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Sicut lilium inter spinas sic amica mea inter filias

On The Cover: We use the symbol of the “lily among the thorns”
from Song of Solomon 2:2 to represent the Baptist History Series. The
Latin, Sicut lilium inter spinas sic amica mea inter filias, translates,
“As the lily among thorns, so is my love among the daughters.”
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TO THE

R EADE R

& judice, cenfure, or difpleafure, and occa-

Jton objections and offence, both to the
8 treatife and my [elf. And I know that
" fome bave already declared their opinion,
that falts which bring no credit to the perfons of whom
they are related, ought to be buried in oblivion. But
Such perfons feens to me to be very ignorant of the duty
of an biftorian. In anfwer to whom 1 fball cnly obferve,
that thofe heretical perfons of the denomination of Bap-
tifts, on whom the fword of the magiftrate fell fo beavy,
are yet upon record, and not omitted even by [o late an
author as the reverend Mr. Neal, and (6 expofed to tie
view of men from age to age. Therefore I thought t
needful, as well as juf}, to bave thefe things [et in
@ clear open light, to difabufe all thofe who may have
been impofed upon by falfe or partial and defective hi-
fory in this matter, and to remove, or prevent, or allay,
fcandal, or cenfure, for time to come; and I am apt to
tkink that many readers now and hereafter would have
shought me partial, had I not taken notice of them.
Neither do 1 think that it refle€fs any odium on the
Englith Baptifts, that fome of their opinion in the point
of Bapti{m, bave becu charged with heretical notions and
heterodox opinions, Name me that body of chriftians
in the world, which may not be equally, if not” more,
chargeable with the fame. And yet I doubt not, God
bath many faithful fervants in this kingdom, among f¢
all the denominations of chriftians, who notwithftand-
ing the imputation of herely and heterodoxy charged
on them by others, will be found among the bleffed in
the kingdom of glory.

And as it is utterly unreafonable to impute the mif-
carriages of fome, tothe reft of that body to which they
belong,




To the READER.

belong, antil they profefs and manifeft their approbation
of them fo it is much more unreafonable to impute the
mifcarriages and bad principles of perfons long fince
dead, to thofe, who in fome one pont, now believe and
alt as they did, but own not, nor abet either their bad
principles, or their pratical enormities.

Now though many, even of the learned, and fo late
an author as Mr.Neal, from whom we might have
looked for more chriftian treatment, have made it their
bufine[s to reprefent the Anabaptitts, asthey are pleafed
in contempt to (File them, in odious colours, and to write
many bitter things, ever notorious falthoods concerning
them, nay, to fatten doffrines upon them, which they
never approved ; yet, as fball be foewn in the fequel of
this hittory, no one [ecF of chriftians in this kingdom
have merited more the favour and good efteem of their
governours and chriftian brethren, by their peaceable
carriage and behaviour towards them, than they bave
done. What fe& of chriftians bave fbewed the like con-
tentedne(s under the deprivations which the legiflature
bas feen needful to lay upon the Diflenters in general,
than they? Who have been rore content with the li-
berty allowed them by law than they € But not to be
tedious in an epiffolary way, I fball refer the reader to
the work itfelf, and leave bimio judgewhether I deferve
to be reproached for avoiding partiality.

He that confiders the great trouble and pains that
muft attend the reading [o many voluminous books, 70
take in the compafs of Jo many years included in this
hittory ; and the  perplexing thoughts and difficulties
ander which an author Jabours, whofe principal end is
to fet things in a juft and fair light, Will, if bebe can-
did, eafily pafs by finall faults and little inadvertencies ;
but if there foall appear in the courfé of this hiftory any
confiderable miftakes, 1 fball bold my felf obliged to fuch
gentlemen, who fball be pleafed to reprefent them, pro-
aifing to take the firf} opportunity that fbail prefent, to

vetrait or amend the [ame,
Tho. Crofby.



WY HOEVER writes a Book
Wi[¥ feems by coftom obliged to
/ write a preface to it 5 where-
in it is expected, he thould
thew the motives which in-
‘ duced him to write the fame.
T'1s now many years fince the materials,
of which a great part of this treatife is form-
ed, came into my hands. Had the ingeni-
ous collector of them lived to digeft them az., Ben;,
in their proper order, according to his de-Stinton.
fign, they would have appeared much more
beautiful and correét, than now they do. I
might here expatiate in his praife, and fay a
great deal of my own knowledge, both as to
his induftry and acquirements: But, as I
thall hereafter have occafion to mention him,
I omit it here: And thall annex to this pre-
face the feveral opinions of the firft rife of
the Baptifts, which he defigned as an intro-
duction to his intended hiftory of them; be-
a ng
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ing the only piece of that work which he had
compleated.

I was in hopes fome able hand would
have undertaken to compleat what was wan-
ting, in order to finith this work. To ren-
der the fame lefs burthenfome to fuch an un-
dertaker, I employed my fpare hours, in the
beft manner I could, to digeft the materials
in their proper order, and fupply the vacan-
cies; till at length, at the requeft of two
worthy Baptift minifters, both fince deceafed,
I communicated them to the Reverend
Mr. Neal, who had undertaken to write an
Hiftory of the Puritans; under which gene-
ral name, I did apprehend the Englifb Bap-
#ifts might very well be included: And he
had them in his hands fome years.

TuE good charater of the gentleman,
with the importunity of my two friends
afore-mentioned concurring (though I muft
confefs it was with doubting) yet made me
yield fo to do. But I was furprized to fee
the ill ufe Mr. Neal made of thefe materials 3
and that the rife and progrefs of the Englifb
Baptifts, their confeflion of faith, their cha-
racter, and their fufferings, were contained
in lefs than five pages of his third volume ;
and that too with very great partiality, as
thall hereafter be proved.

AND 1t is but too well known, concerning
Pedobaptift authors in general, that when
they have been neceffitated to fpeak in fa-
vour of the opinion of the Baptifts, pre-
fently a vail has been drawn over the fame,
either refpecting their perfons, principles, or
morals; {o that it is not an eafy thing for

ftrangers to form a right judgment of them ;
which
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which makes an hiftory of them neceflary,
without any further apology.  Yet, confi-
dering the great variety of opinions and hu-
mours that are in this kingdom, and the
coarfe treatment even of the moft celebrated
authors, upon the moft fublime fubjects; a
man had need have a good fhare of courage,
and a firm affurance of the juftice of his
caufe, that ventures to appear publickly in
fuch a cenforious age.

Tuzr Editor does prefume he is thus f{up-
ported ; and declares, That what he has here
written is purely defigned to inform the ho-
neft and well-meaning Chriftian, whether
Pedobaptift, or Baptift 5 by whom he hopes
it may be candidly received, in proportion to
the integrity of his intentions.

Mr. Neal, in his preface, concludes thus:
¢ I'am fufficiently aware of the delicacy of Hiftory of the
the affairs treated of in this volume, and of %‘g’tafﬁ
the tendernefs of the ground I go over; -
and, though I have been very careful of
my temper and language, and have en-
deavoured to look into the myfterious con-
duct of the feveral parties with all the in-
difference of a fpeétator, I find it very
difficult to form an exact judgment of the
moft important events, or to {peak freely
without offence ; therefore, if any paffio-
nate or angry writer fhould appear againft
this, or any of the former Volumes, I
humbly requeft the reader to pay no regard
to perfonal refle¢tions, or to infinuations of
any ill defigns againft the eftablifh’d reli-
gion, or the publick peace, which are en-
tirely groundlefs.

o & & & &8 A & A A AN A A AN
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¢ In hiftorical debates, fays he, nothing
¢ is to be received upon truft, but fats are to
¢ be examined, and a judgment formed upon
¢ the authority by which thofe facts are fup-
¢ ported ; by this method we fhall arrive at
¢ truth: And if it fhall appear, that, in the
¢ courfe of this long hiftory, there are any
¢ confiderable miftakes, the world may be
¢ affured I will take the firft opportunity to
¢ retract or amend them .

A woBLE declaration, indeed! But let
us now fee how confentaneous his reprefenta-
tion of the Englifb Baptifts is thereto, efpe-
cially, confidering what materials he was in-
trufted with.

He allows there were no lefs than fifty
four congregations of them in England in the
year 1644. and fays:

¢ TuEIR confeffion [of faith] confifted of
¢ fifty two articles, and is ftrictly Calvini-
¢ fical in the dotrinal part, and according
¢ to the independant difcipline; it confines
¢ the fubject of baptifm to grown Chriftians,
¢ and the mode to dipping; it admits of
< gifted lay-preachers, and acknowledges a
¢ due fubjection to the civil magiftrate in all
¢ things lawful ”.

He proceeds then to their charatter;
which, in my opinion, is one piece of that
tender ground he was to go over: And how
careful he was of his temper and language,
let the reader judge. For, fays he,

¢ Tue advocates of this doltrine were,
¢ for the moft part, of the meaneft of the
¢ people; their preachers were generally
< illiterate, and went about the countries
¢ making profelytes of all that would fub-

¢ mt
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¢ mit to their immerfion, without a due re-
¢ gard to their acquaintance with the prin-
¢ ciples of religion, or their moral cha-
¢ ralters”.

WauaT a malicious flander is this! caft
upon a whole body of Chriftians, confifting
of fifty four congregations, according to his
own acknowledgment! To me it feems un-
chriftian, without ground, a fa¢t unexamin-
ed, a judgment formed without any authori-
ty produced to fupport the fact; and confe-
quently the reader left to form his judgment
upon Mr. Neal’s ipfe dixit, repugnant to his
noble declaration.

But left this thould not be enough, he con-

cludes their character by adding thus:
¢ The people of this perfwafion were more
expofed to the publick refentments, becaufe
they would hold communion with none but
fuch as had been dipped. All, fays he,
muft pafs under this cloud before they
could be received into their churches; and
the fame narrow [pirit prevails too general-
ly amongft them even at this day .
THis is a home ftroke; and reaches the
prefent as well as preceding ages. But I am
verily perfwaded the prefent Englifh Baptifts
will not be much affe¢ted with his raillery ;
fince our blefled Lord and Saviour himfelf did
not difdain to pafs under this cloud, as
Mr. Neal is pleafed to phrafe it.

Dr. Featly, writing againit the Baptifts in
his day, fays: ¢ He could hardly dip his pen
¢ in any other liquor, than the juice of gall ™.
And T find Mr. Neal has not only read the
Doétor, becaufe he quotes him two or three

times, but learned fome of his language
a3 €00 ;
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too: What of wit he may imagine in fuch
kind of phrafeology, I know not; but fure
I am, Chrif’s Ordinances ought to be men-
tioned with more reverence, by thofe who
profefs themfelves to be Chriftians.

THE ingenious Dr. #all, in his elaborate
hiftory of infant baptifm, fpeaking of the
moft ancient rites in baptifm, acknowledges
dipping to be ordinarily ufed in baptifm.
For, fays he:

¢ Turir general and ordinary way was
¢ to baptife by immerfion, or dipping the
¢ perfon, whether it were an infant, or grown
¢ man or woman, into the water. This,
¢ he adds, is fo plain and clear, by aninfinite
¢ number of paffages, that as one cannot but
¢ pity the weak endeavours of fuch Pedo-
¢ baptifts, as would maintain the negative of
¢ it fo alfo we ought to difown, and fhew
¢ a diflike of the profane fcoffs which fome
< people give to the Englifb Anti- Pedobaptifts,
¢ merely for their ufe of dipping. ’Tis one
¢ thing to maintain, that that circumftance is
¢ not abfolutely neceflary to the effence of
¢ baptifm; and another, to go about to re-
¢ prefent it as ridiculous and foolifh, or as
¢ fhameful and indecent ; when it was, in all
< probability, the way by which our bleflfed
¢ Saviour, and for certain was the moft ufual
¢ and ordinary way by which the ancient
¢ Chriftians, did receive their baptifm *.

