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JfanJ.pden1 1s 1mknol81 to most emd therefore the major. part of thls: 

i«;)lok 1a -sitiOD of his thought;.· he also: 

fl'Om the work of hi- the:re.fore I haVe 

vith· til'i ahor.t. ouf,l.J.ne of the theolDgicW! e.:t·bitwles 

.of: the Qriell Hampden' demands1 •. and 

this the. IJW'. stud;'• 
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. iJm. QRJEL .. NOE'l'ICS 
. . . ·.- . .. -- .. .... '·- ···-

' . . 

ae ,.. ot ()Jiiel _$GOiG'tw 4i.Cl Mt appear ••11. 
. . . . . 

CepleetOl:l bs·t;am.e Prcttost., there ie much 1n wor- ot . . . . . . . . 
. . ' . 

(i781 :-: 1814) thl\t· the 
. - ' 

lectual temper ot hie more successors. lt *-$ . . . . . . . . 
ve17 tn S'hat became the Q .. lel grant, aa 

o I , 1 • ' • ' I 

zve1ei.g.ll .did.; tn.e. place G!f. t"eaa()n in theolf)gv te be· . . . . ; ' . . . . . 

EUl ·&Jld ,.et to ·dletruet. i te ln .actual 
. . 

at _tile begiilntng ot. bis ip. 

1792 be 

It ia a of -UgS.Qn tha.t 

lt not adll4 ts of a· 111Cll4r.v · J ts . . 

' . 

1il tbe mdt toreibie mappe'"i· a; part. ot t.heiJI 

dutr: 

Bo:t bls op1.JJ1on ot _1ild1vldual 'tb$clc.gi@.s wbc attempted to 

tQlf11 th\s aut,- was alwa.vs or the 

ech.elasttc he sa1d: 
. . 

Baa. ·theJ' the 1Mtead of the·:. 

eXJ)qa1t10Qs of ph11osopller''S and the 

Uags ot p.-eJwi1ced men; it. •ould t.tave been lmpl!)seible 

tJ:ta' 1:he. which engaged the st;w\v ot theb.-. ' 

Uve$·; should have fiWq part 



' 
$1t.e1et{)b gi.Ve,Q QfJ: .,X!.U":plGI$ men ·t·wl':tn· Ml'e .tor= a 

rat1t>.nal proteeas.on c.t Chrlat1anttl :e.nd WhO knmf the p!"'pttr 

meana b3 ffhleb 1:o be ._ .Amole of Sr.$.eo!a,-: 

•Sl$&.-Op Gros-tbf!A4• Wlckuff -ana. Bu!l'l•· .. U 1.1!1 

p.."'Cl)e:rl:/ lends 'to h-ee4om DOt tP !bq 

Luther 1s the ad.'lto.Mte. tot' l1bertv and 

trutn•2• ana his t11ae tte 
genu!l\e tr. all th!s ce1n see the 

ot 'tne lAter- O!df.tl. theolow and 1 t-a Y1ea o:t tit 

T-n.e of the OH.el 
' tlnt decades ot tne Dllletee:nth juutl:; i.&u!ou tor 

the Uill'em1 t.t!.ng lntel!ectua.Uem ot 'L'lelv 

we.r• estr-eillftle !jil'r.toue thei:t- oor.vona­

was ot trneoiogu • fhe 'tOile 9t the- CJerzr.;on roaa was set tw 
ri;vele1gh iQtroduOlJd the p.Ol1e.v -et Sflectlb{; the 

tr(ln eDlOI@ iTleB 1llbC rarobezt am 
ii 1 . - - 4a -4 . -- .. _ - -1 to o we -.l 1n -tne aoboO.a.e .. He- i'tl weht.pe tc 

tll6 llnl'l·ei'Slti't Copleston tollowed this Q1stem with 



enthusiasm: 

E»e%7 seleotton t.o· a tellOVlahlp whl® teme to dl.s­

courage the nEUTOW a:;n al;Ui)$t teehl'!leal ro!lt1ne· ot 

public ! oons1der ss an !rrJportant 
l •· 

was eleetea 1.n. 1822, hav1!\3 below the ltne. 

!'!i.!e was a election s1me th-e haLl. qus. to J?e­

f.rem the catlsed ths vear bJ' tbe 

ebo1ce of two men tJDo.-n the claas 1n preterenee to 

». x. wl:lo had ga1ned a first.. Nelflnan .10.1ned .a soc1.etJ' 

i;r,. whlehj lto •a11 llO"'S prete.i'Jdeii to be tor 

the benet1 t of tl'ee 41s.c;uss1on wbloh r.."Bs subst1tute4 toJ9 the 

.ela1ms ot trllth•·.. ;'91.\t the Fellows were men whan Ner....an 

ha!t •a reverg:r..ce alld lcvtn.z pride•2• 

Imleed Copleston m.ede. the Fe110l!feh\pe into the most 

coveted of Hls d1st1ngutahed I'OUDg men 

1neluded Wh.atelN ond Hawk1DS, .ana. b!s :rigorous 1ntellectu.al.-

1em wae n()t w1 thottt l ts 1nf.'luence en the eeconel generatlon ot 

Or,.el Fellows, Hampden, AJ;tnold, lteble a.."'ld Ne1R'Il9fl, The suc­

ot n.•Wk1ns to the Jro'Vost•·s. place in 1828 marks, pe...­

b.aps b the beglnr'.tng of tbe d.eoli.D.e. HaWkins 

hae l'!!)t the temper.· ot his pred.ecessor, notblng was to 

be and taeae .B.i•l 

3 



1". 

None of -the Or1el noet.lcs LU'lderstocd tn 

trom the othe:r i'elibwe. Iiewman P.ecoplsed tb1e 
. ' 

when he ga•e such ct .hls 

Thus he wrote of HawklUa. 

Be W$S the t1rst who taught me to weigh m:a words 

·ana. to be caut10l1S 1n nw statements" led m.e te 

that ot l1m1t.\Dg and oleartng my sense 1n 41&.­

cusSJ.,on am c·ont.-oversu. and of· cU.st1JJgu.i.ehSng b&.!D 

tween copate ideas, Qlld ot cbviat'-ng l:w 
Wb1cb to nw .$Ul"pp'1ee has since been 

CODS1dered1 eVE!n 1n frlendq to me, te 

ot Rom.el. 
And lames Bishop of Manchester, returned ta ·Dean 

Burson the cir&ft of h&s 11fe or the •Groat Provost-' wltb 

Thet-e 1e one po1:nt which I have alv.rvs thought 

remarkable the 112,f1uence he exerted 1n the- most 

upon and 1n one. 

u.pcn Newman (at least at one t1me) aDd 

&" WJ.lbertorce tn 

This was cme of the most dis• 

pute. fltese men understood one another trcm convez-e&itio.n ·aM 

argument 111 the common !he8 h8d not eo need to 

exam1ne or· no a et work b7 at\y one ot them 

...... Th.q Ullderatood each othe:r•s tempers a!d 

'··.• 



·, 

other things sSld on the SGinf!· Stm$.lar 

J ecte. For tl11s reason I· have at tlmee $dduced of 

menlis Views on the -Pcien td.tt(:)'Ji from. publtcatlons 
• • • 0 • 

came later., Bot ell ot them .used tallows as anviia 1n 

the \vtuit$13 manner_. but they a11· d1ec,uaseti th1i!Ss with one 
. . ' 

snother and Qlllst have voiced opim,ons., them cut,. iJl 
' . 

before the, put them priato. As · Wl1at.e.l3 

WJ'Ote. of b.J.s own we:t"kt· 
. . . 

HQw fEW I am tndebted to n,. Copleston, these t1h& 
. ' 

have perused h1s · 8Enqli1ey·• wS.ll; 1a pUt1i; peNelve• 

·· · i sQ· •1n part.•· Jlavtag iong eaJON'etl the 
. . 

ot tamiltar wlth + have 

derived hie than 

Wl'i tinge;: $nd mes-a 1Mee4 · 11: 1e 

When e.rw- two 

persons have 'been vex7 lq to discuss 

togetber. 'tt,ie dHf:lcult;. 1t not 1.mposslble, 

tor· cne of thew tc state pHcltiielg .whtt;'b ue b1s em 

· 

1'tl tl:ds closed society a. elect;ion 

vias- cr ·trDpo:rot. 
,. 

.I 



:Or. Bllrton, Professor ot W.vlnitF at OXford-; 

died on J$nua17 19th 1836. On the 23rd JenuaJiW' Paise, .wrote 

to llewmanl· that the Gt C•terb.DJ17'*8 danestlc 

cbaplaifl2 feared that ReJ'JI1 D1cks0Jl Hamp4en wolll4 be Mllleci•' 

Net'lllllall replied the next da.y to say tha.t 1t df3! not Uke]U . . 

that Hampden \UOUld be but it he •numbers 

w·otild to ui and open themseivea. to vlews, 

tea.r ot b!m, mhe ·ue at ot 

Later Newman wrote to about tlle stat-e . Of ·the parti.,sa_ 

Wha.tel.U 1s pressing tor Binds. Copleston writes 
. . 

to h1s •:Phew that 9e ·tl!&f· reet secl!re, • lzr.. 

expedient· man 11111 be given llS, and 1n toa 

advocates Hampden. :J; can- onl3 reeoncUe him t'llth· 

himself bF suppos1Dg. as I de., that·, ba •1neXpetient 

m&nil he hints at .Arnold. and me. · Dr. Ocadaid hE1$ 

been talked of in quarters; also Bull. 

Jenl(vna and _Mo"over 'J:i'le.-, Whom z· sheuld 

not wonder, atter au. it thea' :f'all upon as a 

moderate whcxn m one speaks Ul ot4. 

1. Llddon.a Ute of E.B.Pueey. vol I, p 367 

2. H.J.Rose. 

3• Liddon. Ib1Ci. vol I, p ;69. 
4• L$tters f>t J.H.Mewr.nan. eCi. A Mozla, •. vel II • p 16.3 

31 Jan 1836. 



!o: he. 

Wtzt"- whi.ch OJl the whole ; 

e.hould pr.efe;r. he eeul.d d.o U$ 'l!" he· 

bas • 
- -

cle•r.p.eee. o_* .:;t ($t llie 'flP) Uttle 

. w e>t conteet. liSlp 

he be notlltDg ·at ana. we mtpt act ad it 
sec!e 

than a week at;.ter death aose told Newman t!lat 

AI-Chbishcp Howle)' -bad. a Cl$nc;s2.;, a:l4 ;tie'W!l'• 

wztete to and i?.Uf!ley QeWS. f11$ey 

wrote to Gladstonar. 
. ' -... ·-

W$ under great &s to ()U:J' 

Rmnol,l:JJ s But 'th1s weald bo 'Cd_, 

a bless11lg t-or us to d.a;ae. 4.-h da¥s. tQ 

_hOpe ror. we· -m21" pl'a¥ tor.· 

It· :wae· in $ to hope LOrd 

MelbetQ-ne received ham a list or ei&.'lt 

l.i LlddGI,l, op. cit.. vel: X II p 369· Shuttleworth pub11she4 
1838 pampble?s,a Bot -.,ut 

· 

2 .•. Of ·J-.H .. flewman.- vol ;z, p 

, •. )1;' 1836 

4. ·1836• Liddon an extraQ' trom the 
letter. vel I, p )69. 

1 



name•l· · the· •tetl·. He 

Wbate:t;v or .wM. wrete 

The .best ti t<n'; that. 

8 

1· any kncwledge·. ef Hampden imd JJr. , 
0 • • • • ' 

on day ot su,r.tol1•e replied to ,_ .. 
• !" 

ffewl.vJ. s llst-i -1 $ whieb wol.lld · . . . . . .· 

· certa1nl.1 batT€?. · $«ne. ct. the -OxtoN. ·spectilatQrGl 

Puee,., '\;he· «?t H-ebrew . · 
. .· 

l>r• ShUtc;lewo;.'-th., sa.ster <St New. Ccllegel 

- !4r. Q31lv1·e • la.te l"ellow B$1Uo1 College (one at .. 
_ , ·the A.Jtchbiabopls 

. M... Newman, f!Jt Or;\:el. 

leble onel. 
1\U..ller, of w•cester College 

Dli':. $ho;rt ,, Ree,_. St. 

ef' .14nQolrJI. !· 

1. llst Wbatel.v' h&s OJae •rttcm 
, h1s W1111$11 . thought the 

ArchbishOp bad auggqs1:ed eu · 

2.-- Printed !.11 Grevlile•·EI &temolrsa •. vel ··P 162a·- -.... · 

ae. was ot the 

.. 
· J,efite:a"s or .r. a. 



Wba'telf tha.t JlQne· of these men would (lo at ·He· 

suggested ·Hampden and. Hinds.· Hind$,.,. kn.eiirn as 

the t.avourt.te et Wb.at.elQ} t. 

· a Ps acme time et 

Nc"ich•· Melboum.e· wa.e William wrote to 

the tiUke ot Bedtei'Ci ;· 

l!llelbourne . dcubte4. for se;xne ttm.e between Al'?lold 

·and Hampdeni· 'th1U.1ag the too $m1 

ansettleci 1n bi..s ophd,.ons ft1'¥" ·a pe;st, 

de:C1de4 1tl. .favour ot the latte:r-1,. 

FeeU.tlg b.Y aow sur.e ct b1s choiae·.o qked 

Cop:leston wha11 he t.:tJ.Gught., Cc>plaatc:n aamp6.eno 

Melbourne aeked tor the ·approVal of the Of C&:ntel'!­

tn.r-N"· wb.o. 9oneenten2._ lcunptien:ts appoliltme.J'lti a•uncs-4 U1 

Q:xferd on M-ay 8tn, J W!"Gte to IUs 

fhe news first c&ine cut Qn MOJ'ldq and ot 
course axel ted great asten\shment... There was 

o.ou.bt e..bou.t the tcaot Shll·ttl'ewol"th had $0t 

1 t tram the person .. 

l. Memo1_.s, and L-e·tters ot J.,H •. 1tol II• 
p 162. . . 

. aowley later bla aet1on ·azd 
emphasised the between ani oQnsent. 

3•: Letters 'at the Revci. 41.a •. tt.0zlq, l>.D, edi.tod b6 bis 
l885t p sQ. 



'l';hat fu.Sei g.ave a di.imezt. tt) aaa eauld· .. be d.one 

to prev-ent. Hampden:• s appointment.- 1\l?' Wedneet\eQ' enough. . . ·. · . 

had been fo;r a meetillg ·¢t tes.idont masters· 
. . 

in Corpus a $!!non roam. ·mght ·Ne:wman · sa·t Up 'W1 t1:ti8 h$.,s 

o1: Hampden's am tv"· the 

end tho pa.onpblet was bel.ns seJ:lt ·aurpri.e:e 

the wa.a w1t:b a.laJUJlng' am · 

'1'he on .. rrhiQh the¥ WE3J:'·e a<;tb.g we:re· set· 
tvth S.n a publle am Rep-.t en H$llpde.n• s 

·theclogiaal 'ftle Of the 

crystalU."e t;he w.Ql$ Qf the .oppo.eit!oll$ 

•• •· t.be pres·ent 1s· nat· much. 

W1 th an Gr e. -'001$, ·GV$n an . 

ot doott1.:naJ!· as v¢th a mtch, 

after- all sou.ndness . ot Cb;i.$t1SD.t to' in 

ether luls at length us• 

and tfw tlrst. J;»een v41:ll 

.. n Qf Thin the 

ph1losopb.v . of RRtil.oJlaUSclt or aasumpttoil 

uncontr.ol.lnd human ref\ sen in_ i t.e pre sen' degraded 

is the pri.ma..-w of God:J.·s worct;, 

ruw regard to Nles a!id.p:r1n.c1Ples ot 
1nterpretati,.on. Wh1eh have. su1de4 the ot 

I • I' 

Qlu'let•.s Bolt Cathols,o Church i.n all ages o'f 1 t$ 

and under -elfieri vaPieta ·or its tiiSrtareo-lt 
I • , • ' ' ,,. • • , • 

to 



1s the of :rattcmallsm ( set torth 

in the. Leotttres or 183Z. ana stUl 

rcc.entlQ 1n lecttweo &dtt.z•escsa to students) 

which to be cona.tC.ei'et! the root o:t a!l. th• el'l"OFe 

1 ·,ot l'..elfl1'\den• o .. • 

Xt is to Lcte tt..nt iht he4 1ts 

headquarters first at Oorpu.a ·and the:l atte:rc tbe detE:at ot 

t."'le b.y the pl"loeto:ea on rlaz-eh 22nd2, at 

D1'\aseJ10s.e, the prime movers 1n th8 lms1ne&s, on bo'th s1des, 

connected wi.th Oriel. 

mm.tr..ly and Copleston. who had. recorrJ'il()nded !".rtmp(ien, had 

been Fellows of the CollegG the!!' ele.91'1t1on to 1)ub11n 

aD4 Ll&Ddaft, tlam:,pden bof(ll'e IIeaci of S Ball. 

·&ewman, Keble Qnd. Pneo; still FollOws at the. tl:ile ct tbe 

controveraY.. Gol1t;btlu a Junlor ot. '!ihe Co1l.ege 

snd Ha.wki.ntJ wse thG J?rovost. The stronsest blow fi'Gn 

$tile waa da:U.vere4 by Arnold# a fo.rl'bez- Fellow, ln. 

a fierce er-tiole. tn tl'le Ed.tr..bUligh n.ev1er1 en tile Oxford 

bllgnants ana. Dr• !he one man 1n the 

who tried to prev•nt the Un!ste:r P,ampden 

l • .- i't-1nted. ln.' Uddo.n. op ett .• ,. "C:l t, pp 'Y/2'-). 

P... £'or- thia Oonvocati<;n D'r. Roilth ot Lngdalen appeared ia 
.Me .e1ncng the .DoQ,ters fer the tlnut tGl' 
t:!tU',..v Nefiors • he voted arsatur..t 

II 



was Charles Weod; an Oriel man and sf a man t"JhQ _ 

tor en oriel in 18)3. WOOd 

that Ham.pQ.Qn \YQu.ld be a man to 
.· .. . 

Melbourne asked OJplestQil ·ne we:tk$ -t?ure- tnat Hampdt;.n''s 

\'las beyond -Cepleaton vet.tehed to.t: 
Hampel ell.• s 8!ld populQ! V. 

a!ster-; 

W'tten the began at· oxtol'd, anti a pet1t1ou 

agains' the appC:t1.ntment bad made 1 ts .• 

M1111.sters 'Net'e ot c.1cw:asse 81!gl7 u1 th 

for h--:i,iag take11 tttem 1nl,. 

melbollrne tu.n1€d .ror ·help tQ WfKid., but there was nQthi.ng to 

be done., and :1n alltoniabment· ruelbot.Ut-ne :Qow vew 

an affair tbe· thing was 

:t?ttay, WoQd.. 1s 1 t t.t'itlt 1n the ooaom ot vo.ur 

sluggish ou'IJ .t:Jt a C9llt)ge b8. !1!lt 

meall$ the 1n 1 t, so- htUteeinrohS have 

lateJ.g spl'W'Jg up;: l'i;r.et t.hel'e. 1fl Vlbatel.v, A..mold 

am Hampdfil,; t..llen there 1s LW.aXeble Mr.NaWll'lan,. 

who, I hear. are qutte 1;1s great theologians aa t)Ua 

others • onlJ' 1n another wa;2o 

l. J.B.Mozley ta 20- Feb;aUSJ',Y 18:;6. 

2. 

Letters of !&10aley, p 53 •. 

.•. p 53. fha. aneod"te 1$ related. f:rcm a letter ot 
Samue.l Woed. 'brothe.- ot -Qlu;lrlefh ·vers1_on dlftert.ng 
ln sene 1.n the wlM'lle is 
:Jon s le·ttel' trQ.."'l to J. w •. --·!Uden; .lf . 
18.36 1n .Mozlev.& of J..s.neunan. ·vol u, p 167• 

l..l 



Melbourne de-cided that. it- vas; wq:· to the. 

He confirmed Professor fd 

Morell as: Be-g1us: of Divinity. 



In the nates to f.bt.rd Disccl.U'se oi'l Decess1'!! _ El1'l4 
. -· . .:•· :., .. 

Cepleaton tlle ot; 

Q.urtesi ty abcut matters re11e;!mu;. .And h$ that 

tt haS 1Ddsetl·been th$ proetiee at f;be· ID<lS'b 

di.vJ.nQs to Useuacle u.s enter1JJ6 iata. such 

apectllatiGite, luittca4 tw a reaeonal,)l.e CU.s• 

gust ot 1n wb1Qh t.op1cs et that sao.l"Sd 

&l'e ·tao otten 

attmt t.s Olfm ma, forced to. sa, 
than the¥ too an e.nqtaJ.W 1nie 

reaeou $,n. religion. 1.s otten to 

or •a disapprGbat.ten of .mt\Jl;Y wh1Qb see.ai$4 

platJ.81'bla f:n5ugh tQ be cormeote4 wtth each 

m$.ta1ned·'2' He tUide at this 

#..n the et tui:b.er" O.J'l;l:rmer and 

.But such ebJec:t1one net .• suggests. be 

against evetJr U.$e of j.n The vew 

ef PJ.dlq abo.ut '' s on predestination was an 

of and .A.rch'ble.hop Kivg baa. a wa.y 

ot reason Whlch would •cheek ana i.weverenc$ ·to­

wa,nis the when we converse 8lld reaaon• H.l.a 

nature ana, attrlbutea. Ktns became on CQ:plestcn• s 

1., 11:n4u1ey into· the dootnnes at !'4ecese·1 tt· and 
(1821) p 115 .. 

2.. lb14, p •. 

;. 



the tb$o.1ogian ot \.7MtelU and lat.e:P t>t Hampden; 

a.ll three were 4el.1ghted 14th '\1lla1i CopletJton tesesaJ.:b$4 as 
ltbg•·a tre·adCQ •tro;a ·atta.o!JI:nent to _. system. or tb 01\V 

par%7•1 , and all tlUYee took up e::.pc$1tloza ot the 

4octr1Dtl' of ar..log:v 

.AU 'tbree also took up l.rHhbishQp nos• e i'tUJQrks abQUt 

the c:t.a.Dger of oonsequellQea. Capleetoa. ncteJ U1 th. or;rtl'O\r$2. 

that f:Xll)g• s reaeoJd.n.g ts w1 th a v1·ew to silence· 

tmt dopt.lcal theolOgy which lmposes upon the 

dutv of rece1 vlllg word:$ tn their l1 teral seue., r.m4 of de-· 

trcm ·t;he:l preclae!lv as oe d.o t• 
are WJd &:."llIJS men•2.. l.t 1e oertainl¥ true tbat reYelat1on. 

is not of woMa; •:tlrOm. t:be de•1vat:t.on ot tb& tem lt. :a.s. 
e.au.ressea to th$ sigb.t• 3. Dootnne mag be eet ta maav· 

ways, 1n ot but the doo-.t.ae the 

aarne. 'nle doo·trlne eb!l-uNe beadd tile worde.. Gc:me ot the 

theologla.ne ·eetm to have stlptJOsed. that 1Ihe 

d.ootr.l.ne vanishes •ben the ca" otanged. 1s an 

tdea communiectea. not trdee4 eace,pt vorae, bUt aot 

1n dependence oa mut tol'mlllaea •sudll.s the nat\11'8 or thaiJ 

1. IbS.4. p 

2. lblda. p 140. 

3. unmans 11ote wr1 tten en a $heet of paper pqted l.ne&.«e. 
the oevel" ot a cow of the flrst editicn ot .. the 
on 1n: t_or _r,l.'ttJ)Ql'titloa ot tbe 
tb11'4 editlcn. ,...__, 1\D dvrc.c. h..re . 



to the Apostl.es of t:J;tuth, wh1cb. 1s cal.i.ed 

Revelation•·. On tlle other hand ·there mq be tcft'lalEJ.e 

wblch cannot be without loss of tor 

example the ls one •. So that acme 

wor.da, scme formulae, must be accepted 1ln their 11 teral 

8llil bei.mg flxeci oanona ocna.eqttencea CQ. sate]¥ 

4educed the . ae)tual wQrtU.rlg -- ccnsequencee like 'The 

Fa 1s God; the son GOd, the Hoq Ghoot a.s God •.1 
· Copl.eston S\lppQ$es that 1f are net aUewed 

to dedueei tbeelQSioai statementG. not the least· $4• 

vantage W$.11 be $,mmedtate ees;ssat1on of •much 

tanFO.fl-ble wr&ngllng that 1S destruettve. of aU t.l'Ue 

so Cop.ltuaton a to the pr$.;.1ple 

of s,cnptura.• 'le must temptation to build 

theories of fl)wn u:pQn of we llave bt.tt an 

1mperfeot 

It we set up theee Aott.QBS ot QUI' o'tlll aa the 

standard ot ta1th, and a peremptor.r 

to all the llltet-ences wbich appeflti. to tl.Ow t.,_ 
them, we· qult· the tile ;revealed God, and be-· 

take ourselves to the idOls our •m bralnS) •· 

1. ,same note. 

