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You fay, i f I would have fpoken to thcpur-

Ki ^ , have proved that the Meinbcrs of the v i f i -
Church of Chrif t were not Difciples. 

^eply. Firfi, I would Qiiery, Whether the Tens 
Jiere not the vifible Church ofChr i f t ? you fay, fa^c 65. 
X hey were the true Church of God : Were they the 
^nurch of God, and not the Church ofChrif t ? you own 
tiiem to be Ghriftjans, pa^e 64. you make the Child 

I ^3?"^ ^^^^ ^ Chuich-raember, and the Child 
• ian^to be the fame th ing: Were they a Church 

. Of Chriftians, and yet not a Church of Chrift ? Either 
the Jews were the Church of Chr i f t , or they were not ; 
« they were, all your Objedlions are removed ; i f they 
^ere not, then tell me what Priviledge the Children o f 
pelievers have now lo f t , that once they had a right to , 
in their not being receiyed Members of the Church of 
C^hrift? for if the Church o f the Jem were not the 
Church o fChr i f t , no Inftancc can be given that ever 
Children were admitted Members of the Church o f 
Cnrift. I do not lay much ftrefs on this, only I was w i l 
ling you fliould fee what might be built on a foundation 
ot your own laying. 

Secondly^ I f by the Vifible Church of Chrift you mean, 
3 Church that is conftituted to the Nevv-Difpenfation, 
( ' hope you wil l bear with me i f I keep a coniillcncy in 
™y own Wr i t ings ) my work is to prove that each indi
vidual Member of fuch a Church is a Difciple of Chr i f t , 
and not the contrary; but the Church of ihe Jem; had, 
tnany Members that were not difciplcd unroChrift, and 
yet they were all fcederally holy, fo that faderal H o l i -
ncfs and Djfciplelhip are two things, the latter of which 
can't be argued from the former. 

S E C T . XV. 

T H E Second Objedlion that I brought againft In-
fant-Baptifm, you fay, is this,there is no Example 
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in Scripture of any Infant that was baptized : In anfwer 
to v^hich, you fay, you gave me reafons why there wa-s 
no Example delivered in Scripture : The Firfi was Be 
caufe the Apoitles were principally employed in teach' 
ing and baptizing Men : The Second was, Eecaufe that 
then the1:e was no doubt made but Children were 
Gburch-mcmbers. 

T o this you fay I reply, that the reafon why the Apo 
ftles delivered nothing about the baptizing of Childfen" 
was, bccaufeit wasnopart of their work, there being 
no Precept for i t , they had nothing to do with i t . 

Secondly, You fay, the want of a Precedent is but a 
Negative Argument, and that's not valid in matter o f 
fiiCt i and that I grant my felf,that the Baptifm of Chil 
dren can't be denied for want of a Precedent, provided 
that there were any Precept for i t ; fo tha t the mat 
ter is brought to this Iflue, i f there be any Precent 
for the baptizing of Children, then i t may lawfully be 
done. 

Reply. I am content to join ilTue with you and to 
come to a fair T r y a l , and to hazard the Caufe upon the 
producing but one Precept; one fuch Evidence lhall end 
5;he differcrice, and the Caufe fliall be yours at laft . 

You come now to bring for th your Evidences • vo 
fay that there is an implicite command for i t , becaufe i t 
may be drawn by juft confequcnce, drawn from clear 
grounds in Scripture,that Baptifm doth o f right belonc 
to themiforif they be within the Covenant,and Members 
of the Church, and Iccderally holy,as hath been proved 
then i t mi^ft needs follow by neceffary confequence that 
they have a right to Baptifmiand a necelfary confequence 
<draw?n from Scripture hath the force of a command. 

Reply. Firfl; I perceive the Controverfie is not like to 
be ifTued yetj i f this be all the evidence you have to pro 
iluce; and I think it's a l l : You would leave out none of 
your WitnefTes^being j u l i come to the Tr ia l j all the Tq . 

ftiniony 
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ftimony that you have here brought in wi l l not amount 
^0 one command, either explicite or implicite, and fo 
not illae the Controverfie,unlers you give up the caufe. 

Firfi^ You fay, that there is an implicke command 
'Of i t , and that implies that there is no explicite com-
{^and i i f there had, this had been the time to have 
•wrought i t forth. Now the Commiffion is laid by, that 
^ l U not be iubomed for an evidence. Faith being requi
red by that to precede Baptifm, granted by your felf . 

Secondly^ Here muft be confequencc upon confequence, 
to prove your implicite command, enough to weary a 
I^aa to keep all in mind t i l l he come to|the conclufion : 
Por, Firfi^ You can't prove one of thefe Heads but by 
confequence, either that the Children of Believers are 
within the Covenant, or fcederally holy, ( which is the 
fame thing, though yon make two Heads of i t , that you 
njay have a threefold-cbrd ) nor that they are Church-
members, but by confequence for that is the way you 
have taken for each of them, and have laboured hard 
to little purpofe. Secondly^ When you have, as you 
think, proved one or all of thefe by confequencc, you 
Riufl to"the fame task again for each of thele, to prove 
them the ground of Baptifna. 

Thirdly^ I (hall bring in two Eviderices that wil l i n 
validate all the Teftimony that you have here brought 
»n,and that is the Evidence of the Pharifees and Sadducesy 
that had all thefe Qiialifications that you have mentio
ned i they were fcEderally holy, within the Covenant, 
they were Church-members, they were all the Children 
of Abraham^ thefe came to John to be baptized, and 
were denied, A/^t. 3 .7,8,9,10- Luke^-l-,'i->9- ThaC 
thefe were all put by is evident f o r , Ftrft, John calls 
them a Gemration of lifers j who can think that lie 
would fet fuch a Brand or Black Mark upon therei, 
and yet b3pti7,cthem ? Would Baptifm have walhdic 
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ofngaih. Secondly, He over-rules their Plea, Bepin t,ot 
to fay within your felves, we have Abraham to our Father • 
W h y , was not Abraham a Believer, and were not thev 
the Children o f a Believer? Yes, but this wil l not now 
pafs for a ground of Baptifm; i f they wil l be baptized 
they muft bring forth fruits meet for Repentance, Bi r th ' 
Priviledge will not ferve the turn. Thirdly, I t appears 
they were denied, Luke 7. 30. But the Pharifeesand thl 
gamers rejeiied the Cotmfel of God againfi them felves „Qt 
being baptiz.(d of hisn, ( that is, oijohn: ) Whgt Counfel 
could this be, but that which God gave them by yohn 
to bring forth Fruits meet for Repentance. John would 
pot baptize them upon the ground they offered them 
felves, which was, that they had Abraham to their pg" 
ther; they would not be baptized upon the ground 
%hat John propofed, and fo they go without i t • ca i 
any think that John would have denied thefe vvho'wer'p 
Church-members, who were fcederally Holy , i f j i , . / -
qualifications had brought them under a Precept to b*̂  
baptized ? Having gone as far as we can in this Tr ia l^ 
1 would now Qjiery, on whom the Duty of Baptifm i« 
incumbent?. ( 1 mean Infant-baptifm, which you -irp 
pleading f o r , ) Whether on the Minifter, on the Child 
or oh the believing Parent ? » 

Firfi, I can't think it's the Childs Duty , or that thp 
Phild fhalfbe called to an account 'for the negleifi; of i t 
who i$ utterly uncapablc o f knowing what Duty is or 
^)f the performance thereof. ' j - » i 

Secondly^ I t is not incumbent on the Minifter. po„ 
Ftrji^ He has no Power to Baptize the Child, i f the Pa' 
rent deny i t . Secondly, He has no Commiffion to Ban" 
t izq m9re than are Di f t ip led to Chrif t by the Word • 
And as for the believing Parent, either he is command' 
ed to Baptize his Children, or he is not. I f he be 
produce i t ; i f he be not, then is there no fuch thin? 
î s Infant Bapt^fo] o f Divine lof t i tu i ion. Now tj- js 
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would be the fliorteft way, were we come to a T r i a l 
rnm '"'^J^' ^ ^ ' ^ 'vhere the believing Parent is 
^ommanded to Baptize his Child ; and truly I think you 
VP nothing that wil l iffiie the Point, t i l l you do this, 
fnr r r "^^"^ P̂ *̂̂ *̂ ' youfay you urged three Reafons 

^ . f ' ^ ' ' P "^" ' - ^^'^ F'^fiwns, Becaufe thePri -
r S^*"'^"''^^ approved i t , and held that i t was de-
j 'ved from the Apoftles themfelves. T o this yau fay 

«.epiy that the Cuftom of Baptizing Infants was not 
t two hundred Years after C h r i f t ; and 
nat It we receive one Tradition, we may receive more, 

^nd fo deny the Scripture to be a perfea Rule. To 
^nis you fay, that the Teftimony of arisen and Anjlin 
'ite fufficient to Confute ray groundlefs Aflertion. 

^eply. I did not pofitively aflert this; I told you I 
3.0 heard fo j I do not pretend to much acqnaintance 

With Hif tory. 
. Secondly^ You do" not know your felf in what Age 
It began; you fay, Book2. Pa^e iS. that the Bapti
zing of Infants was fo early in the Church, that i t can't 
certainly be known when i t began ; fo that itfcems by 
this, It was not from the beginning ; and i f f o , then 
i2ot of Divine Inftitution ; No , though you could 
prove it to be of ufe the very next Age after the Apo
ftles were deceafed. 

Thirdly^ The Teftiraony o f Ori^cn and ^«/?/« is fo 
^ean a thing, that i t is not worth a Reply; Ori^en re
ports, That the church hath received a Tradition from the 
•Apofilesy to give Bapifm to Infants; but by what hand 
«ath file received i t ? that no Body can t e l l ; and who 
can think that the Apoftlcs would fend this by W o r d 
of Mouth, for one to deliver i t to another, and fo to 
land i t along by Mortal Men,that might die before they 

'lad done their Errand, rnd not Record i t in the Word , 
where i t would furcly have been prefcrved, over which 
the wing of Providence has been always fpread j did 

they 



they not write often enough to the Churches, to have 
opportunity to acqusint them of a Truth of fo great 
concernment as this is ? Did they not put Pen to Papg^ 
often enough to Record the Baptifra of Men and W o . 
men too, and never mind to Regifter the^baptizing of 
Children with their Parents? This is ftrange, i f any 
fuch thing was done - Were they not to teach them I 
obrerve aB things whatfoe^er Chrtfi had commanded thtm ? 
And not one W o r d about Baptizing of Children in all 
fhc Records of the Apoftlcs, but this muftbefent by 
W o r d of Mouth : Yet as good hap was, the Church re
ceived i r , fo he tells 70U ^ but what Church i t was, 
v/hethcr the Church of Laodicea, or the Church of i?o%e, 
or which of all the Churches i t was that received i t , 
that's not declared : Nor is i t any great matter which 
received i t f i r f t , for there is no doubt but it's to be bad 
St Rome now, where the reft o f the unwritten Tradi
tions are. JlMjIins Teflimony is to the fame purpofe, 
that the baptizing o f Children is no otherwife to be 
lookt on than as an Apoflolical Tradition ; and i f fo , 
then I conclude, that Ju/iin could fee no Scripture Te-
ftimony for i t . But I have written enough about Tra 
ditions, 19 let you know how l i t t le efteem I have for 
them;'therefore i f you write again, I defire you to 
leave them ou t ; for I wi l l affure you, I wi l l wafte no 
more Paper to anfwer them. 

Secondly, You fay, there is no fuch danger as I pre
tend in believing the Teflimony of the Fathers, or the 
'Traditions of the Church, concerning the ancient Pra.. 
a i f e of Baptizing Children ; for Tradit ion herein con
sents with Scripture, and we retain Infant-Baptifm, be-
caufe there is Scripture-proof to i t , and not barely up. 
on Tradi t ion. J J - ^ -

Reply Fir (I, I f i t had been recorded m Scripture, 
then the Apoftles needed not to have fent i t by W o r d 
of Mouth to the Church. Secondlyy I f lE were recorded 
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"[ Scripture, why did ^/(/?/« declare, that i t ought no 

'V ri- • °^ accounted than as an Apoftolical Tra-
l\0K «uion? ThtrMy, I f you have Scripture-proof for i t . 
["> p^"^ "'e that, and i^ecp your Traditions for your felf , 
^ t i r ^ ' ^'^^'^ "̂ "̂ cdit the Teftimony of 

I r ^^^^^^^^ '̂Or yet the Traditions of the Church, un-
Kpi ĴA* you have Teftimony from the W o r d to the fame 

V " i ' ^^^^ Tcftimony from the W o r d , 
ir J you have no need o f the Tcftimony of the Fathers, nor 
l(Cj't yet of the Tradit ion of the Church. 
A{. Thcfecond Reafon you brought for the probability 
tf^. p the baptizing o f Children in the Apoftles time was, 
I) i| J r*;Caufe there were whole Houfliolds baptized, wherein 
joK j! J? s probable there were fome Children. T o this you 

1 Reply, that two of thefe Houfholds werefaid to 
e(\t : f " ^ ^ ^ 5 the third was the Houfliold of Stephamis^ and 
ud L'^- ' ^^^^^ ^"^^ addided themfelves to the 
p l^ j Miniftry of the Saints. The fourth was Lydia^ and 
piirF [ no Body knows v/hether flie was Maid, W i f e , or W i d -

Secondly^ You fay, there is no mention that the 
iltf j Whole Houfnold o f believ.J. 
lit , Rqly. < F»vy7-, There is no mention that Stefhanus 

Jlinifeli believed j what then? May we conclude, that 
fK{ Jje was Baptized while an Unbeliever ? Secondly, It's 
, / taid, that the Houfhold of Stiphamts was the firft Fruits 

f ot Achaia, and that they had addifled themfelves to 
\\a the Minif t ry of the Saints, which is tantamount to 
oL Believing. Thirdly^ There is no mention of one Child 

(ilL jn allthofe Houlholds, therefore.no probability that 
jiny Children were baptized from thofc inftances. 
fp'', J Thirdly, You fay, that though i t be faid, that the 
j l f Jailor believed with all his Houfe, yet by a common 

f Synechdoche i t may fignifie no more than the growR 
•J'j perfons in his Family. 
f j Reply. Though i t be faid, That the Jailer md all 

