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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 it before; 1told youit was then repealed, whey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
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4 the firlt Covenant had alfo Ordinances of Divine
gy Worfhip, &c. to make the Covenant here to be
o) but the Ordinances, is to deftroy the Sence 3 then
pﬁ":th muft be read thus, then verily the firft Admini-
X ftration had alfo an Adminiftration, or the firft
gt dabernacle had alfo a Tabernacle.
" - Again, to take Hcb. 8. . for the Ordinances, is
ﬂ_bd to reflect upon God himf{clf, who tells you it was
f i ot faultlefs; take it of the Ordinaces,and then they
g, ULt either be pofitively fanlty,or privatively fauis
hgd ty : Politively faulty they were not, forthey were
Bg'ﬂ’ Gods own appoittments 3 privatively faulty they
i Were not, for they did anfwer theend for which
j ‘they were appointed ; they did fhadow out Jefus
AL Chrift, the Ele¢t were brought toa fight of Chrift
/by them, not one of them mifcarried ; but the
~ Covenant it felf was faulty, not pofitively, for it
, Was a good Covenant, though notfo good as the
fUnew Covenant, yet it anfwered all the ends of
youﬁGod in making it 5 one great end of which® (as
j i conceive ) was the keeping the Seed of Abrabam
vgl‘cd in an entire Body, till the Meffiah ‘was brought
4yt forth, that’it might appear thac God had made
(}hf,‘ good his Promife made to Abrabam, that o his
4t Seed all the Nations of the Eatth fhould be bléffed 5
" but though this'Covenant was fufficient to anfwer
.ma’ all the ends for which it was made, yet it was not
mf fufficient to anfwer all the ends of God, to relieve
[Il‘ all the neceflities of his People. Pardon,and Peace
' & and Reéconciliation, a new Heart, atd a new Spi-
nt, Grace here, and Glory hereafter; were never,
iy POt 1nto this Covenant : Jf there bad been a Lary
yllﬂ grven thar conld bzly(,"qiwﬂ Life, werily R;g/mou[mﬁ
0{(,’ Jhould hawe been by the fLaw. Dr. Gwen well ob-
g fervesupgn this place, that though mapy of fra-
’ # el that were under this Covenant went to l—icav;"g:
ol ¥
Ciy 2
s
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yet there was not one of them that went to Heavm
by vertue of this Covenant, but by vertue of the
Covenant of Gracej; if this Covenant had bee
faultlefs, then fhould no place have been foughy
for the fccond 5 this fecond Covenant is a bettey
Covenant,eftablifhed on better Promifes; Promifes
That God will write bis Law in their Hearts, the, be,
will forgive their Iniquitics, and remember their Vi
no more. If thefe ave the better Promifes th,
the new Covenant is eftablifhed upon, then th,
were not in the firflt, for if thefe Promifes had
been in the firft Covengnt, that' Covenant woulg
have been as good as the fecond, and the fam,
Promifes would have been as good in the firft Q4.
venant as in the fecond ; and this firft Covengp,
which is f{aid to be old, wer. 13. Is diftinguify,
ed from the Covenant of Grace, verf¢ 9. by thyy
fame Mark that I have mentioned alrcady 5 it wpg
the Covenant he made with them, when he broughy
them up out of Egyps, which was that fame Gy,
venant that he made with them Deut, 29. 10, 1,
as appears wverfe 25, and yet ftill you proceed ¢,
prove, that the Covenant laft mentioned is the
Covenant of Grace, by comparing Gen, 179, o
with Deut. 29. 13, Heb. 8. 10. but feeing it is g,
near at hand, I fhall return no ather anfwer by,
this, pray compare Hcb.8.9. with Deut.2g. 3¢,
and confider what I have lalt written, and you
may fee that they are diftin€t Covenants.

Secondly, You fay, you grant that the legal O
dinances being repealed, there was a new Admj.

niftration of the Covenant of Grace,ieftablifhey |

by our Saviour after his Refurrection.

“ Reply. In granting a repeal of the legal Orqj.

nances, you grant a repeal of the Jewith Churcp,

ftate, inwhich their Children ftood members, ang
; now

.
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now hence forward yon muft prove their Church-
memberfhip by. this new Adminiftration that is
eftablithed by Chrift, the old Adminiltration be-
10g out of doors, granted by your felf. Its ridicu-
ous for a man that grants the change of the Admi-

. Diftration, to look to that which is done away

In this new Adminiftration there isa new Confti-
tution of Churches 5 the Church was national up-
der the legal Adminiftration, it’s Congregational
under the Evangelical ; then all Fudea, and 1 may
fay all the Regions round about, were but one
Church ; but new there were Churches in Fudea,
Gal. 1.22. 'We read of ‘the Churches of Galatia,
I Cor. 16. nothing lies plainer in the Word than
this, that Churches are now Congregational, the
matter whereof is vifible Saints, and the form mu- |
tual Agreement, neither of which are Children in
an Infant-ftate capable of ; apd ifyou can giveme
but one Inftance by any one clear Text, that ever
one Child was received into any one of thele
Churchesinan Infant:ftate,twill give you the caufe.
Thirdly, {on fay, you dolikewife grant, that

. the chief Commiflion that the Apoftles received

from Chrift, was to make Difciples by Infiruéli-
on, and then to receive them into the Church by
Baptifin, ;

. Reply, Their receiving info the Church by Bap-
tifm I have excepted againft already, and have

- Biven my reafons to the contrary 3 but hercis a

grant, that the chief Commiflion that the Apoltles
had ffdm Chrift, was to make DifCiplCS py hf“
Ftrm’.hon, @ntecedent unto Baptifm 3 but if this
Was not the only Commiflion, then pray fh_cx:.!
e another 5 and if there be another, either 1C's
larger, ( with refpedt to the {ubjecis of ng;nﬁn)

it is fhorter s if icdbe larger, then this Is ?g;

or
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the chief ; if it be fhorter, it will not relieve yoy.
But I believe there is no other that takes in Iy’
fants ; if there had, if I had not found it my felf
I thould have heard of it by you €’re this time,

Thirdly, You fay, the Apoftles were fen ¢
convert Aliens to the Faith, and fo the Few;s being

Aliens were to be difcipled unto Chrift befopq -

they were baptized ; and though the Fews Wera
members of the Church, and fubjects of the Can
venant of Grace under the legal Adminiﬁfration
yet they were not members of the Chriftian Chyre)
and fubjeéts of the Covenant of Grace, accordip,
to the Gofpel Adminiftration, till they were copl
verted to the Chriftian Faith, and made Difcip}e,
of Chrift. ;
.~ 'Reply. ( Settingafide their Intercft in the Cove,
nant of Grace, of which there has been enoygy
{poken already) I know not what more cap be
granted; as to the repeal of the Jewith Chorcy.
ftate, and of that memberfhip which Childrey
once had, and wc'rc‘thc controverfie liere to end,
I fuppofe any unbiafled man would judge you hag
given up the caufe; but youreviveitagain on ¢y,
old bettom. el
Fourthly, You fay, that when believing Parepe,
are baptized,. and r,ccciqu into the .Chri[tian
Church, their Children with them are interefteq
in the Covenant of (3race, not by Nature, bug
by Vertue of God’s Ordinancé 5 fO}‘ Peter faith,
The Promifc s to you, and to your Chzldrm, Als
2'%51;1);, What right the Children are here faid ¢4
have, they had before their Parents did repen¢
and were baptized, and reccived members of the
Church; the Exhortation was tocvery one ofthem,
vepenr, and be beptized s the Motive to ¢nforcg
the
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the Exhortation was this, The Promife isto youy and
Myﬂi 20 your Children ; fo that this right did not defcend
i to the Children by the Ordinance of God, upon

(% the Parents Repentance, nor yet upon their being.
¢ aptized, and reccived members of the Church.
o, Stcondly; 1 ‘deny the fubje@s to be Believers,
W‘W When the Apoftic told them, The Promife is unto
¢ hc@ Yoy and to your Children 5 and itsenough for me to
'ﬂ,,‘ deny it, its your work to proveit; yet will I of-
"o fer fomewhat for what I fay.

| |k :
’{;ﬂd“ Firft, They were pricked at the Heart, that’s all
o the account ‘is given of them; they were upder

o fome Conviction; now Conviction and Conver-

s0fion are two things, a man may be convinced
D"W‘ that is not convetted ; he muft be convinced be-
fore he can be converted ; The whole ieed noe the
0 Phyfician, but they thar are fick. : :
eﬂoul Stcondly, They were ignorant of the way of Sal=
gl vation, They cried ont, Men and Brethren whar fhall
’thr’ we' do'? and that a Perfon can’c be that dees be-
il lieve; Faith is as well the act of the Underftand-
0108 as of the Will, :
o) Lhirdly, They did not all believe at Jaft, though
gl Many other Words were ufed by way of Exhorta-
. tionto ’em, to fave themfelves from that unto-
Pﬂfd war_d Gf:neration, verfe 41. Then they that (g/;-m’{;; ;
o dll Teceived the Word were Baptized 5 now there is no
‘Creﬂ’ Argument to be drawn to prove a Priviledge to
Pl Believers and theirSeed, from what was fpoken 1o
I Unbelievers.
ﬁ" - Secondly, I deny that Intereft in the Promife is
h | here intended, and that for thefe two Reafons.
fﬂi& £irfty Such as have an intereft in the Promife fhall
‘rep’ Cartainly enjoy the good of the Promife ; the Heir
,o‘fd !_)é the Promife fhal) inherit in time 3 ic cannot be
’(ﬂlf” that the Word of God fHould have taken none
| eﬂfdﬁ‘ 2 Effccy

1
)
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Effe@, Rom. 9. The Promife contains Juftificag;,
on, . Sanétification, and Glorification. “None wij)
aver, that all the Children of Believers fhall pg
faved; and yet they could not mifs of it, had they
an intereft in the Promife.

_ Sccondly, Once an Intereltin the Promife, gpq

for ever an intereft therein, Fer.32.40. 1 il
make an Everlafting Covenant with them, that I miy
“mever turn away from them o do them good : and I yiy
put my fear into their Hearts, that they fhall not dipars

yom me.