2,.. EnQU117., P 141" 

3· lbid. p 141 .. 
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Bere quite reiterating; the appeal. of the 

retorxnation writers. Be 1s qUick to point this out himself& 

in luther,in Cranmer, 111 Ridley, in all the great restorer$: 

of rel.igious truth: in our own countri we recOgnise the same·· 

.sentiment; that to attempt. to know GOd otherwise than' $S 

ed .in Scripture; is a vain1a fruitless:, a dangerous undertakmgl 

The notion that it vas irreligious: to. dis.inter. deep-bur.ied 

consequences from .a witer's woms, to lead forth conclusions from his 

propositiOns, was adoptedi as a $11d appears 

seirerall. of the most wo:dts ot the Oriel theologians. In 

for example;· Wbate:cy;· preached the hmpton: Lectures on: the: 

subject of the Use and Abuse of Part:r Feellp.g in Mattersl of Religion·. 

This .is obvi.ousl.J'. a subject'. vhic,h. might be presented during 

a- time of eBclesiastical' crisls ot- of high theological tensicmt between 

gl'OUpS of divines. But when is no blast of' contmvel'S,Yi raging, the 

.tdea• put forward as an abstract prlnc1ple, .ls one which'. readilq lends, 

itself to latitua:lnariam interpretat1onselt:, CSD\ happen1 that opposi­

tiolll to a theo17J .is represented as an uncbr1st1an:! measure Of' facttom 

and fana t1c1Bm. 

mbe Oriel!. Fe]!loW! men who enjoyed: thelr Common· Boom talk so 

great'Jl:· that :lt was rumoured amongr,Jt the less: glt'ted dons ·that theY­

crammed during the dq for a display of eruditSon·: in the evening• 'rhq 

· ".rare an- intellectualist set' whose relii,;gious attachment to the.'lr 



w$3, almost without.'exception,. something of habit ,even··of accident. 

Dogma; as such. did,not heldlany high p]4ce in· their E;Jsteem, and Wbateq1 i 

Bamptqn·. Lectures witness; ·to,. thisnooderite contempt.- lie was rather like 

Dr LloicJj,' ·Professor .·of Divini cy and ia ter Blshop of Old'ord, who usecl. 

to tel!L 'his pupUs: 1D1ye ·see, .I ·take 1t; that the old Churcb: of England 

mode of handling the. creed· ueilt out-·1dtll Bull'.: Ne·ither Lloyd nor· 

Vhate]¥, however; vould have: thought themselves anyth1ng bllt, orthodox, 
• I I: o I ,' I • I ' \' '" I I ' • ,· ; 

e.nd they bad: a vague that some sort of .is . . . 

for salva tton·. 

A moderate ·"-" of doubtful lasting value. It wU1 
o I o ' 

" 

. disintegrate towards lndU'ferantiam, or grow into a assent. 
• ,' ', ' -' ·; I ,' '·, •." ', 

recktoned to have given up his_ vague belief in"the 
' . . . 

en ortbodoz;r "for.· tb9 .. bf a communitq 
• •, I 

1 
1 : • 

hiS·. t:ne of Du.bltn:. ilhen1 Ne'WIIl8n first 

met him,, bowver1 'Whately was stUl attached tQ the great bod.V oit' 
• ' ' ' • I • I 

' 'I •. 

Angl!can1tradition' deiiving from the Qaroltne 
, o 1 ,

1 
I 1 

' 
. ;teamed 1 the existence of the Church- as . . . ' . 

substantive body of eorporatioD., and those antl-Erast.ian! vlevs· of 
1 ' • I • 

'• ' I 

Church P.>lity which· were one of the prominent features' ot the 

Tractar!an. Wb.atell:· 1!10ved fmm such a position\ in later 
I' • I I I ' • : ' ' • ' i • ' .l o • I 

l!Ue-. When: he delivered. his semo:ns he vas•. in no sense a member of the . . . .. . . 

mQvemant for a re-awaJening of the Church. lt wasJ \d.th a millet:. secure 
' • 1 ' ' I I 

.. . 
and evenl complacent in the theological clime he gave h1s Bampton. 

o ' ' ' ," 1 . . ' : • • I ' ' : ' , : , , • I • 



L.octures; . l.ooktng from h1s eminence upon the 

that l'eSUlted· rel1gtous·41apute .bia 

decided that an dispute must be bM. He · 

that acme dlv1nes ·•1mve but too read.v' to attrlbUte to 

such as 4o· no1; coi.no1de w1 th the1P peeuU.ar view.e •1· the re• 

Jection of the upon which 'the$"· hold ·thee!3 · 

Whatels rightlu sees· that rnarw ot the 'tv 

are set ot to 
the anA leglC$.1 consequences f!d another set•a 

_ Be suggested a st.mple. wag cut ot t.hts dqerous · 

firtea; the. t·o advert to coneeQ.uencef;J., 

The peaoa that will ensue it we on4' take. eveeythUJg at 1 tl)! 

ta.ce value, Will be weli the mental 

in b1s· t>t Bamptcn 

Lectures sUggested. t.nat Hampden bimself may escape the 

charge ot tiersqnal beree¥ he dt<i not realise the 

oon.seql.\ences· of hi..s om he mlght ;vet lead others 

into Whately ha·d tbolilSbt ·of tb1s: 

... we ma:r out azu- one the danger of .the 

ho ma1ntai...'le, 1n case other.s 

trer-n t.bem such as appear· to. us to tollowa 

but .even th!s must be done w1 th gr-.t caution. 2 

1• Whately, Bampton p 119 

2. Wbat,J..v, Bampten Lectu:z-ee, p 120. 
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fear.. tie was· often . restrained trem man the full 

oon::s·equenoas of .b1o theories lest· he pro,e'i too rmteb ai!ld the 

man because of an all teo pride refused. t:c g1 ve .._P Me 

pr1ne1plea am :aoeept.ed their · Af;l Vlh3tel3' -­

p!lt 1 t tn his 

It will oft!;tn men may thus be led . 

actually to sa.gp1: s·qpport raise· (loctr1:nes. 

wh\.oh Gi'!g,l:nQlly tb,ey never tbought ot when i·t ean 

. 'be. made tll.e$:r te them these :Q'e 1nev1 table c.QJl.o 

sequences ot tb.ei·r- prl.n..Q!p1est thesr ma:r be so. 

b1gotsd to thEH.!e, that tban the · · 

pr-av:.S.ses 1 'tb.:e.:; wi.l.l aami t eonclu.e1·onj ,am. tbus 

'!ill been into henq 'b.V lmprudant 

· tien. 1 

Whately, with. his of new things and a healthY 

of the estanlls.hed v1ew ,. tll..a• the .aeresy 

certain]J', t;b.e perhaps, began not \'11. th 

their bUt '11:\ th the chargee &f t.heir 

opponents,. Tba ol'the.do:tt acctteat1ona were accepted l:w the 

aeoused as d&bate, bu.t at tt:rst the 

beU.ev·eD; !n their ex1atenee. The orthcdox mtide . the 

heretics.. In ·tbe sehelast1.c t11sputes Haznpden notices tbat 

'·•· I b1d. .P 12J • .,. 



tbeolegS.ans •·looked more to the ocnsequ.ence than to tb.$ . 
. ·' . 1 

po$1 t1on 1 He llksns the· in tJh!..a!l an 
scbolaet.t.o oenviot!!>d IUs t1rt to \'f:fq 1n 

which a fastens lte vlqt!m with ·!r,t'e meamsr1e eye; 

nth. unw.earied the sought. eut. the mes.t 
( 

•e.s !f, tney were p;rese.nt t!w sun'$o·e•·, 

d:!J;tptita.nt in 'ffl!tn tlu,ttered and 

·9hlfted b.;\ g. tlon. The ga.ze of the 

ev.btle wge et!.ll telldenC7 of 

all b.ie er:rsrte, en« b . .;t;,nd b1m an 1rresist1 ble 

tase1ntat1en te tb:e spgt. whie!! he \\rRS anXious 

to 2 

!he Hampden aeb.Gi:Qg Whateq·_. '1s that 

• ·r.Jlve been 1.tnpttted. as pr1ne1ple.s: of bel1et·u·.} · 

2. I.b1a.· VIII,; }65 .. 
..:·· 

). Ib1d.4t VIII "' .. . 365. 

., 

; 

/ 



PROBLEMS .·OF ANAlOGY{ 

in. his !ett@r to the Dean .of ·raters to 

· ilampdenis:·Essp orl the Pbtlqsophicalf lW:Ldepee·• .and auggests that. 

those who ' are at all acquaillted with the writing of Wa.t as·. then 
' 

called the-Oriel ScbOQl!J would llanediateq apprehend that llampdeD8s 

writ:lnp; 11n their whole: tone Of thought:, both pb.Uosophica1 and 

theological, are a birth of that .School11• the 
' I . 

groUnds and· origin& of Hampden. s ldeas and expressions; :IB ., 
are of Or.:lel. is certalni;: the case with his notioDs about. the 

meaning and of analogical pred.lcatiOn. 

In i82l!, CoplestoDl published his Incmm tn1'9 ·the Doctrine of 
. . 

Necessity and. Predestination • 'llhls ess8jV,i on the use of language 

. ' ill · theologwi is a source book. for s.me of Hampden s thinking. The .. 
thesis of Copleston. was that Ciisputesl are· more often! caused b.1 a 

of teminolog· than 1:¥ a real disagreement of principle. 
. . 

In his memoir of his father, William Copleston; wrate that it. 

•·b8dl long been, a fawurlte theory with the ·autho,.-,that and 

U&ggerated forms of thought; ot knowledge;are 

· etten t-o the equivocaJ!. ot It is apparent· to 

vbo b(ls read something of Hampden that he was acqua1D.ted v1th 

Copleston 1 a vienil; whether f1"01D c:On.versat ton or from . the es&Q'. -Cople­

ston even·.: hints on page X that his .principle might be. \tsed in theolog,vt 

1 Letter to the Dean of Chichester, 2bd edltion1 Postscript,p 91 

2 Memoir of Bishop Copleston, 1851; p 88 



\ihatever 1s tb..ue proved ot Dat\D'81 Jtellgloa, ls 

applicable w analog.v to revealed!t 'i'he 41tt1cultle& 

and apparent 11lCongrt11tles Which belong to tbe one. 

we ought to expect to fiDd .aleo 1n tbe as 

thaV profess to come from the same author. ue sbould 

regard tbem, the:retol'e, ln the caee ot revealed 

reUgton. not as obJections to· 1 ta credi.b:lllta', btat 

as evidences of 1te trutb. 

And on page XI Copleston blmselt propounds the most otte.U.xw 

ot Hampden• s pbtasesu 

God 1s not revealed to us 1n Scripture as he 1s ll'b­

solute17, but aa he 1s relat1velu to ourselves. 

Copleston has 1r!Ded1ate :resort to the work J\rcb))lsbop Eiag 

and tbe meam.ng ot amllogr .. a meamng the Archblshop 

in another work on Copleston links 

the. d1tt1c\llt'1es of w1 th the or analogS.eal 

methods. He rlghtla' 1ns1ste tbllt muon ot the that has 

been 'bl!'Ui ted on the subJect ot pfttle$t1nat1on comes tran too 
rigid an 1.nterpreta;ton ot 1angt1age "Which blJma.fl 

to God. He cites with. approval tbe scholaet1o rulea 

Attectus 1n Deo Q.enotant ettectum. and b..e SE\YS oQli lai'lg11age 

and J.deae ,ot God must alwa.vs be us·ed w1 th due cautions 

'l'heN are the best means, 1Dleea the onlN means we 

have of expressing our thoughts upon t111s atlbJeot: 

at all• but the3 ought MV·er to be used 91. thout a 
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reverential sense of their 1mpertect1an - an4 the 

rule ot lnterpl"etilzg them as re13tive t:c 

selves ls an aSm1Mble preaervattve egas.net UJaAV 

takes and t1es, lata w.blcb men ue led tw e 

on tS.cal. of scl"lpturel. teane.1 

OopleGtoll thinks .f:bat the tt'ideDO¥ to OYeremp!¥!alse the 

natural. attributes of God end to equate wtth rea11t»' 

S.s the errw of the Calv1nlst metb.c4 oZ theelops1ng• 

He le much more eampatbetlc to Luthexa and the sentiments ot 

bee-1tat10D he so etten 

Uerno 1g1tur -c!le cUvUd.tate nuda. oogJ.te.t. setl has 

co""' t&tlones fua•at ... ftwwa "nt rmtt et iaalsslma.. .a - - -- • e. • 

Satanae tentat1onee.a 

!be eOlu,lon .be proposes to euoh ana 
]Anpege, aM the de11verallce from the 1daaa to 

whlcb such language inev1 tabl.l" g.Lves l'le.e, s.s the use ot 
Emalo§, Archb1shop s waa -sa.ve 

Coplee'lon. api.llat the C()ntem.poraw preewnptl:On ant. 

ence when raen talked ·aai reasoned abou.t PJ,'Iedeat1JJat1on Ql:.d. 

t:ree.....rill. and 1 '0 1s tn au.oh a oau.se that he 1s t:ak1118 lt up 

1n his ImU!!tJ. 
I . . .. 

In ract, the out.o:17 tb.J.s mode ot -... 

planation does not appear to SJ"ise ft.ttm a.uu tear 

1. IDQ.UU'-1. P-• 96. 
2. Xnqlll.rN'. p.lo). 



le$t olll" senee ot the· moral attrtblltes ebo!U.d be 

1mpnL"'ed, "but l.Jeca.llee 1t 1s to aGave the 

·d!.ff!culty Wb!ch 1z r3:1sed c.b\:lut t.he to.i'\"1kllvwle.4ee· 

Of God bel.I; \11 tb the n:ee.,...1U the 
prcba.t1cm Of h1• ereatu.ree·, .Qlld thus the 

taftrou.rite pos1t1en ct 

WMle Cople.ston 1s hll:r allve to- the td.dez- SJ.Ur..Uoat1ons of 

t,he doc t.rir..e ot enal.or.v 1 t wa-e lett to Hll1n},det1 to make tb.8 

tlll.leet USe or· the pr1no1ple. He OGen& to have mi.m'68.tl 

Copleston CID. cme v.S.,e.l petnt • the d1ttereDCe between 

e1m11ai'1'C3 and· analogv., 

As Co:plest= potnts oat 1n the lent; notn on KiDgld selmOh 

attached to the tll!ro DtsoQ\U"C·e of the Ing,ul'Z• snalO&Y' ilQQ 

no't mean tile Gat'nEI 'l'd.Jlg a a the s1.m11eri tv t:tf thl•s • b\11: 

tile 1 sblila.r:lt37' or sameness of two rel.at1ons·•.,2 !be mare 

tact ot 4oes· not O!"eate &n!\lo,sv, am. •1t 1e· an 

abll!e ot t.be wd to- speat. l!i¢, and. 1 t leaa.s tc muob 

ct tneught•. 3 Cepleaten reo<;gn.i.see the oontu$1on ot 

1de8s b!aougbt. abot.it. tw Jugg11qJ ot enalogr antl 

•ilQt oDlg 1n po-pular CU.scoarse, btl- tv _ph\loaoph­

ieal and ee1entU1o rn. tor-e ot modeJ'Q. 'ttmes•-4,. am ev•n bl' 

1. Inqu.117. pp.l)$-6. 

2. XbS.d. p.i22 

). lb1d. p.122 

4.. lJ1'lu1iW'• p-.122 •. 



Klr.ag hblself'. 1s dr.:mtigS.na to the proper use ot 
analogy in theolomv. Dte d3.t!ger of eoDtas·lon EU!Dlos'3' 

an'li 1e grcatt:1st in thcolo&V; fotr ha:-e ue h!lve to 

deal with quaUt1,es 'tb:lt •have no form OJ" enstence cf their 

om- as the 'flhcle esse.noe of them consists 1.n their relation 

to scmethlng else • .1 ·we sUde tre:x. thtnklne the relatlons 

ar-e al11te to th1md.l!g that the th\nas be all:t.e. Co tq 

no 41et1nc't1 on 'be.tween BDalogv and r.ese:;:lblsnee, ·we 

lapse into antb¥-opomo.-phteme, that 'tile qu3Utt.es 

ere 1dent1cal •onl$ 1n propopt_1on as the nat·ue or the res­

pecti-ve eubJects to which thea' belq l!llW be :regSJ:Ided as the 

sam& •. 2 There 1$ J too, the dii'f1cu1 t.v 1n theo.lcsv tb.tlt we 

are error 1t we allow oi.U'eel.Yes to tl:d.nk tbat 

actual qualities are the same. Analo§ must be Elt 

all stages or our thlllk1ng. 

Copleston makes the tnterest1ng and perceptive remark 

trbSt ue obJect tc the subatttut1on of analogu tor resemblance 

la olll'· abo1.1t God, not a Jealou.S2' God·• s 

honour, but toJ: ctm" 01'111. We fU1e to dt.soarcl as 
C!1JS.logous all scl'ip'tval retert!Men 'o God as Gntel1.a1 4Dd 

passionate,. but we ftl'e not pvepa.red to aocopt as &mllogo"WJ 

words •eXpressive of .ln!iellectU$1 ana. moral. attrlbutes• be­

cause •we ccmee1V'e a e:lmll.ar1ty 1n tbe nature of man and of 

l. Ibid. 

2.. Zb1d. p •. l3). 
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---
God\ in:: these reapects,and are unwUliDg to ntl1ii<n1ish so·. &! 

pretens.lon sl. Copleston. prepares to adVance a. theolog which: 4enies1 

the possi'bUit,;· of reasoning about the nature of God:, since there; are 

no; \lOrds' Qf tt:e S81le determilmte nottoru1 Vhen1 we speak of 

man·; and ot God. 

Archblshop K11ig1 Sl trJU' pati.ent BD.1 interpreta-tion1 which· 

denied enstence God ... for· E!t:d:'stenee,. too, could not be predicated( 

of map.Coplestonl wlits qut B', Qlbaer argument', and he 

adds a clause stresses; tlia;t he .1s, den.PiJ,g un1Vocd precJ.1cw 
1.. 

atton·. Jut, he denial 01" 1m favour of analDg 

be· can admit olil.Y- 1a· relat.ive deity'• phrase' became almost • piece 

Of technical. jarplll :In the 'Wi>m of the 0:riell. tbeologlans; and meant 

d..Uferent thin.gs accord-ing to the·usel!'e In general it does: not mean 

&! deit.y,· ii.l relationship t,o, qurselves·, but. 

ra·ther f,D; in• the noumensl/phenomenal __ .,:;':;- . 
. : ··)· .. .. .. 

CertalrllY. this is bcv' the pln'ase· used:-::brt Hampden' $Sl 

shaD shev ja,ter, bUt he 1s, fihe·,_most · i'adleall. Of the Oriel noetic& al)d 

Coplestlml dOes- not .go .. as far.. Be w.isheQ: to; deQ· univocal con;. 

cepts; when speaking of God: 

'The lndeedi of 41 p&J:'tieular virtues essen 

as kbldnesa,&enemiJt\i,prwumce, and can-
. . ' 

.not be predicated ot Iii bating. who does: not bear 

the. relatiOn\ to WJ1 which 'W9 ..... 

Coplestoltl dOes aff!nl·. rel.ativ1Q 1:m theolog the extent 

1 lrlqutl7' p 133 



that vze are .to God as 1f He wel'e ell!' Father, not as ear 

fa.the.,.. Copleston, and Hampden attex- bim, in tbe process of 

tbrowlng.otr tb& sohelastlc and logic have dis­

covered that thq -'v$Dce 1n theology without the 14ea 

ot analog:,r.. tis seen Copleston• s use of the Hrd 

1 Ut.eralq·• in the passage Just cited. This word can mean 

•1n a UD1 vQCal tash10l).'· or h91 th &J\1 re.al meamng cmmecte4 

to the '1188 we nozmal]3' use tt cotlld .. perhap•• be 

U$ed conselouslv to avoid,a declslen between these two concepts. 

·aut it is this 4eo1$1on that must be made tble'· 

et·ase ot the 

All the concepts wb1ch we use t.o the ·d1 V1r1$ at• 
. ' 

tributes, even the ot BeitJg .bave been taken 

trem eur knQwleqe C)t· the fi.nlte. order; and in their 

mean1ns all these t1Mte ObJects. The 

problem tb$t the methOd ot ·aml:.ogy te. a(lduced to elu.Qidat'e• 

the tnat Qcpleston tnea. te taCkle, 1s whether 

concepts can be referred tCi» the te l.n 81\V' meal'll:ng­

tu.l manner. te Being 1s te SQ:me -.wable * ·am 

to sane extent· eltpresslble, The ede.na1cn or 
the concept. ot bei.J)g '-s a cenceptua;a. expresslcm c;,t what we see 

to be an adeqQ&te Ulik.s Eill· beJ.Dgs 
. . 

fhus. tar, least, Copleston could go.. 'l'hls 1e the basis. 

too (I of the I analogy• ot tb.e Und dravm l:w Hampden and SUtler' 

whlch ls a fo;rm ot sJJnilar1. ty • 'lhe resemblance cg 



finite th'Jngs1 aln()ng themselves;Copleston. ·thought; results from the 

more fundamenta1 obtains: between: each f.inite being 

and its !nftnite. cause.· 'Dhe patent. resemblance among beings. 

follow fl'QJ!l; the very nature 0£' Each created\ being 

resembles aver,: other created being because each· created\ being 

reseinbies: the creator. The contains; its effect. A to·tal. cause· 

(and ·the doctrine creation demands a to'tal. cause. of. betn:gs) contains 
• I . I 

effect Thus every 1n finite realit¥ is based · 
' ' 

upon. the similarity. of the finite aDd the infinite·, and this similari'ty 
.. 

1s a neeessarr consequence of creative causolity• 
. . '. . ' \ . 

Whe essential distinctioni demanded 1:v Copleston 1 IU"gument 

depends· on a fom of reasonbtg.,. 1'be (oft being or 

Qf any between: the "Creator and, the crea,ture; which derives 

from• the of the total ot the act CBDDOt. be 
I 0 , I 

expressed by the of a predicated of God and Dl$Do 

Being exist 'tn God\ ·.in. a and independent 
I 

and ·in the creature 1n a derived;-secondary and depeudioa 

ent. manner. we must;therefoze; as Cople.stcn:l and Hampden lnsls:ted, stress 

the dif.i'erence between1 GOd and creatUre. 

On·. the other hand'; the meaning of being or pertecti.ont 1s not 

entirely dUferent applled to God or man; $.t is not a 

equiwcal predication. If our modes ot speech all.oved a total.l3.:' 

equivocal!. pred1cat.1on of being or pertectioll! li1 connection with GOd 



and man, should find 61U'Selves: having .to SQ that either man1 

does not exist, .lias no being,. or that Gqd does. not exia·t. 

'So 

Neither HampdeU! was prepared to doubt his t)wn existence. 

nor were the7. prepared. to doubt the existence of God. the Creator. i!hey dld 

not'. intend t,o, the .predication of' being ( and ·they did not stop to 

C9DSider the. as to whether existence is a predicate! or not) in1 

a uni'u'oeal BUt· .. '1ntont.i6ns do not alLways work out. T.hey seem in 

practice to just this. idea ·or a 'relative demands; 

explanatiom that neither Copleston Hampden·. could attem.p1; because 

neither had a proper of his tools•· neither could give m: adequate 

account of' the eoncept of analogy.· 
i 

Hampden s vork l.ed Olll to the further questior.u iDoes, the . . . 

predication·; of perfections; even give Us e:ily knowledge 

of. God? 1 • In finite order we can: cmnpare baing& ·among themselves,. 

measure one thinm against finite and infinite tbere is no 

c:;ow.parison ifliB. Wa do not knov. the int.in:lte in It 

seeJ;D ·that. if we can that .creatures are like GOC4· wa should be able to 

SQ. that GOd .is creature91e·We have in the end be content with the 

acknovlec:tgement that the we recognise between Creator and 

creature is so great as to our recognising also that there·· is . . J...k - . . 
a great _d1ssSmUat.tty, .We are be1ng._.·.Ve al'e! unlike m the manner 

of Tht.s•IJll13; be enough to safeguard\ the lulnour of God.RsmpdeD at 

least thought ·so. We are at aclmowiedging the problear f'or which 

analogy; WB&\1 It ve make necessa17 dlstinct!onr;J betweem UI11'Voca1 

and equivocal\. pred1cat.1oDl those who do not, like HampdeD and the Oriel men 



vUl appear to have destroyed the val.idlt.'f of theo:tog,w· as a: science. 