• ' ' • HOii['& 

http://therefore.no


248 €vuU) mintikattii. ij) 
fJoitfe were baptiz.ed, yet by the fame common Synerl, 'f 
doche may be hgnified no more than the grown pe fr 
fons in his Family ; and i f I thought there were anv f 
DceJ of i r , I could argue the fame way for the othe \f' 
three Families j but there is no need to run a Svnerh'̂  ii\ 
doche in the Cafe. ' ^ > ' 

The third Reafon you urge, for the probability of f 
Infant-Baptifm in the Apoftles times, was this; i f / 
fants had been denied Church-memberfliip in the' Apo ' 
flics times, thofe Jews that v/cre by them Converted f^' 
unco Chrilt would have made a ftir about i t , as thev 9^' 
did about leifer things. T o this you fay I made ifŝ  
Reply at a l l ; you think I would not have paft i t ^^Z. J 
f o , i f i had been able to return any reafonable anfwer cc'i* 
to i t . , , . A r - / \ 

Reply. I made this Anfwer to i t , that your doubt r 
Icfs proved no more than your probabilities did, and" ' 
fhat vyas the Reafon I faid no more, nor do I fee anv rfi 
great Rcafon to fay more to i t now: What have you 
proved by i t ? Or what have you offered to prove by ' f ' 
i t , that has not been anfwered already ? U 

Secondly, What are thofe leffer things that they made ^ 
a f l i r about ? I he fulleft account that I can have of 
them, is in ^<S^ 21. 21 . Tliey were z.ealous oj the Law, and 0' 
'jccre informed that Paul did teach the Jews to forfake 
fes's Law, not to Circumcife their Children, nor to walkjtfte'r 
their Cnjloms. Firfi, Then I w'ould enquire. Whether i ' 
i t docs not lye fair before us to conclude, that they did '.'^ 
make a f l i r about this very Matter, becaufe their Chil_ F 
drcn v/ere denied Church mcmberlhip ? Have you not # 
declared, that ihey were entered in by Circumcifion > # 
And is not here a ftir made about this initiating Ordi- Isl 
nance, ( as you call i t J ? fo that they came near the )i 
Gafe, i f not home to i t ; but i f their Children had been f 
baptized, it's probable they would not have contended 'J"'' 
about Circumcifion j or i f they had, that the Apoflle 

would 
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Would fodn have pacified them, by letting them know, 
^"^they bad Baptifm in the room thereof. 

Thirdly, I f they did not contend about this, it's pro
vable God might give them more light in this great and 
Weighty Matter than he did in lelfer things, the wane 
of light in which would have occahoncd fo great a f l i r . 
" you fay,that all the Anfwer I have now returned is bun 
Ptobable ; I anfwer, your Argument was .but to prove 
? probability, nor had i t more than a probability in i t , 
» fo much, and a probable Anfwer may ferve to a pro
vable Argument. 

(iti; Laftly^ Yow fay, that there is more need of an ex-

M 

Prcfs Prohibition, to exclude Infants from the Church, 
than there is of an exprefs Command or Example to 
•cccivc them ; for before Chrift's coming they always 
Enjoyed i t , and i f this ancient PrivjIedge be repealed. 
Where is the Precept or Prelident lor i t ? To this you 
fay I Reply, that the Legal Adminiftration is done 
3Way, and in that there is a repeal of their Church-
Wemberfhip: To this you fay, though the Legal Ad-
Oiiniftration be done away,' yet the Covenant re-
'i^ains, and all that are Church members have right un-
tier the new Adminiflration to bs Admitted into ths 
Church. • 

Reply. Firfi, All that are Church-members are in al
ready ; this might well have been fpared. 

Secondly, The Covenant i t felf, in which the natu
ral Seed ftood, is done away, Jdcb. 8. uk. Zeck 

Thirdly, In the change of the Difpenfation there is 
a change of theConftitution, from National to Congre
gational ; and i f you can produce but one Infant that 
Was a Member in any one' New-Teftament-Church, I 
Will give you the Caufe at laft. 

Thirdly, You fay I tell you, that there is no need 
" Prohibition to hipder Children f "" iprefs P 

t i f a i . 
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t i f m , becaufe i t was never commanded^ and tl i f- / ' 
wliich is not commanded in Matters of W o r f t i p is : 
plicitely forbidden j and that i t was unlawful for"^^^ i ' l 
dab atid Abihst to offer Incenfe with ftrange Fire whi 'h I*'' 
God commanded them not. T o this you fay,' that'''f i'"'̂ ' 
God command one thing in his W o r f h i p , it's unlawful ^'^'^'^ 
to omit that, and do another; and this was the Caf 'f' 
of Nadab and Jhihu, who offered ftrange Fire whe 
the Lord had prefcribed what Fire they fhould 'ufe i ' ^ 
ven Fire from of f the Al tar , Lev. 9. <y, 2.3, 24., * ^" T 

Refly. Firfi, 1 confefs the evil is the greater, when ^\ 
Men h'ave a command, and omit what God requires 
and proceed in a way of their own ; yet obferve thir f 
the ftroke came upon them for offering Incenfe' with 
Fire that God commanded them not. 5 ji' 

Secondly, I f i t be unlawful to omit what God requires 
and take a way of our own that he hath not reqnireH' 'f^' 
then we had need be fure that Sprinkling is BaptizinJ^' 'i( 
before we lay by Dipping, and make ufe of Sprinkling' i'° 
Had Baptizing been any other way than by D i p p i n ° ' t 
there had been no need to have made choice of a place ' 
where there was much Water, nor yet for the Admi 1̂ '̂ ' 
niftrator to have gone down into the Water wi th th 
fub jed l : I had not mentioned this, i f I bad uot been r fl^" 
fairly led to i t ; though I fiiould be glad to fee the O if 
dmances of Chrif t purely adminifired in refnedl- r̂ r 
Matter and Form too. ' i ' - ^ i o t <̂ ,. 

Thirdly, I f that which is not forbidden in expref. 
Terms may be brought into the Worfh ip of GnH F 
how burdenfom would the Wor fh ip of God foon if!' 
be. (ij 

Sixthly, You fay, that it's granted alfo, that thf ^ 
fubftance of Divme Wprfh ip is contained in the Word 'f"! 
Of God, or may be clearly proved thereby ; and rhar 
»s not commanded, either explicitely or irapiiritei„ 
m Matters o f Wor lh ip , is ia EfFea forbidde^ and 

ought 
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Reply. Firfi, I acknowledge that here is ingenuity 
I 8ivn)g a grant thus far, only here are two Words 

J^at are dubious : Firfi, What you mean by the fub-
«ance of Wor f i i i p . Secondly, What you mean by a ne-
cciiary part of W o r f l i i p ; but where things are dubious, 
^narity binds me to put the belt Conllrudion, and 
"1 things of this Nature, Prudence forbids me to en
quire too far. 

Seventhly, The Baptifm of Infants, you fay, is im-
Piicitcly commanded in Scripture; and i f fuch Bap-
i i lm be juftifiable, then there needs fome expiefs Pro
hibition to warrant the denial of Baptifm to them. 

Reply. Your implicite command for Infant Baptifm 
js no whereto be found in the W o r d ; and what yoii ' 
nave offered to prove i t , has been anfwered, as I have 
fflet with i t , and mult now be left to the Reader t a 
judge of i t . As to the fecond part, I grant i t , that 
I I ^"^^"^"B^ptifm had been warranted by the W o r d , 
Jnere had then been need offouie Word to warrant us 
^0 deny them; but i t was never warranted by the 

. ^ O r d , and therefore there is non«ed o f any Word to 
'orbid i t : You grant your felf, that what is not com-
"^anded by the W o r d in matters of Worfhip , either 
^xprefly or implicitely,is in elFed forbidden, and ought 
'^ot to be made ule of. 

Eighthly, You fay, that feeing the Priviledge of 
Church-memberftiip, which belonged to Infants under 
the Legal Adminiftration, is not repealed under the Go-
*Pel, i t follows, that the Children of Believers hare 
^ right to be admitted Members of the Church. 

Reply. You grant a repeal of the Legal Adminiftra
tion, Page Si. and i f the Adminiftration be repealed, 
the Priviledges that they enjoyed under that Adraini-
itration are repealed : Take away the Charter, and the 

\ P r i -



m a t t ) minUtam. 
Piiviledgcs are lofl: : How could the whole o f their 
Ghurch-ltatebe dilfolved in the change of the Admini-
Itration, as you grant, Jfage 17. Book 2. and the PtL 
viiedgeof their Children remain ? Can the'whole be 
dilTolved, and not the Parts? And did the Parents be
come Members again, or any o f them, by vertue of 
the old Adminiftration, or o f the New ? The Law of 
which New Adminifl:ration you have Mat.iS. 1^ 20 
and can their Children claim i t by vertue of the old 
Adminiftration, when their Parents could not ? Cer
tainly i f Children hav'e a right, it's by vertue of the 
New Adminiftration, and by that you muft prove i t 
or you do nothing. T o conclude then, I deCire you 
to read over the new Deed, or the Law of the New-
Adminiftration, Mat.iZ. 19,20. and i f you can find 
but one Claufe in i t that does Priviledge the Children 
o f Believers to Church-mcmberfliip and Baptifm in an 
Infant-ftate, only fend me that , and I wi l l give you 
the Caufe at laft . 

And now i f you pleafe to 'wr i t e again, in the vin
dication of what you have aflerted, I hope I may find 
an opportunity, and room enough to return you a fair 
Anfwer ; and in themean time. Fare you well., 
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C o v e r i i a i l t o f G r a c e , 

O R T H E 

J ^ e l a j C o t j e i t a n t , 

H E Covenant of Grace if a Mutual Compaft ^ 
between the Father and the Son, before the 
W o r l d was, ( the Son confidercd in the Divine 

Nature only ) in behalf of the Eled: of God, wherein 
the Son undertook the performance of certain Conditions 
on his par t : And the Father engaged himfelf by feveral 
rromifcs on his part, fomc of which were peculiar to 
the Son, others made to the Son in behalf of the UzLX^ 
who were tihe Subie<Ss thereof. 

Havingiiven this Defcription of the New-Covenant, 
I lhall in the next place prove each part thereof by the 
W o r d . • . : V • ' . • f 

Fjr/?, I t is a Mutual Compaft between the Father ana 
the Son, / A 49. from 3, to 10. We have in thefe ver
ges a Tranlcript of the whole Gompaa: or AgrecoienC 
that was between thcffl. 

mrfi. The Father propofeth, Dtrfc Thott/rt my 
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Servant, O Jfrael, in thee I wilibeglorified. This Propo, 
fal was made to the Son, who was to be the Lords Scrl 
vantjWhen he had taken our nature ui)on hioi, Ifa.^x.i^ 
Behold my fervant whom I ttpholdy mine EleEi, in whom my 
foul delitrhteth. 

Secondly, We have the Anfwer of the Son, vcrfe ^. 
Then I faid, J have laboured m vatn, and have fpcm my 
Jlren?th for nought, and in vatn ; yet fwrely my workjs ivuh 
the Lord, and my judgment with my God. 

In which Anfwer there are two things tobeconfider-
cd : F^^fit "^^^ Subjefts here propofed were too fmall a 
number tor fo great an Undertaking; 1 have laboured in 
•vain: Not that his labour was fuccefslefs, in that fenfe 
he did not labour in vain, nor thed one drop of his 
blood in vain, he did fee of the travel of his Soul with fa. 
tisfn^t^on, and was sffured that the pleafurc of the Lord 
fliould profper in his hands : But the Elef l within the 
confines of Ifrail were too fmali a number. 

Secondly, So fmall a number as i t was, he undertakes 
i t at the firft Propofal; this is plainly intimated in thefc 
words. My worki^ '^ith the Lord, and my judgment with my 
Cod. Though the Purchafe would not anfwer the price, 
be would leave that to the Father, whom he knew 
would make i t up. 

Thirdly, The Son having granted the Propofal, the 
Father fpeaks again to the Son, verfe 5, 6. And novo, 
faith the Lord that formed me from the womb, to be his Ser-
i/ant, to bring Jacob again to him, though Ifrael be not gathe
red, yct-Jljall I be glorious in the eyes of the Lord, andmy God 
fljall be my firength: And he faid, it is a light thing that thou 
fhoKldjl be my fervant, to raife uf the Tribes of Jacob, and to 
refioreihe preferved of Ifrael : I will alfo give thee for alight 
to the Gentiles,that than mayejt be for jalvation unto the ends 
of the Earth. In which Words there are three things 
obfervable: 

Firfi-y There isaPromife made to the Son, That be 
pmld 
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fhoitU be glorious in the eyes of Lord, that Cod would be his 
ftrength. Secondly, A Grant given, that /frael were to6 
finall a number for fo great an Undertaking: Andhe 
faid^ it is a'jlight thing that Jhottldjl be my fervant, tO raife up 
theJrtbcs oj Jacob, and to refiore the preferred of IfracL 
Thirdly, TheEle f i among the Gtntiks added unto the 
Jevus : J will alfo give thee for a^ light to the Gentiles, thw: 
thou nmy'*{i be for falvation to the ends of the E-D th. 

