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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 ;
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' no Precept for it, they-had nothing to do with it.

“may be drawn by jult confequence, drawn f
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in Seripture ofany Infant that was baptized ; 1y anfwep
to which, you fay, you gave me reafons why there Was

no Example delivered in Scripture : The Firft was, Be.

caufe the Apoltles were principally employed in teach.-
ing and baptizing Men : 'Thﬁ Second was, Becaufe thag
.thﬁﬂ the':e was  no dOl]Dt madc but .Chlldren were
. CrS, :
Ch%r:?h!irslcyfgg fay Ireply, thatthe reafon why the Apy.
{ties delivered nothing about the baptizing of Children,
was, becaufe it was no part of their work, there being

Secondly, You fay, the want of a Precedent is by o
Negative Argument, and that's not valid in matter of
;F:ié?c 5 and that I grant my iclf,that the Baptifm of Chil
dren can't be denied for want of a Precedent, provideq

~that there were any Precept forit s fo that the mat.

ter is brought to this [flue, if there be any Precepg

for the baptizing of Children, then itmay lawfully pe

dane. Wi st
Reply. Lam content to join iffue with you, and to
come toa fair Tryal, and to bazard the Caufe upon the

producing but one Precept ; one fuch Evidence fhal] end

the difference, and the Caufe fhallbe yours at laft.
. Youcome now to bring forth your Evidences:
fay that there is an implicite command for it, becanfe it

‘om clear

grounds in Scripture,that Baptifm doth of right belong

o them;forif they be within the Covenant,and Memberg

of the Church, and {czderally holy,as hath been proyeq
then it mylt needs follow by neceflary confequence that
they havea right to Baptifin;and a neceflary confequence
drawn from Scripture hath the force of a command.

" Reply. Firft, 1 perceive the Controverficis not like to
be iffued yer, if this be all the evidence you have to pro.
duce; and I think it'sall : You wonld leave oug none-of
your Witnefles,being jult come to the Trial; all the T,
! gt ; * ftimony

» you
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ﬂi!mony that you have here brought in will not amount
0 one command, either explicite or implicite, and fo

gl Mot iflue the Controverfie,unlefs you give up the caufe.

‘F?r/}, Youfay, that there is an implicite command
Orit, ‘and that implies that there is no explicite com-

" t Mand ;-if there had, this had been the time to have

rought it forth. Now the Commiffion islaid by, that

| Willnotbe fuborned for an evidence, Faith being requi-

Ted by that to precede Baptifim, granted by your felf;
Page 72, :
Secondly, Here muft be confequence upon confequence,
%o prove your im plicite command, enough to weary a
an to keep all in mind till he come tojthe conclufion :
or, ‘Firft, You can’t prove one of thefe Heads but by
anfe_'qi.lencc, ¢cither that the Children of Believers are
Within the Covenant; or feederally holy, ( which is the
ame thing, thoungh you make two Heads of it, that you
may have a threefold-cord ) nor that they are Church-
members, but by confequence 5 for that is the way you
ave taken for each of them, and have laboured hm:d
Lo little purpofe. Secomdly, When you have, as you
think; proved one or all of thefe by confequence, you
muft to the fame task again for each of thele, to prove
them the ground of Baptifm. 4
Thirdly, 1fhall bring in two Evidences that will in-
validate all the Teftimony that you have here brought
in,and that is the Evidence of the Pharifees and Sadduces,
that had all thefe Qualifications that you have mentio-
ned ; they were feederally holy, within the. Covenant,
‘they were Church-members, they wereall the Children

- of Abrabam, thefe came to Fobn tobe baptized, and

were denied, Mat. 3.7,8,9,10.  Like3. 7,8, 9. That

thefe were all put by is evident 5 for, Firft, Fobn calls

them o Generation of Vipers 3 who can think that he

would fet fuch a Brand or Black Mark upon them,

2nd yet baptizethem ? Would Baptifm bave walh d(l)t
‘ 4
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of again. Secondly, He over-rules their Plea, Begin y,,
t0 [ay within your (elves, we bave Abrabam to onr Father ,
Why, was not Adbrabam aBeliever, and were not they

the Children of a Believer ?, Yes, but this will not now

pafs for a ground of Baptifm; if-they will be baptiZed, i

they muft bring forth fruits meet for Repentance, By},
Priziledge wiﬂgnot fen;e thetourp.  Zhirdly, It appears,
they were denied, Luke7.30. But the Pharifees gy the
Lamyers rejected the Counfel of God againft themﬁzve,’ s
Iaei:}g baptized of him, ( that is, of Fohbn : ) What Counfe]
could. this be, but that which God gave them by Fobn,
to bring forth Fruits meet for Repentance, Fobx woulq
not baptize them upon the ground they offered them.

felves, which was, that they had Abrabam to thejr Fa.

ther; they would not be baptized upon the groypg
that Fobn propofed, and fo they go without it; cap
any think that Job# would have denied thefe who Were
Church-members, who were feederally Holy, if thefe
qualifications had brought them under a I_’rccept to he
baptized ? Having gone as far as we can in this Trial,
1 wounld now Query, on whom the Duty of Baptifm is
incumbent 2, (I mean lnfant-bapt.ifm, which: youn are
pleading for, ) Whether on the Minifter, on the €hilg

or on the believing Parent ? )

Eirft, 1 can’t think it’s the Childs Duty, or that the
Child fhall be called to an account ‘for the neglect of ir
who is utterly uncapable of knowing what Duty s, op
of the performance therecof, ;

Secondly, 1t is not incumbent on the Minifter. For
Fuff, He has no Power to Baptize the Child, if the p,’
vent deny it. Secordly, He has no Commiffion to Bap.
tize¢ more thanare Difcipled to Chrift by the Word .
And as for the believing Parent, either he is commang.

ed to Baptize his Children, or he is not. If he be.’

produce it ; if be be not,.then is there no fuch thipe
as Infant Baptifm of . Divine Inftitution. Now this
Yot i o ; Would
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L’VOUId be the fhorteft way, were we come to a Trial
cnce more, to fhew me where the believing Parent is
Olmanded to Baptize his Child 5 and truly I thiok you
"0 dothing that will iffue the Point, till you do this.
f In the next place, you fay you urged three Reafons
Or Infant-Baptifm. The Firf was, Becaufe the Pri-
Mitive Church approved it, and held that it was de-
rived from the Apoftles themfelves. To this you fay
. \eply, that the Cuftom of Baptizing Infants was not

N ufe the'firft two hundred Years after Chrift ; and

that if we receive one Tradition, we may receive more,
and fo deny the Scriptareto be a perfe@t Rule.  To
this yon fay, that the Teftimony of Origen and Auftin
are {ufficient to Confute my groundlefs Affertion,

Reply. 1 did not pofitively affert this ; I told you I
Ad bieard fo ; I do not pretend to much acquaintance
With Hiftory. : ;
. Secondly, You do not know your felf in what Age
It began; you fay, Book 2. Page 28. that the Bapti-

. Zing of Infants was fo early in the Charch, thatitcan’t
. Certainly be known when it began ; fo that it fcems by

this, it was not from the beginning ; and if fo, then
ot of Divine Inftitution ; No, though yon could
Prove it to be of ufe the very next Age after the Apo-
leswere deceafed. : 23
Z hirdly, The Teftimony of Origen and Anflin is fo
Weana thing, that it is not worth a Reply; Origen re-
ports, That the Church bath received a Tradition from the

- Apoltles, 10 give Baptifm to Infants 3 but by what hand

ath the received i¢? that no Body can tell 5 and who
€an think that the Apoftles would fend this by Word
of Mouth, for one to deliver it to another, and fo to
hand j¢ along by Mortal Men,that might die before they

ad done their Errand, 2nd not Record itin the Wordy
Where it would furely have been preferved, over which
the wing of Providence has been always fpread :,ﬂdld
' : : : ey



246 Truth windicated,
they not write often enough to the Churches, to ‘
Opgortunity to acqueint them of a Truth of fo g}:.iz: /?
concernment as thisis ¥ Did they not put Pen to Papey o
often enough to Record the Baptifm of Menand Wq. ¢
men too, and never mind to Regilter the baptizing of ;;aﬁ
Children with their Parents? ‘This is firange, ifany a,’_ou'
fuch thing was done: Were they not to reach thens 7, ;‘;
obferve all things whatfocver Chrift bad commanded they, 2 113‘
And not one Word about Baptizing of Children in'ap f’“*
the Records of the Apoltles, but this muft be fent by e,
Word of Month : Yeuas good hap was, the Church re_
ceived it; fo he tells you; but what Church it was e
vrhether the Church of Zaodicea, or the Church of Rome. | o
or which of all the Churches it was that received j¢. to i
that’s niot declared : Nor is it any great matter which e
received it firft, for there is no doubt butit’s to be haq | g
at Rome now, where the reft of the unwritten Tradi. J‘“‘,rj
tions are. Adftin's Teflimony is to thefame purpofe @50
that the baptizing of Children is no otherwife to be W“jj
Tookt on than as an Apoftolical Tradition ; and if fo,
then I conclude, that Aufiz could fee no Scripture Ter &Q‘\
ftimony for it. But I have written enough about Tra. »l“

ditions, tolet you know how little efteem I have for ;111%
y ‘ﬂ‘j

them ; therefore if you write again, 1 defire you to
feave them out; for I will affure you, I will wafte no
more Paper to anfwer them.
" Secondly, You fay, there is no fuch danger as I pre. w
tend in believing the Teftimony of the Fathers, or the i‘w
“Traditions of the Church, concerning theancient Pra. {gf
Qife of Baptizing Children ; for Tradition herein cop-
‘fents with Scripture, and we retain Infant-Baptifm, be- ) )
‘caufe there is Scripture-proof toit, and not barely up. S
on Tradition. @ 4 ‘ ‘
" Reply. Firft, 1f it had been recorded in Scripture,
then the Apoftles needed not to have fent it by Word
of Mouth to the Church, Secondly, If it were recorded
: in

i
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i i Scripture, why did ufin declare, that it ought no
i,”&p’ g?h_chlfcr to be accounted than as an Apoltolical Tra-
ff”wpg f“lon? Thirdly, If you have Scripture-proof for it,
o end me that, and keep your Traditions for your felf,
aﬂfe‘ t};”“”bf}’, It feems you can’c credit the Teftimony of
uz_i ol 1 Fathers, nor yot the Traditions of the Church, un-
l‘{,h { '¢fs you have Teftimony from the Word to the fame
L?g, thing ; and if you have Teftimony from the Word,
Wiﬁ" You have no need of the Teltimony of the Fathers, nor
@ Yot of the Tradition of the Church.
i fI he fecond Reafon you brought for the probability
mff# g the baptizing of Children in the Apoftles time was,
I,NM -¢caufe there were whole Houfholds baptized, wherein
ﬁb[‘ai‘ ’rtSprobabIé there were fome Children. . Tothis you
& 4y L Reply, that two of thefe Houfholds were faid to
gl <ieve 5 the third was the Hounfhold of Stephanus, and
o“ﬂ,& tfey were fuch as had addicted themfelves to the
ﬂ,‘l{‘w&\ Miniftry of the Saints.  The fourth was Lydia, and
oy 30 Body knows whether he was Maid, Wife, or Wid-
ow. ' :
dl{T“ Secondly, You fay, there is no mention that the
uf‘Tﬁ Whole Houfhold of Stephanus believed.
o Reply. « Firft, There is no mention that Srephanus
! himfelf believed 5 what then? May we conclude, that
yodb( he was Baptized while an Unbeliever 2 Secondly, It’s
faid, that the Houfhold of Stephanus was the firlt Fruits
ol Ot dchaia, and that they had addicled themfelves to
\'V’y thE:_Miniftry of the Saints, »which is tantamount to
ofy Believing, Thirdly, There is no mentionof one Child
QW . 10 all thofe Honfholds, therefore no probability thaf
M ¢ Children were baptized from thofe inftances. :
Thirdly, You fay, that though it be faid, that the
dilor believed with all his Houfe, yet by a common
Synechdoche it may figoifie no more than the growsn
Perfons ip his Family, ;
Reply, Though it be faid, That the Failer and all bis
S iR e v : Houfe
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Honfe were baptized, yet by the fame commo o
doph[e may be figoified no more than the grgwsg“lgch W
fons in bis Family ; and if I thought there were aen ﬂ‘G
peed of “it, [ could argue the fame way for the 0thny- @bﬂ
three Families ; but there is no need to run g Sy"nec;r Wj‘f
doche in the Cafe. ~',nf4

The third Reafon you urge, for the Probability f&gb}
Infant-Baptifm in the Apoltles times, was this ; jf ]0 W
fants had been denied Church-memberfhip in the A 2- W
ftles times, thofe femws that were by them Convef{)ed. w
unto Chrift would have made a flir about it, ag tpe ML
did about leffer things. To this you fay I mgde nY Jsf
Reply at all ; you think I would not have paft j¢ OVC? g
fo, if I bad been able to return any reafonable anfwer :e'\"
to it. : 5 - W ‘
Reply. 1 made this Anfwer to it, that your doupy. Wl

