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The SECOND PART of the
FOR THE

Baptized Belichers,

Whercin the GROUNDS of

INFANT-BAPTISM

Are REVIEWED:

In ANSW ER to Fourteen ARGUM ENTS,
delivered by Mr. Nathaniel Taylor, M. A.

ina SERMON on Maith. 28. 19. entituled,
MAIAOBAMTIEMOE OPOOBATITIEMOZX,

And therewithal,

The Reafons of the Separation of the 23aptized ')Belieﬁers,
from the JPedobaptifts, modeftly propounded.

Upon the occafion of their great and long-continued Sufferings.

By T. Grantham, a Servant of Chrift.

LONDON;
Printed for the Author. 1 6 8 4.
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RSRIERGHA O prevent a Milftake, and to remove an A{per{ion

? ) too frequently caft upon us, be pledfed to, know,
5l BUSA it tho we differ frontyou andiothiers,;in fome
W28 Y thing$: relating/to the Gonftitution;-and Govega-
B, 1 gﬁk,} ‘ment of ia-true Churchyiyet wedo mot tharefore
PSS arrogate toour felves alone the Chriftian Name,

‘others y:but dorbelieve and hope,! that the Number of: the ~faved
Ones will be gathered out of all forescof Chriftiansy who licartily
déve God and.our Lord: Jefus Chrift; and live:holily #andchayita-
bly among -Mer, > tho> they'be diverfificd- i mefpedt of; Cens-

'monies,. by reafon afithe Place and Governmeng wlhiere they Jive :
13Y A2 3 Yea,

" nor exalt’ our felves in our Jmaginations: above:
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“God delightsin Mercy, and does not exatt the
any Man; - - bas s

< does rather wholly charge the.Caufe of Divifj

2 oA Gpolony - fo2

Yea, we have Charity for all Men, who are fa‘irhful to the Means-
knowing that our -

of Grace afforded  them, ‘how. fmall - foever,
utmolt Farthing of

But for all this, as it is. certain there hath been abundance of
Errors introduced among Chriftians, {o it has pleafed God to raife
up a PCOEIC ftill to teftify againft them, ( the Memories of whom are
blefled, tho they were frequently perfecuted. ) So we believe it a Du-
tyincumBent, upon us, 'to bear our Teltimony to what Truth we
know, and ot to partake with any in their By-Paths in Lifé or
Religion, and yet endeavour as much as in us licth, after Unity
?rhc} Concord with all that fear God, and own the Chriftian Pro-:

eflion. :

To which purpofe we have humbly propofed what we thought
concern’d us, in order-to a better Underftanding and Compliance,
in our FriendQ Epiftle to the Bifhops and Minifters of the Church of
England, publifhed fome Years ago, but has not been  publickly
taken notice of; till lately one Mr. Taylor, a Perfon of Worth for
his Integrity, and- Zeal for the Proteltant Intereft, and for. his
gentle Difpofition towards fuch. as fear G ) :
him in the Cafe of Ceremonies, .

It hath-pleafed him (I fay ) to take notice of our faid Epiftle,
“and to offer ﬁ_:metl.omg n arder to-a Compofure of Differences, which
I confefs, with him, tobe a thing greatly to be defired. But then
he is pleafed to fhew us nothing of Mitigation, or Hopes of the

our Difunion, but:

removal of the Things which hath occafioned

i _ 100 upon us, -and
fuppofes our Difference about Baptifin, to be the chief Canfe of onr

“dyffenting from the Church of England.

But tho this is indeed a matter of great Importance, becaunfc
true Baptifm is antecedent to Church-Communion ; yet that

“which is ‘greater in our Judgment, is: that'open Prophénfen;:ﬁj’,
- which{ ‘God knows, reigns and rages:in the Church of England,

and therewithal, the utter Neglect of Difcipline to reform thofe

“Iniquities 5 and alfo that perfecuting, Spirit, which appears even

in too many of the Guidesof the Church, by whoft Cruelty our
suﬂ‘érin%s have been much augmented 191l
Fort

O JE

efe Caufes we have thonght our felves concerned to make

“this our Chriftian Apology, in which we crave leave to ufe that

Freedom of Speech which the Mattersdepending do require. - And
4 . yet,

N — A=

od,“tho‘ di.-‘f"er’ing from:
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the Waptizen Weliehers. 3

; yet, feeing we mult acknowledg that we are not infallible, (as nei-
W ther does the Church of England ‘prétend fo to be?) we fhall fpeak”
5 under CorreQtion, and by the help of God, with refolution to’
;ﬁﬁt fubmit to a clear Conviction, if indeed it fhall appear, that the:
) “Thingswherein we difent are juftifiable on the part of the Church
1l i of “Englund 5 but ¢ill this 'be'dorie, it ‘would' be Hypocrify and
it Bafenefs in'ns, to violate our Confeiences in Things pertaining:
4’”, to Religion; to obtain Favour from Men; for if ‘we fhould fo
e pleafe Meny we fhould nor be the Servauts of Chrift. Gal. 1. 10.
We "‘And we do the rather defive to be heavrd at this time 5 partly,
0 for that Mr: Taylor is pleafed to impute F olly to us, in feparating
@i fromichs Chirch of Englandy bacaufe we allow of the moft of the
e, Thirey Nifie Articles s but efpecially being thereunto required by
i fome of Eminency and great Authority in the Church of England,
g whs alfo told us, That unlefs we could fhew, that the Church of
@, Enoland docs - bold fome -Ervor in" point of Faith; or that: [he does::
“f praciife fomething “in hev Religien which s finful, e cannot Juftify
Y our \Separation from ‘ber. And whether we ‘be able on this wife
| to vindicate our prefent Separation, is the Pufinefs whiclwe pray.
W may be ferioufly confidered. i Yo | @
o ater o
fer R B R
i e sect I
th;'; N e e
,gu:. A brief. Account of tle Reafons why the - Baptized:.
al;‘j o Belivyers camiot conform to the € eremonies of the)
y . Churchof Englands ™ 2 s

Eferving all due Honour to the Churchiof England, fo far as-
AN fhaholds the Trath in the 1hivty Nine Articles, and-as the.
is:a good Fortrels againit much Popiih Superftition” and Idolatrys .
we-{hall humbly make our Objectionsin three Particulars, | 1

{. Concerning  Infunt-Baptifin,
0 -7 2. Concerning her Difciplines..

ake 3. Concerning her ipafing 1of \Ceremonies: . i
‘h" ; ! 5 : febporals A trodag iy 40 puinia
¢ 5 : Feom
(ctf



