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A brief account of a difputation holden
at Blyton in the County of meoln. -

: Between
Mr. William Fort Minifter of the Perochial Congtcganon at Blyton

on the one part,
And

Tlmm G‘rnmhm, Servant to the Bapnfcd Churchcs on the other

part, ..
4% Whereunto is added

Brief Ammadverﬁons upon Dr. .S‘tiltmg -fleet his Da greffions]

about Infant Baptifm
IN

His Book Intituled, -4 rarional account of the Protcﬁmt Religion,&«, |

Inboth which are fhewed

That the generality of the Nations now profelling Chriftianity, are
- " asyetunbaptifed into Chrift,

1. Becaufe

Their Sprinkling and Croffing the Forc-head is ot tbc nght m.y‘

of baptifing. 3. Becaufe

| Infants ought not to be Baptifed.

! AQs2.18.

Repensand beBaptifed every one of Jou in tbc Name of Fefus chrif for :bc.
Remiffionof sins, and yo foall receive the gifss of the Holy Ghofts

{ Mark 16. 16, Heshas belicveth and is Baptifed shall be faved.
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PR AR M DD DRI A
The Epiftle Ded:catay,
ToMr. ZPilliamFort and thereft of the Brethren and AfR-

ftants;at the Difpute holden by his appointment at Blyzes
the 18'day of Sepfember, 1673.

Reivend Sivs

x Do feriowdy accountita part of my infelicity to fee the di-
I {traQtions and divifions among us touching the Worfhip of
Almighty God, and his holy Ciuld Jefus,whom 1 truft we do
all love and fear, andthercfore it is the grearer pitty “that
we whe differ not-about the Godhead, fhould at all differ a-
bout the things which pertain to his blefled Service. May it
therefore lplcafe God tomoveupon all our hearts to confider
aying afide all carnal intereft) wherethe caufes on either
fideare given. Andfich, perhaps weate more quick fighted
about each othersmiftakes then our own, give me leave with-
out offence, to thew briefly what I conceive is really amifs
onyour part,and I fhall as willingly confider whatmay fair-
ly beobjected concerning us againt that confideration.

Firft then, when Uook upon your reformatior from Papall
errors, Icannot but heartily congratulate the piety and
w¢al of your Martyrs, &:c.Specially in their being inftrumen-
tal tobring that facred infticute of the  Lords Table from
under manjfold corruprions wherewith ichad been incam-
bred in the darknefs of Popery - But yet withall Imuft needs
condole their thortnefs innot looking with like diligence to
the Priftine Infticution of facred Baptifm , by which ever-
fight we which furvive chem, arc the more expofed to our
prefent diltractions, and I think I may fay in this,as Davidin
another cafe, becaufe they did it nov at the firft therefore
the Lord made a breach upon us. Az Se,



N Tre Epiftle Dedicatory.

Secondly, when 1 cenfider the articlesof the Charch of
England, 1think it very ftrange that we whoagree (o firmly
wm them allfave three or four, and diffcrbut in fome points
rouching them neither, fhould not confider of fome expedi-
ent to remove what obftructs ourintire agreement. '

May it therefore pleafe your Bithops,with their Brethren,
toadmit ofa friendly conference with our Bithops and paft.
ors,to try if by any means a way may be foundto bring us
tobrotherly concord, for what{oever hath happenedin the
heatofdifpuration, ot fallen from the Pens of paffionate
Writers on citherfide, yet beplcafedto know, we are no
hatersofthe pious Proteftant, but fincere lovers of them

and the truths by thein maintain‘d, asindeed we ought to be

of all who love Chrift, though differingfrom us in many
things. Andthoughitistrue we holda {eparation from you
in our Congregations, yet we do this of neceffity , becaufe
noneamong your Lead ers will treat with us about the re.
moval of thofe things which do offend.

Iconfefs, to reform what is amifs on your part couching
ficted Baptifm is a dithicult undertaking,yet not more difh.
cult chert it was to reform what was amifsin the other Sacra-
ment, whether we confider their exrors, who for fome hun-
dredsof years, gaveitto Infants, or theirs who by their
tranfubftantiation changed the very nature of the Sacrament:

But if no endeavours of thiskind muft be admicced, then
am Lout of hopes ever to fee Chriftian concord among us,
for thofecoercive ways (which fome incline to) will but ag-
geavate the breach(whichis too greatalready) % render your
caule the more fufpitious,and confequently more confirm us
in our per{iafion againftyour way.Now the Lord him(elf di-
~ectus all ro the way of trath and peacein all chings ;

So pravs; yours to love and ferve you in Chrift as far
a5 permitted, T.G, Tie

Epif’:le to the Reader,

Shewing the occafion of this Difputation.

Courteous Reader.

< is ot more burtfaul when needlefs, then pr.oﬁm'biq when
Z{::“i:;nc:’ﬂ: for it. And bercupon onr Lord Chrift bimfelf ulw
frequent sn difputes about hus Doitrine.  This way went theA Ago{f T:l
10 try the marrer sn Quefion about Circumeifion, Ats 15, = nd Pa !
defended Chriftianity by difputing dayly in the Schoak of one Tyrannu
AQsig. ‘ . .
: the difpute ar Blyton, September 18, 1673. was o
thi}‘ziﬁmﬁg ﬁfml[ rnjni’nant of ba";uud Chriftians mecting that
Town, it pleafed M. Fort Minifter of the Perochial Conregation
there, tocome to thesr Meetingss and to }{;gder their Prauedmg:d . ‘fr
that they conld not edific onz anatber, as their manncr wﬂ:.d And this
be did many times, and told them bz was re folvsd they fhould nos r}z’zcgt.
in that Town. And when ths Baptifts endeavonred ro maintain their
principles he flightedthem, [aying they were foslifl: MmLm; f_t&:-a
difcasr[e of religion becaufe they inder ood ot the rule; of ! g 8
Eut bs bad them find hum 3 Man thar had Brains, an m; '"ﬁooTLW
Languages, and knew Logick snd be wasld difpure with bim. ¢y
told bir they had few that npderfbood thefe things. But be not ceuﬁfg
to difturb thom thoy confented to bis imotic, and a day wn:F appovnic .
and beeanfethe Baptifks had nor a convensent place, Adr. Fort ,p,ozg.;;
ded alarge voom, and [ont for them to come thither ywhere bimfelf wit
twe other Minsfters axd divers  of the N ugbbaurboad were zitt

togeth r. _—



To the Reader,

Lo ihoaaccount of the difpure it felf s vake this information thae g,
o it 1 bere reported accordimg 1o whar Memary conld ferve
i Hpen recogiration, but yer be affuredof this thar for fubflance it is
uer aliered by this accounty the argnments varying very lirtle, or not ar
cdl From sthe vevy serms wherein they weve expreffed in the Difpure,
wod Afe. Fort s aufwers, rendred vather move advavtazions, then in
theer firft delsvery,

f st foom firange that a Perfon of fuch Learmng and Grauiry,
Lrouid winfower and argue with no wove “adivantage 1o s canfe | the
Reader may take wotice thar God hath f4id, He will confound the
Wifdom of the Wife, and bring to neught the underftanding of the
Urudene  Anwd when be dorly this,then whore s the Seribey where i5 ehe
I:ifpucer of ths Werld.

Now whereas in this Difpute 1 bave wfed 1he methed which the
L.carvied do smove affeély then otler ways of Difputing , 1 defire the
Readur to take notice, that 1 donot su anmy thing that Lhave faid pre-
tendar all voshe Parse of 4 Scholar, being a Perfon of no education that
1.2y, mewbtit, havig obtained mevcy of the Lovd, te knaw fomewhas of
bus bl i d Wik, aceording to Ins word, L am thercfore willing te Aappear
vk difonee of Ins Trush when culied thereunte.

Fanadiv, sy henres defive and prayer 16 God, is | that though our
gryyeid differcuces in Religion, be macter of infelicity | _)'!I!/l.rb we afl
wrice, Unat Chriffionity is the only tvice Religion in the world, that we
ciervelers iaay codiavein o mastain the grear engagement of Charity,
ol Sdoderarion, and theinwe p sy expeét that the God of Trih and
Fecee, will pitty wsivedes our miflakes, and alfo lead wo wito the enjoy-
it o that gracions promife , Jer. 32 -39, Ewen 10 give ks one
Foore andone Way, Sobeir,

Tho. Grantham,

A

O R,

Anaccount of the Difpute held at Blyon
‘the cightecn of Seprember, 1673,

The People being come together, Mr. Fors applying himfelf ro Ths-
was Grantham began after chis manner,

lawful Meetings in this rlace which I have laboured to fu:-
prefs, row that wiich I have to charge them with s this -
That their Meetings are tnlawful, 2, Thattheir way of
Anabapti(m is finful, And 3. Iwill prove that our way of bapti-
zing Intants islawful,

S IR, 1(uppole that v{,ou are come hither to defend (ome un-

Tho, Grantham,

Sir, I came not hither to defend any Mans fayings or doings, but
to vindicate the truth of the Gofpel (as much as in me is) (o far as
[am concerned, and for Anabaptifm I am againft it as much as you,
nor do I think it needful to difpute about thebaptizing of Infants till
fome body be found to baptife them, for 1 think that there is no Man
in England that baptileth any Infants.

Me. Fore, i

Why thisisa ftrange thing! can any thing be more plain,
then that which is de fafe, and here the three Pricfts fell «
Jaughing,
T, Granthan,

Gentlemen, you have no caufe to laugh as yer, for I fay (and fgu"
: ‘ W




(2)
{hew indue place) that neither younor any in the world that I can
‘hear of does baptile any Infants,
Mr. Fort,

T tell youfriend we do taptife them and will you deny a thing that

is de facto, and here they fell alaughing again.
T. Grantham, )

Gentlemen, this doth not become the gravity of your Perfons,did
you come hither to make fport 2 But becdufe yeu make this (o
ftrange, give me leave to put you in mind of the Apoftles faying > 1
Cer. 11, Thisisnorts eat she Lords Supper, and yet the Corsuthians
did celetrate the Lords Supper as they fuppofed in the Bread and
Wine which they fetapart, bur going from the Inftitution of
Chrift, the Apoftle denies it to be the Lords Supper. I therefore
1'aK you do not baprife at all, becaufe you have loft the Inftitution of
C

rift,
Mte, Fort.

