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before were the body, butas the Jewes were no othetwife the
body, but in relation to the head unto which they were unit.d
onely by faith : {o the Gentiles had union with the, Jewes no
otherwifebut throug Chritt the head of them both, bting joy-
ned to him by faith, and 1o to them.

Secondly, I {ay. that the Gentiles did not by converfion enter
into fellowfhip “with the Jewith nationall Churck-flate ; for
that ftate the Jewes poflctied not by Chrift themielves, ( buta
new Gofpell-ttate which onely fome few of the Naion, which
were converted to the faith participated of ) therfore much leile
could the Gentiles participate of any {uch Church ftatewith
themnow: then, if ncither Jewes nor Gentiles were the body
of Chrift confiderably as a Nation ; butonly in refpect of con-
verfion. by which they were inheritors of the fame body , and
partakers of the {fame'promife in Chrift by the Golfpell ; then
were not the gcwcs meerly as Jewes of the body , and {o'confe-
quently not their Infants. .

But neither Jewesnor Gentiles were the body of Chrift con-
fiderably asa Nation, but onely in refpect of converfion by the
Gofpell. Esh. 3. 6. Therefore tg;c']cwcs meerly as Jewes arenot
of thebody of Chrift, and confequently not their Infants till
they be converted ; and therefore {0 are not the Infants of .the
Gentiles neither ; and thus You.may fee your reafons of pro-
ving Infants in the Covenantto faile you, and theretore your
next confequence will turely tall, which is this, that Infants
ought now tobe baptifed, asthen circumcifed. ;

Fll‘ﬂ', E{ﬁ‘ the Covenant were zar 1/9(/)",“, nor Infants inir,

I anfwere no more, it is not the fame in refpeét of the naturall
relation to Abrabam, as Thave fhewed and therefore Tnfants not
n it ‘

Secondly, you fay if they have the thing and {ubftance, they
cannot be dented thefeale and circumftance, if the fitft grace,
then the {econd confirming. -

Lanfwer true, when they manifeft that they have the thing
and fubftance , ‘or any other can' manifeft st for theny , then let
them have the feale and circumftance ; and {urely none can for-

bid water, why they fhould nog be baptifed, when they are
knowne to be tn the Covenant. 3
‘ Thirdly,
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Thirdly, youfay, /féy vertue of thie word of Godio Abraham 7

will be1hy Gud, and ibe Gud of thy fecd, Infants are includea, andihere-
fore of old circuneifedy and tie [ame promijes be continned tmshe fame
Fatetothe Gemiles; ehen the GenrlesInfanes aie aljo mn s, bur the firft
utrae Ergo, 5 i /

I anfwer , thatthe fame promifes are not continued in the
fame ffate to the Gentiles who, are not érahams children by
naturall relation nor yec s it con.inued to the Jewes . neither
{ecing their being in the. Covenant, by a naturail relation, cea-
fed at the death of Chrift, ac which time the commandement
of Circumcifion cealed alfo, and had the naturall relation held
the naturall feed within the Covenant ftill ; then doubtlefle the
commandement had remained ftill touching the circumcifing
of that natutall {eed. for there is no more featon fof the ceafing
of theone. then for the ceafing of the other ; and it Circumcifi-
on had remained, then I {uppofe none would have plcaded for
the baptifing ot Infants ; but 1f the Covenant be ceaied touch-
ing the naturall fe2® then there 1sno Infants to be circumarfed,
nor baptifed neither ; byt the Covenant cealed at the death of

Chrift touching thegatutall feed, 4. 10, 28. Gal. 3 25. Eph. 2.

14 15 Rom 11 .zo,z&ﬂl.‘}.z'{,w. therfore this is no proofe for

Intants to be circumeifed nor baptifed neicher. :
Aand thus Thave done with your firft Argument ; your le-

cond followes thus. :
If tnshe wholz body of Ifraclites aswell Infants as men of yeares were

Laptifed, and withthe [ame bapesfme shat oursis, then lnfamts are now to
be baprifed 5 as then they were : but in the whale body of Ifraclites 1-
fants wer: baptifed, andthar wnbthe [ame Bapi:fme [peritnally shat

onrs' is. e,

Thercfore Infants are now te be baptifed astben they were,

. Lanfwer, this Argument 1sa fophifineand lies not true in his
yotr intended chat the 'raclites werebaptifed corporally, as now
fince Chritt the Difciples ot Chrift were: and in the fecond part
of your Argnment you tell us it 1s the fame Baptifime {pinitually
that ours is; whereasif you had {aid {o n the firft part. thenT
{ay your Antecedent would be too narrow to inferre the confe-
quenes and this 1 thall manifeff by laying downe your Aigu-

ment

forme ; for in the heft part of your Argument it appeares as if
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ment in {uch a formeas it may agrec with it felfe ; (for as it lies
‘Dow it agrees not wath it {=lfe.) ‘
. taritat in the whole Body jof Hraclites as well Infants as men

of yeares were baptiled, and wich the fame Baptiime materally

and formally, that ours1s; then Infants are now to bebaptited
.as then they were. .

But inghe whole Body of Iiraclites Infants were bapeifed , and
that wich the lame Baptiiime maceriaily and formally that ours
1s: [herfore Infants are now to be baprited as then they were,

. Who would not fee firlt that your 4Zmer were falfe, the cloud
and the Sca not bewng the fame Baptifine materially and for®
mally that ours is : and {tcondly neither would the confequence
tollow, becaule Intants wene then baptifed ; therefore Intants
muft now be baptifed,; nomore then becaufe #dam was not to
cat of the Treein the midft of the Garden ; therfore the cating
-of {ome kind of fruit by usis evill ; or no more then this, in-
tants were circumcited chen, therefore Infants muft be circum-
cifed now. : el :
But fecondly, Iwill {upply your Argument in the firft pare
with that which is exprefled in the {¢coud pat, and then fee the
Aorce and power of it thus: if in the whole body of Ifraclites as
well Infants as men of yeares were baptifed , and with the fame
Baptime {pititually that oursis ; then Infants are now to bee
baptifed as then they were. , :

But in the whole Body of the Ifraelites, Infants were baptifed,
and with the {ame Baptifme {piritually, that ours is.

And now ! deny the confequence, and will thew you how the
Antecedent is too narrow tointerre the fame thus. '

. Thatalthough God did by the mitaculouswarking of his di-
vine providence, grace and ‘goodnéile lead the People of Ifrael
through the feadry, and drowned the & gyptians which were
their epemies, and did allo affoord them a cloudy Pillarwhich
was a defence from their enemies, and a guid to them in their
way whitber they were going , which. muft be in the nature of
the things conﬁd);red as great a Sacrament, figne or token of
Godslovein Chrift to that people, as Baptifme was to the Co-
rinthians, and therefore called Bapiiime : and ( for no other

reafon will it from hence followsthat we thould adminifter iLi(;ll
E ar
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-an Qrdinaneeas Baptifme is to our Infangs withouta command &
trom God fo to dofor this is the foree of your Argument; God 18
did by the'worke of his providence baptile the Iniancs of Hiracl ]
{piritually, Ergowe may by our worke without Gods command :
baptife our Infants materially, ceremonially and formally 5 and I
<is this good reatoning» who' fees not that God hath no'ltinics,
‘buemay by his providence teftific his grace asdargely@shewl ; !
thiertore we may devite means to worfhip Godas lakge as we wil,
or may adminitter his means to whom we will withoutany di- .
rettion from him s who fees not that there'is'no'force i fuch A8

manner of arguing s but it is ablurd and erronious {o to realon ? ¥
Thirdly, thererorethe purpofe of 7ax!1s ,'t0' declare to the
Cornchians that Ordinances would doe them no-mort g vod P
without faich and repentance ' then Miracles (whichiweireas B
groat as Ordinances ) could doe the Iiraclites good to prtvent ‘
Juugements when chey finned 5 and thar theretore 1t -\A,’\T)i‘»l_(;] be ool
2 vame thing for ¢hiefe Corinthsto reft fecurc i tir: puil 1ifon l
of thefe Ordmances:as if God refpGed thewn thercby without j
Faich 1n Chritt , fuchiataith as. preferved chenitronr chote fins j
wiuch che Ifraclites committed;; the' whaeh fatth it they had
‘not, they were No more exémpe from Gods diipleature pligucs :
and Judgments then che tiaelits were :and it Otdindnces would
{ecure uiwic Coratiths) then thofeimiracles would'{ecute theny:
but chefe Miracles did not {ecure them'; theréfore thefe ' Ordr- g
_pances cannot {cure you ;- but you muft have a better {-curity :
then this, namely, taichin'the blood ot Chrift, whereby yon ]
are to be carried on towards God -in all things as a People pro- ¢
fulingand praétifing chieeruth : “Butlits putpofe 1s not to (héw J
that Ordnancés; nainely Bapti{me and :hckLords Supper are
required to Le admintltredby thele Corinths co chemielves and

_to their Infants, though they donotbelieve in Chrift : becaufe

then God did evercife ftich Miracles to the T{raclites whrchdid
not believe, 'whichis'the fequell of this' Argument compared
with the proofe, as we thall feeby the éxamination thereof ; for
your firft proofe is this.

