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Methode der christlichen Mystagogen AUS:  ( 1St. Es steht do: ‚$da{fß eine sorgfältige Prüfung dieser VO  $ Sar nıcht berücksichtigten Probleme un:
Fragen zusätzliche charakteristische Akzente tür die mystagogische Methode der vier
behandelten Kırchenväter Sefizen WwWur

1St sıch durchaus der Tatsache bewußt, mit seiner Arbeit praktisch Neuland
betreten haben (8) Er hat einen mutıgen ersten Schritt 9 für den ihm ank
und Anerkennung gebührt. Er hat durch seıne Arbeit unsere Kenntnıiıs VO  u der Tauf-
theologie der Väter des Jh und insbesondere VO  w} ihrer Mystagogıe erheblich NVOL-
mehrt. Er hat ber diese Neuerkenntnisse 1mM Bereich der Lıturgiegeschichte und
Patristik hinaus überzeugend die Notwendigkeit herausgestellt, auch heute die Inı-
tlatıonsriten un wohl alle lıturgischen Handlungen mit Hılte einer echten
Mystagogıe erklären und für das Leben des Christen fruchtbar machen. Dieses
Verdienst des Autors ol durch die kritischen Überlegungen des Rezensenten
geschmälert werden, der eiıner Einzelanalyse des Von gyesammelten un VOT-
gelegten mystagogıschen Materials der vier Kırchenväter 1Ur andeuten möchte, WI1e-
viel Arbeit noch tun leibt; bis das VO':  ] betretene Neuland Sanz erschlossen
seın wırd

Bonn-Bad Godesberg tto Nußbaum

Luig1 ScCipioni: Nestor1i10o S  e 11 conciılio di Epheso Studi2a Pa-
tristica Mediolanensia 1 Mailand (Vıta Pensiero) 1974 VIE 453 5.,
Fr SC1p10n1 has followed his earlier researches 1into the Treatise of Hera-

cleides wiıth full-scale study otf Nestor1ius which DULtS us sti11 urther in hıs debt
He rightly 1ns1ısts that the dogmatic 1Ssues CAannOt be separated TOmM church-histori-
cal quest10ns AN: his long and careful analysıs of the COUTSEC of EVeEeNTS 15 ONe of the
MOST valuable features of the book. Inevitably he devotes consıderable attention
the christology otf Cyril 1n which he Canl signıficant development and whi
he regards 4A5 monophysite 1in tendency from finısh It however IMmMoOore
probable that, without deserting hıs maın posit10n, he modified 1t in SOTMNLE important
Aattiers of detajil borth avo1d the charge of Apollinarıanism and 1n the COUTrSe of
hıs rapprochement wiıth John of Antioch. Sc1p10n1’s eriticısm of Cyril’s etters
his outraged Supporters fter the Formula of Concord 1n 43% ATe NOL entirely Just1-fied Cyril W as certaınly theologian of moods who could speak wıth IiNOTre than
One vo1lce. At tımes he could wriıte in iLAaNNeEer which that the confron-
tatıon WIt. Nestorius need NOT have occurred. No doubt political AN: ecclesiastical
considerations weighed eavıly wıth him, but as indications of what he could find
christologically admissible, this evıdence chould NOL be discounted.

In hıs ACCOUNT of the intellectual formation of Nestor1us SC1p10Nn1 lays
STIreSsSSs his traınıng in the monastıc schools of Antioch There 15 evidence for

period pen 1n Cenftfre otf secular Jearning for Antiochene Cateche-
tical 00 such existed Alexandria under Orıgen. It 15 Iso chronologically
unlikely that there W as AlLY direct relationship between Theodore of Mopsuestı1a
and Nestorius. Hıs indebtedness earlier Antiochene theologians should NOLT be
miniımised; iındeed there 15 little 1n his christology which CANNOT be paralleled 1in the
wrıitings of Theodore. He obviously belonged the Verbum-homo tradition. He 15
certainly ndebte: the Cappadocıans but Sc1p10n1’s suggestion that in the earlier
Part of the Treatise he relies heavıly Irenaeus mMuUuUSt be treated ıth considerable
LTeservVe., Hıs knowledge of Sto1c philosophy, eading theme of Sc1ıploni’s earlier
work, May have COINEC either from the Cappadocians throug hıs monastıc
traınıng Antioch. 'To0o0o little 15 known otf monastıc schools Antioch do INOTEC
than ul the eXtent ot hıs knowledge otf Sto1cısm an 1ts influence his
christology. Nestor1us 71 ves the impression of being academıiıc theologian.

