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WHETHER a Hiftory of the Human Mindj

in the various Ages of the World, would

be of great Service to Mankind ?

Whether the Hiftory of Mind in antient Times,

is not a Matter of fome Confequence ?

Whether the chief Improvements of the Arts

and Sciences, have been carried on by Aflbciations

of Men for that Purpofe ?

Whether a well-plann'd Society at prefent, would

be the moft effectual Method, of furnifhing the

World with a Knowledge of this kind ?

Is not the Hiftory of Morals, and the finer Arts

in Antiquity, the chief Part of the Hiftory of

Mind ?

'

Whether, in order to profecute a right Plan of

this kind, for Antiquity in general, it might not

be proper to make Trial on fome particular Sub-

jc6t, fuch as the Writings of Homer, Demofihenes,

or Plato .?

Whether the Platonic Philofophy might not be a

proper Objeft to employ the Attention of fuch a

Society, as a proper Introduftion to the Hiftory of

Morals, and the finer Arts in Antiquity?

A Whether
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Whether, might not Perfons who have a Tafte

for Letters, if they live near to one another, be-

gin this Society ?

Whether, befides the Members of this Society,

might there not be Members alfo of Correfpond-

ence ?

Might not thefe Members of Correfpondence

write to the Secretary whatever occurs to them,

either as a proper Subjed of a Queilion, or what

might give Light into Antiquity ?

Might not any particular Member, who wants

Intelligence of what may be communicated, have

it by Letter from the Secretary ?

Might not particular Members of the Society

have particular Branches of the Platonic Philofo-

phy affigned them to confider ; of which they are

to communicate their Sentiments, either at a

Meeting of the Society, or by Letter to the Se-

cretary ?

Might not the Secretary, on fuch Occafions as

are judged proper by one or two Members, call a

Meeting ?

Might not the Secretary be appointed to pre-

ferve all Letters, either containing or anfwering

Queries, till the Difpofal of them be determined

by the Meeting ?

Might it not be proper, that the Secretary be

injoined to take care that he publifh nothing of

thefe Letters, without the Confent of the Author,

and Approbation of the Meeting ?

Might
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Might not the following Subje£ls be recom-

mended to the Society in general ?

The Life and general Charadter of Plato.

The Nature of his Compofition, and all the

Branches of his Philofophy.

Whatever occurs either to illuftrate the Platonic

Philofophy, or as an Objedion againft his Do-

ctrine or Compofition.

Might it not likewife be recommended to

Members, that, in reading Plato, they particu-

larly attend to the Subjed of the Dialogue •, the

Charaders of the Speakers, and particularly of

Socrates ; the Procefs of the Debate, and the Steps

by which it is carried on ; the particular Addrefs

of Socrates in managing the different Interlocutors

;

what are the moft probable Conjectures concerning

the more dark and difficult Palfao;es ; what Hints

may be got with refpeft to all the different Arts

and Sciences \
— what the Agreement of the Do-

ctrines of Plato with thofe of modern Times, and

wherein they differ ?

In afTigning particular Provinces to the feveral

Members, might it not be recommended to one

Member to confider the Connexion of the Dia-

logues, and the proper Order in which they fliould

be read ?

To another, to form Arguments for all the fe-

veral Dialogues?

To another, to make an Index of all the prin-

A 2 cipal
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cipal Words, efpecially fuch as exprefs Moral, Po-

litical, or Theological Ideas ?

To another, to eJGTay a Tranflation of Plato ?

To another, to inquire into the Sentiments of

antient or modern Critics and Commentators on

Plato ?

To another, to deteft the Errors of modern

Tranflations ?

To another, to form a Hiftory of the Life and

general Charadter of the Author ?

Might it not be proper that Members, both of

the Society, and of Correfpondence, be advertifed,

that they may freely communicate to the Se-

cretary, what Queries occur to them, without any

Anxiety about their being reckoned lefs material

than others •, according to the following Specimen?

What is the Nature of Deity, and his Relations

to Mankind, according to Plato ?

Is there any Ground to believe that Plato had

any Notion of a Trinity ?

Whether Plutarch juftly afcribes to Plato the

Doctrine of two independent and contrary Prin-

ciples, the one good, and the other evil I

Whether Plato makes the fupreme Happinefs

and Perfection of Deity entirely independent of

the Univerfe ?

With what Views, according to him, did the

Peity form the Univerfe ?

What are Plato's Notions of Prayer ?

What is the End of religious Rites and Inflitu-

ons, according to the Platonic Philofophy ?

Whether
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Whether is it a Part of Religion, according to

Plato^ to dedicate Statues to the Gods ?

What are Platans Sentiments concerning the O-

rigin and Government of the World ?

What are Plato's Notions of Mythology ?

What is the ro 'iv of Plato?

What is his ro aya^oy ?

What his ttocvoTx ?

What his ^'./"a /uoijxx. ?

What his d/fxHix ?

What is the tS S-elsr

W^hat the to J'xi/jluyioy?

What his TrxoxAtyfjLX ?

What his /s/ea ?

Are his Notions of the rh aya^av fufficlendy

quaUfied to guard the Human Mind againft the

Impulfes of Enthufiafm ?

What is the Origin of Evil, according to

Plato?

What are the different kinds of Atheifm dc-

fcribed in Plato ?

What is meant by Plato's Ideas ?

What is Plato\ Opinion concerning Divination r

Whether, according to Plato^ there can be any

Goodnefs aVeu 3&ta /"'V? ^

From which of Plato\ Dialogues his Theology

ought chiefly to be taken ?

How many difiLrent Principles of Things were

acknowledged by Plato ?

