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Qu. 21. mether all fach mho have only
beenfprwkledy ought not to he deemed Vnbap-
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Anf. 22. Tliofe that doubt may be ofthe'
furefide.

iliudperfons, fince Afperfton is not Immerfwn, or Ramizjmg”™ not Baptiz.ing? Forthouph the

Creekyjord

tn a remote and i/proper fenfe may figmfie tO Wi\h, yet, as the Learned

confejs, it tsjacb amajhmg as ts done by dipping,/willing, or plunging the Ferfonor Thinad |
N N

over in the Water.

a 23, Since wu fay Children have Faith
potentia : I/jnery. Whether Unbelievers, and all
ungodlyperjcns,havenot alfoihe like Faithpo-
tencla  meUm Children, andfo thefame Right
toBapufm r We grant they may have Faith
hereafter-, mhatthol °

Anf. 23. No, 'the Cafe is very different,
Take a parallel, Thofe Heathens that refit/d
profelyting into the Jewtfh Religion,'cou*d not
expeSt the PrivUedges of any one Infant ofthe
Jfraelites, of which there yet appeared no de-

/pair but that it might he a true Son of Abra-

ham 5 or in lhort thus, that fudging yifibly, or like Men, between fuch of whom me have
great hope, and ojfuch concerning whom we have great defpair.

As 1o your additiOTal Cen#iire about t-'hildrens hawvi
tndr Faith is there as wel

nore than this, the Objedl o

Faith in Heaven, we mean no
asours5 we are not to anfwer

for the Printer s faults. See wliether the place we quoted agrees not with it, Hen. 11 A, 2.
Your catching at diifant Circumftances and Words Ihews your caufe weak.

Norn toyour Quefhons alout the Fathers.

_Qu. 1. What reafon can be given why Na-
Mmnzen, an eminent Greek Father, fsould coun-
fel the deferring of the Baptifm of Infants, until
the third orfourth Tear of their Age ( except
indanger of Death) tfit were in Nazianzen’/
Ime.as fame fuppofe itw.u, the Opinion of the
whole Church, as alfo his own, that Infants, by

Apoflohcal Tradmon, were to be baptix.ed as
jwh, that s, asfoon as born I

QU. 2. Whether aU the Fathers of the third
endfourth Century, both of the Greek andLa-
twe Church, who have wrote any thing about

Infant..Baptifm, donotunanimoufy givethis'as
tk Reafon why Infants Jh”uld be baptiz.ed, VIZ.

Anf i. If Naz.ianz.en counfelled co delay
it till the third or fourth Year, but not if
in danger of Death, it plainly (hews the
praClice of Infant-Baptifm then, and the uc-
moft was at a time when they were too
young to make a profdfion of their Faith.
So that this Query is for,not againft 5% but
cite this Father s Works, we cannot believe
that he Would contradid himfelf, having
faid the contrary elfewiere,

Anf 2 That was not the only Reafon
aiflgn'd, tho 'tiSas old as Irenaus, but nei-
ther does thisdeftroy the Authority of In
fant-Baptifmr Sc particular Opi-

nion mekes no general Rule,

the wajhing away Original Sin, or thejjutting them into a, cap icity of Salvation; andfame ofthem,
Particularly St. A\i(i\n,fentencing Infants to Eternal Damnation,if not baptized.

QU. 5* iffo, whether the Fathers might not
kmiffakenin the Right of Infants to Baptifm,

aswell as in the Judgment of moji Protefiants- thoriciesyou can bring

they are, in the Reafn why they jljould be
hptiz.ed.

3*The anfwer of this QueryCifgiven
as you would have it) deilroys thé few Au*
boric againft Infant-Bap.
tifm inche4th and following Cincuries ;
but it concerns not an univerfal and perpe-
tual pradice, as we have proved.

Attfwers toyourfour-other Queries.

QJ. |. Whether God hath aUowed or enjoyn-
MParents to bring their little Babes, oftwo or
ten days old, intoa Covenant with him by Sap-
tt[m,fince ris nor to befound in the Scripture he
~tthn hath allowed or enjoyned themfo to do?

Qu. 2. Jf it cannot be proved he hath requt-
t¥danyfach thing at their hands, Whether that

Anfi. We have already Gddwherehe
alloned andenjoyn’d Infants in covenanting,
and WeCXped, of yoU to ihew us where It
wes repeal'd, if you will juftifie yoUr neg-
led of it, or condenm ours.

Anf 2. This falls with the firft,being builc
upon the fame Foundation with the firft.

