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The Second Sırmıan Creed oft 357 which became the target of hugevolume of 1buse trom [HNOTC than ONE school] of thought when 1T appeared, 15
the first officıal ormula uUus«c the Tm OWOLOC XOATO TAC YOAQAS It W as

repeated in the ‚Dated‘ Creed of Sırmium In May Y wıth the sıgnıfıcant
addition of ‚1n all things‘ (XaTta NMAVTO.), in the Creed of ıke ın the Sadmlnıc

yYCar (wıithout the addıition XOATO. NAÄVTO.), an ın the Creed of Constantıinople
produced early ın 360, agaın wıthout the addıtion WOTO NMÄAVTO. The CXDPICS-
S10n W as theretfore canonısed in creed which had SUOINC claım be called
ecumenıcal, and Arıans subsequently tended appeal 1T established
NOTINM

Creeds wıth thıs expression ‚lıke accordıng the Scriptures‘ have been
regarded almost unanımously by modern scholars InNneTre torm of words
designed LO deceive people ot other than Arıan WaYy>S of thınkıng into aCCECPL-
ıng ormula whiıch could be used tor Arıan ends, political rather than
theological Statement, Gwatkın’s description ‚SPECIOUS charıty and colourless
indefiniteness““ only 0)81  m example of thıs attıtude. In tact the Arıans who
adopted thıs term ‚Jlıke accordıng the Scriptures‘ ıntended CXDICSS doc-
trıne whıch W as neıther charitable 1LLOT indefinite, Ca  5 taırly easıly be
shown.

AÄcacıus IMaYy have tor short period durıng and atter the Councıl ot Con-
stantınople of 360 used the that the creed adopted could INMO-
date al viewpoınnts, iın order induce the tollowers otf Basıl of Ancyra (who
markedly preterred OWOLOG XT OUOLOV) sıgn the Councıil’s creed. But ıt
15 sıgnıfıcant that he chose have them deprived tor their SECS tor other than
theological TCasONSsS, vVven ıt they had sıgned the creed. He did NOL the
creed’s comprehensiveness keep them taıthful hıs policy. In fact, COIN-

prehensiveness ın the of ‚SPECIOUS indefinıteness‘ W as NOL princıple
Eg Maxımıiıinus the Arıan bishop 1n hıs Collatıo wıth Augustıine, Collatıo (PE10); ct Schwartz SLZur Kırchengeschichte des vierten Jahrhunderts‘ (Zeıtschr. fürNTlich. Wıssenschaft l 8293 who thınks that IT W as the Orm of faıch

tor the Emperor Valens:;: Meslin (Les Arıens d’Occident (Parıs 44 — 8) believed
that 1t Was the creed of Palladius ot Ratıarıa; ct. Iso Sımoneftti TLa Crısı Arıana nel

Secolo (Rome 253—4
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much recognısed LLOT wıdely honoured 1n the ancıent church, and OI  M

that modern scholars when they attach 1T thıs creed AT readıng
iınto the miıinds ot the ancıents basıcally modern dea Certainly the PTrO-
pONECNLIS and champıions of thıs creed, the Homoean Arıans, they ATC

usetully called, chowed iınclinatıon AL all tolerate wiıde of
beliet. They dıd NOL behave ıt they thought 1t advantage have creed
which HUT than ONEC doetrinal tradıtion could aCCEPDL. They harrıed and dıid
theır best z  % viewpoint the subject ot the Christian
doetrine of God but theır OW. wiıth remarkable impartıalıty. Pro-Nıiıcenes
E Homoousıans), the tollowers of Basıl oft Ancyra (who AT usually rather
inaccurately called Homoeousı1ans) an (to USC Kopecek’s usetul epithet)
Neo-Arıans, V17 the tollowers of Eunomuius, WEeTIC all deprived and ostracısed

tar possıible by Akakius, Euzo1us, Fudox1us and the Emperor Valens
between 364 and 378, which 15 the per10d when Homoean Arıanısm W as

MmMOST influential.
When ook AT the documents ot Arıanısm which WEeTITC wrıtten by those

who did NOLT en]Joy imperial Ssupport and whose sentiments WEeIcCcC motivated,
MaYy be SUrC, by genuıne convıctıon quıite trom political CXPC-

diency,3 Ca  = SCC why the expression ‚Jlıke accordıng the Scriptures’ W as

in effect the watchword of thıs Lype of Arıanısm, an NOLT MHICTEe ormula
designed accommodate ditterent theological traditions. The chief desıre of
people wh. embraced thıs creed W Aas produce precisely what W 3as, ın theır
VIEW, the Biblical doctrine of God, INOTEC and less. ‚We elieve the
Scriptures‘; Say>S Maxımıiınus, ‚and reSspeCL these divıne Scriptures; and
do NOL wısh Pass (OQMVEGT sıngle Jot, because tear the danger which 15 SET1

