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• T o which is annexed 

A l i t t l e Treatise o f the C O V E N A N T S , 
containing a Defcription of the Covenant 
ot Grace, and fevcral Marks o f d i f t i n ^ i -
on, by which i t appears. That the Cove
nant that was made with Abraham and his 
Natural Seed, coiifidcred as fuch,- was not 
the Covenant o f Works , nor yet the Co-
venant of Grace, but a peculiar Covenant. 

iVhat thing foever I comwandyou, that obftrve 
and do ; thoHjhalt not add thereto, nor dimi-
mjlj from it^ Deut. 12. 3z. 

Go yetber-efore^ and teach all Nations, baftiz.-
tni them iti the Name of the Father, and of 
the Son, and of the Holy Gho/i; Match. zS. 19. 

Teaching them to obftrve all things what foever I 
ha.ve commanded yOH^ and lol amwith you al-

jmy,even untothe endofthe lVorld,hmen.v.20. 

L 0-N D O Ni 
Pr in ted fo r the A u t h o r . 1685. 



T O T H E 

Courteous Reader, 

T Hou haji here the fuhjlance of ivhat 
hath paji in Writing between a 
!Baptift and a ^edo^aptifl^ about 

the point of 'Baptifm, that hath been lon^ 
Controverted among us. The reafon why the 
^edo'baptift goes''Namekfs, is hecaufe the 
Mthor hath a %efpeci for him : F i r f t , Up^ 
on the account of his'Abilities, S e c o t i d -
i y , _ upon the Account of his Moderation in 
^yiting^ not dipping his ^en f o much in 
Vinegar as others ha-)>e done, ^ / i d , T h i r d 
l y , Upon the Account of his Conlwfatio?h 
^0 which is an7iexed a little Treattfe of the 
Coyenants. NoTl> tho' there are feveral 
things contained in the Covenants that are 
^Mridled in the f t f t part of the booky yet 
^t s thought necejjary to print them by 
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T o t h e R e a d e r . 

thcmfehes, where thou mayeft fee the fcope 
of them more fully and clearly. All that I 
the Juthor defies of thee^ is, ^that thou 
wouldefl read with an mprejudicd Eye, and 
weigh it in the ballance of the SanBmry : 
Try, it hy the Word, 'which is the great ^ 
flandard, a Touch-flone of Truth, and f o . 
far as it hath foundation hi the Word, re* 
cecoe it, and no further. F a r e w e l l . 



I 

T r u t h V i n d i c a t e d ^ 

I N 

S e v e r a l B r a n c h e s t h e r e o f , ^ ^ c . 

S I Ry 

I Have received your Paper, entitled, InfAnt-
Baptifin Findicatcd^ and have returned my 
Anfwer. 

Your firft Argument is this^ Thofe that ars 
to he entredimo Covenant with God, and to be admitted 
Members of the vifible Chmch,have a right to B'tptifm, 
i»d ottght to be baptiz.ed, there being no other way of 
divine inflitmion {under the Gofpcl^ ofadmijfmof 
members, but by baptifm. . \ 

But the Infants of believinr Parents ought to he ad-
^I'.tedinto covenant with God^ members of th'j vfftblo' 
Ghitrch, therefore they have a right to baptifm. 

Pirfi, I anlwer. As to the confequence of your 
Major Propofition, which is this. That thofs that: 
are folemnly to be admitted into the vifiblc 
phnrch, ( i f by the vifible Church you mean an 
inftituced Church ) have a right to bnpcifm, I 
f ' rant i t , though I deny that Baptiftn isthe formal 
conftituting cau(c o f Church-Mcmberfhip: For 
that which may be but once adraimftred, is not the 
fo rmj ) , conllicuting caufe; but Baptifnfi roayba 
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2 m n t i ) minUmfii* 
but once adpiniftred, therefore i t is not the for
mal Conllituting caufe. For EJcample, A Pcrfon 
piay he juftly ejeded, and upon repentance receiv
ed again : But i f bapcifm were the formal conftitp-
ting caufc, then muft he be as often baptized as 
received. 

Secondly, I deny your Minor, which is, That 
V Children of Believing Parents ought tobeentrcd 

jnto covenant with God, and admitted Members 
p f the viiible Church. 

( I . ) You fay, the Covenant that God made 
vihh ^kraham, belonged to his Seed j and while 
Jiisfeed were in an infant-ftate, they were in cove
nant, and engaged to God by circumciffon, which 
was then the feal of the Covenant, 17. 7,8,' 
11,12. 

T o this I anfwer, f / > / , This proves not that 
the Childrco o f Bclievcrs ought folemnly to be ta
ken into covenant with Goa,and admitted Church-
Members, the Difpenfation being changed, you 
your felf do not tye to the rules of that difpenfati-
pn : Under the legal difpenfation a Baftard was not 
to enter into the Coagrcgation of the Lord unto 
the tenth Generation, D m . 23.2. but you wil l 
admit a Baftard to enter in . 

Secondly, 1 deny that ail the feed o f Abraham 
were circumciled • they were the Males only that 
were circumcifed, and yet the Females were his 
Seed alfo. 

Thirdly, I deny that covenant to which circura> 
cifion was fee as the token, GV». 17. r r , t 2 . to be 
the covenant of Grace : Thatcovenantthat mi[?h£ 
he broken was not the coveuantof Grace • but die 

• Covenant to which Circumcifion was fet as the 
token, was a Covenant that might be broken. Gen. 
!?• 14- therefore not th9 covenant of grace. 

C ) You 



0 - ) You fay, that under the Government o f 
^^ojes. Parents and Children entred into covenant 
With the L o r d , jDent.19. 10, 12. . 

Brjl^ y^nfvoer. This I grant you ; but I deny 
. that covenant to be the covcn;mt of Grace, for 
it' the Scripture makes a raanifeft dilference between 

5 thele two covenants. 
SI,; ^p-'?'. Tliey differ in refpca o f the Sjbjeas 1 
f4 luojefts of that covenant, Dmt. 29. were the 
f natural feed, confidered as fuch,but thefe were not 

J iubje.ts of the covenant of Grace, A'ow. p. 6,7,3. 
\K Not as though the word of God hath takn none ejfe^c 
> -f/^ '^ '7 '̂•^ ""^ Jfrad that are of Jfrael ; neither 
(fl J hccanfe they are the feed of Aoraham, are they all chil-

drtn, bftttnlJaacjhaU thy feed be called: Sothenthey 
, ,> that are the chddren of the flejh^thcfe are not the child, in 

, Of Ood, but the children of the fromfe are accounted for 
• V t^e Iced.' The Apc i th diainguinicth here between 

the children of the fislh afid the children of the 
prorrafe; and the fame might be noted of facob 
^nd Efait, the one being hated, and the other lo
ved: Malt Efau be owned a fubj^a of the co venant 

^race,who was an obj^a: of the Fathers hatred ? 
i here are no more to be accounted the fnbjefts o f 
the covenant of Grace, cither of Jews or Gentiles, 
then are related to Chr i f t , I f y e h 

[4 ^'^'''i/}s, then are ye Abrahams feed, and heirs according 
K to the prom:fe. 

Secondly, That Covenant contained curfcs, (as 
well as bkCings ) Dent. 29. .10, 21. which nught 

tf^ fall on the fabjetts therco! without a fand^ilied ufc 
f f j of them, as they did on the evil figs, Jer. 24- 8 ,9 , 
^' JO- but the covenant of Grace contains bleffings 
t oniy> Jer. 31.33,3-}. Tnat thefe were two cove-
f iiants, appears, 

f t r f i , B3C •ufe t lwt covenar.c was broken, verfe 
32' 



4 €mt\) S f i t u t c a t e a , 
32. but the covenantor Grace can't be broken, 

^ .That Covenant contained only tempo-
ralbkffings, Dmf.zS. God did never promifea 
New Heart and a New Spirit by vertue o f that co
venant i i f he had, all the natural feed ihould 
have bad the enjoyment of i t , for he is a faithful 
God, a covenant-keeping God •, but the covenant 
of Grace contains fpiritual bleflings, 'f^f' 33, 
54. I will write my law in their hearts, theyjhall all 
k^m me: I trill forgive their iniquities., and remember 
their fmsm more. ,- - • , 

Thirdly, That Covenant was conditional, as ap
pears in that i t was broken, Jtr.'^i, 32. but the 
covenant of Grace is abfolute, verfe 3 34' Thae 
covenant was an old covenant, fdeb.%.laft. the 
covenant of grace a new, Heb. 9. i s - That cove
nant was the firft,the covenant of Grace the fecond, 
/ / t ^ . 9.18. The covenant of Grace was a better 
covenant, Heb.S. 6. theproraifes were better. 

rirfi. In that they contained fp i r i tua l bleffings. 
Secondly, In that they were abfolute; that cove

nant is abrogated, Zach. 11.1 o, 11. but the cove
nant of Grace ftill remains: That covenant being 
thus diftinguifhed from the covenant of grace, no 
Argument can be drawn for the Church-member
ship and baptifm of the children of Believers under 
Ehe Gofpel from that covenant dilpenfation. 
• la the next place you endeavour to prove t l i . t 
covenant to be the covenant of Grace,. to which I 
jiecd make no reply, i t being anfwered already ; 
only IHiall examine your Scriptures, Rom. 4. 13. 

