HoOUSEs Celdl3)s Pe 563.



CHAPTER VIII
CIRISTIAN BAPTISM AND RENEWAL

In Chapiter IV 1t was affirmed that John's baptism both
presupposed and sffected the repentance which his preaching
demanced. fis was, furthermore, a bapitism for the forgiveness
sing. In this respect Christian baptlsm again parallels
this rite, as the New Testament abundanitly testifies (Ace 23 |
303 22:16). But again this process is radically changed as
the new content of Christian baptism witnesses. This for=
giveness is henceforth effected only tharough the death and
resurrection of Christ and the outpouring of the Holy Spirit,
The emphasis on the death of Christ has been noted in the pre=
vious chapter. FPeter reinforoes the baptismel 1link with the
resurrection of Christ (L Fet, 3:21). The role of the Spirit
in baptismal rencwal is evidenced in such passages as 1 Cor.
12:13 and Tit, 3:5, a passage, which commentators agree, re=
fers to baptism.l The burden of this chapter is to investi-
gate the nature of the forgivenocss which Christian baptism
effects.

The passage in Tit. 3:5 speaks of & regencration
(T Mryy e v a‘;.-t) and a rencwal (& v }C'-ﬂ""“’ﬂs). The question

may ariso as %o how God saves uss by means of the washing of

1), discussion of the role of the Spirit in baptisa is

veserved for the next chapter.



L8
regeneration,; on the one hand, and by means of the renewal
of the Holy Ghost, on the other? or by a single means of the
washing, which includes both, regeneration and renewal?
Plummor concludes that the latter is more probable, but that
in either case the reference is to ono and the same event in
the Christian's 1life; namely, hnis bapt:l.sm.2 The important
thing 1s that they both ocecur in connection with baptisn,
TTAM(YEVE T4 1ig virtually a hapax lef-f,omenon.s once
. 7 i
ites definitive content mist be derived from the avaisiveTSith
which it is paralloled.."!' This is the conclusion reached by
Joremias:
Doz VYasserbad der heiligen Taufe, in dem uns Goti seine
Vergebung und hechtfertigung (ve. 7) zuspricht und das .
die Gabe des heiligen Gelistes ucbermittelt (vlig. 1 Kor,
12:13); bedeutet eine Erncurung des zanzen Menschen von
Grund auf. « « ¢ Die Taufe ist eine Neuschoepfung, das
will das Bild von der Wiedergeburt (Jn. 13133 3:3=8; .
1 Jn. 3:19 £fe3 53183 1 Pet, 133,233 Jak, 1:18) sagen.”’

In Christien baptismy, then, the person baptized unders

zAlf.‘red Plummer, The Pastoral Eplstles (Wew York: A, C.
. Armg trong and Son, 1900), De 292e He nevertheless makes a
distinetion, in that the washing occurs only once, while the
renewal 1is repeated,

31t ccours only here and in Matthew 19:28..

s
U30 sriedrich Suechsel: "Here TN yy#£VESIZ ip the
frult of baptism, parallel to & Vx givwols % Friedrich
Buechsel, "TaMyy g vgrlk4 " Theolomigches loeterbuch zum

Heuen Testament, ecdited by Terhard Kittel (Stuttgart: Ver=
lag von W, Kohlhammeyr, 1933), I, 688,

5Joach1m Jeremias, "D:‘l? Briefe an Ti;notgeug ung Titus,"
Dasg lisue Te ient Deutsch (Goetitingens andenhoeck und
Ruprecht, 19&9%, IX, 62,
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goes a radical transformation, transcending the radical turn
demanded by John and conveyed by his baptism., For Christian
baptism places one in the fellowshlp of Christ, who stands
at the head of a now hmmanity, God's new ereatlon. This new
creation is the glorious end of God's redehptive revelation,
the highest goal of Hew Testement hope, It shines out of the
fature Into the present, because ﬁhe new age, which has bro=
ken in wlth Christ, brings that new creation. Christians
chare in the new creation and are included in the new human=
ity by virtue of their baptismal renewal which God has shed
on us abundantly through Jesus Christ, our Savior, who is
dimsell the new man (Ro, 5:123 1 Gér. 15:21 £f., U5 ff.).6
This new creation begins for esch individual at.hils bap=
tism, There God acts declisively and de{initively for him,
Auf den einmaligen, grundlegonden neuen Anfang, den
der heilige Geist in der Taufe mit den Menschen macht,
gent das Wort, Tit. 335, Ohne alles menachliche Zutun
enteteht hiernach in der Teufe dle ,«ivi] xrig/X{2 Kor,
5:17) durch das Wunder der Erneurung durch den heili-
gen Geist, des eln so noch nicht dagewesenes Leben
schafft.r
This whole process of renewal iz one effected by the
Holy Trinitye.
The Father saves us by. the medium of the outward laver

wihich conveys the inward grace of the regenerating and
renewing Spirit; that Spirit again is vouchsafed to us,

