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fince this Foundation is by thefe lalt allowed to be infuf- Chap.4.
ficient to bear the W.ight of Infant-Baptifm, it might L v\)
be worth a farther Enquirv, whether this Pra&ice is

founded on any folid Foundation at all ; and if thofe

who appear firft to have us’d it, proceeded on fogreat

a Miftake, whether this Cuftom ounght not tobe dif:
continucd, as well as the Bafison which it was origi-

pally laid.

It is moreover to be obferved, that about the time
when Baptifm began to be adminiftred to Infants; va-
rious Superftitions were invented to accompany it, as
Un&ion and Ggning with the Crofs, of both which
Tertull.n (peaks: * “ When we come out of the La-
% ver (fays he) we are anointed with a blefled Unc-
“ tion according to the antient Ceremnony, by which
“ they us'd to be anointed to the Priefthood by a
“ Horn of Oil.  And in another place, “ 1 The
 Elefh is wall’d that the Soul may be purified, the
“ Flefh is anointed that the Soul may be confecrated,
¢ the Flefhis figned that the Soul may be fortified.
The giving of Milkand Honey to fuch as were newly
baptized, is fpoken of by the fame Author |l.  So that
the fame Antiquity, by which {fome pretend to juflify
Infant-Baptifin, mav be aswell pleaded in favour of
thefe unicriptural Ulages adjoined to the Adminiftra-
tion of Baptifm, Mr. R. 1 fuppofe isfor one of ’em,
wiz. theSign of the Crofs, and I allow it may vie
with Infant-Baptifm for Antiquity; but why then is
he not for the ufe of thofe other Ceremonies juft men-
tion'd, that feem to be of like Aathority ?

Nor does the ufe of Sureties appear to be of lefs an-

* Exinde egreflt de Lavacro,perungimur benedi®ta an&tione
de priftina Diiciplina, qua ungi oleo de Cornu in Sacerdoti-
um folebant, Teitul. de Baptifmo, cap. 7.

t Caro abluitur ut anima emaculetur, Caro un-
gitur ut anima confecrewr, Caro fignatur ut & anima munia-
ure  Idemde Refurredi. cap. 8. vid. etiam de Corona milis.
AP 3

| Ter mergitamur inde fufcepti Ladtis & Mellis con-
copdiam preguftamus,  Iod,

tient
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Chap.4. tient date than the Baptilm of Infants, {ince *Tertuliian

VN fpeaks of 'em when be oppofes Infant-Baptifin 5 bat
feems to have been invented to give fome colour toit,
and to take cff the Edge of a plain Obje&ion that
hies againft it. For it being evident both from the
Commiffion of Chrift and the Pra®ice of the A-
poltles, that a Profeflion of Faith and Repentance
were prerequired to Baptifm, and it being impoffible
for Infantsto be thus qualified for it ; thofe who
thought they could not be faved without it, and there-
fore carneftly defired to have them baptized, endea-
voured (it feems) to perfoade themfelves and others,
that what Infants could not in this cale do" for them:
iclves, might be done for them by Adult Perfons, who
fhould anfwer in their ftead when catechiz’d, and
make a Profeffion of Faith and Repentance in their
Name. Many Pzdobaptifts yet retain this Cuftom,
without any Auathority for it from the Holy
Scriptare; and others of them reje® it as a Hu-
man Tradition, becanfe it has no Foundation in the
Word of God.

The former who continue this ufage, thereby de-
clare that Repentarce and Faith are vequired of Perfons
to be baptized, asis plain from the exprefs Words of the
Catechifm of the Church of Emgland. The latter who
refufe it,thereby declare that no human Inventionsare to
be added to the Ordinancesof God. Thole dare pat
baptize without Sureties, becaufe they dare not baptize
without a previous Profeffion of Faith and Repen
tance; Thele darenot baptize with them, becaufe
there’s no Inftitation of it in the Word of God. The
Arguments form'd oneach of thefe Principles are valid,
and thofe that ule ’em prels one another hard with em
by turns.  But thev oppofe each other much more fuc-
cefsfally than they defend themfelves. For thefe two
Principles, if duly attended to, wonld entirely fub-
vert Infant-Baptifm. For if on the.one hand, no Per-
fonis to be baptized, without a previous Profeflion of
Repentance and Faith ; and if on the other hand there

ot — —— - e

¥ Quicatmnecellzelt, 1 nontam  necefle Sponfores e
vam pertcwisiageri? v Tortul, de Bap. cap. 18,
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is no Inftitution of Sureties in the Word of God, to Chap.4.
make fuch a Profeffion in the Name of any Perfon LV
tobe baptized : It will evidently follow, that no Per-
fon cught to be baptized, but he who firft makes a
Profeflion of Repentance and Faith in his own Per-
fon, which ’tis impofiible for an Infant to do.

I muft own I cannot but agree with thofe Pedo-bap-
tifts, who are againft the ufe of Sponfors in Baptilm,
becaufe there is noScripture to fupport that Prattice
and 1 as heartily concur with thofe others that are a-
ainft the Adminiftration of PBaptifm without a Pro-
eflion of Faith and Repentance, becanfe fuch a Pro-
feffion is neceflarily prerequir'd, in the Primitive In-
ftitution of this Ordinance.

It is farther worthy of Confideration, thatit was
the General, if not the Univerfal Pra&ice of all
Chriftian Churches for feveral Ages, to admit all who
were baptized to partake of the Lord’s Supper; and
therefore when Infant-Bapti‘m was introduc’d, thetr
Admiffion to the Table of the Lord was a Confequence
of it. That this was pradis’d in Cyprian’s time, ap-
pears by a Story he tells usof an Infant born of Chrif-
tian Parents, who was carried by her Nurfetoan Ide
latrous Sacrifice, and there made to eat fome Bread
tempered with Wine, being not of Age fufficient to
eat Flefh, and afterwards brought to the Chriftian
Affembly, where fhe fhut her Lips againft the Sacra-
mental Cup when offcr’d to her 1 her turn by the
Deacon, who therefore poured fome of it into her
Mouth Ly force, which fhe [prcfently caft up again *.

