On the Serious Consequences of
of Withholding Baptism from
the Infants of Christians

by
Rev Professor Dr FrancisNigel Lee
Queensland Presbyterian Theological College
Emmanuel College, Upland Road, St Lucia
Queendand 4067, Australia

Published by THE PRESBYTERIAN Magazine
9 Church Road, Thornbury,
Bristol BS12 1EJ, UK

First Published in 1981 by
Jesus Lives Series
Copyright FN Lee
National Library of Australia Card Number
and 1SBN 0949762 02 4



Have Y ou Been Neglecting Your Baby?

Is your baby really ainner? Does heaight now need cleansing with the blood of
Jesushere will your child spend eternity if he dies todaydtlsequired even for
your infants to receive Christian baptism?

When man fell into singuilt and death came upon Adam afidhis descendents.
Consequently, until a person has bbem again and justified by grace through faith
in Christ, he cannot even see, and still ger into, the Kingdom of God.

This means thadll people on earth (even from their very conceptionam) are
sinnersin the sight of God. Men and women aswen children and babies all need to
be washed in the blood of Jesus Chsidor there is no other way by which they can
be saved!

Of course, Christedeems His people— and He does sweithout baptism’ But
baptism points to and seals their redemption tHrabgsprinkling of the blood of the
Lamb?

Consequently, baptism should always be regardedaastter of considerable
importancé.Indeed, "whoever believes andoaptized, will be saved; but whoever
does not believe, will be condemned!"

Right after the fall, God clothed the nakednessusffirst parents when He put
coats of skins upon thefiThese garments pointed to the sin-covering wotkef
Lamb of God, Jesus Christ, Who would take awaysthef the worlc®. Doubtless,
Adam and Eve also put clothes on their own balhestly after they were born, to
protect them from their hostile environméh&imilarly, the Bible tells us that
Christians are to be "clothed" with baptism, oh&we it put on like a garmettAnd
the Bible further tells us that we are to have ¢hesptismal "clothes" put on our own
infant children tod?

How irresponsible Adam and Eve would have beethegy had let their babies
grow up unclothed -- and if they as parents hadedanany years until their offspring
finally decided forthem-selves whetherthey wanted to wear clothes or not! Is it then
not also irresponsible today, when some Christaenqts refuse to clothe their own
infants with the garment and badge of baptismi{asign and seal of cleansing with
the blood of Jesus)? Is such neglect not a seexpgsure of their prone-to-sin and
naked babies to all the attacks of Satan?

The Protestant Reformer John Calvin was probalggtkeatest Bible commentator
of all time— even according to most of those of his opponehts ave taken the
trouble to read his writings. In his commentaryGalatians, he discussed the
Apostles statement (thas many of you as have been baptized into Christ, have put
on Christ). He remarked that Paul "employs the metaphor obargnt’ when hesays
that the Galatians have put on Christ. And by this metaphor, Paul means that they are
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united to Christ in such a way that, in the sigh&od, they bear the Name and Person
of Christ and are viewed in Him rather than in tetwes' * Dear Christian reader,
while desiring this for yourself, is this not exgathat you desirdor your own little
babies too?

At the time of the flood, only one thing would sa&x@h adults and even little
children from drowning to death. They had to betedinside the ark of the
covenant! They themselves had to come into theaaritherwise they had tme
brought into the ark by others! But theyall needed to banside the ark of Chriss
covenant, which alone provided salvation and esfrape punishment?

The unbelievers didot go into the ark- neither did they put their children there.
The faithless adults and their little children weog baptized but only immersed in
the flood when they all perished outside the*arklowever, both the believing Noah
and all ofhis children weresaved. They werenot immersed in the flood. To the
contrary,they were all baptized inside the ark while it was beirggrinkled from above
by the rain from heavefi.

