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Tothe READER.

T appears by My. Petto’s Epiftle to the Reader, that be took

B hold of avery flight occafion to write againft the Baptized

Believers ; it was, becanfe one (without acquainting him
with it) came over to their Communion.

I conld wifb ke had been more patient under fo [mall a trial,
and thereby [aved ms this labour : which whether it will end
here 1 know not 5 rhat may be as he pleafes.

I hold it no convenient time for Diflenters to.write one
againft another 5 Friendly Conferences might do much better,
But 1 have found Men of My, Petto’s Principles wery averfe
to that, when it has been offered.

I have not anfwered each particnlar Page in Mr. Petto’s
Book, for that one and the fame thing is very often repeated.
I have chiefly dealt with bis two main Arguments, on which hus
whole Difconr(c depends.

What he [ays about the mode of Sprinkling, I have not med-
dled with, nor is it needful. Forwe fee that generally, {nech as
are [erionfly convinced of their Duty in thecafe of Baptifm, will
not, if they might, receive it but in the way of Immerfion. They
are prefently apprehenfive that no way can be [0 fafe for thew:, as
to follow Chysft himfelf, who it’s certain was baptifed fo . For ir
3 granted bythe Learned, thar Niark 1.9, Kui epanliodn wd
oaws ds T '1pdeirlw, may be truly vead, And was dipped of
John into Jordan.  This account of our Saviour’s Baptifin 15
[ufficient to decide this Controverfy, abont the manncr of Bap-
tifiny if the higheft and moft perfect Example that ever was be
of any force a: il

What I have offered on bebalf of Infants Intereft in the
Covenant of Grace, may perbaps fectin too full of Charity in the

A2 Fudgment



To the Reader.

Tudgment of My.Petto and fome others.  But if +)
n'm’_, do but confider from :w'm£: this Doclrine of 1 {:‘r a r::: ;{::ﬁ
nation has proceeded, ie's cither of God or Man. 1 hawve fear-
ched the Seriptures, but conld mever find his IWord (that i
Trueh ie felf) declare fuch a dreadful Scntence againft any one
Infant pmuch lefs that thegreateft partof dying [”ﬁmc;mrc damn’d
Could Menbe fatisficd of the certaint 'y of the Salvation af
their dying Infants, the Controverfy about baptifing them would
come t2 an End; for as far as I conldever learn, it came jutothe
World npon this Miftake,that they conld not be fav’d withont is
And tho Mr.Petto feems to diflike Cyprian’s Fndement Izerc-.
in, yet what does e fay lefs himfclf in p. 1. where be infinnares
that thofe who deny the Baptilin of Infints, exclude miltiony
out of the great Charter of Heaven,  Bus this may perhaps be
found their Fault, who exclude alldut the Infants of fuch ns
they connt Believers, when the reckoning comes to be eraly flated,
I sever faw My. Firmin’s Book: til! I had Aifwm{ My Pero.
And at the requeft of fome, asalfo for that his Quuftions may
Feems to be ferions and confiderable, Ithonght it necdfulto give o
Sertows and Chriftian dnfiver to them, which I hope I have done,
And as 1 muft commend Chriftians in their Enquiry, what Eus-
dence of God's Love we have concerning Infants, and therein be
an Enquirer as much as any, having Children of my own fol
think it needfulto caution my felf and others, that we fit not np
onr own Devices for fuch Evidences, left our Hope be thereby lef-
fened, feeing our impofing that wpon Infants which God has wot
required at our hanas, isno fign of his Love to thems ar all,

Tho. Grantham.,

The
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The P ﬁEFA.CE.

Containing Bricf Anfivess to two Queltions, propounded
by Mr. Giles Firmin, in his Book called, The Plea of the
Childven of belicving Pavents.

Ecaufe Mr. Firmens Queltions bear date, four years before
M. Perra’s Negaments, §will give thew Precedence inny an-
lweiing then.

Their Books are much of one quaticy, f{avethat Mr, Favpnn’s
abounds with more unhaindtom Refle€ions upon many, in which kind
of dealing it were caly to give Retgliation 5 bue that is not comminendable,

What he writes againlt My, Darvers, 1lcave to him to vindicae hin-
felf, as hehas done againt ochers, and that very well, cigher by jultify-
ing his Authoiities, or reciitying (uch Over-iights, as might ealdly betal
the molt accurate Writer in fuch a muliitude ot Quotations 5 and which
Tam perfuaded would tnuch fatisty My, Farain himie!l, would e impar-
tially read the Controverties,

Mr. Firatin being a wiler Man than o engape clofely m the Queltion
about the Divine Authority for Tntant-Baptifin, maintains his Fighe ac a
grea dilkance, fave that he plays alitde with fome Avgumaonds, ratherof
other Mens deviling than hisown. He at laft comprehends the whole
firength of his Difcourfe in two Quefiions s and ONLY delires foine
Anfwer to them, from thofe whom he is pleafed conflantly to call Ana-
baptifts,

L know no fuch Crexture, yet 1 know that he means thofc Chriftians
who, according, 10 God’s Word, Heb. 6. 1, 2, make Baptifin the third
(not the brit ) Principle of Chritt's Doétrine.  Inwinch order the Frit
and Deft of Gofpel-Cluwches received it, even that which was founded
by Chrilt himfelf, in the exercife of his Minillry, and which is therefore
the Mother of all Churches Chriftians in which Church, confifting of
believing Ferrs, their Childven had as clear an Incerelt in the Covenang of
Grace as any can pretend o, and as great Priviledges in the Church Chri-
ftian ag was, oris needful for any 3 and yet whoever reads the Plantation
and Progre(s of that Church, or the Epittle which was w:gum to.chan

: on



o s e -

ii The Preface.

on the occafion of fome Decays, which afterward befel them, fhall never
find o much as one Infant baptifed in that Church, nor indeed in any o-
ther during the Apolites Days 5 which Centideravion alone is enough to
caufe a modeft Enquirer to queftion the Legality of Infant-Baptifm,
Mr. Firsmin has got intint-Baptifm into a very little Comer, it belongs
ouly to Childven of belicving Parents Cin an lndependent or Presbyterian
Senfe] fothat a greac Partof the World called Chriftendom, will have
no Righttoit.  And he makes it very infignificant to a great number of
thele o, for pag. 33. he does not make Godtobe INDEED their
God, till weh his Call he givesthem Faith to anfwer bis Call.  And this
-is the reafon (1 fuppofe ) why they deny thefe fo pretendedly holf In-
fants, whom they {prinkle, any Priviledg in their Church at the Loxd’s
Table, till they covenant again, which is commonly 20, 30 or 40 years
after they have {prinkled them. For which ftrange Practice they have
not the leaft Tittle in God’s Word to warrant it ; and where then they van
finda Rule for this Practice I know not.

[ have been told that Mr. Firmins Queitions are taken by fome to he
unanfwerable: Let us therefore view them in his Words werbarim,

The firft is chus.

Mr. Firmin’s Queft. 1.

“Since God was fo gracious to make a Covenant with brabam and
““his Seed, and it did then confitt with his Wildom to conititute his
¢ Church of Parents and Children, while the Parents did believe in the
“ Mefiizh to come; Why may it not confift with his-Grace to continue that
« Covenant,and with his Witdom ftill to conftitute his Gofpel~Chuxch of
¢ Parentsand Children, the Fews now believing in Chuift come ?

Anfwer,

You muft allow that the Covenant of Grace was not reftrained to A-
brabam and his Secd , but did belong to many at that time both Parents
and Children 5 many holy Patriarchs being then living,and lome outlived
Abrabam himfelt, and ‘yet none of thefe were concered in the Cove-
nant of Circumcifion, as made with .4brabam, Gen.17. but only in the
Covenant of Grace ds made with Adam and Noab, which had now con-
tinued more than 2000 years, during all which time 1o Infant was con-

-cerned either in Circumcilion or Baptiiin, and yet were as much of the
- Church as was needful for their Salvation.  And hence a Man may very
well anfwer your Queftion, by asking you another, Thus :

Since God was {o gracious to makea Covenant with Ad.um and Noab
and their Seed, and it did then confift with his Wildom to conftitute his
Cliurch of Parents to practile his Ordinances, and of their Children lt‘o

pmtake
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partakeof the Grace of eternal Life, without being concerned in the: Pra-
&ice of Orxdinances in their Infancy, _fo; ‘more than 2000 years before
Chrift came : Why may it not confitt with' his Grace to continue that
Covenant of Grace made with Adam, Noab ( anc_:lA.Abrab'am Ium(el_f 24
years before he was circumcifed)? and with his Wifdom ftill to conftitute
his Gofpel-Church of Parents to practile his Ordinances, and of their
Children to partake of the Grace of eternal Life, without being concerned
i the Pr.¢tice of his Ordinances in their !11fa11cy, fince Chrilt is come 5
elpecially confidering that Chrift himfelf did not appoint ghofc very ln-
fants who were brought to him, to have-his Ordinances impofed upon -
?

thc[l;'] Mr. Firmin be not fatishied with this Reply, then let me tell him it
becornes no Man, no not Mr. Flirmg'ffl himlelf, to F;;opc:imd t(llllicsh ans 1'.111:_:
i ueftion, whichis guilty of no more reafon than this : !
g(l)rclll exja?Tb gracious, and itgdid confilt with his Wifdom to give Abra-
bam a Command to offex up his beloved Son as a Sign of Cluilt to comes
why may it not confift with his Grace and Wildon, fox us ot our own
Heads without any Command from God, to offer wup every one his
dearelt Child in remembrance that Chrift is come ? _

Sir, What may, or may not confift with the \Vl(d?ﬂ] of God i rela-
tion to his Church-confticution, and our fexving lnlm in matters of Reli-
gion, muftnot be concluded from the likenefs which we fancy to be be-
tween his former Inftitutions, and our own, of qthers 1_nvent10nsa but
from fuch Direcions as he has given usby the MefTiah,which was to teach
us all things, Fobn 4. both concerning our feives,and concerning ovir

ts. ‘ _
hmx]nd we do therefore know that it was not confiltent with the Wifdom
of God to conftitute his Gofpel-Chucly, (o as to impole Gofpel-Ordinan--
ces upon Infants (although he did impole Legal Ordinances upon them)
Becaufe Chrift (who is the Wifdom of God) hath revealed no fuch thing
is Apoliles, nor they to us. . i .
© hAlxslcl? plike as ye know) it to be inconfiftent with the Wifdom of Gc,)d, to
bring little Children {o into the Church, as tc p.ar_tai‘{e o.f the Lord’s Ta-
ble, becaufe God hath required Faith and Humiliation in every one that
comes to that holy Manducation : So we do know it to be inconfiftent
with the Witdom of God to bring Infants {o into his Church, as to par--
take of holy Baptifin, becaufe Repentance, whereby Sin is foxfaken; aud.-
Faith to believe God’s. Promifes, is required by him of " thofe that he re- -
quires to be baptized. You fee then that we do not deny Infants to be-

of the Church, in firch foxt asgo obtain Salvation, ‘with them that f}ial:‘ge
aved 3 :



4 v LI/ LT Uja(jt’.

faved 5 alchough we deny them to be i i :
faved ol you?&cond (ﬂ them n the Church in your fexce, Bu{:
< 1 God hath xepeaed s Conerc it
! “hath repealed his Covenant with the believin
:: curned their Children out of the Chuxch, and deny tllfl?lgBZ;gél‘)s e:.'lc]l(;
[. (ﬂ;:i?‘lm tlruly believe “(]1 Chr:[tllcmgfa what hath God left in the rjoom

o thele, diatcarry any (hew-of jus ing, cor g i ards (hei
“ Chiildren durng their Infant-frate ? Hing, orgrod Wil towaudsdei

o Aifwer,

The Words Covenane and Church, as ufed by Mr. Firmin are anibi-
guous. 1do not fmd that Abrabam, nor Ifaac neither wcrc’out of lxll
(‘,hurch tli they were cicumcifed.  1e’s evident A[»‘aI:am’s Sted was ille
Covenant before they were eight days old, even as it wasa peculiar vij
fible Church-Covenant, elie all thae were uncircumcifed for forty years
n R};e \l}/xldcmle[s were out of the Church and Covenane yyes

v Eivmin hinfelf believes that Infants are in the Cov i
the Church allo, before they be fprinkled by him, I}f)rc t(l))‘lsc l:: l:ltl,e jll};ln::
of one of his Axguments, p. 103, But Children of believing Pareuts
Cbm'c_h-mcmber.r, and this before you fprinkle them,  Now, Sir it our
Doé‘mn_e be true s then it is not our waiting for a fit ti:r,e to ba):o' "
our Cluk_ircn, which turns them out of the Chuych, nor does Goj) }ZC
cur {o doing turn them out of the Church any whit more than '03:
walting a fit time,(and you make it perhaps twenty, thirty, or fort 'zar
for your bringing your Children to the Lord's Table, tams thenzl gut 52‘
the Church. ~Indeed if they live to years, and chufe finful ways, ¢ o
ten tum themfelves out of that Relation they had to God and l)xis,Pwy
ple mn their Infancy, by virtue of God’s gracious Cuvenant 5 and t}to-
thus turning his Mercy into Jndgment, fhall perith whether yours or o o
Th_; Ct',alfe :isdcq;‘:}l, lluei)d lfa)' 10 more to a wife Man, e

et 1 ada, That the believing Jews, and their .
made free from the Jewifh Chur%l{ﬁatg, Gal.g. 1. ]g{?tnltfm;:ggr, ‘:l:(r: Mo
their Infants were deprived of any place in the Chuich,, which w1sy1 "3‘
tul for them in their refpecive capacities 5 yet the Parz’ms had ma v]g .
tiesupon them which the Infants had wot, and of thefe the B 1{1} u}
Repentance was one’s they had alfo Priviledges which the lnfar:nl "})(::l
not, of _whlch the Lord’s Table was one.  Yet the little Child}cs !md
sthele Priviledyes which the Children of Wnbelievers had not. Fir(;lr I?,
_ﬂ_ggqtcd to God b.y the Prayers of the Church, warranted therein b ohc
-Exainple of Chrift, who ‘when little Children were brought to hi , t( "
_Prayer, did not refufe but perform it, and wills that litle Chi!drl:ll) i)):

: *
’ braught
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brought to him ; and accordingly we do dedicate our Children to him
from the Womb, according to our Capacity.

