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The Church (3) 

The Local Church (cont.);  

and, A Case against Paedobaptism 

 

Introduction: 

 

  In our study of the Bible’s teaching regarding the church of Jesus Christ, we have considered that the 

Scriptures speak of both the universal church and the local church.  The membership of the universal church are 

all believers throughout history who are saved from their sin through the redemption that Jesus Christ secured 

for His people.  The membership of the local, visible church, according to the New Testament, is to be 

comprised of disciples of Jesus Christ, those who have experienced personal salvation through faith in Jesus 

Christ and repentance from sin and who have showed forth their faith in their baptism.  The membership of the 

local church is to be comprised of regenerate people only, those who have been born again by the Holy Spirit 

unto new life in Jesus Christ.  Only they have a new heart that God had imparted to them whereby they desire 

and are capable of experiencing and enjoying the spiritual life that should characterize all members of a local 

church of the Lord Jesus Christ.   

  Last Lord’s Day we considered the account in Acts 2 in which the Lord brought great increase to the local 

church in Jerusalem on the Day of Pentecost.  Peter had declared to the gathered crowd in Jerusalem that Jesus 

Christ whom they had crucified, rose from the dead and ascended into heaven at which time the Father 

enthroned Him over the kingdom of God, the kingdom that God had long before promised to King David.  The 

people responded, having come under great conviction for what they had done.  We read,  

 

  37Now when they heard this, they were cut to the heart, and said to Peter and the rest of the apostles, 

“Men and brethren, what shall we do?” 

  38Then Peter said to them, “Repent, and let every one of you be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ 

for the remission of sins; and you shall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit.  39For the promise is to you and to 

your children, and to all who are afar off, as many as the Lord our God will call.” 

  40And with many other words he testified and exhorted them, saying, “Be saved from this perverse 

generation.”  41Then those who gladly received his word were baptized; and that day about three thousand 

souls were added to them.  42And they continued steadfastly in the apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, in the 

breaking of bread, and in prayers.  43Then fear came upon every soul, and many wonders and signs were 

done through the apostles.  44Now all who believed were together, and had all things in common, 45and sold 

their possessions and goods, and divided them among all, as anyone had need. 

  46So continuing daily with one accord in the temple, and breaking bread from house to house, they ate 

their food with gladness and simplicity of heart, 47praising God and having favor with all the people.  And 

the Lord added to the church1 daily those who were being saved. 

 

  The only ones the Lord added to the church daily were “those who were being saved.”  Only converted 

people, those who truly know the Lord Jesus Christ, having embraced Him in faith and having submitted to Him 

as their Lord, are to be admitted to the church.  Only they are able and willing to participate in the spiritual life 

of the church.  Again, we read of their commitment and practice: 

 
42And they continued steadfastly in the apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, in the breaking of bread, and in 

prayers…  46So continuing daily with one accord in the temple, and breaking bread from house to house, 

                                                           
1 The newer manuscripts do not include the phrase, “to the church” in Acts 2:49.  But even when these words are absent, 

the context is clear that the Lord was adding to the church daily those who were being saved. 
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they ate their food with gladness and simplicity of heart, 47praising God and having favor with all the 

people.  (Acts 2:42, 46f) 

 

  Last week we identified from these words three aspects of church life to which these church members 

gave themselves.  First, they were taught and they embraced the apostles’ doctrine.  Second, they enjoyed 

Christian fellowship with one another.  And third, they continued steadfastly in prayers.  The local church of 

the New Testament is to be made of people who continue steadfastly in both the apostles’ doctrine and in 

fellowship, and in praying.  We see that a New Testament local church must not only be a right understanding 

of truth--continuing in the Apostles’ doctrine-- there must be a right response to the truth--they continued in 

fellowship.2  They express this faith in their praying to the God they have come to know and love.   

  I would like us to consider more fully what it is for a true local church to be characterized by fellowship 

(as defined by the Scriptures).  It is important that we understand what Christian fellowship is, and what it is not.  

We had wanted to address this matter last week, but we were unable to do so because of the time.  But because 

of its importance, I thought that we should take some time to address this matter today before moving on to 

other matters.  And so let us ask the question:  

 

What is biblically defined fellowship?   

 

  As we begin to consider what the Bible says about fellowship, let me ask you several questions to 

stimulate your thinking in this matter.  First question, Do you experience fellowship in this church, the First 

Baptist Church of Leominster?  Yes or No?  After having answered that question, let me follow it up with this 

second question: What criteria did you use to answer the first question?  That is, what do you regard as the test 

of whether or not you experience fellowship in this church?  I ask this question for often times, Christians base 

their “fellowship” on less than biblical standards.  When we speak of “fellowship” we must be careful to define 

our term biblically.  Fellowship must be based on what we corporately believe and enjoy with respect to our 

common life before God.   

  We may say this about biblical fellowship: 

 

Biblical fellowship exists when there is mutual sharing, or exchange, and participation with one another 

in our knowledge and relationship with God through Jesus Christ.  
 

I believe, therefore, that the order of words is important in Acts 2:42, “And they continued steadfastly in the 

apostles’ doctrine and fellowship.”  The two go together, but the second is grounded on the first.  If we do not 

have a common belief (doctrine), how can we claim that we are experiencing “fellowship”?  We cannot do so 

biblically. 

