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PREFACE.

This volume of the series of Nicene Fathers has been unfortunately delayed. When
I consented in the first instance to edit the volume, it was with the distinct understanding
that I could not myself undertake the translation, but that I would do my best to find
translators and see the work through the press. It has been several times placed in the
hands of very competent scholars ; but the fact that work of this kind can only be done
in the intervals of regular duties, and the almost inevitable drawback that the best men
are also the busiest, has repeatedly stood in the way and caused the work to be returned

to me. That it sees the light no\v is due miinly to the zeal, ability, and scholarship
of the Rev. E. VV. Watson. It was late in the day when Mr. Watson first undertook
a share in the work which has since then been constantly increased. He has co-operated
with me in the most loyal and efficient manner; and while I am glad to think that the
whole of the Introduction and a full half of the translation are from his hand, there is

hardly a page (except in the translation of the De Synodis, which was complete before

he joined the work) which does not owe to him many and marked improvements. My

own personal debt to Mr. Watson is very great indeed, and that of the subscribers to

the series is
, I believe, hardly less.

For the translator of Hilary has before him a very difficult task. It has not been
with this as with other volumes of the series, where an excellent translation already

existed and careful revision was all that was needed. A small beginning had been made

for the Be Trinitate by the late Dr. Short, Bishop of Adelaide, whose manuscript was

kindly lent to one of the contributors to this volume. But with this exception no English

translation of Hilary's works has been hitherto attempted. That which is now offered is

the first in the field. And it must be confessed that Hilary i
s a formidable writer. I do

not think that I know any Latin writer so formidable, unless it is Victorinus Afer, or
Tertullian. And the terse, vigorous, incisive sentences of TertuUian, when once the

obscurities of meaning have been mastered, run more easily into English
than the

involved and overloaded periods of Hilary. It i
s true that in a period of decline

Hilary preserves more than most of his contemporaries of the tradition
of Roman culture ;

but it is the culture of the rhetorical schools at almost the extreme point
of their artifi-

ciality and mannerism. Hilary was too sincere a man and
too thoroughly in earnest to

be essentially mannere 1 or artificial; but his training had taken
too strong a hold upon

him to allow him to express his thought with ease and simplicity.
And his very merits

all tended in the same direction. He has the copia verborum

; he has the weight and

force of character which naturally goes with a certain amplitude
of style; he has the

seriousness and depth of conviction which keeps him at a high
level of dignity and

gravity but i
s unrelieved by lighter touches.



PREFACE.

We must take our author as we find him. But it seems to me, if I am not mistaken,
that Mr. Watson has performed a real feat of translation in not only reproducing the meaning
of the original but giving to it an English rendering which is so readable, flowing, and even

elegant. I think it will be allowed that only a natural feeling for the rhythm and cadence of
English speech, as well as for its varied harmonies of diction, could have produced the result

which is now laid before the reader. And I cherish the hope, that although different
degrees of success have doubtless been attained by the different contributors at least no

jarring discrepancy of style will be felt throughout the volume. It will be seen that the
style generally leans to the side of freedom ; but I believe that it will be found to be
the freedom of the scholar who is really true to his text while transfusing it into another

tongue, and not the clumsy approximation which only means failure.

Few writers deserve their place in the library of Nicene and Post-Nicene Fathers
more thoroughly than Hilary. He might be said to be the one Latin theologian before
the age of St. Augustine and St. Leo. Tertullian had a still greater influence upon the
writers who followed him. He came at a still more formative and critical time, and the
vis vivida of his original and wayward genius has rarely been equalled. But the particular
influence which Tertullian exerted in coining the terms and marking out the main lines
of Latin theology came to him almost by accident. He was primarily a lawyer, and
his special gift did not lie in the region of speculation. It is a strange fortune which
gave to the language on which he set his stamp so great a control of the future. The
influence of Hilary on the other hand is his by right. His intercourse with the East
had a marked effect upon him. It quickened a natural bent for speculation unusual in
the West. The reader will find in Mr. Watson's Introduction a description and estimate
of Hilary's theology which is in my opinion at once accurate, candid and judicious. No

attempt is made to gloss over the defects, especially in what we might call the more

superficial exegesis of Hilary's argument; but behind and beneath this we feel that we
are in contact with a very powerful mind. We feel that we are in contact with a mind
that has seized and holds fast the central truth of the Christian system, which at that
particular crisis of the Church's history was gravely imperilled. The nerve of all Hilary's
thinking lies in his belief, a belief to which he clung more tenaciously than to life itself,
that Christ was the Son of God not in name and metaphor only, but in fullest and
deepest reality. The great Athanasius himself has not given to this belief a more im-
pressive or more weighty expression. And when like assaults come round, as they are'
constantly doing, in what is in many respects the inferior arena of our own day, it is
both morally bracing and intellectually helpful to go back to these protagonists of the
elder time.

And yet, although Hilary is thus one of the chief builders up of a metaphysical theology
in the West—although, in other words, he stands upon the direct line of the origin of the
Qiiiaimque vult, it is well to remember that no one could be more conscious than he was

of the inadequacy of human thought and human language to deal with these high matters.
The accusation of intruding with a light heart into mysteries is very far from touching him.
" The heretics compel us to speak where we would far rather be silent. If anything is said,
this is what must be said," is his constant burden. In this respect too Hilary affords a noble
pattern not only to the Christian theologian but to the student of theology, however humble.

It has been an unfortunate necessity that use has had to be made almost throughout
of an untrustworthy text. The critical edition which is being produced for the Corpus Scrip-
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torum Ecchsiasticoruni Latiiiorum of the Vienna Academy does not as yet extend beyond
the Commentary on the Psalms {^S.Hilarii Ep. Pictaviensis Tract, super Psalmos, recens.
A. Zingerle, Viiidobonae, mdcccxci). This is the more to be regretted as the MSS.
of Hilary are rather exceptionally early and good. Most of these were used in the

Benedictine edition, but not so systematically or thoroughly as a modern standard requires.

It is impossible to speak decidedly about the text of Hilary until the Vienna edition
is completed.

The treatise De Synodis was translated by the Rev. L. PuUan, and has been in print
for some time. The Introduction and the translation of De Trinitate i.— vii. are the

work of Mr. Watson. Books viii. and xii. were undertaken Mr. E. N. Bennett, Fellow

of Hertford, and Books ix.—xi. by the Rev. S. C. Gayford, late Scholar of Exeter. The
specimens of the Commentary on the Psalms were translated by the Rev. H. F. Stewart,

Vice-Principal of the Theological College, Salisbury, who has also made himself responsible
for the double Index.

A word of special thanks is due to the printers, Messrs. Parker, who have carried
out their part of the work with conspicuous intelligence and with the most conscientious care.

W SANFiav,

Christ Church,
Oxford,
July 12, i8
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INTRODUCTION.

CHAPTER I.
The Life and Writings of St. Hilary of Poitiers.

St. Hilary of Poitiers is one of the greatest, yet least studied, of tlie Fathers of the
Western Churcli. He has suffered thus, partly from a certain obscurity in his style of
writing, partly from the difficulty of the thoughts which he attempted to convey. But
there are other reasons for the comparative neglect into which he has fallen. He learnt
his theology, as we shall see, from Eastern authorities, and was not content to carry on
and develope„the traditional teaching of the West; and the disciple of Origen, who found
his natural allies in the Cappadocian school of Basil and the Gregories ', his juniors
though they were, was speaking to somewhat unsympathetic ears. Again, his Latin tongue
debarred him from influence in the East, and he suffered, like all Westerns, from that
deep suspicion of Sabellianism which was rooted in the Eastern Churches. Nor are these
the only reasons for the neglect of Hilary. Of his two chief works, the Homilies'' on the
Psalms, important as they were in popularising the allegorical method of interpretation,
were soon outdone in favour by other commentaries ; while his great controversial work
on the Trinity suffered from its very perfection for the purpose with which it was
composed. It seems, at first sight, to be not a refutation of Arianism, or of any par-
ticular phase of Arianism, but of one particular document, the Epistle of Anus to Alexander,,
in which Arian doctrines are expressed; and that a document which, in the constantly shifting
phases of the controversy, soon fell into an oblivion which the work of Hilary has nearly-
shared. It is only incidentally constructive ; its plan follows, in the central portion, thatf
of the production of Arius which he was controverting, and this negative method mus*
have lessened its popularity for purposes of practical instruction, and in competition'
with such a masterpiece as the De Tiinitate of St. Augustine. And furthermore, Hilary
never does himself justice. He was a great original thinker in the field of Christology,
but he has never stated his views systematically and completely. They have to be-
laboriously reconstructed by the collection of passages scattered throughout his works;
and though he is a thinker so consistent that little or no conjecture is needed fbr the
])iecing together of his system, yet we cannot be surprised that full justice has never-
been done to him. He has been regarded chiefly as one of the sufferers from the-
violence of Constantius, as the composer of a useful conspectus of arguments against
Arianism, as an unsuccessful negotiator for an understanding between the Eastern and
Western Churches; but his sufferings were as nothing compared to those of Athanasius,.
while his influence in controversy seems to have been as small as the results of his

diplomacy. It is not his practical share, in word or deed, in the conflicts of his day
that is his chief title to fame, but his independence and depth as a- Christian thinker.
He has, indeed, exerted an important influence upon the growth of docti-ine, but it has.

^An actual dependenceon Gregory of Nyssa has sometimes

l.eenascribedto Hilary. But Gregory was surely too young for

this. He m.iy himself have borrowed from Hilary; but more

VOL. IX. 1

probablybothderivedtheir commonelementfromEasternwriters-
like Basil of Ancyra.
3 This is certainly the best translatloa o£ Tractatus;. the
word is discussedon a later.pag.e.
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been through the adoption of his views by Augustine and Ambrose ; and many who have

profited by his thouglits have never known who was their author.

Hilary of Poitiers, the most impersonal of writers, is so silent about himself, he is
so rarely mentioned by contemporary writers— in all the voluminous works of Athanasius
he is never once named,—and the ancient historians of the Church knew so little con-
cerning him beyond what we, as well as they, can learn from his writings, that nothing

more than a very scanty narrative can be constructed from these, as seen in the light of the

general history of the time and combined with the few notices of him found elsewhere.
But the account, though short, cannot be seriously defective. Apart from one or two

episodes, it is eminently the history of a mind, and of a singularly consistent mind, whose
antecedents' we can, in the main, recognise, and whose changes of thought are few,
and can be followed.
He was born, probably about the year 300 a.d. 3, and almost certainly, since he was

afterwards its bishop, in the town, or in the district dependent upon the town, by the

name of which he is usually styled. Other names, beside Hilarius, he must have had,
but we do not know them. The fact that he has had to be distinguished by the name
of his see, to avoid confusion with his namesake of Aries, the contemporary of St.

Augustine, shews how soon and how thoroughly personal details concerning him were

forgotten. The rank of his parents must have been respectable at least, and perhaps high ;
so much we may safely assume from the education they gave him. Birth in the Gallic

provinces during the fourth century brought with it no sense of provincial inferiority.
Society was thoroughly Roman, and education and literature more vigorous, so far as

we can judge, than in any other part of the West. The citizen of Gaul and of Northern
Italy was, in fact, more in the centre of the world's life than the inhabitant of Rome.
Gaul was in the West what Roman Asia was in the East, the province of decisive

importance, both for position and for wealth. And in this prosperous and highly civilised
community the opportunities for the highest education were ample. We know, from
Ausonius and otherwise, how complete was the provision for teaching at Bordeaux and
elsewhere in Gaul. Greek was taught habitually as well as Latin. In fact, never since
the days of Hadrian had educated society throughout the Empire been so nearly bilingual.
It was not only that the Latin-speaking West had still to turn for its culture and its
philosophy to the literature of Greece. Since the days of Diocletian the court, or at
least the most important court, had resided as a rule in Asia, and Greek had tended

to become, equally with Latin, the language of the courtier and the administrator. The
two were of almost equal importance ; if an Oriental like Ammianus Marcellinus could
write, and write well, in Latin, we may be certain that, in return, Greek was familiar
to ieducated Westerns. To Hilary it was certainly familiar from his yotith; his earlier
thoughts were moulded by Neop'atonism, and his later decisively influenced by the writings

of Origen ■
>
.

His literary and technical knowledge of Latin was also complete 5. It would

3 .The latest date which I have seenassigned for his birth

is 320,by Fechtriip, in Wetzer-Welte's EncyLlopaedia. But this

is surely inconsistentwith his styling Ursacius andValens, in his
first Epistle to Constantine, ' ignorantand unprincipledyouths.
This was written about the year 355,beforeHilary knew much
of theArian controversyor the combatants,and was ludicrously
inappropriate, for Ursacius and Valens were elderly men. He
had found,the words either in someof Athanasius' writings or
in the records of the Council of Sardica, and borrowed them
without enquiry. He could not have done so hadhe beenonly
some thirty.-iive years of age ; at fifty-five they are natural
enough.

4 It is impossibleto agreewith Zingerle {Comment,Waljfflm.

p. 218)that Hilary was under the necessityof using a Greek and

Latin Glossary. Such a passageas Tract, in Ps. cxxxviii. 43,
to which he appeals,shews rather the extent than the smallness
of Hilary's knowledge of Greek. What he frankly confesses,
thereas elsewhere, is ignoranceof Hebrew. The wordsof Jerome
(.^/- 34> 3 f') about Hilary's friend, the presbyter Heliodonis,
to whom he used to reler for explanations of Origen on the
Psalms,areequally incapableof beingemployedto proveHilary's
defectiveGreek. Heliodorus knewHebrew, and Hilary for want
of Hebrew found Origen's notes on the Hebrew text difficult
to understand,and for this reason,according to Jerome, used
to consulthis friend ; not becausehe wasunfamiliar with Greek.

5 His vocabulary is very poorly treated in the dictionaries ;

one of the many signs of the neglect into whiqh he has fallen.
There are at least twenty-four words in the Tractatus super
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require wide special study and knowledge to fix his relation in matters of composition
and rhetoric to other writers. But one assertion, that of Jerome «, that Hilary was a
deliberate imitator of the style of Quintilian, cannot be taken seriously. Jerome is the
most reckless of writers; "and it is at least possible to be somewhat familiar with the
writings of both and yet see no resemblance, except in a certain sustained gravity, between
them. Another description by Jerome of Hilary as 'mounted on Gallic buskin and
adorned with flowers of Greece' is suitable enough, as to its first part, to Hilarys dignified
rhetoric; the flowers of Greece, if they mean embellishments inserted for their own sake,
are not perceptible. In this same passage ? Jerome goes on to criticise Hilary's en-
tanglement in long periods, which renders him unsuitable for unlearned readers. But
those laborious, yet perfectly constructed, sentences are an essential part of his method.
Without them he could not attain the effect he desires; they are as deliberate and,

in their way, as successful as the eccantricities of Tacitus. But when Jerome elsewhere
calls Hilary 'the Rhone of Latin eloquence^,' he is speaking at random. It is only
rarely that he breaks through his habitual sobriety of utterance ; and his rare outbursts
of devotion or denunciation are perhaps the more eff"ective because the reader is un-
prepared to e.\pect them. Such language as this of Jerome shews that Hilary's literary
accoinplishments were recognised, even though it fails to describe them well. But though
he had at his command, and avowedly employed, the resources of rhetoric in order that
his words might be as worthy as he could make them of the greatness of his theme',
yet some portions of the De Trmiiate, and most of the Homilies on the Psalms are
written in a singularly equable and almost conversational style, the unobtrusive excellence

of which manifests the hand of a clear thinker and a practised writer. He is no pedant ',
no laborious imitator of antiquity, distant or near ; he abstains, perhaps more completely
than any other Christian writer of classical education, from the allusions to the poets
which were the usual ornament of prose. He is an eminently businesslike writer; his

pages, where they are unadorned, express his meaning with perfect clearness ; where they

are decked out with antithesis or apostrophe and other devices of rhetoric, they would

no doubt, if our training could put us in sympathy with him, produce the eff'ect upon
us which he designed, and we must, in justice to him, remember as we read that, in

their own kind, they are excellent, and that, whether they aid us or no in entering
into his argument, they never obscure his thought. Save in the few passages when cor-

ruption exists in the text, it is never safe to assert that Hilary is unintelligible. The

reader or translator who cannot follow or render the argument must rather lay the
blame upon his own imperfect knowledge of the language and thought of the fourth

century. Where he is stating or proving truth, whether well-established or newly ascer-

tained, he is admirably precise; and even in his more dubious speculations he never

cfoaks a weak argument in ambiguous language. A loftier genius might have given us
in language inadequate, through no fj.ult of his own, to the attempt some intimations

of remoter truths. We must be thankful to the sober Hilary that he, with his strong
sense of the limitations of our intellect, has provided a clear and accurate statement

of the case against Arianism, and has widened the bounds of theological knowledge

by reasonable deductions from the text of Scripture, usually convincing and always

suggestive.

Psahnos which areomittedin the last editionof Georges'lexicon,

and thesegood Latin words, not technical terms invented for
purposesof argument. Among themostinterestingis qucitiensque
for quotienscitinqite; an unnoticeduseis thefrequentcutnquando
for quandoquidem. Of Hilary's other writings there i^ as yet
no trustworthy text ; from them the list of new words could at
leastbe doubled.

^Efi. 70,5, ad Ma^nitm. 7 ZT/. 5S,10,ad PaulInHin.
8 Coinm. in Gall. \i. pre/,
9 Cf. Tract, in Ps. xjii. 1, Trilt, i. 38.
^Yet he strangely reproaclieshis Old Latin Bible with the
use of niniis for nalde, Trad, in Ps. cxxxviii. 38. Ihis em-
ployment of relative for positive terms had been common in
literaturefor at leasta centuryand a half.
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His training as a writer and thinker had certainly been accomplished before his con-

version. His literary work done, like that of St. Cyprian, within a few years of middle life,

displays, with a somewhat increasing maturity of thought, a steady uniformity of language
and idiom, which can only have been acquired in his earlier days. And this assured

possession of literary form was naturally accompanied by a philosophical training. Of one
branch of a philosophical education, that of logic, there is almost too much evidence in
his pages. He is free from the repulsive angularity which sometimes disfigures the pages
of Novatian, a writer who had no great influence over him ; but in the De Triiiitate he
too often refuses to trust his reader's intelligence, and insists upon being logical not only

in thought but in expression. But, sound premisses being given, he may always be expected

to draw the right conclusion. He is singularly free from confusion of thought, and never

advances to results beyond what his premisses warrant. It is only when a false, though
accepted, exegesis misleads him, in certain collateral arguments which may be surrendered

without loss to his main theses, that he can be refuted ; or again when, in his ventures

into new fields of thought, he is unfortunate in the selection or combination of texts. But
in these cases, as always, the logical processes are not in fault ; his deduction is clear and
honest.

Philosophy in those days was regarded as incomplete unless It included some knowledge
of natural phenomena, to be used for purposes of analogy. Origen and Athanasius display
a considerable interest in, and acquaintance with, physical and physiological matters, and

Hilary shares the taste. The conditions of human or animal birth and life and death are
often discussed ° ; he believes in universal remedies for disease 3, and knows of the em-

ployment of anjesthetics in surgery 4. Sometimes he wanders further afield, as, for instance,
in his account of the natural history of the fig-tree s and the worm ^, and in the curious little

piece of information concerning Troglodytes and topazes, borrowed, he says, from secular
writers, and still to be read in the elder Pliny 7. Even where he seems to be borrowing,
on rare occasions, from the commonplaces of Roman poetry, it is rather with the interest
of the naturalist than of the rhetorician, as when he speaks in all seriousness of ' Marsian
enchantments and hissing vipers lulled to sleep',' or recalls Lucan's asps and basilisks of
the African desert as a description of his heretical opponents ». Perhaps his lost work,
twice mentioned by Jerome', against the physician Dioscorus was a refutation of physical
arguments against Christianity.

Hilary's speculative thought, like that of every serious adherent of the pagan creed,
had certainly been inspired by Neoplatonism. We cannot take the account of his spiritual
progress up to the full Catholic faith, which he gives in the beginning of the De Trinitate,
and of which we find a less fipished sketch in the Homily on Psalm Ixi. § 2, as literal history.

It is too symmetrical in its advance through steadily increasing light to the perfect knowledge,
too well prepared as a piece of literary workmanship — it is indeed an admirable example
of majestic prose, a worthy preface to that great treatise— for us to accept it

,

as it stands,
as the record of actual experience. But we may safely see in it the evidence that Hilary
had been an earnest student of the best thought of his day, and had found in Neoplatonism
not only a speculative training but also the desire, which was to find its satisfaction in the
Faith, for knowledge of God, and for union with Him. It was a debt which Origen, his
master, shared with him; and it must have been because, as a Neoplatonist feeling after
the truth, he found so much of common ground in Origen, that he was able to accept so

2 E.g. Trill. V. II, vii. 14,ix. 4. I 5 Co?nm.in Matt. xxi. 8.

^ Trin. xi. 15.

3 Trin. ii. 22. ' Tract, in Ps. cxviii. Ain. 16 ; it i.s from Plin. N.H. 37,32.

4 Trin. r.. 14. This is a very remarkableallusion. Celsus, 8 Tract, in Ps. Ivii. 3. It suggestsVirgil, Ovid, Silius, and
vii. prce '.

,

con-'iJently assumestiiat all surgical operationsmust others.
bepaiiifui I 9 Trin. vii. 3. i Ep. 70, s, Vir. III. 100.
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fully the teaching of Alexandria. But it would be impossible to separate between the
lessons which Hilary had lenrnt from the pagan form of this philosophy, and those which
may have been new to him when he studied it in its Christian presentment. Of the influence
of Christian Platonism upon him something will be said shortly. At this point we need
only mention as a noteworthy indication of the fact that Hilary was not unmindful of the
debt, that the only philosophy which he specifically attacks is the godless system of Epicurus,
which denies creation, declares that the gods do not concern themselves with men, and

deifies water or earth or atoms =.

It was, then, as a man of mature age, of literary skill and philosophical training, that
Hilary approached Christianity. He had been drawn towards the Faith by desire for a truth
which he had not found in philosophy; and his conviction that this truth was Christianity
was established by independent study of Scripture, not by intercourse with Christian teachers ;
so much we may safely conclude from tjie early pages of the De Trinitate. It must remain
doubtful whether the works of Origen, who influenced his thought so profoundly, had fallen
into his hands before his conversion, or whether it was as a Christian, seeking for further

light upon the Faith, that he first studied them. For it is certainly improbable that he would
find among the Christians of his own district many who could help him in intellectual

difficulties. The educated classes were still largely pagan, and the Christian body, which

was, we may say, unanimously and undoubtingly Catholic, held, without much mental

activity, a traditional and inherited faith. Into this body Hilary entered by Baptism, at

some unknown date. His age at the time, his employment, whether or no he was married 3,
whether or no he entered the ministry of the Church of Poitiers, can never be known.

It is only certain that he was strengthening his faith by thought and study.
He had come to the Faith, St. Augustine says^, laden, like Cyprian, Lactantius and

others, with the gold and silver and raiment of Egypt ; and he would naturally wish to
find a Christian employment for the philosophy which he brought with him. If his
horizon had been limited to his neighbours in Gaul, he would have found little en-

couragement and less assistance. The oral teaching which prevailed in the West fur-

nished, no doubt, safe guidance in doctrine, but could not supply reasons for the Faith.

And reasons were the one great interest of Hilary. The whole practical side of Chris-

tianity as a system of life is ignored, or rather taken for granted and therefore not

discussed, in his writings, which are ample enough to be a mirror of his thought. For
instance, we cannot doubt that his belief concerning the Eucharist was that of the whole
Church. Yet in the great treatise on the Trinity, of which no small part is given to
the proof that Christ is God and Man, and that through this union must come the

union of man with God, the Eucharist as a means to such union is only once introduced,
and that in a short passage, and for the purpose of argument =. And altogether it would

be as impossible to reconstruct the Christian life and thought of the day from his writings
as from those of the half-pagan Arnobius. To such a mind as this the teaching which
ordinary Christians needed and welcomed could bring no satisfaction, and no aid towards

the interpretation of Scripture. The Western Church was, indeed, in an almost illogical

position. Conviction was in advance of argument. The loyal practice of the Faith had

led men on, as it were by intuition, to apprehend and firmly hold truths which the more

thoughtful East was doubtfully and painfully approaching. Here, again, Hilary would
be out of sympathy with his neighbours, and we cannot wonder that in such a doctrine

» Tract, in Ps. i. 7, Ixi. 2, Ixiii. s, &c. As usual, Hilary does

not namehis opponents.
3 Hilary's legendarydaughte. A^ra, to whom he is said to
have written a letter printed in the editionsof his works, is now

generally abandonedby the best authorities, e.g. by Fechtrup,
the writer, in Welzer-Welte's Encyclopaedia,of the best shor,
life of Hilary.
4 De Doctr. Chr. ii. 40. 5 Trin. viii. 13—17.
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as that of the Holy Spirit he held the conservative Eastern view. Nor were the Latin-

speaking Churches well equipped with theological literature. The two^ great theologians

who had as yet written in their tongue, Tertullian and Novatian, with the former of whom

Hilary was familiar, were discredited by their personal history. St. Cyprian, the one

doctor whom the West already boasted, could teach disciplined enthusiasm and Chris-

tian morality, but his scattered statements concerning points of doctrine convey nothing

more than a general impression of piety and soundness ; and even his arrangement,

in the Testimonia, of Scriptural evidences was a poor weapon against the logical attack

of Arianism. But there is little reason to suppose tliat there wa^any general sense of

the need of a more systematic theology. Africa was paralysed, and the attention of

the Western provinces probably engrossed, by the Donatist strife, into which questions

of doctrine did not enter. The adjustment of the relations between Church and State,

the instruction and government of the countless proselytes who flocked to the Faith

while toleration grew into imperial favour, must have needed all the attention that the

Church's rulers could give. And these busy years had followed upon a generation of

merciless persecution, during which change of practice or growth of thought had been

impossible ; and the confessors, naturally a conservative force, were one of the dominant

powers in the Church. We cannot be surprised that the scattered notices in Hilary's

writings of points of discipline, and his hortatory teaching, are in no respect different

from what we find a century earlier in St. Cyprian. And men who were content to leave

the superstructure as they found it were not likely to probe the foundations. Their belief

grew in definiteness as the years went on, and faithful lives were rewarded, almost un-

consciously, with a deeper insight into truth. But meanwhile they took the Faith as

they had received it; one might say, as a matter of course. There was little heresy
within the Western Church. Arianism was never prevalent enough to excite fear, even

though repugnance were felt. The Churches were satisfied with faith and life as they

saw it within and around them. Their religion was traditional, in no degenerate sense.

But such a religion could not satisfy ardent and logical minds, like those of St.

Hilary and his two great successors, St. Ambrose and St. Augustine. To such men it
was a necessity of their faith that they should know, and know in its right proportions,

the truth so far as it had been revealed, and trace the appointed limits which human

knowledge might not overpass. For their own assurance and for effective warfare against

heresy a reasoned system of theology was necessary. Hilary, the earliest, had the great-

est difficulty. To aid him in the interpretation of Scripture he had only one writer in his
own tongue, Tertullian, whose teaching, in the matters which interested Hilary, though

orthodox, was behind the times. His strong insistence upon the subordination of the

Son to the Father, due to the same danger which still, in the fourth century, seemed

in the East the most formidable, was not in harmony with the prevalent thought

of the West. Thus Hilary, in his search for reasons for the Faith, was practically

isolated; there was little at home which could help him to construct his system. To

an intellect so self-reliant as his this may have been no great trial. Scrupulous though

he was in confining his speculations within the bounds of inherited and acknowledged

truth, yet in matters still undecided he exercised a singularly free judgment, now advanc-

ino- beyond, now lingering beliind, the usual belief of his contemporaries. In following
out his thoughts, loyally yet independently, he was conscious that he was breaking what

was new ground to his older feUow-Chrii^tians, almost as much as to himself, the convert

6 This is on the assumption,which seemsprobable, that

Irenffius was not yet translated from the Greek. He certainly

influencedTertullian, and through him Hilary ; and his doctrine

of the recapitulation of mankindin Christ, reappearingas it does

in Hilary, thoughnot in Tertullian, suggeststhat our writer had
made an independentstudy of Irenieus. Even if the present
wretchedtranslationexisted,hewould certainly read the Greek.
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from Paganism. And that he was aware of the novelty is evident from the sparing
use which he makes of that stock argument of the old controversialists, the newness
of heresy. He uses it

,

e.g., in Trin. ii. 4, and uses it with effect; but it is far less
prominent in him than in others.

For such independence of thought he could find precedent in Alexandrian theology,
of which he was obviously a careful student and, in his free use of his own judgment
upon it

,

a true disciple. When he was drawn into the Arian controversy and studied
its literature, his thoughts to some extent were modified ; but he never ceases to leave
upon his reader the impression of an Oriental isolated in the West. From the Christian
.Plalonists of Alexandria? come his most characteristic thoughts. They have passed on,
for instance, from Philo to him the sense of the importance of the revelation contained
in the divine name He that is. His peculiar doctrine of the impassibility of the in-
carnate Christ is derived, more probablj directly than indirectly, from Clement of Alexandria.
But it is to Origen that Hilary stands in the closest and most constant relations, now as

a pupil, now as a critic. In fact, as we shall see, no small portion of the Homilies on
the Psalms, towards the end of the work, is devoted to the controverting of opinions expressed
by Origen; and by an omission which is itself a criticism he completely ignores one of
that writer's most important contributions to Christian thought, the mystical interpretation
of the Song of Songs. It is true that Jerome^ knew of a commentary on that Book
which was doubtfully attributed to Hilary ; but if Hilary had once accepted such an exegesis
he could not possibly have failed to use it on some of the numerous occasions when it must
have suggested itself in the course of his writing, for it is not his habit to allow a thought
to drop out of his mind; his characteristic ideas recur again and again. In some cases
we can actually watch the growth of Hilary's mind as it emancipates itself from Origen's
influence; as, for instance, in his psychology. He begins {Comm. in Matt. v. 8) by holding,
with Origen and Tertullian, that the soul is corporeal ; in later life he states expressly that
this is not the cases. Yet what Hilary accepted from Origen is far more important than
what he rejected. His strong sense of the dignity of man, of the freedom of the will,
his philosophical belief in the inseparable connection of name and thing, the thought of
the Incarnation as primarily an obscuring of the Divine glory ', are some of the lessons which
Origen has taught him. But, above all, it is to him that he owes his rudimentary doctrine
concerning the Holy Spirit. Hilary says nothing inconsistent with the truth as it was soon
to be universally recognised ; but his caution in declining to accept, or at least to state,

the general belief of Western Christendom that the Holy Spirit, since Christians are baptized
in His Name as well as in that of Father and Son, is God in the same sense as They,

is evidence both of his independence of the opiniou around him and of his dependence
on Origen. Of similar dependence on any other writer or school there is no trace. He
knew Tertullian well, and there is some evidence that he knew Hippolytus and Novatian,
but his thought was not moulded by theirs ; and when, in the maturity of his powers, he
became a fellow-combatant with Athanasius and the precursors of the great Cappadocians,
his borrowing is not that of a disciple but of an equal.
There is one of St. Hilary's writings, evidently the earliest of those extant and probably

the earliest of all, which may be noticed here, as it gives no sign of being written by a Bishop.
It is tlie Conimenlary on St. AJattheiv. It is

,

in the strictest sense, a commentary, and

not, like the work upon the Psalms, a series of exegetical discourses. It deals with the
text of the Gospel, as it stood in Hilary's Latin version, without comment or criticism

upon its peculiarities, and draws out the meaning, chiefly allegorical, not of the whole Gospel,

7 Dr. Bigg's Bampton Lectures upon them arc full of hints 1 9 E.g. Tract, in Ps. cxxix. 4f.
for theitudent of Hilary. ^ Vir. 111.loa. I J E.g. 7V«!. ix. 6.
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but apparently of lections that were read in public worship. A few pages at the beginning
and end are unfortunately lost, but they cannot have contained anything of such importance
as to alter the impression which we form of the book. In diction and grammar it is exactly
similar to Hilary's later writings ; the fact that it is

,

perhaps, somewhat more stiff in style
may be due to self-consciousness of a writer venturing for the first time upon so important

a subject. The exegesis is often the same as that of Origen, but a comparison of the
several passages in which Jerome mentions this commentary makes it certain that it is

not dependent upon him in the same way as are the Homihes on the Psalms and Hilary's
lost work upon Job. Yet if lie is not in this work the translator, or editor, of Origen, he

is manifestly his disciple. We cannot account for the resemblance otherwise. Hilary is

independently working out Origen's thoughts on Origen's lines. Origen is not named,
nor any other author, except that he excuses himself from expounding the Lord's Prayer
on the ground that Tertullian and Cyprian had written excellent treatises upon it =

.

This

is a rare exception to his habit of not naming other writers. But, whoever the writers
were from whom Hilary drew his exegesis, his theology is his own. There is no immaturity
in the thought ; every one of his characteristic ideas, as will be seen in the next chapter,

is already to be found here. But there is one interesting landmark in the growth of the Latin
theological vocabulary, very archaic in itself and an evidence thq,t Hilary had not yet decided

upon the terms that he would use. He twice 3 speaks of Christ's Divinity as ' the theotes which
we call deltas.' In his later writings he consistently uses divinitas, except in the fevv instances
where he is almost forced, to avoid intolerable monotony, to vary it with deltas; and in
this commentary he would not have used either of these words, still less would he have
used both, unless he were feeling his way to a fixed technical term. Another witness to
the early date of the work is the absence of any clear sign that Hilary knew of the existence
of Arianism. He knows, indeed, that there are heresies which impugn the Godhead of
Christ 4, and in consequence states that doctrine with great precision, and frequently as

well as forcibly. But it has been pointed out s that he discusses many texts which served,

in the Arian strife, for attack or defence, without alluding to that burning question : and
this would have been impossible and, indeed, a dereliction of duty, in Hilary's later life.
.\nd there is one passage^ in which he speaks of God the Father as 'Fie with (or 'in')
Whom the Word was before He was born.' The Incarnation is spoken of in words which
would usually denote the eternal Generation : and if a candid reader could not be misled,
yet an opportunity is given to the malevolent which Hilary or, indeed, any careful writer

engaged in the Arian controversy would have avoided. The Commentary, then, is an

early work, yet in no respect unworthy of its author. But though he had developed his
characteristic thoughts before he began to write it

,

they are certainly less prominent here

than in the treatises which followed. It is chiefly remarkable for its display of allegorical
ingenuity. Its pages are full of fantastic interpretations of the kind which he had so great
a share in introducing into Western Europe '. He started by it a movement which he would
have been powerless to stop; that he was not altogether satisfied with the principle of

allegory is shewn by the more modest use that he made of it when he composed, with
fuller experience, the Homilies on the Psalms. It is

,

perhaps, only natural that there is little

allegorism in the De Trinitaie. Such a hot-house growth could not thrive in the keen

2 Cotmn.in Matt. v. I. It may be mentionedthat the chap-
tersof theCommentarydo not coincidewith thoseof theGospel.

3 Comin. in Matt. xvi. 4, tlieotetamquam deitatevtLatini
nuncupant, xxvi. 5, theotetamquam deitatem nuncupamiis.

The strangeaccusativetheotetammaizes it the more probable

that we have herea specimenof the primitive Greek vocabulary

of Latin Christendomof which so few examples,e.g. Baptismand

Eucharibt, havesurvived. Cyprian had probablythe chiefshare

in destroying it ; but the subject has never been examinedas

it deserves.

4 So especiallyxii. 18. There is similarly a possibleallusion
to Marcellus' teacliiiig in xi. 9, which, however,may equally well
be a reminiscenceof somecognateearlier heresy.

5 Maffei's Introduction, § 15.

6 xxxi. -^p̂enesquernerat antequamnasceretur.

7 SeeEbert, Litteratur desMittetalters^ i. 139.
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air of controversy. As for the Commentary on St. Matthew, its chief influence has been
indirect, in that St. Ambrose made large use of it in his own work upon the same Gospel.
The consideration of Hilary's use of Scripture and of the place which it held in his system
of theology is reserved for the next chapter, where illustrations from this Commentary
are given.

About the year 350 Hilary was consecrated Bishop of Poitiers. So we may infer
from his own words ^ that he had been a good while regenerate, and for some little time
a bishop, on the eve of his exile in 356 a.d. Whether, like Ambrose, he was raised directly
from lay life to the Episcopate cannot be known. It is at least possible that this was the case.
His position as a bishop was one of great importance, and, as it must have seemed, free from
special difficulties. There was a wide difference between the Church organisation of the
Latin-speaking provinces of the Empire (with the exception of Central and Southern Italy and
of Africa, in each of which a multitudOi of insignificant sees were dependent upon the au-
tocracy of Rome and Carthage respectively) and that of the Greek-speaking provinces of
the East. In the former there was a mere handful of dioceses, of huge geographical extent ;
in the latter every town, at least in the more civilised parts, had its bishop. The Western
bishops were inevitably isolated from one another, and could exercise none of that constant
surveillance over each other's orthodoxy which was, for evil as well as for good, so marked

a feature of the Church life of the East. And the very greatness of their position gave them
stability. The equipoise of power was too perfect, the hands in which it was vested too few,
the men themselves, probably, too statesmanlike, for the Western Church to be infected with
that nervous agitation which possessed the shifting multitudes of Eastern prelates, and made
them suspicious and loquacious and disastrously eager for compromise. It was, in fact, the
custom of the West to take the orthodoxy of its bishops for granted, and an external impulse
was necessary before they could be overthrown. The two great sees with which Hilary was
in immediate relation were those of Aries and Milan, and both were in Arian hands. But
it needed the direct incitation of a hostile Emperor to set Saturninus against Hilary ; and it
was in vain that Hilary, in the floodtide of orthodox revival in the West, attacked Auxentius.
The orthodox Emperor upheld the Arian, who survived Hilary by eight years and died
in possession of his see. But this great and secure position of the Western bishop had
its drawbacks. Hilary was conscious of its greatness 9, and strove to be worthy of it ; but it
was a greatness of responsibility to which neither he, nor any other man, could be equal.
For in his eyes the bishop was still, as he had been in the little Churches of the past,
and still might be in quiet places of the East or South, the sole priest, sacerdos % of his

flock. In his exile he reminds the Emperor that he is still distributing the communion
through his presbyters to the Church. This survival, can have had none but evil results.

It put both bishop and clergy in a false position. The latter were degraded by the denial
to them of a definite status and rights of their own. Authority without influence and

information in lieu of knowledge was all for which the former could hope. And this lack

of any organised means of influencing a wide-spread flock — such a diocese as that of Poitiers

must have been several times as large as a rural diocese of England —prevented its bishop
from creating any strong public opinion within it

,

unless he were an evangelist with the gifts

of a Martin of Tours. It was impossible for him to excite in so unwieldy a district any
popular enthusiasm or devotion to himself. Unlike an Athanasius, he could be deported
into exile at the Emperor's will with as little commotion as the bishop of some petty half-

Greek town in Asia Minor.

8 Syn. 91 : regeneratuspridem et in ejilscopaiualigitaniis- 1 9 E.g. Trin. viii. i. The bishop i
s a prince of theChurch.

fi€r manens. The renderings

' long ago ' and * for some time ' ' Sacerdosin Hilary, as in all writers till neilr the endof thi

in this translationseemrather too strong. I fourthcentury,means' bishop' always.



INTRODUCTION. CHAPTER I.

During the first years of Hilary's episcopate there was civil turmoil in Gaul, but the
Church was at peace. While the Eastern ruler Constantius favoured the Arians, partly
misled by unprincipled advisers and partly guided by an unwise, though honest, desire for
compromise in the interests of peace, his brother Constans, who reigned in the West, upheld
the Cathohc cause, to which the immense majority of his clergy and people was attached.
He was slain in January, 350, by the usurper Magnentius, who, with whatever motives,
took the same side. It was certainly that which would best coi. ciliate his own subjects;
but he went further, and attempted to strengthen his precarious throne against the impending

attack of Constantius by negotiations with the discontented Nicene Christians of the East.
He tried to win over Athanasius, who was, however, too wise to listen ; and, in any case,
he gained nothing by tampering with the subjects of Constantius. Constantius defeated
Magnentius, pursued him, and finally slew him on the nth August, 353, and was then
undisputed master not only of the East but of the West, which he proceeded to bring into
ecclesiastical conformity, as far as he could, with his former dominions.

The general history of Arianism and the tendencies of Christian thought at this time
have been so fully and admirably delineated in the introduction to the translation of St.
Athanasius in this series ^, that it would be superfluous and presumptuous to go over the
same ground. It must suffice to say that Constantius was animated with a strong personal
hatred against Athanasius, and that the prelates at his court seem to have found their

cliief employment in intrigues for the expulsion of bishops, whose seats might be filled by
friends of their own. Athanasius was a formidable antagonist, from his strong position in
Alexandria, even to an Emperor; and Constantius was attempting to weaken him by creating
an impression that he was unworthy of the high esteem in which he was held. Even in

the East, as yet, the Nicene doctrine was not avowedly rejected ; still less could the doctrinal

issue be raised in Gaul, where the truths stated in the Nicene Creed were regarded as so

obvious that the Creed itself had excited little interest or attention. Hilary at this time

had never heard its, though nearly thirty years had passed since the Council decreed it.
But there were personal charges against Athanasius, of which he has himself given us

a full and interesting account*, which had done him, and were to do him, serious injury.
They had been disproved publicly and completely more than once, and with great solemnity
and apparent finality ten years before this, at Sardica in 343 a.d. But in a distant province,
aided by the application of sufficient pressure, they might serve their turn, and if the Emperor
could obtain his enemy's condemnation, and that in a region whose theological sympathies
were notoriously on his side, a great step would be gained towards his expulsion from Egypt.
No time was lost. In October, 353, a Council was called at Aries to consider the charges.
It suited Constantius' purpose well that Saturninus of Aries, bishop of the most important
see in Gaul, and the natural president, was both a courtier and an Arian. He did his work
well. The assembled bishops believed, or were induced to profess that they believed, that
the charges against Athanasius were not made in the interests of his theological opponents,
and that the Emperor's account of them was true. The decision, condemning the accused,
was almost unanimous. Even the representative of Liberius of Rome consented, to be dis-
avowed on his return; and only one bishop, Paulinus of Treves, suffered exile for resistance.
He may have been the only advocate for Athanasius, or Constantius may have thought that
one example woidd suffice to terrify the episcopate of Gaul into submission. It is impossible
to say whether Hilary was present at the Council or no. It is not probable that he was
absent : and his ignorance, even later, on important points in the dispute shews that he may

2 By Dr. Robertson of King's College, London. This, and

Professor Gwatkin's Studies of Arianism^ are the best English
3 Syn. gi.
* The Afolagia contra Arianos, p. looff. in Dr. Robertson's
translation.
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well have given an honest verdict against Athanasiiis. The new riilei-'s word had been givea
that he was guilty ; nothing can yet have been known against Constantius and much must
have been hoped from him. It was only natural that he should obtain the desired decision.
Two years followed, during which the Emperor was too busy with warfare on the frontiers
of Gaul to proceed further in the matter of Athanasius. But in the Autumn of 355 he
summoned a Council at Milan, a city whose influence over Gaul was so great that it might
almost be called the ecclesiastical capital of that country. Here again strong pressure was
used, and the verdict given as Constantius desired. Hilary was not present at this Council;
he was by this time aware of the motives of Constantius and the courtier bishops, and would
certainly have shared in the opposition offered, and probably in the exile inflicted upon three
of the leaders in it. These were Dionysius of Milan, who disappears from history, his
place being taken by Hilary's future enemy, Auxentius, and Eusebius of Vercelli and
Lucifer of Cagliari, both of whom were to make their mark in the future.
By this time Hilary had definitely taken his side, and it will be well to consider his

relation to the parties in the controversy. And first as to Arianism. As we have seen,
Arian prelates were now in possession of the two great sees of Aries and Milan in his
own neighbourhood; and Arianisers of different shades, or at least men tolerant of Arianism,
neld a clear majority of the Eastern bishoprics, except in the wholly Catholic Egypt. But
it is certain that, in the West at any rate, the fundamental difference of the Arian from
the Catholic position was not generally recognised. Arian practice and Arian practical
teaching was indistinguishable from Catholic; and unless ultimate principles were questioned,
Catholic clergy might work, and the multitudes of Catholic laity might live and die, without
knowing that their bishop's creed was different from their own. The Abb^ Duchesne
has made the very probable suggestion that the stately Ambrosian ritual of Milan was
really introduced from the East by Auxentius, the Arian intruder from Cappadocia, of
whom we have spoken s. Arian Baptism and the Arian Eucharist were exactly the same
as the Catholic. They were not sceptical; they accepted all current beliefs or superstitions,
and had their own confessors and workers of miracles^. The Bible was common ground
to both parties : each professed its confidence that it had the support of Scripture. " No
false system ever struck more directly at the life of Christianity than Arianism. Yet after
all it held aloft the Lord's example as the Son. of Man, and never wavered in its worship
of Him as the Son of God?." And the leaders of this school were in possession of many
of the great places of the Church, and asserted that they had the right to hold them ;
that if they had not the sole right, at least they had as good a right as the Catholics,
to be bishops, and yet to teach the doctrine that Christ was a creature, not the Son.

And what made things ^worse was that they seemed to be at one with the Catholics,
and that it was possible, and indeed almost inevitable, that the multitudes who did not
look below the surface should be satisfied to take them for what they seemed. Many of

the Arians no doubt honestly thought that their position was a tenable one, and held

their offices with a good conscience ; but we cannot wonder that men like Athanasius

and Hilary, aware of the sophistical nature of many of the arguments used, and knowing
that some, at least, of the leaders were unscrupulous adventurers, should have regarded
all Arianism and all Arians as deliberately dishonest. It seemed incredible that they
could be sincerely at home in the Church, and intolerable that they should have the

power of deceiving the people and persecuting true believers. It is against Arianism
in the Church that Hilary's efforts are directed, not against Arianism as an external

heresy. He ignores heresies outside the Church as completely as does Cyprian; they

5 OHgines du culte chritien, p. 88. « Gwatkin, Studies of Arianism, p. 134. 7 lb., p. aS.
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are outside, and therefore he has nothing to do with them. But Arianism, as represented

by an Auxentius or a Saturninus, is an iiitenmm vtalutn ^; and to the extirpation of

this ' inward evil ' the remaining years of Iiis life were to be devoted.

His own devotion, from the time of his conversion to the Catholic Faith, which
almost all around him held, was not the less sincere because it did not find its natural

expression in the Nicene Creed. That document, which primarily concerned only bishops,
and them only when their orthodoxy was in question, was hardly known in the West,

where the bishops had as yet had little occasion for doubting one another's faith. Hilary
had never heard it

,—he can hardly have avoided hearing of it
,—till just before his exile.

In his earher conflicts he rarely mentions it
,

and when he does it is in connection with

the local circumstances of the East. In later life he, with Western Christendom at large,
recognised its value as a rallying point for the faithful ; but even then there is no attachment

to the Creed for its own sake. It might almost seem that the Creed, by his defence
of which Athanasius has earned such glory, owed its original celebrity to him rather than

he to it. His unjust persecution and heroic endurance excited interest in the symbol
of which he was the champion. If it were otherwise, there has been a strange conspiracy of
silence among Western theologians. In their great works on the Trinity, Hilary most rarely,
and Augustine never, allude to it; the Council of Aquileia, held in the same interests
and almost at the same time as that of Constantinople in 381, absolutely ignores it 9.

The Creed, in the year 355, was little known in the West and unpopular in the East.

Even Athanasius kept it somewhat in the background, from reasons of prudence, and

Hilary's sympathies, as we shall see, were with the Eastern School which could accept
the truth, though they disliked this expression of it.

The time had now come for Hilary, holding these views of Arianism and of the
Faith, to take an active part in the conflict. We have seen that he was not at Milan;
he was therefore not personally compromised, but the honour of the Church compelled
him to move. He exerted himself to induce the bishops of Gaul to withdraw from
communion with Saturninus, and with Ursacius and Valens, disciples of Arius during his
exile on the banks of the Danube thirty years before, and now high in favour with
Constantius, and his ministers, we might almost say, for the ecclesiastical affairs of the
Western provinces. We do not know how many bishops were enlisted by Hilary against
Saturninus. It is probable that not many would follow him in so bold a venture; even
men of like mind with himself might well think it unwise. It was almost a revolutionary
act; an importation of the methods of Eastern controversy into the peaceful West,
for this was not the constitutional action of a Synod ' but the private venture of Hilary
and his allies. However righteous and necessary, in the interests of morality and religion,
their conduct may have seemed to them, to Constantius and his advisers it must have
appeared an act of defiance to the law, both of Church and State. And Hilary would
certainly not win favour with the Emperor by his letter of protest, the First Epistle to
Constantius, written about the end of the year 355. He adopts the usual tone of the
time, that of exaggerated laudation and even servility towards the Emperor. Such language
was, of course, in great measure conventional; we know from Cicero's letters how little
superlatives, whether of flattery or abuse, need mean, and language had certainly not
grown more sincere under the Empire. The letter was, in fact, a singularly bold manifesto,
and one which Hilary himself must have foreseen was likely to bring upon him the

8 Trin, vii. 3.

9 There is much more evidence to this effect in Reuter,
AitgustinisckeStudien, p. 182 f. It wasprobably due tojealousy
betweenWest and East ; cf. theway in which John of Jerusalem
ignored the African decision in Pelagius' case. But the West

was ignorant, as well as jealous, of the East. Even in his last
years, after his sojourn in Asia Minor, Hilary believed that
Jerusalem was, as had been prophesied, an uninhabited ruin ;

Tr, in Ps. cxxiv. | 3, cxxxi. §§ 18,23,cxlvi. § i.
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punishment which had befallen the recusants at Aries and Milan. He begins (§ i) in
studiously general terms, making no mention of the provinces in which the offences were

being committed, with a complaint of the tyrannical interference of civil officers in rehgious
matters. If there is to be peace (§ 2), there must be liberty ; Catholics must not be
forced to become Avians. The voice of resistance was being raised ; men were beginning
to say that it was better to die than to see the faith defiled at the bidding of an individual.

Equity required that God-fearing men should not suffer by compulsory intercourse with

the teachers of execrable blasphemy, but be allowed bishops whom they could obey with

a good conscience. Truth and falsehood, light and darkness could not combine. He
entreated the Emperor to allow the people to choose for themselves to what teachers

they would listen, with whom they would join in the Eucharist and in prayer for him.
Next (§ 3) he denies that there is any purpose of treason, or any discontent. The only
disturbance is that caused by Arian, propagators of heresy, who are busily engaged in

misleading the ignorant. He now (§ 4) prays that the excellent bishops who have been
sent into exile may be restored ; liberty and joy would be the result. Then (§ 5) he
attacks the modern and deadly Arian pestilence. Borrowing, somewhat incautiously, the

words of the Council of Sardica, now twelve years old, he gives a list of Arian chiefs

which ends with "those two ignorant and unprincipled youths, Ursacius and Valens.''

Communion with such men as these, even communion in ignorance, is a participation
in their guilt, a fatal sin. He proceeds, in § 6, to combine denunciation of the atrocities

committed in Egypt with a splendid plea for liberty of conscience; it is equally vain

and wicked to attempt to drive men into Arianism, and an enforced fiiith is
,

in any
case, worthless. The Arians (§ 7) were themselves legally convicted long ago and Athanasius

acquitted ; it is a perversion of justice that the condemned should now be intriguing

against one so upright and so faithful to the truth. And lastly (§ 8) he conies to the

wrong just done at Milan, and tells the well-known story of the violence practised upon

Eusebius of Vercelli and others in the 'Synagogue of malignants,' as he calls it. Here

also he takes occasion to speak of Paulinus of Treves, exiled for his resistance at Aries

two years before, where he "had withstood the monstrous crimes of those men." The

conclusion of the letter is unfortunately lost, and there are one or more gaps in the

body of it; these, we may judge, would only have made it more unacceptable to Constantius.
It was, indeed, from the Emperor's point of view, a most provocatory Epistle. He

and his advisers were convinced that compromise was the way of peace. They had no

quarrel with the orthodoxy of the West, if only that orthodoxy would concede that Arianisers
were entitled to office in the Church, or would at least be silent ; and they were animated

by a persistent hatred of Athanasius. Moreover, the whole tendency of thought, since

Constanline began to favour the Church, had run towards glorification of the Emperor

as the vice-gerent of God ; and the orthodox had had their full share in encouraging

the idea. That a bishop, with no status to justify his interference, should renounce com-

munion with his own superior, the Emperor's friend, at Aries; should forbid the officers

of state to meddle in the Church's affairs, and demand an entirely new thing, recognition

by the state as lawful members of the Church while yet they rejected the prelates whom

th^ state recognised ; should declare that peace was impossible because the conflicting

doctrines were as different as light and darkness, and that the Emperor's friends were

execrable heretics ; should assert, while denying that he or his friends had any treasonable

purpose, that men were ready to die rather than submit; should denounce two Councils,

lawfully held, and demand reinstatement of those who had opposed the decision of those

Councils ; should, above all, take the part of Athanasius, now obviously doomed to another

exile ;—all this must have savoured of rebellion. And rebellion was no imaginary da.nger,
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We have seen that Magnentius had tried to enlist Athanasius on his side against the
Arian Emperor. Constantius was but a new ruler over Gaul, and had no claim, through
services rendered, to its loyalty. He might reasonably construe Hilary's words into a threit
that the orthodox of Gaul would, if their wishes were disregarded, support an orthodox
pretender. And there was a special reason for suspicion. At this very time Constantius
had just conferred the government of the West upon his cousin Julian, who was installed
as Cfesar on the 6th November, 355. From the first, probably, Constantius distrusted

Julian, and Julian certainly distrusted Constantius. Thus it might well seem that the

materials were ready for an explosion; that a disloyal Caesar would find ready allies in

discontented Catholics.

We cannot wonder that Hilary's letter had no effect upon the policy of Constantius.

It is somewhat surprising that several months elapsed before he was punished. In the
spring of the year 356 Saturninus presided at a Council held at Bdziers, at which Hilary
was, he tells us, compelled to attend. In what the compulsion consisted we do not know.
It may simply have been that he was summoned to attend; a summons which he could
not with dignity refuse, knowing, as he must have done, that charges would be brought

against himself. Of the proceedings of the Synod we know little. The complaints against
Hilary concerned his conduct, not his faith. This latter was, of course, above suspicion,

and it was not the policy of the court party to attack orthodoxy in Gaul. He seems to

have been charged with exciting popular discontent ; and this, as we have seen, was an

accusation which his own letter had rendered plausible. He tried to raise the question

of the Faith, challenging the doctrine of his opponents. But though a large majority of

a council of Gallic bishops would certainly be in sympathy with him, he had no success.

Their position was not threatened; Hilary, like Paulinus, was accused of no doctrinal

error, and these victims of Constantius, if they had raised no questions concerning their
neighbours' faith and made no objections to the Emperor's tyranny, might also have passed

their days in peace. The tone of the episcopate in Gaul was, in fact, by no means heroic.

If we may trust Sulpicius Severus ', in all these Councils the opposition was prepared to
accept the Emperor's word about Athanasius, and excommunicate him, if the general question
of the Faith might be discussed. But the condition was evaded, and the issue never frankly

raised ; and, if it was cowardly, it was not unnatural that Hilary should have been condemned
by the Synod, and condemned almost unanimously. Only Rodanius of Toulouse was

punished with him ; the sufferers would certainly have been more numerous had there

been any strenuous remonstrance against the injustice. The Synod sent their decision
to the Caesar Julian, their immediate ruler. Julian took no action; he may have felt that
the matter was too serious for him to decide without reference to the Emperor, but it is
more likely that he had no wish to outrage the dominant Church feeling of Gaul and alienate

sympathies which he might need in the future. In any case he refused to pass a sentence
which he must have known would be in accordance with the Emperor's desire ; and the
vote of the Synod, condemning Hilary, was sent to Constantius himself. He acted upon
it at once, and in the summer of the same year, 356, Hilary was exiled to the diocese,
or civil district comprising several provinces, of Asia.

We now come to the most important period of Hilary's life. He was already, as we
have seen, a Greek scholar and a follower of Greek theology. He was now to come into
immediate contact with the great problems of the day in the field on which they were

being constantly debated. And he was well prepared to take his part. He had formed
his own convictions before he was acquainted with hcmoousiou, homoiousion or the Nicene

' Ckron, ii. 39.



THE LIFE AND WRITINGS OF ST. HILARY OF POITIERS. xv

Creed *. He was therefore in full sympathy with Athanasius on the main point. And his
manner of treating the controversy shews that the policy of Athanasius was also, in a great
measure, his. Like Athanasius, he spares Marcellus as much as possible. We know that
Athanasius till the end refused to cont]emn him, though one of the most formidable weapons
in the armoury of the Anti-Nicene party was the conjunction in which they could plausibly
put their two names, as those of the most strenuous opponents of Arianism. Similarly
Hilary never names Marcellus 3, as he never names Apollinaris, though he had the keenest
sense of the danger involved in either heresy, and argues forcibly and often against both.
Like Athanasius again, he has no mercy upon Photinus the disciple, while he spares
Marcellus the master; and it is a small, though clear, sign of dependence that he occasionally
appHes Athanasius' nickname of Ariomanihe, or ' Arian lunatics,' to his opponents. It is
certain that Hilary was familiar with the writings of Athanasius, and borrowed freely from
them. But so little has yet been done^towards ascertaining the progress of Christian thought
and the extent of each writer's contribution to it

,

that it is impossible to say which arguments
were already current and may have been independently adopted by Hilary and by Athanasius,
and for which the former is indebted to the latter ■

»
.

Yet it is universally recognised that
the debt exists; and Hilary's greatness as a theologians, his mastery of the subject, would
embolden him to borrow and adapt the more freely that he was dealing as with an equal
and a fellow-combatant in the same cau§e.
Athanasius and Hilary can never have met face to face. But the eyes and the agents

of Athanasius were everywhere, and he must have known something of the exile and of
the services of Hilary, who was, of course, well acquainted with the history of Athanasius,
though, with the rest of Gaul, he may not have been whole-hearted in his defence. And
now he was the m:re likely to be drawn towards him because this was the time of his approxi-
mation to the younger generation of the Conservative School. For it is with them that Hilary's
affinities are closest and most obvious. The great Cappadocians were devoted Origenists —
we know the service they rendered to their master by the publication of the Philocalia,—
and there could be no stronger bond of union between Hilary and themselves. They
were the outgrowth of that great Asiatic school to which the name of Semiarians,
somewhat unkindly given by Epiphanius, has clung, and which was steadily increasing
in influence over the thought of Asia, the dominant province, at this time, of the whole

Empire. Gregory of Nazianzus, the eldest of the three great writers, was probably not
more than twenty-five years of age when Hilary was sent into exile, and none of them

can have seriously affected even his latest works. But they represented, in a more perfect

form, the teaching of the best men of the Conservative School; and when we find that

Hilary, who was old enough to be the father of Basil and the two Gregories, has thoughts
in common with them which are not to be found in Athanasius, we may safely assign

this peculiar teaching to the influence upon Hilary, predisposed by his loyalty to Origen

to listen to the representatives of the Origenist tradition, of this school of theology^ We

see one side of this influence in Hilary's understatement of the doctrine of the Holy Ghost.

The Semiarians were coming to be of one mind with the Nicenes as to the consubstantia)

Deity of the Son ; none of them, in all probability, at this time would have admitted the

2 Syn. Qi.
'

I ^ ^° such examinationseemsto have been madeas that to

3 This sparing of Marcellus, in the case of a Western lilie which Reuter in his admiralile Atigustinisclie Studien has sub-

Hilary, may have been a concessionto the incapacity of the i jected someof the thoughtsof St. Augustine.

West, e.g. Julius of Rome and the Council of Sardica, to see
his error. Bat this is not so lilcely as that it was a falling in
with the general policy of Athanasius, as was the rare mention

of the komoousion; cf. Gwatkin, op. cit. 42n. Hilary was sin-

gularly independentof Westernopinion, and his whole aim was

to win the East.

5 Harnack, Dogiusngeschichte,ii. p. 24311.(ed. i). Hilary is
,

' making all allowance for dependenceon Athanasius, an inde-
pendentthinker, who has, indeed, excelled the bishop of Alex-
andriaas a theologian.'
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consubstantial Deity of the Spirit, and the unity of their School was to be wrecked in

future years upon this point. The fact that Hilary could use language so reserved upon
this subject must have led them to welcome his alliance the more heartily. Neither lie
nor they could foresee the future of the doctrine, and both sides must have sincerely

thought that they were at one. And, indeed, on Hilary's part there was a great willingness
to believe in this unity, which led him, as we shall see, into an unfortunate attempt at

ecclesiastical diplomacy. Another evidence of contact with this Eastern School, but at

its most advanced point, is the remarkable expression, ' Only-begotten God,' which Hilary

'employs with startling freedom, evidently as the natural expression of his own inmost

thought^.' Dr. Hort, whose words these are, states that the term is used by Athanasius

only twice, once in youth and once in old age; but that, on the other hand, it is famihar

to two of the Cappadocians, Basil and Gregory of Nyssa. They must have learned it from

some Asiatic writer known to Hilary as a contemporary, to them as successors. And

when we find Hilary ' rejecting the baptism of heretics, and so putting himself in opposition
to what had been the Roman view for a century and that of Gaul since the Council of

Aries in 314, and then find this opinion echoed by Gregory of Nazianzus ^, we are reminded

not only of Hilary's general independence of thought, but of the circumstance that

St. Cyprian found his stoutest ally in contesting this same point in the Cappadocian

Firmilian. A comparison of the two sets of writings would probably lead to the discovery
of more coincidences than have yet been noticed ; of the fact itself, of ' the Semiarian

influence so visible in the De Synodis of Hilary, and even in his own later works,' there

can be no doubt.

With these affinities, with an adequate knowledge of the Greek language and a strong

sympathy, as well as a great familiarity, with Greek modes of thought, Hilary found himself

in the summer of the year 356 an exile in Asia Minor. It was exile in the most favourable
circumstances. He was still bishop of Poitiers, recognised as such by the government,
which only forbade him, for reasons of state ostensibly not connected with theology, to
reside within his diocese. He held free communication with his fellow-bishops in Gaul,

and was allowed to administer his own diocese, so far as administration by letter was

possible, without interruption. And his diocese did not forget him. We learn from

Sulpicius Severus
' that he and the others of the little band of exiles, who had suffered

at Aries, and Milan, and Bdziers, were the heroes of the day in their own country. That

orthodox bishops should suffer for the Faith was a new thing in the West; we cannot

wonder that subsidies were raised for their support and delegations sent to assure them

of the sympathy of their flocks. To a man like Hilary, of energy and ability, of recognised
episcopal rank and unimpeached orthodoxy, the position offered not less but more oppor-

tunities of service than hitherto he had enjoyed. For no restriction was put upon his
movements, so long as he kept within the wide bounds allotted him. He had perfect

leisure for travel or for study, the money needed for the expense of his journeys, and

something of the glory, still very real, with which the confessor was invested. And his

movements were confined to the very region where he could learn most concerning the

question of the hour, and do most for its solution. In fact, in sending Hilary into such
an exile as this, Constantius had done too much, or too little ; he had injured, and not

advanced, his own favourite cause of unity by way of compromise. In this instance, as
in those of Arius and Athanasius and many others, exile became an efficacious means for

6 Hort, Two Dissertations, p. 27,

7 Trin. viii. 40.
8 Cf. Gwatkin, Studies ofArianism, p. 130,
9 lb., p. 159. It would not be fair to judge Hilary by the

de Synodis alone. The would-be diplomatist, in his eagerness
to bring about a reconciliation, is not quite just either to the
factsor to his own feelings.
* Chron ii. 39.
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the spreading and strengthening of convictions. If Hilary had no great success, as we shall
see, in the Council which he attended, yet his presence, during these critical years, in a region
where men were gradually advancing to the fidler truth cannot have been without influence
upon their spiritual growth ; and his residence in Asia no doubt confirmed and enriched his
own apprehension of th? Faith.
It is certain that Hilary was busily engaged in writing his great work upon the Trinity,

and that some parts of it were actually published, during his exile. But as this work in
its final form would appear to belong to the next stage of Hilary's life, it will be well to
postpone its consideration for the present, and proceed at once to his share in the conciliar
action of the time. We have no information concerning his conduct before the year 358,
but it is necessary to say something about the important events which preceded his pub-
lication of the De Synodis and his participation in the Council of Seleucia.
It was a time when new combinations of parties were being formed. Arianism was

shewing itself openly, as it had not darefl to do since Nicaea. In 357 Hilary's adversaries,
Ursacius and Valens, in a Synod at Sirmium, published a creed which was Arian without

concealment; it was, indeed, as serious a blow to the Emperor's policy of compromise
as anything that Athanasius or Hilary had ventured. But it was the work of friends
of the Emperor, and shewed that, for the moment at any rate, the Court had been
won over to the extreme party. But the forces of Conservatism were still the strongest.
Within a few months, early in 358, the great Asiatic prelates, soon to be divided over
the question of the Godhead of the Holy Spirit but still at one, Basil of Ancyra,
Macedonius and others, met at Ancyra and repudiated Arianism while ignoring, after
their manner, the Nicene definition. Then their delegates proceeded to the Court, now
at Sirmium, and won Constantius back to his old position. Ursacius and Valens, who
had no scruples, signed a Conservative creed, as did the weak Liberius of Rome, anxious
to e^|:ape from an exile to which he had been consigned soon after the banishment of
Hilary. It was a great triumph to have induced so prominent a bishop to minimise —
we cannot say that he denied — his own belief and that of the Western churches. And the
Asiatic leaders were determined to have the spoils of victory. Liberius, of course, was.
allowed to return home, for he had proved compliant, and the Conservatives had no quarrel'
with those who held the homoousion. But the most prominent of the Arian leaders, those-
who had the courage of their conviction, to the number, it is said, of seventy, were exiled.
It is true that Constantius was quickly persuaded by other influences to restore them.;:
but the theological difference was embittered by the sense of personal injury, and further
conflicts rendered inevitable between Conservatives and Arians.

It was with this Conservative party, victorious for the moment, that Hilary had) to» deal'l
Its leaders, and especially Basil of Ancyra, had the ear of the Emperor, and seemed ta
hold the future of the Church in their hands. Hilary was on friendly terms witli Basil;,
with whom, as we have seen, he had much in common, and corresponded on- his behalf
with the Western Bishops. He was, indeed, by the peculiar combination in himi o£ the
Eastern and the Western, perhaps the only man who could have played the part he undertook.
He was thoroughly and outspokenly orthodox, yet had no prejudice in favour of the Nicene
definition. He would have been content, like the earlier generation of Eastern bishop?,
with a simple formulary; the Apostles' Creed, the traditional standard of the: West, satisfied
the exigencies even of his own precise thought. And if a personal jealousy of Athanasius
and his school on the part of the Asiatic Conservatives was cJne of the chief obstacles to peace,
here again Hilary had certain advantages. We have seen that there was no- personal
communication between him and Athanasius ; he could ignore, and may eveni have been

ignorant of, the antipathy of Asia to Alexandria. And he was no absolute follower of
Athanasius' teaching. We saw that in some important respects he was an independent
VOL. IX, ~ c ,
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tliinker, and tiiat in others lie is on common ground with the Cappadocians, the heirs of
tlie best thouglit of such men as Basil of Ancyra. Nor could he labour under any suspicion
of being involved in the heresy of Marcellus. It was an honourable tradition of Eastern
Christendom to guard against the recrudescence of such heresy as his, which revived the
fallacies of Paul of Samosata and of Sabellius, and seemed in Asia the most formidable
of all possible errors. Marct-llus had forged it as a weapon in defence of the Nicene faith ;
and if his doctrine were among the most formidable antagonists of Arianism, it may well
have seemed that there was not much to choose between the two. And while Athanasius
had never condemned Marcellus, and the West had more than once pronounced him innocent,

the general feeling of the East was decisively against him, and deeply suspicious of any
appearance of sympathy with him. And further, by one of those complications of personal
Avith theological opposition which were so sadly frequent, Basil was in possession of that very
see of Ancyra from which the heretic Marcellus had been expelled. Hilary, who was
unconcerned in all this, saw a new hope for the Church in his Asiatic friends, and his own
tendencies of thought must have been a welcome surprise to them, accustomed as they were
to suspect Sabellianism in the West. The prospect, indeed, was at first sight a fair one.
The Faith, it seemed, might be upheld by imperial support, now that it had advocates who
were not prejudiced in the Emperor's eyes as was Athanasius; and Athanasius himself,
accredited by the testimony of Asia, might recover his position. Yet Hilary was building
on an unsound foundation. The Semiarian party was not united. Hilary may not have
suspected, or may, in his zeal for the cause, have concealed from himself the fact, that in the
doctrine of the Holy Ghost there lay the seeds of a strife which was soon to divide his allies
as widely as Arius was separated from Athanasius. And these allies, as a body, were not
worthy supporters of the truth. There were many sincere men among them, but these
were mixed with adventurers, who used the conflict as a means of attaining office, with as few
scruples as any of the otlier prelates who hung around the court. But the fatal obstacle
to success was that the whole plan depended on the favour of Constantius. For the moment
Basil and his friends possessed this, but their adversaries were men of greater dexterity and
fewer scruples than they. Valens and Ursacius and their like were doing their utmost to
retrieve defeat and enjoy revenge. It is significant that Athanasius, as it seems, had no share
in Hilary's hopes and schemes for drawing East and West together. He had an unrivalled
knowledge of the circumstances, and an open mind, willing to see good in the Semiarians ;
;had the plan contained the elements of success it would have received his warm support.
Hilary threw himself heartily into it. He travelled, we know, extensively ; so much so,

that his letters from Gaul failed to reach him in the year 358. This was a serious matter.
We have seen that the exiles from the West had derived great support from their flocks.
Hilary's own weight as a negotiator must have depended upon the general knowledge that
he did not stand alone, but represented the public opinion of a great province. For this
reason, as well as for his own peace of mind, it must have been a welcome relief to him
to learn, when letters came at last, that his friends had not forgotten or deserted him;
and he seized the opportunity of reply to send to the bishops of all the Gallic provinces and
of Britain the circular letter which we call the De Synodis, translated in this volume. The
Introduction to it

,

here given, makes it unnecessary to describe its contents. It may suffice
to say that it is an able and well-written attempt to explain the Eastern position to Western
theologians. He shews that the Eastern creeds, which had been composed since the
Nicene, were susceptible of an orthodox meaning, and felicitously brings out their merits
by contrast with the unmitigated heresy of the second creed of Sirmium, which he cites
at full length. It must be admitted that there is a certain amount of special pleading ; that
his eyes are resolutely shut to any other aspect of the documents than that which he

is commending to the attention of his readers in Gaul. And he is as boldly original in his
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rendering of history as of doctrine. He actually describes the Council of the Dedication,

which confirmed the deposition Dt' Athanasius and propounded a compromising creed',

definitely intended to displace the Nicene, as an 'assembly of the saints ''.' The West, we

know, cared little for Eastern disputes and formularies. There can have been no great
risk that Hilary's praise should revolt the minds of his friends, and as little hope that

it would excite any enthusiasm among them. This description, and a good deal else in the

De Synodis, was obviously meant to be read in the land where it was written. When

all possible allowance is made for his sympathy with the best men among the Asiatics,

and for the hopefulness with which he might naturally regard his allies, it is still impossible
to think that he was quite sincere in asserting that their object in compiling ambiguous creeds

was the suppression of Sabellianisra and not the rejection of the hoinoousion. Yet it was
natural enough that he should write as he did, for the prospect must have seemed most

attractive. If this open letter could convince the Eastern bishops that they were regarded
in the West not with suspicion, as teachers of the inferiority of Christ, but with admiration,
as steadfast upholders of His reality, a great step was made towards union. And if Hilary
could persuade his brethren in Gaul that the imperfect terms in which the East was

accustomed to express its faith in Christ were compatible with sound belief, an approach
could be made from that side also. And in justice to Hilary we must bear in mind

that he does not fall into the error of Liberius. It was a serious fault for a Western bishop
to abandon words which were, for him and for his Church, the recognised expression'

of the truth ; it was a very different matter to argue that inadequate terms, in the mouth

of those who were unhappily pledged to the use of them, might contain the saving Faith.

This latter is the argument which Hilary uses. He urges the East to advance to the

definiteness of the Nicene confession ; he urges the W^est to welcome the first signs of

such an advance, and meantime to recognise the truth that was half-concealed in their

ambiguous documents. The attempt was a bold one, and met, as was inevitable, with

severe criticism from the side of uncompromising orthodoxy, which we may for the moment

leave unnoticed. What Athanasius thought of the treatise we do not know; it would

be unsafe to conjecture that his own work, which bears the same title and was written in the

following year, when the futility of the hope which had buoyed Hilary up had been de-

monstrated, was a silent criticism upon the De Synodis of the other. It is
,

at least,

a success in itself, and was a step towards the ultimate victory of truth; we cannot say
as much of Hilary's effort, admirable though its intention was, and though it must have

contributed something to the softening of asperities. But Alexandria and Gaul were distant,

and while the one excited repugnance in the Emperor's mind, the other had little influence

with him. The decision seemed to lie in the hands of Basil of Ancyra and his colleagues.

