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CZAPTER I
IRTRODICTION

The idea for this study was not origioal with the awthor, but cmme
fram a suggestion made by Dr. Faul K, Bretscher, whose help and guidance
as faculty !}dv:laar Rre also herewlth aoolmowledrad, At firct glanoe.. it '
might not appear tihat the subjoot is brood enough to warrant the 'I;im
and the eff'ort necossary for the i:repa.ra.tim of a thosis, Thore are
limitations, of courso, not only because Soriptural references to the
baption of Jesus are quite brief, but also boosuse theological studlos
on baptlsm have gemerally been more concorned shout the nature and meane
ing of bhaptism as a s2orament than they have heun about the baptism-of
desus and its significance. Bu;.' therein llea the challenge. Tty was
Jesua baptiszed, and what significance does this event huve in relation
to His porson, His work, and the teachings of the Church concerming Him?

Thare are mmerous answers pronosed in response to those qtieati.m-
Ons objoctive of this theais will be to reoview scme of the more promie
nent aug;;;estiom. In doing this, we wish to bear in mind the omirlibue
tions that haw'a“beon made on the subject by theologians ﬁing; the
twentieth century, In partioular, we wish to auﬁnmer the thinking of
Oscar Cullmannl end ¥. F. ﬂmingtm.z whose works have been studied
more 1.n'honli.voly than most other sourceas listed in the Bibliography,

lngoer Cullrenn, Baptism 3 3n the Hew Testament, translated by J. Ke
8. Reid (Londons §CH Fress, 1956)e

2,, ¥ n,. The New Testament Doctrins of Baptism (Lmdom
Se Pe Ca Ko, 19.:35“ B pt
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and also the cbservations advanoed by the Spocial Crmmvission on.Baptlem
which worked under the suspices of the Chmrsh of Sootland.d As wo weigh
the various v:lm of such men, compare them with the thoughts of nﬂwr.l,'
and mlmia.all in the 1light of what God Himself says on the mi':ber'. we
do so with the prayorful hope that our o conclusioms will be r;mro than
Just a genoral sumnarization-of .vhu!.hna alreondy becn asalds On the other
hend, while attempting to make a definite contributien toward a better
underatanding of the problem, we shall neok to exarcise dus caution, go
that our findings will not be soe.-m'l:‘:\.in.g forced upen, -hut-rat'ner dramn
out of, the tenohingas of the Holy Soriptura, :

liany of the propositions posed as possible answers to the questions
concerning the significance of the baptism of Josus show sane degroe of
sirilarity to ono another, and in scue instances, there is mmch overlape
ping of thoughte But even- though all sugpestions may not have the sams
morit, and sore moy definitely prove to be unacceptable, the very wvarie
ety of thought on the subject seems to indicate that there orn be no
simple, pat answere Rather, it would secer both reascnable and advisable
to include several factors when discussing the significence of the bape
timm of our Lorde We find such o suggestion, for exauple, in the Teste
rineter Dictionary of the Bible, which sayss "Jssus sought baptism partly
40 oxpress his sympathy with John's work, partly to dedicate himaelf to

his own work, and pertly to express his assumption of the sins of mon."4

SChurch of Sootland, Intorin Report of the Special Comudssion om
Baptiom (Edinburgh, Bleclimll, 10Gu)e

‘ *
Jolm Do Dam. "Baptimn,” The Vootmineter Dioti of the Biblo
(Rovi.sed edition; Ph..ladolpmas Tostmincter Ireet, Igﬁi. Pe 50
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The Interproterts Bible, following a similnr line of thought, offers
three ansvers to the question, "Thy was Jesus haptized?: .one, that after
hearing of the work of John and the moral mwakening whish it wns produce
1-ng. Jesus myhav\e wanted to bring his own ocorademhip to tio side of
John; sccond, (end quite fantestio in owr minds) that theore wvas a-posnie
bility of subtle sin, "A shrinking from what miyht 1is ahead"; nnd third,
that nover thirking of himoelf in isolation, Jeous

1dentified himsolf in utter sympnt:y with his nation's nceds e

ves & son of Icrael, anxd all that bulonpad to his people in heri-

w0 as woll as In hope he teok upon himsells Vieariously, thoree .

foro, ho would bo baptized into their neod for repentance, and with

isa::og.g for them express the urpency of camitment to the kingdem |
Thore are other reasons wixich might be mﬁmﬂ, too, includings the
Intyrprotation of the words of Joaué: Pimus it is ﬁtf.iné; for us to ful=
£i11 all rightecusness" (latt. 5:15)s C |

Those words of the Savior, as well as tho details of the buptism
1t801f, will recoive special attention in the exogstical study that fole
lows. TWe shall trunslato and enalyze the accounte of the bapticm, as
found in the Synoptics, and mlsc the references to it recorded by Ste
Jdohn, In doing 'I'.!.:is.. we [fool it will be holpful to give sorn thcught
%o John the Baptist, his mission and message, ond in particular, the
rite of .bapt:l.an which he porf.‘ornﬁ_ad- Here, however, there are many re-
_lated questions whioch lio boyond the scope of this thesis, Such quese

tions ares Had John met or kmowm Jesus prior to this or not? What mode

of baptism did John employ in his work? and, did Jesus use the same mods,

. Bjaltor Russell. Bowle, "The Goopel According to Ste Lulo," The
Tnterprotor's Bible, (How Yorks abingdon Cokesbury Prous, 1962), Vills 78s

[}
S



4
or have the some method.in mind, when He hnd Ilis dinciples beptize
others, and when He instituted tha Sacrmna.nt of Baptism? Other questions
which :I.'o:l- lock of cmphh information cammot bo answered nmolunivcly;
will namri:'.hnhss recoive some nttention. Fore we hove in mind the mate
tor of refcrolncou, or lock of thom, ccncerning the baptism of Josus in. '
the writings of 3t. Paul and other ports of the Now Testomint cutside
the Gospcls.

The research for this thesis has, for the most part, beon limited to
writingos published duriup the twenticth century, representing tho 'l:l'ﬂzﬂ'.'-.
ing of various Gomn thoologlans, as woll as English sud Americene The
mojor 1ibrory sources for the roscarch were: Pritelaff Memoriel Librory
of Conoordia Seminory, Ste Louiss the lisrery of Central Theological
Seminzry, ond fhe library of ifidland Collége, both located in Fremoat,
Nebroskn. Quotations froa tho Dible avc taken from the Revised Stand-

erd \'rex-im; wnless othorwise indiuatod.



CHAPTER I1
A TeAGUAL STODY CF TME SCRTPIURAL AGCOTET
The attheen Account (itts 3:18-17)

Owr study of the baptism of Jasuq a8 recordod in the Biblo will be

based on tho Gospels in the order in which they appear in the Seriptures.
In begimning with the account as found in St. Xatthew, we shall thereforo.
consider first that desoription of the ovent which is the lon-est among °

the three Synoptiocse Owr study will give attontion to the ministry of
John the Baptist in & later chapbor.®
only with tho baptiom of Jdesus itself, as desoribod in Matthew 3113-17s

Then desus oome from Galilee te tho Jordor to Johm, to bo baptized
by him, John would have prevented him, saying, "I necd to be bap=
tized by you, and do you ocme to ne?™ Bub Jocus answered hin,

"lot 1t be sc now, for thma it is £itting for un o fulfill all
riphtoousness.” Then he comsonteds And whon Jesus was baptised,
he went up immdiataly f£rom the wa%er, and behnld, the honvens were
opened, and ho saw the Spirit of God dasoconding lile a dove and
alihting on Him, and lo, a voice fron hooven, paying, "This is my
boloved Son, with whom I am well pleasod,”

Tho evangslist bagins the account with tho word 7dTee The froquency
of its usage by St. Matthow nmight tempt the reader to overlook its sige

nificancos A correlative adverb of time, it 13 uscd %o introduce that
which £ollows in tiune Here it sets the stage forr what ia to follow,
and prosupposcs, as Bruce points out.. that John hu.d {t‘mtold and de= .
scribed the !-!aaiah.z It may also indicnte, as Lenskl suppests, that

1_1n£‘ra; Chapter Throe, pp;- 281L,-

25, By Bruno. "The Synoptic Gospels,” The o.sltor‘u Grook Tostae
ment, edited by We Rovertsan iiieoll (Granm;zgusm Tile De LOIAx
mishins Company)y: 1o 85

For the presont, we nre acucerned
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at this time the Baptist was "at tho full height of his activity,"® The

verb rrqup'nmr_ is identionl with that used in verse 1 concerning Joim,
and inplios more than an act of motions It means to oome in the sense
of "eppear, nake & public appesrance™ end Leuski cerusents thet “as the
Baptist stepped out of retirement into his great public mission, so Josus
now doos the swie."® However, the motion involved in this appearance . .
poums o roveive euphasls by the use of the three prepositious, and the '
forn of the historiocal presont, which rosults scmewhat in a dramatic
effocte Thus Jesus comes fromXnd Galileo, to énf the Jordan, towards
rrpé tive Baptiste The genltive of the infinitive rw/ ﬂmnrﬂf Wl o':..'-_-
prosses purpose, in order to be baptiged Ly hine It may imply, as lensid
says, tlut Josus requestoed R, o baptize him.® _ o
A minor quesiion of %e:ztual veriunts ovcurs at tho-boginning of
verse 14, whore Nevtle ccdts’Iwiyvgs, and the aubjédi-. iz undorstood from

the third person verb forme On the other hand, the kSV, The Expositor's

Grock Tostomont, wnd Lenski are amcnp those who includo the naowme Johne

Tho mooning, uf oourse, romeins the samo in oithor case. The verd Ji« -
KwAdw used only here in the Now Testamont, implies mn ewrnost effort
to provont dr forbid (mote the /i), and the ixporfoct is vaed to suggest
a porsistent bub wnsuccessful attempe’ A key word for this entire

SR, Co T, Lemsid, Ths Interpretation of St. Mautthow's Gospel (Cole
unbug: The Terthurg Precs, Igzsjg Pa F‘Ei

4y, F. Arndt and Fe W, CGingrich, A Croo #1ish Lexicon of the

New Tcetrrant (Chicago: The University of Chistzo Pross, Io0Z)s Ps Side.’

5l'analrl.. 2‘2‘_’,‘ 2_1-30

61nid. & ‘
7o, Be Bruce, ODs Cit.s De 8be



7
study 18 the verb Surrifw, which when translitorated into the Englich-
language as "baptize™, does not help us o wnderstand its meaning, l‘ho
Amdt-"ingrioh Loxicon sayst "Dip, immerse, mid. dip cneself, wash .
(in non-Christien 11t. nlso 'plungs, sink, drench, overshelm', etos)s™®
Thus this word desoribes action which brings m.e into govantact with wator
or sume other liquids Dosoribing the aotion, howaver, doos not fully
explain the significsnce of such activity. Ve shall treat the questicn
of this significance in another chapters For the present, we wish to l
dotermine the procise meening of the word ,@mn’ w itself,

Virtually all lexicons and suthorities agree that tho basic meaning
of the word I&rrﬂ' w 48 "go dip" or "to plunge”.’ Flemington, who has
assenbled & ooncise sumnary of authoritative coment on the word, says,
"fhe verb Axrifas is an intensive or iteretive form of the verb Sirrw,
both moaning "to dip" or "to plunge".? Both Flemington and Cullwan seem
to teke it for granted that when the word is used to desoribe the bap-
tisn of John, it nocessarily implies immersion. Thvs, in comparing
Jolm's baptism with the Jowish baptiem of proselytes, Flemincton flatly
asseris that "both uss boptism by immersion,"i0 Likewise Cullmann,
without actunlly having established eny basis for the claim, assumes that
smersion was the mode of baptism employed by John, when he sayss "The
Christien sacrament of the Holy Spirit, prepared end proolaimed in

BIbidnn ps 131e

%e Fo Flemington, The New Toctament Dootrine of Baptism (Londoms
Ss Pe Co Ko' 15868 » po‘m :

lonﬂ.do;b Pe 16s
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Johannine baptism, remainod a Baptism, an Immersion,"i1 Although many
othors shore this view, tlere sre also relishle mrthoritiss who do not
believo 'll'.he.t Johm's baptism was by immorsica.

A very .convinecing .case 1 presented by John l&irrs.y,la who goes .into
oonsiderable detail, with great skill nnd-;aloar reescning, to dumone
strato that Lenrifw .nood not mean Limerse, bub that this word and its
vorious cognates cun bo used to. donote an actiom I-hi.oh noither indiocates
nor implies immersions Fassages fram the 0ld Tostament where the word
/d’nrw-mum. without necessarily mesning imerse, aret Lev, 1418, El; !
Ruth 2:14s end I Some 14127, Other passages whore the word is used, but
does not necessarily mean immerss, ares Ex, 12:225 Lev, '4:6. 173 5193
Hume 19:18s Doute 351243 and II XKings 8115, New Testement passages,
where ﬂ,nr{fuy is used more f{requently, but where it can hardly mean ime
merco, inovlude Iule 111503 and I Core 10¢8. In lisbrews 9:10 the word
ﬂmrw,«.ﬂ'? ocours, which con have several meaningsy inoluding sprivkling.
Thus Jurrey deiines ﬂumr{’fw a8 & word which indicates & certain effect
without itself expressing or prescribing the partioular mode by which
this effect is secured.i®

As for the phrase év Jdaxrc , found in Matthew 5111, the preposie
tion &vdoes nob warrant the supposition thatfxrrfw peans to imarse.
Baepler corrootly statest "Notf doea the faot that Johm baptised

10a0ar Oulimenn, Baptiem in the How Testement, trenslated by J x.
8¢ Reid (Londoms SOM Press, 1960)s Pe 1le - . :

1zd'oh::l lsrray, - "Ohristian Baptism®, The Westmineter Thoolorioal

Jowrnais XIII (ay, 1951), 106150 and XYV (Wove, 1061), i=iGe

157b4ds; ppe 115524
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and £v W/xrc demend a baptiem by i.mmrsion,. T S the insirue
montal use of the dative and of 7¥ indioating what John used when he
‘bapticcde"1¢ Furthermore, lans refors to the observebion of Hamilton
‘that "the word Ausrrifuis never in tho Soriptures fownd in counection
with the phraaé gls 6dwp 3 into wator 26 fe alse doscrives tun dife
forent instancos of early Christian art, illuntratm,_, b..pt.tsn'.'.... ‘scenedy !
at loast one of which dalos vack to the saamd contury A.Ds Five of -
these art picces depict the baptism of Jesus by Jokn, and nll of them
portray & soeno in whioh the Lord is standing in tho water (not i.'.:nersed)..
with Jolm pouring water over Himel® As a final note on this metter; wo
rofer agnin to Jurray, who sugpests that the baptisn of fire foretold
by John received ;ta synbolic fulfillnent in the cloven tonzues of fire
that sat upon the diociples et Pentecost. If imurrey is correot, such a
baptiom cannot be doscribed as ilimorsiom. 7Then, too, Pater specks of
this phenomencn snd relates it to the prophecies of Joel 2:28 (other
plrn,llel. 01d Testement prophecies eres Is. 32:15; Frove 1:23; and Szeke
56126) whore the Eebrew words {7 1Y, FDWand P} mean respectively "to
pour out, shed forth, and eprinkle,">7

Retwmning onoe more to the study of the text before us, we continue -
with verse lis The verb érroxpf Vopus({ o When used.in a formula with:
§ir£T¥ o 40 often left untranslateds The reply of Josus Xges Xpr¢ is

1%5nlter A. Baepler, "ihe Lode of Baptisme" Concordia Theologiecal .
Yoathly, X (August, 1939), 566e

15, G. Hans, "BANTIZ() s A Lexisographical Studw." Cmoordia. Theos
logioal !éonthly. XI (Septembor, 1940), 679 _

151bidep ppa 086-67
173:\11'!‘0-}". 220- f_’ﬁo. 2 127,
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idiomatios XPe5s being the seoond aorist imporative of ac¢u,4ut. ¢« 0n the
wooning of ot,_oﬂ. which can herdly be fully reproduced in the '.:‘.nglilh
word "uow”, Lenald obaérven:
The word "aow" refers o this moment when Jesus is about to masume
his offico. Suffioiomt rozscn for the Baptism of Josus exisis only

"now" and could not e':ia'l at ony other tinze in his li%0 or iz ocone:
noction with his wvork,

Ve ought to note that tho phrage "lot it e so now® is not o counmand, bub
rather & roguest to ooncode to the unique nature of the aituation.

The phrose zpémor érriV, the presont newter participle with the
oocpula, followed by the dativo of the porson end the infinitive, is a
periphrostio porfest tonse. The pronoun l';'pTV refers to Josus and John,
but scems to ocnvey nore than the impersonal idea which mipght be rendere
ed:s "It's all rizht for us to do thins."™ Rathor it was fittinz for these
two to do thia._ Thus V,o_o;hiu writos:.

It sooms most nntural to take the "us" as roforring to Josus and

Jolm ¢ o ¢ « It was the protest of Jolm which wns prwe:-.‘.:ina the

Lulfillnent of rightoousnesa in that Joln, by porioming tho rite

of Laptism, would enable Jesws to do tha‘b waich lio cmmtad an aot
of righteouaness A9

It wan.not acwething that Josus novedsd, as did the others whom Jonm had
!;a-.ﬁia;d; bnt begause of #is roqueal, as lle now was about to enter His
public mindatry, it wvas en act whish was significant for both of theme
As Lenski saya: "Josus is thinking of theoir respective offices. It wes
proper that thoy should carry out whatever thoir respective offices re-
quired,"20 leyer adds the note that this phrase presuppcses on the part

1910nski, opa oites pe 1256

J~‘Jt>}-.u We Voorhis, "The Beptism of Josus and His 84nlesaness,” Ihe.
Evanpelical Quarterly, VII (1535), 42-3.

201enski, ope oities Pe 1264

j
|
i
:
i
?
§
|
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of Jesus a clear vision regarding His vocation, and.Jolm's relation %o
16,2} The chject.of the inflnitive wApsdrec I8 miray fixxiosivme A
carerui study of thi.s' phrase merits spooinl cuusideration.zz The oloa=-
ing phrnae.rér: kP lyirr <rdv, does mot sug,ges:b the mode ik which John
administored the baptism of Jesusa.

Tiith verse 16 we have the feoling of entoring into e holy place, and
sharing with the angels s gliimpse of God Himself. The action of the bap=
iam 18 presented as having been oonoluded (the aorist participle ﬂ i~
terfels ) and attention is immedlately fooused oz what follovod. The
adverb s24% » which could modify Banti dels s 18 bost taken w!.th.’m:sq.
It tells us that Jeeus went up from the water without delay eo that the
descont of the Bpirit and the heavenly witness ocourred while Jesus vas
out of the wator, most liloly standing on the bank of the river. Though
the intorpretation is possible that these events happened simultaneously,
Lensld poirts out that "the morist participle proceding en sorist finite
verb (<ivsf, ) ordinarily denotss action prior to the verb,"” and so he

says:

After the baptism was finished ( ﬂourﬂd'ﬂt:lff 3, vhatever may have
been the mode of administraticn, Jesus without delay ( £04/s ) walke
ed awvay from the water of the river, so that his anocinting with the
Spirit of God did not toke place, as many artists pioture it, while
he was being boptigsed, or while he stood knee-deep in the water,

sut on the bank of the river, & little distence from the wator.28

2lyeinrioh As We l-h:,'.ar. Critical and Exspetioel Fandbook to the
Gospel of Matthew tmhhﬁmmﬁﬁeﬁ. The transiation revised
and edited hﬂ%ﬁertok Crombie and Tilliem Stewart (New Yorks Runk and
Wagnalls, 1884), ps- 84s

“21ara) pe 56020

?shm’f’-' D Oltes.pe 1200 .
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The phruse &veda -irri_ ro¢ Uduros does not :I..nply that Joous had been ine
merscd-vnder the wator, sud although Mark uses Z¢ rether than X770, noie
thor olauso rofers to the boptismal act, but to wist followod, as Lenskd
says: "Josus steppe-d out of (£K) the 'm:.tor onto tha"bé.nk a*.:d walikod from
( %0) the woter anto the bank."2d -

The next clnﬁso of vorse 16 presents us with an omasing theophany,
and begins appropriatoly with the demonstrative particlo i/, "boholde"
That happened was something dalling for special notice, It was more than
a vision, as some have sugrested, since the Baptist asserts (Jolm 1:32«
83) that he wos a witness of the event, "The heavens™ (ot azfxvof) the
plural being used almest intorchangeably with the singular, but gozwmnj
employed as the preferrod torm for the abode of Gods26 The verd 1'”/5“.-’;(
Onrav , 15 the first acrist passive of areiw, which means "to opene”
The pessive means "to be openad”, and implies that such action takes
place in the oase of "closed places, whose interior is thereby made ace
cessible,"28 A textual variant is found in the Koine, C, and ple which
add «£ind after the verb, “"the hoavens wers openod to Him.*® It is absent
in Nestle's toxt, but Bruce and Heyer include it. It does not seem to
have sufficlent basis for being included, nor would it add much msaning
to the thought. Though Jesus alons mey have seem the heavens opened,
Jehn also saw the Spirit descending, and the parallels in Mark and Lukﬂ
have no reference that would suggest including « 74 o

PAbid,

255 paatmiingrich, Ope clbes Pe 599
26,54, L
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- Jesus, the shbjoct of tho opening clause in verse 16, is subject ale
80 in the next verb, ¢70rve Another miner varient appears herej both
TVevpn and Bedv nave the dofinite article, 3But the scnse in either
oase 1a the same and the reading without the articles sccas to be the
ocorrect ono. The present participlee. karwfuiver end éppoprver desaribe
not only whet Jesus sier, but vhot actually hepponod., Cod anocinted Him
with tho Foly Oheet and with power (Rots 10t32), IMuch discussion has
boaen aroused by the phrase ozl T ept rregu'{/, 2id the Spirit coae "as"
& dovo, in that shepo end form, or did tho spiril descend 1ilw o dove?
And why, in either case, as & "dove"™? .The particle ire denotes ocme
parison and may be tronsloted "an, like, (saething) like, lit., 'a
1r0,"27 That Iuke ssys, (luke 3122) "the Holy Spirit descendsd upon him
in bodily form, ns a dovo," ic ovidence that it wes a visible apree-ence,
and supgests that the particle expresses more than a camparisen to the
monnor in which o dove micht ddscend, Lenski uses the term "dovelike
form,” and he feels that the dove wos “intended to conwey the idea of the
graciousness of the Spirite"2B Arndt susgestss "The dove is a syubol of
purity ond Peace, and hence its .rom dces serve very well in a manifes-
tation of God's INoly Spirit, who represents the highest prrity and brings
trus peace into humon heerts."29 There are other interpretations, tut
since the text iteslf does not lu‘f;;got any partioular explanation, we

27Amdi'-ﬁinsri.nh. e oites Ps 9074 .
281mki. Ope ait d’.t.. Pe 132-

29
fisllinm Fe Arnd‘l:. The Gospel Amnrd.’m to St. luks (Ste Louis,
Concordia Publ:hh!.ng Heuse. M“m‘r‘p. _
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believe it best not to indulge in too much econjesture.

But Matthew says still more in his mcoount. Vhat follows in h:l.n_
acoount is also somothing to make men wonder, so that the evangelist cone
tinues, st ¢dod o and then describes the next manifeetation, " o voice _
from heaven.” The noun $w¥y stands alone, the verb boing uaderstoods
The preposition 7t implies "from within," God speaking from out ef the
opened heavens."0 Another variant occcurs at the end of tais olause,
where scme manuscripts add wpds <Urey o But we apain follow Hestle in dise
regarding ite 7To inolude 1t would wvirtually necessitate enother ohanre,
8o that the next clause would begin with & et instead of with oores irt1v.
Although Mark and Lule "record the words as being addressed to Jesus,
'Thou art my Son, the Beloved,' otoe, which we regnrd as the actual form
in whioh they wore spokeon, Latthew writes, 'fhis is + « + * and intends
the words for us."S! Generally, the same memusoripts which add the vare
dant 7pds «Cré¥ bogin the next cisuse with ¢V it rather than with oores
2eT1V o Dut most authorities agree that in Matthew the text should ree
main e8 it is.

The olosing clause, which reproduces the words spoken by the Veioce,
deserves special ocnsideration, because 1t'clmr1y reflects certein
passages of the Old Testament, Iss 4211 and Pse 217« Op the one hand,

28 Bruce notes, "the voice recalls and in some measure echoes Ise 633l, ~
*Bohold iy servant, I uphold limg My chosen one, My soul delights in Hime
I have put Uy epirit upen Him,'" on the other, "The title 'Scn' recalls

S0Lenalci, Ope oltes De 155e
Blrpea,
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Pa, 2¢7,"52  Commenting on the message spokan by the Yolge out of heaven,

Plurmer sayss X
Both liark and ILulss have 'Thou art My Son,' which sums suthorities
have in latthew alaoj end this form irmplies that the volco had a
special meaning for the lessiah, and vms not meanmt for John alono.
And, a8 addressed to Jolm, it tells him of the Messishship, rathor
than of the Divinity of Jesus.5d : :

He continues by i.ndicat:_h_:g that the statoment may be taken in threo wmys:

1) This is.My beloved Son, in whom I an well pleased; 2) This ie
iy Sou, the Beloved, in whom I em well pleansods 3) This is ¥y Son,
the Beloved in whom I am woll plemsed. The chiof point is vhether
"the boloved' is a soparate title, indicating the lMessish, In any
cose there seex to be n reference to the Son nf God promised in
Poe 217 o o o &%

Ceoil John Cadoux, in his work The Historig liission of Jesus, asserts

that "the term the Deloved' is aluwst equivalent to 'the only', and was

& current Xessianic appollation," end he ndds that the origimal wording
of the lucsn purcllel definitely suggests & guotabion of Pse 217435 In * a
liark and in the dlexandrien iext of luke the heavenly voice proolaims
Josus a8 § vie5s mwev O Erxﬂllﬂ?, ¢v ol £0doknox and this
prompts Gs Ve e Lompo to comoents |

Thoreas in the "Western' reading in luke, dJesus is greetod in the

purely lessiunio terms of Pse 2:7 (which was a regular proof=text

for the liessinhship of Jesus), the versiom [ ] given by Mark strongly

sugzosts that Josus is designated God's Son in words which indicate :
that lis sonshlp und lessianship are to be interpreted in terms of :
the role of the Second Isaish's Servant of Yaisweh, The Hessianio |
'Thou art my Son' of Pye 217, is oombined with an echo in the words ;

3231'!109. ops _E'Eo. Pe 874

334100 Plumer, An Breretical Comrnen on the Cospel accord:lqﬁ
%o Sty Lnbthew (ondent HITSoT Sterk "ﬁw%rz. J0TTs Pe Sde "

B410p1d,

3600011 Johm Cadoux, The Fistorie Mission of Jesus (Wew York, Har-
per and Srothers, 1943), De 2V )
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/
& dyxmaros, tv ror €900k HTE op the first Sorvant poem (Is.
4211) together with a passago (Iss 44:12) which would be read in the
£irst oontury as en intogrel part of the Servant prophecios.36

At this point we wish to rofer to the cboorvations of Oscar Cullmanm,

whose views regerding the significance of Christ's baptizm vill recoive
more a'b'l:.ant!_.m laters Commenting on differences botwoen the Gospol aoc-
counts, and the 014 Testament passages from which the quoteticns ere
takon, ho says:

In the synoptio accont of ifark erd Matthew (Mark 1:107, nnd Matt.
3:16f.) and, according to welleattented vorsions, also Lule (3:22) o
« ¢ the proclamntion of the heavenly voice: "Thou are my b-lowved
8on, in whom I -am well pleased" . « ¢ oonsists in a citation froam
Ise 42:11s That is, we hero have a reference to the Ebed-dahwo
sonpse 7The servont of God, who must suffer vicariocusly 1‘95 his
poople, is in this manmer addressed in the 0ld Testement.”

Aftor teking note of the varient from the mamuscript D found in the
Lucan text, which appears to he a citation from Pss 2:7, rather than
from Is, 42:1, Cullmann states that the Marlkw)ntthew version is to be
preferred here, and that _
Christ at nis Baptism is not yet proolaimed King but only the ser=
vant of Gods Iids Lordship appears leter, after ais resurrectiong
but £irat of all he has to complete the work of the suffering Sere

vant of God in dircct vonmeotion with the menning of Jomammine
baptiom, and in fulfillment of this moaninged8

As further evidence for his ccnolusion that the declaration of the heas
vonly veice is definitely related to Ise 4211, Cullnann observess

Tho form of words of the heavenly voice in the Gresk divergos from
Is, 42:1 only in one respecte. r7o(ly would bLe the correct rendering
of the Hobrew abdi, 'my sorvant,' und this correot trenslation ap-

565, Ve He Lampo, The Sesl of thy Spirit (New Yorks Longuens,
Green, and Goupeny, 1951)s PDe 06~Te

3761:.111:\&1\'0. Ops 2_1_1’-_.. Ps 16e
8Ibides e 170
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pears in the quotation of the same passage in Matte 12117, But ine
stond of ;7a7s » At 18 /05 . that stands heres The affinity of the
Greck words /7«7sand ¢/s5and the oonnection of the Hebrew words
bachir and jachid with the Greek roots % amn7ds , exdexrés snd
Avovo ysvhs sugpesh that Jesus was first addressed as Jrd's im

the Groek translation of Is, 42:1, while in the Semitic original he
is designated as ebod, servant, which corresponds with the text of
Iss 4211, This posaibility mist certainly be reckonod with, especials
ly at John 1134, a passapge which « ¢ o Offers as a well-attested var-
dant not the word vfss but éxfexros, which is the usual translatim
in the Septuagint for the Hebrew bachir, by whioch the ebed of God is
designated in Is. 4211, But even 1f the Hebrew form of Ghe heavenly
voioce already oomtained the word 'Son,' in ocontrast to Is. 42:1,
8till the rest of the oontext refers to Is., 4211, the well=known be-
giming of the Ebed~Jalwe song, and Jesus is then designated S8on,

in so far as, in the role of Servant of Gody hs takes the guilt of
his pecple [] upon himself in his suffering and death. For he who

is addressed in Is« 42¢t1 has certalnly to fulfill the m!.sim which
is more closely desoribed in the 53rd chapter of Isaimhe®

Although Cullmann's puggestion is noteworthy, we belisve that when Jesus
s dosignated as Scm, this Lmvolves more than that “He takes the guilt of
his people upon himself in his sufferingmmd death.” He is God's Som,
Eo may bo ocalled tho true Israel, who obeyed the will of God which men so
often discbeyeds
In his commentary on the passage, Iouki.-urgu the importance of not-
ing both the divine snd the luman nature of Jesus, ls writess
Unless we see the God-man in Jesus we shall fail to seé why God
should here call from heaven that this is his S8on, the Beloved ¢ ¢ ¢
The axmounoement deals with the Sonm fyrwsxss with the Son as imcar-
nate in Jesus, and with y:ln ag now entering on his lLessianio work.
Lenski also proposes that the aorist £fik1r< 48 historioal, going back to
. the mement when God seleoted His Son for the redemptive work, and when

the Son acceptod that work, md so he translatesi ™in whom I was well

91v1dss ppe 17-10.
0renski, ops olbes Pe 154e
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pl.eaﬂed."‘n Howover, Arndt scems to present a stronger.case for trans-
lating the verb as a present; in his notes on the same word in the Lucan
parallel, he writes:
The aorist sidsare has received various interpretations; (a) It has
been regarded as the gnomic aorist; (b) it has boen viowed as the
veprosontation of the Aramaie (Hebrow) 'perfoct!, the assumption bee
ing that the languaye uscd wae Aramaiag (c) it hias boen enlled the °
ingressive aoriste Of these explanations (b) is hore preferred. In
Latte 12:16, where Is. 42:1 is quoted with reference to Jesus, the
same form ocours, God being the apeaker. Tho Iebrew orizinzl (the

LXX difSers) has & 'perfect' formsy we tramslate with the present
tense.t

Tho larkan Account (lk, 1l:9-1l1)

In lfiark. the baptiom of Jasus is desoribed in brief, actione-filled
termse Interproters take note of thiss In his discussion of Jesus' bap-
tism ond its relaetion to the originnl ciremstances, Je Y. Croed maintainas
that "the larkan acoount is clearly the most primitive. If it rests on
authentic information, i must be derived from Josus himself.™S It may
well be that our Lord discussed the ewvent with his discipless Scme of
them moy also have been disciplos of the Baptist and might have beon pro-
sent themsolves at the events At any rate, we do not accept Creed's inw
direct question about "mzﬂwnti:a information,” with its implisd attack
upon the reliability of Soripture. A2Also Bruce seens to suggest similar
oritionl views, when he writes that "the manner in which the baptism is
reported is the first instance of res.l!.;m of this Cocpel,™ ond that,

4yy34., p. 136,
“Amd'h. ope oit., pe 122,

437, M, Creed, The Cospel According o Ste luke (Londons Macltillan
and Company)s ps 5be
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compared with Luke, "who is influenced by religious decorum”, the facts

about Jesus are reported (by Mark) in a "naked mermer."*® The larkan aoe
count (1:9-11) roads as followas '

In those.days Jesus come from Hazaroth of Galilee and was baptisod by
Jolm in the Jordan, And when he came up cut of the water, immodiate-

iy he saw the hoavens opcnod and the Spirit oeming dowm upon hinm 1like

@ doves and a volcs oame frum heaven, "Thou are my beloved Sony with
hee I am woll pleased.”

The rather indefinito desipmatien of %ime, £y iK£lVers 74ls fmepas
(uatthew has 7ore) suggosts that this happensd during the midat of Jolm's
activity. At that time, Jesus camo, traveling from his hone at Razareth
in Galiloo, whore ho had spont his childiicod and youthe 7The phrase "In
those days" ocon also be a Biblical devics for referring to rodemptive time.

Yark s=ys nothing about the purpose of Jesus cowing to John, as lMate
thew doen, but procceds et once to tho notioms rwl E,&rrn}ﬂ% Eo mention
is made of any speocific modo, nor does tho uso of gis indicnte a submore
sion into the wntere However, Bruce oorments that "the exprossiom is
pregnart, the idoa of desconding into the river boing latout in €ls "%
Talike iitbaow, Hark doos not identify John with the titlo & Bumitrrhs
(1atte 331), nor doos Mork sy anything about Jolm's reluctonce to bap-
tize Josus and the enaswer which Jesus gave hime Bub lark's silence on
this point doos not werront the sintement by Bruce that "it does mot even
appear whether John bad any suspioclion that the visitor from Negareth was
o t’.ryu’ére/a'; o of whou ke had apl:vh:en."46
The rapid-fire style of lMark continues in verse 10 in tis phrase

4431'“.03. Bp. _0_";1103 Pe 545,

451p1de, po 342
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K 6"’4”5. The Toxtus Roceptus has s:’:é’s’w;. but Bruce gorrectly obe

servos that “the best texts have sdﬂu; uniforaly in ¥ari,"™7 The pree

sent partiociple _-c’wc/!-ufwv with éx gives no explicit indication that
Josus was immersed, but simply desorihea tho action and indicates the
place from which Josus went upe lark does not have the exolemation
found in Eatthew, but by placing the werb E?Jf'f bafore <t a/a:’ﬂu; rous -
05[‘ NJ; o leavea 1o room for doubt that Jesus saw the heavens rent.
Lenski, who follows the Toxtus Roceptus and has €77z , Busgests that

" 4%/t refers to the oight of the eyss not to an impression (Eindruck)
in the imer oonsoiocusness with no objeotive reality outside of 1t,"48

of apéo!.al 8ignificance 18 the use of the present participle syc a,vas’vw:.
Plummey describes it as

a graphic expressicn, which is the more remarlmble because there

sooms to be no other example of this verdb ¢ ¢ ¢ boing used in rend-
ing the hoavense Here both Hatthew and Luke have the Old Testament
vorby which was evidently in comnon use for the opening of the hea=
vens, (Htes jreu)xfnonv ot copavel )y compere John 11513 Aots 101113
Reve 4:1. So also in the Septuagints Ise. 5411, Ezek. li1l, which is
perhaps the earliest example of the idea of the heavens being opensd,
In Gens 7311 the windows of hoaven are opened for the rain, and in

Pee 78123 the doors of heaven for the manma, but that is not the same
4dea; nevertheless there also the same vsrh is used, The Testaments
of the KII1 Patriarchs exhibit the same constant usages leve 216, 61,
18tl; Judah 24:2¢ The last two passages are licssianio, and are sti-ike
ingly parallel to the Gospel marratives. "The heavens shall be opens
ed, and from the temple of zlory shall come upon him sanctificatiom,
with the Father's volce as from Abraham to Isamce And the glory of
the iost Hipgh shall be uttored over him, and the spirit of understande
ing and sanctifiocation shall rest upon him (in the water)." The last.
three words are probably & Christian interpolation of early date.

*"Tvid,

48,, 0. K. lenski, The Inter tion of 8t. Mark's Gospel (Colume=
buss The Vartburg Press, 1961)s ps 4%. "

49?1“3%‘5?' ODe ﬁn. Pe 320




i 21
The word seems more desoriptive than a’mf’x employed by Matthew and luke.
2 ’
The variant TV 0L poevevs is not well supported.

