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Truth Vindicated,
: iN

Several Branches thereof A

AND
Many OBJECTIONS faif)

A Tittle Treatife of the COVENANTS,
containing a Defcription of the Covenant
of Grace, and feveral Marks of diftinéti.
on, ‘by which it appears, . That the Cove-
nant that was made with 4brabam and his
Natural Seed, confidered as fuch,- was not
the Covenant of Works, ner yet the Co-
venant of Grace, but a pecaliar Covenant.

What thing foever I command you, that obferve
and do 5 thou fhalt not add thereto, mor dimi-
nifly from ity” Deut. 12. 3.

Go yetherefore, and teach all Narions, baptiz-
inp them in the Name of the Father, and of
the Son, and of the Holy Ghoft, Matth, 28. 19.

Teaching them to obferve all things what foever I
have commanded you, and lo T amwith you al-
Wwayseven untothe end of the World,Amen.v.20.
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TO THE

EADER.

Courteous Reader,

Hou baft bere the fubflance of what
hath paft in- Writing between
Baptift and a Pedo-baptift, about

the point of Baptifm, that hath been long

Controverted among us. 'Thereafon why the

Pedo-baptift  goes Namelefs, s becaufe the

Author bath a Refpect for bim : Firft, Up-

on the account of his Abilities. Secotd-

ly, WUpon the Account of his Moderation i

Writing, not dipping his Pen Jo much i
tnegar as others have done, nd, Third-

ly, Upon the Account of bis Comverfation.

1o which is annexed a bittle Treatife Of the

Covenants, Now tho there are f[everal

things contained in the Covenatits that are

handled in the firft part of the booky yet
it’s thought neceffary to print  them by
Az _tbe"mj




To the Reader. |

themfelves; where thou mayeft [ee the feope |
of them more fully and clearly, All” that |
the Asthor defires of thee, is, that thou ff
wouldeft read with an unprejudic’d Eye, and
> weigh it in the ballance_of the Santluary :
Try, it by the Word, ‘which is ‘the great
ﬂmzdard, a Touch=ftone of Truth, and fo f
far as i bath. foundation m the Word, re= |
ceive ity and no further,  Farewell. . ’
! g
-
|l
Truth |4
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I

IN

Several Branches thereof, <.

S 1R,

Have received your Paper, entitled, Znfant-

Baptifin Vindicared, and have returned my
Anfwer,

Your ficlt Acgument s this; Thofe that are
to be entredinto Covenant with God, and tobe admitted
Members of the vifible Church,bave a right ro Baptifmy
and ought to be baptized, there being no other way of
divine inftitution (under the Gofpel’) of admiffion of
members, but by baptifim. A )

But the Infants of beliewing Parcnts onght tobe ad-
mitted into covenant with God, members of th: vifible
Church, therefore they bave aright to baptifm.

FirfF, 1anfwer, As to the confequence of yout
Major Propofition, which is this, That thofe that
are folemnly to ‘be admitted into the vifible
Church, (if by the vifible Church you mean an
ftituted Church ) have a right to baptifm, I
grantit, though Ideny thac Baptifm isthe formal
conftituting caufe of Church-Memberfhip: . For
that which may be but once adminiftred, is not the
formal, conllituting caufe; but Baptilm may be

A2 ' but
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but ence adminiftred, therefore it is not the for.

mal conttituting caufe. For Example, A Perfon:
may be juftly ejected, and upon repentance receiv-

ed again : But if baptifm were the formal cqn[titp.
ting caufc, then mufl he be as often baptized as
received. ; e

Secondly, 1 deny your Minor, which is, That
Children of Belicving Parents ought to be entred
into covenant with God, and admitted Members
of the vifible Church. :

( 1.) Youfay, the Covenant that God made
with Abraham, belonged to his Seed ; and while

his feed were inaninfant- ftate, they were in cove--

pant, and engaged to God by circumcifion, which
was then the feal of the Covenant, Gen.17. 7,8,
NS :

To this I anfwer, Firff, This proves not that

the Children.of Believers ought folemnly to be ta-
ken into covenant with Gedyand admitted Church-
Members, the Difpenfation being changed, you
your felf do not tye to the rulesof that difpenfati-
on: Under the legal difpenfation a Baftard was not
to enter into the Congregation of the Lord unto
the tenth Generation, Dent. 23.2. but you will
admit a Baftard to enter in.
- Secondly, 1deny that all the feed of Abrabam
werc circumeifed ; they were the Males only thag
were circumcifed, and yet the Females were hig
Seed alfo.

Thirdly, 1 deny that covenant to which circum.
cifion was {et as the token, Ger. 17.11, 12, tobe
the covenant of Grace : That covenantthat might
bebroken was not the coveuant of Grace ; butthe
Covenant to which Circomcifion was. fet as the
- tokenswas a Covenant that might be broken, Gen.
17: 14. therefore not the covenant of grace.

(2.) You
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(2.) You fay, that under the Government of
2ofes, Parents and Children entred into covenant
With the Lord, Deur.29. 10, 1145124, A
Eirfty Anfwer, ThisI grant you 3 but 1 deny
that covenant to be the covenant of Grace, for
the Scripture makes a manifeft difference between
thele two covenants.

Furft, They differ in refpet of the Subjects;
the fubjets of that covenant, Dent.29. were the
natural feed, confidered as fuch,but thele were not
the {ubje ts of the covenant of Grace, Rom. 9.6,7,3.
Not as though the word of God hath taken none effect,

forthey arenot all Ifracl thar are of Ifrael  ucither
vecanfe they are the [ced of Abraham, are they all chil-
dreny, but in Y aac (ball thy feed be called : Sothen they

that are the children of the flefh,thefe are not the children

of God, bur the children of the promife are accounted for
the feed : The Apoltle diftingnilheth here between
the childreniof she Beth and the children of the
promife; and the fame might be noted of Facob
and Efau, the one being hated, and the other fo-
ved : Muft Efan be owned a fubjelt of the covenant
ot Grace,who was an objeét of the Fathers hatred ?
Thereare nomore to be accounted the fuhje&svof
the covenant of Grace, cither of Fews or Gentiles,
then are related to Chrifty, Galiz. 29. Jf yebe
Corifts, then are ye Abrabams [eed, and beirs according
to the promife. >
Secondly, That Covenant contained curfes, (as
well as bleflings )  Deur. 29. 20, 21. ‘which might
all on the fubjeéls thereo! without a fanclified ule
of them, as they did on the evil figs, Fen, 248, 9
10: but thercovenant of Grace contains blcﬂl{_!_zfss
ooly, Fer.31. 33, 34, Tnac thefe were two cove-
nants, appears
FW}" apigec:'u’fc that cavenant was broken, ’Jegrf:
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52, but the covenant of Grace can’t be broken,
fer. 22. 40. i

,ﬂSefwzd‘l}, .That Covenant.contained only tempo-
‘yalbleflings, Denut.28- God did never promife g
New Heart and a New Spirit by vertue of that co-
venant 3 if he had, all the natural feed fhould
have had the enjoyment ofit, forheisa faithful
God, a covenant-Keeping God ; but the covenant
of Grace contains fpiritual bleflings, Fer- 31. 33,
54, Twill write my law in their hearts, they [hall ail
knomme ;I will forgive their iniquitics and remember
their fins no more. : 8

Thirdly, That Covenant was conditional, asap-
pears in that it was broken, Fer.31. 32. butthe
covenant of Grace is abfolute, verfe 33, 34+ 1hat
covenant was an old covenant, #tcb.8. laft. the
covénant of grace a new, Heb. 9.15. That cove-
niant was the firfk,the covenant of Grace the fecond,
Fih. 9.18. The covenant of Grace was a better
covenant, Heb.8. 6. the promifes were better. -

Firft, In that they contained fpiritual bleflings.

Secondly, Inthat they were abfolute; thatcove-
nant is abrogated, Zach. 11.10, 11. but the cove-
nant of Grace ftillremains ; THat covenant being
thus diftinguifhed from the covenant of grace, no
Argument can be drawn for the Ghurch-member-
fhip and baptifm of the children of Believers under
the Gofpel from that covenant difpenfation.

In the next place youendeavourto proveth.t
covenant to be the covenant of Grace, to which {
need make no reply, it being anfwered: already ;
only I fhall ‘exatnine your Scriptures, Rom. 4. 13:
Gal.g. 14, 16, 17. That the covenant here {poken
of is- the covenant of Grace, | grant; but thefe
prove not the covenant, Deut. 29. to be the cove:
nant of Grace, and that's the Work' you have.to
du. ' S ccondly,
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Secondly, Thefe Scriptures do not prove the natu-
tal feed to be the fubje@s of the covenant of Grace,
ut the contrary ; he faith not of feeds,as of many,
but of one, that is Chrift, Chrift Myftical, Head
and Members, Chrift and the Eleét, verfe 29+ If

cording to the promife. .
Eirf,Prove your relation to Chrift,and then youn

- may conclude yourrelation to Abrabam;to Abrabam

and to his feed were the Promifes made, not toeve-
ty believer and his feed : Abrabam had but two
feeds, a natural and a fpiritual 5 the Gentiles are not
his natural feed, nor can they be known to be fpiri-
tual, till they walk in the fteps of .4braban’s faith.

