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TO THE

R E A D E R

A N Jan. 173% was publifbed in the Gen-

d tleman’s Magazine, a letter from one
k9 who fubferibed bimifelf Marcus ;5 endea-
@ wouring to prove dipping effential to
Baptilm. In April following, an an-
Swer thereta was publifbed by another who
fubferibed bimfelf J. L.  He endeavoured
10 prove dipping not effential to Baptilm. One part of the
controver[y turning upon a citation, taken by the firff from
me *, I thought it proper in the fame way to reply, and
accordingly in Auguft enfuing wrote a letter to My, Urban,
the fuppofed author, and directed the fame to Mr. Cave the
printer of the faid Magazine. But no notice baving yes
been taken thoreof, I (ball oblige my readers therewith in
this place.

Marcus baving  taken notice of the exprefs teliimony of
Luther, fewing dipping fo be the proper bapti{m, adds,
< + A late author from whom the loft aunthority is taken, tells
¢ us from Bugenhagius Pomeranus, That be was defired
¢ to be a witnefs of a baptifm ar Hamburgh in zbe year
S 1529 that when be [aw the minifier only fprinkle zbe
< infant, be was furprized: in a general affembly; there-
¢ fore, of all the minifiers of the word, be did ask of a

¢ cer-
* Eng. Bapt. Vol. L. Pref. p. 22. + Gent. Mag. Vol. IX.p.11.




To the READER.

“‘eertain minifter, John Fritz, wbo was fometime mini+
¢ fier of Lubec, bow baptifm was adminifired at Lubec,
< who pioufly and gravely replied, that they were baptized
¢ naked, after the fame fafbion as in Germany 5 but how
¢ this peculiar cuffom bad crept into Hamburgh be was ig-
¢ norant. At length they did agree, that the judgment of
¢ Luther, and the divines of Wittemberg fhould be de-
< manded about the point 5 which being done, Luther did
< write back to Hamburgh, that this {prinkling was an
¢ abufe which they ought to remove.  Thus plunging of in-
¢ fantswas reftored at Hamburgh.

J. L. in anfwer to this, fays thus: * < The flory told
¢ of the learned John Bugenhagius Pomeranus, 1 don’t
¢ fee any foundation for. Your corre/pondent’s late author
< does not give us fo much as the title of the German ook
¢ 1o which be refers.

The reply I made to this, was in aletter to Mr. Urban
as follows, viz.

My, Urban,

In the controver(y between your ingenious correfpondents,
about the mode of Baptifm, I find, that what is cited from
e by the one, refpetting the teftimony of Bugenhagius; zbe
other can fee no foundation for 5 becaufe the title of the Ger-
man book referred to, is not mentioned.  And to corroborate
bis dimfightednefs, adds, + ¢ Nor do Adams or Secken-
¢ dorf, fo far as as be could fee, [ay any thing of it, though
< one wrote bis life, and the other [ays a great many things
€ of bim.>  Poor reafoning! Who ever wrote the life of a
man, that contained even every material alf thereof. And
what difficulty could attend the Jearch after a book, when the

year in which it was publifbed, is mentioned, though the title
is not 2 It camnot be [uppofed that the authcr wrote many
Dooks in the fame year.

. Tbis
" * Ib.p.113. + Gent.Mag. Vol. g. p. 113,



To the READER,

This late author, fays Mr. Lewis, (I fhould have [aid
1. L. but fince it is out, let it go, at moft, it can be deemed
but a mifiake) || ¢ feems quite miftaken in faying Bugenhagius
¢ fucceeded Luther in the minifiry at Wittemberg,.
Adams fays, ¢ fuffeftus eft in locum Simonis Benkii,
< alias Henfii. I’swot at all probable, that Bugenhagius
< fhould neither bave beard or feen, a minifter {prinkle or
< pour water on the bead or face of an infant wrapped in
< fwaddling clothes. Nor does this late auther’s ingenions
© fuppofition, that he meant among proteftants, mend
< the matter, as if the proteftants of that time did no fuch
< thing. Al that this proves is, the misfortune of our
< imagining, we Gre wifer or more knowing than any body
< elfe. This I think is enough to [bew that it is a novel
< and groundlefs opinion, that dipping is of the effence of
¢ chriftian baptifm.

Thus the Rev. Mr. John Lewis of Margate, i bis bifiory
of the Englith Anabaptifts, asbe files them, after the reci-
tal of the mad rebellion of a frantick pesple in Germany,
Jays, * ¢ This is fufficient to fhew, that infant baptifm bad
< been the cuflom and praitice of all the chriftian churibes
< from the very beginning  And 1. L. bas found enough to
Shew, That it is a novel and groundle[s opinion, that dip-
ing is of the effence of chrifiian baptim. Grear diftove-
ries! But to juftify my own citation. I am not convinced
of any miftake at all by 1.17s, I bad almoft faid Mr. Lewis’s
reafoning, they are fo much alike. For according 1o Adams,
if Bugenhagius did fucceed Henfius in Denmark, that is
not a proof that be did not fucceed Luther at Wittemberg,
with whom be was a fellow in the minifiry, as appears by
the article Hofman, in My, Bayle’s Crit. and Hift. Diét.
And the learned Dr. Duveil exprefly affirms, + that be was

both a fellow and fucceffor in the minifiry of Luther at
Wittemberg,

Sup-
§ Ib. p. 114 * P.37. -} Expofit. AQs. p. 286



Tothe READER.

Suppofing then, not granting a mifiake, bow does the falt
related appear not at all probable 2 They are according to
Duveil, Bugenhagius’s own words, and both Thuanus
ond Zanchy witne[s, that be was a very moderate, learned,
and pious man, and confequently as much, if not more to be
credited than J. L. who, though be bas faid nothing to the
purpafe, yet tells us, be bas faid enough to fbew, that dipp-
ing, as an effence of chriftian baptilm, is a novel and
groundle[s opinion 5 which gives bim a fair title to the fole
property of the misfortune be mentions s inafmuch as I ap-
pealed 1o thofe who were wifer and more knowing than my-
Self, telling them in my preface to the reader, vol. I, That
T fhould bold myfelf obliged to them, who fbould be pleafed to
reprefent my miftakes, promifing to amend them.

1t daoes mot belong to my province to enier the liffs with
gentlemen, who are pleafed to controvert the mode or fub-
ject of baptifm. I fball inthe preface to my next volume,
[ 1. e. the prefent wol. 1 fhew, that both the privciples and
practice of the Englith Baptifts are jufificd, even by the
wioft learned of the pedobaptifts themfelves, and but juft ob-
Jerve bere, That both Scapula and Stephens, two as great
mafiers of the Greek tempue as mofp we bave, do tell us in
their Lexicons, that Berlio from Barle, fignifies mergo,
immergo, &c.  And Mr. Leigh, in bis Critica Sacra,
Jays, the native and proper figmification of the word, is to
dip into the water, &c. And alfo fays, fome would bave it
Signify wafhing 5 which fenfe Eralmus oppofed, affirming,
that it was xot otherwife fo, than by confequence, for the
proper fignification was fuch a dipping or plunging s dy-
ers ufe for dying of cloth. The learned and pious Mr. Jo-
feph Mede affirms, There was no fuch thing as fprink-
ling or rantifm wfed in baptifm, in the apaftles days, nor
many ages after. He bad [poken more properly, if be bad
Jaid, there was no rantifm wufed in the apofile’s days, but

baptifm ; fince be well knew, they are two diftinét different
wis.



Tothe READER.

afts. It camot be baptifm at all, if it be only rantifm
immerfion or dipping eing the very thing, not an acci.
dent, but an elfential, fo abfolutely weceflary, that it cannot

be the aft or ordinance withous it. Therefore dipping is
effential to baptifm,

Qour bumbie fervant,

THO. CROSBY.
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THE

PREFACE

HO’ many of the Englifh
Baptifis, men of great
learming, prudence, and

piety, have wrote fo fully

in vindication of Believers

= baptifm, in oppofition to

that ot Infants, and fuficiently juttified,

both from fcripture and antiquity, their
principles and practice ; yet many, whom

they cannot but acknowledge, and muit

efteeh to be men of piety, and true
chriftians, retain an averfion, not only to

théir practice, but alfo to their perfons,

and are too ready to ridicule both. But

as the Rev. Mr. David Rees, very juftly
obferves, ¢ The wider any people remove Inf Bapt. mo
¢ from papal errors, or any other inno-JIitut. of
vations crept into the chriftian church,Chritt. Prz”.
and the ncater they approach to the
ftandard of naked truth; by fo much

the more they expofe themieives, to the

a ¢ invidions

Bette

"~ A e~



Conceffions of

tFe Peedo-bap-

tifts in favour

of the Baptifts.
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The PREFACE

invidious cenfures of their neighbours ;
efpecially, whilft thofe ncighbours un-
happily continue fettered with the long
received cuftom of their anceftors. The
ftate of the proteffant diffenters in gene~
ral, fays he, may exemplify the truth
of this. And hence it comes to pafs in
particular, that tho’ we, who aflert -
dult baptifm, differ in nothing elfe ma=-
terial, from -our proteffant brethren, of
other communities in this nation, cx-
cepting in the point of baptifin; yet for
our attempting, confcientioufly to re-
ftore this fingle ordinance to its original
purity ; we have been, and it {cems
muft continue to be, asa fei# e¢very where
Jboken againft. "This treatment, is fome-
what the more remarkable becaufe
it is fo well known, that the principle
whereupon we differ from others, is fo
evidently fupported by fcripture, that
our very adverfaries often confefs it, and
themfelves are not able to produce any
thing like the fhape of a fair argument
againt it.

I fhall therefore here give the reader a

view of the feveral conceflions, that have
been made by the clergy of the church

()

f England, and other Pedobuptifis, to

thofe who deny the rite of infant-baptifin,
and adminifter that ordinance only by
smmer fion.

How far the church of England agrees

with us in this point, will be manifeft
from the Queftion thereupon, and the
anfwer thereto, in her Catechifm.

Q). What



The PREFACE.

®. What is required of perfons to be
baptized 2

A. Repentance, whereby they forfake
fin, and fairh, whereby they ftedfaftly.be-
lieve the promifes of God made to them
in that facrament.

But before I come to particulars, per-7beScripturea

mit me to obferve; That there is nothingPF”ﬁﬂ Rjkﬂf
more readily, and more univerfally allowed P’;’”’f;,i:’.
by proteftants, than that the holy ferip-
tures are a perfect rule of the chriftian’s
faith and practice. By this weapon, they
have often vanquifhed their popifb adver-
faries, and therefore have greatly triumph-
ed in it. But in difputes among them-
felves they have been either athamed, or
afraid to produce it ; or elfe, have {o un-
skiltully managed it, as to wound the
very caufe they defigned to defend by it.
If any weight may be given to the dig-
nity of the Perfons who have afferted this
truth; not only reverend prelates, and
eminent profeflors and paftors of the re-
tormed churches, but Kings and noble-
men alfo, have declared themfelves to be
of this judgment.