The desoription of the descent of the Spirit also differs scmewhat
from the acoount in Matthew and in Lukes Mark has 77 r7iwx while Mate
thew has 7v5ouy ded7 without the artiole and Luke has = 7vegun s ﬁj—m'.
Again, liark has #¢, Batthow aful'. Variant readings at the end of verse
10 have E’ﬂ"u;"; instead of ;75 -u;-ra’v » and the addition of m; pr'wr,
But we follow the readinz by Nestle,

In verse ll, which gives the msssage spoken by the heavenly Voloe,
the words addressed to the Son are in the second person, but in Yatthew
the words are spoken in the third person. The possible reference to the

50 .
Sorvant Songs of Isaiah has been discussed above. The verbel adjeoctive
o & rmrq":ols s beloved, acoording to Arndt=-Gingrich inolines strongly to=
51 .
ward the meaning only-beloved. Lenski ocmments as followss

The verbal adjective o -crdnro; is added by & second articls, !hu

malkee the verbal a kind of upposi‘bton and, in faot, a olimax to &

V{45 « v o « Like mont nrball.x «r14rés is passive with the Father

as the agents The verd x,xrrw. om which this verbal is derived,

denotes the highest type of lowve, that which is coupled with full
comprehension and understanding and is acoompanied by corresponding
pUrpose s ¢ & ¥ The verbg/ei- indicates the love of affection, and
while it is also proper as expressing the love that oxistl between
the Father and the Bon, it expresses far less than err.emw e It
cannot be used atall when the object is unworthy ¢ ¢ « ¢« The Faw
ther loved Jesus by comprehending all t Josus was doing and with

the purpose of seconding his every acts
Thus in & unigue and singular sense, Jesus is declared to be the Beloved

Sone

503upras pe 16£fe

61y yndt-Gingrichy ops cltes De 6e
sztaukl. The Interpretation of 3t. Mark's Gospel, ps b62e
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The lucan Acoount (Lk, 3121-22)

Although the third Syneptist desoribes the baptism in fewer words
than either Ihttt'nn or lMark, he nevertheless adds details which neither
of them inolude in their acoountss The passage in Iuke reads as followss

Now when all the peopls were bqp‘ki.sod. and wheh Jesus alsoc had been

baptized and was praying, the heaven was opened, and the Holy Spirit

doscended upon him in bodily form, as a dove, and a voioce came from
heaven,; "Thou art my beloved Sony with thee I am well pleased,”

Vorse 21 begins with £ re’uro coupled with the aoccusative aorist
passive preceded by #v and the definite article, The moun olause in con=
struotion with £p£ver0 answers to a Hobrew idions. In this case the noun
clause 1s the subject of £y£vers o Acoording to Ju He Uoulton, this cone
struotion represents more slosely the Hebrew manmer of l_peer.:hg58 The
construction & governing the infinitive with 77 4is most commonly temporal,
and ooours frequently in Luke.5¢ Arndt suggasts t.ha.t this oomstruction

views "the mony baptisms that John porformed on a mmber of successive

occcasions as one acte"®® In one way, the phrase v 7 Parrerlivae xrd.

may be considered parallel to the genitive absolute Theoo ﬂarrnrﬂa’zrp_;
in which case k«/ would simply mean "and"j but if the word x«<c 18 inter-.
preted here as meaning "aleo", then the baptism of Jesus receives more
euphasis. We believe that Jerrirfivec implies action sntecedent to

53 Jemes Hope lioultom, An Introduction to the Study of New Testamont
s = e ok Tian Cos

Groek, £ifth edition revised by »
m‘ Pe 1%l4

B4 rnat Dewitt Burton, Syntax of the Moods and Tenses in nu Testas
mont Greek (Bdinburghs T.& rﬂm. third edition, 1698)s pe 162¢

58)rndt, Ope cltes Pe 131
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ﬁuﬂ'rlrgzvrv)'. The participle-oclause used to report the baptism would

suggost that Luke 1s more intorsstod with what followed than with the
baptism itself. On the phrase e‘c'mcvm -m"'r ,{.( af/ Arndt writes, 'Hhon
Inke says thnt all tho people were baptized, his words mst not be prosaed
%o muon thut every Jew roquestod baptisn; he is using popular specch,"56
At this point Iule edds the detell that Josus wves praying, nfcnuxcp[vou,
a fact not recorded in tho accounts of Fatthew aud iarke Othor differs

_ences that.mizht be notad horo are tha leck of roference to the place of

baptism, and that Jesus came to John from Galilee and Joim's reluctance
to baptize Josuse Hor does lule eoixliclily indicate who baptized Jesus,
although the context cortainly cuggects that it wao Johme Although Lule
usas the scmo verb as Matthow whon tolliug about the opouning of heaven,
the form is cifferent. Ho has Zvewyffie aorist passive infinitive

wherees Latthew hos fvealy v and bie usos the singwlar 70¥ oCpavov

whore latthow and Mark both have the plural. _

The eccusative with the infinitive, ocuused by the e}g'vr:fﬂ s oontizne
ves inio the next vorse, Iuke azain adds a mew dotall by describing the
deaoent of the Holy Spirit in a bodily form, suwur ki £(Jts Arndt ob=
gorvos that while the coming of the Spirit es a dovo is related by sll
four Evangelists, "the oxpressicn 'bodily form' helps to bring out that
something visible ooourreds"S7 The dative may be taken as tho dative of
moans, and adds woight to the conslusion that it was in a visible, dove=
1ike forw that the Holy Spirlt descendcds luko's 70 7/évwd 70 Zyrov
soous an explicit reference.to the- thifd Poraem of the Eol; Trinitye

& 1p1de
57Ib1d.
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¢ notes that "as to the voice from heaven, Fark and Iuke have exncte

1y %+ sene toxt, while Matthew reports the voice as speaking not to Jee

08

suc, but about THm, fle nlso adds a very holpiul fooimote on the vare

ient readings

c / > S T ’ Pd ’
veosy mwov EL OV, ad«w THEpov “rtrg VKK TE 9
sayings g

The roading of most 173 repragsents the tromslintion siven ebove (that

based on tho text as lieatle has it)s But Z, Streoter, Heuok are of
‘the opinlon tuat auother rovding dosorvos tho preforonce, the words
of T8e 217 (LXX) « o & o According to tho prinoiplos of texiual
oritiolom which I followr, this rending doss not deserve the profore
onvee It wos found in Rame and Carthage, but the iradision of Ale

oxandria, Cassaron, and Antinoh is azningt ite It is {rue that cogy=:

ists wore inoclined to asgimilute The varioua Gospela one to the othsn
whoreevor thore appsarad tv be a discrepancy, Wt it is hard to see
why & copyist should have L[] felt that the words of Fe+ 217 should -
be droppod, if the manuscript whilch he reproduced contained theme -
Assuning that these words are nut gemuine, how shall we account for
their roproduction in so many Western mpsuserists. An easy conjecw
ture is that somebody had put the words of Ps, 2:7 oz the margin as
an appropriate parallel end ihat the copylst, balfled by the oxls~
tenca of wnat appearod two readings end of ®hich tho marginal one
oould be gssumed to be a corrocticn, adopted the lutter as the genw
uino one.

Before leaving tlw Lucan pcoount Wo may anotes hore an Intoreduing euggese
tion from Fdershoim. Reforring to tho fuot that Jesus "wes proyingy Ede
orshein says:t "Cne prayer, the only ons which Bo taught ifis disciples,
reours to our niudn."so Vhilo this is only aonjocturs, it is intoresting
to ;:ote how appropriate the first throe petitions of the Lord's Prayer
would have bom.a.t this point in the life of Jesus.

The Johannine Referencs (Jne 1129-34)

6 81".: l&a

591biu.. ppe 12122,

Go&*i’red Edm-s‘xei..., The 1ifo and Timea of Joems the Heslinh (Hw
Yorks Longmans, Green, sud Coupatys 1J07) Bighth edition rovisod, I, 283 o
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- Although the fourth Cospel :does not desoribe the actual baptiem of

Jesus, the passago in chapter i:zﬁ-a&_mrbaini;' rofors to tho deccent of
the Spirit which irmodintely followd that event. Asd in tho witness
whioh John the Baptiet providos here, we have en import:nt ctatemont
vhich is holnful in understanding the significnnco of the baptism of Je=
sus,e Thq pasnege roadst

lanb of God who takes cwny the #Hin of the worldl Thias is he of whm
I soid, '.fior re comos & man who renks befors me, for he wos before
mel I myself did not icow him: but for this I eamo baptizing with
mnter, that ho micht ho revenled to lsrael." And Jobn bore witmess,
YI mmw the Spirit descond as a dove from henven, and it remained on
nire I mysell did not Imow hing but he who sont ne $o baptize with
wvator aaid to mo, *Ho en whom you seo the Spirit descend and remain,
this is he who baptizes with the Holy Spirfit.' And I havo soem, 2nd.
have borno wiimess that this 48 the Son of God,"

The noxt dny he enw Jesus cominy tomard hin, sud said,"Behold, the

The oponing phrase 7J e’n.'-cv',onr refors to the interview with the do-
putation from Jerusalem. It may have been almost six weaks since that
day when Josus had first coms to John at the Jordan %o be boptized by
him, for the Synoptists tell us that after His baptism, "Tho Spirit ime
medintely drove him out into the wildernmesa. And he was in the wilder-
nees forty days, tempted by Saton o ¢ o " (Mark 1112-13 end parallels)s
The importent thine in Jolm's witness as vproached in the fourth Gospel,
was not the time end occocasion when Jesus wms baptiged by the Baptist, nar
even that s wns baptized, hut what happrmed in comection with that bap-
tisme Tho Interim Report of the Ssecial Cormission on Baptism, published

by the Churoh of Scotland, pointe up that significance when it compares

the aooounf in John's Gospel with tho acoounts in tho Synopticss

All the Gospels spuak of the Baptiam of Jesus by John the Baptlst,
and all spoak of John's Bapties not for its own sake, bub for ite
relation to the Gospoleg It im spolken of as tho boginning of the

Goapcl (ibrk 1:1f)e There are differconccs betwoon the acoount of
the Synoptic Gospels and that of the Fourth Gospels The Synoptios
speak of Jomn's preaching and Baptism before the Daptism of Jesus,
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while the Fourth Goopel spoals of Joha's praaching and Baptism in
the full light of the Baptism of Jesus. :All the Gospels speak of
the Dnptisa of Josus in Herms fmplying the Trinity, hat is, of the
Yolco of God, of Chrict a» the Son, ond of the Spirit « » o » Ald
of thom spenk of tho desceut of the Iuly Gpirii upon Christ et Ms
Baptism, but wherens in the Synoptioc Gospels Jesua® Waptisning with
Spirit is spoken of In tho fuburo tonse ¢« o o in the Fourdl: Gospol
1% i3 in the present tonwe (John 1:33)e Thouzh thore is e differ-
ozcd botmeen tho 8ymoptle acocunt of Joim's Bepbisa aud the% of the
Fourth Gospel, they orc ossentially complementary. The mairn intere
| + @8t In all of them is the Naptism of Jesus, nnd the sirmificance of - -
5 that ovent for the Gospel.S!

Thus to uniderstsnd John 1:22+34, we nsed to l=ep in mind at the outset

whot Johm had scen. Duncan obsarves:

The sizmificence attaching Yo the 3optiat, howovor, is not thet he _

edrinistorod wmter-baptise to Josvs, but that he wea a witnoas to

e descent of the Epirit. Appareatly, therefore, the descent of

the Spirit was not & purcly subjective exporiemce in the soul of

Josuss it wms somothing which the _gnptis‘a saw, ond to which he felt

himself czlled to beoer testimomy.’

! Johm's tostiuony, "Behold, the lamb of God® irvolves such vost concepts
that we cannot denl with It here, and because taese words do not refor to
the Bactiem of Jasus, wo ghall oveid eny ocumont on them,

In verse 31, exd eznin in vorse U8, the Beptist says #Hdzcvs Some
Comrwertators hold that Jolm did not mow Jasus at ell prior to the time
waon Jesus osme to be baptices by him, while others holieve that Johm did
rot provicusly inow Hin as the leasiah, nor recognise His civine greate
ness, Thouch no cne csu soy with certainty how well John imew Josus bee

. fore e beptism, 148 reluctsnce to perform the baptism (Ma ¢5114) ine

diontos to us thet he was aequainted with iiims But the purpose of

slcm:rch of* Saotlond, Special Cormission on Baptiexn, Interim Report
of the Spocial Compission on Baptism (Bdinburgh: Blackwell, 1956), Peis

62George Se Duncan, Jesus, Son of ln (Nenw York:s The lactillan Come
) pany, 1940), pe 90» - _
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Jolm's ulssion wus to propure the way for Christy That Josus might be

made wmanifost davepwdf ca that account, dik 75070 4 he cwio Gaptizing with
wator, Loaoki sommontss ; R

The SV« clause ic placed forvard for omphosis anl is aade doudly
ouphatic by the sumary of i% in /i) To0ro 3 for this vory roasom

that bo ghould be muds aanifest did John comeo vuptising. The aoriad

Puvepuly ggnotoa 2 purpeco actually acocmplished not cne maroly
abbenptad,.” ;

Tha teatiiony of John in vorsos 352-34 is n drect rofercuce te what
Jolm wituessod Lmodiatoly after Jesus had boom beplizeds Tho verb refrc-
amoRt  (porfoct We) indioates that Johm still recalled whet he had
behield at that evenlie ISwo poople doudt that an actaal dove wa8 visible,
but we beoliowe that also the acoounts of the S;taptist.n indionte thot the
desocent of the Spirit was vislble, scen by Josus and by Jolm as well.

Tho fn’afxl« in verse 34 supports our vonviction in this matter. This
" does not mean, as Lensid polnts out, #that the Saptist sow 'a dove'; what:
he sawr w5 '23 a cdovo,' a bodily form fudsed, bt one that waz %as' a

dove."¥ Jolm doos not say thot he heord the voice from hesven, but the

witmoss that be gives bo Jugus oSres Zemy & vies rob Be6V may bo o ref=
eronce to tho pronouncensnt of thoe heavenly Velces Tlus the sicnifie
cange of the beptiam of Jesus 1z %o be found not only In tals that He
wog baptisod with water by Jolm, but also in this that at His baptism,
as Lo om0 up out of tho water, the Holy Opirit doscanded ugon Him and
the volce of God the Father declarod that Ee was Eilas beloved Sone This

marvelous oveat will be diacussed more fully in chaptor four,

6324 Co Ha Leusid, The Intarprotation of St. Jolm's Coodol (Colume
bus: Iumtheran Book Concern, Pe »

%ﬂq. Pe 135.;



CUAPTER IIX
AN BASGETICAL oiIUDY OF TnE BAPLISUH OF JOhY
The Origin of Joln's Baptisn

Although this thenis does not protend to offer en oxhsustive study-
of the person and work of that last of the Uld lestamont prophots, who
for the distinotive act that accoupanied his preaching was called “the
Bapiist", nevortholess a brief review of the life of Joim, the son or.
Zacharians, and of hie work should prove helpful in our offort to deter=.
nine the significance of ithe baptism of Jesus, who of his o'm accord sube-
mitted to the baptism of voln. %he son of agod Zacharics and his wife
#lizabuith, John had been Biunt Ly God to bo the forerummer of the lessiah,
He entered upox a ministry *for which he had been intendod end prepared
nl I{£4er spanding his
early yoers in seclusion in the wilderness mear hls home, west oi the

oven before his birth, luke 1115~173 42-i44; 76=T7e

Doad Soa, he appeared us & prescher along the banks of the Jordan in the

2 Peglaniny in the wilderness of Judea (latt. 311) he seems

Jear. 26 AJD.
%o have gradually worked his way north, tarou;h the El Ghor or Jordan
Valley, until he arrived at Bethobara (Joim 1128), a ford of the Jordan

above Beth-ghean aud near the Sea of Galileo, about twenty miles from

1p, E. Kretsmann, Populer Commentory of the Bible (St. Louis, Cone
oordia Fublishing ilouse, Beds)y 1 155

2 johm B. Davis, "John ithe Daptist,® The Yostninster Dioti of the

Bible (Revised editions Philadelphint Westminstor Fresss 1944)a De Sibe
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Rasnreth.a

Some question has beer reised whether or not John had heen associae |
tod with the Buaenen. or posaibly had evon lived with thom during the _
days of his youth. Mthoup:h thore is no Soriptural evidence that John
evor had any ougward conteot with them, there ism a nossihility thut he
mew them, and porhaps was even a momber of their commnitvy for a while. .
If his aged paronts had diod when he was o%ill younr, it conld be, as
Brovmles supgents, thnt John wos raisod by the Kssenos in the Quarem
oom.mmi.ty. and that when he finally folt that their sepnrution from so-
ooty and ceoret teachinss kopt them from being a "voico™, that "he
turned his back upon thow and wont out to bLeoomo thot woice. le did not
forsakn the wilderusns, but he found placos in the wilderness where he
oould muot peonlemd presch to thnn.""i On the other hand, Bdersheﬁ
points out ‘that nelther his dross mor his food was ikt of the Easenes.d -
But the Essenes were kmova to have practiced ritual weshings of various: -
kirds, inoluding what Browlce desorives as an "initial bath™ taken by
one who wes admitbted into the comsunity, and if John had besen affiliated
or even acquaintod with such a -roup, that might help to explain his owm
uso of the haptismal :':.'Ize.8

fefore proocesding further into en investigation of the possible

snuum Fs;hlinr. The Lifo of Christ (Ste Lovis, Concordia Publishing

House, 1536), pe 1¢Ue

%, i, Brormloe, "John the Baplist in the Hew Light of Arcient ]
Scroll,” in The Sorolls sad the YNew Yestoment, edited by Erister Jtendahl
(New-York:s larper, 1067)e De UGe i il

Bp1cred Edersheim, The Lifec and Tizes of Josus iho Jessich (Few Yorks
Longuans, Green, end Compeny, 19 h'l')',' T, Z6de
6
Erowlee, Ope 2_1_‘!5_.’ Pe 38,




30

origin’of John's baptism, we ousht to consider his calling or work, of
which baptiem was the unique and distiapuishing mork. ¥e bolieve that it
is safe to e.klrsum' John had lomumed as a child gome of the a:v.trnort.limq;'
dotails comected with his birth, But how rmok die he Yo, and how well
did ho understend tie nature und inportenoce of his workz? Is worked with
& sense of urgency, and tuiuv answor given to thuse sent by the Jews to '
aak him ebout his work (John 1:19=20) indicated a aloar conviollon et
lie had veen smt by God, Yo propare the woy for tho cusing of the Lord.

Thus T, Ve Lanson trice to rcoaptine the thoughts of John when he sayas

John recoived a prophwbic ®eall.? lio found himself irresistibly
cought up by the mighty current of the divine activity in hwmen afe
fairo, appouinbted to wuslo wiiloh: he dared not refuse, jurmished with
a nessaje wnich he must at ail costa deliver. ie kmew thut God was
Meaking history', and thut God would use him in Uhe mmking of 4ite
For John the religious lile no longer meant the solemn ritunl of the
Tomplo, which was his horedituwy vowatione or did it menn quiet
meditation on the irhvrited treasures of Isrucl's devotional life,
or mysticel unjon with tho Ahsoluie. Iather it meant that he was
apprenended by God the king, and that the divino authority arnd power
am;orgf-:’. into him and worked through hin as he ylelded himself to
then. .

Just as Johm'e "prophotic oall” riay rizhitly Lo oxlled a divine summons,
8o alen the messape that he proclaimod w3 tha declarniion of Gode The
mossage inainded both warnings and admonltiona, s weoll as a call to re-
pentonce, but basic to it all wne the anncuncerent of tho approach of the
Kingdom of Heaven, Thus Duncan describes the burden of Jon's preaching
when he sayss

Lis sounded aloud, it ia trus, his proclamstion of judsment and his
call to repentance; bui it is also true that ho declaored to men God's
purposes of Salwaiion, thms taking bis stand in tae one direct line
of sucoession that linked him, on the one hand, with tho greatest of
his prophetic predecoasors, and, on the other, with that Holy Une

1953). Pe 88,

Pr, ¥. YMauson, The Servmt-Massiah (Cambridge: Tho University Press,
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for vhnse coming he sorved, in the providence of Gnd, to prepara ihe
waye" ; .
Thot, of oowrss, was Joln's worke He wos sent to prepore tho way. He did
mﬁ coek o esﬁblish a now relizious bodys. Itnson observes:

John's pission weas not o ond in itaolfe It is cienr that he roe
rarded it ae the preliminary to sorwothing sroctors s part wes to
prepare Israsl to moet her Gode The Himdmnontal principlos and moe
tives of his work are thus Incompetihlo with the iden of foumding
2 now 8acte Joln's busiress wms uot to found o now Judaiszm but to
mlo bebter dewny not to layr dom a new code bub et mere foithful
obgervince of the existivg olee’ 3

But %o do that it wos necessary for Jom te bepin to bresk domm the ere
ronoous cercsplis pertelning {o the Ningdom which wore oo populer at his
tirg. Hanoom ‘bhar;fnm ecntinuce his annlyeis of John's work by saylngs
The task of Johm thus has ‘wo aspects. MNegntively he had {to destroy
tho confidence that tho Messimnic hope wiwe 2 gilteod: ed searity
from which every roasonnbly pood Jew might expect to druw o divie
doride opitivolyr e nnd it is herc thnt tha rocl proatacss of John
1305 == he et out to croato a Yew Israocl to moet the cening Stromger
Onoe 'n did not lmow =~ how could he? == that it woull teale some-
thing thicker thon Jordan water Lo bind tho Now lsrasl together,
thet the Now Covenunt tiwt would oreate the New Isrcel nust be seale
ed in Hessianic blood.10
Howover, we should not conclude becoase of iansonts flounl remark .
that t.‘-xe baptisy of Joka was wilnportant and ineffective. Iiis eaploy-
mert of the baptlsuel rite brought hin the title of "the Hptist", or,
“the baptisor's It is worth noting, too, th~t this desijnetion most
1ikely origin:\téd cnong the Jows thauselves, as Schlittor indicates when
he sayst -"Dio Benenrnmy Des Johannes ols ﬂm-mn.’; stam:t von der Judene

schaf't, nloht erst von dor Christenheit o o eHeten Mrk, Twavvog § -

eﬁoorqo 5. Dunoan, Josus, Jon of ian (Liew York: The imoiiillan Com=
pany, 1949}, p. 82.

gﬁmaon. 2; _C_i;b_l'. Pe 454

101h1d., pe 470
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ﬂ«rrﬂ}w givt Mat, mit ﬂﬂrnrn} das Pallstinishe,"1l
But now the question arises: "Where did John get the idea of bape .
tien as a distinctive part of his ministry?™ It does not seem likely
that the use of DBaptism first originated with Johm, end it is evident
that there were ceremonial washings prescrived in the Old Testament (Bx.
29143 501205 401123 Love 1612628 ots alil.)e Furthermere, Flemington
observes: "The use by New Testament writers of ,&e’:rru;u and ita cognates
of Joim's baptism, without any stteapt to explain their mesning, is most
intelligible if some similar rite were already in widespread unc'-'""m
This does not mesn that Joim's baptism was not a divine institutiom, mor -
that its significance was not new or uniques The yemark of Edersheim is
very pertinents "™hat John premched, that he also gymbolized by a rite
which, though not in itself, yet in its application was wholly news"13 .
The willingness of the Jews to accept this rite without further explenae
tion does suggest that there was good precedont for the practices But
authorities do not agree as to what that precedent was. .
Generally speaking, thoro are two possibilities from which Jom
ocould have developed the rite of baptism as it was employed by hims the
- Lovitical purifications mentioned in the 0ld Testament, snd the baptism
of proselytess Although Fahling asserts that John's baptism was oome
pletely new, and not something to be confused with either of the above

1lp, A, Sohlatter, Der 5§g11se Vatthllus (Stuttgart: Calwer
Vereinsbuchhandlung, 1929), Pe

mv Fe F].mingtm, The New Testament Doctrine of Baptism {London
Be Ps Co Koy 1953). Pe 4o

mEdorlhaim. ope ﬂo. ps 2730
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moentioned possibilities, his position does not have much to support lt.“
The posaibility of a deriwvation from proselyte baptism is also discounted
bye Ae Be Bruce, who declares: "John's baptism was partly or wholly an
originality, not to be confoundod with proselyte baptism, whioh perhaps
did not even exist at that time,"}5 More recently, however, many soholars
are of the opinion that the practice of baptising proselytes wms already
in foroe when Jolm appeared, ond that he adapted the rite in his own mine
istry in -l- unique' ways Flemington, for exempley, admits that there is no
mention of proselyte baptiasm in the Old Testoment or in the Apocrypha,
but he goes to considerable hngth to demonstrate that proselyte baptlism
was an established practioce when Johm began his vm;k. and that its “onoe
and for all"” character and its significance as an act associated with
the transition from ons life to anothsr all point l:;u'mgly to the possi-
Bility of ite being the antecedent of Christian baptism® And though he
also .points out several differences betwoem the baptism of proselytes and
John's boptism, he conocludess "If these striking differences are olearly
recognised, there is no reason why the link between the two should not
also ba acknowlod;ods"17

This does not mean that the proselyte baptism is the only possible
procedent on which John may hnve; drevme Manson suggests that Joln's

.

ul?nhli.ng. Ops 0ites PP 136=37«
15 ' Tosta~
A, Be Bruce, The S5 o Gospels in The =xpoeitor's Greek Tes
nent, adited by We n.,ueﬁ”ﬁ-rrﬁm s Be Eerdnans Fubs
Tiehing Oompanys Dede)s Iy 70e
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baptism may have been of Jewish origin, modelled on the waschings pree .

scribed in: the law; or, that 1t wus an adeptation of the ritual of ime
mer_s:_l-m. undergone by proselytes to Jdudaisms or that it wos borrowed from

the luatrations of the Essenes, or scus pagan ritual, Hellenistic or ore

lsntnl..l 4 But Eonson hingelf believes that ttwre is no evidence whioh

allovs one to link Jolm with Essenism or with any pogan religion, He

. ooncludens

If we oonfine the search to Judaism, the most likely of all the Jew=
ish lustrations is the proselytes' immeraion: and that for two rea-
sons, First, the proselytes' immersion differs from the other Jew-
ish washings in that it is a once-for-all rite that is not repeated;
and in this respeot it agrees with Jolm's baptism, which equally :
soems to have been administered once mnly to each postulant. Second=
ly, the derivation of John's rite from the proselytes'! immersiom
determines the kind of ideas to be assosiated with John's baptlsms
and those ideas fit mhnirnblyﬁnto the general pioture of John's
oonviotions and expectations..

Other writers have exprossed the seme opinion, egpecially when discussing
what they believe to be the distinotive nmature of John's baptisme Thus
we find this statement by White:

Baptism entered Christismity through Jolm, already a fundamentally
ethiocal idea, doriving ultimately from Judaist ceremcnial washings,
with associations of ritusl holiness, and from the baptism of pro-
solytes, which involved very definite remunociations. Joln's "Bap-
tism of repentance for the remission of sins' underlines thia ethi-
¢al implication. Ths revolution in John's teaching is his require-
ment of Baptism from Jews, his insistence that for entrance to
Yessiah's Kingdom descont from Abraham (signalised in oiroumcision)
was utterly irrelevant. The Baptism of repentance is thus delibvere
ately set over against oiroumcision, and it is, of oourse, Just this
new ethical Baptism which Jesus Himself undergoes and practices at
the hands of His disoiples.20

18ienscn, ope Oltes PPe 42-34
wlbido' Pe 43e. . S =

zol!=‘. .E. White, "Some Important Issues for Baptismal Theology," The
Expository Times, LXI (January, 1950), 11l.
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Assuming that there is a commection between the baptism of prosslytes and

John'g baptism, Brownlee asserts:

The originality of Joln would be in his insistence that this rite be
applied, not only to proselytes, but to persons who were born Jewde

If so, this would imply that the whole mation was apostate and sine

ful and if 1t was to becoms the people of God it must !ntor the so=

olety of God's peopls through repentance and bapﬂ.lm.z

Another unigue feature of John's baptism is its eschatological signifi.

cance, Osple calla attention to thia factor in the wordss
Ihre Eigenart hat sie aber such der Proselytentaufe gegeniiber in
ihrer gans unpolitischen md wnritualistichen, ausgepriigt sitt-
lichen Orientierung, ausserdem in ihrem engen Verhlllimis sur Eschate
ologies Auch die Proselytentaufe swar kann wohl eimmal eschatolo=
gisch begrindet und mit einem Bussruf en die Polytheistem vertunden
worden, S1ibs 4, 166, (635, 20)s Diese Viendung liegt dem Judentum
en-8ich nahee Aber bel Johanmes ist die Verbindung wesentlicher umd

aktueller. Nioht den Weltunter gang hinaussuschieben 1st hier das
Anliegen, sondern gn.l Volk flir das nahe bevorstehende Kommen Jakarehs

bereit su machen,?

Perhaps the nature of Joim's baptism can best be understood if we
oompare it with the Jowish baptism of proselytes, as Flemington does.
Pointing cut what he oalls "obviocus similarities between the two rites",
Flemington says: "Both use baptism by immersion and bhoth employ flowing
waters Apain, both rites mark in some sense for those baptized the begin-
ning of & new 1ife and incorporation into a new commnity."2P He then
proceeds to discuss three striking differoncesg £first, that in proselyte
baptism the subject seems to have baptised himself, whereas John admine
igtered the rite to the oandidates; second, that John included Jews as

aﬂm. Sps .2}_?_00 Pe 87'.

Ra y) /Z
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well as Gentiles in his baptism; whereas the baptism of proselytes had

been for Gentiles onlys and third, whils the baptism of proselytes held
. importance.as & means of ceremonial purification, for John the ceremonial
aspect had receded into the background, and it was the meral emphasis
that cams first with hin.®* Same of those sume similarities and points
of difference ars msntlt_:ned by Browmloe, who sayss

John's originality would be the great stress upon the onco-foreall

baptisnm of the intitiatory rite and in extending a public invitae

tion for all to repent and be baptiszed. Jggn'l baptism was a lso

an administered rite, not a self ablution,
Acocording to Flemington, howevor, the most important difference bstween
proselyte baptiom and the baptism of John is that John's baptism “wms
not only thoroughly 'moral' in ite significance, but also thoroughly
‘eschatological’s There is the closest connexion between Jom's baptism
and his proclamation of the Kingdom of Gode™® But to underatand now
what the expression "Kingdom of God™ meant for the Jews at the time of
John, Flemington suggests that we rid our minds of many of the present
day assooliations of that term, and think of the 'fxl.ngdom" as "the divine
order, the "rule of God' which is to supervene upon the present world
orders"2 Although men cammot hasten the coming of this Kingdom, John's
work was to prepare pecple for 1t by calling them to repentances

If John did derive his baptism from the example of the baptism of
proselytos, some might feel that this would be o_vi.denou that John used

#1b1d,, ppe 15-17,
gsnrmlee. 8ps 0ite, Pe 39,
2 lomington, ope cites Do 170
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immersicn as the mode of his baptisme  This is cne of the "similarities®
menticned by Flemington. Howsver, he falls to furnish evidence that the
. proselyte baptism was by immersions Considering the phrases sv 74 Top Balvy
ToTapd (limtty 5165 Mark 116) and 875 7oV "Lopdivay {Eark 119), and
observing that we learn from Johm 5128 thet John also baptized in Ainom
noar Salim because thers was mch water there ( Vd<rw modAk B Zcel),

John Murrey remarksy | _
The expressions used and the consideration mentioned in reference to
Aincn, that there was much water there, do not prove that irmersion
was the mode and the exigencies of immersion were the reascns for
choosing Jordan and Ainon ¢ ¢ » « It would have been disrupting to
& local community end an interference with their limited water sup-
plies ¢ ¢ ¢ 1t would be necessary to moet the needs of those who
ocongregatod ¢ ¢ » fwgtelehmmdandtwthnmofthmmu
thoy may have broughte
Furthermore, if Jolm had developed his baptism from ths example of the
Jowish purifications rather than fram the prosslyte baptism, there may
then be even stronger reason for believing that he did not baptise by ime
mersion. Aoccording to Be ¥, Atkinson, baptism in the sense of a sprinke
ling was instituted by God in His law given through licges. As support
for this view, Atkinson oites Hebrews 9110,22 and the action of §t, Paul
desoribed in Aots 2112026, where the apostle purified himself by “sprinke
ling the water of mriﬁoation.'za

moi;nmhingofwﬂfimﬂmmwllhmhmhn.m-o they

Atktnim therefore onmludeg that

submittud to the baptism of Jobu withowh question or word of explamation
from him. '

2830im Murray, "Christisn Baptism,” The Fostminster Theological
29?5 Fa Atkinson, Moses,; Jolm, and Christy The Famous Baptisers
Loutsville, Kyt Hereld Fross, 1988), bps 0-X0s —
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While taking into consideration:all of the proposals and evidence

gathered fram the authorities listed above, we should keep in mind also
the fact that God Himself may have directed John %o boptize, (see Luke 3
2-43 John 116,33) and thot through John's own study of the Old Testsment
Soripture, as well as threugh direct guidanoe by tha lioly Spirit, God
Proupted Johm to administer the baptism that becams the distinguishing .
mark of his ministry,

: The Naiture and Purpose of John's Baptism

In the preeed:lng section of this ohapher, we oonsidered various
sources wh:loh may- hove heen the origin of Jolm's baptism, In doing so 1t
wal neoeneary at times to hdtontc gertain differences or similarities,
between these sources. We have not attempted to draw any definite come
olusion, because Baoripture itself does not inform us whether or not John
used baptism in imitation of, or in distinction from, any other similar
form, but only records that he aai;l God had sent him to baptize (Joln 11
83 ) But Soripture does provide information concerning the nature and
purpose of his baptism, dJolm came as a herald, proolaiming (nf"'ﬂw )
the mnessage God had given to him (Luke 312-3), Its oontent was a summons
%o repentance, end the acooumpanying baptismal rite is describved as a "bap-
tism of repentance for the forgiveness of sins® (lMark lr4, Luke 5133)e?
In 5%, Yatthew the oull to repentance stands Blone e=ieTeV0ilTfes (Mabte3
12), and is followsd by the respuse of the people who "were beptized by
him in the river Jordan, confessing their sins" (316) Iis measage is an
mttimtopﬂpnr.m%whﬂll ooming, but only Matthew inoludes
ths .ypoo!.ﬂ.c deoln.ntim Ahat "the kingdom of heaven is at hand™ ==
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{rJtmr J"é(' ;,‘ﬁ.,m,{,& riv a;;g«va?r (3:2)¢ The phrase ﬂJnna;wL METRVNAS
els Xfertr &wapridv (Nerk 114; Luke 513) 15 really a sumary of the
Baptist's mission and messago, and emphagsises the close connection bew
tween baptism and repentance. '

In order to understand the importence of Joln's mission and message,
we need to keop in mind that he attracted attention for more than one
r‘o;um. lionson oorreatly observess |

John was not. the first to Mh repentancs and moral ':-efomtiml :

he was not the first to meke washing a ritual act charged with re=

l:l.g:l.ou! signifiocance: fie was mot the first to !n!lnlge in Messianio

propagaendae Buth-mﬂnﬁrlttohﬂngsnthmﬂdngltogo-
ther in an organio wnity.50

Revertheless, the keynote of what John said and did was the 62ll to re~ .
pentance., His great word was werxvogiry and his baptism i described
as lgalurrw-/m METX roc.'-c;. Duncan enalyses John's work in this ways

John's first oall, according to all the Synoptists; is for repente

ances And it is well to remember that to a pious Israslite repente

ance meant scmething far more than is implied in the Greek word
metanoia ‘change of mind"; it meant & “turning to the Lord God. with
an earnest desire to walk in His ways and to obey His will." The
same moral sarnestness lay behind Jolm's suwmons to baptism; for

' sm was "a baptisn of repentance for the remission of sins",

and it clearly indicated on the part of the reciplent hdes:lro %o

be oleauedinlmlmdhnhafmhlhrthnh.