^ Gal.$. 14, 15, 17. That the covenant here fpoken 
of is the covenant of Grace, I grant; but thefe 
prove not the covenant, Deat. 29. to be the cove
nant of Grace, and that's the Work you ha.ve to 

^ Secondly, 



Secondly, Thefe Scriptures do not prove the natu
ral feed to be the fubje^s of the covenant of Gsace, 
out the contrary ; he faith not of feeds,as of many, 
but of one, that is Chr i f t , Chrif t Mylt ical , Head 
and Members, Chrifi: and the EI?dt, uerfe 29. / / . 
ye beChrifls, then arc ye Abraham's feed, and heirs ac-
t^Of'din^to thepromife. 

f'>^,Prove your relation to Chrifl:,and then you 
may conclude your relation to Abraham-^toAbraham 
and to his feed were the Promifes made, not to eve
ry believer and his feed : Abraham had but two 
leeds, a natural and a f p i r i t n a l ; the Gentiles are not 
his natural feed, nor can they be known to be f p i r i -
tual, t i l l they walk in the fteps Abraham'^ faith. 
• secondly, I have denied that covenant that was 
ligned by circumcifion to be the covenant of Grace, 
101 deny that the natural feed oi Abraham did en
ter into that covenant by circumcifion, their h -
tereft intbac covenant was antecedent to their cir
cumcifion. 

Ftrft, The covenant was made with Abraham 
tourteen years before circumcifion was appointed, 
t^w. 15. 18. compared with Cm. 17. 

Secondly, They were born interefted in theco-
venant,but notcircumcifed t i l l the eighth day ; i f 
they had not had an interefl in the covenant, then 
neglefl: o f circumcifion could not have been a 
breach of the covenant, as i t was, Gen. 17. 14. 

IhirdlyfThQ Females were not circumcifed at aPj 
and yet they had an iaterell in the covenant as 
"in-'ell as the Males. 

Fourthly, I deny that intereft which the natural 
leed had in that covenant, and that Church-mem-
berlhip which then they enjoyed,tobe fulficient to 
priviledgc them to Baptifm. Tiiofe that cirae to 
fo'm to.be baptized, M^^t, 3. and Luke 3. and 

were 



6 
were rejefted, had an interelt in that covenant, 
they were Church-Members, they had Abraham 
their Father, but this would not do, they muft 
bring forth f ru i t meet for repentance j yet had they 
as ftrong an argument as any you have brought for 
the baptizing of infants. 

They were all intereftcd in the covenant, all 
Church-members.to whom Chrift and John preach
ed j but firft difcipled, and then baptized, fohn 4 . 

" ' Your laft Argument is this. That if admitting in
fants into covenant with God, and [0 into th; vtfibls 
Church Jbe repealed, it belongs to us tofljcw when and how. 

1 aMwer, before you challenge me to (hew a re-
peal,you fiiould firft prove that this was once a Go-

/-Jenceforth knotv we no man after thefl'fi-, .2 Cor. 5. a 
Jew that before was born a Church-Member was 
no longer accounted fuch, unlefs in the judgment 

of 



of Charity he was new born, i Cor. 12. By OKC 
Jpi-ru are we all haptiz^ed into one body, and made to 
drink^into one [pint, whether Jew or Gentile. Eph. 4. 
4. 2 here is one body, and onefpirit, even as ye are called 
In one hope of your calling : And. to every one of us isgi~ 
•ven grace according^ to the meafitre of the gift of God: 
And can we thinlclhat this one baptifra belongs to 
tuore than the members of that one body ? The 
univerfal vifible Church eKtends not i t felf beyoiid 
tbe limits of this one body, and there is not one 
uncalled and unfanftified member to'be found in 
this body j they are all fuch in the judgment ot Cha
r i t y , and in receiving members into a particular in -
fticuted Church the Apoftles keep clofe to the 
coramiflioB, AUs 2. 4 1 . They f i r f t difcipled,then 
baptized, then added unto the Church; as many 
as Gladly received the word were baptiz^cd, and the fame 
day there were -added unto them about three thoufand 
jouls. The Titles given to particular Churches 
ftiew that they were Saints, fuch as in the 
jiidgment of charity were inherently holy, each 
individual member that was judged meet to ftand 

[̂Ijeif in a Cinirch-[t.ir.e was fo accounted, 2 Thef. i . 3. 
"^^nr faiihgroiveth exceedingly, and the love of every 

1;̂  3' one of yon all aboundtth : .This is not applicable to 
/jr^f , Infants, Phil. \. 5, 5,7. "fis that hath begun a good 

mark in yon, will not ceafetoperfeSlthefamC, as it Is 
meet for me to think fo of yon all. 
. Your conclulionisihis. That if the infants of Be-

^^evirs are flillin the covenant, thtn they have a right 
to Baptifm, the feal of the covenant. 

I anfwer. This feemeth to be diverfc, i f not con
tradictory to what precedes : Pj / - / , You contend 
lor entrance into tiie covenant by baptifm : Now 
you nnkcan Intcreft ia the covenant the ground 
of baptifm, which i;ou fay the feai of thdr iu -

terefi.' 



tereft. Before I return you an anfwer to this, % 
defire you to Ihcw me th^ Scripture that calls bap-
tifra the Seal of the Covenant. 

Jr^ments for Believers Baptifm inoffofttion to ItP-
fantJapfm. 

Give me leave now to offer you foraething for 
Believers Baptifm in oppofition to Infants. 

jf fuch as are difcipled to Chrift by the Word are the 
onlyfubjeth of baptifm, according to Chrift'sCommtf-^ 
fion then Infants are not. 
' Lt fitch as are difcipledto Chrift by the Word are 
the only fubjeEls of Baptifm, according to Chrtft s Com-
miffion, therefore Infants are not. 

The firft Propofition I prove thus, 
Firfi, I f Infants be uncapable o f being difcipled 

to Chrift by the W o r d , then they are not the fub-
jcfts of baptifm according toChrif t 's commiffion; 
but they are fo, &c. . , c t 

Secondly, I f Infants be uncapable of learning 
Ghrift by the W o r d , then they are uncapable ot 
being difcipled to Chrift by the Word ; but they 

r/bi/'^/v,innf;mts are uncapablc of learning Self-
denial for Chrift by the W o r d , then are they un-
capable of being difcipled toGhnf tby the W o r d ; 

but they arc fo, &c. • 
The fecond Propofition is proved. Mat. 28.^9. 

Goy difcipk to me allKations, baptiz.ingthcm.,^c. Fi r f t 
difciple,and then baptize. That the fubjcds of bap. 
l i f m muft be difciplcd, I (hall add one Argument: 

I f the Apoftlcs, who well underftood their Lords 
commifion, did firft difciple and then baptize, 
then Siredifciples the only fubjefts of Baptifm, but 
they did fo , ^ f f ^ 3. 41. This was their praftice 

every 



every where, not one inftance can be given to.thc 
contrary •, there is no prefident of their baptizing 
of Infants, no, not one, and the v/ant o f a prefi
dent does ftrongly conclude that there was no pre
cept now if there be neither precept nor prefi
dent to be found, then is there no fuch thing as 
Infant-baptifm of Divine- inft i tut ion. 

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

Your Aiajor Propofition yon fay 1 grant, which 
was this, That thofe that onght to admitted members 
of the -viftble church, ought to he baptiz.ed. 

Reply, Here you mifreprcfent i t ; 1 laid, i f by the 
vifible Church you meant an inllituted Church, J 
did grant i t j I know no formal way of admitting 
members into the univerfal viliblc church, unlefs 
you call the preaching of the word the formal way, 
for thofe that arc called out of the world by the 
preaching of the W o r d to embrace Jefus C h r i f l , 
are upon their owning and profeffing of him, to be 
judged members of the univerlal vifible Church, 
provided their convcrfation docs anfwer their 
profeffion. 

But here you fay, I deny that Baptifm is the for 
mal caufe of their admiflion and the rcafon I give 
for i t is this, that i f baptifm were the formal caufe 
of Church-raemberOiip, then i t muft be repeated 
when an Excommunicated Pcrfon is reftorcd. 

T o this you anfwer, that there is no need to re
peat baptifm, for Excommunication docs not 
wholly unchurch a perfon,or make him no membsr 
of the Church. ^ 

Reply, Here I mufl take your own word, for 
you offer no proof to i t , and your bare word can
not in theleafllhake ray Argument^ and now give 



mc leave to tell you,that a perfon jnfl ly excommu^ 
nicaced is not only cut ofFfrom communion, but is 
caft out from being a member o f that particular bo
dy in wliichhe once flood, i Cor. 5.13. Wherefore 
fat may from among your feher that wielded perfon • 
Mat. Z8.17. Let him he to thee as an Heathen Man 
or a Fnhlican. , • n 

Your Minor Propofition you fay was this, Brn 
the children of believer s ought to he entred into cove
nant with God^ a'jd admitted members of the vifibk 
Church. This you fay I deny, though 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,thc reafon of my denial is 
this, becaufe the adminiilration is changed, the 
Gofpel-adminiftration differs from that under the 
Law, fo thatitdocs not follow that the children 
of Believers are now to be admitted by Baptifm. 
Your anfwer to this is, that the covenant of grace 
is differently adminiftred under the Law ar.d Gof
pel, but ihofe different adminiflrations do not 
bake the covenant different. 

Reply, Firft, Here is a grant given that the ad-
miniltration is charged, and i f fo , then mud wc 
take our meafurcs from the law of the new admi-
fliflration, and not from the old. 

Secondly, I grant the covenant of Grace to be 
the fame ; that which I denied was, that the cove
nant which was fignedwith circumcifion was the 
covenant of Grace. 

Secondly, You fay, the covenant that God made 
wi th Abraham atid his feed was the Gofpel-Cove-
nant. 

