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fancies he has (hewn in the Application of thele Sto- Chap.r.
ries, ‘tis certain there’s no Argument in them till the LN
Truth of the Fac be made out 5 and whether that be
fufticiently done in the Body of the Book, we thaliin

due place enquire. | ‘

[ can’t but make a ftand at another Obfervation ot
his, which is, “That when Men turn Anabaptifls,
“ defpifing the Miniftry of the Gofpel, then they
“ become Antimonians, rejecting the Rule of the
“ Law; then Enthufiafts— then Libertines—then Ran-
" ters—| have no necd here togive an Anfwer to this
Calamny, becaufe I fhall have occafion to doitm a
more proper place, where this Author is pleasd to
give then many other Titles and Characters of like
Reputation. Rut ’tis furprizing, that to this Ob-
fervation he immediately fubjoins thefe 'Words,
‘¢ For the next ftep from Anabaptifm is Quakerilin,
Juit now the next ftep from Anabaptifim, in Mr. Kuf-
fen's Gradation, was Antinomiani{fm, and now ’tis
Quakerifm; and what yet farther avgments the
Wonder, the one proves the other, according to
his Logick: When AMen turn Anabaptifis, then
they become Antinomians, then Enthufiafts, then Liber-
tines, then Ranters,  And how does all this appear ¢
Why, becaufe they become Quakers, for the next fic
from Anabaptifm 15 Quakerifm 3 therefore (it fer;msg
the next ftep is Antizomianifin.  Are Antinomianifn
and Quakerifm {ynonymous Terms in his account,
when other People make a very great difference be-
tween them ? Or isit nomatter in what QOrder, or for
what Reafon, or with what Conhfience odious Names
are accumulated to expole the poor Anabaptiits, toall
who are capable of following him in his Method of
thicking ?

When he has done what is fufficient to raife the
Admiration of others, he in his turn breaks out into
patiionate Exclamations of Wonder and Pity, la-
menting the Impiety cf the Anabaptifts “ inquitting
¢ Subjection to Chrift in his Holy Ordinance, that
% Ordinance for which he gives Commifiion and In-
“ ftruionto his Apoltles in thefe Words, Go yedif-
¢ ciple all Nations, baptizing them in the Name of the
¢¢ Father, the Son and the Holy Ghoft ; which on?ds,

ays
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Chap.1. ¢ (fays he) are the very Bafis and Foundation of the

LAY ¢ Gofpel's Miniftry to the Gentiles, containing in
¢ them a Miflion, Go ye; a Commiffion o teach,
‘“ more properly to make Difciples, Difcipulos facere.
“ The particular Inftru@ion for exercifing the *Com-
“ miffion, which is firft Baptizing, then Teaching,
“ The Order of Chrift is not to be inverted, the
¢ Method he hath directed to make Difciples is to
€ baptize in the firft place, then to teach. The ge.
“ neral Command is to Teach, to Difciple, ezprefled
¢ by the Verbof the Imperative Mood ; the way to
* execute is Baptizing and Teaching, both exprefled
* by the Participleof the Prefent Tenfe, admitting
“ into the Church and School of Chrift i)y Baptifm,
“ and then tutoring and training up by Dogrinc.
Onewould think by the former part of thefe Words,
that the Anabaptifts were utterly againit the Ordi-
nance of Baptifn and the Commiffion of Chrift,
by which he dire@s his Apoftles in the Adminiftrs-
tion of it ; whereas they profefs Subje®ion to this
Holy Ordinance, and firenuoufly plead for the Au
thority of this Commiffion. ‘And by the latter
part of them one might fuppofe they wereat leait for
inverting the Order of the Commiflion, whereas
they contend for a Religious Adhafion to it, and
complain of the Inverfion of itby the Advocates of Pz-
do-Baptifin.

Mr. Ruffen’s Notion on this Text feems to be, that
here is a general Command to difciple all Nations;
and thenthe way to execute it, particolarly exprefsd,
firft by Baptizing, and then by Teaching: fo that ac-
cording to him thofe are Difciples who are baptiz'd,
tho they have never been taught, nor are yet capable
of Inftruction ; and he feems tolay a great ftrefs on
this for Infant-Baptifin, therefore I {hall anfwer it the
more largely.

1. I may well deny that any can bemade Difciples
without being taught, till an Inftance from the Holy
Scripture be produc’d of fome Difciple made by Chrift
or by any of his Minifters without Teaching ; and
fuch Teaching or Inftru®ion, asimpliesa great and
good efiect on their Souls, wiz. their Faith in Chriff
and Subjection tothe Terms of his Gofpel ; for who

