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INTRODUCTION 
 
“IN THE NAME OF JESUS” 
 
 
“Wherefore God also hath highly exalted him, AND GIVEN HIM A NAME which is 
above every name:” “That AT THE NAME OF JESUS every knee should bow, of 
things in heaven, and things in earth, and things under the earth.” (Phil. 2:9,10) 
 
Therefore, Jesus said to His disciples… 
 
“…saying, All power is given unto me in heaven and in earth.” (Matt. 28:18) 
 
The word “power” in the verse is the same Greek word “authority” in Luke 4:36.  
 
When Jesus said to His disciples, “Go ye therefore” (Matt. 28:19), they were to go forth in 
the authority of His name to “…teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” (Ibid) 
 
The name of Jesus gave them authority to baptize new believers as recorded in Acts 2:38; 
8:16; 10:48; 19:5.  Some think that the mention of the name of Jesus in these recorded 
instances of baptism referred to the liturgy of the ceremony, but there is no record of 
the instruction of Christ to baptize in the name of His Father, and of His name, and of 
the name of Their Spirit of ever being annulled; therefore, they must remain.  
 
“In the absence of any scriptural proof that He has removed or abolished them, 
we must conclude that they were intended to remain.” (Ellen G. White, Early 
Writings, pg. 135.2) 

 
 
The “great commission” is the terminology that Christians are familiar with when citing 
Matthew 28:18-20. 
 
“And Jesus came and spake unto them, saying, All power is given unto me in heaven and in 
earth.” “Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost:” “Teaching them to observe all things 
whatsoever I have commanded you: and, lo, I am with you alway, even unto the end of the 
world.” (Matt. 28:18-20) 
 
However, the words in verse 19 that I emphasized above have long been controverted as 
spurious and accused of being an interpolation done by the Catholic Church to promote their 
doctrine of the Trinity. 
 
The main argument against those words is the fact that Luke’s narration of the baptism done 
by the apostles in the book of Acts all mentioned being done in the name of Jesus only; 
therefore, the conclusion was that if those words in verse 19 were truly from Christ as the 
liturgy for the rite of baptism, then it’s either His disciples misunderstood Him or worse, 
disobeyed Him, which sounds unlikely; therefore, the best and logical conclusion was that 
the disciples had it correct because those words in verse 19 were inserted by the Catholic 
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Church. This last one is widely accepted by the opponents of the Trinity because you will find 
that many historians made the  assertion that this baptismal formula was indeed added in 
the original text.  
 
In this study, I will present my case in support of the words in Matthew 28:19 as reflected in 
the King James Version of the Bible despite all these seemingly strong arguments against it.  
 
So buckle up because this will be a turbulent experience that will shake things up. 
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Part 1 
 

The Alleged Catholic Interpolation 
 
“You can find it all over the Internet! All you have to do is google it and you will see that the 
Catholic Church admitted that they made the change in Matthew 28:19.”  
 
This is what I encountered and it’s true that there are many websites that assert this to be 
factual, and the references you find in one site to prove their case are also just repeated over 
and over again in other sites.  
 
One caught my eye because it’s a popular quote found in many sites that oppose the 
authenticity of the baptismal formula in Matthew 28:19.  This is the quote: 
 
“The baptismal formula was changed from the name of Jesus Christ to the words Father, 
Son, and Holy Spirit by the Catholic Church in the second century.” (The Catholic 
Encyclopedia, II, page 263) 
 
Many took this quotation for granted and didn’t bother verifying it from the actual source. 
So here is the screenshot of the Catholic Encyclopedia, vol. 2, page 263 on the right side: 
 

Let me zoom it up on the next page for you, but as you read through it, you will not find the 
alleged quotation above on this page at all; therefore, I find the allegation to be the spurious 
one. 
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Source: (http://www.ourladyisgod.com/Original-Catholic-Encyclopedia-Volume-02.php) 

 
Another citation floating around in the Internet is the following quotation from Cardinal 
Joseph Ratzinger who eventually became Pope Benedict XVI, which looked like an explicit 
confession from the then cardinal: 
 



Ener Cabangis - Matthew 28:19 The Attack on the Great Commission  2012

 

Page | 6 
 

“The basic form of our (Matthew 28:19 Trinitarian) profession of faith took 
shape during the course of the second and third centuries in connection with 
the ceremony of baptism. So far as its place of origin is concerned, the text 
(Matthew 28:19) came from the city of Rome.” (Joseph Ratzinger (pope Benedict 
XVI) Introduction to Christianity: 1968 edition, pp. 82, 83) 

