An Anfwer to Mr.R’s fifth Chapter, 55

g and not Sacrifice, is not rigorous toexa® the Per. Chap.,
rmance of an Ordinance, when there is a natu- L V™I
ral Incapacity in the Subje® to reccive itafter a
manner agreeable to its Inftitution ; he may well be
fappos’d in fuch cafes to accept the Will for the Deed :
but he is {o jealous of the Honour of his Worfhip,
that he has no where allowed Men to alter the Form
of his Inflitutions, toaccommodate them to their fup-
’d Conveniency.
* Dr, Barrow in his Tra®, entituled, The Doc-
trine of theSacraments, difcourling on that of Baptifin
fays, ¢ The A&ion is baptizing or immer{ing in Wa-
¢ ter 5 and that the Merfion in Waterand the Emer-
¢ fion thence, doth figure our Death to Sin, and re-
¢ ceiving a new Life.
Archbifhop Tilletfon | in his Sermon on 2 Tim. 2.
rg. fays, © Antiently thofe who were baptized put
¢ off their Garments, which fignified the putring off
the Body of Sin, and were immerfed and buried
in the Water, to reprefent their Death to Sin ; and
then did rife up again out of the Water, to fignify
their Entrance upon a new Life. And to thele Cuf
toms the Apottle alludes, when be fays, How fhall Rom. 6. 3,
we that ave dead to Sinlive any longer therein? Know 3, 4, $, 6.
ye not that [o many of us a5 were baptized iuto Fefus
¢ Chrift, were baptizedinto bis Death ? therefore we are
“ buried with bim in Baptifm, &c.
t Dr. Burner the prefent Bithop of Salisbury, in
his Expolition of the 39 Articles of the Church of
England, mentioning the Commifiion of our Saviour,
fays, ¢ By the firft teaching or making. of Dilfciples,that
¢ muit go before Baptilm, is to be meant the convinc-
¢ ing the World that Fefus is the Chrift; the true
¢ Mefias, anointed of God, witha Fulnefs of Grace
¢ and of the Spirit without meafure, and fent to be
¢ the Saviour and Redeemer of the World, And
¢ when any were brought to acknowledg this, then
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¥ Dr.1faac Barrow’s Works, vol. 1. pag. 657. & p. 659
Edic. An. 1700,
Y Vid. Vol.I. of the Sermons publifhed in bis Life-gime, ps250,

T Biflop of Sartun, on Artic, 27. pag. 300.
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“ they were to baptize them, to initiate them into this
¢ Religion, by obliging them to renounce all Idolatry
¢ and Ungodlinefs, as well as all fecular and carnal
Lufts 3 and they led them into the Water, and with
no other (Garments but what might cover Natare,
they at firlt laid them down in the Water, as a
Man is laid in a Grave, and then they faid thofe
Words, I baprizeer wafp thee, in the Name of the
Father, Son and FlolyGhoft , then they rais’d them
op again, and clean Garments were puton them:
From whence came the Phrafes of being baptized in-
1o Ckiifi’s Death, of being buvied with him by Bape
tifm iute Deathy of our being rifen with Chrif,
and of our putting on the Lord Fefus Chrift 5 of
pitting off tie old Lfwn, and putting on the new.
After Baptifim was thas performed, the baptized
Perfon was ro befarthzr infiru&ted in all the Specia-
lities of the Chriftian Religion, and in all the Rules
of 1ife that Chrilt had preicribed.

Dr. Forler the prefent Bifhiop of Glocefler, in his
Book entituled The Defign of Chriftianity, mentioning
the Words of the Apoftle, Rom. 6. 4. Therefore we
are Luvied withbimby Baprifm, &c. gives us this Pa-
raphrafe on them, ¢ Thatis (fays hf) Chriftians being
“ plurnged intothe Water in Baptifm, fignifieth their un-
dertaking and obliging themiclves in a fpiritual
Senfe, to die and be buried with Jefus Chrift (which
Death and Burial confift in an urter renouncing
and forfaking of all their Sins) that fo anfwerably
¢ to his Refurreion, they may livea Holy and a God-
¢ lv Life.

Dr. Cave in his Primitive Chriftianity tells us, © The
¢ Party to be baptized was wholly immerged or put
¢ under Water, which was the almoft conftant and
¢ univerfal Cuftom of thofe Times, whereby they
¢ did more notably and fignificantly exprefs the three
¢ great ends and effe&s of Biptifn : for asin Immer-
¢ fion there are in a manner three feveral A&s, the
¢ putting the Perfon into Water, his abiding there
¢ for alittle time, and his rifing up again; fo by
¢ thefe were reprefented Chriit’s Death, Burial
¢ and Relurre®ion, and in Conformity thereunto our
“ dying unto Sin, theDeftr “ion of its Powcr,‘ and
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An Anfwer to Mr. Rs fifth Chapter. 159

¢ our Refurre@ion to a new Courfeof Life, &c, Chap.G.
Dr. Towerfon * treating of the Sacrament of Bap- W/ VY™

tifm, having fpokenof Water in Baptilin asa Sigi i

re[pelt of that cleanfiag quality which is natural to i,

addsthefe Words: € One other particular there is,

¢ wherein1 have faid the Water of Baptiim to have

¢ been intended as a Sign, and that is, in refpe&® of

¢ that manner of Application which was fometimes

¢ us’d, I mean the dpping or plunging the Party bapii-

¢ zedinit, a Signification which St. Pad will not {uf-

¢ fer thofe to forget, who have been acquainted with

¢ his Epiftles. For with reference to that manner of

' baptizing, we find bim affirming, that we are buri- Rom. 6. 4.

