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W Ture PREFACE,
o  the Minifters on that Side ot th (@e{li
on began to urge upon t tiie Peopic the \;-
um'\ ot bung paun2'd, ard that therr be.
g \rinkhd in Intancvy was not Baptim

Hcrcb} feveral w hﬂ were under 1uum* e
ligicus Impraiiions, and  had been carelety
educated, were }‘ergdcd to join with o
Opponents, resounc’d thar Infant Beptie
and were rebaptiz’d @ Fiuh'd with Succes,
they were more confident of their Caug,
which cbliz’d vs to make 2 Stand ag:;it:z:
t‘lem. On that Occofion [ precelr’d atieve

A Places on tiie ubect 13 Ddbate, parti

} ar'v at Cehur. Iy and Cap 'u"v, in Mt ,cr’*
At the latter ot wii \n m:ctinz with M
Avel Jlorgarn, we xcﬁ to Jdebate the M
ter pubzcl\‘y. (Iu whicthi Diebate he cer
dofted huniclf with « becoming Grain
and Mceekrets of Tﬁmpu‘ Nor was tie:
any incdecent wermth between us, nor &
m'em.lam\ or tumult among the Peopt
Idxd it's true, pum(\wt € pub ick Du pU‘f
and rhow ht mefeit neceffitated to fuch -
Courfe, fecing he had been at the Plc
iome ‘Days betore T went, wnd had earneft
perfuaded the People to renounce their f(f

mer Baptifim and be dipt : He had gain®
iomf




TH‘“ PR"‘.F“CE. '

{rme, ard fome others were in doubt. My
roo.rd tor thete Peeple, and the Truth, could
sot (e me, unconcernedly, to fee them
viled in fuch a Point; and I could think
of no cther more preient Remedyv than to
them hear what each Party could {2y on

tﬁ“e bxlm& Q. thrs Occafion 1 was pre-
wiid upen o umu, that [ would publith
the Subilance of the Controverly, with an
E > to the Eilublhithment ot tnof: People
R u"tx(‘;mr in the pretent Truth, feeing I
cud not be conttaptiv preient to watch o-
ver thamy por bad thev any other Miniter
todo s T did net conceal my Refolution
but beiny for tome  contiderable Time di-
vatod frem it by wavenang to various Places,
and boing moere and more weary of Dxipu-
t.ton, I woeuld witingiv have left the Bu-
1:'\’1'1‘ to :ome thu and abier, Hand : But
frdin mr a ionz fime that it was {till ex-
D ded fre m e, I refum’d v tormer Pur-
pgic and bezan to write,  After T had well
iz tinithed the firft Part, T 1imagin'd the
Lant"ovu y was dving away, becaute, I be-
g at (ome diftance from the Scene of Acti-
en, heard of no ttir about the Affiir ; and
heraaponl laid ulide thoughts of the Pubil-

caiion



vi Tue PREFACE.

cation of thi- Picce once more, and {o it lay
by me unfirih’d.  But being very lately in
form’d trom divers Perfons wonhy of Cre-
d.t, that mvOoponcits confiructad mySilence
Into an ‘...z:\ ut\z to juitify the Caufe I under-
touk, and jo us d it as 2 Medium to confirm
their Arcument; T conftrain’d my felt to finith
itand ond it ;,L’I'Oud, left the Truth fhould be
ran do\a‘n taro’ my neglect.-----This View ot
toe C <tishes my et as to the Necetiity
ot t.uis }ublxwtn\n And I e\peé‘t that 1n the
Judzment ot Imp.‘rmx Readers 1t will juthity
e oo trom the aterctud Accufition,
IKiow mc\uie mwhich I have writtcn can-
pot gratiiv Readers of 4 refin’d Tafte, (it any
fuc«\ nappen to icok intoit) nor did I ddm} it
theuld I endeaveur'd to keep m view thof
for whoie Edificatien T wrote, that s, not the
lcarn'd but theCommon Pcop,c. Accordingiy
I tuddid p. :nnels, not nicetv, a fumuiliar, not
an ornate Stiles And it anv more elegant
Modesot Expretiion occur‘d [ chote ratherto
accommod,-t mv {eif, i pombie, to the mean-
eft Reader, than tor my »wn, or othersGrat
fication, to ute them. A comprehentive, cle-
eant and emphatick Stile, (°fI werc cven Ma«
fter of tuch) woeuid have render’d my Perfor-
| mance
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mance ufelefs to thote for whom it 1s defign’d.
Alto manv Words and Sentences that are really
fapcifiucus to one who eafily apprehends the
Force und neceflary Confequence of anArgu-
ment, | nevertheleis judg’d neceflary for fuch
as canuot ditcover the Antecedent of a Rela-
tive, nor fee the Concluiion by the Premifes,
unles it be expreflv laid before them.

Wherever I remember’d that I ufed the
Words of any Author, I diftinguith’d them
from mv own by the ufuzl Marks of Quota-
tions: And I think it iuftice to inform the
Reader that thole Sentences {o diftinguifh’d,
without mention of any Author, are moftly
from Mr. Svddenbam,

Before I conclude T muft detire of my Op-
ponents, that if any of them be dipos’d to
remark upon this Piece, they would view my
firguments in their proper Light, and let
them appear in their own Colours without
Perverfion. I ipeuk thus, becaufe I have
Known manv of them act a different Part, in
arguing againft fomething we never {aid, in-

-~

ftead of anf{wering our Arguments. For In-

' itance, when we fay that Belicvers Infants

are federally Holy, they only difpute againft
the Foffibility of the Parents conveylng faving
Grace



viii Tve PREFACE.

Grace to the Child ; and wil induftrinufh
prove that a good Man may have a wicked
Child : And thus centent themfelves as i
they had refuted the Notion of federal Ho-
linefs, while thev have {poken nothing at .
about it ; but onlv about  real Flolinets
And mmy fuch Inttances miught I give——-
I cannot but obferve, with deep regret, thy

many People are fo &tupid and {lothful -

never to fearch for Truth, nor f{eek to fe
with their own Eves 1n Matters ot Religion:
Thcy believe iuch andifuch Things, not be-
caufe they are rationally convinc °d of the
Truth, but becaufe they have ftill been ac-
cuftom’a to hear they were true: Andfuch
FPeople will eafily Se periwaded that an Ar-

gument 15 refuted when jt isonly contradicted

I would not have my Opponents thick me fo parial
to accufe only thfe of their Sentiments of fuch Sloth and
Jgnorarce : No ; for I'b licve thereare many fuch in ew-
'ry Dencmination of Chriftiavs ; whom I would giadly fir

to a& as Dhieu

Finaily, I uould cefire my Or pponents to confider, t*
tho' I em an Advertury to their di finguithing T e"cfaf
Baptifm, yet am I un Adverfary . none of their Perfoss
'And I cab affure them, I donot contend againft themin

Vrath or Bitternefs ; bur retain the fame Chriftian Regaid
for my Acquan(amcs among, them ac betore.--- I conclude,
praying that God wculd pleafe to biefs my honeft, the'
weak, Attempt for the S\.[u ‘¢ of his Truth. P

So . “:

|
!
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Appearance, but only to fay, that Ne-

ceflzy 1s laid on me 1o defend a valua-

biec Gofpel Truth. I might, indeed,
thew how it became Neceflary for me, in
particular to appear 1n this Debate ; but as
this would require a pretty large Narrative,
and yet be of no Signiicancy to the Merits
of the Caufe, I pafs it bv, and immediately
enter upon the Controverty.

The main Points in Debate arc firft, 27 he-
ther the Infants of fuch as are Members of*
the v150le Church, bave a Right to the Ordi-
mnce of Baptifm 2  And fccondly, Whether
Bapcifm be rightly adminiffred by pouring
Water on the Perfin baptifed 2 To both I
niwer atffirmatively,

The Truth of the fir(t Affertion will clear-
follow, if T make thefe Things appear, Viz.

tft. That the Infant-Sced of Church-Mem-
lers were once, by Divine Appointment, taken
e Covenant with their Parents, bad the then

| A Seal

I Need make no other Apoilogy for this
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Seal of it apph’d to them, anu [o were Vep.
bers of the wiibls Clurch.

2d. That va' /.‘;’?5. never re‘j){di 'd this A
pointment.  Now, 1t no more than thefe At
fertions could be proven, the Argumen
would neverthelefs be fully conciufive ; for
an Ordinance once enjoin’d by God, mut
needs be in Force until 1t be repeal’d by hs

wn Authoritv ; and if he has once enjovn’

that Children fhali be incovenanted with ther
Parents, as abovefaid, and has never difanull
the Injunction, 1t eafilv, and unavoidabs
follows, that it 1s vet in Force. But thatl
may fhll evince the Truth more tully,
propo’z to thew

adlv. That God bas rensw’d and confirn':
the absvefard Appointment under the New
Toftament Dilpijation. |
athly, That Injants are capable Subj:sc
B(Zj‘ff/m. And
- sthlv. That Baptifm fucceeds 7n the Ron
of Circuric:jion.

I return to the Tirft of thefe, V2.

That the Intant-Seed of Church-Member
awere once, by Divine Appointment, taken o
Covenant with thesr DParents, bad the th

Set

{
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Scel ¢f 1t appiv'd 15 them, and [ were Dlema
birs of the <ifible Church.

Rcicre I come directiv to prove the Point,
| will premife a ibw Things e\'p]amtnrv of
the Terms I ufe, 0 prevent, if pofiible. any
Perverfion of their Meaning, as well as to
obviate Oqgcﬁxo is. I premie,

#. That there 11 a Being 1 Covenant
favingly, and accoréing to God’s purpofc of
- Ele&ion ; 1n which relpc& only thev Who
~ obtain eternal Life 2re in the Covenant,  z4.
There 1s alfo a Being 1 Covenant in the
Sight of the vifible Church ; as isclear from
Deut. xxix. 10, 12, 17, 14. and many cther
Places. Now, when @ fpeak of Church
Members, and their Seed as being all ia the
Coxcmnt, I de not mean that tney are all
n it favingly, but oniy in the Sight cf thke
vifible Church : Or, (1f the Words ma) {eerry
more une:\cept‘onable } thev are 1a the Cove-
nant 1n the fame Manner asall the Ifraelsfes,
old and young, were in i¢, in Deut. Xxix. 10a
11, &, Let our Opponeqts remember and
obfcrve this Diftinction, and they will then
find no Ground at all ‘or therr common Qb-
jcéhon viz.  That if Believers and thetr
“ Seed are all in Covenant, they <cill all be
« fved.”
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(6 )
that thev are the external Scals. They ar
vifihle Pleuges of the Fulfilment of Covenant-
Proinnies to Believers, whereby God  affures
thein of the Benefits rromis’d 3 and  this is
i

no leis than to be Seals of the Covenant,
I grant the Sacraments are Ordinances ; but
letat be noted, that theyv are Or JmunCCs of
fuch a Nature as wbovefuid, that iy, they
are fealine Ordinances. Bat dmt Cavils may
be prey »med Note, that 1'snot my Bufimels
te thew everv thing intenc cd and fignif'd by
the Sucraments, its eno ez that | m’piain
tz: m fo faras the Drdu.t :m TUNCNT TCOUIES,
But it any ;pyrc::cnd not tl .e Force of thek

R .i’on'nh:. | rc“""
it That Ciresomeillon was an extornal
Scal of the (oxmx ant, Rem. v, 11, will in-
failibiv grovc , therefore there 13 fuch i
Thing o3 an cxeerial Scaling of the Cove
nant, which was the Point to be proven. If
they fav, Circuracifion was fuch a Seal to
Abratan: onlv, Lantwer, fuppote it had been
fo, yet ftill 1t muft be own’d, it wasan ex-
tern.d Sz, However T (hall afterwards re-

tute their Adertion.
Now it Crircumcifion was a Seal of the Co-
venagnt, and Baptifm fucceeds iy the room of
Circumctfion




| (7 )

Circumctfion, as I fhall7hercaftcr prove, then
t will follow, that Baptifm allo is a Seal of
the Covenant.  1f they fay, that in refpe
of Infants 1t 1s only a Seal fet to a Blank.
| Anfwer, If Infants of Believers are vifibly
in the Covenant, it will eafily follow, that
the vifibie Seal of it belongs to them ; and
when I have proven that by Divins Appoint-
ment 1t belongs to them, I fhall leave 1t to
our Opponents to prove, thatitisa Seal fet to
aBlank. I now come direcily to the Proof
of my firft Aflertion, viz. That Childrenof Be-
hevers <cere once by Divine Appsintment taken
mte Covenant with their Parents, &c.

This 1s at once evident from the Covenant
made with Abrabam in Gen.xvii. 7. The
Subftance of which is, That God wzll ée
bis God, and the Ged of bis Seed after bim.
Now tho’ this Divine Sentence be full and
dlain, yet our Faith 1s confirm’'d by a beau-
tous Harmany of many Scriptures, all affert-
ng the fame Thing fubftantially, A few of
which I fhall here fubjoin, Deut. xxix. 1ec.
1, 12, &e. Ye fland all of you before the
Lord your God, your Captains of your Tribes,
ur Officers, Elders, and all the Men of l{ra-
el your little Ones, &c. that thou fFouldsf?

enter
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refpect of the prefent Point; and do infalla-
‘\i\ prove that the Infant-Seed of Believers
were orce, by Divine Appointment, taken
mto Covenaunit with their Parents. And who
an be fo hardyas to fay, all thefe Scriptures
e now reraal'd ¢

Th.t the then Seal of the Covenant was
ooivid o Intants 1 equatly clear from Gen.
L i0. :L..,tn Man Chiid ameng vou  fPall
o s and tesm Jers 11.0 18 call’d
e A e *' the Covenand s n Rem. v, 1.
8o e Scal. Now, fince Parents and
LUindren svere nciuded s L] the Covenant, and
i t

3 otae soal oot a ‘:\\ d to them, 1t &dny
T QAN :E:.;t hath of them were Mcmbers

s vianle Courchy It anv deny that the

valdren wore Viembers, i‘.c"x wft dcn)
Tthe Perernits to: but this would bhe piain-
-f:r.zi{:; titeretore fo muit thc other. Thus

fiil Akertion appears evidently true; the
rext Thing to te conliderd 13,

”’5‘:"3‘{". - Grs las over rof Ad the afore-
1'.".*:." stent g or in other Words, whc-
Aer hie has reseal d Abraham’'s Goverant ¢

The Arakaptiins atfirm he has repeal’ d 1t, and
W denv.  Since “uis the Atfirmant’s Part to
vove, I muft firtt confider their Arguments.

They
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They urge with much Confidence, to
prove their Affertion, the Words ot ebn
the Baptsft in Mat. 1. 8, g &c. addrefs'd
to the Pharifces and Saaducees; Bring jorth
therefore Fruits meet for Repentance, and
think not to fay within yourfeles, awe bave
Abrahem 2o cur Father :-----For now the Asx
15 laid to the Root of the Tree: Every Tres
therefire, which bringeth not forth good Frut
1s bewn dvien and cqft ints the Fire.  Which
the Anabuptyjis interpret, to fignify a repeal
of ail Privilcdges tormerly granted to the
Seed of Religious Parents.  Tie Ax is laid
to the Root of themn, and Children are cut
off fran all Right to Church-Membet-fhip
on their Parents Account.  They muft aow
bring forth the Fruits of Repentance before
they be admitted to Baptifim.  In Oppofitien
to which I argue thus, vzz. Either the In-
fants of Belicvers are intended in thefe Scrip-
tures or they are not: If they are intended,
the Words will not only prove that they ar
cut off from Church Priviledges, but that
they will all certainly be damn’d who die in
Infancy ; for Infants cannat, as the Anabape
t2/ls fay, bring forth fuch Fruits, If then
they be the Trees at the Root of whiﬁh

the

y
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the Ax is Jaid, the Text aflures us, they will
be caft into the Fire, which in Ver. 12 is
al'd unguenchable Fire, and that is no lefs
than Hell. Now I muft charitably prefume,
antil the Contrary be told me, that no Reli-
gious Anabaptsft in the Weorld would ven-
wre to affert, that all who die in Infancyarg
certainly damn’d ; and ver they muft either
hold this, or elfe own that Infants are not
mtended 1n the before quoted Werds ; and

if they are net intended, to what Purpote do
they bring the Text, fince it will make no-
thing foc them, or againft us, unlefs it {peak
of Infants ?

They feek to evade this Argument by
faying, that we have nothing to do with the
werlafting State of Infants ; but they may
swell tell us that we have nothing to de
with the meaning of Mt iii. g. nor yet
with the Meaning and neceflary Confequenice
dtheir Expofition of the Place: If they
would have nothing to do with the State of
bfants, let them not urge fuch an Expofiti-
i, as would certainly conclude their State
ternally miferable : For this is to have
mich to do with them,

I prefume what is faid is cnough to prove,
| that,
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that their Expofition isfaife : And ’tis further
plain, if we obferve, that Fzbn {pcaks tothe
Plarifecs, who were grewnPerfons, & had de-
enerated frons Jf‘ Calans “aith 5 alfy, thi
was at the fi=it inttitation of the Ordinance;
.vﬁ new Juftiutins require grown Perfons
to be the firtt Subiects of them.  Abraicm
muit firft be circumcrs’d bch‘re has Chiidren
had a Right to1t.  Even 1o herc; thio’ the
Lesti denv'd the ()hul‘t‘h(‘" t0 CTGWN
wicked Perton 5, vet bis Words don’t thew,
that tie would not have baptiied both reiige
cus Par “'w and their Sced @ Yea there's no-
thing 1 mis Werds, bat what anv  faithiul
Minifter would fav to cne baptis’ d either in
Infincy, or at \*L, uBo m Proteflfion of b
Faith, who had decencrated wnd would afeer
wards defire Admiffion to the Lord's s Supper
and claim it ashis Rishe, ¢ Do not think ©
“ {av, that you have b i Gaodly Parents, o
““ that vou have been b.‘ptw d: for notwith
‘« ﬂ.mdlhor that, you have no Right, 1
“ you have cut .our{c;r off by vour m\u
“Caltings,  The Pic 'ty of I areits i not

{we their ungodiy P <ﬂuxtv from Hdl In

thort, the Words onl) ho'd out, firft, the
no Verfon ceme to Years of Difcretion has?

