
Baptism Sermon: Acts 19:1-7: Second Baptisms

OUTLINE

Water baptism
Spirit baptism

INTRODUCTION

A controversial issue among Christians is the question of second baptisms.  At the time of 
the Reformation this was a huge issue.  The Reformers, who practiced baby baptism had to 
ask themselves the question, is baptism by a Roman Catholic priest legitimate?  They 
concluded that it was because it was done in the name of the Trinity according to Matthew 
28:19.  But then there were those known as the Anabaptists who rejected the practice of 
infant baptism declaring that baby baptism is no baptism at all and true believers need to be
baptised after they have believed in obedience to the biblical pattern.  The question of 
second baptisms did not stop there.  With the Wesleys we saw the introduction of a two 
storey Christian experience that laid the foundation for holiness movements claiming the 
necessity of a second experience known as entire sanctification; or the Pentecostals who 
claimed the need for a second baptism in the Spirit with the evidence of tongues 
accompanying it.  Even among some Reformed thinkers there is the teaching that one needs
a second baptism of the Spirit for sealing to have joy and assurance.  Today Rebekah Ben 
Canaan is being baptised again.  She was baptised as a child but does not believe that she 
was converted so she is being baptised for the first time properly.  We will turn our attention
to Acts 19:1-7 where we have an instance of those who have already being baptised, but 
who are not believers needing to be baptised again.  Let us read Acts 19:1-7.  

Water baptism

These verses raise two questions, the question of rebaptising in water and the question of a 
second spiritual baptism.  Let us take the issue of water baptism.  There are those who deny
that John’s disciples, who would have already have been baptised were in fact rebaptised by
Paul.  John Calvin who strongly taught against the practice of the Anabaptists claims that 
the baptism administered by Paul is a Spirit baptism and not a water baptism.  This however
is stretching the text, we do in fact see a case of rebaptising in water.  

The context for these verses is the beginning of Paul’s third missionary journey.  We see 
Paul’s second missionary journey ending in Antioch in Acts 18:22, and the third journey 
starting in 18:23.  While Paul was strengthening the disciples we are introduced to Apollos.  
He was a well-educated and well-spoken Jew from Alexandria.  Yet he was a victim of his 
times in that he was caught between two realities in the transitional period as the Old 
Testament was passing away and the New was being established.  We are told that he was 
a disciple of John, but that he was also zealous and knew about Jesus.  However, his 
knowledge was incomplete though true, he was set straight by Aquila and Priscilla and he 
became very useful.  Some have speculated that he might have known about Jesus arrival 



but not about His death, resurrection and that Pentecost had come.  Please notice that He 
knew about Jesus and was not rebaptised.  John’s baptism was sufficient.  This is the case 
not only with Apollos but those disciples who were once disciples of John who then followed 
Christ.  John 1:37-40 gives Andrew as an example of this.  Because John’s baptism was one 
of faith in Christ there was no need to rebaptise those who had been baptised by John in 
preparation for the Messiah.  That is why the verses before us are so important.  We do not 
normally see John’s disciples being rebaptised, why then do we see these men being 
rebaptised?  

We have several indications in the text that they were not converted like Apollos and were 
therefore rebaptised.  I do not agree with the view that sees these men as OT believers 
needing to be brought into the NT.  If we look at verse 1 we will see that the men were 
called ‘disciples,’ some have taken from this that they were converted but this is not 
necessarily so.  It was not only Christians who were called disciples but also John’s disciples,
Matt. 9:14, 14:12.  The word disciple is not a word made up by Christians but taken over by 
Christians, it simply means learner and can legitimately be used of anyone who follows 
another’s teachings.  