Secondly, As I have denied that covenant that was
figned by circumcifion tobe the covenant of Grace,
fo I deny that the natural feed of Abrabam did en-
ter into that: covenant by circumcifion, their in-
tereft inthat covenant was antecedent to their cic-
cumcifion,

Firft, The covenant was made with dbrabam
fourteen years before circomcifion was appointed,
Gen. 1§. 18. compared with Gen. 17.

Secorzdly, They were born interefted in the co-
venant,but not circumcifed till the eighth day ; if
they had not had anintereftin the covenant, then
negleCt of circumcifion could not have been a
breach of the covenant, as it was, Gen. 17. 14.

Thirdly, The Females were not circumcifed at ally
and yet they had an intereft inthe covenant &s
well as the Males, %

Fourthly, 1 deny that intereft which the natura
feed had in that covenant, and that Church-mem-
berfhip which then they enjoyed,to be fufficient 1o
Priviledge them to Baptifm. Thofe that came to
Jokn tobe baptized, Mas, 3, and Luke 3. ere
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were rejected, had an intereft in that covenant
they were Church-Members, they had Abrabam to
their Father, but this would not do, they muft
bring forth fruit meet for repentance ; yet had they
+as ftrong anargument as any you have braught for
the baptizing of infants. |
They were all interefted in the covenant,, all
Church- members,to whom Chrift and Jobn preach-
ed ; but firt difcipled, and then baptized, Jokn 4.

I
Vour laft Argument is this, That if admitting in-
fans into covenant with God, and [o into the vifible
Chisrah,be repealed, it belongs 10 us £0 [hesw when and how,
I anfwer, before you challenge me to fhew a re.
peal,you fhould firfl prove that this was once a Go-
{pel-infticution, as you hinted in your firlt argu-
ment,yet [ am not to feek for a repeal of that Mem-
berfhip, and that covenant intereftthat you infift
upon;it was then repealed when Chrift was offered
up, when they weighed for his price thirty pieces
of filver, Zach, 11. 10+ then was the covenant
broken that God had made wtihall the pgoplc,their
Covenant priviledges then ceafed, their Church-
ftate was then diflolved, their Tabernacle fell, all
their Church Ordinances were atan end 5 Ifraci
was no longer a [eparate people
That it was then repealed, may further appear,
in that as foon as Chrilt wasrifen, there was a new
commiflion given out, Mat.23. 19, Mark16.14.
according to which the Apoftles were toat ; the
ord meafures that you have infifted npon were laid
.by, and new mealures wete then taken, Church-
Memberfhip was no longer a birth-priviledge ,
Henceforth know we no man aftertheflefh, 2 Cor. 5. a’
Few that before was born a Church-Member wag
no longer acconnted fuch, unlefs in the judgment
% of
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of Charity he was new born, 1 Cor. 12, By one
fpirie are we all baptized into one body, and made ta
drink into one fpivit, whether Jew or Gentile. Epb. 4.
4+ Lhereis one body, and onc [pirit, even as ye arc called
wnone hope of your calling : And to every one of us is gi-
ven grace according to the meafure of the gift of God =
And can we think that this one baptifmbelongs to
more than the members of that one body ? The
univerfal vifible Church extends not it felf beyond
the limits of this one body, and there is not onc
uncalled and unfdnétified member to' be found in
thisbody ; they are all fuch in the judgment of Cha~
rity,and in receiving members into a particular in-
ftituted Church the Apofties keep clofe to the
commiflior, Aés 2. 41. They firft difcipled, then
bap[izcd, then added unto the Church; as many
as Gladly receivedthe word were baptized, and thefame
day there weresadded unto them abour three thoufand
Jouls, - The Tiskes-given to particular Churches
fhew that 'they were Saints, fuch as in the
Judgment of charity were inherently holy, each
Individual member that was judged meet to ftand
in a Church-{tate was (o accounted, 2 Thef. 1. 3.
Yonr faith groweth exceedingly, and the love of cvery
oue of you all abounderh : This is not applicable to
Infants, Phil. 1.5,6,7. Fe that bath begin agood
work in youy willnot ceafe to perfect the fame, as ¥ s
mecet for me to think fo of you all,

- Your conclufion is vhis, That if the snfants ofBe—
lievérs ave fill inthe covenant, then they have a right
20 Baptifin, thefeal of the covenant. ;

Lanfwer, This fcemethto be diverfe, if not con-.
tradiftory to what precedes: Firff, Yoncontend
lor entrance into the covenant by baptifm : Now
you make an Intereft in the covenant the g{ou_ﬂd
of baptifm, which youfay is the feal of thcir ﬂ{l;

: Creiie
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tereft. Before I return you an anfwer to this, ¢
defire you to fhew me the Scripture that calls bap-
tifm the Seal of the Covenant. ;

Arguments for Believers Baptifm w oppofition to In:
fans Baptifm. :

Give me leave now to offer you fomething for

Believers Baptifm in oppofition to Infants.

If [uch as are difcipled to Chrift by the Word are the
only [ubjeéks of bapt[wis decording 10 Chrift’s Commif«
fion, then Infants are not. :

But fuch as are difcipledto Chrift by the Word are
the only [ubjecks of Baptifnt, according to Chriff's Com-
miffion, therefore Infantsare not.

“The firft Propofition I prove thus,

~ Firft, If Infants be uncapable of being difcipled
to Chrift by the Weord, then they are not the {fub-
jeéts of baptifm according to Ghrift's commiflion ;
but they are fo, @e.

Secondly, ‘If Infants be uncapable of learning
Chrift by the Word, then they are uncapable ot
being difcipled to Chrilt by the Word ; but they
are fo, .

Thirdly,If Infants are uncapable of learning Self-
denial for Chrift by the' Word, then are they un-

capable of being difcipled to Chriftby the Word;

but they are fo, &e.

The {econd Propofition is proved, Mat.28.19.
Go, difciple to me all narions, baptizingthem,&c. Firfk
difciple,and then baptize. That the fubjects of bap-
tifm muft be difcipled, I fhall add oue Argument :

If the Apoftles, who well underftood their Lords
commifion, did firft difciple and then baptize
then gre difciples the only fubjeéts of Baptifm, but
they did fo, Af%s2.41. This was their praliice

every
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every where, not one inftance canbe given to.the
Contrary ; there is no prefident of their baptizing
of Infants, no, not one, and the want ofa preft-
dent does ftrongly conclude that there wasno pre-
cept ; now if there be neither precept nor prefi-
dent to be found, then isthere no fuch thing as
Infant-baptifm of Divine-inftitution.

I come now to reply to your fecond Papers,
which you fent to vindicate Infant-baptifm, as you
entitled them.

- Your Major Propofition you fay I grant, which
was this, Thae thofe that onght to admitted members
of the wifible church, ought to be baptized. i
_ Reply, Here you mifreprefentit ; I faid, if by the
vifible Church you meant an inftituted Church, J
did grant it ; Tknow no formal way of admitting
members into the univerfal vifible chuorch, uniefs
you'call the preaching of the word the formal way,
for thofe thacrare-called out of the world by the
preaching of the, Word to embrace Jefus Chrift,
are upon their owning and profefiicg of him, to be
judged members of the univerfal vifible Churchy
provided their converfation does anfwer their
profeffion. , :
~ But here you fay, [ deny that-Bapti{m is the for-
mal cauft of their admiffion; and the reafonl give
for it is this, that if baptifin were the formal caufe
of Church-memberfhip, then it muft be repeatad
“when an Excommunicated Perfon is reftored. :
To this you anfwer, thatthere is no need tore-
peat baptifm, for Excommunication does not
wholly unchurch a perfon,or make him no member
of the Church. :
Reply, Here I muft take your own word, for
you offer noprooftoit, and your. bare word cai”

not in theleaft fhake my Argument ; and now g;\;g
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me leave to tell you,that a perfon juftly excommu.
nicated is not only cut offfrom communion, but ig
caflt out from being a member of that particular bo-
dy in which he once ftood, 1 Cor.5.13. Wherefore
put away from among your [elves thar wicked perfon
Mat. 28.17. Let bim betothee asan Heathen Aday
or a Publican. :

Your Minor Propofition you fay was this, B
the children of believers onght to be entred into cove-
want with Gody aud admitted members of the vifible
Chirchs . This youfay [ deny, thovgh I grant that
the covenant of God made with Abraham took in
his Ghildren,and that they ‘were Church-Members
under the Law. - You fay,the reafon of my denial is
this, becaufe the adminiftration is changed, the
Gofpel-adminiftration differs from that under the
Law, fo that itdoes not follow that the children
of Believers are now to be admitted by Baptifm.
Your anfwer to thisis, thatthereovenant of grace
is differently adminiftred under the Law and Gof-
pel, but thofe different adminiftrations do not
make the covenant different.

Reply, Firft, Hereis a grant given that the ad-
miniftration is changed, and iffo, then muft we
take our meafures from the law of the new admi-
niftration, and not from theold.

