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INTRODUCTION1

“And Peter opened his mouth and said, Of a truth I perceive that
God is no respecter of persons: but in every nation he that feareth him,
and worketh righteousness, is acceptable to him” (Acts 10:34-35).
These were not easy words to speak for the Jewish fisherman turned
apostle of Christ. His entire culture and training opposed the opening
words of his sermon to Cornelius and those with Cornelius. But, the
faithful apostle was now doing what just days before was unthinkable.
He was entering into the house of a Gentile and preaching the Gospel
of Christ to Gentiles.

Most of us are familiar with the events of Acts 10. We know of
Cornelius’ great character, as described by the inspired writer and his
faithful account of the words of the angel who appeared to Cornelius.
The vision of Peter on the housetop of Simon the tanner is also familiar
to us. And, we are aware that these events had a focused action—the
preaching of the Gospel to the Gentiles and their conversion. We see in
this chapter the voyage of Peter’s understanding concerning the
Gospel—it was for Jew and Gentile alike. And, he was God’s chosen
mouthpiece on this occasion. Peter understood, and Peter preached.

As Peter was preaching the Gospel, he and those with him were
amazed at the events happening before their eyes. His sermon was
interrupted when those Gentiles received “the gift of the Holy Spirit”
(10:45). Luke’s record says:

While Peter yet spake these words, the Holy Spirit fell on all
them that heard the word. And they of the circumcision that
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believed were amazed, as many as came with Peter, because that
on the Gentiles also was poured out the gift of the Holy Spirit.
For they heard them speak with tongues, and magnify God. Then
answered Peter, Can any man forbid the water, that these should
not be baptized, who have received the Holy Spirit as well as
we? And he commanded them to be baptized in the name of
Jesus Christ. Then prayed they him to tarry certain days (Acts
10:44-48).

Peter had learned the lesson from his vision on Simon’s housetop.
He contemplated the meaning of the vision and concluded that men of
every nation were acceptable to God. That is, the Gospel was to be
preached to all and each one had the opportunity of obeying the Gospel
of Christ and being saved. The lesson learned was now emphasized by
the fact that the Gentiles had received the Holy Spirit just as the Jews
had. But, the other apostles and brethren in Jerusalem did not share in
this vision, nor did they witness the outpouring of the Holy Spirit on
Cornelius and his household.

When Peter returned to Jerusalem, the Christians of Jewish back-
ground [all of them in Jerusalem at the time] contended with him—
“Thou wentest in to men uncircumcised, and didst eat with them” (Acts
11:3). To the Jewish mind this was a severe charge. Jews viewed
themselves as the chosen of God and the Gentiles as foreign to the
promises of God. This Jew/Gentile distinction caused many problems
in the early church. Answering this charge, Peter explained the events
of Joppa and Caesarea in order—the Joppa vision, the angelic instruc-
tion to Cornelius, and the outpouring of the Holy Spirit on the Gentiles.

A simple reading of the text emphasizes that Cornelius and his
household received the baptism of the Holy Spirit. That Cornelius
received the baptism of the Holy Spirit does not conflict with any New
Testament passage, rather it is consistent with all the passages which
relate to this subject. However, not all brethren share in this conclusion.
Some have concluded that Cornelius and his household received an
outpouring of the Holy Spirit but not the baptism of the Holy Spirit.
This discussion is not new. And, it must be noted that some very fine
Bible scholars have understood this text differently. As he reviewed an
article in another journal, Alexander Campbell included a note on the
baptism of the Holy Spirit, saying:

The Christian Watchman, as quoted in the Christian Index, for
July 1839, has given us a good article on “the baptism of the
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Holy Ghost.” It is now admitted that this was the impartation of
miraculous gifts on the Apostles, and that no one since that day
has been baptized by the Holy Spirit. The article ends with this
grave and pertinent advice:—“We would respectfully and kindly
ask them” (who pray for themselves or others to be baptized with
the Holy Spirit) “if they had not better omit them,” (such
prayers,) “as long as there is ground to fear that in using them
they are guilty of the presumption of supplicating Jehovah for
the miraculous powers of the Apostles.” The writer of this article
is incorrect in admitting this baptism to be confined to the day of
Pentecost. The first Gentile converts in Cornelius’ house were
also subjects of it. Thus we have lived to see one of our most
obnoxious tenets, without note or comment, adopted by two of
our most popular journals.2

