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thily Unbelievers as the other, mnoris their Oppofition Chap.2.
fothe Faith of Chrift lefs violent. Mr. K. falls into VNS
the fame Fault, in exprefling himfelf concerning thefe

feveral Enemics of Chriftianity, inthe foregoing Page;

but I could have fpar’d this Remark and fome others

of the like kind, if he had trampled lefs on the Ana-

baptifts for their fuppos'd Ignorance, and made lefs

Noife of his own pretended Learning.

He adds, that ’tis the Fuith of furh Parents mufk
entstle themfelves and their Childyen to this Hely Mjfte-
1y 3 but while they are dut of the Vifible Church, they
are out of Covenanty and [o have noright te the Seals
of the Covenant, Eph. 2. 12. Here again it were to
be wifl'd that he would not have contented himfelf
to tell us, the Faith of Parents entitles Children to
Baptifm, without producing any Proof of it; In-
ftead of that he is fatisfied in informing us, that the
Infants of Pagans, Fews, and Mabometans, arenot to
be baptiz’d, and renders this Reafon for it, That being
out of the Vifible Church, they are out of Covenant,
and fo have no right to the Seals of the Covenant.

1. Here I would fain know of this Gentleman,
what Covenant this is of which he fpeaks, whether it
be the Covenant of Grace, into which Men enter
when they believe in Chrift, for this feems to be his P. 18.
fenfe of the Covenant : and if fo, fince he here inti-
mates that thofe that are out of Covenant, have no
right to. the Seals of the Covenant, by which ’tis rot
to be doubted but he means Baptilm and the Lord’s
Supper; how he will prove any Infants to be adually
in that Covenant, or capable of entering into it with-
out Faith : if hec means fome other Covenant, he'd
do well to let us know what itis.

2ly. 1 ask whether the Infants of thofe Parents who
profefs Chriftianity,and whofe vicious Lives (hew them
to be no better t¥|an Pagans, Fews or Mahometans,
have a right to Baptifin ; if not, why does henot ¢x-
empt their Children from this Privilege, as well as
thole of Pagans # &c. 1f they have a title toit,l fhould
bcilad to know whether 'tis in_theright of the Faith
of their Parents, or on fome other Account? If the for-
mer be alledg’d, 'tis abfurd; for how can a Child

havea right in any Evangehck Privilege, by virtue
- Da of
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Chap.2. of the Faith of a Parent, whofe Faith is without
r VN good Works, and therefore dead ? If the latter be

Jam
18.

P.18.

247 affirnid, wiz, that fuch Infants have a right to Baptifm

on fome other Account, he may if he pleafes inform -
;13 whatitis; till thenweare likely to beata Lofsa-

»Out 1t,
3ly. If none have a right to Baptifm which is a
Szal of the Covenant, while they are out of the vifi-
ble Charch; becaufe while they are out of the vifibie
Church they are ont of the Covenant, as this Gentle-
man plainly affuresus: 1 ask whether any unbaptiz’d
Infants are in the vifible Church? If they are, why
does he reprefent their Non-admiffion to Baptifm, asa
bar to their Communion with the vifible Charch?
Withal telling us, that to deny Tafants Church-Commu-
niony 15 to depiive wusof all found hopes of their Salva-
tior 5 That God is fuid to add fuch as fhall be [aved,
AQs 2. 47. not fav'd without, but in being added to the
Charehy and concluding, that withous ber Communion
(where it can be had) he kuows no Salvation, Are
they in the vifible Church, and out of the vifible
Church ar the fame time ? Or are they in the Com-
munion of the Charch, and yet no more found hopes
to be had of their Salvation, than if they were out
of it? Can’t they be added to the Church without
saptifin, and yet were they Members of it before
they were baptiz'd, i.e. before they were added ? If
no unbaptizd Infants are Members of the vifible
Church, but ar¢ outof Covenant, as Mr. R. argues,
and none have a right to the Seals of the Covenant
who are out of Covenant, as he farther tells us,
then why is he for Infant-Baptifm? fince this, in
hisown fenfe, is an Application of a Seal of the Co
venant, tofuchas are out of the Covenant, and fo
bave no right toit. He would do well to elucidate
this matter, and to reconcile his Expreffions which fo
unhagpily militate, that we are left uncertain whe-
ther he believes the Infants of Chriftian Parents to be
in the vifible Church or out of it. One while he
fays they are in it, that they may have aright to the
Seals of the Covenant ; and at another time, he will
have them out of it, that he may have an occafion to
tax the Anabaptifts with Cruelty, in denying ’em Ean
n-
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Entrance intoit, and fo depriving them (in all appea- Chap.2.
rance) of Salvation. NN
4ly. If thofe that are in the Covenant have a right
to the Seals of the Covenant, as Mr. R. fuppofes, when
he fays, thofe that are out of the Covenant have not
that right: Why does he reproach the Anabaptifts for
denying Infants one Seal of the Covenant,without blam-
ing their Adverfaries for withholding from ’em the other
Seal ? If they have an immediate right toboth Seals,
why fhould they have but one ? If one may be defer’d
till they come to Adult Age, why not the other ? This
Gentleman, who pretends to vindicate the Canje of In-
fants with fomuch Zeal, and fo vehemently inveighs
againft tholc who are not for the Application of one
Secal to’em, vet indulgently connives at thofe that
refufe the Application of the other, tho, according to
bis way of arguing, they havea right to both.

He comes next to fpeak againft the Iteration of Bap-
tifm in thefe Words: ¢ Baptifm muft be adminiftred
“ but once, the Sacrament muft not be iterated, it
““ imprints an indelible Chara&er upon the Perfon,
““ which neither Schifm, Herefy nor Apoftacy ir {elf
 can blotout. If it becomes not to him a Token of
‘¢ Salvation, it remains upon himas a Teftimony of
“ his Condemnation, This agrees with what he had
{aid before, wiz. that ¢ it imprints an indelible Cha- p, 2,
“ raler of Chriftianity which cannotbe iterated.