Covenant can befaid tobindthetr Cotffencesvphen they come to Age, efpectally fmee they gave

tto Confent to it, nor were capablefoto dol

Q3. znd 4. |f this pretended Covenant was
of Gods appointmentJ query, how thefeChil-
sire-who™ refufe tp agree to the faid Covenant
at Age, can thereby be. gwilty, I,
mtng chrift | 2. Ofrenouncing the Blefjin”sof
»e Gofpel; 3. Andthat'tis Rebellion continued

Anf 3.znd tp. We have nothing to do
with this Charge 5 thefe feven Aflertions
are none of ours; nor any where to be found
amon™t what*we ever faid or wrote 5 fb
that.’tis impertinenc ,to bring ’em here, and
rail at 'em zSewifh, Turkifti, OEC,

their Makgr ; 4. That /YIS Ingratitude and Perjury to their Redeemer; Y. Grofs InjujHce
Otheir Parents-, 6. ThaFtis felfkj/iing Cruelty to their own Souls-, 7. And a damning Sin.
Q 4. / query. Whether this be good Divinity, not rather a ftrange Doflrine P And whether
Atiwarrantable Articles of Faith, taken out of the Jewijh Talmud) or rI'urkijh Alcoran, may not
y asgood Authority, beput into a Chriftian Catechifm, asfuch Ajfertions as thefe |

Anfwers tofour Queriesfent by another band.

Traditionsyjewifh Talmuds,
be private DoSlors, Schoolmen, &cC.

Pv /| _
Sample in the holy Scriptures»

Anf. 1. See our foregoing Appendix for
an Anfwer to this.

the Churches to ejlablijh fuch a PralHce, that hath neither Precept nor

g.
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Q0. 2. Since the pretended Foundation of
Infant-Baptifm, ( VIZ. its ahfolute necejfity to
Salvation) proving to be a.miaks the Texty
Joh.g. 06 U generally acknowledged by Pro-
tefiantSy Whether the Strtdlitre ought not to

fall with ity as it did in the Cafe of giving the

Child the EHcharifi ?

Qu.3. Whether the Faith of the Parent, or
Gojfip, on the ChiltCs behalf, be required of God,
or will be imputed to the Child by God? If not,
why ventur'd on, and not rather a waiting for
Faith in the SubjeSi-, as required in Holy Writ,
by the Apojiles and Primitive Churches, and

Anf. 2. Prove your firft Author that ex-
noed this Text, and we'll prove Infant-
tifm feveral hundred years in the Pri-

mitive Church before fuch ICion Wes
ever made, which will evince that Infant-
tifm depended not upon that ition,
Eﬁg therg%fe ought notpic:)gfall with it
Anf. 3. Such pradiice wes in the Jewfli
Church, and never contradided by Chrilt
or his Apoftles, nor but by one Father (s
we read of) in the Primitive Churchwhom
we have before cited, therefore we think
It very reafonable to continue it.

feemingly by the Church of England in htr Catechifm?

Q.4. Whether the Church hath a good War-'
rant that will jufiifie her before God, in chang-

Anf, 4. Thiswe have fully anfwer'd e-
fore-

ing the Mode from Dipping to Sprinkling? and whether that Alteration doth fo well anfwer the
Dejign of the Holy Cod, as that Ceremony which himfelf appointed ?

As to the Poftfeript, there’'s nothing but what's the
old o're and o’rcj only two things are of very great
coorcquencc, and upon which the whole Urefs of the
QueAion lies, to wit, that of Repealing Infants Privi-
ledges, and the Teftimony of the Fathers.

As to the firft, vi\. That of Repealing Infants, you en-
gage our Syllogifin, which is thus laid down.

An Ordinanct once enjoyn'd and never repeal'd, isatveaps
inforce? But the Ordinance of Childrens Incovtnaming was
once tnjtyn'd, and never rePtiCd’, Ergo,&c.

You deny our Minor, and fay, it was repeal’d, alledg-
ing, — He took away the fir®, shat he might ejiablijh the
fecondy Htb' 8. And Hove the Ax is laid to the root of the
FretyScc, Matth.'”. To the fir(i of thefc Texts we an-,
fwer, you prove a Change of the Covenants, but not of
N Nbp;e~s of the Covenant, fo that ic ftill lies upon
your hands|j as to the lafl Text, either Children are
concern’d init, or they are notj if they are concern'd,
then they are all damn'd, for they cannot bringforth good
ruit; If they are not concern’d, to what end did you
Jriog it? So that the Argument is yet untouch’d.