Well, well, but firft let re hear what you have to fay for thefe
unlawiil Meetings which I have endcavoured to fupprefs.

T. Grantham,

Tam not fo mucha ftranger te the Meetings youfpeak of , but 1
think they may be defended, but yet I fuppofe it the beft way to ery
our principles, for if they be good, sur Meetings to promote good
principles necd not offend you, and truly till this day, Idid not yn-
derftand that our Meetings fhould be the fubjeét of our Difpute,

Mr. Fort,

I perceive thofe that have informed you havedone you fome in-
jury, for 1 did fay, thar your Meetings were unlawful and therefore
: vppoled them, and feeing you have not premidated this, Iwill not
iurprize you, but will cenfent to difpute their principles.

T. Grantham,

Sir 1thank you for that, and I defire thar the Queftions may be
fuirly fiated to contain the points in difference abour the Do&rine
of Baptifi.
’ Mr. Fort,

\ Well, I agree to that, and pray de you {tate the Queftions if you
pleate.

- " " T. Gra;mhdm.

‘ke Queftions then :may be thefe; (2.
The Qu h may 5 (wz) 01 Wihe.

g

{3
.Qt_.)x. )
Whether your way of baptifing, be the righe way of baprifidg ?
2

He 2,
Whether Infants ought to be baptifed 2
Mr. Fors.

Well, let thefe be the Queftions, Ifay our way eftaptificg i,
right , and that Infants ought to be baptifed, and do you prove the
contrary if you€an.
T, Grantham.

Although you ought toprove what you affirm, yet | wil accept
your offer, and fhall fhew, that yeur pretended way of baptifing is
not the right way of baptifing, and that Infants ought not to be bap-
tifed,and firft I arguethus,

Arg. 1.
Holy Scripture doth fhew what ifihe right qu of baptifing , holy
Scripture doth nos [hew [prinkling or eroffing is the right way of bapti-
Jing, ergoyonr way of baptifing is not the right way of baptising,
My, Fort _
Wedo not fay that fprinkling or croffing is baptifing, neicher did
1 ever fprinkle any inall my life,

Then you contradi&t your brethren, whofe conftant praftige is
knowan to be [prinkling and croffing the Fore-head, yea you cen-
tradié your 'own Common Prayer-book, for there your direction
is to fprinkle and crofs the Infant,

Mr  Fort.

I contefs our old Common Prayer-book did ufe the word fprinkle,
but we have now altered it, and it is only baptife inthe new Com-
mon Prayer-book,

T, Grantham,

I confefs reformation is no error; it feems then Gy your own grang
your firft Book was faulty, and for your practife itis ftill the fame ,
and 1 pray, as you arc a Schollar tell us plainly, doth the word bap-
tife fignifie to fprirkle?

M, Fert,
No, 1 do not fay it doth the word that fignifies {prinkling is Rdisnes
T.G.

In that you fay well, and now pray anfwer to my Argument, for
1t proves fprinkling s rot the way of baprifing,
B Mr

-



(4)
Mr, Forr,

i havetold you we do nor fay that fprinkling is baprifing,

neicher do we xake the Crofsany part of Baptim.
. Tha. Grantham.

Youdo certainly make the Crofs aw appurtenance in-your Bap-
tifm, for you will excommunicate fuch as-refufe to ufe it in Baptiim,
and for fprinkling lappeal to this Affembly, who can witnefs it
the common practice of your Miniftry to fprinkle the Fore.head,
and it is remarkable that-you eannot ftatid by your pratice now i
15 oppofed. I-defire you to anfwer the Argument.

Mr. Fore.

1 have anfwered it for I do not fprinkle, but Talways pour water
upon thofe whom I baptife, and for my own part I was dipped;and fo
according to your own Judgement rightly baprifed,

. 7. Grantham.

if you were dipped then youhad more done to you then yow
Brethren in that cafe, and fo you are divided in your praftice nor
is vour pouring water on the Fore.head baptifing and therefere an-
‘iwer the Argument,

My, Forr, .

Here Mr, Forr and the other Minifters fpake together. difowning
iprinkling , andfaying they did not make the Crofs neceffary in
Baptifm, for (fay they ) in privare Bapeifm it is not ufed.

T\ Grantkam.

Y ou know that the Papifts allow of Midwife to pour water out of
2 Gla's upon the Infant , which they accouat a valid Baptifm. yet
at other times they make their ceremonies neceffary, and fo do you
she Crofs, petforming in the name ofthe Father, Son and holy
apirit,

Mr. Forr.

That is not-{6? we' do not perform it in the name of the Father,

Son, and holy Spirit, therefore you wrong us.
T. Grantham,

This is ftrange, for either youdo it inthe name ofthe Lord, or
in veur own name, if you do it in your own name pray tell us fo,
{41 you anfwer not the Argument, therefore I proceed.

Arg. 2.
it which rewders the praltife of Chrift and bis Apoftles [upcr-
Toane, cr vwteilois, ve not the Tight way of Baptifing,

Dur

o }\ )

But your pretenied way of z(?;pr.i‘{inglrmdar: the prattice of Chriff

i bis Difciples [uper flacns, or r1dititions, .
MIZE‘Z}:G. ]j‘g/g w,{; 5f gdptiﬁﬂg 15 nat the right way of Baptifing.

° Mr., Fort, :

The minor is denyed our wa of. Baptifing doth ot render the

practice of Chrift orbis Difeiples fuperfluous or gidiculons.
T .Grantham. ) )

The minor [ evince by this demonftration, he thgt qonﬁdgrs how
Chrift and his Difciples were baptifed, and-did baprifein Rivers or
Places of much water , and youon the other fide take a lirtle warer
onyour finger ends, or in your hand only, muft needs concluds thot
cither they did too much; ot yau do:too lictle ; Now- _tbus ite 15
written, Mat. 3 Fefus when he was baptized came np fereight way o
of the Waser, Mark %, They were ﬁ/lléﬂpnz.fd vs the Rever of Fordarn,
confeffing their fins.  Tobn bapeifed in £#on becaulethere was much
water there, Phillipand the Eunich went both down into the water.
Now if yovr putting a few drops of water on the Fore-head only,
be fufficient chen theother muft needs “be  fuperfuous,, yea ri-
diculous.

.

E
i Mr. Fore. o
This does not prove the minor, for we do not deny dipping, and1
pray what do youmean when you fay our way renders Chrifts to
be ridiculous, ,
T. Grantham. :
} Imeanathing to be laughedar, and put the cafe you hatl occafion
to wafh your hands-only, would it not be ridiculous o fee you go
? into the Rivertodoit? even doesthus your pretended way of bap-
i tifing, render the way of Chrilt ridiculous and reflects difhonour
on him and his followers, as if they were nét fo wifsas you , to
know the beft way to be baprized, but we are refolved: to foow
Chrift though we differ from;{owi: .
r. Fort.
es, the word ridicufous doth fignifie fo much , bur yet}deny
tha}rour practife doth refle& upon Chrifts, for though in theie hot
Countreys they diddip in Rivers, yer it was not neceffary inthele
colder Countreys to do fo, for Chrift hath not commanded that.
T, Grantham. A
Then you confefs it was the prattice: of the firft chriltians dt_o

Bz ip:




S i 6)
dip in Rivers,and I ask you whether they did this by a command oy

net ?
M. Fore,
Yes, I grant chey did it by 2 commang;
T. Grantham, .
Then'your have granted (ufficient to overthrow your practice, and
to confirm ours, unle(s you can alfo thew a command for fprinkling.
M. Fort.
L havetold youl do not fprinkle.
The he k T. Grambam.
.. The contrary is the known prattice of your Miniftry, and ;
is little differing, I proceed to another Argumcnt. y yours

Arg. 3:

That which brings unawoidable fmfuﬁm into the Church is net
vl vight way of baptifing:

But gmor WAY of baprsfiug doth bring unaveidable confufion inte the

Chureh, ’
Ergo, your Way of baptifing is not the right way of baptifing
My. Fore,

Our practiee in baptifing as we do, doth not bring eonfufion inco
the Church,

F. Grantham.,

1 thew the contrary thus, your way of baptifing admits of as many
ieveral ways, as there are parts in a mans body; for whether the
Fore-head, the Brealt, Back, Hand or Foot, or fome other parc
ought to be only fprinkled, or whether any af thefe may net ferve,
you can fiew no reafon, fo that you thus bring confufin iat o the
Church;

< My Fore,

The Head being the moft honourable part of mans body , we

vherefore chufe the lead and think thar che beft.
= T. Grantbam .

This is only your imagination, and if I think othérwife, and fo
chufe the breaft, you cannot fieew thisto be a greater errour then
your own, but I proceed.

Arg.

\ 4 .
That which renders all Men wncertain whether they do the will of

Godor not is not the right way of baptif'ing,
Byt

N

/
But your way of baptifing dwh(ander all Men uncertain whether
hey dothe will of God or no:, .
Ergo, your way of baptifirg is nor the right way of baptifurg.
Mr. Fort
I deny that our way renders men uscertain, whether they do the
will of God or not,

T.G,

God hath nat afligned any one part of thebedy to be baptifed,
and notanother, theretore no man that tollows your way can tell
whether he do thewill of God or not, infollowing your way:

Argo .

That way which doth not [1gaific, HSJHI whick ourht to be repiefentid
in bapsifin is not the right veay of baptifing.

But your pretended way doih not figisijiz thar which onghe tobe re-
prefented in baptifm.

Erga. Your way of Baptifing is not the righe way of Baptifing.

My Fore,

Our way of baptifing doth fignifie the cleanfing of the confcience

from Sin which is the thing that ought te be fignified in baprifm:

No action of mans devifing may befaid to fignifie the cleanfing
our confciencesfrom Sin, but my argument reférs to the wholefiz-
nification of baptifm, and particularly the burial of Chriftand others
with him, Rom, 6 we are buried with hinx in baptifm, and the Scrip-
ture cannot be broken, therefore baptifm muft fo be performed as ro
fignifie thefe things

Arg. 6. .

That which agrees not with the mative signification of the word
Barilw is not the right way of Baptifing.

But your way agrees not with the nacive fignification of the word
BaAi{w:

Efgo, your way is ot the right way of baptifing.
r. Fore
The minor isdenied, our practice agrees with the signification of
the word Bamia:
T.G.
I defire you to fhew the place which mentions fueh a washing as
“you practice, whege the word Baz7ils is taken to exprefs the facred
act of baptifm: T Mr.




