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plety and understending of the people.5° Aa a consequent
reaction tc these abatracting tendenclies there appears to
arise an understandsble desirs for more immediabo religlous
experience, for the apparsnt diaorapaney between the abso~
lute tranoceondence of CGod, the sophloticated snd formalized
artlculations ¢f the councils, and ths actual nesds and
level of the psople, left a gulf batween the two. 1+ The
Cappadoclian Fathera recognized the problem and in answer %o
the situabtion they appear %o have gncouraged the use of the
Sacranenis, I

Ldded to the Sacramental s.pparatus-or the Church, how-
ever, thsre sesms bo have arisen also the use of the symbol
a8 & moans toward experlencing some thing of the transcend-
ental nature of religlous experience. Karl Schwaerzlogse in
hls e tudy of the Iconoclastic Controversy has demonsirated
the Amportance that the symbol played in the thinking of men
like Origsn and Cyprian.3 It wes Neoplatonic thinking which

was more Tirmly to scoure the place of the symbol in the life

50%‘: . 311,

51&9_9,. oit. UHeben dem offizisllen tGlauben' entstehen
neus vsrvorgene Kanaele, dle Jenes Beduerfnis des Henachen
spelgen. So haben einst dle alten Gnostlker neben ihre DL
uythologische Theologle die lMysterlen geatel';&t und a.uchdi..o-
platonismus hat Ammer stasrker neben selner = taphyslk die

Mysterien gepflegt.”
52_13220 clit,

53Schwa.rzloaa. op. giti., pp. 12 f%.
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3
of the Church and help solve numerous problems in the cultic
ané thecloglcal 1lfe of the people. '™e symbol beceuns & more
imnedlate moans whereby the individuwsl could at least ex-
perience Ly slght what had been abstracted by reason, for
&8 Sesberg remarks?

Deg Symbol = s0 dachbte man es slch neuplatonisch - ist
dle Sacha, Nit dem symbollschen Akt erhaelt man das

Ding selbst...im Bllde oder im Xresuz, im Vasser oder
in Bro% und Yeln ist Christus selbst gegeben und ge-

genvaertig, 5
Heoplatonie thinking aposars to have made its chief inrocads
into the 1ife of the Eastern Church through the thaological
contributions of uen 1ike. Cyril of Alexandrla, Dionysius the
Lreopogite, and Maxinmus bonfeaaor, Tinding expregsion in the
theologlicel znd cultic writings of thet_:e men.

That forn of Greck theological thought which was to :
best 1llugtrate the primary inclination of the Dastern char-

actey anpears %o Tind expresalon in the distinctive dootrine

and teaching of Monophysitism. Honophysitlsm appoars %o
have derived lts original impetus froxz %the writings of Cyril

"of Alexandiriz.d5 (yril's chlef idea appears to be to

S*seeberg, op. olb., II, 323

55"i'hls i3 not to say that Cyril of Alexandria was a
lionophyeite but rather that Cyril's controversy with Hestgrms.
led him %o over-sitnfemonts concerning the person of Chris
which were to- result in an elimination of the eigniﬁea.n?
of the humanity of Christ, the precise oppos:l.'ss of g{r:ll
original intentions., Cf. Beeberg, II, 3113 A.?ftr hte &
Homousle wie der Nonophysitismus haben entgegen 1o ‘1ung oge
wirkt, als sie gemeint waren. Sle sollten Gott den iena ten
nahe bringen, aber sie haben in Virklichkteit seine Xonkrste
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euphiagize the Godhead of Christ in the humen Christ. See-
berg suanarlzes:

Wes Cyrlll wlll, ist hiernach klar., Er will dle Cotte
heit in der geschlcohtlichen Gestalt Christl lebendig
wid konkret sehon und empfinden, keine loglache Schianks
a0ll dieecem Bsduerfnls nach lebendlger Anschauung ent-
gegenstelien. s 1st die echt griechlische Heigung - sle
tritt opacter bel dem Areopaglien ganz deutlich zutags
und sls fuehrid schllesslich zur* Bildertheologle - im
Konkreten und Sinnllchen_ das Ewlge und Gooettliche zu
Schauen uRd 2u SHUOVEN.IC

The Monophysite dootrine was o find conciliar expression

in the "Robber Council of Ephesus” (431), It was %o setsle
the Yoncphysite problem thet the Dmperor and the Pope
gonlesced in calling the Council of Chalcedon in 451. As
vas She cmse, however, although the Councll of Chalcedon was
Yo settle the question of ths two natures of Christ con-
ciliarly, 1t apparently dld not eliminate the Monophysite

persuasion Trom the spirdt of the Hasbern Churoh.d?