That excellent determination of king Proteft. Recor-
Fames 1. fays Dr. Whitby, is worthy to beeil.  Preface.
had in perpetual remembrance, viz. ¢ His g James 1.
¢ Majefty thinketh, that for concord there bis Teftimen;.
¢ is no nearer way, than diligently to fe-
¢ parate things neceffary from the unnece/~
¢ fary, and to beftow all our labour that
¢ we may agree in the things weceffary,
¢ and that in things wuncceffary, there may
¢ be chriftian liberty allowed. Now his

a2 ¢ Majefty



The PR EFAC E.

¢ Majefty calls thofe things fimply mece/
¢ fary, which the Word of God exprelly
commandeth, to be believed or done.
N. B. Or which the ancient church did
gather from the word of God, by ne-
ceflary confequence : but thofe things
which by the conftitution of men, with=
out.the word of God, tho’ pioufly, and
* prudently introduced, his Majefty con-
¢ ceives, they may be changed, mollified,
¢ antiquated.’
K. Charles I.  More plain and full to the purpofe was
bis Teftimony. King Charfes 1. who in his conference
vith the popifb Marquifs of Worcefler, in
Certamen Re- Ragland caftle anmo 1646, fays, * That
Yigitfum, p. ¢ the feripture is the rule, by which all
149- ¢ differences may be compofed. Itisthe
¢ light, wherein we muft walk; the food
¢ of our fouls ; an antidote that expelleth
: any infection ; the only fword that kills
<
[4

"~ A" A&~

the enemy; the only plaifter that can
cure our wounds; the only documents
to attain to eternal life.

Ibid. p. 116.  Again, ¢ That the evidences which are
¢ in feripture cannot be manifefted, butout
¢ of the fame /feripture.”

Lord Faulk-  The learned and judicious Lord Faulk-

1:;;.3 %= Jand, in his reply to White's anfwer to his

Dr.whithy difcourfe of infallibility, {peaks thus, ¢ I

Prot. Recon. ¢ am confident, that all who receive the

Pref. p. 12. ¢ fripture for the omly rule; and believe
¢ what is there plain to be only weceffary,
¢ would (if they truly believed what they
¢ profefled, and were not led afide, either
¢ by prejudice, or following the authorit
¢ of fome perfons, either alive or dead):

(by



The PREFACE.

¢ by them much efteemed) foon agree in
¢ as much as isweceffary, and in concluding
¢ no neceflity of agreeing in more, there
¢ being no doubt, but it would foon ap-
¢ pear plainly what is plain.

The moft reverend and learned Bifhop By. Taylor's
aylor fays, ¢ Cbrif onlyis our Law-giver, T&/imery.
and what he faid, was to laft for cver.

In all things which he faid not the apofes

could not be lawgivers. They had noDu#. Dati.
fuch authority: and therefore whatfo-R-12- §9.
ever they ordered, by their own wif-

dom, was to abide as long as the reafon

did abide, but ftill with the fame liberty

with which they appointed it} for of

all men in the world, they would leaft

put a fuare upon the difciples, or tye

tetters upon chriftian liberty.  And Pror. Recon,
oh, that in this cafe, fays Dr. Whithy,p- 214
their fucceffors would be pleafed ro imi-

tate them.

The reverend and learned Dr. Stilling-Dr. Stilling-
fleet, in his preface to his Fremicum, among fleet’s Tefti-
many arguments, to exhort chriftians, to””?
purfue the things that make for peace,

ufeth this: ¢ The grand commiflion, the Pror. Recon.
apofiles were fent out with, was only top- 237
teach what Chrift had commanded them:
- not the leaft intimation of any power

given them to impofe, or require any

thing, beyond what he himfelf had
fpoken to them, or they were direéted

to, by the immediate guidance of the

fpirit ot God.

4
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The PREFACE.
To the fame purpofe could I procced,

in citing a multitude from the reverend
“clergy ; fo likewife from the moft eminent.
of the diffenting minifters. But I fhall
only add a few teftimonies of fome of our
modern diflenting minifters, and begin with
them, taken from their fermons, preached
at Salters-hall, in the Year 1735, againft
popery.

Dr. Harris in a few words, but very

full to the purpofe, declares thus, ¢ We
¢

(4
(4

acknowledge nothing as an authoritativz
rule of faith, but the fCriptures, the great
charter of the chriftian church.
Dr. Wright {ays, ¢ A church built upon
unfcriptural traditions, “yea, upon anti-
fcriptural traditions is a building of men,
raifed by the help and inftigation of the
god of this world; a kingdom fet up
to overthrow the great detign of the
gofpel, and in direct oppofitian to our
faviour’s declaration, that bis kingdom is
not of this world’ And again, ¢ For
it it be our duty to ftand faft to the
things dclivered by the apoffles, and to
hold to their epittles; then it is our
duty to reject things that are evidently
contrary to their epiftles, and to doc-
trines, and precepts fet down in their
writings.’
Mr. Barker exprefles himfelf thus;
Chriftianity is plain and fimple, and no
impure mixtures are to be made or al-
lowed with it; no Fewifb obfervances,
no human inventions, no old or new
traditions. To this fingly, without
¢ addition
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The PREFACE.

addition or alteration, thould chriftians
ftick and adhere, keeping to the truth
as it is in f?’aﬁw, and preferving the

the gofpel 5 not mingling
it with any thing, that is falfe and fo-

‘reign to it ; not concealing any part of

it, or mixing any falfhood with it, or
wrefting or perverting the true fenfe or
meaning of it, to ferve our own ends,

" the lufts of others, or any worldly pur-

ofes whatfoever.’

vii

Mr, Chandler fays; ¢ We have no full Mr. Chand-
and certain account of the doérinesler’s T timory.

taught by Cirift; and his apoflles, but?
from the records of the new teffament
and as thefe contain the whole revelati-
on of the gofpel, all that we are to be-
lieve and practife as Chriftians, ’tis an
undeniable confequence, that we can no
otherwife demonttrate, our fubjection
and fidelity to Chriff, as lord, and law-
giver in his church, than by our care
in acquainting ourfelves with the facred
records of truth, and religioufly adhe-
ring to them, as the only rule and ftan-
dard of our fzith and worfbip.

S13.

Dr. Hughes very juftly obferves; ¢ ThatDr. Hughes's

in all our difquifitions about religion, 7¢//imsy.

we are to confider the blefled God, asf
the reffor of the world, who has an un-

~ queftionable right to prefcribe laws to
- his rational creatures. Thefe laws fuf=

ficiently notified we are bound to obey
accordingly. God has revealed his
mind to man in the facred [criptures,
thofe ftanding oracles of our holy reli-

a4 ¢ gion.

.11,
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The PREF ACE.

gion. Whatever inftitutions we meet
with there, as appointed by God, we
are religioufly to comply with ; what-
ever ¢lie is appointed by others, it it
have no foundation in the word ot God,
we are {o far from being obliged to the
practice of it, that in honour to God,
we ought to proteft againtt it, as a bold
ufurpation of the divine authority.”
I cannot omit the teftimony of the
reverend Mr. Neale; tho’ he has thewn
himfelf no Friend to the Englifb Baptifis,
by his invidious reprefentation of them,
in_his late Hiffory of the Puritans. Yet
when he fpeaks trurh it ought not to be
buried in oblivion; and therefore I fhall
join him with his brethren, as a witnefs
in this behalf. For he fays, ¢ By the
¢ fufficiency of the holy fcriptures, we
mean, that they contain all things ze-
ceffary to be believed and practifed. The
law of Mp/es was fo compleat a directi-
on of the faith and obedience of the
Fews, that the addition of the f[iribes
and poarifees, were both ufelefs” and
vainy and are condemned as fuch by
our faviour. Inlike manner, the writings
of the new teflament, are a perfec flane
dard to us chriftians; for all things, that
our blefled Lord heard of his father,
he made known to ‘his apyftles, and the
apoftles made them known to the
churches. 1 take you to record, that I
have not fbuuned to declave to you the
whole counyel of (God; which counfel re-
mains for our fervice, in the books of
' ¢ the
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the new tefamenr. And without all
doubt, the curfes denounced againft
thofe, who add to, or take from the
prophecy of the book of thé revelati-
ons, were defigned as an awful guard
upon all the infpired writings. If auy
man [ball add to thefz things, God fball
add to bim the plagues that are written in
this book : And if any man fhail take
away from the words of this prophecy,
God fball take away bis part out of the
the book of life, and out of the holy city,
and from tbe things that are written in
this book. Methinks, fays he, fuch a
fvlemn threatning fhould ftrike terror
into the hearts of thofe, who pretend to
fupply the defeéts of revelation, by their
unwritten traditions” Again, in the
practical remarks upon his difcourfe, he
fays, ¢ Hence we may learn, that the re-p. 43.
¢ ligion of a chriftian fhould be his &b/
¢ becaufe it contains the whole revealed
¢ will of God, and is-a perfec? rule of faith
and practice. "Tis allo, fays he, a more
fure word of prophecy, or a more in-
fallible guide, than the unwritten tra-
ditions of men. Again, in judging of
controverfies among chriftians, {ays he,
let us not be carried away by the au-
thority of great names, or the numbers
of them, that are on one. fide; but
keep clofe to the firiptures. If our fuft
reformers, had acquiefced in the au-
thority of the church, we had been in
popifb darknefs unto this day : but they
¢ fearched the firiptures, and compared
¢ the
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the received dottrines of the church
with the word ot God. Let us follow
their example — Councils, and fatbers,
and fynods, may be miftaken i their
decrees, but the word of God is infal-
¢ lible ; here we are fafe, and no where
¢ elfe)

The reverend Dr. Watts in his Mifcel-
laneous Thoughts, thus exprefies himfelf ;
If I were an idolater, and would build
a temple for the /un, I thould make the
whole fabrick to confift of glafs; the
walls and roof of it fhould be all over
tranfparent, and it fhould need no other
windows. Thus I might every where
behold the glory of the God that I
worfhip, and feel his heat, and rejoice
in his light; and partake of the vital
influences of that illuftrious ftar, in every
part of his temple. But may not this
happinefs be obtained without forfaking
the true GOD, or falling off to ido-
latry 2
¢ Surely, fays he, the blefled ordi-
nances of chriftianity, are thus contrived
and defigned. Such are Baptifin, and
the Lord’s-fupper, preaching, praying,
and pfalmody. Thefe inftitutions of
worfhip are chofen and appointed with
tuch divine wifdom, that they repre-
fent to us, the glory of the feveral per-
te¢tions of our GOD in his works of
nature and grace; and tranfmit the
beams of his power and love, toenliven
and to comfort our dark and drooping

¢ {pints
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fpirits — But to carry the fimilitude
yet turther :

¢ Suppofe, fays he, when I had finifh-
ed this heathen temple, and basked
there with pledfure, under the rays of
my bright idol, fome fanciful and in-
genious painter, thould attempt to cover
the building all round with his own or-
naments : how would this feclude
the fun’s beft influences, and fhut this
idol deity out of his own temple ? Nay,
tho’ the image of the fun fhould be
drawn there ten thoufand times over, in
lines of gold, with a pretence to repre~
fent him in ail his wond’rous effets 3
yet every line will forbid the entrance
of a fun-beam, and the worthipper
within, muft dwell in twilight, or per-
haps adore in darknefs — Such, fays
he, are the rites and ceremonies of bu=
man wildom, when they are contrived
as ornaments to divine worthip. A
facred inftitution, mingled with the de-
vices of men, is in.truth nothing elfe,
but glafs darkened with the colours of
a painter, laid thick upon it. So
far, as ornaments prevail above the
fimple ordinance, they prevent all the
kind influences of his power and grace ;
for he vouchfafes to tranfmit thefe, no
other way, but thro’ his own inftituti-
ons.’

