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No Authority For Infant Baptism

Where is any text that teaches infants were or should be baptized?  Where is any text teaching parents should have their newborns baptized?         THERE ARE NONE
Colossians 3:17 And whatsoever ye do in word or deed, do all in the name of the Lord Jesus …
We must have Biblical authority for everything we do.

The Bible nowhere teaches infants are to be baptized:

· there is no command to baptize infants
· there is no example of an infant being baptized
· there is no statement that says or implies infants may/should be baptized
· whatever ways you can think of that the Bible teaches, it is just not there
Not one verse teaches

infant baptism in any way
Teaching/Preaching

Must Come Before Baptism
Matthew 28:19:  Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost
Mark 16:15-16:  Go ye into all the world, and preach the gospel to every creature.  He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved …
Jesus’ command is to teach first, then to baptize.

An infant can’t be taught the gospel first.  Therefore he is not a scriptural candidate for water baptism.
Belief And Repentance

Must Come Before Baptism
Mark 16:16:

He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved ...
Acts 2:38:

Repent & be baptized … for the remission of sins
An infant cannot believe and repent first.  Therefore he is not a scriptural candidate for water baptism.

Simple Bible facts rule out infant baptism

Acts 2:41

Then they that gladly received his word were baptized …
“Receiving the word” means hearing the word, understanding the word, accepting the word, and committing to obey the word.

An infant cannot do these things; he cannot “receive the word.”

Notice there were 3000 souls that were baptized, and every single one of them was mature enough to receive the word.  Surely if there were 3000 adults there, there would have been some infants there also, but none of those infants were baptized.

Notice also in Acts 2:42 that the ones who were baptized “continued stedfastly in the apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, and in breaking of bread, and in prayers.”

An infant cannot do any of those things either.

An Infant cannot qualify himself to be baptized
Acts 8:12

they (the Samaritans) were baptized, both men and women
verse 6 – And the multitudes with one accord heeded the things spoken by Philip … (NKJV)
Surely among the multitudes, among all the Samaritan men & women who were baptized, some of them had children?
ZERO children were baptized.

Acts 5:14 And believers were the more added to the Lord, multitudes both of men and women - not one child, and only believers.

There is not one case of infant baptism anywhere in the whole Bible.

NOT ONE
Acts 8:36-37

… the eunuch said, See here is water; what doth hinder me to be baptized?  and Philip said, if thou believest with all thine heart, thou mayest.
This implies that if you don’t believe with all your heart, you may not be baptized.

An infant cannot believe with all his heart.  He is incapable of believing in Jesus.

That should settle the matter, don’t you think?
Acts 22:16

Baptism Is Calling On The Lord
… arise, and be baptized, and wash away thy sins, calling on the name of the Lord.
God has told us we have to be baptized to be saved (Mark 16:16), that is, to receive the forgiveness of sins (Acts 2:38).

Therefore, the way we call on (ask) God to wash away our sins, is by being baptized (Acts 22:16). 
Infants cannot make a decision to call on (ask) God for salvation.
I Peter 3:21

Baptism Is An Appeal

And corresponding to that, baptism now saves you – not the removal of dirt from the flesh, but an appeal to God for a good conscience – through the resurrection of Jesus Christ   (NASV)

So Baptism is “an appeal to God for a good conscience” by the one being saved at baptism.
Or if you prefer the KJV on this verse – baptism is an “answer of a good conscience toward God.”
An infant cannot make an appeal/answer to God
Infant Baptism - Why Is The Issue Important?