~ Youftay, Thastheother Ordmances there mentioned, are the fame
[piritually withours 3 they cat the (ame [piriiuall meat , amd draik the
fosrssnalt drink with wt, MORGEDAES: . ZIOT0 S diss G sy
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Lanfwer then by confequence belike the Corintlis muft bap-
tile chemielves and cheyr Infants, and both of them cat the
Lords Supper, though neither of them doe believe,becaufc then
God led the Iracliees through: the Seadrie s and gave them the
Cloud, and Manna, and the Rockwhich ipritually is the fame
with ours, which notwithftanding did not believe : the which
thung chus laid open, Ihope you will not affirme.

secondly, 1 aniwer therefore that you:erre in calling them
(_the. other@rdmances there menttoned ) whereas they arethe
thar Miraces, which had you well weighed , you would not
havemade them che ground of your Argument for the juttify-
g of luch a prattice as the baptifing of Infants is. :

bourthiy . befides if after the Iraelites were entred into the
Land.of Canaan,ehey were then neither baptifed with the cloud:
nhoriea noxany other baptilme ; ‘then was not the baptifme
which shey had before in-the cloudand in the{ea an example of
perpetuadl practice'oft Baptifme: but the firft jis true;, for they'
enttichthraugh the Sea but onces and”the cloud ceafed when
theylenrediuso Canaan , neither can any fhew that they were
bapufed with any ocher Baptifine ; “therefore- the Baptifime
wihisch they had before; isriot an exan ple of perpecuall p actice:
of Bapiifme.

Eitculy. Baprifmes of different kinds depends upon different’
grounds, andareto be adminfticd upon' different Subjetsfor
-+ diffetent ends: buc the Bapeifme of the Cloud and Sea; and the.

apti{fme we have now are of divers kindes; e g0 they depend up-
on diffcrent grounds, and are to be adminiftred upon ditfcrent’
fubjeéts for different ends. ; :

:Your {econd proots you {ay, Otherwife 11e Ap Pes orpamens:
were not of fuice againfl tire Corsvibians if tFey werewnt the fame Sacra-'
RENLS With owT s nor the Conclufion containe 1y the Corinthiing [rem'd
be punifpedwith the like paifbmen. , i Feheysemamsis ed the (ke ffunes,

Laniwer, denying the confequence, for althowgh the Cloud
and Sea, Manna and the Rock , were Sacraments of the fame
Chursft chat Baprifme and the Tords Suppdtis) ver ‘they were
not the {fame Sacraments; and it futfchil to the ‘A PEUUES phir-"
P()fé- that the Cloud, Sea. Mans. 1, and Rieck, 'were as gycar and
ctectuall ‘tokens of Chrift, and (o they wert 1n the natuie of
thethings fimply confidered)as Bapcifine and che Lords Supper

Ea2 18
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is; though they were different Sacraments of the fame Chrift
and not che fame Sacraments, and except they weredipt 1n wa-
ter, and did eat and drinke bread and wine as we do, yee cannot
{ay they were the fame Sacraments with ours; and thus haye
1 refuired your fecond argument. . :

Your third argament followes, which is this :

There is ove and 1he jame confiderationof the firft fruivs andihe lumyp
the row and vhe byanches + Lt the firft fruits and roote belseving Ty
veats are holy and maft b: Baptized, therefore nfants the Iwnp and bran-
ches ave holy and mnft be Baptized, ¢

1deny the afumption ot fecond part of your argument, aflu-
med ouc of the firft, viz. That believing Parents are the roote
or hirfl fruites ; neither doth, Rem, 11, 16. norther (or. 7 14.
prove any fuch thing; we will confider of the places diftinctly,
and firft of che firft, in Rew. xr.18. Itisf{aid(Ipeaking to the
believing Gentiles) boaft not thy felfe againft the branches, for
if thouboaft thy felfc thoubeareft not theroote but the roote
thee; now if they bearenot the roote but the roote beareth
them, then they gcannot bee the roote, and yet they ftood by
Taith verfe the 2o and were but branches, verfe 2r. this firft
. place is therefore abufed to makebeleiving parents the firft fruits
and roote , and their Infants naturally defcended from them
to be thebranches » whereas beleivers are but branches them-
{elves - and f{econdly, 1 Cor. 7 14. doth prove no fuch thing
neither, which as it neither exprefleth roote nor firft fruites, fo
hath it no {uch fence and meaning as that the holinefle of Faith
in the parents, fhould caufe the holinefie in the children.

But before Texprefle my reafons of the expofition, either ne-
gative or affirmative,I conceive it neceflary to obferve what you

fay (on thecontrary you (ay, you fuppsfe stis miff aben when expoun.

dedrobethe [ame holineffe (poken befure of Infidelis perfon fanitifi-d te
the befeiver , and further youfay, the Apoftle speak.ng therefore of
swo-fold holine[[z, the one (n r)inshething it felfe but 1o anothers ‘nfe, the

other of the thing it (elfess cannot but be finfullro confiundthem.,

To which Tanfwer, that Iwill not contend nor gainfay any
of this, but further you fay.

Thatthe Apoftie [sith twothings, thatto the jure allthings are pure
«nd [anilified ; therefore a beleivinghusband or wife may dvell wish ax

Infidell

SIS s S-SR g Sy - o YER SR

B R ~ N — O




Infants Batifme. 2y

Infidellyoake-fellow , the fecondthmg is, thai by vertve of 4 beleivers
fateingrace, all bis fruite is holy,and partaker sof the fams fare of‘grdge,
with bims , snleffe they doe by fome act of shisrs deprive themfelves of it
as Efaw, Ifbmacl, e, 3 g ;
To which T anfwer, that the former of thefe two things, I
grant. but the latter [ wholy deny , that it 1s any of thie purpole
ot Pau/{o to {peake. .
For firft, it 15 the purpofe of Paulto conclude fucha holm‘?ﬂjc
_in thechildren, aswas inteparable to their very being. or elfe it
would not have b:enia futhicient reaton to have proved the fan-
Cification of the unbelieving yoke-mate by the believer, and
theretore to fuppofe fome Act of theirs to deprive them of the
holincfle there ipoken ot isa coaréted and farre fetch’t expofiti-
on, :
Secondly, if by abelievers ftate in grace be underftood the co-
venant that dbrab smand all believers doc poficfle by faith : then
firft I {ay, that Efax nor /fomacl werenever of it, Rem. 9. 8. and
therfore could not by any A¢t of theirs deprive themfelves of
it. :

Secondly, if they were and deprived by fome A& of theirs;
then we muft fall upon Arminu; tene: of falling away which un-
derftanding Chriftians doe utterly abhorre. e
- Thurdly, then the being in the everlafting covenant of grace,
and peacewith God by Chrift, fhould be conveyed and deri-
ved by naturall defcent. and not by the Gofpell. whichis ab-
furd and contrary to many Scriptures. Rem 1 16, 17. chap.
}Ol 17, Gallathians 3 2. loh. 3 go 1 Per, 1, 23. Jams. 1. 18.