O excellent inftructors! We will hear
them, tho’ we dare not do after their
works, in the point of bapti/m; and
cleave

L Y
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cleave to the holy feriptures only, as our
rule, both of faith and pradtice.

Now in a ftrit and proper fence, 2
rule is a meafure, whereby we try mate-
rial things; in order to judge of fome
qualities, which are to be determined,
to belong to thofe things, or to be want-
ing, according as they agree or difagree
to their rule.

And fo in a figurative fenfe, the ferip-
ture is a rule, or meafure, whereby we
are to try, or judge, of all thofe things,
concerning whichy God has revealed his
mind and will tous: And we are bound
to believe things true or falle, worthy to
be received, orto be rejected, juft as they
agree or difagree with the feriptures.

"The ftripture taen, as 2 Rule, muft be
plain and intelligible ; and indeed, it can
be a rule no farther, than it is fo. What
is not to be underftood can’t be propofed
as @ rule, by a good and merciful God,
who never requires Zimpo/fible things.

And it mutt alfo be certain and de-
cifive : for it is given us by God, who
cannot lye, and whofe words are all true
in the utmoft exaétnefs. Therefore the
Sferipture in its primitive fimplicity, and
in the condition wherein it was delivered
by God, and in its prefent condition cen-
tains as much certainty, as is requifite to
make it a perfe qule, being fu%cicnt to
determine all our doubts, and to decide
all difputes.

The
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The famous Dr. Tillotfon, archbithop of Rt of Faith,
Canterbury, fays, ¢ A rule of faith is theP- &
meafure, according to which we judge,
what matters we are to affent to, as re-
vealed to us by God, and what not.

And more particularly ; the rule of

chriftian faith, is the meafure, according

to which we are to judge, what we

ought to aflent to, as the doctrine re-

vealed by Chrift to the world, and what

not.

Now, that Chriff has not revealed to Infants Bop-
us the practice of Infant Baptifin ; 1 fhall tifm, not re-
begin with the teftimony of bithop Burnet, '{””M ;;’,f:;’i
who in his expgfition of the 27th article of ;%;P Barct,
the church of England, fays, ¢ There is

¢ no exprefs precept, or rule, given in the

: }Veu) ’Tejiammt, tor the baptifm of in-

ants.

Again, Dr. Barlow, bithop of Lincoln, A b Dr.
in his letter to Mr. Tombes, fays, ¢ I be-Barlow.
¢ lieve and know, that there is neither
¢ precept not example in fcripture for Pedo-
¢ baptifin.

Dr. Feremy Taylor, Bithop of Down and Bifop Taylor,
Comnor goes farther,and fays, ¢ It is againft Libertyof Pro-
¢ the perpetual analogy of Chrift’s doc-##9» P-323-
trine to baptize infasts. For befides,
that Chrift never gave any precept to
baptize infants, nor ever himfelf, nor his
apofties, that appears, did baptize any
of them : all that either he or his
apoftles faid concerning it, requires fuch
previous difpofitions to baptifm, of
which #nfants are not capable; and thefe
are faith and repentance. b

r.
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The PREFACE.

Dr. Wail begins the preface of his ela-
borate hiftory of Infant Baptifin, with this
conceflion.

¢ Forafmuch as the commiffion given

¢ by our faviour to his difciples, in the
¢ time of his mortal life, to baptize, is
¢ fet down in fuch brief words, that there
is no particular direion given, what
they werc to do in reference to the
childrenof thofe that receivedthe faith;
and among all the perfons that are re-
corded, as baptized by the apoftles, there
is no exprefs mention of any infant.
Mr. Fuller fays; ¢ We do freely con=-
¢ fefs, that there is neither exprefs precept,
¢ nor precedent, in the New ﬂ'g/iamemf, tor
¢ the baptizing of Infanis’

To thefe teftimonies, let me add one
more, from that great champion for
Pedobaptifin, Mr. Richard Baxter. For
he does not only acknowledge, the filence
of the fecripture in this matrer, but forms
it into an argument, thus; ¢ If there can
¢ be no example given in fCripture, of any
¢ one that was baptized, without the pro-
¢ feffion of a faving faith, nor any precept
¢ tor {o doing ; then muft not we baptize
¢ any without it. But the antecedent is
¢ true : therefore {o is the confequent.

Then he proceeds to prove this, by
reviewing the firipture examples of Bap-
tifm: Atter which he thus concludes the
argument.

¢ In a word, I know of no one word
¢ in fcripture, that giveth us the leaft in-
¢ timation, that ever man was baptized,

¢ without
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¢ without the profefion of a faving faith,

¢ or that giveth tiic leaft encouragement,
¢ to baptize any upon another’s faith.

It muft be allowed, that notwithftand= Zufants Bap-
ing the conceffions of the aforementioned #/7 attemgted
authors, yet they continued in the prac= /4
tice of infants baptifm, and endeavoured
to juftify the fame.

For Mr. Fuller obferves; ¢ That St.By Mr.Falles.
¢ Fobn faithy Chap. xxi. 25. And there
are alfo many otber things, which Fefus
¢ did, which are wot written; amongit . Adver.
¢ which; for ought appears to the con-p- 15
¢ trary, the bdaptizing of thele infants,
¢ [viz. that Chrit took in his arms and
¢ bleffed | might be one of them.”

A pretty argument for popifh fuperiti-
tion and idolatry ! For what may not be
thruft-into the practice of the chriftian
church, upon fuch a way of arguing ?

To the like purpofe Mr. W alker fays, By Mr. Walk-
¢ It doth not follow that our faviour gave? |

-~ . . od. Plea,

no precept, for the baptizing cof m/ants,p. 268.
becaufe no fuch precept is, particularly

(as our adverfaries fuppofc) expretied

in the feripture. For our faviour fpake
many things to his difciples, concerning

the kingdom of God, both before his
paffion, and alfo after his refurrection,
which are not written in the feriptures.

And who can fay, but that, among
thofe many #nwritten fayings of his,
there might be an exprefs precept for
$infants baptifin &’

N & N AN & AN
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By Tradition.

The PR EFACE.
Seeing feripture will not do, the next

refuge tor the juftification of infants bap-
tifm 1s tradition. 'Theretore to this T thall
fubjoin the words of the afore=cited Dr.
Feremy Taylor.

Dr. Jer. Tay-

lor's Teftimony ¢
againft Tradi- ¢
ien. '3
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¢ But tradition, fays he, by all means,
muft fupply the place of fripture. And
there is pretended a tradition apoftolical,
that iufants were baptized. But at this
we are not much moved. For we who
rely upon the written word of God, as
fufficient to eftablith all true religion,
do not value the allegation of tradition.
And however the world goes, none of
the reformed churches can pretend this
argument againft this opinion ; becaufe
they who rejeét tradition when it is a-
gainft them, muft not pretend it at all
for them. But if we fhould allow the
topick to be good, yet how will it be ve=
rified ? For fo far as it can appear, it
relies wholly upon the teftimony of
Origen + for from him Auftin had it.
Now a tradition apoftolical, if it be nct
configned with a fuller teftimony than
of ore perfon, whom all after-ages have
condemned of many errors, will obtain
fo little reputation amongft thofe, who
know that things have upon greater
authority, pretended to derive from the
apoftles, and yet falfly ; that it willbe a
great argument, that he is credulous
and weak, that fhall be determined by
fo weak probation, in matters of fo
great concernment. And the truth of

¢ the
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the bufinefs is, as there was no com-
mand of /eripture to oblige children to
the fufception of it; fo the neceflity of
Pedobaptifin, was not determined in the
church, ’till in the eighth age after
Chrift. But in the year 418, in the
Milevitan council, a provincial of dfrica,
there was a canon made tor Peedobaptifin
never till then! I grant it was practifed
in frica betore that time: and they,
or fome of them, thought well of it.
Aud tho’ that be no argument for us to
think fo; yet none of them did ever
before pretend it to be weceffary; none
to have been a precepr of the gofpel.
St. Auftin was the firft, that ever
preached it to be abfolutely weceffary -
and it was in his heat and anger againft
Pelagius; who had warm’d and chaf’d
him fo in that queftion, that it made
him innovate in other doétrines, pofli-
bly of more concernment than this.
And that altho’ this was practifed anci-
ently in dfrica, yet, that it was with=
out an opinion ot sece/fity, and not often
there, nor at all in other places; we
have the teftimony of a learned Paedo-
baptift, Ludovicus Vives, who in his
annotations upon St. Auftin, De civit.
Dei, 1. 1. c. 27. affiems, Neminein nifi
adultum, antiquitus folere baptizari.
¢ But befides, fays the Dottor, that the
tradition cannot be proved apoftolical ;
we have very good evidence from anti-
quity ; that it was the opinion of the
b ¢ primitive

xvii
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The PREFACE.

¢ primitive church, that infants ought not
€ 20 be baptized’

To confirm what the Do&or fo fully
afferts 5 - the teftimony of two eminent
Pedobaptifts, as I find them quoted by
the ingenious Mr. Srennet, may not be
amifs in this place.

The firft is Swicéras; who tells us in
plain terms, ¢ That in the #wo firft ages,
* no perfon was baptized till he was in-
- ftruéted in the faith, and tinctured with
the doctrine of Chrift, and could tefttify

his own faith ; becaufe of thofe words
[of Cbrift ] He that believeth and is bap=
t1zed. Therefore, believing was firft : and
“hencetheorder of the catechamens in the
church: and it was a cuftom then con-
ftantly obferved, to give the catechumens
the Eucharift immediately after baptifin :
and therefore becaufe the Eucharift was
before given to the adult catechumens,
afloon as they were wathed with holy
baptifiny it was thought fit in like man+
ner to give it to infants, after the intro=
¢ dulion of infant-baptifm.

The like ingenious confeffion is made
by Curccileus ; his words are thefe :

¢ Pedobaptifin was not known in the
¢ world, the rwo firft ages after Chriff.
¢ In the third and fourth it was approved
¢ by a few. At length, in the fifz4 and
¢ following ages, it began to obtain in
¢ diverfe places. And therefore we obferve
¢ this rite indeed as an ancient cuflom, but
¢ not as an apoftolical tradition’

And
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And in another place he tells us,
¢ That the cuftom of baptizing infants,
¢ did not begin before the third age after
¢ Chrift 5 and that there appears not the
¢ leaft footftep of it, in the zwo firft cen-
¢ turies.

