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=~ 1 worthy Friend and Brother the Au-
€ thor of this Difcourfe is well known in
this City, tho the Providence of God
7 N bas fix’d bis Refidence at Norwich.

W22 His conftant and pious Labours in the
M; ?ﬂﬂ?’j’ are performed with [uch an Evangelic Strair
and Spivit, ds have render’d them wvery delightfulto fe-
riosiss Minds, and bappily [uccefsful for the Converfion of
Souls to Chrift. My firft Acquaintance with him was
in the more early Years of bis Life and mine ; and I have,
ever had an honourable Eﬂeem of bis Talents: But 1
muft confefs, that when I perufed this Difcourfe, whkich
bis worthy and aged Father put into my Hands, Iwas
éntertdin’d and pleafed beyond my Expeflation, to find
Jo many valuable Sentiments [et in a proper Light 11 0r-
der to explain and improve this excellent Portion of Scri=

ptuye,
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A cavefzl Reader will eafily obfeive that a judicious
Train-of Reafoning upon [criptuval Principles xunstlyo’
this Sermon,- and- bappily connets the feveral Inferences
with the TE_xr : Yet I cannot chufe but point to. fome
things in the Difcourfe which I think worthy of fpecial
Regard. ' |

1. I obferve with Pleafure the various—Proofs-which
the Author produces, that the IWords My Gobp in this
Verfe muft be conftrued in the Senfe of true and eternal
Godhead, awrd in thar Senfe muft be applied to our
Blefled Saviour.

I have always numbred this Confeffion of 'Thomas
amcng the firm and effeciual Proofs of the Deity of
Chnift ever fiuce I knew any thing of this Contvoverfy.
And when with the moft unbiafs’d Mind I fearchedof late
Tears into this Difpute, 1 could never [ee any fair and
Jatisfaltory Account of this Text given by any ¥riters
of the Socinian or the Arian Side. The Expreffions of
the Apoftle are fo plain and ftrong concerning the God-
head, as well as the Lordfbip of our bleffed Saviour,
and the Approbation which Chrift gives him upon this
Profe(fion of his Faith is fo manifeft, that this very Scri-
pture among others has eftablifb’d my Faith in this Do-
(tvine, and, I think, this Sermon proves it with convin-
cing Ewuidence.

I1. I am well pleafed with the happy Con]e&ures
which ave kere offered, how it fhould come to pafs that
this Apoftle, whofe Infidelity before was fo remarkable,
fhould have bhis Faith vaisd fo high at ovnce as the
Sight of our vifen Savieur, as not only to profefs that

Chrift
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Chrift -was his Lord, but vhat he was his God alfs .
That he oo before -began to doube whether Jefus were
the Mefliah, or even a trae Prophet, fhould fo Juddenly
wpvyce in his Godhead as well as in bis Lordfhip.
-+ L-fhope my good Brother will forgive me if I attempt to
add aue moure Conjetture to thofe excellent Confiderations
which he has offered, and ’tis this.

— Another thing thatpight give Occafion to the Apofile
at- this time to exprefshis Eaith in Chrift as God, was
the Difcourfe that pafs’d between Chrift, aund Philip,
and Thomas, a few Days before, which St. John ye=
lates Chap. xiv. v. 5,°8c. Our bleflfed Lord affures
them, It they had feen or known him, they.had
feen and known the Father: I am in the Father,
and the Father in me: 7.e. The very fame Godbead
which is in the Father, the Godbead of the Father is in
me- who am the Son, for I and the Father are one,
Johm x. 30.% Now the bright and powerful Impreffion of
this Difcourfe with Thomas himfelf juft before the
Death of Chrift might revive with Force upon the Apo-
file’s Mind at bis firft Sight of Chrift rifen from the
Dead, and might awaken his Faith into this lively
Profelfion, ° Thou art my God; as if he bad faid,
T My God is the God of Ifrael, and he dwells perfo-
‘.f.mzﬁy in the Man Jelus ; the God and the Man are

" ome - Tho’ 1dare acknowledge no other God befides the
' ' - God

* There are many Scriptures wherein the Word Father is confefs’d by almoft all or-
thod»x Writers to fignify the Godhead which is common to the Sacred Tnree, (viR.)
the Fesver, the Son, and the Holy'Spirisy as Mar. 6. 9. Mark 13. 32. ?ab_n 4- _z;. Ifa. 63. 16,
& 64, 8, and perhaps ’tis the moft agresable Expofition to take it fo in this Place.
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“ God of Ifrael, yet Ibelicve that Chrift is one with

* the Father, and therefore I dare addrefs my rzfm
“ Saviour as My Lord and my God.”

III. I take particular Notice alfo of the Candor
and Softnef{s of Speech with which this Author treats
thofe whofe Opinions be refutes : He labours with caln
Refzfomng according to Scrzpfure Lo con'vz'nce them, Wit h-
out calling for Fire from Heavéh to deftroy them.
He doth not ufe bis Tongue to railing and reviling Lan-~
guage, nor to thunder out reproachful Anathema’s a-
gainft Oppofers. Thefe have been too often made ufe of
inftead of Avgument, as if Five in a Difpute were as good
or Letter than Light. Thi; Sermon rejelts all the Oratory
and Ornaments of [uch a bitter and unchriftian Zeal.
Nor indeed is this at all furprizing to me, for 1 conld
not expect a furious and wrathful Stile from a Writer
whofe native Temper has fo much Gentlenefs in it, and
isimprov’d by fo deep a Tinflure of the Spirit of the Go-
fpel, which is a Spivit of Love and Meeknefs.

IV. I vemark alfo with PleaJure, that tho this Au-
thor does not make any one particular Hypothefis-about
the Trinity necefJaryto Salvation, yet fince the Doftrine
it [elf is tiue, be [uppofes there muft be a certain Modus
or Manner of Explication wherein it is true, and wherein
we may apprebend how Chrift as well as the Father
bas Communion in the one eternal Godbead. HAnd tho ]
be queftions whether the true Modus bas ever yet been
fully, clearly and fuccefsfully explain’d, yer be rather en-
courages all humble and pious Labours for the Attainment
of further Light into this deep and difficuls Doftrine :
He does not vequire us to lie down fatisfy’d in Darknefs,

3 fince
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fnce  he [fuppofes it poffible, that thyro’- divine: Aid, we
may arvive at cleaver and more diftinét Ideas of this
great Truth. Andfurely we may wventure to fay, that a
more clear and intelligible Explication. of this divine
Doétrine of the Trinity would be au. unfpeakable Ble[-
fing to the Church and o the Woxld,, N

