Jason Weatherly’s Second Affirmative
In my first affirmative, I presented four main arguments. Pat’s first negative did not even scratch the surface in trying to answer the arguments.

First Argument

I presented several passages to establish from the Bible that “in the name of” DOES NOT mean “by the authority of”. Pat generalized his response based upon one passage – Jeremiah 14:14

“The Lord said unto me, The prophets prophesy lies IN MY NAME: I sent them not, neither have I commanded them, neither spake unto them…”
Pat stated, “But the truth is this verse is teaching these false prophets were claiming to prophesy by God’s authority.”

I want you to notice that NOTHING in Jeremiah 14:14 says anything about “claiming” to prophesy. This is Pat’s interpolations into the text. Pat said that these passages show the difference between “saying” that you are doing something “in the name of” and actually “doing” it “in the name of.”  However, exactly WHO was it that said that they did these things “in my name”?

Jer. 29:23, “Because they have committed adultery with their neighbor’s wives, and have spoken lying words IN MY NAME, which I have not commanded them; even I know, and am a witness, saith the Lord.” 

It was the LORD who said that they “spoke lying words IN MY NAME”! The Lord didn’t say that these were things that they “claimed” to have done. The Lord said that these were things that they “HAVE” done. Pat can either accept the word of the Lord or not. These passages indicate that they spoke lying words “while calling on the name of” the Lord. This understanding of the passage is so obvious that Kittel, 5:261 states:
“(Jer. 14:14; 29:9; Dt. 18:20) It thus seems that ‘NAMING MY NAME’ is the ONLY possibility”

Pat also appealed to Matt. 24:5. Pat stated, “In at least one case in the Bible (Matthew 24:5a - “For many shall come in my name, saying, I am Christ”), we have somebody falsely claiming to come in the name of Jesus…” Again, the passage says NOTHING about “claiming” to come in the name of Jesus. Jesus said, “For many SHALL come in my name, saying, I am Christ; and shall deceive many.” According to Pat’s view this passage would indicate that Jesus has authorized these individuals to deceive others!! 
Pat claims that this passage proves that “in my name” does not mean to speak the name. However the very passage he quotes shows that when someone comes “in my name” that they actually do SAY something!! Pat’s argument is that they come “in the name of Jesus” but they do not say “Jesus,” they say “Christ.” However, the passage does not say, “Many shall come ‘in the name of Jesus’…” The passage simply states, “in my name.” Secondly, this passage should not be seen as a direct quote. The parallel passages to this verse (Mk 13:6 & Lk 21:8) simply say, “… saying, I am”. “Christ” is not simply an appellative title. “Christ” is used both as a title (Mt. 16:20) and as a proper name (Matt. 1:1; 2 Tim. 2:19). “Christ” is a part of the proper name of Jesus Christ. BAGD, p. 573 translates this as, “they will come USING my name.”
Second Argument

In my second argument, I showed from a consistent use of Scriptures that “in the name of” means to “speak” the name. Pat commented on Deut. 25:6 that “in the name of” “probably refers to a spoken or written name, similar to how the phrase ‘there are three letters in the name Pat’ refers to the written name ‘Pat’.”  Pat’s illustration of “in the name Pat” is not grammatically concord with the phrase “in the name of.” However, Pat has admitted that “in the name of” in Deut. 25:6 IS referring to a SPOKEN name! We are making progress! The phrase “in the name of” in the LXX of Deut. 25:6 is the same phrase “in the name of” as used in Acts 10:48 (and some Greek text of Acts 2:38). So, we have Pat’s admission that the phrase “in the name of” probably refers to a “SPOKEN NAME”!!
Deut. 25:6 is similar in context to a New Testament passage, which also proves that “in the name of” refers to a spoken name.

Luke 1:59, “And it came to pass, that on the eighth day they came to circumcise the child; and they called him Zacharias, in the name of his father.”

We know from the context of Luke chapter 1, that they DID NOT have Zacharias’ “authority” to name the child “Zacharias.” Obviously, the phrase “in the name of” his father refers to the spoken name “Zacharias”. The Greek phrase “in the name of” in Luke 1:59 is the same phrase as in Acts 2:38, which refers to SPEAKING the name!

Pat stated that there are “MANY” uses of the phrase “in the name of” that go the other way (do not mean speak the name). Yet, Pat only appealed to ONE passage to show this. I challenge both Pat and the readers that there is NOT ONE passage in the entire Bible where “in the name of” does not mean to speak the name! Pat has a misunderstanding of Colossians 3:17. Colossians 3:17 DOES NOT teach that everything we do must be done “in the name of Jesus”. This is an “off the cuff” quote of the passage, which takes the passage out of context. Nestle’s Greek text of Colossians 3:17 states:
“Everything you do in word or work, all things, in the name of the Lord Jesus give thanks to God and the Father by him.”

The adverbial prepositional phrase “in the name of the Lord Jesus” modifies “give thanks” and indicates that we are to speak the name “Jesus” when we give thanks unto the Father! Compare this with Ephesians 5:20:

“Giving thanks always for all things unto God and the Father in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ”

BAGD Lexicon, p. 572 states:

“To thank God en on. Iesou Chr. while NAMING the name of Jesus Christ Eph, 5:20”
Therefore, even the passage Pat used in his negative still shows that a consistent use of the Scriptures proves that “in the name of” means to orally pronounce the name.