2. Little Children are alfo by this means (¢. e. of their Parents Con=
verfion) under the Bleling of an early Education in the Chrittian Reli-
gion s by which means ( through God’s Blefling) I have known fome
who were not {prinkled in Infancy, attain to more true Knowledg of
Chrittianity, and Experience of the Work of Grace ({o faras Man may
judg ) at 7 or 8 years of Age, than multitudes of thote who were {prink-
led in their Infancy, have attained at the Age of 70 or 8o years.

3. Our gracious God by Jefus Chrift hath lete us an open Declaration
that the Kingdomn of Heaven belongs to Infants, in which Declaratiors he
has not excepted fo much as one of them.  This is more than Circumci-
{ion, and more clear than any thing before declared concerning Infauts,
tho there was cevidence of God’s Love to them before.

From all which you may fee, that God hath left us in the voom of
Circumcifion, a far more excellent Teltimony of his faving pleafure con-
ceming Iufants than that was, orany legal Rite whatfoever.

As for M, Baxter's Argunment which you borrow, ’tis anfwered in
what is faid to your Queftions. Howbeit, Ihave more particularly An-
fwered it in my Examination of no lefs than five hundred Queries, ga-
thered by one of his Admirers out of his volaminous Works 5 all which
have been redargued by a proportionable number of Anei- Queries, in
which all his Devices for Poedorantifim, is in {ome meaiure ditcovered to
be but the cunning craftinefs of human {ubtilty, or a copious Brain. Of
whofe Books on this Subje®, and Dr. Hammonds alfo, take thus the
Judgment of a Learned Doctor of the Church of England now living :
I have feen what my learned and worthy Friend Dr. Hammond, Mr, Bax-
ter, andothsrs fay in defence of [ Infant Baptifm] 5 and muft confefs 1
do not a little wonder that Men of fo great Parvts (hould fay fo much to fo
listle purpafe s for I have not yer feen any thing livs an drgument for is,
Dr. Barlows Letter to Mr, Tombs,

Thus much in Anfwer to your Queftions, Sce more in the lat Part,

One thing 1 take fpecial notice of in your Difcourle of Infants. You tie
up the Salvation of all Infants that fhall be faved, to their baving Fauh
fome way 'y yea, you (ay, elfe they muft all perifh. p. 9o. And youallow
Faith to nomore Infants than are eleted in your ieme of Election. The
relt of Infunts, even of believing Parents, ure reprobate and danmed, for
all the Noife which ye make of their Covenant-Interelt, Church-Member-

thip, Holinefs, ¢e. )
B Mife-
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Miferable Infants ! I€ there be none to plead your caufc better than
M. Firnmn has done, it°s uncextain whether fo much as one of you {hall
be faved out of a thoufand.

And whillt hus Book may caufe many weak Readers to think that Cix-
cumncition did, and that Infant-Baptifin doth great things toward their Sal-
tion, it’s evident he can believe no fuch thing himfelt. For it they be
elet, faved they (hall be tho they be not !):lptilecl : And for t!]g{c Intants
which are reprobated, dainned they muft” be tho they be baptifed.

He is fo far from making Baptifra of Infants to be of that Concernment
which you may imagine from fome Paflages in him, that he plainly tells
you, p. 20, That he does nat think that a Jound  Believer dying withont
Baptifm (hall be damned: And then how an mnocent‘lnfant dying with-
out Baptifin (hould bedamned, is not caly to be imagined.  But, by his
favour, if fuch a Believer had opportunity to be baptifed, and neglected
his Baptifin, he will hardly pafs for a found Believer in the Day of Judg-
ment 5 becaufe & this thing he belicved not his Lord, who told him, Thss
it becomes wsto fulfil all Righteoufnefs, Mat. 3. 15, Deut. 1. 33. AL 3.
22,23, And T muftin Faithfulnefs tell Mr, Firsin, thatfucha (ound
Believer I take him to be, for after all the Improvement which he tells us
he has made of his Fathers Covenant, ( which would make a well Man
fick even to fee what pittiful work he makes with it, pag. 68, 69,70,
71.) for after all his fhifting from Poft to Pillar, e only gets Stomach
to reject the Counfel of God againft bimfelfy being not baptifed with the
Baptifin of Repentance for the Remiffion of Sins, as fome of the Learned
have done before him, Luk. 7. 30. ) ) o

And feemg;it is the known Practice of Infant-fprinklers to fprinkle
them when they are faft afleep, and it is odds but Mv. Firmin was aflecp
when he was fprinkled and croffed, and thercin thefe wonderful things
done, which he talks of, without Scripture or Reafon to warrant his Con-
ceits 1 defire to know of him what Ground any Man bath, his Parents or
bimfelf, to baptife any Perfon when they are afleep 2 This is no idle Enqui-
1y, but calls for the Confideration of all ferious Chrittians,

In thefe and the following Pages you will find this to be Mr. Férmin’s
fenfe: That the Covenant as it concerns Infants, hath two Parts, th@in-
ward, and the outward : That fome Infants have the ourward Part who
are not conzern’d in the inward Part, and that the firft fort of Intants
cannot fall, but the reft may and fhall fall, becaufe they have not feminal
Faith and Regeneration, but only reputative Faith,  And yet fure this
‘was not the Infants Fault; for it could not chute of whae Seed ic thould
be produced. And what the Seminal Faith is; I fuppofe Mr. Firamin

mav.
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may know as much as thofe Infants do whom e luppofes to have it -
Dr. Hammond was a great Muan {for Infane-fprinkling, yet he rejedts this
Fahle of Mi. Firmin’s: For he tells us, he muit contels that-Fairh s 1o
rofuily founded m Underlanding,,  that be which hath not Undeifl and-
g, camiot have Fuith.  And Dr. Taylor confufles, whethor Intangs fiove
Fuaith, 15 & Quetiion to be difputed by thole who care not how muzch they
affirin, and how little th.y prove.

This dunnmg all Inke wiiich have not Faith, T take to be a very dam-
nable Dezerine s becauie i 1eprelents God to be {0 cruel, as to make mil-
dons  iaints on purpofe to fend then to Hell, who could by no means
helo o want of Faith, Whae Man would kill his new-bern Child,
becatie 1t does not call him Father as foon as ic is born 2 And thall mor-
tal Man ve wore jull than Gud, fhall Man be more righteous than his\

Maker?

Tam afhamed of the Do@rine of our Presbyteriansand Independents,
which, as T am intormed, teach that Infants are yelling in Hell, yea that
Infants of a Span long are yelling in Hell.

1 am allo afhained of Mr. Fwmiw's Conceit, pag. 9o. where from
Dr. Ames he would have us believe, that an Tnfant 15 as capable of a2 paf-
[frve Receprson of Chrift and Grace, as a Man,  Now if this be true, that
Men are no mose capable to (uffer the Grace of God to act upon theic
Souls than Infants, Tam perfuaded they would fare better than they are
like to do. For it 1s certain if Infants receive any thing of Chrilt ox
Grace, itis meerly by Miracle, as in the caic of Johu the Baptist, when
he was in the Womb @ and hence it ouft needs follow, that unlefs God |
will work a Miracle upon every one o¢ t.e Beginning of his Convexfion,
he 15 excutable 5 according to this Fancy of De. Ames and Mr., Firniin,

Is not dus an Adulterous Generatcion, who without u Mivacle will not
admit that any Man can receive Craviit mere than an Infant, who 1t’s cer=
tain cannot receive himn without a Mixac!» ? .

Bue let fuch vain Dilputers know, thac the Record which God hach
given of his Son, concerning his oeatih ard tefarretion, will be futici-
ent to leave them without excute if they believe it not. and that it is
theix Duty  (not theDuey of Infants) o veverve Cinitias made known to
them in his Doctrine, which it they believe nor, it il judy them ( not
Intanes ) in the laft Day.

Some wideed do abule Ephef. 1. 19, 20. to uphold this falfe Opinion,
that none can believe without fuch a Power us by whicin Chrtt wvas rai-
fed from thedead.  Whereas it is evident, the & oule only [kews that the
Faith of Chriltians agrees with, or is according to the Power of God,

b2 which
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which he wrought in Cluitt when he raifed him up from the dead, i. e.
they doubt notat all, but that the fame God which had Power to naife
up Chritt from the dead, has Power to do whatfoever he pleafes, and (o
to raife us up alfo by his Power, 1Cor.6. 14. 2Cor, 4, 14. Forthe
Powaer by which Chrift was raifed from the dead, being imvefiliable, all
the Power of Men and Devils cannot reliftit,  All that have true Faith,
do believe that no Power fhall be able to withitand God in the Refurre-
Gion, but that his People thall be raifed from Death to Life, and fet with
Chrilt in Glory, maugre the Devil and all his Power,

But the Power of God’s Grace by which God works in Men in an or-
dinary way, is not irrelittables Ye do always vefift the Holy Ghoft, Aét.7.
51. and 13.46. Chrilt marvelled at the Unbeliet of the fews, AMar.6.6.
Decaufe they had a fufficiency of means by which to belicve, otherwife he
could not have marvelled at their Unbelief. But what needs rnany words ?
Unbeliet flall be the condemning Sin, Fohn 3. 18, 19, Mark 16.16.
It follows therefore againft all Contradiction, that Men perifh not for want
of an Obje& of Faith, but becaufe they reject that Object, and neglect
that great Salvation which God offers them, Heb, 2. 1, 2, 3. otherwife
it will follow that all which (hall be damned, were created to be damned
without any Remedy. And how unlike this is to that God whofe tender
Mercies are over all his Works, and to that Chrift who wept for the De-
firuétion of his Enemies, Luk. 19. 415 42, let all Men of Reafon judg,
as they would judg in any cafe where Juftice and Mercy muft both ftand
inviolate,

This firange Dorine of damning the greateft Part of the World, and
that before the World was, is {o pernicious, that it makes God Author of
all Sin for which Damnation is due.  For if he have defiin’d the greatelt
Part of the World, Infantsand grown Perfons, to a damned State, with-
out any Intention of their Salvation, or means to prevent their Deltru-
&ion, becaufe it was his Pleafure to damn them. He that was thus Au-
thor of their End, mult alfo be Author of that which conduces to the end :
but far be this from God.

And let it be far from us to think thus hardly of God, that he fhould
be fo unmerciful, as to fend poor Infants to Hell-torments, who only had
time in this World to cty and die, and fometimes too to die before they
could cry.

Prefumption
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Prefumption no Proof ;
OR

Mr. Peteo’s drguments for Infant-Difciplefbip and
Baptifm, (onfidered and Anfiwered.

PART, L

R. Petto entitles his Book, Infant-Baptifin of ChrifF’s Ap-
pointment, and lays down this Pofition, That it # the Will
of Chrift that fome Infants fhould be baptifed. Buc why
fome, and not fome ? Are Infants fo diverfiied in the Will

of Chrift, as that he has excepted fome of them ? Tt had been fit that the
Scripture which excludes fome Infants from Baptifin,. andfadmits other-
fome had been produced. But alas, this is only Man’s Tnvention, and
none of Chriff’s Diftinétion : they are equally precious in his Sight, yet
he requires none of them to be baptifed.

Two things you premife before you et down your Arguments,

1. You complain that forme call for plain Scripture for Infant-baptifm,
and [peak_flightly of Scripture Confequences, But this is your Miftake : if
they be Scripture Confequences rightly deduced (as you feem to allow
they muft be fuch) then you have no Adverfary. But perhaps you are
difpleafed that your Confequencesare not taken for fich as our Saviour’s
was, for youquote Aat. 22. 31,32. buthis Deductions are unqueftio
nable, yours are not, and why may not our Confequences be equally va-
luable with yours ?