Brother Foy E. Wallace, Jr. held the opposite view—i.e., that
Cornelius did not receive the baptism of the Holy Spirit. He wrote:

The bearing of the conversion of Cornelius on the subject of the
Holy Spirit baptism has been much discussed, with the generally
prevailing idea that Cornelius was the recipient of Holy Spirit
baptism. A study of what Holy Spirit baptism was, the purpose
of it and the power it imparted, will substantiate, I believe, my
own conviction that the manifestation of the Holy Spirit at the
house of Cornelius, as recorded in the tenth and eleventh
chapters of Acts, was not Holy Spirit baptism.3

Others have also written on the subject. Roy Lanier, Sr. penned:
“We have one other recorded case of the baptism in the Holy Spirit,
that of Cornelius and his house.”4 Franklin Camp equated the pouring
out of the Spirit on the apostles with the pouring out of the Spirit on the
Gentiles and declares both to be in fulfillment of Joel’s prophecy. He
also emphasized that all miraculous activity of the New Testament era
was in fulfillment of the same prophecy. However, he draws a
connection between the activities of Acts 2 and 10 as equal events.5

These are brethren of high regard. One position is right and the
others are wrong. However, on this subject the error is not an error
which brings division but is an error in understanding the working of
God in a past event. This discussion does not include the promotion of
present day baptism of the Holy Spirit and related errors. That is a
discussion for another time and opportunity. While the former
difference of understanding should never breach our fellowship, the



Greg Weston 369

latter includes teaching and practicing error which does cause a breach
of fellowship.

In this study, let us first consider the reasons for concluding that
Cornelius did receive the baptism of the Holy Spirit and then evaluate
arguments opposing that view. The main body of material will close
with the statement of a problem with the opposing view, i.e., that
Cornelius did not receive the baptism of the Holy Spirit. The reader
will find, with this organizational structure, that there is some repetition
of material. This is necessary in order to answer the questions which
arise. I trust the repetition will be of value in learning rather than an
annoyance in reading.

CORNELIUS RECEIVED HOLY SPIRIT BAPTISM
The baptism of the Holy Spirit the apostles received is recorded in

Acts 2. This event was marked by a great sound, as of the rushing of a
mighty wind, and tongues like as of fire sitting on each of them. In
addition, when the people came together as a result of these phenomena
they heard the apostles speaking of the mighty works of God in foreign
languages, or tongues identified as the native languages of those
present. While we acknowledge that the wind and fire were not noted
in Cornelius’ case,6 the accompanying ability of magnifying God by
speaking in tongues was present. This ability was not present with any
person in the New Testament except for those baptized in the Holy
Spirit or those who had received the Holy Spirit through the laying on
of the apostles’ hands (Acts 8). Since there is no evidence of Peter
laying hands on Cornelius and those with him, the events of this text
match those of Acts 2 rather than the actions of Acts 8. Acts 2 is the
record of the apostles being baptized with the Holy Spirit. These similar
details lead to the conclusion of the same divine event—men received
the baptism of the Holy Spirit. The apostles received this baptism on
Pentecost and Cornelius received it in Caesarea later.