  However, for many Christians, fellowship as is set forth in God’s Word is not understood or even sought 

after.  Because they do not value or stress biblical doctrine, their concept and practice of “fellowship” is not 

biblically shaped or sanctioned.  Knowledge of doctrine precedes enjoyment of fellowship.  Sound doctrine is 

essential and foundational to true fellowship.  Fellowship must be grounded on biblical doctrine, specifically, 

what the Bible says about the common life we have with God through the salvation that is in Jesus Christ.  But 

sadly, many Christians do not understand this.  They do not see doctrine as having a connection to the matter of 

                                                           
2 This is important, for some believe that a true church may exist apart from fellowship.  Some of our Protestant friends 

have defined the local church differently.  They teach that a local church is to be regarded as legitimate wherever the truth 

is proclaimed faithfully, irrespective of a response to that truth.  No, the truth must be practiced faithfully also, not just 

preached faithfully, else there is no church present.  This wrong understanding of the church, in my opinion, is why some 

sound, godly, faithful Reformed teachers and preachers remain in a church or denomination that denies or even repudiates 

the very doctrines that they hold dear.  It is because these men have a different definition of the church than what we are 

asserting here.  They claim that “the visible church” exists wherever and whenever the Word is faithfully preached and the 

sacraments are faithfully administered.  And so, these Reformed men have justified staying in apostate settings because 

they believe that as long as they themselves are free to proclaim the truth unhindered, then they are serving within a 

“legitimate” church.  We would argue that such a place might be an evangelistic gathering, but it is no church of Jesus 

Christ.   
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fellowship.  They base their perception of fellowship on matters other than what the Bible teaches.  Let me make 

several assertions about this condition: 

 

  1.  Many church attendees of “Bible-believing churches” do not understand the nature of biblical 

fellowship and therefore do not experience it or recognize it when it is present.   

 

  2.  Church attendees of “Bible-believing churches” commonly make assertions and draw conclusions 

about “fellowship” that are based on unbiblical criteria.  They believe that fellowship exists where it does not; 

or, they may believe it does not exist when it might very well be present.  

 

  3.  I suspect that many Christians, when faced with a decision to align with a church, do so based on their 

perceptions about fellowship more than any other factor.  But because so many do not necessarily understand 

what biblical fellowship is, and therefore do not discern when it is present or absent, they make determinations 

about their chosen church home based on factors other than biblical criteria. 

 

  Some mistakenly believe that they are experiencing biblical fellowship when they enjoy the company of 

other Christians with whom they have common interests, likes or dislikes, which, however, are not central to 

biblical fellowship.  Biblical fellowship is not based upon what we have in common as families, or as 

Americans, or the shared interests and hobbies that we mutually enjoy.  Biblical fellowship is not based on what 

we have experienced together over the years as fellow church members; in other words, simply because some 

folks have grown up together in the same church and have served the Lord with one another shoulder-to-

shoulder for many years and have many fond shared memories with one another within a church setting; this 

should not be confused with biblical fellowship.  Nor is biblical fellowship based on common interests of those 

of the same age group, social standing, such as being single or married, or education level.  If they do not 

perceive that they have “something in common” with others, they wrongly think that they are not able to 

experience fellowship in that church.  Often times Christians make assertions about “fellowship” and choose to 

associate or disassociate with others based on these kinds of things that are not biblical, but actually worldly in 

nature.   

  Some view “fellowship” as participation and involvement in denominational sponsored organization and 

activities.  Often “fellowship” is believed to be among only those who are involved with “my group”, “my 

church”, “my denomination”, “my school”, or “my college.”  Others believe that they have true fellowship when 

they are with those who have the same philosophy of home schooling, or Christian schooling.  Some believe that 

they may only have true fellowship with those who have the same view of eschatology or some other secondary 

biblical doctrine.  “Those who do not belong to ‘my group’ or embrace ‘my understanding of this particular 

teaching’ are not capable of having fellowship with us.”  I suspect that others believe that they are experiencing 

true fellowship when they are among others who have the same love for a particular form of liturgy, or perhaps 

have a common preference for a particular style of worship music.  Some believe that biblical fellowship is 

present whenever there is a light, happy carefree spirit present among professing believers as they gather for a 

Christian function of some kind.  Others base their perception of the presence of fellowship when they are 

gathered with others who have the same love for a particular Christian speaker or Christian performer.  Some 

see the basis of fellowship to be a common view of politics or a serious concern about some social problem, 

such as abortion.  All of these things, I would assert, are not what constitutes grounds for true biblical 

fellowship.  But because of these things, true, biblical fellowship is obscured and forfeited. 

  What, then, is true biblical fellowship?  True biblical fellowship exists when there is a mutual shared 

appreciation and application of the truth among a gathering Christians, those who enjoy a mutual 

relationship with one another to God the Father through Jesus Christ.  Fellowship is present when there is a 

sharing and enjoying the common spiritual life that we have with one other.  It may seem elementary to say, 

therefore, that true fellowship may only be practiced and enjoyed by people who have a common belief and 

experience of life from God through Jesus Christ.  This is another argument for a regenerate church 

membership.  Those who are born again are quite different from the unregenerate.  These two groups have little 

in common.  Only those who have new life in Christ are able to have true fellowship with God and one another.  