(8)

s faid the Dhai d'& Mr. Fore.

tisfaid the Pharifes did wafh their cups and bed

. . ~ . * s 3
word Baptizo is ufed, yet they did not dip them,  here the
, T. Grantham, .
} I_call d for a Text wher the word Bar7iln i3 fed to exprefsthe
.ac‘;gd{tA& of baptifin, and that fignifies y w7 manner of wafhin
and in e(;d of this, you bring me a place which fpeaks of the-Dli‘
;nfalwa ing cups and beds, and yet even this place is againft you :
or they that wath defiled cups and beds do more then fprinkle them,
or poure a lirtle water upon them, as youdo on the Infants Fore’
}l_c:ad ;_and here give me leave to urge fome Authorities for the fig-
iification of the word BasiZw to be a dipping of the thing dm§.
xmqated baptized, and firft I urge the Greek Crammer, where the
vadix1s parle and rendred, mergo, wmmergo, to dip or plunge
‘ Mr. Forr, ’
I will not regard the Greek Grammar.
Thisis @ ) T+ Grantham,
rs s firange ! will you take upon yo rred

o ibisis y pon you to correlt the Greek

. ' i Mr. Fore,

Yes that Iwill, I will not believe the Greek Grammar

) . T. Grantham,

I fuppoie you would correét our Bibles too if you could, bur till
this be done give us leave to believe the Grammar which we have
:(?Irl do not ::xp;c: 13 better from you 5 my next Authority is that of

hanticr, Wio faith Ba#]iley eftingo quod fit indFs
T 0 i L Ly eftingo g fit wmmcrgends portinétio-

Mr. Fore,

1 have not feen that Author,

B ' ‘ T Grantham,

Then L give yoii another : dn broft fawth | evecfrarves tingi debens

= foute quo Cbr:ﬁ/u. Therefore brethren we mult be dipped
e fame Fountain with Chrii, thar we may be one with Chrift
wind o thisagred che decrees of fome Counceli:, "

. \Tenl ‘ N, Fort, : ’

ey Allign thols copnlells ehia ' inc if

7 Allg {s _p}a“,th ét,decugc,i fuch g ching if you can.
s Tan o1 rqrzrhgm. o .

b fuiz Yol counfell (which is ratified in the Pecretalls )

faith

T T D 1

RNy

L 9 !

faith proter Viantia JO1, ot e toms iy
to avoid the feandal of fchim fesvs
faith the coun‘ell of worms, Iv
i fivs b oquis coneefiavefuric

L
oo diplut or anl

lemerfis an difiran F, G

44

wir. Yorr.

Well- Thavetold youTwas dippzd yet 1 had but my liead oulv

dipped. and for my part [ do not ule prinkling atall. '
T. Granthar.

Sir, I have (hewed how therein you contradict your Brethren and
the Church of England, and it’s obfervable that youcannot fland Lv
your way of baprifing, and hereby you give this Affesably jult caue
to fufpect their baprifm, but I proceed,

Arg. 7-

That practice which was innovared lont afrer the tuffitutio: 0" by
tifm is mot the right voay aflmpt;].";-zg.

" But your way was innovated long aficr the inflitution of bugtifu.

Ergo, your way is not the right way of bzpz ifing.

Mr. Fore.

1 deny that our way was innovated long after the mfimution of
Laptifm,
T. Gl‘mﬂhﬂm,

I can prove it was innovated long after the inftitution of baptifinby
your own Doctors. For example, /7uzo Gietins who confefles o
much in his iudgesmem on fundiy points controverted,

Alfo the Learned Marquefs of Worceffer in his conference with
His Late Majefty confeffes that their Church (to wit the Papilts)
changed baptifm from dipping over head and earste a litle fprink-
ling upon the Forehead, and W2/ ridus fbrabo de rebus cwelefie, that
the firfd Chriftianswere bapisxed fumply in floods and fornamns , yeal
canptove by our own chronicles that there were about ren thoufand
baptifed in one day inthe River Swale in York fhure, fromall which
it appears your way of fprinkbing is an innovation.

. Mr, W
Mr, Wright one of the Minifters that fat by was very angry and
food ups faying; you fpeak all, it is not fit you fhould fpeak fo much.
T Grantham
To whom T. G, replyed Sir yououghtnotto be angry; I do

not interrupt Mr, Fert, and he hath time to fpeak what ‘he hath
10




10
tojay: therefore blame not me ﬁt§1 I lacar as well as fpeak,
Mr. Fore,
Pray Mr Wright benetangry ; Ipsomifed it thould bea peacea-
Lle difpute,
T. Grantham,
Becaufe¥would give place that Mr, Fert night kave time to
prove his pratice,l wottld now proceed to the fecond Quettion,{#:iz)
Qu. 2. Whether Infants ought to bs bagtized, Lam 10 preve they
onghe not, which L thus do, ) ’
Arg. 1,
Holy Scriprure doth fhew wh aro to be baptizad , Moty Scripeure
i ot fhew shae Infanes onghe 10 be bipesfed,
Erdo, Infants ougit nm 10 be baprifed.

Ar. Fore.
Huly Scripture doth fhew that Infanrs ought to be baptifed.
Thomas Grantham.

If Holy Scripture doth fhew that Infants eught 1o be Laptifed, then
fome bady can (hew where it may be found, but no body can fhew
ws where fucha Scriprure may be found.

Ergo Holy Scripture dothnot thew that Infants ought to be bap-
tied. Mr. Fore,

[ can (he v where itmay be found, and IFwill prove that Infans
cught to ke baptifed, from Mar. 28 1g.

T. Grantham

Sir, you miftake your place, for youare notnow to prove, Lut to
anfiver nie, nor doth the text you mention fpeak of Infane baptifin ar
all. Mr. Yore,

The word is xa%d/s<Tt make Difciples in all Nations bartifing
them, but Infants are part ¢t the Nacions that are to be baptifed,

T, Gravtham.

Vou doviolate the Law of diputing - for being my repon it
vou ought not voargue. Now tor the Text it is read thus myps S
Grunardsdie murlm v iSm Bardi LT s ad et e 28 Zroun 3G &,

Now for the explication of the Verd waSwrdizgfs, | fefer von to
Furethe 4 1. sswdem ar here Ditciples are made fiich by actyal
teaching: Ergos Intants cannot be mad: Diicipies according to .2 sur.
F 3 Mr. Fert.

Favny, rhacicis neeeilary to undersland an acrual teaching hv the

:
goae l B
N O - 1 I

S P ——

—
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T.G.
The very reading of the Teut gives it again®t you, for ic faith go
teach all Nations, twas anact to Le done by the Apottles.

Mr. Fort,
Ttell you Infants of believers are difciples and need ne act to make
themfo. T.G

Thar cannet be, they mult be made difciples either by Goed or
Man before they can bedifciples, however they cannot be difciples
according to Mat, 28. Becaufechar is interpreted by your felf 1o
make difciples, (viz) by the Apoftles.

Mr, Fore,

But there is no neceffity to'underfland an actual teaching of all
that are 1o be made difciples.

T. Grautham.

It can have no other fignification, as I fhali shew by your own
Criticks, who tell us that the wuysws eff difce, to learn or get know-
lodge, and in the Hebrow wainmis masty is 12290 Pw3) & 09N
comes of 9 didick and is rendred digens ab alio , which agrees
with the Syriack 1390 and the Arab. winnYSm this fully accords
with A(arz 16.16. go preachthe Gofpel to every creature and hence
Larpue, Ifthofe that are co be baptifed accor!’m o Mat. 28, 10,
mufk firft be made by actual teaching or learning from another, then
no infant ought tobe baptifed according to this Text, Lut the firft is
true: Ergos fo is the fauer,

Mr, Fore.

1 will prove thar infants ought to be Laptifed as being diiciples from
Ads1g. Why tempt ye God to puta yoke upon the necks of the dii-
ciples? this is fpoken of infants, ‘1}.‘({&!”“{0“ they are difciples,

Sir, Imarvel you should no betrer obferye the Law of difputing
which [muft hold you to, and the vacher becaufe youwere pleaf d to
alary fo much over your poor Neighbours becaufe ofgour skill in
l.ogzick, and now Iwill shew your miftake of this Textby the pro-
seeetion of my nevt Argument which is chis,

Ag 2

Wit ewr b tale buprifid bt fuely ag are Chrifts Difeirdes, ascores.
RN EY VS ; .'1.'0_1£:'ﬂrl ‘)

Fofin i e et Thnafbe Difeipd s acvavding tothe gospel use of thay
‘.."'n":‘,-"r.' El;;l ;‘i.:ﬁ.’.:;i Vrl,l‘_’lhl 1 -v;s i'.r‘:-:.'u'd g F C J"I:*




(12)
Mr. Fort.

I deny the minor, Infants are Chrilts Dikiples according to the

Go.pel ufe of that expreffion. ’
Ty Gruntham,

Nore are Chrilts Difciples according to the gofpel ufe of that ¢
preflion, Lut fuch as rake up their crofs daily and follow Chrilt, but
Intants do not fo. Ergo, tothis agree the words of Chrilt, Luk.12,

Mr. Fore. '

This place fpeaks of perfons of years, and not of Infants,

T, Grantham,

I grant it, and fo doth every Texr that (peaks of Clirilts Dilciples

according to the gofpel ufe of that expreffion.
Mr, Fort,

Mot fo, fox I will fhew a place where Infants are called Difciples,
Adlts 1g: Mere fuch as were to be circumcifed after the marner of
Mofes are called Difcipies and yqu know Infants were circamcifed
aftar the maaner of Adafes,

T, Grantham,

That Infants were ciccumcifed after the manner of Afefes is true,
and that the falfe Apoftles would have put the yoke upon all the
Difciples istrue, but that every one upon whom they would Lave put
that yoke were Difciples is not true; I will expound this texr by ano.
ther,A&s 4.32, here we are informed that the multitude of them that
belicved had all things common, yet it doth rot follow that all thar
had part in thefe common things were believers, for Infants had
part in common things, and yet were no ‘believers, for iv’s faid the
multitude of them that believed were of one hearr, and one Seul.

