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A DISCUSSION ON THE SALVATION OF
CORNELIUS! Continued From Last Week

Thirdly, you cited 1 John 4:13.  (1Jo

4:13 KJV) "Hereby know we that we

dwell in him, and he in us, because he

hath given us of his Spirit." 

You are correct that abiding in God

describes a believer, and such was

Cornelius, i.e., he was a believer as much

as his circumstances allowed. I have

never taught or thought that Cornelius

was not a believer. However, could he

believe what he had not heard? (Romans

10:14) But the proposition you need to

prove is that which you have asserted,

that Cornelius' reception of the Holy

Spirit proves "that water baptism is not

necessary for salvation." The passage

cited above was written to Christians, i.e.

people already baptized into Christ and

people who, as a group, had received the

Spirit and who as individuals, may or

may not have a miraculous gift of the

Spirit, but who were to walk according as

the  Spirit taught.

But when did Cornelius abide in God?

This is where you might want to deal

with Acts 10:1-11:18 in its entirety.

Cornelius is described as a "devout" man

who "feared God with all his household,

who gave alms generously to the people,

and prayed to God always." His prayers

were  " heard ."  H is  a lm s  w ere

"remembered." Can you match him? I

cannot. This sounds to me like the man

was abiding in God as much as was

possible before Peter took him the words

whereby he could be saved. Here is a

man abiding in God but not saved

because he had not heard the words

whereby he could be (Acts 10:14). Up to

this time, the gospel had not been taken

to the uncircumcised Gentiles, but from

this point of time forward it was.   Let us

keep the issue before us. You stated that

the "conversion of Cornelius clearly

shows that water baptism is not necessary

for salvation." Then, rather than deal with

Cornelius' case directly, or even at all,

you went to other texts. But what does

Acts 10:1-11:18 say? In brief: 10:1, 2,

22; 11:3 Cornelius is described as a

God-fearing uncircumcised Gentile. He

enjoyed the report of being "a just man,

one who fears God and has a good

reputation among all the nation of the

Jews." 10:3-8 Cornelius saw and angel in

a vision directing him to send for Peter, a

Jewish Christian, who would tell him

what to do. Cornelius obeyed. 10:9-16

Peter had a vision of unclean animals and

heard a voice say, "Rise, Peter; kill and

eat." The animals were unclean and Peter

objected but was told, "What God has

cleansed you must not call common."

The import of this Peter would learn,

namely, that he was to go to the

uncircumcised, preach the gospel to

them, and baptize them also. 10:17-23

Peter did not yet understand the vision.

The men from Cornelius arrive and Peter

is directed by the Spirit to go with them,

for the Spirit had sent them. Peter

complied by lodging the men and going

with them on the next day. Now you

have  J ew ish  m en lo d ging  the

uncircumcised, a thing considered

"unlawful" (10:28). 10:24-33 Peter, six

other Jewish Christians (10:23, 11:12),

and Cornelius' men arrive at Caesarea.

Peter explains that though what he has

done had been considered unlawful, he

had learned that "God has shown me that

I should not call any man common or

unclean." Peter asks why Cornelius sent

for him and Cornelius explains. 10:34-43

Peter states, "God shows no partiality.

But in every nation whoever fears Him

and works righteousness is accepted by

Him." (Did he say, "works"?) The

obvious import of the statement is that

the uncircumcised Gentiles are also to

hear the gospel, be baptized into Christ,

and enjoy the same blessings that only

the Jewish Christians had enjoyed up to

that point. Again, Cornelius sounds more

like a believer, than an unbeliever, for

Peter said, "that word you know." But

this hearer of the word was not yet

baptized.

10:44-48 While Peter was speaking, as

he began to speak (11:15), the Spirit fell

on the Gentiles and they spoke with

tongues. Notice that the Jewish Christians

with Peter were astonished. If what

happened here happened in every case

there would be no astonishment and no

reminding of the events of Acts 2, for

such would have been commonplace, but

it was not (11:15, 16).

The question asked by Peter was not,

"Does the Spirit falling on these

uncircumcised Gentiles mean they are

saved as we without baptism?" But, "Can

any man forbid water, that these should

not be baptized, which have received the

Holy Ghost as well as we?" 

Hence what did it mean that:

1) The angel sent Cornelius to Peter?

2) That Peter had the vision?

3) That the Spirit sent Peter to the

Gentiles?

4) That the Spirit was poured out on

the Gentiles?

It means that the actions of Peter in

this case were directed by God. What

does the text say? "Can any man forbid

water, that these should not be baptized,

which have received the Holy Ghost as

well as we?" The obvious answer was,

"No." Notice that the story did not end

with the speaking in tongues. The

account of the conversion of Cornelius

does not end with the tongues, but with

the baptism. If there were any doubt left

in the minds of any at that meeting as to

the  p ro p r ie ty o f bap tiz ing the

uncircumcised, God erased it by giving

them a gift of the Spirit: speaking in

tongues.