Those who have not experienced new life in the Lord Jesus cannot enter into that shared experience. 
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  More specifically, what is fellowship?  Let us turn to 1 John 1 to see more clearly what biblical 

fellowship is.  The Greek word for fellowship is koinonia (κοινωνία).  It can be translated as “fellowship” or 

“communion.”  The word conveys the thought of “sharing”, “mutual exchange”, or “joint participation.”  The 

word is used four times here in 1 John 1.  It is used in twice in verse 3, and once each in verses 6 and 7.  Let us 

read this chapter.  

 

  That which was from the beginning, which we have heard, which we have seen with our eyes, which 

we have looked upon, and our hands have handled, concerning the Word of life-- 2the life was manifested, 

and we have seen, and bear witness, and declare to you that eternal life which was with the Father and was 

manifested to us-- 3that which we have seen and heard we declare to you, that you also may have fellowship 

with us; and truly our fellowship is with the Father and with His Son Jesus Christ.  4And these things we 

write to you that your joy may be full.  5This is the message which we have heard from Him and declare to 

you, that God is light and in Him is no darkness at all.  6If we say that we have fellowship with Him, and 

walk in darkness, we lie and do not practice the truth.  7But if we walk in the light as He is in the light, we 

have fellowship with one another, and the blood of Jesus Christ His Son cleanses us from all sin.  8If we say 

that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in us.  9If we confess our sins, He is faithful 

and just to forgive us our sins and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.  10If we say that we have not 

sinned, we make Him a liar, and His word is not in us. (1 John 1:1-10) 

 

  In 1 John 1:3 we read about fellowship:  “That which we have seen and heard declare we unto you, that 

you also may have fellowship with us: and truly our fellowship is with the Father, and with his Son Jesus 

Christ.”  Then in verses 6 and 7 we read, “If we say that we have fellowship with Him, and walk in darkness, 

we lie and do not practice the truth.  But if we walk in the light as He is in the light, we have fellowship with 

one another (that is, with God and ourselves)…”  Note what John was writing.  He declared that the purpose of 

writing to these Christians was so that they might know more of Jesus Christ whom John had known personally, 

and in so knowing Jesus, they might have communion with, or fellowship with the Father through His Son.  

Based on these words we can make an assertion about what biblical fellowship is: 

 

Fellowship is present among Christians when there is a sense of shared knowledge about Jesus Christ 

which has lead them to have assurance of a relationship with the Father and when they are delighting 

in, and receiving comfort from that relationship. 

 

  What then, must be present when fellowship is present?   

 

 1. There must be a declaration of truth about the person and work of Jesus Christ; specifically, the truth 

must be declared about how sinners are reconciled to God the Father through Jesus Christ.   

 

 2. There must be a work of the Holy Spirit performed so that the hearers of the truth are (have been) brought 

to know experientially the joy and comfort that they personally have a part in the salvation that Jesus Christ 

secured.  

 

 3. There must be a mutual commitment on the part of the believers to live in obedience to the truth of God 

that they are hearing and affirming. 

 

  This is why, brethren, that a stranger who knows the Lord can come into our midst off the streets and 

because he is meeting with us and hears and understands and affirms the truth about the gospel in Jesus Christ 

that has reconciled him and us to the Father, he can be enjoying true fellowship with us today, though he may 

never have been among us before.  

  Since biblical fellowship is set forth in 1 John (and elsewhere), do you see how shallow and empty all 

other substitutes or grounds of fellowship other than the truth of God in Jesus Christ?  If we do see “fellowship” 

based on matters other than an awareness of our relationship with the Father through Jesus Christ, we should 
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recognize them for what they are, secondary matters that have the ability, if we allow them, to mar and destroy 

fellowship rather than enhance or produce it.  We should jettison these false and unbiblical criteria that we use to 

define fellowship, these unbiblical issues that we use to alienate some wrongly and embrace others wrongly.  

 

  When is fellowship experienced?  Biblical fellowship is experienced when the gathered people of God 

are put in remembrance of the common relationship that they enjoy with God the Father through the Lord Jesus 

Christ.  Fellowship is enhanced, therefore, through reading the Word, teaching and preaching the Word, singing 

the Word, speaking to one another about our common life with God the Father through our Lord Jesus Christ.   

  Let me conclude this matter with this verse, Galatians 3:26, “For you 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.  There is neither Jew 

nor Greek, there is neither bond nor free, there is neither male nor female: for you are all one in Christ Jesus.”  

This is the basis of all true fellowship, the shared life that we enjoy as believers through a saving knowledge of 

Jesus Christ. 

  The first question and answer of the Westminster Catechism reads, “What is the chief end of man?”  “The 

chief end of man is to glorify God and to enjoy Him forever.”  Fellowship, or communion with God, is the chief 

means of fulfilling this chief end.  It was for this purpose that God created man in His image, that He and we 

might know one another and that He might be glorified through our enjoyment of Him as we respond to Him in 

our love for Him, or trust in Him, our joy of Him, and our honoring Him.  The goal of salvation is our 

fellowship with God.  Salvation brings about a restoration of fellowship between God and man, a fellowship that 

was broken through man’s sin in the Garden of Eden.   

