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INTRODUCTION1

We are limited in our examination of any subject to that which has
been spoken or written on that subject. The commendation of the
Bereans, in Acts 17:11-12, was due to their willingness to examine
inspired recorded historical evidence and, thereon, base what they
believed about Jesus of Nazareth. They were dealing with a sufficient
record of prophesy and they were capable of properly evaluating the
fulfillment of it in the coming of the Christ and, thus, heaven’s plan for
the redemption of mankind now available to them.

Any examination of “Deaver’s Doctrine Regarding Holy Spirit
Baptism” will necessarily lack that precision and finality possible to the
Bereans. These ideas and doctrines relative to the work of the Holy
Spirit continue to evolve. Therefore, we are limited to that which has
developed and has been written and spoken up to the present time. I
purpose to show a sampling of what has been spoken, written, and/or
endorsed by those associated with Mac Deaver. Our source materials
are those which have been written by or concerning Deaver, Glen Jobe,
and the late Bob Berard. As we examine some of the passages used to
support this new (at least for them) doctrine, may we possess the
Berean spirit.

THE MIND-SET THAT MOTIVATES
“It is my opinion, that in the providence of God, we have come to

a point in the history of the church when God wants the error taught for
years by ‘Word only’ advocates corrected.”2 That brethren have
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anointed themselves to do battle in behalf of what they believe to be
righteousness—while leaving chaos, confusion, and destruction in their
wake—is the history of the Lord’s glorious cause. Let us be reminded
that the Twin Towers fell due to somebody believing they were doing
what was right and proper.

However, lest we get too excited so as to overreact, maybe we can
take comfort in these words offered a little over a year ago—“Let the
reader again be advised that we have never made the Holy Spirit issue
a matter of fellowship.”3 Given the continued speculations and
castigation of brethren who refuse to go along with Deaver’s doctrine,
a right thinking person might ask: “How long can that last?” A
tremendous change and adaptation has developed from the original
personal indwelling of the Holy Spirit view espoused by Deaver and his
two sons, Weylan and Todd, to now incorporate Holy Spirit baptism
into the doctrine. How and why this is being done is the thrust of this
material.

One of the problems we face in dealing with people in the religious
world in general is that they have accepted ideas to be true and then,
when questioned about them, they run to the Bible to try to find support
for that which they have already determined to be so. It allows the
person who accepts salvation by “faith alone” to see just that in every
passage mentioning “faith” (Rom. 5:1; Eph. 2:8). This is the reverse of
the proper order (cf. Acts 17:11-12; 1 Thess. 5:21). Could this apply
concerning this matter? Bobby Liddell observes:

There is a real problem when anyone, brother or not, becomes so
obsessively focused on a particular point, even if it is true, that
it becomes a “hobby.” Several brethren seem unable to think,
speak, or write about anything but the Holy Spirit. The difficulty
multiplies when the point pursued is false. If one becomes so
intent on finding proof of a supposed direct operation of the
Holy Spirit upon the heart of man that he can hardly read a verse
without seeing evidence for his position, or resorts to adopting
denominational error to bolster that to which he has attached his
soul’s own welfare, he has given up honest investigation of
Scripture for a mad scavenger hunt for passages he can twist and
pervert to his own illicit purpose.4

HOLY SPIRIT BAPTISM TODAY
I remember well how shocked I was, a number of years ago as a

young preacher, when I read that a professor at Harding Graduate
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School of Religion, Richard Oster, was teaching that everyone in the
church today has been baptized in the Holy Spirit. When pressed, he
said, “[I]f it were the case that one must choose between water and
Spirit, then the Bible would teach that one must choose Spirit.”5 Who
could have predicted that we would be in the position we are in today,
examining the same subject, with the Deavers and their followers? A
least Oster’s example should serve as a warning concerning future
possibilities.

I am fearful that assumption, supposition, and desire are the
catalysts driving much in this present “awakening.” We find Deaver
making statements like this:

If we are correct to think that all Christians are baptized into
both water and Spirit as per Luke 3 and John 3:3, 5, then other
passages bear on the subject as well, and not simply passages
that we have historically treated as exclusively discussing Holy
Spirit baptism.6

We read another example of this withholding of judgment a few pages
later in the statement: “Now, if the New Testament does teach that
those who become Christians are baptized in water and in Spirit (in the
one baptism of Ephesians 4:5), then ...”7 “If” is a big word, carrying
with it great potential for good or significant cause for alarm and harm.
Since we have seen develop a defense of the doctrine (that Holy Spirit
baptism is yet available today) coming from Deaver, those working
closely with him, those endorsed by him, and those with whom he
states his agreement, it has moved past the “if” phase in their thinking
and writing.
Bob Berard

In 1999, Berard wrote an article entitled, “Behold, I Thought The
Spirit Indwelt Christians Only Through The Word.” He explained:
“[E]rror about the Spirit’s indwelling caused me to further err as to the
Spirit’s ‘direct’ work (by ‘direct’ I mean a work accomplished by His
personal presence in addition to what is accomplished by His indirect
work through His word) in the Christian’s heart.”8 After explaining
how he had come to believe differently, in a section entitled “The
Operation Of The Holy Spirit,” he wrote:

Paul declared that there is an operation or working of God that
occurs at one’s baptism (Col. 2:12). This operation of God
quickens, that is gives spiritual life to the one baptized (Col.
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2:13). All three persons of the Godhead have a part in man’s
salvation, but the Scriptures indicate the Holy Spirit as the
person doing this work. Since, as shown above, the Spirit begins
His personal indwelling at baptism, the Spirit is—
T In the right place to give the needed spiritual life (in the

baptized one’s heart—Jn. 4:14; 7:37-39 also puts the Spirit
within man; see also 2 Cor. 1:22).

T At the right time (at one’s baptism—Col. 2:12).
T In the right form (that is, the Holy Spirit personally,

proven in indwelling section above).
T To do the right work, that is, to provide what the baptized

one needs and by faith expects to receive at his bap-
tism—spiritual life (Col. 2:12-13).

The Spirit’s operation in the Christian’s heart to give spiritual
life has the Bible’s “amen” in the explicit statement: “the Spirit
... will also give life to your mortal bodies through His Spirit
who dwells in you” (Rom. 8:11, NKJV). See also Jn. 3:5; Rom.
8:13; Phil. 2:12-13; Tit. 3:5; 1 Pet. 3:18). The Holy Spirit is in
the right place at the right time in the right form to do the right
work of giving life to the baptized person.9

Berard assumed that because of the Spirit’s involvement in
conversion, that such is direct upon the heart of the one being baptized.
And what is his proof? Other passages that tell of the Spirit’s involve-
ment which he also assumed to be direct. Proving something by using
something you have yet to prove is no proof. It is easy to jump to a
conclusion if you have your mind made up as to what the conclusion
must be. Since Berard says the phrase “operation of God” has reference
to the direct operation of the Holy Spirit upon the heart of the one
being baptized, and since Paul says that faith in that operation of God
is the basis upon which we can have confidence in the forgiveness of
our trespasses, then, in order for us to have faith in the right thing and
for our baptism to be valid, we must believe that the Holy Spirit has
directly operated upon our hearts in a baptism of the Spirit at the same
time we are baptized in water. Notice as well that this is not talking
about assistance provided the child of God either, but of an alien in
conversion.

As Daniel Denham observed:
The clause “who hath raised Him [Christ] from the dead”
modifies “God” in the text, and points to the operation or
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working that is actually under consideration by Paul. He is
writing of the mighty work that the Father did in raising Christ
from the dead, and the necessity for faith in that great act that
gives baptism its spiritual substance and significance.10

Deaver answers:
However, Romans 8:11 would suggest that Denham is wrong.
The power by which a sinner is turned into a saint is the same
kind of power by which God raised Christ from the dead. That
power that God used in raising Christ from the dead is the same
kind of power that he gives by the Spirit to the saint which
provides spiritual life while the saint is in the mortal (not
immortal) body. Read Romans 8:11 very carefully.11

Again, Deaver has assumed what he has yet to prove, i.e., that the
Romans 8 passage has anything at all to do with a baptism of the Holy
Spirit and a spiritual raising that occurs at conversion. This is suppos-
edly one of those “historically” misunderstood passages that must now
be reinterpreted so as to allow that for which they wish. I am not
convinced that what B.J. Clarke observed is only a historically and
traditionally inaccurate assessment of this passage.

The conclusion is obvious: If the burial is contemporaneous with
the circumcision, and the circumcision is simultaneous with
putting off the body of the sins of the flesh, then the moment at
which one is buried with Christ in baptism is the very moment
when one’s sins are severed from one’s soul. Of course, one is
to be baptized in faith that the same God, Who operated in power
to raise Jesus from the dead, will likewise operate through the
power of His Son’s blood to raise the spiritually dead from the
watery grave of baptism to walk in newness of life (Rom. 6:4).12

However, as Berard continued, we see a different idea given.
Summarizing, one remains spiritually dead until he is baptized
even though he has willingly submitted to the Spirit’s word and
was thereby “indwelt” (as some imply) by the Spirit solely by
means of the Spirit’s word. The Spirit’s word and man’s
submitted will leave man lost in sin until that man is immersed
(Acts 22:16). It is in that immersion that God operates in
addition to His word according to Colossians 2:12-13. At
baptism (not before by the word alone) spiritual life is attained
and this is simultaneous with the Spirit’s personal entrance into
the heart (Rom. 8:9; Col. 2:12-13). Since spiritual life is a
working of God occurring at baptism (Col. 2:12-13) and since
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the indwelling Spirit is identified as the Divine Person giving life
(Jn. 4:10-14; 7:37-39; Rom. 8:11,13), the Holy Spirit is the
Person of the Godhead who personally imparts spiritual life in
the heart of the person being baptized.13

Deaver’s editorial comment made at this point in Berard’s article is
significant. To assist those reading the article, he added: “If the reader
would require even more precision, it could be said that the Holy Spirit
changes the heart during baptism (Tit. 3:5) and then moves into the
heart to take up His indwelling after the heart is cleansed (Gal. 4:6).”14

Thus, we witness a connection being made between the personal
indwelling of the Holy Spirit and the beginning point at which such is
made possible. What could that beginning point be? It is the baptism of
the Holy Spirit.