Matthew 15:9 But in vain they do worship me, teaching for doctrines the commandments of men.
Infant baptism is not taught in God’s word, and is therefore a commandment of men.  That means those who teach it are teaching a commandment of men.  Therefore their worship is vain.  That means they cannot go to heaven.  (you can’t go to heaven if your worship is vain, i.e., useless, worthless)

II John verse 9 Whosoever transgresseth, and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ, hath not God.  He that abideth in the doctrine of Christ, he hath both the Father and the Son.
Since the doctrine of Christ does not include infant baptism, then those believing/practicing it are not abiding in the doctrine of Christ.  Therefore they do not have God.  So they cannot go to heaven.
Besides, baptizing infants will many times lead to adult believers not being baptized because they have the false idea that they have already been scripturally baptized.
Infants Don’t Need To Be Baptized

Infant Baptism was invented by the Catholics centuries after the NT to get rid of a baby’s Original Sin, but there is no such thing as inheriting Adam’s first sin …
· Ezek 18:20 The soul that sinneth, it shall die. The son shall not bear the iniquity of the father, neither shall the father bear the iniquity of the son: the righteousness of the righteous shall be upon him, and the wickedness of the wicked shall be upon him.

· Ecclesiastes 7:29 God hath made man upright …
· Rom 9:11 the children being not yet born, neither having done any good or evil
· Isa 7:16 before the child shall know to refuse the evil, and choose the good …
· John 9:23 Therefore said his parents, He is of age …
· Deut 1:39 … your little ones … which in that day had no knowledge between good and evil, they shall go in thither, and unto them will I give it, and they shall possess it. – admittedly this is talking about being old enough to help make the decision to take (militarily) the promised land
· Jonah 4:11 And should not I spare Nineveh ... wherein are more than sixscore thousand persons that cannot discern between their right hand and their left
Infants don’t start with original sin, don’t commit sin, don’t even know what sin is (are not responsible).

Infants have no sin, thus don’t need baptism!
Matthew 19:13-15, Mark 10:13-15, Luke 18:15-17
Children, Of Such Is The Kingdom?

If these verses are saying young children are in the kingdom, then that would be because children are born without Original Sin, and are in the kingdom until they become sinners.
But I doubt that is what these verses are saying.  Compare to:

· Matt 18:1-4 … the disciples (came) unto Jesus, saying, Who is the greatest in the kingdom of heaven?  And Jesus called a little child unto him, and set him in the midst of them, And said, Verily I say unto you, Except ye be converted, and become as little children, ye shall not enter into the kingdom of heaven.  Whosoever therefore shall humble himself as this little child, the same is greatest in the kingdom of heaven.
· Luke 18:17 Verily I say unto you, Whosoever shall not receive the kingdom of God as a little child shall in no wise enter therein.  (same in all three passages)
So to enter into the kingdom, we must become like little children, that is, we must have the humility of a child.

In all 3 of these texts, Jesus was telling his disciples (who objected) to allow children to be brought to him physically; this is not talking about infants coming to Jesus spiritually. - “And they brought young children to him, that he should touch them … Jesus … said unto them, Suffer the little children to come unto me” – Mark 10:13-14
None of these texts say these children were to be baptized.  Jesus missed a golden opportunity here to tell us about infant baptism if that is what He desired to take place.

Acts 2:39  Promise To Your Children
The promise was unto their children, but that doesn’t mean the promise was to be realized while they were children.

· When a prince is born he is promised the throne, but that promise isn’t realized until his father the King dies, & the prince is mature/responsible enough to accept the throne.
· My parents’ Will written in the 1970s promised an inheritance to my three brothers and me, but the promise was not realized until both my parents passed away.

In Acts 2:38-39 the promise can’t be realized until one is old enough to “repent”

Having said that, I doubt the word "children" here refers to young people anyway.  Almost certainly it is used in the sense of descendants:

· I’m my Dad’s “child” (meaning descendant), but I am not still a child.  ☺
· Carol and I have four “children”; they range in ages from 18 to 28.

