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^Repentance whereby they for fake fin, and faith 
whereby they ftedfaflly believe &c, are required of 
perfons tonbe baptised ( and not only that W<? 
been baptized ) And yet that Infants that cannot 
do this tare to be baptized, becaufe {_they promifi 
them by their fureties, ] and it is not faid becaufi 
they profefs to do them at prefent by their 
fureties. 

2. The Child is baptized upon the under
taking of thefe perfons as fponfors or Cove
nanters, whofe parts and duties are thus exprefled, 
£ To fee that- this Infant be taught fo foon as he 

Jhall be able to learn, what a folemn f^ow, prom.'fe 
and profejfion he hath here made by you, and that 
he may know thsfe things the better, ye Jhall call 
upon him to hear fermonS) and chiefly ye pall 
provide that he may learn the Creed, the Lords 
prayer, and the ten Commandements, in the vulgar 
tongue9 and alL other things which a ChrifUdn 
ought to know and believe to his fouls health ; and 
that this Child may be brought up to lead a Godly 
and a Chnftian life. J 

, 3. The Conformists here are not agreed, thenl-
felves, what that fubjedive individual Faith, 
renunciation and defire are which the Infant at pre
fent PROFESSETH by his fureties : It is not 
that the Infant doth attually believe himfelf for 
the Catechifm confeffeth that he doth not. Nor is 
there any probability that he doth, unlefs by 
miracle unknown. And i f it be any ones faith elfe 
that the Infant/ then Profefcth which is Imputa
tive^ his own, it is not agreed whofe faith that is 
or mufv be ; whether the Godfathers, .or the 
Churches,diud what Churches; whether that Con
gregations, or the Diocefan Churches, or the -#v*-

tionav 
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iional Churches, or the Vmverfal Church ? or 
whether i t muft be the Parents, adopters or 
Owners of the Child. 

4. Though the Godfathers be not by words to 
J promife their Parts, yet ftanding purpofely there 

Mj! a s undertakers of i t , and hearing the Minifter 
exprefly tell them what their P A R T and 

J j Dv TT' is, their coming and ftanding in that 
M' relation, is a plain fignification of confent, and 

rendereth them obligedCovenariters or Sponfors. 
S.Thefe fponfors are not obliged to profefs that 

the Child is theirs by Adoption OX any propriety : 
And fo far is any fuch adopting or owning from 
their purpofes, that we never in all our lives 
knew any Godfather or Godmother as fuch, 
( not having before taken the Child as theirs on 
other reafons ) that ever became a fponfor 
wi th fuch a fignified intent. 

tA 6 ' * n m o f t Country Parifhes that we have 
known, a great part o f the Communicants, 
ftem Ignorant themfelves o f what is to be 
undertaken for the baptized, ( as we judge b? 

^ K - our tryal where wc have lived, and the credible 
report o f other Paftors: ) And too many 

f j y notorioufly live themfelves in a courfe of life cpn-
•f t r a T to what is to be undertaken for the Child. 
)f 7- In all our lives we never knew one perfon 

t ' J u t t l a t undertook this Office o f "Godfather or 
r j . ii Godmother who beforehand gave the Parents 

a n Y credible promife or fignification, that they 
V a n y P u r P ° f e a t all to perform, what the 

p Church Chargech on them, and they there 
r ^ undertake as their parts and duties. 
° V 8 ' ^ o r w e c v c r ^ n o w " 0 R C in alt our lives 

0y Jjr «wt as a Godfather or Godmother didperform i t } 



miz$Tofe* themfelves that the Child be taught ha 
Covenant as foon as he is able to learn, and to 
provide th at he be taught all before recited, his 
Creed,5rc. and all things which a Chriftian oxgbt 
to know and believe to his fouls health; and thai h* 
he virtwaflybrought up to leada godly and a Chri-

fiian life: B i t they leave ihemto the Parents. 
9. No man can compel another to be Godfa

ther or Godmother. 
10. All fuch undertakers that we have known 

have been of (bme of thefe following mrts 
1, Either ignorant perfons that knew not,or 
Ufs that confidered not what they did : a. Or 
perfons that mifloo\ the fenfe o f the Church, and 
thought that they were but the reprefenters of 
the Parents, and that what they promifed,it war 
not they, but the Parents that were bound to 
perform : 3. Or Nonconfirmfts f i n this point J 
who purpofed beforehand to be but the Parems 
Repnfentatives, and that the promife and obli
gation ihould all be devolved from them on the. 
Parents, though they knew the Church meant 
otherwUc j and that they were not bound to the 
Churches fenfej and therefore their ftandmg to 
bear It his u jour parti was no content to takeit 
for their part. 4nd none of all'-thefe do anfwertne 
Churches (enfe in their undertaking : A n d i f we 
are commonly baptized m a d d Chriftiani m 
a way of f a f f Vowing or Covenanting oi lucn 
perfbns, or of delufiry Equivocation, it is not weu. 

11 . We know not where Parents can procure 
any to undertake this Office as the Church im-
pofethir, that credibly ti^he themfelves 
and willing to perform i t : we could not d o " 
our feiye* were we never fo dcfirous : ? c r

{ ^ 
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fbme £*tr£ might hire others to take their 
Children into their Care and Education, as mult 
be promifed 5 but who would do To for the poor? 
yea for all the poor of England ?. And.-the Non-
conforrhifts are not fatisfied that i t is lawful to 
engage .any in a perfidious covenanting before 
k o d , when before-hand they have no credible 
Signification o f any purpofe to perform k. Nay, 
When the Parent refolveth to educate his own 
Child, and not to truft him to the Provifion or 
care o f others. 
• ^ e S n i f t e r Covenanting [to ufe the farm 
in the Bool^df Common Prayer prefer'ibed in admi-
nftratton 0 j r the Sacraments.and no other-} Can. 36; 
No Parent may fpeai^a word in the name .of his 
*von Child, nor to enter him there into the Cover 
nam .of God; 1 nora pro fefs that he offereth him to 
Baptifin by virrueof; and in confidence in the 
promife I f will be thy God, and the God of thy 
feed in then'fenerations^ Nor to promife h i in-
felf what the Godfathers are to promifc : The 
Words alfo b f the Can. 29. are tbefe; "ZNoPa* 
t c

 ren* ;Jhall't>* urged to be PRESENT, nor be 
rcnTu t 0 *n&eT *' G o d f ^ e r for his own 
« k rw N ° r a K y G o d f a t h e r <>r Godmother Jhall 
u

 b e fKpred to make any other anfwer or fpeech 
thanbj the Bool^of Common Prayer is prefer ibed 
tn that behalf r 

