
before were the body, but as the Jewes were no otherwiTcthc 
body, but i n relation to the head unto w h i c h they were unit , d 
onely b y t a i t h : i b the Gentilei had union w i t h the , J ewes no 
otherwilebut through. C h r i l l the head c f thenx both, being loy-
ned to hm\ by fa i th , and lo to them. 
_ Secondly, Uay. that the Gentiles did not by converfion enter 
into fel lowffi ip w i t h the Jewif l i national! Church-f ta te ; f o r 
t h a t f t a t e t h c j ewes poflclleLi not by C h r i f t themfelves, ( b a t a 
new GofpeU-ltate wh ich onely fome few o f the Na. ion , w h i c h 
were converted to the fai th participated o f ) therfore much leife 
could the Gentiles participate o f any fnch Church Hate w i t h 

f jSl " o w : then, if: neither Jewes nor Gentiles were the body 
ot i - h r i f t conhdcrably as a Nat ion j but only i n relped of con-
verlion by which they were inheritors o f the lame body , and 
partakers of the- iamepromifc i n C h r i i l by t h c G o l p e l l ; then 
were not t h e ] L'wesmeerly as Jewes o f the body, and I b c o n f c -
quently not their [nfants. 

B u t neither Jewes nor Gentiles were the Hody o f C h r i f t con-
lidcrably as a Nat ion , but onely i n reipedf o f convcriion by the 
Uolpc 1. Y'- J-J, • Therefore the Jcwcs m^erly as Jewe^ are no t 
ot the body of Chr i f t , and conlequently not their Tnfhnts t i l l 
they be conycrted; and therefore loare not the Infants o f the 
J ^ ^ / i f V l " - ' V ''^"^ "^^"^ you mayfee yourrcafbns o f pro
ving Infants m t h e Covenant to faile youf and therefore vour 

T T ^ T ^ ^ ^ ' l ^ r ^ y f ^ ^ ^ ' ^ ^ " ^ ^ th i s , that Infants 
oughtnowtobebapt i fcd , asthen circumcifed. 

tint, t.ljc the Covenant were the fame, mr Inianu in it. 
I anlwere no more, i t is not the fame in refpeft of the natural! 

relation to Abraham, as I have ihewed and therefore Infants not 
m I t 

Secondly, you fay i f they have the t i l ing and fubftance, they 
cannot be^denied thefeale and circumffance, i f the f i r f t grace, 
then the Iccond confirming. 

l a n f w e r t r u e , when they manifcf l that they have the rhing 
and lubftance, 'or any other can mamfcf t i t for them , then let 
them have the fcalc and circumftancc; and fbrely i ;one can for
bid water, why they fhould not be bapti led, when they are 
knownc to be i n the Covenant. 

T h i r d l y ' 



2-4 . 4. fon/utation of 
T h i r d l y , you fay^ ^fhy vertue •fthi* word »f Codto Abraham / 

n'tlihsthj Gad,ahd ihe GuAofthj je^d,l»fiinti are tncludea, aftdthere-
fori-of oldctrcft^cijed, and ti:e jame promtjCi be eontinned inthe famt 
pate, to tfk Gcmiles; then the Uemileslnftints a e a[, o t» a, but thefirjl 
is true; Ergo, 

I aniwcr , that the fame promifes are not continued i n the 
fame fta^e to the Gentiles who. are wox. ^br^hams children by 
naturall relation norycc is i t con.inued to the Jewcs i neither 
ieeing their being m,the Covenant by a nacurall relation cea-
ied at the death C l i r i l t , ac which tune the commandement 
o f Circumcif ion ceale.l alio, and had ihe naturall relation i ic ld 
thcnatural l iecd w i t h i n the Covenant ftill; then doubtldie d ie 
commandement had remained ftill touching the circumciling 
o f t l ia t natural] iced fo r there is no more f eaion f p f the ccaling 
ofthcone then f o r the ccafing of the other; and i t C i r cumaU-
on had remained, then I fuppofc none would have pleaded tor 
the brpdliHg ot Tnhints J but i f the Covenant beccaied touch
ing the naturail fee1*v,then there isno Infants to be circumcifcd, 
nor bapiiled neither / byt the Covenant ccaicd at the death o f 
Chr i f t t ouch ing theiiaturaUfeed, Ait. l o . 8- Gal.r^ 2^. Efh. 2. 
14 I J /Ptfjw ii.7o,i:?rt''»'.4.25'V2<'. thcrtore th i s i snoproofe lor 
Infants to be circumcifed nor baptiicd neiihfer. 

A n d thus I have done w i t h your firfl: Argument j your fe-
cond follovves thus. 

/ j tn the whole body of Ifraelites as well Ivfams as men o[ jeares Wfre 
laptifed, and with the fame baptijme that ottrsM, thenlnfrims an »ow to 
be bapttfed, at then they were : but in the whole body of Ifraelites I«-
fants nreff b^ptrfed, aidthxt wnh the Jame Bapttjme ^triiftnUy that 
ef/rs is. , ' . . _ 

Then fore Infants are new to be b^ptifea as then they vntre. 
I aniwer, this Argument is a foph i fme and lies not true in his 

forme ; for i n t hen r f t part o f your Argument i t appeares as i f 
yoi i intended that the Ufaelitcs vvcrebapci/edcorporaily, as now 
fince C h r i f t theDilciples o f C h r i l f were: and in the fccondpart 
c f y o u r Arg imtn t you teil us i t is the fame Baptifme Ipir i tuai ly 
that ours is ; whereas i f you had laid i o i n t h e l i r f t p a r t then I 
lay your Antecedent would be too narrow to infcrre the confe-
qucnt; and this I lhaUmanifefi : by laying do,wne your A i g u -

- . • . . . . nicnt 



ment i n fuch a forme as i t may agree w i t h i t l e l fc ; (for as i t He* 
now i t agrees not With I t IL-Ife.) 

: f ' l r i t , i t i n the wlipic Body {of Ifradites as well r«fants as men 
o f yeares were bapiiicd, and w i t h i l ic lame Baptiime materially 
and formally, that ours is ; then Infants are now to ;be bapiiled 
asthen they were. 

B u t iryriic wiioleBody o f liraciites Infants were baptifed, and 
tl iat w i ' i i the lame Bapti iuic materially and formal ly that ours 
is- f herfore Infants are now to be baptiled as then th^^ were. 

W h o would not IIL- i i i i i : that your ^^'fimr were falle. the cloud 
and the Sea nocbeuigthc fame Baptifme materially and f or
mally that ours is : and f tcondiy neither would the confcquenee 
fol low, becauic Infants wein; then baptifed; therefore Infants 
m u l t now be baptifed, no more then becaufc •'̂ f^^wwas n o t t o 
cat of the Tree n i the m i d f l of the Garden; thcrfore the eating 

.. o f i o m e j c i n d o f f r u i t b y n s i s e v i i l ; or no more then this , i n 
fants were circumcile4 then, therefore Infants muff becircum-

_cii,cd now. , . 
But iccondly , I w i l l fupply your Argument i n the firff part 

w i t h that wh ich is cxpreilcd i n the 1 ecoud pat, and then fee die 
force and power o f i t thus: i f i n the whole body o f Ifraclites as 
well Infants as men o f yearcs were baptifed, and w i t h the lame 
Bapt i imcfp i r i tua l ly that ours is i then Infants arc now to bee 
baptilcd as then they were. 

Bu t in the whole Body o f the Ifraelites, Infants were baptifed, 
and w i t h the lame Bapti l inc Ipir i tual ly, that ours is. 
. A n d now i deny the confcqucncc, and w i l l fliew you how the 
•^i)^^'^^'^'^''^*^^ ^^'^ narrow to infcrre the fame thus. 

_ That although God did by the miraculous working o f his d i 
vine providence, grace and goodnellb lead the People o f Ilrael 
t l i rough the iea d r y , and drowned the ^Kgyptian.s w h i c h were 
their enemies, and did alfo afFoord thcni a cloudy Pil lar .which 
was a defence f r o m their enemies, andaguid to them in their 
way whither thcv were going, which m u / t b e i n the nature o f 
the things conlidcred as great a Sacrament, figne or token of 
Gods love i n C h r i f t to that people, as Bapt i fmc was to the Co
rinthians, and therefore called Bapi i fmc : and f for no other 
reafbn w i l l i t f r o m hence f olloWithat we fhould adminiftcr Itich 
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2.6 \A Conjutation of 

an O i dinance as Bapt i fmc is to oiir Infants wi thout a command 
I rom God fo to doctor this is the force o f your Aigument; G o d 
did by the workeof his providence baptile the Inianis ot l l r a d 
Ipintual ly . ^.Tgo we may by our worke wi thout Gods command 
baptiie our Intants materially, ceremonially and formal ly ; and 

• is tiiis ^ood re.iioning^ who fees not that God hath no amies, 
but may by his providence tefti l ic his grace as iargeiy « he w i l ; 
thertore \wc may deviie means to wcrf lnp eiod as large as we w i h 
or may adminirter his means to whom we w i l b wi thout any d i -
r t t t i o a h o r n h i m : who fees not that thci e is no force i n luch 
nianncr ot arguing; but i t is abfurd and erronious io to realon ? 