Axp, fpeaking of the prefent ftate of
the Anti-Pedobaptifts in England, he fays:

¢ Tuey, that are now, are as commend-
¢ able, as any other fort of men are, for a
¢ fober and grave, quiet and peaceable way
¢ of living. They profefs obedience to Ma-

giftrates:
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¢ giftrates: And a little further, They aré
particularly commended for maintaining
their poor liberally; as alfo for paffing
cenfures upon fuch members of their own
congregations as live diforderly. This cha-
racter of obedient fubjects, is what they
now own and profefs, and what I hope is
the real fentiment of moft of them *.
Axp T add, it was what they did always
own and profefs ever fince they had a be-
ing in this kingdom ; and that neither Dr.
Wall, nor any other, is able to prove the
contrary. His filly ftory about Mr. Hicks,
I find in his latter edition, is recanted ; there-
fore fhall fay nothing about it.

Bisuor Burnet, fpeaking of the Englifb Hifory of bis
Baptifts, gives them this character : oun Timey

< TuEe Anabaptifts, fays he, were gene-P- 7%
¢ rally men of virtue, and of an univerfal
¢ charity”.

Ax~p I would here obferve, That though
in the title page of this book, and through-
out the fame, I ufe the term Baptiff, except
" in quotations from authors; it is not, as
Dr. Wall obferves, to caft a reproach on our
adverfaries ; but becaufe I think it the moft
proper term, by which we can be diftinguifh-
ed from other Chriftians.
InpDEED he fays: ¢ As they difown theDr. Wall,
name of Anabaptifts, or Rebaptizers, {ob- 2s 99
I have no where given it to them. Ason
the contrary, I do not give them the name
of Baptifts, nor of the baptized peoples
for that is to caft a reproach upon their ad-
verfaries, as concluding that they are not fo.
Every party, while the matter continues in
difpute, ought to give and take fuch names

a4 ¢ as
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¢ as caft no reproach on themfelves, nor their
¢ opponents, but fuch as each of them own
¢ and fuch are the names that I ufe. »

So that this worthy gentleman has taken
upon himfelf to be our godfather, and given
us the name of Anti-Pedcbaptifis: But, as
we are not infants, we have an undoubted
right to put in our exceptions.

BesipEs the length of the word, for Ido
not love hard names, it feems to me no pro-
per name; becaufe the people called Quaters,
from whom we differ in judgment, as well
as from the Pedobaptifis, may be included ;
and therefore I have rejected it. Neither
fhall I think that he has affumed to himfelf
and party a proper name, till fprinkling,
pouring, or any other way of wathing be-
fides dipping, is fairly proved to be baptifm,
cither from fcripture or antiquity.

BuT, to return to Mr. Neal. If he would
have us to underftand by his ill-natured phrafe,
narrow Spirit, that he means, becauf: we
will not receive unbaptized perfons to the com-
munion of our churches, therefore we are
a people of narrow Spirits; then the de-
figned reproach, which he would fix on the
Englifb Baptifts, fits all the chriftian churches
in all ages: For it is their declared opinion,
That no perfons unbaptized ought to be re-
ceived to the communion of the chriftian
church, and they practife accordingly.

Toomit a cloud of witneffes I might produce,
who concur in their teftimonies, that this
great ordinance of baptifm, is not only the fa-
crament of initiation, but alfo to be continu-
ed in the church unto the end of the world,

I fhall
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I thall only add a few general and compre-
hending teftimonies :

1. In thearticles of religion, publifhed by
his Majefty’s {pecial command, Anno 1642.
we have the judgment of the church of Eng-
land, viz.

¢ BapTism is not only a fign of profef-
¢ fion, and mark of difference, whereby
chriftian men are difcerned from others that
be not chriftned ; but it is alfo a fign of re-
generation, or new birth, whereby, as by
an inftrument, they that receive baptifm
rightly are grafted into the church ; the pro-
mifes of the forgivenefs of fin, and of our
adoption to be the fons of God by the
Holy Ghoft, and vifibly figned and fealed ;
faith is confirmed, and grace increafed by
virtue of prayer unto God, &¢c.”

2. TuE judgment of the Presbyterians,
fuitable to which they exprefs themfelves in
their larger and fhorter catechifms, we find
in the confeffion of faith put forth by the af-
fembly of divines, Anno 1658.

¢ BapTisMm, fay they, is a facrament of
the New Teftam:nt, ordained by Jefus
Chrift, not only for the folemn admiffion of
the party baptized into the vifible church,
but alfo to be unto him a fign and feal of the
covenant of grace, of his ingrafting into
Chrift, of regeneration, of remiffion of fins,
and of bhis giving up unto God, through
Fefus Chrift, to walk in newnefs of life:
Which facrament is by Chrift’s own ap-
pointment to continue in his church until
the end of the world ”.

~n 6 N & & N A &
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3. Tue judgment of the Congregational
(commonly called Independent) churches, we
have in their confeffion of faith at the Savoy ;
where were many of their Elders in Oczober
1658, printed Anno 1659.

¢ BarTism, fay they, is @ facrament of

¢ the New Teffament, ordained by Fefus
« Chrif, to be unto the party baptized, a
< fign and feal of the covenant of grace, of
< his ingrafting into Chrift, of regeneration,
of remiffion of fins, and of bis giving up
unto God, through Fefus Chrift, to walk
in newnefs of life: Which ordinance is
by Chriff’s own appointment to be con-
tinued in his church until the end of the
world”.
4. TuE Englifb Baptifts judgment you
have in their confeffion of faith, Appendix
N° 2. Art. XXXIX. and N°3. Art
XXIV.

L} [} L} L L} LY

IT is certainly commendable to keep the
ordinances of Chrift pure, as they were de-
livered ; becaufe it prevents the creeping in
of the inventions of men in the worfhip of
God. Man is naturally apt to be medling
that way, and mixing fomething of his own
with thofe facred inftitutions which God has
with greateft feverity prohibited ; having not
fpared any, no not his own people, though
what they have done feems not to be out of
any wicked intentions, but rather out of an
ignorant zeal : Of which there are many in-
ftances in {cripture.

The Reverend Mr. Neal would do well to
convince the Englifb Baptifts, That [prink-
ling of infants is the baptifm which Chrift in-

2 fituted,
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ftituted, and the Apoftles practifed. For we
grant, that it is praife-worthy for the
churches of Jefus Chrift to preferve and
keep the ordinances of Chrift, as they have
been delivered by Chrift and his Apoftles to
them. And if, after a full and fair conviéti-
on from {cripture, we remain ftill obftinate,
a worfe name than that of narrow Spirits
might be juftly fixed on us.

I suavrL only reply to Mr. Nea/ in the
'words of the Reverend Mr, Feremiab Bur-
roughs 5 who, though a. Pedobaptift, very
excellently exprefles himfelf in his book, in-
tituled, Gofpel Warfbip, or the right Manner
of Jfanilifying the Name of God, p. 8, 9,
&c.  His words are thefe:

¢ Avrv things in God’s worfhip muft have
¢ a3 warrant out of God’s word, muft be
commanded ; it is not enough that it is not
forbidden, and what hurt is there in it?
but it muft be commanded When
we come to matters of religion, and the
worfbip of God, we muft either have a
command, or fome-what out of God’s word,
by fome confequence drawn from fome
command, wherein God manifefts his will 5
either a diref? command, or by comparing
onc thing with another, or drawing confe-
quences plainly from the words, we muft
have a warrant for the wor/bip of God, &5,
~———When any creature is raifed in a-
religious way above what it hath in it by
nature, if I have not fcripture to warrant
me, I am therein fuperftitions ——<We
muft be all willing worfbippers, but not
will worfbippers. You fee how fevere God page 10.
was to Nadab and Abibu, for but taking

¢ other

L S . W Y WY WY WY . WY WY WY U Y B Y



xi1

page 13.

page 12.

L) [} ® "~ L) "~ " " L) L) "~ " "~ -~

L)

A A" n

a o A

¢

Tbe PR E F 4 CE.

other fire, than that which God appointeds
to offer up incenfe, though there was no di-
re¢t commandment againft it, &e.
¢ In the matters of worfbip God ftands
upon /iztle things ; fuch things as feem to
be very fmall and little to us, yet God
ftands much upon them in the matter of
worfhip. For there is nothing wherein the
prerogative of God doth more appear than
in worfhip, as princes ftand much upon
their prerogatives There are things
in the worfhip of God that are not written
in our bearts, that only depend upon the
will of God revealed in his word; which
were uc duties except they were revealed
there. And thefe are of fuch a nature as
we can fee no reafon for, but only this, e-
caufe God wilt bave them Though men
would think it a little matter, whether zbis
fire or that fire, and will not #his burn as
well as that ? but God ftands upcn it —
When Uzzab did but touch the ark, when
it was ready to fall, we would think it no
great matter ; but one touch of the ark
coft him his life. There is not a Minim in
the werfbip of God, but God ftands migh-
tily upon it For a man to gather a
few fticks on the fabbath, what great mat-
ter was it ? but God {tands upoi it, Seo
when the men of Reth/beme/ did but look
into the ark, it coft the lives of fifty thou-
fand and feventy men, &e,
H E further adds, ¢ That there is no
privileges or dignitics of man that can
fecure them from God’s ftroke ; inftancing
Nadab and Abibw’s cafe, Mofes the man of
Geod being their uncle, and Aaron their fa-
¢ ther,
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¢ ther, men newly confecrated to the priefts
¢ office, renowned men that God put much
¢ glory upon; yet, if they will venture but
¢ to offend God in this little thing, his wrath
¢ breaks out upon them, and kills them pre-
¢ fently, &¢.”

He adds much more to the fame effec,
and offers feveral reafons by which he judgeth
that Nadab and Abibu were good men; and
gives a plain demonftration that they had no
wicked defign: As,

1. THEY were young men, newly come
to their office, and might not underftand all
things, as if they had had longer experi-
ence.

2. It’s obfervable, for wver. 1. ’tis called
Srange fire which be commanded not, that if
there be not 2 command for our practice, nor
fuch a prefident as the {cripture approves of,
no human pretence can excufe the tranfgreflor
from the judgment of God.

Will Mr. Neal admit Roman C-tbolicks,
who profane the ordinance of the fupp-r, to
the communion of his church? We bclieve
in our confciences that fprinkling children is
a profanation of the ordinance of buptifm,
and fo confequently reject it ; therefore our
{pirits will appear no narrower than his own,
And if, upon a ferious review of this paffage
laft quoted, he will endeavour to be careful
of his temper, I may hope in the next edi-
tion to fee it appear in better language.

WiTH refpect to their fufferings Mr. Neal
very juftly obferves, that minifters have a
right by preaching to oppofe do¢trines * ; but

* Such as they believe to be crroneous, I would fuppofe
be means.

un-

xiil
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unjuftifiable at the fame time to fight them
with the fword of the civil magiftrate, and
fhut them up in prifon: And then mentions
five or fix, with little more than their names,
of whom he had a large account, refpecting
their fufferings, before him. But they were
Baptifts, and fo not worthy of his notice,
unlefs he can add fomething to degrade
them.

THEe firft he mentions is Mr. Henry
Denne 5 of whom he only fays, he was for-
merly ordained by the bifhop of St. Davids,
and pofiefled of the living of Pyeton in Hert-
fordfbire. 'Then he mentions Mr. Coppe ;
and fays, he was minifter in Warwickfbire,
and fome time preacher to the garrifon in
Compton Houfe.

THE next he mentions is Mr. Hanferd
Knollys ; who was, fays he, ¢ Several times
¢ before the committee for preaching Antino-
¢ mianifm, and Anti-Pedobaptifm ; and be-
¢ ing forbid to preach in the publick churches,
he opened a feparate meeting in great
St. Hellens ; from whence he was quickly
diflodged, and his followers difperfed .

Ir Antinomianifn be fuch a brand of in-
famy, as to put a vail upon the character of
fo good and pious a man as Mr. Hanferd
Knollys; how came it to pafs that Dr. Crifp
had more than a whole page beftowed on him
in encomiums to his praife, which I doubt
not but he juftly deferved? If I may be per-
mitted to anfwer without offence, and incur-
ring the cenfure of an angry writer ; it fhould
be, becaufe he was an Independent Pzdo-
baptift.