A% this point we f£ind that there is a difference of opinim regard-
ing the demands John imposed on those who wore baptizeds Some acholars
suggest that John would not daptise anyone who did not give evidence of
sincers repentancej others assert that those who were baptised oconfessed

by such action that they were repentants Thus we f£ind that Schmeider; in

S0xanson; bpe 0ite, pe 39,
Slpuncan, 9ps citey pe 0.
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support of thn former view, cites lark.1:5, latt, 317-10, and Luke 317,
and on the hu'.ln of these puaa.gel sayss "Johannes ist nur dann bereit
su taufen, wenn er gewiss ist, dll Frliohte der Busse homrgebmht Wore
den."52 (On the other hand, Bruce, ocmtonting en the usage of the particie
ple z ;o,wdafw;uuac states: "Confession wus not exacted as a oonditio -
Bine qua non of baptism, but voluntary. ZThe participle meaus while con~
fessingj not, provided they oomfessed,">d
Whether or not John actunlly demanded evidenoce of repentance, or was
willing to acoept as sincere those who submitted to baptism, there can be
no° doubt about the faot that he called the peopls to repent, He declared
them to be unworthy and in need of purifioation. lansom writes:
It seenys to me that the point == and it 4s a very sharp and sting-
point == of Jolmn's procedure is that he deliberately invites the
children of Abraham to suhnit to a rite which had been devised for
the benefit of pagans. Ee says in effect: You call yourselveas Jews,
you olaim to be the descendants of Abraham, you demand privileges
that belong to Israel, You have no right to the name, no right to
the status; you have forfeited all by your wickedneas. You have
only ¢ne chances You must begin where the unolean Gentlile beging e
at the bottome You must rediscover, and relearn your Judaism from
ths begimning. Only so can you hope to have any part in the good
time that is ccming %%
Plumer also stresses the importance of the fact that Jolm insisted that
the Jews oould not enter the Messiomie kingdom mow so near, Abraham's
seed though they might be, without a thorough moral purification, and he

oconnects baptism and repontance when he sayss "Those who came to him not

3B Johamnes Sohneider, Die Taufe im Neuen Testament (Stuttgarts We
Kohlhommer, 1968)y pe 23,

335ruce, ope Sites pe 8l
ulhnum. Ope oty pe 445,
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:m-sl.y oonrosud their ﬂnu by lu'mlttlng %o haptin tluy rade & pubno
resolution to rmmmoo ‘them,"35 Buoh repmtmoo was manau-y if they
hopedtoltmdbofmﬂn Aminent Judguent of Gods Bruce even goes -o '
far as %o Bay ‘that tho oan!.ng hptl.m with the lloly Ghost ond with ﬂ.n |
was not a baptism of grace, but one of judguntc He oommentas "!hn
7 VEgin, «drmf is a ltowwind of Judmnta holy. as mop!.ng oway all :
that 1s light and worthless in the mation  » « (Jobn) baptises with

water, in the running stream of Jordan. to enblen tho mlyny al' nolpa.
emendment, "6 -

lany authorities procecd iu & similar way, sud sos & definite ese
ohatological aignificanse in John's baptisme Flemington asserts that
%two of the most prominont and characteristio features of the Bap‘l::l.lt"
message aro the note of apoocalyptio judgment and the linking of baptism ,
with a new moral 11fe,"37 Solmeider obsom.l & similer connection bee
twoon Jolm's call to.repentance in bept:lu and the uohutologiml approsch
of the Kingdom, !.'or he says:

Dieser Bussruf hat einen elohntologuohm ormm den nahe bevorste-
honden Hereinbruoh der Gottesherrsochafts Das ganse Volk soll sich
risten auf die koumende fus.dele 75" fe6v 3 Mur wer die ganse
Umkehr vollsiesht und ein klares Nein 3u seinem bisherigen Lsben sagt;
wird su dem Heilsvolk der Endseit gehiren und am dem Reich Gottes
toilhabens BSonst verflllt er dem Zorn Gottes und ist von den escha=
tologischen Hoilagaben mguohlum.‘“

This esohatologioal emphasis not only distinguishes John's baptism from

S6a1fved Plummer, An Emwat:‘l.cal Comnen'l_:_n__rx on the Gospel lncord:l.g;
%o Bt, Uatthew (Londons EiTIot Stook,

36prucey ope citsy Pv B5e
37 rlemington,’ ope _"g_l_t_iy Pe 16¢
sasehmidors Ope oltes pe 22,
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proselyte baptimm, but 1t holps us to undsretand its purposes It was st
sinply en initiatory rites It prepered mon for the ocming Kingdow, The
Intorpreter?s lible offors the thoughti "Johm regarded his ritual ds be-
Ang aluost 1ike & mark on the forhesds 1% sealed & man against the day
of imninont Judgments">® In view of this, we might say that John's bape’
tiem was & decisive aot on the part of those who sutmitted o it, In

that act thay recognised their need for cleansing, and aoccepted Joim's
baptism as the answer to that need.

Jolm's Baptism sand the Forgiveness of Sins

Although we do not presume to offer hnro an exhaustive etudy of
Jolm's baptism, particularly its mature and purpose, we are bound to give
attontion to its results or effectss Vhat wore the results? Was the
_ baptism of Jolm a symbolio aot only, or was it a sacrament, & means of
gracs by which God ocuveyed forgiveness to repemtant sinners? If the
baptiem of Joha Aid carry with it the effect of forgiveness, oan we iden~
tify it with Christian baptism?

Some scholars believe that although Joln's baptism was more than a

ritual of cleansing, it did not aotually oconvey forgivencass. Gouinl. for

example, views it this way:
Hie' boptism was a "baptism of repentance unto remission of sins,”
that is, it was the sign that sing would be remitteds It was there-

fore a pledge of safety from the "irath to cane® In other words,
the boptism of John was esohatologically conditionsd ¢ ¢ o those

- 89 : ™
“eherman Es Jolmson and George A+ Buttriochy The Gospel acc
to St. Matthew in The Intorpreter's Bible (New mmmﬁaﬂa%y
-garm°——, pre— .

Troas, Os 1961)s Vit




who wore bapts.zad with his 'hnpt:l.an would oam!.nly bs tized wi
the Spirit when the time came.*0 o -

Flenington writes in a siniler veins "Those who had sulmltted o 1t could
know that their repentance was accepted, their sins would be forgiven,
thelr nembership of ths future lessianio omﬂw was seoure.™l Suoh..
statements seom to dony that John's bo.pti.m was & means of forgiveness,
and ingtead assert that it was a pledge that ro:g:l.voneu would comee This
line of thought is developed by lempe, who declares:
It was an ‘acted prophecy’ a tunzible sign of the repentance which
purifies the heart, allows the pemitent to be numbered smong the
eleot commmity in the approaching Jjuldgment, and prepares him for
the reception of ths outpouring of the Spirit of Yalwesh ¢ ¢ » John's

Baptism signified spiritunl oleansing end the en trxzof its rooipie
ents into the 'Remant® commmity of the lsssiah,

The hositancs to say that Joim's baptism did in fact comvey forgiveness
to the people who repented and m-b&pthed nmm stens from the
view that such forgiveness would ‘be.made possible only through the saos
rificial death of Christ, Thus Johannes wu'm desaribes John's baptisa
a8 a pledge of forgivenabs, dependent on the death of Christs
The baptism of Jolm o s « WAS more than a merely external Levitical
purifications rather it was an cutward expression of an irward hape
pening, the acknowledgment of the Divine judgment upon all flesh.
But at the same time, it wos also the plodge of the forgivensss of

8ins which God. pramised upon every true chamge of mind. But thie
forgivensss of sins has becume possible only through ths saorifice

“onarlmhy Ge Collins, "The Sacrament of Baptism in the New !'olh-
® The Ho_sﬂ_olr[ Times, XiVII, 89,

uFlm:lngton. s Citey Po 22+

423 We Hy Lampe, The Seal of the Spirit (Bew Yorka Longuans, Gresn,
and Gaspanys 1951)¢ pPe 220
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ofthohmb.mmbmthali.northomld Who in lils om b
tisn by John u-mdthophoe orﬂn-inn;% e

Baslo to all of this is the interpretaiion or the phraae "ba.pt:.a- i'or 'bhp
) forgiveness of sins," (Mark 114 and Lulca 8:3), which may also be:
translated "into the forgivensss of linn.'- Pl\mar. who belisves that -
forgivensss was the ultimate result towards which the rite of bapbism was
preparatory, supports his view by oiting the lhtmﬁ of Tertullian that
baptism for the remission of sins ro!'en to a future remission, which was
to follow in Christ ('l?-.;f Bapts :.). and he continues by askings

If it has beon generally understood that Jolm's baptisn was a weshe -
ing away of sins, would our Lord have sutmitted to it? Its main ase
pect was a preparation for the Kingdoms; and as such it fitted well
into the opening of the lisssiah's ministry. To every ome else this
preparation was an act of repentances The Messiah, who needed no-
repentance, oould yet acoept the preparatiom; - John's rite conssora-
ted the pe ‘ﬁh to receive lnlut:lcns it oonsearated the Messiah to
bestow 1t,

One of the praninent thool.og:lm of today whese views generally
agree with the precoding line of thought is Markus Barth. In the followe
ing excerpts, we note his emphasis on the importance of repentance in the
baptism of John. He maym: © °

Wo Busse pgeschisht, sollen der Busse angemessens Frilchte gehmht und
sichtbar werden (liatthe 5,83 ILuks 5,8, 10=-11)s Das dedeutet nicht,
das die Buasse su einem Mittel dor geheimen Selbstrechtfertigung wird.
Busse ist und bleibt ein pBitlicher Befehl wmd ein glttliches

bot: sie wird "vorklindigt" (Mark 1145 Iuke 3,8) Apg. 13, 2¢)s Bie
meint nicht, dass der Mensch sich irgendwlie selbet rechifertipgem
kBnne oder solle. Busse bedeutet aber, dass sich alle selbst so ere
kenmnen und be'tﬁtigegs wie es der gﬁttlichm Gerechtigkeit und dhn
‘Gerioht entsprioht.

-+

43 Johannes ¥Warns, Baptism, transiated from the German by G. He Lang.
(Londons Paternoster Press, 57). Pe 20

“ler. Ops cite, pe 226

4Gparkus Barth, Die Taufe=-Ein Sakramoht? (Zurich: Evenglischer Ver-
lag AGe Zollikon, 19 196175 Pe 114
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For the children or Israol to show suﬂh ropun:hnnce was anact of deep
hm.tuty. as Bnrf.h poi.nts out when h- sayss

Sie ist ein Akt tiefster Demﬂtigamg-lohl der tiofnton Dexditizung,

- die ein seiner Herkunft und Verhelesung. bewusster Israelit n:\.c‘ithnr

vollasiehon konntes Diose Demfitipung war micht eirne Sochrulle des -
Johamnose. Er hatte sio im Nemen Cottes verlomdipt. Ver sich taufen
1liess, gab nicht nur Johannps=-or Gott selbat reohts "Dio Gott
rocht gaben, liessen sich taufen” s 7,20)¢

According to Barth, such Inmility is significents For although forgive=

is not dispersed through Jolm's baptism, but rather through the Come

ing One and His gift of the Holy Spirit, the repentance-baptism of Jokn

is a reoquest for forgivensss and boptism of the Holy Spirit. . He says:

Die Vergebung knmn deswegen nicht als Gohe oder Wirkmg der Johanne
ostaufo bozeichnot worden, weil sie erst durch den Kommenden be=
wirkt und gusemmen mit dor Gabe des Heiligen Gelstes gospendet und
gowllhrloictet wird. Wesortlich gehbrt es zur Jordantanfe des Jo-
hannes, dass sie einmal, und swar bald, durch die Geisttaufe bere
botan wnd erflillt wirdr "Ich taufe euch mit Wasser, er aber wird
ouch mit dem Heiligen CGeist taufen™ (Mark 1,8 und Pars)s . Diesel=.
bea Loute, die von Johannes mit Wassor geteuft werden, milscen von

Kommenden noch mit Golist getauft werdens Sie werden mit Wasser auf

die Vergotung dor Siinden und suf die Geisttaufe hin getaufts also -
auf das Verk hin, welches erst und nur der Eamende vollsiohen und
vollenden kanne Die Vassortnufe ist in sich nichts Vollkommenes
und nicht Abgeschlossenss, Gie ist, was sle ist, nur durch ihre
Bogichung auf die Ceistteufe, So ist die Busse nicht echt olme die
erhoffte Vergobunges Die busse ist nur osimnvell wepen dor Verhelesung
der Vergebunge Die Busstaufe ist Bitte um die Vergebung und die Verw
gebung und die Geisttaufe. Die Busstaufe geschieht in der Hoffrmumg -
suf die Erflitlung dieser Bitte. Abor erst mit der Gabe des Geistes
;:t d;s G%be der Vergelamg direkt vertunden (vgl. Johe 20.221‘..
e 61)e% :

On the other hend, another contemporary theologian, Johannes Solmei-

 presents strang statements to.the. effeot that the baptism of John

‘s'.tbi.d., Pe 115.

‘7113“... Pl 135-
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¢id give forgiveness. Although he does mot identify John's baptism with

the na.oz;nmn'b of Holy Baptism, he supports ite forgiving charncter when
he writes: ' .

- Die Taufe vermittelt nicht nur eins rituelle ﬁoin!.gung: ihre Tirke

ung peht:viel tiefores Das Zlel, das durch sie erreicht worden son,
ist die Sindenvergebungs Durch dis Taufe wird also dem Juden
sun Jordan Komt, das guteil, wes kein Opfeor und keine rolig:laso

Veasohung eonst sustande briggﬁ die Entsfindigung, die ilm Eingang
in das Beioch Gottea sichort®@ ' z

Sclmeider also places great emphasis dn the part that repentance played .
in the baptism of Jolm, and outlines his ennlysis of John's boptism thuss

Durch den Genitiv wird die Teufe dos Johannes in ibrer
Eigenart charakbterisierte BSle ist eine mit dor Busse wvernmdens
Toufe, nicht ein rituslles Reinigungsbad, Das gibt ihr das nous -
und besondere Uepriige. Es sind also folgende Tatbesténde festsu~
stollen: 1l. Die radiksle Umkehr su Qott, die sioh in Frlichten der
Busse teigen mmas,: Die entschiedons und kommsoquente Umkehr ist die
Voraussetsung fiir den Volleug der Taufes 2, Wihrend der Taufhaude
lung wird ein Slindenbekerntnis- abpelegts 3¢ Dis Taufe hat die .
Kraft der eschatologischen Entsiindigung, 4« Unkehr und: Taufe su=
sarmen 6ind die Dedinmung flir dem Eingang in das Reich Gottes: b6«
Die Taufe ist eine eimmalige, unwisderiolbare, durch den THufer von-b

gogene landlung, 6. Sie ist kein objektiv wirkseames Sakrament. &s
sie ist an d!.e bussfertize Boreitschaft des THuflings gebunden.

While he thus zocs bevend e v:lcw of Barth, Sohmido:' also recognises

the prapnmtnry nn:h:re of John'l bnpthm. as an u:t antic:lpd;ing the oum=

ing

“Eif% of the !Ioly Spiri.t. }h o‘naema:

Dia Taufo des Johmnea hat aho vorbmi'bmdan Gharnkher. insefern
als sie: vor dem anbruch dor lieilsgeit llegt und ohne direkte Besie~
hung su dem Messies ist. Sie enthillt nur den Himweis auf die mes-
sisniohe Taufee Dle Gabe, die den von Johannes Getauften suteil

. wird, ist die Enteiindigung, aber night die Verleihwng des Heiligen
* Geistess Erst in den Tngen dos lemsiam wird die Ausgiessung des -

Heiligen Geistes erfolgen,50

4330“1“1‘; 22. oltes peo 83a
“Ihidg; P.I 25.
50rnidse pe 24.
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whon: ve e:mmi'ne tho wvarious vim ropz;osentad nbov-a, wo renlize thet
none * or them agroe with the poaition minh:lned by Iutheran dogmati-
o!.aun. In m.ny rocpeotl. the views above aeun to pnrallal thoso of Tho-
muul. 28 oan be uen rrom the quotntiom oi‘ hi.a works supplied in Pio-

per'l chr;latian Dog.ntiun. The rollw!.ng quotnti.on Ay éorve as an o:n-
amples :

The remission of sins granted in John's Baptism wes of a somewhat
external and .preparatory nature, similer to the effect of the.0l1d
Tostawent sacrificea. It did not make the baptized person a meme
ber of the kingdom of heaven, but prepared him for it. Thus it

was & type of the Baptim of Christ, the place of which it, there-
fore, could not %oke,d : " d i g

That such .reasoning 1e still popular today oan be seen in the view held
by Murrey, who, n.lthouch aani.'ht!.ng a -i.mi.ln.rity of import between tho
baptien of. Jom and Chr!.stian baptismy un;uu
The character of Jolmn's baptism was mlogous %o the character of* his
ninistarys. Johm prepered the way of the Lord and his ministry.was.
preparatory, trannitional, and introductives :So was his baptism,
Yie may no more identify the baptism of Joim with the ordinance ine
gtituted by Christ than we may identify the m:lnhltry and mission of
John with the ministry and miseion of Josus b2 ,
The I.uthemh Symbols do not offer an oxphmti of Jolm's baptism,
However, in Part III, article III of the Smalcald Articles, we find
emntmﬂnuﬁx:;. of John's worke Thers Jolm is called
o preacher of repentance, howsver, for the mhl:l.on of -m. 1.0.4
John was to accuse all, .and conviot them of being sinmers, that They

might Imow what they were before God, and might acimowledge that
theym lost meny and mizht thus be prepared for the Lord, to re-

<

51ppancis mper. "The Baptism of Jolm the Baptist,” Christian Dope
matics, tronslated by Ts Eng;oldnr (Ste Louis: Concordia Fublishing Houses
I§'—)'" I1I, 269«

b2yprrray, Ope-8ite; Pe 107«
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ceive grace, aud to oxpect ond accept from finm the romission of sins
(our enphesis),b8

Although this statement from the Sualeald Articlos doos not refer speoife

dcally to the baptimm of Jdohn, his work is desoribed in terns which imply
preporatory activitys But the sycbols do ot suggeat that forgiveness :.
gmn'bod through the baptim £ Jom. Instead, it secems to us that
the words "to axpeot end anccept from H:ln:',(Jesua) the remission of ains®
indiocate that not even the baptism of John provided such forgi.vomnn.

On the other hand, E. Eckhardt, summrizing the views of wvarious
Iuthoran.dogmaticians, droams the follming oonparison between the bape
tiem of John cnd the Baptism ordained by.Christs.

Die Johnmnistaufe.var von. dor Taufe Christi wesentlich nicht ver- .

achleden., E£io hatte 1, denselben Ursprunpes Sie war von Gott o

e o o 24 dieselbs laterie.. « s 5, dieselbe Virkumy: Vergebung der

Slindens YNark li4s prodigte:r von der Toufe der Busse, sur Verpebung

der Slinden, Iuk, 8155 Matth, 817: dem Zorm Gottes entrinnen. dJohs .

3151 pevoren sus dem Tasser und Geist (dnmels gab os nur die Johane

nistaufe), .Die Johamnistaufs wsr ein krilftiges Sakrament.%¢
Along similar lines P.‘n.eper declares, "According to Scripture, ths Baptism
of John actunlly wos & means of grace with vis dativa dative (power to give re-

missicn) n.nd. via affectiva (power to effest faith)," Ilie later adds: “The

Bap'b.ten of Jon 4s 1ikewise chucr:lbed 29 & meuns through whs.oh the Holy
Ghoat works re;;enara:l.ion, rererr:\.ng to Johu 35,59 We might note, hows .
ever that not all peoplo mld agreo thnt John 3:6 refers to the bapt:lu

53pne Smalonld Artioles in Trizlot Concordias The Symbolical Books

of the Ev. Lutheran Caurck (Ste ﬁ!ll Conocordia Fubs E’ousa. 19217, pe 46,
B4, pekhordt, Homlletisches Resllexiken (St.Louis: Success Primt-

ing Company, 1914)s PPe SA0-4Ls

asPiopor, ﬂp ‘g!-;b_g’. Pe 288,
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of -John, _

¥e bolieve that we mst distinguish between Jolm's baptism snd
Christian Baptism, because the baptism of John bestowsd the forgivensss
of sing in view of what Christ would do, while Christian Baptism bestows
16 in view of what Christ has dones Thusy.in speaking about Johsomine
baptism, Osoar Cullmarn ssys: "“Its effect was forgiveness of sins."56
But after this he agsserts: "Christian Baptism, when regarded as Baptism
for the forgivonsss of sins, is no mere reversion to Johaunine beptism,
It 48 rather the fulfillment, which beoames possible only through the
completed work of Jesus on the Cross,"! Inis distinotion alfo receives
ewphesis from Gerfen, who writess

John's baptism was & promise, and Christ's baptiam the fulfilling of

the divins promise, dJohn's baptism inoluded forgiveness of sin in
view of the promise of Christ thon coming; Christ's baptism actually

grants forgivensss of sin by virtue fact that He has came,
Hanoe ihe relation is that between e promise and its actual Tulfille
ment. :

Aftor reviewing John's baptimi in the 1ight of these ccuments, we
beliove that it is diffiocult to prove from Soripture that by itself the
baptism of John beatowed forgiveness on those who were baptised. Ve feel
that 1t was a promise of forgiveness, offered u view of the coming Savior,
whose perfect obedience and vicarious sufferingand death would make such
forgivenass possibles

560g0ar Cullmn, Beptism in the New Testament, translated by J Ko
8s Reid (Londom SCH ﬁ;ﬁ:ﬁﬁ'ﬁ)—". Pe 1le .

5 1nsd,, pe 18

585rnyt Gerfen, Baptisein (Columbus, Ohios Fe Je Heer Printing Come
panys 1903,. Pe 1564 . :




CHAPTER IV °
AN EXEGETICAL STUDY OF THE BAPLISK OF JESTS

In Chapter Two we endeavored to analyze the textunl acocounts of the
Baptism of Jesuse That avalysis was not an atbempt to give an intere
pretation of the =pauap;es under ocnsiderations TWe morely pointed up
ths specific meaning of words, phrases, and t.‘ns.!.mpl:l.aa'bions of ear'ta:ln
grammatical oonstructionse loviy, however, we must face the motter of exw
position squarely. Wiat did the Daptisn of Jesus signify? Vhat did it
moan to in? That should it mean to us? In order to answor those ques-
tlons, we wish to review varicus interpretations which bave boen offered,
consider again the words of Jasus "fulfill all rightoousness®™, and take
into ncoount the inportance of the descont of the Spirit and the heavene
1y Voioce, '

An Introductory Summary of Various Views

Our study or.thn subjeat uncovered numercus explanations for the
Baptism of Jesuse While scme views vary slizhtly from others, and some
overlep with others, it should be helpful to list the more prominent
sugreotionse Tho Interpreter's Bidle lists three main reasonss

First: Jesus was renouncing, not any guiltiness, tut the dear and
sheltered life of home, that he might be consecrated to tho dengere
ous mission to which he felt oalleds Thus at his baptism Christ took
up that oross which he carried all his life and on which at the last
he dieds He forewent heno to Looome & homeloss linn who had "not
where to lay his hoad" (latte 8120)s Seoovnd, end porhoaps centrall
Josus at bopbium took upon himsclf the ocmon sine %Thus it becamw
him "to fulfill ell righteomsuoss” (3:16)s Jobn and Jesus may or
may not have met wntil this olimaotio moment, for Johm apparently
had lived in Judea while Josum lived in Galileo s « & # dJosua at
his baptism ‘took the sin of munkind wnto himself, assurecdly not to
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beoome party to the sin, but to share the shame and painj and, by
absorbing the sin into the whiteness of his owm love, to redeem
simerss He repented with men as man, to redoem men == in God,
Thirds Jesus sought baptism becnuso, in a doepening sense of destiny,
he Imow that God had some oormission to lay upom himg and because he
believed that the voice of God mizht oane pleadinglyv, piereingly,

and with divine endomment through the ministry of his brave eousin
who was disciplined in r.i.,r;h'baousnau.l ' :

Althouph there may bo scxe truth in all the above suzgestions, some ape
pear rather shallow. One factor which cortainly hos cantributed to the.
variety of explanations for Jesus' baptism is His sinlessnoss, Vhether
e holds that Jolm's 'paptim was merely a baptism of repentance, or a
gsacrament which actually convoyed forgiveneas, mem find it diffioult to
understand vhy Jesus, who is "holy, blameless, unstaived” (iisbrews 7:26)
should he baptized. In an article entitled "The Baptism of Jesus and
Eis Sinlosancas™, Jolm W, Voorhls lists four other explanations which
have heen offered for the baptism of Jesus, and although he finds all
of then to be unsatisfactory and inadequate, his listing is helpful in
sumarising the varliety of views that have been proposeds '
a) Jesus wos baptiged to set an example for others, and lest He ofe
fend othors by His omn failure to be baptizeds b) Jesus wus bape
tigsed because as a mon (truly huran) He deaired %o conform to God's
will for mor eround himy ¢) Jesus was nmot baptised for any ein of
His owm, but vioariously acoepted the sin of man and for it viocar-
fously wos baptized; and d) Jesus, though perscmally sinless, yet
formally or ceremonielly (according to the Levitioul Law) was une
cleen throuch His wnilop with a sinful people, There was thus cere-
monisl necessity for Jasus’ boptism,2

0f those sugrestions, the first is probably the least plausible of all,

Yshermen B, Johnson and George As Subtrick, The Gospel According o
Sts Matthew 'in Tho EI%N:W': Bible (Wew Yorks Abingdon=«Cokesbury
Tross, 1051), VIT, ) -

2 John W Voorhis,; "The Baptism of Jesus and His Sinlessness”, The
Evanco 116;1 er_tar}‘x, VII, 47=62. : e sshee )
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and Voorhis quimd:,v dicposes of it by ousewin,, thot many pecple had ale
ready oame o0 be ha.p'bhed. and tmt Jeuua was not yet a publie figure so

that his baptiom could hardly have beem of spocial significance to those

who saw it, nor did Josus, in asking Joim to baptice Him, menticn any-
thing about His wanting to give others such an example.d '
As Christians who do not question what the Soriptures say of Jnsuli
ua.greouﬂnnoss.uhnnm thot "Josus sanmot have had eny sence of
| gullt; Ho was sinless, Thero had beexn~-there wns~~ nbsolutely nothing
in His life, the moughtofw!ﬂohmdsmnquuﬂ before God or fesl un=
happy in His Father's prosenco."? However, Rawlinson points out that
some try to find a resson for Jenu-' baptism in the auggestim that ap=-
cording to Hobrew ideus.

1t would bo impossible for one who was truly man to be certain of
his owm sinlessness, since aocording to the OIJ Testament and the
wiwle lehrow poiat of view sins of lpgnorance=-unconacious ginfi-e
wore inevitable (of's Job 4118=19, 161153 I Cor. 4:4; Mk 10:18).
Thus thore are those who argue seriously that the explanation is
found in tue Gospol Aagcordins: 4o the Hebrows as quoted by Jerarwa:
"15, the mother of bho Lord apd Wis bretared kept saying te him,
John the Baptist is baptising with a view to the remission of sins)
let us go and be baptized by hime Bui he said umto them, That sin
have I committed, that I should go and be buptized by him? Unless
indecd, this very utierance of mine involves a sin of ignorance."S

But the whole testimeny of Soripture rules out the idoa that it was for
any sin of His own, even one of ignorance, that Jesus was baptizeds The .

reluctance of John the Baptist is in itself evidence that Josus did not

S1vias, pe 676

4p, Jo Davies Ross, "The Baptiam of Jesus,” The Mlica Quare
torly, XVIII (Ootobar.':l.sw). 241

\ 6A. Bu 7 hwlmen. Gospel According. to St. Mark, in The Test~
minster cmtagx (Philade]; m 'TFess * P £58. ~
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oome to John seeking baptism on account of His own sin, for He had none.
Yot even the reluctance of Jolm is given different explanmations. Some
soholars hold -that Johm bad kmown Jesus from o;rlw éh!.idhood. and was
fully aware of the Kessianioc nature of Josuss others assert that John
first disocovered this at the timb of the baptism, or possibly during

sn interview r.H';h Ju.u- just prior to it, Thus Plusmer declares:

The Messiah came expressly to be baptited. It was mot because Johm
recognised Him ao the Messiah that he was at first umwilling to bap-
tise Him, Jolin had not yet received the sign by whioch he was to

Imow the Messiah, and wntll this spooial revelation was granted to
him he was as ignorant as others that Jesus was the Christ (Jne 1135)
But he buptized no one without a preliminary intervisw, which in als
othor cascs was a confession of sins as a guarentee of ropentances
The preliminary interview with his kinsman fram Nasareth oconvinoced
Jdohn that he was in the presence of One wio had no sins to confess, .
and who therefore, in an unspeanlable degree, was morally his supere
iore It would be far moro fitting that he should confess his sins

to Jesus and be baptized by Him, the only Sinleosa Ones And Jesus. o .e
seoms to admit that John's plea for an interchange of positions is
not a false one + & o but Be also knows that what both of them have
to do is to fulfill what God has willods It was God's will that all
lsreel should be baptised and enter the Kingdomy and God's Somn, who
olaimed no exemption from paying tritute to the Temple (17: 25-26),
claims no exemption here.6

But Plumer's conjocture that John determined the smmocence of Jesus by
means of an interview has 11ttle ©o support it, snd elthough it is true
that John tells us "I knew Him not" (John 1:33), it may be, as Lenski
suggesta, that “this impliea only that at first the divine assurance had
not been given him that Jesus was the Usssiahe"? What we do know is that
~ John, either through prurl.ml aoguaintance, - means, did feel

6A1fred Plummer An. Exegotical Commentary on the Gospel Aco
40 St Eatthew (m&ﬁfﬁﬁ-ﬁﬁffﬁ——‘m‘_&

"R, C» Ho Lemakd, The Intsrpretatio of St uabthew's Gospel (Cole
wnbuss The Wartburg Press, c. Ja Pe .
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that it was unmocessary for Jesus to be baptized, Voorhis sayss "Not
ignorance, then, .but knowledge of Jesus caused John's protest,” and bee
cause his baptism dsmanded oontessi;an and repentance wmmto remission of
sins, 'MIMthmt%WMM Jesus , ¢ « On the ground
of a moral purity that rendered such bapiism unnecessarys 80 far as
_ dohn was eMd. Jasus had no sin to confess, no reason for repent=
anoce, no noed for oleapsing,”® For the seme reason, the baptisnm of John
had & somewhat different meaning for Jesus thon it had for the Jews, as
Sohneider points out when he says:
Die Joharnnastaufe komnte ja flir Jesus nicht die Bedsutung haben, die
sie fir das jlidische Volk hattes Donn sic war flir die Slador be-
stionmt, die der Umkehr su Go;i: und der Verpebuzp der Slinden bedfirfw-
en, Josus abor war siindlos,” .
Kevertheloss, as a true Israslite, or; wo might say, as the trus Israsl, '

Josus was baptised,
Exopgetionl Cemment on the Words of Jeasus

It was & voluntary aot which led Jesus to John, and moved Him to ree
quoet baptism, Observing that Jesus does not comtradict John's evalustion
of the situation, but spoaks to him in words which sound like the asking
of a favor, Voorhis ooncludest

The word "permit® (&#es ) 48 certainly significant, It indicates

that Jesus consoiously asked John to do something which was not ne-

OeBsary s« ¢ ¢ o Thus Josus with John seemed to recognize that the

normal reason for beptism did not apply. IThere was no moral neces-
8ity for it « ¢ « ¢ But i€ the baptism of Jesus was without moral

Svoorhiisy ops oites ppe 29-406

Johmnal Schneider, gi_g Taufe _gﬂem 'featamant (Stuttgarts W,
EKohlhamner'y 1952). Pe 264 ' ;



necessity, them we have reached this conclusiomn, thnt morally.dJdosua*
baptism by John was a purcly voluntary aotedd

Berbert J. A. Bouman offors e sinilar view. In snswer to tho quesi-:ion. .
™hy, then, should He be baptized?® Bouman replies:

He Himself givos the answer: “Suffor it to be so now (¥prt ); for
thus (oVrws ) 1t bocometh us to fulfill all rightecusncss (7 rusr

© fikxto rbvav )" TWhnt Josus is saying Bppoars to amount to thiss
John, I do not .dispute the truth of your assortions I not in -
noed of baptism for liysself; you are right also in your feolings of
inferiority. Ordinarily we should be oxchanging place. Put now,
in this present cirounstance, your baptism, whioch God co: you
to bostow oz all the people, must be applied to Fe. Both of us have
a miagsion to performs yours, to prepare the way for the Messiahj
Mine, to be tho lessianhe Thorefore you must do your job in baptise
ing Mo, und I msi do Mine by being baptized, “Permit now, for in
this vmy it is the right, tho fitting thing (#pérer ) Tor us to
fulfill all rightecusness. 11 .

The phrase, "To fulfill all rightecusness,” has given rise to many
suprestiona, and we shall review the more important ‘explanations as wo -
prooe;d; But we first wish to note that even the term "rishteocusneas®
has received different interprotatiomss =oruce suggests thot Jesus and
John underatood the word in different ways. He writes:

" The Baptist had a passion for rightecusness, yet his conoeption of
righteousness was narrow, sevore, legale Their ideas of righteouse
ness seporated the twe men by e wide pulf which is covared over by
this gencral, almost evasive, phrases All rizhtecusness or every
form of its Tho special form meant 1s not mere ocompliancs with the
ordinance of baptism es sdministered by en mooredited servant of
God, but something far deoper, wiiich the new era will unfulg. John
did not understand that love is the fulfilling of the law.

Although Lenski 'agme- that the beptism of Jesus was more then sulmissim

10voorhis, ope oites PPe 40=1s

114, J¢ A Bounan, "The Baptisa of Christ With Speoial Reference to
the Gift of the Spirit," Concordia.Theological Menthly, XXVIII, &=5e

12.ﬁ.. Be éﬂ”. The S tioc Gospels in z}‘.ﬂﬂ ositor's Greek Yostae
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to God's will -as an.act of. obudionoa. ho lees in Joim's bapiisa not. duw,
' but goapol, -not-a demand %o. oauy but a but oi' gn.oa to be received nnd
_aonap"'uad as such.""s Leaski thnin o':poundl tho mpanins of the baptisn d.'
iJeaun in th:l.l wa 1

Jesus h ohoos:lng bapiism by Jolm as the r:.g."rt. way by which to en‘bor
upon his great olfice, and ho is doing this with a fine sense of pro-
prioty including John a8 well as himself. lie, the-Sinless One, the

- very Son of God, ohooses to put himself alongside of all of the sin-
ful onca for whom Jom's sacrament was ordeined, ie thus oonnects
himsolf with all instances of Jom's baptismy for it is his wedia= .
tion that makes these truly:effecwcious for sinnerse By thus joinw
ing hiundelf to all these instances of John's bapiism:ne signifies
that he is now ready to- take upon himself load of all 'bhue sin=:
nersy ieGss to assune his radﬂmpt:.w orri.oo.

Adolf Schlatter has a d.i.ﬂ‘erent viewg He desoribes the bapf.ian oi’
Jesus as an act that ma.de }L’m righteousness complete. But this is more
than obadienoo. He states nis view this wayn

Das Verhalien Jesu wird als Gehorsam bedohrieben ¢ & o 77ec ez '
dikator /vy deokt nicht an den Gegsnsats swischen Siinde und Gee
rechtickeit, sondern untersoheidet Gervochtigkeit von Genchﬁgh:.‘b.
eine stllckweise und eine gango, eine anfungende und vine fertige.
Vas der THufer und Jesus bisher getan hatien, indem jener das Volk
taufte und dieser in Hasaret auf den Tag Goiutes wartete, war Gereche=
* tigkeite iun aber ergeiht ein neuer Anspruch Goties an boidei und
indem sie ilm gehorcheu, macnen ale ihre Gerechtigkeit ganse S

Hs then oxphinl that the concept "fulfill” means to act out or do enw
tirely what is required:

T Anp @ one dikkcororn hat diesolbe Vermandtschaft und Veraohieden~
huit von pllastinischen Sprechgebrauch wie riywvv 76 Fn fey o wamit
die Zitate einpeleitet sind. TDaP "aufstehen machen, sum Sto=
hen bringen", eagten die Pllastinor, sishe 6,173 "voll machen” sagte
¥ate Wie wird dia Gereohtighkeit voll? Durch dns Handeln, dadureh,

131@8!:1. 22. _‘E-_‘E'. Pe 120.
Mgpig, &

15a, Bohhttor. Der Evanpelist Hatthiius (stmtgam Calwer
Veroinsbuchhandlung, 1020)s Pe 89s
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dass das gant getan wird, was mit absoluter Dring%;ohh!.t als. verw
pfliochtende !‘ordenmg an den lMemschen herantritt.

Ultimtaly. it um Schlatter bolievos that the baptism or Jem was an,
sct of love on His part, and therefore ho sayss

Yas er tat. wvar inm vollen Sinn Liebe. Er gesellt sich su den Sfindern
und tritt in die Reihe der Verschuldeten, nioht flir sich selbst dle
Rettung su finden, niocht wegen elgemer Verschmldung auf der Fluoht
vor dom kouwnenden Zorm, sondorn weil er eins nit der Gereinde und der
Triiger der ;Bttlichen Gnade ist umd er der zBttlichen Barmhersigkeit
dient. Aber in dicse freieste Erweisung eigener Glte mongt sich kein
selbstisches IEmpfinden ein, das ihn dile. Gebundenheit .an Gottes Willen
vergessen liesce, Vielmehr ist gerade dis Usbunz der freiom Liebe
von den Bewusstein bogleitot, dass sle das sohlechthin sein sollends,
von Gott pebotens, mit Gottes Yiillen ﬂmreimtimmnﬂe Verhalten seis.
Sie ist somit allerhBohste, vollendete, "ganze" Gerechtigkeitse 7

Scohlatter also indicates that in the ﬂ;eological thouzht of the Jews, the
consept of love and the concept of r:lghtowmu were separated, but that
in the case of Jesus both became one, uui 8o hs ucertas

Hun wrden flir Josus beide Normen und beide Pfl!.ol"ban oins, Dies
hat aber fir das ganze Verhulten durchpreifends Wichtigkeite Dledw
ben die Rechts-und die Lisbespflicht Voneinander getrennt, so wird .
das Rech$ hart wnd die Liebe hofflrtige Aus ihrer freien tiabe wird
B0 ein linochterweis, der ihren Empflinger erniedrigt. Von dieser
selbsigoflllligan Liebeslibung schied sich Jesuse Es izt zans ere

- kannte und gons getane Gereochtigkeit, dass er seinen Ort bei den
Schuldipen hat und bel denen steht, denen Gottes Vergebung den Eine
gang in sein Reich pewlhrt. Dam.tt gab Jesus seinem Sglhuthmult-
sein und ebenso seinsm Gottestewussteein die Einheit,ll

He furthor explains how the duality of Shought in Jewish theology (ocmm
cerning God's righteousness and Iis love) could cause uncortainty among
mon, bub that in the baptism of Jesus, Uod's grace was the dozdmating

factor, and in this sonse,; and for this reuon;.- Jesus' baptism was the.