Like' the Psuedo-DenisJheyvill appear-.- to bave set out a proot' that. 

such predications! as 1not-good1 . and .1not-w1se1 must be applied to; 
GOd, or like the give the impress:J,olll of. 

reducing :the af'f.lrmat.tolll 1GQdi is: lJ1ving1 to ail. 1G0d 1s not not-­

lliv1ng1. 

It kno1i81 that. God exists, knows; something about- him, 

and can beg.ln1 to talk about hime One. may not know much-, but one bas; 

a· for rat1onail. discourse which tdl!l. not.J.navitab],t-· 
• 

involve! o.ne in or· tautol!og1es• One can hun\ the 

onc&l one that it' exists•· even though one ls• 1ga.orant Qf 

· so1 important an as3 that .it is af Boo3um. : . 

;J:t; 1s the task of the. respon$ible Christian; theolOg!au: to· 

the meanmgfUln·ess; of theol!og.lcu statements} Newm&D!. puts• the: 

matter..· 1Dt an; Be, tha.t the various terms; 

,.sed; im T:rtni tat1aD theol:Qgyr may; by their· comb1Dat1on .in1 theologic81 

structures:· glu rise' to· fdeas• which\ are; altogether.;·novet and represent: 

an adyance 1n. even· in• themseljes. eon 

.. to 'tie of temporal charactel!& · 

it is tbat such\ no1 of.' 

Divine Nature:t those· figures; vhatewr.- am,1t. 

be whether.· our senses, can' be proved fD· 

Nal. idea' of matter. W. knov, spealdng .is: the 

exiStence Of' the lmpres·s.tons tha-t: our senses; make• Ol'll UBJand pt; 

31 



we .·scruple not to speak· as 1f ·they- conveyed te ilS the 

.. ot mater1al Let then, · th$ · 

eathclle J>Ggmas;. $8 be Bdm1$ted 'o c:envq 

true of .God, but cnla' an earthl.;v one, 
gained frf)f.Il ·ea.-thl.N t1gures. Pl'OV 14ed i:t be allQwed,; 

•n the Qther tbat thE! seas$tt Ao ut to t.uJ 

tr-ue idea ot matter:, but on1.v an 14ea 

with r;Jensibl.e 

1'h1s is ut an arpent tcr total scept'-(31am, even fc 

reliP,ous agnostic'-Sm. FOJt .ue-. goes. on to shew that there 

'-s a certaln the 1dea:J thctJgb. 

an4 1 ts arcllet_n,e • 2 in sJ;tCh a that .tdeS: be• 

longs to the 111 a •• to eazatblv 

14e!l; in such tbat. th,e·s.q.,a is the. ·approach that 

los posslble to homo v1ator. · · fhle much even ati.rnitted . 

he spake ot eee1ug iWW iln· a glass rl@kls', bUt 'then f$c$, 

. to .• Meanwb1'-e ·we aliQwe.d sJ1Ql.l te the 

t.Nth as tma.gee Bl.ld tiguraa may us·o .:l. ·In · , 

ot !l1$ letters S!J.ewa ,w;bat 1;t 
. . 

tion when he like!UJ our knowJ.edge of divine tblngs to that 

a chlld wbe has told tha$ an ox. 1s .a c$lt·•e Tbe 

1•· Oxford 1Jn1 versi\Y Sermo•• XV,. 32 

a. Ibid. 33. 

). 3.3., 

;;ollll 

·--



.1nforma.tlonl. that W1 have 1s alD. that we .raqulrEJ'; a:tl that. Wl 

can· bu.t it is not tile whole truth. 

ln1 Wbate1J1 s· .. of Kmg1 s Discoutse on. Predestinationl -- an edit-

1on11ilhich;. he sayer; vas1 occasioned· by the: 1higti' commendat.ioD 1Jer,r justlY.' 

&stowed .it b.w Dr Copl:e•ton•2, and which was·. the ed1t.lon Hampden .read' 
' . 

.in1 for:· his bQok the Pb1IqsopM.cal! lWtdence3 -

the maiD to Ktngis; vlev Qf the subject as:. the; 

1 suppos1t1oni • that the moral. and tntellectuail. attributes; ascribed t;O. 

GOd· · are· not to- ·b8: unde:t .. S'toc!tdl as: the m Him: as1 

are us, but merely,- enallog1ca1 representatiOns, prec·epts· which 

direct US'- to 1mitate· the div1ne. pertecttonSI wUJ. be nuil:lU.led14; s!nce 

.it iS: Jmposslble to the unknom. 1n1 

op1nior11 tbat we}kriov izr1 relatiom f'b, that ls, 

His actions men, . that God is 1 this; sense--; a relative deit$. 

Therefore} our can·.oons.$.at .in: .imitating; among ment thosel 

relAt.lve actmns: of God! mem \oJb.ich W> nave grasped in a relative 

ot the case does> not aJih,w an absolute COJ!lJil1.lni:cat1on 

ot absolute morall SUpPorts; KingS,- and WbatB']¥. su-pports: 

Cop:test:I:Jn 
6 

in sugges-ting that moral 1n, GOd· Qr mElD 1 

in the1:r;o effects, and onlyi a relative exis·tence'7 

1 Publ.ished.l833 . . . . 
2' Discourse of Archbishop K!Dg,. ln1P..-oduct1orll1 p 4S3 
3· cf, EssQ Ph!l!osQphical Evidebcei p 18 .. 
4 p 455 
s: Cop];es,fioD; no.te t,c, l}lscourse' p J.28t.· of lnc:p1iry. 
6 Discourse ( ed. Wbate:cy-) p 470 
7 { ihate]$1s p 455 



.. 

' For Whate!T,anci for anaJ»gv.; 1s an thing; it is a 
' 

WQ" of saying that we had better think and act as: ur things. were univocal. 

uhUe suspecting that they are equtvocai.This is dOctrine, 

taken as it is :InconClusive writers, is but a shadow of the real 

concept of amU.ogy-. 
' . ' 

Thus tn Whately's !J;ements of Lode, the theory of analogieall predlo-
. ' 

ation1 is put forwardt .in a versiOnl that:;only a latitudtnariau· could have 

entertained. Wbatel,y• vhUe assuming the :illf1nite Q.U:ference betveenl 
. . . . . ' . . 

.t:mite- and intlnite ( though be never makes'. this plain) manages; to suggest 

that we may Se9) the reel of' analogy;- 1D theological matters; .U w 
. ' 

consider tw men; are said to have the 'same' disease· 1 it they are 

precisely 1n of tbeir they do not .1n fact 

. suffer One see where emphasis on 

·resemb]4iee·. WbUe 1lt1 one part of his essq WhateJJr def'1nes an1 analogous 

tel'Dl! as one 1whose single s1gn11'1eat1Dnl applles :wttb unaquall 

. . ·than one 1 at in another he 1 t'l.ft) or tnol,"e things 

by Whately sometbles slips, therefore, 
. ' 
into that Coplesto11 had a·ttempted to agains.t. 

: . 2 Ibid. p ).3.3 . 

3 Ibidiii .P !68; cf King:, Discourse, p 47l: 1by WB:J of res·emblance and 



on Whit SUDtia¥ ,. 1821. Whately I then a Fellow or 
px.-eaChed a se- to the Un1.ers1t7 on the Leam.t.• 
in ll&tteH _ t.t B8ii.gt!J!.1 He begaQ. detsQtipt1cm- ot ,-

. • • I • • • • ··• • •" ·"." • • • • I 

ot the to_ whom st. PaUl 

The whetel8 eupposeQ. wt;t:re 1\ltPloal ot the Greeks 

in the7 were di$posed to set a :high valtJ.e en the 

deviqe·s of 011 .rhatOJ'1c ana. phllosopJ..v. Bow 

_· J-hetmQ and pbilosoptw ma.v au vera -tor pagans, but 

rn.tela' was sqre tat •·-e1.1qh wol.\ld bave been a 4e1J'aclat1on 

ot the Gospel, 8114 would ha1ie -tended to the ot 

1ts trutb.•.2 He c11scusse4 whether who would preach 

1n the ml.gbt- not lio well to reUnqUlah the 

-_ human aide tile.v so etten empl_.. · 

/ 

Hothln8 can be Jttet tban the 

, c1et1on of all re11ance •• htnnan means, as of them­

S&;Jlves sQtfl.c1eat; the preference ot Dlf)ral t() 

1Dtellectil61 quaJ..U1eauon.s;- . acid and 

pi..etv • to- · and &n4 the cau.1;1on not 

te· exal. t 1uanan reason to a level with d1 vine reveia-. . . . - . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

the God to be Judged 

bu b.v arrogant. anA 

elgbtecl 

1. Five Sermons on SeveJ"Al Occasions• Oxtf)rd, 1823. Berman 

2• sermon zv. p.lO'I 

.3. SeJ"mon xv. pp.,112-3. 



·"' 

There 1s, however'•· the comp11cat1on;. that 1f we tellci1 

the example ot· Sto ln. h-.n accompl4• 

mente and te ·U4tat.e. the. manner of·propagatlDS. 

the revelat1()ll O.f God, we· soon 4i.SCQVel' have nat .... 
' o : a • • 

' 
To claJ,;m J,.nsp1rat1Qn 1s a wa; or 

.. 

' . . . 

'be vte ot •ises , 

. orig1nall3' from 11Xio·i•nce.. am tr=. cU.$taste 
• , , • 1 

ot whether tt to • to a .baa• aDi 
. . ... 

et the Apo.stle•s or 
. . 

is the ottspr.tz;.g Blld c,r 

Gi' 'he$e 1e ilo 1$ . 
, likel$ .to •P ()r ·te the exertlons. anc1 

. . . . . .. . \ . . 

t0 . detea• the ;;;t the hearer IUld 

ot 1 . 
Stq aiSd reae,C!d.11ng become dut;y • wQrth-

less such when employed to-,.. purposes., lt be­

oomes lezm.O,bled azu1 when.di"cted bJr a pious mind 

towards a goQd obJect; a· ... 2 

1. sermc;r,. tv. p.. 

. Serzncm XV. PP• 12.2-3. 
\ 
\ ., 
I 

... 

. i 



w+th 1 ts hints the. practice. Qt . . 

that while Whate\f is in. 
. . . 

pr0lllot1on of lea:tmed and .usefully studitd .. l,'la:fj 

an intellectualist '-n matters of rel1g1Q.n., He .g1ve·s· a .w,rJii.!lg 

·our reason must be kept contl.'ol., . We be af.l'(ious 

.• the erx-Q:r ot. tey1ng mystenes ot religl()Jl 

'by the rult;ts. t)t (Jt })Gldq · decrees ot 

bN' the ·standaz-Qs ot 

Thts i.s emJ.l:leJl.t;l;\1 sane ... VIlla tel,- here a 

point of Froude that we m\J:st net be too quick to .. 

revelation g, 
' . 

pre$en1is us. acgoi'd1·ng as .it is 

able or to our.preeonce1ved.not1Qns,·•expaain1ng . . . 

e:r mod1t71ng, · a .w11ib 
. . . . . 2 

eur own B:at the 

this warntng 1s .qu!tf;! the as that latex- 111 

,roude. f'roudf;l was eJ)gBgetil, 1n .the dete!;lc.e scrt'ptura1 

against the attacks of reason; Wha.tely assumes . 

t?Jt and. the precess ef' 
0 0 

When lle et 1. t is nat B!ld , 

th1n]t1ng Qt,, bu'fi .. · enQu!ra. 

.. Ess&a on.the .l'ecullartt1es,or_the· Chr1st1&n.Rel.lpon1 
.. - ' .. . . . . . .. . . . . ' . . . . ' . . ,·· . - - .. . .•. -

publ1 shed tw() uears atter the ·sermons • he tak.es his attack on 
• ' ' I . •. ", . ' 

Christian a little 

1. aer.men pp• 

2. B.ermon p. 121.. 



In tbe third or these whateb' begine 1;11e 

_Jte.liltlcm between. nattll'&l and· rev$Bleu ' 

e!thies al'ld natural reu-.on :maN be 

to to the aature alld the: 

·Of v . but to engage the _feelings Qn the · 

same side;. be1qe tn an i,7Gpeo1al to the 
CJOaft 1 1. ... e • 

Wh.ateJa admits that ··tt 1s .tQ ·. 

.• blat •s,_ imrqlvea.. so paul, 
. . . 

sa,s; liS :·w;.•h the prQndse ot 
ledge of QIWlet w msq ·E!l person, !h$ 

. ot "Clu:-is.t1ant tli as a pe:rst>M;l ln 
, . . . . . . . 

sf}nse that J. t w&$ ·founded by, to-; EJ. Person, was 
. . : . 

aot an idea ':o tha Qrl.-.1 but 

\'188 one iaiatie -and t7Ji10h W8.8· Vi.S<WOU$_;.. 
. . 

1q by bdth JJeWIDSZl and lteble. He-.nan in descnl)Uig . . . 

ot notice$ e·spf;M)iallN 

that . ·• t'rmDaS$ ot ass•1; wh$-ch we gt.ve 
. . 

to reU81owa dof)triil$l the pi'o"Qab1tit1es . 
. . 

wbich 2.nt.ro4uced ·1 t2 BQtl$1'' a aU.•· 

.. of: 
. . . . . . . . . . ( 

· wh1oh ti•· is· worked st ta a fUUy 
. . 

1. ltsSS¥s iome qf Pe.cullart·tlee ef 'tt.e O.bii.stlaA. 
oxtorti,. p. 166 . 

2. 

. ·"2... lb1d p··lfll ·. J . . . • . • -iT• 

':·i 



· ·· · 

..... 
' 

Ue1th .an&\ ·Lcwe towarae an 1h 
' ' . 

. ' 

QbJeC.t·, reC,eivea. 1n tatth Pncl l&ve whi.e.h rende• it 

raaeo$ble ... as 
. . .·i . ' 

the· vpent . tram 
pembU1 t¥, 1n the QJ-· rellp.cn,.. became a%,\ 

which (>ne ·term 

Gf tJ1e l . 

Whatelq wa$ his ·to 

. "·--an l;>u.t Kable 1s ue$.ng the same 

lfeble· frem ·the o1 toilf!>\tlng 

$A hl,s ot p-.,tbg -$eems near to F1d$1sm .• 8JJ4 

'bl.s le wl\1 Uesan, theugh he saw· its \lQr.der, tet was · 

n.ot aompJet$]a M:Pl\Y s.b<J\lt it. / 

$\ aU 41Spii.te Vi" 91 the 

Z&'ll X &lee .of it: ii\Veelt ;2 lNt was 
! 

414 :gc tQ th' J;'OO,_ :Qf the 
. . 

Jl was ooeu.t1M reUSS.otJs., d$;,4 1;1et eYe!l 

to 3 

. It· was W.s presence Of beaufi3' 8lUi thla absence ot· log!O 

wbi._,h l.·ea. !lewrn..an tc f()!'mul;Ate ·the f 1rst enpree.$1ons ct ·the 

:t.Uat1ve Sen$e.. WJ;lateb',: too .. went tbl!ln tb$ 

1. Ib14. 

2. In VII!• 

). 4polog.la,. ·P• 20 •. 



Keb1e ot :PSI"Sonal $tfe.ctJ.Oll. be1Dg ,,.... . . 
-· ·volve4 ·aaf $Fetems reUf;d.oa.1. 

.wblc·h roa$.Gn Q$11 BeC&US$ 

·.he 

Ohrist1a.n1t:/.• Whate:cy have .,_otb111g to w1 th na.ttm4 · 

. theol4g:r \71 tb tlle J'CtbUs ... s$ fO'f- hf!J temoli$ 

-.. a "bastness · ·tha1;: etashed. . &$ on. other men• 

·uaa. on the sp1ncil¥ c,r a ·r.,om 
i!io· •tall' . practlaa1 

of the · Revelation. liJ JJ.Qt se mueil ot 

_i'ine ot Here 1e an atlcipation · 

"' 
. men, . abQ\.tt tnaAV tb!QBSJ tbW 

. are al\?a;VS seek.lng B.fteJ;t :fresb on wblcb. 

bilvtl Uttle qla!m lte th ClceJiQ2 ·tbat men 

:espeo1a.ll3 · Jl!.Cldt:>n 

. . iD'CUfal]$ curious 
-a natu;'e Qd-

1s t JiQt ·that men seek 

some euperbUlTJan means &t on ESQbJectll! so 
·to · Q.Ui'i9$1\Y., ·s4SI· mu:ch 

their JX)rrere73 

1. Ee.se;r :tU •· 11.9 

2. 

). ES$&q JV. P•· 



Speculation 1e to be shu.nned becauese it lgnc.ree the malll­

ot Gctu e t-evel.atioa.. The dogmatic theOZi.•s· ot those 

Chr1$t1ans who· seek mwe .bowledge ot God than 1s at once 

apparent 1n S.eriptt.lro c:bib1t a want of 1•eterenoe to 

human eenAuet .- ·thed.r bein.s pr1aoipalla' to attract 

emQ. amu.se an tnqt\i.s1 tlve miDi • .1 btela' paer;ea in rev1ew the 

religlcma, and. then ecmes a Uttlf.t her.oec 

What a mal t1 tu4e of 1dl.e· legUds io we me.et 1n the 

nomtsh c·hurob, that mve no mor-a 1'-&teNnce to precttce 

than th$ heathen .qrthologyt2 

" fh1s 41eposee -ot all ft-cm the Cruth, a.:d 

Whate]¥ l'i'.OVee toftBl.'l.i to tho t.U.scuss1on of the poPE'4' a ttl tud• 

revelation. Here (whose cow ot the .Essays I 

have been U&1Jl8), has rnexakett. two paesageo wh1eh tnte at tbe 

ot· s nrswnent a 

.Both reason and ·e.apanonoe shew that tt is the obftQUS 

IlOliey o£ an !IllpOstor, am th$ mo$t :natural delusion 

oz a to tzaoQt .\DUOb. curious and hldclt;n 

rclat1ve to the d1Vlll9 operat1ono, beyoDl 

wmt "':.B ·conducive to practloal i.Mtwction-3 

lt toll,0\16 .from tbl.s thnt a. real revelation is unlike]¥ 

to be much oc.oup1ed .tn to cunoe1t;-. 

1. IV II p-.189 .• 

2. Essq xv. p.l!J2. 

}• Es983 lV .: p.l9). 



It t..s axiomatic tbat God w1ll reveal something not to gratlfU' 

o• intellect btlt to gu1de as. in rlaht cotducta 

lt rDS;Jf be sas.ci 1114eed, tbat the trial .ot our faith, 

hum11i v a.nd camour in asaenting, on el.ltt1c1e:nt 

Qothorl tv, to qrsterlous doctnnes, 1s a wortll..v a.tl4 

tit purpose, tor which euoll dootrl!les ma,y be revealeda 

tbie !a undo'Ltbtedla' true 1 ana. the purpose ma..v e'i'.en b& 

tatrJ.N reckoneD a pract1cal one, slnce eo good a moral 

effect restll's from euoh 

Xt Vllll be seen tbat a great deal 4epen4s on Vlhat is 

meSJLt l:w' a Maeonable ellqtll1J7 end reterenQe to pract1ce.. It 

J.s poss1'ble to make a cletence tor olmost eVeJ7 theological 

enqtUry wlth the argument that the· ano:re we learn anc1 know of 

God the more we shall love IU.m. Specul.atS.on la therefore 

aligned to a 8f.lPPemel8 practtcal result. And if this seems 

too sp17 an SX'gWnent, thls 1s because ot the different 1nter-­

pretatlcms that are put en reasOIUlble tbeol.ogtcal enquUW. 

What is Xn these \1hate]¥ avolde real 

d1aauss1on of this orucs.al point.. fbat Berman scored the two 

passages I bave jttst quoted wculci suggest that he 1nte;rpreted 

them to mean that 1n the e!d man DUlst .bamble b11:1selt before 

Gad•e a'eVelaUcn, acJmowleage the tbls t1BS a.lwovs o. 

maJor element 1n Devzman• a theolog.v. He oas alue.ys conte.D41ng 

the of too curious a reasl)n, what be called. 

1.. Seanc:m IV • p.195 



'the· WbA'el.v that 
.:, . .. 

allan alwa.ve .rsna·s;n ·l$Ul wo\llci net b9 .ID$il· 

. J;ru.t ClOd. the n.atlll'e ot _aqa. <tld p\lzile :and elude !1$.8 

tut th$-s li\VS,ei.'lCltusnesa __ , as t• as· tt. 

mv-tblng, a. ot thcJ· doo-..1ne. 

X do no_t •• tllat s.t 1$ tNe beoaQ$e 11: J..s 

.that tt cannot "11JB 

1· 

B ... t .. *U.e Whatfl:ll.y .ttees the .,h$ cQlQI)flnd to 

ceaee ·&IJ4.tUo17• sees 1n it. an tbat we-lil\is.t 

leek as •s: 1a tho 

lt not tea.time_., ·of tjhau;a 

b$ our to the w.-.;i,a" :tluQl te CUJ' 

gu.lde in a 
The trta tt;rt¥tex7 be¢am&s an a.vpent 

fbts ls not •t ·tueaat. at. -.u •. 
In tile . §FGRs ot . Ron!anle pui'41$be4 #.il 1830-, 

-- . ·- . ·; - .. . .. , 

a ·book based en eOJ!le 6# bls ,_ · 

$he.wa wba'f: he meallt b3' fl\VSt817. He Cletlnes· JJW'Sfieriee as 

• -not 'b¥ human J'eaecm. ))\lt macle -- }W 

revelat1c;m. • thls detlnita,Qll tbe -em.pbasis -is 



on the maJ'iQS ot a awete17 'llOt W&e. concealmen't blit the 

CU..sQlosiU".et.l A\Yste·nes tbel' •e• 
once revealed, To tb$t wll$1:. 

Ckld h$8 is as S:Ullu revealed ·as pesSlble to olll'· 

m1.Q:'ls• that 18, U1 f.EI.C)t, ·aw. left :atte, .-evel•· . 
atl.on. mere ·toQler:.n · 

am..- · , · tl .. tabt· ··· ab81JIId . · · sum tu,Q11S an4 ··. . , 4ife.,._ 
... 1,£;1, . . . e, . . . . . .. . pre .. . p . . . , . 

spec:nll.attms· cpt (·net all ef 

members ot .. the -ish ·wb1cb. are eaten,,. 

atton a meiancbo:b' ot . the .. ft't4 t:s of tb1s 

as to the JIAV8ttW1ea ·• tble· • 

1on $Ji0ln tr tMt 1.s 1n Obr1$t• • 2 . 

'1'h$ &$stJr.Lpt1on PUetew:, QJ1ce le ·p1fll\ta "­

al.l, leads to dew o.t ·•·tho· 

ot otlle.i'e• bei!lg ov to tbe ll8Xt uo».1d.•·a 

qa-.ot advance OJ1& beuCld ano'-r , ... 

are bq0D4 

reach" ot the bWnaa taculU;e.• &l$QS$the:r..3 

they' appear to 4#-ttel' .. plet·e-

17 here.: mtq be $aid to 1i!o epee •t m-.. 
cannot .. the m_rste,1es ot Gfx\ -. Be ... 
te'lealed BUt Wl¢1e What.e]3' tllat l$ 

1, ot .Romalll$D,. 

ot 
,.. Errol's ot .Romantszn, 



tmmecuateJv U1teUtgible lts newaan t;b.at 

the h\l!illln-m1D4 be- eet te the- tul1 

ct .!."$ve8le4. · 1s not. a -$tetLO-e at 

·th$ Cbri$tl&n tJ;peO'Qlati.en <)n_ the -qt OOd 18 

qUite .41tfet-e·n.tJ. . · 

.... thO•- mln£} rea.eons ou.t a series of 
4oP.t1e- statements Qne troa 't -bas 

-.done. am mge.t do,_ not tram ---thE;)$e. 

tak@ tberl1selyes,. a$ l¢g$.F propc.;-ttons* lJUt as -

- betng (ae lt} v 
. ·tlv.lt \Vh1..Ch 1$ to whtQh · 

a ·pr1n .. plf3-,. 

the reasol'11.ng; w:h!eh .ZU>·. :baS arur 
$t •. 1 

the d!tterence between attitude ;to· tho revelation . . . -·. - .·· .,. . .. , . ... . .. . .. -· -- .. . . . .. -

1n s"ripture ana. ·that ot c-. suoc1n¢t;l7 -seen in. one 
sentence Ne\$n.• 1;1 16,43 on P.eveiQpnent a 

*.Phe '$&netle$ as well as 

formants .1n the. 1rl<ltl1rf; tl'le7 at4 thea-

mt 
' 

Wb.Ue.r- 1$ with et 
,. . ·:r 

-the tt i#ves .,a:t . . .. 