2. Youare pleafed to tell us,There is no exprefs Scripture againft In-
Jant-bapti[m, therefore Infants may be baptifed, ~ And this Argument is
fufficiently anfwered, by faying,

There
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Thereis no expref Scriptive for Infant-baptifin, therefore Infant-bap.
tifm may be omidtred. Tt you fy to Conlequences for it, ’tis odds but we
fhall find a; yood Cenfequences againtt it

But I wiihic, the Ceigoiee of your Arg iment, and anfiver i by
an Auther of your owi w

"Losrices thus

Al things in Ged'sli a,ﬂ)ip witft have a Warrant out of God's Word s

mtft be command. o It's uet ugh tha it s wot forbidden  or rhat
hurt is there iin it 2 bur 1 commzded, When any Creatnre s ras-
Jed in aveligions wiy abu i hath by Nawre 5 3f I have wot Sciip-
ture ro warvant riey I a0 fup [Fiions, We muft be willing
Worfhippersy we muff not be will-1ier lnppers, Ten fee how fevere
God was ro Nadab and Abihu, but jur tuking other Five thou that which
God appoinred, thothere was jno direst Command againft st. ———Int mat-
ters of Woifhip God flands upon lutle things. For there 13 nothing
wherein the Prerogative of God does more appear than in Worfhep. Thus
he. To which we add Tertullian’s Rule If it be faid, it 15 lawful, becasfe
the Scripture doth not forbid it : st may equally be vetorted, it o therefore
wot lawful becaufe the Scripture doth not command it,

And truly by your Argument (as of all that’s brought it is the beft)
you will never be able to withitand any Innovation, which is not exprefly
torbidden in Scripture.  And then why do you difguft the Common-
Prayer, with the Rites and Cercrnonies there required, which are not ex-
prelly forbidden, more than your {prinkling Infants? Nay, the Church
of Rome will by this Argnment ftand on equal Terms with you, for many
of her Ceremonies which you difallow 5 For adwmit one Error,and a thou-
Jand will follow. Thus, by your Argument, Men may run they know not
whither, and return they know not when, I now come to your two main
Arguments, for this you feem not much to reftugon 3 bat you ufe it ad
hominem,

M. Petto’s firft Argument for Infant-Difciplefbip.,

Some Infants are fo difcipled, a5 to have the Nase of the Father,
Son, and holy Spivit upon them. Therefore by the Will of Chrift they
areto be baptifed,

Anfiver. This Argument fuppofes that fome Tnfants have the Name
of Father, Son, and Spirit upon them betore they be baptifed, This! take
to be the neweli Piece of Doctrine in the World, and therefore muft needs
enquire what Infants thefe are 2 How Mr, Petto knotws them from others ?

And at what time betore theix Baptifm, and -alfo by whoin this Nane i

pat upon them, and in vhat manner it is done ? For all thefe things he
ought

e
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o}x:ght to know, before (according to his own Logick ) he may baptife
thein,

Till'he do this (and he muft do it well too0 ) 1 deny his Antecedent :
Saying allo, that no Infants are difcipled at all, much leis © as to have the
Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit npon them. My Realons are
fuch as thefe.

1. God hath not made this diftinction in Gofpel-times betseen fome
Infants and other fome, o as to difciple fome of them, by putting the Name
of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit upon them. He has taken down the Wall
of dittin¢tion between Few and Gentileyaccounting, the one as clean as the
other, Aét. 10. 28. And has given the fame Order for difcipling to all
Nations, Matth. 28, 19. but not a word in that Order to put his Name,
of Father, Son, and Holy Spirst upon any Pexfon before they be baptifed.

_ 2. No Man has Authority by the Word of God to make Infants Dif
ciplesatall, much leG by putting the Name of F ather, Son, and Holy
Spirit upon them before Baptifin. — But the only Way aflign’d by God to
make Dilciples, is, firlt, by preaching the Gofpel (o them, Mark 16. 1 [8
Preach the Gofpel to every Creatyre, which fhews the true Intent of our
Saviour in the Verb, ua9d8lom7e, to which you refer us : And onr
Criticks do allow that it fignities an aétual teaching both in the Hebrew
and Greek, But the beft Interpreter of that Verb, is the Pradtice of
our Saviour and his Apoftles, who made Difciples by actual teaching,
Fobn 4. 1. px3éd&s woié, plainly evincing the Trath of this.

3. If it could be proved that the Name of the Trinity were upon the
Infants of Chriftians ; yet this would not bear your Conclufion, that they
muft be baptifed, any more than it will bear Auguftin’s Conclufion, that
they onght to partake of the Loxd’s Table. Dr. fer. Taplor, and Dr. Bar-
low contefs you may do both s well as either, andthat theé Wit of Man can-
#ot fhew a difference m the Sanctions. And indeed all your Arguments
for Intants Church-Memberfhip and Baptilm (if they were good ) might
be improved agawit you concerning the other Ordinance 5 for admit one
Error, and another will follow.  But let us examine your Scriptures by
which you would prove your Ancecedent.

1. You bring Marth, 28. 19, uaI0isnle, Difciple ye all Nations.
Now if thefc Words did oblige thic Apofiles to put the Navie of Father,
Sony and Holy Spirit upes all Perfons or Ntions before Baptifm, it quite
fpoils your Argument, which would refirain it to fome Infants only,
Why do you thus abufe the Word?> Did the Agoftles put the Name of the
Father, Son, 'and Holy Spirit 1spon any one Infant ? s not the Scripeure fi-
lent as to this? Or did they put the Name €¢. upon any to whom they.

preached.,
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preached, till they ceceived their Doctrine ? Ordid they do this before

aotifed them ? In that folemn Inftitution they did put the Name of
:l};cc:YFl;)irEer, Son, and Holy Spirit upon all Sfiuch as gladly received th;f'[Vor:,
Ait. 2. 40. Askvo.ulr.  And for this they had full Authority, Aattn.
28. 19. Mark_16. 15, 16. even to preach to, and fo to difciple all Nati-
ons, baptiling them, viz. Mathetas [ubintelligitur in werbum Mathetufate,
as the Practice ot Chitt had directed them. Fohn 4. 1. Jefies made and
baptifed more Difciples than Fobn.  And Funiws and Tremeliss adds the
Particle Et : Ite exgo, docete omnes populos, & bapsifate eos, &c. ,
2. Youtell s, tiqy are Difiples, not enly who attually learn, but who
are in the School of Chrift his Church in order to their furnre Learning.
This is not true : 1. Infants are not in the School or Church of Chrift,
as it is a School to learn any thing whillt they are Infants. God has nei-
ther bound his Minifters to teach them \fvhllﬁ fuch, nor enab_\ed them to
Tearn as fich,  If youfay this future teachmgrefpeé'ts not the time of thglﬁ
Infancy 5 then were you very fallacious in your Axgument : for this wi
prove all the Infants in the World to be Difciples, as wellasany of them,
fecing Chrift’s Church is the Light of the Waild, and all that come to
Years of Difcretion, having opportunity, are bound to learn of her. 2. But
yet it does not follow that all who are tunder prefent means of Inftruction,
are therefore to be accounted Difciples. For you know many hcar(.l
Chrift preach, who yet were none of his Difciples, but his Ffer_fccutorfs 5
many heard his Apoftles teach, who yet were not their Difciples, l(1»'
they put the Word of God from them, and judged themfelves unwortl {y
of eternal Life. 1 fuppote alfo that all that hear Mr. Peeto are not hlia ll:)l -
ciples, how much lefs poox Infants that never heard him atall. ~ An here
Trequire Mr. 2. to name one Infant that he ever made a Difciple accor-
ding to Masth. 28. and that will do morea great deal than his empty
Dictates. .
3 Youbring 4é. 8. 3. andg..1. which ?}ew;/f;am s;%f ma:i; f:;:’c‘(}
of the Churches, entring sito every Houfe, haling Men and Wom ;
fon, and that be breathed ont Slaughter agasnft the Difciples. u.rt; )’Ogl;
ma,y blufh to bring, fuch Texts to prove Infants Difciples 3 nor wil Js g
15. 10. bear your Inference. The falfe Apofties wou'lc} indeed lhavc ad
the Dilciplesamong the Gentiles to have been circungis d: butit oes not
follow at all, that every one were Difciples whoin they would have ({ll‘—
cumncifid,  This is jutk fuch a Confequence as this 5 You would h;«_vg -
fants to be {prinldcd : Ergo,all are Infants whom ye would have pnlllll\-
Ted. This Confequence you will deny, becaufe you would have others

alio fprinkled who are no Infants. And for the fame reafon 1 dcné g:{l':i

g
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‘Confequence, forthe falfe Apoftles would have circumcisd forme whe
were no Dilciples, to wit, Infants, . ) o
You briug here Gen, 17. (but this we will confider anon ) and Ads
21, 4, 5. This Place intorms us, Thfat the Difciples rolg' Paul by the Spi-
vit that he fhould not goupto Jerufalem, Is it pollible 4 Yy
that ¥ qumj]u wlio:aregnotpmeli]tioned here, fhould be of. g}?}?{;fﬁ}"ﬁ"
the number of thefe Difciples. It is true, s faid that the  Growth or Spa-
Wives and Children went with Paul to the Sea-fhore, and %% but Bec-
kneeled down and prayed. But are all Children Infants? ?"j@d”'ﬁgmﬁe: o
Or, if there were any Infants, did they kneel down upon )
the Sea-fhorc and pray with Pasl 2 Andif not, to what purpofe has he
brought thefe Scriptures ? '
4.He bings a Cloud of other Scripgures in Figures, for had he read them
his Folly would have been feen with more eafe. . Let us hear what thefe
Scriptures fay 5 1 Pet. 1.°15. As he which hath called you is holy, fo be
ye holy in all manner of Converfation, Heb.7. 26. For fuch an high
Prieft became uswho ¢5 holy: What muft thefe Places prove? I will fet
down your own Words : As to the Name of the Trinity. that of being holy
is attrsbuted often to Father, Son and Holy Spirit.  Andthis very Name
of the Lord [holy] he hath impofed upon the Children of Believers. But
what a wretched Confequence is here? as if it would follow that all fox
whom Chritt offered up hiinfelfy or for whom he was God’s High-Prieft,
has thereupon the Name of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit on them ? Why
according to this Logick Sau/ hatthe Name of Father, Son, and Holy Spi-
rit upon him, when he pexfecuted all that called on that Namne. And the
Scripture is very plain, that whilft we were Enemies, Chrift died for us : but
we had not then the Name of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit impofed onus.
And how follows it, that becaufe Chriftians are exhorted to be holy in all
manner of Converfation, that therefore Infants are difcipled, {o as to have
the Name of Father, Son, and Holy Spirit upon them. Mightnot a Man
by this kind of reafoning prove that all the Infants in the World have the
Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit upon them : 1 am fure that God
is the God of the Spirits of all Flefh, and that all Nations are in refpect
of his gracious Providence, his People, and Sheep of his Pafture, and ex-
horted to enter into.his Ways with Praife and Thankfgiving, P/al. 100,
‘The Places you bring from the Epiftle to the Ephefians, cap. 1. 13.and
4. 30, informs us that after Men believed, they were fealed with the Holy
Spirit 5 this (hews thefe Perfons weremo Infants, Rom, 11. 16, thews
thatan holy Roor bas haly Branches 5 1 Pes. 2,9. tellsus Chriftians are
achofen Generation, arayal Priefi-hood, akoly Nation, apeculiar Pelo-
C Piey

&
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ple, that ‘you (hould [hew forth-the Praifes of him that-hath called you oue
of Darkpefs into his marvellous Light. ~ As for Rom. 11, 16. it'evidently
refers to the great things which God will do when he calls the Jews,
which were calt off, and fo it little concerns our Queftion ; otherwife it
were cafy to thew that at that time, how holy foever Abrabam had
been, yet his Children were prophane enough. But Mr. Perto’s Drift is
to make Men believe that each of them ( whom he calls Belsevers ) are
as holy a Root in ve[pelt of conferring Church-Priviledges, as Abraham
was, and [o their Children muft needs be holy for Baptifin. But this is
a very unlawful Confequence s fecing Abraham never did, nor ever can
confer that Holinefs upon fo much as one of his Offspring, which fhall
entitle them to Baptilm ; becaufe &very particular Perfon’s Repentance
and Faith is required as the true Antecedents to Baptifm, as is granted

- by the Church of Englandin her Catechifm. But how well fhe keeps to

her Docrine therein, admits of confideration.

Upon 1 Cor, 7. 14, you teach, that Infants are boly by feparation to
God and bis Service,  But, Sir, can you tell us what Service of God In-
fants are fit for ? If other Men may judg as well as you, ‘then as they are
notable to ferve God in fpiritual things, fo God requires it not of them
whillt Infants.  But.fo firangely are you tranfported here, that you tell
us from Mr. Cotton, That Sin it felf is fanttified to Believers, ~Thisis
another Strain of new Dotrine ; and will it not follow from your Do-
Ghrine that Sin hath the Name of Father, Son, and holy Spirit upon it 2
Let Mr. Corton look to it : Youmuft havea care how you take up fuch
Notions. .

You will by no means admit the Holinefs here mentioned to be meant
of a Matrimonial or Legitimate Holinefs. And yet 1 pray what San&ifica-
tion of the Unbeliever can that be but Matrimonial, fo asthe believing
Husband and the unbelieving Wife might cohabit together as Husband and
Wife without Sin ?. The Childrens Holinefs is derived from this ‘Sanéifi-
cation of the Unbeliever, (as the Word elfe, being rightly referred, does
fhew it doth.) This Holinefs therefore in true Conttru&ion:of the place
is moft fitly interpreted (as Erafmus doth expound it) of Legitimacy,
and {o did the eminent Man Auguftine of Hippo (long before Erafinsis)
take the fence s for he tells us, whatfoever that Holinefs 4, it is certain
3t 48 not of Power to make Chriftians, or remit Sins,

5. The Figures which you give us out of the Old Teftament, are Lew.
19. 2. and 20.7. Exod. 16,6, Deut.77.6. and 14. 2. and 26. 19, and
28.9. All which do thew, That God was the Lord:, that fxael fhould
kaow that b és the Lord s shat b i 4 holy God 5 and thae they fhonld be

.
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aholy People.  But what is all this to your purpofe? God fpake not thefe -

things to Infants 5 he tells us o himfelf : Deut. 11, 2. And kyow’ you
this day : ifor I fpeak  not gn?h' your Children, ‘hich bave not known, and
which bave not feen the Chaftifement of the Lord yoir God, his Greas-
nefs, bis mghty Hand, and ftrerch’dout Arm, 8. ver.7. but your Eyes
bave feen, &c, Therefore ye fhall keep all the Commandments, .
Sure you have not proved your Argument by any thing you have yet
brought for that purpofe. For, :

By all that you have faid, it appears not, that fome Infants are fo difei-
pled, s to bave the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit upon them.
Nor are you able to name {o much as one fuch Infant now in being, and
confequently you can with no (hew of Reafon baptife them. I confider a-
gain: Who muft do this previous Work to Infant-Baptifim ? Muit the
fame Minifter do both? And what Oxder have you to put the Name of
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft upon Infants twice, once before you fprin-
Kle them, and then again when you fprinkle them ?