Thirdly, 1deny that barely Intereft in the Prq.
mife js the ground of Baptifim: The Apoftle gjq
not lay it down hereas the ground of Baptifiy
but as a Motive to enforce the Exhortation: gz,
peat and be Baprized 5 that’s the Exhortation 3 Fe,
the Promife is t0 you, and o your Children, is the Mo.
tive. 1f the Queftion then be, What muft thof
do to whom the Promife is? The Anfwer will b,
this, Repent and be Baptized: 1T it be objecteq
Repentance was enjoined the Parents only, noE
the Childrens I anfwer, Baptifm alfo was injoip,
ed the Parents not the Children. :

Fomrthly, 1 deny the Children wete Baptizeq
when their Parents were, verfe 41, Thenthey thy,
gladly received the Word were Baptized 5 in which
‘Gumber their Children could not ftand.

‘Secondly, They were not added to the Church’
though the number were about™ three tl)oufand,
yet were there no more added than continued i
the Apoftles Doltrine and Fellowlhip, and bregk.
ing of Bread, and Prayer, which Children were
not capable of. No Church-member was ever de.
barred any one Church-Priviledge, till by thejr
diforderly walking they debarr’d themfclves.

SECT,

TEULY Witdicaton &
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la‘}: YOU would again argue Childrens Church-
. - L memberfhip, from the Jewifh Children being
& received with their Parents by Circumcifion.

by Reply, The Adminiftration being changed, gran-
,I‘/ ted by your felf, page 17. we muft not now take
I,l' our meafures from the old Adminiftration, but
A from the news; we muft fee that we have Commif-
g fion from Ghrift for what we do.:

/ You fay, the Priviledges of Chriftians are as
¢ Pﬂ great under the Gofpel, as thofe of the Fews were
H"y, under the Law.

¥ ' Reply. 1grant their perfonal Priviledgesare as
gy 8reat, -and in fome refpets greater, but then the
' Q_ueftlon willbe, Who are the Chriltians you in-
¢ ﬁJ tend 2 They were the Difeiples that were called Chriffi-
;tﬁ"‘ ans, ACs 11. 26. and thefe Difciples were Believe
diy ers. 1 ‘

,/'eﬁﬂ g Sccondly, You fay, if the Children of Believers
sy be excluded from the Covenant and Church
i of God, then their Priviledges are lefs, and their
., Condition worfethan thofe under the Law:

,;p‘d, Reply. Firft, TheirIntereft in the Covenant of
gl Orace is no otherwife now than it was then, and:
W as for their Church-memberfhip ard carnal Ordi-
(ﬁ hances, (as you your felf call them) itwas the

] Pleafure of God they fhould enjog them for a times
o) 3nd then to repeal them, and to diffolve their
lﬂu Church-frate, .and our Wills muft be refolved into
; the fovereign Wil] of God. Allthingsare of God;
p Who hath reconciled us unto himfelf by Jefus
’vefa Chrift, and that muft ftop the Mouth of all Objes
¥ tlons 5 then from that time no Man was to be
:9 known after the Flefh, then Birth-priviledge?
4 D i » were

i
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were utterly ceas’d, then a Few which was before
born a Member of an’ inftituted Church, could pg
longer be owned fo much asa Member of the up;.
verial vifible Church, unlefs in the Judgment of
* Charity he were new-born : By one Spirit are ye ap
baptized into oie Body, and made to drink into one Spi-
rit, whether Few or Geuttle.

Thirdly, They have the Word now as well 5
then, 4s {oon ‘as they are capable of it, and thg,
much clearer than it was then, and in this refpeq
their Priviledge is greater than of the Children op
Turks and Pagans, ( thoigh you fay they have pq
more ) and this the Apoitle calls the chief Priyj,
ledge of the Few above the Gentile, Rom.z.q, 5
and if by no means their Priviledgqs muft be aba.
ted in any one thing, no not in a tittle, then. tej}
me, what you allow them in the room of the Pafg_,
over, which then they had a right to? Exod. y3,
3,484 Lamb for a Houfe: That Childrenare 5
part of, the Houfe is your own Argument, there.
fore they had a right to the Paflover. ;

T hirdly, ¥ou fay, if the Children of Believerg
are hot Church-members, nor any way 1a Cove.
nant with God 3 How then can they be in any
{tate of Salvation? For it is by the Covenant of
God in Chrift that we are faved. y _

Reply. 1 never denied Children to be in the Co.
yenant, as I have clear’d it already: That which |
deny is, that thie Children of Believers are in the
Covenant, confidered as fuch; God knows whar
Children are in the Covenant, whether of Bglie.
vers or Unbelievers, Icannot tell; fure Iam, thae

all the Ele& are in the Covenant, and they do -

not all come out of the Loins of Believers.
Fourtbly, You fay, there i_s good ground g,
hope; that the Children of Believers fhall be faved,
: Foy
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For of fuch is the Kingdom of Gody, Mark 1o. 14.
Reply. Firft, If you have fuch good ground of
,oul‘” their “Salvation, why .do younot commit them
g% Lo the Duft in fure and certain hope of the Re-
i ftlyrrza;ion to Eternal Life, when they dye unbap-
. tized ?
Mﬁ? Secondly, Chrift fpeaks not here of the Children
" of Believers; but of Children, confidered as fuch.
ﬂzﬂ“ Thirdly, Chrift does not fay, that all fuch are
M f:aved, but of fuch is rhe Kingdont of God. 1 be-
lieve, that Children are capable of Salvation as
l’d,cﬂ” Well as grown Perfons, and that fuch of them as
bﬂqc"‘ are faved, are faved by vertue of the Covenant of
Pt Grace; but how many, and whofe Children are fa-
~3|;, ved, neither you, nor I can tell 5 itsa fecret lockt
228 D in the. Breaft of the Almighty, it belongs not
7 té Lo us to enquire 5 but your Inference from this, °
h‘w: that all the Children of Believers have an Intereft
o4 10 the Covenant, and have aright to Baptifmy is a
b meer groundlefs Conclufion,
"o Fifthly, You fay, I think you contradify your
" Aelfinfaying, if Infants have an Intereft in the Co-
jie? venant, they havea right to Baptifm, when be-
g fore you contended for their entrance in by Bap-
hb tifn co this you fay, the right they haveto Bap-
‘ﬂaﬂ‘t‘ tifm is by Intereft in the Covenant, and unlefs
,they bave ap Intereft in the Covenant, and be re-
,a P’uteél Church-members, they ought not to be Bap-
il tized.,

Reply. 1f they weredn the Covenant before, then
¢ they are,not entered in by Baptifin: If they be
W’ﬁg §ntercd in by Baptifm, then they were not in be-
I fore. .

W’,J Sixthly, Youfay, Igrant, that the Children of

ib" t}le Fews had an Intereft in the Covenant betfore
they were Circumcifed. .

:’B@; e Circumc chD - " Rl
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Reply, That’s true, I did grant it, but i’ 4
true, that Idenied, that they were entered in b;
Circumcifion. [ told you, the Female had ap In.
tereft in the Covenant as well as the Male, thougy,
they were never Circumciled.

Sevembly, You fay, that your calling Baptify
the Secal of the Covenant, you think the Naturé
of the Ordinance docs afford ground for it.

Reply. 1 know no external Seal belonging to the
Covenant of Grace, by which a Perfon may g
known to have an Intereft therein ; nor do yo,
well to call it fo without Scripture-ground.
fear, that attributing fo much to Baptifm as fom,
do, hath a great tendéncy to make Perfons f_
cure.,

SECT: -¥IL

Ou fay, at laft I_.takg" upon me the place of ap
i Opponent, which is contrary to the rules of
Difputation, and offer fomething againft Infang.
Baptifm.
- Reply. 1 never pretended to much skill in the
rules of Difputation, nor dol yet: I know Nag
but fome of them may be broken now. If I kee
within the bounds of Truth and Moderation, it
as much as I look for. ‘ 5
Secondly, You fay, that menare bound to pry
and worlhip God, and perform Duties of Hop?
nefs and Righteoufnefs; but Children that are po.
gapable of performing thefe, are not guilty of g
adtual Sin In omitting of them. ; ¥
 Reply. Are not Children capable to worfy;
God ¢ why then muft they be baptized ? is noI:
Baptifm, that is fo much contended for, a par¢ of
Gods worthip? Segondly, Menarebound to repent

and
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and be baptized, but Children that are not capa-
ble of the performance of thefe Duties, are nag

_ 8uilty of atual Sin in the Omiflion of them.

Thirdly; You fay, that all thofe Scriptures that
require Faith and Repentance before Baptifm, are

“to be reftrained to thofe that are made Difciples

fiftat Age 5 but Infants of Belicvers have aright,
by vertue of the Gofpel-Covenant,before they can
repent and believe.

Keply. Here again you offer no proof to what
you bring, and that is ftill expected by me, and a
bare denial isall that Ifhall return, till proof be
offered. 3

Fourehly, You fay, that Children are capable of
entring into Covenant with God, though at pre-

¢ dent they know not what Baptifm means, or what

they are engaged to. In Adofes’s time the little
ones entered into Covenant, Dent.29. 11, 12.
Reply. 1do not difpute their Capacity, but the

Authority of it: Shew me as good Authority for

it ‘as Mofes did, Deut. 29, 1. Thefe are the words

| of the Covenant,, that the Lord commanded me to make
- with the Children of Ifrael : Do but fhew me where

the Lord hath commanded ir, and I will give.jou-
the caufe.

Fifthly, You fay, the firft Obje&tion that I offer
againft Infant-Baptifm is this, that if thofe that
are difcipled t6 Chrift by the Word, are the only
fubjedts of Baptifm,according to Chrifts Commilfi-
on, then Infants are not: But fuch as are difcipled
to Chrift by the Word, are the only fubjects of
Baptifim according to Chrifts Commiffion, there~
fore Infants are pot.

