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The Perfection of the Last Will and Testament of Jesus Christ.


We contend for the perfection of the Last Will and Testament (of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ) that it is as perfect to direct in the administrations of the ordinances thereof, as the Old Testament was to direct in the administrations of the ordinances thereof, in which was expressed: 


First, who was to administer circumcision, Gen. 17:9,  11, and  21:4.  


Secondly, who should be circumcised, every male child, born in the house, or bought with money, Gen. 17:10, 12, 13.  


Thirdly, the time when,  he that is eight days old shall be circumcised, &c.  Gen. 17:12.  

Fourthly, the place of circumcision; ye shall circumcise the flesh of your foreskins, Gen. 17:11.  


Fifthly, the manner, which was to be cut. 


But if Infants are to be baptized, because they are the subjects of baptism:


Then if the New Testament does not expressly command infants to be bapized, The time when they are to be bapized, and by whom they are to be baptized, and the manner how they are to be baptized; but if the New Teatament expresses any of these things, with the manner of sprinkling, and the place where they are to be sprinkled.


We desire they would show it to us, which they confess they cannot, it follows by their doctrine, the New Testament gives us not an express direction in the administration of the ordinances thereof, as the Old Testament did for the ordinances thereof; and so the New Testament  comes short of the Old.  


But the New Testament expressly commands: 


Who shall baptize, Matt. 28:19, Go ye, teach and baptize.


Secondly, the persons who are to be baptized, such as repent and believe, and confess their sins, and profess their faith, both male and female:  Make Disciples baptizing them, Matt. 28:19, when they believed they were baptized, both men and women, Acts 8:12, 13.   If thou believest with all thy heart, thou may be baptized, Acts 8:36, 37, 38.  Repent and be baptized, Acts 2:38,  And they that gladly received the Word, were baptized, verse 41.  And they were baptized in Jordan, confessing their sins, Matt. 3:6,  Mark 1:4, 5.  Such as have received the Holy Spirit, are so to be baptized, Acts 10:44, 47, 48.  


Thirdly, the time when they are to be baptized, when they declare their faith, Acts 8:37, 38.  They are not to tarry, but to be baptized as soon as possibly they can, as Acts 22:16.  


Fourthly, the Element, water.  


Fifthly, and the manner how they are to be baptized, they were to be dipped in the name of the three Persons, Matt. 28:19.   They were dipped in Jordan, Matt. 3:6.  Jesus being baptized, went straightway out of the water, Matt. 3:16, John was dipping (that is, baptizing) in Aenon, John 3:23.  And they went both down into the water and baptized him, Acts 8:38.  


So you see it is plainly set down what persons are to be baptized, who are to baptize them, when they were to be baptized, and the manner how they were to be baptized. 


Therefore the New Testament is as clear as the Old, and Christ as faithful as Moses to appoint how everything should be done; and also such persons that are so qualified as aforesaid, have right to baptism, and none but they, because God excludes all from His Holy Covenant, and to have any right in the outward dispensations thereof, only such as believe, Rom. 11:20;  Heb. 3:18, 19 & 4:1, 2, 3, and 11:5, 6; Rom. 9:7, 8; Gal. 3:22, 26, 29.  


God denies fellowship and communion with them that do not believe, John 3:5, 6, 36; Heb. 11:6; Rom. 8:9 only such as He has elected in Christ, and so appear by some fruit and effect of the same, as appears, Rom. 8:29, 30; Rom. 11:7; Eph. 1:4, 5, 6;  2 Thess. 2:13, 14; I Pet. 1:2; Acts 2:47; Acts 13:48.   


Those that God owns for His, are purchased by His blood, who are called, chosen and faithfull, I Peter 2:5, 9; James 4:23; Ephesians 2:19, 20, 21, 22 and 4:16; I Cor. 12:12, 13;  Ephesians 5:25, 26, 27 Acts 20:28; Rev. 17:14.  


And because infants have not repentance from dead works, and faith towards God, which precedes baptism, as appears Heb. 6: 1,2; Acts 8:36, 37; Acts 2:38.  

So also rising with Christ is an act required of all that are baptized, which act infants cannot perform, Col. 2:12; therefore they are not fit subjects of baptism.


Also infants are not to be accounted such as believe, as appears Romans 10:14.  If any say, we cannot require faith and repentance of infants; I answer, no more can we require  them to be baptized.  