Iefs proved no more than your probabilitics did, anq | l

¢hat was the Reafon 1 faid no more, nor do I fee any i

great Reafon to fay more to it now : What have yoy f 1

proved by it? Or what have you offered to prove by vo"““

it, that has not becn anfwered already ? i

Secondly, W hat are thofe lefler things that they made 4§ i

a ftir about? The fulleft account that I can have of .ﬂurt
. them, is in Aéls 21. 21. T_hcy were zealous of the Law, ang 1

were informed thar Paul did reach the Fewsto forfake 24, dgﬂ

fes’s Law, not to Circumcife.their Childreny nor to p alk afi 3 i ‘A
sheir Cuftoms.  Firft, Then 1 would enquire, Whether 11

it docs not lye fair before us to conclude, that they djg
make a fLir about this very Matter, becaufe their Chj). i
dren were denied Church-memberfhip ? Have yoy not; -this
declared, that they were entered in by Circumcifiop i
And is not here a ftir made about this initiating Orgj. 5
nance, (as you call it )2 fo that they came near the ﬁ,
Gafe, if not home to it; butif their Children had bee;, (i
baptized, it’s probable they would not have contended ,na
about Circumcifion ; or if they had, that the Apoftle

: | would

'. 248 Truth windicatey,
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2 Would foon have pacified them, by letting them know
§ff that they bad Baptifm in the r(;onz thereof. -
Lty Lhirdly, If they did not contend abont this, it’s pro-
‘ r;‘rﬁ able God might give them more light in this great and
gels Weighty Matger than he did in leffer things, the want
5 i’tf light" in which would have occafioned fo great a ftir.
. LYou fay,that all the Anfwer, I have now recurned is bue
'er‘pmbable.;_l anfwer, your Argument was but to prove
[1!"1” ?fpl'obablllty, nor had it more than a probability in it,
N fo much, ‘and a probable Anfwer may ferve toa pro-
gty “2ble Argument,
. ‘t,f Laftly, You fay, that thereis more nced of an ex-
1 Prefs Prohibition, to exclude Infants from the Church,
o t.han_ there is of an exprefs Command or Example to
l Teceive them; for before Chrifl’s coming they always
‘ benjoyed it, and if this ancient Priviledge be repealed,
" Where is the Precept or Prefident for it ? To this you
3id’<’:§ fay 1 Reply, that the Legal Adminiltration is done
fgﬂo: away, and in that there is a repeal of their Church-
,g(fbi memberfhip: To this you fay, though the Legal Ad-
@ * Miniftration be done away,” yet the Covenant re-
’ Mains, and all that are Church. members have right un<
l((wa{ der the new Adminiftration to be dmitted into the
a{ﬂ; Church. . ;
sl  Reply. Firft, All that are Church-members are in al-
by "cady’; this might well have been fpared. :
W% Secondly, The Covenant it felf, in which the natu-
ecgid zal Seed’) ftood, is done away, Z#cb. 8. wlt.  Zech,
(08 11, 1o,
'(%ﬂ”; Thirdly, In the change of the Difpenfation there is
o a change of the Conftitution, from National to Congre:
B Zational ; and if you can produce but one Infant that

)rdf Was a Member in any one New-Teftament-Church, 1
tﬂ‘ Will give you the Caufe at laft.
r Thirdly, You fay 1 tell you, that there is no need

# of an exprefs Prohibition to hipder Children from :3? Pt
& g 1 m,
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M

. tifm, becaunfe it' was never commanded 5 ang that g
which is not commanded in Matters ofworﬂ]ip, is ir; i
plicitely forbidden ; and that it was unlawful for No. 91}
dab'and Abibu to offer Incenfe with ftrange Fire, Whic}; ht.
God commanded them not. To this you fay, that i ﬁnﬁf
God command one thing in his Worfhip, irs unlawfy] M
to omit that, and do another; and this was the Cafe yf‘
of Nadab and Abibs, who offered firange Fire, When ,lﬁﬂ
the Lord had prefcribed what Fire they fhould
ven Fire from off the Altar, Lev. 9.6, 23, 24. /
Reply. Firft, I confefs the evil is the greater, when p’ﬂ%
Men have a command, and omit what God require, il
~and proceed in a way of their own 5 yer obferve, thag pu

ufe, e- (7

& :

the ftroke came upon thém for offering Incenfe With g
Fire that God commanded them not, 5

Secondly, If it be unlawful to omit what God requires 1‘",
and take 2 way of our own that he hath not requireq. Iy
then we had need be fure that Sprinkling is Baptizipe @5?
before we lay by Dipping, and make ufe of Sprink]iné’ »
Had Baptizing been any other way than by Dippigs. §
there had been no need to have made choice of a placy of
where there was much Water, nor yet for the Admi. i
niftrator to have Bone down into the Water with the fo
fubject : I had not mentioned this, if T had got been f gy
faily led to it ; thongh I fhould be glad to fec the 6.
dinances of €hrift purely ddminiftred in refpect of e
Matterdand If?orm too. : f

Thirdly, 1f that which is not forbidden in exnrer [
Terms may be brought into the Worfhip of Er;:é's
]t;now burdenfom would the Worfliip of God foon
' e. D

Sixthly, You fay, that it’s granted alfo, that the
fubftance of Divine Worfhip is contained in the Word
of God, or may be clearly proved thereby 5 and whae
1S ‘not commanded, either explicitely or irnplicite};r :
m Matters of Worlhip, is in Effect forbidden, ‘ang B

ought

-
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o ght not to be obferved as a neceffary part of Reli-
on, y

Reply. Firft, T acknowledge that here is ingenuity
0. giving 4 grant thus far, only here are two Words
at are dubious : Firff, What you mean by the fub-

 Cellary part of Worlhip ; but where things are dubious,

» Sharity binds 'me to put the beft Confiruttion, -and
¢ 10 things of this Nature, Prudence forbids me (o en-

qQuite too fap,

Seventhly, The Baptifm of Infants, you fay, is im-
Plicitely commanded in Scripture ; and if fuch Bap.
Ufm be juftifiable, then there needs fome exprefs Pro-. -

1bItion to warrant the denial of Baptifm to them.

. Reply. Your implicite command for Infant Baptifin
$.no where ro be found in the Word 5 and what your
ave offered to prove it, has been anfiwered, as I have
et with it, and muft now be left to the Reader to
Judge of it. 'As to the {ccond part, I grant it, that

 if Infant-Baptifm had been warranted by the Wordy

there had then been need of fome Word to warrant us
t0 deny them; but it was never warranted by the
ord, and therefare there is no nged of any Word to
orbid it : You grant your felf, that what is not com-
Manded By the Word in matters of Worfhip, either
Exprefly or implicitely,is in effe@ forbidden, and ought
B0t to be made ufe of. iz
Eighthly, You fay, that feeing the Priviledge of
hurch-memberfhip, which belonged to Infants under
the Legal Adminiftration, is not repealed under the Go-
{pel, it follows, that the Children of Belicvers have
Aright to be admitted Members of the Church.
. Reply, You grant a repeal of the Legal Adminiftra-
ton, Page 81. and if the "Adminiftration be repealedy
thC?‘F'riviledges that they enjoyed under that Admini-

Tation are repealed : Take away the Charter, ?ndlfr[}e
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Priviledges are loft : How could the whole of thej,
Church-ftate be diffolved in the change of the Admip;.
ftration, as you grant, Page 17. Book 2. and the Prj.
viledge of their Children remain? Can the'whole pe
diffolved, and not the Parts? And did the Parents bex
come Members again, or any of them, by vertye of
the old Adminiftration, or of the New? The Lay of
which New Adminiftration you haVe Mat.28. 10268
and can their Children claim it by vertue of the o4
Adminiftration, when their Parents could not ? Cerl
tainly if Children have a right, it’s by vertue of the
New Adminiftration, and by that you muft prove 350
or you do nothing. To conclude then, I defire yor
to read over the new Deed, or the Law of the New.
Adminiftration, Aar. 28. 19, 20. and if you can finq
but one Claufein it that does Priviledge the Childrey
of Believers to Church-memberfhip and Baptif ‘in i
Infant-ftate, only fend me that, and I will give you
the Caufe at laft. : |

“And now if you pleafe to’ write again, in the vip.
dication of what you have aflerted, I hope I may find
-an opportunity, and room enough to return you a fair
Anfwer ; and in thermean time, Fare you well.,

e, P
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7 P Cobenant
{ - i
;,,yig HE Covenant of Grace is*a Muatual Compatk |
gl between the. Father and the Son, befotethe
JA. - ‘World was, ( the Son confidered in the Divine
Nature only ) in behalf of the Electof Gods wherein
. the Son updertook the performance of certain Conditions
on his part : Andthe Father engaged himfelf by feveral
promifes on his part, fome of which were peculiar to
I theSon, others made to the Son in behalf of the Elect; °
| who were the Subjects thereof. :
A2 Having@ivan'this Defcription of the New-Covendntsy
! lfhallin the next place prove each part thereof by the
Word. : , iR
: Firft, It is a Mutual Compact between the Father and
| the Son, If#. 49. from 3, to10. We havein thefe: ver-
’ . fesa Tranicripe of: the whole Compact or Agreement

that was between them. e
Firjt,. The Father 'propofeth; verfe 3. Thoik are iy
-‘ R

Servanty
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Servant, O Ifrael, in thee I willbe glorified. This Propg.
a1 was made to the Son, who was to be the Lords Ser._
vant,when be had taken our nature upon him, Ia.42.1,
Behold my fervant whom 1 uphold,, wine Elect, in whoy my
foul delighteth. :

Secondly, We have the Anfwer of the Son, verfe 4.
Then I fard, 1 bave laboured in vain, and ‘have Jpent _my
Jirength for noughts r-moz" tn vain 5 yet [urely my work s wi,
the Lord, andmy judgment with my God.

In which Anfwer there are two things to be confider.
ed: Firft, TheSubjelts here propofed were too fima]] 5

number for fo great an Undertaking 5 1 save laboured i

wain > Not that his labour was fuccefslefs, in that fenfe

he did not labour in vain, nor fhed ome drop of hj
blood in vaii, hedid fee of the travel of his Soul with ¢;_

tisfacion, and wasaflured that the pleafure of the Lorg
fhould profper in his hands : But the Ele¢t within the
confines of /fracl were too fmall a number. ;

Secondly, So fmall a number as it was, he undertakes
it at the firft Propofal 5 this is plainly intimated in thefe
words, Ay work is with the Lord, and my judgment with my
God.. Though the Purchafe would-not anfwer the price,
he would leave that to the Fathery whom he knew
would make it up.

Thirdly, The Son having granted'the Propofal, the

Father fpeaks again to the Son, werfe §, 6. And now, .

fuith the’ Lovd thar formed me from the womb, to be bis Ser-
want, tobring Facob again to bim, though Ifraclbe not gathe-

ved, yer-fball ] be gloriousin the eyes of the Lord, and my God |

. fhall be my frrength: Andhe [aidy it is a light thing that th,
{hauldft be my [ervant, to raife npthe Tribes of Facob, and ¢
veftore the preferved of Ifrael : Iwill alfo give thee for aligh
to the Gentiles, that thou mayeft be for [alvation unto the ¢uds
of the Earth. 1n which Words there are three things
obfervable : .

Firfty There is a Promife made to the Son, Thar be

fhonld
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ﬂ'?’tld be glorious in the eyes of Lovd, that God would be bis
fivength. Secondlyy A Grant given, that Zfrael were tog
fmall 2 number for fo great an Undertaking : Andbe
f“’d,}t 1s ajlighe tioing that onldft be my [ervant, t0 raife up
the Tribes of Facob, and to reffore the preferved of Ifracl,
Tizzr-nlty, The Elet among the Gemiles added nnto the
Fews : 1 will alfo give thee for ajlight to the Gentiles, that
thou may'ft be for falvation to the endsof the Earth. g
That the Son was a party Covenanting may further
appeary Zach. 9. 11. As for thees by the blood of thy cove-
Mane bave I fenr forth thy prifoners out of the pir wherein
there was 5o water. . This is the'Fathier {peaking unto the
Son, and he calls it his Covenant, as being nade by
him, Pfal. 89.28. Ay mercy will 1keep for bim for ever-
move, and my Covenant [hall [Fand faft with bim: 105 the
Fathers Covenant, ‘and it% the Sons Covenant, as being
tranfuéted between the Fatherand the Son.  That it is
the Sons Covenant is yet more ¢vident, in-that he laid
downhis lifetoconfirm it, Aeb. 9. 14,16, v For this
canfe be isthe Mediator of the New Teffament, that by means
of death for the vedemption of the tranfgreffions thar were
mnder the firft, Teftament; that they that are called mizht
veceive.the promife of eternal Inberitante : For where a Teft ax
ment-isyhere muft alfo of sceeffity be the dearh of the Tefi aror,
fora Teftament is of force when men are dead; othiermife it i
of no force.ar all, whilf the Teftaror Bverhis Had not Chrift
been the Teftator as well as Mediator, there had beetino
need for him to dye, nor conld the Teftame_nt i?avgbccd
confirmed by higdeath. If a thoufand dye, if the T efta-
tor livg,the Teftament is of no force. Eicher the New-
Teftament is confirmed by the Death of Chrift, orit i
fiot 3 if it be; then was Chrift the Teftator j if it be noty
then it’s of no force at all, and what condition are we
now in. , ' : Rk o
 Setondly; The New-Covenant was tranfaéled between
the Fachiet dnd the Son bsf;re the world was; Z¥as i ;
3
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Tn hope of eterpatlife, nn"yi:b'(iod that cannot lyepromifed be-
fore the foundation of the U'orldbeg‘m.. -'l_hls promife was
made toChtilt, forthere was nonein being but the o
to whom a promile CO‘\’lld be_madq; betore the Woarld
had a being it was made Lo him for (he_ Ele&, or elfe
the Apoftle could not have bottomed his hopes upon it,
2 Tim. t.9:Who bath faved ns, and C””"df” with a holy calla
ing , HOL ACCOrding £0 0Hr WOr 1\’-'”7 bue ﬂm_r/fh/g to his own pur-

p .55 gmz( | Grace, which was ZHUENLO s In ({/ar?ﬁ ifeﬁ“ before

the World-was. [’,ION-CGUILI.:'.“.H"S Gife of his Grace have,
been beftowed on us in Chrilt, but in the tranfat of the

New—CovCﬂﬂﬂf? This Grace, or LOV&‘;, or Good Wil

of God, it’s a New:Covenant Blefling. - God hath

made over bimfelf by Covenant, Gex.7. 7. And in fo

doing he hath made overhis Grace; be could not make:
over: himfelf;: buc he muft make over his Grace, it be-
ing eflential in God 5 now this was done before the
World began. It was promulgated as foon as Adam fell,
The feed of vhe Woman _{;’3.4!1 Urm.'{ the Serpents bead 5 there-

fore it wasin being before he fell.