Right

'IQ
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Right to fc.um"( Ordm..ncc\, but only on
Account of his own per’onal Qualiheations.
Secondiv, That Perfons, who have had a
viftole Right to Ordinances, mav aiterw.

l.\-

rds
at ’emfcives off by their Dc'*cne..;cv - S0
the Pharifees to whom the B‘.ptxﬁ Iﬂe.u\
in therr Infanev had 2 vifible Right mc
Ordinance of Circumcifion, but “afterwerds
render’d themicives unworthy of Baptitm,
by therr own Wickednets, an d thev beinv
then grown Perfons, 1t was neediefs to plea
their Bll’th-Pl’lV]!Cd('Cb which they had for-
feited-——----But furcly the rejc&mg of grown
wicked Perfons 1s ne Argument at aii to
prove, that the Infant Seed of Religious per-
ions thall be reje@ed too, vea thc Confe-
quence 1s quite Rediculous !

Another Scripture in which the Anabap-
ifs Triomph, as tho’ it prov’d a chc.ll of
the Covenant made with Abralarn, is H-A.
. 7, 8, o, &c. for if the By Cszvmn.
bad been Faultl ofs, then fFould ns Pilace kave
ben found for the S"c end.  For finding Feuit
with them, hbe /azf ------ I wid make an »
Croenant, &c. it} according ts the Covenant
whech T made with their Fatbers in the Day
| when I tock them by the Hund to lead tiem sut
cf
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|
tf the Land cf ngvpt‘ Eor 2hes &5 2.
Covenant § wiil maks I i put mv Lazs
mis the:sr Mind, and <irire them i ther
Hearts: And <cril be ts ticm a Gsd, and tis
jrall ke to me a Pecpie. And Ver. 12, [
be morcriul to tocry Uarsadtorutncls, cud they
Stns and therr Irsquitics woili | remember x
more.  In tbat be faitlhy ¢ pee Csvonand,
bath rmade ti» Fir? c'i. but how die
this prove a repeal of Abraham’s Covenasi:
The Promife that was confirin’d betore
God in Chnft, the Law winch was Fu
Hundred and Thirty Years-atter, cannot ci-
anui : Yea, 'tis plain that this is the fax
Covenant Abratam was under, Gen. Xvil 7.
I wiil ke thy God, and the Ged of thv Su
This Promife 1s compreheniive #f all the
Mercies mention’d in Heh. viit. For if €t
their God, he will write his Laws in txr
Hearts, and they fhall know him, and k
will be merciful to their Unrighteoufnefs, &:
In a Word, Abrakem’s Promife 1s {0 gex
that none can comprehend more. But ti
I may vindicate this Scripture effetually fro
their falfe Glofs, I will fhew, that it is th
fame Covenant that Mbfes and Ifracl wet
under, 11 the Wildernets. To ‘provc the
I
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i fhall only advance two Places of Scripture,
out of many that might be l‘rougnt The
frit is Lew. xxvi. 40, 41, &¢. The Sum
of the Place is, Tut sf they confefs theer Im-
tv, and their uncircumcijed Heart  be
l‘umbaa' God sciil remember bis Covenant with
their Anceffers, Abraham, liaac, and Jacob,
end be will not abbur nor d-/lr'h them, becaulfe
b is the Lord their Ged. Now hc"c 15 a
Goipel Promife of Pardon to humble Peni-
tents, equal to thoie high Exprefﬁons Iscall
| & merci fzd o therr Unri gbtafu/m {5, &c. And
the Ground of this Promife is the fame as of
that in Heb, vin. viz. Becaufe be 1s the Lord
| teir Gsd.  The other Place I propolc is,
{ Deut. xxx. 6. 11. 12. 13. 14. where 15 a
Promife of all Golpei Gmuc Fer, 6, And
toe Lerd thy God <vill circumcife thy Heart,
ond the Heart of thy Seed, ts lve the Lord
tly God, &c. Which is quite equal to the
Promlic in Heh, vi. yo. I «erdl put my Lawes
mto their Minds, and <rite tlem m thar
Hearts : And in the 11, 12, 13, & 14. Fer,
The Lord tells them, that t:ns Con\m:md-
ment which he gives them is not far off, not
m Hcaven, nor beyond the Sea, but the

Word is very nigh thee, even in thy Hc.u'td
an
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and n thy Mouth, that t‘xua thouldeft neyr
it and do . In R'w. X. 8. thie Apofie
exprel Iv calls this, th: Word of Fath: Ang
if the \V ord of FFaith, then 1t s pure Gefpel
and confequentiy a D;c!. et )u oi the ,..mc
new Covenant mention'd m 744, vin. Now
fince the Covenant, which they fey s re-
peal’d, 15 mfailibly proven to be the fame
Covenant fpeken of here, 1 wiii tollow,
that 1t Ahratan’s or IiraclsCovenant be re.
peal’d, fo 1z the Covenant in Heo. vl bt
this s abfurd, theretore the Giols our oppe-
neats put en this Seripture muit be faite, But
thev will iay, How it that he finds ful
with the former. thur he calls it 04/ and
makes ancther not according to it?

I Auf. It s common m Scripture te put
the Sign for the Thing fignift'd, a part ! for the
whole, and the iike. “So Crrea ncz//on which
was the Toeken or Sigu of the Cevenant, Gen.
Xvii, 11. incer 1o, i call’d the Covenant
Even {0 hcrc in FI2. viil. by the New Cowe
nard we muft undesftand, a news Adniin-
firatizn of the Covenent, which obtaiss under
the New-Teftament. That this 1s the true
Meaning of the Apoftle appears from the

general Scope of the Place, which is to thev,

that
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that the Afsferc Cercinonies are abolith'd,
by which the Covenunt was admimitred,
but not that the Covenant it felf 1s aboith’d;
his Proots he brings from Fer. xxxi. where
fach a Change ot Administration is prophefy’d
of. Now our Opponents muft cither give
ep their Expofition, and agree to this Sotu-
tion, or elfe aflert that the Word of God 18
mconfiftent with 1tielf. Theie 13 no middle
Way left, fince I have proven the Covenants
to be the fume,

There’s another Scripture which they fadly
abufe to their purpofe, 72z, Rem. ix. 6, 7, 8.
They are not a!l Ifvael awhich are of lirael 3
natber becasife they are of the Seed of Abra-
ham, are they Children, but in Vaac jlall thy
Seed be call-d, that is, they which are the
Children of the Flefh, theic are not the
Children of God; but the Children
ot the Promife are counted for the
xed. But proy what force has their Argu<
ment from this Place? Or what do they feck
W prove by their Diltinctions of Abrabam’s
fefhly and fpiritual Seed, believing and na-
ral > Would they prove that .dbrabam’s
fefhly Seed were not admitted to the Or=
“nances ? This is plainly falfe; and contrary
‘ fa

-
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to the whole Hyftory of the Old Teftament,
Or wouid thev prove, that none of 4érabam's
flefhly Seed, were his fpiritual Scedalfo? This
is as plamiy faife 5 for flaac, Yecsh, &c. were
his narural and fpimual Sced at the fame
time. Or would tirey prove, that only {uch
as make a vifible, credible Profeifion of Faith,
are the fpiritual Seed? Weil, and does this
Scripture prove all fuch to be truly gracious?
This they will not pretend.  Or wiil they
fay, we have no ground for 2 Judgment of
Charity concerning the fpiritual Seed, but
only fuch a Profefiion as aforcfaid ? I A/,
1ft. Was this the method formerly ufed to
judge of the right of Abraham’s Seed to the
initiating Secal of the Covenant ! Or does
this Scripture prove that it was ? I trow not:
For “ail thofe to whom he w+s a natural
¢ Futher, were nndoy toe Admin;ﬁr;‘txon of
€ the Cov:onat, aud nad the Seal of it ap-
“« plyid to g the Promife took in both;
“ a3 u,(,Ltward A dminiftration, until dege
¢ pergey cut them off.”

2diy, I deny the Affertion, that we hawe
no oher grcund of judging charitably who
are the ‘mn*ual Seed, but only actual Pro-

feiiion; For we ha.VC the Promife of God
£0
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to believers and therr Sced to 1\ e b" . And
his Werd 15 a good g.oami or a charitable
Judgment of a Bu ever’s Infant Seed, who
cannot make 2 l)I'OICﬂlOn. Since the Scrip-
wre owns fuch Infants, as well as a&ual
Profeflors, fo fhould we too. Now 1t none
of the aforefaid Points can be proven from
this Scripturc, let the A 75(!‘)1‘1ij try how
they can fuit 1t at all to their Purpofe.

It is plain that the Apoftle does here dif~
tinguith thofe who were meerly Abralen’s
mtural Seed, and only under the outward
Difpenfation, from thele who were elefted,
and had tha, mward B‘c fings of theCovenant;;
but does not fay, that thefe who were only
his n‘hll"ll Seed, were not und-r the out-
ward A mlﬁratlon of the (. nant.  Yea

the Costrary is plain from Ver. 4, 5. For fo
tem belong’d the Covenants, the giving of the
Low, ana b:’mu e of God. So then, the Sun

ofthe Place is, that tho’ the Promife was
mde to Abralcm and his Seed in general 5
%t 1n the Adminifirztion of gencral P* O 1f€3>
here is o fecret Dith né’uon made, m.cordmg
b God’s purpole of EleGtion. And hence the
bomife takes hold of fome and not of others;

od thefp omy are to be accounted the {pm-
B2 tal
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tual Seed, and Children of the Fromife, whe
have the real Bleflings of the Covenant in
their Hearts, and not others who have not,
tho’ they be under the outward Difpenation,
and have a vitibie Right to the Promite : For
fuch are not Jjrac/, tho’ they be of Irad
This is the piain Scope of the Place ; and
the Apoltle’s conciuiion 15, Therefore the
Weard of God has had 1ts Effe&t, and hs
Promife 1s unalterably true, tho’ he rejed
fomec who were under the outward Admini
ftration ; for the Words are an Anfwer tom
Objection propos’d in 27%r. 6. firft Claufe.

But what a different Argument, and Cen-
clufion huve the Anabapriits irom the Plac;
becaufe fome who were under the Difpenia
tion of the Covenant, were only Aorabans
natural {ccd, thereiore none but fuch asart
Spiritual Seed, and elected, fhould be unde
it; and then we muoft not only have a Judy
ment of Charitv, but Infailibilitv, to de
termine who thall be under it, and who nat

Nor can their Argunent from Gal. 3. 16
conclude againft us. The Words are, Nw
20 Abrabair and bis Seed, were the Promif
wnade : He faith not unto Seeds, as unto man
but of sne, and to thy Seed, which is %?Vr:l
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Well, this Promife is either made to Chrift
perfonally, or to Chritt as Head of the vifi-
ble Church. If it is made to Chrift perfo-
nal, then it will prove. that no Believer is
counted for the feed but Chrift alone ; and
{ Salvation is promis’d to none but himfelf ;
and then it will not only exclude thc Infants
of Believers from the Promife, but Beiievers
themielves ; not the Seed of Abrabam only,
but Abrabam bimfelf : And will exclude them
| ot only from Ordinances, but from Heaven:
For, 1t it be made only to Chrift perfonal,
tis plain, it can extend to none other. But
Jwhat vaft abfurdities are thefe? Therefore
t muft have been made to Chrift Myftical,
oras Head of the vifible Church; and then
t will extend to all Believers in him, and
o to their Seed, for they were never caft
wt of the Church, for ought that vet ap-
qrars. And thus the Text contains a {irong
Rdrgument for us. For that this is its true
Mdeaning, not only appears fromn the above
blurdities, that weuld follow the denying
it ; but alfo from Fer. 4. Chriff bath re-
emed us from the Curfe of the Law, &c. Thaf
tte Bleffing of Abraham might come on the
Noentiles thro' Chrift. Now, Abraban’s Blefl-
B 3 ng
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ing was not only to Lireit perfonally, by
ailo 0 lus Seed: And this very B.uungL
comc on tiwe Gentiles thro' Chrift 5 there.

ore it intft come on their Seed too, if not
tiizn 'us not Adrabam’s ]).c/ g, ¢ cither in
the Form or Fatnels of 1t Vhich to Ly,
wotid ..ot be to C\phm but contradis thc
Scriptures.

Another Device, whereby our Of\ponenﬁ
feelk to prove a repeal, Is this, «iz. The
aflert that Aorabam’s Covenant was mixt, be.
canfe the Land of Canzaan was promisd
1t 5 and they fav, Circomcttion feal'd wz
a mixt Covenant. [ Ao/ it 1t was m,
tion this Mo dmb was cither in - the Su-
ftince of it orcifein the Circurnftances

Imuficoion, II TERMAR m:"‘ mn tie Su-
ftince ot it, thon Adrelcas Covenant v
nct Godel 3 and 1t nog, then be cou!d; .
be the ‘;7‘; ';’fwr ¢ Pelievert s be coutd nas

be an Fruminie of Iiin t') chem, norayw
"“ \:Q'! --.~ ' ‘,? .o~ "",' ‘\ ‘;“‘.
flcent of thew Piivacdgis. Yea, thond
-
L] ,\ t . ..
was fvd i mufh have been by the Core

N |

i
narnt of Works; Lo shisisabiard « Thee
fore s Cov CNINE Was 10 1Rt tnSebitune
Ii s Was 11t on ly as toextern JTTY‘PCF, an
Circuindlances of Admisiitration, this W
mak

|
1




#

S ’,’

23
make nothing ag ‘(‘rft us;  » we do noet ar-
gue for tiie Contiuance of the ond Admr-
piftration, but calv or Gie Cortinuance ot
the Promiie under a N-w-1cii ment Ad-
minitration.

Azam, It the Preanfe of 2 temporal Cas
gacn Makes it a mixt Lo*smnt, then we
aiio are under fuch a minvt Tovenan. - For
1 Tem. v, 5. Teils usy That Tadine Lath
the Preniaje of this L.-,.': ,oand ¢f lur o lich
is 15 coie. To the lume Yarper eur 1oaed
1pea"< in Afcro vio 330 Is not the as meeth
miNt 25 _doraban’'s ?

Again, “ It Crcumction feid o2 q
“ mixt Covenant, then ¥ z"é\u;l'zi LU one
“« Part av well as the oti ‘ : s
auentiy 1t feai’d Gad to be thes Goy,
weil 2s Ceraer to be their §’031157’~:r X
whv do T fperd time with theie f; g,
while piain Scripture vindicates i € Conde ?
for Circumcition was a Seai of the Righte-
ouincis of Fat I., Rere w11, Bur the R‘*}\-
teoufneis of Faith 15 th }‘cwlmr Dleiine: of
the New-Covenant, therefore Circuniciinm
s a Seal of the New-Covenant.,  Theres
nothing miore sbiura, than to f. vt s oa
Seal of the Rightcounfnets of F.ith o-nv to

4!
" ' b "/‘1
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Arafam, but not 10 his Sced . For wa; nge

Sardiam ..nd his Oe cd undcer the fame Co-

\ DU ? And had twe pubinek Seal of the

Lovenant one dengn ..nd 1‘.€aninv to «i7s-
3

\ -

hm, ond another o all ois }‘.&-u\ Pex.t: .

Js there arv Niow ot Scrivaure or Rea s o
upport s & v i LE;Z,
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Covenant of Works, afld confequently is a«
bolith’d. 1 have already fhewn from Lew,
x«vi. and Dewut. xxx. compar’d with Heb, viii.
that it was a pure Covenant of Grace. Aad
I thall here add a few convictive Queries.

If the Jiraclites were under a2 Covenant of
Works, and if the Law was given from S:-
nar with that Defign, then I afk, where any
of the Ifraelites under that Difpenfation faved?
They cannot but anfwer, Yes, And were
thev faved by Grace, or by Works? ByGrace,
no doubt. Eut is not this a Contradicion
faved by Grace, under the Rigour of a Co-~
venant of Works. To aveid this abfurdi-
ty they run into a greater if pofiible.  They
fay, the Ifraciztes were under the Rigour of
4 Covenant of Works, and the Lenity of a
Covenant ot Gruce, at the fome Tine.,  If
o, then T arguewith My, Fiawel, thus “ They
“ could neiner be juihify'd nor condemin’d
“In this Lite. Juflifi'd they could not be,
* for they were under the Curle of a broken
“ Covenunt of Waiks.,  Condemined  they
“could not be, for they were under a Co-
venant of Grace. Butthisis notall; 1n

the World to come they could neither go
“to Heaven nor Hell. To Heaven they

“ could

«
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“ could not go, becauie not juitififd. To
“ Hul thev couid not go, becutie not con
c Somm'd. Dut il it s neere wonderful
“ to confidr, that they muﬁ have buen
“ fuliv juttin'd, andislv concemn’d at the
‘“ jame Tiune. Fuilv jul it d, * bccauie
“ under a Covenant of Grace.  Fuily con
“ demn’d, becauic under the Rigour of a
« 5 Covenant of Works.” Now ail thele are
plain ablurdmies 5 vet they nativelv icllow
from the 2boveinid aflertion of the 4. r’v])-
1755 thercicre the aticrtion 1t ielf miudt be
abiurd.