I am well perfwaded in my own Mind, that neither
the Anan or Socinian Writers, ueither the Sabellian
nor the Tritheiftic Explamers nor ary of their Fyl-
dowers, bave bit upon the true Sokution of tbe[é Dzﬂicul—
ties : Ithink all thefe are gone into miftaken Extremes :
W in tbz: Opinion 1 bave the Happinefs to concur wztb
the general Senfe of our Chriftian Divines who /m've
been called Orthodox or found inu the Faith: But in
what manner to fix the precife Point of Truth among all
thefe Extvemes, and bow to determine accurately how fay
she Father, Son and Spirit, are One, and how far
they ave. ‘Three, this is the Matter of Labour and
Counteft iz our Times, as it bas been in many former Cern-
- dn this enlighten’d Age of Search and Enguiry Men
will not be Jfatisfy’'d to hear us make ufe of inexplicable
and myfterious Terms, and tell them that the Senfe of
them is never to be known : They will not think that Do~
étrine can be of fo much Importance to us which muft be
wrapt up in perpetual Darknefs, and can never be un-
derftood. Since the Scripture bids us grow 1n the Know-
ledge of God our Father, and of Chrift our Saviour,
they will not count it a profane thing to attempt to turk

afide the Vail of Ignorance, and endeavour at leaft in

lome mealuve to know God, and underfiand what they
are
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are requir’d to believe comemikg bim, And we- cannos
but bope that the Shadows wil fly away by deg‘reej as the
Morning of the latter Glory approaches. s
- We are bumbl] warting till the 6ngbt-er Day dtt'évn Hp-~
on us, We meet every Beawof the vifing Sun of Rzg};-
reonfnefs with longmg Eyes, - and fnhzte it with boly Foy.
How long, O Lord, How long e° e this facred Light break
Forth to zrma'mte the C/:zrzﬂnm led and make Con-a
tentions ceafe for ever 2 | ‘ S

I the mean time let us vemember, that our fiinal
Salvation does not depend on our exalt and skillful Know-
ledze of the true Modus of explaining #his Heavmi}
Doltrine. Grmt and pious Men in feveral Ages have
got [afe to Heaven with very different Schemes and Hy-
pothefes. It is abundantly fufficient for Salvation if we
believe the warious Offices which are affrgned to tbe Fa-
ther, Son and Spirit, in the Difpenfation of the Gofpel;
and that each of ‘them has a divine All-fufficiency to fu-
fRain thefe Offices,  and to receive the Honours due 19
them. Let this Faith be the Life of our Souls : Let this
fupport our Spirits, and amimate ouy Zeal in the Dif-
charge of all the Duties of Cbrzfﬂmmty Iz due time
we fhall arrive at the Land of Light and oy. ' There
every Scale fball be taken off from our Eyes as well as
every Tear wiped away. There we (ball behold Jéﬁls
our iord and our God Fuace to Face, and He whom' we
bave feen darkly in the Gofpel of bis Grace, (ball be
known to us in greater Perfeltion, when be fhall difco-

ver himfelf in the divine Light of Glory. Amen.

London, May 31. - -I. WattS.

1726.




And Fhomas anfwer’d and [aid unts
bim, my Lord, and my God,

R)Z N this Chapter we have an
¢ FEvidence of an Article of
our Religion of as great
Importance as any other
whatfoever ; indeed the
Hinge upon ‘which all the
reft of them turn, I mean that of the Re-
furretiion of C’brzfz‘ And this Evidence
refults partly from the Abfence of the
. Body of Jesus from the Grave where it
had been laid, and partly from his vari-
ous Appear'ances to his Difciples after he
was put to death. The firft Perfon that
was honour’d with the Difcovery that he

was rifen, was a Woman; Mary Magda-

f&n; the Story of which is here told in 4
| b fridri=
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manner very lively and affe&ing: And
this was on'the Day of the Refurreéion,
That very Day he joined himfelf to the
two Difciples going to Emaus, for the
Relation of which, we are indebted to
the Gofpel of Luke ; and it is a Relation
which ftrikes one ftrangely with its beau-
tiful Simplicity. From thofe two Difci-
ples he difappeared on a fudden ; and in
the Evening of the {fame Day he prefent-
ed himfelf to the Difciples at Ferufalem
in a room where they were aflembled with
the doors fhut, for fear of the fews, v.19.
But the Apoftle Thomas was not then
with them, by which means he loft the
Benefit of this Interview.

This affords us a profitable hint, that ’tis
our Intereft to be as often inthe Affemblies
of the People of God as we can, for this
Reafon, becaufe we know not what we
may lofe on any one Day of our Abfence
from them, or what others may receive
at fuch a Time by their Prefence. And
this is a Confideration worthy the Notice
of all forts of Perfons. Sinners do not
.know when God may pafs before them,
and veveal Chrift in them ; and on that
account they fhould be defirous of being
always prefent in the Congregation with
which they ordinarily worfhip. And
when good Men abfent themfclves, they
: - i ) might
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might then have had a glorions Manife-

flation of Love, had they attended, which
fhould difpofe Perfons of that Character
to embrace all Opportunities of {fuch a
Nature, which the Providence of God
affords them ; not to fay what Refle&tions
we mdy have in a dying Hour, if either
more or lefs we neglect to affemble our
felves together as the mauner of fome is.

But tho’ 7 homas was not prefent with
the Difciples on this Occafion, they were
not wanting to acquaint him with what
 had fallen out thereon. This their Joy,
their Piety, and their Charity put them
upon doing. And cvery Man who re-
ceives from God ought to be very free to
improve his Talents for the Glory of God
and the Good of Men. But Zhomas
would not believe the Teftimony they
bore to the Refurre&ion of Chrift, and
was fo obftinate in his Infidelity, as to

profels, that except bec fhould fee in bis
bands the prints of the nails, and put
bis fingers into the prints of the nails, ana
thruft bis bands into bis fides, which the
Saldier pierc’d with his Spear, be would
swot believe. We do not find that JEesus
CHr1sT, as Man, was prefent at this Con-
ference of theirs, but the God was not
unacquainted with the whole Affair ; and

therefore when eight Days after, he pre-
B 2 fented
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fented himfelf in the {fame manner as be-
fore among the Difciples,  he difplays his
-Ommfcxence and upbraids an Apoﬁle
with his Unbeliet, by faying to 7. bor:as,
y-each bither tby ﬁﬂger and bebold my
Dands; and rveach bither thy band and.
thruft it into my fide, and be wor faith-
befs; but believing, v. 27. And then it
was that this Apoftle, being ftruck with
the livelieft and ftrongeft Images of things,
and now as {ingular in his Faith as he
had been betore in his Unbelief, anfwer-
ed and fald to Chrift, My Lwd and my
God.

* Upon which the Note of the great Cri-
‘tick Grotius is as follows. <€ This is the
¢¢ firft time we find the Apoftles attribu«
cc ting the Title of God to Jefus Chrift,
c¢ namely, after he had by his Rcfurrc—
¢ &ion fhewn that Eternal Life was on-
< ly to be expelted from him : And this
‘-‘ manner of calling Chrift by the Name
¢ of God became a Cuftom in the Church
‘,_‘4, ever after. This appears not only by
. the Apoftle’s Writings, as in the ot4
of the Romans, v. 5. “awbo is God over
" all blefled for ezer more; and by theWri-
“¢ tings of the antient Chriftians, as thofe
*“ of Fuftin Marzyr, but from the Epiftle
“* of Pliny, an heathen Proconful to the
o€ _Em pcror fTra/cz«z, m which, relating
: GC thc