In a similar way, the waters of baptism from abawe today to beprinkled on
believers and ontheir children. This action urges them all to trust and to keep on
trusting in ChristWWho alone saves even them from destruction. For baptism (by
sprinkling) corresponds to the rain which fell fraimove when Noah and his family
were all safely inside the ark of the covenantehinded them of their salvation from
the floodwaters of Gdd righteous judgment. Similarly, our own baptismaypis a
picture of our own redemption. For by grace andugh faith, the sprinkling of
baptism points us to the sprinkled blood of Jeshishvit depicts'’

How catastrophic it would have been for Noah toehgone into the ark all alone
and to have been sprinkled there all by hims#if|e leaving his family outside! For
that would have meant the end of the human racd.h®m serious it is today for
adult Christians to receive holy baptism only teermselves- while withholding it
from their own little childrentf

Now the Bible clearly teaches us that unbloody isapteplaced bloody
circumcision after Chriss finished bloodshed on Calvary, so that infardusincision
too was then replaced byfant baptism.* °

It is true that circumcision was only for males avud for female$®For
circumcision was a sign of purification frosm,?* and sin first confronted the human
race through the transgression of the first wo&or this reason, even though saved
through faith, godly females in Old Testament tiroesld not receive the sacrament
(of circumcision)— until Jesus Christ, "The Seed of the woman" (psawhiin Eden
right after the fallf?Himself came as the Son of (wo)man and crushetehd of the
serpent on CalvarifAfter that, when baptism replaced circumcisfoiime female sex
too was fully acknowledged in this regadféor from that time onward, as people
believed in "the name of Jesus, they were baptizeith men and womenr”And in
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respect of all those "who were baptized into Chrikere is neither...male nor
female.”® Accordingly, not only male but also female babies need to be baptized.

When a Christian parent neglects to have his irffaptized serious consequences
ensue! Indeed, it is clear that every male balyetieving parents needed to be
circumcised even when only "eight days oftFor the Lord Himself declared that
"any un-circumcised male (or ‘male chijdvho has not been circumcised in the flesh,
will be cut off from his people; he has broken My covendht."

Note how the believingarent s neglect to have the sign of Geccovenant
applied to own infant, was seriously detrimentahichild himself. For by that
parents neglect, the baby himself was "cut off from reeple®'— cut off by his own
parents neglect, and even cut off from his own circumtitgher as one of the
Lord’s people. Hence, God decreed that the covenaifaak iftmust be
circumcised.®

Because baptism now replaces circumcistarfollows that every Christian who
neglects to have his own children baptized in io§aouts them off from himself and
from the people of Go#¥What an awesome sin of omission, then, is commiited
some of our dear Christian brethren who refuseisrapp their own little infants and
thus despise the sacrament of the saving gracedif G

Of course, this doae®mot mean that theaptism of an infant in any wagaves the
baby. For, as Calvin remarked, "since God thregbemnsshment only tdespisers (of
infant baptism, and formerly of infant circumcisjpwe infer that the circumcision of
children would do them no harm, if they died beftbre eighth day. To consign to
destruction those infants whom a sudden death ¢tzalowed to be presented for
baptism before any neglect of parents could intervene, is a cruelty originating in
[Romanistic] superstition.... [But] whoever negebaptism [for his own babies],
suggesting that the parent is content with the piaoi se [of salvation for his
children], for his partramples upon the blood of Christ— or at leastioes not believe
that it flows for the washing of his own childrenSuch contempt shall not pass
unpunished.... As God adopts the infant son irpt#reon of his father so, when the
fatherrepudiates such benefit, the infant is satiolbe cut off from the church."*

However, not only is iseriously detrimental to the baby for him or her to be left
unbaptized. It is alsseriously detrimental even to the baby s parents. For, as Calvin
pointed out: "God will take vengeance ewery one who despises to impress the
symbol of the covenant on his child (Genesis 17-44)ch contempt being a
rejection... of the offered grac&No one, no matter how godly in other respects, is
excepted from this vengeance. For even the greaeMbimself had to learn this
the hard way.