We do not have a full narrative supplied to us but we can see from verse 2 that Paul could 
sense that everything was not kosher with these men and began to ask some revealing 
questions, ‘And he said to them, "Did you receive the Holy Spirit when you believed?" And 
they said, "No, we have not even heard that there is a Holy Spirit."’  Why did Paul think to 
ask this question?  Perhaps they had no joy and assurance of salvation; perhaps they had no
victory over sin; perhaps they were legalists who were dependent upon formulas and 
techniques; perhaps it was their lack of glorifying Christ which the Spirit loves to do, we are 
not told.  Their answer is surprising.  Now it is difficult to imagine any disciple of John not 
knowing of the existence of the Holy Spirit, or of anyone familiar with the OT.  For this 
reason most assume that they are admitting their ignorance about Pentecost and that the 
Holy Spirit has come.  Either way Paul recognises that there are some real gaps in their 
understanding and goes back to the source of their learning and asks about their baptism, 
asking more questions.  Verse 3, ‘And he said, "Into what then were you baptized?" They 
said, "Into John's baptism."’  
Being baptised into someone’s teaching is well worn biblical idea.  We see that Paul speaks 
about the Jews being baptised into Moses, that is into the law of Moses, 1 Cor. 10:2.  It 
appears by Paul’s response that these men were worse off than Apollos, so either they had 
ritually participated in John’s baptism, or had a second hand experience of it with vital 
information left out.  Whatever their inadequacies were they did not have the Holy Spirit 
because they did not believe.  

Paul then goes on to give some fuller teaching hoping to fill in the blanks.  We do not have 
the full lesson Paul would have taught them but we do have a neat summary of it in v4, ‘And
Paul said, "John baptized with the baptism of repentance, telling the people to believe in the
one who was to come after him, that is, Jesus."’  If this is the spirit of what Paul said, then 
we might be able to make a guess at some of their misunderstanding.  It appears that they 
believed in baptism and repentance but did not believe in Christ.  They seem to have taken 



on the law aspects of John’s message seeing the need for sinners to repent, openly commit 
to God and even be cleansed which is symbolised by water.  However it appears that these 
law practices did not lead these men to turn to Christ as their hope for the cleansing 
promised by the waters of baptism.  In other words it appears as if they were depending on 
their repentance and baptism, their legalistic observance and not in the Messiah who alone 
could wash away their sins.  Apollos had enough of this teaching that he did not need to be 
rebaptised but these men appeared to only have the repentance without the faith.  

There are many today who have turned the good news of what Jesus has done to the bad 
news of me having to do.  There are all sorts of cults that teach that by obedience to the 
command to be baptised I am saved, or by the perfect act of repentance I can be cleansed 
(this was the teaching of Finney).  All the focus is on the conditions of salvation but not on 
the ground of our salvation.  All the focus gets put on our part and our actions are then 
interpreted as the necessary grounds of what is needed for our sins to be washed away.  
The truth is that Christ is the only way sin can be washed away and any so called Christian 
teaching that does not make much of Christ and makes much of our own obedience has 
replaced the non-meritorious conditions of salvation with the grounds of our salvation, they 
have replaced our doing with Jesus doing.  It is important that we believe and repent, but 
our forgiveness is secured by Christ not our believing and repenting.  The focus is turned on 
how we receive Christ not on the Christ who we receive.  

Like these disciples, any who have trusted in human action and obedience, any who have 
become part of a religious system based even on the bible that does not point us to Christ 
as the exclusive saviour from sin.  They are not saved, they need to be pointed to Christ and
if they have been baptised, their first baptism does not count they must be baptised again.  
I would go further and imply that if someone was baptised as a baby and did not believe, 
that upon believing they must be rebaptised; or rather baptised biblically for the first time.  
Paul reinforces the pattern we have seen in the bible so far, believe and be baptised, not be 
baptised and then believe.  These verses are a perfect example of Paul not allowing baptism
to go without faith, he even goes so far as to rebaptise those who did not believe at the 
time of their baptism.  Even though John’s baptism was not normally repeated because it 
was a baptism into Christ, without faith it must be redone.  I therefore take issue with the 
Reformers who refused to repeat baptisms, the Scripture is against them.  