Your anfwer to thisis, that if by thofe that
are difcipled to Chrift by the Word are meant
{uch as arg difcipled by actual lultruftion, then

: you




52 Truth Yindicated,

you deny tite Minor: Yon fay, that Chrift co $
manded, that thofe that bedifcipled to Chrift by
teaching, or otherwife, fhould be baptized.

Reply. Firft, 1 wonder, that youa have fo foon
forgotten what you granted, Page 17. You gg.
clared, ‘that you did acknowledge, that the Chief
Commiffion that the Apofties hiad from Chriff, yo
to make Difciples by Inftruction, and then to By’
tize them, and now it’s quite another thing wig,

ou.

Secondly, 1deny, that there is 2ny other way p
difcipling to Chrilt by the Word, but by altug
teaching : Produce an inftance if you can, of aﬁ‘y
one that ever wasdifcipled to Chrift by the Wopg
withour actual teaching. 2

Thirdly, I deny, that Chrift hath commandgy
to baptize any more than are difcipled by Inftry_
&tion or Teaching. Theg Commiflion is, Go any
Yeach all Nations, baptizing them : See whether
can find one more in the Text to be Baptized
them than were tavght’s The Word rhem is rela.
tive to all Nations tanght and difcipled. Erafimy;
in his Paraphrafe upon the New Teftament ‘Teads
" the Commiflion thus, Goand teach all Nations, gy4

when they have learned, dip them: I defire gy
know, how Miniflers can Dilciple to Chrift by ¢pe
Word, otherwife than by actual loftruttion X
was by preaching ilie Gofpel that they were
Dilciple, fo Mark_has it, Go preach the Gofpel 4,
¢very Creature: Men cannot preach the Gof el
without aftual Inftruction: He that is® cajleq

Difciple, Aar. 28. is ‘called a Believer, MM{
16, 16. and if Faith cometh by bearing, as the Al
poftle tells us, Rom. 10. this can’t be without altug]
inGteuction. Iconclude then, that tobaptize fyey,
‘as are difcipled to Chrift, either by teaching g,
AL : 2 othe.
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otherwife, isnot in the C ommiflion 5 the word o-
therwife is not in the Tranflation, nor in the
G7eek, but isan Addition of your own.

Sixthly, You fay, the Children of Believers are

Difciples of Chrift, though they are not capable
of Learning.

Keply. You had as good fay, they have learned

Chrift, though they are not capable of Learning.
ou fay, Difciples may be taken two ways, ei-

. ther for fich as are made Dilciples by teaching,
- or for fuch as are in asftate of Difciples ; yon

fay, the Infants of Believers are born Difciples,
by vertue of the Gofpel.Covenant, and ‘that

g Cbrift bimfelf wounld have the Infants of Believers

received in his Name, and sccounts the receiving
of them the receiving of him, Afark 9.37. Luke
9 48. : :

Reply. Firft, There igno mention whether this
was the Child of a Believer or not 5 that there were

. many ofthe Fews that did not believe, is beyond

difPUtC, Jobn 10, Tebelicve noty beeaule e are ot my
¢ep, faith Chrift ;3 and whether this was the Ghild
of a Believer or not, youdo not know. = .
Secondly, Yon fhould have compared it with
Mat. 18, by which,as the Addition to Pool's Anno-
fations obferves, Mark and Luke muft bc-cxpouud-
€d, and then you might have feen, that it was not
a little Child, ‘confidered:zs fuch, nor yet s con-
fidered the Child of 2 Believer; but 4 Difciple of
Chrift that bath humbled himfelf, and is become
asalictle Child, azar. 18. 5. Whofocver fhall offexd
9ne [uch child thar bilieves on me. Where three
Evangelifts do fpeak of the fame thing, ashere
they do, its good to examine all, and take the

fence from 'him thag fpeaketh moft large and
¢lear. : - :

- Seventhly,
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Seventhbly, You fay that Peer doth in effect cay
Infants Dilciples, Aés15. 10. Why tempe ye Gog
10 put & yoke upon the neck of the difciples: The yoke
¢hat the falle Apofties would have put on thejy
peck was Circumcifion, asengaging them to keep
the law 3 this was circumcifion after the manpey
of Mofes, and then Ghildren being the fubjects
thereof, mult needs be included under the name of
Difciples. : ;

Reply. There is not one Word of Children in
this whole Controverfiey verfe 1. They taughe th,
Brethreny thar they muft be circumcifed after the map.
ner of Mofes: The Brethren are the Subje€ls the
manner of Mofes refpects, the form the cutting off
the fore-skin 3 the Brethren are the Subjects thay
were thus to be circumcifed, among which Chil.
dren of cight days old could not be numbreq
For, S
Firft, They werefuch ashad received the Holy
Ghoft, . 8. Secondly, They had purified thej,
hearts by Faith. Thirdly, They were {uch thag
‘from among. the: Gentiles were turned unto God,

#s 19,

Secondly, 1t was not circumcifion barely confide.

red, but circumcifion together with the falfe Dy,
&rine that was this intollerable yoke; for cjy
cumgifion barély conlidered was born by Chil.
dren of eight days old,-but circumcifion in Pl
of juftification,as here it was urged,was a yoke thy \
peither they nor their Fathers were able to beay .
now though circumcifion might have been impof cf
on Children of eight daysold, yet the falfe p,
&rine could not. ; 3
" Thirdly, Toexpound this of Children, is to ¢y
peund it contrary to the fence of the word difcf
ple,as you well know,and contrary to Luke 14, Ex:
CEP;-
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N eept a man bate F s T
‘w I e Father and Mother ;
b 'fef’ 4 ¢ cannos be my difciple wedy Andbip vinn
L1ghrhly, You fay, i ¥ . ‘*
lyin fucha fosite: g;tlg(g:‘lrdrqn of Believersare ho.
of Grace to be admi eright by the Covenant
gy Church, then th itted members of the vifible
Ghurch, then they mult necds be difciples of
iy yroug Children unclean, but vow ﬂor. ’Z’a g
i O-’Rﬁrally holy. re they holy 5 that is,
; i ff?]?;;, ;geny both the Major and the Minor :
GM” Was a caf: eny the Holinefs to be feederal ; {h
‘.'f‘r:b'-‘ ther itavfa??t tothe Apoftle for refolution. wflre
{’gjea" ifetocontizgglx' for the believing Husbarid 00;
’“wuiﬂﬂ'fellow? which b ith his or her unbelieving Yoke-
: i how doth he cleaf- .ar;qurs in the affirmative ; but
i nefs of theiy ¢ 1t F”f’lq He proves the lawful-
g thir fate ; Tht unbeliewipg bhand lawfulnefs of
' 10 the wif 4 unbelieving busband is fanilified in
i ¢y andtheunbelieving wife § Vi i
e the bushand ; they were {; 1g wife is [antlificd inor to
il illL the ordinance of G Sre angdifiedieactitoihestis
WO y €rs, according to (t)h', when both were Unbeliev~
0 ble among all at Text, Marriave is hon
r. lllﬂl‘aresgby ; nm?d ftthe Bed andefiled : e h(émi;l;.
inftance of the | -
’conl product, Elfemere v J awfulnefs of thei
p 5 Elfewere your Children wnclean, bur nm:'

fzu‘e / are they holy.
fof Sccondly, T i
WCH » The holinefs of the Child doesnot

arife fr .
aff from flh?{]'aglgf’ faith of the belicving Parent, by
':11‘5' does call that flﬁca-t ion of the unbelicver and no :
i b fuch as the fo anctification feederal holinefs : n,‘nq
. fect is not untain is, fuch are the ftrea 3 NI
I%D‘ Thirdl g[‘:@a[cl' than the il treams, the Cf’
4 b 1o vg’éu.ltehfpeaks of their Children indefini
{ unbelj of€ that were born wh ik
elievers, as th when both were -
» as thofe that were born after one ;m
d Q-

tdj"@ rent bel Ve 1 m o
10" T d ic .d Q Y i g n I)
d : g 2 me Of 'Vthh 4 l ht X‘Cmai

1
: : fefs’d
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fefs'd Pagans as well as one of the Parents, and .y,
holy. :
Sgr:ondly, I deny that all who were foeder),
1y holy were Difciples of Chrift, Fob# 4. 1. Chrig,
and John made Difciples among the Fewsof thof

who were feederally holy, antecedent thereum03

We are Mofes’ Difciples, fay fome, ds for thar fo)
low,, we know not whence be is 3 and yetthey were fop.
derally holy, Fom9.28, 29. and many inftance
more might be given, if need were,” to prove thg,
perfons might be feederally holy, and yet not tho
Difciples of Chrilt, : }

SECT. VIIL

O U fay, my fecond Objection is this, if thy
Apoltles, who well underftood their Lordg

Commiffion, did firft difciple before they bapej,

zed, then are DifCiples the only Subjects of bap..
tifm 3 but they did fo, Aks2.41. Your Anfwe
to this is, that the chief bufinefs of the Apoftles
at the firft planting of Churches,was to make Dif.
ciples by inltrution, and then'to baptize them g
and this feems to be one caufe why they have faiq
little or.nothing about baptizing of Children,

Reply. Till you can fhew me that they had o,
ther. bufinefs, I fhall take it for granted that thj;
was their only bufinefs, firlt to difciple by inftry.
ction,and then to haptize, and thar was the rey.
fon why they faid nothing about the baptizingof
Children ( as youhere confefs ) becaufeit waspg
part of their bufinefs ; and if the Apoltles faid pq.
thigg about baptizing of Children, I'take thye
. to be the reafon, why you and others that haye
written about it, have had no more to fay to the
purpofe than you have.

