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fobjcfts o f the Covenant of Grace. There 
more Marks of difFerence 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 thg 
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 had 

i t before I told you i t was then repealed, whea 
the Covenant Jjy which they were conftituted a 
Church was broken, Zach. 11. l o . I fliewed you, 
there was a new Commiffion given out after Chrift 
was rifen, according to which the Apoftles were 
to af t , Mat.l^. 19,20- . ^ ^ 

Your Anfwer to this, is, that the Ceremonial 
Law is fometimcs called the firft and old Covenant, 
Hob 8.7, 13- the Jewilh fliadows vanilhed, their 
carnal Ordinances and Sacrifices ceasU 

Reoh The Apoftlehcre fpeaksof the Cove­
nant i t felf, and not of the Ceremomal Law, as 
dirt n f t from the Covenant: Though I deny „or, 
b w k the Covenant was abohlhcd, the Ordi . 
nnnccs were abolilhed too, which Ordinances 
T r e bu^the adjanfts of the di> 
mna from the Ellence, HA 9- i - Then vcnly 

the 



^ the firft Covenant had alfo Ordinances of Divine 
, ^ ^ ^ ^ ' P i to make the Covenant here to be 

(0' I put the Ordinances, is to deftroy the Sencc ; then 
011̂ *̂  muftbe read thus, then verily the firft Admini-

J ftrption had alfo an Adminiftration, or the firft 
]fi -t abernacle had alfo a Tabernacle. 
j^f Again, to take Hcb. 8. 7. for the Ordinances, is 
j j i j to reflea upon God hicifelf, who tells you i t was 
J J (5 not faultlefs^takeit oftheOrdinaces,and then they 
fHi-, "^""either bepofitively faulty,or privativelyfaul-
jjj 1̂  ty : Pofitively faulty they were not, for they were 
III 1* Gods own appointments privatively faulty they 

ĵs were not, for they did anfwertheend for which 
r Su^-.T^^''^ appointed; they did fhadow out Jefus 

Chnft,- the Eka: were brought to a light of Ghrift 
by them, not one of them mifcarried; but the 
Covenant i t fe l f was faulty, not pofitively, for ic 
was a good Covenant, though not fo good as the 

C new Covenant, yet i t anfwcred all the ends o f 
,£,11 God in making ic ^ one great end of which' ( as I 
1^ (tj conceive ) was the keeping the Seed of Ahrah>tm 
" «1" ^\ ^"^'''^ 'Roiyi, t i l l the Mefilab was brought 
,0 torth, that i t might appear that God had made 
.G''''Rood his Piomife made to Abraham, that in his 

# Seed all the Nations of the Earth Ihoiild be blefied i 
'Xit though this-Covenant was fufficicnt to anfwer 
all the ends for which i t was made, yet ic was iioE 

ĵ jpj' fufficient to anfwer aU the ends o f God, to relieve 
il^ sll the nccefllties of his People. Pardon, and Peace 

' / Reconciliation, a new Heart, and a new Spi-
(7, ^^^•> 9^'^^^ I'^re, and Glory hereafter, were never 
1̂ ,1 P»t into this Covcrsant : / / there had bticn a Law-

f pven that could have nvcn Life, verily Righieoufmfs 
Qil fiioisld have l^cen by the Law. Or . Orteti well ob-

fervesupqn this place, that though many of //ra-
«/that were under this Covenant went to Heaven, 

; , i . ^ 



yet there was not one of them that went to Heaven 
by vcrtue of this Covenant, but by vertue of 
Covenant of Grace i f this Covenant had been 
faultlefs, then fnould no place have been fougji^ 
for the fecond ; this fecond Covenant is a better 
Covenant,cftabliflied on better Promifes; Promifes 
'That Godwin mite his Law in their Hearts ^ that h^ 
will forgive their Iniquities^ and remember their Sim 
m more. I f thefe are the better Promifes that 
the new Covenant is eftablifhed upon, then they 
were not in the firft, for i f thefe Proniifcs had 
been in the firft Covenant, that Covenant woulti 
have been as good as the fecond, and the famg 
Promifes would have been as good in the f i r f t Co, 
venant as in the Iccond ; and this firft Covenant 
which is faid to be old, ver. 13. is diftinguif}), 
ed from the Covenant of Grace, verfe 9, by that 
fame Mark that I have mentioned already ; i t vvas 
theCovenant he made with them, when he brought 
them up out o? \vhich was that fame Co. 
venant that he made with them D m . 29. 10, i f * 
as appears vcrfez$. and yet ftill you proceed to 
prove, that the Covenant laft mentioned is the 
Covenant of Grace, by comparing Gen. 17. 
with Dm. 29.13. Hcb.2. lO. but feeing i t is fo 
near at hand, I (hall return no other anfwer but 
this, pray compare wi th Dent.25. 
and confidcr what I have laft wri t ten, and you 
may fee that they are diftirnH: Covenants. 

Secomlly^ You fay, you grant that the legal Or, 
dinances being repealed, there was a new Admj. 
niftration of the Covenant of Grace, eftablifhed 
by our Saviour after his Refurreftion. 

Reply. In granting a repeal of the legal Ordi. 
nances, you grant a repeal of the Jewifh Church-
itacc, in which their Children ftood members, and 

now 
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now hence forw«ird you muR prove their Church-
™e«i»erihip by this new Adminiflration that is 
^"abliHied by Chri f t , the old Adminidration be-
J"g out of doors, granted by your felf. Its ridicu­
lous for a man that grants the change of the Admi-
piliration, to loofc to that which is done away ; 
m this new Adminiftration there is a new Confti-
tution of Churches; the Church was national un-
n n L . ? ^ Adminiftration, it's Congregational 
under the Evangelical; then ail J W M , and I may 
i;37 all the Regions round about, were but one 
t.hurcb i but now there were Churches in jHdca, 
O^/. 1,22. W e read of ' the Churches olGaUtu 
1 Co^. i<j. nothing lies plainer in the W o r d than 
tnis, that Churches are-now Congregational, the 
matter whereof is vifible Saints, and the form mu-
tual Agreement, neither of which are Children in 
an mtant-ftatc capable o f ; and i f you can give rae 
mi onelnflanceby any one clear Text, that ever 
one Child was received into any one of thefe 

TU n ' " i ' " ^«f2nt-Itatc,l will give you thecaufe. 
ihiydly,/oi^ fay, you do likewifc grant, that 

f <:nief Commiffion that the Apoftles received 
i iom Ci in i t , was to make Difciples by In f t rua i -
o", and then to receive them into the Church by 
Baptifm. 

Reply. Their receiving into the Church by Bap-
lUai I have excepted againft already, and have 
given my reafons to the contrary; but here is a 
grant, that the chief CoramifTion tliat the Apoaies 
had from Chrif t , was to make Difciples by In-
" • ^ " " ^ ^ " r f ntcccdent unto Baptifin j but i f this 
was not the only Commiffion, then pray fhev/ 
ne another; and i f there be another, either it's 

larger, ( with refpcft to the fubjeas of fiaprifm ) 
or It IS fliorcer ^ i f i t be larger, then this is not 

the 
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the chief; i f ic be (hotter, i t will not relieve you* 
But I believe there is no other phat takes in Inl 
fants i i f there had, if I had not found i t tny felf 
I (hould have heard of i t by you e're this time. ' 

Thirdly, You fay, the Apofllcs were fenc to 
convert Aliens to the Faith, and fo the Jetps bein<. 
Aliens were to be difcipled unto Chrift before 
they were baptised ; and though the Jews werg 
members of the Church, and fubjedts of the Co­
venant of Grace under the legal Adminiftration 
yet they were not members of the Chriftian Church 
and fubjefts of the Covenant of Grace, according 
to the Gofpel Admiuiftration, t i l l they were con-
verted to the Chriftian Faith, and tnadc Difcipicj 
of Chrift . 

Reply. ( Setting afide their Intcrcft in the Cove­
nant of Grace, of which there has been enough 
Ipoken already) I know not what more can be 
pranced- ^ as to the repeal of th.e Jewifh Church 
State, and of that memberfhip which Children 
once'had, and were the controverfie here to end 
I fuppofe any unbiafTed man would judge you had 
given up the caufe; but you revive it again on the 
old bottom. 

Fourihly, You fay, that when believing Parents 
are baptized,, and received into the Chriftian 
Church, their Children with them are interefted 
in the Covenant of Grace, not by Nature, but 
by Vertue of God's Ordinance ; for Feter faicj,^ 
7he Vromife h to yon^ and to your Children, Afts 

^ ' l?p/v What right the Children are here faid to 
have, they had before their Parents did repent 
3nd were baptized, and received members of the 
Church-, the Exhortation was to every one of them, 
rtpctjt, and be haptix.ed j the Motive to enforce 
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the Exhortation was this, The Promife istoyouyand 
A *^y°^^ Children; fo that this right did not dcfcend 
i'Vi Children by the Ordinance of God, upon 
|̂fl£ the Parents Repentance, nor yet upon their being 

baptized, and received members of the Church. 
(;(,[ Secondly^ I deny the fubjedis to be Believers, 
f when the Apoftle told them. The Promife is unto . 

jo«, and toyottr Children 5. and its enough for me to 
[•sii f ° l '"̂ s your work to pr.ovc i c ; yet will I of-
'jjjjl' ter fomewhat for what I fay. 
Ijfjf' tirji^ 1 hey were/pricked at the Heart, that's all 
/̂iC? ^"^ account is given o f them ^ they were uider 

l?"^*^ Conviftion ; now Convidion and Conver-
^ ĵcoifion are two things, a man may be convinced 
A;4 that is not converted ; he mull be convinced be-

tore he can be converted 1 The nhole need riot the 
p\ J'h'fcian,^ butjheythat are fid 
jflOl'l ^fcondly. They Were ignorant o f the way of Sal-
^jjivation. They cried out. Men and Brethren what jiiall 

W W do? and that a Perfon can't l)e that docs be-
.jlJilieve; Faith is as well the af t of the Underftand-

'^'^f/fing asof the W i l l . 
Imrdly, They did not all believe at laft , though 

'oIi'™^'^^'-°'^i^^r Words were ufcd byway ofExborta-
• t!on to 'em, to lave ihemlelves from that unto-
pjff; ward Generation, verfe^i. Then they that gladly 
'^t 7"''^*^'^ ^^"^'^ '""̂ ^̂  Baptiz.cd ; now there is no 

:^'^"mcnt to be drawn to prove a Priviledgc ta 
J n , T5*'sandtheir*Seed, from what was fpokeiud' 
Jf]/ Unbelievers. 
'I / . ^^« '̂?» (̂y, I deny that Intcreft irt the Promife is 

p.^'l intended, and that for thefe two Reafons. 
^ "y^; Such as have an inrerell in the Promife fliali 

''d S'^^u*"'^ enjoy the good of the Promife ; the Heir 
of ° i '^"^P ' 'omife ftia!) Inherit in time 5 ic cannot be 

•' J s»ac the W o r d of God fhouk! have taken nona 



4'5 mm\) mi\\Ucatzh. 
EfFcft, Rom. 9. ThePromife contains jufl if icatk 
on, Sandtification, and Glorification. None wil) 
aver, that all the Children of Believers fliall 
faved; and yet they could not mifs of i t , had they 
an intereft in the Promife. 