"~ &
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In the next place he fays, ¢ Mr. Andrew
¢ Wyke, in the county of Suffolk, was impri-
¢ foned on the fame account; and Mr, Oates
¢ in Effex tried for his life at Chelmsford af-
¢ fizes for the murder of Aun Martin, be-
¢ caufe the died a few days after her immer-
¢ fion of a cold that feized her at that time .

Tais is fo unrighteous a piece of partia-
lity, that no fentence too fcvere can be paffed
upon it ; becaufe he had before him a full ac-
count of that affair; and thereby knew how
honourably he was acquitted, notwithftanding
the moft earneft and prefling endeavours of
his P.edobaptift Brethren to bring him in guil-
ty, thereby to fix an odium on the practice of
immerfion.

I was at a ftand why this gentleman’s
chriftian name, Samuel, was left out in Mr.
Neal’s narration ; feeing Mr. Neal had it be-
fore him. And I can affign no other reafon
for it, unlefs it were to impofe on his readers,
that they might take him to be Tizus Oates,
fo noted in our hiftories with a brand of in-
famy upon him. ButI muft leave that to his
own confcience; and refer my readers to
page 236 of this hiftory, where they will
find, among others, the fame account of thefe
perfons mentioned by Mr. Neal as commu-
nicated to him, and leave them to judge of
his partiality in this matter.

To bring up the rear of the Baptifis {uffer-
ings 3 poor Laurence Clarkfon, with his recan-
tation at large, is exhibited.

Amona the thoufands of Baptifis in Lng-
land here is one produced ; who, through the

feverity of the times, and being but an un-
fteady

Xv
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fteady man in his principles, and one that had
not been ufed to fuffer for confcience fake,
was tempted to make this recantation, find-
ing he could no other way obtain his li-
berty.

He had been fix months in prifon, com-
mitted by the Pedobaptift committee of Suf-

folk, for that {o heinous a crime of baptizing

by immerfion ; a crime fo great, that all the
interceffion of his friends, though he had fe-
veral, could not procure his releafe; the
committee being fully refolved not to let fuch
crimes go unpunifhed: Nay, though an
order came down, either from a committee of
parliament, or chairman of it, to difcharge
him, yet they refufed to obey it.

MRr. Edwards, who firft publithed this
account, did it to expofe the fectaries, againft
whom he had an implacable hatred. But,
whether the weaknefs of this man under his
oppreflion, or the folly and wickednefs of his
perfecutors, were hereby more expofed, let
the reader judge.

HoweveRr, the Pedobaptiffs gain’d no
great honour by a profelyte made after this
manner: For upon his releafe he turned feeker ;
and when the Baptifts expelled him from their
fociety, asa man that had denied the truth
to efcape fuffering, he writa fmall Pamphlet *,
wherein he endeavours to excufe himfelf, by
faying, That he did not affert the baptifm of
believers by immerfion to be an error, but
only intended that it was erroneoufly practifed,
there being now no true churches, nor true

* The Pilsrimage of Saints by Church caft out; in
Chrif found fecking truth. .
admin-
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adminiftrators of that ordinance. And it is no
wonder, that a perfon who could make fuch
a vile fubmiffion to his worfhipful perfecutors,
thould afterwards make fuch equivocations,
to extenuate his crime.

Brsuop Fewel figned the popith articles ; Fuller, Cant.
and archbifhop Cranmer fubfcribed a recan-16- Zé. 8.
tation. Here are for Mr. Nea/ two erainent?” % 23
Peedobaptift Recanters, for one poor Baptift :
And if he has any more fuch inftances, I will
endeavour to fupply him at the fame rate.

Tui1s partiality of Mr. Neal revived my
refolution to compleat this Treatife, in the
beft manner I could, for a publication; and
what is wanting in it of elegancy of phrafe,
hath been endeavoured to be fupplied in the
truth of the relation, which is the only com-
mendation of hiftory, and much preferable to
that artificial ftuff, which may find better ac-
cefs to fome ears.

Anp therefore to the Englifb reader I would
now addrefs my felf, becaufe in this land were
thefe actions done ; and their fore-fathers, with
bleeding hearts and diftilling eyes, were fpec-
tators of, and common fufferers under, the
infulting paces of tyrannical, arbitrary power,
and unlimited prerogative, and had a cup of
blood prepared for them ; though, blefled be
God, it is otherwife with us.

Turs Effiy being the firft of the kind,
that has been publifhed in this kingdom, it is
to be hoped fome abler hand in time may im-
prove the fame, and a more full account be
given of the Zuglifh Baptifts.

TuEe defign of the reverend Mr. Benjamin
Stinton’s Hiltory being to give an account of
b ¢ the
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the Englifh Baptifts only, he thought it might
not be improper, and did intend to introduce
it with fome account of the origin of their
opinion, and who have been reported to be
the authors of it. And fince there are various
accounts given of this matter, fays he, I fhall
briefly relate the different opintons about it,
as well thofe held by the Pedobaptifts, as thofe
of the Anti-Pedobaptifts, concerning their
own original, and then leave the reader to
judge which has the greateft appearance of
trath.

TuEey are generally condemned as a new
/-, whofe opmion and praétice, with rela-
tion to baptifm, was not known in the Chrif-
tian church till about two hundred years ago.
Bithop Burnet fays, ¢ Atthis time {ann0 1549
¢ there were many Anabaptifis in feveral parts
of England. They were generally Ger-
mans, whom the revolutions there had forc¢ed
to change their feats. Upon Luther’s firft
preaching in Germany, there arofe many,
who building on fome of his principles, car-
ried things much further than he did. The
chief foundation he laid down was, that the
fcripture was to be the only rule of Chrif-
tians. Upon this many argued, that the
myfteries of the Trinity, and Chrift’s in-
carnation and fuffering, of the fall of man,
and the aids of grace, were indeed philo-
fophical fubtilties, and only pretended to be
deduced from fcripture, as almoft all opi-
nions of religion were, and therefore they
rejeCted them. Among thefe the baptifm
of infants was onc: They held that to be
ro baptifm, and fo were re-baptized. But
¢ from this; which was nioft tzken notice of,

¢ as
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¢ as being a vifible thing, they carried all the
¢ genetal name of Anabaptifts’

MR. Marfbal fays, ¢ That the firft that
ever made a head againft it [infant-bap-
tifm} or a divifion in the church about it,
was Baltazar Pacommitanus in Germany,
¢ in Luther’s time, about the year 152%7.
This Baltazar is ftiled Baltazar Huebmar
Pacimontanus, Dr. in Waldfbut, atown near

o A &

the Helvetians. He was a man of great note/?

for learning, and did by his preaching and
writing very much promote his opinion.
He was burnt at Ziana, in 1528. for which
he is efteemed a martyr by his followers.
Bur, fays Mr. Tombs, Bellarmine and

XX

Sermon on
Infant-bap-
tifm, p. 5.

Zuinglias,
the epifile be-
ore his anfwer
to bis book on
Baptifm.

E xamen.

Cochleus fay, that Erafimus himfelf had fowed p- «2-

fome feeds of it alfo. And whoever reads
his works, will find feveral things in them
favouring the opinion of the Anti-Pedobap-
tifts: As when he faith, in his union of the
church, ¢ It is no where exprefled, in the
¢ apoftolical writings, that they baptized
childreny’ and again, upon Rom. vi. ¢ Bap-
tizing of children was not in ufe in St. Paul’s
time; and that they are not to be con-
demned, who doubt whether childrens bap-
tifim was ordained by the Apoftles.’

FOHN GERHARD, a Lutheran minifter,

~ 6 8~ e

De ratio Conc.

Tom. 40. of

derives the original of this fe¢t from Carolo- #1s Common
Sradins, who was converfant with Lauther, Me-Fhaces.

laaéthon, and the other reformers, and affifted
them in that blefled work. He fays, that
he is called the father of the Anabaptijts, by
Erajinus Alberus.

S L EIDAN, who writ the hiftory of the
Analaptifis, does not go fo far, but aflerts
of kim, ¢.that he praifed thejir opinion.’

b2 0S 1l
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OSIANDER affirms, ¢ that he joined
¢ himfelf to them.

MELANCTHON, who was well ac-
quainted, both with the man and his opinions,
fays of him, ¢ that he endeavoured to pro-
¢ mote the gofpel, tho’ in a wrong coutfe.”

Tue fhort hiftory of the Anabaptifts, pub-
lithed in 1647, fays; ¢ Itis hard to fay, whe-
¢ ther Caroloftadius, or one Nichelas Stork,
¢ was the firft founder of baptifm.

ARNOLDUS MESHOVIUS, another

hiftorian of thofe times, lays it ftill nearer the
door of the firft reformers; and fays, ¢ That
¢ the bufinefs of Anabaptifm began at Witten-
burg, anno Chrifti 1522. Luther then lurk-
ing in the caftle of Wartpurg in Thuringid,
by Nicholas Pelargus ; and that he had com-
panions at firft, Caroloftadius, Philip Me-
lanéthon, and others; and that Luther re-
turning from his Patmos, as he called it,
banithed Caroloffadius, and the reft, and
only received Philip Melanéthon into favour
agun.
Tuese paffages make it probable that
this queftion abount Infant-baptifin was agi-
tated among the reformers themfelves, and
that fome of them were at firft for rejecting
that practice.

VICECOMES, alearned Papift, hasleft
upon record, that Luther, Calvin, and Beza,
were adverfaries of infant-baptifin : Though
the Pzdobaptifts look upon this only as a
flander caft upon them.

*T1s certain that Zuinglius, that holy and
learned reformer, who flourithed about the
year 1520, was for fome time againft it, as
he ingenuoufly confeffes, -in thefe words:

¢ When

& o o & & & & & ®



The PR E FAC E. xxi

¢ When this opinion was every where foPe Bap.
rafhly and without confideration received, T°g" 1L
That all men believed that faith was con-P %3
firmed by figns, we muft neceffarily expect
this fad iffue, that fome would even deny
baptifm to infants; for how fhould it con-
firm the faith of infants, when it is manifeft
that they as yet have no faith? Wherefore Baxte,'s Serie
I my felf, that I may ingenuoufly confefs % Progs,
the truth, fome years ago, being deceived P 29*-
with this error, thought it better that chil-
drens baptifm thould be delayed, till they
came to full age: Though (adds he) I never
broke forth into that immodefty and impor-
tunity, as fome now do.’
I¥ fome of the other reformers were at firft
of this opinion, as his Words imply, yet they
might think it impracticable to carry their re-
formation fo far at once, and that it might
overthrow what they had already fo happily
cdone : And when fome of this opinion after-
wards had brought a fcandal upon the Pro-
teftants, and occafioned fuch confufions all
over Germany, they might be tempted to rc-
nounce this opinion, and write with fo much
zeal and anger, as they did againt thofe wha
maintained it.

*T'1s ftill more evident, that thefe firft re-
formers look’d upon fprinkling as a corrup-
tion of baptifm, and endeavoured to introduce
the primitive rite of dipping, as is practifed
by the Englifb Baptifts.

LUTHER has, in feveral places, fully
declared his opinion in this matter :

¢ BaprTism, faith he, is a Greek word;
¢ it may be termed a dipping, when we dip
¥ fomething in water; that it may be wholly

b 3 ¢ CQn
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covered with water: And although that
cuftom be now altogether abolithed among
the moft part, for neither do they dip the
whole children, but only fprinkle them with
a little water, they ought altogether never-
thelefs to be dipt, and prefently to be drawn
out again ; for the etymology of the word
feems to require that.’

In another place he fays; ¢ Wathing from
fins is attributed to baptifm s it is truly in-
deed attributed, but the fignification is fofter
and flower than that it can exprefs baptifm,
which is rather a fign both of death and re-
furreCtion. Being moved by this reafon,
I would have thofe that are to be baptized,
to be zltogether dipt into the water, as the
word doth found, and the myftery doth
¢ fignify.