1 agree that Baptifm onght not to be adminiftred
more than once 3 and the Controverfy wherein [ am
engaged with him does not depend on the Queltion,
whether Baptifm is to be repeated, but principally on
thefe two other Queftions, Whether Baptifin can be
truly adminifired by Afperfion? And whether Infanis
are proper Subjedts of Baptiim ¢ Let this Gentleman
once prove, that the Ordinance of Baptifm can bedu-
Iy adminiftred without Dipping, and that Infants are
proper Subje@s of it; and then it will follow that
the Anabaptifts are guilty of Rebaptization. In the
mean time they profe(s to be againft the ltcration of
Baptifm 3 but they are for having it once duly ad-
miniftred to every Believer, according to our Saviour's
Inftitution.

D3 What
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What this indelible Charader is that Mr. R. fays
Baptifm imprints, I know not; but it feems a very
odd one by his Account : for (he fays) ’tis an indelsble
Charaltery, a Charalter of Chriftianity 3 'tis upon the
Peifonry car’e be blotted out by either Schifm, Herefyor
Aroftacy it [elf 5 and vet fometimes remains upen 4
Man ws a Teftimony of kis Condemnation, as at other
times ’tis @ Token of Saluation : and becaufe Baptifm
impx;iin:s this Chara&er, therefore ’tis not to be ite-
rated.

"Tis very reafonable to defire of Mr. R. an Expli-
cation of this myftical Charaer, that we may know
what he means by it, feeing thofe of the Romifhr Com-
munion, in whofe Mintitwas firft {tamp’d, are not
wellagreed in their Notions about it. He would do
wellto tell us, whether he counts this Charater one
and the fame thing with Grace, asScotss affixms.  Or
that thereis a real difference between ’em, as Biel will
haveit. Whether it be a Relation,as Sero and Durandug
fuppofe. Or an ablolute Quality, as Bellarmine main-
tams.  Whetherit be in theSubftance of the Soul as
its fubje®, as this laft afferts. Or in fome Power or
Facolty of the Soul, as Thomas Ayuinas and others
maintain. And thenin what Facolty, whether that of
the Underftanding, as the fame Aguinias, Cajetan, So
to, and Vafques fay. Or inthe Will; in which Scotus
thivks fit to place it formally,  Again, ’tis proper to
enquire what kind of Quality itis, whether of the
firlt Specics, 7. e. 2 Difpofition or Habit,as Suarez. de-
clares; or fome middle thing between a Difpofition and
Habit, partaking of both, which Joannes de Turrecre-
mata veportstohave been held by fome: or of the
fecond Species, viz. a Power, as the juft mentioned
Author, as al{o Cajetair, Soto and Ruber:s, determine : or
of the third, and fo a patible Quality, asothers have
thousht : or of the fourth, w:iz. a Figure or Form,
which Opinion Fulentinian and Suarez afcribe to Aar-
Sflins, When Mr. R. fhall pleafe to tell us what he
means by thisindelible Character, of which the School-
men themfelves know not what to make with all their
fabtile Diftin&ions ; and lhall afterwards prove by
Scripture or Reafon, that there is fach a Chara&er
imprinted by Baptifm : He may make what Improve-

’ ment
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ment of it he thinks fit in the Controverfy about In- Chap.2.
fant-Baptifm. But he ought not to take it amifs that L~ Y
the Anabuptifts don’t believe it on his bare Affertion,

fince they dare not give {0 much refpe& as that to the

Canon of the Council of Trent *, which anathemati-

zes every one that fbail [ay, that in the three Sacra-

ments of Baptifm, Confirmation, and Ordination, there is

not imprinted in the Soul a Charatter, that isa certain,

fi pi;.-’m:zl and indelible Sign, fo that they canuor be itera-

ted.

Andif Mr. R. could make good what he aflerts of
this myfterious Charaéter, he would have no jult Rea-
fon to blame the Practice of the Anabaptifts, unlefs he
could make appear that they baptize thofe who were
traly baptiz’d before ; for they are as much againft
the lteration of Baptifm as he, tho not for the fame
reafon,viz. that of an indelible Chara&er fuppos'd to be
imprinted by iton the Soul, till they can better under-
ftand it.

Mr. R. proceeds and fays, ¢ The outward vifible
“ Sign of Baptifm is Water, an Element atall Times,
“ Places and Occalions, to be had 3 God makes his Be-
““ nefitscommon toall. He fends us not to Arabia for
* Spices, nor to Jndia for Gold, to be the Symbols of
“ our Chriftianity 3 buat he hath appointed Water
““ which isevery where plenty : nor hath he confin'd
““ us to Fordan, or any Rivers far diftant, but every
¢ Spring is at hand to filt this Laver of Regeneration.

If thereisany thing of Argument herein levell'd
againft the Anabaptifts, I fuppofe 1t muft amount to
this, v:z. That God has fo ordered it, that the Sacra-
mentsor Symbols of Chriftianity, might be eafily ad-
miniftred in all Times and Places; becaufe the Ele-
ments proper tothat purpofe, might be every where
had in a fufficient Quantity : therefore the Anabap-
tifts are to blame in making fo great a Quantity of

* Concil. Trident, Seff. 7. Can. 9. Si quis dixcric in trie
bus Sacramentis, Baprifmo {cilicet, Confirmatione & Ordine,
non imprimi Chara@terem in anima, hoceft Signum quoddam

S{_piritalc & Iudelebile, unde ea iterarinon poffunc, anacheina
ity

D 4 Watcr
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Water neceffary to the Adminiftration of Baptifin,
fince fo much as may fuffice for Immerfion, isnot tc be
had every where. ] . .