· Acts 7:23 says Moses visited the “children of Israel,” but they were grown-ups.
· Notice the promise to these children in Acts 2 (verse 21) is “whosoever shall call on the name of the Lord shall be saved,” something infants cannot do.
· The promise is to (verse 39) “as many as the Lord our God shall call” (by the gospel, II Thess 2:14), but infants cannot understand the call of the gospel.
· Notice the ones who were baptized in this chapter were those who “gladly received his word” (verse 41), something infants certainly cannot do.
Household Baptisms

Acts 11:14 (10:48)  Cornelius’ household

Acts 16:15  Lydia’s household

Acts 16:34 (33)  the Philippian Jailor’s household

I Corinthians 1:16  Stephanas’ household

Households (#3624 “the inmates of a house, all persons forming one family, a household” – Thayer) do not always contain infants (e.g., Heb 11:7 “By faith Noah … prepared an ark to the saving of his house”), so this argument is just conjecture.  As a matter of fact, the great majority of households do not contain an infant.  Proof must be conclusive, not just a possibility.

Does the following sound to you like infants?

· Cornelius called together his kinsmen and friends (Acts 10:24).  The ones that were baptized were those who “feared God" (Acts 10:2), spoke in tongues and magnified God (10:46), and who "believed on … Jesus” & repented (11:17-18)
· Lydia was a busy merchant woman, single as far as we know (Acts 16:14)
· All the Jailor’s house believed (Acts 16:34)
· Stephanas’ house was “addicted … to the ministry” (I Cor 16:15)
· Crispus “believed on the Lord with all his house” (Acts 18:8).
Baptism Is NT Circumcision, Infants Were Circumcised

Col 2:11-12 In whom also ye are circumcised with the circumcision made without hands, in putting off … the sins of the flesh by the circumcision of Christ:  Buried with him in baptism, wherein also ye are risen with him through the faith of the operation of God, who hath raised him from the dead.
If baptism is parallel to Old Testament physical circumcision in all respects, then my opponent should only baptize:  (1) males (2) when they are eight days old.
Actually, Col 2:11-13 is not saying baptism is New Testament circumcision.  The circumcision here is “made without hands” and is the cutting off of our sins when we are baptized.

Verse 12 says the people here showed “faith of the operation of God” when they were baptized.  This rules out infants, correct?
Baptism and Infants - never mentioned in the same verse

Baptism Passages Are Universal?
Yes, and so are the belief passages universal (e.g., John 8:24), but my opponent understands that infants don’t have to believe to go to heaven.

The baptism passages are universal, but it is understood that infants are not included.  It is both:

· obvious – infants don’t have sin, so they don’t need forgiving – Eccl 7:29, Rom 9:11
· stated (Acts 8:37 If thou believest with all thine heart, though mayest [be baptized])

Just like Rom 3:23 states universally that “all have sinned,” but I Pet 2:22 tells us that Jesus “did no sin.”

Most baptism verses show within themselves that infants are not qualified:
Mark 16:16 He that believeth and is baptized
Acts 2:38 repent and be baptized
Acts 22:16 arise, and be baptized, … calling on the name of the Lord
Galatians 3:26-27 For ye are all the children of God by faith in Christ Jesus.  For as many of you as have been baptized into Christ have put on Christ.
Colossians 2:12 Buried with him in baptism, wherein also ye are risen with him through the faith of the operation of God
I Peter 3:21 baptism now saves you … an appeal to God for a good conscience  (NASV)

reminder - Acts 8:12 “men and women ... were baptized” – not infants
Pat’s Proof Texts Are Only Dealing With Adults?

Isn't this an admission that baptism is only for adults?  Because actually all the baptism texts are only dealing with adults.
Gregg Strawbridge doesn’t really believe his own argument here because he taught at the very beginning of the Q&A session on 8-27-2019 that an unbelieving adult (wife or servant of a believer) can be baptized on the basis of them being submissive to the head of their house.

When a college says you must have a high school diploma and pass an entrance exam to get in, I guess my opponent would insist, “I am entering my infant into this college because those requirements are only for adults.”