Secondly, 1grant the covenant of Grace to be
the fame s that which I denied was, that the cove-
nant which was figned with circumcifion was the
covenant of Grace.

Secondly, You fay, the covenant that God made
with Abrabam and his feed was the Gofpel-Covg-
nant.

Reply, I never denied that neither, (if by his feed
are intended his {piritual feed) that which I denied
_ was, that the covenant God made with Abrabum
and
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and his natural feed, ( confidered as fuch ) was
the covenat of Grace.

ou fay, it was the Gofpel Covenant, and that
God promifed to be a God to him, and to his feed
after him, implying that he would afford to them
that were in covenant with him all bleflings that
could becxpedled from a gracionsGod, Gen. 17.7. :

Reply, Firft, I grant that covenant Gen. L
to be the covenant of Grace 3 but here take no-
tice, the feed were his {piritual feed, not his na-
tural, confidered as fuch, Verfess. A Farber of
miany nations _bave. I made thee o - The Apoftle
Rom. 4. 16417, quotesihis very Text, and applics
it to the fpirityal feed.

Stcondly, God hath here made himfelf over to
be their God,abfolutely to beftow on them all blef-
fings that might be expected from a gracious God,
and what can theft be Jofs than Joltification, San-

tfication, and Glorifieation ? And if fo, thefe two
things will follow : Firft, That none of the fub-
1e€ts of this covenant fhall mifs of either of thefe

- bleflings.  Secandly, That fuck of Abrabam’s feed

that go without thefe bleflings were never the
fubjells of this covenant.

Lhirdly, Yon fay, the covenant that God made
With dbrabam, Gen, 17.7. is mbre likely to be the
Covenant of Grace than that Gen. g 5. 18, which i

- 8rant to be the covenant of Grace.

¢?lyy This is your miftake, in faying, I grantef
that covenant Gen. 14. tobe the covenant of grace,
Branted no fuch thing ; however, [ thank you for
that Gen, 17. 7. is more likely to
¢ the covenapt of grace than:the other, for 1 de-
1y the other to he the covenant of grace, for itcon-

dlned temporaf blefhngs only 5 Unro thy feed have I
&2ven this whole land, And

now that there may be ne
more
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I will fhew you that covenant I de:
ny to be the covenant of Grace ; it’s that which
Giod made with Abrabam and the natural feed,
Gen. 15. 18- which was again renew'd Gen. 17.8,
ond fo to the 15, and that was dedicated with the
blood of the (acrifices, Exod.24. 8. and that wag
again renewed, Deut.29. 10,1 1. 10 all which places
the fubjelts are the fame, the natural feed,confider.
ed as fuch ; the inheritance the fame,the land of Ca.
naan 3 this is that covenant that cont.am’d temporal
bleffings only, that covenant that is diftingyithed
from the covenant of grace, jer-31.32,33. asap.
pears by comparingthe 32 gerfe with Deat. 29. 25.
this is that covenant which is diftin¢k from the co-
" venant of grace, Heb. 3. 6,7. and fo to the end,
and Heb. 0. 16, 17,18. ;

Fonrthly, Yon fay, that when God renewed this
covenant with dbrabam, he promifed in moreplain
terms, that in hts ﬂ?ccd all the wnations of the eartl

fhould be bleffedy Gen- 22. 18. :
Reply, T grant that the covenant of grace was

12

more miftakes,

here renewed, and that hereis a promife of all {pi-.

ritual bleflings, Grace here, and Glory hereafter
which is and thall come upon every individnal pcr:
fon that is a fubject of that covenant : But this pro-
mife was made to the fpiritual feed,not to the natu-
ral: This promife was made in Chrift,and to thofe
only that are Chrilts ; f ye be Chrifts, thenare ye A4-
brabam’s [ced and beirs according to the promife, Gal
3.29. This promife takes not in every individuai
perfon of all Nations, though its faid all the Nati.
D of the Earth fhall bie bleffed, but fuch only ag
are related unto Chrift, Gal.3.8, 9, 10. God prgy:z 75
ed the Gofpelto Abrabam, [aying, in thee (lall s
the Nations of the carth be bleffed : So then, the :1:1[[
ave of faith, ( that is of Chrift,faith being take};x o-gt
: Jehively )
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made with Abraban. which was figned with-cir-
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je€tively ) e bleffed with faithful Abraham: For as
many as are of the works of the Law,are under the curfe)
Ifthis promife had been made to the natural feed,

- confidered as fich, not onle of them fhould have
gone without the benefit thereof. Hath God made
this promifeto the natural feed, and yet many of

- them go without the blefling thereof ? How will

- 1t then harmonize with Rom. 4.16. It is of faith,
 that it might pe by grace

» t0the cud the promife might

be made fure 1o afl the feed, &c: _
Fifthly, You fay that this blefling that is*come

on them'in Chrift, that is, on the Gentiles; is no o-

. ther but the Gofpel Promifes and Priviledges
. Which wete made to them in Chrift by covenant;

Gcz/.g. Ig, 17

Reply. This'] readily grant you, but it did not
tome on all the Gentiles, but fuch only as were

rifts; as1 have fhewed you already ; nor didic
come on all the Fews, but on fach of them as were
Chrilts, and if fo, then it was never put into that
covenant in which the natural feed ftood, confide-
red as fuch; for if it had,they would have enjoyed
the benefit of it. And this anticipates your con-
this, that the covendnt that God

cumcifion, is the covenant of Grace s for had that

Cen the covenant into which thefe bleflings were

Put; they fhould have conie on all thp natural feed,
who were the fubjects thereof. : A

Stxthly, You fay, it was no othér"thari the cove-
Mot ofgrace into which the Jemws entered; Deut.

29812 187 Thaiihs niay eftablifh thee to be a people,

and thar e 7ay be 1o thee 2 God. ~ And thefe words

are ufed by the Prophet to exprefs the covenant of
~race as diftint f,
TE 7. 22,793,

Irom the ceremonies of the Lawsy

B R(:ph};
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Reply. As to the 2gth. of Deur. 1 have fpoken.al.
ready, and if 1 muft remind you of what I faid,
then compare 25. with Fer. 3132, 33: and yon
may fee it'sdiftinct from the covenant of Grace ; it
was the covenant God made with them, whep he
brought them up out of Egypt, and that wasnot the
covenant of Grace: This Note of diftintion be-
tween the covenant Deut. 29. and the covenant
of Grace, I gave you in my laft ; but you have not
madea word of Reply 5 and whereas you fay that
Fer. doth diftinguifh the cercmonies of the Law
from the covenant of Grace, there is not one word
of the covenant of Gracein the place you have quo.
ted; butl fuppofe you gather it from thefe words,
Obey my woice, ' md I will be your God 5 but this isno
more than God promifed tothe natural feed,by ver-
tue of the peculiar covenant, in the fame terms .
this proves not that covenant £o be the covenant of

Grace: God here makes himfelf over upon Condi.
tional Terms, but the covenant pf Grace is abfo.
lute; obedience to God is the fruit of our relation
by vertue of the covenant of Grace, not the Con-
dition : T his is no more than God promifed, Ges,
17. 8. Alfo, I will give w110 theeyandtothy [ecd afrer
thee, this whole land wherein thow art a fbranger, and I
will be their God. T
“I'his Covenant contained temporal bleflings on-

iy, and the moft of them hung on conditions tao,

Deiit. 28. Now for Godto be their’ God by vertue
of this Covenane, was but to make good the promi-
fes thereof ; if they fhould break Covenant by thejr
difobedience, as they might, Gen. 17- 14, and ‘as
they did, Fer.31+32. God was at liberty to give
them a bill of divorce, as he threatned in the
place you laft quoted, Jer. 7. 28, 29. Thou (hals
{ay untothem, this is @ WNarion that obeyeth not the voige

of
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of the Air ? Thefe are curfes, and not New-cove-

Truth windicated, 1§
of the Lord their Gody nor veceiveth correétion s truth
#5 perifliod and cur off from their' month : Cur off thy
s O Serufalem, take np a lamentarion, for the Lord
hatl vejected and forfaken the generation of bis wrath,

nd is this the covenant of Grzce, the fubjeéls
of which may be forfaken? and are thefe the
fubjeQs of the covenantof grace, that the Lord
calls the gencration of his wrath, and whofe
s be threatens fhall be meat for the fowls

hant bleflings, that were to fall upon them, Hof. 1,
7+ Call bis name Loamms, for ye are not my people, neie
ther will I be your God : And yet he was once their
God by vertue ofthis peculiar covenant 3 but when
God makes himfelf over unto a people by vertue

- of the covenant of Grace, he is their God for e-

ver, Jer.32, 40,

_ Seventhly, You {ay, if this be not the covenant of
race, then the covenant of Grace was not elta-
blifhed under the Law. :
Reply. 1t does not follow that tHe covenant of
race was not eftabjithed under the F.aw,if this be
denied to be the covenant of Grace ; the one may
¢ denied,the other granted : What I have written
already, thews that T own ‘the covenant of Grace
to be from the beginring, to be eftablifhed with
Abraham and his {piritual {ced, Gen. 17,7. and
to be confirmed, Gen. 22.18, In the next place
you come to examine the differences that I laid

down berween this covenant and the covenant of
Grace.

