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Introduction

Tertullian is one of the most quotable, and mosiguoted, Church Fathers. As a
polemicist, Tertullian uses his gift to flatten @mponent with a phrase, and then kick the
helpless, defeated heretic with the swift bootawEasm. His gift for the mordant phrase
means that his one-liners linger in the memory laftgr the context or controversy that
he addressed has been forgotten.

Over the past 1700 years there has been much gerdgoover two remarks of
his: “credo quia ineptum” and “Quid ergo AthenidHeerosolymis? quid academiae et
ecclesiae? This paper was inspired by the second remarkaaromment made by
T.D. Barnes concerning it in his controversial, amdome ways brilliantTertullian: A
Historical and Literary Studg.

Barnes uses the Jerusalem/Athens “dichotomy” todrthe debate around
Tertullian’s rejection or embrace of classical atdt Hecontends that “in a wider sense
he has himself reconciled Christianity and cladsioiure”? Barnes’ summary of his

argument to support this claim deserves quotatiduali:

! The first remark is usually misquoted as “cred@mgbsurdum”, which misrepresents Tertullian’staté
towards rational religious belief. The referereéoiDe carne Christb:4, and the context is “crucifixus est
dei filius:non pudet, quia pudendum est. et moreatdei filius: prorsus credibile est, quia ineptest. et
sepultus resurrexit: certum est,quia impossibild@.he second remark can be translated “What hasrist
to do with Jerusalem, or the Academy to do with@heirch?”. and is frorbe Praescriptione.
Haereticorum?7.9. For an interesting discussion of Tertulliationality and belief, see Justo Gonzalez,
“Athens and Jerusalem Revisited: Reason and AiyhiarTertullian”, fromStudies in Early Christianity
VIII (New York: Garland Publishing, Inc., 1993) 1j5.2ff.

Throughout this paper, Tertullian will be quotedrthe Latin text in th€orpus Christianorum
Latinorum vols 1-2 (Turnhout: Brepols Publishers, 1954hisTtext will be abbreviated &CL hereafter.
The author will translate the quotes where the rimggis not immediately obvious. The translatiorf w
appear in either in the main text or footnotes.

2 Barnes, Timothy DTertullian: A Historical and Literary Stud§Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1971),
especially Chapter XIII, p. 205-210. This work Mik abbreviated @arneshereafter.
% Barnes, p. 210.
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“For he used the benefits of his pagan eruditiodeiend and propagate what he

considered to be the truth. The closing word$iefxe Pallic* resolve any

conflict between the two cultures: the humbleipall of the pagan philosopher is

ennobled, once it is donned by a Christian. Irtdlkan’s hands, rhetoric too

underwent a similar transformation.”

This paper will use Barnes’ analysis as a jumpiffigsoint to look at Tertullian’s
use of, and reaction to, classical culture. Th&tafion above raises two questions. First,
why did Tertullian use pagan erudition? Secormnpfwwvhom was he defending his faith?
These questions will be investigated by considetwmimportant works:De
Praescriptione HereticorurandDe anima. Based on an analysis of these wotke
paper will consider a third important question: tiee Tertullian, as Barnes states, “had
himself reconciled Christianity and classical catd.

This paper will demonstrate that Tertullian usesdan erudition”, in the form of
classical persuasive rhetoric, to persuade an aceligmat can be reached through it. The
answers to the three questions above form thestloéshe paper. First, Tertullian does
not need persuasive rhetoric in a situation whersiimply trying to strengthen and
enlighte the faithful. Second, when Tertullianhfig a battle, his opponents are both
heretics and pagans. While he appears to attabkthhem in the same work, he normally

uses the attack on paganism to undermine his @Gnggtionents De animais a striking

example of this technique.

* CCL, De pallio,6.4.21: “Gaude, pallium, et exsulta! melior te iphilosophia dignata est, ex quo
Christianum vestire coepisti”. The Corpus Chaistirum Scriptorum edition of this treatise will be
abbreviatede pallio hereafter.

® Barnes, p. 210.

® Barnespp. cit, p. 210.
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Third, Tertullian uses Classical rhetoric to sulbviee typical religious
syncretism, in vogue since Alexander, in favor of the exadusiry claims of
Christianity. This syncretism allowed multiple goldom multiple locations to be
worshipped. It emphasized acceptance and toleratiher than exclusive worship of a
single god. To reconcile “Christianity and classiculture” would require a

transformation of this syncretism.