S ccondz"y,
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: Secondly, You fay, afecond Reafon feems to be
" t this, thatatthat time there was no doubt ‘made,
" bt that Infants ought to be received with their
[&M believing Parents, into the vifible Church.
l,ﬂj Reply. How .doth it appear, that there was no
'ﬂ doubt made ? you do not affirm it your feif, and if
Ww you did, you could not prove it;. yet, [ {uppofe
?‘pr. that there was no doubt inthe cale, it was clear
’;l‘f‘ that there was.no fuch thing; there being neither
() precept no prefident for it,  there could be no
"Wﬂ fuch thing of Divine Appointment, &
vfaﬂoﬁ Thirdly, You fay, that though there be no fuch’
"1 thing in exprefs terms recorded, yet it can’t be
' concluded from thence, that they baptized nones
- t.{\'élw;egative argument is not valid in matter of
fat, ;
| ;{t' Reply. Though it may not be concluded meer-
'(of 1y for want of a Prefident, yet there being' neis -
yff ther precept nor prefident, it-may be concluded 3
’ofbt for without a precept for it, the Apoftles would
‘M[ﬂ‘ not do it, and had there been a precept, I doube
Paﬂ}.‘ not but there would have been prefidents enougln’
Dll ; Fourtbly, You fay, that Chrift
e did many things not recorded in . No recordiin Seripe
6‘9‘ Scripture, Fobn 20.-and fo did zureb)'(,‘/.rrrljror(bu
Wl the Apofties. Apoftles of Infants

! - Baptifm, therefore s
fggdf . Reply. What is not recorded, ﬁn/(t/’be (eppofed
¢ is po rale for us to go by. they fpake it but iid

I ; i
hiagm You fay, its very probable . nor pradicess.

fi that the baptizing of Infants was
h‘M/ one of them. :
bl Reply. Probabilities prove vothing, only yon

/ do by this feem to intimate that you have nothing
[’ gl inScripture for it, nor do you know whether to
}b" go&o fetchany thing, e W ‘ b '
You fay,that the practife of the anp?mméof' 0=

: : ants
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fants was fo carly in the Church, that it can harg
ly be known when it began. : X

Reply. 1f it can’t be known when it began, ¢,
"it can't be proved by Scripture; ifit could, i‘;

would be known when it began.  Secondly, I ;.
was not from the beginning, then it was not of
divine inftitution, no, though it Was in the ney,
- ageafter the Apoftles were deceafed.  Thirdly, g
early as it was, youcan't conclude it more egy)
than can be known, and I have underftood thag ;.
can’t be proved to bein ufe the firlt two h““dred
years after Chrift, and that’s more t me thay the
the other fourteen hundred wherein it has beey in
Ufe- L
Fifthly, You'fay, that Origen and Auflin yg,
ports an Apoltolical Tradition for it.

Reply. 11uppofe you do not lay much ftrefs up.
on unwritten Traditions : For, Firft, You know
if we own them, we deny the Scriptures to pe
perfect rale : And, Secondly, ‘If we receive one, by
the fame rule we may receive more, and whep
thall we know when we have recieved all : Ifup‘
pofe there are plenty of theminthe fame fyq
out of which this came. Thirdly, It's a fign yoy
have not Scripture to proveit, in that you rup to
unwritten Traditions, if you had ground for j¢ in
Scripture, there were no need to fly to them,
© Stxthly, You fay, therc are' fome probable
grounds in Scripture, that the Apoftles upon the
parents faith baptized their Children 5 whep the
Goaler was converted, it’s exprefly faid, Thy ),
and all bis were flraighrway baptized, A&s 16, "
and it’s probable fome of thefe were Infants, '

Reply. 1t’s not only more probable that here
were no Infants, but it’s certain there were none <
- Fory Firft, 1Us (aid, They [pake to bim the word of 4 he

Lordj
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o Lord, and 1o all thas were in bis houfe, ver.32, that
d’ was before they were baptized. ~ Secondly, He be-
‘ *j #ved in God with all bis houfe, ver, 34.
§ . Youfay, it’s probable there were fome Infants
84 baptized, in that there were whole Houfholds,
# and Infantsare part of a2 Houfhold.
W Reply. Iv’s more probable that Infants were
i mot baptized, - from the inftances that are given of
ﬁ thefe four houfholds, then iftherg had been no in-
i dtance given of them: For, Finf?, Had itbeen the
i Practice of the Apoftles, to baptizc the whole fa.
{4 mily upon the profefiion of the Head of the Family,
mﬂ‘ﬂl fee no reafon why thefe families hould be menti-
gty oned more than others.’ Secondly, The Goalers
ikﬁ,,i family are proved already to he all believers, The
Mfecond 18 Crifpusy Aéts 18.8. Then Crifpus, the chicf
P ruler of the [ynagogue, belicved in God with all bis hou £
il eand many of the Corintbians believed,and were baptized :
5 1€ whole familles beleive, then whole families are
y’ﬁ: \bapn‘zed 3 if but a part believe, then buta part is
| M‘bapuzcd. The third is the houfhold of Stephamus,and
:{,)lthey are faid to be the ficft fruits of Aebais, and to
 Mhave addicted themfelves to the Miniftry of the
‘0 yS’filntS, 1 Cor,16.19. The fourth Houfhold is iLy-
Biia, and no body knows whether fhe was Maid,
f g Wife or Widdow, -
!“Mi& Seventhly, You fay, if Children had been denied ,
| ol Chorch-Memberfhip, doubtlefs thofc Fews that
jcab" were converted to Chriftianity'ac firlt wouldhave
pf}‘raxfed a-ftotm about it, as they did about lefler
PO’ matters.
Reply. Your donbtlefs proves no more than your
Vi Probabilities did, and thereforé I thall return no
(% Anfwer to it at prefent.

’W Eiffl”.w)’,’_ You fay, there isno exprefs prohibiti-
'aa/ §”°f°"b’fmmg us to recieveinfantsinto the Church
f{;/ﬂ ¥y baptifm, Yool
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Reply. Therc is no need ‘of a prohibition, bg
caufe it was never of Divine Appointment,

Nintbly, Youfay,there is more need of an eXprefy
rohibition, forbidding infants to be admicted intg
the Church by Baptifm, than there is ofan €Xprefy y
Command or Exdmple for the admitting of they, /
bscaufe, before Chrilt’s coming they always enjo,? .
ed the priviledge of being enter’d into the Church. {,ﬂ
and if this ancient priviledge be taken away,where |
is there aiiy plain precept or prefident for it, f

Reply. Firf#, You have granted a repeal of thay |

ancient priviledge already, that the'old or lega) i
adminiftration is done away,that there isa new ad Mw
miniftration eftablifted by Chrift, thatthe ey, |[{
ftood as aliens as well as others. 4 0
Secondly, You have not proved, that Childre, | /
flood Church-Members under the pew ndminiftr;} o

peal. T "
- Ten:hly, You fay, that one or both of thefe i nes |
ceflary to warrantus to'deny Infants-Baptifm. ol

Reply. One or bath of thefe is neceffary to war.. | i
rant to baptize them, Ieft God fhould fay, wh, |y
hath required this at your hands, but there jg no o
need of either to warrant us to deny them bap{ifmo uﬂd

+ for where there isno law chere is 1o tranfgrefjo,” .

Eleventhly, You fay,fora conclulion,it cap nchh i$m

be proved tirat Chrift or his Apoltles hath C-‘Cpreﬂr- J, 9

forbidden Infants to be admitted into his Churc{' ‘P

by baptifm, therefore they may and ought tq 1, dofr

baptized. RIHE S v

Reply. Firft, 1 perceive youn are almoft outof | (i

breath, in that you have but a negative argum DY i

left for your practice, st

" Secondly, It cannever be proved, that : d

exprefly );f'orbid Nadub and bitus to oﬁ’s??n(ie?]}i ?,:ﬂ‘;

With
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. with{trange fire, and yet they were deftroyed by
'M!“ fire from Heaven, for doing itwith fire thathe
commanded them not. B
o Thirdly, 1t’s none of our bufinefs to enquire af-
’.#{ﬂ' ter Prohibitons in matters of worfhip, that which
" We are to enquire after is, whether it be of Divine
3W Inttitution, Aas.28. 19,20. Teaching them 1o ob-
jal Jerve all things, whatfoever 1 have commandedvyou, and
b Io I am with you always, even untothe end of World :
#e 1f we expect the prefence and blefling of Ged with
V“%’, . Us,and on us,in what we do,we muft be {ure tokeep
”r.ofﬂ Clofe to his commands : Thow mecteft him that re-
2 §Joyceth and worketh righteoufnefs, that remembrech
d,ﬂ‘ thee in thy ways, 1fa.64.5. God’s way§ are the

g ways of his Commands, Plal. 119. 1,2, 3.
58 Fourthly, That which is not commanded in mat-
Cﬁildfters of worfhip is forbidden: Under the Oldi Tefta-
ﬂinimmem: it was not exprefly forbidden, Dewr: 12. 32.
i !thztfawcr thing I command you, that obferve and do,
O #hon fhalt not add therero, wor diminifh from it: And
MIW; may UOL'.fuppofe, that Chrift hasleft his Wor-
fﬁﬂ, Ipimore imperfect, or his people more at liber-
#ILy under the Gofpel.  A4ofes was faithfulin God's
' houfe as a Servant, but Chrift asa Son, Heb. 3. 2:
i’ti‘fc’igl under the New Teftament difpenfation, that
" which is not commanded in matters of worfhip;
,baelfp' Is forbidden implicitly and confequentially, J¢%
f il 4+ 24. Godis a Spirit, andthey thas worfhiphis mif
b4 wor (bip bim in fpiri and in truch : That God that
152{ doth exprefly require men to worfhip himin truth;
o0 doth implicitly forbid all falfc ways of WorlBips

gh? ‘ that are not ruled by the Word of Truths
§ . Eifihly, If that which Chrift hath not exprefly.
;’ﬂu forbidden may be admitred into the worlhip of
i ‘Gods. then may all the burthenfom Ceremonics
odi imaginable be admitted in.
E

Iy

¥
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1 come now to reply to,your third Paper, Whig]
you entitled, The vindication of Inﬁzm—ls’aptifm 'vi,:
*dicarcd.

In your ficlt Section gyoun fay, I charge You
with mifreprefenting my wordss. in faying =
granted that fuch as ought to be admitted Mempyg
of the vifible Church have a'right to baptifin,wy,
1 granted it only with refpect of an mftitute
Church: Bat fecing my Words. were doub'trul
( you fag) you took them, asyou concieved,in thé
beft {ence. . 4

Reply: Firft, Thave not abufed you in this, but
have ftated itas it was.