Itthey o) as Mo Cery dees,) © "T/‘zszbf
¢ modiv sooe wndor a Covonent c/ (;, at
S ong tie Roowndor a Covenant of Harks,
I taen ez, Were eodly and unee iy unda
two cotary Dln;‘f:: ctone: [ tacy atten
the fume Ordiionces oF net? ac fame, no
deubt; for vwiho cver read in Scriviure af
nore tu.m onc et of Ordinances for both
Good and Boad? WWa then, ir the aodl

‘l’

1

~

VOTS UGl 2 I)"“:Ch“d\)n of Giace, 10
alfo muil tac nogdiy have beea.
If they mean, that none but the god!s hud

¢
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* Lorar be noted, T e we are fpeaking ot fuch 8
are {uppcy’d to have had i real Efncicy of hc Coyenant
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the real Bleflinas, and inward Efficacy of
the Covenant, thev only thereby fhift tae
Queition 5 for we do not ci-quire now wite-
ther they ail had the B cfigs of the Cove-
nant in their Hearts, but whether the Dif-
peniuuon they weie all under was o Difpen-
fation of Grace. The Arabaptiirs will OW n,
that many under the New- TLL it Dli-
pentation are Carnal ; but are ti.cv therefore
under a Di!’pemhti(}u of the Coverant of

Warks ? Surely No. i they fav, ail carnal
Perions are upder the Curfc ot t;.c LiW’
That 18 true. Lut there’s groat 1 noence

betwcen bcmfr vndor the Cuorie, aund usder
tl\\ Ar! .n: 4 3 t :‘ > T N 7 r I\'\ Te -, ¢

1(— \All]llai ‘lslt ] (I‘ tl!(, Llu.‘\ 3 (\ \( \Llu.;nL
of Worke, Isthe U)"-";g;tt ot \Worls ad-
miniter d SR AL v I *’;"’:C noew  Ordothe

p-‘\

Ordinancos th sien ‘1‘-3"'“‘“‘ to that Co-
'5:.1" If ’;f.-l, R }\\ f‘ e I\I ' ]C Gl ﬂ’]
ardg voi ur SRR l);.{“ nfation of () LGRS and
conton uenthv tihe Feundation of their Ob-

JeCtion whove i s catrew raz'd.
Thevurocwwnit e ““ ‘ﬂ‘c favs in Gal,

[

IV, 24, Yiat e [ eiv oo Nuwnt Sir 11,
vendeicth (2 L L Ax d (m‘ V. 3. ‘T/ﬂt'

Cricuumnci Pon 0/)/ e 1 10 the Perjormanc ocf the
whele Lazwe. 2 Cor. lil 7, 9. where th
| Law
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he woud’nt be conﬁ[‘tgnt with himfelf ; for
he tells us in Gal. 1. 19. That the Law
was added, but not fet in Oppofition, fo the
Promife ; and that it «was ordain’d by Angels
in the Hand of a Mcdiater : But there 1s no
Mediator in the Covenant of Works. In
Ver. 21. Is the Law, fays he, aga:nft the
Promifeof God? God forb:d. But had theLaw
been given to be a Covenant of Works, it
would have been directly againft the Promife.
Ver, 24. The Law was our School-Mafter to
bring us to Chriff. But had it been a Cove-
nant of Works, it could not have led to
Chrift, but from him; for then Righteouf-
nefs would have been by the Law, Ver, 21.
and not by Chrift. Now can any imagine,
that the Apoftle contradicts all thefe in the
next Chapter ? Surely no! Or was Circum-
cifion a Scal of the Covenant of Works?
And was it defign’d to bind Men to the Law
as fucha Covenant? 1If fo, Why did Pau/
crcumcifc Timothy ? Did he bind Timothy
under a Covenant of Works, while he la-
bour’d to bring others from Dependance on
it? How inconfiftent would this have been ?
He tells us in Gal. iii. 10. That they wbo

are under the Law are under the Curfe. NOV,‘;.
i
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ke woud'nt be conmutent with himieit ; for

b teris usan Galoame gl Tl tle Law
wai oland bat not ot 1 Opr‘nl ton, 3 252
{) "E. 4 : ‘l :J - :‘J: :0‘ :i‘ \'.: ". [ rbt l: l;" -""Sr\

v te Hanl zf o MoFotzr o But there is no
Mediater 1 the C avenint ot Warkz, In
Yero 200 Ir 260 Loty favs he, agzeon? the
fromeic-p God: God "rn...‘. But had theLaw
hegh :1\‘3'1 to be a ( ovenant ot Works, 1t
woald hi we "““1 directiv aganit the Promiie.
J oo, RS > Lase soes car Scbes ‘-Vc":’r 9
TRy s ( 'ro 4 But had it been a Cove-
matof Works, 1t could nor have led to
C:"Fi'u put from hmy; for then Righteoud-
nets wou'd have been by the Law, Fer. 21.
and not by Chrit.  Now can any imagine,
Satthe Ar.le contradicts all thefe in the
Xt C":‘\:\r > Surely no! Or was Circum-
ciion a Soil of the Covenant ot Works?
And was it detign’d to ‘mm Alen to the Law
35 tucha Covenant ? It o, Why did Pawt
creumciic Lzl ? Dld h: bind Timotoy
ender & Covenant of VWorks, while he la-
bour’d to bring others from D»pcndancc on
it How mconlu‘c at would this have been?

He tells us in Gal. hi. 10. That they who
are under the Law are under the Curfe. Now

s -

1£

~

&)
’ rb

3



( 30 )

if Circumcifion 1n its Nature, did bind to
o Toew as a Covemant of \\ oiins) then it
bound toem wihio were circuimcticd  uader
the Curic; and can anv think that T,nzft/:c,
a convaited Ferfon, vous bound under the
Curic? And it not, then Circumctiion, m
1 its own natnre dia not bind tota Lm
2S 2 covenr at of ¢+ oorke nor was 2 S:-" ¢
it.  But womav be ok’a, wiias then does
the Apcitic muin b'j,-' freciing fo of Cir-
cumcifion and the Law, Gs - gendoring

bondege, aid b g niafireticn of Death.
I anfwer 2 Word with M. Zv’z';'-t's ! “« [
“ /’ caks 14> Tlias of 1he Lawe, solen coi-

 hderin ': aceerdsng to the (,0'7'117)f ufe tle
- ?c ws wgde of 1f, contray to 1t crigtial
¢ dc,’fgfz It was J0F wz dto be fubfcroicii to
““ fthe GJ/fZ /mz‘z/< Fows fotadan O'?ua’.fz

¢ thereto.  lhie Ao die 1 T, L favs,
“ the Law iscood if ;1 Nan ufe it 1.1wfully.
¢« Tois pf’f il \/',5‘ LS, thet thorescas a lawi
“ and wisiwitul ufo o/‘ 1t 1is lasoful wle s

oo

PR

“ tobe a Sckesl-malier to bring us toCliri)!, cnd
“ fo to be pudlervient to tie Pr cmitle, 1 /urt—
[ {

Sore at’s unlaz oful ule was, to fcck Fulif-
cation 'M it, and fo to make 1t a Covcnant Of
Works. Now according to this Notion of
(44
it
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« if the Apofile micht awell fay, it was
¢ 3 miniftration of le and ¢endred to
« bo"dage. Thele Th“)gs fuliy clear the
Point 1n Hand.

And now upon the whele methinks I have
sbundant clearnefs to Co..‘,xud that God’s
gracious Appoistment given to /’é; alem and
to his Poihrxtv 15 r.ot e'weJ d. And fecing
the Infants of Believers were once by divi: e
Appomntment, tzken intoCovenant w ith their
P;.untc and had theSeal of it apply’d to them,
and were Members of the vifible Ch L"(.h
and feeing this Appolntment was never again
repeal’d, 1t muft follow; that they are yet n
the Poffetfion of the fame Priviteges. If God
has not deoriv’d them, Who dare ? As for
us,we dare not caft out the Infants of Believers
among the unclean, untiti God bid us do {o;
for we are {ure no l c¢fs Authority can repeal a
Law, than that whid does eftablith 1,
And now I do chalienze all my Gpponents
n this Point, to pnovc the repeal of God’s
qaCcIou s Gr.mt : or eife let them for e-
ver ceafe to cavil atus. I demand the text
of Scripture that fiys, God will not now
fand to the Charter aiven to Abrabam and

hs Pofterity. If tbey do not this, they do
juft
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juft nothing at all to the purpoie.  But how
impofiibie is it to do this? The Uhersbimg
ot glorv would refuse the tafkk with abhor.
rence ! What ? to fliew that God's everlatlk
ing Covenant is comic to an End ! That hi
Proml,c 15 void and '\i none citeét! And
that his Word faiis forevermore! Has he
lyed not only to Airabam but to Davidand
other Prophets ? Be aftonuthed O ve Heavens
at this, and be horribly afraid, be ye very
detoiz te' Has Chnit's Incarn.tion revekid
the g;s\ of Infanits Church-Memberthip, and

coriv’d the Children of his People of &l
thcxr PI"HiCGQﬁQ ? Cr 15 it no Priviledge tobe
within the Church? W hat ad\mw*v then
nas the Jew? And what profit is there of
Circumacifion? How can we anfwer MUCH
EvERY WAY, if Church -;«Iemberﬂnp be no
Priviledge ? Or what evil could there be in
Excommun nication ?-—--But I meft not infift
here, having promifed to fhew, in the third
place,

That Ged bas aflually rencie’d and confirm'd
the aforefard Apporntment, under the New-
Teftament Dijpenfation. This will give ad-
ditional weight to the Argument, and over
throw the Foundations of all further Ob

jections.
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ous, Here I am got into a larz. field,
where I have a variety of Arguments from
Scriptare 3 bus -or brevity’s fake, I fhail on<
It make ufc of a few, and if nced be, fhall
:Jdmore bereatter. |

] have already inconteftibly proven, that
Arabam’s Covenant was a pure Covenant of
Grace, from Lev. xxvi. Deut. xxx. Rom.
w11, anc x. 8. Gal nn: 14. 16, 19. 21.
gr.and Heb. viii. I may add Gal 1. 8.
where the Apoftle afferts the Golpel was
weached to Abrubam, laying, In thee fhall
i Nations be Blefled, Gen. xii. 13. Now
ince it was a Covenant of Grace, it eafily
pllows, that it is certainly confirm’d. And
ince the Infants of Church-Members were
ice in it, they are in it thill ; for the Blefling
of Abrabam comes on the Gentiles thro’
Chrift, and they are Heirs of the Promife
mde to him; Gal. iil. 2¢9. But they are
ot Heirs of his Promife, it their Infant-Seed
be reje®ed. What an abfurd Expofition
jrould it be of Gal. iii. 14.? The Bleffing
f Abrabam is come cn believing Gentiles.
dbrabam’s Biefling was to himfelf, and his
%ed ; but it is come only on believing Gen-
bks, but pot on their Seed. Now, what

"y

(
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fiail the oonciviion e : \\'h_? it Can o
-~ b\, this: Thuretre ol afan’s Bieifnr i het
" come on the cntnecs, butoilv a Putaofg
It comes curtani'd, ore hait or the Subed:
being lop'd cff. But this » contradicioy
m Terms to the Scripture ; therciore Lbx
Blefiing i1s confirm’d to Gesztide Betievers awd
therr Seed. Our Fanxh m tins s ifurthe
ftrengthned by a beautcous Hurmory «
Scnpturcs . jome of which I thall ercad
duce, and ict them 1 their proper Lighe
The firft I fhall mention i1s timt fames
Place in Adls 1. 39 For tle Pronsfe s &
you, and to your Cliliren, ard ts gl that e
afar off, cven as many as the Lord cur G
flall call.  In the torc"omg\ erie, theApcﬁk :
exhorts the Jews, w ho were convinc'd, asd |
wantcd Salvation, to repent and be bapuzi
To ec:courage them hereto, he teils them]:
of blkiled Puvuedg to Vvthh they {hall k)
entitled upon their compiiance. it Theyji
fhall hive Remiffion of thofe Sus which |
were D'ru\.n and Terror to them. 2dif}.
The Gm of the Holy Ghoft. 3d.y. The
Childreu thall be as atoretime Fer. xxx. 26
The Promife is as extenfive as ever it W&k
*Tis to you and to your Chikiren, Yea '®
) mort
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more extenfive ; for now the Genfiles, who
s yet are afar off, fhail be added to the
Church, This is the Scope of the Piace.
S here Parents and Children join’d in the
gme Promife and Covenant. If Children
were excluded there could not be more im-
poper Words contriv’d whereby to exciude
them; for thefe Words exprefly mnciude
them. If the Parents rcpent, thev fhall be
haptized : And fince their Children are in
the fame Promife, they fhall be baptiz’d too.
As they had the former initiating Seal of the
Covenant, v/z. Circumcifion ; fo fhail they
have the latter, w7z Baptifm. Chrifts com-
ng has not diminifh’d their Priviledges,
nor narrow’d the Door of the Church. God
has faid he would be the God of his People’s
Children. And here he fthews, that he wiil
ever unfay it, but ftand te it. He’s of one
Mind and who can change him? Such
Glotfes as thefe are plain and unforc’d. And
bow comfortable would it be, if I might
peak Truth without Oppofition ? But it is
wtfo! The Anabaptsfts aflanit this Expo-
ition, and would force the Words to admit
wother Senfe. And firft, they feek to con-

.

ine the Promife here mentioned, as tho’ it
Ca were
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were only of mirac%ﬂous Gifts, which are
fpoken of in e/, and quoted in this Chap
ter, Ver, 16. &c. To which I anfwer,

1//. The Promife in Foc/ 11. 18 of fprritudl
Blefings ; for *tis 2 Promite of the Spirit him-
felf : And that promife 15 founded on th,
that the Lord is their God; which is the
very Subitance of Abrabam’s Covenant, fe
Jeel 1. 27, And forther ’tis a Promiie of
Salvavion, Fer. 32. Wioever fhaii Call onth
Name of the Lord (kali be faved. Now fee
ing the Promife is founded on their Intert
In Ged, feeing it is a Promife of the $p-
rit, and confequently of all fpiritual Blefing,
and a Promife of Salvation too, 1t cann
be limitted only to miraculous Gifts; fx
Salvation does not accompany them infep-
rably, Every true Believer has an Interd
in God, but every one has not the Gifts d
Miracles. Tho' miraculous Gifts are cor
tain'd in Feel's Promife, yet it’s plain, th
all Gofpel Grace 15 contain’d in it
Whether therefors they look on this P
mife as referring to that of Foel or not, !
horts not, but confirms our Argumeat.

24’v. To put all out of Queftion, P

here iwils them, they fball recesve Remiffn
, Yy Jr { G
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Smf and lets them know they have a Pros

mife to encourage them, For the Pr cmife 1s
to o and your Children. What Proniife ?
isitonly of miracalous Gifts ? Alas! might
they fay, What geod will that do us ? \V
may have them, and yet be damn’d——That
Plaifter 1s not fo proad as our Sore Ve
want Salvation What muft we do to
be faved ? Now fince miraculous Gifts
are not Remiffion of Sins, it follows, in {pire
of Error, that this 1s a New-Covenant Pio-
mife which Pefer tells them of.

I may alio jult obieive, That there are
two Grect Words ufed to exprefs tae Influ-
ences of the Holy Spirit, viz. Clar:/nata
and Dorees.  Charifmata ufuclly fignifies
the coonmon or miraculous Gifts,  Dereas
the fpecial Gift of the Spirit., Now the
Words here are not, Ye fhall receive the
Gifts ; but lepfedbe ten dorean, ye fhall re-
celve thc (nft of the Holy Ghoﬁ

It ouly remains to manifeft, that their
infant Seed are comprehended in this Pro-
mife. And what can be clearer ? For is it
not expreft in the fame Manner as the Pro-
mife all along was? Is it not the fame as

Abrabam’s Covenant’ Set them together
C 3 | and
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ed [fad O are 2 Limitation of the for-
nicr; oand 1o nene are to be Subjedts ot
L‘l‘[! m bur callid ones. Infants cannot B
ailed by thie Word, thereiore thev are ne:
h‘.rc intcad _d. xh‘s is the wvtmoft For
of their Arcument, which will appear ©
have no forcc ot all, If it be proven that
the L.t Wards do not limit the former.

That they do not wili be ¢vident, if fach?
| Glos
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Glof: would be abhiurd. And that we ray
k2 the Abturdicv ot it, ohierve,

That w.en e Avnofile {peaks to- the
Fus, ne tpcaks n the prefont Tenfe ; but
pentianlag the Gontries, who as vet were a
Feepie arer off, ne foedks In the future
Tenle. The “fizos were now under the
Cadl, and he ceuid not bat fpeak to them
il the prefeit Tente.  Accordingly he does
wt fav, the Proviie (hll be 19 you, but
the Promitc & #5 veu. Fe does -not confider
them as Perio s to be culled, but us Pertons
who wre are now under the Call, while he
ks But when he fpeaks of thefe who
were i off, and not vet calied, he ufes
the tuture T'eife, as many as the Lord our
God flee call. Rat if the Aaaveptijis Glofs
be tiue, that the luft Sentence is a Limitati-
oot tiis Vetie, then the Words moft juft
wn thus @ The Promife  fhall be to you
jews when God fhall call you ; and to your
gown Children when God fhall call them
ad to all that are afar off, when the Lord
or God thall cal' them. I fay, ’tis imyof-
fible that the Words can bear any other Con-
fruction than this, if the laft Words limit
the former; for then the former muft be

explain'd

(77]
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explain’d by the latt:;. But every one my
fee at firft Sigiat how abfurd the above Con
ftruction 15, and hew contrary to the Tex
where the prefent and future Times are both
us'd. Yea what Strange faultring would i
be, for even an ordinary Man to expref
himfelf thus about a common eafy Matter!
And can we once think that the Holy Ghot
fthould thus fuuiter in exprefling bis Mind!
Far be it frum us. Or fthall we make the
Time prefent, and the Time to come ont
and the fame? Tiis alfo is abfurd ! There.
fore ’tis abiurd to affert that the laft Claut
limits the reft of the Verfe ; and confe
quently our Opponents Foundation here &
raz’d. As tor me, I (hall ten Tines {oone
chufe to unputz Abiurdity and Nonfenfe te
their Argument, than to the Holy Scrp-
tures, fince I muft impute fuch Things ©
one of them.