¢ ¢d with Corift by Baptifm into Dcath, that like s

© Chrift wasraisdup from the Dead by the Glory of the

¢ Fatber, even fo we alfo fhould walk in Newnefs of

¢ Life, &c. To the fame purpofe, or rather yet

¢ more clearly, doth that Apoftle difcourfe, whete he Col. 2. 12,

¢ tells us, that as we are buried with Chrift in Bap-

¢ tifim, fowe do thercin rife allo with bim, through the

¢ Faith of the Operation of God, whe bathira:s'd him

¢ fromthe Dead. For what isthisbut to fay, that as

¢ ‘the Defign of Baptifn was to oblige Men to con-

¢ form fo far to Chrift’s Death and Refurre®ion, as

¢ to die unto Sin, and to live again anto Righteour-

¢ nefs; fo was it performed by the Ceremony of Im-

¢ merfion, that the Perfon immerfed might by that

¢ very Ceremony, which was no obfcure Image of a

¢ Sepulture, be minded of the precedent Death, as in

¢ like manner by hiscoming again out of the Water,

¢ of his rifing from that Death to Life, after the Ex-

¢ ampleof the Inftitutor thereof?
A hittle lower be enquires, whether the Water of

Baptiim onght to be applied by Immerfion, or by that or

an Afperfion or Effufiony © Which (fays he)is a more

¢ material Queftion, than it is commonly deemed by

¢ us, who have been accuffomed to baptize by a bare

¢ Effufion or Sprinklirg of Water upon the Party.

¢ For in things which depend for their Force upou the

* Towerfon's Explication of the Catechijm of the Church of
England. Of Bupiym, p. 20,21, 22.
‘mere
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¢ mere Will and Pleafure of him who inftituted ‘em,
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there ought, no doubt, great regard to be had to
the Commands of him who did fo, as without which
there is no reafon to prefume we fhall receive the
Benefit of that Ceremony, to which he hath been
pleas’d to annex it. Now, what the Command of
Chrift was in this Particular, cannot well be doubt-
ed of by thofe who fhall confider, Firft the Words'
of Chrift concerningit, and the Pra&ice of thofe
Times, whether in the Baptifm of Fobn or of our
Saviour. For the Words of Chrift are that they
(hould baptize or dip thofe whom they made Difciples
to him (for fo no doubt the Word Bar7ilew proper-
ly fignifies) and which is more, and not without
its weight, that they fhould baptize them into the
Name of the Father, and of the Son, andof the
Holy Ghoft ; thereby intimating fuch a Wafhing,
as fhould receive the Party baptized within the very
Body of that Water, which they were to baptize
bim with. Tho, if there could be any doubt
concerning the Signification of the Words in them-
felves, yet would that doubt be removed, by con-
fidering the Pra&ice of thofe times, whether in the
Baptifm of Fobn orof our Saviour. For fuch as
was the Pratice of thofe times in baptizing, f{uch
in Reafon are we to think our Savicur’s Command to
have been concerning it, efpecially when the Words
themfelves incline that way, there being not other-
wile any means, either for thofe or future times, to
difcover his Intention concerning it. Now what the
Practice of thofe Times was as to this particular,
will need no other Proof, than their reforting to
Ravers, and other fuch like Recepracles of Waters
for the Performance of that Ceremony, as that too
becaufe there was much Water there. For f{o the
Scripture doth notonly affirm concerning the Bap-
tifin of Fobn, but both intimates concerning that
which our Saviour adminiftred in Fudea gbecaufc
making Fohn’s Baptifm and his to be {0 far torth of
the fame fortg and exprelly affirms concerning the
Baptifm of the Eunuch, which is the only Chriftian
Baptifm the Scriprure is any thing particular in the

Alt. 8.38. ¢ Pefcription of : The Words of S, Luske bein% that

both
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¢ both Philip and the Eunuch went down into a cer- Chap.6.
¢ tain Water, whichthey met with in their Journy,
¢ in order to the baptizing of the latter, For what
¢ need would there have been either of the Baptift’s
¢ reforting to great Confluxes of Water, orof Phi-
¢ lip and the Eunuch’s going down into this, were it
not that the Baptilmboth of the one and the other,
was to be perform’d by an Immerfion ? A very little
Water, aswe know it doth with us, fufficing for
an Effufion or Sprinkling. But befide the Words
of our Blefled Saviour, and the concurrent Pra&ice
of thofe Times, wherein this Sacrament was inftitu-
ted, itis inmy Opinion of no lefs Conlideration,
that the thing ﬁﬁniﬁed by the Sacrament of Bap-
tifm, cannot otherwife be well reprefented thanby
an Immerfion, or atleaft by fome more general way
of Purification, than that of Effufion or Sprinkling,
For tho the Pouring or Sprinkling of a little Wa-
ter'upon the Face may fuffice to reprefent an inter-
nal Wafhing, which feems to be the general End
of Chrift’s making ufe of the Sacrament of Bap-
tifm, yet can it not be thought to repreflent fuch an
entire wafhing as that of New-born Infants was, and
as Baptifm may feem to have been inténded for, be-
canfe reprefented as the Laver of our Regeneration : Tit.3.s.
That, tho it do not requirean Immerflon, yet re-
quiring fuch a general wafhing at leaft as may ex-
tend to the whole Body, as other than which can-
not anfwer its Type, nor yet that general, tho in-
ternal Purgation, which Baptifm was intended to
reprefent. The fame is to be faid yet more upon
the account of ouf conforming to the Death and Re-
furre@ion of Chrift, which we learn from S. Paul
to have been the Defign of Baptifm tofignify. For
tho that might be, and was well enough reprefented
by the baptized Perfon’s being buried in Baptifm,
and then rifing out of it; yet can it not befaid to be
fo, or at leaft but very imperfe®ly, by the bare
pouring out eor fprinkling the Baptifmal Water on
him : But therefore as there is fo muchthe more
reafon to reprefent the Rite of Immerfion, as the
¢ only legitimate Rite of Baptifm, becaufe the only
¢ on¢ that can anfwer the Ends of its Inﬂitutior:, gn;i
thole
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160 An Anfrwer to Mr. R’s fifeth Chapter.