13. I t is theiGodfathers work alfo (by the L i 
turgy) to take care that the Child be brought to 
t h e Bfoo? tj>. be confirmed, by him ( in the 
manner o f the Church of England) as foon as he 
can (ay the Cceed, Lords Prayer, and ten Com
mandments and be further mjhuBed in the 
^hurcj? C«techifm ; which Godfather! »fej not 



at all to perform ; nor do the Parents ufe to ex-
peel: i t : Nor doth one Child of a multitude un-
derftand what the Baptifmal Covenant is, of ma
ny a year , after they have learned to (ay the 
faid Catechifm. 

14; That the Godfathers ftand not there as 
the Reprefenters o f the Parents is. evident (ac
cording te the fenfe o f the Church) beeaufe the 
Parent himfelf is not fufFered to do it^ or Tpeak 
one covenanting word ; nor mult be urged to be 
prefent; nor are they to fpeak in the Parents 
name in any of their undertakings? Nor is there 
the leaft intimation that the Church taketh the 
Sponfor for the Parents Reprefentative., 

i r . The Parents are to be admonimednot to 
defer the Baptifm of their Children longer tnan 
the firft or fecond Sunday, unlefs upon 
and reafonable caufe to be approved by tne 
Curate ( whether they can get undemanding, 
credible Godfathers or not :;Thefe are the Mat 
ters of Faft. - ^ -

Here note 1. That there is no Controverlie 
between the Conformifts and Nonconform^?, 
whether Chriftians Infants fhould be-bapw2 ; 
a.Nor whether aConformifts baptizing be• v a i • 
3. Nor whether the Parents prefence be aWQ 
lately neceirary, and another may not .fpeak m 
his name : | Nor whether Adopters or^ ny 
Proprieters may not covenant fot t h e ^ n 
f . Nor whether the old Sponfors be l a » f ^ 
t . Witnefied the credibility of the Parent, 2. An 
undertook the Chriftian Education of the: 
i f the Parents mould either Me or a P ° f 
"The N o n c o n f o r m ^ are againft no focU »F 
fors, though they think that their Children n 
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right to Baptifm without fuch. 6. Nor do they 
deny that Baptifm in the Parifh-Churches is va
lid and lawful %s to the Parents and Godfathers, 
i f they do but agree on the Nonconforming way, 
that the Sponfors mall but reprefent the Pa
rents, and that they be not bound by the con-

^ trary judgment o f the Authors o f the Liturgy 
\ f to the contrary. But the queftions are i . Whe-

ther a Chriftians Child, whofe Parents have no 
way forfeited their credit, have not right to 
Baptifm, without other Godfathers. 2. Whether 
the Parent fliould not folemnly enter his own 
Child into the Covenant of God(a5 well as in times 
of Circumcifion.) And whether any Parent 
fliould be forbidden i t , viz. to appear and lpeak 
as the Reprefenter o f the Child^ or Undertaker 
for him, and Promifer of his Education. 3. Whe
ther that Child mult profefs by another, that He 
Himfelf Believeth,Renounceth, Repenteth and De-
ftretb Baptifm : And it be not rather to be prc-
feffed that he is the feed o f a Believing, Penitett 
Parent, whofe Will* is as his Will, and is under 
God's Promife \_I will he thy God, and the God of 
thy feed.2 4- Whether a Chriftian Parent may 
content to the perfidious undertaking o f any God
fathers, who give him not the leait reafon to be
lieve that they intend that provilion for the 
Children which they undertake : Or elfe may 
let his Child be unbaptized t i l l he can get fuch 
a credible Undertaker; which is never like to 
be with moft, or many. ?. Whether the Chil
dren of Heathens, or Infidels, or Atheifts, have 
right to Baptifm upon- the prefentation of any 
Godfather,-who never adopteth them, or taketh 
them f o r his' own, nor giveth any credible notice 

L 5 that 
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that he really intendeth to educate thofe Chil
dren as pro forma he feemeth to undertake: Or 
whether fuch Children are truly faid to believe, 
became the Godfather, or Minifter, or Congre
gation, or Diocefs, or Nation, or Catholick 
Church believe, 

I I I . The Nonconforming are not o f one mind 
about receiving the Lords Supper Kneeling j 
Many judge it Lawful, though neither necelTary 
nor mofr eligible were they f r e e ; fame judge i t 
alfo moft eligible : And fome judge it,as things 
ftand^unlawful: Their reafbns are. 

1. In doubtful cafes duty lieth on the fureft 
fide : But this to them is a doubtful cafe on one 
fide, and to imitate Chrifts inftitution by fuch 
fitting as men ufe to do at meat, is certainly 
Lawful . 