€C
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* the Manners of the Chriftians, he fays;
£¢ that they were wont in their Aflemblies
¢ to fing Hymns to Chrift as God.”
- In {peaking to this Text I fthall do twe
things ; 1ff. 1 fhall make fome Qiferva-
7¢0ns, as Preliminaries to the Explanation
of it; 244y, Confider the Terms theme
delves, My Lord, and my God, to clear
their Meaning, and wmd up all with Ap~
plication. -
- 'T'o begin with the preliminary Obfer-
wations. And the | Ny
- Firft Concerns the Subjetf of thefe Ex-

preflions or imperfect Propofitions in the
‘Text, My Lord, and my God, which
fome of the Socénians would have to be
&od the Father, but which plainly is the
Perfon of Fefus Chrift. It is eafy to ima-
gine why they go into the other Interpre-
tation, namely, to evade a Teftimony to
the Divinity of the Son, which is infup-
portable to People who admit the Scrip-
tures in general, but have no mind to re-
ceive this Doétrme in particular, They
fay therefore that this is only fuch a way
of {peaking as was common among the
old Romans, when they cried out, upomn
any Occafion which rais’d Admiration,
Dii bni! Good Gods! or as Perfons
(by the way) not over {ferious among us

Chriftians are apt upon like Occafions to
- | | | fay,
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fay, O Lord! O God! or Good God!
meaning (God the Father. But this is
purely an Evafion to ferve a Turn. There
are {feveral Reafons againft it. As

1. A Cyuffom amoug the old Romans
or among us Chriftians, is no liluftra-
z7on of fuch an Exprefhion, unlefs it
was a Cuftom likewife among the Fezos ;
but of this, there is no Appearance.

2. It 1s almoft if not altogether
profane ; to parallel the Words of an
Apoftle with a manner of fpeaking which
‘we cannot juftify, and is but a taking the
Name of the Lord in vain, -

3. It is an Argument againft this In-
terpretation advanc'd by one of the So-
cizian Writers themfelves, (Wolzegenius)
and it is a good one, that if this had been
the Senfe of Thomas, it could not have
been faid, as it is by the Evangelift, T Ao-
mas anfwerd and [aid to Him (Chriff)
My Ford, and my God. Certainly there-
fore the Words are not an Exclamation
to the Father, but to Chrift ; and it is
pot the fermer, but the latter is the Swua-
fett of them. And this will be {till more
clear by the next Ob{ervation.

Secondly, That the Words of Fhomas
in our ‘Text are a Cornfeffion of Faith con-
cerning Chrift. 'The ‘I'ruth of this Ob-
fervation appears from this, that as Chrif?

2 blames
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dlames him for his fucredulity before his
uttering them, f{o he commends him for
his Faith after it: For it follows, Fefus
faith unto him, < homas, becaufe thHos
baft feen me, thou baft believ'd; Dbleffed
aretheythat bave not [een me and yet baove
believ’'d. And therefore, as Mr. Le Clerc
obferves upon the Place, (a Perfon in a
Scheme ot thinking oppofite to the Do-
&rine of the Divinity of Chrift which i1s
taught in our Affemblies,) “ It is as if
“ Thomas had faid, I acknowledge thee
% nozw to be that very Lord I follow'd be-
“ fore; and yet not merely a Man, but
“ God, fince thou haft conquer'd Death,
¢ the great Conqueror of Mankind. And
“ this Senfe, fays he, exattly anfwers to
« the Words of Chrift juft before, be 2ot
“ fasthlefs, but believing ; and therefore
« he adds, the Words are to be explain’d
“ by the nominative Cafe thus, 9 bou ars
“ my Lord, and thou art my God.”

The Third and Laft Obfervation fhall

“be upon the Spirit wherewith we may

{fuppofe this A;oﬁlc deliver’d his Confef-
fion, My Lord and my God.

A learned modern Paraphrafer of this
Gofpel (noted for the new Scheme ad-
vanc’d by him upon the Divinity of Chrift)
refolves thefe Words of Thomas, not on-
ly into a Confeffion of Fasth, but into ag
A
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A& of Worfbip, in which he adores the
Perfon of Chrift.. His Words are thefe:
% Which Themas doing, thatis; reaching
« his Hand to. Chrift’s Side; and being
“ now fully {atisfy’d in his own way, he
« prefently cried out, Fam’ abundantly
< convinc'd, thou ‘art sndeed My Lord,
¥ and Facknowledge thy Almighty Power
. €€ iu baving triamph'd over Death; and
2 < gadoye thee as My God.” _
 And indeed as Thomas ddes not fpeak
of Chrift in this Confeflion in the third
Perfon;, he is my Lord, &c, but in the
fecond, thou art my Lord, and thow art
my Gaod, we may very juitly conceive it
to be more than a Confeffion of Faith
concerning himy even an A& of Worthip
whereby he adores him. For the Wor-
fhip of God confifts much in Invocation
and Adoration. And Adoration turns
partly upaon the Glories of Gaod in them-
felves, and partly upon the Goodnefs of
God (with all its Effe&s) to us. And
this Adoration of Chrift inclades both
thofe kinds of Adoration. T bomasadores
him firft as Zord, and as God, and then
as bis Lordand bis God. o
- And it is very probable, that as Peter
fell upon his Knees when he cried out,
depart from me;, &c. fo did Thomas too;
when adoring Chrift he faid, My Lord;i
| | an
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thd my God ! And it is farthe¥ prcbable;
that this might be the Intention of the
Apoftles in general, when after {Chrift’s
Refurretion, and particularly at his Af=
¢enfiony . they are {faid to have zéibﬂbz’_’p‘d
him.” 'This we read Lake xxiv. 53. And
§t camié to pafs, whillt be blefs’d thém be
Soas parted from them, and carry & ifito
Heaven, and they worfhip’'d bint, &c. In
all Appearance, this was not an A& of
civii Homage, nor 6nly a pious Regdrd
to Chrift, as te an human Prophet 0’? the
TLord, but a religious Adoration: And it
is natural to think, they fell upon theif
Knees before him, and faid things to hi}i
which could not be faid but unto God;

as we here fee Zhomas does.

But befides this Defign of _4dorérid
Chrift, we may reafonably {fuppofe there
was in uttering thefe Words.z Rapturé
of 7oy for the Sight of him. It was a

reat AffeGtion the Difciples bore theé
%crfon of their Mafter when he was pre<
fent with them in the Body ; and a little
Infant does not more fondly love 1its
Nurfe than they did him, or depend upon
her for her Milk; than they did upon

. €hrift for his Inftru&ions and Proteion.

155 as

This we may colle¢t from the GOfpel'k
. ke«

€
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likewife the great Trouble they were in
ap the very Thoughts of. partmg with
bfl;r Mafter, and thelr Fcelmg Grief
hen he was a&ually remov'd. The
{arewel Difcourfes of ‘Chrift té them a
Tittle before his Death fhew all this: No
Love could .well be ﬁronger than ‘was
their’s to Chrift, and no Sorrow greater
than their’s. dt thi': Lofs of ‘him’; "and in
‘proportién to this Love and thls ‘Sorrow
muft be their Foy, when by infallible
Proofs.they were convinc'd; as in th1§

Cafe of Thomas, they had him with them
gain. "And m all Probablhty it was a

T rmzf[vart of Love and “Foy that gave
birth to this. his abrupt “Adoration of
Jefus Chrift in our Text. I proceed to the

Second thmg, the Expimzatzon of the
"Terms in the Yext, and 'T'hamas] anfzver-
ed and (aid to.bim, My Lord, gnd my
Glod ; or, thow art my Lord, *mzd thow
art my God that is, how we ought to
underftand Lord and God in general, as
thus afcrib’d to Chrift, and how T homas
appropriated - Chrift under both thofe
Charaéters, to himfelf in partlcular ﬁ/fy

