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. " Mr, Baxter more Real. p.6s.

one thas woild Arriveas certainty,andnot deseive himfelf and
. othersy is to beginat the bottom, anddifcernthingsintheir ﬂmrc[l and maff cor
win Evidences, and afterwardiatry the 8y- -Objettions-as beis able: Andnot te
’ .Ponﬁrﬂ' wpon ihe Obietted difficnltics, and judge of all the canfe by thafe.
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The QUARIST Examined,
) o,

Fifty Auti-Queries Jerioufly Propounded to
the People called Presbyterians, &e,

Fresbyteriaty
Query 1. Wyerber wider the Covenant of Worksy if AdaiR

Wad not fiemedy Tnnocemts honld not have been
holyto Gody and’ [o Membars of the Tveens,
Church or Kingdo of God 2 R

Bapriff,

fdmiqmy 1. Whether this be not a g:‘olm‘t;l'cfs and unlearned
Query? for fecing the'word Chiirch, as ufedin the Holy Seri«
‘prures, fignifieth A %«)p]e Called ont, namely, fromanother people
“sut of wharprople (htld they have been called, had thie whole
worldBeenin the flate of itilocency 2 And [eeingno man can'teld
whetherany man Houldhave had Authority commitsed to him' in
matters of Refigion, or whether God fhould immediately have ex<
erciled hisown Government 3 Neither yet in what capacity child
dren fhould have come into'theworld,whether endowed with know-
ledge or, otherwife ; whether therefore.itconcern or become any
wmiair;‘solet Nis fancy fove sBout'in fuek an unknowr and uknowable
“eale.  And'thtréupon, v Sliggeft igly Infants flioutd be eond
" eden’dor riotconcern’d irf thitrers of Religion 7 . And how-can dny,
-5ehifg He ‘conefuded from filch an Imagination, &5 imitable fof us
“abravy Infint Church-merblétfhip 7 And whether we aie nos m{: 16
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have a badfuperftrudture, when the foundation is ameer fancy >

 Presbhytetian..

Query-2. Whether Godwas any more obligedto ovder it fo, 1hat the
Children of Rightcoxss Parents [honld have beer boyn with all the Pera
Sebtions of thesr Parentsy and enjoyed the fame Privtledyesytban hewas

obliged 1wmaking the Covenant of Gracey to graus-that Infants fhould
be of the fame Suciery with their Rarentsy and have the Iupunivies of
that Seciety. i :

Bapriff.

Autiguery 2. More qbliged : Whether it be novin, vain-to fup-
pofe, that God waeobliged at allin cither of thofe cales, fecing heis
abolutely free to do whatfoever he pl-afeth with his own?  And
whatground hav. youtd believe, thattome Infants were more con-
¢orp’d-then others inm eters of Religion, by vertue of any Gover
nant made-with. Adon 2 And what locicty was afants capably of
swith dam,. by vertue of any Covenant made with him after his.
fall ? Coriyche Scriprure iy filent as tothele mattersy

Presbyterian.

Query 3. Whether. e hve ayy veafony swhenthe defign of. Redems
_prion s the magnilying of Love and Gragey. to think, that Laye and
Graceare Jomuch lefs wuder the Gof pel 0 the Members of Chri j],r}w
i :éqd.r,r the Law 1o the Membersor Sged of Adam, . s that. then all the
Seed Jhould have partakenof the fame Rleffinzs with. their rightzons
Parents, and now they fhall all be curued pns.of the Sopietys, mwhereof
_Xhe Ravents ave Memhers 2 R

Baptiff.

Antignery 3. Whetlier,you your felves do.not Jffin the magnid
Aying Love of God.in I\IQWYRC %qnpti% qwhilgﬁ"i}qg.r?{’p& ?f&ﬁ-
- Jants you woyld reftrain it to éhc.,ﬁsd..of‘ fuch Dagents 3 a7¢ in Go-
Ygpant with Ciod, ya. po fuch Ipfants aspartake ich ghea in,Pra-
' Bils of Rliiqo, which you G ba agenlb e,

(ffﬁ/'mf-xo.u
] peals:

¢(3)
Spenk of: But who denies any -Bl}fﬁng to: fofants underthe Gol

fpel, whichwaytheir portion under the Law made:with Adam? And

thow. wege Infants Members of the focicty of theifead-of «Adwmy
rore then of thefocicry of the Zapifh?. dhew thediffayencedf- you.
€ifle

Presbyterian,.

© Quexy. 4. Wherher thofigh ouv: Linoceyey b lofty Puvents beiios i
-venits Pilly and bave.novas mpch vi-teveft ip Ghildren, vand whesher God
vhaverevesfed shisnatiral Ordes 21and: if:God change not.kis Ovder
(wharain, whether Darents be not as capable of confenting. to.grace fary

Mheir childreny s theywere of boing sunocens Sorshen. .

Buptiff..

Sdnrigquery 4 Whethert“erebe any tharqueftion whethieriPa-
“pents Le Parencs ftifl, or what need of fuch Enquiries? - Or what
duryou mean by Gads aaural Order 2 If vonlmean-na:um! Re-
ligion, then thew us what h)fan:s Are houndro inmattersof Reki—
gionbynatu.c, or what this natural Order ties Parents 10 do to-
their Infanes, vporthe accothicvf. Praicals in Reiigion,which we
omit? And wheiler Parents could be innocent for xh.eir Infants,
-i¥ cheir Infantsswere not.innocent as well as:thiey ? and ifimot; how,
fhould their confenting to grace be the Childs confenc? And whe-.

. sher,it will not as well hold rerro, that the Parens conferting (o

wickednefsis the;:Childeconfent?  And whether this:do .not. give
he, Darents the powerto fave oy damn their Infants? And can’
fucf; Ceuncils ftand with the Wildom, Juftice, or Mercy.of.
God? '

Dresbyterian.,

Query 5., Whether Fufants be not included én the. firft-Edition of
- 2he Cavenam of Grace madewith Adam ? (Gen.3.15.) Whether un-
Iefs it can be proved that Ynfants are none of the WomansSaed,we mufk
ot take.thar, Fundpmental Promife vo extend vo Infants?" Aid  was
rfbe not.beyeby ebliged to bt her [elfy and all_her- Infant-Progeny in
+9he Redeamer’s drmyy.againgt the Proclaimed -Enemsyy and io xcrzh
B o .
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Doy Bofteritytodo thelikes And did ihey not continng vifible A
bers of Chyifts Avery and Kingdors, 1i8 fiich time as they vieldred that
Fundamsentdl Obligation, and ar the Seedof she Serpents fenghs aguinft
-Cliriff and ns Kyngdom , for-Saran med hiir Kingdow f

ders'ﬂ.'

Antiquery 5. Whether the Baptiftsdo otas clearly aflert Ind
“fants Right 1o'the Grace of God inthe ficlt Edition-of the Cove-
nant, madle with Adam, as-atiy whatfoever 7 Aod if by the Seed of
.the Woman you underftand all that are faved, who then queftions
Infants belonging tothat feed ? But where is the Womanbotnd ¢o
Litt her Infants.in the Redeesers Army, or where fhall we finde
them vifible Members of Chrifts Army in the i/t Edition of the
Covemint?  Are not thele meer words without Authority of
Scripture? or where did Infants ever fight for, or againft the Ser-
pene 2 and it not, why 'do you make thiem the Sced of the Serpent,
and Fighters agaioft the Kingdor of Cbhrift? And if yonfay, yon
fpeak notthefe thingsot Infints guatalisy Then whether you have
nog transfers 'd the Queftivn, and [o iv is Mupertinent 2

Presbyterian,

= Qery 6. Pi%hatler in thae fivft Praclwmation of Gracs to fallen
wian,or 10 the fir 8 Promife of Redemprion to fimnrrs, Gan.i 3:1q. Jn
Drfant of the ¥ omatr be. ot Prowmifed 1o-bo Goneraly ardfleadof dhe
Church? Audwhechar the Brom feof tan Infine Head, anl nos de-
clave Godr Mindy that be will have Jofants Mumbers, bisasfe fie
Head is the pripeipal Memberyire,

Bapeift,

Anmtiguery 6, Whether Cheift in his Infancy was not as truly

-God-as Man 2 and whetlier there he'any Parley Betiveen €he in-

fants you [peak of antt Chrift. fecing he was ablé eventhento fan-
qu th the greatet Adverlary.?

And i?f ot

the faved, whodauhred hug Infants weydof the thumtd‘(.‘.‘hu“.lt"'c

. Lyt how doth.it follow, thatall thagargtobe faved Oﬂgh(in;ﬂ'u f
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mitt:d to pradticat Ordinances in(lshu v.fible Church?  feeing then
all Infants ¢ for ought youknow) have the fame rvight, which yet
yondiny 3 butwhyio? are you fure they are noc wihin the
vergeot Chrills Redemption ? :

And though Cbrift wasonce an Infmr, yer where do you finde
tha be wasthen aMember of die Gofpel Churdv 2 Way e nog
borm wudder the Fow 2 Gty 4o and bors Neng of the Jows, Mat,
2 1. and acemding to che thae of (e Jow fh Church, an Infam
pugh be botha Mombzrand e Prince 3 And was oo the Kingly
Otlice inffraela Typeof Chrift 2 Bur what 5 this to he order and
Qare of the Churely vrder the Golpel 2 And tur ber thor ehChrifk
an Infanz wastorn Huad of the Church asaforefutd, yer iali Ine
Lan; fotey he did novinterweddle with the exerafe of the fe.f
yar.of hs Avhority,  And thon whoher it benot mo: e retienal
t Dy, tha lecing Chirilk the Flead ¢ the Church did not adially
yofl iy, oratlkaftnos uly any parcof that Pewer, asan Infant, or
while hewasanInfang 2 Ies eherefore inrealonable, thet Infams
(luppe”n . .h_y were ay truly born Memb.rs of his Church, as he
wasborn Kingof the Jews ) thould bevencern’d in the 2Qcal pof-
{ufion of Grda ancesin Infancy 2

And wha if we grantibar Infants ma s be difciples by defignat-
on, n Chrift was Kine, Priefand Prophe: by d fignation, ( ho gh
the Cafesnotal ke calic to prove) yet feeing Chiift way mata Pro-
rhet(as you confels) sm wéta exercotr, how came youto be [0 bold
to bring infants tothe ox rcifeof Baprfin? - And why can you ot
ra:hercontert ynur folvey with the defignuion or ded erion of your
Infars ta God by Prayer, and make them ditciples iv affu exercito,
whentheyaveable 7 And whaher you may not as well repute
th mthusamong dileiples, and as fafely conclude’ them 1o be in
the Covenant of Grace. and of the Redeained Church without Ba
ptifm, as without the Lo*ds Supper?  Sithies f3id, Excepe ye eat of
the flufhof the Sov of Gody and drink_lus blovdy ye kave no life in yous
aswell as it is faid, Excepr awnin beborn azain of water 3t €, he'van-
vot enter 1w the Kinedom of God,  And whether Dr, Tayler, a
Learned Pedobaptift do not ingenionfly confcfs, That the «ri; of
Manis notable po Mew.a difference intheie cafes ? )
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Pre:byterian;,

(‘J_::ry';i. Why ave thefe two Tirles piec an thofe tswo diftinf! Genea.

vatzens, (vl the Pafteriry af Carnyamd she P fheviry of Seth) calling
sne the Sors f Guy pad the ett o tne Adunghrers of ey
£nt that she onewass a Geniration feparated from the Charch Jrom
thew firtlyy Clhesr Progensrers bemg cafl owt befere them) whonthe
orher wad the feca of Samtsnok caft vary Gre.

BclP'i“"-

Antiyu, 7. Whather this Text Gen.6.2. benot wwbiguens, info-.

much thae your ovin Dadtors are not agreed abort the Expefition:

thereol?  But fuppefiug it to refpeét the Pofterities of Cun ard.