In addition to this point, the inspired writer wrote: “[T]he Holy
Spirit fell on all them that heard the word” (Acts 10:44). Of this same
event, he said: “[O]n the Gentiles also was poured out the gift of the
Holy Spirit” (Acts10:45). The same event was described in two
different, but synonymous, senses: “fell” and “poured out.” The
description of this event removes it completely from the idea of
receiving the Holy Spirit by the laying on of hands, like the receiving
of the Spirit [spiritual gifts] in Samaria (Acts 8). So, either we have a
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third setting in which the Holy Spirit was “poured out” upon humanity,
or we have the same action described in Acts 2. Peter equated this event
with that which they had received. He specifically said the Gentiles
received the Spirit “as well as we” (Acts 10:47). Since Peter accepted
that this was an account of persons being baptized in the Holy Spirit,
so should we. As these points are noted in the account of the outpour-
ing of the Spirit on Cornelius, further evidence is found in Peter’s
explanation to the Christians in Jerusalem who rebuked him for going
in to the Gentiles.

When he returned to Jerusalem, Peter was charged with entering
into the house of a Gentile by those Christians who had come out of
Judaism. Peter rehearsed the events and then explained that as he began
to speak: “[T]he Holy Spirit fell on them, even as on us at the begin-
ning” (Acts 11:15). Peter had only one reference for them to consider
in comparing the action of the Holy Spirit “falling” on the Gentiles.
This reference was the Holy Spirit being poured out “on us at the
beginning.” This “beginning” is the account of the apostles being
baptized in [with] the Holy Spirit as recorded in Acts 2. From Peter’s
view, no other event between “the beginning” and the outpouring of the
Spirit on Cornelius and his companions could be noted for comparison.
What is significant to remember is that while we are restricted in our
knowledge to the events recorded in Acts, Peter had knowledge of
God’s working even in areas the Lord decided not to include in the
inspired record given to us. So the only event comparable to this
pouring out of the Spirit on Cornelius was the pouring out of the Spirit
on the apostles—the baptism of the Holy Spirit.

But, Peter took it a step further. He said the Gentiles received the
“like gift” as did the Jews (Acts 11:17). This “like gift” and the Holy
Spirit being outpoured “at the beginning” (v. 15) refer to the Lord’s
promise: “John indeed baptized with water; but ye shall be baptized in
the Holy Spirit” (v. 16). So, just as the events of Acts 2 describes the
baptism of the Holy Spirit, so do the events of Acts 10, and the
explanation of Acts 11.

In all the events and explanations there was a clear fact which Peter
understood. The Gentiles had received the “like gift” and were made
co-heirs of righteousness. To ignore this significance was to withstand
God (Acts 10:47; 11:17).

Peter was not finished explaining the position of the Gentile
Christians. Later, as recorded in Acts 15, there was a dispute in Antioch
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about circumcision and salvation. Paul and Barnabas had a great
dispute with those contending for circumcision and they went to
Jerusalem to discuss with the apostles and elders the Judaizing teaching
which had gone to Antioch from Judea. As they discussed circumcision
and keeping the law of Moses, the opportunity came for Peter to speak.

Peter reminded the brethren that God had chosen to preach the
Gospel to the Gentiles by his mouth. He reminded them that God
“cleansed their hearts by faith” (Acts 15:9, ESV), just as he had those
with Jewish roots. In the discussion, he emphasized that “God, who
knoweth the heart, bare them witness, giving them the Holy Spirit, even
as he did unto us; and he made no distinction between us and them,
cleansing their hearts by faith” (Acts 15:8-9). Peter emphasized two
points which bear on this discussion. God gave to the Gentiles the Holy
Spirit as He did to the Jews, thereby making no distinction between Jew
and Gentile.

Again the point that God gave the Gentiles the Holy Spirit, as He
did to the Jews, points back to Pentecost. While Peter did not specifi-
cally point to the baptism of the Holy Spirit, that is his point, in my
judgment. This reference to receiving the Holy Spirit as the Jews had
surely did not reflect the “gift of the Holy Spirit” received by everyone
at baptism (Acts 2:38). As he had explained to the Christians in
Jerusalem, the Gentiles received the “like gift” the Jews did “at the
beginning.” The “gift of the Holy Spirit” given at baptism was given as
often as any person was baptized into Christ. And, this giving of the
Holy Spirit has no reference to the Holy Spirit being received by the
laying on of the apostles’ hands. Peter did not lay hands on Cornelius
for this purpose, and he was astonished at the outpouring of the Holy
Spirit on the Gentiles. Peter looked all the way to Pentecost for a
similar action.

