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Title: Believer’s Only Baptism (DD-30)

Purpose:  To convince the hearers of the biblical and baptistic view of baptism.

Introduction
1.
In our studies of biblical doctrines, we have been considering the baptistic distinctives. And already we have considered 1) the separation of state and church 2) the autonomy of the local church 3) the rule of elders in a local church  4) regenerate membership in a local church.

2.
Now we move the 5 baptistic distinctive: believers’ only baptism

SECTION 5:  BELIEVERS’ ONLY BAPTISM

In order to have a clear grasp on this subject, what I want us to do is to consider the different views of water baptism. And there are mainly 4 views.

I.
THE SACRAMENTALIST/PAEDO-BAPTIST OR ROMAN CATHOLIC VIEW
A.
And what is this sacramentalist/paedo-baptist or R.C. view?
1.
This view teaches that baptism is the instrument by withc a person baptized receives the blessings of salvation offered in Christ.  And this blessing of salvation is received through baptism irrespective of whether the person baptized has faith or not. For baptism works “ex opere operato.”’
2.
This view of baptism is clearly seen at work in the case of baptizing infants.  All infants are to be baptized, even an aborted fetus. And baptism is the instrument by which an infant or a fetus is cleansed from original sin, born again of the H.S., brought out the domain of darkness and brought into domain of Christ. It is through baptism that an infant or a fetus is made a Christian. 
B. 
Is this view of baptism biblical? No. This view is completely foreign to what the Bible teaches.  Because whatever be the significance of baptism, it is completely meaningless apart from a personal faith in the one who receives it. 

1.
John 1:12-13 (READ)- Only those who believe in Christ are the ones who will receive the right to be called children of God. And even if the whole Pacific Ocean where to be poured on the head of an infant, and no matter how many R.C. “priests” will reform the rite, the child baptized will not received such a right.

2.
1John 3:9-10 (READ)-How are the children of God and the children of the devil made obvious? Not by whether or not they have been baptized by a R.C. “priest”. It is by whether they practice evangelical obedience to God’s commands.
3.
John 13:6-11 (READ)- Was Judas baptized? Like the rest, of course he was!  But even that could not wash the soul of Judas. He was still unclean. So this indicates that baptism, whatever be its significance, does not work the way R.C. say it does. Infants who are baptized still remain unclean. They can only be cleansed of their sins if and when they believe in Christ.

C.
So this R.C. view of baptism is utterly foreign to the teachings of the Bible. The waters of baptism do not have magical powers to confer to a person baptized the blessings of salvation. To think in that way is a gross perversion of the biblical teaching.

Trans:
But then there is another view of baptism we need to consider....

II.
THE SEMI-SACRAMENTALIST/NON-PAEDO-BAPTIST OR “THE CHURCH OF CHRIST” VIEW
A.
And what is this “Church of Christ” view? 

1.
According to this view, only believers are to be baptized because baptism is utterly meaningless without faith in Christ. No matter how many times one is baptized, if he does not have faith in Christ, then his baptism is utterly meaningless.
2.
However, according to this view, although baptism is utterly meaningless without faith in Christ, it is also the indispensable means of actually receiving the blessing of salvation offered in Christ. 

a.
Quote: “One receives nothing from his baptism without faith, and one receives nothing from his faith without baptism.” i.e. forgiveness, cleansing, right to become a child of God, etc.’
b.
Quote: “Through it (baptism), and through it alone, does the Christian enter into fellowship with Christ; it is here that fellowship is grounded, independently of the subjectivity of our faith-knowledge and religious experience.”
3.
So according to this view, baptism is utterly indispensable. It is the indispensable means of actually receiving the blessing of salvation.
B.
Is this view of baptism biblical? No. 3 reasons why.