AnD that this was the opinion and practice
of the chief leaders in the reformation, ap-
pears by fomething remarkable, that happend
1n thofe times concerning this matter.

FOHANNES BUGENHAGIUS PQ-
MERANIUS, who was a companion of
Luther, and fucceeded him in the miniftry at
Wittenburg, a very pious and learned divine,
tells us, in a book he publithed in the German
tongue, Anno 1542,

¢ TuaT he was defired to be a witnefs of
¢ a baptifm at Hamburgh, in the year 1529.
¢ That when he had feen the minifter only
¢ fprinkled the infant wrapped in fwathling-
¢

- N & & & & &
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clothes an the top of the head, he was
amazed ; becaufe he neither heard nor faw
any fuch thing¥*, nor yet read in any hiftory,

¥ dmong the Proteflams I fuppofe be meant.
¢ except
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except in cafe of neceffity, in bed-rid per-
fons. Ina general affembly therefore of all
the minifters of the word, that was convened,
he did afk of a certain minifter, Fobn Fritz
by name, who was fome time minifter of
Lubec, how the facrament of baptifm was
adminiftred at Lubec? Who for his piety
and candour did anfwer gravely, that infants
were baptized naked at Lubec, after the
fame fathion altogether as in Germany.
But from whence and how that peculiar
manner of baptizing hath crept into Ham-
burgh, he was ignorant. At length they
did agree among themfelves, that the judg-
ment of Luther, and of the divines of #7¢-
temburg, fhould be demanded about this
point : Which being done, Luther did write
back to Hamburgh, that this fprinkling was
an abufe, which they ought to remove,
Thus plunging was reftored at Hamburgh,’
BuT notwithftanding this, Dr. Featly and
many others will have it, that Arabaptifm took
its firt rife at Munfter ; and that Nicholas
Stork, Thomas Muncer, Fobn of Leyden, Mark
Stubner, Knipperdoling, Phiffer, and fuch
like, were the firft teachers of this do&trine,
and founders of the feét.

TuEese men denied the dotrine of the
Trinity, the incarnation of Chrift, the autho-
rity of magiftrates, the lawfulnefs of taking
oaths, and almoft all the Chriftian dotrines ;
and were guilty of feveral grofs enormities,
fuch as poligamy, rebellion, theft and murder ;
They feized the city of Munjfter, proclaimed
Fobn of Leyden their king, committed abun-
dance of violence, and caufed tumults and re-
bellions in feveral places.

b 4 ThHz
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THE extravagant doftrines, and feditious
practices of thefe men, are every where char-
ged upon the oppofers of infant-baptifm, to
render them odious, and a dangerous and fe-
ditious feét, not fit to be tolerated in any na-
tion, whofe principles have fo bad a tendency,
and whofe beginning was fo fcandalous.

I~ return to all which, the Baprifts alledge
in their own defence, that the Papifts improve
this ftory after the like manner, againit the
new begun reformation it felf, and reprefent
1t as the confequence of letting men have the
icriptures to read, and the liberty of judging
for themfelves in matters of religion.

TraT there is great reafon to fufpelt the
truth of many things reported of this People,
15 evident: Fer ina time of war, and popular
tuinults, it is not cafy to come at a certain
knowledge of what is tranfacted ; and if a
defign mifcarrics, it is generally cenfured,
Low uft or good foever it was. The Roman
Catholicks charge the Vaudpis, and Albigeois,
and fometimes the Lutherans, with crimes
almoft us black as they do thefe Anabaptifts :
And as for the Proteftants of thofe times, they
perfecuted this fect with fo much cruelty, and
wrote againft them with fo much bitternefs, that
1t diferedits very much what they fay of them,
at leaft makes 1t probable they took up fome
reports concerning them upon very flender
evidence.

NertueRr do the hiftories of thofe times
agree in the accounis they give of them; for
fome charge them with more crimes, and
much greater, than others do; fome accufe
them with thofe things which are direétly
contrary to what is affirmed of them by others 5

an
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and fome with things fo incredible, that their
adverfaries themfelves look upon them to be
but flanders.
THEY fay alfo, that there is no juft reafon
to lay thofe wars and tumults in Germany at
the door of the Anabaptifis ; foritis plain, in
the hiftories of thofe times, that Papifts, as well Bibop JeweDs
as Proteffants, and of thefe the Pedobaptifts Defence, P. 1.
as well as Anabaptifts, were concerned in them. © 4
AnD the chief occafion of their rifing, was
the defence of their civil liberties. When Dupin’s Ece.
they drew up a manifefto of their demands, in #Z# Cent.16.
twelve heads, and prefented it to the magi-—"* P79
ftrates, who had promifed to hear their com-
plaints, and do them juftice, there is but one
article, that dire€tly regards religion ; which
was, that they might have liberty to chufe
the minifters of their churches, and depofe
them afterwards, if they faw occafion. _
Tue confufions at Munfler, where theSpanbemins
blackeft part of this tragedy was acted, were 5{: Anab.
begun by a Pedobaptift minifter of the le}[);aap; .
theran perfuafion, one Bernard Rotman,p. 1.
preacher at the church of St. Maurice in that Skidan.
city ; and were carried on by him, with fe.
veral other Lutherans, for fome time, before
any Anabaptift appeared to have a hand in it.
AND though” Muncer and Pbhiffer are faid
to have deniod infant-baptifm, and to have
inftilled the fame opinion into others, yet
they had not received or profeffed this prin-
ciple till fome time after thefe infurrections
were begun in feveral parts of Germany,
If thefe men were as vile as they are repre-
fented to be, and guilty of all thofe crimes of
which they are accufed, this could not have
proceeded from their opinion about baptifm,

which
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which can have no fuch tendency : Nor is
there any colour of juftice, in charging thofe
crimes upon other Chriftians of that deno-
mination, who abhor their erroneous tenets,
and behave themfelves after the moft inuffen-
five manner. If all the errors which have
been maintained, and all the thefts, murders,
adulteries, and rebellions, which have been
committed by P.edobaptifts, were to be made
the confequence of that opinion, it would foon
appear a very bloody and dangerous tenet
indeed, and render thofe who held it much
more odious than Anabaptifts,

BuT that which is more material to our
enquiry after the firft rife of this fe&t is, That
thefe men did not advance this tenet concern-
ing baptifm, as a thing entirely new, but
what was taught by others, who rejected the
errors and corruptions of the church of Rome,
as well as themfelves; and affirmed it to have
been the opinion of the #aldenfes and Petro-
brufians, who had gone before them.

TuEY did not fet up themfelves upon this
account as the heads and founders of a new
fe€t, or religion, as enthufiaftical perfons
are too ready to do, if there be but the leaft
room for it.

DUPIN, a perfon well acquainted with
ecclefiaftical hiftory, calls this the revival of
the error.

THERE were betore, and about this time,
many people of their opinion concerning bap-
tifm, who had made a declaration of much
better prineiples, and under better leaders.

Bisuop Burnet fays, ¢ There were twa
¢ forts of thefe [ Anabaptifts] moft remark-
¢able: The one was of thofe who only

¢ thought
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< thought that bapti{m ought not to be given
¢ but ta thofe who were of an age capable of
¢ inftru@ion, and who did earneftly defire
+ jt ——=Thefe were called the gentle, or
< moderate Anabaptifts : But others, who car-
¢ ried that n:me, denied almoft all the prin-
¢ ciples of the Chriftian dottrine, and were
¢ men of fierce and barbarous tempers -
¢ Thefe being joined in the common name
< of Anabaptifts, with the other, brought
¢ them alfo under an il charatter.’

Monse1ur Bayle, {peaking of the many
martyrs that the Anabaptifis boaft of, and
their martyrology, being a large book in
Folio, fays:

¢ CouLp it only produce thofe that were put Diczionary,

¢ to death for attempts againft the govern- Anabaptilts,
$ ment, its bulky martyrology would make 1{33’.‘:’ F, 2d.
“but a ridiculous figure. But it is certain,”
< that feveral Anabaptifis, who fuffered death
« couragioufly for their opinions, had never
¢ any intention of rebelling. Give me leave
‘to cite an evidence, which cannot be
< fufpected ; it is that of a writer, who hasGuy de Bres.
¢ exerted his whole force in refuting this fet.
¢ He obferves, that its great progrefs was
¢ owing to three things: The firft was, That
¢ its teachers deafned their hearers with num-
¢ berlefs paffages of fcripture: The fecond,
¢ That they affeted a great appearance of
¢ fan&tity: The third, That their followers
¢ difcovered great conftancy in their fuffer-
¢ ings and deaths. But he gives not the leaft
¢ hint, that the Anabaptif martyrs fuffered
¢ death for taking up arms againft the ftate,
¢ or ftirring up the people to rebellion.’

Mon-
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Monsei1uRr Bayle being a Papift, and the
author he cites a Proteffant, made this re-
mark upon it:

¢ OsservE by the way, fayshe, that this
¢ author refutes his adverfaries, juft as the
¢ Catholicks refute the Proteftants : And then
¢ fhews how the arguments ufed againft the
< one, are of equal force againft the other.’

GEORGE CASSANDER, who lived
in thofe times, had difputed with the Ana-
baptifts, and vifited fome of their minifters
in prifon, does in his epiftle to the duke of
Gulick and Cleve, give a very good charater
of them who dwelt in Belgick and lower
Germany, even when fome others were guilty
of fuch extravagancies at Munfter and Bat-
tenburgh. He fays,

¢ That they difcovered an honeft and a
¢ pious mind ; and that they erred from the
¢ faith, through a miftaken zeal, rather than
¢ an evil difpofition; that they condemned
¢ the outragious behaviour of their brethren of
¢ Munfter 5 that they taught that the king-
¢dom of Jefus Chrift was to be eftablifhed
¢ only by the crofs. They deferve therefore,
¢ adds he, to be pitied and inftructed, rather
¢ than to be perfecuted.’

The learned Beza alfo gives a very ho-
nourable account of many of themin his epi-
ftle to the Gallo-Belgic churches at Embden,
and fays:

¢ Many of the Anabaptifts are good men,
¢ fervants of God, and our moft dear bre-
¢ thren.’

THese authors had more juftice than to
condemn the innocent with the guilty, and to

afperfe
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afperfe the whole for the errors and diforders
of a fmall part.

TuEe great number of Anabaptifts that
were about this time in feveral parts of Ger-
many, and other countries, make it impro-
bable, that thefe frantick men at Munfler
fhould be the founders of this fe&, or fo
much as the firft that revived the queftion,
about childrens baptifm in thofe times.

XXix

Trose ftirs at Munfter did not begin till Spanhemius,
the year 1532. nor did they come to any greats. 13.

height, or any Anabaptifts appear in that
city till the year 1533. And yes we find great
oppofition made againft Anabaptifts before
this in feveral parts, both bydifputations and
writings, and fome fevere laws made againft
their opinion.

Tuey were oppofed at Augsburg about
the year 1516. by Regius : In Saxony by Lu-
ther, 1522. In Thuringia by Micerius, 152 5.
In Switzerland, at Zurick, there were three
publick difputations held between Zuinglius
and the heads of the Anabaptifts, in Fan.
March, and Nov. 1525. Oecolampadius alfo
difputed with thefe Hereticks, as he calls
them, the fame year at Bazi/; and again in
the Years 1527, and 1529.

TH1s opinion prevailed fo faft, thatto pre-
vent the growth of it, the magiftrates of
Zurick publifhed a folemn edict againft it in
1525. requiring all. perfons to have their
children baptized, and forbidding rebaptiza-
tion, under the penalty of being fined,
banifhed, or imprifoned. Another was put
gortl;1 in 1530. making it punifhable with

cath.

In
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Hooke’s 4po- < In the year 1528. Hans Shaeffir, and
kgys 229+ ¢ Leonard Freek, for oppofing infants bap-

Ib. p. 30.

¢ tifm, were beheaded at Schwas in Germany 5
“and Leopald Suyder at Augsburg for the
< fame.

¢ AT Saltzburg cighteen perfons of the
< fame faith were burnt; and twenty five at
¢ Waltfen the {ame year.

