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SUMMARY

In this dissertation, we come to discuss about Alexan-
dria School

of Christian thought. There are two aspects that we’ll con-

one of the most greatest school in the history

cern about: it’s own theological theory and the relationship
among Alexandria School, Gnosticism and Neoplatonism.
We do our best to give consideration to both of them, and
try to(draw the outline of the development of the Christian
thought from 1 CE to 4CE.

This dissertation is divided into six chapters. There are
two kind of threads of thought: First, we’ll talk about the
Hellenistic background, it is the way that we can under-
stand how the members of Alexandria School live, and why
their way of thinking so particular. To Alexandria school,
all those ideas of Plato, Philo, and Middle Platonists are not
only concepts, but also concrete being that is the most im-
portant way of their feeling, living and also dying. Second,
we'll discuss the problem of Logos-Christology. It is the
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Platonism of Christian

most important question both to Alexandria School and oth-
er Schools, it constitute the central problem in this whole
period. Therefore, Logos-Christology is the interrelative
area in our paper.

In the first chapter, we’ll talk about the Hellenistic
background. We think, it involves two aspects. On the one
hand, Alexandria’s culture is completely Hellenism, such as
political constitutions, the style of merchantry, especially
its education and the way of perception. The Hellenistic in-
tellectual way stirs the inspiration in this city, and give
them more opportunity to use their creative ability; on the
other hand, the Hellenistic driving force come from Jews,
Philo is the most prominent reprehensive. So, Alexandria is
the natural place that Hebrew culture and Greek culture are
united. Both Philo’s Allegory and the system of Plato’s con-
cepts are the foundation of Alexandria School. The attempt
of Philo using Allegory is to bring Hebrew’s religion trans-
form into Greek way, and so other races can understand Ju-
daism more. When he engaged in this great work, he first
unites Hebrew religion and Platonism. It’s the model of
union between Alexandria School and Platonism.

In the chapter two, we’ll describe the whole picture of
Alexandria school. We particularly sketch four representa-
tives: Clement, Origen, Dionysius and Paul of Samasatar.
Another topic here is the foundation of Alexandria School,
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SUMMARY

that is, the relationship among logos-Christology, the He-
brew Scripture and Platonism. In chapter three and four,
we try to describe the main thoughts of Clement and Ori-
gen, and also we endeavor to sketch the relationship be-
tween Christianity and Platonism.

In chapter five, we treat with another problem. Be-
cause Alexandria School is not the only one to use the ideas
of Platonism. Gnosticism and Neoplatonism use Platonism
too. What is the distinction and common characteristics
among them. So, we talk about the relation in two sections,
and we also use one section to discuss the different reaction
within Christianity, We select Tertullian as the model to be
compared with. We discuss the influence of Alexandria
School in the last chapter, and we try to give a conclusion
how the Alexandria school reaches the union of Hebrew cul-

ture and Greek culture.
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Clement: Excerp.

Clement: Protre.

Clement: Ex.

Clement; Instr.
Clement: Strom.
Clement; Salv.
Eussbius; H. E.
Hippolytus: Ref.

Irenaeus; Ad. Haere.

Jerome: Ep.
Justin: Dial.
Justin: I Apol.
Justin: 1T Apol.

Origen: Princ.

Clement’s Excerpts from Theo-
dotus

Clement’s Protrepticus

Clement’s Exhortation to the
Greek

Clement’s Instroctor

Clement’s Stromata

Clement’s Quis dives Salvetur

Eusebius’ Historia Ecclesiastica

Hippolytus’ The Refutation of
All Haeresies

-Irenaeus’ Adversus Haeresies

Jerome’s Epistola
Justin’s Dialogue mith Trypho
Justine’s The First Apollogy
Justin’s The Second Apollogy
Origen’s On First Pri.ncples
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Origen Contra Celsum.