Levrd and my God. Asforthe | ,
Firft, The Word Lor d in thc ﬁrft Place

may mean two Things.
I | - 1. That
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~r; That’ te was the fume Perfon
the “Difciples us'd ordindrily- to call {o,
‘whet' hé Wwas prefent With them. 20z -¢all
me Lord and Mafter, and you [ay well,
Jor: F:am.fo. - Whether. they had in ‘thofe
Daysalbthe Ideas annex’d: to this Appeli
latives we now -are taught ‘to haveé;: is:a
‘Queftion,. . It is probable, that aftér the
Refurreétion of our Saviour, they had
clearer Sentiments of his Lordfhip thah
they had before. Now Chrift is Lord,
-as having all Nature under him : And,

2. It is likely Zhomas us’d the
appellative - Toord in this very Senfe,
- which likewife is the Senfe of Peter’s
Words to Cornelins, Ails x. 36. He
is Lord of all. And here we confider
Chrift as Mediator, and therefore not
only in his divine but human Charater ;
and fo God the Father did put all things
under him, and leave nothing but himfelf
out of that Order of Subjec¢tion to him.
And therefore he has now a name which
15 above every name, that, at the name
of Fefus every knee fhould bow ; both things
on earth, and things under the earth, and
things in beaven. All Beings are under
Chrift’s Dominion, even Souls as well as
Bodies., 'This mighty Lord doth what

C 2 he
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he pleafes in the very Hearts of his Sub-
jects, and guides the free Wills of reafo-
nable Creatures as feemeth beft in his
§ight. , - '
-~ All thefe thirgs he does at prefent, and
in the common Courfe of his Providence,
but his Kingdom is yet to open in'a more
full Majefty and Glory, partly, when
the Saints. fhall live, and reigrn with
Corift on earth a thoufand years, ( what-
ever be the Senfe of thofe Scripture
‘Wards) and partly at the day of ;'udg-
ment. I charge thee before God and the
Lord Fefns Chlrift, who fhall judge the
gquick and the dead at bis appearing
and bis kingdom. "

. In the mean while his aniverfal Power
as Lord fubferves the: Defigns of eternal
T.ove, and 1s maintain’d for the Sake of
the Elect, and thercfore Chrift is faid to
be bead over all things to the church,
Eph. 1. 22. and he exprefles himfelf to
God his Father after this manner ; as
thou baft given bim powwer over all fle/h,
tbat be might give eternal life to as ma-
iy as thou baft given bhim, John xvii. 2.
And we read in the Prophet, Behold the
days come, that Twill raife to David a
righteous branch, and a king fhall 7"eig§

_ and
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and profper, &e. In bis' days Fudab

Joall be fa'd, &c. and this is bis mzme,
&c. Fer. xxiil. 5, 6.

And thus the 1dea of Chnﬁ in Q_uahty
and Lord imports fomething that
1s ccu jar to the Church, it amounts to
that of Mediator ; and in all the Execu-
tions of his mediatorial Office he ftill ats
as the Church’s Husband, Head and
Ford. - And to this purpofe 1s that of the
Epiftle to the Corintbhians, there be godis
many, and lords many, dut to us there is

bt one God and one Lord. In allufion to
the Pagan Mediator-Deities.

- Jefus Chrift therefore is the rightfut
Lord of all, but the acknowledged Lord
of his Church the reft of Mankind are
Rebels to his Authonty, they are his
willing Subjects; thofe he controuls with
Power, thefe he rules by their free Con-
fent. And the Foundation of his Right
z0 be Lord confifts in his being the Son of
God, which is a Right by Inberitance,
Heb. i. 4. but he has an acquired Right

to his Dominion by his Death alfo, Rom.
xiv. 8, 9. But

Secondly, Our nextWork willbe to ad ;c;l&
the
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‘the Senfe of'the: Word God, for Tboma:.r
in confeffing Chrift to be: lm‘ Lord owns
him to be Lord and ‘in conf'eﬂing him
to be bis God, roclaxms him to be God.
‘But in’ what: Scnfe 2 ‘This is the Queflion.
“And this I"thall :['peak to negatwely and

xpoﬁtlvcly

Firft negatively. And

1. Tbomas who was a 78@) could
‘not mean that Chrift was God, exclufrve
of the Father ; the Fews had always un-
derftood that the Father was God.” The
Old Teftament had thoroughly grounded
them in that Principle. They were now
to learn the fublime Characdters of the
Son: For as all Men had honoured the
Father before, fo now they were to be
inftructed to give divine Honours to the
Son. 'The former Difpenfations had fet-
tled the Glories of the one, but the Go-
frel was defigned to brmcr into open
Light thofe of the other. When there-
fore Thomas, or any of the believing
Fews, were touch'd with a Senfe of the
Sonfhip and Divinity of Chrift, they
could not think of excluding the Fatber,
but muft mean in one Godhead to include

thcm both.
p Theru
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2. There is no need to conclude he
muft be God, upon fome one or other of
the various Hypothefes which. Men have.
framed to make the Doétrine inzelligible.
By this, I do not defign to .cenfure all
{uch kind of Eflays antient and modern
in a Lump ;; much lefs to preclude future
Attemptsto clear this Myftery -with pro-
per Explications. I know how greedy,
we all are of diftinét Ideas in other Points
of Religion, and how joyful when we
ébtain them ; and why we fhould not en-
deavour after them in this, I do not un-
derftand. And .tho’ learned Men ought
to.apply themfelves to this Work, in the
Fear of God, with warm and frequent
Addrefles to. the Father of Lights, a moft
circum{pet Regard to the great Numbers
of Scriptures which belong to the Subjeét
before us (the Divinity of Chrift) and the
utmoft Caution not to fubvert the Truth
by the Scheme which they advance to ex-
plain it, yet I think they fhould not be
deterr’d from new Attempts, by the Un=
fuccefstulnefs of the Old. For if the Do-
&rine be zrze, there muft be fome Mode
in which it is #zrze ; and if the right man-
ner of conceiving it be not yet found out,
who knows, but by the Blefling of God,
upon the unbiafs’d Enquiries of Men, it

may
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may hereafter ; and fome Hypotbefis may
be difcover'd, in which all the Texts
which reélate to this glorious Doétrine
may {urprizingly center and agree. Alt
therefore that 1 intend by this. Head is,
that, if the apprehended Difficulties of
former Schemes be too puzzling to let us
éntertain them, it may fuffice for the pre-
fent, that we believe the thing without
the Mode, that Chriff and the Holy Ghofk
are {trictly, and without Ambiguity, God,
tho we know not the manner how.