 
The only problem is that the words in parentheses were 
inserted by someone else other than the pope, which I find to 
be a very dishonest thing to do because the pope was referring 
to the “Creed,” and not to the baptismal formula in Matthew 
28:19.  Here are the actual words in the book without the 
parenthetical words: 
 

“It may be useful to preface the discussion with a few facts about the origin and structure of 
the Creed; these will at the same time throw some light on the legitimacy of the procedure. 
The basic form of our profession of faith took shape during the course of the 
second and third centuries in connection with the ceremony of baptism. So far 
as its place of origin is concerned, the text comes from the city of Rome; but its 
internal origin lies in worship; more precisely, in the conferring of baptism. This again 
was fundamentally based on the words of the risen Christ recorded in Matthew 
28:19: ‘Go therefore and make disciples of all nations, baptizing them in the name of the 
Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit.’”  
 
As you can see, it’s not the words in Matthew 28:19 that the pope referred to that “came 
from the city of Rome,” but the “Creed,” which “took shape during the course of 
the second and third centuries…” This was the Apostles’ Creed that developed from 
the Old Roman Creed (Romanum), which existed in the 2nd century, and the pope 
based its authority from the “words of Christ” in Matthew 28:19.  
 
So if we don’t do some effort to “fact-check,” we might end up believing and promoting 
errors. 
 
Now let’s take a look at another so-called “proof” I found in one website. It said: 
 
James Moffett's New Testament Translation: In a footnote on page 64 about 
Matthew 28:19 he makes this statement: “It may be that this (Trinitarian) formula, so far 
as the fullness of its expression is concerned, is a reflection of the (Catholic) liturgical usage 
established later in the primitive (Catholic) community, It will be remembered that Acts 
speaks of baptizing ‘in the name of Jesus,’ cf. Acts 1:5 +.”  
 
First, to say that “it may be” is not the same as saying “definitely,” so how this was even 
considered as a “proof” against the authenticity of the baptismal vow in Matthew 28:19 is 
foolishness, but to then turn around and circulate it in the Internet is utter carelessness. 
 
Second, page 64 of Moffatt’s was the book of Mark chapter 14 and not Matthew, and 
furthermore, there’s not a footnote found! Here is the screenshot of Moffatt’s NT 1913, page 
64: 
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The correct page for Moffatt’s Matthew 28 is actually page 42, and there’s no footnote there 
either, and even if there was, it would still only be an assertion made by a popular scholar, 
and not solid proof.  
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Here is the screenshot of page 42. 
 

 
 
And another one being used as “proof” is this: 
 
“Into Christ. The Bible tells us that Christians were baptized into Christ (no. 6). They 
belong to Christ. The Acts of the Apostles (2:38; 8:16; 10:48; 19:5) tells us of baptizing ‘in 
the name (person) of Jesus.’ -- a better translation would be ‘into the name (person) of 
Jesus.’ Only in the 4th Century did the formula ‘In the name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit” become customary.’” — (Bible Catechism, Rev. 
John C Kersten, S.V.D., Catholic Book Publishing Co., N.Y., N.Y.; l973, p. 164) 
 
Again, please bear in mind what is solid proof and what is an assertion. This is only an 
assertion, and anyone who is truly and honestly seeking for the truth should not base their 
belief on someone else’s mere assertions.  
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Let’s take a look at another one. This time it’s the polemic work by Shem Tob, which is the 
oldest extant of the Hebrew translation that includes the book of Matthew.  
 
This is how it translated Matthew 28:19, 20: “Go and teach them to carry out all the 
things which I have commanded you forever.”  
 
Opponents of the KJV Matthew 28:19 readily embraced this because it suits their fancy due 
to the missing baptismal formula, but will they be consistent and also accept Shem Tob’s 
version of Matthew 24:14-16 and reject the King James Version? 
 
You see, the King James Version said: 
 
“And this gospel of the kingdom shall be preached in all the world for a witness unto all 
nations; and then shall the end come.” “When ye therefore shall see the abomination of 
desolation, spoken of by Daniel the prophet, stand in the holy place, (whoso readeth, let him 
understand:)” “Then let them which be in Judaea flee into the mountains.” 
 
But instead, Shem Tob said this is how it should be: 
 
“And this gospel, that is, evungili, will be preached un all the earth for a witness 
concerning me to all the nations and then the end will come. This is the Anti-Christ 
and this is the abomination which desolates. Then those who are in Judaea let them 
flee to the mountains.” 
 
The latter indicated that the preaching of the gospel concerning Jesus is the antichrist.  Will 
those who agree with Shem Tob’s Matthew 28:19,20 also agree with his 24:14-16 version?  I 
can’t imagine that they would because it’s completely heretical. So my question is why use 
Shem Tob at all as an authority when it’s evidently a polemical work against Jesus?  
 