There is one thing remarkable from your felf and others in thefe latex
times, who efpoufe this Controverfy. You all feem to be convinced that
none are to be baptifed but Difciples, according to Marth. 28. 19. and
indeed the Text is {o very clear to that purpofe, that it cannot be denied,
But when I behold the miferable Shifts you are put’to,” to prove Infants
Diiciples according to Chrift’s Commiflion, Aatrh. 28. 19. Ido with
the greateft Admiration bewail your Unhappinefs 5 and cannot tell how
to imagine that any wife Men among you does really believe your felves
in'what you fay on that account. And fure I am the Papifts have as
firong a pretence from Hoc eft Corpus medm, for their Tranfubftantiz-
tion, as you have from Mathetenfaté for Infant-Difciplefhip, - - ,

And to fpeak freely, they are both incredible things; all Senfe and
Experience militates equally againit both Opinions, If they be Truths, it
mult be becaufe they are both Miracles: but then they want the Cha-
racter of true Miracles 5 . for they are no ways demoriftrable that there is
any Miracle at all in either of them ; we are only told that they are fo,
i. e. that the Bread in the Encharist is Real Flefh 5 ‘That the Child in
your Rantifm is born again of Water and Spirit, made-a Difeiple of
Christ, &c. but no mortal Man knows ‘any of thefe things tobe true.
And what is it that we may not believe, if we muft believe fuch things
asthele? Prayer for the Dead, Puygdtory fire, &c. will come ‘upon us
armed with our own Arguments, if weadmit the forther, =~

And to conclude; as to your firft Argument, Give me leave to fay, if
your Hearers can receive your Dictites; and ill-prov’d Affirmiations, T

C2 know
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~know not but. they may believe you in.whatfoever you will be pleated to

telll;them‘. G U S T N PR i I a

;. What you fay of the-Antiquity of Infant-Baptifim, T fhall here confis,
dex in few words ;. for fince you infift only upen Cypriai’s Teftimony,
whofe Grounds for Infant-Bapti{m you confefs to be uhfound 5 Ineed fay
little here, that which was built upon bad Principles thep by him,. and.
ftands upon as unfound ones now by you, does gain nothing by either, of
you. But will you know that it is plainly granted by fome of the moft
Learned of your way s That there 1s neither Precept nov Prattice in Scrip-
ture for Infant-Baptifm [ Here st wants the beft Antiquity’], nor any just.
Evidence for it for about two bundredXears after Christ.—Yet st came in
wipon a grofs MiStake of the Scripture = that in what Mr.Baxter and Dr.
Hammond has fuid for ity there is nothing that laoks like an Argument.
Dr. Barlow.  This s enoughat prefent.

PART. IL

Wherein is confidered Mr. Petto’s fecond Argument,
which he delivers in thefe Words ;

If fome Infants be vifibly or externally in the Covenant which
Go‘z{ m'n/ada mitfl: Abraham, shew by the Will of Chrif} they are to
be baptized.

which God made with Abraham :
Therefore by the Will of Chrift they are tobe baptized.

i Efore I anfiwer this Argument,. I'fhall confider a few things: And,

J 1. That (asMr. Perto grants ) God made the Covenant of Grace
with Abrabam, twenty four years before he gave oim the Covenant of
Circumcifion, fee Gen. 12, 1,24 3,4, with 17,244 f0 that the Cove-
nant of Grace had 1o external Sign, e it was made with dbrabam,
Gen. 12, But when God was pleated to add to thisCovenant the Pro-~
tnife of the Land of Canaau,, ¢ c. then it was that he gave him the Law
of Gircumcifion: ‘and thefc.additional Pasts I take to be moft properlyi,{

.
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if not only that which is the Covenant of Circumcifion.

2. It is to be underltood that .Abrabam was not the only Perfon in the
World, which was under the Covenant of Grace at this time, when God
made Covenant with Abrabam, Gen.17. ’Tis obferved.by fome that
Salablived after the Covenant of Circumcifion was made about 50 years.
Arphaxad lived thirteen years after 5 and that Heber lived till Facoh was
about twenty years old, which was long aftex Abrabam died. Now
thefe with Melchifedeck (if he were not one of thefe) with many others
( amongt whom was juft Lot ) were not only true Worfhippers of God,
according to the Covenant of Grace, but fome of them fuperiour to 4-
braham himfelf, for Melchifedeck, blefled Abraham, being the King of
Salem, and PrieSt of the moSt bigh God,

3. And as neither thefe nor their Polterity were liable to any lofs of
the Covenant of Grace, by their not being circumciled after the manner
of Abrabam (o neither Fob, nor other worthy Men that were not of
the Seed of Abrabam according to the Fleth, had any obligation to Cir-
cumcifion : from whence it muft needs follow that God intended not
the fign of Circumcilion to belong to -Perfons as they were in the Cove--
nant of Grace, but that it was appropriate for fome great Ends, refpect-
ing a {pecial prefervation to the Family of Abrabam, as of the Kindred
from whom Chrift fhould proceed, and with whom he would prefence
himfclf, in a Land of Promife, bya diftin¢t way of Worfhip from all Na-
tions, who at that time were falling very faft into Idolatry.

4. And befides this, it is certain that this Sign of Circumcifion, was
by God’s Appointment to be affized to fome to whom the Covenant of
Grace might feem to have the leaft extent (or at leaft they did forfeit
all Intereft init) this was the cale of Jfhmael and Efan, who proved ve-
ry wicked : and it is to be queftioned whether the Bondmen or Slaves in
Ifrael had that Ceremony as a Badge of the Covenantof Grace, Men
may talk high of thefe things and prove little, or whether Circumcifion:
was a Seal of the Righteou(nefs of Faith to any Perfon in the World fave ,
to Abrabam: And in what fence it was {0 to him ( who had {o many.
things peculiar: to him ) is nct eafy to be demonttrated. .

5. Our Praétice in Religious Inftitutes is not to be gathered from fuch
uncertain Conjectures, but to ftand upon the clear Direétion of the Infti-
tuter, or the Practice of fuch as God hath thought fi¢ to make Precedents
touss and it is certain we are not at all concerned in the Law of Circum-
cifion, and for us to take our Rules thence for the Subjecs of Baptifin,
is very childifh and reflects Difhonour upon Chyrift and his Apoftles, who:
never fent us to leatn Infant-Baptifm from Infane-Circumcition, no:ie m&
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deed have they taught it at all. Thefe things premifed 1 anfwer to the Ar-
gument by thefe enfuing Diftinctions,

1. If by Covenant Mr. P, means the Covenant of Circumcifion (as he
does, for he quotes Gen, 7.9, 10, 11. to prove his Affumption), and by
tome Infants he means the Infants of Chriftians as fuch, as that is his
meaning 5 then Ideny his Mizor,

2. Or, if by Covenant, ke mean that Covenant of Grace, Gen, 12.
dittinétifrom the Covenant of Circumcifion s and by fome Infants being
in this.Covenant externally, he means Infants are concerned in the out-
ward Profeflion or Practice of Worfhip s flill I deny the Minor : for God
by that Covenant of Grace, Gen, 12. never required the Performance of
fuch Duties of Infants,

3. If by Covenant, he mean the graciousPardon of Original Sin to
fome Infants only, or the Salvation of their Souls dying fuchs and by
{fome Infants he means that fome few of them only are vitibly in that E-
ttate, and all the reft in a vifible State of Camnation to Hell Torments;
ftill 1 deny his Ainor.  For God has not faid (and therefore Man ought
not-to fay it) that (o much as one*poor Infant fhall be damned ; but he is
{o far from that, that he has no Pleafure in the Death of the Wicked, but
rather that they tum and live 5 and hathaffured us that the Son fhould
not bear the Iniquity of the Father, which canonly be true.in refped of
Damnation, for all Infants do bear the Sin of their Father Adam, and
fometimes in temporal Punifhments they bear the Sin of their immediate
Parents. -

4.1f his Arguments were fo good natured, as to allow Infants indefinite-

1y to be ina vifible State of Salvation, ( wsz.. a declared Right to the King-

dom of Heaven, as their dear Saviour hath teflified they have ) yet I would

deny the Confequence of his Major becaufe the Covenant of Grace,confi-

-dered as abftracted from the Covenant of Circumncifion, never required the

Application of any Ceremony to Infants as a Pledg of it, either before the

Law, oras it is now eftablithed by our Saviour in the Golpel Qeconomy 3

" fo that his Concluiion is far from Truth, which tells the World that by

the Will of Chrift fome Infants are to be baptized. Now let us examine
is Proof.

1. Hebegins pag. 7. withGen, 17, which fpeaks not one word of Bap-
tifin 3 and himfelt tells us in the next Page, That the Covenant in Gofpel-
Aimes cannot be kept by Csrcumeifion 5 forthat, faith he, is abrogated, and
ceafedto be the Token of it {othat Gen. 17. can be no Proof for his
Minér. But he quotes AfE. 2. 38, 39. and Heb. 10, 16, 17, And this
(he fays) is & full Command to baptife all in Covenant now. 5
. t ut

e

v
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But for Anfwer, confider that 5o more are commanded in this place to be
baptifed, than are firlt commanded to repent s nor no more were baptifed,
than gladly received the Word. And the Promife is exprefly of the pouring
out of theHoly Ghoftupon all Parents and Children, @ God pall cail
them : But no Comimand ncr Promife refpecting Baptiim, and the Gift of
the. Holy Ghott, before the Lord fhall call them, whether Parents or Chil-
dren. Again, thefe Words, #, Toi5 #éuvois Yuéy, to you and to your
Children, is not applicable to Children in Infancy, but to a Succeffion or
Pofterity qualified for the things required and promifed.

That Text he brings out of H:Z. 10. tells us, That Godwill write
bis Laws inthe Minds, and put them sn the inner Part of bis People nn-
der the new Covenant, and that be will remember their Iniqnities no more.
This is not meant of Infants, who as they have no Iniquities for God to
remember, but only original Sin for him to pardon, as to the condem-
ning, Nature of it, {0 he never did remember cheir Iniquities. Nor need
they dny Laws to be written in their Hearts during Infancy, for they can
underftand none, and God fpeaks not with them about the Obfervation
of hisLaws, as he tells us Dewut. 11. 2.

The fecond Commandment is breught to prove Infant-Baptifmn, but
M. P. fhould know it does not command any particular Form of Wor-
(hip at all. Only this is true what God has elfewhere inftituted, and
never repealed, the fecond Commandment may ferve to enforce the Per-
formance of fuch things.. But here he beggs the Principle which he can-
not prove, no not by Gen. 17. Let us hear the moft Learned of his way

(1 meanin point of hifanc-fprinkling ) (peak their Judgments, and thefe
be their Words. ¥ That Promife Gen. 17. 7. concerns li=

tevally peculiar Proteitiony and worldly Felicsty, not the * Momal of
Remsffion of Sius and everlafting Life.” And anothet tells 5;’”""' P-372,
us, to argue from Circumcifion to Infant-Baptifin is acun- &gg.kmid

ning Argument by which iv will fokow that Females are nat
to be baptized.

M. P, tells us there is no Warrant to delay the Application of Baptifin;
find Egrantit. But then he ‘fhould confider that where thereis no Au.
thority nor Capacity to difpenfc Baptifm, there isno.delay. And Jhis is
the cafe of Infants : Nor does their being under the merciful Covenant
of Salvation by Chrift, oblige them to Duty in Infancy, becaufe they
can perform none.  And therefore your argning from Faderati to their
being fignats, is better Rhyme than Reafon 5 for if you follow that Con-
fequence, it will unavoidably bring Infants to the Lord’s Table, where

you
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you will not be pleafed with them. And pray confider what Multitudes
werc faderati betore, and in, and after Abrabam’s time, who yetin your
own Judgment were not fignati 5 fach were the Patriarchs before-menti-
oned, and thofe under theig Condudt ; fuch were the thoufands ot Males
who died before the eighth day in Ifrael.  Such wereall the Females,
who alone were one halt of _Abrabam’s Secd 5 all thefe were feederati, yet
werce noneof themn fignati,

What you are plealed here toadd of fome that can, and fome that cannor
fall avay,  As it’s impertinent, (0 I think it far better for Men to ceafe
fuch idle Difputes, and to exhort one another daily to take heed that they
do not falt away.

For my part I am far from thinking that any Man can ftand by his own
Strength, or do any thing in Religion ashe ought without the Help of
‘God : likewife grant that:God does much more for fome, thanhe does
for all Men.  Yet all this gives us no occafion or Authority to tell any
Perfon in the World, thae it is impoffible for him to_fall, fo asto perifh,
And if we may not tell another Man this confident Story, it’s bad ventu=
ring to tell our felves that we cannot fall fo,

I think it’s only proper to fay of God, He cannot lie, and then it fol-
lows, all Men may lie ; and this Lie may be their Rudn for ought they
know s Rev. 21.27. -

Twill not difpute whether there be a State attainable in this World, in
which Men fhall certainly be faved, Idoubt it not : but when Men have
got to that degree, is {0 hard to be demontirated, that I take him for no
wife Man, that will affirm it of himfelfy orany other in particular.