Befides, the aforefaid Limitation does nd
only contradi& the letter and gramatical Cor
ftruction of the Words, but likewife th
Apoftle’s Defign in them, which was toer
courage the ‘fews to embrace Chriftiani].
Now, what {ort of Encouragement wail
to tell them, that their Children, who ha{‘i
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fo long enjoy’d the Priviledge of Church
Memberfhip, were unchnrch’d under the
Gofpel Difpenfation, and caft out of the
Covenant till they come to adult Age, and
made Profeflion of their Faith? Could any
thing be more difcouraging to affetionate
Parents, and to fuch efpecially who were fo
fond of their Church Priviledges as the
Fews ¢ And can we imagine that a Perfon
who had the regular exercife of Reafon,
much lefs one inipir'’d, wouv’d propofe that
for an Encouragement to any which was
both in itfelf and in their efteem a great Dif-
couragement ? It cannot be, and therefore
the aforefaid glofs 1s certainly falfe.

Again, 1if no {peciai Priviledges be defign«
ed for the Children of Believers in this Text,
I would ask, For what end are they join’d
with their Parents in the Promife ? Or what
Reafon can be given why they are mention’d
at all ? If the Apoftle defign’d to exclude
them from all Part or I.ot in this Matter,
it was enough to have told the Pareits that
the Promife was to themfelves, without
fpeaking of their Children. Now, if no
rational Account can be given why Children
are mention’d in the Promife, or why mén-

- tion'd
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tion’d at ail, unlels they have a Richt to the
Prumiie, thea our Concluiion muit ftand,
But the Antecedent 1s true, and {o mud
the Conicquent.

The Azcbaptels, parbaps, will {uy as they
hive done, Tiut the Reaten wisy Children
are mention’d, was to comiort their Parents,
and give tihuny hiope of their Chudren's Sal-
vation, if Gd fhould call them, noiwith-
flanding that tiey Lad with'd the Bleod of
Chritt might be re 1{:7 'd of taem. O fur-
prizing el Could the Porents doubr fo
much of their Chikirer’s S v tion us ot thel
own, on that account? Wiaen tooy Knew
the Promifec was to themieives, wio liad
been the Berrayers and Murtherers of Cori,
and cenfented to his J\.uth, Loww counld ey
think cheir Children were in 2 woiie Cait,
who had done neither ? Let our Antegonis
anfwer this, aind then uroe tueir wbove ok
.li() g lt [an Cdil.

They have now no thift et but onlv 1o
fay, thefe Children might be erowin Bois
and Gurls,  Anfl W ho told them fo? The
Word here uvs'd 1s Tednois, “ which figni-
“ flies an Oftspring tho’ it were a Minute
“ old.”, Again, if they were Grown thgt

m
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moft have ftood for themiclves : But thefe

Children are join’d with tawr Parents, and
plainly dlﬁm"uxﬂ- d from fuch as \were coine
to Years. Th\, Apoftle *oes not fay, thé
Promife is to ycu, and tha'l be to your
Children when they mew up and God fhall
call them; ror will the ' ords bear fuch
a Senfe ; Hut hc mu s them together in the
prelent Tenfe. Jf 15 fo yeua m’ ¢5 vour Chiid-
ren.  Which, zs it docs not fuit the Cafe of
srown Perfons, doss plainiy prove their Infant-
Secd to be here micant. I\o\x trom all that is
fid, we may clearly fee that tic ¢bvious na-
tur“l Conft: u-ton of the Word muit be
thus, =75, The Promive 1810 vou, and s alfo
to your Children ; nut aily fo bur to them
who are afur off, whenever they fial be cals
led ; a.:id hmwg >z;1‘\";:’d the Cill, their
Cn!urcn 0o fhall have a Kizhe in the Promife
iswellas yours,  Ioriince ¢ it 15 the famePro-
mife which is made o Fewos and Gentiles
both, 1t muft be as ext:: L e to the onc as to
the other: And fince it inclues the Infant
Seed of the calied Fivs, it maft aifo include
the Children of called Genmezles, 1f any
deny this Conftrucion, they muft fhew,
that believing Fous, and bcucvmrr Gerzmex

h »VQ’
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have not the famc Promife, nor Priviledzn
alike ; but this 1s nnpoflibie, therefore our
Conftruection mutt ftand good. Yea, I can
as foon turn Sceptick, and conclude tha
the Scripture has no certain meaning zt all,
as conciude that the Scripture, now under
debate, can have a contrary Meaning
what [ have afflign’d. Upon the whole, if
the Parents are to be baptiz’d becaufe tne
Promife is to them, the Children alfo are to
be baptiz’d ; for they have a Right in the
Promife toc. Thus has God conﬁrm 'd his
former Appointment under the New-Tefta
ment Difpenfation : And if there were no o,
ther Text but this it would be enough to
our Purpofe.

I have infifted long on thefe Words; but
left my Work fhould be too Voiuminous, !
purpofe greater Brevity hereafter, tho’ |
cannot be {o brief as I would defire ; becaufe
the great Heaps of Rubbith caft on every
controverted Text, require time and pains
to thove them away,

I next advance that very clear, and unan-
fwerable Place in Rom. xi1. 16, 17. For if
the firft Fruit be Holy, the Lump is alfo Holy:
And if the Roit be Holy, fo are the B aniz:;

.



) oL
HAnd if Jome of tbg Bﬁasncbes 1were broken cff,
and theu being a wild Olive Tree, were graffed
in amongf} them 5 and with them fartakej! of
the Rict and Fatnefs of the Ofive Tree. 'The
Apoftle brings this as an Argument to prove,
that the Fews fhall again be brought nto
the Church with the Fulnef: of the Gentiles:
For why ? The Rect and firf} Fruit were
Holy, and fo are the Brasnches and Lump.
Abrabam was the Root from whence the
Fews {prang, and the firft Fruits of the Na-
tion to God. 'The Promites of the Covenant
adminifter’d by the Ordinances of God’s
Houfe, were the Fatnefs of which he par-
teock, and which nourifh’d his Soul as the
Fatnefs of the Ground nourithes an Olive
Tree. Now as the Branches that grow up-
on the Root do partake of the fame Juice
and Fatnefs of which the Root or Stock
partakes, while they are united and not lopp’d
oft ; even fo, Abrabam’s Pofterity enjoy’d
the fame Priviledges, Liberties, and immu-
nities in the Church as himfelf did, until by
their Degeneracy fome of them were bro-
ken off. Asthe Dedication of the firft Fruits
to God confecrated the whole Lump, even
{o the Children of the Holy are Holy ; that

is,
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ic, they ore to be look'd on as belonging to
God, and muft be dedicated to him.  How-
ever, here 15 at hrt‘.:d, |

1//. The feceral Holine’s of DBeliever
Children. If the Root be holy o are the
Branches. God Las {ad 1t sud who dire
to unfav it} The ualatictis are ftill puzzled
‘about this federal hou.kis, and fome can-
not, cthers, pc.mapa, wii not underftand x,
but ask us it the Farent c.n convey faving
‘Gruce to the Child ; w’ ich is nothing but
a2 meer fhifting of the Queftion : For we
{pesk not of inherent Ho‘inelﬁ or real grae
_cious Habits, but of federzl Holinels, Can
the ev unde: ftand in what Senfe all the Tew
I\a'lou arc calied an Holy PcoP‘t, &e.? Was
it becaufe they were all truly gracious ? No,
but becaufe they were all dedicated to God,
were Members of his vifitle Church, and
had his holy Ordinances adminiftred to
them. Now 1t i1s only fuch Holinefs we
aflert all the Children of Believers to have.

2diy. The Text afferts, that thegbzlieving
Gentiles were made partakers of the fame
Priviied;es that dlralam and his Seed par-
took of : Toou being a wild olive Tree, wert
grajfcd in among thews, and with them par-

takef

‘,

1
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takeff of the Roct and I atﬂc/' ¢f the Olve
Gree. Some of the Fews were broken off
bv unbelief, and in their ftead the believ ng
Gentiles were araffed In.  Some of the :ﬂ*zt's
embrac’d the Gofpel, and fo kept their
Place in the Church, and the Believing

Gentiles were graffed in among them.  Here
this one thing is plain bcvond difpute, vz,
That the fzme Prwllcdges fromw which the
urbeiieving Feies were broken off, the fame
were the believing Gentiles graffed nto.  In
fhort, the graffing in is juft aniwering to the
breaking off. Now none cculd be broken
off from true inkerent Holinefs, nor from E-
lection, nor trom the invifible Church; for
the Gifts and Caling cof God are without
Repeniance. Rom. x1. 29. 1. e. he will not
repent his having given them, nor take them
afterwards awav. The breaking off was vi-
fible, and fo muft the ingrafiure be. The
br»al\mg off was from the vifible Church,
therefore into it was the graffing in. The
brcakmﬂ,-oﬁ reach’d Parents and Children,
and fo muft the graffing in, The bf:hevmfr
Jews were not broken off, and confcquentlv
were continued in the Pofleflion of their
former Priviledges, which extended alfo to

' their
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their Infant Seed. T4h beiieving  Gentiin
partake of the Fatnefs of the fime Olive
Tree, and confequently their Chiidren are
not excluded : For if they were, we muit
read the Scripture buckwards, and fay, the
believing Gentiles did not partake ol the Roat
and Fatnefs of the fame Olive Tree with
the believing Fews ; nor were graffed in &
mong them. They partook not ot the fams
Priviledges; nor was the graffing in aniwer:
able to the breaking off. Now thelz Po-
fitions are fo contrary to Scripture, that pre:
pofing them is a fufficient Refutation of
them; and yet they are the unavoidabie
Confequence of denying my prefent Args-
ment from this Text : Theretore I cannat
but firmly conclude, that the Charter grant-
ed to Abrabam and his Seed, is confirm'd to
Believers under the New-Teflament-Di

nfation, and to their Seed.

A third Scripture I advance for Proof of
this Point, is 1 Cor. vii. 14. For the ur-
believing Hufband is fanflify'd by the Wife;
and the unbelizving Wife 1s fanétifid by the
Hufband ; elje wvere your Children unclean,
but now are they Holy. Here ’tis plain, that

Holy and Unclean are fet in Oppofition :g
c&
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Sicq Olnem: and o L Sadilcts o the uc.mm
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"‘1: :i\ l)u.tls i; \\\1 d [l ; .\l s\l]::}: U! ti}c‘\o

will I preiume be readny grant-
;I, izt Uncwan 13 the wiual doriprure  Cha-

xder of (ut)k’.‘ wh dic without the Pale of
:3:: vinbie Ciurch 5 fer this i3 nidn from
.’.‘.’ N.o12. IS and muanv other Piaces,

tie Oud Tiettamen: c:p\.x.LaIL : And they
it o> Church-Moembers are g.u.‘.d H\)x\' 5
Jizrs The fameWerd the Avoitles uie w
man Bontics w the u.urchu. Ters agins,
© the Saints, or t the Feive And taete
Words, naw unaer Connderatton, mav with
sua! Peosricty be tranthated thus, elie were
war Childien undlean, but now are they
Sants,  The on‘;} hift the.f=e/ aptiyls have
o elcane  the force or this Text, 1s to fay,
that by Ho}v is only meant Legefimals that
5, your Children are not Bafards.

But the Refutation ot this is eafv: For it
this Expofition were true, it would neccfla-
iy follow,

i/, Tmt the unbelieving Wife would
te an@ify’d by the unb\.uu'nmT Huibang, as
weli as by the Believing ; which is contr: ry

bthe genuine Conftruction of the Text,
D and

[t ]

phpasst.
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and Scope of the P{ace, as I could eafily
munifeft if it were neceffary. And

2dly. It would follow, that the Children
of all Unbelievers arc Baflards : But this i
falfe ; for Marriage is no peculiar Priviledge
of the Church, but of Mankind in general
Again,

3dly. It would follow, that the Apoftle
miftook the Queftion, whick was not, whe-
ther the Children of a Believer and Unbe-
liever lawfully married were Baftards; but
whether the Believer might lawtuily dwell
with an Uunbeliever, as Hufband and Witk
[for, no doubt, it was frequently the Cafe
that an Hufband was converted and not
his Wife ; or the Wife and not her Hufband]
‘The Apoftle anfwers the Queftion athrmsz-
tivelv, and gives this Reafoa for it, that ont
ot the Parents being a Belicver, convey'dt
the Children the Priviledge of Church-Mem-
berthip ; Eife were your Children unclean it
niw are they Hiy.” Befides 1 would ok,
why the Arabaptiffs may not as well under-
ftand the Apoftle to write to thote in Row,
Crrinth, or Galatin, wwho arzre not Baflord,
ac underftand Holy, in this Text, to be only

L-goniuste; fince the fame Word s
_ (e
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hcrt as in tnofe other Plices? But upon

the whole, 'tis plain from the Text, that
tic Infants of Belicvers have peculiar Privi-
iedges 2bove others, which yet could not be
Qid, it only Legitimacy were meant : Nor
cocld 1t be faid, if they were to be caft out

of the Church among the unclean, and Bap-
tiim deny’d them.

The latt bcnpmrc I fhail advance on this
Head s Mark > 13. 14. dnd they brought
L Children io kum, that Ee fbould tsuch
ttem, and bis Difciples rebuked tboje that
traught them : Bat when JESUS faw it, be
wis much difpleajed, aud faid unto them, f[uf-
fer lztie Children ts conic unto me, and for-
bid them nst, for of fuch is the mngdom of

rosn. And Ver. 16. He teok them up in
&5 Arms, put bis Hands pon them and bleff-
el tkem.  Now from the Words it appears,
that thefe Children were Infants : They did
oot come but were brought : JESUS took
them up in his Arms, as is ufual and proper
for Children. Luke calls them Brepbe s
wihich Word is apply’'d to a Babe in the
Womb, Luke i. 41. and is tranfizted Infants
B Luke xviii. 15. Again it appears, that
teir Parents were well affe@ed towards
| D - CHRIST 3

N
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CHRIST ; for \\(ho f)ut fuch as believed in
him, womd have expected a Bicfling from
hlm. And who elie bbt their Parents would
have been fo tender of them, and fo defir-
ous of a Blefiing on them ? It isalfo oblerva-
ble wh.t wreng Notions the Dxiupécs then
had of Chiidrens Priviiedses : They forbad
them to be brougiit to LHRIbT, as the
Ambapz’"”s now do. Likely they conclud-
ed that Chrift fhould be troubled with none
but grown Pericns, and that Infants were
not capablc ot anv facred Ordmances. But
CHRIST «was miuch dyfpleafed at bis Dijo-
ples Conduct : Ard that they mught better
know how to treat fuch Children afterwards,
he charges them concerning this Thing both
negatn’e] y and poimvelv Suffer littl: Chiliren
20 come unts me and forbid them net.  And
the Reafon he gives is fuch as will hold good
at tis D.ly as well as that, in refpedt o
all Chiidren of Chritian Farents as well 2
thofe ; For of [ wch 15 the Kingdom of Hee-
ven. Now whether we unﬁerﬁand by the
Kingdom of Heuven, the Kingdom of Gra,
the (:o!pel D'Ipeni.ltxon or the Kingdom of
Glory, 1t makes all one te our prek nt Pur-

pofe : For vifibly to beleng to the K.mgdomf
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of Glory, isnothing more than to be avifi-
ble Member of the KmOdO'n of Grace. So
then, our Lord’s own Words do fhew, that
he would have Beievers Infants to be receivs
ed as Members ot the vifible Church.
The flhabaftzjls argue, that thefe Infants
were only propos 'd as ElnbelﬂQ of Humili-
ty, Mecknefs, &e. And fo, of Juch is the
% agaom of L(aun thev fav, is only meant
thote who arc like them in valht Ee
and none elte fhall inherit Glory, whnch
they think is confirm’d from /er. 135, 1Fs-
fsc.f’; fhail wot recerve the Kingdem of Ged
as a little Clild, ve flall nst em‘er thercin,
To which 1 reply, it thefe Children were
only provos’d as Emblems, How flill we
account tor CHRIST's difplealure at the
Difciples for hindering them to be brought?
His dnp‘caiur\, pl.:un} proves,  that their
Ienorance was Criminal , that they fhould
and might have better known what Privi-
ledges the Infants of Believers were entitied
to : This they might have known irom the
Scriptures 5 yea and cught to have known.
But can any, with his Wits about bim, think
or fay, that they could, or fh ould have
known, that CHRIST dehgn d thefe Child-
D ren
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for Embiemns ? Andsif they could not, how
could they deferve fo fevere a Reprimand
for doing what they could not know to be
wrong ? So then, if our Opponents will itill
maintain, that thefe Children were defign'd
for meer Emblems, they muft al:o maintain
that the Difciples were oblig'd to have knewn
this ; that thcy might havc. krown 1t, 2ad
it was their Sin to bc ignorant of it. Bu' it
this cannot be held, as it certainlv canag,
then they muit hold that CHRIST's Dit-
pleature was groundlefs ; for to be much
difplecs’d at their Icnorance of what wa
not their Doty to have know N, Was certainy
unreafonable : But neither can this tremend-
ous Thought be admitted ! And it neither
of thefe can be faid, it foilows certainly,
that thefe Children were not defign'd to ke
meer En.blems to grown Perfors.

