
lte Kırche 93

lenısıerten RKRömer wen1g. Obwohl in der Abartigkeit se1nes Wesens den Frauen
aum Zugetan, en Frauen seın Schicksal bestimmt, während miıt eiınem philo-
sophischen play-boy umherzog, dessen plötzlicher 'Tod durch Ertrinken ihn tief Er-
schütterte. Wenn auch eın zielstrebiger Monarch, doch eın interessanter Mensch

Perowne hat in seinem But: Leben un: Zeıt Hadrians sachlich und in den 'Tat-
sachen auch zutreftend erzählt. ber seine Darstellung erhebt sıch nırgends ZUrFr e1n-
drucksvollen Hıstorie. Selbst seine Hauptfhigur, der SErn eine besondere Bedeu-
C(unNg will, wird nıcht schart konturiert. Dıie Urteile bleiben
ccharf. Und W1Ce hätten gerade der vew1ß5 Sanz unheroische Hadrian und seiıne CNSCIC
Umwelt (Plotina, Sabine, Antınous) ZUr Darstellung einer e1listes- un: Sıtten-
geschichte 1n einer sinkenden Zeıit dienen können, 1n der allerdings die morbiden
Züge hätten deutlicher werden mussen, als 6 die Konzeption des erf. vermochte.

Berlin Karl Kupisch

Die geistlichen Homilien des Makarios, herausgegeben un! erläutert VO:!
Hermann Dörfties; Erich Klostermann und Matthias röger Patrı-
stische 'Texte und Studien 4) Berlin (de Gruyter) 1964.e 241 S) geb 723
'The Macarian Homilies have een the subject of special interest 1n the present CENTUFrYy

because of L[WO developments 1n particular. In 1920 Villecourt demonstrated beyond all
reasonable doubt that thıs masterplece of fourthnascetical theology, which temalns
today prescribed reading in Orthodox monasteri1es, 1s the ultimate of the proposi-
t10NSs condemned Messalıan in Timothy of Constantinople and John of Damascus. hen
in I9041I OÖfrlies (Symeon VO:  - Mesopotamien, 55/1 showed that the transmission of
the Messalian Was far INOTEeC complicated than had previously been thought. Not only
AT there the Vhomilies, appended the Normal Collection of fifty, which Marriott
first printed in 1017 TOmM CO odl Baroccianus 213, (of which OLLC homily IS largely
eXcerpt TOmM the AUS1AC History) There 15 Iso the Arabic tradition studied by Stroth-
INa (1934), and above all the rich collection of Macarıan mater1al contained in Vat. ST
694 H4 an Vat. ST RO ET A’ of which Örtties provided SUIMNINALY 1n
German translation ith OCcaslional, tantalisiıngXTOom the Greecek text. Since then
the question of the character of the transmission has been made ven INOTEC complicated by
the discovery of yet third Lype of Macarlan tradition. 'IThe @ (3 mater1a1 therein contained
Was well edited by lostermann anı Berthold in 961 GEW 72 three Lypes ofcollection
overlap ıth OLLC another. Blocks of the SaiIne material app Car in quite diferent settings in
cach, and it 15 NOTtT Cas y discern pattern explain the divergent Order 1n which the
pleces 1: Evidently there were sepatrate tfecensions which drew, each in i1ts OW: WaY,

the literary tfemalins of the ca Messalian master, Symeon of Mesopotamla.
The Normal Collection (H) was apparently the product of otrthodox editor who

exercised considerable AL in arrangiıng anı selecting his material. Kröger’s introduction
that he IMay have worked in the tenth eleventhn about the time of

Symeon the New Theologian.
The volume here under fev1ew 15 certainly excellent work. The critical text 15

Kröger’s work:;: the COMMECNTALY 1s contributed by OÖrries. Kröger has een able COMN-

siderably tO enlarge the manuscript base The ed. princeps of I5 59 used Parıis. BL
H In 8350 Floss made SOINC us«c of Berol ST 16 XIL/XIV F‚ manuscri1ipt lost

