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plicity of moral philosophy, as to mistalie tlie serit auraI à argumnent
'in rdlation to huma;i ability, neyer meets the térinýecon, or cannol,
in the scriptures, wihlout imagining that tlie) affiord full: proof
ofhbis dogina. Anid perbaps the gtieraI impressin is in his fa-
vour. Let us quote some examplcs of its uise. IlHFow cansi thou
say to thy brother-let mýe cast the mont out of thine oye ?-«17o
cantiot dfrinki the cup of the tord, ani the clip ofdevils.-1f this
cup cannot pass frorn nme, unless 1 drink it.- Christ could nol enter
into the city-his disriples coutd not eat bread.-Christ could i.ot
do many mnighty wvorks, because of their unbelieF, -lov; cati ye
believe, w~ho receive hionoir one of anothor ?--owv cati yOU,
being evil, spcnk good things?"- A thotisancl instances oU this
kidnd can be quoted, and no one wvi1l suppose theni to imly posi-
tive inability. Sornetimes an inconbistency is asserted ; and at
others a breachi of lav is merely supposed..

Let us select a particular example, which is ofien adduced
in a very positive manner. -« The camnai nind, the inindingy of
the flesh, is enmity against God ; for it is not subject to the lztw
of God, neither indeed can be.-" Now this lias nothing to do
with the iaiabilUty of man to believe tho gospel, considered s--irnply
as a moral agent. The assértion is npplied to iti, in v cw of
certain circumstances whicla are stated. le is stippaod .to Iho
minding the tnings of the fleslh, or givingy bis aflèci ions and time
to worldiy pursuits and pleasures. The mind, elhus emiployed,
cannai obey God ; but 2ngaged in actual rebellion agaisast liina.
TheRedeemer bas paraphrased this inatter thus-" -No mnar can
serve tivo masters ; for either he ivili hate the one, and love the
other ; or else he ivili hold to the one, and despise the other.
Ye cannai serve God and mammon." Il Doth a I*ouiitain," says
Jamnes, "l send forth, at t4e samne place, sweet water and bitter?
Oaa the fig-tree bear olive bernies ? either a vine figs ?" Sure-
)y, ail thîs iîs plain enough :and no one can suppose it to follow,
that because a mari cannai serve God and anmmon, therefore, he
cannot abandon niammon and serve God. Because a mani cannot
see in the dark, iL does not follotw that lie cannoi see in the iight.

tw te e -W

Yon perceive that persona] responsibility is a perf'ectly phiilo-
sophical matter, and of necessity must give fonni, and shape,
and iriterest to any regeneratink or sanctifying influence which
raay be employed. The plea of INAIiLITY is nothing more (han
the refuge of an unenlightened conscience-of an unex'ercised,
and consequently an undisciplined moral sense. And that, not
because conscience is b) nature dead ; but because men have
grown cannaI amid spiritual privileges, and have hecome hardeni-
cd hy resisting truth, and iznpetuously pursuing the gratification,
of their own hasts; or under false social principles-domestic,
fratc'rnal, politiciad and ecclesiastical -have follo%,ved.the multitude
to do evil.+ 1P &