In another article, Berard went further in explaining the rationale
for the attempts at making Holy Spirit baptism necessary today. He
attempted to show the improper distinctions made by brethren down
through history.

Many advocate that baptism with the Holy Spirit is a baptism
different from the baptism of Acts 2:38, the baptism that puts
one into Christ (Gal. 3:26-27). They believe (as I once did) that
Holy Spirit baptism always involves the miraculous and they
know that the baptism of Acts 2:38 reports the one baptism
mentioned in Ephesians 4:5. Apparently in fear of supporting the
possibility of miracles after the first century, some of us have
gone too far by rejecting the term “baptism of the Holy Spirit”
as applicable to all who obey the gospel. It is true that miracles
ended with the first century, and completion of the New Testa-
ment, but it is also true that baptism in the Holy Spirit is not in
every case associated with the miraculous as will be shown
below.15

I know of no one who is motivated by such fear. What has been
done is to recognize that Holy Spirit baptism is not the baptism of the
Great Commission. Roy C. Deaver, in exposing the mistaken notion
that tongue speaking continues today, showed the distinction between
the two and tied tongue speaking to the baptism of the Holy Spirit.16

While the Deaver camp denies that the miraculous continues or is
necessary with Holy Spirit baptism, surely they can see the reasoning
and obvious Scriptural connections behind the questioning.

In 1976, Thomas B. Warren prepared the charts for David Lipe’s
debate with Billy Lewis, a United Pentecostal Church preacher. The
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appendix of that book contains the charts used. Concerning the baptism
of the Holy Spirit, as one of the means whereby miraculous gifts were
given, Warren showed that such ceased by A.D. 62 and used Ephesians
4:5 as proof.17 On another chart he concludes: “Since There Is No Holy
Spirit Baptism Today (Only One Baptism In Water) And No Apostles
Today The Miraculous Gifts Have Ceased.”18 On a chart with the
heading, “BAPTISM OF THE HOLY SPIRIT” he illustrated:

1. PROPHESIED AND PROMISED
(JOEL 2:28-32; MATT. 3:11; ACTS 1:4, 5, 8)

2. ADMINISTRATOR WAS CHRIST
(MATT. 3:11; JOHN 1:33; ACTS 2:32, 33)

3. RECIPIENTS WERE:
(1) APOSTLES (LK. 24:49; ACTS 1:4, 5, 8, 26; 2:1-4)
(2) CORNELIUS (Acts 10:44, 45; 11:15)

4. PURPOSE WAS:
(1) TO INSPIRE AND QUALIFY APOSTLES AS AMBASSA-
DORS OF CHRIST (JOHN 14:16, 17, 26; 15:26; 16:13; II COR.
5:20)
(2) TO PROVE THAT THE GENTILES WERE RECIPIENTS
OF THE GOSPEL (ACTS 10:47, 48; 11:1-3; 15-18; 15:7-11)

5. MIRACULOUS IN NATURE (ACTS 2:43; 3:1-7; 5:1-11, 12,
15, 16; 10:46)

6. CEASED BY A.D. 62 (EPH.4:5)19

There are many other charts made by Warren used in this debate which
held up under close examination then and do so even today.

Berard attempted to show that the distinctions made between the
baptism of the Great Commission and Holy Spirit baptism are
improper. He assured us that while there are two different elements,
these “are two elements in the one baptism of Ephesians 4:5, that is
water and Spirit (John 3:5).”20

John 3:5
Is John 3:5 proof of the contention that one is baptized in water and

in the Holy Spirit? To be born anew is to be born of water and the
Spirit and results in entering the kingdom. To enter the kingdom is to
be saved (Col. 1:13-14). To be saved one must obey the Gospel. The
culminating act of primary Gospel obedience is baptism in water of a
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believing, penitent confessor for remission of sins (Heb. 11:6; Jn. 8:24;
Lk. 13:3; Rom. 10:9-10; Acts 2:38; 22:16). To be born anew is simply
to obey the Gospel. But, what is the Spirit’s involvement in the new
birth? Let the words inspired by the Spirit provide insight—“Of his
own will begat he us with the word of truth, that we should be a kind
of firstfruits of his creatures” (Jas. 1:18). It just has to be something
different and more than that, so, Berard makes the charge:

Those who argue that baptism with or by the Spirit is always
miraculous change the word “Spirit” in John 3:5 to “word” and
do so without warrant. Of course one’s obedient response to God
always involves understanding the Spirit’s word (the Bible, the
truth—1 Pet.1:22-23) and doing what the Bible says, but the
element “water” and the element “Spirit” are both taught by the
Spirit’s word in John 3:5 as essential to entering the kingdom of
God. When one is under the water of his baptism for remission
of his sins, he there receives an operation or working of God
whereby he is “raised with” Christ (Col. 2:11-13). Hear Paul in
verse 12, “buried with Him in baptism, in which you also were
raised with Him through faith in the working of God.” Christ
shed His blood in His death and it is in the likeness of Christ’s
death that one is cleansed by that blood, puts sin to death, and
has Christ’s Spirit enter his heart giving spiritual life (Rom. 6:3-
7; 8:9-13). All Christians are those which were baptized into the
one body by one Spirit (1 Cor. 12:13). That baptism involved the
elements of water and the Spirit.21

This is simply a false charge. That this, in reality, is an attack that
subjugates the Spirit’s inspired Word to less than “quick, and powerful,
and sharper than any twoedged sword, piercing even to the dividing
asunder of soul and spirit, and of the joints and marrow, and is a
discerner of the thoughts and intents of the heart” (Heb. 4:12), could be
concluded, whether intentioned or not.
1 Corinthians 12:13

One passage into which he interjected what is necessary to his
conclusion is 1 Corinthians 12:13 which reads: “For by one Spirit are
we all baptized into one body, whether we be Jews or Gentiles, whether
we be bond or free; and have been all made to drink into one Spirit.”
The idea is to take the phrase “by one Spirit” to refer to the element “in
which” one is baptized into the “one body,” rather than the means “by
which” one is baptized into the “one body.” The appeal is to the phrase
“by one Spirit” or “in one Spirit,” as translated in the American
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Standard Version, as a case for Spirit baptism by Berard.22 Instead of
saying that this is what he also believes, leaving wiggle room for
himself, Deaver explains:

I will simply say whether or not the Greek preposition here en
should be translated “by” or “in,” that when men are added to the
church, since there is only one body and one Spirit (Eph. 4:4),
and we are baptized into one body (1 Cor. 12:13), and the one
Spirit indwells the one body (1 Cor. 3:16-17), that all Christians
are in one Spirit. You get that way surely by complying with the
Spirit’s instructions, but being in Spirit (one spirit with the Lord)
is a condition (1 Cor. 6:17).23

Concerning this phrase, Roy H. Lanier Sr. commented:
The use of the phrase “in one Spirit” has caused most of the
religious world to think Holy Spirit baptism is meant in this
verse. But the Greek preposition en does not always signify the
element in which the baptism takes place when used with the
word baptize. For instance, John was baptizing en the wilderness
(Mk. 1:4), but the wilderness was not the element in which he
was baptizing ... And to baptize en the name of Christ does not
make Christ the element in which we are baptized (Acts
10:48).24

The context of 1 Corinthians 12:13 as well is very informative as
to how the word en is used. “Wherefore I give you to understand, that
no man speaking by the Spirit of God calleth Jesus accursed: and that
no man can say that Jesus is the Lord, but by the Holy Ghost” (1 Cor.
12:3). In this verse we have the same phrase en pneumatic used twice.
When people spoke “by the Spirit” or “in the Spirit,” they spoke as they
were directed, moved by the Holy Spirit, just as David was able to call
Jesus Lord (Ps. 110:1; Mt. 22:43; Mk. 12:36). To speak “in the Spirit”
or “by the Spirit” is to speak as the Spirit directs. In 1 Corinthians 12:9
the spiritual gifts are said to be given en (“in” or “by”) the same Spirit.
In verse 11, the phrase is defined in that when a spiritual gift was given
en pneumatic, it was given by the Spirit according to His will. If the
Holy Spirit is the element in which one is baptized into Christ, the
passages we have used to show the necessity of water baptism have
been deficient. They omit information about Holy Spirit baptism being
another necessary element.

Think seriously about this. The “one body” alluded to by Paul is,
without doubt, the body of Christ, the church. It is into this “one
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body”—into Christ—we baptized (1 Cor. 12:13). The element in which
we are baptized into Christ is either water or Spirit, not both. If it is the
Spirit, then the baptism which puts us into Christ is not water baptism.
An appropriate question then would be, why should one be baptized in
water at all? Does baptism in the Holy Spirit precede or follow water
baptism? If it comes before, and in it one is baptized into Christ in
whom all spiritual blessing are found (Eph. 1:3), including the
forgiveness of sins (Eph. 1:7), it necessarily follows that one is in
possession of salvation before and without water baptism. If baptism in
the Holy Spirit follows water baptism, and it is in the element of the
Spirit that one is baptized into Christ, then, in spite of the fact that one
has been baptized in water, such a one is neither saved nor in Christ.
Which one of those two horns of the dilemma is preferable? In order to
avoid this dilemma, the “near” simultaneous occurrence of baptism in
water and in the Holy Spirit must be advocated.