Peter’s additional point that God made no distinction also supports
the teaching that Cornelius received the baptism of the Holy Spirit.
Since the Gentiles received the “like gift” as the Jews in the baptism of
the Holy Spirit, none could claim that the Jews had any sense of
superiority in the church. However, if the Gentiles received some other
outpouring of the Spirit one can just imagine the arguments the
Christians from Jewish background would make to press the superiority
they had with God. The troubles in Antioch and the discussion in
Jerusalem (Acts 15) gives just a glimpse of the problems which would
have existed—if the Gentiles were treated differently than the Jews.
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The actions of Acts 10-11 also fulfills the promise of the outpour-
ing of the Holy Spirit on all flesh. Joel 2 is presented to the mind of the
Jews at Pentecost to explain the events of that day, including the
baptism of the Holy Spirit. Through Joel God promised: “I will pour
forth of My Spirit upon all flesh” (Acts 2:17). Throughout the New
Testament all humanity is represented as Jew and Greek, or Jew and
Gentile. Since these two designations represented all of humanity, the
baptism in the Holy Spirit of Cornelius and those with him is the final
fulfilment of this prophecy. The Jews received the outpouring of the
Holy Spirit on Pentecost and Peter witnessed the outpouring of the
Holy Spirit on the Gentiles in Caesarea. Therefore, the Spirit of God
was poured out on all flesh. If Cornelius did not receive the baptism of
the Holy Spirit then “all flesh” did not receive this outpouring, unless
we deny that Joel’s prophecy applies to the promise of the baptism in
the Holy Spirit.

OBJECTIONS: IDENTIFIED AND ANSWERED
Cornelius Did Not Have The Same Ability Or Power

A chief objection to Cornelius and his household receiving the
baptism of the Holy Spirit is that Cornelius did not have the knowledge
or ability the apostles had.

But Cornelius did not know what the apostles knew; he could not
do what the apostles could do; he did not have what the apostles
had—he did not therefore receive Holy Spirit baptism ... He was
not “clothed” with power, nor “endued” with power. He had
nothing Holy Spirit baptism enabled men to do.7

The fact is, we do not know what Cornelius and those with him
knew or did. We cannot make an argument either way, for the
Scriptures are silent on both the knowledge and actions of Cornelius
and his household subsequent to this event. And, we must also
recognize that there is a difference in the ability to do something and
the charge to do it. The text demonstrates that Cornelius received the
“like gift.” However, we all recognize that Cornelius did not have the
same charge the apostles were given. If he had the abilities, perhaps the
Lord did not give him the authority to use the power he had. [Note: We
know that Cornelius and those with him were not apostles. They
therefore did not have the same charge or commission unique to the
apostles.] For example, recall when James and John asked Jesus if they
should call down fire from heaven to consume those who did not
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receive Jesus. Jesus rebuked them for their thought. It appears that
though they had the ability to call down fire they did not have the
authority (Lk. 9:51-56). In a similar sense, the prophets at Corinth were
told by Paul to speak one by one. If one was speaking and a revelation
was made to another sitting by, the first was to be silent. We could say
that the authority of the one to speak by inspiration was removed when
a revelation was given to another. Unless we assume that the first lost
his message, which we have no reason to assume, this is a time when
one inspired man submitted to another and to the purposes of the Lord.
We recognize that “the spirits of the prophets are subject to the
prophets,” so the ability to speak by inspiration does not mean the man
is required to speak at the moment (1 Cor. 14:17-33). It is indeed
possible that Cornelius had the power but was not given the authority.
Without the authority he, and those who also received the same gift,
would not have exercised their ability. Keep in mind that the charge
given to the apostles is not revealed only in the baptism of the Holy
Spirit, nor does that authority reside in this event alone. But again, we
cannot argue one way or the other for the Scriptures do not tell us what
knowledge or ability, apart from those expressly described, Cornelius
did or did not possess as a result of the outpouring of the Holy Spirit.