' 
XJ., p._]34. 

2. xv. ;p._,,,. 



practical 1nterpretation of eaeh 6..oetr1ne ts ever to 

be the truest• ,1 tor Enman Cbnstiamty !a 1a l'll.e ot ta1th 

as ae or conduct•2 anft wn the ot 

revelation a& well ae the teet. 

Bo-w tl'len a1 .. e the eert;,tures to be etlld1ri?. WbatelT 

his s.r, .. mrer 1n o. eolleotio.n of Untve.t'Bl1W seJJiW>DS 

lished 1n 1828. It 1s not t5 be eup;;10sed, htit l11'1.teet 

•••• that great ptn-·t ot them eone1et of' a SCf'rri.es ot 

pcrplenr.:s diftlcu.lties, Gervir..g onJ¥ to 

the 1nG·e:;.t.'!.it:f cr in cx=Ueee 

ant! or all 8!)pl1cnt1or .. 3 

Fbthel'l the Scriptures are be to discover­

the fact::. of· r-ev-elation ent'. we O'l.\ght to theee tacta to 

be ( t?t:atel.N' :cever ceases to oe,y) •·net matters o't speculats.•e 

ty 'but ot p:r.tsQt1csl impor·tsnoe•. 'C7lla.tr.l3' 1s able to 

tii.smt.se the <J,U.estion ot truth cr tale1ty the Galv!nlat1o 

doctrJ.ne ot Z?J.eotion 1t r1ghtl;v v1ewed1 he. considers 

1t te shem bu:t a epeet!lativ-e thing, aD! theret().a-e not 

to be pe.rt ot God • e to us. he reg&:'ds the 

ot !ILputed. sin and l'1ghteOlJ3nes$• as •altogether 

and Pl.au.ei.blc, the dcetrln9 1s 

GUSp1·::10l.lS]¥ And tJ.U.s pt.Ate Vlbatela on h1s 

1. Essay tv of Peoul1&r1 Ues ot the P• 218 

2. !rflc t LXXXV • p4l34. 

3. on Di.t'f1cu1Ues 1n St. PaQJ.. vu.. 

4• Ibid. p.l89. 



. 't-J 

is no more 12:1 m.8iW Cl$part-

.m$nts et stuvj especiallt. 111 the-., .. 

-swevalence ot a love egstem over the leve ot 
The uin ot theo:l()gleal Wh$\tel3 

Sllpses, 1a in the ·malt1pl1cat1on of tezims, 8114 the 

reference at to v.rOrd.a ll$ed b. sc.-.tptiure• 

it wotU.d have be'ter- ,t., the tU'at.;. no 
.· . 

··. 

htld b.eeD. lnt9 vste.ms ot 

And be that the te:rrn • ls ao.t to be . . 
1n S91"1ptare, .t_. text.e mean 

••etl:al:ng with Qu.zt systemEJ • 
· As 1 t · 1s. 6ne of the best tb1s 

woul.d te ·van tJt.- to time 

our ot 

For· t!achntcal terms give the i.,mprese1en of $bsolutes in 

thecl·O&V ., And these ··oBAn.ot ·enst. we Jle\tEIJ' have w• 
tb1ug more t!wl a. kQ.Qwledge of wb,a't God 's•· be.ea.ue 

al:;L bis l$ Jte:Latlve tt with the .l'e1attons: 

GOd and anti e>t the praotleal tw.thS 

•o• the dopa,lc deman4 ab8()1Ute and 

f&UiN certain kn(;w1$d!$: ot •'the real sta'te or things 9 • 4 we 

i• P• 1$9. 

-2. Ditticul tles 1n Pa'Ql,. 

3· p.190, 



-· 

must :rejoice in··,our lac..lc of this \.Ulcertainty itself ls 

a proof· that we are not :tn error: 

.-.. for 1f we obtain a full and clear things: beyond 

the reach of human faculties, it cannot fail to be anl erroneous 

not.1on1 

l.eads on1 to a discussiOzu. of the reDtive deit_w· which Hampden' 
.. 

up. Bampden1later was to emphasiSe' that the scriptural!. revelation•· 

is rather a record of God's dealing with men than: a description of His 

own: nature. 

It w.1l!L become apparent in a later sectiOm that Wb.ate]3'1s: naturalistic: 

and reasonable appraacb to the content of revelat!oD!. and the mode of 

being of a mysteri· was lU- Hampdem and of the Orial!: 

theologtans. 

1 D.Uf'iculties: in1 S Paul, p221 

...._.· ... '•-



PROVOST, . . 

I Priva'te; Reason and Faith 

Ins a sermon preached in·! the university church•· on l.:,l November,. 18381 

Ha'Wk.Sns outlinedl a· v.iev: of the relatU!n be tweeD reason and' 

faith'; and the relat1oD.1·betwen··. the individual and the community of 

the Churche V&s not, a new. subJect with biJD. Nor ·was; this the 

last t.1me he was. to embal'k on1 its deacrtption. He developed his ideas 

st:W. further the 'Bampton; that he gave 1n 1.840• It. S.s 

· to· how far• Hawkins:; haSJ reacted ·against the v1ev 

8t · Whateq that has ·been> mentioned'. · 

liavkins· has nQ 1Jitentiol1l· of being ranked with those who throw avay 

reason .in the enthusiasm of faith. He is· no fide1sto Be! is not making 

an attempt to dS,spossesa reason• He v.Ull not admit> that tbe Refo1'111-. . . 

ation leaders were cor.rec.t 1D their es.t1mate of reason 1 s 

·conditioJrlaDng fallen bumaillti'• Be wil!l no·t admit' a totall. distortion. 

or 'wreck of this: facultq:· 

. the very gift of tbe· faculty of Reason-, a·; 

strong that· ve ought not·, to prevent its being, 

exsrcised.weak and ve are,tbere is not 

&q· oile of our natural. ·faculties or· of pass.ioDS1, 

which ve should endeavaur to. eradicate. 

correction· they all requlre;extirpation• 8lld ext1nct.$0n: not 

one of t;bem2 

l of frivate J:u,dgement, Ox:f'ord, 18.38. 2'lbid. p u 



; 

Hawkins has no love of the .irrationalist: 1let no one tell you1 that 

ReligionLis na.t witbilll the of your •l.He knoWSl that 

there two kinds of meD vi:io tdlll assert that reason and religion. are 

ent1re]Q. even that they are living negations of one another. 

·one #.8 the ra·tionalist who vishes· to bJ breaking it 

against the rock of reason. The other is the fide.f.st tlho wishes: to 

p;reserve religion' from· the frightening pouers of science and log:ic: 

·T-he unbeliever 1s fond of saying; 'l-ri.th a BD.eer of the 

truths of revelatio1ll that they are the objects of faith and 
2 

not of Reason, and mistaken adopts the error 

This idea, is repea.ted· in the Bamptoni Lectures: 

J.i'aith· is invidious]$ contrasted with Reason: and the 

of our mora:t ati'ections vith of the 

as u· the principle of ,...aith excluded argumentat.iOit,and the 

heart's being right, the judgement must of be so1md
3 

He .is herel addressing those tirruid1 who so refuse 

to; investigate the power of reason to help them 1n the comprehending 

of RevelatiDn. 

1 D!lty of Private Judgement, pl!2 

2 Ibid. p 12 

3 ikltrtusJUrti The Principle means of attain:ing Christian Tmtli, VII,. p222 



H'a-wkms' case is that Rational-1Sm is itself unreasonable.It does not 

take account of all the elements of the situat!oZll. m· which it is 

attempting to work.Reasoni wuld have teld the Rationalist11t he h$1 bem 

humble before its di.c.tates, that a divine revelation1 wuld be 

expected to aontam ideas and concepts far surpassing; the e:xperiemce 
, 

and mental!. of unacco:mmodate& man: 

.ls plainlJ' a perversiOlll of Beason:. to make our first instrument 

of knowledge the measure of every other, to make Jeason the 
' . ' 

judge of; revelation, one gift to shut out another.o 

And it is an e.buse which is boundl.ess• in; its: principle 

and in its effects may be fatall.; neither revealed doctrine nor 

.inspired writing is excluded from its· operation; and even1 .. 

Heresy, .is not so. much. its natural result, as Apostasy and utte;o 

Unbeltet·;. 
1 

Faith the exercise of our reason and juSgement: 

:SW Beason; 'H8 examine the evidence of Revela t1on·;. by: va 

scrutinize and in.terpret the language 1n which its truths are 

conveyed;. by Reaspn we apprehend the meanmg ot the 

in which revealed truths; as wlll as all others; are expressed2 
' ' 

Reason·. is to exam2ne the evidences:, preliminaiy to belief, 1m 

theologistntn it is to examine texts and other means of comnnmicatioDJ 

in which revelation:. 1s said to be conveyedJ is even to qstematlse 

and wrk towards a harmony of doctrines• 
. ·:. :, .. : 

1 Bampton·Iectures, VXI,p228. 2 1838 p 13 



But Hawkins does not :rell.n.1t.l.ish llis · even at this 

moa1ent·; her l'ecogiliees t.ue divine qt · aot1vit71-. · 

b111ld1ng c:m natu..-e:· 

•-•. - Reason, i.astlQ. compxaeheiitiEJd 1n Fat tb, e.na 
blessed cQl1Seorated lV" the Spl:rit o.t 

emb.raoe -aitd ·believe 'riheru. l 

it is at this· point tnat Ha\'.lklnS • · theciQD' takes note ot the 

Fev'aient ta.tion ot the · •:Evidence ot Cbrist1b1ty• and 

\11th thts tape of theolog1s1ng be bas li'btle eympatl'.\Y. 

God bas 110t made· all Hie ll!W'8ter1eue that 

we c:aJm.ct UQieretam aiWtbing ot tbe1r ·natux-e-; ·He has left 

glimpses of His infinite w1stlom L-1 the wo,rld am in lD. .. e special 

to liow a.Pe, it; ·ti:le; the 

re•elat1on ot \,iod at its propar serious valu.e, likel.v to 

a betuee:n e$-g;u; cf God an mture and the slg.ns 

et God in t11e speotal rcvele.tiOilo · rue conneot.l<$ 1s ge»era:UV 

found in the Interr..al EV'ideneea &f Revelatia·- •a · btiaut1fd - - . . -· . - - .. . -· . . .. 

s·ubJeet of devout contemplation, oa wl:l!ch p1ous ana _ing-enious 

mtme have delipted to. ani is, pe;rbaps un-­
conscious]¥. pt.U.'eucd ba' ver-J' nlfUW more to ct;Jntinllii:'l · · 

p:rot1t end ec:uta.eattcn•.a But the:t?e 1s dewgerl· as 

Hawkins \1f!e at pa1ns to empha.$1se, that men will. be led awq tw 
their •thusiasm ter the ev14-enee of ChF1at1an1f.J' •as to make· 

their existence;. end olir perc=eptt.on ot t• essential to our 
very 

1-o Ibid. p.l3• 

2. Bampten Lectures.- Se;mon VIX. p.230. 3. Ibid. p 230 

-----



, .. Ha t!lat 'l!J8'3 .. .tw $;ll•efteots 

upon the m1Jde ot those who indulge ,ln this .kind ot theologts­

il'Jg• · but rea4 tbem may tall a heaV¥ shock 

and sQBmBl. In th1s · conneQt1on he ref'ezts to tbe activities 

ot eome · ot the Fathers Bnd .,.most ot the Sohcolmen• who; :tt.e 

compensated themselves ·tor te the 

11'lfall1ble of the Ci.turch ''bN' their Ul.111cense4 

speoulattons on sacred where the Church had not 

the llll$ ilblQ.h was uot to overstep:•.l The 

Evldentlals are therefore 1n some sense tlie he1rs o.t all that 

n$s 'he and ScbOleatic traditions, am. 

thla kind ot· eJil'Ol" 1$ not coDflDed i;o the olde)'!' writers; 

.. $11 t.he peoQU.sr,J. ties o8lv1-sm B.x-e. recent 

ct slm11ar errors;· 

og human naeQJl apon sllbJects Revelation lett 

WJdec14ed·2 . . ..... 
However, to the assurazme that m1sbaps 

ehotlld .llC)t dete::r ua seeking to use our reas<m 111. 

the work ot thefS)logv; the.v Should .sel'V'·e• ·ae warnings; 

$0 tbat we. •lk more • vr.e leam that there 

lim1 te to t.he uses <Jf , but within those ... l.1m1 ts l'easoa 

must be g1ven 1ts •1t ls Qne Qf the veey ott.1Ces 

ot ReasQn tQ discover these and to eon$erve them 1s our 
bes·t wisdom3 

1. Ibid. 

J;lampton Sermon VII •. p.234 . . 
J ID.ide 1 p237 



Ir Private. Jupent .and Tratllticm. 
; . .. . . . . .. - '· .. , . , . . ... ·· .. ··. 

·· .. ··· 

!he "lat10!,\ ot. reason to tbeologv l.:eti 1fhe Provost ot . 

()r1.el t.io the i"Sla,1c,n of the to. 

the co•ensus ot th• to g()Verp. 

matters. In the general Q0Dtus1• et theories .about the . . . . 

meaning ot the the divine eoon• ot salvetlon, 

a stNg!l$ 

He began ba' sugge$t1tJg th$t a_ true idea of the s 

respone1b1U- and his within the 

trame oou1d be x-eached ·- a cons1derat1on ot ·the meaning 

to the right of p1vat$ Judgment. Jle otters a cU.s• 

tinction ub1Ch is t4ought 4'bout .the 11ldlvillual: 

•.•. let us the vast praet1cU d1fterene• 

theJ'e !.,s thfi! l\isht, ani Q01Qlowle4ge­

i.J.lg 1ihe ])Qt7 of P.r1vate J.Udgment.l 

He thought tb.at Right a Wlth ·•a ep1r1t of pr14e 

and 1ndepelldence• and f;hat en the other bud, was ecm.• 

cernett not w.tth ·ese1t but with •tb$ 1mpQttanoe of re11poue 

am ts interest. dlr(lcted • t:c:t the. mOdes of. $e$ldrng 

11lle tl'uth, and the best aids we obtaln. ln our purau t Of 

1t•.2 

Hawk1M suggest$ that le Em ualogy between the W$7 

we behave 1n nol'DJill attatrs ot J,Ue Ei.Di the Wl:\V ·11r9 are me$1lt to 

1. 18)8 Sel'IQ.._. on The Dutu ot p. iT. 
2-. Ibid• P•17. 



business ot OUl' 11v:es we h!ive. he to su'tld.t 

oarselYes all4 ouz- Ju.dgment to doctors and lawvers.. We exer­

cise ou.;- prt.vate Judpnt once in to cor4.!ttl't a 

spec1&liat and tben submlt ourselves to the directed bv 

tbnt ji.ldpeut: 

Henoa 1t ie no paradox to sew that the ot private 

calls upon us 1n scme oases to suspend or to 

abrogate olU' pi:'ivate that 1s. calla tor 

evew degree ot to the Jud,.n.,mont of others 

much is su.ited to the actual 1D.f·e:r1oMtu of our own 

as t!:lo oase TJf83 be, accor<i!.ng to our ae:e. 

education; capac1.t1es ann acquJ.remeats, throughout our 

whole course from the to the sz-ave. 1 

In the cow that Bewznan posses sec! <>t pamphlet • he bas 

wn tten 1n pencS.l against tb1s paee&gei 

T!lis 1s granting the gNat 

moment ot the flmdementals ot t&S th. our owa weaJmees, 

am the strength or ca thoi:1c ·Testim.olW • the question 

la, whether such fumamentalso or the Cl'eed. be not 

in whi.ch 1 t 1s a. •-dU.V t:o abropte private 

Judgment•. 

Hattkins d1d not thl:nlt tha't he had a&nitted so much. He 

thought that b1a res-ervation ebout •age. educatton, 

and aeqt¢rements• allowed him to exalt the powen a%J4 pos1t1on 



qt the Ohu.Jtch 'Wblle as lQw· an e$tSmate as 
wJ..t;Jb partJ.,cuiBI' ;representative ot the 

Bewev(:;J'I', polat use •' his $.mm$dlate ()bj.ect l:ii tbls 
'• 

He it'$9 concerned w1tb the Wlita ;;,t the CJ:narCh, w1tb · 

oc-tNQt1ng a means to end 1ibeolope&l Be was 

ccncemed a• th$ ot the -olerg; be bad 

Pl'•$ched On th8 -., Jle had 

no <)t a11owtng the e'rn?.r ot the D.lsseaters to take 

tlie place vsoated b7 that ot the RomaJll.ete. So he was agaJ.nst 

the ·r1gbt of p1vate· 

ripJ or pr$.vate JuQ.sment be watchwora., 

and we sha.l.l have a temPtation to prove 

we11 we caD. assen it lW clltteri.ng 

ot otb;er men.l 
so we are CU...•erted hem the •uest of into a seekllig for 

oJ1.g1aaUtJ', and 1s set a• a pren¢um under the pi-se ot 

sincere coav1ct1on. On the other ba.nd, he 1s asserting the 
I' . ·• 

CJ.ut, Qt private Jtld(pent as oppOe,a to the 41V1$1o&;.. 

making te_e.le$ ()t tbe rlpt.a 
The p1va1ie J-.4gmeJJt -diverts tb$· &.em a11 

tho\lghta ot Jealousy, 111vali7, C\lppqS$-tloa to other,, 

and dlreots J.t simplu ·'lhe truth beceme.s 
., ill !!!dll .... 2 e·-JJg .... e 

1. 1.838 sermon. p.2o 

2.. p •. ao 



.is hla sJ'GW.id trcm wh1ob· he can lat1tud11UU'18ll . . 

theolQ&V """ tbe ot slnceritq B!'!4 dltferen.C.ee:., 

the theolo§ .ot d1aaappl$81'111g arthedol,W i: 
. . . , 

r.acog:rd..tJ,Qn, may a4d1 ot the dut.v Of wtvate 

tll.at .tearhl rel1tlli0e upon their 
. t 

QWn Sinc.e"-\v wh2.,ch $ome cona1clei' to be W 1n all,_ 

a tull Ju.st1Acatl,on · ef evew detect ·a.nd evei'a' 

Bot onl8 mu:st be :aim; but. we are reep()nsi·ble 

t.• $.ta 

tis ld.r.d ot s-.tement,. suuseet1ns tbat the aSklns of questions 

well ®t. ln. the . Cbi'lstJAn lUe;, 1$ V$JW much 

tJtejld of l.at1tu«UaaJ-J.ell 4rcbh\ihop 

ft.llotson ba4 $mazt;Ja at th' VlfJ3 $n the. 

seized \lpo.n t•, •t an$. flgD.Ost!ei.stni· 

toTJ _I do net -'tl.donk thert! ar.e $Av p8Qple in the 

t.bat· a.Fe lndlsposed tQ· 1 t 8Jld 

can wore'e ,b,J'QQlt se"-ous.ne.a$ -and ze$1 2.D re4gton 

'be2.Jl8 .. nat.urai temper ot the ·ErJg11a.b.,2 · -

when Hawk!DS .was UJJ*1t1Jl3, ·wh(!n ieble was deelaring tba'· 

·the Vbole Dat1Qn was $um1Dg Apostate, and.He.unan 

t.he· poees.111Ut\f ot the b1-shope ttv1Dg · 

• deathali it d1d. not seem $()) that ·the· Eng11sh 

' ' 
1. 1838 P•2l. 

ft.llotaon•-s .Works, edite4 Setm()il p.421• 



ehould be of sbtl.ng.:at dqpe. and loving thE)!r eft 

Judgments mere tbail the QP1Dg to Bawtuns at 

least W$S· tba.,. sQmetht:ug ••t Clone to P"iS-in"'V:e 

tile Obr1st1a.• F.eserte· t ,as con't$:f.ned. 

1n the ADgUCfiQl as 1 t 1e in. Rome, Ol- 1n the 

oonv•n1;1.e1ea 

pe .. baps, at oUJ-
. . . 

f1'41il tre.:n eze-"l•u.g :a npt; J . not P,ermt tted 

*"' aeoune $ 

So we a tG the and to Ueten to .. 

the "oloe ot the Oluarclu • • •.. •. t 

l$ nc· lqer an exQuse t.t we 

8!\1 •t t¥.. 

vbl• Be .bB.s ·U$,_ wbetller 

• tbl.*ottgh the 

he meets the .ObJeCtlcn that no right· to $.n$4,.$t 

on b1s 1)f Q.1.sttamty l!$Ulg There 

is no •llV shOuld J:tQ_t be 1n tave>I.U" .. the 

tJI'Uth;; am m rease>n wbV anv-.e shoul<l te $Uch a 

proJwitce.a 

* laatlN• 'tlle which wou14 inCulca.te 

tems -dl,slcdp tbat agUJ.lst ... 

wbi@ is 1iltz.od.uced 1Dto the •ul.);eQt. ot 
· EU;I4 otten pres•ts a oppoef.l t1;e>n 

1. Bawkinst: 18)8 Se1'1!l$n, P• 21 •. 

2. Ibid. .p. 



to the atta1n'Uent of .religious truth.. tlo cme dr.eams 

ot Me 111ft'ins1D8 the 1ndepend.ent :l'lgb.to ot other 

intellects,. he tenohes ahateve• he lmo-;ra and 

believes,. and tblnks usoful .111 Blsterq,. Po11t1oe, 

Ph!.laaoplW, Morals; or other subJect, except 

Religion. to 8!)1' one ot cut' \11"..0 tr111 !'ecelve s.n. 
etruction frcm ll.W.. In religion alene oe hoar of the 

Improper preJv.d1ce nhich such a procedUro tends to 

generate;, 1 

A goOd example of what Hawkins means when be talks of the 

peJol'littlve use Qf 1n rel:lgion can be seen at the 

bepnnsng ot Uampden• s Observations of HelS.r:;loue Dissent, be 

ts P70PGB1ng to dlscover whether or no the FStQblislment 1s 

Jtast1.f'1ed 1n to admit Diasenters to Ui11•ers1t,y 

degrees : 

Jr:n puretU.ng ouch an enqu1t7 we are nattWa1l$ led t.o 

oo.."l81deJt the JW1Iic1p1e o.n which Ohl'1et1an doctrine 

1te r1.se; that is, whether there 1e tol.Uldatlcn 

tOJ!> the preJu.cU.ce wMch ld.ent1t1es evstetnS of 

doctrines ... oJt theologicel p:r-opos1t1cms methodlcalla' 

deduced and stated - VJ1 th Cbriet1an1tl 1 tself - w1 th 

the simple ::'CUgion ct Jeeu.s ae zteoe!ved lnto 
2 

the heart and 1Ctluenc1ng the conauct. 

(t 

Bow tbls passage,. beSides the 



doo1;_.1Dea ard rwetpcU'jltions. a tine example et 

Hampden• s debating a a w! tanoa,ster; po1ntecl out: 
we have oeoas1c>n to the ot our Judge, 

who st1gmati-ses u1th tl:le name ot preJudice -a priDQ1pl$, 

respecting he pro.poi;iea te enqut..re, but has not 

tet -.qqs,l'$4; 1 t $.s $ preJ.U,qe ·or l'ationai 

be pt1sQner and 1;hen 

pes 'tihe $UdltQ,ue delG$•1 

i.e 9ompl-.1111DS ap1Jls-t bel19Z$ -l>elnS te-.ed 
preJQdioes. llaWlw.lS . pi.'Oteste agahl$t •·preJ.-oe •· betDg thotJ$bt 

a ba4 ai\Y mQJ'e than 1n -&.a\\1 It 1.s 

I'JOW to JJQaglne that o·Ql11d eveP be a gc;;od 

w--·· bit cne qan see what HawkinS means.,. It one has a f1zm 
C01W1Ct1on, -there SlloU.ld be about e.xpN$B1.1lg 

tt. However, is not the latitwUnal'ian emphas1·a 

elncenf;J' at tbis ln !lis B.v a f1m 

comrlction he means one whlcll ll$• sto.o4 ·the teat cloE:Je etuay, 

ana has nothUl& 1n of rasb. oppe,t$1t1on tQ tra.4ltlonal values; 

hi-s acivtoe to the at 'the 'end Qt tbt.e sermon 

tull.y ln with. h1s whole tc 

When yoli to the of the 

mo:re d1tt10.ult slibJe¢ts 9t c:tontrovei'S.N". be 

as$1il'e4 that 1t i• a work tJt time and ca.-e to exams.ne 



.• - _v11eigh the rela-.ve 

qt doctrJ.nes·, to eU.r;itlJlStUsh bett7een 
. . 

truths 8Dd. ·tbeii* to t;lear th8 doOtr1nes 
ot trem neQe$S817 .. 1mpertec·uons of 

0 • • • • • 

$tateme:nts . .-..to keep J.u.dtfllents WJ41stubed;· 
. . . 

on and on v the spll'1 t of parfi¥, And. 
. . 

vr.hat-, it eVEt%7 parts' the Oh.urob. •wea 1n t•c.t 
. . . 

its ve1!8' e$.tlle.r · to· scn.S 
. , . I 

·oJ: a ·cruth, to 81V1Jl3 to $orne ·truW;& or 

cl8ss ot an widue 1 . 
fhie is a ¢o-.,el.,. ana. QDe wJ.th w!¢Qh motjt iJGJl 

. . . 
wogl(). -. · lJ$· ElJ'8ued. I tbat both Jle-.n· and 

Hampden woul4 hive tounn Qbie to subscnbe. tc; 1 t •. 
. . 