The Mediatorfhip of Chrilt commenc’d as foon as
fin had a being, he was the Lamb flain from the foun<
dation of the World, therefore the New-Covenant.wag
in being from the foundarion of the World. ;

Thirdlyy The New-Covenant was tranfalted between
the Father and the Son, the Son confidered in the Dj-
vine Nature only. - ‘This appears, Firff, In that it was
tranfacted before the®World began, before the Humana
Nature had a being : Ged didnot [end forth bis Som madp
P f & worian, till the ﬁz/ziej_r_of time, Gal. 4+ 4« Secondly, Iy
+ appears, in that the taking of the Humane Nature wag

angffeét of the compact, Heb. 2. 17, Whereforeit bebooyed
him in all things to be made likg to his Brethreny thar by
. might be a merciful and faithfil High-Prieft in things perrain..
ing wnto God. Merciful, with refpet to us, faithfy]
with refpect to the Father. - Now faithfulnefs doth im.

ply
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Ply fome pre-engagement. When Chrilt took our Na-
Wreupon him, he renders this as the veafon, That i
the Volume of the Book it waswritten of bim to do thewill of
Gody Pfal, 40.7,8. - This 'was not the Book 'of the
Crl}’:EUI’C; 1 was not written there antecedent to the
Penningof this Plalm, therefore take it of the Book of

the Govenant, ( to fpeak it after the manner of men )
that which is called the Lamb’s Book of Liife, which
the Subjelts of this Covenant had their Names written
n, Rew, 17 3 8. ;

Fourthly, Fhis Covenant was tranfacted between the
Father ang the Son, in the behalf of the Elect only. Here
I\ﬁ“” Premife two things. 'Firft, That God ‘hathan
Elecy People. - Stcondly, That this Elect People were
Bven to Jefus Chrift. ~And then proge that this Elec
People tharare givento Jelus Chrift, are the only Sub-
Jects of the New-Covenant.

Firft, That God hath an Eleét People, a certain
number of particular Perfonsy both o fFews and Gentiles,
that be hath chofen: in Chrift Jefus to Salvation as' the
end, and to Sanctification as the means. 5

Firft, That God hath an Elet People, ‘AMar. 2.4.. 22
Eor the Eletts' fake thofe days (hall be [hortned ; ver. 24°
For there fhall arife falfe Chrifts; and f alfe P;t()p/:m, infp-~
much thar sf it were poffible, they (hall deecive the very
Elsct': But that “is impoffible, they are’ fo fecured by
the Decyee of Gogl, the Merits of Chrift, and the Pro-
miles of this Covenant, ver. 31. And he ﬂmll [cnd bhis
Angels, with 4 preat Jound of @ Trumpet, and fhall gather
lJi;'El(:&F] ]‘}'();J;’MG four winds, from one end of Heaven to
the other. 1z, 65-22. And mine Eleét [hall long enjoy the
work of their Fands. i :

Secondly, Thefe Ele&t are a certain number of parti~
cular Perfons, Eph.t. g Who bath ckofen us in b bes
fore the Foundation of the World, thar we [hould be Holy,
and withour blame before bim in Love.. Paul and the Ephe:

' R 3 . fians
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fians in particular, to whom le wrote this Epiftle,
Rom. 9. 11. For the Children being wot yer born, nejther
baving doue either good or evily that  the purpofe of God
according to Election might Jtand, not of works, but of hin
that calleth.  Ver.x2. It was faid unto ber, Facob bave 1
loved, Efan have I hared. Now thefe Eletk are knowp
&O God, they are not known to us, 2 Tim.2.19. Ne.
N Lerthelefs the Foundation of God [tandeth fure, having this

Soal, the Lord knoweth them that are bis : Each individg.

21 Perfon are known to him : The Lord knoweth then

" by Name: Gacob have & loved, and Efan have 1hated,
S heiy Names ave written in Heaven, Luke 10, 20. Thcy
arve written in the Bookof Life, Rev.20. 15. : ;
" Thirdly, Thele Eleét confift both of Fews and Gentiles -
of Fews, Rom. 11. §. There is at this day a Remuant, o
fom'iﬂg to the Elettion of Grace: OFf Gemiles, 1 Thefl,
Yodd Knowing, Brethren, Beloved, your Eletion of God,
Fourtbly, They are chofen to Salvation as the end,
and to Sanétification as the means, both in one Decree,
2 Theff. 2. 13. We are bound to give thanks for yoi, Bre-
thren, Beloved of the Lord, becaufe God hath from the be-
ginming chofen you to Salvation, through Sanélification of
}’,’;g‘s‘mir, and belief of the Trmh ; To Salvation as the
F:nd,and;to SanClification as the means, both in one De-
| cree. ~
- The fecond thing to be premifed is this, That thig
Eleé& People are given to Jefus Chtift, Fobu 17. 6. Thine
they werey and thou gaveft them unto me : Thine by ‘Eles
&ion, and thou gavelt them unto me by feederal Re-
lation. : ] :
" Either 'they muft be confidered the Fathers in re-
{peét of Elettion, or in refpedt of Creation. In the fe-
cond fenfe we cannot poflibly take it ; for, Firf, In
+ refpedt of Creation the whole World is his, but thefe
are not all given to the Son : Thofe that are given to
. the Son are diftingtifhed from the World, 7erfe o,

i

&5
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1 pray for thefe, I pray wor for the World, but for thofe =
Whoin, thou haft giwen me, for they are thive, They. are
ot only diftingnithed from the World, as they are
&ven to the Son, but as they are the Fathers too: They *®
@re thine, and that in a peculiar fenfe. g
Secondly, Chrift declares; that all his Number is th
Fathers, and the Fathers are his: .44 mine are thine,
F”d thine are mine : They are the fame individual Per=
ons. - , , .
Thirdly, Ghrift gives Eternal Life to as many as are
8iven him by the Father, . Fobmyi7. 2. but Eternal Life
1S given to nonebuot the Eledt, Rom. 11.7. The Elestion
hath obtained, and the reft were blinded. *. Therefore they
il arethe Elect only that dre given to Jefus Chrift,.~ .
Thirdly, 1 fhall prove that they are the Ele& only
) that are given to Jelns Chrift, that are the only fub-
b“ Je€ts of the New Covenant. FEirfl, It appears, that
{ga/r" they only are bleft with the Bleflings of the New Co-
gl venanr, Eph. 1.3, 4. Bleffed be the God and Father of onr
W Lord Fefus Chrift, who hath bleffed us with all fpiritnal
ﬂ”: Bleffings in beavenly places in Chrift Jefus. . .Bot who are
i b:{ they that are thus blefled ? Are they not_thofe that
were chofen in him befare the Foundation of the
EW”; 'Secondly, It was upon their account only, that Jefus
0| Chrift underwent all his- Sufferings, Jfa. §3. 5. For the
ﬁﬂf | Tranfgreffions of my. Pepple was be [miseen, . He laid down
% bis Life for the Shecp, john 20.15.  Heloved the Chitroh,
W and gave bimfelf for them, Eph. 5. 25. :
g’, Thirdly, 1t wasupon their account only he had his
# ' Name Fefus given him, Mat, 1.21. _Aml thou [halt cfz_ll\
8 bis Name Sefus, for be [hakl fave bis People from thew
o Sins, .
Fourthly, It% only they that are the Heirs of the Pro-
mife, Gal. 3,29, Andif ye be Chrifts, then are yé Aora-
hanss Seed,. and Heirs according to the Promife. gk
R 4 Fifthly,
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Fifthly, They only are juftified by his Blood, Ros,
8. 33. Who [halllay any thing to. the Charge of Gods Elect ?
"\t is God that juftifieth 5 whois be that condemns 2 it's Chyif

vhat dyed. : : ‘

~ Sixrhly, They only fhall be glorified, Rev. 20, 13,
! And whofoever was nor written in the Lambs Book of. Life,
"~ was cafb into the Lakg of Fre. A ;

" FEifthly, In the Tranfact of this Covenant between
" the Father and the Son, the Son undertook the . per-
formance of certain Conditions ; He wasto. raife up the
Tyibes of Facoby and to reflore the preferved of Ifracl ; He
was 10 be a light to the Gengiles, and. for Salvation unto the
cnds. of the Earth. *
" Firfl, He was engaged to take our Nature upon him,
be muft te a merciful and faithful High-Prielt in things
pertaining unto God. He had covenanted fo to do,
and he muoft make good his Covenant, Hcb. 10. 5. Sa-
L-r:ﬁcc and Off ering: thow wonldeft not, a Body baft thow pre=
paredme: Ner.7. Then I [aid, lo Icome.. He hath re-
{pet to the Covenant here, as being engaged thereby
to take a Body.
" Secondly, He was cngaged by Covenant to fulfil the
Law in our Nature, Mat. 5. 17. Think not thar I 4
come to deftroy the Law or the Prophets, I am not come tq
deflrdyy but to fulfil. e came not only to fulfil the Law,
but to fulfil it upon the account of the fubjeéts of this
~ Covenant, Rom. 10.4. Chrift is the end of the Law for
" Righteonfnefs, roevery one that believeth. - He hath yield-
ed that very Obedience that the Law aimed at, He
was in Covenant to do whatever the Will of God wag
Plalm 40.7, 8. Then faid I, lo] come, inthe Volume of z/g;.
Baok it is written of me todo thy Willy O God: Yea; thy
Law is within my Heart. Now this was one part of the
Will of God, that he fhould fulfil the Law, by yieldig g
ad}ive Qbedience thereunto ; God fent him into the
World on pyrpofe. -He was not only fent to make ap

o end

»
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810 of Sin, but to bring in Everlafting Righteoufnefs,
of o = 2 ;
oJ:; ‘;;”1; 0 ﬁ/flﬂ] the Tranfgreffion, and tomake Riconciliaim
" tniquity, and to bring in Everlafling Righteon[nefs. ~
" ‘/)’a He ﬂ‘oo_d engggcd to offer ‘up. himielf a
Jn, o making Sacrifice, for.the fatisfaction of Divine
i} le¢}¢, Hib. 30, 5. whc;:rcforc when he cometh into the
g 4 B 41 J?’d h;: faithy Sacrifice and Oﬁ‘;"lﬂgl thow wouldft nor,
f f‘iin 3 3 _ly oaft. thou prepared me. - Then faid 1, Io 1. come,
#‘”‘ ti," / 0»’”‘:“16’.0_}-‘ thy Book it iswritten of me to do thy Wilk
M( Cod, - This.was the Will of God, that bhe fhould of-
i
T} gz ey :
¥, Cretore when he prayed, Fatber, if. it be poffible, let
,y * Cup.pafs from me 3 he refigned-up his Wil to-the
QYL be: doge, \Whatever-was the Will of -God that
M #20d therefore he faith, that iz the Volume of the Book is
: Frfmzhl)'., He was engaged by Covenant to bring in
all the fobjects thereof ; to accept of himfelf on Go-
ﬂi Defit thereof, Fobn 10. 16. Aud other Sheep ¥ haves tha
FM(,: e not of this fold, them alfo 1 muft bringy and they fhall
f?z/;ﬂ e doth.noc fay, 1 nay bring, or 1 will bring; bug I
y Wulkbring.  And why muft he bring themin? but be-
L L Y
| . Fifthly, He was engaged not only to feek, and to
;' fave that which was loft ; btit alfo to keep them, when
|
§
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P 90 2.4 Seventy Weeks are: determined 10 make an end
Y 3% Lhiy,
five
fly O
¥ ﬁ:y‘/iii of the Fathery Neverthelefs, noe my Willy bus thy
{o.i“,,{f Chrift fhoulq do, that Chrift. was in Covenant'to do
%ljd’ \Pas writtey of hin to do the Will of the Father,
] {pel Terms, that fo they might enjoy . the good and Be-
| ,k"f»”” my.woice, andthere fhall be. one Shepherd, and one Fold.
! Caule hie was in Covenant fo to do,
-hehad fought them out, that they fhould ftray away no

 mine owy Will, but the Will of bimithat [ent me, and this
| Bs the Will of bimthar [ent mé, that of allthar: hehath gi=
uen me 1 fhould lofe nothing, but fhould raife it #p. agau
bl lafl day,. .~ : Sixthly

| :’r upthis Body 5 it was fo the Will of God, that there :
i 45 no.avoiding of it, he muft drink that bitter Cup:

More, Yohbn 6,38, 1 came down from Heaveny nos to do '
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* Sixthly, Jefos Chrift-ftood engaged to confirm gy