Whether any Being but the Supreme, can fubfift

in a State of abfolute Separation from all Body ?

Whether
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Whether, according to Plato^ Matter is coeter-

nal with Mind ?

Whether doth Plato maintain the Doftrine of

one Supreme God ?

What are all the different Names and Apellati-

ons given to the Supreme God by Plato?

What is the Worlhip prefcribed by Plato to the

Supreme God ?

Whether Plato reprefents the Supreme God, as

producing himfelf?

Whether the Doftrine of Creation, i. e. God's

making Things to exift which had no Being be-

fore, is to be found in Plato ?

Whether Plato reprefents fuccefllve Duration or

Time, as created along with the Univerfe ?

Whether he makes Time or fucceflive Duration,

and Eternity, the fame thing ?

What are the true Caufes of Atheifm according

to Plato?

Whether Plato afcribes the Origin of Evil to.

the neceflary Imperfection of Things ?

What Paifages are there in Plato parallel to that

in the Meno, which afcribes Virtue to O&Ia juoTf^x ?

To what Caufe fhall we afcribe it, that Plato

teaches Doftrines fo fimilar to thofe in the Chrifli-

an Scheme, concerning the >^oyoc as the Former of

the World, concerning the Means and Progrefs of

Happinefs, and concerning the Extent and Nature

it, by means of this Divine xoycc ?

Does Plato point out fuch an I^lea of God as is

inconfiftent

i
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inconfiftent with the Belief of abfolute Evil in thd

World ?

Does he reprefent Piety and Religion, as having

a firm Foundation in the Nature of Man, and re-

prefent upon what Pretenfions the Wicked treat

Religion as unprofitable -, and by what Views they

are led to deny a Providence ?

Does he point out in a ftrong Light the abfolute

Dependence of the World upon a Divine Caufe ?

Does he point out God to us, not only as the

Former of the World, but as a Being who upon

fpecial Occafions manifefts his Power and Goodnefs

by extraordinary Interpofitions ?

Are not his Thoughts moll furprifing, and ex-

prefled in moft affecting Language, concerning

the Idea of God ?

Does he not exprefs the Reftraints of Divine

Influence ?

Does he not point out the great Dodrine con-

cerning the Origin of the World ?

Does not Piaio in the Phikbus point out ewe, as

the Offspring of the firft Caufe ; and does he not

in the fame Book correal a miltaken, but too com-

mon. Sentiment concerning Pleafure ?

Docs he not, in the tenth Book of the Republic,

teach the Love of God to virtuous Men, his Ha-

tred of the Vicious, and the Grounds of his Love;

and does he not under lively Images defcribe both

the Folly of the Wicked and the Wifdom of the

Virtuous ?

Does
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Does he not point out their Wifdom, both with

reipedt to the moil refined Pleafures in this Life,

and the high Rewards to be received from God in

ihe World to come •, and at the fame time the

Greatnefs of future Mifery, and of future Happi-

nefs, in comparifon of the Mifery of theWicked in

this World, and Happinefs of the Righteous here?

Does not Plato in the Ph^edrus teach the abfo-

lute and intrinfic Beauty of the to xa\c>', and the

Power it muft have over a difcerning Mind ?

Does not Plato, in his third Book de legibus, ex-

prefs Ideas of a Deluge^ of the Manners of thofe

who furvived that Deluge, and of the Caufes of

the Simplicity of their Manners, very agreeable to

v/hat is taught in holy Writ ?

Does it not appear that he was fenfible of the

Immutability of the Divine Nature, and that Dei-

ty on this account, is diftin<5t from the World,

which partakes of Body, and therefore is liable to

Change ?

Does he not exprefsly condemn the Doftrine of

two contrary Gods, and exprefs the Dependence

of the World upon one Divine Caufe, its Creator,

for Life, Vigour, Immortality, for all its regular

Operations ?

Does he not give us Reafon to believe, that he

had a juft Senfe of the Perfedions of Deity, and

recognized his abfolute Wifdom and Knowledge,

his perlcd: Felicity, and his infinite Purity or Free-

dom from Pleafure and Pain ?

Does
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Does he not condemn all Reprefentations of

Deity, which tend to reprefent him as the Author

of Evil?

Does he not teach the Unity of God, and the

Dependence of the ^ih upon him as their Father

and Creator j and likewife give us a Hint concern-

ing the Nature of antient Mythology ?

Does he not, in a bold and mythological Style,

difcover the Employments of the Gods, their

Dependence upon the to cy, the Influence which

the Sight of this has upon them, and in what

Views that Objedt will preferve them always un-

blameable, unhurt, pure, and unpolluted ?

Orders of Superior Beings.

T T 7Hat are all the different Orders of Rational

^ ' Beings fuperior to Man ?

What is Plato's cTn^u/w^y&c ?

What are the a'l/c/ ^ili ?

What is the Dnsmon of Socrates ?

What is the Meaning of the different Oaths put

in the Mouth of Socrates by Plato ?

Why Socrates, the Moment before he expired,

ordered the Sacrifice of a Cock to /Efculapius ?

What is the Ck>i of Plato '^

What the t» Iv ?

What are the 3wi iUKovixm ?

B What
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What dre his various Meanings of f yc-/; ?

What is the to yoracy ?
-

What is w/a ?

What is the Zey? riyiy-uv ?

What is the tottoq vTnfvfxxyio^ ?

What is his plaflic Nature ?

What is the Worlhip prefcribed by Plafo to all

the other Gods below the Supreme ?

What he means by the Soul of the World ?

