LETTER VIL

Derar Srr,
1Y E me leave now toenter on the FourTs
ProrosiTion, which is worded thus, ¢ The
““want of faith in Chrift is afcribed in the ferit-
“ rures to men’s deprevity, and is itfelf there rea
¢ prefented as a  heinous fin ¥.”——~—"This _wants
roof. T he fcriptures appeur to me to aferibe the
warit of faith to the fovereign will and purpofe of
God, and the naturai incapacity of man, and there-
fore furely man is no more chargeable with cri-
minality in not believing, than he is in not being
cleted, redeemed, or regeneratcd.

Is it not exprefsly faid, John r1o. 26. ¢ :z:e be-
Jieve not, becaufe ye are not of my Sheep;” how
very plain are thefe words. How clearly do they
prove the grand reafon of thefe perfons not having
faith, was, their not being predeftinated and cho-
{en to happinefs. Thus fpeaks Mr. Henry, on the
paflage, ¢ you are not defigned to be my follow-
¢ ers, you are not of thofe that were given me
¢ by my Father to he brought to grace and glory.
“ You are not of the number of the eleét, and
 your unbelief, if you perfit in it, will be a
¢ certzin evidence you are not.” Had they been
elefted, they would, they muft have believed,
agreeable to Alts 13. 48. ¢ As many as were or~
¢ dained to eternal life belicved ;” from which it
appears that faith is the fruit, cffe®, and confe-
quence of cleftion, or in other words, that ele&~
ing love is the grand caufe, the glorious fpring
and fource of faith, and non-eletion the reafon of
2 finner’s not believing. Therefore, as none will
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he condemned for not being ele@ed, fo none will
be condemned for not having fpecial faith: It i
eruclty to men, it is dithonourable to, and cafting
the moft unworthy refleGion on God to fi uppofe it.

Another reafon is, man’s natural incapacity,—
How very clearly revealed is this. Sacred writ
every where abounds with paflages to this purpofe.
"L'hrat is no inconfiderable one in John 6. 44. *“ No
‘* man caz come to me, except the Father which has
*¢ fent medraw him.”—Doaes not this feem to ftrike
youatonce, that our Lord is herereprefenting man’s
natural inability ? that he has no more power
than wi/l to come? Mr. F. indeed fays, ¢ the
¢ eqnnot itfelf confifts in a will net,” or, ¢ in
¢ other words, in the want of a beart to come to
** Chrift, with a fettled averfion to him ; ”and he
moreover adds, ¢ the inability of men to come to
*¢ Chrift is doubtlefs by this expreflion reprefent-
“* ed as being total, which we never deny.*;”
whatsinconfiftency is here | Firft, this gentleman
afferts all the inability of man lies in his will,
aud then immediately fays, he never denied the
inability of man being toral. Surely, Sir, every
one muft fee who reads Mr. F.’s book, that
throughout he is attempting to prove his inabilit
isbut pertial: that it all lies in the will.—All
contend for is the totaf inability of man to believe.
Mz, F. fays, this is what he never denjed, and
yet fills up 196 pages which tend to the contrary.
How he can clear up this inconfiftency I am ata
lofs to determine., I muft leave it to himfelf,

I cannot help quoting here a paflage from
Mr. Brine, which is full to the purpofe : ¢ Two
¢¢ things are true of us all in a natural ftate : one
¢ is, that we cannot come to Chrift : the other
‘¢ is, that we will not come to him. Say fome,
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< gur cannot confifls in a will not; but it is a very
« great miftake; they are diftin& things, and not
« the fame. We cannot, as we are deftitute of a
« principle of life; and we will not as we are the
s« fubjets of vicious habits, which determine us
¢¢ ggainft fuch an a&. I am forry to find any to
s« confound things that are fo manifeftly diftin&,
¢ with a view to give countenance to what ma
¢« with far lefs danger be given up, than that of
¢ our natural inability to a& faith on Chrift;
¢« what opinion foever requires the denial of our
¢ want of power to belicve, to fupport jt, ought
« eternally to fink ; for true it is, we are dead,
« and cannot act fpiritually, no, not in the leaft
¢ degree 1.”