6 sohannes Behm, " R vl KA I VTS " Theolosisches Woerter-
buch zum Neuen Testament, edited by Gerhard Kittel (Stutt=
zart: vVerlag von W, Kohlhammer, 1933), I, 451.

Tibid., pe U455

J_



50

yeag poured out gbundantly on us, only through the merit
of Josus Christ,

This agein rccalls the Trinitarian revelation at the occasion
of Jesus? owm baptism and sbtamps it as e redemptive revelation,
Therefore, alsc church baptism can only be pcrformed inm the
Heme of the Trinlty according to the words of Christis Great
Commission (Mt. 28:19), :

The nature of repentance, which John had already demanded,
elaso chenged, dJohn had called for a redical bresk with evil
and a universal return itc God, Henceforth repentance also in=-
volves a radical break with evil, but that evil is now de=-
‘fined as that which is inconsistent with the new order or cre-
etion (Ro, 12:1=-2), Repentance is ths a daily necessitj in
order that Christians through appropriate lives might evidence
that they belongz to the new acon and are members of the new
mamanity (Cole 3:10).9 The return to God henceforth means a
return to that point at which God in Trinitarian revelation
acted definitively in man’s behalf, This means a return to
baptisna For in baptism Christians were Joined to Christ in
His death and resurreciion, which events cffocted once and
for all forgiveneas and salvation. That is the use to which
Paul put the "doctrine of baptism,” He recalled to baptized

Christians their baptism and drew from it the inflerence for

8 Q ' -
Ce Je &1llicott, The Pastoral Epistles of Saint Paul
(London: Longmans,.éreen and Company, 1J03)s De 200,

9Behm, ODe Citay Poe ll-55-
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the new lifeo,

Our old self has been crucified with Him fChrisi/. That
is the meaning of our incorporation inbo His Body by bape
tism, It means a pissing out of the old order into a
new sphere of 1ifo,

Luther glves classical expression to repentance as a daily
recregsus ad baptigsmun in his Smell Catechisms
[Bueh baptizing wlth water/ signifies that the old Adam
;n ue should by daily conirition and repentance be
crowned and dle with all gins and evil lusts, and again,
a new man daily come Torth and arise, who shall }ive
before God in righteousness and purliy foreverst
The emphasis in baptism 1s rightly laid on the fact that

t God actg on man and for him, But this emphasis seems

=

in
to leawvs unanswered the questions which are posed by some as
to the relationship between baptism and falth, particularly

in view of the historic dispute owver inlant baptism. The
questions rewvolve basicelly arocund two issues, In ths first
place, the charge ls.made that a doctrine of baptismal regen=
eration violates the cardinsl New Testamont doectrine of justi=-
fication by faith alone, It is claimed that such a doctrine
makes Godls saving work indsependent of faith. 4As a corollary

to this position ite adherents also posit falth es a condition

of beptism, and adcduce as proofl the usual sequence ol events

10¢, H. Dodd, "The Epistle of Paul to the Romans,”
The liqffatt New Testament Oommenggry (Hew York and Loondon:
Harper and Brothers,; N.des)s; P s

1lartin Luther, "The Smell Catechism,” Trizlot Concor=
dia: The Symbolical Books of the Lve Lutheran Church (Ste
Touis: Uoncordia Publishing Houses 1921), De 55ke
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described in the book of Aets: verbal dsclaratlon-=f£aithe—=
baptism, The other objection comes from those who charge that
& doctrine of baptismal reogensration mekes of the sacrament
something magicsl, elffective ex opere operato in the common
unders tanding of that term,