But again, if thev were mee: Emblexs,
was CHRIST s B]Cﬂ‘ﬂ"‘ ¢mble naucal teo?
Did he bleis them in realitv and in earnet
or not ? Inearncit nodaubt: Andif fo, ther
could not be meer emblems: Fo- what couid
be more abfurd than to give a real Bleting,
and adminiter an eﬁranrdxmrv Qrdinance,
vie, Impefiticn of Hands, to meer relemr-

blances?
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blances? Thef: Confiderations certainly prove
their glofs to be falfe.
It they fay, thete Chiidren, snd onlv thei%:,

were to be fc highly t.voured, and not tne
" Children of RBelievers in Ocnerl then ail
the above abiurdities follow : For if oaly
thefe, and noac eite, were to be o privi-
f leda'd, then the Dxlupl% could ror be
bam'd for not knowh ing their Lord’s So-
vereign Purpcfc to theie In particui T,

If they fav, the Lord Risew ticie to be
' chaten to Glory ; it 1s as hittle to the Purpae
For fil 1t mav be atk’d, how conld tae
Difciples be biam'd for nat knowiag
Indeed thev night have kinown that Be-
zevers Children were Church-Monmbers, and
wda Right w wch Ordinances ss tacy
Were ¢ p..bm of ; and coni cquu.c\ that iuca
attie Children thould have been futtered, and
2t forbidden, to come to CHRIST : But

h
u

2v ocouid not learn from Scripiure what

<
this s

1

the At rpfis taggedt. Upon the whoee
¥ mav an.y underfiand the Wards as if
cur Lord had 1ad, ¢ The intants of fuch
“ Parents is bciicvc i me, fuch Intants, I
“ fav, are to be brought to mc, and treat-

14
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the vifibic Church; ; Jor
O 15 e Konmdoee of Heeten
But 1f all other Argan ents tail our Anta.
cenits, they wil fav, wl‘.v Lere’s nothing
~onton'd  of B,:pt::m snd why ad no
i 1t baptize tham
I annwer, CHRIST bynized none of ary
the rciecttis
hidren were oot
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vet we find what may be as fatisfying and
cavincing to unbvafs'd Minds that are even
mederute l\ ‘l_u\l.u as.  For my part, I can-
rot wiih 1or ciearcr vacutc t0 CONVIRT

me taat Deiievers Infants bave a Right to
Ertm than the Kcnp'mf:Q qucted do afford;;
:va p v others might slio be- broughit to
i Purpoe.

Fot fawever cicarle the Paint be proven,

cor CIpresents are l.u;t GPeh I roet to {etier
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bat take it for oran d that Baptitm fianifes
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fons to God, and confequently their Obliga.
tion to live to him. The Water therein
ufed, reprefents the Blood of Chnift, where-
by the Guilt of Sin is remov’'d, and the
Sinner jufhifi'd ; and alio the gracious In-
fluences of the Holy Ghoft, whereby the
Soul 1s fan&ifi'd. Thefe are the peculiar

leflings of the Covenant of Grace, and of
confequence the Covenant itfelf, with ali
its peculiar Bleflings, 1s fignif’d by Bapti{m.
If my Opponents deny any of thefe Particu-
lars, T am ready to prove them ; and would
now, but becaufe 1 think we are agreed i
them, I judge 1t unnecefiary.

Now, is there any thing fignifi'd by Bap-
titm of which an Intant isuncapable ? Is it
incapable to be dedicated to God, and his
Service? And if not, is it a Sin for Chrifh-
ans to devote their Offspring to him ¢ Yea,
3s it not rather their rea‘unable Service, and
a telf evident Duty ? Amain, are Infants w-
capable of being juftifi'd and fav'd by the
Blood of CHRIST, and fan&ifi'd by hs
Spirit ? This cannot be faid ; for of fuch 1
¢the Kingdom of Heaven. Well, are they ca-
pable of every great Thing fignifi'd by Bap-
tifm, and yet not capable of Baptifin itfelf!

What
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What fort of Dmmt; 91s it to fay, they are
capable of the Thing fignifi'd, but not of
the Sign? Capable ot Cthe greater, but alto-
gether incapable of the lefler 7 How abfurd,
irational, and defencelefs 1s the Pofition !
Our Opponents are brought unavoidably] to
this, either to yield the prefent Argument,
or e'fc aflert, that all who die 1n Inf.mcy are
either damn’d, or annihilated.

They fay, xf Children are capable and
ought to be admitted to Baptifm then ougut
they alfo to be admitted to the Sacrament
of the Supper, which is abfurd. To which
Ianfwer, there is not the fame Reafon for
both m‘tlfm and the SUPPLI' The Scrip-
ture requires Seif-examination i order to
part:ke of the Lord’s Supper: Butit’s no
where required in order to Baptifm. The
ore is an Initiaiing, the other a confirming
Seal of the Covepant: And fo baptifm is
properiy adminiftred only to Infants, and
the Sacrament of the Supper to Prohcxent
One who is entred into the School in order
to iearn, 1slook’d upon as one of the Sche-
lars, as well as he who is in the higheft Clafs.
'I\OW what uncouth reafoning would it be
0 fay, if he be capable of bemg entered in

the
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the School at all, hc muit needs be capable
of the meit lc.m‘cd Exercites T Or woold
they fav, he's noiie of the Scholirs who i
\bcomnmo‘ to lcarn his Letters, unic$s he be
able to underftand Lectures of P!n!olophv :
Surely no. Weil, CHRIST's Church &
his School, and the Members thercof are b
Jed his Ditciples, or Scholars; but they are
rever ail m the iame Clats, fome are leamn-
ing the moft fullime T hings, others are low-
r; fome onlv becining to lcam, and fome
but enter’d 1 erder to jearn.
 But I muit hatten o my laft Aficition, e,
Tbat Baptiiri licceeas n tbe Rosm <f Gr-
suncifisn. '1 nis 15 evident f.rom C:l. xn. 11,
. Inchsm alis Yeare ¢ ok lra‘i/ni coith te
Cn CUMETTon weide woril sue Hu. i, i poutieey
off the Bedv of tie Sinsof the Figjh, by
Crcumeiion of CHRIST : Buricd s .’i 1K
i Baptifm, &c. For cleaniag the Qcopc ¢
this Pafi Je nofcnc that the Apottic i ar-
auing a7 daft the ludx zing Teachers, wh
divided and pcmlL\ I the Chriitians cvery
where, by Infifting on the Bindingnefs of
the Msfarc Ceremonies under the new-Teit-
ment ancn( tion ; and efpeciully urged Cir-
cumciiion with DenJm Litions of D.unnatnon,

Ak
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£ xv. 1. In (Oppoﬁtion to whem the
Apoftie afferts, that we arc compleat in
CHRIST without thefe antiquated Cere-
monies, which he «lls carrel Orainances,
Het. xi. 10. And bzing abohith'd, are now
po better than the Rudrments of thrs Werld,
Gl 1. 5. And forasmuch as they vehe-
mently urged Circumcifion, the Apoftle
mentions that 1a  paruculr, and thews
we are compleat without that alio ; becauie
we have what every way aniwers the De-
fgn and Ute of it. viz. Bapti/m, which he
alls 2b Crrcumetfion st CHRIST : It figni-
hes to vs every thing which Circumciiion
did to the Jesczfh Church. Was Circum-
calion an intiating Ordinance whereby Per-
lons were received into the vifible Church
and dittinguith'd from Inndels? So is Bap-
fijm, .4¢fs u. 41. They who were baptized
are faid to be added to the Chrittians, 7. e.
to the Church. Did the Blood of Circum-
ciion peint to the Blood of CHRIST, where-
by the Guiit of Sin is remov’d ? So does the
ater st Baptifm. Did Circumcifion fig-
nify our natural Corruption, and the Necef-
fty of Regeneration and Sanctification by
the Spirit ; or, in the Apoftles Words, zée
putting
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putting off the Body of the Sins of the Fiepp)
fo does Baprzfm.  Was Circuinctiion a Sigy
and Seal ot the Covenant of Grace, as is be-
fore prov'd ? well fo muft Baptifm be ; for
it fignifies to us our Communion in the Be-
nefits of CHRIST s Death and Refurreéhion;
buried with bim in Bapt:[m ; wieren allo
you are rifen with hin thro’ the Faith o the
Operation of God. \Well, fince Baptiim &
of the fame Ule, and fignifics the very fame
Things in Subftance with Circumcifion,
what can be plamer than that it fucceeds i |
the Room of Circumcifion ? The Apoftle’s
conclufion 1s, therefore we are compieat in
CHRIST, in reipe&t of Ordinances; with-
out Circumcifion or any other Afsfaic Cere-
mony. But this could not be truly faid, ur-
lefs Baptifm fucceeds Circumcilion : For if
it did not, the judaizingTeachers would have
had ground for urging the Neceffity of Cir-
cumcifion, and could not have been eafily
efuted : They might readily thew that the
Church was in a worfeCondition than before,
and her Priviledges abridg’d, if the hasn
initiatingOrdinance, and but one external Sea!
of the Covznant. But we have wherewith

g0 anfwer shis, if we can fhew, that we have
’ what
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wmt fignifies the 1.1m€:J Things to us, as Cir-

meifion did, tho' not after the fame Man:
per. If any thmk, we might be faid to be
compleat without any Ordinance -coming in
the Rocra of Circumcifion, they may alfo
with equal reafon fay, that we might be
compleat without any Ordinance 1n the Room
of the Paffover ; and coniequently without
any Ordinances at all : But if it was neceffa-
ry that we fhould have fome Ordinance
anfwering to the Paflfover, the fame Reaions
will fhew the Necei: ity of having fome Or-
dinance anfwering to Circamcifion. In fhort,
we muft either fay, the Apoftle defigns to
fhew that Baptiim anfwers to Circumcifion,
~and fucceed i1t; or elfe, that his Argument
does not refute the juduizing Teachers : To
fay the laft would be blafphemous, therefore
the former is true.

To fay that Baptifm does not fucceed Cir-
cumcifion, becaufe only the Maies were cir-
cumcis'd, 1s no better an Argument than if
they thouid tell us that Baptifm does not fuc-
ceed Circumcifion, becaufe i anfwers the
fime Ends to more Subje@ts. And what
Cu, be more abfurd ?

Now {fccing Baptifin come; in the Rcom

of
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of Circumcifion, and feeing the Infints of
Church-Mcmbers were circamcis’d,  there
cannot be a clearer Confiquence thun tha
they fhouid .alfo be baptiz'd ; And from
what is faid, ’tis alfo plain, that fntants can-
not be now more incapable of Biptifin, ther
thev were before of Circumcition, feeing
it was of the fame Ule, and fizmt’d the
famc Things as Baptiim now dogs.

I would here -draw to a Conclufion, but
that there 15 vet one fet of Objections, in
wluch our Ant.womﬁs chiefly trmmph and
which thereforc “muft not vtholly be pais'd
over, viz. That we find Fath and R.“)ek-
tance alwavs requir'd i order to Bapifs,
and thofe who were admitted to the Oré-
nance were oblig’'d to profels the fume, and
COl’fc/S therr Sins.  So in Mat. ni. 6. They
were baptized of bim i Jirdan, wn"uj'mg
their Sins.  M.ut, xxvin. 19. Teaching 1s i
beforc Baptizing. Muark x\i. 16. H that
believeth and 15 baptized jiall be |avod. A%
XVi. 15, 33, 34 Lydia and the Favior wer
baptized upon believing and proteifing thex
Faich, A7 1. 33, Poter equir'd Repen
tance of his Hearers in order to Bap :.’ m,

Ads vill. 37, Philip would ot b.ptize the
.L,unuch
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Eunuch until he profefs’d his Fasth : Neithes

would I, tho’ I am for Infant Baptifm. But
ourOpponents from thefeScriptures conclude,
that fecing Infants are not capable of fuch
rofeilion of Faith, confeflion of Sin, and
Repentance, therefore they are by thefeTexts
excluded from Baptifm.
In Aniwer to which I obferve, that our
Opponents themfelves muft own,
iff. That thefe Scriptures which they fo
much urge, are addrefled only to grown Per-
fons, and not to Infants, who are incapable
of being taught by preaching.
2dly. That they were Addrefles to fuch
grown Perfons as were not Chriftians be-=
bore, but either Fews or Pagans. -
3dly. They mutt own there is 2 wide dif-
ference between gathering and forming a
Church from among thofe who are ignorant
of Chriftianity ; and a Church already ga-=
teer'd and form’d and inftru&ed. For in
proielyting Yeaws or Pagans to Chrifhianity;
they muft of neceffity be taught before they
can either protefs their Faith in the Doltrines
ofit, or be admited to Baptifm. But it
will not follow, that none can be admitted
to Raptifm without tcaching in a Church
E already
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alrcady conftituted. For they muft owr,

42biv. That there 1s a Diffcrence between
the firft Inftitution of an Ordinance, aad the
continued Adminiftration of it afterwards;
for Parents, or grown Perlons, muft firft
be the Subjelts of a new Inftitution, and
not Infants: But it will not follow, becanfe
Parcnts muft firft be the Subjeéts, therefore
Children muft not afterwards be admitted at
all: Yea, fuch a Confequence is quite redi-
culous! At the Inftitution of Circumcifion,
Abrabam muft irft be circumcis’d, and his
Children afterwards. But how would thi
Argument conclude, w:z. That becaufe
Abrabam was circumcis’d after he was come
of Age, therefore all Infants were excluded:
So it feems IfFmacls Pofterity underitood i, -
for Hiftory telis us, that they did not cir-
cumcife their Children till the 13th Yearof
their Age, becanfe Ifbmael was of that Age a
the firft Inftitution of the Ordinance when
he was circumcis’d.  If our Opponents far,
the Cafes are not paralle!l, becaufe Abraban
haci God’s exprefs order to circumcife his
Infant-Seed. I anf. we have as good ground
as he, for we have the very fame Covenant,

#s I have already fhewn,
o But
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But to proceed(. I 7would defire our Op-
ponents to confider again, for what purpofe
they advance the above qucted Scriptures,
and what they can prove from them againft
i, Do thefe Texts prove a repeal of In-
fnts Church Mecmberihip ? If not, they
prove nothing againft us, nor for our Oppo-
nents. Further, do not all thefe Scriptures
refer to grown Perfons? And what then can
they prove in refpet of Children 2 Can our
Antagonifts charge us with baptizing un-
wfpeliz’d grown Perfons without teaching,
o Profeflion of Faith? No: And if not,
vhy do they advance fuch Scriptures againft
as will prove no more, but that Perfons
ome to Years of Difcretion thould not be
bntiz’d without Profeflion of Faith and
|Repentance, and an anfwerable Converfation ®
This is what we hold as firmly as they. .

Further : That all the above Texts. re=
uiring Profeflion of Faith, &c. in order to
Baptifm, do not exclude Infants, will appeat
rom this Confideration, viz. That no othef
Way of Addrefs was proper, whether In=
nts were included or not: And the Reafon
|* abvious, wiz. Becaufe Infants were incas

kble of Teaching, and incapable of being
Eg R
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firt enter'd into “ehe Church ; and if fg,
then the Addrefs muft of I\:cceﬂit have
been made to grown Perfons : And ccmd any
other kind of Addreis be proper to them !
The Parents muft firft believe, and be init-
ated, otherwife their Chiidren could have
no Right to Church-Memberthip : And
fince the Parents themfeives were to %e on-
tered, it was necefary that thev fhould firft
be tac zht and ipoken to in tire Strain of the
aforefaid Scriptures.  Now itis a plam Wiy
of reafcning, that which would be the moft

pcrAdd*c{s, even the Infants vwere defign'd
to be included, cannot peiibly prove them to
beexcludad |, butto requircFrofeflion of Fath
from the Parents in order to Baptifm, wx
the moft prover, even o’ their Indat
were cefign'd to be included : And there
fore, io require Profeflion of Faith from Pr-
rents in order tc Baptifm, does not prove
sheir Children to be excluded. I owa ths
Argument may not {eem plnn to ordink
zy Readers, becaufe it requires clofe At
tention to apprehend it's Force ; but
it be examin’d by the ftricleft Realon aﬂd
well underftood, and it wiil appear feli-cv
dent. Nor can it be refuted unlefs ﬁng:

h—s._._,
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made appear, that another Kind of Addrefs
could more properly have been us’d, if In-
fants had been defign’d to be included with
their Parents : But if this cannot be made
sppear, as it certainly cannot, then it’s as
phm as NoonDay that our Or‘ponents can-
me get any Argument agiinft us from all
thele Texts, cn “which they often make a
placfible flourith betore the common People!
I am for baptizing Infants; yet were I
to preach among the Pagans, I fee not how
I couid avoid fpeiking to them in the Strain
of the above quoted Scriptures ; for I muit
ook on myfclt as preaching to the Adult
and not to Intunts. I would tell them,
“If vou belicoe, yiu fhall be baptized, arzd
¢ bave the fame Pric 11;dg s the Jews bad,
“sr any Chritlians bave ; for ye are ali one
“ in Cbrr/t bis Proamfe and soenant are
“ juil what tbc'v were bejire. st Promfe
“was mat omiy 9 Abraham Sut alls to bis
“ Secd; of wwhich Promife veu fhall bc Hezirs,
“of ve believe in Ulrit Eer fill the Pro-
“ 'I/t 15 19 o and YNour CL’!/‘/’LIZ ” Now
tho' ! infift on the Parents believing 1n order
o thsir being baptiz’d, would any conclude
that I exclude their Infants by tuch Doirine,
E 3 when
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hen ¥ tell then(l tlch fhail have ali the
Pr:vxlca« es other Chriftians have ? or tht |
Abrabam and his Pofterity had? And is nat
this the Dotrine the Apofties preach’d when
ga'hcrmg Chriftian Churches from among
ws and Pagans ? Well, fince I can preach
all the fame Dodtrines the Apoft:e’s preach'd,

perfectly confiftent with my Princizie of In-
fant Bapiifm, it muft follow, that the fame
Dolrines, when urg’d by Apoftle s, do not,
cannot, prove them oppofite to £id Principle,
It cur Opponents urge the Exampic of
Clrift, who was not baptized before the jath
Year of his Age, it will be a futhcient An-
fwer to tell them, Chrift was not baptized
for the fame Ends for which we are :  And
therefore every Circumitince of his Baptifm
was not defign’d for our Imitation ; elie we
muit be buptiz’d in our Thirtieth Year,
which none cantend for nor practice : Befides,
Baptifm was not a divine Inftitution when
Chrift was born ; why then fhould his not
being baptiz’d betore the Inftitution of Bap-
tiim, be urg’d againft us now ¢ ’us ridicu-
Jous! I think it needlefs to fpend more
time In folving trivial Objetions. My Op-
‘ponents muit own I have ipoken to the Ar
gumenis

W/MM» - wous G
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gumcnts wherein their main Strehzth lies;
and if they be overtirown, all other Ob!c&x-
ons fall of courfe.