Reply, I never denied that neither, ( i f by his feed 
arc intended his fpiritual feed) that which I denied 
v»'as, that the covenant God made wi th Abrahnm 

and 



and h,s natural feed, (confidered as f u c h ) was 
the covenat of Grace. j yy^^ 

You fay, it^was the Gofpel Covenant, and that 
^ c j promifed to be a God to him, and to his feed 
rhTr ' .^"ip'y^"8 that he would afFord to them 
ina were in u>vcnant w i i h h i m a l l bleffings that 
could be c^pti icd from a gracious God, 6^c«^ 7.7. 
to hf ; l Ŝ"""̂ ""̂  ^^^^ covenant Ge^. i 7 . -r, 

ti^ral, coiihdered as fuch, rerfc A Father of 

h e f h d f & d ' ' . ' h r ^^^^ '^•'''^^ h imfe l fover to 
finlf L^rniPhf^ 1 ° ' ^ ' ^ ^ ° ^ ° " themallblef-
and w h . f V ? ^ ^ ^ be expeaed from a gracious God, 

ie(f}s orrhic. . i ^ ' ^ ' •^" '̂̂  none of the fub . 
b l e L i V' ' ' ' ' ' ? ' ' ^^ " ^ ^ ' l "lif's of either of thefe 
that B^o\..wr' '^^-^'J'^^'^f"^" of v ^ ^ r ^ W s feed 
fubieflc J '̂ ^^<= Wefiings were never the 

f t A? covenant, 
w i f h ^^y^ ^h'̂  covenant that God made 
T o v e n f r f ^ ' more likely to be the 
C r I n J f K ° ' ? ' ' ' ' ^ ^ ^ " that Gen. 15. 18. which I 

-^u-'^ covenant of Grace, 
that c o » yo'Jr miftake,in ftying, I granted 
Ierar>rl!i r f"- ' 5 ' to be theccvcnant ot gtacc, 
telling 1 " ° ^"^^ thi"g h however, I thank you for 

' be t i e r n v i ' ^ ' that6V«. 17. 7. is more likely to 
«y t L oTpr . '"u ^ i ^ ^ «^her, for I de-
tained ? fc^^ ^^^^"^""^ S'-^«» for i t con-
I'ven thu M U„d. And now that thc r i may be na 

more 



^•ftokes I will fliew you that covenant I dei 
" ° ' ' S t S f c V e r a n V o f Grace ; it's that v.hich 
^ J ' , ' ' ^ \ t ^ S Abraham and the natural feed, 
God " ^ ^ - ^ I ^ V . i , was again renew'diF^w. 17.8. 
"""Af r h e ^ r a n d that^as dedicated wi th the 
Hood of thê ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  8 and that was 

S r e n " w e d , Z ) ^ « ^ 2 9 . 10,11. in aU wh.ch places 
A f . A a r e the fame, the natural feed,con fid er. 
^ r f f t S h e itan e the fame,the land of Ca, 

ed as f ; ^ ^ f^j ;"ovenant that contain'd temporal 
S ^ S o n ^ t h ' t covenant that isdiltinguifhed 
f 3 c covenant of grace, 5^^;-3i. 3^,33- asap. 
rea^s by comparing the 3:^^^^ v^ith 29- ^S-
tills is that covenant which is d i f t i n f t f rom the co
venant of grace, H c k 8 . 6 , 7 . and fo to the end, 

' " F c i ? ; Yo'aVl'y;'that when God renewed this 
covenant with Abraham, he promifed in more plain 
terms that in his feccd all the nations of the earth 
Omldbe blefjed^ Gen. 22. 18. . 

Reply I pranc that the covenant ot grace was 
here renewed, and that hercis a promife of all f p i - . 
ritual bleffings, Grace here, and Glory hereafter, 
which is and lhall come upon every individual per
fon that is a fubjcft of that covenant: But this pro
mife was made to the fpir i tual feed,not to the natu
ral : This promifc was made in ehrift,and to thofe 
only that are Chri l fs ; If ye be Chrifts, then are ye A-
hraham^s feed, and heirs according to the promife. Gal. 
3. 29. This promife takes not in every individual 
pcrfon of all Nations, though its faid al l theNati* 
ons of the Earth fhall be bleffcd, bnt fuch only as 
are related HntoChriIt,C7-i/.3.8,9,10. Godpreach-
cd the Gofpel to Abraham, faying, in thee jhall all 
the Nations of the earth hehlejfed: So then, they that 
(ire of faith, ( tha t is of Chrift,faich being taken ob-

)c£tively ) 
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4 
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f 
i f -

K ^ j i v c l y ) are hkfed with faithfd Abraham: For as 
j f Z '''' f i ' ^ ^ " / L^^.^re under the curfe: 
rnnn^ P '̂Omife had been made to the natural fted, 
eoS. J . l """^ ° f ^hem fiiould have 
S nrn i ? ' ^^^benefit thereof. Hath God made 
Jhcm^. ^T'"* "'^"'^"^ '^"d yet many of 
i fTen ^''^'"S ^^^'•^of? H o ^ ' w i l l 
thTumiT?T^ 4 - ' 6 - his of faith, 

'^''pdej^retoalithefeed, 5cc. ^ ^ 
o n t h S ' You fay that this blefling that is-come 
rho, I ' " P ' . i . ^ ' that s,ontheGm/7e., isnoo-
w l ch w c r ^ ^ ^ f ^^'^ Priviledge. 
which were made to them in Chrift by covenant, 

3- ' 4 , 17. ? 

common I I I ' ' . i " " ' ' ^ " ^ S""*^ y ° " ' but i t did not 
ChrHt, , , fuch only as were 
r C ' r, ^ ̂ ^^^^ '^^"'Cd you already • nor did ic 

c o v e n ^ h ^ " i t ivas never put into that 
red . f ^ n ^ ! " ""r^'^^ " ^ ^ " " 1 fe^d ftood, confide-

c l S - 1 ^ And this anticipates your con-
ciu on, which IS this, that the covendnt that God 
uiaac with Abraham, which was figncd with cir-
i Z n * t̂h<^ covenant of Grace; for had that 

• rnr A into which thefc bleflings were 
tncy fhould have conic on all the natural feed, 

Whovverethefubjeasthercof. * ^ , 
rnnJ^r^P' i t was no othcr'than the cove-: 
_autmgt^acc into which the entered, Deut, 
^ndthZi^i , '^''y f:liMif)theetobe.apcoph' 
^ c n f ^ H K f And thefe woVd 
Srac?,t d^f^-'/?7P^^t t ° '̂̂ -P'-*̂ '̂̂  the covenant of 

as d i f t i n a from the ceremonies of the Law;-

Replf: 



J 4 €mt^ mnUtattui 
p,./v As to the 29th. of DcM, I have fpoken 

r ^ v ^ n d in muft remind you of wha t l f a . d , 
fhen compare 25. with Jer. 3^' 3^, 33. and you 
mav fee it's d i f t in f t from the covenant of Grace - it 
w s he coveiant God made with them, when he 
JrouRhtthem upoutof and tliat wasnotthe 
covenant of Grace: This Note of dif t indion be-
meen the covenant Dmt, 29. and the covenant 
of Grace'l gave you in my l a f t ; but you have not 
I d e a word of Reply ; and whereas you fay that 
? i doth diftinguifh the ceremonies of the Law 
fti tS covenant of Grace, there is not one word 
of the covenant of Grace in the p ace youhave quo. 
. I Knf 1 ninnofe You gather i t f rom thefe words. 

Obey "'y^'[\\ p^oraifed to the natural feed.by ver-
SfoVJl ie S u l i a r covenant, in the fame terms , 
S?s proves^not that covenant to be the covenant of 

G « c e God here makes himfelf over upon Condu 
• ? T ^ r n i but the covenant of Grace is abfo. 

o l E c e Jo S^d is the f m l t of our relation 
h v v c r ° u e o t t h e covenant of Grace, not the Con-
ditior ™ is no move than God promifcd 6 > , 
IV 8 Alfo / mil give mo thee, and to thy feed after 
thee, 'this whole land wherein thou art aflranger,^ and I 
will be their God. 1 ui ir„ 

Tills Covenant contained temporal blcffings on
l y , and the moft of them hung on conditions too, , 
neiit. 28. N o w f o r God.to be theii^God by vertue 
of this Covenani, was but to make good tne promi-
fcs thereof; i f they fhould break Covenant by their 
difobediencc, as they might. Gen. 17- H - and as 
thevdid, Jcr. 31. 32. God was at liberty to give 
them a bill of divorce, as he thrcatned in the 
place you laft qnotsd, Jtr. 7. 28, 29. Iho^t jhak 
fiy rntothum, this is a JSIatim that obeyeth not the voice 

. of 



^/'^•>e lord their God, mrreceivethcorrcaion; truth 
periJJisd and cut of from their mouth: Cutoff thy 

atr o Jcrufalem, tah up a lamentatton, for the Lord 
^th rejetled and forfaken the '^emraiion of ha wrath. 
«ria IS this the covenant of Grace, the fubjefts 

wo'ch may be for i a ken ? ana are tliele the 
S \ l \\ °^ covenant o f grace, that the Lord 
r o l ^^^.Sencration of his wrath, and whofe 
h ^ J ^ ^ * he threatens £hall be meat lor the fowls 
or Che Air ? Thefe are curfes, and not New-cove-
^'^"t b'cffings, that were to fall upon them, Hof. i , 
7- his name Loamnii, for ye are mt my ptople nei
ther wtll I be your God: And yet he was once their 
God by vertue ofthis peculiar covenant j but when 
Ood makes himfelf over unto a people by vertne 
ot the covenant o f Grace, he is their God for fi
ver, /cr .32. 40. 

Seventhly, You fay, i f this be not the covenantor 
S " ! ! ' then the covenant of Grace was not elta-
mifhcd under the Law. 

Reply- I t does not follow that tlie covenantor 
y/nTH7^l"° t^^^^ ' '* '* '=^ under the Law, i f th isbe 
ueniea to be the covenant of Grace ; the one may 
ue aenicd,the other granted; What I have v/ritten 
a'ready, Ihews that I own the covenant of Grace 

, ™ t*"'̂  beginning, to be ellabliflied wi th 
•^braham and his fpiri tual feed. Gen. 17. 7- and 
to be confirmed, 22.18, In the ncxc place 
you come to examine the differences that I laid 
oown between this covenant and the covenant o f 
Grace. 