 

  Let us now move on in our study of the local church.  We have underscored the biblical teaching that a 

local church should be comprised of regenerate people only, that is, those who have been born again by the Holy 

Spirit, who have repented of sin and have embraced and submitted to Jesus Christ as their King, their Lord and 

Savior.  But we have also shown that this understanding of the local church is not held and taught by many, even 

among our reformed friends.  We would argue that the practice of infant baptism renders a local church 

impossible to maintain and promote a regenerate church membership.  And so, it would be good of us to lay 

out…   

 

 

A Case against Paedobaptism Paedobaptist Belief and Practice 

 

  Again, what we have asserted very strongly is that a New Testament local church should only admit into 

its membership those persons who have given evidence that they have received new life in Jesus Christ.  But as 

we stated last week, this has been historically the practice of Baptist (and baptistic) churches only.  Most 

Protestant churches will say that they examine as to their true conversion adults who were not raised in church, 

but if those adults were raised in their churches, having been baptized as infants, those people are regarded and 

treated as Christians, even though they may be only nominal Christians (Christians in name only).  It is in this 

way that their churches become comprised of both regenerate and unregenerate persons.   

  Herein lies the problem: non-baptistic Protestant churches believe that church membership should be 

extended to believers as well as their children.  Many churches baptize their children in infancy, which they 

regard as entrance into church membership.  Some of these declare wrongly that these children are regenerated 

or born again through their infant baptism.  Others, however, would not claim that infant baptism confers 

salvation, but they do believe that the baptism of the child of a believing parent signifies a special relationship 

that the child has with God due to the relationship that the child’s parent(s) have with God.  And although these 

churches will have that child when older go through a process of catechizing and confirmation, nevertheless, 

these children of believers are regarded as members of the church and of the kingdom of God because one or 

both of their parents are Christians.  Here is the statement which most Protestant, non-baptistic churches believe 

to be biblical teaching: 

 

The visible church, which is also catholic or universal under the gospel (not confined to one nation, as 

before under the law), consists of all those throughout the world that profess the true religion; and of their 
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children: and is the kingdom of the Lord Jesus Christ, the house and family of God, out of which there is no 

ordinary possibility of salvation. (The Westminster Confession of Faith, 1647, Ch. 25, par. 2.) 

 

  With this doctrine of the church, the practice of baptizing children because of their parent’s faith results in 

the local church becoming a mixed group of converted and unconverted members.  A paedobaptist church is one 

generation from total apostasy.  Children are born and raised in these churches.  The children are baptized in 

infancy, told that they are “covenant children”, and that they stand in a special relationship with God because of 

their parent’s faith.  Often these children grow up being taught and catechized in the faith.  Their lives are 

characterized by a measure of morality due to the influence of godly parents.  Many may continue in the church.  

Some may go to Christian college.  Others may attend seminary, because they aspire to the ministry.  They are 

ordained and are called to pastor a church even though they may have never experienced a life-changing, 

renewal of the Holy Spirit in regeneration. 

  And although these children of believers may claim that they, too, “believe” and they may resolve to 

order their lives according to the Word of God, they do not have the “heart” to do so, for they remain in an 

unconverted state.  Please do not misunderstand: some of these children who were baptized as infants and raised 

in a godly home do become genuinely converted and grow to be wonderful Christians in their families and 

churches.  But many others, because they are unregenerate, do not have a heart to live as Christians in obedience 

to the Lord.  They are like the unregenerate Israelites, who after hearing the law of God rehearsed before them at 

Mount Sinai, said to God that they would keep His law.  .  Forty years later God rehearsed what had happened: 

 

  23“So it was, when you heard the voice from the midst of the darkness, while the mountain was 

burning with fire, that you came near to me, all the heads of your tribes and your elders.  24And you said: 

‘Surely the LORD our God has shown us His glory and His greatness, and we have heard His voice from the 

midst of the fire. We have seen this day that God speaks with man; yet he still lives.  25Now therefore, why 

should we die?  For this great fire will consume us; if we hear the voice of the LORD our God anymore, then 

we shall die.  26For who is there of all flesh who has heard the voice of the living God speaking from the 

midst of the fire, as we have, and lived?  27You go near and hear all that the LORD our God may say, and tell 

us all that the LORD our God says to you, and we will hear and do it.’ 

  28“Then the LORD heard the voice of your words when you spoke to me, and the LORD said to me: ‘I 

have heard the voice of the words of this people which they have spoken to you.  They are right in all that 

they have spoken.  29Oh, that they had such a heart in them that they would fear Me and always keep all 

My commandments, that it might be well with them and with their children forever!” 

 

  Under the new covenant that God has brought to His people through Jesus Christ, He has given every one 

in His covenant a heart to know Him and to keep His law.  And under Jesus Christ He has given the gift of the 

Holy Spirit to every true Christian to empower him to live that kind of life.  We read of the promise of this new 

covenant and its blessing in the prophets.  Consider Ezekiel 36 in which God promised to bestow salvation on 

His people:  

 
25Then I will sprinkle clean water on you, and you shall be clean; I will cleanse you from all your filthiness 

and from all your idols.  26I will give you a new heart and put a new spirit within you; I will take the heart 

of stone out of your flesh and give you a heart of flesh.  27I will put My Spirit within you and cause you to 

walk in My statutes, and you will keep My judgments and do them.  28Then you shall dwell in the land that 

I gave to your fathers; you shall be My people, and I will be your God.  29I will deliver you from all your 

uncleannesses. (Ezek. 36:25-29) 

 

Only the ones to whom God has given this new heart, which is the new birth or regeneration, does God call “My 

people.”  And only they who know Him and live for Him may say rightly that He is their God. 