161nide
yoides ppe 89-90.
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fulfillment of all ripghtecusness. - Ho expresses it th:l.a ways
Nach zwel Uasson, sazte sie, ordns Gott sein Vorh!ltntn gu den Jien=
schens. ordnet er es nnch dem lMass dew Reonta, so wird ihnen vergol=
ton; vorwendet er das lMass der Glite, so wird iknen zeholfen und vere
geben ¢ ¢ » s» Durch diese Thoologio wird das Verhilitnis zu Gott une=
gewlss, da der liensch nle wissen knnn, nach welchem iass Gott mit ilm
vorfihrt, . Jssus war von diosem Gottesgedankem frei. Der Willa Gobe
tes, dor ilm swr '.I!auig fl!hrte. viar hHlchate Gnade und eben dorum die
ganze Cerechtigkeit,
Aoeordi.ng 4o Sohlatier's vi.et wo mizht ﬂny tha.t w!:i.].e the baptism of Jew
sus was an aot or obed:.ence to- mw.n God's dem.m!a. it was olso s deme
onstration of the grana of God. 8o 'l'.hnt thrmu,h Hin baptim Jogus could !
bring tha r:l.;_htaommu of God: to u:'.nful mankinde
Another interpretation eof the baptim of Jesus is .offored by Oscar

Cullmann, He asserts.that in His baiattsm, Jesus "roceives the oonmise

sion to undertake the roll of the suffering Servent of God, who takes on

himsolf the sins of his poople,” nnd so Fe is beptized, not for His cwn
sins, "but for those of the poople."20 This thought opens the door for
Cullnamm's main cunolunims "Jesus is ba.ptued in view of his dsath,
which effects forgiveness of sins for all mene"l  Cullmann then spesks
of the 'bapﬂ.am-nf Jesus as an aot whiol:l unites Him in solidarity with
His whole people, and he declares that this gives a "precice mesning” to
the words "fulfill all righteousness.” He writes: '
| The Baptisn of Jesus is related to Jicxorivsa 4 not only his om,

but also that of the whole peoples The word s#awis probably to be

underlined hore. dJosus! reply, which exegetes have always found
diffiocult to oxplain, acquires a concrete maaningl Josus will effeot

195b1dq ppe 90-1s -

20(gonr. Cullmann, Baptism in the New Testouent, trenslated by Je Ke
8. Reid (Londons SCi Fress, 1900)s Da iBe
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a goneral forgivenous.22.
Thus he fulfills all righteoocusnoss, acoording to cullmnn. bocouse He h

"the Ome called to the offiocs of the Servant of God v.‘m suffors for an
Othera. n2s,

The Baptism of Josus and His liossishship

Any exegetical study which seeks to interpret the meaning of the Bape
tism of Jesus must consider the signifioance of the descent of the Spirit
as o dove. and the dochrut:l.nn of the voice from heaven, "Thou art my be-
loved Son; with thee I am 'uall pleased" (Hark 12 11). Because this dec-
laration recalls cortain Jeu_.a..-io prophecies (Ps. 2:7, Is, 42:1), and
beosuse of mmorous o:'a'ner 0l1d Testamont passazes walch speak of ithe Lord
as putting His Spirit ﬁpm soneone, meny sxagetos readily apree that at
the Saptism of Jesus, the descont of the Spirit and the hoeavenly voice
are definitoly related to iis lisssinhsiiipe Houman lists secveral such
0ld Teatament paalo.ges wilch are rovardad as I&aaianic. ghows hclr the New
Togtament confirms ‘I’.‘ntr ﬁleau:l.mi.o oha.mo'bar. and then cormentss

An int:i.mte. !.nsopumbla ommoction is e:tablished botween the Eo].y

Spirit and the Messiunis activity of Jesus, The comming of the Holy

Spirit is repeatedly pictured as an anointing. From tais derives the

Hebrow T W) of which X prerss is simply the Greek translatione

That is to 82f, Josus is the Xossigh, the chri.at. precisely becauso

of the unotion of the loly Spi.rit.z“ E

But while many apgroe that this Hsanianio sipnificance i1s évident in the

221pid,
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Baptism -of Jesus, there are those who sssert that prior to this, Jesus
Hingelf had nttle.-.-ir sny liessianio cmuoimuﬁeué.

The viow that the Baptisn of Jesus marks the bagizning of His mare-
ness that Ho'il tho Hessiah i.l proposed by IRI-)'QGI"& MIn'bt.ash iz his m~
oles "The D'um of the MHessianlc Consclousness,” whore he states tnnt the
Bantism of Jesus shows ’ittn first full and clear emergeonat of lossianie
consoiousnoss?Z® Acoording to lacIntogh, this involves thet 1) conscious-
ness of Scmshipy 2) revelation of the Divine complacenoy; and 3) c.m- |
mmication of the Spirit.”® FKe advences the idea that this new cone
scicusness ompellod Jesus to lot others know who He was, and so he writes:

The narrative tslls us thot Jesus did more than discover what He was:

He disoovored what fe was onlled to bej the 8pirit deacended upon

Hime The Christ, conscious of ilis Lsseiahship, canrot prssibly any

longer swnit a simal €rom without. iHe is Clrists it is for Hinm,

wnder God, to give signal to others.?? '
Although they seem willing to ooncede that Jesus may have had some mﬁ-
ness of His unique nature end minsion beror;s this, Ernest Burton and Shaie
ler Mathews support the view that the baptism marked the real bezluning
of kKessianio oonsoiocusness ro.r Jdesuse They say:

Thclangus.gsfrmheamhthousumu to Jesus that he is in a

peculiar sense the object of God's love and approwal, and begets,

we enn hardly deubt, in a menswre in which !.t.haganot existed before,
the ocousciousness of his mission as the kibssiah. ,

25Robert LaoIntosh, "The Down of the lossianic Comscicusncss,” The
Expository Times, XVI (Jamary==iiarch, 1905), 1584

20Thides pe 211e
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They expand this view with the statemont:

From this act, wo must believe, detes the begimminz of his cleap
oonviotion that he was to undertake the work of fomding the kinge
dom of Gods that he was the one whom John was foretellinge From the
moment the voice from heaven sounded in his heart ho devoted himself
with unswerving surpose and self-sacrifice to the new work. Before

his baptiem he was a prive gindividmll after his baptism he toek
up the work of the liassich,

In an effort to defend this point of view, the Interpreter's Bible maine
tains that '

_it 48 not irreverent to assume a slow clarifying of Christ's mind,

a deepuning awereness during his years at logareth that God had for
hin & dostined and destiny-making taske That psychologiocal move=
mont is no false or saoriligiouns asgumption: it is rather the reve
erent aclmowlodiment of Christ's accoptod huranmess ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ Thus
his experience at baptism is in one sense the 1ssue of his broode

ing ¢ ¢« v o But the volos at thabaptim,au aleso and crestively a
divine invasion, as the very words imply,”

Other authoritiss bolieve that the bestowal of the Spirit at His Baptism

doos not imply that prior to this, Josus had been owmpleotely empty of
. God's Bpirit, But they sssert that with this gift of the Spirit, He now
underatood His calling more oléarlye Thus Plumer asserts that

wo are not to understand that He who was oonoceived by the Spirit was
dovoid of the Spirit until tho Baptismp nor that the gift of the 8pie
rit then made ony change in His nature ¢ ¢ ¢« ¢ Bub the new gift of
the 8pirit may have 1lluninnted even llh‘.alnd made Him more fully

‘oware of Hic rolations to God and o mane

In like menner, Rawlinson scormentss

The significance of our Lord's Baptism as an event ‘of His human life
is far, of course, from being eihtusted by the statement that from
henceforth He wns oortain of {Is vocation to be Messishe That which
then oeme to Hin meant also that Ho wes now equipped with power and

“1utdes pe 00
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with authority for suoh & works He is henceforth the Anointed of

he SPIriE, T -

But others insist that the bestowal of the Spirit was not a new reve
olation to Jesus, nor a ift to equip Him with something which He had
not previously possessed, but simply the public declaration that He

would now begin His Messianio worke Thus M, W, Jacobus writes:

Jedenfalls bedeutet diese Verleihung des Geistes an Jesus nicht, dass
bis su dloser Zeit Jesus nicht in einor besondsren Weise im Besits
des gBttlichen Geistes war, BSie besdeutet nur, dass das, was ihm
Jetst verliehen wurde, der besondere Besits des gBttlichen Gelstes
war, veranlasst durch das messianische Werk, su dom er vou Gott bee
rufen war und-dem er sein Leben geweiht hatte (Luke. 4:18f und Jose
11125 6111=3), Mit anderen Wortsnj; er kam nicht su seinem messie
anischen Bewusstisein erst im Augembliok des Vollzugs seiner Taufe.
Dass dieses messianische Werk das Werk war, su dem sein Vater iln
borufen hatte, und das ihn su seiner Taufe flihrte als su der Bfe
fentliohen Verkindigen seiner heiligen Antwort auf diesen Rufy das
begeugts ihm sein Bewusstsein) und einsip durch don Besits dieses
gBttlichen Gelstes konnte er su einem solchem Bewusstsein kommen

und su einer solcher erlnggdigung desselben geflinrt werden, als er
8ich seinem Terke weihte.

Schneider discusses the signifiocance of the anointing with the Spirit in

& sinilar way, as we sce from this comment:
Erst die Celstverlei macht ihn fRhiz, den Dignst su tun, su dem
or gosandt iste Es begimnt eine Gesohiohte in dieser Stunde, in
dieser Poraon, die Geschiohte einer nsuen Welte Gott, der seine
souveriineg lincht in dersﬂohﬂphmg lamdgemacht hat, wird sis nmun offen=
baren in der ErlBsung.

Be oontinues by suggesting that at His Baptism, Jesus is conseorated

to His work as the lessiah, and given the Spirit so that He may have the

suthority to establish the Kingdom of God on earthe ' He puts it this ways

2 pawlinecn, ops Oites Pe 11e

38 We Jucobus, “Zur Taufe Jesu Bed M. 3114,15," Neus Kirchliche
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Die Taufe ist dis Messiasweihe und dle Messiasproklamation Jesu. Da~
fir sind swei Dinge konstitutivs Das Herabkomen des Geistes auf
Josus und die Gottesstimme, die ilm feierlich sum Sohne Gottes, @.ha
sun messionischen Kbnig erklirt. Als Geisttriiger wird Jesus mit -
glttlicher Efovsrix ausgeriistet ¢ « o » . Duroh den Goist wird Jesus -
instandgesetst, die Herrschaft Gottes auf Erden aufzurichtens Die
Kraft des Geistes ermilointigt ihn su den Wundertaten, sum Sieg Hbver
den Satan und alle gottfeindlichen Mlichte auf Erdens So ist der .
Gelst die machtvolle Ausrlistung, die Jesus flir seinen messianischen
Beruf braucht.5b : : & :

The oanservative view that the baptism of Jesus was not the bepimning of
His messianioc awareness also receives good support from Voorhis, who dew
soribes the baptism of the Lord as “the symbolioc aot whereby Jesus, hue
manly speaking, indicated His acoeptence of the vicarious principle; and
dedicated Himself to that vicarious ministry and death whioch He regarded
as the Fﬁhor'l will for Him and as the way of lalnﬂon for simning
man,"56 Prococeding on that basis, Voorhis them contendsp

Our interpretation undercuts all theories which see in the ministry
of Jesus & progressive oconsciousness of divinity, liessiahship, and
mission., Jesus moved through the events of His ministry, not with

a oonfused mind that slowly orystalliszed in despair upon the fact of
His approaching death,; but with clear-cut purpose to do the Father's
will in soceking and saving the loste To be sure, there was a progres-
sive unfolding of the truth to the multitudes concerning Himself and
His mission, oonserning God and the Kingdomj a progrossion detere
mined by the capacity of His hearers to understand. But the progrese
sive unfolding of teaching does not argus that the. teacher inows not
beyond the point of his exposition.. Indeed, with any effective teaw
chor quite the reverse is trus, The baptism of Jesus thus may offer.
some striking ohallenges to liberal views; and it may have a greater
part than has been realised in demonstrating the coherent, cgganic
unity of the aonservative conaept.of Christ and the Gospelse

mmnmythiem@ﬁtoﬁ;mkornm'ﬂMltho
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need to eliminate false notions. that have been developed over the.baptism
of Ohrists He lists warious orrmou- views in this sumary:
It has boan nﬂd that here was the bag:l.nni.ng of chrl.st'l ¥essianip.
oonsaiocusness;: thet the (ift of the Spirit was the moment when the
Logos took possession of the men Jesus and stayed with Him until His
death on the orossj that the unipereomel God endowed the mere man
desus with certain temporary powers, according to the teaching of !
dynanio Monarohianiams that, in short, by the descent of tgs Spi.rl.'ls
mﬂ::l.n; was gim to chrui that Ih did not have bofm
But in answer ‘bo luoh errors,; Boumnn eitol Sthttar'l ﬂ.n' that ths om-
:Lng of ths Spl.rl.'b di.d not make Ohrilt the Ban or God, but m ratlwr 'bho
divine siml. for uh!.oh Jenul had w.i.tod. to bogin His work. Thcrotoro.
as Bouman obuoms. the dpaoont of the Sp:l.ri.t m important not en:lgr tor
Josus, but “the w!-.tneu of the Spirit's dumt on Christ was docui'n
ror Johne Eenoeforth he could a.nd did point to Jem a.nd -a.;n- 'Behpld.
tho Lemb of Gode'"S? !'o:' Jau\u H:lmelf, Bouman bclims that “the de-
soent of tho Spirit 5 « » lignifiud the public daehrntl.on frua the
Father that now His Hou!.anio work in His tm-aeto'.ld orf‘:loo was to begin,™0
Contiming the daulopmnt of that thought, Bouman shows that now the
long years of waiting to begin the public office were over for Christs
The Son, who made Himself the Servant of Jehovah and would take no
stop without the Father's sanction; now received that sanction by -
means of the Spirit's unotion and the voice from heaven so closely

oonnscted with its The events izmediately following Christ's bap-
tlmmdﬂndumtofﬂn!piritlhwthntﬂwdhchugoorm
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lessianic office 4s.the result of the Spirit's nnel.nt:l.ng.a. ‘

Thus while we.may firmly maintain that the ooming of the. Holy Ghost.
upon Jesus did not add to Fis divine mature, nor ohange Hinm into a dife
forent Porson from whot He had been, we should realise, as Bounen seys,
that 1t d1d make olear that '

acoording to His human nature and in His role as the Servant of Je-
howmah, Ho lived[Jand acted in total sulmission to the Father's will
and performed liis Hessianio funotions under the Father's direotione
The descent of tho Spirit was the Father's way of signalizing for
the Son the fact that now the time had come to enter om His publio
redemptive work and that the unction with the Spirit without measure’
endowed Him, acoording to Hig,servant status, with the full re-
sources of the divine power. i 5

Because any aotiom of Christ's, or any act performed in relation to Him,
matﬁoilnhdwiththsmmofﬂninmmﬂm. that He came to be .
" our Bavior, the desocent of the Holy Spirit on Christ alsc has great sige
nificance for us, and so Bouman addss '
The scteriologiosl aspects are paramount. By the anointing with the
Spirit from above, Jesus began in very truth to be the Christ, ss
Luther points outs "This is the beginning of the New Testamente Al=
though Christ was born as a child, He did not yot begin His offioce.
Nor did He presume to do so until He wus called thereto by the Fa-
thers In sum, with the Baptism the office begins; here s becames
our Christ, our Saviorj for this purpose He had como; as Isaiah says,
chapter 61, which Chriat applies to Himself*45
Thus the Desoent of the Spirit upon Jemus imuediately after His Baptism
1s sssentinl for our understanding of Josus as the isssiah, and for the
Savior Himself it was vital for tho successful ccmpleticm of His work,

as Bouman indicates in the -ltflmtll

1018, pa 10
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Without the Epirit's anointing, Jesus would not be the Christ, our
Christ, who repelled Satan's onslaughts, fulfilled all rightecuse
ness, performed Hia prophetic ministry in His revelation of God to
us, His high priestly function in the porfect saorifice for sin and

ceaseless intercession for sinners, and rules over all as kiug and
head of the chuyrch until its final omumt.tm in glory.

Before 'b:-ing:lng to a olose this ohapi:or of emgeti.ea..‘l. comment on 'bhq
Baptiem of Jesus, wo wish to call u.ttentim to cne othor viow, which
merits attention becuuse of its l;niqﬁe exphasis on the possible im=
plications of the verb o:vu.ﬂ‘cl’mn- %o refer to the suggestion of G, W -
H. Lampes who says that the Daptism of Josus with the Spirit wes in o
sense "proleptic®, a baptism which mﬂéipatud and guaracteed the future
prmhe of the Spiri.t which 110 m‘.l.d reoeiw and then in turn bestow upon
His followers aﬂaor Ho had uoendad into heam. D:L-euaal.n; the pon:l.ble
aymboum of Christ's Boptism as recorded by Mark and Hatthew, Lampe
writes: _ .

The desoription of 0&1:1; ascending from the water, which represents

Bis death, may possibly point Forward to the Ascension, when the Spie

rit bestowed by anticipetion upon the Servant-lessiah at the Jordan

wes received by Him from the Father so as te be out on all
thono Iho nhould henceforth be bapiised in His name.
As evidmoe for 'H:d.l propual. Iampo refers to the New Testament usage -
of -cmﬂ-unw. which s used soven times %o refer %o Christ's ascansion,
and hp furthsrmore. daghnn that he bolieves the Ascersion of Christ was
an integral part of the apostonq proaching, being impiied slso in Fhilipe

plans 219, His man:l.ng is sumnarized in thls comments

urbid.. P‘ 13.

450, W, H, Lampe, The Seal of the Bpiri.t (Hclr Yorks Longmans, Green,
and Gmpa.m'. 1951). p-"ﬁ'
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The Marcan and Metthean aocoocunts of the Baptism may symbolize the
faot that the risen and ascended Lord was the giver of the Spirit,
Such may be . the -i.gn:lri.oamo of the omphuh laid upon the asconsion
from the water (s0dfws, Zv« forn” xvéfin evdis )e Iva flnlverrs
which is most troquently use going up to the Temple sanctuary or
the holy oity, is employed seven times in the New Testament of the
Ascension of Christ, If this is the meaning intended by Mark and
Hatthow, luks onites to reproduce it, no doubt beg gulo he has reserved
for Acta a full socount of tho Asconsion itselfy”
But 4t seems to us that the genoral usage of the word o'Zm/qurm
the term appropriate for desoribing the sotion by whioch Jesus went up
out of the water, and that Larpe's inference dramm frcn-o:mﬁu’n"’ oan
hardly be sustainad. _
The luz;gnt:lmi has beeon made that in His Baptism, Jesus stands as the
true Isreel, who came to "fulfill all Mghtemms." This suggestion
8808 an unalogy between Isracl®s ocoming up out of the Red Sea and Jesua®
ooning up i’:-:n the Jordan at His Baptism, Ve lhn.ll g:lvo 'bh:ls iugguti.cn

more detailed attentiom in the following nhnptou

46g, W, H. Lampe, "Baptisna in the New Testament” Soottish Journal
of Thoologys V (dune, 1558), 1686




CHAPTER V
THE BIGNIFICANGE OF THE'BAPTISK FOR JESUS

The Daptism of Jesus and His Sonship

- The last seotion of the preceding ohapter demonstrated the imporw
tance of the Baptimm of Josus, and in pnrticu:l.u- the descent -of the Spie
rit at His Bapt:lm., for the beg:l.nnin,, and the t‘ulﬂllmnt of the lhnhh-
ship of Jonus. But along with the descent of the Spirit :I.n a dove=1llke .
Porm oeme the Voice from heaven sayings "Thon art my -beloved Son; w:l.th
Thee I am well pleaned" (Hsrk 1a 11). Thess words noet only enphaaisc the
divine Sonship of -.'eaus, but, as we shall obsam later; have led some
hoonclubthltﬂunnpﬂmmmuupofﬂilSmhipthmnfﬂl
Hossishship, For Jesus Himself, these words must have held special sige.
nificance, But we need not, and should not, conclude as Dibelius does,
The original sense of this event is doubtless that Jesus at this moe
ment was instituted Son of God, and that this was made plain by the
descent of the Spirit upon Hime. <« ¢ ¢ the 8pirit descends, and Jesus
recelves Him as & lasting property, and thus the greatmess now pro-
claimed was not formerly proper to llim, rather He receives it emly
at this mowents The story tells, thersfore, of Christ's edoption as
the Son of Goded i ; . :
To refute this libveral, wnsoriptural view, w repeat what Bouman affirms
when he sayss "These words of the Father ooncerning. Josus do not mean,
of course, that right here Jesus becawe the S8omn of Gods He was that and

llhrtin Dibelius, Fraw Iraditicn %o Gesnel. translatad by Bertrsm
Lee r:ou. (Hew Yorks c‘EEFie"'B_""‘a ori 'sT"‘"J.eaa). PPe an-n.
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is that framall eternity."2:

. The upooinl significance of the words apoluan by the Voieo out of hse.-
ven oannot be limited to the thouzht that in a general way the Fathor don-
ignaten the Son as the object of His love and epprovals Rathor, as Bous
men obnem.. o |

The Father's declaration is given specific significance by the coue
toxt, By Hls words the father is, in effeot, sayings I am in com~
plete harmony with, and I express publicly my full approval of, Ihnt
has just transpired and of what this implies.

Ve ought to note a.lso, that vwhoress we ohoee to follow A-*n:lt in truns‘.la-
ting in the present bense® the words spoken by the Futher, Bounan renders
the saying in the past bensei "Thia 'la .y belmd Son. in whem I took
d811ght."® To this he adds a foo'l:note . meening of codoxncas sayings

This aorist would seem to imply more then present epprovale The first
part of the Father's statement is cbviously related to the solemm de-
oree recorded in Psalm 2 !'Thou art ly Bon; this day have I begot'ban
Thoo's ¢ ¢« « The strong torms of approval, godocno-o wnd d-a-alﬂ'qrpj
echo the declaration in Is. 42:1, where the corresponding terms are
"Mino Elect' and 'ly scul delighteths' The parallel suggests that:
sddokne is & prognant term, iuplying deliberste choice in the past

" (ofs I Poter 1120, *who verilywas foreordained before ths founda=: -
tion of the world but wns manifest in thess last times for you'),
The effects and results of this eternal choioce carry over into all
the kessianic prophecies in the 0ld Testament and ere brought to ine.
oipient fruition at the Baptism « « v ¢ Tho fact that in Is. 421l
the Father's oholce and approval, ths Son's servant status, as well
as ths bestowal of the Spirit, are all umited in one great Jessianio
prophecy demonstrates the :lntosnhtlon and interdspendence of all
details of our Lord's Bnp‘h:lm

2Herbert Js A« Bouman, "The Baptism of Ohrist with Special Reference -
to the Gift of the Spirit",; Concordia Theological lenthly, XKVIII, 13.
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But whother we interpret s5/5kqrx. as present or past tense, Josus oould
now be certain, both in His divine nature and in His human neture, that
He had the full sanotion of the heavenly hthm:.- 8o that later on, when
talking with the Jews and comparing His work and His mission with that
of Johm the Daptist, Josus gould say in Jolm 5¢36-87: _
But the testimony which I have 4s greater than that of Johnj for the
works which the Father hath granted me to acoomplish, these very works
which I am doing, bear me witnese that the Father has sent me, And
the Father who sent me has himself borne witness to mes
Thus the Baptism of Jesus was of vast significance to Him for His vwm
sense of divine Scnshipe
At the scme time, Johannes Sohnelder believes that this sense of Sm-.
ship wos linked with tho liessianio Kingship of Jesus. He asserts that
at the Baptism, Jesus was also oonsecrated to be the lessianio King, and
he explains the significance of the heavenly Voloce in this ways
Dis Gottesstimme bei der Taufe Jesu dlent dasu, das Ereipnis, das
hier geschisht, su eriliren, Sie gibt die Sinndeutrmyg der Taufe
Jesu wnter der Geistverleilumg an Jesuss Die gBttliche Lanifestas
tion wird im Worte des Alton Testements gekleldets Fee 217 und Jese
42t1 4 o5 o dJosus wird durch dieses Gotteswort sum messianischem
EBnig geweiht, . Er wird der wohre Kinig Is;sels sein und die kBnige
1lichen Rechts in einer Veise ausfiben, wie das bisher moch nicht der
Fall gewesen iste IEr wird in einsigartiger Veise der geliebte und
erwihlte Schn Gottes sein.’ g
However, this seems very dublous, Jesus hladm'- pretensions of becoming
an earthly king (Jokm 6115) 18136) and therefore the oonospt of Messianio
Kingship was for Rim not ong of earthly and temporal glory. It rather

dencted for Him the umble suffering of the Servant of Gods The Interim

7 Johaxmes Bohné:lder. Die Taufe im Nouon Testamsnt '(sw,_ Ve
Eohlhamiery. 1952). Pe 26 g : g lag._ : .
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Report of the Special Commission on Boptism fittingly saysi -

At His Baptiom Jesus was senlod by God the Father as His Son and as
the Buffering Servant (John 6:27)s He was sealed by boing anointeé
with the Holy 8pirit to proach and .fulf'il the Word of God (Luke 4:113;
Aots 41273 10:138; Hebrews 119). In fulfilment of Bis mission as the
Son of God and in fulfilment of the Word of God, He was the Truth,
for He kopt faith or truth with the Father, and was obedient even
wnto death as the Servant sent by Gode®

The 1life and witness of Josus bear oub that service wms more predoul «
zant in the mind of Jesus than that of being & kinge 30 we find that.
Pawlinagon, in d.ts'cuuing Jesus ' own mterprétatit;n of Hia mission as th--

¥ossins dssiﬁmtus. cbeerves that émn lthongh des:s did not allude ex- : '
plioitly to the 'Serva..wb‘ passages in the sa,yﬁxgl recorded of Him, He

did reveal /lis oonoazi't of the lMessish as the servant or slave of Yohweh
by the two ideas of sufforing and service in His teeching as a whols, and

s

bs ooncludess

Suffering, it is implied, is to be the vocatiom of every true servant
of the Lerd, evory son of the aoonting Kingdoms suffering, in particue
lar, ie to be the destiny of the Som of lany and the idea of service
transvalugs that of royalty,® '

Along sindlar lines He Wheeler Robinson, referring %o the heavenly Voice
heard at the Baptism of Josus, cowmentss

So far as the saying faithfully reflects the consclousness of Jesus,
it warrants us in the belief that His baptism marks “the hour in
which & new conception of the Messioh was born" (Feine, Theologle
des Nouon Testemcnts, Ps 66) « ¢ ¢ ocur impression that the referemce
tho Bervent 18 primary is confirmed by the seguel to the baptiam, .
vizs, the Temptation. dJust as this involved the newly found lsssiane
ic oonsoicusnoas~="if thou art the Son of Gody"=~ go it involved a
new conception of the meaning of that Messiahship, in harmony with

- Brhe Church of Scotland, Speocial Cormission on Baptism, Interim Re-
% of the Specinl Conmission on Baptisn (Edinburghs Blaokwell, 1060)s
Petbe : : ;
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the moral and religious character of tha Semnt. not with a pnli.ta»
- ca.l k:.ngahip»lo

Although we coxmot asree w!.th Robinsm thut thn Bnptinn involwd l m--
ly fﬂund Hossirnic oonsoiuusness" for Jaaus. we do helieve that msrgl.ug
the ccmoept of the lhnhh with tha.t of tho Sui‘fering Sermnt a8 Jesu-
did was somothing new in Ju!.uh 'bhought. Gul].man oblomu
The suffering. Snrmt of God is, 1ﬂaa ‘i.ha luau.tah. nlraady knm to
Judaism, But that the Messiah should be at the same time the suffere
ing Sorvant of God is on impossible concoption for Judcism. It is
true that the Messiah ocoasionally bears the title of Servant of Godj
but the roprocentetive sufiforing that is characteristic of the thed
Jalwe 1is never asoribed to hims The Targum at Isas 65 is most ine
structive et this point. Comnection between the 'lmo is first medo
through the life of Jom..n
And bocause Jasus Gh:ﬂ.at. 'bhe Son of God, was tho hmble. suffering Scr—
vant of God, He now is exalted at the right hand of God as Lord of all,
For Jeaul. H:I.a Baptism wes also lignmm foy His Sonship in th:u .
‘rogard, that ie knew E!o mld do His work under the pmr and nuﬂ‘.or:l.ty
of the Spirite On thi.s upact of the Bnpt:l.am. lei.num ownmtu :
a5 He come up out of ﬂmsamtars thersbmtupmiim,wiﬂirenmd
certainty, the conviction that lo was indeed the Son of Cod & & « to=
gethor with the consoiousness of mﬁrm endovment with the plonitude
of sp'l.ri."mnl nuthoriw and powere"
Thias factor of a apeoia.:l endovment wﬂ.th authority through the gu‘td‘
the Spirit ia alcn ‘noted by meec 4

The doscent of the Spi.ri'b was directly commacted with the heavenly :
proplamntion of the Lord's diﬁne Sonshipj indeed, His possession:

105, Yhoelor Robinson, The Cross 4n the 01d Testament (Londons SCXK
Preas, 1955). Pe 1004

goar Cullmasm, Bapbiem in the New Testament, translatod by J. Ke
84 Reid, (Londons SCM. 8y oT:'p,
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of the Spirit, which fulfilled. the. traditional expectation of . the

lossiah, has as its immediate consequences the deolaration and real-

ization of His status. as the Son of God ¢ ¢ o« this "resting® of

the Spirit is of a difforent quality from tho temporary and partial

Spirit possession of a propheta It is a continucus and emduring

endownent: of Jesus with the "authority"™ and "power™ (greater than

that of soribes and prophets) which are manifested 4in hig teaching

and michty works, the lessianio oy e?x. Of John 4110,15

We have thus fay shown that the Baptism of Jesus was important for
His position as the Son of Gode Heiﬁnn also, parti.cuhriy in the pro- _
ceding chapber, related the Baptism of Jesus to His mission as.the -
tiessiah, But it is interosting to note that there ere those who claim
that the convept of Sohsh:l.p‘i.l flu'.noro .:l.mpnrtant than that of Kessialhe
ships not only that, they prei'er to find no evidence for His Kessiahship
in His Baptism, K. Yhoeler Robinson, 1‘01; exanple, a.mlylu 'bh-'i'.huughu
of Jesus reg;-,r.\rding His work and, quoting Koffott, observes: "It is pen=
erally recognized by New Testoment exegetes that 'it 1s the £ilial, not
the messianic oonsoiocusness of Josus which is the basis of all Christime

ity? (Moffatt, The Theolosy of the Gospels, p- 152)4"1¢ Robinson offers

support for this view by noting that practically all the teaching and
aotivity of Jesus oan be brought under the category of divine Sonship,
fnoluding the feeling of sonship which he sought to ellocit or oreats in.
other hearts. Lie addss

llere we may venture to believe, wss the content of Ilis own imer 1ife,

as well as of His expression of that f-mer life in word and deed.:
Sonship is the most adoquate and permanent of the liew Testament con=

and Company,. 1951)' 1:.._55. 5 B ; ) .
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¢ . ocopts of -the Porson.of Christ,.because the .most.univorsal, .Jesus
took this hupan analopgy to deepen and enrich it by a new moral and
religiocus realization of its possibilities, which rennins true to .the
concept 1tselfe On thoe other hand, though the Jewich concoption of
6 'Lessiah' is of great inportence:for prﬁuitive Christionity, its
Bignificance speedily become historical only, "Josus is the Christ®
wns soon replaced.by "Jesus 1s Lord™ outeide the Jewish Chrintion=,
itye Hot only so, but Jesus Himself so profoundly modified the Mese
8ianlo oonoeption, so far as He adoptod it, that we may easily be
misled in epeaking of Him as the lessiah at all. For the Davidie
or polltionl fo:m of the conception Hle had little or no use, whilst
the transcendental Liossiah of Jewish apocelyptic partioipates in
that ethioal and relizious transformation which apocalyptic in geme
oral received at His hands. Ve have one of the chief puiding prine.
oiplea of thaet transformotion in the conception of the Servant, which
dJosus for the first time blonded with that. of the Hessiah, ' Definite
oevidonce of thls commection meoets us on the tTury threshold Eg the
publio ministry of Josus, in the experience of His baptisng -

Basio to this line of thought is cur understanding of the term "Messiah",
for the Jows, we have noted, wore not looking for;a lfeuinhwhn would

‘be &t the same bime the suffering Servant of God, '

: On the other hand, George Dunoan belleves that the Baptism of Jesus
bas 5o Goineetion at il with Hix Eessinbohips butidn relles & dsclaree.
tlon of His Scnships Furthornore, Duncan seems to bolieve that Hessiahe
ship and Sonship are twv cumplotely different torms, and that the thoughts
behind them-ahould be kopt olearly aparte Duncan introduces his interpre-
tation of these torn: ‘by cormenting on the witness of John the Baptist .
recorded in the Fan.rth Gonpol. lis asserts that 1t is erronsous to think .
that Jom the Baptist a.t onos begun to bol!.aw ﬂmt in Jaaun th- Bbul:!.ah .
had coms; and he ocntends that "nwhoﬂ u it said that the Baptint ar -
lnri.'bed to Josus 'bho nems *iessiah'; and mt ho is remhd as u;n
ing about Jesus does: mot lnply Messianhahipe™ Howaver, at this point ho.

lsIbi'do .
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adds a footnote: . .
Anﬂm.'hmm. at this time a disciple of tho Bantist, is ropre-
sented as sayings "We have found the lessioh™(1:41); of. 4126f¢
These are the only instances of the lebrew form lessiah (as dise
tinot from the Greek form Christ) in the New Testoment,l
" Apparently the fact that "Christ" is the simple Greek translztiom of the
Hebrew term Messish holds little importance for him, for Duncan asserts

that Johm did not proclaim Jesus to be the Messish, having never used

that name or title in reference to Him, and that in his proclsiation, he
8lmply foretold the omﬁxg of one ('the mightier cme'), who, "oqu:l.éped
with greater pmr. will exercise a moro potent form of baptism. But no
neme or title is pgiven to this 'mightier ome'; what is amnounced about
hin is the work he may be expeoted to dos"17 This leads Duncan to suge
gost that Jolm hed here in mind some figure with:a recognised plage in
the religious hopes of his day, and he concludes that John was thinking
of the promised Elijah (iiali 4:15) when he spoke about the 'coming ome's
Yet even though he mainteina that Jolm does not- call Jesus the Mes=
siah, Duncan by no moans bolittles the Baptist's viewpoint of Josus, for
he notos that John speaks of iiim aa - :
the Son of God, a term whioh, when striotly interpreted, has a quite
different connotation from the term Messiahe For while Lossiahship
implies divine appointment, Sonship speaks of spiritual arfinityee
40 be filled with the Spirit and to be a Son of God are one and the
same thing (ofs Roms 8:1¢)s Is goes further, and oalls dJdesus the -

Lemb of God (1336)~= in 1129 he points Him cut as "the Lemb of God
who is to take away the sin of the worlde"16

16Georpe Dunosn, Jesus, Son of Man (New York:s The Mackillan Company,
1949). Ph 89"
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later Duncan expleins his view by saying that the Bnptilt was evidently
thinking of 'Isainh BS, but he maintainss .