It was ·l.feWinSn·• s the t)tJ-uggle a'bo1.1t the. ami 

XC tbat he me"ls' preseJ1tlng the 1$.t<3ral aiJd .... 

distorted meaptJlS the th$1selves·, the 
. . .. 
' . 

trom the ot 

And. ot eeurse, --·,• whOle' thecl()§ was basetf on til" 
. . 

irnpertecticns ()f a= ·the Jlt)cessitv to av01.d 

Gild deilnl • 
. at the eiid. t&ke.s agas.:ns• 'the 

t10il prinCiple,. Jueff as he 'takes side$ agalnst the 

praet1ee. and he asks the tu.tox-s to anothei'- .. 

1n the a e:tpb'it ot. h11m1111:7a: 



• • • prevent tbelr baneful reliance upon the1r 
. . 

BinoeM t;-, correct the wmatural d_eelre ot !mepend• 

enoe, re.etrain the grstu!, totta and hurfltul Jeal.ousy so 

often entei'talDed against Pz-eJudlce.l 

But he ls not sangu.\ne about the tuture ot Fng11sh rollttion; 

the error which Hampden was presenting as toleration end 

Chftst1an ty, aeems bound to triumph. As soc1et:r becanes 

more and m(.)l-e oulttva•ea. and subtle, the prevai11ng torm ot 

"l1g1oua wtll not be •·eupei'st1t1on or tamt1o1sm.J"' as in 

former -s, but Rat1oncUem•. The DeW era d.l.l 'be one 1n 

. which partial, Cl.etecti.Ye schemes of Chr1st1amty fllll be 

welcomed because theN' ott..S.. ottence to tbe pr1de of 

x-eaeon•.2 

Fl'CD the-oppoaltion he offered 1n religion 

Hawkins moved to the subordination of the 1ndlt'1dual reasou to 

that ot Be bas D0\"1 to placo that Soclet.v 111 the 

d1vlne· plan., and to put torrmrd a trame mth1tl oh1ch Oonpture 

er...d 1'ra41 t1en ma.v be properly emploued tor the salvation ot men.. 

The Apologla ziecords the great t.ntluence that Rawlt1ns, 

then Vicar ot st. Mazw• s, bad on Newman• s op1nicms 

when. he was an ....mer--r-;ratiuate. It •s Hawld.ns nho Shewed 

Newman tbat he ought to gl\'t Up hie 1remainln.g C8lvtmsm, and 

1. 1838 sermon. p. 21 

2. Ibid. P•29• 



to receive the of' Baptismal Regeneration•.l And it 

was Hawklns whO first btm to the dQctrtne of 

Tradition 1n a sermon wl11ch seemed to tiewman to() l.OI'lg in the 

hearing. bu.t which he atteri'lards read with enthli.siasm. Hawk1ns, 

f{evmmn wrJ. tes,. 

1,rqs down a propos1 t.ion, as soon as 

stiatea.. to the"e who have at aU examined the structure 

ot Scr'iptUi;'e, Viz., tmat the sacred text ·WS never 

to teach doctr1ne., but onla' to prove 11; i am 
that, 1f '.:7e would iearn rie must have re­
course to formularies ()f the ChUrch;. foJ.O 

the Catecb1sm. ana to the He considers 

th.at, Bfter 1ea.l'il1ng frcm 1!he ·doc..tr1nes of Christian• 

11;Jr, tb," inquirer mttet ve.;-1.,. them tw Scripture. 

fh1s vlew, most true in ite most trti:lttu1 ln 

its conaequences. Qpened upon me a large ileld ot 

thought. Wbatela' held .it 

The sermon was 1mportant enough in lJ.fe tor him to 

re®rd 1n .AUtobiograpblC$1 Meme>1r he receS.ved 

n-om Dr. Whatel;y of the origin of the sermons 
0Ha111k1ns ·came to me and said •What shall I preach 

about?,, putting into 11\V hams at the same time some 

n,otea which he thought might supplu e After 

reading them, I to him, •eapj.tala· Make a Semen 

1. Apol'ogie PrQ Vita sua. 

a. Ibid. p. 9· 



of them all -means; I did not know tlll now that 

you bad ao m.ueh oxaig1nf.lUty in yo.11• .u Whatel3" felt 

as true as he considered 1t or1g1nal..l 

aawnns publlsbed. tbe Sermon Under the t1tle of •A 

upon tile use ana importance ot U$11thor1tat1ve 

He gave a ecaw· to Netman ... as· Newman records 1a 

the and it 1s· this cow 1n the oratory arcblves 

tbat l Qse to 

Hawkins beglns 'b7 .asking, •mw $0 maaw of the 

Chr,tst1an doctr1ilee $e 1n\'J,U'ectl3' taught in the Scriptures? • 3 

Th1s is a. question;· he says, which 1s often aske4, .for the 

Apostles m18ht JU.s't as eaail.N have set down :the 

ti$ and made th1!2gs so much easier· tor _the tal tbtul. 

66 

He is certain tbat · thte 1s a real d1ff1cllltN ;· am. it · hliiy-e 

not oons1dered it betwe, it·1.s theH' •have. 

avQ1ded the doubt mere4' tw 1nattel'lot1on to the real exlstence 

and extent ot the d1tt1oulty the saeJ?ed, Volume. ,a ma.v 
ba'•pass qu.ee·tlon because the3 have the doctl'ines 

from men a!).d therefore do not see at .. sight t:be. 

amount or hllrra"1ng from one place to another. in the Bible tQ 

t1nd a conol.us1 ve proof; theY do not amier.etalld • tha.t one 

t.,xt oceas1onall3' of the greatest importance towards ·thf;}lr. 

1. Autob$-ographical_ Memoir,Iti for Ambrose St .• Jo ... 
used ¥1ss Moz1e,v and printed 1n \'lr1 
•di H. Tr1 stram & c. S:. pp 78-9) 

2. Apologia, p •. 9. · 
3. p •. 
4• pp 



convict len had no at. a11 1n tbat respect until 

wi.th another, and t.Mt perhaps with a .. each 

lncapable of upon the point 1n quest1on, but all t9'­

gather composing an indls•cluble· argUment• ot sc. much the 

m()re· tot-e'? as 1 t pre.citt.des the pass1bil1 t..v of 
$nd lie inslsta how ve1!1/ unconnected such 

texts are in the actual Bible. thetJlcgtans. ot"ten 

use as direct proofs or doctrine t"lhieh are not at ill .. 

means the put-pose, and •with per-teet prcprleta ao tar 

as the tru.th and sot.mdne$s of their argument is . cone.erned, but 

w1 th to the torm of the original 

He gives as an example Qt thia use ot Sc%11pture the uau i.D 

which the passages in st.P$til·•s Epistle to the Romans 

a$sume the of Or1g1nal Sin are brought forth to prove 

the tact Qf 

fhts 1s, as Hawld,ns notes, all ve'%7 odd. '1e should. 

eltpeot that if Goci Wishes to teach He we;ntld tell 

us pla1nl3 what Hia doctr1ne 1s. some theologians 

have bee" so tha1; this is wbat. _ls to be e¥pected 

that thea'· have not noticed that this is. precisel;v' what is not 

to be found. We do not approve of. tles . the W1 ttngs 

Qf men, the Bible so. tuil of obscur1t1es7 Su.relf 

Ged uould not tall into contusion Just when He to 

reveai and enlighten men? We . have no patlmce t.11 th • the 

p:tdlesophe:r who obliges us to pursue such a palDf'ul methC)d ot 

colleCt1ng tho$e ·op1n1cns wbich be professes t.o teach•. 2 
' 

1. Ibld. P•5• · 2. Di ssertatlon. P• 'T. 



4nd certa.lllla 1t would not ·seoJD· consonant tl1th the divine 

intention to save all m·en 1t God were to the means ot 

rsav1Dg them open onlJ' to the mos·t intelligent seholarl.v 

of his people. Hawkins conclUdes that 

the method- t;»f the ChP-lstien writi12g5 affords indeed 

the v·e1.7 strongest pt"oots et doctrines interwoven 

ba a;tiasion:, ·am. everu 1nd1rect· mode, 

w1 th the texture ot the eacMd but tt is 

$t'ten the least to the ot. teaching 

those doe trines; was the e..nd .wt;; shotlld M.ve 

expeQ.t,ed them. to !mve 1x. .. 

It is suCh c;!onstderat1()JU!I as. th,ese Pl'CJ'DP1: men to 

ask wh;r • tn W.s 1!)fin1 te .vu.sa.om, GhQst Sbollld 

1 t best to give the .thea;Je all-important 1n such 

a aa.v. But there 1s, _Hawkins th1nks., li:ttle iety 1D 

proposing a tor consideration wh1Ch 1s not 1ike13 

to be answez-ed compl.etelg, ana which eeems t·o present the 

falter1ng with ev•n greater occasion of doubt• ana the an­

beUever f11 'th another caVil aga.t.nst the truth. The abeiie.Ver 

_CIJa3, however, be turned w1 th the obse"l!lt1cn that • iii 

would no 1ess to tbe ot 
Chr1stian1tv itself on aoco®t et the d!fflculty here ack­

nowledged,. than 1t would be to de:nv the r+eal11!3'.1 or even ·the 

b1gb of that of which 

e1v1Used nations pesse.es, because- there are savage 



tr,.bes to whOm art .1 tself is •:mJmown• •1 Hawkins iEJ iiJa.!. 

eliDed also the opinlon that we not alwa.ys 

tbat eve.-.vthliJg conta1ne4 $.n Gcci • s reve1at1on to 1'4BD should 

be· iW eaCh m&.n I 

it seem$ ta have been the·ver,v ot Prov1• 

dence tbat dG!ubts and perplex! t1es on the s11b3ect 

or also to dltfer"ent 

slwuld .. ematn as of our probation. 2 

Bavklns does not dec1de tha·t JlQ sQlation at an can be ettered. 

Ocd must reveal Hi.mr;Jelt in wa.y that Be knows 1s best 'tor 

ua, the W&:JT that we .oaa .-eas118 $-dvantage of• Vie 

ID$¥ at lea$' ea.v 1t 1$ a .saluta17 trial cr tt:U. th end 

.. -·. 
revalat1qn lla$ tw t.te peculiar: RmmtW evoked added 

to 

Rawlt1ns be$1ns h1e eXJ)l$Mt1on of the Of 

w oomprbg the obect.W1t.v ot God•·s 
e.t' . 

et g1 v$;rag us the morf.&l precepts a view ot tnJ..s com• 

par1son 1s giVen in H8mJ'd$111S lec.tuJ-ee as W.hite•e li'l'Otess.-. 

Hawkins notice&J tbat the mor-al ere also taught ln 

t'll th tar le,·s ·sYstem than tn the least e-.ot works 

upon subJeC1;$; they to 'be 

re&Uq gathered trom b1stowill3 Now as we bave the g14de ot 

1. Dlesertattan 

a. p. 14• 

Ji D1seertat1on. p.16 



c"nac$-enc-e and reason ·1.n e\.IJI ca.."!71ng eo.t .. ot tw, 

princlplea so we have· a gtll<\e to heip us 1n the workS.ns et.m 

of OUl' salvation b9' the · 1n Scriptfil.lte .. 

Am baving tb1s we cannot eQmpla!n that Reveiatlcn is 

obscure. 1:ED&Qt]a suCh. an $1d and guicie mau 8tWelQ "be ·f'&Wld 

1n traditloD• .1 . . . . 
Since •.$ClU4.ts we need such gu14e1 am 

sJ.nc.e ther$ do •the QOJlV"Ved· trom age to age 

w the Church• $-t woulcl eeem that there 1s at least ... 

a pi'C))bab1:L1. \v that 1t · is these trati.tlons which are meant· qr 

God to be gUide,.. l'hat r.evelatlon 1n pract1CE;t the 

Scriptures tur rneans ·C>t · trad1 It.· mQSt !lave 

been · . 

the ot Bt;Javen that w orai, or 

trai1t1G.bal 1DStruct1on. tbe W9U shOuld be prepared 

tor the· receptlcr.a ot tbe OW"ater·!es fillthj· that 

the Church. ·shOuld C8ft7 iQWD. ·1;he wstem bllt • 'he 

Scriptures should au the Foots or the·· 

Obr.lettan tlJii- tradl t1o.n Shou14 ettpp:br . 

the wlth the but tha Bible 

wttb aU the at CU.vUle truth.2 

Hav'-ng S81d so 'Q'lUCb.; HS.wklM 1s Glw1QU$)t $fraid that he VJ1ll 

be thoqht one ot tho$e w!lo !U;mker attar the author! tazw18n 

1. Pel7 

2. D1ssert•t1ou. 7.18 



l' 

trad1.t1c$11sm of aome. He ia quick to 41savow th1s conc­

Rome, accerdi.ng to Hawk.S.ns1 la quite capable ot 

th1·-1ng tions eu.perleJ:t to Scr-1pt\.Uta1 ·$114 

certainla maJ.nU.1ns in the taoe of proct t"ztom. 
bistoJ7· that her trad1 t1ons 1Df'al:Uble and 

Hawld.Bs '{/111· allOw tradi t1on no 1Ddapendenoe all. ThEW 

must be referred to the· · 

We that traditlons ma..v be oontracU.otoxv · 

to the· Scr.iptu;aes and then we. l'eJect 

-them; or ma.v be support·ea.· bu the scriptures, 

and then we them • than as theu 

colllclde wl.tb. the (U;Qta,e&:J ot :rea.son; thq mas 
be supported t:w· the sacred w.r1 t1Dgs, am then we 

respect as the original. sentiments ot the t1rst 

beUevera derived 1meed ti'lle 

author$ ta •. 1 

It ,\s; then a genUUle}3 Protestant tradition that Bawklns 

·ol&.ime to b$ presenting, though the Roman View ma.v not 

be eo tar from his CY!!l as he: woald like tne.n to beUeve, 1t 1s 

a vt.ev which 1s preeen1;ed -"n a way that will CqtDIJ'.8JaU it to 

:Protestants. It s.a a view, teo,,. whlch a h1gb place 

tor the Cimrcll d1v1ne Providence; •the ChurCh teaches 

and the Scriptures prove the ot 

1. p.2o 

a. D1ssertati0!1.· p. 22. 



And Ha"L"JkiDS .$-s &X'.xiPus :lest the. rem¢nbrQUoe Of the el'rore. 

ot prevtotnt hew · 

llis of is.· ·The .histot7. Qf Prote,stant - . . . . . . 

apolagetlo $.s all blm. Hooker o)l.-18•4 tQ 

glse. even tO't! the use. qt the :woi'd • tb.$. XXXIV . 

Al-ticle 1$ Be appeal..e to our . comm'f)ll 

that we believe tbe dootrlnee qt Chr1etlanit7 

when thq Gre shown. to us trOJn tb.e. he ·t.Sl.sts 

that we at'lmlt' tnat· ndgh1l found them ted 

f'e;t H' $.n Heoket: to $upport him•. . Rooker 

had saj.d that the Articles were aravm. ·up make esaent1a.1s 

·• 
. As th$ decalogUe .ot Moses deolaretb .swmnaf'il;v . 

·thi!lga which we ought to the· of 

. we ehou14 J'S4\test OJ". de·slr.e.i- .. .e1 th$1' 

tw the a.p.a-stles ox- at oat of wri 

we ha1le thf) Qt· C!wist1an l)eUet ·Qorrl-·. 

peDi1olJel3 drawn. mte .few and eh$rt art1c.les. to th.e 

end that '!)f no man• s .n t -mt.ght ther 

b1n4er thEt C);' -excuse the utter 

•t .thUJgs.l 

Th1e appea.rs a :statement that the Scriptures 

are not pven to ·as a s.vstemat1e t"evei.at1on we are 

lW the w1U of God. _tlle to Q"etematlt;Je tor ovselve.s.. 



..... 

Traditional is obv3,;ous supply of the 

He claims tl?,at by "b;ritlging again to the tore the tradition 

of -the Qhurch ''we de the ·too.muoh neglected 

principle ct our aetormers:• The men who the 

English Church as a, 'b:rand from the not .. 

all that they had heard· of the doctrines :of God am ·t.se·t, . . - . . . . - . ' . . . 

them$elves the ·task cllll1ng for i:;h.emselves the 

Gf ta1 th o1:1t 'l;he. wilderness ef 

· took the tiens they had received and .examined them 'by 

the sta:nd.a·rd. of 1 and,," while discarding. some that 

wquld. not bear the. trial, gratefully_ 'the doctrines 

of sterling we1.gllt a:nd value• •. 4 
. 

The Bible was intended much less to teach, than •to 

enforce am establish bad been. taught bef'ore.f5. It 1a 

this generall3 accepted 1n'te:rpretation which some 

to omit readtrig Bible,. oF giving·monay tor distribution 

of Bibles to 'the bulk ot the cQmmunity. ,6 A.n4 it was the 

of· Christ in estabJ.1,shing the succession pf' his 

ministers they should be the et this 

traditional instruction ; 

\Ye have thus ·the tradlt1onal 

1. lbl.d. p.26 

2. Ibid. p.27 

3. +b1dl! p.28 

4. Ibid. p,..28 

5. Ibid. p.41. 6. Dissertation. p.41. 



1nstruct%ODiJl-re bave the such· aid felt, 
. ' 

'· and the assistance itself afforded 1n the ChurchJ ve 

:find also an order of men appo!.nted from the very 
1 
begJnning; of 

whose. c:tuties cannot but·. comprehendi the. care. and 

thiS ·$l,.d to a.ll WO Deed it iS 

difficult:; to conceive that this use of traditiOJlt. was, not also from . . . . . . . . . . . -

the _beginning contemplated: and intended by the founders: of 

Cbristiali ty1 

lilhateJJr' (I theol.Ogvt is much like that of HamPclen•He 1s ev.t.deutl.Y an · 

influential predecessor. Ha·wk'1ns said little that in accord- with-
• . . . . 

· Ha.mpden s but he did treat Pn>i'ilssect!Jr of subjects of tta:terest to .. . 

Hampden.Something;·of a reactl.oD. against Ha*.ins mq be discerned ill. 

Hampden1s;writing• '.l'he relevance of this on. View 

Of previoua·' thec)logUms 1 1n:. the midst ot a consideration of Basnpden 1s 

WW_, I hope, become more apparent when an outline of 

W!mjxlen1s view· of Q"Stewi.t1s.ing, theologlcalJ. conclusionsJ.8.1ld the 

enforcement of credal. is presented later.o 



........ 

Qriel 

lt'.wuld be not too dti'ticult a matter to. present further evidences• 

of the ·Oriel iilbreeding speculative mattersli T·he men influenced 

one another time and again. the ptzras1ng of certam problems; 

took on a coterie and clubbable character- once the Oriel men had 

Anci theY. talked about important things. They. 

provide-, if taken as a group and considered a 

coherent treatment of those questions wich exerc.tse the m1D,ds of 

aQY Christian1Who the tntellectual assumptions and content 

of· his bellefe They deal with the pb.ilosephieal. preambles concerning 

the structure of language and its relatiOm. to concepts 1n 

and to the disc.iplina of theodtcy in part,.cular. deal vi th the 

Chi"istiam q\lestions abOut. 1nterpretat_i,on; 

and·: There is no direct o:r elabo:r;oate discuss:1on of the. person 

of Christ, the nature of. the CburQlil or of matters, and 

this is itself .ind:l.cativao not subjects which·arose 

dispute at this period, and in far as -theY. did not .realise their 

importance, t1o far the Oriel noet1cs forfeit 8' claim to be considered 

masters in theologi. Of this, 1n co:nnectlon1 with Hampd.Em, in1 

I shBll say more Jla ter.. 

1 c:t Ne'!illlan 1 s ques ti.On:- to Froude, with 1 ts dependence ont Hawk-1ns' 

tei"mirloiogy;: 1Wbat is meant by the right of private judgement? ':Dhe 

duty I understand' J· edited MozD.Y', volume p 221. 



In ali this there is- irlu.ch that wtll be ·seen to a 
etfec1; on the ot ·BaJZpden, not onlq in the -\W¥ be 

tackled but in the selee,t1on Qt 
as beUls the · -o_t a ninete-enth 

qUean the-olcgi• c;ontronted w1 til a ot maw 
f'aoes am ccmceX'Ded wf. th -tbe tttlt1lment at b1a- dutr to 
preach •he revealed gospel ot Cbr1st •. 

In the ot bis Bppton_Leotures pve 
. . ' . . . . . - .... - .. - .. ·. 

thl.e ot his work; 

We to 1ts <n'J.P• -.Jttlt speculatiVe$ 

legloal Jwh1Ch amcmg ue at 

th1s daa'; aM Whic;h.has been 1D all the 

Pl'!..Mipal obstacle; as I conce1 to tho urd.en 

and peaC)e ct Cl:ll'S.$t:•l 

Hampden b1-s thealogts1Dg to the_ .debates. . . 

b7 Justin 11Qt, perhaps wae &1T$1d 

that;_ hls was :he_ was ccnteAt to 

consider 1n deti:U.l the xnedlaeval Q!ll.v1 ar1t1ng 

wlt1l an eye to the t.lleo1osv whleb at .this 

drq• He was at the Qt epe"ulati ve dog-

1' 

1. R.D.Hampclen sehol.asts.c t:n 
relat1on tm Theologv., Hampton 1832 ... 
Lectt.U-e p 53._ eon:Oem tor values 1s 
cbara,.cter1et1c- ot •the Oriel 
1n P:mvest HawkiDa' Dutz ot Private Ju6epentb 18)8 P•S· 

' .. ,. . . -. . .. ., . . =- .. 

Amcng _ the Ch1et causes ot cur tmhapp.v 4lv1s1ons, we are 
of 

Rigr,ht to hiw.t-a .fu.d@lnent. 



matlce, am be t.r1ed to shew this k1nd of thing bad been 

tbe main cause of the ollaotie sta1;f.) ot mediaeval theole&V. 

He worked tor the estabUslunent of a new bandli.ng of revela­

tion tree of the· trammels of human c11Flosit:N·• 

The J.at1 twi1narlan pos1 ts.en was ccnsol.tdated tw the . 

atta1r ot Tract XC, but 1 t VJas appointment of Hampden as 

Reglue Professor ot D1'{11n1- in 1836 tbat ·mazaks th,e. 

estab11Sbm$nt of a nev.r o,thc4ov 1n As Dean Chu%"ch 

renarked mu¢h later 

wbat the defeat of the 'l'ractar1ans real]N bad done 

wee, to leavt;J the Un1vers1ty at the mereu ot 

Liberals to whom what had been cailec!l LlberaUsm 

in the Qf bltnd and stagnant 

Conservat1sm.1 

Hampden and h.t.s tnellds 1ntrociuoed a new UbeJGUsm.. J.ike 

Dean Church, 1n later Nears. saw how vew 11 ttle 

Whatelq had carr1ed hls li'beral1em tnto atfa1.:rs; 

Wl'lBte]3 was mo" interested in the tree pla, et intellect 

than 1n active rete:nn. Newman wx-ote of him 1864: 

I doubt whether he earned auy one reterm what­

ever. even aw c:ne. 2 

1. R. W.Oburoh 1n 'l'he Guardl&n; 4 Bovembea- 1814. (Reprinted . 
1il OCcasl(!)nBl Papers, Volume II, 1897; seot:lon XXll, 

ot the Provost of p 341) 

2. BeWm!ln to ?th March; 1864. (Oi'atora Arch1ves)4 



Whatelo combinecl a liberal intellect with eonservat1 ve 

. Hampden. had ot hi$ ot what wae 

pcssibl.
1
e and ttha1= provoke too an oppselt1on. 

' ' 

. RaticaJ. though H$Dpden• s rev.oluttQn 0f discus-. . . . 

sian was, lt yet owecl mU.ch to the 1tberal..1em ot the time of 

a Uberalism that seemed 1n 1831 to. be the worst 

pQssa,bl.e;. 