T h i r d l y , tncretore the purpole o l i ml i s , to declare to the 
Gonnchians that Ordinances would doc them no more good 
vvithopttaich and repentance, then Miracles ( w h i c h w: icas 
yrcat asOrdmances) could doe the liraelites good cc prevent 
lujeemcnts when they iinncd ; and that rhcreiore i t w o r l u be 
a vamcth ingtor thefeCor in ihsro ref t lecurc in ' th - poll i i i o n 
ot theleOrdmances-aMfGodrelpxtcd thoiu ch ,rai> wi thbut 
Faith m C h r i t t , luch a lai th as. prelervcd them t rom thole iins 
w h i c h the Ilraelites com aiited ; the which l a id i i t the> had 
not, chey were no more exeinpc f r o m Go.\s dupieafure pi: gii 'S 
and Judgments th-u r h : i i iacl i ts were:and i t Ordinances would 
ftcure ifv.u- Cor in ths i then thole miracles would leciire rhetrV: 
but chefe Miracles did not lecure them i therefore tlieie O r d i 
nances cannot kcurc you ; but yon m u f l have a better f cuticy 
then this, namely, f a i t i i i n t h e blood ot C h n f t , whereby you 
are to be carried on • towards God in all things as a People pro-
fvll ingand pradiling lihc t r u t h : B u t his purpole is not to fhew 
that Ordinances; nainelyBaptifmc and the Lords Supper are 
required to L-eadminiftrcdby thefe Corinths to chemlclves and 
to their 'nfants, though they do not believe in C h r i f i : bccaufe 
then God tlid ê  ercife iuch Miracles to cheTfraelites which did 
not believe, which is the lec|ueil o f this Argument compared 
w i t h the proofe, as we lhall fee by the examination thereof; f o r 
your firft proofe is this. 

You lay, ThatikeftherOratnmcet there mentioned, are the faj»e 
^ f f itfiafiy with ours; thejeatthf Jame jpirttuall meat, and drar^ thf 
^/rtim/ldrinl^whhtffif,''^ f;'\ • • I 



Jttfants Baptijme. i^j 

l a n f w c r then by confequcncc belike the Corinths m u f t bap-
tUe theiuleivcs and their Infants, and both of them eat the 
Lords Supper, though neither o f them doe behevcbecaufc then 
Ood leu tne I f r ach ta through the Sea dr ie , and gave them the 
Cloud, and Manna, anu the f l o c k which ipir i tual ly is the fame 
wi t i iours , wh ich notwithf iandmg end not believe: the which 
thmg ihus laid open, I hope you w i l l not affirme. 

Secondly, 5 auiwer therefore that you errc i n calling them 
/ s?5^ '̂-^"^^^" '̂''"'̂ ^*^herc mentioned) whereas they are the 

thcr Miracles, wl i i ch had you well weighed, you would nor 
have made them Jie ground of v our Argument for the ; u f t i f y -
ihg luca a practice as the bap'tiling of Infants is. 

f 'ourtl i /y bi^iidcs i f after the Uraelites were entred into the, 
•Lahdoi €anaan,tht;y were then neither baptifed w i t h the cloud^ 
noi:iv'a uGjr any other b a p t i h n e t h e n was not the baptifiiie 
W.htch sht-y had before i n the cloud and in thefea an example o f 
pyrp t tua j jp iac i iccof Bapt i lmc: but t h e f i r f l j i s t r u e , fo r they 
entv:a.iia-uugh theSea but once, and"the cloud ceafcd w h e » 
they.catred i u io Canaan, neither can any lliew that they were 
baptifqd w i t h any other Bctptifine therefore the Baptifmc 

"^ey had before, is not an example o f perpetuall p adice-
ofBap ihnc. r r f r 

Fitchly. Bap, ifnies o f different kinds depends upon difFerent 
grounds, andaj-etobeadmtRiftrcd upon different Subjects fo r 
dittef ent ends, but the Bap^iimc o f the Cloud and Sea. and the 
Jiaptihne we have now arc o f divert kindes,<f,X'» tlicv depend up
on dif t . rentgroimds. andaretobe adminiftred upon Siffercnt 
iubjedts for different ends. ^ 

Your fccond proofe you fay, Othcrwife tie fiks ,^.^!rg:micnt 
were mt of f^ce nga.nj} the CormhUns if iFej iprre mt thefame Sacra. 
f»entsn>ithvPtri:,>ior the cof.cltiftu» ctmaine^h-ii tkf Cnrrnihims piau'li 
hepuni^fed mth the like punijimea., if^fhtyi,:-K.u$h- fd (hiltke(Innes. ' 

I anlwer, denying the confequcncc, f o r although the Cloud 
and Sea, Manna and the Ruck . w f r e Sacra'rent.v o f the fame 
C h r i f l that Bapti l i i ie and the l ords Supji^erit vWt ' t b ry were 
not the lame Sacraments; and u fut{iG<;=h to t K r i ^ p6''5̂ ic.v oi jr- ' 
P9^|' that the Cloud, Sea, Manfca,and Rock, were a$ grc^/and 
cfeauall tokens o f C h r i f t , and fo they v/en in the iiaturr o f 
the things l imply confideredjas Bapdfhic and the Lords Sjpper 
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is. thoughthey were different Sacraments o f the fame Chr i f l : 
and not the lame Sacraments, and except they wcredipt i n wa
ter, and did cat and drinke bread and wine as we do, yec cannot 
lay they were tne fame Sacraments w i t h ours j and thus have 
1 rciuced your fccond argument. 

Your thi rd argument f ollowes, which is th is : 
Tlnrt is ot't md th( jamt conjtderatton »f the jirji frHttS and the lump 

the net Aidthe l,rauciJ':s : lint the firjl fruits atd rootn beltevbg 'Vn. 
rents Are holy a vrf ntvfi b: Ba^tiz^cd, therefore Jnfanes the Immp ana bran, 
thcs Areholj juiirhuji heBapti^^^ed, 

1 deny the afumption or fecond part o f your argument, alTu^ 
mcd out o f the t in t , viz.. Thatbehcr ing I'arents are the roote 
or l i r f l fruitcs ^ neither doth , ^*»w. 11. i <5. nor the i C*^. 7 14. 
prove any fuch th ing; we w i l l confider o f the places dtf l inct ly , 
and f i r f l o f the f i r f l , m i r . 18. ] t is iaidOpcakine to the 
believing Gentiles) boaft not t hy fclfe againfi: the branches, f o r 
i f thou boaft thy felfe thou bear eft not the roote but the roote 
thee; now i f they bcarc not the roote but the rootc beareth 
them, then they cannot bee the roote, and yet they ftood by 
Faith verfc the 20 and were but branches v e r f c i r . this l i r f t 
place i i therefore abufcd to makebeleivmg parents the firft f r u i t i 
and rootc , and their hifants naturally dtfcendcd f r o m :them 
to be the branches > whereas bcleivers are but branches them-
felvcs .- andlccondly, i Cor.j 14. doth prove no fuch th iog 
neither, wh ich as i t n j i ther ex prclleth roote nor f i r f t fruitcs, f o 
hath i t no fuch fence and meaning as that the holineft'c of" Fai th 
in the parents, ihould caufc the holincflc m the children. 

Butbcfore lexprellemy rcafonsofthecxpoli t ion, either ne
gative or afhrmativcT cotjceive i t ncceffary to obfcrve what you 
lay (on the contrary you lay, yott fuppsfc tt ii mi-jUktn when expou»-
dedtobethejame holtaefe (pakeH l>:fare of Infideiis pir]f» fanClifisd it 
thcbeieivtr, and fur ther you fay, the /!p^Jl-le ffeak^n^ therefore tf a 
txva.feldhalinejfe,the ofie{ti t)inthethir:gitfe/febiitis<iiMothers tife, the 
ttker of the thing It (elfe it cannot but be jlnfullto confiuidthem. 

T o which Tan Iwer, that I w i l l not contend nor gainiayany 
o f t h i s , but further you fay . 

Thatthe Apofile faith two things, that to the jure all things arefure, 
MndfanHifiedi therefore a bileivitghuslia»d »r wtfe may d,veU vfl\h a\ 
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Jnfmts Batifme. ^9 
ItifideUjoakt-fdltw, thefecondthmgis, thai bjvtriue of * bclcivers 
fiatetngrace, all hhfruite is holj ^ana fartakty s oj the fame ft*te of gttice, 
with him y ttnlefe thtj doe bj fomt all if tlhtrs dtfrive tkmlelves efn 
as Efait, If^mae/y^c.. 

T o which I anfwcr, that the former o f thcfc t w o things, I 
grant but the hitter I wholy deny , t l jat it is any of t i iepurpofc 
otV-rfw/iotoipeake- ^ 

For t i r f t : i t is the purpofe o f P*j«/to conclude fuch a hohn ' f l c 
in the children, as was inleparablc to their very being or elfe i t 
would not have b^cna i u f f i c u n t reafon to have proved t le lan-
(ttiticationof the unbeUeving yoke-mate by the believer, and 
theretbretofuppolcfome A d o f t h e i r s t o deprive them of the 
holintlFc there Ipokcn ot is a coarded and farre fetch'c cxpol i t i -
on. 

Secondly, i f by a believers ftatc i n grace be undcrllood the co
venant that Ai>rah ,r»cincl a l l believers doc polF ile by fa i th : then 
firft I f ay , that £r '* '«nor/^»!»'*f/werencvcrot I t , i^ fw. j i . 8. and 
therfore could not by any A d o f theirs deprive themfelves o f 
i t . 

Secondly, i f they were and deprived by fome A d o f theirs; 
then we muf t tal l upon y^rmtntui tenet o f tailing away w h i c h un 
dcrftanding Chriftians doe utterly abhorre. 

T h i r d l y , then the being in the cverlafting covenant o f grace, 
and peace w i t h God by C h r i f t , fhould be conveyed and deri
ved by naturall delccnt. and not by the Goljsell, w h i c h is ab-
furdand contrary to many Scriptures i 16 17. chap. 
10. 17. GA/Uthfafs 3 2. 3 5. I Pet. I , 23. lan^. i, i g . 