S E C T . L 

• T ^ H e f i r f l you fay is this, That the covenant 
that God made with the Jews, was a Cove

nant that might be broken, that i t contained cur-
B 2. fes 



i 6 €tut1) minUcattti: 
fesaswell asblefiings, that might fal l on the fub-
i'-as thereof without a fandified ufe of them; but 
xhe covenant of Grace can't be broken, and that i t 
contains only bleffings. This you fay is a ftrange 
property of the covenant of Grace, that i t cannot 
be broken, and that there had need be more proof 
to i t than my bare fay fo,to perfwade any reafona-
ble man to believe i t . r „ r * 

Reply. You had more than ray bare lay lo to 
prove i t , i f you would but have call your eye upon 
i t • and I think more than you can anfwer, becaule 
vou flipt i t without a reply. I gav£ you for the 
proof of i t , Jer. 32.4^. make everlajiwg 

• covenant mth them, that 1 mil never turn away frorn 
them to do them good, and 1 ^.t^myfear tnto the^ 
hearts, that thfy Jludl "Ot / n T ^ f o f this CO 
wil l never turn away irom the fubjeas of this co
venant to do them good, then he wil l always ftand 

• C t h e m to do them good, and to do them all the 
; , L d that thev need, or canexpeft from a God of 
g ? c e and £ c y • 'and i f he iv\ll put his fear into 
fheirhcarts, thaVthey Hiall not depart f^om him, 
then let any rational man tell mc how this cove-
„3nt can be broken. But feeing there wants fo 
much proof to a truth fo plain and clear, I lhall 
endeavour to put i t beyond difpute. ^ „ , , 

Fir/}, I t cannot be broken on Gods part, Heb. 
6 17, 18. Godxvillincrfnoreabmdmtlytopiewtothe 
heirs of his promife thelmmUt ability of hts cpunjel, con
firmed it by his Oath.- Tkit by two immutable things by 
'which it was impojfiblc for God to lyc, they that had 
fled to lay hold on the Hope fet before them might have 
ftron.r confoUtion. The Word is unchangeable, 
the bath is unchangeable, and it's impoffible for 
^ 1 ^u^t'lmt^U •t̂ .-rtmirf̂ r? that- in j^U'^^ 
the Oath is uncnangeaoie, anu IL s nupofFible for 
God to lye, that hath promifed, that in Abm. 
ham''s feed all the Nations in the earth Pmld be blejfed, 

•Gal, 



^al" 3. 17. And this I fay, that the Covenant that 
vi>as before confirmed of God in Chrifi, the Law that 
Was four hundred and thirty Tears after cotdd not dif-
antd, that it flioidd ?nak^ the Promife of none ejfeSl. 
Pfaloi 89. 28, 29, &c. My Mercy will I keep for 
•him for evermore, ( that is, C h r i f t ) and my Cove
nant ^lallflandfafi with him; if his Children breakjmy 
Lftjv, andwalk^not in my Statutes, I will vifit their 
Imqtttties with the Rod, and their Sin with Stripes ; . 
but my kvina-hindncfs will 1 not take from them, nor 
fiiffer my fait hfnine fs to fail .• My Covenant will I not 
break, nor alter the thing th.-it-is gone out of my Lips, 
I f God wi l l not'take his Love from him, then not 
^rom them that are one with him : I f his Cove
nant fhall ftand faf t wi th him for evermore, then 
with thenfthat are one with him by vertue of the 
fame Covenant. But you wil l fay. W i l l not God 
break his Covenant, when his Children break his 
Laws? I anfwer. No, he will correct them, but 
notdifinherit them. The breach of Gods Laws 
was a breach of that'Covenant wherein the natu
ral Seed ftood, confidered as fuch, but not tlic 
breach of the Covenant qf Grace ; wherein the 
Children of Ghriffc flands, Heb. 9. 17. A Tejia-
mtm is Qf force when Men are dead, otherwife it's of 

force at all while the Tefiator liveth : The Tefta-
tor being dead, the Teflament caa'cbe altered 5 
not one Name of thofs that were written in the 
Lambs Book of Life can be blotted out, nor one 
Legacy altered. I f i t be but a mans Covcnanr, 
when it is confirmed, no man difannJcth, orad-
deth thereunto. This the Apoftle bringcth to 
mew, how unalterable the Covenant of Grace is, 
being confirmed'by the Death of the TelLitor. , 

Secondly, I t can'c be broken by the Subj:dls there
of = Once in tli? Covenant of Grace, and for, 



18 m u t i j mmhimtt)* 
Firjl, All their Sins are pardoned, upon the fa. 

tisfeaion made by Chrift their Surety, Col. 
13, 14. And you who were dead in your Sins, and the 
Vncircmncfwn of your Flefli,. hath be quickened togc^ 
therwith Chrifi, havifig forgiven you all fins, blotting 
out the hand-writing of Ordinances that was againfl us I 
that was contrary to Hs, taking tt out of the way, and 
tiaiUnj it unto the Crofs. This hand-writing was 
the Moral Law, v/hich v/as written and engraven 
in Stone, which the Apoftie.calls T/;e Miniftrati. 
on of Death, that was ivritten and in graven in Stone, ' 
z Cor. 3.7. And which he there telleth you is 
done avvay, ( I do not fay that the Moral Law 
is done away in refpeft of the Precept thereof, 
that i t Ihould not be a rule of Life to Believers, 
for I acknowledge that inch are ftill under the 
ruling Power thereof, as well as others; this I 
put down to prevent miftakcs) but in refpcft of 
the Cavfe thereof : He hath redeemed as from tho 
Car feof the Law, being made a Curfe, for its. Gal. 
3. 13. That this was the Moral Law, appears, 
Firjt, In that he fpcaks to the 6V«t/Vc/ that were 
not under the Ceremonial Lnw. Secondly, In that 
k was-a Law that was againft us, that i t was con
trary to us, i t was that Law by which wc were 
condemned, by which we were bound over to 
wrath ; the Debt being paid l)y a Suref/, Jiiftice 
itfelfpleads thedifchargcof the Principle, gives 
ivp the Bond immediately,, there is no more 
Charge, Aaion or Molclbt ion, of or againft the 

. Principle i infbmach that there is a challcnga 
made, Ro'n.S.SS- Who fiall lay any_ thing to the 
charge of Gods EliU ? rt''s 6 od that jitfiificth; rvho f.iali 
condemn ? it's Chriji that died, yea rather that p ri. 
Jhia^yw. He dares their oifcharge from the time 
of Chrift's Oblation: Now the Debt paid was 

not 



not this or that particular Sin fatisfsed for , but 
.ji< this and that, as Sins paft, prefcnt, and to come. 
fi^l ^^V#, f twas t l iede l ign of Chr i f t in dying to 

| | / * redeem from all Sin, Tit. z. 14. M^ho gave himfelf. 
y f for us, that he mi^ht, &C. Either Chrif t hath 

done what he gave hi.nfelf todo, or he hath not : 
I f he hath, then are they redeemed from all Ini-

4\/ quity ; i f be hath not, i t rauft be for want or Me-
ft J r i t in his Blood • and that were blafphemy to af-
r J fert. . • 
1 y Secondly, Wha t Chrif t gave himfelf to do, that 
/ -W he did, fJeh. 10, 14. By one oblation he hath for 
' ' ' . j r ever perfeEled them that are fanSlified : This PeC-
!'[l,3'l ftftion confifts in the pardon of Sin; and the 
o(L[0* W o r d for ever (hews i t to be all Sin, paft, pre-

fent, and to come: Now where Reraifllon o t 
&Lv, thefe is, there is no more facrificc for Sin. Either 
Fjjiis' Sin is remitted upon the oblation of Chrift , or i t 
», is not? i f i t be not, ic wi l l never be remitted; 
'^f j for without Ihedding o f Blood there is.no Re-
y niiffion. 

^V'' ' 7fc?Vi//y, Thofe that are redeemed arc eternally 
\^^z^[ redeemed, never to come into Condemnation 
KA^ more, Heb. ^.11. He entered once into the holy 

jCO'' flace , hiving obtained for its eternal Redemftion : 
And i t is wi th refpeft to the Gonfummation of. 

^^''jj,'' the new Covenant by the Death of Chrif t , that 
f*.j|ii'j God is faid to be merciful to their unrightccuf-
, J"/ nefs, and to remember their Sins no more. Now 

t l e i , i f the Sins of thofe that have an iniereft in 
i^u/ this Covenant/are all pardoned, how can the fob-
f j jsfts thereof break i t ? i f this Covenant be broken, 

i t muft be by sin, but pardoned Sin cannot break 

f j ' Secondly, I f the Sins o f thofe that have an in -
i/^y tereft in this Covenant may break i t , who then 

B 4 Ihall 
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fhall remain inccrefted in ic ? In many things we of^ 
fend all: I do not judge that you do diftinguiflj 
between Mortal and Venial Sius, or that there 
is any fuch difljindion to be made i Sin as Sin de> 
ferves Death. . _ 

Thirdly, God hath promifed.to puc his fear in 
to the Hearts of the Subjects of this Covenant, that 
they lhall not depart f rom, ( that i s ) they fhall 
not totally and finally depart from him : So that 
now I hope that my affeition Itands good, that 
the Covenant o f Grace can't be broken ; and if fo, 
then Its a good note to diftinguiih i t by ; from 
the Covenant into which the natural Seed were 
taken, ( confidered as fuch ) which was a Cove
nant that might be broken, and .that was broken, 
' Secondly, You fay, though God will not fai l to 
aiFord us Grace,fufliciently to enable us to keep Iii^ 
Covenant, Jer. 32.40. yet i t is too poffible lor 
ps, through our own default, to receive his Grace 
in vault 

Reply. I f God will never turn away from us to 
do us good, but will put his fear into our Hearts, 
that we fliall not depart from him, then i t is 
i:ot poffible for us to receive his Grace in vain ; 
and i f you intend for ihe proof of your AfTcrtion, 
•J. Cor. 6. I. that will be no evidence for you in 
this matter : It's not the infufion of Grace, but 
the Dodrine of Grace that is there intended, as 
appears by the Coherence, and that I gran J may 
be received in vain; and is, when i t is received 
into the Head, but not into the Heart; when ic 
is received in the Notion, bqt not in the L i f^ g^^^j' 
t'ower thereof. 

