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Ye are bought with a Price, bt mos y¢ the fervonts
of men.

1 Cor, vii. 23,
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Zo Mr. Joun CLEaveLaND, of Iplwich,

— - R

DEAR SIR,

l

ORTY trving years have rolled over us, fince
we came out from the tyranny which the world
. had long exercifed over the church of CHr 15T,
And though by reafon of our diftant ftations, we have
had no late interviews together, yet I have ever efteem-
ed you as a true preacher of the gofpel 3 and the
noble ftand you made, above twenty years ago, againft
the torrent of corruption in do¢trine then coming in
upon our country, with the fpecial bleflings of grace
foon after granted under your miniftry, greatly increaf-
ed my regards for you. How affacting then mutt it
be, to fee you afcribe that to humaa inventions and fa-
tanical delgyfion, which Ifully believe is from the truth
and {pirit of GOD! which is exaltly the cafe, in your
late picce upon infant baptifm. Therefore permit an
old friend to add a few remarks, to what Mr, Fofier

has pertinently wrote upon this fubjett.

Your capital argument is, ¢ That the vifible
church under the gofpel is the fame vifible body con-
tinted fromAbraham.”® p. x. I agree with you, that
the invifible church is the fame ; but the vifible church
cannot be fo.

1ft. Because an intereft in the covenant of grace

never gave any perfon a right to circamcifion or bap-

tiim, without a pofitive ioftitution. Abel, Enoch,

Noah, and many others were in the covenant of grace,
and
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Bad Yeo had no right to either of thofe ordinangey ,
becaufe GOD gave them no cuommand therefor.
Neither had Lot any right to circumcifion, though
Abraham’s nephew, and a gracious man ; and favours
were fhown to his pofterity for his fake, four hundred
years afterwards. Deut. . g. 19. Yea, Abram him-
fcif- was called forth to view the Rars that he could
not number, upon which it was faid, Se¢ /all tby
Jeed be : And be believed in the Lord, and be counted
st to bim for righteoufne[s, above twenty years before
he had any warrant to circumcife any perion upon
earth. And-from thence Paul proved that circums
cifion was out of date, after the death of CauxisT,-
Gea. xv. 6. Rom. iv. 3, 11. .

" ad. Your argument cannot ftand, becaufe fince
the death of CHrisT the diftinction between the church
and the world is ‘not carnal but fpiritual. 1 agree
with y u, that before the diftintion was between the
circumcifion and uncircumcifion : but fince ¢ He is
not a Jew, who is one outwarcly, neicher is that cir.
cumcifion which is outward in the fleh; but he is a
Jew, who is one inwardly, and circumcifion is that of
ghe beart in the /fpirit, and not in the letter, whofeé
praifc is not of men, but of Gon.”” : All are naturally
weded to the law and their own lufts, until they are
made dead thereto, and z/ive to Gop, by a work of
his fpiri¢ in their hearts ; {o as to ferve him in wew.
nefs of [pirit, and not in the oldme/s of the lester : which
great chaoge is publickly reprefented in the adminif-
tration of beptifm,-Rom. i1 28, 29. vi. 4. Vil. 3—6,

'3d. Youwr argument cannot ftand, becaufe the
church of CaRrIsT is neither a ryrant nor a flave, but
a free woman.  He that 1s borm in thy boufe, and
be that is bought wi:b thy money, muft needs be cir-

cxncifed 5 and my covemant fball be in your ﬂeéb. gid
) : O
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GOD to Abraham. Gen. xvii, 13. And for four

hundred years, no perfon might be admitted into that -
church, but fuch. . And tbe day whereon GOD gave

them a warrant to admit Rrangers by boufbolds, was

THE DAY which he fixes upon, to defciibe the dif-

ference bétween the old covenant which was ready to

vanifh awdy, and bis wew covemant that conftitutes

the Chriltian church. Exod. xii. 48. Heb. viii. 8—13.
This new covenant was made \vuh lirael and Judah,
with believers of that chuich: but the covenant was
mew, and a0 ceeording to the covenant made with

their fathers 5 efpecially in this, that many- who were

exprefsly taken into the {itft covenant did not know
GOD, Deut. xxix. 4—13. but, according to his intli-
tution, none are in the fecond but fuch as a2/l know bim,
Jrom tbe leaft unto the greateff. © And thole who were
in Abraham’s covenant and did not know him, were
exprefsly excluded from baptifm, by the firt admini-
ftrator thereof. Mat. wi. 9, 10. The firft fon of Abra-
ham that was circumcifed was the fon of the bond-
woman, an allegory ot the Jewith chuich, which was ia
bondage with her childrea, when ChrisT came and
conflituted a free church out of her believing members;
among whom the Gentiles were grafted in and flood
by faith. Gil. iv. 22—25. " Rom. xi. 6. 20. Tl
is the line whichh GQOD Las drawn, bétween the church

and the world. “According to (ke letter Abraham was
the head of the Hebrew church, into which none could

be admitted, but by being born in his houfe, or
bought with his money : but according to the fpiris,

