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¢ Iies, and not of the Haly and good Spirit of Chap.4.
“« G2 y #0 P ARy

If Chrift was the Author of this Do®rine of the
Anabaptiits, with which Mr. R. is {o difpleas'd,
then all the noife he makes about the pretended Au-
thors of it, on whom he beftows all this angry Rhe-
torick, comes to nothing. If fome Men who have
been guilty of any of the Crimes he mentions, have
held ﬁ)is or any true Do&rine, their Knowledg may
have agpravated their Guilt, but not leflen’d the Value
of the Truth they knew. 1 would fuppofe Mr. R. here
{peaks only of the Anabaptifts in Germany, of whom he
treats in the latter part of Lis Book (becaufe he fays
ina Parenthefis, inthe Sequel he (hall make it good)
Bat if he means them alone, with what Juftice can he
fpeak thus of the Modern Anabaptifts promifcuoullv
with them, as hedoes in this and the next Page, and
in manv other Places? He puts this Queftion to
them: ¢ Why fhould wereje® the Communion of
“ Saints, and follow them whofe Principlesare He-
“ retical, whofe Pratices are immoral, and whom
“ we believe %uided by a Spirit of Errorand Delufi-
“ on ? He had need tell us he fpeaks without Slan-
der, when he takes foch Meafures as thefe to defame
thofe whom he calls his Brethren, However in ename-
rating o many immoral Characers, he might have left
out that of Mechanicks; for there is no great evil that
I know of in being a Mechanick, unlefs every thing be
a Crime in an Anabaptift.

He proceeds : “ This Wifdom defcendeth not from
“ above, bur is Earthly, Senfual, Devililh. But
“ the Wifdom that is from above, isfirlt pure,
“ then peaceable, gentle and eafly to be entreated,
“ fallof Mercyand good Fruits, without Partiality
“ without Hypocrify ; and the Fruit of Righteouf-
“ pels is fown in Peace, of them thatmake Peace,
% Fam, 3. 14, 17, 18. Let the Anabaptifts examine
“ their own Confciences, whether they can claim
“ this Heavenly Wifdom. Mr. R, had jult before
been calling ’em ignorant, and now he fays this Wi/-
dom defcends not from above, 1 know not what he
means by their Wildom, unlefs it be their Doctrine,
for there feems no good Conne&ion bctwccr{ éhc(l"'i:
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Chap.4. Wordsand thole before,  And in the next Paragrapd
WV he asks them, if the Baptifin of Infantsis from Hes
ven ? Himfelf fuppoling that it is from thence 5 fo that
by the Oppofition he makes of his own Opinion to
the Do@rine of the Anabaptifts, it feems that he ac-
counts the latter not to dejcend from above, but the
former to be from Heaven. But be ought to be cautions
how he calls that Do&rine Earthly, Senfual and Devie
lifh, which bhas a good Foundation inthe Word o
God, as we have already made appear: If he means
any heretical Do@rines that he has charg’d on them,
I (hall confider them in a fitter place, and defire Mr,
R, at prefent to review the Texts of Scripturehe has
here cited (toule hisown Words) with a calm Mind
and a [erious Confcience , and then (as he advifes o-
thers) let him examine his own Conicience, whether
be can claim this Heavenly Wifdom.

He now threatens the Anabaptifts with a2 Dilemma,
¢ The Dilemma (fays he) which Chrift put to the
““ Yews concerning the Baptifm of Fohn, A, 21. 23,
“ may not unfitly be put to our Anabaptifts, The
“ Baptifm of Infants, is it from Heaven or of Men?
“If from Heaven, why do you not pradife it!?
“ Why do you gainfay it? If you fay of Men,
“ why fhould we believe you? The whole Church
¢ of Chrift fince the Apoftle’s time tellify againit you,
“ Why fhould we forfake the Holy Catholick Church
“ that is guided by the Spirit of Truth ¢ Why fhou
‘“ we reje@® the Commanion of Saints, and follow
“ you, whofe Principles are heretical, whole Pradices
“ are immoral, and whom we believe guided by 2
“ Spirit of Error and Delufion ? If Mr. K. puts this
Queition to the Anabaptifts, The Baptifm of Infants,
354t from Heaven or of Men ? he may be fure they'l
anfwer of Men, whether be’l believe them or
tilt he brings fome Teftimony from the Word of God
to proveit to be from Heaven. Nor has he yet prov’(!
it to bave been fpra&is’d by the Catholick Church ever
fince shetime of the Apoftles, or that the Churchof
Chrift is (o guided by the Spirit of Trutb, that ber
Dictates are an infallible Rule tolead Men into all
Truth. Till thefe things are fet in a clear Light, the
Anabaptifts may well return him the Queflion, The

Bapti/m
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Baptifm of Infants, isit from Heaven or of Men? 1f Chap.4.

Men, why is he for the Pradtice of it? If from /NN
Heaven,why does he not prove it ¢ Why thould he be
believed, when the Comamiflion of Chrift, the PraQice
of the Apoftles and Primitive Chriftians, feem to
teftify againft him ? *Tis well Mr. K. lets us know
that he is of the Churchof England in feveral Places
of his Book, fince he fometimes borrows fuch Argu-
ments from the Church of Rome, as very little become
a Proteftant. For if we muft depend onthe Prattice
of the Church, to guide us intoall Truth, we fhall
have no great occafion for the Scripture; but then we
fhall fall under the unhappy Neceffity of turningover
a Mulritude of Authors, to know wl%at has been the
Univerfal Practice of the Church, unles Mr. R. will
affure us, that the Univerfal Vogue of the Church
sow extantin the Werld will fuffice usfor a Rule 5 and
even then we fhall be at a mighty Lofs again to_know
what is univerfally held by the Cburch, and what
Coutfe totake in thofe Matters, wherein the Senti-
ments of particalar Churches (which make up the Uni-
verfal) sreoppofite to each other, And agreat Num-
ber of other Queftions will need to be decided, to fix
this pretended Rule of the Practice of the Chuarch.
Now our Author affures us, thatthe Anabaptifts are a
Company of illiterate Mechanicks, therefore it would
be very hard to put 'em upon a refearch fo very labo-
rious to the Learned, but impofiible to the Illiterare,
to ftate this Rule; awd if that could be done, it
would be a difficalt matter to convince ‘em, that a-
oy Rale can be fo goodasthat of the Holy Scripture ;
(o that all Mr. K. fays, will fcarce make them puta
Jefs Value on their Bibles.