And as the Opinion of the abfolute Necefirty of
Baptifin to Salvation, from a mifunderftanding of
thofe Words of Chrift, Excepr 2 Man be born of Wa- John 3. .
ter and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the Kingdom
:£ God, feems tohave tntroduc’d Infant-Baptifm into

¢ Chriftian Church: So from a like miftake of thofe
other Words of Chrilt, Excepr ye eas the Flefh of Johss. ¢3.
the Son of Adan and drink his Blood, you have no Life
in +you, the Participation of the Lord’s Supper was
fappos'd neceffary to Eternal Life; and coniequently

* Cyprian.de Lapfis, p.g4. Edir. Amftelodam. 1509,
Ia-
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Chap.4. Infants admitted to that Ordinance. _Augufin fpeals
™~ of the latter of thefe two Sayings of our Saviour i
thefe Terms : *“ * Let us hear the Lord, I fay, whoi
““ not now fpeaking of the Sacramentof the Holy
“ Laver, butof the Sacrament of his Holy Table,
“ to which none may regularly approach before he
‘““ is baptized: Except ye ear amy Ilefy and drink rg
“ Blood, you fhallbave no Life in you. What woul
“ we have more ? What Anfwer can anv one maketo
“ this, unlefs he will pertinacivufly fet himlclf to
“ fight againft the utmolg Evidence of Trath? will
““ any Man dare to fay this Paflage betengs not to lus
“ fants, and that they may have Life in themiicle
“ without the Participation of Chritt's Body
“ Blood ? ¢&¢. He elfewhere endeavours to prove
that Infants can’t have Eternal Lite withour Baptim
becaufe till they are baptized, they can't partake o
the Lord’s Supper ; and Chrift favs, none can have
Life in 'em, except they eat his Fleth and driuk bs
Blood : which Words (tis evident) he interprets
of the Sacrament of the Lord’s Body and Blood
For he thus expreffes himfelf, {peaking of thole
he opppoles: “ + But if they have any deference
 for the Apoltalick Seat, or rather for the Lord and

* Dominum audiamus, inquam, non quidem hoc de Sacts
mento fandi Lavacrt dicentem, fed de Sicramento fana
menfe fuz, quo nemo rite nify bapeizatus accedit : Nifi mg
ducaveritis Carnem meam, o biberitis Sanguinemm meum, ma
buabebitis vitamin wobis, Quid ultra quarimus, Guid ad ho
refponderi poreft, nifi pertinacia pugnaces nervos adverfs
conftantiam perfpicuic veritatis intendat ©  An vero quiiquam
etigm hoc dicere audebir, quod ad parvulos hxc fentent
non pertineat ; poflintque fine participatione corpor's hujus
& fanguinis in fe habere vitim? doe.  Augwt. de Peccats
meritis o remif]. Lib. y. cap. 2.

+ Si autem cedunt Sedi Apoftolice, vel potius ipfi Magiftro
& Domino Apoftolorum, qui dicit non habituros vitam in fo
metipfis, nifi manducaverint carnem Filii Hominis, & bi
berine fanguinem, quod nifi baptizati non utique poffun
nempe aliquando farcbuntur parvulos non haptizatos viam

habere non pofle, &c. Augnft. wntra Pelagiams, Epi
Cil,

¢« Mafte
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t Mafter of the Apoftles, who fays, that none fhall Chap.4.
% have Life in themfelves, unlefs they eat the Flefh W™
« of the Son of Man, and drink his Blood, which
« they can’t do without being baptized; they will
& oneday confefs, that Infants unbaptized cannot bave
« Life, @

Suicerws * tellsus, This Caftom whichwas an-
¢ giently received, afterwards prevail'd fo far, efpe
6 cally in the Time of Charles the &rear, that the
¢« Encharift was givento Infants, notonly in the pub-
¢ lick Affembly of the Church after Baptilm, or at
¢ other Times when the Church was wont to come
« together tothe Holy Communion ; but fore of the
« Bread of the Lord’s Supper was referved, to be
¢ given fuch Infantsas were fick, as wellas to Adule
« Perfons. Aifegife, an Abbot of Liege, who re-
« cites a Canon of the faid Charles (in the firft Book
¢ of the Laws of the Franks, chap. CLV".) publifi’d
¢ on this account, gives us 2 very full Teftimony of
« it For the Words of the Canon are thefe, Let a
“ Preshyter have the Euckarifp ahways ready, that when
“ any Man is fick, or any Infant is weak, be may im-
“ smediately give it bim, that he may nat dse without the
& Communion.

Nay this Cuitom it feems has continned down to
this very Age in the Greek Church.  Panfleba Domn-
can Frier, in his Hiltory of the Church of Alexan-
dria, fpeaking of their Baptifm, fays, “They com-

* Mos hic receptus antiquitus, ufque eo invaluit pofted,
maxime Caroli M. Seculo, ut nen modo Infantibus Eucharif-
tia daretur in publico Ecclefiz cactu poft Baptifmum, vel a-
lio tempore, quo Ecclefiaad facram  Synaxin convenire fo-
¥bar: verum ctiam panis ccena affervabator parvulis agro-
wncibus perinde ac adultis exhibendus.  Anfegifus, Abbas Le-
odienfis, qui canoaem Carolinum, Lib. I. de Legibus Fran-
corum, cap- CLV. fiiper hac re editum recirat, hujus nobis
rei teftis locuples efle poteft. Sic cnim Canon ille habet,
Presbyter Euchariftiam femper kabeat paratam, it guando gnis
imprmatus juerit, aut parvulus infiranus fuerit, [latim cum
wommunicet, ne fine Communione moriatur.  Suiceri Thefaur.
Ecclef, fub Voce avvals. Tom, 2. p. 1138

“ mont
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Chap.4.  * municate Perfons immediately after it; andif they
LAY € are Infants, the Prieft dips his Finger in the vene

1Cor. 1L
28, 2¢.