The f i r f t o f thefe Scriptures fa i th the Gofpcl l is the power o f 
God tq fa lva t ion to every one that bclieveth; whereas t h b po-
f i t i o n fa i th , that fome are j artakcrs o f a ftare o f grace and ia l -
vation by vertueof their parents, being in the ftare o f grace, 
wh ich i sd i rcd lycont ra ry the one to the other : and all the o-
ther Sriptures. and many more proves tha t F a i t h ce-wr/ 
^7 hearing, and he<tr>»jr by the vo«yd cf God , by wh ich ccnver-
f ion and rog;a:ration is w r o u g h t , by which onely and 

alone we bccom: Sons o f God by adoption and gracejnow ther-
f o r e t o f a y that f omc are partakers o f the L m e by generation, 
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by verfcue f r o m their parents is diredfly contrary, yea contrary 
t o t t i ewno icGo lpc l i o f O i r i l f ^ 14. where tlie A p o l l i c 
ia i th , i l they vt'hicii be of che Law (that is naturally defccnded 
and circumciled onciy) be Heires: t ' a i t i i is made voyde and tho . 
promile (that is,^ the whole G of pell or Covenant o f grace ) is 
madeofnoneelFctl . r i r • 1 r , 

But i f vou meane by a State of grace luch favour as i t pleafed 
C o d to bellow upon the poilerity of '^^^ah.m. According LO the 
l ic f l i whereby (being circumciledj they were fegregated a i iddi-
ll incuiihcd to be poli'elkd of Oidinanccs leading chtm t o C h r i f l , 
w inch was then to come above otha* neighbour Nations:I grant 
that this dillindionagvces to them, yet nevertnelciic,: to this 
I lay l i r f l chac this d i i t i n i t i on was tai^en away at the death ot 
C h n l t ^ f ' ^^ f . 3.14,15 v̂ '̂ .̂ 10.28. , , . r u i 

Secondly, neither is i t 'P^ffk purpofe to eoncludc tnele c h i l 
dren iupken o f i Cor. 7.14. w i t i u n thc X i n i i c of iuch a d i l t m -
d i o n h i i l bccaule the Lord in the time of the l a v did accompt 
o f children, i n the very cafe andconiid^nui ' j i . diut theie c h i i -
drcu were in , to be a polluted and unhol_) feed, and to be put a-
way w i t h their Mothers which were i ju t inemLcrs . o r t h e 
Church according to the L a w , ''•^^^^ 9- ^ 10. 3. Therefore 
that State did not alow even while i r la l ied childrcn to be c i that 
llate, when one of the parents were forreigners 10 the Clunch , 
therefore much lellc hati i i t any coniequence to conclude i t , lb 
uckvv when the State i t ielfe is null i iyed. ^ : 

T h i r d l y , i n the tune o f the Law f r o m which this fucccsfive bc-
i n f in the ftatc of grace, is concluded to come the Proielitc 
J cw was required to circumcife all hisjinales, Exod. 12.48. and 
hc*fKouldbe,as one that was borne i n the Land, and i t muftbec 
conceived that the Females were included m the Males, and did 
enter in to theflate w i t h t h e m ; there being no circumciuon, or 
other Sacrament o f entrance appointed fo r them, wheres pon 
i t foUoweth that there can be no Prefident or rule, no not i n the 
t ime of the Law i t fe l fe ; thatevcr any one parent comming to 
be o f the flate and leaving their maried yoke-matc,out d id 
poilelle their feed of the fame Irate, and the reaf on was. bccaufc 
ti ie Law did injoyne the Profelite to pollellc all o f the ftate that 
were under his Ju r i fd i a ion by the authority o f that l a w which 
required h i m to circumcife all his males. , And 
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And therefore the ftate now which takes i n upon Faith oncly, 
and thereupon takes the husband which b Jieveih and leaves out 
the wife which beleiveth not and takes the wife which bcleiveth, > 
and leaves out the husband which behcveth not 5 can receive no 
rule f r o m that ffate to take i n the children before they doc be
lieve no more then the wife which then was broughc into that 
ftatc by the law ot the husbands b';ing a Proielice , and l i f t out 
ot this ftate unt i l ] fuch t ime as they doc believe, 

Four th ly , the Apof t ie Ipcakes mdcfini t ly o f their Children 
young or old, which i t may be, Ibmcwcre 10,20 or 30. ycaivs 
old ; and I t muf t be coniidered, that age doth not make them 
ccaietobe Children in r lation to thoio Parents, whole ch i l 
dren they arc, and againe ic muf t be conli jered, that f''**^ pur-
poie is not to i'peakc ot Children in rclpetf o f yeares, but i n re-
Iptct ot relation only fo r ais Argument is an Argument o f 
tela,ion. » 

N o w i t is an abfurdi ty o f fuch a nature, as no body T thinkc 
Win ownc CO conclude, that Children o f 20 or go yeares old 
w u . c h ar J apparcndy wicked, are holy in fuch a lenlc as by ver-
tueo l iixeu Harcnt-s ttate in grace to be partakers o f the lame 
ita.e ol grace w i t a h i m , lb as to be Baptized by vcrtue o f this 
relation. • ' ^ . 

Tiieretbreholynclle here cannot in the Apoftles meaning be 
to underltood.n idler w i l l the exception take i t ofF, (w^^.) un-
k i i e ihey d o b y l o n i e a t l o f theirs deprive themielves of i t ) as 
^ J f t and JjiUf^tui, &c. 

T o whic f i I A n f w e r , that the Apof t ie fpeakes po/itiv'cly 
ot a coucluiioD drawne f r o m the State o f the relation w h i c h 
can admit ot no exception. which i f i t could, then w i l l i t 
bee ot no abfolute validity to enforce the conclul ion; and 
^ c o r d i n g to this Argument i f the Children doc by ' fome 
A a o f theirs deprive themfelves o f their eftate in grace , 
then i heir Parents can have no tandtified ufe o f their unbelie
ving yoak mate though they have never f o naich fa i th i n them-
^^|ves ; whereas contrary to this the Apoft ie l a i t h , to the pure 
all things are pure ""'f i . l y . w i thou t reference to the chil. 'ren, 
th^Tcfore the childrcris ftate in grace or not in gracC; addeth not 
hord imimf l i e th any th ing to that purpofe. '-

F i f t l y , 
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FiFrly, therfore I lay that the holiacirc Ipoken o f here, is f i i ch 
aholyncl ieasmui lprove tlie unbeheving i \ i rent landiticd to 
(or by) Lheir-H*»i)eliev ing yoke-mate, but i t the Parents be not 
lawfully married, the grace of the child ( i f i t haveany though 
never io much; cannoL prove the unbelie ving Parcnc landihed 
t o o r b y their believing yoke-mate: N o w i t any fl ial l objedfc, 
that i f iheir Parents were not lawfully married, then were they 
not lujfnand and wife each to other : t anfwe r : that upon the 
fame ground that the Corinthians did quciiion the dwelling 
w i t h cheir unbelieving yok-marc, upon the lame ground they 
did queftion their being lawhi l ly hu l bands and wi\cs each to 
other, which i f they were not, all the grace that can beimagi-

'ncdir t the Children, w i l l never prove the unbelieving fa ren t 
" fanctified to or by their believing yoke-mate, therefore the ho-
Jynciie here Ipoken of is not a ffate of grace, neither inward nor 
outward neither, feeing that aniwcrs yot the Corinthians le t t i -
n l c n o r proves the thing in quclfion by them. 

Sixtlv. therefore I anlwcrpohtively, that the holyncfle here 
Ipoken of is legitimacy, and the uncicanell'e Bafterdy, and the 
realon ispardv becaufefuch an cxpolition hath force to prove 
the thing in queftion. and the other hath n o t ; and partly be-
caufciuchaholyncire is derivative f r o m all Parents l awfu l ly 
married, and the other is not, ^Ul. 2 i J. and i t n iu f t be fuch a 
holynelle as is derivative f r o m all Parents lawful ly married be-
caule one of the Parents being come to the Faith, and the argu
ment ftanding in the Children which were begotten and borne 
bt'foic, which therefore could net rcceivcany vcrtuft f r o m the 
fa i th o f the Parents by the courfc o f generation to have any ho-
lyneife thereby derived unto t h e m ; Therefore i t m u f t be luch 
a holynelle as is derivative f r o m all Parents lawful ly marriedj 
and that is no other then Legitimacy, and that fuch an expoil-
t i o n o f h o l y n d l b f o u n d e r f t o o d h a t h force fuf f ic icn t to prove 
the thing in quef!:ion, is clearc j becaufe i f one of the Parents do 
believe there can no obiedion be made why Legitimacy 
fliould no t prove the unbelieving Parent to be fandihed to or 
by the believing yoke-mate, whereas i f there be no children Le
gitimate, the qucftion may lie as i t did w i t h the Corinthians, 
whether they were h o u n d (;0g5>tly;<Cjas,hij^agd .and-wifc, and 

• * whether 



Infants Taptifme. 3 J 

whether the unbeliever be fandified to the believing yoke
mate j c a or n o : but taking i t lor granted that they have C h i l 
dren each by other legitimate, i t is then out of queitionj the 
conclufion then is, that there can be no fuch holynelie undc^ 
flood of Children i n this place o f as by which they mul t 
be Baptifed; and thus is your t h i r d Argument refuted. ^ 

Your four th Argument is this, 'If Baptijme fnccted Ctre»metfi. 
onthtn tflnjaets were te be CtTe»mct{ed, Infrntt arrtc bt Baotifedibxt 
^'tpltfmefficceedt Circumcifton, therefore as Infmsfftre to he CtrsHm-
cijedfo Infmmi are to beBaptifed. 

T o wh ich I anfwcr,! deny the confequencc o f the propoli t ioi i 
fo r I t doth not fo l low, becaufe Baptifme in a fcnle luccceddeth 
Ci rcumci l ion , that therefore the lame fubjeds that were to be 
Circumcifed then, are to be Baptifed now j no more then this 
confcquencctheGofpellfucceedsthe Law, the Sons of-<'*»r<»a 
were Minif ters o f the Law, therefore the Sons o f •^4r«» are to be 
Minif ters now, or no more then this, Baptifmc fuccceds C i r 
cumcilion, then i f they Circumcifed al l the Males fervants 
though they were men and had no Faith, then fo they arc to 
Baptifc them n o w ; and l o i n r e f t r id ion , alfo Baptiime fuc-
ceeds Circumcif ion, Females were not to be Circumciied then 
though they had Faith, therefore not to be Baptifed now : or 
thus ; the Lords Supper Cucceeds the Paffeover then i f the l i t t le 
Children and fervants eatc i t , namely the Paffover, w i t h the 
reft of the Family d i f t m d l y by themfelves i n a houfe, then fo 
i'rc l i t t l e children and fcrvants to eate the Lords Supper w i t h 
the reft o f the Family dift indtly i n one houfe by themfclves 
n o w : and is this good rcafon ? and yet what ever objedion cati 
be made againft any o f thcfc confequences. w i l l lieagainft yours 
alfo. 