Covena'nt, by his Death, Heb. 9.1 5 For this caufe b, g
" yhe Mediator of the New Covenanty that by means of Doy,

o the Redemption of vhe Tranfgreffions that were gy,

the firft Covenant, they that were called waight regeiye e

; 1 , For where & Tefamens ;, |
Promife of. Eternal Inkeritance s,
there {;znﬂ alfo of neceffity ‘be the Death of the T"ﬂator:'

Ver{e 17. For 4 Teftament is of force after Men are dogy
! ki

otherwife : 2
werh. ~The Promifes made to the Fathers were g

" confirmed ’till - Chrift - was offered up, Fb, 1y, 14
Thefe all throngly Faith obtained a good veporty not bhayi,

received the Promife, God baving provided fome better thips |
for us, that they witkout s fhonld noc be made perfosy |

This Provifion was made in the New Covenant, wheye
a1l our Mercies are weaptup : Thefe are the Conditiopg
that the Son undertook the performance of. Ngy,

what he was engaged to do and fuffer, he bath mage |
good, Fobw 17. 1. 1 bave finifhed the Work that thoy g4, 3
weft e to.do. John 19.30. He cried onty it is finifhed,

andbe bowed the Heady ahd.gave up the Ghoff. So thap
the Covenant is compleated on Chrift’s part, with re.
{pec to what he/was to do and fuffer, both which are
of Eternal Efficacy, and being compleated on the Sopg
part, all the Promifes made by the Father are cop.
firmed and fulfilled, 4efs 13. 32,33, Andwe declare yne,
yon glad-tidings, how that the Promife that was made to the

Fathers, God bath fulfilled to us their Children, inthar b |

bath rvaifed Chrift from the dead. The Promifes were
conﬁr‘m{d by his Death; and his RefurreClion was 5
fignal Manifeftation of the fulfilling or Confirmation

thereof ; fo that the New Covenant .is now of force. -

" the Death of the Teftator hath confirmed the Teftas

ment. :
* Sixthly, In this Compatt between the Father and the

Son, the Fagher engaged himfelf, by feveral Promi-
: : fes,

iz is of mo firengih ac all, whilft the Teftarop ;2 |
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g %, fome of which were peculiar to the Son 3 others
: eaflc to the Sorrin behalf of the Elect, who are the Sub-
Jicts thercof, Ifa. 49. 5,7, 8. The Promifes that are
" ec‘]ll?r to the Son are as followeth : Firfty T kat be fhonld
e, Slorious in the Eyes of the Lord, that God would be bis
/ trength, ver. . ~Secondly, That God wonld ftand by
W My and help him, wver. 8. To an acceprable time bave 1
ﬁ[ﬁ’:m’d thee, andin the day of Salvation have I holpen thee.
chfg are two things to be confidered 3 Firjt, Jefus
wﬂ"é rift took hold of thefe Promiifes, and bottomed up-
,t"x_.izﬂ them, Ifa. 50.7, 9. My God will kelp me, therefore
] M\ 4ve I fer my Face as a Flint, and 1 know that 1 [ball not be

4 %anbmzdcd. Bibold ! the Lord God will belp me, therefore

/ f’ﬂlqll not be afhamed. Secondly, The Father made good.
el Promifes to Chrift ‘when he: was offered. up,
Eﬁ#z Cor. 6.2, For be [aid, in an acceprable Time have X
ND{ eard thee, and inthe day of Salvation bave I bolpen thee ;
Mbchold now is the acceptable Times behold now. is the day of
%salmn’m:. When God was in Chrift reconciling the

W World to himfelf, notimputing unto- them their Tref-
WPalles, then were thefe Promifes made good : Then was
Mt]e accptable Time, then was the day of Salvation,
Widthen did God hear him, FHcbe §.7. He was beard in the
:Wi f"ing; he feared; thep was he holpen under all bis Suffer-
S lngs.
2 E-“>’c’c<»;uaz’iy, The Father engaged himfelf by feveral Pro-
tﬁ! Mifes made to the Son in bebalf of I.hrc hlc{t, ]fdl. 49-
859, Thus fairh the Lord, in an acceprable, Time have I
j bfflnlthct’, and in the day of Salvation bave I holpen thee 3
and | will give thee for a Covenant of the People, 10 ¢ftas
blifhy the Earth, and canfe to.inberit the defolate placess Ve, 9p
det thon ””W'f[- /;‘y lé the Pri]oh‘l;’f.‘, go fO?‘th;{ 10 themn that

.
=

fitin_ darknefs fhew your felves That he fonid b a light 1o,
the Gentiles, and- for Salvation 10 the tnds of the E””;’i
Tit. 1.5, Ju bope of Eternal Lifts whichGod ihar carme! ¥

promifed before the Varld began, 1 _f“PPof? that Ewmili

R
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Lifc bere, comprehends all the good of the New ¢

nant. As Death is a comprehenfive of

is Eternal Life a comprehenfive of all Happirefs, Thigl |

Promife was made to Cha:i[t‘ before the World bey,y, - A .‘f,ﬂ ‘
was m[ade to him in behalf of the fubjeéts O,gt_ this é‘;jvé‘?m/

1 ! OVew
all Ml&rY: fw

nant, or elfe Paul could not have grounded hjs .
upon it. I doubt not but all the Promifes that are nowy
in the New Covenant, containing Temporal, Spiritua]

and Eternal Bleflings, were made in the firft Trangaq
of the Covenant. As g,hrlﬂ: did then CDZage to perfory W
all the Conditions, fo the Fathe_r engaged to beﬂ.o‘;lé‘ugt
all the Bleflings that were contained in the PromifesY’w
he did'give Chrilt for a Covenant to, the Peg & i’}f

the very ficlt Tranfact ; and are not all.the Promif,cmfm
Yea and Amenin Chrifl Jefus 2 All the Promifes Wersﬂ"
confirmed by Chrift, as he was confidered the Tei’catore.“,)”,o
therefore 1 conclude, that they were al} made in t} ’t;‘}’
firlt tranfalt of the Teftament. There are Promifeg R 1
into the Covenant with refpect to the fubjetts r.hcrepourt yl”’/
and nothing but Promifes : The New Covenan s g bun. ik
dle of Promifes, there is not one Precept, nor oy ‘i{hel
Threat to be found there ; ( on the Sons pare it contaj e"p‘ﬁ
ed Conditions, that were to be performed by him annd.* i
that upon account of the fubjeéts thereof ;) Op the ¥
Fathers part it contained only Promifes, the fulﬁl]inew
of which depended on the performance of the Condi
tions by the Son.. Thefe are the two parts of the Co\ §
venant, and the whole thereof ; there is not a‘third. jﬂi
part to be produced. That this Covenant is made | i(

all of Promifes, with refpect to the fubjects thereo%) i
will appear in a few particulars. > W

Firft, There are nothing but Promifes to be f, A
in that which God calls the New Covenant, ?Er?und i‘.

33534, But this hall be the Covenant thar I wil) make n;’;;;;

the Houfe . of Ifracl, afterithofe days, faith the Lot 7 %
will put my Laws in their inward parts, and write the,, e

their
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And I will be t heiy God, andthey (hall be my
! And they [hall all Iymw me, fro;;f l/.:'L’.» leaft to the
tareft of them, for 1 will forgive their Iniquities, and re.
Ember their Sins no more. ~God himfeli calls this the
ew Covcnant, verfe 31, Behold the day is come, that J
‘”KD il 7”_4'""\0 @ New Covenant with the Honfe of Ifrael © And
WENIS s that New Covenant which is contained in the
/33, & 34. verfes.  And fure 1 am, there are none but
e'omifes here: If we look Gen 1777 T BLtklis 6.2 )
t:G’ 27.  Heb. 8. 10, 11. in which Scriptures the New
ovenant is moft largely defcribed, you will fee not
-hlng but Promifes. .
m_Sbcomﬂy., It appears, in that.the New Covenant is
gttiled the Promife, or Promifes. : ‘ ;
Mgt Firft, The Promife, in the fingular Notnber, .46 13.
;Ws,f’ 334 34. Andwe declare unto yon glad-tidings, kow thar
¢ Promife that was made to the Eathers, God hath’ ful-
E‘m Ued to us their Children, in that be raifed him from the

glcad; now no more 1o return to Corruption': Hé [zid on
ih bis wife, I willgive yon-the [ure Meréics of David.~ By
,"b@hc Promife in the 324. werfeis intended the Covenant,

(
';f Or he prefently addeth, 7 will give you'the [ure Mercies
i David,  And thefe are the Mercies of the New Co-
eNant, Gal.3.29. Andifyebe Chrifts, then are ye Abras
Wns Seed, and Feirs according' to the Promife.  Gal,
WS- 17. The Law thar was four hundred and thizty Years
ter could not difannl, thar it (honld make the Promife
Of none Effeét.  That,which is there called the Pro-
giife, is in the former part of the fame verfe called
fithe Covenant that was afore confirmed of God 1n

hrift,

Secondly, 1t is fometimes called Promifes, in the Plu-
Number, Rom. 15. 8. Now, I [ay, that Fefus Chrift
%4 & Minifler of the Circumifion, for the Truth of Gods
12 confirm the Promifes made 1o the Fathers.” Gal.3. 16+

O Avrakam and bis Seed were the Promifes mades o
' v ' irdly,
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Thirdly, 1t appears, in that the fabjects of this Co:gﬁ“
venant are ftiled the Heirs of the Promife, Heb, 6, i f
Wherein God willing more :{ézmdzzmgy' to (hew to the ch‘;’h f
of the Promife the immntlenl{ry of bis Coungil, Confirme d’;m
it by an OQarh. What did God confirm by an Ouath 1l
Was it not the New Covenant ? Ggl. 3. 17 And whgg
was the New Covenant but the Promife ? UM
Fourthly, It appears; in that it was a free Coveds
nant, io refpect of tl)e fubjects thereof; there was ngf
- Condition pot into ir, the pexjformanc.e whereof dﬂthﬁic
entitle to the Bleflings therein containgd. Te t!‘ieir’n?
Union with Chrilt entitles, and not any thing dﬂne{iﬂ‘
by them, 1 Cor.g._zz,zg. Gal. 3.29, Y.ou car’e ﬁﬂd‘,gw
one Condition put into the Covenant, with refpedt ¢
the {ubjects thereof, in all the plages where it is mQ&Vﬂ
- Yargely defcribed : All the Conditions were to be, and’léa
are performed by' Chrift, Now if this be grantedio0
that the New Covenant contains nothing bug Condiyjly
ons on Chrift’s part, and nothing but Promifes o thayl
Father’s part, it will follow, that fuch as have ne Ty
tereft in the Merits of Chrift, that have no Intereft ingc'if‘
the Promifes of the Father, have no Interéft at al] g
the New Covenant. There is notan inteérnal anq 5 ﬂg
external part in the New Covenant, (as fome wouldl
have ) the Covenant containing nothing but Promifess g
withrefpedt to the fubjects thereof: What can we £ ﬁ
pefe the external part tobe; that a Perfon may hayelfl
an intereft in, that hath no Intereft in the Promifes 3
Such as have an Intereft in the Covenant, have Certain. ’ @
Iy an Interelt in the Promifes s To Abrabam and bi"i"”
Seed were the Promifes made.  And here take notice of 5 i
few things : i
Firfty There i3 mot one Subjet of the New Covezlf
nant that fhall go without the Bleflings !hereof, Jus o
ttification, Santtification, “and Glorification, Ferigy . m

33, 34. This is the Covenant - that I will mak¢ Witli the |
: : Hoﬁ[&‘p‘
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Houfe of Ifracly afer thofe days fuith the Lord 5 I will
; ‘Tfffte iy Laws in their Heartsy 1 will be their God, and they
h ‘{”"” ke my People 5 they fball all know me from the leaft to
flR 6 greateft of them : For 1 will fergive thiir Intquities,
iy 2ad remember their Sins no more. There is not one fub-
A ;JCQ that fhall not know the Lord, not one that fhall
A Wifs of the Pardon of Sin: And confequently not one
that fhall come fhort of Salvation 5 for fuch as are Jufti-
¢d, and San&tified, fhall certainly be Glorified.
Secondly, There can’t be one fubject brought into
this. Covenant by the Faith of the Parent, there ate a3 -
Many .in already as ever will be : Their Names were
B¥ittenin the Lambs Book of Life from the Foundation of
the World, Rev. 17: 5. And all the World wandered
! i_lftcr the. Beaft, l"Vbofe Narzes were not written in the
i Lambs Book of Life from the Foundation of the VW orld.
M-We are not here to underitand every individual Per-"
B {on of the World 3 but only fuch, Whofe Names were |
fwf not. written. in the Lambs Book of Life from the Founda-
@O8ion of the World. God had his two Wisnefles at*the
idtame time, thefe did not admire the Beaft, they bore
@4 their Teftimony. againk him : And if fo, then rheir
B Names were wrirten in the Lambs Book of Life; and that
J#8long before they began to bear their Teltimony againit
‘fj' bim, cven from the Foundasion of the World. We can
0o more add to the Subjects of this Covenant, than
BWe can add to the Decree of Election.
il Lhirdly, It is not poflible for a Perfon that was once
#a {ubject of this Covenant to lofe his Interelt therein,
Jer, 32. 40. 4 will make an Everlafting Covenant with
Vil them, thar I will never turn away from them. 1o {10 ""”_”
@ 800d ; And I will pur my fear in their Heartsy that they
§ Jballnop depart from me. ~ God Covenants here for him=
{ Jelf and chem too : Firft, For himfelf, ZThar be will ne-
5{“ Yer turn amay from them. 10+do them good. He hath en-

