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THE  INITIAL  EVIDENCE
 Traditionally, Pentecostals have believed that speaking in tongues as the Spirit gives the utterance is the initial outward physical evidence of the baptism in the Holy Spirit. In recent years, some who label themselves as the new Pentecostals teach that speaking with tongues is not necessarily linked with the reception of the Baptism. In other words, they do not believe that speaking with tongues is the initial or normative experience.

 The baptism in the Holy Ghost and speaking with tongues are inseparable. When one receives the baptism in the Holy Ghost, initially the Holy Spirit will make the announcement that He has come to fill the temple of the believer. This is by no means the final evidence. The Spirit-filled believer will have multiple evidences that the Comforter has come to abide in his life. The Spirit does not come merely to speak, but His speaking is His announcement that He has come to the believer and will accompany him in fulfilling the Great Commission.

 This experience is not the apex of Christian service but the genesis. It is not the terminus but a thoroughfare. It is the beginning of a life of full service in Jesus Christ.

 The argument used by those who deny that tongues-speaking is the normative experience for Spirit-baptized believers is that it is not categorically stated in the Word of God. There are some who charge that those who hold to the position of the initial evidence are making laws for the Holy Spirit when they set forth the pattern in the Book of Acts as the model for receiving the baptism in the Spirit. They call the examples of Acts in chapters 2, 10, and 19 “faith texts.” To take this approach has been considered exegetically untenable, a case of “passage picking.” However, the cumulative evidence of the scriptural experiences of the baptism in the Holy Spirit corroborates the doctrine of speaking in other tongues as the initial evidence of the experience. 
 In three out of five examples, the Scriptures definitely state that the recipients spoke in tongues. In the other two cases where speaking in tongues is not recorded, Acts chapters 8 and 9, there are outward observable signs of the Spirit baptism. The two occasions where the Scripture does not record speaking with tongues were those of the Spirit baptism of Paul at Damascus and the disciples at Samaria.

 One should not struggle with the experience of the Apostle Paul, since the fourteenth chapter of 1 Corinthians declares that the apostle spoke in tongues more than all the Corinthians. Since those who received the baptism in the Spirit on the Day of Pentecost, at Cornelius’ household, and at Ephesus spoke with tongues, I would submit that the Apostle Paul received this experience also at his Holy Spirit baptism in Damascus.

 For those who would struggle with the experience of the Samaritans in Acts 8, I would point out that there was some physical manifestation accompanying the experience. It was evident to Simon the Sorcerer, because when he saw it he offered money to purchase it. I am of the opinion that Simon saw in Samaria what the people of Jerusalem saw on the Day of Pentecost.

 In addition to an outward observable sign in Samaria, the terminology of the context connotes a like experience to those of the household of Cornelius. The Samaritan record states, “(For as yet he was fallen upon none of them: only they were baptized in the name of the Lord Jesus.) Then laid they their hands on them, and they received the Holy Ghost” (Acts 8:16,17).
 At the household of Cornelius it is recorded that “while Peter yet spake these words, the Holy Ghost fell on all them which heard the word” (Acts 10:44). In recounting this occasion, Peter said, “And as I began to speak, the Holy Ghost fell on them, as on us at the beginning” (Acts 11:15). Therefore, I would conclude that if they spoke with tongues when the Holy Ghost fell on them at the beginning (Pentecost) and when He fell on them at the household of Cornelius, they also spoke with tongues when He fell on them at Samaria.

 I never cease to be amazed at those who are willing to accept one portion of the Word but are not willing to accept others. We are charged with tending to absolute Lucan theology. Our critics state that speaking with tongues was not set forth in the Epistles and the Gospels, but my answer is that all Scripture is given by inspiration. Was not the Acts record of Luke inspired by the Holy Ghost and therefore infallible? Why would there have to be further supportive scripture to verify or validate his record? Is the theology of one portion of the Scripture more authentic than another? The answer is obvious.

 While we do not believe that the most important facet of receiving the baptism in the Holy Ghost is speaking with other tongues as the Spirit gives utterance, we do believe that it is vital and necessary for the reception of the fullness of the Spirit. When He is come, He will grant us divine ability to accomplish His task in the world. And this is the purpose of His coming.
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