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' CONTROVERSIE

ABOoUT -
Infants Church- Memberfhip

and BArTism, Epitomized,
In two TREATISES,

The Firft,

Shewing the certainty of the Salvation of all Dying In-.
fants, againft the Doctrine of the Pedo-Baptifts, who
deny Salvation to all Infants that die Unbaptized, either
directly, or by the natural Confequence of their Arga-
ments.

The Second,

Being a plain Confutation of Mr. . B. his fecond Book
of more than 60 Queries, about Infants Church-Mem-
berfhip and Baptifm, by a proportionable number of
Antiqueries.

Being an Eflay towards a more Chriftian Accommodation between
the Pzdo-Baptifts, and the Baptized Believers. Publithed for thae
happy end.

By THOMAS GRANTHAM, Author of
The Querift Examined: wherein Fifty Queries gathered
and propounded by the faid . B. are Redargued.

Mr. Baxter tells us ( in his Saints Reft, p. 179, 3d Edit.) That in
the Primitive Times, none were Baptized without an exprefs Covenane
ting, wherein they renounced the World, the Flef, and the Devil,
and engaged themfelves to Chrift, and promifed to obey Him.

LONDON, Printedin the Year, 168o.
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.. ToMr. . B.Colletorof the Queries, &¢.. -
gy ecialio wad sl gl dondd AL N voluell
T Sedl Ilze'rere:;z;ité your Thanks you gave me inyour-lafty by
B returning Thanks to you for_ yonr indeavinrs for' Peace
among differing Chyiftians, and: particularly for® the
terms propownded for an Accommodgtion ; and I find the fame
delivered lately by Mr. Baxter bimfelf, for which 1 return him
thanksalfo ; For methinks there wantsont a little. more than
is offered towards the obtating fo much Union between the

Baptifts, and Pado-Baptifts, a5 ,m{gbt*mq%e_ them o great

Bleffing one to another. . o ‘
- _But Sir, now giveme leave 10 blame you ( and My Baxter
alloy for mifreprefenting your Friends, the Baptized Ghwr.
ches : Whilft you_in your Bpiftle; and he in bis Books, do re:
ﬁ*’ejént, s to the Worldyas a People who exclude Infants from
Gofpel Grace ; deny them 1o be capable of Pardonby agra-
cious Covenant ; as if we left all Infants in the Kingdom of
the Devil, took away all Comfort from*Parentsconcerning

their dying Infants.  When yet it is moft certainy all. thefe
“and it is alfo certain, ‘that our Do

things are utterly untrue s in, tha D
&trine concerning dying Infants, is far more comffertable than
gours, as I am perfuaded will appear to fuch as read-the enfue
b R Tl T - TN
 And 1 am alfo f erfuaded, conld there be once a freec and
friendly Debate berween the Baptifis ‘and Pedo Baptifts,
“about Infantsintereftin the Covenant of Grace, and the cer-
tainty of their Salvation by Gbrift 5 withous incnmbring that
Difeourfe with Bapti[m, it were eafie to compofe their Difference
inthat Point. Whith done, it's hoped might be no impoffible
thing to accommodate their difference in the cafe'of Baptifm it
[elf." But whilft thefe two things are confounded, Difpures are
AT IAL $10 : e ' per-
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Perplexed,in fo meuch asthat a right underflanding can hardly

be artained on either fide. ~ Nor -do many. Readers underfland

- what Mr.B. means, when be would bave Infants admitted

Members of the Vifible Ghurch by the Law of Infants Church-
Memberﬂnl'&runtepealed, any more than they know what is in-
seuded on Mr. U’s. part, by their being taken to be Members
by a Tranfient Fact ; both paffages being too scculs for every
Reader. i o :
Siry let me [ay this farther,Gould but the Reformed Chyisti
ans once get over this stumbling-block of Pedo-Rantifin, and
refolve upon the way of Believers Baptifm, which is fo perfpi-
Guous in the Scripture, and in the mean time take the most [o-
lemn way ( which might be warrantable ) to dedicate their
Infants to God in the Name of Ghrist s It would certain
prove the best Expedient to bring down the Papal (onfidence :
for as they know ( and acknowledg ) that nfage to stand upon
the anthority of Tradition, and not upon the Scripture War-
rant, [o they glory over the Protelant for his Inconstancy, in
denying unwrstten Tradition, and yet their very Bapti[m hath:
#o other Foundation : But were the Doctrine of Baptifm pur-

: ged fromthis Leven,, and restored to.its Primitive Purity, it

wonld find allthe Univerfities of the Papifts as much bufinefs to.
defend their Infant Sprinkling, as ever. they were at to de-
fend their Tranfubstantiation.

What you write concerning my Querift Examined, 7 fball
sake little Notice of, efpecially for that 1 find it attended with
overmuch Levitys and at the most is but a_kind of Carping ar
Words, rather than a [olid Anfwer ; and there [eems to me an
unwillingne[s in youto understand what you flirt at, about the
Meffenger’s Office, and about Impofition of Hands, which be-
ing no Scripturelefs Matters: ( as your Pado-Rantifin is ) re-
quires your -more [erious thoughts, whether you wnderstand, or-
likesmy Sentiments there or not. 1 am your Real Friend,

THO. GR

-
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The (Controverfie of Infants” Church-emberfhip, and

Baptifm’ Epitomized. ~The firft Treatife [hewing the
_certanty of the Salvationof all Dymg Infants.

SEctTrox L

T isevident by the Writings of many Pzdo-Baptifts, both Pa-
pifts, Prelatilts, and Presbyterians, that they doall either hold:

~abfolutely that no: Unbaptized Infant can be faved, or at
Ieaft that their Salvation is very doubtful.. ‘And among thefe

Mr. Baxter, and from him Mr. 7. B. hath not a little amufed the
Minds of Men about this Matter. Only they have ufed. a more

fubtle way, coupling the Church-Memberfhip of Infants with Bap-

tifm, confounding thereby the Readers and themfelves too, they
not being able to fay which hath the Precedency: for if Infants be
Church-Members without, or before they be Baptized 5 let them fay
fo, and let them prove it well, 1 (hall be glad to fee it done. But

then let them never fay, as Mr. 7.B. doth;, in his Epiftle, and Mr..
Baxter in his Books, That Infants are not [omuch as feemingly in a ffate:

of Salvation ; that Parents can bave no comfort of their dying Children.
Making Bapiifinthe foveraign Antidote againft their Griefs and Fears,
when they. are removed in Infancy.. As will appear moze fully in the
Examination of the Queries.in the {fecond Treatife. 5
Now this new art of pleading for Infant-Baptifm by virtue of

their Church-Memberfhip (and net from the Scripsures dire@ly,
as others have affayed to do, but could never perform the Task, and:
therefore have been forced to take fanctuary with the Papifts in un=--
written Traditions; and that with ill fuccefs) I fay, coniidering this.
new Subtilty of Mr.Baxter, ‘T perceived the Controverfie to rife very.