‘fhall endeavour to make good the A

‘ture, and partly from the Confeflion of the Ch
‘that the Things prerequifite to Baptifin

4 ‘ oo An dpology oy -

e may fafely atgue thus ¢ 1,

.. From all which we think w
b lawful, juft,

o+ g R and needful, to maintain a prudent
ioer o and friendly Separation from fich a Church, as does be-
beg o idieve, hold, and maintain fuch Things, . as are evi-
soinin, dently and actually deftru@tive of that Chriftian Liberty,
o\ Lwedwherewith Chrift nade )
~ .. rthat facred Baptifin, and holy Difcipline, which Chrilt
Mrina (wal?gﬂigtocontinug inall Churches to the end of theé
~World. . -

But, the Church of England does believe, hold, and
maintain. {uch Things, as are evidently and aétually
‘deftructive of that Chriflian Liberty, wherewith Chrift

..« +hath:imade his Churches free, and of that {acred Baptifia,
* and holy Difcipline, which Chrift ordained to continue
“in all Churches, to the end of the World. :
Ergo, It is lawful, juil, and needful to maintain a pru-
-dent.and friendly Separation from the Church of Eng-
land in her prefent Parochial Conltitution:, o vl

—.Suppofing the Major is not to be denjed by any Chriftian, we
or.

To begin with Sacred Baptifrﬁ. It is evident from the Scrip-
urch. of England,

» on'the part of every.one
who is to be joined with  the Church Militant,- or to -be baptized,

are thefe : 1. They ought to have.the Gofpel preached, or fome
‘way made known tothem. 2. To believe the. Gofpel. - 3. To

‘repent of Sin.  And, 4. Willingly to put on Chrift in Baptifin.

“Or to exprefs it inifhort ¢+ They are, firft, to be dead with Chirift;
‘and:then, fecondly, to be buried with Chrift by Baptifin. |~
« ‘Now that the Church of -England does hold fuch Thingsas are

cvidently.and actually. deftructive of this Baptifin, may in our
Judgment be thus proved :

1. She believes, holds, anddoes teach others to hold, That all,

‘or the'very moft of her Church-Members lare regenerate, with-

‘out hearing the Word. of ‘God, without Faith, without : Repen-
itance, orany Knowledg of God 5 and fo believes what neither

WCECy

hath made his Churches free ; and of

> sk »
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-3, Yetfhe doesnot believe that her Members.ate regenerate at

“lwardantable Change

> ‘
. the fsaptized Welieberd. 5
,gnd errs in

1 3

em with Water 5 ‘neither does -fhe

all, till fhe crofs or fprinkle th : ‘
d to believe ) that Infants are

know ( becaufc fhe has no groun ¢
thereby made anews (o as to become -the: Children. of God,-and

Heirs of Heaven 5 and believing this -yvithqut paﬁibility ( ordi-
narily ) to know it to be tive, fhecrrsin Faith.

3.” She believes, and maintains, that thofe ought to be
baptized, whom fhe knows do not, -cannot- believe, nor repent,
nor in any meafure know.Gods nor ahy Dty of Religion ; and .
herein (he errs (as w¢ conceive ) concerning the Falt}].
©3 4. she belicves +nd maintainss that Sponfors do believe and rg-
pent for Infants, oF fhat Infants doi perfornt Faithand Repentance-
by their Sponfors 5 and! believing thefe things, .and teaching' her.
Youth to belieye them, without any .gr'oun'd from 'the 'Word. of.
God, fhe believesamifs, or errs 10 Faith. « v, VL i
-~ 5. She holds, that Perfons may lawfully bé baptized: when they
are afleep, and does aftually pretend t0- baptize Infantsiwhen:they -
aré afleeps which we think verily muft needs be a'véry gréatError
both in Faith and Practice. Lyildue ¢ - wedlwedeges
= 6. She believes, holds, and maintainss that Grofling or Sprink--
ling is a lawful way of Baptizing, when indecd it is no Baptizing
atall. Infomuchas chiofe thagufe that Modes: dare  not. {peak as.
they adty faying; [prinkle thee.in the INane, &¢. theiri Confeience
bearing thiem -witnefs,. that the fdcred AG iof 2 Baptiziig iy the -
Name, ¢c. cannot be exprefled by the wortd,, Sprinklingi <1 They
thereford belidving what they know is not true invthis matters mult
needs err i Paith, as'wellias in their Practice: ~And thisErrof:
hasiif'a manner deftroyedithe way of Baptizing: ufed! by« forn.
Buprift;Chrift apd his Apoftles.ovity y1ilsh yl3uebivo oo el hidw

o and s ,
-y Thus tho we'grant; that the Churchis of o England. Hstfigolefy, -

Zealons for the Dodlrine of Baptifin fﬂlaﬂj)m{fd\{es;ff}*@;it‘»{1‘3;\’@}')3
parent to us, that e hath accidentally s16/E: this holy Qrdinance;
boti i refpest of the Subject andi Manner: of it, aridvin thedue,
Ufe'and End of its which wasmetappointéd ( norifitredb)y to xe-L
€eive new-boiu {rifants o the Ch e hidMilivants i And by thie
: Mo hasdlcfaced theState;and-loft th Ryife
of 4tra¢Church, 1 Corv Tt a2y rbecaufe fhe has 'n'a'ﬁ:k.cpmhis;;g).r:f‘;
f’ilnanc’e,'i as it was delivered by Chrilt and his. Aipoftldss buthatiiy
e : rather

”




6 An Apalogy e

‘ratlier fupprefled it, and much opprefled thofe that labourto re-
ftoreitto its due Ufe and Practice in all Churches, which is a great
‘Aggravation of all thefe her Errors in Faith and Practice, con-
cerning Sacred Baptifim.

Sect I
(oncerning Difeipline.

WHat manner of Difcipline the Churchof Chrift ought to
: obferve, is fufficiently declared, Matth, 18. 1 Cor. S

2 Theff. 3. Tir. 3. and other places. And it is very well expref-
{ed by a Minifter of the Church of England, in his Defence of the
Thirty Nine Articles of the Church of England, in thefe Words :
The manner of ‘proceeding in Excommunication is, firft by gentle Admo-
wition, andthat once or twice, given with the Spirit of Mecknefs, even
as a Brother, if the Fault be not natorionfly known 5 and next, by open

Reprehenfion 5 aftermard by publick Sentence of the Church, to put him
from the Company of the Fasthfi

uly to deliver hini to Satan, to denounce
‘him an Heatben, and a Publican, if no Admonition will Jerve, and

the Crimes and Per[ons.be wery offenfive. ~ Thus he.

