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lent philosophy cluring t
duction of Christianity,
eminent Christian u'rite

frrst ases after the intro-
d of s'hich all the more

SECTION IV.

ON TEE OBIGIN OF TEE DOCTRTNE OF' TEE TRINITY.

Ws can. trace tl;e histo ry of this doctrine, and rJis-

col)ef its source, rutt in the Christian reuelati,on, but
in the Plalonic Jthilosoplt?,'*.rvhich '*'as the preva-

called, were, in a greater degree, disciples.
done, blended their

philosophy and their religion into one cornplex
and heterogeneous system I and taught the doc-
trines of the former as those of the latter. In this
'nranner, they introduced errors into the popular

(( It is an old complaint of learned Inenrtt

il[osheim, (6that the Fathers, or teachers of
the ancient church, \t'ere too much inclined to the
philosophy of Plato, atrd rashly confouucled what
was tau o by that philosopher with the doctrines

of u'hich,of Christ, Saviour I in colrsequenceur
ofttre religion I{eaven was greatly corrupted, aud

hr
o

the doetrine of the personrtlitv of the Logos,, and of his divinity, in nn
rvhich rvas the germ of the Trinitv, rvas

Philo, the Jewish Plato as he has been

he

all
rsl Fathers as theY arethe

or less

They,

faith.
says

as others have often

t I state the proposition
ities to bc adduced dirc<:tlv

in this general fot'm, in which the author.
cpply to it. Rutit is to bc observed, that

infelior sense

immediately
called, rvhicrh

of that term.
derived frorn
fact I shall hereafter have occasion to arlvert 0o.



JF TIII' DOCTRINE OF TIIE

llt

Pl

anv \\rny indoctrinatecl in thc Platonic
Tlrcv arcr to be sePalatt'cl

One consists of snclt oS, prollt'rly spcaliing, \\'('l'e
trnrvorthv tlte r)?rme of Christiirtts, bt'ing
L'lre otlrer, of tltose rvlto \\'er'o true Christiirtts, Crrtlr-
olics, arrd saints; but \l'ho, throtrgh the
stance's of their age, the myst.cry not yct beirrg
properly understood, threrv out darrgcrrous prol)o-
sitions concerning

ORIGIN TRINITY. 101

plriltlso.
t'lit sse s.tu'<l

The vely Olthodox Gale, irr his Cour the
Gerrtilcs, savs: (6 'I'he learrred Christiarrs, rct?,s

)y. nrto

It t't'c tit's.

Cllcll lll-

it.rt

Ale:aantlt'i,tt,trs, Origen,, &c., tnadL) use of the Py-
thag'orean and Plutontc philosophy, u'hich sras at
tlris time u'lrolly itr request, as a mctliunt. to
trate and plove the great mysteries of faith, touch-
ing the Divine l.d7os, lt,ortl, mentioned John i. 1,

hopirrg by such symboltstre's, and <:laimirrs liiudrcd
these llhilosophic notions and tladitiorrs

nally Jes'ish) touc:hing the Platonic trd7os, uois, arrd
they rniuht-grrin vely

muclr credit and interest amougst tlrcse I'luton,tc

i ll r.r s-

(origi-n'ith

TPLa9, Ithe Platorric trinity,]

Soplttstes." *

\'('rts
lJeausobre, in his History of nlanichmism, acl.

to this subject. IrIis opiuion coucerning tlre
resemblance of the Platonic: and Christiern 'Irinity
al)pears in the follou'ing I assage.

" Suc:h, according to Chalcidius,t r,i'as the Pla-
tonic 'I'r'inity. It has beerr justly rt'crrrdecl
fective. 1. It spealis of a frst, a arrd a

I Part III. B. II. c. l. g 9.

t Chalcirlius rvas a I'lrrtorri<: philosophcr,who livcd bcfore the closc

:rs rlc-
srlcoilrl,

'< the fourth ceuturJr.


