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OF GOD, &

LETTER I

That the doctrine to be here stated ia an eary doctrine, and that, though
our knciledge, and of God especially, is partiol and limited, yet no unin-
telligible, or indistinet notion or docirine concerning Him, or indeed con-
eerning anything elss, can be properly ascounted of a1 an object of fuith.

My pEAR SIR,

This doctrine of God, or of the Divine mind,
on which you consult me, or this inquiry into what we
may know, and what we cannot know, either from reve-
lation or reasonm, concerning the nature or being of our
Supreme Parent and Lord, is doubtless always to be ap-
proached with the most reverential feeling and care. And
yet I can assure you that there is nothing in it, at which
any humble and pious searcher for truth needs to alarm
* himself. Although it has been very unreasonsbly made one
of the hardest, it is yet, if disentangled from the extraneous
controversies which have been fastened to it, cne of the
easiest doctrines imaginable.*—Strange, indeed, if it were
otherwise, For, of what Gon is, almest all may be alike
cognizant, or are slike ignorant. We know nothing of

8 #The faith of the Church was at first, and might be still, a natural, essy
thing. Heretica brought in philesophy and metaphysios,”—Waterland's Works,
by Van Mildart, vol. i p4, ii. p. 213,
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2 OF THE OBJECTS OF FAITH. [Lerres I.

him from his works, except through the human analogies
of wisdom and goodness, and power and design, a book
which is open to almost all. Also, what he hides from
us concerning himself, he hides from all equally. Heis
no less incomprehensible to the divine than to the me-
chanie, and all mere words about him without knowledge,
serve only to darken, not to illuminate. Neither yet is
this less true of what he teaches us conmcerning himself
in his word, than of what he teaches by his works.
The relations which we bear to him as he is our Father,
our Redeemer, and our Comforter, are relations which
we are taught, and can ooly be taught, through human
analogies, analogies altogether kindred to those which
wa discern in his works. And so also in regard to those
in themselves necessarily incomprehensible relations which
subsist in himself. The relations of the Father to the
Son, or of the Son to the Father, or of the Spirit to the
mind which breathes it forth—all this is clearly the lan-
guage of human, and not only of human, but also of very
ordinary and intelligible analogies ; not less intelligible
than the universally recognised analogy between the
immense and incomprehensible designer of the works of
creation, and the maker of a watch.

I will, therefore, endeavour to state to you both clearly
and easily what our knowledge on this most sacred sub-
ject, namely, of God, or what we may call the Divine
Nature, really is. Of course I do not mean to state
anything of what, as being inscratable, or incompre-
hensible, eannot be stated ; but to state what we know,
and though briefly, all we know, and where our knowledge
ends, of all those relations of God to the world and to
man ; or, in other words, of all those analogies between
the Divine and the human ; which we are tavght either by
God’s works, or by his word, to know and believe, And



Lyrrze L) OF THE OBJECTS OF FAITH. 3

this I will state in especial reference to our own doctrine
of the Trinity, which in truth comprises the whole case.
You say of this doctrine, that though you would be no
less shocked than I should be to surrender it, and feel
that you cannot honour Christ enough, unless you honour
him as you honour the Father, nor account of the sanc-
tifying Spirit of Grace as less than divine, you have only
a confused or indistinet intelligence of the words which
you use. I will try to shew you, therefore, both that the
meaning which we may and ought to attach to these words
is clear and precise, and also that the words themselves
are correct words ; and I shall moreover have the more
satisfaction in the task which I thus set myself, because it
will afford me many opportunities of referring to the book
by Professor Norton, which you have sent me." It is
very able and learned, and is evidently, I think, the work
of a good man, and of a man who has the love of truth at
his heart. Every thing else which I have to premise, if
indeed this may not be collected from what 1 have already
said, is, that I assume throughout the plain logical maxim,
that no unintelligible proposition can ever be an ohject of
faith; and therefore that we can never have any business,
and that it never can be of any use, to make any propo-
sitions about God or the Trinity, or indeed about anything
else, of which we cannot understand clearly what we mean
by them. Of course this mazim is not meant to imply,
that we can have no beliel except of things, about, or con-
cerning which, we understand everything. If so, we
could believe nothing. No truth can possibly be clearer
than this ; nor can there be any truth more indispensable
to faith itself, or to our protection from the great error or
wesakuess, of either assuming what we cannot know to be

® Statoment of reasons for not balieving the doctrine of Trinitarians, by
Androws Norton,— Cambridge U. §, 1838,
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