2. Becaufe they think this Kneeling violateth 
the reafons of the fecond Commandment, being 
ufed w'here,by whole Countries o f I^apifts round 
about us, and many among us i t fignifieth 
Bread-Worjkip or Idolatry by the fame Action 
at the fame feafon ufed. For they fuppofe that 
thelecond Commandment forbiddeth Imag**,** 
being External3Corporal,ldolatry, and Symbolizing 
fcandaloufly with Idolators, though the mind 
intend the wormiping o f the true God alone, 
And fuch they .think this kneeling is, and that 
i t encourageth the Papiits (as is inftanced in a 
ftory in the Life of Bimop Hall. ) 

3. Becaufe they think that the Tradition and 
Cuitom of the Catholick Church and the 
Canons of the greateft General Councils not 
repealed by any other f as Nic. i . Can. 20. & 
Can. Trull. &c J are o f ftronger obligation than 

the 



the Canons of our Convocation." And thef t 
Canons, Cuftoms and tradition prohibite all 
Adoration by Genuflection on any Lords day in 
the year, and on any week day els between 
Mafter and whitfontidc• 5And this cuftom continued 
1000 years as the Tradition of the Univerlal 
Church ; and was never repealed but changed 
by degrees by contrary practice: They that 
think not that they are bound by thefe Canont 
or Cuftoms at all, yet think that they arc 
enough to nullifie a contrary Canon of a lower 
power; or ad hominem may excufe them. Yea 
the Conftitutions called the Apoftles, feem to 
Command all the people to receive the Sacra
ment ftandmg and to go for i t Lib. 2. Cap, $7-
Having prefcribed the order o f worfliip Ytha t 
after the okt Scriptures read, they fwg a Pfalm 
and then read the Afts and Epiftles and the 
Gofpels, and then that the Presbyters one by one 
exhort the people nrft and the Bimop laft ( for 
in thofe time every Church that had an Altar 
had a Biftiop) he concludeth IPoftea vero fiat 
farificium, cunclo populo Stantc & file nt io prec ant et 

& oblatione fa£ta,i quifque ordo feorjim corpus 
Domini & preciofum fanguinem fumat, accedentes 
erdine cum pudore & reverentia ut ad corpus 
Regis .Item mulieres optrto capitetut ordinem earam 
dscet, accsdant that is [ After let the facrificebt 
made, all the people [landing and praying in 
filencc : And the oblation being made let every 
ftder apart take the body of Chrifi and his 
precious blood : Coming to i t in order wtthmodefty 
and reverence as to the body o f the King. And let 
the women approach with covered heads as becomtth 
Phsir order. ] 

L 4 For 



For fuch reafons as thefe fet together, fome 
Nonconforming, (Lay and Clergy; take this 
-Kneeling ( while Papifts about us by the fame 
gefture adore the Bread ) to be unlawful, who 
yet profefs as great Reverence to Chrift and the 
Eucharift as any others. 

But other Nonconforming fay that "they can 
anfwer all thefe arguments. But that they truly 
render the fcruples o f the dilfenters tollerable, 
and theperfons unmeet to be therefore excommu* 
nicate. • % "O \ ' 

2. By the Canon and Rubrick, no one of thefe 
diifentersmuft be admitted to the holy Commu
nion, Can. 27. Saith [No Minister when he cele-
\ brateth the CommunionJhall wittingly adminipf 
<f the fame to any,but to fuch as knee lender pain of 
" fufpenjton.2 And the Minifters Covenant to ufe 
" no form of adminifiring theSaaraments but accor-
< f ding to the J iturgie. 

V.The Rubrick after Confirmation faith [ There 
floall none bp admitted to the holy Communion, till 
fuch time as he be confirmed, or he Ready and 
Defrosts to be confirmed* So that defire of Con
firmation in the Englifh way, is made a necelfary 
Condition of Communion. 

2. The publick owning of the Baptifmal 
Covenant, is that which the Nonconforming are 
fo far from being againft, that they take it with 
a ferious Confirmation thereupon to be the 
meet way of tranfition from the Infant ftate o f 
Church-mf-mbermip, into that o f the Adult i and 
the molt Congruous means of uniting diflenters 
shout Church difcipline, and o f preventing 
Anabaptiftry that can be found out. But many 
fbbcr Chriftians are unfatisfied-with the Enghfi 

way 



way of Confirmation, i . Becaufe they find i t fo 
like to that Confirmation which the Papifts 
have made a Sacrament, and which very many 
beyond-Sea Proteftants have written againft : 
vide DalUum deconfirmat. 2. Becaufe i t is made 
the proper work o f a Diocelan, and wholly 
denyedtothe Parochial Paftors; And becaufe 
thofe Diocefans know not ordinarily whether 
the perfons be meet or unmeet to be confirmed, 
being ftrangers to themjfor how can they know 
all the perfons, men, women and fuch Chil
dren o f fo many Parifhes as a Diocefs doth 
contain: (fotne Diocehes having above a 
thoufand Parifhes others many hundred : One 
above 100 miles in Length, and others, very 
great) ? Its true, that the Minifter of the Parifh 
is bid to Catechife them, and to bring or fend m 
writing the names of fuch as he thinks fit for 
Confirmation. But i . This is not ordinarily done: 
butChildren inourtime have ufed to run toge
ther to a bifhop when he came into the Country 
on that work, without the Minifters Certificate 
or Godfathersj and none, that ever we knew of, 
that came for Confirmation in this manner, was 
refuted : And as the Bifhop never faw or knew 
one o f the multitude whom he Confirmeth, fo 
he taketh not time fo far to examine them as to 
give him rational fatisfadion of their fitnefs : 
Nor indeed can he poflibly do it for one of a 
multitude of fo large Dioceffes,when molt great 
Parijhes are too big for a prefent Minifter who 
is acquainted with them better than a ftrange 
Diocefan can* be : How can a man that hath fo 
many other employments as Diocefans have 
find teifure., were he never fo willing,to examine 



fomany hundred thotjfands as are in this Dio-
cefe ? or fo many /core thoufandsas are in many 
others ? 3, And as the Minifters rarely certifie 
according to the Canon, fo the Bifhop is not 
tved to take h^. confent, but may thus impofe 
confirmed perfons on his Communion, though 
neknovY them to be never fo ignorant or un
meet. 4. And it is Children tbat*are thus to be 
confirmed, who rarely ever come fo young to 
own with any tolerable undemanding and ferr-
oulnefs, their Baptifmal Covenant. Few of us 
by experience can fay, that we did i t of many 
years after that we had learned the Lords 
Prayer,&c. jrf And no other qualification is ne-
cefiary, but that he learn the Creed, Lords-
iPrayer, Decalogue, and Church -Catechifm, the 
bare words o f which are learnt by rote by 
multitudes o f Children, who underhand little or 
nothing of what they fay : We do not find, that 
i f perfons ftay unconfirmed t i l l they are adult, 
that any Herefie or wickednels o f life, is a bar 
to their confirmation 5 much lefs are they re
quired to bring any teftimony, that they live 
according to their Baptifmal Covenant. 6. And 
as far as we can learn, it is but a very fmall part 
o f this Kingdom in comparifon of the reft, that 
ever were confirmed. 7. Nor know we many 
Minifters that ever examined their, people gene
rally, whether they were ready and willing to 
be confirmed. 