3. 1t is notin an émproper ficurative
Senfe only that Chriff is here faid to be
God, or in a Senfe in which Magifirates
are ftiled Gods in Holy Scripture; or in
which Mofes is {aid to be a God to Pha-
raoh. 'That way of thinking can’t be ad-
mitted here : For none would expe& Hy-
perboles in a Confeflion of Faith, and
that fo thort as this. Thomas was a Few,
and no Few would havetalk’d as 7Thomas
does, of any Being that was not truly
God, or faid to any but the one God, in
an Ac¢t of Worthip, O Lord ! and O
God! or thow art my Lord, and thow
art my God. ‘Their Religion had taught
‘em a better T.anguage, as well as a jufter
‘Thought, and that fo deeply riveted irr

their
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¢heéir Mmds, that no Tranfport of Lové
and Veneration to any Creature wonld
have been able to .induce them to' givé
him the' Glory dueto Gods

e

_ Secondly, Pofitively. The Appellation of
God is given to Chriff in the proper Senfe
of the Expreflion; which is that Senfe in’
which we underftand it when fpokeén.of
the Father. For, |

1. There is nothing in the Cowtéxt;
or mamner of fpeaking in the Text, that
obliges us to avoid a literal Interpre-
tation of that 'Term, as I think there al-
ways is in the improper and metaphorical
’A’pplication of the Wotrd God to Mﬂgi-i
firates in othér Places.

2. It is likely, had the Expreflionis
flown #oo bigh, they would have been
corrétied, and not commended by our Sa<
viour,: as by the next Verfe we fee they
were : Becaufe thou baff [feen me thou
baft béliev'd; bléfled are they that bave
not fecny and yet bave believ'd. Had this
been a Tranfport of irregular Zeal,-an Ex~
cefs or Sally of Affedtion, exceeding the
Bounds of Truth,; Chrift would not have
exprefs’d his Satisfaction with it, at-the
) D Rate
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Rate he does, nor have let 1t pafs, fo ap-
parently, to the Hazard of the Faith, and
to the- corrupting of the Doctrine of God.
Therefore lfnce he thows no Diflike to
the Terms, it is a Sign he approves them.

3. It is a Doétrine which, taken pro-
perly, feems well to agree with the fez-
tled Sentiments of our Eovangelift long
after this Confeflion of T homas, exprei-
{fed at the beginning of his Gofpel.  Fobr
1. 1. Aud the word was God. 1f T ho-
mas was furpriz’d when he call’'d Chriff
God, Fobn was cool and deliberate when
he ftil'd him fo. But I'add,

.. 4. The Word Go4 in the Original
is with the emphatical Article ¢
(in Englifh, Ho) the Want of which
is alledg’d by the Enemies of the Divi-
nity of Chrift, upon the Paflage now
cited from the firft Verfe in Fobn, to dif-
able it from f{erving this Caufe. It
is not, fay they, faid zbe Word was
& ©eds (Ho Theos) the God, but only ©ecs,
(T heos) thatis, fimply God, or'a God.

A poor Subterfuge !"fince (as a learned
Writer well cbferves) no lefs than in the

four next Places, where the Father 1Is
call'd
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call’d ‘God in that very Chapter, (the
firft of Fobn) the Article is omitted. And

Befides, the Omiiffion of the Article
feems only (by a Rulein Grammar) to
be defign’d (and be fure the Omiflfion of
the Article in the Word God there, was
neceflary) to determine which was the
Subjelt, and which the Predicate of the
Propofition, that it might not be render’d
God was the Word, but as we have done

it, the Word was God.

And then tho the Word Go# afcrib'd
to Chrift is not attended with an Article
- in that Text, yet it is in this, where the
Words might exaétly, and Word for-
Word, be thus tranflated, zbe Lord of
me, and the God of me ; not Lord of me,
and God of me, but Tu e Lord of me,
and Tu E God of me, the Article o (Ho)
being plac'd before them both. ‘Tho’
the nominative Cafe may here be us'd vo-
catively, yet the Criticks in the (areek
Y.anguage know, the vocative Senfe did
not require the Article of the nominative
Cafe, (there needed not have been any
Article at all) and therefore the Infertion

of the Article feems as emphatical in the
| D2 ‘ voca-
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yocative Senfe, ashad the Senfe been dis
rectly pominatiye. - \
~ Butafter a]], the -voeative Ufe of the
pominative Cafe includes a Propofition
jn the nominative Cafe: For T homas to
fay, Ob my Lord, Ob my God, is equiva-
lent to faying, Ob thou who art my Lovd,
gnd my God. WNor could he have call’d
 Chrift bis Lord and bis God, without a
yirtual Affirmation that Chrift wasboth,

But this is not the only Text where the
Article is annex’d to God when -Gaoqdhead
§§'apply’d to Chrift ; for fo it is when he
is call’'d Emanuel, God with us. ‘There
the Word God is attended with the Ar-
ticle ; and fo likewife it is 4&fs xx. 28
The church of God, which be bath pur-
chas'd with bis own blood. Which plain-
1y refolves into this Propofition, God has
purchas’d the Church with his own
Blood. © Now God is in that Paflage
plainly to be underftood of Chrift, if we
will deal fairly with the Scripture, and
yet it has the }{rticle prefixd toit. ©

Now the Rule of our Adverfaries i1s
ints,. that the Word God attributed to
S o e Chrift

| SRR
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LChrift - dots -net prove his-proper God-
head, becaufc it is without; the Article,
with which, where-ever it is joined, it
always belongs to thefupreme God. This
Raule of theirs proves falle : ' Hewever we
gain this by it, that if-the Ward God is
attended by the Article when applied to
Chrift, by their. own Contefltofi it dé-
ftroys their Caufe. But certainly this is
the Cafe of our Text, and the other Pla~-
ces which have been mentiond alfo.. >

But perhaps it wil]l be objeéted, that
there feems to be nothing in :all that paf-
~ fed between Cbhrift and Tbomas, that
could elevate his Thoughts to fo {fublime
a Doctrine, which flies fo much higher
than all the Apprehenfions he, or any

others of the Apoftles, had ever entertain-
ed of him before. For tho’ Peter had
{olemnly own’d him to be the Son of God,
yet he never plainly and exprelly acknow-
ledged him to be God. 'The folving of
this Difficulty will furnifh us with

§. An Argument to prove that God-
bead is in a ftritt and proper Senfe aferi-
bed in our Text to Chriff. Now this
unexpeéted Flight of the Apoftle’s Faith

- “' tq
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#o the proper Divinity as well as Tord-
fhip of his Saviour, may be accounted for
many ways. As, ' ' |

- .'1f, By his bei;g at this Time ftruck
~with the certain Truth of Chrift's Re-

irrection. For tho' this alone could not
fo much as prove him to'be Lord, much
Iefs God, yet laying together the Fact it
felf, I mean the Refurrettion, with what
Chrift in his Life-time had faid about it,
was fufficient to clear them both; and
particularly, that he was God : For he
had more than once affirm’d, that he
would raife bimfelf ; a Predi&ion, T bemas
might juftly and fairly be thought now to
have recolleéted, at a time when we are
told, zbar the difciples remember'd Chrif?
bad [aid this very thing to them, John ii.