SECT. L

: I ‘He firlt you fay is this, That the covenant
that God made with the Jews, wasa Cove-

nant that might be broken, that it contained cur~
. B 2 fes
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fes as well as bleflings, that might fall on the fub-
jects thereof withouta fan&ified ufe of them; but
he covenant of Gracecan't be broken, and that it
contains only bleflings. This you fay is a ftrange
property of the covenant of Grace, that it cannot
be broken, and thatthere had need be more proof

to it than my bare {ay fo,to perfwade any reafona- - '

ble man to believe it.

Reply. You had more than my bare fay fo to
proveit, if you would but have caft your eye upon
it ; and I think more thian you can anfwer, becaufe
you {lipt it without a reply. 1 gave you for the
proof of it, er. 32. 40 I will make an everlafting
. povenant with them, that I will never turn away from
+hem 1o do them good, and Iwill put -7y fear into their
bearts, that they fhall not depart from me. 1f God
will never turn away from the fubjetts of this co-
_wenant to do them good, then he will always ftand
by them to do them good, and rodo them allthe

good that they need, ot can expeét from a God of
Grace and Mercy3 and if he will put his fear into
their hearts, that they fhail notdepart from him,
then let any rational man tell mc how this cove-
nant can be broken. But feeing there wants {o
much proof to atruth fo plain and clear, I fhall
endeavour to put it beyond difpute.

Firft, 1t cannot be broken on Gods part, Heb.
6. 17, 18. God willing more abundantly to fhew to the
beirs of his promife the smmit ability of bis counfel, con-
firmed it by bis Oath : That by two immutable things by
hich is was impoffible for God to lye, they that had
fled to lay hold on the Hope: [et before them might have
frong confolation.  The Word is unchangeable
the Oath is unchangeable, and it’s impoflible for
God to lye, that hath promifed, that in Abrs.

ltmm’s Jeed all he Nations in the earth honld be bleffed, ;
: Gal,
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Gal 3. 17, And this I fay, that the Covenant thar
was. before confirmed of God in Chrift, the Law thar
was four bundred and tbirty Years after conld noe dif~
anuly that it fhould make” the Promife of none effect.
Plalm 89. 28, 29, &e. My Mercy will 1 keep for

him_ for”evermore, (thatis, Chrift) and my Cove-

nant (ball ffand faft with bim ; if bis Children break.my
Law, and walk_not in my Statutes, I will vific their
Lniquities with the Rod, and their Sin with Stripes 5 .
but my loving-kindnefs will 1 not take from them, nor

Suffer my fairh wlnefs to fail : My Covenant will I nop

reaky nor aleer the thing thatiis gone out of my Lips,
If God will not'take his Love {rom him, then not
from them that are one with him : If his Cove-
nant fhall ftand faft with him for evermore, then
with thend that are one with him by vertue of the
fame Covenant.  But you will fay, Will not God
break his Covenant, when his Children break his
Laws ? 1anfwer, No, he will correct them, but
not diftnherit them. The breach of Gods Laws
was a breach of that’ Covenant wherein the natu-
ral Seed ftood, confidered as fuch, but not the
breach of the Covenant of Grace ; whercin the

. Children of Chrift ftands, Zeb. o. 17. A Teff-

ment 15 of force when Men are dedad, orbermife it’s of

0 force at all while the Teffaror liveth : The Telta-

tor being dead, the Teftament can'c be altered s
not one Name of thofe that were written in the
Lambs Book of “Life can be blotted out, nor one
egacy altered. If it be but a.mans Covenant,
when it is confirmed, no man difannleth, or ad-
deth thereunto. - This the Apoftle bringeth to
tw, how unalterable the Covenant of Grace is,
beiﬂg confirmed’by the Death of the Teftator. .
Secondly, It can’c be broken by the Subjets there- |
of: Quce in the Covenant of Grace, and for,
gver. : v B3 Firft,
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Firft, All their Sinsare pardoned, upon theiga,

tisfaction made by Chrilt their Surety, Col. 2.

13, 14+ And you who were dead in your Sins, and the
Uncircumcifion of your Flefh, hath ke quickened tage-
ther with Ghrift, having forgiven you all finsy blotting
ont the band-writing of Ordinances that was againft m';
that was contrary t0 15, mki;'{_g_ 7t 0t of the way, and
nasling it wnto the Crofs. This hand-writing wag
the Moral Law, which was written and engraven
in Stone, which the Apoltle calls The AMiniffraria

onof Deathy, that was written and, ingraven in Stoue, ~

2 Cor. 3.7. and which he there telleth you is
done away, (Ido not fay that thie Moral Law
is done away in refpeét of the Precept thereof,
that ic fhould riot be a rule of Life to Believers,

for I acknowledge that fuch are fill under’the.

ruling Power thereof, as well as others ; this I

put down to prevent miftakes) but in refpet of

the Caife thereof « He harl redacemed us from she
Cuyfeof toe Law, being made a Curfe, for us, Gal,
3. 13. That this was the Moral Law, appears,
Firft, In that he fpeaks to the Gentiles that "'were
1ot under the Ceremonial Law.  Secondly, Tn that
it was a Law that was againft us, that it was con-
trary to us, it was that Law by which we were
condemned, by which we werc bound over ta
wrath ;3 the Deht being paid by a Surety, Juftice
it felf pleads'the difcharge of the Principle, gives
ap the Bond immediately, there is no more
Charge, Altion or Moleftation, of or againft the
_Principle ; infomuch that there is a challenge
made, Ron.8.33. Who [hail lay any thing to ,/Jf,
charge of Gods EIeE 2 1%5 God thar juftifieths mho ﬂm/;i
condemn 2 it's Chrift that died, yea rather that j;
Jen again.  Hedares their gifcharge from the tims
of Chrift’s Oblation: Now the Debt paid wa;

nog
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. not this or that particular Sin fatisfied for, but

this and that, as Sins paft, prefent, and to come.
© Firft, [t was the defign of Chrift in dying to

- redeem from all Sin, 742, 2. 14. Who gave bimfelf.

for wusy that be might, &c. Either. Chrift hath

. done what he gave hinfelftodo, or he hathnot:

If he hath, then are they redeemed from all Ini-
quity ; if he hath not, it muft be for want oi Me-~

‘?t in his Blood ; and that were blafphemy to af-
P {ert.

Secondly, What Chrift gave himfelf to do, that
he' did, “Heb. 10. 14. By one oblation he hath_for
cver perfeéted them that “are funtified : This Per-
feftion ‘confifts in the pardon of Sin; and the

- Word for ever fhews it to beall Sin, paft, pre-
fent, and to come: Now where Remiflion of

thefe is, there is no more facrifice for Sin. Either
Sinis remitted upon the oblation of Chrift, or It
is.not s if it be mot, it will never be remitted 5
for without fhedding of Blood there ismo Re-
miflicn. ‘ :

Thirdly, Thofe that are redeemed are eternally
redecmed, never to come into Condemnation
more, ‘Heb. 9. 12. He entered once into the huly
place , having obrained for us eternal Redemption :
And it is with refpec to the Confummation of,
the new Covenant by the Death of Chrift, that
God is faid to be merciful to their unrighteouf-
nefs, and to remember their Sins no more.  Now
thea, if the Sins of thofe that have,an intereft in’
this Covenant/are all pardoned, how can the {ub-
jects thereof bresk it ? if this Covenant be broken,
it muft be by Sin, but pardoned Sin cannot break
{8 .

Secondly, 1f the Sins of thofe that have an in-

tereft in this Covenant may break it, who then
B 4 fhall
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fhall remain interefted in it ? Iz many things'we of.
fend all: 1 do not judge that you do diftinguify
between Mortal and Venial Sigs, or that there
Jisany fuch diftinétion to be made ; Sin as Sin de,
ferves Death. :

Thirdly, God hath promifed.to put his fear iy
to the Hearts of the Subsjects of this Covenant, thay
they fhall not depart from, (thatis) they fha}j

not totally and finally depart from him = So thag .

now I hope that my aflestion ftands good, thag
the Covenant of Grace can’c be broken ; ‘and if {o,
then its a good note to diftinguifh it by 5 from
the Covenant into which the natural Sced werg

taken, (confidered asfuch ) which was a Cove. -

nant that might be broken, and that was broken.
Secondly, You fay, though God will not fail to
afford us Grace,fufliciencly to enable us to keep hig
Covenant, Fer.32.40. yet it is too poflible’ fop
us, through our own default, to receive his Grace
10 vaine
Reply. 1f God will never turn away from us to
do us good, but will put his fear into our Hearts,
that we fhall not depart from bim, then it js
vot poflible far us' to receive his Grace in ‘vain ;
and if you intend for the proof of your Affertion,
2 Cor. 6. 1. that will be no evidence for yon“in
this matter : It’s not the infufion of Grace, bug
the Doétrine of Grace that is there intended, ag
appears by the Coberence, and that I grant may
“be received invain; and is, when it is received
into the Head, but pot into the Heart; when j;

. s received in the Notion, but not in the Life anq

Power thereof.