Thirdly, You fay, God doth not compel us to 
be good; nor to obey any o f his Laws, without 
par'ownendcavourw 

Reply. 



^r,,,..,^*„»,vw* 2 1 
? ° n / ° ^ \ ' ? ° t ^onipel againft our 

keth u^} ^''=^tis not the way that God ta
ker L ^ H " ' J'^^'*^ ^ of Regeneration 

S L . rn h " ^ ^ n " ' and n,akes%s of un 

^ovenant Promife reacheth an the Subjefts there-

infnr,nnH '^^^ "^"^ be changed by the 
i7 e n d £ " ' ^ Principles, before we^an L a r ! 

i ! ; 8 ^ r f ' ^ '^""Pl^^fe.GodinwhaE we do, 
'^'^a is not jubicSl unto the T ̂ -m r- j ^- , ' . , » 

'y> " W . B . l o , I 1. T i u itibeCmtium lhai I will 

w h i c h ^ X ' n ^ ^ ' ^"/"^^P^"ble Companion of 

n^rvprff- x;(/-n ^''^ " '^y through our own 
G r i p hisCounfel, and abufe his 

Sirfn?-^" F '^" ' ' ' '^-'^^ the Gofpel is afforded, 
pinners as Sinners have a call to come to Jefus 
n " , fcruple to fay, ic is a graci-
"US caij, which vet may be abufed by the raoft 

/; i f " ^ " " ^ " l i i n the found thereof: Many 
of 11 r\-/"'''''' Yet there is r.ot one 
o« cue lubjeds of this Covenant that fhall go 

. ¥^^^"'^1 C^^^^ Eom.Z.,.j. There is 
no one link of that golden Chain that fhail ever -
<ni, /o/w i o 16. Af;d other Sheep J have, that are 

"^t oj this fold, them alfo I rnufi bring, and there fhall 
be 

-45; 



22 tfrutl) t J i t t t i t c a t e i ) . 
fo»««Sf.«pW,'.W»f.U. John 6. 37. Mti.u 

f l * ' ' r ' r S i P c S ! f S own Mercy: / M . 

had a ciay » •( . the rreat Gofpcl-comnnnd 
l^a^b^ r a7d f s ^ r a n ' S a , and^mcn (hall be 
hath been, aa . you bring a great 
damned .^,^^^^^"1 e to prove that the Gofpel 
T v ^ n a n t S y be and th^t i t threatens a 
S f ^ f o r the breach thereof; I fay, you bnng a 
curie tures fuch as thefe, to prove 
great " ^ ^ " V / ^ f come in ftamin. Fire, 
this, 2 The]}. I . »• '^^ J . God, nor 
rendering vengeance 0^ ^ 

do you ' " y ^ " , r I ^ni , t IS not your bare venant of Grace ? U re ' , ^^^^ .̂̂ ^^ 
fay fo w i l l clear it ; ^^^J^ ^^ .̂̂ ^ ,0 .28 ,29 . 
need to be confidered, ̂ ^f^}^f^l\fGo^ and have 
Jndhave ^'fYfl'JoveZnV, Jcrewith they were 

butofSanaification . ap̂^̂^̂^̂^̂^ ^̂ ^̂ ^ 
terferc with ^^h^T f ' i ' ' ; ^ ' ^ " ^ ^ / / c . ^ A ferfeEl 
hathbegnnagood w^^^^^^ ^ ^ - ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ . 

of Snnai&cation, he 
^ ' ^ ^ r ' f ifheha?h given the Soul living wa-
w i l l finifti ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ' ^ ' ^ e l l of Water, fpringing 

> "V"" I f t i i / l^Sc -. And i f fnchashave madt np to Evcrlaauigl^^^^^^^^ befandif ied, do to-

t ^ a l ^ ^ K y f r a w a y , i t may be IMd 



, them, asthe Apoftle fpeaks. They are gone oat from 
P w, but they mre not all of us • for if they had been of 
, , ^1 they vDould no doubt have continued with us^hut they 
'• , went out from us, that it might be manifefi that they 

^ere not all of us: But who were they then ? I an-
fwer, the Children o f Hagar, not of Sarah', the 

)' Sons of the Bond-woman, not o f the Free, 
w You Query, Do not thefe Scriptures prove, 

that the Covenant o f Grace may be broken, and 
that i t threatens a cnrfe for the breach thereof? 

R^fly. *rhey prove that the commands of the 
Gofpel may be tranfgrefTcd by wicked men, and 
that they fhail be damned for that Tranfgreflion ; 
hut they do not prove, that the Covenant may be 
broken by the fubjefts thereof. 

Seventhly, YouQiiery, I f the Covenant may not 
be broken, how can any Man be damned that 
profefles the Gofpel, though he walk contrary to 
that ProfefTion, feeing he is condemned for co-
thing, but for breaking o f the Gofpel-Covenant ? 

Reply. I would ask again,How thofe may be faid 
to break the Covenant, that never had an intereft 
in it ? and how i t appears that fuch as are damned 
had ever an intercft in the Covenant of Grace?they 
were none of Chrifts Sheep ; for i f thcy had,they 
fiioald have heard Chrift ' i , Voice, and have follow
ed him,and fliould have had Eternal Life, John l o . 
2.7,28. My Sheep hear my Voice, and J give to them E-
ti rnal Life,and they fluill never perijh, &c. And i f they 
are none of Chrift's, then they are none of Abra^ 
ham's Seed, and fo not heirs according to Promifc. 

Secondly, How doth i t appear, that wicked men 
are condemned for breaking of this Covenant? 
Where does the Scripture fay, that their Con
demnation is for the breach of the Covenant o f 
Grace? That of the Hebrews w i l l not reach i t : 

• Men 



2 ^ c r w t l ) mtnm'cate!)* 
Men mav trample under foot the Blood of the C Q . 
venant, by defpifmg of Jcfus Chnf t , and by reje-
ftins of him,that had never an mterell m him,and 
may have the denomination of fandified ones, 
that were never really fanftified A l l the Churches 
of Chrilt are ftiled Samts, profeffing themfelves 
fuch though there are Hypocrites aniong them: 
AndVmen do totally and finally fall f rom their 
Profeffion, its an evident demonftration that they 
were never really fanftified, that they were ne
ver regenerated, never born of God, nor had 
ever an intereft in the Covenant of Grace. 

FirfL That they were never born of God, 
T ' ^ c i V 0. He thai is born of God doth not commit 
Sii nttthl can he, for his Seed rmamth tn hi,n. 
He can't yield the f u l l Confent of his W i l l , nor 
Sin with conftant allowance ; It s the thng that i 
^oiddnot, that 1 do; faith the Apoftle, Rom.^- li 
men Sin willingly after they have received the 
K owledge of t h l Truth, as thefe do, Hcb io 
L a I r e l i g n that they were never born of God, 
and i f they were never born of God, they were ne
ver really fanftified. , u i 

Secondly, It's a fure fign that they had never an 
intereft in the Covenant of Grace: Such as have an 
intercft in this Covenant, are fecured by the Pro. 
mifes thereof from total and final Apoftacy, Jcr. 
32,40. ? o ^ « i o . 2 7 , 2 8 , 2 9 - Mat.16.1'6. Vpon 
this Rock will 1 baild my Church, and the gates of Hell 
(Jjall not prevail a?ain(t it: Its the Houle that's 
built upon the Sand that falls, not the Houfe that's 
built upon the Rock ; every true Believer is built 
ypon this Rock. 

S E C T . 
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•tlA - S E C T . I I . 

(lii"''̂ - V O a f a y , the fecond difference that I make 
j'^L X between tbefe two Covenants is this, that 

into which the j'cws entred with their Seed was 
jjijF conditional, but the Covenant o f Grace is abfo-

lute. Here you grant the former, and deny the 
4 Matter. You fay the Covenant of Grace is condi-
1/ t ional: 

^ _ Reply. Thefe Terms I fuppofe are inconfiUcntj 
nCif i t be the Covenant of Grace, then its not condi-

, t iona l ; i f i t be conditional, then its not the Cove-
jiant of Grace, Ro!?!. 11.6. If it be of Grace, tkm 

i f » o f"°ye of Works, otherrvife Grace is no more 
jfi'-' Grace ; and if it be of Works, then it''s no more of 

CI Grace, otherrvife Works are no more Works: So that 
nnlefs the Nature o f thefe two are changedj 

• f ' Gr'ace and Works , as Conditions, w i l l not ftand 
together. ' * 

/ / 'J Secondly, You fay, a Covenant necefiarily im-
0""!^ plies a mutual Obligation ; and as God in the Co-

venant proraifeth bicflings on his part, fo he re-
quires Conditions on our part, in order to obtain 

,vef' thofe bleffings. 
j / ' Reply, F i t f , \ deny that a mutual Obligation is 

f ' elTcntial to a Covenant, as fuch, though i t may be 
[f '^'i ''0_ fome Covenants; a Covenant may be made 

without i t , Gf«. 9. God made a Covenant wi th 
V//( all Flefh, as well irrational as rational, the T o -
i^^f ken of which Covenant you haveTeen. This Co-

venanc is abfolute, there could be no Condition 
'.f required of, nor performed by irrational Crea

tures, in order to obtain the Biefiings; and fliould 
rational Creatures be as wicked, yea, more wicked 
thca they were before the Flood, yet has the 