Ron. 6.
2—— 14

1 Pet 3.
21X,

“ rable Blood of our Lord, and pucting it to the
“ Child’s Mauth; makes him fuck it *,

Here again | oi)ferve,that thofe who admitted Infants
tothe Lord’s Supper, acted verv confiftently with
their own Opinion of the right of Infantsto Bap-
tifm 5 for fuppofing Infantshave a right to Baptifm, it
feems very natural to conclude, they havea like right
tothe Supper of thelord. If itbe obje®ed, that a
Difcernment of the Lord’s Body, and a previous Ex-
amination of a Man’s felf be required to precede the
latter: The Belief of the Death, Burial and Refur-
rection of JefusChrift, and Dependance on him for
Salvation, an Aflimilation to him by a Death to
Sin, and Life of Helinefs, and the Aufiver of 4 good
Confcience rowards God, are prevequired to the former,
and an Infantisas capable of the one as of the other.
They bad reafon to think,that all whoought to be bapti.
zed, might after their Baptifm be admitted to the Lord’s
Table, but had no good Foundation for the Admifiion of
Infants to the former, and therefore none for their Ad-
miflion tothe latter : and thofe Chriftians, whoarea-
gainft the Adminiftration of theLord’s Supper to Infants,
are fo farin the right; but then they feem inconiftent
with themfclves in admitting ’em to Baptifm ; fos if they
may be aliowed to come to this Ordinance, what good
realon is there to refufe them the other ? So that thofe
antient and our modern Padobaptifts feem to have been
bothin the rightin fome refpe®s, tho both in the wrong
in others. The former (I fay) concluded well, that
all who were duly baptized, had a right to be ad-
mitted to the Lord’s Supper ; and the latter fay as
traly, thatnone whoare in a State of Infancy ought
to be admitted to the Lord’s Supper ; from both which
Principles, if put together, it will evidently refult, That

i i —— - —

T Hs les communient ericore immediaiement aprés, & fi ¢e
font de petits enfans, Je Prétre trempe fon doigt dans le vene-
rable fang de nétre Scizneur, & le porte ala bonche de! en-
faur, pour letuy fuire fuccer. Vimfleb, 158, de Eglife &
Alexan, Partic, L ihap, 21,

I
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no Infants are duly baptized. If the Premifes are Chap 4.
Eood, as I beliave they are, this Conclufion is not to L~
¢ dented.

And fince Mr. R. lays fo great a Strefs on the an-
tient Practice of Infant-Baptifm, I defire he would
%ivea Reafon why the Pradtice of communicating
nfants at the Lord’s Table, which appears to be of
like Antiquity, fhould not be continued as well as
that: For if he can(hew a good Reafon for the dif-
continuance of the one, I doubt not bat it will be of
the fame force for the difcontinuance of the other;

To all that has been already faid, in oppofition to
what Mr. R. advances, concerning the univerfal Prac-
tice of the Church, I{hall add fome Teftimonies con-
cerning the Sentiments and Pra&ice of the antient
- Vandovs and Albsgeoss as to this Matter, and the rather
becaufc he particularly mentions thefe as being for P. 17
Infant-Baptifm.

Chaffanion in his Hiftory of the Albigeoss has thefe
Words: ““* Some Writers have affirm’d, that the
' Albigeoss approv’d not of the Baptifm of Infants;
“ others thatthey entirely flighted this Holy Sacra-

“ ment, asifit was of noule either to great or {mall.
“ The

L

* Aucuns ont efcrit que les Albigeois n” approuvoient poinc
le Baptéme des peds enfans. D’ autres qu’ ils depiifoi-
eng entierement ce faint Sacrament, comme 51l ne flervoic
dutout rienni aux gransni aux petis, On 4 ditle mefme
des Vaudois, Combien toutetois qu’ aucuns aftermenc qu’ils
ont toujours batizé letrs enfans ; cete diverfiré d’ ecrics m’ a
tenu quelque rans perplex pour me refoudre de c¢ qui
en pouvoit eftre 2 Ja verité, en fin confiderant ceque Saing
Bernard en dit, en I’ homil. 66. fur le fecond Chap. du Cant.
des Canc. & les taifons qu'il amene 3 cé propos, refutant cet
erreur, & ce qu'il a auild efcric, «d Hildefonfum Comitemn
Sanfli Egidii, je ne puis nier, que les Albigeois pour la plus
part n' ayent eu cete opinion la. Ce que me le fer croire
davantage ¢’ eft qu'en )’ hiftoire de la Ville de Trieves, dont
¢ft fait mention ci deffus fur Ia fin du 4 Chap. ileft dit, qu’a
Ivoi du Diocefe de Trieves aucums nioyenc le Sacrament de

Batcme proficer A falut aux eofans. En oucre unc Catherine
¢ Suube,
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Chap-4. “ The Gime has been faid of the Pawdoss, tho fome
VN ¢ affirm that they bave always baptized their Chil-

Mar, 16.

¢
1 3
¢

L o

dren; thts Differenceof Authors kept me for fome
time in fufpence, before I could come tobe refolv'd,
on which fide the Truthlay. At laft confidering
“ what St. Bernard fays of this matter, in his 66th
‘ Homily, on the fecond Chapter of the Song of
¢ Sougs, and the Reafons he brings to refute this
““ Error, and alfo what he wrote ad Hildefonfum
“ Comitem Santti Egidii 3 1cannot deny that the 4
¢ bigeois for the greateft part were of that Opinion.
¢ And that which confirms me yet more in the belief
“ of it, is, that inthe Hloryof the City of Treves,
¢t which I have mention'd before at the end of the 4th
¢ Chapter,'tis faid that at Jvo: in the Diocefs of Treves
« there were fome who denied that the Sacrament of
“ Baptifm was available to the Salvation of Infants.
““ And one Catherine Saube, who was burnt at AZont.
« pellier in the Year 1417. for being of the Mind of
“ the Albigeoss, in not believing the Traditions of
 the Romifh Cflurch, had the fame thoughts concern-
€ ing Infant-Baptifm ; as 'tis recorded in the Regif
“ ter of the Town-houle of the faid City of Aom:-
““ pellier, of which we fhall fpeak at the end of the
“ fourth Book. The Truth is, they did not rejet
“ this Sacrament, or fay it was ufelefs, but only count-