Sccondlj^t Once an Intercfb in the Promife, ajj^ 
for ever an intereft therein, Jer. 32. 40. I ^j/^ 
inakc an Evcrlajling Covenant with them., that I roin 

' never turn avcay from them to-do them good : and I xvHi 
put my fear into their Hearts.^ that they fjallnot depart 
from me. 

Thirdly, I deny that barely Intcreft in the Pro. 
ni ifejs the ground ofBapt i i l tJ : The Apoftle did 
not lay i t down here as the ground of Baptifm 
but as a Motive to enforce the Exhortation: 
pent and he Bapsiz-ed-y that's the Exhortation-, FQ^ 
the Promtfe is to you, and to your Children, is the ^ lo , 
tive. I f the Qiieltion then be. What mull tliofg 
do to whom the Promife is ? The Anfwer will be 
this, Repnt and be Baptiz.cd: I f in be objefted 
Repentance was enjoined the Parents only, not 
the Childreii, I anfwer, Baptifm alfo was injoin. 
ed the Parents not the Children. 

Fourthly, I deny the Children were Bapti^ej 
when their Parents were, -verfc 41._ Then they that 
gladly received the Word were Baptiaed j in which 
number their Children could not ftand. 

'Secondly, They were not added to the Church 
though the number were abouf three thoufand' 
yet were there no more added than continued in 
theApoftlcsDoarine and Fellowlhip, andbregk-
in^ of Bread, and Prayer, which Children were 
not capable of. No Church-member was ever de. 
barred anyone Church-Priviledge, t i l l by their 
diforderly walking they debarr'd themfelves. 

S E C T . 



^ S E C T . V I . 

4 V * ^ ^ "'^"^^ ^Sain argue Childrens Church-
1̂' X memberfhip, f rom the Jewilh Children being 

received with their Parents by Circuracifion. 
V t Au^^' "^^^ ^ '^" ' ' " i f t ra t ion being changed, gran-
J ted by your felf, pa^e 17. we muft not now take 

r j our raeafures from the old Adminiftratidn, but 
''jj r "O"^ ^̂ "̂  have Gommil-
fi'f fion from Ghr i f t for what we do. 

You fay, the Priviledges of Chrifiians are as 
iC Mj great under the Gofpel, as thofe of the Jews were 
l\cj under the Law. 
i f \ R¥y- I grant their perfonal Priviledges are as 
tti great, and in fome refpedls greater, but then the 

"'•^^ 3rc the Chriftiansyou in-
,er|i tend i They were the Difciples that were called Cbrifli-
\ t ms, Adls I I . 26. and thefe Difciples were Believ-
J | e r s . • V ^ 
¥4 ^^f^o'idly. You fay, i f the Children df Be*1ievers 
'''•nil "V^y be excluded from the Covenant and Church 

of God, then their Priviledges are lefs, and their 
condition worfethan thofe under the Law. 

i f \ -Sef/y. Firfiy Their Intcreft in the Covenant of 
(){/'•• Grace is no otherwifc now than i t was then, and 

as for their Church-memberOiip and carnal Ordi-
. fiances, ( as you your felf call them ) i t was thcs 

Q/, pleafure of God they fhould enjoy them for a time^ 
J , and then to repeal them, and to diffolve iheir 
J Charch-ftate, and our Wiifs mult be refolved into* 
[,i the fovereign W i l l of God. All thingsare of God, 

JJiJo hath reconciled us unto himfelf b | Jefus 
> l ^ h r i f l , and that muft ftop the Mouth o f all Obje^ 

(F « ions 5 then from that time no Man was to bs 
Iĵ  known after the Flelh, then Birth-privilcdgefl 
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v;erc utterly ceas'd, then a f̂ew which was before 
born a Member of an inltituted Church, could no 
longer be owned fo much as a Member ol the uni. 
verfal vifible Church, unlefs in the Judgment of 
Charity he were new-born : By one Spirit are ye 
hapiiz.cd into one Body, and made to drink into one Spi. 
rit, whether Jew or Centik. -

Thirdly, They have the V/ord now as well as 
then, as foon as they are capable of i t , and that 
much clearer than ic was then, and in this refpef^ 
their Priviledge is greater than ,of the Children of 
Turkf and Pagans, ( thoiigh you fay they have no 
more-) and this the Apoftle calls the chief Privi. 
kdgc of the Jew above the Gentile, Rom. 3 -1 , i . 
and i f by no means their Priviledges muftbe aba. 
ted in any one thing, no not in a t i t t le , then tclj 
mc, what you allow them in the room of the Pafs. 
over, which then they had a right to? Exod. n 
^ A. A Lamb for a Hottfe: That Children area 
part o t the Houfe is your own Argument, there-
fore they had a right to the Faflbyer. 

Thirdly, You fay, i f the Children of Believers 
ax& hot Church-members, nor any way la Cove­
nant with God i How then can they be in any 
ftate of Salvation .=» For i t is by the Covenant Q[ 
God in Chrif t that we are favcd. 

Reply. 1 never denied Children to be in the Co­
venant, as I have clear'd i t already: That which I 
deny is, that the Children of Believers are in the 
Covenant, confidcred as fuch ; God knows what 
Children are in the Covenant, whether of BQJIC. 
vers or Unbelievers, I cannot tell ^ f u r c l am, that 
all the Eleft are in the Covenant, and they do 
not all come out of the Loins of Believers. 

Fourthly, You fay, there is good ground to 
hopei that the Children of Believers Ihall be faved-

Fci 
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For of fuch is the Kingdom of God, Mark l o . 14. 

ijfp/y. Ftrfl, I f you have luchgood ground o f 
their Salvation, why do you noc commit them 
to the Duf t in fare and certain hope of the Re-
lurreftion to Eternal Life , when they dye unb^p-
t i i ed ? 

Secondly, Chrift fpeaks not here o f the Children 
T ' " ' o f Children, conlidered as fuch. 

Ihfrdly, Chrift does not fay, that all luch are 
laved, but of fwh is the Kingdom of God. I be­
lieve, that Children are capable o f Salvation as 
well as grown Perfons, and that fuch o f them as 
are faved, are faved by vertue of the Covenant o f 
Grace 5 but how many, and whofe Children are fa­
ved, neither you, nor I can tell ^ itsa fecret lockt 
up m the Brealt of the Almighty, ic belongs not 
\Z Co enquire? but your Inference from this, • 
tnat all the Children of Believers have an Interelfc 
m the Covenant, and have a right to fcSaptifm, is a 
meet: groundlcfs Conclufion. 

f fftl^Jy, You fay, I think you contradia your 
I f i t in faying, i f Infants have an Intcrell in the Co­
venant, they have a right to Baptifm, when be-
ipre you contended for their entrance in by Bap-
t i i m ; to this you fay, the right they have to Bap-
t i fm is by Intereft in the Covenant, and unlefs 
they have a;/Intereftin the Covenant, and be re­
puted Church-members, they oueht not to be Bap­
tized, 

Reply. I f they wercin the Covenant before, then 
they are,, not entered in by Bapcifm : If they be 
entered in by Baptifm, then they were not in be­
fore. • 

Sixthly, You fay, I grant, that the Children o f 
the Jeroj had ai) Intcrelt in the Covenant before 
tney were Circumcifed. 

D 3 ^^7h' 
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Reply. That's true, I , did grant i t , but it's a» 

true, that I denied, that they were entered in by 
Circumcificn. I told you, the Female had an In. 
terefl: in the Covenant as well as the Male, though 
they were never Circumtifcd. 

Seventhly, You fay, that your calling Baptifm 
the Seal of the Covenant, you think the Nature 
of the Ordinance does afford ground for i t . 

Reply. 1 know no external Seal belonging to the 
Covenant of Grace, by which a Perfon may be 
known to have an Intereft therein; nor do yQ^ 
well to call i t fo without Scripture-ground. | 
fear, that attributing fo much to Baptifra as ioniQ 
do, hath a great tendfincy to make Perfons f c 
cure. 

S E C T . VIL 

Y Ou fay, at laft I take upon mc the place of an 
Opponent, which is contrary to the rules of 

p j fputa t ion, and offer foraething againfl: Infant. 
iJapcifm. . 

Reply. I never pretended to much skill in the 
rules of Difputation, nor do I yet; I know not 
but foraeof them may be broken now. I f I keen 
within the bounds of Truth and Moderation, i t l j 
as much as I look for. 

Secondly, You fay, that men are bound to pratr 
and worlhip God, and perform Duties of Holt! 
refs and Righteoufnefs; but Children that are not 
ppabie of performing thefc, are not guilty of any 
adtual Sin in omitting of them. 

Reply. Arc not Children capable to worfli'm 
pod? why then muft they be baptized? is not 
Baptifm, that isfo much contended for, a part of 
Gbdsworihip? Secondly, Men are bound to repent 

and 



and be baptized, but Ciiildren that arc not capa-
J} We of the performance of thefc Duties, are not 

guilty of aftual Sin in the OmifTion of them. 
iŵ jC Thirdly, You fay, that all thofe Scriptures that 

require Faith and Repentance before Baptifm, are 
r , *to be reflrained to thofe that are made Difciplcs 

f i r l l at Age ; but Infants of Believers have a right, 
vcrtue o f the Gofpel-Covenant,bcfore they can 

tij repent and believe. 
^fp/y. Here again you offer no proof to what 

f'A you bring, and that is I t i l l expefled by me, and a 
bi' bare denial is all that I fhall return, t i l l i^roof be 

offered. ' • . 
f'^A Fourthly, You fay, that Children are capable o f 
W-ji' entring into Covenant with God, though at pre-
liy fent they know not what Baptifm means, or what 

they are engaged to. In Mofes'^ time the l i t t le 
ones entered into Covenant, Deut. 29. 11,12. 