cao
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can pretend to make Difciples any other way than af- Chap.1.
ter the Primitive manner ?p y N
2. That none can be a Dilciple of Chrift without
this, appears by the Words of our Blefled Saviour Luk
himfelf : If any Man come to me and hate not his ta 2? € 4
ther and Mother, and Wife and Childrer, and Brethren *°2%7"
and Sifters, yea and bis own Life alfo, be cannot be my
Difciple. ~And whofoever doth not™ bear bis Crofs, and
come after me, cannot be my Difciple. Now if Chrift
fays none can be his Difciple, without being fo taught
by him, and fo learning of him as totake up hi- Crofs
and follow him, and Mr. R. fays he may be a Dilciple
without teaching, whom are we to believe ?
3. I would ask Mr.R. whom are the Minifters of the
Gofpel order’'d to baptize ? Is it all Menin general
in all Nations, or thofe only who are made Difci-
les inall Nations? If all Men in gencral are to be
aptizd firft, and then taught; then all Adult Per-
fons as well as Infants, ought to be baptiz'd before they
are taught (which I fuppofe he will not affert) If only
thofe who are made Difciples in all Natiovs are to be
baptizd, then there is fomething requir’d ro make
Difciples before Baptifin ; and what can ths be but
Teaching ? If he kuows any other way, let him (hew
i :
4. Our Saviour’sway, and that of Fobm the Baptif,
was to make Difciples firft, and then to admit them to
Baptifm ; for the Text exprefly tells us, That Fijus John 4. &
made and baptiz’d move Difciples than John.  Hure pabnrds
feems a plain diftincion between making Dilciples aorei.
and baptizing them; and Mr. R, himfelf lays, The
Order of Chrift is notto be inverted.
5. The Commiffion, as exprefs'd in a parallel Text
by another Evangelift, plainly directs that Teaching
ought to precede Baptilm : Preach the Gofjel to cvery Mark 14
Creature : be that believes and is baptiz’d fi;all be fav’d 3 1% 16,
which Words fhew the exa® Ordcr that is to be
obferv'd ; firlt there muft be preaching, then belicving
(for Faith comes by hearing) and then Laptizing.
6. The Pra®ice of the Apoftles abundantly confirms
this ; for wefind they firft taught the People to whorn Ats Ch.a,
they came, exhorting them to Repentance and Faith, Ch.3.& &,
and then to be baptizd: and we read of none ad- and elfe-
G misted where,
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Chap.2. mitted to Baptiim, but thofe whe made a folemn Pro-
LA\ feflion of Repentance and Faith,

If thenthe Order and Method which Chrift has
eltablifl’d isnot to be inverted, why does Mr. R, take
the Liberty toinvertit, by telling us,that Minifters are
firlt to baptize and then to teach, tho Chrift bids them
fir(t teach and then baptize? Sure he can’t think to
excufe himfelf, by telling us the Text fpeaks of teach-
ing after baptizing ; for it was never yet denied that
Men are to be taught after Baptifm : tho to deny that
feems as reafonable, as to deny that they are to be
taught before it. For the fame Commiffion dire@sto
teach them before Baptifn, that orders them to be
taught when baptiz’d.

He tells us, that Teach or Difciple és of the Imperatswm
Mood, and Baptizing and Teaching expre[sdby the Pare
ticiple of the Prefent Tenfe : but to what purpofe be
makes this Grammatical Remark, he is not pleas'd
to acquaintus ;3 it would have turn’d to his Account
indeed, if he could have hereby fhewn that Chrift has
order’d his Miniflersto baptize before they taught.

And now he is pleas’d to infult the poor Ana-
baptifts for their fuppos'd Ignorance of Grammar:
““ If here (fays he) they cavil at my Moods, Parti
““ ciples, Tenfes and Diftin&ions 5 if they carp at
** fome Sentences of Latin f{catter’d here and there,
¢ let them blame their own Ignorance! 'Tis for want
““ of fuch human Advantages that they {o ftrangely
“ wrelt the Scripture, and know not rightly to divide
“ the Word of Truth, And he concluses that he bas
no hopes to convince any that are riveted in their Princ
ples, their Obftinacy being a fufficient Bar to Confu
tatton,

I hope this Gentleman does not count all Men Here.
ticks who are not good Grammarians, and that the
Knowledg of Moods and Participles is as neceffary to
all Mankind, asthat of the Fundamental Articles of
Chriftianity ; for then we fhould have but few Qrtho
dox People comparatively in any Communion. Why
does he charge the pretended Errors of the A-
nabaptifts on their want ¢f Grammar? Are not
thofe who differ from ’em as liable to wreft the Scrip-
tnre, as they without the knowledg of Moods, Pal,r-

ticiples
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and Tenfes, efpecially fince’tis to be fear'd Mr. Chap.,.
8. with the[e Human Advantages, has made a thift to L~~~

wreft the Commiflion of Chrift, as grofly as moft
Kkn are capable of duing it without them ? Nor ought
to trinmph too much in his Grammatical Ac-
i ts, fince fome Expreffions fcarce recon-
able to good Senfe now and then efcape him, aswe
ve alrcagy feen, and fhall have occafion farther to
obferve. And tho he has no hope to convince the A-
nabaptifts, becaufe he counts ’em obftinate as well as
1gnorant, Iprefame he'l give me leave to flatter my
If with better Succes on one of his Learning and
Candor, if Ican make the Infufficiency of his Argu-
thents appear:

po—
F

CHAP IL

An Anfwer to Mr. R’s firft Chapter, entituld,
Of Baptifm in general jand various Notions
thereabouts,

HE begins witha Remark on the Policy of the De-
' vil, who is always undermining the Fund imentals
of Chriflianity, and gives an Inftance of it in the dan-
erous Error of the Arians. To thele he joins the
apifts and Anabaptifts ; for he fays,  Whereas
#¢ Chrift has inftituted in his Church only two Sacra-
* ments, as generally neceflary to Salvation, both
“ thc{étzave been extremely oppos’d bv the Adverfa-
“ fariesof Truth. The Do&rine of Tranfubftantia-
¢ tion bath been hotly maintain’d by the Papilts,
“ and for want of berter Arguments confuted by Fire
% aod Faggot: The initiating Sacrament of the
¢ Charch-Baptifn, hath been firangely perverted ; this
“ Subje® hatb been pregnant and fruittal with Errors
% and Miftakes, begotten by Men of corrupt Judg-
ment, and nourifh'd in the wild Fancics of the ig-

¢ norant and obitinate. ’'Tis agreed that the Arians
by denying the Divinity of our Saviour, and the Pa-
fifs by their abfurd Do&ricne of Tranihbﬁantiatlon,
2 aTg
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Chap.2.