V I . The'Nooconformable-. Lairy are ejected 
from the Communion of the Church, and 
their Children (that are difpoCed of by ,themj 
from Bapcifm, Chriiiendom and Chriftian burial, 
i f hps from filwaticM^ as far as in- the Church 

Jyeth* 
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iye th ; and thofe that affirm themfelves to be No*~ 
eonformifts are by the Church Laws excommuni
cated ipfo fafto, though they mould defire Com
munion. 

2. That no Minifter is to admit them to the 
Sacramental Communion is before (hewed f rom 
Can. 27. And alfo that their Children are not to 
be baptized, unlefs they wil l fubmit them to the 
dedicating fign o f the Crofsj no nor to be buried 
w i t h Chriftian Burial ( o f which more after-
Ward.; . . . _ 

3. I f they have a Minifter m their own Fa-
r im that never preacheth, or fobad as that they 
dare not commit the Paftoral care o f their fouls 
to him, they muft not be admitted to Com
munion , in any other neighbour Pariflies, 
Can. 28. . . 

That they are ipfo ftfto exammnmcatid, 
fhall be anon mewed. 

V 

S E C T . I X -

The Matters of Fa ft that concern the Con
formity and Nonconformity of the Mtni-

ufters: And 1. of Affent, Confent and 
'Subscription that nothing is contrary t§ 
Gods Word. 

i . ^ H E Canon to be fubfcribed (36th.) wil-
• A lingly and ex animo is [That the Book^ of 

Common-Pray er, and of ordaining o f Bifliops, 
Priefts and Deacons, containeth in it NOTHINGr 
CONTRARY TO THE WORD OF G O D ; 

and 



and that he himfelf mil ufe the firm in the Jaid 
Book preferibed in public^ Prayers and Admini

stration of the Sacraments, and none other 
jS"/ h e meaning of this fubfeription is not agreed 

or by the Conformifts that take i t : A* to the 
Jirlt claufe fomefay that by [ Nothing Contrary 

ZA r ^ d ? l $ m C a n t a s h i s f P ° k e i U Nothing-} 
indeed Others fay by {Nothing f is meant 
L Nothing which I have difcernidfo to be : Or 
L Nothing, except fuch failings as all humane 
writings ate lyable to. } And by I Contrary! 
Some fay [ Contrary in the Common fenfe of the 
word} is meant: But others fay that by \_ Con
trary} is meant £ fo far Contrary as Jhould drive 
us from Communion with the Church'} ot [Con
trary to any great doftrme or precept o f the Word 
of Cod. And the Nonconforming interpret i t as 
the firft fort do, according to the ufual and 
proper meaning o f the words. 

3. So the later claufe, [ that he himfelf will 
ufe that form in public^ prayer and adminijlration 
of the Sacraments and none other ;} Dr . Heylin 
and very many others fuppofe is meant properly 
as is fpoken viz.. That by the form is meant all 
the words and orders, and that by public^ prayer 
is meant as is fpoken, All public^ prayer ufed by 
a Mmifver in the publicly affemblies~\ And that 
by \_ None other } is meant [ neither wholly nor 
in part. } But others think that by [ Form } is 
meant only \_ the form of words, and not the 
orders } And that by [ none other } is meant only 
C No other Bool^ of Common-Prayer or fet Litnr-

1 Or £ No other entire form and order excht-
ding this Q And that it doth not mean [ No other 
firm before or after Sermon in the Pulpit, or in 

' fome 
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feme parts of Worfhip, fo it be of our own Compo-
fure: 3 Nor yet that we may not ufe fometimc 
fome other order than is prefcribed in the Ru-
bricks, viz.. i . Sometime read other Chapters 
than the Calender prefcribeth, becaufe that L i 
berty is exprefled in the Preface to the fecond 
Book of Homilies : 2. Sometimes to give the 
Sacrament to fome that kneel not : 3.To baptize 
fome without the Crofs, Sec. ( of which more 
hereafter) Becaufe the Rubrick faith only tyu 
Jkall do thus-] but faith not I you Jhall do no other-
wife. 3 But to this the former fort anfwer i.Tnat 
i f any univerfal Negative (none other) may be 
particularly or limitedly interpreted upon our 
own furmifes, no Laws, Covenants or p romiies 
fienifie any thing, and no words are intelligible i 
27That we fubferibe ftridly to this Article { t o 
ufe no other form,) But not fo to the Book o i 
Homilies, but only that we take it for whoHom 
Doctrine : 3. That i f the Rubrick for Crofling, 
Kneeling, &c. exclude not all other. tnconfiftent 
forms of adminiftration, it fignifieth nothing,bnt 
leaveth every man to his own w i l l . 

4. I t is yet a greater doubt with the Con* 
formifts themlelves, whether thefe words be 
not at leaft a Covenant that They will ufe no other 
printed prefcribed Liturgy. And fo fome think 
that i t plainly obligeth them not to ufe thofe 
printed Forms which the Archbimops and B i -

' mops have ufed to draw up and impofe, for fe-
veral Publick Fafts, Thankfgivings, and particu
lar occafions. But others think that i t doth not 
bind them to difobey the Bifliops therein : but 
that fuch exceptions were intended though not 
cxpreft, or at leaft had been inferted i f not for
gotten. I I . The 



« / / r u , « a a t e s fZto o6^/v andpub-
- declL t r e t C ° n ^ a t t o n there ajfembledi 
"VCe J ^ffent and Confeit to the 

<< Z l A i e f e m r d s ***»° I d* 
> ^ ^ 1 ^ L ^ r ^ M ^ e m andConfent 

« in I A T I 7 thm& eo"**i»'d and prefenbed, 
" l i t 7 t h e B ^ n t i t u l c d , TheBookofCo^ 
« ^~*JP"i?Mm™fr*'«» oftheSacramcnts 

f ( according to the ufe of the Church of England ; 