Reply. I do not di fput t their Cr-pacity, bat the 
J Authority of ic; Shew me as good Authority for 

jl̂ ĵjjil i t as Mofes d id . Dm. 29. i , Thcfe are the words 
tl/^' '^/^^•"^ Covenant, that the Lord commanded me to make 
f with the Children oflfrael: Do but fliew me where 

jo the Lord hath commanded ir , and I will g i v c j ou • 
V the caufc. 

^ f , |i Fifihly, You fay, the f i r f t Ohjc^ion that I offer 
I' agair.ft Infanc-Baptifm is this, that i f thofc that 

are difcipled to Chrift by the W o r d , are the only 
J fubjcas of Baptifm,according to Chrifts Comraifli-

\ f f on, then Infants are not: But fuch as are difr ipled 
to Chrift by the W o r d , are the only fubjefts ot 

liKi Bapcifm according to Chrifts Com-Tiiffion, there-
i f ' fore Infants are not. 

J Your aiifwcr to this is, that i f by thofe that 
t.i ^rc difcipled to Chrift by the Word are meant 
I J' fljchasarc dift ipled by aftaal Ini t iuaion, then 
,^ • yov, 
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you deny tlfe Minor : Yon fay, thac Ciirifl; corn 
manded, that thofe that be difcipled to ChrilV by 
teaching, or otherwife, fhould be baptized. 

Kepty. Firft, I wonder, that you have fo foQt, 
forgotten what you granted, Page 17. You de­
clared, that you did acknowledge, that the chief 
Coramiffion that the Apoltles h.A from Ghrilt, 
to make Difciples by Inftrudiiou, and then to Ban. 
t izethem, and now it's quite another thing wit^ 
yon. 
• Secondly, I deny, that there is sny other way of 
difcipjing to Chri l l by the W o r d , but by a f tu^ 
teaching : Produce an inftancc if you can, of any 
one that ever was difcipled to Chrift by the Word 
without adtual teaching. ' 

Thirdly, I deny, that Chrift hath commanded 
to baptize any niore than are difcipled by Inftru, 
i l ion or Teaching. Thg Commiflion is. Go an} 
•teach nil Nations, baptizing themSee whether yoy 
can find one more in the Text to be Baptized by 
them than v/ere taught: The Word thcmh rela, 
live to all Nations taught and difcipled. Eraf,„i^] 
i l l his Paraphrafc upon the Nev/ Teftamcnt reads 
the Comminion thus, Go and teach .dlNations, arid 
wh-m they have lesrned, dip them -. I defire to 
knov/, how Miniflerscan Difciple to Chrift by thg 
W o r d , otherwife than by adlual lo f t ru f t ion ; [,. 
was by preaching the Gofpel that they were to 
Difciple, 'io Marii has i t . Go preach the Gofpel fo 
every CreatureMen cannot preach the Gofpei 
without adual Inftrutftion: He that is* called a 
Diiciple, v /̂̂ rr. 28. is called a Believer, ji^^j^j, 
1 6. 16'. and i f f^aith cometb by hearing, as the A-
poftle tells us, Rom. i o. this can't be without aftuai 
inftroaion. I conclude then, that to baptize fuch 
as arc difcipkd to Chrift , either by teaching ,or 

other-



otherwife, is not in the Commiffion ; the word o-
tnerwife is not in the TranOarion, nor in the 
^^•"5, but is an Addition of your own. 
^]:xthly. You fay, the Children of Believers are 
^Uapies o f C h n f t , though tliey are not capable 
ot Learning. ^ 

Chrfl^' '^^^ 8°° '^ ^^y' ^^'^y have learned 
t .nr i i t , though they are not capable of Learning. 

l o u lay, Difciples may be taken two ways, ei-
tner lor fuch as are made Difciples by reachinc 
or for fuch as arc in a»ftate of Difciples; yoa 
lay, the Infants of Believers are born Difciples 
by vercue of the Gofpcl.Covenant, and that 
t^hrift himfelf would havq the Infants of Believers 
received m his Name, and accounts the receiving 
ot them the receiving o f him, Ahrk 9.37. Luks 
9- 40. . • 

Keply^ FirJI-, There i^^no mention whether this 
wasthe Child of a Believer or not ; chat there were 
many of the Jem thntdid not believe, is beyond 
difpute, yo/j« 10. Tehelkve not, bccaufcye are rwt my 
j ' ' f M a i t h Chrift ; and whether this was the Child 
of a Believer or nor, you do not know. 
_ Secondly, You fhould have compared ic with 

•Mat. 18, by ^hich,as the Addition to rool\ Anno-
Mf/'o»jobferves, Mark and Z-«/̂ f muftbe expound­
ed, and then you might have fcen,'that it was not 
^ l i t t l e Child, conlidercd-F.sfucb, noryetsscon-
J'dercd the Child of a Believer, but a Difciple o f 
Ghrif l that hath humbled himlelf, and is become 
^ ' 'aht t leChi ld , Mat. 18.5. Whofoevcrjhallofc?ed 
one Jiub child that believes on me. Where three 
i-'Vangclilts do fpcak of the fame thing, as here 
t'iey do, its good to examine all , and take the 
c^ear '̂̂ "̂̂  fpeaketh rabft large and 

Seventhly, 
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Seventhly, You fay that Peter doth in cffedt call 

Infants Difciplcs, ABs x^.io. Why tempt ye God 
to put a yoke upon the ncckof the dfjaples: The yok^ 
that the fall'c Apoftlcs would have put on their 
neck was Circumcifion, as engaging them to keep 
the law • this was circumcifion after the manner 
ofMofel and then Children being the fubjefts 
thereof, muft needs be included under the name of 

^ S y ^ T h e r e is not one W o r d o f Children in 
this whole Controverfift, -verfe i . They taught the 
Brethren, that they muft he circumcifed after the man-
ncrofMofes: The Brethren are the Subjetls the 
manner of yWo/a refpefts.the forni the cutting off 
the fore-skin ; the Brethren are the Subjctls that 
werethustobecircumcifcd, among which Chil, 
dren of eight days old could not be numbred. 
f 01' 

f JV/? They were fuch as had received the Ho]y 
Ghoft '-v- 8. Secondly, They had purified their 
hearts'by Faith. Thirdly, They were fuch that 
from among the G'e«n7« were turned unto God, 

\Tcondly, I t v/ns not circuracifion barely confide, 
red, but circumcifion together with the falfe D Q . 
arinc that was this intollcrablc yoke; for cir. 
cnmcifion barely confidercd was born by Chil . 
dren of eight days old,-but circumcidon in point 
of juftification,as here i t was urgcd,was a yoke that 
neither they nor their Fathers were able to bear • 
now though circumcifion might have been impofeci 
on Children of eight day sold, yet the falfc D Q , 
arine could not. 

-• Thirdly, T o expound this of ^^hddren, is toey, 
pound it contrary to the fence of the word difcil 
ple,as you well know,and contrary to i4.£;^.. 

ctpt 
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5 , { f n m h a t e Father and Mother, yea, and his own 
jjlf*! "i^ihe cannot be my difciple. 

' fiff^l ^igkhly. You fay, ifChidren of Believers are ho-
I ly in fuch a fence, as to have right by the Covenant 
' .,14; of Grace to be admitted members of the vifible 
'Ltf'i Ciiurch, then they muft needs be difciples o f 

were 
%Jj°'''',^'''l'^>'^» fii^clean, but mw are they holy ; that is, 
; J / f e d e r a l l y lioly. • ^ 
i -^fp^y. 1 deny both the/W^>r and the ^ w o r . 
Y'liil''' ^''^fif I deny the Holinefs to be foederal; there 

f / a cafe fent to the Apoftle for refolution, who-
M' lawful for the believing Husband or 
V f )Y/f"='^ocontinue with his or her unbelieving Yoke-

fellow? which he anfwers i i the afTirmative ^ but 
'.mi r -̂̂  ̂ ^^^^ '"̂  • ^ ' ' ' A proves the lawful-
U J nefs of their continuance from the lawfulnefs of 

j / ^"^'r ft ate j The unbelieving husband is fantiified in or 
to the wife, and the unbelieving wife is fanH-ifu'd in or to 

A ^ ^ ^ ^ P ^ W ; they were fandified each to otiier by 
'(^[ji'„ '•"^ ordmanceof God, when both were Unbeliev-
Vo(' f P ' according to that Text , Marriage is honoura-
U"- He among all, and the Bed mdefiled: This he i l -

luftrates by an inftance of the lawfulncfs of their 
produft , El/cwcre yonr Children unclean, but now 
frc they holy. 

Secondly, The holinefs of the Child does not 
arife from the faith of the believing Parent, but 
from the fandlification of the unbeliever, and none 
does call that fanftification fcederal holincfs ; now 
Jucii as the fountain is, fuch arc the ftreams, the ef-
tedt IS not greater than the caufe. 

He fpeaks of their Children indefinite­
l y , as well thofc that were born when both were 
unbe levers, as thofe that were born after one Pa> 
rent believed, fome of which might remain pro-

fefs'd 
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fefsM Vttgans as well as one o f Che Parents, and yc^ 
holy. 

Secondly, I deny that all who were foederal. 
ly holy were Difciples of Chr i f t , Johna^.i, Chrift 
and John made Difciples among the Jews of thofc 
who were foederally holy, antecedent thereunto * 
We are Mofes'Difciples, fay fome, ^s for that f^' 
low we k"OW not whence he is j and yet they were foe, 
derally holy, Johnp.iS, 29. and many inftances 
more might be given, i f need were, to prove that 
perfons might be focderally holy, and yet not the 
Difciplcs of Chrift . 

S E C T . V I I I . • 

Y O U fay, my fecond Objedion is this, i f the 
Apofllcs, who well underftood their Lords 

Commiffion, did firft difciple before they baptj. 
zed, then are Difciples the only Subjeds o f bap, 
t i fo i i but they did fo , A5ls 2.^1. Your Anfwer 
to this is, that the chief bulinefsof the Apoftles 
at the fu f l planting of Churches,was to make Dif ­
ciples by inflrudlion, and then to baptize themi 
and this feems to be one caufe why they have faid 
l i t t le or nothing about baptizing of Children. 