Remarkson Mr. R’s firft Chapter.
have extremely oppos’d the Truth: But why maft

N the Anabaptifts be forc'd into this Honourable Com-

P.18.
P.1s.

pany, and be qualify’d with the Title of the Adverfa-
riesof Truth, equally with them? If Affinity m
Principles with thofe of the Romifs Church, could
entitle a Manto this Chara&er, our Author feems to
bid much fairer for it, than the People with whom he
fo warmly contends; for he afferts in the Sentence
immediately following, that *this Holy Sacrament
““ (i, e, Baptifm) imprints an indelible Character of
 Chriftianity, and which cannot beiterated ; which
is a Popith Notion, fofficiently exploded by many
Proteftant Writers, and which I fhall have occafion
to {peak of inanother place, where ’tis again affirm’d.
This Author agrees much more with them, in fome o-
ther Notions relating to Baptifin,than we do 5 he is for
the fame Subjed®, the fame Mode of Adminiftration
by Afperfion, and for fome of the (ame Ceremonies;
and feems to make it neceffary to Salvationy tho he
blames them for it, He maintains it hotly, as they do
their Tranfubflantiation, and for want either of better
Arguments or of a better Temper, is pleas’d to fcatter
his Reproaches very plentifully 5 and what the other
endeavour todo by Fire and Faggor, hefeeksto ac-
complifh by another kind of Flame, the Violence of
which is felt by none fo much as by himfelf : for when
he fays, the Do&rine of Tranfubltantiation has been
hotly maintain’d by the Papifts, and for want of
better Argument, confuted by Fire and Faggot, 1 {up-
pole by {confuted] he means [fupported] whichisa
Fault I thould be wiiling to charge onhis Printer, if |
did not find thelike good fenfe inthe Words immedi
ately following, and in other parts of his Book.
When be fays the initiating Sacrament of the Cburch-
Baptifin hasbeen ftrangely perverted; if he means the
Baptifin Chrift has inftituted in his Church, itis con
fefSd it has been abus'd and perverted by many;
and whether this Author is clear from a fhare of this
kind of Guilt or not, I hope will be feen in the Sequel of
this Anfwer, If he meansthe Baptifm of any particu-
lar Church, That Charch and all others ou%ht to con
form in this, and all other Matters, to the Inftitution:
of Chrift in the Holy Scriptures. For tho that Bapgiitg
w
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which is pra®ifed in any particolar Church may Chap.2.
be calld the Charch-Baptifm by that Charch; L AN
yet it is no Argament of its being the true Bap-

tifm, if it wants a Foundation in the Word of

God, unlefs that Church cauld fairly pretend to In-
fallibiliry.

But while he complains of the Perverfion of
the Church-Bapti‘m, headds, that rhes Subject bas
been pregnant and fruitful with Errors and M[-
takes.  So that according to him the Church-Bap-
rifm (whatever he means by it) is the fraitful.
Mother of a very hopeful Prageny, and hasa fuf-
ficient Number of Fathers as well as Nurfes, for
this very numerous Family: for he adds, that
they arebegotten by Men of corrupt Gudgment, and
nouri'd in the wild Fancies of the Ignovant and
O:finute, Yet he profefles to have a great Kind-
nefs for the Mother, tho hz is out of conceit with
the Children, as well as angry wich the Fathers
tll:at begot them, and the Nurfes that cherifh
them.,

If h: fayshis meaning is, not that the Church-
Baptifm abounds with Errors, but that Men have fil-
len into many Errors in oppofition to the Church-Bap-
tifm, in which he believes the Trath is to be found 5
and refers bs to his Preface, where he fays, ¢ If here
*“ or in any part of this Treatife, they cavil at my
¢ Moods, Participles, Tenles and Diftin&ions 5 if
“ they carp at fome Sentences of Latin fcatrer'd
* here and there, let them blame their owa Igno-
“ rance, @, 1 anfwer, the Anabaptifts have no
particular quarrel at prelent with his Moods, Parti-
ciples or Tenfes, but wonder a little at the manner of
his putting the Parts of Speech together in compo-
fing his Periods,-and that fome of his Diftin’tions
are o obfture y fince he feems to have made nogreat
ditin®ion between the Mother of thofe Errors a-
bovemention’d, and the ungodly Fathersand Nur-
fesof them, unlels by beftowing only on her the fpe-
cial Marks of his Favour ; that tho they have no oc-
cafion hizre to find fault with his Larin, they are
mightily fhock’d at his I-cl:nglilh > and while he tells

3 em
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‘em they muft blame their own Ignorance, have rea-
fon to tel! him that he feems to make a very odd ufe
of the Lcarring to which be pretends. It thefe be
the buman Advautages of which he boafts, they have
no Temptaticn to envy bim 5 and if for want of fuch
Advantages, they frangely wreft the Scriptuves, and
know not ¥ightly to divide the Tru:h, they arein great
danger to continue in their Miftakes. But what need
had our Awthor to tell the World that he was fo
much beholden to thefe buman Advantages in Wri-
urg his Bock, and to make that geod fenfe appear
10 be acquir'd, which feems to be {o very natoral to
him ? When other People write after this fort, they
ean do it withont any great help from biwn.n Advai-
tages, unlels a Pronenels to miftake be arcounted an
Aduvaituge, as’tis acknowledged to be fduman, ac-
cording to the old fiving, Humrsmn oft criere.

He poss on to declaim, *¢ To fit down (favs
:: h;:) all the wild Notiuns which bave been fpread,
- e,

I mefl confefsmy fRIf (0 ignorant, that I have much
aco tomzke fenlz of this Period, or to trace the Ser-
nintine Windings and Meanders of it (to ufe this
Aathor's Phirate. ) We thall afterwards {fee how he
proves the Anabaptifts a People of {o black a Cha-
rater, asis heve fuggefted. When he fays, theyare
centvary to all, as all are contrary to thun, 1 fuppole
he means in refped of their Principles and Opiniens
(et which he isfpeaking jull before, under the Name
of Berciies) This is no great Difcovery 5 for it others
are contrary to them, they mult be contrary to o-
thers: But their being contrary to others no more
proves them in the wrong, than the Contrariety of
u:licrs to ihcm is a Proot thole others are in the
right.