Ĉ ' . l o r d 



c r u t i ^ m n n t c a t e u . 
Lord bound liimfelf by this Covenant, that he 
wi l l drown the W o r l d no more. Agam, we havg 
the Lords Covenant with the Day, and with the 
Nieht 7er.s3. l o . That they fhould continue 
for evc'r in their feafon ; but where the mutual ob, 
ligation lies, I do not know. _ , . ^ 

Secondly, A Covenant may be made between 
two fo r , and in behalf of others, wherein they 
mutually engage to each other ; as that between 
i S and jacl in behalf of L . W s Daughters, 
Gen 31 5- which Covenant was abfolutc With re, 
fpef t to the Subjefts thereof, that Jacob fhould 
not abufcthem, nor take other Wives to them. 
Such is the Covenant of Grace, i t was tranfaaed 
between the Father and the Son, for , and in be
half of the Elea, 7^.49. f rom I , to 11, wherein 
there is a mutual engagement between the Father 
and the Son, both for Redemption, Vocation, and 
Glorification, Tit. Ul- ^ hope} of Eternal Life 
tvhich God that cmnot lye promtjcd before the U orld 
v>as: Whom could this Fromife be inaue to but 
Ghrift , and for whom could i t be made but the 
F lca> How could / W have bottomed his Hopes 
on the Promife, i f he had not had an Intcreft in 
i t 2 Tinu 1.9. Who hath faved lu, and called us, not 
according t'o oar Works, but according to his own pur-
pa fe and Grace, which was given to US in Chrift Jefus 
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 
W o r l d , which Gi f t was free and nbfolu_te-,_ i t was 
given to all thofc, and only thofe, who in time arc 
faved and called. . _ 

Thirdly, Yon fay, that God rcquireth Condit i-
ons to be performed by us, in order to obtain his 
Bleflings. 

Reply. 
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Reply. That there are duties required of the 

Subjefts o f this Covenant, I grant; that thefe 
are Conditions, I deny; for v?hatever God requires 
of the Subjeds 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 done by them, that is any way pleafing un
to God : Without Faith it's impojjible to pleafe God ; 
and Faith they have not t i l l God gives them a new 
Heart ; So then they that are in the Flcfli canrot pUafe 
God, Rom. 8.8. 1 fay, what God requires of them, 
he hath promifed to give them an Heart to do, 
•C^Lt̂ . 36.25, 27. 

Secondly, I f God requires Conditions of us, then 
thefc Conditions muft be performed, antecedent 
to the receiving of the bleffings; and who then 
Ihall ever be the better for them, who bach given 
to God firft? ' ^ . 

Thirdly, A new Heart is one of God's bicffings, 
E^k. 35. 25. A W i l l to do what Gcd requites is 
one of Gods Blcftings, Pfulm n o . 3, and what 
can be pevibrmcd acceptable ucito God, before 
thefe Bleffings arc given oat ? 

Fourthly, When God gives out thefc Bkflings, 
iie doth not beftow them on us for what we havt: 
done. Tit. 3.5. nor yet according to what we 
have done, 2 Tim. 1. 9. 

E^irthly, You fay, the Covenant on Gods part 
nath this Seal; the Lord k»oweth mho are his, he 
Will own and reward them that arc fai thful to 
bim. 

R(}ly, That God wil l own and reward them that 
arc ̂ faithful, I grant to be a great T ru th , but. I 
can t think it's the genuine Senlb of this Te.xt; the 
Aext tells you. The Foundation of God Jlandeth 

J»>-e, having this Seal, the Lord homth who 
are 
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nre hU • This I look upon to be his decree of Elc-
ftio'-, which was his Foundation-Adt of Grace, 
that'ftandcth furc, and the Seal is his Knowledge 
of them; he knoweth whom he hath chofen, 
and he w i l l own them, ftand by them, and pre, 
fervetheminanapoftatiwng-time. And though 
HMmeneus and miem, who once feemed as Stars 
X h e gTenteft magnitude, had by their Apoflacy 
d fcovered themfelvcs to be but Comets, yet fuch 
as God had chofen fhould be prefervcd. 

mhlu You fay, that we on our part fet to 
our Seal, and oblige our felves to depart from Inu 

' ^ " S y . t fyoucad .yoarEye again on the Text , 
vou may fee that it's the Lord that obligeth us to 
d S from Iniquity, its not hiftorical but precep-
t^r^ 7,7 Ut every one that nameth the Nanw of 
ChriL depart from Int^Mty. 

n ArUrc^ the Condition of the new Covenant, 

^ !-r J onri fiiall be his People, 
' ' " ^ ^ / f I t t k a man mull be ve?y ^uick-fighted, 
t M n c f p y a Condition in a Text that is wholly. 

h= n.uft needs be a very great Ar t i f t , 
f^nt can turn a Priviledge into a Condi on ; I ^ui 
he their God, and theyJluUk my Peop!c ; "S a choice 
Promife, and holds out the Priviledge of the Sub-
jcas thereof; you may as well make 
Wo-ds a Condition as thefc ; Thbyjbai all know me, 
from the ^reateflta the leafi ; and i f you do, by the 
People o1 God underftand fuch as are his by Voca
tion then their call is here proraifed, they (hal} 
b- m'y People •, but how fhsll this be efFcfted ? the 
Text tells you Irvill write my Law m their Hearts, 
^nd pat it in their imard parts: This is that that 

doth 
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dbth difpofc them to anfwer a Gofpel-call ; this 

Ji Js abfolutely promifcd, and what farther Affiltance 
A n^l fliall not be wanting ; thofo that 

ml ^ ' t h an everlafling love he will draw 
r : "nto Chrift with cords of Love, he hath engaged 

% f r " " ^ them the Aftiftance of his Spirit to 
), jjjil enable them to anfwer a Gofpel-call. 
l A ^ t ^ ^ ' f ' % » Yoa fay, that to approve our felves 
V P^oP^e of (God, we muft not only believe 
t y «!« Promifes, but obey his W i l l , and walk in 
•J ^ his ways. . 
# j f ^ y - Muft all thefe be done antecedent to our 
1/ ^^'0". and as condixions of our relation to God ? 
' -.lat all thefe arc matter o f duty, and th^t they 
>:A [^'^ the means by which we spprove our felvcsto 
; ) / f the people o f God, both to our felves and o-
r r l-lv^ ^'•'^"t, but that they are conditions en-
l y ^ r i t i ing us to God^s our God, I .deny. You fay un-

le s we be obedient unto God, and behave our 
i lelves as his people, he wi l l not be our Gad to 

V Slels us, and to crown ns with Happinefs. -
/ r f ' r > . ^^''(^^ God mnft blefs us with a principle 

Of Obedience, before wecan yield an ndtofObedi-
•M ' ^" of fmccre Obedience ; and i f 

[̂,51 »t be not fincere, it's neither acceptable unto God^ 
^ nor fpiri tually profitable unto our felvcs. Ths 
I f carnal mnd is enmity aaainjl God,a;.d is not fnbjcB an-
•ri ^°Ic^^'^'^°fGod, neither indeed cm he: So that an 

\/.\ ot Obedience is not antecedent to thebleffing^ 
i l l ! ..therefore not a condition thereof; and tho' 

A ? r^!:!?T^^^"tecede.nt to happinefs, ( by which 
b/t , 3 . ° , *' '"fend a Crown o f G I o r y ) yet it: 

hp . condition of that happinefs. Glory may 
r Sonfidered as an end following obedience, pre-' 
\ ? n ^ ' ^ ^ ' " S for and difpofing to i t , but not atf 
^\ r depending on obsfdicnee, as a means protu--

"2 ' C ^ Bnhthly^ 



Ekhthty, You fay the great blclfings o f the Ga. 
fpelare prornifed on condition of Faith, and fm, 
cere Obedience. 

Reply. Here I would query, Whether Faith and 
fmcere Obedience be not great Gofpel Blcffings 
themfelves, or whether they will be found to grow 
in Nature'-. Garden ? mult not the heart h r l l be 
chanpcd, before a man can believe, or yield finccrc 
obedience ? the elTence of Faith lyeth m the aft of 
the Underftanding, and of the W i l l , neither of 
which can be pat forth f the hcnrt he renewed, 
the underftanding can't behold Jelus Chnf t ^ Jh, 
mmrd tnanncciveth not the things of the Spirit, nor 
canheKmv them, for they are fpiritmlly difcemed .. 
Andfuchaonewantsalpintual eyc, i M « 5- i . 
He that believah that Jefas is the Chrifh u ho.n of 
God; to know God to be the_ only true f ^^^^ J'f'^ 
Chr^l rvhomhehath fent, ls thegtlt of7efasJhrifi^ 
Tnhn 1-7.2,^. and this gifc is beltowed on them 
i n l v ' L at^ ?ivcn unto jefus C h r i f l : And as for 
£ S t h c W i ! I , t h a t a l f o i s a N e w - c o v e ^ ^ ^ ^ 
t g f p f a l ^^o. • Thy people jhall be wiping i.tb^ 
S f thy power. And what is l.nceix Obedience but 
a Newiovenant-bleffing alfo, a f ru i t of the free-
erace of God ?• PhU, 2- «3 - /^ '^ God that workethin 
yon, both to will and to do of hts own good pleafare - I 
i oubt not but faith and lincere obedience may be 

ailed great blefiings of the Gofpel as wel as others, 
,nd what I pray are the conditions on which thefe c 

and 
are beftowcd ? are neirow^u : , , * 

Ninthly, You bring three places to prove this, 
that Faith and Obedience are the conditions on 
which the great bleffings of the Gofpcl are given 
out, J^sio- ^^- He that bdeivethjiiall receive re~ 
viiffion offns. . ^ ^ , . , 

Reply. It's one thing fcrfins to be remitted, and 
another 
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another thing for a perfoato receive remiffion. Sin 
wasreraicted from the time ofChrif l 's oblation,(35 
J fhewed you in the prececding head) rcmiffion o f 
lui lyes in oiir reconciliation, 2 Cor. 5. God was in 
Chriji reconciling the world to himfelf,not imputing unto 
themtheir trefpajfes ;then was the Attonement made, 
i 'ut we receive the Attonemeot when we believe, 
Rom. 5. I I . Sy vfhom alfo we hdve now received the 
Attonement: Our receiving remifTion is not the con
dition of our pardon, that was procured by Chri f t 
long before \ that of Prov. 28. 18. fliews us the; 
Way in which God wil l be found; He that confcjjeth 
his fin, and forfakcth it,fljall find mercy. God dot hi 
not fet his grace and me'rcy to fale, hepardoneth 
f ree ly ; repentance is not the condition of pardon, 
but the way to attain the fence thereof. The other 
Scripture, 1 John 2.7. is plainly an evidence, not a 
condition He that doth righteoufnefs is righteous, as 
ne is righteous. 