Secondly, lfay thebody o f the Jewifh Nation were fubjcds 
Circumcifed according to the Law, even when C h r i f t died, yet 
the fame were not lubjeds o f Baptifinc according to the G o i -
pell untiU they gladly recdved the word o f God, -^ f f . 2 , 4 1 . 

T h i r d l y , therefore T anfwer, that as Baptifme fucceeds C i r -
eumcifion, f o doth the commandement o f Baptifme fuCceed 
the coiumandement of Circumcifion, and the Subjed com
manded to be Baptifed doth fucceed the f u b j c d commanded 

F to 
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t o be Ci tc t l 'Dci fed: as therefore of-old when pcrfons were to 
k ; Circumcilcd, they had rccourie to the comaiatidcinent o f 
C i r cu i i i c i l i on to rd i r t e t i . n ot thciiiielves in theparcies to be 
c i fcumci ied ; lo now ought we to have rccourie to the com-
iwandement of Baptijtnie l o r d n x d i o n o t our lei vcs m chc par-
tics to be Baptifed, now tnerforc fo r to have recouiic to the 
cominandementofCu-cuniciiion, for to have di redf ionin the 
parties to be Baptifed, IS not onely a fai l ing in method, order, 
and good decortmi. but alio cauteth a nccefsuy o f e rnn" bc-
eaule the commandement o f Circumcil ion and tne conunan-
demefit of Baptifme is o f different fubjects; and i f we fhould 
take the parties to be B a p t i f d f r o m the commandeitunt of C i r -
cumcilion, then we muff Baptife none but Males, and that on 
the eighth day too ; and the Profdyte muff Bap. ife all nis 
Males whether they have Faith or no, and the females m u f t 
not be bap il.-d though they have never fo much fa i th ^ wheras 
contranwile the commandement of bapiifme requireth the 
bapt i fmcofDifc ip les , and onciy Diiciplcs, and that both men 
and women, ^^t. 28. t 8 . loh 4 .1 ,2. .sir. 2. ^ 8 . 4 1 . c/.'̂ p. 8. i a. 
37. chap. 10.47. Gal^i. 3(5. 27: 28. 29. and what is thcdcfcr ip-
t i on of a Di fc ip le , fee 14. 25,27 ,5 ^, 

Four thly , That wh ich was the realon o f the change o f the 
Sacrament was the reafon o f the change of^the fubjecf w h i c h 
the Sacrament was to be adminiffi-;;d unto, whcrupon i t f o l l ow-
eth, tha. by the fame reafon that we take Tnfiints to be baptif d, 
becaufc 'nhints were formerly Circumciled, by the lame rca« 
ibn we may Circumcife t l iem now, becaufe they Circumci lcd 
them then and fo confequcntly the queftion o f bap i fme ended, 
unkiT,- i t lihould be pleaded, that hifants fliould be bapt i f 'd and 
circuincif d both ; N o w if i t be abf'.^rd to circumcifc I'nfants 
now, notwithitanding they circumciled them rhrn, b caufe 
C h r i f t is now come- who hatii put an end to Circumcil ion and 
al l the Ceremonies o f the Law, f urely i t is no leiTe .-^bfurd to 
baprife Infants now m relation to their circumciling o f them 

. t l icnjbscaufeChrif tscommtng doth put an end to the fub j ed 
alfo, and hath inf t i tutcd another Subjed: to be Baptifed, and 
t h y arc thofe that h r f t taught to believe in C h r i f t , and onciy 
tho ie ; and thus is the confequcnce o f baptifme fucceeding cir-
«umcil ion taken away. A n d 
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A n d t h u j have I made a f u l l anfwer to your difcourfe touch ' 
mg fftfAnts bAfitfme, and IJOW i t remaines I fhould make fomcr-
aniwcre to your difcourfe touchmg the forme o f the Church. 

A n d h r f t y o u fpcake of rctmem i n this, viz.. I hat natter and 
forme da ci>nj, HHfea Chnrtb, (to which we do agree) 

A i l o you lay, That the matter u acomfanj of vifible Sai>tts,pr$. 
ftfjing fafih. tnthv rtghteoujnefj'e of Chrili,aKd living accordingly. 

T p jthis l aniwer. tha t th i s definit ion agreeih not to Infants, 
which you would make the fubjeds o f baptiime iwho arc borne 
ml inne , and arc by nature the children o f wrath, PJal.Ki. K. 
^ f H - 2. 3. 
7 ̂ ^^n.^r-^-'^' neither doth i t agree w i t h the conf t i tu t ion o f the 
Jewith Church (wh ich you make to be a pattcme f o r ours, by 
br ingingyour grounds f r o m thence fo r the baptiling o f Infants) 
who never were rcauircd to make any fuch profelsion at the 
tune o f their admiihon, as all the Churches fince Chr i f t s com
ing are* and all the Members added, or to be added, do when 
they are added>txtf^/. 3. 4 1 . chap. g. 12, 13. 57, ,8. l o . 47, 11. 
15,1(5,17. 

So then after you have fct down wherein we do agree, (as i n 
deed I t were well i f you did agree w i t h your f d f c i n i t ) then you 
make a Quxre irhnher Baptifme be mt the forme of it, and your an-
^Til^'^'lr^^^^^^^^^^^ dcnyal l and 
then you afhrme, /hat a Covenant altea a the forr^c • to all which 
t W w l f f ; ^ . f ' ^ ^ • ^ ^ a re tcd i l t ingu i f l i betwixt 

the forme ofany thing according to the common and vulgar 
acccption of forme isthat outward frame f a f t i on or figure that 
tue t h ingha .h ,whe rby i t i sd i l f i ngu i . n id or hath its denomi
nation, and to apply i t to the qucff ion i n hand, the Church be
ing an Aiiembly, the forme, faHuon, or hgurc thereof is the re-
g t i o n or ftate that every Member poliefieth f r o m C h r i l f their 
K i n g and common head, and erch w i t h other, wherby every 
JLaw i n every office or fervicc is coiumunicablcand cxcciited; 
10 then neither Baptilhie nor a Covenant is the f orme c f he 
Church, but Baptifme o f believers is the inftrumentaU mis'?- s 
by which the Church comnieth to be made partakers o f ihac 
formcYvhich i t h a t h , andby w h i c h i t comes to be a C H u i d i . 

F 2 and 
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and to have fuch a name fctlcd upon i t , and wi thout which i t 
can have no fuch name agree unto i t . •- ^v 

The Inftrnmcntall mcancs t l icn o f the being o f this Church, 
both tor matter and forme is by conlcnt o f love, i f lu ing f o r t h 
f r o m the Covenant o f grace made i n f r o m one L o r d throu"h 
-one Spirit, one Faith, one Bapt ih i ic : Eph. ^ . ^ j . and i f any 
o f thcfe mcanesbc. wanting, then fomcthing is wanting that 
caufeth the Church to be, and except that want be fupph'ed. the 
Ciiurchcanhavcnovil iblecxif tcnceor being, and f r o m hence 
the conchifion a r i i c t h , that although Baptiime be not the 
forme, frame, faihion, or liqurc of the Church, yet feeing Bap
t i fme is an cllentiall part of the mtanes conducing to the being 
o f the tifibJe Church, yea and the laft meanes t o o ; Tha t 
where true Baptiime is wanting, there can be n o t r u c r i f i b l e 
Church. 

Secondly, whcrfb:vcr true baptifmc is adminiflred accord
ing to the w i l l o f Chr i f l : reveal ed in the Scripture, there the true 
vifihle Chareh it bj th^t memes,nHeljc9riJ}itHtedanlfittttdinhu true 

I t is therefore called the b i r t h o f water. Joh. 3. 5. Tit/a 5. ^. 
A s therefore the b i r th which we receive f r o m our naturall Pa
rents, is that by which wereccive the beginning o f our natures 
being among the common ffate o f mankinde m the affaires o f 
this corporaU life, even fo Baptifme being the b i r t h o f water, is 
tha t whereby we receive the beginning o f our vilible being i n 
our Spirituall eftatc among the Church and people o f God, i n 
the afEiires appertaining to eternall l i f e , but the f i r f l is true f r o m 
the analogy that Ijaptif me hath wi th naturall b i r th ; thei-cfore-
thefecondf by force ofconfcquencc is alio t r u ; . • 

_ Secondly, I argue f r o m the forme o f baptifme, i t being a dip
ping o f the body iato the water.and i n thatrc lped called'aburi-
a l l w i t h C h r i f t , Rtn/^. 6.4. Col, 3,12, betokening our death and, 
rc lurredion. . > • 

As therefore the r i f ing out o f the graveat the laft d;iy is the-
beginning of our being bodily i n the ftate o f glory, f o the r i f ing 
ouc o f the water o f baptifme is t h " beginning o f our being i n the 
vil ible ftatc o f grace, and the beginning o f ourv i f ib le f p i r i t u a l l 
l i f e IS f r o m that day, &c. i n r c f p c d o f f heir.putward ftation. 

T h i r d l y , 
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T h i r d l y , I argue f r p m the e»d f o r wh ich baptifme is appoin
ted, which amnoglf other, is to uaite them to the vif iblc body 
o f C h r i f t , 1 Ccr.j2.12. Gal. 3,17. 28. Eph, 4 .5, ^ . and to d i -
l l inguif l t them f r o m the reft o f the world which are not bapti
sed as they are, C*l. 2.12. compared 20. and fo Circumcifion did 
d i f tmgui fh and denominate the Profehte J ewes f r o m what they 
were beforcand f r o m all other Heathens S'x.i 2.48 4p.'?<j'.3.i .a. 