Baptism presupposes it, being an ordinance to confirm grace, and none can rightly presuppose grace without some appearing ground, seeing faith and obedience to Christ, is not natural: but baptism is forced upon infants against their wills, contrary to Zeph. 3:9.  

Objection:  But infants may have grace.

Answer:  What does not appear, is secret, and secret things belong to God, Deut. 29:29.  What infants may have, is one thing, and what they can be proved to have, is another:  we pronounce nothing of infants, but leave them to the Lord.  

Objection:  Baptism succeeds Circumcision, therefore as infants were circumcised then, so are infants to be baptized now.

Answer:  Circumcision of the heart succeeds in the place of circumcision in the flesh, as appears, Romans 2:29.   Circumcision made without hands, comes in the place of circumcision made with hands, as Col. 2:11, with Ephesians 2:11.  As circumcision of the flesh was an earnest of the inheritance of the land of Canaan to the Israelites, the Holy Spirit of promise is the spiritual seal and earnest of our inheritance, Ephesians 1:13, 14.  And if baptism did succeed circumcision, yet the subject of the New Testament does not succeed the Old: for no rejected Esau or Ishmael are to be admitted either to union or communion with the Church of Christ under the New Testament:  


The two Testaments are as two Wills, containing legacies bequeathed to such whose names are expressly set down in the same, as Rev. 21:27.  In the Old Testament, as the first Will, a male of 8 days old, or a Proselyte, Exodus 12:48, 49; Gen. 17:10- 14:23, 25; John 8; Phil. 3:4, 5.  


So in the New Testament, as the last Will of Christ, the legacies therein contained are given to such as believe, and none else, Gal. 3:14, 23, 29, Rom. 8:17 and 14:11, 12; Gal. 3:6, 7; these are begotten again by the Word, born of the Spirit, the children of God, the true heirs of the Kingdom of Christ, with the privileges thereof, as James 1:18; I Peter 2:23; John 1:12, 13; I John 3:9, 10.  Those that believe are the seed of the righteous, & of the promise, Isaiah 43:5; with Rev. 12:17; Gal. 4:26, 31.  


Infants not being such, are not to be baptized.  The New Testament succeeded the old, therefore must we observe the same order they did, all the whole household of every family among the Israelites in Egypt, as well children as others, were to eat the Passover, Exodus 12:3, 4, and the Lord's Supper succeeded that, then it follows children and all must eat the Supper: besides, God did never take in the body of the Gentiles to be His Church, as He did the Jews; ergo, the argument is not the same.  The Jews' Church stood not by faith and circumcision of heart (as the Church of the Gospel does) but stood merely upon nature and circumcision of the flesh.  

Objection:  But baptism is as large as circumcision, Ergo Infants.

Answer:  Baptism is both to male and female, therefore larger: circumcision was only to males.  Baptism is both to Jews and Gentile, and so is the covenant, yet infants are not to be baptized.  


Objection:  But believers' children are holy, I Cor. 7:14, therefore are to be baptized.


Answer: This doctrine takes away the being of actual sin, else they could not be holy; this is contrary to Psalms 51:5, the unbelieving wife is termed holy in the same place, therefore she must also be baptized as well as the child: so the unbelieving Jews were termed holy, when they were broken off, Romans 11:16.   

What is it to be holy?   It may be, you will say, to be under the Covenant.  I demand, when do Infants come under the Covenant?  

When they are conceived?  Or when they are born?  Or when their parents are converted?  


If it be answered, that Infants begotten of believing parents, come under the Covenant in their conception, Psa. 51:5; and Infants born come under the Covenant when their parents are regenerate; then it appears, that the Covenant is conveyed to their children by generation, and by filial relation; but that which is a means to bring an Infant under the Covenant, is a means to bring them under Justification and Sanctification, then it must follow, that we must account all the children of (believing parents) natural birth, to be under Justification and under Sanctification, because they are holy, that is, as they say, under the Covenant; but prove by Scripture that this holiness signifies true sanctification, or to be under the Covenant.  


The holiness of the child here, is meant lawfully begotten, which is called holy or godly, Mal. 2:14,15.  The sanctity or holiness of the wife, is meant lawful marriage, contrary to Ezra 10:2, 3; as I Thess. 4:3, 4.  


There are other kinds of holiness; one of things dedicated to holy uses, as I Sam. 21:5.


So there is a sanctification by the Spirit, which is called holiness, Hebrews 12:14. So there is a holiness being free from sin; and thus was Christ in the Virgin's womb, this is called holy, Luke 1:35.  There is a holiness of actions, when they are outwardly according to the Word that makes an outward holiness, &c.  Let them prove which of these holiness is meant by this Scripture.  