ScC1plon1 NexXt examınes the lıterary work of Nestor1ius before the outbreak of
the Theotokos OnNntiroversS. It FeDreSCNTS pastoral Lype of theology within the
Tamewor ot the monastıc spirituality Current Antıoch. 'The Adam-Christ paral-
lelism 15 mMaster theme and the ACCENT falls the imitatıon ot Christ hıch
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involves realistic aSsSeEeSSMENT of hıs humanıty. ScC1p10n1 INnay well be right that the
sOo-calle: antı-Pelagian Homilies an finds number of baptismal echoes elsewherethough even AT this period NOLT N  y discussion ot the spirıtual ıfe necessarilydemands implicit allusion Baptısm. The emphasis 1in these Homilies 15 SOTeEe-riological an anthropological rather than dırectly christological. Technical JUCS-t10ns of Christology d1ie absent. The term ”nature’ tor example describes the createdorder an has christological reterence.

Durıing thıs per10d the princıpal theological OPPONECNTS of Nestorı1ius SCCINhave een Arıans who combined their usual belief 1n the created an mutable
Natfure of the LOgoOs wıth Apollinarian Lype of Christology. It 15 15 COrreCtthere 15 striking, though temporary CONVeErgeNCe between the polemical 1ms ofCyril and Nestor1ius before the outbreak of the Theotokos CONLrOVerSY. Cyriılhowever, following Athanasius, STAarts from the INCONSEQUENCES 1n the Arıan doctrineof the LOgos, Nestor1ius the necessity for full and complete humanity ıfadequate doctrine of Redemption 15 CINCTSE., The difterences between theCyrilline and Nestor1an doctrines of Redemption ATC well noted by ScC1p1on1.sıgnıficance of the title Theotokos 4S scandalon o1koumenikon 15 SUOTI1G-what minımised 1n the following chapter. ScC1pi0n1 consıiders the FrOOLT objection otfNestorius the title be the SUDDOTFL which It miıght Z1ve the doctrine of theLOgOs tLreptos. But eviıdence tor this VIeW be lacking An the usual expla-natıon that It involved the ascrıption of human birth the Nn nature andmisuse of the princıiple of the cCommunicatıio 1id1ıomatum 15 much be preferred.Whıle Cyril’s doctrine of the twoftfold generatıon ot the Logos SAaVC the term Ltstheological Justification, tor Nestorius 1t Sset risk the full realıty of the humanitywhich W as vital alıke for Christology and Redemption. While this 15 certaınly trueof the Arıan doectrine of the mutability otf the Logos, It WAS Iso endangered 1nhis opınıon by the Cyrilline iıdea of Logos-centre, Logos preponderant Person.While the title W 3S the OCCAasıon rather than the TOOLT otf the CONTLrOVEeErSY, Itmarked the poıint which Cyrıil and NOLT the Arıa became the controversial
target of Nestorıius. Small-scale though the immediate roblem WAaSs, It marked theopenıng of the wider confrontation between the Verbum-caro and Verbum-homotraditions 1n Christology.

Scıploni 11O 2  Tesses imself the specific problems ot the Treatise of Hera-cleides. Here he defends the unıty of the work agaılınst the theory of dual author-ship advance by Protessor Abramowsk;. VWhiıle tully accepting the ex1istence ofiınterpellations he regards the openıng Dialogue product of the earlier
Dart of the exile of Nestorius evoked by the writings of Cyrıil fter the LAapDDprO-chement of 433, partıcularly the LW christological dialogues edited by de Durandin the ser1es Sources Chretiennes. Its looser and SOINE hat unt1dy STIruUuCcCtiure 15explained 4S direct and CONSCIOUS dependence upon Irenaeus. Both suggest10nsAT vVerYy doubtful The latter Part of the Treatise shows that Nestor1ius couldprovıde better and INOTre direct reply Cyril than the Dialogue supplies and 1t15 dıifticult SCC what Nestor1ius gaıned by adopting the rather discursive literarytechnique of the second CENTLUrY Father. While there 15 considerable overlap betweenthe LW halves of the Treatise there remaın signıfıcant differences 1n presentatıion,emphasis and termıinology which CAannOtTt be dismissed easily as ScC1pıoni AapPPDCarsdo The oblique approach an looser construction of the Dialogue together wiıthsignıfıcant differences ın points of detail sti1] make the theory of dual authorshipthe INOST economical explanation of the problem. If ScC1p10n1 would elaborate histheory otf the relation between the Dialogue and the later christological wrıtings ofCyril ın greater detail an Abramowski expand her short article which identifiesPhiloxenus otf Mabbug wiıth the Sophronius of the Dialogue should be closerresolution of the roblem In opınıon Scıpıoni would have the harder task ofthe LW

The discussion of the second half of the Treatise and the presentatiıon of the1SSUes which divided the LW protagonists 15 ONne of the best of the book Its