0%, 1,133 Vi

The firft of thefe Scriptures faith the Gofpell is the powet of
Godto {alvation to every onethat believeth ; whereas this po-
fitton faich , thac fome are j artakers of a ftare of graceand fal-
vation by vertucof their parents. being in the ftare of grace,
which is directly contrary the oneto the other: andall the o-
ther Sriptures. and many more proves thac Faith cemes
by becring, and heariug by sbe word of God . by which conver-

fion and regencration is wrought s by which onely and

alone we becomz Sons of God by adoption and grace;now ther-

foretofay that fomeare pal'ta];ers ot the: {ame by gencratiog.
& 118 5t
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by vertuefrom their parents is directly contrary, yeacontrary
to the wiole Goipcll ot Chrift, Rim. 4.14. where the Apoftie
faich, it they which be of the Law (that1s naturally defcended
and circumcited onely) be Heires : Faith 1s made voyde and the..
promite (thac s, thewhole Gofpell or Covenant ot grace) 1s
made of none effect. ¢
But if you meane by a State of grace [uch favour as it pleafed
God to beltow uponthe pofterity of 4biahums. according Lo the
tleth whereby (being circuunciied) they were fegregated and di-
ftnguithed to be potieled of Ordinances leading chem roChraft,
which was then to comeabove pth«;r neighbour Nations:I grant
chag this diftinction ageees to them, yeo nevertheletle: to this
Tiay Arft thac this diftinction was taken awdy at the death of
Chrift Epbef.2.14,15 Att.10.28.
Secondly, neither-is it Pauls purpofeto, conclude thefe chil-
dren {noken oty 1 Gore 7. 14. wichun the Limacs of fucha diftin.
&tion, firdt becauie the Lord in the tume of chie Law did accoinpe
of children, inthevery cale and confideration chat thefe chul-
dren werein, to be a polluted and unholy {eed, and to be putas
way with their Mothers which wercouot members (o the
Churchaccording to the Law , £zta 9. 2. 10. 3. Therefore
that State did not alow even while itlatied childrento be of that
flate; when one of the parents were forreiguers to the Church,
therefore much lefle hath it any confequence to concludeit, {o
now when the State it felfe is nullityed,
“Thirdly,in the time of the Law from which this fuccesfive be-
ing in the ftate of grace , is concluded to come the Profelite
Jew was required to circumecife all hisimales, £xod. 12.48. and
hethould be as one that wasborne in the Land, and it muft bee
conceived that the Females were included 1n the Malcs, and did
enter into theftate with them ; there being nocircumeifion, or
other Sacrament of entrance appointed for themy, whercupon
it followeth that there can beno Prefident or rule, no not inthe
cime of the Law it felfe; thatever any one parent comming to
b of che Lemy/b frate and leaving theit maried yoke-mate,out did
“poilefle their {eed of the {famedtate, and the reafon was. becaufe
the TLaw did injoyne the Profeliteto poflele all of the ftate that
‘were underhis JurifdiGion by theauthority of that Law which
required him to circumecifeall his males. : Antl
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Infants “Baptifme. 31
And therefore the ftate now which takes in upon Faith onely,
and thereupon takes the husband which believeth and leaves out
the wife which beleiveth not.and takes the wite which beleiveth,
and leaves out the husband which believethnot ; canreceiveno
rule trom that fface to take inthe children betore they doe be-
lieve no more then the wife which then was brough into that
ftate by the law of the husbands bemng a Profelice , and Icft out
of this ftate untill {uch time as they doc believe, © ;

Fourthly, the Apoftie {peakes indefinitly of their.Children
young or old, which it may be, fomewere 10,20 or 30. yearcs
old; and 1t muft be confidered, thatage doth not make them
ceate tobe Children in' relacion to thofi Parents, whofe chil-
drentheyare, and againe icmuft be confidered, that #a«/s pur-
poic s not to ipeake of Children in refpect of yeares, butin re-
ipect of relacion only for nis Argument 1s an Argument of
relavion. - : :

Now it 1san abfurdity of fuch a nature, asno body T thinke
will owne to conclude. char Children of 20 or 30 yeares old
which arcapparently wicked, are holy in fuch a fente as by ver-
tue of ihewr Parcnisitace in grace to be partakers of the fame
ftaceot grace wit him, “fo as to be Baptized by vertue of this
relation, : SE4e ' : ¢
. Phicretore holyneflehere cannot in the Apoftles meaning be
{o underftood. n ither wiil the exception take it off, (wrz.) un-
ladeihey do by tome act of theirs deprive themfelves of it) as
E/aﬂ and ,.’I/blf'de/’ cﬁ“c_ J :

T'6 which T'Anfiver that the Apoftle {peakes pofitively
of a conclulion drawnefrom'the State of the relation which
can admit of no exception’, which if it ¢ould, then will it
bee of no. abfolute yalidity-to enforce the conclufion; and
according to this Argument if the Children doe by fome
A& of theirs deprive themfelves of their eftate in grace |
then their Parents can haveno {ané@tified ufe of their unbelje-
ving yoak mate though they have never {o mwch faith i them-
felves ; whereascontrary to this the Apoftle faith , to the pure
all-things arepure 77 1. 15. without reference to the children,
theretore the childrens ftate in grace ot not in srace, addeth tiot
nor diminuhethvany thing tothat purpéfe. >~ = e
(S 3n ' : Fiftly, -
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Fiftly, cherfore T {ay that the holineffe {poken of here, is {uch
~aholynetlcas muft prove the unbelieving Parent fanctified to
(or by) cheir-smbelicving yoke-mate, but it the Parents benot
lawfully married, the grace ot thechild (it it haveany though
- _never 10 muchy cannot prove the unbelicving Parenc {anctified
to ot by thewr Delieving yoke-mate: Now 1t any fhall object,
thar if Therr Parents wexe not Jawtully married, thenwere they
not hufoand and wite cach to other + I anfwer : thatupon the
fame ground that the Corinthians did quettion the dwelling
wich their unbelicving yok-mate, upon the fame ground they
did queftion their being lawtully huibands and wives cach to
‘other, which if they were nog, all the grace that can be imagis
‘ned 1 the Childrens will never prove the unbelieving Parent
{anctified to or by théir believing yoke-mate, theretore the ho-
Jynetle here {poken of is niot a ftatc of grace, neither inward nor
Gurward neither, feeing that aniwers got the Corinthians fcru-
le, nor proves the thing in queftion by them. . v
~ Sixely, therefore Tantwer pofisively, that the holynefle heére
{poken of is lcgitimacy, and the uncleancile Bafterdy, and the
realon is partly becaufe fuch an expofition hath force to prove
the thing in queftion. and the other hath not ; and partly, be-
caule {uch a holynefle is derivative from all Parents lawtully
married, and che other is not, ¢AMal. 2 15. and it muft befuch a
holynefle asis derivative from all Parents lawfully married be-
caufe one of the Parents being come to the Faith, and theargu-
ment franding in the Children which were begetten and borne
before, which therefore could not receiveany vertue from the
farch of the Parents by the courfe of generation to haveany ho-
lynefle thereby derived unto them ; Therefore it muft be fuch
a holyacfle asis derivative fromall Parents lawfully married
and that is no other then Legitimacy, and that {uch an cxpoﬁf
tion of holyn:fle {o underftood hath force fufficient to prove
the thing in queftion, is cleare; becaufesf oncot the Parencs do
believe there can no objection be made why Legitimacy
thould not prove the unbelieving Parent to befanctiied to or
by the believing yoke-mate, whereas if therebe no children Le.
gitimate, the quettion may lie as it didwith the: Corinthians
whether they were bound, tegether,as husband and wifes and
i whether
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whether the unbeliever be fan&ified to the believing yoke-
mate ,yea or no : but taking it for granted that they have Chil-
dren each by other legitimate, it 1s then out of queftion; the
couclufion then is, that there can beno fuch holynefle under-
ftood of Children 1n this place of Pawt as by which they muit
be Baptifed ; and thus is your third Argument refuted. ‘
Your fourth Argument s this, {f Baptifme [ncceed Cirenmesfi-
onsher if Infants werero be Cirenmes(ed, [nfants arete be Baz,v::fgd; bar
Bapisfme fucceeds (irenmeifion, therefore as Infantswere tobe Cirenm=
cifed [0 Infants are to é'eBapiljcd. 3
To which T anfwer,I deny the confequence of the propofition
for it doth not follow, becaufe Baptifme in a fenie tucceeddeth
Circumcifion, that therefore the fame {ubjects that were to be
Circumcifed then, are to be Baptifed now ; no mote then this
confequence, the Gofpell fucceedsthe Law, the Sons of Aaros
were Minifters of the Law, thercfore the Sons of Aares are to be
Minifters now, or no more then this, Baptiime fucceeds Cir-
cumcifion, then if they Circumcifed all the Males fervants
though they were men andhad no Faith, then {othey are to
Baptife themnow ; and {o in reftriction, alfo Bapti{me {uc-
ceeds Circumcifion, Females were not to be Circuimcifed then
though they had Faith, therefore not to be Baptifed now : or
thus ; the Lords Supper {ucceeds the Pafleover.then if the little
Children and fervants cate it, namely the Paffover, with the
reft of the Family diftin&ly by themfelvesina houfe, then fo
arelittle children and fervants to eate the Lords Supper with
thereft of the Family diftinétly in one houfe by themfelves
now : and is this good reafon ? and yet what ever obje&tion can
bﬁ‘ made¢ againtt any of thefe confequences, will licagainft yours
alfo. ) ‘ .
Secondly, Ifay the body of the Jewifh Nation were fubjects
Circumcifed according to the Law, even when Chrift died, yet
thefame were not {ubjeéts of Baptifme according to the Gof-
pell untill they gladly reczived the word of God, -4t 2. 41.
Thirdly, therefore T anfwer, thatas Baptifmeé fucceeds Cirs
cumcifion, {o doth the commandement of Baptifine fucceed
the commandement of Circumcifion, and the Subject comi-