That the Son was a party Govenancing may fiiftHeir 
?-ppear, Each. 5j .11. /is for thee, by the blood of thy cove
nant have / fertt forth thy prifoners out of the pit whereiA 
there was no water. This is the Father fpeaking unto the 
Son, and he calls i t his Covenant, as being made by 
him, P/ri:/. 89.28. Ady mercy xvill 1 keep for him for eyer-
ntore, and my COveniint [hall (land fajl with kiin. It's the 
Fathers Covenant, and it's the Sons Covenant, as being 
tranfif ted between the F,ithcr and the Son. That i t is! 
the Sons'Covcnant is yet more evident, in that be laid 
down his life to confirm i t , Hcb.<).\'^, " f , IV* I'or this 
cetisfe he is the Mediator of the New Teflament, that by means 
of death for the redemption of the tranfgr 'ejftons that were 
under the firfi Teftament, that thsy that are called might 
receive.the promffe of eternal Inheritance : l^oi- where d Teji.i-
mc-tit 4s,there mnjl alfo of itccefitybe the death of the Tef/atar, 
for a Teftament is of force when men arS-dead^ otherwife it if 
'^f no force at all, whiifi the Teflator Hveth. Had not ChriP: 
been the Teftator as well as Mediator, there had been no 
need for him to dye, nor could the Teftamcnt have becd 
confirmed by his death. I f a thoufand dye, if the Tcfta-
tor liv^,the Tcftament is of no force. Eiiher the New-
Teflament is confirmed by the Death of Chrifl:, one 
not 5 ifitbe^thenwasChriffcthe Teftacor 5 i f i t be not, 
then it's of no force at al l , and what condition are we 
now in. . , ... , 

Secondly, The Ncw-Govenant wastranfafled b'etween 
ih^! F^thei" ^nd the Son before the world Was, Tihis i ; 2-
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Jnhofcvj tt.. u.i/life, which God that cannot lyepromifed be
fore the (oandmon of the IVorld began. / 'Tl i is promile was 
made to Clifil!: , for there was none in being but the -Son 
to whom a promifc could be mad^^ before the W o r l d 
had a being i t was made to him for the Elef t , or elfc 
the Apoftle could not have bottomed his hopes upon i r , 
2 Tim. 1.9. Who hath favcd tis, and called as with a holy caill 
jm not according to our works, but according to his own purl 
iofe and Grace, which was gtvento ,t, in Chrift Jefus before 
the World was. How could this G i f t of his Grace have» 
been beftovved on us in C h r i f l , but in the trsnfta: of the 
Isj-eW'Covenant ? This Grace, or Love, or Good W i l l 
o f God, it's a New Covenant Blefling. God hath 
made over himfelf by Covenant, C7e«. 7. 7, And in fo 
doing he hath made over his Grace; he could not make 
over'himlelf, but he rauft makeover his Grace, it be
ing eflencial in God ; now this was done before the 
W o r l d beg-au. I t war, promulgated as fopn as Adam f e l l , 
2'he feed of the^Voman fnall break the Serpents head; there
fore i t was in bcins; before he fell . 

The Mediatorliiip of Chriffc commenc'd as foon as 
fin had a being, hs was the Lamb flain from the foun
dation of the W o r l d , therefore the New-Covenapt,was 
in being from the foundation of the W o r l d . 

Thirdly, The New-Covenant was tranfafted between 
the Father and the Son, the Son coufidered in the D i 
vine Nature only. This appears, Firfi, In that i t was 
tranfaited before the W o r l d began, before the Humane 
Nature had a being : Ged didnot fend forth his Son made 
of a woman, till the fitlnefsof time. Gal. 4. 4, Secondly, Ig 
appears, in that the taking of the Humane Nature was 
an^ffcdt of the compadt, Heb. 2.17. Whereforeit behooved 
him in all things to be made likg to his Brethren, that he 
might be a merctful and faithful High- Priefi in things pertain., 
ing unto God. Merciful, with refpedt to us, fai thful 
with refpeft to the Father. Now faithfulnefs doth im-

pJy 



Plyfomepre-engagement. When Clirin; took our 
ture^npoa him, he renders this as the reafon, That'in 
«c Kutewe of the Book it was written of him to do the will of 

Pfai, 40 .7 ,8 . This was not the Book of the 
Lripture,. ir was not .writteii there antecedent to the 

Pcniungotthis PHdm, therefore take it of the Book of 
Jr ^-ovenant, ( to fpeak i t after the manner of men) 
mat which is called the Lamb's Book 6f Life , which 
l-ne bubjeas of this Covenant had their Names written 
in, Rev. 17, , 8 . ' 

Fourthly^ This Covenant w * tranfif ted between the 
Jaehcrand the Son, in the behalf of the Eleaonly. Here 
i;man premife two things. Ftrfi, That God hath an 
t-lett People. Secondly, That this Eleft People were 
b'ven to Jefas Chrift . And then prove that this Eleft 
people that are given to Jcrus Chri f t , are the only Snb-
jeds of the New-Covenant. 

Firji, That God hath an Eleft People, a certain 
nmnber of particufnr Pcrfons, both of Jews and Gentiles, 
that he hath chofen in Chrift JcAr, to Salvation as the 
end, and to Sanftification as the means. 

Fir/l, That God hath an Eieft People, Mat. 2+. 22 * 
For the Elc£is fake thofe days fljojl he fliortned; ver. 24." 
For there fhall arije falfe Chrifls^ and falfc Prophets^ injp-
niuch that if it were polfible^ they (Ijall deceive the very 
Eldl: Bat that is impolTible, they are fo fer.ured by 
the DecreeofGod, the Merits of Chrif t , and the Pro-
mifes of this Covenant, w?-. 31. And he JJjaS fend his 
Angels^ with a mat found.of a Trumpet, and fliall gather 
his Ele5l, from^he four winds, from one end of Heaven to 
the other. 1 fa. 65. 2J. -^"^ rnine Ehll Jhalllong enjoy the 
^orl^of their Hands. 

Secondly, Thefe Eleft are a certain nnmbcrof parti
cular Perfons, Eph. i,^.. Who hath ckofen us in him be~ 
fore the Foundation of the World, that we fimdd be Holy, 
and without blame before him in Love.. Paul and tlie Ephe-

R 3 i ^ - ' " " 
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fans in particular, to whom he wrote this Epiflle, 
liom.^. I I - For the Children being not yet horn, neither 

. having done either good or euil, that the purpofc of Cod 
according to EkElion might fland, not of works, but of him 
that callc'th. Ver. 12. was faid unto her, Jacob have I 
hvcd, Efaii have I hated. Now thefe E k f t are known 
to God, they are not known to us, 2 Xtm. 2. 19. Ne^ 
verthdi'fs the Foundation of God (fandcthfure, having this 
Seal the Lord k^orveth them that are his : Each individu
al pcrfon arc known to him : The Lord knoweth them 
i)V Name : Jacob have I loved, and Efait have 1 hated. 
Their Names"are written in Heaven, Luke 10. 20. They 
,-ire written in the BboJ^of Life, Ktv. 20.-i-^. 
' Thirdly, Thefe Eleft confift both of Jcivs and Gentiles; 
of Jews, Rom. 11. 5. There is at this day a Remnant, ac
cording to the Eletiion of Grace: Of Gentiles, i Their. 
1 . 4. Knowing;, Brethren, Beloved, your ElcElion of God. 

Fourthly, They are chofen to Salvation as the end, 
and to Sandification as the means, both in one Decree, 
2 Thcj]'. 2. I 3- yi^e are bound to give thanks for you. Bre
thren, Beloved of the Lord, becaufc God hath from the be
ginning chofen you to Salvation, through Sanliification of 
'^he Spirit, and belief of the Truth .- T o Salvation as the 
end,and^toSandii!ication as the means, both in one De
cree. 

The fecond thing to be premifed is this, That this 
g i e d People are given to jefusChri f t , Johniy.S. Thine 
they were, and thou gavefi them unto me : Thine by Ele
ction, and thou gaveft them unto me by fcederal Re
lation. 

Either they muft be confidered the Fathers in re-
f p e a of Eledion, or i n refped of Creation, In the fe
cond fenfe we cannot poffibly take i t ^ fo r , Firfi, 
refpea o f Creation the whole W o r l d is his, but thefe 
are not all given to the Son : Thofe that are given to 
the Son are diflinguifhed f rom the W o r l d , Verjfe 9. 
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^ F^y for thsfe, I pray not for the World, but for thofe 
'^hom, thou hafi given me, for they are thise. Thev. are 
not only diftinguilhed from the W o r l d , as they are 
given to the Son, but as they are the Fathers too: 2hey 
'ire thine, and that in a peculiar fenfe. 

Secondly, Ghrift declares,- that all his Number is the 
^'athers, and the Fathers are his: All mine are thine, 

thine are mine: They are the fame individual Per-
lons. -

Thirdly, Chrift gives Eternal Life to as many as are 
given him byithe Father, John,in. 2. but Eternal Life 
IS given to none but the Elcdl, Mm/ii.y. The EleSlion 
hath obtained, andthere/i' ivcre blinded.' Therefore they 
arc the Eled only that are given to Jefus Chrift. 

Thirdly, I fijall prove that they arc the Elei l only 
that are given to Jel'us Chrif t , that are the only fub-
kdts of the New Covenant. Firjl, I t appears, that 
they only are bleft with the Blcffings of the New Co
venant, Eph, I. ^, 4. Blejjedbe the Cod and father of ottr 
Lord Jefus Chriji, who hath bleffcd us with all fpiritual 
Bleffings in heavenly places in Chnjl Jefus. But who are 
they that are thus bkfted ? Are they not thofe that 
Were chofen in him before the Foundation o f the 
World? 

.SccW/y, I t Was upon their account only, that Jefus 
Chrift underwent all his Sufferings, />.S3-5- ^o*" 
Tranfgrefflons of my Pei^ple was he [mitten. He laid down 
his Life for the Sheep, John 20. 15. He loved tke Chnrch, 
and gave himfelf for them, Eph. 5' ^S-

Thirdly, I t was upon their account only he had his 
Name Jefus given him, Mat. i.zx. And thou fljaltcaS^ 
hit Name Jefus, for he fiiall favc his People from thetr 
Sins, 

Fourthly, It's only they that arc the Heirs of the Pro-
mife. Gal. 29. And if ye be Chri/ts, then are ye ^t^ra-
hami Seed, and Hein according to the Promife. 

R 4 Fifthly, 
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Fifthly, They only sre juftified by his Blood, Kom. 

8. 33. iVho fljall lay any thing to the Charge of GodsFkEl / 
it isGodthat juftifieth ; tr hots he that condemns ? it'sChriii 
that dyed. 

Sixthly, They only fhall be glorified, Rev. 20. 15. 
'Jtidrvhofoever was not written in the Lambs BaokofMfe, 
•was cafl into the Lake of Fire. 

Fifthly In the Tranfadt of this Covenant between 
the Father and the Son, the Son undertook the per
formance of certain Conditions ; //e was to raife Hp the 
Tribes of Jacob, and to refiorc the freferved of Ifrael; He 
fsnis to be a light to the Gentiles, and for Salvation unto the 
ends of the Earth. * 
' Firfi; He was engaged to take our Nature upon him, 

be muffc be a merciful and faithful High-Prieft in things 
pertaining unto God. He had covenanted fo to do, 
and he muft make good his Covenant, Htb. 10. 5. Sa
crifice and Offering thou wouldefi not, a Body hafi thou pre-
fared me: Ver /7 . Then I [aid, hi come. He hath re-
f p c d t o the Covenant here, as being engaged thereby 
£0 take a Body. ' 

Secondly, He was engaged by Covenant to fu l f i l the 
Law in our Nature, Mat. 5. 17. Think not that I am 
come to defiroy the Law or the Prophets, I am not come to 
4efir6y, but to fulfil. He came not only to fu l f i l the Law, 
{ j j t to fu l f i l i t upon the account of the fubjedts of this 
Covenant, Kom. 10. 4. Chrifi is the end of the Law for 
Righteoufnefs, to every one that believeth. He hath yield
ed that very Obedience that the Law aimed at, BQ 
MUas in Covenant to do whatever the W i l l o f God was 
Pfalm i^.o.'JiB. Then faid I , lo'i come, in the Volume of thy 
Book.it is written of me to do thy Will, O God: Tea, thy 
Law is nithin my Heart. Now this was one part o f the 
W i l l o f God, that he fliould fu l f i l the Law, by yielding 
a :̂j,ive Obedience thereunto ; God fent him into the 
W o r l d on purpofe. He was not only feiiE to make an 

" • " end 
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' ^ j L ^ ^° ^""S in Everlalling Righteoufnefs, 
i^ r ofS t? ' ^ ^ ' ^ ^ " 0 ' ^ ^ ' ^ dctermmdto niake AH u,d 
r.f-'in Tranfgrefion, and to make Reconci.iU:u 

^ IT j^l'^'^Vi (^"dtobnnpin Evcrlafiin(r Righteoafnefi. 
# ' L p r , r . ^ " ^ ' ^ engaged to offer up hinilelf a 

l^' f i,a-^'«'^'^»"g S'^crifice, for the fatisfadion of Divine 
r W , ? lo- ?• wlierefore when he coraeth into the 

J hi f ''i Offerings thou wouidfi not, 
)«' i /A / / /"''̂ /" '̂"^^ /^"^ A ^ ww'c^ 
i r / / 0 ^''^'""^•ofthy Bookit is written of me to do thy mil-
/ I f This was the WiU of God, that he &ou!d of-
• 0 ^ «pchis Body ; i t wds fo the W i n of God, that there • 
;0f was no avoiding of i t , he muft drink that bitter Cup: 

i»^'|^"2''efore when he prayed. Father, if tt be poffilde, let 
i f i f(if from me ; he refigned up his WilJ to the 
Hv'i. , of the Father ; Neverthelefs, not my Will, but thy 
'io'^'^done, Wiiatcver was the W i l l of God that 
,c).f'/ "''^'^ Should do, that Chrift was in Covenant to d o ; 
//.^- ^nd therefore he fai t l i , thut in the Volume of the Book it 
itf^lij ^"^jvrittcn of him to do the Will of the Father. 
lH^ ^Fourthly, He was engaged by Covenant to bjing in 

M the fubjedls thereof; to accept of himfelf on Go-
iP / *I^cl Terms, thai lo they might enjoy the good and Be-

I nehc thereof, John lo, i6. And other Sheep I have, that 
,jjf not ofthts fold, thent alfo 1 mafl bring, and they fi>all 
'(Kjl ^f<ir my mice, and there fiiall be one Shepherd, and one Fold. 
It '"Je doth not fay, 1 may bring, or 1 will biing, but I 
dy, hiuft bring. And why muft he bring them in ? but bc-
f^, Caufc he was in Covenant fo to do. 
I)' • Fifthly, He was engaged not only to feek, and to 