8ged all his Attributes to be exeried as the Cale res
: qulrcd,




“#4ghe New Covenant (orr Teﬂ:}mcnt) isy being seoy.
fitmed by the Deathéof-the Teftator.  But here'are |
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quires, his Wifdom to direct, his Power'to’ proteg 1
his Grace and Mercy to fave.  He Covenantethfo, yf
them too, That le will put bis fear into their Heartsy thy, 4
they [hall not depart from bim. Thls_ Covenant 'is free f
and ablolute, and ‘is now confirmed by  the Death of \.o
the Teftacor, and therefore; [here' is 10" difanulling
or adding thereunto * No Name to be ftruck out, nop V@
yet put i, Do Legacy to be ‘alteredor changed, " Thj,
appears by the inftance:that the' Apoftle ‘gives of &
Man's Covenant, Gal. 3. 15. Brethven, I_jjvea_lg after the s
manner of Men. It it be but.a Man’s Covenant; wher ,’ﬂi‘
s¢" s confirnied, nb man difanullethTic; 1oy “addeyy, ¥
thercunto 3 this hie brings to thew'from the very “Ng.
ture of 2 Covenant, (or Teftament? how' unalterapq | 1

*fome 'Objettions that mult be anfiwered before L leaye
s L . : < .
Objettion the Fivft, ’T[\at the Covenant that Wag | g
made with the Lord “Jefus Chrift, was the Covenapg %‘u
of Redemption, not the Covenant of Grace; or the !
New Covenant. | ,ﬂigd
In Aunfwer to this Tfhall propofe a few Queries:: ;W[
Firft, 1 defire to know where this DitinGtiomistole ﬁcgb
found? for I cannot find it in the word of God; or bywhg ‘dd‘
mark the Covenant of Redemption, and the Covenantiof j
Grace, or the New Covenant, may be known one from 'yl

"“the other, ifthey are ditint Covenants? for ¥-cannoy

find ‘any Marks or Charaltersin the Word that aye iwa;
pecaliar to each of thefe. I have miet with manytha ﬂei
have made the Diftinétion," but I could never meet wich |

one as yet that could make it Intelligent to me;: what. 1
ever they fancy to themfelves : No, not Gelapfy: him. To[»
Telf, who I think was thefirt:Founderof it.  The Ay |

thor to' the Hebrews mentiotis“but two Covenants; the %d%

firlt and the fecond, an Old and a New; one that js /'
: confirmed, =
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gonﬁrmed, and another that isdone away 3 and yethe
andles the Covenants more largely and ditinétly then
any other of the Pen-men of Scripture had done before ;
and doth plainly fhew, that Chrilt was the Teftator
of the New Covenant, Heb.g. 1§, 16; 17. And if fo,

# . then was the New Covenant made with Chrift as' a

“party Covenanting.
Secondly, 1 would know, Whether the Covenant of
3 RFG?H-pEl‘On may not properly be called the Covenant
of Grace? Whether God did ever mapifeft more of
his Grace and Mercy, either to Few or Gentile, than in
giving Jefus Chrift, To raife up the Tribes of Facob,
and 1o reflore the preferved of Ifracly to be a light to the
Gentiles, and tobe for Salvation to the end of the Earth ?
Thirdly, Whether the New Covenant bé not the
it Covenant of Redemption, as well as it is the Covenant
. of Grace? My meaning is, Whether Redemption be
" not a Branch of the New Covenant ?- Whether Jelus
0 Chrift was not the Mediator of the New Covenant, that
W by means of Death, for the Redemption of the Tranforeffions
W8 thar were under the firft Covenant, that theythar are called
might receive the Promife of Eternal Inberitances I find
Redemption, Juftification, San@tification, and Glori-
fication, putinto the New Covenant, and all confirm-
ed by the offering up of the Lord Jcfus Chrift. - So that
1 fee no room for a Coyenant of Redemption, diftinét
from the Covenant of Grace, ot the New Covenant, .
' Qbjeétion the Second, The Covenant of Redenmiption
was made with Chrift, but the Covenant of Grace, or
New Covenant, was made with us, Feb. 5.8. Behold roe.
day is come., [aith the Lord, that I will make a New Coves
nant with the Foufe of Ifrael, andthe Honfe of Judah, &cs
To this I Anfwer, 4 E
| Firfs, Weare not here ( by the Word make ) toun=
| derftand the firft Tranfact of the New Covenants for
| in that refpedt the New Covenant was made longfbt?
S

ere.
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fore; it was promulgated as foon as Adum fely,
therefore it was in being when he fell. - If the Cove-
nant of Grace was not from the beginning, 1 defire 1o
know by vertue of what, God did write bis Law in' the
Hearts of bis People, from the beginning.

Secondly, By the Word make, we are to underftang
the Confirmation of the New Covenant, which was
made long before. Itis obferved by thofe that undey.

gtand the Greek, that the Word fignifieth the Confum..
mation thereof, and that it fhould be read thus, /iy |

¢onfummate 2 New Covenant with the Houfe of Ifrael 3 and
iv’s applied to the offering up of Chrilt, by whofe
Death the New Covenant was confirmed, Heb. 10. 14,
15,16. For by one Offcring ke bath for ever perfected
shom that are [anékified.  This Perfection confilts in the
Remiffion of Sin, and this Remiflion is that the Spirit
bears Witnefs untos; Their Sinsand Iniquities will I re.
member no more. Aud from hence the Apoftle draws
this Inference, 1Where Remiffion of thefeis, there is no more
Sacrifice for Sin,

Objcétion the Third, The Covenant of Redemption is

abfolate, but the Covenant of Grace is conditional :
- Faith is the Condition thereof, Aark x6.16. He tha
Believeth, and is Baptized, [hall be faved. Tothis I Ap.

fwer, A . e
Firft, 1f Faith be the Condition of Intereft in the Co.

yenant of G_race,_ then Baptifm is the Condition alfo ; #
the Text faich, He that belicvethy and isbaptized, fhall by

faved : God hath joined them together, and no Map
may put afunder what God hath joined. Now fhoulq
this be granted, that Baptifm is the Condition ef Ip.
tereft in the Covenant, then the Argument for Infang,
Baptifm, which is this, that Children have an Intereft in
the Covenant, therefore they muft be Baptized, is gone,

there being no Intereft in the Covenant antecedent there.
unto. And fhould the Objection it felf be granted,

thag
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that Faith is the Condition of Intereft in the Covenanrt;
the Argument for Infane Baptifm will fall to the ground;
um?fs)’ou will fay, that all the Children of Believers
do believe as well as their Parents.

But this I think isa task too hard for any to under-
take; fure I am, it is too hard forany to go througli
Withall. Faith comes not by Generation, but byjRegene-
ration, in refpect of the Principle, and by hearing in
refpect of the Act. $

Secondly, The Text doth not fay, He that believeth;
fhall have an Intereft in the Covenant, but that hethat
believerli, fhall be [aved: Salvation here intends Glorifi-
cation, for itis put in oppofition to Damnation. = Now
though it be granted, That be that believerh fhall be faved
yet it doth not follow, that Faith muft be confidered as
a Condition, the performance of which dethientitle us
to Salvation. Salvacion may be confidered as an end
following, Faith as a means preparing, fitting and
difpofing, but rotas an end depending on Faith, as a
means procuring, or as a Condition, the periormance
of which may be confidered that which doth entitle us
thereto. ¢ &

Secondly, Faith is fo far from being the Condition ‘of
the Covenant, that it is a Fruit of Intereft therein,
both in refpect of the Principle and A(_‘l,too.

Firft, In refpeft of the Principle, i’s a Ncw’C;ove-
nant Bleffing, held forthina ek P (v EZ.E[(-_:-;'U.Z.G‘
A new Heare alfo will I give unto yoi, and a new Spiric wil
I put within you, and I will take away the Heart of Stone
ont of your Flefhy and will ive you an Heart of Elefl

Firft, This Promife is not made toall, butto 4 pes
culiar People : This is evident, Firft; In that the Pro~
mife is abfolute, it doth not hang on Conditions to_bj&
performed by us, what can be confidered as a Conditi-
on antecedent unto a new Heart.  Secondly, In that all

dd 1oy the Benefit of . ‘
not enjoy. the Benefit ol 1 . _ Setondly;

[
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Sccondly, Thofé to whom this Promife is made have
10 Interelt therein, antecedent to the change of the

cleart. ;

Thirdly, This new Heart that is here promifed, js
. Meart renewed ; it’s not new in refpect of Matrer,
L1 in refped of the Form ;5 which new Form confifts
.+ thofe new Principles that are infufed in a Work of
\.zgeneration, {o that the Principle of Faith is held
(-cchin a free Promife. : :

Secondly, <In refpect of the Act: Firft, As’tis confi-
Jered the At of the Underftanding, I/a. 54. 13. A4l
<y Children [hall be taught of God. . Jer. 31.33. They (hall
1l Tuiow me, from the leaf tothe greateft : Thisisthe Act
,A.;jp}ich, as it is confidered the At of the Underftand-
1;_,2‘;, which is always followed with the Atk of the Wil &
,'a/;;z 6. 45, Every one that hath heard and learned of the
Fathery cometh unto me.

Secondly, As it’s confidered as the At of the Will, fo .

i.’s held torth in a free Promife, Pfalm v10. 5. Thy Peo-
ple fball be willing in the day of thy Power : John 6. 37.
Al that the Father giveth me fhall come unto me,. Now if
(aith be a fraic of {ntereft in the Covenant, then it is
1ot a Condition; butitis a fruicof Intereft, it dothnot
preceed bot follow Interelt, and isan effet thereof.

Objection the Fourth, The Covenant .of Redemption
had 1o Mediator, but the Covenant of Grace, or the
New Covenant had. ~To this 1 anfwer :

" Firft, If there were no Mediator . in the Tranfaci
thereof, yet it’s apparent that the Son engaged tobe a
Mediator in the Tranfact thereof. Had there been ng
Mediator, there could have been no Redeemer ; Chrift
wasto orherwife a Redeemer, then ashe wasa Media-
ror, Heb. 9. 15 For this Canfe he is the Mediator of the
New Covenant, that by meansof Death, forthe Redemption
of the Tranfyre(fions, that were under the firft Covenant,
theythat were called might receive the Promife of Etzﬂ,ﬂl

Jnneri.
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Iuberitance :  He muft be a Mediator, that he might L=
3 Redeemer. By vertue of the fame Covenant thet
Chrift is a Redeemer 1 find he isa Mediator, and tha:
IS the New Covenant: He is both Redeemer and Medi-
ator, and alfo the Teftator thereof, Having now doue
With the New Covenant, I fhall make fome Remarks on
the Old.

Obferving the various Apprehenfions that are among
Profeflors, concerning the Covenant that God mad:
with 4braham, and the natural Seed, confidered as {uch,
Gen. 15, 18. which Covenant was figned with Circun:-
Cifion, Gen, 17. 10. dedicated with the Blood of the
Sacrifices, Exod.24.8. and rencwed with all the Con-
gregation of Ifracl, Deut.29. 10,11.

And likewife the Extreais that Men have runupon,
according to their various apprehenfions ; fome ma.
king it to be the Covenant of Works, or fo many New
Editions of that Covenant that God made with Adesm
in a ftace of Innocency, others erring as much on the
other hand, making it to be the Covenant of Grace: §
fhall endeavour to frec it from the ablurdities. that wil!
neceffarily follow thefe two Extreams. But, Firft, 1
fhall prove that the Covenant Gen. 15. 18, Is the fam:
that is mentioned in the other three places quoted be.
fore. And thatitis fo, appears, - gra:

Firft, In that the Subjeits are the fame in 'each 9%
thefe, the Natural Sced, confidered as fuch. Secondly,
In' that the Inheritance is the 'fame in each of them,
the Land of Canaan : This is fufficient to proveic the
fame Covenant, in thefe four Texts of Scripture. ki
ther the Covenanc fpoken of in all thefe places

" is'the fame, or it is mot ; if we fay they are di-

ftin& Covenants, we fhall be to feck for Names to
diftinguifh them by, one from the other ; if we fay 1t
the fame Covenant often repeated, thentheQueltion

will be, whether it be the Covenant of Works, the G
“ & 3 G venahl
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nant of Grace, or a diftinét Covenant from each of
thefe.
Firft, 1t’s not the Covenant of Works, it differs from
that in many refpects.
Firft, It differs from the Covenant of Worksin re-
. {pet of the Perfons covenanting : That wasmade with
“Adam, this with dbrabam ; tho’ Abraham was a fubject
of that, yet Adam Was no_tafub)e& of this. -

Tho' he lived long after he brake the Covenant of
Works, yet he was dead long before this Covenant was
in being. e S w0

Secondly, Adam was a Reprefentative in that Cove.
nant 3 while he ftood we ftood, when he fell we fel] ;
Rom. §.12. Wherefore as by one man [in entered into the
World, and Death by fin, and fo Death paffed upop all men,
for thar all bad finned, oty In whom all had finned ' Margeut.
But this Covenant had no reprefentative, each fubject
flood and fell by himfelf, Exod.32.33. And the Lord
(aid unto Mofesy whofoever hath finned againft me, bim will 1
"blot out of my book.