F r o m whence I reafon thus; i f union and communion w i t h 
the viiible body of C h r i f t , and dift inguifhmcnt f r o m the reft 
o f the world be the end fo r which baptifme i i appointed, then 
whenfoever i t is adminiftred according to appointment, ic muf t 
necelJarily be concluded to be fuch a meanes as is efR'duall to 
accomplifli the propofed end, and unlelle baptifme as a meanes 
be adminiftred to perfons which are believers, fubjeds only ca
pable o f l u c h union, communion, and dif t indfion, fuch an end 
can no waies elfe be cffeded, and that way i t may be and 1$; but 
the former is true by the ground before laid, ^^i" the latter is 
alfo true. 

Four thly , I argue f r o m thelrrei terat ion o f baptifmc, i t being 
to be adminiftred but once, the Lords Supper often, in wh ich 
refpcdtbapt i fmeis thef igneof our b i r th , the Lords Supper is 
the figncofour g r o w t h : baptifme is the Sacrament o f our en
trance or ini t iat ion, the Lords Supper is the Sacrament o f our 
continuance and confervation i n the vifible body o f C h r i f t i 
and therefore by the fame reafon that a man may be conceived 
to have-abeing in the vifible Church for a t ime without bap-
t i f ine , the figne and Sacrament of his b i r th , entrance and i n i t i 
ation, by the fame reafon he may have a continuance o f his be
ing there wi thout the lame a l f o , nnd lb conf quently baptifme 
needlelTe : but baptifmc is not nccdleilcbut ncedfull, (being a 
figne o f our b i r th , cntraisce, and ini t ia t ion) to be adminiftred 
as a mcanes o f our vif iblc b i r t h , entrance ini t ia t ion or the 
beginning o f our vil ible being in the vifible body o f C h r i f t 
(which therefore i n that rcfpc<ft is called the b m h o f ^Vatcr)* 
which thereby do vif ibly enter into the Covenant o f G race. 

Therefore wi thout baptifme they havenoe vil ible being in the 
Church, and by j t they have- , 

F i f t l y . I argue f r o m the nature o f baptifnie as i t i$ i feale o f 
- ' i F 3 the 
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the Covenant, and f o confequcntly a part o f the Covenant, an 
(Drdinancc o f mutuall ingagcmcnt between God and man, /Hi, 
3.38. chap.22.1(5. iCer.i. 1 ^. even as circumcilion was a n i i i -
gag-iueht to all the duties or Ordinances of the Law^ ^J"' %. 3. 
lo IS Bapciiaie an mgagement to all the Ordinances of the Got-
pc l i .which is therfore called Chrif ts /bond or yoke, /'J"/. 2.3. 
Mut.i 1,29. his badge or livery o f his profelLd Dhciples, there 
being no odrer vilible Ordinance of God appointed to pa/le up-
on perf ons, to note out their being in the Covenant betore this-
f r o lu hence Trcafon • i i r ^ A 

They that are baptifed upon profcsUon o f Fai th havcleale<i to 
the covenanti<c are known thereby to belong co the covenant, 
and lo have a vilible being in the fame, whereas they that arc 
not baptifed by vertue of profeslion o f Fai th by them madecan-. 
not by any Ordinance of God be knowne to belong uhertunto. 

But God hath appointed fome Ordinance to be adminiltretl 
upon perfbns whica make profeslion o f F a i t h , whereby they 
nfay be vi l ib ly knowne to belong to the covenant of grace,wher
as others that partake not thereof cannot be fo knowne , and 
there is nothing b. foreBapt i f ine appointed f o to doe-

Therefore Bcipcifmeadminiflred to perfons profeslmg J:<aitft 
and rcpemance, is i t alone by w h i c h they may be knowne acc(3r-
dingt(S Gods Ordinance, to be in the covenant ot grace, and to 
b e o f the vifible body o f C h r i f t . , R 

I aftly, T argue f r o m the Commisfion fo r Baptifnic, : ^ f f ' ' f 
18 given to tfie 11. which was.that they /hould make Difciplcs . 
a l l Nations baptifing them, where note chat l>aptifing is a p.̂ r̂ -̂
cz/̂ fr to the maKing o f them, to beare the name of Diiciples or 
Shoi lc i s inChnffs fcbooIe , hereupon the words of C h r i f t i n 
the Commisfion, t6.i6. are, he that ' el.evethanJts bap i f J 
lh,ih' be fived; Fai th puts a man into the State o f falvation be
fore God •• Baptifme before men ; and aifoone as they were D i -
fciples baptifed, and fo ftated a vil ible a l l lmb ly , t hen to tea..h 
them to obfcrve all things whatfocver he had ccmmandcd them, 
ver. X'?. wherenote, they were f i r f t I o be a Church of C h n f t ; 
Secondly, they were to doc and obferve as a Church ot C h r i f t , 
f r o m whence I reafcn. . ; , ^ n / - t 

- I f the Commisf ion fo r Jpaptifmcgiyiento thc i f iyf t .Church-
' ' ; planters 



Infants 'Bapiifme, 

planters ofthenevv Teftament. did require Bapt i fmc . and that 
onlytobeadminit treduponpcrtons, as the laft thing to make 
Dilciples or Scholieis inC.hi i i ts Ichoole , i n a viiible ftate ot 
laivation, Icatcd in the obiervation ot all the reft ot the U r d i -
nancesot Chrif ts Kingdoms ihen Baptiime adniinittred upon 
thole wh ich arc firft caught, is that by which the true vihbie 
Church IS conftituted. and ftated in its true being : 'bu t the tor-
met appeares by the ground before laid 

Thus iaave [cleared and proved my poii t ion, that l>aptilmc 
is th.c thine or inftrumentand mcancs tormmg and conl t i tu-
t ing ot the Church, though i t bee not the outward tafhion, 
tVaim-, figure, or forme ot the Church tormed; yet never :htlelie 
bccaule your Arguments feeme to lye agamtt the qucition thus 
ftated, T w i l l conlider them i n order as they l i e ; t i r l t tncretore 
you lay, that which itvohbeingtoai,hmch mt*ji be remevedyif the 
church cesfje to he a Cht^ch. 

.But Bt4ptifmecay>»ot be removed frum a Church, 
T o which T anfwer.that i t is as ealie to remove Baptifme f r o m 

a C hurch, a.̂  to remove a Ch- irch ixo m being a Church. 
Secondly ,you iay that nhich being v^wingto i^Chn ch confiitttted, 

dot' r.o'. caaje it to Oc m Churchy that cannot be the forme of the Church, 
Bm Bapff»je may he rvaniiig in a Church con(lnuted, andjet it he a 

Chftrch a) cireuiKCff en to them JoihuA ^"^g"' 
Anlwer . T deny the fecond propofit ion namely,that B, ptTme 

may be wanting in a Church coniliruted, bccaule i t is conf t i tu -
ted'by Baptiime. aswehaveprov d before,neither w i l l . M ' ^ * ' * 
5 help you herein, ihe catc o f thellraelites being extraordina
ry , havingipeciall diipcnlation f r o m God himtcltc in the l u p . 
ply o f miraculous Sacraments i n the cloud and Sea Manna ahd 
the rock i Cor tor. 2. which G o d gave them while their travailes 
neccftarily required the forbearance o l circumcil icn and (he 
Paireover,v,'h)ch i f fuch neccslity h.id not been, w^ub; not have 
beenedifpenccd w i t h , but the parties foncglcdting fhould have 
been cut off , Gen. 17, 14. ! f i t be reply ed they were members o f 
the Church of Tfrael. yet not circumcifcd : thcrfore we may be 
members now thoueK not bap.ifed. I deny the confcquence, 
imleile that any can fhew the like cafe and prelident o f the f i i p -
ply o f miraculous Sacraments, to lervc i n t l ieir r o o m ; w h i c h 

vi'hcn 
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when they can, we w i l l then grant that thofc, new meanes f r o m 
God may ferve to effedt the lame thing, w h i d i t i l l then we muf t 
be contented w i t h the rule o f his W o r d , namely, to have the 
Church conftituted by baptifing ot believers i n ordinary cales, 
and nototherwife . 

Th i rd ly^OU lay, That which is but an aJjftttB to a thing cai$wt be 
the forme ofl^-^but Baptifme is bat an adianft of a Church : Ergo. 

T o which I anfwere, this argument lyeth not againft my 
queftion, as I have ftated i t , becaulc that which is but an adjunct 
may be a meancs o f forming and conft i tut ing o f the thing to 
which i t is adjoyaed: fo Baptifme being adniiniftred upon be
lievers, may be a mcancs to confti tute and forme them-into a 
t r j c y i l i b l e Church-ftatc. 

Four th ly , you fay, 1 hat which is the feale of the Covenant, cannot 
be the forme of the Church : bMt Baptifme is the jeale of the Covenant, 

Er^o. 
T o which I anfwerc, Tha t wh ich is the fealc o f the Covenant 

may be a mcancs to confti tutc and put the Church into an out
ward vilible fo rm, for the which I have fpoken fomwhat before 
i n the 5. Argumen t : unto wh ich I rcfcrre the Reader fo r brevi
ties lake.. ^ / f 

F i f t h l y , you fay,T^i,*/ which remaines when a man ISKO Chttrch-
member and tsnvt to be adminifiredto refi^re himnmo Mmkerfhip^ that 
cawaot be the forme of the Church. 

B u t Baptihi ie remain«s when a man is no Church-member, 

T o which I an fwcr.'dcnying the affumption, but yet becaufe 
many feeme to ftumble at this argument mof t , I w i l l indeavour 
amorefat isfadoryaniwer. 