In both Instances it will readily be ssen that such ob=
Jections rest on a misunderstanding of the Hew Vestament view
of the nature of feith and baptism 22 a means of grace, Fraith
is nowhere the condition of God's grace, God!'s grace is al=
ways uncaused, Nor is faith 2 man's ovm act, "Faith 1itself
1s en expression of God's will and work,"¥® Such falth appro=
priates the act of God's grace, as the proper response of
neny, a reasponse that is in itself a divine gift (Eph, 2:8=9),
And so baptism embodies both an objective aspect, the salva=
tion grounded in Jesus! death and resurrection; and subjective,
faith's appropriation,

It /oeptism/ 1s 2 solenn showing forth, a "ve=presenta=

tion,"” of that sect of God which was achieved once for

2ll In the dsath and resurrection of Jesus. It is at

tha..-samca '.time a c.oncriga expression of faith on the

part of the believer,

The objectlion that baptism replaces felth as the means

12puben Josefson, "The Church and Baptism," This Is
The Church,. edited by Anders Hygren, translated from the
Swedish by Carl C, Rasmissen (Philadelphia: HMuhlenberg
Press, 1952), p. 252, This 1s an enlightening discussion
of this very oroblem,

Ly, », Flemington, The New Tesiament Doctrine of
Baptism (London: SPCK, 1953), D. .
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of salvatlon fades whon baptism iz viewed az a mesns of Srace,
The Hew Testament contimually speaks of it as the instrument
by which God makes effective His redemptive activity (Ro. 633
ff£f.3 Tit, 3353 1 Pet, 32:21).
In the whole question regarding the relation between
falth and baptism raised in Zurope by Karl Barth, Cullman
in his answer offers the following conclusions:
(1l)arteor beptism, faith is demanded of all those bape=
Tized; = :
{2)befors baptism, the declaration of faith is a slga
of the divine will that bgsptism take place, demanded
from adults who individually come over from Judaism
end heathenlem; but in other cases lacking;

(3)durine the baptismal iﬁt' faith is demanded of the
pravineg congrezation,

Regarding the difference in practice in the Church of demand=-
ing a declaration of faith from an adult, while baptizing an
infent wlthout such declaration, Cullmen jJustifies it on the
grounds that in this way the Church avolds arbitrariness in
the selection of the candidates for baptism,
It runs contrary to the meaning it hes pleased God to
give baptism if the Church undertakss the baptism of a
man indiscriminately, that is, without any divine sign

suggesting the prospact of his persoverance in baptisn
within the community.

Therefore, "+this sign is provided for the Church by the birth
of the child into a Christian family in the one case, and in

Uoscar Cullmen, Baptism in the New Testament, trens=-

1Et§§ by J. Ke S, Roid (London: SCiH Press, Lides; 1950),
Pe °

157bld., pe 50.




Sh
the other by the falth of the adult."®
In summary of this chapter; we conclude that the fore

giveness of sins iwmparted by Johnls baptiam continues in
Christian baptism, But the new content of Christian baptism
gives this forgiveness the form of renewal, effected dscisive=
ly in the baptism of the individual where by God's act he was
' joined in Pfellowship with Christ as the Head of the new hﬁm-
anity and with His saving worke. The nature of this renewal
demands a dally return to bapitism, for which the Church seeks

assurence, either by besptizing infants of Christian parents

or demanding a prior confession of faith from acdulis.

6., .

I:.)ld._q P. 51.




CHAPTER IX
CHRISTIAN BAPTISM AND THE HOLY SPIRIT

in the preceding chapters roference has already been
made to the presence of the Holy 3pirit in Christian baptism,
The burden of the present chapter, however, is to view the
doly Spirlitl's role in Christian baptism as it presents a con=-
trast to the baptism of John,

The passege whore the contrast is most explicitly stated
occurs in Ac., 19:1=6, In this passage the disciples at Ephe=
sus, having been baptized wlth John's baptism, were unaware
of the existanga of the Holy Gnost, After Faul had imstruc=
ted them that the One to whom John witnessed had come in the
perscon of desus Christ, they submltted to baptism in the Name
of the Lord Jesus, and with the accompenying rite of the lay-
ing on of hends, they receilved the Holy Ghost.l