Offenbarung zurueckgeworfen in dle Transcendenz der abso-
luten abstrakten Gottheit.” See also Pelikan, gp. giti.. P.
929,

5’5:5961:91'3;. op. cit., p. 226,

57¢#, 221ikan, on. ., DD. 932 ff. See also Harnack,
op. gif., III} 153! -%'l‘hf::rmula. (Leo's Tome) waa proposed
end distated by the Weet in the psrson of Bﬂ.ahop,Leo ond was
approved by the Emveror; 1t was regarded in the Viest as the

simple and unchanged creed of the Fathers, in the Bast as a

compromice which was P£elf by some not to be sufficiently

1 Also
orth and by others o require interorafation.” 5439,
_nf. 1?‘%? i "'E; ?gsg.dvl:.tz;‘:t’nés of the Chalcedonian formula made

themselves Tfelit in the first half of this (sixth) century.
Uroat ccclesimstical provinces wers im revolt, and tgreat- 3
ened to seceds from the universal Churoh, Greek plo E h:{éﬂ
where showsd itself to bs unssttled by the dsores of Sha'=
aedon. Theology could not follow 1%; nay, it apnpearald WO

2% el Adnihey e ki
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In the LL7%h ecentnury alzo the Heoplatonic concarn for
the symbol wes €0 securs a firm hold in the thaology of the
sast Sthrough The work of Dionysius the Areopoglte. As
Sesberg has chowm, tha work of Dlonysius was not original;
ratiier 1t was & type of rephosing and reforaulaticn of lNeo=
plafonlc Thinking in Chrlistian drass, a Christlanized Platon-
16:1\.""“’

- Dionysius ¢ 1.. Argopoglte sstablished within the Eastern
Church a hlsrarchy ol religlous values whioh wag to have both
culbic and dognetic and scclesiastical ramiflicatlons. Be-
ginning with = conceptlon of God in his tranacenden® Being as
the "Urgrund,® $he "Unapproschablo Light,¥.impossible Tor
man to =mpsrience in any rsal cognitliva senae, the gyastem of
Dicaysins fa2lls inSo = hierarchiezl atructure of Hriads and
& triadic hicrarchicsl process: Hewerrs cons:!. sting ea-
zentinily of Furlficaflon, Fnlightenaint, and Unificatlon.
Becanse fod iz a transcendent Godl the epistemologlcsl problem

of knowing

a

Him is constantly preasent. The mystery and
airacle of 1% all iz that God hos chosen to revoal Himself
in created thinzz. 'The d4ifficultles of a sharp dualisn and
transcendental God ore resolved in the monlgtic lamanence of

God in cresbed things. This ic alwaye a sa/7gpin ; even

stifled by the declslon, while in Monophysitiom life and
Hovement preveiled.®

533@31.39:'3, 95. gis., ». 315
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as the Incarnatlon, CGod becoming ficsh and revealing Hinm-

gelf in o creature, remalned the Great Hystery for the
Bagtern Church.5¥ The veal slgnificance of the work of
Dicnysiva s suggoested by Seebsrg:

Hieht in dem Hysten des Areopagiten bessteht -selne ge-
gchichiliche Bedoutung. Sondern sie liegt darin, 1)
dogs sy das Christentum als elne kultlsche Institution
ansehen lehr§, 2) dass er dann dlese Institublon sys-
tematlasch als aymbolischen Ausdruck der neuplatonischen
Anschauungavwell deutet, und 3) dsss er in diesem Zu-
ganmenhang den kirchlichen Aemtern, besonders dem
Gpiskopal, elne religloes fundamenilerte Stellung ven
uweberragender Badeutung zuwelst. An den kirchllichen
Rong heaengt dle Fashigkeit, Gottes Gnadenkrasfite der
“Yenschhelt zu bringen, und al% scharfer Betonung
ordnet Diongs die Noenchs den Hierarchen unter.C