I could keep on going and present more of the so-called proofs that we can find in the 
internet that try to invalidate the authenticity of the baptismal formula as found in the King 
James Version, but I believe these few examples already showed the dishonesty of some of 
these so-called “proofs” and the rest are mere assertions. 
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Part 2 
 

The Misinterpretation 
 
 

 
And speaking of perpetrators, it’s been claimed that Justin 
Martyr was the culprit in inserting the baptismal formula in 
Matthew 28:19. 
 
“BAPTISM WAS ALWAYS IN THE NAME OF LORD JESUS 
UNTIL THE TIME OF JUSTIN MARTYR when the 
Triune formula came into use.” (Hastings Encyclopedia of 
Religion, vol. 2, pg. 389) 
 
The comment that “baptism was always in the name of 
Lord Jesus” is not proof, but an assertion based on 
the misinterpretation of Luke’s narration of the 
records of baptism in the book of Acts in the following 
verses:  
 
“Then Peter said unto them, Repent, and be baptized 

every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins, and ye shall 
receive the gift of the Holy Ghost.” (Acts 2:38) 
 
“(For as yet he was fallen upon none of them: only they were baptized in the name of 
the Lord Jesus.)” (Acts 8:16) 
 
“And he commanded them to be baptized in the name of the Lord. Then prayed they 
him to tarry certain days.” (Acts 10:48) 
 
“When they heard this, they were baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus,” (Acts 
19:5) 
 
These verses do not necessarily teach that the disciples invoked the name of the 
Lord Jesus for the liturgy in baptism, because the only way that they can defend 
this is by invalidating the authenticity of the baptismal formula in Matthew 28:19. 
Period.  
 
But what “proofs” do they show for their argument? Nothing but the mere assertions of others 
and the false quotations that contained made-up insertions or false claims as I’ve shown 
already. If this is all the types of “proofs” that they have to show for in order to treat the 
baptismal formula as spurious, I would be fearful to follow such religious leaders because they 
are attacking the actual command of Jesus to baptize believers in the name of His Father, and 
of Himself, and of the Holy Ghost. 
 
These misinformed religious teachers and preachers might pile up scriptures upon scriptures 
to try and justify their reason for baptizing only in the name of Christ, but here is the 
bottom line… 



Ener Cabangis - Matthew 28:19 The Attack on the Great Commission  2012

 

Page | 11 
 

 
They will never find anywhere in the whole Scriptures that would give them the 
authority to disregard the words in Matthew 28:19.  
 
Just as much as there is not a single proof in the Scriptures to disregard the seventh-day 
Sabbath of the Lord for another day, there is also not a single proof in the Scriptures to 
disregard the baptismal formula for another. Since there is no proof in the Scriptures, the 
advocates will resort to some other materials from uninspired authors, which they’ve done 
already. 
 
But by invalidating the command of Jesus, they placed themselves outside of the description of 
the remnant church, which keeps the commandments of God in the last days (Rev. 12:17; 
14:12). 
 
Why then did Luke write that the disciples all baptized in the name of Jesus? Why didn’t he 
repeat the words of Christ in Matthew 28:19 as reflected in the KJV? It’s because he was not 
referring to the liturgy of baptism, but to the name that gave them the authority to fulfill their 
commission from the Lord; so that if they were asked who gave them the authority to do these 
things, they can say the name of Jesus.  
 
And we find an example of this played out in Acts 4 when Peter and John preached Jesus to 
the people. 
 
“And as they spake unto the people, the priests, and the captain of the temple, and the 
Sadducees, came upon them,” “Being grieved that they taught the people, and 
preached through Jesus the resurrection from the dead.” “And when they had set 
them in the midst, they asked, By what power, or by what name, have ye done this?” 
(Acts 4:1,2,7) 
 
Peter replied: 
 
“Be it known unto you all, and to all the people of Israel, that by the name of Jesus 
Christ of Nazareth…” “Neither is there salvation in any other: for there is none other 
name under heaven given among men, whereby we must be saved.” (vvs. 10,12) 
 
The name of Jesus was their only credential for all their words and deeds because Jesus 
said… 
 
“And Jesus came and spake unto them, saying, All power is given unto me in heaven 
and in earth.” (Matt. 28:18) 
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Paul said… 
 
“And whatsoever ye do in word or deed, do all in the name of the Lord Jesus, giving 
thanks to God and the Father by him.” (Col. 3:17) 
 
The name of Jesus was their badge of authority for preaching, teaching, healing, baptizing, 
and whatever else involved in fulfilling the great commission, but the liturgy for baptism was 
different because the Lord Himself instructed them the proper words to use. 
 
“Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and 
of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.” (Matt. 28:19) 
 
Now, why is this? It’s really quite simple. The “name” signifies authority, and believers are to 
be baptized under the authority of the Father, and of the Son,  and of the Holy Ghost.   
 
Here is how I understand the behind this liturgy: 
 
“Therefore we are buried with him by baptism into death: that like as Christ was 
raised up from the dead by the glory of the Father, even so we also should walk 
in newness of life.” (Romans 6:4) 
 
When a person gets spiritually buried and resurrected with Christ through baptism, to whom 
does this new person walk in the newness of life for? 
 
“For in that he died, he died unto sin once: but in that he liveth, he liveth unto God.” 
(v.10) 
 
As a newly baptized person, he or she would begin to walk in the newness of life unto God, 
but who is God? He is our Heavenly Father.  
 
“He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved….” “Be ye not unequally yoked 
together with unbelievers…” “…and I will be their God…” “And will be a Father unto 
you, and ye shall be my sons and daughters, saith the Lord Almighty.” (Mark 16:17; 
2Cor. 6:14,16,18) 
 
This is why we are to be baptized in the name of the Father because through baptism in the 
likeness of the burial and resurrection of God’s only begotten Son, we become the children of 
the Father above, and He becomes our God, and not a triune concept of God. 
 
And why must we also be baptized in the name of the Son? It’s quite obvious that those 
whom the disciples baptized have accepted Jesus as the Christ, the begotten Son of God 
because this was the message that they preached to everyone about Jesus.  
 
“Then Philip opened his mouth, and began at the same scripture, and preached unto him 
Jesus.” “And as they went on their way, they came unto a certain water: and the eunuch 
said, See, here is water; what doth hinder me to be baptized?” “And Philip said, If 
thou believest with all thine heart, thou mayest. And he answered and said, I 
believe that Jesus Christ is the Son of God.” “And he commanded the chariot to stand 
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still: and they went down both into the water, both Philip and the eunuch; and he baptized 
him.” (Acts 8:35-38) 
 
We must not only believe in Jesus as the Christ, but also as the Son of God. This is required 
in baptism.  
 
But how about the name of the Holy Ghost?   
 
“1 And it came to pass, that, while Apollos was at Corinth, Paul having passed through the 
upper coasts came to Ephesus: and finding certain disciples, 
2 He said unto them, Have ye received the Holy Ghost since ye believed? And they 
said unto him, We have not so much as heard whether there be any Holy Ghost. 
3 And he said unto them, Unto what then were ye baptized? And they said, Unto 
John's baptism. 
4 Then said Paul, John verily baptized with the baptism of repentance, saying unto the 
people, that they should believe on him which should come after him, that is, on 
Christ Jesus. 
5 When they heard this, they were baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus. 
6 And when Paul had laid his hands upon them, the Holy Ghost came on them; and 
they spake with tongues, and prophesied. 
7 And all the men were about twelve.” (Acts 19:1-7) 
 
Christ included the name of the Holy Ghost in the proper baptismal liturgy in Matthew 
28:19 because those that would believe in Jesus would receive the gift of the Holy Ghost.  
 
The mere mention of the name of Jesus in verse 5 should not be confused with the liturgy of 
baptism, because this referred to the authority of the name of Jesus that allowed the 
disciples to baptize and for the believers to receive baptism.  
 
The gift of the Holy Ghost is only for those that would believe in God as their 
Heavenly Father, and in Jesus as the Christ, the Son of God. I have already 
presented this principle above.  
 
The Holy Ghost is the Spirit of the Father (John 14:26; 15:26), which He gave to His Son 
(Acts 2:33) so that Christ could still be with all the disciples that believed in the Father and 
in the Son even to the end of the world (Matthew 29:20).  
 
This is why Jesus gave the proper liturgy for baptism in Matthew 28:19, but the devil has 
tricked the Christians to believe in the Trinity and has made this verse to look like a direct 
support, and then the devil again tricked the other Christians that rejected the Trinity to 
cause them to reject the authenticity of the baptismal formula in Matthew 28:19. Both 
classes are deceived.  
 
The promise of the abiding presence of Jesus in verse 20 only applies to those that will obey 
His command in verse 19, and if the presence of Christ is not with those that are rebellious 
to His commission, they cannot be the true people of God because only by the presence of 
Christ can constitute His church (Matthew 18:20). 
 
God bless 