Chap.6. ¢ thofe things which were to be fignified by it; fo

WY € efp cially if (as iswell known, and undoubtedly of
¢ great force) the general Practice of the Primitive
¢ Church was agreeable thereto, and the Pra®ice of
¢ the Greek Churchto this very day. For who can
¢ think eitherthe one or the other would have been
¢ {o tenacions of fo troublefom a Rite, were it not
¢ that they were well aflured, as they of the Primitive
¢ Church might very well be, of its being the orly in-
¢ fhituted and legitimate onc,?-

He goes on : ¢ How to take off the Force of thefe
¢ Arguments altogether, I mean not to confider, part-
¢ 1y becaufe our * Church feems to perfuade fuch an
¢ Immerfion, and partly becanfe Icannotbut think
¢ the forementioned Argwments to be fo far of
¢ force, as to evince the Neceffity thereof, where
¢ thercis not fome greater Neceffity to occafien an
¢ Alteration of it, For what Benefit can Men ordi:
¢ narily expe& from that, which depends for its Force
¢ upon the Will of him that inftituted it, where there
¢ 1s not fuch a Compliance at Jeaft withit, and the
¢ Commands of the Inftitutor, as may anfwer thofe
¢ ends for which he appointed it ¢

Dr. Whithy in his Parapbrafe and Commentary on the
New Teftament, thus exprefles himfelf on Rom.6.—We
are buried with him in Baptifm : © It being exprefly de-
¢ clared here, and Col.2. 12. that we are buried with
¢ Chrift in Baptifm, by being buried under Water ;
¢ and the Argument tooblige us to a Conformity to

his Death by dying to Sin, being taken hence ; and
this Immerfion being religioufly obferved by all
Chriftians for thivteen Centuries, and approved by
our Church, and the change of it into Sprinkling,
even without any Allowance from the Author of
this Inflitution, or any Licence from any Council
of the Church, being that which the Romanift ftilt
urgeth, tojuftify his Refufal of the Cup tothe La-
ity 5 it were to be wifhed that this Cuftom might be
againof general ufe, and Afperfion only permitted

o~ DM AA
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* See the Rubrick in the Office of Baptifm, before the Wovds
I baptize thee, ¢oe.

28
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¢ 2 of old, incafeof the Clinici, orin prefent dan-
¢ ger of Death.

And very remarkable are the Words of Sir Nor-
ton Knatchbull, in his Annotations on that Paflage of
the Apoftle Perer Wherein few, that s, eght
Souls, were faved by Water. The Like Figure wie: eun-
to, even Baptifm, doth alfo now fave us [not the putting
away of the Filth of the Flefh, but the Anfwer of a
good Confcience towards God] by the Refurreltion of Je-
fus Chrif. ¢ In fam (fayshe) the fenfe is this : Bap-
¢ tifm which doth now fave us by Water, and s an
¢ Antitype to the Ark of Noab, is not thedoing a-
¢ way of the Filth of the Flefh, ' Jdur@, by Wa-
¢ ter, but the Covenant or Promife of a good Con-
¢ fciencetoward God, d¥ dvasioewsIngé Xews¥, by the
¢ Refurrestionof Fefus Chrift; fo asthere isa clear
¢ Analogy between &7 §dar@ and I’ dvasiasws, a due
¢ Proportion between [by Water] and [by the Refurvett:-
¢ on) asif he fhould havefaid, that the Arkof Noab
¢ [not the Flood] was a Type of Baptifm, and Bazp-
¢ tifm an Antitype to the Ark, but not becaufe Bap-
¢ tifin was a cleanfing of the Filth of the Flefh by Wa-
¢ ter, in which refpe@ it had no refemblance with
¢ the Ark, but in thatit was the Stipulation of a good
¢ Confcicnce toward God, by the Refurrettion of Fefus
¢ Chrift, in the Faith whereof, and a Life proportio-
¢ pable toward God, we are now faved, as they of
¢ old time were in the Atk of Noab, Forthe Ark of
¢ Noah and Baptifmare both Types and Figures of
¢ the Refurre®ion. So that the proper end of Bap-
¢ tifm, is not to be underftood, asif it were a wafhing
¢ away of our Sins, which is fignified by the dong
¢ away the Filth of the Flefy (altho it neceflarily fol-
¢ Jows, and is fo often meronymically taken by the
¢ Fathers) but xwgius, properly, itis the Signof Re-
¢ farre@ion from Death in Sin to Newnelsof Life,
¢ by atrue and lively Faithin the Refurre&tion of Fe-
¢ fus Chrift, whereof Baptifm was a moft emphatick
¢ Figure, as was alfothe Ark of Neah, out of which
¢ ke return’d as it were from the Sepulcher of Death
: Eola New Iaifc ; and therefore isof quhil? not un-

tly termed marmyysveaias iyspo'v, The Captain or
Y Leadar of Regeneration ; angflg was the Whale's fcl‘l-
a4)
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162 An Anfwer to Mr. R's fifth Chapter.

Chap6. © ly, out of which Fonas rofe after a three days Buri-
AN ©al, and the Clowd and the Red Sea, in which the
Pcople of Ifrael were all baptized, 1 Cor. 10. 2. all
which were Tynes and Figures of the fame thing
with Baptifm, to wit, of the Death and Refurrets-
onof Fefus Chrifft, it being reputed an Apofidick
Conltitution, xarddvass, &c. Demerfioin aqua de-
notat mortem, emerfio ex aqua Refurrectionem Chrifi
fimul & noftram. The Demerfion in the Water [ig-
nifies the Death, the Emerfion out of it the Refirvec-
tion of Chrift, and alfo of us. So as by the leave
of Interpreters, who are of another Judgment, I
for my part think, that in thefe Words is more ex-
phatically and exprelly fet forth what Baptifmmean-
eth, both negatively and affirmatively, than in any
other placeof Scripture, asif our Apoftledid iton
purpofe fo reCify our Judgments concerning the
true Notion of Baprifm. 1 fay negatively and affir-
matively. Negatively, that itis not doing away the
Filth of the Flefh, & {dar@-, by the Efficacy of Wa-
ter, the outward Signof the inward thing, to wit,
the myftical wafhing away of Sin ; into which fenfe,
very obvious for the near affinity of the ufe of
Water, we arefo prone to run, For it is a cold
Expofition of them who fay, thatzhe doing away of
the Fuith of the Flefh, doth fignify the outward A&
of walbing only, asif any Man could be faved by
theoutward A&, unlefs the inward thing be applied
¢ by Faith, to wit, the Remiffion or doing away of
® Sin. Affirmatively and Pofiively, that it is the Sti-
¢ pulation or Promife of a good Confcience towardGod,
€ by thevirtue of the Refurrection of Fefus Chrift, And
® I conceive this fenfe concerning Baptifm, tobe moft
¢ confonant and agreeable to the Judgment of the Fa-
€ thers, who if tﬁcy notwithftanding did apply Baep-
¢ tifm to that other Notion of Wafhing, they did it
¢ accidentally and by the by, becanfe of the Alegorical
¢ Allufion oly the Elementof Water to the Blood of
¢ Chrift, which isfaid to cleanfe us from our Sins
¢ Y5obn1.7. But more furely thereis in this Ward
€ of Baptifm,according to Arbanafius, usi¢ov BLHG-, a
¢ decper Myficry than that of waping, a Myftery
* known and common to the very Heathen, as their

frequent
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An Anfler toa Mr. R’s fifth Chapter, 163