Now, if we can but fuppofe our Apo-
file upon this Occafion might call to mind
that quick’ning the Dead is one of the
Properties or peculiar Operations of God,
(which feems to be a Principle of ‘the
Light of Nature, and is affirm’d by the
Apoftle when he gives this Definition of
(God, Ram. iv. 17. God who quickneth

* the
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the dead ;") if we can (I fay) but fuppofe
this, nothing was more natural than for
the Apoftle, imprefs’d with all this Con-
viGtion, to break out into this exalted
Theology, and call him, My Lord, and
my God. And I do not {fee, but what I
have now been advancing is able of it felf
to account for it. But others add, and
that very juftly

2dly, 'That our Apoftle might rea<
fonably be thought to be no lefs im-
prefs’d with the Ommifcience of Chrift ;
for by the manner of his fpeaking, he
difcover’d his Knowledge of the very,
Words of Zbomas to his Brethren; for
Except (fays Lhomas) I fhall (ee in bis
bands the print of the nails, and put my
finger into the print of the nails, and thruff
my band into bis fide, I will not believe.
And what fays Chrift 2 He fingles this
Apoftle from the reft, and fays, Reach
hither thy finger and bebold my hands,
and reach bither thy band and thruft it
into my fide, and be not faithlefs, but be-
Jieving. 'What a Surprize muft this Irra-
diation of Omnifcience give to 7 lomas,
who knew his Mafter was not prefent
when he had thus exprefs’d himfelf to his

Brethren ! We know how upon a fudden
I Dif~
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Difplay of Chrift’s infinite Underftanding’
to Nathawwe!, when Chrift had faid;
efore that “Pbilip call d thee undér the
g-tree, T fa2h thee, he anfwer'd and faid
anto him, (asit is {aid of Fhomas in the
Text, that he anfwer’d and faid to Chrift)
Rabbi, thosw art the Son of God, John.i.
a9; <And it is not to be wonder’'d at, if
T homas, on a like furprizing Manifefta-
tion of his Mafter’s Omnifcience, 1s tranf-
ported into a Confeffion ftill more fublimey
My Lord, and my God, when the Con-
fideration of bsis [felf-raifing Power con-
curr’d with this of his a/l-comprebending
Knowledge to fupport it. “

Wor did it perhaps a little add to our
Apoftle’s Admiration and Conviction to
obferve the Crrcumfiance of Chrift's en-
tering among them, zoben the doors were
fbut ; for thus you read, v.26. And after
eight days again bis difciples were with-
sn; and I bomas with them: Then came
Fefus, the doors being fhut. Butin the

Laft place, fome have been of opinion,
that the Apoftle might be guided in the Jaz-
ter part of his Confeflion concerning the
Godbead of Chrift by the former, which’
rclatestohisLordfbip. Having firft faften’'d
his’
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his Thoughts upon the Lord, he was led
by a natural and eafy Tranfition to confefs
the GGod. For indeed we have no reafon

' to doubt, that the Apoftle’s Sentiments at
this Time might be a little more diftinct
concerning the regal Office of Chrift than
they had been, and more agreeable to
thofe more perfeét Ideas of it we now re-

ceive; by laying one Part of the New

Teftament Revelation with another, that

is, from the Writings of Apoftles; and if
fo, he might clearly difcern, as we do,

Chrift could not have been Lord without

being: God. For it is plain, no Being
could fearch Hearts, know all things from
the Beginning to the End of Time, and
judge both Quick and Dead, upon the

Foundation of fuch an univerfal Know-

ledge, without a divine Nature to quali-
fy him with fo divine a Knowledge, and
or fuch a Judgment.

By which of all thefe Confiderations,

or whether by them all, Zhomas was
now convine'd, is hard to determine. But
it is very poflible he was imprefs'd with
them all. However, by the Particulars
mention’d, I think you fee it fufhiciently
accounted for, how the Apoftle might fay,
what he here fays, My Lord, and my

God, and mean as we {uppoie him to do.
E And
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And yet after all, we may own there
was a very extraordinary Impulfe of the
Spirit of God upon bis Soul, an uncom-
mon Burft of Truth upon his Mind, an
almoft miraculous Illumination, to enable
him fo fuddenly to recollect thofe Images,
which feem now to crowd upon his Un-
derftanding, and which caufe him to ad-
drefs his Mafter after fuch a manner. Ac-
~ cording to the ordinary Progrefs of the
human Mind, and its ufual Slowne{s 1n
inferring one thing from another, he
could fcarce have {o immediately drawn
the Conclufion from the Premiffes. But
the divine Spirit might mingle a vaft Af-
femblage of Ideas in a Moment, and {fo
carry him at once into this holy Exclama-
tion concerning Chrift, that he was at

once bis Lord and bis God. o
And fuch anotherawful confcious Senfe
of Divinity the Apoftle Peter {feems to
have had, tho’ not exprefs'd fo clearly,
(if indeed he was able then, to go alto-
gether fo far) when upon a Difplay of
the Almighty Power. of Chrift, in the
wonderful Draught of Fifhes, ‘he. cried
out, depart from me,. I .am -@ -finful
Man, O Lord. 'This laooks like, a tacit
‘Confeflion of the God, as fuitable to the
Times before, ‘as this. of L/lwmas is ti?
. ) ‘thole
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thofe fucceeding our Saviour’s Refurre-
ction. t

From all that has been faid, it feems <
evident that this Propofition in the Text,
that Cbrift is God, imports, that he is
fo in a true and proper Senfe. And as
ta that true and and proper Senfe, thusfar
we may, and indeccf ought to go in ge-
neral, that this is the Scripturc Doctrine,
that there is but one God, and that as
the Father 1s that one God, {o by this
time 1 hope it 1s evident likewife; that
gefus Chrift is (tho’ in a different Nature
‘from his Manhood) that one God alfo:
He ts properly and truly that one God;
not the Father, and yet God together
with him; not a different God from the
Father, but the fame. 'Therefore of the
Father we may fay, He is our God,
‘according to o. 17. I afcend to my God,
and your God. And we may fay of the
'Son, that he is our God, according to o.
28. My Lord, and my God. Both of ‘em
our God ; and yet our God when {poken
of the one is another Perfon indeed, but
not another God from our God when
fpoken of the other, But it is high time
to confider

In the fecond place, The Apoftle’s 4p-

propriation of Chrift as both Lord and
E 2 God
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God to himfelf, My Lord, and my God,
or the Lord of me, and the God of me.
Chrift 1s call'd-Lard in this applicatory
way, Pfal. cx. 1. The Lord f[aid to
my Lord, &c. Pfal. xlv. y1. He is thy
Lord, and worfbip thou bim. T.uk.i.43,
Whence is this, that the mother of my
Lord is come to me 2 And David in fe-
veral Paflages of the Pfalms addrefles
himfelf tq the divine Being, as 7 lomas
does to Chrilt, Pfal. v. 2. Hearken tp
the zoice of my cry, my king and my God.
Plal. xx. 7. But we will remember the
name of the Lovd our God. Pfal. xxxv.
23. Awake tomy judgment, my King and
my God. Plal.Ixxxiv. 3. Ecen thine al-
tars, O Lord of bofts, my King and
my God. In all which Places Ay King
and My God are apparently {fynonymous
to My Lord ard My God in the Text,.
But the Words of the Pfalmift to God,
Plal. xxxv. 23. Awake to my judgment,
my God and my Lord, are {till more ex-
-altly parallel to thefe Words of Thomas
to Chrift in my Text. | |
And indeed of all the very numerous
Paflages of Scripture which mention
(God under this Relation, my God, or our
God, there is not ane where it is intennd-
ed of any other than the one moft High
| - God ;
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God ; a Confideration fufhicient of it
{elf to prove that our Apoftle, who was a
“Few, and us'd to the Stile of Scripture,
had never dar'd to exprefs himfelt after
this manner to Chrift, My Lord and my
God, unlefs in a proper Senfe he had been
the one God. Much more forcible is thi:
Proof, when confidered in conjunction with
the other Reafons alledg™d for the fame
Purpofe.
- T homas might alfo now recolle& what
Chrift had faid, that it was the Defign of
(xod, that @/l Meiz jhonld honony the So:
even as they bad before bonouy'd the Fa-
ther, and {o infer, that as the one God
had been known in all Ages in the Perton
of the Fatker, now he was to be dilplay-
ed with a new Glory under the Perfon of
the Son, and acknowledg'd in him.