Thirdly, You fay, God doth not compel us tq
be good; nor to obey any ofihis Laws, withoyg
our own engeayour,

- Reply,




- And is nor [ubject unto the .4

‘Grace, Prov. 1. 2

- 0Us call, which
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prly. God doth pot compel s againft our
Wil), grant ; that is not the way that God ta-
keth i but he doth by a Work of Regeneration
alter and change our Will; and makes us of un-
Willing to be willing, Pfalm 110, 3. Thy People
Jhall be willing in the day of thy Power : This New-
CIQVenanc Promife reacheth alf the Subjects there-
of.

. Sccondly; The Heart muft be changed by the
Infufion of ey Principles, before we can hear.

tly endavour, or-can pleafe.God in what wedo,

Rou, 8. 7+ The carnal Afind ;s enmity dgainﬁ God,

W of God, neither indeed
carnbe : Now this change of ‘the Heart is a New-
Covenant Blefling, which all the {ubjects thereof

all in time enjoy, Exek. 36. 26, A new Fears
alfo will 1 pive unso yon, &c. This Promife is
made to al] the fpiritual Jfrael, and to them Oll~
ly, Heb, 8. YO, ¥ 0. This 45 the Covenant thar | will
wake with the houfe of Ifvael, 1 will write my Law in
their Hearts, &c. an infeparable Companion of
which is the pardon of

all their Sins, wer. 34.
Fonrthly, You fay, we may through our own
perverfe Wills refufe his Counfel, and abufe his
45 28, 20,
Reply. 1 grant where the Gofpel is afforded,
Sinners as Sinners have a call to come to J‘Cf}%f"’
brift 5 and 1 do not fcruple to fay, ic is a sl
yet may be abufed by the moft
of thofe that ardwithin the found thereof : Adany
are called, but few a4y, chofen. - Yet there is not one
of the fubjects of this Covenant that fhall go
Without an Effectyal Call, Rom,3.29. There is
not one link of that golden Chain thac fhall ever -
fail, Jobn yo0. 16, end other Sheep 1have, that are
e of this fold, they, alfo I mnft bring, and there ﬂaﬂ/f

13
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be ore Shepherdy and one Fold. John 6.37. Ailths
the Father giveth me [hail come unto 7. Y
. _Fifthly, You fay, that there aretoo many thag

forfake their own Mercy, and tranfgrefs the Go.

{pel vo their own Deftruction. g
Réply. A Gofpel Callis their own Mercy : Ifrael

had a-day s If ¢!
3t was their ownday 5 the great Gofpel-command
hath been, and 1 tranfgrefled, and men fhall be
damned for that Tranfgreflion. You bring a greag:
many Scriptures here, - to prove that the Gofpel
Covenant may be broken, and that it threatens g
curfe for the breach thereof; 11ay; you bring 3
great many Scriptures, fuch as thefe, to prove
this, 2 Theff. 1. 8. He [ball come " flaming Fire
rendering vengeance on them that know not God, o
obey the Gofpel of onr Lord Fefns chrift, &c. . But
do you look.on thefe. to be the fubjects of the Co-
venant of Grace ? {ure 12m, itis not your bare
fay fo will cleat it 5 there is enly one Text that
need to be confidered, and that is Heb. 10.28520.
And bave troden under foor tke Son of God, and have
rounted the Blood of the Covenant, wherewith thty were
j}m{?iﬁm’, an unkoly thingy and bave done defpite to
the Spirit of Grace. :

Reply. This cai’e be taken of real Sanciification,
tut of Sandification in appearance, unlefs we in.
rerferc with other Scriptures, Phil, 1. 6. Ee that
hath begun @ good work_in youty will aot cm[el to perfech
the fm;.re, anto the coming of owr Lord Fefus Chrift
Where Chrift beglns & work of Sanctification, he
will finihic; if he hath given the Soul living wa-
tey, it fhall fie'in him a Well of Water, {pringing

And if fach as have made

up to Everlafting Life .
2 Profeflion, and {eemed to be {ané&tified, do to-

tally and finally fall away it may be faid of
' them,

how hadft known in this thy day,
3
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them, as the Apoftle fpeaks, They are gone out from
#55 but they were wot all of us 5 for if they had been of :

34y they-would no dowbt bave continued with us;but they

went out from us, that it might be manifeft that they
Were not all of us : But who were they then? Ian-

{wer, the Children of Hagar, not of Sarah; the
Sons of the Bond-woman, not of the Free.

You Query, Donot thefe Scriptures prove,
that the Covenant of Grace may. be broken, ‘and
that it threatens a curfe for the breach thereof 2

Reply. They. prove that the commands of the
Gofpel may be tranfgrefled by wicked men, and
that they fhall be damneddor that Tranfgreflion ;
but they do not prove, that the Covenant may be
broken by the fubjects thereof.

Seventhly, You Query, 1fthe Covenant may not
be broken, how can any Man be damned that
profefles the Gofpel, though he walk coatrary to
that Profeflion, feeing he is condemned for po-

. thing, but for breaking.of the Gofpel-Covenant 2

Reply. 1 would ask again, How thofe may be faid
to break the Covenant, that never had an interelt
init? and how it Appears that fuch as are damaed
had ever an intereft in the Covenant of Grace?they
were none of Chrifts Sheep ; for ifthey had,they
fiould have heard Chrift’s Voice, and have follow-
¢d himn,and fhould have had Eternal Life, 5’0':671 10
27528, My Sheep hear my Voice, and I give to toem E-
tirnal Lifc’,and tbey ﬂmll Hever Per{ﬂ;, &c. And 1fthcy

g are none of Chrill’s, then they are none of Abra-

kam's Seed,. and fo not heirs according to Promife.
Secondly, How doth it appear, that wicked men
are condemned for breaking of this Covenant?
Where dogs the Scripture fay, that their Con-
demnation is for thé breach of the Covenant of
Grace? That of the Hebrems will not reacl;&t:
: « Men
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Men may trample under foot the Blaed of the Gq.

venant, by
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defpifing of Jefus Chrill, and by reje.

&ing of him,that had never an intereft in bim_gpq 0

may have t

that were never really fanctified. Allthe Churches |
of Chrift are ftiled Saints, profefling themfelveg |
fuch, though there are Hypocrites among them. coﬂﬂ
And if men do totally and finally fall from thei; i
Profeflion, its an evident demonftration that they it
were never really fanctified, that they were ne. ;iolf;:

he denomination of fanctified opeg f‘

ver regenerated, never born. of God, nor hag .

ever an intereft in the Covenant of Grace. it
Firft, That they werc never born of God, ("

1 Jobn 3. 9.
Sin, neithes

He can’t yield the full Confent of his Will, noyp ik
Sin with conftant allowance ; J¢'s the -thing that [ (;f;

Ele that is born of God doth not commiy | §¥
¢an be, for his Seed vematneth in big, | i’

would not, thar I do faith the Apoftle, Rom.7. 1f | W

men Sin willingly after they have received the

Knowledge

its a fure fign that they were never born of God,

and if they

ver really fanctified.

Secondly,
intereftint

intereft in this Covenant, are {ecured by the Pro. J
mifes thereof from total and final Apoftacy, Fer. il

of the Truth, as thefe do, Heb. 1o, tﬂ%

were never born of God, they were ne. P

It’s a fure fign that they had never ap 0
he Covenant of Grace : Suchas have ap i

32.40. Fohn10.27,28529- Mat. 16.18. Up, | 10
shis Rock will 1 build my Church, and the gates of Hell i

fball not pre

vail againft it : Its the Houle thap i

built upon the Sand that falls, not the Houfe thapyg i

built upon the Rock; cvery truc Believer is buiflg | ¥
wpon this Rock. )

SECT. ||
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nﬂfm- Ou fay, the fecond difference that I make 7

d“’ﬁg A ‘between thefe two Covenants is this, that
Ma into which the Fews entred with their Seed.swas

) conditional, but the Covenant of Grace is abfo-
gthﬁ lute, Here you grant the former, and deny the
?m‘tud };?gge(;. You fay the Covenant of Grace is condi-

als

Ml .. Reply. Thefe Terms I foppofe arc inconfiftent
g' ‘ ]f”: be the Covenant of Grace, then its not condi-
ol tional ; if it be conditional, thenits not the Cove?
;f(iﬁ nant of Grace, Rom. 11.6.  Ifit be of Grace, thea
il s no more of Works, otherwife Grace is no more i

iy Grace 5 and if it be of Worksy then it’s no more of - 3%
ﬂrn | Grace, otherwife Works are no more Works : So-that

',Ml un]cfs the Nature of thefe. two arc changed;
sl Grace and Works, asConditions, will not ftand
dt together, et
'Wd Secondly, Youn fay, a Covenant necellarily: im-
I -plics a mutnal Obligation 3 and as God in the Co-
% venant promifeth bleflings. on his parry fo he re-
quires Conditions on our part, inorder to obtain
.qef’ﬁﬂ thofe bleffings. !
;aV‘g Reply, Firft, I deny that a mutval Obligation is ‘
¢ flf’. eflential to a Covenant, as fuch, though it may be é
V’W' to fome Covenants ; a Covenant may be quc;: ¥
(}p‘}‘j Without it, Gen. 9. God made a Covenant with
: ‘,‘ all Flefh, as well ‘irrational as rational, the To-
i ken of which Covenant you have feen.. This Co-
'M{G' venant is abfolute, there could be no Condition
rcqmrgd of, nor performed by irrational Crea-
tures, in crder toobtain the Bleflings ; and fhould
Tational Creatures be as wicked, yea, more wicked
thcn they were before the Flood, yet has the
Lord
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Lord bound himfelf by this Covenant, that phe
will drown the World no more. - Again, we hayg
the Lords Covenant with the Day, and with- the
Night, 7er.33. 20, That they fhould coutinpg

for ever in their feafon ; but where the mutnal ob.

ligation lies, Ido not know.