It simply is not the case that 1 Corinthians 12:13 teaches that the
Holy Spirit is “the” element or “an” element in which one is baptized.
En eni pneumatic, “by one Spirit” or “in one Spirit” (ASV) is grammat-
ically comparable to Paul’s affirmation in Ephesians 3:5, where it is
said that those things previously unrevealed are “now revealed unto his
holy apostles and prophets by the Spirit” (emphasis added). The agency
of the Spirit is under consideration here. Thus, it is through the
direction of the Holy Spirit that we are led to be baptized in water (Acts
8:36), into Christ (Rom. 6:3-4). It is when one complies with the
instructions, the directions the Spirit has provided through inspired
words in obeying the truth of the Gospel (1 Pet. 1:22-25) that he is then
correctly said to be “baptized by one Spirit into one body.”
Titus 3:5-6

Berard wrote:
The biblical term “baptism” describes an immersion or an
overwhelming in some element as seen from the term’s use in
phrases such as “baptism of suffering” or “baptism ... in the
cloud and in the sea ...” One upon whom the Spirit is abundantly
poured (Tit. 3:5-6 as noted above [but it is not, FTC]) and who
thereby is equipped to be “strengthened with might through” the
“Spirit in the inner man” (Eph. 3:16) fits the description of one
baptized in the Spirit.25

Later, Berard ties Titus 3:5-6 to Joel 2, Acts 2, John 4 and 7.
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It is amazing that when you grant certain things to be so, other
things naturally flow from them. Consequently, we have this whole
arrangement. The phrase, “abundantly poured” (Tit. 3:6, ASV), is said
to be descriptive of the Holy Spirit; thus, the Holy Spirit baptism
prophesied in Joel 2, and which is even from the same word used by
Peter in Acts 2:17. Deaver, in his more precise explanation in Berard’s
previous article, said: “[T]he Holy Spirit changes the heart during
baptism and then moves into the heart to take up His residence after the
heart is cleansed,”26 attempting to use Titus 3:5 as proof. Hence, the
“this is that” explanations from Acts 2:16 we have used in times past
were terribly shortsighted in this new found significance, because Joel
was actually telling us that today we, too, must be baptized in the Holy
Spirit.

Denham made these observations about the usage of Titus 3:5-6.
The key clause upon which his argument in Titus 3:5-6 depends
is that which he translates as “whom He poured out on us
abundantly through Jesus Christ.” Bob [Berard] evidently takes
the relative pronoun hou as neuter in gender and applies it to the
name “Holy Spirit” (“Holy Ghost,” KJV). In Greek, pronouns
must agree with their antecedents in number and gender, but do
not have to agree in case, which is governed rather by the
pronoun’s function within its relative clause. One plausible
response to the position espoused by Bob is that the pronoun
here could be taken instead as masculine in gender and as
referring or relating back to the phrase “His mercy” (ton autou
eleon), which in fact is the central topic of the text: for Paul is
stressing how salvation is not based on “works of one’s own
righteousness” but rather on God’s “mercy” with the interven-
ing prepositional phrase “by (or through, from dia) the washing
of regeneration and renewing of the Holy Spirit” being clearly
subordinate to this main thought. From this perspective then it
would be the mercy “which was shed upon us abundantly
through Jesus Christ.” This accords well with the context in
which Paul has just recently stressed the gracious gift of God’s
Son to “redeem us from all iniquity, and purify unto Himself a
peculiar people, zealous of good work” (cf. Titus 2:11-14).27

Denham also showed that in the reference to the Holy Spirit, Paul’s
use of “us” (Tit. 3:6) could be contemplative of only the apostles who
did receive Holy Spirit baptism, not “every baptized believer (past and
present),” as Berard claimed. Also, the expression could simply be “a
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comparably picturesque way to refer to the indwelling of the Spirit and
not necessarily the baptism of the Spirit.”28 The obvious miraculous
attachment to this same word ekcheo, in Acts 2 and 10, in the actual
seeing and hearing the demonstration of the Spirit’s power “poured
out” by the Lord is directly connected to Joel’s prophecy, while what
they want Titus 3:5-6 to teach is, at best, interesting speculation.

Deaver’s comments about Denham’s observations was: “Nothing
is settled,” and, “If we are correct to think that all Christians are
baptized into both water and Spirit ...”29 Does it not appear that Bobby
Liddell’s assessment (noted at the beginning of this study) finds
application throughout?