That by which a perfonprof eileth C h r i f t w i t h , is that onely 
by which he true ly profelleth Baptifme and Memberfhip w i t h 
the Church and body ot C h r i l t ; whereupon i t fol loweth, 
that upon the lame reafon that any perfon is difpoirellcd o f 
Membcrni ip w i t h the Church, upon the'lamc reaion he muf t 
be concluded to be dilpoflelled o f C h r i f t and o f Baptifme alfo, 
andthereaibnis becaufe he is to be concluded deftitute o i al l 
the ends for which Baptifme is appointed, yea and the grounds 
a l foupcn which i t is adminiftrcd j i n that he poflefleth not 

C h r i f t 
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r ^ ^ t i f t . he poftefleth neither ground o f Baptifme. nor end, ATA 
therefore no true being or Bapt i fmei t fclfc. • 

As to r the ref tor ingof a perfon to JMembcrfhip, we'arc lO 
note tfiat repentance IS but an e f R d of the fame fa i th by w k j c h 
he poilellcu C h r i f t at f i r f t , andby which he had right to, and 
P°fi<="cd Captifme in deed, and i n t ru th , though i j ^ i d leem o-
fhcrwi fc to us whiles error or f i n did appeare to be predominate 

. m h i u i i which repentance is that by which he is to be reftor 'd to 
eommuhion \\ i t f i the Cl iurch againc after Excommunication, 
which i f he repents not, audio hath no fuch ctfect o f fa i th ap
pearing i n h i m , by which he did apprehend C h r i i t at £r<t, then 

. I t doth appcare that he never did p o l l d l e C h r i i t the gro nd o f 
Bap t i f ine , and copfequendy not Baptiime i n its true being: 
tor though men may deceive theadclves, and may deceive other 
men hkc themlelves, yet they cannot deceive God, whole O r d i 
nance i t is, and upon w h o m Baptifme and all other divine O r 
dinances have their dependance, who hath ordained that onely 
believers fhould be baptilcd, wh ich i f therefore men have no 
tauh, t f iough they pretend to have fa i th , then have they no r igf k 
fv i i^^^ i™?' '^^°^ '^9° '^ '^^^^° knoweth themto be delhtutecf 
If,?u* / " b e c a u f e they feeme to men to whom the power c f 
luch admimftration is committed, to have fa i th , they thcrfore 
? ^ ^ ^ ° " " i t « ^ ^ P t i / e > c m : yet hath this baptifinc notruebc-
Z T . ^ . : ^ "P^'^^^ ^""^ un t i l l the parties do believe in deed 

/ . y ^ ^ X ^ l l r '-"^''PPn^^^^^^ that i n cv^y E.r^on,m^. 

S n f I I ^ P ' ^ ^ T ^̂ '̂̂  baptifme had no true being in h i m . 
although he feemcd to have fa i th , or clle fecondly he is a belie, 
ver, when Excommunicate, and hath Chr i f f and bapdfmc i n i t i 
true being, ahhough now through the prevalency o f error or 
mine he leemed to have no fa i th . 
T • V^! 'Y^°t 'cfrom hence i t foUowcth, thatasa man falleth f r o m 
hisltaith, he falleth f r o m his baptifnie too> and as be rcturncs co 
his tai th fo hercturnes to his baptifme againc alf b .• then i f i ic 
frrnK-th to fall f r o m his fa i th and doth i t not realiv then l b 
Iii(,ewile hcle :;ineth to fa l l f r o m his baptifmc alfo. \ r i i e n likc-

^ wife 
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wife i f he fa l l whol ly f r o m the fa i th indeed, which he p ro fc f f c l 
to>have,asamanmay do, then doth he fa l l whol ly hrom his 
baptifmc indeed, and lhall never have bcneht by i t . 

Je'rom whence I reafon, as a man cleaveth to his baptifmc fo 
heclcavedi to the Church which is conlhtutcd by i t , but as* 
n u n forfakes his Bap t i fmafo hec foriakes the Church . 

But he that forfakes the ground and ends o f baptifmc f o r f t k c i 
baprifmc wh ich is adminiltred upon thofc grounds, andapoin-
ted fo r thofe ends. Ergo , 

Baptifmc cannot be concluded to remaincwhcna mams no 
C h u f c h Member indeed and i n t ru th . 

Secondly I reafon, he that returneth to lus baptilmc, re tum-
cth to the Church which is conftituted by i t . , . , . -

B u t hcthatrecurneth tothegrounds andendifor w h i c h i t « 
appointed and upon which i t is admini f t rcd , returneth to 
bap t i fmeinre fped of its true being. Ergo , r-. u 

Hce that returneth to baptiimc returneth to the Church 
which 1$ conftituted by i t . 

A n d thus have I done w i t h the negative arguments, and now I 
come to the affirmative, firtt therefore you lay, Thatan oMt.ard 
C,vTnan:alUd betw^nc q<,d andac^mp^^y of bcl..vtrs to become one 
\,d Anothers , a.d fo the lik^e amo^gfl themfches ,s the forme of s 

T o w h i c h I anfwer, that the Covenant o f God makes the 
Church, I srant, but that any can be concluded to have an out
ward being m the Covenant o t t h c G o l ^ c l l now m t h e t i m e o f • 
the Gofpel l wi thout baptifme. is i t wh ich I deny, and require 
you t o prove, having formerly proved the contrary. 

B u t whereas youfpeake o f a company o f believers ading a 
Covenant to become one anothcrs amongft themlelves to be 
thc fo rmc o f the C h u r c h . , , ^ % , -r 

T o w h i c h T anlwer, that by the fame realon, that i t a Cove
nant aded to becom one & anothers amongft themfelves,ftiouId 
be the forme o f the Church wi thou t being baptifed fo r the prc-
fcnt, by the fame reafon they may rc^eiwe the forme o f the 
Church wi thout all the adminiftrations o f the Gofpel l fo r the 
future, w h i c h I conceive would be abfurd to affirnle. 

S<coftdly,neither is there any warrant that God hath appoin
ted 
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ccdmctt tn^BMyfuch covenant f br any fuch end, and therefore l b 
tO- dois wiU-worlhip.vani ty . thc invention o f man, and niens 
inventions i n Gods worlhip arc plamc fuperlfitions and Hat 
breaches of the fecond commandement, Thoujhalt not makeiathg 
[elfe,(^c. ^ 

A n d therefore i f i t be the forme o f the Church, i t maf t needs 
be a Superftitious Church, wh ic i i is formed by f i i ch a Snper/Ntt. 

T h i r d l y , a Covenant adcd by believers to become one and 
anothersainongffthemf elves, may be w i t h ignorance both o f 
tnc nature and duties of a true Church, as is proved by the 
prefuppolmon of ic to be the forme o f the Church w i thou t 
baptiimc, how then fhould i t be the forme o f the Church, fo r 
I t they be ignorant that the vilible Church m u f t fub f i f t o f bap-
ti led ones, how can i t bcBvpyded, bu t tha t they are ignorant o f 
the nature of the true vihbie Church? and being ignorant o f the 
nature thereof they areneceftarily ignorant o f ?hf duties there! 
o f : f o r i f thev conceive that perlons ftiould be imploycd i n the 
fcrvices o f refation i n the Church unbaptifed. then th7y be i g ! 
norant o f the duties o f the C h u r c h , becaufe al l die m S i | 

o n S ^'^""^ vifible un on and r e l a l on made i n baptihnc. i / i r . , 3. chap.,3. 

Heh compared c W - t 
Chnft^.^r:^;vi4l?^^^^^^^^ — o f 

LVT^^IX A V '''''^^have hnhe [aJ'c that 

noTrb J ^ n ^ - I f vcr, that i f the Church^ftate we hive now, be 
not the fame w i t h theirs, then the forme of tha t h not the forme 
o f t h i s : and then your argument is grounded upon an i f t K 
upon no th ing : but the Church-ftate we have now, " n o l t V e 
fame that the Jewes had, that being conftituted o f a ^atunlJ 
leech according to the courfc o f a naturall generation, this bein e 

conf t i tu tedofaSpir i tual l feed according te Gods o raJ i i ^^^ ' ^ 
feaual i working by the powerfull preaching o f the G o f p d by 
Spirituall regeneration, 2.41. £ r « «^oipcJi by. 

SecondIy,whercasyoufaid a l i t t l e before, that a Covenant 
G i ^^ed 

hi 
w 
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acted by believerr to become one anothcrs amongft themfelvcs 
to be the to rmcof the Chmch , and then argue f r o m the State 
of thcjeu 'es to prove this f orme which never did f orme them
lelves lb this; therefore furely tends to overthrow your felfcand 
to argue f r o m your proofe to overthrow your principle. 

YiXltyowfAy. Thjtt tbef§rtneefthe 'jtwi^ Chuich-fiate wot ]neha 
C»vtr>i»i as 13 bjyoH above txprejfed, thu j«tt deare bj 4. particulars at 
jf>tt[Ay,f>tft thetr entrance into ft with ty^braham attdhtsjeed, roas by •« 
•vtjibleattdoufwa*ACovinant, intovhich Reprobatesafwellas EleU jvere 
admitted, as l{hm:ld\ and EiHW Gen. 17. andCtreutKufon was not 
the Covenmt (mt attk£» ejthe Covenant, yet. 11 

F i r f t T anfwer, this proucs not the forme o f the Church to be 
fuch a Covenant as is by you above cxprefled, aded by a com
pany of believers to become one and anothers amongft them-
fclvos, for Abraham and his feed. Reprobates afwcli as Elect 
enter in to i t : N o w Abraham was but one believer, and fjhmaell 
his feed which cntred w i t h h i m , you inftance to be a Re
probate. • 

SecondlyJanfwcr, that Circumcil ion was not only a token 
o f the Covenant, but a part o f the Covenant i t fclfc, being that 
whereby the parties ciicumcifcd were bound to kecpe the 
whole l .aw. Gi / , j , 3. and therefore God fa i th . Gen. 17,10. This 
is my Covenant let every Mai i -chi ldbe circumcifed, and vcr. 
I . : ; . H e that is borne in thine hoiife and he that is bought w i t h 
t h y money , muf t needs be circumcifed, fo fliall my Covenarit 
be ' i nyour f l e f l i : but the uucircumciled JMan-child, i n whole 
flelh tl ie forc-skin is not circumcifed, even that perfbn fhall be 
cut o i l ' f r o m his people becaule he hath broken m y Covenant: 
therefore the Covenant here Ipokcn of was fuch as was cntred 
in to by Circumcil ion, and not fuch as was aded by a company 
c f believers to become one and anothers amongft themfelvcs to 
be the forme of the Church 
' Bu t you would feeme to cicare i t by a fecond particular ( v i z ; 
h 'the ejifblifl3mer:t of it in the plaifie 0} M oab. 