1.
The bible teaches that faith and not baptism is the indispensable means of receiving the blessing of salvation.

a.
How were God’s people in the OT saved? In the same way that we are now saved - through faith in God’s promised Messiah. We now are saved by trusting in Messiah that has come and is still to come a second time; the OT believers were saved by trusting in the Messiah that has not yet come and was still to come. This was true of Eve, Seth, Noah, Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, Moses, David, Isaiah, etc. But were these people ever baptized? NO. For baptism was not even instituted yet as an ordinance.  So how did these OT believers receive the blessing of salvation? Through faith in God’s promised Messiah! And that’s the indispensable means.
b.
And do you remember the Thief on the Cross? Baptism as an ordinance has already been instituted Because John the Baptist and Christ’s disciples were already baptizing disciples. But was that thief on the cross baptized? No. That would have been impossible to do. But the moment he trusted in Jesus as the promised King and Messiah of God that he said to Jesus, “Lord, remember me when you come in your kingdom”, the Lord said to him, “Today, you shall be with Me in paradise.” (Lk 23:43). And the Lord did not think that it was absolutely necessary that he should be first baptized.
c.
So it is not baptism that is essential in receiving God’s blessing of salvation, it is faith in Christ. 

2.
Paul subordinated the administration of baptism to the proclamation of the gospel.  1Cor 1:10-17 (READ).
a. 
From this passage, some have unwarrantedly drawn the deduction that baptism is not important at all, and that we can just do away with that ordinance. But we cannot do that. Because Christ told His original disciples in the Great Commission: “Going therefore, make disciples of every nation, baptizing them (those who have been made disciples) and teaching them (those who have been made disciples) to observed all that I have commanded you.” (Mt 28:19)  So baptizing those who have been made disciples is important because it is part of Christ’s great commission.
b.
But it is also clear here from Paul’s words that baptism is not as important as the proclamation of the gospel. It is important, but it is not as important. It’s importance is subordinate to that of the proclamation of the gospel. 
c.
If one cannot receive anything from faith without baptism, why would Paul not regard baptism as equally important as the proclamation of the gospel? It just doesn’t make sense at all.

3.
This view of baptism fails to make two vital distinctions.

a.
The first is the distinction between faith and faith’s obedience. These two are inseparable, but they are also distinct. If one really believes, then he cannot remain indifferent to God’s command to be baptized. He will obey that command. But we must not confuse one’s act of faith and the obedience that grows out of that faith. The two are inseparable, but they are also distinct.
b.
The second distinction is between the actual reception of the blessing of salvation and the sign and seal of having received that blessing. 
· Let’s take the case of Abraham.  When was Abraham justified? Before he was circumcised or at the time he was circumcised? Before! But when did Abraham received the sign and seal of the blessing He received? Only 14 years later. Rom 4:9-12 (READ). Paul here is arguing the fact that even Gentiles, and not just Jews, who believe in Christ share in Abraham’s inheritance.  But the point I want you to notice is that righteousness was credited to Abraham when he believed even while he was still uncircumcised. And only later, 14 years after, did Abraham receive the sign and seal of the righteousness of the faith. 

· So also Christians now.  When we believe, we are saved or justified. And baptism only serves as a sign and a seal of that blessing we have received. 
· The closest parallel I can think of is the Olympics.  And the moment the runner crosses the finish line, he has already won, and the title already belongs to him, and people even begins congratulating him. But only later will that runner’s victory be formally recognized when he stands at the podium to receive the sign and seal of his victory - the gold medal.
· It is this crucial distinction that the semi-sacramentalist fails to distinguish.
C.
Objection: “But there are clear biblical texts that indicate that baptism is the means of actually receiving the blessing of salvation?” i.e. Rom 6:1-4; Col 2:12; 1Pet 3:21 (READ). In answer, let me say 3 things.
1.
First, it is not biblically justifiable to insist that every time  the word “baptism” occurs in Scriptures, then it must refer to  water baptism. i.e. Lk 12:50; Mk 1:7-8 (READ).
2.
Moreover, the Bible makes it clear that it is not baptism with water but baptism with the Holy Spirit that that unites us to Christ and the body of Christ, water baptism in only the sign and the symbol. 1Cor 12:12-13 (READ). 
3.
Furthermore, since baptism symbolizes a spiritual reality, then it is not wrong to speak of the symbol as if it were the reality.

a.
The Scriptures is the word of God in the language of men. And it is a common practice in the human language to speak of the symbol as if it were the reality. Examples: The Lord’s Supper: 1Cor 11:23-26 (READ) - Picture of my wife.  
b.
This is also true of baptism. Since baptism symbolizes a spiritual reality, then it is within the flexibility of the human language to speak of the symbol as if it were the reality.
D.
To this “Church of Christ” view, aside from being problematic, cannot find any solid biblical warrant. It cannot be the biblical view.
Trans:
But then there is a third view of baptism that we must also consider...