Mr, Fore,

That text doth not expcund the other.

T. Grantham,

ict them be diligemtly compared, and youwill find that a mar
a2y as well prove Infanes believers from the one, asyou can prove
thein Difciples from the other, but I proceed,

) Arg. 3. .

Nowe ougir rale baprized but thefe whafe duty it isto be born ataru
~Oweter and of the Soric. ;

Liss mor the duty of Unfants to by born again of water and the fgu .

Tege, Dafanes augh not 1o be baprifed,

Mr.

. E——————— =L

e e

{13
Mr. Fort.
I except againft che ierm duty in your Argument.
T, Grantham.
Why (o ¢
Mr. Fore,
There are four terms in your Argurent;
T.Grantham.,

This is but an evafion, and no anfwer, you cannot fhew four terms
init. Mr. Forr.

I fay Infants ought to be born again of water and of the fpirit.

T, Granthasn.

Here you grant that they ought to be born again ¢f water, and of
the fpirit,and yet deny it to be their dutJ, this is no geod diftinétion
to make the new birtlino part of mans urtiy, but I will prove thae
whofoever is born agam muft therein perform duey, i Fob, 5. what-
foever is born of God évercometh the world, andthis is the victery
even our faith; certainly to believe and overcome the world is fome-

thing of duty. Mr, Forr, _
This place fpeaks not of Infants, but of perfons which are Adult,
T. Grantham

I grant it, but withall I fay this Text fpeaketh of whatfoever is
born of God, and faith Chrilt, every one that isborn of the fpirit is
like the tvind that bloweth fo as the found thereof is heard now  can
y cu imagine your Jnfants are born again of the fpirit, feeing they
give not any demonfteation of it ?

Mr. Fore,
Y ou ftill ir:fift uponplaces whith fpeak of adult perfons.
T, Grantbarn:,

I have told you that alt the Seriptures which fpeak ofthe new birth
of vater and of the fpirit, (peaks of adult pertons, or ifany fpeak of
Infants pray {l:ew vs where they are.

PN
NN fieaess viths tobe b.cp:i.:rd,vé.-u' thefe of whom fuith and repen:
roce s eeqirid,
Fitt o itpentanct are ot vigtred of Infams,
Lo, bt e vet il fanics s as ensght to fe brpriZed,
N et
i Lis Arenment s ke che ret, vou (it anfith upon tho® thin'g_s

win sty ity ol addtper, s, 0oz [}




(143
T, Graviim

Y our con‘cience tells vou thai 1 iafiit upon thefe things whichare
she duty of all that are 1o be kaptifed ; vea your enlgir Catechiim
teacheth us thae faich and vepergance are required o; afl thac are
to be bapuifed, but feeing you anfwer not, Lut evade caly. 1 fheil
proceed. Ard. s, -

Allthar ought to b duried with Chpiff in Bugtijin, anihe firf? 1o be
deal with bies from che vudiment s of the world, Infants ougin ot 10 be
dead with Chraff from the Fudiments of the world, Ergo, Infants angin
net to be Baptifcd. Mr, Yoir,

1 deny :ﬁe canlequence,

T. Graniham,

No Sir, you cannet deny the confequence in a Categoricail [yl-
logifnn, fothat youmuft either diftinguifh, or deny one ot the pro-
politions. Mr, Fore,

Well then, Ideny your major,

I'need but only fhew the abfurdity of this your denyal, for yiuta

in effet rhat fo:x e are to be buried before they be dead, now tha aﬁ

Chriftians in Reme and Celofs were dead with Chrift, before they

were buried with him in baptifm, is evident, Roms. G, 1, 3,3,4,

Colsf. 2, 10, 11, 12. and is as true of all other Churches, by which

it is plain thay no Infants were then,nor oughtnew o Le baptifed,
Arg. 6.

Siich only angle ta be bapeifed as Chrift and his Apafles did bapeife,
or n‘opaimtg :a%e bapjj}df Lr neither Chrift nor bf:ﬂ/i;aﬂ!. 3 bﬂ‘y{:—
Sedny Vifauts nir apposnted them to be bapiifed, Ergo.

M. Fort,

Chrift did appoint Infants to be baptifed, and faid [uffer linle

Children to come unto me and forbid them Rot, Adur. 18.
T, Sramhm,

All that canfairly be inferred of this paffage is chis, that if any
defire che Prayers of the Minifters of Chrifk for their Children ¢ e,
shey may tawfully pray for fuch bleffings as they have need of ; buc
if any prefume to baptife theny, they do more 1o them then Chrift
did, or any other by his appointment,

. Mr. Forr.

The Jaylor and all his were baptifed, and how ean you think there
were no Infants in bis houfe, T ’ T.

(15)
T. Grambham.

The very readingof this Text doth (hew, thar there were no In-
fants bastifed , for firfk the word was Preached to him and to all
thar were in his hou's, fecondiy Ire rejoyced believing in God with
all his bouie: Ldefirs no hewrer evidence againft your Infant kaptifin
then the place you bring for it

Ay, o
. et S .

A eharave tobe Bavoilc Lot taee i 0 war lp God g fpor it and
easthy analfo v ceiee geeond b s af v mow T frasmcit,

Bu: Latamis o oz g wiofiy Gk an fpivat aid wapvielii: Dve
trfon, iicr ey ather generab divy of the wer Ueffuncnt. Erjo, bijis
euzht no: tulbe Bagiifed,
VN ATIN
\What do youmean by the general dusies of thenew Telta e ?

I medn Prayer, hearing the Word,and Communion at the Lords
Table aceording to A5, 2. 41, 42,
AMr. Fort
This is fpoken of grown Per’ons, and not of Infants,
T, Grantham.
This is {poken of all that were tapti‘ed inthe firft Church, whofe
rarzern we ought to follow_rather then the innovations of Men,
Mr. Furt,
Your way is ar innovation not muchabove rzvo hundred wears (Il
That Graiulinon,

Not fo, tor our way of baptifing began inthe days of Feby the
Baptift, and for our oppofing Infant baptifm tis very caucar, far
asfoon as we hear it mentioned we fint ic oppofed by ferrullin:
who lived inthe third Century:

A, Fore.
Tertullian is conceived (o oppofe only the Baptifing of the (il
dren of unbelievers; T.G.
That isa greac miftake, hiswords are indefinite , for he fanlr,
veniant ergo dum adole feunt | wensant dum difeene | diem quo et
decensur, fiant ChrifFiarmn casmn Chrifburm noffe porserint,

M. w
Mr, Wright who was one of the other Brielts, ftood up and faid,
let the bufinefs be put to that ifue, for you only have Tesrwllan for
the ‘Anticres, and he was a Mamanidts, T.
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T. Grastham,

1f he muft be lightly looked ar becaufe he was in fome érroyr, as

lhatot poutansthen you mwf lay afide moft of the antient Fathers

who al’e had their.errours, bu: youare mifltaken Terrnllian was nor

the only perfenamong the Antients that oppofed Infant baprifm, for
Greg. Nazravzene did hikewife diffwade from it '

Mr, Wrighe.

_ Wehave Irenens before Tertwllian who (peaks tor Infant baptifin
tor he firh Lofmees pueris fenis, ' pLim
T. Grazinam,

Ycuact his words amifs, for & is not fenis but fenieres,

Mr. Wrichs,
Lo ds foisy it is feas, - -
T. Grantban,

Yeumiftake ic is fiwiores, and befide Lrcnens (peaks not of tapuiin
caly e weth thewords, venafemiter 12 d- o, o
A, Fore

The Antients underftood by them wordsto be baptized,

T. G,

{15 inconvenient [o to interpret Iresens in this tlgce. i
waould follow that unles lnfantspbe baprifed they c}:lnﬂr::;:' fol:‘e [1}53«;[
v hch is abfurd, but ] defire you to anfiwer to the Argument ?

. M, Fore feemed not difpoted to give any further anfwer: then T.
Craitham aid, I have propounded and profecuted 7 Arﬂu;ncn:s a:
ga:aft your prerended way of baprifine. and 7 againft ybour Infant
uosect, of whar weight they are, and Low youhave anfweced them
:ve ive 1o proper Judges. bue mut favethat to the Auditors . now
veciute D would not take vy the whole tme , I defiro yc;u to
te Opponent, and [ will anfwez you : I conclude with the words of

do e Neeedore, nec ta o ,fnf ainbo asdiamus Clafti i

Seria-
Teet 33 ’

1

——‘_'—._
© M. fort Opponent.

o freveoer vavof gpeifing to be the rigly way of
di- har hars grphe o Be bapnifed. : ’

Ay

2

—_— e, ————

(17}

Ardon.

1f awer way of baptifing doth figrific ther whieh onghi fo be [ionsfica
i b.fpu_,l'm,fkm vt as therighe way of baptifing,

But onr veay of baprifing d:th jfenific thar which ought to be fignsficd
fn bagtifm.  Erzo ir's the vizid way of baprifing.

T. Grantham,

1y ou mean that your way o baptifing doth fignifie all that oughe
1o be fignified in baptifin, then I deny the minor,and we have beiore
fhe wed how fhorr it comes of the rrue and full fignification of bap-
tifm, Mr. Fort.

Qur way of baptifing fignifics the wathing away of fins, and it a-
grees with the fignification of the word 8471}« which is 1o walk,
therefare ic is fufficient.

T. Grsmrh,:m.

The contrary to this hath been thewed and [now deny that every
kind of wafhing agrees wich the fignification of the word .2,
when ufed to exprefs the facred aét of baptifing, and [ defire vou o
fhew one texe wherethat word is taken for awarhing the Fore-hiead
only when the facred a%t of baptifing is exvprefled by it,

Mr Fore,
The Jaylor was baptifed at maidnight; and do you think he lhada
River in his houfe?
T. Grambum
Tou are much miftaken the Jaylor went our to be kaptifed:
Mr. Fort.
You cannot makethar appear .
T. Grancbawm.

T'es the reading of che text is plain to that purpofe, for it is faid be
wate baptifed, he, and all his ftralghoway, and then it follows, any
when he had brought them into his houle, he fer meat before them,

Mr. Fore.
That may be meant of carrying them aut of one room into anather
T. Grantharm,

This is contrary 10 common (ence; you cannot (peak sour con-
feience in this,

My, Fort,

I have fhewed our way of baptizing isfufficient, 1 will now prove
that Infants oughr to be baptifed,

L
Uy “E-
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Arg, 2, ]

Af Lnfonts are within the Covenant of grace shen they oughs 10 be
fealed with the feal of the Covenans, and by confequence sobe bapeifad,

Bict bifanes are withiv the Covenant of grace and ough to be fealed,
e Erzo, thtyoughe 1o be baprized.