I have rvoided oucting the Teftimonies
of the primitive Futiicrs on purpofe to itop
their groundlefs Clamour, that we derive
ur pmého’ of Infant- Bup i¥m from Tradi-
ti0ii Thcy may ice tneir mitake, we de-
rive 1t from bc"lptu"c, and are mdcr no
Neceflity of having recourfe to human Teiti-
mony for its detence : But tho’ our Argument
is fully defended without recourfe to Anti-
guty, yet mmcthicks the Teftimony of credi-
blc Mcen concerning Matters of Faf t, can-
not but have wmont with modeft Perfons :
And fuch Teftimony we have, that Infant
Baptiim was all along practis'd hy the Church
from the Beginning ot Chr'ﬁumtv, and was
receiv’d from the Apoﬁ!ea. We have the
Suﬁ:ds of noiefs a Man than l'rem'us whofe
Mafter Polvcarp was the Apoﬁlc j’ebn s Dif-
ciple ; who tells us, ¢ That the Church learn’d
“ from the n’po/l/es to baptize Children.”” And
who would fay the Apcllc Foem did not
rghtly teach Polycarp? Or that Polycarp
miflead Irenmews? Or “would any fay, the
Church was deftitute of true Baptifin for ma-

ny
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ny hundred Years ?--f-fl have heard fome of
our Opponents aflert, (tho” witi:out £ook)
that Intant Baptifini 1s a Relick of Popery, and
a novel Practice ; but the primitive Fa b
who were betore Popery in the Pradtice of
it, prove the contrary : And methinks )
have advanc’d as much from Scriptur. as
proves it a Relict of Chriftianity, @5 old as
the Apofties. If ftill my Opponcats dery
this, I chalienge them to thew the Time,
fince the Apoftie’s Davs, when Infant Bap-
tifm began ; if they cannot do this, their call-
g it Novel, 1s plainly a meer Clamour:
For had it been begun fince the Apoitles,
fuch a grand Inovation and Schifm would
certainly have been tuken notice of, and the
Hiftories or that Age wherein 1t began
would have been full of it: We would
heard the ringicaders Names, as well as thofe
of other SeCtaries, and the Year when it hap-
pen’d would have been in our Chronologi-
cal Tables: We would have had the De-
cifions of Councils againtt it, and might have
read Volums of Difputes upon it. In fhor,
it would have made as big a Noife in the
World, as the Opinion of my Opponents
made when it began, which was lefs than

three
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shrec hundred Yeart azo: But let .hem
new 20 to and ranfack the Veiums ot An-
tiguty, and fe: if they can give an Account
fom wuthent cle lificcy of our Beginning.
If they cannot thev ars belind hand with us,
for w. can give 1fesa a pretty full and
athentick Acceunt ot the Rife and Progrefs
si therr Pirty. Furiver, if they cannot
giew anv ume ance the Apoftle’s Days,
wecremn our paadtice ¢f Infane Baptifm be-
gan, it gives greuna te conclude, that it did
pot Degra fince thoar Thiys, and confequent-
Iy that 1t has beer: the ceaftant Praice of the
Chercia of Chrify frore the Beginning of
Chiztiarat - Cr ife et them give even
prchabie Relcns bowr it could begin unno-
tc’'d, ana withous ary I\Cuxc or Buftle.

On the other Fiuid. I challenge my An-
tagonifts to fhew, fio ma authentick Hiftory,
any Society who ery'd the Lawfulnefs of
Infant B‘.}Jm e2:0 within thele laft three
hundred Years: i'iwy say tell of particular
Perfons who u.ade a Stir about it before,
but not a Sociery. The frft I read of who
diny’d it, vwes one Awxentius, an Arian, in
the fourtls Crrtury, :
1 would
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I would, thcrefon?: hambly defire the
ferious among my Oppenents, ferioufly to
confider, whether 1t has thzFuce of Probabi
lity, that CHRIST had no vifible Church
on Earth for more thzn a thoufand Years;
or that the greareft Number by far ot fe-
rious Chriftiuss are fhil without the Pale of
the viitble Ciuich to this Day : Both thefe
they muit affert for the fake of Confiitency;
for they bzieve Buptilm to be a Badge
of Chriftianity, and that none are baptiz'd
but thole of their Cominunion. Yet I
cannot but believe, that all the Judicious
and Pious among them will readily own,
there are more gractous People without thexr
Church than thhm it ; at leaft their is Rea-
fon to hope fo : And how ftranee would it
feem to {ay, there are more fived out of
the Church than in 1it.  let them but thew
us how it contifts with God’s Promifes to
his People, thut the Generality of the moft
eminent Chriftians, the wifeft, moft learn-
ed, moit inquifitive, and moft holy Divines,
fhould be left to live and die out of the
Church, after all poffibls Dilligence to dii-
cover the Truth in this Point : And let them

fay, whether the Body of fuch Chnfhan;
an
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and Minifters, with the wife Reformers

and couragecus Martyrs, be not on our fide
of tie Queftion. On the other Hand 1tis
oo well known, thut the Anabaptifis were
the Dregs and chro.xch of the Retormation
in Germany, where they begen, and In
eveiy Piacc where they then got Footing;
tho' I wiutt in JLﬁuc own many of them
now i3 be of a better Churacter; aganft
whoie Pcriens, or Reputation, I dcﬁun no
Scverity, bus onl‘,' againft their adhngu.ﬂm‘g
Principic ; pay, fo fer am I from bei:g bat-
ter ag..u.ﬁ ther, that I can freelv confets, I
fizcerely regurd and highly value s Number of
them wiio are of my Acquamntance, whom
Ilook on as Perions of Picty and Worth,
‘aitho’ miftaken in the prefent Pomt. T am
gd of their Agreement with me in the
great effentials of Religion, und earneftly
defire they may fec their miftake I thete
Things wherein we differ : Then might we
- walk together and join {fweet Council in the
Worthip of our common Lord ; this is a
Thing defirable in itfelf, and therefere wor-
thy to be tought for: May the Lord bring
it to pafs. | “fhall defirc no more of ¢hem

than to examine my Arguments by the
firic
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ftriGteft Reafon, and weigh them in the Ba.
lance of the SunGuary : There can no harm
accrue to them by fo domng, and poflibly
it mav turn to godl Account.-—--If I have
us’d any Exprcifions that may feem too
keen and fevere, 1 wou.d defire them to be
overlook’d, and oaly the Argument ¢ itended
to: I can atlure them fuch Turns, proceed
not from Bierncfs of Spirit, but mv natural
Ditpefition n Difputation, and a Studioufnefs
of fetting the Argument in a ftrong Light,
I appoligize thus, that my Opponents may
not .rejet my Arguments, nor be prejudic’d
againit them becaufe of fome keen Reflet-
ons on their Principies.

But tho’ I do not efteem the denying Bap-
tifm to Infants a damnable Error, nor the
contrary a foundation Truth, yet I cannct
but eftecem it a Truth of fuch Importance
as is worthy to be contended for : Yea
when I confider it in Connexion with the
Grounds cn which it is afferted, I muft fayt
is very great. Nor do I elteem the Ms-
lignity of the contrary Error to confift
meerly in denying Baptifm to Infants, but
chicly in denying the valuabie Principle cn
which it is built, This is what greatensthe -

‘~ Error
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Frror of our Opponentss For they deny

Abradan’s Covenant to have been the Cove-
nant of Grace; yen and deay that the Co-
venant of Grace vas adenintrs .,vC.rcum-
cifion, or the other.iiv/a:c Czremon‘es, wherea
by they break the Marmony anc CTcnnexi-
on between the Old and New-Tetaments,
and repeal a very greac Part of the Cid Teft-

.ament which God has not repeal’d ; and

thereby diminith i{rom bhis Word. They
account believers Infartcs common aiid 2nclean,
as the Infants of Turks and Pagans, tho’ God

- accounts them holy : They deny that any In-

fants vifibly belong to God, by cafting them
out of his Church, and dcnvmo' them to nave
any Part in his Covenant and fo do confign
them over to Satan; for if they vuibly have
no Part in the Covcnal t, then they wﬁb]y
elong not unto God, and confequentiy they
vifibly belong to the Devil : For out of the
Covenant there is no Salvation. Yea, ‘¢ they
“ lay dangerous Grounds to derogate from
“ CHRIST himfelf, when he was an In-
“ fant.” For tho’ he was Head of the
Church, yet according to their Principles

they muﬂ: have deny’ ’d him Memberthip in
it, until he was grown up : And what ab-
iurdity
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furdity is greater than to deay the Mafter

of the Houfe 2 Right to be in it? They
are, MOrcover, driven in defence of their
Principles, to wreit many precious Scriptares,
and put uncouth and ~unreafonable gloﬁ’cs
upon them to fuit their Judament.

1 might add things of I'ke Nzture, but
ﬁnce the Perufal of the & forgoing Arguments
may fuggeft them, I fhall conclude the

prefent Point, hopmz what 15 faid may fuf-
fice as to the Subjects of GaPTISM.

I now come to my fecond general Affer-
tion, viz. That Babh,m 15 nglrtn' admin:fler'd

by /i:rmklmg or pouring Water co: the Pericn
baptiz'd.

The Truth of thisAflertion wiil, methirks,

be evident, if I make uwrc following Partico-
lars appear, viz.

I. That there ss mothing in the Hord of
God cartradtﬂuw o st: Or, in other Words,

thai ide Ansoavuns i gumenis againft it do
st overtbrow xt

I1. That ibeScriptures ajford clearerGrounds

Lo us in favour of it, than to our Opprnents

againji it.
s III. Th&
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; 1. That this Mode <we coatind for does
| fuly anficer the Ends of Baptifm, and 15 moft
heichle and fignificant.

IV. That the Msde achich our Opporents
catnd for 1s lbaded swith Incorvoniencies and
dargeable with Aé/izrdit& s.

| At beft, T fay, ’tis sncomuenient, and as
thev flate the Cafe ab/urd For they mﬁft,

‘dut this their Mode is abfolutely and uni-
wrfuly neceffarv and eflential to the Ordi-

mnce : Sc that, according to them, none

rebaptiz’d but thofe who are plung’d, where-
by they unchurch all the proteftant World;
ind Chriit has no vifible Church on Earth,
ave only their very fmall Community. This
savery bold Stroke, and they can expe&®
lefs than to be told that they are firongly
E_b;h(’d to prove it bcyond any reaionable

ception, elfe they are juftly chargeable
ith unchriftian Uincharitablenefs and Schifm
ko, Procecd we then to confider their Ar-
uments for the Neceflity of 4ipping, and
:i: what convicive Evidence they carry in

m.
 The Sum of what they advance on this
Head, is reducible to thefe threeTopicks, v7z,
1. The



t 8o

1. The ettmalogy of the Word Baptifm. 3, 1
Scripture Examples. 3. Scripture .dlufons,

1. The Etimology of the Gresk Word
Baptizo. This, they fay, is deriv'd from
Bapto, which always fignifies to dzp or plunge,
and confecuently Baprizo the Derivative
muft not recede from the Primitive in
Signification. "The whole of their Argu:
ment is jult this, to baptizeis te dip or plunge,
and can ﬁgmfy no other Thing ; therefors
none can be faid juftly to be baptiz’d but
thofe who are dip’d.

Now if we can prove that baptizo does
any where fignify tc pour or [prinkle, then
we raze the very Foundatiocn of the Ane-
baptiff’s Argument : For what can be plainer?
If Baptizo does at zll fignify to pour o
Jprinkle, then 1t does not only and always
fiznify dipping, and cenfequently our Oppo-

nents caa get no certain and infallible Argu-
ment from the Meaning of the Word.

Now :eeing great Strefs is laid hereon, and
the Affertions of our Opponents are extream-
ly confident about the Meaning of thisWord,
I {hall allow myfelf to be the Larger on tis
Head ; and do undertake to manifeft that
Bapt:za fignifics to wafh in general, withor?

Limittion
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Limitation to any particular Mode of wath-
ing, only as the Nature of the Thing tpoken
of requires. '
This is confirm’d, firft, bv the Teftimo-
ny of Lexsco-grapbers,and the greateftMafters
of the Greek Tongue. Schrivelius 1 his
Lexicon, tranilates baptizo, favo as well as
tingo; end favo fignihes to wwafh.  JLfvchius,
Stepbaniss, Scapula, and Budeus, quoted by
Mr. Leigh in his Critica Sacra, make evi-
dent by many Inflances from Greek writers,
that Baptifing imports no more than Ablut:-
om or Wajting. Suidas is yet more fuil, who
‘renders it by madefacea, lavo, abiuo, purgo,
mundo ; to make <wet, to wafh, to purge, tG
make clean. That very learn’d, and pious
Divine DoCtor Qazen, does further alledge
Julius Pollux, Pbavorinus, and Euflacbius,
who ufe the Word daptizs in the fame Senfe.
The venerable Affemnbly of Divines at #eff-
mnfier, who cannot be judg’d Ignorant of
the Greck Tongue, and who were oblig’d by
blemn Vow before God to declare fincerely
their Judgments, do explain Baptifm by .
va/ting witk Water. 1 might advance mas
*2y more Authorities, but the above are fufa
iient for the Meaning of a Word : And
F what’
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what can my Op;()onents 1ay to thefe ? will
they pretend that all the aforefaid Authors
were etther ignorant and knew not what
thev faid ; or unfaithful and would fay any
Thing? Or were the Grecks themfelves more
sgnorant of their own Language than our
€)pponents are ? I cannot believe they wi.! af-
fert any of thefe Things. But perhaps they
will bring Inftances of Authors who vender
baptizo, tmmergs, intingo, fubmergo, obruo;
to overwhelm, dip, or plung : Butall ths
wiil not ferve their turn: They muift fhew
that it never fignifies any other thing but
d:pping or plunging ; or that it never can fig-
nify tc wafh, by pouring or [prinkling : For
if it can fignify the latter, they muft own,
nill they, will they, that Baptizing can be
peiform’d by pouring or [prinkling according
to the original Notation of the Word, and
confequently their Argument will be over-
thrown. Now ’tis too plain to need Proof
that [prinkling or pouring are as really Modes
of wathing, and mcre common too, than
dipping or plunging. And tho’ fomeAuthors
afe the Word for dipping, yet as Dr. Ouer
obferves, < In no Author does it ever figm-

“ [y to dip, but only in order ¥ waﬁ:i‘ng;
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"% or as the means of Wafbing.” So then

baptizo fignifies to wef or wafb, or cieanfe

by wafling, &c. And this will be more ma-
nifeft if we confider,

Secondly, The Ufe of this Word in the
New-Teftament. The Holy Ghoft often
ufes it therein, and we are fure never injudi-
cioufly.

Very remarkable to our Purpofe is the
Acceptation of this Word in Mar. vii. 4.
And when they come from the Market, ex-
cpt they wafk, they eat nof. In the Grezk,
n me baptifontai, except they be baptized.
Now canany imagine the Fews had no other
Method of wafbing befides plunging them-
felves under the Water ? Or did they dig
all their Bodies in Water every time they
tame from Market, and every time they did
eat? No, for the 3d Ver. tells us they wath’d
only their Hands. It is here plain that Bap-
bfontai in Ver. 4, is defign’d to exprefs the
bme, as nipfontai in Ver. 3, which laft none
denies to fiznify waefbing. It is allo plain
that thele were daptized when only a Part
of them, that is, their Hands were wathed.
This Obfervation is further confirm’d from
7obn X, from § to ro. Ver. where we are

Fa - wid
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teld of our Lord's 'zﬁaﬂ;ing the Feet of bis
Difcipies : Peter not knowing the fpiritualDe.
fign of it, thro’ Modefty, retus’d his Mafter's
offer. FESUS anfwered, If Z wafb thee mt,
thou beft no part with me : He calls wathing
his Feet, wathing him; and tells him i
Ver. 10. It is fufficient : He that is wafbed
needeth not, lave only to wa/h bis Feef. Asif he
had faid, “ In fuch Wathing as is only
* Symbolical, and has a fpiritual Meaning,
“ 1t is enough to wath only a Part of the
“ Body ; fince thereby the thing fignified
“ 15 as well reprefented as by wathing the
“ whole Body.” And whatever is more
* than enouvghisendles. He NEEDETH
INOT only to wafb bis Feet. From all which
T argue thus: If the fFews were ébaptized
when only their Hands were wathed, ‘hen
to baptize a Part of the Body as we do, i
true Scripture Baptifim, according to the
Meaning of the Word Japtize: Eut the An-
tccedent is true, as Mark vu. 3. 4. proves,
and f{o is the Confequent ; for the Connexion
Is {o plain as not to fuffer a denial.