manded to be Baptifed d%rh fucceed the fubje&t commanded
to




14 A Confutation of

to beCirctimeifed : as therefore of old when perfons were to
be Circumested, they bad recourte to the commandement of
Circumaition for direction of themielves in the parcies (o be
circumeiied ;10 now oughe weto have recourte to the com.
mandement of Baptifme tor direction ot ourfelves in che par-
tics to be Bdptaled , ;now therfore for to have recourfe to the
cominandement of Circumcifion, for to have direétion in the
partics to be Baptifed, 1s not onely a failing 1n method, order,
and good decorum, but alfo caufeth a necefsity of erring, be-
eaule thecommandenent of Circumcifion and the commarn .-
dement of Baptifine 1s of different fubjects ; and if we fhould
take the parties tobe Baptifid from the commandement ot Cir-
cumeilion, then we muft Baptife none but Males. and that on
the cighth day too ; and the Profelyte muft Bapatfe all his
Males whether they have Faith or no, and the Fémales muft
not be bap. ifed though they havenever fo much fasth ; wheras
contrariwi{e the commandement of baptifine requireth the
baptifine of Difciples, and onely Difciples, and that both men
and women, Mar. 28, 18./oh 41, 2. 4(t.2.38.41. chdpe 8. 1 2.
37- ¢hap. 10.47. Gal3. 16.27.28, 29. and what is the deferip-
tion ofa Difciple, {ee Luke 14. 26,27, 33.

Fourthly, That which was the reajon of the change of the
Sacrament was thereafon of the change of'the {ubjcct which
the Sacramentwas to be adminiftred unto, wherupon it follow-
eth, thai by thefame reafon that we take Infants to be bapeifod,
becaufe 'nfants were formerly Circumcifed. by the fame rea-
fon we may Circumciie them now, becaufe they Circumcifed
them then: and {o confequently the quettion of bap:ifme ended,
unlefl: it thould be pleaded, that Infants fhould be baptifd and
circumcifed both : Now ifit be abfird to circumcife Tnfants
now, notwithftanding they circunicifed them then, bocaufe
Chrift is now come. who hath put an end to Crreumcifion and
all the Ceremonies of the Law, furely itis no lefle abfurd to
baprife Infants now i relation to their circumcifing of them
.then, becaufe Chrifts comming doth put an end to the {ubject
al{o; and hath inftituted another’ Subje& to be Baptifed, and
they are thofe that firft taught to believe in Chrift, "and onely
thofe ; and thus s the confequence of baptifine fucceeding cir-
eumcilion taken away.. ; And
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formewhichirhach, ‘and by which it comes tobe a Church,
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And thus have I madea full anfwer toyour difcourfe touch-
ing / nfanss Bapisfme , and now itremairies T fhould make {fome:
anbvere to your difcourde touching thieforme of the Church,
And firlt you fpeake of Agreemessin this, vz, 7hat matter and
forme da cyrissunte g Clonreh, (towhichwe do agrec)
Ao you lay, T'hat the marter ts acompany of vifible Saints,pra-
f‘ﬂ"’g farhineheri ghiteonfneffe :f” Chriftard liveng accerdingly, 4
Torhis Lanfwer, thatthis definition agreeth not to Infants,
which youwould make the fubjets of baptyime iwho arc borne
En }1?nc, andare by nature the children of wrath, Pfa/, 51. 5.
vaf. 2, 3. :
. Secondly, neitherdoth it agree with the conftitution of the
Jewith Churchy(which you make to bea patterne for ours, b
bringingyour grounds from thence for the baptifing of Intants)
who never were required to make any fuch profeision at the
tume of their admiffion, asall the Churches fince Chrifts com-
g are; and all the Members added, or to be added, do when
they are addedhedit, 3: 41. chap. 8. 12, 13, 37, 38.10. 47, 11,
15,16,17. :
So then after you have fet down wherein we do agree, (as in-
deed it were well if you did agree with your {elfe in1t) then you
makea Quare # hecher Baptifme be not the forme efit, and your an-

 {werds Mojand then you give yourreafons of that denyall, and

then you aftirme; Thar « Covenang alted 15rhe forme ; to all which
L aniwer, firft in generall, that we are to diftinguifh betwixt
that which formeth and the torme which is formed, becatile
the forme of any thing according to the common and vulgar
aceeprion of forme'is that outward tiame. fafhion or figure that
the thing ha.h, wherby it is ditiguithed or hath its denomi-
hatton, and toapply it'to the queftion in hand, the Church be-
mgan Aflembly. the forme. fathion, or figure thereof is the re-
ation or ftate that every Member pofieficth from Chrift their
g and common head. and ezch with other, wherby every
aw 1n every office or {ervice 15 commumicableand cxecuted ;
0 then neither Baptifine nora Covenant is the forme of ‘Lo
urch, but Bapcifime of believers is the inftrumental| 1iyoamcs
E‘urch‘cmmneth to be made partakets of chat

F 2 and
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and to have fucha name fetled upon it, and without which it
can have no fuch name agree unto it - s 7
~ TheInftrnmentall mcanes then of the being of this Church,
bothi for matter and formeis by confent of loye, ifluing forth
- from theCovenant of grace madein from one Lord through

one Spirit, one Faith, one Baptiline: Eph. 4. 4. 5. and if any
of thefe meanesbg wanting, then fomething is wanting that
caufech the Church to be, and except that want be {u pplied, the
Church can have no vifible exiftence or being, and from hence.
the cenclufion arifeth, that although Baptitme be not the
forme, frame, fafhion, or figure of the Church, yet fecing Bap-
tifme is an eflentiall part of the meanes conducingtothe being
of the vifible Church, yea and the laft meanes too;  That
where true Baptilme js wanting, therecanbe no true vifible
- Church. : g :

Secondly, wherfozver true baptifme is adminiftred accord-
ing to the will of Chrift revealed in the Scripture, there sbe srae
vifible Chareh # by that meanes, truely conflitnred and fdredinbis true
being, ;

It is thercfore called the birth of water, Fob. 3. 5. Titns 3. §.
As therefore the birthwhich we receive from our naturall Pa-
rents, is that by which we receive the beginning of eur natures.
being among the common ftate of mankinde n the affaires of
this corporall life, even {o Baptiime being the birth of water, is
that whereby we receive the beginnig of our vifible bcm;i»‘ in
our Spirituall eftate among the Church and people’ of God, in.
the affaires appertaining to cternall life, but the firft is true from.
the analogy that bapeiime hath: with naturall birth, therefore:
thefecond y force of confequence is al{o true. :

Secondly, Targue from the formeof baptifme, it being a dip-

ing of the body into the water.and in that refpeét called a buri-

all with Chrift, Rem, 6. 4. Col. 2. 12, betokening our deathiand,

relurretion,

As therefore the rifing out 6_f the grave at the laft dﬁy isthe’
beginning of our being bodily in the ftate of glory, {otherifing’

out of the water of baptifme 1s the beginning of our being'in the
vifible ftate of grace,and the beginning of our vifible fpiritualk
life 1s from that day, &z, in refpe@ of their, outward ftation:

Thitdly,

0
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Thirdly, 1 argue from'the end for which baptifineis appoin-
ted, whtich amnogft other, is to unite them to the vifible body
of Chrift, 1 Cor. 12,13, Gal. 3,27.28. Eph, 4.5, 6. and to d1-
ftinguifh them from tfw reft of the world which are not bapti-
fed as they are, Cel. 2.12. compared 20. and {o Circumcifion did -
diftinguith and denominate the Profelite Jewes from what they
were before,and from all other Heathens Ex.12.48'49.R¢.3.3.2.