1. I fuppofe by faving the outward vifible Sign of
Baptifm 15 Water, he does not mean that Water is a
Sign of this Ordinance of Baptifm, but that the Wa-
ter in Baptifm is an outward vifible Sign of inward
Grace, becaufe he fpeaks after this manner before ; and
feeing ’tis a Sign of that Grace, by which we die to
Sin and rife to Newnefs of Life, “tis fit fucha Quan-
tity of Water fhould be usd, as mayaptly fignify
this change, which can’t be well reprefented without
the Immerfion and Emerfionof the Perfon, who pro-
fefles Repentance and Faith in Chrift.  And tho God
does not fend us to Foreign Countries for Water, or
confine us to Jord.n or any dutant Rivers ; he fends
as to fuch Places as may furnith Water enough for the
Adminiftrationof his Ordinance, i fuch a manner zs
he has reanired, and as is proper to anfwer the end of
its Adminiftration, namely, toreprefent and fea] to us
our Death to Sin, and Refurre®ion to Holinefs. Some
indeed who difapprove of Immerfion, bave of late
endeavour’d to perfuade the World, that in o €non,
where Fobn baptiz’d, there was but very little Wa-
ter, and ccenfequently that he did not immerfe the
Penitents that came to him, but ouly fprinkled them
tho the Sacred Text tells us there was much Warer
nor will their little Criticifm on the Text bring them
off with much Credit, when they tellus ’tis {duara
maaa in the Greek, which fignities many Waters,
from whence they conclude there were only many very
fmall ftreams, not to be fuppos'd large or deepenough
for Immerfion, For befides that {mall Streams might
fill very capacious Pools or Receivers; and that the
“fews who us'd frequent bathings, were not without
Accommodations for that purpofe; thefe Gentlemen
donot fufficiently advert to the Phrafe, for {ara wor-
22 is a Hebraifi, the fame with Q2% 20, and
does not neceflarily fignify many Waters in feparate
Streams, bat a great Quantity of Water. Forletany
Man judg, when Solomen {ays, Many Waterscan't quench
Lovey #nor the Floods drown 1t, whether he alludes to
1 fmall or great Quantity of Water, But this| faiy

only
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only en paffant, fcr Mr. R, bas not thought fit to make Chap.2.
afe of this poor Criticifm. But if he fuppofes (as he L V™D
feems to do) that 'tis not reafonable to think this Or-

dinance requires fo much Water asis neceflary for
Immerfion, becaule ’tis not ealily tobe had in many

Places ; and becaufe tis not to be thought that God

would put us upon any difficulty, in obtaining the Ele-

ments proper for the Adminiftration of the Sacraments

of our Religion : I defire he would confider that there

are very few inhabited Places that are long deftitute

of fo much Water, asmay fuffice for Immerfion, and

fewer yet that are very remote from fuch Convenien-

cies ; and that a Quantity of Water fofficient for
Immer(ion may generally he more ealily obtain’d, than

the Wine which is neceflary for the Adminiftration

of the Lord’s Supper, according tothe Inftitution of

Chrift, for which whole Nations are often beholden

to Foreign Countries.

As for what he adds, That thofe whe bhave hence canting-
ly call’d it Water-Baptifm, betray their own Ignorance,
fincewhere there isvio Water, there can be no Baptifin,
the meaning of the Word implying Warer : 1 {fuppole 'tis
defign’d againft the Quakers,who indeed fpeak contemp-
tuoufly of Water-Baptifm, and deny that this Ordi-
nance is to be ftill adminiftred, tho the Commiflion
of Chrift promifes his Prefence tothofe who regular.
ly adminifter it, even to the end of the World.  Bat
I don’t think Mr. R. has reafon to be o angry with
them for calling it Water-Baptifm ; for tho the Word
[Baptifm] ordinarily implies Water, yethimfelf cou-
fefles but two Pages before, that that Word may fignify
dipping in Colours as well as in Water ; and this
Accufation will refle@ on Fobn Baptift himfelf, who
fays, I indeed baptize you with Warer, by which ac- Mat.3. 1.
cording to Mr.R’s account he betrays his Ignorance,be-
caufe Baptifin implies Water: but by his Leave, that
Great and Holy Prophet fpake very pertinently, in
telling the People not only that he baptized, but that
he baptized with Water ; becaufe he defignedto dif
tinguilh between the Baptifm of Water, and that of
the Holy Ghoft and Fire: for he adds, Bur he that
comes after me  fhall baptize you with the Holy Ghoft
and wsth Fire, So that tho Mr, R. fays, where there

is
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Chap.2. 1s no Water there can be no Baptifm, and from thence

LV thinks it an impertinent Redundancy to fpeak of Wa-
ter when we fpeak of Baptif, becaufe this implics
that 3 we fee there is another fort of Baptifin, which is
not of Water; nayand a third too, namely of Suffe-
rings, of which our Saviour fpeaks : and therefore it
has been a common Saying among the Learned (how-
ever they may have betray'd their Ignorancein the
matter) that thereare three Baptifins, Fluminis, Fla
minis, €& Sanguins,