Secondly, A Covenant may be made between
two, for, and in behalf of others, wherein the
mutually engage to each other ; as that between
Laban and Facob, in behalf of Laban's Daughters
Gen. 31. §. which Covenant was abfolate With re.
fpect to_the Subjects thercof, that Facob fhould
not ‘abufe them, nor take other Wives to them.
Such is the Covenant of Grace, it was tranfacteq
netween the Father and the Son, for, and in be«
half ofthe Elect, 7fz. 49. from 1, t0 L1. wherein
there is a mutual engagement between the Father
and the Son, both for Redemption, Vocatior, and
Glorification, Tt. 1.2. In hopei of Eternal Life,
which God thar cannot lye promifed before the World
mai+ Whom could this Promife be made to bug
Chrift, and for whom could it be made but the
Ele(t? How could Paulhave bottomed his Hopeg
on the Promife, if he had not had an Interelt in
it? 2 Tim. 1. 9. Whohath faved s, andcalled us, not
according to onr Works, but according to bis own puy-
pofe and Grace, which was given 10 us in Chrift Fefus
before the World was : This Grace of God, which
was the original caufe of all good, was made over

to a peculiar People, before the Creation of the .

World, which Gift was free and ablolute; it was
piven to all thofe, and only thoie, who in time are

faved and called.
Thirdly, You fay, that God requireth Conditi-

ons to be performed by vs, inorder to obtain his
Bleflings. .

Reply.




Jure, having  this Seal, the Lord knoweth who
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Reply, That there are duties required of the
Subjects of this Covenant, 1 grant ; thac thefe
are Conditions, I deny; for whatever God requires
of the Subjects of this Covenant, he hath promifed
to give them a Heart to perform, and that muft
be made good on Gods part, antecedent to any
thing donc by them, that is any way pleafing un-
to God : Without Faithit's smpaffible to pleafe God ;
and Faith they have not till God gives them a new
Heart ; Sothen they that are in the Flefh canrot pleafe
God, Rbm.8. 8. 1 fay, what God requires of them,
he hath promifed to give them a Heart to do,
Ezek, 36,26, 27. -

Secondly, 1f God requires Conditions of us, then
thefc Conditions muft be performed, antecedent
to the receiving of the Bleflings; and who then

Adhall ever be the better for tbem, who hath given

to God firft ? ; - %
Thirdly, A new Heart is one of God's bleflings,
Ezek; 36.26." A Will to do what God requites is

- one of Gods Bleffings, Pfaln 110. 3. and what

€an be performed acceptable unto God, beforc
thefe Bleflings are given out ? :

Fourthly, \When God gives out thefe Bleflings,
he doth not beflow them on us for what we have
done, 7ir. 3, 5. noi yet according to what we
have dore, 2 7im. 1. 9.

Egurthly, You fay, the Covenant on Gods part
hath this” Sealy rhe Lord knowerh who are his, he
E:ill own and reward them that are faithful to

im.

Keply. That God will own and reward them that
are faithfal, I grant to be 2 great Trath, but. I
can’t think it’s the genuine Senfe of this Text 5 the
Text tells you, The Foundation of God flandeth

are
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are_bis » This Llook upon to be his decree of Ele:
ction, which was his Foundation-Act of Grace
that ftandeth fure, and the Seal is his KUOWIedgé
of them ; he knoweth whom he hath chofen
and he will own them, ftand by them, and prc:
ferve themin an apoftatizing-time. And though
Hymenens and Philetns, who once feemed as Starg
of the greatelt magnitude, had by their Apoftacy
difcovered themfelves to be but Comets, yet fuch
45 God had chofen fhould be preferved.
~ Fiftbly, You fay, that we on Our partfet tg
otir Seal, and oblige our felves to depart from Ini.
quity. ;

Reply: 1fyou caft, your kye again on the Text,
you may fee that it’s the Lord that obligeth us to
depart from Iniguity; its not hiftorical,but precep-
tive 5 And ler every onc that nameth the IName of
" Chrift, depart from’ Iniquity. ;

Stathly, You fay, that place Fer.31. 33. ex-
fly declares the Condition of the new Covenant;

Koth on Gods part and ours too, that he will be
our God, and we fhall be his People. -

Reply.” 1 think a man muft be very quick-fighted,
that can efpy a Conditionin a Text that Is Whoil;
promiffory ; he muft needs be a very great Artift
that can turn a Priviledge intoa Condition 5 I m)
be their God, and they fhall be my ‘People 5 16S a chojce
Promife; and holds out the Priviledge of theSuh.
jecls thereof 5 you may as well make the neyg
Wordsa Condition as thefe 5 They faall all know wme
from the greateft to the leaft 5 and if youdo, by the
People of God underftand fuch as are his by Vpeg
tion, then their call is here promifed; they fh"ll}
be my People ; but how fhall this be effedled ? tlh
Text tells you 5 1 will write my Law in their Flears &
and pur it i their imward pares ; This is that ‘h;t,

toth

pre
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d6th difpofe them to anfwer a Gofpel-call ; this
I1s abfolutely promifed, and what farther Affiftance
May be needed fhall not be wanting ; thofe' that

od loved with an everlafting love he will draw
unto Chrift with cords of Love, he hath engaged
to afford them the Affiftance of his Spirit to

4 cnable them to anfwer a Gofpel-call.
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Scventhly, You {ay, that to approve our felves
to be the peaple of God, we mult not only belicve

his Promifes, byt obey his Wili, and walk in

his ways, | ;

Reply. Muft all thefe be done antecedent to our
relation, and as conditions of our relation to God ?
that all thefe are matter of duty, and that they
are the means by which we approve our {elvesto
be the people of God, both to our {elves and o-
thers too, 1 grant, but that they are conditions en~
Utling us to God,as onr God, I deny. You fay un~

¢ls we be obedient unto God, and behave out
felves as his people, he will not be our Gad to

blefs us, and to crown us with Happinefs.

Reply. Firft, God muft blefs us with a principle
of Obed ience, before we can yicld an a& of Obedi-
eace ; that'is, an a&t of fincere Obedience ' and if
1t be not fincere, iv’s neither acceptable unto Gody

- Tor fpiritnally. profitable unto our felves.  The

carnal mind is enmity againft God,and is not [nbjelt 1=

20 the Law of God, ntither indeed can be : So that an

act of Obedience is not antecedent to the blefling,

- and therefore not a condition thereof ; and tho’

obedience he antecedent to happinefs, ( by which

IHuppofe you intend a Crown of Gloty ) yet ic
IS not the condition of that happinefs. Glory may

¢ confidered as anend following obedience, pre-
bartag, fitting for and difpofing to it, but not as
a7 end depending on obedicnce, asa means procu-
ring, o : ,El;z_‘:./;r[blj.’.;
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Eightbly, You fay the great bleflings of the Ga.
fpelare promifed on condition of Faith, and fin_
cere Obedience.

Reply. Here | would query, Whether Faith and

fincere Obedience be not great Gofpel Bleflings
themf{elves, or whether they will be found to grow
i1 Natures Garden ? mult not the heart firft be
changcd,beforc 2 man can believe, or yield fincere
obedience ? the effence of Faith lyeth in the act of
the Underltanding, and of the Will, neither of
which can be put forth till the heart be renewed
the underftandiog can’t behold Jefus Chriit 5 T;;Z.
natural. man recciveth mot the things of the Spirit, noy
can beknow them, for they are [pizitually difeerned .
And {uch a one wantsa {piritual eye, 1 Jobus. y,
He thar believeth that fefus is the Chrift, 1s born of
God, to know God to be the ouly true Gad, and. Fefus
Chrift whom he bash fenty 15 th_c ngt of Fefus Chrift,
John 17- 2,5 3¢ and this gifc is beftowed on them

only that are given unto Jefus Chrift : And as fop
the a&; of the Will,that alfoisa New-covenant blef.
fing, Pfal. 110. 3. Thy pegple [hall be willing in the

day of thy power. And what is lincere Obedience bug
a New-Covenan

¢-blefling alfo, a fruit of the free.
grace of God 2* Phil, 2. 13. 19’5 God thar worketh in
you, both to will and to do of his own good pleafure : |
Joubt not but faithand fincere obedience may be
called great bleflings of the Gofpel as well as others,
and what I pray are the conditions on which thefe
are beftowed ?