Thirdly, They differ in refpect of the Subjedts there-
of : That Covenant took in all Mankind that defcended
from Adam by ordinary generation, Rom. 15.18. There-
fore as by the Offence of one judgement came upon all men
20 condemnation : If all Men had not had an intereft in that
Covenant, and ftood really under the threat thereof, the
Sentence would not have been clapt on all for the
breach thereof, but this Covenant took in no more with
refpedt to the inheritance thereof but the natural feed

of Abrabam 3 fuch as were born of Sarab, Ifbmacl, and |

the Profelited Genriles, had nothing to do with the Land
of Canaan. Now as the Seed of 4dam were abundantly

,._amore than the Seed of Abrabam, fo the Subjetls of that

“ovenant were abundantly more than the Subjelts of
this 5 they were many whole Nations that were in being
when this Covenant was in being, that werenever taken

5 into
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into this Covenant, as the Subje¢ts thereof. This Cove-
fiant was never intended for comprechenfion,. but for fe-
paration, Exod. 19.5,6. Now therefore if you will obey
my voice indeed, and keep my Covenant, you [hallbe a peci-
biar treafure unto me, above all people, for all the Earth is
e 5 and ye [hall be 10 me a Kingdom of Priells, an holy
Natjop ; that is,a feparate Nation. It wasthis Covenang
that was the Partition-wall between Few and Gentile,
that was broken down when Chrilt was offered up.

. Fourthly, They differed in refpect of the Bond there-

of,.the Bond of that Covenant contained the Moral Law
only, Theten Precepts that were firflt written in the
heart of Man by Nature, afterwards in Tables of Stone,
Deut. 4. 14. FHe declared unto you bis Covenant, which be
had commanded you to perform, even ten Commands, and he
wrore them upon Tablesof flome,  The Lord {pake thefe
Words, and he added no more, Deut. 5. 2. but the Bend
of this Covenant contained befides thefca great many
Political Laws,which refpelted Ifracl, as they were con-
fidered a Common-wealth, and reached no more bat
the (tranger that was within their Gate, and Ecclefialti-
cal Laws, with refpect to their Courch-{tate, which
were all put down inthe Book of the Covenant, Exod.
21.22, 23. Chapters. 3
Fifthly, They differ in refpect of the Tenor thereof ;
that Covenant was a Covenant of Life, the Tenor
whereof was, Do this and live ; had Adam kept that Co-
venant, he had never returned to the Duft again; but
this was not a Covenant of Life, Gen. 15. 15. Thou fhal
2010 thy Fathers in peace, thou [halt be buried inagood old
age: This was fpoken to Abrabam the fame day the
Lord madea Covenant with him. And here obferve, 1
was not {poken asa Threat, as the Lord {pake to Adarny
In the day thow cateft thereof thow fhalt dye 5 here Was Q
Provifo in the cafe, butdye hemuft : Vet wasit nota
Threat but a Gracious Promife. Life was never Puk ‘“]tlf;
4

o
32
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" thisCovenant, neither tobe continued here, nor ¢ be
enjoyed hereafter.

Sixtbly, The firft {in broke that Covenant, Ron
16. Not asit wasby one shat fiined.[0is the free gify . for o
yudgment was by oze o _cun_demrmtion, ( that wag by ;me 26k
of {in ) but the free gift is of many offences unto iuf¥ificasion
But the firft findid not _b_reak_ this Covenant, Abmhan;
was guilty of a foul Mifcarriage as {oon as this Cove.
nant was made, 10 g01ng 1n to Hagar, and many trapf
greflions were committed by his Seed before they Were

poffeffed of the inheritance, yet this Covenant re. - &

mained. :
Seventhly, That Covenant admitted of no Repen.

tance : Had Adam broke’his Heart with Grief,he coald .

never have been reinvefted with the Priviledges of thag
Covenant : The threat was, Iu the day that thou cateft
thereof, thou fhalr dye, Or, In dying thou (hall dye : Which
threat wasimmediately turped into a Sentence, as foon
asever Adam {ell, Duft thou art, and unto duft Jhalt thoy
vetwrn: Rom. §.18.  Therefore by the offence of one Jjudg-
ment came upon all men to condemnation, &c. The Sen-
tepce was immediately paft, and remains unrepealed to
all potredeemed by Jefus Chrift. I cannot fee how that
Covenant can be {aid to be renewed, when the Curfe
that was clapt on all for the firft tranfgreflion remains
on all, but fuch for whom Jefus Chrift hath’bom it -
nor to what purpofe it fhould be renewed, fecing ]uﬂif
cation-was never. to be had by the Works of the Law

fince the firft tran{greflion, The Law being become wea)

throughthe ﬂt‘_{h. : Sothat it could not give Life, whatevey
Obedience might be fuppofed to be yielded thereunto.
Ifay, the Covenant of Works admitted of no Repen.-

tance, but this Covenant did, Levir. 26. 41, 42. If

their uncireumeifed fwﬂrts be humbled, andthey then accept of
#he punifliment of their Iniquity, then will I remember my Cove-
paps with Facob, and alfo my Covenant with Ifaac,and alfo my

: J Covg-




-

Bt A S
—

,

Yt {7 v >
L tho’ot lincerely,as Abab’s was, 1 Kings 21, ult. Seeft thow

=

E:S

=

SRS TN

.:%J%g

the Coberant of Grace, 277

S ovenant with Abyabam will I remenb ryand l will remember
76 Land. Now an uncircumcifed hearc may be h umbled,

/J;w A,fjf{é bﬂmh{t:b bisfelf, this evil fball not come in bis
:szs : f}nerc might be an ontward Humiliation and Re~
ﬁu Mation,where the Heart was not upright,upon which

cformation God might remove the Judgwent, Pfal.
79. from 34, to 39. this Covenant is not then the Co-

' Venant of Works.

Secondly, Thiz Covenant is not the Covenant of Grace 5
there area great many Marksand Charz&ers by which
they may be diftinguifhed on¢ from the other.

Firft, They differ in refpect of the Perfons with
Whom they were tranfa¢ted : The Covenant of Grace
was tranfa€ied with the Lord Jefus Chrift, /. 49.from
3,to 1o. this I have cleared p.1. therefore fhall -
fay po more to it mow 3 but this Covenant was
tranfacted with dbrabam, Gen, 1§. 18, The fame day the
Lord made a Covenant with Abraham, [aying, unto thy feed
bave I given this whele land.

Secondly, The Covenant of Grace was tranfacted be-
tween the Father and the Son, before the World was,
Titus vi 2. In bopesof eternal life, which God that cannor lye
promifed before the World began. 2 Tim. 1. 9. Who hath
faved usy and called us with an boly calling, not according to
our Works, but according to bis own purpofe and grace, which
was given to us in Chrift Fefus before the World was. d

1 do not amplifie on thefe Scriptures, having glone_lt
already, p- 2. But this Covenant was not in being till
Abrabam had a being 3 it bears Date but four bundred
years before //racl came up out of Ezypr, Gen.15. from
13,to 19. This Covenant was never heard of before,
no inftance canbe given of it till then. 1

Thirdly, They differed in relpect of the Subjects
thereof : The Subjects of the Covenant of Grace are the
Elet only, Abraham and his Myftical Seed, Gal. 3,1 Tda
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To Abvaban and bis [eed were the promifes made 3 be [aith ypy 4
10 feedsyas of many,but tothy feed, as of onejand that is Chrift ;
Chrift, nog perfonally confidered, for then all the Pro.
srifes would have terminated in the perfon of Chrift, 13
put myftically confidered, Chr'llit»and the Elect, Hea&; |
rgnd Members, Gal.3.16. LAnd z__fyc be Chrift'sy then arel M
we Abrabam’s [ced,_and heirs agcardmg tothe Promife. This 5&6
Scripture is {ufficient to decide the Controverfie about If ¢
the Subjects of the Covenant of Grace ; clear your rela- é’,‘ﬂ
tionto Jelts Chrift, and youmay conclude your relati. #y 4
on 10 Abrakam and confequently your intereit inthe g
Covenant of Grace : 1L was To Abrabam and bis [eed thar P
# he promifes were made ; not to every Believer and his feed. oﬁl{r '
Nor did the Promife take in all the feed of Abrabam, 0(’\“}\{
there were fome that were properly his Sced according Ml
to the flefh, that'yet were no part of his Myftical Seed, M;‘
to whom the Promifcs were made,Rom.4.12. And the fa. '’
ther of the Cireumifion, 1othem that are not of the Circvmei- §5 ?ﬁ
fiom only, bus that walk in the fieps of that faith whick he had, gb“b ‘
_yet being unciveumeifed. 1t was not enough to demon- 500@
firate them to be the Myftical Seed of Abrabam, that 4"}
they were circumcifed, though they were bis Natural WM
Secd, Rom. 9.7, 8 Neither becquﬁ: they are the feed of f
Abrdbam are they all Childreny but in- Ifaac (hall thy feed ’j“"d
be calleds that is, they that are the Children of the flefh, Mﬁ
thefe arc not the Childven of Gody, but the Children of the Pro- Wl
“mife are connted for the Seed : ( Here Ifhmagl is put by. ) jﬂ“&ﬁ!
It was not the Children of the flefh, confidered as fuch, M
ut the Children of the Promife that were accounted for /
the feed. Someyou {ee were the Children of Abrabam, |
that wete not the Children of the Promife, and fuchas g
were not the Children of the Promife were never ac. i
counted nor intended as a part of that feed with whom pﬁf
h {tablifhed, Gen.17. 7. nor, were all g

the Covenant was ¢
the Pofterity of J/a4c accounted for the feed, There was

1L as aFacob, theonehated, the other loved 5
nov

#n Efan as we
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eed-, Eor all were not Ifrael that were of Ifracl. 1fay, the
ubJC&S of the Covenant of Grace are the Elect only,and
to this agree the Aflembly in their larger Catechifm,

e ?{I' their Words are as followeth, ¢ The Covenant of

¢/l . Grace was made with the Lord Jefus Chrift asthe Se-

Cond Adam, and in him with all the Ele€t of God, as

Bl c: . : ‘
# hisSced. But this Covenant took in all the Natural

# Sced, confidered as fuch, both Ele& and Non eledt,
i EhCi‘e were none put by, it was made with all the People,

Zach.15.10. With all the Gongregation of Ifracl, the

' Captains of their Tribes, their Officers, with all the Men

) of Ifrael, from the Hewer of the' Wood to the Drawer

L my Lawintheir hearts, and write 1
- will be their God,, and tl’acy fhall be my people 5 and they fhall alt

ft of the Water, it took in the whole Camp, their little

@ Ones, their Wifes, and the Stranger that was among
# them ; the Egyyrians that came up with them out of

it Egype as well as the Ifraclites, for they came up a mix-

{ ed multitude, Exod.12.13. when it wasdedicated with

J the blood of the Sacrifices, Exod.24.8. Mofes fprinkled the

L Book and allthe People, and [aid, behold the blood of the Cove-

L nanty which the Lovd hath made with you concerning allthefe '
gl words, :

Fourthly. The Covenant of Grace was ab[’olute, Fer. *
31. 33, 34. This [lall be the Covenant that 1 will make with

the H, y Jfier thofe days, [aith the Lord, Xwill pwe
oufe of Ifraelaftcr thofe days, 'Cin i e i

know me, from the leaft to the greateft, for 1 will forgive their
iniquities, andremember their Sins o more : And it d enotes
thus much, that pardon of fin doth precede Sanctificati=
on. Here is not one Condition in the Text, nor any
thing that looks like a condition ;_b_ut' this Covenant;?
partly abfolote, and partly conditional, that fom:hat
Abrabam’s Seed fhould poflefs the Land of Canaan,

was abfolute, Gen. 1. 18. The fame day the Lord made

: ; ives
& Covenant with Abrabam, [iyings w0 thy foed bave 1g h¥
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this whole land, &c. but their continuance’ i it
their Polfterity in the enjoyment of it, did hang " 41]
Conditions of their Obedience, Deur, 28, P Ifrh?»z

{bale diligently hearken unro the Lord thy God, 10 dp 4l gl

be commanderh thee, then all thefe bleffings fhall come #pon thee

&e. ver. 15. But if thou (halt nbr bearken torhe VoiGe of the
Lord thy God, 1o do all that be commands thee, then 4l thefs
Cr[es fhall come #por thee, and overtake thee, &e. Now zc..

cording toall the words of the 285, Chapter, was Az, &

fes to make 2 Covenant with them in the 2g9¢h, Chapeer,

ke s :
vc;:;‘ﬁhly, They differed in the matter of the Promi

{o that they differed inthe very Effence and Subftance

thereof, and not only in the Circumftances, ( as fome /),
would have it. ) The Promifes are an effentis) part of 3 |
Covenant, the Promifes of the Covenant of Grace are |

better Promifes than the Promifes of this Covenanr,

Heb. 8. 6. But nowhath he obtained a more excellens Minis |

fEry,by bow imuch alfo heis the Mediator of a betser Covenant, |
which was efbablifhed on better promifes : The Promifes are

better on a twofold refpect ; Firf?, In that they are ap. !

folute, when the Promifes of this Covenanr are condit;j.
» onal, but this I bave fpoke:n to in the preceding heqd.

Secondly, They are better, in that they contain in them
better bleflings, Juftification, Sanification and Glori-

fication, Fer. 31.33, 34+ " Pfal. 84.11. God hath put |
fpiritual Bleflings into the Promifes of the New Cope.. |

nant, but the Promifes of this Covenant contain only
outward bleflings, temporal Enjoyments 5 if yoy sy
Dent, 28, from 1,10 15. where you have a Lift of e,

Bleflings of this Covenant, you will find none but out. |

ward and temporal Enjoyments there.