« P ° 7 L "J t h e y a r e t 0 hfagorfaidin Churches, 
*. and the form.or manner of making, ordaining 

andconfecrating of BiJloops,Priefis and Deacons.} 
v And page i o . IHeJhall declare his unfeigned Af 

fint and Confent unto, and Approbation of the 
J aid Boot, and to the ufe of all the Prayers, 

Rites and Ceremonies, Forms and Orders there
in contained and preferibed according to the 

Xtform aforefaid.} 
2. The Conformifts themfelves are not agreed 

o f the meaning o f thefe plain words, One party 
expounding them as the Nonconforming do, ac
cording to the propereft and ordinary ufe of the 
words, and the other party otherwife. The for
mer hold that as many Acts o f Parliament Con
temn more in the body o f the Act than in the 
Title, and make the means more extenfive than 
the end, f 0 here the A S S E N T and C O H 
£ E N T to the U S E of the Book is the E N D 
m * c f i rf t claufe, and A P P R O B A T I O N 
alfo in the fecond : And that the Declaring that 
form of words if the Means to that end: Tha* 

- , "~ " AfTent < 
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Affent fignirleth Agent to the Truth ] and [ Ccn~ 
ftnt and Approhatio.nl relate to the Goodnefs^ 
rectitude and qfof ] And that this is not only o f 
the Prayers and other parts which the fubfcribcr 
is to Read to the people^but as k expreft £ of ail 
things ( without exception J Conteined >» and 
prescribed by it ; particularly [to ali tJoe Prayers, 
Rites, Ceremonies, Forms and Orders 5 3 without 
collufion or equivocation. 

The other part hold, that all this fignifieth 
no more, but that [ / Agent that I way lawfully 
ufe, and I Confent to nfe,fo much as htkngeth to my 
place, and that / will not uKpeaceahly eppofe it.~\ 
Their argument is, Bscaufe [ to the Ufe,"} is 
mentioned before the Form o f words. To 
which the other anfwer as before, that 1. That 
Approbation is mentioned after as well as Vfe. 
x. That the Means are larger than the end: As 
in the Corporation A f t , the end is the prsveming 
of Rebellion j but the Means is - Declaring that: 
t There is no obligation on me cr any ether from 
that Oath. 3 3. That without grofs violence A\~ 
fent can be judged to mean no le.'s than f_s).fjc.n-
ting that it is true. 3 4. That there is not a vrord 
in the Book which was not intended for fome 
Vfe: And therefore,to Affent, Approve and Con
fers, te the Vfe, is more than meerly to Ajfent to 
the Tru th : The Preface hath its Ufe } and the 
Calendar its Ufe, and the Rubrick its ufes, and 
the reft of the parts theirfeveral Ufes 5 But did 
* f believe i t to befalfc, how could we Approve 
hfOf o f what Vfe would it be? 5. To nut all out 
o f doubt the Parliament-men long ago told us 
(none'Contradiding it to us) that into another 
Bill, tfee boufe of Lords added a Provifo that the 
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Declaration in the AcT: o f Uniformity mould be 
underftood but as obliging men to the Vfe of it* 
and that the Houfe o f Commons refufing, at a 
Conference about i t , they gave in fuch Reafons 
agamft that fenfe and provifo to the Lords, 
upon which they did acquiefce, and caft i t out. 

I I I . By this General Declaration we are ob
liged to to (as true) to Approve and to 
vje thefe words after the Calender, « [Rules to 
, f know, when the Moveable Feafts and Holydaies 
" begin. Eafter-day (on which the reft depend) is 

c f alwaies the fir ft Sunday after the fir ft full Moon, 
* which happens next after the one and twentieth 
" day o/March.] 

2. This Rule is falfe: As i . Every Almanack 
wi l l ftiew : 2. The Table following to find out 
Eafter-day for ever : 3. And the practice o f our 
Church, that keepeth Eafter on another day. 

3. To confent to Vfe this,\s to confent to keep 
Eafter-day, contrary to all Chriftian Churches, 
and contrary to another Rule in the fame Book 5 
and to confent to ufe both Rules, is to confent to 
keep two Eafter-days in one yearj and fb o f Eafter 
Term. 

4 . Hereupon fome Conformifts fay, that \Af 
fentingto, Approving of, and Confentmg to All 
things contained andprefcribedJ fignifietft but [as 
to hz;mane, fallible writings, fo far as there is no 
tniftakc ] or [ Affenting and Confenting to be 
peaceable."! But others fay that it is but [to Af
fent that it is true where it is not falfe,and Appr ve 
it as good where it is not bad; and to Confent to 
ufe it where I have no caufe to the contrary.'] And 
they ask, 1, Whether this be the ufual or pro
per fignification o f fuch words ? 2, Whether any 
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. Nonconformifts would refufe i t in that fenfe. 3; 
Whether they wil l give leave to the Papilts 
and all other fubjecls to take the Oath of Alle
giance in fuch a kind o f fenfe and expofition. 

r cW. B u t there is one that hath defended this as 
true, and tells us that by the I full moon j is not 
meant that which we call the full moonf or ihe 
fame that's meant in the other parts o f the 
Book, but by the full moon is meant f j the mean, 
Conjuntlidn j and {_ the fourth o f April that year 
1664 Or [14 dates after the ancient new moon 
found by the Goldtn number the 14th day of the 
•Ecclefafiical Cylclic monthlVomn old Mafs Book 
faith £ Poft i/eris aquinoilium Qu&re plemlunium 
& Dominica proxima facrum celekra Pafcba* 
Non verius inveneris ft mille legas Codices. ] 

.Queft. i . Are we fure this Mafs Book meant 
not plemluniam as we do properly .<* 

Jgveft. 2. And are we fure they erred not that 
wrote this? 