As to themanner of adminiftring the Water in Bap-
tilm, hefays, *tis either by dipping into, powring autcz",
or [prinkling on the Water, all which Aitions the
Werd will bear. °Tis obfervable that he here grants
the Mode of Adminiftration us'd by the Anabaptifts
tobe fit and proper, and yet ridicales %em for prai-
fing itin the 5tb Chapter: Bat of Immerfion, and alfo
of the Mode of Pouring and Sprinkling we fhall chufe
to fpeak hereafter, when be comes to expofe the for-
mer to Contempt, and to maintain the latter ; for here
for the moft part he rather afferts his Principles than
offers Arguments to defend ’em. I readily concar
with what he fays concerning the Adminiftration of
this Ordinance, in the Name of the Father, of the
Son, and of the Holy Ghoft, and the Qualification
of the Adminiftrators. 1 allo agree with him, that
the time of itis not, like that of Circumcifion, limited
to any certainPeriad.  And by the way, there feems
to me nomore Reafon for the Law of Circomcifion,
to regulate the quality of the Subje@s of this Ordi-
nance, than the precife time of its Adminiftrati-
on. If becaufe Infants were circumcis’d under the
Law, Infants are to be baptized under the Gafpel, as
he argues afterwards ; then becaufe the former were cir-
cumcis’d on the eighth day,why fhould not the latter be
baptized on the eighth day too ? Nay, why fhould.not
many ather things relating to the one, beby the fame
Rule refer’d to the other ?” I would alfo agree to what
Mr. R. adds, that as Baptifm can never be adminiftred
too late, fo itcan never be adminiftred too foon; if
he would allow me to add this Provifo, that the Per-
fons be qualified for the Ordinance, by a due Con-
feflion cftl Faithand Repentance, But his following

Words.
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Words, and the Scope of his Book fhew him to be far Chap.2.

enough from fuch a Conceflion.

After he has given us this Account of Baptifin, he
concludes that ¢ this is the general DoGrine of the
“ Sacrament of Baptifm, pra&ifed by the univerfal
¢ Chriftian Church ever fince the Apoftles, till Men
“ of corrupt Principles have brought inmany Inno-
¢ vations, tothedifturbance of the Churches Quiet
“ and Peace. ’'Tisboldly faid, but Mr. R, I fuppofe
will never be able to proveall this Doétrine of Raptifm
he has advanced, to be that of the Univerfal Church ;
Will he prove that the Univerfil Charch ever fince
the daysof the Apoftles has held that this Ordinance
jmprints that indelible Chara®er of which he talks ?
Can he prove the Univerfal Church yet holds it, unlefs
he will make the Romifh Charch to be the Univerfal ?
Can he prove that pouring or fprinkling of Water has
been the Mode of agtizing ever fince the Apoftles, in
the Univerfal Church ¢ Or that thisis the Pra®ice of
the Univerfal Choech at this day, without thrufting
out the Greek Churches, as well as the Aunabaptifts
from the Univerfal Church ¢ Or will he prove that In-
fants have been baptized ever fince the Apoitles days
by the Univerfal Chuech ¢ If he could have provid all
this to be the Do&rine of the Apoftles, we would
have fpar’d him the Task of proving it to have been

ractis’'d univerfally ever fince. But he neither per-
orms one nor t'other 5 he fpeaks as if he expe@ed his
Affirmation would be fufficient Evidence in the Mat-
ter. Butwe fhall have occafion in another place, to
gtilve the Reader fome farther means of judging, whe-
ther Mr. R. is to be relied on, in what he (o con-
fidently affures us, concerning the Pra&tice of the
Univerfal Church, and of knowing who they are
that have innovated fince the Time of the Apoftles, to
the difturbance of the Church.

In the mean time we follow this Gentleman in his
own Method : Having feen the Truth (lays he) ler
us view the many confus’'d and wild Notions which fomne
bave bad about this Sacrament,

And fieft he tells nsof the Error of the Fews,
baptizing Cups and Pots, €¢. asif the Fews meant by
dipping their Cupsand Pots to adminifter a Sacrament

on
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Chap.2. on 'em, andfo were cenfured for this by our Savi-
our : whereas they are blam’d for their fuperftitious
dipping of thefe Veflels, asa Pra®ice founded on an
unfcriptural Tradition (tho they |Plac’d much of Re-
ligion in it) and not for the abufe of a Sacrament,
in applying it to wrong Subjects 5 it was an Ordinance
of their own lnvention which they pra®is'd, and not
a Mifapplication of the Ordinance of Baptifm which
Chrift inftituted, or that which Fohn the Baptift prac-
tiled, for this was from Heaven, but theirs was 4
Commandment of Men, He then {peaks of the Er-
ror of the Papifts, in baptizing Bells and giving ’em
Narmes, for which he fays they havea certain Rubrick
and Form of Prayer. As to their giving Names to
their Bells, they might be born with in that; but to
pretend to baptize 'em, is to be both fuper(titious and
profane at the fame time : and he might have added the
Chriftning of Ships by fome Proteftants, at the time
of naming them, as another erroneous Pra®ice fome-
what like the Popith Chriftning of Bells. Perhaps the
Papifts may draw Confequences for the pretended Bap-
tilm of their Bells, from fome Rites in the Few:ifp
Church, for the purifying and confecrating the Uten-
fils of the San&uary, not much lefs plaufible, than thofe
which fome People draw for the Baptifm of the Infants
of Chrifhians,from the Circumcilion of thofe of the Fews.
Bat we are to recur to the plain Words of Inftitution,
to direct us to the Pradice of the Ordinances of Chriit,
which are not to be fubje@ed to the capricious Humours
of Men, and the arbitrary Confequences that are
drawn by their ungovern'd Imaginations. |

He goes on to tell us, that others err in the proper
Subjet, and deny Baptiym to Infants, allowing it only
ro the Adult. How he’l prove it to be an Error, to
allow Baptifm only tothe Adult, and not to Infants,
we fhall afterwardsfee. In reading the next Wotds,
viz. Others with fome Jews confounded it with Cir-
cumcifiony; 1 could not but thinkof thofe Gentile
Chriftians, that deduce Infant-Baptifm from the Law
of Circamcifion, and thereby indeed too much con-
found them together :  but the next Words fhew that
Mr. R. meansthofe who were for retaining the Rite
of Circamcifion, and for pra&ifing the Qrdinance of