Ninthly, You bring three places to prove this
that Faith and Obedience are the conditions m;
which the great bleflings of the Gofpelare given
out, Ads 10.43. Hethat beleiverh fhall receive re.
aniffion of fins.

Reply, 1t’s one thing forfins to be remitted, and
another

oL
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another thing for a perfon to receive remiffion. Sin
Wasremitted from the time of Chrift’s oblation, (as
 lhewed you in the prececding head) remiffion of
1 lyes in our reconciliation, 2 Cor. 5. God wasin
Chrift reconciling the world 1o himfelf ynor imputing wto
themtheir trefpaffes ;then was the Atconement madey
but we receive the Attonement when we believe,
Rom. g, 11. By whom alfo we have now received the
tronement : Our receiving remiffion is not the con-
dition of opr parden, that wasprocured by Chrilt
long before 3 that of Prov. 28. 18. fhews us the
way in which God will be found; #7e that confefjesks
bis fin, and forfaketh it, fhall find mercy, God doth
not fet his grace and mércy to fale, hepardoneth

freely ; repentance is not the condition of pardon,

but the way to attain the fence thereof. The other
Scripture, 1 Fobn 2.7. is plainly an evidence, not a
goqdi[ion 5 Hethar doth righieoufinefs is righteous, s,
€ 15 righteons.

Tenthly, You fay,without obedience we fhall nc;
ver enter into happinefs ;, Withour holinefs none fhail

feethe Lord. -

Reply, This is readily granted, yet is not the
holinefs and obedience of {anttified ones the con=
dition of their intereft inthe covenant, but the
fruit thereof,

Eleventbly, You fay, that God will nof parden
{ins while we continue impenitent ; For the wrath of
God is revealed from heaven againft all wnr ighteonfne|s
of men, Rom. 1,18, v

Reply. That the wrath of God is revealed from
Heaven,is granted, and the greateft wrathisreveal-
ed againt the fins of thofe that are the fubjects of
this,covenant, for whom Jefus Chrift ftood a fure«
Lty : God laid all their fias vpon Chrift, /2. 3.
6. and poured out all that wrath upon Ghrift that

G2 was
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was due to them, verfe 4. Surely be hath born ouy
gricfs, he bath carried onr forrows, that which we
‘fhould have born and carried ;5 ke was wounded for
our tranfgreffions, and bybis ftripes are we béaled s, "a})
this wrath was born upon the account of the fyh.
jetts of this covenant, verfe 8. for the tranfgre fion
of any people was he (Fricken. Jefus Chrift in bearing
this” wrath for us hath born it from us, 1 Thef. r,
10, Even §efus who bath delivered us from the wray),
rocome » When Chrift was madea curfe for us, thep
did he redeem us from the curfe, in which redemp.
tion thereis remiffion; then did he confummate
that New-Covenant, Feb. 8. at which time God
pardoned all the fins of the {ubjects thereof; whep
the Teftator was dead,the Teftament was of force,
znd from that time there isa challenge made, Who
fhall lay any thing to the charge of Gods Eleci 2 1’5 God
that juftifies, &cs Rom. Qg g LAESHY ¢
Tivelfrhly, You fay, if this Doctrine were gene.
vally embraced, and putin pradtice, it wouldde.
firoy the Chriftian Religion. i
Reply. 1take thistobea hafty conclufion, which
the Premifes will not afford 3 T'know no one duty
deftroyed by it, neither Faith nor Repentance, nor
any act of Obedience, either to moral or Evangeli.
cal Precepts ; there is enough for usto do, though
not as conditions; though we are not bound tg

work for life, yet is there work enough tobedone.

from life, and our capacity to obey where God
commands is 2 fruic of onr intereft’s'a new hearg
and a new fpirit, Ezek, 36. isafruic ‘of our inte.
reft ; the fpirit enabling vs to pray 1s 2 froit of our
relation to God, Gal. 4. §. Becaufe yé arc Jons, God
hath fent forththe [pirit of bis Son intoyosr hearts, ¢ry.
ing Abba, Farber. The Docirine of the freencfy
and abloluteneis of this Covenant never opened 3

' Gap
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Gap to licentioufnefs to a gracious foul, thongh
pollibly others may abufe it as they do the Scrip- '
tures, wrefting them to their own deltroction, [
know no Doétrine that is more binding to a graci-
ous foul than the Doctrine of Free-Grace is 5 &
teacheth him o denyall Ungodline(s and Worldly Lufts,
and to live [oberly, righteonfly and godly in this prefens
Worla, Tit.2,771.

SEG T

YOu fay, the the third difference thatl make be-
tween thefe two Covenant is this, thatthe
one contains temporal bleffings, the other fpiritu-
al 5 your Anfwer to this is, that though this Co-
Venant that the Fews were under with their feed,
contained a great many temporal bleflings, yet
there were fome {piritual blellings, for Gad pro-
mifed to circumeife their hearts,and the bearts of their
children, Deut.30.6. Eph.11.19,20. God pro-
mifeth to.give them One beart, and ro take away the

- Srony beart ont of their flefh,andto give them an heart of

Jlefh, thar they fhoutd walk in bis Jtatures, and that he
would be their God,  and they (bontd be bis peaple .
Reply. 1 fuppofe my Argument yet ftands good,
and that the fame Anfwer may ferve which 1 have
given already 5 if this had been'a branch of that
Covenan:in which the natural feed ftood, confi-
dered as fuch, Deur. 29. then fhould theyall have
enjoyed the benefit thereof. God makes no pro-
mife, but he performs it too. ~
«Secondly, You fay that many of them refufed to
Perform the conditions on which thefe promifes

« Were made, and therefore they went without the

benefit thereof,

Reply. Fiifty You do not declare what thofe
C3 cons
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conditions were, nor do I know what conditiong
may be performed antecedent to a new hearc: If
you fay it was fincere obedience,which is the like.
lieft to be pitched upon, there lies the Propofy],
Dent. 50, 2. Ifthon [halt veturny and obey the voige o},“
the Lord, according to all that 1 command thee, the,
and thy childrenywithall thy beart and with all thy foul ,
Is this the condition? ifit be, thenwere they un-
der an impoflibility to perform it; this can’t be
_done without heart-circumcifion,antecedent there-
unto s The carnal mind is enmity againft God, and is
not [ubject untothe lawof God, neither indeed can be,
Rom. 8.7. Men can't dbey the law of God til]
God write his law in their hearts, they can’t ob.
ferve his judgments till he pats his fpirit within
them, fo that heart-circumcifion that follows fin-

cere obedience can’t be underftood of the firft

work of fan@ification,but of a farther carrying on
of the work thereof.

Secondly, 1f you read the Book of the covenant,
Exod. 21,22, 23.Chapters, You will find no fuch
promife there ; that thefe Chapters contained the

hook ofthe Cavenant, appears, Exod. 24.8. if yon

read the 28th. of Deur. where you have a lift of 3]
the bleflings of this covenant,you will find no fuch
promife there, and yet Mofes tells them Chap. 29,
1. Thefe are the Words of the covenant that the
Lord commanded bim to make with them ; and ip
the 2§ verfe. you may fee that this was the Covye.
nant the Lord made with them when they came oyg
of Egype 5 by which note its diftingifhed from the
covenant into which heart-circumcificn was put

“fer. 31, 32,53 and as for that promife that God
made of a heart towalk in his ftatutes, Ezek. g,
10, 20, it was made to a peculiar people thag
God had amang the Fows, or tothe fpiricual feed ;

. If
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Jer.24. This promife was made to the good figs,
Not to the evil 5 there is a fearful curfe threitped
agaiaft them ; 1t was the fame captivity that Eze-
kiel relates to.

SECT. IV.
YOu fay, the fourth Difference that I make he-
t

ween thefe two covenants,is in refpect of the
fubjects : The fubje@s of the one being the natu-

- 1al feed of Abrabam, confidered as fuch, the fub-

je&s of the other being the fpiritual feed, true
Members of Chrift, really regenerate and hoIY}
But this expofition of the :Members of Chrift is
your own,and not mine : To this you fay, that the
difference between the Covepant of Grace undet
the Law, and under the Gofpel, isnot-fo great
as to make them different Covenants.

Reply. 1know no differenee in the Covenant of
race then and now, nor did I endeavour to make
any, Ionlydiftingnifh the Covenant ofGra.cc from
that Covenant that the natural feed were 1, con-

fidered as fuch. > :
Secondly, Youfay, that all that were admitted in-
to the Churchof the Fews, and profefled that reli-
glon, were in the covenant of Grace; and all that
arc admitted into the Church of Chrift, and pro-
fefs that religion that be hath tanght,are in the co-
venant of Grace, under the Evangelical Admini-
ration ; and ‘much to this purpofe you have
brought, without one Text of Scripture to prove
Ity therefore I fhall let it pafs till I come to your

Scriptures. :
Thirdly, You fay, there are many promifes
of Pardan and Salvation, which are fpecial pafgSf
C 4 ; :
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of the Golpel-Covenant made to the wicked, oy
condition of repentance, as 7fa.§5. 7. Eztk 15,

o ,

Reply. Firft, The offer of the promile isto a)}
where the Gofpel comes, but its one thing to haye
the offer, and another thing to have an intereft
the promife. «

Secondly, The Promifes,though offered unto aJj
yetare made to nonebat the {piritual feed; to Abyg.
bam  and bis fecd were the promifes made 5 he [aith noy
20 [eeds, as of many, bus unto thy [eed., asof one, which i
Chrift, Gal. 3.16. ;

Fourthly, You fay, that thofe of the natural feed
that were not the Children of God, Rom. 9. were -

fuch as rejected Chrift, and fought Juftification by
the works of the Law.