Xt remains therefore the beft way in the World to do as Pasl did, 1 Cor?
9. 27. Beat down the Body, andbring it into Subjeltion, leSt while we
Jreach to others, we become Caft-aways.  And if any contident Gentleman
fhall here tell ne the Word only intends reprovable, T'le make bold to tell
him, he does neither underftand the Greek, nor his own Heart much
better than I do, and that is not very perfectly, 1will" affuse him,

Thave done with Mr, Pesto’s two main Krguments, we will now cont
fider his Auxiliaries.

Mr. Petto's

TS

Confidered and Anfwered. ) 11

M. Petto’s third Argument, pag. 39.

Some Infants are vifibly ChrifF’s, and fo ave Abraham’s Seed; and
hence he would snfer their Baptifin, He has many Words, and very of-
ten repeated, the fubftance of ait has 1 think already been anfwered 3 how-
ever feeng he talks here of a threefold Seed of Abrabam, under the Ti~
tles of Natural, Spiritnal, and Ecclefiaftical Seed, 1 will ferioufly confi-
der the Scriptures which he brings to prove-Infants to be the Ecclefiafti-
cal Seed of Abraham,  For the Scriptures which he brings 6 defcribe the
Spiritual Seed of Abrakam, {peaks not one word of Infants. Gal. 3. 8,
0. thews that God would jusflify the Heatben through Fasth, and concludes
thits 5+ So ghen they which be of Faith, arebleffed with faithful Abraham.
This is not {poken of Intants, yet they fhal lbe blefled.

The Texts he brings to prove Infants to be the Ecclefiaitical Seed of
Abtaham, are many. firlt, Aatth. 25. 1, 2. where the Kingdom of
Heauen is compared to wife and foolifly Virgins : but 1 fuppofe no wife
Man takes Infants to be of either foxt, for they are nerther wite nor foolith,
but they are innocent.

Two Texts morc we have, Rom, 11.20. Fobn 15.6. wherc we learn
that the Fews were broken off for Unbelief, and the Gentiles stood by Faith s
that fone Branches in Christ not bearing Fruit ave taken away, and thofe
which bear Fruit are purged o bring forth more Fruit : But whatall this
is to Infants no Man can tell,

He quotes thefe over again, and with them Matrh. 19. 14. Aark 10,
13, 14, Luke 18. 15. Matth, 16.18. Rom, 16. 16, 1Cor. 12, 27.
Rev. 1. 12, 13, 20. Now hé that from thefz Texts would prove In-
fants to be Abrabam’s Ecclefiattical Seed, mult prove that in the three
firlt Texes, the Word Kéngdom mult needs fignify the Cliurch-milicant,
and that Chrift admitted thele Infants into the Church by Baptifin, ox
elfe that they have Authority to do more than Chrift himfelf did : For if
thefe very Infants were not baptifed, they muft have very great Gonfi-
dence that can pretend from hence to find ground to baptife others.

The next Chrittcells Peter, that be would build his Church upon @ Rock.
But muft all that are faved be Abrabam’s Ecclefiastical Secd 2 Sure
fome Infants may be f{aved who were never baptifed for all this, Ko,
16. 16. bids Chriftians falute one another wizh an holy Kifs, and tells
them alfo that the Church of Christ falutes them. 1 lee nothing from
hence to prove Jufants vifibly Chrift’s, [oas to be Abraham’s Seed; fure
his Propofition will fait of Proof ~ ~ -

D The
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The Apoftle, 1Cor. 12.27. tells the Corinthian
Bady of Christ, and Members in particular, But not so:l*;a:vgféy tzerit:f:
that there was one Infant of this Communion. Yer all Members o!'p that
oue Body were partakers of that one Bread, in which their Unity was
demonfirated, Rew. 1, 12, 13, 14. only deleribes the Vifion thartyj i
faw of the Sgu of God, and the feven Golden Candlefticks. But y IV(I’
can yet find in any of thefe Candletticks fo much as one ll;ﬁm co o etl;
bearing up the light of Truth in the profeilion of the Gofpel eem

Now for his Argument, T would know the meaning of Pt'im Speech
Soms Infants are vifibly ChrisFs. Xf he means fome Infanes onfeec 4
Chrift’s by Redemptions how can he poflibly know the Redeemed)}rgre
the Damned ? ( for o they are fuppoled to be in this Mans deftin Tllin
work of Rcdemptlpn is vifible, becaufe God’s Word tells ug whg%h iI‘:
died for, a.ncg that is for every Man, Heb, 2. 9. and here Infants '
qu:gly ,thr;ﬁ s vlﬁ;dly. ate ¢

ut {o long as Mr. Petto thinks that Chrift died b

only, (and thofe very few in comparifon of the wholeut}{:)rcfgmgtmfams
one for wh_om Ch:il_t died, it being impoﬂible) for’them to ivname
Demonfiration by which he may know fuch a thing, and thereforg he s
have but fmall comfort in baptizing any of them , if indeed %t were
lawful to baptize fome Infants, as he {uppofes. Nay wezc heas fi " wl?e
Chrift died for fome particular Infants, as ¥ am t’hat he died £ urc}t] at
all, yet would it not follow that they are .Abraban’s Ect‘leﬁa_/ﬁ?:l fS' 62’]
fo as to be baptized : for Chrift knew that the Infants whom he t”k)
in his I?Ir'ms were his,' and yet he did no fuch thing to them; and I {(})1211
:Se\i;r t “:;]sk Mr. P. wifer than our Saviour, nor fo kind to poor Infants

Mr. Petto argues thus : Some Infants are vifibly of the Fa
are Abrabam’s Seed, Here 1 deny the Atltecegexﬁ. }l“fahy 111:: ’Irlf)f,mz;li{a
vifibly of the Faith. And Mr. 2. tells me in this very place, That hc
does ot fay that Faith femenal, and habitnal, or aitual, is in all In mzr:
Paptized , for then _(ﬁii(‘h he) all of them must be Javed, which they are
aot's or elfe they might lofe that fpecial Faith : Byt they,are im/ijib?y i
veSted in the Covenant or Promsfe, which is the Wurd of F 'rhy m:i
nnl_y{ bear that Name, &c. 1 anfwer: A an
. Here are two Kinds of Faith which the Scripture knows i
i €. feminal, and babitual, However | perceivephe kno:\c;::,:oltuz;]::}ﬁ&?xfé
that has any of thefe kinds of Faith, he therefore has found ouc 3 fourth

that is a reputative Faith, or a thing which he fays may bear that

name.

Confidered and Anfivered $1

name, Sure thefe are meer Dreams and Fancies, and o let them go.

Aétual Faith Infants have none; and this is all the Faith that Man
can make Judgement of by God’s Word. He does indeed grant all In-
fants which are baptized have not this Faiths and if he dare athirm it

any of them, all the Experience of the World will contute him, and
{o he has loft his Argument, as a meer Story without Truth, and againtt
all Experience. For feeing Faith comes by hearing, and hearing by the
Word of God 5 he cannot without a Miracle thew any Infant to be vifibly
in the Faith , for the poor Babe knows not its right hand from its lefc.
He might as well fay fome Infants are vifibly in Repentance, and I mar-
vel why the Pedobaptifts do not infilt upon that, as well as Faith, to
entitle their Children to Baptifin.

M. Petto tells us, If Infants have not Faith for the prefent, yet wvi-
fibly they are undsr a Promife of it, which Promife Baptifm imay be 4
Sign and Seal of 5 it may feal @ Doftrine of Faith, evenwhere a Prin-
ciple of it is yet wanting.  Thele and what follows, are meer Dictates and
Prefumptions, without Proof. Vet he brings Deut. 3a. 6. where God
promifes to civcumeife the hearts of the Ifraclites, and the beart of their
Seed, ta love the Lord with all the heart, and with all the foul, But
God fpake not this to Infants, nor as a thing to be done to them in
their Infancy 5 for when they thould thus be circumcis’d, they fhould be
able to know the Lord very well, for they fhould love him then with all
the Heart and Soul; Now this Promife is made to all Men upon future
Contingencies, for God commandeth all Men every where to repent,
and wills that the Gofpel ( which contains this and many other precious
Promifes) fhould be preached to every Creaturc s And it Baprifin may be
a Seal of this Doftrine, cven there where there wants a Principle of Faith,
as you tell us it mays then we may go and baptife every Creature, and
not higgle as you do about fome Infants only : but (hould we do thus,
God’s Word would trip up our Heels, as it does yours, for tho he has
proclaim’d Peace to the World by the Gofpel, yet he makes Faith necef-
fary to the Pledg of its Reception s Fe that belicveth,and is baptifed, hall
be faved: If thou believeSt with all thine Heart thon mayét be baprifed :
When they believed they were baptifed , not one Perfon admitted without 5
and then what is Mr. Perro that will adventure to give Baptifm, evew
there where there is not Faith, no nor fo much as a Principle of it 2 How
fhall Baptifm be the An{wer of a good Confcience without a Principle
of Faith ? And what good will it do you without Faith ?

D2 He
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He quotes Ifa. 44. 3. I'will pour Water upon him that is thirsty, Iwill
ponr my Spivst upon thy Seed, G'c, Well, but not in Infancy s when was
this done to*any of your Infants? Or, has not God made good this
Promife in the Gofpel ? Men mutt be thivity before this Water be poured
out upon them.  You bring Ifa. 59. 21. which might have hewed yo
that thefe Promifes belong not te Infants 5 {ecing they cannot uuderﬁ:m?
either the Word or Spirit, which yet is here promifed to be in the mouth
of the Church, and her Seed for ever 5 or, if you pleafe, in the month ¢
Chrift, and bis Seeds Seed for ever.  But Infants are o called, fajth A~
guftiny & non fando, becaufe they canuot {peak, '

You bring Pfal. 25.13. and 112, 2. where ’tis faid, The Seed of
geood Men fhall inbevit the Earth, and be mighty npon Earth, and be blef-
Jed. But I think thefe are unfitly applied to Infants in Infancy; and
yet if they concern’d them, here’s no Proof that they are vilibly in the
Faith during Infancy.

But what (hall become of the Infants of ill Men by Mr, Petto’s Do-
&rine? they are put by him in a Condition contrary to that of the In-
fants of good Men, as if the Infants Blefling or Curling muft be meafured
out, as the Parents are Believers, or otherwife. Let us {ee his Scriptures;
Pfal. 37, 28.—=The Seed of the wicked [hall be cur off : But why muft
this be applied to Infants ? Sure he has Mercy for them, foas not to turn
them into Hell. For he hath told us, if thofe Children of wicked Men
which live to years do but turn from the wicked Ways of their Fathers,
they fhall not dy s and fo equal are God’s Ways, that if the Son of a
sighteous Man follow the Ways of wicked Men, he (hall die : as to tem-
poral Judgments, I grant the Infants do fometimes fuffer for the Sin of
their Parents, but our Difcourfe is about their Salvation.

You bring Rom. v1. again, and thence you infer that the Infant-feed
of the Fews was broken off for the Parents Unbelief.  Butif this Break-
ing-off be underftood of an Exclufion of Infants to Hells Torments, it is
a molt falle Opinion, asl fhall fully fhew anon.

That Abrabam by virtie of his Faith which he had being uncircum-
cifed, is 2 Father of the faithfil, both Few and Gentile, is very true.
But that any of them are his Children, fo as to be Members of the Church
militant, to do and fuffer for Chrift, without atual Faith, is not true;
nor does Rom. 4. 10, 11, 12, prove the contrary 3 let us hear your Texc:
How then was it veckoned ? when he was in Circumeifion, or sn Una
csvcumeifion ? not in Circumcifion, but in Uncircumcifion,  And be re-
veceived the Sign of Circumeifion, a Seal of the Righteonfnefs of Faith,

twhich
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which be had being yet uncircumeifed, that be might be the Father of them
thar believe, though they be not circumcifed, that Righteoufnefs mizht be
smputedto them alfo. And the Father of Circumeifion to them, who are not
of the Circumeifion only, but alfo walk in the Steps of that Faith of onr
Fatber Abraham, which he had being yet uncircumeifed.  May the God
of Heaven give you a good undexftanding of this Place, and then all
your firuggling for Infant-Baptifim would foon vanifh.

For there is nothing more evident than this, that none but fuch as fo
believe, as to walk in the Steps of that Faith which .Abrabam himfelf
had ( which was wtue actual Faith,) are the Childien of Abraham,
ina vifible Church-ftate to worfhip God, either in Bapti{m, or other Ox-
dinances,

From pag. 48. You proceed to anfwer many Objections, and in all
you fay this {eems to be your great Stick, That Intant-Tntereft in the Cove-
nant, Gen. 17. is notcut off by any thing {0 objefted, as you have fet’
them down s and unlefs this be hewed, all Objections fignify nothing
to you,

x)j To which T anfiver, Infants had as good Right to the Covenant of
Grace before Circumcilion, and have the fame Right now which they e-
ver had to that bleffed Covenant : of this more by and by.