Much more to the fame purpofe might
be produced both from the antients and
the moderns of the Pedobaptifts. But as
my chief defign is to thew the unreafon=
ablenefs of the many calumnies and res
proaches, which have been, and ftill are
caft upon the Baptifts; and alfo of the
Sufferings they have endured from govern-
ments, inftigated by the malice and envy
of wicked zealots, for no other reafon,
but becaufe they deny infant=baptifin, and
only differ from their brethren in that one
thing, which no wife nor worthy men
make abfolutely neceffary to falvation ; fo
1 fhall from the whole only infer ;

1. It infaut-baprifin was never infti-
tuted, commanded, nor appointed of God ;
and if there be no precedent, as there is
no precept in the fcripture, that any infam
was baprized ; then mfants ought not to
be baptized.

II. If all that is wecefary to faith and
pradtice, is left upon record in the holy
feriptures, that being a compleat and perfeld
vuley then infant-vaptifim being acknow=
ledged, not to be contained or found
therein, is not of God.

~ But as fome of the adverfaries of the
Baptifls have vainly boafted, that they
have [feripture preccgts, precedcnts, and

good
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good confequences, on which they found
their practice; I fhall briefly confider
fome of their principal texts brought for
this purpofe; and fhew, even from the
Pedobaptifts of the moft eminent rank,
that thofe fcriptures are mifapplied, and
no way anfwer the end for which they
are cited : and fo confequently the lefs
material ones muft fall before them.

The firft then I begin with, is Matth.

Turner's ferip- XXViii. 19. Go ye therefore and teach all
ture proof for marions, baptifing them in the name of the

infant baptifm.

Vind. of Inf.

Bapt. p. 16.

Anfwer'd by
Dr. Whitby.

Fatber, Son, and Holy Ghoft. "W hich Mt
“Fobn Turner fays, ¢ being given in gene-
“ral; and unlimited terms, and ordain’d
¢ by Almighty God, as one of the ordi-
¢ nary means of falvation, cught to be ex~
¢ tended to all perfons whatfoever, that are
¢ capable of admiffion into the covenant:
¢ Infants are capable of being admitted
¢ into the covenant : and then infants are
¢ alfo included in this precept or com-
¢ mand.’

In anfwer to this let me cite Dr. Whit=
by, who in his annotations upon this text,
fays, ¢ Teach all nations, Mebileiew, is here
¢ to preach the gofpel to all nations, and
¢ engage them to believe it, in order to
¢ their profeffion of that faith by baptifin
¢ as feems apparent,

¢ 1. From the parallel commiflfion, Mar.
¢ xvi. 1§. Go preach the gofpel to every crea=
¢ ture, be that believeth and is baptized
¢ fball be [aved.

¢ 2. From the feripture notion of a dif=
¢ ciple ; that being fill the fame as a be-

¢ iever ;
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¢ liever 3 as in that queftion to the blind
¢ Man, Wilkyou alfo be bis difciple ?# That
¢ is, will you believe he is a prophet fent
¢ from God? And in the anfwer of the
¢ Pharifees, We are the difciples of Mofes.

¢ It here it thould be faid, fays the Doc-
¢ tor, that I yield too much to the Anti-
¢ pedobaptifis, by faying, that to be made
¢ diftiples here, 1s to be taught to belicve in
¢ Chrift ; Tdcfire any one to tell me, how
¢ the apoftles could Madiledew, make a dif
¢ ciple, of an beatben, or an unbelieving
¢ Few, without being Madlas, or teachers
¢ of them: whether they were not fent
¢ to preach to thofe that could hear, and
¢ to teach them to whom they preached,
¢ that Fefus was the Chrift 5 and only to
¢ baptize them when they did believe this.

Dr. Buinet, bithop of' Sarum, uponEgxpofis. os
this head fays, ¢ That by the firft feach-be 39 An.
“ing, or making diftiples, that muft gop- 300
¢ bétore baptifin 3 is to be meant the con-
¢ vincing of the world, that Fefus is the
¢ Ch#ift, the true Meffias anointed of God,
¢ with a fulnefs of grace, and of’ the fpi-
¢ rit without meafure, and fent to be the
¢ faviour and redeemer of the World ;
¢ and when they were brought to ac-
¢ knowledge this, then they were to bap~
¢ tize them, to initiate them to this reli-
¢ ligion, by obliging them to renounce all
¢ idolatry and ungodlinefs, as well as all
¢ fecular and carnal luft.

Mr. Burkit acknowledges the fame ; for az-. Burki: ox
the torm of this commiflion, as recorded by éaptifin, p. 18.
St. Mark, doth alfo prove this to be the

b 3 fenfe
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{enfe of it; He that believeth and is bap-
ti1zed (ball be faved. ¢ A profeflion of ac-
« tual raith, 12ys M1. Burkst, is neceflarily
¢ required before baptsyfin in all adult per-
« fons, that is, perfons grown to riper years:
< who are the perfons whom our Saviour
¢« meant,when he faid, He that believeth and
< is baptized fball be faved 5 as moft evident-
¢« ly appears by the following words: He
« that believeth not fball be damned. W hat,
« fays he, muft all that die in their infancy
« go to hell for an impoffibility ? The
¢« text only intends fuch, as by hearing
¢ the gofpel preach’d, are capable of ac-
¢ tual faith 3 fuch as €njoy the means of
« faith, and yet live and die in the neg-
« lect of faith, and contempt of baptifin,
¢ fhall certainly be damned. Says the
s apoftley If any man will not work, et
« bim not eat § that is, fuch as are capable
« of working muft work. But muft children
« be ftarved becaufe they cannot labour ?
« Thus here : Children lye under a natu-
« ral incapacity of profe/fing atkual faith,
¢ therefore the firft text does not concern
¢ them any more than the latter.

And this interpretation of Chriff’s com-
miffion for baptizing, confirms the argu-
ment formed upon it by Dr. Fercizy Taylor,
in favour of the Baptifls. ¢ Not to in-
¢ ftance, faith he, in thofe innumerable
¢ places, that require fzith before this {2-
¢« crament ; there needs no more but this
< one faying of our blefled Saviour, He
¢ that believeth and is baptized (ball be faved,
¢ but be that believeth not fball e damned.

¢ Plainly
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< Plainly thus : faith and baptifin in con-
s junction will bring 2 man to heaven, but
« if he have not faith, baptifm thall do him
« no good. So that, if baptifm be nece/~
« fary, then fo is faith, and much more:
« for want of fzith damns abfolutely; it
< is not faid fo of the want of baptifin.
¢« Now if this decretory fentence be to
¢ underftood of perfons of age; and if
¢ children by fuch an anfwer (which in-
¢ deed is reafonable enough) be excufed
¢ from the neceflity of faith, the want
¢ of which regularly does damn : then
¢it is forzifb to fay, the fame incapaci-
< ty of reafon and faith fhall not excufe
¢ them from the actual fufception of bap-
¢ tifm, which is lefs neceflary, and to
¢ which faith and many other a&s are
¢ neceflary predifpofitions, when it is rea-
¢ fonably and humanly received. The
¢ conclufion is, that baptifin is alfo to be
¢ deferred till the time of faith; and
¢ whether infants have faith or no, is a
¢ queftion to be difputed by perfons that
¢ care not how much they fay, nor how
¢ little they prove.

Again : That infants baptifin is founded gorper firip-
on God’s word, fome endcavour to prove ture praof of
from A@s ii. 39. Peter [@id unto them re-Mr- Turner's
pent and be baptized every one of you, in zbeéz;j}{f s
name of “fefus Chrift, for the remiffion of ’
Sinsy and “ye [ball vecerve the gift of the
Holy Ghoft 5 for the promife is to you, and
your children, and to all that are afar off,
even as many as the Lord our God (hall call.
¢ In which words, fays Mr. Turner, chil=vind. of Inf.

b 4 ¢ drenBapt. p. 16,
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¢ dren are fairly intimated, at leaft, to

¢
[4
(4

be intituled, both to the promifes of the
covenant, and to the facrament that con-
firms it.

To this, we have an anfwer drawn up

for us by the aforefaid Dr. Feremy Taylor,
which whether it were his own.opinion
or not, yet any one may eafily difcern the
ftrength of his reafoning in it. ¢ It is
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confiderable, fays he, that the difcourfe
ot St. Petery which is pretended for

* the intituling ufauts to the promife

of the Holy Ghotft, and by confequence
to baptifin, which is fuppofed to be its
inftrument and conveyance, is wholly a
fancy, and hath in it nothing of certainty,.
or demonftration, and not much probabi-
lity. For befides, that the thing itfelt
is unreafonable, and the Holy Ghoft
works by the heightening and improv-
ing cur natural faculties, and there-
fore is a promife that fo concerns them,
as they are reafopable creatuics, and.
may have a title te it, in proportion
to their nature, but no pofietlion or
reception of it, till their faculties come
into act : befides this, I fay, the words
mention’d in St. Peter’s fermon, which:
are the only record of the promife, are
interpreted upon a weak miftake: #be
promife belongs to youy and to your childien
therefore infants are altually receptive
of it in that capacity. That’s the argu-
ment. Butthereafon of it is not yet dif-
cover’d, nor ever will : For, [to you and
your children) is to you and your po/fe-

¢ rity,
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rity, to you and your children, when
they are of the fame capacity in which
you are, ecffeCtually receptive of the
promife. But he, that whenever “the
-word [ children) is ufed in fcripture,
thall . by {cbildren) underftand infunts,
muft needs believe, that in all [fiacl,
there were no men, but all were infants
and if that had been true, it had been
the greater wonder they fhould over-
come the Anakims, and beat the king
of Moab, and march fo far, and dii-
courfe fo well ; for they were all called
the children of Ifracl.

"The learned Dr. Hammond falls before Dr. Hame
this reafoning, and declares, he cannot mond.
defend thofe that attempt to bring argu-~
ments in dcefence of Padobaptifin from
Peter’s words, The promife is to you and
your ¢hildren. ¢ If any, fays he, haveRefo!.# 6
¢ made ufe of that very inconcludent argu=-uer. p. 256.
¢ ment, I have nothing to fay in defence
¢ of them; I think that the word
¢ children there is really the poftcrity of
¢ the Fews, and not peculiatly their in-
¢ fant children.

Dr. Whitby puts a fenfe upon thefe Dr. Whithy,
words, which carcy them gl farther from
proving infont baptifin. * Thefe words, Annot. ir
¢ fays'he, will not prove a right of infants loco.
¢ to receive baptifin;y the promife men-
¢ tioned here, being that only of the Holy
¢ Ghott, and to thofe perfons, who by
¢ age were made capable of thofe extra-
¢ ordinary girts.
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More feriptare . Again : For the fupport of infant bap-

pof for in- tifm, fome have recourfe to thofe texts,

fart beftifn - Nasth. xix. 13, 14, Mark x. 13, 1.4, Luke
xviii. 15, 16, all which places give us an
account, that /ttle children were brought
to our Saviour, €.