I agree only adults can meet the prerequisite requirements of baptism:

· Acts 8:36-37 … the eunuch said, See here is water; what doth hinder me to be baptized?  and Philip said, if thou believest with all thine heart, thou mayest ...
· Mark 16:16 He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved ...

· Acts 2:38 Repent and be baptized … for the remission of sins

· Acts 2:41 … they that gladly received his word were baptized

God Deals With Man Through Covenants
It is true that God made a covenant (agreement) with the nation of Israel.  Perhaps this explains why infants were circumcised.

But my opponent agrees with me the new covenant is not an agreement with a nation (or does he baptize all children in the USA even if their parents are not Christians?).  And neither is the new covenant an agreement with families.  Today God deals with each person on an individual basis – Mark 16:15-16:
Go ye into all the world, and preach the gospel to every creature.  He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved.  (not every family that believes and is baptized shall be saved)
Hebrews 8:11 And they shall not teach every man his neighbour, and every man his brother, saying, Know the Lord:  for all shall know me, from the least to the greatest.
The whole point of Heb 8:11 is that the old covenant included those who didn’t know the Lord yet (children), but the new covenant will only include those who already know the Lord - ruling out children.
Acts 16:34, 18:8

Believe Is Singular, So Only Head Of Household Believed?

This argument implies the wife was baptized even though only the husband believed.  What proves too much proves nothing.

Suppose I said a “household was baptized” (singular).  Would that prove only the head of the household was baptized?  If not, then this argument on the singular fails.  If yes, then my opponent’s whole argument on household baptisms falls.
The Philadelphia Eagles team plays (singular) football.  The Philadelphia Eagles players play (plural) football.  There is no difference in the meaning of what is said.
The reason believe is singular is because we are only talking about one household, not because we are talking about only one person in that household.  If the text were talking about two households, then the verb would have been plural.
Matthew  28:19-20 - Nations Are To Be Baptized?
Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, & of the Son, & of the HG:  Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you …
This argument doesn’t fit my opponent’s position since it says we are to baptize nations, not families.
Now weren’t the apostles supposed to “teach” the nations before they baptized them?

And if “baptizing nations” means they baptized unbelieving infants, wouldn’t it also mean they baptized unbelieving adults - since “nations” are made up of both infants and adults?
Taking verses 19 and 20 together, we see the ones baptized were old enough to be taught “to observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you.”
Ephesians 6:4
Bring Them (Children) Up

In The Nurture And Admonition Of The Lord
My opponent says this verse says children are “in the Lord” - therefore they have been baptized.

If this were saying children are “in the Lord,” it wouldn’t prove infant baptism; instead it would disprove Original Sin, saying children are in a safe relationship with the Lord, having no sin.

But Eph 6:4 is not saying children are “in the Lord” but that they should be brought up “in the teaching” of the Lord.  For example my daughter was brought up in the piano teaching of Karen-lyn Parker.  That doesn’t mean Leah was in Karen-lyn, but that Leah’s was in Karenlyn’s teaching.  See the difference?
Household Baptisms - Syllogism
I can't seem to get it across to my opponent that he has to prove all Households contain infants for his argument to be conclusive.  Consider John 4:53 which says the nobleman “believed, and his whole house.”  Does that mean?:

· Everybody, including the infants in the house, believed?

· Only those capable of believing in the house believed?

· There were no infants in the house?

If a carnally minded saint were trying to show God approves of X-Rated movies:

Major Premise - God approves of good clean entertainment

Minor Premise - All movies are good clean entertainment

Conclusion - God approves of all movies

Infant Baptism syllogism:

Major Premise - Households were baptized

Minor Premise - All households include infants

Conclusion - Infants were baptized

Both conclusions are false because both Minor Premises should say "few" instead of "all"

infant - a child during the earliest period of its life, especially before he or she can walk; baby (dictionary.com)

Let's count here how many households are present?

How many households containing an "infant" are present?
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