The men who had the ear of Constaritius, and had lately induced him to banish the Arians,

must in consistency use their influence for the restoration of exiles who were suffering

for their opposition to Arianism ; and this influence, if only the West would heartily join with
them, would be strong enough to secure even the restoration of Athanasius. Such thoughts
were certainly present in the mind of Hilary when he painted so bright a picture of Eastern

Councils, and represented Constaniius as an innocent believer, once misguided but now

returned to the Faith \ From the Semiarian leaders, controlling the policy of Constantius,
he expected peace for the Church, restoration of the exiles, the suppression of Arianism.

And if to some extent he deceived himself, and was willing to believe and to persuade others
that men's faith and purpose differed from what in fact it was, we must remember that it was

a time of passionate earnestness, when cool judgment concerning friend or foe was almost

impossible for one who was involved in that great conflict concerning the Divinity of Christ.

= Syn. 32. 3 lb'. 78.
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But the times were not ripe for an understanding between East and West, and tlie
Asiatics in whom Hilary had put his trust were not, and did not deserve to be, the restorers
of the Church. Their victory had been complete, but the Emperor was inconstant and their
adversaries were men of talent, who had once guided his counsels and knew how to recover
their position. The policy of Constantius was, as we know, one of compromise, and it might
seem to him that the prevailing confusion would cease if only a sufficiently comprehensive
formula could be devised and accepted. 'Specious charity and colourless indefiniteness ♦'
was the policy of the new party, formed by Valens and Arians of every shade, which
won the favour of Constantius within a year of the Semiarian victory. They had been
mortified, had been forced to sign a confession which they disbelieved, many of them
had suffered a momentary exile. Now they were to have their revenge ; not only were
the terms of communion to be so lax that extreme Arianism should be at home within the
Church, but, as in a modern change of ministry, the Semiarians were to yield their sees to
their opponents. To attain these ends a Council was necessary. The general history
of the Homoean intrigues, of their division of the forces opposed to them by the as-
sembling of a Western Council at Rimini, of an Eastern at Seleucia, and their apparent
triumph, gained by shameless falsehood, in the former, would be out of place. Hilary and
his Asiatic friends were concerned only with the Council which met at Seleucia in September
359. The Emperor, who hoped for a final settlement, desired that the Council should be as
large as possible, and the governors of provinces exerted themselves to collect bishops, and
to forward them to Seleucia, as was usual, at the public expense. Among the rest, Hilary
who was, we must remember, a bishop with a diocese of his own, and of unimpugned ortho-
doxy, exiled ostensibly for a political offence, received orders to attend at the cost of the
States. In the Council, which numbered some 160 bishops, his Semiarian friends were
in a majority of three to one ; the uncompromising Nicenes of Egypt and the uncompromising
Arians, taken together, did not number more than a quarter of the whole. Hilary was wel-
comed heartily and, as it would seem, unanimously; but he had to disclaim, on behalf of the
Church in Gaul, the Sabellianism of which it was suspected, and with some reason after
the Western welcome of Marcellus. He stated his faith to the satisfaction of the Council
in accordance with the Nicene confession «. We cannot doubt that he made use of its very
words, for Hilary was not the man to retreat from the position he held, and the terms of his
alliance with the school of Basil of Ancyra required no such renunciation. The proceedings
of the Council, in which Hilary took no public part, may be omitted. The Semiarians
strong in numbers and, as they still thought, in the Emperor's favour, swept everything before
them. They adopted the ambiguous creed of the Council of the Dedication, —that Council
which Hilary had lately called an 'assembly of the Saints'— for the Nicenes were a powerless
minority; and they repeated their sentence of excommunication upon the Arians, who were
still fewer in number. They even ventured to consecrate a successor to Eudoxius, one of the
most extreme, for the great Church of Antioch. Then the Council elected a commission
often of the leaders of the majority to present to the Emperor a report of its proceedino-s
and dispersed. In spite of some ominous signs of obstinacy on the part of the Arians and
of favour towards them shewn by the government officials, they seemed to have succeeded in
establishing still more firmly the results attained at Ancyra two years before, and to have
struck another and, as they might hope, a more effectual blow at the heretics.
But when the deputation, with whom Hilary travelled, reached Constantinople, they

found that the position was entirely different from their expectation. The intriguing party
whose aim was to punish and displace the Semiarians, had contrived a double treason. They
misrepresented the Western Council to the Emperor as in agreement with themselves-

4 Gwatkin, Studies q/Arianism, p. 163. 5 Sulp. Sev. Chron îi. 42,
6 Sulp. Sev. ii. 42, iuxta ea, gtio!Niaeeeerant a patribus conscrr^ta.
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and they sacrificed their more honest colleagues in Arianism. They hated those who, like

Basil of Ancyra, maintained the homoiousion, the doctrine that the Son is of like nature with

the Father ; the Emperor sincerely rejected the logical Arianism which said that He is

of unlike nature. They abandoned their friends in order to induce Constantius to sacrifice

his old Semiarian advisers ; and proposed with success their new Homoean formula, that the

Son is ' like the Father in all things, as Scripture says.' His nature is not mentioned ;
the last words were a concession to the scruples of the Emperor. We shall see presently that

this rupture with the consistent Arians is a matter of some importance for the dating of

Hilary's De Trinitate ; for the present we must follow the fortunes of himself and his allies.
He had journeyed with them to Constantinople. This was, apparently, a breach of the order

given him to confine himself to the diocese of Asia ; but he had already been commanded

to go to Seleucia, which lay beyond those limits, and his journey to Constantinople may

have been regarded as a legitimate sequel to his former journey. In any case he was
not molested, and was allowed to appeftr, with the deputation from Seleucia, at the Court

of Constantius. For the last two months of the year 359 the disputes concerning the

Faith still continued. But the Emperor was firm in his determination to bring about a

compromise which should embrace every one who was not an extreme and conscientious

Arian, and the Homoean leaders supported him ably and unscrupulously. They falsified

the sense of the Council of Rimini and denied their own Arianism, and Constantius backed

them up by threats against the Seleucian deputation. Hilary, of course, had no official

position, and could speak only for himself. The Western Church seemed to have decided

against its own faith, and the decision of the East, represented by the ten delegates, was

not yet declared, though it must have been probable that they would succumb to the

pressure exercised upon them, and desert their own convictions and those of the Council

■whose commission they held. In these circumstances Hilary had the courage, which we
cannot easily overestimate, to make a personal appeal to Constantius '. It is evident that
as yet he is hopeful, or at least that he thinks it worth while to make an attempt. He writes
with the same customary humility which we found in his former address to the Emperor.

Constantius is ' most pious,'
'
good and religious,'

' most gracious,' and so forth. The

sincerity of the appeal is manifest ; Hilary still believes, or is trying to believe, tiiat the

Emperor, who had so lately been on the side of Basil of Ancyra and his friends, and
had at their instigation humiliated and exiled their opponents, has not transferred his favour

once more to the party of Valens. The address is written with great dignity of style and
of matter. Hilary begins by declaring that the importance of his theme is such that it
enforces attention, however insignificant the speaker may be; yet (§ 2) his position entitles
him to speak. He is a bishop, in communion with all the churches and bishops of Gaul,
and to that very day distributing the Eucharist by the hands of his presbyters to his
own Church. He is in exile, it is true, but he is guiltless; falsely accused by designing men
who had gained the Emperor's ear. He appeals to Julian's knowledge of his innocence;
indeed, the malice of his opponents had inflicted less of suffering upon himself than of
discredit upon the administration of Julian, under which he had been condemned. The

Emperor's rescript sentencing Hilary to exile was public ; it was notorious that the charges
upon which the sentence was based were false. Saturninus, the active promoter, if not
the instigator, of the attack, was now in Constantinople. Hilary confidently promises to
demonstrate that the proceedings were a decei)tion of Constantius, and an insult to Julian ;
if he fails, he will no longer petition to be allowed to return to the exercise of his office,

1 Sulpicius Severus,Ckron. ii. 45, says that he addressedat t two appeals,that before the exile and the presentone, and the
this time threepetitions to the Emperor, This is, of course,not Invective,

impossible; but it is more likely that he had in his mind the I
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but will retire to pass the rest of his days as a layman in repentance. To this end he
asks to be confronted with Satuniinus (§ 3), or rather takes for granted that Constantius
will do as he wishes. He leaves the Emperor to determine all the conditions of the debate,
in which, as he repeats, he will wring from Saturninus the confession of his falsehood.

Meanwhile he promises to be silent upon the subject till the appointed time. Next, he turns

to the great subject of the day. The world's danger, the guilt of silence, the judgment
of God, fill him with fear; he is constrained to speak when his own salvation and that

of the Emperor and of mankind is at stake, and encouraged by the consciousness of

multitudes who sympathise with him. He bids the Emperor (§ '4
) call back to his mind the

Faith which (so he says) Constantius is longing in vain to hear from his bishops. Those

whose duty is to proclaim the Faith of God are employed, instead, in composing faiths of their

own, and so they revolve in an endless circle of error and of strife. The sense of human

infirmity ought to have made them content to hold the Faith in the same form of words
in which they had received it. At their baptism they had professed and sworn their faith,
In the Name of the FatJier, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost; doubt or change are
equally unlawful. Yet men were using the sacred words while they dishonestly assigned
to them another meaning, or even were daring to depart from them. Thus to some the three
sacred Names were empty terms. Hence innovations in the statement of the Faith ; the
search for novelties took the place of loyalty to ancient truth, and the creed of the year
displaced the creed of the Gospels. Every one framed his confession according to his
own desire or his own character ; while creeds were multiplying, the one Faith was perishing.
Since the Council of Nicsea (§ 5

) there had been no end to this writing of creeds. So

busily were men wrangling- over words, seeking novelties, debating knotty points, forming
factions and pursuing ambitions, refusing to agree and hurling anathemas at one another,
that almost all had drifted away from Christ. The confusion was such that none could
either teach or learn in safety. Within the last year no less than four contradictory creeds
had been promulgated. There was no single point of the Faith which they or their fathers

had lield upon which violent hands had not been laid. And the pitiful creed which for

the moment held the field was that the Son is ' like the Father ' ; whether this likeness were

perfect or imperfect was left in obscurity. The result of constant change and ceaseless

dispute was self-contradiction and mutual destruction. This search for a faith (§ 6
) involved

the assumption that the true Faith was not ready to the believer's hand. They would

have it in writing, as though the heart were not its place. Baptism implied the Faith and
was useless without its acceptance ; to teach a new Christ after Baptism, or to alter the
Faith then declared, was sin against the Holy Ghost. The chief cause of the continuance of
the present blasphemy was the love of applause ; men invented grandiloquent paraphrases
in place of the Apostles' Creed, to delude the vulgar, to conceal their aberrations, to effect a

compromise with other forms of error. They would do anything rather tlian confess that

they had been wrong. When the storm arises (§ 7
) the mariner returns to the harbour

he had left : the spendthrift youth, with ruin in prospect, to the sober habits of his father's

home. So Christians, with shipwreck of the Faith in sight and the heavenly patrimony
almost lost, must return to the safety which lies in the primitive, Apostolic Baptismal Creed.
They must not condemn as presumptuous or profane the Nicene confession, but eschew

it as giving occasion to attacks upon the Faitli and to denials of the truth on the ground
of novelty. There is danger lest innovation creep in, excused as improvement of this creed ;

and emendation is an endless process, which leads the emenders to condemnation of each
other. Hilary now ,(

§

8
) professes his sincere admiration of Constantius' devout purpose and

earnestness in seeking the truth, which he who denies is antichrist, and he who feigns

is anathema. He entreats the Emperor to allow him to expound the Faith, in his own

presence, before the Council which was now debating the subject at Constantinople,
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His exposition shall be Scriptural ; he will use the words of Christ, Whose exile and Whose
bishop he is. The Emperor seeks the Faith ; let him hear it not from modern volumes,
but from the books of God. Even in the West it may be taught, whence shall come
some that shall sit at meat in the kingdom of God. This is a matter not of philosophy,
but of the teaching of the Gospel. He asks audience rather for the Emperor's sake and for
God's Churches than for himself He is sure of the faith that is in him ; it is God's, and he
will never change it. But (§ 9) the Emperor must bear in mind that every heretic professes
that his own is the Scriptural doctrine. So say Marcellus, Photinus, and the rest. He prays
(§ 10) for the Emperor's best attention ; his plea will be for faith and unity and eternal
life. He will speak in all reverence for Constantius' royal position, and for his faith,
and what he says shall tend to peace between East and West. Finally (§ 11) he gives,
as an outline of the address he proposes to deliver, the series of texts on which he will
base his argument. I'his is what the Holy Spirit has taught him to believe. To this
faith he will ever adhere, loyal to the Faith of his fathers, and the creed of his Baptism,
and the Gospel as he has learnt it.

In this address, to which we cannot wonder that Constantius made no response, there
is much that is remarkable. There is no doubt that Hilary's exile had been a political
measure, and that the Emperor, in this as in the numerous other cases of the same kind, had
acted deliberately and with full knowledge of the circumstances in the way that seemed
to him most conducive to the interests of permanent peace. Hilary's assumption that
Constantius had been deceived is a legitimate allusion, which no one could misunderstand,
to a fact which could not be respectfully stated. That he should have spoken as he did, and
indeed that he should have raised the subject at all, is a clear sign of the uncertainty of the
times. A timorous appeal for mercy would have been useless ; a bold statement of innocence,
although, as things turned out, it failed, was an effort worth making to check the Homoean
advance. Saturninus, as we saw, was one of the Court party among the bishops ; and he was
an enemy of Julian, who was soon to permit his deposition. Julian's knowledge of Hilary
can have been but small ; his exile began within a month or two of the Cssar's arrival
in Gaul, and Julian was not responsible for it. Por good or for evil, he had little to say
in the case. But the suspicions were already aroused which were soon to lead to Julian's
revolt, and Constantius had begun to give the orders which would lessen Julian's military
force, and were, as he supposed, intended to prepare his downfall. To appeal to Julian and
to attack Saturninus was to remind Constantius very broadly that great interests were at

stake, and that a protector might be found for the creed which he persecuted. And his
double mention of the West (§§ 8, 10) as able to teach the truth, and as needing to be
reconciled with the East, has a political ring. It suggests that the Western provinces
are a united force, with which the Emperor must reckon. The fact that Constantius, though
he did not grant the meeting in his own presence with Saturninus, which Hilary had asked
for, yet did grant the substance of his prayer, allowing him to return without obstacle
to his diocese, seems to shew that the Emperor felt the need for caution and concession
in the West.

The theological part of the letter is even more remarkable. Its doctrine is
,

of course,
exactly that of the De Trinitate. The summary of Scripture proofs for the doctrine in § 11,
the allusion to unlearned fishermen who have been teachers of the Faith ^

,

and several

other passages, are either anticipations or reminiscences of that work. But the interest
of the letter lies in its bold proposal to go behind all the modern creeds, of the confusion
of which a vivid picture is drawn, and revert to the baptismal formula. Here is a lead-

ing combatant on the Catholic side actually proposing to withdraw the Nicene confes-

8 Cf. Trin. !i. 13ff.
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sion :— ' Amid, these shipwrecks of faith, when our inheritance of the heavenly patri-
mony is ahnost squandered, our safety lies in clinging to that first and only Gospel
Faith which we confessed and apprehended at our Baptism, and in making no cliangs
in that one form which, when we welcome it and listen to it

,

brings the right faith 9

I do not mean that we should condemn as a godless and blasphemous writing the work
of the Synod of ; our fathers; yet rash men make use of it as a means of gainsaying'

(§ 7
). The Nicene Creed ", Hilary goes on to say, had been the starting-point of an end-

less chain of innovations and amendments, and thus had done harm instead of good.
We have seen that Hilary was not only acting with the Semiarians, but was nearer
to them in many ways than he was to Athanasius. The future of his friends was now
in doubt ; not only was their doctrine in danger, but, after the example they had them-
selves set, they must have been certain that defeat meant deposition. This was a concession
which only a sense of extreme urgency could have induced Hilary to make. Yet even
now he avoids the mistake of Liberius. He offers to sign no compromising creed ; he

only proposes that all modern creeds be consigned to the same oblivion. It was, in effect,
the offer of another compromise in lieu of the Homoean ; though Hilary makes it perfectly
clear 'what is

,

in his eyes, the only sense in which this simple and primitive confession can

honestly be made, yet assuredly those whose doctrine most widely diverged would have

felt able to make it. That the proposal was sincerely meant, and that his words, uncom-

promising as they are in assertion of the truth, were not intended for a simple defiance
of the enemy, is shewn by the list of heretics whom he advances, in § 9, in proof of his

contention that all error claims to be based on Scripture. Tliree of them, Montanus,
Manichseus and Marcion, were heretics in the eyes of an Arian as much as of a Catholic ;

the other three, Marcellus, Photinus and Sabellius, were those with whom the Arians were

constantly taunting their adversaries. Hilary avoids, deliberately as we may be sure, the
use of any name which could wound his opponents. But bold and eloquent and true as
the appeal of Hilary was, it was still less likely that his petition for a hearing in Council
should be granted than that he should be allowed to disprove the accusations which had

led to his exile. The Homoean leaders had the victory in their hands, and they knew it
,

if Hilary and his friends were still in the dark. Tliey did not want conciliation, but
revenge, and this appeal was foredoomed to failure. The end of the crisis soon came.
The Semiarian leaders were deposed, not on the charge of heresy, for that would have
been inconsistent with the Homoean position and also with their acquiescence in the
Homoean formula, but on some of those complaints concerning conduct which were

always forthcoming when they were needed. Among the victims was not only Basil of

Ancyra, Hilary's friend, but also Macedonius of Constantinople, who was in after days to

be the chief of the party which denied the true Godhead of the Holy Ghost. He and

his friends were probably unconscious at this time of the gulf which divided them from

such men as Hilary, who for their part were content, in the interests of unity, with language
which understated their beUef, or else had not yet a clear sense of their faith upon this

point. In any case it was well that the final victory of the true Faith was not won at
this time, and with the aid of such allies ; we may even regard it as a sign of some

short-sightedness on Hilary's part that he had thrown himself so heartily into their cause.

But he, at any rate, was not to suffer. The two Eastern parties, Homoean and Semiarian,

which alternately ejected one another from their sees, were very evenly balanced, and

though Constantius was now on the side of the former, his friendship was not to be

9 Readinghabeifor habeo,but the text is obscure.

1 It is true that the Nicene Council is not namedhere, but

the allusion is obvious. The Conservativeshadactually objected

to thenoveltyof the Creed ; and the Arians had, as Hilary goes

on to say, used the pretext of novelty to destroy the Gospel.
The Council of Nicaeawas thirty-five years before,and is very
accuratelydescribedasa ' Synod of our fathers.'
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trusted. The solid ortliodoxy of the West was an influence which, as Hilary had hinted,
could not be ignored ; and even in the East the Nicenes were a power wortli conciliating.
Hence the Homoeans gave a share of the Seniiarian spoils to them =; and it was part
of the same policy, and not, as has been quaintly suggested, because they were afraid of
his arguments, that they permitted Hilary to return to Gaul. Reasons of state as well
as of ecclesiastical interest favoured his restoration.
In the late revolution, though the Faith had suffered, individual Catholics had gained,

But the party to which Hilary had attached himself, and from which he had hoped so much
was crushed : and his personal advantage did not compensate, in his eyes, for the injury to

truth. He has left us a memorial of his feelings in the Invective agai?tst Constantius, one
of the bitterest documents of a controversy in which all who engaged were too earnest
to spare their opponents. It is an admirable piece of rhetoric suffused with passion, not
the less spontaneous because its form, according to the canons of taste of that time, is perfect.
For we must remember that the education of the day was literary, its aim being to provide

the recipient with a prompt and felicitous expression of his thoughts, whatever they might be.

The Invective was certainly written in the first place as a relief to Hilary's own feelings;

he could not anticipate that Constantius had changed his views for the last time; that

he would soon cease to be the master of Gaul, and would be dead within some eighteen

months. But the existence of other attacks upon Constantius, composed about this time,

makes it probable that there was some secret circulation of such documents ; and we can as

little accuse the writers of cowardice, when we consider the Emperor's far-reaching power,

as we can attribute to them injustice towards him.

The book begins with an animated summons to resistance :— ' The time for speech
is come, the time of silence past. Let us look for Christ's coming, for Antichrist is already
in power. Let the shepherds cry aloud, for the hirelings are fled. Let us lay down our

lives for the sheep, for the thieves have entered in and the ravening lion prowls around.

With such words on our lips let us go forth to martyrdom, for the angel of Satan has

transfigured himself into an angel of light.' After more Scriptural language of the same
kind, Hilary goes on to say (§ 2) that, though he had been fully conscious of the extent

of the danger to the Faith, he had been strictly moderate in his conduct. After the exiling

of orthodox bishops at Aries and Milan, he and the bishops of Gaul had contented

themselves with abstaining from communion with Saturninus, Ursacias and Valens. Other

heretical bishops had been allowed a time for repentance. And even after he had been

forced to attend the Synod of Bdziers, refused a hearing for the charges of heresy which

he wished to bring, and finally exiled, he had never, in word or writing, uttered any

denunciation against his opponents, the Synagogue of Satan, who falsely claimed to be

the Church of Christ. He had not faltered in his own belief, but had welcomed every

suggestion that held out a hope of unity; and in that hope he had even refrained from

blaming those who associated or worshipped with the excommunicate. Setting all personal

considerations on one side, he had laboured for a restoration of the Church through a general

repentance. This reserve and consistency (§ 3) is evidence that what he is about to say

is not due to personal irritation. He speaks in the name of Christ, and his prolonged

silence makes it his duty to speak plainly. It had been happy for him had he lived in

the days of Nero or Decius (§ 4). The Holy Spirit would have fired him to endure as

did the martyrs of Scripture; torments and death would have been welcome. It would

have been a fair fight with an open enemy. But now (§ 5) Constantius was Antichrist,

and waged his warfare by deceit and flattery. It was scourging then, pampering now;

no longer freedom in prison, but slavery at court, and gold as deadly as the sword had

=Cf. Gwatkin, Studiesof Arianism, p. 182.
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lieen; martyrs no longer burnt at the stake, but a secret lighting of the fires of hell.
All that seems good in Constantius, his confession of Christ, his efforts for unity, his
severity to heretics, his reverence for bishops, his building of churches, is perverted to
evil ends. He professes loyalty to Christ, but his constant aim is to prevent Christ from

being honoured equally with the Father. Hence (§ 6) it is a clear duty to speak out,
as the Baptist to Herod and the Maccabees to Antiochus. Constantius is addressed

(§ 7) in the words in which Hilary would have addressed Nero or Decius or Maximian,
had he been arraigned before them, as the enemy of God and His Church, a persecutor
and a tyrant. But he has a peculiar infamy, worse than theirs, for it is as a pretended
Christian that he opposes Christ, imprisons bishops, overawes the Church by military
force, threatens and starves one council (at Rimini) into submission, and frustrates
the purpose of another (Seleucia) by sowing dissension. To the pagan Emperors the
Church owed a great debt (§ 8) ; the Martyrs with whom they had enriched her were
stdl working daily wonders, healing the sick, casting out evil spirits, suspending the law of

gravitations. But Constantius' guilt has no mitigation. A nominal Christian, he has brought
unmixed evil upon the Church. The victims of his perversion cannot even plead bodily
suffering as an excuse for their lapse. The devil is his father, from whom he has learnt
his skill in misleading. He says to Christ, Lord, Lord, but shall not enter the kingdom
of heaven (§ 9), for he denies the Son, and therefore the fatherhood of God. The old
persecutors were enemies of Christ only; Constantius insults the Father also, by making
Him lie. He is a wolf in sheep's clothing (§ 10). He loads the Church with the gold of
the state and the spoil of pagan temples ; it is the kiss with which Judas betrayed his Master.
The clergy receive immunities and remissions of taxation : it is to tempt them to deny
Christ. He will only relate such acts of Constantius' tyranny as affect the Church (§ 11).
He will not press, for he does not know the offence alleged, his conduct in branding
bishops on the forehead, as convicts, and setting them to labour in the mines. But he
recounts his long course of oppression and faction at Alexandria ; a warfare longer than
that which he had waged against Persia +. Elsewhere, in the East, he had spread terror
and strife, always to prevent Christ being preached. Then he had turned to the West.
The excellent Paulinus had been driven from Treves, and cruelly treated, banished from
all Christian society s, and forced to consort with Montanist heretics. Again, at Milan,
the soldiers had brutally forced their way through the orthodox crowds and torn bishops

from the altar ; a crime like that of the Jews who slew Zacharias in the Temple. He
had robbed Rome also of her bishop, whose restoration was as disgraceful to the Emperor
as his banishment. At Toulouse the clergy had been shamefully maltreated, and gross
irreverence committed in the Church. These are the deeds of Antichrist. Hitherto,

Hilary has spoken of matters of public notoriety, though not of his own observation.
Now (§ 12) he comes to the Synod of Seleucia, at which he had been present. He
found there as many blasphemers as Constantius chose. Only the Egyptians, with the

exception of George, the intruder into the See of Athanasius, were avowedly Homoousian.

3 ' Bodies lifted up without support, womenhanging by the
feetwithout their garmentsfalling about their face.' The other
referenceswhich the Benedictine editor gives for this curious
statementare evidentlyborrowedfrom this of Hilaiy. From the

time of the firstApologists exorcismis, of course,constantlyap-
pealedto as an evidenceof the truth of Christianity, but usually

in somewhatperfunctory language, and without the assertion
that thewriter hashimselfseenwhat he records. Hilary himself

doesnot professto bean eye-witness.
4 This is a telling point. Constantius had been notoriously

unsuccessfulin his Persian Wars.
5 The text is corrupt,but it is not probable that Hilary means

that Paulinus was first relegatedto Phtygia and then to some

paganfrontier district, if such there was. It is quite in Hilary's
presentvein to assumethat becausethe Montanists Afereusually

failed after the province of their origin, in which they werestill
numerous,thereforeall Phrygians were hereticsand outsidethe
pale of Christendom. If hordeobe read for horreo the passage
is improved. Paulinus had either to be satisfied with rations
of barley bread,thefoodof slaves,or elseto beg from theheretics.
Such treatmentis very improbable,when we rememberHilary's
own comfort in exile. But passionswere excited, and men be-
lieved theworst of their opponents. We may comparethe false-
hoods in Walker's Sufferings oj'tke Clergy ând in Neal's Puri'
talis, which were eagerly believed in and after our own Civil
War.
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Yet of the one hundred and five bishops who professed the Horaoeousian Creed, he found
'
some piety in the words of some.' But the Anoraoeans were rank bhisphemers ; he gives,
in § i3i words from a sermon by their leader, Eiidoxius of Antioch, which were quoted

hy the opposition, and received with the abliorrence they deserved. This party found

(§ 14) that no toleration was to be expected for such doctrines, and so forged the

Homoean creed, which condemned equally the homoousion, the honioiousion and the

anomoion. Their insincerity in thus rejecting their own belief was manifest to the Council,

and one of them, who canvassed Hilary's support, avowed blank Arianism in the conversation.

Tire large Homoeousian majority (§ 15) deposed the authors of the Homoean confession,

who flew for aid to Constantius, who received them with honour and allowed them to air

their heresy. The tables v/ere turned ; the minority, aided by the Emperor's threats of

exile, drove the majority, in the persons of their ten delegates, to conform to the new creed.

The people were coerced by the prefect, the bishops threatened within the palace walls;

the chief cities of the East were provided with heretical bishops. It was nothing less than
making a present to the devil of the whole world for which Christ died. Constantius

professed (§ 16) that his aim was to abolish unscriptural words. But what right had he

to give orders to bishops or dictate the language of their sermons ? A new disease needed
new remedies ; warfare was inevitable when fresh enemies arose. And, after all, the Homoean

formula, 'like the Father,' was itself unscriptural. Scripture is adduced (§ 17) by Hilary
to prove that the Son is not merely like, but equal to, the Father; and (§ 18) one in

nature with Him, having (§ 19) the form and the glory of God. This 'likeness' is a trap

(§ 20) ; chaff strewn on water, straw covering a pit, a hook hidden in the bait. The

Catholic sense is the only true sense in which the word can be used, as is shewn more

fully, by arguments to be found in the De Trinitate, in §§ 21, 22. And now he asks

Constantius (§ 23) the plain question, what his creed is. He has made a hasty progress,

by a steep descent, to the nethermost pit of blasphemy. He began with the Faith, which

deserved the name, of Nicaea ; he changed it at Antioch. But he was a clumsy builder ;
the structure he raised was always falling, and had to be constantly renewed ; creed

after creed had been framed, the safeguards and anathemas of which would have been

needless had he remained steadfast to the Nicene. Hilary does not lament the creeds

which Constantius had abandoned (§ 24) ; they might be harmless in themselves, but they

represented no real belief. Yet why should he reject his own creeds ? There was no

such reason for his discontent with them as there had been, in his heresy, for his

rejection of the Nicene. This ceaseless variety arose from want of faith ;
' one Faith, one

Baptism,' is the mark of truth. The result had been to stultify the bishops. They had

been driveii to condemn in succession the accurate homoousion and the harmless homoiousion,

and even the word oiisia, or substance. These were the pranks of a mere buffoon, amusing
himself at the expense of the Church, and compelling the bishops, like dogs returning
to their vomit, to accept what they had rejected. So many had been the contradictory

creeds that every one was now, or had been in the past, a heretic confessed. And this

result had only been attained (§ 26) by violence, as for instance in the cases of the Eastern

and African bishops. The latter had committed to writing their sentence upon Ursacius

and Valens ; the Emperor had seized the document. It might go to the flames, as would
Constantius himself, but the sentence was registered with God. Otiier men (§ 27) had

waged war with the living, but Constantius extended his hostility to the dead; he con-

tradicted the teaching of the saints, and his bishops rejected their predecessors, to whom

they owed their orders, by denying their doctrine. The three hundred and eighteen at
Nicjea were anathema to him, and his own father who had presided there. Yet though

he might scorn the past, he could not control the future. The truth defined at Nicjea

had been solemnly committed to writing and remained, however Constantius might contemn
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it. 'Give ear,' Hilary concludes, 'to the holy meaning of the words, to the unalterable
determination of the Church, to the faith which thy father avowed, to the sure hope in

which man must put his trust, the universal conviction of the doom of heresy; and

learn therefrom that thou art the foe of God's religion, the enemy of the tombs of the

saints ^, the rebellious inheritor of thy father's piety.'

Here, again, there is much of interest. Hilary's painful feeling of isolation is manifest.

He had withdrawn from communion with Saturninus and the few Arians of Gaul, but has

to confess that his own friends were not equally uncompromising. The Gallic bishops, with

their enormous dioceses, had probably few occasions for meeting, and prudent men could

easily avoid a conflict which the Arians, a feeble minority, would certainly not provoke. The

bishops had been courteous, or more than courteous; and Hilary dared not protest. His

whole importance as a negotiator in the East depended on the belief that he was the

representative of a harmonious body of opinion. To advertise this departure from his policy
of warfare would have been fatal to his influence. And if weakness, as he must have judged

it
,

was leading his brethren at home into a recognition of Arians, Constantius and his

Homoean counsellors had ingeniously contrived a still more serious break in the orthodox

line of battle. There was reason in his bitter complaint of the Emperor's generosity. He

was lavish with his money, and it was well worth a bishop's while to be his friend. And of thig

expenditure Nicenes were enjoying their share, and that without having to surrender their

personal belief, for all that was required was that they should not be inquisitive as to their

neighbours' heresies. But Nicene bishops, of an accommodating character, were not only

holding their own; they were enjoying a share of the spoils of the routed Semiarians.

It was almost a stroke of genius thus to shatter Hilary's alliance ; for it was certainly not
by chance that among the sees to which Nicenes, in full and formal communion with him,

were preferred, was Ancyra itself, from which his chosen friend Basil had been ejected.

Disgusted though Hilary must have been with such subservience, and saddened by the

downfall of his friends, it is clear that the Emperor's policy had some success, even with him.

His former hopes being dashed to the ground, he now turns, with an interest he had never
before shewn, to the Nicene Creed as a bulwark of the Faith. And we can see the same

feeling at work in his very cold recognition that there was

' some piety in the words of some'

among his friends at Seleucia. It would be unjust to think of Hilary as a timeserver, but we

must admit that there is something almost too businesslike in this dismission from his mind

of former hopes and friendships. He looked always to a practical result in the establishment

of truth, and a judgment so sound as his could not fail to see that the Asiatic negotiations

were a closed chapter in his life. And his mind must have been full of the thought that he

was returning to the West, which had its own interests and its own prejudices, and was

impartially suspicious of all Eastern theologians; whose 'selfish coldness ?' towards the

East was, indeed, ten years later still a barrier against unity. If Hilary was to be, as he
purposed, a power in the West, he must promptly resume the Western tone; and he will have

succumbed to very natural infirmity if
, in his disappointment, he was disposed to couple

together his allies who had failed with the Emperor who had caused their failure.

The historical statements of the Invective, as has been said, cannot always be verified.

The account of the Synod of Seleucia is
,

however, unjust to Constantius. It was the free

6 Hilary had previously (§ 27)assertedthat 'the -Apostlehas

taught us to communicatewith the tombs of the saints.' This

is an allusion to Rom. xii. 13,with the strangereading

' tombs'

for 'necessities' (^veiatsfor xpe'a-i'r))which has, in fact, con-

siderableauthority in the MSS. of the New Testamentand in

the Latin Christian writers. How far this reading may have

been the cause,how far the efiFect,of the customof celebrating

the Eucharist at the tombsof Martyrs, it is impossibleto say.
The customwasby this timemore thana centuryold, andoneof
its purposeswas to maintain the senseof unity with the saints
of the past. Constantius,by denying their doctrine, had made
himselftheir enemy.

7 Gwatkin, StudiesofArianism^p. 2441
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expression of the belief of Asia, and if heretics were present by command of the Emperor, an
overwhehning majority, more or less orthodox, were present by the same command. But the
character and policy of Constantius are delineated fairly enough. The results, disastrous both
to conscience and to peace, are not too darkly drawn, and no sarcasm could be too severe for
the absurd as well as degrading position to which he had reduced the Church. But the
Invective is interesting not only for its contents but as an illustration of its writer's character.
Strong language meant less in Latin than in English, but the passionate earnestness of these
pages cannot be doubted. They are not more violent than the attacks of Athanasius upon
Constantius, nor less violent than those of I.ucifer ; if the last author is usually reg irded as
pre-eminent in abuse, he deserves his reputation not because of the vigour of his denunciation,
but because his pages contain nothing but railing. The change is sudden, no doubt, from
respect for Constantius and hopefulness as to his conduct, but the provocation, we must

remember, had been extreme. If the faith of the Fathers was intense and, in the best sense,
childlike, there is something childlike also in their gusts of passion, their uncontrolled
emotion in victory or defeat, the personal element which is constantly present in their

controversies. Though, henceforth, ecclesiastical policy was to be but a secondary interest
with Hilary, and diplomacy was to give place to a more successful attempt to influence
thought, yet we can see in another sphere the same spirit of conflict ; for it is evident that
his labours against heresy, beside the more serious satisfaction of knowing that he was on the
side of truth, are lightened by the logician's pleasure in exposing fallacy.
The deposition of the Seniiarian leaders took place very early in the year 360, and

Hilary's dismissal homewards, one of the same series of measures, must soon have followed.
If he had formed the plan of his Invective before he left Constantinople, it is not probable
that he wrote it there. It was more probably the employment of his long homeward journey.
His natural route would be by the great Egnatian Way, which led through Thessalonica to
Durazzo, thence by sea to Brindisi, and so to Rome and the North. It is true that the
historians, or rather Rufinus, from whom the rest appear to have borrowed all their

knowledge, say that lllyricum was one sphere of his labours for the restoration of the Faith.
But a journey by land through lllyricum, the country of Valens and Ursacius and thoroughly
indoctrinated with Arianism, would not only have been dangerous but useless. For Hilary's

purpose was to confirm the faithful among the bishops and to win back to orthodoxy those

who had been terrorised or deceived into error, and thus to cement a new confederacy against
■theHomoeans ; riot to make a vain assault upon what was, for the present, an impregnable

position. And though the Western portion of the Fra Egnatia did not pass through the

existing polilical division called lllyricum, it did lie within the region called in history and
literatare by that name. Again, the evidence that Hilary passed through Rome is not

convincing; but since it was his best road, and he would find there the most important person

among those who had wavered in their allegiance to truth, we may safely accept it. He

made it his business, we are told ^, to exhort the Churches through which he passed to abjure

heresy and return to the true faith. But we know nothing of the places through which he

passed before reaching Rome, the see of Liberius, with whom it was most desirable for him

to be on friendly terms. Liberius was not so black as he has sometimes been painted, but

he was not a heroic figure. His position was exactly that of many other bishops in the

Western lands. They had not denied their own faith, but at one time or another, in most

cases at Rimini, they had admitted that there was room in the same communion for Arian

bishops and for themselves. In the case of Liberius the circumstances are involved in some
obscurity, but it is clear that he had, in order to obtain remission of his exile, taken a position-

8 Rufinus, Hist. Eccl. i. 30,31,and, dependenton him, Socratesiii. 10,andSozomenv. 13.
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which was practically that of the old Council of the Dedication 9. Hilary, we remember, had

called that Council a 'Synod of the Saints,' when speaking of it from the Eastern point of

view. BuE he had never stooped to such a minimising of the Faith as its words, construed

at the best, involved. Easterns, in their peculiar difficulties, he was hopeful enough to

believe, had framed its terms in a legitimate sense ; he could accept it from them, but could

not use it as the expression of his own belief. So to do would have been a retrograde step ;

and this step Liberius had taken, to the scandal of the Church. Yet he, and all whose-

position in any way resembled his— all, indeed, except some few incorrigible ringleaders —

were in the Church; their deflection was, in Hilary's words, an 'inward evil.' And Hilary

was no Lucifer ; his desire was to unite all who could be united in defence of the truth. Tins

was the plan dictated by policy as well as by charity, and in the case of Liberius, if
,

as is

probable, they met, it was certainly rewarded with success. Indeed, according to Rufinus,

Hilary was successful at every stage of his journey. Somewhere on his course he fell in

with Eusebius of Vercelli, who had been exiled at the Council of Milan, had passed his time

in the region to the East of that in which Hilary had been interned, and was now profiting

by the same Homoean amnesty to return to his diocese. He also had been using the

opportunities of travel for the promotion of the Faith. He had come from Antioch, and

therefore had probably landed at or near Naples. He was now travelling northwards,

exhorting as he went. His encounter with Hilary stimulated him to still greater efforts;

but Rufinus tells us ' that he was the less successful of the two, for Hilary, ' a man by nature

mild and winning, and also learned and singularly apt at persuasion, applied himself to the

task with a greater diligence and skill.' They do not appear to have travelled in company ;

the cities to be visited were too numerous and their own time, eager as they must have been

to reach their homes, too short. But their journey seems to have been a triumphal progress ;

the bishops were induced to renounce their compromise with error, and the people inflamed

against heresy, so that, in the words of Rufinus % 'these two men, glorious luminaries as it

were of the universe, flooded Illyricum and Italy and the Gallic provinces with their splendour,

so that even from hidden nooks and corners all darkness of heresy was banished.'

In the passage just quoted Rufinus directly connects the publication of Hilary's
masterpiece, usually called the .De Trinitate, with this work of reconciliation. After speaking

of his success in it
,

he proceeds, ' Moreover he published his books Concerning ihe Faith,

composed in a lofty style, wherein he displayed the guile of the heretics and the deceptions

practised upon our friends, together with the credulous and misplaced sincerity of the latter,

with such skill that his ample instructions amended the errors not only of those whom he

encountered, but also of those virhom distance hindered him from meeting face to face.'

Some of the twelve books of which the work is composed had certainly been published during

his exile, and it is possible that certain portions may date from his later residence in Gaul.

But a study of the work itself leads to the conclusion that Rufinus was right in the main

in placing it at this stage of Hilary's life ; this was certainly the earliest date at which it can

have been widely influential.

The title which Hilary gave to his work as a whole was certainly De Fide, Concerning thi

Failk, the name by which, as we saw, Rufinus describes it. It is probable that its con-
troversial purpose was indicated by the addition of contra Arianos ; but it is certain that its
present title, De Trinitate, was not given to it by Hilary. The word Trinitas is of extra-

ordinarily rare occurrence in his writings; the only instances seem to be in Trin. i. 22, 36,
where he is giving a very condensed summary of the contents of his work. In the actual
course of his argument the woid is scrupulously avoided, as it is in all his otlier writings. In

9 Cf. Dr. Bright, Wtij'mar/is, p. 217«. " liisi. Eccl. i. 30,31.

2 Op. cit. i. 31. The recantationof Liberius and of the Italian bishopsmayberead in Hilary's 12thFraement.
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this respect he resembles Athanasius, who will usually name the Three Persons rather than

emploj'this convenient and even then familiar term. There may have been some undesirable
connotation in it which he desired to avoid, though this is hardly probable; it is more likely

that both Athanasius and Hilary, conscious that the use of technical terms of theology was in

their times a playing with edged tools, deliberately avoided a word which was unnecessary,

though it might be useful. And in Hilary's case there is the additional reason that to his

mind the antithesis of truth and falsehood was One God or Two Gods*; that to him, more

than to any other Western theologian, the developed and clearly expressed thought of Three

coequal Persons was strange. Since, then, the word and the thought were rarely present in

his mind, we cannot accept as the title of his work what is
,

after all, only a mediaeval

description.

The composite character of the treatise, which must still for convenience be called the

De Triiiitate, is manifest. The beginnings of several of its books, which contain far more

jTeliminary, and often rhetorical, matter than is necessary to link them on to their pre-

decessors, point to a separate publication of each ; a course which was, indeed, necessary

under the literary conditions of the time. This piecemeal publication is further proved by the

elaborate summaries of the contents of previous books which are given as, e.g., at the

beginning of Trin. x. ; and by the frequent repetition of earlier arguments at a later stage,
which shews that the writer could not trust to the reader's possession of the whole. Though
no such attention has been devoted to the growth of this work as Noeldechen has paid to that
of the treatises of Tertullian, yet some account of the process can be given. For although
Hilary himself, in arranging the complete treatise, has done, much to make it run smoothly
and consecutively, and though the scribes who have copied it have probably made it appear

still more homogeneous, yet some clues to its construction are left. The first is his de-

scription of the fifth book as the second (v. 3). This implies that the fourth, is the first;

and when we examine the fourth we find that, if we leave out of consideration a little

preliminary matter, it is the beginning of a refutation of Arianism. It states the Arian case,
explains the necessity of the term komoousios, gives a list of the texts on'which the Arians

relied, and sets out at length one of their statements of doctrine, the Epistle of Arius to

Alexander, which it proceeds to demolish, in the remainder of the fourth book and in the fifth,

by arguments from particular passages and from the general sense of the Old Testament. In
the sixth book, for the reason already given, the Arian Creed is repeated, after a vivid

account of the evils of the time, and the refutation continued by arguments from the New

Testament. In § 2 of this book there is further evidence of the composite character of the
treatise. Flilary says that though in ihefit-st book he has already set out the Arian manifesto,

yet he thinks good, as he is still dealing with it
,

to repeat it in this sixth. Hilary seems

to have overlooked the discrepancy, which some officious scribe has half corrected s. The

seventh book, he says at the beginning, is the climax of the whole work. If we take the
£>e Trinitate as a whole, this is a meaningless flourish ; but if we look on to the eighth book,
and find an elaborate introduction followed by a line of argument different from that of the
four preceding books, we must be inclined to think that the seventh is the climax and
termination of what has been an independent work, consisting of four books. And if we
turn to the end of the seventh, and note that it alone of all the twelve has nothing that can
be called a peroration, but ends in an absolutely bald and businesslike manner, we are almost
forced to conclude that this is because the peroration which it once had, as the climax of the
work, was unsuitable for its new position and has been wholly removed. H^ad Hilary written
this book as one of the series of twelve, he would certainly, according to all rules of literary

* E.g. Trin. i. 17. t which we call first, though,as we saw, in v. 3 he speaksof our

5 Similarly in iv. 2 he alludes to the first book, meaningthat | fifth as his second.
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propriety, have given it a formal termination. In these four books then, the fourth to the
seventh, we may see the nucleus of the De Trinitate ; not necessarily the part first written,
for he says (iv. i)^ that some parts, at any rate, of the threa first books are of earlier date,
but that around which the whole has been arranged. It has a complete unity of its own,
following step by step the Arian Creed, of which we shall presently speak. It is purely
controversial, and quite possibly the title Coittra Ai'ianos, for which there is some evidence,

really belongs to this smaller work, though it clung, not unnaturally, to the whole for which

Hilary devised the more appropriate name De Fide. Concerning the date of these four books,
we can only say that they must have been composed during his exile. For though he does not
mention his exile, yet he is already a bishop (vi. 2

), and knows about the hoiiiooiision (iv. 4).
We have seen already that his acquaintance with the Nicene Creed began only just before his
exile ; he must, therefore, have written them during his enforced leisure in Asia.
In the beginning of the fourth book Hilary refers back to the proof furnished in the

previous books, written some time ago, of the Scriptural character of his faith and of the
unscriptural nature of all the heresies. Setting aside the first book, which does not correspond
to this description, we find what he describes in the second and third. These form a short

connected treatise, complete in itself. It is much more academic than that of which we have
already spoken ; it deals briefly with all the current heresies (ii. 4 ff.), but shews no sign that
one of them, more than the others, was an urgent danger. There is none of the passion
of conflict; Hilary is in the mood for rhetoric, and makes the most of his opportunities. He
expatiates, for instance, on the greatness of his theme (ii. 5), harps almost to excess upon the
Fisherman to whom mysteries so great were revealed (ii. 13 ff.), dilates, after the manner

of a sermon, upon the condescension and the glory manifested in the Incarnation, describes
miracles with much liveliness of detail (iii. 5

, 20), and ends the treatise (iii. 24—26) with

a nobly eloquent statement of the paradox of wisdom which is folly and folly which is wisdom,
and of faith as the only means of knowing God. The little work, though it deals professedly
with certain heresies, is in the main constructive. It contains far more of positive assertion
of the truth, without reference to opponents, than it does of criticism of their views. In
sustained calmness of tone— it recognises the existence of honest doubt (iii. i),—and in
literary workmanship, it excels any other part of the Ds Trinitate, and in the latter respect is

certainly superior to the more conversational Homilies on the Psalms. But it suffers, in
comparison with the books which follow, by a certain want of intensity; the reader feels that

it was written, in one sense, for the sake of writing it
,

and written, in another sense, for

purposes of general utility. It is not, as later portions of the work were, forged as a weapon
for use in a conflict of life and death. Yet, standing as it does, at the beginning of ths whole
great treatise, it serves admirably as an introduction. It is clear, convincing and interestino-
and its eloquent peroration carries the reader on to the central portion of the work, which
begins with the fourth book. Except that the second book has lost its exordium, for the
same reason that the seventh has lost its conclusion, the two books are complete as well as
homogeneous. Of the date nothing definite can be said. There is no sign of any special
interest in Arianism ; and Hilary's leisure for a paper conflict with a dead foe like Ebionism
suggests that he was writing before the strife had reached Gaul. The general tone of the two
books is quite consistent with this ; and we may regard it as more probable than not that they
were composed before the exile; whether they were published at the time as a separate
treatise, or laid on one side for a while, cannot be known ; the former supposition is the more
reasonable.

The remaining books, from the eighth to the twelfth, appe.ir to have been written

6 i.e. in the passageintroduced as a connectinglink with the books which now precede it
,

when the whole work was-piit
into its presentshape.
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continuously, with a view to their forming part of the present connected whole. They were,
no doubt, published separately, and they, with books iv. to vii., may well be the letters

(striijped, of course, in their permanent shape of their epistolary accesiories) which, Hilary
feared, were obtaining no recognition from his friends in Gaul. The last five have certain

references back to arguments in previous books', while these do not refer forward, nor do the

groups ii. iii. and iv.—vii. refer to one another. Bnt books vlii.—xii. have also internal
references, and promise that a subject shall be fully treated in due course^. We may

tlierefore assume that, when he began to write book viii., Hilary had already determined

to make use of his |)revious minor works, and that he now proceeded to complete his task

with constant referenc; to these. Evidences of exact date are here a'^ain lacking; he writes as

a bishop and as an exiled, and under a most pressin; necessity. The preface to book viii ,

with its description of the dangers of the time and of Hilary's sense of the duty of a bishop,
seems to represent the state of mind in which he resolved to construct the present De

Triiiitate. It is too emphatic for a mere transition from one step in a continuous discussion
to anotiier. Regarding these last five books, then, as written continuously, with one purpose

and with one theological outlook, we may fix an approximate date for them by two consider-

ations. They shew, in books ix. and x., that he was thorong'nly conscious of the increasing

peril of Apollinarianism. They shew also, by their silence, that he had determined to ignore
what was one of the most obvious and certainly the most offensive of the current modes of

thought. There is no refutation, except implicitly, and no mention of Anomoeanism, that

extreme Arianisnl which pronounced the Son unlike the Father'. This can be explained only
in one way. We have seen that Hilary thinks Arianism worth attack liecause it is an 'inwarcl

evil ;' that he does not, except in early and leisurely work such as book ii., pay any attention

to heresies which were obviously outside the Church and had an organization of their own.