Fowler Wal-  "Thus Mr. Fowler Walber, to prove in-

her's Def. of fant baptifin, fays, ¢ We are told that

Inf. Bapt. "¢ Chrig, during his incarnation, welcom’d

p- 20 children to his arms, blefled them, and

declared them fubjects of his kingdom:

which, I think, fays he, is a fufficient
indication of his mind, that they thould
be received into his church by baptifin.

Dr. Whitby’s  But Dr. #Wbithy, in his annotations on

@nfer. this text, grants, that Chrift neither bup-
tized thefe children himfelf, nor command-
ed his apoftles to do it. For which con-
ceffion he gives thefe two reafons, 1.¢ That
$ Chriftian baptifin was not yet nftituted.

¢ 2. 'That the baptifin then ufed by Fobn
¢ and Cirif’s difciples, was only the bap-

Ads xiz. 4. © tifinz of repentance and faith in the Me/=
¢ fizh, which was to come: of both
¢ which infants were incapable.

Rimari, Now as thefc are very good reafons to
induce any oneto believe, that thofe infants
were not baptized ; {o I think they arc
fufficient to overthrow any argument that
can be drawn for the baprizing of infants,
trom this paflage. For, 1. Asthe Chri/~
sran baptifin was not yet inftituted, then
certainly our Saviour, in his words and
aétion upon this occafion, had no refer-
ence to baptifiny nor could they be de-
figned to teach the difciples concerning

Py
a7z,

-~ & & & &~
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a rite, which was not yet inftituted : {o
that all arguments drawn from thence for
baptizing infamts, extend the words and
action of our Saviour beyond the firft in-
tention of them. And what can be more
abfurd, than to take direion about a
pofitive rite, from any word or action that
happen’d before the inftitution was in the
world ?

2. To fay they were not admitted
to the baptifm then in ule, becaufe they
were incapable of it, repentance and fzith
in the Meffiah which was to come, faith
the doctor, being required to the baptifin
ufed by Fobn, and the difciples of our
Saviour: This, I fay, grants that no chi/-
dren were baptized in the time of our Sa-
viour’s life; and that they are as inca-
pable of Chrif’s baptifin as they were of
“obw’s.  For children are as incapable of
repentance, and believing that the Meffiab
is come as they were of believing he was.
to come; and yet both thefe are required
of perfons, in crder to their receiving
Chriff’s baptifin.

And today that thefe children were not Ags ii. ;5.
baptized becaufe they had already enter’d viii. 37.
into covenant with God by circumcificn, is ;’f’”"/ anjewer i3
to fay no more of them than what might [~ “"
be faid of all men, who had hitherto =
been baptized either by Fobn or the dif-
ciples of our Saviour.

“Very juftly therefore dves the learned Dr. Ham-
Dr Haminond fay, ¢ It the inference | from mond’s Refo®,
¢ this text] were, that all infants are,g‘;%mcs;
¢ that is, ought to be barpized, upon(thij T

an
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¢ (and no other) ground, hecaufe Chrif
¢ blefled them, ] fhould acknowledge, the
¢ conclufion to be weakly built.” And he
grants, ¢ That little childrep may, and
¢ muft be permitted to be brought by
p 194 ¢ others to Chrift, and being 1o brought,
¢ yet are faid to come unto him. 2. His
¢ blefling them, by impofition of hands;
¢ and, 3. His affirming, that the king-
¢ dom of God, the church here, and
¢ heaven hereafter, are a conjunction of
¢ particulars, which come not home di=~
¢ ttinctly to baptizing of infants; becaufe,

¢ it is not affirmed he did baptize them.
BitgpTaylor, So that this gentleman confirms the
Lib. Preph.  argument given by the reverend Dr. Fe-
P- 319 pemy Taylor 5 who fays, ¢ From the aétion
¢ of Chriff’s blejfing infants, to infer that

¢ they are to be baptized, proves nothin
¢ fo much, as that there is great want é%'
¢ better arguments. The conclufion would
¢ be with more probability derived thus;
¢ Chrift bleffed children and fo 4 m‘yéd
them, but baptized them not; therefore
infants are not to be baptized. But let
this be as weak as its enemy; yet that
Chiift did not baptize them, is an argu-
ment {ufficient, that Chrift hath other
ways, of bringing them to heaven, than
by bapti/in. He pafled his alt of grace
“upon them, by benedi¢tion and impo-

fition of hands.

a¥e Contimners 1 'he continuers of Pool’s annotations
of Pool's 4n- fay ¢ T'hat a doubt may from this text
moratiens. ¢ arife in the reader’s mind, for what
¢ purpofe the parents or nurfes did bring
¢ thefe

~ & o~ ~ & &
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¢ thefe young children to Chrift; it was
¢ not for baptifm, for he baptized none
¢ himfelf”

Again, ¢ That we muft take heed, we
¢ do not found infant-baptifin, upon the
¢ example of Chrift in this text; foritis
¢ certain, that he did not baptize thefe
< children’

xX1g

Permic me then to obferve, and it is Remark,

plain, that the coming unto Chrift, fpoken
of in the text, intends a perfonal approach,
not a /piritual coming, {o as to love him,
fear him, believe in him, and become his
followers.

Now from childrens being brought into
his prefence, and from what is faid, of
the lawfulnefs of fuch a coming to him,
to infer, their capacity of coming to him
Jpiritually, and their right to baptifin is a
very weak conclufion. Many that ‘were
permitted to come into Ghrifi’s prefence
in the days of his flefh, were far enough
from being his difciples, or having any
right to the ordinances of the gofpel
church. Many who belicved not in him
were brought to him to be healed. Many
of the Scribes and Pharifees came to him
to mock him, and catch at his fayings ;
therefore trom a bodily coming to him,
to argue a right or capacity of a /piritual
coming, is moft ridiculous.

Nor does it appear, from the relation
given of this matter by cither of the
evangeliffs, that thefe children were
brought to Chrift, upon any other account
than what many grown perfons were,

ViZ.
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wiz. that they might be bealed of fome
bodily diftempers. Nay, the words of St.
Luke plainly intimate, it was for this end.
For, fays he, they brought to him 4/,
infants, that he would touch them
where the term 4//6 intimates, that they
were either brought with others, or upon
the fame account that others were ; wiz.
to be bealed.

Fot it is, as if he had faid ; As they
brought men and women, afflicted with
various diftempers unto Chrift tobe cured;
fo they brought children a/6. And this
interpretation is further fignified, in that
it is faid, they brought them to him,
that he would zouch them. Now it was
well known, that Chriff’s method of heal-
ing diftempers, was by his touching the
perfon, or their touching of him. Nor
do we read that ever he convey’d fpiritual
benefits to perfons by a rouch ; therefore
it is evident, that it was not any fpiritual
privilege, but a lLodily cure, tor which
they brought thefe children to him. Nor
do the words of St. Matthew overthrow
this interpretation, when he fays, they
were brought that he thould put bis hands
on thems and pray ; for he frequently
took that method, in the performing of
his miracles.  When Fairus befought
Chrift to come and heal his daughter, he
fays, I pray thee come and lay thine bands
on bery that fbe nay be bealed.

Sometimes we read of this work, joined
with his impofition of hands; as in the
cure of the Leper, and at tke raiﬁx’:glof

the
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the widow of Naiw’s fon; and it is faid,Luke vii. 14
that Chrift lift up bis eyes and prayed,)oha xi. ar.
when he raifed Lazarus trom the dead.
This being Chrifi’s cuftom ; it is very
eafy to underftand their defign, in bring-
ing thefe children unto him, that be would
lay bis bands on them and pray ; viz. that
they might thereby reccive the blefling of
a miraculous cure:

T'hat objection, That if thefe children
were brought to Chriff to be healed of
any bodily diftempers, then the dilciples
would not have hindered them, is of no
force. For we find they were fometimes
guilty of the fame error, when adul; per-Matt. xx. 5]
fons fought to him for a cure. It is faid,
thofe that followed Chriff, which chiefly
were his difciples, rebuked the two blind
anen, becaufe they thould hold their peace.
It is exprefly faid of the difciples, that
they betought Chri/t to fend the woman
of Samaria away, when repeated appli=
cation was made to him. Chrift was fome-
times fo thronged with the multitude of
men and women that came to him, that
he with his difciples had not leifure to
take their neceflary refrefhment, fo that
they might conclude, their mafter would
be much prefled indeed, if they were al-
lowed to bring their fck and weak children
alfo. And the reafon whieh our faviour
gives, why he would have them fuffer’d
to come unto him, viz. for of fuch is ths
kingdom of beaven, does not in the leaft
overthrow this interpretation, but rather
Juftifies it. For by the kingdom of

heaven,
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heaven, it is agreed on all hands, our
faviour either intends the ftate of glory,
or the chriftian church.

Now fince children for their innocence
and humility refemble the blefled in
heaven, who are fre¢ trom all infirmities,
or the faitits who are interefted ifi the
kingdom of grace. Our faviour may well
be underftood, as if he had faid, there
is no reafon to think them below my no-
tice, or fo deprive them of receiving
from me a cure of their infirmities : they
have not brought their fickdefs and dif-
eafes upon themfelves by their adual
tranfgreflions, as indeed many of the
adult whom 1 have cured have done ; and
therefore they have a better title to my
compatffion to enjoy the blefling of a mi-
raculous cure.

And that our faviour does not intend
by thefe words that little children fhould
be members of the gofpel church, but
only fuch who refemble little children in
innocence and humility, and a freedom
trom all prejudices, appears both by the
the word Tosvrey here ufed, that is, fuch
like, or thofe that refemble themj and
alfo, by what the cvange/ift reports our
faviour to have added at the fame time,
as explicative of this faying, Verily I fay
unto you, -whefocver fball not receive the
kingdom of God, as a little child, fball in 1o
wife enter thercin. But if we wave all thefe
advantages againft the argument drawn
from hence ; there is another obfervation

that will fufficiently overthrow it, viz.
That
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That tho’ it be plainly exprefled here,
that little children were broughtto Chrift,
that he declared fuch might- come unto
him, and that he laid his hands upon
them, and blefled them ; yet thete is not
the leaft intimation, in any of the evan-
gelifts, that they were baptized. So par-
ticularly the learned Dr. #bitby upon this
text grants, that Chrift neither baptized
thefe children himfelf; nor commanded
his difciples to do it; and for this con-
ceflion he gave thofe two very good rea-
{ons aforementioned.

When bloody Bonner, in his difpute
with Robert Smith the martyr, brought
this text to prove the neceffity of ap-
tizing infants; the martyr{martly returned
this anfwer; Our faviour fays, fuffer littleFox's Afs and
children to come unto me, and not untoAor- p-1256.
water,

Having thus confidered the fubjetts of Tbe Modeof
baptifin, 1 fhall proceed to the. mode of Batiim cor-
baptizing, and thew likewife from un-""*"
queftionable conceflions of the moft con-
fiderable Pedobaptifts, that it is by Im-
mevfion or dipping of the whole body intothe
water.