Third Argument

In my third argument I quoted from some of the most authoritative Hebrew and Greek Lexicons to show that “in the name of” means “naming” or “calling” the name. Pat’s response to this was that I ignored the instances where the lexicons refer to “authority.” First of all several of the lexicons I quoted DO NOT make mention of “authority.” For example BAGD Lexicon p. 288 simply states:

“The formula epi to onomati tinos used w. many verbs, prob. means ‘in connection with, or by the use of, i.e. NAMING, or CALLING OUT, or CALLING UPON the name’ baptizein Ac 2:38”
Secondly, the fact that Thayer and others do mention “authority” does not take away from the idea of “speaking the name.” Before Thayer ever mentioned anything about “authority” he qualified his definition of “in the name of” by stating:

“2. By a usage chiefly Hebraistic the name is used for everything which the name covers, everything the thought or feeling of which is roused in the mind by MENTIONING, HEARING, remembering, the name, i.e. for one’s rank; authority, interests, pleasure, command, excellences, deeds, etc”

The vast majority of Thayer’s comments on “in the name of” refer to “speaking” the name! Pat went on to say concerning Thayer’s statement of “professing the name”, “… Thayer explicitly says the one becoming a follower of Christ (the one being baptized) is the one professing the name via his baptism” The truth is Thayer DID NOT “explicitly” say any such thing! Again, this is Pat’s interpolation! What Thayer DID “explicitly” say was that the phrase baptize “eis to onoma tinos” (into the name) means “to PROFESS the name”.
Pat also mentioned that Kittel and Vine refer to “authority”. Again, this does not do away with the idea of speaking the name. Kittel (1:539-40) said that baptism “eis to onoma” means that “in baptism the name of Christ is PRONOUNCED, INVOKED, and CONFESSED by the one who baptizes…” Vine (p. 100) says that “in the name of” in Acts 8:16 refers to “CONFESSION” of the name. Pat needs to apply his statement of “unsound reasoning” towards himself. Pat quoted Webster’s Dictionary that “in the name of” means “by the authority of; as the representative of” and TOTALLY IGNORED the primary definition Webster gave "(a) in APPEAL or reference to.” Webster defines “appeal” as “INVOKE”. So, once again before anything is said of “authority” the idea of “speaking” the name is given.
Pat mentioned an advertisement for a documentary about killing “in the name of” Charles Manson. Pat thinks that it is absurd to suggest that “in the name of” means that these followers spoke the name Charles Manson. However, how would you know what “name” they killed in if the name was not spoken? How would you differentiate between killing in the name of Satan from killing in the name of Manson? The only way that you would know that someone killed in the name of Manson is because that is what they said. 

EVERY lexicon Pat and I have quoted has said that “in the name of” means to SPEAK the name.

FOURTH ARGUMENT
My fourth argument was based upon Acts 22:16 and the causative middle voice. Pat commented that the middle voice doesn’t always mean to “get” something done to you. No one said it did. However, as I pointed out in my first speech, Pat, himself understands that in Acts 22:16 – IT DOES! Pat understands that “baptize” and “wash” in the middle voice of Acts 22:16 means “GET yourself baptized, GET your sins washed away.” To be consistent, the same VOICE in the same VERSE with the same CONTEXT has the same MEANING, which means Saul was to “GET called upon you His Name.” The meaning of the middle voice in Acts 22:16 doesn’t flip flop from word to word. The context defines the use of the word “epikaleo” which is why Acts 2:21 & Rom. 10:13, we have the repentant speaking the name of Jesus, but in Acts 22:16 the name is called over the repentant. This is not a “fly by night” interpretation of Acts 22:16. This view is also expressed by such scholars as Kittel, Bruce, Haenchen, Anchor Bible, Hackett, Williams, H. Leo Boles, David Lipscomb, etc.
As already stated, “The permissive middle is also like a passive in that the subject is the RECEIVER OF THE ACTION” (GGBTB, p. 426). The word “epikaleo” when used as a passive means the name is called over someone. This is the same word used in James 2:7
“Do they not slander the good name which was CALLED UPON YOU” (Nestle’s Greek text) 
Pat’s brethren understand that this is referring to the name being called over the candidate in baptism.
“Is literally which is called upon you. The verb ‘called’ is from the Greek word ‘epikaleo’; aorist passive participle and signifies to assign a name to, to place a name upon. This name was most surely that of Christ’s PRONOUNCED UPON US IN BAPTISM.” (Dr. Guy N. Woods, James, p. 117)
Conclusion
Remember, Pat and I agree that the Bible teaches that we must baptize “in the name of Jesus.” I have shown from consistent use of the Scriptures that “in the name of” means to SPEAK the name. Pat has admitted that the phrase “in the name of” probably refers to a SPOKEN name! Every lexicon Pat and I have quoted has defined “in the name of” as SPEAK the name. Therefore, I affirm that we MUST baptize while speaking the name of Jesus. In order for the baptism to be valid, the name of Jesus MUST BE orally pronounced by the baptizer.