With this Application ot the Pronouss
My to God when applied to Chnift, we
may compare the Application of the fame
Pronoun to God when intended of the
Father, and mention’d as the God of
Chrift. For thus we read mme. 17. /
afcend to my Farber and to your Father,
and to my God and to your God. Thus
the Father is f{til'd our God and Chrift's
God ; and he is call’d the God of Chrift
in Pflalm xlv. 6. Thy Throne O God, &e.

there
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tberefore God, thy God, &c. All which
is to be refolv'd into the Diftin&ion of
C hrift's Natures into the Human and Di-
vine ; in the former of which the Father
is H7s God ; in the latter, he himfelf as
well as the Father is oxrs, and m the
fame Senfe likewife. ' ‘

1 cannot alfo but obferve a Pathos and
a Gladnefs in the Repetition of that
Word My, My Lord, and again, My
God. As there is a Climax and Rifing
of one Thought above another, My God
above My l.ord, fo a certain Pleafure,
methinks, appears in the Repetition of the
Pronoun My with both : Which puts me
in mind of Luther, who us'd to {ay, the
Sweetnefs of the Gofpel lay in Pronouns,
The Life Inow live in the flefb, Ilive by
the Faith of the Son of God, who lved
me, and gave bimfelf for me.

But here it will be farther neceffary to
inquire, in what Senfe Zhomas might,
and we fhould acknowledge Chriit for
our Lord, and for our God.

1. 1 think thefe Words may well
be underftood as a Prof-flion of Faith
concerning Chrift. ‘We may fay, Chrift
is our Lord and our God in this Refpect,
that he is the Lord whom we protefs to
believe in, and the God of our Creed. In
this
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this way all Nations have their Gods, and
we Chriftians ours. But our God isone,
and their Gods are many. JFor-#o us, {ays
the Apotftle, there is but owe God, evew
ebe-Fatber, which the Apoftle fpeaks in
Qppofition . to the Polytheifm. of the
Heathens, and not. to the Perfon of Chrift.
-But as one Article of our Creed is, zbaz
God is one, {0 ’tis another Article that
the one God the Father muft not be con-
fider'd as excluding Jefus Chritt His only
begvtten Son trom true Godhead, bis Son
who 15 vne with bsm, and never divided
from him. . . . B -

. No, fays-the -Chriftian, Mp God, the
God in. whom 1 -believe is but one, but
the Deity of Chrift is included in that
one God whom I believe in ; for the Fa-
ther is the only true God, John xvii. 2.
“And therefore- fince Jefus Chrift is God,
‘his Deity muft be included in him who is

the true God, or he muift be a falfe one.
2, The Words of our Text are fit
to exprels:a Hope of Relation to Chrilt;
and to fay My Lord is as much as to
own him to fuftain the Office not only of
rruling -but of - faving:us, and to declare
the unfeign’d ' Refolution of our:Souls to
~ferve him ; -and to fay My God amounts

.10 -an Acknowiedgment of ham to lae - 3

o
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God tous, and of our felves to be 4 Peo=
le to him in a reciprocal Covenant-Rex
ation. It is to confefs, that as God-man
he is our Lord to proteét us by his Pow-
er, rule us by his Laws; and fupport us
by his Spirit; and that as our God, he
is a God who makes over himfelf to us;
with all his Attributes and Perfeétions; for
our eternal Good and Advantage: Ina
word, that whatever Chrift is in the Ca-
pacity of Lord, heis for our Good ; and
whatever he is in the Capacity of God, he
is for our Good likewife. His Office in
the Charaéter of Lord of the Church
fubferves to our Happintefs, and his Divi-
nity is ours by Covenant, with all its
Power and Goodnefs to fecure that Hap-
pinefs.

And here it were natural to obferve,
what might confirm a former Reflection,
that the fir(t of thefe two Thotights, name-
ly, My Lord, once well imprefs’d by- the
Spirit of God upon the Apoftle’s Mind,
might eafily make way for the fecond,
namely, My God.

Tho’ there 1s fome Diftin&ion between
thefe two Ideas, Chrift the Lord, and
Chrift the God, yet his being Lord to
us and God to us are almoft equivalent

Terms ; only the latter adds the Thoug-litf:_
. o

Z
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of his divine Nature to encourage our
Dependaricelipon the former, and fhews
he Grandeur of this Lord fince he who is
I‘ard{is‘a%'ﬁod‘ : ;"'; | | . - L |
- Inf finey whatever thafe Tefvis; M Kiénp
and my G od canbe fuppofed to mean iithe
of fuich 2 Petfon of Péeple, which fo-oftent

-

r

oectit in’ the ‘Scriptirds; 'n¥a¥ be thought
to mrelude; is compriz’d in'this Jppropri-
ation 'Sf Chriff which Thomas makes
when hé fays to Chrilti 3%y Lord and
#iy God:> ‘Now this Phrafe (My God;
Dour-God; Their God) unlels when fpo-
Ken of ferhe falfe God,-never means any,
éther irrall the Scripture than the one fu-
%reme 'God, as ftanding - in a Covenant-
elation, or after fome very fpecial man-
ner good and kind to fuch a Perfon or
People. . -
I'ho’ thefe things théw that Jefus Chrift
is the one fupreme God of Ifrae/, yet not
fo as to exc¢lude the Perfon of the Father,
who is one and the fame God with the
Son: 'They are not different Gods we
k of, for to us there is but one God.
‘is but one and the fame God in tweé
Perfons; as we commonly ftile them, and
(I think) not amifs, till Language affords
us @ more uncxceptionable Expreflion.
F APPLI
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A?SPLIC'ATION

Fzr_ﬂ, I mfer, if one Text ot}ly,»cxgp;m..
ded by ordinary Rules and Laws. of In-
terpretation, fuch as determingus in un-
derftanding Scripturein general, fuffi
by eftablifbes tbapraper Godbaad of Cbrqﬂ.,
(wh;qh 1 think is plainly the:Cafe .of our
Text) what ould not- g done: by, a great
Multitude of Places which might eafily.
be drawn together from all R(arts of Scri-
pture to, give in their concurring "Fefti-
monies to the prefent Truth - How much
more firikimg would fiych aniunitehPow-
er be 2 How much more able tq,dath Er-
ror in this Point out of Coyptenance 2
For you fee I have not fought; so. fettle
your Thoughts by numerous-Quetations
of Scripture, but only: to. cleag the God-
head of our Saviour, by candidly .ehqui-
ring into and ﬁxxng the Mcamng of :thls
one. KRS

And I fhould think it a,pgaxcgt ugon

the whole, that nothing but a juft. Charge
of- downrlght Abfurdity and | Nonfenfe