In a parallel application, whether Cornelius had the ability to impart
spiritual gifts or not does not change the New Testament teaching on
the duration of spiritual gifts. Just as with the apostles, if he had the
ability to impart spiritual gifts this ability would end when he died. He
would take this power to the grave with him. Remember, Philip had
spiritual gifts but was not able to impart them to others. That was
reserved to the apostles Peter and John (Acts 8). When the apostles
died, so did their ability and authority to impart the spiritual gifts. This
would also be true of Cornelius and his companions, if they had the
authority and if they did impart spiritual gifts. But again, if he had the
ability it does not necessarily mean he had the authority. And, let me be
direct. I am not stating or implying that Cornelius or any of his
companions ever did anything beyond what the text explicitly says they
did.

Another argument against Cornelius receiving Holy Spirit baptism
is that the word “baptism” is not connected with Cornelius directly, but
only with the apostles. Some contend that the words “poured out” and
“fell” are separate and distinct from the baptism of the Holy Spirit.
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My answer is that the pouring out of the Holy Spirit on the day
of Pentecost was not the baptism in the Spirit. The baptism in the
Spirit did not consist in the manner in which the Spirit de-
scended. The baptism in the Holy Spirit is defined in the words:
“Ye shall be clothed with power from on high.” The baptism in
the Spirit was the clothing with power. If the apostles had not
been clothed with power they would not have had the Holy Spirit
baptism. Pouring was never the act of baptism, whether Spirit or
water, but the overwhelming, the clothing with power—that was
baptism in the Spirit.8

One of the concerns of brother Wallace which led to this separation
of baptism from “poured out” and “fell” is the concern of others
connecting baptism in water to the act of pouring. However, we do not
need to make this separation to answer the argument others may try to
make on water baptism. The Holy Spirit is not water. One is Spirit the
other is physical. As brother Wallace affirms, baptism denotes an
overwhelming. This is understood in the idea of immersion which is the
root idea of the word “baptize.” To be overwhelmed in the Spirit is
different than being overwhelmed in water. But both convey the sense
of immersing or being overwhelmed.

Peter’s explanation of the baptism of the Holy Spirit and the
accompanying signs was that “this is that which hath been spoken
through the prophet Joel” (Acts 2:16). Joel does not use the word
“baptize.” God said, through Joel, that He would “pour forth of My
Spirit upon all flesh” (Acts 2:17; cf. Joel 2:28). Since Joel’s prophecy
spoke of humanity’s reception of the Spirit of God, it is my conclusion
that we should not separate the description of “poured out” from the
baptism of the Holy Spirit promised by Jesus (Acts 1:5).

Peter further equated the promise of Jesus with that which was
poured forth on that day when he preached: “Being therefore by the
right hand of God exalted, and having received of the Father the
promise of the Holy Spirit, he hath poured forth this, which ye see and
hear” (Acts 2:33). Jesus was exalted and received the promise of the
Holy Spirit and poured forth that which was seen and heard. Part of
what they heard is directly connected with the baptism of the Holy
Spirit as described in the first four verses of the chapter. There does not
appear to be in the mind of Peter the separation of the baptism in the
Holy Spirit with the pouring out of the Spirit. If he did not make the
distinction, we should not make the distinction either.
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The proofs Peter focused their attention upon were the things seen
and heard. Those things seen and heard were the powers manifested by
the Holy Spirit after the apostles were baptized with the Holy Spirit.
So, likewise, the evidences noted with Cornelius were manifestations
of the Spirit after they received the “outpouring” of the Holy Spirit.