And if in myflical wathing no more be
necellary but only wathing a Part of the Bo-
dy, then it is not neceflary to apply the

- . - . : my ﬁl cal
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/ .
. wyitical Water of Bapit/m fave only to a

Fart : But the former is true, as fobn xui.
;0. praves, and therefore the latter is alfo

+ {rue.

I might argue further to confirm thisPoint,
bt what 1s faid fuffices to thew, how rea-
fonlefs the Cavil of our Opponents is, that
pouring a little Water on the Face i1s not
baptizing the Perfon. Juft as if pouring
Water on the Face were not a pouring 1t
on the Perfon.

But we have yet a more full Argument
fom Mark 7. 4. And many other things there
be which they bave recetved to bold, as the
wafbing (in the Greek baptifmous, that is the
Baptifms) of Potts and Cups, brazen Vejjels
and Tables. This laft Word in the Origi-
nal is Clinoon, which properly fignifies Beds,
ind is fo read in the *Margin. However
ts plain firft, that Baptifm is here tranflated
vafting ; and 2dly, that thefe Wathings

] orBeptifimss, cannot be underftood of dipping
jinder Waier only ; for every one knows

that Tables are not wafh’d by dipping them
inder Water, but by applying Water to
them and pouring it ci them : And for

F 3 Eeds
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Beds it is certain they muft only . have been
fprinkied. Hence I argue,

If things are éagtifed by pczmmr or fprink
ling Water on them, then to daptize does
not only fignify to dtp under Water.  But
the Antecedent is true, therciore cur Mode
of taptizing by . ﬁuﬁm or ffrivkirg, is tinly
and propcrlv Baft‘/tr according to the Im-
port of the Word.

Atr.other Scripture very full to curPurpole,
1s [:b ix. 1o. where the Apcflie, fpeaking
of the Levitical W orﬂnp 10\\, it (cf,,/;cd in
Meats and Drinks, and ciovers Wafiings, In
the Original, r’za;!J,: c1s tapi z/m.,;.\, erfe
Bﬁpfi/m: The Ap(,ﬁic Lere plainly refers
to all the Cerimonial Purifications andClesnf
ings without Limitation ; and obferves, they
were of diverfe Kinds, as M ater, Bilud rd
Oi/ ; and alfo were diverfly appir’d, @z
By ébatls ing, [prinkling, pouring, or fputting
en with the Fingcrs. Yet its evident that
Sprinklings were the moft frequent ard fo-
lemn. In allufion to which the Biced o
CHRIST is call’d, not the Bloed of dippirg,
but [prinkling. —And the Apottle in Ver. 19

of this Chapter, calls fome of thefe Baptifms
fpriuklings
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r{prinklin as, @rirzkged t/Zere with the Bosk and
all the Pecople. Hence I argue,

If many or moft of thete Raptifins, ot
- which the Apoftles {peaks, were done by
 [prinkling, then [prinkling is truc and proper
~ Baptifm, according to the genuine Signitica-
don of the Word. But the Antecedent s
true. €rge S,

It will not do to tell us that fome of thefe
Baptifms were dippirgs, and thercfore to
baptizc only fignifics to dip; as I heard one
of my Opponents urge, and triumph in his
Arzument. Yetthe Argument is no better
than if he thould tell us, fome of thofe Bap-
tifms were drgpinzs, therefore none of them
were [prinklings; than which nothing 1s more
ridiculous, .

I next advance three parallel Texts, in
each of which the Word daptize fignifies,
not to dip, but to [prinklz, viz. Mat. ii. 11.
Mark i. 8. Luke i1, 16. He fball baptize you
with the Holy Ghoft, and <with Fire. Now if
the Word baptizo muft fignify dipping, the
Words may and ought to be render’d thus,
I.dip you with Water—--but he fhall dip you
with the Holy Ghoft and with Fire : Or, (as
the particle En, may be render'd) iz the .
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HH:iv Géori and Fire. Butfuck a Trarflati.
on is inccking, and grates our £ars at firft
hearing : Noris anv fuch Expreffion us'd in
Scripture as difp:xg m or witt the Holy-
Ghoft. If we ask, what 1s 1t then to be
éeptis'd with the Holv Ghoft, and how
periorm’d ? The Aniwer s readv, that the
Scriptures everv where expreds tii:s be ]’}'hr’ng‘
forth his Intluences on Perfons, as A i,
17. Jeo/ 1. 28, Tne feme Word thut in
Ats 1. 17, 1 render’d poer eut, s vs'd alfo
in 7zt i, 5. and render’d fled on ; in Harab
xhv., 3. T wil j’ ur my pu it on thy Seed ;
in Ezch. xxxvi. 2z, 26. 'ts (.omp.trd to
[p mkiing  clean II afer. But in no where
15 bf;‘tzzzw with the Holy Ghoft exprefled
by d@pperng : Theretore the Word  baptize
in the atorefardSciptures, does not fignity to
d:p, but to pour ov [prinkle. 1 might add
many more Inftances, and particularly argue
from 1. Cor. x. 2. but what need is there?
one Inftance would be enough to our Pur-
pofe : For if baptizo can at all fignify
potir, or [prinkle, then it follows unavoidably
that Baptifm can be performed by pouring
or fprinkling according to the Signification

of the Word, Upon the whole, I cannot
- but
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but 2ffent to the learned Dr. Oweiz, ¢ That
“ no honeft Man who underftands the Greek
* Tongue, can deny that Zaptize fignifies to
“ qafl: (vea to pour or [prinkle) as well as
“to arp.” And adds ¢ That he was ready
“ to mare 1t good.”

I now come to the fecond Head of Ar-
muments againft our Mode, viz, Scripzare
Examples : In handling of which I fhall be
more brief. For however our Opponents
timmph herein, I mult iy, and think to
m.ke It eaftly manifeft, they have no folid
rafon for {o doing. And

1/f. They think it demonftrable that Ycbn
the Baptifi baptized by immerfion or plunging,
becauic we read of bis baptizing in Jordon,
Mat. mi. 6. And at Enon, becaute there
was much Waior there, fob. m. 23. And
what need had he of much Water, if he
mly poured a lictle on their Faces whom he
baptized, | i

I anfwer, it 1s no Argument to prove the
dipping Mode that §sba baptized in ‘fordan
hefe that were there wrought upon by his -
Mioitry. If he kad preach’d in Serufalem
ind afterwards gone out to a River or Pool
© baptize his new Converts, there would

| have
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have been fome colour of probality that he
plung’d them ; but the Cafe was otherwife,
he preach’d at ferdan and took the neareit
Water he had. We do net read that he
baptized at Jsrdun becaufe it contan’d
muchk Water, but becaufe it contain’a real
Water, and wus convenicat for that preient
Time. Let our Opponents but review ther
prefent Argument, and they will find 2
to itand thus ‘n Mocd and Figure, <iz, Jos
bapuz'd 1n Jerden, therefore he baptized by
plunging ; juft as if none could baptize m
Ferdan: but by dipping under its Water.

But what is this to Ensn, where hc dapezd
for this Reafon, beccaufe there <was much I a-
ter there? Anf. 1f we can affiign futhcient
Reafon for his fo dong, without fuppoting
hun to do fo for the take of plunging, we
fhall then cut off our Opporents Arguments
In order hereto obferve, that the Original i
budata polla, that is, many I aters, a Pl
of Rivulets and Springs : There might b |
feveral fmali Streams, yet none of them deep |
enough to piunge one in: Nor can the Cor-
trary be made appear. Our Opponents hatt
only an Argument here of the fame Sorta
above, John baptiz’d in Enon decaufz

uds J‘
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 was much Watér, therefore he baptiz’d by

' &rmg

' The Argument would be felf-evident if
k could he proven that none cun baprize

whcre there is much Water any other Way

bt by dippeng under 1t Bl.t until thls

difficult Point be proven, their Argument

wil! not conclude.
Its piain encugh, that Febn had need of
1 Lirge Quantity of W. ater, tho’ he had ufed
cnly an Handful to every one, confidering
the great Multitudes he baptiz’a: For Jerufa-
leey end all Judea, and aL’ the Region round
gt Jordan, were baptized of bim, Mat,
m. ¢, 6. Befides it was needful to be
where Water was pienty, that the Muiti-
tuics of  People, wito attended his Miniftry,
and 2lfo their Heres, might drink.  Alfo
that by ufing always frefh and running Wa-
ter, he mxoht cut off ail occafion of offence
from the ceremonious Jews, who would be
apt to ftumble at his uficg what they would
coant poiiuted Water, cipccxal!y feeing
that they had a Law made concerning & fo-
iemn Purification, which requir'd frefb run-
mng Water, Nu'n XIX. 17, 18. And in fuch
Thm% the Jews were very nice and fcrupu-
lous
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lous. Befides it appears not, that the Wil

dernefs of fudea aftorded Water iufficient
for the aforefaid Purpofes, wiien we confi-
der how difficult it was to find Water after
much digging ; and bow the Philiftines en-
vy'd Ifaac of bis Wells, Gen. xxvi, 14. 20,
and other Places. And what need of this
had Water been plenty ? Or why fhould a
Mirazle have been wrought to preferve Sam-
fon? as Fud. xv. 18. 19. Or why fhould
Hugar have been in {uch diftrefs, if Hater
had been fo eafily got, as ourAntagonifts fup-
pofc ? Gen. xxi. 14. Nor is 1t at ali pro-
bable that fobn baptized by dipping, coni-
dering how immodeft it would be, for both
Males and Females, to ftrip off their Cloaths
before fuch Crouds. Where had they Re-
tircments to drefs and undrefs ? Or how
fhould all have Changes of Raiment? In

a Word, there is not one good Argument 10

prove, that fobn baptiz’d by dipping, but
many againft it.

Again, Our opponents urge the Exam-
ple of Chriff, Mat. iii, 16. when he was bap-
tized he went up firait way out of the Water,
And the Eunuch,A&s viii. 38. 9. He and Phi-

Do e et s

lip went down into the Water, and came up

out
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out of the Water. T%gé whole Force oi their
Argument depends on the imall Propofitions
into and out of, which they fuppofe prove
them to have been 47p’d.  But any one may
fee it i1s but a forced Confequence, even
according to our Tranilation, and the Argu-
ment like thofe before, runs thus : They went
into and out of the Water, therefore they
were plunged under it : No doubt, becaufe
nonie can go nfo the Water unlefs they go
under it, and cannot come ozt of the Water
unlefs they have been te the Bottom : A
~clear Argument to condemn all the Pro-
teftant World upon, which cannot convince
one that ufes his Reafon impartially. Our
Opponents would be atham’d of fuch weak
Arguments in any other Cafe. Every Body
knows, that Water is ufually in low Places,
and if we go to it, we muft go down. Yet,
they that go down fo the Sea in Ships, Pfal.
cvil, 23. are not fuppofed to go under Wa-
ter. If any go a Step or two in fhallow
Water, for greater Convenience, they are
properly faid to go intc it, tho’ they be not
dipt under it. Philip came up out of the
Water as well as the Eunuch, was he there-
fore under it too? No: Yet if out of the Water

fignify
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fignify the fame }as /(;)'rjm under it, we can
then prove that Pbhuip was plunged as well
as the Eunuch. Further, the Eunuch is fuid
to come up out of the Water bimfcif ; which
as Dr. Ridgely obferves, ¢ Denotes an A&ion
¢ perform’d with defign, and the full exer-
“ cife of his Underftanding, which feems
“ not fo agreeable to the Cafe of one who
“ 15 at the Bottom of the Water, and
“ cannot well come up thence, unlefs by
the Help of him who ébaptized him.”
Moreover Ferom and Eufebius, who livd
not three Hundred Years from that Time,
aflert, the Place was only a Spring of Water
where the Eunuch <was baptiz’d : And the
diminutive Expreflion, a certain Water,
feems to intimate fo much.

Again it greatly leflens the Force of their
Argument from thefe Examples, that we
never read of any going info, or out of the
Hater, fave only when they were in the
Woods, or on the Road; then whoever
would be baptiz’d muft go where the Water
was; and not having Veflels to take 1t up
withal it was therefore convenient to go 2
little Way into the Water, that the Baptizer
might more rcadily take it up with his

Hand
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Hand. If we did read of Perfons ufually

ooing out of Houfes or Cities away to a Wa-
ter convenient for dipping, and of their be-

 ing put 1nto it, and faken out of 1, of their

|
|

)

|

putting oft their Cloaths and putting them
on, there would than be more probabiiity that
thcy were baptiz’d by dipping : But as Things
are now related in Scripture, I cannot fay
there appears any probability at all that it
was fo.

This appears ftill the lefs probable, when
we confider that the Apoftles had not con-
venience every where to plunge all they bap-
tiz’d. ‘They preach d wherever they came :
Wherever thev preach’d fome were con-
verted, and whoever were converted, upon
Profeffion of their F aith, were 1mmedntcly
baptized. Now they were not always nigh
to Rivers or Ponds, nor had they Fonts
ereCted for this End, *hey muft then either
not baptize at all, or elfe muft do it fome
other Way than by plunging, that is, by
pouring or [trinkling.

What 1T have offer’'d muft be own’d, I
think, to be rational, and does really invali-
date ‘my Opponents Argument I have rea-
fon’¢ from our Tranflation of the Greek Pro-

pofitions
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pofitions {0 iong, pure?y for the fake of fuch
who know not the Original. But fuch as
make any pretence to underftand evena hittle
of the Greek Tongue, may be convinced by
a thorter Method, that is, by thewing the Ac-
cent:tions of thmc Particles render d 1nito and
ouf of. 1 find them 1n all to be three, viz,
dpo, €k, and ¢is.  The Propofition 49 is us'd
in Mat. vi 16. Hz went up firaightcay, aps
tou budatss, cut sf the Water. This, I am
bold to fay,ought tc have been render’d, fr:m
the ater, and can appeal to all who under-
ftand the Language, that @po {tritly and pro-
perly fignifies from, and not nst sut of. Nor
do I, at prefent, remember one Place in all
the Bible, befides this, where it 1s tronflated,
out cf, but commonly sfor from. In M.
1. 17. itis three Times in that one Verie
render'd from. And Mat. viii. 1. dpy tou
orous, from toe Msuntain. So in Luke XL
5. apo katabilees ko/ meu, from the Foundation
of the Warld : And apé ices gcma; tautzes, of
this Generation. In Ver. 5+, aps tcu Laime-
tos, from the Bis:d of -Joe/. b might hring a

multitude more, but thefc are enoua‘}
The propofition, e, is ufed in Aé. 8 :}‘
0

ek tou budatss, cut of ‘/Je water., NOW
a.(o
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o admits different rcadin:{ in Mat. 12,423

d Luke 1. 31. it is render'd from. The
\ugca ct t}‘ Scuth is 1zid to come, ek tocn
saratoon fees gees, from the attermoft parts
of the L.;I‘th \I:xf 3.17. and Lo a ‘vczce,

2 tun aurarcon, trcnz heguen. _]ohn 8. 27
ware, o& toon Rotes, frem bemcatk s Iam, f’k
m enes, frow aleve. 1 need add no more
*"‘1~.nce~ I own this propefition, €&, 1s;
:d mutt, 1 omany placcs, be render’d out
5 bat T have faid cnough to fhow, that it
i.\ not, and muit not, atways be fo render’d:

And this is cnough to my prefent purpofe.
For fecit: 7, that oF, cari fignify from, as well
s et g therctore it can '10'nf) from tte
"'Ix.‘;’, as well as cut of the Water, in Ad.

19. for ought that has ever yct ‘;ppcard
0 the Contr.xrv And confcaucntly our
‘pponcnts cannct give infallible Evidence,
that 1t muft fignity cut of or from under thi
Vater, in the controverted place.

The Propofition, ¢1s, render’d srito, will
re better ferve our opponients : In as n‘uch
23, beiides other Intcrprctatxons, it often {ig-
lulhea to, or unto, So in Aat. xvi. 27, Lt]f
| e 2 fl's suld ¢ sffend ¢k, em, go thou, cis teen toal
ofan, to the Sca, Surely Peter was not then

G odeuet
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ordered to plunge ux?dcr the Water to catch
a Fith with his Hook : He was only to go
to the Sea-fhore. Alaré ix. 2. He ladeth
them up, cis oros bupleclon, into an bigh
Mountain: Not furely snto the Heart of i,
John vii. yo. s teen corteen, unto the Feaft
And what Proof can our Opponents at all |
give, why it may not be tranflated wnto in
the controverted Place ' Truly nothing that
has the Face of an Argument. They take
for granted that the Funuch was dipped, and
then ezs muft fignify to the Bottom, and fo
they beg the Quefticn inftead of proving
it. They will bring Inftances where es
muft fignify 7zf0: And wrat then? we grant
it often does. But they muit confider that
no lefs will ferve the turn than to prove
that it never can fignify any other Thing,
and efpecially in the difputed Place ; but this
cannot be done: So then whether they ar-

ue from our Englith Tranflation, or from
the Original, they are equally non-plufhd.
Nor do I fe. what reaforable Plea they can
contrive t5 jotify their perfifting in their pre- |
fent Way, fince tis impoffible, in my Judg-
ment, either to manifeft that snfo and out o,
fignify a Perfon to have been all under Wa-

. N o Sy e . e g S e e ‘
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ter, much lefs can they prove that efs, ¢, apa,
fignily nothing elfe.