-~ ™

Saube, qui fut brulée 3 Montpellier Pan 1417, pour ne croi-
re les Traditicnsde I’ Eglife Romaine comme les Altigeois,
avoit cete opinion du bateme des petis enfans, fclan qu'ileft
ecrit au Livre de l]a Maifon de ladite Ville de Moncpellier,
dont nous parlerons fur la fin du quatrieme Livre.  Orils
n'ont poine rejeteé le Sacrament, & none pas dic qu'il fug in-
utile : Seulement ils onreftimé qu'il neftoir point neceflere
aux petis enfans, d’ autancquils ne font point en aage pour
croire, & ne peuvent rendre temoignage de leur foy. Ce quj
les a induits 3 cela (comme je penic) eft pour ce que nowe
Seigneur dit, Qui auracren, do awva eflé batizé, fera fawué:
mais qui 0’ aura point creu, fera condanné,  Chaffanion, bift, des
Albigeoss Imprim, §* an, 155,

“ ed
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“ ed it unneceffary to Infants, becaufe they are not of Chap.4.
“ Age to believe, or capable of giving Evidence of
“ their Faith. That which induc’'d ’em (asI fuppofe)
¢ to entertain this Opinion, is what our Lord fays,
“ that He thar belicverh andis baptized fhall be [aved,
¢ but he that believeth not  fhall be damned,

This Author afterwards tells us, he thinks they er-
red in this Matter, but endeavours to excufe.m, by
alledging that they were not the firlt who were of
this Opinion, feeing Tertullian was for deferi g Bap-
tifim till Perfons came to years of Diferetion: And he
gives divers Inftances of the Pra®ice of the Antients
to the fame purpole, to make this fappos’d Error ap-
pear tolerable. That which I obferve is, that this
Hiftprian, who was a Pzedobaptift, and who favs he
colleted his Hiftory from two antient Manulcripts,
one of which was written in the Languedoc Tongue,
and theother inold French, declares himielf convin-
ced, that the Greatcft part of the Albigeois were a-
gainft Infant-Baptifru,

Caffander in a Preface prefix’d to his Book of In-
fant-Baptifn, imputes the * Denial of thisPrinciple
to Peter de Bruss, and his Difciple Henry, frem whom
the Petrobrufians and Henricians took their Name; and
fpeaking of their pretended Herefy, has ci¢le Words :
““ 1+ Which Hereticks firft openly caude . a nfant-
¢ Baptifin, and ftifiv afferted that Baptifin was it
“ only for the Adult, which the; both verteily
* taught, and really practifed in their Adminidgarion
“ of Baptilm.
 Prateolsss fpeaking of the fame Peter de Bruts. fays,
*“ He afferted that Baptifm was uftlefs to Children,
“ who wanted the Exercife of Reafon, becanfe In-

-

¥ Hu'us auwcem  Egroris pracipuus Auter, & pro-
pagator fuitle videtur Peérus cuidam Lranus, hom> Gallusy
¢ Narbonen{i Provincia, ¢j:uguc dilcipulus Heaidcas; unde 36
Perrobrufiani & Henriciaut dici caeperuat. Gorgs Coffander in
Piefat, lib. de 8.opt, Inf.
uz Huerctis peima Infantium baptifmwnm aper-
te damnavie, & aduleis cantum bapttimum convenire, & ver-
bisdocendo, & re ipfa Lapaicaida, perraciter affervit. Iid,

G2 ¢ fangs,
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Chap.4.  fants, who want the ule of Reafon, can’t have Faith

LN (o asto believe the Word of God when preach'(i
“ to’em, which he afferted tobe abfolutely necefla-
¢ ry to every onewho {ubmitted to Baptifm 4 fo that
“ if any one fhould be baptiz’d without previous
¢ Faith, he faid bis Baptifm would be af no ule to
““ him*. This Author charges the fame Opinion on
T Henricits, the Dilcipleof Peter de Bruis.

Thele Perfons livid in the 12th Centory after
Chrift ;, and from them and their Followers who kept
clear of many grofs Errors, with which the Romb
Church was fo deeply corrupted in that dark tims, was
this among other Truths tranfmitted down to the anti-
ent Vandois and Albigeois, long before the Reformation
made in the time of Luther and Calvin,

And whoever will take the Pains to perule the Lear-
ned Dr, Aixhis Remarks on the antient Church of
Piedmonr, will find divers Paflages that may confirm
what has been faid, and make appzar that Infant-Bap-
tifm was oppos’d by perhaps the purelt Churches that
were then in the World, fome hundreds of Years be-
fore the time Mr. R, affigns for the firft Rife of the
Anabaptifls. [ fhall relate only one Paflage after the
Dr. concerning CGundnlpbus and his Followers in Iraly,
divers of whom Gerard, Billiop of Cambray and /#
ras, nterrogated upon feveral Heads in the Year 1025,
and among other things that Bithop mentions the follow-
ing Reafon which they gave againit Infant-Baptifin,viz,
“}| Becaufe to an Infant that neither wills nor“rug)s,

that

¥ Afferebatautem hic parvulis ufu racionis carentibus non
prodefie bapcifima, quod parvuli qui funt rationis experres,
fidem habere nequeant, nec Dei verbo, quod illis pradicatum
fui, credere. Hoc autem affeverabat fumme fore neceffarium
cuicunque baprifma fufcipiend : adeo fane ur fi quis fine
pravia fide baptifma fufcepifict, nihil ei prodeffe baprifma
diceret.  Prateol. Heref. 1. 14. c. 18,

+ Idem 1. 8. c. 7.

f Quia ad parvulum non volentem, neque cut-
rentem, fidei nefcium, fuaque falutis atque ucilicatis igna-
rum, ioquem nulla regenerationis petitio, nulla fidei porett
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«¢ that knows nothing of Faith, isignorant of its own
« Salvation and Welfare, in whom therecanbe no
« defire of Regeneration or Confeflion of Faith,
« the Will, Faith and Confeffion of another Man,
¢ feems not in the lealt to appertain.