It is also of importance to note that Jesus referred to the power they
were to receive at the baptism in the Holy Spirit as being received when
the Holy Spirit is “come upon you” (Acts 1:5-8). The Holy Spirit came
upon them when He was “poured forth” (Acts 2:4). The action of the
apostles being baptized in the Holy Spirit is the same as the events of
the Holy Spirit being poured forth upon Cornelius and his household.
The “Like Gift” But Not The “Same Gift”

A further objection to Cornelius receiving the baptism of the Holy
Spirit is that this was a like gift but not the same gift.9 However, the
word translated “like” can also be translated “equal.”10 This brings a
more definite understanding to the passage. Peter said the Gentiles
received the “equal gift” they did in the beginning. And, to further
emphasize the meaning of the word, consider its use in three other
contexts. In the parable of the laborers in the vineyard, those who
served the entire day were upset with the master because those who
began serving late in the day were paid the same. Their complaint was
“thou hast made them equal unto us” (Mt. 20:12). And, the Jews sought
to kill Jesus because He “called God his own Father, making himself
equal with God” (Jn. 5:18). Why would they try to kill Him if there was
simply a likeness? It was Christ’s teaching implying His equality with
God that caused their anger. And again, Paul provides a great picture
of the sacrifice which Jesus made not only at the cross but at Jesus’
coming in the form of man. Paul said that Jesus “who, existing in the
form of God, counted not the being on an equality with God” (Phil.
2:6-7a). Before He came in the flesh Jesus was equal to the Father.
Using the same word, the gift given to Cornelius was the equal gift
given in the beginning, the baptism of the Holy Spirit. And, Peter did
not say the gift which came in like manner or from the same source. He
said it was the “like gift.”

And what about the term “gift”? Some would suggest that what
they received was not the baptism of the Holy Spirit because the
baptism of the Holy Spirit is not referred to as a gift in any other
passage of Scripture. Can the baptism of the Holy Spirit be called a
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gift? Was it given unto certain individuals? Certainly! It was called the
outpouring of the Spirit by Joel and is here called the “gift” by Peter.
Since the word “gift” in this context does not apply to the spiritual gifts
imparted by the laying on of apostles’ hands like Acts 8, and it does not
refer to the “gift of the Holy Spirit” of Acts 2:38 (which is given to all
who obey the Gospel), it must refer to that which was received from
God in the beginning of the kingdom age—on Pentecost. This
designation follows Peter’s recollection of Jesus’ promise of the
baptism of the Holy Spirit on the apostles (Acts 11:16). His recalling
of that promise, and the events which afterward took place at Pentecost,
are tied directly to “the like gift.” So, in this passage, the baptism of the
Holy Spirit is referred to as a gift—and what a terrific gift it was!
The Promise Was To The Apostles Alone

Yet another objection to Cornelius receiving the baptism of the
Holy Spirit was that the promise of Holy Spirit baptism was given to
the apostles alone. Cornelius did not receive what was promised only
to others is their point. This argument, in my judgment, is the most
powerful and persuasive of all arguments against Cornelius receiving
this gift. However, we must also recognize that there is the promise of
the outpouring of the Spirit to the Gentiles as well.

The promise of the baptism in the Holy Spirit, with that specific
identification, was first given by John the baptizer. This promise was
given in the presence of many, but was not a guarantee to all who
heard. John was not giving the promise to them but was referring to the
One Who would baptize in the Holy Spirit. So, the focus of the promise
even by context was not applicable to those who heard but was a focus
on the ability of the One coming, the Messiah (Mt. 3:11; Mk. 1:8; Lk.
3:16; cf. Jn. 1:33). And, this promise is not given to all people of every
generation as some would claim. It was a general promise which was
later explained more specifically.