Baptilm
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Baptifm too, whicli was the Mind of many converted Chap.2.
Fews at the firlt Plantation of the Chriftian Church, as /Y™
is manifeft from Aés 15.  As for the Manichees and
Marcionires,the former of whom (like the Quakers) he
fays, baptiz’d none at all, and the laster none, but fin-
gle Perfons, as Virgins, Widows, and Women diverced
we have nothing to fay in their Defence: but ’tis
firange that this Gentleman, inr¢lating the Pradtice of
the Marcionites, in baptizing only fingle Perions,
fhould enumerate thefe under the Denominations on-
ly of Virgins, Widows and Womendivorc'd ; asif
there were no fingle Men. If any oneof the Ana-
baptifts had made fuch an Enumeration, no doubt bat
it {hould have beeninterpreted, to have arifen from a
greater Jaclination to think on the fuir Sex, than on
the other ; fince he thinks their adminiftring of Bap-
tifm by Immerfion, is a fufficient Occafion for a very
grofs and unchriftian Reproach, with which he afper-
fes their Miniftry, inthe clofe of his ffth Chapter :
asif the Practice of an Inflitution of Chrift ,were an
incentive to Vice ; and as if that Mode of its Ad-
miniftration that reprefents the Death of Chrilt, and
a Chrillian’s Death to Sin, were a Temptation, at Rom. 6. z,
leaft to the Adminiftrators, to crucify him afrethby 3, 4
a finfu} Life. But I thall not impute bis Omiflion, in
what he fays of the Perfons baptiz’d by the Adu-
cionites, to any worfe Inclination than that of For-
getfalnefs.

The next confus’d and wild Notion he mentions is
that of the Barrowifts, who, he lays, denicd Baptifm
to the Children of Whores or 1¥/itchess, to which he
fubjoins that of the Brewnifis;, who denied it ro the
Children of open Sinners.  So that accordingto Mr.
R. to admit the Children of Whores, Witches and
open Sinners to Baptifm, muoft bea very regular and
reafonable Opinion. And to be furethe Reafon of
this muft be, what he has before told us in this Chap- p, 4 & ,
ter ; becaufe they are born of Chriftian Parents, are
federally holy, and have a right to the Ordinance on
account of the Faith of their Parents. Now if Mr.
R. accounts Whores, Witches and open Sinners trae
Believers, and that they bave Faith enough to entitle
their Chuldren to Baptifin, ’tis fomewhat ﬁrangelhe

1as
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Chap.2. has not Faith, or at leaft Confidence enough himfelf
to entitle the Children of Pagans, Fewws and Mabhome
tans to this Ordinance ; for there feems to be as good
reafon for the one as for the other. To the Brownifs
he joins the Independants, who feruple (he fays) te
baptize the Children of thofe, who are not in Church-
fellorwo-member-fhip with themfelves, Where he pick'd
up that long-link’d Word ! can’t tell ;, but if he means
that the Independants are not for the Baptifm of the
Infants of any Believers, but thofc who arein (iri&
Communion with their particolar Churches, he very
much mifreprefents them ; fince they make the fupposd
right of Infants to Baptilm, to depend on the Faith of
their Parents, not on their particalar Form of Church
Communion.

The Independants agree with Mr.R. in entituling the
Infantsof Believers toBaptifm, on the account of the
Faith of their Parents, tho they don’t with him count
Whores, Witches,and open Sinners,among the Number
of Believers. And methinks this Gentleman might
have had Charity enough to have permmtted the Ana-
baptifts to bear the Name of Chriftians (which yer his
angry Title-page will by no means allow) as well as
thofe infamous People above-mention’d, to whom he
is willing to grant it, if there be any fenfe in his
Words. Why fhould he be fo wonderfully kind to
Whores, Witchesand open Sinners, and fo extrava-
gantly fevere againft a great Number of {ober People,
whofe Converfation is of a contrary Character, how-
ever he 19 pleas'd to flander’em ?

¢ Others (fays he) have miftaken the Onenefs of
¢ Baptifm, and would rebaptize thofe that have been

< baptiz’d by Hereticks, or by the Miniflers of the

“ Church of England, or by thole that are not of

their own Communion, or that have not been bap-

tized with the Ceremonies they pradtife : Such are
<« thofe we have chiefly to do with, who account all

“« other Baptifm befides their own invalid and no Bap-

¢ tifm ; and from their rebaptizing are call'd Ana-

¢ baptifts,

The Donatifts indeed are reported to have been for
the rebaptizing of all fuchas were baptiz’d by thofe
whom they accounted Hereticks, Eut Mr., K, givesfn_o
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fair Reprefentation of the People,with whom he (ays he Chap,.
has chiefly to do ; fmce they are not for rebaptizing a-
ny,but for baptizing fuch Believers as thev judg have not
been baptiz'd betore.  If they have the Effentials of
Baptifm, according tothe Inttitation of Chrift, tho
the Adminiftrator be not of their Communion, nay,
tho he {hould differ much from them, they dare not
difallow that Baptifm which is adminiftred properly,
that is, by Immerfion in the Name of the Blefled
Trinity, to Perfons who are capable Subje&@s of it, ac-
cording to the Commiflion Chrift has given.

““ Some (hefays) will have another vifible Sign be-
“ fides Water. The Origenifts maintain’d a Baptifin
“ by Fire, and the Papilts befides Water, have intro-
% duc’d Chrifm, Spittle, Salt, and other Trumperies.
The Anabaptifts are againtt all thefe Trumperies as
much as Mr. R. and it were to be wifly’d, that thefe and
all other fuch human Inventions in Religion were bani-
fhed out of the World, and the Ordinances of Chrift
reduc’d to their primitive Purity and Simplicity,

What he next fays about thofe that err as to the
manner of Bapti{m, becaunfe they account Dipping el
fential to it, I {hall pafs, fince he advances no Argu-
ment aboutit here, and handles it profeffedly in the
fifth Chapter.