Reply. 1 grant they rejeted Chrift, but this Ap.
{weris befides the Queftion ; the Queltion is, Whe.
ther they had an intereft in the promife ? the
were the Children of Abraban, butnot the Chij.
dren of the Promife, which were accounted for

the Seed. ‘ : ‘
Secondly, How came they to rejet Chrift ? Wag

it not becaufe they had no [nterelt in the Promify

o Relation unto Jefus Chrift? I fuppofe Chrig .

bottoms it there, Fobz 10.26. Ye belicve nory by,
canf ye are not my Sheep, as 1 [aid unto you. The
Covenant of Grace was made with Ifrael, Jer
31.33. But all arc not Ifrack that are of Ifrag.
Not as though the Word of God has taken noy,
effeét = Thofe fo whom God hath promifed Grace
ta them he gives it; but'that was to Jfrael,. no?
all of 1fra¢l, .1 mentioned Facob and Efan too, ¢
one loved, and the other hated ; and pug the’Qp )
ftion, Whether a Perfon hated of God, mishy be
confidered a fubject of the Covenant of G ,-;ée? CI:
like.

\
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likewife mentioned Gat.s. 16, 2.9. If ye be Chrifts,
kaen are ye Abrabams Seed, and Heirs according to
Promife ;1 thewed you, that dbrabam had but
two Seeds, a nataral and a {piritual Seed ; thag
the Gentiles axe not his natural Seed, nor can they

be known to be his fpiritual Seed, till they walk

In the fteps of dbrabam's Faith; but thereis no re-
PIY to all this,

Firfty You Query, if formal Profeffors have no
Intereft in the Covenant of Grace, how then can
they be faid to tranfgrefs it ? :

Reply. 1know not where it's fo faid, thoughI
deny not but Gofpel-laws are broken by them.

Secondly, You Query, how they could have any
hopc of Mercy and Salvation, in cafe they repent,
if they have no Intereft in the Covenant ?

Reply. I never denied, that thofe have an Inte-
relt in the Covenant, that do in time come truly
torepent s that which I deny, is, that thofe which
live and dje impenitently had ever. an Intereft in
the Covenant of Grace. ;

Thirdly, Yon Query, ifnone have an Intereft in
the Covenant but'the fpiritual Seed of Abrabam,
fuch as are truly regenerated, then howscould any

N

upon fure grounds be admitted into the Church by
Baptifm ? -
Reply. T know none but fuch as are for Infapt-
Ptifm, that do make Intereft in the: Covenant,
the ground thercof, nor any ground they have. fo
to do as yet, though you have written fo many
Lines about it. We fay, a true Faith gives the
Subject a right to challenge it, a Profeflion of t!m-tf
‘aich gives a call to the Adminiﬂ.‘rator. to admnll]le
fter ir, and his Authority fo to do is from t
Commiflien, Mar, 5. <

Steondly, 1deny that ever I faid, that nontehlé‘g




b 3 . -

33 oruth Windicated.
thofe that are truly regenerateare the fubjects of
the Covenant, (that is, thofe to whom the Pro.
mifes are made) and now that I may prevent thig
miftake for the future, I fhall thew you, who they
are that 1 do own to be the Subjelts of this Coye.
nant.

The Subjeéts of the Covenant of Grace are the

Ele¢t of God, that are given unto Jefus Chrift

and here I fhall premife two things : Firft, 7 hap

there are an EleG People, a Particular People,
that God hath chofen in Chrift out of the M.fs of

Mankind, before the Foundation of the World

unto Salvation as the end, and to San@ificaticn as

the means.
Firft, They arc chofen to Salvation as the end,

' 2 Theff. 2. 13. Godhath chofen you to Salvation from
the begtuning : Eph.1.4.. According as be hath chofen
as in him, before the Foundation of the World, that we
fhould be holy, ahd without blame before him in - Loye,
“There are four things which lie in the very furface
of the Text: Firft, This choice is of particular
Perfons, Paul and the Epbefians. Secondly, They
were chofen in Chrift. Thirdly, This choice wag
before the Foundation of the World.  Fourthly,
It was that they fhould be Holy, notupon a fore.
fight that they would be Holy. Holinefs is ag
effect of Elettion, not the caufe.

. Secondly, Thefe Elect were given unto Chrift,
Fobn 177. 1 hine they were, and thou gaveft them upsq
e+ This Gift of the Father to the Son was ante.
cedent to the Knowledge of God, and Jefus Chrift
given to them by the Son, Fobn17.25 3. Thar [
may give Erernal Lifeto as many as thou haft given un.

some+ Some men arc the Sheep of Chrift, fome

men are not the Sheep of Ghrift; when both are

Unbelievers; Fohn 10. 16 compared with the 26,

verfe,
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{ verfe. T fhall now prove, that thefe are the fub.
{ts" jeds of this Covenant. :
Pt Firff, It appears, in that the Bleflings of this
P Covenant belong to them, Epb. 1. 3. Who: bath
th‘!".’lfﬂ:?d uswith all [piritual Bleffings in Chrift, accord-
W% 4ng as be barh chofen us in him : They bhave a Title
yuntoall, and in time thall enjoy all, when all others
¢ #l will fall fhort of ity Rom. 11.8§. What then Ifrael
il hath not obmincd, that which it fought after, but the
ﬂﬂ‘ Elelion bath obtained ity and the reft were blinded,
’ ‘Secondly, It was for their fakes that Chrift ha(_l
{xﬁvf his Name Fefus given to him: Thou fhalt call his
’,'orldl Name Fefus, for he (hall fave bis People from their
o Sinsy, Mat. 1,21, his People before they were a fa-

Ved People.

2  Thirdly, It was upon their account that Chrift
i underwent all his Sufferings, Yok 10. 15. 1 lay
;Wﬂ down my Life for the Sheep : ifa. 53.8. For the
! Lran[yre(fions of my People was be fricken : He loved
il the Church, and gave himfelf for them : Eph. 5. 25.
W{gd Eor their [akes be fanstified bimfelf : John 17.19. He
(b prayed for them, be prayed nor for the World, but for,
gyl them that were given bim of the Father 3 and if he
”,i prayed not for the World, 1 conclude he died
WW not for the World. ‘
ot Fourthly, Itappears, in that thofe only are the
.ai!#. fpiritual Seed of _dbrabam to whom the Promifes
0 weremide, Gal. 3,.29. If ye be Chriff'sy then are ye
”‘hfig Abrabam's Sced, and Heirs according to the Promife,
¢ Thefe, and thefe only are the Perfons that in time
"’J come to believe, Fobn 6, 377. All that the Fapher
’Cﬂ‘[ Vet me fhall come wnto me : John 10,16, Other
i Sheep 1 have that are nor of this Fold, them alfo 1
i wmift bring 5 (hew me g troe Believer, and I will
[ fnc“ you an Ele& Perfor: So then, I conclude
:bﬂg with you, that the regenerate are not the only

/ fub-
/i
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fubjeéts of the Covenant of Grace. There wy,
more Marks of difference that I gave you of theg
two Covenants, among which this was one, the
Covenant of Grace was a|better  Covenant, eﬂ:
blifbed on berter Promifes. There can’t be 3 de~
gree of comparifon where there is but one, 3
fhewed in what refpeéls the Promifes were bette,
but you were pleafed to pafs all without a feply:
and to conclude from what was written, tha;
there was no fuch difference between the' Coys,
nant of Grace and that Covenant that the' naty,
ral Seed were in, but that in fubltance it was the
fame, though the Premifes were far enough frop
being cleared.

SE CT. =V,

Ol come now to challenge arepeal of Chjj.

drens  Church-memberifhip, though you haq
. it before; 1told youit was then repealed, whey
che Covenant by -which they were conttituted 5
Chuorch was broken, Zach. 11. ro. I fhewed yop,
there was a niew Qommxfﬁon'glven out after Chrig
was tifen, according to which the Apoftles were
to acty Mar.28,19,20."

Your Anfwer to this, is, that the Ceremonig)
Law is fometimes called the firft and old Covenang,
Flcb. 8.7, 13. the Jewifh fhadows va:nfhed, their
carnal Ordinances and Sacrifices ceas’d.

Reply. The Apoftle here {peaks of the Coye.

ant. it felf, and not of the Ceremonial Law, 5
gilkin{t fro;n the Covenant : Thoughl deny not,
but when the Covenant was aboh[hed, the Ordi.
nances were abolifhed too, which Ordinanceg
were but the adjanéts of the firft Covenant, dj.

ftin& from the Efience, Heb. 9. 1. Then verily
; the