They differ irdeed from others, as others differ
from them; ard if this be to be corftrary to all, Mr. R,
Kimfelf is fo, for he meft certainl  differs as much from
other Men, as they differ irom him : And if this be
thoaght a part of the bad Chara&er of the Anabap-
tifts, it will aswellfis any other Party of Mcn, and
the Church to which Mr. R, bedonzs (for inﬁanfce)

Or.
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for fhe differs from all, as all differ from her in fome Chap.2.
refpects 5 and no Party profeffing Chriftianity, dif- WV
fers from herin all,

If he mean they are contrary to all others, and all
others to them in point of Charity, fo that they can’t
look upon thofe that differ from them as Chriftians,nor
they that differ from them look upon them as fuch : the
contrary of what is faid is well known; tho they differ
from other Chriftians,they are no Enemies to them,but
profefs to love all who love our Lord Jefus Chrift:
nay, after his Example to love their Enemies, and
they are well perfuaded of the fame Sentiments of
many other Chriftians towards ’em; for allare not fo
contrary to ‘em as our Author, who will not allow ‘e

the Name of Chriftians.
He goes onand tells us, that Baptifin is originally
Greek, and {ignifies a wafthing with Water. Wea-
gree that it fometimés fignifies wathing, but the pri-
mary and genuine fignihicancy of the Word is Immey-
fion or Dipping, as the Learned will eafily acknow-
ledg ; and Mr. R. himfelf grants it in the following
Words, when he fays it has a%(b the Signification of the
Verb Tingo, “ to dip in Water,or to dye in Colours,
¢ as we dye Clothin a Dyer’s Fat,and that it relates to
“ our being dipp’'d, dy’d or colour’d in the Blood of
¢ Chrift ; and to this purpofe cites Ifa. 63. 1. Whois
this that cometh wp from Edom, with dyed Garments
fram Bozrah ? Becaufe Dipping implies Wathing, this
is afecondary and confequential fenfe, in which the
Word is fometimes us'd, ‘but is not properto exprels
any wafhingthatI know of, which doesnot fupﬁofe
Immerfion.  Butwhy does he determine this Wathing
to Water, when the Greek Word is not determin’d
to any one Uq}tlzeid, but is common toall ? and when
he tells us in the fame Breath, it hasthe Signification
of the Verb Tingo, to dipin Water or to dye in Co-
lours. “ He alfo tells us, B<#x70 is the Original
€ Word (from whence Baptifin isderivid) which he
¢ fays is tranflated by Jmmergo, to dip or ))lunge un-
“ der Water; but the Derivative ax7ri{o he fays
“ has a larger Latitude, and fignifies any manner of
“ wathing, whether itbe by dipping, rinfing, wath-
“ ing or fprinkling, or anyc?ther mundifying {\.‘&“139
4 £3
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Chap.2. ©“ Water. He adds, that it isrender’d in Latin by

VYN € Luo, ablwe.  Here he infinuates that the Primitive
Word 2277 {ignifies to dip or plunge, but the Deriva-
tive Gawrile towath ahy manner of way ; that the for-
mer is tranflated by Jmmergo, and the latter by Luo,
abluo. 1 {uppofe his Lexicons will inform him,
that farrile fignifies mergo ot immergo, to plunge or
smmerge, aswell asB<77 5 and vet he throws down
again what he had built, in telling us prefently after
this, that it hath alfo the fignification of the Verb
T agoto dip, ¢, 'What does he mean by all thefe
Diftin¢tions ¢ Does not €£rre fignifv luo,abluo, aswell
as Carrile ? and does not Carrife Dignify immergo as
well as 6277 ¢ If he founds hisTranflation of 47 rse-
p:3, by waiiing with Water, on the different figni-
fication of the Verb €arriZw from that of Barre, let
bim plainly thow thisdifterence. If both theone and
the other fignity primarily and  ordinarily, to dip or
plunge, why thefe ferpentine Windings and Mean-
ders (to borrow his own Phrafe) to render this Mat-
ter inrricate and perplex’d ?

And ’tisworthy of a particular Remark, that when
he informs us of the Latitude of the Word €unile,
he (ays itfignifics any manner of wathing, whether it
be by dipping, rinfing, wathing or {prinkling, or any
other mundifying A& by Water;, where, by an extra-
ordinary kind of Logick, be makes Wafhing the Ge-
nus, and Wafling one of the Species of that Genus;
fo that it {feems among all the forts of Wafhing, wafh-
ing is one kind of wathing. Now if we can’t make
fuch Dilcoveries as thefe, or fee the ufefulnefsof ‘em
when fet before our Eyes, we may blame our own Ig-
norance ; ‘tis for want of fuch human Advantages, as
our Author has in Logick as well as Grammar, that we
are fo much in the dark.

And while he pretendsto give a large Latitude to the
word Cax7il», he indeed reitrains it towhat he calls
mundifying A&s by Water, tho he alterwards confef~
fes it fignifies fometimes to dye in Colours, which I fup-
pofe he does not take to be properly a mundify-
mg A& whereas Dipping, which is the proper fig-

nifications of the Word, 1s of a much larger extent,
and compreiicnds wathing as one of the Confequen-
ccs
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ces of it, tho wathing does not comprehend that, Chap..