Se by vt whether it canbe meantof Infants, lecing they cominizeed
none of thele s, in taking Wives, &, And whether your Expeo-
fition do not damin all Infants proceeding from Cuiw s Polterity, and
conteqient'y all the lufaat, of all Nauons which profafs not the
true Religion 2+ i

And tuppofing that the Infants of podly Parents are in fome [vnle
more immedizeely related to the Church, then the Infantsof Pa-

grans by realon of the Prayers and Defigiatron of their Pavents, and

the opportunitivs of Educaciont yer what makes this for any afiual
articipation of Ordinances in the Church,and what one Ordinance
did the Fufunes of thele Sons of God partake of 7 And Sith the
Scripture iswholly filint of any fuch thing, whither this do not
more ftrongly conclude againft Infant-ba; tifm then for w?  And
whether it b needful to fay any thing to the litier part of this
Query, fecing we grantall, andlemching more then chis Texewill
prove, though we deny then adtual righe to Ordinances 2 And
whether the common or equal overthrosw of thele Generations, in

relpedd of the Infants of both, do net evidently fhew, that as to the
bulinet> of their falvation,. they were in the {ame condirien ? And
thenwhaher it be faf for us 10 corclude, that the wickednels of
any Progenitorshave any further eff:é upon che Infaot-ch Idren

then to expole them to external calamities, lecing Chyift died tore-
deem :h%m from the conidemnation brought upon them by Adam?
Rem. 218,

Cen. ¢, 2.,

Pres- -

L

R,

Presbyteriam

Query 8. Whether it was mot the [pme Chrarch Lefovry and after
Abralamsesome, ks war edled the Tents of Semé Gen. 19, 27.
Woas wer tire Yewilh Church deampnased e Teaer of Semp A
docs 1 net hewes eppeary  thar the (A‘/s,-n-cb.Priw'hdgu n;}]‘:b.rr
Fcople dick mot bewini wirh v frum Abiabam, hue thattber were b fori?
And howwas st the fomt Coneen tinst was of Sun, and of Abralam,
tf st had ot t b fome fore of Mewmpersor AMarersnds? G,

B,lPrrf.‘.

il
Antign, 8. Thoughit be true, that the Church is chefame in:
fome fence, from thebeginnngob thewarld tothe endty yot why-
ther itmay not truly be faidalio, not 10he the Gimein dovees re-
fpets 2 And whethirthe Covenant as made wighy Ao by Gor 9,
do nstdufter from the Covenant as o ¢ wah Adim, thonigh both
was made vth ol mapdyed, andis alfirmed to by the € venant of
Grace by Mr, Huvrer, And wit-ther thare was not yet @ fucther
d:fference boewzen thele znd the Covenant as made witly Ay, haw?
Gerorg, tha former hemnp madé with all mankind, and nzyer yet
abrogated, (asfaith Mr, favrer), The other was made with Aiva-
ham and his Seed, diftind from the reftof Mankiut, tmg as they
fhoutd be Profeliced thereto 2 And though th: Church may b de-
neminated the Tents of Shew, b alvhefore and wfeer Ahrabon,  yet
whether thes conclucle there was to be no alicration  of the ftat:
ot the Church wnder thele vmes relpuélively 2 And whe-
ther in anyol the Tenis of Shew, before Abrakanms tine, fo muclh
asany o7¢ bnfane cai be found adwitecd toh: Pradlical Parcof any
Ordinance in the Church. which was peeuliar t6 hee as fuch (for
as touching Prayer, itis a moral dury,"and to be made for all.
m:n.)  Andiwhether tms hotdly o fuppo'e a thing withaut the -
lealt (Rew of proof, Dbe nora plain brpping the main thing in Ques .
fiion ? -
And thovghic bz never fo true, that the univerfal redeemed
Church cenfilt of the fame Materials inall Ages, yet whetherithe
notevident that that God made a diff:rence, as to the timeof dif-.
penfing Ordivances tothem?  As6ril no Pra{ticah_,-g
Ca %
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i u(t!cldi('pcpfcﬁ to any Infant that wc)rcad of till Abrahams tim: bor Presbyterian
" and though then Circumcifion was ordamed for Males, yetoot for ) o » s i Pyaof 4 ; el
L all the Male Children, for all under cight days of Age wy;rc probi- Query 70, Whether {her: lm‘ng w‘f:{"; fé:ff;&&f"‘f/’/’:;;;&’i;
I bued, and yet you grane they werein thar Covera, nor any Rite 1 fants Church-Member{bip, bus ”0"";’:”[) pe £ of . b all fpeaks
atall for the Females, who yet were of the fame Church? And Gen. 3, that makes iy mention of the gurmg :g 0 ft5 begine
; whether under Mofes they were not admitted to other Rites alfo, ing of st as sonew things we ”‘f”,‘ "M'E_m“;mﬁ"m(’ 4 S
a>the Paffeover, Sacrifices and other holy Fealt, of the Jews ! We ping, whick from Gen 3. 48 before [pokes of |
2'( therefore ask you why the Infants of converted Gensilesare not4n Baprift
%t ;\ifgol?(l ac{ondit'ullnf w'x'thm{n any Rire or Ceremonyy as the Infitts aprite
1 of all the faithful from Adwm to Abrabam?  And vhether thoie . . ; o
Infants before Aorabam were not as happy as the Infants of Abr.r- “Ansigi. 10, Why do you fay that .(”.’(’! 3ils' ‘s;:dic;émmg&;
ham 2 Anldthen dodh it not follow, chat the Infants of faichful of Infants Chur(h—'Mcmbrrﬂllp, (Ot.hﬂ[Wl ck't lsn lnfa;:\ts Cfmr.:h-
Gentiles, areashappy without Circumvifion, or ary other Rite Is here the leaft hint of your modlg ? ma: I\nbicthcm to any Or-
or Ceremony whatfocver, as Aorabans -whs urler a Ceremony, - Members, that is, doth this place bic youln('m ade pith  Adam
‘feeing Gotl hath not ohliged thew to any in'thedays of the Gofpel, — * dinance?  As for the gracious Covenart here m;& [y with Mr.
o fince the Abiogativno! the Law and Circumcifion ? ! dowe not grant that it extends to Infants, yea, we lay .
' Butek, it was nevet pbrogated ?
Presbyterian, N . A ‘
Presbyterian.
‘Query 9. Whoether if we could hew sna svritten Law or Promife . . ;
At ﬁmco‘{;ﬂinuizﬂg the Dy, or gramting 1he Previledge of (;ImrcI{- ! Query 11. I it ot nmr,wj.ho‘mzi{c,. /r!gn/l tc};tht;:/Z:l:;: ,ff] ”Gf':::i
Member(bjpy it were the leaft difparagemsent to our. Canfe, as long as wade to Abrabam rhc Father 0ff ”" ’”" hfuly 'rfr thar Gen 3 ‘
we.can. ﬂ;/:w thofe following Laws which prefuppofe thu?  If Moles for Church- Mombers? A‘Htl was ' ;.ur the fywt:t e ”M- C :v{-:
attheendof thar 2000 years the Church of God bad bin withonr any But su fome things cleartior apenes § H‘erc;)mr Zt er ¢ W
written Law, fownd ll the Infunss of Church-Adembersin psffeffion of yant of Grace and free ]nﬁ:ﬁmngn by F d;’) '"].'S' ’d tc;”mr hend In<d
this bon-fit * whar weed s thereof a new Law about 12 Or why * did not the Covenant made to Abraham s bis ej ’ "”}ﬂ’ ;m'fcl e
{oguld Gad promf t s e thing ? fants ¥ And fhould not the [ame R;’owfﬂ,l ;; preffed more concsfely-ve
Tl : - ’ epoknded by the fame expreffed move fully? 4
' Bupnﬂ. . )
. Bapr/ﬂ‘.
Aniqu.9. Whether if there be any fuch Law, you would net , _ {Crace did
fave (hewed us where it i<;long ere thisday 2 and whether you do ~.An.11.Thoughitbe Unqucﬁxor_mablc that theCovenant oft 1‘3‘-'.;
'npt'nowgl'ﬂ”“"."m& there is n@ fuch written Law:?. And what ~ extcnd to Infants, Gen, 2. 1533 w:l_l asin 4@ubm:;xm??rchtnt e;:
n-ed You thys to guery, feeing we deny no lawful thingto Ipfants, wasa vaft difference in refpeét of Ceremonics, An d w ".t““ﬂr t ?
¢ohe done for them by their godly Parents, but only oppole your diffeience between the Buapt:ffs and Pedobaphifts be'not chitfly (i

domg b for whichyoubave no Law ? , not oily | about impofing Ceremonics upon Tnfarits ! And whethier

i S¢ .Godl did ever

' . it be not evident that what Ceremonis the W‘b d,l\of sod di ‘

DPrese We ‘dbedting ' ime of sheir du<

Pf :' f affign tonfaats, we allow them, rdpeéting'the sime of cation,

~

v
.




ration, and only oppoefe you: impofipg Ceremonics upon Infants;
for which you canalfign'no Authority in the Holy Scriptures, as
is confefled by many Ledobaprsfis,  See Mr, Baxiers Cure p.7.

Presbyterian.

Query -12. Whether (though the Hebrews bad their Peculia-
ities ) vt beat all cvedsble, chat the Lifunts of that one [rzall Countrey

only fhonld be [0 d.[ferenly deide with by Gody  from all the World elfey |

evenFnoch’s, Noah'sy Sein’s, and . Jl from Adam ro the end of the

| World, that thefe Infanss only fhanid be Churoh-Membersy and na

others,

BJP! ﬁa

Antign. 12, Whetlir this Query (as indeed almoft all the reft)
do not.nil" the true-ftatc of the Cale, fecing the £y ffs may and
do ma good!ence acknowledge Infants to b relared to theChure? )
wiz, by Redomptsory Piaus Dedicateon toGod ¢, And {eeing you
grant the Hebrew, had-theirPeculiaities,in what thing could it be
but in cxternal Rites andCerentonics,efpeeially concerming Infantss
‘And théw us, if youcan, any one Nationunder Hyaven, from the
beginning of the World 1o thigday, to whom God gave any Law

* gobting their Infants to any Rites cither Legal or Evangelical. And

fith Circumcifion was for¢ibly put upon Infants, weask whether
.you beab'e to prove, thatany.Perfon whatfocver are to be forced
to Baptifm, which Auguffine tells'us, Iufints do firive againf?
with grearerying, from whence He infers they have no Faith,  Lib,
AcPegcar, Mr, ¢ Reobifichapa8 ° '

Prgsbyterian.

Query 13, What éfm{ bemore abfurdythen to maintain a Tranfient -

Fatt (as Mr. T. hath done ) making Infunts Chyrcl - Membersywithe
out gy Law, Prowifz, or.Covenant-Gra it of God giving thew R on?
Whether & Gifs that was nesjer given be nor.a contradiftion ? (V.p.32
3530 4414 5,151.). ,A;d if there was any [uch Promife, or Coues

wiant-Grist of Infants Ghirch-A gwhgr ik whiny g7 whete pes st
a ! i B‘P‘:

Fewoked 2

a

B

H? | ’ \‘ ) ! ‘ (1)

E;‘pn'ﬂ.

“Antiqn.1 3. Whether thefe things be furely fuggefted againft
Mr.T, andwhether you ought not to have fut down his opinion in
*isown wordy? and whether he doth not mainly oppole tumfelf a-
gainfb Mr. Baxre’s Pretended Law for tnfant Ch‘urch-Mcmbe‘thxp
and Baptifin, whiles yct he denies not Infants a faving Promule, or
the Prom:feof favinp Preprieiyin God. Auvipedobapr, 3. Part.p.3 3.
_And whether that Book was ¢ver anlwcered by Mr. Baxrer, 05 GVRE
will, by any other 2

Peeshyterian,

; A  thofe
wery 14. Wasit onlythe Lifunts of the Hcbrews, or o ¢
'ha?wzgm their nbfoimeyd:jpof(, thas were Church-MemberstV Vere

wos the Jufants of free Profelites Churcha Members tov.?

B(ll)!tﬂ.

Antigh. 14, Whatneed of this Query ? who doubts but that
2smany others as became Jews by being Profelited to the Law,
were Circumeifed according tothe Law? But where 40 yo! fiud,
that anys either-Jews or Gentiles,when they were b}ap;m-:d,lmcl any
gbligaion 10 baptize their children and fervantsallo 2

Presbyterian,

© Query 1§.¥ Vs it hot then the Dty of all the Nations yannd 41
bant, that could bave Informatscs of the Tewifh Religion, te engage
them/elvesy and theiy Children to God by (,'xrcnmftﬁqn ?