And to this Difcipline we can heartily fubfcribe, it'being indeed
the very fame whichisreligionfly obferved by the Baptized Belie-
wers in this Age and Nation.

But where now fhall this Dsfeipline be found in the Church of
England ? Does any one Allembly, or Court, of the Church of
England obferve it ? Or does fhe not practife that in her Courts,
which is too evidently deftructiveof it ?  For fofar aswe can
wnderftand,inftead of this brotherly Admonition, Men are clande-
ftinely prefented and accufed, and often excommunicated for they
know notwhat. ‘What Manis now taught or bound by any Order
of the Churchof England, that in cafe his Brother treipafs againft
him, by defaming his Reputation, offering Injury to his Perfon,
er by wronging him in his Subftance, to take that brotherly Courfe
prefcribed toall Chriftians, Aar. 18.?  Or if he would take this
Courfe, what Congregationis empowred or allowed to hear ol_;

,determine the Strif%jas Sin is in fuchcafes committed againft GO\:’ -
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the Asaptizen Wseliguers. 5
We fee not howit is poflible for the Offended, tor do his Duty in
an orderly way, to the:Offender 5 if he go about it, he fhall pro-
bably be derided both by Teacher and People :. So far is hic from
obtaining Juttice againit the Offender, in any .Congregation of
the Church of England, becaufe the ancient Dilcipline 1s an un-
known thing to the People generally. And for want of this
Chriftian Government, arc Men continually expofed to. Suits and
Troubles in Courts of Law, wherein the Poor can have {mall.
Help; as it is written, Ecclef. 5. 8. (old Tranflation ) If thou
fecft the Poor to be oppreffed, —— marvel not, forone grear
Man keepeth touch with another, and the mighty Men are in Aunthority

over the Poor.
vous : We do not fee that open .

. 3. But that which is more grie that o
Prophanenefs can be met with, or fupprefled by your Difcipline :

For fuppofe a Man be given to Swearing, Lying, Drunkennefs,
ious Talking, (as God knows, a great Number of the

and lafcivi
Members of ‘the Church of England are known to be fuch) your

Difcipline {eems to have no power in fuch Cafes : for thus faith
one of your own Minifters: ~
Who minds Canon 109 o  that probibits common_ Swearers,

common Drunkards, — notorions Whoremafters, and Whores, &c.,
from the bleffed Sacrament of the Lords Supper 2 Do not even Bifhops
bear Men fwear a thoufand Oaths, and cither do noty “or dare not ufe
any Difcipline againft them ? : ‘

“But now if a good Man do not ftand up, and bow to the Altar
at the Name of Jefus, when the Creed is read, becaufe he dares
not pay greater Reverence (in a religious way ) to any Wri-
ting, than he pays to the: holy Scriptures ; If he dares not ufe
the Sign of the Crofsin Baptifim, nor {prinkle his Child, ¢¢. then,
fhall he be profecuted as a great Sinner, caft to the Devil, and
laid in Prifon; yea, he is {entenced already : Forin Cawon 6.,
thus we read & Whofocver [ball affirms that the Rites and Ceremonies
of the Church of England are-- [uperfitions, or fuch —as Men who are
zealoufly and godlily affected, may not with.any good Confcicnce apprave
them, ufe them, or as Occafion requireth, [ubfciibe unto them 5 let bim
be excommunicated ipfo facto,and not reftarcdyuntil be repent, and pnfb—‘
lickly revoke [uch his wicked Errors. : :

. 4+ Thus (as we conceive ) the Difcipline of Righteoufnefs,
Mercy, and Charity, eftablifhed by Chrift, is laid afide; and a

Mercenary Court fet up, holding the Traditions jof Men, fnfead
; ¢ o g kT By Ak NG \Of



g - dn Qpology 0

of Chrif’s Inftitutions, in Ecclefiaftical Government, who alfo
live voluptuoufly upon the Sins of the People. But as for the Re-
formation of evil Manners, or the making Peace and Concord,
alas ! it is not fought for, norindeed expected from thefe Courts. -
And as the Reverend Groffhead faid ‘at Rome, when he faw ' all
things ruled by Money, fo may I fay of the Courts under confide-
rationy O Money, Moneys what wilt thow not do there 2 As for the
opprobrious Language prohibited by: the Cason, we think it ur-
comely for any to ufe it, tho we diflent from the Ceremonies
them{elves. b £y 14

SECTEY W _
Concerning Impofing of Ceremonies.

1. A LL Divine Ceremonies ordained by Chrift, or his Apofties,

‘wereverence, and religioufly-obférve and keep,. as they
were delivered. \

2. That any Church fince their days, hath jult power to make
and ordain Divine Ceremonies, to be any neceffary parts of the.
Worfhip of God, we fee no ground to believe ; much lefy, that.
fuch Ceremonies may lawfully be impofed under pain of Excom-
munication, Banifhment, Imprifonment, Eofs of Eftate and Life.
For tho it is certain, God has given power to the Rulers of the
World, to make, change, or difannul Laws in point of Civil
Government ; yet we believe all the Power on Earth cannot make
one Inftitute or Divine Ceremony in Religion.  And therefore we
cannot but think the Church of England erred from the Rule of
Righteoufnefs, in decreeing Rites and Ceremonies which God has
rot commanded. ‘

3. For when we fee how fharply fome were reprehended by
St. Paul, for bringing the Chriftian Churches in Galaria under
fome Legal Ceremonies, which once had a divine Qriginal and
Ufein the Church of God, as Jivaders of the Liberty wherewith.
Chrift had made them free 5 * averring alfo, That if they were fub-
jeét to them, Chrift fhould profit them nothing. - Gals. 1,2: We can
fee no groond to free the Progeftants from Siny, who eithir«

v take




the Baptizen aszuznecgg g

take up - Scripturelefs Ceremonits from the Papifts, or invent
but lealt of all,” when they force Men,

alfo, C‘j"fmonie: them{elves ;
R will they, nill they, to conform to fuch‘Ceremanie::, or elfe to be
o ejetted, and delivered up to Satan. - And furely it was very un-
,urtf'f reafonable for her Bifhops to confent to 2 Law, _
M that pions Men, only diffenting in thefe things See the 35th of
nW from the Church of England, thould be banithed, Elizabeth.
(i ‘or elfe hanged as Felons, without Benefit of the :
'mﬂ". Clergy. And we humbly defire, that the Severity of that Law
y@' may be confidered and mitigated.