Reply. T i l l you can fhew me that they had o-
ther ballnefs, I fhall take i t fbr granted that this 
was their only bulinefs, f i r f l to difciple by inftru-
£tion, and then to baptize, and than was the rea-
fon why they faid nothing about the baptizingof 
Children ( as youherc confefs ) becaufe it wasno 
part of their bulincfs ; and i f the Apoftles faid no­
thing about baptizing of Children, I take that 
to be the rcafon, why you and' Others that have 
written about i t , have had no more to fay to the 
purpofe than you have. 

Secondly^ 



€tnti) wimUcmts. ^7 
Secondly, You fay, a fecond Reafon feems to be 

^ jjil this, that at that time tlicre was no doubt made, 
but that Infants ought to be received with their 

[ / believing Parents, into the vifible Church, 
' l iijl A ^'^f^y' How doth i t appear, that there was no 
• i f doubt made ? you do not affirm i t yotir felf, and i f 
! / ( ""'^ prove i t y e t , I fuppofe 
yi\ tbat there was no doubt in the cale, ic was clear 
/ that there was.no fuch thing, there being neither 

^ S pfccept no prefident for ic, there could be no 
J fuch thing of Divine Appointment, 

'•̂ "jjjll Thirdly, You fay, that though there be no fuch 
thing in exprefs terms recorded, yet i t can't be 
concluded from thence, that they baptized none* 
A negative argument is not valid in matter o f 
f aa . 

,ftj Refly. Though i t may not be concluded meer-
Vo(' ly for want of a Prefident, yet there being nei-
'•jjjfi ther precept nor preiident, i t may be concluded ; 
'^ftJ for without a precept for i t , the Apoitks would 
\̂ /t*'' not do i t , and had there been a precept, I doubt 
.0 not but there would have been preiidents enough. 

JjOii _ FomW)., You fay, that Chrift 
- did many things not recorded in Ho moriin. Scrip-
.3 Scripture, John 2o. and fo did turehyCimjUr bis 

the Apoftles. i^'^^i" I'-'T 
' J . R^y- What 15 not recorded, ,-j 'J^ i„ f^p^fa 

[ ('' IS no rale for us to go by. they jpukf« but did 
\jf You f j j y , its very probable mtfuHiieit. 
I ('I *̂ hat the baptizing of Infants was 
y one of them. 
y , ^¥y- Probabilities prove nothing, only yoa 
'^J do by this feem to intimate that you have nothing 
I'jji)! in Scripture for i t , nor do you know whether to 
Jjjĵ  go to fetch any thing. . ' 
[J fay,that the pradifcbf the baptizing o f l n -
' fants 
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fants was fo early in the Church, that i t can harrf 
ly be known when i t began. 

Reply. If i t can't be known when i t began, then 
i t can't be proved by Scripture • i f i t could, 
would be known when i t began. Secondly^ f f j * 
was not from the beginning, then i t was not of 
divine inftitution, no, though it was in the next 
age after the Apoftles were deceafed. Thirdly^ 
early as i t was, you can't conclude i t more early 
than can be known, and I have undcrflood that it 
can?t be proved to be in ufe the firft two hundred 
years afcer Chr i f l , and that's more to me than the 
the other fourteen hundred wherein i t has been iq 
ufe. 

Fifthly, You fay, that Crimen and Jlujlin 
ports an Apoltolical Tradition for i t . 

Reply. I luppofe you do not lay much ftrefs 
on unwritten Traditions: For, Firfi, You know 
i f we own them, we deny the Scriptures to be a 
pe r fed ru lc : And, Secondly, I f we receive one, by 
the fame rule we may receive more, and when 
fhall we know when we have recieved a l l : I fup^ 
pofe there are plenty o f them in the fame fhoK 
out o f which this came. Thirdly, It's a fign you 
have not Scripture to prove i t , in that you run to 
rinwritten Traditions, if you had ground for i t in 
Scripture, there were no need to fly to them. 

Sixthly, You fay, there are fome probable 
grounds in Scripture, that the Apoftles upon the 
Parents faith baptized their Children ; when the 
Goaler was converted, it's exprefly faid. That he 
md all his xtere ftraightway baptised, Afts I5. 
and it's probable fome of thefe were Infants. 

Reply. It's not only more probable that here 
Were 110 Infants, but it's certain there were none 
For-, f i r j f . It's fa id , They fpak,e to him the word of the 

Lord^ 
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J ^o''^-) and to all that were in his hohfe, ver. 32. that 

was before they were baptized. Secondly, He be-
V J i*'ved in God with allhis hofife, ver, 34. 

You fay, it's probable there were Ibme Infants 
TO baptized, in that there were whole Houiholds, 

and Infants are part of a Houlhold. 
R¥y' I f s more probable that Infants were 

V^f not baptized, from the inftances that are given of 
1'V ^^^^^ houfholds, then i f ther^ had been no i n -
/^iltance given of them: ¥or, Firfi, Had it.been the 

(1" jlS prafticc of the Apoftles, to baptize the whole fa-
•H^J "^ily "pon the profeflion o f the Head of the Family, 
ttf' 1,̂  I fee no reafon why thefe families fliould be raenti-
ifie'iJjjoned more than others. ' Secondly, The Goalers 
[ ti»' family are proved already to be all believers. The 

jfl' fecond is Crifpus, AEis 18.8. Then Cnfpus, the chief 
P ruler of the fynagogiie, believed in God with all his haufe 

i ' many of the Cotimhians bdieved,and were bapt iz.cd !-
•jiKp I f whole lansilles beleive, then whole faraiiies are 
/^'j^aptized ; it but a part believe, then but a part is 
•^U baptized. The third is the houfcoid of 5f£:/>/;.mw,and 
•e. ^^Hhey are faid to be thefir i t fruits of ^tJ^-.^^, and t a 
; jlD'haye addifled themfelves to the Mini l l ry of the 
• Saints, 1 Cor. 16. 19. The fourth Houlhoid is 
% f vll'. body knows whether (he was Maid, 
l iy : W i f e or Widdow. 
f(J> Seventhly, You fay, i f Children had been denied. 
1' Church-Memberfhip, doubtlefs thofc ^tw^ t l iat ' 
' 5 ! ^ ' '^^"^'^ '• '^^'^ ^0 Chriftianity'at firll would have 
f j . ''^"cd a li-orm about i t , as they did about leller 

matters. 
R^fh- Your doubtlefs proves no more than your 

J probabilities did, and therefore I lha 11 return no 
s' - ^ " w e r t o i t acprefent. 

1/ £f£hthly. You fay, there is no ex prefs prohibiti- ' 
°"i«5rbidding us to recievciiifants into the Churdh 

•c a by baptifm, . /(epiy. 

7 
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Reply. There is no need of a prohibition, be.; 

caufe i£ was never of Divine Appointment. 
Ninthly, You fay, there is more need of an exprefs 

prfthibition,forbidding infants to be admitted into 
theCHurch by Baptifm, than there is of an exprefj 
Command or Ex-^mpie for the admitting of then, 
b'Caufe, before Chrift's coming they always enjoy' 
ed the privilcdge of being cnter'd into the Church^ 
and i f this ancient priviledge be taken away,where 
is there aiiy plain precept or prefident for i t . 

Reply. Pirfi-, You have granted a repeal of thg^ 
ancient privikdgc already, that the old or leggj 
adtniniflration is done away,th3t there is a new ad 
minifti ation eftablifhed by Chrif t , that the jer^^ 
flood as aliens as well as others.' 

Secondly^ Yoii have not proved, that Children 
flood Church-Members under the new adminiflrg, 
t ion, and there tore it's in vain to call for a 
peal. 

Temhly, You fay, that one or both of thefe is ne 
ceflary to warrant us to'dcny Infants-Baptifm. 

Reply. One or both of thefe is necefPary to war. 
rant to baptiza them, left God fliould fay, who 
hath required this at your hands, but there is no 
need of cither to warrant os to deny thembaptifo, 
for where there is no law there is no ttanfgfefljQj^J 

Eleventhly, You lay,for a conclnlioTi,it can never 
be proved that Chriit or his Apoftles hath expref];, ' 
forbidden Infants lo be admitted into his Ghurcf 
by baptifm, therefore they may and ought to be 
baptized. 

Reply, I perceive you are almblt out of 
breath, in that you have but a negative argument 
left for your praftice. 

Secondly, I t can never be proved, that Qod did 
©xprefly forbid Nadnb and .^t'^fe'to offer incen^ 

With: 



wkhftraiige fire, and yet they were deftroyed by 
, fire from Heaven, for doing i t wi th fire chat hs 

commanded them not. 
Kf Thirdly, k 's noneof our bufinefs to enquire af-
Jfji! ter Prohibitons in matters of worfl i ip, tliat which 

/ J'̂ c are to enquire after is, whetlier i t be of Divine 
^'^ftitution. Mat. 7.?>. i^,^o. Teaching them to ob-

I ^ j l ^ ' " ^ ^ '''^ '^^}»g!-iXvhatfoever J have commanded you, and 
i)L;ll lo I am with yon always, even unto the end of World: 
^^ A Ji weexpeft the prefence and bleffingof God w i d i 

i(, ^^'i^^'^ on us,in what wedo,wemuftbe fure to keep 
'Lf;'9^ofe to his commands : Thon meeteft him that re-
cJ f joyccth and worketh righteoufnefs, that rememhreth 
^'^jthee in thy ways, Ifa.l54. 5. God's ways are the 
3 J|; ways of his Commands, Pjal. 11^. 1,2,,'3. 

Fourthly, That which is not commanded in mat­
ters ofworlhip is forbiddeniUnderthe Old Tefta-

ijlimenc i t was not exprefly forbidden, JDeut. 12. 32. 
f „i Whatfoever thing I command you, that obferve and do, 
[" thouflialt not add thereto, nor diminijh from it,: And 

vve may not fuppofe, that Chrift has left his W o r -
Y1 fliip more imperfeft, or his people more at liber-
' ifl9ty under the Gofpel. Mofes was faithful in God's 
; 4. honfe as a Servant, but Chrift as a Son, Hcb. 3 .2 . 

under the New Teftament difpenfation, that 
'^IJy^^^^ is not commanded in matters of worfhip^ 
» y is forbidden implicitly and confequentially, 'jol'' 
f^l,[l4. 24. God is a Spirit, and they that worflnp hi'", f"<*F 

worfliip him in fpirit and in truth .- That God that 
doth expretly require men to worUiip 1 " " ^ " "^"^ 

iV doth implicitly forbid all falfc waysot Worlhip , 
f that are not ruled by the Word of Truth . 