This passage gives rise to a mumber of questions, for it
decleves that the Holy Spirit does not come in John's baptism,
but only in Christian baptism, One of the difficulties stems

from the fact that the men at Ephesua are explicitly called

lOn the basis of a number of passages, eapecially In

Acts (0:16-193 9:17-19; 19:5«6), the inference seems to be
valid that the transmission of the Spirit occurred not in
baptism alone, but also in connection with the laying on of
hands. 7This can best be explsined as a part of the exter=-
nal form which the sacrament assumed. The theologlcally sig-
nificant factor, however, ls that the Spirit did descend
when the total act was performoed.
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2 points out, (id 9117. ./' S 5 when used

disciples, and, as Bruce
absolutely, presumably means disciples of Christ in accor=
dence with its mesaning olsewhere, He, thersfore, concludes
thet the Holy Splrit is here to be interpreted in a special
sense, of the Holy Spirit as sent at Pentecost, but without
manifestation, In support of thls contention he calls atten=
tion to the variant readings both for Ac. 19:2 2nd Jn. 7339.3
Lake and Cadbury seom to feel that the difference roflected
merely the respective interpretation vhaich Paul and the Ephe=
sian Christians placed on Christianity, but that no real dif-
ference 18 implied:
The polnte-and it is of very great importance=-iz that
to Peul and Luke, Christlanity was essentially a means
of obtaining 'Holy Spirit,! while the Ephesian Christe
lens had looked on it in a different way, which had not
contemplated laspirvation as the result,
But the difference is more fundamental, The Baptist himself
alrcady testified to this essential difference between his
rite and the Christian sacramont (Mte. 3:11), The key to the
answer to this problem lies rather within the events of re=

demptive history.
The gift of the Holy Spirlt always stands in closest

ZF. s Bruce, The Acts of the Apostles (London: The
Tyndale Press, 1951), Pe 35l

31b1d,

uKirsop Lake and He J. Cadbury, The Beginnincs of
Christlanity: The Acts of the.Agostlas, edited by Foakes=
Jackson and Lake (Loncon: NLackillan and Co., Litde.y, 1933),

IV, 237

i—_
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comrectlion with the events of Good Friday and Laster, It is
bound up with the person and work of Christ and presupposes
Hls resurrection. This 1s the import of Jesus!' words to His
digciples in Jn. 16:i7: "If I go not away, the Comforter will
not come to youj buit if I depart, T will send Him unto you,."
"There can bo no mission of the Spirit thet proceeds from the
Father, untlil the Son has accomplished the command of the

HS

Father,; and has returned to Hisg sgide. This word ol Christ
foundc dramatic fulfillment in the events of Fentecost, where
the Splrit was poured out upon all flesh (Ac. 2:17; Joel 2:28).
The glft oif the Holy Spirit is, then, not merely a super=
additum bo Jolm's baptism with watery, which alsc effected the

P

forgiveness of sins., Rather 1t is .given in clocest connection
with the redemptive work of Chrish, His death and resurrec=
tion. It 18, therefore, an integral part of the new content
of baptism with which it was Invested at Jesus' baptism. for=-
ziveness of alins henceforth is based -on Christ's death and reoe
surrection and is dispensed in the Church by ths Holy Chost.
Both of these elements are present in Christian baptism, It

follouws, then, that "Christlan baptism is only possible after

the Churech has been constitubted as the locus of the ioly Spirit.“6

5&. C. Hoskyns, The Fourth Cospel, edited by F. e
Davey (London: Faber and raber, Ltdey 1950), po. L4O3=45l.

6OScar Cullman, Baptism in tho NHew Testament, trans-
lated by J. K¢ 3, Reid ELondon: SCl Press, Ltde, 1950),
Pe 10.
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But at the same time only Christian baptism is possible
af'ter Pentecost, for it enjoys the suthority of Christ, im
whom redemptive history reached ites climax, and who sends
His Spirit to unfold the final stages of redemptive history.

The gif't of the Holy Spilrit in baptism, then, means
nothing less than receiving the forgliveness of sins as ef=
fected by Christ's death and resurrsection, Cullmen point
up this connectlon thns:

For beinz buried with Christ means forgiveness of sins,

and the emergence from this burial wlth Him means

Twallking in newness of life,?! Romans 6:l; and thls is

not other t} tiue 'walking in the Spirit! of Gala=-

tians 5:16,

This would peem toc Justify the conclusion that there was an
actual difference indicated 1n the passage in Ac. 19:1=6,
This becomes cven more likely when it is stated that the
Lphesian disciples submitted tc baptism in the Name of the
Lord Jesus when Paml 1ldentified for them the Coming One.of
John's nessage with the Christ who had in fact already come,
Thereupon the Holy Chost came upon them,