¢ ANNo 1529. twenty of them were put
¢ to death in the Palatinate; and three hun-
¢ dred and fifty at Altze in Germany. The
< men for the moft part beheaded, and the
¢ women drowned.

¢« ANNoO 1533. FHugh Crane, and Marga-
¢ ret his wife, with two more, were martyred
¢ at Harlem ; the woman was drowned ; the
¢ three men were chained to a poft, and roaft-
<ed by a fire, at a diftance, till they died.
¢ This was the very fame year that the rifing
¢ was at Munfter.
¢ LikewiIsk in the Proteftant Cantons in
Switzerland, they were ufed as hardly,
¢ about the fame time.
¢ ANNO 1526. one Felix Men:z, a Bap-
tift minifter, was drowned at Zuiich.
¢ An~No 1530. two of the baptized bre-
thren were burnt.
¢ Anxo 1531. fix more of the congrega-
tion of Baptifts were martyr’d in the fame
¢ place.

¢ Axno 1533. two petfons, Lodwick Teft,
¢ and Catbherine Harngen, were burnt at
¢ Munfter.”

THERE is part of a letter, preferved i
an author not to be fufpected, that was writ-
ten to Erafmus, out of Bobem.¢, dated Offober
10, 1519. in which an account is given of

a
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a fe€t then in being, and which had been in
that country for abowe nimety years, who by
the charalter given of them, appear to be
Ansbaptifis ; and were not only long before Colomefius's
Stork and Muncer, but alfo before Larher Collection,
and Cafvin, who fet themfelves to oppofe the P 3
churchiof Rome. The letter defcribes them thus:
¢ Thefe men have no other opinion of the Wall’s Hig.
¢ Pope, cardinals, bithops, and other clergy, Baps- Part IL.
than as of manifeft antichrifts. They call P+ 2°°
the Pope fometimes the beaft, and fome-
times the whore, mentioned in the Revela-
tions. 'Their own bithops and priefts they
themfelves do chufe for themfelves; igno-
rant and unlearned laymen, that have wife
and children. They mutually falute one
another by the name of brother and fifter.
They own no other authority than the fcrip-
tures of the Old and New Teftament:
They flight all the Doctors, both ancient
and modern, and give no regard to their
doétrine. ‘Their priefts, when they cele-
brate the offices of the mafs [or commu-
nion] do it withont any prieftly garments ;
nor do they ufe any prayer or colleéts on
this occafion, but only the Lord’s prayer,
by which they confecrate bread that has been
Jeavened. They believe or own little or
nothing of the facraments of the church:
Such as come over to their fe&t, muft every
one be baptized anew, in mere water.
They make no blefling of falt, nor of
water ; nor make any ufe of confecrated oil.
- They believe nothing of divinity in the fa-
crament of the Eucharift, only that the
confecrated bread and wine do by fome
occult figns reprefent the death of Chrift

1 ¢ and
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¢ and accordingly, that all that do kneel down
¢ to it, or worfhip it, are guilty of idolatry.
¢ That that facrament was inftituted by Chrift
¢ to no other purpofe but to renew the me-
¢ mory of his paffion, and not to be carried
¢ about, or held up by the prieft to be gazed
¢ on. For that Chrift himfelf, who is to be
< adored and worfhipped with the honour of
¢ Latreia, fits at the right hand of God, as
¢ the Chriftian church confefles in the creed.
< Prayers to faints, and for the dead, they
¢ count a vain and ridiculous thing; as like-
¢ wife auricular confeflion and penance, en-
¢ joined by the prieft for fins. Eves and
¢ faft-days are, they fay, a mockery, and
¢ the difguife of hypocrites. They fay, the
¢ holy days of the virgin Mary, and the
¢ Apoftles, and other faints, are the inven-
< tion of idle people ; but yet they keep the
¢ Lord’s-day, and Chriftmas, and Eafter, and
< Whitfontide, &c.

THais defcription does almoft in every
thing fit the modern Arabaptifts, efpecially
thofe in England. Their faluting one another
by the name of brother and fifter; their chu-
fing their own minifters, and from among the
ity ; their rejeting all prieftly garments,
and refufing to kneel at the facrament; their
flighting all authorities but that of the fcrip-
tures, but efpecially their baptizing again all
that embraced their way, does certainly give
the Baptifts a better right than any other Yro-
teftants, to claim thefe people for their pre-
deceflors.

*T'1s true, fome zealous Pedobaptifts, who
would willingly have none thought fober and
religious, who deny baptifm to chilcll:ren,

ave
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have infinuated that thefe Pyghards, and fol-
lowers of Hus in Bobemia, did not baptize
fuch as came over to them, from any diflike
of infant-baptifm, but of thofe ceremonies
which the church of Rome ufed init. And
Ortius does pofitively affirm this to be the
reafon of it.

Bur there is no proof from any authentic
hiftories that thofe early Proteftants, who re-
tained infant-baptifm, did any of them, upon
their departing from Popery, reject their bap-
tifm in that church, and receive a new baptifm.

WALDEN, who lived in thofe times, Tom. III.
and writ againft the Huyffites in Bobemia above Tit- v- ¢. 53.
an hundred years before Ottius, affirms,
¢ That fome of them maintained this herefy, Marfhall &-
¢ That believers children were not to be bap- g‘””/ngbs’
¢ tized; and that baptifm was to no purpofe?* °5-
¢ adminiftred to them.

WEe muft therefore look for a more early
beginning of this fet and opinion than the
infurrection at Munfter, or the reformation
in Germany., And we find there are fome of Caffander
the Pzdobapiifts, and thofe of no {mall re- Dupin. Cens.
pute, who affirm, that the Albigenfes were the ’6‘e L. v.
firt who dared pofitively to declare againﬁ:p s
infant-baptifm, and call the preaching of this
opinion, by Muncer, Stork, &c. only a re-
viving of that error.

Or this fect there was a great number, in
divers parts of Franmce and Bokemia, above
three hundred years before Luther’s and Cal-
vin’s reformation. They went under diffe-
rent names, either from the places that were,
fulleft of them, or the perfons who were their
principal leaders : But the name of Albigenfes Fox, vl 1.

and X aldenfes were the titles moft commonlyp 299.
c given
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given to them ; the one from Albi, a place
fo called in Languedoc, in which were great
numbers of them ; the other from one Waldus,
the fuppofed founder of that fect, who was
a rich and learned citizen of Lyons, and began
there to oppofe the errors and fuperftitions of
the church of Rome, about the year 1r160.
THE Papifts impute a great many heinods
crimes to thefe people; a method ‘which
they generally take with all who have dii-
fented from their church. And yet Resnerus,
a zealous oppofer of them, gives a very ho-
nourable account of this fect.
¢ Tuey are, fays he, in their manner
compos’d, and modeft; no pride in ap-
parel, becaufe they are therein neither coftly
nor fordid. They tranfat their affairs
withouc lying, fraud, and fwearing, being
moft upon handicraft trades: Yea, their
doftors or teachers ave weavers and fhoe-
makers, who do not multiply riches, but
content themfelves with neceffary things.
Thefe Lyonifts are very chafte and tem-
perate, both in meats and drinks; who
neither haunt taverns, or ftews: They do
much curb their paffions; they are always
either working, teaching, or learning, &'c.
very frequent in their affemblies and wor-
thips, g¢c. They are very modeft and
precife in their words, avoiding fcurrility,
detraction, levity, and falfehood.
Tuose who write .againft the Baptifts,
charge them with abundance of herefies, and
monftrous doétrines; fo that it is not eafy
with certainty to come at their opinions.
. As to the matter of Baptifin, fome repre-
tent thofe they write againft, as denying all
' bapti{m.
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baptifm. Others fpeak of fome that allowed
baptifm to the adult, but denied it to infants.
Others again accufe them of no error at all
about baptifm. But there is an expedient
found out to reconcile this hiftorical difference,
which both parties agree to, and feems to be
the truth, vzz. That there were feveral felts,
who went under this general name of #al-
denfes or Albigenfes, like as there are of Dif-
fenters in England. ‘That fome of thefe did
deny all baptifm, and others only the baptifm
of infants. That many of them were of this
latter opinion, is affirmed in feveral hiftories
of this people, as well ancient as modern.
I will for brevity-fake only mention one,
whofe authority is the father to be taken,
becaufe he was not only a Pedobaptift, but
alfo fet himfelf with great care to find out the
truth of this matter. *Tis that of Chaffanian,
who in his hiftory of the Albigeois fays: )
¢ SomE writers have affirmed that the?{e"‘;?‘t‘g“;’?
¢ Albigeois approved not of the baptifm of ». 81
¢ infants: Others, that they entirely flighted
this holy facrament, as if it was of no ufe,
cither to great or fmall. The fame has been
faid of the Vaudois; though fome affirm,
that they have always baptized their chil-
dren. This difference of authors kept me
for fome time in fufpenfe, before I could
come to be refolved on which fide the truth
lay. At laft confidering what St. Bernard
fays of this matter, in his 66th Homily on
the fecond chapter of the Song of Songs,
and the reafons he brings to refute this
error, and alfo what he wrote ad Hilde-
Sonfun comitem Santi Agidii, 1 cannot
¢ deny that the Albigeois, for the greateft
c 2 ¢ part,
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¢ part, were of that opinion. And that
which confirms me yet more in the belief
of it, is, that in the hiftory of the city of
Treves, which I have mentioned before, at
the end of the fourth chapter, ’tis faid, that
at Ivoi, in the diocefe of Treves, there were
fome who denied that the facrament of bap-
tifm was available to the falvation of in-
fants: And one Catherine Saube, who was
burnt at Montpelier, in the year 1417. for
being of the mind of the Albigeois, in not
believing the traditions of the Romifh church,
had the fame thoughts concerning infant-
baptifm, as’tis recorded in the regifter of
the town-houfe of the faid city of Mont-
pelier 5 of which we fhall {peak at the end
of the fourth book. The truthis, they did
not reject this facrament, or fay it was ufe-
lefs 5, but only counted it unneceffary to in-
fants, becaufe they are not of age to believe,
or capable of giving evidence of their faith.
That which induced them, as I fuppofe,
¢ to entertain this opinion, is what our Lord
< fays: He that believeth, and is baptized,
¢ fhall be faved; but be that belicveth not,
¢ fball be damned.

CASSANDER, who has examined the
queftion about infant-baptifm with much care,
and is faid to have writ with more impartiality
concerning the Anabaptifts than any other au-
thor, makes Peter de Bruis, and Henry, who
lived four hundred years before all this, to be
the firft that taught this opinion, and practifed
according to it. For, fpeaking of thefe pre-
tended hereticks, he affirms of them ; ¢ That
¢ they firft openly condemned infant-baptifm,
¢ and ftiffly afferted that baptifm was fit or;ly

2 ¢ for
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¢ for the adult; which they both verbally

¢ taught, and really practifed in their admi-

niftration of bapti{m.’

Anp after him, Dr. il fays: < I take Hifory of In-
this Peter Bruis, and Henry, to be the firft/ant-baptifm,
Antipedobaprift preachers that ever fet up B°‘:1§ 1

a church, or fociety of men holding that®™ '*#

¢ opinion againft infant-baptifm, and re-bap-

¢ tizing fuch as had been baptized in infancy ;’

and calls them, in the contents, the two firft
Antipzdobaptift preachers in the world.

Bu left thefe early reformers fhould bring
any reputation to the Anabaptifts, he relates
feveral infamous ftories and malicious {landers
caft upon them by the Papifts, without any
endeavours to clear them: A method that he
would hardly have taken with the firft leaders
of the reformation, either in England or Ger-
many.

TuEesE were both Frenchmen, and began
to propagate their doftrines, and found the
{fe&, who after their names were called Perro-
brufians and Henricians, in Dauphine, about
the year 1126.