And did not many of the People in‘Hcﬂcr s time becowse ]:e;y(,
Helt.8.17.  who yetwere mor wrder their Qay:rnmml? Aud is it
not well known, that this was to be cirewmcifedy they and their {’J_”"
ones (s the Profelites were) and [o 10 keep the Law of Mofus? - 12 -
g Andwhether thecirenmcifed Servants of ;1ra:l, ol .:iw;? f};_ fﬂ—
other Nation, andfaﬁpamndfrom the Cruil flare of Ifrac g 1?;1 L:{
womine ceafeto bo Churchemembersythangh they for(ook not God? .‘/1”
fo of the Infantsy if they were fold sn bif)'./z;cy ? Aid fo W,'“b”fd[:;‘:
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v fants wight not bs Chauréhamemberyy thas were not of the Yews Comvs
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tnonawealth #
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Baprift,

Anigu. 15. Although other Nations had the fiberty to becoms
Tewes, yetwhether they were under 1ulch an .obhganen, as thue
they muft become Jewesy or elfe not be faved, is worthy confideras
1 tion; and whether the contrary will not b found true, when the
L cale of Cornelins, Att.1o. and of the (jrn;ilcsf Rom, 2. ave ducly

confidered, whereas theoneis accepted as foaring Ciod angl work=

ing Rightcoufnefs, as muchas the frw upon the account of his ]m-l
: s(i Worthip?  And the other Geatiles gencrally, who did by Na-‘
ture the things.contained in the Law, were counted the Circums
cifion, fo as to judge the Jew, who only had the Circumcifi on in the
flefh? and not only to, but fo as to be accepted of_God, as far (at
feaft) asthe Righteouinefs of the Law would avail the Jew 7 Apd
whether the Infants of thef devout Gentiles was rot free from any
obligation ta Circumcifion, or any other external Ceremony? And
whether there be not an evident difference bct\.vem (h_c Law and‘ the
Golpel in this, the onc heing ﬁtF.'(‘ to the Jewifh Nation only, 10‘ as
2o be capable of an orderly oblervation therconly 2 And the Go-
fpel fitted lor the oblervation of all Nations equally, and eonfes
quently all Nasions equally obliged to the full and ordecly Prgq
fcifion thereof 7

!

Preshyterian,

Query 16, FWerenor the Uraclites Cliildren Members of the we
wiver [al vifible Churcky aswek a5 f the Congreg ation of Itracl.?

As bethat is & Member of the City is .« Member of the Kingdom
and apart of a parts is & partof the wh.ley fo was nos ever
member of the Jews Church alfo 4 Pember of Gods wmiverfal
Chrreh ¢ :

Baprift,
.16, Whether it be well frid io call the Ur-iwrfalChuxch":rx)ﬁ

(13) .
Anl whether the univerfal Churchi did not contain ma-
ny thoufands fuch, as Job, Carneli, ci-e, who were nzither Jews
by Nature nor Religion? Ard whether no Infanes might be faid to
b: Members of the univerfal Church, who were not Members of
the Jewifh Church ? and if not, how fhall they be faved, fecing
Chnt isonly the Saviour of his body finally ? '

Pre:byterian,

Query 17, Was there evey any prive Chisrchyor Ecclefiuftical Worl
Puppjry Sourcty eppaented by God iy all the World fince the Fall, bue
the Churchof Chrisi 7 Were ol Infants thevefore eithsr Member s
of Chrids Chprcl:, v of no Church of Gods fu/brufum 2 as nor
Nofes Chiifbs Ulber, and Mofes Crunch and Chrifts Clurcl e
ascoreing 10 Goa’s Inflisitgon i

B.ygrift

Antign, 17. Whether this Queary b= not eith=rcaptious, ot clfe
impertin:nt ? for thoughit fhould be granted, thar the Church of
Chrift was the fame in {ome fonce from the b:ginmng, yet who
know:not that che time and way for admilfion of the Mcmbers
thereof 10 vxternal Cereimontes, wasnotalways the fame 7 And
whodoubtshut the Church wasalways of Gods Inftitution? Byt
doth it therefore follow, that the Ordinances Inftituted therein,
belongs to Infants ? might they nothave the Pafleover, as well as
Circumrifion, inthe Moliaical Churely, and yet have neither the
Lords Supper nor Bapti‘m in the Chrifhan Chnrch ? you deny
them the ene, why may not weas well deny the other?

Baptifp,

Query 18. Whether w.as Abraham wade 4 Member of the Charch .
by Ci,-'g‘umwﬁau, or cirewncifed becanfea Member of the Courch ?
The likeof /,n‘/f.z{m_[m;"n inhis Honfe ? N '

And frow can the ceafing of Cis cumcifin prove Infams Chuych-
Memberhip ceafed, any more then it ¢an ﬁrave their Church-AMems-
berfbipbegan with Circismeifions, ‘or that Womwen were ner Church-

t E Mem
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Membersy becanfe ot eives: iy evthat all ltael was unchnrehed
b tle PP lderucfiywhin they wereane. v ameifed for foursy years 2

Baprift,

Awign. 18, Klthough Ab-ihow wasinthe Chivcl of God ef.’
fentially by faiel, yor whether lormally in b Coiteehfiorr,
vihich God was thra 2host totertle. il circumafed, will vor, 1
fuppofe, behaftily alfirmed 2 and how can [niangs befard to bz in -
the Church, as sbrabos then was, tecing they have nofaithas he
had ? Audwhetherthe Jewsflh Charch. ftate did not ceale dejare,
when Circemeifion (e ceafed # And then whether that flate of In-
Eae ChurchMemberdhip did not ato ceale? And like ai the
cealing of the Palleover e jure, wa- thecealing of Infants righe to
any (uch Ordinance,even lo we ask why the ceafing of Chreum. +linn
ar jerey isnoias trily the cealution o Infants right ro any ludy
Ordimnee 2 certainly, i Gods Ward atfign any Ordinanies in
ticu of the former, the place where “tiswritten would have bren
known to this day?

Pre:byterian,

Query 19. V¥ hether the blstivi of Abralam coufiFs mt chicfly
i thus, thae Gad Pramiﬁdm[m i God i Cavenant Wil byne, aue bit
Secd ¥ Al b ave the bl i Gertiles &offrd with [uftnfal A
bralam, ord Hleirs of the f.oue Pramsio, of their Infanes arc sot als
[0 cumpechended g che fame Covenant ?

Bapiift,

Aigr, 19 Whether thebleffiag of Aabox, (f youunder-
ftand itofcrernal fife ¥ were not the bleflias of the Fachers that
werebefora i 2 A b whether thathiciling did net, belong o
thirtnfacts?  Aud whether their Infanes were Paveakers with

ahzmin any Rites or Seramenies of infticured worthip? Amd i

agt, the, why s rou the fnfanteof the Gentiles partake ofthe
Bleling of . 0. thonph ooz concern'd in Rites or Ceremonics

. - Lk ihe bleffin s of adbral is condined ?
ot whether you thisic the bigthing of dbrains is contined to Ce-

‘relmonies

b

remoniirin relped of fnfunki, if to, Mew us what Ceremonics

theleare 2
Proshyterian.

Query 20. Whether ini thie gren Poaviife, Gen 124 3 Tovbes,
Kindredisy Favrilics, do et mofl ecin y vamprcheed fufaeed . 15
it s 1o frecds Fowslacs thoun the Fesfe s vnede before Clnff, s
goche fewilhthurcds 2 U85 worieas have e ta wnlerfland IFa-
witlies or Ivibes atliviivlf.y woca the fwae Promife 13 made 10 the
-Geariles ?,

Rapriff,

Amig. 20. Whether vou ought not to diftinguifh in- this
great Promute, the things which are crernal froon ghe things thae
Cwere bt for anme?  Apd shenwhether yoncon fiaens, thae all
the remporal blelfings, vites and ceramimiics, 0 cerm € vy Marion,
asitconceried the tead ol Ahrabaws whershe Bedb 2 Bty this
Piomufe you underftand foas the . Apoltle Pued dothy G4 o
th 1 ve dotbt not bt all the Kindrede of che Fath wecana'd
Jin ity and then whetvr we do nottilficien:ly comprze the ©oons
gilesthercin? - But how @n Abeahase Raros anld Coremonic: be
parzof iy bltfiug to the -Geatiles, which are ahrogated long
agu! ’

Precbyrenan,

v Query.xi, \Vr’iﬂ!){.’r_’ the fecond Crumerndimenty, If:{OL‘. 20 _5’,(‘.5.’
ol ;fu.f—coirr.fiu uﬂ.mm"{{ Pf'uw:'fr, mn!ri:ﬁa Y ¥ u_f'(}w.h K- foluti-
ou, eoncerning the childves of all thye tave hiws, whicher Tews or
 Gentiles, sowhews thes Covevnrdment belogs 2 winther Gl meqne
oth nior ehast bis Reovsbation to Pavears thay love or hete by fleil ele-
“tewd 10 their sbilidren s fich, wnlefs they imerragr i ar Mz by their
cown Aibsy nd of copliziv shildren.qua talesy shos wheeler 1ot io
Jufumts 2 ; ‘

£3 Ansign,




Bapti 1,

Ant.21. Whoever doubted e that Infants are advantaged many
ways,in the bleffingswhichGod be ftows on them that fear him?and
sccordingly greatly difadvantaged by the wickednefs of their Pa-
rents, evenfo as tobear their Fathers miquities many times, asis
evidentin the overthrew of the old world, (e Cities of Sodosm and
Famorrahyesc, yet whether the bleffing or mercy of eternal life to
nfants, depend upon the Paren:s love to God? And whether the
“amnationof Infantsdepend on the wickednefs of their Parents?
nd whether the bleffng. of the fecond Commandment belong

Jy. tothe Church as fuch. or whether all men that follow the
."ulesot Morality, are notwighin the reach ofthefe bleffings alfo ?

nd thenhow fhotdd infant Church-memberfhip and Baptifmbe

1 Dleffings of the {rcond Commandment feeing this Law conceras
YWmenasm bring part of the Moral'Law, andis not preperto
A¢ Churchenly ?

Presbyterian,

Query 22 FPhether airy without the Church are frcuredof 6ods
wercy by P omife? /]ud.w,/mh.;rmer‘c.y be not Pram,xﬁd 10 phe chif-
drenof the F ithfl as fuch? (See'Pial,102,28.and 103,17, Prov,
20.7.1{2.61.8,0 and 6§ 23 &c)?

Baptiff.

Autign.23. Whether God hath not faid that his ways are ~all
ceqyal 7 Angl whether this do pqtlccxnreknﬁnts of Gods mercy,
though.not baptized? (fer otherwife we fay Infonts are of the Re-
daemed Ghurch? when God farth, That theSon (hall not_b?ar .thc
iniquity f the Father, aad every one fhall brar his own iniquity,

.. Whether this bz not apromils of mercy toInfant Childrep, - and
‘thay in relpet of Féernil Life? And ‘whethier thes Juery bz not near
a Kin to that pofition of the Papifts when they fav,0ur - £ <heGhurch
thexs is no Sa'va1om, Reftraining thatword Church to Vifidle orA-

\Gual Profefors only?And why thuft thefe five quotations be .'appli‘i
el ;

. curedthe Church caufing many to blalpheme ?
, Vhe Jews lzwfully be married to Chrift, if Mofes was pot now re-

_ (17)
ed to Infants only, fith the things {poken of thefe Child
or Off-fpring, are moftly fuchas arepexcl.uﬁvc of Infam;; ?“n, Seeds

Presbyterian,

Query 23. Whether thefe Prowsifes in the making of them were

limsted s0 acertais
3 time When rhey were toceafe ¢ Qp
; 1’ whether th
bave been fince revoked ? f 7

Baptift.

Suppofe the'e Promifes yet remain, aswe doubt not bt they do,
fith they are not cntail’d upon the Jowsfh Nation, (at leaft the
three fict Quotations,) How will this avail to the peint in hand ?
Avreall the bleflings of God to the Infane Of. {pring of thofe that

fear him, &c, bound up in - {uppole 'ch-m crihi
Baptil'm,? P Inyour tuppoled Church-memberfhip and

Presbyterian,

Query »q. If it wason the Jews Rejection of Chrifty that they
were broken off from being Gods People, were thefe thoufands of Jews
that belicved in Chrift fo broken off 2~ If noty then whether were nos
the Childrenof all believing Yews Church-members in Infancy?  Or
o}bgrw}ﬁ’, was it ot [omewhat clfe then Unkelief thar brake thews
off ¢

Baptif?,

Amiqn.'zﬁ. Whether wasthofe that cried, His blogd be.upon us
and our Q!)xldrcn, thercby reje@ing the great Meflinger .of the
Cavenant,luftly broken off?  And whether.the renting of the Vail

- ofithe Temple, did not fhew the abrogation of the, Covenantand

the Legal Miniftry 2~ whether was Sl brokea off when he perfe.