* Secondly, My Words were plain ; Haid,if by the
vilible Church you meant an inftituted Churcp 1
granted it. _ ¢

- Yougnfwer is this, that Bapti{m is moyedike
1y tobe the meansof admitting Members into
wniverfal vifible Church, than into a paxrticmae
Congregational Church 3 for if a Man were admi;
ted into a particular Congregation by baptify,
then when he leftthat, apd is admitted intogng’
ther, he muft be baptized again. P

Reply. Here you grant'my Argument, ( thoypy,
nnder another term ) that Baptifm could notj,
theformal, conftituting cault, becauleiit could p,
but once adminiftred, and there may be cafeg ie
which a pegfon may be twice formed a Member .
inftanced in a perfon jultly cjected, and afterwarg
repenting; you inftancg in a perfons removins
from one Church to another, which is the fame

thing in effect ; and this is the Church lintendeq |
2

-3

when I faid an inftituted Church. Itold you jp
lalt, 1 koew no formal way of admiflion into, ¢,
wniverfal vifible Church, unlefs yott call the preécle
inlg of the Word the formal way. A Perfon Calleg

out
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§ !\ out of the World by the preaching of the Word,
Wy IS Upon his embracing of Chrift to be owned a
M@: Member of the univerf(al vifible Church.
b | . Stcondly, Youfay, thereisa greatdeal of diffes
4 Tence between conftituting a Man a Member of the

Church,jand receiving of one that was a Member
efore ; a Man muft be a real’ Member of the
i Church, before he can be folemnly recéived by
‘, baptifm, and'declared a vifible Member.
o4 Reply. 161 do rightly underftand this,%here is a
fiit grant,that thofe that youbaptize are not Mémberg
* ) of the Vifible Church, antecedent thereunto,and 1
oM think I am not miftaken, for in page 67. you iy,
" that Children are invifibly, and before God inte:
(" refted in the Covenant, and Church-members be-
[ fore they are baptized : Now pray tell me how
d’aﬂ 'chl)u know, that fuchaS you baptize wer€ really
[
ﬁa k

i
g

embers of the vifible Churgh ;" if they were not
Vifibly fuch, we cannot judge but by vifibility.
#° Thirdly, You fay, that Bapti{m is a means to ad-
@t mit perfons into the vifible Chur¢h; and as you
15 take€ir, the Scripture ison your fide in it, for which
:‘“oﬁ? you bring three Scriptores, Rom. 6. 3. As many of
b yon as were baptized into Chriff. bk g
(igﬁ' . Keply. This {peaks not of haptizing int6 the
’ldnlé Church, but into Chrift ; and thc"fc that are'liete |
(@ faid to be baprized into Chrift,were not only rCQPn
# but vifible Members of the univerfal v1|_i‘b]cChurch,
§ antecedent therennto ; they were Believers, they
had made a verbal profeflion of their Faith, which
was enough to declare them Members of thawni-
ver{al vifible Chyrch,before they were bagmzcd. 2
Your Second Text is, A#s 2. 418 Then they
that gladly received the Word werve baptized, and thé

Jame day there were added unto them abous three thoi~
[and Souts. :

E 3 - Reply:
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Reply. Firft, They wece members of the univer,
{al vifible Church before they were baptized, theijy
profeflcd Reception of the Word declared them
fach. Secondly, Thelr heing added, wasto 5
particnlar inftituted Church, or a Congregatig.
nal Church, where the Supper of the Lord was tq
be enjoyed. You grant your felf, that Baptify
does not forma Periona member of an inftitateq
Church 3 for if it did, a Perfon muft be as of;
baptized as he is regeivefl.

Your third Text is, 1Cor.12. 13, By on¢ Spirjp
are e all baptized into ot Body, &¢.

Reply. «1 confefs this is the univerfal vifible
Church, but here I have two things to Object..
Firjt, Thefc were not members before.  Second)y
“This is ot Water-baptifm, but Spiritual baptifin
or Regeneration, fo that neither of thefe Scripf
tures do prove what'they are brought for.

Fourshly, You fay, thata Perfon juftly excom.
municated is not wholly unchurched, but only ex_
cluded from the outward Communion till he re,
pent. Againft this you fay, 1objedt, thatan ey,
communicated Perfon is cut off from that partiey
jar Body whereof he once ftood a member. Thé
Sgripture that 1 brought to:prove this, it fecmg
docs not fatisfie you ; that in Marthew you f;
declares a'Perfon to be inthe fame circumftanceg
a5 2 Heathen-man, in regard of ontward Commypj.
on, but this is your own diltinétion, there js'pq
fuch thing in the Text ; the charge 1S, Lez biy pe
10 thee as & Heathen-man orva Publican, and fuch 5
one is no member of that particular Body ; and a¢
for that in"1 Cor. 5. They are bid to put away from
among themfelves that wicked Perfons How he fhoyld
be put away from amongft them, and yet continy.
ed a memBer with them, I do not know. ™

Fifz};.
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4 . Fifthly, You Object, that a man excommunica-
S, ted may retain the Profefllion of his Faith, and he
@‘V heartlly grieved for his Sins, which ftrongly ar-
de 8Ues him a member of the.univerfal vifible Church.
i]‘d" Reply. Firft, 1f he be traly humbled and grieved
y . for his Sins, he ought pot to be excommunicated ;
fag therefore want of this is neceflarily fuppofed,
o whena Perfon is juftly ejected.
ﬂw\ Secondly, If Grief and Humiliation do appear af-
! 4§ ter he is ejected, itargues him a member of the unis
P' ' verfal Church, I grant; ‘butnot a member of that

41 Particular Body out of which he was caft, as ghey
" are’confidered an inftituted Church,

],J Sixthly, You fay, the Apoftle writes to them to
Wi forgive him, and comforthim, that.is, to abfolve
) 4 him from the punifiment, which ftrongly argues he
;M{P Was not received in as an Alien. i
o 80 - Reply. The Queltion is noty after what manner
f ' he was to be received ? but whether he was cafk
g0 out, and that you do not deny 4 now to be caft out
J oyl from among them, and at the fame time be eenti-
}’ W nued a member with theém, are termsiaconfiflent 5

o and if he were formally caft ‘out, ‘as it appecars, he
y af‘i wasy he muft.be formally received again, befofe he
4 could'be owned a member of ghat particular Gona -
cfc-xfg gregation.
|

f SECT. Ik
]m m’ 2 - .

:omﬁ’ Ou fay, I blame yoli for not taking notice of
“‘}4 theexcluding of Baftards under the legal Ad-
) miniftration, which feems to contradict your pre-
’d,ﬂ' fent pradtife in receiving them. You fay, you
il madeno Anfwer, becaufe you thought it imperti®
Mﬁ‘/ nent to the toue fenfe of the Text, which is Dexs.

1504 23+ 2. Where a Bafterd is forbid to enter into the

2

o £ Conre-
¥
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Congregation of the Lord to the tenth Generation, Thg
Criticks ( fay you ) expound it thus, that a Ba.
{tard was not to bear Office in the Church to the
tenth Generation. ,

Reply. Firft, You had done well, if you haq
told me, who thofe Criticks are that give this Crj.
tical Expofition. Pool in hl_s Synopfis, who_fe Work
it was to collect them, mentions no fuch thingyag
am informed. 30 pi :

. Segondly, 1 know not how the Criticks do ey
pound the Words, I kndw the Text is plain, anq
a2 Text may be wier-drawn in the Expofition of it

peyond what the fcnfe_ will afford : Nor do [ fe;
what ground there is either from thecoherence of
this or any other Text thus to expound it.

Thirdly, 1 canot yet accept of that Critical In.
" terpretatiop,and that for thefe Reafons:

Firft, Tdo not fipgd that the Females were gq.
mitted into ordinary Offices at all inder that dif.
penfation, ( and ofifuch I fuppofe you intend it)
butaBaltard might be Female as well as Male.

" Secondly, God chofe the Tribe of Levi'to officj.
ate in that Church-{tate, but a Baftard might b,
of angother Tribe as well as of thaty  cuu®

- econdly, You offer onc Argument to, Prove
that the Textedidnot intend anExclufion froy,
the means of Salvation ; for God hath declaredn
Thae the Son (hall not bear the Iniquity of the Fashy,
Eztk, 18. 20. and never did God punifh the Chi?i'
dren with fpiritual Poniffment, as fometimes i
doth with T/clmpora], for the Fathers fault, i
" Reply. Firft, Your Quotation is Impertine :
that };cfpe&s a temporal Punifhmentlj theirnlta,eggl'
in Babylon, which they thought was a ftroke Iaig
ypot them meerly for their Fathers fault.

Secondly, Your alltrtion will not hold goad

- God

B

e e - N

——

-

2T =SS

e




P Trush Tinvicaced. 67

" God' threatned that the Man-child that was not
“ﬂ:‘ Circumcifed the eighth day, fhould be cut off from
Bl tbe Congregation of bis Peopleis and yet the fault lay
M fot in the Child, but in the Parent, Gen, 17.14.