What is the Meaning of thefe three Principles

in the ParmenideSy ^iy rh Travy h ^ayra, and h >j

TravTix. ?

Whether Plato acknowledged two Souls of the

World ?

Whether he afcribes a Soul to Matter before the

Formation of the World ?

Does he not reprefent it as the Doftrine of the

Barbarians, and of the Inhabitants of Greece in

ruder Ages, That the Moon, Earth, Stars, and

other heavenly Bodies, were animated Beings ?

Human Mind.

T X 7Hat is the Nature of the Human Mind ?

' " Whether Plato had any Notion of imma-

terial Subftance ?

What are his different Meanings of ^••jx^' '^'f*

rr/V/c, iTTt^'ry.)^, hoyoQ y'o'^oq, hoyo; TTKOLTO^, cTp^a, and

What
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What Is his Doctrine of Pre-exiflence ?

What his Account of Tranfmigration ?

What his Notion of a future State ?

What the moft rational Explication of his Ar-

guments for the ImmortaHty of the Soul ?

What the Defign and Nature of Punifliment ac-

cording to Plato ?

Whether the Dodrine of Eternal Punifhments

is to be found in Plaio ?

Whether the Human Soul in a future State can

fall from its Integrity and Innocence, according to

Plato ?

What are all the different Purifications of the

Soul, according to Plato ?

What is Plato*s hjuaf>/j.ini, and his Notions of

human Liberty ?

What Powers doth Plato afcribe to the Soul over

the Body ?

What are his Notions of abftrad: and general

Ideas ?

What are Plato's Notions about the Forgivcnefs

of Injuries ?

What is the Defign of Philofophy, according to

Plato ?

tlow far is Adverfity neceflTary to conflitute the

higheft Degree of Virtue ?

How far do die Liberal Arts tend to promote

Virtue ?

Whether hath Plato given a juit Reprefentation

of the relative Duties ?

B 2 Whether
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Whether the various Schemes of modern Mo-
ralifls, have any Foundation in Plato ?

In what Senfe are the Laws of MoraUty eternal

and immutable on the Platonic Scheme ?

Whether is the Aggregate of Happinefs and

Virtue invariably the fame, or always increafing ?

What are the diftinguifhing Charafteriftics Plata

gives of the four Cardinal Virtues ?

What are Plato's Notions of Scepticifm ?

What are his Diftinftions between Pleafure and

Good ?

Whether there be any thing in the Language or

Sentiments of Plato which feems to patronize or

encourage Unchaftity ?

What is Plato's Account of true Friendfliip ?

Whether all Knowledge is not Reminifcence ?

What is Plato's Account of Socrates's Amours ?

What is the beft Explanation of bis Diftinftioa

between the dvTo to avjo and the olvto \y.a.<;ov ?

What Right, according to Plato, hath a Man
to difpofe of his own Life ?

Whether doth Plato maintain that there is eter-

nal Evil in the Plan of Things ?

What is Plato's Notion of Power ?

What is the Siimmum Bomim, according to Plato ?

Does he clearly point out the Confequence of

Piety to public Happinefs, the Obligations we are

under to imitate the Life of Man in his original

Eftate, and the Conformity of doing fo to the Di-

vine Principle which is within us I

Does
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Does he recommend to us the Imitation of

Deity, explain wherein this Imitation conlifts, and

upon what Principles we are obliged to this ?

Does he not defcribe the Nature of fpiritual

Knowledge, the EtTecls of it, the Principles up-

on which it is founded, and the ineftimable Bkf-

fmgs with which it is rewarded ?

Does he not reprefent, under proper Similies,

the two contending Principles of A6lion in the

Human Soul ?

Does he not reprefent, under a proper Simile,

the Influence of well-chofen Amufements, in pro-

moting true Virtue.

Has he not a moft comprehenfive Idea of what

may be reduced under thefe two Words, //Ka/^-ii

Does not his Simile taken from the Bufmefs of

Dyers, teach us a mofl: important Truth ?

Does he not, in a very lively Manner, cxpofe

the Folly of giving Advice without Knowledge?

Does he not point out the extenfive Nature of

the good EfFefts of Jufl:ice ?

Does he not point out, how Pain, as well as

Pleafure, becomes the Means of promoting Alfo-

ciations ?

Does he not point out the Motives we have to

imitate God, Jfnd wherein that Imitation confiib ?

What PafTagcs may be fliown in his Works, pa>

rallel to that in his fifth Book of the Republic, con-

taining an Argument fur a future State, founded

on



[ H ]

on the moral Charadter of God, and the Afflidl-

ons of good Men in this World ?

Does he not, in the Gorgias, point out what

fhould be the ruling Defign of Man, what it is to

depart froni this Defign, and the infinite Evil of

fuch a Departure ?

Does he not teach, in his Republic, and in his

Books of Laws, great and important Truths, con-

cerning a future Judgment, and a State of Re-

wards and Punifhments ?

Does not Plato, in the Politicusy lliow the in-

feparable Nature of the Virtues ?

Does not Plato, in his third Book of the RepUn

hlic, point out the Shamefulnefs of Vice, on ac-

count of the new Difeafes it introduces among
Mankind ?

Does not Plato, in the I'he^tetus, point out the

high Confcquence of Thought and Knowledge to

the Soul, under proper Images immediately rela-

ting to the Body ?

Does not Plato, in the Gorg'ias, point out

wherein the Beauty of the Soul confifls, the Con-

nexion of the Cardinal Virtues, how they are dif-

tinguifhed by their Objedls, on what Principle

they gain the Divine Approbation, and their Con-

nexion with Felicity and a perfedb State ?