I thall now proceed to obferve, our Lord fays,
men cannot come except the father draw them.,
That is fufficient for me.—And the apoftle Paul
is of the fame mind with his divine mafter, 1 Cor.
2. 14. *“ The natural man receiveth not the things
s« of :he fpirit of God: for they are foolithnefs 1o
¢ him; neither can he know them, for they are
¢ fpiritually difcetned.” Now if there be any
meaning in words, man’s natural incapacity is
here aflerted. By the natural marr we are un-
doubtedly to underftand the unregenerate tan, and
the wife philofapher too, the fcribe, the difputer
of this world, which the apoftie mentions in the
preceding chapter, ver. 20. the man of the bright-
eft parts, of the higheft attainments in nature, of
the greateft natural abilities. The perfon here
fpoken of, fays Dr. Owen, ¢ is one that hath all
< that is or can be derived from the firft Adam,
¢ one endowed with 2 rational foul, and who
¢¢ hath the ufe and exercife of all its rational fa-
¢ culties *.” 'This man receiveth not the things
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of the Spirit of God, that is, the glorious myfte-
ries of the everlafting gofpel, the hidden wifdom,
as the apoftle calls it in verfe 7. which God or-
dained before the world unto our glory. Thefe
things he receives not, that is, in the love of
them. Does not give them a place in his heart:
for they are foolithnefs unto him, they appear ab-
furd, ridiculous, and contrary to reafon: neither
¢an he know them. He is but a natural man;
thefe things are fpiritual, and fo are fpiritually dif-
cerned.  He wants a capacity, a principle fuited
to the objeCts revealed, which s abfolutely necef-
fary for the reception of them, and this he'ts defti-
tute of, being but a narural man, and therefore he
cannot as fuch know them., Such a view had
Calvin ; thefe are his words, ¢ The natural man
“ eunnot perceive thefe things that are of the fpi-
¢ rit. of God: they are foolithnefs to him, and
¢ he cannot underftand them, becaufe they are
*¢ fpiritudlly judged. Whom doth he call natu-
‘¢ ral ? even him that ftays upon the light of na-
“ture. He, I fay, comprehendeth nothing in the
‘¢ {piritudl myfteries of God. Why fo? is it be-
¢ cautfe by flothfulnefs he negle@eth it? nay, ra-
ther although he would travel never o much,
¢ he can do nothing, becaufe forfooth they are
< fpiritwally judged. What meaneth that? be-
¢ caufc being uttesly hidden from the fight of
man, they are opened by the only revelation of
¢ the {pirit: fo that they are reckoned for folly
“¢ where the fpirit of God giveth not light §:”
znd of the fame mind was Dr. Gooedwin ; after
quoting thefe wordsofithe apoftlc he thus comments
on them, ““ All cometh to this, thatthere mufbbe 2
*¢ gew principle put into the underftanding of a
“ man, not oaly a new light come in, but 2
** mew principle, if you would have this man ua-
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« derftand fpiritual things aright; and that this
«¢ is the {cope I quote this place for,—that the un-
«¢ derftanding muft be altered, a new principle
« muft be putinto it, 2 new habit, as we call it
¢ all the expreflions do carry it to that fenfe; for,
<« firft he faith, if he be not made {piritual, he ¢an-
%¢ nat receive {piritual things, that is, he wants
<< a capacity. It is fuch a phrafe as if you would
<¢ fpeak to a deaf man, you will fay, he cannot
¢ receive what you fay, for he wanteth a faculty
<¢ of hearing. }f you bring a blind man into the
%¢ fun, he cannot receive the light of it, for he
4¢ wants a natural faculty {fo to do. He expre{-
¢ feth it in a way of nature, he is not capable of
4 jt, which argueth, I fay, a want of a principle
¢ whereby to do it, and not only fo, but he faith
¢ in the following words, he cannot know them ;
“¢ he wants a power, for the apoftle fpeaks fuita-
¢ bly here to philofophical principles. That as
¢¢ we fay in philofophy, nothing can work but it
“¢ muft have a principf; of working, a man can-
¢ not fce without the faculty of feeing: fo this
¢¢ man wants a faculty of knowing fpiritual things,
4¢ therefore he cannot know them §.”

That human depravity, that ignorance, pride,
difhonefty of heart, averfion te God, and the like,
often prevent a finner’s attending to the gofpel,
which the Holy Spirit makes ufe of as a .nean to
convey faith into the hearts of his peaple, for
faith cometh by hearing, Rom. 1o. 17. and that
thefe things are of a criminal nature is certain
but what then? Daoes shis prove faith a duty, and
the want of it a fin, for which man fhall be damn-
sd? by no means; fo far as human depravity
prevails man is criminal, and the things afore-
mentioned prevailing are certain evidences of the
perfon’s being deftitute of fpecial faith ; but to fay
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that thefe things are an ¢ abfilute bar to fasth”
as Mr. F. does, p. 67. is a gfgat miftake, {:eith,er
thefe things, nor a thoufand more worfe things, if
worfe can be named, fhall be an *¢ abfolute bar”
to any elect foul’s believing.

-Shall add no more at prefent, but that
I am

Ever yours,