He adds, * For the former fignification, feeOvid, L~V \)
€ Lib. 1. ds Tripibus. Tingitur Oceano cuflos Ery-
“ manthidos wrfe. In the latter, whenit is us'd fa-
“ cramentally, referring to that of Baptifm, it re-
““ lates to our Leing dipp’d, dy’d or colour’d in the
“ Blood of Chrift, futableto that of the Prophet,
“ fpeaking of the Mefliah, Who s this that cometh up
“« jjr):m Edom, with died Garments from Bozrah? Ifa,
“ 63.1. And this Word Tingo, I find frequently
“ ufed by Latin Authors, intheir Difcourfes abont
“ Baptifin,

All that I can make of this is, that the Latin Verb
Tingofignifies as much as the Greek Verb Barrile,
3. ¢, fometimes to dip in Water, and fometimes to
dye in Colours : but of thefe two Significations he
might fairly have made one ; for the Truth is, Tengo
and Carrile fignify the fame thing, thatis, todip;
for let it be in Water or in Colours, ‘tis ftill the fame
thing, what is dip’d in Water is as much dipd, as if
it had been dip’d in Colours. And thefe Words are
not us’d to denote one Liquid more than another, bat
to fignify the Action of Dipping or Immerfionin any
Liquid whatfoever, But to what great purpofe this
Verfe of Ovid fhould be cited, 1 can’t well imagine,
unlels it be to put usin mind of the human Advanta-

esthis Author pretends to have above the Anabaptifts,
%or the World might have been perfuaded that Tisgo
is Latin for to dr'{a without this Citation.

He goes on, < But leaving (fays he) the various fig-
% nifications of the Word, we come to treat of Bap-
““ tifm as a Sacrament inftitoted by Chrift, and which
‘¢ our Church in her Catechifin defines to be asto its
¢ outward vifible Sign or Form, Water, wherein the
“ Perfon is baptizd, in the Name of the Father,
“ and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoft ; and as to
“ its Inward and Spiritual Grace, a Deathunto Sin,
& and a new Birth unto Righteoufnefs. Where itisto
be obferv'd : 1. That fince :%c Catechifm of the Church
of England declares, that the Perfon to be baptiz’d,
is to be baptizd in Water, this fufficiently fhews that
this Ordinance cught to be adminiftred by Immerfi
on ; for it would be a very odd and improper Phrafe,

1o
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Chap.2. tofay a Perfon is fprinkled s» Water, but very natu-
V™ ral and proper to fay one is dip'd in Water ; whence

P.
3 I8

it follows, that Immerfion is no fuch ridiculous thing

9> 3% 25 Mr. R. would render it afterwards.

2. Thatthis is farther confirm’d by the Acknow-
ledgment Mr. R. makes, that this Sacrament as to its
Inward and Spiritual Grace is a Death unto Sin, and
a new Birth wnto Righteoufnefs. By which ’tis reafo-
nable, to thinkhe means that this Grace, by which
Men die toSin, and live a new Life unto Righteouf
nefs, is neceflary to qualify them for Baptifm, feeing
immediately from hence “ with fome other Particulars
“ adjoining (as he tells us) he draws this general
“ DoQ&rine concerning Baptifm, viz. That the Sub-
 jelts of Baptifrs are Belicvers, and that to fuch, and
& wone but jch, 5 this Sacrament to be adminifired,
And if Men muft be thus qualified for Baptifin, ’tis
proper that thefe Qualifications fhould be fignified by
the Ordinance it {elf, whichcan't be fitly done but by
Iﬁmerﬁon, and the Emerfion which facceeds it, b
which our Death to Sin, and Refurre®ion to Holine
is fo fitly reprefented ; and that this wasdefign’d by
Baptifm, I fhall have occafion to fhewin its place.

3. As for the Particulars adjoining, which give Mr.
R. occafion to infer this general Do&rine,] fuprofc they
are the following Expretlions in the Catechiim. Ou.
 What is requir'd of Perfons to be baptized ? 4.
““ Repentance, whereby they forfake Sinj and Fait
““ whereby they ftedfaftly believe the Promifes of God
“ made to them in thatSacrament. For after this he
might very well fay, that the Subje&s of Baﬁtiﬁn are
Believers, and that to fuch, and none but fuch, is this
Sacrament to be adminiftred. But what follows in
the Catechifin about the Baptifm of Infants, feems to
caft his Thoughts into fome Confufion,

And therefore no fooner has he told us that Bap-
tifta is to be adminiftred to Believers, and none but
fuch, but he diftributes Believers into two forts, ei-
ther.Adult Perfons or Infanss 3he fays,in the AdultRepen-
rance and Ceonfeffion of Faith arerequir'd ;  and that
¢ Infantsare fuch as bein%] bornof Chriftian Parents,
*¢ are federally holy, and have a right to the Ordinance
“in right of their Father’s Faith; and are to be

| “ fpeedily
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¢ {oeedily brought to the Ordinance, and by no
* means to bedenied it. In the firft place it feems
firange, that Mr. R. calls Infants Believers, without
offering one Text of Scripture, or any one reafonto
prove fhem fach: Does he think that thisis a felf-evi-
dent Propofition, or that his ipfe dixit ought to pafs
for a Demonftration ? 2, Since he thinks not only
Faith is requir'd in Adult Perfons, but the Confetlion
of that Faith to qualify them for Baptifm ; andin this
agrees very well with the Holy Scripture, becaufe
we can’t know whether Men believe or not, without
fome external difcovery of their Faith : It feems
highly reafonable, that he fhould at leaft forbear to
namber Infantsas well as adult Perfons among Belie-
vers, tillthereis good Evidence given of their Faith,
by their Words and Works. 3. Since the Apoftle
Paud affures us, that Faith comes by bearing, &c. and
tells us, with the Heart AMain believes unto Righte-
oufnefs, and with the Mouwrh Confeffion 15 made unto Sal-
vation 3 and the Apoftle Famestells us, Faith without
Works is dead, being alone : Mr. R. muftpardon the
Anabaptifts, if they dare not number Infants among
the proper Subjeds of Baptifm, till he has prov'd that
they are capable of hearing the Gofpel o as to un-
derftand it, and embrace the Terms of it, of making
a Confeffion agrecable to thofe Sentiments of their
Faith, and of fhewing their Faith by a futable Con-
verfation: if he has any other way of difcovering
Faith, let him {hew it. But 4. 'tisunaccountable that
after Words fo exprefs, he feems not very confiftent
withwhat he had juft faid ; for prefently he tells us
in the fame Paragraph, that Jufants bave a right
to Baptifm, in vignt of their Futhers Faith, Jull now
they were Believers themfelves, and therefore had a
right to Baptiim on account of their own Faith, and
now ’tis in right of their Fathers Faith, What need
have they of their Fathers Faith to give thema right
to Baptifin, if they havea Faith of their own ? And
what right can their Fathers Faith give them to Bap-
tifm, ilg the Ordinance muft be adminiftredto none
but Believers ¢ If the Fuith of the Father denominates
the Child a Believer, why may not the good Works
of the Father be accounted to the Child too, that 11”0