Tuev had both of them been in priefts
orders, and had each of them a place or em-
ployment in that office: The former having
been a minifter of a parifh-church, but was
turned out: The latter a monk, but had de-
ferted the monaftery, upon the change of his
principles ; for which reafon they were called
apoftates, as well as hereticks,

PETER began firft; and after he had
for fome time publithed his opinions, and
drawn many followers after him, Henry be-
came his difciple, and afterwards his fuc-
ceflor,

"~
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Tue errors they are faid to defend, are
digefted into fix articles.

1. TuaT infants are not to be baptized.

2. THaT temples or altars ought not to be
built ; .and, if built, to be pulled down again.

3. TraAT croffes are not to be worthipped,
but rather broken, or trodden under foot.

4. TuaT the mafs is nothing, and ought
not to be celebrated.

5. THaT dead men receive no beneft
from the prayers, facrifices, &c. of the
living,

6. TuarT it is a mocking of God, to fing
prayers in the church.

THEIR opinion concerning Baptifm, is all
that needs here to be enquired into.

PETER, abbot of Glugny, writ an epiftle
to three bithops of France, againft thefe he-
reticks and their followers, in the year 1146.
the time when they chiefly prevailed. He
accufes them of all thefe tenets, and makes
their denying of infant-baptifm the firft, and
exprefies it thus.

The firft Propofition of the new Hereticks.

Wall's Hifory ¢ THEY fay, Chrift fending his difciples
of Infant-bap- ¢ to preach, fays in the gofpel, G2 ye out into
tifmy Partll-c 511 the avorid, and preach the gofpel to every

Pp- 173.

¢ creature: He that believeth, and is bap-
¢ tized, fball be faved 5 but be that believeth
S not, fball be damned. From thefe words
¢ of our Saviour it is plain that none can be
¢ faved. unlefs he believe, and be baptized ;
¢ that is, have both chriftian faith and'.'l;ap-

€ tim s
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tifm ; for not one of thefe, but both toge-
ther, does fave: So that infants, tho’ they
be by you baptized, yet fince by reafon of
their age they cannot believe, are not faved.
It is therefore an idle and vain thing, for
you to wafh perfons with water, at fuch
a time when you may indeed cleanfe their
{kin from dirt in a human manner, but not
purge their fouls from fin: But we do ftay
till the proper time of faith; and when a
perfon is capable to know his God, and be-
lieve in him, then we do, notas you charge
us, re-baptize him, but baptize him; for
he is fo to be accounted, as not yet baptized,
who is not wathed with that baptifm, by
which fins are done away.’

THrs account of their praétice does per-
fectly agree with the modern Baptifts: And
the author who relates it, fays alfo,

¢ TuaT they were reported to renounce
all the Old Teftament, and all the New,
except the four gofpels. But this he fays
he was not fure of; and would not im-
pute it to them, for fear he might flander
them.

So it appears that he took fome care in re-
porting their opinions, and can hardly be fup-
pofed to accufe them fo pofitively of that
which he only had by hearfay, or at lealt
to make it the firft article of their herefy.

A YEear after this author had written
againft them, St. Bernard, abbot of Clareval,
was defired by the Pope to accompany fome
bithops, whom he had fent to ftop the {pread-
ing of thefe doctrines, and reduce thofe who
had been led mnto them. When they camg
nigh to the territory of the earl of St. Gules,
c 4 Berhard
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Bernard writes a letter to the faid earl, in
whofe country the aforefaid Henry was at this
time harboured ; in which he recounts what
mifchiefs that heretick, as he calls him, had
done.

¢ Tue churches, fays he, are without
people ; the people without priefts, &Je.
¢ God’s holy place is accounted profane ; the
*¢ facraments are efteemed unholy, &¢. Men
¢ die in their fins; their fouls carried to that
¢ terrible judicature, alas! neither reconciled
by penance, nor ftrengthned by the holy
communion. ‘The infants of Chriftians are
hindred from the life of Chrift, the grace
of baptifm being denied them: Nor are
they fuffered to come to their falvation,
tho’ our Saviour compaffionately cries out in
their behalf, faying, Suffer little children
to come to me, &c.

TuE fame St. Bernard publithed a little
after feveral fermons; in one of which he
complains of a fort of hereticks, who pre-
tended to derive their dotrines from the
Apottles, fuppofed to be thefe Petrobrufians
and Henricians : Concerning whom he fays,
¢ They laugh at us for baptizing infants, for
¢ our praying for the dead, and for defiring
the prayers of the faints: They believe no
fire of purgatory after death, but that the
foul when it departs the body prefently paffes
either into reft or damnation.’

"T'1s true, that both thefe authors give
them but an ill chara@er, and impute many
errors and vile practices to them: But, of
thefe, the P.edobaptifts themfelves are willing
to clear them,
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THE truth is, fays Mr. Marfhall, ¢ Thefe Infant-bapt,
¢ two men did, for twenty years together,P- 66
¢ fo much fpread the dotrine of the #al-
¢ denfes, and fo plague the bifhops mitres,
¢ and the monks bellies, that I wonder not,
¢ though they charged any thing upon them,
¢ which might make them odious to the
¢ people.’

THEIR new doftrine did ftrangely fpread
in a little time; and tho’ it began only in
Dauphine, it foon obtained in moft of the
provinces of France; and from being buzz’d
about in defarts, and little villages, it began
quickly to be owned by great crouds of
people, and entertained in populous towns and
cities: Which greatly enraged the popifh
clergy, and occafioned a very hot perfecution.
Peter was in the year 1144 taken in the ter-
ritory of St. Giles, and according to the laws
of thofe times burnt to death. Henry efcaped
for fome time after this, and went on to pro-
pagate the fame doctrines in feveral places;
but at length he was taken alfo, and delivered
in chains to the bithop of Qfiz: But what
was done with him is not faid, tho’ it may
eafily be fuppofed ; for the men of that cha-
racter dont ufe to be guilty of letting here-
ticks efcape out of their hands.

TuEsE perfons lived in the 12th century
after Chrift, and had a great number of fol-
lowers, who kept themfelves clear of many
grofs errors, with which the church of Rome
was corrupted in that dark time. And yet
there were two famous perfons, who lived
and attempted a reformation of religion, above
an hundred years before thefe; who are alfo
accufed of broaching this doctrine, and found-

ing
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ing & fect that denied the baptifm of infants:
That is, Bruno and Berengarius; the former
was bifhop of Arngers, and the latter deacon
of the fame church.

BoTu thefe are faid to have attempted
a reformation of fome corrupt dottrines and
practices of the church of Rome, about the
year 1035. among which the pratice ot bap-
tizing infants was one. Of this there are two
witnefles produced, which Dr. #4/l acknow-
ledges to have great appearance of truth, not-
withftanding his endeavours to render it fufpi-
cious.

OnE proof that thefe men were againft
infant-baptifm, is from a letter written by
Deodwinus, bithop of Leige, to Henry l.
king of France; in which are thefe words:
¢ There is a report come out of France, and
¢ which goes thro’ all Germany, that thefe
¢ two,’ wiz. Bruno and Berengarius, ¢ do
¢ maintain that the Lord’s body {the hoft]
¢ is not the body, but a fhadow and figure
¢ of the Lord’s body. And that they do
¢ difannul lawful marriages; and, as far as
¢ in them lies, overthrow the baptifm of in-
¢ fants.

TuE other proof produced, is from Gu:s-
mund, who wrote againft Berengarius, to-
wards the latter end of his life, This autbor,
after he had taken notice of the afore-men-
tioned letter, and the opinions therein laid to
their charge, fays: ¢ That Berengarius finding
¢ that thofe two opinions [of marriage, and
¢ baptifm] would not be endured, by the
¢ ears even of the worft men that were, and
¢ that there was no pretence in fcripture to be
¢ brought for them, betook himfelf wholly

¢ ta
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¢ to uphold the other [viz. that againft tran.
¢ fubftantiation] in which he feemed to have
¢ the teftimony of our fenfes on his fide, and
¢ againft which none of the holy fathers had
¢ fo fully fpoken, and for which he pick’d
¢ up fome reafons, and fome places of fcrip-
¢ ture mifunderftood.’

THis feems to be agreeable to the method
of the firft authors of the prefent reformation
in England and Germany. They fet out with
a defign to refcue both the facraments from
their corruptions and abufes, as has been
proved ; yet finding the common people un-
capable of receiving fo great an alteration at
once, dropt the bufinefs of baptizing children,
and bent their chief endeavours againft Tran-
fubftantiation.

THESE were two famous champions for the
truth, againft popifh errors and fuperftitions;
efpecially the latter: And for above an hun-
dred years after, all that ftoed up for the pu-
rity of the Chriftian religion, were called
Berengarians, And fo many were his fol-
lowers, that Matthew Paris fays, he drew
all France, Italy, and England, to his opi-
nion.

Ir any ftill doubt, whether there were in
this age feveral who oppofed the bapti{m of
infants, let them read Dr. 4/ix’s remarks on
the ancient church of Piedmont, and particu-
larly what he fays concerning one Gundulphus,
and his followers in Italy; divers of whom
were examined by the bithop of Cambray
and Arras, in the Year 1025. who repre-
fents them to have given the following Rea-
fon againft infant baptifm, viz,

3 ¢ Bz-
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Stennet ¢« BEcause toan infant, that neither wills
againfiRuflen, ¢ nor runs, that knows nothing of faith, is
?- 85 ¢ jgnorant of its own falvation and welfare ;

< in whom there can be no defire of regene-
¢ ration, or confeflion of faith; the will,
< faith, and confeffion of another man, feems
¢ not in the leaft to appertain.’

Taus do the moft learned of the Pedo-
baptifts themfelves make the firft rife of the
Jeét, they in contempt term Anabaptifts, to
be at leaft five hundred years before the con-
fufions at Munfter, where others would fix
their origin. Nor do fome ftop here; but
go ftill farther back, to find out the authors
and founders of this fe&, even to the fourth
century. For Mr. Long, Prebendary of St.
Peter’s, Exon, lays:

Hifoy, Do- < For, though there were great fewds be-

natifts, p. 60. ¢ ¢ween the Donatifts, and others, that fepa-
¢ rated from them, on the like pretences
¢ as they feparated from the Carholicks, as
¢ Maximinianifts and Luciferians, who were
< profefled Anabaptifis.’

Now the Donatifts flourithed about the
year 400. as appears by feveral edits pub-
lithed againft them about that time: And,
though the name of Anabaptift is given in
feveral ancient writers to the Donatifts, and
Aprians in general, this was not becaufe they
objeted againft the baptifim of infants ; but
for their baptizing thofe again, who had been
baptized before by the Catholicks, either in
infancy, or at age.

Bur now, concerning the Luciferians,
Mr. Long afferts:

Ib. p. 103. ¢ Tuart they did not only rebaptize the
¢ adult, that came over to them, but refufed
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¢ to baptize children, contrary to the practice
¢ of the Church, as appears, fays he, by fe-
¢ veral difcourfes of St. Auguftin.’

THESE, by his account, were the moft
moderate of thofe who feparated from the Ca-
tholick church in thofe times: That they
were called Luciferians from Lucifer Calari-
tanus, bithop of Sardinia, once a zealous de-
fender of the Catholick faith againft the Ari-
ans, for which he was banithed by them,
when they had the Power ; and that his fepa-
ration from the Catholicks was occafioned by
their thewing too much countenance to the
Arians, and admitting them upon too eafy Hiffory, Do-
conditions, not only into their communion, natifts, p. 10z.
but into ecclefiattical dignities.

He was a man greatly efteemed and com-
mended on many accounts by the Carbolicks 3
great numbers were of his perfwafion, and
followed him, and ftood independent on the
Denatifts congregations, or any of the other
faétions.

MRr. Philpot the martyr, in a letter of hisIb. . 103.
to his fellow-fufferer, who fcrupled infants
baptifm, finds out another about this time,
on whom he fathers the firft rife of this opi-
nion.

One of his fellow-fufferers for the Pro-
teftant religion, being in doubt about the
lawfulnefs of infant baptifm, writ a letter to
?im about it. In Philpot’s anfwer to this, he
ays,

“TuaT Auxentius one of the AriansCafe of Infant
¢ {fect, with his adherents, was one of the firft Bapti/m,
¢ that denied the baptifm of children; and?: 96
¢ next after him, Pelagius the Heretick, and

< fome
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¢ fome other that were in St. Bernard’s time,
¢ as it appears by his writings.