And how could

moved, without being calledan Adulterels 7 And then whether
thofc thoufands of Jews which believed were no firlt broken off, fo
a8
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astoplead no longer upon this iffue, Weure Abrahams Childrown
tvearefree-bormy e And 10 took ugon Circumcifion and what-
focver was'pain to themon alegal accounty 1o be tofs for Chrift?
or isthere any othzr way 1o b: grafi:dn toth: Church of Chrift,
but by faith ? Wewih.refore fecing the Jews were inno better cale
then th” Gentiles, G come ifion being now nothing, cven asunoir-
cumafion wvas nothing, b.ta new creature? then whether all che
Infante of the lews yew o) to be m mbers ot any vifible Chuich,
fecing e Parents bad de joretoft thew Mewb.xlhip?

Presbyterian.

Query 25, Were nol the Infants ¢f the Chiiftian Jews the day
befare thew Canverfin Momber s of the Jewih Courch, and of Godds
ar soer ful Chinreky (of Whach the Jews wore boe apard § and dot kst nof
Josund fronzelys. that fuciy nfunts as were the day before Members of
th: Tewsth Clnreb, and of Godpunizefoud Churehy fronld be pur out
of the Yewilh and the whele vifide Chnre Iy by the faith of their Pa-
vents, sy without unbelief 2 Either it was a Mercy 1o be a Member,
of the Church, or not : Jf ot was sigmercy, then will it not fullaw,
that the wibelivuing Tews foft nothing byberngbreken off 2 If itwas
amercy, how did rhe Chriltians Chitdrou forfeir is 2

Baprift,

“Amtiqu, 2§, Whether we have not fufficiently fhewed, that
the Infants of the Juws were now ne Membzrs of theJewifl: Chur el
that being now abrogatad, and the Gotpel Church. ftate confirm-
¢d by the death of Chrift, and the pburing out of the Holy
Ghoft; neither could two diftinét Church ftates ftand toguther
dojure.  And then whether it be not-a preat miftake for the Q -
viit to fuppofle the Jews weore 4 part of ‘Gods univerfi! Church,
when in trnth they wereno Church at all 2 and therefore whe-

ther the wondck which he makes aboutthe Jews Infants whith -
belicved, be notgroundlefs ? And yet whether the Infants of the |

belicving Jews were notina fay better eftate, then when their Pa-

cents et vabelicuers <fh she Corfs phey then bad imprecated,

Was

} 4

was new removed 2 Alfo whether it) wasmot a ietcy, that bot ft
Parents and Infants were fer free from Circumeifion, v;hich what-~
everit was before, now cealed to bz amercy to any man, becaul®
it wa: an obligation to th: yoke ef bondage, and readred Chrift
unprofitable to fuch as thould now rcecive ity and confequent

2 Reliafe from that Church-Memberthip according to t'he'l.a'\:ry
wasa great mercy to Infanty, whe il retain Mm;bcnhip in th:'
’::mﬁb?c Church, as they @id before Circumcifion was in

ving

Presbyterian,

Query 26. Whethir it be credible, that hewha cawe neot to caff
out Jewsy bar ro bring 1n Gentilesybreaking down the Paviirion-wall
and making o Fivo o Chieh, wesld havea Chureh ofﬁ dr ':rem,
form and couftiutizity that the Chureh at Terulalem fhould friye 1
fant-Menvers, and the Clurch at Rome fhould have none ? Tb;r
the Jews Infauts fhonld be Members, andnot Gentiles 2

Ifihe Jews were brakgn aff by undelief, fuid they not be graffed in
agairi upan their Repentanc: of Faith? Avd fo fould net ever :a.-
penting bilieving Jews Iufanes be Church-Aembers? Oy a{lm‘_

wife how would tesr graffiug in anfiver tothei 5 .
they bebw in purt gra ,df,-f; fwer to their bresking off ﬂrloxhi

B upll:ﬂ.

Anriqu, 26. Whetherit be not agreat miake
C hnﬂ,c‘am;;to make the Jew and G_m::glt one C‘I*\u!:'clit,ao‘?{:r::ﬁ:
4 hm.: by taxing away the Jawifb Church, andmaking all things new,
2 Cor. $.17. & And whether this might not b: don: 'witboii.:.
[etling any of the Pradtical Ordinances upon Infants as under the
Law? Ifotherwife, why have you not ﬁltw:d us where Chrift
Hath requiced Parentego get their [afapts baptized 7 and where he
fothade them to pe brouhg_ht_to Impofition of Handi, the Table
of the Lord, &c, If tlie denial of the firft make our Infaptsio

Members of the Church, dothnet your denial of y

L . , the o

whichdoas generally periain to Members of ghe CI:urlcll:fr 1;\:::
F2 LBure s
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Lo (20) - * )
§du§§ none alfo? And if the Church at Jersfalem, Rome, e, had
any Infant-Members thercin, inthe fence wherein you would have
them Members, why do younot name fome anc Infant fo made g
Member, fith you know it would fuffice, /
" Wherher ify the Jews grafting in, muft in all Paints anfwer to
their breaking off, their Infants muft not come to other Ordinances
as well as Baptitm ? orwill you fay Infants cannot partake with
their Parents of falvation without Baptifm ? or whether wasthe
Intants of the Jews expofed to damnation by their Pareats unbz-
licf? And if [0, what 1s become of all their Infants ever fince ?

Presbyterian,

uery 29. Was #ot Chrift Church Spirimal be[ore his Incarnas
:iar%vhzn Z toek sn Infam:jﬂmd gathered ina jpirithal way? Was
not ehe vifible frame of the Jewifh Church fer Hp and erelted by the
Father of Spirts, andwere not fpirituA[vD“!n! commanded then
wpon Promifes of [piritualbleffings, even life sternal? :
How will any prove that it was a blemifh to the old frame, that
Infantswere Members?  What was the Church the Worfg for Inw
fants Rights? If it be no blemifhy why muft it be dane away ¢

Baptift.
"Mntigu. 27. ‘Though itbe true, that Chrifts Churchwas al-

wavs foiritual in fome meafure, and his fervices, ’fuch“alfo; yet
.'szthgr itbe not alfo true, that the Church uhdér é:c L;w of
Mofes was carnal, inrefpect of the fpirituality of the Tlurfc un-
der-the Gofpel 7 Does not the Apoftle fay, 2 Lor. 3. ‘l: e lwg
"Minifteations differ as much as L_ettcr.and%nnt dlffc;cthe, ’l:;:

thyc theglory of the pne had no_glory i ref F&Cl:ﬁ ; h“gwn}:
whichexcefleth? And is it no then rational,thatt ‘cd d'ﬂ'c con-
cern’d undér thefe Miniftratiens refpedtively f:ho_ul di eraecb d-
ingly? Andthough it was no blemifh'tothe _]ew;ﬂ: Qhurc;.to a b
‘Infants Parakers of theic Ordinances, which are salle um;c;
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‘ed to Infaritsonly, fith the things {pokenof thefe Children, Sced,
'or Off-fpring, are mofly fuchas are exclufive of Infants ?

Presbyterian,

Query 3. Whegher thefe Promifes in the making of them weve
Limited so acersain time. when they were 1o ceafe s Or whesher they
bave been fince revoked ?

Baprift.,

Suppofe the'e Promifes yet remain, as we doubt not bt they do,
fiththey are not entail'd upon the Jewifh Nation, (at leaft the
three ficlt Quotations,) How will this avail to the peint in hand ?
Ave all the bleflings of God to the Infant Off- (pring of thofe that

fear him, &c, bound up in your {uppoted Church-memberfhip and
Baptilm ?

Presbyterian.

Query 24. {f it wason the Jews Rejeftion of Chrifty that they
were broken off from being Gods Peopley were thofe thoufands of Jews
that belseved in Chrift [5 broken off 2 1f noty then whether were not
the Childrenof all believing Jews Church-members in Infancy 2 O

otherwife, wasit not [omewhas elfe then Unbelief that brake them
e

Baprift.
Antigie.24. Whether wasthofe that'eried, His blood be upon us

. and our Children, thereby rejecting the great Meflnger of the
- Covenant,@ftly broken off 2 And whether the renting of the Vail
/' ofthe Temple, did dot thew the abrogation of the Covenantand

‘the Legal Miniftry?  whether was Sax! broken off when he perfe-
cuted the ‘Church caufing many to blalpheme 7 And how. could
*¢he Jews lawfully bemarried to Chrit, if Aofes wasinot now re-
moved, without being calledan Adulterels ? ‘And then whether
thof¢ thoufands of Jews which bcli;.ved werg noi firft broken off, fo
> a



- .b:litved, be aut groundlels 7 And yet whether the Infants of ‘the

By -

718)
as to plead 5o Jonger upon this iffue, Weare Abrahams Children,
wearefreesborn, ere.  And 1olook upon Gircumcifion and what-
foever was gain‘to them on a-fegal accoint, to be lofs for Chrift ?

(19)
25 now removed ? Allo whether it wasmot a metcy; that bot By
acents and Infants were fét free from Ciccumcifioh, which whats
ever it was before, now ceafed tabeamercy.to ady man, beesuls

- P . b ligation to the yoke:efhondage, aod tendred Chrift
oristherc anyother wayte b: grafl.dintothe Church of Chrit, .. itwasan oblig boncage, :
but by faith ¢ Nowtherefore l'cgriﬂg the Yews were 1nno better cafe uaprofirable to !Plich ::sh'mo:hldmwb“g!" o ;'nd mn&]:‘-uel.nu,
th.n che Gentiles, Circumdifion bewg now nothing,  even asuncir~ a Reolcafe fiom that Chureh- t}? ‘;{“ lb‘ a('m:dmgbmﬂ:' c__a;r,
cumcifion was nothing:biura new creature 2 then whithar all the wasa great mercy ‘0"“&{“" :.d" l::-f Mag ‘m-.‘; 'p“"" e
Jnfants of the Jews naw e fitto be mombers of any vifible Chuicl, iavifible Ghurehy as they did bifore Circumcifion was in
{ecing their Parents bad de jore lofk their Meb.(hip? l‘b‘“‘.ﬂ? :
Preshyterian, Preshyserian.
s ; . hevit be cradible, that ke who came wot to cafd
uery 25, Were not the Infants ¢f rhe Chriftian Yews the da Query 26, Whet .‘ h o doat Gt Hot to ¢
b:f?r\c lkycn' g’.‘onwrﬁ-m .M:mb:rfx of the Jewifh Churcis, weidd of 6‘0:{):' out' Jows, but tobring in Guntiles,breabing down the Part itionwall
s v fal Chrchyof which the Yews werebut @ purt ? and dotty 14 ot aad m,;'k:ng af'rwo. one Church, ‘wonld h.qu{mrcl..’: of fo d:_ erens
Jonnd Rromrelyy thatfuch Infanrs aswere the day before Members of Jorm andcanfbiensicuy that tbe Chureh m Jecolaleny fhould have J5-

she-Jewith Church, and of Gadswiverful Chwrchky fhould be puw: out | Fane-Adonbersy and ihe Ciuerch ae Rome  fhronld have none? Thas
of the Yewifh and the wbjle vifivle C}:J;Ccﬁ;, by rbefgirb of len‘ Pu- 1 the]ows I"-ﬁ"’“ﬂ”;ld b_’ Membere, andnot Gentiles ?,b )
veutsysy without swibelief?  Enner it wasa Merey to be a Member, * ff‘h‘ Jews were rekzn q{fb)'un‘(uluf,[han[d ehey mot be graffed in
of the Chusreh, or not = Jf ot wasnomercy, then will it not follow,, - agas upon r:lm.r Raipentance of leh‘? And fo fhould not eviry ri-
that the unbelicwing Jews foft nothing by being broken off 2 Jf ir was yerning belicving Jews Tufants be U’“”‘"’-@'"”’"{ ¢ Or other-
amorey, how did the Chriltiang Chsldren forfeis v 2 wife haw would sheir graffisg in anfwer to their breaking off , fhonid
© o theybelbue inpart graffedan? - )
Bupnif?,

i Bdf”'ﬁl
"Antigu, 25, Whether we have not fyfficiently (hewed, that . o .
the Infants of the Jews were now no Members thllcyj.’WIﬂ; Ch'urch, Antizu, 26, Whetherit be not agreat miftake to fay, that

! . ) : btk ke the Jew and: Gentide ons Church, otherwile
that baing now abcogated, and the Golpel Church ftate confim- «  Ghriftcametomakethc Jew v othery

ed by the death ofgChrJ’ﬂ, and the pouring eut of the Holy . 'SP by yiking away ‘h?',wfj-t'c.l““fd" and mak:ag al things Aev,
Ghoft; neither conld two diftiné Church RRates ftand togyther 2'Cer. gy, Fe. * And whithet this miglic not be done withoit

dejure.  Andthen whether it bt not a great hiRake for thé Q ‘@~ | fetling any of the Prattical Ordiminces upon Infants'as under the
; . s Unis - Y Law? if otherwile, why have younot thewed us where Chrift
u!{tofUPPOFcthc Jews were a part of Gods univerfal Churghy, ' Hayrequired P-lr'?nlswg&é't‘ tlwiéylﬂfapts-ha;)tizqd? nd rohert fe
ffd'l‘ﬁ;d'é them to be bEaght 't Iaoofition of Hand:, the Table
'pf'(‘th_‘f: Lbrd, &¢; if i déniatdl the Atk make our Infants rio
}E_q[nll:trsof:_hc Ghurch, "dothnot ‘your denial of the other two,
¢

when in truth they were no.Churchar all ?2and therefore whe-
ther the wond:r which he makes aboutshe Jews:Infants which

SN ey

believing Jews were not in afur better eftaie, then when their Pa-

s

rengs wege unbelisyers, (it the Curle they then.bad imprecated, whichdoas generally perrain '°'§M;"‘b‘.“ of the Church, ‘;:::’
' Was . o C .
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yoursnone alfo? And-if the Churchat Yerufalem, Rome, 5¢, had
‘any Infant-Merabers therein, inthe fence wherein you would have
thiem Mémbers, why do younet name fotme.one‘infant fo made a
Member, fith you know it would fuffice, -
Wherher if the Jews grafting i, muft'in all Points anfwer to
thicir breaking off, their Infants muft not corhe to other Ordinances
>3 wellas Baptifm ? or will you fay Infants cannot partake with
their Parenss of falvation without Baptifm ? or whether was the
Intants of the Jews expofed to damnation by their Pareats unbe-
lief? And if to, whatis become of all theix Infantsever fince?