T, Grambham,

Before Lanfiver your argument give me leave to ask you a Quefti-

en. How many Scals belung to the Covenant of grace, and what he

they ¢ My, Fort,
There are two Seals of the Covenant, to wit, Baptifm, and the
Lovds Supper T.G.

Then { deny your minor prepoficion trom your own practice, for
weadeny Infines one of chefe Seals, to wit, the Lords Sippersthough
3y ~u canfas them o be within the Covenant, and we by as good rea-
ion deny the other Seal to belong to Infanes:

. A, Fert,
_ Tes,we have berter rea’on for the one then yor have for che other,
oo Bt fs fadd; ler a man evamine himfelf, and fo ler hita ear.
T, Granthar

i Iisalo faid, Repenc and be bapeifed every one of you, Adfs 2,
i 1 thow believeft with all ihine heare thou maift. 2. Lmight an-
fvor your 1nftance out of your own muuth, by fayiug this s meant
«Fredons ofyoars od nocof infints, which as ics true fo it Thews
the ke elvonr anivers weomany ofmy Argumerts,

Mo Forr,
U gafean being i die Covenancrhey ought to b feated with the
¢t Epray el me plainty whether vou hold iliem inthe Cove-
Sl T.G
feing in the chvenant vou wenn e grace ¢ Trerna: Lile by

oLy vovenant you rweat b doties of the covenant, then |
e are el b under tite covnaat,
Ar Lot
samne preve thar b imfuneedving Ininfaney bl be faved,
o

Teowd andwouwd prove e, Lutl am

IR PN P |

r

0w e hoof Chrilt, then § tay all infints are fo dn the covenant of

L —— e e -]
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(o)
) T. Granigam. .

Then T prove in by the teftimeny of the Apc fitey Wha faich as ie Adugt a)1
dye,foin Chrift shall all be made alive; and again as by the offeuce of omce
the Judgement came on all men to.condemnatvion, fo by the obedience of one
the itec gift sbounded towards all men to jullification of life.

Mr. Fert.

‘Thefe places doviet prove eharall Infants dying in infascy shall be Gved;

for he fpeaks hereonly of the refurie@icn of the Dead.
T.G.

Thele places do shew that what death and condemnation eame on infames by
Adam is made void by the death of Chrifl, and L defire you to an{wer.me thax
Quellion, whether you belivve that any infantsdying in infaney sball be damngz
ed; Mr. Fors. .

yes I do beleve fome infants dying in infaney shalthedamned {bere cke
people gave a general fighas disliking fo hansh 2 fayirg. }

i T.G.
Thén you aze no friend to infanrs; shall che Lord tel! usythe Son shall ner
bear the iniquity of the father, and shall we nos believe him,
Mr. Fer:. .

The Lord doth fay he will vifit 1he iniqui:ies ef the fatber upomthe childeen

unto the third and fourth geperacion, T *
G

yea Siry put it is of them thag hate him, bue yet I grant in refped of tempo-
ral punithments the children do often bear rhe iniquities of their fathersigea,
all Infants do bear the fin of their father Adam to this day, bue our difeounfe
isof eternal condemnation, in which refpect 1 {ay Infants fhall not bear che ini-
guity oftheir father, feeing Chrif faith of infants indefnitely, of fueh arc che
k.nzdom of God, Mr. Fors

Well | haye thewed thar Infaues being in the Covenanz oughe cherefore eo
be baptiged, and ivisfaid 1Cor 5, that infants azeholy and fo they are in Co-
veaant with their b:li.vingparents.

T.G:
1have anfwered your argament by difinguishicg berwixe the duiy of the co
v.nane, and the mercy of eternal life, in che Arit | fay infants are otin the coe
venant, but in the other I tay they ace far they thali be faved by Chrift,

And for the holine/ather Cor, 7, it is expounded by Erafmus , and others
uf vour wwn Du&ors 1o be enly aleginimate holinelsy and indeed beiug deri«
ved Fromy the unbelievers beiug fanéiihed, it cannor fairly be underfood of amy
vther kind of civanns(s then thae whick is Marrimonial,

Mr. Hright
Me. I, ineerpolid faying Dis fate doth expound that placecf a covenant
falinels, . T. G,
Torarche derhlo, yor Augugline far more antient then hefaich, tfde what -
(i€ 80 Ay dariy BT Ertaa i is Aot of fowerromake Gbri{iizm ar ra-

Yaiy if Mr. F.
Favrvelyen sLonld deny infanes the feal feding yon geant them o be in the
oV, D . o 7.
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{ dé not deny them the féal ar';. fore then yourfeli, who deny thém the
Lords Supper, which was allowed them in old time fur 6ea years togather,

I

Mr, F.
What Author faies fo? I do nottbink you canshew thatin any good au.

ther. T. G , ! UPON |
1 c}n sh!e_w it from ;zour own Doforsina leé\fncd vreatife called a scho/atis X :
cal difcourfe ahous symbolising wvith Ansi-Chriftin Ceremanies. : ) : 5\
My, Foit. ' Dra STILLIN GFLEET.)
Infants being it the Covenant are in the Church, and therefore cannot be Dipr :
denyed bapzimf ’ igreffions about che Baptifing of Infants, .

T. Grantham.

! anfwer by the former diflin&ion if by being in the Covenant and in ilfe
Church you mean the whole number of the faved : | grant infants to be in the
Covenant and in the Church; but if you mean thofe onlie who are‘irthe atu-
al profeflionof gofpel Ordinances, as baptilm and thelike, [ fay no Scripture
thews them to be (o in the Covenant.

M. Fert repeating what he faid before, rofeupto” go away, then Tho.
Grantham faid.

Geuntlemen, though we differ in opinion, yet 1 defire we may endeavour to
maintain the greatduty of Charitic towards each other, till God fhall re&ifie

out judgements.iathelc things.

“In his Book intituled
A Rational account of the grounds.of the
Proteftant Religion. &

e

‘ ‘Wherein
The infufficiency ofhis grounds for Infant Baptifm is difcovered,

M- 7, L 3

M-, Wright replied, faying it was not meet to place all our Religion in thcit
rhings, but towalk in love one towards anothers ot to this effe@, and thasina
5 iendlic manner the meeting was diflalved.& everie man went away in peace. , By Thom

The next day the baptifed Chriftians met togetherto preach the Word: Y Thomas Grantham. -
fr. Fort and Mr. Wrizht came to the mrecing and i1a very civil manner
ailtied to difcourfe with them about the Authoritie by which they Preack,
fuppofing that they had no ordinarie caling to the miaiftry, but when it was )
f2-w=d thom that no nan was allowed to minifter in'the baptifed Churches in
the capacity of a Paftor or ather Officer, withoutdue ele@ion and ordination

Job, 14'. 4 :
Weho can brang & clean thing out of an nnclean one.

by fatiag and prayer, with the laying on of hands by the Presbiterie, Bishops, . .
or avericers of the Churchs they then onlie oppofed that libertie of Prophecic, . - Ifa, 29.16
which.weallow, faying that gifted men in the churcb, as meer gifted  chrifti- ‘ ) . . -d 29.19.

] Surely your twyning thngs npfide down fhall be eftcemed as the potrers

ans might not praie, or expound the Word in publick affemblies,we on the con-
sraric allcdgd that gifted chriftians as fuch might Jawfullie fpeakin the church’ i
10 exhiortation, ¢, in a.modeft and humble manner for the improvement of
gitts and the profitof thz church. Quoting tothis purpofe 1 Pe.4, 10, i,
1 Cor. 14,31, 2ls18.25 26, ] )

AU fpent about half an hour in friendlic d'fccurfe about the meaning of .
“hoie Scriptures, but not agrecing ie our expofitions, pr, Fort took his leave, L. ONDON,

~ad we prececded in our work,
FINIS Printed in the Year, 1674.

Clay.
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Tothe Reajer.

I
Tis notany coaceit o’my firazfs to coatead with Learned
Mcn inth:coaccove:fies depzaing aboac facred Bap-
tifm, which moves mzte chis prefent ualartaking, but the
expscience | have olthe milttike of fom: peifors, who take
the things brought by De. Stilling-feet in favour of Infane
Baptifr, tobzofgeearer weighttha whac hagh been done
by other Meninthat qu:dion, as al(o Imight by chis Paper
movefome abler hand to reckon mor: fuﬁy and Mecho di-
cally with his new devices, ifupon confieracion they find
themfelvéseoncerned to do it
But chicfly my im is, to move, if itmay be, the leatned

Authour, toconfider how much he injures the Caufe h:
manages againft the Papilts, with (o much Judgemenr and
Learaing, whil(k he endeavours to fupport his Traditional
Usjant Sprinkling foc Baptifm it is not} which being allowed,
other innovations of Popary; or ocher Sects will cerrainly
be fuppartedtogether with ir, ashaving the fame grouads,
andinfome refpece fairer pretences to obrrude upon the
Church of Goad, from all which errous let her be delivered,
by the protection of Wz Almighty, to whofe grace Icomic

thee.

~Thine to ferverheein Chift.