Spirit baptism

This is not the only question that comes to us from this text, we are also faced with the 
question of a second experience of being baptised in the Spirit.  The first problem that 
forces this question upon us is one of translation.  For those of you who are using the KJV 
you will notice a very important word change, the word ‘since.’  It reads ‘Have ye received 
the Holy Ghost since ye believed.’  This language makes it sound as if there is an experience
of receiving the Spirit subsequent to believing.  You will notice that the newer translations 
have removed this ambiguity and clarified its meaning, ‘Did you receive the Holy Spirit when
you believed.’  When not since is the clear teaching of this text and the NT.  Dr. Martin Lloyd-
Jones made the same mistake with Eph. 1:13.  He claims that there is a second experience 



of sealing after believing given to us by the Spirit; an experience of assurance.  The trouble 
is Lloyd-Jones exaggerates the word ‘after’ in the KJV to make his point as well.  Paul is not 
asking whether Christians have had a second Pentecostal experience but whether they are 
saved at all.  Paul was not a dispensationalist who would have thought that the OT Jews did 
not have the Spirit and these were merely OT believers needing to play catch up.  The Spirit 
is the one who grants faith and repentance, who grants regeneration, and who sanctifies, 
etc.  For Paul to ask whether they received the Spirit is not an enquiry into a second 
experience, but of their salvation.  

Paul teaches that we receive the Holy Spirit when we believe.  Eph. 1:13-14, ‘In him you 
also, when you heard the word of truth, the gospel of your salvation, and believed in him, 
were sealed with the promised Holy Spirit, 14 who is the guarantee of our inheritance until 
we acquire possession of it, to the praise of his glory.’  Again he teaches this in Gal. 3:2, ‘Let
me ask you only this: Did you receive the Spirit by works of the law or by hearing with 
faith?’ and again in v5. Now if this is the case why do we see Paul laying on hands and these
men having a second experience after their baptisms?  Doesn’t this deny what we have just 
said and that there is a second experience normal for the believer?

Should we be expecting a repeat of Pentecost, is Pentecost a model for what we should 
expect outpourings of the Holy Spirit to look like?  The quick answer is no!
Pentecost is a once off unrepeatable event, just as the death of Christ, the resurrection and 
the Ascension.  It is an event that has great significance that never needs to be done again. 
Pentecost is the fulfilling of the promise of the Spirit being poured out on all flesh, in Joel 2. 
And just as Jesus was the promised Messiah, and does not come in every generation, the 
Holy Spirit too is not poured out like at Pentecost in every generation.  

If the Holy Spirit is only given to the Church as a whole once, then why do we see similar 
outpourings in Acts 8, 10, and 19?  The Holy Spirit being poured out on the Samaritans, 
Cornelius’s household, and John the Baptist’s disciples.  The reason this is so is because 
when the Gospel crossed very important racial barriers in accordance with the areas 
mentioned in Acts 1:8, Jerusalem, Judea, Samaria, and the ends of the earth, the gentiles.  
Then there was an extension of the work at Pentecost.  It was such a revolutionary thought 
that Samaritans and Gentiles should become the people of God, that they received their own
Pentecosts as proof of their acceptance.  Think of it this way, when you build a house you 
have the mains for your electricity installed, that is like Pentecost.  Now in the future when 
you do an extension, you will not need to reinstall the mains in every room, you simply hook
up to the mains, and you will have light and power in that room, that is like Acts 8, 10, and 
19.  When these others received an outpouring of the Holy Spirit is was not a re-giving of 
the Holy Spirit as at first, it was simply an extension of Pentecost.  And now that all the 
barriers of Acts 1:8 have been crossed, even this phenomenon should not be expected any 
more.