Presbyterian,

Query 2. Was #0s Chrsfp Church Spiritual before bis Incarnaz
tion (when it tookyn Illfﬂﬂfl')ﬂ"d\g,ubered in & Jpiritnal way ! Was
not the vifible frame of the ]cwim Cherch fet up und ereéted by the
Father of Spirirsy andwere not [psritusl Duties commanded then,
wpon Promifes of [piritual bleffingsy even life sternal? '

How wik any prove that it was a blemifh to the old frame, that

“Infants were Nlembers?  Bhat was the Church the worfe for Ins
Jants Righu ? If sbeno blemifh, why wuf? it be donie away ?

.Bapnﬂ.

“Aritign, 27, Though itbe true, that Ghrifts, Church was al-
ways fpiritual ip fome'mealure, and his fexvices fuch'al{o, “yet
whether it be notalfo-true, that the Church” under the Law of
Mofes wascarnal, inrefpeét of the {pirituality of the Churchun-

~der the Gofpel 7 Does not the Apoftle fxy, 2 Cor, 3. Thefe two
Miniftrations différ as much as Letter and .Sp,irit; -Ad;ljfcr¢fh 5, “,Fd
that theglory of the one. had,.no glory-inrefpecy, of the glory
- whictexcellath? And isiit ot then zational,ghat the. Chyrehés con-
cern’d under thefe Minjtrations refpeQtively: fhould- differ aecord-
ingly 2 And though-tt was no blemifh totheJewifsy Church,tobave
. Infants Partakers of their Ordinances, which are eaked mr;;zelé

‘ ) (21)

et whether it be not a more perfect ftatey when the CRuréh do alf
know God, from the léaft to the greateft of them 2 And whether.
this b not the Rate of the Church underthe Golpel, according te
Gods, Appointment & Heb. 8. 10, t1,12,13.  And whether that
which is lefs perfeét ought not to vanith away when that which is
more perfedt is come,  Juthat he faith a new Covenanyyhe hath made
the firftoldy now that which decayerh and waxethald is veady to vay,
wifh away, Heb.8.13.

Presbyterian.

Queiy 28, Tuwhat regavdwere the new frame beter, fuppofing
the cafting out of Infanes, which werein theold? How doth Infants
Rolation detrait from sts Spiritmality ? Do not the adult come in
by the fame kind of confent for thanfelves, as theymake for their In-
farts? And donot the Adult blewsifly the Church with mere carnal
fins then Lrfunts do ? Would arny Kiugdors be move exceliont, if akl In-
fants were disfranchifed ? Does not Nature teach alf Kingdoms o
Earthy totake thevs for Membersy thongh but Infant- Members 2

' Baptift,

Antigu.18. Whetherit be neceffary to fay Infants arecaft out of
that whereof they were never poffefled, to wit, the ute of Ordinan-
ces in'thenew §rame of the Church 2 ‘Or how can Infants be faid
to be afpiritual feed ? How are they living ftones, builtup a {piri-
tualhoufe 5 to offer Ipiritual f3erificesin a Golpelfente ? Or how
are your Infantsa more {piritual feed then our Infants ? And whe-
ther any other are by Chrifts Order 16 partake in Gofpel-Ordi-
pances, then fuch astherein worthip God {piritually?  And whe-

+ . #her hence it be not clear, that the way of making Infants Church-

membersdo not detract from the {pirituality of the new frame of
the Church?  Alo where hath God required the Adult to confent
for their Infant Church m mberfhip in this new frame? Ard
whether the comparifon b-tween an carthly Kingdom and the
Ghurch of Chrift be any way fitting, fecing Infants have as much
necdof the priviledge of humane Laws, for the prefervation of
their Livesand Rights as grown perfons?  But how fand:they in
G

need
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Weed of the Laws of the Chureh, (and particutaily Biptifin) for the-
prefervationof their fouls,  And whether this fimilitude may not

© Beemproved-againft you, Teeing Infants, though Membsers of King-

domies, yet areexcufed from. all duties-perfonal whatfoever, and
then why may rheynotberepuved: of the Kingdom of God; and
yetexempt from the duties of his Kingdom.? or how come they to
be concern'd-fo.much in. that one.duty of Baptilm, and noother
whatfoever 2 :

Preslyterian,

' 'Query 29, Whether any Jew ar age was a Mimber of the old
€hurdh wishour profeffing faithy (s the Articles thes neceffary to fal-
wation) Repsmtance and Obedience 2 And wherein the [uppofed new
call and frame doth inthis diffcr from the old, fave only thar amore
fulland expre(s Revelation of Chrif} vequiveth a more full exprefs
Faith? Is it not evident. that they were 1o profefsoonfent 10 Gods Co-
venant, which who fo derived Aa wonld put to death? Andwas not
circumsifion a covenanting ALY Auddidihey not thereby profefs-to
take God for their God ? Or would Godelfe have takgn them for bis.
People?  AndwonlAnot vewouncing God bave cut.thew off 2.

Bapiift, ' %’

dntign.20. Whatis become now of ‘yaur Infant-Churchi-mem-
berfhip; if when grown up they eeafe to be ‘Members upos that ac-
count ? Were the Jews Infants twice made Members of :their
Church ? Orisevery renewing the Covenanr, (as in the cafe of
- Afa, ) making men:Members of the'@hurch ? But: where did the
‘Church ever admit one Member o her communion by Baptifm
. without:Profeffion ?. or where did fhe everdecree, thatthole who:
would not:{ubtnit to her newframe fhould be put to death? And
whether in this the neveframe of the &hurch do not greatly diffex.
from the old.? i

Presbyterian:

Ruery. 30 Whethee Gods Law pblicerh. ot Rerfons to dsvete
. . o 'b":

2
themfelvesy andtheir Infants o Gody by confenting to GodsCovenans
for themfebves and them P Whether itwas not the duty of the lraclites
toengage anddevose their childrents God in Covenant? Whether
#his benot evident frons the Peaalty (even to beont off from his People )
annexed for the non-Performance ? ( Andwhether ths be not as much
our Dury fillY) Does viot the Law of Natare bind us 1o give 10 rvery
one bis own duc ? and arenot Infants God’s own due 2 Does not the

Law of Nature bind Parenss togive shew up to God by a:kyowledging
his righty with a free refignation and dedication of the Inf.n. tv God as
his own?

Baptift.

Antig, 30, Where are Chriftian Parents required todevote
their children by confenting to any Covenant for them (or intheir
ftcad, as the Jews were in matters of Religion: and what penalty
hath God impoled onthem thatdevote not their Infants by {prink-
lingthemas you do? And whether we do omit the duty of devod

. ting our childrento God in any thing whercinthe Law of God or
Nature obligeth us, (abating us afl what muf be abared)? And who

denies Infants to be capable of Infant-relation, obligation or ¥ight,
or who oppofes their being devoted to God in their capacity ? and
whether this be not 2 meer noife of words, as if all that do notas
you do, dolay afide their carc and. duties towards Infants?  And
where is théinftitution of yeur publick way? Have we not a more
certain inftituted way to devote themro God by. Prayer, and to
educate them in his fear,as they are capable, then you have to crofs
er {prinkle them ?

Presbyteriani

Query 31, Whether Anabaptifts themfelvesy all of ‘thews that are
truly pious, do riot vertually (though not altwally) devore their chily
drento Gody and confent ta thesy Govenans-relavioiy . while they véhed

wantly plead againft is 2

G N £
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Baptift.

Antiqn.31. Whetheryou do not greatly wrong yeur felf, and
thofe you call Anabaptifts, in (aying; they vehemently plead againft:
devoting their childrento God , yea fure, they do it actuallyas fap
as Gods \Word requires 2 And canyou believe, that there is ne
way to devote children to God but in your way? How then did
Adum, Enoch, Scth, Noahy@re, devote their children o God? And
it would do wcllalla it you could fhewus how they confented to
any Covenant for their Infants, more then wedo ? or proveif you
can, that you your (clves do confentto the Covenantof Grace foe
your [afants, morethen we whom you call Anabaptifts ?

Does not. Eufebis Pamphitins count Chriflianity asold as Adaw?
foi.cv. And doth not Terenlisun lay, Enech iwftsffimum non Cira
comscifins wev S ibbatixanremy e, Enochanupright man was tran-
{lated by God, though he were not circumciled, neither yet did
obferve the Sabba h,--- Ut arermitas candidatioye ¢, To the end,that
he whodid afpireto Eternity might fhew us, that we might plesia
God without the burthen of Aofes Law, And what Law (fave
the La vof Circumcifion) did ever require Infants to be brought
o Practical Ordinancesin the Churchof God ?

Presbyterian.

Query 2. Ir it nor adefperate wndertaking, and dare wry ad-
ventire - sty tajuflific all tbe World bifore Chrifts fucarnation, ex.
cepr the Jews, from the guilt of yer dedicaring thesr hildren 1o Ged
Anid do rm.'bgy that fay there i5 #o Law in this cafe, fay there isno
Tranfsreffien? A:Jdur:'dny i}rh'ke manaer undeviake 1o i-rfl‘iﬁg P
tie Bar of God all the PV orld fiyce Chriffs Incarmation from the guile
of finy in ot dedicating their chitdrenmto Chrifh, and ent¥ing thers in-
to his Coven.iut ar Members of bis Church ? Dare any masuain'ibas
all theWorld isfinlefs in this refpeft } :

_ - Baprift.
AWtiq. 12. Whether thishenot a very unwife Query ?

Asif
none

(] : g '
! '
hea—ta mmm s -
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: "(25) :
woneof the Fathersdid dedicate their Infints to God, unlefs
shey brought them to fomvePéactieal rdinance in the Church,
which, is.the gnly thing you de o complain ¢f? And how,
Ypray youy did Abrabam, Ifusc and Patob dédlicare theit fehisly
Infants 1o Gad, fithwe findeno Pradtical Otdisanice for themirt
Infhacy 2 - or whe geesaboutto in‘:ﬂiﬁeﬁ:c World, if they do~
not as the Lawof Godand Naturewills them to do-for their®
Infants?  And may we not well jultifie all men, for nor dolag:’
thnt which theLaw of God nevertequived?  * o .