high, and Queftions thereupon to be greatly multiplied, efpecially
. ; upon:
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npon the Point of Infants Church-Memberfbip. Hereupon I thought
it needful to confider this Matter, for I perccived very good Men
‘engaged on both fides, and, as I conceive, much more firaining
inthe Point than necded, by which means the Reader fhall {ooner
fill his Head with amazement than f{atisfaction, in tracing the feveral
‘windings of their Difputations. . . : g

~'Wor do, T'think my felf wifcr'than they, but having th¢ advan-
stageto-fanyd and g{i{gﬁ‘wlhi_lﬁ they engage, I hope I have thercby
been led to the con! ideration'of a Meffum, which if duly confider-
ed, and ‘improved by better Pens than mine, will (T am much
-perfuaded ) reconcile the difference about Infants vifible Church«
Memberfhip. And yet Ido not at all doubt, that Infant-Baptifin
will remain without any groundatall.~ - '

SeoT. i

And thisl thall-demonttrate;: by thewing, That all Infants are iy 2
wifible fate of Salvarionj and fo of :the UniverfaliChurch. of Gaodand
cannot ' be put out of shas bleffed ftate, vill by their wiluntary departure
from Gody by choofing finful ways. they deftray themfelvess . And hexe we
will make our entrance by a paffage out of Mr. Baxter himfelf, who
{aith, A4l “Mankind is brought by Chrift under a Covenant of Grace,
which is not vain nor vepealed by Gad 5 -But as (their abufe of the . Grace .of
bt 1l ¢ theGovenant may caft them outu o Ear a5 a-Covenant of in-
Mr. Basti’s;| giwe Nasurewas made with. ali Mankind in innocent Adam,
n;orengnfons, "fo @ 'Covenant of Grace was made with: all Mankind in
e R lapfed ‘Adam, Gen. 3. 15. in the promifed Seed, and
venewed again with all Mankind in Noah:

. . 3 ”

~oNow this Doctrine beingno more. thanplain truth, -we fhall ap-
ply itito! the-cafe inhand; by {hewing, ‘Fixlt; That this Covenant of
Grace, was a vifible Church-Covenant. - 2. That it was made with all
Mankind, and takes place intheir Infancy. | 3. That it was never repeal-
ed by God. 4. That nolnfant did ever abufe the Grace of this:Co-
venant. ' And therefore, no Infant was ever caft out of this Covenant,
And then fifthly, | They all ftand vifible-Members.of the. Catholick Church
by virtne of 'this Covenant, however their Parents-do: abufe, orneg-
1e& it's and hence it will follow, 20 dying Infant. is Damned, but. are
all in avifible ftate of Salvation. , 6

: 1. That
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1, That this Covenant of Grage; firft:cxpreffed Geri 3.15% 'was:
either a Church-Covenarity: ox ¢lfe there waseno GhurchCovenant.
inithe Wotld, that wie réad/of; from Adam to Noab, -this beirg .in-
deed:allithe Covenant that is: named,- duiring-thefé Times, befides
that Coyenant- of Intive Naturé inade-beforeotheiFallx> And that:
Covenant. of Nature being brokien by -4dam, and inl:him \by:'a_llthiﬂi
Poftexity; it being ot i3 Goverantsof:Grace;conkb ot juftific: the>
Offendcs in 'the fight of God.: There it therofore 1be'fome fus
pevyening A& of Grace; oxMercy from God,elie Adum (éven wholeo
Mankind who were then.inchis Loins )| muft have ftood -under Con-
demnation for ever,. {eeing 70/ Man could by any means: redeem bis Bros
thery nor give 1o God'a Rasfom fnohimid 115 1000 o aid) 1o
LR is the received Doétvineof: Chirilians chat the Vifible Churchs
beganin 1 4dass; ‘andithiat His! Farnily «was thic: Chuxehy wherefore:
the whole World being; thew the! Churchg and. that Church-Coves
nant being made with the whole‘Worldy that/was to/prodeed. from:
Adam, and this Covenant yeoremeinings it followsagaintt all con--
tradiction, " that whole Mankindy confidered as théy come into the!
World in alt the feveral'Ages of tit;: ate ivavifible flatcrof' Salvations
and{oof ‘the Catholick'Ghukchiof\Godw | <10 uouidgifl 1o wdosor
- But' whercas many did ‘Apoftatize from . the Grace'of \God's Cove-'
. nant, by corrzgting hisway,: Gen. 6. 12, 1t was neceffary that they
_ thould: be-ejected, -and therefore- was the €ovenant accommodated,
- andvappropriated toithofe who ‘had'not finned themfelves out ofits)
bt ftill- the Tnnocent muftnot be eje¢ted with the-Nocenth: for jtist
he only that finneth, whofe Name fhall beblotted out. of the Baok wwbick'
God hath written; Gén.32.132433. 7 And therefore ‘neither the Me=
thod which God took with Noah, in fettling the Covenant of his
Grace, nor yet that Order which: he obferved with 4brabam; was.
exclufive.of any: Infant in the World, s to the Grace o6 God in: or='
fi ér: to! Eternal Life; > no ’ more thanithe eftablifiment ofilit byl Ghrift:
in the:Gdfpel, in 4 far more excellent orderfor.diftinguifhing-the:
Precious from the Vils, is inlany wifeexclufive of anydying Infant;.
fox of fisch is the Kingdom of God. > Nob can any Man ‘(hew: eicher by -
Seriptarcioxs Reafon,”that!Godwilldhutiout all thedyibg Infantsof
wiskediMeny fzom Life andeiGalvation by Chtift, ono:ros fo_much as:
any.oneof whiem 3 fonwe ave fardthatithe Fadgmeansaf:@od is: aeodrds:

R Con-'.
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‘Condemned thall bejudged according to the deeds done in the Body; but

alas, as:for poor Infants, what havethey done?

»-2, ‘That -this Covenant was made with all Mankind, is thus:

cleared, becaufe it wasmade with 4dam, without the leaft intima-
tion of the exclufion of any part of his Pofterity ( as they proceed
from him ) to the end of the World s neither hath God himfelf
explained the Covenant of Grace to be Exclufive of any, but for the
caufe of their own iniquity ; and this was evident firlt in the cafe
of Cain, who not being faithful in his offering was not accepted.
Yet God was pleafed to thew him the caufe, Gen. 4. 7. If thon doft
well, fbalt thow not be accepted ? Tt fhould feem God never rejeéted
him till this time, neither did he now delight to reje&t him, but
gracioufly expoftulates with Cain, toconvince him of his evil, and
affures him of acceptation if he did well. If then Cain had an intereft
in the Grace of God, who can we fuppofe to be fhut out, till they
with Cain fhut themfelves out of it ?