Am I correct about the obvious import

of this case? In Acts 15 we read: (Act

15:5-11 KJV) "But there rose up certain

of the sect of the Pharisees which

believed, saying, That it was needful to

circumcise them, and to command them

to keep the law of Moses. {6} And the

apostles and elders came together for to

consider of this matter. {7} And when

there had been much disputing, Peter

rose up, and said unto them, Men and

brethren, ye know how that a good while

ago God made choice among us, that the

Gentiles by my mouth should hear the

word of the gospel, and believe. {8} And

God, which knoweth the hearts, bare

them witness, giving them the Holy

Ghost, even as he did unto us; {9} And

put no difference between us and them,

purifying their hearts by faith. {10} Now



therefore why tempt ye God, to put a

yoke upon the neck of the disciples,

which neither our fathers nor we were

able to bear? {11} But we believe that

through the grace of the Lord Jesus

Christ we shall be saved, even as they."

So, the case of Cornelius was a

singular, remarkable case. That one case

became the authoritative example as to

the case of the uncircumcised; that they

were to be baptized into Christ without

circumcision just as we had learned from

Acts 10:1-11:18. The case showed that

both groups were saved in the same

manner.

But we still should look at Acts

11:1-18. Jews contended with Peter for

what he had done, but Peter explained.

What did he explain and what did the

contenders learn from it?

1) He had seen a vision.

2)At that moment Cornelius' men

arrived.

3) The Spirit told Peter to go with

them, and he did, with six others who

would serve as witnesses.

4) Cornelius explained that he had seen

an angel.

5) The Spirit fell on them as Peter

began to speak.

The obvious import is the same. The

contenders learned what Peter and the

others learned simply by having the facts

recounted to them.  Peter asked, "If

therefore God gave them the same gift as

He gave us when we believed on the

Lord Jesus Christ, who was I that I could

withstand God?" (11:17)  What would

Peter have done in withstanding God?

(Remember that Peter was at Cornelius'

house to tell him what to do.) He would

have refused to baptize Cornelius. This

was the only thing left to do.

Those who heard Peter drew the same

conclusion as he and "they held their

peace, and glorified God, saying, 'Then

hath God also to the Gentiles granted

repentance unto life.'"  The angel told

Cornelius that "he [Peter] will tell you

what you must do" (Acts 10:5, 6). This

was said just after Cornelius was told that

his prayers were heard. Hence, this whole

account is the answer to something for

which Cornelius was praying. What was

it that Cornelius was to do? It was not

receive the Spirit and speak in tongues,

for God caused that and Peter was not

expecting it. The answer is, "And he

[Peter] commanded them to be baptized

in the name of the Lord." When Peter

told Cornelius to be baptized, Cornelius

had been told what to do.  So, again,

according to the text you cited, the

receiving of the Spirit did not indicate

salvation, but that they were to be

baptized that they might also be saved.

Remember this, that you can go to all

the texts you want, but they willnot make

you right about Acts 10:46, 47 if you are

wrong about Acts 10:46, 47. The account

ends with the baptism, not the tongues.

You cited Romans 5:5: (Rom 5:5

KJV) "And hope maketh not ashamed;

because the love of God is shed abroad in

our hearts by the Holy Ghost which is

given unto us."

Certainly the love of God for the

Gentiles was demonstrated by giving

them the Spirit, but also by sending to

them Peter with the gospel, and for

having sent Jesus to die for them in the

first place. Add three more verses: to

R o m a n s  5 : 5  a n d  s e e .  M a n y

demonstrations of God's love for

mankind could be cited, but you need to

show that the Spirit given Cornelius was

evidence of his salvation. This you did

not do. We already knew God loved

Cornelius and that Cornelius loved God

by the introduction to the man we are

given in Acts 10. 

You cited Colossians 1:24 and

asserted, but did not prove, that the only

ones who ever spoke in tongues were

already in the church; already saved. This

is your contention. But in Acts 10:47 we

have one outside the church, unsaved,

speaking in tongues. When you

understand why the gift was given them,then you'll understand how this can be so.  Act

2:38-41,47 NKJV) "Then Peter said to them, 'Repent, and let every one of you be

baptized in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins; and you shall receive the

gift of the Holy Spirit. {39} For the promise is to you and to your children, and to all

who are afar off, as many as the Lord our God will call.' {40} And with many other

words he testified and exhorted them, saying, 'Be saved from this perverse generation.'

{41} Then those who gladly received his word were baptized; and that day about three

thousand souls were added to them .... Praising God, and having  favour with all the

people. And the Lord added to the church daily such as should be saved." So, the

baptized are the saved the Lord adds to the church. When Cornelius was saved, he was

added to the church, and this occurred in his baptism. So, both Jew and Gentile come

into the church the same way at baptism. (Read Ephesians) So, "God shows no

partiality." (Acts 10:34) Even after speaking in tongues it was still within Cornelius'

power and Peter's power to refuse baptism, but such would not be the case owing to

the characters involved and the divine interventions in their lives. 

Cornelius feared God, but there was a work of righteousness for him to yet perform.

(Acts 10:35) This work was that of baptism. "Then Jesus came from Galilee to John

at the Jordan to be baptized by him. {14} And John tried to prevent Him, saying, 'I

need to be baptized by You, and are You coming to

me?' {15} But Jesus answered and said to him, 'Permit it to be so now, for thus it is

fitting for us to fulfill all righteousness.' Then he allowed Him." (Mat 3:13-15) You say

baptism is not necessary, but is was necessary for Jesus who knew no sin to fulfill all

righteousness. *** Concluded In Next Weeks Bulletin***