As to what he adds, concerning the Errors of fome
about the Time of Baptifm,as ¢ of the Clinici, who de-
‘¢ fer’d their Baptifm to their dving hour, and others
“ whodelay’d it till they were 30 Years of Age: ’Tis
to be obferv'd, that Mr. R, fpeaks of the Clinici, as
if thay were a fort of Hereticks; whereas the Word
only fignifies fick or bed-rid People, fome of whom
indeed were not baptized till they were near Death,
but were of opinion to defer their Baptifm when thev
werein a State of Health, before they could be call’d
Clinici 5 but their Delay, and that of others, as of Gre-
gory Nazianz.en, Chryfoftom, Ambrofe and Augnftine, as
well as Conflantine the Emperor, who {ubmitted not
to this Ordinance tillthey were Adult, tho born of
Chriftian Parents, fhows that Infant-Baptifm was not
univerfally received, as Mr. R. would have us believe,
But ’tis remarkable that himfelf fays, In deferringtheir
Baptifm, they alluded ta the Prattice of Chrift cll)(?t

ACCS,

Mar. 28.



48 Remarks on Mr. Rs firft Chapter.

Chap.2. adds,nor confidering that be was civcumeisd ar eight day
old. - Which is as much as to fay, that tho Chrift was
not baptized till he was Adult, yet others may be bap-
tized in Infancy, becaufe Chrift was circumcis’d when
eight days old ; as if the State of his Age when circum-
cis’d, was rather to gaide us asto the time of our
Baptifm, than the State of his Age when baptiz’d, And
tho he had faid but two Pages before, that the time
of Baptifm is not, like Circumcifion, to be limited to
any certain Period ; yet here Chrift’s Circumcifion at
eight days old, is mention'd as a Rule toregulate the
timeof our Baptifm. If Mr. R. fhould reply, thathe
does not mention the precife time of Chrift’'s Circam-
fion, to adjuft that of Baptifmtoa day, butto fhow
that it ought to be adminiitred to Infants: I anfwer,
that it feems more reafonable to argue for Adult-Bap-
tifm, from Chrift’s Adult-Baptifm, than for Infant-
Baptifm, from his Infant-Circumcifion.

He concludes this Chapter, in giving us an account
of fome who count Baptifm among things indifferent,
to be usdorrefusd at Difcretion : Who thefe are he
does not tell us, and therefore I have nothing to do
with them at prelent. He tells usof others, who fay
there is fuch a Neceffity of Baptifm, that all that die
without it are damned, Sowild and confusd (fays he)
are the Notions of thofe who are ever [eeking, yet never
come tothe Knowledg of the Truth. Of this latter O-
pinion he elfewhere accufes the Anabaptifts, and the
Church of Ranme.

The former are {o little guilty of it, that they ge-
nerally exceed very many Pzdo-baptifts in charitable
Thoughts concerning the State of fuch asdie without -
Baptifm, even when Adult, ifthey appear to have true
Repentance and Faith before they expire. Nay, o far
are they from concluding, that nounbaptiz’d Perfon
can be fav’d, that they think none can be proper Sub-
je&s of Baptifm, till they areina State of Salvation
and give fufficient Evidence of their Title to Eternal
Life by their Faith and Repentance. 'Whereas this,
which he with fo little Juftice imputes to the Anabap-
tifts, is juftly chargeable on himfelf, as well as on thofe
of the Romifh Communion ; for thohewill not allow
othexs to fay, There is fuch a Necefity of Baptifm, tha&
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allthar diewithont it are damned: Yet he takes the Chap.s.
liberty to fay fomething very like it himfelf, when L/ V™Y
he tells us, Thofe who deny Baptifmn to Infants, offer

them greater Injury than to dafl them againft the Stones P. 18, 19,
ahd that to deny Infants Church-Communion, is to de-
prive us of all [ound hopes of thesr Salvation and ex-

claims againit the Anabaptifts, for their Cruelty and ex-

ecrablé Injury to their Children on this Account, 1s it

juft to condemn others for Heterodox Principles which

they difavow, and toentertain the very fame Errors

in his own Mind ? Or does he think he may take as

much liberty to traduce his Neighbours, ashe does to
contradi@ himfelf ? He who taxes others with wild

and confus'd Norionsabout this matter, ought to have

fhown more Regularity and Confiftence in his own,

CHAP IL

An Anfwer 10 Mr. R’s fecond Chapter, which
sreats of the Anabaptiftsin general, their
feveral Names and Setts.

Fter Mr. R. has let fly fome reproachful Words
againit the Anabaptifts, according to his wonted
Civility ; headds, that an Anabaptiit is a fore of ar
amphibious Creatwre, Vroteus-like changing bim|:Af in-
to [o many Shapes; that we can’t eafily tell bow to call
bim, orwhat he profefleth. He {eems to call the Ana-
baptifts amphibious Creatures, becaufe they go into
the Water to be baptiz’d. ’Tis ftrange how he dares
to throw out this infipid Scoff, which equally reflects
on our Saviour, who went into the Water when be Mat. 3.
was baptized, and on his Apoftles, who allo went into Adts 8.
the Water together with thofe whom they baptized :
Will he calt Chrill;k and his Apoftles, and thofe Chrif-
tians whom they baptized, amphibious Creatures too ¢
But he complans that the Anabaptifts change themfelves
into fo many Shapes, that he can’t eafily tell how to
call "em. .’ Tis firange again that he (hould be at any lofs
how to call 'em, when he gives ’em no lefs than four
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Chap.3. general, and 24 more particular Names and Titles of
(W aVa )