Bat its time to come to their third To=
pick, viz. Scripture Allufions. Here they
alledge Rom. vi. 3. 4. 5. and Col. m. 1z,
where Believers are Lud to be buried with
CHRIST, in or by Baptifm ; and fo be
lanted tzgcthor in the liken: ofs of bis Death.

Thele J_,w'uh ns they fay allude to the thea

Mede of ’%ap tifiin . And fuppole that Baptim

thould be {o :iminiftred as natively to res
prefent a Burial and RefurreCtion. .

But why {o? are the Sacraments naturat
Signs of the Things fignified by them ? or
are they not oulv arbitra 'y Slgns’ Every
one who underftands them muft and will
readily own that they are only arbitrary,
therefore I need not fpend time to prove
them to be fo, until it be deny’d, which
none that [ know of ever did. Now then,
if thcy are only arbitrary Signs, why muft
they bear fuch a natural Refemblance of the
Things by them fignifi'd. What imaginable

- thew of Rcafon 1s there to fupport fuch =

Pofition ?

But further, we are: ‘Yo faid by Baptifr n e
ée planted together in the szemyi of Chuﬁ 8
. G2 Deatb
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Beath. . Now he( dy’d hanging on the Crofs:
muft we therefore be fix’d on a Crofs when
baptiz’d, that {0 their may be a natural Re-
femblance ?# What Reafon can be given why
the one fhould be refembled, and not the
other ? Is not the one as much asthe other
fignifi'd by it? And are not the Blood of
Chnift, and Influenees of the Spirit of God,
fignificd by Baptifm ? And i1s not the Blood
call’d the Blood of Sprinkling, and thefe In-

fluences exprefs'd by pouring or fprinkling?

Well,and why fhould not theie be refembled

in the Mode of Baptifiz, as well as the refi,

feeing they are fignifs d byBaptifm > And how

can thefe be reprefented but by {prinkling,
ring or wafhing?

They fay, the Apoftle in the aforefaid
Scriptures alludes to thc Mode of Baptiim
then us'd. But how does this appear? It
muft firft be proven that dipping was then
ufed, before it be afferted that he atludestoit.
How unreafonable is it to affert fo confident-
ly, that he alludes to 2 Practice which is nut
proven to have been in ufe then? It is in-
deed the eafieft Way of arguning to take for
granted what thould be proven, to beg the

Queftion in Dcbate, and fo fave the Labou;
. 0l
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of fearching for, and advancing Reafons,
They take for granted that dipping was the
then Mode, and then imagine the Apoftle
alludes to it: But this will not do. Howe-
ver, If it were proven that he alludes to
their Mode, yet it will not follow that he
either ufed or approved it. If an ailuilon
to 2 Practice will prove the Approbaticn and
Ufe of it, then we can prove that the {anie
Apoitle both ufed and arprov’d the Olym-
pick Games, becaufe he often alludes to them,
particularly in 1 Cor. ix. 24. and Heb. xil
1. 2. with many other Places: But as we
are fure he neither ufed nor approved f{ad
Games, fo we are f{ure that aliuding to g

- Praltice infers no Approbation of 1.
But for my Part, I do not believe the
Apoftle alludes to the Mode of drpping, in
the Expreffions of being buricd and rifen with
Corifl ¢n Baptifin, any more than I believe
that he alludes to fomc Cuftom of Chriftians
being faftened to a Crofs in Baptifm by thofe
other Expreflions, of deing planted together
n the Likencfs of bis Death; for I can fee
0 more Reafon for believing the one than
the other, and the one Prattice is without

Proof as much as the other. 1f it be afk’d
| G 3 ~ how




( 102 )
how I can any way account for the Apoftle’s
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h. 15. He fiall /pnrmc‘tran) Nations. There
15 no need to prove that this Text refers to
Gofpel-Times, 1t is fo plan to any who
coniuit the Context: Necr do I fee one fo-
lid Reafon that can be advanced againft our
referring 1t to the Weter of Baptz/m, as well
as to the Blcod of Chritt and Dodtrine of
the Gofpel : For that Biocod which is call'd
the Blecd of Sprinklizg in Heo. xil. 24. i
fignii‘d by the Water ot Baptifm ; and tis
Matter of Fa, that in thefe refpe@s cur
Lord has fprirklcd many Natisns.  This Pro-
phefy feems evidently to have had 1t's Ac-
complifhment 1n the Apoftle’s Executicn of
that Commiffion given in Afar. xxvii. Toge
teach and baptize aii Natizns. Now fuch a
Prophely, piainly verii’d in 1ts Fuifiiment,
15 a clearer Argument for us than a 1ur‘nofcu
Allufion can be againft us. Nor was the
Prophefy only fuifill’d by the Apotties, but
1s by Minifters of Chrift in every Age.
2d. The Scriptures give us Examples of

feveral Perfons who fecm to have been bap-
tized by pouring or ﬁ)rz’nlliﬂg, more proba-
bly than by dipping, as the Three Thou-
fand in 44, . 41. Who were baptized in

ene Day, yea mn part of a Day ; and for
ought

GNP -t Ve -y
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sught that appears,only by twelve Men, who,

in fo fhort a Time, could not dip the one
third Part of them. They went not out of
the City toa River or Pool, neither of which
were within it : Nor do we hear of putting
~ off ur on of their Cloaths, or of any the
leaft Circurnftance that can intimate their be-
Ing dipping or piunged.

Again, Cornciius and his Company afford
us a good Argument, A%, 10. 47. Peter’s
words are memorable, Can any forbid Water
wwat thefe flsuld nct be baj:tz.ud ? He does
not fav, can any hinder to go to a Water ?
But, can any forbid Water 2 Which is an In-
tmation that Watcr was to be brought. Al-
fo all Circumitances concurr to fhew that
Seul or Paul was not plunged, A&. ix. 18.
19. He received Sight, arofe and was bap-
tized, reccived Meat and was (trengthened :
All feems to havc been dore in the Place
where Ananias found him, wi<. in the Heufe
~ f Judas ¢f Damafcas. Again in A&s xvi.

3. The Fayler and his Houfe were baptized
att—r Midnight : Nor have we any Reafon
to fuppoic thc) all went out of the City, nor
jet out of the Houfe, for Water to plunge
n, but rather were there baptized, where

they
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they were converted, and thai by psurire o
J; 'trml'm;".

Now, feeing that going 1nfo or cut of the
Woater does not infer plymmg; and feeing
none who were haptized i Cities or Houfes
are faid to Zo sats or cut ¢f the Haier, but
onlv fuch a3 were baptized mn the Defarts, or
when cn the Road; and feeinz we  have
mere Inftances of Baptiims where Pertors
arc not faid to o into or out cof the Water,
than cur ()ppo; ents have on the Contrary,
it foiiows, that even in Scripture Examples
we out do them.

It’s true, we are not exprcfly told, that
thete Perfons were baptized by f"mw of I
Jprinklizz, much lets that they wore dipt:
But all concuring Circamitances fhew, that
the former 15 mudh inore prebable than the
lattcr which is :ul that my prcfcnt Arcu-

went regutnes, ana which 15 only to ih"v
that we have clezrer Grounds from Scrip-
ture for cur ' RJP than our Oﬂ'\oncnts have
for theirs. And if the Scnptur.:s do fpek
fefs CYp"*ﬂ v of this Point, it Is to texch b‘
that a peculiar Made is not eflential to the
Qrdinance, as our Op')oncnts fondly x:m"l"c

it to be : It 15 encuch that it be done W th |
g j

()

1
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Water to a proper Su‘nc{t in the Name of
ihe Fatker, Scn and Hrlv Glefl, by a lawful
Minifter of Chrit.  Ths is effential, and fo
p..unl) teld, that he tha: rurns may rcad But
35 to the Qanv of Water, we are tcld no
more of 1t than how mo<h Bread ard Wine
thail be ufed in the other Szcrament.

But tho’ Scripturs favs, not e,\prcﬂy that
the aforefaid Inftinces ot Bopir/m were by
fearing or [priediieg ; vat, befides the men-

O

tioned urcumﬁ.mu:x there are other Confi-
derations that will prove thev were fo : For
We can m.x.\c it cuod,

725 %, That our Aode fully anfwers the
Ead. ot Bz:;fa,». and 13 moft fuitable and
fisnai it 3 .md whatever is moft fuitable we
are fuie i £ 0 lered of Guodd,who cannot do an

it 2nd impreper Thing any more than an
ur:tiit F hing.

15, Fepriln: ignifies the Dedicatisn of the
baptized Perton th God. And does not a little
Water anfiver this Eand as well 2s an Ocean
ot it 7 God has appointed that it be figmifi'd
by Water: But where has he faid, that it
cannot be fignii'd without a large Quantity?
Again, Baptifm figmiics the Souls Juftificati-
on b) Chnitt’s I:.(,od aud Sanctification by

hig
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his Spirit : And are not thefe Benefits figni-
fi'd futhcicntly by peuring a little Water on
the Perfon ? Are not the true Properties and
Nature of Water to be found in a Handiul,
yea 1n a Drop of 1, as well as in a
River of it ? It is already proven that the
Blood of Chnift, and Influences of his Spiri,
are exprels’d by [frrimking when they are
appiy’d : And herchy our Mode of baptifing
by peuring or fprinkling 1s not obfcurely
peinted out to us ; For the Water of Bap-
tiicy fignifies thrs Blood, and theje Influences.
And cannot jprinkiing reprefent [prinkiing !
And cannot peuring Water ignify the pouring
out of the Spirit's Infiucnces ? From all this
it alfo appears that our Made 15 moft figni-
ficant and moft agrecable to the Nature and
inftru&ivenets of the Ordinance.

2d. That Mode is moft fuitable which can
be practis'd without Danger of Health m
any time of the Year, without immodefty
or indecency to any Perfun, before any Com-
pany upon any Occafion, or in any Place
where Convenicncy requires ; and by which
neither the Babe in the Cradle, nor the De-
crepid, and aged Bed-rid Perfon can be hurt,
nor any qualifi'd Subjct at all excluded from

the Ordinance. But any may fee that ;}1
this
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this is only true of ourglllcde of Baptifm, by
prinkling or peuring, as ihall be more fully
fhewn under the next Head : The:efore
fprinkling or pouring is the mcft fuitable
Mede ot Baptiim; and confequently that
God, who can do nothing but what is moft
fuitable, has appointed and does approve this
Mode. What is faid will {iill bv more evi-
dent wher we fhew,

Fourthly, That t2e Mode <whbich cur Op-
ponents contend for, is leaded with Inconveni-
ence, and chargeadle with Abfurdities. And

1/f. They either dip Perfons naked or not
¢ naked. If naked, tis evidently immodeft,
an incentive to Uncleanefs, and a2 manifeft
Violation of the feventh Command. If not
mked, then they chiefly baptize only the
Cloaths, and do -:0 more than foak the Bo-
dy : For the Water of Baptifm ought to be
mmediately ard direttly apply’d to the Bo-
dy and not the Cioaths. Some of the An-
tients, who thought dipping neceflary, were
knfible of this, ar.u aptizcd Perions naked.
Or if the Perfon bt haptizec = u thin tranf-
prent Garment, tc.h ths ubeve Confequen-
s follow. ’

LTTRRITIS T . .-

2dly.
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2dly. Either the Minifter himfelf dips ths
whole Body, or only a Part of it ; and the
Perfon to be Zaptized put the other Part in
the Water himielf. If the Minifter dips
only a Part, then the whole Bod) Is not bap-
tized, but only a Part of it. If they fay
the wholeBody is bapt1z"d in fuch aCale, then |
thcy'muﬁ hold that it is lawful for a Pers |
fon to daptize himtclf in Part ; and if in Purs,
why not wholly by the fame Reafon?
Whereas all know that the Minifter only
thould baptize, and that the baptized Per-
fon fhould be quite paffive, as being a Re- |
ceiver of the Ordinance, and may not ad-
. minifter it to himfelf in any Meafure. Now
 then, it the Minifter only mufl 4gptize, and
it dipping the whole Body under Water ‘be
the only Mode of Baptifin, then. the Mini-
fter muﬁ be able to lift up the Perfon to be
baptized, and put him under Water, and
take him up again. But every one kncws
this is impraQticable for any common Man;
and would exclude all weak Men from being
lawfpl Minifters. And where have we @
Race of Giants for this Thing? If our Op-
ponents fay, all this is not neceffary, nor 15 it

praﬂll d
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gradlis’d, Anf. 1t not, then they do not pracs
tice avrecablc to their own Principle : For,
Tiee not how it is poﬂible for then: to free:
their Principle from the above Confequences,
- 3dly. Either they baptizs Perfons when-:
ever they make a credible and fatisfactory,
' Frofe(on of their Faith, and earneftly de-
fire Baptifin, or ihey do not. If they do
not 5apt: xe {fuch at thcxr Defire, then they.
| contradict their own Profefiicn, feeing thcy
| declare, that they who belivve flould be bap.
tized. They alfo contradict the- Apottles
{ Practice, Who according to their Commiffion
baptzud thofe who believed zmmcdmtc[y'
upon their credible Profeffion, as A5 xxil.
16. and A5 x. 47. and elfe where There:-,
*forc it is Difobedience to the Will of God
to deny Baptif any Time to fuch as before
defcribed, ~ Well, if they will daptize all
lauch any where, and at any time of the
Year, accoraing to their own Mode, they,
Q would then evidently endanger the Life, i
' not altogether kill the Sick ; and. cndangcn
| the Health and Life of fuch as are 1a Health,
. And fo it is a manifelt Violation. of the bth
lmemand It may often be, thatan aged
l "Perfon
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Perfon tenderiv brought up, not ufed with
cold Baths, and that has not been haptized
before, is taken fick with a dangerous Dif-
eafe, the Pleunity, Flux, fmall Pox, &¢. and
is then brought to believe in Chrift, and is
convinc’d that he ought to be baptized, does
profefs his Faith, and defires to have the
Ordinance admmifter’d to him; and with-
all it may be in the coldeft of the Winter.
Mutt this Perfon be deny’d Baprifm, or elfe
be plung’d in a River or Pond ? If Baptifm
is deny’d, God is difobey’d: If he be
plung’d he will be kill’d, unlefs a Miracle
be wrought for his Prefervation ; and to ex-
pe& Miracles in ordinary Cafes, and withcut
the Faith of Miracles, 15 to tempt God 2nd
provoke him : If they fay, he may be aips
in 2 warm Bath, I anfwer, the Cafe may
be fo aseven that cannot be had; or, if it
couid, his Difeafe may be fuch o5 that 2
warm Bath would be as deadly zs a cold one.
But when did we hear that the Apofties bap-
¢szed in-warm Baths. | |
- If they fay, fince it is God’s #71l, he will
fave us, however prububle the Danger be,
I anfwer, “That is a mecr Begging the Queft-

oL «
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on : Fot fecurZ 1t s m ity own Niwure
gerous and. dehm tive, therchy it appeats
not to be his Wiii; tor we cannot beileve
be appoints any cutward Ordinance, which,
according to the ordinary Lom te of Things,
wouid be inconiiftent with  bis Moyal Pro-
cepts.  Sccing he wourd have us to thun all
Appearance ot kvil, aud pray that soe e n22
kd 1nto Temptai:-r, wiil he appoint an Or-
dinance that ihall expole us @ the Breach
of the Sixth and Seventh Comrnandments?
! No, it will not believe with me: He &"*‘
took away the burdenfome Yoke ot Myjarc
Ceremonies, will he put a Barden and an
beavy Youk on the Necks of the Difciples
again ? Hus he made the Obiervan  of his
facred Supper eatizr than that of the Paifover?.
And fhall Bapri/m be attended with more
Danger and inconvenience than Circumeijisn
vias © No, No. |

4. bcem" the Scriptures aftora neither
Precept, nor 1o much as one undoubted Ex-
2ample of baptizing by punging, can it be
thought lefs than an Abfurdity t¢ make that
Midz of Adminifiration eficntial to the Crdi-

nance, {0 as nothing clie can be Baprifm ¥
H T Th
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The Reader may fee how little they ‘are
favoured by the Etymolgy of the Word
Beptize, by Scripture Examples or by Scrip-
trre Auufiers, and {o may judge how eflen-
val to Sapeifm dipping is.
stoiv. And Lajik, It {eems to me no
ﬁmll .zblurdxtv to cxcludc and unchriftian
all the other Proteitant Churches on the
Account of this Afzde, for which o little
to the Purpofe can be faid as after full
fearch T find, at leaft the beft fearch I am
capable ¢t making. To me it is plain, tha:
making the Circaraftances of Religion effent:-
al o it, is to pervert them and . To im-
v thing as a2 Term of Communion
. which Lhnﬁ has not made fo, and to un-
¢hriftian and exclude from Communion fe-
rious Chriftians upen Account of fuch m-
pos’d Circumftances, is Schifmatical, Un-
charitable, and down right B1g00trv -
Upon the whole, icem«r there is nothing
in Scripture contram&orv to our Mede of
RBapts|m : Sccmg we have clearer Arguments
from Scripture in favour ot it, than our Op-
ponents have againft 1t or for their own:

Scemg ;t anfwers all the Ends of B.zptl/"g
an
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and is moft fuitable and fignificant; and

feeing the contrary Mode pleaded for by
our Opponcnts is jultly exceptionable, is
cumber’d with many Incorveniencies, and
chargeable with Abfurdities; it muft follow,
that Bnpt:jm is rightly admintfired by pour-
ing Water on the Perfon baptized : Which
was the Thing to be proven.

F I N I &
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