[he Early Church's flpproach To Philesephy
Justin Martyr, Terludlian, and Clement Gfﬂ/@xwzd/dwmhhad
distinel views /wymotm?a/Chmtéan’s appreach Te philossphy. Bl/
ws most. ([Jhile some pesple /mt&wmdmspw%éowe»?m’s
viewpeind; msh&ddb&W. (e never need o adspl o system
thal is MWWMWWBW&%W ﬁungxs thall clearly

PM%ophqammdlqwsuWMChWﬁam shy awax/kwm but
mmww (,{/hé/e/fzhé/o»sofju,haxsbmcennw&dt&fwgan
rools, I is wmdhén%Chmtiam mwwmmeg. The mere
ktwudedyewe/haw/eéﬂwmlwsﬁ/cé the mere we will be alble To
help others come o know The Lord. G%fwe/onlq sloy mmbwb(zle/ef
amdmww we/wé//nwe/vmad?ﬂwlmtwmldﬁwcmt

Justin Mardyr & Philosophy_

‘Justin Morlyr appreached philosophy by cmuwcﬂnguﬂw Gospel of
Jesus To Greek philossphy” (McGrath, Alistar. “Historical Theslogy,”
(V)iley-Blackwell Pw()/w/’bm?/ 2013, 24). He related the gespel To
Platenism since it was hégph/:/ m@Llwentca/ du/wng/hw day. The main
Platenism To Ch/wstw,mﬁ/ wlh wW on John I:14. e advecaled
thal oll /m&wledgawu]c& b@W Lwﬂw/&y«%, which (s Jesus
Christ.

?/zmMa/zly/v’é w/wungxs on philesephy Mﬂzeele% he was
apprsaching the pesple of his day with the tuith that uhat oll
philessphens ane loshing fon is fulfilled in Christ (McGrath 5).



They Méeuedwbelggm, They c&u/cébecal’eymégatws o Christion.
In sther werds, %a//u/wmbehauw&ma//wlq, ?906/(/, and henerable
way, They were most likely o Christion.

(,{/LUszMa/zfx//v’s view: he saw thal Christions had, M/

only have parliol /uww/ed?a sﬁﬂwlggm (McGrath 42). He
whetlwutlwelo?écalefweada/a, o should be seen as Tulh To
Christians. This mbawdo,n?e/wws teachén?a/.s L (s MWW
the Bible. s Christians, weneeowaaca/wful wlth These schesls 95
/zaﬂze/vﬂzma/mmunade/teachén?medd.

(While many Christians du/wn?//ws doy Heched after his view of
WMWUWMMWW/W should be seen as Tuudh s
misleadding T believens. The Duuth is only found in The Bible. Jt is
no??&&uno&éwﬂwbe/éefa/stam of werldly themglaﬁs (l)e can
apfmecwl’e/‘M s W%M&W and biblical study; hewever,
we/alwnzedwana/q}aw &mwfwe/m lo ensure we are
walkm%uvawmdance/wﬂvﬂwgobv’e/

Chu//en?e/ Questions:

. D&(/Gwa?/bwwoﬂbmwrﬁ{/w mwoblphdoésphyp (,U/u/ or why

. D&(/wadmmqﬂ@m%/wo&duv/&?% '8 G«%p,dbwﬂz?
* How might you analyge things for yourself?

Tesudlian’s |)i

Tertullion (m/weoéphc/%ep/u/ was WWﬁh&u]aLMb@émaA
equal tevﬂwelayq. He believed philssophy would enly lead To heresy.



He/w.u/ led To sin, which was wmdlulnguﬂwliwws To be avoided ot
all costls. [here was ner/wom/&oﬁ/ 09%%@9!9% and philossphy
wilhin [ertullion’s mind, as L would enly lead The Mbwe/vblu/zﬂwb

([)thin Tertullion’s wmtmgzs he eﬂ’m connecled philssophy To

Gnesticism. ffe alse spoke oul a?a/;n/.stﬂw heretic Marcion. Marcion
believed that the ()Id Testament God was WWUL@MW
[estament (God, érvthe/sme/ﬂwtﬂwérwmw wG&d%/maJwL
order, whereas The lolter is a/G&debL/we/. Te/zlld/mwa/.speuﬁn?
oul the Tulh Thal There is only ene (God; and The Old Testament (Ged
(s the same as The fewr Testament God. Tertudlian, unlike Justin
Ma/zli,/z/ condemned philossphy and chese To point believers away
&zomtlm Méefsqstem.

[ertullian was wswmelgyéan, and, his caulion (s ?GGCL
However, waden’tneedt&mal/phd%ephy as %m?wc/ There (s
mwwwlmmm studies of philsssphy. On the
same page, waalwnew&wwzdmwwﬁdhl/éanw%mym%w
y&agaimttlw Gno»stéc/tear/h«lng/s ozg/ws day, such as M@W@
Marcion. The/wfena, i (s notéuwazgxﬂwthaweu/d/wndmval/
philssephy. He/hadal/wad(/ émﬂwdamaye/u%/wted(q‘men
anoLUwF,ewe/vaalwteachm?/wuchhech

Cha//m?e/Que/.stéem:
. (,Uhatfw/z,ts %Te/ﬂidlicm’s taw/ungxs on philesephy d&ywa?/we/
with? (|Jhich snes d&qwdwwwdh?
. gx,a/mw@ yow believe [ertullian was so caulious wilh
F,hdt%ephx/ Hour dees This mewr/tt/&wzxmew?
. D&wa cenﬁcden]?malaymngﬂwe/&w wéﬂv/n,hé/oésphy?
Why er why net?