[ave that which was loft btit.alfo to keep them, when 
f he had fought them out, that they fhould ftray away no 
f/i more, John 6.^^. I came down from Heaven, not to do 

mne own Will, but the Will of him that fent me, and this 
Ji;; is the Will of him that fent me,, that of all that he hath gi-
I'' ""en me I (hould lofe nothin'r, but jhould raife it f'P 

the lafi day. ' " Sixthly 
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• Sixthly, Jefns Clirifl: ftood'engaged to confirm the i 

Covenant by his Death, Hth.^.i^. For this can fe he 
the Mediator of the New Covenant, that by means of Death % 
for the Redemption of the Tranfgreffions that were under ' t j 
the firft Covenant, they that were caUed might receive the !V 
Prmife of Eternal Inheritance. For where a Tefiament is 'Si 
there mtifl alfo of neceffuy be the Death of the Tefiator. 
Verfe 17. " Ttfia,nent ts of force after Men are dead ' a 
ctherwifc it is of no firength at all, w i f f t the Tejiator 1,1 
ueth The Promifes made to the tathers were not \<, 

nfirmed ' t i l l Chrif t was offered up, /i/^t. u . 
Thefe all thrcuqh Faith obtained a good refort, not having f , 
received the Promife, God having provided fome better thin^ K. 
for as, that they without its jhohld not be made forfeit ^ 
This Provilion was made in the New Covenant, where A 
all our Mercies arc wrapt up: Thefe are the Conditions 
that the Son undertook the performance of. Now ' j | 
what he was engaged to do and fuffer, he hath made % 
good, John x-J. i . I have fi>:ijhed the Worh^that thou ga- '"''id 
vejlme to do. John 19. 30. He cried out, it is fmi^fed,. t 
and he bowed the Head, aiid gave up the Ghofl. So that 
the Covenant is com pleated on Chrift 's part, wi th re-
fpe f t to what hc'was to do and fuffer, both which arc f 
of Eternal Efficacy, and being compleated on the Sons "̂•'̂  
parr, all the Promifes made by the Father are con- J*"̂  
firmed and fulfil led, J^s 13. 32,33* -^"^ ^e declare unto ^ 
you glad-tidings, how that the Promife that was made to the 
Fathers, God hath fulfilled to us their Children, in that he i?} 
hath raifed Chrifi from the dead. The Promifes were ^, 
confirmed by his Death, and his Refurredtion was a r 
fignal Manifeftation of the 'fulfi l l ing or Confirmation #' 
thereof; fo that the New Covenant .is now of force f''' 
the Death of the Teftator hath confirmed the Tefta- i'' ' 
ment. „ , , , ! 

Sixthly, In this Compatt between the Father and the '''' 
Son, the Father engaged himfelf, by feveral Promi- ^' 

fes, 



ti^e (CotJenant Qf (Efface* 265 
J% fome of which were peculiar to the Son j others 
' (r?sde to the Son-in behalf of the Ekdc, who are the Sub-
y ^ ^ s thereof, 7/̂ ?. 49. 5 , 7 , 8 - The Promlfes that are 
'/|.'|ecuUar to the SoYi are as followeth : FhffL'kat he fliould 
lifl"M'>oits in the Eyes of the Lord, that God ximld be his 
''/'['• '''"^'^i ver, 5. Secondly, That God would Hand by 
di / r i^ i aiid help him, -vcr.S. In an acceptable time have I 
^ jr^'^'>'dtheey and in the day of Salvation ^lave I holpen thee. 
' y l r '^^ are two things to be confidered ; Firfi; Jefus 
I/Chrifb took hold of thefe Proroifes, and bottomed up-

them, //^. 50. 7 ,9 . My God will help mc, therefore 
'•it '^ive I f a my Face as a Flint, and 1 kiow that I (hall not be 
rpHomdcd. Behold! the Lord God will help me, therefore 
f j J jhall not be afliamed. Secondly, The Father made good. 
!r/'iefc Promifes to Chrift when he was offered up, 
',vj(!̂  Cor. 6. 2. For he faid, in an acceptable Time have / 
^^j^^ardthee, and in the day of Salvation have I holpm thee ; 
J^'-bold now is the acceptable Time, behold now is the day of 

^Kt^'ilvation. When God was in Chrift reconciling the 
$ . ^ o r l d to himfelf, not imputing unto them their Tref -
% P= f̂tes, then were theie Promifes made good : Then was 

(fthe accptable Time, then was the day of Salvation, 
d i i God hear him, Hcb. 5. 7- -^^"'^^ heard tn the 

•y ^^'^"gs he feared; then was he hoipco under all his Suffer-

Ctcondly, The Fathpr engaged hinifclf by ^'^^'^^^P^^' 
! miles m-fde to the Son in behalf of the Eleft , If^- 49-

, 8,9. Thus faith the Lord, in an acceptable Ttm have I 
' i h,rd thee, and in the day of Salvation have I I f f en thee ; 
^ ^^d I wtllgive thee for a Covenant of the People, to cfi^^ 
L\ ^^'fl> the Earth, and caufe to.inhertt the dejolate vkccs ver. 9. 
51 That thou mafft fa. io the PrtJ^r.ers. go forth, t^^^^^^^ 
t\ fit in darkne s fl'cwyour felvo : T h ^ ' ^ ' f T ' i ' ' \ ^ i t h 
^1 'be GentikJ, id for Salvation to the ends of the 

T i t . 1,2. in hope of Eternal Life, ff^'^'^f^f''""^^^^^ 
r ^rpmifid before the hcg^f- I fuppoi? that t-ternai 
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Life Iiere, comprehends all t he good of the New Gov i^i 
nant. As Death is a comprehenfive of all Mifery rP 
is Eternal Life a comprehenfive o f all Happinefs ^ //• 
Tromife was made to Chrift before the World began • *Anrl • f ; 
was made to him in behalf of the fubjeds o f this C^J^^r 
nant, or elfe P^«/could not hav-e grounded his h o n j i ' l 
upon i t . 1 doubt not but all the Promifes that are no^ ^•l 
in the New Covenant, contammg Temporal, S p i r i t n T r 
and Eternal BlciTmgs, were made in the firft T r a n S / t 
of the Covenant. As Ghrift did then engage to perform l^": 
all the Conditions, lo the Father engaged to beftouJjg' 
all the Bleflings that were contained in the Promife, ftf' 
he did give Chrift lor a Covenant to the People i ' 
the very firft Tranfadl ; and are not all the Proaiifc" f̂ ''̂  
TeM and in Ghr i f t Jeflis ? All the Proraifcs wer^ 
confirmed by Chrif t , as he was confidercd the Teftator^ 
therefore I conclude, that they were all made in t h ' / ' 
firft tranfaa of the Teftament. There sre Promiles ni ^ % 
into the Covenant with refpeft to the fubjefts thereof J'''̂  
and nothing but Promifes: The New Covenant is a bun* -f'" 
die of Promifes, there is not one Precept nor on?'^^ 
Threat to be found there ; ( on the Sons pare i t contain P"̂  
ed Conditions, that were to be performed by him a A'S 
that upon account o f the fubjefts thereof ; ) On th 4! 
Fathers part i t contained only Promifes, the fulfilfin if 
o f which depended on the performance of the Condi 
tions by the Son. Thefe are the two parts of the Co" / 
vcnant, and the whole thereof; there is not a thirH ( 
part to be produced. That this Covenant is made nt \ 
all of Promifes, wi th refped to the fubjefts thereof 
wil l appear in a few particulars. » ' 

Pirft, There are.nothing but Promifes to be founri li^ 
in that which God calls the New Covenant, jer J? \» 
33,34. But this fhall be the Covenant that I mill make nitL 'fi 
the Houfe of 1 frael, after.thofe days, faith the Lord i / 
will put my Laws in their inmrd pans, and write thepl 

m 
their 
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\ g2<"'^rts: ArdlmllhetheitGod, and they (hall be 
P 'SrXla f ' f '^'y ^'"^^ Knew me, from the leaft to the 
l^rnH? °V- ' ^ will forgive their Inif.dties, and re.. 
« W r ^^"^ "\'"'^<=> « o d liimfcU- calJs this'the 

Ji5 T^ '^"^"^ ' 31- Behold the day is come, that / 
KXK • '^^"^ Covenant with the Houfc of Ifrael; And 
jj,{ i '"'s ,s that New Covenant which is coniained in the 

)'...*»'romilcs here: I f we look Gen. 17. 7. i:.>,;^ 25 
2,7. //ei,. 8, 10, IT . in which Scri[)Cmcs the New 

/covenant is moil largely defcribcd, yon will fee no'-
'ling but Promifes. 

Ic appears, in that the Nev/ Covenant is 
Lf.^^^^^ the Promife, or Promifes. 
/ •'̂ r̂/?) The Promife, in the lingular Nmnber, JUs 13. 

'Pth -^"^^^ declare unto you glad-tidtnTS, how that 
U^'^ll '^''"'"'^^ ^^''^ "''^'^'^ '̂ '̂̂  Fathers, God hatly ful^ 
jC/) Children, in that he rat fed him from the 
jjfSK^"'̂ , now no more to return to Corruption :' He fpd. on 
l^'^fL^ " '{A, / willgive you- the fiire Mercies of David. By 
.̂ jjî nc Promife in the •^rd. verfe is intended the Covenant, 
of { prcfently addeth, / will give you'the fm-e Mercies 
,^0 David. And thefe are the Mercies o f the New Co-
•|j,̂ i|ycnant. Gal. 3. 2p. And if ye be Chrifs, then are ye Jbra-
^^'Sms Seed, and Heirs according to the Promife. Gal. 
0^- 17- Tjie Law that was foiir hundred and thirty Tears 
•/*ftcr coidd not difanid, that it [hould mahe the Fromife 
^(/"f none EfcB. That/which is there called the Pro-
[j>*Wiife, is in the former part of the fame verfe called 
jiijjtie Covenant that was afore confirmed of God in 

i Secondly, I t is fometimes called Prcmifes, in the Plu-
f 51 Number, Rom. 15. 8. Now, J fay, that Jefus Chrifl 

, Minifterof the Circumcifon, for the Truth of God; 
' '^o^firm the Promifes made to the Fathers.' Gal. 3- t*^-

'^'•'raham and his Seed were the Protaifes made-
H Thirdly, 



Thirdly, I t appears, in that the fiibjeas of this r 
venant are ftiled the Heirs o f the Promife, Heb. 6 V ' 
Wherein Cod willing more abundantly to (loew to the He? (' 
of tht Promife the immutability of his Council, conBrm^fiii' 
it by an Oath. What did God confirm by an O ^h'^f' 
Was i t not the New Covenant ? 6 V . 3. i ^ . wi V 
was the New Covenant but the Promile ? j 

Fourthly, I t appears, in that i t was a free Gov ' 
nant, in refped o f the fubjefts thereof; there was rmV 
Condition put into i t , the performance whereof dori Ô  
rntitle to the Blefllngs therein contained. It's tliei ct 
Union with Chrif t entitles, and not any thint- dnn " i 
by them, i Cor. 3. 22, 23. 6 V . 3 . 2 9 . You can'c fi,"'? 
one Condition puunto the Covenant, with refpci t ' j f t 
the fubjeds thereof, in all the places where i t is nioff 
largely defcribed : All the Conditions were to be, and ft ̂  
are performed by Ghrift. Now i f this be granted 0 
that the New Covenant contains nothing mt Corjdir' < 
ons on Chrift's part, and nothing but Proraifcs on th"*'«/ 
Father's part, i t wil l follow, that fuch as have no ' l i 
tereftin the Merits o f Chrift , that have no Intereft i . / / 
the Promifes of the Father, have no Intcreft at all i l L i 
the New Covenant. There is not an internal and 0 
external part iu the New Covenant, (as foms \-^Q^\1^^ 
have) the Covenant containing nothing but Proraifp. '̂ ^ 
with refped; to the fubjedts thereof. What can we fuo ' ' 
pole the external part to be, that a Perfon m^iy have'fti 
an intereft in , that hath no Intcreft in the Promifes > at 
Such as have an Intereft in the Covenant, have certain" 
ly an Intereft in the Promifes; To Abraham and hi K 
Seed were the Promifes made. And here take notice nf ^ 
few things: '^^^ota J 

Firfl^i There is -not one Subjed o f the New Covr-^ i 
nant that ftiall go without the BlelFmss thereof ! „ ' ' / 
Itification, Sandification, and Glorification, i^er. 31* 
33, 34- This is the Covenant that I will mdks with the ' 

Hok(^. 
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, *4e of Jfrad, afer thofc days faith the Lord; I will 

t,i ,• Y'teff'y Laws in their Hearts, 1 will he their God, W they 
yiaU he my People; they Jhall all know me from the Icafl to 
'^^e greatef of them: for 1 will forgive thiir Jniqmties., 
^'^dremenikr their Sins no more. T i x r c is not one fub-

^V'!^>-r ^^^^ ^^^^ one that fiiall 
¥ mils of the Pardon of Sin : And confeqncntly not one 

' ,\na t fhall come fliort of Salvation ; for llich as si c Juft i -
'led, and Sandtified, fliall certainly be Glorified. 

Secondly, There can't be one fub jc i l brought into 
' his Covenant by the Faith o f the Parent, there are as 

I, I niany in already as ever wi l l be: Their Names were 
I ''Written in the Lambs Book^ of Life from the Foundation of 
'the World, Rev. 17. 5. And all the World wandered 
'^hct the Bcaft, Whofe Names were not written in, the 
Lambs Book^ of Life from the Foundation of the World. 
w e are not here to undevltiind every individual Per
son of the Wor ld ; but only fuch, IVhofe Names were 
•>Qt written in the Lambs Book of Life from the Fottnda-
'[on of the World. God hrid his two Witneffcs a f t h e 
'•nne time, thefc did not admire the Beaft, they bore 
' heir Tcftiffiouy againfl: him : And i f fo , then their 
Names were written in the Lambs Booh of Life; and that 

,\3f|long before they began to bear their Teftimony sgainft 
' l im, even from the Foundation of the World. We can 
110 more add to the Subjefls of this Covenant, than 
••'̂ e can add to the Decree of Eledion. 