2. No Perfon’s Right to Circumcifion did arife out of the Covenant
of Grace, but did only iffue from the Command of God; otherwife all
good Men then living muft needs be civcumncifed, for they were in the
Covenant of Grace as well as _Abrabam,

3. As Circuuncilion did not give Abrabam’s Seed an Intereft in the
Covemant of Grace, (o the Abrogation of Circiuncition did not take
that Interelt from them.  Nox did the oruiflion of it, when n being,
cut Infants off from the Covenant of Grace ¢ It enly cut them oft from
the Land of Canaan, and the external Priviledges of the Jewifh Church-
ftate. For the delay of the Circumcifion of Affes’s Child did not
cut it off from the Covenant ef Grace, nor did the omiifion of it fourty
Years in the Wildernefs, cut them Infants off from the Covenant of Grace
who died in that time, howbeit before they poflefled the Land of Canaan
they mutt be circumcifed 5 which evidently thews that the Covenant of
Grace, and the Covenant of Circumcilion are to be ditinguithed. And
therefore though dInfants have now no Part in the Covenant of Circum-
cilion, yet they lofe nothing by it becaufe though it was very ufeful
till Chrift came, for the Ends for which it was ordained, refpecting the
Church-flate of the Fews, and the Birth of our Saviour, of that Seed

accor-
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according to the Flefh 5 yet the Removal of it was a great Merxc .
whether we refpect the Severity of the Service it (elf, or the Obliga-
tion to which it bound all that were circumcifed.

Neither does any Man’s Right to the Covenant of Grace arife from
the Covenant of Circumcifion s neither does his Right to Baptifm arife
from the Covenant of Grace, without a Divine Command appointing
to whom, and how it thould be performed. Now the Gofpel being
preached for the Obedience of Faith to all Nations, Rom.16. 26. And
that Typical Covenant of Circumncition being made void, and the Gofpe}
appointing no Ceremony for Infants (yet afluring them of Heaven) but
making Repentance and Faith the two fuft Principles of the Chriftian
Religion, and Baptifin the third Principle in order to a due Profeffion of
Golpel-worlhip in a Church-way, it is manifett that Infant-baptifm is an
Innovation, and makes a Breach upon the facred Doérine contained in
St. Panl’s Catechifm, as let down, Heb.6. 1,2. And therefore all good
Men fhould labour that Truth herein according to Primitive Crder may
be reftored.

Neverthelefs that Infants (even all of them dying fuch) have an
undeniable Right in the Covenant of Grace, to Life and Salvation, I
hope to make very evident both from the Scripture and right Reafon
in the laft Part of this Treatife to which 1 now apply my felf; and
though herein I fhall not directly anfwer to Mr, Perto, yet I fhall
fearce fail to remove thofe things, which may feem to be of any moment,
in his often and unneceffary Repetitions.

PART. IL

In which Infants Interest in the Covenant of Grace, without
Baptifm, is afferted and maintained.

T is evident from the Writings of many Pedobaptiffs, both Papifts
and Proteftants, that they do hold cither abfolutely, that no unbap-
tized Infant cai1 be faved, or at lea(t that their Salvation is very doubt-
ful, and amongft thofe, Mr. Baxter, and from him Mr. Barret, and now
Mr. Petto has not a little amufed the Minds of Men about this m:tter.
‘il'ﬁ,

3
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Fitlt, Mr. Baxter tellsus (and Mr. Barret al(0) that Infants ave not fo
wuch as feemingly in a State of Salvation withont Baptifm. And fe-
condly, Mr. Petto thinks they are cut out of the great Charter of Heaven,
Thefe are his Words: It #s the Covenant-Intereft and Baptifm of the
Infant-feed, only of wifible Belicvers, that I plead for s and there ave [uch
vaft Numbers ( even mibiions ) of thefe, that if Men unduly exclude and
Yaze out the Names of fo many out of that great Charter of Heaven,
they will have a dreadful Acconnt to give thereof to God.

Inanfwer to thefe childith Fears and undue Refle¢tions upon us, I fhall
take the pains to tranfcribe what I have formerly written upon this Ac-
count, it being, yet unanfwered, . i i

This new Art of pleading for Infant-baptifin by virtue of their Church-
memberfhip , Covenant-Intereft, &¢. and not from the Scriptures di-
re@ly, but altogether by remote, obfcure, and far-fetch’d Confequences ;
Iay, confidering thefe Subtilties of Mr. Baxter and others, I perceive
the Controverfy to rife very high, and Queftions thereupon to be multi-
plied, infomuch that ¥ have had for my fhare notlefs than five hundred
of them fent out by Mr. Barret abovenamed, which has been redargu-
ed in two Books of Antigueries. _

Hereupon 1 conceived it needful to confider this matter, forI percei-
ved very wife and good Men engaged on both fides 5 and as I believe
much more {raining in the Point of Church-memberfhip, or Cove-
nant-Intereft of Tnfants than needed, By which the Readers of the Con-
trover(y,as handled between Mr. Baxter and Mr. Tombs, fhall fooner fill
their Heads with Amazement, than their Hearts with Satisfaction, in
tracing the feveral Meanders of their Scholaftick Difputations. .

And though Yam abundantly fhort of the Accomplithments of cither
of thefe Champions, yet flanding to view till they engage , 1 hopel
have thereby been led to the Confideration of a Medium, which if well
confidered and improved, will reconcile the difference about Infants vi-
fible Church-memberfhip, and Covenant-Intereft, and yet do not doubt
atall that Infant-baptifin will be found unneceflary, and unlawful.  To
which purpofe 1fhall lay down once more this Pofition,

That all Infants ( as [uch ) are in avifible State of Salvation by the
Cownanfof Grace, and fo ave of the sniver[al Church of God 5 and
cannot be put ont of that bleffed State, till by their voluntary Depar-
ture from God, by chufing finful Ways, they defiroy themfelves.

And.
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And the better to convince my prefent Adverfaries, I will make my
Enterance hereunto by a Paffage out of Mr. Baxter’s Book, of More
Proves, &c. pag. 8. where he fith,

¢« All Mankind is brought by Chrift under a Covenant of Grace,

¢ which is not vam, nor repealed by God, but as their Abufe of the Grace
“of the Covenant may calt them out.
‘¢ For asa Covenant of intire Nature was made with all Mankind in
¢ innocent Adam, {o a Covenant of Grace was made with all Mankind
“inlapfed Adam, Gen.3.15. inthe promifed Seed ; and rencwed again
““ with all Mankind in Noah. B

Now this Doétrine being no more than plin Truth, we fhall apply
it to the cafe in hand, by fhewing,

1. That this Covenant of Grace was a vifible Church-Covenant.

2. That it was made wich all Mankind, and takes place in their In-
fancy.

3. That ic was never repealed by God.

4. That no Infant did ever abufe the Grace of this Covenant; and
that therefore no Infant was ever caft out of this Covenant,

And then, fifthly, they all ftand vitible Members of the Catholick or uni-
verfal Church, by virtue of this Covenant, however their Parents do
abufe or negle¢t it.  And hence it will follow, no dying Infant is damned,
but are all in a vilible State of Salvation. Thefe things 1hope to thew
to Satisfaction.

Demonation 1,

That this Covenant of Grace, firlt exprefled, Gen. 3. 15. was ¢i-
ther a Church-Covenant, or elfe there was no Church-Covenant in the
World, that we read of from Adam to Noah 5 this being mdeed all
the Covenant which is found in Scripture during thefe times, helides
that Covenant of intire Nature made before the Fall. And that Cove-
nant of Nature being broken by Adam, and in him by all his Polterity,
it being not a Covenant of Grace, could not afford means to juliify the
the Offenders in the Sight of God.  There muft therefore be {ome fuper-
vening A¢ of Grace or Mercy from God, elfe Adam, even whole Man-
kind who were then in his Loins, muft have ftood under Condenmmnation
for ever 5 fecing no Man could redeems his Brother, nor gsve to God 4

Ranfom for bim, Pfal. 49. 7.
ke
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It is the reccived Doctrine of Chrittians that the vifible Church began
in Adan s and that his Family was the. Church, wherefore the whole
World being then the Church, and ‘thac Cllurg}incdvéllallt'being made
with the whole World, which was to proceed from Adam, and this Co.
venant yet remaining, it follows againtt all Contradiion, that whole

Mankind, goug(l;arcd as the):i c(ame into the World, in the feveral Ages of
it, are in that Covenant, and {o in a vifible State o i e
fore of the Univerfal Cilurch of God. b { Salvation, and thee

But whereas many did apoltatize from the Grace of God’s Covengnt
by corrupting his Way, Gen. 6, 12. it was neceffary that they thould be
ejected ; and therefore was the Profeffion of this blefled Covenant accom
modated and appropriated to that Part of the Adult, who had not fin.
n‘ed thcm@lves out of it. But il we do not find that the Innocent was
ejected with the Guilty, For this is God’s Order, It is he only thar fin.

weth, whom he willblot out of the Book of Life, Exod. 32.32, 33,

. And therefore neither the Method which God took with ’N:mb in fet-
ling the Covenant of his Grace 5 nor yet that Order which he obferved
with Abrabam, Gen. 12, was exclufive of any Infant in the World, as
to the Grgmg or-Mercy of eternal Life, no more than the E!’(aBlilhmcn’t of
it by Ch_ﬂﬁ in the Gofpel, ina far more excellent way for diftinguifhin
the precious from the vile, is in any wife, no not in the leaft sora CXCILE
five of any dying Infantof ill Men : but contrary-wife the Righ,t of In-
fants, without excepting any of them, is afferted by Chyitt in this laft and
mol\[} ample Edition of the Cavenant of Grace.

or can any Man fhew either by Seripture or Reafon, ¢ i
thut out all the dying Infants of wicked l\%cn, from Life ;ndh;atlg(t)iilzvll)“
Chritt,no nor (o much as any one of them. For we are Jure that the Fud, Z
ment of God is according to Truth, that theixdg of allthe Earth will 50
Right : That the condemned faall all be Jjudged according to the Deeds done
inthe Body, But asfor poor Infants, what Evil have they done ?

Demonftration 2.

That this Covenant was made with all Mankind, becaufe it
with Adam, without the leaft Intimation of the ’Excluﬁon ot‘”” :ﬁ;’:ﬂ:
of his Pollerity (as they proceed from him) to the End of the World
Neither has God himfelf explained the Govenant of Grace to be exclu.
five of any, but for the Caufe of their own Iniquity, And this was
evidenc firlt in the cafe of Cain, Ev:vho not being faithtul in his Qffesing,
was
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was not accepted 5 yet God was pleafed to tell him how he might be ac-
cepted, Gen. 4.7. If thon doft well, fhalt thou not be aceepred ? "It (hould
feem God neversejected Cain till now, neither did he now delight to re-
je¢t him, but gracioufly expoftulates with Casn to convince him of his
Evil, and affures him of Acceptance, if be did well,

If then Cain had an Intereft in the Grace of God, who can we fup-
pofe to be thut out of it-?>- Orhow fhould Infants be caft out of his Fa-
vour, till they with Cain {hut themfelves out of it ?

Evident it is that the Covenant of Grace extended to thofe Rebels in
the old World, becaufe we read that the Long-fuffering of God waited
in the Days of Noah upon them, and he gave them time of Repentance;
and fent ¢ Preacher of Righteonfnefs (even the Righteoufnef of Faith)
among them. Heb. 11.7. 2 Pet. 2. §. therefore it is faid Chuift went
by his Spirit and preached to them, 1 Per. 3. though none of themn be-
lieved his Word.

Now fuch Aéts on God® part are great Evidences of his Gracioufnefs
towards Men, and fhews that he remembers his Covenant made in Chrift
for them, even for them that rebel againft him, and fo perith. And
then how (hould we think that he fhould not be gracious to poor Infants,
who never rebelled againft him 2

Demonftration 3.

The Covenant of Grace,Gen. 3. 15. was never vepealed by God,  For
if it be, there is now no Covenant at all : Nor can it be repealed to onc
Man, but it muft be repealed to all Men. Tis true, Men may forteit the
Mercy of God held forth in- that Covenant, but the Covenant cannot
be repealed, for then there can-be no certainty of Mercy for Sinners,
Chrift our Lord may as foon be made null, as this Covenant : For what
if fome do apoftatize, fhall this make the Grace of God without effect ?
God forbid, When we continually fee the Covenant of God’s Grace
difplayed, making Overtures of Kindnefs to Sinners, by befeeching them
20 be reconciled to God, 2 Cor, 5. What fhall we fay ? Has the chief of
Sinners this Benefit by the Covenant of Grace ? And fhall poor innocent
Babes have no Benefit by it? Ts he not-worfe than the chief of Sinners,
that is thus expofed to Damnation? Sure there are better things with God
tor poor Babes, and chiefly in this he has not given Parents power to make
void the Covenant of his Grace with refpect to their Infants: For he hath
faid, the Sou [hall not bear the Iniquity of the Eather : The Soul that fin-
woth it fhall die, Demon-
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Demonfbration 4.

No Infant did ever abufe the Grace of the Covenant made with them
s Adam s therefore no Infant was cver east ont of it,

Although it is molk true that Original Sinis coime upon Tnfants, and
Death by Sin: Yet this 15 a5 true, That Original Sin was not com-
mitted againft the Covenant of Grace. Aud therefore Infants are not
guilty of any Sin committed againft the Covenant of Grace, and confe-
quently are not deprived of the Benefit of it.