Evident it is that the Covenant of Grace extended to thofe
Rebels in the Old World, becaufe we read the long: fuffering of God
waited on them, and he gave them time of Repentance, and fent a
Preacher of Righteoulnefs ( even the Righteonfnefs of Faith) among
them,  Heb. 11.7. 2 Pet. 2. 5. thercfore it is {aid, Chrift went by bis

Spirit and preached to them, 1 Pet. 3. though none of them believed

his Word.. Now fuch A&s on God’s part are great Evidences of his
Gracioufnefs towards Men, -and fhews that he remembers his Cove-

nant, ‘made in Chrift with them, even for them that rebel againft '

him, -and {o-perith.  And then ‘how fhall we think that he fhould
not be gracious to poor Infants, who never rebelled againf h'xm..>

3. The Covenant of Grace was never repealed by Gods forif it be,
there isnow no Covenant at alls nor can it be repealed to one Man,
but, it.muft be repealed to all Men.. >Tis true, Men may forfeit the
Mercy held torth inthat Covenant; b.ut the Covenant cannot be re-
pealed;: for.then there can be no certainty of any Mercy for Sinners 5
Chrift himfelf may as foon be made Null, as this Covenant. For
what if {ome Apoftatize, or do not believe; fhall this make the
Grace of ‘God without effeét? God forbid: When we continually
{ee that Covenant of ‘God’s Grace difp]ayed.,‘ making overtures of
kindnefs to Sinners (even toithe chict of Sinners ) what fhall we

{ay, if any Infant:bé without a part in that Covenant? Is he not-

then
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" . and confequently are not deprive

(9)
then the chief of Sinners ? It isnot then the Sin of Parents thatcan
repeal the Covenant of Grace with refpect to Infants.

4. No Infants did ever abufe the Grace of the Covenant made with them
in Adam, Gen. 3. 15. therefore no Infant was caft out of it.

‘Although it is molt true, that Original Sin is come upon Infants,
and Death by Sins yet this is as true, that Origival Sin was not
committed againft the Covenant of Grace, and thercfore Infants
are not guilty of any Sin committed againft the Covenant of Grace,

d of the benefit of it. Otherwife
if the Sin of Subfequent Parents (hould make void the Grace of the
fecond Covenant to their Infants, as the Sin of 4dam made his Po-
fierity guilty of the breach of the firft Covenant 5 we may then juft- ~
ly cry out, Who then can be faved? And therefore was our Saviour
the Mediator of the New Teftament, for the Redemption of the Tranfgref=
fions that were under the firft Teftament , Heb. 9. 15, Wherctore fceing
ofants ftand acquitted from the Trefpafics againft the Firft Tefta-
ment, and having not finned againft the Grace of the Second Te-
fament, they cannot come into the Condemnation of Hellith Tor-

ments. The Papifts themftlves, as * Cruel as they ,
fometimes are to the Bodies of Infants, yet are ¥ Witnefs the
;norehme?:iful 15?, their Souls than the Preshyterians :  Maffacre inTre-
For they fay, That Infants fballonly fuffer the punif- lands

ment of Lofs, but net of Torrm’ );Vh.gfl thcpotth

;;l;sl the World, Infants of a Span long are yelling in the flames of

(249 ) - '

5. That all dying Infants ( or Infants in general ) are to be ac-
counted Members of the vaft Body ( or Catholick Chuich) of
which Chrift is the Saviour finally, is evident, becaufe they are all in
avifible ftate of Salvation: And I think no Man will deny the Ca-
tholick Church to contain the whole number of the faveds I'have
nothing more to do therefore but to prove all Infants arein a.vifible
ftate ot Salvation, which I fhall further clear, by an{wering what is
obje@ed againtt their Salvation, by Mr. F.B. my prefent Adverfary,

who faith, Page o.
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I'gdvé you thanks before for Jome things: before granted concerning Fr-
R £ i and T beve promife more thanks if you. will prove the [ame
s o Qz“ 't Infants. " : ' v s

Fsle 155 &

‘“)';Xnﬁm%,’ whcn 1 fpeak of the Right ‘which Infants have to Life
by Chiift, T int¢nd it onlyof that Right derived to them by the
figft Edition of the Covenant of Grace, Gen. 3.15. wherein they

» é:ife‘"equa"l‘ly concern’d, and fo have the fame Right. And I hepe you
will not fay that any Infant did foxfeit this gracious Right by abu-~
fing the Grace of ' the Covenant. And then Mr. B. tells you the Co=
venant 4 not vain, nor ‘repealed by God; nor they caft ous of it.

"My Proves are fuch as thefe 2 Infants axe either all Saved, (dying
fich) or fome of them are Damned. But none of them are Dam-=
ned; therefore they are all Saved. = See more of this anon, i
2. Our Saviour faith, It is not the Will of bis Heavenly Father; that
one of thoft little ones fhould perifls which is certainly as true of In-
fants, asof any Perfonsin the World. |
- 3. Chrift dying for all Infants, and they do not fin themfelves
out of the benefit of his Death. Shily thus, God will not Damn
any ( no- not one) of thefe lictle oness Men and Devils cannot
Damn them 5 they cannot Damn themfelves. Ergo, Chrift’s dying
£6¢ ther will fave themall. See'the conclufion of this Treatife.

Se ¢ o HIL

¥

r

} B. Pag. 1 1 The overilwow of both thefe Generations in

" the Deluge, s a_[trange Medrmum to provetheSalvation of

all Infants, &e. ’