Ite Kirche 2307

tighter construction an IMOre objective, CVCI timeless character AT well stressed.
Whıile the publication of the Tome ot Leo INUST have y1ven considerable ENCOUTFASC-
IMent the lonely exile, 1t unlikely that thıs W as the sole CVCH the prin-cipal motıve tor thıs Apologia. 'The possibility otf feview ot hıs CAase 1in 111e
and LNOTE favourable climate otf opınıon INAaYy have had CVECN greater importance.
But 1n an y Casce, 4A5 Sc1pıon1 himself pOo1nts OUT, thıs Nestorius had already
commiıtted hıs the ultimate Judgment ot God thorough and objective
ACCOUNT both of the historical events leading his downfall and of the 1Ssues
which diıvyıded hım from Cyril would PUut the record stra1ght an be hiıs est legacyhıs remaınıng tollowers and posterity.

Sc1ıp10n1’s presentatıon of the LW riıyval christologies 15 fair and Judicious. 'The
whole CONLFOVEISY repreSCNtS the controntation between the Verbum-caro an Ver-
bum-homo tradıtions. It 15 debate a1about things an NOT merely afiaıir of words.
The maın thrust ot Cyril’s christology 15 monophysite an chis 15 accentuated both
by hıs aılure distinguish between phusis, hupostasis and and by his
adoption of the Apollinarıian ormula Oone incarnate phusis ot God the Logos‘ in
the mistaken belief that 1t W 4as athanasian 1n orıgın. The ultimate subject otf the
incarnate ord 15 God the LOgOs who appropriated ıimself (a genulnely athana-
s1an ea the attrıbutes of humanity. 'This led inevitably undervaluation of
the humanity and 1ts reduction adjectival partıcıpıal STAatus The ormula
Out ot LW natures‘ W as essential Cyril, GV though he could AaCCCDL the COINHN-
promise ormula ’of LW natures‘ tor the sake ot with the Antiochenes, an
admiıit, whether diplomatically by CONVicCtiON, that the W: Natures could be
discerned by abstraction alone. Sc1ıp10n1 rightly doubts whether Cyril could ave
accepted the 1n LW natures’ of the Chalcedonian Definition and the distinction
drawn between phusis the ONne hand an hupostasis and the other
would least have COIMNE strangely hım Both in 1ts intuition and 1ts vocabularyCyril’s christology W AsSs heavıly oversimplifie

For Nestor1ius the problem of Christology W as raıised 1n inore form Dyhis firm dyophysitism. 'his W as integral Part otf the theological tradıition whiıich
he had inherited, iımposed by his realistic interpretation of the Synoptic GospelsaAM supported by his doctrine of Redemption an the pattern of spiritualityhich It SAaVC rıse. He WAS therefore led adopt iNnoOore complicated metaphysicalan christological tramework than that ot Cyril In terminology he have
iıdentihed Ousı1a bal phusıs the ONe hand and hupostasıs an the
other. The immediate SOUTCE of his ramework derive from the Cappa-docians, Lts ultimate orıgın (1f ScC1p10n1 15 correct) W as Sto1i1cısm.

Scıpıon1 claiıms that both theologians started $rom the unıty of Person, For
Cyriul this took precedence ver complete an unambiguous assertion of the
humanity, tor Nestorius LOOTITN IMUuST be tound within the unıty for hıs O W: o
qualified dyophysıtism. While it might be maıntained that this dyophysitism W a4s
his real startıng poıint, he undoubtedly bel1ieved that he had proviıded adequatebond of unıon between the Natures. Hıs denial of the charge otf teaching doectrine
ot Iwo ONSs double personalıty 1n Christ 15 ındignant an repeated. Hıs
adaptation of the Cappadocian ormula of the doctrine of the Trinity for christo-
ogical 15 sıgnılıcant here and hıs conciliatory, ıf somewhat condescending,
FE  n of Cyril’s theory of hypostatic uniıty 1n of his O W: doctrine of
unıon ın indıcates that he has doubts 4S his OW:': SUCCESS. But the
repudiation ot the charges of hiıs OPPONCNLIS epends upon the Outfcome of his OW.
venture; The Cappadocian doectrine ot three hupostases PrOsopa rested securely

prıor unıty 1n OuUs1a, while tor Nestor1us the unıty 1n had include
duality of QOus1a, SINCe for INOre than ON TeAasSon the double solidarıty otf the