Pmbi terian,

Query 33. Tripnot agreat Bepefir and Priviledge te be a vid
Sible Chiurch. Membes of €hYifi “as Hedil of - thc Ghuvoh, sandafbis
Chirok ay vifbled Is 110t aYeriet it fe g’ beftdi}) vhe: Conny
j;,m:f;‘s Lo be ifibly wnitid andrelatedto Chbh andihis Bedy

s ot fueh'a' Relution tv God the'Fathes, Soniand Holy:Ghafhy avdd:
10 thie Churshy anhapot ' A ow greay o5 1he mifary. of @ coms:
praryflate? t T vin T TR

And, if .15 #f'”i}.‘bnrc{i—mmfdﬂr\lp Wwere ro bimefir) -tbes b
wireehey thAfhdd 5ty {ihbsk ik fycomedd Hety or. shetk Paarsts s>
she'méan ﬁbgf{‘) gbljged 00 any thankfulmefs forie - Wiy oy
that'nrlghet boey vior Phplt Bavésivs arpobifped 18 thakfuincfyhpls
pu,;hs':pqgonmi-“ : Ty v ho

1 .
o
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Amigu. 33. What benefedsft to bring Infants to thaewhicli
,Godrequises not of them ? ar whether it be any lofs to themn
it Go u?uirei-it-i' “*Andleting - yop make your Redsivenjifo
this-allin a; fhew us what benefic ur priviledge you Nad whend
iprinkled; motcthen the Infant of ¥ plous . Baptik ?) And what
s tharhehefit) tha¢ all who ate fpeinkled by the Papifts) dores
celvey which Yol ratifié for geod Baptiim ? - Or how are ‘théip
Infants Ghisrchidwembera more thea ours 7. And whether.ous
children when grown up, have nota fairér way tothe Purity of
Chrifianity, Lashat hey 4re no entangled with {ugh Tradiis

BEERE




- ufivlafan themfplver. 1 '

rod l’)‘ )
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Quety a4 ‘.X,’l.,.fmo;mlmqbq,.l_nfdm are Mpdl_qf.; i bes
'm{irmijy (Gl dery f s .l!lutw.;g'hmﬁ'"ﬂ? s lh’imn’ ¥
Ty s a9t goxtash, -ths: they, are, ttuatly Bdewiburs of ol the.
Commannisalihy. in gheWopld L (peoete, fed imperfe@te mee:
bray dod does rvo.ﬁ.#ﬂwrlrfa  altually 19 have ranght moft paople
o Eartlry, to vepute p{:y’r.ﬂayzyr,-,iﬁ the. ]})ytl: Religiom Sreisr
with themfelvesy a8 wellsi.in tos fams Civil ?

. :}kpn'ﬁl.

-':Ahriqui-'u:--mt'Infanﬁﬁlﬁ capable of what God will give
them s very shue 3 And we thegefote asks whether Infants be
nowas capabiaef thehords Supper 3 Haptifmy.. if. the Lord will-
diveithem:? - Andas far,as Gods Wil isy  ehat infants fhould.

ocaery ?

Bexelated to bis Churchy. we doubt. pot of their capaeity forir..

And why is the arder 0 Cétomonwealths fo much infifked on-
in-his cafe g2 Azg we tp fetch.our %p v for ﬂl’pcpﬁqg@rdihgn-
css in Ao Chureks. from the Civil Policic of Nations . We de-
ve you fillco fhewu wharthe Law of. Nature pbliggthusto-
arour Infavts, ‘whigh we g not % Ix bpth thie Law of God:
and Isaturé broken by all that-bring not their Infants to be crof-
fed or lprinkled as you do? fure you can never make thiy

good.. .

ESTIOIPTILINYS 108 RUNSLER {O Banifle .
Inonrey v o ,
« QUERY; 185 Whether accprding roahe renotinpf the Govenany of
@rive; Gedwil iy pmhfqﬁtbiﬂhhr God, and 1ake thim for
big pedples (et arnin apatipaleor Lawdfenfv)  willing toby bis
people, aridbeaky W\fomharﬂﬁﬁ&?, Avd Whatlar 1h. Anfane, of
bdlitving Parenrnard men thal willingt Jham Jafante:canpot bo
actuaky pilhing soarsfefuesin AnGIATaL finfte,mih net; the veafon

P P
IR P I

padwslif anethee bashuiraan Lawsfinfey. thae vy of the Rerimes,
Kisve the [N difyafe of Yhoms and.are warrantid. 5)& the. Last of
/E comgtathe. nfe

Nature to choofe for them (for their goid ) tilly

Whether in Guds acnymnc:tbi Glild dath nat thua truly comd
fens by the belivving Paventsy anddech ot Covenant with God, as
aChild covenwitcth and confuntetls veputarively among min, who
byhbus Parentsismade aRarsyin Comrall, Arin a Leafs for bt
Lifegor the dike? ’

And f3 gransing the Relation of Church-menberfhip, to be
foundtd in & mutral consralt, covenant or confent berwixt God
and weyyes muft nos this confent on onr part differ avcording 1o the
different age and capacit of Iifants, and the adult? Were nat
the Teactites Jufunts Church-vrembers, wheconfened ok altualy
i their own perfons, but virtsallyyand reputatively 1

B:tptr'ﬂ.

r Antiqu.3y. Wettill require you to thew where this Law ity
that obligeth Chriftians 1o will the baptizingof their Infunts,
and that will warrant the bagtizing ot one Perlon by veriue of
anothers will? And whymay rot a reputative Baptifm fervz a¢
well as a reputative Covenant, fith the Covenint is greaterthen.
Baptilm? And whethérthis be anadvifed fpeech, that the Pa-
. pent baththe whole difpofal of his Child in marters of Religion?
And who muft judge whatis good for his Infant in religious
matters! Muft pot GCod; Worddo this?7 Aud fhew us what
gommand we have omitted, innot bringing eur Infan‘s to the
Fout asyoudo? Or do you think that your infance of a Lealcyia
fulficient to reétific mens coftfciences in matters of this naeare
_And what if lome of the Jews had failed to confent for their
ehildren, were they therefere not in Covenant ? fureit was
the Law, not the Parents confent, that regulaced thele matrers,
Neither do we finde, that the Ifraclires were beund to repent and
Believe inthe Perlon of the childy and accordisgly 1o make
.pgp&fﬁon inhis Name, wl}m circume'}fcd',,as you do atthe Font
_whenyou pretend to bapuz;nlqur Infants, when.yet you ba-
-\-%t um not, {ecing Sprinkling cannot be-truly called Ead

_pifmy [ .
V . ' . . . » »J
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Presbyterian,
Query 26 Bhether it benos the dury of Parents by;ke"l,uzg ’

Naturey to acceptof any allowed or offered benefls for their:c
diend theInfans ‘being not fui Juris, bus at bis Parent s difpofe vn.

aBthings thar are fur bus good, have not theRarents power to oblige -

their children to any future duty or fufferingy thas is ccruinf{y'j_of,
their own good @ _And fo'muy<they not enter thews into Covenanss
amarding;ye Mnd is it not upnaturally finful for a Pavent tove~
Sufetodo fuch atbingy when-it it 10 the great bemefit.of his own:
child? And doth st not deferve tobe called the wnthank/ul Error,
that oppofeth Chaldrens Rights, and Ble[firgs 2

Baptift.

Anrigu, 36, Whether this Querybernot, the fame-in’effect;
which we have had again and again ? And we would know what
offercd benefits the Infant of the Pedobaptifts meet with; a-
mong the Papifts, or your felves cither, which wereccived nor,
meerly for this caufe of not doing to our Infants, ds they -and
youare plealed to do?  And whether it” were not as reafonable
for Parents to bebaptized in the chi{dsﬁead. asto profefs faith
and repentance for him?  And whether it be reafonablefor a
Parent to oblige his Infunt to be of his opinion.and pradtice,and
to {uffer forthe fame ? And what Law of God requires this,
and whether this may sot be called the, unretfonable:are
‘rour ? o CoT i

et e .. y

r

Preshyterian, '

Query 37 PFhnther it may bethoughty o miy dare mainsfiv,
that the Coyenane of Girnce giveth no conditional "Right'tq any: Fn
“fant in-sheWorld? “Arkthey bl kxelnded b Ank wh ¥ gr iy
worfa then their Parents p If st gsveany Right to Infant tondia
tionally, aist dotht Parencsy, wmfb it not be on a condition to be
ycg{:rmd lz;rth: Parents, or ich as are fo far emrufled ?
canthis be called a Covimat,for Godonly to fay T1will fave

aB[uch lnfams as 1 del¥] and yor offer Salvarion to mn;“ of
: shem

(29

#lems in the World on any condition, )nor give a title to any Perfon
that can be known by themsfelucs or others * Wonld it not be togon-
found the Decree of Godwith his Covenant ? And what Right or -
Hope doth this give to Chriftians for their children more then te
Pagans?

Baprift,

Antigu. 37, Whetherit may be thought that Godfhould
require theconditions of the Covenant of ‘grace onthem, which
‘he knows.can obfervenone at all;  or wihether it be his will,
that the grace of that Covenant fhould depend upon others ob-
fervation of ‘the Conditions for them? And whether this be
not to put the falvation of Infants out of hisown'hand, and into
the hand of fuchas commonly neglet their own? Andis not
this to expofe poor Infants to ruine, whole Parents generally are
fo far from keeping, thatthey arc ftrangersta che Conditions of
this Covenant ?

And where are we taught to doubt the falvation of the Tr‘F
fantsof Pagans ? or to conclude ours only are in.the ftate of fdf=
vation?

And is it not much more fecure to hope the falvation of In<
fants onthe Ground of Chrifts dying for them, and rifing again

for theirJultification. then upon any Praétical in Religiont And

where did Ged cver fince the beginning of the ‘World, give any
Ordinance to be neceffary to the {alvation of any Infant in the
World? Can you believe thacthe cutting off of the untircum-
ciled Man-child, was a cutting off from falvation » hewthen were
all the Infants faved which were born to the Ifraelises for fougty
yearstogether, fuch of them, I mean, asdied during that time?
And whymay not Infants as well be made righteous without
any thing dorie on their part, as they were made finnerswithout
any thing doneon their part?  Will not the fecond Adars obe=
dience falve the firft 4dams difobedience * And may not poot
Infants better plead in the duy of Judgement what:Chrift did for

_them, then what your Godfashers or Proparents did for them?

{ Press
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Presbyterian,

Qucry 38. Though all thar are [aved, are faved by the meri-
dorions righteonfuefs of Chrifty byway of free Gift 5 yes whether
the condition be not a [uteable acceptance ? Andwhymay not 4 Pa-
rent accept & Donation for bis Child, who bhath #0 will to accept it
for himfelf * Shall he ba certainly (hut our unto damnationy  Or
[halk s have that gift abfolutely which is conditional to all others?
Or is be not concered in the Donation at all? And have not In-
fants guslt and wmifery from their Parents v And though Life and
Pardon beby Chrift only, yet s it not Congruous, that the meer con-
dition of acceptance may be Performdby the Parentsy (while they
cannot accept for themfelves 1)

Baptift,

Antiq. 38. Whether thic meritorioufnefs of Chrift is notas
available tofave Infants without any mans acceptance thereof’
for them¢ Or whether hath God ty’d the falvation of any
perfon to the acceptance of another ? 2 nd whether thefe be not
unreafonable and unfcriprural conceits ? And whether it be not
for want of better Grounds for Infant-Baptifm, that youthus
continually tautologize, varying liztl from that whichi.you have
faid once and again?

Presbyterian.

Query 39, (Whether it be no adwantage for childran to be ¥p=-

der an carly engagement to Gody and Jefus C hrift ) Whether to de-

. dicare them betimesto God, doth wos tend to fecure God*s-vight and
childrens good, andto prevent their fin andm sferyy they besng thus
wnder 4 dowble Obligation, which they mAy be minded of betime s,
andwhich may hold thew more ftrengly 1o their dutyy and di fadvar=
sageshe Tompter that wonld draw than off from Gody @¢

Bap-
[aFa

A

,(si)‘
Baytiff.

Amign. 39, Whoisagainftas early an engagement of chil-
dren to God as can lawfully be made ™ and do not the Bapriffs
.engage their children to God as foen as they can, by Prayer and
-Supplication whiles Infants ;.and then by the beft education they
are able when docible 7 But wkether any thing be done to pur~
pofc in your judgement (when yetallis done that can be don?)
unlefs it be rantized inyour way? Aad whether itbz not b. trer
to leave the event -of their accepting Baptifm to the witedil-
_pofe of God, then to do it pei force in Infancy, without Precept
fromGod ?  Allo whether the Infant-Baptifm be fuch a means +
to propagate Religion as you luppole, may befeen, when you
confider how in the darknefs of Popery, Pedobaptiflm was more
commeon then now, but Chriftianity much lefs? And nage one
if you can, that was bertered in Chriftian vertue by Pedobap-
tifm ? we think we can name one, and that yeur felf, which is
worte for it, for had you not that to refton, you would pro-
bably defire toputon Chriftin baptiim > whether it be not the
fittelt time to be buricd with Chrift in baptilm, when we are
dead with him from therudimentsof the world, or whethcr icbe
reafonable tobury finners therein till they be dead tofin? and
whether it can profit any perfontobe baptized, unlefs he have
the anfwer of a good confcience, by the Refurreétion of. Chrift.
from the dead, 1 Per. 3. therein?