Notice some of the quotations found in Berard’s article.
When the Spirit is figuratively poured out by Christ into the
heart of the one immersed in the waters of his baptism, he
becomes the subject of the Spirit’s powerful (but non-miracu-
lous) influence as the baptized person (of his own free will)
studies and does his best to apply the Spirit’s Word to his life
(Phil. 2:12-13; Eph. 3:14-20).30

We know from John’s promise and other teaching noted in this
paper, that baptism with the Holy Spirit occurred/occurs in every
instance when one is baptized into Christ. When one has been
lowered into the water by a man, Christ baptizes that same man
with his Holy Spirit as He promised to do (Jn. 14:23; Acts 2:38;
5:32; Rom. 8:9; Jn. 3:5; Eph. 2:22; Tit. 3:5-6; 1 Cor. 12:13).31

When men met the prerequisites of baptism into Christ they were
ready to be immersed in water and in that immersion in water
they would receive all the promised benefits including the Holy
Spirit (Acts 2:38). This Holy Spirit reception may be called “the
gift of the Holy Spirit” or “the baptism with the Holy Spirit.”32

Is it not beyond belief that Deaver and his followers are saying that
the “gift of the Spirit” has all along been “Holy Spirit baptism,” and we
just had not realized it until now? Those quotes only scratch the surface
as to the extent to which Berard’s article goes in the promotion of Holy
Spirit baptism. It was Berard’s contention that it is in Holy Spirit
baptism that the indwelling begins, and provided for him what he
became convinced he had been missing.
Glenn Jobe Lessons

In 2001, at the Robertson County (Tennessee) Lectures, Jobe
preached a couple of sermons, entitled “Christ and the New Birth: I and
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II.” In those lessons he taught that Holy Spirit baptism is for us today.33

Deaver was the director of that lectureship. There are a few possibilities
regarding the lessons that Jobe preached which need to be considered.
The director either assigned Jobe’s topic or he did not. He either knew
beforehand what Jobe’s topic was or he did not. If he did know the
topic assigned, he either knew the direction Jobe would be going with
it or he did not. He either believed what Jobe taught before he taught
it or he did not believe it. If he did not believe what Jobe taught before
he heard it, was this the lesson that caused Deaver to fully accept the
idea that Holy Spirit baptism is for today? If only recently Deaver has
come to the same conclusion as Jobe, then he would have been in
disagreement with Jobe during those lectures—yet, he allowed what
Jobe taught to go unrebutted. Such speculations as these could be easily
remedied with straightforward explanations relative to these matters.
How long has Holy Spirit baptism and the personal indwelling of the
Holy Spirit been connected in their thinking? I am not in any way
questioning the need for all of us to grow (1 Pet. 2:2; 2 Pet. 3:18), nor
that the maturing process will increase our discerning abilities (Heb.
5:11-14), but is that what is happening in this case?

Deaver sought to answer Denham’s article, entitled “Is Holy Spirit
Baptism For Everyone?”34 He stated:

Daniel begins by referring to a speech made at the Robertson
County, Tennessee lectureship in 2001 by our good friend,
Glenn Jobe. Glenn had an excellent lesson in which he made the
case that all Christians are baptized in water and Spirit. The
baptism in water is an immersion and so is the baptism in the
Spirit. First, let me say that what we have publicly defended in
three debates with regard to the indwelling of the Spirit does not
have to be tied to the claim that we are baptized in the Spirit
today. However, I do agree with brother Glenn. The one baptism
of Ephesians 4:5 entails two elements: water and Spirit. It is no
more rightly described as two baptisms than being baptized into
the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit
would correctly be described as being baptized into fellowship
with three gods.35

While “the indwelling does not have to be tied to the claim that we
are baptized in the Spirit today,”36 Jobe, Berard, and Deaver have done
exactly that. Since, in Deaver’s opinion, God wants the error taught for
years by “Word only” advocates corrected,37 would not the discovery
of Spirit baptism now further the cause they plead, as well as their part
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in Deaver’s opinioned “providence of God?”38 Are they making it up
as they go along? Is their desire the overriding principle in their
reevaluation of “historically treated” passages?
Luke 3:15-17

According to Deaver, Denham failed to rightly consider the very
passage that “had the most effect on Glenn Jobe (causing him to
reconsider how we look at the baptism of the Spirit).”39 That passage
is Luke 3:15-17. Deaver acknowledged that Denham had considered
the parallel account in Matthew.40 The basic argument was made from
the third chapter of Matthew by Berard.41 Defending Jobe’s argument,
and now making it himself, Deaver asserts:

As Glenn correctly observed with regard to the Luke passage,
there is nothing in the context that warrants our limiting the
baptism of the Spirit to the apostles. John talked to “the people”
(v.15). He talked to “them all” (v.16). He mentioned only two
categories of people to be baptized following the work of John.
John baptized in water; Jesus would baptize in the Holy Spirit
and fire. And John did not baptize apostles only ... John did not
say that Jesus’ baptism would not be in water (for it surely
was—Acts 10:47-48). But Jesus’ authorized baptism would be
different from John’s in that something in addition to water
would be the element! And if you did not receive the Lord’s
baptism that was to come that was distinguishable from John’s,
then you would receive fire that was to come. Verse 17 clearly
shows that this baptism in fire would be punishment. Remember:
the very thing that was to distinguish the Lord’s authorized
baptism from John’s baptism was that there was something about
it that was more than the element of water. That something was
another element, the Holy Spirit. That element would be in its
function what the water element was in its function.42