That this Covenant contained outward and tempora}
bleflings only, doth farther appear, Rom. 3. 1. What .
wantage then hath the Jew, or what profit is theresn Cirgpy,
cifion, mugh every way, but_chiefly becanfe tothem were com.

mitted

s and

fes, ¢
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S A7utted the Oracles of God. Now I fuppofe that by cir-
) fumcifion here isto be underftood the Covenant which
Was figned with. circumcifion, into which God put all
iithofe bleflings that were peculiar to the few, diftink
rom the Genrile, the chief or top of which Bleflings were
he Oracles of God, and yet it waginit {elf but an out-
I‘(‘Wﬂrd and temporal benefit; there were many among
“ EM@th'ﬁm that reap’c no advantage at all by it: The Word
w’{-PYCachcd did not profit them, not being mixt with Faith
wn the hearts of them that heard it. Now if the higheft -
‘Aanndgc that they enjoyed by vertue of this Covenant,
;}Was barely to have the Word of God vouchfafed to
“/them, then this was not the Covenant of Grace,
gld'or there are greater Bleflings to be found there =
ol Lhere is 3 Promife of Writing the Law' of God in
it he heart, that they [hall all know the Lordy Jer. 31,
‘; 1933, Thar God will pus his Spirit within them, and canfe
Gf“‘? ':lhcm to walk, in his [Fatutes, 10 obferve his judgments, and
i don them, - A/Heart to upderftand and conform to the
W Word of God, isa greater blefling then barely to have
Mthc Word veuchfafed to them, and that is a New CGove-
Wg'ynant Blefling, '
ryﬁfﬂ But here is one Objecion thatmuft be Anfwered ; but

i fome may fay, That God did make over himfelf to /fract
g M; by vertue of this Covenant, Gen. 17. 8. And1willbe their

' God,
g ¢ Lo thisanfwer, It?s true he did, but thereisa vafk
1" difference between the Lords making himfelf over to a
(M Pcopleby vertue of the Covenant of Grace, al_}d his ma-~
i king himfelf over to Ifracl by vertue of this Covenant ;
W' When God makes himfelf over toa People by Covenant,
it is to make good that Covenant, and to give out the "
4l Blefiings contained thereiny to be enjoyed by the Subs
Wl Jects thereof according to the tenor of the Covenant 3
#l fuch as the Covenant then is, fuch @re the Priviledges
\ of that Pcople that.haye an intereft -in God by vertue
il thereof. , irft,
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Firft, The Covenant of Grace is abfolute; and Gad ’I:
hath made himfelf over to the Subje@s thereof abfolute. ¥,
1y, Fer. 310 33. I'will be thtir Gody and they fhall be my peo.

Je : Here is no if inthe cafe, but this Coyenant is condi-
Fional, and God did make himfelf over to Ifrae! on con- f,
ditional terms, er. 7. 23- Obeymy voicé, and I will ke youy J!
God, and yon [hallbe my People. . ia /

Secondly, The Covenant of Grace contains Spiritua} /2
Bleflings, - Juftification, Santification,, and Glorificati. 500
<o, fo then' by vertue of the Covenant of Grace he is

their God to jultifie, fanctifie, and glorifie them, but thig ;ﬁ
Covenant contained ontward and temporal bleflings op-
by, Dcut. 28.from 1, to1§. they could expect nomore g
than God had put into the Covenant. €

Thirdly, By vertue of the Covenant of Grace he B

theic God for ever, Fer. 32. 40. I will make an everlaft. 11‘1
ing Covenant with them, that 1 will never turn away fromf
them to do thiens goody and 1 will put my fear in their hearts, |
that they [hall nor depare from me : And if God will ncver‘tb‘
turn away from them to’do them good, and todo themﬂ‘
all the good that they need from a God, they may}
then conclude with the Pfalmift, This God is our God, for {0
ever and évery be will be owr Guide to dearh.  But that Ip. y
tereft that Jfracihad in Ged, by vertue of this Covenang fi
might be loft, Hofeat. 9. Call bis mame Loammi, for ye’ “
are mot my people, ntither will 1 be yorr God: Ten Tribegll
cut offat once, and fuch of them as had no other inte. ¥,
veft in God but what they had by vertne of this Cove. i
nant,have now no intereft in God at all,no Enjoyment of}‘“’f
him, but are for ever fhut out of his Prefence ; fo that‘i‘,
though God bean eternal Good, yet their relation to,f

him by vertue of this Covenant was,l_)ut temporal’;|
thereforel faid, that this Covenant contained temporg) 0

Bleflings only. . |
Six:%ly,They differed in refpect of the Mediator . ]e.,.‘a:

fus Chrift is the Mediator of the-Covenant of Grace;:
: Heb,\

(0!
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Heb, g, 5. For this canfe beis the Mediaror of the New-
P Covenant, &c.. Heb. 12. 24+ But Mofes was the Median
107 of this Covenant, Exod. 32.30. And it came to pafson
‘he.mormm, that Mofes [aid unto the people, ye bave finned a
. &reat finy aud now will I go up unto the Lordy peradventusre
i May make an attonement for you : He was a middle Per-
) 00 between the Lord ‘and them, but Jefus Chrifk was
| Dever the Mediator of this Covenant, no inftance czn be
- &lven where Jefus Chrilt is called the Mediator of this
@y Covenant ; He is faid o be the Mediator of a berrer Cowve-
il "ant, Heb. 8. 6. but he is not faid to be the Mediatop
# Ofthis : If he had been theMediator of this Covenant,
- hehad been the Redeemed alfo of the Subjects thereof,
g8 Confidered as fuch, buc he was not their Redeemer,
yl therefore he was not their Mediator ; thofe for whom
| he is a Mediator; for them alfo he is a Redeemer, Feb,
9. 15,
r\ Sg'vemhly, They differed in the Dedication therof ;
the Covenant of Grace was dedicated or confirmed by
the Lord Jefus Chrift, and that with his own blood.
Firft, 1t was Chrift confirmed it, he was the Teftae
tor, and he confirmed the Teftament by his Death,
Heb. 9.15,16. the Promifes madeto the Fathers wers
fulfilled by him, Ais13. 33. :
Secondly, He confirmed it by his own blood 5 it was
by a bloody Death : His blood is called The blood of the
Covenant , Zach, 9.11. Even as Mofus called the blood
of the Sacrifices, Zxod. 24.8. with which this Covenant
was confirmed, 77, blood of the Covenant 5 {o is the bleod
of Chrift called Zbe blood of the Covenant, That ‘he con-
4 &irmed the New Covepant with hisown blood,appearsu
:ﬁf{ Inthat we have a Symbel of it to this day by his own
/

==

Ordination, in the Supperof.the Lotd : Chrilt tells us,
that the Cup in the Supper is his blood of the New :T'f'
ftament, Mar. 26.28, thatis, it’sa Symbol of Chrift’s

' 2]
i blood, with which che New Teltem:nt was confirmeds
1 : 5 and
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with his own, but with the blood of Oxen, Exod. 4. 8,
_And Mofes ook the blood that wasin the bafons, and fprinblen
+he Book and all the People,and faid,bekold the blood of the co..
wenant ywhich the Lord bark made with you,concerning all thefe

and we fhould look on it fo when we come to the Sup: & !
per of the Lord; but Adfesdedicated this Covenant nog i

o
If4

words.  Jefus Chrift never confirmed this Covenant by | ‘,

his blood, no inftance can be given thereof. |
He was fo far from confirming this Covenant, that |
he made it void when he confirmed the Covenant of |
Grace, Zach. 11.10. : i i
Eightbly, The Covenant of Grace is anundivided Co-
venant, hethathath an interett ina part hath an inte-
reft in the whole; the branches of that Covenantare fo
concatinated and knit together, that he that can clear

his interelt ina part, may conclude his intereft in the

whole: Itisintereft in Chrift that gives usa right to
any part thereof ; he that can’t clear his intereft in
Chrift, can’t challenge an intereft in one New- Cove.

pant Promife ; and he that can clear his intereft in {§
Chrift,may conclude his interelt in the whele, Gal. 3.29. |
And if ye be Chrift's, then are ye Abrabam’s [eedy and Heirs |
according ¢o the promife. But this Covenant was a parted |
Covenant, aPerfon might have aninteveltin a part thag |
had not an intereft in the whole 5 Iflmacel and the Profeli.

red Gentiles had aright te Church-membeifhip, and to

the Ordinances of this Covenant, that had noright to |

the Land of Canaan, that was the inheritance thereof.
Ninthly, Ouce an interelt in the Covenant of Grace,
and for ever aninterelt therein, Jer. 32.40. I willmal,
an euerlafting Covenant with themsy thar I will never turn 4.
way fron them ro do them good, and I will put my fear in the iy
beart s, that they (hall not depare from me : Wedo not hold

falling from Grace, and yet wecan’cdeny it, ifintereft |

. in the Covenant of Grace may poflibly be loft 5 butinte.
- reft in this Covenant might be loft, &ofes 1. 9. Xeare
nos

[
s
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w0t my People, neither will 1be your God'; and yet they were

i once his people. By. vertue of this Covenant the Lord

8glves a Bifl of Divorce to ten Tribes at once.

Tenthly, The Covenant of Grace contains Bleflings on-
ly, thereis no Curfe putinto it, there isno Plague that
, Thall come near the dwellings of thofe that are the fuba
| Jects of the New-Covenant ; the Summ and Subftance
. thereof is bleflednefs, Gen. 22, 18. Inthy feed (hall all the
- Nations of the Earth be bleffed. .
| Secondly, There are nothing but Promifes put into the
Covenant of Grace, and therefore there can be nothing

' but Bleflings contained init.  Corfes are held forthin

ts Threats,not in Promifes, but thereare no Threats put in-
tothisCovenant, thereforethere can be no curfe there.
Thirdly, The Subjects thereof are all blefled, Gal. 3.
8- Lhoey that are of faith, (thatis, of Chrift, Faith be=
Ing taken objectively, ) are bleffed wit.b faithful Abrabam.
‘That here are nothing but Bleflings in the Covenant of
Grace,appears,in that thofe very things that are in them-

W 1clves the matter of the Curfe, (as Death, and other Af-

g flictions ) being in the Covenant of Grace, arc turned in-

| to Bleflings unto the Subjects thereof, 1 €or. 3. 21, 22.
Rom. 8.28. ~Bat this Covenant contains Curfes as well

. as Bleflings, Dear. 28. from 15,tothe end 3 and 29,

d 20, 21. The Lord threatens thar he will feparate ;ber.»z_d,cu:

\ of all the Tyibes of Ifrael, according ro allthe Cur[es of the .

I Covenanr, The Curfes then that were written in the

book of the Law werethe Curfesof this Covenant.

! Seoondly, Thefe Curfes might fall onthe Subjects of
' this Covenant, without a fanctified ufe of them, as they
' did on thofe that were compared tothe evil figs, 5er.24.8,
9510, The Lord threatens that be wonld give Zedekiah,and b
Princes,and the refiduc of the men of Fudah, to be remo ved ;Io
all the Kingdoms of the World, for their burt, to be a Reproacid,

ol a Tauns and a Cl'arll'e - Yet thefe werethe Subjects of this

Covenant.

But thofe that were compared to the good
- T figs,

4
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Figs, fuch ashad an intereft il the Covenant of Grace
-were fent away into the: fame Captivicy for their good,
verfes.

« Eleventhly, The Covenant of Grace can’c b¢ brokep
i’s confirmed by the Lord Jefus, and now thereis no dic
anfinllingofit ; the Subjects thereof have all eheir {ing

pardoued by thatonc Oblation, Feb. 10. 14. By one0p.

Lation be barh for ever perfeted them that dve fanclificd . By
perfection here weare Lo underftand remiffion, and this
Ward For ever fiews, that itis all fin, pa{t, prefent, and
to corite, thisis witnefled by the Holy Ghoft, ver, 15,
<. Their fins and iniquities will I vemember no more : Pag.
dored Sins will never break this Covenant,and the Soh.
je€ls ¢hereof bave no other but what are pardoned »
God hath covenanted, Thar hewill not turn away from
tham 10 do them goody that they (hall not depart from him .
How then can they break Covenant with Gad ? but thisg
Covenant might be brokenyand was broken by the Sub-
jects thereof.

Firff, It mightbe broken, Gem 17. 14. Thar Man. |

“ @hild- that is not civenmeifed the eightly day, (hallbe cur off
yom his Peopley be bath brokenmy Covenant.

Secondly, It wasbroken, Fer. 31. 32. The which 4
Covenant. they brake, alth?® I was an Husband - unsy
them : This very Covenant that God made with Ifracl,
Deut.29.10. when he brought them up out of Egypt,

“they brake, as appears by: combaring ver. 2. with
Fer. 31532 ‘

Twelfthly, The Covenant of Grace was the Second Co. |

venant, #eb. 8. 7. If that firft Covenant badbeen faultlef;,

then [hould no place have been fought for the Second 5 but this

Covenant was the firlt, Hcb. 9. 18. So ncither the firfh
Covenant was dedicared without blood, for when Mofes bad, [po-
ken ewery Precept, he [prinkled the “Book and all the People,
and faid, this is the blood of the Teftament which the Lord
“kath enjoinedyon ;: This carries us back to Ewod.24. 8.