Curist is the only head of his church, whereia noce
have any true right, but fuch as are purchafed by his

blood, and renewed by his grace ; to whom he fays,
Xe are bought with a price, be not ye the fervants of
mes,

He
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He has abolithed the hereditary diftin&ions among
mankind, which were made by that old covenant, and
fixed upon Anam and CurisT as the two public
heads of the world and of the church. We al] bear
the image of our earthly head, until the guickering
Jpirit creates in us the image of the beavenly. Eph. ii.
17—19. 1ft. Cor. x¥. 45, 47. And all worfhip that
is not governed and fupported wholly in the name of
CHRIST, is will-worfbip. Col. ii. 10, 23. iii. 17.
GOD calls the covenant he made with Abraham in
Gen. xvii, The covenant of circimeifion. Ats vii, 8.
But deceitful men took away that name, and called
it the covenant of grace; from whence came the
dottrine, that dominion is founded in grace, and for
many ages things were fo managed that natural affec-
tion, education, temporal intercit, and felf-righteuf-
nefs, the ftrongeft prejudices in the world, all con-
fpired to bind people in that way, and to bar their
mirds apainft equal liberty, and believers baptifm.
And from thence only can we account for the follow-
ing things.

Tue Grft Baptilt church in America, was conftity-
ted at Providence in 1639, the fecond at Newport in
1534 3 in which year a law was made at Bofton, to
banith any perfon who fhould difpute againft infan
baptifm. Three years after Mr. Cotton owned that
fome dil lo, who yet did ¢ not deny magiftrates,
nor predeflination, nor original fin : nor maintain free-
will in converfion, nor apoftacy from grace ; but only
denied the lawful ofe of baptilm of children, becaufe i:
wagteth a word both of commandment and example
from fcripture.” He alio owned that a main principle
of purity and reformation is this, ¢ That no duty of
Gob’s worlhip, nor any ordinance of religion, is to be
adminiftered in the church, but fuch as hath a juft
warrant frocm the word of GOD,” But faid he, *¢ By

| - urging

-
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urgirg this argument againft the baptifm of children,
Satan transformeth himfelf into an 2angel of ligh:.” *
A Synod met at Cambridge the next year, who in
their platform deciared it to be the duty of magiftrates
to put forth their coercive power againft Jchifinatics 5
and by fuch power, three Baptit minifters were im-
prifcned at Bofton, and one of them was cruelly
fcourged in 1651. Yor this a letter of reproof was
fent trom London; in anfwer to which Mr. Cotton
faid, ¢ Do you think the Lorp hath crowned the
State with {fo many victories, that they fhould fuffer
fo many milcreants to pluck the crown of fovereignty
from Christ’s head '—Thus Carist, by eafing
England of the yoke of a kingdom, fhall forfeit his
own kingdom among the people of England.”’ + Mr.
Dunfter, prefident of Harvard-College, was put upon
fuch a fearch into thefe matters, as brought him, in
1653, openly to preach againft infant baptifm ; and
when Mr. Mitchel, Minifter of Cambridge, went
to talk with him, fcruples were raifed in his mind
about that practice ; but he foon concluded that they
came from the EviL oNB, and faid,

“ I made me fearful to go needlefsly to Mr. Dun:
fter ; for methought I found a wenom and poifom, in
his infinuations and difcourfes againft pedobaptifm.—
1 refolved allo, on Mr. Hooker’s principle, that I
would have an argument able to remove a mountain,
before I would recede from, or appear againft, a truth
or pralice received among the faithful.”” Andin a
difpute, appoeinted by authority in Bofton, April 14
.aod 15, 1668, he took thofe words of Mofes, T be
man that will do prefumptuoufly, and will not bearken

unio

" ® Cotton cu baptifm, 1647. p- 3.
t Hutchipfon’s Hiflory, vol. 3. p. 405,