The Subftance of his next Paragraph has been au-
fwer'd before, therefore I fhall only make oue Remark
onit: He fays, * When Perer baptized three thoufand
 in oneday, who embrac'd the Promifes of the Gof-
¢ pel; Will any Man conclude they rejeed their
% Children, €-c ¢ By the way, the Text dozs not tell
him that Perer baptized them all ; but I obferve, there
is no doubt to be made, that Mr. R. here grants the

000, whofe Baptifin is fpoken of in the fecond

hapter of the s of the Apoltles, ta have been
H Adult

P. z2c.
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Chap.4. Adult Perfons, becaufe he fays they embraced thx
VYN Promiles of the Gofpel, and diftinguithes ’em from

Infants, in faying, Will any Man conclude they re

jected their Children ? &¢c.” And in the next Para
gragh he endeavours to fhew thatInfants can’t be favd
without being added to the Church, which he thinks
is done by Baptifin. Now fince the Text tells us only
of 3¢00 Souls added to the Church; and Mr. R%
Words plainly fhew thefe were all Adult Perfons,
with what Colour can he pretend that all their In-
fants were admitted to Baptifin at the fame time!
Were they admitted to Baptifm and not added to the
Church ; when he makes being baptized, and being
added to the Church, the fame thing ;, or at leaft the
latter, the neceffary and immediate Confequence of
the former? Or were they added to the Church to-
gether with the 30co Adult Chriftians, and vet did
not encreafe the Number 2 If all that were baptized
were added tothe Chureh, and yet only 30co Adult
Perfons were added, will any Man conclude that z-
ny Infants were baptized at this time? So that Mr,
K. has by coufequence granted, that no Infonts were
baptized with the 3000, in the fecond of the Adts of
the Apofiles, and yet preflumes none will conclude fo.
If he 1s not willing to conclude according to his own
Prennfes, 1 hope otliers may have the liberty to draw
fuch a Conclufion for Lim.

His next Balinefs is to fhew more particularly how
cruel the Anabaptifts are to their Children, in denying
»om Baptifm : this, according to him, is a5 much as i
them Lies, to [eparare them from Chrift, and a it
weve pluck themonr of bis Arms, offering them grearer
Lijury than to dafhy them againft the Stones 5 ‘tistode
them Church-Communiony and to deprive Peaple of al
Joiitd bopesof their Sulvation sy for without Chusich-Com
sninion where it canbe bad, he fays he knows no Salya-
tioin, Thisistocut off Infants from the Church, like
thole Who intheir beat cut of a Tribe from Iiracl. And
therefore in a pathetick manner he exhorts them to e
pent of their indifcrect and blind, if nor malicions and
proudy Zieal, drenching themfelves with a Baptifm of Tears

Joir deiiying the Church the Baptifm of Infants. " n the
nest Laragraph he allo dectares, That be can’t witho
Aftonifp-
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Afonifiment reflect on the Cruelty of the Antipedoba ]
tifts taﬂ their C}‘zvildren, and thanks God thep hazg %‘4\)
vat the Power of exercifing this Cruclty on other Chil-

dren. And fays, ’tis hard to [ay what account they

will giveto God at the laft Tribsnal, for their execrable
Injury to their own Children : Aud that be believes the

ewith Woman, who in the Wars of Jerufalem

led her Child and eat it, will be more excufable, be-

caufe [he only killed the Body and that for Food, in a
time of extreme Famine but thefe kill the Soul in a
timeof Plenty, when all our Church-doors Rand open, and
the Fent next the Door, toadmir Infantsinto theChurch's
Communion,

"Tis eafy for any one to fee, that Mr. R. by thefe
Expreflions, and thofe of the like kind fcatter'd up and
down his Book, delizns to render the Anabaptifts odi-

by reprefenting them as gwlty of the grearefk
Cruelty in deflroying the Souls of their own Chil-
dren; and that to prove thi he proceeds onthe tol-
lowing Principles: w:z. 1. That baptifm is abtolutely

neceflary to Salvation, atleaft that there 1s no foun
Bope of the Salvation of thofe whodie unbaptized:
2. That the Salvation or Damnation of Infants de-
pends on the Will of their Parents, thatthey are fa.
ved if they prefent them to be baptized, but damn’d
if they omit it; for without fuppofing thefe Princi-
ples, 1 know nor what fenfe can be made of his Words ¢
and yet the former of thefe Principles he condemins in
the clofe of his firft Chapter, and eliewhere explodes
it asone of theErrors of the Anabaptiils, tho we
have fhewn their Sentiments to be far fromit. And
for the latter Principle, ’tis moit ablurd, and highly
injurious to the Honour of the Divine Grace and Mer-
ty; nor does he attempt to make any proof of it
And yet unlefs thefe Principles be made good, his Ac-
cufation of Crauelty falls tothe grodnd. Belides, he
puts very hard things onthe Anabaptiils, in that one
while he will allow Baptifm to none but the Infants of
Chriftian Parents, and vet at another time wiil have
the Anabaptifts bring their Infants to Baptilm, tho
themfelves are not Chriftians in his «llecrn; or
elfe he makes them barbaronfly cruel, and calls them to
Repentauce on that accovne — Muit they repent of o-
i munng
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Chap.4. mitting tha§ which, by his own Principles, ought not
one !

VN tobe

Eph. a. 3.

Ifthey are not Chriftians themfelves, what
right have their Infants to Baptifm? and if thefe
have no right, where’s the Crime in not admitting ‘em
to that to which they have no right ? Nay, wouldit
not ratherbe a Crime to bring ’em to an Ordinance,
to which they have no Title ? One would think Mr,
R. and the Anabaptifts fhould be agreed in this mat-
ter, tho on different Principles: He thould be againft
the Baptifmof their Infants, becaufe he thinks the
Parentsare not Chriltians, asthey areagainft the Bap-
tifm of theit own Children, bezcaule they account em
not qualified Subje@s for that Ordinance.

But while he argues for Infant-Baptifm, becaufe he
conclades it adds ‘em to the Church, and againft
the Cruelty of the Anabaptifts, becau'e by not bapti-
zing them, he fuppofes they cut them off from the
Church ; he forgats that they can’t be cat off from
the Chuzeh, if they were never added toit.  Where's
the Cruelty in not adding them to the Church by Bap-
tilm, if they were added to it before 2 And if they
were never added to the Charch,where’s the Cruelty in
cutting ‘em off from that to which they were never
join’d? When Mr. R.is at leifure, he may, if he thinks
fit, try to reconcile thefe things together.

He farther argues, that “ Infants are either
¢ Chiift’s Difciples and Servants, or the Devil’s Pe-
“‘ pils and Slaves. That theyare Chrift’s Servants he
“ fays, they (5, e. the Anabaptifts) loudly deny;
: that they are the Devil's Slaves, they are loth to
¢ confefs, but where fhall we find 2 Medium ? The
Anabaptifts have reafon to think that Infants, even
thofe that defcend from believing Parents, are by Na-
ture Children of Wrath, even s others. They  think
it their Duty to pray for their Children, that they
may become the Difciples and Servants of Chrift, and
to inftru them, as they grow capable of Inftrudi
on in the Principles and 'Duties of the Chriftian la-
lhtunon:,. but they can’t make a Judgment that they
are the DerlglCS and Servants of Chrift, till they
make a credible Profeffion of his Do®&rine, and are wik
ling to deny themfelves, to follow and obey bim, ac

cording
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cording tothe Rule given us in the Holy Scripture, Chap..
by which to judg of bis Diftiples and™ Servants ; /v
for Chrift fays, Whofocver doesnot bear bis Crofs and 2“ ¢ 14-
come after bim, cannot be his Difciple.  And bis Ser- Rg;n 616
vants ye are whom ye obey ({ays the Apofile) whether —
cffSin unto Death, or of Obedience unto Righteouf-
nefs.
~ "Mr. R. purfues his Defign to expofe the Cruelty of
the Anabaptifts, in the following Words: *“ When I
“ fee (fays he) the Piety of fome Fews, who braught
“ Jittle Children unto Chrift, that be fhould put his
“ Hands upon them and pray, M. 19, 13. When |
“ fee him rebuking his Difciples (as we do the Ana-
“ baptift;) for oppofingit; when I hear his Command
“ ontheir behalf, Suffer lirtle Children to tome unto
“ me: When I confider his Negative Inhibition to
“ the Antipadobaptif, amd forbid them nct : When 1
“ yremark the Argument he gives, For of fuch is the
“ Kingdom of Heaven: When 1 read, he layshis
“ Hands on them and bleffeth them, nay both his
* Hands, giving them a double Blefling ; I cannot
“ withont Aftonifhment refle® on the Cruelty of the
“ Antipedobaptiits to their Children, in denying ‘em
¢« the initiating Ordinances of coming to Chrift.
Here "tisto be obferv'd, that Mr, K. does not only
taks opon him to rebuke the Anabaptifts, as Chrift did
his Dil‘ciﬁlcs, and with much greater Severity, but
trns Chrift’s Words to his Difciples againlt them
too, when he fays Forbid them nor, (peaking of the
little Children that fome were bringing to him. For
Mr. R. fays, this Negative Inbibition (fo he terms it)
wai to the Antipedobaptift. 1 fuppofe he bardly grants
that Chrift’s Difciples were Antipedobaptiits, but
pretends that what Chrift faid to his Difciples, may as
well extend to thofe who deny Baptifm to Infants.
Bur how can this affe& the Anabaprifts, when thereis
nothing in the Text that intimates, that thefe Chil-
dren were baptized, nor in either of thetwo other
Evangelifts Mark and Luke, whd record the fame
Story ? *Tis evident that they were brought to
Chrift, that he 1aid bis Hands on em and blefled "em,
not that he baptized them ; nay we are exprefly told,
that Fefus bimff!f did net baprize : Nor does Chéiﬁ Johu g
H 3 ordes



102

Chap.4.

Luk. 18.
17,
Mar, 1o.

1s.

Remarks on Mr. R’s third Chapter,

order them to be brought to his Apofties that they
might baprize them, but to himfelf that he might lay

his’ﬁandson them. And when our Saviour fays of

Jret is the Kingdom of Heaven, if he moans the

Kingdom of Glory belongs to fueh, ’tis a Principle
the Anabaptifts do notin the Jealt denv., however
Mr. R, mifreprefents them : and if he means by the
Kingdom of Heaven the Chriftian Church, they grant
that thofe who refemble little Children in Docility,
Humility, Innocence and the like Vertuaes, are interef-
fed in the Kingdom of Grace; for the word 7og7er
will very well bear this fenfe : and that which two of
the Evangelifts report our Saviour to have added at the
fame time, juftifies this Interpretation, Ferily I fay un-
to you, Whofoever fall not receive the Kingdom of God
as a litle Coild, fhall in no wife enter therein,
Nor can Mr.R. (I fuppofe) ealily prove, becaule
thefe Children reccived Jmpofition of Hands from
Chrift, that this is an initiating Ordinance to intro-
duce Infants into the Church y neither would fuch an
Attempt be confifient with his Affirmatiou i1 the next
Paragraph, that the Holy Ghoft hath left no other
initiating Sacrament befides Baptifm.
Mr. R. mifquotes the Text when he fays, he reads
that Feremiabwas fanitified from the Womb, Jer. 1.
The Words are thus, Before I formed thee inthe
Belly, Iknew thee ;, and before thow cameft forth out of
the Womb, I [anftified thee, and I ordained thee a Pro-
phet unto the Nations. Now becaufe this Prophet is
faid to have been fan®ified before he was born, to
fignify God’s Defignation of him to the Oftice of a
Prophet, muit it needs follow that Infants have a
right to Baptifm ? I Feremiah was fanctified be
fore his Birth, isit thence to be infer’d, that others
are fan@ified after the fame manner? then they muit
be ordain’d Prophets too, as he is faid to have been
before his Birth. Or becaufe he was fanQified in one
fenfe before he was born 5 Does it follow that other
unborn Infapts are ﬁn&iﬂcd in another ? And if this
fuppos'd San@ification gives ‘em an immediate Title
to Baptifin, why are they not baptized before they are
borntoo ?

W hich
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Which brings to mind a Canon of the Council of Chap.4.
Neacefarea, held in the beginring of the fourth Cen-
tury, by whichit eems there were fome in that time,
who thought if a Woman with Child were baptized,
the Chitd was to be accounted baptized as well as the
Mother. The Canon thus determines * concerning 4
Womanwith Child, that fie ought to be illuminated (i.
e. baptized) when fbe defiresst 5 for inthis there is no
Communion between the Woman with Child and the
Child fhe goes with, becaufe the proper choice of each
Perfon fhonld be difcovered, and that by a Profeffion,

Upon which Zonaras thus comments T, “ The
¢ Canon fays, Women with Child ought to be bap-
¢ 2ed whenthey defireit.  And becaufe fomeaffirm’d
“ that confequently the Childin the Womb is bapti-
“ zed with the Mother, and hasno need to be bapri-
¢ zed after itis born, left it (hould feem to be twice
“ baptized ; thofe Words are added [For in this
% there isno Communion between the Woman with Child,
 and the Child fhegoes with] which is as much as to
“ fay, for fhe alone is counted worthy of Holy Bap-
“ ti%m, and not the Child by means of her, becanfe
“ asthe Canonfays, the choice of each Perfon is re-
“ quird by a Profetlion to become conformable to
“ Chrift 5 and by this ’tis difcovered, whether they
¢ offer themfelves to Holy Baptiim with a willing
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“ Mind. Now feeing the unborn Child isnot cagabl_c
apti-

VYN of Choice, neither may we account it

2 Chk‘on.
34. 1,2,3.

2 Tim, 3.

¢ zed ; fothat it will afterwards need Baptifm, when
““ it comes to be capable of choofing. _ .

1 am much miftaken if the Reafon mention’d in this
Canon, and explained in the Commentary upon it,
is_not as valid againft the Admiffion of New-born, as
of Unborn Infants to Baptifm : Since they are equal-
ly uncapable of making a choice, anda Profeflion of
the Chriftian Religion ; which are here fufficiently de-
clared to be neceflary to the Participation of that Or-
dinance. _

But to return to Mr. R. As to what was faid to
Zechariah, that Sobn the Baptift fhould be filled with
t17¢ Floly Ghoft from bis Mother’s Womb, Luke 1.15.
It was an extraordinary Promife conicerning an extra-
ordinary Prophet, and will by no means reach the
Cafe of other Infants, concerning whom we havenv
fuch Revelation; nor if we had, would it authorize
any Man to baptize them without a Divine Inftitution.
What he adds of Samuel's worfhipping the Lord in
Shilsh, and miniftring unto the Lord betore E/i, (hews
that Children ought to be early inftructed in Religion,
but will hardly prove Infant-Baptifin or their Charch
Commanion, {ince even the Circumcifion of Infants un-
der the Law (as we have fhewn before) proves not
their Title to Baptifm under the Gofpel. What he
adds of Fofisb’s reforming Relicion at eight years
old, is a Miftake;, for he was eight years old when be
began to reign, and in the 12th vyear of his Reign he
began to reform Fudah and Ferufalem; {fo that he was
in the 2oth year of his Age when he began that Re-
formation. How much this makes far the Canfe Mr.
R. defends, ’tis eafv to judg. Nor does Timoroy’s
Knowledg of the Holy Scriptures from a Child, which
e alledges to fupport it, make much more to his
purpofe ; forif his Knowledg of the Holv Scriptures
fhould be allowed to have qualified him for Baptifm,
then “tis to be hop'd Mr. R. will grant that a Know-
ledg of the Holy Scripture at leaft is ftill neceflary
toqualify Children for that Ordinance. And when
heis advancd thus far, it will beproper to difcourfe
with him abeot the degree of Knowledg fufficient to

de-
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denominate a Child a Difciple of Chrift. He bext Chap.s.
urges, wviz. that the Holy Child Fefus in his In. A~
fancy was bronght into the Temple by his Parents,
to prefent him to the Lord, Luke2. 22. but the
following Verfe may fatisfy him it wasto folfil that
[aw, which ordained that every AMale that opened the
Waomb, fhould be called Holy to the Lord; which 1
fuppofe he’l grant was a Ceremonial Law, long fince
abrogated and nail’d to the Crofs of Chrilt : and be
knows our Saviour was not baptized before he was A-
dult. After this he declares he ** can’t be fo uncharitable,
“ as to judg Infants uncapable of Church-Commurion,
“ baving fo many Inftances of eminent Kings, Prophets
# and Bithops, nay the Holy Jefus himfelf, dedicated to
“the Lord by his Parents. And it were to be wifh'd,that
he who pretends to be fo charitable to Infants, to judg
’em capable of Baptifm and Church-Communion on
fuch Proofs as thefe, would not be fo uncharitable as
to call the Anabaptifts by fo many ill Names, becanfe
they are not fagacious enough to fee the Forceof his
Reafoning ; efpecially fince afrer all this Noile of Cru-
efty, and what he prefently adds of tempring Heaven,
and running the bazard of the Salvation of fuch Chil-
dren as are unbaptized, and of God’s direful Indig-
nation to themfelves, to fright the Parents ; he grants
that ’tis a difputable Point.  Ard where’s his wonder-
ful Charity than to contend with o much Bitternefs,
about what himfelf canfefles tobe a difputable Point ?
Is the matter fometimes fo clear, that it canbe no-
thing but the Obftinacy of the Anabaptifts that biu-
ders their Convi@ion 3 and is it at lait 1o dubicws, that
‘tis become a difputable Point evenin Mr, K’s accouut ¢
One would hope he begins to be fenfible of the Weak-
nels of his own Argoments, but he’s foon warm'd a-
gain with his returning Paflions 3 and in the next
Breath they that differ from him in this difpatable mat-
ter, are Phanatick Apoflares, and noify illiterare Mde-
chanicks. He concludes this Chapter, in giving us an
account of God’s Anger againft Mboes, for omitting
to circumcife bis Son at the Perfuafion of his Wife 5 and
infers from thence the great Hazard of refuling Bap-
tfmto Infants: andl clofe my Anfwer to it with

this Remark, That God is fo jealous of the Honour[o_f
L1



106 Reflections om Mr. R’s fourth Chapter.

Chap.s. his Worlhip, that thereis no more Realon to exﬂg&

LA Impunity, in offering him that Religious Service which
he has not required at our hands, than in omiting.
that which he has commanded ; and as Aefes (in'd 1o
negle&ing to do what God had ordain’d, fo they are
not imocent, who are forward to fubftitute their owa
Inventions in the rgem of his Precepts.

CHAP V.

Refleitions on Mr. R’s fourth Chapter, enti-
tulea, Of the Catabaptifts, and the 1m-
pious Confequences of denying their for-
mer Baptifm,

T‘/ R. R. not content, that the People againft whom
** % he writss, fhould pals thro the World without
varrety of Names, among others gives ’em that
«f Curabaptifts 3 and this Chapter 1s efpecially deftin'd
to deleribe them under that Name, which he tells us
Chap., 2. was uled by the Germ.an Writers, Heknows
(I fuppofc) that hard Names go a great way to excite
wuonitrous ldeas in'the Minds of fome People.

He mtroduces the Catabaptifls, as he is now pleas'd
to call 'em, objeding againft fomewhat he had faid be.
fore againft the tteration of Baptifin, after this manner :
 But faith the Catabaptift, thofe who havebeen bapti-
¢ zed inInfancy, were notbaptized atall;, this Bap-
*“ tifm they muft renounce and be rebaptized, other-
““ wife they can't befav’d. And by this Reprefenta-
tion one might think thefe Catabaptifts a People very
abfurd and inconfiftent with themfelves 5 but why they
thould for that be the Obje@sof Mr. R’s Averfation,
is another Queltion, fince he makes ’em reafon fo much
in his ownMethod ;5 firlt be brings ’em in faying, thofe
who have been baptized in Infancy were not baptized at
all 3 and in the very next words, “that they muft renonnce
ther Baptifm and be rebaptized, Sure thefe Catabap-
tifts arc very unreafonable, to cblige thofe Perfons to

be
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be rebaptized, who have never been baptized at all,
and to make this Rebaptization neceflary to their
Salvation too, And if they talk at this rate, he may
well cry cat,as he does in the following words, O hor-
rible ! But if there be anv occafion of Horror in the
cale, it rifes from his fenfe, rather thin from their
Sentiments. What he means in the Words enfuing
this Exclamation, “ That the High Way to Damna-
“ tion fhould be made the means of Salvation, the
“ Denial of God the Way of feeing his Face, and
¢ the Road to Hell the narrow Pathto Heaven , 1}
know not, unlefs lie woeuld make the Opinion of the
Incapacity of Infauts dualv to receive the Ordinance
of Baptifin, and thatof the Obligation ot the Adale
to fubmit to ity to be the High Wayro Damuatiss,
and the Road to Fell. Bat T wifh he would confider,
whether Infant-Baptiim be the narvow Patn to Hea-
ven, as hzinfiunates, or whethera Preflumption of
their having been made Adembers of Chrift, Childica
of God, and Inbevitorsof the Kingder: of Heawven, by
Baptifm in their Infancy, has not bewn of very ill
Confequence to many Adult Perfons, by making the
Path to Heaven feem leis narrow than Chrifi repre-
fents it 5, and whether he ufes that Charity that be-
comes a Chriftian, in foggefting, that they dewy God,
are in the Road to Hell, and ineoe Figh H/ay to Damn-
nation, who can’t find Awthority from the Word of
God for Infaut-Baptifin, and therefore are baptized
when they believe and repent, as the fume Divine
Word plainly directs.

To confirm his uncharitable Cenfure, hetells us:
“ °Tis the firft Leffon that the Devil tcaches in the
¢ School ot the Exorcitt,that the Witch-Profels te muit
“ firft renounce her Baptifm, before fhe can be a fic
¢ Member for his dark Society 3 and attempts to
draw a Parallel of this Leffonof the Devil, and that
of the Catabaptif? about the Renunciation of Baptifm.,
And fays moreover, * Asthe Witch is faid to read
“ the Lord’s Prayer backwards, fo muft we fay back-
“ wards the Articles of our Baptifmal Stipulation,
¢ before we can according to their Do&rine (7. .
“ of the Catabaptifts) become Members of their
“ heretical Society., I muft confes I am very
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Chap.s. igeorant of the Devik's Ceremonies ufed in the Schao

(./\?fj\) o% the Exorcift, aund of the way of making Witch-Pro-
felytes (as our Author has it) nordo I fee that alf his
Skill in thofe Infernal Myfteries, will excufe him
from Weaknefs of Argument as well as want of Chas
rity, in making fuch a dark Comparifon as this, Asd
when I fpeak of his Skill in thofe Myiteries of Exor.
cifm, [ would not have it thought that Itake him
for a Conjurer: But I fuppole his intemperate Zeal
leads him toall Quarters, to find Arguments againit
the poor Anabaptifts, and he feems to have refolved
like him m the Poet,

Flectere fi nequeo Superos, Acheronta moveba.

Thofe of the Remifp Communion may talk to us
of the wonderful Virtue and Effcacy of their Crof-
fes, Reliques, Holy Water, and thereft of their My-

ftical Ammunition againft the Devil and all his Work

a long time, before we fhould think our felves oblig’
to believe ’em ; becaufe the Word of God gives no
Countenance to their Superftitious Pra&ices: And
the Anabaptifts can’teafily be perfuaded, that Infant-
Baptifm is fo powerful a Charm againft the Devices of
Satan, that Men can't be fir Inflyumems for the De-
vil's Service, without baving formally renounc’d it

The Romanifis indeed, who make Exorcifm one of the
Ritesappertaining to Baptifm, and pretend to conjure
the Devit out of thole who are to be baptized, are
not to be wonder’d at, if they think a Man can't bea
fit Inftrument for the Devil’s Service, till be gives Sa-
tan leave to repoffefs bim, by a Renunciation of that
Baptifm, at the Celebration of which be is fuppos'd to
have been caft ont. But one would not think that Mr,
R. being a Proteftant, (hould bave any regard to the
Charms of Popiih Exorcifts, mach lefs thathe fhauid
afcribe that to Infant-Baptifm as practiled by Prots-
ftants, which is fuperftitioufly attributed to the Exat-
cifin of the Papifts, And if it were an invincible Chardi
againft Witchcraft, why fhould it not be as efficacions
againft other Crimes, unles Mr, R, thinks a Mm
can’t become a fit Inftrament for the Devil’s Service,

any other way than by becoming a Conjurer ? B
t
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Buthow great a Defence foever he fuppofes Infant-
Baptiim may be to any one againft the Powers of Hell,
"tis certain he will not prove the Anabaptifts to be in
aConfederacy with the Devil, and toa& like fo ma-
gy Exorcifts (ashe is pleafed to reprefent em) in op-
.w'mg it, while there is no Inftitution in the Divine

'ord for the Practiec of it. And they haveas little
rea‘on to fear they fhall be charg’d with Witcheraft
on this account, asour Author himfelf has for the In-
vention of this fubtle Argument againft them. Butto
proceed, | |
~ Hg begins the next Paragraph with thefe Words,
“ In our Baptifmal Offces (fays he) whether of
“ Infants or of thofe of riper years, is a Pro-
“ mife on Chrift’s Parr, and on our Part. That
“ on Chrift’s Part is, that by his initiating Sacra-
“ ment we be made Adembers of Chrift, Children of
® God, and Inberitors of the Kingdom of Heaven :
* Oo our part, We venounce the Devil and all bss
“ Works, the Pomps and Vanities of this wicked World,
“ and all the finful Lufts of the Flefh, And we pro-
“ mife that we fhall believe all the Articles of 1he
© Chrifian Faith, and that we will keep God's Holy
“ Will and Commandment s, and walk inthe f{ame allthe
% Days of our Lives. -

Wﬁ:’it Mr, R. means by the Baprifmal Offices, is
eafy to underftand by his following W ords above-reci-
ted, taken out of the Catechifm of the Church of Eng-
land, which alfo refer to what is faid in the Office of
Baptifinin the Book of Common Prayer. And me-
thinks he fpeaks, as if this Office of Baptilm at leaft
were of Divine Authority,; and equalto the Old and
New Teltament, in telling us what Promifes Chrift
makes in it to Infants, as well as to Adult Perfons
when b.}{:tized . For my part I know of no Promifes
of Chrift, but wbat are contain'd in the Holy Scrip-
tare, nor of any Authority the Compofers of Li-
turgies have toapply any one Promife of Chrift to In-
fant-Baptifin. Qur Saviour never annexes 2 Promife to
aay A& which be has not requir'd. And as tothe Promi-
s Mr. R. mentions as made by Infants when baptiz'd,
to renounce the Devil and his Works, ¢c. they are
incapable of entering into fuch Engagements. l1:'md
_ what-

109



110 Reflections om Mr. R’s fourin Cuap.

Chap.5. whatever Obligation is upon them to devote them
LA\ felves to the Service of Chrift when Adult, it dos
not arif from any Promife thev made in Infancy, but
from the . Authority of the Divine Commands 3 for
the Vow of their Sureties could not bind their Con-
{ciences. Every Man onght to pay bisown Vows
fuppofing them to be lawful and poflible 3 and to vow
and promife what is not in our Power to perform, is
great Temerity. And the Vow of one Perfon can't
bind another, without his Confent totake the fame
Obiigation upon him 3 becaufe this would be contrary
to the Nature of a Vow, which isa voluntary, fo-
leran Promife to God, with which a Man binds his
own Soul. And to this purpofe I may cite the Words
of the Learned Bifhop Sanderfon: “ * In perfonal
“ Obligations (fays he) no Man isbound without his
“ own Confent And a little after—a Spiritual
“ Obligation, which 1sin the Confcience, mait needs
¢ be perfonal, as every Man’s Confcience 1s his own ;
““and fuch an Obligation cannot pafs into another
“ Perfon.

If therefore the Vow or Promife of the Sureties
1s made without the Confent of the Infant, and con-
fequently cannot bind his Confcience ; he can’t be
{aid to break that Vow which he never made ; and if
when he becomes Adualt,he refufes folemnly to dedicate
himfelf to the Service of Chrift, ’tis a great Sin, but
not that of Perjury, as fome pretend, for the Breach of
2 Vow fuppofed tobe made in Infancy. But if he de-
fires Baptifm among the Anabaptifts, they arefo far
from putting him upon breaking any V ows and Pro.
mifeshe has really made, to renounce the Devil, the
Vanittes of the World, and Iufts of the Flefh,
to keep Gud’s Holy Commandments, and to adhere
to the Articlesof the Chriftian Faith ; that they will
not admit him to that Ordinance, without a very fo-

* In perfonalibus nemo ligatur fine proprio Confenfir—-—
Obligationem Spiritualem que eft in Conicientia necefle cft
eifle perfonalem, ficur eft fua cuique Confcientia propria, &

quz non paflic tranfire m aliam perfomam.  Sanderfonde Fu-
ramento Prelcél. 4o Seél. g.

lemn
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lemn Promife and Profeffion to the fame purpole ; for Chap.s.
they account the Anfwer of a good Confcicice very '/
neceflary to the Candidates of Baptifm. = So that Mr, 1 Pes-3:
R. does ‘emwrong, in charging them as if they obli- *'*
ged Chriftians in effelt 1o cancel the Areicles of the
Covenant berwixt Chyift and them, to venounce their
Memberhip with him, their Relation to God as his Chil-

dren, and their Right to the Inberit.unce of the K ing-

dom of Heauen &c,’ Tis ftrange that Mr.R, (hould make

the Anabaprifts fo very abinrd as to make it neceflary,

in effe@®, torenounce thofc Articles of Chriftianity,

that Covenant and thofe Religious Promifes, without

the making of which they count none qualified for Bap-

tifm, and yet that he theuld ftrenunoufly plead for Bap-

tifm to be adminifired to fhofe who never took fuch
Obligations, nor are capableof taking ’em upon ’em :

"Tis not hard to judg, whofe Principles appear to have

the moft awful regard to the Solemnity of a Covenant

with Chrift and of fuch Promifes, and on whofe Minds

fuch federal Tranfactionsare likely to make the deep-

eft Imprefiion.  This Gentleman affects tomake mon-

ftrous Pictures, and then pretends to be frighted at

them, that he may amufe other People ; and therefore

he clofes this Paragraph with a pathetick Apaftrophe

“ Tremble O Heavens, and be amazed O Earth, at

“ the impious Conlequences of fuch Do&rine and

“ Pradtice!

But this Complaint ends not here, for he immedi-
ately pretends that to become an Anabaptift, is con-
fequentially to remounce she Floly Trinity, andto turia
Abeiftsor Ariaisy Fewsor Manometans:, and the Rea-
fon he renders for it is, that the Holy Trinity, into
whofe Name Infants are baptized, is a Witnefs of
their Baprifm, the Force of which Argument I cannot
at prefent comprehend.  Does the Baptifm of an A-
dult Perfoninto the Name of the Sacred Trinity, ac-
cording tothe Command of Chrift, fuppofe a Renuu-
ciation of the Bleffed Trinity, and of the Do&rine
of Chritt? Orcan he who calls in queftion the Va-
lidity of Infant-Baptifm, becaufe he finds no Divine
Inftitation of it, be juftly faid to rencunce the Trinity ?
and becaufe he fuppofes the Name of the Sacred Three
has been mifapplied to an A& that wanted Divji{m

-
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Chap.§. Authority ; is it a Renunciation of the Father, Son,
and Holy Spirit, to fubmit to an Ordinance per-
forr?’d in their Name, according to their Prefcripti
on ! ’

He asks whether there are two Gods, one worfhip'd by
the Univerfal Church, the other by the Anabaptifls y as
if Men could not differ about the Adminiftration of
an Ordinance, without worfhipping different Gods,
And again, Is the Sacred individual Trimity (fays be)
divideable berween them and ws? As if ther Arge
ments about Baptifm, tended to divide the Trinity
between the Anabaptifts and Padobaptifts, when there
is nothing like it in the Controverfy ; fqri)oth Parties
agree that this Ordinance is to be adminiitred in the
Name of the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy
Spirit, and ufe the fame Words when they pretendto
baptize, and difpute only about the Subjets of it, and
the Mode of its Adminiftration. Yet after this he has
thefe Words, “ But thefe Hereticks divide the Trini-
“ ty, are in Profeflion Arians, denying the Di-
““ vinity of the Eternal Word, and in rebaptizing us
““ would make uvs like themfelves. By which 'tis obvi-
ous, he defigns firft to make the Anabaptiits pafs for
Enemies tothe Divinity of Chrift, and then tomake
thisthe Reafon of their pretended Rebaptifm, wviz. to
make their Profelytes renounce the Do&rine of the
Triri:ity‘, and fubmit to be baptized into the Arian
Fauk.