525 SR G AN '

5‘% "YO“ fays I.own the Covengpt, Ger. 17. 7. tO
§ R ‘bethe Covenant of Grate ; but that I deny
J*4 the Covenant Gen. 17.8, and o to 5. to be the
i Covenant of Grace, andthat becanfe it was made
W with the natural Seed,confidered as:fuch, and con-
I'd tained temporal Bleflingsonly 5 and that Lwould
gﬁa shavesall this'granted to me without proof. ;
s “ Reply. 1 offered proof fo what I afferted, but if
,d ‘youn take no notice of it; the fanlt-is yours, and
r’g’jpﬂ, ‘not mines. As for the Seed mentioned in the eighth
" Dwerfe, its granted that they wgre thenatural Secd,
: a,oc?,that needsmo proofyrand for -the fpiritaal Scedgl
'.‘W' iqgioied the foursh.verfe of ‘thegfame Chapter s
ol Sfor me, my Covenant (hall be with thee, and.a Father of
W"‘ - many Nations will  make thee 5 and thy INawe [halk
( ? n0 more be called Abram, but “Abrabam [(hall thy Name
jgbrf “bey%fgra Father of wany Nations have I madethee :
W8 . Thefe are the fpiritual Seed, as appears Rom. 4»
"y and thisis the {fame Covenant with that in the
ﬁ"ﬂﬁ 7h1verfe; asappears in that the ‘Lord hath made
% himfelf over to .Abrabam, and to his Seed ablalute-
55;}, -ly, and fo he hath not to any but the dpiritual
’il‘ Sced; or the myftical Seed, which is that I intend.
' Sceondly, Youw fayys here is bur® cne Covenant
o, -mcntioned, Gen 17,
;,afi‘ Reply. Firft, Here is a Covenant mentioned. in
9  which the Land of Canaan was not-put as the Inbe-
g’ ritance, venfeq, 5. the Genrileshad no Title there-
\ unto, and they are the many Mations there ingerd-
SR E -4 Segondly,




68 Truth Windicated,

Secandly, Here isa Covenant, in which the Lang
of Canasn was put as the Inheritance, wverfe 8, ¢
" gherefore there are two Covenants mentioned.

Thirdly, The Lord makes himfelf ovér abfolyge_
ly with refpect tothe fpiritual Seed, verfe . ap
. he makes himfelfover conditionally with refpeq
to the natural Seed, werfe 8, 9. which is fuﬂi(;ient
to prove that there are two Covenants mentj,_
nc‘;’r';,,-,d;,, You fay, there isa {piritual Promig,
expreft in the 8th. verfe, in the fame words ag j,
the qth. And I will be their Gody which confutes my
Taterpretation, and defeats my Defign.

Reply. Firft, 1 defire you to ftay atlittle, 1 have
not yet replied toit. - Secordly, The Promife jg
not in the fameWords, there is fome variation j,
" ‘them. Tlaj(déy, It is not in the fame Senfe, Noy

it it be worded nevepifo much alike its nothing, i
it differ.in the fence; inthe 7eh. werfe it’s abfolyg,
‘in the 8th. therels a'(-]ondl.uon annexed, Tou_ﬂ,ql}
keep my Covenant 5 @ failure in the performance of
which Condition wasa breachof the Covenap.
verfe 14- ’

Thirdly, 1t confutes not my Tnterpretatiqn;- for
~when I faid, the Covenant of Grace Coﬂtainéd\fpi_
ritual Bleflings; this temporal only, | explaineq
my meaning, that God never promifed a . gy
Heart and a new Spirit,by vertue of that Govenapg
into which the natural Seed were taken, confider.
ed a2s fuchy for"which I brought Dey, 28.
where yon have a Catalogue of the Bl‘-‘mngs ij.
that Covenant, but the Covenant of Grace o
tains fpivitual Bleflings, Fer.31.33,34. Thar oy
will write bis Law in their Eearts, gl;‘;et tbcy [k’ al)
know bim., vbat he will forgive their Sins.

I-o;;rzhj'? It defeats not my Defign, though the

Lord
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- Lord promifed to be their God 5 you have here

found nothing that is new to me, nor more than
offered you in my laft 5 wherein 1 fhewed you
the vaft difference between the Lords making him-.
felf aver to the fpiritnal Seed,by vertue of the Co-
Venant of Grace, and his making himfclf over to
the natural feed, by vertue of this Covenant.
Eirft, In that the Promifes of the Covenant of
Grace were better Promifes, Heb. 8. 6. better in
that they contained fpiritual Bleflings, Juftificati-
on, Sandlification, .and’ Glorification ; but the.
Promifes of this Covenant contained temporal
Bleflings ovly, and thefe for the moft part hung
on Conditions too. - Now according as the Tenor

~of the Covenant is, by which God makes himfelf

over unto a People, fuch is the Priviledge of the
People that have an Intereft in him, by vertue of
the Covenant of Grace 3 he 'was their God to blefs
them with Grace here, and to crown them with
Glory hereafter. You faysyour felf, Book 2-
Page 3. That God promifed Abrabam, Geti17.77.
That he would be a God to himy andro bis Seed after
bim 5 implying, that he would afford to them that
wete in Covenant with him, all bleflings that
could be expetted from a gracious God; andwhat
can be expefted lefs than Grace here, and Glory
hereafter 2 But I never found that God did afford
all thefe Bleflings, or any of them, to the -natur:}l
Seed, confidered as fuch ; bug for God to betheir
God, by vertue of that Covenant ifto'which they

- Were taken, was butao give them thofe outward

Bleflings that were put into that Covenant,_ as the
Land of Canaan, and a flourithing Eftate in that
Land, and moft of thefe hung on Condition of
their Gbedience too; who could expect more
from God by vertue of that Covenant, than what
the Lord put into it ? Seconds
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Secoudly, Intereft in God by vertue of the Coy

venant'of Grace cannot be loft, Pfal 48. 1a. Thi
God # onr Godseven out- OWn God,for ever and ever,
be will be ony’ guide 0 Deathy Jer. 32.40. but inte.
veft in God by vertue of this Covenant might be
loft, FHof. 1. Callbis name Loammiy for ye are oy
my People, neither will 1be your God. Ten Tribeg
‘cut off at once. #50 though Go.d bean eterny)
God, yet was their Relation to him by vertue of
this Covenant but Temporal, and inthis refpeg
it may well be faid, that this Covenant containeq
Temporal Bleffings only- I canniot yet fee, that
my Interpretation is confuted; or my defign de.

feated - : ‘

Fourthly, You fay, that though there'be no.
thing in Ger. 17. tO demonftrate. that the Cove.
nant of Grace was made with Abraham and hijg
{pititual Seed, yetel think I have an unanfwers,
“Ble oney Gali3.29- If ye be Chrifts, then are ye 4.
byabams Seed, and Hers ﬂccordmg to the Promiﬁ,.
Your Anfwet to thisis, that the Apoftle doth nog
here mention all that are in Covenant with Gog
in regard of external Priviledges, but ovly de.
feribes the fpiritual Seed of Abrabamsin regard of

faving Grace.

Reply. Firfl; How fhall T knowy that the Apo.'

ftle would haveus thus to diftinguvifh : He only
tells us, T har thofe that are Chrifts are Abrabams [ced
and Heirs according 40 Ppromife. 1 would now ch:
vy 5 Firff, Whetbet fome of the Subjels of the
gew Covenant have a right'to faving Grace, ang
ot all 2 God promifed it to all, jer. 31. 33. with-
out excepting any 5 7 will write my Law in theiy
Hearts, and they [liall all know me, from theleaft o the
greareft.  You fay your felf, page 14. that God
will not fail to do us good, andto afford us Grace

= fuffi

B

RN L o g



Truth Windicated, - 7r

fofficient to enable us to keep his Covenant 3 and [
:&;_fﬂppofe, by this yon mean all the fubje@s of this.

% Covenant, or elfe yan do nothing, and is not this
! faving Grace ? 1 know no difference between
‘ Grace to enable us to perfevere, and - faving

'y Grace.  Secondly, 1would Query, Whether the
3 i' Covenant of Grace be made with any but. _dbra.
f bam and his Seed, Gul. 3. 16. Now 10 _Abrabam
Wl and bisSeed were the, Promifes made', be Jaith not, of
o #l Secels, as of many, but unto thy Seed, as of one, whicly
¥ Chriff. Give me butone Scripture that extends
@ the Promifes beyond the Seed of Abrabam, T boird-
"l by, ‘Whether dbrabam had any other Seed among
W the Gearilesto whom this was {poken, but the {pi-
4 ritual Seed ? _4brabam had but two Seeds, a natn-
éM ral and a {piritual 3 the Gentiles are not his natu-
w_g(éd‘ r?ll Seed, sghey muft be  his fpiricual,.or not at
all. 3 . :
ﬁ’ﬂ Fourthly, Whether there be any moreiof the
!"/;! Genriles that are his fpiritual Seed than thofethat
W are Chrift’s? And Fifibly, Whether thofg that
! are Chrilt’s can be known by us tobe -the Seed of
0 Abrabim, till they walk in the fteps of Airaham’s
“ﬂ‘.f Faith? The fubftance of thefe things 1 éffered
) you twice before, but as y&& have nof obrained
| one Anfwer! ... Y ;
Eifthly, You fay, that nonebut true Believers
and-found Members of Chrift are the Spiritual
Sced of Abraham, and notie but fuch fhall receive
remiflion of Sins and Eternal Life. .
p Reply. Firft, If none but true Believers are the
W4 {piritual feed of Abrabam, then monebut grue Be-
l‘%ﬂ lievers are the fubje@ts of the Covenant of Grace 3
' Lo Abrabam, andto bis Seed,, were the promifes made,
W1 be faith not of fecds, &e, Why thendo you laboug
% to bring in fuch to be the fubjects of this Gove-
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nant that are not the fpiritual . feed 2 The Gep,
+iles are not his natural feed, nor can they be mag,
partakers of thepromife, bt in Chrift, Ephef. 3. 6.
Secondly, ‘1 deny thatnone but true Believers are
¢he feed of Abrabam; the Text faith,If.ye be Chrip,
then are”ye Abrabam’s feed : Now if I prove thepy
to be Chrift’s, antecedent unto Faith, I proy,
them tobe Abraban's feed, antecedentunto Faith .
for the proc ; . '
23. Thar hemay give ctr_m_al life to as many as thy,
baft given unto 716, and this is life eternal to know the,
10 be the only true Gody and Fefus Chrift whom thow hap
2ae + This is faith, asits confidered the at of the
underftanding, but thefe were given unto Chrif
before Eternal Life was given unto them j

