
How Much Continuity and Discontinuity Do We Find  

between the OT and NT with Regard to Baptism? 
 

 

 

• Hermeneutics are important.  Is it forbidden unless explicitly commanded in the NT?   

o If circumcision and baptism are connected, then the paedobaptist can claim his argument 

is indeed not from silence at all but has been clearly laid out in the Old Testament 

Scriptures.  So then, the paedobaptist argument has substance and it is not necessarily 

think this is a matter of inference. 

o Another way to look at this is to ask the question of whether or not the discipline of 

Biblical Theology applies when defining the doctrine of baptism.   

o Many see some continuity between circumcision and baptism.  The key difference is the 

degree of continuity and discontinuity between the two. 

• Why is baptism not done only on the eighth day?  Why do we baptize girls?   

o There is a bit of a logical fallacy underneath these questions 

o The assumption that some continuity implies full continuity overextends the argument 

and creates a false dilemma 

• The principle that infants of believers are covenant members (outwardly/externally) of the visible 

church remains intact, but the exact process of how the sign is administered to the children is 

particular to the sign itself 

o By necessity, girls cannot be circumcised, and there are physical reasons for circumcision 

to be done on the eighth day, but these same peculiarities do not apply to baptism 

o Remember, the principle under examination is whether or not the sign should be applied 

to infants 

o Questions of mode, timing, etc. are secondary to the discussion 

o It is enough to say that secondary differences between circumcision and baptism do not 

cancel out the continuity of the aforementioned principle, which is, in reality, 

independent of the particular sign used 

 

The big question for those who reject continuity is, “Where do you derive your theology of children?” 