Anfwer, Tdo not fay, that God’s defiroying the Infants of thofe
that were called his Sons, Gen. 6..as well as the Infants of others,
was an Evidence of God’s faving any of them : But this I do fay,
“That it was an Evidence that they wexe all in ome State, or Predi-

cament,




cament. And how

'(nf)A

would you. (or any Body elfe ) prove {o mirch ‘

as oneInfant inall the Old World was faved. eternally,’ better than

I fhall prove the.Salv

ation of them all? And fhall we fuffer. it toen%

ter into our Hearts, that they were all Damned ?. When therefore
wereade, 2 Pet.2.5. That God brought the Flood wpon the World of
the angodly.  And Fude, ver, 7, tis {aid of thofe who {uffered the
Vengeance of Eternal Fire, That they wexe given ouer to Fornfeation,
and went after firaiigé Flep may we not perceive fome Light which
may guide us to believe, that God did, not plead,in; fuch-Wrath
3gainii the Infant-feed, as he did. againft. the Wicked themftlves ?
- And though it is true, God fuffered the Infants to die with the wic-
ked Parencs, yetthat is no Argumeat of God’s condemning them to
Hell Torments: For did not the fame God fuffer his Servant Sampfon

to dieby the fall of the Theatre, among the wicked Philiftines ?- And ;

we {ee the Righteous often taken away by the fame common Cala-
mities which have befallen Nations and Citics. - Let us remermber
‘how tender the Lord wasof the Infants in Nineveh ; -and it may,con-
vince us he was tender to-Infants in the 0/d World: And he that
made thofe Jittle ones an Argument to juttific - his dparing Nineveh,
€ againft shemurminring of - Jonah ) would: certainly-make thatran Ar-
- gument for us to believe, Thathad ‘his: Judgments proceeded againft:
that City according to the Prophefie ¢f Fonak; yet he would have
dittinguithed between the Innocent and: the Nocent, in ‘réfpect to

their future Stat€and Condition s for.jt was not the Wickednefs of

the Infants which eri

ed to Heaven, but of the Adultdilod bovl 21 .¢

When we corfider ' how hardly Almighty God was drawa to i~
~ flict thofe Judgments ipon' Mens Bodics: ( though grievous Sinners ¥

in the Old World,

in Sodom, Gen. 18. and trequently where we

reade of the Execution of: his Judgments, ‘it may jultly féemnvery

firange, that Men fh

otild: think that God can be for 'eafily - proviokech

to damwn lnfantsito Hell Torimehts fot him (- ay) 'to dam goor

InfantsinEternal Fi

te; who was fo- hatdly drawn to Inflit on thg

Ninevites Children “fo-muchdasi@ Ferporab Judgment 1 Nay, heds

unwilling to defiroy:

the very Cattel for Man’s Siny’ Fonab 4. which

are'only capable  of Temporal Punithinerit. "And can it become us
to think that God' will {fend Millions, or any poor dying Babesto!
Hell? And pray iwhat have they.Hénc;thus'ilighly to; ftir .up his

Wiridthiagainit them?
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"% B. To the Text, Rom. 5. The Free-gift abounded towards
all Men to Juftification of Life. You anfwer, This all muft be e
frained o all in Chrift. :

But by your favour, There is none {oout of Chrift'as they come
into the World, but God hath provided Mercy for them in Chrift,

Fobn 1.29. fo thathere is no reftraint of the Juftification hexre fpo- .

ken of, till Men abufé the Mercy of God by finning againt their
own Souls.: Nor can your reftriction [ which ¥ fuppofe would limit
this Frec-giftrto the Ele@ only J hold agreement with the feope of
the place 5 for fecing Mankind, or all Men, are Perfonated as well
; in the ‘econd, as -in the Firk Adam,
QL AR e Lt * You can no more exclude any from
S e ve  the Jultification of Life [ as having
bosimd: " That, as Sin kats  abounded towards them by Chritt |
reigned wnto Dearh, een fo - than you can exchude them from the
T Grace e v, Condemmation Ewhich abounded to-
"1{7{;:5”{271}} 'a’;rol.-éré. st wards' all Men | by the Firlt Adam ;
For tell me, How many came under
Condemmation by the Sinof Adum? Isthere any (or any Infant)
that can plead Impunity > Why even f5, faith the Apottle, the Free-
gift came upon.all Men to Fuftification of Life,

And may we not now fafely conclude, that had Mankind never
been guilty of any otherSin, but that (1 fiy, upona fuppofition,
that Adzm and his Pofterity, had from the time of the Promife, Gen.
3. 15. lived holily, and done no-Iniquity ) would you not conclude-
withme, that nonefhould have perithed in Hellith Torments? And
if - you grant this, then we muft eicher find fome M:n, SO con-
cern’d: in the Covenant of Grace, AS, that if he finned againft it, his.
Pofterity is rondemned wish bim Eternally 5. as all Adam’s Polterity were
expofed to Condemnation for his Sin: Or elfe we mult hold, that
no Infant fhall die eternally for Adam’s, nor for any.other Perfons
tniquity.  If you name any Man thus.concern’d in the Covenant of
Grace, you can name none {o apt for the purpofc as. 4dam, fecing
we were all in him when that Covenant was. made with him, and:
¢here is no doubt but that he finned after the Covenant was. made;

* The Lap entered, that Sin

. Gen. 3.15.  Yetwheredowe find any Sin which he afterward com-

mitted, imputed to any part of his Polterity > And feeing we can-
not prove an Univerfal Refurreétion’ from 1.Cor- 15.21, 22, unlefs.
Mankind be equally concern'd in the Death of Chrift. ~ We mult
= neceflirily
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neceflarily believe whole Mankind to be interefled in-him, and as
they are intaereﬁ‘ed in Chrift they are {aved of the Lords and in him
they areas clearly interefled in God’s Mercy, as they were Objects.
of his Wrath by the firlt Man : $n being juftified from the guilt of
Adam’s Tranfpreflion, who thall lay any thing to thecharge of poor
Infants, that may juftly cait them into Hell Fire? fure 'tis but meet
Men fhould be able plainly to Conviét them, before they thus Con~
demn them.  Yea, you that hold the Eternal Damnation -of In-
fants, ought you net to bring fubftantial Preof for fo dreadful a Do-
&rine? And when you have done your worlt that way, you have
only deftroyed your own certainty of Comfort concerning your dy-
ing Infants ; for 1 am perfuaded you are not {o unwife to think
( whatever you make others believe) that your Infants are there-
fore faved becaufe of your prctended Church-Memberthip and Bap-
tifin s feeing *tis too evident that many attain to that Eftate, and
yet are unlikely ta be: {aved.. g9b

SEL TS o Yo, Skt

Ji B. pag. 13.— To affert the Salvation of all that die in Infancy;
Sfeems to imply that God’s deftroying the Old World and Sodom, &,
were eminent Aéls of God’s Mercy rather than of Fuftice, . belp
me over this Difficulty. ;

Anfw. Although it is notunjuft for God to take Infants out of the

World, yet his Jultice in deftroying the Old & orld and Sodom, lay not.

againft the'Infants (as I proved in the Sc&non.next bchre) but in

- Juttice he punithed thofe wicked Parents in putting a period to their.
Pofterity. Did not God in the days.of Noab, deltroy all Beafts and