Presbyterian,

Query:qo.  Whether it can beproveds that ever therewasone
“Aze or Charch (particular ) on Earth fince Adam, till abokt 200
years ago that the Anabaptifts rofe, wherein Infanes de facto:
were not Members of the Church?

Baptift..
Antiqr, 49 Whether inyour fenfe of making Infants Mem-
Wers of the Church de falto, it camI be proved there wasany Onf:




d32) o _
fo made a Member frem the beginning of the Werld till Abra-

haws time? and whether Jobn ‘Bapesft, Chrift, or any by his
order, did reecive Infantsinto the Church e facto,

And whether the Baptiftdo not better prove the Antiquity of
their faith and praétice in baptifm then any Aedo bapeift in the
world 7 and doth not your confcience teli you,that the baptifm of
Men and Women, upon profeffion of faith and repentance, is be<
yond the reach of eontradiétion? whileft M, Bax:cr nmlelf con-
fefles Infant-baptifm to be fo difficult, that many of its Aflertors,
both Proteftantsand Papifts, are forced to confefs it cannot be
proved by the Scriptures? Sechis Cure p.7, And feeing you
and we aregenerally agreed, that our way both for {ubjet and
manner is out of dilpute, clear in the Scriptur=s ; and you con-
fefs bythe Pen of Mr. Baxter, that yoursis very ditficult, is it
not reafon the difficult way fhould give place tothe cleax and ¢«
vident way?

‘Presbyterian,

Query 41. F'Phether it can be proved, that ever there wasany
-ons 1 ifant of true Church-membersy that was not rightfully 4
Church-member bimfelf from the Creasion till ChrifP’s days:? * @Qr
from the Greation til this dayy except the Anabapsifts, who re-
o€t the-benefit, whofe cafe wewill notprefume 1o derermine?

Baptift,

Antign. 41. Whether this Query be not the fame we had be<
fore 2 and whether whatis faidto it, may. not alfo {utfiee to
this? '

Presbyterian,

Query 42. Seeing that Infants have been de falto Churche
members fromthe Creation to.bhss day (as far as any Records can
lead ns) st likelys that the Lord, and Heady and all-[ufficient

Governsur of hisChisrthy “womld Jrave peemitredhis Church till
0wy tabi altuslly mad wp of fueh fubject sy -ay'inwegard of ‘dg‘b'

if
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difallowed, and fuffeved his Ckurch)m be wrong framed till now ?
Or ssit aveafonable, modeft and lawful nndertakyng, to g0 abowt
wow sn the end of the World to m.ikz God  new framed Church, as
ta the ageof the Subjects 2 Andiy it uor mora modeft and [afe, to
bive qmatly ina Church of that frame, asall the Swnts of Heaven
lived iny 1illthe other day, as a Jew Anabaptsfts did arrempr an A=
terasion ?

Baptiff.

Aniiqe.-42, Whether ithe not utterly untrue, that Infants
wece Members of the Church de fatto, s.c.to be brought:o par-
take of Ordinances Praétical in the Clnmch, fave only from A~
brabam to the end ofthe Law 2 And whether all the Pedobaptifts
inthe world have wot huitherto beenunable to thew any one inw
ftance before dérabuns, or fince the Law was abregared,fo much
as« ne Infant admitted toany fuch Ordinance -inthe Church of
7 ¢:l, according to what the Scriptures affordinthi. <2 And
s " iber it be notas modeft inus to labour toreftore  iptifm to
its purcude inthe Church, both in refpeét of the fubje@tand
manner of Adminiftration thercof, asit was forthe Proteftants
todothe likein refpec of the Lords Supper ; Alfo wheiher yoult
pretending the Audhority of the univerfal Church, be not the
fame figment, with which the Papifts deceived themfelves
and others.? And how can you pretend the univerfal Church,
whenthe Primitive Church is onour fide ?

Presbyterian,

. Query 4 3. Whether confidersng Chrifts own Infant Mendprd
Pip, 4;11 bsgkind recrp{ioi//;f lnﬂgmn, r£d bis chij:'ing the f:’yhnu
would have kept them offy and bis offers of taking in all the Jewifh
Nasiony (Maith.2 3.37. ) and thar they were broken off by unbelicf,
and confequently the Seed of Believer's broken off: from the Church
Vniverfaly andthatvibole Floufleld: ave oft [sid 10 be bupized,
and ihat Paul prosionncerhs Relicvers shilidren l:ély, and that Chrif®
(Mat.28.) commanded bys Minifiersy as much as 1 rhem licthy to
#ifciple all Naions baptizing them, e @ ’ '
K
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fo madea Member from the beginning ofthe Weld oill Abras

hawi time? and whether Jehm ‘Bapusfl, Chrift, or any by his
order, did reecive Infantsinto the Church de facto,

And whether the Baptiftdo not betcer prove the Antiquity of
their faith and pradtice in baptifin thenany Acdo daptift in-the
world ; and doth not your confcience iell you,that the baptifm of
Men and Women, upon profeffion of faith and repentance, is be=
yond the reach of ¢ontradifion? whileft M, Baxser humielf con-
fefles Infant-baptitmto be fo difficulty that many of its Afferzors,
both Proteftantsand Papifts, are forced 10 confels it cannot be
proved by the Scriptures? Seehis Cure p.7. And fecing you
and wearegenerally agreed, that our way both for fubjeét and
manner is ol of dilpute, clear in the Scriptures 5 and you con-
fefs by the Pen of Mr. Buxrer, that yoursis very ditficult, is it
not reafonthe difficult way fhould give place to the clear ande¢-
videnr way

Preshyterian,

Query 41, FFheher it can be proved, shas cver thevewas any
one Difant of trwe Chirchomombersy that was ot vightfully s
Church-member binfelf from the Creation till Chrift's days ! Gr

vams the Creationtikl chis day y except the Anabaptiftsy who rea
ok thebeniefis, whaft cafe-wewill not prefume 2o desermine !

Raprift,

Aneigu, 41. Whether ehis Query benot the fame we had be-
fore? and whether whatis faid to it, may. not alfo futfieeto
this? *

Presbyeerian,

Query 42 Seeing that Infamss have been de fao Churchz
member s from the Crearion to.bbis day (as far ar any Records can
Tead ws) dsit likelyy that the Lord, and Head, and abl-fufficiens

VGovernwy of his Glinreh, “wonld -Jiave poroiered bis: Chineh ill
 nowytebs albndily mady wp r'vfﬁki: Jubjettny -apinsegaridof -dg; Ib_l
el A ifw

(1)

difallowed, and fuffered his Churelro be wrang framed till now ?
Or ssit areafonable, modeft and lawful nnderiaking, 1o goabour
wow irt the end of the World ta m.iks God w new frumed Charch, as
ra the ageof the Sabjelts 2 Audisit nor mora madeft and fafe, to
five quuely ina Clnrel of char frame, asal theSeinis of Heaven
{ived sny il the other day, as a few Anabapeifts did arronpr a Al-
terasian i

Bapeifd,

Antiti. 42, Whetlher ithe not utterly unirue, that Infanes
wece Members of the Church de fucte, s.2.to be bronght ro par-
take of Crilinancys Pradtical i the Clnwch, lare only from A-
Eyabam 1o the endd ofthe Lusv 2 And whetherall thre Pedobapifts
in the world hiave uet hitherto beenunable to thew any ong ine
france hefore Airalun, or fince the Law was abrogatedylo micl
as: pe Infant admivted toany fuch Ordinance inthe Chirch of
4 .}, according to what the Scriprures aford in thiscate?  And
5 "+ihier st benot as modeft i vs o lahour to reftore Baptifm to
its puredemnthie Churrh, both in refpedt of the fubjectand
manner of Adminiftrazionthercof, asit was for tlie Proteftants
todoth: liken reipe of the Lords Supper; Alio wheiher yoult
preeending the Authority of the univerfal Church, be not th
famc figment. with wluch the Papifts deceived themfelves
and others.? And how can you pretend ¢he univerfal Church,y
when the Primivve Churchiis enoyr fide ?

Presbyterian,

. Query 43, Whether confidering Chrifts own Infant. Meodprl
Pup, and bis kind reception of Infums, and hiv chiding thefe thas
would huvekept thers offy und bis effersof taking im afithe Jewifhy
Naviony (Manln2 3.37. ) and that they were broken off by unbelsef,
and confequently the Seed of Relicver's brokén off from r{u- Church
Univerfal, andthatwizole Houflold: ve oft [<id tobe buptizedy
and that Pavl proi:ouncesh Belicvers ehil:iren Lolyy ami shar Chyif
(Mat.28.) commanded bis Adsrifiers, asmuch’as inchem liciky te
Aifciple all Natiows bapeizing them, e ? S
K
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Bapiiff ”

Antign. 43. Whether Chrigts Infants Church-memberfhip:
did not.pertain to the Jewsfb Church only, Gal. 4.4, born under
the. Law only, ¢, And whetlter .he was not about 30 years
whenheentred in our Profelfion, Heb. 3.3, The Apofle and
High Prieft of onr Profeffion Christ Yfu. See Luke 3. And
then whether his example be neeflav again(t you?

Alfo whether Chrifts only praying for Infants, and not bapti-
zing them chough brought te him, ncithier-ordering any other to
do it that we reade of, do not thewus that Infants may be vn~
der the bleffings of Chrift without baptifm ? And whether you
may not tremble to prefume to do more then he did, or appeint-
edtobe done? Arcyou wifer thenhe ?

Allo whether itlies wiihin the pewer of -any Minifter to dif:
ciple anlnfant; or Mew usone Infant with you, or any Peco.
baptift evermade adilciple? or be plaafid to come and make
my: infants dilciplesif you canyand [ promife you T will aifift you
what [ canin the baptizing them ? "and not onlyfo, but do my
beft to employ you ellewhere, 1fpeakit ferionfly.  And whe-
ther this would ot do more to decide the Controverfis, then all
the Bopks that are'written by any ofyou? and if you cannct do
shis, how will Afurth, 28. 19, warrant you to baptize Infante; .
fith its plan ihat difeapling goes before baptizing 2 and how djt=
ciples are 1o bz mide we'think it beft to learn of Yefus, Jobn
4. 3 Howthink you > Do you indeed believe, that any perfon

beingof the Natson, entittes them tos brptifm 2 why theawlo

is nota fit fubje&t, feeing all Infants snd men:oo are of one Na-

tionor another?  and if there be other Qualifications neccfry, .

whether ro be tauglt be not ons of the chief of them ? and
why do youfay wetake Infants away from Chrifts Church, be-
caule we baptize them not 5 are they init before baptized?  if
10, how do ng;,:fak\c them away ? :

,r e

e
Query 4y Ju fummy iwhether  1,God wonld nos bave Parents
: 1 devote

Preshyterian.

ELEN
.
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devote their children tolim, andenter them according to1heir cal
pcity in hic Covenant ¥ 2. Whether alfo he doth not accept into”
hys Covenant aB that are fusthfull ly thus devoted to him, und be ior
pecusliarly their God, thut [uch children are holy ? 3. Whether
they are riot as certanly Mewbers, accordingto ay Infant-capaciry,
sf the vifible Churchy s they nre of adl Kingdoms under Hiavei ?
4. Whether theve be not far more hope of therr falvarion, then of
thofewithont?  §.0Vaether the Covenant dsth nor mak? their falz
wation certaity if they (o die? 6. Whether toe Luvefb.onre md
Solomiization of thevr Govenant with Corsff (hould ot be made 1n
Infiwcy, oo ?