While this essential difference betweeon John's baptism
and Ghristian.baptism mist be observed, a similarity ought
also to be noted, In both his message and hie baptism John
displayed a heavy eschatological emphasis (Jn. 1l:19-273 Mi, !
3:11), His was not the final word to be spoken, nor did his
bap tism reopresent an end in itself, He pointed forward to

7Ib1d.. Pe 1’-{.-
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Him who was yet to come with a yet greater baptism,
Christlan baptism likewise sounds a strong eschatologe
ical note, lemington observes:
Just as John's baptism looked on to the future, so
Christian baptism itself, above and beyond the reality
of the present gifts whlch 1t bhestowed o3 the believer,
looked forward to a future consummation.
Christian baptism makes the believer a partakor in the fule-
ness of salvatbion accomplished in Christ's death and resur-
rection, Dut the Tfull frults of this saving work for him
and in him still lie in the future., This is a dominant
theme in the writinges of the New Testament,.
e o o in a real sense the New Age dawmed wlth Jesus, and
e o« o in baptism the blessings of this New Age are med=
iated to the believer, The inexhaustible wealth of this
inheriteance which already belonged to him and his fellow=-
Christiane seemg to have become increasingly a prosent
possession. « o o Sut, with it all, St, Paul never quits
ceased to lock forward to a consummation in the future,
The similarity in the eoschatological emphasis in the
two baptisme ie seen to be merely a similarity, however, when
it is born in mind that the Spirit of God is the distinctive
gift of the new order, and that He constitutes a new element
in Christien baptism., The eschatologlcal work of the Holy
Spirit in baptism is seen in a passage like Eph, 4330. There

He is the instrument whereby the belicver has bsen "sealed

BW. F. Flemington, The New Testament loctrine of Bap=-
tism (Londons SPCK, 1953), De Tlhe

9Ibid., poe 73=The
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unto the day of rcdemption."lo In enother passage (Eph. 13
13-1ly) the Holy Spirit, bestowed in baptlsm, is described
as the "first instellment” (& pFM_ﬁt‘-'u ¥} of the inheritance to
be fully appropriated in the future.ll Both of these ldeas
arec combined in 2 Cor, 12122,

In summary of this chanber, we comncludes that, while
Christinn baptism shares with John'a baptism en eschatologie-
cal expectaiion, 1t differs radically in that the Hew Testa=-
ment eschatology 1s informed and shaped by the out=pouring

of tho Holy Spirit,



CHAPTER X
CONCLUSTION

On the basis of the preceding material this thesis of=-

Teras the Tollowing conclusionss

The relationship between the two baptisms shows certaln
similarities, but within those similarities certain radical
differences also appear, Doth baptisms are enactments
of the respective messages which lie behind them, Beuind
John's baptism lay the characteristic 0ld Testament prophetic
cmphasis on the Kingdom ss the sphere of God's graclous ac=
tivity, repentance as the radlcal reversal and return to God,
and the One who was Lo come, Behind Christian baptism lies
ths charscteristic New Tostament kexrwvgma, with 1ts emphasis
on Christ as the Mulfiller of O0ld Testament prophsey in His
death and resurrection, the Church as the sphere of God's
gracious activity, repentence as a daily return to the point
of forgiveness, the Cross and impty Tombg; and the iloly Spirit
as tho promise of the final eschatological cansummations To
this thought Flemington glves expression thus:

e o o itiéﬁéptis was regarded as a practical expression

of the meaning of the Gospsel, a concreote embodiment of

the Apostolic preaching. It connoted remission of sins,

membership of the new community, the endowment of the

Holy Spirlts all of those blessings of the New A351 the
offer of which had been made in the preached Word.

I, . Flemington, The New Testament Uogctrine of Sap=
tism (London: SPCK, 1953), P» 50
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bssentially the difference between the two baptisms must
be seen as the dilferent roles which the temporal course of
redemptive history assipgned them. John's baptism recelved
its validity in view of those evenits which were yet to come,
while Christien baptism receives its valldity from those
events which already lie in the past, Yet the underlying
differencss are nore than merely temporsl, The events which
are the basls for the diifferences are focused in the esarthly
life and work of dJdesus Christ, who is God's final revelation
to men., And in Him "old things are passed away; behold all

things are beccme new,"
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