  This corruption of the local church through the practice of infant baptism has been clearly manifested in 

church history over the past 1500+ years.  It was not long after Christianity became the state religion of the 

Roman Empire (4th century) that all children in the empire were required to be baptized.  And most parents 

desired to have their children baptized for they were taught that this brought their children into a state of 
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salvation.  Whole nations became “Christian”, and the governments of these nations required its citizens to 

baptize their children.  Those parents who refused to do so, such as those among the Anabaptists and Jews, were 

regarded not only as heretics by the state church that practiced paedobaptism, but they were also treated as non-

citizens, being traitors to their people.  Often times these “Christian nations” required church attendance of all of 

their citizens, the failure to do so brought heavily penalties, and sometimes severe punishment, even 

banishment.  And even though the Puritans came to this land of America to obtain religious freedom for 

themselves, it was not long before they too required all citizens to attend church and to baptize their children 

into the local church.  Those who refused to do so were persecuted and punished, often times they were levied 

heavy fines and were prohibited from serving in public office.  This was the result and legacy of infant baptism.  

In nations today in which there is a state church, such as in England, Scotland, Germany, the Scandinavian 

countries, most citizens are also members of churches, brought into the church through infant baptism, even 

while only a small minority of these “members” attend church on a regular basis.  The churches are filled with 

unconverted members, who sadly believe themselves to be “Christian”, when they are still in their sin. 

 

  Why is it that our paedobaptist friends practice infant baptism?3  Our reformed paedobaptist friends 

do so because of their belief that just as God required Abraham and his descendants to circumcise their male 

babies, so New Testament Christians are to baptize both their male and female children.  And just as God had 

declared to Abraham that the physical circumcision of his male children was a visible sign and seal of them 

being in covenant relationship with God, so in this New Testament age infant baptism is a sign and seal of 

Christian children being in a covenant relationship with God.  

 

  How do we respond to them?  We may consider a number of problems with their position and practice.   

 

1.  Historically, paedobaptism was not practiced widely until the third century.  Our paedobaptist friends 

would deny this, but this has been substantiated by church historians.  Perhaps the earliest reference to infant 

baptism dates toward the end of the second century, in the writings of Tertullian.  “Tertullian provides the first 

certain literary reference to infant baptism, and that because he opposed the practice.”4  Moreover, what is 

suggested in this passage is that infant baptism had not been practiced for very long.  

 

2.  There is no direct command in the New Testament for the church or parents to baptize the children of 

believers.  All of the commands to baptize in the New Testament are to baptize only those who commit 

themselves to be disciples of Jesus Christ.  Our Lord gave the great commission: 

 
18And Jesus came and spoke to them, saying, “All authority has been given to Me in heaven and on earth.  
19Go therefore and make disciples of all the nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father and of the 

Son and of the Holy Spirit, 20teaching them to observe all things that I have commanded you; and lo, I am 

with you always, even to the end of the age." Amen. (Matt. 28:18-20) 

 

Our Lord did not say, baptize disciples and their children, but He did command to baptize disciples.  Only when 

a child is old enough to commit himself to be a disciple of Jesus Christ should the church baptize that child. 

  Paedobaptists argue that there is no command in the New Testament to baptize infants because the 

practice was so common and accepted, it was not necessary to be emphasized.  This is a logical fallacy, an 

argument from silence.  One response to this claim is that in many places of the New Testament the matter of 

circumcision arose as a matter of debate, whether or not Christians needed to be circumcised.  If circumcision 

gave way to infant baptism, as paedobaptists claim, why did not a New Testament writer explain this truth in 

order to refute those who were advocating circumcision?  The practice is not mentioned in the New Testament 

                                                           
3 Aside from those paedobaptists who teach falsely that infants are born again through baptism, reformed paedobaptists do 

not teach that baptism effects regeneration.  Rather, they claim that baptism is a “sign and seal” of their covenant 

relationship with God that is theirs because their parents are Christians.  It is the belief and practice of these paedobaptists 

that we are here addressing.  
4 See Everett Ferguson, Baptism in the Early Church; History, Theology, and Liturgy in the First Five Centuries 

(William B. Eerdmans Pub., 2009), p. 373f. 



8 

 

because it was not practiced by the early churches of the Christian era.  Paedobaptism arose later due to the false 

teaching that baptism in itself washed away sins.  While some waited until the last possible moment in life to be 

baptized, thinking that it would cover the sins of their lifetime, parents would desire to baptize their babies 

presuming that it brought them into a state of salvation. 

 

3.  There is no record in the New Testament of any young children of believers being baptized by the church.  
Again, our paedobaptist friends argue otherwise.  They claim that the accounts of households being baptized in 

the Book of Acts would have included the infant and small children of those families.  There is no place in the 

Bible in which there is the command, instruction, or example for children of believers to be baptized.  To argue 

that children of believers should be baptized because of the reference to household baptisms in Acts, is an 

argument from silence, which itself is a logical fallacy.  There is no clear example in Scripture of infants of 

Christians being baptized.  

  In fact there is evidence that in each of those cases of “household baptism” they all had become believers 

prior to baptism.  In the case of Cornelius’ household (Acts 10 & 11), the apostles had challenged Peter for 

extending “Christian” fellowship to them for they were Gentiles.  Peter recounted all that he had experienced.  