I Fifthly, I f that which Chrilt hath not exprcUy 
,it i forbidden may be admitted into thewor fh ipo i 
/ God^ then may all the bmthenfom Ceremonies 

,} "Haginable be admitted in . 
^/ E , J 
•f'V 



i come now to reply to yout' third Paper, whicj, 
you entitled, The •vindication of Infant-Baptifm ui^^ 

•dicatcd. 
In your firfl : Staion you fay, I charge y^ 

with mifreprefenting my words ^ m faying^ . 
granted thac fuch as ought to be admitted Members 
o<̂" the vifible Church have a right to baptifm,when 
1 granted i t only with refped of an mftitut^;^J 
Church: But feeing my Words were doubtful 
( you fay ) you took them,asyou concieved,in ^ i i * 
beft fence. f 

Reply. Pirfi, I have not abufed you in this, bm 
have Itated i t as i t was. 
• Secondly, My Words were plain \ I faid,if by th« 

vifible Church you meant an inftitutcd Church ^ 
granted i t . 

Youf Anfwer i i t h i s , that Baptifm is more likg, 
ly to be the means of admitting Members into the 
univerfal vilible Church, than into a particulgj. 
Congregational Church ; for i f a Man were admit, 
ted into a particular Congregation by baptifm 
then when he left that, aijd is admitted intoano! 
ther, he muft be baptized again. 

Reply. Here you grant my Argument, (though 
nndcr another term ) that Baptifm could n o t L 
the formal, conflituting caufe, becaufe i t could ĥ  
but once adminiltred, and there may be cafes jn 
which a perfon may be twice formed a Member ; j i 
inftancedinapcrfon juft lyejetled, and afterwards 
repenting \ you inltance in a perfons removing 
f roqj one Church to another, which is the fanjp 
thingineffedt j and this is the Chiirch Hntendcd 
when 1 laid an inflituted Church. I told you in n^^ 
ld.fi:, I knew no formal way ofadmiffion into, the 
univerfal vifible Church, unlefs you call the preach 
ing of the Word the formal way. A Perfon called 

out 
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put of the W o r l d by the preaching o f the W o r d , 
M "^L°" embracing o f Chr i f t to be owned a 
Member of the univerfal vifible Church. 

Secondly, You fay, there is a great deal o f difFe-
rence between conftituting a Man a Member of the 
^tiurch, and receiving ot one that was a Member 
before ; a Man rauft be a real Member of the 
J-nurch, before he can be folemnly reccSived by 
baptifm, and declared a vifible Member. 

Reply. I f I do rightly underftand this, here is a 
grant,that thofe that you baptize are not Members 
of the Vifible Church, antecedent thereunto, and I 
think I am not miftaken, for in fa^e 6 j . you fay 
that Children are invifibly, and before God inte-' 
reftedm the Covenant, and .Church-memiiers be­
fore they are baptized: Now pray tell me how 
you know, that fuch aS you baptize wepft really 
Members of the vifible Church i f they were noc 
vif iblyfuch, we cannot judge butby vil ibil i ty. 

Thirdly, You fay, tijat Baptifm is a means to ad­
mit perfons into the viftblc Cbui tb , and as you 
takeic, tlie Scripture is-on your fide in i t , for which 
you bring three Scriptures, ^om. G. 3. A.i mmy of 
you as were baptizjsd into Chrtft. ' .* 

Reply. This fpeaks not of baptizing in,t6^the 
Church, but into Chvift ; and thefe that arelietx 
faid to be baptized into Chrift,were not only real, 
but vifible Members o f the uriiverfal viffblcChurch, 
antecedent thereunto ^ they were Believers, they 
had made a verbal profdEon of their Faith, which 
was enough to declare them Members of the^mi-
verfal vifible Church,beforc they were baptized. 

Your Second T e x t is, A^s 2. 41 . Then (hey 
that gladly received the Word were baptiz.ed, and ihc 
fame day there Were added unto them about three thon-
fmd S^iflu i 
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'\eph. F^^A They w ere members of the univcr, 
fal vifible Church before they were bai^tized, their 
p i U f r e d Reception of the VVord declared thetr, 
Fach. Secondly, Their being added was to a 
particular inftitut^d Church, or X^o^f^'mio-
ml Church, where the Sapper f / ' ^ ^ L o ' - d 
be enioved You grant your fc l f , that Baptifa, 
does not form a Perfon a member of an inftuuted 
Church V f o r i f i t d id, a Perfon muft be as oft 
Inntized as he is received. 

V o j r third Text is, i 'Co . . i 2 . 13. By one Spirit 
are -yf" all baptUed into one Body, ^ c . 

AVp/v. 1 confefs this is the univeifal yifible 
Cbuich, but here I have two things to Objef t , 
Firii, Thefe were not members betore. Sccoŝ /ŷ  
This is not Water-baptifin, but Spiritual baptifn,, 
or Regeneration, fo that neither of thefe Scrip, 
tures do prove what they are brought for. 

Fourthly, You fay, that a Pcrfon juf t ly excotti. 
municated is not wholly unchurched, but only ex­
cluded from the outward Communion t i l l h | re, 
pent. Againft this you fay, 1 objeft, that an ex. 
communicated Pcrfon is cut off from that particu, 
lar Body whereof he once flood a member. The 
Scripture that 1 brought to prove this, i t fecms 
docs not fatisfie you ; that in Matthew you fgy 
declares a Perfon to be in the fame circumftances 
as a Heathen-man, in regard of outward Communi. 
on but this is your own d i f t in f t io r , there is no 
fuch thing in the T e x t ; the charge is, Let him be 
to thee as a Hcathen-man or-a Publican, and fuch a 
one is no member of that particular Body ; and as 
for that in i Cor. 5. They are bid to put away from 
Awont themfdves that wicked Perfon: How he Jhould 
be put away from amongft them, and yet continu-
ed amcmBer with them, I do not know. ' 

Fifth. 
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f Y o n Objea, that a man excommunica-
tea may retain the Profefiion of his Faith, and be 
heartily grieved for his Sins, which ftrongly ar­
gues him a member of the univerfal vifible Church. 

Reply. Fir(t, I f he be truly humbled and grievtd 
tor his Sins, he ought not to be excommunicated ^ 
therefore want of this is necelFarily fuppofed, 
when a Perfon is jaftly ejcfted. , 

Secondly, I f Grief and Humiliation do appear af­
ter he is ejsffted, i t argues him a member of the uni­
verfal Church, I grant; t u t noc a member of that 
particular Body out of which he was caft, as they 
are'confidered an inftituted Church. 

Sixthly, You fay, the Apoftle writes to them to 
forgive him, and comfort him, that is, to abfolve 
him from the punifhment, which ftrongly argues he 
was not received in as an Alien. 

Reply. The Queftion is nodi after what manner 
he was to be received ? but whether he was caft 
out, and that you.do not deny v now to be caft out 
from among them, and at the fame time be conti­
nued a member wi th them, are terms inconfiftcnt; 
and if he were formally caft but, as ic appears he 
was, he muft be formally received again, before he 
could be owned a member of that particular Con­
gregation. 

S E C T . I I . 

YOufay , I blame yon for not taking notice of 
_ the excluding of Baftards under the legal A d -

rainiftration, which feems to contradict your pre-
lent pradife in receiving them. Yoa fay, you 
made no Anfwer, becaufe yon thought i t imperti­
nent to the true fenfe of the Text , which is DCKS-
13- 2. where a Baftsrd is forbid to enter ir^to the 

E 3 
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Covrfegation of the Lord to the tenth Generation. The 
Criticks ( fay you ) expound i t thus, that a Ba-
ftard was not to bear Office ia the Church to the 
tenth Generation. „ -r 

Reply. Firfi, You had done well, i f you had 
told mc, who thofe Criticks arc that give this Cr i , 
tical Expofition. Poolm\\\sSynoffis, whofeworfc 
i t was to co lka them, mentions no fuch thmg, as I 
am informed. ^ ^ i j 

Secondly, I know not how the Criticks do ex. 
pound the Words, I knOw the Text is plain, and 
a Text may be wier-drawn in the Expofition of i t 
beyond what the fcnfe wil l alFord : Nor do I fee 
what ground there is either from the coherence of 
this or any other Text thus to expound i t . 

Thirdly, I cannot yet accept of that Critical In . 
tcrpretatioD, and that for thefe Reafons: 

Firft, I do not find that the Females were ad­
mitted into ordinary Offices at all under that dif . 
pcnfation, (and of fuch I fuppofe yon intend i t ) 
but a Bailard might be Female as well as Male. 

Secondly, God chofe the Tribe of Levi to offici­
ate in that Church-Itate, but a Ballard might be 
o f any other Tribe as well as of that. 

Secondly, You offer one Argument to |)rove 
that the Text, did not intend an Exclufion fron^ 
the means of Salvation; for God hath declared 
That the Son fiali not bear the Iniquity of the. Father 
^z.tk iS. 20. and never did God punifh theChir 
{jren with fpiricual Puniflirncnt, as fometimes h-
doth with Teifiporal, for the Fathers fault. 

Reply. Firfl, Your Qjiotation is Impertinent,for 
r-.C^ , . . . . _ that refpcdts a temporal Punifliraent, their bei 

n Babylon, which they thought was a flroke laid 
ipnn'them mecrly for their Fathers fault. 