It 18 not a mass:lt.n!.o intorpretation which ths 'antiat is reprosen-
ted as giving to it hores iHe 1s thinking, not of the Vossinh as
fuch, but of God's elect Servant, probably of ths Prophet whom God
is expected to send, and who, in the performanae of his missiom and
in fulfiliment of what had been foretold, was to suffer for ths sins
of his brethren.19

The clear separaticn that Duncan draws botween the ‘terms Son of God and
liossinh is evident in the following remarks

It 1s froquently said that in the relipious history of Israel the
torm Son of God was identiocal with lMessiahs Such an asseriion i3
apt to be misleadings for the two torms had a different sonnotation
and a differont history. It is true that in ocertain relizious cire
oles, both Jewish and Christian, they might come to bo interpreted .
as if they hnd much the same meaning, and they mi:ht be applicd to=
gether to the sawme persom == @.gep, acoording to the versiom in late
thew, 8imon Peter's oonfsssion of feith took the form: "Thou art

the Christ, the Son of the living Godj and the words of the high
priest.at tho trial of Jssus weret "I adjure thee by the 1li God -
that thou tell us whether thou be the Christ, the SBon of God" (lite
161163 26163)s This ought not, however, to blind us to the fact
that the two conceptions were different in origin, and that (despite
the influenco of Psalm 2 in whioch God's Messiah is called ilis Son)
Son of God was not in itself & recognized kessianio torm. J

How 48 this intorprobation related to the Daptism of Jesus? Duncan
proposes thet the experience of Josus at His Bapiism gave Him e conviaw
tion that He could be called "the Som of God" in a sense that eou-ld be
applied to no other persons Duncen sugzests that the more men studied
the mystery of the holinsss end love of God, the more they must have folt.
wsvorthy and wiable to think of themselves as suns of Gode But, says =
Dunoans &

At last, in the fwlness of time, God reised up Oze in whom He could

SR o
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“ ~ be ‘satisfieds - And wo read hcm-. as He atood in Jordan ready to be bape
tized into the fellowship of those who wors ready to receive the Lerd
whon ‘He should come, Jesus hoard a volce from heaven la.ying;i "Thou
art my Son, the beloveds on Thee I have set my approval.,® For ysars
previous to the Baptlam experienco lle had learned to 1lift up His
eyes to heaven and acknosledge God as "the. Father." How, as the Spie
rit of God desoends on Him at His Baptiam, there comes from God the
lnmmrmb voice which sayss "I, the Father, nchmwlod-e Thee as my
Sons" And it is not merely "one son among many." I% is "my Son, the
beloved"; and "the beloved” in such & context implies an on only son.2}

The uniquensss of . tho daaigmti.nn "sm . meordin,, to Duns an. 1s that .

“thus at thn Bapti.m Josus leum gt mex-'oly that God 18 pleased to i i
repgard Him as a Song but that in all Israel, ths nation to which He
had .been a Father, and which He had marked out for lis inheritance, .
thore was ore and one only in 'nhose 1life the Tather oould rec-ogn..lo
the spirit of Bonehip-az

From thut Duncan then concludest

Tho Baptimueexperience, therefoere, is for Jesus not o revelatien of
Hespiahehip but & revelation of Sonshipe It 1s a recognition of spie
ritunl affinity «~ not primearily at least, a osll to offices Inevie
tebly, of course, the acknowledgment of His Sonship raisea for Jasus
the queation of the implications of Sonship = the Som must ask what
is ths Father’s will for lims to that extent a call to office or
rission gannot be oxoludeds But it is noteworthy how caroful our
sources &re at this point to mphuigg the sow-oalled "filial con=
soiocuances” of Jesus as fundamentale

But Duncan's reluctance to find apy Messianic significance in the .
Baptisa of Josus is paorhnps scen best in the manuer in which he inter-
prets the reforence to Psalm 2:7,. for he suys:

The words that sounded in the soul of Jesua ("Thou art my Son") were
an echo from the Second Psalms Yot Jesus could apply to Himself the
Paalmist's words without being tied to the Fsalmist's interpretations.
For the idsa of Sonship found in Psalm 2 is altogether different

from that which we have traced through the messazes of the prophets
to its fulfillment in the person of Jesuss The Son in that Pesalm is
not one whoss character i3 a reflex of the Father's; rather Ho is the

21pides pps 11416,
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KingeMossish, the viceregent of Jehovah, who goes forth in the name
" of God'to scatter tho heathon hosts who rage asainst Jehovah and His -
Anointeds It i3 not so with Jesuse Ranging Himself in line with the
evangelical tredition, Jesus sces clearly at His Baptism, not that He
is called to act as God's iessiah, but that Ho is so linked in sgint
with the Father that the Father acknowledges Him tu be Hu Son.

In view of this, Dunom sugzests th.u.t the Bapt!.m of Jesus had si.gn.i.ri-

cance for Him regard:l.ng Ilis ohanctor, rnther thnn dis mi.suian. uyi.ng:-

This emphnail on Yoharaoter® rather than on "mission® is mrﬂwr
brought ou.t in the words which, viks "in Theo I am well pleased,”

or botter, "on Theo I sct my approval"; for thece wordz, echoing as
they do one of the Servant passages in Isalah, imply that even at .
His Baptism Jesus recogniaed that Sonsnip for Him must be :In'berpre-
tod ‘in 'baml of Service.25 £, :

Finally, Duncan observes that there were many conceptions of Lfess:luhshi.p '

with wirioh Jesus would have refused to identify Himself, He writos:

Jesus pawy olearly that, in discharging the mission which wes opening
out bofore Him, He must at all points be guided by loyalty to His
Sounship and to the Father who had called Him to be His San.- His -
first tusk therofore was to make real to His brethren the presence
of the Father from whom so many things were separating themj and .
hand in hand with this went the other task of bringing those hrathran
back inte tho fomily of God the Fathers Such tasks wore not "messi-
anio" as that temm was penerally understoods and in the Temptations
Jesus saw clearly that the traditional conceptions of Xessiahship
shed no light on the methods by whioch He was to aoccomplish them.
Utner mothods, howover, were open te Eime He would preach the Gos~
pel, Hs would teach and train disoiples; and He would bring to 'beag
on the needs of daily life the morcy and power of the living God.®

Nevertholess, it seems to us that though many Jews held false notions of

the true maning of Messiahship, that doas not imply that Josus Himself

was not both the Son of God and the promised Hessiahe -

241bid., ppe 116-16¢
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The emphasis which Dunoan phoea'upm the Sonship of Josus provides
e opportunity for discuseing one other suggestion which had boen made
ooncerning the significance of the Boptism of Jesuss We refer to the
oonoept of Jesus as the true Israele Those who maintain that Jesus is
the true Isreel find a line of mlrhou botween Israsl's going intoe the
Rod Soa and ooming up again on ﬂu'oﬂmr l!.clh. and Jo-m' stepping down
into the Jordsn snd ocming up again after the Baptism. The oamospt of
Josus as ths trus Israel also p;-oponlthutﬂe is the tna!llml.bo-
cause by His perfect cbedience He fulfilled all rightecusness, scmething
Which Yerael as a poople had not donee This conospt furthernore sugzssts
that there is a commsotion betwesn the words addressed to Jesus at IHis
Baptism; "Thou art my beloved Sons with thee I em well pleased” (Mark 1:
11), and gortain 014 Testament passages which identify Isresl as God's
8Son, such as Ex, 4122, Hos, 1131, and possibly Jer. 31120,

This is an interesting suggestion, but we have found 1ittle to sup=
port 4t. frus, W have noted how Duncen belioves that men folt wmurthy
and unabls to think of thomselves as scns of Gody but At last, in the
fullness of time, Gaanuodupu in whon He oould be satisfied." ! But
Duncen doss not assert ﬂu\tm is, therefore, the true Isreasl, Nor
does Vincent Teylor, who writes that "the senss of Bonship in the thought
of Josus 1s intimately oomnected with His knowledge of the Patherhood of
God and was mediated by frequent sud deep cammumion with Hin during hours
of prayer and meditation "?® later, Taylor omsiders Jesus® usage of the

E73upra, pe 760

28y4ncent Taylor, The Perscn of Christ in New Testament Toa
(Londons Maolillan aud Tompany, 1008)s Pe Iﬂ-‘——mi
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torm "Father” as a designation for God, and after referring to the worl:

of To W Lanlon snd Jemmma, He nomnontl that "the desigmation of do:l
as Father. ulthm:n;h used in tho 0ld Testament to exprsvs the oartsinty
of His. oholce of In-apl. is only quite rarely attesteds"2J ind thoush
Taylor l.:eli,eveu that "we may infer that the striking and diatix;cblw use
of the name 'ify Father' by Jesus, with all the depth of meaning He put
into it, is part of the secret of EKis parallel use of the phrase "the
8on,"30 he does mot make any ettempt to identify Jesus as the true Isrsl.

Ner does the oonoept of Jesus ma the true Israsl recwive any luppoz:t
from Osoar Cullmann, who writes that the titls "Sohn Gottes" ia applied
first to "das ganze Volk lsrael,” in the scoond place "trigt der kbnig
Israsl.diesen Titel; sum dritten schliesslich heissen besondere Beauf-
tragte Gottes, wie die bnzel und vielleicht much der Messias, so." On
the significance of the term when used in commection with the people of
Isracl Cullvann writos that 5.t.hu the double thought "dess Gott sich
dieses.Volk flir eine besondere lilssion erwilhlt hat, und dass dieses sein
Voli: ihm absoluben Gehoraem schuldet,"S! Reforring to the Baptism of
Jesus, Cullmann simply coumonts "d..o Sohnesbeseichnung (1:1:) in chu-ak-
toristischer Weice mit dom Eingangsvers der alttestamentlichen Lieder
von leidenden Gottosimecht vertundens"32

We realige, of course, thatﬁwra may be reliable authorities who do
offor evidence to support the concopt of Josus as the trus Israel, But

291bid, pe 177,
801514,y po 1794
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W are not eware of them, and oan find little to support this view,

The Daptisnm of Jesus as a Conseoratiom to the Priesthood

According to Luke 3125, Jesus was "about thirty years of age® at the
time of His Baptisms Some interpreters note that there is a specific con=
neotion betwoen His Baptiem at that oge and the ceremonial law of the
014 Testanent, which prescribed that all who work in the "éent of the
meeting™ ghould be "from thirty years old™ (Nums 413)e Those who hold
this view seem t0 agree that Jesus' Baptiem is definitely related to His
liessianic work, and they maintain that His baptism established a mu-
ular ocommection with His three-fold oﬂ'-!.oo as Proph;t. Priest, and Hngl.
Bgoause otthay.notwmtmalnthn ceremcnial law, as noted a=-
bove, they believe that the Baptimm of Jesus has a speoial meaning in
viow of His office as our great High Priest, Mthnmuortﬂnuu
that at His Baptism Jesus was oomebn'hd as Jesslah and Friest, Benja-
min ¥, Atidnson also maintains that the Baptism was not by fsmersion,
but by sprinkling, ﬂn sayst

Henos John in fulfilling all righteousness as Jesus required in de=

baptism at his hands needed only to "sprinkle water of purie

manding
fiocation upon" Him ¢o oonsecrate Him ceremonially to Hiz life minise
try and to present Him to the people as their long expectsd lisssish-e

the sacrificial "Laub of God which taketh sway the sin of the world,"SS

Atkcinson then proceeds to demonstrate why he :bOI!.QVBI that Josus was

baptized in ocmpliance with His calling as our great High Priest:

Christ came to be the SUCCESSOR of them all as the one and only
“High Priest forsver”, the ante=type of the Levitical priesthood as
typified by the services performed by both the priests and the le-
vites their helpers, to offer himself, once for all in saorifios

- 8B Franklin Atkinson, Moses, Jolm and Chr:llt- the Famous
Baptisars Uouisvills, Femtuclys Barald Brossy TOBTe b e o
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on the oross to male the atonement and be "the propitiation for the
sins of the whole world." Thus He Tulfilled all righteousness” as
required by His own law given through Moses .54
Although starting from a different point of view, Emmst Gerfen develops
& similar explanation for the Baptism of Jesus. He rejects the ooncept
that Jesus sutmitted to the baptism of John for our eins, axd in that way |
fulfilled all rightecusness for us, for he contends that such & view would
make the baptism of Josus the general redeuption of menkind, and eliminate
the need for our own baptisms In ooutrast to this, Gerfen maintains that
Jdesus was baptised to fulfill the 01d Covenant law regulating the initiae
tion of a priest, and so he statess '
Ho one ocould publicly ofﬂ.ﬁhﬁ anong the Jews as priest and tucheé
until he arrived at the age of thirty years. Christ, observing this
law, did not begin to teach before that time. Again, no ome could
hold suoh a public office, unless he was publicly consecrated to the
sames And the law, governing such consecration; required a two-fold
transaction, vis, baptism with wator or religious washing, and the
anointing with eoils The former signified the purification of the
- body, the latter the encinting with Spirit from on highe doth
of which was done at Christ's baptism,“0 :
He therefore explains the significance of the Baptism of Jesus in these
words: "Thus Christ by fulfilling all righteousness, or obeying the lew
of the 0ld Covenant, simply showed Hia hiph clain to Hig threefold offices
That is the resson why He was baptiszed," But when he adds the thought
"John evidently knsw that Christ ssked Baptism of him for an extracrdine
ary purpose, hence he at first hesitated,"56 his omment does seem to be

841p1d,, ps 166

35grnst Gerfen, Baptisein (Gnlunb;an ¢ Js Heer Printing Company,
1'908). PDe. 149-50. . ’
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pure oonjecture and it loses some of lts force. In addition, Voorhis
observes that Jesus did not say to John that he must be baptised, as
though 1t were a matter of ceremonial mecessity,.but rather permit it,
lndhnnddsthntmﬂngmﬂaptumot-klmunurmmmohming
wWould not bring it into vital relation with the rest of the New Tostawent,
and 1t would be & more or less isolated eplscdesSF It may be that there
is some omot:lmbehenthanupﬂuof Josus and His office as our
High Priest, but one would wish for more New Testament evidence than that
iuppned by the writers quoted aboves

The Bnp:him of Jesus as the Beginning of His Ministry

Although it may appsar to bde repetitious ot"ahnt hutalrudy been
said about the significance of the Baptism of Jesus for His lMessiahship
and Sonship, thers is good reason for emphasising the point that the Bap=
tisn of Jesus may be éalled the bogimning of His public ministrys For
that reasom it had speoific meaning for Hime Bome, of oourso,; claim that
after the baptism Jesus had & new understending of His Messiamio mission
which He had never had befores Thus we have the oomment of Arthur Headlam:

The narratives of the Gospels make it quite olear that His baptism

was for Jesus & great spiritual orisis, that in such a way as never

befors He was oomsoclous of ilis divine power and missiom, that He felt,
as not previcusly, that He was the Somn of God, the servant surmoned

for God's work. The Baptisn means the temptation, and the bogi.nnhg
of His ni.nhtry-

37 John We vmn-. ®The Baptiem of Jm- and His sma-mn.' The
Evangelical Quarterly, Vils El-2e - "

38 rttur Co Hoadlam, The Life and Teachings of Jesus the Christ
(Yow Yorks -Oxford University ¥roas, IBZE), 7. A1 Pe 1B1s g
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A similar interprotation of the Baptism of Jomis is presonted by Markus
Barth in the followings .

Jesus Ohrist's baptism is not His entering into a sacred little oire
ole of holy peoples it is (a) en smasing step cut of security and

hiddennoss, into the midst of the orowds that have to confess mothing

else but sin, (b) a shomeful, public, bin act by whioch lie de-

clares His solidarity with these sinners, (c) the comscious accep» - -

tanoce of and entering into the ministry of the Servant who lays down
His life for the many,3? : . '

While both men just quoted speak of the Baptism of Jesus as the bsginning
of Ilis ministry, we reject their emphasis on its being a new conscious-
ness which was unknown to Him prior to thaj event,

Yot the Baptiam of Jesus ocan rightly bs ozlled the begimning of His
work as the Christ, as I John 516 perhaps susgests. Robert Lew, in his
interpretation of the First Epistle of John, oomsents on the term “water

and blood" used in I John 6364

The oluye to this is the Docetio tenet that the ason Christ descend=-

ed upon Josus at lis Baptism, and departed again from Him before His

Passione Thus it is evident that the “wuter" here denoctes our Lord's

Baptism, the "blood" His death on Calvarys The Cerinthian heresy

taught that the Christ came by "water,” but denied that iis came by

"hlood™ alsoe Honce Ste John!s repeated emphatic assertion that He

omme "not by water cmly, but by water and the bloed",58
Law also asserts that the terms "He thet oometh™ end "He thet came” ere
technical expressims used by Ste John in the Gospel and also in the Syn-
optios as a speéiﬁo designation of the l_bu'!.ah. and so he adds¢

Whon, therefore, it is said that Josus the Som of God "oame” by water

and by blood, it is signified that first by His Baptism and then by
His death, Jesus entered actually and effectively upon His Messianie

39rkus Barth, “Baptism and Evangelism," The Bootbish Journal of
Theology XII (iaroh, 1959 )s 56e i "

40ponert Law, Tho Zests of Life (Edinburghs T. and Ts Clark, 1914),
Pe96, '
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* ministry.4d

Continuing in his .‘r.n'l;erprotati.on of I John G16, Law declares that the
Phrase "by water" ( /¢’ 5/wro5) 1s explainad in the Gospels “where the
Baptis is invariably regardod as the actusl begimning of His Tiessdanio
mintstry (John 1131, Acts 1522) Mark's Gospel beyins with the Baptisn),®
In & footmote on the intorpretation of Jc’ VJ/XTs5 he writess "The ex~
8ot significance of Ju with U« 705 and -<‘¢',wxra; is not easy to dee
tornine, The idea may be that of the door, so to sey, through whioch
Christ entercd upon His mission."42 Johaunes Sohneider supports this ine
terprotation of I John 5t6. He writes) "Johames hat hior nicht mur das
Kreus Christi im Sinne, scndern auch die Taufe."4® TWe realise, of course,
that I Johm 616 is an exceodingly diffioult. passage which has received
other interpretationss .

Nevertheless, we believs that the Baptism of Jasus marks the begin-
ning of His ministry because it was the transition from private life to
His public aotivity, as Voorhis indicates in the oommentr _

The importance of the baptim of Jesus is suggested in part by its

position in the Gospel recordss It marks the first appesrance snd

the first words of Josus in His maturitys; and His transition from
private 1ife to public ministry.4¢
Plumzer also gives expunioﬁ to this thought, but develops it more fully:

4111!1(1-
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‘ At the end of His ministry, He wns to be baptized in suffering (Lk,

12350) Mk 10138), and to bear the sins of others, as a sinless Vioe
tim, on the tree (X Pots 2124)¢ Must He not, at the beginning of
His ministry, expross His sympathy with those who were burdened by
8in, although He had nome of His owm, by submitting to be baptized

. by Johm? Ie, like others, could bury Hias past bensath the waters of

Jordan, and rise again to & life in .acoeordance with God's will, The
change with them wos from a life of sin, displeasing to God, to a
life of righteocusness, moceptable to Hims The chance with Him was
from the home~life of intellectual and spiritual development (Lk. 2
52) to the 1life of public ministry as the Messish; but both were
equally pleasing to Gode The thirty years of peaceful properation
are burled; end the Nesasilah ecmes out of dJordan for the storm and
stross of the work that iis Father has given Him to do.40

In oonoluding this chapter, we wish to offer just twe more statementa,

both of which demonstrate how the Baptism of Jssus may properly be regards
ed as the beginning of His ministry. The first comes from T, We lavsont

Josus came o baptism under a strong sense of vooatione This was
more than confirmed by the experience which imediately followed the
baptismn, Jesus Imew beymmd a peradventure that he was chosen by God
for a task greator even than Joim'sy dJoim's baptism, whioh was the
olimax of Jolm's prophotic activity, was but the starting point for
the Einistry of Jesus.% 5 o g

The other declaration- cames from Martin Luther, who desoribes the Baptism
of Jesus as "das vornelmste Stliok der Schrift,® and adds:

"Und da geht such das Neue Testament an und nicht axn der Kindhelt

Christs darum such Markus und Johannes wenig gedenken seiner Kindheits
Potrus und Paulus sohreibven gar nichts davony nicht dess vie verache
‘don, was Matthiius und Lukns davon schreiben, sondern sie eilen su dem
vollkommenen Stfiok, darin das Amt angeht, Denn wiewohl er ein Kind
geboren war, war dooh noch das Amt nicht angefangen, hat sich auch
des nicht unterwunden, bis er vem Vater dasu berufen wards Und suma.
sumarum, i n der Taufe seht das Ant an, da wird
er unser Christus, unser Heiland (lusller's emphasis )47

)

4543 ¢ved Plumer, An Exegotical Cormentary on the Gospel According

Sts Matthow (Londons Bilict . s Do S0y

46¢, W, Msnson, The Bervautelsssich, (Cembridges The University
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CIAPTER VI
THE SICHIFICANCE OF JESUSY! BAPTISH IN 4IS REDEKPTIIVE WORK
rhe Baptisnm As An Aot of Obedience

In the previcus chaptor we have endeavored to detormine what signie
ﬁonnoe. His Baptism by John may have had for Jesus as & persons But in
order to undorstand its full significance, we should also sttempt to pere
,00ive what meaning it has in regard to His work as our Redoemers There=
fore the purposs of this chapter is to oconsider the significance of the
Baptism of Jesus in His rodemptive work, Scmetimes we shall be repeating
porticns of what has already been stated in previcus exegetical comments,
Mt this is necessary if we wish to gain,a opioto view of ths meaning
of Jesus' baptism as related to His redemptive activity.

Although Jesus Himeelf was sinless, and therefore did not need bap=
tisn to domonstrate His repentance, nor to receive remission for any
guilt of His own, one interprotation of His baptism that has appeared fre=-
quently i that &t was en act of obedience to the will of Gode If this
is true, 1t implies that it would have been wrong for Him to refuse %o be
baptized by Jolme Thus Plummer writess "It was God's will that all Is-
rasl should be baptised and enter the Eingdom, and God's Son, who olaime
ed no exemption from paying tritute to the Temple (Matt, 17:85-26), olaine
ro exemption horee"} That the baptism was an act of cbedlence is also
the thought of Alexander Campbell, who says that Jesus "subnitted to

. Mifred P]:mer. An ‘Comre o the ospel Aocording
_ggg_g.mm (Londons™ ¥ mﬁo 2 Pe O
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the baptism of John as an example to others to honour and cbey svery die
vine institution,"®. The lmga-so}ieﬂ carmentary also adopts this viewm .

The great object wns sinple obedience. ‘How to own snd glorify the .
obedience of His dear Son, God roserved to Himselfs Any confession
of sin.wes, of oourse, out of the gquestions there was only & pro-
fesalon on the part of Jesus, that as an Isreelite He bocame subject
to the law, and that le wna oommected g:lth humanity by ties of blood
of history, of suffering, and of love.

Io rogard the baptism of Josus as an aot of obedience implies there-
fore that Josus placed Hinself under the law 1lke any other man, He idene
tified Himself as a mon smonp men, and shared the obligntions which the
wi.l-l of God imposed upon thems We refer to the cament by Jacobuss

Josus konnte sich von dem Werk des THufors nicht fernhalten; er
konmnte #ich auch nicht mit ilm. idontifisieren durch eine Art richter-
lichen Urteils #bor dieses, indem er selber susegt, bim das Terk forte
schritt hin su seiner eigonen besonderen Beteiligung an ilme Seine
Haltung ihm gegenfiver musste oins sein mit Identifizierung, wnd seine
Identifizierung oina mit Anteilnalme, Nur bei einer solchen aus
gleicher immerer Einstellung hervorgshenden Identifisierung mit dem
Vork des THufersiicormto dag Verk der messienischen Uerechtigkeit, fiir
das der THufer in vorbereitendem Dienst stand, ein harmonisch wnd
einheitlich durchgefiihrtes Werk sein, und mur 8o konnte dis messime
ische Gereohtigkeit vollkommen erffillt werden.% -

If this is so, then Jesus mast have nppmhod the baptism w:l.i:.h some kind
of conviction, as Jacobus suggestase But what was the attitude Jesus had? .
Jecobus advances, this answer: . ' '

Es konnto nicht die Haltung der Busse und der Abwendung von einem

verderbten Leben, um sich dadurch flir dieses Werk vorsubereiten, ge~
wesen sein, Fas war es demn?t Die Antwort ist klar gegeben mit dem.

Zoltschrift, XL, 47=0

BAlexander Campbell, Christisn Baptism (Nashville: McQuiddy Printe
ing Company, 1918)s pPe 2064

- BJohn Peter I.ange. 'ﬁntthw"-. Camentary on the Eo Sori 8
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Bewusstsein von seinor eigsnen Persinlichkeit und von dem messiane

ischen Verk, mit dem er su Johamnnes' Teufe kams Es war die Haltung

der inneren Hingabe und der Weihe seiner Person fiir die Aufrichtung

dees Himmelsreiohs, in Hers und Leben dor Menschen als flir das Verk,

gu dem ihn der Vater berufen hatte. - Und Jesus-winschte dem Ausdruck

gu geben, indem er sich der Taufe unterwarf, und indem er sich seine

erselts diesem Ritus unterwnrf, nalm er so gut wie Johammes bei dem

Vollsug der Tnufo in Anspruoh. dass sie damit alle Gerechtigkeit or-
Aocording to this, thon, the baptimn of Jeasus could be oalled an aot of
obedience involving His resignation and consooration to do the work which
the Father had sent Him to dos

If we lwep in mind ﬂw-radénptin work for which Jesus had come into
the world, and think of His Baptiam as at least s partial fulfillment of
that work, then it follows that liis Baptism, as an act of obedience, has
more significance for us and fal- our salvation than it had for Jesus Hime
Belfe That is, 1t was not something whioch He needed to do for His owm Pere
son or welfare, but for us and for ourse Thuﬂwofthhpbinotb--
sus as an act of obedience reoceives apaom emphuh by John Theodore
lueller. He 'r:lteu "3ie war nicht eine Handlung. die gleichsam nur
suffillig in das hben und Amtswirken des gBttlichen ErlBsers hineinschlugs
sie hatte im Gegentell wirklioke, bleibends Bedeutung flir sein ganses
He:llandm;u.-k." He then oompares baptism with .ciroumoision: "Jesu Besohnei=
dung uﬁd Taufe liegen.gowissermassen auf gleicher Stufe; beide gehBrem zu
dem, was Jesus als der ersohisnene Messiss uns armeun S8nderan
iugutogohnhat' (his emphasis)? Even more significant, however, is

Blbidh. Pe 500

6 john Theodore Mueller, "Zur Bodeutung der Taufe Jelu." ‘Conoordia
olgﬁ:loa.l ____131_11. Vi, 95 .1
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lueller's oomsentary on the cholce of words Jesus used in His gonversation
with John just before the baptisme Ee declares that by the words
Jesus ogresd with John; that the ordinary neéd for baptiem because of per=
sonal uinrulne-as diid not exist in His cose. ﬁnller continuest

Fassen wir, eo das ¥dss ¥prc als Jesus sustimmende Antwort auf Johane
nis Einrf euf, so erscheint auch die weitere Erklirung Jesus ™Also
gobllhrt es uns, alle Gerechiipkeit su erfllllen® in einem gons audern
Licht, als man dies Worte gewBhnlioch doutet: Was der Ausdruck "alle
Gerechtigkeit" heisst, bor kann kein Zweifel seine "Alle Gereche
tigkeit" bedeutet hier so viel wie "alle gBitlichen Rechte und Orde
mungen® oder, wie men auf englisch gesaght hat, "All reguirements, all
ordinances of God"» Die Teufe Johannis war von Gott verordnets sie
war etwas, wosu alle slindigen Menschen verpflichtet warems Von deh
Pharisflern und Schriftpelehrten urteilt Lukens, dass sie den Rat Gote
tes wider sich solbst (Gottes Hells-eoder ErlBsungsrat) versohteten,
indem sie sich niocht von Johammes taufen lieesen, luk. 7:50. ¥ar nun
Josud als dsnsoh verpilichtet, dieser Ordmung Gottes nachsukommen?
usete er £ »r s eine FPers on "slle Gorechtigkeit"” erfille
lon? Wir finden eine Vermeinung dieser so allgenein vertretenen Aufe
fassung auch gerade in dem "also" (oS7ws), das sioh 8o eng an das
&pss Borc angliederte Josus sagte nicht einfachs “"Es gebllhrt uns
(mpémoy Erriy fuivs o8 sohickt sich fiir uns), alle Gerechtigkeit su
orfllllen, 80s, inden ich mich [ ] taufen lasse, sondernt "A 1 s o

{ odrws ) goblihrt es uns, alle Gerechtigkeit zu erfilllen", das
hoisst, indom ich als solcher gotauft werde, als den du mich soeben
angedeutot hast « ¢ ¢ als der gBttliche Hesslasy Johmunnes hatte
gourtoilts "Dioh als iessias su taufen, schickt sich nicht." Jeaus
Antwort lautetet "Dass du mich als kessias taufst, das schiokt sich
allerdings sehr wohl.” Das ist die Bedeutung des "also” ( od7ws ),
in seiner nahen Verbindung mit dom sustimmonden X¢gbes Xprc of

Thus, according to Js T, Muellor, the baptisn was part of His redemptive work. '
As such, it occn well be called an act of obedience, in that Jesus did

1% in order to fulfill the will of Gods In lines with this, lueller speaks

of the Baptism of Jesus as obedience when he writess _
Die Taufe empfing Jesus an der Schwelle des Neuen Testamsnts, um une .
sern Ungehorsam durch seinen vollkanmenen Gehorsem wieder guisumachen.
Er, der heilipe Gottes, hat mit soiner Taufe "alle Gerechtigkeit”,

das gunse gBttliche Gesetz, auf sich genommen, um in allen Stiicken,
der slindigen und verdeimton Welt sum lieil, dem Vater den iehorsam su

7Ibide, ppe 97=8,




T o

21
leisten, dor fir unsere Seligkeit durchaus nBtig war,d
Thus, 1t becomes clear also why the baptism of Josus, &s an act of obede
lonce, has great significance for us. Hueller observes:

Frogen wir daher:s "“Was bedeutete Jesus Taufe fir uns?" so weisen wir
auf Christi stellvertiretenden tdtigen Gehorsam hin und sagen: "Jesus
hat in dem Gehorsam seiner Taufe Bffentlich sein Aut angetreten,
flr una das Gesets Gottes su erflillen.” Vorstehen wir Jesu Taufe
80, 80 verstehen wir recht und ist sies uns wahrhaft trBstlioch + ¢ »
» Denn nicht flir sich, flir seine Person, wurde Jesus mit dem Heil-
igen Geist und Kraft gesalbt, Apost. 10:58, sondern als unser Mitte
ler und Erllser, der durch seinen gan=en tAtigen und leidenden Ge=
horsam die Welt mit Gott vorsbBhnen ‘sclltes Und nicht flir Christi
eigene Persom rief der CJ Vater vom Himmel ¢ « ¢ sondorn dies galt
im als unsern Heiland, dor sceben in der Taufe sein Amt angetreten
hatte, in dem er filr uns das gBttliche Cesets erfilllen musste.’

Yueller explains what this obedience of Christ mesns for us when he addss

Vir armen Slinder kBnnen des tHtigen Gehorsams Jesu, seiner obedientia
activa, nicht entbehren. Vie Jesus durch seinen leidenden Gehorsam
(obodlentia possiva), sein unschuldiges, heiliges Leiden und Sterben,
den Schaden unsorer Sitnde gutgemacht hat, so hat er auch durch seinen
Lebensehorsam (obodientia activa) mlle Cerechtigkeit flir uus erfiillt,
das Gesets Cotles an unseror Stiatt Esimlten und uns so vom Fluch wnd
der Vordarmnis des Gesetzes erlBst, :

If wo oonaider the. Baptism of Jesus as an aot or obedisnce in the
la_nle Just desoribed, then it moans more than simple compliance with the
Lave St;ch a lv:law 'mlci be inadequate, as Schneider points oute In re-
sponse to the sugpestion that Jesus "sieht in der Johannestaufe eine gBtt-
lioche Ordnung und beugt sich ihr," Schneider replies: "Aber mit dieser
Erklirung erschBpft sioch nicht dor Boricht der Evangelien,"}! Voorhis

BIbid., pe 1004
Ibids, ppe 08=9e ...

101bide, pe 1024
1 ohatnes Schneider, Dis Toufe im Neuen Tostament (Stuttzarts Ve
Kohlhammer, 1952), pe 25 "=
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also objeots:to tho view that Jesus wns baptized because as a man He dee
sired to oconform to God's will, because this would reduce the baptism of
Jenus .to an a.c.t of routine, incidentnl con!'ormlt:{:. one with many eﬂur'
such acts i His 1ife; lle furthormors ramarks tast the descant of the
Spirit end the Voice from heaven 1ift it above the routine, and he azserts
that since it marks the begimning of Ghr:l‘;;'s ministry, it could not be-
regarded as a matter of incidental importsl? We agree with this. The
Baptiem of Je_su was .nure than simple obedisnces But at the same  time,

we csnn& exolude the fact that it was an act -h:l.ch i'.nvolved obedience to .
the will of God, as part of His redemptive activity made necessary by man's
dlsobedic;nea.

The Baptism as & Viocarious Sharing of lan's Sin

Perhaps it seems incongrucus to speak of & "vicarious sharing” es
we do in the caption for this seotion. But the material which we shall

present here seems to combine two thoughts. On the one hand there are
those who propose that the Baptism of Jesus signifies His wnungul-ll and
readimu to share ﬂuom-inofn'mkind. tobounnnmg.nlnh
every sense of the terms Others suggest that in His Baptism, Jesus not
only shared the sin of man, but took it upon Himself as man's Substitutes
The first of these interpretations receives support from Demmey, who
declares that in the beptism, we must "see Jesus, at the very outset of
His career, identifying Himself, as far as love enabled Him to do so, with

12 john Wy Voorhis, "The Baptiem of Jesus and His Sinlessness,” Ths
Evengelicnl Quarterly, VII (1935), 48«9e
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sinful o, v o {it) vos an act of loving cammunion with us in our mise
ery."13 Agcording to Ds Je Davies Ross, two choloos omfronted Jesus st
the time of His. Baptism, He desoribes the situation as a "fork in the
road of His 1ife”, and plctures it this ways
He saw two possibilities stretohilng in fromt of Him. :One was to do
His very utmost to maintain His personal righteousness before God
¢ o ¢ the other wus Jjust that He should go down among sinful mane
kind, and share its life for love's sake, and do what He could to
redeem it,14 . ' .

Ross repeats and redefines this choice a little. later in thess wordss :
Either to forswear all connection with His kind, and remain solitary
and aloof, in perfect integrity of consocience before Godj or to
plunge, at the urge of redeeming love in His heart, intc the whirle
pool of human life, B'Ed' in Paul's phrase, be"made sin for us, who
Himself knew mo sine"19

While this line of thought stressos the perfect umanity of Jesus, it does

not allow for his Mogsianio nwn'r.en.aal. beacause of His divine ne2ture as the :

inocarncte Son of Gode Dut the inaginntive manmer in which Ross attempts

to roproduce the thinking of Josus is interestings ie says that "to an=

swer the oall of pityl.l;d love," which Jesus would do by identifying Hime

Solf us & man among men and & sharer in their guilt, would mean for Jesus
to throw mwny the priceless jewel of His imward peace, expose the
flavloss silver, God reflecting mirror of His soul to the dints and
soratches that a oocarse, oruel, sin-enslaved world inevitably would

infliot upon it, and go, regardless of all consequence, to the help
of his fallen brethren, It would involve,.for His sensitive oonsoience,

13 james Doumey, The Dsath of Christ (New Yorks Ae Ce Armstrongs
IBW)Q Ps 252+

Yp, J, Davies Ross, "The Baptism of Jesus,” The Evangelical Quar-
torly, IVIII (Ootober, 1946), ppe 241~42.
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being baptized with the baptism of repentance; for you could not be=
ooms one with mankind and leep your own mouth free of the te of
. the dust and ashos.of .mankind's ocrmon and universal sin.l

However, according.to Demy.-thb Baptism.of Jesus was more than an
act of n!mriné in mon's lot. By being ﬁp‘b:l:éd, Josus expressed His v.l.li-
dngness to tale upon Himself the t'ﬂ.n of mankind, and ao Denney writes that

the .astonishing thing is that being what Ho wns He came to be bap-

tizod, and took ilis stand side by side with the peoples He identified

Hinsolf with thems As far as the baptism could express it, He made

all that wes theirs His. It is as though He had looked on them under

the oppression of their sin, and said, On He let all that burdem, all

that responsibility descend.l?
This statoment.of Demney's ctmee clomer to' explaining the Baptism of Jesum
as o vioaridus nob than does.the yemark of Ross preceding it, for to share
in men's guilt does not neoea..z“ﬂy imply to suffer for it, although thaf
may be what Ross moans, too.- Dennsy m:;thnrmore Bupports hia vi.et of .
Christ sharing the sin of men as an aot of suffering for them when he ine
terprots the Ba.ptilm. of Jesus on the ‘bui.l of Ise 531

The deepest word in that chaptor, He wns mmberod with the tranagres-

. gors, is @ ssly applied to our Lord by Himself at a later period
(Luke 22:37) & « ¢ hore in the baptism we see not the word but the

things Josus mumbering Himself with the transpressors, sutmitting o
be MP'EETHTB%%E. r Eﬁ'ﬁ'ﬁ.‘f‘den'mﬁng_ﬂ&ﬁ—a with them in
their relation to God as sinners, meking all their responsibilities

Him own 3 ¢ ¢ In that hour, in the will and act of Jesus, the work
of atonement was begun.m ' ,

But & still more definite statement declaring the Baptism of Jesus
%0 be & vicarious act, undertaksn in our behalf, is given.by He Vogel,

who desoribes the event as a .substitutionary act

In the dreadful inversion which even the Baptist conmot grasp there
was acocuplished there samething whioh cannot and cuzht not be ase

167h1dis e 2450 .
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ocuplisheds Tho baptism of Jesus in the river Jordan is marked by
the uystery of substitutione It is not by chance that it denotes

the beginning of His "oalling” and "ministry”, for from the very oute
sot this takes place under the sign of substitutions The Father aoke
nowledges as His Bon the One who has taken the place of simmers. It
1s upon Him that the Holy Spirit descendss 1t is by Him and in Him
thn{suod acts and reveecls Himself as the God who is for us and with
Use

Further impliocations involived in 'l;!m interpretation of the Baptism of Je-
sus as & vicarious aot oame to 1ight in the commont of Voorhiss

If wo are to interpret the vicarious misaicn of which Josus was oonw
solous 4in terms of the New Testument, as a vicarious work of Cod for
man, then the realisaticn by Jegus of His Mlasion involved the con=
cept of the uniquensss and the deity of His Persom, threugh whom
®alone such a mission could be acocomplished ¢ » ¢ & Thus the baptism
brings together the Ferson and liission of Jesus end reveals the ine
torplay between the two. The consciousness of His Persom enabled Him
to understond the nature of His Missiom, and the nature of His lkige
sion rosts baok upon and reveals the oconcept of His Persom, and that
wo should £ind the Ferson and ¥ission of Jesus thus present inthe
baptism is not nurprhi.ngaofor this union of the two is charaoterise
tio of the New Tostament.