Thea: ·are and this I eonces.v-e 

I am .S$81Dg almost as ot them as can be .. d . . . 

ot a.Jwsne.l 

Sut w.e can never eaa- that we are at the trorst. W1 the 
. . 

in 18)3 Bamptons a .begilliWig was 

lli!Uie .w1th a new lJ.beralism. 

I depend mch on Hampden• s belng able to advance h1s 

own meaDln.g te)O great· .a commenta17. I .follow the 

op1a1en· ef Hobbes.; 

It 1s not words, but the scope Qt a 

that the true JJ,.ght b3 wb1ch azw wn t.iilg 

. to be and they that upon 

slngle w1 thout eonsldenng 'he main 

can der1. ve. nothlng trom tbem olearq. 2 

The general scope · ot Hampden• s t.tng will become . apparent 

tv 'taken &om a.ll partE.;. ot his al1d X hope 

1. Newman to J •. w.Bowden, 13 1831. (Prll'lted in 
I..etters and 9.'& ecU.t$d- bN 
Anne Mezl.ey ,· ·volume. X , ;1.891. p. 231-. · 

2. Bebbes Lev1atMn, chtipter xlU1. 
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tllat the esttmate 1 hav.e foJ;med of his will not then 

seem :too &rb1 1 tinA it t to afP.'ee w1 th 

J; s Judgment en. lkWpdeno a work·a 

· ene of tlle !lnPres$'-ons which has bee!l 

,()ll me b; nr. Hampden•.s Jiampten Leeti.U'es, 

ls th8nktQlnSss· tar nav1ng become a_oqualntec1 With 

1.1 

a work so learned ana thoughttt.ll,. anti so· tavQurabl$ 

d1st1DgUtabed both 1n these i-espoets. ana.· by its 
. . 

philosCpliical CSildolll' and sobr1et¥, the 

Qf elir · ;-ecent theoi()glcal ii 11 
. . 

bld; Hare tJas r1ght to stress the histonoal J.nt<;lrest at the 

Lectures, and !n taklng •a as men ot 

phi.l.osopllical habits ot thought .are wont to 1n trac1Dg 

the cc1nage ot sbsoleto in the et after 
.': 2 generat1enso. · 

1. A to ·the Ver,v Reverend the Dean ct Chichester on 
the ag1 tation exQ1 ted b.v the appl)intment of Rairlpden 
to the see ot Heret0¥Wti, b3' J.o.Have, M.A.; Arcbdeaoet:n 
o_t J.ewes. London, . Parker; 1848. p 10. . . 

. . 

Ib1<l• p 11. op1n1,on is !lOt t9 Ughtl.7 
d1sm1s-sed. He bas been praised b.v Dean IDge as a man 
•unJustlY forgotten•' and-. •a •t.tu s·llCeeQ·sor. ot the 

, .. reoentl3" Protessoz­
Owen Cb.BdVJlck has ted Hare as proving. tl1a1i •1 t was nat 

for a clerle of the 
teenth century to .UI).derstand • · Hare • 
in his coulderation of Hamptlen, has: remarked. the most 
important feature at his. wor,ft. of. Inge, th$ Platonic . 
ftoadition in English Rel1giou_s Thought; p 95, and . 
owen Chadwick, Creighton on 1959., p 14. 



EXPOSITIOlill 



.·· 

. REVELATION. 

I Natural Revelation1 1n · Hampd,en' s. T-heolog; 

Hampden-tms: convi.ncedl·that natural theologr.· had e. He 

took it to be that 'the "WOrld·may no less strictly 

lie regarded as a revel.atioDJ from God: than the writ.ten word•l. Hampden1s; 

natural is elliptica.li.It·- ·is shaped round t\JO considerations: 

the. character of liuman intellect, and the character of scientific 

methods: of ·and generalieationlwbich are emplo7ed 

by men-- in intellectual conael'!lS• I have tried · any something about 

t both .in. tliis expos.itor,v section; reserving a judgement upon Hampden s 

work untU "later. 

The character of a Protestant natural theology is in 

view· best set out; by. means- of a description of the workings of olll!· 

intellectual cognition.He suggests that our.· kno"t-7ledge 1s conditioned 

cy; our nature rather more and effectual]$ than is thought 

by generallJri and by natural theolog1.ens 1n particular: 

4lll our knowledge indeed: is the result ot the adjustment of the­

principles of our minds; to our condition, since 1t is the 

perception of facts: as they appear: to minds constituted as the 

mind ts2 

He means 1 quite simply·, that we are dependent for the. material. of our 

thinking about the physical world, the world which is other thim our 

minds, upon: the impressions •-rhicb this alien existent makes; upon our 

senses -non: tn·.in·tellectu :nisi prius in sensu'; aS' Aqu•inas bas 1t. 

1 on1 PhilOsophical Evidence of 1828, p 1 

2 Ibid. ,pp 5-6 
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He means>. also, that the .eharacter,of the hwnan·: 

detemines1 in ....,tJl.ch> w are. brought into aware­

neal! of the physical alien worldo Further· than th.is, 

.SUggests that the nature of the human. !Jitel!lect determines both the 

selectio!l'l of material for thought, end the manner 1n .. ,.rhich we respond 
I 

to inteiJ.::1gence. offered for our """ qu:ldquid rec1p1tur 

secundum modumt rec:lJ)ient:ls rec:lp1tur• 1s not meant to· .ilit:roduce 

a dis.integrating subjectivism Into epistemology,. however such 

.. a .result m,q BPJ>ear•. H$mpden1 is maldng a statement about the 

nature ef human activity. Wbe general· Man• .1Sl capable of vork.tng; onJ.Y 

\dthim certainl as ·a fish or: have a capacif1y. 

and do not fret at the. of water. air, so we are not tq 

fret within=- the humen without the conditiozt, there would 

no- possib.Q!ity of activity-. At the !iame' empbaaUses, 

that .individual men.m" wen be b,y their condition-·. 1n 

which d1f£er from those of other that certafb circumstances 

we are subjeot1v1st •. he as ww of saying that 

fli 

.. · . 
we are individuals. We are ,then, all framed in the .human condition, and. ., ... 

are each circumscrlbed by our capacities· • 

. Jlol"-' H·ampden·· al!l this .1a not a exp()sitiom Qf the obviQus,for 

.it leads; into· hts analYsis of for understanding 1 and the 

. nature of communication with: man • this he, terms appncable 

fl'OJI .ll&li f.o,. maD end from· God. to' is designed to 



receive J to; to_) but one kind of communication; he can1 understand 
. . . ; : . . . 

bu.it one kind of Wormationi 

end this we find to be of e. relative nature; therefore such 
• ' I ' ' ' ' ' •t also· be the scripturally revealedl-. 

It. _$;S; eVident that: such a starting pr.inclpls will affect ever,:· 

cansiderat1on of theological Hampden was:- interested ma1l'l.11· 

1i:t1 tw theoligical ·problems 1n this connect.ion. F.irstly, the pos.lt1on 

of scripture and vha·t sort of thing it communicated to us Goctt 

the in Which theologians were to construct. . 

at1aiog1ea):_ predicatlons ·vithin the context of fa.itbc. Hampden1s: work 

is; mre st.tisfactory and more original. on the f'trstr these tw matters, 

he has some very interesting io concernin.g the rela;t.ton of 

scr.S.ptural revelat10n1· to- theology,:·ci Hh is. ,however; more at 

hOme, mo::t"e enthus.iastic his ·subjec.t, .,-rhen he il!l deal1n·g with the, 

rash intrusions,· as he often thinks them,· .of· the analOgies men build 

the things of men1 and the things: of GOd. 

· The consequence dram:1.1. Hampdem.from the limitations) which ere 

on us s.impJ.¥ by the ·fact that l-ie 'are human: bemgs; 1s one which 

is partiC"J.l.a.rly conc:emed "Tt.'ith the nature of h\U!lan understanding., It :l,s 

not ·a necessary conclusion from h:is starting point ... the 

theoiogians of the Iil4ddle ages began vTith. something akin to his 

descript.ion:;. or human powers, but went on to something quite ·different 

1 p 6 



. . . 

when they spoke of scriptural revelation or theological. - but 
. . . . , . , . I 

it is certa!.nly· ail important for the comprehansionl of Hampden worlc: 

1n both natuid .. and dO,,atic 

says tbat our of thE. extemal world 1s confined 

vitb1Dl a pattern of our He makes about·'the nature. o£' 

Ulliverse, thOugh obscurely enough, which correspond in· general. 

features. to some of the present Thus; he 

thmks of our Comprehensii:m· of th.e worl:d1 arC;und us as be.illg ratber:asl 

.it we had a tw dtmens1onal. geometry, and never came ·to the 

isatSOn that the. world within the twoiiodimensional! theor.¥ was 

.itself 

HSmpden hope3; to guard agatrist the rash accusation It thorough­

going subject.ivism' by 8! gvod> common"!" sense appeal to general human 

he1 is. ti:uking of what .is true for 6V917JIIBD no 
' ' I ' 

man· can step outside: the restrictions and accuse another of subjectlvism-

'"Je a:ll use the tw-d1mens1onal geometry, it is aE. have and we couldl 

· not do geometry at a.1.Jl .if We did .not use it. iiampden: us from 

collective unhapPiness: bY.· a . determined cOncentl"$ tien: on the social check. 

For all. practica.J,; matters - and these are the only' one he is concemed­

- w lllQ with eont.1dence rely and conf'orm to: the general. 

impreSSiion of Hampden ill:: metapbys$ca1 to 

how vortbleSSJ and insubstant!ali. things are when w.t.th 

rw.S.ty. Be< the dogmatic· a·ttitudes of some·· ilot. to 
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' 
replace w1f:;b his own nev: dO@llStism, but to. encourage .ordin817 mcm1 

to praceed 

All we have, all we need,. is the consensus men that things. 

wether they· be thus and thus mq be used. as :lf. theY' were thus and thus·. . . . .. 

Tche SQcial check is a way into' tolerailceo . we should alwars try to 

\ft!rk within ordinai7 categories ourse1ves, for· of such· eompll.anca is 

human soeietJ' constructed •. we ahould beware of erecting aDl' view into' a1 

_dopa, even the general. view, because of the aJ.J,.pervad.I.Dg relativiQ: of 

outr eapacltiesi and J;n religion· this leadS. to IlsmpdenAs: standpoint. 

Oil' co.nvent.ionalism for oneself and tolerance for others:. Of this I w1ll 
I o ' • ' • • , , 

say momd.ii the last of JIW 101-k when I mean to qr.itlcise and 

aPJ?ra.ise hi ,further detaU Hampden's general 

lnl Esea.-w om the fhilpsopbicall Evid9nee qf Christian,it\f,published' 

. in 1828; rehearses the of theodi¢1io He begins with a: 

consid.erationl of the province md· of natural. science. He is• . ' . 
partic.."Ularly .ii.nterested the competence of our s8nso17 perception to 

comprehend and communicate truth, the of things, to our minds,• 
..... ·_· 

The Iiampden has of the assmnpt.ioa that we·.lmov 

Qr even as they are·;. not from 

. from the simple experience ,of men that often things are not what they seem. 

An open· face or a mirage in the may be deceiving, end iDost 

men leam to distrust is il:lpressed .qw the occ:urrence ot 

mistakett. in1 our. affaii-s. and of the histofY. of mistakes: which occurred: ln 
' 

theological d1$c.tUfiS·ionSJ of the PaSte He regardsl mistakes: as part of the! 

no1'1118l process of science. Mistakes: are not to be fl'OliDed; Upcmo 

:. ·. 



AnY line of thought wbicb tends· to lessen· the possibility and the 

intellectual secret or prosec­

ution, espec:lallly eny such thing pursued in the name of ·en 

1ng orthodo:JG, is to be 'lbis is one aspect of H'ampden 1 s 

continualL of the liberal!. tolera·tio!ll principle in· matters of 

theology. Once mistakes: have ·a status as part of the· :inev.1table 

machinery of theoiogisilJ.g they cannot be 

Hampden suggests that :no marn can operate a world-view with BD'3 

degree; of cont.idenoe unless he knot.rs himsel£ to· be supported by the! .. 

oonsenS""-S of human opi.nion··in the maini·aspects1 of hi,.ff ep1stemologw, 

cosmology 'and socioioe;l.. T.bat' is, 1.mile Hampden sees no WQ of check• 

.ing a individual. of roallit3'l other than· comparing 

·w.it.h that ·cc:)mprehension' of the he ie p;epared to accept the 

cheek avai!ahle •. H& does; llot seek He disapproves: of those 

who erect a false absolutiism and refuse to ac·cept tb.e1r condition.Tbe 

med.ia.eval scholastic v.iew is an example of men turning away from 

8S 

It ws: 'by, its; •aeakiD· art.ful. comb'inat.1oDl or these two: ingredients· 

of human judgement· ... · the of dogmatism, and the way­

of private reason • that its empire was· declded1 

It, is pleasing tO see the charge of t·prive.te being turned back 

on· such men. ' . 

1 Bampton Lectures, I, p l4 



Hampden:: is quite velll aware that such·· a mode of argument as he .is:· 

presenting, which erects mistakes. into part of the system, and thus 

the procedures, cannot be contrOlled the device ot the 

social check. The objectiOn that .if one man m!i,V er-r a great 

maiJ.y lllQ1 .is a real objection. is no sa.fet.v: inj numbers when1 it . 

. 18 the very worth! of our.· powers:, of knowing that .iJ;l in quest:lon. 

Hampden has no qUL-rel vith this point. He is complace11t about his. 

gener.al.devaluatiOn of theological argument because this is one of 
. r 

his aims. If things are 'Wlcertain. he hopes· that pass.ions ,.,ill be tb.e 

less aroused in their defence. Thus toleration-: vUJ.. the more abound. 

s status; for mistakes has a further advantage fol... his 

kind of theologising. It. places theology amongs.t those subjects which 
. ' 

.in their intricac1es1 and subtleties: are thought unrewarding and 

triv:lal bp the greater pa·rt of ·men. Bor in• most things act accord• 

ing to commol:i sense. take things roughly, they do without precise· 

fomulationse Hampden .is the theologian of comm.OJ,l. sense. theo17 of 

mistake and uncertain knowing doesnot :l,.ead him make of 

systematic doubto He knows·. tbat noth'ing willl come of notbblg. Doubt'. .. , 

a .ground can .further doubt. J.ntelleotua:tism\ 
I ' •·:•t .. ... 

to ba distrusted and theolOgy: got on with the tools of coll1!!10n sense. 

HiS theological vork is thue meant, it is conventional 1n its 

formulat.1ona and undogmat.ic in i,ts attitudee Hampden' accepts as his 

w:rk1ng WIQ. the conventions of the general. accoun.t or the 



' \.. ;' ,, 
Jr 

' . 

beliet, a'C least in the earq n1netee11th centt.U7;, wa.a the 
' ' 

09Il"nCt1cm. that the GQ<L the h$aven and ·the earth· 

had lett; hie work and IJl8.n 
. ' 

coUld ·])y real.tse. 

that 1.t was • end that there mua1: therefor$ be 

a oreator. 

!he rQ!nant$.o VJ,ew of Zlllt'IU"e as . bad not 

yet been sc1ent1f1c and nature still 
I· • 

. . 
sometllillg of the .. 'bl' with (Jo4o 

·sampden this He aocapts possi.b1l1 't7. 

ot natural theolQgy. Be challenges oertaln ot 

it$ Qapaol.tl'.it 

!l'he of the fundamentaus.t 

ot the .jo.b. ot in most 

centtWH' mind'S 1rl. illglatJa. •. +s also: accepted b7 

S:l.n¢.e it WS$ par; the _ev1dence st 

the evidence ot :ready ·to 
'' 

b:e:a. llazuU·,$d. u .. a emptrlcal tashion, the ages 

of bs1ng meaa\Uted 1:v tlleir the ages ot 

up t;he durat1o1.1s of recorded events, 

was to the e ot natural and 
'· . 

lie nQt put the same value qpon 

them as most UJal.l cU.d1 but he d1.d ac cept the un1torm1't7 qt 
• • I o ·• 

value. 



believes in the possibllitu of theologv and 

in a natural theologv of tbe sCholastic and indeed Calviniet 

doee not subscribe to K:ant•s dltn1ss1ve remark 

about •tru1tless• laboUjt. l!ampden la prepared to talk about 

•nat'J,.Wal revelation• in a wFq acceptable to most trad1't1cn­

alist tbeQlogians. It is character1et1c of Hampden. as X shall 

polnt cut at length lateJ-.to talk ln a ._, appro3W1ate 

to oonvent1Qna1 and conservative theologu. am N"et to mean 

something quite different when everuthlrJg 1s added up. When 

d1seuse#.zas·; in the Pbilosoph1cal E<cridenc·es. tlle v4 tness ot 

nature to its Creator,,l1e has none ot· the 

ot tor the ot the eigne of God 

as • revel.at$,on li. Revel.at$.cn1 Hampden• s usage; ls not 

in teterence to the shemlng dt 004 in the Word ot 

Scz.iiptllrEI am tbe Word. Rather the res'lllt of' hi.s 

t.beolog1s1ng 1s to sugg!rst that ls sometimes called. 

•supernatural revelatlono is revelation C)Jlla because it 

w1. th ra tUJ:tal algne the capao1 ty to speak of God to any whQ will 

attend 1 t. .,_e of revelation 1n the logi·cal 

order 1s transterred to the· eXper,l.ent!.al •. fhe results of 

th1s PrflCedure V4ll be· apparent later in section. 

Though Hamp(ien accepts nothl.Dg of {(ant• s 

description of r18tural theology c;apacitg, be does toll¥ CQnetar 



in: th.e Kanti2D1 analysis of the processes of sensory perception, and 

the rellabUitY.·• i11 matters of arJY momP.nt1of these processes to eonvq 

a::. proper· ree.1i tY.• is thus led' to. accept, at least in: general 

outl':ine1 the Kantian: ep1stemoloS3'j which foll..ow; :tmmediate-:cy from bis1 

analysis of our experienceo From things not as! they are bllt s1mpl$,· 

as they are krlown, Hampden constructs a of the ·task of 

natural and a view of what !)art of this task w can1 conf:ld­

ent:cy- expect it to accomplish. He sugge·sts: that the older theologians 

bad the right view of things wen they as&Umed that the materiel! 
. . 

un1 verse arranges i tsEQ.t before .in an orde:red and 

pattern, $ld that thia pattem iff presented to our percept.ion as a•. 
'' 

dtness· to· tbe activity of our Creatoro is perfect]3 prepared-

to allo'tl' that ou.r senses are adequate the reception, and our.· 

msnte.:r. processes are; adequate the correlatiolli and evaluat!Drr, of 

this harmon.ious patte.;n. Nature does present· God t".Q: meno· 

l:n, a Re.ith Lecture Professor Medawar.: made delightful Bun; 

of the theory El' Grecois. elongated figures were the result of h1s. 
hav.ing e. peculiar defect of vision which·made him see' people.: in such a'-

, ,' . I o 

tenuous shape:. Be pq:tnted' out that ·the w.y El: Greco saw people would 

perf'crce 'be the .in Which he savt his ow ·paintings of people.His 

defect would be a constant and not affect the result.Onl.Y.· he would see 

the p.ictures as he saw the peoplsc. tire 1.muld see! the p.icu tres as we see 

the ;people• 

1 Poli.Medawar.:· The Future pf Man; 1960, p 72 



Hampden. SllOh to thaolo&V .na. . 
t;lf God his. see -is· 

bY the way we· ·see. We may· not see tlle obJect at;J .1. t 1s in . . . . . . 
.. 

bUt we see therefore can our tQ . . . - .. . . - . '. . . . . 

Qlle 8JlQther in a ·coherent We musf always be·ar 1n .rn1nd, · 

· however, the the bases ·our 

we a natural· th_eo;:Log.v which is relevant to our 
. ' 

. proper ·put' whi9h we ourselves to only-
. . 

as: to a. relative deser-1pt1an of 
I • • ' • ·•, • o 

Although he is to l.Dieed t.o that 

natural theology tbe .working· a. sinoe tt 
, 0 I • , ,' 1 I o ,, o•l 1' ' I 

0 
I ' ' '' '. 

;,s natural 
• I ' I 

.theology qt g a ?t tbe world . . . . . . 

prpper to 9lii' human tor. Since the 
' , ' 0 I I J o' ,' I . .·• I ·1• •' • • 

. . 

limitations_ our. Qome trom. as m.uch as cap-
. ' ' • • ' • •• ' • I '• • • ' • 

ap1.ty 1ts.e].1-, suoh a theology must. be wllat Gcx\ intends 
' • . • ' . I ' •, I " : ' . . • • 

.for •. it is at .a;ey I'$te no more. vit1$ted by the 
• • • 1 • • . . •. . 

.i.nllerent weakness of .powers than 1s the cr1t1C1sm made 
. •• • - • : . : . • • . .. . - - • - . • : l . . • - . ' . - : - • • 

.. 1 t qy- '¥-'ho not all9w .. . 
I I • I I •' ' ' o • ' I • • 0 ', o· •• '•• 

the is, fo:r oar adequately 
' • ' • ' ' ' ' ' . I . • . 

by the tJ;le time we r,nust remember 
' '0 • • ' I ' •" • • '; o• ' : '•• /1' • I • 

far ou:r ·pt_n.:"Poees .is Qat. the $&me. as with 
' o , ' • I o , 1 , • , ; • I " 

a. tota,;: of the 



T.bis is not a factor peculiar to the t-rol'kinga.: of natural. theology. It 1s 

a cOl!lmonplace· t,n·· the phUosopby of science that scientific do 

not deal with th.ings as are experienced_ but '-lith things as the7 

ere- ideal•isable in definitions·.Y"e:t,of' course, the descr.ipt10ns: of theo­

retical physics are related· enough· to the wrld of experience to 11r10rk' 

in that world. We gain. 1m expllicabilitr and lose in applicabUit,-.1 as 

He.tsenberg pointed out, but w a.o not lose alll apJ>licab:i.lity. 

Natural: theology is governed ey the. same kind:. of condition. as other 

natural sciences.1t dependsJon1evidence, the senses wid 

such instl'U11lents as· are aw.Uable to extend the range of the senses.It 

hypotheses; and theories; and can as trell. as BilJi. science· 

be led l:Sy giving these inexact valua.There is no use in claim­

.ing proof' 'Where mere or· at most probab.Uity, can be 
' 

llshede H2n1pden is natural theology. within· the conventional forms 

of "Wt>lit but he has altered the value of the' exprees.ions.·.i'he· great 

thing was. to speak as one·· That reality is more complicated th.an1 such an 

harmonious chorus might suggest he admtt.ted rut thought this relativeq 

unimportant •. 

Hampdett holds· that our natural theology: is' a "-'Ork of' mtnd uhicb. 

yet. 1n the most important moments 'W"lth what we ma.,yr term 

1objective truth'. I shall henceforth proceed vith Hampden's vieW. of 

revelation, 't..Jithc:>ut eonstant reference to his initial devaluation of our 

cJ.a 1m; to certi tude1 but 1 t Oilght to be kept in' mittd until iiJ7 or :I. t.ique Qf 

this part of his work• u:1s awareness• of the observer enables him *-' 

9t 



to avoid the subjective log.ic· of po·tuit ergo f'ec.tt, e.t ieast to a greater 

degree tb.BI1· many another anturd: theolOgiano 

· Hampden 
1 
s natural therefore; does not take the shai>E'' 

-

of' an argu."nen t :from within science. He dtJest g0 about things ill . the Palsy 

manner - whl;>se ar&'l.Ullent from design to.us derived from the .geometrical order 

suggested·: by Newtonian. mechanics •. li&"'lPden1s approach is mora like that of 

S -.gustine, ! t is an a.rgumont from the nature of reality - the Ohristian,,. 

in contemplating the trorld,experiences; an cf in1nd from the 

GOd 'I.IDO makes; an th L"lgS new. 

'Phe opening cf Hampden 1 s dtscusfrl:on of the natural order in the; 

world 1n relatiom to our human rat.iocination is concel'lied td.tb the 

· c.haracter of our impress.ion of! regularit.Y in natural phenomena. At; this 

makes; one of his few eo.noess1ons ·to RQmantic "'-ays of thi.Q.klng and 

the out!ook and raspon.ee of a chUd to the stars:: and mountaSnsc. 