Thirdly, I t is not pofiiblc for a Perfon that was once 
i fubjsdt of this Covenant to lofe his Interett therein, 

32. 40. / will makf ^" EverUflini Counant wtth 
them, that J will never turn away from them to do them 

/ iood: j^ndJ wiUptit my fear in their Hearts, that they 
i ihali not depart from me. God Covenants here lor him-

A ^elf and them too : fzV/?, For himfelf, Ttm hewillne-
li. "^er turn away from them to do them good, t ie hath en-

S'̂ scd all his Attributes to be exerted as the Cafe re-
g , • ^ quired, 
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qnires, his Wifdom to d i t c f t , his Power to prote^i 
his Grace and Mercy to fave. He Covenanteth for 4 
them too, Thathevill put hii fear imo thar Hearts, th<tt 4^ 
they (tiall r.6t depart from him. This Covenant is frgg ' 1 
•ind abfolute, and is now confirmed by the Death o f V 
the Teftacor^ and therefore, there is no difanullins tf' 
or adding thereunto : No Name to be ftruck oat, nor ^ J' 
vet pat in, no Legacy to be altered or changed. This 
appears by the inftanre that the Anoftle gives of a 
Man's Covenant, Gal. 3. 15. Brethren, I,fpeak after the V 
,nanner of Men. It i t be but a Man^s Covenant, when vii 
j j ; is confirmed, nb man difanulleth i t , nor addeth V 
thereunto ; this he bring-! to fhew from the very Na, %$ 
tureof aCovenanr, ( or Teftament-) how unalterable 1 
the New Covenant ( or Teftament) is, being con-
firmed bv t!>e Deaths o f the Teftator. But here are fC 
forae Objeffeions that muft be anfwered before f leave "Jjt 

^^'chjeRion the F/r/?, "That the Covenant • that-was 
made with the Lard Jefiis Chrif t , was the Covenant lit" 
of Redemption, cot the Covenant o f Grace, or the • Lti! 
New Covenant. ''"''̂  

In Anfwer to thi5 I fhall propofe a few Queries : 
Firfl, 1 defire to know vjhcrc this Di f t in f t ion is'tobc f f h 

found? for I cannot find i t in the word of God; or by what 'nc 
mark the Covenant of Redemption, and the Covenant of 
Grace, or the Nev^ Covenant, may be known one from 
the other, i f they are d i f t in t t Covenants? for I cannot 
find any Marks or Charadlers in the W o r d that are 
peculiar to each of thefe. 1 have met wi th many that ' '^ 
have made the Di f t ina ion , but I could never meet with ^\ 
one as yet that could make i t Intelligent to mc, what- f 1 
ever they fancy to themfelves : N o , not Gelapfy him- % 
felf, who I think was the firft Founder of i t . The Au- | 
thor to the Hebrews mentions but two Covenants, the '̂'Ijii 
firft and the fecond, an Old and a New, one that is 

confirmed ̂  
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confirmed, and another tnat is done away ; and yet he 
handles the Covenants more largely and diftindtly then 
any other of the Pen-men of Scripture had done before j 
and doth plainly Oiew, that Chrif t was the Teftator 
of the New Covenant, Heb,^ 15, i(5, i?- And i f f o , 

, then was the New Covenant made with Ghrift as a 
'party Covenanting. 

Secondly, 1 would know. Whether the Covenant o f 
Rcden.ption may not properly be called the Covenant 
ol Grace ? Whether God did ever manifeft more o f 
his Grace and Mercy, either to Jerv or Gentile, than in 
giving Jefus Chrif t , T0 raife up the l^ibes of Jacobs 
and to refiorc the ptefcrved of Ifrael, to be a light to the 
Gentile.1, and to be for Salvation to the end of the Earth ? 

Thirdly, Whether the New Covenant be not the 
Covenant of Redemption, as well as i t is the Covenant 
of Grace ? My meaning is. Whether Redemption be 
not a Branch o f the New Covenant ? Whether Jefus 
Chrilt was not the Mediator of the New Covenant, that 
by means of Death, for the Redemption of the Tranfgrcffions 
that were tinder the firfl Covenant, t hat they that are called 
might receive the Promife of Eternal Inheritance. I find 
Redemption, Juftification, Sanaification, and Glor i 
fication put into the New Covenant, and all confirm
ed by the offering up of the Lord Jefus Ghrdt. So that 
1 fee no room for a Covenant of Redemption, d i f t in f t 
from the Covenant of Grace, or f ^ ^ ^ . ^ g ^ f S , - „ 

Objemon the Second, The Covenant of RcdcsTiptlon 
^as made with Chrift , but the Covenant of Grace, or 
New Covenant, was madewith us, iM.y'i. Br.holdt>^e, 
day is come., faith the Lord, that I will make a New Cove
nant with the Houfe oflfraely andth^Hoiife ofjudab, 5:c. 
To this I Anfwer, , , \ « 

Firji, We are not here ( by the Word make ) to un-
derftand the firft Tranfaf t of the New Covenant, ror 
in that refpeft the New Covenant was made long oe-



fore •, ic was promulgated as foon as Jdam f d ] , 
therefore i t was in being when he fell. I f the Cove- i 
nant of Grace was not from the beginning, 1 defire to f 
know by vertue o f what, God did write his Law in the ^ 
Hearts of his People, from the beginning. / 

Secondly, By the W o r d make, we are to nnderftand / ' 
the Confirmation of the New Covenant, which was / 
made long before. I t is obfcrved by thofb that under- if 
lland the Greek, that the W o r d hgnifieth the Conlam- i 
jnation thereof, and that i t fhould be read thus, j will d 
confummate a New Covenant with the fioitfc of Jfrael ; and 
it's applied to the offering up o f Chrif t , by whofe • 
Death the New Covenant was confirmed, Heb.io. 
i< 1(5. For by one Offtring he hath for ever ferfeEied 
them that are fanaifted. This Perfection confiftsiu the 
ReraifTion of Sin, and this Remillion is that the Spirit 
bears Witnefs unto; Their Sins and Iniquities will I re~ 
member no more. And f rom hence the Apoftle draws 
this Inference, Where RemiJJlon of thefe is, there is no more 
Sacrifice for Sin. 

ObjiSHon the Third, The Covenant o f Redemption is 
abfolute, but the Covenant of Grace is conditional; 
Faith is the Condition thereof, AJarki6. J6. He that 
Believeth, and is Baptiz.ed, fliall be faved. T o this 1 An
fwer, r 

Firft, I f Faith be the Condition o f Intereft in the Co. ,[ 
•venant of Grace, then Baptifm is the Condition alfo ; 
the Text fai th . He that beheveth, and isbaptiz,ed, Jhall be 
faved: God hath joined them together, and no Man 
may put afunder what God hath joined. Now fhoul^} 
this be granted, that Baptifm is the Condition of In, 
tereft in the Covenant, then the Argument for Infant-
Baptifm, which is this, that Children have an Intereft in 
the Covenant, therefore they muft be Baptized, is gone, 
there being no Inierefl in the Covenant antecedent there-
unto. And fhould the Objeaioa i t fe l f be granted, 

thaE 
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<̂ hat Faith is the Gondition of Infereft in the Covenant, 
the Argument for Infant-Bupcifm will fal l to the ground, 
unlefs you w i l l fay, that all the Children of Bdievcis 
do helieve as well as their Parents-

But this 1 think is a task too hard for any to under
take ; fure I am, i t is too hard for any to go throagli 
withall . Faith comes not by Generation, but by|llcgcuc-
ration, in refpeft of the Principle, and by bearing in 
refpeft of the A f t . 

Secondly, The Text doth not fay. He that belicvcth,' 
fhall have an Intereft in the Covenant, but that be that 
believeth, jhall be faved: Salvation here intends GloiiH-
cation, for i t is put in oppofition to Damnation. Now 
though i t be granted, That he that bclievethfliall be faved; 
yet i t doth not fol low, that Faith muft be confidered as 
a Condition, the performance of which doth entitle us 
to Salvation. Salvation may be confidered as an etid 
following, Faith as a means preparing, fitting and 
difpofing, but not as an end depending on Faith, as a 
means procuring, or as a Condition, the pc>rormance 
of which may be confidered that vvhich doth entitle i;a 
thereto. *. f^,^ 

Secondly, Faith is fo far from being the Condrtion o f 
the Covenant, that i t is a Fruit of intereft therein, 
both in refpca of the Principle and A d too. 

Firfi, In refpeft of the Principle, it's a New Cove
nant Bleffing, held forth in a free Promife, 3<?- 26. 
Jl new Heart alfo will I pive unto yoti, and a new Spirit ivill 
I put within you, and 1 will tak^e away the Heart of Stone 
out of your Flefl], and will "ivcyou an Heart of flcfli. 

Fir(i, This Promife is not made to all, but to a pc, 
culiar People: This is evident, 'Firfi, In that the Pro-
raife isabfolute, i t doth not hang on Conditions to be 
performed by us, what can be confidercd as a Conditi
on antecedent unto a new Heart. Secondly, In that all 
dd not cnioy the Benefit of i t . 

' ' S 3 Sci:ondly^ 
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Secondly, Thote to wiiotn tliis Promife is made have 

Intercit theiein, antecedent to the change of the 
•-i .:art. ,, • 

Thirdly, This new Heart that is here promifed, is 
; Ieart renewed ; it's not new in refpeft o f Matter, 
iL in refpeft ot the Form ; which new Form tonfifts 
rhofe new Principles that are infufed in a W o r k o f 

• .generation, fo that the Principle of Faith is held 
•. rh in a free Proffiife. 
Secondly, In refped of the A f t : Firfl As 'tis confi-

/ red tiie Att of the Underftandmg, Ifa. 54. 13. All 
• ->.' children Jhall be taught of God. . Jer. 31 . 3 3- They JJoall 
',// hnow me, from the leafi to the^ greatefi : This is the A f t 

Faith, as i t is confidercd the A f t of the Underftand-
i w h i c h is always followed with the Af t of the W i l l ^ 
''ohn 6. 45- Bvery one that hath heard and learned of the 
father, cometh mto me. 

Secondly, As it's confidered as the A(fl of the W i l l , fo 
i , '3" held forth in a free Promife, Pfalm 11 o. 3. Thy Peo~ 
f^!c jhall be willing in the day of thy Power John 6. 37. 
. ' i / i that the Father givcth me fliall come unto me. Now i f 
!' .iich be a frui t of Intereft in the Covenant, then i t is 
01 a Condition; but i t is a f ru i t of Intereft, i t doth not 
n eceed but follow Intereft, and is an effeft thereof 

' Objc^ion the Fourth, The Covenant o f Redemption 
'i,'id no Mediator, but the Covenant o f Grace, or the 
kew Covenant had. T o this I anfwer : 

• Firft, I f there were no Mediator in the Tranfa f t 
rhereof^ yet it's apparent that the Son engaged to be a 
Mediator in the Trahfad thereof. Had there been no 
Mediator, there could have been no Redeemer; Chrift 
was no ocherwife a Redeemer, then as he was a Media
tor Heb.9. IS- For this Caufe he is the Mediator of the 
New Covenant, that by means of Death, for the Redemption 
,f the Tranfgreffions, that were under the firft Covenant, 
ihey that were called might receive the Promife of Eternal 

Inherit 
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Inhmtance : He muft he a Mediator, that he might i . 
^ f .̂̂ '̂ eemer. By vertue o f the fame Covenant thy 
Ghrifl is a Redeemer I find he is a Mediator, and tha 
IS the New Covenant: He is both Redeemer and Medr 
ator, and alfo the Teftator thereof. Having now dor; 
with the New Covenant, I fhall make fome Remar ks or 
the Old. 

Obfervingthe various Apprehenfions that areamonn 
Profeffors, concerning the Covenant that God madi 
with Abraham, and the natural Seed, confidercd as fuch 
(^en. 15. 18. which Covenant was figned with Circum 
cifion. Gen. 17. 10. dedicated with the Blood of the 
-Sacrifices, Exod. 24. 8. and renewed with all the Con
gregation of Ifrael, Deut. 29. 10, i r. 

And likewifethe Extrcams that Men have run upon, 
according to their various apprehenfions ; fome ma 
king i t to be the Covenant of Works, or fo many New 
Editions of that Covenant that God made with Adtun 
in a ftate of Innocency, pthcrs erring as much on the 
other hand, making it to be the Covenant of Grace : I 
fhall endeavour to free it from the abfurdities chat wi! = 
neceflTarily follow thefe two Extreams. But, Fhfi, I 
fhall prove that the Covenant Ccn. 15.18. is the fani • 
that is mentioned in the other three places quoted be
fore. And that i t is fo , appears, 

Firfi, In that the Subjeds are the f^me in each of 
thefe, the Natural Seed, confidered as fuch. Secondly, 
In that the Inheritance is the fame in each of their;, 
the Land of Canaan : This is fufficient to prove i t t!u-
fame Covenant, in thefe four Texts of Scripture. I : ^ 
ther the Covenant fpoken of in all thefe placcJ 
is the fame, or i t is not ; i f we fay they are di-
ftinft Covenants, we fhall be to feek for Names to 
diftinguilh them by, one from the other; i f we fay it '- ' 
the fame Covenant often repeated, then the Queflion 
w i l l be, whether i t be the Covenant of Works, the C ? 
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nant o f Grace, or a d i f t i n f l Covenant f rom each o f 

Firfi, It's not the Covenant of Works , i t differs from 
that in many refpefts. 

