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An Advertifment from the
Bookfcller.-.

THe Impartial Reader deﬁring Dntforma-
tion into the Trinciple of Baptizing
Believers, may be futnifiy'd with the follows
ing Treatifes, bound together, or feverally.

A Treatif¢ of Baptifm 5 wherein that of
Believers, and thay of Infants is Examined
by she Scriptures, with the Hiftory of both
ot of Amtiguily.

- A Reply to Mr.. Wills, #n Defence of
#he ﬁid Tre.t!iﬁ.

A Second Reply 2o My.-Baxter, ix De-
Jence of the fame.

A Rejoynder #o 26r.Wills bis Vindicia;
\with an_Anfwer to bis Appeals off by M,
‘Henry Danvers.

A Treabife concerning the Covenant and
Baptifm 5 whercin is fhewed,that Belie- |
wers only are the Spirvitual Seed of Abras
ham 5 with @ Reply to 4r. Whiltans An-
Awer to Ar. Daavers, by Mr. Edward
+ Hutchinfon » with & Letter [ of Reproof)
do Mr. Cbed. Wills 4y T. B. e o
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The Baptiits a Anfwer to
“AMr. Obed, W ills, bis
Appeal aggini? My, H.
Panvers, :

SIR,

| ) 3 E have ferioufly con~
f fidered your Appeal
’ v againft Mr. Danvers,

and bgve alfo beard, and careful-
ly weighed the Defence he makes
thereto 5 and in order to give an
Impartial Fudgment, as you  call
us to, have defired ‘fome of our
Number diligently to examine the
Anthors cited by you both 5 and
though it appears to us, that Mr.
" Danvers, has earneftly endeavou-
( xed an accomodgtion, in a more pri-
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(2)
vateand l'ri'cndly manner, berwixt
you and him, fo to reltifie mi-
fiakes on any hand. which ( had
it been accepted of)} mighe have
faved this trouble 5 and thac che
Mcehod you have ufed in this Ap-
peal be unufual | and unlike the
Pattern you leem to takes an Ap-
peal in thele Cafes being then only
proper, when the Parry appealed
againft, appears to be o contuma-
cions.-and  flubborn, as to rejelt,
and ftand our againlt jult, convi-

‘&ion and admonition ; which we
find not to be juftly chargeable
‘upon Mr. Danwers, and whether
‘it be not rather your own over-
fight, we hope you will in timebe
fenfible of; yet we fay, ‘we (hall
- not inflift upon that Confrderation ;
and to give you, .and the World
that facisfaction expeéied from: us,

fome
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(3)
fome of us whofe names are fub-
fcribed, have examined the Parri-
culars you charge him with, and
find fome miftakes and rfca,pes on
Mt. Danvers fide, which he inge-
nioufly acknow'edges; and we
hope may be to your tull fatisfa-
on asitcannot (injultice ) but be
to ours, fince (as you feem tohinr)
a publick ewning js what yon expedt,

Some of the Particulars in your
Appesl, we find to be fo rrivial,
and infignificant, that they deferve
not to be mentioned, and ‘deem
his Anfwers returned to rthem
refpellively, {uflicient to fatisfiethe
Reader. | _ .

Orhers of your Charges he tre-
werfes, and. jovns iflue with you
at the Bar. you have broughe it to,
@nd the moft material of chefe we
now rematk to you ; fo that whate
A j he




(4)
b= acknowledges, ind what's intarfis
derable,  and what’s here furcher
examined,comprehends your whole
Appeal. _

And we mult obferve to you,
that you lie obnoxions to the Re-
turn’ you made to Mr. Danwvers
when he charged you with leaving
out part of the Senrence of Navian-
wem,onn.Si aliqueid periculiimmineat;
calling, it; p. 7. of your Vind. A
[rivolons, Charge 5 exculing yout,
lelf afier fuch @ manaer as you will
not be {atisticd with from others;
thetefere it we fay many of yout
Charges are friwolous; your Rea-
fon in your own behalf will. Fuftis
Jre w5, you being Judge. _
'k And therefore 1. we defire

bu to confider; whether the ffops
ping your Trau(lation ont of Calving
bere yéie didy p. 162: dppedly be
tiot
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(5)
fiot unfair, and a mlfleadmg an
Engliff Reader.