Does he not, in the fame Book, point out the

Folly of ridiculing a future State, and the Wif-

dom of a Courfe of Virtue perfevered in with a

View to the Reality of that State ?

Does
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Does not Plato, in his fecond Boole of Laws
point out the firft Means by which Children are

trained up towards Virtue, and what is requifite

to conflitute real Virtue in their Minds ?

Does not Plato, in his Charmides, point out to

us the Connexion of the Soul with the Body, the

Regard had to this by antient Phyficians, and the

Importance of Temperance to the Health and
Vigour of the Head, and by confequence to that

of the whole Body ?

Does not Socrates, in the Lyfes of Plato, give us

a moft fublime Idea of Friendlhip, pointing out

to us the grand Objed: of that Principle, in which
only Friendfliip can have a firm Foundation ?

Does not Plato, under a very proper Image, re-

prefent the Difference between Knowledge and O-
pinion, and the Excellency of the one above the

other ?

Is it not a fixed Principle with him. That Mo-
ral Evil is involuntary ?

Does he not point out to us the good Tendency
of Punilhment, and of v.hat Confequence it is to

the Happinefs of an unjuft Man, not to efcape it

in this World ?

Has he not curious Obfervations concerning

x'cAf, and does he not give his Tcftimony againft

:hofe Fables, which had a Tendency to give dan-
gerous Notions concerning this Matter ?

Does he not point out the Connexion of virtuous

Habits
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Habits in this Life with Happinefs in the next^

and of vitious Habits with Mifery ?

Does he not point out, that the future Happi-

nefs of good Men will include in it Simplicity of

Nature, or Freedom trom the Inconveniency of

having various Senfes ?

Does not Plato fhov/, from a very familiar In-

ftance, that even the common Senfe of Mankind

fufTo-efts to us a real Difference between Natural
OS

and Moral Good in point of Dignity ?

Does not Plato^ under the Image of a Gentinel

beat off his Poft, reprefent the State of a Mind

fubjea to the Influence of Pleafure ?

Does he not point out the different Objeds of

Knowledge and Opinion in a proper Light, re-

prefenting the rl h to be theObjea: of Intelligence i

and Things created, corruptible and involved in

Darknefs, to be the Objeds of Opinion, the Ef-

fefts- of wl\ich are Darknefs, and various and in-

confiftent Thoughts ?

Does he not, under a veiy flrong Image, re-

prefent the Union of a good Soul with God, the

noble Effeds of this Union, comprehending Intel-

licrence. Truth, Knowledge, true Life, Nourifli-

menr, and Happinefs P

Does he not enlarge our Views of God, in re-

prefenting the Influence that Pain, as well as Plea-

fure, may have on human Happinefs, by point-

ing them out under the Image of two Fountai4is,

the



the Streams of which the Man muft drink who

would btcome happy ?

Is not the great Doiftrine concerning a Scale of

Beings, and the Confequence of not knowing this,

juflly reprefented by him ?

Does not Plato give us the juft Idea of a Philo-

fopher, from the Nature of that Objeft to which

he direds his Eyes ?

Does he not give us an high Idea of the Dignity

of the Soul, in reprefenting it as fuperior in its

Demands to any thing that Riches can afford, and

that which Man ought to reverence next to the

Gods?

Does he not very properly reprefent, under the

Image of what is done by a Mob in the State, the

Effedts which Pleafure and Pain produce on the

Mind, when they prevail in oppofition to Reafon

and Knowledge ?

Does he not give a very good Caution concern-

ing the Language proper to be ufed in a State,

and make a juft Enumeration of thefe external

Goods, which are in the higheft Efteem in the

"W orld, and fix a ftrong Cenfure upon the Opi-

nion of the World, reprefenting ir, as his Do-

£lrine, that all kinds of external Good, nay Im-

mortality itfclf, without Virtue, would be the

higheft Mifcry ?

Does not Plato reprefent Socrates difcourfing to

Pk^druSj in what Charaifler we ought to confider

him in his fublime Difcourfe on Love •, and does

C he
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he not difcover the Models which Socrates had In

View in this Difcourfe ?

Does he not explain the Image of the winged

Chariot, and borrowing ExprelTions from that

Image, explain to us by what Caufes a Mind falls

into a State of Ruin ?

Does he not explain the two Horfes of the

winged Chariot, to fignify thefe two Principles in

the Mind which are of a contrary Nature, the

one implying Affedions to the Beauties of Truth

and Virtue, the other Appetites towards fenfible

and created Natures ?

Does he not, in the mythological Style, not

only point out a future State, but a future Judg-

ment, and feveral important Circumftances rela-

ting to that Event ; particularly, that it will be

adminiftred in the moft impartial Manner j that

the Mind, and its Difpofitions, will only be cog-

nofced upon ; that no Refpedt will be had to

Friends, Acquaintance, Condition of the Body,

i^c. •, and that as Judgment will be adminiftred

according to Truth, it will take Effedl in the

Happinefs or Mifery of Men, in proportion to

the Habits which they had while in this World ;

fo that even a private obfcure Perfon, who had led

a holy Life, will then be blelfed •, and Punifh-

ments be proportioned to the Guilt of the Wicked,

fo that Kings, who have tyrannized over Mankind,

will endure the fevereft Tortures ?

Does
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Does he not, under a very llrong Image, repre-

sent the fallen State of Man, the Evils of this

State, and the Deformity of the Soul in confe-

quence of it; and, at the fame time, does he

not point out the proper Obje(5t of our nobleft

Powers, the Confequence of our panting often

after that Objedt, and particularly the good Ef-

fe6ls of it, in procuring Beauty, Happinefs, and

Knowledge to the Soul ?