Tenthly, You fay,without obedience we fhall ne
ver enter into happineft 1 Without holimfs nonefhaU 
fee the Lord. 

Reply. This is readily granted, yet is not the 
holinefs and obedience of fanaified' ones the con
dition o f their intcrelt in the covenant, but the 
f ru i t thereof. 

Eleventhly, You fay, that God w i l l not pardon 
fins while we continue impenitent; For the wrath of 
God is revealed from heaven againfl all unr ighteoufnefs 
of men, Rom. i . 18. 

Reply. Ttiat vvrath of God is revealed f rom 
Heaven,is granted,and the greateft wrath isreveal-
ed againft the fins of thofe that are the fubjefts o f 
this,covenant, for whom Jefus Chrifl: ftood a fure-' 
ty : God laid all their fins upon Chrif t , J f i . 53. 
<>. and poured out all that wrath upon Chri l t tiiat 

C z was 
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was due to them, vetfe ^. Surely be hath born our 
eriefs, he hath carried our forrows, that which wc 
'fhould have born and carried ; he was wounded for 
our tranfgreftonsy and by hisftripes are we healed; all 
this wrath was born upon the account of the fub-
jeas of this covenant, ver/eS. for the tranfgreffiom 
of my people was he (Iricken. Jefus Chrift m bearing 
this wrath for us hath born ic from us, i Thef. r . 
1G Even Jefus who hath delivered us from the wrath 
to come: When Chrifl: was made a curfe for us, then 
did he redeem us from the curfe, in which redenip-
tion there is remiffion ; then did he confummate 
that New-Covenant, Heb. 8. at which time God 
pardoned all the fins of the iubjefts thereof; when 
the Teftator was dead,the Teftament was of force, 
and from that time there is a challenge made, Who 
n,all lay any thing to the charge of Gods'Eletl ? tt^'sGod 
thatmfies, &:c. Rom S. 33- ' . 

Twelfthly, You fay, i f this Doeirine were gene
rally embraced, andputinpraaice, i t would dc. 
flroy the Chriftian Rehgion. 

Reply. I take this to be a hafty conclufion, which 
the Prcmifes will not afford ; I know no one duty 
deftroyed by i t , neither Faith nor Repentance, nor 
any a d of Obedience, either to moral or Evangeli, 
cal Precepts; there is enough for us to do, though 
not as conditions; though we are not bound to 
work for life, yet is there work enough to be done-
from l i fe , and our capacity to obey where God 
commands is a f rui t of our intcreft a new heart 
and a new fp i r i t , Eail^ 36. is a f rui t o f our intc-
re f t ; the fp i r i t enabling us to pray is a f ru i t of our 
relation to God, Gal. 4. 5', Becaafe ye are fons, God 
hath fent forth the fpirit of his Son intoyour hearts, cry, 
ing Abba, Father. The Doftrine of the freenefs 
and abfolutenefs of this Covenant never opened a 

Gap 



Gap to licentioufnefs to a gracious fou l , though 
poffibly others may abufe ic as they do the Scrip
tures, wrefting them to their own deltruaion. I 
know no Doctrine that is more binding to a graci
ous foul than the D o d r i n c o f Free-Grace is j It 
teacheth him to deny all Vngodlinefs and Worldly Lufls, 
and to live foberly, righteoujly and aodly in this prefenf 
World, T i t . 2. 11. 

S E C T . I I I . 

"Ou fay, the the third difference that I make be-
— tween thefe two Covenant is this, that the 

one contains temporal blefungs, the other fpi r i tu-
a l ; your Anfwer to this is, that though this Co
venant that the fews were under with their feed, 
contained a great many temporal bleffings, yet 
there were fome fpiri tual blellings, for God pro-
nnfed to circumcife their hearts,and the hearts of their 
children, Deu t. 30 .5 . Eph. 11.19,20. God pro-
mifeth to.givc them Ow heart, and to taks away the 
Jtony heart out of their fiefli,andto (^ive them an heart of 
Jlejh, that theyjhonld walk in his Jtatittes, and that he 
would be their God, and they fljoMld be his people . 

Reply. 1 fappofc my Argument yet flands good, 
and that the fame Anfwer may fervc which 1 have 
given already; if this had been a branch of that 
covenan: in which the natural feed Hood, confi
dered as fuch, Beitt. 29. then Oiould they all have 
cnioyed the benefit thereof. God makes no pro-
mife, but he performs i t too. 

] / ^ ^^condly. You fay that many o f them refufed to 
perfortii the conditions on which chefc promifes 
were made, and therefore they went without the 
oenefit thereof, . 

y ^^ (y . Fi-.fit You do not declare what thof« 
J, C 3 con-! 
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coudiLions were, nor do I kncvv what Conditions 
may be performed antecedent to a new heart: I f 
you fay i t was fincere obedience,vvhich is the Hke-
lielt to be pitched upon, there lies the Propofal, 
Dent. lO. 2. Jfthon (iialt return, and obey the voice of 
the Lord J according to all that J command thee, thou 
and thy children,xvuh allthy heart andwith all thy foul-
Is this the condition? i f i t be, then were they un
der an impolTibility to perform i t ; this can't be 
done without heart-circumcifion,antecedent there
unto : The carnal mind is enmity againfi God, and is 
pot fitbje£l ttntothe larvof God, neither indeed can be, 
Rom. 8.7. Men can't b'oey the law of God t i l l 
God write his law in their hearts, they can't ob-
ferve his judgments t i l l he puts his fp i r i t within 
them, fo that heart-circumcifion that follows fin-
cere obedience can't be underltood of the f i r f t 
work of fan<nification,but of a farther carrying on 
of the work thereof. 

Secondly, I f you read the Book of the covenant, 
Exod. 21,22, 23-Chapters. You wil l find no fnch 
promife there ; that thefc Chapters contained the 

. hookoftheCovenant, appears, £xo^/. 24.8. i f y o i i 
read the 28 /̂̂ . of Dent, where you have a l i f t o f all 
the blcffings of this covenant,you will find no fuch 
promife there, and yet Mofes tells them chap. 29. 
T . Thefe are the Words of the covenant that the 
Lord commanded him to make with them ; and in 
the 25 verfe. you may fee that this was the Cove
nant the Lord made with them when they came out 
Oi E^^ypt; by which note its diftingiflied from the 
covenant into which heart-circumcilicn was put 
fer. 31,32,33- and as for that promife that God 
made of a heart to walk in hisftatutes, Ezek^ j i . 
J 9, 20, i t was made to a peculiar people th;jc 
God had among the fcws, or to the fpir i tuai feed : 

i f 
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I f one Scripture may help to interpret another, 
jer.i^, t h i s promife was made to the good fi^'? 
not to the e v i l ; there is a fearful curie thrc itncd' 
Jig.nnft them ; i t was the fame captivity ihac Eu--
^"'/relates to. 

' A , S E C T . I V . 

C K ! Y ^ * ^ '̂ ^^ Difference that I make bc-
f f • "-bcf̂  two covenants,is in refpeft of the 

'Af "bje^is: Tne fubjed^s of the one being the natu-
j/'i ]'^^ i'^zcd of Abraham, confidered as fuch, the fub-

^'^P'^ o^ ^^'^ other being the fpir i tual feed, true 
J K Members of Chrifl;, really regenerate and holy : 

But this expofition of the Members of Chrift is 
your own,and not mine : T o this you fay,that the 
oitterence between the Covenant of Grace under 
the Law, and under the Gofpel, i s n o f f o great 
as to make them different Covenants. 

A'fj-)/)', I know no differenee in the Covenant of 
Grace then and now, nor did I otideavour to make 
"̂5^1 i diftingnifh the Covenant of Grace from 

that Covenant that the natural feed were in , con-
"dered as fuch. s. 

Secondly, You fay, that all that were admitted in
to the Church o f thQjeivs, and profcllcd that reli
gion, were in the covenant of Grace; and all that 
are admitted into the Church of Chrif t , and pro-
lefs that religion that be hath taught,are in the co
venant of Grace, under the Evailgelical Admini-
itration ; and much to this purpofe you have 
brought, without one Text ot Scripture to prove 
Jr, therefore I fhall let i t pafs t i l l I come to your 
Scriptures. 

JJ"rdly, You fay, there are many promifes 
O' fardon and Salvation, which are fpecial parts 

C 4 Of 
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o f the Gofpel-Govenant made to the wicked, on 
condition of repentance, as //'?-SS' 7- Ez.ck 15. 
29 p. 

