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Men's Forum: Infant Baptism

I. Infant Baptism in Context: 1 Cor 1:14…  

II. The Argument for Infant Baptism
A. Main Point Summarized: In Scripture we see unity within the various administrations of the Covenant of Grace so that there is continuity in covenant standing (membership) for the infants/children of believers and therefore the application of the covenant sign, baptism.  
B. Jones Paper: An Outline of the Basic Argument

1. The Abrahamic Covenant (One example of the pattern of God's covenant dealings.)
a. The covenant God made with Abraham included his descendants.

b. The sign and seal of the Abrahamic covenant was circumcision.

c. Circumcision represented the spiritual benefits of the Abrahamic covenant.

d. The Abrahamic covenant required the circumcision of infant children of covenant members.

2. The New Covenant

a. The New covenant is the expansion and fulfillment of the Abrahamic covenant.

b. The new covenant evidences continuity with the Abrahamic covenant in terms of the status of children.

c. Baptism has replaced circumcision as the sign and seal of the new covenant.

d. Infant Baptism is a good and necessary consequence derived from Scripture.
C. Helpful Points from the Other Readings (Horton & Schaffer):

1. Language of Covenant of Grace as an "an everlasting covenant" Gen 17:7; Heb 6:13-18; Rom 4; Eph 2:12; Gal 3:17.
2. Put ourselves in the position of Jew.  Silence of NT regarding major shift in covenant dealing with children is thundering support for continuity.  

3. Signs of Passover & Circumcision are Updated & Expanded to become the Lord's Supper and Baptism, which represent same realities: 1 Cor 5:7-8; Col 2:11-12.

4. Household Language: Acts 11:14; 16:31, 33; 1 Cor 1:16; 1 Cr 7:14 (Horton also mentions Prov 3:33; 11:21; Isa 65:23 as showing difference in )
D. A Second Argument: Church Tradition: Infant baptism is the dominant practice of Christianity.  Seen today as the widest denominational practice (Roman Catholic, Eastern Orthodox, Anglican, Methodist, Lutheran, Presbyterian, etc.).  Seen in the past going to well documented roots in the early Church Fathers such as Origen, Tertullian, Justin Martyr, and Irenaeus, the disciple of Polycarp.

II. Objections to Infant Baptism
A. Infant baptism leads to nominalism.  
(  Infant Baptist Response: An argument against an improper use is not a valid argument against a proper use.  Potential dangers lurk behind any theological position, but ideas such as the danger of neglecting personal faith in Christ, baptismal regeneration, etc. are not good arguments against infant baptism because they fail to argue against the proper use of the doctrine. 
B. No Explicit Biblical Passage:  In the NT there is no explicit command to baptize babies, nor is there a clear example of this practice.  
(  Infant Baptist Response: How one interprets the silence of an explicit command--whether as an additional argument for infant baptism or against it--is the result of their view of the continuity of the covenant.  With respect to the example of the NT Church, each position believes the other lacks explicit evidence of their position.  There are no explicit examples of children growing up to be baptized on profession of faith, but there are household baptisms, which is the same language used in the OT.  
C. The Necessity of Faith: Faith is a necessary prerequisite to baptism and infants are incapable of faith.
(  Infant Baptist Response: Sounds reasonable, but equally a good objection to circumcision which was instituted by God to signify righteousness by faith and applied to infants.  Further, incapacity alleged does not fit well with Biblical paradigm.   
D. Unity of the Covenant: (Piper) The Meaning between circumcision and baptism is the same but the role is different because of the change in the way God is administering the covenant from Old to New, Gal 4:22-28.
(  Infant Baptist Response: But in Gal 4 Paul is not contrasting Israel and Church, but instead the principle of works espoused by his opponents and faith for the Children of Abraham.  Paul argues for his doctrine using the example of Abraham, assumes continuity in God's dealings, and applies these things to the church. 