'icondlf, Your alFcriion wil l not hold good 
God 



God threatned that the Man-child that was not 
jjj, Circamcifed the eighth day, fhould he cut off from 

V I '^^ Congregation of his. People'/, and yet the fault lay 
I i f not in the Chi ld , but in the Parent, Gtn. 17.14-
f 
jfj^J. • * S E G T . I I I . 

f j ^^y^ ^ '^^^ Coven^t , <7f«. 17. 7. to 
J J 1 be the Covenant of Grace; but that I deny 
r the Covenant Cew. 17. 8. and fo to 15. to be the 

Covenant o f Grace,: and that becaufe i t was made 
with the natural Seed,confidered as fuch, and con-

iPy tained temporal Bleffings only •, and that 1.,-would 
P j have all this granted to me without proof. 
oy Reply. I offered proof t o what I alTerted, but i f 
r you take no notice of i t , the faolt is yours, afid 
I':pi not raine. As for the Seed mentioned in theeighai 

verfc, its granted that they w^fre the natural Seed, 
• ,j(j'.that needs no proof,--and for the fpiri toal beed^l 
''̂ Ijji ' quoted the fourth verfe of ihfr fame Chapter ; As 
' L i ' for me, my Covenant Jljdll be ixith thee, and ,ii Father of 
'"Ip many Nations wiilf make thee ; and thy Name JhaU 
' pi no more be called Abram, but Abraham fhall thy Name 

•S fof <i •Father of n/any Nations have J made thee : 
Thefe are the fpir i tuai Seed, as appears Rom. 4-. 

'U anfl this is th% fame Covenant with that in the 
f H 7. verfe, as appears in that the Lord hath made 
r j himfeUf over to Abraham, and to his Seed abfolutc-

l y , and fohe hath not to any but the fpir i tual 
''•J Seed, or the myfticai Seed, which is that I intend, 
tf jf Secondly, You fayy here is but one Govcnani: 
•'"̂  mentioned. Gen. 17. 
' f̂,( Reply. Fir(t, Here is a Covenant mentioned in 
f I,;) which the Land of Canaan was not put as the Inhc-

ritancc, verfe 4, 5. the Gentiles had no Title there-
"nto, and they arc the many Nations there inl.er.d-

/ ed. . E-4 Stfondlyy 
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Secondly, Here is a Covenant, in which the Lanj 

of Canaan was put 39 the Inheritance, yerfe 8,9, 
therefore there are two Covenants mentioned. 

Thirdly The Lord makes himfetf over abfolutg 
ly with r c f p c a t o t h e f p i r i t u a l S « c d , verfe y. 
he makes himfelfoycr conditionally with refpe<^^ 
to the natural Seed, vcrfe 8, p. which is fulEcient 
to prove that there arc two Covenants mentio. 

Thirdly, You fay, there is a fpiri tual Promife 
cxprcft in the 8th. -verfe, in the fame words as iq 
the ^th- And I mil be their God; which confutes my 
Interpretation, and defeats my Delign. * 

Reply. Firjl, 1 dcfire you to ftay a l i t t le , i havg 
not yet replied to i t . Secondly, The Promifc i j 
not in the lame words, there is fome variation 
them. Thirdly, I t is not in the fame Senfe, now 
it i t be worded never fo much alike its nothing jr 
i t dilFer in the fence; in the yth. verfe it's abfolutg 
in theS^A. there is a Condition annexed, r o a } , ^ 
keep my Covtn/mt; a failure in the performance of 
which Condition was a breach of the Covenant 
'ucrfe 14. ' 

Thirdly, It confutes not my Interpretation, for 
when I faid, the Covenant of Grace contained f p j , 
ritual Blcflings, this temporal only, i explained 
my meaning, that God never promifcd a new-
Heart and a new Spirit,by vcrtue ot that Covenant 
into which the natural Seed were taken, confider 
cd as f u c h j for which I brought Deut. 2.2 
where you haVe a Catalogue of the Blcffings of 
that Covenant, but the Covenant of Grace con 
Jains fpiritual Bieffings, Jer. 31. 33, 34- That Go'd 
will write hi! Law in their Hearts, th^t they (haWall 
k»owhim., that he nUl forgive their Sins. 
^ fmrthy. It defeats not my Defign, though the 

Lord 



Lord promifed to their God •, you have here 
round nothing that is new to me, nor more than 
t offered you in my laft ; .wherein 1 fhevvcd you 
tile vaft difference between the Lords making bira-
felf over to the fpir i tual Seed,by vertue of the Co­
venant o f Grace, and his making himfelf over to 
the natural feed, by vertue o f this Covenant. 

^''r/^. In that the Promifcs of the Covenant o f 
Grace were better Promifes, Heh. 8. 6. better in 
that they contained fpir i tual Bleffrngs, Juflificati-
on, Sandlification, and Glorification ; but the 
Promifes of this Covenant contained temporal 
Bleffings only, 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 Interefl in him, by vertue o f 
the Covenant of Grace ; lie was their God to bicfs 
them with Grace here, and to crown them with 
Glory hereafter. You fay your felf, Bouk^ x. 
jPfie 3. That God promifed Abraham, Gen. 17.7. 
That he would be a Cod to him, and to his Seed after 
him; implying, thathe would afford to them that 
were in Covenant with him, all bJcflings that 
could be expefted from a gracious God; and what 
can be expcdted lefs than Grace here, and Glory 
hereafter ? But I never found that God did afford 
all thefe Blelhngs, or any of them, to the natural 
Seed, confidered as fuch •, but for God to be their 
God, by vertuc of that Covenant into which they 
v '̂ere taken, was but to give them thofe outward 
Blcfiings that v/cre put into that Covenant, as the 
Land of Canaan, and a fiourifhing Eftate in that 
Hand, and njpft o f thefe hung on Condition of 
their Obedience t o o ; who could expcft more 
from God b j vcrtuc of that Covenant, tium whgt 
the Lord put into i t ? Second-



SecohMy, Intereft in God vertuc of the Co, 
venant of Grace cannot be io f t . Pfal. 48.14. Th:, 
GoIi'oHr C7oi,even our- own G o d > ever and ever, 
l lii/hrn«/<'iiide to Veath, Ier .32.40. but inte-

r «H hv vertuc of this Covenant might be 
\ ' V \ l f y d l M s name Loanmijor yc are not 
^""h !' neither mil 1 be your God. Ten Tribes 

once SO though God bean eternal 
was tlieir Relation to him by vertue of 

S ^ f h o ^ n ^ S but Temporal, and in this refpeft 
ff mav well be faid, that this Covenant contained 
Temporal Bknings only. I cannot yet fee, that 
ffly^Sterpretation is confuted, or my dcfign de. 

* ^ ^ ? i w v You fay, that though there be no-
thing .7 to^demonftrate that the Cove, 
^ant of Grace was made with Abraham and bis 
r i r j f m l S'-ed, vet^l think I have an unanfwera. 

hrahaws Seed, and Hem according to the Tromtfe, 
v l r A n f w c r to this is , that the Apoftle doth not 
here mention all that are in C-ovenant with God, 
in rccard of external Pnvilcdgcs, but only de-
fcrihcs the fpiritual Seed of Abraham m regard of 

^^T^h!'ltft, How mail I know, that the Apo-
ftle would have us thus to diftinguiDi: He only 
tells Xi%,That thofe that are Chrifts are Abrahams Jced, 
and Heirs according to PrOmife. I would now Qiic. 
rv • Firjl, Whether fome of the Subjects of the 
new Covenant have a right-to favmg Grace, and 
not all ' God promifed i t to all, Jer. 31.33. wi th­
out excepting any ; I will write my Law in their 
Hearts, and they f^il all know me,frot^ theleaft to the 
freatefi. You fay your felf, page 14. that God 
tv i l l not fail to do us good, and 10 aflord us Grace 

- fuff i -
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fafficient to enable us to keep his Covenant; and I 
Jj^Ppofe, by this you mean all the fubjefts of this 
J:'Oyenant, or elfe you do nothing, and is not this 
laving Grace ? I know no difference between 
tJtace to enable us to perfevere, and faving 
Grace. Secondly, I would Qiiery, Whether the 
Covenant of Grace be made with any but Abra^ 
ham^ad his Seed, Gal, 3.16. Now to Abraham 
and his Seed were the Promifes made ; he faith not of 
Seeds, as of many, hut unto thy Seed, as of one, which 
ts Chrtfi. Give rae but one Scripture that extends 
the Promifes beyond the Seed of Abraham. Third­
ly, Whether Abraham had any other Seed among 
the Gemilesto whom this was fpoken, but the f p i ­
ritual Seed ? Abraham had but two Seeds, a natu­
ral and a f p i r i t u a l ; the Gentiles ave not his natu­
ral Seed, they rauft be his fpir i tuai , or noc ac 
all . 

Fourthly, Whether there be any more of the 
Cm/Za that are his fpir i tual Seed than thofethat 
areChrift's? And Fifthly, Whether thofe that 
arc Chrift's can be known by ui to be the Seed of 
Abraham, t i l l they walk in the fteps of A)raham\ 
Faith ? The fubftance of thefe things 1 offered 
you twice before, but as yet have not obtained 
one Anfwer. 

Fifthly, You fay, that none but true Bclieversi 
and-found Members of Chrif t are the Spiritual 
Seed oi Abraham, and none but fuch fhall receive 
remiffion of Sins and Eternal Life . 

Reply. Firft, I f none but t i ue Believers are thg 
fpiricual feed of y^Wj;?^, then none but true Be­
lievers are the fubjefts of the Covenant of Grace : 
To Abraham, and to his Seed, were the promifes made, 
he faith not of feds, &c . Why then do you labouf 
to bring in luch to be the fubjedts of this Cove-

, nant 
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nant that are not the fpiri tual feed ? The Gen. 
tiles are not his natural feed, nor can they be madt 
tartakers of the promife, but tn Chrift, Ephef. 3.5. 
^ Secondly, I deny that none but true Believers arc 
the feed oiAbraham; the Text fai th , / / je be chrifts 
Then are ye Abraham^s feed: Now i f I prove them' 
tn he Chrift's, antecedent unto Faith, I provg 
them to be Abraham's feed, antecedent unto Faith • 
for the proof of this take two Scriptures, John ' 

That he may give eternal life to as many as than 
haft men unto me, and this is life eternal to know thee 
to be the only true God,andJefus Chrift whom thou hafi 
rent • This is fa i th , as its confidered theaa: of the 
underftanding, but thefe were given unto Chrift^ 
before Eternal Life was given unto them by 
C h r i f t ; and i f they were given to him, they were 
Chrifts, Pfal. 11 o. Thy people jhallbe willing in the day 
of thy Power : Thy People before they were a w i j ^ 
iuR people, and i f they were his People before they 
wci e.a will ing people, they were his People before 
they did believe ; and i f they were Chrifts before 
they did believe, then were they Abraham^'s feed be-
fore they did believe •, fnfch as were given him by 
Covenant, Rom. 4. A father of many Nations have i 
made thee; fpcaking pf thofe things thatarij nat 
as i f they were. I f Abraham was their Father, then 
were they his Children -, tho' they arc not fo \^ 
our Eye, y^t they are fo in God's Eye. 