3. And yet are you fure what they 
meant? 

,tJ 4. Would ycu perfwade us that our 
;<f Convocation now borrowed their Direction from 

this Mafs Book ? 
Are you fure that this Mafs Book 

mould be our rule hereia of fpeakins or inter
preting? 

£>uejl. 6: And yet not in the Gale ndar and 
other palTages in our Liturgy ? 

£>*eft. 7. Did the the Convocation intend that . 
,4 we mould not here underftand I 7'he full moon J 
^ p r o p e r l y , nor as in all the reft o f the Book? 

-41^/r. 8. I f this defender be in the right, was 
there ever a plainer way made to bring all mere 
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t 0 an Implicit Faith, to believe as the Convoca
tion believeth,even in Calendars, when we know 
not what they believe themielves. For my part 
Imuftconfefsthat after all this O r ; ( i ^ i / they 
fay) hath faid of another fenfe of the word \full 
Mooh] I know not yet what he meaneth. 

Whether the Convocation meant that none 
fhouid^reach Chrifts Gofpel that underltood 
not thrs ftrange fenfe, of the [full Moon ] that 
is [no full Moon] and yet would not by one line 
expound'it to us, to keep us from being caft out 
and ruined? Or'whether they meant that all 
men mould be forced and taught to fubfcribe or 
declare afient to that which they never under

wood?, when I had never yet the advantage o 
fpeaking with one Bifhop, or ™ f ? v m ™ l l ^ s 

- that.underftood the word [ M Moon ] as this 
Doclor taught them (whether in good earnef 
know not.) And i f our Conformity muft bethus 
performed, by equivocation ^ f ^ i ^ ^ 
to the common fenfe -of ^ ^ > ™ ^ } i 
fufpend i t , t i l l we know how much further we 
have to go, i f it be blindfold that we muft be 
led i and refer all to God our final Judge, whole 
judgment we are near* c „A r n n r e f } t 

" t o thefe words in -the rreiacc \_>v j / 

•' km tbim century to the Word oj ^ ^ L j 
» JD*Sn'4 orjich a Godly »>«» 
« „ ooodConfcienco Vfe a«d fitmit mto . r 
« - f j 7 defenfJlo 
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the Liturgy and old Tranflation are [ They were 
not obedient to his word } And the new Tranflation 
according to the Hebrew is £ They rebelled not 
agdinft his word } Clear contrary .-Therefore the 
Nonconforming think that-one of them is Con
trary to the word of God and this old Tranfla
tion is Continued ftill in the Church. ) 3. In the 
old Book in the Golpels thefe texts are thus 
tranflated Rom. li. 2. Epifi. to Pi funday after 
Epph. [Be ye changed in yourjloapz : ] The new 
Tranflation is [ Be transformed by the renewing of 
yonx mind } Phil. 2. 7, Eptfi. for funday next be
fore Eafter I found in his apparel as a man : p j n 
the new Tranflation i t is ( Was made in the 
Jikenefs of men. } Gal, 4. Ep. to 4th funday in 
Lent , I t is {.Mount Sinai isAgar in Arabia and 
bordereth on the City which is now called f 
lem. } in the new Tranflation it is [ For this 
Agar was mount Sinai in Arabia ^and anfwereth ta 
ferifalem which now is. } Mathewj day Ep* 
2 Cor. 4. The old Book has it [We go not out of 
kjnd.} The hew is [We faint notJ] fob;:. 2. for 
third Sunday in Lent [When men be drunf]'15 

old Books Trariflation : But the new is [When 
men have well drunks Q Luke 11. for third'.Sun-' 
day in Lent, the bid Book hath [ When one houfe 
doth fall upon another^ the new hath [A houfe di~ 
vided againfi an houfe falletk'] Li>k? fi for thei 
Annunciation ; the old Book fayeth [_ This is the 
Jixth month which was called barren^ in the new 
Tranflation it is [This is thefixth mouth with her 
who was called barren. I f one o f thefe be God's 
Word, the Nonconformifts think that the other 
is contrary to it . 4. In the old Book in the 
Pfalms there are whole verfes left out a which 
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are in the Hebrew Text, arid our new Tranflatioflj 
and divers tranflated in a quite different fenfe 
the former following the Septuagint^ t. The 
Kubrick for Chnftmas day is [ Then Jhall follow 
the Lollett of the Nativity, which Jhall be faid con
tinually unto New-years day.] And the Gollecl: 

I• / / ^ f e v e r a I daies is [Almighty God, 
which haft given us thine only begotten Son to take 
our Nature upon him, and THIS D A Y to be 
born of a pure Virgin. So the Collecl: on Whit-

Junday is [God which upon this day, &c.~] TheRu-
bnck is, [The fame Collect to be read Munday and 
Teefday.^ So on Chriftmas day, and feven daies 
after'[Becaufe thou hast given fefus Christ thine 
only Son to be born as on this day for us, &c] And 
on Whitfunday, and f x daies after [According to 
Whofe moft true promife the Holy Ghost came down 
this day from Heaven.] Thefe things, and fuch 
other we muft approve in the forefaid Appro
bation o f all things in the old Common-Prayer-^ 
Book 

V. We muft AfTent, Approve, and Confent to 
all the miftranftations in the prefsnt Liturgy, as 
well as to juftifie the old Edition \ That before-
cited Vfal. 105.28. is in the preftnt Book and 
fo are the reft of the omifhons and differences 
;n the Pfalms before mentioned, which are ma
ny. Different Tranflations which have all the 
fa»**,fenfe, may be all called God's ftW, becaufe 
their fenfe is f o : But where they have dffcrent 
J™fes> *° far one o f them is contrary to God's 
Word : For God's Word is one and true, and not 
contrary to i t felf. The queftion is not whether 
tnele faulty Tranflations were not igocd work, 
and a great mercy to the Church, ' t i l l we had a 
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Better ? Nor whether they may not be lawful-
ly ufed where there is no better? Yea or where 
there is a better,if the Command of Governours, 
or Concord, make it beft for that time and place. 
But i t is, Whether all the faults o f the Trauflation 
may be AJJented3 Approved and Confent ed toi We 
commit lome failings and fins every day,bat we 
may not Approve o f them, and profefs that we 
Confent fo to do. 