Although born in a time of great tribulation andhgeal backsliddenness, Moses
himself was apparently circumcised in in-fafitjyst as Paedobaptists (or those who
believe that baptism should be given even to tfenis of Christians) rightly have
their babies baptized in infancy tod®yJowever, Moses later married a woman who
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was opposed to infant circumcisienZipporah, the daughter of Jethro, the God-
fearing priest of Midiari’ Also today, this kind of "interdenominational mage®2is
sometimes entered into between Christiatfer instance, whenever a
(paedobaptistic) Lutheran or Presbyterian or Me#tadarries an (antipaedobaptistic)
Baptist or Pentecostalist (or Campbellite "Disclge"Christian Church" or "Church
of Christ" member). Fortunately, however, even yoitiere are also those numerous
happy cases where the less consistent spousdR(litkewho married Boaz) genuinely
changes his or her views about the need to giveadbmmental sign of the covenant
even to their infants.

If only Zipporah had embraced Mos$&3od—given views regarding the need to
circumcise infants, all would have been well. Ahdnly modern Baptists or
Pentecostalists who marry Presbyterians or Metb®disuld embrace the latter
Biblical views about the need to baptize infantsyenwould be well in these
"interdenominational” marriages today. Unfortungt&ipporah wasot willing to
learn— until God threatened the very life of her husb&tases. Maywe, however, be
willing to learn—from her mistakes!

Apparently, Zipporah had at least outwardly (ilictantly) agreed to allow her
husband Moses to have his firstborn son, Gershivounscised shortly after birtfi.
Yet the inward reluc-tance of Zipporah to promatimnt circumcision seems to have
led to much friction between her and her husbarabth then and later. For when
their second son, Eliezer, was born, it is cleat Moses tried to avoid any further
arguments with his wife about the necessity ofurircising infants. He simply
decided to ignore the need of circumcising Elieadris infancy. For Moses resolved
to withhold the sacrament from his own baby child. No doulih&interests of
domestic peace with his wife, he deliberately deditbcompromise his own God-
given beliefs about this vital matter.

Apparently leaving Midian with his family just aedays after Eliezés birth,
Moses set out for Egypt in obedience to the cathefLord to go and lead the
covenant people out of that lafidThe eighth da{/after Eliezers birth arrived and
passed- probably while the family was staying at an inntbeir journey. But Moses
deliberately resolved to leave the baby umircunecis@s we have already said, no
doubt for the sake of avoiding another clash wagunbiblical views which his
beloved wife held on this particular subject.

God, however, detests unprincipled compromisespecially at the hands of
religious leaders like Moses, the famous delivefgeods ancient people. For God
had chosen precisely Moses to lead the true childf&odout of compromise and
backsliddenness and to revive them by restoringthenant of grace between the
Lord and His people- the covenant which they and their children hadepeatedly
transgressed. Accordingly, "at the lodging placeéh@enway, the Lord met Moses and
was about to kill him" for neglecting to have hisrobaby circumcised in infané¢y

Moses guiltilysensed that the Lord was about to kill him. Knowing thasen
why, the patriarch immediately repented of his evil Begand gave hasty instructions
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that little Eliezer be circumcised. When this hagib accomplished, the wrath of God
abruptly turned away from Mosesand the Lord "let him aloné™

As Calvin commented, Moses "was terrified by thprapch of certain destruction.
At the same time, the cause of his affliction wlagven him, so that he hastened to
seek for a remedy. For...it would never otherwigeehoccurred to himself and his
wife to circumcise the child to appease Goarath; and it will appear a little further
on, that God was, as it were, propitiated by tlffiering --- since He withdrew His
hand, and took away the tokens of His wrath.