Mr. Baxter charges the praétice ofPlain Scerip.
dipping in Baptifin, as a breach of theProdf; p- 134
fixth commandment ; and forms his ar-
gument upop it thus: ¢ That which is a
¢ plain breach of the fixth commandment,
¢ Thou [balt not kill, is no ordinance of
¢ God,” but a moft heinous fin: But the
¢ ordinary pratice of baptizing by dipping
¢ over head in cold water, as necefiary, 1s

< ‘a
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a plain ‘breach of the fixth command-
ment : Therefore it is no ordinance of
God, but an heinows fir. And as Mr.
Cradock, in his book of Gofpel Liberty,
fhews ; the magiftrate ought to reftrain
it, to fave the lives of his fubjects;
even according to their principles, that
will yet allow the magiftrate no power
directly in matter of worfhip. That
this is flat murder, and no better, being
ordinarity and generally ufed, is unde-
niable to any underftanding man. For
that which direétly tendeth to over-
throw mens lives, being wilfully ufed,
is plain murder” And farther he adds,
I know not what trick a covetous land-

" lord can find out, to get his tenants to

die apace, that he may have new fines
and lherriots, likelier than to encourage
fuch practices, that he may get them
all to turn Anabaptifts. I wifh, fays he,
that this device be ot it that counte-
nanceth thefe men. And eovetous phy-~
ficians, methinks, thould not be much

“againft them. Catarrbs and obftructi-

ons, which are the two great fountains
of moft mortal difeafes in man’s body,
could fcarce have a more notable means
to produce them where they are not,

or to increafc them where they are.

Apoplexies, lethargies, palfics, and all
comatous difeafes, would be promoted
by it. So would cephalalgies, hemicra-
nies, phthifes, dedility of the ftomach,

" crudities, and almoft all féevers, dyfente-

viesy diarbed’s, cholicks, iliack pallions,
¢ conwulfions,
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convulfions, fpafins, tremeres, &c. All
bepatic, [plenetic, pulmoniac perlons, and
bypochondriacks, would foon have enough
ot it.
Strange quackifin ! as if hard words,
impudence, and nonfenfe; delivered with
a magifterial air; would carry every
thing before them. He might have
added, Thus;, Gentlemen, you may eafi
ly by my bill perceive, that I infinitely
furpafs thofe empty pretending gracks,
who confine their narrow talent to one
diftemper, whereas all difeafes are alike
to me, and I have a bundred {everal ways
to extirpate them: But he concluded
thus: ¢ In a word, fays he, it is good fur
¢ nothing, but to difpatch men out of the
¢ world, that are burdenfome, and tc
¢ ranken church-yards.”

No wonder, Mr. Baxter was fo unwil-
ling to be dipt. I have beer informed
that Mr. Baxter was tor having all the
Baptifis hanged; and therefore fhall add
one paflage morey and leave the reader
to judge, what he would have done to the
Baptifis, had it been in his power. They Plain sors.
are his own words : ¢ If, fays he, Murder Prey. p. 136
¢ be a fin, then dipping ordinarily in cold
¢ water over head in Eugland, is a fin.
¢ And if thofe that would make it Mens
¢ religion to murder themfelves, and urge
¢ it on their confciences as their duty, are
¢ not to be fuffered in a common-wealth,
<
(4
[
(4
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any more than bighway murderers ;.then

judge how thefe dnabaptifls, that teach

the neceflity of fuch dipping, are to e
S

fuffered. . s
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His next argument is to prove dipping-
a breach of the fevenmrh commandment.
Thou fbalt not commit adultery. For thus
he exprefleth himfelf; ¢ My feventis argu-
¢ ment, is alfo againft another wicked-
nefs, in their manner of baptizing
which is their dipping perfons naked, as
is very ufual with many of them, or
next to naked, as is ufual with the
modefteft, that I have heard of.

Mr. Baxter indeed acknowledges, that
in his youth he was addi¢ted to Jying, and
it plainly appears he had not left it when
he wrote this chapter. The whole of
which, befides /Jes, is fo full of obfcenity
and immodefty, that it rather difcovers
the naughtinefs of his own heart, than a
confutation of what is intended thereby ;
and therefore I forbear to recite it.

But whether the water of bapti/m ought
to be applied by immerfion, or by that of
afperfior, or ¢ffufion, is, fays the learned
Dr. Towerfon, * a more material queftion,
¢ than it 1s commonly deemed by us, who
¢ have been accuftomed to baptize by a
¢ bare effufion, or [prinkling of water-upon
¢ the party. For in things which depend
¢ for their force, upon the meer will and
¢ pleafure of him who inftituted them,
there ought no doubt, great regard to
be had to the commands of him, who
did fo; as without which there is no
reafon to prefume, we fhall receive the
benefit of that ceremony to which he

hath been pleafed to annex it. Now,
¢ whar

-~ a & A~
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what the command of Chrift was in this
particular cannot well be doubted of]
by thofe who fhall confider the firft
words ot Chriff concerning it, and the
practice of thofe times; whether in the
baptifin of “fobr, or of our faviour. For
the words of Chrift are, that they fhould
baptize or dip thofe whom they made
difeciples to him ; for fo no doubt
the word Bazrifew, properly fignifies.

“ And which is more, and not without

its weight, that they fhould baptize
them into th.e name of the father, and
of the fon, and of the holy ghoft;
thereby intimating fuch a wafbing, as
thould receive.the party baptized, with-
in the very body of that water, which
they were to baptize him with,” And

further, fays he,
¢ If there could be any doubt, con-p. ;.

"~ A~ A &N NN

cerning the fignification of the words
in themfelves [in Chriff’s commiffion ]
yét would that doubt be removed, by
confidering the prafice of thofe times,
whether in the baptifin of Fobn, or of
our faviour. For fuch as was the prac~
tice of thofe times in baptizing, fuch in
reafon are we to think, our faviour’s
command to have been concerning it,
efpecially when the words themtelves
incline that way ; there being not other-
wife, any means, either for thofe, or
future times, to difcover his intention
concerning it Now what the pradfice
of thofe tinies was, as to this particular,
will need no other proof, than thcir

c 3 ¢ refore
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reforting to rivers, and other fuch like
receptacles of water for the performance
of that ccremony, as that too, becaufe
there was much water there; tor fo the
Seripture doth not only affirm concerning
the baptifz of “Fobn, but both intimate
concerning that, which our faviour ad-
miniftred in Fudea. Becaufe, making
Fobu's baptifin, and his, to be fo far
torth of the fame fort, and exprefly
afirm concerning the baptifin of ithe
Eunuch, which is the only chriftian bap-
tifin, the fcripture is any thing particular
in the defcription of. The words of
St. Luke being, that both “Philip and
the Ewsuch went down into a certain
water, which they met with in their
Journey, in order to the baptizing of
the Jarter. For what need would there
have been, either of the Baptifts refort-

* ing to great confluxes of water, or of
©“Philip and the Eunuch’s going down

a & A o~

into this; were it not, that the &aptifin,
both of the one or the other, was to be
pericrmed by an Zuwinerfion ¢ A yery
little water, as we know it doth with us,
fufficing. for an ¢ffifion or (prinkling.

Dr. Tillotfon, archbithop ot Canterbury,

fays thus, ¢ Antiently thole who were bap~

<
[4
[4
4
<

tized, put off their garments, which
fignified the putting off the body of fin,
and were wmincrfed, and .buried in the
water, to reprefent their dearh to fin
and then did tife up again out of the

¢ water, to fignify their entrance upon a

L al

ew life. And to thefe cuftoms the
¢ ezgoﬁls‘
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apoftle alludes, when he fays ; How fball

we that are dead to fin live any Jonger
therein © Know ye not, that [o many of

us, as were baptizcd into “Jefus Chriff,

were baptized into bis death € Therejore

we are buried with him by baptifin.

Dr. Cave tells us, ¢ That the party to Dr. Cave.
be baptized was wholly dummerged, orPrim. Chriil.
put under water, which was the ahmoft 7 24 #204.
conftant and univerfal cuftom of thofe

times, whereby they did more notably,

and fignificantly exprefs the three great

ends, and effe&s of baptifin. For, as

in smnerfion, there are in a manner three

feveral aéts; the putting the perfon into

the water, his abiding there tor a little

time, and his rifing up again; fo b

thefe were reprefented Chriff’s death,

burial, and refurretion; and in con=-
formity thercunto, our dying unto fin,

the deftruction of its power, and our

¢ refurreétion to a new courfe of life.”

Dr. Sharp, archbithop of York, in hisDr. Sharp.
Jermon before Queen Mary, has thefe Mareh 27,
words: ¢ Whenever a perfon in antient *®9%
€ times was baptized, he was not only to
¢ profefs his faith in Chriff’s death and re-
¢ furre&ion, but he was alfo to look upon
¢ himfelf as obliged, in correfpondence
¢ therewith to mortify his former carpal
affe¢tions, and fo enter upon a new ftate
of lifé; and the very form of lapti/m,

did lively reprefent this obligation to
them. For what did their being plunged
under water fignify but their under-
taking, in imitation of Chrif’s death

< 4 ¢ and

" n & AN

-~ & & N A A A A A A AN

[ S A TR N WY Y



~ A~

Dr. Whitby
Annot. Matt.
i1, 16.

~ & &6 & A8 N A NN

-~ & & &~ ¢~ e

B %oy Burnet,
Expofit. of the ¢
39 4rt. p.300¢

LA T o T S N o B N

The PREFACE.

and burial, to forfake all their former
evil courfes, as their aftending out of
the water, did their engagement to lead
a holy fpiritual life”
Dr. Whitby obferves, ¢ That it is faid
of our faviour himfelf, that being bap-
tized be came up firaightway out of the
water. The obfervation of the Greek
church is this; that he who afcended
out of the water, muft firlt deftend down
into it ; Baptifin therefore, is to be per-
formed not by /prinkling, but by wafb-
ing the body; and, indeed, it can be
only from ignorance of the Fewifb rites
in baptifm, that this is queftioned. For
they, to the due performance of this
rite, fo fuperttitioufly required the im-
meifion of the whole body in the water,
that if’ any dirt, hindred the water from
coming to any part of it, the baptifn
was not right ; and if one held the bap-
tized by the army when he was let down
into the water, another muft after dip
him, holding him by the other arm that
was wafbed betore, becaufe his hand
would not fuffer the water to come to
his whole body.’
Bithop Buruer fays thus; ¢ How well
foever the Fews might have been ac-
cuftomed to this rite, and how proper
a prcfparation foever, it might be to the
manifeftation of the Meffias; yet the
juftification of daptifin, as it isa feederal
a&t of the chriftian religion, muft be
taken from the commiflion, that our
faviour gave to his difciples; to go
¢ preach
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¢ preach and-mare difciples to him in all
¢ nations, for that is the firi¢t fignifi-
¢ cation of the word ; baptizing them in
¢ the name of the father, and of the fon,
¢ and of the holy ghoft; teaching them to
¢ obferve all things, whatfoever I have com-
¢ manded you. By the firft teaching or
¢ making of difciples, that muft go before
¢ baptifin, fays the bithop, is to be meant
¢ the convincing of the world, that Fe/us
¢ is the Chrift, &ec. as cited page 9. "And
¢ then they led them 7nto the water, and
¢ with no other garments, but what might
¢ cover nature; they at firft laid them
¢ down in the water, as a man is laid in
¢ a grave, and then they faid thefe words,
¢ I baptize, or wafb thee, in the name of
¢ the tather, fon, and holy ghott: then
¢ they raifed them up again, and clean
¢ garments were put on them, from
¢ whence came the phrafes, of being b4p-
¢ tized into Chrift’s death 5 of being buvicd
¢ with him by baptifin into deathy of our
¢ Deing rifen with Chrift, and of our purting
“on the Lord Fefus Clrife 5 of prtting ofF
“the old man, and puttivg on the necv.
¢ After baptifin was thus performed, the
¢ bpaptized perfon was to be further in-
¢ firu&ed in all the fpecialtics of the
¢ chriftian religion, and in all the rules of
¢ lite, that Chrift had preferibed.