Firfi, I t diflers from the Covenant of Works in re-
fpef t of tlie Perfons covenanting: That was made wi th 
^Maih, tKlswkU Jbraham-, tho' ^^r««/;^7« was a fubjea 
of that, yet Jdam was notafubjedf of this. ' 

Tho' he lived long after he brake the Covenant of 
Works , yet he was dead long before this Covenant was 

^ " 5 ^ ^ / ^ , •^'^'"f^ was a Reprefentative in that Cove-' 
nwt; while he flood we f lood, wiien he fel l we fell • 
jRoKi. 5.12. Wherefore as hy one man fin entered into the 
World, and Death by fin, and fo Death pajjed ufon all men, 
for that all had fnncdy or. In whom all hadyFwwe^afjTvlargcnt. 
But rhis Covenant had no reprefentative, each fubjeft 
| lopd and fell by himfelf, Exod, 32. 33. And the Lord 
faid mto Mofes, whofoever hath finned againfi me, him will I 
blot out of my book-

Thirdly, They differ in refpcft o f the Subjcfls there
o f : That Covenant took in all Mankind that defcended 
from-f îa?<»/« by ordinary generation, Rom. i^.iS. There
fore as by the offence of one judgement came-upon all men 
fo condemnation : I f all Men had not had an intereft in that 
Covenant, and flood really under the threat thereof, the 
Sentence would not have been clapt on all for the 
|)reach thereof, but this Covenant took in no more with 
re fped to the inheritance thereof but the natural feed 
gx Abraham; fuch â  were born of Sarah, Ifhmael, and 
fhe Profelited Gentiles, had nothing to do wi th the Land 
pf Canaan. Now as the Seed o f Adam were abundantly 
mpre than the Seed of Abraham, fo the Subjeils o f that 
Covenant were abundantly more than the Subjefts o f 
| h i s ; they were many whole Nations that were in being 
i^hsn this Covenant was in being, that were never taken 
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into this Covenant, as the Subjects thereof. This Cove
nant was never intended for comprchenfion, but for fe-
paration, Exod. 19.5,6'. Now therefore if yon will obey 
my voice indeed, md\eep my Covenant, yoti {hall be a f ecu-
liar treafure unto me, above all people, for all the Earth is 
fntne ; and ye (liatl be to me a Kinfrdom of Prieds, an holy 
Nation ; that is, a feparate Nation. I t was this Covenant 
that was the Partition-wall between Jew and Gentile, 
that was broken down when Chrift was offered up. 

Fourthly, They differed in refpect of the Bond there
of,,the Bond of that Covenant contained the Moral Law 
only. The ten Precepts that were f i r f t written in the 
heart of Man by Nature, afterwards in Tables of Scone, 

14. He declared unto you his Covenant, which he 
^ad commandcdyou to perform, even ten Commands, and he 
i^rote them upon Tables offtonc. The Lord fpake thefe 
V/ords, and he added no more, Deut. 5. 2- bat the Bond 
of this Covenant contained befides thefc a great many 
Political LawSjVshich refpeded Ifracl, as they wcrecon-
lidcred a Common-wealth, and reached no more bac 
the ftrangcr that was within their Gate, and Ecclellalti-
cal Laws, with refpe^l to their Ciuirch-ftate, which 
were all put down in t he Book of the Covenant, Exod. 
21 . 22, 23. Chapters. 

Fifthly, They differ in refped of the Tenor thereot; 
that Covenant was a Covenant of Li fe , the Tenor 
whereof was. Do this and live ; had Adam kept that Co
venant, he had never returned to the Duft again, but 
this was not a Covenant of Life , Gen. 15 • 1S; Thoufialt 
gotothy Fathers in peace, thoujhalt be buried in a good old 
tge: This was fpoken to Abraham the fame day the 
Lord made a Covenant with him. And here obferve, i t 
was not fpoken as a Threat, as the Lord fpake to Adam., 
In the day thou eateft thereof thou flialt dye ; hers was no 
Provifo in the cafe, butdyc he muft : Yet was i t not a 
Threat but a Gracious Prom-fe- Life was never put into 
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tins Covenant, neither to be concinned here, nor to be 
enjoyed hereafter. 

Sixthly, The f i r f t fin broke that Covenant, Rom 
J 6. Not as it was by one y hat fnned^fo is free gift,for 

judgment was by one to condemnation, ( that was by one af t 
of fin ) but the free gift is of many offences mto jufiification 
But the fitft fin did not break this Covenant, Abraham 
was guilty of a foul Mifcarriage as foon as this Cove
nant was made, in going in to Hagar, and many tranf-
grenions were committed by his Seed before they were 
poflelfed of the inheritance, yet this Covenant re
mained. 

Seventhly, That Covenant admitted of no Repen
tance : Had Adam broke his Heart with Grief,he coald 
never have been reinvefted with the Priviledges of that 
Covenant: The threat was, Jn the day that thou eatefi 
thereof, tlmtjloait dye. Or , In dying thou (luill dye .- Which 
threat was immediately turned into a Sentence, as fooa 
iis ever Adam f e l l , Duft thou art, and unto du(t flialt thou 

•return: Rom. 5. i 8 . Therefore by the offence of one judg
ment came upon all men to condemnation, &c . The Sen
tence was immediately paft, and remains unrepealed to 
all not redeemed by Jefus Chrift . I cannot fee how that 
Covenant can be faid to be renewed, when the Curfe 
chat was clapt on all for the f i r f t tranfgreflion, remains 
on a l l , but fuch for whom Jefus Chrift hath born i t -
nor to what purpofe i t fhould be renewed, feeing Ju f t i ! 
cation was never to be had by the Works o f the Law 
fince the f i r f t tranfgreffion. The Law being become weak 
xhrouahtheflefo: So that i t could not give L i fe , whatever 
Obedience might be fuppofed to be yielded thereunto. 
I fay, the Covenant of Works admitted o f no Repen
tance, but this Covenant d id , Levit. 26. 4 1 , 42. jf 
their uncircumcifed hearts be humbled, and they then accept of 
fhe punifhment of their Iniquity, then will 1 remember my Cove-
pm With Jacob, and alfo my Covenant wifh Ifaac,aad alfo my 
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tl^e C o t i e n a n t o f (!5?acc. 277 
Covenant nhh Abraham will I remembir^andI will remember 
the Land. Now an uncircumciled heart may be humbled, 
uio >5oc fincerely,as AhaPs was,t Khigs ii. ult. Seeft thou 
how Ahab humbleth htvifelf, thu evil {hall not come in his 
days: There might be an outward Humiliation and Re-
' tiraiation,where the Heart was not uprighr,i!pon which 
Reformation God might remove the Judgment, Pfal. 
78. from 34, to 39- this Covenant is not then the Co
venant of Works. 

Secondly, This Covenant is not the Covenant of Grace j 
there are a great many Marks and Charedters by which 
they may be diftinguilhed one from the other. 

Pirjl, They differ in refpefl of the Perfons wi th 
whom they were tranfuifed : The Covenant of Grace 
was traniadled with the Lord Jefus Chri f t , Ifa. 49. f rom 
3, to 10. this I have cleared p. t . therefore /hall 
fay no more to i t now but this Covenant was 
tranfadled with Abraham, Cin. 15. 18. The fame day the 
Lord made a Covenant with Abraham, faying., unto thy feed 
have I s^iven this whvle land. 

Secondly, The Covenant of Grace was tranfadted be
tween lliC Father and the Son, before the Wor ld was, 
Titus 1.2. In hopes of eternal life, which God that cannot lye 
promifed before the World began. 2 Tim. i • p- Who hath 
faved us, and called us with an holy calling, not according to 
our Works, but according to iis own purpojc and grace, which 
was given to us in Chrifi Jefus before the World was, 

1 do not amplifie on thefe Scriptures, having done i t 
already, p-2. But this Coveiiant was not in being t i l l 
Abraham had a being ; i t bears Date but four hundred 
years before Ifracl came up out of Egypt, Gen. 15. f rom 
13,to 19. This Covenant was never heard of before, 
no inflancc can be given of i t t i l l then. 

Thirdly, They differed in refpeft o f the Subje«s 
thereof: The Subjedts of the Covenant of Grace are the 
Elef tonly, ^ W ^ / w and his Myftical Seed, Cal. 3,1^. 
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To Abraham and his feed were the promifes made; he faith ' 
to fceds,as of many M to thy feed, asofone^andthattsChrtfi , ^ J E 
^ h r i f l : ro t pei lbaally confidered, for then all the Pro- to 
S f S f v l o S i have tc/minatcd in the perlbn ot ChrUl, % 
Ev t m i M I y confidered, Cbrift and the Eleft Head , M j 

v X m b e r s 0-al.^. i6. And tf ye be Chnfi\ then are {l^ 
^ ' ' ^ f ^ r J s feed and heirs aecordwi to the rromife. This f > 
yj^K Z the Gontroverfie about pfc«' 
Scripture . M^^^^ ^^^^^^^^ Grace ; clear your rela-
the Subjeas conclude your relati- K \\ 
Tt^Jb%m, and confequently your intereft i„ the 
* ° r r . f Grace- \t v^a^ To Abraham and hts feed that }y 
Covenant ot urace • not to every Believer and his leed. 
I n T d ^ h c Prô ^̂ ^̂  «ll the feed o f - . ^ . . W 
t'Jere were fomJ that were properly his Seed according 

I a cL rh-it vet were no part of his Myftical Seed, f \ 

? T X , rircumciflon, to them that are not of the Ctrcumcu jl \u 

jiononiy, >^ . - . r . j \i was not enough to demon- r 
£ t r i h T m T X W M ftical Seed of Abraham, that / l 
cl4y we e drcumcifcd, t L u g h they were his Natural / 

lam o 7 8. Neither becaufe they are the feed of t\ 
are ley all Children, btu m Jfaac fhall thy feed 

f Tailed- t^^atS they that an the Children of the flcfl,, )^ 
llefJremte but the Children of the Pro- ^ 

t Z e counted for the Seed: ( Here Ifiimael is put by. ) .1 
l l t a s n o r he Children of the flefh, confidered as fuch, 
w the Children of the Promife that were accounted for 
i h ^ feed Some you fee were the Children of Abraham, 
I w lVre not the Children ot the Promife, and fuch as 
that were not tn ^^^^ .^^ were never ac . 
were not the c n u ^ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  ^^^^ ^.^^^ ^^^^ 
counted nor intenae 1̂  nor. were al l ' 
III S S v o f / ^ ' ' accounted for the feed. There was 
'I;^Ef.. .Zul^^^^ theoneh^ted, the other loved, 
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^or vvere all the Pofteri tyof Jacob accounted for the 
jeed, For all were not Ifrael that were of IfracL I fay, the 
;;'^ibje£tsof the Covenant of Grace are the Eled only,and 
'0 this agree the Alfembly in their larger Catcchifm, 
h^i. their Words are as followeth,* The Covenant o f 
J Grace was made with the Lord Jefus Chrifi: as the Se-
^ cond Mam, and in him with all the Eiedl of God, as 
his Seed. But this Covenant took in all the Natural 

^ecd, confidered as fuch, both Eled and Non elcdt, 
there were none put by, i t was made with all the People, 
^^ch.ii.xo. W i t h all the Congregation o f / y r ^ / , the 
Captains of their Tribes, their Officers, with all the Men 
of Ifracl, f rom the Hewer of the'Wood to the Drawer 
of the Water, i t took in the whole Camp, their l i t t le 
Ones, their Wifcs , and the Stranger that was among 
^hera •, the Eejytians that came up with tiiem out o f 
^iypt as well as the Ifraelites, for they came up a mix
ed multitude, E A W . 12.13. when it was dedicated with 
the blood of the Sacrifices, E.W.24.8. Mofes fprinklcdthe 
^ook^and all the People, and faid, behold the bloodof the CovC' 
tiant, which the Lordhath made with yoii concerning all thefe 
words. 

Fourthly The Covenant of Grace was abfolute, Jer. 
3 ^ • 3 3? 34 This pall be the Covenant that 1 will make with 
the Houfe of Ifrael after thofe days, faith the Lord, I will put 
my Law in their hearts, and write it in their inward parts I 
will he their God and theypall be my people ; and t hey jhall all 
know me, from the leafi to thegreateft,for I will forgive their 
iniquities, andremember their Sins no more : And i t denotes 
thus much, that pardon of fin doth precede Sanftificati-
on. Here is not one Condition in the Text , nor any 
thing that looks like a condition ; but this Covenant is 
partly abfolute, and partly conditional, that fot^e 
.^^r^W^Seed fiiould poffefs the Land of ̂ -^w^-*", *oaE 
was abfolute, GV«. 15. 18. The fame '^'^y/'f^^^'^.'^^f^ 
a Covcnm with Abraham, f^rig, tmto thy feed have i£tjen 



this whole land, &c. but their continuance in i t 
their Pofterity in the enjoyment of ir , did banc ^n^^^ '^i 
Conditions of their Obedience, Z>cw. 28. j z, jf P'^ r 
(halt diligently hearken unto the Lord thy God, to W all h '"̂  
be commandeth thee, then all thefe bleffings jliall come upon !h 
&C. ver. 15. But if thou p,altnbt hearken to the voice oftl^ '<i 
Lord thy God, to do all that he commands thee, then all ther * 
Curfespall come upon thee, and overtake thee, gcc. N O W P / 'hi 
cording to all the words of the 28th. Chapter, was i / « '5 
fes to make a Covenant wi th them in the i^th. ChJttr 
ver. I ' • . ^„ 

Fifthly, Tficy differed in the matter of the Promife. ' 
fo tha t they differed in the very Effence and Sabftanr 
thereof, and not only in the Circumftances, f a s f b m 
would have i t . ) The Promifes are an effential part of a 
Covenant, the Proraifes of the Covenant of Grace ar^ L\ 
better Promifes than the Promifes of this Covenanr ' 4i 
JfJeh. 8. 6. But nowhath he obtained a more excellent Mm (i 
firy,by how much alfo he is the Mediator of a better Covenant '(v 
which roaseflabliflied on better promifes : The Promifes are \ 
better on a twofold refped j Firfi, In that they are ab ^ts 
folutc, when the Promifes of this Covenanr are conditi" 
onal, but this I have fpoken to in the preceding head ''^\ 
Secondly, They arc better, in that they contain in them f 
better bleflmgs, Juflihcation, Sandtification and Glor i 
fication, Jer. 31.33, 34- - ^ M 84. r 1. God hath nnV' f t1 
fpiri tual Blelhngs into the Promifes of the New Cove He 
nant, but the Promifes of this Covenant contain onlJ A 
outward bleffings, temporal Enjoyments ; i f you \i 
Dent. 28. from i , to 15. where you have a L i f t of thp- ' r 
Bleflings of this Covenant, you w i l l find none but our 
ward and temporal Enjoyments there. 