We have seen also that the Homoeans cast out their more honest Anomoean brethren in 359.
The latter made no attempt to retrieve their position within the Church ; they proceeded tO'

eilablish a Church of their own, which was, so they protested, the true one. It was under

Jovian (a.d. 362 —363) that they consecrated their own bishop for Constantinople^; but thf
separation must have been visible for some time before that decisive step was taken. Thus,

when the De Trinitate took its present form, Apollinarianism was risen above the Church's.,

horizon and Anomoeanism was sunk below it. We cannot, therefore, put the completion of

the worjc earlier than the remission of Hilary's exile ; we cannot, indeed, suppose that he had:

leisure to make it perfect except in his home. Yet the work must have been for the mostt

part finished before its. writer reached Italy on his return ; and the issue or reissue of its

several portions was a natural, and certainly a powerful, measure towards the end which he;

had at heart.

There remains the first book, which was obviously, as Erasmus saw, the- last to< be

composed. It is a survey of the accomplished task, beginning with that account of Hilary's.
s|jiritual birth and growth which has already been mentioned. This is a piece of writing
which it is no undue praise to rank, for dignity and felicity of language, among the. noblest

examples of Roman eloquence. Hooker, among English authors, is the one whonii ib
most suggests. Then there follows a brief summary of the argument of the successive

books, and a prayer for the success of the work. This reads, and perhaps it was meant
to read, as though it were a prayer that he might worthily execute a plan which as yet existed.

only in his brain; but it may also be interpreted, in the more natural sense, asa petition that

his hope might not be frustrated, and that his book might appear to others what he trusted,.

^ E.g. ix. 31to iii. 12,ix. 43to vii. 17.

8 E.g. X. 54in.

9 viii. I, A. 4.
Vol,. IX. ll

' This heresy is not evenmentionedin xii. 6
y

whete.theopen-
ing wasobvious.

2 Dr. Gwatkin, Studies^/ Ariaaiism, p. 226.
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in his own mind, that it was, true to Scripture, sound in logic, and written with that lofty
gravity which befitted the greatness of his theme.

After speaking of the construction of the work, as Hilary framed it
,

something must

be said of certain interpolations which it has suffered. The most important are those

at the end of book ix. and in x. 8, which flatly contradict his teaching 3
. They are obvious

intrusions, imperfectly attested by manuscript authority, and condemned by their own

character. Hilary was not the writer to stultify himself and confuse his readers by so clumsy

a device as that of appending a bald denial of its truth to a long and careful exposition of his

characteristic doctrine. Another passage, where the scholarship seems to indicate the work

of an inferior har.d, is Tiin. x. 40, in which there is a singular misunderstanding of the Greek
Testament ■

'.

'J'he writer must have known Greek, for no manuscript of the Latin Bible would

have suggested his mistake, and therefore he must have written in early days. It is even
possible that Hilary himself was, for once, at fault in his scholarship. Yet, at the most, the

interpolations are few and, where they seriously affect the sense, are easily detected s
.

Not many authors of antiquity have escaped so lightly in this respect as Hilary.

Hilary certainly intended his work to be regarded as a whole ; as a treatise Concerning
the Faith, for it had grown into something more than a refutation of Arianism. He

has carefully avoided, so far as the circumstances of the time and the composite character

of the treatise would allow him, any allusion to names and events of temporary interest ;

there is
,

in fact, nothing more definite than a repetition of the wish expressed in the Second

Epistle to Constantius, that it were possible to recur to the Baptismal formula as the

authoritative statement of the Faith ^
. It is not, like the De Synodis, written with a diplo-

matic purpose; it is
,

though cast inevitably in a controversial form, a statement of permanent

trufhs. This has involved the sacrifice of much that would have been of immediate service,

and deprived the book of a great part of its value as a weapon in the conflicts of the day.

But we can see, by the selection he made of a document to controvert, that Hilary's choice /

was deliberate. It was no recent creed, no confession to which any existing body of partisans
was pledged. He chose for refutation the Epistle of Arius to Alexander, written almost

forty years ago and destitute, it must have seemed, of any but an historical interest. And

it was no extreme statement of the Arian position. This Epistle was ' far more temperate

and cautious '
' than its alternative, Arius' letter to Eusebius. The same wide outlook

as is manifest in this indifference to the interests of the moment is seen also in Hilary's

silence in regard to the names of friends and foes. Marcellus, Apollinaris, Eudoxius, Acacius

are a few of those whom it must have seemed that he would do well to renounce as imagined
friends who brought his cause discredit, or bitter enemies to truth and its advocates.

But here also he refrains ; no names are mentioned except those of men whose heresies

were already the commonplaces of controversy. And there is also an absolute silence

concerning the feuds and alliances of the day. No notice is taken of the loyalty of living

confessors or the approximation to truth of well-meaning waverers. The book contains

no sign that it has any but a general object; it is
,

as far as possible, an impersonal refutation

of error and statement of truth.

This was the deliberate purpose of Hilary, and he had certainly counted its cost

in immediate popularity and success. For though, as we have seen, the work did produce,
as it deserved, a considerable effect at the time of its publication, it has remained ever

since, in spite of all its merits, in a certain obscurity. There can be no doubt that

this ,is largely due to the Mezentian union with such a document as Arius' Epistle

3 Cf. Gore'sDissertations p̂. 134,
4'St. Luke -xxii. 32,where eSeiJ^Tji'is translatedas a passive.
Christ is entreated for Peter. There seemsto be no parallel
in Latin theology.

5 E.g. the cento from the De Trinitate attachedto the In-
vectiveagainstConstantius,

6 ii. 1.

7 Newman,Arians (if theFou7th Century, ii. v. 2.
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to Alexander of the decisively important section of the De Trinitate. The books in ^hich
that Epistle is controverted were those of vital interest for the age ; and the method which
Hilary's plan constrained him to adopt was such as to invite younger theologians to compete
with him. Future generations could not be satisfied with his presentation of the case.
And again, his plan of refuting the Arian document point by point ^, contrasting as
it does with the free course of his thought in the earlier and later books, tends to repel
the reader. The fourth book proves from certain texts that the Son is God; the fifth
from the same texts that He is true God. Hence this part of the treatise is pervaded
by a certain monotony ; a cumulative impression is produced by our being led forward

again and again along successive lines of argument to the same point, beyond which
we make no progress till the last proof is stated. The work is admirably and convincingly
done, but we are glad to hear the last of the Epistle of Arius to Alexander, and accompany
Ililai-y in a less embarrassed enquiry.
Yet the whole work has defects of its own. It is burdened with much repetition ;

subjects, especially, which have been treated in books ii
.

and iii. are discussed again at great

length in later books'. The frequent stress laid upon the infinity of God, the limitations of
human speech and knowledge, the consequent incompleteness of the argument from analogy,
the humility necessary when dealing with infinities apparently opposed ', though it adds to the

solemnity of the writer's tone and was doubtless necessary when the work was published in
parts, becomes somewhat tedious in the course of a continuous reading. And something must
here be said of the peculiarities of style. We saw that in places, as for instance in the
beginning of the De Trinitate, Hilary can rise to a singularly lofty eloquence. This eloquence

is not merely the unstudied utterance of an earnest faith, but the expression given to it by one
whom natural talent and careful training had made a master of literary form. Yet, since his

training was that of an age whose standard of taste was far from classical purity, much that

must have seemed to him and to his contemporaries to be admirably effective can excite no

admiration now. He prays, at the end of the first book, that his diction may be worthy of his
theme, and doubtless his effort was as sincere as his prayer. Had there been less effort, there
would certainly, in the judgment of a modern reader, have been more success. But he coulil
not foresee the future, and ingenious affectations such as occur at the end of book viii. § i,

impietati insoleftti, et insolentice vaniloquce, et vaniloquio seducenti, with the jingle of rhymes
which follows, are too frequent for our taste in his pages ^

.

Sometimes we find purple patches

which remind us of the rhetoric of Apuleius 3 ; sometimes an excessive display of symmetry
and antithesis, which suggests to us St. Cyprian at his worst. Yet Cyprian had the excuse
that all his writings are short occasional papers written for immediate effect ; neither he, nor

any Latin Christian before Hilary, had ventured to construct a great treatise of theology,
intended to influence future ages as well as the present. Another excessive development of
rhetoric is the abuse of apostrophe, which Hilary sometimes rides almost to death, as in his

addresses to the Fisherman, St. John, in the second book ■
*.

These blemishes, however, do

not seriously affect his intelligibility. He has earned, in this as in greater matters, an unhappy

reputation for obscurity, which he has, to a certain extent, deserved. His other writings, even

the Commentary on St. Matthew, are free from the involved language which sometimes

makes the De Tri?iitate hard to understand, and often hard to read with pleasure. When

ililary was appealing to the Emperor, or addressing his own flock, as in the Homilies on the
Psalms, he has command of a style which is always clear, stately on occasion, never weak or

" V. 6.

9 E.g. bk. iit. is largely reproducedin ix. ; ii. 9 f. = xi. 46 f
,

' E.g. i. 19,ii. 2, iii. i, iv. 2, viii. 53,xi. 46 f.

= Cf. V. I (beginningof column 130in Migne), x. 4.

3 E.g. V. i/ln-

4 Cf. Ad Const, ii. 8, in writing which his own words in the
De Trinitate must have come into his mind. He had probably
borrowedthe thought from Origen, contra Celsujn, i. 62. Similfr
apostrophesare in v. 19,vi. ig f., 33.

d 2
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bald ; in these cases he resisted, or did not feel, the temptation to use the resources of his

rhetoric. These, unfortunately, had for then result the production of sentences which are
often marvels of grammatical contortion and elliptical ingenuity. Yet such sentences, though

numerous, are of few and uniform types. In Hilary's case, as in that of Tertullian, familiarity
makes the reader so accustomed to them that he instinctively expects their recurrence ; and,
at their worst, they are never actual breaches of the laws of the language. A translator can
hardly be an impartial judge in this matter, for constantly, in passages where the sense is

perfectly clear, the ingenuity with which words and constructions are arranged makes it almost

impossible to render their meaning in idiomatic terms. One can translate him out of Latin,

but not into English. In this he resembles one of the many styles of St. Augustine. There
are passages in the De Trinitate, for instance viii. 27, 28, which it would seem that Augustine
had deliberately imitated; a course natural enough in the case of one who was deeply

indebted to his predecessor's thought, and must have looked with reverence upon the great

pioneer of systematic theology in the Latin tongue. But this involution of style, irritating as

it sometimes is
,

has the compensating advantage that it keeps the reader constantly on the

alert. He cannot skim these pages in the comfortable delusion that he is following the

course of thought without an effort.
The same attention which Hilary demands from his readers has obviously been

bestowed upon the work by himself. It is the selected and compressed result not
only of his general study of theology, but of his familiarity with the literature and the

many phases of the great Arian controversy s. And he makes it clear that he is engaged
in no mere conflict of wit ; his passionate loyalty to the person of Christ is the obvious

motive of his writing. He has taken his side with full conviction, and he is equally
convinced that his opponents have irrevocably taken theirs. There is little or no reference
to the existence or even the possibility of doubt, no charitable construction for ambiguous
creeds, hardly a word of pleading with those in error*. There is no excuse for heresy;

it is mere insanity, when it is not wilful self-destruction or deliberate blasphemy. The
battle is one without quarter; and sometimes, we must suspect, Hilary has been misled
in argument by the uncompromising character of the conflict. Every reason advanced

for a pernicious belief, he seems to think, must itself be bad, and be met with a direct

negative. And again, in the heat of warfare he is led to press his arguments too far.
Not only is the best and fullest use of Scripture made— for Hilary, like Athanasius, is
marvellously imbued with its spirit as well as familiar with its letter—but texts are pressed
into his service, and interpreted sometimes with brilliant ingenuity 7, which cannot bear
the meaning assigned them. Yet much of this exegesis must be laid to the charge of
his time, not of himself; and in the De Trinitate, as contrasted with the Homilies on
the Psalms ; he is wisely sparing in the use of allegorical interpretations. He remembers
that he is refuting enemies, not conversing with friends. And his belief in their conscious

insincerity leads to a certain hardness of tone. They will escape his conclusions if they
possibly can ; he must pin them down. Hence texts are sometimes treated, and deductions
drawn from them, as though they were postulates of geometry; and, however we may
admire the machine-like precision and completeness of the proof, we feel that we are
reading Euclid rather than literature^. But this also is due to that system of exegesis,
fatal to any recognition of the eloquence and poetry of Scripture, of which something
will be said in the next chapter.
These, after all, are but petty flaws in so great a work. Not only as a thinker,

but as a pioneer of thought, whose treasures have enriched, often unrecognised, the pages

5 Cf, X. 57in.

6 An itihtance is xi. 24in.

' E.g. in his masterly treatment, from his point of view, of
theOld TestamentTheophanies,iv. 15 f.

^ Cf. viii. 26f., ix. 41.
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of Ambrose and Augustine and all later theologians, he deserves our reverence. Not
without reason was he ranked, within a generation of his death, with Cyprian and Ambrose,
as one of the three chief glories of Western Christendoms. Jerome and Augustine mention
him frequently and with honour. This is not the place to summarise or discuss the contents
of his works ; but the reader cannot fail to recognise their great and varied value, the
completeness of his refutation of current heresies, the convincing character of his
presentation of the truth, and the originality, restrained always by scrupulous reverence
as well as by intellectual caution, of his additions to the speculative development of the
Faith. We recognise also the tenacity with which, encumbered as he was with the

double task of simultaneously refuting Arianism and working out his own thoughts, he
has adhered to the main issues. He never wanders into details, but keeps steadfastly
to his course. He refrains, for instance, from all consideration of the results which

Arianism might produce upon the superstructure of the Faith and upon the conduct of
Christians; they are undermining the foundations, and he never forgets that it is these
which he has undertaken to strengthen and defend. Our confidence in him as a guide
is increased by the eminently businesslike use which he makes of his higher qualities.
This is obvious in the smallest details, as, for instance, in his judicious abstinence, which
will be considered in the next chapter, from the use of technical terms of theology,
when their employment would have made his task easier, and might even, to superficial

minds, have enhanced his reputation. We see it also in the talent which he shews
in the cn^jice of watchwords, which serve both to enliven his pages and to guide the
reader through their argument. Such is the frequent antithesis of the orthodox unitas
with the heretical unio, the latter a harmless word in itself and used by Tertullian
indifferently with the former, but seized by the quick intelligence of Hilary to serve
this special end ' ; such also, the frequent

' Not two Gods but One =
,'

and the more

obvious contrast between the Catholic unmn and the Arian unus. Thus, in excellence
of literary workmanship, in sustained cogency and steady progress of argument, in the
full use made of rare gifts of intellect and heart, we must recognise that Hilary has

brought his great undertaking to a successful issue ; that the voyage beset with many

perils, to use his favourite illustration, has safely ended in the haven of Truth and
Faith.

Whether the De Trinitate were complete or not at the time of his return to Poitiers,
.after the triumphal passage through Italy, its publication in its final form must very
ihortly have followed. But literature was, for the present, to claim only the smallei
•.'-laro of his attention. Heartily as he must have rejoiced to be again in his home,
he had many anxieties to face. The bishops of Gaul, as we saw from the Invective
against Constantius, had been less militant against their Arian neighbours than he had
wished. '?

•

'lere had been peace in the Church ; such peace as could be produced by

a mutual gnoring of differences. And it may well be that the Gallican bishops, in their
prejudice against the East, thought that Hilary himself had gone too far in the path of
conciliation, and that his alliance with the Semiarians was a much longer step towards

compromise with heresy than their own prudent neutrality. Each side must have felt that
there was something to be explained. Hilary, for his part, by the publication of the
De Trinitate had made it perfectly clear that his faith was above suspicion ; and his
abstinence in that work from all mention of existing parties or phases of the controversy
shewed that he had withdrawn from his earlier position. He was now once more a Western
bishop, concerned only with absolute truth and the interests of the Church in his own
province. Put he had to reckon with the sterner champions of the Nicene faith, who

9 OrosiuSjA/oImi. i E.g. iv. ^zjin, 2 E.g. i. 17.
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had not forgotten the De Synodis, however much they might approve the De Trinitate.
Some curious fragments survive of the Apology which he was driven to write by the
attacks of Lucifer of Cagliari. Lucifer, one of the exiles of Milan, was an uncompromising
partisan, who could recognise no distinctions among those who did not accept the Nicene
Creed. All were equally bad in his eyes ; no explaining away of differences or attempt
at conciliation was lawful. In days to come he was to be a thorn in the side of
Athanasius, and was to end his life in a schism which he formed because the Catholic

Church was not sufficiently exclusive. We, who know his after history and turn with

repugnance from the monotonous railing with which his writings, happily brief, are filled,

may be disposed to underestimate the man. But at the time he was a formidable

antagonist. He had the great advantage of being one of the little company of confessors

of the Faith, whom all the West admired. He represented truly enough the feeling of

the Latin Churches, now that the oppression of their leaders had awakened their hostility
to Arianism. And vigorous abuse, such as the facile pen of Lucifer could pour forth,

is always interesting when addressed to prominent living men, stale though it becomes

when the passions of the moment are no longer felt. Lucifer's protest is lost, but we may

gather from the fragments of Hilary's reply that it was milder in tone than was usual with
him, Indeed, confessor writing to confessor would naturally use the language of courtesy.
But it was an arraignment of the policy which Hilary had adopted, and in which he had

failed, though Athanasius was soon to resume it with better success. And courteously as
it may have been worded, it cannot have been pleasant for Hilary to be publicly reminded
of his failure, and to have doubts cast upon his consistency ; least of all when he was

returning to Gaul with new hopes, but also with new difficulties. His reply, so far as

we can judge of it from the fragments which remain, was of a tone which would be
counted moderate in the controversies of to-day. He addresses his opponent as 'Brother
Lucifer,' and patiently explains that he has been misunderstood. There is no confession
that he had been in the wrong, though he fully admits that the term homoiousion, innocently

used by his Eastern friends, was employed by others in a heretical sense. And he points
out that Lucifer himself had spoken of the 'likeness' of Son and Father, probably alluding
to a passage in his existing writings 3. The use of this tu quoque argument, and a certain

apologetic strain which is apparent in the reply, seem to shew that Hilary felt himself
at a disadvantage. He must have wished the Asiatic episode to be forgotten ; he had now

to make his weight felt in the West, where he had good hope that a direct and uncom-

promising attack upon Arianism would be successful.

For a great change was taking place in public affairs. When Hilary left Constantinople,

early in the spring of the year 360, it was probably a profound secret in the capital that

a rupture between Constantius and Julian was becoming inevitable. In affairs, civil and
ecclesiastical, the Emperor and his favourite, the bishop Saturninus, must have seemed

secure of their dominance in Gaul. But events moved rapidly. Constantius needed

troops to strengthen the Eastern armies, never adequate to an emergency, for an im-

pending war with Persia ; he may also have desired to weaken the forces of Julian.
He demanded men ; those whom Julian detached for Eastern service refused to march,

and proclaim Julian Emperor at Paris. This was in May, some months, at the least,

before Hilary, delayed by his Italian labours in the cause of orthodoxy, can have reached

home. JuHan temporised; he kept up negotiations with Constantius, and employed his

army in frontier warfare. But there could be no doubt of the issue. Conflict was in-

evitable, and the West could have little fear as to the result. The Western armies were

the strongest in the Empire ; it was with them that, in the last great trial of strength,

, 3Cf. Kruger,£ ucifer Bischo/von Calaris^p. 3a.



THE LIFE AND WRITINGS OF ST. HILARY OF POITIERS, xxxix
Constantine the Great had won the day, and the victory of his nephew, successful and
popular both as a commander and an administrator, must have been anticipated. Julian's
march against Constantius did not commence till the summer of the year 361 ; but long
before this the rule of Constantius and the theological system for which he stood had
been rejected by Gaul. The bishops had not shunned Saturninus, as Hilary had desired ;
most of them had been induced to give their sanction to Arianism at the Council of
Rimini. While overshadowed by Constantius and his representative Saturninus, they had
not dared to assert themselves. But now the moment was come, and with it the leader.
Hilary's arrival in Gaul must have taken place when the conflict was visibly impending,
and he can have had no hesitation as to the side he should take. Julian's rule in Gaul

began but a few months before his exile, and they had probably never met face to face.

But Julian had a well earned reputation as a righteous governor, and Hilary had intro-
duced his name into his second appeal to Constantius, as a witness to his character and
as suffering in fame by the injustice of Constantius. We must remember that Julian
had kept his paganism carefully concealed, and that all the world, except a few intimate

friends, took it for granted that he was, as the high standard of his life seemed to indicatp,
a sincere Christian. And now he had displaced Constantius in the supreme rule over Gaul,
and Saturninus, who had by this time returned, was powerless. We cannot wonder that

Hilary continued his efforts ; that he went through the land, everywhere inducing the

bishops to abjure their own confession made at Rimini. This the bishops, for their part,
were certainly willing to do ; they were no Arians at heart, and their treatment at Rimini,
followed as it was by a fraudulent misrepresentation of the meaning of their words, must
have aroused their just resentment. Under the rule of Julian there was no risk, there
was even an advantage, in shewing their colours ; it set them right both with the new

Emperor and with public opinion. But it was not enough for Hilary's purpose that the
' inward evil ' of a wavering faith should be amended ; it was also necessary that avowed

heresy should be expelled. For this the co-operation of Julian was necessary ; and before
it was granted Julian might naturally look for some definite pronouncement on Hilary's

part. To this conjuncture, in the latter half of the year 360 or the earlier part of 361,
we may best assign the publication of the Invective, already described, against Constan-
tius. It was a renunciation of allegiance to his old master, not the less clear because
the new is not mentioned. And with the name of Constantius was coupled that of

Saturninus, as his abettor in tyranny and misbelief. Julian recognised the value of the

Catholic alliance by giving effect to the decision of a Council held at Paris, which de-

posed Saturninus. Hilary had no ecclesiastical authority to gather such a Council, but
his character and the eminence of his services no doubt rendered his colleagues will-

ing to follow him ; yet neither he nor they would have acted as they did without the

assurance of Julian's support. Their action committed them irrevocably to Julian's cause ;
and it must have seemed that his expulsion of Saturninus committed him irrevocably to

ti.e orthodox side. Yet Julian, impartially disbelieving both creeds, had made the osteiisible

cause of Saturninus' exile, not his errors of faith, but some of those charges of misconduct

which were always forthcoming when a convenient excuse was wanted for the banish-

ment of a bishop. Saturninus was a man of the world, and very possibly his Arianism

was only assumed in aid of his ambition ; it is likely enough that his conduct furnished

sufficient grounds for his punishment. The fall of its chief, Sulpicius Severus says, destroyed

the party. The other Arian prelates, who must have been few in number, submitted to

the orthodox tests, with one exception. Paternus of Pdrigord, a man of no fame, had

the courage of his convictions. He stubbornly asserted his belief, and shared the fate of

Saturninus. Thus Hilary obtained, what he had failed to get in the case of the more

j'piminent offender, a clear precedent for the deposition of bishops guilty of Arianism.
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Thesynodical letter, addressed to the Eastern bishops in reply to letters which some of
them had sent to Hilary since his return, was incorporated by him in his History, to be
n.entioned hereafter 4. Tlie bishops of Gaul assert their orthodoxy, hold Auxentius, Valens,
Ursacius and their like excommunicate, and have just excommunicated Saturninus. By
his action at Paris, so Sulpiciiis says, Hilary earned the glory that it was by his single
exertions that the provinces of Gaul were cleansed from the defilements of heresy ■*&.
These events happened before Julian left the country, in the middle of the summer

of 361, on his march against Constantius ; or at least, if the actual proceedings were sub-
sequent to his departure, they must have quickly followed it

,

for his sanction was neces-

sary, and when that was obtained there was no motive for delay. And now, for some
years, Hilary disappears from sight. He tells us nothing in his writings of the ordinary
course of his life and work; even his informal and discursive Homilies cast no light upon
his methods of administration, his successes or failures, and very little on the character
of his flock. There was no fuither conflict within the Church of Gaul during Hilary's
lifetime. The death of Constantius, which happened before Julian could meet him in

battle, removed all political anxiety. Julian himself was too busy with the revival of

paganism in the East to concern himself seriously with its promotion in the Latin-

speaking provinces, from which he was absent, and for which he cared less. The orthodox

cause in Gaul did not suffer by his apostasy. His short reign was followed by the still briefer

rule of the Catholic Jovian. Next came Valentinian, personally orthodox, but steadily refusing
to allow depositions on account of doctrine. Under him Arianism dwindled away; Catholic

successors were elected to Arian prelates, and the process would have been hastened but by

a few years had Hilary been permitted to expel Auxentius from Milan, as we shall presently

see him attempting to do.