Brethren, this doctrine being espoused by Deaver is not really new.
It has been promoted before, even by brethren. Richard Oster advocated
the same false doctrine over twenty years ago. Oster taught:

... the thing that is going to characterize all that Jesus does when
he draws His followers is the added element, is that it is going to
be baptism also in the Holy Spirit ... So, once again John
identifies the baptism that is going to be Christian baptism as one
that not only includes the element of water but in fact has as its
unique feature the fact that the person experiences the Holy
Spirit, perceives the Holy Spirit in such a way that an appropri-
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ate way to talk about it is that the person is baptized in the Holy
Spirit. Jesus baptizes them in the Holy Spirit ... We can see very
clearly that two or three things are not meant by this expression.
First of all, when John contrasts his ministry and the baptism
with that of Jesus and His, John is not saying that I baptize
everyone with water, but Jesus is coming and He will baptize
twelve in the Holy Spirit ... There is nothing in the text to
indicate that John’s promise about Jesus baptizing in the Holy
Spirit, that this in any way was related for just twelve people or
just the one hundred and twenty people or just the people on the
day of Pentecost or maybe just the twelve apostles plus Corneli-
us.43

One should not be surprised to know that Oster also affirmed: “There
needs to be more awareness to the leading of the Spirit in the direction
that God’s Spirit would take us.”44

According to Jobe and Deaver, just as Oster before, reconsideration
of how we look at the baptism of the Holy Spirit is made necessary
because of the realization, or maybe better, the assumption that John
told everybody there, as well as everybody until the end of time, that
they would fit into one of two categories: they would be baptized in the
Holy Spirit or they would be baptized in fire. Were it not for other
passages dealing with this very promise and its fulfillment, this might
appear plausible. However, there are other passages that show a
harmony that would dispense with this notion.

The context of Luke 3:15-17 assists us in this regard, too. Some
want to see universality, an all inclusiveness of John’s affirmation, in
the context of Luke 3, and the quotation from Isaiah 40:3-5 earlier in
the chapter.

And he came into all the country about Jordan, preaching the
baptism of repentance for the remission of sins; As it is written
in the book of the words of Esaias the prophet, saying, The voice
of one crying in the wilderness, Prepare ye the way of the Lord,
make his paths straight. Every valley shall be filled, and every
mountain and hill shall be brought low; and the crooked shall be
made straight, and the rough ways shall be made smooth; And
all flesh shall see the salvation of God (Lk. 3:3-6, emphasis
added).

Is there significance to these words? Nothing can stop what God wants
accomplished. Everybody can benefit from what He provides.
Obviously, the universality of the principles of Isaiah’s prophecy, and
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what the Immerser affirmed, do not prove the point necessary to
Deaver’s assumptions, but he continues:

Either (1) no parallel was intended (in the baptism in Spirit now
and baptism in fire later) or (2) the parallel consists in the fact
that A. some are saved—those who receive the Holy Spirit and
are on their way to glory at that point, and B. some are lost—
those who will receive the baptism of fire because they die in
rejection of the gospel. Again, remember, there are only two
groups identified by John in Matthew and in Luke 3. Glenn Jobe
has a fine point and pertinent question: Where do Christians
today fit in?45

Some are finding something which has been hidden all these years,
eyes are being opened so that they no longer deprive themselves “of the
rich benefits of these marvelously comforting and motivating Bible
truths.”46 Roy C. Deaver, Mac’s father, provide’s a somewhat lengthy,
but thorough answer and the reason for the refutation of the first of
these ideas. Roy Deaver states:

Some time ago, I was engaged in a home Bible study with a
young couple. Suddenly it became apparent that they were
upholding and defending the Pentecostal claim that Holy Spirit
baptism can be and must be experienced in our day. We dis-
cussed the matter for several hours. The main point of “proof”
was Mt. 3:11—“he shall baptize you in the Holy Spirit ...” It was
argued that in this statement John the Baptist preached that the
Lord would baptize with the Holy Spirit all persons who sought
his favor. Since this is a pentecostal argument frequently made,
it is important that careful consideration be given to it.
It should be noted first of all that John did not say the Lord
would baptize all persons who would seek his favor. We must
observe carefully the use of the word “you” in verse 11. John
said, “I indeed baptize you in water ... he shall baptize you in the
Holy Spirit and in fire.” The pronoun “you” is involved in the
statement about John’s baptism in water, and the pronoun “you”
is involved in the statement about the Lord’s baptizing in the
Holy Spirit. Did all of those to whom John was preaching
receive John’s baptism? Did John actually baptize all those to
whom he was speaking? Obviously, no one could justifiably
contend that all these hearers were baptized by John. The Record
states plainly that the Pharisees were not baptized by John (Lk.
7:30). Did John baptize “offspring of vipers?” Did he baptize
persons who had not demonstrated repentance? Did he baptize
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persons who were basing their claims to divine favor upon their
physical ancestry? We conclude that when John said, “I baptize
you in water” that he was using the indefinite “you” and that he
was actually saying, “I baptize some of you ...” The “you” stands
for “some of you”—it could not mean all of you.”
But, the same word “you” which John uses with regard to
himself and the baptizing which he was doing he also uses with
regard to the Lord and the baptizing (in the Holy Spirit) which
he was to do. If the pronoun “you” with regard to John and his
baptizing meant “some of you,” then obviously, the pronoun
“you” relating to the Lord and those whom he would baptize in
the Holy Spirit likewise means “some of you.” Some of those to
whom John spoke upon that occasion would be baptized in water
(some already had been), and some to whom John spoke would
be baptized by the Lord in the Holy Spirit.47