Tho. Grantham.
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Bricf Aninadverfions upon Dr. Seidingflecr’s Digreffons
abotz the Baptifing of Infants,

Qiamas the wife, hath told us, there are mapy devices iv Muas
heare, Theteath whereofis varifiad in multingle of des
vices etd andnew which Mea have found out ta darken the

- Coun'ell of Gad, teaching the facred inftizution. of the Bap.
tifin of Repentance for the remifion of s Neverthale’s the Cour-
{ell of God thar thall fand , aal therefors neither fhall the devices
of Dr. Seill ngfler prevail, nor be fourd ‘o mach as a rarsova! ArguLt
of the grounds of Infane Bapti'm, albsic divers Perfoqs are PRI .
ded chat he hach ouz-doas ochers, thar have undeccaken to deionl
that innovation,

1. Firlt, Therefore we thallconfiler thetvo Texts, Fabvr s, 5.
At 2, 38, 3p, which lie fays, according to th interpreration of
the Futhers and the antient Charch and the Papifts themlves d»
evidently affert Infant Bapcifm, it were anfiver fuffisient to tell hes,
that what ever was the iaterpretation of che Fathers, ¢i¢. yer, ac-
cording_ tothe interpreatioa of the Protetaits, th: grouals of
who'e Religion he prefents t give an accounr o, thefe Texes, doth
noi l_nld torch fiach anecefficy of Infuar Baptiim, as by fon: ofthe
Antients was imagined, fecin3 the Proteftiats do notfay, as the Pa-
pift; and fome bafore tham, o Bprifm uo fulvacion ; but they more
truly teach, that this place is to be padard»od (esenas fons of the
Tathecsalio expounled it) offuch as refufe or conremn Riptilm ,
and yet {aying withall to your confutation, that it is not neceilary
by water, Johu, 3, 5. Tounderftind the external rite of Bapuififi,
5;‘ fj‘_ul!g Anf. to the Rhemifts Annot, Jobn 3. fo Dr. Will Synapf.

1(’1 .

Howsver , itis evident to them thar will not fhur their eyes
thwtinJoks 3. 5. Chriftis fh:wving the way of Lite, and the duries
of regeneration to fuch as cam: to him for inttruction, and [peals
nothing there, of the cafe of Infants, who ( as ene well o‘)fe'ﬁ\:cs )
cannat overcome the World, by reaon of their natural incapacity to

Jnow
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know either good or evil, and therefore ate nor obliged to the du-
ties of the new birth, to wit, repentance,faith and Baptifm, for what-
tocver is born of God overcometh tie world, and this is the victory
1har evercometh the world even our faith. And hence it is evident
that Johu 3, 5. cannot be-underftood of Infants, who are wholly un-
capable of the duties of regencrarion, i
And aseviden. it is,that A¢ts . 38. 39. intends not Infants {eeing
the perfons there tw baptifed, cven every one of then, are required
frlt ro repent; a dulfof which Infantsare wholly uncapable; and
the promie there mentioned is clearly meant of the gifts of the Holy
Gheft or the Spirit of promife, in a {pecial manner,according to the
Prorhefie of Jor/, the extent of which promife is only to the called of
the Lord, wirfe 39 and this interpretation alfo is avouched by
learned Proteftants, See Diedare on the Text, and Erafmus en the
fame ; Dr Jer. Taylor inhis book of confirmation doth fully ex-
prunithis place, of the promife of the Spirit both to the Parents,
nd to the Children, as they are the called ofthe Lord, andnot to
i s in that capacity. L. Prophccy. Sothenthe pretended evi-
denceof Infant Bapuiim from this place is taken away, becaufe this
11.:th is hence very evident, that calling by the word of the Gofpel
regencration *y Faith and repeptance are the true antecedents to
whe Baptim of every finner,
voSceondty, D Selling-flece frates the %e&ion tetween the
&rpooffs and the Fade- Baprifts after this manntr,
1 ther o bieff.d Savioi.r bath by pofitive precept fo determined
dhiect of bapesfon, viz, Adult perfons profeffing the fasth, thar the
itiom of the [ibjeet, in bape:fing Infants be not a dewiation from,
K virverfion off the infbaeution of Chrift in a [ubftastial pare of 112
es o fhorts wherker ey Saviowy hath fo dercrmined the fubjcct  of bap-
#of v as toexclude infants < Tlis done he tells us that taking in only
* “the help of Scripture and rea’on, it were no  difficult matter to
« rrove direftly rhat infants are (o far from being excluded Baptiim
-t the inftitution of Chrift, that there are as many grounds as are
cv to 2 matter of that narure, to prove that the baptifing
v iy cuira’ fe to the inftitution of  hrift. and agreeable ro the
gt the Church under the Go'pel. So then, Scripture and rea-
v st now defide rhe controverfic, Lep us hear therefor:
vt v St ¥y fleerbringsrom thence, and th s he fpeaks,

!
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. mcflf;::ccxfc :)‘;‘Ltti]c a'py_gx:{)und_ to ex‘c!u#e them it muft be either the
° acity ot ehe fubject orfome exprefs precept and inflitution of
our Saviour, but neither of them can he {uppofed to do i
Butl an."}vc'rx for toth thefe cav’es Infants are not to i,é.i»avti‘vd
apd‘ﬂth their incapacity depends upan the natvre of the inm}'utio';
theleﬂtwo reafons are refolved jnto one; Now the inftio ti‘on c;f
baptifm, whet!}er we confider it as delivored by Goé{hto h'x;' J"orv it
Yobm, aqd by hin to us; orasit is-eftablifhed by precept fwm”( !vri;i;
for apeipetual Minifiry in'his Church to the eid of the world  we
fhall find it delivered by both in fuch fort, as it is exclufive of in-
fants; for, in'the firft place it is deli-ered as the baprifm ‘o;' repe
tance for the remiffion of fins; Ak 1. 4. and evcrp finner who is
faid to be baptifed by him, is faid to bebaptifed confeffing their fins
verfe 5. which we know is not to be expected of Infants g ’
The precept of our-Saviour for the perpetuity of Baptifm fo ex-
preily requires the making every fubject a Difciple in order thers-
unro, and that by aftual teaching. or Preaching the Gofpel to them
Mar, 28, 19, Mark 16 15.according to Chrifts own example who
{o made Difciples before they were tapri%e !, thar no 'nfaq:pwtit‘!‘ anv
thew of Scripture or reafon can pollivly be brought within the re-h
of baptifm according to it's inftitution 3 In o word Dr. St i or
feems, in fo many words, to grant in his firgt ftate of the Quelion
that to bring Infants to Baptifm, is an alterarion of the fubject and
theréfore niot agreeable to the inftitution of Chrift, in which to a.i-
mit of alterations is very dangerous, ’ ‘ l )
ButfaithDr. S. The rule and meafure as to the copacity of divine
Tafbitutions muft be fetched from the ond of them , for this was the
ground ef the Circrmeifon of Profelites under the Luw.
afwer, That the ground of the circumcifion ' of Profelites was
fetched fromthe end of the inflitution, is not true. And indeed had ic
bee.nvlcft to that, Mens various conceirs aboutthe ends of fuch infti-
wutions might have made as il work, as we fee yours do now;
wherefore the wifdomof God ro prevent thoe dangers, gave exprefs
order in that cafeas appears, Gen 17.13. compn?ed with Exsd, 12
44 48. Asd when a firanger (hall fojourn with thee , and will keep
;£¢ Paﬂ}l;;znr, Ii"r all bis Males be cireumeifed, and verfe 40 dﬂl;
P 3 & ) ;
L Z: ,'f;igy; za 2118 thatt s bome boru, and wnro the ferager thas fojoura-
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Tiigs we fee the Law isasexprefs for the ccumaiing Profelites
ard their males, as for Ifracl themfelves Drodare alfo expounds the
frf place by the fecond (The fervant thatis orn) meanirg (faich
be) the Profelise who of bis cwn free will fhall aad inm[elf 1o the
Church by the profesfien of Gods trise wor fhup. )

But now, if we admit Dr. S. bis rule, that the meafure asto the
caputity of Diviae Inftitutions, muft be fetched {rom che ends there-
of, ver will he be fo farr from gaining, that he will quite lofe his
caufe.  Tor,if by the ends of Baprifin he means the thiags fignified
in Baptifm (as that he does, for hefaid they who are capalle ofthe
thing fignified -ought not to be denyed the fign ) then we fhall cer-
tainly Sain one thing out of two and either ofthem will ferve our
turn to fhew hismiftake, wiz. either Infants are not cdpable ot Dap.
ritm, becau'e not capable of a thixgs fignified-thereby, or elie, thar

the Prcreftants do violate their own rule indenying Infantsfome ¢+

ther koly figns, as general as Baptiim, when yer they are capable of
tome of the things fignified thereby, and this fhall evidently appear
ty renning the parralell Letween us, as to the grounds upen which
you deny Infanes the priviledge cf the Lords Table, and wedeny
them Baptim, And firft,

1 The thingsfignified by the Lords Table (asthe ends of thar
Infiiruricn) is Chrift Crucified for us, and to eeme again to receive
us to him'elf, of thefe mercies Infants are capable, becaufe they fhali
be faved Ly the death and comming of the Lord Jefus, thus they have
the thing fignified, yet you deny them the figa becaufethey under-
ftand 1ot the thing reprelented by the fign. Anﬁyerab!c to thiswe
fay.by DBaptifin is fignified the death and refurection of Chrift and
our flvation thereby, of this mercy fignified in Baptifm Iafants are
capable ut yet the fign is not givea ro them becaufe they underftand
not the thing (ignified thereby.

2. Theends, or things fignitied by the Lards Table, on our part
are, the profeflion of our faith,the manifeftation of our ynion with
the Church.sc. of thefe endsqlnfants are not capable, therefore
ihen dw notalmic themto the Lords Tatle.

Amiveratle to this we fay, the things fignified in baptifm on our
arr, are the profefiion of ot r taith, ard manifeffstian. of our union
e Saings. gre, of the'e ends ‘nfants gre qot capable, therefore
© 3 mnt them not t2 baptiin,

3. Cur

N
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3. Our coming to the Lords Tal?ie holds forcq abftainence from
the Levened bread of malice and wickednefs, and cur feeding upon the
unleavened bread of fincerity and truth ; of thefeends (asthey are du-
ties) Infants are notcapable, therefore you admit them not to the
Lords Table,

Anfwerable to this we fay, baptifmholds forth our dearh to fin, and
the newnefs of life from our baptifm to the end , f thefe ends of bap-
tifm Infants are not capable, and therefore we admit chem not to bap-
tifm, forthe rule and meafire as ro the capacity of divine Infliturions is
to be fetched fron: the ends of thers .

The fame mighe be faid concern.ng the impofition of hands with
prayer for the Spirit of Promife, feeing it was practiled 6y the A-
poftles upon the newly baptifed indifferently . yet you.admit no Infants
to this Divine Inftitution, though you fuppoie them te be baptifed, al-
though according to Proteftant Do&trine they arc-capable of the pro-
mife A, 2. 38, 39. And the benediction fignified, and obtained there-
by by which your inconfiftancy with your own ruleis further mani-
fefted and hence I infer (according to your own words ) by « pariry
of reafeir buiit on equal gronnds, you oughtnot to kaprife Infants becasfe
the rule and meafurc, as to Diviue I ffitutions, or the sapacity of the fub-
jocts ther-of are to be ferched from the cnds thereof.

