




•  According to Vine’s, the word literally means “consisting of 
the processes of immersion, submersion and emergence.” 
The most important aspect of this definition is that it entails 
the entire process of entering, staying, and exiting the place 
of burial.�

•  It was commonly used to refer to the process of dying cloth. 
It included every part of that process – after all, a garment 
is not dyed unless it has been submerged, soaked, and 
lifted out. Sprinkling or pouring does not dye cloth 
effectively. �



•  Clearly John the baptist was baptizing in water (Mark 1:4, 
Matthew 3:1-6, John 3:22). It was also a common ritual for the 
Jews. It is argued, therefore, that baptism was really more of 
an “old covenant” practice. Also see Matthew 3:11.�

•  I wonder if the New Testament follows this pattern? �
•  Matthew 28:18-20 clearly indicates that baptism creates 

disciples of Christ, not reformed Jews. Luke 16:16 also 
indicates that any “post-John-the-baptist” teaching is new 
covenant material (Mark 16:16, for example).�





•  Peter’s Pentecost sermon pricked them to the heart, which 
led to further inquiry (Acts 2:37ff). The story of Christ 
should lead naturally to baptism because it is the very act 
of joining our Savior in redemptive death, burial, and 
resurrection (Romans 6).�

•  Acts 8:12, 26-39 �
•  Acts 9:6, 22:16 �
•  Acts 10:47-48 �
•  Acts 16:14, 16:32, 18:8, 19:5.�






