200 aruth minﬁicattzh.

Reply. ‘Firft, That the Prophets declared t .
tual [gl)cl(ﬁngs of this Govenant, I grant; and tl?:c {Ii;lrl._ \‘hd
were fome amongft the Jews that did difcern he ere b
be the greatelt Bleflings 5 but bad this been the C to
nant into which the natural Seed were taken; fge“ ‘
would all have had a fight of them. The Promife i T/e ‘_‘
fhall all know the Lordy from the leaft to the great ef o f’thgye 1‘ !

Secondlyy 1 would enquire, How it appears that t’t?q /,A
Moral -Duties were prefcrlbed by the Covenany g i‘,me
Grace ? That Moral Daties compared with Céremg of ? 31‘
al are the greateft, I grant, but that they are Pfcfcﬁbm‘ #[0
by the Covenant of Grace, I deny. . ed |

i

S EGT oS 4

YOU fay, the next thing debated was, Whether thi o
Covenant into which the Fews entered, be Fepet s é‘grcﬂa
and Childrens Church-memberfhip be abolifhed, or nﬁd}, :W,;:
And whereas I attempted, in my firft Reply, to pr:' (4
that it was made void by the Death of Chrilt, yoy rve ’ﬂgd‘
turned this Anfwer, That this Covenant being the Coye. i
nant of Grace, it was not then abolifhed, but Onle. i
the Ceremonial Law, which is fometimes called the § y i
and old Covenant, Heb.8.7,8, 13. but inftead oflr]:'[: DW
ving you a fatisfactory Anfwer, Idid Nicely diftinpy: i ﬂ,;;
between the firlt Covenant and the Ordinances tﬁglﬂ) yﬂq
of ; and thag I then took a great deal of needlefs aire' e
to fhew in what refpelts this Covenant was fault Palns, M
in what not.ﬂ Y> and M

Reply. Firft, What I fpoke in that Nice Diting; dh
(as you call it ) fhewing in what refpects the iy Co: ";m‘
venant was favlty, and in what not, isbut poorly a:‘? ﬁfrw

fwered by a bare recital thereof, without one Word of

Reply to it. I thonld have thought, that 3 Nicery: #0
ftin&ion fhould have been taken into ho“ﬁder;\[‘;g; Dfx- w
far as to have fhewn the Nicety and the Uﬂfound:,eg J

thereof,
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; gt‘?hereof, but feeing you have rcturned no Anfwet to
i [{“:ta Lconclude that the Diftinction ftands good, that
o A ¥ were not the Ordinances, but the Covenant it felf
(2t was faulty. :

Secondly, You fay, I tell you at laft,that the Covenant
gt 29, is clearly diftinguifhed from the Covenant

;ﬁ’ggGrace by this Mark, that it was the Covenant that
4
J

& o=

| 20d made with them when he brovght them up out
M’ f the Land of Egypt, Dent. 29, 25. compared with
aﬂ% (L ReT b 33.. You (fay, you have well confidered
,‘M  thofe Scriptures, and you can’t find that thefe were
o SWO Covenants, and that you have already proved,
f’&- 8. pag. 4.1. that it’s the famme Covenant with thag
Cem 17,5 Heb. 8 .10. Jers 31,33,
§ Reply, What proof was then offered was again dif-
i h Proved in my Reply, wherein I fhewed you the vaft dif-
i Ierence there is between the Tenor of thefe two Cove-
g Nants, : :
gd;oro’ Lhirdly, You fay, that Covenant into which the Fews
Py entred with their feed contained Spiritual Bleflings, and
oo e Precepts of it were written in their Hearts, Dests
i 30.6, 14. compared with Rom. 10. 8. :
Wo  Reply. Ihave already anfwered the firft part of this/!
gl Objection, and difproved i.
Secondly, 1deny, that the Laws of the Covenant of
lace were written in their Hearts, or that there was
Sl a0y Law written in theic Hearts by vertue of this
Vg Govenant, Firfl, The word Written isnot in the Texty
| hor is the fenfe of the Word there to be found.  Se-
condly, That which is called the Law, Denr. 20,12, 18
Called Chrift, Rom. 106.1. 1do not think it proper to
if’tﬁr dy, that Chrift was written in their Hearts. - Thirdlyy
dhol 1 the Law was writcen in theic Hearts, it maft be
0 there gs a ruling Law,or asa Difpolitive Law : Notasa
Tuling Law, in that fenfe there was no Law wu‘ttcn;l_x}
Jg’ﬂ,g the heart fince Adam’s fal), and it wusoply the M}m.;f
I s
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Law that was {o written, antecedent to that fp1: |
If it were there asa Difpofitive Law, then Werfﬂl: |
their fins pardoned : He that hath promifeqd ;;’heL b
hath promifed the other, and both abfolutely yel ! i
1. 33, 34. Shew me a Perfon in whofe heart th,e Lﬁr' iy
of God is written, by vertue of this Covenanr iin?i e
will fhew youa perfon whofe fins are pardoney. !
that can be gathered from thefe two Places, js tﬁ\l] e
Chrift is brought nigh to a people by the Gofpel’. o ) W
to grafp after more, is to reach after that which’tgé}d -gp’
Scriptures will not aﬁ'ord.. o
Fourthly, Youfay, this Covenant was not frft mad i
with the 7ews when they came up out of Egype, it :v_e #M
firft made with Abrabam and his {feed, and only rep % ‘;xﬁﬁ-
ed with the Fewsat the Land of A4b. -
Reply. I grant it, yetis that renewing called the mak.
“ing of the Covenant; and in that you grant it to bhe th‘- | @{a
fame Covenant which that Mark refers to that ew*"
have in the 2§th. verfe, it is clear it was not the cosgou Jﬂ}
nant of Grace. . \ “ 8
Fifthly, You f{ay, that Covenantthat was made with ¥ |
Ifracl whenthey came up out of Egypr, wasno other bul H‘h
the Aofaical Law,’ as appears Heb. 8, from the 1/ [t ,’
the 8th, \ o2
Reply. Firft, If the Covenant that was made with :y
fraclwhen they came up ont of Egypt, was no other tha |
the Mofaical Law, then that Cavenant Deut, 29, ton p
1T, 12, was no other than the Mofaical Law 5 for thar
was the Co%@ﬂt that God made with them when 'hlct' ﬂ *
came up ou'(woﬁl‘ Egypr, as appears by the 3«h %‘C;f' .
and you confefs your felf, that the Mofaical Lap is 5-’ v
tialt from the Covenant of Grace; and that it is ) ;ﬂ
Pealed, therefore that Covenantis then repealed. g
_S].:w,;:dly, l{icny, that the Covenant that God made. /
With them when they came up out of Egypt, was po

o,

ot her but the A%/ e G P ]
ICE 00k the Jdofarcal Law. You will find Dexs. 1o
that
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. t,hat_lt Was according to all the Words that were {po-~
o v:gal:tth_(} 28th. Chapter, that he was to make the Co-
gt - - et with the Children of Ifrael in the Land of Moab,
W Which was the Covenant that he made with them wver.
§ ,o)'1> 12, 13, Now -there is more coutzined. in the
| 28eh, Chaprer than the Mofaical Law; there are a great
- Many outwarg Bleflings that gre promifed on condition
of:hc}r Obedience, from ver. 2, to 135. among which
| Yikre Is their Profperity promifed in the Land of Cana-
i < Which was the Land that the Lord promifed to give
them, verfe 11. now this Land was the Inheritance of
e firlt Covenant, Gen. 15. 18, God néver renewed
"l thig Covenant with them after he then made it with
“rabam, but he ftill mertions the Land of Canaan, as
Youmay fee Gen, 17. 8. Exod, 23, from 22, to theend,
o 30d Deyt, 48, 15
s ! Thirdly, There were a great many Curles threatned
g 10 cafe of Difobedience, Deut. 28. from 1§, to the
hﬂd‘ €nd, and thefe are called the Curfes of the Covenanrt,
i Deur, 29,20, 21, Thofe Legal Ceremonial Laws that
You refer to, Heb, 8. and the beginning, aré the things
Which are called the Ordinances of the fielk Covenant,
€.9.1. which were annext after the firft Covenant
Was made, Ge. 1§, 18, : i
B Fonrehly, Yon fay, that this Covenant is'delivered in
,Mﬂ Ohe continued Speech, Chap. 29, 30.
i Reply. If it bé granted without proof, .that the 2014,
f and 3orp, Clgapt:rs were delivered at ong ccm't«lfmﬁ_'d
{ofy pCCCh) yet it will not [014[0\'»’, that what 18 f{i!‘i.”.rk-,’.,n in

Oth thefe Chapters, do all of it refpe that, Covenant
W{? f:ltmioncd in Cf.-.;n. 29. 10, 11, 1 doubt I L but “j}'cr.
.pi’dlf o+ Was delivered at” one continned Speech, and yet
:ii f’-} thc}‘c are two Covenants fpaken of, ver. 31,32, 33,

(PN

Sccondly, Ideny, that Heart-circumcifion prowifed

e D, Eagis A -

j b Dew, 30. 6. IS a Branch of that Covenant Deut. 29-
# 0. or that it belonged-to all the Natural Seed, who

\{V‘CI'G
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: fubjects of the firfk Covenant : [ would ngw
gepr; yt,he\)vhe’chcr the Cuorfes that are threatned De;zv:
29. 20, 21. be not t'nea Curfes of that fame Covenang

ioned ver. 10,11 ¢ ‘ ;

m%r:f:lo(r)zdly, Whether thefe Curfes be not threatned in |
cafe they brake that fame C_ovenant? And xfi?o‘[h of thefo |
be granted, it will neceffarily follow thagitis the fame
Covenant. that is intended ver. 25. where the reafgy
is rendered why the Lord l;ld all-'tbefe Curfcs’upon .~
them 3 and if fo, it may ftill be diftinguifhed by thig
fame mark from the Covenant of Grace.

Again, [fit were only the Mofaical Law that was re. |

caled, how then came Circumctlion to be repealed. |
chat was the Token of that Covenant that God madg

with Abrabamand the Natural Sced, Gen. 17. 10 2 Thig 46

was no Mofaical Rite in refpect of the firlt inititution; §
All the Mofaical Law might have been repealed,and Cir. |
cumcifion bave remained ; but the Repeal of the Coves

nant, whercof Circamcifion was the fign, made voiq f#

the Token, ) '
Again, If it was only the Mofaical Law that was re. B
pealed, iow came the Fewifh Church-State to be repealed
and diffolved, when Chrift was offered vp? you fay, j¢
was by vertue of Covenant that they were conftituted
Church, by vertue of Intereft in that Covenant thae |
their Children were Church-members, yet you grang
that their , Church-ftate was diffolved when Chrift ¥
was offered .ip; and that the Fews themfelves werg
to be confidered as Aliens, till they embraced the Chri. :
[tian Faiti. If the Covenant, by vertue of which they
were conftituted a Church, had remained, their Church.
{Late would have remained 5 that which gaveir its bex [
ing, would have continued it its being: The Repeal o
Mbjes’s Law would not' have made void their Church.
{tate, had not the Covenant been repealed : Now thag
thie Govenant it felfy 1o which all the people of Ifrael
ftood, %
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» Was repealed, when Chrift was offered up is as
as Words at length can makeit, Zach. 11. 10.

2 I took my flaff, even Beanty, and cut it afundery thar 1
1ty by break my Covenant that 1had made with all the people,

nd it was byoken in that day." Dr. Owen obferves upon the

‘[‘Jlacc, “ That when the Covenant of Grace was con-
« 1med by the death, of Chrift, that then was the pes

- Stliar Covenant that God made with J/7acl broken,
&

and /fraelceafed to be a Church. ;
i1 your next-Paragraph you fay I tell you, that

feeing the Legal Ordinances are repealed, and a New

dminiftration of the Covenant of Grace is eftablithed,
the Church-mcmberﬂlip of Children muft be proved by

 this New Adminiftration, and not by the Old, which
1s3bolifhed ; for in the change of the Adminiltration

ther_e isa change of the Conftitution: The Church was
National nnder the Law, it’s Congregational under the
Gofpel. To this you fay, that though the Legal Ad-

- Miniftration be abolifhed, "yer the Covenant is the
! fame, and the Priviledges of Believersin {piritual things
¢ B rather greater than lefler under the Gofpel:

Reply. That the Covenant of Grace remains, is gran-

- ted, that the Peculiar Covenant that God made with

e Fems remains, -is denied : If the Covenant by which
Y were conftitnted a Church had remained, theit
hurch-ftate swould have remained, but their Churcl?f
ate is diffolved, granted by your felf, therefore. ,ﬂ
Ovenant by which they held their Church-ftate s dil-

folveq, :

\ . Sccondly; That the Priviledges of Believers in fE.?u’I_a
| Tlual things are notleffenedsis granted, but what is

a : o At e
that to their Children that are not Believers 2. that Bex
;'Cvers are Church-members, noncrdenies ; the Queltion

%, Whether their Children thag do not believe aredd .

Orno ? b

Segomdly, You fzy; that by vertue of the Covcna::{t.

l‘~ 5
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of Grace, the Children of Believers have a Right to'
Church-memberfhip. - ¢
Reply- Firft, 1 have but your bare fay ﬂ3.‘for this, /
neither Scripture nor Argoment to prove it, and my
bare denial isof as_gocd Authority. - géz
Secordly, 1 proved, that the matter of a Gofpel. ’ﬁﬁl
Church was vifible Saints, fuch. as in the judgmeny
of Charity ‘wet€ inherently holy, among the' jym. f
ber of which Children can’t ' be reckoned : [ ol

you alfo, j

if you could produce but:one Infant thae V‘ﬂ’
cver was, @ Member of any one Gofpel-Chureh. § y
would give you the Canfe; but thefe things you uever
replied to. , ﬂM
Thirdly, You fay, That the Church under the Go.. d
fpel is not'only Congregational 3 for tho’ 2 Congrega. ’/‘a
. tign of Chriftians under the Gofpel may rightly be ¥
called a-Church, yet many fuch” Churches by the A. dif
polties Authority were upited under one Head 5 Timg. ﬁw
thy .was ordained the ﬁl‘ﬂ:.b‘lﬂlop of Ephtfus, as lhe'}iﬂ”j
Pofifeript declares in 2 Tim. and it’s evident he hag ﬂlﬂj«ﬂ
the Government of feveral Congregational Churches W,
becaufe he is required to have inipeftion over other Pa. i
ftors, and to charge fome that they teach no other’ Dy, D
Qrine, 1 Tim. 1.3. And T#us was ordained the firft Bi-"‘%
fhop of the Church of the Crerians, as appeats by the I
Polt{cript, and was left by Pasito ordain Elders j, %8
every City: And the Angels of the Seven Churcheg b’j”y
of Afia were fingle Perfons, and had Rule over pyey, 1
bytcrs. | e
/ Reply. Firft, If it were granted, that many fuch Qop. (i
gregmional Chorches were by the Apoftolical Power Wil
united under one Head, it would not relieve. you, pej
ther on one hand nor on the other, you could no fogpey
prove that Children were Members under the Ney. il
Adminiftration than before : If you can’t produce gpe W
Child in ten Congregations fingly confidered, then }'o;'

can’

=
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qf'. can’t T - . el . S
o 1y COnII)IdzC}-gg? one in the fame Congregations colle&lve_
\ Sm’”dly, Ifthis were granted, yet it cannot be de-
ied bog that the conftitotion of the Church is alter-
G and fill thereisa plurality of Churches under the
opel 5 _whereas the Church was National under
/8 Sh’e Legal Difpenfation, and if altered in any thing,
Bl IS by vertue of this New-Difpenfation, and that

CWs that we muft now take our meafures from '
thence ; and if we will prove Childrens Church-Mem=
rhip under the Gofpel, it muft be done by the Law of
the New.- Dif penfation, or we do nothing,
Sffoﬂdly, I deny, that many fuch Churches were
Y the Apoftolical Power united under one Head;
| and therefore fhall in the. next place cxamine your
4 Proofs, Yourfirft Inftance is of Timothy ordained the
?rq: Bithop of Epbefus, and you prove it by the Poft-
cript. .
. Reply. Fiyfp, 1 Queftion"the Authority of this Poft-
fcr_ipt, and that for thefe Reafons : Firff, T donot find
1t 1n all Tranflations 5 if it were of Divine Authority, i
Wonder it hould be left out. Secondly, The Poftfcript
to that which we call the firf# Epiftie to the Corinthians,
i tellsusic wasthe firft, when it appears Chap. 5. 9. thas
;’1 it was the fecond, therefore I look upon thefe Poft-
W i ;’0 e e f them, it ‘will
W Secondly; 1f | grant the Authorityof 7 -
i ftang yog’,in litt%c ftead : For, Firft, The fouéch P
Ephefus was but one fingle Congregation, produce 2
ity i s ordained by
plm‘ahty if you can. Secondly, He wa a
J¢ EleCtionsnot made and impoled upon them by any : PO‘
gl olical Power, he was chofen by. the People. ; Gl
Thirdly, A Bifhop and an Elder is the fame thing, T
1.5, compared with the 7th. - .
. ‘Four:blyp, It doth not appear from 1 Tim. 1.3 [TE
Limothy had an infpection over other Paftors, int ht
. O 2 e




- Doétrine. For,

" teaching or preaching, not being tyed to Oﬂice-Power;

s Truth Windicated,
he was to charge fome that they fhould teach no other

Firft, You do not know that thefe were Paftorg

the Members might teach as well as Paftors, they mighe
all prophefie one by one : Prophefying is a fpeaking tg
Fdification, Exhbortation and Confolation,<1 Cor, 5.
Many of the Brethren in the Lord wazxed bold to preach hg
Gofpel by iy Bonds, {aith the Apoftle, I_’btl. 1.14, 15, 16,
As cvery man bath reccived a gifta[o let bim minifter the [ame

s good. Stewards of the mamfold Graces of God : He 4}, a;

£ ¢aks, let him [peak asthe Oracles of God, ™ 1 Pet, 4 10.

Secondly, It it be granted that they were Paftors, yeg
what power does there appear in Timothy ‘over them |
this Scripture, more than was in the Members of the
Church of Colofs over Archippus, Colof. 4. Say to Ay
chippitsy that he take beed ro bis Miniftrythat be bath receiy-
edy to fulfill irl. i1 -

Fifthly, There was a'plutality of Bifhops or EJ
in Epbefits; though Ephefus was but one angregasieoré
or Church, Ats 20. He fent and called for the Eldey
of the Church of Ephefus, and gave them a charge to feed the
Jlock of God over the which the Floly Ghoft had niade them
Overfeers.  The Church of Ephefis was but one flock
andeachof thefe Elders was an Overfeer of the whoja
flock; they had equally the overfight of them, and ;:
doth not-appear that here was any Superintendent
Primate, or chi;'f among them. 2

Your fecond Inftance is 77:us, and his
»q Poltfcript for it neither. o Powet hath b

Reply. What I have faid of Timorhy with refpedt to |

the Pofticript you may read over again, and lec it ferve

+ for an enfwer here.

Secondly, You fay, he wasto ordain Elders i
City. 5 AL

Reply. Firft, {f Litns were ordained an Elder of 2 par-

ticylar
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ticalar Chyreh in Crete, it was by Election, which fhews
¢ Power of ordination lay in the Church, not in Mini-
€IS 5 and what power there is in one Church is in ano-
ther: Now we may not fuppofe that Paxl who never at.
tempted to take the power ofthe Church from them him-
>ty would give Zisus a Power fo to do 3 he gave him
1'€5to obferve 5 Thar thou fhould'ft ordain Eldersin every
City, as I had appointed thee : Titus was left there to be of
ule by way of advice and counfel to them, to acquaint
them with the Rules that wereto be obferved by them
W the Organizing of Churches, but not to exercife a
onarchicdl Power over them.
Secondly, The ordination of an Elder is not the A&
ofa Particular Perfon, but of the whole Church, there-

ote Titus had not this Power in himfelf, Acts14.23.

When they bad ordained them Elders in all the Churches by ele-

tion, &e. Not by laying on of bands Jbut by lifting up of hands,
(as Cartwright ‘obferves on the place in anfwer to the
Rbemifts ) ot was by common fuffragey the effence of Ordi-
nation lieth i the choice of the peo’plej and_the acceptation of
that choice.  Beza notes on'the place, Zhatinthe Primi-
tve Times Minifters mere not made, aad_thraft npon the
People throysh Bribery or Lordly Superiorizy, bur chofe by the
Common_fuffrage of the people :”Each particular Congrega-
‘*gn is invefted with full power for the right ordering
of themf{elves, Adar. 18. ; £

Thirdly, Ti,m: was an Evangelilt, as it appears bg( his
Wark ;. he was not long Refident in one place, and was
Oaly left at Crere for a feafon, to be an Affiltant to them
10 this Work, no fixed Bifhop over all the Churchcs in

rete,

Your third Inftance is of the Angels, Rev. 24, and 3/{‘-
~hapters, they were fingle Perfons you fay, and had
the Rule over Presbyters. . !

Keply, Firft, That thefe were particular men I grant,
and o were the Churches that they related to, pam«::;

, g

2
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#1ar Churches_or Congregations ; produce a plurality
of Congregations in any one ot thefe Churches if you

can.
"~ Sccondly, Thefe Angels were the Mefengers of th
Churches 3 fo the word Angels fignifie.
- Thirdly, You can't produce onc inftance in thefe two
Chapters, that thefe Angels had rule over Prefbyter, ; for
what is contained in thele Epiftles is fpoken to the
Churches, both by way of commeedation, andby wa
of reproof, and not to the Angels diftin@& from the
Churches ; what the Spirit {pake wasto the Churcheg
. though the Epiftles were fent to the Angels: You capp
fay it was the Angel of the Church of Ephefus op)
that had left his firft Love, unlefs you contradi& yol,y;
felf, page 52. You fay it is evident, that fome of the
“Church of Ephefus fell, and were threatned unlefs they
did repent ; now the {fame that were here threatned,
ghat were before commended, that had tried them thaé
had faid they were Apoftles, and were not, and had
found them Lyars, verfe 2.°fo that it was the Church
that had this Infpeétion over the pretended Minj.
fters, not the Angels ditin€t from the Church., And it
wag the Church of Pergamos that was reproved, in th
14th, verfe, for fuffering corrupt Teachers to remaie
there: Nor are you ever able to prove that thefe corry l:
‘Teachers had Office-power committed to them. If th
pad not, then ghc:fe Angels had not rujle over Prefbymi -
1_f they “had, it was the Church, not the Angels finp] ;
confidered, that had this ruling power 3 if the negl%a-
had been the Angels, not the Churches, the Church
would not have been reproved for the Angels fault, &
Ip: thenext place you fay I tell you, that the onl
C,qm_m:mon the Apolties had from Chrift was to mak
* Difciples by Inftruction, and then to Baptize them - te
this you fay, that Chrill. commiflioned them to ba'p;i—ro
all that were difcipled, and that Infants of Believers aer

in
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1n fﬂm_e fenfe Difciples, becaufe God is pleafed totake .
them into Covenant, ' o

h,]\’f_ply. Firff, You granted in your laft, that the

ef Commifiion that the Apoftles had from Chrift,

Was, 1o make Cifciples by Inftruétion, and then to bap-

-Hze them: Upon which Idefired you to fhew me ano-
ther, if chis were not the only Commiffion that Chrift
Gave. them : Now becaufe you can't find another, but
Muft grang that this was the only Commifion they
dcled by, you have left out the word Inftrution, which
Iiﬁurhad granted before ; but this will not do your Ba-

Cis,

Secondly, To bedifcipled by Inftruction, and to be a

D{fcgplc of Chrift, isthefame thing; a Perfon can’tbe a

2 Mciple of Chrift unlefs he be taught. Can a Perfon be a

If'”Cl;)Ie of Chrift unlefs he hath learned Chrift ? If you
Id not know that a Difciple and a Scholar were the -

' fame thing, the Oppolition yon make againlt it were
the more tolerable : You can’: define a Difciple of Chrilt,
bur you muft {2y, he is one that hath learned Chrilt..
Calyin, that was no Friend to the Perfwafion of the Bap-
#fts, faith inthe 3d. Book of his Inffitutions, Chap. 2+
M{} ; Se&. 6. that the Apoftle doth commonly ufe the words =

N Faithfyl and Difeiple, as feveral Words exprefling the

ame thing ; andWilfon in his Dictionary tells you, the

[‘:ﬂ” ord Difciple fignifies a Scholar, without giving any
’/ﬂﬂf’:‘ Other fenfeof it ; nor did Iever meet with any other
W”' fenfe of the Word, unlefs the point of Baptifin were in
il debate, and then [ confefs Men will ﬂ)i(_t and [tr_a:p 'tne
! Word ftrangely, ( as you do) to bring in Children =%
ﬂﬂb to be Difciples, though thiey know they are uncapable. 8
.Of learning Chrift. :

., Secondly, The Apoftles had no Commiflion to bap-
fﬁ";‘ tze any but fuch as were difcipled by ‘Inlh';zft_lqn :
" | - The Commiffion is, Go difciple to me all Nations, baptizt"g
them 3 the word Them is relative to all Natiops difcipled.

ﬁ 04 Thirdly,
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Thirdly, 1 deny, that Infants are difcipled in ay
fenfe, and it feems yon don't know your felf in whag
fenfe they are Difciples; you fay, they are fo in fome

fenfe, but do not tell me in what. In what fenfe j .

pray is he a Scholar, that never learned, that neyep

went to School to learn, that is not capable of Learp_

ing

ens from the Faith muit be difcipled before they be bap-
tized, yet you can’t fee how all Infants arc hereby ex.
cluded.

dlgfpzy, The, {ame Commiflion that exprefly enjoyns
them to Baptize the former, dothimplicitely and con-
fequentially forbid them to Baptize the latter. 1 woyjq
but ask, Whether Chrift, when he doth exprefly com.
imand them to teach baptized ones-to obferve all things
what{oever hie hath commanded them, hath notin the

fame command implicitely and confequentially forbig..
denthem to teachthem toobferve that which he hagh

not commanded them. ‘

Thirdly, You fay, that the Children of Believers are
born within the Covenant, and fo ought to be bapti-
zed before they are capable of Inftruction. ,

Reply. Firft, You do but beg the Queftion to
they are born within the Covenant, that’s the thing de-
nied by me, and not proved by you. ‘

Secondly, 1 deny, thag barely Intereft in the Cov‘e..

nant is the ground of Baptifm ; there isnothing that You

. pitch upon to prop up Infant-Baptifm withal, thae
'you have any exprefs Scripture to prove itby; if vou

day, they ar¢ in the Covenant, that muft be proved by
confequence ; if you fay, that Interelt in the Covenane
is the ground of Baptifin, that muft be proved by cop.

" fequence ; and whatever elfe you make the ground of

it, muft be proved the fame way ; and fo you are fily
feft upon uncertaintics your felves, and from miftakeq

pres

.S:ccoﬁd/y, You fay, that though you grant that Aj;.
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Cera JOR draw wrong Gonclufions. Nothingcan .

ma 3‘“13’ be made the ground of Baptifm but the com-

v 2 of Chrift, keep to that and you are upon a fure

Oundation, and if you keep to that, you will never
any but fuch as are difcipled by the Word,

SECT. XL

YQU come now you fay to Vindicate your Argu-
Voo Jents for Infant-baptifm againit my Exceptions.
our firft Argumentis drawn from 4és 2., 39. Thisyou

;V I ftrougly affaulted with many Engivs of Battery.

f’.rﬁ» I argue thus,that what right the Children are here
¢80 have, they had before their Parents did believe.
TAnfwer o this, you fay, the Promifc was propofed to
€ Jews, to encourage them to believe, andto repent s
and if they would lay hold on the Promife, andbecome
”H,C‘PICS,, that then they fhonld 'gain an Advantage to
their '_C!liidren 3 for the Promife was offered to them on
ondition that they would embrace Chriftiapity, but
¢y had no atual right to it till they did believe;
and though the Promife was propofed to the Fews whillk .
nbelievers, vet an Argument may be drawn from it
to proye 2 Priviledge to Believers and their Children.
Reply. Firft, Herels a grant, that the Fews were not ,
elievers when the Promife was propofed tothem 5 by

Which I perceive that my Engines of Battery were not

Taifed in vain, the main Fortis beaten down, and the
ftrangeft hold that ever Infant-baptifm had is now e~
Molifhed. No Argument can be drawn to prove 2 Pri-
Viledge to Believersand their Children, from what is
Poken to. Unbelievers, :

Secondly, Grant this, and you muft necefTarily grant
the other, that what right the Childrm} are here faid tbo

ave, they*had before their Parents did believe s TJ:‘
Promife is 10 you, and to your Children 5 this was ’ap_tc’('./“
dent 1o their Faith. Thirdly,
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Thivdly, 1 deny, that.the offer of the Promife was
Condition, that they wonld embrace Chriftianity : g Q
Firft, Had the Parents refufed to embrace Chfiﬂ:i'ani?r’
that bad not blackt up the way of the Children: (2 ¥
advantage or difzmvanragc-o‘f the Children did nc;td g
send on their Parents receiving or rejeting ; the Ch'i‘ ;
dren had the offer as well as the Parents. Li- ﬁﬁl‘
Secondly, Thofe that never did receive it had the - W
fer as well as thofe that did; nothing can be more f? "
than the offer of the Promife. €e \' «1
Thirdly, There is no affurance given in the Teyy i
¢hat {uch as did embrace Chriftianity fhould gain' » Gpﬁ
2dvantage to their ‘Children ; what the Promife wag %“ rf_gd
the Parents before they did believe, that it was to theio i
Children before they did believe 5 that is, they ‘bottl; ',i\‘d
had the offer of 'ic, and ‘the Children had no more - o"'
cer their Parents did believe, by vertue of their Paren | wﬁ}t
Faith, than they had before. 1 would now Quer s Q‘bki
W hat advantage the Parent gained for his Children g'a M@
embracing of the Chriftian Faith ? If you fay, it Wa{; fﬂg‘gi
_Baptifm, [ muft defire you to prove it too as well 2s f3 't‘x
 foy if you fay, it was an Interelt in the Promife by ;&3‘&
yertue of which they had a right to Baptifin, et )[’ |
fhall defire proof to both, for neither of them is foupy. :
¢d on the Text. 3
Secondly, 1 would Query, Whether they gained o
advantage for all their Children, or butfor a part of
them? If you fay, for all, then for the Adult as wel]
*for their Infants, then bad they an Intereft in the Pros N
mife, and a right to Baptifin, though they remain’&
profeflt Pagans, or continued Aliens; denying Fefus o

Aazareth 3 and this is contrary to your own Prirciples
1f you fay, they gained an advantage for their Infapyg
only, then you will be to feck for proof for this di&inS
¢tion 3 nay, the Text will contradit yot, for thei-
Children are indefinitely confidered, Secondly, Th;l;

e would
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I;?flgd, not reach the Cafe, they had faid but juft before,
o -?Od{W Hpon us, and upon our Children;, the Apoftle
. applies a Plaifter as large as the Soré ; The Promife
¢ YOu}lllon’ and o your Children ; as if he had faid, though
. M; ead ave imprecated his Blood on your own, and the
{4 s of your Children, yet have youand your Chil-
iﬁv{y | rer: Fhi”ten%er of the Promife.
g °eondly, You fay, though the Prowife was propofed
M‘W 10 the Fems whillt Unbelievers, yet an A:‘gunlzen?‘may
8 drawn thus, the offering of a Promife to the Wicked
d‘“ u?th not make it ineffetual to the Righteous ; though
MM y: Gofpel be preached to the Wicked that rejedt ir, -
r,g?g etglll)?l_as believe and obey the Gofpel may reap Ee-
P it.
g;[]’:f er"Plf I'grant it, but hereis no Argument in this to
gaf‘ ﬂ' a"w? an advantage to more than do believe: What s
( it > this to Infants that do not believe, nor are any wife
" u‘;;l’able fo to do? could I have argued no better, I
,d{dﬂm Ould have let this alone 5 and now 1 fay again, that
i 'Ol. rgument can be drawn to prove a Priviledge to
g8y Clevers and their Sced, from what is {poken ro Uns
i tﬁ 1evers. Should 1 fay, the Promife is to Believersand
") O¢ir Children, and no more, and bring this Text to
o Prove it, you would turff this Text . againlt me, to’
,,;"‘, Prove that the Promife is to Unbelievers and their Chil-
W'o\ 'en, and what Reply have I then to make? ;
paft, B Stcondly, You fay, Itell you, that if the Children of
.916“ tellGVcrs have an Intereft in the Promife, they fhall
’b’% P tn enjoy the goad of the Promife, for Interelt in the
wn‘ Omife can’c be loft, You fay, if this bafiled Argo-
1,[#‘:‘ ;neml were of any force, many grown Perfons as well’
Wy ns Chlldren_ that  profefs the true Faith, would have
m{a,ﬂ, ' Intereft in the Promife.
i ] Reply. The Argument has not yet been bafiled, and
¥ thl,ﬂk it will not for the future ; the Apoftle tells us,

l
‘ﬁ? Romia, that iv cannot be, Thet the Word-of God fhould

have
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have raken none ¢ffeét 5 the Promife can’t fail thofe thas ﬁﬁ*‘
have an Intereft in it; the Proémife is not Yea a"ﬁ'fiﬁ
Nay, but Yes and Amen; the Reafon why fome of e
Ifrael went without the Benefit of it, was, becauge they‘{?}d
had no Intereft in it 3 the Promife was made to Ifracl, #
But all were ot Ifrach that were of Ifvacl. A new Heactll
is abfolutely promifed to thofe that have an Intereft i .
the - Promife, 1hat God will forgive their Iniguities, and'f‘gﬂ
remember their Sins no more ; how then can they go Witl. ﬂ
out the Benefit of ? Did thefe Promifes hang on Copg; ]
sions, it were fomething, but that they do 0ot 5 you il ﬁ
grant your felf, that the change of the Hear is aﬂfm'gba
lutely promifed. W‘
Secondly, 1 grant, that many grown Perfons, ¢y, il
profefs the true Faith, have no Interefl in the Promig N/ ¢
This runs me upon no abfurdity ; there are many Hypo_f 0
crites that profefs the true Faith.- The foclith Virging
rofefled the fame Faith that the wife did ; iU’s ot the o
Profeflion of Chrilt, bu} Relation unto Chrift, that is?ﬁ{;'
the ground of Intereft in the Promife 5 If ye be Chrif, | /
then are ye Abrabams Seed, and Heirs according 10 Pro. o
mife. It is not the Profeflion of the true Faith that'-i)mé‘
is the Evidence of Intereft in the Promife, but Faith ic'\‘lieﬂ
elf. & e
i Thirdly, You fay, that all that have an Intereft in ghe ‘{
Covenanr, in regard of external Priviledges, may nog M
enjoy the faving Benefits thereof, - becaufe they proye M
fallc to the Covenant, and Apoftatize fromir. ~. "
Reply. The Queltion was not about thofe that haye gﬂm
~an Intereft in the Covenant, in regard of externa] pyj. iﬂ
.viledges, ( though I know no fuch Intereft {ingly confj. ¥

dered ; he that hath an Interclt in the Covenant of.%
/A

Grace, hath a Right and Title to all the good of j-
G:aacce here, and Glory hereafter. ) The Qucftion is,
about thofe that have an Intere[_t in the Promife, an('i'
that I keep to, fuch fhall not fail of the Benefit of ity 1

the




L Truth windicated. 217
‘ ,ase E;Smxfe; is abfolute, Fer.31.33,34. Secondly, Such
A ntereft in the Promife, are by the fame Pro-
¢ fecured agaioft Apoftacy, Fer. 32.40. -

i to "i":f’oly, You fay, that God will not fail onf his part,

bl ngene us Grace {ufficiently to enable us to keep his

4 ﬂ i o 2Nt 5 but we on our part may fail of our Duty,

e o fall thort of true Happinefs.

b m Reply. Will he give us true Faith? or will he not? If

aww ]€ Will not, then he will not afford us Grace fufficient-

/ %’ z}y' to enable us to keep his Covenant ; For withous Faith

th{{ﬁ S impoffible to pleafe God.  1f he will, then'its impofli-

a{w i € forus to fall fhort of true Happinels: Hethar bea

'd.. rt‘s B""Uf’th falt not perifhy, bue have Evcrlafling Life. Every

f U podever hath' his Sins pirdoned, Aits 13. 39. every

! el}e_ver Jhak be faved, Mask 16. 16.

i-ﬂfpﬂ;r f’ﬁ‘bly, Youfay, Itell you, the Promife is not pro

M‘l‘ﬂjt@ ¢d here as the ground of Baptifm, but as a Motive

mwf%]? Cx“.force the Exhortation, to repent and be Baptized.

'vﬂo‘[f“ao tais you fay, the fame thing may he'a Motive and

'[[h dﬂ}, Gl‘m_md 0o, in feveral refpeis ; the Promife of Eter~

| Mp Nal Life is a Motive to Obedience and Holinefs, and

N fw ghcn‘wc are Holy it’s the ground of our Hope: Sothe

imh' ’ brﬂ_mlfe here was a Motive to encourage the Fews to

mxlﬁ tlieve and to embrace the Gofpel, and when they did

iy elieve, it was the ground of Baptifin.

,,[11“9 b Reply. Firft, Should 1 grant you all this, you wonld

f ﬂﬁ ® o gainer by the Bargain, for Perfons muft belicve

Ypfot tlore the Promife here becomes the ground of Bap-
24 M ;5 fo that you your felf have left no room for Chil-
'€n to come in upon this ground ; it is only a Motive

O them to believe and obey the Gofpel, and no ground

Y be baptized pon, till gey do believe.

Sccondly, The offer of the Pronfife was never made
'€ ground of Baptifm, no inftancecan be given of it 5

Wherever ‘the Golpel comes, there comes the offer of

* Promife ;- thote that did not repent, had the offer
' ' 0
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of the Promife as well as thofe that did 3 but if the. o ¢ W
fer of the Promife had been the ground of Baptifm thO(: o
had they a right toit as well as others, EE 0
Thirdly, 1t was the command that was the groupd : ‘
Baptifm ; when they had embraced  the Promife al?d. j
not their [ntereft in the Promife, the Precept was - Q&
pent and be baptized; and that was the ground why p‘e‘ W
nitent ones took up the Ordinance, g ,'M
Fourthly, Your inftance that you bring to prove, that f
the fame thing may be both aMotive and a Ground tao {n I
{everal refpects,is not much to the Purpofe; you fhoulg
have brought an inftance of that which was a Motive g
and the ground of the fame thing; and for wang of
that, you brought anjnftance of that which was 5 M, ¢ 1
tive to one thing, and the Ground of another, a Mo:iﬁlw/

i
'1”',

tive to Holinefs, and the Ground of Hope. ji
Sizthly, You fay, Itell you, that the Children wey f
not baptized when their Parents were, becaufe the
were not capable of receiving the Word,  To this yeu ¥t
fay, Firft, 1fthe Promife belonged to them, then By ﬁ‘
tifin appertained to them ; and though they were nog.
capzble of receiving the Word, yet this did not rendey )‘10“1
them unfit for Baptifm. SCrEA 3 f (
. Reply. You -grant but juft before, that the Prom;few
’
¥

o
w;

was but a Motive to encourage to believe, not the ©
Ground of Baptifm, till they did believe ; whenge | con 4
clude, the Promife belonged to the Children no othep.ly
wife than as a Motive, not as the Ground of Baptifiy W
becaunfe the Children did not believe, ; g
Secondly, The Faith of the Parent gave not a right to foi
the Promife untorthe Child, what right the Child had 4
bore date before the Parentygid believes 7he Promife a,' b
20 yous and to your Ghildren 5 this was before the Parcn:"wtg
did believe, granted by your felf, and there is not - f
word {poken of Children after the Parents Believeqd * fl
Steunaly, You fay, it does not follow’ that the Chij. fi

dren
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Birth-Priviledges are ceas’'d, and a Son of Abrabay, 5.;
cording to. the Flefh hath no more notice taken of
him than a Stranger. = You your felf grant the Fems ¢
be Aliens as well as otliers, till they believe 5 a Few thag
ander the Old Adminiftration was born a Churchemem,_
ber, under the New isl not to be lookt on as fuch, tifl
in the Jodgment of Charity be l_)e New-born, Co,;
12.13. fecing you can give me no in{tance of one Chil

that ever was received a member of any one Churc. -

fince the change of the _Adminiftration, I fhall pafs fl‘On;
this Head, as judging it a needlefs task to anfwer thofg
Arguments that have been anfwered already.

Secondly, You fay you urged this for Infane-Bap_
tifm, that if the Children of Chriftians are excludeg
the Covenant and Church of God, then they are in 5

worle Condition than the Children of the Fews were |
under the Law 5 and which 15 more abfurd, they woulq

have no more Priviledge than the Children of Turks apg
Pagans. To this you lay I replied, that Interelt in ghe
Covenant of Grace is the fame now as then it was
and though Children are not now admitted Mcmbers,

yet have they the Benefit of the Wotd as then they had, |
But here you fay the firlt claufe is very obfcure, anq |
if I mean by it, as you think I do, thatfome Childiey, |

.ave elefted under the Gofpel as well as under the Lay

this is nothing to the purpoft, )

Reply, -Firft, 1 mean as you think. - Secondly, Jpg |

much fo the purpofe, for [ can aflure you, that nopg

bat the Eledt then, nor now are, or were the .fubjc&.; of
that Covenant 5 for nonebut the Elect are given to Je.
fus Chrift, and {uch only as are given to him' are ¢pe
fubjzfts of this Covenant. As for the lalt Glaufe, thye
thoy have the Word allowed them, you acknowledge
that a Priviledge 1o thole that are capable of receivip

gz, but it can be nons o Infants that are uncapable of
1l 4

Rapli .




Truth inbicaren. 225,
Reply. When the Queftion wasput, What Profithath

. t’he Jew more than the Gentile? The Anfwer was, muych e~
. 'Sy way, but chiefly, becaufe to them were committed

the Oracles of God 3 and though Children are uncapa-
€ of receiving.the Word inan Infant-ftate, yet are
¢¥ In a fairer way to receive Benefic by it than the
hildren of Turks and Pagansy; to whom the Word is
10t vouchfafed. &
; Secondly, 1know not why it fhould'be look’d on -as
tﬂ abfurdity, to fay they have no more Priviledge
an the Children of Turks or Heathens in an Infante
ate, or how does the Lord become more bound to
them than to thefe'? : .
Thirdly, You fay T tell you, that the Priviledge of
hurch-memberfhip is taken from them under the Go-
pel, though the Jewifh Infants enjoyed it, which is @
hing that Infants are capable of.
Reply. Firft, 1 deny that Infants are capable of

§ Church-memberfhip under the Gofpel, though they

Were under the Law. Firft, They are not fit Matter :
he Mqtter of an inftituted Church are vifible Saints,
Uch as in the Judgment of Charity are inherently Ho-

. .Y+ Secondly, They are not capable of the form, which

IS mutval Confent. Thirdly, They are not capable of
3fwering the ends of Church.Communion. Fourthly,

he Jewifh Infants are as capable of enjoying it now
Asthe Infants of Chriftians; and yet you grant, itstaken
@way from them ; you your {elf would not admit theor:

Fourthly, You fay, that according to this Doclrine
the Children of Chriftians are wotfted by Chrils com-
Ing, ‘and it had been better for them to have been bern
Under the Law. :

Reply. You may as well fay, that the Children of the
Jews were worfted by Chrifts coming 3 for before that
they were Church-members, but as foon as Chrilt was
Offered up, their Churchﬁitatc ceas’d ; ( granted by

vo"ir \.
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your‘fclf) Father and Child were nnchurched together, ;

2nd had-the Children of Chriftians been born under the

Law, their Church-memberfhip would have ceas’d whey !

Chrift was offered up, as that of the Children of the

Fews dids

.. Fifthly, You fay, unlefs I could have anfwered this
better, it had beenmy Wifdom to have paft it over iy

filence, and that an 10geNICUS Antagonift thould acknoy.

ledge his Error.

Reply. Firft, As to the Anfwer that 1 have given °

ftanders by may better Judge than you or I thatare con
cerned.  Sccondly, If palling thingsin filence be the way
for a Man to fhew his Wifdom, you have in your Ap.
{wer to mine fhewn yem‘fodom_abundantly. Third.
ty, There is nothing of ingenuity in acknowledging ap
Error antecadent to Conviction.

Sixthly, You fay, that the little Cavil that I make
sbout the Paflover avails me mnothing, and unlefs |
could prove that Infants are qual}ﬁcd to receive ir,
it’s a Vanity to argue for the probability of it.

Reply. Firl?, Did you prove that Children were qua.

lified for Baptifmiaccording to Inftitution, before yoq |

offered the fame Argument to prove the probability of

their Admiflion? or could you prove that there wag

one Infant in all thofe Houfholds that were baptized 2
il not, it was a double Vanity for yon to ugeir.

Secondly, -1 know no qualification ,that was required |

of Infants to partake of the Paffover, ( being circamci.
. {ed antecedent thercunto ) but a capacity of cating
'Fleth; Je:was a Lamb for a Houfe, according 1o its eating
Exod. 12. 4 Now it’s eafie to prove that there Were
Children in the Houfe, that the whole Houfe was tq
cat thereof, and that Children in an Infant-ftate wera
capable of cating Flefh; and the Argument is your owp
Baok 2. Page 29. that whole Houfholds were baptizm’
and that Children arg 2 patt of the Houfliold, I fay,

the
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‘the Houfhold were to eat the Paflover, and that Chil-
ufen are a part of the Houfhold ; and now methinks an

» INgenious Antagonift fhould not refufe his own Argua

ment when turned againft him.

Yonfay your laft Argument for Infant-baptifm was
this, that if the Infants of Believers be not Churche
Members, nor any way in Covenant with God, How
then could they be in any State of Salvation? But there
15 good ground to hope, that the Children of Believers
May be faved ; For of fuch is the Kingdom of God. To
this you fay, 1Reply, that fome Children are in Cove-
hant with God and in a State of Salvation, is granted 3
but what Children they are, is not known. Yon fay, if
! mean by this, that fome Children are eletted, this is
Impertinent ; for the Covenant of Grace is not the De-
cree of Election, nor are all the fubjects of that Cove-
nant elected:

Reply. When I fay fome Children are in the Coves
nant, I meanas I fay ; they are in the Covenant, they,
had their Names written there from the Foundation of
the Wurld. Secondly, Such Infants as are in the Gove-
nant, they are elefted, and being eleted they are giverd
unto Jefus Chrifk,  Thine they weré; and thon gaveft them
wnto me, and all mine ave thine, and thine are rzine, Johm

"17.6. The fame individual Perfons that are the Fathers

by Election, they are the Sons by Faederal Relation:
Lhirdly, Thofe only that are given to Jefus”Chrill are
the fabje@ts of this Covenant, Gal 3.29. Fourthly,
Thefe whilft in an Infant-ftate are unknown to US-
Fifthly, If they are not elected, they can’t be faved,.
dying in their infancy, granted by your felf. You fays
that none but the elet,or faithful perfevering Chriftians,
all inherit Eternal Life ; you can have no miore hopes
of their Salvation, than you have of their Election.
 Secondly, You fay, the Queftion was not, Whether
Infants were elefted ? But whetlier they were in 3 Vlﬁ::
ble Sgate of Salvation ? B3 Reply:
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Reply. You have for.go_tten the ftate of the
though you repeated it juft before; the Que
If the Children of Believers were not Chy
nor any way in Covenant with God, H
they be faved ? Now fome Children are Chyych.
bers, ( that is, of the univerfal Church ) and in cq

Quettion,
ﬂ'lOﬂ Wag,
rch-members,
Ow then coylq

mem.

are not vilibly fo. :
Thirdly, You fay, I feem to deny. all Infants ¢q be
Members of the Church, and in a vifible ftate of Salva.

tion, which will hardly agree with our Saviours Affer. .

3 Mark 10. 14. Of fuch is the Kingdom of God. Tg
:;ﬁ;}’yon fay I Reply, that Chrift ipeaks not here of
the Children of Believers, but of Children mdeﬁnitely,
Secondly, He doth not fay, that all fuch do belong to
the Kingdom of God, But, of fuch is tie iingdom of God,
You fay, that Chrift fpeaks of fuch Children ag were
brought to him, and doubtlefs they were the Children
of the Fews.

Réply. Grant that they were the Children of the
Fews, yet it will not follow that they were the Chil.
dren of Believers, confidered as fuch ; he doth not {3

. thae thefe Children do belong to the Kingdom of -"vod.,
But, of fuch is the Kingdom of God intimating, thar In.
fants are capable of Salvation as well as grown Per.
fons. :

Fourthly, You fay, that Chrift did not exclude any
fuch Infants from the Church, but fajth indefinitely
Of fuch'és the K& ingdom of God. .

Reply. The timé was not then come, the Jewif
Church, of which Children were a part, was not thep
demolifhed. ' But Secondly, Why had you not replied
to -the'fecond - part of my Anfwer, which was thjs
Chrift did.vot fay, that all fuch belong to the Kingdo;;:

of Heaven, But, of fuch is the Kingdom of Heaven » 1f you
can't fay, that all the Childreq of Believers fhall be f3_

ved,

: venang
* with God, and fo capable of Salvation, though they.
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ved, then you. can’t fay that they are in a vifible way
of Salvation, confidered as fuch. e !
Fifthly, You fay, that if the'Kingdom of Heaven be
Made up of Infants as well as grown Perfons, then
Yy are in a vifible State of Salvation; and if fo, they
Muft needs be members of the vifible Church.
Reply. Firft, This Doétrine damns inevitably all the
hildren of Fems and Pagans, dying in their Infancy 5
Or'you grant, that they are no Members of the Vifible
C urch ; truly, I thought you had been more Catho-
lck in your Charity towards Children, though you for-
Car to commit them to the Duft in fure and certain
ope of the Refurrection to Eternal Life; if they dye unbap-
Yized,: if their capability of Salvation does neceflarily
Infer their memberfhip of the Vifible Church, ‘then none
ut fuch as are Members of the Vifible Church can be
aved, and confequently the Infants of all others muft

, perifh 3 and thus to exclude all the Infants of Fews and

Pagans from Salvation, is to pry too far into the Secrets
of the Almighty. And now give me' leave to tell you,
after all the Pains that yoa have taken to prove Chil-

rens Church-memberthip, ( which you can never do b)

. ¢ould you have accomplifhed this task, you would have

¢en as much to feek to prave their right to Baptifm
a5 before, Church-memberfhip being not the ground

thereof. Chrift and %obn did not baptize Church-mem-

bers, confidered as fuch, but firft made them Difciples,
and then Baptized them, Fobng.1.

4

SECT. XIIL

OU fay, that whereas you argued, that Baptifm is
the initial Sacrament, whereby we are folemnly
admitted into the Church of God, and igro the Cove-
Rant of God, and that it may rightly be called the Seal
of the Covenant, againft which I make feveral Excep-
P 3 tions



226 Tty Tnvicated,

ti ons ; as, Firft, That Chriflt never ordained Baptifi

for the folemn entrance of Members into the Church,
Yo this you fay, that if the Apolties baptized Perfong
25 foon as they were made Difciples, and none were ad.
mitted to Church-Communion till they were baptized,
' +his feems to infinuate, that hereby they were initiated
3 he Church. o

; ¥ncf7)ee;b'- Firft, Suchas were difcipled to Chirift by the
Apoltles, werc Members of the univerfal Vifible Church,
antecedent to ngufm._ \

Secondly, Their 1_\dm|ﬂion to Church-Commurion je
by a particolar inftituted Church, and this you grang
is pot by Baptifm, Pase 2.

You fay my fecond Exception is this, that if Pgr.
fons are in Covenant, and Church-members, before they
are baptized, thenthey are not entred in by Baptifiy,
To this you fay, though Perfons are reputed Church.
members, and in Covenant before, yet itis no abfurdj-

ty to {ay, they are entredin by Baptifm.

" Reply. My former Anfwer muft be again repeated, if
they were in Covenant, and Church-members before
ghen they are not entred in by Baptifm ; if they be i
tred in by Baptifm, then they were not in before.

" Secondly, You fay, they were invifibly and before

God in Covenant, and Members of the Church, before
they were Baptized, butthey are {folemnly, and in the
face of the Congregation admitted by Baptifm.
" Reply. 1thought that you bad pleaded all this whije
that Children had been vifibly in Covenant, and vifipje
Church-members, but now it feems it’s quite anothey
thing, they are invifibly fuch. But be it fo, Firp, |
would enquire, How yon know that they are 1{}“\;
That you have not told me yet : That which is invifibly
fo, isout of your fight, or elfe itis not invifible, g,_
evndly, 1f they are not vifibly fo, ‘then you Baptize fuch
gs are not Members of the vifible Church ; tobe Mem.
bers
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isel‘s of the vifible Church, and not to be vifibly fuch,
Uch a piece of Contradi@ion that I think none can
Miriddle fo as to make fenfe of it ; if the whole be vili-
€, the parts are vifible; that which is invifibleis no
Partof the vifible Church. Now vifible Church-member-
1P 1s no longer the ground of Baptifm, but invifible.
””ley, You illaftrate this by'a fimile, you Query,
€ther it be not common among Men,to ufe fome Ce-
L cWonies in admitting a Man to an Eftate? The Title
e bathi to it is the ground of his Admiffion, bat he is
ROt legally invefted till he be admitted according to
the Coftom of the Mannor. :
Reply. Firff, T do not -underftand that the Cuftom
of Mannors'is founded upon the Word as their Rule:
fuppofe: Cuftoms of Mannors may differ in many
things, and if fo, they do not go by the fame Rule.
teondly, T do not know why we fhould look to the
Cuftom of the Mannor for Example in the admitting
of Members: You fay, the Title that a.Man hath toa:
ftate is the ground of his Admiflion, whence I con-
Clude, this Title muft be vifible 5 the Cuftom of the
annor will never admit a Ma to an Eltate that hath
no viltble Title to it ; fo that your fimile is imperti-
nent; The Title that the Child hath is invifible, yet
there are two things that may be inferr’d from hence :
Firft, That Children are not Members of the Vifible
Church antecedent unto Baptifin. Secondly, That the
Goaler and the Eunuch were not admitted according
to the Cuftom of the Marfnor, becaufe they were noc
folemnly received by Baptifm in the Face ol the Cou~
gregation. : % ;
Fourthly, You fay Itell you, that thereis no Scrip-
ture ground o call Baptifim the Seal of the Covenant.
To this you fay, if Circumcifion be cailed a Scal, why
may not Baptiim be called a Sealtao, fecing it’s a Sacra-

ment of the fame Covenant ? Ak
. P 4 ‘ . Replys.
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Reply. Firft, 1deny, that ever Circumcifion was cap. (099;
led the Seal of the Covenant ; it’s faid indeed, Ty, ;‘
Abrabam reccived the fign of Circumcifion, the Seal, of the g’f.|
Rishreonfnefs of Faith ; this Ordinance was bleft to hip, [ff
for Confirmation, but as it was fct'to the Body of the f
People, it was never called the Seal of the Covenant »
nor did it Seal that to"all as it {cal’d to dbrabam; diq '439
it Seal the Right:eoufnefs of Faith to them thag never Jpp’f
believed ?
Secondly, 1t fealed that to Abrabam that it never o
fealed to any but to Abraham, that was, That he fhoyl, .
be the Father of all them that believe. fc
- Thirdly, I deny, that Baptifm was an Ordinance of 'ﬂd
the fame Covenant; there were many that had an Inge. ‘Feo
reft in that Covenant, and a right to all the Ordinan. ¥
ces thereof, that had no right to Baptifm, Luke .~ 8. ¥y
and many that had no .Intcre[t in that Covenant, t,haé ,iﬂ
yet had a right to Baptifm ; that Covenant was abroge.
ted, Zech. ro..11. before the Commiflion was given
forth at large, Mat.28. _ 0
" “You Query here, W hether Baptifin be not fome mark ( ¢
to diftinguifh the Members of the Church from thofe
that are without ?. f
Reply. Firft, If it be, then Perfons are without tijj o
{uch time as they be Baptized, and fo youn Baptize them
that are withont. You needed not to have laboured fo iﬂ’;‘
hard, ta prove that Children dre Church-members 1y
feeing thofe that are without may yet be Baptized ; to W
se without and within too} are Terms inconfifteny . o
if they are without, they are not within; if they an.:. W
within, then they are not without. No created Being ‘W
.can be in two places at one and the fame time ; a Per. W}
fon can’t be a Member of the Vifible Church, and yet !
“ at the {ame time be no Member thereof. )d,ﬁ
Secondly, 1 do not know that Baptifm.is of that ufe ¥
to diftinguifh the Members of the Vifidle Church: Per. M

fong
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§ o> ate and may be Members of the vifible Church, tho®

e ‘d‘Fy‘ are not baptized. You grant, that fome muft be

‘a:’? cipled to Chrift by inftruction, antecedent unto Bap.-
i

:%‘i

W Ui, and tofuy, that they are difcipled to Chrift, and
it et withou, feems very abfurd. :
Cﬂf" Se”".”d{}',. You Query, Whether Baptifm doth not
¥ il remiffion of fins to fuch as are qualified for it, Ats
i 2:38. 25 16.
£ Reply. That God doth blefs this Ordinance to Believ-
0 CTS, and make it of ufe to confirm their Faith in the re-
] H’ :Tl{ﬂion of fin, by the blood of Jefus Chrift, I grant, yet
ﬂ 'S proves it not to be the feal of the Covenant of
yf MTace s nor may a Perfon be known or concluded inte-

e refted in the Covenant of Grace meerly from taking up

% this Ordinance ; nor dol yet know any external Seal of

#¢§ *hat Covenant, by whicha Perfon may beknown to have
/f%; an intereft therein.

g :
M SECT. XIIL

’ ﬂ’" OU fay, Itook that in evil part which you fpaks
ﬂhdf& cancerning the rules of Difputation, when you in-
g“" tended no more thanthis, I fhould have defended, not
" Proved. y
! Reply. 1took it no otherwife than you do now ex-
2y Plain ‘it, and do again declare, that I do not pretend
/’ 1o much Skill in thofe rules, 1 may againerr in them.
Thirdly, You fay, if the Scriptore in fome placeg rga
06",'_‘ qQuire Faith and Repentance before Baptifm, and in o-
li ther places aflerteth, that the Children of Believers are
it Shurch.members, faederally boly, and confequently fit
M’ SubjeQs for Baptifim, then it muft needs follow, that
‘P‘( the Adult only are bound to profefs their Faith before
ﬂdfi they are baptized, but the Children of Believers ought
) j to be baptized firft, and afterwards to belicve and obey
; the Gofpel, ;

;’f : Reply.
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Reply. 1 grant all this, with a Provifo that th 5
ture does thus teach, bat I deny that any ODQeO?:;xp,
things concerning Childrens held forth in the WOrdofe :

that ‘you told me, that Childf‘c 1 .

Fourthly, You fay toat §
are as capable of entering into Covenant with God g

the little ones were / ¢
that I did not difpute their capacity, but the Auchorit
thereof ; fhew me as clear a Command for'it as Azf;
did, and I will yield che caufe. Firjiy You fay, v s
¢here isfuch ground laid for it in Scripture, 'tha,t ica.t
equivalent with a Command. ; : 1§
Reply. But then there was an exprefs commangd.
Dout.zo.1. So that there was no Scruple lefe in the ¢ 15 >
and fuch a one you caw’t produce. T
Secondly, You Query, Whether Adam did not ftipy. |
1ate for his Pofterity, and by his mifcarriage bmuggg.

Mifery upon them ; and if we bring evil npon our Pofte
i |

rity by our vices, it is but equal that they fhoul 3
benefit by our Piety and Charity. o e
Reply. Firfl, 1t is yet to prove that Adam did fii
late for hisPofterity, though God made a Covengu-
with him, for a Covenant does not always imply a mnt
tual ftipulation ; there was no fuch ftipulation in tl;l.
Covenant that God made withall fleh, Gen. o. S

* Secondly, We do not ftand the Reprefentatives
our Children, as Adan did of his, by vertue of that Cot‘
yenant, fo that this inftance is not to the Purpofe‘ o3

Thirdly, Though \God made a Covenant with 44
for himfcif and his Pofterity, yet we can’t make aCﬂm
venant with God for our felves and Pofterity, 7

SECT. XIV.

xzou fay, the Objections that T urge againft Infane
§ Baptifmere two,the Firft is grounded on the Come
miffion, AMar.28. 19 from whence, in reply to your
i fnfwer,

in Mofes’s time ; €0 which I replyed ;f’
2

;
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ﬁﬁ]ﬂqur, I draw thefe two Conclufions: Firfty That
A&re IS no other way of Difcipling unto Chrift bue by
il A Bal Teaching, Secondly, That Chrift huth not come
%, ci"i;l%cg any more tobe baptized: than fuch as are dif-
f thp 19 y Actual Teaching. To this you fay, Firft, That
g €lubftance of the Commiffion is to baptize Difciples.
W" " Reply, Ig_rant e .tl!e Commiffion is, Go, Difeiple to
§ f ee all Narions, baptizine them ;5 and this muft be taken
i ituc.Xcluﬁve}y ofall but Difciples 5 there are none but Dife
Iples put into the Commiflion, therefore none byt
‘ﬁ%(;lh are to be baptized by vertue of this Commif.

¥

!

¢ Secondly, Yon fay, the Children of Believers are in
' Wﬁl ¢ [tatc of Difciples, they are Dilciples of Gods mak-
M g without Man’s Teaching.
0% Reply. This will never pafs without fome proof to it ;
ry[‘ﬁ}}’oy bare fay fo is not of fufficient Authority. ~Secondly,
s ‘:v hildren that are uncapable of learniog Chrilt, can ne-
meel' ftand in the ftate of Scholars ; who but a Child
;fﬂ‘a \ : ‘;‘;ld?account a Child a Scholar, that hath learned no-
‘,( g'
¥ fr"thT"irdly, Youfdy, thatif Children be Difciples, then
158 -7y may be baptized without preceding Teaching, for
U8 the ftate of Difciples that’s enquired after, not the
,,,4“ Manner how they be difcipled. -
4 Reply, Firft, | deny that there is any fuch thingas
M 4 Diftiple of Chrift that is not made o by the Word,
Aﬂ& fther by reading or hearing, produceaninftanceif you
/71 “an. A Difciple of Chrift is one that hath learned Chrilt,
ad to fuppofe a Perfon to be 3 Difciple of Chrift that
dever heard of Chrift, is to fuppofe that which can’c be
Uppofed, :
’ -,‘S“Oﬂdly, I deny that the Commiflion enjoyns the bap-
Pl t2ing of any but fiich as are tanght by the Word ante-
7’1 (e ent thereunto : The Word Them in the Commiflion1s

f‘" Telative to all Natjons taught or difcipled, and there is
‘ : TS e ng
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eaching Chrift but by the Word; what is not here ¥
f)?cfxy com%nanded in refpect of the fubjects of Baptifnfi‘;‘f,ﬂ
implicitly and confequentially forbl_dder_z. - e
Fourthly, You fay, the Teaching in a4, “5g. 19,08
doth not exclude Infants from Bapti{fm, but only fhey ",t%
that Aliens muft be taught before they are baptized, o
Reply. Eirft, 1find no fuch diltinction in the Text ash,’{‘
here you make, nor dol find any thing offereq by youly
to prove your diftinction. : %fol
Secondly, 1find nonein the Commiffion to be baPtiZed';‘, 0
but fuch as are taught antecedent thereunto 3 thergly
is not one more put into the Commiffion: 5¢n
Fifihly, You{ay, that Children are not to be excly.t
ded from Baptifm becaufe t.hey are not capable of be 0
lieving, though Faith be required to go before Baptify; !
Mark16. 16. for Faith is there as muchrequired to Pl‘e“ﬂ.v}.
cede Salvation as to precede Baptifm. T
Reply. Firft, 1would Query, Whether it be nqt the. (i
{fame Commiffion, this in /lr{’:zrk with that in A4z, 28 j
only varyingin Terms, not in Things, Secondly, Whe s
ther a Believer in AMark be not the fame thing with a bU‘f
Difciple in Mathew. Thirdly, How it comes to pafs ;hat*‘cs‘
a Child fhould be uncapable of believing,as he is by yOu‘,?;d
own grant, and yet not uncapable of DifCipleﬂlip,which ¢!
.is the fame thing ? Iwonder you have not found ong W
fome fhift for this before now. Could you not haye faid_
that the Children of Believers are in the ftate of Belicy. !
ers, aswellas tofay, they arein the ftate of Difciples.
and that they are reputed fo ? Surely the ope woulcf 0

have paft as well as the other ; but here isap ingeni.
ous acknowledgment that they are uncapable of Beligy. (¢
. {

imng. b4

Secondly, Hereis a Grant, that Faith is requieq to
£0 beforgi%aptifm? and what can be defired more ? 1“(: y
be required, Chrilt requires it, and how thep can yoy ¥
adventure to baptize thofe that you confefs are Uncapa- ‘T.‘

ble
|




le of believing

Nd is it nor inferted in your Commiffion, that Faith mufk
wﬁ;@ced. ¢ have you any other Commiffion than this ? and
el chi bear you out in the baptizing of fuch as are un-
,-'?;ﬁapableo believing ? ifthis Commiffion requires Faith

‘to‘ 80 before Baptilm, then have you no Commiflion that
G [*Quireg Baptifm to go before Faith,
‘ birdly, Children in an Infant-ftate are not the Sub-
§ of this Commiffion, nor have Minifters any charge
, l?n“ming them, though they are commanded to preach
b olpel to every creature, this word muft be taken
d &glth fome reftri@tions. Firft, 1t mult be underftood
FUE" Tationg] Creatores, not of Brutes. "Secondly, Of
Wi 2mong them tha have the ufe of their Reafon : In-
I ‘hngs.are rational Creatures, but they have not the ufe of
LICTeafon and underftanding, they are not capable of
% k. civing benefit by the Word, granted by your felf pag.
& 3¢ iUs irrational to think, that Minifters are bound by
i S Commiffion to preach to fuch thatare in an Infant-
W’&“ea and if not to teach them, then not to baptize
Wv‘hem, for they are not bound to baptize more than they
!"(id’are bound to teach > and in that Faith is required to pre-
(S‘htede Salvation as well as to precede Baptifm, this fhews
% y'#hat they are the Adult only, znd not Infants that Mini-
b ﬁeﬂ ¢IS have the charge of, by vertue of this Commiflion.
ip},’d“" Sixthly, You fay, that Children are capable of Sal-
'ﬂfﬂiﬁatlon before they believe, and confequently they are
gl t t0 be baptized before they believe. (g
[a'PI‘{- Reply. Firft, Though Children are capable of Salva-
ﬂ“{di'hon’ yet they may not be capable of a1 Ordinance of
;ng‘chrm'g Infants are capable of Salvation, yet they are
12t Capable of the Supper of the Lord; now there is the
# lame Faith required in order to Baptifm as isrequired
r,d” 10 the Partaking of the Supper.

Il o necondly, A capability of Salvation is not the ground

? isnot this the Commiffion you alt by ?
g
f

;y"‘ aptifm ; the Children of Uiibelievcrs are as capable.
| .

’jﬁ

of
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* of Salvationas the Children of Believers, Chrift P
of Children indefinitely, Of [uch fuch is the Kin"gd%.os ‘

Heaveny it would be very uncharitable to fay, that nmﬁ
i
|

of the Children of Unbelievers are capable OfSalvaJ/‘
tion. : 3
*You fay, that there are three Arguments that ,_&‘ﬂ

bronght to prove, that the Children of Beljeyers Y;:w
Difciples. Firft, You argue it from Markg. 3, L”’(qm
9. 48, Chrilt would have them to be received iy hi l
Name, and accounts the receiving of them the rectivjf‘
ing of him, therefore they are Difciples. Againgt lhi}"!
you fay I make two Exceptions : _ )
Firft, That it Is doubtful, whether this was the ‘
C hild of a Believer or no : You fay, it’s very probable |
“that this Child was born of fuch Parents that were off
the Fewifh Church; and feeing be exprelt fo mugh fg'ﬂ-
vour to him, there isno reafon to contemn him as Q 5605
out of the Church, R o
Reply. As it was doubtful before, fo it is fti]] Yo .
have left it but where you found it : You fay, it’; prod
bable he was born of fuch Parents, but it is but probap|
it’s not certain ;bat grant this,and yet the doubt remaiy i
the Child might be born of Jewi/h Parents that wepg?
Church-members, and yet not be the Child of a Be]ievsge
er, for fuch there were among the Fews, Fobn o, rjg.s
belicve not, becaufc ye are 20t my fheep; {o that my firft Exe
ception {tands good. You fay, 1t’s the Child of 2 Bes '
licver, but you can’t prove it, andit's your unhappincwﬂ
you have efpoufed a caufe that notwitftanding all the AE.W)‘
tempts you make, go which way you will; yoy hévdﬂ"
but confequences to prove it by . 1)
- You fay my Second Exception is this; that by a 1ittf¢ii°;
Child here is meant 2 grown Perfony one that hat¥
humbled himfelf, and is become as a lictle Child, g 5 jﬂ
pears by comparing both thefe places with Aae 1é, B i
&. togLis you fay it's grantee, that by little ones, V%

i 81‘“‘
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;u& ;8' El’c meant {uch, but this doth not argue thathe
i’“ ’}“ é)feés- only of fuch, for it’s evident he fpeaks alfo
ﬁ'xﬂ.‘-; hildren wncapable of believing, becaufe the Greek,
i ord here {peaks of 2n Infant, and it’s clear that Chrift
il Peaks of the fame Child here which he propofed as
W # 40 Emblem to his Difciples, Luke 9. 48. IWhofocver re-
0‘ Cerverh this Child in my name, receiveth me.
i Reply, Firft, That the Child that was fet before them
lgas properly alittle Child, is not denied ; that which I
'} Nﬂny is,that the Child that was to be received in Chrift’s
bl 2me is fo to be confidered. The little Child was but the
[ @-‘Nmblcm of thofe that were tobe received in Chrift's .
it “ame; and whereas you fay,that it’sthe fame lictle Child
p i that was to be received, you muft know that one Scrip-
:"a‘ § ture muft be interprered by another ; it's the fame thing
fe ! that is handled by all three Evangelifts,upon the {ame oc-
ﬁﬂyﬁi Cafion,and to the fame end,which was to teach his Difci-

&

; Ples humility and'meeknefs : And that in AMattbew fpeaks

=, =

.ﬁiﬂd ot of the fame Child, you grant, and yetit’s the fame
98 thing ehat is there treated of; and Pool’s dunotations refers
ol 1O Adarzhew, and tells us, that this of Markand Luke muft
;‘;cfﬂ;: be interpreted by Matthew. :
it Secondly, aark fpeaks not of the famelictle Child, but
f'm One of fuch Childrenin my Name 3 and though the Child
w Was propofed asthe Emblem,yet it'sapplyed to'che Dif-
{'ﬁfp“ Ciples hoth in Mark and Luketoo; in Mark iv’s faid,
/ g Lhat whofvever fhall give you 4 c#p of cold water to drink ir
{ 71y Name, becaufe y?belong to Chrift, &c. And mho/bvwfr:
fhall offend oneof thefe lirtle ones tlJa.'f{' bel;cvle 1;23 ir:zclz1 &ci: !ich:
. Con’t be underftood properlyof alittle Ghild, LARE 9«
' 48, Whofoever is leaft a?nonf«; you,the Jame ﬂml{ be grear : 1ts
WW the (afeft way to expound Scripture by 5cﬂnpcm‘re,am’i o -
b"r take our meafure from the clearelt,where feveral fpe:uc 0
#l the fame thing, as here they do 5 and by comparing the
4l three Evangelifts it appears plain encugh, that the
/) Child that is to be received in Chrift’s Name, is on€ that
| s become as a little Child. ' Sceordlys
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Secondly, You fay, it'sa lictle Child that is uncapy; |
elieving. s
bl‘}\,‘:ﬁg, He that is uncapable of believing is uncapable
of Dilciplefhip, for a Believer and a Difciple is the
fame thing ; hethat'1sa Difciple, Mar. 28, is a Beligy.. K
er. Mark 16, yon well know thata_ lecnple of Chrift X
is:; Scholar of Chrift, and that an infant is uncapable #
‘ l
Oﬁgwgﬂdzy, You fay you proved, that Children werg p’gl‘
Difciples, from Aés 15. 10. Why tempt ye God to lay 4 Kﬂ;c‘
ke upon £he ncck of the Difciples, &c. To this you fay | %
. {Z lyed, that the .Perfons that thefe falfe Al)QQIGSLyl{
wguld ‘have laid the yoak upon, were not the Chi!drm’ f’,g'c‘
but the Brethren ; and the yoak was not barely Cir. i
cumcifion, but the falfe Dollrine together with je, yof
To this you fay, that Circumcifion after the manner of u'ﬁbl
Mofes muft need intend Children as well as the P_ﬂrcntsi l{gljf
becaufe they as well as their Parents were the Subjecs of ,W
Circumeilion, and fo they as well as their Parents muf ‘,atﬁ
need be Difciples. L : 'u
R@gu'FhmisapaorAnﬁMﬂWNnhlndcofArgumcn%km‘
they muft needs be {o, becaufe they were once the Sub. il
j=éts of Circumcifion, but, Sir, does the Text‘ lead yoy ;&(gt
to this conclufion ? or is thereany thing in the Text thag b,l“k
looks like it ? the manner of Mofes refpects'the Act, nog o
the Subject; the Subjelt was defcrlb‘_:d before they ;‘M
taught the Brethren, that they muft be circumcifed, bup g
how muft che Brechren be circumecifed 5 why,a&crzhee&
manner of A20fes. lgavg you féveral Arguments g my |
laft, to prove that Children could not be numhered .#;:
amoog the Brethren here, but not one word of[{epl hw
" have you made to them ; and I dare fay, that you gra e
fatisfied that Children can’t be here numbred amop i
them, and that’s the réafon you flipt them withoy 3 i
Reply. i
ﬂfmzy, You fay, that if the falfe Dacﬁtrinc, toge- £

ther
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ther with circumcifion be the Yoke that was laid‘on the
# De<kof the Difciples, it muft needs be granted that the
b oke was on the Children, with refpect to the At ; and

b €.Yoke being laid on Children as well as Men, it mulk

‘ ged_s be granted that Children areincluded among the

ifciples. ; : '

6 Reﬁl)ﬂ To grant the falfe Do&trine;together with Cir-

| y0cifion, to be the yoke, and yet to fay, that this muft

€ laid on the Neck of the Children, is' toargue for

, a“_lm_pofﬁbilicy, and-it’s contradictious to your own

. finciples: p, 63. You fay, that Children are unca-

4y Pable Ofreceiving the Word ; now if they are unca-
i Pable of receiving the Truth, thenthey are as uncapable
fi ot receiving a Lye. Secondly, 1t's to argue for an Impof-
i t'}]]:'“"iY, tho? Circumcifion might have been impofed on
«‘a M in an Infant-ftate, yet the falfe Doclrine, together
Wﬁ With the Gircumcifion, could not ; and to this purpofc &
P;ﬁ“ &rgued the laft time, why had you not removed the Ob-
i 3 ieftlonp? was it not becaufe you could not ? I offered you
i F“]o things more, which you have notreplyed to: 1 he
£ i " wasthis, that to expound this Text of Children;
m‘g S to expound it contrary to the fignification of the word
i Difciple, as you well know ; and if I had abufed you in
J It,fure you would have returned me fome Anfwer;1 can’e
yll Lhink you would have fpared mic. Calvin brings the
Aﬁ?: fame Text for inftance, when he faith, thata Difciple
%‘b‘% and a Believer are ufed as feveral Words exprefling the

¥ an;ething. f Child is to ex

g . ccondly, “To expound this of Children, 12 s
5"j~ Pound its{:)'ntrary tg that plain Text, Luke 14.26. Ex-
#1 St aman hate Fatber and Mother, yea, and his own life al-
rf“g Jo, be cars be my Difciple, verfe 27. And whofoever doth
%0t bear bis orofsy and come after me, cannot be my Difciple :
if the Children of Believers, confidered as fuch, are the

¢ Difciples of Chrift, what nced then is there of any far-
* ther mark g0 deferibé a Difciple by ? bug a Difciple of
’ : 5 Q Chriff
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Chrift is not fo eaflily known, there muft be fome fpeci.
al Mark or Chara¢ter which the Children of Believerg
may be deftitute of, and of which a Child in his Infanc
is uncapable, Fobn 13. By this [hall all men know thas Ve
are my Difciples, if ye hawe love one to another,
Your third Argument, you fay, that you broughttq
prove that the Children.of Believersare Difciples, was,
ccanfe they are holy in fucha fence, that they have 5
right by vertue of the Covenant of Grace to be admit. |
.ted Members of the Vifible Church, 1 Cor. 7. 14. Elf; i
mwere your Childyren unclean, bur now are they holy. My Re.
ly to this, you fay, 15, that the holinels of the Child js
tot Feederal Holinels, but of the fame nature with the ’iﬁﬂﬂ
, bolinefs of the Parent, and that the Parents were fani.

To this you fay, Firft, That though Marriage be of Ot
the Law of Nature, and the Children of Infidels may be z TW
Jawfully born, yet they are not holy in the Apoftles -Ww

¢
fcnlgepzy, Firft, 1 takeit for graqted s Pthat_you allow my gﬂ
Expofition thus far, that the Sanctification of the Pa. wd
rents each to the other wasBy the ordinance of Ged, 1
when both were Unbelievers. th to deny in a’' point of JM
Controverfie, is lilently to grant. . ?of» |

Secondly, Grant this, and it will naturally f0110w,= i
that the Children were holy when both the Pareneg
were Unbelievers, for: the Holinefs of the Children i34g i

derived from the fanctification of the Parents each tq '
other, ‘ _

1t

Secondly, You fay, thongh the Children may be lay. Liff
fully born, yetthey are not holy inthe Apoftles fence ,Fq
for he fpeaks here of fome Priviledge that the Children ﬂ#

<

of Believers have above Pagans, and he exprefly affirms. &
that the Children of Believers are holy, and the Chil. |

dren of Pagansunclean.
Reply. Firft, 1deny that the Apoftle fpeaks of any
Privie
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Priviledge that the Children of Believers have abové
Others, or that Believers and Pagans are here brought in .
“Ompetition, The bufinefs of the Apoftle was to anfwer
4 cale of Confcience, whether the Believer might lawful-

ly abide with his or her unbelieving Yoke-fellow ? which

caie he anfwers in the affirmative, and proves the Law-
‘lh}efs of ‘their continuance from the Lawfulnefs of
their ftate ; they were Husband and Wife, and (o fan-

ified each to other by the ordinance of God, and it's
rom their fanQification each to other that he infers the
Holinefs of the Children: A

Secondly, 1deny that the Apoftle here doth exprefly

irm that the Children of Belivers are holy : He fpeaks « o

Not, of the Children of Believers,confidered as fuch, boe
of the Children of thofe that were fanctified each to the
Other, which Santification was antecedent unto Faith.
Lhirdly, I deny that he doth exprefly affivm chat the
Children of Pagans are uncleans the Words are, Elfe
Were your Children unclean 5 had they not been fancti-
ﬁeg tc:ach to other, the fame Children that now are holy
ad been unclean. , ok o
Thirdly, You fay, that the Haolinels of the Child #
Not of the fame nature with the Holinefs of the Parent,
far the Unbeligveris not holy in himfelf, but is fanctifi=
¢d.in or to the Believer ; but the Children are §41d~
fo be holy in themfelves; and not barely fanétifiedto’ .
dnother, LSS Y s I i
Reply. Firft, The Holinefs of the Child is not .;pn n&
herent Holinefs, noris there any fuch thing to be oun
In the Ghildren of Believers more than in the Chil-|
dren of Unbelievers s That which is born of the Flefh i
Flefh.

Secondly, ‘The Holinefs of,the Child doth not ;m;]fe

rom the faith of the ‘Believing Parent, but from t“c.

fanQification ofthe Unbeliever ; now fuch as the root 1%

Fach ave branches, the holinefs of theé Chiid being dc,:ix
Q 2 LAY
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ved from the fanctification cf the Unbelieving Parent, - ’.
it muft neceffarily be of the fame nature. - Is not the  * f
{tream of the fame nature with the fountain from whence
it flows ? ; : : |

it fg")k,;‘rd!y, 1deny, thatthe Unbeliever is fantified to %:

¢ ¢he Believer 5 there is nota word of a Belicver in the
" Text, it’s tothe Wife; it isnot faid to the believing « (f
Wife. or the: believing Husband, nor are they fo to he é‘fc
conﬁd,ered in theig fagé&/ﬁ.cfatlon cach tothe other, by f( y
2 band an 1i¢. ,
ba}c::jzrfzb![‘,lu;ou fay 1 tell you, that ifit were granted, afch
that the Holinefs hg:re were fm@cral, yet this would nor d,g’f

. yender them Difciples of Chrift, becaufe many of the f

‘,il-&}lgmj that were feederally holy_ were not Difciples of ﬂef.e
‘Chrift. This inftance you fay is impertinent, for the 9”'3
‘crews were not feederally holy in relation to Chrift, till iﬂ‘b !
‘they embraced the (;hrl!tlan Faith. 0“’5
Reply. The Queftion is not, Whether they were feede. gt
rally holy in relation to Chrift? but, whether they were |
feederally holy till Chrift was offered vp? if you deny it
this, it will foon be proved, the Partition-wall was not ° ﬁgﬂ “
broken down till Chrilk.was offered up, and till then '
they remain’d a feparate People ; and whilft they were 5
feparate People, they were a holy People : The Cove- N
nant in which they all itood held good till they weigh.- [”jaj
ed for his price thirty pieces of Silver, Zach. 11. 10, ﬂ&,”,
¥1,12. and whillt they remained in Covenant, they
were feederally holy.  You fay your felf, page 17. Bogk 4 |
2." Thas the Fews were Church-members, were intereft. {'
ed in the Covepant under the old Difpenfation ; and if ,t”a
fo, they were feederally holy all that time : And you |
grant, that the change of the Difpenfation was whep M,
Chrift was offered up, therefore they were a holy Peg.
ple uatil then ; and if fo, ‘the inftances that I haye a].
ready given, Jobn 4- 1. and 9. 27,28. are fufficient to g

prove that Perfons might be fesderally holy, and yet

not Difciples of Chrift. Fift hly,
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Fifthly, You fay, if1would have {poken to the pur-

Dofe, 1 fhonld have proved that the Members of the vifi-
le Church of Chrift were not Difciples. :

Reply, - Firft, 1 wonld Query, Whether the Fews
Were not the vifible Church of Chrift ? you fay, page 65.
_‘hey were the true Church of God : Were they the
Church of God, and not the Church of Chrift ? you own
them to be Chriftians, page 64. you make the Child
of a Jew that was a Church-member, and the Child
of a Chriftian, to be the fame thing : Were they a Church.

. Of Chriftians, and yet not a Church of Chrift ? Either
the Fews were the Church of Chrilt, or they were not
if they were, all your Objections are removed 5 if they

Wete not, then tell me what Priviledge the Children of :

Believers have now loft, that once they had a right to,

1 their not being received Members of the Church of "

Chrilt? for if the Church of the Yews were not.the
Church of Chrift, no Inftance can be given that ever
Chll.dren were admitted Members of the Church of
Chrift. Ido not lay much frefs on this, only-I was wil-
llpg you fhould fee what'might be built on a foundation
Ol your own laying. ;
. Sccondly, 1fby the Vifible Churchof Chrift you mean,
2 Church that is conftituted to the New-Difpenfation,
(I'hope you will bear with me if I keep a confiftency in
my own Writings) my work isto prove that each indi-

' Vidual Member of fucha Church isa Difciple of Chrift,

and not the contrary; but the Church of the Fews had,
many Members that werenot difcipled unro Chirift, and
yet they were all feederally holy, fo that feederal Holi-
nefs and Difciplefhip are two things, the latterof which
¢an’t be argued from the former.

SECT. XV,

T HE Second Objection that I brought againft In-
fant-Baptifm, you fay, is this,there_is no Example

Q3 1n ;