And that Infant-Baptifm was net univerfally prac-
tied in the Greek Church for fome Ages after Chrift,
appears from what Vanfleb, in his Hiftory of the
Church of .Alexandria abovementiond, recites from
Amba Macaire Bifhop of Mempbis, who was Secre-
tary to Cofmus the Third their LVIlIth Patriarch,
and livedin the Year of our lord 756, who fays,
¢« ¥ That in the firft Ages Baptifn was adminiftred in
“ Alexandria but once a Year, and that wason Good
« Friday, and then none were baptized but fuch as
« were thirty years of Age; and thattho, fome time
« after, this Coftom was chang’d, and Permiffion
« given to baptize the Children of Chriltians, yet
« the Cuftom of baptizing but once a Year was not
« alrerd, till the timeof Awmba Theophilus their
¢« XXI11ld Patriarch,

To thefe Teltimonies (to which many others of
like Import might be added) we may fubjoin the Con-
cellions that have been made by divers Pzdobapuis,
of thisand the laft Age to the fame purpofe. I fhall
at prefont mention only two ot three Acknowledg-
ments of this kind.  Ludovicus Vives, in his Notes
on Augiftin de Civitate Dei, on occafion of this Fa-
ther’s mentioning the Exhortations that were wont
to be made to thofe who were baptized, fays,

"~

~ ™y

—

inefle conteffio, aliena Voluntas, aliena Fides, aliena Con-
feffio nequaquam pertinere videtur. Alix Remar. ¢ 11.

+ Que dans les prémiers fiecles on ne faifoit cn Alexwandrie
Je Biptéme quune fois I'aunéc qui éroit e Vendredi Saint,
& qu’alors on ne baptizoit que CEUR qui avoient déja atreints
I' ige de trenteans : & quoique quelque temps aprés on aic
changé cette colitume, & qu'on aic doriné la permiffion de
baptizer les enfans des Chiréciens; que néanmoins la_colitu-
mede faire le Bapteme, une fois I'annéc n’ avoit cliang &
que dutemps d’ Amba Theopbile, leur 23 Patriarche,  Vanjicb.

Hit, de I Eglife &> Alexand, Part. J.c. 23
G 3 “ No
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Remarkson Mr. R’s third Chapter.
“ * No Perfon was formerly brought to the facred

WAV € Raptiftery, tilihe was of Adult age, and bothun-

1 34

derfood the meaning of that Myftical Water,
[ 14

and requefted once and again to be wafh’d in it.
And Suicerus tells us in plain terms: 1 In the
two firft Ages no Perfon was baptized, till be was
‘“ inftructed m the Faith, and tin@ur'd with the
€ Doltrine of Chrift, and could teftify his own
““ Faithy becaufe of thofc Words [of Chrift] be that
¢ believeth and is bapiized. Thercfore Believing was
“ firft; ard bence the Order of the Catechumens
“inthe Church. And it was a Cuftom then con-
¢ ftantly oblerv’d, to give the Catechumens the Eg-
‘¢ charift immediatc] after Baptifm ; afterwards an
¢ Opinion obtain’d, that no Man could be faved with-
“ out Baptifm 3 And therefore becauf> the Eucharit
“ was before given to the Adult Catechumens, as foon
¢ as they were wafl'd by Holy Baptifn, it was
¢ thought fitin like manner to give it to Infants, af-
“ ter the Introdudtion of Infant Baptifm.

The like igenuous Confeffion ismade by Curcelless,
his Words are thefe: * || Pwedcobaptifm was not known

“iﬂ

44

s o

* Nemo olim facro admovebarur bhapeifierio, nifi adula
jam atate, & cum dem iplc & feiret, quid {iki myflica ilia
veller uqua, & fe ablui illa peterer, nec femel peteret, &
Lid. Viv, Anwet. in dug. de Civ. Dei, lid. I ¢, 27.

T Primis duobus Seculis nemo baptifmum  accipicbat, nifi
qui, in fide inflruttus, & doctrina Chrifii imbucus, teftari
poflet, fe credere : propterilla Verba, Qui crediderit ¢y bap-
rizatus frerit., Ergo prius erac credere 5 inde Ordo Care-
chumenorum in Fecletra,  Mos etiam tum perpetuus cop-
ftancer obfervatus fuir, ut fecundum baptifmum Catechume-
nis illis ftavim daretur Euchariftia ; poftea opinio invaluir,
neminem falvari pofle, nifi qui baptizatus fuiffet ; Quia au-
tem carechumenis adultis olim rinml ac loti fuiffent facro bap-
tifmate, dabatur Eucharifiia ; hoc etiam in Infantibus ut fie.
rit infticutum poft Pedobaptifmum introdu®um. Suiceri Thee

faur. Ec. fubVoce Zvvelic.

| Pdobaptifmus———qui duobus primis 3 Chrifto nato
feculis fuic incognitus, intertio vero & quarto a paucis eft
approbarus, in quinto demum & fequentibus paffim obtinere

coepit
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“ inthe World the two firft Ages after Chrift, in Chap.4,
“ the third and fourth it was approv’d by a few, at L~~~
“¢ length in the fifth and following Ages it began to
¢ obtain in divers Places; and therefore we obferve
¢ this Rite indeed as an antient Cuftom, but not as
“¢ an Apoftolical Tradition. And in avother place
he tellsus, “ * That the Caftom of baptizing lnfants
““ did not begin before the third Age after Chrift,
“ and that there appears not the lcaft Footftep of
“ it in the two firlt Centuries.

After this let the Reader judg, whether Mr. R. had
reafon to fav, that ¢ the Antipzdobaptifts, contrary to
“the Example, Faith and Pradice of the Univerfal
“ Church,gainfay Infant-Baptifin, @c. and to infult’em
as he does in the clofe of the fame Paragraph, in the
following Words: ¢ Thele are the Goliah’s, againit
“ whom the ftripling Davids are to fight (perhaps al-
¢ Juding to his own Name) thefe are the Sons of
¢ that Giant of Gath, againft whom the Caule of 1n-
““ fants is to be pleaded. ~ And as thofe Philiftine Gi-
“ antsfell by the Handsof David and his Worthies,
“ fo 1 doubt not but the Church of England and her
“ Sons, will wound and flay thofe unbaptiz’d Phi-
“ Lijftines with the Sword of theSpirit, which is the
“ Word of Gud. Since the Anabaptifls are fo con-
temptible a People, and uncapable of defending them-
felves in Mr. K’s account, why does he here make
fuch formidable Giants of em, unlefs it be toinhance
the Glory of his expe@ed Vidtory ? Sometimes they are
reprefented as mean illiterate Adverfarys,that theWorld
may defpile and reproach’em ; and on a fudden thefe Pig-
mys are turn’d intoGoliab’s,that theCourage and Honour
of a David may be afcribed to him, for the Conqueft
he hopes among others to obtain over ’em. He boafls