Origen;
Origen;
Origen;
Origen:
Origen
Origen
Origen;
Origen:
Origen:

Origen:
Origen:
Origen:
Origen:

Origen;

Origen:

Hom.
Hom.
Hom.
Hom.
Hom.
Hom.

Hom.

Lev.
Num.
Is.
Gen.
Luk.
Ex.

Jer.

Comm. Jn.

Comm. Matt.

Comm. Song.

Comm. Rom."

Pray.

De Orat.

Jo.

Fr.

Philo: Opif.

Philo;
PhllO H
Philo:

I Leg.
I Leg.
X Leg.

Philo: Cher.

Origen’s Contra Celsum
Origen’s Homilies on Leviticus
Origen’s Homilies on Numbers
Origen’s Homilies on Isaiah
Origen’s Homilies on Genesis
Origen’s Homilies on Luke
Origen’s Homilies on Exodus
Origen’s Homilies on Jeremiah
Origen’s Commentary on John
Origen’s Commentary on Math-
ew
Origen’s Commentary on Song of
songs
Origen’s Commentary on Roman
QOrigen’s On Prayer
Origen’s De Orations
Origen’s Der Johaunneskommen-
tar
Origen’s Fragmenta in Epistola-
mad Cdlossenses
Philo’s De Opifico Mundi
Philo’s Legium Allegoriae, 1
Philo’s_ Legium Allegoriae
Philo’s Legium Allegoriae
Philo’s De Cherubim
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Philo:
Philo:
Philo ;
Philo ;
Philo:
Philo;
Philo ;
Philo ;

Philo :
Philo ;
Philo;
Philo :
Philo ;
Philo .
Philo :
Philo ;
Philo :
Philo .
Philo:
Philo .

Philo

Fug.
Mut.

Somn.

I Spec.
I Spec.
I Spec.
N Spec.

Vir.
Mund.

Flac.

Prov.

Migr.”
: Cont.
PhllO H

Ebr.

Philo’s De Sacrificiis Abelis et
Cain

Philo’s De Posteritate Caini

Philo’s De Gigantibus

Philo’s De Agricultura

Philo’s De Plantatione

Philo’s De Sobrietate

Philo’s De Cofusione Linguarum |

Philo’s De Abrahami

Philo’s Quis Rerum Divinarum
Heres

Philo’s De Fuga et Inventione

Philo’s De Mutatione Nomimum

Philo’s De Somniis

Philo’s De Specialibus Legibus: 1

Philo’s De Specialibus Legibus

Philo’s De Specialibus Legibus

Philo’s De Specialibus Legibus"

Philo’s De Virtutibus

Philo’s De Aeternitare Mundi

Philo’s In Flaccum

Philo’s De Providentia
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" Philo’s De Migratione Abrahami

‘Philo’s De Via Contemplative
Philo’s De Ebrietate
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Philo: Mos. Philo’s De Vita Moses

Philo: Gn. Philo’s Questiones et Solutiones
in Genesin

Philo: Ex. Philo’s Quaestiones et Solutiones

in Exodum

Plato: Phaed. Plato’s Phaedo
Plato: Cratyr. Plato’s Cratyrus
Plato: Phaedr Plato’s Phaedrus
Plato: Sym. Plato’s Symposium
Plato: Rep. Plato’s Republic
Plato: Theaet. Plato’s Theaetetus
Plato: Soph. Plato’s Sophist
Plato: Tim. Plato’s Timaeus
Plato: Laws. Plato’s laws

Plato: Epist. Plato’s Epistle
Plotinus; Enn. Plotinus’ Enneads
Terttullian. , Apol. Tertullian’s Apology

Terttullian, De Anima Tertullian’s De Anima
Terttullian, Ad. Marc.  Terttullian’s Adversus Marcio-

nem
Tertullian, Ad. Prax. Terttullian’s Adversus Praxean
Tertullian: Ad. Nat. Terttullian’s Adversus Nationes
Tertullian: De Idol. Tertullian’s De Idololatria
Tertullian: De Spect. Tertullian’s De Spectaculis