THis Auxentius was bithop of Milay,
and departed this life in the year 378. being
fucceeded in his bithoprick by St. Ambrofe,
who is remarkable for his being elected a bi-
fhop before he was baptized.

Otuers have followed this opinion as
Bullinger *, George Phillipst+, Holms ||, and
the Athenian Oracle ||].

I suaLL notenquire into the truth of thefe
reprefentations: Both the Donatifis and Ari-
ans are termed Anabaptifis in feveral ancient
authors 3 but the occafion of giving them
that title is difputed. However, fince they
were accufed of grofs herefies, and the authors
of a dreadful fchifm in the church, fome
writers againft the Baptifts are willing enough
to reprefent thefe as their predeceflors.

BuT, if this be doubtful, there is ftill a
more early oppofer of infant baptifm pro-
duced by others ; of which there is fuch au-
thentic proof, as not to be denied by any ;
and that is Tertullian, who flourithed about
the year 200, and was very famous in the
Chriftian church, leaving many learned wri-
tings behind him,

Tuis man is the firft chriftian writer,
who exprefly mentions fuch a practice as
baptizing of infants, and at the fame time
condemns it, as an unwatrantable and irra-
tional practice.

* Tom. ITI. Se&. VIII. + Anfw. te
Lamb. p. 137. || Auimad. on Tom. p. g3.
Il Vol. ITL. #. 245.

CHAS-
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CHASSANIAN, alearned Frenchman,
and zealous Pedobaptift, in his hiftory of the
Albigeois, having kProved that they rejected
the baptifm of infants, tho’ he thinks that
they erred in this matter, yet endeavours to
excufe them, by alledging, ¢ That they were Stennet againg
¢ not the firft who were of this opinion,Ruffen, .83,
¢ feeing Tertullian was for deferring baptifin,
¢ till perfons came to years of difcretion.’
Dr. Wall, who in one place calls Peter Bruis
and Henry the two firlt Antipedobaptift
preachers in the world, yet in another place
acknowledges there was, in the firft four hun- Wall’s #;s.
dred years, one Tertullian, who advifed itBap¢. PartI.
to be deferred till the age of reafon; and oneP- 82
Nazianzen till three years of age, in cafe of
no danger of death. Mr. Fobn Goodwin the
Independent, being engaged in this contro-
verfy, fays, ¢ That Tertullian {feems to have Catabap.
¢ been the firft who perfuaded Chriftians toP- 74+
¢ delay baptifm, efpecially the baptifm of
¢ their children, until afterwards.” MTr. Stokes Remarks on
alfo calls Tertullian the firft Antipedobaptift Dr. Gale,
in the world. .53

BoTH parties in this controverfy cite Ter-
tullian’s words, as making for them. The
Pedobaptifts, to prove there was fuch a
practice as baptizing infants in the Chriftian
church, as early as Tertullian’s time: The
Baptifts, to improve what he fays againft it ;
and to fhew that the firft writer that makes
any mention of fuch a cuftom, diflikes and
condemnsit. For thus he expreffeth himfelf:

¢ Tuey whofe duty it 1s to adminifter Tertull. 2
¢ baptifm are to know, That it muft not be Bat. ¢. 18
¢ given rafhly, give to every one that asketh
¢ thee, has its proper fubjet, and relates to

¢ almf-
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¢ almigiving: But the command rather is here
¢ to be confidered ;5 Give not that which is
¢ holy to dogs, meither cat your pearls before
< fwiney and that, lay bands fuddenly on no
¢ man, neither be partaker of other mens
¢ faults. Therefore, according to every ones
¢ condition and difpofition, and alfotheir age,
¢ the delaying of baptiftn is more profitable,
¢ efpecially in the cafe of little children §
< for what need is there, that the godfathers
¢ thould be brought into danger, becaufe they
< may either fail of their promifes by death,
¢ or they may be miftaken, by a child’s pro-
<ving of wicked difpofition. Our Lord
< fays, indeed, forbid them mot to come unto
¢« me; therefore let them come when they are
< grownup ; let them come when they under-
¢ ftand, when they are inftructed, whither it
< js that they come; let them be made Chri-
¢ ftians, when they can know Chrift: What
< need their guiltlefs age make fuch hafte to
< the forgivenefs of fins? Men will proceed
¢ more warily in worldly things ; and he that
< thould not have earthly goods committed to
¢ him, yet fhall have hecavenly; let them
< know how to defire this falvation, that you
¢may appear to have given to onc that
¢ asketh.’

HEeRrE then is a Baptift as early as the year
200. and if, by that term, we only under-
ftand an oppofer of infant baptifm, he bids
very fair for being the firft; becaufe that fup-
pofes fuch a praétice to be imtroduced, or at
leaft attempted. 'We cannot expect, thatany
thould exprefly declare themfelves aguinft in-
fants baptifm before fuch an opinion was

broached, orthat any could feparatetill fucha
practice
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praétice was introduced. But, if that term be
ufed to fignify fuch as hold the dottrine, on
which infant-baptifm is rejected, viz. That a
perfonal profeffion of repentance and faith is
neceffary from thofe whe are admitted to bap-
tifm, this was taught and practifed by per-
fons of greater authority than Zersullian, and
who lived long before his time; as will ap-
pear by the next account, which fome have
given concerning this matter, viz.

TuaT the baptifm of infants was, in the
primitive times, left as an indifferent thing ;
being by fome pratifed, by others omitted.

SomE Pedobaptifts, of no fmall reputati-
on, finding themfelves fo hardly preffed in
the bufinefs of antiquity, are willing to halve
the matter with their Brethren.

Irinp feveral menof greatlearning, and
diligent fearchers into antiquity, to go this
way ;3 as Grotius, Daillee, bifhop Taylor, and
Mr. Baxter. What they fay to this purpofe
is worth obferving,. !

GROTIUS, who his adverfaries ac-
knowledge, had a vaft ftock of learning,
and was well read in antiquity, fays to this
purpofe in his Annotations on Matt. Xix. 14.
taken partly from Wall, and partly from
Poole.

IT does not appear, that infant-baptifm Wall, par. ii.
did univerfally obtain in the primitive times, ?- 23
bu: was more frequent in Africa than any
where elfe. In the councils of the ancients,
one fhall find no earlier mention of Pedebap-
tifm than in the council of Carthage.

IN Tertullian’s time it appears, there was Tertullian on
nothing defined concerning the age in which Papti/m,
they were to be baptized, that were confe- Ch. xviii.

d crated
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crated by their parents to Chriftian difcipline ;
becaufe Ke diffuades, by fo many reafons, the
baptizing of infants.

GREGORY NAZIANZEN, f{peak-
ing of thofe who die without baptifm, men-
tions among the reft thofe that were not bap-
tized by reafon of infancy; and he himfelf,
though a bifthop’s fon, and educated a long
time under the care of his father, was not
baptized till he became a youth, as is related
in his life.  And Chry/oftom, though accord-
ing to the true opinion born of Chriftian pa-
rents, and educated by Miletus a bithop,
was not baptized till paft twenty one years of
age.
bBU'r moft of all, the canon of the fynod
of Neo Cefarea, held in the year 315. is
worthy our notice; which determines, that
a woman with child may be baptized when
fhe will ;5 for in baptifm the mother commu-
nicates nothing to the child, becaufe, in the
profeffion at baptiftn, every one declares his
own refolution : How much foever interpre-
ters draw it to another fenfe, it is plain, that
the doubt concerning baptizing women great
with child was for that reafon; becaufe the
child might feem to be baptized together
with its mother, and a child was not wont to
be baptized, but upon its own will and pro-
{eflion s and fo Balfamon explains it, that can-
not be enlightned or baptized ; and alfo Zo-
#aras, the child in the womb has then need
of baptifm, when it fhall be able to delibe-
rate and choofe; and many of the Greeks,
fays Grotius, from the beginning to this day,
obferve the cuftom of detaining’ the baptifm
of their infants, until they are able to make

con-
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confeflion of their own faith; and then can-
cludes, by faying, he has not brought this to
overthrow the baptifin of infants, but to thew
the liberty, antiquity, and difference of the
cuftom.

But notwithftanding this laft claufe,
wherein he endeavours to excufe what he had
faid, the P.edobaptifts are very angry with
him, for what he has publifhed againft that
practice.  One fays, ¢ That he was perverted Rivet's Aps-
¢ by cardinal Perron, who, in his anfwer to“%-
¢ King Fames, pleaded the caufe of the Ana-
¢ baptifts with all his might” Another ac- Marfhal, Def.
cufes him with an intention herein to gratify P- 29-
both the Socinians and the Papiffs. And awalrs Hip.
third fays upon this, ¢That he was naturally Bap. par. ii.
¢ inclined to trim all controverfies in religion?- 22
¢ that came in his way ; and ufing that vaft
¢ ftock of learning which he had, as princes
¢ that would hold the ballance, do their
¢ power, to help the weakeft fide.”

THE learned bifhop Taylor gives the fame
account, not only when he is reprefenting the
arguments of the Arabaprifts, but when he
gives his own fentiments in the cafe. His
words are thefe, as quoted by Mr. Wall :

¢ In the firft age, fays he, they did, or Difavafive
¢ they did not, according as they pleafed ; for/7*7 .?°{’.?’.’.
¢ there is no pretence of tradition that thefqg 5 ™™
¢ church, in all ages, did baptize all the in- p. 117.
¢ fants of Chriftian parents: It is more certain
¢ that they did not do it always, than that they
¢ did it in the firft age. St. Ambrofe, St. Fe- Wall’s Hig.
¢ rome, and St. Aufiin, were born of Chri- Bap. par. ii.
¢ ftian parents; and yet not baptized until the?- 24
¢ full age of a man, or more.

d 2 AND
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AN D a little after : ©That it was the
¢ cuftom fo to do in fome churches, and at
¢ fome times, is without all queftion; but
¢ that there is a tradition from the Apoftles fo
“to do, relies on but two witneflfes, Origen
¢ and Auftin 3 and, the latter having received
¢it from the former, it wholly relies on one
¢ fingle teftimony ; which is but a pitiful ar-
¢ gument to prove a tradition Apoftolical.
¢ He is the firft that fpoke it ; but Tertullian,
¢ that was before him, feems to fpeak againft
¢ ity which he would not have done, if it had
¢ been a tradition apoftolical.’

RIGALTIUS, another writer who was
very converfant with the works of the fathers,
gives the fame account :

¢ From the age of the Apofles, fays he,

priani, Ep.ad ¢ to the time of Tertullian, the matter con-

Fid.

Wall’s Hip.
Bap. par. ii.
P13,

De Ufu Pa-
trum, /ib. ii.
ch. vi.

Wall’s Hift.
Bap. par.ii.
?- 25.

‘ tinued 7% ambiguo, doubtful or variouss
¢ and there were fome, who, on occafion of
“our Lord’s faying, Suffer little children to
¢ come to me, though he gave noorder to bap-
¢ tize them, did baptize even new-born in-
¢ fants; and, as if they were tranfaéting fome
¢ fecular bargain with God Almighty, brought
¢ fponfors and bond{men to bebound for them,
¢ that when they were grown up, they fhould
< not depart from the Chriftian faith; which
¢ cuftom Tertullian did not like.’

Monsievr Daille alfo, who muft be
reckoned amongft the men of no fmall
}eaming, was of the fame opinion. He
ays,

" In ancient times, they often deferred the
¢ baptizing both of infants, and of other peo-
¢ ple, as appears by the hiftory of the Empe-
¢ rours, Conflantine the great, of Conftan-

“ tius,
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¢ tius, of Theodofius, of Valentinian, and
¢ Gratian, out of St. Amhrofe; and allo by
¢ the orations and homilies of Gregory Nazi-
¢ anzen, and of St. Bafil on this fubjett:
¢ And fome of the Fathers too have been
¢ of opinion that it is fit it fhould be de-
¢ ferred.”

