
SHOULD AN INFANT BE BAPTIZED? 

 

Since baptism is for those who have believed and repented, we do not practice 

infant baptism. An infant cannot believe. An infant cannot repent. Therefore, 

we do not practice infant baptism. 

 

Lewis Foster, a respected scholar who was on the translating committee for 

both the New King James and the New International Versions of the Bible, 

explains the origin of sprinkling and pouring as forms of baptism: 

 

“Although other practices have been introduced as substitutes, history sustains 

that these (pouring and sprinkling) are changes from the original practice of 

immersion. The earliest historical example of pouring occurred in about A.D. 

250. this was administered because of Novation’s illness and was later called 

into question (Eusebius, Hist. eccl. 6, 43, 14-15). Earlier references to practices 

other than immersion either give preference to immersion or do not deny the 

originality of immersion. The Roman Catholic Church is the earliest source of 

authority for a change from immersion. Clement V formally recognized 

sprinkling (but water must flow) as valid baptism in 1305” (New Testament 

Teaching On Baptism, The Christian Restoration Association, 1960). 

 

Why Do Some Practice Infant Baptism? 

The practice of infant sprinkling began because of the development and 

distortion of two doctrines. One is called “baptismal regeneration” which says 

that the act of baptism alone actually washes away one’s sins, or regenerates 

the person. The doctrine of “baptismal regeneration” is a false doctrine and it 

is not taught in the Bible. 

 

The other distortion has to do with the doctrine of “original sin.” Some in the 

church came to believe that an infant was born not only with a sinful nature 

(i.e. “original sin”), but also with “original guilt.” To them, this meant that an 

infant was condemned and guilty before God at birth simply because of the sin 

nature they inherited from Adam’s disobedience (see Romans 5:12-13, 19); 

they were personally guilty of Adam’s sin. Thus, if the child died he was 

doomed for hell. Since some in the church believed that baptism actually 



saved the candidate, they began to do the next logical thing: they baptized 

babies believing that the act of baptism secured the child’s forgiveness and 

salvation from condemnation. 

 

We believe the New Testament clearly teaches baptism to be a personal 

response of a repentant believer in Jesus Christ. This is only possible for 

someone who has reached a point of maturity. Only then can they understand 

their separation from God because of their personal sin, and therefore 

understand their need to believe and trust in Jesus Christ (Acts 16:30-31), 

confess Christ as Lord (Romans 10:9-10), repent of their sin (Acts 3:19), and 

respond in obedience to Christ by being baptized (Acts 2:37-38). This point of 

maturity is not defined in the Bible as a certain age. Therefore the point of 

maturity and accountability for each person will vary. 

 

Many denominations continue to sprinkle infants even though there is no New 

Testament teaching (or example) for such a practice. Some consider it to be an 

act of dedication for the parents. Others see it as a sort of down payment for 

the infant’s salvation. They say that the infant is being baptized that he/she 

may one day be saved, rather than to save him/her. Still others believe infants 

are children of God because their parents have made a commitment to Christ 

and are Christians.  

 

However, we do not believe there is any biblical reason or need to have a baby 

baptized by any means. 

 

 
 