¥rom whence T reafon thus ; ifunionand communionwit
the vifible body of Chrift, and diftinguifhment from the reft

_of the world be the end for which baptifme is appointed, then
whenfoever itis adminiftred according to appointment, it mu
neecflarily beconcluded to be fuch a meanes as is effe@tuall to
accomplifh the propofed end, and unlefle baptifme asa meanes
! be adminiftred to per{ons which are believers, fubjects only ca-
T ble of fuch uni ; iftinéti I d
e pable of fuch union, communion, and diftintion, {uch an ¢n
lﬁbl = can no waies el{e be effeCted, and that way it may beand 1s ; but
¥ theformer is true by the ground before Taid, é7go the latter is
E;’M alfo true.
: Fourthly, I argue from the Irreiteration of baptifme, itbeing
to be admaniftred but once, the Lords Supper often, in which
re{pectbapti{me isthe figneof our birth, the Lords Supper is
the figne of'our growth : baptifme is the Sacrament of our en-
trance or initiation, the Lords Supper isthe Sacrament of our
continuanceand confervation in the vifible body of Chrift;
and therefore by the fame reafon that a man may be conceived
to havea being in the vifible Church for a trme without bap-
tifme, the figne and Sacrament of his birth, entrance ard- initi-
ation, by the {ame reafon he may havea continuance of his be-
ing there without the fame alfo ; and {o con{’ qucntlf! baptife
needlefle : but baptifime is not needleflebut needfull, (being a
figne of our birth, entramce, and initiation) tobe adminiftred
as a meanes of our vifible birth, entrance initiation or the
beginning of our vifible being in the vifible body of Chrift
(which therefore in that refpectis called the birth 'of water)
o - which thereby do vifibly enter into the Covenant of Grace.
h Therefore without baptifime they havenoe vifible being in the
Church, and byt theyhave. .~ -0 o0 can
Fiftly, T argue from th’c’hatlige of baptifme ‘as it is 4 feale }?f
SSLLEY hiea : the
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the Cevenant, and {o confequently a part of the Covenant, an
Ordinance of mutuall ingagement berween God and man, 4t
2.38. chap.22.16. 1 Cor. 1. 13.cven as circumcifion was an in-
gag=ment to all the duties or Ordinances ot the Law, Gal 5. 3,
10 1s Baptiime an 1ngagement to all the Ordinances of the Got~

cll, which is therfore called Chriftsbond or yoke, ‘#j4l. 2, 3,
a1 1.29.his badge or livery of. his profeficd Dutciples there
being no o:her vifible Qrdinance of. Godappointed to pafle up.
on perfons, to note out their being in the Covenant betorethas;
from henceIrealon :

They that are baptifed upon profesfion of Faith havefealed to
the covenant , & ate known thereby to belong to the covenant,

and {o have a vifible being in the {fame; whereas they that are.

not baptifed by vertue of profesfion of Faich by them made can-
not by any Ordinance of God be knowneto belong thereunco,

But God hath appointed fome Qrdinance to be adminiftred
upon perfons whicih make profesfion of Faith, whercby they
may be vifibly knowne to belong to the covenant of grace.wher-
as others that partake not thereof cannot be fo knowne » and
there is nothing before Baptifme appointed (o to doe. _

Therefore Baptitmeadminiftred to perfons profesfing Faith
and repencance, 1s it alone by which they may be knowne accor-
ding to Gods Ordinance, to be in the covenant of grace, and to
be of the vifible body of Chrift.

Taftly. T argue trom the Commisfion for Baptiline, »174t.28
18. given to the 1 1. which was,that they hould make Difciples,
all Rations baptifing them, where note chat baprifing is a persi-
eiple to the making of them, to beare thename of Dilciples or
Shotllers in ChrxfES {choole, hereupon the words of Chrift in
tl]t‘ Conuuisﬁo[L M-lr.‘ 16. 16. arc, l?(-' ll."dt ‘:’Cllc'v(:b ﬂﬂdil b{ip {l:d
(hall be faved ; Faith puts aman into the State of {alvation be-
foreGod : Baptifine before men ;_and affoone as they were Di-
{ciples baptifedy; and fo ftated a vifible aflembly, then to teach
them to obferve all things what{ocver he had commanded them,
' ver. 10. where note, they were firft co be a Church of Chrift;
Secondly, they were to doc and obferve as a Church of Chrift,
from whence 1 reafon. : T

If the Commisfion for Bapti{me given to the firft Church-
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Tufants “Baptifme. 39

planters of the new Teftament. did require Baptifme , and that
only to be adminiftred upon perfons, asthe Jatt thing to make
Difciples or Schollers i Chiifts fchoole , ina vifible ftate o
falvation, {cated in the obfervation of all the reft of the Ordi-
nances of Chrifts Kingdome, then Baptiime adminiftred vpon
thote which are firft raughe » is that by which the true vilible
Church is conftituced, and ftated in 1ts true being :+but the for-
mer appeares by the ground before laid. £7g0. X

Thus have I'cleared and proved my polition, that Baptilme
isthe thing or inftrumencand meanes forming and conftitu-
ting of the Church, though it beenot the outward fafhion,
frame, figure, or forme of the Churchformed ; yet neverthelefle
becaulc your Arguments feeme to lye againit the queftion thus
ftated, I'will confider thenrin order asthey lie; Tirdt therctore
youlay, thas which giverh being to a (| bureh muft be remaoved, if 1he
Church ceajetn be a (hurch.,

But Baptifme ¢ annot be removed from a C burch,

To which T an{wer,that it is as cafie to remove Bapti{me from
aChurch, as to remove a Chrrch frombeinga Church.

Secondly.you {ay rhar which being wunting to s Chu ch conftitnted,
dot}: 5ot canfe it 10 be wo Church,that cannot be the forme of the Church,

Bt Baptifme niny be wanting in a Church conflisuted, andjyet it be a
Clmrcl:_) as cireuractfion to them Joﬂlua 5. Ergo,

Anfwer. T dcny the fecond propofition. namely,that Beptifine
may be wanting in a Church conftituted, becaute it is condtitu=
ted by Baptiime, as we haye prov: d before, neither will, /ofbxs
5 he pe you herein, the cafe of theIfraclites being .extraordina-
1y, havingipeciall difpenfation from God himfelfe. in the fup-
ply of miraculous Sacraments inthe cloud and Sea. Mannaand
therock 1Cor 10.1.2.which God gave them while their travailes
neceflaraly required the forbearance of circumcifion . and the
Pafleover,which if fuch necesfity had not been. would not have
beene difpenced with, but the parties {o negleéting fhould have
been cut off, Gen. 17. 14. 1f it be replyed they were members of
the Church of Ifracl. vet not circumcifed : therfore we mdy be
members now though not bapeifed. 1 deny the confequence,
unlefle that any can thew the like cafcand prefident of the fup-

ply of miraculous Sacraments, to {erve in their room ; whlich
whien.
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when they can, we will then grant that thofe new meanes fr

God may ferve to effect the fame thing, which till then we mol;R

be cgntented with the rule of his Word, namely, to have the

Church conftituted by baptifing o believers in ordinary caies,

and nototherwife.
 Thirdbyou {ay, That which is but an_adjanét te a thing camnos be

the farme of 1636nt Baptifme is but an adimnii of & Chureh : Exgo.

To which T anfivere, this argument Iyeth not againft my
queftion, as I haye ftated it, becauie that which is but an adjunct
may be a meanes of forming and conftituting of the thing to
which itis adjoyned : {o Bapti{me being adminiftred upon be-
lievers, may bea meanesto conftitute and forme them intoa
trae vifible Church-ftate.

Fourthly, you {ay, T bat which i s the [eale of the Covenans, cannot
be the forme of the Church : but Baptifme isthe [eale of the Covenant,

Ergo. :

To which I anfiere, That which is the feale of the Covenant
may bea meanes to eonftitute and put the Church into an out-
ward vifible form, for the which I have {poken {omwhat before
in the 5. Argument : unto which I referre the Reader for brevi-
tics fake. .

Fifthly, you fay.7ba: which remaines when s man is xe Charch.
member and'ss nt 1o be adminifired to veffure him mnto Memberfhip, thay
cansot be'the formeof the Church.

i But Baptifme remaines whena man isno Church-member,

rgo, ¢ | .

%o which I anfwer'denying the aflumption, but yet becaufe
many feeme to ftumble at this argument moft, I will indeavour
amore {atisfattory anfwer. .

That by whicha perfon profefleth Chrift with, is that onely

by which he truely profeflech Baptifmeand Memberfhip with

“the Church and body of Chriig; whereupon it followeth,
that uponthe fame reafon that any perfon is difpoflefled of
Memberfhip with the Church, upon the'fame reajon he muft
be concluded to be difpoflefled of Chrift and of Baptifme alfo,
and the reafon 1s becaufe heisto beconcluded deftitute of all
the ends for which Baptifme 1s appointed ., yea and the grounds
alfo upen which it is adminiftred ; in thathe Poﬁalcgl not ,

: ‘ hrift
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Likewife hie fexmeth to fall. gom his baptifine alfo. . Thenlike-
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-Chrift, he pofieflech neither ground of Baptifme, nor end, and
therefore no true being of Baptifme it felfe. - ;

"~ Asforthe reftoring of a perfom to Memberthip. we tare to

note that repentance is but an effi¢t of the fame farch by which

he pofletica Chrift a¢ firft, and by which he had right to, and

poficled Baptifme in deed, and in truth, though 1_‘?'5‘1 feem o-

therwile to us whiles error or fin did appeareto be predominate

An hun;which repeatance is that by which heis to be reftord to
communion with the Church againe after Excommunication,
which it he repentsnot, aud {o hath no (ucll cﬂ_cét of faich ap-
pearing in him, by which hedid apprehend Chrift at firft, then
Atdoth appeare that he never did pofletle Chrift the gro nd of
Baptifime, and confequently not Baptifme in its true being:
for though men may deceive themielyes, and may deceive other
men like themi{clves, yet they cannot deceive God, whote Ordi-
hance it is, and upon whom Baptifine and all otherdivine Or-
dinances have their dependance, who hath ordained that onel y
belicversthould be baptifed, which if therefore men have no
taith, though they pretend to have faith, then have they norigh s
to Baptifine betore God, who knoweth them to be deffitute.cf
faith. Yet becauie they feeme to men to whom the power cf
tuch adminiftration is committed, to have faith, they therfore
are bound to baptife them ; yer hath this baptifime no true be-
ing from God, unlefle and uneill the parties do believe in deed
and in truth, as they feeme to do by their profefsion.

By all which it doth appeare plainly, that in evers Excomme.
#scaie perfon, there is a neceflary and unavoydable miftake of him
hirft or laft, either therefore firft he was no believer, and 1o had
1o right to bapts{ime, and {o baptifine had no true being in him,
although he feemed to have faith, or elfe fecondly heisabelica
ver, when Excommunicate, and hath Chrift and zaptifmc it its
true being, although now through the prevalency of crror or
finnche feemed to have no faith. - 7 . 1 -l EE AT B

.Lhereforefrom hence it followeth. that asa man falleth from

1sifaith, he fallech from his baptifme too, and as he returnesto
hisfaith {o hereturnes to his baptifme againe alfo ; then if he
ii'c'metb to fall from his faith and doth it not really: then {o

wile

23
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wileif hefall wholly from the faith indeed , which he profefle
toshave, as a manma do, then doth he fall wholl;t?f?xff:f&"
'bagtximc 1{1d<:ed, an :_hall never hag: benefit by it. e
rom whence Ireafon, as a man cleaveth to his i ‘

hecleaveth to the Church which 1s coni-txturcdl bg?:,ugsf “fo
man forfakes his Baptifme.{o hee for{akes the Church. »

But hethat forfakes the groundand ends of baptifine forf{akes
baptifme which is adminittred upon thofe grounds, and apoin
ted for thofe ends. Erge | 3

Baptifme cannot be concluded to remainewhen a man 1s no
Church Member mdeed and in truth. '

Secondly I'reafon, he that returneth to his baptifme, return-
eth to the Church which is conftituted by it. .

But he that recurneth to thegrounds and ends for which it is
appointed and upon_which it is adminiftred , returneth to
baptifine in refpect of its true being. " Ergo

Mee that returneth to baptifine returneth to the Church
which is conftituted by it. =

And thus have I done with the negative arguments, and now X
come to theaffirmative, firlt therefore you fay, Tbar an omtrard
Cowvenantatled batweene God and a company of belicvers to become one
‘Zd "azuber: , and [0 the like among [ themfelves is the ferme of o
CORYCD .. . ;

To which Tanfiver, that the Covenant of God makes the
Church, I grant, but that any can be concluded to have an out-

ward being in the Covenant of the Gofpell now in the time of -

the Gofpell without baptifine, is 1t which Tdeny, and require

you to prove, having formerly proved the contrary.

CBUt whcrczla)s you {peake ofa hcompany of believers alting a
ovenant to beconie one anothers amongft t %

the forme of the Church. gft themfelves to be
To which T anfwer, that by the fame reafon, that if a Cove-

nant aed to becom one & anothers amongft themfelves,thould

be the forme of the Church without being baptifed for the pre-

{ent, by the {ame reafon’ they may reéeive the forme o fpthc

Church without all theadminiftrations of the Gofpell for the

fature, which I conceive would beabfurd to affirnie. ’
Secondly,neither is there any warrant that God hath appoin-

ted
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tedmen to «% any fuch covenant for any fwch end, and thetefore fo
to.do is will-worfhip, vanity, the invention of man, and mens
inventions in Gods worfhip are plaine {uperftitions and Hat
breaches of the fecond commandement, Thos Jhals not makeioshy
[elfe, ¢e. 3

f’\nd therefore ifit be the forme of the Church, it muft nceds
beaSuperftitious Church, which is formed by fuch a Swperftiss..
055 allion,

Thirdly, a Covenant acted by believers to become one and
anothers amongft themfielves, may bewith ignorance both ot
the nature and duties of a true Church, as s proved by the
Prefuppolition of it to'be the forme of the Church without
baptiime, how then thould it be the forme of the Church, for
if they be ignorant that the vifible Church muft {ubfift of bap-
tifed ones, how can it beavoyded, but that they are ignorant of
the nacure of the true vifible Church? and being ignorant of the
nature thereof; they are neceflarily ignorant of the duties there.

“of : for if they conceive that perfons thould be imployed in the
fervices of relz:tion in the Church unbaptifed, then they be ig-
norant of the duties of the Church, becaufe all the externall
fervices of relation muft flow from the vifible union and relati-
on made in baptifme, x (or. 1, 1 3. chap. 12,13, Rom. 6.3, 4, s.
Gal, 3. 16, a7. Fph. 5. 26. Cold8irz.20. compared chap, 3.1. 2.

{14022, 23, 24 25. therefore it cannot be the forme of

Chrifts truevifible Church.

ut let us examine your proofes, youlay Fir, if the Kingdore
ef Heaverthat esthe Church-fatethat we now have be the fame thar
the Iewes had, then what was the formeofthat s the ferme of this,

To which anfiver, that if the Church.flate we haye now. be
not the fame with theirs, then the forme of that is not the forme
of this ¢ and then your argument i grounded upon anif; that is
upon nothing: butthe Church-ftate we have nows is noi the
fame that the Jewes had, that being conftituted of a naturall
teed, according to the courfe of a naturall generation, this bein
conftstuted of aSpirituall feed according to Gods gracious ef.
feGuall working by the powerfull’preaching of the Gofpell by
Spirituall regeneration, Ai. 3.41. Erﬁo

Secondly, whereas youfaid a little before, that a Covexaan;
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acted by believers to become one anothers amongft themflves
to be the torme of the Church; and then argue trom the Seate
of the Jewes to prove this forme whieh neverdid forme them.-
ielvesfo this ; therefore frely tends to overthrow your felfe,and
to argue from your proofe to overthrow your principle.

But you {ay, Thas the formse of the Jewilh Chwrch-ftare was Juch
Covenang as 1 by yon aboveexprejfed, 1hss you cleave by 4 particulars a

you iy, firft their entrance into it with s Abrabam and his [eced, was by 'a
wifibleassd owtward Covenant, into which Reprobates afwell as Elst wore
admitred, as 1fhmaell and Efaw. Gen. 17. and Circumeifion was ot
the Covenant but ateken 6f the Covenant,ver. 11

EirftT anfwer, this proucs notthe forme of the Church tobe
{uch a Covenant as is by youabove exprefled, atted by a com-
pany of believers tobecome one and anothers amongft them-
{clvos, for abraham and his {eed, Reprobates afwell as Elect
enterinto it : Now Abrabam wasbut onebeliever, and I/bmacil
his fced which entred with him, you inftance’to be a Re-
probate. y :

Secondly, Tanfwer, that Circumcifion was not only atoken
of the Covenant; but a part of the Covenant it {elfe, being that
whereby the parties circumcited were bound to keepe the
whole Law, G4/, 5. 3. and therefore God faith, Gen. 17,10. This
is my Covenant letevery M_m.;;‘gh!ld be circumcifed, and ver.
13.. Hethat 1s borne inthinghoufe and he that is bought with

thy money. muft needs be circumcifed, {o fhall my Covenant
be in your flefh : but the uncircumciied Man-child, in whofe
fefh the fore-skin is not circumcifed. even that perfon thall be
cut off from his people. becaute be hath broken my Covenant:
therefore the Covenant here {poken of was fuchas was entred
into by Circumcifion, and not {uch as was acted by a company
of believers t6 become one and anothers amongft themfelves to
be the forme of the Church

But you would feeme to cleareit by a fecond particular (viz)
[;;' ‘the e/hr[l/z(]m_cww of it isi tho plame of Moab. '

But thiz eftabliflment was by a-Charcb-Covenart Deut. 29. 0.
16 inwhichthey avonched Godre betheir God, and God avencbed ihey
were his people. Deut. 26,17, 1 8. e ther conldcircsmeifionbe any in-
gredien heres becanfe they had not cocumeifed axny of 4o. yearescver

finee
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fincethey came ont of Egypt 5 wor did they civenmeife-any till afier Mo~
{cs ana Jothua, hadbroughe them through lordan ine the Land of Ca-
wwan, Jofhua. §5. 5. bk

To {Ins I ansivsfcr, that this covenant which was now cftablifh-

ed, with the people of Iirael in the plaine of Hissb, was the
{ame covenant which was made with 6ram, {fwsc, and faces, V.
x 3. which they entered into with God in the behalte of thetu-
felves,and their pofterity by being circumciteds Gex. 17.10, 11,
12,13, 14 comparcd 23, :4? 155,26, 27; Md’- 7> 8. and chcrcforq
being in the covenant before, they did not beein to be a Church
now, and therefore this proves not that a covenant atted bya
company of believers to Twcome oneand anothers, thould beit,
that fhould conftitute them to bea Church now. .