Supposedly, Luke’s account changes all of that. But, that is supposi-
tion, or as it now appears, wishful thinking. Tom Bright made some
interesting observations about the possibilities here, saying:

I suggest that John here uses a figure of speech that is called
synecdoche, which simply means that the whole is mentioned
when a part is meant or that a part is mentioned when the whole
is intended. Thus, John is simply saying that some of the “you”
would be baptized with the Spirit, and others with fire.48

Consider further Bright’s reasonable insight as to where we fit in
(or what was in) John the Baptist’s promise and how it benefits us. He
explains:

The “baptism of the Holy Spirit” refers to the descent of the
Spirit upon the twelve (and later Paul) as recorded in Acts 2:1-4.
But John’s language encompasses more than the event of the
baptism of the Holy Spirit on the day of Pentecost. By metony-
my, it comprehended all that was to flow from the coming of the
Spirit on that notable day, namely, all the blessings and promises
revealed in the gospel and substantiated by the miraculous
manifestation of the Holy Spirit in the apostolic period.
John pictured the coming Messiah with the winnowing fan in his
hand, the means to separate the wheat from the chaff. The word
of God is that which has always made separation and will make
the separation at the end of the world. As pertains to you and me,
this certainly alludes to the gospel of Christ as that which will
ultimately separate the wheat from the chaff.49
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The assumptions made must set aside the clarity with which the
Old Testament, as well as the New Testament, reveals Holy Spirit
baptism as a promise. In Acts 2:28-32, Peter quoted the prophecy of
Joel and affirmed that it was seeing fulfillment that day. He even made
reference back to these events when he explained what transpired at the
household of Cornelius, saying:

And as I began to speak, the Holy Ghost fell on them, as on us
at the beginning. Then remembered I the word of the Lord, how
that he said, John indeed baptized with water; but ye shall be
baptized with the Holy Ghost. Forasmuch then as God gave them
the like gift as he did unto us, who believed on the Lord Jesus
Christ; what was I, that I could withstand God? (Acts 11:15-17).

Peter directly tied what had transpired at the household of Corneli-
us with the miraculous events on Pentecost, specifically the ability to
speak in unstudied languages by the power of the Holy Spirit. The
purpose of this promise to certain individuals would bless all of
mankind. Just as Jesus had stated, “not many days hence” (Acts 1:5),
the apostles received what the Lord promised they would.

No New Testament writer ever pointed to Cornelius as proof that
every Gentile should receive Holy Spirit baptism; but it was used as
proof that all Gentiles were Gospel subjects, and that they might enter
the church of the Lord without circumcision. This should help us see
the purpose the Lord had in giving Holy Spirit baptism to Cornelius,
the first Gentile to enter the church (Acts 15:14). Separating the
baptism of the Holy Spirit from the miraculous is necessary for the
theory, but should we let this pass?

CONCLUSION
According to Deaver’s new doctrine, the apostles were baptized

with the Holy Spirit in miraculous fashion on Pentecost, but they failed
to receive the personal indwelling. The Samaritans received the baptism
of the Holy Spirit; however, they had to wait on those also baptized by
the Spirit, yet who lacked what the Samarians already had in the
personal indwelling, to lay hands on them so they could receive “the
gift of God” (Acts 8:20).

What does it all mean? That question was asked and answered by
Deaver in the “Special Issue” of Biblical Notes Quarterly. He said:
“Basically, it is a way of seeing more clearly what is involved in
conversion, and it changes the language of Holy Spirit involvement.”50
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It surely would. However, it does not change Goebel Music’s correct
observation:

Indeed, Holy Spirit baptism was a baptism that was both
temporary and limited. However, if it did occur today then we
would not have to spend so much time in our studies (Cf. John
14:26; 16:13) because we would have such things brought to our
remembrance. Also, insight into the future would be ours (Cf.
John 16:13c). But the case is that we can only know that which
has been revealed (Cf. Peter 1:19-21; 2 Pet. 1:3; 2 Tim. 3:16-
17).51

“If any man think himself to be a prophet, or spiritual, let him
acknowledge that the things that I write unto you are the command-
ments of the Lord. But if any man be ignorant, let him be ignorant”
(1 Cor. 14:37-38). One cannot become wise while rejecting the words
of wisdom in divine revelation. “For who hath known the mind of the
Lord, that he may instruct him? But we have the mind of Christ”
(1 Cor. 2:16).
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