L. You charge Coll’ anlﬂarf
Appeal, p. 16&. to adde the words,

for it camnot be that the Body

onld receive the Smrrﬂmem of Bap-
tifm1ill the Soul bath before received
the tewth of Faith]and fay they are
not ?erwm' Words, but of Mr.
Danwvers Adding: Butupon Fxa-
mination of that place [ Mar. 28,
Tom, o. Edit, Paris. An. 1§46.
we find them to be Feroms Words
Verbatim, as Mr. Danmrx Cites
them, And we ‘oblefve i in your
Quntation of Mr. Danwers, in that

- place ‘you add, [ Magd. "Ceat. 4,

e 6.’ 41’3 .‘ls if Mr Danvers
had pal‘tﬂ:u arly O uoted the Mp‘gd
¢here, “Which indeed he doth | not ;
Bue ohly. Ferom upon Mubw,
which Double Injury we conceive
A 4 dcfcnfel




(6) _
delerves your Double Confiderari-
on. in order to a Candid acknow-
ledgment.

I1I. You charge him, p. 169.
Witk abufing Celwin . fathermg
Eftius’s Words upon him, though
he hath owned it a miftake n
his Reply, But we obierve alo,
That he Quores Efiius Annot. Gen.
17. 7. at the end,which you leave
‘out, though you took all his words
to that, and yer reprove him fo
often for the fame, which feems
neither ingenious nor fair. :
" 1IV. You charge him with abu-
fing Dr. Hamond, p. 107. inaffite
ming, That realoue fignifies an Im-
sherfion, or Wafbing the whole Body,
anfwering the Heprew iz whereas
you fay the Dr. tells us, asoe figni-
fres the wafbing the whele Body,and
dnfwers to Hrp &c. We have exe-

3% mined
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 wined the DoGtor's Book, Printed

for R. Royfton, Anno 1653 and
find Mr.Danwers quoted his words
traly, and the miftake to be'yours,
which we hope will convince you
of the untrue and unjuft reproach
you fubjoyn, That he underftands
not Englifb Authors, &c.

V. You charge Mr. Danvers
for affirming from W alden, That
the Wicklewians, in agreement to
the Do&rine of Pelsgins and o-
thers, denyed Infant Baptifim, he
acknowledges it to be his miftake
to alledge, Thatic was agreeable
to Pelagins and ochers, (" faid to
be for Infant Baptifm ) butif Wal-
den be to be believed, it appears,

That the W ickliffifls judged Eccle-

fiaftical Baptifm -unprofitable to
liette ones, in thele words [ moftri
Wicliviftz Baptifwum Ecclefafti-
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(8) |
¢im inntile judicant parvalis cons
tra omnes prediflos ] againftall the
aforefaid, win. Pelagins | Vincen.
tins Viltor , and thofe that Bap-
tized Children, as born of Belie-
wing Paremts. And we moft re
mark to you, thar in your Quos
tation, p. 172. Avpeal, 'you leave
out [ parvalis ]| the! principal
word there, and with what defign
or end we leave you toconfider.

VI. You charge him, p. 179,
_1180. for adding the Words [ a3
\our Will, That all that affirm, That
\Young Children veceive Everlafting
Life, albeit they be not by the Sarra-

, ment of Grate o0 Baptifin venewed )
- to the Milewitan Decree. We have
examined that 4th. Tom, in Colleit,
Reg:and find the Canon quoted by
Mr: Danwversin p: g8 9, of it,taken
out of a wery amiént Copyimmedis
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(9)

itely following the Words y
Cite,thus, [tem placnit ut figuis d:dt'
ideo dixiffe dowtinnm ; Ynwomo paccis
et manfiones multe @mt, we intelliga=
turyquia in vegno Ceelornm erit aliquis
medins ant ullus alienbi locus ubi bed
ate wivant parouli qui ﬁuB aptifma
ex bac vitd mlgl'dmﬂt f ne guoint rtg no
Coelorum quod eff wita wrernd intrdré
non poffunt,Anathema fir, An. Chrifti
424. Now for you to affirm, that
the faid Claufe was of Mr. ﬂﬂ-
wers'd own addlng whereas, s he
fays, Here it an exprefs Anathiefii
again§t thefe that affirmed Cb;Hreri
mrgb! be ﬁfved without Baprif ir
au lInftarice ( to give the moft fi-

vourable COnJc&urc oflt)that jr(i;i _

have made but a lame fedrch | 99

. Mr. Danwers of thisC harg e
' ptcfumtyou know thatthc

thar ic is very juft far us to acq ti :
W
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burgs give an account when they
fpeak of thar Milevitan Sywod, of
fome that aflirm’d Infants Salvaci-
on without Baptifm, -as by the In-
ftances Mr. Danwvers gives from
them, undcniably appears ; And
III ﬂpporﬂﬁn to rh("l'ﬂ was tl‘lat A-
nathema enacted, and every Cir-
cumftance concurs to evidence it as
genuine as the other Canons : And
thercfore upena review of the place

~ we queftion not but you will be
fatishied here is no forgery or pree

w.lr'u'armn in Mr. Danwers in this

" Particular.