.

ccepit—-& proinde hic ritus a nobis quidem ut antiqua con-
fuctudo, fed non ut Apoftolica traditio obfervatur. Carcellsi
Relig. Chriftian. Inflitut. Lib. I. ¢. 12,

* Morem Infantes baptizandi non ceepifle ante tertiuma
Chrifto nato feculum ; In duobus vero prioribus nullum ejuas
Veftigium apparere. Idem. in Differt. fecunda de Peccat. Orig,
Seét, 6.

G4 indesdd
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Chap.4. indeed of ufing the Sword of thz Spirit againft 'em-;

LV but whether be ufes that fo fuccefsfully ashe pretend
and whether he does not truft more to another fort of
Weapons, may be eafily difcern'd by the Subftance of
bi> Book.” Butif they are unbaptiz’d Philiftines, why
does he call ’em his Brethren in the 19th Page ? Would
he be counted 2 Giant, and one of the Family of
Gatlitoo, and yet wound and flay his Brethren ?
Are the Anabaptifts no Chriftians, as hefays in the
Title, and wunbaptized PhiliRines as hefays here, and
vet his Brethven, whom he with apathetick Wifh
advifes, not to cut off a Tribe from Ifrael? O tha
our Brethren (fays he) would with lfrael fit down and
weep ! &c, Butwhy fhould they weep for their indif-
creet and blind Zeal (as he calls it) in denying Bap-
tifm to their Children, if themfelves are not Chrifti-
ans but unbaptiz’d Philiftines ? unlefs he will maintain
that the Children of thofe, who are no Chriftians and
pnbaptiz’d, have a Title to Baptilm. Again, ’tis a
hard cafe, that one while he will have "em to be pro-
perly cali'd Anabaptifts, becaofe they rebaptize ; and
at another time will have us believe that they are un-
baptizd ;, asif to be twice baptized, and never bapti-
zed, were {inonymons Terms with bim: For he will
have the Anabaptifts miftaken every way, both by Ex-
cefs and Defed in the fame cafe 3 they exceed in being
twice baptized, and are deficient in. not being bapti-
zed orice. This is a terrible two-edged Sword in the
handof little David, to cut down thefe monftrous
Phil:fines.

He goesonto arguc 3 “Tus the Apofie’s Rule (fays
he) wlere no Law s, tiere isno Tranfgrefion, Rom,
4.15. Very well, thenif there be no Law of Chrit
tor the Baptiim of Infants, | hope the Anabaptiits are
guilty of no Tranfgrefiton in not baptizing them,
Eut Mr. R. makes another Kind of Inference from
this Rule: forhe adds, ** Since Infant-Baptifm is no
* where prohibited, wherefore do they blame and
“ condemn us for pra&ifing that, which the Scrip-
“ tures fo much feem to allow of ¢ And the Anabap-
tifis may weil make this Return, Since Infant-Baptifm
1s no where commandcd, wherefore does Mr.R. blame
and condemn us for not pradifing that whicsh the

crip-



Remarks on Mr. R’s third Chapter. 89

Scril?tures not only feem to difallow of, but plainly Chap.4.
prohibit ? for the Prophets render thisas a fufficient
reafon againft uninftitated Worfhip, that God has not
commandedit *. And our Blefled Saviour rebukes the
Fews, for teaching for Doctrines the Commandments of Mark 7,
Men. ~ Our Logd Jefus Chrift has not only appointed
the Mode by which Baptifm isto be adminifired, but
determin’d who (hould Ee the Subje@s of it; he has
not left it to the Pleafare of Men to adminifter it to
whom they pleafe, but has in his Word prefcribd the
Qualifications neceffary to it. He has told us in his
Commiffion, that Men ought tobe taught or made
Difciples in order tobe baptized ; and if that Limita-
tion be taken away, all People ‘inall Nations might
be accounted to have an equal right to Baptifm. Mr.
R. indeed in his Preface pretends that thefe Words
of Chrift prefcribe firft baptizing and then teaching,
notwithftanding the Order and obvious fenfe of the
Words. A fufficient Anfwer has been given him before on
this Head, here therefore I fhall only cite two or three
Paffages cut of the Antients, to fhew how they un-
“derftood this Commiffion of our Lord.

Fuftin Martyr in his Apology to the Emperor An-
tominus Pins has thefe Words : * 1 And now we'll cx-
« plain after what manner when we were renew’d by
¢¢ Chrift, we devoted our felves to God, left inomit-
“ tingit, we fliould feee to prevaricate inour Dif-
« courfe. As many as are perfuaded and belicve
« that thofe things which we teach and publifh are
« true, and engage to live accordingly, are admo-

* ler. 7. 31. Chap. 15.5. &Ch. 32. 35.

+ Ov Tegmor 3§ %) dveitkauey savrng T (e xgavomoimbiv-
15 i 7% Xewsw eonmn'usda Saws pd Te7e mULEGAITOITES,
Jibousy Toymeever T v TH i€y i, S00i AV TeiID01 Xy MG @
o G TadTa TR VY sy Juduonduera i Aspputva cval,
% Bisv ol ws Jb'vaﬁfﬂm ﬂt-fmgtvﬁv'rm. eu’xeo?uiﬁ J’r;a.i LTV -
sworres mgg T8 O TEY TeMuaIULVOY dLaly Judda-
RorTad, gy, a'tivd& uivay rai oupiseviyTer awTis, treTh
ayy7al vp add s d.uJbg €51, X TEIWOV AVAYpITERS ov Xy
Fuess e rol dveysyifinuer, avaysvorras” sn ovouar@ W 7§
weTels Tay Aw Xy JaTTE O:%, Xy 7 cwTneG- muey Ings
Xes, NysvuarG o, 75 & T Udkm TWTE AsTolY
auiyras.  Juflin, Mart. Apolog. 1L p. g4. Edic. Parif. 1635,
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Ch-p.4. “Caitld to addrefs themfelves to God in Prayer and
Y\ ¢ Supphiation, with Fafting,for the Remiffion of their

.
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Remarks on Mr. Rs third Chapter.