Does he not point oi.t what Hopes a good

Mind may draw from the moral Charafter of

God, even with refpcfl to the Affliftions and

Calamities which may befal him in a prefent

State ?

Does he not give a noble Teftimony againft

Envy, and paint out the Efieds of it in the

ftrongcft Colours ; and does he not give a mod
delicate and elegant Dclcriptlon of the beneficial

Influence of Friendfhip ?

Does he not, under a lively Image, point out

the Dictates of true "Wifdom with refpedt to thefc

two different Difpenfations, Pleafure and Pain,

in this World ?

Does he not give us a diftinfl Idea of the Na-

ture of Juftice with rcfpcft to the Government of

the Heart P

Does he not (how how every Man may make

the mofl of his Genius, and of what Confequence

it would be to the Individual and to the Public,

that this fhould be attended to ?

C 2 • Does
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Does he not ftrongly hint to us the proper

Method of overcoming Fear, and acquiring For-

titude ?

Does he not point out to us the Nature, im-

mediate EfFecfls and Confequences of Ambition ?

Does he not, in a moft lively and animated

Manner, defcribe the unhappy State of a Mind
which is not guarded againft the Alarms of Plea-

fure?

Does he not point out the Nature and pernici-

ous Effects of Anger ?

Does he not, in the moft ftriking Light, and

in the moft animated Manner, defcribe irregular

Love in its firft Impreflions, its Progrefs, and

ruinous Effedts ?

Does he not point out, in a very ftrong and

animated Manner, the Meannefs and bad EffecEh

of an inflamed Attachment to the Pleafures of

Luxury and Feafting ?

Does he not give us a diftind: Idea of that State

of Soul v/hence proceeds Vice and Diftblution of

Manners ?

Does he not give us a true Idea of the Love

of a Country, of its proper Object, and of its

Prevalency in a good Man, over an Attachment

to Eafe or Pleafure, or any worldly Advantages

whatever ?

Does he not, in a moft animated Manner,

defcribe the Nature and bad Effedts of Avarice ?

Docs
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Does he not, in a noble Manner, aflert the

Praifes of Virtue ?

Is it not evident, that, in the Style of Plato^

ixifxcyiov and c htoi: are fynonymous Expreflions;

efpecially when they point out the Caufe of any

Influence upon the Mind of Man, diltinft from

what is common to the human Conftitution ?

Does it not appear, that the Athenians of Rank

had narrow Views of Education, it comprehend-

ing Mufic, Wreftling, and Letters only ?

Does it not appear, that fuch is the Nature of

Right and Wrong, that even Children pretend

to have a Senfe and Knowledge of it ; as is

evident from their Expreffions at Play with one

another ?

Does it not appear, from Flato^ that the Peo-

ple who are infufficient to be Teachers of Right

and Wrong, are nevcrthelefs fufficient Teachers

of Language ; and that one Mark of thofe who

are Maflcrs of the fame Subjed, is, that they a-

gree in their Sentiments with one another ?

Does not Flato give us a particular Inftance

of Fortitude, and an Idea of what may be com-

prehended under the ts xaV.:; -, and docs he not

afford us an Inftance of thefe being llronger

Principles in Minds even uncultivated, than the

Love of Life ?

Does he not give us a very good I lint, how

we may judge of the Nature of Good and Evil,

and who are really happy ?

Docs
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Does he not give us a noble Definition of

Man, point out his Relation to Deity, exprefs

the EfFefts of Divine Contemplation, and juft-

ly obferve that tliey are concealed from the VuU
gar?

Does not Plaio fuggeft feveral nice Obferva-

tions in Praife of the Perfians, and Ihcw in what

Refpeds the Education of Alcibiades was inferior

to that of the Per/tan Princes ?

Is it not worthy our Attention, what Plato

fays in Praife of the Lacedoemonians^ and at the

fame time his Obfervations to fhew that they were

inferior to the Perfians in point of Riches ; and

the artful and cutting Application of what he

had advanced in Praife of both, to make Alct-

hiades fenfible of his Infufficiency ; and likewife

how naturally he introduces the main Subjefl

of this Dialogue, " the Knowledge of one's

^' felf ?
"

Does ' it not appear, what an high Idea the

Heathens had of that Precept, Know thy-

self ?

Rhetoric and Oratory.

TX 7Hat were Plato*s Notions of Rhetoric ?

Whether Plato baniihed the Orators from

all Share in the Adminiftration of public Affairs ?

Does
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Does he not exceed in his Praifes of Ifocratti^

Does he Juftice to Lyfias ?

Is he too fevere upon the popular Orators of

his Time ?

What QuaHfications, according to Plato^ are

requifite to impofe upon others, without being

deceived ourfelves ?

From whence, according to Plato^ had PericUs

the beft Helps to Eloquence ?

What, according to him, ought a Speaker

chiefly to attend to, in giving Defcriptions either

of what is fimple or compound :

What is his Definition of a confummate

Orator ?

Does he not reprefent, under proper Similies,

the Nature of a confufed and irregular Perform-

ance ?

Does he not reprefent, under proper Similies,

the Nature of Eloquence in general, the Nature

of a Difcourfe, and what is really oppofite to

the proper Bulinefs of an Orator ?