But Voorhis differs with those who interpret the Baptism of Jesus as &
vicarious oleansing cn behalf of mq He mayss "We questiom the vicar-
lous oleansing of others through it" (Christ's baptism), and he asserts
that 1t is through the Cross that men receive forgiveness by faith in
Christ, Ha olarifies his position with this explamtions _
The very point of the vicarious work of Christ is that Be does for
men that which men camnot do for themselves., lan cannot suffer the -

wages of sin and yet have etermal lifes But men could be ba
and were baptised, to receive God's oleansing and forgivenesss 1

“H. Yogel, "The First Saorament: Baptism,” The Soottish Jourmal
- 8f Theology, VII (taroh, 1954), 42s - : m——
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But Voerhis still feels that the vioarious interpretation of the Baptism
of Josus has merit, if properly understood. He later éx_pln!nsn pe
If by this view, however, we mean that the baptism indicates Jesus’
. willin-ness (monly speaking) to assume the guilt of the world that
) m'gﬁ die for it and so save man from the consequences of his sin,
then we are guite in aoccord with it.22

In oonoluding this seotion, we wish to refor to the comments of the

Intorin Roport, whioch, when speaking of Jeim's beptism, describes it as a
New Bxodus, end then diacusses the Baptism of Josus in terms of its vicar-
fous charasters The report stabes thet it finds two main lines of thought |
merging in the baptism of Johns" ' ) :

(a) This Baptiem is regarded as the fulfillment of the lsaianic pro-
phecy of the New Exodus, when God would recreate His people bringing
them, as it were, cnoce again through the waters of the Red Sea or
Jordan into & new realm (especially Is, 40~52)s At every Passover
the original Exodus was celebrated and turned into a prophecy of the
future, when tho liessiah, as the new Redeemer, would visit iis people.
That is now about to be fulfilled, and John stands on the banks of
the Jordan pointing the way through the water into the land of liss-
g8ianic promise. ,

(b) This Baptism is also regarded es the fulfillment of the sacrifie
oial oult of Israel, in which the laver and Uhe altar in the Gemple
8poke of sanotifioation and atonement through the washing with water
and sprinkling with the blood of the covenants“®

The Report oontinuest

¥hen Jesus steps down into the waters of Baptism to fulfill all right=
eousnesg,; both these lines of interprstation are involved. Both are
held together by the application of the Buffering=Sorvant prophecies
to Christs who is not only the new Serwvant of the Lard bringing re-
demption through & new Exodus, but the Lamb of God who bears the ine
iquity of the peoplo, making their redemption posaiole. This Baptism,
then, is the New Exodus through the waters, in which Jesus the Meassiah
opens up tie Kingdom for a 11 who in Him are baptized into the fulfill-
ment of the lessianic promises On the other hard, thiz is a Baptism

2211)15.. Pa. 6. p

zachﬁcﬁ of Sqotland, Speoinl Commission on Baptism, Interim !_192;_&
of the Specinl Conmission on Baptism (Edinburgh:s Blaokwelly 1956)s Ps 7e
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which 1s fulfilled- in Christ for othors. ‘It is a Baptism into a roe
demption Which 4e alone eccauplishes for all. flesh, bearing and bear=
ing away the gin of the world,2¢ L8 L £y

Although the baptism of John is described as: "tas now Exodus", we beliove

1t 13 ‘eignificant. that tho Interim 'leporbdoan not identify Jesus as the ,
"true Israel™,?b ; '

Generally speaking, it secms that the adjeotive "vicariocus®™ is ase
sociatod more often with the sufferinged death, the pessive obedience of
Christ, than it is with auy action, such as the Baptism, which might be
calied an instance of active cbediences But even in that sense the Bap~-
tism may be considorod vicaricuse HMore than that, as the following seo~
tion will show, the Baptism of Jesus 18 comnected with His suffering and
doaths Therefore in that respect also, the occndept of vicarious aotion
ay well applye 3

The Baptiam of Jesus as Related to His Death on the Cross

Anong the various interpretatioms of the Baptism of Jesus, probably
ous of the movt preguant expositions is that which relates tie Baptismm ab
the Jordan to His entire redemptive ao.tiviby. and which links it ultinate-
ly and specifically to His death en the oross.  Understanding what the
oross meant for Jesus helps us to understand what His Ba-pt:l.m signifies,
as Voorhis indicates in the statements

The Cross which closes Jesua' public ministry best interprets for us

iam which be that minie S8et the baptism and Calvary
lﬂﬁobw:g’gn n.ng we E:: how approp?ig' a nodiuwa mp: the vaptism to

indiocate Jesus'! acoeptance of that principle which issued at last in

BdTpid.
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the Orosse - Thus the saying that "He sot #is face stendfastly to go
up to Jerusalen" applios nct only to the time when Jasus turned fi-
nelly from Galllee, but with some degree of meening it mizht be ape
Plied also to that time when Jesus went down into Jordan to be bape
tized by Joln,28 :

The same emphasis.on the comnection botweon 'bha Baptism and the Crosa is
found in the Intorim Report, vhich d:l.sm.:sse.l tho Captisn in this way:

The Baptism of Jesus at the Jordan was a Baptism into the passion of
the Cross which startod pressing hard upon Him from the mcment of His
Baptism as the Son of God among sinaners, until at last lie was nume
beredwith the transgressors to give liis life a ransom for many. The
Baptism in water at the Jordan, through the Baptism of the Spirit,
led straizht to the Daptism of blood on the crosse3’

Moreover, the evidence of other Saripture references seems to support this
view, as we see from the cumutlby Robert law on I John 5i6: "He 'came'
== entored into the sphere of His Messisnic aotion == by Water and by
Blood, I8 Baptism was the initiu) act, His Death the consurmating act,
of His self-gomsecration to the wark of the world's redemptione"28
As that last statement suggests, linking the Baptism of Jesus with
His sufforing and death on the oross mesns connecting the Baptism with the
work of the Suffering Servant of God, Thus, according to Laupe's exezesis,
Our Lord at His Bapbism wug designatéd the ancinted Son ef God whose
nission of bringing in the new covenant of the Kingdom of God was to
be worked out in torms of the Servanit's task of intercessionmd of
reconoiliation through sufferinge In the ectual Baptism, however,

the work of the Servant is only prefigured, and symbolized by anticie
pation 4.4 ¢ s The role of Servant which e undertahg at lis Bap=

tism 1s fulfilled, not in the Jordan, but on Calvarye®

stobrh:l.s. 8ps cltey Po e
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28Robert law, The Tests of Life (Edinburght T and T, Clark, 1614),
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Viriting on the same subjeot in another omneotion, lampe feels that there
may be other synbolic occnmections' between the: Bapthz.ot Josus and the
014 Testament oonoept of the Servant, and sc he proposes that

the voice which follows the descent of the dove proolaims Josus as
Son of God in terms which (in the larcan version and the Alexandrian
Yoxt of Luke) assoolate lessianic sonship with the role of the Ser-
vent; and perhaps in the word &y«syris with that of Isanc as the s
Who is also the smorificial viotime In his partioipation in a bape -
tism of sinners awaiting judgment we may plausibly ses a ol of
the role of the Servant as th'haaurorth."dnlofu:\g:bmdh
view of the 0ld Testament imagery of the flood or the depths as the
symbol of death and Hndgsf]th. baptism of Jesus foreshedows His
death and resurrections -

To see the Baptism of Jesus related to His suffering on the oross helps
us also, in some respects, to understand the temptations which Jesus faoced
shortly after the Baptisme Voorhis calls this to our attentioms

The acosptance by Jesus of the vioarious principle in His voluntary
aot of baptism indicated His readiness to undertaks a spiritual mine
dstry, the establishment of & spiritual kingdom through the giving
of His omn 1ife to redeen man from Bin ¢ » » the drive of the

tions was to bring Jesus to attempt the establisiment of that kinge
dca by means other than the oross ¢ ¢ « but the drive of the

tions to eliminate Calvary struck at the very principls to whioh Joe
sus had dediocated Himself by His act of Baptism ¢ ¢ ¢ the temptation
to desert His redemptive, vicarious mission did not cease with the
ﬂldsmucﬂotowc.uthilmﬁmmmuginm-- s o but
to the bitter end the deoision of the baptiasm held.

likewise J. Varns conoludes that "the baptism of Jesus is thus the declarae
a2
tion of His readiness to suffer and die", He declaress
He now begins His lMessianio career, He is the Lamb of God who 4is -
willing to take the place of the sinners To this willingness ¢ ¢ o

He gave expression by ssking John to baptise Him and by permite
ting Himsolf to be baptised. He who bore the sin of the world, de-

80g, Wy He Imin, "Ba) in the Now Testament®, Soottish Journal
of !’heolpm ¥ (hme, 19562), 167-684 : A
S]V.’emo Spe _C_’_-_an Ppe 456y

52 joharmes Warns, Do trenslated by G« He Lang (Londons Pater
ncster Pross, 1967)s pe Z0e -




-

100
clared Himsolf by His baptism 'ready to endure death and that the
Judgment upon sin should be executed upon Himself. This is the aige
-nificance of .the baptisn of Josus .S :
Another iécant exponent of this interpretation of tho Baptiem of Je=

Bus is Oscar Cullmnn, whose bobk, Baptien in the lew Testamont, wes mot .

only ong of the major sourcos for our ressarch, but one of tho chief stine
ulations l;nr the !r.l:t:l.ug- of this Thesise Cullrann bogins to unfold his ine
terpretation with his comswents on the words spokan by the Voice £rom heae
Ven. Acgording to his exposition,
Christ at his Baptism is not yet proolaimed King but anly the servant
of Gode His Lordship appears later; after his resurrectiony but
first of all he has to complete the work of the sufilering Servant of -
God in direct comnection with tgz meaning .of Johannine baptism, and -
in fulfillment of this meaninge _
Cullmann bolieves that Jesus' answer to John the -Bn.pt:lst. "to fulfill all
righteouoness,” has a gingular meening, and the - word mir/ is very fmpor
tant in thot 1t indicates that "Jesus will effeot & goneral forgiveness"S5
Thus, Cullmann obscrves, Josus "is distinguished from the mass of other
baptized poople, who are boptised for their own sins,'as the One called

to the Office of the Servant of God who suffers for all othors."S6

Cullnan thus bolieves that the comcept of Messiah and the conoept of the
suffering Siormnt, which previoua.:ly had beer kept ath in Jewish re-
ligious thought, ere now drown together, md he stetes that "oonnection

between the two is first mede through the 1ife of Jesuss" With this tn-

» = -,

sslhid-. Pe 21, . wWgp s .

o4 i
‘Oscay Cullmomm, Baptism in the Hew Tostomenmt, trenslated by Js Ke
8. Roid (Londons SCM Preas, 1560Js pe 174 .
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mind he writes: "Thus the Baptism of Jesus points forward to the end, to.
the olimax of hia. 1ife, the Cross, in which aloas all Baptism will find
its fulfilmont.™? Cullmann supports his ocase in the wordss

This oxplamation is oonfirmed by the meaning whlch the word ,&nrrt'{u_p:
has for Josus ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ For Him, to "he baptised* from now on mean
to sulfer, to die for his pooplce This is.not a pure guessj it is
confirmed by each of the two sayings in which Jesus uses the word
Aanclfer8ec 1 linrk 10138 and. Luke 12:50, In Mark 10:38, "can
Yye be baptised with the baptism that I am baptised with?", "be bape
tiscd" moons "die." &ee also Luke 12:50s "I have a baptisc to be
baptised withy and how am I straightened till it be accomplished I

- ilere aloo "be baptised" means just "dies" On boih occasions it is
Josus who spoakss In the reference of the word "baptise” to death
it is his own death that is implieds Only in a dorivative way can
the same expression be extended also to the disciples.®Y

Cullmann further explains this to mean that at the moment of His atoning '
doath, Jesus cmphtna- a "general” imptim_for all men, end he asserts
that this is the fomdation of "Baptismal grace", in that it belongs to -

the essence of this general Baptism effected by Jesus, that it is offered '

in entiro indopendonce of the docision of faith and understanding of _tﬁ_o_l_g_

who bsnefit from :|.'l:."""g Thile this last statement applies specifically

to the "atoning death", of Jesus, Cullmann believes that tho Baptism, as
the beginning of Jesus! redemptive work as the sufifering Servant, is define
itely related to the completion of that work on the Cross, and he points
to the Oospel of John for even stronger support of this view:
Thile 'bho- relation of the Baptism of Jesus to his ropresentative mif-
foring and death is apparent in the synoptic account only in the con=
text of the volce from heaven which refers to Is. 4211, the Johamine

Cospel is olearer at this point, The Baptist gr,cwa\a conalusion from
the heevenly voice and declares that Jesus 18 & xwvos 700 Grd0 & oLipwr

371pi4,
“Ibid.
SOrvids, Do 20,
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e ’ ’
Thv Gumpriny ro0 Koopes, Thus he rightly understood the call es a-dee
m:tnd upen: _Jelul to fulfill the Ebed~dJalwe n‘lssim.kg’

. Bnt not all _!nterpre'bau agree with Cullmann's view, One of thu'o
wh_o takes exoeptiom to it is Johannes Solmeider. Ho declares:
Cullmann sieht- in diosem Sachverhalbt auch die leiste Turzel fllr die
Tauflenre-des Paulus in Rbm, 6 iEss.Wet Die Tatsache, dass die christe
liche Taufe bei Paulus Toilnahme an Christi Tod und Aufarstelung ist,
hut nach Culluann ihren letezten Grund in der Taetsache, dass Jesus - -
Selher seinen Tod mit der Taufe gleichpesetet hat. Das ist ein gelst

volle Hyvothese, +Aber ich glaube nicht, dass aus_ike. 1111 wnd 2%,5:17
80 weitrelohende Schlllsse gezogen werden dilrfen.®l :

Cullmann was not the first to foster his mtarpretaticn'. " But the view

¢ome under oritloism even bofore his book was publisheds VIn Zhe Historic

Msaicn of Josun, Cooll John Cadoux donies that the baptism of Josus was

an initiation to His passion end death. ils maintains that to suggest

such an interpretution |
is gravely to overstrain the evidence. Baptism stood indeed for ine’
itiation into a naw religious lifs, whether for the Gentiles convere
ted to Judalsm, for the converts of John the Baptist, or for those
who later entersd the Christian Chiurch. dJosus'! use of the term *bape
tisn' vhen alluding to nis death was clearly metaphorical, the idea
ocoamon to the two expericnces .being that of en epooh-moking ordeals
But apart firon the lator experience of Jesus hinself, Lhere was nothw
ing in the nature of baptism es such whi?g would suzgest the sole
emn acoeptance of the prospect of deathe . .

Bor do all agree thet Mark 10:38 and luke 12150 may be regarded as a

basls for linking the Baptism of Jesus with liis death on the orosse In

reference to these passapes, Obpke commentss

Wach Mk, 10:58f£; Lks 12150 hiitte Jesus sein-Sterben einmal als in

wl'bld.. Pe 21, :
l3ohneider, ope oits, pe 26
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/
ﬂ"’f ow, /émml;r v« t beseichnete Dass dies splitere Vorstellung
vom dartyrium als Bluttaufe hier bereits eirawirlken sollte, ist schwer
ansunshnene Aber auch dass Jesus von der Auffassung der Johannestaufs
(umd der suklinftigen christlichen Taufe?) als eines freiwilligen Stere
bons ausgeho, lisst sich aus dieser vereinzelten Aussage nicht erweie
und i8t ¢ o ¢ wonig wahrascheinliohs Gewiss ist nicht undenibar,
dass Jesus in einer kilhnen und tiefsinnigen, flr seine Ungebung freie
lich kaum verstiindlichen Bildrede den Ertrag der religiongeschichte
lichen Entwichlung von Jahrsehiiten vorweggencmmen hat.

A study of the passages under donsiderationy lark 10138 end luke 123

" . 60 does not warrant the omolusion that there Jesus is speaking of His

Baptism in the Jordan. Hs is cbviously using the words ﬁd’rrru,umd
ﬁ“”""(fﬁ" in a metaphoricnl sense, snd the teuse employed in the verb
forms 1s not relatod to what happencd in the past, In Mark 10:38, Jesus
uses the present middle ﬁdﬂ'r"’f‘ﬂl ‘with the aorist passive infinitive
/«rrrcrﬂ?i'vu. o In luks 12460, Ho sayes Acrriwe ot fyw funriedivacs
In this passage ie uses the present active #xw with the noum Surrrispww
and the aorist passive infinitive ,Jarrrnr biver o However, if we
interpret the present tenss to indicate that His entire 1ife as the Sere
vant of God 4s here desoribed as a baptism, then there might be good rea=
son for finding a deeper @ignificance in these words than these at first
sight suggests Thus the Interim Report aonoludes that the Baptism at the
Jordan does point forward to the Crosss
That 48 the doepest significsnce of Josus* wordsi "I have a baptism
‘to be baptised with; and how am I straizhtened until it be accomplishe
ed® (luke 121503 of. Yark 10138 latte 20182)¢ The Johannine writer
explioitly mentions the wator and the blood which flowed from the .
side of Chyis® oy the Cross, probably in order to show the unity of
water and blood in the BAPTISIA of Christ on our behalf (John 19134f),

And so he pays in his first Epistle: 'This is he who cume by water
and blood, even Jesus Christ: not by water only but by water and

’ /
43y 1pro0ht Oopim, * Birrrw, Burri fur ®, meotogtaches
Wortorbuch sum Neuen Testament, edited by Gerhard x;EEI:'owM
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blood.» s ¢ ¢ ‘In other words, using lanpuage from St. Paul, there .
is only ONR BAPTISN (dEN BAPFISMA) the Baptism of Christ in water,
Spirit and.blood, the Gaptism with which Hs was baptized for all,
and in which we are ﬂm %o share through the Sacrament of Daptism
in water and Spirit. i i

LY

Lator the In'bérim-kapt':rt agein refors to the words of Jeous in Mark 101

564 "the baptism with which I am being boptizod®, and cormerts that
It is the Baptism of Jesus in the Jordan thet binds His birth with
His death == His circumcision with His orucifixion, Thus the whole |
sartily existence of Christ in the form of a Servant was by Eimself |

- oalled His Baptism (Vark 10t38) « ¢ ¢« « The two torminal events of |

that Baptism wore ilis birth and His ascension, but betwean them wes
the whole 1ife end ministry of obedience and reconciliation, espeo~
ially in the oruoifixion and resurrecticn. What happened in faot s
and in flech at His birth was given sacramsntal enactment and signi-
fication whon He was baptised among sinmers and consecrated for His
mission of reconciliation. In His Baptism in the Jordan His death
and resurrection were piven sacramental anticipation, for it was
with His actual Baptism that Jesus stepped forth to iuaugurate the
Hasclenio Age, to bring in the Kingdom of God opening it to all who,
follow Him.36 . :

Te beliove that Jesus employs the term "beptien” in Mark 10:38 and
Luke 12:50 in a metaphorical sensee But we note that not all egree that
this is 2 valia l.'onann for objeotizg to the suzgestion that Josus here
links His Baptism with His euffering and deaths As we have coen above, "
Cafloux 18 cne who raises that very objecticn.’® On the other hand, Lampe .
olaims that in nore than one instance, Jesus looked back to His Baptism
and did 1ink it with His denth. Ho assorts that in Mark 10:38, Jesus uses
" two metaphors to desaribe His ooming d_e;.'!':ht. 70 r[ﬂfiflﬂ’ o E‘fa)' zr/f/w
and 70 ﬂﬂrmpx o Ela‘i /dﬂ'f‘jﬂﬂ-’a&'tk and he declaress

“churoh of Sootland, ope eites Pe 9u
451bidt. P- 306
“ﬂ‘_&s pe 102 © -
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The former metaphor looks forward to the last Supper cup of the blood

of the Covenant, the latter backward, in the first instance, to the -

Baptism by 'John, but also forward to the Servant's atoning death in -

which the Symbolism of the Baptism finds its fulfillment, ot
lampe continues his. line of thought by nter:-'ﬂ.ns-to the parallel passage
in Luke 12150, and by oomeoting 4t with Yark 10138 sees thers & proof
that "our Lord interpreted His Beptism as fore shadowing His death,"48
Furthermore, lampe maintains that Jasus was acoustomed to symbolic lang-
uage and various types of metaphors, and lﬁunua the aboence of the acoount
of the Lord's Bupper in the Fourth Gompel as the basis for this romarks

In this narrative, the shoring of the ‘oup of the covenant in Christ's

bloed is replaced by the acbed symbolism of the Servent «e a drama-

tizatim of suoh sayings as thode recorded in Iuke 12137, 22327,

and Hark 103142+56 «« in which Jesus assoclates His disociples with Hime.

80lf in Hig oleansing and atoning doath, and for that end makes use

of baptismal symbolism that corresponds to the Bucharistio symbols .

of broad and wine in the Synoptic marratives, Christ's Baptisn as

4% woo comploted and given its full eignificence in His death, is

therefore nost intimately linked with the Last Supper, and we con=

oludo that neither thg foup® nor the "baptism! of lark 10138 is =n

acoldental metaphored ) :
lampo's suggeation thot the "oup™ metaphor is a reference to the Lord's
Suppor might be questioned., But in using the term "baptism® Jesus ohose
as His metaphor not only & word that could have a symbolio meaning (refere
ring to His death), but also one by which He meant to allude to His om
Baptism by John,

This does not imply that in Mark 10138 Josus was referring only to

His death on the arosss Spaaung.m this ﬁungo. Robinson conmentss

*7lanpo, The Soal of the Spirit, ps 39
e

o1,
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The passagze coours in a ooptext heavily laden with prediotion of e
Pagsion, ,But 1t would be a mistake.to junp to the corolusion that
the haptisn of wiilch Jesus gpeaks is simply His death ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ The
baptism of Jesus is His whole existence in the form of a servant,’
all thet is included in His being upon earth ™not to be ministered

;m'gnnggb to minister, and to give His life a ranscm for many (Mark 10:
Ble . = .

Therefore Robinson believes that Ignatiua (ad Ephe 1812) was right in ade
vanocing this inhrpratatiﬁn of Christ's baptiam centuries ago, IHs remarkss

When Ignatius says of Jesus that Ho wnn ™vaptizoed that by His sub=
mission (or, by dis passion, 70 7<4¢cc ) He might cleanse the water,®
he richtly divined thie counexicn betiwen the haptism and death of
Christ. The Fourth Gospel also sesa slready in the figure qoming to
John for baptism "the lamb of God (cfe Iss 6317) which taketh oway,
(or, bearsth ? )3 of. Is. 5334 the sin of the world {John 1129).

To explain his intorpretaticn, Robinscn adds that "tie baptism is the
anticipetion of the Cross, in shioh Jesus in Jordan foresuffered all, ard
as such it gives to the Cross and all that lies botween the two events its
own character of 'l:\a,p'l::larm.“"52 Lo relates this to the Bervant passages of
Iseiah ir this wayr : - L : . :
The es;entia!. meaning of Jesus' baptism is precisely that ile was | i
"mmberad with tho transgressors” and "bare the sins of many" (1s.
52:12). e ontered upon it “to fulfill all rightsocusness”« « & or,
in the words again of Ise 4211, "Se will bring forth judgment for
tho mations™ 4 « ¢« ¢ dJosus® acceptance of baptism at the hands of

John is thareofore the beginning of that bapt:lmsgf vicaricus sufferw
ing widoh could only be ooupleted in the Cross.™

Thus Robinscn gonsludes that the Baptism'of Jesus, oonsummated on the Croas,
is basic for tho Sacramont of Baptism in the Clmreh, for he asserts:

. 9%Robinson, ope cltes De 2600
Blih4des pe 261 -
B2 1 % ;
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The baptism of Jesus, as lie Ilimself saw, is mnde complete only in His
death 4 «-¢ » The Cross 1s the oonswmmation of the baplism, and cone
soquontly, -truly ounsidored, it is on the Cross thut the world's bap-
tism talkss place, Hemoe the foumt and oripin of the Church's sacra-

meat 1s not an fsoloted word of imstitution but the body of the Cru-
oified Himself,

_ But if the Baptism foreshadows the suffering and doath of Christ,
th;n it 9.1-6 forof:elh His rolun:ootit;u and ascension. Thsrafo:;o Robi.ﬁon
sayes : . : ; : : : .

But ---am.l this 1l' equally signifionnt for the understanding of
Christian baptism as the act ir which the Chriatizn net merely dies

but rises with Christ (Rems 6143 Cols 2112) == the baptism of Jesus
is likewise the antioipation of His reswrrection ard nscersion.o6

Likewise He Vogol firds in the Baptism of Jesus s referonoe to both His
death and His resurrectiond '

The baptiem of Jolm, to which the Kessimh proclaimed by him submite
tod "to fulfill all rizhteousnoss™ (Matt. 5:18), points to the baps
4ism in which He fulfillsd and gxeouted the righteousnocss of God as
the Holy One of God #lain on the acoursed troe of the law which we
had not fulfilled. The going dewn and rising again in John'a bap=
tiom =~ a8 1t 18 indeed fulfilled by the mystery of the One who takes
our place == points as such to another goinz down and rising again in
¥ renlity of His death and resurrection fram the dead.9

Finally, wo refer alao to! the camuents of Apostolos Makirakis who wses the
picture of u stormy sea in which men are drowming to expirin the signifi-
oance of thes Baptism of Jesuss . -

Such as this 1s the baptism of Christ «= a baptism of salvation of
us who are at tho bottom of the seo and being subjected to hardsnips
- and maltreatmont, and a work of rizhteonsnsss, The work of Chriat
is oalled & baptism beosuse, just as one thot is trying to save a
drowning man vohmtarily dives into the sen, and strugzles egainst

Ibide, ppe 263-Cds
551b1d., ppe 261624

585, Vogel, "The First Sacraments Baptisn®, Scottish Jourmal of
Theologys Vil (1'-'&!'0:’1.- 1354). &oa
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it, and riske his own life, so and in like mamner Christ, who is
ing to save us who are being overwhelmed in the sea of life, dived
down from-heaven into this sea of life, and, after struggling against
the wind and waves and being slain, was revived by the power of God

and at the same time provided for the salvation of all those who have
gratefully aodepted His aid.57

As we revimw the comments unm‘_bied above, and recall that the Bap~
;bisn of Jesus is éennrally regarded as the beginning of His ministry, we
bellieve that there is valid ronlon for interpreting the Baptiem as an aot
which points forward to the Gron. that Jesus thus does allude to His own
Baptism in lMark 10:38 and Luke 12760, and that it plays an important part
in His redemptive acti_ﬂ.ﬁr as the suffering Servant, the promised Messiah,
end the Saviour of the world. '

57Apoltolo¢ akralis, "A Bupﬂ.mnhxéy Monograph on h:nptim;
Thelntarpremtimorﬂmsos 1 Law and Commen om t htotot‘m
rews, translatod b) Eﬁgﬂ Chicagol The %t
WE‘EIMJ. Soociety, 1953 o Do 430




CHAPTER VII

THE BAPTISM OF JESUS AS INTERFRETED BY LUTHERAN THEOLOGIANS

We have generally reserved the thought of lutheran theologians on
‘the Baptism of Jesus for discussion at this tine, and have quoted from
Lutheran theologians only ocmimlly‘l In order to summarise the posie
tion of the Lutheran Church en the Baptism of Jesus, we shall now oeml-
der a fow of the major points involved in the Baptiam of Jesus in the
light of Luthsran theologloal thoughte : ¢

The Iutherean Symbols have little to say tn the subjects In fact, we
wore able to loor,ﬁ but one reference to the Baptism of Jesuss Under the
section “Of Baptiam"” we find this statement in The larpe Catechisms

you must honor Baptism and esteem it glorious on acooumt of the Word,
since He Himself has honored it both by words and deeds; moreover,
oonfirmed it with miracles from heavens For do you think it was a
Jost that, when Christ was baptiszed; the heavens were opened and the
Holy Ghoat descended visibly, and everything was divine glory and

m;juty?a
However, thhnfemudouu&hnmﬂmmmu:tohommp—
tiem. ' The statement throws no light on the significance of the Baptism
of Jesuss.

Because Jesus was baptised by John, it is £itting to begin by ree
viewing lLutheren interpretations of John's Baptisms In doing this, we
£ind ourselves in a somewhat peculiar situation beocause some Lutheran

13upra, pps 66, 59, 64£f., 69£fe, and 89LL, -
Eartin Iuther, "0f Baptiem,” The Large Catschism in Triglot Cancore
ran

dias The Bymbolical Books of the Ev. Lu 2 Church (Ste ¥ Concor=
Te KnlGhig Housey TO8L), B V37,
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theologians do not say what Luther does about the baptism of Johne Iuther
beleived that the baptism of John differed from the Christisn Sacrament .
of Baptism. He olaims that it was a baptism of repentance, not & sacra= -
ment oomferring the i‘argivmn of sins, In his mermon om John 1130-34,
‘dated "the Saturday after St. Elisabeth's day, November 24, 1657%, Luther
dsolares that John himeslf points out the Zffarence betwwen Christ's Bap-

"1 baptize with water, & do not oonfer the Holy Spirit, Thus I do
not forgive sins But the aim and end of my preaching is to lead men
to repentance and to prepare them for the advent of the Lord; who is
to bestow the forgiveness of sin on them* John points to Christ,
He does not forgive sins, but he sayss "After me will come one whose
Baptism will not only serve the purpose of repentance but will

with 1t the remission of sin."s » ¢ + His Baptism pointed to the
Holy Spirit, whom Christ was te bring snd bestow. dJohn's Baptism
directed men to the future forgiveness of sin, which was very close
at hands It was not yet present, Nor waa John empowered to gonfer
it ghn'erm he baptized for repentance and a future forgivencss of .
sin,

Iuther oontinues by saying that John's Baptism is no longer valid beomuse
"in John's Baptism forgiveness is proniseds in Christ's Baptism it is
given,"® He further explains this by sayings _
In 'two respects the Baptism of John was different from that of Christs
In the first place, John admonished all to repentance and to prepara-
tion for the oaming Christe In the second place, he told his hearers
4o wait for the forgiveness of sin, whioh would be brought by one
whoe was yet to oone. ElsBapﬂEahamthopmheotamwnfog-'_
givensss of sin through Christe 58
Bven more persuasive are the references which _Brmuoy luppna'l from

Iuther's Disputatio ds baptismate legis, Bromiley observes that in Thesis I

Sjtartin Luther, "Sermons on the Gospel of Ste John", translated by
Martin M. Bertrem, luther's Works, edited by Jaroslav Pelilmn, (Ste Louis:
Conoordia Publishing Nlouss, I957), XXII, 176 .
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Iuther lists three different types of baptiems the baptism of the flesh,
of repentance, and of grace ("Lex baptisma carnisy Johannes baptisma poen-
itontine, .Christus baptisma cratise habot"), and that luther oonecludes -
that those who were baptized of John needed to be rebaptized with the bap=

tiem of Christ (Th, XIIs "Ob quam ceusem baptistate a Johsnne démio baptie
sandi fuerunt baptismate Christi?)e® In the Smalosld Articles, Iuther -
writes: "dJoln, preceding Him (Ghr:l.l;‘;) is called a preachor of repentance,
however; for the remission of sins," but then qualified this by adding:
MJohn was to sccuse all, and oanvict them of being simners, that -they night
° . choprepqndformlard. toreoolwm.md'boo:paetmduoept
from Hin the remission of sins,"7 . . . :

Ve have previcusly noted that Lutheran theolegians reforred to by o

Eokharat® regarded dohn's baptism & meens of grace 1ike Christian Baptisme
Therefore they do not interpret John'l baptin in the same 'ay that lnﬂur .
does. For example, M. Leimer asserts thats "Dis lutherischen '!hpologen
lohren im allgameinen, dass kein wesentlicher Unterschied swischen Christi
Taufe und der Teufe des Johannes bestehs,” He mentions F. Pleper, M,
Chexmits, Je Gerhard, and Agidius Hunnius as men who hold "dass die Tnuro'
Joharnis Vergsbund der Siinden, den Heiligen Geist urd auch dis ewige Selige
keit darreichte und mittelte."® On the witness of John the Baptist, °I

€5. #. Bramiley, "Aspects of mum-'- Dootiine of Baptism,” The
Evangelioal Quarterly, XVIX (Oote, 1045), 281=83,

b {

Martin Iuther, The Smalonld Articles 4in Trizlot connordiu {8t

Louis: Conoordia Publishing house, 1921)s DPs 481,5e
%supzas pe 480

O, Loimer, "Die Teufs Johammis des THufers in ihrem Verhlinis a
Ohristi Taufe," Conoordia Theolozioal Monthly, XIV (umh. 1943), 197¢
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baptize you with water; but Be who ocmes after me will baptize you with -
the Holy Spirit" (Mark 1:8, Matt, 3111), Leimer coments: _ :

Er will damit nicht sngen, dass seine Taufe nicht den Heilipgen Geist

gebes Einmal sagt uns Johammes damit ausdriicklioch, dass Gott zum

Taufen Wassor su gebrauchen eingesetzt hate, Sodam seigt er uns, -

der grosse Gegensats, den er hiermit hooh hervorhebt, ist der: Ioa,

will Johannes sagen, taufe auf gBttlichen Befehl und bin ein mensche

licher Diensy Gottes. Christus ist der HBhere, der Gottessohn, der

einige Hellsmittler, der die Vergelwmg der Slinden erwirbt und uns

den Heiligen Geist aus elgener lacht mittelilt, Das ist der gewaltige

Unterscniods Aber nirgends lehrt und sotgg Jdohannes einen Untere

sohiod zwischen seiner und Christi Taufe,
Leimer also interprets John's remark about the "Stronger One" ocming after
hin as a prophecy pointing to Jesus es the Messish, and olaims that this
remark therefore doss not suggest any difference between John's Baptism
and that which Jesus instituteds Furthermore, leimer says: "Farum Christus
und Johamnis so hBufig Johannis Taufe mit Christi Ausgzlessung des Heiligen
Geistes susammenstollen, sagen sis uns nicht, und es wire swecklos, darfiber
allerlei Vermitungen aussusprechens"1l In view of all this, Leimor ar-
rives at this oonolusicn about Johm's Baptism: “Sie wor in Firklichkeiy
das gBttliche Sakvement der heiligen Taufe im Neuon Testament, wie die
Taufe Christi su Pfingsten. Sie Ubbte auch dieselbe Kraft wnd Wirlang sus
wie Christi Teufe,"l2

In contrast to Luther's statement that the Baptism of Jolm was “for

repentance and & future forgivensss of sin,"3% Pleper speaks out against

Orvsde, pe 199¢
Urn1d., pe 200,
25014, pe 2050
Bgupra, pe 110,
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& similayr view held by Thomasius, and reasons that f‘l. remission of sins
of & semewhat preparatory and oxlaarml nature' makes no scnse, -You
oither have remission of sins or have it not."4 In his harmony, The
Gospels, J. Ylvisaker nooéisaa the tendenoy among ﬁmi'logiam “to ocone
sider the bapthn of Jobm al;nply .8 s.ynbol of w:éimﬁm".' but he says:
"It may not well be denied, however, that the baptism of Join mediated
the forgivem.n of sin., It 1s expreusly stated that it was A baptisn for

the remission ef gins," and he adds that this is the same expression used

in comestiom with Aots 2:88, lo also remarks that
In His oonversation with Higoderms, Jesus mmst have had Jolm's bep-
tisn in mind when He says: "Exoept & man be born of water and of
the Spirit he cammot ¢ » « ¥ {John 3:8), for Biocoderus knew no gther
baptism 4 4 o ¢ But if it be trus that Jesus refers in this passage
hﬂmbaptimnfddm,ﬂmﬂhmmdumpigotortbncﬁ
that Johm's bapticn was & means of regencration,

He comtimoes by pointing out that in comtrast to the Council of Trent,

whioh condemmed those "who attribute to the baptism of John the same effi~

cacy as the baptism of Christ," Gerhard, speaking for the Lutheran Church,

asseris that no essential difference exists between these two baptismg:
In ocertain non-essentials, as also in regard'to the effectivemess
of the spiritual gifte, we recognize that there was a distinoction
between the baptism of Johm and that of Christ and His disciples)

_ but that thers was any essential difference we deny,16
What 1ittle distination Lutheran theologlans did note may be gathered

from this coment by Ohemnits; who 8 quoted by Heinrich Scimid as sayings

Mpranols Fioper, Christien Dopmatdos, edited by We We Fa Albrecht
(Ste Louiss Conoordia mm%rry.‘ss), 111, 239

15 ' ; :
Johs Ylvisaker, The Cospels (immeapoliss Augsburg Publishing
House, 1932), Pe 111" - ;

B1114,, pa 112..
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The scmo difference that exists between the word concerning Christ
to oome, Christ ooming, end Christ exhibvited, exists between circume
cision, . the Baptism of John, and the Baptisu of Christ. But although
as to the mode of publication of the dootrine concerning Christ there :
my be some difforencoe, yob as to its substanco it has beon the same

and has had the sume effocts on believers in every age.i?