Out 1n the Scriptures themselves‘ (an allusıon Deut 4.2).“ Thıs W as the pOS1-
t1ve sıde of theır doetrine. The Scriptures declared that the Son W as iıke the
Father, W as hıs image, but O: They dıd NOLT describe how he W as SCNC-
rated (all siıdes iın the CONLFOVEISV appealled Isa 53.8; “hitS generatiıon wh
<hall declare?‘, and the Homean Arıans NOL least). Above all, the Scriptures
dıd NOT Sa y anything about the OUSLA of the Father the Son To introduce
thıs word 1ts compounds W as, in theır VIEW, SO beyond the boundarıes
of Scripture. They maıintaıned steadıly, and oft COUTSE correctly, that the Bıble
saıd nothıng whatever about the OUSLA ot the Son of the Father, in the tace
ot trenzied by the pro-Nıcene wrıters oV the CONTtrary. Thıs
W d the negatıve siıde of theır doetrine.

Thıs 15 why al the creeds which OpL tor the expression ‚lıke accordıng
the Scriptures‘ also contaın StIroNg disavowals otf the uUusSs«c of US1dA 1ts OmM-

pounds ın definıng the relatıon of the Son the Father. To use US1A in the

ELG Gryson Scolies AVYLENNES SM le concıle d’Aquılee (Parıs and Scripta
YYLAaNd Latına (Corp. Christ. x  - XN 1 9829: Maı Scriptorum eterum Nova
Collectio (Rome 111 Pars IL: Collatio Augustinı CM Maxımıiıno, and articles of
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of either homoousi0s homoeousios W 3as, 1n the opınıon of the
Homoean AÄArıans, fall into eıther what they called Sabellianısm, 1: the
identiticatıon of the Father and the S5on wıthout urther qualıitication, what
they called Manıchaeısm, 1.€.; DUut 1t crudely, regardıng the Son bit
broken off trom the Father. When pressed they W0uld have saıd that the Son
W as ıke the Father accordıng wıll, tor he originated trom the Father’s 111
(and NOL SE OU%X% OVTOV, early doectrine of Arıus which they repudıated),
but certaınly NOL from hıs OUS1LA. Thıs 15 why they rejected al other CONMN-

tempOrary alternatıves: the homoousi0s of COUIST;, and the OUWOLOG XT
QOUOLAV, which they equated wiıth the adjective homoeousi10s, word which in
fact the so-called Homoeousıans used. But thıs also tor the
anımosıty agalınst the Eunomıian doetrine of the Neo-  rlıans displayed Dy the
Homoeans: the watchword of the Funomians W as NOLT ‚unlıke‘ (anhomoeos);
they constantly and indıgnantly repudıated thıs word, which theır OpPpPONCNEIS

constantly attached them an which modern scholars have LOO otften
thoughtlessly perpetuated. Theır slogan W ds ETEQOUVOLOG, ‚of difterent
OUSLA‘. But thıs word also W as offensive the Homoean Arıans because 1t
LOO introduced the non-Biblical and misleadıng word OUS1LA (quıte trom
the tact that the VCc radıcal VIEWS of the Neo-Arıans tended bring the
whole antı-Nıcene Into disrepute).

We MUStT therefore take the Homoean Arıans ser10usly when they eclare
that ‚Jlıke accordıng the scrıptures‘ wiıithout turther qualification 15 the only
PrOpCIr anı genumnely Bıblıcal term CXPDICSS the on s likeness the
Father. Thıs 15 NOL Sd y that theır whole doectrine of God revealed in
Christ W AaS satısfactory. But MUST NOLT diısmiıss theır pomint of VIeW purely
ONn  (D of expediency polıtical advantage. Palladius of Ratıarıa W as 1Able
detend It ın VeErY. unfavourable CiIrcumstances the Councıl of Aquıleıa
agalnst the dominatıng but NOLT VELY: aASTUtLe Ambrose, Aa detend 1T wıth
vıgour and contidence. It W as NOLT tempoOrary expedient but A authentic,
consıstent pomnt of VIEW.