Does not Plato, in thePerfonof///a^;W^j, repre-

fent, in a llrong Light, the Eloquence of Socrates^

defcribing the Tranfports with which it filled him,

the Power of it upon his Refolutions, the Humi
lity and Senfe of his own Indigence with which

it infpired him, his driving againft the Charms

of it, the Image he makes ufo of to exprcfs an

Idea of it, the Courfe he took to efcapc the Force

of its Allurements, his Shame and Confufion in the

Prefence o( Socrafes, his Acknowledgments of the

Authority
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Authority of that great Man, his feeling of

Convi(5lions in confequence of Intercourfe with

him, and the inhumane Wifhes he had upon

fomc Occafions againft him, notwithftanding

the Grief he would have had in cafe thefe had

taken Effed ?

Does he not admirably defcribe the bad Effedls

of popular Oratory with refped to the public

Aflemblies and Courts of Jullice in his Time ?

Natural Philofophy.

WHat was Plato's Knowledge in Natural

Philofophy ?

What is the beft Explanation, or what Con-

jedbures may be formed of Plato's, Numbers,

or what may be learned concerning them from

antient' or modern Authors ?

What was Plato's Aveffion to the Atomical

Philofophy ?

What were his Sentiments of the Heavenly

Bodies ?

Is there Reafon to think he had any Idea of

the Circulation of the Blood ?

What Obfcrvations hath he fuggefted with refpeft

to the Science of Numbering and Computing ?

What Parts of Medicine may be learned from

Plato ?

Govermfient.



Govermnejit.

f T 7Hat is Plato's Opinion concerning the Ori-

^ ^ mn of Civil Government and its different

Forms ?

What his Notions of the Balance of Power ?

What is the End of Civil Government, accor-

ding to Plato ?

Whether Phto^ in fettling the End of Civil Go-

vernment, hath not the Advantage of modern Le-

giflators, who make it Trade and Agriculture ?

How far Plato allows the Civil Magiftratc to

cognofce the Opinions of Mankind with regard to

Morals and Religion ?

What Meafures of Conformity are to be fhewn

to the received Religious Opinions and Cuftoms of

a Country, according to Plato ?

Whether a greater Encouragement to the Arts

and Sciences is not confident with the main Prin-

ciple of Plato\ Republic ?

How far has Plato borrowed his Republic from

the Cretan and Spartan Conflitutions ?

Whether foreign Commerce be fo inconfiftent

with the End of Platoh Republic, as he reprefents

it?

What are Plato's Sentiments on Education ?

What is Plato's Opinion of the Athenian Confti-

tution, of the Spartan, Cretan, Corinthian, and

Sicyonian ?

What is meant by Plato's Community of Wives ?

D P«>e5
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Does not Plato give us a lively Inflance of the

Mifery of thofe who are under the Diredion of ir-

regular Government ; and does he not point out

the difmal Effeds of Tyranny and Ambition ?

Does he not, under proper Images, difcover the

proper Method of purging a State from feditious

Humours j and does he not give us a moft ani-

mated Defcription of the Ends of human Policy ?

Does he not point out the natural Language of

the People with refpeft to their Governors, when

any political Difeafe breaks forth ?

Does he not, in ftrong Terms, admonilh us

how eafily a State is ruined when afflided with an

internal Difeafe ?

Does he not, under a lively Image, point out

the high Importance of vigilant Rulers ?

Does he not give a noble Tcftimony againft

Bribery and Corruption ?

Docs he not give us a jufl Idea of the Charafter

of thofe Governors by whofe Adminiftration the

Public vv'ill be happy ?

Has he not a juft Obfervation concerning the

good Tendency of that Doftrine in a State which

does not divide Virtue from Pleafure ?

Does he not point out the true Caufe of the

Ruin of any State ?

Does he not point out the Connexion of the pu-

blic Ruin with the Contempt of public Govern-

ment ?

» "^ ••« t * * * *

Plato'j
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PlatoV Style and Compofuicn.

TTZHat is the Nature of Plato^s Compofition as

^ a Writer ?

Whether from Plato's own Writings, the Rules

for explaining Allegory can be determined ?

Whether Plato did not defignedly ftudy Obfcu-

rity in fome of his Gompofitions ?

What arc the feveral Beauties of his Style and

Compofition ?

What is the Difference between P/^/o's Manner

and Xenophon's^ where they treat of the fame Sub-

jeds ?

Whether is it juft to charge Plato with Quib-

bling ?

Whether hath the Parmccnldes that myftical

Meaning afcribed to it by many of the Antients ?

Whether was the Epincmis wrote by Plato ?

What Judgment muft we form of the Wit and

Humour of the Antients, from the Specimens of

it in Plato ?

Whether hath Plato, in his Works, given us

Specimens of all the different Philofophic Chara-

cters to be met with in Athem at that Time ?

Whether is the Length of his DigrefTions any

jufl Objeftion againft him as a Writer ?

Whether is there any Connexion betwixt the

different Dialogues in Plato, where the fame Sub-

iedls are handled ?

What
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What feem to be the genuine Doftrhies of Socra-

teSy according to Plato ; and what borrowed from

the neighbouring Countries of Egypt, Chaldea^dicc. ?

How far Phito was indebted to Homer for the

Sublimity of his Writings ?

Does he not, with great Wit, rally Alcibiades

for his Ambition, his Self-fufficiency, his Vanity

and Want of Education, his Rafhncfs and his

Pride on the account of Riches ?

Have we not in Plato fine Defcriptions of na-

tural Beauties ?

Does he not, in very bold Figures, defcribe the

Progrefs of good Beings of a created Nature, and

the different Kinds of Good they enjoy, and give

us juft Sentiments of the Objeds from whence

thefe different Kinds are derived ?

Does not Cepbalus, in the firft Book of Plato's

Republic^ defcribe, in a very lively and affeding

Manner, the Rife and Progrefs, and the Effedls of

awakenring Thoughts raifed in the Soul of Man by

a near Apprehenfion of Death ?