I muft beg leave once more to cite Pr. pr. whicy.
Wbithy on this head, becaufe he fpeaks
fo full to the purpofe: and do hope it
will not be deemed fuperfluous.  He fays, pror. Rocon.
¢ That bapti’: in the apofiles time, wasz Ed. p. 264.

¢ admninifired
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¢ adminiftred by dipping, not by fprink-
¢ ling the baptized perfon : and thercfore
¢ that dipping was the infiitution of our
¢ Lord, or his apottles, is extremely evi-
¢ dent. For thus this facrament was ad-
¢ miniftred to our bletled faviour, of
¢ whom it is faid, That firaightway Yefus
¢ went up out of the warer. He came up;
¢ therefore he went down; behold an
¢ immerfion, not an afper fion, faithd‘)‘eremz’a:
¢ Patriarch of Conffantinople : and thisim-
¢ merfion, was ufed to exprefs the great
¢ myitery of baptifin, viz. our being buried
¢ with Chrift, as to the old man, and our
¢ refurrection with him to newnefs of life.
¢ So St. Paul plainly intimateth, faying,
“ How fball we that are dead to fin live
< any longer therein ¢ Now that baptized
¢ chriftians are¢ dead to fin, he proveth
¢ from their being buried with Chriff in
¢ baptifm. Whence it is clear, that bap-
¢ tifm then was fo performed as ta be an

% image of the burial and refurrection of

¢ our Lord, and therefore was adminiftred

¢ by putting the baptized perfon under
¢ water, and caufing him to rife up out
¢ of it.

Dy, Wall. Dr. Wall, in his Defence of Infant-bap-
tifm, grants, that the baptifins of Fobn,
and the apoftles was pertormed by immer-

Def.of Inf. fion. His words are thefe: ¢ As to the

Bape. p. 131°¢ manner of baptifin then gencrally ufed,

* Dr. Gale. ¢ the texts produced by our author *,

whm by wayof ¢ and by every one that fpeaks of thefe

Z’Zt:%t/ztb::é * matters, are undeniable proofs, that the

be calls Mr. © baptized perfon went ordinarily inta the

Gale. ¢ water,
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water, and fometimes the Baptift too.
We thould not know by thefe accounts
whether the whole body of the baptized
was put under water, head and all ; were
it not for two later proofs, which feem
to me to put it out of queftion. Oue,
that St. Paul does twice, in an allufive
way of fpcaking, call baptifn a burial :
which allufion is not fo proper, if we
conceive them to have gone into the
water only up to the arm-pits, €. as
it is, if their whole body was smmerfed.
The other, the cuftom of the Chriftians
¢ in the near fucceeding times, which
¢ being more largely and particularly de-
¢ livered in books, 1s known to have been
¢ generally, or ordinarily, a totsl! immer-
¢ fion of the naked body, and that (as
¢ this author obferves, and I had fhewn)
¢ thrice repeated.

In another place, the Dofor, to fthew
his zeal for the practice of immerfion in
baptifn, offers very fubmiffively fome few
things to the confideration of thofe of his
brethren, who thought the coldnefs of
our climate a good reafon to change the
antient practice of dipping into that of
Sprinkling. For thus he allerts; ¢ That Def.of Inf.
“ our climate is no colder than it was, for Bept. p. 144.
thofe thirteen or fourteen hundred years,
from the beginning of Chrittianity here,
to Queen Elizabeth’s time ; and not near
fo cold as Mufecovy and fome other
countries, where they do ftill dip their
children in baptifin, and find no incon-
venience in it. ‘That the apparent

¢ reafon
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reafon that alter’d the cuftom, was not
the coldnefs of the climate, but the
imitation of Calvin, and the church of
Geneva, and fome others thereabouts.
¢ That our reformers and comptlers of
the liturgy (even of the laft edition of
it) were of another mind ; as appears
both by the exprefs orders of the ru-
brick itfclf, and by the prayer ufed juft
before baptifin, fandtify this water, &c.
and grant that this child now to be bap-
tized THEREIN, &c. (if they had meant,
that pouring fhould have always, or
moft ordinarily have been ufed, they
would have faid THErREWITH., And
by the definition given in the cate-
chifm of the outward vifible fign in
baptifm 5 water WHEREIN the per/om is
baptized. 1 know, that in one edition
it was faid is dépped or [prinkled with it.
T know not the hiftory of that edition;
but as it is a late one, fo it was not
thought fit to be continued. The old
edition had the prayer beforefaid in
thefe words, baptized in this water.
¢ That if it be the coldnefs of the air
that is feared ; a child brought in loofe
blankets, that may be prefently put off
and on, need be no longer naked, or
very little longer, than at its ordinary
drefling and undreffing, not a quarter or
fixth part of a minute.
¢ If the coldnefs of the water; there
is no reafon, from the nature of the
thirg, nor order or command of God,
or man, that it fhould be ufed cold:
¢ but
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¢ but as the waters in which our faviour
¢ and the primitive chriftians in thofe hot
¢ countries, which the firiprure mentions,
¢ were naturally warm by reafon of the
¢ climate 5 {o if ours be made warm, they
¢ will be liker to them. As the inward
¢ and main part of baptifin, is God’s wafh-
¢ ing and fanctifying the foul; fo the
¢ outward {fymbol is the wathing the body,
¢ which is as maturally done by warm wa-
¢ ter as cold; it may I fuppofe be ufed
¢ in fuch degree of warmth as the parents
¢ defire.

The Do&er goes on to thew the diffi-
culties that lye in the way of reftoring
this loft primitive praétice of dipping in
baptifin : and thinks Calvin was the firft
who made a breach therein, by preferib-
ing pouring water on'the infant; but lays
the total profanation of it (by bringing it
to /prinkling) at the door of the J%resby-
terians here in England, when their reign
began about the year 1644. 'This, he
fays, ¢ feandalized many people 5 and in=p.s of s,
¢ deed it was, and isreally fzandalous.” And Bapt. p. 145,
in another place, lic calls them, ¢ the moft
¢ diforderly baptizers of all” And that welb. p. 97.
might not be miftaken of the perfons he
thus brands, he adds, ¢ Thofe, I mean,
¢ who affeting to ufe as little water as
¢ poffible, do purpofely throw no more
¢ than a fprinkle or drop of water on the
¢ face of a child. 'The firipture, fays he,
¢ will never juftity thefe, nor the ancient
¢ church, nor the rubric oi the church of
¢ Ensland.

I muft
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I muft obferve here, that this learned

Gentleman, when about to compliment the
people called @ uakers, with a thort cata-
logue of their ancient friends, feems to
be off his guard. For I miftake him
much if he does not there fairly prove,
that the Valentinians *, which he thinks
deferved a worfe name than that of” Here-
ticks, were the firft that changed the
practice of dipping into poaring 5 fo that
pouring in baptifin, which he feems to be
fo fond of| {prung from a very bad origi-
nal. For after he has given a very ftrange
account, from Irenzus, of the prattice of
fome of them in their ways of baptifiu,
he tells us, ¢ That fome of them fay;
¢ that it is needlefs to bring the perfon
¢ to the water at all. But mzking a mix-~
ture of oyl and water, they pour it on
his head, ufing certain prophane words
thuch like them before-mentioned : and
they fay that this is redemption | or bap=
tifin.”} )
Many more teftimontes to this purpofe
might be produced, both foreign and do-
mettic.  Bat leat fome, who delight in
numbers, fhould think thefe not fufficient,
I fhall) for their fakes, add the tetimony
of an whele affembly of Divines, who in
their aunotations on thofe words of the
apottle, buried <with bim by baptifin, de-
liver their opinion 1n thefe terms.

¢ In this phrafe, fay they, the apoftle
¢ feemeth to allude to the ancient manner
¢ of baptifin, which was to dip the partics
¢ baptized, and as it werc to bury them

' ¢ yader
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¢ under the water for a while, and then to
¢ draw them out of it, and litt them up,
¢ to reprefent the burial of our old man,
¢ and our refurrection to newnefs of life.

I fhall now conclude with the words of a Mr. Jofeph
reverend and learned gentleman, who,Stennet.
after he had been contemplating on thefe
things, fays, ¢ He cannot chufe but la-duficer to
¢ ment, that fo many pious and learned Ruffen,p.194
men fhould find themfelves fo fettered
by the tyranny of cuftom and tradition,
that tho’ they cannot but afpire after
the liberty of praifing the ordinances
of Chrift, according to the primitive
pattern, and now and then let go fome
fighs and wifhes, to exprefs the fenfe
of their minds on this head, yet they
feem to want that degree of refolution,
and firmnefs of mind, which is necei-
fary to attempt fuch a reformation.
¢ Too many are afraid of the confe-
quences of altering old traditions, and
feem rather difpofed to tolerate abufes,
than to redrefs them: not enough
confidering, that it is every man’s duty
to reform his own practize, and to en-
deavour to reform that of others, fo
far as he is capable in his ftation ; that
there can be no good excufe framed to
palliate the violation of plain inftitutions;
that the long or general practice of a
cuftom that wants a foundation in the
word of God, makes the reafons that
are urged for a reformarion fo much
the ftronger ; and that whatioever names
of reproach may be given to thofe, who

Tonave
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The Baptifts
aifreprefented.
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¢ have the courage to ftem the tide of
¢ vulgar errors and abufes, they a&t an
¢ honourable part, in efpoufing the caufe
¢ of truth, which is the caufe of God.
¢ For thofe who honour biney be will honour.”