This promise was finally focused on the apostles as they ate the
Passover meal with Jesus the night of His betrayal. While we recognize
that the promises given to the apostles on that night are connected
directly with their baptism in the Holy Spirit, the phrase “baptism in the
Holy Spirit” is not used in this text. The promise is of the coming of the
Holy Spirit and the blessings the apostles would receive on that
occasion and thereafter—inspired memory, guidance into all truth, and
a revealing of things to come (Jn. 14:26; 16:13).
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After Jesus was raised and just prior to His ascension the specific
promise of the baptism in the Holy Spirit was again given. This is in
connection with His “coming” and the power they would receive.
About this, Acts 1:4-5 says: “[A]nd, being assembled together with
them, he charged them not to depart from Jerusalem, but to wait for the
promise of the Father, which, said he, ye heard from me: For John
indeed baptized with water; but ye shall be baptized in the Holy Spirit
not many days hence.” And again, Jesus said: “But ye shall receive
power, when the Holy Spirit is come upon you: and ye shall be my
witnesses both in Jerusalem, and in all Judaea and Samaria, and unto
the uttermost part of the earth” (Acts 1:8). The power and authority
given by Jesus to the apostles are described both in reference to the
baptism in the Holy Spirit, at which time the promise of the Father
concerning the Holy Spirit’s coming upon them would be fulfilled and
they would receive power.

After being baptized of the Holy Spirit, Peter quoted Joel’s
prophecy in explanation of the events of the day (Acts 2:17). He also
stated that the promise of the Father regarding the Holy Spirit had been
delivered (Acts 2:33-34). The connection between the baptism of the
Holy Spirit and the prophecy of Joel is given by Peter. It is in Joel’s
prophecy that we find the baptism, or outpouring of the Spirit, was
promised to “all flesh.” So, included in God’s plan, Jews and Gentiles
were to receive the outpouring of, or baptism in, the Holy Spirit. When
Cornelius received this gift the promise of God was completed, filled
full. No other application should be sought.

But yet more should be said on this promise. Brother Marion Fox,
like others, argues that the promise was strictly to the apostles and
therefore Cornelius neither had the promise nor did he receive the
baptism of the Holy Spirit. But, Fox takes this a step further, comment-
ing:

First, the implications of teaching that Cornelius received the
baptism in the Holy Spirit will be considered. This implies that
it is not necessary to have a promise from Jesus of the baptism
in the Spirit to receive it. The Lord only promised (the baptism
in the Holy Spirit—the Comforter) to the apostles. It also implies
there are different results from a baptism in the Holy Spirit. This
follows, since Cornelius did not receive the same power as the
apostles. This also implies that Paul did not receive the baptism
in the Holy Spirit.11
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Keep in mind, as has just been noted, that Cornelius’ baptism in the
Holy Spirit was in answer to the promise of God through Joel. He and
those with him fulfill the rest of the “all flesh.” And, as has been
demonstrated above, we cannot argue the degree of “power” Cornelius
did or did not have because the Scriptures do not provide details on that
point. But note that, according to the quote, by the argument excluding
Cornelius’ baptism in the Holy Spirit one argues for the exclusion of
the apostle Paul, too. And, I submit to you, the exclusion of the apostle
Matthias as well. For Matthias was not present as an apostle when the
promise was given, if one can prove he was present at all when the
promise was given.

But, it is my conclusion that Paul was baptized in the Holy Spirit.
Consider that Paul argued for his apostleship on several occasions. On
one occasion he wrote: “I am become foolish: ye compelled me; for I
ought to have been commended of you: for in nothing was I behind the
very chiefest apostles, though I am nothing. Truly the signs of an
apostle were wrought among you in all patience, by signs and wonders
and mighty works” (2 Cor. 12:11-12). If Paul had not received the
baptism of the Holy Spirit, there would have been one point in which
he was behind. Paul said he was behind in nothing. And, Paul consid-
ered himself as an equal with Peter. This is obvious from his statement:
“[F]or he that wrought for Peter unto the apostleship of the circumci-
sion wrought for me also unto the Gentiles” (Gal. 2:8). Paul saw no
distinction between Peter’s apostleship and his, except one was to the
circumcision and the other to the Gentiles—although both taught all
men. A third evidence that Paul was baptized in the Holy Spirit was
Timothy’s gift. Paul told Timothy to “stir up the gift of God, which is
in thee through the laying on of my hands” (2 Tim. 1:6). The ability to
lay hands on others in order to impart a gift from God is a reflection of
apostolic ability and authority. This is seen in action in Samaria (Acts
8:12-14). There is no indication in Scripture that any man had the
ability and commission to impart gifts without the baptism of the Holy
Spirit. Paul then had been baptized in the Holy Spirit. We simply have
not been given the record of that event.