Otherwife it the Sin of fubfequent Parents (hould make void the Grace
of the fecond Covenant, as the Sinof Adwn made his Pofterity guil-
ty of the Breach of the firlt Covenant, we may then cry out, whe th
canbe faved? But therefore was our Saviour the Mediator of the New
Teftament, for the Redemption of the Tranfgreffions which were under the
first Teftament,

Wherefore {eeing Infants ftand acquitted from the Trefpaffes commie-
ted by Adam againft the fixit Teftament_or Covenant, and having not
{inned againft the Grace of the fecond Teftament, they cannot come iy
the Condemmnation of Hellith Toxments. The Church of Rome, who
make Baptifin as neceffary for Infants as any Body does, yet they have fo
mich Kindnefs, as to condemn Infants only to a State of Lofs, but not
of Torment: Whilft thofe of Calvin’s Spirit do fend them ( by theix
Doctrine ) to yell among the damned in Hell-fire. Sure this is no
part of the Golpel, Iwill not call it fo : Yet 1 will fay thofe that reject
that great Salvation held forth in the Gofpel, arc jultly condernned ; but
this is not the cale of Infants.

Demonfbration 5.

Thac all dying Intants arc Members of that valt Body of which Chritt
is the Saviour finally, and o of his Church confidered as univerfal, is
evident, becaule they are ina vifible State of Salvation. And I think
no Man will deny the Catholick Church to contamn the whole Number
ot the faved,

Lhave nothing more to do, but to prove all Infants in a vifible State
of Salvation 5 which thall be done more particularly by anfivering, fuch
Objections as 1 have met with, more efpecially from Mr. Barrer.

E2 Objecticn
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Objection . I gave youthanks for fome things before granted concern.
ing Infants, and I here promfe more Thanks if you will prove the
fame of all Infants.

Znfio. When T fpeak of the Right which Infants have to Life by
Chrift, Tintendit only of that Right derived to them by the firft Editi-
onot the Covenant of Grace, Gen. 3.15. wherem they are equally con-
cerned, and fo have the fame or equal Right. And I hope you camot
charge them with foifeiting the Grace of that Covenant, and then they
cannot be darined.

Our Savioiu faith, 7¢ 15 not the Will of his Fleavenly Father, that fo
amich as one of thefe little Ones fhould persfh, which is as trye of Infanss,
asof any Perfons in the World.

Objedt. IL  The Overtbrow of both thefe Gencrations in the old World,
# a firange Medinm so prove the Salvation of all Infants by,

Anfw. ‘The meer deftroying of the Infants of thofe wlho were called
the Sons of God, as well as the Infants of others, Gen. 6.and 7, 1do
not fay is any Evidence of God’s faving any of them.

But thisis that which Ifay, it (hews them to be in one State or Pre.
dicament : And how (hall any Man prove the Salvation of {o much as
of any one of them, better than I (hall prove the Salvation of them all ;
And {hall we fuffer it to enter into our Hearts that God fent them all to be
damned in Hell?

By no means. When therefore we read, 2 Per. 2. 5. That God broughe
the Floud upon the World of the Ungodly s and Fude 7. *tis faid of thofe
who fuffered the Vengeance of eternal Fire, that they were given over to
Fornication, and went after flrange Flefp. May we not perceive {ome

Light which may guide us to believe that God did not plead in fuch °

Wrath againlt the Infant-feed as he did againft the wicked themf(clves ?
And though it is true, God fuffered the Infants to die with the wicked
Parents, yet thatis no Argument of God’s condemning them to Hell,
For did not the faine God fufter his Sexvant Sampfon to die with the Fall
of the Theatre, among the wicked Philiftines ?

And we {ee the righteous often taken away by the fame common Ca-
lamities Which have befallen Nations and Cities. Let us remember how
tender the Lord was of the Infants of Nineveb, and that may coavince

us
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us that the fame pracious God could not be cruel to the Infants of the
.old World 5 .and he that made thofe little ones an Argument to jufiify
his {paring linful Nineveh, againlt the murmuring of Fowab, would cer-
tainly make that an Argument for us to believe, that had his Judgments
proceeded againft that City, according to the Prophefy of Fonab ; yet he
would havediftinguithed between the lanocent and the Nocent , in re-
fpet of future Punithment and Mercy : For it wasnot the Sin of the
Infants, which cryed to Heaven for Vengeance, but of the grown Per-
{ons,

When we confider how hardly Almighty God was drawn to inflict
thofe Judgments upon Mens Bodies in the old World, and in Sodorz, Gen.
18. and trequently where we read of the Execution of his Judgments 3
it might juily feem very (trange that Men (hould think that God can
be fo ealily provoked to- damn Infants to Hell: For him I fay to damn:
poor Infants to Eternal Fire, who was {o unwilling to infli¢t on the Babes
in Nineweb fo much as a Temporal Judgment ;s nay he is unwilling to
defiroy the very Cattel for Mans Sin, Fonab 4. which are only capable
to fuffer a fhore of Death. And canit become any Chriftian to think
that God will fend Millions of poor dying Infants to Hell? Pray what
have they done fo highly to ftirr up his Wrath againft them ? letany Man
fhew a Reafon for it if he can,

Obje@. M. To the Text Rom. 5. the Free-Gift abonnded towards
all Men to Fuftification of Life. This [all’) must be reftrained to[all
in Christ]),

Anfw. But by your Favour there are none foout of Chrift in Infan-
cy, but that God hath Mercy for them in Chrift : Fobn 1,29, fo that
here is no Reftraint to the Juftification here fpoken of, till Men abufe
this Mercy of God by finning againit their own Souls.  Nor can your
Reftriction which 1 fuppofe would limit this Free-Gift to the Eleét only,
hold any Agreement with the Scope of the Place. For fecing all Man-
kind ave perfonated as well in the fecond, as in the fwlt Adam, youcan
no more exclude any from the Juttification of Life, as having abounded
towards them by Chrift, than you can exclude them from the Condem-
nation which abounded towards them by Adwn.  For tell me how ma-
ny came tnder Condemnation by the Sin of Adzm? Is there any cone,
or any lnfant that can plead Impunity 2 Why even fo (faith the Apollle’)

2ue.
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the Free-Gifr abounded towards all Men to Fuftification of Life,
Al.ld may we not fafely conclude, that had Mankind never been guil-
ty of any other Sinbut chat of Adam’s, 1fay upon a Suppofition that

2 Adam’s Pofierity from the time ot the Promife, Gen. 3. 15. had lived

holily, and done no Iniquity, would you not conclude with me, that
none fliould have perithed in Hell-Torments ? And it you grane this, then
we muft cicher find fome M S O concerned in the Covenant of Grace
AS that it he finned againit this Covenant, his Potterity is damned wiﬂ;
him eternally, asall Adan’s Pofterity was expofed to Condemnation for
his Siu; or elfe we muit hold that no Infant {hall die eternally for Adam’s
nor for any other Perfons Inignity. 7

If you name any Man, thus concernied in the Covenant of Grace, you
.can name none foapt for the purpole as Adam, (ceing we were all in
him when the Covenant was made with him, and there is no doubt but
that he finned after the Covenant was made Gen. 3. 15. yet where do

- we find any Sin which he afterward comunitted, 1mputed to any Part of

his Pofterity ? And feeing we cannot provean univerfal Refurrection from
1 Cor. 15. 21,22, unlefs Mankind be equally concerned in the Death of
Chrift, we muft neceflarily believe whole Mankind to be interefled in
him, and as intexefled in Kim, they are in a faneable State, from
that Wrath which lay againft them by realon of the Sin of Adam ;. So
then Intants being juflificd from the Guilt of Adans’s Tranfgreﬂion. b

Chiitt the Lamb of God 5 who [hall lay any thing to the Charg,e oyf
poor Infants, that may jufily caft them into Hell-fire 2 Sure itis but meet
that Men fhould be able plainly to convict them, before they thus con-
denmn them,

Yea, you that hold the eternal Damnation of Infants, ou ;

to bring, fibitantial proof for [0 drcadful a Doctrine ? And wh%llqlty(})f:l;]lalgg
done your worlt that way, you have only deftroyed your own Hope con-
cerning your own dying Infants. For Tam perfwaded you arc not fo
unwife to think ( whatever you make others believe ) that your Infants
are faved becaufe of your pretended Church-memberthip and Baptilin

Nay Mr. Petto plainly tellsus, thar all Infants thar are baprifed are ot
Javed; aslhave (hewed above. And it is impoflible withouta Miracle
for him o know this, or that any one of them is faved, unleis he comes
on this Foundation that none of them fhall perifh, ‘

Object.
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Objec. WV. To affert the Salvation of all dying Infants, feems to
imply, that Gods deftroying the old World and Sodom, €'c. weie
eminent Alts of God’s Mercy, vather than of Fuftice, &<, help

me over this Difficulty,

Anfw. Although it is not_unjult for God to take Infants out of the
World at any time, yet his Juftice in deftroying them in the old World
and Sodwn, lay not againt the Infants, as1 proved in the. precedent An-
fwer. Butin Juftice he punithed thofe wicked Parents, in putting a Pe-
riod to their Pofterity.  And did not God in the Days of Noah deftroy
the Beafts and Fowls of Heaven, yet who {o weak to think that he was
offended with them ? Was the Lord angry with the Beafts of the Field ?
God was juft in taking away David’s Child, 2 Sam. 12. 14, yet who{o
rafh to fay that God did this in Juftice againft the Child ? much lefs that
the Child was damned, or that God wisangry with the Child.  David
was far from fuch an Opinion, for tho that Child was conceived and born
in Sin, as much as any, yet David uothing feared the Dawnation of
the Child, but rather thews his Confidence of its Salvatien, when he
faid, 1 fhall goro ir. For had it gone to Hell Torments, he would not
have comforted himelf with Thoughts of going to it.

Object. V. We do not Jay that Infants do perifls purcly for anothers
Siny but for their own comralted.

Anfiv. T cannot fec any Agreement withl God’s Juftice in this Obje-
¢ion, nor Truth fnic felf. Ycan hear Men talk big Words againft In-
fats, asif they were very great Sinncrs, yct I never faw any Proof, that
any Infant had any Sin of its own, for which you would here make them
perith.

The Scripture faith Sin is the Tranfgreffion of aLaw, and tells us al-
fo where no Law s, there is no Tranfgrefion. You muit therefore cithuy
(hew fome Law to be given to Infanis, ov tlie you cannot make them
guilty of any Sinof their ows, And ficing you lave granted that none
{hall perifh purely for anothers S, it remains for you, or fome body «lfe,
to [hew whiat Sin has been conrmitted by them, or any of them, for which
they incur the Damnation of Hell. You may talk of Infants contratting
Sin of their omn 5 buc Tam to leamn how this can be faid of thofe who
ncither ack nox confent to Sin atall. Swch Scripturcle(s Notions are fit-

LTSN
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tex :;0 lie exploded than embraced, :
And though you feem to have fome i bei
?}Jlm onlly egme upto tl;e C:ziw?mzt of G r‘z(c%:]i:::}ef:):i:: afgddr:]/i ;ﬁii”zws'::?
ough they never hexrd the Gofpel, whilit v ‘cu b b
;1};;:,3];;;% ﬁqu’el;{; th th:'is is b};tt,a ﬂender)(l)\%ngz):;lé)?uglf :{:o/:]’gi
ay all be faved, and you are pofitive in this rhs 7
gat dﬁwed bythe C ovenant of Grace, g‘Pthey be n,:ntz::’ Brcej:v]e'il{m:: y aZe
¢ of fuch. How this Doctrine will ftand with the uftice of 4 raci.
;)u? G?d? 1 canet conceive when I confider, that Goci] hath not igracx—
bllfal]fn either Capmt_y to belicve, or Liberty to choofe whether t%n'v'cn 'tl(;
Cf dthc Sec:d of Believers or Unbclievers, ~ Will you yet fay ,.r..')ﬁm
o will be more harfh in A&s of ]Llﬁice, than the PuiJ Ab'l‘;uous
which he hath given to Men? Deu, 23, 25,26, Here h; “fsll ot
??a{n(el plllll!hfd, though her Body be defiled, becanfe ﬂ)el' :ol:;)lt;lavc
2elp it.  And yet you would have him fend Infancs to Hell for ¢} o
they cannot help ! or (e which
It is not the part of a wife Legiflator ( i ;
own Laws 5 much lels to dglroygtlﬁm, b(y :g;llcglscil:r‘;r';ctz{ihﬁom e
;nu}ﬂ be a fault then in you, thus unjultly to reprefent the God of ejrllx.ﬁ’ .
ps the Covenant of Grace fet upon fuch a little Poing, as that the (elt
art of Infants cannot pofibly have any Benefit by it > So.you ¢ ﬁrcateft
;;it:zg; Inﬁ{xi}:l canlrlmt be ﬁgcd #nlefs they be Beliewers, afi/ae Siicd ;fgheo
. y call you a Covenant m: i & s
a Covenant of Grace? fure fuch abfolu?g; glv:g;flllgtl}{"ser?r]:s{im‘h s
venant are not very gracious, when the Non-obfervation 1;‘mlzy o
Damuation without remedy, and that of the lunocent too o Hemis
fucgo};‘ would .conderr.m thls inMens you would ablier to l;ear Or recej
( erms of Mans yet thus you make many believe that G eale
with the greate(t part of poor Infants,  God deal

Obje&, VL According to ; ;
Jour Dollrine the taking aw
of the old World and of Sodom, mas 4 reakt ﬁflerc_yd;ybilcj'fznb ;ﬁz’,:;

they lived :
Wi{l{?‘;; {,‘.” Age,  many of them might bave been damned Sfor

Anfw. The taking away by Death of 1
he ta ¢ he Infants of ¢ v
and Sa.:dam, is ncither an Inftance of Juttice nor Mexcy to {:lethonf‘tt EVatllld
Bmm, any more than the taking away thoufands of Infanes cla;1 b]c
eath throughout the World » For whenever they die, they are ta;{gl,l ay

way
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way from ALL EVIL TO COME, and fo it is always a Mercy®
and fuch was the Mercy of God to Infauts in the Old World and in Sodom®
But whenever they are taken away, we know it is for Sin, even that of
Adam,  And fometimes their Death is hattened for the Sin of their Pa-
rents, as in the cafe of David’s Child, and the O/d World, and Sodom 5
and thus their being taken away is always a Judgment : Aud the Judg-
ment lieth much in this, that Mens Pofterity is either quite cut off, or
much weakeried 3 thus was the Old World and Soden punithed, their
Succeflion was cut off,

And though it is true, if thofe Infants in the O/d Worldand Sodom had
lived to Age, many of them might have been damned for Wickednefs,
yet (not to infist upon the Prefcience of Almighty God) to ballance that,
itisas true that a far greater Muititude, infew Generations, both of In-
fants and others, which might have proceeded from them, might have
beenfaved. So that though we have no ground to doubt of the Salvati-
on of thefe dying Infants in the Old World and in Sodom, yet we may
feea jul: Judgment exccuted inboth, -

Objed, VII. Shouldthe French King deftroy all the Infants of the Pa-
gansy wauld not this be a Fudgment ¢ Sure had the World your Light
and Knowledg, they ought wot tobe forry for the [poiling of their
Cities, and depopulating their Countries. :

Anfiv. What if the French King (hould do thus ? j¢ follows not that
here is not a Judgment inall this, neither yet that God hath no Mercy
for thofe murthered Infants.