Does he not, in the fourth Book of the P^epuhlicy

in noble Metaphors, defcribe the Dignity of Vir-

tue, the vile Nature of Vice, and the Impoffibility

of Happinefs without virtuous Difpofitions ?

Docs he. not, in his tenth Book of the LawSj

defcribe, under a proper Image, borrowed from

the Poet, the Idea of a lazy Creature ?

Is not the Cave or Habitation under Ground he

mentions, and defcribes fo particularly, according

to
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to the Explication he himfclf gives of it, hif^hly

worthy of our Attention, as it contains a noble

Difcovery of the fubiime and fpiritual Nature of

his Philofophy ?

Does he not, in a very flriking Point of Light,

and under a ftriking Image, fhew the Ridicule of

the Debates and warm Contentions of the Difpu-

tants of this World ?

Does he not give us a high Idea of Da7-!us*s Ar-

my againft the Greeks with refpedt to its Numbers ?

Does he, with Propriety, apply the Image, of a

Robe diverfified with various Colours ?

Have we not flriking Inllances of the Boldnefs

of his Figures, not only in the CritOj but towards

the End of the Menexenus and Protagoras ?

Does he not paint, in very proper Colours, the

Character of popular Orators, and the bad Influ-

ence of their Oratory ?

Does he not, in an artful Manner, praife the

Athenians for their Lenity ?

Is not the Word taaV;;? ufed by Plato in an inno-

cent Senfc ?

Does not Plato fuggeft to us a Rule for interpre-

ting his own Dialogues ?

Is it not evident, from the Connexion of thefe

two Exprefllons, Ci>.o7c^r()t.y1oi: afoKuc, >" TUtA^atr-

cot-yrci; /u-ila. oixo7o<pia^y that Words in Plato to which

Interpreters have affixed impure Ideas, ought not

to be fo interpreted ?

• « » * * « » *
Pod/ty,
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Poetry.

"IT /hat are Plate's, Sentiments with refped ta

^^ Poetry ?

Whether Plato abfohitely banifhed Homer from

his Commonwealth ?

What Opinion would he teach us to form of

Shnonides ?

What Opinion would he teach us to form of

Horner^ Hefiod^ Jrifiophanes^ and the other Poets B

Does he not point out to us the true Idea of a

Poet, and give a ftriking Defcription of the En-

thufiafm which is requifite for the poetic Chara-

fter?********
Plato'j Account of Philofophers.

WHAT is Plato's Account of the Orphic Philo-

fophy ?

of the Dofbrines of Anaxagoras ?

of the Philofophy of Protagoras ?

• of the Philofophy of the Perfian Magi ?

of the Pythagorean Philofophy ?

What Parts of Philofophy hath Plato borrowed

from HeracUtus ?

What is Plato's Account of Anaxmander*s Phi-

lofophy ?

of Parmenides ?

of the l^hilofophy of Egypt ?

Whether
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Whether did Plato borrow any of his Philofo-

phy from Pbilolaus the Pythagorean ?

What borrowed he from the Writings of Epi-

charmiis the Comic Poet ?

What from the Books of Sopbron the Mimo-
grapher ?

What from Arijicpbancs the Comedian ?

Whether borrowed he his Tim,£us from that of

Tim^eus Locrus ?

Whether did he borrow his Republic from the

Antilogica of Protagoras ?

Opinions of antient and modem Authors concerning Plato.

HOW far doth Arijtotle mifreprefent the Do-

dtrines of Plato ?

How far have the antient Fathers grafted dicir

own Opinions upon his ?

Which of all the Moderns hath beft illuftrated

the Platonic Philofophy ?

What Blunders may be obferved in modern

Writers, in afcribing to Plato the Opinions of the

Interlocutors in the Dialogues which are refuted

by the principal Speaker ?

What hath the Latin Writers of grcateft Repute

borrowed from Plato ?

Whether did Cicero thoroughly underftand tiic

Platonic Philofophy ?

Wlut
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What Ufe h?.th been made of Plato's Sentiments

and Compofition by Lord Shaftesbury ?

What are the bed Models among antient and

modern Writers, to furnifh proper Arguments for

the Dialogues of Plato ?

Whether is there a near Refemblance between

modern Sophifts and thofe in Plato ?

What Whims and Fancies have the antient

Commentators falfely afcribed to Plato ?

What are the Mifreprefentations given oi Plato'

^

Sentiments by antient or modern Writers ?

What Ufe hath Bemojlhenes made of Plato ?

Whether have the Antients juftly charged Plato

with fo many Anachronifms in his Writings ?

Wherein doth the Philofophy of Arijlotle chiefly

differ from that of Plato ?

Plato'j hife and Chara£fer»

"T T jHcthcr Plato's Chaflity is juftly afperfed by
^^ Antiquity?

What new Improvements in Philofophy were

made by Plato himfelf ?

Why Plato rejcfled the Invitation of becoming

a Lawgiver to fo many different Nations ?
,

Is there any Evidence of his deriving any of his

Notions, either immediately, or by Tradition,

trcm the Jews '^

Whether
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Whether was Plato the Inventor of Dialeftic *

of the Analytical Method of Reafoning r

g of the Duplication of the Cube ?

What new Words and Phrafes did Plato intro-

duce into his Philofophy ?

What, and how many different States, received

Laws from Plato as their Legiflator ?

What Evidence is there in Antiquity of the Dif-

ference between Plato and Arijlotle ?

between Plato and Xenophon ?

between him and Antijlhenes ?

between him and ^/chines ?

between him and Arijiippus ?

between him and Diogenes ?