incarnate Lord with the Father and with ourselves IMUST. be maıintained. 'his placed
the Cappadocian doctrine ot the hupostasıs under considerable straın.
Hıs uUsSec of John 1, 15 balanced by ven INOTE frequent appeal Philiıppians
and his the Nıcene Faith 15 weakene by the tact that It made AaAtL-
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D arbitrate between the LW christological tradıtions. While admıittedlyNestor1us Can ften employ the ormula ’One ECrSON, LW! natures‘, his furt
precisi10ns BAst SOMME doubt the question whether 1n 1ts final form hıs christologyreally talls wiıthin Chalcedonian limits. The LW nNnatures CT complete and »elt-
sustaınıng“. Each has 1ts O W natural On the basıs of the equatıon of

aAM hupostasıs each Can presumabily be described Aa hupostasıis. Sc1pıo0n1draws caretul distincetion between LW lovels otf understandıng, the ontological and
the logical, which he derives trom StO1C logic. Nestorıius makes thısdistinction explicit anywhere 1n the Treatise. 'The unıty 1n 15 there qua-lified by the existence of EW natural Prosopa related by PrOCCSS otf mutual
Z1ViINg an rece1ving. Thıs rec1procity of the PTOSODa FreDreSCNTS doubt
extension of the Cappadocian doctrine ot the perichoresis ot the three Persons ofthe Trimity. Whether this provıdes satiısfactory clarıfication of the unıty of Person
15 the real CTUX of the christology of Nestorius. : If he 15 successtul here, then he
antıcıpated Chalcedon, 1t NOT, then Grillmeier’s theory of additive subject whıchhe lacked the technical equıpment ıntegrate 1into unıty of Person has INOTre
commend IT Sc1p10n1 carefully enough the mplied an P  criticısm otf Cyril 1n theChalcedonian Definition. In opınıon he misses the simiılar S  cCrıticısm of Nestorius
contaıned 1n the assertion ot one hypostasis and ONe prosopon'‘. Lf he had unNnswWwer-vingly held the ormula tWO Natures, ONe prosopon’ he could NOLT have eenaulted Hıs final precısıon made 1ın the interests of hiıs dyophysitism tIWO natural
ProOsopa, ONe ot unıon erived from the mutuality anı recC1procıty of the
EW natural prosopa carrıed hım beyond the limits hiıch the later Councıl couldregard A4s acceptable. Sc1p10n1’s caretul an complicated analysis does NOT completelydefend hım agalınst this charge.

Cumbria Turner

[ y datıus VO Aquae Flavıae:] Hydace. Chronique. Tome Introduc-
t10n, crit1que, traduction. Tome Il Commentaire index. Par Alaıin
FLAEDOY. (Sources Chretiennes 218/9). Parıs (du Gert) 1974 Bde., 179, 7 STafeln, Karten, kart. 70,—.
Die Jleine, als Quelle für die spanische Geschichte des unschätzbare hro-nık des Bischofs Hydatıius VO  3 Chaves findet 1n dieser kommentierten Neuausgabeund Übersetzung eine inhaltliche Erschließung, die S1e als Zeugnis einer notvollengeschichtlichen Umbruchsperiode auch ber den CENSCICI Kreıis der Fachhistorikerhinaus verständlich macht. Ihre handschriftliche Basıs bleibt die schon TIh Mommsentür seine Monumenta-Ausgabe1 Zur Verfügung stehende. Doch bemüht sıch Tranoy,tußend auf einer kritischen Untersuchung VO:  3 Courtoi1s,“ ber auch ber diesehinausgehend, den 1n der Überlieferung teilweise verwischten chronologischen Auf-riß des Werkes wiederzugewinnen 71—95), hne dabei den Blick für den ypothe-tischen Charakter des Ergebnisses verlieren. Den wesentlichen Inhalt des VO:  ‚Hydatius aufgenommenen Stoftes sucht 1n der Einführung den reı The-menkreisen „1nsanıla tyrannıdıs“, „debacchantibus barbaris“ und „lacrimabile tempus”usammenzufassen > ugleich die Auswahlprinzipien des Chronistenherausstellend. Die sachliche Texterschließung übernimmt annn der Begleitkommen-Car, eine Verbindung VO  a Materi1alsammlung un Einzelinterpretation, denIranoy gewl$ den ogrößten Teil der Arbeit verwandt hat Mıt iıhm sıch ause1ln-anderzusetzen, heißt 1n Detaildiskussionen einzutreten,; und darum seilen auch hier,

herausgegriffen.Beschränkung autf 1m CHSCTICN Innn Kırchengeschichtliches, einige Eınzelheiten

Tranoy laubt, ine priszillianistische Annäherung die uewıschen ErobererGallaeciens teststellen können, die darin angelegt sieht, dafß der katholisch-
Chronica minora IL UCT., Aant. 11 Nachdruck 9 1—36uteurs scr1ıbes. Remar

2354 qUues SUTr la chronique d’Hydace: Byzantıon z (195T)


