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WILLIAM MUSHET, ESQ,

OF GIRAYS INN,

Tuene is wooone towlenn T oenn more appropeiately dedieato
the fullowing pages than to yonrsells not only on seconnt
of & connuunity of tastes. sentiments, and opinions, but as
a token of aneient friendship: and beesuse the sabject to
which thoy are dlevoted hits hoon one of mutual interest,
whivlt we have frequently diseussel touether, i those lonrs
of rational relaxation for whieh T so greatly dndebted
to you.

Vou were then inclined, as 1 was, to vegand the opinion
—attributing to Plato o knowledge of the Trinigy—with
considerable distrast and suspicion; and when afterwnds
you turned your attention to other ohjeets, T proceeded, in
the indubgence of my inclination, te prosecuie an inguiry
mto the evidenee on which that opinion is supposed to
riast.

This volume coutaing the result o the Jgoiry, =o i as
[ thought neeessary to pursue it Yo will pereeive there
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of that devotion which we pay to self-evident trath
others, again, having au ohjeet to gain, or an hypo-
thesis to support. Lhave attempted to prove Lheir
opinion with snel arouments as the subjeet ean
supply: and, in fulfilling this task, we mmst admire
their learning, if we are not convineed hy their
reasoning.

As I was conseions, from the beginning, of some
misgivings in my own miml,—frst, as to the trath
of the assertion, and. sceondly, as to the copency
of the eonelusions arrived at by these writers,—I1
mgde it 0 souree of amusement o collect what
evidenee 1 eould, convenicntly, to oppose their
areiments amd to satisfy myself of their vt or
ful=clood.

When the inguiry was broueht to o conclusion,
soas to confirm my preconeeived idea, T judged
(with what justice ar truth I koew pot,) that the
fruits of it might he useful amd instmmetive to
others, whose pursuits would bring them constantly
in contact with the opinion which is attempted to
be refuted.  Such as they are, 1 willingly bequeath
them to the reader.

But as this Essay was not originally designed to
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meet the public eve; and as the inguiry was -
suned at long iutervals inoa desultory manner, just
as fnelination prompted me, or as the manifold
avoeations of life allowed me quictwde and leisure,
T had some appreliensions that the arguments were
not developed so elearly, nor the evidence collated
aid arvanged so carefully, as if it bad heen under-
taken with the objeet of puldieation immediately in
view. [lowever, I have striven to compensate, in
some degree, for the defeets and treegularities of my
first mode of proeceding. by reducing the = indigesta
moles™ of the primary materials to their present
form; having tried to breathe into them some of
the spirit of order and Lameny,  And it is hoped
the sage waxim of the Latin poct has not been

violated with respect to brevity and yropriety :—

T arbitor,

Adprime in vitd esse utile, nequid nimis.

[f T am too sanguine in thinking, that T have
conclusively disproved the opinion of Plate and the
aneients laving a knowledge of the Trinity, T am
eertain that the weakness of the argument rests

with the anthor, and not with the suljeet.  There
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is enough given to exeite doubt and inguiry at all
events: and he who is disposed to extomd  Tis
resvitrelies Mirther, will, 1 have no donbt, be wmore
and ware eonvineed of the truth, that the opinion
referred to is without foundation, and the super-
structure raised wpon it is, conscquently, withont
stability,

1t mizht appear alhinost superfluons to make any
observations lere on the prevalence of this opinion.
I will, however, limit wyself to the carly Fathers
aid to the aneient philosophers.

With respect to Dlato himself having  some
lenowledge of the Trinity, it secing to have e
with universal conenwrrenee in the carly times of
onr religion. I the Christians as well as by the
]_lilg:l.]'l.‘-'-.

There i= no feature of that interesting peviod
more eirious i et extrordingrey, than this general
nequiescence i that which T oam noew eonvineed
has no fonmdation in tathe The pagan Platonists
had probably seme reason for their comluet: the
rivaley of the new religion bronght inte being
things new aml strange: Tt T oean find no more

tanwibile explanation for the conduet of the Chris-
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tian writers than the conjecture, that they were
deluded or deceived by the specions Eeleetic system
of philosophy, whose singular interpretations of the
expiring mythology, and of the writings of the
ancient philosophers, obliterated all the landmarks
of certainty and of truth.  The pagans faneled they
saw o rescmblance between the Christian Trinity
and the doctrines of Plato and others: the Fathers
met them more than half~way, and in the end
willingly confessed, that this essential truth of our
religion was known hefore Christ revealed it a
seeond time to mankind #.

It has been supposed, that the Christian Fathers
complied with. and aequiesecd in, the notions of
the pagan Platonists, by way of an argwonenton ad
fominen, (heing, as it were, all things to all men,

fur the sake of proselytism,) that they might the

# ¢ As ihe Platonic pagans, after Christinnicy, did approve
of the Christian doctrine, concerning the Logos, as thot which
wig esactly agreenble with their own g se dild the gencrality
of the Christinn Fathees, before and aftor the Nicene Couneil,
represent the genuine and PMlatonie Trinity as veally the same
thing with the Clristian; cr as appronching so near to it, that
they differcd chiefly in circumstances, or in the manoer of
expression’—Intell. System, vel. iif, p. LS.