SINCEe 1945 but fortunately collated by Örries 1n 1926 The Oxtord manuscript (Baroccla-
1US 213, S, XIV/XV D > known S1inCe 1/21, WAas used by Mason for his English
translation (1921), but Mason NOtT publısh the text that his version presupposed.
LCUurns Out give the Sa|mnc Cype of tExXTt Parıis. S, 15 / but Her older and superiorform of it: accordingly, Parıs. er K 1s NOLT cited in the Besides these
Manuscr1ipts and other Parıs codices which have a  S of the collection, öger has
sed LWO i2th CENTLULY manuscr1pts 'TtOoOm Halki Ahal MOoscow, both originally Mount
Athos, and others st1ll the holy mountaln Panteleimon 128 DCA/] (Z) and Lavra

61 KAN- (G) The full readings of became available (thanks Aland) only when
the book WAas already 1n proof. collation of 15 therefore given in the introduction, and
there aAfe inevitable tisks that this information will be undeservedly neglected. perusal
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that in few places readings have VCIY reasonable claıms remedy acunae
Ahal amend corruptions in the TEST of the tradiıtion, 252,2 where eStTOres
words that AaVe fallen Out Dy homoioteleuton, and incidentally provides additional ev1- Tr An  A E A -
dence of the brilliant insight of Klostermann who had already detected the lacuna and
made uncommonly good ZUCSS at what 1t IMUST have contained. Likewise 02,35 LNTE

STELVOL G $ probably rightly S1incCe the word 15 part of Symeon’s vocabulary, 95,49
24, 928C.

The existence of at least L[WO other recens10ns of the material makes the critical apDDa-
Tatus slightly uncomfortable USE: There 1s much inftormation about the parallel eXTts
which the editor has NOT been able include. 'IThe reader MUST rtemind himselt continually
that the editor’s DurpOSC 18 print the recension H’ NOL L: and get behind the tenth
century Redactor an O ask what the original Messalıan documents INaYy have sa1d betore
he expurgated them. 'his DurpoSc 18 entirely right. Nevertheless, the parallel tradition in
the other rfecens10ns COIrEeCT EITOTIS an Om1sSS10NSs which aDPCat in all the manuscr1pts
of anı WEIC probably there 1n their archetype. Five striking instances ATrC mentioned

Xal an the observant rteader will notice other places where the help of 15 invoked.
Yet the tecension preserved Dy NO supported by an Dy Athentiensis 423 A
(described by Darrouzes in Museon 67, 1954,;, ZU /— 209) 15 independent of H) ‚VCI1 where
1ts material 1U11S parallel, that Kröger was surely right judge that, unless 15 supporting

varlant within the tradition, only relatively few of its varlants be recorded.
striking example of the results of thiıs dec1ision Cal be SCECII 206 Immediately

before the question 2642; whether natural appetite 15 uprooted ith sS1n when the Holy
Spirit$CO has the questi1on ‚Had dam PDUIC Aature iıth the answWCrI, ‚ Just

the prophoric word Out wiıthout pass1on, salıva an the N: ATC moved
without pass1ıon, before the Fall Adam’s intercourse with Kve was without pass1on.’
his last 1s cited by John of LDamascus objectionable Messalıan proposition,
But it was NOT admitted the original recension otf H’ anı therefore 1s NOT recorded in this
book in either COMMeENTAL’ critical tus.