pHt'Jns efHthiif-mtm wot by a Church-Covena^ 1 Deut . l9 l O . 
I 5 »« txihtch they avouched Cod re be their God. and God itvotithtdtkey 
were his people.Dcut. 26. 17. '• 8. "'ther couldctrcismc>fi»nbe A>'y tn. 
^ridiem hirrtbecaufethejhad mt circHmojed auy oj 40. jeatesfver 
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fntetheye*me0»tofEgjpt I mrdidthej chrcumifi any tiltafierMo-
lcs<«« Jofhua. hadbronihtthevtthrottgh Jordan mo theL^nti *J La-

T o this I ai>iwcr,that this covenant which was now cltabliih 
cd . w i t h the people o f Ilrael intheplaine o ^^^^^^^^ v.'asjhe 
Ihme covenant which was made w i t h fi^ram, ifa^c and Uco. j . 
15. wh ich they entered into w i t h God m the behalie ot the u -
lelves.and the i r potterity by being circumciied. 0.*^ 
12,13,14 compared 23. =4.»5'^<^^^7 *^^^-7> ^^d durefor<? 
being n die covenant before, they did not begin to be a Church 
now and therefore this proves not that a covenant a d d by a 
company o f believers to become one and anothers, fliould be i t , 
t ha tSou ldconf t i t u t e themtobeaChurchnow. 

Secondly, whereas you l a y , neither was ctTCHmaftoH a>tyi*>gredi. 
er.t here, becaiifethejhadnotctrcitmdfedany 40. yeares; I anlwef, 
I conceive notwithftanding, that circumcilion was an ingredi
ent i n their parents who thereby entered into a covenant tor 
themfelves, and thcle children even as the covenant here fpeci-
ficd, did CO mprchend the pofterity to come, vcr. t y. _ 

T h i r d l y ' the call- o f the ifraclites was extraordinary, having. 
fpec ia l ld i fpenla t ionfrom G o d , in the lupply ot miraculous 
Sacraments, and ligncs o f his grace as meanes ot manitcltaciDU. 
mfpec ia l lo f the te l l i t i ca t ionof thecovenan t , as leading them 
through the red Sea dry, giving the cloudy pillar by day, and the 
Pillar o f fire by night, to guide and dctlnd them miraculoufly, 
cauliing their clothes and fiioes to remaine futable to their bo
dies and feete, wi thou t new fupplics, and wi thou t waxing old, 
who were fed miraculoufly wi thou t bread even hy-^^^ana. and 
watt^r out o f the R.ock,thacthey might thereby knowthathe vi'as 
the Lord their God, l ^ f ' f - 29.5.6 ' . Whiles their travailcs ne-
ceilarily required the forbearance ot C i r cumci l ion , and the 
Paflcover which nece^firy if i t hati not been i i t fhould not have 
been lodilpenced w i t h . A^'^w^'^Tp l ^ 17 1 4 - w h i c h nc-
cesfiry, fe ;mgi tcamctopai rc! )y Gods comi ivnding them to 
journey i n thcWilderncife, th- reforcdjd in thcroome o f C i r -
cumci/ion for tha t t in ic , fnpply w i t h fuca miraculom Sacra--
ments which arc no rules i n ordinary cafes, as may appearc by 
their cellation afToone as they c a m i n t o the Land of Canaan, 

G 3 who 
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who then were prcfcntly led by ordinary rules, as circumcifion, 
and the PaiVeover, 'ojh. y. wheref ore i n ordniary cales circumci
l ion was the d i f t m d i o n of j cw and Gentiles, and the meanes o f 
the conft i tut ion o f the Church ot Ifrael, Gem. 17. lO. n , 12. j 
14 Exoditsxi.^'i. /iom.-!i.i,z. £^^^^44 .9 . Act. i j . 
2 5 chap. 16.1. 3 .7^«w.a . i$,z6, 27,28.29 ch^p.h^o. and4. 

'"Hereupon i t fol loweth , that although the Church o f Ifrael 
were a people i n covenant w i t h God.yet the way ot entrance i n 
to tlus covenant v i f ib ly - and fo the conf t i tu t ion of this Church^ 

ordinarily circumcil ion. Therefore as a covenant adcd by a 
IvCmnAnv of believers to become one and anothers, was not the 
f o n n e o t that Church then, but a fpcciall communication o f 
Godscovenant by circumcihon ordinarily , w i t h the whole 
Na o K I ^ f i ^ ' ^ l l ^ ' andwhofoeverof any Nat ion 
I h C o u l d becircum and come to / . r*y. / . . - to w o r f h i p ; 
i S i telle hath i t any confequence to p^^ . 

Icms TcnemmthM^lvcsafter[9me Apofiacy, iChron. X S-H. IJ. 
; J •3T Neh g. ?8.10.1. F r o m whence you rcafon. 

th^ ts the forme of the Church, without the rcnevrallof thcrcove^ 
nalt [thcj could m fi^nd^ in tt right and furc Qhurch.SJlate. 

^ ' • ¥ 0 theaf lumption lanfwcr , that the Jevvcs made a covenant 
to fceke the Gocfof the i r Fathers,! grant; that they did w e l l m 
fo doing, I grant a l fo ; but they could not be in a Church4latc 
wi thou t fo doing I deny, and you have not proved '̂  and I w i U 
Drove the contrary: h r i l becaule they were the Church of God 
before Secondly that w h i c h was now renewed had a being be
fore and the making o f this covenant was but animating,and i n -
^blinethem to doe that which they were mgaged, and bound to 
5ne before by their c i r cumci f ion , G.l. 5. 3 and therefore as 
^^lis renuing o f their cov nant is not by your Argument proved 
to be the forme o f the Church, then much Icflc hach »t any con-
fcQuencc. to prove that a covenant aaedbv a company of be
lievers to become one and anothers amongft thcmlclves, is the 
forme o f a Church now. 
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B u t the four th particular by which you would clcarcit , is 
from their deifftlution, f r o m whence you reaibn thus. 

That which icing taken awaj mak^s them ceafe to S>e a Church, that is, 
the fortrte of (he Church) iift the dijfolving of the covenant is the makfng 
tfthem ceafe to be a Church, l^r^o. 

That the taking '^way ofthe covenant maketh th^m ceafe to be a Church 
youiixy,itele.irefrom'Za.ch. I I . lo. r^ . hPhence tt vras fro^hejied 
oJf,/utdJrom theNetv Tejtamefit,whence it tsjhswedhow it is accomplifh. 
edafrer the death of Qhrtfi, 

T o which I anfwcr, h r l l that the covenant o f grace is eternall, 
the things thereof remaining unfliakenthe Kingdom that comes 
byi tcannotbcfhaken, Heb.12. 27, 2S. the Ordinance o f Bap
t i ime which belongs unto it.the f r u i t and beneht o f i t is etcrnalfi 
the Church which is conftituted by i t is never dllTolvcd. 
but remaines to all eternity fo r i t to be adminiftred onely to be
lievers , <u^ft. 8. 37. A n d C h r i f t i a i th , hee that believetb in htm 
jhallnever die. fohn li. 26, 

Secondly, as the taking away the covenant makes the Cl iurch 
to ceale: lo i t oncly proves the covenant to be the ground of the 
t-hurch, and the Church only to have a being, as i t is ftated up
on tliat ground, and that is i n participating i n the covenant, and 
n o t o t h e r w i f e : now the qucftion being o f the vi l iblc Church , 
then there muf t needs be a vilible participation o f the covenant, 
or otherwilethcrecanbcnovi/ ible being; now there was no v i -
iible participation o f the covenant made w i t h the people o f / / -
rael,, before the comming o f C h r i f t ordinar i ly , and l5y ord i 
nance before circumcil ion, neither is there any vilible part ic i
pation o f the covenant lincc C h r i f t , by order o f appointment 
^^ithout, or before B a p t i f m c : therefore circumcil ion thcn.and 
Baptifme now m u f t b^ i t , by which they are conftituted, or con
cluded to have a vil ible being in the covenant. and confequent-
l y the Church to have a vil ibic being, in refpcd o f this vi l ib lc 
participation in the covenant, whereupon i t fol loweth , that i f 
the covenant bfcdilToIved. or ccaleth, or be taken away, needs 
m u f t the circumcifion or bapiifme, which is the ordinance o f 
participation be diftblvcd, ccafc, or bee taken away, whereby 
their relation or being a vifiblc member doth confif t . 

N o w tlien, feeing that the covenant which was before C h r i f t 
did 
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ciid ccrmonially lead to C h r i f t and is in that rciped diitolved. 
eealcd and taken avvay; then circumciiion by which peribns had 
Vilible participa, ion thcreot is-allo diliolvcd, ceafed and taken 
away, and lb conlcquently the viliblc C h m c h o f the Jcwcs ccal-
ed as was prophccied, Z-tck. 11. i o. 14. and was accomplifhcd at 
the death o f C h r i l t at wh ich time the partition wall was bro-
kai,'^'Sf. 3. 41.10. 38. i£>/5f 2.13,14 15. 

A n d alio feeing the covenant fince C h r i f t is ratified by the 
dcrfth a n d b l o u d o f t h e l o r d Jefus thcTeftator, cannot be re
moved, diliolvetlccaled and taken away (asyou your le l feat -
firme i n y our th i rd pro'polition , and fou r th period) then Bap-
t i fmeadmini f t red upon believers, by which^they^have vilible 
participation thereof, cannot be removed, dillolved , ceafed, and 
taken a way. 

Therfore the true vifible Church now in refpect o f the ground 
©fit , cannot be removed, diflblved ceafe.or be takenaway. 