It 18 not the purpose of this thesis to recomoile the differsnce which
oxists hore botween Luther and lutheran theologiens, but we ocuzht not
overlook it. !

On the other hand, Lutheran thoologions generally do agroe with Lue
ther on His interprotation of tho Baptimm of Jesus by Johne Por one thing,
they mgreo that 1% marks the beginning of His public office aud ministrys
In fact, Luthor speaks of the Baptism of Josus not only as the boginning
of s ministry, but as the boginning of the New Tostement ituelf, for-
he declares:

Dis selipe Taufe des Hoerrn ist der Anfang des gansen N¥euen Testa-

mentss Heut ist su End und ebgeschlosscn das Alte Testament, alle

Verhoissungen koses hBren auf. Demn indem der Herr getault ist, ist

or sum Doktor, Herrn, und Flirsten verordnet, der nun sein Amt .

angotreten hat, wie es demn such ILukas alsbald (4:114ff.) ersBhlt hat)

heute ist:er gekrbnet und sum Doktor gemacht wumd ihm das Amt des

Heuen Testaments befohlen worden, dass er ein Herr und Heiland sei,

wie denn such dic Engel schon geweldet haben (Lk, 2111).18 _
Therefore whon desus sayss "The time is fulfilled, sud the kingdom of God
is at hond,® (Mark }115), luther declaress

Christus Ant gehet allerest en naoh seiner Taufe, da im der Vater
verkliiret und beseugnets Und da filhet auch das nsue Testament und

17dartin Cheemite, {Ex.CoTrde, II, 66), as quoted by Heinrioh Sohmid
in The Doctrinal Theolory of the Eve Lutheran Church, translated by Ce Ae
Hay and Hy Ee Jacobs, Iadelphias Tathe Fube Boclotys 1878)y Pe 556«
]

i Luther, D, Martin Luthers Evargelisn Auslepunc, edited by
Erwin Elhmnt " (ot mgeny Vandanhosch nd haproa, T0S0)3 XI, 1de
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die Zolt der Gnaden an, Hmdareolmrt cm-u.m» auch
eolbat sagt Marce 1 (7.15).

Vo find & similar tz.ought in one of his sormons a lhtthm S:13-17s "Das
.lei. Jetzt Hlﬂli.oh gesngt von diesem lohﬂnen Toxt, dnrinnen der rechte
Anfeng del neuen Testamta. und die Svmma des gnnlon Evangelii von Gott
selbet gefuuet und uns: gegeben 1st."2% Though Lutheran theologiens may
noteeenloboldutoidontitythshptimorkmﬂthth.begmmg
of the Now Testament, they do consider it the public ordination of Jesus®
ministrye Thus C. T, Heuer writess -

Es war ffir ihn die Taufe die Bffentlichs Weihe su seinem 8ffentlichen
Aut, das er jetzt antreten wollte, eins \leiho, 4ic durch die offen=
Gottes noch herrlicher und eindrucksvoller gemacht wurde. Lue
ther sagt hierliber: "Da flingt Christus an, ein Christus su seins da
wird er eingeweihet, tritt in sein Amt; und hat der Vater dies Welt
wollen pewiss machen, dass sie gans nicht Zweifol sollte an Christo
haben, darum dass er in hat selber ‘bestitigt? (XI, 2130,{8).22

Likewine G. Stosokhardt speaks of the Baptism of Josus in this marmers

Er untersog sich der Taufe der armen Sinder wnd erklfrte sich damit
feierlich bereit, auch durch sein fermeres Thum und lLeidon filr die
Siinde der Welt su blissen und genugsuthun « ¢ ¢ » iilt seiner Taufe
ist Jesus in sein Christusamt, in sein ErlBseramt, in sein prophete
isches, hohepriesterliches, kinigliches Berufslebon Bffentlich eine
getrotnn.zz

Bo also Ylvisaker ocamments that "Jesus is ebout to enter upon His publie
careor as the servant of Jehovah, in the performance of His work of redemp=

19iartin Luthor, Sumtliche Works (Erlangen), X, 127,
201b4d,, XVI, 86 |

8lp, 7, Neuer, "Jesus wird von Johannes getauft”, Johannes der Taue
fery S odnl-ﬁeri.oh‘b des Minnesota Distrikts (St. Louiss Conoorc
IE'h“EEm‘Emg s 1018), PDe 42~0e

22;, Btosokhardt, "Die Taufe Jesu,” Dis biblische Geschichte des
Neuen fe;hmntu (8te *Louiss Conoordia Publishing Rouse, 190CJs Pe Zoe
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tion, and for this mission He mist be anointed and oomsedrated by the Fae
ther, th:rough the bap:l-.!.m of Johne"%® N o
Another facet of the signifiocance of the Baptism of Jesus which lue
ther and _Luthbm exngetes both emphasize is its character as an act of
* ' obedience to fulfill all righteousnesss This factor receivos special ate
tention from J. Te lueller, to whose corments we referred earlier,2% .
Heuer also supports this interpretatiom:
Christus muto.ah Eossias suftretsn, als solcher stand er da an
der.lenschen Btatt, er reprisentierte tatsiiohlich in seiner Person
die gesamte lenschheits ind was mun fllr die kenschen gBttliches
Recht und gBttliche Ordnung war, das wollte Jesus erfilllen. Er
stand im Begriff, alles auf sich zu nekmen, wae den Lenschen

und so gebulirte o8 ilm auch, die won Gott die lenachen bestimmte '
Taufe Johannis an sich vollzishen su lassens 5 _

The seme factor is ecm:l.éorod by Ylvisaker, who assorts that

Josus submitted to the divine will, It was a part of His obedience

to comply with the demands of His calling, and baptism wes liis dedie
oation to the life of cbedience and sufiering which now awaited Him,
or, as Bugpe says, liis solemn acceptmnce of His mission as the kes-

sish and idis suared gledgo to dedicate Himself to this work with une
questicned devotion.<6 Coaa

Again, Luther snd Lutheran .theologians agree that the Voice frm
heaven and the descent of the Spirit indicated that now Josus was prepare
od for His mission in & specisl ways Discussing the Voice from heaven, -

Heuer remarks that by this

ist Christus aber auch feierlich und wnversriichlich bestitizt als
ders der da-.lkomien sollte, als der von Gott der Wolt gesandte Heil=
o I

23¥1visakor, ope oites Pe 116s
' 24gupra, pe 899F,
asﬂc’nﬂl‘. Spe __G_’-_Eo. Pe 420

as‘!]."i!lhl" ODe ﬁ-. Pe 116e




117
- .Jday ov wird hier feierlich su seinmen Amte auf Erden geweiht
und gleiohlm elngesegnet, Er wird hier nach seinsr menschlichen
-Natur angetan mit Xraft aus der HBhe, er wird su seinem einsigartigen
Erlﬂlggimh gosalbt mit dem FreudenBle des Hoil:l.gun Geistes ohm
Yasg, g
This doss not mean that Jesus had not poueased the Eoly Spirit boforo
His Baptisn, for Stoeckhardt usur;n uss "ias Jesus von Anfang an besasa,
und swar im vollsten lisass; hat er gleichwohl von Neuem aus des Vaters
Hand hingencmmen,"28 This interpretation receives further develomment

from Ylvisaker, who camments:

His baptism is not simply the moes ce of the ofﬂoo as our Prophet,

High Priest, end King with the t He will porform properly
the duties of the office == it i.l nho His ‘divine ration for His
exalted mission as the lessish, The baptiem did noG only betoken a
now phase in His life, nor was it simply a symbol of a mere spiri-
tual emotion. Jesus is now anointed with the Holy Ghost.(Aots 10:38).
Josus is not the persom aoting, but the One who is acted upons He
had the. S8pirit, for He was oonceived of the Spirit, and the fulness
of the Godhead dwelt in Him bodilye But nevertheless He is now made
recipient of the Spirit. Chemmits says: "Ths Holy Spirit descended
upon Jesus, not as though He wers without the Spirit, the fulness of
the Godhead dwelt in Himg but because it was prophesied that the
Henziah, when Hs bacame our liediator, should be ancinted, not with
oil, tut with the Holy Ghost (Pse 46185 Iss 6li1l), in order that all
aight nlt assured that Ho was the Prophet whom they should hear. »29

Later !J.vl.sakur explains this more mlly when he adds:®He must remember
likewise that Jesus had the Spirit as the spirit of life, not only as God,
but also as manj now He received tha Spirit as the Spirit of His offioce
eand as the Spirit of power, ﬁthout measure,” and he adds that Jesus as

& man was "in need of the equipment end preparstion by the Spirit for the
duties of His worke"S0 Luther takes & similer view, when he coments en

b

a"ﬂeuer. 0pe Sitey Po 43¢
2834 0o ckhardt, Ops 0lte, pe 24.
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the words "an dem ich Wenlgofallon hebe"s "Miermit weihet.or ilm auch
sun Pfaffen oder Prioster; gloickwie dor 110. Pss 4, ilm "einen ewigen
Frieater! nemmet, als dor owip vor Gott steho, u:ﬁ n; versBimen und zu
vortroten."S1 On the significance of the descont of the Spirit aa
dove, Ylvisaker declaress -

That the Spirit descended in a bodily shaps 1ike a dove implies that

He had assumod the form of a natural dove, had clothed Himself in the

shape of a dovoe Tho symbolisn is twofolde A body is a completed

entitys It is the Spirit in His entirety or His fulness that lle re~
ceives, And the dowve is in Boripture an emblem of peaceavloneas

meekness, aimplicity (Cant. 11153 21143 Hose 711l; atte 10:18)e

The peint is not whether the dove is such & creature, but what it -

aymbolizes in Saripturcs And the truth, whioh the dove symbolizes,

is emblomntic of the entire activity of Christ, a ombrest in this:
rospoct to that of tho prophet Elijahe It is the spirit of the Cos=
pel, 65 opposed to the spirit of the Lew,5®
Luthor also notos. the contrast between Lew and Gospel, lie obeerves that .
while at Mte Sinal thers wes & "terr:l.fjr:l.ng spectacle”, at tha Baptism of
Jesus cveiybhing was

lovely, comforting, end joyfuls the Father most kindly allows his

voice to be heard, saying that he is well pleased with the Son, the

Son standing thers in his memhood and allewing himself to be ba -

ed for our benefit, and the Holy Bpirit descending like a dove,

But the most obvious similarity botween Luthert's emon‘h on the Bap=
tism of Jesus end thoss of Luthoren theclogians 18 found in their intere
pratation that 11'. was & vi.onr:l.nul act, through whioch Chriut has taksn upe
on Himself our lm. '.ﬂ'm nmr asserts that Jesus acoepted bupt:l.n

for tho reason that he was entering into owr sund. indeed, - our per=

son, that is bocoming a sinner for us, taking upon himself the s ins
which he had not canmitted, and wiping them out and drowning them

Slither, smncm Yerke (Erhngen). m. )
sz‘l].v:i.nhor. ‘Ops 01T Oito. pe 119,

”mum-. !.uthar'l Workl (cmoo:-m-mamberg). LI, 319%
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in his holy baptisms. And ¢ e o he did this in accord with the will
of God, the hoavenly Father, who cast:ll ocur sins upon him that he
might bear thon and not only cleanss us Crom.them through his bap=
tisn and maks satisfeotion for them on the Cross, but alsoc clothe us
in his holiness and adorn us with his !.nnnoenoeog" . ;

Eokhardt indiocates the vicarious mature of Jesus' beptism in tho ocomments
"Flir seine Person bodurfte Christus der Taufe nicht. Auf ilm lagen die
8linden der Welts Zur Vergobung ilhrer Siinden liess sich Christus taufen
und erflillte alle Gerechtigkeit."35 Again, luthor says that by His Bape

Py S ——

tism, Jesus "hat die Telt s »  von allen Sfnden gemehan und goreini.get. |
und den Tod ersiiufet, und alao du mmohlioha Oasohhchﬁ nit Gott
versBimot,"36 lieuer says: '
Auf Jesu lngen die Slinden aller Bannohon. Zur Vergebung ihrer Silnden
goschah die Taufe Jeau. UDavon sagt Luthers ' "Johannes krisgt allhier
einen Slinder, der keino Slinde flir seine Perlnn hat, und iat doch der
grisste Silinder, der aller Welt Slinde hat und triizte Darum er eich
such lisst taufen und belennt mit soloher Tat, dess er ein Sliinder
sein, Aber nioht fiir sioh, sondern fllr uns & « ¢ ¢ Und muss sich
lagsen taufen sur Vorpgetung der Slinden, nicht £&r seins Person, die
unachuldig und unbefleckt ist, s dg;n un unsortwillen, nlnhor
Slinde or trigt." (VII, 691f, #2EF.)
Stoeckhardt davelopu the vicarious aspect of the Baptism of Jesus by
noting thet Jeaus nob miiy took upan Himself the sins of the poopls, bub
took their plnoa even in utming for all alnl. beuuse by their own ree
pentance the people oculd not rid themselves of their sins. !hm he says
that by His willingness to be ha.ptnad. desus

erkifirte damit, dass er alle Gerechtigkoit erffiilen wnd an Statt

bes:a.. pe 315e

35Eoum-dt. ops odtes Pe 840,

36y thor, S&mnt1iche Works (Erlsngen), XV, 107,
s"iisue!_'. Ope o1ty Pe 43
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seines Volkes sich.dor Sfindonbusse untersziehon wollo. Fr wollte ffir
die Slinder bllasen und die Slinden dos Yolkes selbor slihnem. Nach dem
Zeugnis des Propheten und dos Evangelisten sprach Johannes nur die
Forderung der Busse ause. Damlit war nicht gesazt, dass Isransl sich
selbor peiner Silnden entledipen kBune. Vielmehr kam mm, nachden
dle Slindnr und ZBllner ihre Siinden beokermt hatten, Jesus hinterdrein
und erfliillte flir sie alle Gerechtigkeit, nchm ihve Sfleden, die sie
beiohtend gleichsam in das Jordumuasser niedorgelest hatton, indem
er in dor Jordan stisg, euf seinen Rlicken und .ruchte die Reinigung
ihrer Slinden durch sich selbste ¢ + « S0 war der Jesus, von dem
Johonnes seugt, wirklioch der ErlBoer, der sus Zion komen sollte.S®
Lonski does not beliove that Jesua took u;;en Hinmself the sins of ths
people at His Baptism, He oontends that -
Iuthor's view strains the iords by attempting to give the same sige
niticanco to Christ's baptism as is given to that of the sinners who
flocked to the Jordan, Christ coming with the sins of others and have
ing them washod away, the others having their ovm sins removed, This
produces a double removal of the samo Bing (59
But Luthor does not helieva Johm's baptism bestowed forgiveness dy itself,
and so Lenslki's objcot:lon loses some of its forces Howmri even 1f we
follow tha oxposition of the othar Iatheran thsologi.ans quoted above, dJe=
sua' Baptism gtill noed not be cunnidered "a double removal of sins", but
rather, by His Baptisw (as part of His redemptive work, completed on the
Cross) Jesus acoomplished the objoctive forgiveness of sins, which sinners
receive in a subjective way when they are baptized.
This lends into one more aspect of Jesus' Baptism, Both luther and
many Intheran theologians after him observe that by His Baptism, Josus
oonssorated Baptism ;\nd-gnw it its cleansing nature, so that it is now

a means of graces luther has Jesus say that the purpose of His Baptism is

LAY

saseors Stosokhardt, "Welssagung und Erl‘(lllmg. Lebre und Tehre
(July and Augusts 1€84), XXKs 2680\ _ = | -

“R. Ce He Ianlld, The Interpretation of Ste Matthew's Gospel 1 (6ol-
unbuss The Variburg Fress, 1040), Pe 127s »




izl
"to wush awey end drown the sins of all the world, that t:‘u-ough it ali
rightoousness and sslm'l:i.en may- vo acocmplishods™ S0 Luther deolarest

Therofore bnptism vas ivatituted by Cod primnrily for Christ's sake
and then afterwards also for the saks of all mene For first he must
senctify tho baptism through his awm body und theresby icis away the -
8in, in order that afterwards thoss who belisve in him may have the
forgiveness of sins. Thorofore baptism is not & useloss, empty thing,
as ths soctarians blasphemously say, -but in it all rignteousness is

- fulfilled » » ¢ « For, says Chrisi, by my vaptisn I huve accazplishe
od 1t, that whoever bellieves in me and acoepts this baptism receives
the forrivensss .of u.nu. and my Father and I and the Holy Spirlt
will dwoll in him.% ;

Luther then spesks about the wopds of the Voice .t-'u heaven, and mointaing
that the Father 13 well ploaaed w!.th the Songy for ﬂa pornﬂ.t'bed Himgelf .to
e bupﬂ.sod and thua drumed ai.n in the m.tar and then aftervards allowed
hinself to be killod upon the Crou. end; as a mult. says Luther, "ll.n.
donth nnd dmmt!.m m:st needs perish und cease on socmnt of him; and

righ‘hecua'wsa. life, and, Walvition break forth 1n their place.."‘ﬂ- o

same 'bhauf;ht is evident !.n the remark by Eokhnrdtl "Durch soine Taura
hat er dio Taul'e flir d:l.e I:hnsc‘mn geweiht und alle erworbonen Gliter des
Heils ia die Taufo gelegte™2 In a similar vein, Houer cormentss "So hat
er wiedorun alle von ilm erworbenen Giter dao Hei.:l.n in die Tam‘.'e hi.ne:l.n—
gelegt, 8o dass, wer da glaubt uad getault wtrd. d:leaar Glter auch wirk-
1lich tei]hnf‘l;ig llird. and he addss
Christi Taufe ist auch ein Bild unserer Taufe,s Wis beid der Taufe
Jesu die enpe Gemeinschaft der Porscnen dor helligen Dreleiniplmit
sun Ausdruck lkam, 80 ist der dreieinig Gott auch bei unserer Iaufe.
Wir werden getauft auf den Nomen des dreieinigen Cottes und treten

domit in die Gemeinschaft des dreisinigen Gottes, werden des wahren
Got"m‘ﬂindnr-“s

‘.

40Luthor, Luther's ¥orks (omnorm-nmhnb-rg). LI, 818,
‘I‘Ibid.. .pa 819 -

Kol:hnrdt, 2&._ cltep Do 840. ; ;
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Returning to -Iuther, we find this comment:. :

"Dem hicrmit zeigt or selbet, dess es musy cin soliges, gnadenreich
Ding sein um die Taufe, weil er nicht all ein sein Wort und Amt -
darfiber gibé, sondern such sich selust dnrein senket und steckt, und
dies Vasser miy scinem oipgenen heiligen Leibe berilwret ja heiliget
wd voll Segens machete?®

In answer to the question: Tthat good does the Baptism of Jesus do me?,
Luthor repliess

Du muset nmit deinor Taufo in die Taufe Christi lcommen, also dass
Chrisii Taufe deins Toufe, und deine Taufe Christi Taufe; und allere
dings Bine Taufe seli. Denn die Taufe ist ein solch Bad, durch wele-
ches uns unsere Siindon abogeowaschen werdens e o ¢ » Und wemn uns
auch die Taufe das, niinlich Vergebung der Siinden, nicht brichte, so
wire una die Taufe koin nfitze wnd wire nichts btesser denn ein ander
Bads Darum sollen wir wissen und glauben, dass Christus um unsert=
willon petauft sei, und also sagen: Seine Taufe sei meine und meine
Taufe seins Taufes derm or ist das lamm Gottes, welohes der Tielt
Slinde trigte Und dess er mm getauft wird, das wird er in unserer
Ferson und von unsertwegen geteuft, die wir von der Welt und voller
Slindon sinds welchs Siinde er n.u.E sioh genozmen und ict durch diose
geine Teufe davon em[;eml.m;hcm.4

Bocause of this, Luther ccncludes that "alls mun, die also in Christum
gotauft wordom, dennen scllen ihre Sfinden auch also abgowaschen und vere
goben sein."6 This meaus that in cur Baptism we shall receive tue Holy
Spirit, a8 wo sce from Gerhard's statements "As the Holy Spirit was super-
naturally aud peculierly united with the dove in which he descended om
Christ at his Baptism, so even at the present day is he supernaturally .
and peculiarly united with the wator of Baptisme"47 Thus whet happened
at the Baptism of Jesus oocours at every Christian Baptisme Fueroringer,

“Luthar. Saxmtlicho Worke, (Erlansem) XVI, 70.
“51nid.s ppe 11213
461bides pe 115

‘7Gerhard. L ) guotad by Ha Solmid, op. -E!-.E.' Pe 657,
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roproducing luther,.-says that hoavon was not olosed again after Christ's
Baptiom: . . .

Hein, er ist.nioht wieder gupeschlosseny sondern stoht moch tHglich
offon, bis on den JMnzeten Tog: dogumal aber ist or sichtizlich offenm
gestanden, dass wir gleauben sollen und gewiss sein, solohes geschohe:
noch tlglioh, wonn wir und andere getauft werden » o »
io. w Die Touf'® im Jordan an sich naim
Dag himmelische Gotteslawm,
.Dadurch, der anie lkein' Sidnde ta
Von Sinden uns gewaschen hat,

¥hat blessings oome to us through ocur Baptism because Josus Himself
was baptized may be soen in this remerk by Ylvisaker®

fils baptism was important not only for Himself, but also to us. And
His.baptism is not mercly & symbol of the.blessing in our baptism -
but it is also the.source of the blessing it ocontainss It 1s boonuse
Josuss was baptiged with His baptism thut the blessing may be ours,
Because Jecus was boptiged for our salvation, we are baptised umto
salvation in Hls nome. Ceocause ls.received the Bpirit, lis confers:
the Spirit upon us. Becauso He was and continued to be God's be~
loved Son, we boooms in Him tie beloved children of God (Essendrop)e™®

In oomclusion, Ylvisaker refers to Chrysostam snd declores that Josus
porsonally was in no neod of baptism for His own salvation, but bape
tism wos in need of the power of Christs for baptism was to beoome
the source and the essence of all blessings in order that they who
ave baptized might be consldored worthy to receive the Holy Ghowte50

Some ﬂ;éologinm night not agree with the thought that baptism was "to

beoame" the lnur&e of all bleasings. Our rejoinder would be that because

Jesus was l;aptma. .tn our place, s ommsecrated the water of Baptiem and

now through this sacrament gives us forgiveness u_lﬁ_q_nlntion.

48y, dwlg Fuoruringer, "Christd Taufe und unsere Taufe,” Der Luth-
orener, LKVII' 18, . :
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CHAFIER VI]II
THE BIGNIFICANCE OF JESUS' BAPTISH POR THE CGHORCH TODAY

In -th- preceding chapters, we have endeavored to present an e:ugoti.-:
oal study of the Baptism of Josus, mhlr some of the more prominent intere
protaticns concerning 1t, consider what the Baptism meant for Jdosus Hime
8elf, and what significance it has :I.n.rela'{-.im to His entire work of re- .
domptione The provious chapter has elso iready called atbetAa 16 bois. -
aspeocts of both the importence and the meaning ofths-aeptiam of Jesus ] :
for the Church _ot‘ our day and agee The purpose of this chapter is to o.:n-'
pand tﬁnt aoﬁsidamtiom -

The Significance of Jesus' ‘Baptism for Christions Today

- If 4% 1s true that by His Daptism, Josus conmecrated the water of )
Daptism and imparted to.the Snorement of Bapbism the blessinzs of God's
rrace,; then surely His Baptism is wery important for Christians todays'
Vie may not alznys fully appreciate this nignl.ﬂau_me.- but we ghould know
that tho Baptiam of Jesus was held in bigh esteam in the early Christisn
Ohurchy for Euox u:om us th;\tl"th cane near to inclusion in the Creed™l
One resson why it is so importent is brought to our attention by Lempe :I.n
his remark "the expootod and gemernl cutpouring of the Spirit was antiol~
pated and prnﬂgumd in the beptism of the lessiah at John's hands,"@

1‘7. La Knnz:. Ste Poul and the Church of the Gmtucs (Combridges
Univeraity Pross,.1930), ps 357 Dele

%, W, Ha Laxpe, "Papbisua in the Now Tostament," Tho Scottish
Jowrnal of Theolopy (dime "L'Ié?;!). V, 166. LSS
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Acoording to the findings of the Intorim Roport, we must keop in mind the
Daption of Josus if we wish to understend His camand %o us to go and
baptises

Tho commigsion of tho Risen Lord has to be soen in its dimensicn of .

depth in what ls has done for us, mnd for our emmple, in His life

end work on earthe Christian baptism looks back to Carist's Baptism

in the Jordan "to fulfill all rightecusness” and to the Aulfillment
of that Baptism on the Crossd

Bocause of this, "tiw dootrine of Baptism is grounded in the Person and
Viork of Christe Thot He was, what Ho taught, and what He did are the
facts thdt dotermine and shape the Sacrament of Saptismand give it its
significence."t
The significance of the Baptism of Josua is basio, therefore, to our
awaronons of tho eignificonce of our owm bapiisme - The corment of Robert
lewt on I John 5t8 holps us to see this:
The Apostlo's words may suppeat the question wheother the worth of .
the Sncruments as pormanent and, ome might also say, living witnes-
son to the historio renliity, as well as to the idezl eismificance,
of tho facts they roprosoni, 1o usually appreciated and umphusised
a3 it ouzht to boe lis dooloration that Christ came by wator,
though not by water only, gives to Christ's omn baptism an inpore
tance that is not alwnys raoof_miaedns
The sulmission of Jezus %o Baptism is regarded by Elingelhoefer as impore
tant evidence fron Soripture for tho God-ordalned use of Baptiam for man's
salvation. He deolarest
Dass auch Jesus selbst sich unter das Zelohen der Wassortaufe Johane
nes des THufers stellte und sioh soloherweise in die Niedrigkeit unse

res slindipen isnschseins uud dor Gehorsamspfliocht gogen seinon himaw
1ischen Vater einordnete, ist wohl der stirkete neutestamentliche Be-

Schuroh of Scotland, Special Commission on Baptism, Interim Report
Of The Special Comuiesion On Bantism (Edinburghe Blackwell, 1055)s De Te

‘Ibi(hp p.- Se

SRobert Lew, The Tosts of Life (Edinburghs Te & Te Clark,1914), pe 121
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wois flir die schriftgenflsse und goi:bgewoll'he Ordmmg der Wassertaufe
inm Heilserleben des sllmlir-an hﬂcnachnn.

Gmequnntl;r, even the answer of Jesus "to fulfill all r!..,hteau.ms" is
banio, uocord;l.m, to Klingelhoofer, for our mdnra‘an.nuin;\. the importance
of the Bni:t!.m of Jesus for use Ho writes:

Der Horr Jesus war sioch seiner zBttlichen Sondung auch ohne simmen=-
f411ipe Zoichen klar bevussts Wir lenschen aber bedfirfen des von
Gott gesohenkien und dedurch goheilirten Zoichens, weil anders unser
Glaube nicht die nbtige Vorstellmgslraft gewimnen kenn, sich des
Heils-rlebens mit Jesus Christus greifvar klar bevusst su werden.

80 sollte also durch die Unterordoung. Jesus unter die Johammestaufe,
die ja 8ffenilioch im Jordan geschah, vne lienschen eine deutliche
Vorstellung von dem gepoben werden, was im Rat des iilchsten wvor
GCrmdlepmg dor Welt und mun auch im Herszen Jesu boachlosaen var, |
niinlich, dass er in die Welt gekommen war, um als das fehllose, wahre |
haftipe Gotteslwm sich unter des gBttliche Todesurteil liber die Siine |
der aller Viel: gu stellen wnd durch sein stellvertretendes Toda,- i
leiden don Slindern eine ewige vollgﬂlt:lne Erlﬂstmg gu schaffen.

From the foregoing comments, we wmdor how or when we falled to mogn.ue .
the i:mortance of chria'b'l Baptism, Bu'l: we are oompelled to confess that '
somchow we have missed it to a grent oxhent. and we belisve that the Bap-
tism of Josus does not roceive the attention that 1:._-hau1d in the Church
Among recent theologians to lay new stress on the Baptism of Jesus,
Osoay Cullmann stends out as one who interprets His Baptiam as being ex-
treely importante, Cullmann believes that ths Baptism of Jesus plays an
interral pn.rt in His redemptive work of effecting a "genersl forgiveness"
for all men, He maintains that the Baptiem of Jesus points to the Crosa,

€riin Bla.oefor Die Neue Testementliche Taufe (Wittenr Ruhr: Bundes
Vorlag, 155502 , = "l :

"Ibid-.; P.o 28,
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in which alone all. Ba.ptim £inds ite mlﬂlmant. 'l‘nul Uullmann reaches
this amo].us:l.om

I'h is ho. Jesul. who will not only baptise hdiviuunl won with water
liko John the Baptist but will complete the gemernl Daptism, for all
mn.rnnd once for all, at the moment of [) atoning deathe It be=
to the -saenee of thi.a ronoral Beptlan offocted by Jesus, Ehat
ondcice ©

offercd in envi Ghe dec:im.m o
\mdé'fsm' E :080 w‘no henei”ﬂ Frcm Tt. Paptismal o ;;rc-ca has its
Toundation hore,. and 1t 1s Waﬁioteat sense "prsvenient grace. 8

In the lizht of this we oan better a.pprociata cullmnn‘n earlior ltatmnt
that "Christian Baptian. when regarded as Baptim for the rorg,:lvanen of:
sins is no nere morsion to Johannins buprbilm. 1t is rather the mn'u-
mont, which became possible mly through tho corpleted work of Jeuul m
the Cross.? Cullmann later expoundl his view of Christ's work as a gan- '
eral Baptism, ocmpleted in His death and :-esurreotim:

Acoording to the NHow Teutm:nt, all men have in principle recoiwd
Baptism long ago, nemely on Gelgotha, at Good Friday and Easters
There the essentinl aoct of Baptism was omrried out,; entirely without
our oo~operatiun, and even without our faithe There the whole world
was baptised om ths groumd of the absolutely sovereign act of God,
wio in Christ "first 1°'i8 us® (I John 4:19) before we loved hinm,
even boafore wo believeds.

T}mtﬂmnapﬂnormbyhhnhnrympmtmbesaﬂamm
Culliain's obgervation that ‘
individual participation in the death and resurrcotion of Christ in
Baptism is pessible only after Christ has completed his general Bap-

tism; and this is the rcason why he himself was baptised bh:lohu.
and why those recsived into the Church today ere baptisode

80scar Cullmann, Baptism in the Few Testammt. translated by Jo Ke
8. Reid, (Ianuom SCK Press, 1060)s ps 19

QI :l.d.. Pe 18-
10Ipides pe. 236
e 11Ib1ddi Pa 28¢ '
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+ Nor does Cullmonn stond alene in this interprotaticne A ainilsr

view is expressed by Robinsons - . . _.

3ohind Christion baptiom stends the bnptiam; m'-_lqm ond all inclusive,

wdexrteken by Josus Himsclf for the sins of the whole worlde Indeed,

the fundamental reason why boptism "makos one™ is that it briogs men

undor & baptism "once mado." The one baptism is that by which the

Church ie croated, bofore it is that widch the Church sduinisters.l® .
Then, spealting of Cullmoxn's genorallzation of the work of Carist as a
“single, prevenient and all-inclusive baptisn” Robinscn says:

I believe that Cullmewn is right, I believe that 1% cun be shomn

(a) that such a comcoption, though attaching itself pro-eminently

and naturally to the decth of (hrist, is used to interpret His whole

work from His baptism in Jordan to the final release of the Spirit

at Pentecosts and (b) thaot such en imderstanding is io be d

in evory luportont litorary tradition in the New Testament,
Ve mny not agroe with his espression "every Lumportant literary tredition
in the Now Testament", but this should not detract from his first obser-

vation. The Interim Raport also seems to 'aizpport the view held by Cullmanns

the RAPTISHA of which tho Fow Testament speaks is the Ome Baptiom of
vicarious gacrifice on the Cross. That is tho mighty F‘en?%r—'
vhich [] Josus Christ was born, and for which Hle was oorsecrated and
scaled at the Jordans By the pouring out of His Spirit He gives
those baptized inte lilm to share in Iliis One vioarious Baptism ¢ o o ¢
Primarily, BAPTISIA refers to tho Baptism of Blood on the oross on
our behalf,; but it also refors to the Seorament of that Zaptism in
which &1l who at Christ's oommund are buptized in water inte iis:
name and rise with Him into newnesa of life. In the New Testameont
the Seorament of Baptism and the wicaricus Baptism of Christ are
spoken of so indivieibly that it is impossible to distinguieh what

* has boon dono for us by the Crouss and resurrection and what by the
Sacrament of that Baptiems, It is that union or inseparable relation
which is the wry-mnnﬁ.g of ths Sacrament in which we arc baptised

. with Christ's Baptiam,

" 12, As T, Robiuson, "One Baptism as a Category of New Testanent
Soteriology,” Seottish Jownal of Fheolopy, VI, (Septamber, 1953), 267

J'SI'bi.do. Pe 2684 ;

“ops oites ppe 8-10,

TR =T
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The Interim Report proceeds with its review of "One Baptism" by statings

Vie must speak of the One Baptism as two-folds the Baptism of Blood
on the Cross and the Daptism of the Spirit at Pentecost. Through
the latter the Church is ineorporated into Christ and given to share
in His Ons Baptism. The baptism for all men is realized in the
Churoh through the Baptism of the Spirit, but this Baptism of the
Church is for all men in the sense that at Pentecost the Church is
oomissioned and comseorated to take the Gospel to all greatures.
In that serse the Pentecostal Baptism corresponds to Christ's own
Baptisn in the Jordan, where He was conseorated to the mission of

. the Cross.1b -

A similar view is presented by Vogel, who desoribes baptism as the new
beginning which God makes with the simner, and which involves divine
sonship and incorporation into the body of Christs

the quality of this institutio is determined by the faot that the

inatituting Lord Himsolf underwent a baptism which alone made it

poasible for us to be baptised at all into and in and which is
the basis of the realiiy and truth of our baptism.

Another thought related to the above is presented by Lampe, who be-
lieves that Christisn Baptism means recepticm of the girh of the Holy
8pirit, He asserts that

Christian Baptism is the application to each believer of the Baptism

of Christ as it was consummated and fulfilled in His denth and resure

rection, 7The Christian who has saoramentally died and risen with

Christ to the new life in the Spirit is "anointed in the Nessiah™

upon whom the "unotion" of the Spirit came, and through whom the

Spirit was poured out at Pentecost to make him followsrs yo,« 7o o37
Lampe regards the Baptism of dJohn as an act of prophetio symbolism, not

as an .ﬂ'lue'uiom sacrament for the forgiveness of sins, but he says

wlbid- s Peo 321

1688, Vogel, "The Pirst Sacraments Baptism,” Scottish Jourmal of °
Theology, (M&roh, 1954), VII, 33,

176, w4 B Lampe, The Seal of the Spirit (New York: Longmans, G@.
and Camspany, 1951), pe Ge G Al ) '
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The great event which changed Johammine into Christian Baptism was

e o o the Baptism of Jesus regarded first, as the Synoptists and

the Fourth Gospel both imply, as the foreshadowing and symbolical
suming up of His mission as Son and Servant of God, of His death,
resurrection, and ascension and of the New Covenant to be imaugurated
in these eventa, and, secondly, as an event which prefigured and

made possible the Fentecostal fulfilment, of the anciemt ho!s of a
universal cutpouring ef the Spirit upon the people of God,

lampe agrees that not mly the Baptism of Jasus at the Jordan, but
also His Baptism on the Cross mlnu poasible the bestownl of the Spirit,
and he notes that during the earthly ministry of Jesus

the general outpouring of the Spirit remains an wnfulfilled promise
reserved for the future & ¢+ #« before the saving work of Jesus was
oocmplated, He "spale of the Spirit which they that belisved om Him
wore to receive™ (John 7:139) ¢ « « 80 far as Christ's followsrs were
concerned, therefore, it was the oompleted 8«7risum of His death,
and not merely His Baptism in the fsrdan. which enabled them to re~
ceive the "Holy Bpirit of promises _ ) .