The recension, however, 1s occasionally mentioned 1n Örries’ COMMEeENtTtAaLYy (pp- 25 ,
1771765 283)

The texXt printed 18 Cas y read and in g00d order. 'There 15 Occasion for intruding
obelus, hardly VEl for emendation the part of the editor. minor transposition

suggested by Klostermann AT > 235 looks plausible, but 1s NOT promoted 1TOM appara-
ftus TEexXTt. Ihe author of the homilies certainly believed that good thing deserved be
sa1d INOTEC than ONCEC, and because of his repetitions 1t 15 CasS Y parallels for his diction.
On these grounds, AT 214, 48 probably ÄTLULLAC 1s be preferred Kröger’s ÖÜLAOTLAG,
in V1EW of the parallel phrase, 503, 72 At 147/, 1901 the LEXT reads On QUV TTOLGOV anle 4
ÜEANLATA TG WUXNG XUTOD T ÜEANLATA TNG XAPÖLAC TOLEL, ETELÖN GU{ATETÄEKTAL
KL GUYXEXPATAL TN DuyXN The confusion between KApPÖLAC anı KAKLAC 18 COMMMON in
the manuscr1pts (see the apparatus for 49, 51 al LOS; 187) an the here demands
the latter. The CUurious usCcC of TEAKGETAL 1n the of MTAdGCETAL, ‚roams‘, 1s consistent
throughout 6 9 48; 85 , 22 , 195, Z that the Strong temption emend IMUST PIC-
sumably be resisted. At 2231, 83—0 there 15 Curiosity; the text reads TAMNGOEVTOV SV
TALC 0S0LC T COV YVOPLOLATAOV KÜTNC 0NoLaOV ÖELVOV, KL SOTETÖV TVEULATOV TOVNPLAG
SV OT, KOTAAÄDOVTAV. It would be natural anthe tO fall before ONDLOV,
and LO regard the preceding genitive absolute quotation 1TOM SOUOTILIC unidentified apO-
calypse describing the desolation otf Jerusalem (which 15 the CONTEXT of the remark). In that
Cascl, TANGOEVTOV INay be corruption, Mason suggested, of either AnoOEvTOV
ETIMNOOEVTOV.

It 15 time turn tO the COMMENTtALY. Öfrles draws deeply hıs rich mM1ine of erudi-
t10n. The take the 'Oofm of providing (a) the relevant citations TOom Timothy of
Constantinople John of Damascus; (b) cross-references other places in where
similar ideas anı language OCCUTL, (C) parallels in gnostic anı apocryphal literature in
other ascetic writers such UOrigen, tegory of yssa, Evagrius, an Diadochus of
Photice. The ANOStIC and apocryphal parallels afe seldom VeIYy illuminating, but the PIC-

of parallel 1in 'Tatian E 125) 15 noteworthy, 1in V1eW of the Mesopotamian
background of the original author. Attention should Iso be called the immense and v A PE A DA S  a u
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mMOST instructive Christology and Pneumatology, 283-—285, the Church,
268, Baptısm, 13)5, the Devyvıil, 270 34, al the annotations

the central Macar1lan thes1ıis that the Deyvıl remalns deep in the soul CvVeCMN after baptism.
From the patient study of the note: there 15 much be learnt that it would appCar -
grateful ask tor MOIC, wısh that the intormation had een presented 1n slightly
difterent 'Ofm. ere afc, however, few SapDsS. Diadochus of Photice 18 cited perhaps
dozen times, but NOL L  w (L, 168 where the parallel Cent. 8O 15 LOO close tOo be
cident ; perhaps 'Tatıan, Or 13, I Schwartz Iso desetrves mention here. IThe note

64,8 sends the reader oft Iype ILL, ed. Klostermann-Berthold Kl.-B.), 41, Z the
SaInıc text will be TG® speedily found in 23542 d 11-—12 speaks of the depth of divine
wisdom transcending all creaturely S the affınity wıth KB 110, 2o0ft. 1s close
enough desetve rtecord. 15, 20 might have cross-reference 26  V, anı S‚25 could
be added the note 45 (p 7 29) But OLlIC could NOW better than Örrlies how
much INOTIC detail could be added. Lt IMUST have een hard CO NOW when LO StOpP in o1iving
the cross-references tO other in

26, Z 216, 317) g1iving drug dragon’, looks like allusion LO Bel and
the Dragon Z