III.
THE ANTI-SACRAMENTALIST/PAEDO-BAPTIST OR PRESBYTERIAN VIEW
A.
And what is this view?

1.
According to this view, not only believers, but also their children are to be baptized.
2.
However, it is important to stress that this view is anti-sacramentalist. It does not share in the R.C. view that somehow infants baptized received the blessing of salvation. According to this view,  up until the children of believers believe, then they remain in the state of sin and condemnation, and they can only be saved if and when they believe.
3.
So why baptized the infants of believers? They would say that the infants of believers are still part of God’s covenant and that’s why they should be baptized.
B.
Is this view of baptism biblical? This view runs into some serious problems.



1.
This view of baptism has no NT warrant.

a.
Take the Great Commission: Mt 28:18-20 (READ) - “them” those who have been made disciples.

b.
The account given in Acts 2:41, 47b (READ). 
c. 
Even the household baptisms recorded in Acts do not prove anything at all.  Acts 16:14-15 Cf Acts 16:30-34 (READ). 
d.
And many able and good Presbyterian theologians honestly acknowledge this.  B.B. Warfield: “The warrant for infant baptism is not to be sought in the NT, but the OT.” Adijoram Judson, who believed in infant baptism, changed his view after translating the NT because he could not find a NT warrant for it.

2.
To find an OT warrant for infant baptism will also prove too much.

a.
What OT warrant do Presbyterians used to support infant baptism? God’s command to Abraham to circumcise himself and his household. Lois Berkhof: “It will be observed that all these statements (infant baptism) are based on the commandment of God to circumcise the children of the covenant, for in the last analysis that commandment is the ground of infant baptism.”

b.
But to find support in that command of God will prove too much. For whom did God tell Abraham to circumcise besides himself? Gen 17:9-14 (READ). Only the male children are to be baptized. So does this mean that only male infants are to be baptized? And not just Abraham’s male children are to be baptized but even all his servants and who belong to his household. So does this mean that all the servants of believers are to be baptized? 

c.
So to find warrant for infant baptism in this OT command will prove too much. In deciding who are to be baptized, the NT and not the OT should be normative.

3.
Moreover, this view of baptism fails to do justice to the biblical teaching of the New Covenant community. Heb 8:7-13 (READ).
a.
The OC community, who were the physical descendants of Abraham, was a mixed multitude, most of whom were unbelievers; for to become a part of that community, all you needed was to be circumcised. But God promised that that will no longer be true under the NC. The NC, which was ratified at the 1st coming of Christ, will no longer be a mixed company. All will be true believers. All will be true Christians. And that’s why there will on longer be a need for internal evangelism.

b.
Now if you include the children of believers into that community, then, like the OC community, it will again become a mixed company? And the Presbyterians feel the pressure of this, thus they will baptize their infants but they will not allow them to partake of the Lord’s Supper! But that’s inconsistent. If infants are part of the NC community, then they have the right to partake of the Lord’s Supper.
C.
So the Presbyterian view still runs into so many problems. It is still not  the accurate biblical view.

Trans:
So that leads us into the fourth and final view...

IV.
THE ANTI-SACRAMENTALIST/NON-PAEDO-BAPTIST OR BAPTIST VIEW
A.
And what is the Baptist view? Let me summarize it under 3 headings.

1.
The proper subjects of baptism:  Only believers in Christ should be baptized.
2.
The proper mode of baptism:  Immersion - for that is what the word signifies.
3.
The significance of baptism: It is the formal and ceremonial rite that the person baptized has received the blessing of salvation. i.e. washed; died with Christ and brought to newness of life. It is not the actual means to receive these blessings.
B.
This view alone will do justice to all the biblical witnesses which we have been considering. Thus the Baptist view is the biblical view.

Conclusion
1.
And I would urge you to hold tenaciously to this biblical view of baptism.

a.
For what will happen if you hold to the R.C. view? You will completely pervert God’s method of saving sinners.
b.
And what will happen if you adopt the “Church of Christ” view of baptism?  You will dangerous move away from the centrality of faith in Christ alone for salvation to faith in baptism as a means of salvation.
c.
And what will happen if you adopt the Presbyterian view of baptism?  You will give unbelievers the right to become members of the church which will ultimately destroy the church.

2.
Therefore, let us hold fast to the Baptist view for that is the biblical view.