Secondly, whereas you fay , #either was crroxmcifion axyingred:-
ent bere, becanfe they haa not crvenmcifed any of 4o. yeares; 1 aniwer,
I conceive notwithftanding, that circumcifion was an ingred-
ent in their parents who thereby entered intoa covenant for
themfelves, and thefe childrem even asthe covenant here {peci-
fied, did co mprehend the pofterity tocome, ver. 15.

Thirdly . the cafe of theifraclites wasextraordinary, having
fpeciall difpenfation from God, in the {upply of miraculous
Sacraments» and fignes of his grace as meancs of mamfeftaiion,
in{peciall of the teftification ot the covenant, as leading them -
through the red Sca dry, giving the clondy pillar by day, and the
Pillar of fireby night,'to guide and defind them miraculoufly
caufiing their clothesand fhoes to remaine {utable to their bo-
diesand fecte, without new fupplics, and without waxing old,
who were fcd miraculoufly without bread. even by 47auna. and
water out of the Rock,that they might thercby knowthat he was
the Lord their God, Dest. 29. 5.6. Whiles their travailes ne-
ceflarily required the forbearance of Circumcifion, and the
Pafleover which necesfity if it had not been ; it fhould not have
been {o difpenced with, Numbersg 13, Gen, 17 14, which ne-
cesfity, fesang it came to pafle by Gods commanding them to
journeyan the Wilderneile, thurcforedid in theroome of Cir-
cumcilion for thattime, {ipply with {ucn miraculeus Sacra-
ments which are no rules in ordinary cafes, as may appeare by
their ceflation affoonc as they came into the Land o Cm'mﬁn,

3 who
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who then were prefently led by ordinary rules, as circumeifion,
and the Pafleover, /ofb. 5 wherefore in ordnary cafes circumci-
fion was the diftin&tion of Jew and Gentiles, and the meanes of
thie conftitution of the Church of Zfrae/,Ger.17. 10. 11, 1282
14. Exodus 12,48, Al 7,8. Kom. 3:1, 2. Ezek; 44.9. A 1 i
PN chap.16.1. 3. Rem. 2. 25,265 27, 2829 chap. 3. 30. and4
Epnef 3. 11. Thil.3.2,3.5. (ol.2.13. 1 Sans. 17.26 36. :
Hercupon it followeth , that although the Church of Ifract
were a people in covenant with Gad.yet the way of entrance in-

to this covenant vifibly. and{o the conftitution of this Chutch
was ordsarily circumeifion. Therefore as acovenant atted bya
company of believers to become one and anothers, wasnot the
forme ot that Church then, buta {peciall communication of
Gods covenant by circumcifion ordinarily , with the whole
Jatiorrbelievers and’ Infidells , and whofoever of any Nation

that would be circumcifed, and come to ferajatenito worlhip ;
much leffe hath it any confequence to prove it fo now. :
Burthetheehirdpariicnlar €y which you wonld cleare 1t isby the

Tewet, m,ewmg:heirnﬁlw: after feme Apoftasy,2 Chron. 15.12; 13,

16. and 34 30.31- Ve, 9.38. 10-1: From whence you reafon.
That withous which they could ot fand in a righs Church-sftase,

¢hat ssthe forme of the Church, butwithouwt therencwall of their cever

mart 5 they could nos fland in & right and pwre Church-Eftate.

Erge.

Tothe aﬁumjtion LanGwer, that the Jewes madea covenant

to fecke the God of their Fathers, I grant 5 that they did wellin
{o doing , 1 grant alfo; but they could not be in a Church«{tate
without fo doing I deny, and you have not proved’s and T will

rove the contrary : firft becaufe they were the Church of God

ofore. Secondly.that which was now renewed had a being be-
fore, and themaking of this covenant was but animating,and in-
abling them to doc that which they were ingaged, and bound to
doc before by their circumcifion , GL. 5. 3 and therefore as
this renuing of their covinant 18 not by your Argument proved
to be the forme of the Church, then much lefle hach itany con-
{equence. to prove thata eovenant afted by a company of be-
Tievers to become one and anothersamong, thcmi‘qvcs , 1sthe

forme of a Church now.

But
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But the fourth particular by which you would cleare it, #
fromcheirideiffolution, from whence you reafon thus.

Thaswhich being taken awaymakes shem ceafeto be a (hurch, that is,
she forme.of he Churghs bue the diffoluing of the covenant is the making
ofthemeeafetobe a Church. Ergo,

Thatthe Mkpﬂg uwayof thecovenant makesh thom ceafe to be a Church
you ﬁly, iscleare from Zach.:x1. 10, Y4 Whence st was prop/!cfl'ed
off andfromehe New Teftamensswhence is. isfbewed how it is accomplifh-
edafrer the death of Chryft, : :

To which Ianfwer, firft that the covenant of grace is eternall,
the things thercof remaining unfhaken;the Kingdom that comes
by it cannot be fhaken, Heb,13.27, 28. the Ordinance of Bap-
time which belongs untoit,the fruic and benefit of it 15 eternall;
the Church which is conftituted by it is never diffolved
but remainesto all ecernity. for it to be admmiftred onel y to be-
lievers, eAet. 8. 37. And Chrift {asth , becthas believeti in bim
fhall never dse, lobn 11, 26, _

Sccondly, as the taking away the covenant makes the Church
to ceale: {o it onely proves the covenant to be the ground of the
Church, and the Church only to havea being, as it is ftated up-
on.that ground, and thatis in'particrpating in the covenant, and
not otherwife : now the queftion being of the vifible Church,
then there muft needs beavifible articipation of: the covenant,
or otherwile there can be no vifible being; now there was no vi-

1ble participation of the covenant made with the people of 7/~
racl, beforethe comming of Chrift ordinarily, and By ordi-
nance before circumcifion; nesther is thercany vifible partici-
-pation of the covenant fince Chrift. by order of appomtment
witheut, orbefore Baptifme : therefore circumcifion then,and
Baptifime now muft be it, by which they are conftituted, or con-
cluded to havea vifible being in the covenant , and confequent-
ly the Church to haveavifible being, in ref] pectof this vifible
participation in the covenant, whegeupon it followeth . thac if
the covenant be diffolved. or ceafeth, or be taken away, necds
muft the circumeifion or bapiifine, which1s the ordinance of
participation be diffolved, ceafe, or bee taken away, whereby
their relation or bcinE a vifible member doth confiff.

Now then, {ecing that the covenant which was before Chﬁi%
: . ‘ i
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did cermonially fead to Chrift and isin that refpeé diffolved,

cealed and taken away; then circamcifion by which perfons had
vifible participaion thereot isaltodiflolved, ‘ceafed and taken
away, and {o confequently the vifible Church of the Jewes ceat-
ed as was prophecied, Z4ch.11. 10. 14. and wasaccomplifhed ac
the deach of Chrift - at which time the partition wall was bro.-
kit A% 3. 4110, 28, Eplie 2,13 14 X5 it s waL

Andallo feeing the covenant fince Chrift is ratified by the
death and bloud of the Lord Jefus the Teftator, cannot be re-
moved, ditlolved, ceafed and taken away ( asyou your {elfeat-
firme in your third propofition:; and fourth period) then Bap-
tifime adminiftred upon belicvers, 'by which ithey: have vifible

Parcicipation thereof, éannot berémoved, diflolved. ceafed, and

takenaway. : g {

Thetfore the true vifible Church now in refpect of the ground
of it, cannot beremaved, diffolved ceafe, or be taken away.