. and
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and thews plainly, that the Covenant thatwasthere de-
dicated with the blood of Sacrifices was the firfk Coves
nant, and .that it was diftinét from the Covenant oi
Grace, It was the firft Covenant, not in refpelt of the
Tranfa@ thereof, inthat fence the Covenant of Grace
was the firft that ever was; but it was firft, in that it
was firft confirmed by Blood. /

Thiveeenthly, The Covenant of Grace was faultlels,
there was no deficiency in it, it was A4 Covenant ordered
in all things, and [ure, 2 Sam.23. 3. That Covenant
made Provifion for fatisfying the'Juitice of God, and for
magnifying his Mercy, there was enough. in itto re-
lieve all the neceflicies of the People of God, but this
Covenant was not faultlefs, #eb.8. 7. If the firft Cove-
nant had been fanltlefs, then flhould no place bave been fought
for the fecond 5 but we fee there was place fonght for the
fecond, and found too, and therefore the firit was pot
fanlclefs. \

It was not poficively faulty, it wasa good Covenant,
confidered in it felf, and did anfwer the ends of God for
which it was made; but it was negatively faulty, there
was not that in it which did anfwer all the ends of God,
he had higher ends than could be anfwered by this Co-

" venant, which were the Exaltation of hisown Glory in
the Salvation of his People. This Covenant could not an-
{wer thefe : Pardon, Peace, Reconciliation, Santifica-

tion, and Glorification, were never put into this Cove-

nants if they had, all the Subjects thereof fhould have
enjoyed the benefit of it. Godis a faithfol God, a Cove-
nant-keeping God. : : ; '
© Fourteenthly, The Covenant of Grace is a New Cove-
nant, Heb.9.15. Heisa Medsator of the New Covenaiity
&ec. but thisisan old Covenant, Feb. 8. 13+ In thar he
[aith a New Covenant., e hath made the fir [¥ old. :
Fifteentbly, The Coyenant of Grace isa better Cove:

nant, Feb. 8. 6. He is 4 Mediator of a- berrer CoVEnanty
‘ T2 effa-
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effablifhed on better promifes. I have fhewn already in
what Refpeéts the Promiles are better, in that they are
abfolute,and contain fpiritual bleflings: Now if the Pro.
mifes are better, the Covenant muft needs be better,
for the Promifes are an effential part of the Covenant.

Secondly, As the Covepant of Grace is a better Cove-
pant, in refpect of the Promifes, fo i%sa better Coves
pant in refpect of the conditions,for they are all perfor-
med by Chrift, ( bat this was a worfe Covenant, Heb, 8,
o7 This firft Covenant was uot faultle[s, there can’t be a beg.
ter, but there muit be a worfe 5 there canpot be ade-
gree of comparifon where there is butone: ) The con-
ditions of this Covenant were to be performed by the
Subjects thereof. :

Sixtcenthly, The Covenant of Grace fill remaineth,
Fieh. 12.24. We are come to Fefus the Mediator of
ghe New Covenant : He remains a Mediator, therefore
the New Covenant {till remains ; he is not a Mediator
of any other but the New Covenant, but this Covenant
is done away, Feb. 8. 13, In that be faith a New Cove.
pant, hehath made the firft old 5 now that which is old decay-
eth, and is ready to wanifly away : The Geneva reads it,
that which is old is abrogated, and fo it was by the
- death of Chrift, ifyoulook onthe Contents, placed be-
fore this Chapter, you will fee the Author was of the
fame mind, that this Covenant was diftin from the
Covenant of Grace, and thatit was made void by the
Oblation of Chrift; it runs thus, That by the Eternal
Pricfthood of Chrilt, the Levetical Priefthood of Aros
- is abolifhed, and the Temporal Covenant with thé Fa-
thers, by the Eternal Covenant of the Gofpel. When
Chrift was offered up, then was this Covenant made

void, Zach. 11.10. Then Itookmy fFaff, even Beauty, and

cut it afunder, that 1 might break my Covenant that I bad
giade with all the People , and it was byoken inthat day : That
was, when they weighed for his price thirty pieces of
: : : filyer,
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| filver.  Dr. Omen obferves on the place, that when the

Covenant of Grace was confirmed by the offering up of

Chrift, that then the peculiar Covenant that God made

¢ With Ifrael was made void, and Ifrael ceafed to be a

. Church. If this Covenant that was made with all the

- People, and that was broken when Chrift was offered

fy UP> was not that Covenant that was made with 4bra-

i Pam, and all the Natural Seed, Gen. 1g.18. that was

¢ figned with circumcifion, Gen. 17.10. that was dedica-

. ted with the blood of she Sacrifices, when Aofes fprink-~

' led the Book and all the People, Exod. 24.8. and that

. wasrenewed withall the Congregation of frael, Deut.

. 29.10,11, then fhew me what Covenant it was ; thew

- me another Covenant if you can,that was made with all

. the People of 7fracl, and that was made void when

W Chrift was offered up. But hereare fome Objettions that

@ muft be removed out of the way : Bt

. Objeét. 1. The Covenant that Chrift brake, Zach. 13,

10. was the Covenant of Grace,for it was that Covenant

W that Chriflt bimfelf bad made, and he did not make a

| i(_Ioven:mt: of Waorks with all the People. To this Ian- -
i fwer,

Firft, I grant that Jefus Chrilt made this Covenant

i with'them, as he was confidered in the Divine Nature,

¢ and fo one with the Father : 1deny that he made ic

® with them, as be is confidered as Mediator. Chrift is

| not always to be confidered as Mediator in what he is

g‘i faid to do, but fometimes as Creator, in reipe€i of the

! Divine Nature, Col. 1.16. For by him were all things
| creared, &c. By him, not confidered God-man as Media-
i\ tor, but as one with the Father, in refpect of the Divine

! Nature, and in this fence he may be {aid to make this
M Covenant with the People, Exod. 23. 20, 21, Beholfl V4
f [end an Angel before thee, to keep thee in the way, androbring
W theeinto the place that I have prepared, beware of bim, obey
d Fis woice, (His Voice is no otherwife obeyed, but 1n glgér
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Obedience tothe commands of God, nor is it heard bug
in the commands of this Covenant, which are the com-

mands of God
guiquities, my DName 1519
God : Now if he will 1
no Mediator for them, for thofe for whom he is aMedi-
ator, for them he isa Redeermer, In which redemprion
ehere is remiffionof f755 Heb. 9.15. Eph.1.7.
Secondlys 1 this Covenant which Chrift brake when
was the Covenant of Grace, that was

he was offered Up L
2 bad froit of his Oblation, for that (_Iovenant that was
then broke was nevet renewed again, fo that there is

now no Covenant of Grace, thiswould render our eftate

very deplorable.

Thirdly, The fallacy of this Objedtionappears, inthat
theCovenant of Grace was then ‘confirmed when this
Covenant was made void, the Death of the Teftator

confirmed the Teltament, and therefore it was not the
Covenant of Grace that was then broken.

Objedt. =, Tho'the Covenant of Grace was then confirmed in refpect
was broken inrefpeét of the Admini.

of the fubftance thereof, yet it
ftration or Difpenfation chereof ; and in that re pect ithe Covenant

might be faid to be broken. To this Lanfwer,

Firft, That the Difpenfation of the Covenant was then changed T
grant, the Old Adminiftration done away, and a New Adminiltratis
on appointed, a New Commiffion given out as {oon as Chrilt wasri-
{en, Mat. 28. 1. according to which all Ordinances are to beadmd
niftred in refpect of matter and form. Secondly, The Difpenfatior
of the Covenant is now extended larger than before, “the Commiffion
{s, to Teach all Navions, 1o preach the Giofpel vo every Creature.

Thirdly, The Covenant could not be faid to be broken in this fence.
with refpect to the Fews, thoy the Difpenfation was changed, for it
was extended té themas well as the Gentiles, and tothem primarily,

Luke 2.4. 47. That Repentance anil Remifion of fins Jfhould be preached un«
- 1em. Hence then I conclude,that the Co.

20 all Nagions beginning 4 Emé ¢
roken,is not the Covenant of Grace,nef«

bim, my Natureis in him, he is

venant that is here faid to be
¢ the Effence; nor in refpect of the Adminiftration,

ther in refpect ©
but a diftin& Covenant.

Objedt.

) Provoke bim not, he will not pardon your ”b(%io

ot pardon their iniguities, heig |
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Objeit. But if the Covenant ‘that was made with allthe People of
¢ ffracl wasmade void when Chrift was offered up; then the Moral
. Law or Ten Commands was made void, for that was a branch ofthat

Coverant, and comprehended in thofe Laws that Ifrael was boundto
obferve, Deut, 28. 2.

To this I'anfwer, it doth not follow that we are difcharged from
the Mora) Law, as its confideied a rule of Life, tho’ it be'moft ‘cer-
tain that this Covenant be made void, the Moral Law was in being
asaRule of Life, tho’ not written inTables of Stone before: this Co.
Venant was in being. .

Secondly, The Moral Law reached farther chan this Covenapt, when
this Covenant had a Being 5 my Meaning is, it wasa Rule of Lifs to
| the Gentiles, that were not the Subjects of this Covenant,
| g Tbirdly, He that made void chis Covenant hath confirmed the Mo-

W Law, that fame Law that was given out upon Mount Sinai, fig.
nifying that it is perpetual binding, as a Rule of Life toall; afuz, § 17,
18,19, Till Heaven and Earih pafs, one jor or tissle fball nos pafs fromithe
Law, 1ill all be fulfilled. ;

Now by all the Marks and Chara@ers that I have laid down, by
which I have diftinguifhed che Covenants one from another, it doth
appear that the Covenant made with 4brabam, and the Natural Seed,
confidered as fuch, wasa peculiar Covenant, diftinét from the Co.
venant of Works made with .4dam, and all Mankind 5 andalfo fiofm
with all the Elelt of God.. But fome may fay, if this be neither the
Covenant of Works, nor the Covenant of Grace, what Covenant is
it # By what Name may we call it 2 ‘I anfwer, you may call it the
Covenant made with all the People, that’s a Name the Seripture gives
ity Zach. xt1. 10, and if you confult the four forementioned places,
you wiil find that it was made with all the people of Ifraely but the
Covenant of Grace was never mide with all the People, that took ig
the Elect only, the Miftical Seed of Abrabam, or you may call it the
Covenant of Gircumcifion, fo Stephen calls it, Alts 7. 8. or you may
call it the firt Covenant, that’s a Name it known by, ' Heb.
¢ 9.18: a Name by which it is diftinguifbed from: the New Cove-

- nant 5 orif you will, you may call it the Typical Covenant, that'sa
Name according to jrs Nature. Firff, The Subjeéls thereof were
Lypical, Exod. 4. 22523, Ifraelis my fony any_firft borny let mp fons go,
that they may [erve me. Secondly, The Inheritance was Typical, the
Land of Canaan, aud that Reft chat Fofbus gave themtherein, Hib: 4.
8. Their Reft 1n Canazn poinged out that Eternal Reft that came in by
Chrift, wer. 9. g 4 3

Thirdly, The Mediator was typical, Mofes was the Mediator of d'lt!ls
Covenant, Exod, 32+ 30. He typed out the Mediatorfhip of Cnilt,

Heb 8.6, :

the Covenant of Grace made with the Lord Jefus Chrift, and in him

Fourthily,
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Fourthly, The Dedication was typical, the blood i
Lxod. 24 8. that typ't out the blood of Chrift, by V\?{l:?t: f{fﬂ??e’
Covenant was confirmed, which is alfo called the blood of the C i
nant, Zach.9- 11, Tt i

Fifthly, Their Priefthood, and alfo their going int
Holies, with the blood of Calves, and of Goats, was typoicglemljto iy (if
out the Priefthood of Chrift, and his going into the HO‘Y,I’lace }{‘;;
made with hands, and that with his ownblood, Heb. 9. 12 :

Sixibly, All the Ordinances of this Covenant were rypicﬂi Eieb
from 1, to 11. they were all figures for the time then prefent. vagé
this Covenant was typical, appears, 1n that it vanifhed,as all the Tyl;es
did, when the fubftance was come, Heb. 8.13+ Zach. 11.10.

There is but one thing more that I would note, by which it appea r.s
that this Covenant was diltinét from the New Covenant, and that |
the Apoltle calls them Covenantsy in the Plural Number, Eph. 2. &

At thay time ye were
would not have fpok

one Covenant: S A
Object. But lome may {ay, by Covenants is intended Difpenfations

of the fame Covenant, for tho_' therg be but one Covenant, -yet there
_ hath been two Difpentation of the Covenant of Grace. Tothislan

{wer, :
Firft, We had better read it as God by his Servant wrote it, who
knew how to phrafe it better than we : To read it Covenants is better
fence than we can make by reading it Difpenfations. :
Secondly, Tho’ there liave been two Difpenfations of the Covenant
of Grace, yet there were nottwo Difpenfations at the fame time, The
cime that this Text relates to was antecedent to cthe offering up of
Chrift, and then there was but one Difpenfation ; the New Difpen.

1ation of the Covenant of Grace was not till after Chrift was rifen
again.

eninthe Plural Number if chere had been bue

(trangers 1o the Covenants of Promife 5 1 think he ~ 8

P That it refers to a time antecedent to the offering up of Chrift, ‘wi
» will |

appear, if we confider ver. 11, 12, 13. In . 11. he tells them, That i |

times paft ye were Gemtiles, in zl.v_eﬁe]b 5 that was before the offering up
of Chrift. Inwv. 12. At that vime they were (Irangers tothe Ccvenants of

Promife. Ind.13. Hetells them, That they who fometime were fay off, |

sre made nigh by the blood of Chrift : If they were made nigh by the

blood of Chrift, then the time in which they were far off ( which
was the time in which they were {trangers to the Covenants of Pro- |

-mi(’e? was antecedent therennto. So chat it’s in viin to turn the
Word Covenant into Difpenfations, unlefs you can clear it, that

there were two Difpenfations of the Covenant of Grace at the fame |

time, both antecedent to the offering up of the Lord Jefuss,

FINIS,