One of our biggest mistakes is in the way in which we misuse the book of Acts today.  We 
think that miracles and Pentecost outpouring are to be everyday events.  ‘Miracles in the 
Bible were not an everyday affair!’  Although Acts records many miracles if you examine it 



closely you will see that the miracles did not happen every day in every situation. Likewise in
other parts of the bible.  So for example in the life of Isaac, there are only four dramatic 
events recorded in his long life of 180 years.  First there was the miracle of his birth to a 
barren woman, then many years later the providence of God was at work to find a wife for 
Isaac, guiding the steps of Abraham’s servant at the well.  The God delivers Isaac’s wife 
from becoming another man’s wife, and the fourth event is God prolonging Isaac’s life after 
he blesses Jacob, God’s chosen one.  That is only four miraculous events in a life of 180 
years.  The Bible records these events as highlights, and if one reads the Bible in a passing 
fashion one will not realize that a lot of time passes between these miracles of God.  
Miracles did not happen every day.

The next statement we need to make is this, ‘Miracles did not happen to every person!’
The plot line of the Bible follows only a few main characters, and not the lives of every 
single Israelite.  So many of the miracles that happened to people were happening in 
seclusion, behind closed doors, not experienced by the majority of people.  So we will see a 
Samson experiencing great strength, a Gideon given signs, a David slaying Goliath, a Daniel 
being saved from lions.  But these miracles were not for every person, not even every 
believer.  How many Israelites never experienced strength like Samson, had never been 
visited by God and given indications of his favour, and have never been used to slay a 
Goliath?  Many!  If we read the Bible insensitively we will think that everyone experienced 
miracles, that is not true.  Likewise Pentecostal type experiences did not happen to all.

The next point we need to make is this, ‘Miracles are not only acts of God against the laws 
of nature!’  We must not overlook the very natural miracles.  Things like life and birth, the 
sustaining of the seasons, and most especially the providences of God.  Many of the 
miracles of God in the Bible are not spectacular displays of Science defying phenomena, but 
special interventions in history where someone was put in the right place at the right time.  
For example, it is no mistake that Moses was taken from the bulrushes by one of the royal 
family; nor that Esther became the Queen of Xerxes; nor that Joseph was sold to people 
going to Egypt, and in every instance this divine ordering of events produced a deliverer for 
the whole nation, Moses, Esther, and Joseph saved God’s people.  And all through what we 
would interpret to be chance happenings or meetings.  We must not overlook the workings 
of God in providence for they are as miraculous as the spectacular miracles, and often seen 
as second rate miracles.  

The next point we will make regarding miracles is that, ‘Miracles only happen in large 
amounts at important turning points in history!’  If you read the Bible carefully you will see 
that where there are large amounts of miracles going on, it is usually at turning points in 
history.  So you will see large amounts of miracles when God is setting his people free, in 
the case of Moses, and Joshua.  When the religion of Israel is in danger and in need of 
radical reform, we see the miraculous ministries of Elijah, and Elisha.  With the coming of 
God’s Messiah Jesus Christ we see a three and half year ministry of intense miracles, and in 
the creation of the people of God, this too starts with a bang, and many miracles done at 
the hands of the apostles.  Isaiah did not see an intense period of miracles, nor Isaac, nor 



Malachi, sure they saw divine providences and perhaps even the occasional miracle, but 
certainly not an intense period as in the ministry of Christ, or the apostles.  Large amounts 
of miracles are reserved for major turning points in history and are not normative for all 
time.  This explains why Pentecost like events occurred as the gospel passed certain racial 
and religious boundaries for the first time.