"“Syncretism” is defined, for the purposes of théper, as “the attempted reconciliation or union of
different or opposing principles, practices or jgetas in philosophy or religion”.The American College
Dictionary)
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De Praescriptione haereticorum

Tertullian’s success as a polemicist is demoredray his impact on later
theologians. His impact can be seen in the fadtttie weapons he chose and developed
been used ever sineA key element of his persuasiveness comes franalbility to
understand his audience. This paper will firstneixee the tools Tertullian employs ibe
Praescriptione haereticorurh.

Tertullian lays out a general case against hex@tiDe Praescriptione
haereticorum. This didactic work seems to be intended to stfeeya Christialf
audience against heresy. It accepts the inevitabil heresy and points out that the
existence of heresies was foretold in Scripturaridicio praesentium temporum etiam
hanc admonitionem prouocat nostram non oporteremi@si super haereses istas, siue
quia sunt, futurae enim praenuntiabantd"The parent of heresy is philosophy: “ Ipsae
denique haereses a philosophia suborndffTinis is a constant theme in Tertullian, as
will be seen iMpologeticumand in the treatise that he devotes to the degiruof

Platonic ideas concerning the sddé anima

& Tertullian’s originality is a separate questidtie was clearly indebted to, for example, Irenatarsa
number of his ideas, including probably the conadpegula fidei. Influences on Tertullian are discussed
at length in J.H. Waszinke Anima Quinti Septimi Florentis Tertullia@hmsterdam: J.M. Meulenhoff,
1947). This topic deserves a separate study.

° Since this paper is intended to be a rhetoricdlléerary study, the chronology of Tertullian’s s is
not discussed. Since Dr. Barnes wrote his boakahionology has been hotly debated by scholars far
better qualified than this author. For purposethisf paper, the conventional chronology giveL,
volume I, p. 1627f is assumed, as opposed toitharnes

1% For the purposes of this paper, the term “Chrigtigill be used to designate both Catholic and
Montanist believers. It is assumed that Tertuliamonception of Montanism did not require acceptaof
doctrine counter to Catholic orthodoxy.

1 CCL, De Praescriptione. haereticoryrt1. “The condition of the present times in fealls out our
warning, that we ought not to be surprised on agtofithese heresies, nor that they exist, sindadn
they were predicted to occur.” The Corpus Chnmtiam Scriptorum edition of this treatise will be
abbreviatede Praes. haeiin footnotes hereafter.

12|bid., 7:3: “These heresies are, in fact, ingtdeby philosophy.”
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The cause of heresy is the weakness and gullilifithe Christiart® as well as
excessive seeking into questions that have alrbady settled by the Church’s
scriptures:* True doctrine can be defined by the Rule of Faith ‘regula fidei”. This
rule is summarized by Tertullian as:

Si haec ita sunt, constat perinde omnem doctriggae cum illis ecclesiis

apostolicis matricibus et originalibus fidei congpj ueritati deputandam, id sine

dubio tenentem, quod ecclesiae ab apostolis, dpasthristo, christus a deo
accepit; omnem uero doctrinam de mendacio praeand&m quae sapiat contra
ueritatem ecclesiarum et apostolorum christi et tei
Theregula fideiensures correct understanding of Scripture. Mwogortant, the Rule
bounds inquiry into all matters of faith, providiagence, as it were, for the sheep, and
separating the sheep from the heretical ddafBertullian also makes a case that the
heretics are not entitled to use the Scripturesalige these Scriptures belong to the
Church as part of the testimony of faith that theiCh inherited and which is ruled by

theregula fidei The heretics have been disinherited and hawvanm to the legacy of

the Apostles’

3 bid., 3:1: “Solent quidem isti miriones etiam gigibusdam personis ab haeresi captis aedificari in
ruinam”.

4 Chapter 11 obe Praes. haer.

15CCL, De Praes. hae®1:3 “If this is the case, it is established, th#at all doctrine which agrees with
these apostolic, mother churches, originals ofdfth, must be accepted for truth, holding withdatibt
that which the churches received from the Aposttes Apostles from Christ, and Christ from God.
Indeed, all doctrine must be prejudged [to comenfrfalsehood that one understands [to be] agaast t
truth of the churches, of the Apostles of Christ af God.”