This was his last interference in the politics of the Church, and does not concern us as

yet. His chief interest henceforth was to be in literary work ; in popularising and, as he

thought, improving upon the teaching of Origen. He commented upon the book of Job, as

we know from Jerome and Augustine. The former says that this, and his work on the

Psalms, were translations from Origen. But that is far from an accurate account of the latter

work, and may be equally inaccurate cdncerning the former. The two fragments which

St. Augustine has preserved from the Commentary on Job are so short that we cannot draw
from them any conclusion as to the character of the book. If we may trust Jerome, its length
was somewhat more than a quarter of that of the Homilies on the Psalms 5, in their present

form. It it unfortunate, but not surprising, that the work should have fallen into oblivion.
It was, no doubt, allegorical in its method, and nothing of that kind could survive in
competition with Gregory the Great's inimitable Moralia on Job.
Hilary's other adaptation from Origen, the Homilies on the Psalms, happily remains to us.

It is at least as great a work as the De Trinitate, and one from which we can learn even
more what manner of man its writer was. For the De Trinitate is an appeal to all thoughtful
Christians of the time, and written for future generations as well as for them; characteristic,
as it is

,

in many ways of the author, the compass of the work and the statehness of its rhetoric
tend to conceal his personality. But the Homilies* on the Psalms, which would seem to have

4 Fragmentxi.
v- Chrott.ii. 45.

5 Jerome, Apol adi/. Rujiiium, i. 2, saysthat the total length

Df the Commentarieson Job and the Psalms was about 40000
lines,i.e. Virgilian hexameters. The latter, at a rough estimate,

must be nearly 35,000lines in its present state. But Jerome,

►swe shall see, was not acquaintedwith so many Homilies as

havecomedown to us; we must deduct about 5,000lines, and

(hiswill leave10,000for the Commentaryon Job, making it two-

seventhsof the length of the other. Jerome, however, is not
carefulin his statementof lengths ; he calls the shortDe Synodis

' a very long book,' Ep, v. 2.

^ Trtictatus ought to be translatedthus. It is the term,and
the only term,used so early as this for the bishop'saddressto
the congregation; in fact, one might almost say that ti-actare,
tractatus in Christian language had no other meaning. It is

an anachronism in the fourth century to render pmdicare by

' preach ; ' of. Duchesne,Liber Pontijicalis, i. 126.
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lenched us in the notes of a sbortliand writer, so artless and conversational is the style, shew
us Hilary in another aspect. He is imparting instruction to his own familiar congregation ;
and he knows his people so well that he pours out whatever is passing through his mind. In
fact, he seems often to be thinking aloud on subjects which interest him rather than address-
ing hnnself to the needs of his audience. Practical exliortation has, indeed, a much smaller
space than mystical exegesis and speculative Christology. Yet abstruse questions are never
made more obscure by involution of style. The language is free and flowing, always that of
an educated man who has learnt facility by practice. And here, strange as it seems to
a reader of the De Trinitate, he betrays a preference for poetical words 7, which shews that his
renunciation of such ornament elsewhere is deliberate. Yet, even here, he indulges in no
definite reminiscences of the poets.
There remains only one trace, though it is sufficient, of the original circumstances of

delivery. The Homily on Psalm xiv. begins with the words, 'The Psalm which has been read.'
The Psalms were sung as an act of worship, not read as a lesson, in the normal course of
divine service ; and therefore we must assume that the Psalm to be expounded was recited,
by the lector or another, as an introduction to the Homily. We need not be surprised that
such notices, which must have seemed to possess no permanent interest, have been edited
away. Many of the Homilies are too long to have been delivered on one or even two
occasions, yet the ascription of praise "dth which Hilary, like Origen, always concludes ^

has been omitted in every case except at the end of the whole discourse. This shews that
Hilary himself, or more probably some editor, has put the work into its final shape. But this
editing of the Homilies has not extended to the excision of the numerous repetitions, which
were natural enough when Hilary was delivering each as a commentary complete in i'-self, and
do not offend us vvhen we read the discourse on a single Psalm, though they certainly disfigure
the work when regarded as a treatise on the whole Psalter.

It is probably due to the accidents of time that our present copies of the Homilies are
imperfect. We are, indeed, better off than was Jerome. His manuscript contained Homilies
on Psalms i, 2, 51—62, 118— 150, according to the Latin notation. We have, in addition to
these. Homilies which are certainly genuine on Psalms 13, 14, 63 —69; and others on the
titles of Psalms 9 and 91, which are probably spurious 9. Some more Homilies of uncertain
origin which have been fathered upon Hilar}', and may be found in the editions, may be left

out of account. In the Homily on Psalm 59, § 2, he mentions one, unknown to Jerome as to
ourselves, on Psalm 44 ; and this allusion, isolated though it is

,

suggests that the Homilies
contained, or were meant 10 contain, a commentary on the whole Book of Psalms, composed
in the order in which they stand. There is

, of course, nothing strange in the circulation in
ancient times of imperfect copies ; a well-known instance is that of St. Augustine's copy of

Cyprian which did not contain an epistle which has come down to us. This series of

Homilies was probably continuous as well as complete. The incidental allusions to the events
of the times contain nothing inconsistent with the supposition that he began at the beginning
of the Psalter and went on to the end. We might, indeed, construe the language of that on
Psalm 52, § 13, concerning prosperous clergy, who heap up wealth for themselves and live in

luxury, as an allusion to men like Saturninus, but the passage is vague, and a vivid recollection,

7 E.g. fundamen, Tr. -rt Ps. cxxviii. lo, ge7-jiien,cxxxiv. i,
revolubilis, ii. 23,pcccainen îi. 9 Jin. and often. The shape of
sentences,thoughsimple, is always good ; to take one testword,
scBpeŵhich was almost if not quite extinct in common use,
occursfairly often near the endof a period, where it was needed
for rhj'thm, wi\{\<i\i/requeiltervto\x\ ĥavespoiled. SomePsalms,
e.g. xiii., xiv., are treatedmorerhetorically thanothers.

8 Psalm Ii. is the'Only exception,due, no doubt, to careless
transcription. The Homilies 011the titles of Psalms ix. and xci.

do not count ; they are probably spurious, and in any caseare
incomplete,as the text of thePsalms is not discussed.

9 So Zingerle, Preface,p. xiv, to whomwe owe the excellent
Vienna Edition of the Homilies, theonly part of Hilary's writings
which has as yet appearedin a critical text. The writer of the
formerof thesetwo Homilies, in § 2, saysthat the title of a Psalm
always correspondsto the contents. This is quite contrary to
Hilary's teaching, who frequently points out and ingeniously
explainswhat seemto him to bediscrepancies.
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not a present evil, may have suggested it. More definite, and indeed a clear note of time, is
the Homily on Psalm 63, where heathenism is aggressive and is become a real danger, of

which Hilary speaks in the same terms as he does of heresy. This contrasts strongly wiLh

such language as that of the Homily on Psalm 67, § 20, where the heathen are daily flocking
into the Church, or of that on Psalm 137, § 10, where paganism has collapsed, its temples are
ruined and its oracles silent ; such words as the former could only have been written in the

short reign of Juhan. Other indications, such as the frequent warnings against heresy and

denunciations of heretics, are too general to help in fixing the date. On the whole, it would

seem a reasonable hypothesis that Hilary began his connected series of Homilies on the

Psalms soon after his return to Gaul, that he had made good progress with them when Julian
publicly apostatised, and that they were not completed till the better times of Valentinian.

He was conversing in pastoral intimacy with his people, and hence we cannot be

surprised that he draws, perhaps unconsciously, on the results of his own previous labours.
For instance, on Psalm 61, § 2, he gives what is evidently a reminiscence, yet with features of
its own and not as a professed autobiography, of his mental history as described in the opening
of the De Trinitate. And while the direct controversy against Arianism is not avoided, there
is a manifest preference for the development of Hilary's characteristic Christology, which had

already occupied him in the later books of the De Trinitaie. We must, indeed, reconstruct
his doctrine in this respect even more from the Homilies than from the De Trinitate ; and in
the later work he not only expands what he had previously suggested, but throvvs out still
further suggestions which he had not the length of life to present in a more perfect form. But
the Homilies contain much that is of far less permanent interest. Wherever he can ', he

brings in the mystical interpretation of numbers, that strange vagary of the Eastern mind

which had, at least from the time of Irenaeus and the Epistle of Barnabas, found a congenial
home in Christian thought. This and other distortions of the sense of Scripture, which are the

icsult in Hilary, as in Origen, of a prosaic rather than a poetical turn of mind, will find a more

appropriate place for discussion at the beginning of the next chapter. Allusions to tlie mode

of worship of his time are very rare ^, as are details of contemporary life. Of general encour-
agement to virtue and denunciation of vice there is abundance, and it repeats with striking
fidehty the teaching of Cyprian. Hilary displays the same Puritanism in regard to jewelry as

does Cyprian 3, and the same abhorrence of public games and spectacles. Of these three
elements, the Christology, the mysticism, the moral teaching, the Homilies are mainly

compact. They carry on no sustained argument and contain, as has been said, a good deal of

repetition. In fact, a continuous reader will probably form a worse impression of their quality
than he who is satisfied with a few pages at a time. They are eminently adapted for selection,

and the three Homilies, those on Psalms i, 53 and 130, which have been translated for this
volume, may be inadequate, yet are fairly representative, as specimens of the instruction which

Hilary conveys in this work.

It has been said that the practical teaching of Hilary is that of Cyprian. But this is not
a literary debt"*; the writer to whom almost all the exegesis is due, by borrowing of substance

or of method, is Origen, except where the spirit of the fourth century has been at work. Yet

other authors have been consulted, and tliis not only for general information, as in the case,

already cited, of the elder Pliny, but for interpretation of the Psalms. For instance, a strange

legend concerning Mount Hermon is cited on Psalm 132, § 6, from a writer whose name

Hilary does not know; and on Psalm 133, §4, he has consulted several writers and rejects
the opinion of them all. But these authorities, whoever they may have been, were of little

I E.g. in the Instruction or discoursepreparatoryto theHomi-
lies, and in theintroductorysectionsof that on Ps. ii8 (irg).
s!E.g. Instr. in Ps., § 12, the fifty days of rejoicing during

which Christiansmustnotprostratethemselvesin prayer,nor fast

3 Ps. 118,Ain., § 16.
4 The account of exorcism given on Ps. 64, § 10, suggests
Cyprian, Ad. Don. 5, but the subject is such a commonplace
thatnothingdefinitecanbe said.
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importance for his purpose in comparison with Origen. Still we can only accept Jerome's
assertion that the Homilies are translated from Origen in a qualified sense. Hilary was
writing for the edification of his own flock, and was obliged to modify much that Origen had
said if he would serve their needs, for religious thought had changed rapidly in the century
which lay between the two, and a mere translation would have been as coldly received as
would a reprint of some commentary of tlie age of George H. to-day. And Hilary's was
a mind too active and independent to be the slave of a traditional interpretation. We must,
therefore, expect to find a considerable divergence ; and we cannot be surprised that Hilary,
as he settled down to his task, grew more and more free in his treatment of Origen's
exegesis.

Unhappily the remains of Origen's work upon the Psalms, though considerable, are
fragmentary, and of the fragments scattered through Catence no complete or critical edition
has yet been made. Still, insufficient.as the material would be for a detailed study and
comparison, enough survives to enable us to form a general idea of the relation between the
two writers. Origen 5 composed Homilies upon the Psalter, a Commentary upon it

,

and

a summary treatise, called the Enchiridion. The first of these works was Hilary's model ;

Origen's Homilies were diffuse extemporary expositions, ending, like Hilary's, with an
ascription of praise. It is unfortunate that, of the few which survive, all treat of Psalms on
which Hilary's Homilies are lost. But it is doubtful whether Hilary knew the other writings
of Origen upon the Psalter. We have ourselves a very small knowledge of them, for the
Catena are not in the habit of giving more than the name of the author whom they cite. Yet it

may well be that some of the apparent discrepancies between the explanations given by Hilary
and by Origen are due to the loss of the passage from Origen's Homily which would have
agreed with Hilary, and to the survival of the different rendering given in the Commentary or
the Enchiridion ; some, no doubt, are also due to the carelessness and even dishonesty of the
compilers of Catena in stating the authorship of their selections. But though it is possible
that Hilary had access to all Origen's writings on the Psalms, there is no reason to suppose
that he possessed a copy of his Hexapla. The only translation of the Old Testament which
he names beside the Septuagint is that of Aquila ; he is aware that there are others, but none
save the Septuagint has authority or deserves respect, and his rare allusions to them are only
such as we find in Origen's Homilies, and imply no such exhaustive knowledge of the variants
as a possessor of the Hexapla would have.
A comparison of the two writers shews the closeness of their relation, and if we had

Origen's complete Homihes, and not mere excerpts, the debt of Hilary would certainly be
still more manifest. For the compilers of Catena have naturally selected what was best in
Origen, and most suited for short extracts; his eccentricities have been in great measure
omitted. Hence we may err in attributing to Hilary much that is perverse in his comments •

there is an abundance of wild mysticism in the fragments of Origen, but its proportion to the
whole is undoubtedly less in their present state than in their original condition. Hilary's
method was that of paraphrasing, not of servile translation. There is apparently only one
literal rendering of an extant passage of Origen, and that a short one^; but paraphrases, which
often become very diffuse expansions, are constant'. But a just comparison between the two
must embrace their differences as well as their resemblances. Hilary has exercised a silent
criticism in omitting many of Origen's textual disquisitions. He gives, it is true, many various
readings, but his confidence in the Septuagint often renders him indifferent in regard to

S He is here cited by the volume and pageof the edition by
Lommatzsch. His system of interpretation is admirably de-
scribedin the fourth of Dr. Bigg's Bamptou Lectures, The Chris-
tian Platonists of A lexandria.

^ Hil. Tr. in Ps. 13, § 3, his igitur ita grassantibus, sq. =

Origen (ed. Lommatzsch)xii. 38.

7 E.g. Insir. in Ps., § 15= Origen in Eusebius,H.E. vi. 25
(Philocalia 3), Hilary on Ps. 51, §§3, 7 = Origen xii, 353,354,
and very often on Ps. 118(119),̂ .g-the Litroduction= Or. xiii.
67 f

., Ale^h, § 12= ib. 70, Beth, § 6 = ii. 71, Caph, §§ 4, 9 = 0.
82,83,&c.
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divergencies which Origen had taken seriously. The space which the latter devotes to the

Greek versions Hilary employs in correcting the errors and variations of the Latin, or in

explaining the meaning of Greek words. But these are matters which rather belong to the

next chapter, concerning, as they do, Hilary's attitude towards Scripture. It is more
significant of his tone of mind that he has omitted Origen's speculations on the resurrection of

the body, preserved by Epiphanius ^, and on the origin of evil 9. Again, Origen delights to

give his readers a choice of interpretations ; Hilary chooses one of those which Origen has

given, and makes no mention of the other. This is his constant habit in the earlier part of

the Homilies ; towards the end, however, he often gives a rendering of his own, and also

mentions, either as possible or as wrong, that which Origen had offered. Or else, though he

only makes his own suggestion, yet it is obvious to those who have Origen at hand that he

has in his mind, and is refuting for his own satisfaction, an alternative which he does not think

good to lay before his audience '. A similar liberty with his original occurs in the Homily on
Psalm 135, § 12:—'The purposes of the present discourse and of this place forbid us to
search more deeply.' This must have seemed a commonplace to his hearers ; but it happens

that Origen's speculations upon the passage have survived, and we can see that Hilary was

rather making excuses to himself for his disregard of them than directly addressing his

congregation. Apart from the numerous instances where Hilary derives a different result from

the same data, there are certain cases where he accepts the current Latin text, though it

differed from Origen's Greek, and draws, without any reference to Origen, his own conclusions

as to the meaning ^ These, again, seem to be confined to the latter part of the work, and

may be the result of occasional neglect to consult the authorities, rather than a deliberate

departure from Origen's teaching.

But the chief interest of the comparison between the writings of these two Fathers upon

the Psalms lies in the insight which it affords into their respective modes of thought.

Fragmentary as they are, Origen's words are a manifestly genuine and not inadequate

expression of his mind ; and Hilary, a recognised authority and conscious of his powers, has

so moulded and transformed his original, now adapting and now rejecting, that he has made

it
,

even on the ground which is common to both, a true and sufficient representation of his

own mental attitude. The Roman contrasts broadly with the Greek. He constantly illus-

trates his discourse with historical incidents of Scripture, taken in their literal sense; there

are few such in Origen. Origen is full, as usual, of praises of the contemplative state ; in

speculation upon Divine things consists for him the happiness everywhere promised to the

saints. Hilary ignores abstract speculation, whether as a method of interpretation or as

a hope for the future, and actually describes 3 the contemplation of God's dealings with men as

merely one among other modes of preparation for eternal blessings. In the same discourse
he paraphrases the words of Origen, ' He who has done all things that conduce to the

knowledge of God,' by ' They who have the abiding sense of a cleansed heart +.' Though he

is the willing slave of the allegorical method, yet he revolts from time to time against its

excesses in Origen; their treatment of Psalm 126, in the one case practical, in the other

mystical, is a typical example s
. Hilary's attention is fixed on concrete things ; the enemies

denounced in the Psalms mean for him the heretics of the day, while Origen had recognised in

them the invisible agency of evil spirits *- The words ' Who teacheth my hands to fight '

suggest to Origen intellectual weapons and victories; they remind Hilary of the 'I have

8 Hcsres.64, 12 f.

9 Origen xiii. 134, Hilary has omitted this from his Homily
on Ps. 134, § 12,

J Instances of such independenceare Ps. 118,Daleih^ § 6

(xiii. 74), 119, § IS {ib.108),122, § 2 (». 112),133, § 3 (lb. 131).
The referencesto Origen are in brackets.

= E.g. Ps. 118,Hetk, § 10,121, § I ; Origen xiii. 80, in.

3 Ps. 118,Givtel, % 21.
4 Origen xiii. 72 ; Hilary, Ps. 118,Gimel, % I.

5 Cf. also Ps. 118,Heth, § 7, Koph, § 4, with Origen xiii.
79, g8. Here again the spirit of independencemanifestsitself
towardsthe endof thework.

6 Cf. Ps. uS, Samech, § 6 Origen iiii. ga.
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overcome the world ' of Christ ?. In fact, the thouglit of Hilary was so charged with definite
convictions concerning Christ, and so impressed with their importance, that his very earnest-

ness and concentration betrays him into error of interpretation. It would be an insufficient,
yet not a false, contrast between him and Origen to say that the latter distorts, with an almost

playful ingenuity, the single words or phrases of Scripture, while Hilary, with masterful
nidifference to the principles of exegesis, will force a whole chapter to render the sense which
he desires. And his obvious sincerity, his concentration of thought upon one great and always
interesting doctrine, his constant appeal to what seems to be, and sometimes is

,

the exact

sense of Scripture, and the vigour of his style, far better adapted to its purpose than that of
Origen ; all these render him an even more convincing exponent than the other of the bad
sy.'i-em of interpretatioi which loth have adopted. Sound theological deductions and wise
mc ul reflections on e /ery pag- make 'Ire reader willing to pardon a vicious method, for

Hi.ary's doctrine is ne er b .sed upon hi.i ex geS'i.s of the Psalms. No primary truth depends
for him upon allegor) or nyst cism, ard it msy I e t'xat he us■^^the method with the less
caution because he looked or r othing more than ttat i si ould iJiistrate t.nd co-firin what was
already established. Since, then, the permanent interest of the .vork is thai it jhi-ivs us what
seemed to Hilary, as a representative of his age, to be the truth, and we have in it a powerful
and original presentation of that truth, we can welcome, as a quaint and not ungraceful
enlivening of his argument, this ingenuity of misinterpretation. And we may learn also

a lesson for ourselves of the importance of the doctrine which he inculcates with such
perseverance. Confronting him as it did, in various aspects, at every turn and in the most
unlikely places during his journey through the Psalter, his faith concerning Christ was
manifestly in Hilary's eyes the vital element of religion.
The Homilies on the Psalms have never been a popular work. Readable as they are, and

free from most of the difficulties which beset the De Triiiitate, posterity allowed them to be
mutilated, and, as we saw, only a portion has come down to us. Their chief influence, like
that of the other treatise, has been that which Plilary has exercised through them upon writers
of greater fame. Ambrose has borrowed from them liberally and quite uncritically for his own
exposition of certain of the Psalms; and Ambrose, accredited by his own fame and that of
his greater friend Augustine, has quite overshadowed the fame of Hilary. The Homilies may,
perhaps, have also suffered from an undeserved suspicion that anything written by the author

of the De Tiinitate would be hard to read. They have, in any case, been little read; and yet,
rs the first important example in Latin literature of the allegorical method, and as furnishing
the staple of a widely studied work of St. Ambrose, they have profoundly affected the course
of Christian thought. Their historical interest as well as their intrinsic value commands our
respect.

In his Homily on Psalm 138, § 4, Hilary briefly mentions the Patriarchs as examples of
faith, and adds, 'but these are matters of which we must discourse more suitably and fully in
their proper place.' This is a promise to which till of late no known work of our writer

corres[)onded. Jerome had, indeed, informed us?* that Hilary had composed a treatise entitled
De Mysteriis, but no one had connected it with his words in the Homily. It had been
supposed that the lost treatise dealt with the sacraments, in spite of the facts that it is Hilary's
custom to speak of types as 'mysteries,' and that the sacraments are a theme upon which he
never dwells. But in 1887 a great portion of Hilary's actual treatise on the Mysteries was
recovered in the same manuscript which contained the more famous Pilgrimage to the Holy
Places of Silvia of Aquitaine *. It is a short treatise of two books, unhappily mutilated at the
beginning, in the middle and near the end, though the peroration has survived. The title is

7 Ps. 143, § 4 ; Origen xiii. 149. 7* Vir. III. 100.

S J. F Gamurrini, S. Hilarii Tractatus deMysteriis et Hymni, etCt 4to,, Rome, 1S87. The De Mysteriis occupiespp 3—28.
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lost, but there is no reason to doubt that Jerome was nearly right in calling it a tracta'.us,

though he would have done better had he used the plural. It is written in the same easy style
as the Homilies on the Psalms, and if it was not originally delivered as two homilies, as is

probable, it must be a condensation of several discourses into a more compact form. The

first book deals with the Patriarchs, the second with the Prophets, regarded as types of Christ.

The whole is written from the point of view with which Hilary's other writings have made us

familiar. Every deed recorded in Scripture proclaims or typifies or proves the advent of the

incarnate Christ, and it is Hilary's purpose to display the whole of His work as reilected in

the Old Testament, like an image in a mirror. He begins with Adam and goes on to Moses,

deriving lessons from the lives of all the chief characters, often with an exercise of great

ingenuity. For instance, in the history of the Fall Eve is the Church, which is sinful but shall

be saved through bearing children in Baptism 9 ; the burning bush is a type of the endurance

of the Church, of which St. Paul speaks in 2 Cor. iv. 8^; the manna was found in the morning,

the time of Christ's Resurrection and therefore of the reception of heavenly food in the

Eucharist. They who collect too much are heretics with their excess of argument "■ In the

second book we have a fragm2ntary and desultory treatment of incidents in the lives of the

Prophets, which Hilary ends by saying that in all the events which he has recorded we

recognise
' God the Father and God the Son, and God the Son from God the Father, Jesus

Christ, God and Man3.' The peroration, in fact, reads like a summary of the argument of the

De Tfinitate. Of the genuineness of the little work there can be no doubt. Its language, its

plan, its arguments are unmistakeably those of Hilary*. The homilies were probably

dehvered soon af'.er he had finished his course on the Psalms, of which they contain some

reminiscences, such as we saw are found in the later Homilies on the Psalms of earlier

passages in the same. In all probability the subject matter of the De Mysteriis is mainly
drawn from Origen. It is too short, and too much akin to Hilary's more important writings,
to cast much light upon his modes of thought. He has, indeed, no occasion to speak here

upon the points on which his teaching is most original and characteristic.