He then reasoned,  

 

“And as I began to speak, the Holy Spirit fell upon them, as upon us at the beginning. 16Then I remembered 

the word of the Lord, how He said, ‘John indeed baptized with water, but you shall be baptized with the 

Holy Spirit.’  17If therefore God gave them the same gift as He gave us when we believed on the Lord Jesus 

Christ, who was I that I could withstand God?  18When they heard these things they became silent; and they 

glorified God, saying, ‘Then God has also granted to the Gentiles repentance to life.’” (Acts 11:15-18) 

 

  What convinced Peter that these Gentiles were qualified to receive baptism was that they had received the 

Holy Spirit as all disciples had on Pentecost.  Conversion was a necessary qualification for baptism.  All had 

received the Spirit.  Those who had received the Spirit were then baptized.  This suggests that Cornelius’ 

household was comprised of persons of age and maturity to hear and believe the gospel.  No hint of infants or 

small children is suggested by the text. 

  Regarding Lydia’s household in Acts 16, there is no evidence or suggestion that unbelieving children 

were baptized.  The same can be said of the Philippian jailer’s household.  In fact in this latter case there is a 

verse, granted the manner of translation is debated, in which it declares that everyone who was baptized of his 

household were believers.  “Now when he had brought them into his house, he set food before them; and he 

rejoiced, having believed in God with all his household” (Acts 16:34). 

  But we also need to remember that there were cultural forces at work in the biblical world that had 

bearing on why whole households were converted.  It would have been customary, indeed, strange, not to have 

an entire household embrace the faith of the head of the household.  They too, whether family members or 

servants, would have tended to embrace the faith upon the conversion of the head of the household.  But again, 

there is no direct evidence that anyone except a disciple was intentionally baptized.  If the head of a household 

embraced the gospel, there would have been a common response of all under his headship to also believe the 

gospel.  They would then be baptized. 

 

4.  The Scriptures teach that everyone in the new covenant is regenerated.  Paedobaptists argue, however, that 

even children of believing parents who are unregenerate, are within the covenant community or family, and 

therefore should be baptized, receiving baptism as the sign and seal of that relationship.  They refer to their 

children as “covenant children.”  But with the institution of the new covenant by Jesus Christ, there is no 

covenant relationship with God possible to those apart from Christ.  Children of believing parents cannot be 

regarded by the church as in covenant relationship with God until and unless they are in Christ through their 

regeneration manifested in their repentance and faith.  This is clearly seen in the promise of the new covenant of 

Jeremiah 31:31ff is shown to be a present reality in Hebrews 8.   

 

“Behold, the days are coming, says the LORD, when I will make a new covenant with the house of Israel 

and with the house of Judah-- 32not according to the covenant that I made with their fathers in the day that I 
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took them by the hand to lead them out of the land of Egypt, My covenant which they broke, though I was a 

husband to them, says the LORD.  33But this is the covenant that I will make with the house of Israel after 

those days, says the LORD: I will put My law in their minds, and write it on their hearts; and I will be 

their God, and they shall be My people. 34 "No more shall every man teach his neighbor, and every man his 

brother, saying, ‘Know the LORD,’ for they all shall know Me, from the least of them to the greatest of 

them, says the LORD.  For I will forgive their iniquity, and their sin I will remember no more." (Jer. 

31:31-34, also Heb. 8:8-12) 

 

  Take note, God has written His law on the heart and is in the mind of every person who is relationship 

with God in the new covenant; i.e., they are all regenerate.  This cannot be said of children of believing parents 

who are yet unregenerate.  Also, everyone in the new covenant “knows the Lord.”  Each and every one in the 

new covenant knows the Lord personally, relationally, covenantaly.  And each and every one in the new 

covenant has his/her sins forgiven.  None of these things can be said of unregenerate children of believing 

parents.   

  Our paedobaptist friends argue their children are “covenant children.”  We challenge them, “Of what 

covenant are they members?”  There is only one covenant in place, the new covenant enacted by Jesus Christ, 

and everyone in that new covenant is regenerate; they love and know the Lord, and desire and purpose to live in 

obedience to God’s law.  Only people who have experienced the new birth are in covenant relationship with 

God through Jesus Christ.   

  Now granted, children of believers, as well as an unregenerate spouse of a believer, have certain benefits 

and privileges (1 Cor. 7), but it is wrong to assume, to teach and declare, or to reinforce to them that they are in 

a place of safety or security when they are outside of Jesus Christ until they are converted.  Every person in this 

world is either “in Adam” or “in Christ.”  Children of believing parents are born “in Adam” and continue in that 

fallen and condemned state until God causes them to be “in Christ” at regeneration.  To baptize an infant and 

then teach that child that he or she is a covenant child by virtue of the parent’s faith, is not biblical.  It is 

delusion and error and detrimental to the well-being of those children to give them any hope until they embrace 

the Lord Jesus Christ each one on his own. 

  This is not to say that God does regenerate children, even very young children, but we have no knowledge 

of who they are until they show forth the fruit of repentance, the evidence of saving grace in their lives, 

including an aversion to sin, love for the Word of God, love for righteousness, a heart for God and Christ, and a 

love for God’s people.  Parents do a disservice to their children by telling them they are in “covenant 

relationship” with God through Christ unless and until they are converted.  Our Lord declared, “Assuredly, I say 

to you, unless you are converted and become as little children, you will by no means enter the kingdom of 

heaven” (Matt. 18:3).  There is the need to “receive the kingdom”, which means understand it, embrace it, and 

live accordingly, before one can be in a saving, covenant relationship with God. 

 

5.  Paedobaptists argue from Acts 2:38f that the promise of God’s salvation extends to believers and their 

children. 
 