¥ Compare
this with
th: oth
Chapter,

Diftinction in this Chapter, befides many others
that are fcattered up aud down the reft of his Book,
Since he feems to make no confcience what Names he
gives ‘em, butto beof the Humor to entitle’em to all
manner of Errorsand Herefies, whichhe * charges on
them by dozens; one may well wonder at his Com-
plaint, that he knows not how to call *vm,or what they
profel’s, efpecially when he pretends before to know
them better than they know themfelves, Isit that he
knows not how to call 'em by any Name bad enough,
when he gives ’em the worlt he could either read or
think of ? "Tishard to account for this extraordinary
Tranfport of his Paffion. Buthis good Nature foon fur-
nifhes him with another Name for an Anabaptift 5 for
he infinuates that he may be call'd Duplex Nebulo, a
doubl: Knave : Hefays, duplex Namen, dupizx Nebu-
lo, wasthe Judge’s Opinion of a Criminalin the Co-
madian ; and therefore fears that Doétrine or Opinion
will not abide the Touch-fione of Truth, which fhelters
it felf under fomany Appellations, By this Rule, be-
caufe the Proteftant Do&rine in general, which Mr,
R. profefles, is put under as manv heretical Appellati-
ons by the Papifts, as that of the Anabaptiftsis by
him; every Proteftant may be call'd duplex Nebulo,
or rather multiplex Nebulo, if Multplication of
Names fuppofes a proportionate Maltiplication of
Knavery inthofethat bear "em.  So that great Num-
bers of Paedobaptifts, and himfelf among the reft,
herein fufter as much asthe Anabaptifts by the fharp-
nels of his Wit,

To proceed; he tells us, an Anabapeift is ge
nerally {o call'd from Rebaptizing 5 but if the People a-
gainft whom he difputes be truly againft R ebaptization,
as we have in part Thown they are, and hope to doit
more fully 35 then it mull be granted, that this isno
very proper Appellation for them, tho for Peace-fake
they often take this Name quietly, fince the Pzdo-
baptiits will needs giveit them. He moreover informs
the World, that they are caii’d Carczbzzm'ﬂ:, or De-
pravers of Baptifm, Denterobaptifts for baprizing rwice,
and Antipadobaptifis for denying Baptifm to Children,
Eut they don't think their Caute a jot the worle, for
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ali the compound Names that are given them : for whe- Chap.3.
ther they are Depravers of Ba til%n, or for baptizing \/\‘}{J
twice or not, can’t be known by the Names that are
impos’d on them, {o well as by the Strength or Weak-
nefs of the Arguments produced on the one {ide and
on the other in this Controverfy.
But our Author is extremely moved at the Name
they give themfelves : ““ And now (fayshe) after near
* 200 Yearshe [7. e. the Anabapti#] hath chriftened
“ himfelf,and forlooth will be called a Bapriftyemphatice,
“ pretending the Ordinance of Baptifm is only in him,
““ that none are baptized that arenot of his Communi-
“ onjthat all other Baptifms are none at all : and there-
% fore he would reject his old Name of Anibaptift, by
“ telling you he doth not rebaptize 5 for all others,
“ however baptized, were fallly baptized, and fo it
“ was nothing. |
If the Anabaptifts had done that with which Mr. R,
is fo muchdifplealed, they might well plead that they
had as much right to chriften themfelves, ashe hasto
unchriftian ’em, as he prefumes to do inhis Title-
page. But they fuppofe they may more properly call
themfelves Baptifts, than he calls giving a2 Name Chrifi-
ming : for hethat is for the Adminiftration of Baptilm o
by Dipping,may on that account more truly be called a * Which is
* Baptilt, than he that has a Name given him,may for derived
that reafon be faid to be chriftened, or madea Chrifti- fr om %“""‘
an. I know Cultom has renderd it common to ufe ".‘(‘” ?
Chriftning and Naming as convertible Terms, but very dip-
improperly : and ’tis pity the Sacred Name of Chrift
fhould be inferted in any Word of profane and com-
mon ufe 3 -and that the Term that properly fignifies
the Divine Work of making a Chriftian, fhould be ap-
plied fo often merely to the bumane Ceremony of
giving a Name.
But there is no fuch occafion for Mr. R. to be an-
gry at the Term [Baptifis] fince ’tis not only uvs’d by
themfelves, but often allowed them by the fairer fort
of their Adverfaries : and fince he likes it not,
he might bhave lengthened it iute [Anabaptifis
without giving ’em any great Offence; tho they
think they have more right to give themfclves one
fit Name, than he has to i]r;npofe on ‘e a great mlbm-
2 ex
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Chap.3. ber thatare improper, and which expofe his own
LN\ Prejudices rather than their Principles.

[ndeed they may very well obje® againft the Name
of Auabaptifts, which 1s commonly given ’em 5 becaufe
it will never be prov’d that “tis proper, till ‘tis made
evident that they baptize fuch as bad that Ordinance
tiuly adminiftred to ’em before : vet they can be cone
teat to bear it, rather than contend long about it, and
cven call themielves 0 to humour their Adverlaries,
ouly with this Caation, that they don’t thereby make
any Concefltonthat *tis properly applied tothem, as
giving a jult Idea of thew Principles or Practice.