| 4. Butif it fhall’be faid, That the Ceremonies of the Church of

B England, ( as theSprinkling of Infants, the Sign of the Crofs in
) Baptifin, bowing to the Altar, tonatme no more at prefent ) are
not finful 5 then how fhall we be ever able toreprove a Papill, for
! ge of Chriit ¢ .

ufing holy Water, bowing, to the Ima ;
Certainly, if we muft fibmit to the Ceremonies of the Church

Vi of England, in her prefent Conftitution, We muft fubmit to theirs
ol too, where they have powcr on their fide to enforce them.  But
he that fhall impartially confider what a learned Proteftant hath

faid of the Sinfulnefs of that one Ceremony of the Sign. of the

4

&}g’ Crofs in Baptifm, in his Book entituled, Againft Symbolizirg with
A Antichrift m Ceremonies, will fee great caufe to avoid touching
na with any fuch Inventions, however they may be fuppofed to have
e had an harmlefs Ufe among Chriffians at the firft.. -

Jha But who fees not, that when {uch Ceremonies have got the Re-
o putation of Religion upon them, and are forced on by humane
g Laws, what incredible Miferies they have broughtupon the Chri-
1 ftianWorld ? How have they lorded it over Kings and King-
;ivil doms, over the Eftates, Liberties and Lives of Chriftians? Who
na fees not, that being thus fet up, they are fometimes more fet by,
W than fincere Faith, and an holy Life ¢ as if all true Religion (and
,of- Loyalty too) were only to be judged of according to Mens Sub-
5 miffion to thofe Humane Innovations. For it is notorious, even in
4 this our Land,that let a Man but conform to all the Ceremonies,he
W fhall live honourably, let his Zife bs never fo debauched almolt :
e But let a Man refufe thefe Ceremonies, out of confcience to God,
o becaufe they are not from Heaven, thenhe is Envy’ Mark, let
it his Zife be never fo juft and harmlefs. - Such Effects , fhould lead
il us to confider what the Caufes are.

o :
;gx‘) ‘ B 2 And



-are we forced not only to nfe ir,
"Fathery and of ‘the Siny - and of -ithe Hol -G hoft ?

‘caufe to ufe this Speecl

-an unfeigned Defire to ferve Go

“Confeiences of Men, is more than God vequ

10 An Qpolony for |
And becaufe we are fpcaking of Ceremonies; ‘we crave leave to
enquire, What meass the Cevemony of the Ring in Marriage ? - Why

The Church of
g Marriage is a Sacrament’;
itof aRing ?-* Sure you make
you ‘make the Water'in Bap-
we fear, give the Papifts too'much
o AProteflant s bur & Papift fear'd out
of his Wits. ' 510

~ Itis not then any thin gof Prejudice or .Obftinacy, which makes
us to ftand off from the Communion of the Churel of England, but

feig _ God aright, and a godly Fear; left
by touching withthefe unwritten Traditions, we fhould bring our

Souls under Guilt in the fight of God. Howbeit, if any can con-
vince us, that the Chureh of England is juftifiable in thefe things

ur felves to be miitaken in other

England blames the Papifts for fayin
but (hall we then'make a Sacrame;
the Ring as Tacredin Marriage,’ as
tifm. Such Ufages as thefe,

here objected, we fhall fulpett o

things, which we here mention not. :
Now may it pleafe the God of Heaven, to put it into the Hearts

of the Guides of the Church of England, to confider thefe things.

1. Thar none of thefe Ceremonies about' which we differ fromthem,
are required of Chriftians in the Holy Seriptures. - And that there-
fore,

2. To enforce them by Excommunication and Pe

#al Laws ipon the

wres of ' youy or any Body
elfe. ‘ ' :

And futely if the making thefe things necellary to our Comma-"

nion were but removed, fo that Things which are not delivered
tn the Word of God were left at liberty, we fhould not ffand at
{o great a diftance from the Church of England, as now we do :
For thowe are verily perfuaded, that thefe Things objetted a-
gainft by usare Errors, and therefore prudently to be amended ;
yet we believe the impofing of them is a thoufand times more of-

fenfive in the fight of God, and more grievous to the Souls of Men,

becaufe Cas we conceive ) God’s Authority is then ufurped by

Man, and Mens Fear towards him is then taught by the Precepts
of Men. , : ‘

And yet we know, and indeed muft confefs,

that many Things,
as to the more convenien

t performance of Religious Servicesina

Church-way, are left to the Prudence of the Church, guided -

therein

but to ufe it i the Name of the




‘Doftrine and Liberty,and Chritt’s

: ~ the Waptizen: Wekcvers. T
therein by the, ge,ueral’.\f(ii}é\s_."iﬁ"thre Ward-of 'God's qitd fome
Thingsalfo ( which-arenot of the Effence ‘of” Chyiftianity ) ‘will
“feem doubtful to fomé, and cledr to others. And ther
will b= a continual"Neceflity” of brotherly Forbearance one to-
wirds another, in fome {inlefs Cerembnibs;::as many ‘Things may
be fo eitcemed, whilll not made the Boundaries of Conununion,

intttheir-Confeiences— For Exam-.

and forced upan Chriftians-aga _
ple: tho Sitting be the molt (afe Gefture at the Lord’s Table, be-
caufe neareft to Chri’s Examples
of Devotion to Gad, think it their Duty to receive kneeling, this
Turely cannot jutthroffend any Chriftian, And‘thus alfo'bowing
at the Name of Jefus, being left at liberty, when, where, \and
upon what cccaiion the Confcience of a Chriftian may be moft
prefled to do _it, need not offend any, tho it is apparent fuch
bowing is not “the meaning of the Text; Phil. 2.10." And ths
fame may be faid of well-compofed-Prayers fo that ftill fuch

Forms be ufed as a matter of Chriftian Liberty, and not impofed ¢

by Law as-neccfary.”