Return to Matthias for a moment. If a person did not receive the
baptism of the Holy Spirit without a specific promise from the Lord,
then Matthias could not have received the baptism of the Holy Spirit.
For, according to Acts 1, he was not numbered with the apostles till
after Jesus was ascended. But, we find the twelve apostles received the
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baptism of the Holy Spirit in the beginning of Acts 2 and then “the
eleven” were standing with Peter (v.14). It was this twelve who had
received this “outpouring” of the Holy Spirit promised by Joel. It
appears, then, that the apostolic office was the key factor in Matthias’
being baptized in the Holy Spirit rather than the required presence as
an apostle when the promise was given. Paul, too, would be included
in this apostolic office as the apostle “untimely born” (1 Cor. 15:8).
Just as Matthias and Paul represent two who received the baptism of the
Holy Spirit, although they were not apostles when this gift was
promised by the Lord, so Cornelius represents a little different case. He
and those with him represent those who receive the blessings extended
by the initial promise of God to pour out his Spirit on “all flesh.” All
these were included in the divine promise, even though unique in some
respects.

A DIFFICULTY WITH THE OPPOSING CONCLUSION
There is a difficulty with the idea that Cornelius did not receive the

baptism of the Holy Spirit, but did receive an outpouring of the Holy
Spirit directly from heaven. If Cornelius and those with him were not
part of that promise of God through Joel, and if they received an
outpouring of the Holy Spirit witnessed by the accompanying sign of
tongue speaking, then how does this fit with God’s plan in association
with the outpouring of the Holy Spirit? It seems to this writer that if we
remove this action from both Acts 2 and 8, then we have a third
circumstance of God pouring forth his Spirit that we have neither
adequately understood nor presented. And, if this is not in fulfillment
of God’s promise, it presents an open door for any to say that God does
pour out His Spirit on individuals apart from His promise, and without
the laying on of apostolic hands (or at least the hands of those who
were baptized in the Holy Spirit).

If this is an outpouring and not a baptism of the Holy Spirit, then
the argument based on the “one baptism” of Ephesians 4:4 does not
apply. The outpouring of the Holy Spirit could have continued and the
“one baptism” still be understood as immersion in water for the
forgiveness of sins.

If this is an outpouring of the Spirit accompanied by spiritual gifts
such as speaking in tongues, then this outpouring and the manifestation
of spiritual gifts could have been done everywhere and any time apart
from the apostles. And, if this was the case with Cornelius, then we
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must amend our evaluation of the events in Samaria recorded in Acts
8. Instead of saying that spiritual gifts were only received by the laying
on of the apostles’ hands, we must say that there are two means of
receiving the spiritual gifts as reflected in Acts 8 and 10.

Our understanding of the events of Acts 10, and the corresponding
explanations of Acts 11 and 15, must come from the text, not an
attempt to overcome a teaching we think is error. With a proper
exposition of each passage, we will not have a problem with error, and
the truth of one passage will assist our understanding of others. We do
not teach that Cornelius received the baptism in the Holy Spirit to avoid
the problem above. The problem above is avoided by the careful
evaluation of each text which does lead to the conclusion that Cornelius
did receive the baptism of the Holy Spirit.

CONCLUSION
In Acts 10, Peter grew in his understanding as he saw God’s plan

of redemption being completed before his eyes. He saw the fulfillment
of God’s promise to pour forth of his Spirit on all flesh in the persons
of Cornelius and those with him. Peter was amazed at these events and
declared his understanding that the Gentiles had received the Holy
Spirit just as the Jews had. He further connected these events with
Jesus’ promise of the apostles’ baptism in the Holy Spirit in the
beginning and declared this gift to be the like or equal gift they had
received. While there are some questions which cannot be answered
that directly touch upon this subject, there is no reason to reject the
conclusion that Cornelius and those with him were baptized in the Holy
Spirit.
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