The Interim Report stands in acoord with thim:

Thé Christian rite of Baptism goes baok in origin to the Baptism of
Jesus in water and Spirit at the Jordan, where water-Baptism and
Spirit Baptism were joined together in a umity, therefore determine
ing the nature of Christian Baptism, "Except a man be born of water
and.the Spirit he cannot enter into the Kingdom of God" (Jolm 3:6)
That is the way in which Jeaus in the Fourth Gospel speaks of Bap-
tisms In Him John's Baptiem has been fulfilled and beoome Christian
Brptism, dringing through the Spirit the new birth into the Kingdom
of Gods, Because Iis hour 48 not yet oome, the hour of orucifixion
and glorification; the Spirit is not poured cut, so that sharing by
others in His Baptism walts until the resurrection and Fentecost for
its fulfilimente<V

Disoussing the difference betwsen the Johannine Baptism of the
apmsmmcwmmpmuamm.m-ﬁu
The Johannine rite received a new msaning as soon as the Apostles

lslblda. Pe ”9‘ : )
192b41es Do 41e . - | ;

hoﬂz-. olt., Pe B
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had experienced the ocoming of the Holy Ghost. The Spirit had dee-
scended upon them irmediatelys but the case of their converts was
differents They had to be brought 4o faith in Josus as the Christ
by the apostolic ministry of witness and preaching of the word, and
their union with Christ, attained by faith, is sacramentally mediated
to them by Daptism. : The Baptism of Jesus, as the Servant who makes .
atonement for His pecple, having been ccmpleted in His death and
resurrcotion, those who acoept Him as the Christ are baptised in tho
name of Jesus the Anointed for the remission of sine, By undergoing.
Baptism the new converts come to belong to the Christs they are made
His property, entered in the nmme of the Hossiah as members of His -
pecple; and through their participation in the Anointed they receive
a-share in His anointing, the gift of the Holy Spirit, the sign that
the lesslaunic age has already dawned.2d

81:.111 another interesting facet of the significance of the Baptism
of Josus for ﬂn-htiml' today is the relation it has to an early Chris-
tian practice which lLampe calls a "sealing.® Referring to the phrases .

a— ' 7 .
Br 7 Xaori, Sv & (Ephe 1012-18) gis Apurro? (1L Corinthians 1121)

and £y & (Ephe 4130), Lampe suggests that these are statemeuts re~
garding spiritual anointing, and that

the only rite which is here oontemplated is the Baptism which the
Church dsvived in its earliest days from John and which had been-
transformed in its signifiocance by the baptism, death and resurreo~
tion of Jesus,22 : : :

Referring to the anoient custom of “ohrismation" and oonsigaantion with
the sign or the Cross; lampo maintains that

this edifying pructice sipgnified by the visible sizn ons aspect of
what had been sacramentally effected in Baptisms It translated into
dramatio form the New Testement teaching that in Baptism the believer
is madle a member of Christ and a sharer in His lessianio character so
that the Church can be described in later times by Theophilus of n=
tiooh as the "anointed people”.Zd

“uﬁpé. 9ps olte, Ppe 6l
%2y aupo, The Seal of the Spirit, pe 7
u - ' .

Ibidc. Be !ﬂq
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Near the end of his book, Lanpe says that among some second-century Fathors
the connectien of this spiritunl sealing and the saorament of Baptism had
" beoome so oloie %t thp seal and the rite were .regarded as identioals

The seal was received by the belisver in Baptism because his Baptism
re~enacted Chriat's own Baptism, so that he was enabled to particie
pate symbolically in the spirit's descent at the Jordan, amnd, through
the wadiation of the son of God, toheﬁ.u 1t wore, the divine de-
claration of his own adoptive sonship.

In oonolusion, Lampe says:

Union with Christ and sharing in His Souship (8o far as that is pos=
sible for those who receive it by grace and not by nature) is symbole
ized and seoramentally effected by Baptism which re<enacts the Bap=
tism of Josus in whioh the Spirit deloenggd upon Him, and He was
proclaimed the Son of the divine Father.

The significance of Josus' Baptism .fm-' the Church today receives Y
samewhat different interpretation from Karl Barth, but he cmsiders it
of great importence for a proper wnderstanding of Christisn Baptism. He
desoribes Christian Baptism as being in essence

the representation (Abbild)of a man's remewal through his partiocie
pation by means of the power of the Holy Spirit in the death and .
resurrecticon of Jesus Christ, and therewith the representation of

man's assoolation with Christ, with the qovenant of graoe whioh is 26
concluded and realised in Him; and with the fellowship of His Churoh,

%hat he mm by vepresertntion (Abbild) he explains in this way:

Acoording to Johm 1, the water baptism of John witnesses to the bpe
tism of the Spirit which is to be diresotly acoomplished by Jesus
Christ Himself,  According to the foundation passage Romans 6:5, it
is the Swouwuw (likeness) of His deathe Therefore and in this
sense we ocall baptism & representation,®

“I'bidu'; Pe 8074
28yvides po 518e

”Karl_ﬂa_ﬂh.ﬂw!m of the Churoh Regarding Bapt trange
lated by Ernest A. 'FaT‘m 1t SCH Press, s Pe Je

27Tbid., pe 13
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Barth conneots the Baptis:m of Jesus with Christian Baptism when he says

As Luther ¢ « o And Calvia also believed, it is the Lord who males
wator baptism poworful for repentance and the forzivensss of sins.
He, who moedod not these things, sutmitted to them, thereby setting
forth both what happened on Golgotha and also what happened on
Easter morning, thus declaring Eis solidarity with sinners, Baptism
was theroby mado & living and oxpressive representation of Christ's
high-priestly deoath and resurrections Vhoever now is beptized may
expect lile Him to soe the hoavens openagé to hear the voice of the
Fathor, and to share in the Holy Bpirit.

Aocording to Barth, Josus is now "the Chief Character, the primary and
true Baptiser," who turned Baptism into "somothing powerful, liviag, and
expressive,” and who, by His own "partioipation in it, gave ccamand and
comissions Therein lies the potency of bnpthn."zg Therefore Barth
oonsiders the Baptism of Josus as the trus origin of Baptism, He says: _
The covenant of grace was to be established through Christ's death
and revenled in His resurrections By thus putting Himself already
into the representation that prefigured these things (and aftere
wards into their mirroring)s Jesus Christ “instituted" (eingesetst)
baptism, All the othor passages which ocour to one at this point
== for example, lMatt. 28110 == are to be understood as the ratie
floation end enforcement of the actual "iastitution® of baptisms -
By this testimony to the service He was to render == by this wite -
nessing to Himself as the Suffering Servent of Ismiah 63 and the
Lanmb of God who bears the sins of the world (John 1129f. o§6 Mark
10133, Luke 12150) == Christ made Himself Lord of baptisme
Finally, the Baptism of Jesus has significance for the Church today
in that, as some of the sbove referemces imply, those who recsive Chrise’
tian Baptism receive with it the title "Sons of God" and the gift of the
Holy 8pirits This does not msan that we are sons of God in the same way

that Jesus was and is. His Sanship is the eternal, divine Sonships Ours

28Ibides ppe 17-18.
zplbad-. Pe iﬂ-

301b1d,, pe 18
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is an adoption into God's family., But 1t is through Baptism that this
adoption takes place. Lampe explains this in the comment:

When the completion of the work of Christ made it possible for be-
lievera to be baptised in His name, their baptism corresponded te

His own, except in that it was for remission of sins, As the latter
prefigured Christ's death, so the former locks back to it and appliem
its effionoy to the oonvert who mystically participates in it; as the
latter was the moment of the declaration of sonship, so tho former

is the moment of entry into the status of adoptive sanship; as the
latter took place at a baptism of "all the people™ (Luke 3:21), so
the former is a ssorament of incerporation into the new people of
the lisssiahy and as sonship and the gift of the Spirit are insepars~
bly connected in Christ's baptism, so they are in Christian baptism

v o a the gift of the Spirit camnot be disassociated from the rite

in whioch Christ's death and relurrggﬂon are made pressnt and the
believer is incorporated into him.

Flemington calls attention to the importance that the Baptism of Joe
6us has as the antecedent of Christien Baptism, through which bolisvers
recoive the Spirit and are called sous of God, saying that ™it cam hardly
be acoidental that tme, or both of these two == possession by the Spirit
and the status of being sons of God == are connscted closely with the rite
of Christian baptism in several passages in Acts and in the Epistles."52
The Interim Report also lists mmerous New Testament passages (eegs, John
14:28; Aots 2132f3 1 Peter 1:2; Rome 131f.j Ephs 1117g 414-63 II Thes, 2
13fe5 and Rom, 811f.) and then males this observatiom

Y¥ost of them have & reference to Baptism, and speak of God as aoting
upon us by His Spirit in Christ in whom we are given the Spirit of
Sonshipe. That teaching would appear to go back to the Baptism of
Josus Christ in the Jordan, where the Vord of the Father is heard
addressing Him as the Son ¢ » » and where the Spirit of God descends
upon Him sealing Him as the S8on sent by the Father « ¢« ¢« « Thus the
commission by the Risen Christ, to baptise in the name of the Father,
Son, and the Holy Spirit, ocarries a reference back to Christ's owmn
Baptism in the Jordane Christ Himself had promised that the Father
would send the Spirit in the name of (ENOHOMATI) the Sen (Jokn 142
26)e After the Baptisu of Christ that is the norm of all Baptism,

.
f

511.-::;:3-. "Baptisma in the New Testament," ppe 168+69s

32;, F4 Flonington, The New Teotament Dootrine of Baptism (Londems
B¢ Ps Cu Ky, 1953)' Pe ggq
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8o that Baptism into Christ is also Baptism which involvos the come
ing of the Spirit from the Father in the name of the Son.58

Robinson also relates our position as lcul-' of God to the Baptism of
Jesus when he declares that in Ephe 116~6, "our fadoption as sons through
Josus Christ' is assooisted with the grace "freely bostowed o us in the
Beloved,'" and he suggests that "the choice of this title for Christ
(found only here in the Pauline writings) may again indicate that the
groumd of our sonship rests in the baptism of Jesus.” le looks at it
this ways

The assoolation at the baptism of Josus of the gift of the Spirit

with the declaration of Sonship is the ground of the oonnexion bee

tween Christian baptism, the Spirit, and cur adoption as sons (Gal,

85126-4173 ofs Rome B31d4=16) o » ¢ ¢ Christian baptism simply re-

produces in the life of the Christian the one m&tm of Jesus bew

gun in Jordan snd comploted in the Resurrectioms

In supplying the above references, we did not mean to imply in every case
that the inte_rpreht.tm of the respective sources is in complete acoord
_with the Lutheran dootrines Nor did we mean to suggest that where there
is a difference, we should adopt a new interpretation. But we have ate
tempted to sunmarise some of the inferences which may be drawm from the
Baptism of Jesus, and wish te state that in cur opinion the Baptism of
Jesus and its significance in our Christian life and in the teaching of

~ the Chnroh deserves far more attention then we have given it.
The Bignificance of the Baptism in Other New Testamont Passages

Perhaps scme would Say that the Baptism of Josus has not received

®0pe oites pe 6
$pobingon, Ops 0ites ppe 262-63¢
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much emphasis in tho Few Testament, although Peder refers to it in Aots
121 and 10:38.. Ve beliove, however, that several othoer passages contain
at least an indirect reference to the Dapbism of Josus, snd that thoso
passagos also emphasize the aignificnnoe wﬂ& the Baptiem of Jesus should
have for us today. Ve bolieve .thp.t luoix pésugeu a8 Phil, 2:6-5. Gal. 414,
and iieho H15w8) 7128 and 1059 help us to understand why Jesus was baptised,
end how [lis Baptiem i3 related to His entire redemptive work, with its
olimax in the .'B;.pti-ﬂn;' on the Cross.

Acoording to \Tn.orh:l.a. "oy outmissicn to Joln's baptism Jesus thus
synbolically deolared His uoeepta.nce' (mmiy speaking) of that vicari~
ous principle upon which, according to the New Testament, His ministry '
and doath actually resteds"™° John Gibuon comtrasts: the approach of o
sus to John's Baptism with the approach of oﬂmr peoplel

By baptism Johm apenod the dcor of thamK:Lngdom From 'I:hci:l.ldo!-

ness of sin the people entered it as subjectss from the seclusion of

private life Jowns entered it as King end Priest. They come under -

& vow of obedience unto iim; Hoenaseunderamotobodimno\mto

death, even the death of the Cross.
* In the early apostolic proaching, the birth, infancy, childhood of Jesus
and Eis yeora of obscurity received 1little attentien, and so, acoording |
to Boumsn, “the event at the Jordon when Jesus was boptised formed the |
starting point of apostolic preaching, as the declsive turning point of

His oareers"37 It shows us the willingnoss of Jesus to oconform o and

3BJohn We Voorhis, "The Baptism of Jesus and His Sinlessness,” The
_E.!Esglim tﬂl‘lz. VII. (1955). 43,

56John Mmre Gibson, The Gospel of Ste Matthow (New Yorks Ae Ce
Armstrong and Son, 1896), Ps 504

37Hervert Bowman, “The Baptism of Christ with Special Referance to
the Gift of the Spirit." Concordia Theological lonthly, XXVIII, Se
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‘o follow the will of His Father, "to fulfill all rightecusness,” and
therefore .Bounan cnuolndan I '

All that our incarncte Lord .di.d wes on act of total obedience to the

Father's will. So Christ msde Himself of no reputatim, and took
upon- Himegelf the form of o servanbtymd lmbled Hingelf, and becans
obedient, yoa, obediont unto death, even the death of the oross.

Chriat's submission to John's buptism meant for Ifim, -therefors, the .

performence of a necessary part of Iliis redemptive work, a part of

His gotive obedience, waich included the dutiful submission- to all -

that God asked of man,39 :
To this, Botmn sddl an mtamsting roo'b-note, which reads 1n pnrts

In the words ohedienoo l.nd ‘suhni.sal.on 1s expressed the double
aspoot of our Lord's:total obediences All of it was "sotive" in
the sense of a oonsclous, wﬂl:l.ng perfomnco of the duties the
Father gave Rimj all of it was "passive” in the sense of thesgeol:;
nmresiat:ing surrender of the Son to the Faﬂur'l direction,

The .passage wh.toh m&.‘l.a'haly ocnos to mind. and to Ihioh Bouman and Gib=

son n.:l.:l.ude. is Fhil, 316-9.

Is it goingtbomtﬂprewe -ﬂmtﬂt. P.u:.mmnmath.mpﬁm'
of Jesus when he wrote that Ghrlst "hook upon Him the ;t'om of a servent,
and was made in the likeness of mens nndbei.ngfmmdinfuhi.muamn..
he humbled Himself, and becams obadlent unto death, even the death of the
oross™? If there is an nnunlon'hnro h"ﬁl_‘:; Bupﬂu!of Jesus, then also
the next verse may hint at Christian Baptisa as 1t is applied to mankind.

"That mr,y Imee should bow" and that “every tongue should confess that

Jesus Christ is Lord® oould possibly be & reflection of part of the forw

mila used at the beptism of Christiens in the early Church. We realize

selbidnp. Pe B»
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that the passage speaks.of the exaltation of Christ as Lord: over all oree
ation and aduit that the Baptimm could not be applied o "things in hoae
- ven" and to "thinge under the earth", . But we ask nevertholesss Would it
be wrong to see here a reference to Christisn baptism, as an evidence of
the importance it holde in Christian feith? And would it be wrong to
gi'«.m pralse to Christ as Lord, who onos was baptized as a man, and thus
publioly began His work as the Servant of God? We think not. We believe
that here this im a reference (indirect at least, if not direct) to the
Baptism of Jesus, and to the s:lgniﬂm;-hloh His Baptism has for us,
‘Ons objeoticn which might be raised to this view is the comsideration

that in Fhil.217 St Paul uses e word Jowfos. for "servant® rather than
Ty « The latter would be & parallel to the words spoken by the heae
venly Volos at the Baptism of Jesuse But we believe we may safely dise |
regard that objections- For ane tiing, there sppears to be a parallel |
here to what happened when Jeaul eame to be baptiseds Ve may distinguish
the incarnation as the -beginning of llis humiliation from His baptimm, -
where He publioly and voluntarily indicated His readiness to obey the will
of the Father. Lemski h'nnlhha the olauu év o,wocw,wure v waﬂwr
r:voﬂmf "when he got £o be in men's 1ikeress"; and he renders poopdrv fool
Aoy /_!-clé'wr with "he took a slave's form.” He coments: "The (former)
olause is temporal. Paul olearly distinguishes 'gob to be in men's lile=
noss? (the Qoamtton) rrm Yook a lia'v:e‘l i‘orm' (the humiliatien)e
| Both are aiml'bamoul, but thn two are not identiulo Yot even thmgh
the muiation is aimltaneous with the inoarnn.tion. this does not neo-

'40p, lﬁnsu’ The In'herpre'htion L S‘b. Paul's Epist to the Gale
atians, Epbesims, ﬁw" Ex;.—..m—u Fe760,
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ossarily mean that all phases of the humiliation m sixultaneous, and
therofore we believe that this passage has upaoifio meaning in the light
of Josus'! Baptisme As we have seen,.at [is Deptism Jesus publicly entere
od ilis Lessianio ministry, The relation of this passage to that fact 11;5
in His 'ha.lcing the form of a servant or slaves Althoupgh Lenski does not
rofer to the Bapiism, he does says "When Christ desus became man he took
8 alave's form ¢ » o ¢ 4n order $o fulfill his office on earth™! (cur

emphasis). We find that Iomld.'l ommnt l-ﬁwfa; is also very help:ml.
Di.aauuing the !nm:l.l:l.at:lon. or. a8 ba puh ﬂ: the ®lowering™ of Christ,
he ocommentass .

Thias lowering was %in that he got to be obedient! down to a point

8o extreme that it goos even far beyond the miramcle of his assuming
our human nature, Here we see the cometation of t:e word doJAos -
"slave®; it is_ in the adjoctive "obedient", Yet the idea of a forced
obodience is removed alroady by "he lowered himself", this is volun= -
tary obedience. Isaiah who pioturcs the kessiah as the great 'Ebed
Yahwoh!, piotures also his death as that of a slaughtercd sheep; but
Ttrx"ommuy rendored this Hebrew word, not with doulos, but
withmaTs, Yservent!, which the apostles retein when quobing the pro=
phet. May we say tha:b God did not makes Christ a sleve but that Christ
m:useu' did that? A slove's mark is obedience to the extent of not

his o wills This strong word is hore uscd in paradoxical -

Mhtom Ly his own will Christ geve up his will by the acme of vole *
. . untariness in descendirg to the croass *Slave! matchos 'oroas' for
: whon slaves were esxscuted they wore fieds For this reason

'slave'! is here used and not 'servunt'

But evon more li{;nlficmt for our lugguﬁ.m is the omi.ary'hhh
Aas Be Bruce. gives ue 1n the proruo or hh 'book. The Bumiliation of Christ,
Bmco refom to thn v:lm propomded on Phil. zcs-u in Resch's A .&EEE.'

- and daolaresl ;

4r11des po 7816
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The views I refer to ccour in' the exoursus on the Syrian Baptismol .
Liturgy of Sevorus, in comnection with a group of upooryphal saye
Ings concerning Christ's baptism (Agrapha Apokryphon 6, ppe 367s. ..
872)y To this Liturgy Resohe attaches considerable importance, as,
although of late date (sixth:century) and containing apooryphal elee
wonts, a lso proserving scme fragments of the original evangelic tra=
dition; as embodied in the Urevanczelium, the lLozia of Matthew, the
no longer existing mource of muc material preserved in the
Synoptic Gospelass. Among the pemiine.elements ke reckons certain 5, 5
words asoribed to the Baptist in the narrative of the baptism of Jeo~
sus givon in the Liturgys 'In the Latin.verzion of the edition of
the Liturpy (Fabrious Boderiamus, Antwerp, 1572) the passage is as
follows: At 1lle dixits Fleri non potost ut rapinam assumam, ex
“Ehe TTte to Jee
It

prossing the reluotance of the ba ) ater

. suse The important word, it will be seen at oncey is iname
recalls the ctyppmwer of Phils 216, The tws words, or idea’
they express, are suppesed to come from one source, the record of
the baptism given in the Logia of the Apostile latthew.4d

In reviewing this almost fantastioc possibility, Bruoce continueas:

Aocording to Resche, St. Paul lmew the Logia, and has made fregquent
quotations from it in his Epiatles; espocially in the Epistles to the
Bphesionses This is an important position .if it can be established,
and the evidence adduced by the author of A: doserves careful - .
oonsiderations In partioular, Resche is opinion that in Fhil.
216=11 the apostle gives a sumeary view of the life of Jesus from
His baptism in ths Jordan to the asosnsion, based on the account in
the U; 1lium, and that he is eapecially indsbted to that source
for ﬁ remarkable idea expressed by the word o 7«ppwdie The hye ..
pothesis is that the Baptist first employed such a word to express
his cense of the inocongruity involved in baptiaing Jesuss == it
would be robbing Jesus of the glory with which by the descent of the
Spirit eand the tranafiguration of His body (oconoceived to have pree
ceded the baptism) He had been invested. Then St, Faul, having

the events at the baptism in view, as reported in the primitive Gos=
pel; transferred the idea to Christ Himself in this sense: while
aware that ti:e phenomena connected with the baptiem and preceding it,
the descent of the Spirit and the light radiating from His transfipg-
ured person signified that He was "equal to God" e= divine, never-
theless He was rosolved to acoomplish His work not in the "form of
God," but in the "form of a servant," snd therefore at the begimning
was baptized, and at the end orucifieds And as long as the Baptist's
word about the rapina was remembered, the apostle's word about the
“'ﬂ'df,ﬂ;’ was understoods But when the original Gospel dissppeared,

434 1exandor Balnain Bruce, "Prefuce to the Fourth Giition", The
Humiliation of Christ (Edinburghy Te & Ta Clark, fifth editiom, 1900),
Pe Vil Do
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+ ¢ +the trus exsgesis of Phil., 2:6 was lost, and "in place of a vivid .
oonooption of the historical Chriat and His first entrance om pube
1io life at the Jordan, a uiakly kenotic esteblished itself on an
wgrammatical folsting of the i[" itnc(m; as subjeot of the pas«-

Buge, and a dogyna.tining exaros d even further from the .

origi.m]. sonse,”

Bruoe dooa not foel. ﬁmver, that the vi.ew proponod by Resche is uuep’a-
eble, nl‘bhwgh he concedes that "'bho rel'briotim of the sphere of Christ's
llalf-!nm:l.l.:lat:lm to His publio ministry on earth, beginning with H!.l bap-
tism, one oanmdsrutand. Omoun-m!mng:lm ﬂnAputloPml- e
omﬁning his presentation of the theme within these 11m:m."“'5 But then
he sets forth his own view, in opposition to Reach, and says:s "I belisve
that 8ts Paul extends the self«humiliation of Christ into the pre-sarthe
ly state, and repards lis being born into this world as the first act in
the sublime drama,™6 We agree that the self-lmmiliation of the Bon of -
God does extend into His inoarnation, but to extend it to “the pre-earthe
1y state” would seem to suggest the humiliation of the divine nature also,
and that we cammot approve. We suggest that Ste Paul 1s thinking of the.
Baptism, and refors to it at least indirectly when he says that Jesus
*Hunbled Himeelf and beomms cbedient unto desths”

Ve mrthamro beliove that our luggosti.m has mri.'b bemo of the
words popdhv doofov Affey and the relationship of Jovos to the term 7w
gta’r? # Ve soe ﬂlll' relationship -nm clearly in the light of the con=
ments by Jerentiss After oiting certain passages in Acts (3113,25; 4127,
30) whers the tom. mit; Geww 1n i;-od es & title of Jesus, Jeremias oontends

W ; L
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that this term has o very anclent origine He addsst "It nay be presumed
that the description of Jesus ng w7 M 1ics Behind yeb other New Teae
tamont paass.ges."‘,"' fo then denemstrates in .iom doteil that in lark 1:
11 and parallels the term iy fvis & title of Jesuss He writoss - -

The hypothesis that the voice at the baptism was originslly purely -
an acho of Isas 42:1 is supported by seversl considerations. First,
the heavenly volee, Mark 1l:1l, is obviously meant to explain the :
impartation of the Spirit (lark 1:110) as a fulfillment of Soripture

e « a« v Second, when the text of tho divine declaration at the
baptismand the transfiguration wavers between xyerarsy (Hark 1s

11 par., 917 pare Hatt 17¢6 and Luke 9156, II Pete 1:17) and tx/e-
/’sg,wéwa; (inko 93135), we presumably have variations in the transe
lation of 77T 1se 42:1, which is sumetimes.rondered by Bx/ecras
(13X, fand@), sometimos by kyemnros - (Untbe 12118)e’ Third, in .
John 1:34 the hoavonly voice £t the boptism, accerding to tie supe-
posed oldest text + » o 15 glven in tho words obros Zeriv & Iedexres
798 Geo? o But 'tle ohosen of God' is a messionic desipgnation ccme
ing from Is. 2231 o o ¢ John 1:34 shows very plainly timt the bap-
tismel declaration origimnlly muet huve been a consistent quotation
from Is. 42:1¢ If thet is correct, then 4t would be omfirmed that
the designation of Josus as fis A¢6% belongs to a very old (pre=iiare
can) layer of the tradition.

The point that Joremins wants to establish is that ths keavenly volice at
the baptisn of Jesus wus a vefereuce to Is. 42:1 bnly. and not to Pss 237,
where the word viof ocours, and so he adds this footwnotes

The eorsequences which result from this are extracrdinarily fare
reachinge It msars not morely that- the voice at Baptism hos nothing
to do with kingly enthronement, adeption, etos.but that there arises
above. all the question whether the 7xis 427 predication doss mnot
pley an essentinl part in the emorgence of t{‘m mossisnia title 4 vios -
705 ¢ which was unknown to late Judaism,®d .

Disoussing the possibility that as e description of Josus, the tern 7aiy

¢

47, deremiss snd We Zimuerli, The Servant of God (Vaperville, Ille: -

As Re Allenson, Ince, 1957)s Pe 80s
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fse7 moans: originally *servant of God® and not-'ohild of God', Jeremlas
noteg that eithe;- interpretation makes the title one of honory but to
show its distinct usage when uppl:ied to Jesus, he declares:

7«5 Bsco s -however, in the 0ld Testament and in late Judaisma, was
at no time a title of the liessiah, but ocours without excoption as
o mossianie designation only in the form 'my servent' of divine dise
course; whereas in Aots, as the posaossive pronouns chow (’his' == .
Acts 3:15,56; "thy' esrvant == 4127,30), servant of God is a title
of Jesuse .Thus 7«7 F¢/7 as a messianic title caxmot have been
transforred to Jesuse In that case so mich the more important are
the assoolations of the dosignation of Jesus as 7«7y F#4° with Deute
Isss to be found not merely in the form of ggoh'bim. but also of
reforence, (here he includes Phil, 216-11).

On the relation of Fhil, 216-11 to Is. 53, Jeremias seys:

The oomneotion . o ¢ booomes plain as soon as it is recognizod that
not the LXX but the Hebrow text of Iss 53 is used; even the use of
doides (instesd of 7475) loses its strangeness when it is recognised
thot we have here a direct rendering of the Hebrew (Is. 52:113),

The decisive proof of the connexion of Fhils 216=-11 with Iss 53 1lies
in the fact that the expressiomm dwurov 2kfvweer (Fhile 217), ate
tosted nowhore else in the Greek and grammatiocally extremely harsh,
is en exact rondering of TWDI. .. . T T (Iss 53112)s Apart
froa other vorhal echoes, allusion 16 Ise 63 1o to be seen further
in the antithesia of extremo meookness and axaltation, in the wille 51
- ingness to be humbled .and in the mention of obedienco and of death.™

¥s also supplies an ﬁpcrtant foo‘b-no'ba .lu-n'o to explain {xfywerev s dn
which he scys: " S'T_r"??{f]' means to ‘exposs’, 'to pour out', "empty')
Kevoor it dm:l.n tho dregs’, '%o pour out generously's The use of Is,

63112 shows that the expressiom implies the surrender of life, not the

keonosis of the inoamtion."sz To "surrender 111'0"-mm. of oourse, to

diees But when we recnll that the Baptism of Jesus pointed forward to His
Daptism on tho_ Cross, we again feel that here, too, we have reason to

60rbide, pa.86s
6l1pids, pe 97s
521hid,
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suggest that the Philipplans® passage refers to.His.Baptism, where He
gave public toa.lt..'tznony.thu.t s was surrendering fis 1life %o the will of God,
Ve note also the oonclusion .of Robinaon, . who s2es a dsfinite link
botweon Phil, 2 and Is, 63. He calls attention to various r;ntma,whi.eb
Socem parallel in both passapes, and thon climaxes his remarks with this
statements : ' '

The most remarkable perallel is one that hns not apparemtly been re-
cognizod, becauss it does not lie on the surface. Faul hes used a,
vory peculiar parsse to oxpress the voluntary acceptance of nmilia~
tion by Christ, viz.,"he emptied himeelf," and then, after t hree
participial oclouses « s o the phrase is either parclleled or oon=
tinued in a more familiar one, The nmbled himsdlf, beocming obedie
ent unto death.!. Inthaﬂobmtoxtorlnsmla,mﬂndthow
phrase Paul here u!ed; *Ho emptied hLimself to death,” and "Hs let .
himsolf be humbled." ©this would suggest. that Paul was not 'l:h:l.nking
primarily of the Incarnation; but. of the Crucifixion, which is much
more characteristic of his general thought and that the partioipial
olauses which refer to the luman 1ife were inserted (in the. Apoat].e's
parenthetic woy) to bridre the gap betweon the pre-existent - .. .
state of zlory end the lmmili.aticn of the Crosa. dJosus, in faot, , |, .
became the Servant of God on earth in order to empty out Himself to.
decth, end the XKenosis was properly 1-'19.1; of the Crucifixiom, though
naturally involving the Incarmation,%®

And to that we add: and involving very specifioally His Baptiem}

If our suggestion is acosptable, then is it not likely also that the
lew Tostament may oomtaln other passages which at least implioitly allude
to the Baptism of Jesus? Another passngch vhich. ceuos _'Ep_ mind is Gal. ' :
4= whioh readss "But when the time had fully come, God sent forth His
Son, bora of women, horn under the law, to redeem thiose. who were untior
the law, so we might receive adoption as suns,” The significant phrase
here is. “bern under the Lew" ( Jr:w’;uewv Swo vé’,wov )s Although the

635, Tﬂweler Pobinson, The Cross in the Old Testumont (Londons SCU
Prena, 1985). PPDe 104-6.
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Incarnation implies that as Man, Josus was subject to the Law, we recall

His willingness at His boptism to "Pulfill all rizhtecusness.” Ve theree .

fore esk: Could not also this passage in Gals bo a veiled reference to
that willingness? Tho quostion seems vory spprepriate here in view of
the context, which 1s londed with baptisrmal references. Ve are told in

3:87_1;!1»1; "as many of you as wore baptised into Christ have put on Christ.”

In Gale €16 we read, "And because you are sons, God has sent the Spirit
of his Son into our hearts," We believe this applies ths ssme results to
our baptism as resulted in the oase of the Baptism of Jesus: the sending
of the Spirit and the title of sonships. In our cﬁe, of course, sonship
is one of adoptions But wo feel that this parmllel between the Baptimm
of Jesus and our own is important as evidenoe for the significance of lis

Baptism for us. It is unfortunate that in Gal, 3126, the King James ver-

sicn translates "Ye aro all the 'ochildren of God'™, thus missing the

point of sonship thers oxpressed by the Greesk, which readss m!"’ﬂ} ’c\lf

vioi Hedd frre ¢ Tharefore also this passage in Galatians may be
loadod with far more memming than many have reelised, ‘e feel that Boue
man also gives us roason for sugresting an indirect reference to the Bape
tisn here whem he writes: |

Ve must remember that, especially in the prophecies of Isaish, the
Yessioh is pictured as the Servant of Jehovah ¢ » ¢ ¢ This implies
. a consclous and complote submission. The Father sent forth His Son
. (Cal. 414, &§ arrdererdry 1ike en apostle) on a speoifio mission,
And the Son, in ocmplete harmony of purpose with the Father, acoepte
ed the asasipnment ¢ ¢ o ¢« All the facts of the :I.nearnntionaml“
humiljation are involved with this mission and total submissions

%m. -.22- 21_2." Pe Be S got s
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Another. statement by St« Paul which may includs an allusion’ to the
Baptien of Josus, as we sce it, 1s in Rom, 8:3-%, whore we road that .
"Sod has dome what the law, weakened by tho flesh, oould not dos sending
his om Son in the likeness of sinful flesh, and for sin, he condermed
8in in the flesh, in ordor that the just requirement of the law might be
fulfilled in us.” Here:lgain we feel that Paul had in mind the entire
nission of Christ, ‘inicluding lis Daptism, where Jesus salds "Thus it is
fitting for us to fulfill all rightecusnsss” (Matt 3116)s The word "fule
£111" srAnpsov 4a the sme word usod here, and although the rest of verse
¢ acens to refor to the beliaver's mlr 1ifo of sanctification, we suggest
that Rome 814 ;ay also allude to the vicarious mature of Christ's Baptism,
in waich He fulfilled all'rizhtocusness for wse: =~ .

Finally, we suggest that lebs 10:5-T de otusidered as & pouible
referance to the Baptism of Jesusy The passage readsi

Consequently, whon Christ osme into the werld, he said,. "Sacrifices '

and offerings thou hast not desired, but a body bast thou prepared.

for mes in burnt oiferin;s and sin-oiforings thou hast taken no

pleasures Thon said I,'Lo, I have come to do thy will, O God', as

it is vrr:l.ﬁ;mo.[‘m in the roll of the book." .
Based on Fie 40:15 the passage is here related to the High Priestly Of-
fice of Christ. But at what othor point in the 1ife of Jesus oould we
find such a specifis deolaration from Mim that He came to do God’s will
s we find at His Baptisa?! Passeges suoh as John 5150, 6138, 8129 and
the prayer of Jesus in Gethsemsns "not what I will, but what thou wilt"
(iark 14136) may oume to mind, but, certainly the public bogiuning of: His
ministry, which took pladé at His Baptism, seems to be echoed in these

words in Hebrewss The will.of God for Jesus meant, finally, as liebs 108
10 shomp, that Ho give Jlia body as the one perfect sacrifice for the sin
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of the world, but agnin, the Beptism points forward -to the Cross. .Specke
ing en this po.:;t:lcular pnf.nga. Albort Darnes ovments -that the clause
"to do Thy wili; O God," o .
expreosscs tho amouat of all that the Redcener came to do. llo came
to do the will of God (1) by perfeot obedience te his law, and (2)
by amoking on atonemont for sim == bocoming fobediont unto deuth!,
(Pil. 2:8)e The latter is the principal thought here, for ths apo=
stle is showing that sacrifico and offoring such &s were wade under
the law could not put eway sing, and that Christ came in ooutrudiags
tinotion from them to make u sacrifice that would be efficacious.
We alsc call attenticn to Westoott, who says that these words "are not: to
be oonfincd to the. moment of the Inoarnationm though they found thoir come
Plete fulfillment thone They apply to oach munifestation of Christ in .-

the realm of hvman -1.1..1‘9."56 That would obvicusly ix-zcludn Hin Baptisme .
Conclusion

After considering the above material, we conclude that it should
be evident that the Baptism of Jesus has great significance, ¥Fe belisve
it was important to Him, in His human -nnture. as He began His Messianic,
redomptive worke We maintain tk;at 1t should be important for us today,
and regrot that often 1% receivos only little attentions We do mot thik
1t 1a possible to comceatrate the ull significance of Jesus' Baptism in
capsule form, and to isy in one bri.ef Qaﬁtencel "this is what 1t meang.”
¥ie beliove that thore are many facets to it, nnd that to see the ﬁll

significunce, one must learn to lknow and appreciate each facet for its.

55A1be.rt Barnes, H%a on the Epistle to the Hebrews (Now Yorks
Herper and Brothers,. ? Do .

B85rooke Fo;ﬂ Westoott, The Epistle to the Hobrews (Grand Rapids:
¥%illiam B, Lorduans Nblilhhﬂmeaw, s De 0%

-




148
ovm ccatrioution to the overall picture, Cortainly the Dapiism of Jesus:
vas an act of obedionoces Lut it was much moro then thate Yo believe
thet in tie heawouly Volce, there is a deﬁ.nite counection with the
Iselenic prophecies of the Servint of God, and tuat at iis Bnpiﬂ sz, Jesul
camé and be,;un pu'blicly to carry out His niuvsion as that »ervant of G-od.
And so0 we agrce ‘-iith Cullmann, thet in jlis Beptiem at the Jordp.n Jesus
enterod publicly on the wey that oul:ninn:bed in fiis Beptism cn the Cross,
where as thaSorW;'nut of the Lord and ths holy Lamb of God, He gave Hin-
self ac the perfect Sacrifice to take away the sin of the worlds And
becauso lie was thus bapiized, and later diod for us und rose again, our
baptisnm has wast significance for us in that it cleanses us from sin, im=
parts to us the Spirit of GCod, and conveys to us the adoption as sans of
God,
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