He aaks,1'6rst of nll,whether the principle·. of ragularit,x-· and continuance, 

is part of our concept or the' universe, 1s in. tbe mind! as the 

result of an immediate .impact from one original. :impreas:ion, or 'tv'hetb:ar 

come to realise the observable order· onzy through the cumulative' 

effect of repeated experience. tlordswrth ·had by-passed the preblem· 'l'dtb a\ 

neo-P!atonic theory of recollection·: 

Our birth is .but a sleep and a forgetting, 

. but Bampden1 is systematie and more rigorQus with h2J!i.sglf.Rls analJrsts· of 

our first chUdhood intimations of cosmic order· and governance leads him to 

suppose thoUg'7!i 'Dy definition, the first of the impression·· is 

·independent of our experience, it is not. capable o:r.· exciting .in us aQ:. 



adequate of and certainlu not of an orderer. 

The repetition ot the impression of the uorld. received 

at the primal vision is ettect1ve.not merely through repet­

ition. the information is reQeived through 
. . 

the impressions 1nd1V1du.ally forms a pattern realiaa'ble only 

when the centre of the picture is so grasped that details, 

occult evl.cienees and outlying facts be the object ot com­

prehensive attention. Secondla, the repetition 1s not merel.v 

quantitative in results but qualitative, even thougb it 

be repetition. ot identical ADd this not solelY 

because of the increase in receptive power ot the maturing 

intellect but by reason of a simple quantitative inorease. 

can rad1callu alter seem an odd 

cons1deration it is one familiar to those who give ac­

colUlts of the structure of the atom am the 

uh1·ch vary with addition ot an elect.ron, and more 

generallY; to those oho have seen a conversation euddenlv 

or alive when one other person was added to the 

Hampden supports his version ot natural theologv oith refer­

ences to B&co1u 

Intellectus humanus ex proprietate sua facile 

supponi t maJorem ordinem et aequali tatem in 

rebus quae 1nven1t;1 

and to _Hey•s lectures on tb.eolegy. 

Nor. Organum I. 



matter. of our receptiOn of natural. impressions• 

notlOrra: 

When i WBSJ young .. I felt no surprise at the ret\lm1 of summer 

and winter.; and I :!magin&l the unthlliklng peaBB.Dt tak&Sl $11 

change' in natural phenomena as thingSJ of course: bUt' nov, 

the days• never. grow in spring; without exciting; .In· IV mind 

strong; sent1ments.of wnder:or e.dmirationl 

Hey, that the progress; of ls educative to a point 

at: whtcli! $ is to accept con-tradictlonS; because he realiiseSl 

cannot ez:pl.antionB".Hey,; e1;1gagedi iD 

rat:i.onallSi:l•. 'lo• h"im faith was something ve17,: odd and t.Qtally Uiegical., 

.it vould necessar14' appear usel,ess; and to others: 

11i1 a dUferent Giva thata. there 1s a 

andproperly-so-catted; of GOd 1n the warld of ordBred; 

·nature, it ought, a suppos1tS., to be avallable to 

alD. men. It ought at·: the vers least to be avaUable to those· Whose 

8;"8 SUCii1 that they can qonveil1ent3.1' cope with the clemaDds; 

f>f more complicated tb.Bni the ordln&ry• otber worda, •· 

s.s, Oftj the face ot 1t; demal1ded tQ explaiD wby the natura1 

Ol'der does) not so) itself Upoll"l each man 1 i3 consciouaess. iq are· 

men the.ists? 

1 aeyl Lecturesl 2n D1ir1n1Q'; i, p i64 ( 1796 edition) 



the quest:i.onl in termS that. 

there was: $omething E!ortlficial than pod abQut modem1 methods. of 

that ex:per.ience was tnterpreted 1n such a wq as to blunt. 

llim1Pa.en 1s natural." tbeolDg 1s a 
.. 

attd.r; an argument after the basl been arrived at 1\W othel!· 

· ·means• has' non• of Wordsworth's regard. for chUdbOod; as the sensitive 

time. He ·.is with the adult to th"S . .ngs as thq· are.l 

Bampdeir1 his natUral•theoio§ exPl.anati..on aCknowledging the·· 

·eme ·existing ·GOd.. God ls responsible for. the natural: and an 

m·tt. is.; ... P,ilsible,theretore, tor the· mechanisms of the human· 
- . 

He is, retJpQnsiblet th4;1reiC}re, fo:e tile kind of refl,ect!QD 

that our riltnds; p:rOVlde of the material u.niverfJ8:e Hampden1 is certain tba:ti; 

. God. Jj!aker; basi put. hi's: mark: \ipoDl his bandlwlfi: 

JOur ·P.r..s..al t; is on the w:lde wb.i te 

the a1r ]; ·your band, 

And on the silver fish· l sam 

H8J'!lmarks: of Immortality 

Tour. _love withmt the, Stmlligh'h· fl,qes: 
. ' I 

And love. the shadowed .F.9_cJ •tina·, 
T$ Jmagee; pass.t . 

And we dlScal'di darkened. glass .• 

l That is, Hs:inpdenliS concemed with the moral problem, vhtch 11.1 81 

a,mat.ter of acting; to things as the7 are. 



The world,. tor is seem as the presentmant of· one· design. Tbls. 

1s•an argument capable of convers!on. the ha.t"l!lOQ impressed by 

GOd's as; ... we _can_ come his p1'9sence .m hts 

Cl'e&t.SOn - at least w can come . to know what kind ot attrlbutes are . . . . . . . . . . .· 

of .GOd, _and perhaps,: I do thiDk that. 

this ever made by.· Hampden) knOw tba t be exJ,sts•. 

theolbg,w ts· thOught of· by HampdeD aa ot divine 

It-is a 1$' diviiie·,appoJJltmarit• Since he, that nature . 

. 18 as; m. harmonioUS pattel;'lll to our minds: &q; order that 'We 

becol'De aware of the qf' the a8 the result 

ot a' 

.AJlli from a prlYllegedi position• mwpcieit. 
I , I 

b.1 other than those of na-turell theol:og,w· tb8t there is a 

God. Ha knev this before. ever he began1 theodicy• iJ!b1s,•mq 

make his work appear too sl:ipahodo BUt .. S.s as wen to acknOvledgethe 

ditf'iculty of out a dalonstl"lition·ot Gbd1s existence from am 

agnostic. starting poib.t.None bllt the most assured !190-!oscbolastlc would 

1n days suggest that there has ever \:em a, proof.· 

¢'. God181 In Hmnpden·?s: t:lme things were 

a theologtan vas: prepared to depJDy the Evidences' tho Paley. maimer.;, .. 

It 1s a stgrn of· Bampden.8s strength· that he did escape dowm such &111 

eEJ.Q: bolt-hole,. 

Hampwm: ·to pm<Juce a._ severely J,ntellectualist 

argument.Be vishes: remove the .intellectualist obstacles: bef'ore he 

gmpples with the moral:. questiOl:t .• fhis··interests hSm.HOv· is God! to be found 



.. in1 his work?· HOw is it possible that man, 'Who fail to d.iscovEQ;". the 

traces of his presence in"• his wrk are moral4' bl.amewortby.1 as: B 

asserts? IJJhe,· relevance of the :moral. is obv.1ous to 

Hampden and he makes; much of ito I w:U!l late1· give some account:. of 

his view; a11d some critique of its value for us tgday. 

HBmpden1·s naturalJ-theology methodology,: raises: two 

for any student of his work. One of these 13: common: to any 

attempt at making e. theodicy'; whether mdiaeval or modem. The other 

:ls an1epistemologicaldifficulty wbicb I have menticmed earlier·ancl 

wh1ch he with: those vbo: pursue natural scie:noe1 though Hampdeii· 

.is: awre that the epistemological- question• is :introduced in a more . . 

acute form .iB his work than in any other. Hmnpdem iJJ in1 

conceptiom_of the l::Bsis; of natural theolog,v as a scientific 

subject. And, if is. allowed the_ study, and a reall. value 

given to .Wural theology, he is: not cl.ear as; to the method- of 
. . . 

exrounding its: theor.1es;· and 

Hils f.ii•s:t di.f-f.iculQ; ar.ises; when .he speaks of natural theology . . . 

as setting out 1ni lDgical fol'lll! the wa..rs .in which w 1 recognise God 1n 

nature• o Halilpden·. is unsure about wb.at. is to. be found'< 1 in nature•·, h&! 

is further unsure as to \oJbo can be included·. 1m 'we' .Do 1we 1 recognlse 

the God we alread$ know- we as; Christtans • or are 1we1 simpl.y meD! 
: ' ' 

vitbout revelation) l.Doking at the lriOrld? If the second what could 'Ye 
. . 

see'! Most natural theologians have pretended tQ be apostles but haVekL. 

relied' on-. revelat1on-; to announce the a-1m of their wart.Hampdm dill-.,, 



.. not our to• the progress.: of our 

......,. search.Th1s wuld be proper adv.1ce oldy it we could adopt· such 
'. . .. 

a: p6s.1t1oll!e'W'e are Chrtstians.,and there! is no good parpoae 

· seNed bY. to be anything other, tban· Ch:r.1s:t1ans seeking; a· 

reasonable demonstration; of one aspect or our i'a·1tho0nca: understood' 
• . ! • 

th.ts descrlptionl of our endeavour undercuts: the yery essence of 
' . . . 

theology cla1ms. A vague sense· of' this 1nsecur1ty of natural!. theolOgy 
. . . . 

dlsturbs not want. to an emptq agnosttclsm·;but he 

q'!1,1te be brought to the 1t-s1 in tems of' 1Cbrlst.1aD'• 

Though be the exploit to Chrlstian.1 &EJS1lmpt1cma, 

he doee; 1n a wa1 onl;f· within the Christian context.In.s; v1e1ir 

'f the Quinque Viae) is tetalJ.y defined. 'tv scriptural. categoriea,.'llhEJ: 
' . .. . ' ' . . . . . -

1proofs for the existence of GQd1 have beent 

thought of at gutCles that any man. might follow and1 glven 

and a sense of dependence; accep.t. 1110re 

thinks of na,tural. theolog 1n the maiD no.t Pl')VJDg GOd 

'tiut as of the. character.istics of G()d once his: ex1stence 1sl 

recelved.lle therefore· intends1 'til· ht.s natural!. theology to' suasicms· 

towardS· the acceptance of the GOd; .SD Jesus, rather than 

the eld.stence of. Go<J.. talks· not of the.ists md ilon-thei,sts1 but· 

Christ.leils and .non-Qbristians m this Q9nnect1on because he is coilcemed 

to show all that the GOd to .. 'Whom nature wit,nesses; IS the GOd: revealed: 

in·, Scripture-. Natu.rall bas: a for Hampden, bat 1t i:S not a1 

value wb1ch -n be dred1ted apart t;oam Hampdm is concemed' 



with the problem of the relatiQnsltlp between 

revelation written and natural revelation. He spends a 
. . 

great deal of effort in producing a workable accommodation 

of the two. He is not able on his own principles to be con­

tent with a priority as means to end ot natural 

revelation to Scripture, his concept of the virtual 

of non-Christian natural theology complicates the 

relationship. Of this more later. 

G11ren that natural theolocg bas a value, what method of 

enqu1r.f is proper to it? Hampden gives an answer to this 

question which appears at first to contain a 

tradiet1on. He says both that man must adapt hfs mental 

workings and attitudes to the t.Torld of material be!Dgs in 

order to encounter the evidence, the traces, of God, and that 

"there 1 s already in existence a real harmo!\V between the 

world and the structure ot. the human mind; and that this pres"'!' 

ent harrilo:cy demands the tion of God by all. within the 

world.. It would appear then that is sScVing that there 
. . . 

is and there 1-s not a harmoey existing between non"'!' 

human and human creation. 

I think we may say that in-his description-of there­

lationship between world and mind Hampden included an 

unstated - a man be humble before 

natw"'e, must acknowledge God in nature. 'l'his would make 

natw:•al theology a morel as well as an intellectual dis""!' 

c1pl1ne since it describes the moral content of·both the 



. . 
enEplil"tW 1nto the nature of and the proper· recognition' of 

which the enquiry is d$.rected tot:rards educ.ing in: the reader. 

.is .important to notice tbat .. Hampden1s: preaceupationst 
. . . . . ' . 

'Which are :readily discernible U1 his theodic;y d.iscuss-.ions,, sava him · 
. . 

fzmn the vo:rst of 1n talllec tual!ia t errors: natural:. theolog1ca1 

proceedinga. It characteristic of im.lch 'orthodox' natural!. theologz, 

that God 1a considered:. to be approachable' in much the s8me V;q as· 
. . 

f:lnal. of a; :&lclideal)l theorem or of an. puzelEP.. 
. . 

emphasising the moral content of the natural:. theolOgian 1 s work, 

and the demand ot GOd to be recogni'sed' and Hampdm .S:s refusing 
' . 

to accept the sSJnPj:e1 and unsatt.si'acdiOr.w· modes, ot demonstratioJll 

to be found 1n too. many text-books oftheolcgy •· aligus himself. 

not v1tb the versions of Aristotle and which· 
.. . . . .· . . . 1 . . . . 

even in mOdem d1scuss'iOJUJe He aligbs; himself molT. Vi th the 

-work of though he·· thought it metapb_vs leal, 

does at least begin trith an immediate' recognit10n1 o£ the wnder ot:: 

is; more at home stil!l l-ri.th the psalio11st1 s 

It I cl:1mb .. the heavens;you are· 

Ii' I Ue ln the grave; you are 

Hampden thus reduces the audience for.· his. from the hones-t 

pagan masses: some envisage to those who aJ,ready acknowledge the Lol'dJ. 

At least this dOes: J?.ot arouse the uncomfortable thought tba-i' 

SO a'ol.dl$ trivial ELS a loglcal proof has· encompassed. the be1ng of God;. 

Hampden 1 s WQ. deJnalldS! a. thorough and humble re-thmldiLg·. ot the present 

J\M7 

IDO 



method and the final aim of natural thaoldg.·· It demands too the 

tdthd.rat.zal of the sllllple idea of ' if there is· a harmoll)r men must see 

it; as there is a harmony men do se·e it '• This is replaced b,y the 

doctrine of the effects of Original Sine Though the vorld 

is 'charged vi th: the grandeur of GOd' and there 1s a real hamo:rq· in 

the universe ".rb.ich proclaims- the presence of God; it demands' great 

moral. as as intellectual effort for man to recognise the 

presence of God. Here agam the attempt to frame an intellectualist·. 

tbeodicy m"eaks do'Wn', and though Hempd.en: not expressly ackno'tf-!t 

ledge this, it seems to lie behind his distrust o£: hon""'Christian 

natural. ·theology. 

This much at least is clear to Hampden·, tb.f!tt t_he whole course of 

nature ' so long; as the mind of is what it is., cannot bu.t be' 

considered inl the light o_f a revelatiOn. from Godil 

1 PhUosophical ividence:1 p 7 

IDI 

. .. : 
... . .. 
!' 



Il Revelation! in. Scripture 

view of the 11mitat1Qns ot· man's recept.ive! capac1Q1lead him 

to: sq of any revela tiont from God: 

lt cannot impart to them (human:::beings) a knowledge of a dltferent 

· nature from that vhicb ere adapted to recetve1 

There are • to be no supernaturalist bolt-holes• The revelation! glvezi• 

must be describable .Sn,.human te:nns• 4t the same time he· 

th'i.nks .it evident that 

something than the truth as taught nature •••• appears1 to be: 

neces.saril$· involved in the mtion· of a miraculOus:. revelatt.o:D.f 
l . 

Hampden s concem is to determine the lme whence the 1more than 1 begins. 
. " 

Since he has come to the (lonclusion; that Da ture the potential 

to reveal GOdl to men,. and that revelation is not. aetual.q effective, 

he J;"easons that Sc'ripturalL. revelatio111 must be given to supplement by· 

another· means the one re'Velati.On1 w have already received! 1n nature. 

Hampden·. thinks we ma.Y make a d1st1nctiom between the tw forms of the·· 

one revelation.• bYi saying that when God emplOys nature to reveal his: 

purpose 

.. e speaks irlJ. that:. universal .laDguage which preceded dfl utterance 

ot human tongue3 

l. PtillOsophicam. Ev.1dence, p a> 

2 Ibid., P· 35: 

3 Ibtd.,p 36 

ID2 



wb.U.e .deJ.:tve_%B hii!J in Scripture' he employs I copventionel 

signs of ideas already, acq11fred 'J:V the mind'l• augges.ted a 

theology 'or ·wonder der.ived from nature, Complementara: to a' theology,i of 

knowledge_:derived from scripturSll Hainpdsir!does; makel so 

ra:cU,cal a dtstinct1oneHe talks.' of: moieS! ·and ways of reve&ling, of 

a13pects1 be1rig It. is thus that he accounts, for the 

di,fi'erences of truth conveyed 1:,-. the aD:d scripturall modEus o!' 

. rewlat.ion. 

dUference between; and scriptural revelatiom 

for Hampden, . as· for many on the notiozi1 ot Original Sin: 

It man Peri'eet his moralL and intemectual powers,as 

·whezi he came forth. from the hand of bts Creator, it. 

bS .pdjisiiidV;ui coric;e:t.ved that the ianSuaP' of natUre would have 

and ·inlellllbls ·conveyed to his understanding; heart:. 
. . 

that kno'vledge of GOd which was requisite for his and his kB 

happiness; so tar,. at lSast,as; the creat10n1 appointed. 1li "Godi 

in the stead .o:tr more 11e would" have sem the. 

traces qf the Almighty ·agent1. not as now, through the obscurat­

ions; of a perv'erse and blind understanding, bUt with a quick and 

p.erceptiqn. 2 

For Hampden, the F&iu has: des.troyed: 1 the of his morall. eyei3 

' . 
1 Pliilosaphics:J. IWidenee·, p 35 

2 ·lb.id'o'1 p /i.3 

3 Ibid';, p 

i0'3 



and, 1m a1 remjniseent of Calvin 1 s s!m.Ues,. Hampden' sqso 

after the J1al!l JDBIJl 1bas; no longer an1 ear· tor. the erea,t1on1l 

Man1 is nov reduced to the laborious:. use or his; · he 1s made the 

nudge of doubts·; ·he 1s even1 of the conelustons; ¢ his:. 

reasoning. Reason; for Hampden,. takes the place of the primitive 

SntultiOnl Qf. GOd\ that.men might onCe have pOSSessed. Reaaomis: au . . 

ve: have, and howver uns1il'e may be ·its guidance, it- must be used: 

. 'We must nov collect prowess; of. amidst 

doubt1ng and 8uspic!Dm of error, the truths which' 

otherwise have, :lmmediate]Jf told their tale 1n an the.!%· 

native cham2 

Semg o:ur perp];eldtS.es3 and uncertaintles,God basl given us the 

revelat:lom the mrds) of Scripture. Ini Scripture va have a direct 

.and .clear commun:!.cation1 of the wUi of GodJ f'ollOwing; .its otder,we 

sba11 at bappmass·. 

My enqulr,J ... presupposesl a Divine orS.gJ,nl to the Christian' 

revelat1Qn1; and a superintending Providence over its wbole 

course.th.is ·is my point of departure) 

To the of GOd he proposeS! a response of maJl1 1n · tftriDS 

ll Philosophical Evldence1 p U 

2 

J: J3ampton1 p Yi. 



•' . 

characterised by his QWDJ peculiar ep1$temol.Ogy;l arriVin! at Bo J."e-

·stateJI!ezit of theo]:og1cal! values· wb,lch is .Sn some signitlcaDt 1181'8l 

original!• 

HampdeD,1s emphasis on the aspec_t of ideas in·. the 

human,inteUect, rattler than! on· .ret41-, leads' hl.m to 
. . . . 

discover 1111 natum of revelation. lie su'Uigests: tha:t 

the is because it is; 

· conveyed•. wrds, and thuD 

·it must be so restricted to of such !iligna as 

· have been; adopted! the use of mank1Jld: the c:ommunic­

atiom of. their ideas: to each other.. whereas the signs: which· . . 1 

the universe presents are; them,eelves. without limit. 

·Thing&· existing; are fullJ; aild therefore,Ham:pden 

argues, if' w could Goa1 we should 

hil:ve a tuJ!l revelatlo:r. But the Of l'9Velat1GD• il! 

1imi ted· primarU.W· 1:iY our restr1ct1Dg . . , God cannot reveal to 

us inpre- than 11e has made us capa'b].e of. rece.i:v-mg. 

humanl has beenllessened:.l:v Original Sir11so- tbr:l.t the 
I . • 

of revelation-1 is doub:cy: 

· . We use words: uses speaking to uso Our -words: 

are but signs of things;. end so are limited by their nature. Hampden· 

at. other. times; wUl make .. much of this limita·t!On: and shev hov· it 
' • •' • I • • o ' 

deprives:; statements of' t1nalJ,t:,v.:; but this context he 
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rejoices the 11m1tation1 as helpful in communication. He suggests 

that wrds are proper]$ adapted· to Fallen because they have the 

stamp of authoritJ·J they are closed and final!J they; do not admit ot 

m.iSW'.I.derstat.iding.This seems dif'f:lcult-·. to maintain inl the face of omr­

h1story.Hampden means that:. vords have l,l definite sense once they are· 

accepted_ by -societ\y,,. and that:- it is only in: with other 

t.JOrds in a sentence thai the conventional sense may become bl.urred. 

Words Which singly vere simple take olli_ complex characters; together• 

'thi.s is a· suspect not1cn: and would make but slender 

appeal to- anyone concemed with the logic· of communication•- and 

.mdeed ve wuld most of us object both to a notioDI that words in1 

ranged: in the columns of the Oxford Faglish 

were simple things, and to the not.1ont that words are· ever to be con-

. -Sidered. as mdividual COUJ;lter8; existal'lt apart from the 

a9tua1iQ: of co!liDlUDicattorr. However Hampden's linguist.ias; have a. 

peculiar cbar9ter.. and it_ would be wrong to delay on the matter at th1s­

po.mt·.Later. I shall. have something to say about. quest!Qns. 

- 'lbe betwen mrds and things accounts for the 

dif!i'erence natural and scriptural revelatiODl and the effect­

iveness• of revelation by, these tw modes. The· kno'W!edge ot God. w may 

reach througmoreated. things is so ef.fect1ve that·1t 

renders llien .if they do not serV'e. God and love H::tm. when1 

tbey are coni'l"onted with it. the other-hand the revelation of God 



in- Scripture, through the limited. "t-D rds, wich are by definition 

1Dcapable of an absQlute CODS tructJoD; 1s des.1gned and adapted to 

our m.inda: .is so explicit that 'ma111 cannot but hear and 

stand Sl).d be by 1t'l That some .men hear.. and are not con­

verted i,s the reSUlt a bad dlspos1t1on. The moral 

.is tb.eretore once more put at the centre3 of the theological discuss-

iono 

Tcha moral: argument haS·; for Hampderll a particular and a general. 

versimr. Tue $'act that some men do not 11st&lli to the word of God 

in Scripture and so are not converted, seems• to lbmpdeDI. a part.:l.cular 

eJC&mpl.e of the general. fact that DO. man listens; enough to the 

revelation_ oi' Gode The pc;»verty of our natural!-J."eVelat10m· theory 

shews bow little the voice of created nature .is heard by our gener­

ation. It. 1s a 'perverseness> a£ human nature' which ever prevents: 

Qur appreciat:lng the of GOd in: the world and which prevents: 

our tillg the gift of scriptural: revelatione 

It. would be wrong to credit Hampden with nothing lliore &Oph:l.st­

icated the sSmple· proot-rridden illtel!ligence of the Evidential 

schools.; He does; not iook for a magic 'WB.Y of demonstratkg the 

9hristiaD v.1.ev· of God 1D a quick, slick _and .incontrovertible fal!lbiolr• 

He understand the dUf:l.cultieso He ugderstands them not from art 

Br!alysis of the dlf't.ieul.ties: in themselves; but fr.om an .investiga­

tion Of history • Proof have worked:. 

Hampden·, t.s acquainted v:l.th human· ayui its work.ings·. Just as 

• •• • •• a ' ."_' 



.our and bllnd im:derstaudiDgtl l,e:f.'uses to see a 

mea1ung in the work of so we refuse to see a 
} 

meaning 111 f!cript\We :, · 

yet notwithstanding the dullness of the 

the apathy of the indifferent, the contradictions 

ot the proud and· rebellious the 

sacred truth consigned to fai tt¢ul records remains 

in a.ll its integri_ty and prom,inence to such as 

and diligentlY address the.mselv,es 

_to the inquiry afte:r 

The truth of God 1 s, then, to be toU+Id eas14r in the words ot 

the Bible if we submit ourselves to it. It is to be found 

'as pure ore co1leoted r.efined for our immediate use. •3 

2nese are the livelY oracles ·of Go4, as Qalvin·was so fond of 

out, npt dead letters, not und.eetphertU,l.e like the 

opera •. The words of give lite to h,4-n 

who l'ead. s and They ·.• readily available to all. ' 

. I.n shewing fort.tL the accessibility qf the scriptural 

revelation its ease dt. understanding, Hampden qu no 

means wiehes to suggest that the Bible co.nta1ns a new revel­

ation_ of new thingf?. T'ae revelation that God placed.· in hi$·. 

work of coald hage .told us much about it 

or!J3 we had not ."Qiinded ourselves by Original Sin. fhe pre-·-· 

i. Philosophical Evidence. P•43.· 
2.. ::Ibid. 
);. . Ibid·• p.46. 