“ paft Sins ; while we falt and pray together with
‘' em. \We then bring 'em to the Water,and they ar¢
¢ gegencrated with the fame kind of new Birth
¢ wlerewith we were regenerated 5 for inthe Name
“ of the Father, and Lord God of the Univerfe, and
¢“ of vur Saviour Jefus Chrift, and of the Holy Spi
““ nir, they are then wall’d inthe Water.

Terendian (peaking of the Work of the Apoftles,
favs, their Eulmels was* fof# to preach, and after-
modsto dipor baptize: And that ¢ 1 thofe "Wl
“ were ready to enter upon Baptifm, fhould give
theinifelves to frequent Prayers, Fafting, Kneeling
and Watching, with the Confeflion of all ther
pait Sins, that they might reprefent the Baptifm of
Jouin, of which the Scripture thus fpeaks, Tiey were
dip’'d, cosfelling their Sins,

B.pt favs, “ {| Faith and Baptifm are two means
of Salvation nearly allied and infeparibley for
Faith is perfeted by Baptifm, and Baptfm is
founded upon Faith———And the Confefiion which
leads us on to Salvation gees before, and Baptifi
which feals cur Covenant follows after, |
Ferom {peaking of the Minifterial Work, ordain'd
by the Commiilionof Chrift, fays, *,  Firfl they

. Gl

i
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¥ ~—Prissetl pradicare, pofterius cingnere.  Tertul, de
Bapt. cap. 14,

T Ingreffuros baptifmum, Orationibus crebris, Jejuniis, &
Geniculacionibus, & Pervigiliis orare oporeer, & cum Con-
icfitone omniam retro delictorum, uc exponang ctiam Bap
titmum Joannis.  Tinguebantur, inquit, conpitentes deliéfa fua,
Idem ibid, cap. 22,

| Yligrs »y Cdmrimpet Yo Tepmas, THs comavias ouppues
eAliINoS Xy e duaigeTor’ A i 30 TehetsTas 1a Barrrisua
795 CdmTiopa 5 Jvpsmovaar SiL Tis meews——Kal aer
dyet 2 oushiyie we9s THY cwiplay ey 3 & enoredel I
7 BLrTicua twizaeaylov apdy TV quvagra i, Bafil.Meg
a2 Spirneu S cup. 12,

*, Urinrum docent omnes Genges, deinde doftos intingunt
aqid. Nonenim poteft fieri uc Corpus Baptifmi recipiat Sa-
cramentum, nifi ante anima fidei fufceperit veritatem.  Hie
cotiy In Alat, 22, -

“ teach
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“ teachall Nations, and when they are taught, dip Chap.4.
“cmin Water, For ’tis impoffible that the Body A\
“ fhopld receive the Sacrament of Baptifin, till the

% Sotil has embrac’d the Truth of Faith.

And the Learned Dr. Barrew fpeaks very well to
this purpofe ; for dilcourfing of Baptifm he has thefe
Words: “ * What the A&ionit fe)f enjoined is,

“ what the Manner and Form thereof is apparent by

“ the Wordsof our Lord’s Inftitution.  Going forth

“ therefore (faith he) teach (or difciple) all Nati-

 ons, baptizing them, @¢. The A&ion is baptizing

“ or immerf{ing in Water, the Obje@ thereof, thote

“ Perfons of any Nation, whom his Minitters can by

¢ their Inftru&ion and Perfuafion render Difciples,
® thatis, fuch as do fincerely belicve the Trutﬁ of
“ his Dodtrine, and ferioufly refolve to obey his Com-
“ mandments.

When Mr. R. tellsusof the Pradice of the Uni-
verfal Church, he takes notice that Chrift bas faid, He
willbe with bis Church tothe end of the World, It has
been obferved already, that be confidently prefumes,
but not proves the Univerfal Church to have practis'd
Iufant-Baptifm 3 and what be faysof Chrift’s being
with his Church to the end of the World, he refers
I fappofe to the Promife annexed to the Commifiion,
about which we have been difputing 5 but till Mr. K.
can find Infant-Baptilm in that Commiflion, be'l ne-
ver make it appear, that Chriit has promis’d his Pre-
fence tocountenance that Practice.  His Prefence 1s
not promis'd to his Minifters, any farther than thev
a@ according to his Command, Mr. £. gogs on:
¢ Can we fuppofe (fays he) he hath goided lus whel-
““ Chorch inan Error ever lince,till a few and a handfui
“ of Men pretending to new Revelations, toand out the
“ Miftake ? Tho the Anabaptifts think it an Ervor to
account Infants proper Subjeds of Baptifm, they don’t
think the whole Churchof Chrift, ever {ince he gave
the Commiffion to baptize, have beenin this Error,
for the Reafons above infilted on; and as tor thofe

— )

* Barrow’s Doflvine of the Sucrament, in the ¥t Vol. of his
Works, p. 647, Edit, 1700,

whe
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Chap,4. who are miftaken in this matter, there’s no Reafon to

VD think Chriff bas led ’em into an Error. Does Mr.
R. think that the Churchof Chrift (or any part of
it) is infallible, and that Chriftians can’t be charged
with Error, without fuppofing that Chbri# has guided
them intoit ? And whatever he thinks of 2 few and
a bandful of Men (as he is pleas'd to expre(s him-
falf) ’tis no fuch ftrange thing for Miftakes to be dif-
cover’d by a few, when Multitudes overlook ’em.
Thele are the very fame fort of Refleions, that thofe
of the Romifh Communion made on our firft Reformers;
and if Mr. R. will truft to the validity of ’em, they]
ealily carry him into the Bofom of the Church of
Rome. But when he has delpis’d the Anabaptifts for
the Smallnefs of their Number, he endeavours toex-
pole’em, for pretending to find out the Miftake a-
bout Infant-Baptifin by new Revelations ; whereas it
feems no more than a new Revelation of his own
Brain, to reprefent em as diffident of Scripture-Au-
thority to maintain their Principles. The old Reve-
lation of the Divine Will contain’d in the Holy
Scripture, is that to which they conftantly appeal
and profefSto have no other Rule of their Faith an
Worthip, and therefore have no Temptationto recur
to Enthufiafm for Authority to defend themfelves.
Bat Mr. R. is not pleas’d, that a few Men fhould
make any new Revelation of old Errors, tho they
vfe the antient Authority of Holy Scripture to make
the Difcovery.