Onely two exceptions need explication - firit thetrue Chutch

may posfibly die;and none furvive them in the fame vafible flace:

Ergo, the true vifible Church may be removed, diffolved;ceafed,
and taken away. ; :

Secondly. perfons may feeme tobe, andnot be true members
of the true vitible Church, whicli attcrwa;_ds may fhew them-
{elves otherwife, and {o the Church may cedle.. o

Tothe firft I anfwer , that the ceflation of the Church by
~ death is but onely to our outward view , forto ourFaithitisno
more ceafed, then their relation to the covenane is cealed . and
the relation which the faithfull have i, and to the covenant
when they dic doth not ceafe;, nomorethen the covenant it
felte, whereupon fuch a relation is grounded doth  which is as
firme as God himfelfe the maker of the covenant is.

Secondly.as the outward view of the Chureh ceafech, fo the out-
ward view of their relation to the Church by Baptifme ceafeth
alfo. by which they had vifible participation Witi the body of

Chrift and therefore this exceprion hihders riot, But that the
true vifible Church of the New Teftanent confticuted by the
Baptifim: of believers, by which they have-vifible participari-
on cannot beremoved. diflolved: cealed or takeén away: |1+
‘Tothedecondexadprion Tantwes whatsthe covenant: canhpt
L - Properly

-
-

. @, SeERER R R T

-

e

G e O e




Infants CRapsifines §9
‘properly be faid to be dificlved, oz 1aken away from {tich as only
deemed to be 1n the covenant, and wer shetindecd and in truth
init, but when they manifeft thems] vesto,bec what they are,
they doedeclare that they never were i1 covenant with Chrift
atall, and chercfore the diflolving'of the Church , in redpeCt of
hypocrites, is nocby difolvingor taking.of the covenant from
them but: by,di!’covcriugoﬁf themite be {uch as never had any true
vight to Baptifime, which therefore hath now. no true, bemng in
them, and coniecuently were never in the covenant, 1 lobw 2y 9s
From all: which it doth a peare that the covenant (no not of
God himfelfe) cannot be the forme of the Church, but enly
the ground whereupon the. Churchis ftated, and it is conftitu-
ted by participation, and vifibly by vifible participation , and

that isonely Baptifme, and the continuasce in the Church, js

the continiance of the manifeftation of the fame participation,
pofiefled by Baptifme , therefore Ba ptifime of believers is the
conftitution of the vifible Church of ‘Chrift.
‘Bucfromthefk 4., particalars, you argue, That if anentward Cove-
want was the forme of the Chaych wnder she old Teflamens, then b it the
formeofthe Churches wnderihe new Teftament : Busthe formeristrue,
Balioe % Ergo. £y ‘
. To which lanfwer,denying both antecedent 2nd confequental{o s
or ifthe Covenant of God himfelfe is not the forme of the Church
of theold '\l‘ eftament (but only the ground upon whichthe Church
- Was ftaced jmuch lefle can ie be faid that an outward Covenant acted
by the people of Ifeael , ‘a com any of them to become one aud ano
shers, s the form of the Churc?z H gut leaft of all doth it prove fiich a

. thing to forme the Church now : But the former is manifcfted by
" whatisabove faid 3 Ergo. ba J6180 :

Your arguments fiom the new Teftament follow, Firft,but you
further proveit from the new Teflamen-, you fay ftom 3 at. 18.
290, Thatit is.acompany not b tifing themfelves,but gathering them|elns

| @ogerher in bis name , whers the word wfed dorh properly and commenly
fignifie s Church aflembling or [,ncgogng[:‘ng, a3 Jehi20.19. Att. 4.31 .
P &Ka1.36.13.44.8 14.37.& 1

r.15.6:30.%X 20.8.1 5.8,
To which I'an{were, thatthough it be a company fot baptifing

themfilves, yet donene of the Scriptures prove that a cempany of
unbaptifed perfons have chis Bame ?; trugvifible Church given ;2; :
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o them: and cherfore the affemb in3 of perfons' meerly is not the
¢ aufe of that dénominationin theScripture fence s but when their
Bptilme is the canle of their affembling, wherby they do affemble,
in the name of Chrift , in whofe name they are Baptifed , thatische
reafon why the Seiipture affords them the denemination of Chrifts
true vifible Chutch; for they weve the affemblies of D fciplesy and
Difciples were all Baptifed,being ficlt taught, Tob.4,1.2. Aur.28 .8,
You {ay, Looke what makes a member of a Churchio be a momber, or
o member, that makes a (| hurchto be & Chureh or no ((bureh : and [o
that ¢ the forme of is, there is thefame reafon of the whole that & of cvery.
art, ‘
& But the making,or difmembering or vefloring of a mimbers s by a Ce-
wenant (alted to become one and avothers)Efay 56 4.6,
To which I an{wecr, thatthe Covenantof Ged 1s the ground upon

whichtheChurchand every mzmber therof is fated, [ grant, and

have formerly proved : but thac a Covemant acted by any to become
one and anothers among(t'themfeives, thould forme the member or
Church,cither is by me denyed; veither deth Elty §6.4 6 prove any
fuch thing,for it only faith, The Eunuches that take hold of my Co-
venan?, and the firangerthat embraceth my .Covcnan:, that is, were
Circumeifed, and performeth the duties which they were bound to
pecforme by Circumcifion; Gal.s 3. fhoitld have a place inhis houfe,
and not by a&ing 3 Covenant to becomue ene and anothers, and neg-
le&ing of Circumcifion. ; 314 )

3. Yoi fay Theeomparifon is of & Chirch with a candleffick Rev. 1.

" 22.10, laoke what is the forme of & candiefticke,the [ame by propersion’s
she formof a Church ; asthe matter fignifiesthemacter of 8.Chnrehpre.
rortionably.’i it '

But the form of acandlefiickeis the jayring toegethiar the [baft and the
branches, which fignifies ('hyift and many memsbersumitedrogetber grhich
dannot be bus by agreament or Cavenant, ;

To whichTanfwer, T grant the comparifon and the propor.
tionalfo ,but that this cannot be but by an. outward agreement

- or-covenasitatted by a company-of believers to become eneand
anothers amongft themfelves; is the thing that ‘¥ deny;;  for
5crl‘ons may be united to Chrift by faith and baptifme,and fo
ated in’'the Covenant of Grace,and members of the vifible
Church propottionably, like as the forme of a Candlgftick is

the
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the joyning tog:ther the fhaft and the branches.

Fourthly, You fay, Ifthe r:mo'm‘nf of the Candleftick,and [o1he
¥nehurching of thems be by diffolving of she Covewant andsheir fellow(hip
estoshem, Zach. 11. 10 v4. by diffipsion, then that was the forme
of it,

But ramoving of the Candleflick isthe diffolving of the (ovenans and
their fellowfbip thereby ; astothem by difJiparion, Zach. 11. 10,14,

Therefore that wes the forme of it

To which | anfwer, deaying the fecond propoficion, becaule the
_tvetlafting Covenant of the new Teftament eftablifhed by the blood

¢ £ Chrift, canmot be fhaken, removed, diffolved, but remaineth for

-ever, Heb, 12,27,28. 13 20, and therefore the Covenant upon which
the Church is ftated , now doth differ from that whichwas before
the comming of Chrift, upon which the Iewith Church was ftated
Aceing thae was diffoluble, but thisis undiffoluble;, #¢b.8, 13.aed
there'ore their Kingdom of heaven was fhaken and taken away, Zae.

11,10. I5. Heb. 12.26,17,28. Mat, 21.43. Hag,3 7. and this
" Hingdome' cannot be fhaken and taken away in refpet of the

: ?ﬂnd and foindation upon which it is built, Heb, 13. 23, Mar. 16,

10,19, RN b LA
- And as for the removing of the Candlcftickes and fo the unchurch..
g theof them,’t is only by a-difcovery or laying open,or manife(ta-
ion of a people to bee void of any participation of the Covenant
- which formerly they. profefled, were cftecmed, and had a name to

" have, 1 Feb.1.19: Kevi3 1. and not thcd,ﬂolvjnp{m taking away

fa Covenane frots them , whiclh once they had and injoyed , much:
efle is it che diffolving .the outward Covemant, a@ed by a covenant

, Hbelievers, to become one and an others amongft themfelves s The

nchurching of them, which: as the acting of it.18 will-worthip,aud
10 ordinance of Giod, and fo the church fo ce nticuted meerly Anti~
hriftian, (o the diffotving of fucha Covenant cannot be the unchur-
Aing of any true churches, becanfe Iefus Chrift hach no Churches,.
& true vi(ible being fo congtituted,

FINIS.
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