Nut from fome ends only (and thofe too only which we pleafe ) as

Dr. S doth unadvi‘edly teach, for fo rhere would beno Man , or but

very {2w. but might be brousht to Baptifm, or other ordinances, feeing
they are capable of feveral things fignified therein, as the death of
C hriftfor the fins of the world and his Refure&ion, by which all fhall
rife arin; and whether they believe it or no, yer heisthe Lord that

‘porghi them, and a mediator tetween God and them, that his long-

futiering might lead them to renentance
Wherefore your inftance of our Saviours being baptifed without
repentance avails younothing, unlefs you werea leto prove a fpecial
cafe to be a general rale for the praQife of ordinances, which yet you
cannot bu* know 1s pernicious many ways. nor can yow ra-
tionally believe that becaufe Chrift who was no finner was bap-
tized withour repentance , that therefore you muft baptie (in-
ners without repentancealio , if otherwife, then why may not Per-
fons be admitted to the Lords Table without (e!f examiaation,
feeing Chrift did partake of it without [elf examination, having
noneed 1o do fo? certainly though Chrilt did this it fhall gever
L be
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be demonftrated chat the Mcmbcr(s of his Church may do it without
felf examination,and yet thus went the matter in old time for hundreds
of years together, fo true is the maxim admir one abfirdity and more
will follow.

But to make an end of this, its evident: Chrift inbeing baptifed did
his duty to God, and had he not been baptifed he had not  fulfilled al!
righteaufa(s; Let it now be fhewed that it s the duty of infants to be
baprifed, or that they or any body elfe cammis fin in refufing infanc
baptiln, and then we fhall ftand upon no further capacity on their part
nor oppofe this inftance as to the end fos which itis broughr bur till
this be done we juftly reject fuch Argumentation.

Neither is it true, that whatwefay of the incapacity of infants G c,
refle@supon the wifdom of God in appointing circumcifion for intants,
for Gods command made them fit fubjeéts for it, together with the na-
ture of the covenant which he made with 4brabasm, and his, according
tothe fleth, which covenant he alfo ordainedto be in their Fleth by
cireumeifion, Gen. 17. 13. Now therefore when it thall appear,that the
covenant of the Gofpel, (I mean it, as eftablithedby Chri in his
Church) is made with any Mar and his feed according to the Flesh,and
that God hath required the Gofpel cavenant should be in their Flesh
by baptifm, and fo every infant born of them, or fervant bought with
Money to be baptifed, we shall then grant that to infift on the incapacity
of infants would refiect upon the wifdom of God,but fith this neigher is,
nor can be done, all thefe preteaded refle®ions fails really upon Dr. S,
for denying infants the Lords Supper, becaufe of their incapacity, who

et were admitted to the Paffeover, of which they were as uncapable
as of the Lerds Table.

What the Dr, fays further of the ends of baptifm 0 reprefent and e
bibi: 1he nature of the grace of the Gafpel and to confirm the truth of the
covenant on Gods pare : We have confidered before, and to what ~ you
here add, faying, It inflaicsthe partakers of it inthe priviledges of “the
Chisreh of God, 1anfwer,

That though the Pr. fpeaks right according to the right adminiftra-
tion of baptifm, yet according to his way of infant baptifm it is not fo,
feeing we all know, infants (while fuch) though fprinkled have no more
priviledge in your Church then thofe who are not(prinkled , for the
priviledges next following baptifin, is to be taught to obferve all things
what(oever Chrift commanded, and to continue in fellowship with the

Church in breaking of Bread and prayer, A&s 2 42. Aa.28.20. Now
to

to tell us that infanes are in&atc( et thi t whi

ha‘;; nothing at all to dowith tl?e::tr\l ;sh ifotg;gésé ?gii}:et v;!;ﬂ& infas
gence)sloi]iray f;hcy are inftated in thefe priviledges uponyi:umre " contin.
gene l) viz. Repentance, F:_uth and newnefs of Life according to th
Gofpel, I anfwer when this comes to pafs they are no infants? nor a:

of Uod by faith, and thus truly afl ; i

truly all infants are intated j; ivi
IlJedgcs ;s foon as born, fecing by the death of Chritt th?y%ﬁggc: l;f"i:t
; ggrzlntiﬂi acgr:ﬁncu‘ggi l?lf tf_xehGoi_rpeI when capable to perform them ‘tﬁus
' with a fegi . N Y
i Church priviledges, when ‘Fz)is: :;le];l;f: tec:l;i)? f};g‘:;t‘l)n&vt;];‘x: infans

The Dr. faith, nothsn ;
N 2¢ td’ﬂfum Warit i } € ; # 4
ref] PC&IOf Infants ) bt thar which fecm:' :;:\fff{:;i:;i’;[o‘ :}:‘{:};ﬁ” C[l;"
perfonal veftipulation, vwhich Jet may reafonably be Jupplyed by uSvaF

Jors, &e.

That there is much wantin i i
_ Thatth : g befide this reftipulation ; i
g?‘ﬂt}:?] chsr ‘s.:;:\;rc:[ !}cﬁm:e,;nd it K‘ unadv ifedl?r (Eid that tl‘ll: r);?t?];ull;rig:i
. aptifed is the moft ceremonial thing ; ifn, feeing i
is Eh_c moral and fubftantial part being indeed our ixvnall):&ti_x{m, i:c;mg i
;r: d in truth the external washing is far more ceremonia. a:.‘gamz o
per. r3n .ale.) And for your faying that the erfonal reﬂ:ipulatio'nmi'nmi’s y
i ay e reafonably fupplyed by God -thers, is very much b Iap~
mm r?a‘.on of any Chriftian toaffirm; Bur is it fo7 that § vors
day Llprply the perfonal reftipularion, which is the gréater rgonfor: i
Ensma {o fupply the leffer,to wir fprinkling with warer,which hm -
r\tt[t‘r perfo;-m, then the ¢ovenant they make for the infanc t&cy hen
:.1e_ wh.ole bufine(s will appear to have the faime reafonablene M eren
mij‘"‘ l;mz, w};ol)y unreafonable, el in every

usmuch touching the capacity of infanes ¢ :

1‘;5, ‘ /7/4: f” z'h'e {yﬂi?ufioﬂ of Bﬂpti}l}/: there 15 rz'.:l;crNa?;'::é;he Dr wels
;,;x rtmmr .2 0/):17”10; ;f[; Infints o be bartized and rhar there ;s :17::; ;;a/”ﬁ :
b pature preteaded before the I ra:m:/i’o‘;: Aar, 28 Buth ;

bs Uy fiZ05 e 20, 19. ButF < ¢
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awmitake, and its {trange he n:v(;r ovlerved that it hath often been de-
monftrated that, as when Circumcifion firlt appeared.in the world, it
clearly took in the Infants of tho e to whom it wasfirit given, fo, ac-
cordingly it was propagated ; But when Baptifm firft appeared in the
world,it as clearly left out the Infants of thofe to whom it was firft mini-
ftred. and accordingly was propagated by the holy Apoftles, infomuch
tlac of the many thoufands, and famous Churches, that were baptifed,
all the world is not able ro {hew fo much as one Infant to have been bap-
tifed inany one of them, nor one word of precept for (o doing, and if
this be not {fo much-as a conlzquential prohiition of Infantbaptifim , I
thall never believe that the Dr. orany elie can hew me fo much as a
ceniequential prohivition, of Infants receiving the Lords Supper, the
impoiition of hands cre.

And though the Dr. confider never fo much what apprehenfions the
Apoftles had concerning the Church ftate of fuchas were in evternal
Covenant with God, yet he cannot rationally imagine that chey fhould
mzafire the ftate of the Gofpel Churches by the reafon of the Coverant
which God made wirhrhe Jews and their Seed according to the flifh. See-
ing it is exprelly faid Froms henceforeh,to wit from the vanishing of the
old Cevenant, kiow we #o- Msn afrer che flafb-—-But now if way Adan
be in Chirift he is & new Creature.  Anlnow Menarenotto be accouns
ted ofthe Church becanfe they ave Abrabam s Seed, but they are acs
counted .4brak.m s Seed by being in the Church of Chrift, Gal. 5..0.
yebe Chriffs then are yor Abraham’s Seed , and Heirs aceording ro
prom e,

" Neither isit true that Chrift commanded his _Apofiles to  garker
whole Nutions into Cisarbes ,as the Dr. affirms, neither did the A-
poltles gather any one whole Nation,or City into a Church S-ate that
we read of therefore Churches confifting of whole Nations , Men,
Women and Infants, arenot Apoftollical But this the Apoftles did
they raught many Nations, 1.v. their found went through many Na-
tions, not that they taught all manner of Perfons in the Nations, for
they taught o Infaats, and the perfons by them gathered into the
Church, were only fuch as reccived their Doftrine , as appears by
tho’e Families where their Gofpzl was received,the Husband fome-
runes oppo'ite to the Wite, and otherwhiles the W ife to the Husband
Servants and Mafters likewife differing in the fame Family about chri-
ftianity, 1.Cor.7. Ifthen the Apoftles did not gather whole Fami»
lies into a church ftdte unlefs they did wholly believe, A&, 16, how-
should any Man imagine, they gathered whole Nations ? the greatef

part
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part whiereof by all experience arxe wicked perions yea m‘dxofe'very
Rartions, which Men pretend to have made invo churches of Ch;xﬂ: of
which would God Englend were not fo full an evidence as it s this day.