Notwithftanding fo much which has been
faid, and much more which might have
been faid in favour ot the Englsfb Baptifts ;
yet there is hardly any party, or denomi=
nation of Chriftians, that have been fo
bafely mifreprefented, and unkindly treated
in the world as they. Wherever there
has been any perfecution, they, if any in
thofe ccuntries, have been fure to feel the
hottett part ot it. The books written a=
gainft them, are not only very numerous,
but commonly fill'd with foolith and fcan-
dalous ftories, to render them odioxs - and
the hiftories of this people, that are yet
extant, are, for the moft part, fuch as
have been publithed by their greateft ad-
verfarics.

"The foreign Baptifls indced have pub=
lithed fome account of themfelves, and
their martyrology 1s a large book in Folio
but the Euglifb have done nothing of this
nature. It were much to be wilned, that
fome abler hand had undertaken it; tor,
I believe, that none who have gone under
this name in the world have behaved
themfelves better, or can have more faid
to their reputation, and to recommend
them to the love and efteem of their fel-
low Chriftians, than thofe who have lived
in England. And turther, I will venture
to fav, that nore of the reformed churches

in
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it England, or elfewhere, have behaved
themiclves with more prudence, piety,
and charity, than the Ewuglifb Baptifts
and, to their immortal honour be it {po=
ken, they have never been perfecutors of
others for confcience fake, though they
}hcmfclvcs have been perfecuted by every
ect.
Before the reformation was eftablithed,
all Proteftants were, by Roman Catholicks,
branded with the name of Awabaptifis
as appears by King Henry VIIDI's ipeech
to his parliament, Dec. 24, 1545, and fe-
veral of them in their examinations, and
at their executions took carc to clear
themfelves. ¢ Behold, fays he, what love Fox, vol. IIL
¢ and charity is among you, when the oneP- 571
¢ calleth the other Heretick, and Anabap-
¢ tift, and he calleth him again Papift,
¢ Hypocrite, and Pharifee.
After the reformation, all that diffented
from the eftablithed church, had the fame¢
title beftowed upon them; and not one
of the feveral fects, as I can find, efcaped
it.
Thus the Brownifts complain, in their
third petition to King Fames I. < We Apology,
¢ have been, fay they, all manner of waysP- 80, 112.
¢ traduced, and divulged to be Donatifts,
© Anabaptifts, &’
"The male-contents, that is, thofe who
continued in the church, but difliked fe<
veral things in it, and endeavoured toSerype, c.
have them reformed, complajn of beingxxviii.p-293.
reproached with this name by their bre-
theren; as appears é)y their petition 1at
' the
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the beginning of Queen Elizabeth’s reign.

The Family of Love were reprefented
by King Fames himfelf, to be a vile fect
among the _Anabapifls; as they thew in
their petition to that prince, and of
which they endeavour to clear themfelves.
Whereas, fay they, there is publithed
¢ a book, written by your highnefs; as an
¢ inftruction to your moft noble fon, of a
¢ people that are of a vile feét among the
¢ Anabaptifts, called the Family of Love,
¢ who do hold and maintain many proud,
¢ uncharitable, unchriftian, and moft ab-
¢ furd opinions. —They, with humble
¢ hearts, do befeech your majefty to un-
¢ derftand, that the people ot the Family
¢ of Love, or of God, do utterly declaim
¢ and deteft all the faid abfurd, and felf=
¢ conceited opinions, and difobedient and
¢ erroneous forts of the Anabaptifts, and
¢ all other proud minded feéts and here~
¢ fies whatfoever.’

And further, To render the name of
Anabaptift yet more odious, they have en=
deavoured to teprefent the greateft Here-
ticks, and men who have been executed for
the worft of crimes, to be of the {cct of the
Anabaptifts.

Sir Fervis Yelvis, lieutenant of the tower,
who was executed on Tower-hill for poifon=
ingSir Thomas Overbury was reprefented to
be an Anabaptifi, as appears by his fpeech
on the fcaffold.  In which, fays he, ¢ The
¢ Lord Chief Juftice, upon the clofing up
¢ of my fpeeches, at my arraignment, faid
1 was an Awabaptif. 1 would to

¢as
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¢ as from that ; for I always detefted that
¢ condition.

How much weak minds have becn
wrought upon by fuch reprefentations,
appears ftill among the Pedobaptifts, who
never gave themfelves the trouble of en-
quiring into the truth of fa&s. And the
more ignorant of them, are even fright-
ed at the name, and will hardly efteem
their neighbours, thus denominated, chri-
ftians. And that time might not blot out
fuch reprefentations, Mr. Neal was pleafed
to ftamp a mark of his favour thercon :
but what credit he has gained, even among
his Pedobaptift friends thereby, let the
world judge.

But [ fhall cite the Pedobaptifts them-
felves, to take off the edge of fuch mif=
chievous, unchriftian, and ill-natured re-
prefentations ; believing, that a word or
two from them will go much farther with
f.ch bigoted perfons, than all we can fay,
tho’ never fo full to the purpofe, for our
felves.

The firft I fhall mention is Mr. Williamn
Walker © who in the preface to his Plea
Jor Infamt=baptifin, fays thus ; ¢ Of all
¢ diffenters-from the church of Ewngland,
¢ none feem to lye under ftronger preju-
¢ dices, than the _Anti-pedobaptifts, as
¢ having fo feemingly fair pleas to make,
¢ both for themfelves, and againft their
¢ opponents; and that both from feripture
¢ text, and ecclefiaftical prattice, as few
¢ of their fellow-diffenters can parallel.
da ¢ With

li
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With the more favour and kindnefs, in
my thoughts, are their perfons, precife=
ly confidered as fuch, to be treated :
and with the more fairnefs and clearnefs
ought thofe endeavours, which are un-
dertaken for the removal of their pre-
Judices to be managed.’

Obed Wills, M. A. in the preface to his
Infant-baptifin afferted, fays, ¢ There are

fome very worthy perfons, and eminent
chriftians of that way [ dntipedobaptifis]
whom I exceedingly honour for their
gifts and graces, moderation and fweet-
nefs of fpirit, and liberality towards all
chriftians.”
Again; ¢ Tho’ I contend with what I
conceive 1s an error in them, yet I can-
not but love their perfons; for I know
there are fome of that perfuafion, who
for their eminency in grace, ought to
be had in eftimation by us.”  And fur-
her adds, ¢ "Tis hard in difputes, both
nat to be provoked, and not to provoke;
neverthelefs, T hope the godly, fober,
and ingenious amongft them, will put
the beft conftruction upon all.’

Mr. Fohn Rogers of St. Thomas Apofiles
in London, in his treatife of Church-difci-
pline, having fpoken of a {mall number of
Anabaptifts i Ireland, as he calls them,
who difcovered a malicious fpirit, and
refufed communion with other chriftians
that differed from them; yet fpeaking of
thofe in England, fays, ¢ They excel all
¢ others of that practice, that I ever met
¢ with
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¢ with. Many of that judgment here in
¢ London, and other places, may be fet
¢ for eminent examples, both to them at
¢ Dublin, and us here, of {weetnefs, pa-
¢ tience, humility, obedience, felf-denial,
¢ and love even to all faints; and, indeed,
¢ fuch in whom my foul much rejoices,
¢ and hath been much refrefhed.’

And as to their practice of dipping, he
fays, ¢ Indeed I dare not deny my judg-
¢ ment, to teach thus far for dipping,
above the other forms of /prinkling, or
pouring ; that were it as orderly in our
church, and ufed, and no offence to
weak fouls, I would fooner be induced
to dip one, that was never before
baptized, than to [prinkle one; for to
me, it would be more fignificant, and
full, and pregnant with former prac-

<
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¢ tices.

Mr. Mark Needbam, in his View of

England’s Intereft, publithed in 1659,
ipeaking of the Anabaptifts in England,
as fo ttiled, and the injuftice of charging
them with the crimes of thofe called fo
in (zermany, fays, ¢ It is known, that many
¢ learned men, and others, have been,
¢ and are of the fame judgment; who,
¢ touching other particulars, are as or-
¢ thodox as any.” Befides, Mr. Cawdry
faith, ¢ the fcriptures are not clear, that
:iflfaizt—bapfifm was an apofiolical praca
' tice.

Bi {hop
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ledgcth, that there was an antient prattice,
for admitting infants to the facrament of
the Lord’s-fupper, as well as to bapisfiz
and that it held fix bundred years in the
church, yet in later times, it was thought
fit to be laid afide. ¢ Shall any prefume
¢ then, fays he, to faften an odiuiz upon a
whole party, which abounds with pious
men, truly proteflant in other points,
merely becaufe fome others think, as
they do concerning Pedobapt:fin, do fly
out into other notions? By this rule of
proceeding, T will eafily condemn, not
popery itfelt, and prelacy only, but other
profeflions of men, whom to avoid of=
fence I will not now name; becaufe
there is no one party of them, but have
their tranftendentals.  But this fhall not
therefore, be an argument againtt the
whole parties themfelves ; among whom
the moft are men of fobriety and gravity,
and fuch we muft allow to be the con-
ftitution of the baptized party.’
Mr. Richard Baster, with whofe tefti-
mony I fhall conclude this head, in his
works, fays; ¢ I confefs to you, of the
¢ two evils, I think the church is more
corrupted, for want of a folemn re-
newing of the baptifinal covenant at age,
and by turning confirmations into a cere=
mony, than by thofe Auabaptifts, who
call people tc be rebaptized, as the
Africk council did thofe, that had been
* Dbaptized by hereticks. I;falzfs-bapfff/_n
is
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is no fuch eafy controverfy, or article of
faith, as that no one thould be tolerated,
that receiveth it not. 'The antient
church, which we moft reverence, left
all men to their liberty, to be baptized
only when they pleafed 5 and compelled
none, for themiclves, or their children.
Tertullian was for the delay till they
underftood.  Nazianzen was for the
ftaying fome yecars. _Auguflin and others
of the Fathers were baprized at age.

~ & A A 6o &6 A 6~ &8

And in his Life and Times he fays ;p. 140,

And for the duabaptifis themfclves ;
tho’ I have written and faid fo much
againft them ; as I found, that moft of
them were people of zeal in religion ;
fo many of them were fober and godly
people, and differed from others, but
in the point of Infant-baptifin, or at moft
in the point of predeftination, and free-
will; and perfeverance, €.
Again, in his book upon confirmation
he fays; ¢ Upon the review of my argu-
¢ ments, viz. with Mr. Zombes, upon the
¢ controverfy about Infant-baptifin, 1 find
¢ that I have ufed too many provoking
¢ words, for which I am heartily forry,
¢ and defire pardon of God and him.’
And further, in his Letter to Mr. Lamb’s
wife; ¢ If, fays he, Mr. Lamb look into
¢ my book for Iufant-baptifm, let him
¢ know, that I much repent of the harfh

¢ language in it, but not of the main
¢ matter.

~ & A A~ &6 ~n & &~ N
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Thus this good old gentleman, and
difciple of Chrift, lived to fee his fault in
fpeaking injurioully of the Baptifts; and
repented, and did not fcruple to make a
publick acknowledgment ; an example
worthy of imitation, and, therefore, I
recommend it to the reverend Mr. Ne4/.

THE
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