Chrift ; and if they were given to him, they were -

Chrifts, 2fal. v10: Thy people fhall be willinginthe day
of thy Power = "Thy People before they were a wij.
ing people, and if they were bis People before they
werea willing people, they were his People befogg
they did believe ; and if they were ‘Chrifts befora
they did belicve, then were they Abrabam’s feed e
fore they did believe; fo€h as were given him
Covenant, Rom. 4. A father of mary Nations baye §
made thee 3 Tpeakingof thofe things that arg nyy
as if they weres oIf Abraham was theirFather, they
were they his Children ; tho’ they are not fo in
our Eye, ygt they are foin God’s Eye. s
You fay, that none but thofe thatdo bgljey
fhall receive remiflion of fin, and inherit Cternael
er- .
"Reply. It?s true, if you refpedt grown pe
and ilt))i’s as trae, that fuch who in time l;eli‘::vifo}?;(i
their fins pardoned, and a title to sternal lifs 5
tecedent thereunto ; but I fhall find another plan-
to handle this. Xt

Sfxlif{y,

fof this take two Scriptures, John o’
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) in}'lgfxfhly? You fay, tho’ none but Believérs do
it ¢t Eternal Life, . yet there are many Go-
Iy +PC-Priviledges which come on thofe ‘that em-
i "ace and profefs the Gofpely they have many
o Offers of Grace, and Promifes of Pardon made to
y them, on condition of Repentance and new Obe-
' ghence, which clearly fhews, that they are fub-
,de jects O_f the Gofpel-Gevenant, in refpect of Exter-
il nal Priviledges, e, :
#  Reply. Firjt, I would know what you meanby
# Smbracing the Gofpel ? whether it be heartily op
%,11 felgnedly? if it be heartily, then they have not op-
“'w? ly external Priviledges, but internal afo 5 ifit be
Mﬁ but feignedly, then they have no more priviledge
,G“ than others have to whom the Gofpel comes, that
o0 Dever doembraceit;, they have the tender of the
:le‘ Promife ofiPardon and Salvation s well as thefe;
”M the Fews, that contradicted and blaiphethed, _4éts
ah 13. had the offer aswell as others thofe that did
a“d not receive the Word, A&s 3. had the offer as
jal well as thofe that did, the Pagansor Heathens had
pift the offer,wherever the Apoftles preached to them.
'c,cd] Secondly, The Offer is frce ; Gopreach the Go-
i Spel to every Lreature, Mark 16..15. Chrift frecly
i oﬂ"ers bimfelf. in ‘the Wordy The, Spirit and .the
; M Bride [ay comey and les him-thas isathirft come, azd
o ry!:o[acvcr will, let'bim come and dginkof the water of
life frecly - Sinrers,as Sinners, are ipvitgd 3 S«ch as
08 bave ho money, are bid to come wWwitrout Wmoniy
i and. withour price, Ia. §5. 2. *Look uato ane, and
b/ be ye faved, all-the ends of the Earth. The rea-
fon why Men £0 withoutit, is, hccan{c they will
{4‘ not accept of that which is freely offéred ; there
f J 1s 0o prequalification required inany to the:accepts
V?ﬁl ing of Jetus Chrift. . £1-9
UPM Thirdly, The Offer of Grace degs not a:g?“
- y . argue
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argue perfons to be the Subjects of the Covenapyg
for then thofe Fews that had the offer,and rejeGieq
it, Pagansand Heathens alfo, to whom this Gg,
§pel was preachedy were the Subjects of the Cove.
nant, andythis is contrary £0.your OWn principle,
You fay your felf, that the Fews were Aliens o
well as others, and were not fubjects of the Cq_
venant, till they were converted, and yet they hag
the offer before:” 7t :

Seventbly, You fiy, if many of thofe that gy,
externally in Covenant, do not obtain the fpeciq)
beaefits and promifes of the Govenant, the reafoy
is, becaufe they do not perform the conditiopg
thefeof. The Promife is firm on Gods part, h
will not fail to perform what he hath promifed g,
all true Believers, but itus too poffible for man tq
fail ofhis duty, and fo tocome fhort of the Benefiy
promifed. ;

Replys Firft, 1 defire to know, whether ther,
be no benefit promifed to any but true Believers y
whether Faith it felf be not a New-Covenant Blef.
{ing or Benefit?. or whether itsbe to be found i,
Natures Gatden ? thisd defired in my laft, bye
couldmot obtain an anfwer,at lealt not in words g

Iength. However, ghere is this granted me, pag,

31, that the firft degree of Grace, by which oy
Ucderftanding is enlightned, and ovr Willsye.
newed,is apfolutely promifed,and if fo,then is fajey
promifed 5 for the Effence ofFaltl] lieth in the A&
of theinderFanding,and of the will; and when the
tord hath performed this promife, thénisa Soyy
#truc Beligver 5 and if the Lord will not fail ¢
perform what he hath promifed to all true Be.
lievers, then he will not fail to fave them, for thag
is his-promife to all true Believers, Mark 16, 16,
Fobu 5. 16, Fe that believerh, fall be [aved. Norig

it
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* it poflible for any of the {ubjects of this Covenant,
towhom God will give the ficft degree of Grace,

@l by which the Uonderftanding is enlightned, and
i the Heart and Will reformedy ( which yon fay
gl @re abfolutely promifed ) fo to fail of their duty,
@ 2 to come fhort of the benefit promifed, fecing
i, ltsas abfolutely promifed, that when God bath gi-
N wen them anew hearr, that he will put his Spirit within
themyand canfethem ro walkin bis Statutesy and obferve
 bis Fudgments,

SECJ . IV.
\/ Ol fay, the main thing contended abouty is,
W M Whether the Covenanr, Dent.29. be the Co-
i venant of Grace or no : _You fay, the very Tepour
f of the Covenant of Grace is, J wild be 10 them a God,
d and they fBallbeto me apeople, Heb. 8. 10. and the
i Tenor of the €ovenant, Deut. 29. 1s the fame,
That Lmay eftablifh thee a_people nnio my [eif, and.
d2har ] may be soyon a God : Add fure the Tenor af
 the Covenant is the beft Evidence to knéw the
nature of the Covenant,by. g
Reply. Firff, 1deny that the Tenor of theCo-
venant, Deut, 29., isthe fame with that Aeb. 8.
i there is a mapifelt difference s thegilenor of thes
gl Covenant of Grace, Hcb. 8. is, Imill write my LA
intheir hearts, gud in their mipds, ‘and will be el
God, and they fhall all know me Jrom thE leaftyto the
g grcatelt, for 1 will forgive their Iniquitics, and: re-
| #ember thegr (ins no more ; but the Tenor of the C‘Q'
venant in Deurr. is only this, 7hat. the Lord mdy
L cfablifl thee 1o be 4 peaple unto him[elf y4and that he
| 77aybeto thee aGod : ‘Here is not a2 Word of wri-
| ting bis law in their hearts;, not s word, That they
,; ﬂl’ll’[ all IQZOTD hilﬂ, f{:O_m ﬂy; 1(‘;{{? 10 f;",‘." g?'('.-,z,':‘/f 3 ﬂol;:
. : ® : ye
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yet, That be will be merciful to their hnrighteonfnef;
and vemember their fins no more. >

. Secondly, The Bleflings of the Covenant of
Grace were never promifed to the Natural Seed,
as fuch, nor did they ever €njoy them; yet whey
God makes himfelf over toa people by covenant,
it is to give out o them, and beltow on them tha
bleffings of that covenant. When the Lord maq,
himfelf over to'the natural feed by covenant, j,
was tobeftow on them the bleflings of that coye_
nant, according to the Tenor thereof, a Catalogy,
of which bleflings you have; Deut. 28 but nog
one fpiritual blefling among them 5 1L Wasaccord.
ing’ﬂto thofe words Deut. 28. that God made :
Covenant with them Deit, 29. as appears verfe
the note that Igave you, verfe2s5. by which jg
diftinguifhed from the Covenant of Grace, yoy

have deferred the, Anfwer too till fome othep

place, only you fay_,'if it be fu‘ph an Cfrﬁntia[
‘mark of difference, itistobeapplied to the cere._
monial Law that gave to Ifrac/ when they camg

out of Egypt. :

Reply. The Ceremonial Law was but anpey,
to this covenant, it was diftinct from the eflence
thereof, #eb. 9. 1. Then. verily the firlf Coyp.
Syaxt had alfo Ordinances of DivineWorfhip, &

The Ordinances contained in the Ceremonial [y,

were bat the adjundsof the firlt ¢ovenant: Nq
thar mark, Deut. 29.25. refers tothe covenapg 1§
felf, ‘and not to the adjunétsthereof.

Secondly, You fay, that the very werds of ¢,
covenant, Dexi. 29. 13. are dc'clgn'ed. by the Pro-
phet, Feremial7.22,23. to diftinguifli the Coye,
nant of Grace from the Ceremonial Law: 1 f,
sor w0 your Fathersy nor commanded Ithen, iy 4.
day thas 1 took them by the bandyso bring them ons of

Eoypry
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ﬁ}a!.iof}i::;;?z;% ff,f;m‘gg:er-i”g” ibut tin:i ;hi{zﬁbbamnmgclf
| ) JAying ymy woice, and I will be your :
) :ndyouﬂzall be :nypeoplcy. Tc:this you fay I)l‘eplygd:
%’,G::C;l;ersh;s ml)t sonc word of the Covenant ofs
! 0 this places 2 .
ﬁ whl_?cpl .Ido yet ftand to it,nor is there one mark by
;wlﬂ tl;l:gtt_hc Covepant of Grace may be known ; and
i wich hlt was {poken to them, ora covenant made
M ] them, in the day that God took them by the
o 'im_ to lead them out of the Land of Egypr, it
1 Plainly appears, that it was not the covenant of
ag!Gracc,for that covenant that he made with them in
yithe day he bronght them up out of Egypr, is diftin-
# guifhed: from the covenant of Grace Fer. 21,32
; Earely for God to be the God of a People, tho’
: ,;ﬁbY covenant, is not fuflicient to demonftrate it to
,ypffh ¢ thecovenant of Grace. God wasa Husband un-
2 o Jjracl, by vertue of the Covenant he made witlt
¢ gthem, and if their Huosband, then he was theif
eﬂ‘;dGOd, yet was that Covepant diftintt from the
lwcc{Covcnant of Grace, verfe 31, 33. compared.
! dd' SCforzdt’)’, He was their God on candition of Obe-
dience, and that was {ufficient to difcriminate it
| from the Covenant of Grace.
i Thirdly, You fay, thereis the fubftance of that
E ;} EIOV.CH§1-1c Fer. 31.33. tobe found in this, therefores
}W’ there 1s ground toconclude that thisisthe Coves
/ I nantof Grace :, This is thescovenant that lwill maké
P with the boufe of Ifraclyafter thofe days,[aitlithe Lord, I
lw 'mzll write my Lawin their b{.“-’l?’tl,‘ﬂtl pllt itin their in-
(8 wardparts,Lwill be their God,andthey fball be mY people

i)