1 wo themes, though prominent 1in an of interest for the history of Messalıan
ethics, recelve short treAtmMENT. One 1s the reiterated doctrine that the help of divine
1s indispensable but kept the mMinımMuUumM and often wıithdrawn TtESTt the soul. 1ad
Photic. e 85.) 'The index h Y ÜTOGTEAM® guldes the reader 2647 where there 15
the VAS A True but brietf note that ‚Sich-entziehen der Gnade ist ein häufiges Thema Syme-
0)8N) 8,5 Here 1s place where Örries could have disclosed TL G: 'LThe other theme

which the 'Ommentator 15 reticent 15 that ot NOT judging others, ymeon taught that the
perfect saint aSSCS judgement ONC, NOL ‚V1 malefactors and harlots. 'Ihe nNOte

8,6 modestly refers 15,8 and 276 but NOT 5,6; T349 18,8 and 2153 Moreover,
it 15 surprising tO have signpost either the Liber Graduum Marcus remita. oth
Liber Graduum (8 anı 20, 2) anı Marcus temita (PG 65, 10 /I GOLIGUT: that ab-
solute refusal fOo reprehend vıl doers 18 mark of high sanctity. Diadochus of Photice was

NOT convinced, ent. G2 anı O1 The point 1s of speclal interest because it draws atten-
tion tO the fact that the relationsh1p between the Macar1l1an homilies anı the LAiber Graduum
0€S NOL make its WaYy into the OmmMeNTtAaLYy. At 8)3 057 where the mystical
ECSTASY 1s such that the saint fool others, comparison wıth 14AD Gr. 16,7 and
27  w could be illuminating.

few other details INay be noted. Ihe translation of KOÖLKEANAOUG ‚Ehrenstellen‘
(p 274) INay be queried, Ihe word the imperial diplomas conferring honours, NOtTt
the positions thereby conferred.

Timothy of Constantinople ascribed LO the Messalıians the opiniıon that the Lord’s body
Was full of demons which he expelled. Örf1es (p. 102) ‚Ote: that this proposition ’"”annOt
be rteconciled with K3 (no sinless body in the world until the Lord) Perhaps closer
parallel, however, 15 26, 15 'The ord put body HOTOÄLTECOV TOOXV XD  XHV XXl
SEOUVGLAV, and 1n the temptations the devıl attacked his body TOM the outside, tor within
he wWwas God. 6,9 (79) 15 another probable SOUTGG:

Örfrries denies that 5Symeon OT SayS ÖTL  E QUGEL CX KAUO, which stands amonNng the
Messalian propositions in John of Damascus. hat 5Symeon Was anti-Manichee 1s evident
from 16  » anı 46, But OLLC could derive 1TOm his works cheerful estimate of the
natural Order ‚D: TOM > anı there 1s phrase in 26, 215s 290), GÜVEGTL
XL TN QÜGEL, which might have een exploited by malevolent inquisitor AaNX10uUS
please authority by unearthing hidden heresy ng the Messalians. IS’ condemns

erroneOus those who Say that vil 1s NOt ‚born and bred“‘ in InNail.

The index of Greek words 1s gulde Symeon’s vocabulary. Only those words AtrCc

included which happen PCBS for hangıng in the Commentary. The SC

lection 15 inevitably arbitrary. One CANNOT usSsc this index recall where, tor example,
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Symeon uscsS homous10s (p. 1LIGOE and where he fecommends self-hatred 153 anı
26, 12) It remalns adı that this fine volume has een splendidly produced by the prin-
ter and publisher. None of the trivial mispfrints in Greek words (p 6, 116 aDD.-. , 50, 73
NOTE; 268, I note; 222, 78) could possibly mislead ALLVONLC, Ihe book deserves
enthus1iastic salute.