" And could Things be.managed with fuch I\d'oideratior’x,”('ﬁs éers -

tainly the State of the InHabitants of this Land degs mvch califor

it’) in‘a friendly and brotherly Spiri
would abate, and Charity would end
wards God one towards another; ‘tho 1abouring ‘under may:
Weaknelles,or dark Circumitances. = But whilft ‘one Party ftands
up with a Sword in their hand, of, w i
Goal, and riffe their -Eftates, unlcfs they ‘will all -fubshic" to'
their. Will and Pleafure, not only without, but perhaps-in foms
things againft ‘the Word of God, (the pretended Rille to il Pro-
teftants in Matters of Religion ) thislays a Neeceflity- upon al thac:
are of. Noble and rruly Chriftian’ Spitits, to teftify “againft fuch
Cruelty, and unmanly Proceedings, and' to aflért'the true Ghriftia
Soveteigi Anthority only; tr
make Laws for his Church, as fuch, altho for fo doing they fufle =
the Lofs of all Things which - are ‘dear to them irl ‘this WeEld
and therewithal, to ftand off from the Crmmanion of -{uch mn=
reafonable Men; as have not learned tq do to others, as_they
would have others to do o them undet théje differing Opinions,
wlicn'in aftate of Sibjection ¢y thale who'difer from  then,

wBhu ol i

‘thetefore théré

yet if any inHunility, and -

t, 2tis hoped our Animo/itics .
eat all‘that are uprizht to-

ith power to ¥hiuff Men itto -
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T hus much briefly of the Reafonsor Canfes of our Separation.
We will now confider what Mr, N. Taylor brings - to make
good Padobaptifm. - And the rather,becanfe he fays he has defend-

€d Infant-Baptifm both by Scripture and Reafon.
Let us hear how he doth this, i

i

Mre NATHANTEL TAYLO RS Fourteen Ar-

guments _for  Infant-Baptifm, confidered and an-
o Afwered.

2 Efore we anfwer his Arguments, we will take notice of fome
of his Conceflions. And,

1. He faith, Baprifn of Water is not abfolutely neceffary to Salva-
tion, -pag.2. .

- 2. He tells us, Ste Paul joins the Word
worder to the purifying Chriff’s Church,
terminating on the Body. ~ And that S
15 not Water purifying the Flefh,
wards God that [aveth. pag.7. .

3, [He tells us alfo, That the premifing the Word DISCIPLE
(Matth. 28. 19.) implies none to be capable of Baptifm, who are not
Difciples of Chrift, and Members of the Church, pag. 10. :

4. And further, That Chrift wonld have his Ordinances performed
by an external Adminiftration, whevein the Jubjebt might be in the near-
¢ft capacity of underftanding. pag. 81, 8. ;

s- He grants, That Childrens Baptifin, and Ch;rch-Memberﬂu'p,
are not- mentionedin the New Teftament. pag, 51.

of God with this Baptifm, in
that acting on the Soul, and this
» Peters Affertion isclear that i
but the anfwer of 4 good Confcience to-

From all which a Man'may very fairly argue, and.conclude a-
.gainft Infant-Baptifim thus.

. If Infants are undoubtedly faved without Baptifin; and are
Members of Chrift’s Church without Baptifin, and that the Word

-~of God muft act upon the Soul in true Baptifm, fo as that the Sub-
sject of Baptifm muft have the anfwer of a good Confcience: And

if




' thodoxal Baptifin which is not mentioned ther
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if none be capable of Baptifin, till they be Difciples of Chrilt, ac-
cording to Marth. 28: 19. and.ought to be in the neareft capacity
of underftanding what s done:in the ‘external adminiftration of
Baptifm. And if Infant-Church-Memberfhip and Baptifim.be not
mentioned in the New Teftaments then Infants ought not to be.
baptized.. : :
But all this is true, faith M. Taylor < “Therefore I conclude In-,
fants ought not to.be baptized: And thus his Book ( I"will not
fay (ashe) may be foon blownaway ;. but it ), may feem to be.
foon anfwered : And his Jearne,d-.Titl_e very unfuitable. For how.
fhall * TTATAOBAMITIEMOE  be 'OPOOBATITIZEMOX,

when it is not mention’d in the new Teftament ; can that be Or-
¢?: Sure. thisis. in--

credible. .

But let us hear his Aréu‘ments, by which he undertakesto vindi--
cate Infant-Baptifum both by Scripture and Reafon.

M. Taylor’s Argument T..

If our Chriftian, Privileges be 45 greas as the Sews were then our Chil-
dren re rightly baptized : But our C briftian Privileges are as great as
the Jews weve.:. Therefore our Children arerightly Baptizia.

ANSWE R. .

" Becaufe M. Taylor fays he oflcrs hig Realons for Infant-Baptifin,
in-order to a compofure of Differences, and 1 dobelieve he means
as he fays ;. I.fhall therefore endeavour. to anfwer them with all|
T.ove and Sincerity, asbecomes a Chriftan.: And; 1 fay,.

1. That upon a fair Diltinction, both Propofitions may be de-.
nied.  Fors if the Queltion be of external Privileges only ; then
whether we refpect outward Advantagesin the World, or Rites.

and Ceremonics in the Church pertinent toInfants ; - the AMinor is .
to be denied : for the Fews wercunder a fiice Promifc of a fruitful
Land, ‘and external Peace and Glory, as a Nation, whilit they.
did truly walk according to the Laws of God; of which Advanta--
ges their Children were partakers as well as others. But on the-
other fide, the Chriftian Church by how much fhe is more faithful,

: Y



-equalize Chriftians Infants with

- :and by our Lord Chrift declared Infan
~dom of Heaven, without impoling an

‘Chriftian Privileges (when compared with th

~certain [and plainly confeffed by Auguftine] that they

T4 <A Qpalagy o ,
by’ fo much themore is fhe {fubjeCt to Perfecution’: ‘As may be feen
in the differipg eftare of the faithful Chureh at Smyrna, R.w. 2.8,9.
and the unfaithful Clurch’at “Laodicea, Rev. 3017, Or if we re-
refpect Rites and Ceremotties, then *tis certain, even'in the Judg-
ment of allChriflians, the Jews had more Cere-
Luk, 2. 22, monies belonging to their Infants, th.an belqngs to
23,24., ~ -Chlriftian Infants. = For befides the Rite of Circum- -
Eiod. '13. 2. - cifion,there wasan Offering to be offered for them, :
Lev. c.'12. " 'and they'were 16 be prefented in the Temple, and
i - “topartake of the Paflover, "'Exod. 12, 47,48. (and
therefore Mr. Taylor does ill'to deny-it, 'pag. 92.) Whereas the

Padobaptifts only contend for the external Rite of Baptifm to belong
to their Infants. - ‘

Butif by the Word Privileges in the Argument be meant fome
higher thing than external Ceremonies, then the Minor is true :

For as God was gracious to InFints'in the

! ) “Jewifh Nation, as to the
‘Bufinefs of Salvation  “So is he fuch to the Infants of every Chri-
tian Nation in the World.