| | Ine
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Chap.2. the Child may be fan®ified by the Imputation of the

YN Father’s Righteoufnefs ? A Do&rine I fuppole not to be
found in the Holy Scripture, §. Since Mr. R.pays fo
great refped to the Liturgv of the Church of Eng-
land, and particularly in what relates to the Office of
Baptifin 3 ’tis hard to underftand for what reafon he
founds the right of Infants to Baptifim on their Fathers
Faith, when the Church Catechifim founds it on the
Promifeof their Sureties, wviz. their Godfathersand
Godmothers.

Having given us this account of both Adult and
Infant Believers, he tells us, that befides thefe there are
another [ort of Believers ; thatis,according to the obvi-
ous fenfe, fuch as are neither Adult nor Infants, and
fo muft be a very firange fort of Believers indeed;
thefc are fuch ““ who being born Infidels, Fews or Aa-
¢ hometans, have been converted to the Faith of
‘¢ Chrift, &*c. So that according to Mr. R. one that
is train’d up in the Chriftian Faith from his Infancy,
is an Adult Belicver, one baptiz’d in Infancy in right
of his Father’s Faith is an Infant-Believer 3 and one
converted from Paganifm, Judaifin or Mahometifm,
another fort of Believer, that is neither Adult nor In-
tant, but wants a fit Name. Methinks Mr. R’s hu-
man Agvantages might have fo inftru®ed him in the
fiznificancy 0? the word (Adult) that he needed not
to have fcrupled to have given it to converted Infidels,
Fews or Mabometans : for fince he tells us the Apo-
fles bad only to dowith Jufidels and Jews, whe did
not profcfs Chrift, but wupon their Preaching were
couverted and baptiz’dy  If thefe are a fort of Belie-
vers befides the Adult and Infants, there were no A-
dult Believers in the Apoftles time by his account, any
morg than there were Infant Believers in the account
of the Anabaptifts : whereas it has never before now
been denied, that there were Adult Believers in the
time of the Apoftles; nor am I willing to imagine
that Mr. R. would deny it, bat rather guefs he affixes
fome other fenfe to the word (Adult) than what the
Generality of People do. |

When he has told us that the Apofiles had only to do
with Infidels and Jews, who were by their Preaching
canverted and baptized 5 he adds, that this is the rea-

fon
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fon why we readiot exprefly in Scripture of Infants yap- Chap.2.
tized. That weread not exprefly in Scripture of In- W/ V™)
fants baptiz'd, feems an ingenuous Acknowledgment
and that the Apoftles having to do only with Iufidels
and Fews, who did not profefs Chrift, but upon their
Preaching were converted and baptized, is the reafon
why we read not exprefly in Scripture of Infants bap-
tizd, is yet a larger Conceflion ;, and I readily agrec
with him in it: and why then fhould we difpute any
longer, fince our Controverly about Infant-Baptiln is
atanend? Forif the Apoftles had to do with none
but Infidels and Fews, who did not profels Chrift,
but upon their Preaching were converted and baptiz'd,
tisno wonder we read not exprefly in Scripture of
any Infants baptiz’d by ’em, fince it was never yet pre-
tended, that Infants were converted by the Preaching
of the Apoftles. Mr- R. tells us immediately after,
that their Preaching was to grown Perfons, capable of
~ bearing and underfianding:, but tho his Acknowledg-
ment isjuft, and bis Reafoning thus far true, his fol-
lowing Words conftrain us to conclude, that here he
is to be taken in another fenfe, which rendershis way
of arguing fomewhat perplexed and obfcure. For he
adds, they (i. e. the Apollles) preaching to grown
Perfons capable of bearing and underfanding, who be-
Lieving were baptized, and confcquently upon their Be-
lief their Childyen alfo. 1 muft confels 1 find it no ea-
{y matter to arrive at what he means by this, whichhe
gives as the reafon why we read not exprefly in Scrip-
ture of Infauts baptiz'd, upon his fuppofition that
they were baptiz’d. s the Infidelity of Pagans and
Fews before their Converfion, a Reafon thar the Bap-
tifm of Infants is not exprefs’d in Scripture? Or s
the Preaching of the Apoftles only togrown Perfons,
capable of bearing and underftanding, or their Con-
verfion and Baptilm, the reafon of 1t? For my part |
can’t difcern, why any or all of thefe things ihould
be a reafon again{t the exprefs mention of Infant-Bap-
tifin in the Holy Scripture, fuppofing it to have been
practifed by the Apoltles, but rather a cogent reafon
orit: For if Adult Perfons were not admitted to
Baptifm, tillthey were taught the main Points of the
Chriftian Religion by the Preaching of the Worc},
o
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fo asto underftand and believe them, and till they
were converted ; it feems rational to expe®, that the
Apoftles in the Haly Scripture would have given fome
reafon for their different Procedure toward Infants,
if they had admitted them to Baptifm without thefke
Qualifications, or at leaft would have exprefly decla-
red their Practice, and fignified the Mind of Chrift
thercin, for the regulation of the Practice of the
Church in fucceeding times. He fays, * thofe that be-
¢ lieve were baptized,and confequently their Children
¢ alio, PRut where lies the realon of this Confequence,
that becaulc the Parents were entitul’d to Baptifm by
Faith, the Children fhould be entitled to it without
Faith ; and that becaufe the Apoftles baptizd thofe
whom they converted by Preaching, therefore they
muft needs have .baptized  thofe who were uncapable
of fuch Converfion? But to corroborate what he had
faid, he adds, that they us'd to baptize whole Houfes,
of which Children were a pare. 1 fuppofe he refers to
the Houfe of Lydia, of whom it 1s faid, fbe was bap-
tized andber Fouflold and that of the Jaylor, of
whom it is faid, that he wasbaptized, and all bis
fraightwsy 3 and the Houflold of Stephanas, who
were baptizd ‘by the Apoftle Paul, as himfelf de-
clares; becaufe thefe Texts have been often urged in
this Controverfy. Bat I can’t fee how Infant-Baptifm
can be infer’d from them, when it is confider’d,