Fowls (‘almoft > yet who fo weak to think he was offended with

them, was.the Lord angry with the Beafis of the Field?-

God was juft in taking away David’s Child, 2 Sam, 12. 14, yet
who fo rath to fay, That God did this in point of Juftice againft
the Child? Or that God was angry with the Child > much lefs that
the Child was damned, David was far from apy fuch opinion; for
though that Child was conceived and born in Sin and Iniquity, as
much as well could be, and deubtlefs had the imputation of Ori=
ginal Sin, as much as any, yet David nothing feared that ngsn s-

e i el i
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oma contracied, . For though I can hear Men talk big words againft

fterity, and Death paffeth upon them, for that all have finned in

“ank them with Fifidels. 7 Yet this is but'a: flender kindnels, you do

' (14)
datmation, but rather intimates his confidence of its Salvation,
when he faid, 1. fball go toit, . Forhad it gone to Hell Torments,
:hf_.w!ould not - have ‘comforted himfelf with thonghts of going
to it 17 ot har } a8 : TR

- X cannot: make your {peech to agree with the Juftice of God, where
youday, That Infants perifbo not purely for another’s Sin, but for their

Infants; asif they were lietle better than Devils, yet T never aw: any’
prodf thavany Intant had'any Sin of its own, for which you would
bere! make. thew perith, or ‘at leaft fome of thems: The Scripture
faith, Sin'is thetranfgreffionof @ Law, and tells, us alfo, that where
ro Law is there is NO TRANSGRESSION.  You musk
therefore cither thew fome Law to be given to Infants, orclfe you
<anmot make them guilty; of any Sin of their own. : And though:
Lhave not feen Mr. Baxter’s Book to which you efer e, yet 1 do’
not deny Original Sin, for I know it is come-upon' all Adam’s Po-

him.  Howbeit, I do believe that all Infants are as clearly juttified
from the condemning power of Sin, i refp:¢t of Damnation, as
any Siint whatfoever, which I think I have alfo proved from Fobs
1.29. and othier places.. ‘And [eeing ‘you now grant that none’ foall
perifl purely. for- another’s\Sin, it remains: for you tothew what Sin
(excepting Adam’s )*is come upon any Infant, to render hiny (Lb-
je¢t to Damnation. You talk of their Consracting Sin of theix own,
but I am to learn how this can be truly faid of them, that neither
A& morcontent to' Simatall; rand furely fuch Scripturelé(s Notions
areitter €6 be'exploded ‘than cmbracedi™ » ol s o Lo
i And though you feem to have fomie Charity for thofe, ‘and their
Sted, that only. éome up o the Covenant of Grace made with Adam and
Noah ( rboégb they never heard the Gofpel ) whilft you [ay, yon do not

not {ay they thall befavedi ' *And you are'pofitive ‘in this, Thar In-
fants-are viot fiaved by the Covenantof Grace, if }‘-b@ neither be Belicvers,
o sl Seed of fick, Pagerize 1100 D el o _
“"How thisDoctrine will ftand with the juftice of 'a' Gracious God,
Teannot conccive s wher T confider that God hath neither given to
Frfantsacapacity tobélieve, nor any liberty to chufe whether they
willhe the Seed of Beliéverss, or Unbelibvers, Will you yet fay, the

thoft High will be more harfh in the Adts of Juftice;than the Rules'

“will
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will bear which he hath given to Men, Dext. 22, 25,262 .
It is not the part of @ wifé Legiflator (faiih a learned Man of tlie
Church of England )10 recede from bis own Laws, much kfs to defiroy
them by aéting contrary to them. 1cmuft be a fault then, in yon
thus to reprefent the God of Jufiice s Is the Covenant of Grace fer
upori fuch a tickle point, as that the greateft part of Infants cannot
poflibly have any benefit by ic ? So you teach who affirm they. can-
not be faved by the Covenant of Grace, unle[s they be Believers, or the
Seed of fich. Why call you a Covenant made on fuch terms, a Co-
venant of Grace to Infants ? Sure. imnpoffible Torms in a Covenant
are not very gracious. You would condemn thisin Men, you would
not accept {uch terms of Man, efpecially when the non-obfrvance
of fuch Terms took away the benefit of the, Covenant 3 yet thus
you maké many believe, that God deals with the greateft part of
Infants. But I fhall return to your foxmer Inftances of God's Ju-
ftice againft Infants ( as you would have it J to wit, the deftruction
of the Old World and Sodom. ’ e "

SE’CT. VI

The taking away by Death the Infantsin the Old World and So=
dom, is neitheran inftance of Juftice nor Mercy in the main. to In-
famts, any more than the taking away thoufands of Infants daily.
by death throughout the World. For when ever theydie, they are
taken away from the evil to come, and {o it is always a Mcrcy5 an
fo it was a Mercy to_the Infants of the Old World, and the Innc-
cents in Sodom. ~But when ever they are taken away, we know 1t
is for Sin, cven that of 4dam, and fometimes their death is haftened
for the Sin of the Parents (as in the cafe of David’s Child before
mentioned, as well as the Old World, @) aud thus their being
taken away is always a Judgment. And the Judgment licth much
in this, that Mens Pofierity is hereby cither quite cut off, or greatly
weakened 5 and thus the Oid World and Sodom wexe punifhed,in that
they were deprived of all Succeffion. «. ~ STV % v

. Andthough it betrue (as you urge ) That if thefe Infanis in the
0ld World. and Sodom had lived 1o Age, wnany of them might have been.
Damned for wickednefs.  Yet to ballance that, it isas true, that a far

greater Multitude in a few Generations, both of Infants and bt}}:)cts}_,
. 3 : : j which
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‘which might have pfocccded from them, might have been faveds
fo that though we have no ground to doubt ot the Salvation of the

~ dying Infantsin the Old world, and Sodom, yet we may {ee amoft

juft Judgment of the Lord executed in both,

Of the fame confideration is your Inftance of Comntries and Cities
Deftroyed and Depopulated by Tyrannical Princes, Pag.1 4. For what if
the French King ( as you write ) fhould defiroy all thé Infants of the
Pagans, withthe Adult, it neither follows that hereis not a Judg-
ment from"God in all this, neither yet that ‘God hath no Mercy for,
thofe Infants. ‘But pray confider, whilit we all condemn fuch a
Tyrant, as thould {o barbaroufly Murther {0 many Innocents, we
may by no means fay, or think, that a ‘Gracious God, will now,
when the Tyrant hath murthered them, take and caft them into
Hell-fire 5 for'heis a God that delights in Mercy. But here you cry
out, Had the World your Light and Knowledg , they ought not so
be forry for the fpoiling of their Coyntries, but rejoyce that all their little
Ones are faved.