38Then Peter said to them, “Repent, and let every one of you be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ for the 

remission of sins; and you shall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit.  39For the promise is to you and to your 

children, and to all who are afar off, as many as the Lord our God will call.  40And with many other words 

he testified and exhorted them, saying, “Be saved from this perverse generation.”  41Then those who gladly 

received his word were baptized; and that day about three thousand souls were added to them. (Acts 2:38-

41) 

 

  But they do not quote the whole verse, which qualifies which children are included.  They tend to stop by 

quoting the first part of the verse: “For the promise is to you and to your children.”  They wrongly, therefore, 

extend the promise of God’s salvation to all children of believing parents.  But the following words qualify 

which children are to be baptized: “as many as the Lord our God will call.”  God’s promise is not to all 

children of believers, but to all effectually called children of believers.  They only are to be baptized upon 

giving evidence that God has called them to salvation through repentance and faith.  This supports believers’ 
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baptism, not the baptism of infants or small children who have not yet shown forth their faith in their 

repentance, submission, and confession of Jesus as Lord. 

  The bottom line is this, baptism is to be extended to Christians only, ones who have repented of sin and 

put their faith in Jesus as Lord.  We read in Acts 2:47, “And the Lord added to the church daily those who were 

being saved.”  The Lord added only saved people to the church.  But paedobaptists go beyond this, essentially 

declaring, “And the Lord added to the church daily those who were being saved, and their children.”  But the 

Scriptures teach that only saved persons are to be baptized, they alone are regarded by our Lord to be ones 

qualified to be added to the church. 

 

6.  Paedobaptists wrongly identify New Testament baptism with old covenant circumcision. 

 

  There is no place in the Bible that declares that New Testament baptism is the equivalent to Old 

Testament circumcision.  There is one passage that treats the two subjects in the same context, which we 

addressed not long ago in our study of Colossians.  We read in Colossians 2:11-14 these words: 

 

  11In Him also you were circumcised with a circumcision made without hands, by putting off the body 

of the flesh, by the circumcision of Christ, 12having been buried with Him in baptism, in which you were 

also raised with Him through faith in the powerful working of God, who raised Him from the dead.  13And 

you, who were dead in your trespasses and the uncircumcision of your flesh, God made alive together with 

Him, having forgiven us all our trespasses, 14by cancelling the record of debt that stood against us with its 

legal demands.   

 

  Our paedobaptist friends say that this teaches that baptism is the replacement for circumcision.  But this 

passage teaches no such thing.  Here, “the circumcision without hands” is a reference to our new birth, our 

regeneration, not baptism.  We were delivered from our former way of living for sin by our regeneration, here.  

We have been filled in Jesus Christ, because our God had delivered us from our sinful lives by causing us to be 

born again, or regenerated.   

  In the Old Testament God had given physical circumcision to Abraham in order to bring His people into 

a physical, earthly covenant relationship with Himself.  They entered into that covenant through physical birth 

and physical circumcision.  They were promised earthly blessings, including numerous offspring, physical 

health and wealth, and a long blessed life in a land that God had promised to Abraham and his descendants.  

Their responsibility in keeping covenant with God was to have faith in Him as their God.  And later, God had 

declared to His people that their faith was to be manifest in their obedience to His law that He gave to them 

through Moses.   

  But the physical circumcision that God had commanded them as a sign of their covenant, although it 

distinguished them as God’s people from all others in the world, was not a life-changing experience.  It served 

to foreshadow the need for the spiritual circumcision of the heart, which is regeneration, or what the New 

Testament refer to as the new birth (cf. John 3:3), or here in Colossians 2:11 as “a circumcision made without 

hands.”   

 

7.  Paedobaptists fail to distinguish God’s promises to Abraham’s physical offspring with God’s promises to 

Abraham’s spiritual offspring. 

 

  Here is the heart of the error of paedobaptist covenant theology.  Paedobaptists believe the covenant God 

made with Abraham is the same covenant that God makes with believers in Jesus Christ in the New Testament.  

They would cite Paul’s statement in Galatians to argue their point. 

 
16Now to Abraham and his Seed were the promises made.  He does not say, “And to seeds,” as of many, but 

as of one, “And to your Seed,” who is Christ.  17And this I say, that the law, which was four hundred and 

thirty years later, cannot annul the covenant that was confirmed before by God in Christ, that it should make 

the promise of no effect.  18For if the inheritance is of the law, it is no longer of promise; but God gave it to 

Abraham by promise. 
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  Clearly the apostle speaks of the Abrahamic covenant as the same as the new covenant that we enjoy in 

Jesus Christ.  What paedobaptists do, however, is reason that just as Abraham’s physical descendants were in 

the Abrahamic covenant, and the male children were circumcised as a sign of their inclusion in that covenant, so 

now the children of believers are to be baptized to show that they too are in covenant with God in Jesus Christ.  

And, they argue that just as all of Abraham’s male descendants were circumcised, even though only some of 

them would be saved (cf. Isaac and Ishmael), so all children of believers, whether they are or will become 

Christians, are to be similarly baptized. 

