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known. We read of what man was by creation, and what
he became by sin; and we read of the natural man, and of
the spiritual man. It appears to be more scriptural, to
consider ability, as either in and through Adam; or, as in
and through Christ. Then we have in view the two states
that have immediately proceeded from God : the former is
called natural, the latter spiritual. 'That which was
natural was also moral, for, as before observed, God could
not create an irreligious man. I'herefore, to dividethe state
of man into two parts, and to call his faculties his natural
ability,and his holy quality hismoral ability, is unwarranted
by the scriptures. The quality of Adamm was essential to his
existence, as he was the immediate work of God. For
though we can every day see that, religion is not essential
to the being of a man, as a fallen creature; yet, we may
easily perceive that, an unfallen intelligent agent cannot be
imagined to exist, without holiness to the Lord being
written upon that agent. Therefore, moral excellence was
connatural to man, he had not, as an accountable agent,
two abilities. Fallen men remain accountable agents, as
the sons of a once unfallen father, and the posterity of a
man, who was constituted their federal head. But, to ex-
hort them to act as though their innocence remained, can
ouly evince inconsideracy. Compare No. 206, page 206,
and arguments on pages 13 and 14.

0. Hence it will follow that, Adam was the root of na-
tural ability ; and, through his one offence, he rendered
himself a root of natural inability ; and all his posterity are
what he became through the change of his natural state,
from able to #nable. The inability therefore is total, man,
as a fallen sinful creature, has no ability sufficient to lead
him to God, or to do any strictly good thing, in the proper
sense of the law. Thisindeed Mr. . has confessed, and
he also subjoins that, « It is equally impossible, no doubt,
for any person to do that which he has no mind todo, as to
perform that which surpasseth his natural powers.” Then
how useless it must be, to keep pleading for the distinction
between natural and moral ability and inability !

10. Mr. F. says, “ All that natural ability supposes is,
that we are men, and accountable beings.” But, whoever
thought of denying this? Those who never thought of
plending for the heterogeneous system of Mr. F,and his
admirers, have not been disposed to deny that we are men,