2. Some Conformifts here think that the De
claration is to be taken properly, without any 
force or diftorting, and they lay that both Trans
lations are juftifiable, becaufe one followeth the 
Hebrew, and the other the Septuagint,and Chrift 
and his Apoftles have juftified both by ufing 
them. But others o f them hold that this inftance 
proveth that by [ All things ] AlTentedand con-
fented to, muft be meant only [ All things that 
are not by humane frailty miftaken, or erroneous ] 
or els, that by Affmting and Approving muft be 
meant no more than AJfcnting that they may be 
Vfed : And fo they confent with the Nonconfor
ming in the matter, but not in the expofition o f 
the words. And to the former they fay, i . 
l ba t there are other miftranflations, befides 
tnofe that follow the teptuagint. 2. That Chrift 
and the Apoftles by citing fome Texts according 
to the feptuagint, do not thereby approve of all 
the reft 5 for they cite others other wife. $.\ 
That by citing them., they juftifie not alwaies 
the tranftation, but only the fenfe fo far as it is 
cited for, i t being that fcripture which the peo
ple then commonly ufed. 

3- And they fay that i f this objection mould 
binder mens Affenting t o the Li turgy, i t might 
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as weM'hinder their AiTenting to the Bible in our 
traivflffttons. And indeed we knovv nb Nqncon-
formilt who woufc! declare or fubfcribe that he 
dtMt {Jfffint- to, 'AppFbv&ia-nd Confent -to-jail things 
Contained-in the Bible acchrding to any Travflatlo'n*, 
hut only&ll things Contained in the Bible as it was 
4eliverid? by the jacted writers 3 arid in all 
Trwijltihoks f o -far' ;as rthey ? t f | ^ # J J* 
exprefs that to us. But i f they might hut fay, as" 
one>t>art expounds the beclaratiory'f We Agent, 
&cl7vM'thihgs-.CoHtair/ed-, &cx That are not by 
humane1 frailty miflaken'~] they would foon Con
form herein. 

6. The CalentTa? ^i l f the " Common-.'Prayer 
appbinteth the jiublick reading of the/Books 
called Apocrypha.' beginning September 28., And fo 
Continuing to November 24 Every day o f the 
Week, / except- the proper Lei "6ns: iriterpofed. 
Parr of tile Apocrypha to. be read are the Book 
of Tobit, 'fudtth, jBdll-ahd-the Drngon &c.-

2. Learned BiHu^and Divines of rfie Church 
of England have .written to prove that thefe 
Books are not only Aprocryphal but fabulous, 
and-have manifeft untruths; AS that the intralls 
of a hm will drive -away all Devils and keep 
them from returning : : When Chrift faith f Tms 

' kind noeth not output by Faftihgxnd Prayer } 
And -/hen the Angrffaith"that Wwftthe jonot 
AnaSjti (the tribe of -Napthali, ] &c, : . 

3. Thefe Books are to be read, juft in the place 
and order-as the- SUcVed 'Scriptures arejand under 
the'fame tide of the [ - F i r f t JLtf**l Only called 
Apocrypha in the Bibles. But 1. I t is not 'appoin
ted that the Pri tf l tell the people fo : 2.. " 
i t were, they underftand not Commonly what 
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C Apocrfpbayfigmfcth : 3. I f t h e y were fome-
I time told i t , they forget it j and apply not thac 
p name to every Leflbn that they thence hear. 4. 
H I t is not denyed that the founder Books that are 

Apocrypha may be read in the Church as a Homily 
may be with due notice of their difference from 
the: Canonical Books: But the queftion is 
whether not only they, but the Books proved 
fabulous by many Proteftants, may be there 
read, arid that inftead o f fo much of the holy 
Scripture then omitted, and that without any^ 
better notice given to the Common people o f 
the difference. 5. And the chief doubt is s 

whether thi$<may not only be dorte, but alio 
the Calendar as fo appointing i t , may be Appro
ved of and Confented to by us all. 

7 I t hath been before opened, that no Parent ; 
is permitted to be Godfather to his own Chi ld ; 
or to fpeak one word at hisr baptizing, to enter 
him into the Covenant o f God, or dedicate him 
to him, trior! to promife-in his name, nor to 
undertake any part o f his Ghriflian education, 
nor fo much as to be urged to be prefent. Nor 
is there a word to intimate that the Godfathers 

<

 { l v / i reprefent the Parent, or fpeak in his name or 
ftead, but the contrary is implyed. [ Though 
the Parents are to procure thefe Godfathers. 
2.. I t hath alfo been before (hewed how great 
a Controverfie it is, whether Infants Right to 
Gods promifes and Church irate, be not by that 
Covenant [ 7 Will be thy God and the God of thy 
feed ; ] implyed in I - Cor, 7. 14: [ els were your 
Children unclean but now are they holy. ] And fo 

f t f y whether Infants have any right upon a God-
\${ fathers words-there, who never took them for, 
m ' M 4 his 
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l j 6 i l 
his own $ i f on the Parents account they have 
T° , r , § ! l t * i " ? whether fuch Godfathers af t be 
trolv the Ghilds in Gods account ; j . And it was 
De orcenqa,red, I n what fenfe this Godfather 
ao tn {not p'omifeonljxhtt the Child Jhall believe 
' } ft u t ) m , t h e Ghilds name profefs that he 
do,hatpin believe .. And whether i t be not 
G o d f t r h ^ ^ r f 1 ? ? m ( * e neceflary then the 
Godfathers f a i th ) that he be the Child o f 
* ™W'*Z Parent, dedicating him to God. 
trnmVli ' r, ^ ^ ^ c d that Godfathers-
promife themfelves p r t l y to teach the Child, 
and partly to provide that he be taught all that 
a Chriftran mould learn as necelTary to his fouls 
Health 5. And that thefe Godfathers never 
ordinanly give the Parents the leaft rcafonta 
believe that they have any purpofc to do any 
men thing as they undertake; Which is perfidi-
.oufnefs in the weightieft bufmefs: And 6. alfo 
that ( as fuch ) they are no adopters or owners 