kr l
Oxford Henry C’hadwick

VE “ Buchem L’homelie seudo-Eusebienne de Pente-
COTte. L’origine de 1a confirmation Gaule Meridionale V’interpretation de

rıte Par Fauste de Rıez Nijmegen (Drukker:ij ebr Janssen N. V. 1967
247 S kart. 16.90
Im eıl dieser ausgezeichneten Studie wırd erstmals eiıne textkritische Edition

einer „Homailıa in Pentecosten“ gyeboten, als deren Verfasser 1n einıgen Handschriften
eın „Eusebius ep1scopus” angegeben wird Der erft. bringt beachtenswerte Argu-
n  9 die c5 wahrscheinlich machen, da{fß Faustus VO:  a Reyı FT 485) der Autor
dieser Pfingsthomilie 1St. Dabe1 befaßt sich eingehend MmMIt der Person des ımmer
noch myster1ösen Eusebius Gallicanus bzw Emessenus). In einem Aufsatz 1ın der
Revue bened (1959) 198—215 hatte der Rezensent seinerzeıt den Bischof Eusebius
VO: Massılıa (um 480) als möglıche Persönlichkeit vorgeschlagen, 1n dessen Auftrag, E E S a ı aa aa
W1€e WIr durch Gennadıus wissen, der Priester Musäaus VO  $ Massılia eın Sakramentar
und Lektionar ertaßt und Homilien gesammelt hat Jedenfalls bestände in diesem
Fall Übereinstimmung MI1t dem 1n den Handschriften eNaNnNtenN Namen „Eusebius
ep1scopus“

Im Kapitel wird VO ert diese Pfingst-Homailie, 1ın der eingehend VO  w der
„confirmatıio“ (Fırmung) gehandelt wird, mit echten Schriften des Faustus verglı-
chen, während 1mM Kapıtel näher autf den Rıtus der „confirmatıo“ 1m Gallien des

Jh eingegangen WIrd. Danach wurde 4.25 iM südöstlichen Gallien eın el  e-
Ner Inıtiationsritus 1m Anschluß die Taufe ausgebildet, der „confirmare neophy-
tOs  <n geNANNT wurde un 1n einer Salbung und Handauflegung bestand. Auf dem
Konzıl Von range wurde L 441 die albung iın Gallien wıeder abgeschaflt,

dafß der Rıtus der Fırmung in der Folgezeıt Nur noch 1n einer Handauflegung und
der Anrufung des HI1 eistes bestanden hat Kr erhielt 1U die substantivische Be-
zeichnung „confirmatıo“.

Dıie Homiulıie 1sSt der einz1ige ext Aa1sSs Südgallien, der eine eingehende Erklärung
der „confirmatıo“ darstellt. Dabei wırd das Wesen VO  3 Taufe und Fırmung WI1e
folgt tormuliert: I3 baptismo FESCHECICINUL ad vıtam, DOST baptısmum confirmamur
ad pugnam“”.

Die Studie stellt einen wesentlichen Beitrag ZUr Geschichte des Fırmungsritus dar
jedoch 1n allen behandelten Fragen, 1n der Frage nach der Person des Eusebius

Gallicanus, das letzte Wort gesprochen worden ist, mui{ß ETST. die Zukunft lehren.
Dıiıe Arbeit wird neben dem Patrologen un Liturgiegeschichtler uch der Dogmatiker
miıt Nutzen studieren.

Klaus GamberRegensburg-Prüfening

Timothy of Constantinople SaysS that according the Messalijans the three hypo-
STAaSES of Father, Son, and Spirit aAre changed tOo OLIC hypostasıs. Ihe charge of Sabellianism
15 NOtTt repeated in John of Damascus, anı has point of SUuppOrTt 1in the Macartian homilies.
Nevertheless, there 15 good evidence that there was SOINC discussion of this topic al
the Messalians. Marcus Eremita, de Baptismo, 65, 1008 baptism do 1C-
ceive the spirit of Christ the Holy Spirit ? Is the Spirit the Trinity »