Objection:  But the children are in the Covenant, and so are to have the 
seal of the Covenant.


Answer: We demand what Covenant it is they intend, if to the old Covenant, to the old Covenant seals we send them.  If they say they be in the New Covenant, I deny it; for Abraham, Isaac and Jacob were believers, as the Scriptures affirm, yet of their children God testified, that but a remnant of them shall be saved, Rom. 9:17.  Considered with Romans 9:13; Gen. 17:19, 20.  


Now if the new Covenant be as Jeremy reports, Jer. 31:32, 33, 34, and as is expressed, Hebrews 8:8 and 10:15, 16, 17, then God, who keeps Covenant, must (needs be true in what He promises)  writes His Laws in the hearts of all believer's children, they being within the Covenant, and their children must also be saved, which yet the Scripture denies; Rom. 9:27; Isa. 1:9; Romans 9:29.  


But it's believing the doctrine of the Gospel proves persons to be in the Covenant, the promises are all confirmed in Christ; no interest in Christ, no interest in the Covenant and promises thereof, 2 Cor. 1:20, Romans 10:4, I John 5:11, 12, Romans 8:9.  We are in Christ (visibly) first by faith, and then in the Covenant and privileges thereof, Gal. 3:29.  And they that were born in the Covenant are never out of it; if the parent's faith instates his child into the privileges of his faith, salvation being one privilege, it must needs partake of that also. 

The Privileges of the New Covenant


Men talk of a privilege; O it's a privilege!  But what privilege is it for an Infant to have a name to live, and yet to be never the more alive for it, and to be dead for all that any one knows; they are the children of Abraham, who walk in the steps of Abraham, see Acts 3:25, & 13:26, 33; John 8:37, 39, Romans 9:7, 8, and concerning Genesis 17:7, I will be thy God, and the God of thy seed; to expound and apply this, and the like places, to the natural posterity of believers, such an exposition of it is as heresy, as we conceive, and strikes at many express Texts of Scripture. To name some:  


1. If it be so, that by being born of a believer, the Word (of God which is truth itself) says they be born in the Covenant of Grace and life, then shall all such children be saved, or else God in unfaithful, because the Covenant of grace is a covenant of life, in and by Jesus Christ, which is absolute and unconditional, therefore none can miss of glory if God be faithful; but it is impossible for God to lie, Ergo, they shall all be saved, or they were never in this covenant; this doctrine makes void the stability of God's Covenant of Grace itself.  


Thus, if the Covenant of Grace is absolute and stable, then all within the same must be saved, but all within the said covenant were not saved, ergo, the Covenant of Grace is not absolute and stable. The major is confessed, that a believer's seed is in the Covenant of Grace without exception; the minor is proved from Ishmael and Esau, and the rejected Jews, all which were the seed of believers, and not all saved.  


2.  It's a ground of falling from grace; thus all that God took into His Covenant of Grace did not there continue, ergo, 


3.  Its a ground of universal redemption; this doctrine makes the death of Christ equal as well to such as perish, as to such as are saved, all that are in the Covenant of Grace Christ died for, but all that were in the Covenant of Grace were not saved, Ergo, Christ died for such as are not saved.   


4.  This doctrine offers to make God the author of man's believing a lie, in enjoining him to believe the salvation of such as he knows, and reveals the contrary, Romans 9:27.   God requires no man to believe an untruth; but for a believer to believe that all his seed is in the Covenant of Grace, is to believe an untruth, Ergo, God requires no such thing.   But here some are constrained to confess they are not in the covenant of grace and salvation; for all that are in this covenant shall be saved.  See, can you find another covenant whereof Baptism and the Supper are the seals of it?  And seeing they cannot prove them to have by their natural birth right in the covenant of life by Christ, they cannot prove they have any right to the seals of it.  


5.  If by their natural birth they be born in the Covenant of Grace, then are they not by nature the children of wrath as well as others who are born of unbelievers, which is against Ephesians 2:3.  Now can one be under the covenant and under grace, and under wrath at one and the same time? 


6.  Then there are two ways of entering into the Covenant of Grace, one by natural birth, another by faith.  

7. That there are two ways to enter into the Church of God, one by a natural birth, and another

by the second birth, without which none are to enter into the kingdom of God; this latter enters by profession of faith? and repentance.  