‘But if now you be difpleafed, becaufe I do not préfer, or at leaft
: Jewifh Infants, in refpet of ex-
ternal Ceremonies. Then let me freely tell you,that I dobelieve the

Privileges of Chriftians is greater than the Jews, even'in this. thar
God accepts our Infants to his Grace, and to'Glory, mithous impo-
fing the Burthen of any Ceremony at all upon them, For{eeing he has by
the Gofpel takenaway that” bloody Ceremony of Circumciﬁon,
ts to have right to the King-

3 . h : g any Ceremony wpon them in-
ftead of Circumcifion, 1fay, herein our Privileges are

y i gredter than
the Jews, and in this Senfe I confirm your Ainer. Bu

1 t then 7 deny
the Confequence of your Major > For you may plainly fee that our

] Ith the Jews) ftand not
in having external Ceremonies,butratherin being freed from them.

Evenasiit cannot be doubted but that the Children of Seth,Henoch,
and Noah, e, hadas great Privileges s the Jews, and yet it is

had no Cere-
‘mony or fign of Regeneration belonging to them that we read of.
wAug. de Civ. Deiy 1. 1 5. cap. 16. :

Thus your chief Fort being demolithed, what Reafons you
‘bring to defend it fignifie nothing ; however we fhall meet with

:themidn the following Arguments. -
r.
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Mr. Taylor's Argument 2. |

Thofe who were Circumeifed wnder the Law, may be baptized under

the Gofpel : But Children were Circumcifed under the Law : Therefore

they may be baptized under the Gofpel.
; ANSWER.

r. I anfwer to the Major. 1fby [Tho/c] you thean all thofe
that were Circumcifed under the Law : Then the AMajor 1s not
true. For firft,all Male-Servants which were bought with Money,
muft zeeds be Circumcifed,they might not clfe dwellin the Family:
(Gen.17. 124135 14 Exod. 12. 444 48,49.) But no fuch impo-
fition is Jaid upon Familics under the Gofpel, 1 Cor. 7.

2. Ifby [Zhefe] you mean Infants, then [ deny your Major :
For tho Infants were Circumcifed under the Law, it does not
follow that Infants may be Baptized under the Gofpel: Nor do
your Arguments, brought to make it good, proveit at all. For,

1. Tho Baptifm {fucceeds Circumcifion as the Sacrament of in-
itiation, yetitdoes not follow, that the {fame Perfons, or Perfons
no otherwife qualified than the Infants of the Jews, or Servants
bought with Money, are tobe admitted to Baptifm, becaufe Cir-
cumcifion belonged to the natural Seed of Abraham as fuch, whe-
ther in the Covenant or no (as in the cafe of Zfhmael,) and to his
Servants as fuch. But Baptifin being the Sacrament or wafhing of
Regeneration,belongs to thofc who are born from above (as {uch);
Hence ’tis {aid, Gal.3.28. We arc Abraban’s Seed, becanfe we are
ChrifP’s, fo, as to have crucifiedthe Flefh with the Affeltions and Lufts:
Gal. 4. 24. And notthat they are Chrift’s, becaufe they are Abra-
bam’s Seed. This vaft difference therefore between the Commu-
nicants of the Church Jewith, and the Church Chriftian, fhews a
great difference between the carnal Ordinances of the Law, and
the {piritual Ordinances of the Gofpel : ., fo that it isno good ar-
guing from Infants Right to theone, to their Right to the other.

2. You fay our Children are as capable of being Baptized, as the
Sews were of being Circumeifed.  But this is denied : for the Jews
had a Command to Circumcife Infants, and that made them capa-
ble of that Ceremony ; but without é Command none were capable

of
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of it : For fome Infants might be ascapable of Circu mcifion in
refpect of Strength, on the feventh Day, asotherson the eighth
Day ; but the Command notempowering any to circumcife till the
eighth Day, madeall Children that died before the eighth Day
nncapable of Circumcifion. - Again, you will not fay that any
Man, as fuch only, is capable of Baptifim, becaufe you grant they
muft firft be Difciples, and, as fuch, baptized. Nor will you fay,
that all Infants,as fuchonly, may be baptized, becaufe you do not
think God has required the Infants of the Turks to be baptized.
So-then, unlefs youcan fhew that God has required our [nfants
to be baptized, they have no capacity forit.  We conclude then,
whatever may be urged as a Capacity for Baptifin, yet wichout a
Command from God, to baptize our Infants,1s meer Will-\W orfhip
and Prefumption.

3. Youfay, That the Precept of receiving  Pavent and Child into.
Covenant  ftands unvepealed to this day. But if Dy receiving into
Covenant, you mean a receiving to the Duties of the Covenant.,.
what you fay is not true ; for the Covenant of Circumcifion is re-
pealed.  Gal.s.2. Behold, I Paul fay unto you, If ye be circumcifed,
Chrift hall_profic you nothing. ~And there was nevér any Covenant,
but the Covenant of Circumcifion, which obliged Parents to bring
their Infants to the Ceremonzes of Religion : So then Infants are-
not under the Burthen of any Ceremonies of Religion at this day.
I marvel you thould here fay, There s no Countermand of the ancient
7¢w,'ﬂ, Praftice of recesving Children to Circumcifion. ~ Either the
Printer has wrong’d you, or elf¢ youhold the Jews are yet bound:
to circumcife their Infants. : o

‘4. You argue from €hrift’s being propofed as Mediator of a better
Cavenanr,, that therefore this great Privilege ( you mean, bringing
Infants to Ceremonies of Religion) # nor repealed. But the
Truthis far otherwife ; for the Covenant of Chrift as Mediator,
is thercfore better than the Covenant of the Law, becaufe he has:
taken thefe Ceremonies out of the way, and accepts poor Infants
without any other Ceremony inftead of them ; yea, the Covenant
1s therefore better to Believers themfelves, in that they are obli-
ged but to a very few Ceremonies, whilft the Jews laboured un-
der a burthenfom Yoke of many Ceremonies. = And if your way
of arguing were good, it would prove, that the Gofpel is worfe
to Believers, than the Law was to the adult Jews, becaufe they
had abundance of Religious Privileges, to wit, Ceremonies, and

Belie-
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Believers have bit a very few. Now who would think, -that
wife and good Men fhould thus grope 2t Noon-day ?