T 1 i~

can oblige us to carry. 1t any othey Way
than I have done ; for-the Senfe is almoit
evident ofiit felf.” But.no fuch Abfurdity
can reafonably be p;retcnded unlefs againft

fome particular Hypothefes. and. Expla-
nations
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mations attémpted by’ Men-apon the Sub-
je&-; for take-the Setipturd-Doérine na-
kedly' in:it felf;, that Ged is one, and
that' fome:bow: or other, the Father is
that one God, - and fo likewife is the Son,
and there is: then. no real: Contradi&ion
or ‘Repugnance in that, I am very fure.
Hafpyu- would that Hypothefis be that
fhall remove all Appearances of it!
~ Secondly, Let this then be Qur Faith,
-as it was the . Faith of this Apoftle, that
Jefus. Chrift is both Lord and God, and
that in the proper Senfe of the Word,
( fince there is nothing in the Text or
Context to. fink this Senfe into an Im-
propriety,) and confequently that he is
one God, tho not the fame Perfon with
the Father. 'Tho we know net the M-
dus of this Truth, let us however be
periwaded that it isa Truth. Taking the
Scripture -fairly, and not attempting to
‘wreft and torture its Expreflions, let us
fimply and firmly believe, not only his
‘mediatory Character, but his proper Di-
vinity, that he is, what the Apoftle
calls him, oger all God bleffed for bver-
wmore ; and God manifefted in the flefh;
that He and the Father are one; and
that zhere are three which bear record i»
Heaven, tbe Fatber, the Word, and the
H.ly Gboft, and that sbefe three are Ove.
o F 2 And
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‘And let us fay of Chrift as the excellent
Bifbep Peaifon ppon the Creed does,
£¢ He fhall be the Lord of meand the
“ God of me, My Lord and my God,
« who wasthe Lard and the Ged of an
¢ Apoftle, who, we here fee, received
¢ Commendation from Chrift for that
¢ Acknowledgment when he made it.”

T hirdly, From the Application of the
T'itles . Lord and (zod, here given to the
Man Chrift Fefus, we may infer, that
there is an Uplen of towo Natwres in bis
Perfon, for how elfe can the fame Chrift,
to whom T homas is here {fpeakmng, be
Man.(which he, in this Contexty proves
himfelf tobe) and yet God, as this'Apo-
file in the Text aflerts he is ¢ "This we
mult own a Myflery, and a grear One.
(1 ‘Z?m 111, 16.) -But then it is not a hu-
man, but a Scripture-Myf{tery, nat there-
fore to be difputed, but ador’d.

Fourthly, W e here fee the formaé Reafon
or Ground of that Wor/hip and Adoration
which fhould be paid to Chriff in the
Chriftian Church (according to Pfa/. xlv.
He is thy Lord, and worfbip thow bim)
and.which 1s paid him in feveral Places
in  the Rezg¢lations. Our . Motive to
dire¢t diftin¢t’ Worthip, ~Prayers. and
Prailes to Chrift, is. His . Iooe, and his
dying to redeein us. Thisoyght to give
| . ] cvery




[37]
every plous Brealt Tranfperes of De-
‘wotlon for him ; and under 3 Difpenfition
i which -all Men are to bowoup: 1hs Son
as they bad as'd heretofore to Howur the
Father, fhould touch updﬁ all the Springs
of Gratitude'and Love, and bé&enotgh to
‘'make us frequently fingle out his Perfon
‘in- Aés of Invocation and: Praife, : But
whatever be the Motive to diftinét Wor-
thip, the' Fvsndation of all- Worfhip is
only this, that the Perfon worfhip'd is
Glod, it being an eternal Maxim in our
‘Religion, Thou fhalt worfhip the Lord
thy God, and bim only fhalt thou ferve,
“And therefore it muft be upoh this Foot
-we worfhip Chrift at all, that he is t

{fame God with the Father. |
. Fifthly, We paturally infer a glorious
Foundation of Chrift’'s Offices,- and of our
“Dependance upon them. I .
- For how well qualify'd muft that Man
‘be toreveal the Will of God the Father,
who was perfonally united to God the
Son ¢
- What an all -fufficient Sacrifice muft
he be in dying for our Expiation and A-
toncment, who was not only the greateft
of Creatures, but ozer all, God blefled
for evermore? How efficacious an A4 dzo-
cate with the Father betore the Throne
muft He be thought, who has not on}lly
the
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the Righteoufnefs and Qbedience of his
human Nature, but his- being .one God
“with the Father, to recommend his Per-
fon, and enforce his Interceflion? - . |
~ How fit is-He to rule over the Creéation
of God, and govern all Nature, who has
Godhead to fupport his Throne, and
therewith a Power to fearch Hearts, and
to do whatever he pleafes? o
~ With what an unfufpe&ting Confidence
‘might one repofe in fuch a Saviour 2 And
how might Faith triumph in its dependance
‘upon his Perfon with a View of the (God
which contftitutes the principal Part of
it 2 With what Pleafure might the Sinner
apply himfelf to Chrift about Salvation,
and lay the Strefs of a Soul upon one who
is God by Nature as well as by Office a
Redeemer? And how might the Believer
glory in having one for his Husband and
L.ord, who is his God ? according to that
of Ifaiak, Thy Maker is thy Huspand,
the Lord of bofts is bis name.

Sixthly and Laftly, Several Cireumftan-
ces relating to our Obedience may be de-
duc’'d from the Doctrine of the Text. As,
1. The Obligation we are under to
give it to Chriff, for why ¢ he 1s our
TLord. Hearken, O daughter, anda con-
fider, &c. And befides, He who is yaur
[.ord, Chriftians, is your God too,

-
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2: 'The Danger of neglebling this
Obcdlenoc, for. there is the God to re~
venge the Slights you put upon the . Lord-
You cannot carry it ill to him in one Cha<
radter, but you are expos'd to him in:the
other. He who is your Lord hasas God
©Omnifcience to know your Dxfobcdwncc,p
and Almighty Power to chaftife it, .
-+3s 'Fhe - Adoantage “of Obedience.
Siice you have all ‘the Arguments of
€hrift’s Godbead to fupport your‘Depen~
dance upon his Promifes for a prefent Af-
filtance and a future Reward.
4. And Laftly, The Quality of that
Obedience you owe him, what is it ¢ The
Loyalty and Love of a Wi fe 10 the perfeéi-
eft and beft of Hasban¥s. You are to
obey him not only as Lord and as God,

but as your ILord and your God too.
And indeed nothing is fo much adapt-
ed to warm us with holy Love and Zeal
and Joy, and thereby enlarge our Hearts
for Obedience to Chrift, as to be con-
vinc'd of our Relation to him ; and ha-
ving unfeignedly given up our felves in
Covenant to be his People and’ his Sub-
je&s, as being God-and Lord; forthence
we deduce our Intereft in: him as our
TLord and our Goed.. For if it be tranf-
porting to call the invifible Father my
God, what muft it be by Faith to look:

upoil
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upon a God incdrnate in this Light, a
God' m:-our own . Nature, array d with
GaodnefS:{o' much more intelligible to our
Mifids, and by that means for much more
fuited ta.lour iEnjoyment and ' Embrace.
W hat ‘exaééding "Dranfport mult it .be to
behold . hite .as. God manifcffed in  sle
Flehs juftdfyid in the Spirit; and deciss
red. 20. ke .ovd and God' at st Refur-
reltson frogy: the. Dead, and the to-bé
able to fay of him with the Apoftle in the
Text, This .is My Lordy and this is-AMp
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