8.   That as of old, so now there is some fleshly privilege as by which we become members of the Church now, viz. by being born of a believer; therefore all old things are not done away, and all become new, which is contrary to divers Scriptures: as they which are the children of the flesh, these are not the children of God, but the children of the promise are counted (by God) for the seed, Romans 9:7, 8, with Gal. 3:9.   


9.  If by fleshly birth some have right to the Ordinances, &c, then we may know some after the flesh, that is, in a fleshly consideration, but that is contrary to 2 Corinthians 5:16; Phil. 3:4, 5.  


10.  This abuses the Word of God, by making every believer to come in the place of Abraham, and, so affirming to each believer to be the father of the faithful. Yea, the woman to have this privilege, which never any believer had besides Abraham.  Now they say, if one of them be a believer, the woman and not the man, yet this promise they will apply to her seed, Gal. 3:29, not considering that the parents themselves, though believers come not in the place of Abraham, but in the place of his seed. It's an high contempt of Jesus Christ, as He is the husband of His Church, to force upon Him a natural wife (Himself being spiritual) to found the Church upon natural birth.  


11.  It tends to overthrow this doctrine, that the matter of the Church of Christ is to be Saints, living stones, contrary to I Peter 2:5-9; Ephesians 2:19, 20, 21, 22 and 4:6;  I Cor. 12:12, 13, 25, 26, 27;  Ephesians 5:25, 26, 27; John 4:23; Acts 20:28; Rev. 17:14; the natural posterity of believers are not so much as in appearance such.   


12.  This enforces such matter upon the Church, as tends to the destruction of the form of it, and brings the Saints into bondage. For to found the Church of Christ upon natural birth, seeing to one born in the Spirit there appears to be twenty born in the flesh, then the major voice is like in a small time to be the worst, and so oppress those who are born the second time. It apparent it's the next way to make the Church become carnal, and tends to a National Church.  And how shall the lesser voice in the Church cast out the greater, if they sin?  


13.  It tends to make God's holy ordinance a lying sign, to confirm that which visibly is not, secret things belong to God, and revealed things to us, Deut. 29:29.  And seeing such infants appear not to have any right in the covenant, they are not to have the seal of the covenant, it being against the light of nature to set a seal to a blank.  And that any should have a visible right to the seals, &c. and yet not godly, is strange doctrine.  


14.  It tends to prove either, that infants may eat the Lord's Supper (it being in the same nature, end and use for kind:) or else that the Church may withhold from the members the privileges & ordinances of the same.  This is to acknowledge them fit for union, who are not fit for communion with the church; and seeing it puts an infant into a state of grace and remission of sins before calling, contrary to 2 Tim. 1:9; Acts 26:28; Rom. 8:30; Heb. 9:15.  


And it constitutes them visible members of Christ's body before calling, contrary to I Peter 2:9; Rom. 6:7; I Cor. 1:2.  


It upholds a National Church, as Circumcision did of old, contrary to Rev. 1:20.  And it maintains infants of believers to be born in a Covenant of Grace, and to have a right to a promise of life in Christ Jesus, contrary to Romans 9:7, 8, 9; Gal. 3:9, 26, 29; Rom. 9:8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13; Psa. 51:5; John 3:6; Ephesians 2:3.  


And it maintains that grace is entailed to generation, and not regeneration, contrary to John 3:5, 6.  And it holds that believing Gentiles' natural seed shall have a right to the promise of life before faith is received, contrary to Gal. 3:21; John 1:12, 13.  And that infants of believers may be saved by their parents' faith, contrary to Hebrews 2:4; Gal. 3:11.  
And crosses Christ's commission, first to sprinkle them, and after to teach them, contrary to Matthew 28:19; Mark 16:15.  And declares that believers' infants are fit subjects of baptism before faith and repentance is manifested, contrary to Acts 2:38, & 8:36, 37.  And crosses the practice of the Apostical Churches, Acts 2:41, they that gladly received the word, were dipped, Acts 8:12, 36, 37, 38; Acts 10: 47, 48; 16:15, 33.  Therefore we cannot conceive that their exposition is right on the 17, of Genesis.  


To conclude, many of our opposites confess that there is no express command or example to baptize infants. Infants sprinkled by one of the Priests, is sufficient baptism. Yet they cannot tell us where we may find the place of Scripture where we may read it, that it is so as they say. If any desire further satisfaction, I refer them to John Spilsbury's book of Baptism, and other books of the same subject.