ANnD one would wonder to find, even Bayter's Life,
Mr. Baxter, though he had writ fo zealoufly book I.
for infant-baptifm, and caft fuch bitter refle-#- 140
¢tions upon thofe that deny it; yet at length
to center in this opinion, and fpeak more fa-
vourably of them.

¢ Anp for the Anabaptifts themfelves, fays
¢ he, as I found that moft of them were per-
¢ fons of zeal in religion, fo many of them
¢ were fober, godly people, and differed from
¢ others but in the point of infant-baptifm,
¢ or at moft in the points of predeftination,
¢and free-will, and perfeverance. And I
¢ found in all antiquity, that though infant-
¢ baptifm was held lawful by the church, yet
¢ fome, with Tertullian and Nazianzer,
¢ thought it moft convenient to make no
¢ hatte 5 and the reft left the time of baptifm
¢ to every ones liberty, and forced none to be
¢ baptized. Infomuch, as not only Conftan-
¢ tine, Theodafius, and fuch others, as were
* converted at years of difcretion, but Augus
¢ fine, and many fuch as were the children of
¢ Chriftian parents, one or both, did defer
¢ their baptifm much longer, than I think
¢ they thould have done. So that in the pri-
¢ mitive church fome were baptized in in-
¢ fancy, and fome at ripeage, and fome a lit«
¢ tle before their death 5 and none were forced,
¢ but all left free,

d 3 ‘AT
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AT another time, he fays, ¢ In the days
¢ of Tertullian, Nazianzen and Auftin, men
¢ had liberty to be baptized, or to bring their
¢ children, when, ana at what age they pleaf-
¢ed; and none were forced to go againft
¢ their confciences therein.’

TreE laft account we have of this matter is,
That in the firft ages of Chriftianity, no in-
fants were baptized; but that this practice
was brought in, after a certain term of years,
without any precedent from Chrift, his Ape-
Sles, or thofe apoftolical men that lived nexe
after them. And this is not only the opinion
of the Baptifts, but many of the Pedo-
baptifts, who have fearched antiquity about
this matter, do ingenuoufly confefs the fame.
Many inftances might be produced of this;
I will only give three or four.

WALAFRIDUS §TRABO, who
lived about the year 750, is very exprefs in
this point: ¢ It is to be noted, fays he, That
¢ in the primitive times, the grace of bap-
¢ tifm was wont to be given to thofe only,
< who were arrived to that maturity of body
¢ and mind, that they could know and under-
¢ ftand what were the benefits of baptifin,
¢ what was to be confefled and believed ;
¢and, in a word, what was to be obferved
¢ of thofe that are regencrated in Chrift. But
¢ when the diligence about our divine religion
¢ encreafed, the Chriftians underftanding that
¢ the original fin of Adam did involve in guilt,
¢ not only thofe who had added to it by their
¢ own wicked works, but thofe alfo, who ha-
¢ ving done no wickednefs themfelves. The
¢ orthodox Chrifiians, 1 fay, underftanding
$ this, left children fhould perifh, if they c}i}cld

¢ with-
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¢ without the remedy of the grace of regene- Stennet
¢ ration, appointed them to be baptized for ‘[’g‘"”ﬂ Ruf-
¢ the forgivenefs of fins. en, - 86.
LUDOVICUS VIVES, in his notes
on Auguftin, de Civitate Dei, fays: ¢ No
¢ perfon was formerly brought to the facred
¢ baptiftery, till he was of adult age, and
both underftood the meaning of that my-
ftical water, and requefted once and again
to be wafhed in it
SUIC ERUS fays the fame thing, but isIb. 5. 86,
more pofitive as to the time. ¢ In the two
firft ages, fays he, no perfon was baptized
till he was inftructed in the faith, and
tinctur’d with the doé&rine of Chrift, and
could teftify his own faith; becaufe of
thofe words of Chrift, He that belicveth,
and is baptized. Therefore believing was
¢ firft.?
CURCELLZUS does not only confefs
the fame, but fixes the time of bringing in
infant-baptifm. His words are thefe:
¢ PzposaprTism was not known in thelb. p, 85
¢ world the two firft ages after Chrift. In the
¢ third and fourth it was approved by a few.
¢ At length in the fifth, and following ages,
¢ it began to obtain in divers places. And
3

o ~ @A

n »n n " "~

therefore we obferve this rite indeed as an

ancient cuftom, but not as an apoftolical

tradition.”

AND in another place, according to Mr.
Stennet, he fays: ¢ The cuftom of baptizing
¢ infants did not begin before the third age
¢ after Chrift; and there appears not the
¢ Jeatt footftep of it, in the two firft cen-
¢ turies.’

d 4 I wity
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I wiLr only add to thefe an Englifb writer,
whofe great learning, and diligent feareh into
antiquity, are well known. I mean the
reverend Dr. Barlow, afterwards bifhop of
Lincoln.

THuis famous gentleman, before his great
preferment in the eftablith’d church had ei-
ther biafs’d his opinion, or tempted him to
conceal it, frankly acknowledged, That both
fcripture and antquity were on the fide of
the Baptifts.

¢« I BeLteve and know,” fays he, in a
letter to Mr. Tombs, ¢ that there is neither
precept nor example in fcripture for Paedo-
baptifm, nor any juft evidence for it for
about two hundred years after Chrift. Sure
Iam, that in the primitive times they were
Catechumeni, then illuminati, or baptizati.
The wuth is, I do believe, Paedobaptifim,
how or by whom I know not, came inta
the world in the fecond century, and in the
third and fourth began to be practifed, tho?
not gencrally; and defended, as lawful,
from the text grofly mifunderftaod, Foin
iii. 5. Upon the like grofs miftake of
Fobn vi. 53. they did, for many centurics,
both in the Greek and Latin church, com-
municate infants, and give them th: Lord’s
Supper: And I do confefs, fays he, they
might do both, as well as either.’

WHEN this letter was publithed, and im-
groved by the Baptifts, the advocates for
zdobaptifm would not let the bifhop reft,
till he had either denied the letter, or writ
a recantation. At length Mr. #ills extorted
a letter from him, and leave to publifh it.
In this the bifhop acknowledges his writing:
as
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as above ; but is fo far from proving he was
miftaken, or had mifreprefented the hiftory
of thofe times, that he does not affirm any
fuch thing ; only tries to excufe himfelf, by
faying, that he writ it twenty years ago,
when he talked more, and underftood lefs;
and that whatever objections he had againft
infant-baptifm, he never difturbed the peace
of the church, nor declined the practice.

Tuvus have I traced this matter, till we
are brought up to the beginning of Chriftia-
nity it felf: And this laft opinion is that
wherein the controverfy refteth.

I suavrL only add fome brief remarks on
the account given of the different times af-
figned by the learned for the firft rife of the
Baptifts, and the feveral perfons whom they
reprefent to have been the founders of that
fect.

1. Tuat the moft common opinion con-
cerning the firft rife of the Baprifts, and
that which would reflect the greateft odium
upon them, has the leaft appearance of truth
in it, and is fufficiently confuted by the P.edo-

baptifts themfelves: wiz. That they fprung.

from thofe mad and heretical people at AMun-
Jter in Germany, a little after the reformation.
The moft learned of their adverfaries, and
thofe that have examined the hiftories of this
people with the greateft care and diligence,
make them to be much ancienter, and affign
no lefs than feven other different periods of
time for their origin ; any one of which being
true, will wipe away that fcandal.

2, THAT

lvii
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2. THAT as tradition is generally acknow-
ledged to be the beft and chief fupport of
infant-baptifm ; fo even this appears, from
their own accounts, to be very precarious and
uncertain,

THERE are but two ways, by which they
can pretend to juftify this practice; viz. from
fcripture, and from antiquity.

Now the moft learned and ingenious of
the Pzdobaptifts themfelves do confefs, that
there is no exprefs mention of any fuch thing
in fcripture ; and that the arguments from
thence are, at moft, but probable. Their
more ufual way therefore is to recur to eccle-
fiaftical hiftory, and the writings of the Fa-
thers : But how uncertain and contradictory
their accounts are from hence, does fufficiendy
appear by this collection,

3. WEe may fee here alfo, that the advo-
cates of infant-baptifm do themfelves confefs
and prove, that in all ages of Chriftianity al-
moft, there have been fome who have op-
pofed that practice, as an human tradition,
and unwarrantable cuftom.

Tue writings of the firft two hundred
years are wholly filent about it: The firft
that mentions it, condemns it; and very
many of thofe, who ftood up afterwards
to oppofe the corruptions and abufes
brought into religion, declared their diflike
of it.

Now for all this to be granted, and proved
too, by the adverfaries of the Baptifts, is no
fmall argument in their favour; and may
eonvince the world, that their fcruples in th}s

cafe
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cafe are not wholly groundlefs, nor a mere
novelty.

4. In this variety of opinions, and thefe
different accounts from ancient hiftory, thofe
who either want ability or opportunity to
fearch thofe writings themfelves, have moft
reafon to depend on their account, who fay,
that there are no footfteps of infant-baptifm
in the firft ages of Chriftianity; and that it
appears to have been introduced a confiderable
time after Chrift and his A poftles,

Tuese, I fay, fuppofing them to be men
of equal learning and probity with the others,
have moft reafon to be relied on; becaufe it
made againft their own practice, and what
they appeared defirous to fupport and main-
tain. Men are too apt to be partial to their
own fide, and to conceal or let pafs any thing
that would refle€t upon their own pradtice in
religion: He that appears fo fair therefore,
as to relate what makes againft him as well as
for him, is freeft from fufpicion.

Acain: Thofe who appear too angry
with them, for making thefe conceffions to
the Baptifts, have not yet been able to con-
fute them, by producing any direction from
Chrift or his Apgftles to baptize infants, nor
one inftance of baptizing any fuch for the
firft two hundred years. And if it be faid,
Thofe wiho talk thus are but few, in com-
parifon of the great number that oppofe them 3
it is anfwered, That truth is not always on
the fide of the greateft number; and that
their number is not inconfiderable, when we
add te them all the learned among the Bap-
#ifts; and a great number of learned men

R
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¥id. Stennet in the church of Rome, who affert the fame
ogainfiRuflen, thing
?-173.

5. Tuis diverfity of opinions among the
learned about tradition, and the praétice of
the Fathers, tends to confirm the Baptifts in
their opinion; That the holy {criptures are
to be the only rule of our faith and worfhip 3
and that we are to practife nothing, as an in-
ftitution of Chrift, which is not therein con-
tained. Suppofing it could be proved, by
fufficient evidence, that the churches did im-
mediately after the apoftles practife infant-
baptifim, it would not neceffarily follow from
thence that it was inftituted by Chrift, and
pra&tifed by the Apoftles; becaufe the moft
ancient churches were fubje@t to err, and
thofe chriftians who lived in the very next
age after the Apoftles, made feveral addi-
tions, both in doérine and worthip. Their
writings may therefore prove fact, but not
right : And the grand queftion would ftill
remain ; Whether this practice was derived
from Chrift, and his Apoftles, or begun by
fome others after his death ?

Tue writings of the Fathers therefore
could only furnifh them with probable ar-
guments: And we muft, after all, refer to
fcripture for certainty in this, and all other
controverfies about points of revealed religion.
But how defetive are they, even in thefe
probable arguments; and how miferably are
they divided, in their opinions on this ac-
count? It is eafy to difcern from this col-
leCtion, that they are much more fuccefsful
in confuting each other, than in defending

themifelves: What one calls orthodox, an-
1 other
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other reprefents as herefy; and a practice
highly applauded by one, is feverely cen-
fured by another. And in ecclefiaftical hif-
tory there is a very great uncertainty, even
as to facts.
BuT, in the midft of thefe confufions,
we bave a fure word 3 whereunto we do wellz Pet. i. 19.
to take beed, as unto a light that fbineth in
a dork place. To the law therefore, and tolfa. viii. zo.
the teftimony 5 if they [peak not according to
this word, it is becaufe there is no light in
them.
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