"l therefore unhesitatingly conclude, that vengeanes declared against Moses
for his negligence, which was connected with &lavier sins; for he had not omitted
his soris circumcision from forgetfulness or ignorancecarelessness only, but
because he was aware that it was disagreeable &ithiss wife or to his father-in-law
[Jethro the godly but Non-Israelitic religious lea@nd priest of Midian]. Therefore,
lest his wife should quarrel with him, or his fatie-law trouble him, he preferred to
gratify them, [rather] than to give occasion fovigions, or enmity, or disturbance.

"In the meantime, how-ever, for the sake of thetaof men, he neglected to
obey God.... Let us learn from hence to use revgrédre sacraments, which are the
seals of Gotb grace, lest He should severely avenge our dégihigeem; and at the
same time, we should remember that the extern&gsion of piety and the worship
of God is a sacrifice so pleasant to God that Henet allow us to omit the care of
diligently testifying (about) it, as if it were aatter of small importancé?'

Incidently, it should not for a moment be thoudtattCalvin made the above
comment on this Biblical passage as if he himselflenpersonally unacquainted with
Moses situation. Indeed, the cases of the various bagtia Calviris own family
circle, are themselves most instructive.

Calvin himself was baptized but once in infareyn the Roman Catholic Church
in Noyon in France. Of course, he was never rebegitsubsequenthy for he was
strongly opposed to rebaptism, on Biblical grou(iRismans 6:1-11 & Hebrews 6:1-8;
cf. Calvin'sInstitutes IV:15:16-17 & IV:2:11-12).

His wife, Idelette, was baptized as an aduly a Baptist group in Holland, before
meeting Calvin. After being genuinely won by Caltinthe Reformed faith in later
life, she then joined the Presbyterian Church oit&sland, married the Reformer,
and was, of course, like Calvin himself, never mizad.

Calvin himself baptized their eldest child by sghing, in the Presbyterian and
Reformed Church in Geneva. Thereafter, the balyidiearly infancy. Their
subsequent children died practically at birth, yntlz@d— but, of course, already
sanctified by the precious blood of Jesus even tiwir godly fathes loins and their
faithful motheirs womb.
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Before leaving the inn, then, Moses had been remved* from doctrinal
compromise back to the true covenantal views ofdilsers*>Now he was ready to
lead Gods backslidden children and their little infantsd&a show them too how to
serve the Lord as they ought. By instructing thersprinkle the blood of the Passover
lamb over the entrance to the homes of their wholeseholds, Moses got the
Israelites to prevent the angel of death from sigyheir firstborn children when that
angel slew the "unsprinkled" Egyptian children.43

Now in leading the people of God out of Egyyises had all of them sprinkled
under the cloud and on dry ground at the Red*Sear. as Paul later remarked, "our
forefathers were all under the cloud, and ... tlepassedthrough the sea. They were
all baptized into Moses...and drank the spiritual drink; fontligank from the
spiritual Rock That accompanied them, #dmat Rock was Christ?® Egyptian soldiers
werenot baptized but only immersed — and they were all drowned to death in the Red
Sea. Yet thehildren of Israel — both the adultand their babies — weresaved. They
all passed through the Red Seedry land, and they all receivedot immersion but
baptism; for they and their infants were afirinkled from on high when "the clouds
poured down water."*

However, after forty years of wandering in the wildess, a new generation of
God's people again backslid and neglected their chril@seallowing their babies to
lapse into uncircumcision or "unbaptism'just as Moses had previously neglected to
have his own baby Eliezer circumcised in infanay.rémedy this, the uncircumcised
people of Godnd their uncircumcised babies first had to receive circumcision as the
sign of Gods covenant with therff.So too, before they went into the promised land,
all of Gods people— probablycarrying their infantsin their arms— went down into
the Jordan and passed throughdh dry land and then came up again unimmersed out
of the Jordari!