  The major error of their theology is the failure to understand that when God entered into covenant with 

Abraham and his descendants, He entered into two different covenants with Abraham’s descendants.  God made 

a covenant with Abraham’s physical descendants, and He made another covenant with Abraham’s spiritual 

descendants.  Paul pointed this out in Galatians 4.  There we read, 

 

  21Tell me, you who desire to be under the law, do you not hear the law?  22For it is written that 

Abraham had two sons: the one by a bondwoman, the other by a freewoman.  23But he who was of the 

bondwoman was born according to the flesh, and he of the freewoman through promise, 24which things are 

symbolic.  For these are the two covenants: the one from Mount Sinai which gives birth to bondage, which 

is Hagar— 25for this Hagar is Mount Sinai in Arabia, and corresponds to Jerusalem which now is, and is in 

bondage with her children— 26but the Jerusalem above is free, which is the mother of us all.  27For it is 

written: 

 

“Rejoice, O barren, 

 You who do not bear! 

 Break forth and shout, 

 You who are not in labor! 

 For the desolate has many more children 

 Than she who has a husband.” 

 

  28Now we, brethren, as Isaac was, are children of promise.  29But, as he who was born according to 

the flesh then persecuted him who was born according to the Spirit, even so it is now.  30Nevertheless what 

does the Scripture say?  “Cast out the bondwoman and her son, for the son of the bondwoman shall not be 

heir with the son of the freewoman.”  31So then, brethren, we are not children of the bondwoman but of the 

free. 

 

  When God made a covenant with Abraham, He did so with Abraham’s physical seed, his descendants 

according to the flesh.  All of the male children of Abraham were circumcised.  Their circumcision was a sign of 

the covenant.  The one covenant that God made with Abraham involved promises to his physical descendants.  

But God also made a covenant with Abraham and His spiritual seed, those who had the same faith as Abraham. 

  God promised to Abraham three major blessings.  (1) God promised that they would inherit the promised 

land of Canaan, in which they would experience God’s “rest.”  (2) God promised Abraham that he would have a 

great name in that his descendants would become a great people, numerous as the stars in heaven.  (3) And God 

promised that their nation would bring God’s blessing to all the nations of the world.   

  It would seem that God would fulfil these promises through Abraham’s physical descendants.  God gave 

to them physical circumcision as a sign of their physical covenant with God.  Later God embellished this 

covenant, establishing them in the Mosaic covenant at Mount Sinai.  God’s blessing was conditional upon their 

faithful obedience to His law.  And the Old Testament is a record of the failure of the physical seed of Abraham 

to keep that covenant with God.   

  But when God made a covenant with Abraham, He not only established a covenant with his physical 

seed, but God also made a covenant with his spiritual seed, that is with Jesus Christ and those who believe on 

Him.  Again, Paul wrote of this covenant in Galatians 3, in the passage we considered earlier. 
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  15Brethren, I speak in the manner of men: Though it is only a man’s covenant, yet if it is confirmed, no 

one annuls or adds to it.  16Now to Abraham and his Seed were the promises made. He does not say, “And 

to seeds,” as of many, but as of one, “And to your Seed,” who is Christ.  17And this I say, that the law, 

which was four hundred and thirty years later, cannot annul the covenant that was confirmed before by God 

in Christ, that it should make the promise of no effect.  18For if the inheritance is of the law, it is no longer 

of promise; but God gave it to Abraham by promise. (Gal. 3:15-18) 

 

  Our paedobaptist friends confuse and combine the covenant that God made with Abraham’s physical 

descendants with the covenant that God made with Abraham’s spiritual descendants, who are “in Christ.”  It is 

not by physical birth to Christian parents that brings one into covenant relationship with God, but it is by the 

spiritual new birth that shows itself in faith, thereby bringing the believer into union with Christ and the 

promises God has given to Him and His people.   

 

  God’s promises to Abraham’s physical children are decidedly different from God’s promises to his 

spiritual children.  The old covenant was entered through physical birth, with the male children being physically 

circumcised at eight days of age.  God’s law was delivered to them on two tablets of stone.  Their worship was 

characterized by outward ceremony.  God had promised them a physical kingdom in an earthly land.   God’s 

promises were temporal in nature.   

  But God’s promises to Abraham’s spiritual children are entered into through spiritual birth, which is a 

spiritual circumcision of the heart, with God’s laws written on the heart rather than on stone.  Worship for the 

spiritual children of Abraham is in spirit and truth.  They are citizens of a spiritual kingdom, not an earthly one.  

They are due to inherit an heavenly Jerusalem in a new earth.  God’s promises to them are eternal in duration. 

 

  When John the Baptist was baptizing with view to the Kingdom of God being at hand, some wanted to be 

baptized, but John refused to do so.  We read in Matthew 3:7ff these words: 

 
7But when he saw many of the Pharisees and Sadducees coming to his baptism, he said to them, “Brood of 

vipers!  Who warned you to flee from the wrath to come?  8Therefore bear fruits worthy of repentance, 9and 

do not think to say to yourselves, ‘We have Abraham as our father.’  For I say to you that God is able to 

raise up children to Abraham from these stones.  10And even now the ax is laid to the root of the trees.  

Therefore every tree which does not bear good fruit is cut down and thrown into the fire.  

 

  John declared that having Abraham as one’s father did not qualify them to be baptized.  A manifestation 

of repentance was required.  John disavowed the principle that paedobaptists claim legitimizes their practice. 

 

***************** 

 

Blessed be the LORD God, the God of Israel, Who only does wondrous things! 

And blessed be His glorious name forever!  And let the whole earth be filled with His glory.  

Amen and Amen. 

(Psa 72:18f) 

 

***************** 