"But this is a non-fequiter: For no Man may do Evil that Good may
‘come : and let us not- murmur againft God, who when Men have
done their worft, he knows how to prevent that which might be far
worfe than'the worft they can do to Infants: And though I may be
fatisfied that my dead Child, or Friend, is gone to Heaven, yet I
may lawfully be forry for his Death. j

R R - -

¥.B. Pag. 15. And what fhall we make of Ephefi2.3. & ver.12.
~ And were by Nature Children of Wrath, even as others. - That at
that time you were withont Chrift,—— withont Hope. If there be
no ground to doubt the Salvation of their Infants, is there not
fome hope? :

Anfiv. Tgrant thatall 4dam’s Pofterity, with himfelf, wereChil-
dren of Wrath 5 and take that Wrath in as largea fence as you pleafe,
it hurts not my Caufe at all, fecingit is evident that Chriftabolifhed
that Wrathand Death, and brought Life and Immortality to light
by the Gofpel, ‘which he preached te whole ddam, Gen. 3.15. and
then took whole Adam into his Grace and Favour; {othat tillthey,

or
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erpents {eed, they fland in a ftate of

Favour and Grace, which fhall deliver them from Wrath and Death.
And it is moft certain no Infant is the Sexpent’s feed, it being out
of his power tobeget them to be his Off-fpring, {ceing they are out

of the reachof his Temptations during Infancy.
Howbeit, this place Epbef. 2. is beft interpreted, of the Adule,

or grown Perfons : For thofe of whom it is faid, They were without

Hype, &c. it is faid, they were dead in Trefpaffes and Sins, and walk:
ed according so-the conrfe of this World, according t0 the Prince of the
power of the Air, which now worketh in the bearts of the Children of

Difobedience’s {uch as had their Converfation in the lufts of their Flefb,

orany of them become the §

falfilling the defires of the Flefb and of the Mind, and (SO ) were by

Nature the Children of Wrath. But what is all this to the innocent
Babes of the Gentiles; they were not thus the Children of Wrath;
No, nor out of the Covenant of Graceas made with Adam, baving
mever abufed the Grace of that Covenant, fo that here was Hope
(or ground of Hope ) concerning the dying Infantsof the Gentiles,
whether their Parents underftood it or not, but no hope concerning
themfelves, confidered in their wicked Courfes. :
Neither could the Hope of thefe Gentiles when they believed
concerning their Infants, ftand upon the fame grounds, on which
their own Hopes was founded 5 feeing, thefc were Javed throngh
Faith, and built wp an Habitation of God through the Spirit.  Only
this isvery true, They now underftood the riches of God’s Grace to
Mankind, and that God had pity for them when they were dead in
Trefpaffes and Sins, and therefore they could not rationally doubt

of his good will towards their dying Infants; for ftill his unwil-

lingnefs to deftroy the a&ual Sinner, is argument enough that he

will never deftroy the innocent Child eternally. :

What hope there is of all Infants entering into Heaven ( how-
ever it may be hid from the Pagans ) is evident enough from our
Saviours Speech, Except ye be converted, and become as litsle Children;
ye fhall in no wife enter into the Kingdom of Heaven. Now fuppofe I
take the Infant of a Few or Pagan for my pattern, and labour that
my Converfion may anfwer to fucha prefident in point of Inno-
cency, Humility and Simplicity, will not this as well accord with
the intent of our Saviour’s Words, as if I took the Child of a Chri-
ftian for my pattern ? Certes it would ; and indeed our Saviour here
fpeaks as much for our comfort cencerning all little Childrens capa-

city
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city to' entérinto Heaven, as forany one of them. ' As alfo when
the Apoftle exhorts.us as touching Malice, to be as Children, does
he mot hereby juftifie the whole in that ftate of Childhood to be
devoid of that evil? And why even of .our felves do we not judge
what is right ? Could any Man from the beginning to this Day, bring,
the leaft charge againit an Infant, much lefs againft one Infant more
than another ? unlefs God by Miracle fhews forne {pecial Power up-
on them, no difference can be feen in them. in point of Innocency..

> By Y 1L

J. B Bur bave you not forgotten that you told us, you dbo. not - doub. :

but the Promifes made to the Seed of the Righteous, and the Pro-
mifes of (hewing Merey to -the Children of them that love God, &c..

remain unrevoked ?

Anfiw. 1 have not forgotten that, but do fill belicve that there
are many more Bleflings pertaining to the Seed of the Righteous,
(according to the Texts by you alledged ) than to others.  And
that they may: be the better confidered, I will fet that down in.
Words, which you writ in Figures. Pfal. 102.28. The Children
of thy Servants [ball continue, and. their Seed fball be eftablifbed before
thee.  This had doubtlefs been the Portion of the Sons of God in.
the days of Noah; had they not finned with the reft of Mankind.
Bfal. 103. 17+ But the Mercy-of the- Lovd, is from everlafting. to. everlaft=
ing to them that fear bim, and bis Righteoufne(s to Childrens Children,
20 thems that keep bis Covenant, and. remember. bis Commandments to do
them. Prov.20.7. The Fult walketh in.bis Integrity, his Children are
bleffed after bim

- Now what do-thefe places prove ? Surely nothing lefs, than that
no Infants but the Infants of Believers fhall be faved, and if not,
how do thefe places fuit your cafe ? They prove indeed that God
will blefs the Pofterity of his faithful Sexvants, if they keep his Co-
venant, and remember to do his Commandments and I think
David well expounds this place in Pfal. 37. 25. 1 have been Young,

and now am Olds yet did I: never [ie the Righteous Sforfaken, uor theiy.

Seed begging their Breads. \

And.
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And yet Igrant (though you prove it not ) that there are many
other advantages (even in Infancy) attends the Seed of the Righ-
teous,they being a Seed of many Prayers,anddevoted to God from the
Wwomb, as far as their pious Parents has authority to do it ( which
I have more fully fet down in my Book of Primitive Chriftianity,
L. 2. P.5,6.) whiles God knows others are deftitute of thefe Blef-
fings, being Croffed and Exorcis’d, &c. among the Papifts, and offer-
ed to Molech among the Fews 5 and the like among the Heathens.
And yet for all this I can fee no ground to think that the Righte-
ous God will punifh with Hell Torments thofe dying Infants, for
the wrong which their Parents have done them. It being to me
inconceivable, how it can ftand with his gloriousAttributes, ¢ither
of Mercy or Juftice, ‘both which muft have effe¢t'upon thefe Infants.
His Juftice hath effe@ upon'them s that is’evident, intheir Death,
Sicknefs, and Difeafes (‘and the like befalls our Infants ) 5 now eci=
ther his Mercy muft have effeét upon them in the next World, or
not at all, and if not in that World, how then fhall that faying hold
true, His tender Mercies areover all bis Works ? :