¢ frequent Luftrations do fufficiently witnefs, But as Ch ap.6.
¢ concerning the Refurre@ion of the Body, it wasa AN
¢ thing to them unknown and incredible, if not alto-
¢ gether imperceptible, [may fome of the Fews them-
¢ felves did not believe it]. It was the Speech of one
¢ of their great Philofophers, Seneca by Name, Hora
“ illa decretoria nen eft animo (uprema [ed corpors 3 The
¢ determinate Fowr of Death, 15 not the laf to the Soul,
* but to the Body, It was no fmall matter to reach
¢ the Immortality of the Soul, the top of their Know-
“ledg 5 but of the Refurre®ion of the Body, Phi-
¢ lofophers fcarce ever dreamed. AMornass tells us of
¢ Zoroafives, who is of fome reported to have held
¢ this Opinion, Qued anime immortales [unt, & guod
“ corporum refurrettio univerfalis futura 5 That Souls are
immortal, and that there fhall be a wniverfal Refur~
reftionof Bodies. But this, but @ plerifgue profertur,
many [ay fo, but no certainty thereof. And Lac-
tantins tells of Chryfippus, who had an imperfe@ No-
¢ tionof it ; the fum whereof was this, That after
¢ Death within fome Period of time, «'ss riv touer o.
¢ mrgrasioidus opua, We fhonld be veflored into the
¢ fame Form wherein we now are. But whoknowswhe-
¢ ther he meant the fame nwmerical Body, or whether
“ by this ame Form he meant not the Soul, as the
¢ reft of the Philofophers did, or whether he meant
‘ not rather the Pythagorean Metemp[ychofis. But this
¢ 1 faywasa greater Myftery than that Allegorical
¢ wathing of the Seul, by which it is faid to be clean-
¢ fed by the Blood of Chrif. The Notionof Refur-
¢ xeftion was far bigher, the very Life and Adyficry
€ of the Chriftian Rgdigian, as Zonaras callsit. It is
¢ indeed the ftupendous Myftery of Myiteries,where-
€ into believe confifts the Foundation of Eternal
¢ Happinefs : That Chriff the Adedimor thould be-
¢ come Ocdrbgun G-, God and Man, to be declared
£ Manin that he died, and to be declared God in
¢ that he rofe again from the dead, Rom. 1. 4. This, 1
¢ fay again, wasa Myftery beyond all Philofophical
¢ Speculation, and therefore there was need of fome
¢ fignificant Type or Figure, which might make fo
¢ impenetrable a Notion, familiar and perceptible to

4 the Senfe of Man ; to which purpofe nothing {eem'd
M 2 ¢ more
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more fit and eafy in the Wifdom of God, than the
burying of our Bodies in Water by Bapti{im, from
whence they receive an immediate Refurreion,
So that in conclufion we may pofitively affirm, that
Baptifm isproperly and [olely a Type of the Refurretti-
on. And to this Truth do give their Suffrage the
Apofiles, Fathers, Schoolmen, almoft all Tuzerpreters
antient and moderny, ard  even our Englify Churchit
felf, its Judgment being manifelt in the Rubrick of
the Common-Prayer, which enjoyns the Dipping of
Infants in Baptifm, allowing only in fome cales the
Liberty of Sprinkling or Perfufion. The thing of it
felf is fo manifeft, that there is no need of Tefti-
mionies to confirm it ; but becaufe there be not few
who teach otherwife, led thereunto by Example and
valgar Error, it will not be amifs, if but to free my
felf fromthe Imputation of too much Confidence,
out of innumerable Teftimonies to cite fome few ;
and we firft begin from the Apoftle Paul, "B dyvecim
617 5oo ¥Canfiduw, &c. Know yenot that fo many
25 were baptized tnro Fefus Chrift, were baptized into
bis Death ? Therefore we are buried with hinm by Bap-
tifm in10 Deathy thor like as Chrift was raisd from
the de.cdby the Fatber of Glory, even  [o we alfo fhould
walk i1 Newnefs of Life, &c. Rom. 6.3, 4, &,
Svrrughyes 0810 o T Caxliopals, &c. Being buried
withbirmin Bavi(m, wherein you are alfo rifen with
Dim thiough Faith of the working of God, who hath
vaisdbim from the dead, Col.2.12. “Exel 7 wori
oy, &c. Elfe what fhall they do, who are baptized
for dead [Bodies] if the Dead rife not 2 1Cor. 15,
20. As much as if he hadfaid, in vain doth the
Church ufe the Sign of Baptifin, if there be no
Refurretion.  You have it abundantly proved alfo
inthe Primitive and later Writers. For example,
That believing en bis Deathy &3 58 Bamricuar©- a-
a8 kovwvol T drasdoews avTs A, by bis Baptifm ye
may be made Partakers of szIReﬁ;vrmgg;m, Ignat.
Ep. ad Trall: Bialiopa s ¥ 02raTor of Kygiy Pifipe-
vev, Baptifmwas given to Jet forth the Death of the
]ﬂ?'d, EP. ad Phl]ade]. 1n thc Name Of ]gﬂﬂ“-m-
The Df'a!h af Cbﬂ'ﬂ, CODﬂ' APQR- 717 mx’@x; Jg T dyet-
U oT@s 2uag &y T ﬁaﬂfo‘yﬁ’h TNy o)t ufore. In