That this Covenant contained outward and temporal K 
bleffings only, doth farther appear, Rom. 3 . 1 . What ad V 
'vantagethenhaththe Jew, or what profit is there in Circ, ' 
eifion^ muvh everyway, but chiefly becaufe to them were ' cum-

-com-
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tn'tmd the Oracles of God. Now I fuppofe that by cir~ 

I ^utncifion here is to be undcrftood the Covenant which 
^asfigiicd with circumcifion, into which God put a i l 

|i3t«f/;' f blefTings that were peculiar to the ^ew, diftindt 
jJjv ' foni the Gentile, the chief or top of which Bleffings were 

j(i ^;)tnc Oracles of God, and yet i t was in i t fe l f but an out-
' Ward and temporal benefit, there were many among 

'iiera that rcnp'c no advantage at all by i t : The W o r d 
'J'"'^ Pteached did not profit them, not being mi.xt with Faith 

/)( the hearts of them that heard i t . Now i f the higheft 
J' Privildge that they enjoyed by vertue of this Covenant, 
•j f Was barely to havo the Word o f God vouchfafed to 

,*hem, then this was not the Covenant of Grace, 
f/J/or there are greater Bleflings to be found there ; 

^jllj ' There is a Promife of Writing the Law of God in 
ipfthe heart, that they fljall all know the Lord, Jcr. s r . 

j ' / ' , 33. 7hat God will put his Spirit within them, and caufe 
them to walk, in his ftatutes, to obferve his judgments, and 

"lAdththcm. A Hearttoundcrltand and conform to the 
yi*' Word of God, is a greater bkfling then barely to have 
^/^ the Word vouchfafed to them, and that is a New Gove-
;.,i5' nantBIcfiing. ^ 
f ' / f i Kut here is one Objeaion that mufl: be Anfwered j but 
' / fome may fay. That God did make over himfelf to Ifraet 
Jl % vcrtue of this Covenant, Gen. 17. 8. Jndl will be their 
%i God. 
W, T o this I anfwer. It's true he did , but there is a vafl 
,tJp"' difference between the Lords making himfelt oyer to a 
{f[ People by vertue of the Covenant of Grace, and his ma-
•J king himfelf over to //i-^ie/by vertue of this Covenant; 
' f }vhen God makes himfelfover to a People by Covenant,, 
(it'- K is to make good that Covenant, and to give out the 
J Jilefiings contained therein, to be enjoyed by the Sub-
r i Jccts thereof according to the tenor of the Covenant i 
, / inch as the Covenant then is. Inch arc the Priviledges 
5/ of that People that -have an intcreft in God by v-ertuc 

tiicieof. ' 
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Firft, The Covenanc of Grace is abfolute, and God L 

hath made himfelf over to the Subje€ts thereof abfolute-
l y Jer. 31.33' ^̂ •'̂ "̂  ^ ' ' ^ i '^"^ ' ^7 i^-"*' '^^^ '"J peo- u 
p/V • Here is no ?/inthe cafe,;but this Covenant is coudi- ^ 
tional, and God did make himfelf over to ifr^el on con- ( , 
ditional terras, J^r. 7-^^- Obey my vote/, and J will key our L 
God, andyou^be my People. c - - / 

Secoyidly The Covenant o f Grace contains Spiritual 'jv 
Ri^fflno.: Tuftification, Sanftification, and Glorif icat i -L 

fo then by vcrtue of the Covenant of Grace he is ^ 
rheir God to juftifie, fanctifre, and glorifie them,but this )^ 
Covenant contained outward and temporal bleffings on- ? 
ly Dent. 28. f rom 1, to 15. they could expect no more ; 
than God had put into the Covenant. 

Thirdly, By vettue of the Covenant of Grace he i s ' 
their God for ever, Jer. 32. 40. Jwillmaltean everlafl^^^^ 
in? Covenant with them, that I will never turn away from f i 
them to do them good, and 1 will put my fear in their hearts, J 
that they faall not depart from mc : And i f God w i l l nearer t 
turn away from them to do them good, and to do them' f 
all the good that they need from a God, they may ^ 
then conclude wi th the Pfalmift, This God ij our Cod, far^^. 
ever and ever, he will be our Guide to death. But that In. P[ 
tcreft that Ifracl had in God, by vertue of this Covenant/" 
might be lof t , Hofea i. 9. Call his fhime Toammi, f o r ' 
are not my people, neither will I beyonr God: Ten Iribes J 
cut olFat once, and fuch o f them as had no other inte- {, 
reft in God but what they had by vertne of this Cove-
nant have now no intereft in God at aU,no Enjoyment of 
him, but are for ever fhut out of his Prefence ^ fothat f, 
though God be an eternal Good, yet their relation t o f 
him by vertue of this Covenant was,but temporaiy. 
therefore 1 faid, that this Covenant contained temporal J 
Bleffings only. ^ ^ c.u r,, H 

Sixthly,They differed in refpectofthc Mediator •.Je-'J 
fus Ghrift is the Mediator of the Covenant of Grace, 

Htb. 
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9- •'5. Fo/- / ^ j j foew the Mediator of the New-
^ovenam, &C. Hcb. 12. 24. But Mofes was 'the Mediae 
tor of this Covenant, EKod. 32. 30. And it came to fafson 
»e morrow, that Mofes faid unto the peoplc,ye have finned a 

great fm, and now will 1 go up unto the Lord, peradvemitrt; 
• { m a k e an attonemcnt for you He was a middle Per
son between the Lord and them, but Jefus Chrif i was 
^ever the Mediator of this Covenant, no inltance can be 
^iven where Jefus Chrift is called the Mediator of this 
•covenant ; He is faid to be the Mediator of a better Covc-
^m,^ Heb, 8. 6. but he is not faid to be the IVJediator 
of this: I f he had been the Mediator o f this Covenant, 
nchad been the Redeemed alfo of the Sjibjccts thereof' 
•^onfidered as fuch, but he was not their Redecme.r^ 
therefore he was not their Mediator ; thofe for whom 
ne is a Mediator, for them alfo he is a Redeemer, Heb. 
9.1 5. 

Seventhly, They differed in the Dedication therof ; 
the Covenant of Grace was dedicated or confirmed by 
the Lord Jefus Chrif t , and that with his own blood. 

I-'irfl, It was Chrift confirmed i t , he was the Tefta
tor , and he confirmed the Teftament by his Death, 
neb. 9. 15, 15. the Promifes made to the Fathers were 
lulfilled by him, ASs 13, 33. 

Secondly, He confirmed i t by his own blood ; ic was 
ny a bloody Death : His blood is called The bloodof the 
Covenant, Zach. 9. 11. Even as Mofes called the blood 
of the Sacrifices, £A ,W. 24.8'. with which this Covenant 
was cotifirmed. The bloodof the Covenant; fo is the blood 
of Ghrift called The blood of the Covenant. That he con
firmed the New Covenant-with his own blood,appears. 

In that we have a Symbol o f i t t o t h i s day by his own 
Ordination, in the Supper o f the Lord : Chrift tells us, 
that the Cup in the Supper is his blood of the New Tc-
ftament, A^at. 25.28. that is, it's a Symbol of Chrift's 
hlood, with which the New Teft-c:m;ut was confirnxi?, 

and 
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and we fliould look on it fo when we come to the Sup. 
pe rof the Lord; bat ^J/*'^ dedicated this Covenant noE 
wi th his own, but with the blood of Oxen, Exod. 24. 8. 
jind Mofes took the blood that mas in the bafons, and fpn^kled 
the Bookand all the People,and faid.behold the blood of thee 0-
-venant,which the Lord hath made withyoii^concemmg all thefe 
words lefus Chrif t never confirmed this Covenant by 
his blood, no inftance can be given thereof. 

He was fo far from confirming this Covenant, thm 
he made i t void when he confirmed the Covenant o f 
Grace, Zach. 11. i o. 

Eiffhthly, The Covenant of Grace is an undivided Co
venant, he that hath an intereft in a part hath an inte
reft in the wholes the branches of that Covenant arc lo 
concatinated and knit together, that he that can dear 
his intereft in a part, may conclude his intereft in the 
whole: I t is intercft in Chrif t that gives us a right to 
any part thereof; he that can't clear his intcreft in 
Chr i f t , can't challenge an intercft in one New-Cove-' 
nant Proraife ; and he that can cjear his incereft in 
Chrift,raay conclude his intercft in the whcle, Gal. 3.19, 
And if ye be Chrifl's, then are ye Abraham''s feed, and Heirs 
according to the promife. But this Covenant was a parted 
Covenant, a Perfon might have an intereft in a part that 
had not an intereit in the whole ; IJhmael and the Profeli. 
ted Gentiles h^iAzxl^ht to Church-membe; (hip, and to 
the Ordinances o f this Covenant, that had no right to 
the Land ofCanaan, that was the inheritance thereof. 

Ninthly, Once an intereft in the Covenant o f Grace, 
and for ever an interefl therein, 'fer. ^z-40- / T^Hlmake 
an tverlafting Covenant with them, that I will rfever turn a-
way from them to do them good, and I will put my fear in their 
hearts that they jhall not depart from me: We do not hold 
falling from Grace, and yet wecan'cdeny i t , i f intereft 
in the Covenant of Grace may poffibly be l o f t ; but inte
reft in this Covenant might be lo f t , Hofea I, s>: Teare 

not 
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mt my People, neither will I be your Cod; and yet they were 
once his people. By vertue of this Covenant the Lord 
gives a Biil o f Divorce to ten Tribes at once. 

Temhly, The Covenant of Grace contains Bleffings on-
|y» there is no Curfe put into i t , there is no Plague that 
inall come near the dwellings o f thofe that are the fiib-
jccts of the New-Covenant •, the Suram and Subftance 
thereof is bleffednefs, Gew. 22, 18. Jnthy feedfhalUll the 
Nations of the Earth be blejfcd. 
^ Secondly, There are nothing but Promifes put into the 

Covenant of Grace, and therefore there can be nothing 
but Blefiings contained in i t . Curies arc held forth iu 
Threats,noc in Proinifes, but there are no Threats put in 
to this Covenant, therefore there can be no curfe there. 

Thirdly, The Subjects thereof are all blcfled. Gal. ^. 
8. 2'hey that arc of faith, ( that is, o f Chr i i l , Faith be-

, J, ing tsken ohjectivdy,) are ble/Jvd ivithfaithfid Abraham. 
ijb'j. That there arc nothing but liklhngs in the Covenant o f 

Ctrace,appc<irs,iii that thofe very things that are in them-
.(^•f leives the matter of the Curfe, ( as fieath, and other Af-
f',, flictions ) being in the Covenant of Grace, arc turned in-
n to Blellings unto the Subjects thereof, iCcr. 3. 21 , 22. 
" j Kom. 8. 28. But this Covenant contains Curies as well 

as Blelfmgs, Dent. 28. from 1 5, to the end j and 29. 
20, 21. The Lord threatens that he will feparate them Oitt 
of all the Tribes of If-ad, according to all the C urfes of the 
Covenant. The Curfes then that were written in the 
book of the Law were the Cnrfesof this Covenant. 

Secondly, Thefe Curfcs might fall on the Subjects of 
thisCovenant, without a fanctified ufe of them, as they 
did on thofe that were compared tothe evil figs,7er.24.8, 
9>iO. The Lord threatens that he woddgtve Zedektab,andhis 
Princes,andthe refidttc of the men ofjttdah, to bs removed ta 
all the Kim^doms of the IVorld, for their hurt, to be a Reprafy 
a Taunt, and a Curje : Yet thefe wercthe Subjects of thi3 
Covenant. But thofe that were compared to the gooa 

- 1^ 
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Figs, fach as had an intereft in the Covenant of Grace 
were fent away into the fame Captivity for their good, 
'uerfi' 5. 

Eleventhly, The Covenant of Grace can't be broken, 
it 's confirmed by the Lord Jefus, and now there is no dir! 
anhuHingofit-, the Subjefts tharcofliave all their fms 
pardoned by that one Oblation, Heb. 10. 14. By one oh-
luion he hai h for ever ferfeSied them that are fanbUfud: By 
perfcclion here we are to undcrftand remifrion,and this 
W o r d For ever Ihews, that i t is all f in , paft, prefent, and 
tocofiic, this is witneffcd by the Holy Ghoft , ver. 
16 Their fins and intqtti'.ies mil I remember no more : 'Par
doned Sins w i l l never break this Covenant,and the Sub-
icds thereof have no other but v/hat are pardoned : 
God hath covertanted. That he will not tnrn away from 
them to do them good, that they Jliall not depart from him : 
How then can they break Covenant wi th God ? but this 
Covenant might be broken,«and was broken by theSub-
jcfts thereof. 

Fird, I t might be broken. Gen. 17. 14. That Man.. 
Child that is not circiimcifcd the eighth day, fliallbccut ojf 
from his People, he hath broken my Covenant. 

Secondly, I t was broken, Jer.^^i.^^. The which my 
Covenant they brake, altho* I was an Husband unto 
them: This very Covenant that God made with//i-^jt/^ 
jDe/<f. 29.10. when he brought them up ou tof f^^pf, 

, they brake, as appears by comparing ver. 25. wi th 
^'tr. 31,32. 