Now with what Forehead can Mr. R, advance fucha
Slander as this in a Narion, where the Anabaptifts are
{fo well known, and where their Principles have been
fo plainly declar'd to the World, in the Confeflions
of Faith, which have been pablifh’d by fo great Num-
bers of ‘em the Reader may for his Satista@®ion con-
fult, if he pleafes, that Confefion of Faith, which |
had cccalion to cite before, Chap. 8. Seit. 2. where
theyfav, * The Son of God, the fecond Perfon in
““ the Holy Trinity, being Very and Eternal God,
* the Brightnefs of the Father’s Glory, of one Sub-
“ ftance and equal withhim; who made the World,
‘“ who wpholdeth and governeth all things he hath
““ made 3 did when the Fulnefsof Time was come,take
** upon him Man’s Nature, withall the Effential Pro-

“¢ pertics
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& perties and common Infirmities thereof, yet with- Chap.§-
“ out Sin, being conceived by the Holy Spirit in the
“ Womb of the Virgin Mary ; the Holy Spirit
“ coming down upon her, and the Power of the moft
“ High overfhadowing her ; and fo was made of a
% Woman, of theTribe of Fudah, of the Seed of
“ Abraham and David, according to the Scriptures,
€ So that two whole perfe@ and diftin@& Natures
¢ were infeparably join'd together in one Perfon, with-
¢ out Converfion, Compofition or Confufion ; which
% Perfon is Very God and Very Man, yet one Chrift
% the only Mediator between God and Man. And
Chap. 11. which is entitoled, Of God and of the Hol
Trinity, Seft. 3. they fay, “ Inthis Divine and Inﬁ{
“ nite Being there are three Subfiftences, the Father,
*¢ the Word (or Son) and Holy Spirit, of one Sub-
¥ ftance, Power and Eternity, each having the whole
“ Divine Effence, yet the Effence undivided : the Fa-
“ ther is of none, neither Begotten nor Proceeding ;
“ the Son is Eternally begotten of the Father; the
“ Holy Spirit proceeding “from the Father and the
“ Son. All Infinite without beginning, therefore but
“ ane God, whois not to be divided in Nature, and
% Being ; but diftingnifh’d by feveral peculiar Relative
“ Properties and Perfonal Relations 5 which Do&rine
“ of the Trinity is the Foundation of all our Com-
:: Lqunion with God, and comfortable Dependance on
im,

Mr. R. at the Conclufion of his fourth Chapter,
accounts what be has faid of the Catabaptift 15 very fe-
vere 3 butadds, that he thinks © it a real Truth, a
“ neceflary Confequence, and ought to be a juft Confi-
“ deration t{cia tender Confcience, that iscaaticus of
“ playing faft and loofe with thole fo Holy and Sa-
“ cramental Inftitutions, |

He has Reafon indeed to think what he has faid is
very fevere ; and if it be very fevere, why would he
ufe thisSeverity againft thofe, whom he affe@s one
while to own as his Brethren, tho at another time be
makes them the Enemies of Chrilt? And does he
fuppofe the Name of the Anabaptifts fo littie wortl,

his own Reputation fo irreproachable, that he
may venture to caft the mo(’lc fcandalous Refletions on
(33}
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Chap 6, ’em with Siccels; and that he fhall gain a generd

LA\ Credit in the World towhat hefays, tho he confeffes
he knows notsthe certainty of what he pofitively ad-
vances, but barely thinks ’tis true ? Muft the Repota.
tion of his Neighbours lie at the Mercy of this Gentle-
mar’s Suppofition, when himfelf acknowledges he is
very fewere to’em ? I know not which is moreto be
wondered at, that Airof Confidénce Mr. R. putson,
in affirming thefe very fevere thingsof the Anabap-
tifts without Reafon, or the Air of Modelty and
Caution he affeds, in owninE himfelf very fevere, and
in faving, he thinks what he hasfaidisa real Troth
While he makes what he has faida jult Cenfideration
to caution tender Confciences of playing faft and loofe
with Floly Sacramental Inflitutions; 1 only wifh
would have fo juft a Confideration for his own Advice
as to take that Caution to himfelf, which heis plcas'd
to give toother People.

CHAP VL

An Ansfwer to Mr.R’s fifth Chapter, which
treats, Of Dipping.

HE begins his fifth Chapeer with thefe Words:

¢ As tis peculiar to them to deny Baptifm to In-
“ fants, fo the Mode of Adminiftration is proper only
 to them, which they fay muft be by Dipping. [
this Gentlemman means by this dark Sentence, that the
right Mode of the Adminiftration of Baptifin is to
be found only among the Anabaptifts, why does he
contend with them ! 1f he mentions this as their Al
fertion, why does he like to exprefs it as his own?
As if he chofe to lay afide comman fenfe, as he advi
fes them to lay afide Learning in this Chapter. He
tellsus Dipping isa Crotchet, gewly invented in theit
giddy Brains, and yetthree or four Lines below owris
ghat he can’t trace the Original of this Opinion ; but
he is refolved to find out what he can’t trace, for in the
next Words be tellsus, he “muft attribate it to the