Reply. Fir/?, The offer o f the promife is to all 
where the Gofpel comes, but its one thing to havc 
the offer, an'd another thing to have an interefb in 
the promife. _ , , * rr- , 

Secondly, The Promifes,though offered untoall^ 
yet are made to none but the* fpiricual fcpd; to Abra. 
ham and his feed were the promifcs made; he faith not 
to feeds, as of many, but unto thy feed, as of one, which is 
Chrill, Gal. 3. 16. , r c ^ 

fourthly. You fay, that thofe of the natural feed 
that were not the Children of God, Rom. 9. were 
fuch as rejedted Chr i f l , and fought Juftification by 
the works of the I,aw. 

Reply. I grant they rejefled Chr i f l , but this An 
fwcr is bcfidcs the Qiiefbion ; the Qjieflion is, Whc. 
thcr they had an intereft in the promife ? they 
were the Children o^ Abraham, bat not the Chiu 
dren o f the Promife, which were accounted fo,. 
tile Scc(i 

Secondly, How came they to rejed Chrift ? Was 
i t not becaufe they had no fntercft in the Promife^ 
110 Relation unto Jefus Chrift ? 1 fuppofc Chrift 
bottoms i t there, John 10. 26. Te believe not, 
. cmfe ye are not my Sheep, as 1 faid unto you. The . can e ye are not my ^^^1.-;^, - / • , //- , ' 
Covenant of Grace was made with Ifrael, jer. 
a l , 33. But all arc not Jfrael that are of Jfrad-^ 
Not as though the Word of Cod has taken none 
(ffetl • Thofe to whom God hath promifed Grace 
to them he gives i t ; but that was to Ifrael, not 
all oiJfratil. 1 mentioned Jacob and bjait too, the 
one loved, and the other hated ; and put the Qpg. 
ftion. Whether a Perfon hated of God, might be 
conlidercd a Aibjcd of the Covenant of .Grace ? \ 

like. 



S r * ^ ^ '^^"tioned (7^/. 3. 15,29. Vye be Chrifts, 
tmn an ye Abrahams Seed, and Heirs accordina to 
iTOw/e.. I (hewed you, that Abraham had but 
I h l V ^ "^^"'"^^ 3"̂ ^ a fp i i i tua i Seed 5 that 

not his natural Seed, nor can they 
be known to be his fpir i tual Seed, t i l l they walk 

ply to alfthis ' ^ ^ " ^ ' ^^^^^ 
is no re-

In te r ' s ^•" ' ' •y ' ^"/""'^ ProfefFors have no 
I h p l h r • ̂  Covenant o f Grace, how then can 
they be faid to tranfgrefs i t ? 

Reply, I know not where it's fo faid, though I 
deny not but Gofpel-laws arc broken by them 
h o n T f l J ' . " ^ ' ' ' 5 " how they could have any 
i f r t f h " ^ 'r"'^ Salvation, in cafe they repent, 

they have no Interefl: in the Covenant ? ^ ' 
Afp/j,. i never denied, that thofe have an Inte-

»cic in iiie Covenant, that do in time come trulv 
to repent; that which I deny, is, t t a t thole which 
Jive and die impcnitently had ever an Intercft in 
tne Covenant of Grace. 

"Thirdly, You Query, i f none have an Intereft in 
ine Covenant but the fpir i tual Seed oi Abraham, 
lucn as are truly regenerated, then how could any 
upon lure grounds be adraicced into the Church by 
Baptifm? . 

Reply. I know none but fuch as are for Infant-
Baptifm, that do make Intereft in the-Covenant 
the ground thereof, nor any ground they have, fo" 
to do as yet, though you have written fo many 
A'lnes about i t . We fay, a true Faith gives the 
jubjea a right to challenge i t , a Profeffion of that 
^auh gives a call to the Adminiftrator to admini-
Jter I t , and his Authority fo to do is from the 
*-^nmmifIion, Mat.^'i. 

Stxondly, I deny that ever I faid, that none hut 
thofc 
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thofe that are truly regenerate are the fubjeds of 
the Covenant, (that is, thofc to whom the Pro. 
mifes are made) and now that I may prevent this 
miaake for the future, I fliall fbew you, who they 
are that 1 do own to be the Subjefts of this Covc-

"^The Subjeas of the Covenant of Grace are the 
E l e f t o f God, that are given unto Jefus C h r i f t ; 
and here 1 fliall premifc two things : Fir(l, • hat 
there arc an Ele(fl People, a Particubf People, 
that God hath chofen in Chrifl: out oi thi: M fs of 
Mankind, before the Foundation of the W o r l d , 
unto Salvation as the end, and to Sanguification as 
the means. 

firj}. They are chofen to Salvation as the end, 
2 Thtjf. 2. 13- God hath ihofenyou to Salvation from 
the beginning : Eph .1 .4 . According as he hath chofen 
usin%imf before the Foundation of the World, that ipj 
(hoidd be holy, and nnthotU blame before him in love. 
There are four things which lie in the very furface 
of the Tex t : Firft, This choice is of particular 
Perfons Paul and the Ephefians. Secondly, They 
were chofen in Chrift . Thirdly, This choice was 
before the Foundation of the W o r l d . Fourthly^ 
I t was that they fhould be Holy, not upon a fore-
fight that they would be Holy. Holinefs is an 
cfFca of Eleftion, not the caufe. 

Secondly, Thefe E k d were given unto Chriff, 
'johnxi Thine they were, and thou gaveft them unto 

m • This Gi f t of the Father to the Son was ante
cedent to the Knowledge of God, and Jefus Chrift 
riven to them by the Son, John 17-2, 3. I hat I 
lay me Eternal Life to as many as thou ^if gven un-
tome: Some men are the Sheep of Chrif t , fome 
men are not the Sheep of Chrift," when both are 
Unbelievers, John 10.16. compared with the ZG, 

vcrfe. 



1 "^crfe. I fiiall now prove, that thefe are the fub-
je£);s ofthis Covenant, 

fff i-iVy?, Ic appears, in that the Biefiings o f this 
# Covenant belong to them, Eph. i . 3. Who hath 

[jifl bkjfed us with all fpiritual Blefings in Chrifi, accord-
oVC ing as he hath chofen us in him : They have a T i t l e 

nntoall, and in time ihall enjoy all , when all others 
e J wil l fall fhort of i t , Rom. 11.5. IVhat then Ifrael 
^\t'^ hath not obtained, that which it fought after, but the 
p £le£iion hath obtained it, and the reji were blinded. 

xof-\,. ^^t^ondly. In was for their fakes that Chr i f l had 
j f f j his Name jefus given to him : Thou flult call his 
•J>' NameJefits, for he ^all fave his People from their 
' J Stns, Mat. i . 21. his People before they were a fa-

Ved People. 
J Thirdly, I t was upon their account that Chrifb 
//B̂  underwent all his Sufferings, John 10. 15. / Uy 
ĵjjjfi down my Life for the Sheep 1 fa. 53. 8. For the 

'^''^"fi^efions of my People was he firidicn: He loved 
Ijfi'the Church, and gave himfelf for them: Eph. 5. 25. 

y0 For their fakes hefanUified himfelf: John 17. 19. E/e 
•^^li' prayed for them, he prayed not for the World, but for 
^̂ ,e| t,oem that were given him of the Father ; and i f he 

prayed not for the W o r l d , I conclude he died 
J /̂l not for the W o r l d . 
Jo'' _ To'^rthly, I t appears, in that thofe only are the 
^j;)! fpintual Seed of Abraham to whom the Promifes 

wcrem;de, GW. 3. 29. Jfye be ChrijFs, then areyn 
^^ahanis Seed, and Heirs according to the Promifc. 

/ rhefc, and thtfc only are the Perfons that in time 
A "-"̂  believe, John 6. 37. All that the Father 
Ct "'^ P""'^ '^""'n tinto me: John 10. r5. Other 
fi/ ^ ^ • ' ^ f / ^'^^e th.it are not of this Fold, them alfo / 
'J mtft bring; (hew me a true Believer, and I wi l l 

Jnevv you an Eled Perfon: So then, I conclude 
• 4 With you^ that the regenerate arc not the only 
•J fub-
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fobjcfts o f the Covenant of Grace. There 
more Marks ofdifFcrence that I gave youof ther» 
two Covenants, among which this was one, th^ 
Covenant of Grace was albetter Covenant, efi^^ 
hlifljcd on better Fromifes. There can't be a de. 
sree of comparifon where there is but one. i 
(hewed in what refpcfts the Promifes were better 
but you were pleafed to pafs all without a reply' 
and to conclude from what was writ ten, that 
there was no fuch difference between the Cove. 
nant of Grace and that Covenant that the natu^ 
ral Seed were in , but that in fubftance i t was the 
fame,'though the Premifes were far enough from 
being cleared. 

S E C T . V . 

YO U come now to challenge a repeal o f Chil.' 
drcns Chinch-memberfhip, though you hgcj 

i t before I told you i t was then repealed, when 
the Covenant by which they were conflituted a 
Chnrch was broken, Zach. 11. l o . I fhewed you, 
there was a new Commiffion given out after Chrift 
was rifen, according to which the Apoflles were 
to af t , Mat.l^. 19,20- . ^ ^ 

Your Anfwer to this, is, that the Ceremonial 
Law is fometimcs called the f i r f t and old Covenant, 
Hcb 8.7, 13- the Jewifh fhadows vanifhed, their 
carnal Ordinances and Sacrifices ceasU 

Reoh The Apoftlehcre fpeaksof the Cove
nant i t felf, and not of the Ceremonial Law, as 
d i f l n f t from the Covenant: Though I deny nor, 
b w k the Covenant was abohlhcd, the QrdU 
nonces were abolifhed too, wiriich Ordinances 
T r e bu^the adjunfts of the di> 
mna from the Ellence, Heb. 9- i - Then vcnly 

the 