'8 See Francine Jo Cardmarertullian on the ResurrectiofDissertation, Yale, 1974), p. 3f: “In contrast
to Origen, for instance, who uses the Rule of Fastla touchstone from which to launch his theokigic
speculations, Tertullian regards the Rule as thebary of inquiry, and he is forever working inwdram
it, explicating and defending the Rule, but nevemturing beyond it into the realm of speculation or
systematic construction”.

' CCL, De Praes. haeB7:6: “Vos certe exheredauerunt semper et abdioatat extraneos, ut inimicos”
(“They [the Apostles] have always disinherited yod rejected [you] as strangers, as enemies”).
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De Praescriptione haereticorumses Scripture to explain why heresies can exist,
and why some heretics style themselves as Christespite the fact that Truth has been
revealed in the Church. This aspect of TertulBaargument seems to be intended to
strengthen the faithful of the Church because Isealv@ady taken Scripture away from
the heretics.

The effectiveness of Tertullian’s argument®i@ Praescriptione haereticorum
derives from his understanding of his audiencertullen uses ideas that will resonate
with a believing audience to strengthen their tasise to heresy. While he touches on a
favorite theme, that philosophy is the parent akkg, he does not need to attack the
philosophical underpinnings of the constellatiorGofostic heresies in order to persuade
this audience. His objectives can be met throwsghad Scripture and through explication
of the method that underpins tregula fidei

It is interesting thaDe Praescriptione haereticorugdoes not seem to be
amenable to the kind of rhetorical analyis used Impmber of scholaf$on his other
works. InDe Praescriptione haereticoruiiertullian simply launches his argument
about the origins, effects, causes and cures fasgavith the first chapt&t He then
enunciates and explicates his key points: herasypken warned against in Scriptfire
heresy is product of self-wifl and pagan philosopffy curiosity should not range beyond
theregula fidef®. Opposing views of heretics are rebutted as sacgsbut there is no

detailed attack made on them.

'8 For example, Drs. Barnes and Cardman.

% That is, Chapter 1 discusses the invitability efdsy; Chapter 2, that the weak will be victimsefesy;
Chapter 3 that heresy was warned against in the Nestament.

' De Praes. haerChapters 1 and 4.

“De Praes. haer6.

*2De Praes. haer. 7

% De Praes. haerChapters 11 and 14.
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Finally, Tertullian makes no attempt to draw thader into his presentation by
establishing common groundtfios) The premise that heresy is an evil is simply
assumed. It may well be that Tertullian felt neaéor thedispositioor raé.s because
the work addressed an audience whose prejudicegraadppositions he shared. There
was no need, in this treatise, to mount a fulleseasault on heresy. Tertullian’s purpose

is to help the faithful avoid heresy.
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Classical Rhetorical Structure

When Tertullian needs to attack the foundationa bélief-system he will deploy
all the resources of classical rhetoric. For waonksnded for persuasion, as opposed to
didactic works, Tertullian tends use the typicalssical rhetorical structure illustrated in

the tablé* below:

exordium Introduction

narratio Statement of Facts

propositio Point at issue or statement of point speaker
wishes to make

partitio Outline of the major points in the
argument.

confirmatio Proof

confutatio Counter argument(s) considered. In
Tertullian, chapters devoted ¢onfutatio
are often interspersed among chapters of
confirmatio.

peroratio Summary and conclusion

This method is useful for pagan, heretical and €fam audiences, since it earns the
reader’'s sympathy instead of assuming it as a quésite. For an educated audience the
structure would have been instantly recognizalsid,vaould probably have, itself,
contributed to the persuasiveness of the treafi$etDe animafollows this structure

can be seen in the next section.

%4 This table is based on the discussioB#mnes,206-209; CiceroDe oratorel, §137-147 from the Loeb
edition ofDe oratore Books 1,ZE.W. Sutton, trans. (Cambridge: Harvard UniugrBiress, 1942) ;
Quintilian, Institutio Oratoria Book 4, from the Loeb editiomstitutio Oratoria H.M. Hubbell, trans.
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1968); Asdar R. DeanGlossary of Greek Rhetorical Terms
Connected to Methods of Argumentat{bruven, NL: Peeters, 2000).

Steve Hulme Church History 272a Fall 2005



Hulme Term Paper Page 9

Outline of Paper’s Contents:

De anima
Exordium
Narratio and Propositio
Confirmatio: Origin, Nature and Faculties of the Soul
Refutatio
Peroratio

Conclusion and Ideas For Further Research

End Of Sample. For Complete Paper, Please Contaitte Author
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