Reply. Firft, That covenant Fer- 31-33- is abfo-

.);l’ lite, I will be their God ; that in Fer.7. is conditi-
Wl Snaly Obey my woice, and L it be your God, and yo
|51 f Jhill be my Peoples :
Secondly, Thereis apromife, For: 51, Thar Goi
1

wiik
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will write his law in their bearts, that {h_ay Jhall g
. know bim, that he wild forgive their Iniquitics, and .,

embex their (inno more 3 but there is no fuch Pro.»
mife Yer. 7. therefore the fubftance of the ope is

ot in theother. :
Secondly, You fay, that wI}gn _God is faig to
do all in the worl of our Sandification, there g,
endeavours are always fu ppofed.
Reply. Firft, The principle of Grace muft B
wrought in us without our OwWn endeavoy,
canted by your felf, pas. 31. That by which th::
underftanding is enlightoed, and the will reneweg
thefe Bleflings ( yob fay) are freely bcﬁode
upon us, aot for any work of righteouflnefs thay
we have done.

Thirdly, Whatever endeavours are put forgp
by us, they are the fruits of his Grace, Phil. 2. 1,
1t's God that worketh in you, both to will andte dy 0}.

' is own good pleafure, Ezek. 36.27.
" Fourthly, Where there are the greateft ‘endeg,
vours put forth by us, fature Bleflings do not de.
pend on them as means procuring, Rom. 9. {o they
it is not of him that willeth, nor of him that ryp_
neth, but of God that fheweth mercy.

Thirdly, You fay, that where the Scripture feem;
to lay the whole work of Sanctification on us, gpy
requires us to porifie the heart, as it doth Fames
1.5. Ezthyi§.31. Jfa..1. 17,18, there the
Affiftance and Operation of God's Grace is fj
fuppofed. ;

Reply. Firft, Tt'%ne thing to have the afliftance.
of God’s Grace fuppofed, and it’s another thing ¢,
have it promifed : Ideny, that God hath prop;j
fed Grace to enable all to cleanfe and purifie the
beart ; that he requireth fo to do, produce a pry.
mife if you can. 3 :

Secondly,
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Mﬁ Secondly, Nothing fhort of true Faith will ena-
o le us to cleanfe and purifié the heart, and that’s
HJHW dltorded unto all’; all men have not Faith,

f{w 10, nor all men where the Gofpel cometh, Fobn
‘.‘j’ 12, 37. :
il . Thirdly, We can’t purific our hearts till God
qd it 8veth a new heart, and when that is done, he will
y" put his fpirit within us, and caufe us to walk in his
- ﬁ ftatutes, i
(b Fourrhly, You fay, we cannot will nor do,
;ﬂdv Without the Grace of God concuring with us.
yﬂ» _ Reply. This is fomewhat obfcure;do you mean the
Iff§ Brace of God without us, ox the principles of grace
2a Within vs.  If you meanthe grace of God without
@Cﬁ; us, as I fuppofe you do, thenI would query, whom
gy ou 1ntend by the fubjects ? whether the regenerate
iy, °F the ,Jaregenerate ? If you intend the regene-
gfaic, 1t's found, for we are not fufficient of our
M elves to think any thing as of our felves, but then
it is not pertinent, for God requires finnersas well
& "ﬂﬂs Saints to purific their hearts ; if you mean the
"fo‘!unregeneratc, fuch whofe hearts and wills are not
,grcformed, they can do nothing of what God re-
B quires, granted by your felf pag. 32, The carnal
) mind is enmity againft Gody and is not [ubjeét itd
eri the Lap of God, neither indeed can be, Rom. 8
1% 7 %
i ’l . Fifthly, You fay, God will not put his fef’f_
el 10 our hearts, make us holy,and preferve us in the
% Way of Salvation without our own confent and cn-
: ’ Cavour, :
Reply. Firft, God doth never ask our confent

4 when he beffows on us the principles of Grace,
i they are freely given, granted by your felf page
B 31. the promifes that God will puthis fear into oot
hearis, " Fer, 32. 40. that he will write-his Law

,"y
‘d Fin thers,
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there, Fer: 31- 33. ate bothabfolute 5 the promig
of the Spirit alfo is abfolute, Ezck-36. 27. ang
whatever endeavoursare put forth by us, are ¢
froits of his Grace, Phil. 2. 13. ‘ %
SCCOWU)/, The fear of God once plantcd in the
heart, will fo operaie in the Soul by the Ipg,
ence of the Spirit, that the Soul fhall not depay
" from God ; It’s a great means of perfeveren%;
Where the fear of God is, the Soul dares por
to allow it felf in fin, it cries out, how fhaj §
do this wickednefs and fin againft God ¢ and jp
4 means to put us forward in duty, we are bi;
To perfeit holinefs in the fear of the  Lord, 2 Cop

7o 1o
Sixthly, You fay, We muft work ont omr Sy

wation with fear and tremblingy for it is God thag

morketh -in 13y both to will and to do of his own 2004

Plczlﬁlr‘e. <
Reply. 1 grant its to deny this is to deny the

Word,, yet our Salvation doth not depend on whyg

we do, asa means procuring, but only follows j;
as a means preparing. -

Seventhly, You fay, when God affordeth
fufficient grace to obey the Gofpel, it’s POfﬁblll:

for us, through our own perverfe wills, to abufa

Lis Grace, and to depart from him.

Reply. Firft, Nothing fhort of a New Heart. ;
which are all the principles of Grace, is fllfﬁcfeln
to make us capable of Gofpel-obedicnce. ik
~ Secondly, When that is beftowed on us, yer ;
not that fufficient to enable us to yield obediey 2
to the Gofpel without Divine Alliltance, ZCOC:‘

3. 5¢ :
Thirdly, When God hath given us fuffici
grace toobey the Gofpel, he will not fail t?‘;‘{%ﬂé
us by +his Spirit, f0.as that the principle fhal] be
7 Cxerted
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:P@ exerted in aftual Obedience, Ezck. 36.27.
|

A
/

| Fourhly, 1t feems harfh to me to hear you call
’%; 'i1 renewed and fan&ified will a perverfe will, tho’
y - Brant that there is perverfnefs remainingin ic,
“ Yet that does not denominate it a perverfe will, no
(# More than the remainders of Hypocrifie in a fancti-

i died foul do denominate him an Hypocrite.
oy - Fifthly, It feems more harfh to hear you fay,
m@dthat a Sotl may abufe the Grace of God, and de-
dat‘}l;art from him, when God hath f{aid, He will put
L fear in their hearts, that they fhall nor depart
Wfrom bim. . : st Londig
¢k Eighthly, You fay, that if we forfake him, he
ptwill forfake us, 2 Chron. 1. 2.

4 Reply. Firft, 1ts granted, that iptereft in God
by vertue of that covenant that took in the na-
y; tural feed, confidered as fuch, might be loft; ifthey
vﬂdeparted from God, he was under noobligation to

icontinue with them.

,jtﬂ{ Secondly, 1grant, that where a perfon doth to-
pfitally and finally forfake God, God will forfake
"Bim ; but this proves not that a Gracious Soul
dmay fo forfake God ; and till you do that, youdo
@énothing, Every Hyporhefis inScripture does not
(fifuppofe a poflibility ; If 7g0 up 1o Heaucen, thos
ghart therey but this fuppofeth not a poflibility of

. his going up to Heaven. ,

:,md‘ Ninthly, You fay, the Severity and Goodnels

fi#! of God are both on conditions, feverity on them

spthat fell and rejeCted the Gofpel, Dbut to-=
- Wards Believers goodnefs, ifthey continu¢in his

A goodnefs, otherwife they alfo fhall be cut off, Rom.

. LSTRN :

% Reply. This Quotation is impertinent, either
'uﬁg thofe that are here aid to be Believers were really
fyoi fuchr, or they were not 5 if they were, theyscould

/ :

|

, Rod nos
'
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not fall away, if they were not ; their falling away
proves not that a gracious foul may fo fall; g per.
fon may fall from his profeflion totally and finally

but that a graciqus foul may fofall, isdenied, *?

. SECT. V.
YOU fay, you come again to examine the djf

ferences that I make between the Covenapy

of Grace, and that into which the Fews entreg
with their feed, and to vindicate your Anfwer,

to them againfl my Exceptions. The firlt Diff,

rence you fay I made was this, that the Covenap,
into which the yews: entered with their feed wag,
covenant that might be broken, that it containeq
curfes as well as bleflings, Dexut.29.20, 21.  thy
the Covenant of Grace cannot be broken, and thyy
it contains only bleflings, and threatens no curfp
Here you fay I blame you for adding to Wha{
1 faid, that the Covenant of Grace threatned o
curfe is put in by your feif.
Reply. 1 did not only blame you for addij

' but alfo for diminifhing 5 I told you, that the ¢’

thereof, withouta fanétified ufe of them,as they ¢;
on the evil figs, Jer. 24, this you left ont ghey,
and now too. ‘ L
Secondly, You fay, thatitfeems my Opiniq
is now altered, and that I do now ownp thag 4
.Lhreatens a cure. it
Reply. 1£ it {eems fo to you,yet it does not to me
for my Opinion is [till the fame; I gave you ng
grant of any fuch thing, I only blamed you foo
adding to my words: Sure I am, there is ng curfr
ghreatned in that which you fay page 30. contaij ;
the {igtance of the Covenant of Grace, there ai‘:

only

{es of the firft covenant might fall on the fubjeqt;