The last point is this, ‘Miracles act as signs pointing out significant events or people!’  It is 
this last point which is most significant to remember for it will help us see why Christ’s 
ministry was so full of miracles.  Those miracles were signs indicating that he was the one 
who was promised.  The miracles act as a collection of large neon lit arrows which all point 
towards one point, Christ.  If the miracles were an everyday occurrence, well there wouldn’t 
be anything significant about Christ’s coming, and if they were an everyday occurrence, well 
they would cease to be miracles at all.  When John the Baptist was having doubts about 
Jesus because he didn’t see the judgement part of the prophesies fulfilled he sent some of 
his disciples to ask Jesus if he was the one that the OT prophesied about.  Listen to Jesus 
response.  Matthew 11:4-5 (ESV), “And Jesus answered them, "Go and tell John what you 
hear and see: the blind receive their sight and the lame walk, lepers are cleansed and the 
deaf hear, and the dead are raised up, and the poor have good news preached to them.”  
Jesus pointed to the miracles, it was like someone asking is this the Baptist Church, and us 
pointing to the sign that says Baptist Church.  Miracles are not God’s ordinary means for 
sorting out problems and taking his kingdom forward, they are used to highlight significant 
events.  They wouldn’t be very effective as a highlighter, if they were common occurrence.  
This means that unless God is going to do a major and new thing, we should not expect an 
intense amount of miracles.  And my understanding of the Bible tells me that all the major 
things have happened, and now we wait for the last major thing, the second coming of 
Christ.

Many expect to see the same intensity of miracles that the apostles experienced, but this is 
to misunderstand the significance of the apostles.  The apostles are called the foundation of 
the NT Church (Eph 2:20), just as the prophets were of the OT Church.  They therefore are 
unique and have unique ministries as far as miracles are concerned.  Paul even refers to ‘the
signs of the apostles’, in 2 Cor. 12:12 (ESV), “The signs of a true apostle were performed 
among you with utmost patience, with signs and wonders and mighty works.”  They were 
eye witnesses who authenticated that Christ has indeed resurrected from the dead, and who
were used to establish the foundation of the Church.  So just because dynamite was used to
blow open holes in the hard rock of this world to lay the foundation of the Church, it does 
not mean that dynamite will be used to build the rest of the Church.  No now that the 
foundation is laid we turn to the task of laying brick upon brick.  True, it would be fun to 
play with dynamite, but we must remember that God ordained the apostles for their 
purpose, and us for ours.

And we need to make the point that even in the apostles ministries they were not always 
performing miracles every second of the day.  Paul told timothy to use wine as medicine to 
heal his stomach ailment (1 Tim 5:22).  Trophimus one of Paul’s companions was not healed
by Paul, but left at the town of Miletus sick (2 Tim 4:20), and even the great Paul had a 



thorn in his flesh which for all his apostolic authority he was not able to remove (2 Cor 
12:7).  The only one who could perform miracles at will was Christ, who had the Spirit 
without measure.

Even within the pages of the Bible we begin to see a decline in the amount of miracles as 
we get further from Pentecost.  As we scan the letters that were written by Paul and the 
other apostles, we will discern that there is a shift from miracles used to astound people and
draw crowds, to the establishing of Churches through the use of pastors, elders and 
deacons.  The last letters to be written by Paul were what are known as the pastoral 
epistles, 1,2 Timothy, and Titus.  These letters are very important regarding the question of 
whether the miraculous form a part of the everyday affairs of the Church.  Read those 
letters closely you will see that they are void of reference to the miraculous, unlike 1 
Corinthians which has much on the subject.  The letters are taken up with appointing 
officers in the Church and making sure that teachers were found who would pass on the 
message of the apostles, not the miracles of the apostles.  And in Hebrews 2:3-4 (ESV)  
“how shall we escape if we neglect such a great salvation? It was declared at first by the 
Lord, and it was attested to us by those who heard, while God also bore witness by signs 
and wonders and various miracles and by gifts of the Holy Spirit distributed according to his 
will.”  We see that already the apostolic witness accompanied with signs and wonders is 
spoken of in the past tense.  God does not give the ten commandments in every generation,
part the red sea in every generation, nor will he resend the apostles with their apostolic 
miracles in every generation.  To expect as much shows a misunderstanding of how God 
uses miracles.  Therefore we should not look at Acts 19 as a model for every Christian.  
              