The next thing wc meet with of moment in your
PoMeripty is fome fmall Animadverfions upon the Au-
thority of the Fathers; you challenge us to prove one
Inftance in the firft or fecond Century for Infant-Bap-
tITm, telling us, that all we have defends upon Ori-
gerCi Teftimony} take one that was his 5riMr by forty r
fix years, andwho liv’d in the fecond Century, 'tis/rr--
nans, from whom you have thefc four Teftimonies,

Ub. 2. e. 99. adv. Hartfesy Chriftus enim, &c. Chrifi
did fanHifit EVERT AGE br hts otm Sufeeptionofit, ad
Similitude toit, &c. In Epiji. ad Rom. 1 5. prohoc & Ec-
clera ab Apo™olit Traditiontm Sufeepit etiam PARVVLIS
Bxftifmumdare,&c. For this alfo did the Church learn from
the Apofites to bapike Cf/ILDRILNyScc, In Lucam Hmil. 14.
PARINLI baptii{antur inRemUfmtm peccatorum, CHIL-
DREN (or little ones) are bapti-"ed for the Rtmijpon rj fiv.
Et in Lib. Homil. 8. proptereabeptiranttr & PARW LI,
ChUdrenare alfo baptkesL"Wc expert a full Anfwer to
this, or pretend to no more Authorities.—What you
urge oiic of Greg. Ha{ian\en is falfe, (or he contradids
himfclt) inOrat. 40. inSan™. Bapufma, he fays. Nprior
eoi—flafi thoua Child? litnotfin get the advantage, but
let him be fanStfied from his li"ancy. &c. And aftcruards
TIVT* nkxn» to EcLt/jtffua.Scc.
Thusfor the Baptifm of thofe that 'defire Baptifm} but what fhall
reifajtfInfants, vehoare fenfible neither of the Gain nor Lfs
of it, (hall we bapti~e'eml moji certainly, &c. You cite
Dr. Barlow, who fays, TertuUian condemns Infant-Baptifin
as unwarrantable and irrational. Thus you bring in
Mr. I>ailt and Danvers for the fame purpofej bur thofe.
that coflfult Hiftory and Tertullians Contemporaries, will
find that it began to grow intoa Cuftom to baptize the
Children ofHeathens,which therefore Tertsdiian oppos'd;
befides, he was otherwife erroneous, and was for defer-
ring the Baptifm of Virgins and Widdows till they were
married; 'twas m the beginning or the third Century;
but by the by ail thefc are Arguments for Inlant-Baptifin*
for that could ooc be oppos’d which had not a being.

Poftfcripc.

nd now Gentlemen, uponthe whole, the weight
ofthe Difpute liesinthis; You afk for a Divine

and give you up the caufe,if you can do thefe three things,
1. Prove the Repealing of the Priviledges that Children

Command for Infant-Baptifm, we aftefora Divine Rgge hadwith their Parents.

peal of the Rights that Children pace had to the Cove-
nant.

To grarifie our demand, you brought us two Texts .

(asabwe” the oneof'em we haveftiewn does only fig-
nifie a cliange ofthe Covenants, but not the Sub)eds of
the Covenants; the other fwc have piov'd|j cannot
concern Children, but the confequeoce will be damna-
tion to all the Children thatever nave or (hall be born.

To gratifie your demand ,we have (hewn that Children
once were inthe Covenant, that the Jews did baptize,
profelyting Men, Women a” Children into their Reli.
gioD, that our Saviour continued the Cuftom, and
by hb Authority made ic of Divine Infticucion ; and that

it being a general Cuftom, a general CommiiTioo was *

enough, vi®. Dife*U alU nations, &c. which the Apoftle
St. Peter (Alls 2. 29.) And the firft Fathers of the Pri-
mitive Church took in a general fenfe , that we have
frequent mention of it in Irenaus, Clemens, yujlin Martyr,
Origin, Cyprian, Ftdsu, Sec. And now after all, to avoid
N Coocfoverfies, we’ilcut the work Ihort with you,

2. Oi,A Confutation of the Authorities we have broughtfv
Infant-Baptifm.

3. Or laftly, To give us an Inflance amongft the firjl Fa-
thers efthtPrimitiveChHrchwherelrfant Baptifm is but ona
Mentioned, as itortbedox before many Inflancts that we have
brought whereinills mentioned at orthodbx.

If you are able to undertake the Pr~fals, doit, if
not, wc defirc you would give a publick (atisfafiion to
thoft you may have 'mif-Jed, by acknowledging your Er-
routs; butwedcfire to'be treed from'the impertincor,
des of one of your Party, who has hitherto'-' been’ Ib dif-
ingenuous lomakeipoife, and run away with onr Ar-
gujnents without .thinking what they were brought for,
and thentofay. Theydonot concludefo,”,-.v/hichwc were
intended they fhould ; ideh a perlon we think not fit to
difpute with— You (hill.if there be ocCafién,hear fromus
every nine weeks in the twelve Num'Ders, fix ofthe nine
we'll allow you to make good your Party ; but befoin-
genuous for the future, as not to fay wc have not anfwer-
cd fuchand fuch Qicrics when wc had never feen'em.
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