What he means by their pretending  the Ordinance
of B.ptifm 15 only i thern, 1 know not 3 for his Phra-
{cs are often obfcure @ nor do the Anabaptifts pre-
tend, that mane ave baptized that avc not of their Commue
#ion, as he favs, if he means thereby Communion with
their particalar Charchies ;  for the Generality of the
Members of their Churches were baptiz'd according
to the manner inflituted by Chrift,before they were ad-
niitted into their Communion; and many whoare i
Communion witlt other Churches,are acknowledged by
the Anabaptifts to have been regularly baptiz’d ¢ they
don’t think true Baptitm is render’d invalid, unlefs the
Perfons baptiz’d juin themfelves to their Charchesy nor
that Comumunion with any Churchin the World, can
render that pretended Baptifmvalid, which is not pes-
form'd according to the Inthitution of Chrilt,

And what Mr. R. fubjoins, of their ceifuring all
others to Perdition but themlelves, which be calls a de-
luding Spivitof Eviory and Luciferian Spivic of Pride,
and an infolent Arioguncy, bas been fufficiently anfive-
red alrcady ;  and we have made it appear that Mr.
K. is much lefs clear from this cenlortous Spirit (let
him call it by what other Names he pleafes) than their
Principles and Pra®ice declare’em to be.

From thele more general Names, he defcendi to give
(as he {ays) the Names of their particular Sciksy, and
thefe he makes to amount to no lefS than 24, iz,
Musrcerians, Apoftolici Separat b Catharifts,Silezres, Fa-
thufiafbsy Liberi, Adamites, Eutites, Augufiians, Beuchel-
dians,  AMelchiorifts, Georgians, Meuonifts, FHemtio-
bapeifts, Se-buptifts, Pucris fomiles, Servetians, Liber-

tices,
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tines, Denkians, Semper ovantes, Deo velicti, Aoia- Chap.3.
frerienfes, and Dippers. N

For what end can Mr. R. be fuppos'd to infert this
Catalogue of Names, but to give the People of this
Nation amonitrous Idea of the Anabaptifis; as being
made up of Error and Confuion ? bat with what Rea-
fon and Juflice he takesthis Method, 1hope will ap-
pear by the following Refe&ions.

1. This Gentleman will by no mieans allow the A-
nabuptilts an elder date thanthat of about 180 Yeuars,
aud yet one of the Seés hie mentions, namely that of the
' Hewicro-baptifts,was a Set among the Fews,and isfaid to
have been in the World above 1700 Years agos before
our Savicur’s Incarnation, and confequently betore the
Inftitution of the Ordinance of Baptilm, about which
we are difputing.  And divers ot the other Sedts he
here mientions, aremore autient by many hundreds of
Years than he't allow the Anabaptiltstobe, asthe * A-
poftoliciy who arofe about 1500 Years fince, andare
mentioned by Epiphanirs,  The Catharifts who ap-
pear’d about the Year 279, and are mention'd by

Auguftin, Or if hemeans the * Cathari, asi fup-
ofe he does, by what he faysof ‘em, they were
L’uown in the World abouat the Year® 256, and the
" Adamites about the Year * 194 5 and thofe he culls
Sileutes, by whom1 fuppole he wmeans the Purtaloris-
chite, muft have been before or in 2. dugsfliir’s time, fince
he fpeaks of em: And the Se& of the Fathufiftsa-
bout ' the Year 382, If thele were Sectsof the Ana-
baptifts, why will not Mr. R, allow’em to be of a
tonger fianding in the World, than fince the Year
15227  Aud if they were not, why does be throfl "em
upon the Anabaptilts to render them odious 2 Does
1200, 1400 or 1500 Years make no ditference in his
account, who muft be fuppos’d, together with the reft
of his human Advantages, by which be pretends to

" 41,
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' Epiphan. adverf. harel. lib. 1. har. 18, 7 Idcm adv.
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Chap.;. excel the Anabaptifts, to know Arithmetick and
(P aVe § Chrlonol_ogy better, than to make fuch wide Miftakes
as theie?

2. Some of thele Se®s feem rather cited to render
the Anabaptifts more obnoxiovs to cenfure, as having
a great Number of different Ses belonging to ‘em,
than for any ill Opinions or Pra&ices among ’em ;,
forif they were Heterodox or Immoral, Mr. R, does
not vouchfafe to tell the Reader fa : for Inftance, when
he mentions thofe he calls Silentes, he only fays they
fpeak little, which is oftena fign of Prudence ; and
if thiswere all the hurt in this Se®, fome People could
almoft wifh Mr. R, had been of it, that he might
have given himfelf andothers lefs tronble. He fays
nothing amifs of the Apoflolici or Meuonifts 5 of the
former he only fays, They pretended 1o imitate the A-
polles, in perambulating the Country to preach 5 which
may very lawfully be done by thofe who are regy-
larly call'd to the Miniftry of the Gofpel.  And of the
latter he fays no more, than that they have their
Name from Menon of Frifia, from whom they bad
2 while their common Appellation. Now fince he
diftinguifhes the other Sects by fome particular falfe
DoQrine or evil Pra&ice, it {eems reafonable that thefe
fheuld have been fo diftinguifl’d too 5 ’tis true, he
tpeaks again of the Apaffolifts (as he calls ’em) in the
9:h Chapter, but not of the Silenres or Menonifts any
whereelfe that I remember.

3. Hemakes the Dippers one particular Se@ of the
Anabaptifts, as if it were a Crime to adminifter the
Ordinance of Baptifin by Imnierfion : by this account
he will make the Sec of the Anabaptifts as old as Chril
tianity itfelf 5 for Fobn the Bapiift and the Apoftles
were Dippers ; andto adminilter this Ordinance by
Immerfion, was the general Pra®ice of the Chriftian
Churches for many Ages, as I fhall fhew in due place,
and isthe Pra®ice of the Greek Churchto this day;
{o that Mr. R. has enlarged this Se& of the Anabap-
tifts toa great degree. Nay, the Church of England
preferibes Dipping in the Office of Baptifm in the firft

- place, tho (lie allows pouring on Water in cafe of ne-
celiity 5 o that if this Aathor is of the Mind of that
Charch, which he calls Qis Mother, he is an Ana-

bap-