Baptiffy

Antiqu, 4.4, Tnfumm, 1. Whether we donot as much to ot
Tnfants Cinour capacity) as Chnft did to the Infines which
were bronghit tohim 2 and will mot that fatisfic , unlels we
go from him to followyou?  And astothe hufinels of ths Co-
venant, let us hear what Mr. Buxrer faith, Aore Raf, p. 86.
Al Markird is browght by Christ snder 4 Covenant of Giace,
which is not vai or repealed by God, but as therr abufzof the erve
‘of the Covenant may caft them out | for ue 4 Covenant of ertiré

© Narure was made with all mainkond in juiocent Adams foa Covel

nant of gracewas made with all mankind 1n Lapfed Adam, Gen,
3.15. i the PromifedSeed, and yenewwed again with all ma -«
k:nd inNoah,&ec.  Ard now we a-k whether our Infants ac-
cording to this acconnt of the Cavenant of Grace be not in it
without bapti m, fith they bave not abufed the grace of the Co-
venant ? ‘and whether baptifm benot far @ore proper, when afe
ter they have corrupted themfelves by fin; they come to humitis
ation, and fo to enter into this Covenant nponthe termes of the
Gofpel ? )

Whether your Expofition of the univerfal Church,upon A.r.
28:.19. do take.in the Practice of the Apofes in’ purfuante of
that Commitfion to the 4745 of the Apoftles, and'the Expofition
of the Baptifts ?  and ifnot, themyou either deny usté be of the

univer(al Cliurch, or-elfe you have nopths Expoiitien of the
Ghurchruniverfal?-

K2 . By<

ey
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Presbyterian,

Query 45. How inconfiderable a Rare of the unsverfal Charch
do e Arabapeifes Lold Commpuricr with? . And do they net uns
-shirch almeft all the Churches en Esrth? (r.'m’v we wot thinly, thar
they vob Chrast of more thenpine Paviy #f 1en of his Kingdom,or
Chisehmmverful?  V.p 305 )

En'Pf‘ﬂ-

Amign. 1§, Whether upon Luthers revolt fiom the Pope,
you were not uph atded with holding communion with anincon-
fiderable part of the univerfal Church ?  why do you rake up
the Papifts weapons » Did not that pious man that (uccourd
Ahfing in the time of the Areianpertecution anfwer the Obs
jedtion well, whenhetaid, Thecanfeof eroubis mor therefore ene-
anrn(, becaufe 1 am alone s --«Glory not therefore inmsliitudes,
Sorarisnat the mulitude but the caxfe that juflificth or condewnmet b2
Alfowhether we may rotalfoconclude, that many are of the
univerfal Church, which do not communicate with us or your
felves 2 and yetwhether the feparation from many Pedobap-
gifts will not juftific our feparation trom yeu morv Jcarly ?

Prechyterian,

Query 46. Whether they can poffibly hops sthat tver the chuvch
o Eavthwill auste wpon theiv termiy of refellivg all their Infams
[rom the fible Caurcley and vemouncing ull our Infurm-Rights and

encfits couferved by the Baptifimal Covenans of Grace?

Baprift,

Antiyy, 46, Whethee this be in (et to (ay, What will thefe
fechleYews.do 7 And why may we not hope that thiy great
miftuke of yonrs may vanith, as well as that great miftake of
Asftin, gadthe generality of men profelfing Chiigtianity, who

brought Infants atlo 10 the Lords Table, and that for m:;ng:i h‘!&‘-
) reds

. 37
dreds of years togiether, and dc&( ndt)d it by as plavfible reafons 344
any you bave for baptizing them 2 Could’ God reform fo great
and general ancrrour, forced on by Learningand Authority of
eminent men;  Andfhall we think this thing only too hard for
God ¢ ourimall number thall not make us doubt, for weknow
(j‘od d(;tl‘}_grcat thgs by fmall means. And what Baptifmal grace
¢ we delire you to renounce, when we onl

an crrour-,Digthc twelve difciples, Laity w.ytgx:g:::lg::;z;m:ﬂ(‘f
mal grace, when (accolrding tohe Interpretation of the Anciefm)
they were baptized again # Savely Reformation i3 mo errour,

Presbyeerian,

Query 47. And whether sf ehey continue
pavacc frovs abinof? ail the C;’P{‘cb;{,md m’d::::';: :’::ia'l’z:if}ﬁ_
ployment wik not be flilito ferde ehe grear Enemy of Lc;w and (‘:b
corp’,. a‘.g'dmﬂ the Lc‘rd of Love and Pace, and azainfi he Prof ‘, -
of Faithand Gadline[sy and againf? the welfure of the € b‘"’cﬁ ruﬁ
Sonlsy and 1athe feandil and harduing of ehe wngadly} an

Bapiift,

Arsigh, 47, Whether the feparation is not juft(
upon tl]ofc which caufe divifions and offences, l:y Zﬂscl:':irfua};l:i:
maintaining fuch crrours, asbeingadmited, the way of Godgmuﬂ'
Be corrupted, or laid afide ? and whether thefe are not the mea,thae
t(h“ leaft unzwa:es).lfcrvc the defign of the greae eacmy, and »:fh:-
us? youare nog guilsy of the fault wherewith you wowld charge

el

Prasbyeerian: e

VIt 48. Woether tag many well-wseani ng b wt weak Chriftians,

arc nos difafelled vo lawful and warvansable things in 1ie Worfhi
&od, muerly bfﬁﬂ{fe!ht ey feefush as are xngadly‘iﬁ’ ﬂud'aw:rﬂ:fn‘{
And whakey if God fhowld but [t s have & King and osher Rulers,
Yeat wrre ﬂxm‘nﬂ InfamtaBaptifn, and finging of Plalwgsy e, and ﬁ
L w ) s J
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wonld mrake Laws for their own way, axd swpafe it anotirs, fo tha
the angadly muliitade flowld fall in with tiems it Would wot prefensly
eure many tha wveuow for fuch Opsmions ?

Baprift,

Antigi, 48, Whether many, but weak Chriftians, would hold
to the errou of Infant-fprinkhag, but meerly becaufe 1.B.and Mr,
Baxtery . dofo, Andwhether thisbe not as much weaknefs of
the onc band, as the cafe pr.t by youon the o:her 2 and whether
buth ought not 1o be amend:d ? And whether the latter part of this
Quiery do not thew, that o follow the greateft number is not al-
ways the bo way ? And why then wonld you dilcourage us by
our Pauciry?  Andwhether{uch Confidcrations might not liave
difcouraged the Apoftles,tecing ibey were to alter the Bate of Rey
ligion in the Jowifh Church, yea, throughout the whele world ?

Presbyterian,

Query 49. Whether My, Baxterinthe fecond and third part of
that kis facond defence of onr Infams Rightsy have wot fufficieniy
dereled vhe graat and notoriaens uniruths sn Fall and Hiflory, wheres
with Mv, F1.0, Trewsife of Baprifw, and Reply 1o Mr, Willes i¢
Sully fiuffed.

Baprijt, .

Antiqu, 40, Whettier Mr, D, and Mr, Tombes have not fuff.
ciently derefted Mr, Baxiersmiftakes in many of his Works a.
be Infant-baptifin, and particularly in Mr, Tombes his Felo de
Je.  Alfo whether Mr. Wids cxceptions againft Mr. D. arenot
well foiled by Mr. D, in histwol)(:Id Dcfence of bis Treatife of
Baptifa ; And whether Mr, Baxrer did cver yer, or ever will ac-
eept ;E Mr. Tombes his ferious Challenge lately made in thele
words,

1 Challenge him 1o fer down diftinflly his Theles, concerning the
Grace hemeanes, the Covenant of Gravey what aud whofe it isy hew

£ 51 bap,ifwnty whas arcthorights and benefirs ionferved to lnf;nll :

{69
by ity nfing words i the ir prapey fmc)c v gouine norions, andthen
without Queflionss Exclamations, Flires, :S‘upp:ﬁl ions improved, fue
doven his Scripiwres, and form by Arguments fubflantiatly.and
then 1 dowbs par bt learned and accwrare Difputanes mif Joa lss foky
&, Potlcript 1o M. D, fecond Rrp[)r p.267. ’

Presbyterian,

Query §0. Whether the Aucbapiifts fechifum, o7 fsparation from
Compnnnion with onr Churely-t be vor worfe yet then their bnple Opi-
wion ¥ Auswhecher ir e nor defirable, and poffibley thar /fm may be
Foundonr, and terms bnid dawey anwhich good and fsber mun an both
fides wonld agree and bold Commumen

Baptiff,

Amigu.gc. Wiether the Papifimay not on fajrer Gr
Query thus with the Proteftante, then ;ou can do with u:,ar!%(z'-
cially when the Caufe you manageagainftus is fo doubtful in the
judgement of itsbeft friends  as we fhewed in our Preface - and
here we (hallfurther add what Mr. 77 notes in his firit R,cply,
p-r26. Mr.Chillingworth(Githhe) in his Anfwer to Kuer's Cha-
mymmw:fd, Part. 1.c.3. $.44. 152, faith, The doftrineof
Infane-baptifmis of that forty of which the Scripture is filent, And
the Oxford-Divines, in their Reafons of the prefent Judgement of
the Univerfity, ¢re. Jwne 1. 1674, Do, fe&. 4. p.9. lay, Thas
m'rb_om rhrCaHfmt,j'ud!mm.' amiPratbice of the wm verful Chareh,
(which they diftinguifh from the Scriptures ) shey fhould be ar a lofs
whes they ave called wpont for proof of rhe bapsizing Lifants, Now
this confidered with whar Dr. Taylor faith, Dsffusfive frem Pou
Perys B3 18, That it it certan, thire ssno wriverfal or prime Tra-
dirion for baptizing infants, thenwhether you may not mare fe-

turely forbear baptizing your Infants, tifl cndowe d with knows.

Ledge and faith, then to doit withour, And in the mean time re-

fainyour opinion aboue their being in the Covenant of Grace,ind

Let Chrifts Minifters or your felves pray for them afier the ex7

ample of Clrifh, "And whether d;j' might not be a more Jikely
X ue

may:
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ate between the Baptifts and the Pedobap-

way for a lafting Pe
fonant to the Scripturcs then the way pros

gifts, and more con

pounded by you?
And fe¢ing it fhall come into your fiearts to make fome Over-

tures for peace,we defire you would profecutc that needful Work.
‘And whether it may not better be done by perfonal Conference io
a friendly and Chriltian manaer, tlien by writing Booksone to
another. And whether the Baptilts have not offered this, and bin
cejefted by you infuck their tenders of friendfhip ?

May thete Queries and Antigueries have an effeétual tendencyto
the inereafe of Love and Chirftian Friendfhup, and if not, whe:
gher it bad not been better they bad been vnwritten?

T T T e Y e T R

o The Pofferiph.
Sﬂsmgg shat I dﬂt-“@rlfm‘ is ontvary to the Commtand of Chrift
Rthceg;lng lately in Writing a I ropofition from a Miniﬂel'o'f
X ¢ Churchof Englard, to which I fent him certain Argu-
ents, .to prove what is denied in- the faid Propofijion; I fhall
nfideration, The Propofition s this,
" ok Yo o f..[,P”.’f’-, ..
nfant-baptifm is wot conty ary 1o the Command of Chrifb
) . .. Coumyra, )
Infmr-hpnfm ifcontrary 1o the Command of Chyi#t
Arg. 1, E

biere offet the fame 16 Co

1f Infant-baptifm be notcon '
aptifm be r trary to the Com-
siand of Cliriit, th;n it is of divine ’lrn&itutionom From rheipfitu.
But Infant-baptifmis not of divine l“ﬂitu:i:,n vion of hapritn.
_ﬁ]’!": If‘fﬂm'bipt“ﬁis contrary to the Comr;land of Chrilt
Cbi];}M;J‘;,: :'i;(t':‘l' becanfe thereis only one B.;pn[m inﬂ‘imnd.by
Ritwtivi of Inf. -r:r_agd;"!;_fr:, besanenomas can e any divin 1
If infant-baptifm be not ¢o b 2.
et E " niraryto the Com-
mg‘rrl‘d of Chrift, thenitagrees withyChrjﬂs Com. TFeom the inflic
m'B'ﬁ:.??};_the %:arpctui:yof Baptifing Adar, 28, g, Cionef Baptfm
. nfant.baptifn is not agre to the ; ;
‘h;SP"P“‘!"tYp f‘_na;nirm,u,.,ﬂ?;_bk to the Commifiion 4em (7.
ﬁf}};{tﬂ:’ﬁﬁlfrz is contrary to the Command of Chyidt,
it owr Copmiflion f ;;:”A[;;ginﬂ,“m””dld nething contyary te
) - i . ity y
Agreement bthween the C ommsiffion md,;;ﬂ;f.::?,;;'f” can fhew any
m.’ﬁ infant. b%p:iﬁn be ot mrﬁ:f;yio the Com | ‘
nd of Cbri shénitis agreeable to”thc'pra{tic; gf0|n the pra

ice of eheflrft
Chuych,

of 2‘%@'}?&9"53] Churches,

- . Bt iofanc-baptifm isnot g bl

gl‘e’g‘r; cﬁAPofou,r:;Cbur(g;::? ¢ to thf pra-
snrant-baptilm is contrary tq the Commaud of Cliri

Ty Ma AL m.f becanfe the .o;’pﬁoliqa_l\ckyr:j, 4:?4 b ;::‘ "

. i _ - thag
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