1. That ’tis no impoffible or very unlikely thing,that
thefe three Families might confift only of Adult Per-
fons, fince ’tis not uncommon to find many fuch
Families in all other Cities, as well as thofe ofs Phslip-

¢ and Cerinth, where the abovenam’d Difciples were
aptizd. And if Mr. R. would give any colour to
Infant-Baptifm from fuch Paffages as thefe, he ou%ht
to fhew not only that there might pogibly be, but that
there certaindy were Infants in thefe Families: Far {o
weighty a matter as the due Adminiftration of an
Ordinance of Chrift ought to be better founded than
ona mere Conjecture.  Aplain Precept in the Holy
Scripture for Infant-Baptifm may be reafonably de-
manded of thofe who plead for the Pra&ice of it}
and a clear Precedent forit, is the leaft thing that can
berequird in the Cafe. And Mr.R. ought to h:}‘vc
11
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fet this matter in a clear Liﬁ,ht, becaule he affirms Chapz.
that Children were a part of thofe whole Houfes faid L~V
- to bebaptiz’d by the Apoftles. But he is not pleas’d
to produce his Evidence, expedting tobe believ'd on
bis bare Word, asif he had been intimately acquain-
ted with all the Members of thofe Families. IHow
doeshe know that Lydia, who feemsto have been re-
mote from the ordinary place of her Habitation (for ¥+ '+
fhe is faid to be of the City of Thyatira, tho now at
Philippi ) had Infants in her Family while at Philipp:
(as it feems) on the account of her Trade, fhe being
- a Seller of Purple? Nay, how does he know that
ever fhe was married ; or if fhe were, that fhe ever
had any Children ; or if fo, that they were living, and
that they were not Adult but Infants, and that the
were with her at Philippi ¢ And what cogent Proofs
can he giveus, that there were certainly Infantsin the
Family of the Jaylor, and thatof Stepbanas 2 Till
heis pleas'd to inform us, we may as well take the
Liberty to conjeture, that there were no Infants in
thofe Houfes, as he does to imagine there were fome.
2. Asfor the Jaylor's Family, the Text declares,
That Paul and Silas fpake to bim the Word of the Lord, V. 32.
and to all that werein bis Houfe 5 and that he rejoiced, V. 34.
belicving in Godwith all his Houfe ; as well asthat be V. 33.
and all bis were bapriz’d.  So that Paul and Silas may
be as well fupposd to bhave preach’d to Infants
in this Family, and thefe to have believd in
God, and rejoicd in their Converfation, as to have
been baptiz’d by ’em. And if the Baptifmof the
Houthold of Stephanas, proves there were Infants in
hisFamily who were baptiz’d by the Apoftle Panl;
the Declaration the fame Apoftle makes of this Honfe 1 Cor. 16,
of Stephanas, whom he calls the Firf-Fruits of A- 15
chaia, that they had additted themfelves tothe Mini-
firy of theSaints, as fully fhews that thofe Infants em-
ployed themfelves in this Miniftry. For,
3. Becanfe ’tis faid, that Cornelius was one that A& 10, 2.
feared God with all bis Houfe ; and of the noble Man
whofe Child was miraculoufly heal’d by our Saviour,
that himfelf believed and b.s whole Houfe y and of Crif- Joh4. 3.
pus the chief Ruler of the Synagogue at Corinrh, That
ke believed on the Lord with all his Howfe 5 it may be
as
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Chap.2. as neceflarily infer'd that there were Infantsin thef
"N feveral Families, who fear'd God and believd in

Mar. 28.

Chrift, asthat there were Infants baptiz’d in the &
bove-mentioned Families, becaufe the Heads of thofe
Families are faid to have been baprized together with
their Houfes.