But pray confider, whilft we all condemn fuch Cruelty in Tyrants, we
muft by no meaus think or fay, that our gracious God, when the Tyrant
has murthered thern, will take thefe Infants and cait them into Hellifh
Torments : Were not this to reprefent Almighty God to be the worft of

“Tyrants 2

And let no Man murmur againft God for faving fuch Infants (orall
Infants ), who when Men have done their worft, he will prevent that
which would be far worfe to poor Infants than the worft that Man can do.
And though I may be fatisfied that my Child or Friend is gone to Heaven,
%-I'etl may lawfully be forry for both, fo that I forrow not as one without

ope.

F Object.
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Object. VIIL.  What fhall we make of Ephef. 2. 3, 12. And were by Na-
ture Children of Wrath, even.as others? That at that time you
were without Chrift, without Hope. If there be no Ground te
dowbs the Salvation of their Infants, is there nor Jome Hope ?

Asfw. ¥ grant that all Adim’s Pofterity with himflf were Children of
Wiath s and take that Wrath i as large a-fenfe as youpleafe, it hurts not
my Caufeatall : Scemg it is evident that Chrift abolifhed that Wrath and
Death, and brought Lite and Immortalicy to Light by the Gofpel, which he
preached to whole .Adam, Gen, 3. 15, and then took whole Adam into
Graceand Favours (o that till they, or any of them, become the Ser~
pents Seed, they (tand in-a State of Favour and Grace, which fhall deli-
ver them from Wrath and Death. ‘And it is moft certain, #o Infant is
theScrpents Seed, it being out of his Power to beget them to behis Off-
{pring, feemg they are.out of thereach of his Temptations during Infan~
cy.  Howbeit this Place, Ephef, 2. is beft interpreted of the Adult or
grown Perfons, for thefe, of whom it was faid they were without Hope,
@<, itis faid, they were.dead in Trefpaffes and Sins, and walked according
10 the. Courfe of this World, accovding to the Prince of the Power of the Air,
whicl now worketh-in the Hearts of the Childven of Difobedsence , fuch as
kad their Eonver [ation inthe Lufts-of their F. Lefb; fulfilling the Defires of the
Flefb, and of the Mind: And S O were by Natiire the Childven of Wrath.

But what is all this to the innocent:Babes of -the Geniles ? they were
niot thus the Children of Wrath, no nor out of the Covenant of "Grace,
as inade with _Adam, having never abufed the Grace of that- Covenant,
So that there was Hope ( or Ground efiHope ) concerning the dying Tn-
fants of the Gentiles, whether their Parents underftood it or not : but
10 Hope concerning, themfelves, confidered in their wicked Courfes.

Neither cculd the Hope of thefe Gentiles ( when they believed ) con-
cerning their Infants, fland upon the fame Grounds on which their awn
Hope was founded, {eeing thefe were faved through Faitl, and built up
an Habitation of God through the Spirit, Only this is very true, they
now underftood the Riches of God’s Grace to Mankind, and that God
had pitty for them, when they were dead in Trefpafles and Sins.  And
therefore they could not rationally doubt of his good ‘Will' towards theix
dying Infants: For fiill his unwillingnes to cgieﬁroy the a¢tual Sinner,
is Argument enough that he will never deftroy the innocent Child etex-
nally,

What.
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What. Hope theye is of all Infants entring, into Heaven (however it
may be hid from the Pagans) is: ev;dem.’enough from_ our Saviour’s
Speech s Ewcepe ye bo converted, and become s distle Children, ye fhal
in no wife enter-into the. Kingdom of Heavens Now.fuppofe 1 take the
Infant of a Jew or Pagan for my Pattern, and labour that my.Converfa-
tion may anfwer to fuch a Precedent, in point of Innocency, Hurmllt)!,
and Simplicity 5 will not this as well accord the Intent of our Saviour’s
Words, as if 1 took the Child of a Chriftian for my Pattern? certes
it would..

And indeed our Saviour here fpeaks as much for our Comfort concern-
ing all litele Childrens Capxcity, to enter into Heaven, as for any one
of them; as alfo when the Apolile exhorts us, s touching Malice, to be
s Ghildren 5 Does he not hereby juftify the whole in that State of Infan-
cy to be devoid of that Evil? And why even.of‘o'ur felvcs do we not-
judg what is right ? Could any Man from :the Beginuning to this Day,
bring the leaft Charge again(t one Infant more than another? Unles God
by Miracle fhew fome fpecial Power wpon them, no Difference can be feen
in them in point of Innocency. wodin

e Lovil
Object. 1X.  But have you not forgotten tharlyou told ns you do not
donbe but the Promifes made to the Seed of the Righreous, and
the Promifes of [hewing Mercy to them that love God, remain mi-
revoked ¢

Anfiv. 1have not forgotten that, but fill believe that there are many
more Bleflings pertaining to the Seed of the Righteous, according to the
Texts by you alledged, than to others. And that they may be better
conlidered, T will {et that down in Words which you write in Figures;
Pfal. 102,28, The Children of thy Seryants fhall continney and their
Seced fhall be cffablifhed before thee. )

This had doubtlefs been the Portion of the Sons of God in the Days of
Noab, had they not finmed with the reft of Mankind : Pfal. 103. 17.
The Mercy of the Lordis from everlafting to cverlafting, to then that
Jear him, and bis Righteonfnefs to Childrens Children, to them thas keep
hus Covenant, and remember bis Commandnments to do them. Prov. 20.7.
The jwt walketh in his Integrity, bis Children are bleffed aftr him.

Now whut do thete Places prove? {ure nothing lefs than that no Infants
fhall be faved, but the Infants ot Believers, &6, aid it not, ]mw.dov they.
fuit your Cafe ? They prove indeed that God wil! bleis the Poncmyl(j)i

F o2 his
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his faithful Servants if they keep his Covenant, and remember his Com<
mandments todo them: 1 think Dawvid well expounds this Place i Pfal.
37.25. And yet1 grant, though you prove it not, that there are very
many other Bleflings (even in Infancy ) does attend the Seed of the
Righteous,

They being a Seed of many Prayers, and devoted to God from the
Womb, as far as their pious Parents has Authority to do it 3 whillt, God
inows, others aredeftitute of thefe Bleifings, being croffed and exorcifed
among the Pedobaprists, and offered to Malech among the Fews, and:
the like-among the Heathens. And yet for all this, I.can fee no Ground
to think that the righteous God will punith with Hellith Torments thofe
dying Infants for the Wrong which their Parents have done them,

It being inconceivable how it can ftand with his Attributes, cither of
Mercy or Juftice, both which mufk have Effect. upon them : His Juftice
hath its Effe&t on Infants-in Difeafes, Sicknefs and Death. Now either
his Mercy muft have Effect upon dying Infants in the nexe World, or ot
atall, if notin that World, how {Inall that Saying be true s His tender
Mercies are aver all bis Works 2 Will he never fhew tender Mercy to In-
fants, who only lived to cry and die in this World, and muft they now
die eterally in Hell 2 Is this your tender Mercy to Infants ? O ye cruel
Pedobaptists!

©bje@. X. If the Blefing of Abraham came upon the Gentiles throngh
Faith, Gal. 3. 14. how does it reach to the Infants of the Gentiles
whick.do not believe ? .

Anfw. 1-told you-that the Bleffing in-refped of Eternal Life-was not
peculiar to Abrabam and his Seed, but was made as well to Adam and his
Seed, .and {o common to Mankind, and may well be called the common
Salvation, being derived from Chrift promifed, Gen. 3. 15. (before 4-
braham was ) who is therefore the Saviour of all Men..

Iudeed Abrabam, and fo all Believers, have many things in fpecial
or-peculiar Bleffings, asa People engaged 'in the Dutics of - Religion :
Whilft Unbelievers are under a wrathful Sentence, becaufe they neglect
{0 great Salvation.  But all this concerns not dying Infants, who neglect
a0t this Salvation, and fo forfeit not.their Right to that common-Salva-
tion obtained by Chrift for Mankind.

11 Gal. 3, 14. the Apoftlefpeaks of the Promife of the Spirit, which
as it concerns the Church under the Gofpel-frame, .does not concern

Iufants, .
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Tnfants. It being underftood of a greater meaflure of Wifdom, and
Power to walk in the. Paths of Righteoufnefs, than was ordinary under
the former Teftaments 2 Tém. 1.6, Gal. 3. 2,3,5,7. Gal. 5.25.

Nor can you with any fhew of Reafon fay, that I make the Salvation,
of Infants run in a flethly Line, feeing I derive it only from the free
Grace of God, manifefted in-the Lamb [lain from the Foundation of the
Werld, to take amay the Sin of the World,

Nor dolconlider Adam in a State of Nature, but as under a Cove-
nant of Grace, from whom the fecond Adam muit in time proceed as
touching his Flefh, and therefore his Defcent is reckoned from.him, Lk,
3. 23. totheend. 1In this fecond Adam, the Repairer of Mankind, do
1 place the Salvation of all Men. And of the Infant-Race, 1 fay, their Title
to this Grace is not tyed to Man’s Will, to finthem out of it at their
Pleafure, nor can the Devil himfelf deprive them of this Grace of Life.
And therefore they being thus written in the Book of Life, and not be-
ing under the Sentence of. the Book of Confcience, they cannot be hurt
of the fecond Death,

Towhat you fay about God's putting the Salvation of Infants ont of
kis own Hand. 1lay, that though he put the Salvation of no Creature
out of his own Hand according to my Opinion; yet when he firetched
forth his Hand to Gain-fayers, as Rom. 10. and gives them the- Word
of Life, and they put it from them, A% 13. 46, Then Men may tru-
1y be faidito have a Prize in their Hands, and to put it from them, even
the Salvation of their Souls,

And then I pray confider, that if their putting Salvation from them--
felves, be equally or really a putting it from their Infants (as that muft
be your Opinion, or elfe we differ not) then T fay, according tc your
Opinion, God fuffers Mén to danw poor Infants whom he would fave,
Seeing, according to your Doctrine, had the Parents believed, their Infants
fiad been in the Covenant of Grace. But now for their Fathers Sin ( for
what you fay of their own contracted, is but a Fable ) they are left by you
in the Kingdom of the Devil to fuffer with the Devil and his Angels
for ever. Now this dreadful Doctrine can never be proved by the Scrip-
tures, though fome have affayed to doit.

I Aind indeed Dr. Fulk faying, That Calvin holdeth all Infants wnder-
the Sentence of Eternal Damnation ;5 only he admits, that fuch Infants
as are Elett and born again by the Spirit of God, may be faved, But1l find
no Proof, that any Infant, dying (o, is xeprobate to Eternal Damnation:
The Scripture fays no fuch thing. .

+ Indeed-
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Indeed Diodate would have us believe that God calt Efan ( even before -

he was born) out of his Love as a Father « But here is no Proof, For
if we fhould admit his Glofs upon Roem.:9, 13. ;yet we are tocon-
fider that God knew what Efa wonld be in tiive, and did here fore-
fhew what in time fhould be done concerning him. Efan lived to be
aMan, and a very finful Man,. God knew all this before, Efax is not
to be ranked with dying Infants, therefore the Inftance of Efaw is nothing
to the purpofe. And this Inftance failing, as it evidently doth, I am
fure there is not the leatt thew of Proof in the Scripture for the Dass-
nation of Dying Infants. And thercfore no Man ought to believe fuch
firange Dodtrine, nor trouble the World nor Church of God withit.

When our Saviour denounces the dreadful Sentence of Hel’s Damina-
tion, he direts his Speech to Hypocrites, and grievous Sinners. But he
has better things in ftore for poor Infants; teflifying thac to rthem be-
longs the Kingdom of God. Inlus gracious Arms therefore we fhall leave
all dying Intants, for the obtaining that Bleling of Life, without which
they are more wretched than the fallen Angels , for they had once a
blefled ftate, but proudly fell from it. Buthere it is poor Infants are
above thefe Angels; Infants have a Redeemer, but the fallen Angels
have none.

Glory te God in the Highft for bis free Grace
towards all Dying Infants , and let all good
Chriflians fay, Arnien,
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