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LETTER X

Dear SIR.

AM now come to the SixTH PROPOSITION,
I which is exprefled in thefe words, ¢ Seeing
i other graces, or [piritual difpofitions, with which
« (alvation is connecled, are reprefented as the duties
& of men in general; there isno reafon why faith
<< fhould not be the Jfame*.” ]

Here Mr. F. proceeds to determine the meaning
of fpiritual alts, and fpiritual difpofitions, and fays,
¢« the fcripture appears to me b(y the term fpiritual,
« when applied to the difpo itions of the mind,
« tomean truly boly, as oppofed to carnal :” and
further adds, ¢ whenever applied to the difpofi-
% tions of the mind ; Jpiritual ftands oppofed to
“ carnal; and that in the criminal fenfe of the
« word+t.” Here is a miftake, for fpiritual in
1 Core 2. 14. is oppofed to natural. ¢ 'The natur
« man receiveth not the things of the fpirit o
« God, &c. why? becaufe they are piritually
« difcerned.” That paffage has been largely con-
fidered in Letter 8. Mr. F. fays further, ¢ It ap-
% pears to me that the fcripture knows nothing of
« patural holinefs as diftinguifhed from _/j)irt'iual
« holinefs. That it knows but of one kind of
« yeal holinefs, and that is conformity to the holy
¢ Jaw of God.”

That there is a difference between natural and
[pirit;ml holinefs, I think alittle confideration will
evince. Natural bolinefs was what Adam poffefled
in paradife, it was what he was created with, it was
his very nature, and, had he ftood, the fame holiy
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nefs would have been conveyed by natural genera-
tion to his pofterity : not fo jpiritual holinefs. Tt
is natural to no man; it never was; itis far above
nature; it flows from union to Chrift; and the
immedizate eficacious and diftinguifhing operations
of the holy {pirit on the heart, whereby the finner
is brought into a_glorious conformity to the image
of the {on of God, to which he was predeftinated,
1 Cor. 1. 30. 2 Cor. 3. 18. Rom. 8. 29.—Natural
bulinefs confifts in a conformity to the holy law of
God. Spiritual holinels confifts in a conformity to
the law and gofpel too : natural holinefs was liable
1o be loft, and was loft.—But fpiritual holinefs
never was liable to be, never was, never can be lott.
— natural holinefs might have been, and would
have been conveyed by natural generation, to the
pofterity of Adam, had he ftood : not fo fpiritual
holinefs.

I cannot help quoting here a few paflages from
s, Owen’s excellent difcourfe on the Holy Spirit,
who fets this matter in a much clearer light thanl
am capable of.  <¢ It is alledged (fays be) that re-
¢ ligion before the entrance of fin and under the
¢ gofpel is on¢ and the fame, and therefore there is
t¢ no difference between the duties of obedience re-
¢t quiired in the one and the other: And it istrue
¢¢ that they are fo far the fame, as that they have
<¢ the fame author, the fame obje&, the fame end,
<« and fo alfo had the religion under the law,
<¢ which was therefore fo far the fame with them.
¢¢ But that they are the fame as to all the alts of
¢« our obedience, and the manner of their perform-
¢ ance, is a vain imagination. Is there no alte-
<< yation made in religion by the interpofition of the
< perfon of Chrif} to be incarnate, and his media-
t¢ tion ? no augmentation of the objeét of faith? no
<¢ changein the abolifhing of the old covenant, and
<¢ the eltablifhment of the new ; the covenant be-
¢ tween GGod and man beine that which gives the
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« and principle of it unto us, by the Holy Ghoft.
« Rom. 8. 11. But yet he doth it fo, as to derive
¢« it unto us from Jefus Chrift. £pb. 4. 15, 16.
« For he is the life, and without him or power
« communicated from him, we can do nothing.
« Fobn 15. 5%.” Such alife had not Adam, and
confequently had not the difpofitions which accom~
pany that life, nor could he perform thofe alls
whicl fuch a life, and fuch difpofitions, muft ne-
ceflarily precede, This is a life, and thefe are
difpofitions which flow only from fovereign grace
and new covenant love, and are defigned for, and
given only to the eled.

In order to prove {piritual difpofitions are incum-
bent on carnal men it is obferved ¢ thelaw is ex-
t prefsly faid to be {piritual+.” This is true, and
Dr. Gill in the words quoted by Mr. F. gives us
the reafon why it may be called {o, viz. ‘¢ becaufe
s it comes from the fpirit of God, and reaches to
¢ the {pirit of man; it requires truth in the in-
« ward parts; {piritual fervice and obedience,
&c.”—Thefe laft words fpiritual fervice and sbedi-
ence, Mr. F. has put in capitals, becaufe Ufuppofe
he imagines this fentence exprefles his own fenti-
ments ; but he is miftaken, for the Do&or after-
wards explains what he means by the law, requir-
ing fpiritual fervice and obedience, viz. ¢ aferving
“ it with our minds; a worthipping Ged in fpirit
“ and in truth, a loving him with all our hearts
¢ and fouls, as well as a performance of all the
“ outward aéls of religion and duty$.” The Doc-
tor does not mean by this expreffion, that the law
requires thofe {piritual princivles, difpofitions, and
alts, which flow from a fpiritual life from Chrift
Jefus, being infufed into the foul. He tells us
plainly what are his ideas relpe&ing the law’s re~
quiring faith in anfwer to this queftion, ¢¢ whe-~
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1 {hall endeavour more clearly to
what the law requires, and
1d ever have poflefled, had
it not been for the undertaking of Chrift, and
work of the Holy Spirit, who beftows them
in a way of fovereign and diftinguifhing grace on
the ele&t only, I conclude they are not incumbent
on unregenerate men, norare theyany where repre-
fented as the duties of men in geneml ; and con~
fequently there is no reafon to affert that fpecial

2ith is required of all men.

1 conclude at prefent, withing Mr. Fuller, you,
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