Clement of Alexandria’s Pesilive ([iew of. Philosephy_
Clement of fllexandrio saur philsssphy as a good Thing because he
neasened Thal philessphy uras W&vﬂz& Greeks as o, means o
Wmmdmjmwmepawﬂwwﬁw(]am: “Thus until the
cmngu[FaMwAm/ of the Lond, philossphy was necessary to The
Greeks fon nightesusness” (McCrath 6). Clement believed that Ged
WMIW;WM a,//UulngA could be seen as 9wed
uw/udmg/p/ult%efzh(/ and, Jesus was WW@&W&#&]/W
(Colossians 1:16) Therefone; Clement of Alexandrio saw philosophy as
a/hé?h/(/ WW@MmmwwMGW and elhers o
Christ;

Phé/o«sep/ui can leach us nwm/thmg/s and we weuld be wise o
study &, Nonetheless, we must exencise coulion and net study
philesephy wilh an unbiblical lens.

As wilh anything, There needs To be a heallhy balance. (lJe do net
nwdlby&ts&ﬁa/vt&one/ude/efﬂww oﬁ/we/c&uloéandup
in o bad, sctuation. RMMMWwWMWWW
fw/zﬁada/vtheel&gwn we need o decide sur own view by proyer
amhl’udqéngv@w&’é (|)ord.

C/w]/en?e Questions:

C D&z/wa?mwéﬂbc&nwwé FMMW%FMMGP@?

C Hwnu?fd?l/&wih/waumxf WWM%WC/WG
Wwﬁé/e/a/w(zwm eé'/ws ani?uwﬂv
philsssphy?

o (Vhal ways can you discern philossphy biblically? Rother Than
Mthwu%demMW howr can yow look
al mallers é’%l{&lﬂ%dé’?



Mederr [heologions & Approaching, [heslegy with
o Biblical fens

As believens, we must wrestle wilh swr view of philosophy. Js &
beneficial, or dees & lead us WWWJ%M?P@MW/’(/, J do net
Ml‘/ WWJMMMMI‘% Tertullion, mc/ma;%
Alexandria. Hewever, § do believe That (God uses all Things To- werk

oul evernything for His glory (Romans 8:28).

find This could mean philssophy, bul in Tthe medern day, i seems
MW%WWW@WWCWCJWJM?&M
ﬁa/va/s lo say Thal oll philssephy leads To- heresy: nenelheless,
philossphy should be approached wilh caulion because & does have
The capacily To lead pesple astray. RMMM/WW
Jesus, individuals W&W@M/&waﬁfe@pﬁdmeﬂm ot

medern inlellecluals.

Christians sheuld study philsssphy for The GW%WW
however, Christions 5h9uloL(mdiAce/mén9v when They approach The
subject. [\foT oll philosophies lead The lostTo accepl Christ: Christians
alse need o be caulious cefwe/uu;ng/MMﬂ//v’é (ra/waManq person
s o Christion %Uw, hhwemmwmm 5aluaﬁenﬂm9u9uh
Jesus. Many pesple are hind, censiderale, and pleasant; bul that
deesn't mean They are Christion.

(e alse need To be caulious %VWW%WMWW
evil o/v/eadér%whmw/, as Jertullian believed. Philesophy can be
uAeoLpo»sLto'uelz/ G/vne?aﬁud(/, Wmmpmm’s melive.
Nonetheless, Christions need To be cauliows ufhmaﬂmmhmg/
philossphy m@mmmawmc’m@ nel in
philossphy. Similar To any manmade system; there can be posilives



gachofws mwst/z/mx/m&ull:/ consider hour To approach phiesephy,
theole?w,m each had Their swn Take on philssophy, and we would be
uise lo heed Thein was (rutwe/nuwta/wa/égmzal/ mbe/wfa ulh
the Bible. #&'W@é’uj/l/ embrace philossphy, & could cause us To- walk
awaz,&tmeh/wst and i we fully reject philsssphy, i could mean
/%WWWM%@MPWW@W@W
Jesus. This is why we/nw/stne&/wtmﬂw,fem& teachm? pender
whaIHe/iAte//éng/uA, and adepl a healthy mureiphd«%aphq

Chul/en?e/ Questions:
. quvwhai}ww/é myws&z/ﬂ?mw/l/mméwdqéng/phdwepht/
with a biblical lens?
. Howd&q&wﬂunk/(]%ws would wanl yew lo- approach
philsssphy?
* Do youwThink & is WsWa@%wMWWwW%W
Why er why net?