5. You quote Aéts 2. 38, 39. and fay, that this Text exprefly
avers your Conclufion. But it is cprta‘in, the Promife there,isnot
of bringing Infants toany Cereronies, and fo does not atall fa-
vour your Conclufion ; for the Promifc being of the pouring out
of the Gifts of the Holy-Ghoft, according to the Prophecy of
Foel, concerns not Infants in infancy, faith Dr. Jer. Taylar. And
as for the Precept in the Text, [ to wit, Repent, and be bapt';z;ed
every one of you, 'tis as certain that concerns not Infants; forIn-
farits are juft perfons, which need no Repentance, and confe-
quently as little need the: Baptifin of Repentance. I rather there-
fore adhere to Dr. Fer.Taylor, than to Mr. Nath. Taylor in this
Cafe;, and | find that Erafm#s and Diodare do expound this Text

as we do. :

6. Now, Sir, your great Strait feems to be this: You think
the Children of Heathens have as great privileges as we allow to
the Infants of Chriftians. Let me anfwer freely; Idobelieve,
that through the Grace of Chrift their Infants, dying fuch, are in
as {ure a capacity for Salvation as our Infants. And why fhould
this offend, that feeing Infants are equally concluded under Sin
in the firft Adam, God (hould have equally Mercy upon them in
the fecond Adam, Nay, does not Mr. Taylor himfelf tell vs, p. 4.
That it’s dreadful to belicve, that al Infants which die unbaptized, are
damned.  And that any of them fhall be damned, he cannotprove,
fecing he fays, He cannot implead them of Siny in not being baprized,
being not capable of defiring - Well, 1 thank him for this, and
fhall requite him by granting,Chriftians Infants are more happy in
fome gracious refpects, than the Infants of the Heathen, being
the Seed of many Prayers, and pionfly devoted therein to Almigh-
ty God from the Womb, and have the Advantage of an carly Edu-
cation in the Chriftian Religion, that they may be as timely bap-
tized as may be : On the other fide, the Infants of the Heathens
are perhaps devoted to Idols, as the Jews did fometimes devote
theirs to Moloch, But yet, as wedo not think that God fent the
Jews Infants to burn in Hell, becaufe their Parents burnt them to

Moloch 5 fo neither ought we to think, that he will punifh the In-

fants of the Heathen with Devils, becaufe their Parents devoted
them to Idols ; for as for poor Infants, what have they done ?

C 2 = You
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7- Youanfwer not our Objections, by faying, The Covenant of
Grace, GEeN. 17. 10,13, # permanent to the VWorlds end, &c. For tho
this were true, yet that the Ceremonies which there accompany
that Covenant, were to continue to the World’s End, and fhould
pertain to Infants to the World’s End, you neither believe your
{elf, nor can any Man prove, that any Ceremonies by Order from
Chrift fhould belong to Infants to the World's end, feeing it is
granted, that Infant-Baptifm is not mentioned in the New. Tefta-
ment.  And if I yield you your five Confiderations following,
p4¢.33. I do not fee that you gain any thing as to the Point in
queltion ; I therefore proceed. : )

8. I think yon miftake, where you write that we fay, Thofe
that bad Right to Circumeifion were a Jpiritual Seed 5 for we know
that the Carnal Seed had Right to it : What ther
build upon this Miftake falls of it {elf. But whereas you would
infer, that Baptifim, as well as Circumcifion, belongs to the carnal
Seed, it is certainly a great Error. It is true, fome that are Hy-
pocrites may come to Sacred Baptifim, but then they profefs (at

ypocrites, not
as Men only, (as you feen} to urge, Numb. 2, p.34.) but as
they declare themfelves Chriftians, or {piritval. And therefore it
is faid of the whole Church, Te are ali the Sons of God by Faith in.
Chrift Fefus v, for as many as have been baptiz.ed into Chrift, have put
ez Chraft. Gal. 3. 26, 27. And agan, Col.2. Ye are circumeifed
with the Cireumcifion made mzthotft hands., in putting off the Body of the
Sins of the Flefh, by the Circumcifion of Chrift. [T, herefore, Rom.é6.]
we. are buried with him in Baptifm. And befides thi
makes Baptifina vifible Sign of an inward or fpiritual Grace 5 and
does affirm of all whom fhe admits to Bapti{m, that they are rege-
nerase, and born anew > \Which thews that in this Point we agree,
that the inward Work of Grace (hould be in all that are baptized.

9. 1. grant, that Feremiab and Fobn Baptift were fan@ified, or
feparated to God from the Womb, the one to be @ Prophet, the
other to be the Fore-runner of our Lord Chrift; yet deny, that
thefe extraordinary Cafes are to be made the Rules for us to- baps
tizeby. God knows what we will be from onr Birth to our
Death ; but thefe Thingsare hid from us.  Things revealed and
eommanded belong to us. 'We may not prefume to thirk either
of Men or Infants above what is written ; to fay, thisis fanctifi
ed from the Womb, and that not ;, this is a Believer, and that

not,

efore you would -

Sy your Church
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not, ée. But fhew us a Rule to baptize Infants, and we will.
difpute no further. ¥ 39 : : :

. & Mr. Taylor's Argoment 3.

Thofe who are within the Covenant of Gracey may Iae"‘batptiud; Bu
Therefore Children may

Children are within the Covenant of Grace:

be baptized. :
ANSWER
1. The Major being taken aniverfally, for all that are in the
Covenant of Grace, then itis to be denied 5 for God never made:
that the Rule of Baptizing. Circomcifion was inthe
were not

greatelt ufe, yet all that were in
i houfands of Male In-

to be circumcifed. Such were the many T
¢ eight days old; thefe were in

fants, who died before they wer

Covenant, and their galvation as fure as if they had been circum-

cifed. The Femalesalfo were in Covenant, yetnotto be circum-

cifed. If you fay they were not capable, learned Authors tell you
Nations who circumcife both Sexes to:

this day. By this you fee your Major vuns upon & falfe Suppo-.

fition. .
». And if by thofe whoare within the Covenant, you mean:
fome of thofe, then your ¢s fhort of the Queltion,.
Viz. Whether all that are in the Covenant of Grace may be baptized?
But let us try your Minor. ~ The Covenant of Gragce hath two Parts,.
v. A Declaration of God’s Mercy in Mons Redemption 5, i1l this re--
fpe@ I grant, Infantsare within the Covenant of Grace. 2.4 De-

claration of “Mans Duty point of Faith and. Obedience ; in this.
Sence I deny Infants to be in the Covenant. ~Letus hear therefore:
how you confirm your Minor.