4’Si=.cT.v 12X,

* 3o B. You-would not -have the blefing 'of Abraham ( a5 it concerns
-Eternal Life') toreach to the Infants of the Gentiles which ' be-
lieve nov, becanfe “Gal. 3. 14.. i85 faid to come! upon the Gentiles

"~ by Faith. -

- -Anfw. 1told youthat the Bleffing, in refpeét of Eternal Life, was
not peculiar to - Abrabam and his Seed, but was made as well to
Adam and his Sced, and {o common to Maukind, 'and may well be
called the Comtion Salvatién, beingderived from Chrift," promifed
Gen. 3.15. (‘before Abrabam was ) who is therefore the Saviour'of
all Men. - Indced Abrabam, and fo all Believers, have fome things
infpecial, and which are peculiar to them, as a People engaged in
the dutics of Religion, * whilft the Unbelievér is un- !

der the fentence of Wrath, becaufe be negleéis fo great 1 je‘R‘”“'
Salvation, Heb. 2.2, 3, 4. But all'this injures not dy- ;”Kﬁ gac ol
ing Infants who negleé not this Salvation, and fo for- i v
feit not their right to that common Salvation obtained by Chrift for
Mankind. - Cht Co2 oo o 5% O sl iy
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In Gal. 3, 14. the Apofile fpeaks of the Promife of the’ Spirit, o
which as it concerns the Church under the eftablifhment of the fe- : g
o

cond Covenant, concerns not Infants, it being underiiood of a
greater meafure of Wifdom, and Power, to walk in the Paths of
Righteoufnefs, than was ordinary under the former Teftament,
2 Tim, 1. 6. Gal.3.2,3,5,7 Gal. 5. 25. .

Nor can you ( withany fhew of Reafon ) fay that I make the
Salvation of Infants run in a Flethly Line; when 1 deriveit only
from the Free-grace of God manifeited in the Lamb flain from the
foundation of the World, totake away the Sin of the World, Nor do
I confider Adam as in a fate of Nature, but as under a Covenant of
Grace, from whom the feﬁ‘ond Adammult in time proceed as touch-
: ing the Flefh, and thercfore'his Defcent s reckoned from him,
! Luke 3.23. tothe end. - In this fccond Adam, the Repaircr of Man-
| kind, do I place the Salvation of all Men 5 and of theInfant Race,
.1 fay, feeing they never finned againft the fecond Covenant, nor

can any other fin them out of  the Mexcy of God 5 their title to that
Grace being not tide to Man’s Will, it follows that they fhall not
be hurt of the fecond Death: Shew the contrary if ‘you can.

To what you fay about God's putting the, Salvation of Infants ont
of bis own Hand. 1 fay, That though he put the Sa}vatlon of no
Creature out of his own Hand, according, to my opinion, yet when
he fhietcheth forth his Hand to Gain-fayers, as Rom. 10. and gives
them the Word of Life, and they put it from them, Ads 13.46.
then Men may truly be faid to have a Prize in their Hand, and to
put it from them, even the Salvation of their Souls. And then ¥
pray you confider, that if their putting Salvation from them be
equally, or really a putting it irom their Infants (as tbat mutft be
your opinion, or elle we differ not ) then 1 fay, according to your
opinion, God fuffers Men to 2amn poor Infants whom he would
fave, feeing (according to your Loctring) had their Parents belie-
ved, their Infants had been in the Covenant of Grace, but now.

b for their Fathers Sin ( for what you fuy of their own Sin contracteds

is but a Fable ) they are left by you in the Kingdom of the De-
vil, and that among the Devil and his'Angels for ever. And_bere.
it is that 1 oppofe yon, as greatly-erring from ‘the Truth, and this E"zz
was that wfﬁ'cb firft brought in your Pedo-ba tifim 5 @. nfdybe. Jeen in dpe.
Decree made by the African Cauncil, t wibere Auguftine was prefent.
*» ‘The words of the Council are thele, 4l thas affirm yosng Children recasye Eser=
Lx @ Lifes albess they be mar by Bapts[m venemed, they are acewrfed, &, o

:
|
:
:
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aud. Prefidents - Wherefore, remove: but this, Error, and the other:
will prefently vanifhe - © ~ Nagond  Aoaiud Wwo OF Yodiad

o o8 B i@aps X d 03 olds
The Sum of this (ontroverfy.
I will fiaifh this Difcourfc by fetting down certain Propofitionss.
which contain the whole Controverfy 5 and which I hope will carry
fo much Light ‘and Evidencé in’ them ,"as, may tend: much to

the fatisfaion of the Readet. Thethingto ‘be'cleared is this, vize..

That no dying Infants are Danined, ‘or all. dying Infants
- are Saved. Which will thus be made good.

. 14 Becaufe ihgy cannot damn thehz[élz)e.‘f'..‘ e

And it is moft certain, God will not Damn any to Hell Tor--
ments, who do not firft Damn themfelves in finful Courfes.. This.
is evident by hisunwillingnes to defiroy thofe that had fo defiroyed:
themfelves, Hof. 13. 9. O. Ifracl, thow haft deffroyed..thy Jof, but in
me is thy belp. . If then our,God be thus unwilliug to deftroy. thofe
that have deftroyed themfelves, asthat he will help and fave them ;.
how fhould it enter into the Heart of a Chriftian to imagine, that the
fame God will Damn poor Infants, who never deftroyed themfclves,.
neither can they doit? :

yorib ad  sTRISNG Man candamn Infanty.

Thisis evident ;. becaufe if any. Man have power to damn Infants,
every Man hath the fame, for it cannot be proved the peculiar pow-
er ( whether good orbad. ) of anyMan. And if any will fay, that
every Man hath power to dama his Children, he fpeaks prefump-
tuoudly » there isnothing in the Word of God to. countenance fuch a

. Dokring : for the contrary is plain, fer- 31.30, Every one fhall die:
Sfor, his own iniguity,. | This is .meant (or is moft true) of Eternal:
Death, becaufe we all die the firt Death for. the Sin of another,,
St to,
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i to wit, Adams and‘though this faying betrue of the Adult, yet it
! is the more to our purpofe, becaufe if God be & gracious to atual
Sinners as not to damn them for the Sin of another, there is all the
ground imaginable to believe that he will be as gracious to Infants.