4. If itcould be clearly prov’d that there were In-
fants in all thefe Families, no neceflary Confequence
could be thence drawn, that thofe Infants were bap-
tized. Since 'tis no uncommon Mode of Speech,
ordinary Converfation, to fay that of awhole Fa
mily, which in ftri@nefs of fenfe belongs only to the
greateft part and ﬂpn:im:ipal Members of it, efpecially
when the thing afferted 1s fuch, as is not confiftent with
the Condition of the reft: Thus it is faid, Elkanah
and all bis Houfe went up to offer to the Lordthe yearly
Sacrifice and bys Vow 5, and yet we are immediately
told in the Context, that Hannab went not up, nor
Samuel her young Child, who was not yet wean'd,
1 Sam. 1. 21, 22. If a whole Family isfaid to be
very Penitent or Zealous on any Occafion, very Pru-
dent or Charitable,common fenfe fufficiently leads us to
exempt Infants in fuch an Account, becaufe they are
not capable of being mov'd by thofe Affe@ions, and

overn'd by, thofe Vertues that fway the Minds of A-

ult Perfons. In like manner, when a Family is faid to
be baptized, and fometimes the Scripture exprelly tells
us the fame Family beard the Word, believed and re-
joiced, and additted themfelves to the Miniftry of the
Saints; and we are moreover inform’d by the Commif-
fion of Chrift, and the Do&rine and Practice of the
Apofties in the Execution of that Commiffion, that
Faith and Repentance, of which Infants are uncapable,
were meceflarily prerequifite in erder to Baptiffn ; it
feems neceflary to interpret the Baptilm of a whole
Houle, tofigmfy the Baptifm only of thofe Members
of the Family, whowere capable of being made Dif-
ciples by the Preaching of the Gofpel, and were ac-
cordingly converted to the Chriftian Faith.

Mr. R, to ftrengthen his Affertion of Infant-Bap-
tifm, adds, that St. Peter tells his Auditory in his firft
Sermon, The Promife ss unto you, and to your Chil-
dren, AQs 2. 39. But I know not how the Citatic;lz
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of this Text can anfwer his End, unles he can prove Chap.2.
this to be a Promife of Baptifim, or at leaft of fome- L/ VN
what that gives an immediate right to it, and the
Children here mention’d to fignify Infants, neither of
which isattempted by him : and therefore there is no

reat Ohligation on me to anfwer what he would in-

inuate, by mentioning this Paffage ; however I'll en-
deavour briefly to fhew, that it will not give any
good Countenance to Infant-Baptifin. For,

1. The Context feems fufficiently to indicate, that
the Promife here mentioned is the Promife of the Ho-
ly Spirit, fpoken of ver, 33. which the Apoftle Peter
declares to have been fulfilled, it being pour’d forth on
many on the day of Pentecoft, and thatinavery e
minent manner, according to the Predi@ion of the
Prophet Foel, which he cites at large, ver. 16—
2L

2. This Promile is annexed to Repentance and Bap-
tifm, to engage the Fews, to whom the Apoftle was
preaching, to fubmit to thole Daties, * as the
Words of the Text plainly teftify : Repent and be
baptiz.ed every one of you in the Nume of Fefus Chrift,
for the Remiffioirof Sins, and ye fhall receive th:Gijt
of the FHoly Spirit : For the Promife 15 to yon, and
to your Children, &c. And the Apoftle Paul affures us,
that this Promife of the Spirvit was receivedthro Faith : Gal, 4. 14;
So that unlefs Infants can be fuppos’d capable of Repen-
tance and Faith, there feems nothing in this Textto
conntenance their Baptifm, or to thew that tiis Pro-
mife belongs to ’em.

3. There feems no reafon to reftrain the Term
[Children] to Infauts, fince the Fews and their Chil-
dren mav well fignify themfelves and theor Pofterity, as
the [Children of Ifizel] {o frequently mentioned in
Scripture, fignifies Ifracl’s Poflerity, and not precifely
the Infants of the twelve Tribes.

4. The Promife here mentioned isdeclared by the
Apoftle to appertain to as many as God_ fhall call 4
wgicb agrees well with what he had faid before, when
he annexed this Promife to Repentance and Baptifm.
And ’tis likely this was fpoken to the Fews,and they men-

* See Dr. Hammond's Annotations on Adt. 2. 38, 39.

D tion'd
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Chap.2. tion'd before the Gentiles, becaufe the Gofpel was:

LAY order’d to be firft offer’d to them to encourage their
Repentance, and to prevent their Defpair, tho they
had been the Betravers and Murderers of the lLord
of Life. Now with what reafon canany one infer
Infant-Baptifm, from the hope the Apoftle gives the
Fews, that they and their Pofterity fhould receive the
Promife of the Holy Spirit, if they hearken'd to the
Call of the Gofpel, {fo as truly torepent, and fub-
mit to the Ordinance of Baptifm ? Were Infants ca-
pable of hearkning to thisCall, or of repenting and
fubje&ing themfelves to Baptifm, in hoFe of enjoying
this Promife of the Effufton of the Holy Spirit? Can
they have aright to a Conditional Promife, who don’t
perform the Condition of that Promife ? Or are Pro
mifes, which are tender’d toa Nation and their Po-
fterity under certain Conditions, which can’t be per-
form’d but by the Adult, to be pleaded in favour of
any of their Pofterity, while in a flate of Iufancy,
and fo uncapable of fulfilling thofe Conditions ? Why
may not the Adult alfo expet for themfelves the Ac-
complifiment of the fame Promife, without fulfilling
the Condition of it, aswell as expe&@ it for their In-
fants ? And how many Promifesas well as Commands
are given in the Holy Scripture to the Children of
Ifrael, whichnone ever yetimagin'd could be fulfilid
in t}lem, or performy’d by them in a State of Infan-
cy !

Mr. R. proceeds to tell us, that neither an Infidel,
Jew or Mahometan, nor their Children, while they con-
tinue [uch, may be admitted to Baptifm : which is very
trae 5 but he makes no very Logical diftin®ion in his
Enumeration of thofe wha have no right to Baptifm,
when he ranks them under the three Names of Infidels,
Fewsand Mabomesans : for by the firft denomination,
viz, that of Infidels, ’tis evident he means Pagans,
as diftinguifh’d from Fews and Mabometans. Now
Infidelity is as truly to beattributed to Fews and AMa-
bometans, as to Pagans 5 and therefore being a general
Term that futes them all, ought not to be made
fpecific, as if it agreed only to thefe laft. To
call onfy the Pagans Infidels, feems to intimate that
Jews and Mabomerans are not {0 3 whereas they are as

truly