¢ Baptifm
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¢ Baptifm we perform the Signsof his Pafforn and Refur- Chap.6.
:reEHan, Juft, Mart. We know one faving Baptifm,
fince there s but one Death for the World, and one
¢ Refurvettion, &vrimesisi » Cdmrioua, whereof Bap-
tifm 15 the Type, &c. Balil, Mag, Hear what St.
Paul faith, They were all baptized in the Cloud, and
in the Sea, Baxliwua rgre 7dv bardslns 3Pow, He cal-
leth their Paffage through the Sea, Baptifm: for it
was an Efcape from Death, &c. Balil. Seleuc, “Orav
wirnopsy Caxlilew, When we go about to baptize, we
bidto [ay, Ibelieve in the Refurrettionof the Dead,
and in this Faith arc we baptized, Chryfoft, Bap-
tifmus Refurrectionis piguus & imago, Baptifm isa
Pledg and Figure of the Refurreftion, Ambr. Bap-
tifmus arrhabo refurre®ionis, Baptifmn is an earneft
of the Refurrcélion, laGant. Aquarum Elemento
fcpelimur, We areburied inthe Element of Water,
Anfelm.  Merfiomortis & fepulture formam gerit,
Immerfion bears the Form of Death snd Burial, Bex-
nard. Laudabilius, & tutius, & communius, &c¢.
Baptifm s performed more land,ably, more [afely, and
more commonly by Dippiug, for by dipping the Figure of
Chriff's Burial 15 reprefented, T.Aquin, Ipfum bapti-
zandi verbum mergere fignificat, &c. The Word Bap-
tifn doth fignify dipping wirder the Water, and it is evi-
dent the antient Church us’d the Cevemony of Dipping,
Calv. Baptifinus Graca vox eft, &c. Baptifm 15 4
Greck Word, and fignifies properly Immevfion into the
Water, aid tlis Signification dothy properly agree with
our Baptifm, and bath Analogy to the thing fignified,
¢ for by Buprifm we ave buried together, and asit were
¢ drowned with Corifft, being deadto Sin, &c. Zanch.
 1could add to thefe an 1mnumerable heap of Teftr-
¢ monies, bat thele 1 think are enocugh to prove two
¢ irrefragable DoGrines.  Firit, that Baptifm 15 pro-
¢ perly and [olely the Type of the Death and Refurrcfli-
on of Fefus Corift, by Faith wherein weare aflur’d
of the Humanity and Godhead of our Savionr, the
very Foundation of our Chriffian Faith. And fe-
condly of the Refurreition of all true Chriffians, who
¢ are baptized in, and live according to that Faith,
¢ knowing thatif they fhall rife from the Death of
¢ Sin to Newnelsof Life, they fhall alfo after Death
M 3 ¢ with
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Chap.6. * with Chrit arife to Glory. I fhall only add the
VN € Judgment  of an Ingenuous and Learned Man,
¢ whote Teftimony in this matter isnot to be fufped-
¢ ed orrefusd, His Words are thefe, Porro quamuvis
¢ immerfioni sceremonia, € olim fuit communior, &t.
¢ Tra the Ceremony of Immerfion was antiently more
¢ common, as appearsbythe unaninous D;ﬁ:ourj{ of the
© Fathers when they [peak of this matter, and doth
¢ more Lively yeprefent the Deatb, Burial and Refurrec-
¢ tion of the Lord and us, which are myfically dene in
¢ Baptifm 5 the which Signification of Immerfion the
® Fathers dooften wrge, &c. from whence St. Thomas
¢ affirms, that the Ceremony or Rute of Dipping 15 the
© moft commendable  yet there have been many Reafons
¢ for which it was fometimes convenient to change this
¢ Cuftom of dipping into fome other kind of C eremony
¢ nearumtoit, &c. From bence therefore the Ceremony
¢ of Perfufion, ot powring on of Water, as middle be-
¢ tween Sprz'niling and Dipping, mwas mﬁch in ufe 5 which
¢ Cuflom, Bonaventure [:’z';h, Was in hus tsme nuch ob-
¢ ferved in the French Churches and fome othersy tho he
& confefes the Ceremony of Dipping was the more com-
 mon, themore fit, and the more Jecure, as S. Tho-
¢ tmas teacheth.  Homever where the Custom of Petfu-
¢ {ion or Alperlion, fprinkling of, or pauring on the Wa-
“tex isnow in ufe) it cught not to be altered by private
L Avthony. N}v, Jince now it is fo generally in prac-
¢ the Hheaghout fue Church, it ought by no meansto be
& called in question. Thus far Eftins, inwhofe Words
¢ wehave g manifelt and ingenuous Conceffion, that

ppirg was the antient Ceremony, which condantly
\the Farhers taught, as more lively reprefenting the
* Death, Burial and Refurre@ion of Chrif and us
& that the Schoolmen held the fame for the moft fecure
¢ and commendable Cuftom ; that the Cuftom of Per-
© Jufion crept unawares into the Church, for what
¢ Caufes he mentions not. But becaufz the Cuftom
¢ hath been long in ufe, he doth not think it fit it
© fhould be called into queftion, whether it be Jaw-
 fulor no. And to this Judement 1 willin ly fub-
¢ {cribe, {0 as the Minifters o Baptifm woulcgi teach
¢ the true and genuine Reafon of its Inflitation,
© whichby thechange of the Ceremony is almolt Ioft

¥ ‘fo
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‘ {o that they for the moft part teach now-a-days Chap.6.
¢ that Allegorical ore of Wathing, occafion’d by the LN\
 now conftant Cuftom of Perfuon, which 1 will
¢ not yet deny may be pioufly and profitably taught
¢ fometimes ; for the Fathers and the Apofles them-
¢ felvesdid fometimes doit. Tho, with leave be it
¢ fpoken, I am fill of opinion, thatit would be more
¢ for the Honour of the Church, and for the Peace
¢ and Security of Religion, if the old Cuftom could
¢ conveniently be refiored, which farely it might
“ fafely enough, in refpe@ of endangering the Health
¢ of the Infants, if Baptifm were only to beadmini-
¢ ftred at fet times in the year, as it was antiently in
¢ the Church. Which Cuaftom what fhould hinder to
¢ be revived I do not fee, but the Opinion of thofe,
¢ whohold Baptsfim fo neceffary to Salvation, as that
¢ without it there’s none to be hop’d for; and yet, in
¢ danger of Death, there might bea Liberty allow’d
¢ for it at other times
And alittle after——=° To put an end to this Dif-
courfe (fays this Learned Knight) I do affirm with
Alex:ander de Halys, Tinttio eft formalis canfz Bap-
tifmi, That Dipping ss the rfarmal Canfe of Baptz]ﬁx.
There remaineth only to refolve what éwspairnua is
concerning which Word, 1 conceive with Beza,
¢ Grotiws, Eftiws, and others, that in this placeit
¢ properly fignifics Stipulatio, a Covenant or Promife,
¢ asit is interpreted by the Gleffaries, erigdmua and
¢ empamas, Stipulatio ; émeewmiuas, Promitto, Spon-
¢ deo, Stipulor. In which fenfel conceive wmina is
: alfo tobe taken, Sirac.c. 33. 7. 3. “Avlwrcs ouss-
T3¢ tumceUgEI You®, Xy O VOu0s dUTL MSDs, W GpaTHA dUe
¢ uiﬁ. Homoy?enﬁms credet legi, & lex ei fidelis,
¢ ficat fponfio [vel flipulatio] Juftorsm. A AMan of
¢ Underflanding will truft the Law, and the Law will be
¢ faithful unto bim, as the Promife [or Covenant]
©of the Fut. ’Tis true, it properly fignifies rogatio
¢ butas rogatio legis among the Lauins, was us'd for
¢ legislatio, and for thelaw it felf, and rogare legem,
¢ for legem ferve or Ratuere, becaufe it was the Cuf-
¢ tom that the Magiftrate, when at any timea Law
¢ was tobe ena®ed, did ask the People, Rogares Po-
¢ pulum, velitis, jubeatifne Quirites bog fieri 2 Do you
M4 ¢ defire
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Chap.6. © defire or will thatthis bea Law ? Upon whofe an-
¢ fwer that they did, the Law was publifh’d, and
¢ this wascalled Rogario Legis, or the enatting of a
€ Law: {o was epwmua and empamua with the Greeks,
¢ tho properly it fignifies rogatio, for the fame Rea-
¢ fons taken for Stipulatio or a Covenant § nay we have
¢ in our Holy-oke’s Etymological Dittionary, rogare fipy-
¢ lari, and farely the Law it felf is nothing but a
¢ Covenant : I fay for the fame reafons, for as Pom-
¢ poninstells us, Stipulatio was verborum conceptio gui-
€ bus g5 qui interrogativr, difkurum falturumve fe gued
€ inrerrogatus eft, refponderit 5 A Conceptionof Words,
¢ wherewith be that was asked, did anfwer that he
 would fay or do the thing which be was asked :  And
¢ that i/t took its Name éom the Interrogator as the
¢ worthier Perfon, was theopinion of Accurfius and
¢ other Jneerpreters of the Law. All which doth fute
¢ very well in our prefent cafe; for inantient Times,
¢ when the Catechumeni who were to be baptized were
¢ interrogated by the Prieft, whether they did believe
 inthe Refurreition of the Dead, and the Life to
¢ come, upon their Anfwer that they did, the Cove
¢ nant was accepted, and they were by him immedi-
¢ ately baptized in that Faith, asyou may feein Chry-
¢ foftome and others: The like Cuftom swhercunto is
¢ ftill retaired in our Church, when in time of Ba
¢ tifim, to the Queltibn of the Minier, Wilt thou lzp;
€ baptized in this Faith ? the Sponforsor Sureties forth-
¢ withanfwer, itis onr Dejire.  And this I take to be
¢ the Apoftle’s meaning of ixsewrmux in this place,
¢ I have infifted the longer on thefe Words, that I
¢ might more evidently fhew, thatthe proper end of
€ Baptifm is to reprefent the Death and Refurre®ion
¢ of Fefus Chrift, and our Faith init, and is not pro-
¢ perly a Sign of walhing from the Filth of Sin,
¢ which the Apoftle feems exprelly in thefe Words to
¢ deny, tho many think or at leaft {peak otherwife,
Thus far this Learned Gentleman.

- As the former part of this laft Citation concurs
with the many Authorities of the like kind which I
have produced before, to fhew that divers Pedobap-
tifts of eminent Note, grant Immerfion to have been
the proper and antient way of adminiftring Baptil"n} ;

o
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fo the latter part of it concerning the fignificancy of
the word emsea'rnua, which the  Apoftle Perer ufes,
when he fpeaks of Baptilm, as the Anfwer [or Stipu-
lation] of a good Confcience, &c. is very well worth
the confideration both of thofe who put no queftion
to the fay %reate& number of the Perlons whom the
pretend to baptize 3 and of thofe who baptize fucg
as anfwer wot, mnor are capable of anfwering the
Queftions that are put to them.

I conclude thefe Teftimonies of our Englih Di-
vines, with the Words of Dr. Fobn Edwards ¥,
who in explaining that Queftion of the Apoitle, Elfe
what fhall they do who are baptized for the dead, if the
dead vife not at all? fays, © Some of the Fathers hold,
¢ that the Apoftle’s Argument in the Text is of this
“fort: If there ﬂ:oulf be no rifing of the Dead here-
¢ after, why is Baptifm {o fignificant a Symbol of our
¢ dying and rifing again, and alfo of the Death and
¢ Refurre®ion of Chrift? For thofe that were Pro-
¢ felytes tothe Chriftian Religion, were interpreted
¢ to makean open Profeflion of thefe, intheir being
¢ plunged into the Baptifmal Water, and in being
¢ there overwhelmed and brried as it were inthe con-
¢ fecrated Element. The Immerfion into the Water
¢ was thought to fignify the Death of Chrift, and
¢ their coming out denoted hisrifing again, and did
¢ no lels reprefent their own futare Refurre&ion. On
¢ which account, the Minifter’s putting in of the
¢ Chriftian Converts into the Sacred Waters, and his
¢ taking them out thence, are ftiled by St. Chryfoftome,
¢ The Sign and Pledg of defcending into the State of
¢ the Dead, and of a Return from thence. And thus
¢ becaufe the wafhing and plunging of the newly
¢ admitted Chriftians, was a vifible Proof and Em-
¢ blem, firft of Chrilt’'s, and then of their Relurrec-
¢ tion from the Grave, the foremention’d Fathers
¢ have been induced to believe, that this Paflage of
¢ our Apoftle, whicham {peaking of, hath a particu-
¢ lar relpe& to that, and is to be interpreted by it
¢ Nay this{eems to agree exaltly with the Language

e
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* His Enquiry ints four remarkasle Texts, p. 143, 144-

and
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Chap 6. © and Tenout of our Apoftle himfelf, who may be

VN € thought tobe the beit Interpreter of hisown Words,

Rom. 6. 3,° Know ye not (faith he) that fo many of us as were

4 ¢ baptized into Chrit, were baptized into bis Death
¢ therefoxe we are bursed with himby Baptifm, &e.

*Tis true, be does not grant that thofe Fathers,
whofe Opinion he mentions, hit r}ght on the fenfe of
the Text he is expounding ; ’tis fufficient to my pre-
fent purpole, that he owns Immerfion tohave been the
antient Mod: of baptizing, and that it feems to a-
gree exactly with the Apoftle’s Language, Rorm. 6. 3, 4.
The frequent recital of which Texe, and that Parallel
toit, Col.2.12. by fo many Authors, in explaini
the Defign of Baptifin, fhews how obvioufly both al-
lude to the antient manner of adminiftring that Or-
dinance. So that one would thinka Man of fenfe
could fcarce mifs of fecing Immerfion plainly fuppofed
in them.

Indecd divers of the abovemention’d Authors, not-
withitanding the Conceffions they make in favour of
Immerfion, vet endeavour to jultify or at leaft excule
the Cuitom of Perfufion or Afperfion: Some think ’tis
vather to be tolerated, tho anabufe, thana diftur-
bance made in the Church about it; whereas there
wasnever any Reformation in the World, at which

. abundance of People were not difturbed ; but they
: Kings  areindeed the Troublers of Ifrael whe oppofe, and
18.17,18. not thofe who promote a Reformation. The Prefer-
vation of the Peaceof the Church is a fpecious pre-
tence; but when this ismade ufe of to hinder our Sub-
je@ian to the Divine Inftitutions, the meaning of it
15, that we fhould rather gratify the humours of
Men, than obey the Commands of God. The Apo-
{tles themfelves were'accounted great Difturbers both
of Church and State; they were cenfur'd as peftilent
A& 24+ S Fellows and Moversof Sedition : bot thefe Accufations
did not fright them from their Daty, or make them
think Peace was to be purchas'd at the expence of
Truth ; they were notfo complaifant to thofe that
were fecurely fleeping under the Charms of vain Cuf
toms and Traditions, as to forbear to awaken them,
for fear of gtving them diffurbance,

Nor
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Noris the Purity of the Church of Chrift incon- Chap6.
fitent with her Peace, but tends highly to advance it
in the general, how uneafy foever fome particular
Menmay make themfelves, and endeavonr to make
others on that account.

Some of the forecited Authors fuppefe Immerfion
hazardous to weakly Perfons and to Infants, and
therefore conclude Afperfion may be us'd inftead of it,
at leaft in cold Countries. For an anfwer to this I
refer to what has been cited above from Sir Fohn Floy-
er’s Treatife of cold Bathing. To whichl may add
what Socratesreports of a * certain Paralytick Jew,
who bad been Bed-rid for many Years, that ©having
¢ received Baptifm with a fincere Faith, he was no
¢ fooner lifted up outof the Poo] of the Baptiftery,
¢ but he was freed from his Difeafe; and what
Anguftin tellsusof a Phyficiar T, who was entirely
cured of the Gout by Baptifm, tho his Pain was great-
er than ordinary before he was baptized 3 and of || a-
nother Perfon who had the Palfy, and was otherwife
difeas’d, but came up our of the Baptifmal Water
perfeitly well.

"Tis true, thefe Cures are {poken of as miraculous,
and I (hall not go about to Jeflen them : whethber they
were fupernataral or not, thefe Inftancesmay well be
urged, to(hew that even infirm People cught not to
&ruple to be baptized by Immerflion; and if not-
with{tanding all that Sir Fohn Floyer has faid, to prove
the Safety of immerfing Infants, and what might be
added from the Cuftom of the Aufcovites, to dip’em

* Tediios 38 775 apgAUTINIs Oy S TWANGY ETw1, 6% KAINg
YL TERETD e Aierel wiser T8 Caamicus J‘eEaz'y.evo;, L3
& woavpfindeas 78 Cazlisupis wrarnpless, wiv's amnaraxTo 78
oo zross  Socrat. Eccl Hift. lib. VIL cap. 4.

+ In baptifimate ipfo nen folum dolore, quo ultra folicum
cruciabacur, verum etiam Podagra caruiffe, nec amplius
cum diu poftea vixiffer pedesdoluiffe quis novit. Awgufl. de
Civit. Dei, lib. XXII. cap, 8.

I} Non lolum a Paraly(s, verum etiam ab informi pondere
genitalium cum baprizaretur falvus effcftus e, & liberatus
urraque moleftia, tanquam mali nihil habuitier i Corpere,
de fonte regenerationis afcendic,  #id.
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Chap.6. in the co'deft Ciimates, it ftill be thought hazardous,
as dordrlefs it will by many Parents, let them take
Tertallias's -~ dvice concerning them, which I had oc-
¢afion o iiontion before, Peniant ergo dum adolefcsnt,
&¢. CLetthem comewhen they are Adult, let them
¢ c.me whenthey learn, when they are tanght whi-
¢ ther to comey let them become Chriftians when
¢ they are able to know Chrift. *Tis fufficientto my
SUTPU&’ if Immerfion be not hazardous to the A-

ult.

Some others of the abovenam’d Authors, who feem
earneftly to defire the Reftitation of Immerfion, are
tor having it reftored by the Confent and Authority of
the Church, and not by private Perfons, not confider-
ing that the Law of Chriit is a fufficient  Warrant for
every particular Man’s Pra®ice, and no number of
Men have a Power to difpenfe with his Commands,
The Reformation of Commanities has been generally
begun by particular Men; and divers Nationsof Ex
vope which have embraced the Proteffant Religion,
might have fill been under the Yoke of Popifh Super-
ftitions, if fome few Men had not been rais'd up by
the Divine Providence, to make the beft Efforts they
could to begin a Reformation, which fucceeded by the
Blefling of God beyond Expe&ation.