Twelfthly, The Covenant of Grace was the Second Co
venant, Heb.2.'7. If that fir ft Covenant hadbeenfaultlefs, 
then fiioidd no place have been fought for the Second • but this 
Covenant was the firftj Heb. 9. iS. So neither the f r f l 
Covenant was dedicated witboitt blood,for when Mofes had fpo-
ken every Precept, he fprinkfed the Bookand all the People 
and faid, this is the blood of the Teftament which the Lord 
hath enjoined you : This carries us back to Exod. 2^. 8. 

and 
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and fliews plainly, that the Covenant that was there de
dicated with the blood of Sacrifices was the fii ft Cove, 
nant, and that i t was diftindt f iom the Covenant o f 
Grace. It was the firft Covenant, not in rcfpedt of the 
Tranfadi thereof, in that fence the Covenant of Grc;ce 
Was the f i r f t that ever was; but i t was f i r f t , in that ic 
was firft confirmed by Blood. ' , 

Thirtecnthly, The Covenant of Grace was faultlefs, 
there was no deficiency in i t , it A Covenant ordered 
in all things, and fure, 2 Sim. 23. 5. That Covenant 
made Provifion for fatisfying the'Jiiftice of God, and for 
magnifying his Mercy, there was euongh in i t to re
lieve all the necefiicies of the People or God, but this 
Covenant was not faultlefs, f-kb. 8 ,7 . If the firft Cove-
nant had been fiuldefs, then jhuld no place have bun fought 
for the fecond i but we fee there was place foaght for the 
fecond, and found too, and therefore the firft was not 
faultlefs. . , ^ • 

I t was not pofitively faulty, i t was a good Covenant, 
confidercd in i t felf, and did anfwer the ends of God for 
which i f was madti but i t was negatively faulty, there 
was not that in i t which did anfwer all the ends of God, 
he had higher ends than could be anfwered by this Co
venant, which were the Exaltation of his own Glory la 
the Salvation of his People. This Covenant could not_an-
fwer thefe : Pardon, Peace, Reconciliation, Sanijihca-
tion, and Glorification, wei;e never P « ^ ; " ; ° 
nant ; if they had, aU the Subjefts the eoftoould have 
enjoyed the benefit of i t . God is a faithful God, a Cove
nant-keeping God. . vT /-« 

Fourteenthly, The Covenant of Grace is a Nevv Cove-
nant, Heb./.^S- He tsaMcSator of thc Nerv Covtva^^^^^^ 
&c. but this isan old Covenant, f ^ f 8. 1 3 . / » that he 
faith a New Covenant, he hath made the fir It old. 

Fifteenthly, The Covenant of Grace isa better Cove 
nant; Heb.i 6. He is a Mediator of a-better Coven.nt^, 

it 2 '* 
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eftnblijlnd on better promifes. I have ftiewn already in 
what Refpc£ts the Promifes arc better, in that they are 
nbfoUite,and contain fpir i tnal blclTings: Now i f the Pro^i 
rfiffcs are better, the Covenant muft needs be better 
for the Promifes are an elfential part of the Covenant. ' 

Sec»ndly, As the Covenant of Grace is a better Cove-
rant, in refped o f the Promifes, fo it's a better Cove
nant i " refpeft of the conditions,for they are all perfor
med by ChriJt, C but this was a worfe Covenant, Heb. 8. 
7. This firft Covenant was tiot faahlefs, there can't be a bet
ter, but there mull be a worfe ; there cannot be a de
gree of comparifon where there is but one: ) The con
ditions of this Covenant were to be performed by the 
Subjcds thereof. 

Sixtcenthly, The Covenant of Grace ftill remaineth, 
TIcb. 12,24. ^f"" '̂ "we to Jefiis the Mediator of 
^he New Covenant : He remains a Mediator, therefore 
the New Covenant ftill remains ; he is not a Mediator 
of any other but the Hew Covenant, but this Covenant 
is dcjineaway, Heb. 8. 13. that he faith a New Cove-
tiant, he hath made thefirfl old ; now that which is old decay-
eth, and is ready to vanifii away : The Geneva reads i t , 
that which is old is abrogated, and fo i t was by the 
death of Chr i f t , i fyou look onthc Contents, placed be
fore this Chapter, you win, fee the Author was of the 
fame mind, that this Covenant was diftindt f rom the 
Govenant of Grace, and that i t was made void by the 
Oblation of Chri f t ; i t runs thus, That by the Eternal 
Priefthood of Chr i f t , the Levetical Priefthood of Aron 
\% aboliflied, and the Temporal Covenant wi th the Fa
thers, by the Eternal Covenant o f the Gofpel. When 
Chr i f t was offered up, (hen vvas this Covenant made 
void, Zach. 11. I o. Then I took_my ftaf, even Beauty, and 
cut it afunder, that 1 might brea\ my Covenant that I had 
&:adc with all the People, and it was broken in that day : That 
was, wrhenthey weighed for his price th i r ty pieces of 

filverl 



jilver. D r . Oipewobferves on the place, that when the 
"^ovenant of Grace was confirmed by the offering up of 
•-thrill, that then the peculiar Covenant that God made 
'^.ith Jfrad was made void, and Ifrael ceafed to be a 
^hurch. I f this Covenant that was made with all the 
^ eople, and that was broken when Chrifl: was offered 
Ĵ P, was not that Covenant that was made with Ahra-
W , and all the Natural Seed, Gen. 15. 18. that was 
i-'gned with circumcifion. Gen.ij. 10. that was dedica-

',f^, ted with the blood of the Sacrifices, when Mqfcs fpr ink-
y^, led the Book and all the People, Ex-od. 24. 8. and that 
\K was renewed withal l the Congregation of y/r/«c/, Deut. 

^9 '10, I I . thenfiiewme what Covenatit i t was ; fhew 
i f roc another Covenant i f you can,that was made with all 
!' , the People o f Ifrael, and that was made void when 

Chrift was offered up. But here are foms Objedlions that 
inuft be removed out of the way: 

ObjeH . I . The Covenant that Chrift brake, Zach. 11. 
1 o. was the Covenant of Grace,for i t was that Covenant 
that Chrift himfelf had made, and he did not make a 

y[ Covenant of Works with all the People. T o this I an-
f f j fwcr , 

F i r f f , I grant that Jefus Chrift made this Covenant 
' J with chem, as he was conlidered in the Divine Nature, 

and fo one with the Father : 1 deny that he made ic 
yif' wi th them, as he is confidered as Mediator. Chrift is 
y not always to be confidered as Mediator in what he is 
|tl'' faid to do, but fometimes as Creator, in refpedl of the 
i f Divine Nature, Cd. i.}6. For by him were all things 
/ created, ^c. By him, not confidered God-man as Media-
' / tor, but as one with the Father, in refpedt of the Divine 
# Nature, and in this fence he may be faid to make this 
J Covenant with the People, Exod. 13. 20, 2 i . Beholdl 
' / Jend an Angel before thee, to keep thee in the way^ and to bring 
y thee into th^ place that I have prepared, beware of him, obey 
W his voice. (His Voice is no otherwifc obeyed, but in their 

^ • Obe-
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T .«H,<. rnmmandsofGod, nor isitheardbufe y , * Obedience to the comma^c ;,hich are the com- f / l 

mands ot Ood ) ^ V feature is in him, he is % 

God : Now If he wiH whom he is a Medi-
no Mediator for ' „ , a ee rae r , In which redemptim l / j l 
ator, for them he IJ^^^"^'' ' gph . 1.7. ^ / I 
tkre » remijfm of P"'^ '^^ ;{ ^.^ich Chrift brake when 6«f 

^^^^ ' ' f eednTw.s reCo^^^ ^̂ ^̂ ^ was 
he was on^ '^f "P^u, -tion for that Covenant that was i n 
^ ' ' ' ^ ^ ' " t w a f n er "e'n wed again, fothat there h 
r n o C o t e S o l G r a c e , this would render our eftate 
very deploraWe. ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Th,rdly, T^^^VA'frP was then confirmed when this ™ theGovcnant of Grace was then ^ ^-^^^^^^^^^^ m 

S S d V « a i ^ therefore i t was not the J&Ĵ  
S S n t o f G r a c e that was tlrcnbroken. )A 

grant, the Old Admi"'/^"^'°'.£'f^en out as foon asChtift wasrU , 
In appointed, a New C^'^f^^.^^^^^ 'g , . , to beadmi* Jî ^ 
fen. A/4t. ̂ 8; 19- according J'̂ .̂ '̂ ^̂ ^ The Difpenfatiol ^V; 
niftred in refpeftof matter and form f ^̂ ^̂  Commiflion ife 
of the Covenant is now ^ ^ f ^ ^ r j r/rv C«4t«rf. Q 
is, to Tach aU Nations, to f r M g ' g a „ ^^'^^^ "̂ S 

'rtW/^, The Covenant could not g J*̂ ^̂ ^̂  changed, for it 
with refpea to tb t^^ '^^J^L t h e S E , and to them primarily, b was extended to them as well ™ Gwm A ^ ^̂ ^̂ ^ iJ. 

to iU Nations M'^^'"$fJuXrc,ken is not the Covenant of Grace,ne!- "/ji 
r ^ t ^ ^ a S ^ ^ e S c e ^ S S ^ Of the Aduiiniftratlon, 
but a diftina Covenant. ''^ 

4 
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„0£;e3. But if the Covenant that was made with all the People of 

^/'•it/was made void when Chrifl was oftered up, then the Moral 
i;aw or Ten Commands was made void, tor that was a branch of that 
«̂  ove, ant, and comprehended in thole Laws that Ijrad was bound co 
oblfive, Dtut, i8. z. 

To this I anfwer, it doth not follow that we are difcharged from 
tn= Moral Law, as its coufidi-red a rule of'Life, tho' it be molt cer-
rail) that this Covenant be made void, the Moral Law was in bdnc 
as a Rule of Life, tho not written in Tables Stone before this Co
venant was in being. 

Secondly, The Mora! Law reached farther than this Covenanr when 
this Covenant had a Being ; my Meaning is, it was a lUile olLif'' to 
the Gemiles, that were not the Sub jeiSs of this Covenant. 
^Thirdly, Fie that made void this Covenant hath confirmed the Mo-
m\ Law, that lame Law that was given out upon Mount Sin^y, fig. 
inlying that i : is perpetual binding, as a Rule of Life to all, Mat', j . r / ' 
1B, I i!. Till Htiuven ml Earth pujs, .one jot or tittle Jlpall not t.ils from the 
Utv, tilUllbifulJUU'd. 11 I omim 

Now by all the Marks and Charafters that I have laid down, by 
which I have diftinguilhed the Covenants one from anotiier, it doth 
appear chat the Covenant made with Abr.tham, and the Natural Seed 
coiifidered as Cuch, was a peculiiir Covtnanr, diflindl from th- Co' 
venant of Works made with and all Mankind j andallb foin 
the Covenant ot Grace made with the Lord Jeliis Chrift, and in him 
with all Che h.ed ot God. But lome may lay, if this bl neither the 
S-ovcnant ot Works, nor the Covenant of Grace, what Covenant i^ 
n ? I5y what Name may we call it ? I aafwer, you may call it; ciie 
t̂ ovenant made with all the People, that's aName the Scripture gives 
It, Zuch. n 10. and if youconluit the four forementioned rlaces, 
you will find that It was madewith all the people of//we/, b̂ it the 
Covenant of Grace was never m.ide with all the People, that took m , 
the tiedt only, the Miftical Seed of Abr.ib.im, or you may call ic the 
Covenant of Circumciiioii, lb calls it. Ails 7. 8. or you may 
call It the firft Covenant, that's a Name it* known by, Htb. 
9-18. aName by which it is diftioguifted from the New Cove
nant ; or it you will, yon may call ic the Typical Covenant, that's a 
.Name accorthng to its Nature. Firfi, The Snbjeas thereof were 
lypical, ExDd. 4. zi, 2 .̂ Uradismy jon, my firji born, Ut myfomsgo, 
that they may jervc me. Secondly, The Inheritance was Typical, tlie 
Lam of CatiMK, aud that Reft that 5F«/7)«.J gave them therein, //i b. 4. 
8. 1 heir Reft in CanuM pointed out tint Lternal Reft tlut came in by 
Chrift, ver. 9. 

Thirdly, The Meiliator wascymeaJ, l^ofes was the Mediator of this 
Covenant, Exid-sz. 30. He typed out the Mtdiatorlliip of Cnii!?, 

Foiirt'/y, 
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Fcurth'v, The Dedication was typical, the blood of the Sacrifice, 

Kxffrf. Z4- 8. that typ't out the blood of Chrift, hy which the New-
Covenant was confirmed, which is alfo called the blood of the Cove
nant, 'J- I I - , ,/• t. • ! . . , 

PifMy, Their Priefthood, and alio their going mco the Holy of 
Holies, with the blood ot Calves, and ot Goats, was typical, that typ'c 
out the Priefthood of Chrift, and his going into the Holy Place not 
nrdewich hands, and that with his own blood, Heb.c>.^,, 

<;ix-hly AU thf Ordinances ottliis Covenant were typical, Heh. 9. 
frmri I to 11 tl̂ ev were all figures for the time then pretbnt. That 
tWs Covenant was typical, appears, in that it vaninied,as all the Types 
d d when the fubHance was come, Heb. 8 13• Z^ch. 11.10. 

There is but one thing morethat I would note, by which it appears 
th-,r\\w Covenant was diftinii: from the New Covenant, and that i j^ 
hp Anoftle calls them Covenants, m the Plural Number, Eph. 1. i f f ̂  

lime n mre lirnr.gers to the Ccverants of Promfi:; I thmk he ^ 
wouldnSa^efpokeninthePlural Number it there had been bu, 

''"^PJ'?^!^Ibme m»y fay, by Covenants is intended Difpenfations 
f W : r , ^ c S a ^ , for tho' there be but one Covenant, yet there 

hLt been two DiJpenfation of the Covenant of Grace. To this I a„, 

^^F^i'rli We had better read it as God by his Servant wrote ir, who' 
knew how to phrale it better than we: To read it Covenants is better 
fo'ce than we can make by reading it Difpeniations. _ 

'seccndiv, Tho* there have been two Dilpenlations of tne Covenant 
r,f r race' vet there were not two Difpenfations at the lime time. 1 he 
ciiie that this Text relates to was antecedent to the offenng up of 
Thrift and then there was but ons Dilpenfation 5 the New Ditpen-
S n oftheCoveiiant of Grace was not till after Chnft was rileii 

''•'̂ Thatit refers to a time antecedent to the offering up of Chrift, > i l l 
appear, if we confider^er.u, i ^ , 13- }'^^'- n-he tells them, 
tiL tali ye were Gmiks, in theflejh 5 that was before the ofFermg up 
nf Chrift In V. 11. .'It that time they were {lungers to the Ccvenams of 
Prmife 'in v. 13. He tells them, That ,bcy r»bo fomettme rvmfar cff\ 
^J mde niibb/thc blood of Chrilt: If they were made nî b by the 
blood of Chrift, then the time in which they were far oft ( which 
was he time in which they were ftrangers to.the Covenants of Pro-
mill ) was antecedent thereunto. So that it's m vain to turn the 
V/oJ Covenant into Difpenfations, unlets you can clear It, that j 
there were two Difpenfations ot the Covenant of Grace at the lame j 
time, both antecedent to the ofFeung up ot the Lord Jdus. 
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