How Neonlatonic conslderations, as thsy passed through tha
wrltings of Dicayslus the Arsopoglte, and Honophyslitlsm are
related in inclination and ultimate objectivea aphears avi-

dent from the Tashicn in which doth systems atbempted %o

p—

bring religlion o the censes and net have rellgiocus ezper-
lence found cnly in the exercise of the mind.
The Monophysite tendencies of the Fastern Church are

reflsctad in the snouing dogmatie difficultiss which Tfollowsd

593'. Seeherz, on. git., II, 317 I,

ThEihork of %ioﬁihiﬁs"fha Areopogite was to remain in
the Bastern Church wnbtil John Scobus Eregina translaied ths
writings of Maximus Confessor, whlch contained tge wrltings
of Dionysius, into Latin in ths ninth century. %The use oX
the symbol anpsars to have become e port of the Western
Church through the writings of the medieval amystles. Lf.

Erumbecher, on. cit., pp. 43-k and 63.

ﬁgiieeberg, 053, g_.j-_t_o. II' als.
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the declszione of the Counell of Chalcedon, In 482 Zenc the
Isaurlen wos e oubllsh his "Hernotikon," indifferent %o the
Chalecedonian docrses, politicslly designed to effect a
closer union with Egynt, and hoatlle %o the ngaoy at
Rcme.sl The resul® waz nore difficult in the Bast. Felix
III excommunleated Acoclus of Uonstantinople, thus eflscting
the Tirst signs of resl schism batween the Eazt and ths
Hest.sg The dogmatic controversies were fic ccentinus during
the reign of Anastasiueg, and finally under Justinlan were
to break out again in the affeir of the *Three Chapters.®
The resulfant Fifth ecumenical councll in Constantinopls
(553) “vendered an cfflicial exegesis of the Chaleszdonian
formuia in terms cf the theology of Gyril.“63 Just rrevious
to the dogmatic developmenta of the Iconoclastic Controversy
Honotheletism, the dogmatiec offspring of lonophysltiem, was,
tc find an upsurge during the reign of the Heracllian Dynasty.
1%t was vigorously contesbed by Maximus Confessor and gon-

demned by Rome.éb ticnotheletien was condemned offioclally ab

both Trullizn Synods (680-681) and 692, mariking an anti-

climectic spllit batween the Bast and the West, as Koehler

61;9;@.; np. 270 If.

Gzlbld.' ne 271. gi_ ].ulrbt. on. m-, De 8h. Qi.
Pelikan, on. git., .p. 932.

63501 1%an, op. glt., P 933

6%93. Seebarg, op. git., II, 208 rf., ©See alsc Harnack,
9p. cit,., IXX, 157.
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pointa qui:.‘55 Further dogmatic dsvelcpments mnidus to the
theclogy of Viastern Christendom were to find demonstration
in the thecloglenl development that surroundsd the Icono-
elastic Uontrovaray.
The suggscted dogmatle differsnces betwsen tha Last and

the

w—

lgst onvear %o find expression algo in the nartioular
cultic developments of the Latin and Oriental Ohurches. In
adludging esrly liturglcal practices it apnears that the
Raatern Church was to develop a fixed liturgicorl form, fol-
lowing in rather cloge haraony the earlier Hebrew oustons.
The Vestern Church, on the cother hand, developed a liturgl-
enl year nore c¢lastic in expression, making cconcessicns often
%o the particular culture in which it found .'l.‘msuall.f.66 The
lingulstic 4AilfTerences of the East and the VWest have basn
noted in the first chapter of the thesis.

Prom the time of the fourth century on the cultic de-
velopments of the Baect and the Vest show a progreaslvsly
dleperate charncter. In the Bastern ritec there la noted ai
the time cof the fourth century, end »articularly from the

Sime of Cyril of Alexandria in the fifth century, an in-

65K oen1er , on. git., p. 165.

660 e
Gf. ¥, H, Lurtz, Lehr h@:&ww.
(Leip?-izé: ;tu:_:;uai: I»!emm:'a.nn s Verlag, 1890), I, 300.