Now this Jordan experience of all of the familiéssoael'’ (just like their previous
baptisn°at the Red Se#)was a fore-shadowing of the mode and subjeciéenf
Testament baptisfi.For even in the New Testament itself we deteaméa kind of
sprinkling of believers and their infants in thadkings of John the Baptist, of Jesus
Christ, and of the apostles Peter and Paul and John

JOHN THE BAPTIST, for instance, baptizald the people of Gdd(which, of
course, includes even their little babig8ut he did not baptize the Pharisees and
their brood— for they werenot God's people?

JESUS CHRIST, moreover, gave instructions in HisgECommission that|
"nations"' were to be baptized > — in fulfillment of Isaialis prophecy that the Saviour
would "sprinkle many nations."**Never in the history of the world has there bees
single nation whose infants were not regarded as its citizens from their very birth.
Indeed, Jesus Himself specifically taught thatlittle children of believers were
themselves to be regarded as Christian citizetiseoKingdom of Heaverf

PETER, on the day of Pentecost, declared howpgbstles had just bedsaptized

with the Spirit when the Holy Ghost had be&poured out”" on them likeabundant
showers andrains from heaver?®Then he told his listeners too that they needed to
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"repent ande baptized," for the promise is for yoand your children.>® As Noalis
family had beerbaptized inside the ark by thabundant showers andrains during the
flood, so also, held Peter, sho@dristian families now receive the sprinkling of the
waters of baptism. For this points to the needusfbeingsprinkied with the blood
of Jesus!No wonder, then, that Peter did not baptize thst @entile convert,
Cornelius, all by himself, but insisted on havirgptism administered to Corneligs
entire household, inclduding his chidrén.

As Calvin remarked: "Peter says that he could asttldenied baptism and the
fellowship of the brethren to the Gentiles (in Gaius’ household), without being an
enemy to God.... Similarly, we say today that th@he areopposing infant baptism,
arewaging war on God, because those men are cruelly rejecting from the¢dh
those whom God adopts into the Church; toegt deprive of the external symbol (of
baptism) those whom God honours with the name of sons."*°

PAUL, in particular, insisted on baptism for théaints of believers. Not only did
he always baptize the entire family, whenever #dhof a household came to faith in
Christ®In addition, he also insisted ttthe children of believers wereholy from their
very conception even before their birth- and not unclean, like the children of
unbelieverstHence, even the infant children of Christians werke baptized as
members of Chris ChurcH?

JOHN too taught the requirement of baptism fornitdaof believers. He recorded
how "all the people of Israel came to be baptized in theahd*He loved Chriss
"little children"®*And he concluded that tidame of Christ and of the Triune God
shall be worn by or written on thiereheads of all who get to glory?

Dear Christian parent! Haw®u been neglecting to hayeur baby baptized? It is
indeed"a great sinto condemn oneglect this ordinance®®Oh, do not jeopardize
your child's welfare or your own physical or spiritual lifetegalth any longer! Present
your child to the Lord in holy baptism as soon asgible?” Make peace with God,
and do not further invite His reprodéh- or perhaps even His sore displeasure or
anger?Be reconciled to God; "kiss the Son lest He beyarand you be destroyed in
your way, for His wrath can flare up in a momefit!"

"Blessed are all who take refuge in HimiMaveyou done so yet, in respect of the
salvation of your own infants? Oh, heed the warmhtpe Saviour! "Unlesgou
change antbecome like little children, you will never enter the Kingdom of Heaven....
And whoever welcomes a little child like this in Ndfame,"” said Jesus, "welcomes
Me. But if anyone causes onetbése little ones who believe in Meto sin, it would be
better for him to have a large millstone hung robirsdneck and to be drowned in the
depths of the sed®

So "repent antle baptized, every one of you, in the Name of Jesus Christhab t
your sins may be forgiven! And you will receive & of the Holy Spirit. The
promise is for yowand your children.""

Oh, repent! For then your children "will be likeéval shoots around your tabl&."

And then you will "live to see your childr&nchildren,” and "peace” will be upon
you!”™
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