Hegoeson : ¢ Did Jefus Chrift, who is King of
¢ bis Charch, rulehis People by wrong Laws ?  No,
but fome People are-mot fo willing as they ought,
to be govern’c!J by right Ounes. But where is the
Ground of this Learned Queftion? Can it be infer'd
from their Denial of Infant-Baptifm to be 2 Command
of Chriit, that the Anpabaptilts fuggeft that Chrift
rules his People by wrong Laws ? They have more rea-
fon to ask this Gentleman, if Chrilt roles his People
by wrong Laws, f{eeing heis {o unwilling to yield ta
the Authority of that Law of Chrift, which
requires Perfons to be made Difciples before their Bap-
tifm, that he will ueeds have fuch baptized as want that
Qulification. Il continuzs, “ Did he (4 e. C‘lclri&)

not
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“ not know they were miltaken, till the Anabaptifts Chap.4.
“ inform’d him thereof? Aud doth he reclaim his
“ Church, now he hath difcover’d the pretended Er-
® ror ? Nofure. If thefe Queftions have an fenfe,
1thirk they muitefignify, that if the Chuarch had been
in a Miftake, Chrift muft needs bhave known it: and
if ke had known it, he would certainly have reform'd
it. So that the Charchis in no danger of being any
confiderable time under a Miftake, but may expe& to
be fpeedily re®ified, if fhe fhould (lip into an Error.
This fort of Arguing is mean from a Papift, wheo
holds the Infallibility of the Church; but froma Pro-
teftant who denies it, it appears extremely abfurd.
Where is the Enthufiafm now, with Mr. R. or with the
Anabaptifts ? s Chrift obliged to make new Revelati-
oos to his Church, whenever [he is miftaken,to re-
caimher ? Isit not fufficient that he has given his
Word, as the Ruleand Meafure by which to try all
Do&rines and Pra&ices? And is Mr. R. refolv'd tobe
Eovern’d by the Pra®ice of the Church, rather than
y the Divine Word ? And if the Church be inan
Error, muft all the Members of it be reclaim’d from
their Error at ouce, or at leaft the greateft part of
em, before Mr. R. will think fit to part with bis
Miftakes? Heftill goes on: ““ He (7.e. Chrift) s
“ {lill raifing up fome to vindicate the Caufe of Infants
“ againft the Devil, who feeks their Defltru®ion 3 and
¢ the Antipedobaptifts their Enemies, who would de-
“ prive ’em of Salvation. It i1s not enongh for this
Gentleman to compare the Antipedobaptifls to Bealls,
as hedoes in his Epiflle Dedicatory, but now they
muft be join’d with the Decvil, as the mortal Enemics
of Infants. Their Charatter muft needs appear very
black, who are reprefented to be as malicious and cru-
¢l as the Devil himfelf. The Devil (it feems) feeks the
Deftruttion of Infants, and the Antipedobaptifts are
their Enemies who would deprive "em of Salvation 5 and
Mr. R. is oneof thofe (if we may believe him)
whom Chrilt has rassd up againft the Devil and the
Antipedobaptifpis. 1 know not what Succefs Mr. R.
romifes himfelf againft the Devil in this Controverfy ;
at I'le venture to fay, thatin oppofing the Anabap-
tiftsin this Book, be often ufcs tic Weapons of the
Accnfer
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Chap.4. Accifer of the Bretbren, 1 mean thofe of Calumny
LN and Detra®tion, from whence the * Devil has bis
Name. And as for the Anabaptifts, I hope they wil
rather fuffer the worft his Tongue or Pen canattempt,
than ule theirs after the fame manner. Bat if here
ally thinks he is raisd up by Chrift to pour out fuch
Reproaches upon thofe who love the Holy Name and
Truth of Chrift, be feems not far from that Eathufi
afm, he with {o little appearance of Reafon im
putes to others 3 and he would do well to confider, if
on this occafion be is not guilty of taking the venera-
ble Name of our Saviour i vain,
But let us follow bhim thro the next Paragraph,
which beginsthus: ¢ Indeed had thefe new Teachers,
‘¢ who pretended to difcover this new Doctrine (that
 Infants were not to be admitted to Baptifm, and
“ that the Church was in an Error in {o doing) had
““ they (I fay) been Men divinely infpir’d (for thei
¢ pretended Revelations were but Diabolical Deluf-
“ ons, and an Hypocritical Cheat) had they had the
“ Gift of Tongues, and the Power to work Miracles,
“ or could by any extraordinary way ,either Prophet:-
“ cal or Apoftolical, manifeft the verity of their
““ Principles, fome rcafon there had been to bearken
“ tothis new Do&rine. Would not any Man think in
reading this Paffage and what goes before, that the A-
nabaptifts pretended to difcover a new Doctrine by
tmmediate [nfpiration and new Revelations ¢ whereas
they profels to found what they hold on the Holy
Scripture, and are willing to have their Do&rine try’d
by that Rule, as has beenfaid before. Hegoes on :
““ But when (I fpeak without Slander, andin the fe.
“ quel fhall make it good) their Authors were the vi-
“ left Wretches, Hereticks, Blafphemers, Liars, Re-
“ bels, Murderers, Adulterers, facrilegious Perfons,
€ ignorant Mechanicks, and impudent Vagabonds,
“ and their whole Do&rine but a.Medley of antient
“ Herefies revived ; who in a calm Mind, with a f-
““ rious Confcience, can follow fuch Teachers, wbo
“ are branded with the Marks of the Father of

o —— v

¥ AaCoa@- calumniator, ¥ fiafarrw calumnior.‘
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