3. You fay, It isverified; in that Baptifon is the Seal of the Cove-
stwnt nows 45 Civemwmcifion WA under the Law, &'e. And therefore thofe
who are under the pﬂrticip/ztian of the Covenanty may be admitted tothe:

Se“l> &ec. . :
4 Butwhy do qur Brethren of the Church of England fpeak of

the Seal in the Singular ? - They ufedto tell'us, the Covenant has.
two Seals, to Wit Baptifin, and the Table of the Loxd. And:
\ l

’

4
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-know when they firlt baptized Infants,
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T willabide by ity thatthe Lord’s Table is

as truly.a Seal of the
Covenant, as Baptifn. Yet you deny

Infants this Seal, -tho you

they alfo brought them to
the Lord’s Table, and this cuffom continued. fix hundred Years.
But I deny your Confequence 5 it follows not, that all that arein
Covenant may hav

¢ the Seal of Baptifm. And you tell us, That
God’s Grace is nniverfaly pag, 37:

yet you will not f{ay that Bap-
tifim is univerfal ; it belongs but to thofe who reftipulate, and en-
ter into Covenant upon the Terms of Faith and ‘Repentance.
ACs 8. 12. When they believed, &c. they were baptized, both Men
and Women.  And here the City of Samaiia generaily received the
Gofpel, and yet not an Infant baptized.

s- But how fhall I underftand you, where you {ay, Thar Chil-
dven never excluded themfelves from. the Govenan of Grace, becanfe
wot attual Unbelievers, and none by fuch were ejeited? And where
you prefently fay,  They have the Covenam belonging to them with
their believing Parents? ~ Haye Infants no benefit by the Cove-
nant of Grace, unlefs their Parents believe ? - Alas ! poor Infants !
But fure God 'does not exclude Infants from the Covenant of Grace,
made for Mankind in Chrift, becaufe their Parents believe not ;
No,l will hold to your ficleSaying, That none but aitual Unbelievers
are vejelted.

*6. That the Holinefs mentioned, 1Cor.7. 14. is only Legiti-
macy, or Lawfulnefs of Birth, you would have to be only a Glofs
of the Anabaptifts, But how can youfairly take it for any other,
{eeing it is taken immediately from the San

Ctification of the un-
believing Husband, as the word Lelfe] being rightly referred,
makes evident. Upon which Confideration, Erafmus expounds
this place exprefly as we do, yet he was a Peedobaptift. And
<uftin long before him faid, ‘Whatcver that Holinefs isy 1 Cor. 7.
L4 it & certain it is not of Power to make C briftians, or remit Sins.
Sir, if you confider the Scope of the place, 1 Cor.7. you will find,

fome in that Church were in doubt whether they might dwell with |

their unbelieving Yokefellows.  St. Paul refolves the Doubt in the
Affirmative, and gives this Reafon for it : The unbelieving Huf-
band is fanctified tothe belicving Wife ; and if he were not_{o,
their Children were unclean,but he being fanctified, their Children
were clean 5 for Marriage is honourable among all, and the Mar-
riage-Bed undefiled, #eb, 13, Therefore let not the Husband
put away his Wife, nor the Wife depart from her Husband.

¥
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7. What you fay further to this Argument, being built upon ‘a

That wedeny Infantsto be within-the

Covenant of Grace,

by actual Unbelief exclude themfelves, the Grace of God extends
to them, as well as to others, in refpect of their Salvation.

Mr. Taylor’s Argument 4.

Thofe who have right to the Bleffings of the Covenant, have right to
Baptifm: But Chilaren have right to the Bleffings of the Covenant -

Therefore they have right to Baptifm.
ANSW LR.

upon the matter the fame with the former,.
and therefore vpon the former diftinction the Major is denied :
for tho Infants have right toall che Bleflings of the Covenant which.
they have need of,, yet they have no right to the Duties of the
Covenant, which they have no need of; becanfe God requires no-
Duties of them-

2. And tho you fay,

the Covenant of Grace) provest
leges of the Covenant 5 Yet this is contrary to your own Judgment,,

r. This Argument is

that onr Coneeffion (that Infants are withip

for you your felves deny them right t0 the Lord’s Table, and in-

deed all other Privileges, as much as we do, except your Crofling;
hat you fay further here,  is oftenre--

and Sprinkling them. =W
peated, and will'be confidered in the following Arguments 3, andi

if I repeat in my Anfiwers, youhave compelled me: :
‘Mr. Taplor’s Argument 5.

Thofe who are capable of being engaged in Covenant with.Gody, are:
sapable of Baptifm : But Children are capable of being engagedin Cove~
sant with God.: Therefore Children are capable of Baptifm.

ANSWER,

. This Argoment, (asmoft of thereft) may be retorted thuss,
: They

hat Infants bave right to-all the Privi-



Fear of God. * Well, now 1 fee wh
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«They that are capable of being engaged 'in Covenant with God»
-arecapableof the'Lord’s Table: B
“engaged in the Covenant;” &c. Ergo,

ut‘Infantsare capable of being

I : They. are capable of the
Lord’s Table. - Which fufliciently: thews the unfoundnefs of your

Argument.  But let usexamine the proof of your Major,

2. 1o this purpofe you tell us, Thar Infants are inthe Pawer of
their Parents, todiffofe of, asto Tcmporal.r and Spirituals, And your
Reafon is, becaufe Parents are obliged 6 take the greateft care
imaginable of their Childrens Souls, for their Education in the -

¥ youufe not the word Zufants,

. In your Arguments : you know that Infants,
{fuchas you Sprinkle, are not capable. of any Education at all.

They cannot be taught the Fear of God. They then cannot be en-
gaged in Covenant by the Mcans of Education, nor can they in
that State be brought up in his Service, in refpect of Religious Or-
dinances': So that inftead of proving, you have loft your Minor,

3. What you argue, from Deus: 29.11,12514. will never prove
that Infants are capable of entering into Covenant with God in
their own Perfons ; but that their Parents did engage to bring them
up in the Laws of God 5 and what this is to the purpofe, Ido not
imagine. Is it therefore my Duty to baptize my Children, without
a Command from God to do fo, meerly becaufe by the Covenant
of Grace, and Rules of Chriltianity, Tam to domy beft to teach
my Children the Fear of the Lord ? This is very inconfequent,
and will as much oblige me to bring my Infants to the Lord’s Ta-
ble, as I have fhewed.  This laft yon will not allow, becaufe God
requires it not ; and for the fame Reafon I refufe o bring my In-
fants to Baptifm, tho I'believeit my Duty to doall that | can to
engage them in Covenant with God, by Chriftian Education in the
Fear of God, that they may ferve himin all his Commands and
Ordinances blamelefs, ,

4. Wherefore in Anfwer to your Argument : If by Infants be-
ing capable of being engaged in’ Covenant with God, you mean
the Parents engagement to educate them in the Fear of God, ©c.
Then 1 deny your Major," and fay; Thofe who are only capable
thus to be engaged with Ged in Covenant, are not capable of Bap-
tifm.  But if you mean, a perfonal and atual entring into Cove-

nant with God, then I desy your Mizor, and all the Experience
of the World confutes Yous: 2

but Children,all along

\

: ‘5. You