,,.,. . . .:.·. 



. " 

Adam.,he considers·,could hc.ve 110rked t.owrdSJ these _truths; 

wb1.ch we now receive from' B-ible. It is qn:cy 1n our state 

of deprivatiolr,. our lack of priiuitive 1nnocence1that we cannot 

recognise the pr1mltive rev'elation!o It. is now that 

truths which wuld never have f.f left to 
\_l 

mBke its own 1nterence from the facts.' ot experience, wm 
appear disclOsed to our view as w follow the wri.ttfm! 

guidance of the Spirit, with a vtvickJ.ess of colouring-, which 

belongs tAJ· objects placed in tb9 foregi"Cnmd. Of a Ui.ndseapel 

doctrine of the thus Protestant 1n at leas.t 

one aspecti. our: to fit into the sCheme- of things :l.s 1\UU.ned • .t 

But l-Ie have physical world stUil, we can see' through the mist ot· 

obscuration& tb&t the physical universe is ·a revelat.ton. Hampden\ haS\ 
I . . . 

taken Calvin s hesitant all.Oval. _of' something 1n nature and admitted a: 

made' of natural rewlatipn. desigll1. f,ncludes a developed. fom 

of · Cdv.m·• s; idea of Scripture as a pair of spec.tahlte'SJ through which we 

mat see'· nature. In:one re&Pect he is-.more than- ealviil. H&m.pden1 

· refuses1 tO aLlow that -we CBill understand a revelat!onl in flcrtpture which 

1s ·dif.ferent in kind from that .in nature.Be is not prepared· to- admit &!. 

revela tioDJ of mys 



-·-·-

a.pden"i v.isbesi to 90me scientit'j,c·· s.t:rUcture for theolog to 
. . 

the Of establisb.ing the naturall. and: 

sariptUl'd. so that he has a systematic·. answer to thEJ) 

argumentg of thOse who :refuse poss·ibilltM· to the existence of oa.t111"d 
' ' 

·th&Ql"ogy·.·In., this1 matter: he is in the of the • . · . . . 

· · cormectioli: he em.ploy,s1 reveals something Qf· · his view the structure: 
. ' . . . . . 

of theolDgelt'. is;tp,d$te evident tb&.t. Hampden,h(IJ:dS. a 

Of· revelation. 

as l have ment:loned earlier., &&8; milch tead by the Oriel 
. I ' 

theolOgians, concerning the mysteries: Qf revelatioD, that 

ar.e muQb like mysterieS; in arq sc.t.ance, bidden. and 

diScQvert .. Ha.vki:ns, wbo was: ·the most trad1t.tonal1s:t of the . . . . 

.. . 

derived from Hey's conslderatlQns; but .is for the) 

purposeo He that- the powers of reason· are, lilmited wham they dea.lL 

with religious matters,. but BUg3f3sts; that this, is true of any st,;uq; 

Ever.r truthi 1n Pb)!sics as1 as1 in runs; up .. into a;,· 

iQ:Stie17 whiCh w cannot penetrate; but reaSon! extendai a11ke in 

either the JlC)inti· where tbe commences);. 

exampl.e of a :rqst;ery :t:n:Pb¥s1os; is· an one • the fact that 

o:t body and fact e;,ur a.cknowledges1altholigb. w 
. . 

caDDOt': unde;'stand! either the natur.e of the jntei"oi6ct1v1t.,v.; of· bed$ 

llo 



and soul, nor mind actsJon·matter.Tbese are be,rond 

reason. Hawkins is not concerned witb what passes under the 

title of f,bysics today.; he_ has a more antique fashion. $zl; mind, he is 

th1nk1ng of what we ilow call ' phi;J:osophicsl psyehol• 

ogr-1 He seems llkeq to regard insolUble problems or: difficulties; as 

mysteries - if a: myste17 were someth:lng we coulda never know 

rather than something we could never fully understand. He &fPears. to 

have a vtew of mucb like that of Hampden, and he expresses 

this later in his 

Rellgion1 Natura:t not less• than Revealed ( and both 

them agreeing in tbisl respect every_ branch of merel;,y 
. . 

human knowledge) runs up in:to l!lBilY_ and m.;vsteries 

and subjects inscrutable, and beyond the reach of our 

As soonl aerevelaed reliigioDI is linked :in its character with 

'every- other branch of merel3, human knowledge' the damage dane to the 

-co·ncept of tery is equatiOn! between the methods of 

Revelat:ion1 and Pbys.ics is a false equation: 

The argmnentative method of Theolog,v.; is that of a strict 
- - -

science;such as Geometr,w,- or deductive; the method of Fbysics1 

at least on 1s that of an empirical. pursuit1 or 

induct:l.ve. on either side arises from the 

nature of the case.In.Pb;rsics a vast and omnlgenous mass ot 

l 1838 Sermon:,_ p l4 
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infomatlolll l!ieSl tb.e i.nqy.trerJ. all in a 

and needing and ln:J 'theology, such varied 

phenomena are and RevelatiOn .itself mateado 

.What m·· Chcl.stialiit,w is just what is reveaied 

nothing more; certain: trutha,comm.Wlieated directlY fi-oml ab9ve; 

are committed to the keeping of the and to the ve%7 
·' 

last nothing be added to theGe trutb.sl 

ilhisl passage f'rbm Ne\olJ!lan shows welll enough the divergent views of." the 

Oriel meh about the natUre of theolbg:ical'. Hampden could 

have admitted so great a distinction. betvaen1 natural science 

and appropriate pursuit of theological: fo5Cience.i For Hampden' lt wuld 

not be odd! to speak of revelation: as a conclusion. from experl.ence. He 

does1 actusliJ.y use such a form of' and this brings well 

into with and tbe method of observattow. and 

generai1ss.t.ton1 by Which they prosper:. 

1f the dif£erence between a scriptural truth and its· couD:.tez­

. part .in the system of na turejj were greater or less: th8n such 

as might 'be attributed to the difference of circumstances; the 

scriptural trutli: could not in such a case be regarded as a 
2 

conclu.s.iolll from e:tper1ence. · 

1· ldea of a Univers.1Qt p 4/A· 

·2 Pb.Uosopbical. Evidence; p 6.3 

112. 



Heli!mtml .1s, of course, cons.ider.ing the posit.ion1 or when the,: 

come to lOok at revelation' once it has given to men. T-hey: 

nothing to the orig:inal} g.Ut, though they may develop their 

understanding:. 

From the time or the Apastles to the end of the world no 

strict]J; new truth can be added to the theological! .. into:rm.­

atiolll which the were insp.ired to deliverl 

Hampdenl is more concerned with the very inspiration; of the Apostles·. 

Jio,., does; something come to be revealed:? 'rh.is ,he says, is a matter· of 

response to experience, a matter of' understanding of environment. He 

produces: a des.cript.ion· .. of revela toty processes,.. the how of the matter, 

l-lhich is cl.bse to the hov of natural! science process. The way he devel-

ops. his ·theory of revelat.ioro is modern at thi.s point, and he 

deserves· great credit for its at his period"o 

Bempdem begins by reeogn.ising the progreasb·e nature of revela-· 

tion, the recognition that it not all given at once in: one 

and degTee, but 1 .in times: and .in. divers manners'. He deacribas 

the Bible as. ' a record of the divine dealings! with the saceesaive· 

of mankind·.•2• He harshly, of those who, hid this.; 

temporal:. character of 3cr1pture' and let it be thought that the 

ws al:l of piece: 

1 Idee of a U.riivers.itYi· p· 441 

2 Bampton1Lectures1 p 88 
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The whole of ReVela t10Jil l48l treated as one contemporaneous 

pmductiOD:J of the several. parts migb t be expounded 
1 

without reference to the 1rr which· each vad: 
1 

Bampden1 sees; that 1f w are tao unders·tand acr1pture we must be! 

aw..re ot its various historical sett.ings. and not eilnpl¥ 1;1t:ring., 

together a compl.acent Qf vhicb $1'8 m agreement with 

each other. He of such unsclentific proced-

urea: 

what vas termed !Jl·; the Schools, the Analogy ot 'aith,· was not; 

as, might be supposed; an 1Dte1'pretat.1on ·Of paasages; 

to parttcular periods and particular occasiona, but the 

shewirlg that 1 the truth of one Scripture WBCJ· not repugnant to.:· . ·:"·-. · · · 

the of another' 2 

Ve read Scripture if we read it as a description, ot the 

immutable God. It is says Hampden, a: reaord ot mBDt andh1s; 

re'sponse to God: 

If we :nov read the Scripturelli ilr! the way of the Scheolmeri, as. 

having God for tbe:l.r proper subject ,instead of reading them 

as a divine history ot man, we naturally ned.,ect the BllBlogies 

.of time and c1reumstance.3 

1 Bamptcm1 I.ecture? IX, p 88 

2' Ibid. f.ha reference is to Aquiiias:Summa 'l!heol. I.l. art 10 

3 p 89 



It w read Scripture as about· man ra.ther than 21s about God shall 

be the more ready to abandon the false dogmat.lsm that f1'GIIl· 

transmut.blg images: .. tntq) metaphysical qoncepts, 81)d the; 

more ready to undar.stand tha.t sC11.ptura1.teaclrl.ng 1S 

concemed with bov men shoul!d act: 

. ·We then seek to J.earlr;vbat man. has· beetll 4$ the 

at.; the of his condttionl1n the bow he bas· 

b;:terr. treated his Creator at dltferat per.tads,. and bov he 

has· responded·- to that treatmm,lt. Hence. results aa h1stor1call 

.tb.eoJ:o&YI a register l!S :lt wre ot the rel'1g1ous conduct Of,· 

man1 un!!er the ot" GodJ and princS..plBs. 

the Divtne Character and Government appl:lcaple to the 

future of Qur 11ves.,1 

. J;t impossible to adm.irat.ton:· from such a p.lece of: 

reaJJlslng that revelation.· has a history, that it comes 

115' 

to particular Hampden1 has not·. takea-:/-.,.· . ·-
. .• ,,· 

away its· relevance, oil·! the contrary he has. the ;Bible 

a· existential.!· ch$raeter vhlcm;. aUOva us; to leam tiov.· 

to act as inen. 

Further, the •tl'oduction1 of bis.toricai cr1t1c1sm allD.VSJ 

to :recogrd.se the existence of 11tera17 gellres Sir. the 

. scriptural J,"!WelatJ<m 8Jid tO ..;,.,Jd ;,...Uilthlllk1Dg awt7 

1 J.ectures:, n,: pp 89-90 



·of· the· Diblieal ·authors·J.to· a catego17 and r.1g1d 

.. 

The theolog· ·of the Sclijjols1 · .lnvolvedt further.·· a. total. 

d!sregardi of the IUietotical. of the Scriptures. 

· · the _asc'endariey the ·spirit of c10gmat.ism,eve17 sentiment 

of exbortatiOD,the terrQ.rs of re'blke,·the 

persuastoD·, the piety of love, the commeJlda; ot:· 

authority;;; an· disappear; ·except 111- the ·inert·. 

of the wrds -themselves;· on which an untee:ting 

act. 1 

_llam.pdezt:.is for a recognition of temporal character ·of . . ' 

the· Scr.iptures;. is argu4.ng too for a recognition of a view of 
. - . 

was not acceptable to many of his contemporaries. 

He is suggesting that, for example, the prophets C$llle to understand' 
. . 

. the _meaning of actiOns Israel taking thought. about 

the history of the of God,. and the h1story of their o'Wil 

pr1va w Uws.; The :wf!k qf HQsea would have been a good example of 

the kind: of pl"(Jphetical!. W"Drk· that Hampden as; !llhough 
. ' . 

riot all pmphets can be placed 2m the Hbsea1 pattern, there 18· 
' . . . 

enough 1n Hazp.pcien1
$ vlev to make .it as an .of · 

the b.Ov.- of 1D.spirat10n and ·the orlgi.n of. revelatSDD 1n. \IOJ'ds·· 'ihEJ!. 

theoJ.tY is a gain l.n ovar advaliced to 

for the of inspiration and revelat.lon. 



Giveni such· a viev,. it ts obvious a ·great Tli$D7 tJf the· usu&4 

nineteenth t...eys of: conducting theology WUl· lOse their 
' ' 

force. It wUl instead. erect the methodology of the 

sc.iences,. in to the methodOlogy of . theoiog. i!he'. theologiani as; much 

: ... as .the physicist ldlU. find himself eomparing and judging aDd 

correct'-ng· his the \iilJ. entertain. a ·nev value 

for.his predecessors. 

ln1 general. is not unfair tQ suggest that arts subjects 

proceed by looking over .their shouldet'IJ. The new '-n art is judged! 

ttr. standards from ·the ·past. In1 also' the 

natural .. sciences pi,'O-.eed by J.ook1ng straight It is not o£t.en 

that a .piece of sc.lentific wnl'k 1a bl;' past a"'hle'Vements, the 

ri01'11l81 practice is to applaud that tl.liah f$ts: DQw1 that which in the 

present enlarges our picture of reality. Bampdent in a sense bas; 

"1 

!, • des.ign.s to. move theology f1"'in the art8man 1 s province to ot the 
-. •• • I ; 

sctent.isto lnl these days, Hampden1 remarks; the is led ' · .. 
.. -.. , 

' ' ' ' ' 

wllgh contentiOns and notions. against the balance of o11li 1intemal 

1'-tock of so that be may-1 'compare them with each other, 

discem contrar1et1es; Md wbat perpiexes• and h1m'2 

1n these d&ys the refueal. to 

revalue evU consequences• of this static:· theoi<»&Vr are 

:a: .. BamptoD:t XI;. p 56 

2 lblde. 



forces·. at• wrk. 1n. the pbys.ica.l sciences·. 

ev.U consequences- have long beetli fulq ack:nQvledged: 

case q:t Physical! Sc.ianceilt. bas been1 
. 

· admittedLthnt conclusions from abstract tems,are no. valid 

o:f facts 1n ·nature_. we hope· tbat the time 

vUil. come vben the like vUl be as f1111$,.and as-

admitted·. 'I!heolDgy !l· ·· -· .. 

il8 

JISmpdelr; therefore, makes out a "iery case :for atlU'al 

and scr1ptuml revelation1 as two facets of the same act, &Dd 
' I I ' 

for_ regarding as, ot .:t.nvest1gatJGm 1D iR a 

human tashtoD. He thus, a thes:ts about revelation-
. I o o I 1 °, 

,.lCh is both coherent in· itself' and wider.standabl.e. f.hese1 . . . . 

. characteristics whUe not suf'fic.1ent of themselves to proclaim the· 
'• I o • o 

thes1S are certa1n:q enough to make it respectable and •. 
: . .,, .. 



'Ehe methOd that Hampden1 adopted in considering scriptural. 

revelation1 essent1al.JJr an Be some energy 

.in for an of the historical background of 

various scr.1ptural vritings• In1 this he was ahead of most of his . 

. contemporarieSJ :In The furthest back that m&nJ' of them had 

reaci vas the of Qud"Worth and the Cambridge melll of his:· 

to to hol.d the clue t;c, 

rediscoveJzy" of the meaning Christian1 -wl)rdB• He van ted to· f.1nd1 

the t!mesl and places where certa1DJ formulae and a ttl tudes; arose and 

"? 

.· ., ... then:· d1scll$1l the Cf?Ddittona whicli< gave rise to them stQ!l 

obtained' or llhether it 'WQuld be necessalT to· the formulae 1D 

. ··:.:. 

the context of our present He wa .. Of the 

antiquar.lan• a man vho wanted to krlow the basesJ of the 

s1tuat10ilo He believed• like Mevman, the present S.S 

a text and the past its !nterpretat1on. 

ilbllj histor1cali attitude led ti·im. to conduct most of his 

theolog:lsing by means of an axsmtnat.icn of other -men's work. It· is 

not fortuitous that h1s most famous wrt vas a review; of the mediaeval 

schol'ast108•. he is a perennial. problem 11ke that 

of predica tton Hampden proceeds. tiy; hlstorlcal expos!. t:lon1 

befor91 maldng his own contribution) to the d1scuss:fDDe S.!nce: analog· is, 

so ,important -1n1 theolog.lcd considerations I v.1lil out.UilB! Hampden's! 

treatment ot the question. 



i 
t 

obJ . to a critic ism of the 

me1ihod by Hey. 1n his pivini\Y .Leeturu. :aey had 

SLlggested that fUI:lCtion of .the analqgical method was 

realJ..y.to calculat,e 

we conclude .tram having happened, 

that the same Will again, in like c'"rcum­

stances, we are said to r.eason by Analogy.l 

Without quoting .this_p$seage, Hampden does refer to Hey•s 

from this . 

••• by,analQgy are not, properlY, 
2 

{l!l 

Hey, ac;:cor(ling .to has the obsenat1ons on 

which analogy. is wj. th the act; of stlilting an analogy .. _ 

the concluding analogy is la log1c.al ded11ct1on from 

,,3 

When Hampden himself goes about to what he 

by the analogical method he re.te:rs at once to 

Copleston, ·atter a lQ.!ig of' Disr;,ourse IIJ; ot 

the into Necessity and Predestination, he 

1. Lectures in· 1796, Vol.I. P•l62 (Hampden used 
the second ed1 t1on, Cambridge 1822 f;'our · volumes·. 
References are to this second edition.) 

·2. Ibid. . . . 
3. P-hilosophical EVidence. There is a reference to 

Whately: Logic •. p. 297_, .. this 1s me:re]¥ on the mean-
1ng ·Of as tr9m 



Whence 1t follows, that, whilst 'by inducti.on we 

.obtain absolute conclusfons, by a!l..Jalogy· we 9an 

only at relative conclusions, or as 

depezl.d ·for absolute and entire validity on 

the coincidence 'of all the circumstances of the· 

particular interred with those of the 

froru which the inference is dl"'awn. 1 

Hampden admits that analogy aepell(is on circumstances, end 

does· not ·have absolute conclusions such as reasonLng properlY 

shouJ.d attaiii· 'to. He cannot therefore with consistence ob­

ject to Heyrs remark that hJhen circumstances are changed, 

our anaiogv,·however strong soever, instantly vanishes.•2 

But this, he thinks, ·is erroneous. 

Hampden·elaborates three kinds of He presents 

analogical situation in which the circumstances from, and to, 

wniuh Wu are know·n to be similar; situations where 

the circumstances are known to be different; and situations 

uhere it is impossible to be certain about similarity and 

difference. Analogy then depends entirely on circumstances. 

is possible to Qontuse the metaphor with the analogy, but 

this is a problem that Hampden considers solved 'bY the 

Provost of.Oriel in his admirable Dissertation on Analogy.•3 

Hampden takes tt as evident that it is third 

1. Essay on Phi,losophj.cal Evidence. p.6o. 
2. Lectures in Vol.I. p.l63. 
3. · Essay on Philosophical Evidence.·· 72. 



spe_cies of mod..itiQ&tio:n with which we have to deal t'lhen 

talking o1 divine revelation since he supposes that our eon­

Qlusions on such subjects be held with a reserve for 

our natural ignorance of the circumstances to.which we 

reason. • It would seem that _Hampden is proposing to build on 

a ver,v subtle foundation. If we are to suppose that 

we place an analogy on uncertain c1rctl'1letanc_es, then we must 

also suppose the result since, as he eaysJ thS 

circumstances determine the analogv. Hampden appears to be 

launching forward into an eptstemolog.v of doubt. This, how­

ever, not entirelY· Hampden does indee4 sometimes 

seem to be. worki.ng on the supposition of uncertainty, and 

this to his attitude, but at 

other times he admits the possibility of certainty. This 

certainty is based on the divine concurrence, the actual 

tacts of revelation. B,y examining the relation between an 

observable tact of' Lature and the revealed ract of' 

he is enabled to make what he considers a possible an;alogy. 

But his manipulation of his sources of analogy renders 

theology Hampden in tact destrqys 

both analogy and t;he necessity tor analogy • ..... 
Hampden destroys 1 tself by his admission that 

his analogy 1s to be founded crt two facts, the ract of 

nature and the of revelation. .A.nd in doing this he 

falls at once j,nto the" error whicl:L he had so tried to avoid. .I 
! 

His doctrine of relative iriformationJ fram which he partially 



escaped· by the allegation oi a certa111 :r•evelation, vi tia'tes 

another part of his He that Copleston is 

right in describing analogy as •not the sind.larit.v of tvio 

things, but the similarity or sameness of two relations, •1 

but establishing nature and revelation as two facts, he 

cannot institute an analogy between them. An analogv could 

be dra'tln fr-·orn the relation of a fact to the 

natural prinq1ples, and the relation of a revealed doc'trine 

to the principles of the supernatural.. ay declaring our 

inability to achieve a certain terminus ad. quem in our spec­

ulations about the ·being·and nature of God, and the con• 

sequent impossibility ·of es·tablishi.ng a or· sL-nil.­

arity or d1ffere.nce. Hampden has actually denied the 

possib1l1 ty of analogical s.i tua tions il"l theology •. 

, was able to extol the Vi;r'tues of analogy while 

at the same time making analogy impossible beeaase he had 

actually,· ·pe;rl'laps unC9nSCiOUSla 1 changed the meaning Of the 
•' 

term. In this· he was certainly encouraged by his reading 

of Hey, and indeed of·Butler. Both ·these authors he cites 

regularity arid approval. ?lnen Hampden is concentrating 

on the facts o.t· nature and the facts of' revelation, he ia in 

tact way not for analogical conclusions but 

for comparisons. This is exac·t4r: what Hey had supposed 

aJJalogy ,1;o ·be, a f()rm of comparison, analogous situation 

1 .. Enquiry-, III, p.l22'! 
Hampden, EVidence, PPo 

by· 

_.,:,. 



be 1ng ths-re are • t1:7o events and two ai tua tiona 

to be is on tile vet .. y page that; 

Hampden nas cited : 

, ••"! .a single event may give some expec't-

9f 1 ts being re.peated, when t..'l1.e same cir­

(at least vvh.en we l;)een 

to other a repetition 

stronger; and the more 

the ·repetition, tP.e is tne 

generated; till at we lose 

all our doubts, and expect the fully and 

this, however, is onl.v a single 

_analogy. 1 

Hey a1:1ggasts the caicu.lat.1on that 'this; hae happened in 

this and so it will happen in an 

•z·eally likely to bappen•, we establish an 

analqg.v.!t What we really e$tablish, of course; is a c0!1l­

of. situations and a deduction of Hey does 

not this. is use of ·the wc:rd since he 

ie that he is .fpllowing_Hume and Butler. Hampden, too, 

thinks he is a true 

We can see Just wlt..at Hampden means by analogy fro.r."!l the 

·example? that pr.asents. He supposes "Chat there 1s an 

bet\veen the tact that nature leads qs 

1. Divlnitu Lectures, l. p.l62. 



•' 

to ,suppose :the immortality of' the and scripture;. as he 

reads it, that we nre inunortal, He argues that 

t!leologv leads u.s no fl.u•ther 'than to the feet or 

IZS" 

11nrnortali.t.Y, reasoning from JJ.Qture, from experience, 

will :reach about tho·se points nothing which scripture is 

to_ teaC?h ·1:1s. Thel"e i.s. a complementary relation be­

tween the smu•ces or inf'ol"'l!lation. He says tha·t from 

we may adduce a more view of tne 

fact or 1mmortali1.;y. All th:t"a be true, bllt tl'l..e 

establishment or· a C0&11plement is nothing to do wi"'tjh analog..v • 

!t is not a pi.eQ·e of •analogical reference• as Hampden would 

hS.V$ us .to a.d.d information f,ro.T. one to iutorm-

ation fram another • 

. Simila;rly t:r1 th Hampden• s other e::amples. He reduces 

an.alogy to pQstulation of •what is likely-• tl'om· a com;.. 

par1·s9n of. s! tua._ticns. Tha ot etern?.l punishment 

and reward is shewn to be reae}onable because in natural 
·."!' .. 

order plUliSh"Tlent for v;rong; Scripture merely 

shews us how God works his purpose out. We knew alreadN· 

that the was in our midst. 

doctrtne·· of the re4emption : 

• • • those ,facts which shew in ;· 

men are appointed to depend in some 

measure on the inetrumeptality· and co-operation 

of each other, in obtaining not only 'the 

tagea but the common blessings of the present 










































































































































































































































































































































