VIL Under the Head: of his fa-
tbermg upou  Authors that which
they f[ay mot, you charge him with

abufing Baﬁl Appeal p. 181, in fa-

 thering thole Words upon him,

gm the faithful be fealed with
Baptifm 2 Faitl must precede, and
! . gi?
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20 before ] whereasyou (ay, thare is
wo Tuch .)'peub i what ¢ e_Mag'd.
repeat of Bafil contra Eunom.which
we conceive 1o be a very weak
ground for your Charge. For muft
it follow, that the Words are siot
Bafils becaufe youfind it notin the
Magdeburgs?we have learch’d Bufil,
and find his VVords to belib. 3.p.
84. contra Eunom. to the {fence he
is Cited by Mr. Danvers | viz.
Wycioas yop IS weoTeelr it 74 PurnTispced ewie
odegr@dus, 1. € It is weceffary fir§E
to belicwe, und afterwards to be figned
with Bapn'fn. So that thisis alfo
your own error and overfight.

VIIL. You charge him with a
notorious untruth, p. 185, foraf-
firming from the Magd. That Guli-
elmus added the Virgin Mary to the
form of Baprifm. VVe have exami-
‘ned the Megd Cen.13.p.419 G%p-q..

' _ dit.
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Edit. Bafil Anno 157 4. and find che
words, Male Gulielmus ad formam
Baptifmi addidit Mariam Baptizo te
fn momine patris omnipotentis, ﬁ:,-
lii @ [piritus (anCii, ¢ MBeate Va.
pie @itginig, as Cited by Mr. Dan,
wers 5 and therefore for you to af,
ficm the contrary is a grofs miftake.

And thus,8ir, wehave givena true
and impartial reprelentacion of the
Particulacs as we find them being,
as we conceive, the principal mat-
ters under our Cognizance omitting
‘the lefs marerial, & do recommend
them to your Chriftian confideration,

’ hopirg that vour {erious review of
‘them,will difcover them to be your
errors.And .as Mr. Danvers has
publickly owned what of miftake
heis cqnvinced of in his dnfwer to
your Appeal:Soitis jultly expedded,
you will al{o, according 1o your pro-

s Ll | - e




(13) |
mife in the Preface to your Appeal do
the fame in thefe Particalars.

And fince your Charges do mot
appear to be true to the fatisfattion
of all impartial perfons; but on the
contrarygreat miftakes on your fide,
you will not,we hope, thiuk itunju

- if we acquit him @ reflelt the blame
of the Charge wpon your felf, as yo
d:fire in cafe you be found intbeerror.
The ParticularsMr. Danvery owns
§ahis {aid Axfwer ro your Appeal, we
bring not under our dilcuffjon or
cenlure,concluding irto beenough
that be acknowledges them,
And fuch petty Charges ashe
fn‘ﬁiciemly anfwers, and are indeed
of lictle weighe, {ave to inhaunce
the number of your Particulars, 35
allo chings controverted, and only
collateral go the grand Propofition
pdilpute, (as are thofe things yau call

LY
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firange Dofirins, &c.) we think Jdo
rot fo properly offer chem(elves co
out Confiderations And therefore
we conclude we may be exculed if
we wave them,

And l:lﬂ};, we propole, That if the

L]

Return we give to your Appeal fhould be
deemed infufficient by vou, or fhort in
an thinf, which we are not conlcious
of ) and that thereupon you take your
felt concermed to appear any furcher in
‘this Conmtroverfie, you would be perfwa-
ded, that things may be tranfaked m an
amicable and friendly way; which we
hope may tend to our mutual [atisfalion
in the clearing up of Truth, and to Che-
_ | rifh that love, that all that fear the Lord
| fhould bear each other, though differin
"“in fome things, which is our very
defiresand to promote which, we {hall en-
deavour to contribute the utmoft we can.

. Londonthe 13¢h. of the 5th Month 1675.

| | Hanf. Knollys. 7 (Jo. Gofwold.
i Will. Kyflen. g;ﬂ’cm Forty.
1 Dan, Dyke. The. D¢ Lanne.
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