You fay, that none but thofe that do believe 
fhall receive remifTion o f f in , and inherit eternal 

•Reply. It's true, i f you rcfpeft grown pcrfons • 
and it is as true, that fuch who in time believe, had' 
their fins pardoned, and a t i t le to eternal life an­
tecedent thereunto i but I fhall find another place 
to handle this.. 

Sixthly, 



J 5 ^'^'!^^yy You fay, tho' none but BslicVcrs do 
'li' _ Eternal L i t e , . yet there are many Go-
V', jP^^-Priviledgcs which come on thofe that em-
',]' . ?̂ce and profefs the Gofpel j they have many 
(ft |̂|*̂ 2rs of Grace, and Promifes of Pardon made to 
A \ .^-> °n condition of Repentance and new Obe-

Uience, which clearly fhews, that they are fub-
If jcftsof the Gofpel-Govenant, in relnedl o fEx te r -

|((fi «al Pnviledges. » 
S Reply. Firfi, I would know what you mean by 
J embracing the Gofpel ? whether i t be heartily or 
l^f Jeignedly ? i f i t be heartily, then they have not on-

l i ly external Priviledges, but internal afo ; i f ic be 
J butfeignedly, then they have no more priviledge 
0 than others have to whom tlie Gofpel comes, that 

a never do embrace iCi they have the tender of the 
,A promife o f Pardon and Salvation as well as thefe; 

the Jews, that contradiacd and blafphertied, Ach 
J 13. had the offer as well as others i tliofe that did 
J not receive the W o r d , A^ls x. had the offer as 

,J well as thofe that did, the Pagans or Heathens had 
(,2f<j the olfcr,whcrev«r the Apoflles preached to them. 

Secondly, The Offer iS free ^ Co preach the Co-
\\j ype/ to every Creature, Mark i 5 . i 5. Chri f l freely 

I,/ offers, himfelf in the Word, ; The Spirit and ihs 
'^jfi Bride fay come:, and let him that is athirfi come, ar.d 
K i tvhofocver will, let him come and drinkof the water of 
Vfil' ^'f^ {recly : Sinners,as Sinners, are invited ; S/<c/j 
f have no money, are hid to come witl-Qnt moiv.y 
J <ind without price, Ifa. 55. 2. Look nato me, and 
[/ .̂̂  y« fived, all the ends of the Earth. The rca-

f foa why Men go without i t , is, becaufe they will 
J? not accept of that which is freely off^ed -, there 
J' )il is no prequalification reciuired in any to the accept-

ing of Jefus Chrifb. -
hi Thirdly, The Offer of Grace docs not at a" 
•f * argue 



7 4 c t u t ^ ?u in t ) i ca t e i ) . 

argue perfons to be the Subjeils of the Covenant 
for then thofe Jews that had the offer,and rcjciiea 
i t . Pagans and Heathens alfo, to whom this Go, 
ipel was preached; were the Subjettsof the Cove-
nant, and this is contrary to your own principle. 
You fay your felf , that the T̂eif ̂  were Aliens as 
well as others, and were not fubjcds of the Co­
venant, t i l l they were converted, and yet they had 
the offer before. c ^i,«n. ft . 

Seventhly, You fay, i f many of thofe that arc 
externally in Covenant, do not obtain the fpcciai 
benefits and promifes of the Covenant, the rcafon 
is, becaufe they do not perform the conditions 
thereof. The Promife is firm on Gods part, he 
w i l l not fail to perform what he hath promifed to 
all I rue Believers, but i t is too poflibie for man to 
fail of his duty, and fo tocome Ihort ot|he Benefit 

^ ' ' S t ' ^ i - ' i V ^ , I defire to know, whether there 
be no benefit promifed to any but true Believe^ ? 
whether Faith i t felf be not a New-Covenant Blef. 
iing or Benefit? or whether it»be to be found in 
Natures Garden? th is ! defircd in my laft,. but 
could not obtain an anfwer,at leaft not in words at 
length. However, there is this granted me, fa^^ 
31, that the firft degree of Grace, by which our 
Underllandiiig is enlightncd, and our Wi l l s re-
i)ewed,is a^folutely promifed,and i f fo^then isfaitb 
promifed for the Eflencc of Faith lieth m the A f t 
of the ondcrftanding,and ot the wi l l , and when the 
i,05-d hath performed this promife, then is a Soul 
ii true Believer ; and i f the Lord wi l l not fail to 
prrform vi^at he hsth promifed to all true Be­
lievers, then he will not fail to fave them, for that 
is lus piomifc to all true Believers, Marj^i^s^ jg-, 
M » 3 . i 5 . fJethatb^lleveth^Jhall be faved. Nor is 

i t 
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i t poffiblc for any of tlie fubjedts of this Covenant, 

J to whom God w i l l give the f i r f t degree of Grace, 
4 „ Underftanding is enlightned, and 

tne Heart and W i l l reformed, ( which you fay 
J are abfolutely promifed ) fo to fail of their duty, 
J as to come fhorc o f the benefit promifed, feeing 
IJ itsasabfolntely promifed, thztvjhen Cod hath pi. 
: .1 -ven them a new heart, that he will put hij Spirit within 
flli ,{^"1'. ^''"fethem to waik^in his StatMss. and obfervo 

v hts Judgments, 

1 '1 S E C T . I V . 

V * ^ ^ '^^^' ^^'^ contended about? is, 
4' Whether the Covenant, Deut,29. be the Co-

f jl'i tenant of Grace or no: You fay, the very Tenour 
V h Covenant of Grace is, iKiUbe to thcmaCod, 
(y ^.ndthey JUallbeto me a people, Hcb. 8. l o . and the 

Tenor of the Covenant, JDcut. ZQ. is the fame, 
jj That I may eflabliflj thee a people unto my f e l f , and 

PA that J may be to you a Cod:' hU fare the Tenor o f 
A Covenant is the belt Evidence to know the 
• 4 "^'^'"e of the Covenant,by. 
K \ ^¥y- r i ' f , I deny that the Tenor of th.e Co-
m venant, Deut, 29., is the fame with that Heb. 8. 
(ff'i there is a ma^ifeft difPcrencc thc.Tenor of tbe-

Covenant of Grace, Hcb. i$, Imll write my Larf 
,til ; tn their hearts, a^d in their 'minds, and will be their 
, f j God, and they fhall all know me from tW,lt4f^^b^ 

&^<:^te(l, for I irill fraivc their h,lqMtics, and re-
I "'^mber thoirfns no more; but the Tenor of the Co-

venant in Deutr. is only this, That, the Lord mdy 
is J fjfabim thee to be a people unto himfelf,»nd (hat 
,[IJ ^^^/ly be to thee a God: Here is not a W o r d of j m -
•7 ^•'^'^ their hearts; not a word, That they 
(Hi, IhMallkiiow him^ f^om the lea/i to the (rrcate/f ; nor 

yet 
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yet That ht will be merciful to their tmrighteoufnef,^ 
A„d remember their fins m more. 

Secondly, The Bleflings o f the Covenant of 
Grace v/erc never promifed to the Natural Seed, 
as fuch, nor did they ever enjoy tiienri ^ yet whea 
God makes himfelf over to a people by covenant, 
i t is to give out to them, and beftow on them the 
blcflingsof that covenant. When the Lord made 
himfclf over to the natural feed by covenant, 
was to bcltow on them the bieffings ol that covc. 
nant, according to the Tenor thereof, a Catalogue 
of which bieffings you have. Dent. 28. but not 
one fpiri tual blcffing among them ; i t was accord, 
ing'to thofe words Deut. 18. that God made g 
Covenant with them Deut.19. as appears yer/ej, 
the note that Igaveyou, verfez-i,. by which Jts 
diflinguifhed from the Covenant of Grace, you 
have deferred the. Anfwer too t i l l fome other 
place, only you fay, i f i t be fuch an efFentiat 
mark of difference, i t is to be applied to the cere, 
raonial Law that gave to Jfrael when they came 

out of fij^-pf- . , - , 
Reply. The Ceremonial Law was but annexe 

to this covenant, i t was diaindt from the effence 
thereof, fkb. 9. i • Then -verily the firfi- Cove. 

•pant had alfo Ordinances of Divine Worjlnp^ 
The Ordinances contained in the Ceremonial Lavv 
v/ereb;K the adjunds of the f i r f l covenant : Nov/ 
tharmark , ' I?« / f . 2p.2?. refers to the covenantic 
fcir and not to the adjunftsthereof. 

Secondly, You fay, that the very words bf the 
covenant, De^it. 29. 13. are declared by the Pro. 
phet Jeremiah 7. 22,23. to diftingnifh the Govc^ 
nant of Grace from the Ceremonial Law : / fp^l^ 
not unto your Fathers, nor commanded I them, int^^ 
day that I tooK^hm by the handi^o bring them out of 
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conctrmng harm-offeringi, but this thing cdmmancled 

^ j ' " > frying, obey my voice, and I will be your God, 
' . ^"^you Shall be my people. T o this you fay I replyed, 
/ ' . ^'^'^ there is not *one word of the Covenant o f 

< r̂ace in this place.- f • 
• Reply.\do yet fland to it,nor is there one mark by 
1 j/yvhich the Covenant of Grace may be known ; and 
] J in that i t was fpbken to them, or a covenant made 

» ^ ^ ^ ^ '^^y ^^^'^ ^'^^^ '̂ y 
/ , . ^^3d tliem out of the Land of Egypt, ic 
' "jjiPiainly appears, that ic was noc the coveiiant of 
^j[)!Grace,for that covenant that he made with them in 
"^jjiiltheday he brought them up oxxloi Egypt, is dif t in-

jtguifiied- from the covenant of Grace Jer. 31,32-
'Jjif^arely for God to be the God of a People, tho^ 
o /by covenant, is not fufficiept to demonftrate i t to 
j y b e the covenant of Grace. God was a Husband un-
fJi V^^el, by vertue of the Covenant he made wi th 
'^((them, and i f their Husband, then he war) theif 
Ĵ l̂j-ĵ God, yet was that Covenant diftinct from the 

j,£iCovcnant of Grace,wr/e 3 I , 33. compared, 
c1 '^A- ^^'^°'^'^^y-* He was their God on condition of Obe­

dience, and that was fufficient to difcriminate i t 
^j(from the Covenant of Grace, 

t j l Thirdly, You fay, there is the fubflance of that 
ij ,:i Covenantyer. 31.33, tobe found iathis,thcreforc 
(•./there is ground to conclude that thisisthc Covc-^ 
f j ( nant of Grace: This is thocovenaht that hvHl makl 
i\ j with the houfe of/frael,after thofe days,faith the Lord, I 
liy will write my Law in their hearts,^nd put it th their tn-
f wardparts.I will be their God,andthey h"- my people. 