the Child. 7. And alfo how hard it is for any 
Parents ever-to get better, feeing wifer and 
tetter wil l not undertake it in the forefaid 
conformable fence. 8. The fence and ufe of 
Godfathers is partly known by the Pra&ife of 
Princes and great men, ( who muft be fup-
pofed to know beft, and be moft righteous 
and exemplary ) who ufually by a Proxie 
Godfathers to the Children of Foreign Prin
ces, or Great men, ( perhaps Papifts ) whom 
they never faw, nor ever are like to fee their 
Children. 9. Minifters muft Aflent, Approve o f 
and Confent to, all this exclufion of the Parents, 
and prefentation, prafeflfon,underraking and pro
mife of the Godfathers, which the Liturgy men-

tioneth 5 
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tioneth j 10. Conformifts are not agreed them
selves, o f the true Office and undertaking o f 
thefe Godfathers, nor o f the Parents part, nor 
by whofe right i t is that one Child rather than > 
others is to be baptized, and whether any at all 
lhould be refufed, by whomfoever (" that is a 
Chriftian ) offered thereunto. 

8. The Rubrick to which we muft declare our 
Affent, Approbation and Content^ hath this Ar-
C f ticle o f faith. £ltis certain by Gods Word, that 
"Children which are baptised, dying before they 
u commit actual fin are undoubtedly faved. ] AM 
the Rubrick at Buryal, excepteth all the vnbap-
tiixH from Chriftian Burial, according to the 
Office. 

2. The Canon 68 and 6% fufpendeth any 
Minifter who lhall refuje or delay to Chriften any 
Child without exception which is brought to the 
Church on Sundays or Holydays to be Chrift-
ned, according to the Form in the Common-
Prayer; or i f in cafe o f danger he be defired 
to do i t privately. Neither Rubrick nor Canon 
here except from Baptifm and certainty o f 
falvation, any Children o f Turks, Infidels, Hea
thens, and Atheifis, or thofe whofe Parents re
nounce Chriftianity, and confent not to their 
Chilcjrens Baptifm ; fo be i t any Godfathers as 
aforefaid bring them, 

y 3- The Conformifts agree not o f the fence o f 
this Art icle of Faith : Some hold that the word 
C Children here meaneth not C All Children that 

<)Vc a r e BaPtiz-eei^] but fome fuch only : But others 
affirm that this expofition is falfe, and contrary 
to the plain importance of the words, for i t is 
an Indefinite, fay they, in re necejfaria , in the 
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ftnfc of the Book. And i f the meaning-be not 
\Children that are Baptized, qua tales'] it hath 
no inrelhgible fenfe, the certainty o f their Sal
vation being Afferted as from Scripture, and not! 
any other reafon o f i t given. But i f this be the 
meaning ( as. i t . i s j then aquaienus ad omnes va~ 
let confequentia j unlefs any exception had been 
added, which is not. 
_ 4. Some fay that i t is implied that Children 

that had no right to Baptifm are excepted. But 
others fay 1. That ubilex non diftipguit .non-eft 
diftinguendttm. The Church could have excepted' 
i f they would. 2 And that quad fieriinon debit 
fatlum valet. 3- Yea that all: Children have right 
to Baptifm, i f any Chriftians offer them to. i t . 
I Some confound the Minifters right to 

B prize them, and the Infants right to be Bap
tized j And this right, as only in for0 Ecckfis,, and 
as in foro Cdi 5 As i f all Baptized upon :anv;6f 
thefe rights wlere undoubtedly tfaved .But otpbrs 
diftinguifli: thefe, and fajv 1.,That the Minister 
may have right to Baptizeione i f ' offered, that 
yet ought not to have been offered ; which wil l 
not f ive an uncapable (fub/ecl; : 2.. Thar the 
Children o f Hy^occitesj have right Coram Ec-
elfia^nd that their Baptifm afcentaineth to them 
no more than external or common priviledges ; 
3. And that only the Children o f true believers 
have fuch a right coram Deo as, certainly faveth 
them. But others fay that both the laft fort are 

6, Some of them hold that AH Infants in 
the world Baptised or not, are faved by univerfal 
redemption, i~. they dye. before aVvual fin ; And that 
the Article therefore affirmeth it of the Baptized. 

But 
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t j Biit-others fay, this cannot be the fence: For i . 
A To &yr All baptized ] and mean [ M w » f 
W tizjd l o r any £ & $ Baptised ] were notm-

^ telligible nor'candid. - 2. And the Burial Ru-
Vt brick* excepting the unbaptized from that 
i* Chriftian burial, me weth the. meaning of the 

Church in this Article. , 
7 A*fo about the [ undoubted certainty j tney 

differ - fome think that the fubfcriber or Declarer 
doth riot by thefewordsprotels that he himfelf 
\s[ undoubtedly certain "] of the falvation of all 
dy ing Baptized Infants j but only that the thing 
is certainly revealed to be fo in Gods Word * But 
others fay.that both objective andTabjecTive (or 
perfonal; certainty muft needs be meant: And that 
i t were too hard an imputation to fay that the 
Church commandeth uncertain, doubting men to 
profefs that the thing \s certain and undoubted o f ; 
for how can they tell that it is fo ? And i f they 
know it not to be fo .why mould they declare i t 
to be fo? The meaning is not [ / declare that the 
Convocation faith it is'ccrfain ; ] for that were but 
the part of a cryeror reader: Nor is i t I declare 
t hai it is certain to others, though not to me. ] For 
no man knoweth an others certainty ; Therefore 
i t muft mean that C / am certain and pafl donbt 
by\ the'Word of God} Or [ I fee afcertaining 

;M$ cvrder.cc in Gods Word putting it paft doubt.'] So 
{ that11 -no uncertain or' doubting perfon can truly 
% thus declare or fubferibe. 

8. Divers of thofe Divines who are furtheft 
fromVthe Nonconformifts, hold that by the 
Scripture alone we cannot prove that Infants are 
at all to be Baptized V and the.;»; Baptifmi muft 

be 