The Dr. grants that the order of words Mat. 28 19. (Teach all Na-
tions baptifing them) was neceffary for tho's who were then to le
pro‘elited to Chriitianity. And we fay theyareas n:rez:‘ux_!"{ for the
generations following, who have as muchneed of truz Faith and Re-
pentance. or the fiett prinziples of Chriftianity in order ro their being
Chriftians,as them that went before, and it is a pernitious aleeration of
the order of Chrifts commifTion, to eut-run it s dire¢tion {o,as to make
perfons to be Chri'tians, before they do or can know the leaft title of
Chriftianity. . )

The cafe which theDe. purs, about going to Difciple the Indians
Baprifing them. 1s not at all rational, but upon the pre-!uppoﬁnop , thar
the per:on fo doing, to have {een or known them, tha; gives him hrs
authority to Buaptife infancs, and then indeed it's rational to fuppofe
fuch a Perfon .vould not underftand that the words, Difciple the Indi-
ans Baptifing them. would exclude infants, ButyerI wuft alo fay,
that his ground to believe fo could not arife from the words themfelves
but from the practice preluppoicd. Wherefore the Apoftles having di-
re&tion to teach all NaiionsBaprifing them,witheut the leaft knowledge
of any Infants Baptized by any Baptifts which were before them, or
from whom they received their authority, here is no place for the
Drs. fuppofitions at all, ) .

Aslittle caufe hathhe to think that had any one faid o A7rabam he
thar believeth and is circumcifed fhall be faved,it ought fo to have been
interprened, as that infants ought to be circumcized. Forif this had
been all the rule givenfor circumcifion, it muft of neceflicy have been
limited to fuch as believe only, and unlefs the Dr. know how
from good ground to fatisfre his confcience, thar Infants are believers
of that which is taught or Preached according to Afark 16. (which
place he aludes unto ) he muft {o limit the diverfion for baprifing, But
if indeed he take Infants to be fuch believers, then he is anfweredby
Dr. Hammond in his Let. of Refol. p 297, whofaith, as for the Que-
ftion whether Infants have faith ? I profe(s my felf ro be none of thote
who are concerned init, 1freely confefstobelieve, Faith to be fo re-
cefarily founded in underftanding,that they that have net underftandisg
cannot haye faith, whethe aual or habirual, The
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The conclufion therefore is, fich in che cale you puc. the word (be.

-‘!_icvc) cannot concern infanrs, and thar they muft be deamed capable of

“zbition, theugh they believe naz, it is every way fafe te (hink them
vorencern d in the other duty, thar paffage Aurk 16. 16. or 2ny other
like unte it norwithftanding.

F.rally the Dr. propofes five confiderations about the fuirzblun: s of
lI ».ant bapeifin o che adminifration of things under the Gofpel, and 61t
e faich

1.3t if it had been Chrifts intention ta exclude Infames,ibeve bad becy
far roater reafon for an exprefs proiubition then for an exprefi comman, o,
tf bix intentan were to admit them becaufe this was ﬁn’mﬁe tathe general
Zrounds of Gods difpenfation ameng them before,

Anlwer, Here is little faid but what hath been anfwered before, and
may be anfwered by faying, had it been Chrifts intention that infants
thould not te admitted to the Lords Table there had been more need of
sn exprefs prohibition, ¢t¢. then of an exprefs command, « ¢_ becaule
fu'rable to Gods difpen‘stions among them before, Thus Argumentum
ad hamigenr,

Biut Lanfiwer further, ic is dungerous arguing to our prefent right o
Sacraments, from Gods difpenfations among the Fews, feeing the flaze
ufthe Church, and the di'penation is o much aleered as that the for.
mer was but carnal, in refpeét of the Spirituality of the other,

2. The Dr. faith, i is Tary hard toconceive that the _Apﬂ'lu thoug he
Vofants excluded by Chrifhs when after Chriffs afecention they looked uport
themfclyes bound to sbferye sin Fewifh Cuftorncs , even when they had
bapri zed many thonfands, .

Aafwer, Tnis ill faid thatthe Apoftles were bound vo obferve any fuch
Jewih Cuftomes becan’e of amy fuitablenefs between them and things
under the Gofpel (which is the mark you oughtto hit or you fay no-
thing) butthe realon why they did obferve fuch. Cultomes for 2 time,
was che weaknefs of the Yews, and we find the Apoftles did as fpeedily
puit « period to fuch Cuftomes as they could Aéts 55, 24. t0 32, A
16 4 5. which clearly fhews Jewsfh Cuftomes was not fisitable ro things
vnder the Golpel, and here circamcifion one of the chief of Jewifh rites,
is clearly abolifhed among the reft, fothataman .would think infant
bartiin {hould never liav: been built upon it.

3. The Dr faich If adoniffim of enf auts to Bagrsfm were a meer re-
frgiar o wedaifon, 3¢ fiems firanse that none of the judsizang Chyiftisns

!
Prodabe choazged st s;who yer ave charged wich the ebfcrvation o ather
Jrdica! rote, Anfwer,
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Anfwer, T And no g r:yln%thn Inrant Baptifm was arelique of judaifanfave
D.. Hammonty and fome from iy 3nd he indeed would make believers baptifm
a1 3 jrwifh relique whiles he reaches ehat the jews haprifing Peoftlires, and iheir
Children was the Originaly and the baprifm 1 fthe Chrilian Charch but the
Cuppy, by whichdevice he hath apened 2 gap toour ate Nitioniflrto deprive
tne Church: ffzcred baptifn altagether, and hath done snure 1o weaken the
el of infame baptitm then any other of its favounires, in hay'ng 11y foundation
ia jewifh ceremosiies for ahich they had noclear command em Ged,  Duc
great is this cruth of belizvers bapeitm, and will ffand netwithlanding the injury
done by Dr, Hymmond, for iz was no jewiflirite, the haptifin of repentance for
the rennflicn of fins was from Heaven, Maf. 21. 25, and the Phariices who were

calous ens ugh for jewishvites, rejéted holy bapiifm, which Chrilt offims re be
he counfel of God Lu. 7, 30. andteftifies out of ihe confciences of nis  enewics,
that he chaz t-achesotherwile Janyes Joinro be 4 Peopher,  This then is the
thing thae teuly feems (irange, that no mentiyn is made of infane baprifm, if in-
deed it wavatall reccived in the Cinittian Chugch erther avajewish rite or o-
therwife,but not fir:- catall tha noneischarged with ic, leeing none can be
named that held it

3. Sincethelewish Chritians were fo much offended fiith riv Dr, ar the negled
of eircumeifion, Actran, Can we in reafoi think they should quietly bear theic
children being wholly thrown outof the churchy asthey would have bzen, if nei-
ther admitted by circumcifion ner bapuifm,

Anfwer, Since the fal{fe Apoftles was fo carneft tohavethe ehriltians  cirerm-
cife their children, it’s firange thatnone of the true Apoflles could or woald
quiet them by faying inflead of infane circumcifion you have infam haptifin if in-
deed there had heen any fuch thing pradticed, For,thisway went  the Apoftle
Punlto Rill them, vwhen they would have bruughtthe belizvers themfelves under
circumfion, Col.two, Telling the chriffians they vvere circumeifed vvith the cir-
cumcifion made vvithout bands, in putting off thebody of the fins of the. Flesh by
the Cireumcifion of Chrifl, buried vvith him in baprifm,vvhereinye alfo arerifen
with him through the Falth, &c. And why mighe not 1he jews as quin tly take tae
non -admifion of infanisto baptifm, 2y they?o tauk the oon. admi-(fon of them
ro the Lards Supper fccing they weore formerly admitted to the Paflcover, nor it
it necelary ro fay, thacthough they were not admitied to either of thele, that
therefore they are whelly thrown out of the Church ; For,

If by church be m=ant the whole number of the faved, then are infanes of the
churehs for Chrift hath told us the kingdom of God brlongs tu infants, and thus
wercinfants of the churchbsfore circumeifion was for fome thoufandx af years;
But it by church be meantihofe enly vvho are conesrned in the a8u i profe-fion
of the gofpel, in ebis refpet T grantinfants are nct of the charch, God having' no
vvhere requived this of infants in bl gofpel, Infantsaren:vy as vocll ai before
the Elood, yvithin the covinant of che pofpel in refpedt of the grice of eternal
Life, bue are not underthe duties of the Covenane, to vvit, Repentance, Faith
baprifin perfeverance, &e.

Nor can my calling thewhole number of the f2ved the church,and thus making
infants a partthereof offind a Protwcftant who s acquainced with Protcftane
doftrines, fecing Mr. Rogers Carh, Docirine p. 73, upan Art. t9. of the Clurch of
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Englind, dosh affirm, there is an invifible Church; and takes a1] withint hé com:
pafsof \his Church who are elet, tryumphing or that fhall tryumph in Heaven

¥r. Fizld takes into his definition of the Church all the Ele@, of Menor Angels,
caled,ornot yet called.L1.c.8.So that accerding to thefe defi “itions of the churen,
infantsare not thrown out of the Church. though not of the number of the called,
ard confequently not that caufe for the jews to complainy nor ary other which
the Dr. doth imagine; unlefs they be not acquainted with the extent of the cove-
nant of Godsgrace in Chrift Iefus our Lord.

Five, The dotor Jaftly tellsus, Tharbadit been contrary to Chrifts inflitution
(to baprifeinfants) we fbould not have had fuch cviden-e of ir's carly Praictice in
ticChuich,and here L acknowledge the uje of Apoffotical Tradition so manifeft
thistous,

Awer, This isaltogether unlike a Proteftant : Whar are the Sacraments fo
duikly laid down in the Scripture thatvye knovv ot vwvhen and to wwhom :hey
belong vvithcut Tradition 2 but yvhen fhali vve fee this T:adition Lpoftolical, T
thin’ doctor Tav/or exprefly deniesthereis any Tradit  apoftolical. lib. pro-
phefi L po 117120

Butthedofor cannot but kiovv there be errcu:s wvhich crept into the
Church even in the apoftles days, vvhich allo convinued in fome of them , not.
vvithanding all endeavours to purge them, fuch vvere circumcifion and keeping
the Lavy, Ori¥we lift to reckon vvith records of antiquity , “tis eafico thow
fom thirgs held by Papifts and oppoted by the dacor are better proved by tra.
d 1then infant baptifin, for example the Lent Faft ond prayer for the dead,
1! not deaved by Mr, Perkins demonft, prob. Whatthen fhall be gaine dto
the pratefant Religion by fuch Traditional argunents,

It is u nctable faying of Irewe: 5 (according to Dre Fudk ) Ween the
Hereticks are veproved out of the Seriptures they {all ro accufing the Ser ip-
tures as if all s nor well vt them-- and that the Truth cannor be found oz
of them that kizow not she Tradition. And faith Tercal, (according to Dr;
Full ) Take away thoft things from the Herericks, which they hold with
Erbnicks, that they may ftay their Queftions upon Scripture only,

FINIS
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