Thofe of the Romifp Communion, Ecclefiaftical
Hitiorians and others, acknowledg that Immerfion
was the antient Practice of the Church. Dy Pin not
only owns it in divers Places of his Ecclefiaftical
Hiftory, butin his Abridgment of the Difcipline of
the three firft Centuries, atthe clofe of his Hiitory of
thofe Ages, fpeaks of Adult-Baptifin as the Pradice of
the Church, without mentioning the Baptifm of In-
fants (I fuppofe becaufe this laft did not generally ob-
tain in the third Age) His Wordsarethere *, as they
are rendered in the Englifh Edition of that Author:

® They baptized with fome Ceremonies, thofe that

¢ were well inftru@ed in their Religion, and who had
¢ given fatisfaGory Signs of their hgnccre Converfion;
¢ they generally dipp’d them thrice in the Water,

¥ DuPin’s Eccl:f Hift. vol. L pag. 202, _
-
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invoking the Name of the Holy Trinity, &, Chapo.
And Monf. Godean Bifhop of Pence, in his Hiftory of W™\
the Churchin the gth Age, tells us, that in the time
of Charles the Grear * * Baptifm was confer'd by
¢ plunging into the Water, and notby pouring it on
¢ the Head or by fprinkling. Many like Teflimonies
of Romanifts might be eafily produced, if there were
occafion, whofe Evidence may be well accounted good
in this cafe, wherein their Report refle&®s onthe mo-
dern Pracice of their own Church, and isalfo con-
firm’d by many Proteftant Writers, as we have feen
before. Indeed the former, when the Primitive
Inftitution and Pattern are urged againft them, en-
deavour to bring themfelves oﬁpby pleading Tradition,
and the Authority of the Church,by which they pretend
Divine Laws may be difpens'd with or alter’d : Puc
the latter can makeno fuch Plea, without fappmg tiie
Foundation on which the Reformation was built ; and
therefore have been often greatly embarafs’d when
the others have prefled them, either to prove the Bap-
tifm of Infants, and the Mode of Alperfior by Scrip-
ture-Authority ; or to allow of unfcriptural Traditi-
ons, and the Authority of the Church, to alter the
Rites of Divine Worlhip. This way of arguing is
us’d by the Cardinal du Perron, in his Reply to the P. 3o9.
Anfiwer of K.Fames theFirlt, and by Mr.T Foim
Ainfworth againft Mr. Henry Ainfworth, in the Dif-
pute between them 3 and by || Fifber the Jefuit again{t
Archbifhop Laud, A lateinftance of thiskind we have
in the Controverfy between Monf. Bofuet the Bifhop of
Meanx, who was Preceptor tothe Dauphin, and a
Learned anonymous Writer,{aid to have been Monf. de
la Rogue, late Paftor of the Reformed Church at Ro-
an in Normardy ; which is fo remarkable for the inge-
nuous Anfwer, by which thisProteftant enervates the

* On conferoit le Baptefme en plongeant dans eau, &
non pas en la verfanc fur la tefte ou en I afpergant.  Hift. de
VEglife de Mr. Godeau. Siecle I1X., Liv. 1. ch. 3.

t In bis Anfwer 2 H. Ainfworth’s 1t Ler. p. 9.

\| See the Relation of the Confercmce between Archbiffop Laud
and Fither, Sedt 15, P

Ro-
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Chap.6. Romifp Bifhop’s Argument, ftrenuoufly urg'd againt the
VYN Reformed, that I can’t forbear to infert it here.

The Bifhopin defending the Practice of withhold-
ing the Cup in the Lord’s Supper from the Laity, en
pretence that there is the Subftance of that Sacrament
an the Bread, bas thefe Words : ¢ * The Pretended
¢ Reformed neither plunge the Children in the Water
¢ of Baptifm, as ?ejis Chrift was plunged in the Ri-
¢ ver Jordan, when S. Fobn baptized him, nor give the
¢ Communion at Table, and ina Supper as Fefus Chrig
¢ did, nor look upon many other things as neceffary
¢ which he obferved. But above all, it importsusto
* confider the Ceremony of Baptifin, which may

‘ fervi_e for a Foundation to many thingsin this Contro-
verfy.
¢ To baptize fignifies to plunge, as is granted by
¢ all the World.  This Ceremony was taken from
¢ the Purifications of the Fews; and becaufe the moft
¢ perfe® Parification confiftedin being totally immer:
¢ fed in Water, Fefus Chrif, who came to fandify
¢ and accomplith the antient Ceremonies, was pleas’d
¢ to choofe this as the moft fignificative and moft fim-
¢ ple, to exprefs the Remiflion of Sins, and the Re-
¢ generation of the new Man.
¢ The Baptifm of St. Fohn the Baptift, which -fc‘r?ed
of

¥ Les Prétendus Reformés ni ne plongent les enfans dans
I'eau du Baptéme, comme JESUS CHRIST fut ploo-
g¢ dans le Jourdainquand Saint Jean le baprifz, ni ne don-
nent la Céne 3 table, & dans un foupé, comme le fic JESUS
LCHRIST ; ni ne regardent comme neceffaires beaucoup 4’
antres chofes qu’il a obfervées. Mais il importe fur tout de
cofiderer la ceremonie du Baptéme, qui peut fervir du fon-
dement 2 beaucoup de chofes en cette matiere.

Baptifer (ignitie plonger, & tour le monde en eft d’accord,
Cette ceremonie 1 été tirée des purifications des Juifs, & com-
me la plus partaite puritcation confiftoica fe plonger touta
fait dansleau, Fefws Chrifl qui éroit venu pour fanétifier, &
pour accomplir les plus anciennes ceremonies, a voulu choifir
celle-cy comme la plus fignincaive, & la plus fimple, pour
exprimer [a remifficn des pechez, 8¢ la regeneration dunou-
vel homme, L
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