3+ The Devil-cannot damn Infants,

_Thisis evident, becaufe Infants are out of the reach of Santan’s
Temptations, fecing they know not to chufe the Good, or to re-
fufe it5 they know neither Good nor Evil, they know not their
right Hand from their Ieft, Fer.7. 16, Fonab 4. 11. Whom Satan
cannot Tempt, them:he cannot Damn. e

- 4 Godwillnot damn Infants,

God will not fuffer Men to punifh any Perfon for that ‘which they
«cannot help. Deut. 22. 25,26, If 2 Man find a betrothed Damfel
in the Field, and force her, and'lie with her, then the Man onlythat lay
with ber (ball dies but unto the Damfel (balt thow do nothing, there is
in'the Damfel no Sir'worthy of Death.  For as when & Man riféth up
againft by Neighbowr and [layerth bim, even [0 is this matter, The Met-
¢y ‘which 'God fhiewéth in‘this cafe, may fuffice to convince us, that

n' the Judginént *6f the Almighty there 48 -ne-'Sin in Infants’
worthy of Pamhdtion, fecinig what Sin” foever is'upen’ them, it’
was impoifible for them to avoid 'it: Wherefore he will not ‘damn’
pouf}dying«wntk‘“ 885 1 ) &' 10 31558 A o3I 131053 bigo {

[ 5o Chrift will not damn poor Inf'ant;f.

‘When Chrift denctihieeth ‘the Damnation of Hell, he direés his
{peech to Hypocrites, and incorrigible Sinners. Mat. 23. 33. 25
Glenerdtion of Vipers, bivs. can'ye dfcape the Damination of Hell ?' But he
hath bétter things in ftore for Infants, for he faith, of futh are he
Kingdom of '®od’s “which being fpoken of Infants, or little Chﬂdren}
ifidefinitly, fhewshis Gricious’Judgment of themall. *And he that
Cathé ot 26 Condemn the Workd; bk -0 Saw:rbe;mr;eg:};oﬁ%g
this be trué; ‘if he carfié 10’ Condemn any Trififies? Scting ehereare
no Perfons inthé World, who do-lefs defesve Dammation '-fha};.'ln;;..
fantss ‘No, not his own Difciples, whio are therefore fent'to gzlle




(23)
Childzen, to know. how, to enter the Kingdom of Heaven. Mark
10..15: Verily 1 fay anto you, whafoever fball not receive the Kingdom:
of God.as alittle Child,, he (ball not _enter therein. What Believer can
think himfelf more fit for Heaven. than an Infant ? Hath he not
{fome A¢tual Sin, fohath no Infant ? Hath Chrift freed the Believer
from Original Sin ? the like he hath done for all Infants.  Rom. 5..
As in Adam all die, even fo in Chrift fball al} be made alive.” John
1. 29 - Bepold the Lamb of God; which taketh away ‘the Sin of the
World, Thete is no Sir can fo propesly be called the Sin of the
World, as Original Sin, becaufe perhaps a third part of the World
dies, having nojother Sin,at all. , This is the cafe of Infants, this.
Sin being taken away by, Chrift, how fhall Chrilt th_‘,eir_mexcgfu_l Judg

pronounce themy damned 1o, Hell 2.,

¥y

6. Chrift died for all Infants, therefore shey foall not be damned.
Becanfe be gave him[elf a Ranfom for all,
1 Tim, 2. 6. He tafted Death for v ) Man, Heb. 2. 9, He bought
them that deny bim,. 2 Pet, 2. . Theretore certainly he was as graci-
ous to Infants, asto thofe wha depy him. Sceing then it, cannot,
be denied but he bought them, he either bought them to fave them,
or to caft them to Hell.. Not the latter, no by no means : The pri-
mary.end of Chrift’s dying is Life and Salvation. Infants never

Chrift died for, all Infants,

forfeit this Grace, ‘bat arc. juft chr{:qns thas need, no Repentance, it

there be any fuchin the World. .

3 e All dﬁng Inﬁzmﬁbré wiz’_tteé in _tb? Bo’ol{ of Life from the F ot~
dation of -the WWorld, therefore no dying Infants are Damned.

. The Omnifcient God knew as well. the Date of all Mens, Lives,
as that they fhould be born or live at all, and therefore did he
know who would die in Infancy,, aswell as who would live to years.
of Knowledg. Admitting then their opinion to be true, That:
hold a certain number. ordain’d to Life from the Foundation of the World,
yet we doubt not. but to make good this Propofition, and that by
the Text, Rev.20.12. as.expoundediby themfelves. - Forby the Books,.
out of which the Damned are ;judged, isunderfiood - the Actions of
Men,. even the moft fecrct, which fhall then, be laid open. Now:
thefe Books cannot concern Infants, they having done neither good;
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mor_cvil. . Here is therefore another Book' opened, which ( fay
they) reprefents the everlalting Eletion to Life and Glory in
*Chrift. In this Book muft all dying Infants either be found writ-
‘ten, or €lfe be Ludé‘ed without' Book. * The Book of Conftience
‘will not accufe them, therefore the 'Lamb’s Book of Life muft needs
Joaier Therll - L Ty ARt :

i 8. Al dying Infants ave in the Covenant of Grace tbelr'q“:&fe‘.

; ordi : no dying Infant fhall be Damned. s
L When we fay Infants are in the Covenant of Grace, we mean it,
p -as God hath vouchfafed to interefs them in his Mercy by Chrift.
g That as Condemnation came upon them by Adam’s Sin, o Juftifi-
i cation of Life might abound towards them by the Obedience of
‘Chrift. Now cither Infants are thus in Covenant with God, or
theyare hot concern’d in any Covenant at all. “For the Covenant
of pure Nature (as Mr. Baxter terms it ) made wich Adam, con-
<cerns not Infants, but as the breach of it is imputed to the Lump
of Mankind. “And theLaw of Works concerns not Infants. " Fog
to them'it cannot bé {aid; The Min that doth’ thefe things, foall live in
them. Amd to fay Infants are in no Covenant with God, is to rank
them with Devils, and the vileft of Men. But feeing Mr. Baxser
grants the Covenant made with Nosh, Gen. 9. to be the Covenant
of Grace, and the Scripture tells us, That it is an everlafting Covenant,
and made wirh Noah and bis Sons, and with their Seed after them, and
«confequently with all Infantss for it is hot Vain, or Repealed, till
Men abufe the Mercy of its to this Mr. Baxter confents. And in-
deed, thould it be otherwife, God fhould deal worfe with poor In-
fants, than with the Beafts of theField 5 for he was pleafed to make
a Covenant with them. (even every living Creature of them)
whichal(o was very gracious according to their ftate and condition
and fhall we think that he whofe tender Mercies are over all his
Works, will exclude the Infants of the greateft part of Mankind
from  his Gracious Covenant ? No: He hath faid, He'will remem-
er bis Covenant which be bath made with all Flh, Gen. 9.

9. No Man can prove that any Infant ever was, or ever fhall be damned in
- * el Tormenes s therefore uo dying Infant (ball be damned.
. There is nothing to be held as an Opinion, or Point of Faith, but
ypan-clear Proof, ‘or Rational Demonftration. Now though u‘b has
i been