J! Rtply. Firfl, That covenant ytr . 31 . 33- is abfo-
Ŝ f lute, I will be their God ; that in Jcr. 7. isconditi-
H ?r'̂ '̂* ^hey my-voice, and I will he your God, and yo^ 
\i J Jhdllbcmy People ̂  

Secondly, There i,s a promife, J f r , 31 . ThatGo'J 
Hi p will 



ivill write his law in their hearts, that they Jlull 
know him, that he wild forgive their Iniquities, and rc 
ntettiber their fin no more ; buc there is no fuch pro'-
jnifc Jcr. 7. therefore the fubftance of the one is 
not in the other. ^ j • 

Secondly, You fay, that wllen God is fgicj 
do all in the work of our Sanfahcation, there our 
endeavours are always fuppofed. , 

Reply. Firfi, The principle of Grace muft 5 
..-rnnVht in us without our own endeavours 
p;anted by your felf, pag. ^u That by which th^ 
i.nderftanding is enlightned, and the wil l renewed 
"hefe Bieffings ( yoli f a y ) are freely beftowcd 
upon us, not for any work of righteoufnefs that 
we have done. 

Thirdly, Whatever endeavours are put fortf, 
by us, they arc the fruits of his Grace, Fhil. 2. 
Jt's God that worketh in yon, both to will and to do of 

^ his own poodpleafare, Ezek. 35.27. 
Fourthly, Where there are the greateft endea, 

voursputforthby us, future Bieffings do not de­
pend on them as means procuring, Rom. 9, fb then 
i t i s n o t o f him that v/ilieth, nor o f him thac run­
neth, but of God that ffieweth mercy. 

Thirdly,You fay, that where the Scripture feems 
to lay the whole work of Sandification on us, and 
requires us to purine the heart, as i t doth fames 
1,5. Ez.ek^, 1S- 31• Ifa. I. there the 
Affiftance and Operation o f God's Grace is ftijj 
fuppofed. 

Reply. Firfi, I t ' ^ n e thing to have the affiflance-
of God's Gr ace fuppofed, and it's another thing to 
have i t promifed : I deny, that God hath promi.. 
fed Grace to enable all to cleanfe and purifie the 
l ieart ; that he requireth fo to do, produce a pro-
rnife i t you can. 

Secondly, 



(ltl)., 

Ill"' 

C m t i i minucam, 79 
SecoH /̂y, Nothing iho r to f t rue Faith wi l l ena-

nnr i ° ^'^^"^^ ^"'^ P""^^ ^^art, and that's 
"Ot afforded unto a l l ; all men have not Faith, 
"o , nor all men where the Gofpel coiiietb, jfohn 

Thirdly, We can't purifie our hearts t i l l God 
givetti a new heart, and when that is done, he wi l l 
ftatutes within us, and caufe us to walk in his 

i^ow^W^, You fay, we cannot wi l l nor do, 
wKhout the Grace of God concuring with us. 

Reply-yhis is fomewhat obfcure; do you mean the 
grace o f God without us, or the principles o f grace 
withm us. I f you mcanthe grace of God without 
us, as 1 iuppofe you do, then I would query, whom 
you intend by the fubjefts ? whether the regenerate 
or the unrcgenerate? I f you intend the regene­
rate. I t s found, for we are not fufficient of our 
felves to think any thing as of our felves, but then 
It IS not pertinent, for God requires finnersas well 
as Saints to purific their hearts; i f you mean the 
unregenerate, fuch whofe hearts and wills are not 
reformed, they can do nothing of what God re­
quires, granted by your felf p ^ . 32. The car/id 
mind is enmity againft God, and is not fubjcSi itmd 
the Lava of God, neither indeed can be, Rom. 8.* 
7-
, Fifthly, You fay, God wil l not put his fear 
»Ei oar hearts, make us holy, and prefer ve us in the 
way of Salvation without our own confent and en~ 
Gcavour. 

Reply. Firfl, God doth never ask our confent 
Vvhen he bellows on us the principles of Grace, 
tney are freely given, granted by your fe l f page 
?A. the promifes that God will put his fear into our 
"cans, Jer. ^2. 40. thathe will write his Law 

F 7, there, 



tbere 31.33. arc both abfolute ; thcpromif^ 
of the Spirit alfo is abfolute, Ezek- 36. 2.7. and 
whatever endeavours are put for th by us, are the 
fruits of his Grace, PW/. 2. 13-

Secondly, The fear ot God once planted in the 
heart will fo operate in the Soul by the influ. 
ence of the Spirit, that the Soul ftall not depart 
f rom God ; it's a great means of perfeverence ; 
Where the fear of God is, the Soul dares not 
to allow i t fclf in j t cries out how fhal] j 
do this wickcdnefs and fin againft God i and 
a means to put us forward in duty, we are bid 
To perfcSl holmfs in the fear of the Lord, 2 Cor, 

^'sixthly. You fay. We mtift vooi^k out onr SaU 
•vation xtith fear and trembling, for it ts God th^t 
worketh in us, both to will and to do of his own good 

^'"lep/y. I grant i t ^ to deny this.is to deny the 
W o r d yet our Salvation doth not depend on what 
we do,' as a means procuring, but only follows it 
as a means preparing. ^ , «, , , 

Seventhly, You fay, when God affordeth us 
fufficient grace to obey the Gofpel , it's polTible 
for us, through our own perverfe wills, to abufg 
his Grace, and to depart from him. 

Reply. Firfi, Nothing fliort of a New Heart, 
which are all the principles of Grace, is fufficient 
to make us capable of Gofpel-obedisnce. 

Secondly, When that is beftowed on us, yet j^ , 
not that fufficient to enable us to yield obedience 
to the Gofpel without Divine Affiftance, 2 Cor. 

^' Thirdly, When God hath given us fufficient 
grace to obey the Gofpel, he w i l l not fai l to affift 
us by his Spiii t , fo as that the principle ffiall be 

exerted 



mut^ mimtcatzti, S i 
J exerted in a(a;ual'Obedience, Ez.ck:i6.ij. 

'h Fourthly, Ic feems har(h to me to hear you call 
a renewed and fandified w i l l a perverfe wi l l , tho' 

»)' * grant that there is pcrverfnefs remaining in ic, 
A yet that does not denominate i t a perverfe w i l l , no 

f \ niore than the remainders of-Hypocrilie in a fandi* 
till lied foul do denominate him an Hypocrite, 
lo'' Fifthly, I t feems more harfh to bear you fay, 
f . that a Soiil may abufe the Grace of God, and de-
K part from him, when God hath faid. He will put 
jjf^"is fear in their hearts, that they fliall not depart 
I ? i'from him. . 

Eighthly, You fay, that i f we forfake hini, he 
' wil l forfake us, 2 Chron. 15.2. 

Reply. Firfl, It 's granted, that intereft in God 
^/by vertue o f that covenant that took in the na-
^ Iftwi-aX feed, coniidcred as fuch, might be lof t ; i f they 
(J'departed from God, he was under no obligation to 

continue v;ith them. 
M Secondly, I grant, that where a perfon dothto-

|i!/î ,̂tally and finally forfake God, God w i l l forfake 
)P h im; but this proves not that a Gracious Soul 

may fojorfake God ; and t i l l you do that, you do 
jMnothing. Every /-/y/jotk/fj iu'Scripcure does noc 
J pi'Jfuppofe a poflibility ; If I go up to Hemen, thou 
iD^art there', but this fuppofeth not a polfjbilicy of 

his going up to Heaven. 
•d Ninthly, You fay, the Severity and Goodnefs 
' f of God are both on conditions, fevcrity on them 

- that fell and rejefted the Gofpel, but to-
; f wards Believers goodnefs, i f they concmue m his 
U goodnefs, otherwifethev alfo fhall be cut off, Rom. 

' , Reply. This Quotation is impertinent, either 
-J thofe that are here faid to be Believers were really 

f j c h , or they were n o t ; i f they were, they could 
J F 3 ""'^ 
/ 

I 



82 €tnt\) minUtam, 
not fall away, i f they were n o t ; their falling away 
proves not that a gracious foul may fo fall ^ a per, 
Ton may ial l from his profeflion totally and finally' 
but that a graciqus foul may fo f a l l , is denied. 

, S E C T . V. 

YO U fay, you come again to examine the dif. 
ferences that I make between the Covenant 

pf Grace, and that into which the Jewj cntrecj 
with their feed, and to vindicate your Anfwerj 
po them againft my Exceptions. The firft Diffe , 
rcnceyou fay I made was this, that the Covenant 
into which the Jcwr entered with their feed was^ 
covenant that mightbebroken, that i t contained 
curfes as well as bieffings. Dent. 29. ao, 21 . that 
the Covenant of Grace cannot be broken, and that 
i t contains only bkffings, and threatens no curfe 
ficix you fay I blame you for adding to what 
1 faid, that the Covenant of Grace threatned no 
curfe is put in by your felf. 

Reply. I did not only blame you for addint^ 
but alfo for diminifhing^ I told you, that the cur 
fes of the firll covenant might fall on the fubjs^^' 
thereof, without a fandifiedufc of them,as they d J 
pn the evil figs Jer, 24. this you left out then 
and now too. ' 

Secondly, You fay, that i t feems my Opinio­
ns now altered, ancl thac 1 do now own that ir 
.threatens a cur.e. ^ 

Reply. I f i t feems fo to you,yct i t does not to tne 
for my Oi)inion is f t i l l the fame; I gave you r,!,' 
grant of any fuch thing, I only blamed you 
adding to my words: Sure I am, there is no curfp 
fhreatned in that which you fay page^o. contain 
the fubllancc of the Covenant of Grace, there are 

only 