-between him and Ph^don ?

-between him and Molon ?

-between him and Socrates?

Whether was Plato's Friendfhip with Dion

founded on juft and honourable Principles ?

What Ground is there, from anticnt Story, to

believe that Plato was addicted to the Love of

Money ?

What is the Reafon that Plato nowhere makes

mention of Democritus?

Why was Plato lafhed by fo many of the an-

tient comic Writers ?

Whether were Plato's Voyages to Sicily difinte-

rcfted and every way becoming his Charader ?

Whether was Plato fo envious and ill-natured as

tlie Antients reprcfcnt him ?

E Whether
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Whether did Plato Tufficiently exert hlmfelf in-

Kis Matter's Defence, before his Death ?

SocRATEs'i Life and Character.

WHETHER did Socrates condu6t his Apology in

a right Manner ?

How far was the Behaviour of Socrates^ in the

laft Article of his Life, worthy of his Charadter ?

What were the true Caufes of his Death ?

What were the Caufes and concurring Circum-

ftances which contributed toward Socrates^s making

fo great a Figure as a Philofopher, at fuch a Period

of Time : —whether his Theory of abftradt Ideas,

or his natural Modefty, or the new Method he in-

vented of inveftigating Truth by Queftion and

Anfwer, or what elfe ?

How far was Socrates right in refufing to com-

ply with the Advice of his Friends to make his

Efcape out of Prifon ?

What was the true Spring of the Enmity ^ri-

jiopbanes bore to Socrates ?

Whether did Socrates always employ his Wit and

Humour in a good Caufe ?

What was the real Charadler of his Wife Xan-

tippe ?

Whether did Socrates ever take any Money from

bis Scholars ?

What
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What was the Reafon that Socrates never travel-

led into any foreign Countries like the reft of the

antient Greek Philofophers ?

Whether was he the only Philofopher in Anti-

quity accufed by the PubHc for his Opinion ?

Whether had Socrates two Wives ?

Does not Plato give us a juft Defcription of the

Character of Socrates ?

Are not the Accounts which Plato gives of the

Power of Socrates*s Daemon uniform, in afcribing

to it only a reftraining Influence ?

Don't we obferve a mod elegant Gradation in

the Defcription which Socrates gives to Alcibiades

of his Ambition, and may we not obferve his

great Art in procuring the Attention of this young

Man?
Does not Socrates point out the Sources of

Knowledge ; and that a Difpofition to learn, and a

Difpofition to inquire, and a Senfc of our own Ig-

norance are requifite Qualifications, in order to

our acquiring Knowledge from thefe Sources?

Have we not a (Irong Inftance of the afllduous

Application of Socrates to recover Alcibiades from

his Folly ?

Does not SocrateSy in very (Irong Terms, ex-

prefs the NecefTity of Knowledge, in order to give

Advice, and point out the particular Circum

ftanccs which muft be known in order to give it iji

Matters relating to War ?

Does
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Does not. Socrates fet up a Claim to Infpiratlon

;

and does he not give us a juft View of human

Nature ; and particularly, that every human

Mind ftands in need of Care and Culture ?

Does he not afk a Queftion which gives us an

excellent Hint, how we may judge of that Virtue

which conftitutes the proper Condition of the Soul ?

Does he not, in a moil fimple and natural Way,

difcover to us, what it is to take care of one's felf?

Does he not give us fome Explication of the

aVTO TO OL-JTO r

Does not Socrates, by a moft fimple and natural

Procefs, lead the Mind to perceive a real Diftin-

£tion betwixt Soul and Body ; and that it is the

Soul that conftitutes one's felf?

Advantages of fuch a Correfpondence.

MIght not fuch Societies contribute towards

improving our Language, by introducing

into it the true fimple clafikal Style, in place of

the finical Flood and Bombaft ?

Might not a noble Fund be afforded for juftify-

ing the Purity of the New Teftament Writers, a-

gainft the Objeftions of captious Critics?

Might they not be of Confequence to detedl

thofe Impollors in the Republic of Letters, who
have fuch Succefs in pawming upon the World
falfe Accounts of antient Fads ?

Might
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Might they not produce a compleat Commen-

tary in the Writings of the moft celebrated Mora-

lifts of Antiquity, and even in a compleat Hiftory

of moral Philofophy, which is much wanted in

the learned World ?

Might not that falfe and corrupt Tafte which fo

generally prevails, and is fo manifell in the Na-

tion, in the Encouragement given to immoral

Plays and Novels, and various Schemes of Infi-

delity, and other vile Compofitions of the kind, be

hereby corrected ?

Might it afford a valuable Entertainment for the

aftive Spirit of Man, which, for want of proper

and innocent Amufements, is apt to break out in-

to Dilorders ?

Might not fuch Societies, in proportion as they

became general, give a happy Turn to commoa
Difcourfe and Converfation and modern Dialogues

at Table, a Walk, gr any accidental Meeting

of the kind, be able to bear a Review as well as

thofe of antient Greece ?

Might not the Virtue of private Fricndlhip be

hereby illuflrated without having Recourfe to an-

tient Facts ?

Might not the Amufements of thofc, in a learn-

ed ProfefTion, be thus made fubfcrvicnt to their

more ferious Bufinefs ?

Might it not prove a noble Spur to Youth, to

carry on their Studies with real Tafte and Appli-

cation ?

And,
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And, might not the Foundations and Obligati-

ons of natural Religion be thus fet in the ftrong-

eft Point of Light ; and Learning be more clofely

united to Religion, from which ic can never, with-

out feme fatal Influence, be disjoined.
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