Onely two exceptions need explication•• firft thetrue Chufch 
may nosfibly dicand none liirvive them i n the fanievifible ftate: 
i V / f . ^ h e true viliblc Church may be removed, diljolvedccafed, 
and taken away. , , 1 • 

Secondly, perlons may leemc to be, and not be true members 
o f the true vilible Church ; whichi afterwards may fhew them-
felvesotherwife, and fo the Church may ceaie. , 

T o the firft I anfwer , that the ccJiation of the t h u r c h by 
death is but onely to our outward view , fo r to ou rFa i th i t isno 
morecealcd, thr:n their relation to the covenant is cealed , and 
the relation which the f a i th fu l l have i n , and to the covenant 
when they die doth not ceafe; no more then the covenant i t 
fclfe, whereupon fuch a relation is grounded doth , which is as 
firme as God nimfeife the maker ot the covenant is. 

Secondly as the outward view o f the church ceatcth,fb the out
ward view o f thVir relation to the Church by Bapti me ccaleth 
all'o, by which they had vifiblc participation w i t h the body o f 
C h r i f t and therefore this exception hinders not , b'ut that the 
true vifible Church o f the New Teftaraent conftituted by the 
B a p t i f m ' o f believers, by which they have vif ible participati
on can tio': be'removed, diftolvcd, ceafed or takdti away.- . • -
1T0 the fcconde^'-f'ption I'Siifwciri '.tliafcth^.-covenant: c;anhpt 
' P**operly 
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•properly be faid to be di i rnlvct i taken awty f r o m .fuch as ou/y 
lecmed to be m the cov, naur, ami vvqre,ji,oc,iudecd and in t r u t h 
j u i t , but whc-i i thcynjanucIf t;r.tuiyvs$Vo;'6c^^ wl.tat tacy are, 
tney doe declare that they never were in covenint w i f h C h r i i t 
at al l . and therefore the di i lolvmg o f the Chinch , j u r e f iKd o f 
S^Pn 7'S'" ' .??- ' '^^>"^^^^°^\^^Sor takmgot the covenant f r o m 
tncm.butby^ljlGQvcringof themto be f i x h as never had any true 
i-ight to iJapMlme, which therefore hfichr.ow no true being h i 
them, andconfec-uently were never i n the covenant, i lebt, i i o. 

±Tom ai f which i t doth appeare tha t the covenant (no not o f 
Godhimle l fe )cannot be tAeforme o f vheChurch , but only 
the ground whereupon the Church is flated, and i t is conl t i tu-
tcd by participation, and v i l ib ly by vilible participation , and 
fha t IS oncly Baptiime, and the continuaace in the Church, is 
1 ^ i T ^ ? " ' ^ ^ ' ' ' ^ °t '^^^^^"^f^ft*^tion o f the fame participation, 
poflelTcd by Bap t i fme , therefore Bapt i fmc o f bc^hcvei4 the 
confticution of the vif iblc Church o f C h r i f t . 

But fromthcfe 4 , pjrcicalws, you argue, That if 4ft $utwAri Ctve^ 

prmt.aftbcChHnhetmdtrthcnti,reflatKm'. Buttht formtrtstrue, • f -J Ergo. •' 

f o T ? f S r V * ° ^ ' ^ ' ' ' ' c ^ " y ' ' S botbanreccdenc and confcqucntalfo I 
o f t S d T ft forme of tfac Church 

. wa .^a cd W ? ? " i ^ y / h c ground upon which the Church 
h^tht^cSlnf^^^^ ^'''^ outward Covenant aftcd 

rhi'n* m (r,^r^, r-l T ' leaft o f all doth i t prove fuch « 

fMrK°" ' arguments from the new Tcftamcnt fe l low. Firft,but ygu 

hntficaChHrcha^mbttng^r^^^^^ „ 'j^Lf^g^AA.^.^l 
& ; i i . a d . l M 4 . & r 4 . » 7 . & » C V . i j .e.^o.Scao.g.i y.8. 

To wfaichi anfwcrc, that though i t be a a mpany not baptifirg 
thcinftlrcsjjrctdononc of the Scriptures prove that a company o f 
unbaptifed pcrfon* have this Bamc o f true vjfiblo Chuxch given uti-



AQonfutatbnof 

o them: a'ndthcrforctheaflcir.b ingof pcrfons mcerly is not the 
Cjuleof that denomination in tlic Scripture fence; but when their 
Bipi i fn ic is the caufc c f their afTirmbling, whcrby chey do afletnbic, 
i\\ the name of Chtift , in whofe name they arc Baptifed , ihai is the 
reafon why the Set Iprure affords them the dciiominatiort of Chrifts 
true vifiblc Church; for they we. c the affemblics of D.fciplcs, and 
Difclplcs were all Biptifed,bciflg firrt taught, .4.1.a. Mat.i8.18. 

You fay, Loeke what makei '* memier »f A Church t* be 4 mtmbtr^ or 
fio mtmbir, that makes a Church to be a Church or no Church : ami fo 
that u the forme of it, there is the fame reafon of the whole that u oftvcrj 

^^^BMt themahjHg.ordifmimieriHg.orrefioringofa mimier, isbja Co, 
'f,HantXaBed,tob<C9meoneani4Hothtrs)Z{sf 5^ ^.6, 

To which I anfwer, that the Covenant ot God is the ground upoa 
which the Church and every ra:mbei- thcrof is ftatcd, I grant, tad 
have formsriy proved : but that a Cavcnant afted by tny to become 
one and a lothets atnongfl: themftivcs, fhould forme the member or 
Church either is by mc dcnycd^ neither doth Ef iy $6.4 6 prove any 
fuch thi'ng.for i t only faith, The Eunuches that take hold of my Co
venant andtheftranscr thatcmbraccthmy Covenant, that is, wer« 
Circumcifcd, and penormeththc duties which they were bound to 
performe by Circumcifion, Gal. 5.3. Ihoiild hivea placcmhishoufc, 
and not by aaing » Covenant to become one and anoihers, and ncg-
Icfting of Circumcifion. , , . , j / « , n 

3. You fay Thteemparifon is of a Church with a eaHdltfticf^S^cv. I . 
13.30. tooke what is the forme of a candlejftckf, the fame bj proportion it 
the form of a Church; Mthe matter fgwfies the matter of a. Churthpro. 
fortionably. • 

Bu t the form ofacandlefiici* it the j'yKing totgttbirthefbaft audthe 
hanches, whichfignifies Chrijf and many membersuuitedtogetber^-wbith 
tOKiot be but bj agretmeut or Covenant. 

T o which I anfwer, I grant the comparifon and the propor
t ion alfo ,but that this cannot be but by an outward agreement 

' or corenant afted by a company o f believers to become one and 
anothers amongfl: themfelvcs, is the th ing that I deay^' f o r 
perfbns may be united to C h r i f t by f a i t h and baptifme. and fo 
Katcd i n the Covenant o f Grace, and manbers o f the vifiblc 
Chureh proport ioaablyj l ike as thc lo rmc o f a Candl5f t i ck i i 

the 



Jnfants Baptijme, $1 

tlie joyning to2 other the/haft and the branches. 
Fourthly, You lay, Jfthe removing tf tht CamUfiitk^^nd fo the 

$»ehHrehing of them h hj difolvini of tht CovtitAKt dndthtir fellowjkif 
to (htm>T.Ad\. ll.lQ 14. h dtftpjtiof, then tba! was tbt forme 

of it. 
Butromviai$fthtCaiiMifiiskSsthe difolvingof the C'vetiMt 4»i 

theirfeUovpfjif thertij^ astothimby dijjipatien, Xach. I I . 10.14. 
Thtrefore that wtj the forme of it. 

To which 1 anf vvcr, dc.iying the fccon 1 propofition, bccaufc the 
tvetlafting Covenant of the new Tcftament cftablifiicd by the blood 
4 fChr i f t ,caa«ot be Ihikcn, removed, di l folvcd, but rcmainetb for 
ever, Hel, 12.17,28.13 ao, and therefore the Covenant upon which 
the Church IB ftated, now doth dififcr from that which was before 
thccomming of Curif t , upon which the Icwifti C m r c h was ftated 
Iccing that was djflbluble, bat this is undiflblnblc, i j . a e d 
there'ore their K ngdom of heaven was (hakcn and taken away, Zat^ 
11.10. I J . i^th.\^.'^6,^^,^%' -^<<f. a i .45 . - f /^^^a 7. and this 
•Xingdome cannot be lhakcn and taken away in rcfpcd of the 
round and foundation up j n which it is built , Bth, I j . iS . M^t. j 6% 
10,19. 
And as for the removing of the Caadlcftickcrand fo the uncbiircb-
ig^lie-of thcm,'t is only bya dilcovcry or laying opcn.or raanifcfta-
ion of a people to bee void of any participation of the Cover^ant 

which formerly they profeffed, were cftecmcf', and had a na:nc to 
•'«ve, i j i h . i . i p . T^ev.ll. and not thcd.flolvingor taking away 
)f a Covenant frnui them, which once they had and injoycd, much 
cffc is i t the diffolving the outward Covcaanr, p61ed fay a covenant 
' f believer?, to become one and an other* amongtt: themfclves: The 
i!^.cuiirching o f them, which as the afl ing of i t i * w i l l -wd ; (hip, aud 
ioordinance God, and fo the church fo ccnftitutcd mccrJy Arici-

. hril^ian.fo the diflblvlng of fuch a Cjvenant Cinnot be the iinchur-
^hing of any true churches, bccaufc lefusChfif t hath no CfjHfc/iCJ,. 

true vihbic being fo confticutcd. 

S o m e -



S o m e P r i n c i p a l l m a t t - r s h a n d l e d 

. i n t h i s ^ ^ ' o ^ ^ * 

T H AT the dldC»venAatiS one And thefArne'iswdlhe' 

That the cifcumcifitng df Infants, nfryet ivc v 
h^h no conference t . r*ve the Ispn^ng f f ^ ' ^ 

trttevtfible churches in the times ef the G»fpelt, . . 
^^£ey 36, 37, 38> 39» 