In this same manuscript, discovered by Gamurrini at Arezzo, are the remains of what

professes to be Hilary's collection of hymns. He has always had the fame of being the

earliest Latin hymn writer. This was, indeed, a task which the circumstances of his life must

have suggested to him. The conflict with Arianism forced him to become the pioneer of

systematic theology in the Latin tongue ; it also drove him into exile in the East, where he

must have acquainted himself with the controversial use made of hymnody by the Arians.

Thus it was natural that he should have introduced hymns also into the West. But if the De
Trinitate had little success, the hymns were still more unfortunate. Jerome tells us that

Hilary complained of finding the Gauls unteachable in sacred songS; and there is no reason

to suppose that he had any wide or permanent success in introducing hymns into pubhc

worship^. If Hilary must have the credit of originality in this respect, the honour of turning
his suggestion to account belongs to Ambrose, whose fame in more respects than one is built

upon foundations laid by the other. And if but a scanty remnant of the verse of Ambrose,
popular as it was, survives, we cannot be surprised that not a hne remains vv'hich can safely be

9 Ed. Gamurrini, p. 5. i lb. p, 17.
2 lb, p. 21; tberc is thenot uncommonplay on tlie two senses

of cotligere.
3 lb. p. 27.
4 It mustbe confessedthat someauthoritiesrefuse to regard

this worlcas theDe Mysteriis of Hilary. Among theseis Eljert,

Litteratur desMittelalters, p. 142,who admits that the matter
might be Hilary's, but deniesthat themannerand style arehis.
5 Cainin. in Ep. ad Gal. iu pre/. : Hilariits in hymnorujncar-

mine Gallos indocilesvocat. This maymeanthat Hilary actually

used the words ' stubbornGauls
' in one of his hymns. There

would benothing extraordinaryin this ; the early efforts,andes-
pecially those of the Arians which Hilary imitated for a better
purpose,oftendepartedwidely fromthe proprietyof later composi-
tions, aswe shall seein oneof thoseattributedto Hilary himself.
6 It is true that the Fourth Coancil of Toledo (a.d. 633)in
its 13th canon couples Hilary with Ambrose as the writer of
hymnsin actualuse. But thesecanonsare verboseproductions,
and thismaybe a mereliterary flourish, natural enoughin coun-
trymen and contemporariesof Isidore of Seville, who knew, no
doubt from Jerome's Viri lllusires, that Hilary was the first
Latin hymnwriter.
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attributed to Hilary, though authorities who deserve respect have pronounced in favour of
more than one of the five hymns which we must consider.
Hilary's own opinion concerning the use of hymns can best be learnt from his Homilies

on Psalms 64 and 65. In the former (§ 12) the Church's delightful exercise of singing hymns
at morning and evening is one of the chief tokens which she has of God's mercy towards her.
In the latter (§ i) we are told that sacred song requires the accompaniment of instrumental
harmonies ; that the combination to this end of different forms of service and of art produces
a result acceptable to God. The lifting of the voice to God in exultation, as an act of

spiritual warfare against the devil and his hosts, is given as an example of the uses of hymnody

(§ 4). It is a means of putting the enemy to flight ; ' Whoever he be that takes his post
outside the Church, let him hear the voice of the people at their prayers, let him mark the
multitudinous sound of our hymns, and in the performance of the divine Sacraments let him
recognise the responses which our loyal confession makes. Every adversary must needs be
affrighted, the devil routed, death conquered in the faith of the Resurrection, by such jubilant
utterance of our exultant voice. The enemy will know that this gives pleasure to God and
assurance to our hope, even this public and triumphant raising of our voice in song.'
Original composition, both of words and music, is evidently in Hilary's mind ; and we can see
that he is rather recommending a useful novelty than describing an established practice. It
is a remarkable coincidence that the five hymns which are called his are, in fact, a song of

triumph over the devil, and a hymn in praise of the Resurrection, which are, so their editor
thinks, actually alluded to in the Homily cited above; a confession of faith; and a morning

hymn and one which has been taken for an evening hymn. These are exactly the subjects

which correspond to Hilary's description.
But, when we come to the examination of these hymns in detail, the gravest doubts arise.

The first three were discovered in the same manuscript to which we owe the De Mysteriis.

'I'hey formed part of a small collection, which cannot have numbered more than seven or eight

hymns, of which these three only have escaped, not without some mutilation. That which

stands first is the confession of faith, the matter of which contains nothing that is inconsistent

with Hilary's time. But beyond this, and the fact that the manuscript ascribes it to Hilary,

there is nothing to suggest his authorship. It is a dreary production in a limping imitation of
an Horatian metre; an involved argumentative statement of Catholic doctrine, in which it

would be difficult to say whether verse or subject suffers the more from their unwonted union.

The sequence of thought is helped out by the mechanical device of an alphabetical arrange-

ment of the stanzas, but even this assistance could not make it intelligible to an ordinary

congregation 7. And the want of literary skill in the author makes it impossible to suppose

that Hilary is he ; classical knowledge was still on too high a level for an educated man to

perpetrate such solecisms.

In the same manuscript there follow, after an unfortunate gap, the two hymns to which it

has been suggested that Hilary alludes in his Homily on Psalm 65, those which celebrate the

praises of the Resurrection and the triumph over Satan. The former is by a woman's hand,

and the feminine forms of the language must have made it
,

one would think, unsuitable for

congregational singing. There is no reason why the poem should not date from the fourth

century ; indeed, since it is written by a neophyte, that date i
s more probable than a later

time, when adult converts to Christianity were more scarce. It has considerable merits ; it is

' Two of the simpleststanzasare as follows :— I

Extra quamcaperepotest Felix qui potuit fide It is written in stanzasof six lines in the MS. ; the metre is the

menshumana restantaspenitus secondAsclepiad. Gamurrini, the discoverer,and Fechtrup (in
manetFilius in Patre, credulusassequi, WetzerWelte's Encyclopaedia)regard it as the work of Hilary,

rursus quernpenessit Pater ut incorporeoex Deo but theweight of opinion is againstthem,

dignus, qui genitusest profectusfuerit

Filius in Deum. primogenitusD^i.
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fervid in tone and free in movement, and has every appearance of being the expression of
genuine feeling. It is

,

in fact, likely enough that, if it were written in Hilary's day, he should
have inserted it in a collection of sacred verse. Concerning its authorship the suggestion has
been made^ that it was written by Florentia, a heathen maiden converted by Flilary near
Seleucia, who followed him to Gaul, lived, died, and was buried by him in his diocese. Tlie
story of Florentia rests on no better authority than the worthless biography of Hilary, written
by Fortunatus, who, moreover, says nothing about hymns composed by her. Neither proof
nor disproof is possible : unless we regard the defective Latinity as evidence in favour of

a Greek origin for the authoress. The third hymn, wliich celebrates the triumph of Chrjst
over Satan, may or may not be the work of the same hand as the second. It bears much
more resemblance to it than to the laborious and prosaic effusion which stands first. The
manuscript which contains these three hymns distinctly assigns the first, and one or more

which have perished, to Hilary:— -^ Incipiunt hymni eitisdem.' Whether a fresh , title stood
before the later hymns, which clearly belong to another, we cannot say ; the collection is too

short for this to be probable. It is obvious that, if we have in this manuscript the remains of

a hymn-book for actual use, it was, like ours, a compilation ; brief as it was, it may have been
as large as the cumbrous shape of ancient volumes would allow to be cheaply multiplied and
conveniently used. Many popular treatises, as for instance some by Tertullian and Cyprian,
were quite as short. Who the compiler may have been must remain unknown. We must
attach some importance to the evidence of the manuscript which has restored to us the De
Mysteriis and the Pilgrimage of Silvia ; and we may reasonably suppose that this collection
was made in the time, and even with the sanction, of Hilary, though we cannot accept him as
the author of any of the three hymns which remain.
The spurious letter to his imaginary daughter Abra was apparently written with the

ingenious purpose of fathering upon Hilary the morning hymn, Lucis Largitor spkndide.
This is a hymn of considerable beauty, in the same metre as the genuine Ambrosian hymns.
But there is this essential difference, that while in the latter the rules of classical versification
as regards the length of syllables are scrupulously followed, in the former these rules are

ignored, and rhythm takes the place of quantity. This is a sufficient proof that the hymn

is of a later date than Ambrose, and, a fortiori, than Hilary. There remains the so-called

evening hymn, which has been supposed/ to be the companion to the lasts. This, again,

is alphabetical, and contains in twenty-three stanzas a confession of sin, an appeal to Christ
and an assertion of orthodoxy. The rules of metre are neglected in favour of an uncouth

attempt at rhythm. Latin appears to have been a dead language to the writer', who
adorns his lines with little pieces of pagan mythology, and whose taste is indicated by
his description of heretics as 'barking Sabellius and grunting Simon.' The hymn is probably
the work of some bombastic monk, perhaps of the time of Charles the Great ; unlike the

other four, it cannot possibly date from Hilary's generation.
Omitting certain fragments of treatises of which Hilary may, or may not, have been

the author^, we now come to his attack upon Auxentius of Milan, and to the last of

S By Gamurrini in Siudl e doctimcnii, 1884,p. 83 f.

9 Printed in full by Myi. Patruin Nova Blbliotlieca p̂. 490.
He suspendsjudgment, and will not say that it is unworthy of
Hilary. Tlie Benedictineeditor, Coustant, gives a few stanzas
asspecimens,andsummarilyrejectsit.

1 The four quartersof the universeare ortus, occasits,aguila,
septenirio ; one of these last mustmean the south. This would
point to someGerman land as the homeof the author ; in no
country of Romance tongue could suchan error havebeenper-
petrated. Psrire is used^orperdere,but this it not unparalleled.

2 In Mai's Pairum Nova.Bibtiotheca,vol. i.
,
is a shorttreatise

an the Genealogiesof Christ. The methodof interpretation is

thesameas Hilary's, but the language is not his; and the terms
used of the Virgin in §§ ir, la, are not so early as the fourth
century. In the samevolume is an expositionof the beginning
of St. John's Gospel in an anti-Arian sense. In spite of some
differenceof vocabulary,there is nostrongreasonwhy thi>should
not be by Hilary; cf. especially,§§ 5—7. .Mai also prints in tlie
samevolumea short fragmenton the Paralytic (St. Matt. i.'i.2),
too brief for a judgment to be formed. In Pitra's Spicilcgium
Solesjiiense,vol. i., is a brief discussionon the first chaptersof
Cienesis,dealingchiefly with the Fall. It appears,like theHomi-
lies on the Psalms, to be the report of some extemporaryad-
dresses,and is more likely than any of the precedingto be the
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Ills complete works. Dionysius of Milan had been, as we saw, a sufferer in the same cause
as Hilary. But he had been still more hardly treated; he had not only been exiled,
but his place had been taken by Auxentius, an Eastern Arian of the school favoured by
Constantius. Dionysius died in exile, and Auxentius remained in undisputed possession of
the see. He must have been a man of considerable ability ; perhaps, as we have mentioned,
Jie was the creator of the so-called Ambrosian ritual, and certainly he was the leader of
the Arian party in Italy and the further West. The very fact that Constantius and his
advisers chose him for so great a post as the bishopric of Milan proves that they had
confidence in him. He justified their trust, holding his own without apparent difficulty
at Milan and working successfully in the cause of compromise at Ariminum and elsewhere
Athanasius mentions him often and bitterly as a leader of the heretics; and he must be
ranked with Ursacius and Valens as one of the most unscrupulous of his party. While
Const.-intius reigned Auxentius was, of course, safe from attack. But at the end of the
year 364 Hilary thought that the opportunity was come. Since his last entry into th,i
conflict Julian and his successor Jovian had died, and Valentinian had for some months
been Emperor. He had just divided the Roman Empire with his brother Valens, himself
choosing the Western half with Milan for his capital, while he gave Constantinople and
the East to Valens. The latter was a man of small abilities, unworthy to reign, and
a convinced Arian ; Valentinian, with many faults, was a strong ruler, and favoured the
cause of orthodoxy. But he was, before all else, a soldier and a statesman ; his orthodoxy
was, perhaps, a mere acquiescence in the predominant belief among his subjects, and it
had, in any case, much less influence over his conduct than had Arianism over that of Valens.
It must have seemed to Hilary and to Eusebius of Vercelli that there was danger to
the Church in the possession by Auxentius of so commanding a position as that of bishop
of Milan, with constant access to the Emperor's ear; and especially now that the Eraperor
was new to his work and had no knowledge, perhaps no strong convictions, concerning
the points at issue. As far as they could judge, their success or failure in displacing
Auxentius would influence the fortunes of the Church for a generation at least. It would,
therefore, be unjust to accuse Hilary as a mere busy-body. He interfered, it is true,
outside his own province, but it was at a serious crisis ; and his knowledge of the Western
Church must have assured him that, if he did not act, the necessary protest woul.l
probably remain unmade.

Hilary, then, in company with his ally Eusebius, hastened to Milan in order to
influence the mind of Valentinian against Auxentius, and to waken the dormant orthodoxy
of the Milanese Church. For there seems to have been little local opposition to the Arian
bishop : no organised congregation of Catholics in the city rejected his communion. On
the other hand, there was no militant Arianism: the worship conducted by Auxentius could
excite no scruples, and in his teaching he would certainly avoid the points of difference.
Pie and his school had no desire to persecute orthodoxy because it was orthodox. From
their point of view, the Faith had been settled in such a way that their own position
was unassailable, and all they wished was to live and to let live. And we must remembe'
that the Council of Rimini, disgraceful as the manner was in which its decision had beer
reached, was still the rule of the Faith for the Western Church. Hilary and Eusebius
had induced a multitude of bishops, amid the applause of their flocks, to recant; but private
expressions of opinion, however numerous, could not erase the definitions of Rimini from

work of Hilary. It is quite in llis style, but the contentsare
unimportant. But wemustremembertliat the scribeswererarely
conl^ntto confess that they were ignorant of the name of an
aiuh-)r whom they transcribed; and that, being as ill-furnished
with tcruplesaswith imagination,tliey assignedeverything that
came to hand to a few familiar names. Two further works

VOL. IX. e

ascribed to Hilary are obviously not his. Pitra, in the volume
alreadycited, has printed considerableremainsof a.Commentary
on the Pauline Epistles, which really belongs to Theodore of
Mopsuestia; and a Commentaryon thesevenCanoni'-alEpistles,
recentlypublishedin the Spicilegiutn Cnsinense,vol. iii., is there
■altiibuted,with much reason,to his namesakeofAries.
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the records of the Church. It was not till the year 369 that a Council at Rome expunged
them. The first object of the allies was to excite opposition to the Arian, and in this

they had some success. Auxentius, in his petition to the Emperor, which we possess,
asserts that they stirred up certain of the laity, who had been in communion neither with

himself nor with his predecessors, to call him a heretic. The immediate predecessor of

Auxentius was the Catholic Dionysius, and we cannot suppose that this is a fair description

of Hilary's followers. But it is probable that the malcontents were not numerous, for none

but enthusiasts would venture into apparent schism on account of a heresy which was

certainly not conspicuous. How long Hilary was allowed to continue his efforts is unknown.

Valentinian reached Milan in the November of 364, and left it in the Autumn of the

following year ; and before his departure his decision had frustrated Hilary's purpose.

We only know that, as soon as the matter grew serious, Auxentius appealed to the Emperor.

There was no point more important in the eyes of the government than unity within

the local Churches, and Auxentius, being formally in the right, must have made his

appeal with much confidence. His success was immediate. The Emperor issued what

Hilary calls a 'grievous edicts,' the terms of which Hilary does not mention. He only

says that under the pretext, and with the desire, of unity, Valentinian threw the faithful

"Church of Milan into confusion. In other words, he forbade Hilary to agitate for a separation
of the people from their bishop.
But Hilary, silenced in the city, exerted himself at court. With urgent imiDortunity,

he tells us, he pressed his charges against Auxentius, and induced the Emperor to appoint

a commission to consiiler them. In due time this commission met. It consisted of two
lay officials, with

' some ten ' bishops as assessors ♦. Hilary and Eusebius were present, as

well as the accused. Auxentius pleaded his own cause, beginning with the unfortunate

attack upon his adversaries that they had been deposed by Council, and therefore had

no locus standi as accusers of a bisliop. This was untrue; Hilary, we know, had been

banished, but his see had never been declared vacant, nor, in all probability, had that

of Eusebius. They were not intruders, like Auxentius, though even he had gained some

legality for his position from the death of Dionysius in exile. The failure of this plea
was so complete that Hilary, in his account of the matter, declares that it is not worth

his while to repeat his defence. Next came the serious business of the commission. This

was not the theological enquiry after truth, but the legal question whether, in fact, the

teaching of Auxentius was in conformity with recognised standards. Hilary had asserted

that his creed differed from that of the Emperor and of all other Christians, and had

asserted it in very unsparing language. He now maintained his allegation, and, in doing
so, gave Auxentius a double advantage. For he diverged into the general question of

theology, while Auxentius stuck to the letter of the decisions of Rimini; and the words
of Hilary had been such that he could claim to be a sufferer from calumny. Hilary's
account of the doctrinal discussion is that he forced the reluctant Auxentius by his

questions to the very edge of a denial of the Faith ; that Auxentius escaped from this

difficulty by a complete surrender, to which Hilary pinned him down by making him

sign an orthodox confession, in terms to which he had several times agreed during the

course of the debate ; that Hilary remitted this confession through the Quaestor, the lay

president of the commission, to the Emperor. This document, which Hilary says that
he appended to his explanatory letter, is unfortunately lost. The brief account of the
matter which Auxentius gives is not inconsistent with Hilary's. He tells us that he began

by protesting that he had never known or seen Arius, and did not even know what his

3 Contra Auxenttum, § 7. I that thedecisionlay with the laymen. Au.\entiiis, in his account
4 It ■
■
«
!

-'learfrom Hilary's account{Contra Auxentiwin, § 7
) I of the matter,doesnot evenmentionthe bishops.



THE LIFE AND WRITINGS OF ST. HILARY OF POITIERS. li

doctrine was; he proceeded to declare that he still believed and preached the truths
which he had l)een taught in his infancy and of which he had satisfied himself by study
of Scripture ; and he gives a summary of the statement of faith which he made before
the commission. But he says not a word about the passage of arms between Hilary
and himself, of his defeat, and of the enforced signature of a confession which contradicted
his previous assertions.

Hilary's account of the prqceedings must certainly be accepted. But, though his moral
and dialectical victory was complete, it is obvious that he had gained no advantage for
his cause. He had taunted Auxentius as an adherent of Arius. Auxentius had an immediate
reply, which put his opponent in the wrong. We cannot doubt that he spoke the truth,
when he said that he had never known Arius; and it certainly was the case, that in
the early years of the fourth century, inadequate statements of the doctrine of the Trinity
were widely prevalent and passed without dispute. It was also true that the dominant
faction at the court of Constantius, of which Auxentius had been a leader, had in the
most effectual way disclaimed complicity with Arianism by ejecting its honest professors
from their sees and by joining with their lips in the universil condemnation of the founder
of that heresy. But if this was their shame, it was also, in such circumstances as those
of Auxentius, their protection. And Auxentius held one of the greatest positions in the
Cluirch, and even in the state, now that Milan was to be, so it seemed, the capital of
the West. The spirit of the government at that time was one of almost Chinese reverence
for official rank ; and it must have seemed an outrage that the irresponsible bishop of
a city, mean in comparison with Milan, should assail Auxentius in such terms as Hilary
had used. Even though he had admitted, instead of repudiating, the affinity with Arius,
there would have been an impropriety in the use of that familiar weapon, the labeUing
of a party with the name of its most discredited and unpopular member. We may be sure
that .Auxentius, a man of the world, would derive all possible advantage from this excessive
vehemence of his adversary. In the debate itself, where Hilary would have the advantage
not only of a sound cause, but of greater earnestness, we cannot be surprised that he
won the victory. Auxentius was probably indifferent at heart; Hilary had devoted his
life and all his talents to the cause. But such a victory could have no results, beyond
lowering Auxentius in public esteem and self-respect. It does not appear from his words
or from those of Hilary, that the actual creed of Rimini was imported into the dispute.
It was on it that Auxentius relied ; if he did not expressly contradict its terms, the debate
became a mere discussion concerning abstract truth. The legal standard of doctrine was
no more affected by his unwilling concession than it had been a few years before by
the numerous repudiations, prompted by Hilary and Eusebius, of the vote given at Rimini.
The confession which Hilary annexed in triumph to his narrative was the mere incidental

expression of a private opinion, which Auxentius, in his further plea, could afford to leave
unnoticed.

The commissioners no doubt made their report privately to the Emperor. We do not
know its tenour, but from the sequel we may be sure that they gave it as their opinion that

Auxentius was the lawful bishop of Milan. Some time passed before Valentinian spoke.
Whether Hilary took any further steps to influence his decision is unknown ; but we possess
a memorial addressed 'to the most blessed and glorious Emperors Valentinian and Valens' by
Auxentius. The two brothers were, by mutual arrangement, each sovereign within his own

dominion, but they ruled as colleagues, not as rivals; and Auxentius must have taken courage

from the thought that it would seem unnatural and impolitic for the elder to seize this first

opportunity of proclaiming his dissent from the cherished convictions of the younger, by

degrading one of the very school which his brother delighted to honour. For what had been

proposed was not the silent filling of a vacant place, but the public ejection of a bishop whose
e 2
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station was not much less prominent than that of Athanasius himself, and his ejection on

purely theological grounds. Constantius himself had rarely been so bold ; his acts of

oppression, as in Hilary's case, were usually cloaked by some allegation of misconduct or: tlie
victim's part. But Auxentius had more than the character of Valens and political consider-
ations on which to rely. In the forefront of his defence he put the Council of Rimini. This
attack by Hilary and his friends was, according to him, the attempt of a handful of men to

break up the unity attained by the labours of that great assembly of six hundred bishops '.

He declared his firm assent to all its decisions; every heresy that it had condemned he
condemned. He sent with his address a copy of the Acts of the Council, and begged the

Emperor to have them read to him. Its language would convince him that Hilary and

Eusebius, bishops long deposed, were merely plotting universal schism. This, with his own

account of the proceedings before the commission and a short statement of his belief, forms

his appeal to the Emperor. It was composed with great skill, and was quite unanswerable.
His actual possession of the see, the circumstances of the time, the very doctrine of the
Church—for only a Council could undo what a Council had done—rendered his position
unassailable. And if he was in the right, Hilary and his colleague were in the wrong.
Nothing but success could have saved them from the humiliation, to which they were now

subjected, of being expelled from Milan and bidden to return to their homes, while the

Emperor publicly recognised Auxentius by receiving the Communion at his hands. Yet

morally they had been in the right throughout. The strong legal position of Auxentius and

the canons of that imposing Council of six hundred bishops behind which he screened himself

had been obtained by deliberate fraud and oppression. He and his creed could not have, and

did not deserve to have, any stabih'ty. Yet Valentinian was probably in the right, even in the

interests of truth, in refusing to make a martyr of Auxentius. There would have been reprisals
ill the East, where the Catholic cause had far more to lose than had Arianism in the West ;

and general considerations of equity and policy must have inclined him to allow the Arian to

pass the remainder of his days in peace.' But we cannot wonder that Hilary failed to

appreciate such reasons. He had thrown himself with all his heart into the attack, and

risked in it his public credit as bishop and confessor and first of Western theologians. Hence

his published account of the transaction is tinged with a pardonable shade of personal
resentment. It was, indeed, necessary that he should issue a statement. The assault and
the repulse were rendered conspicuous by time and place, and by the eminence of the persons

engaged; and it was Hilary's duty to see that the defeat which he had incurred brought no

injury upon his cause. He therefore addressed a public letter ' to the beloved brethen who

abide in the Faith of the fathers and repudiate the Arian heresy, the bishops and all their

flocks.' He begins by speaking of the 'blessings of peace, which the Christians of that day

could neither enjoy nor promote, beset as they were by the forerunners of Antichrist, who

boasted of the peace, in other words of the harmonious concurrence in blasphemy, which they

had brought about. They bear themselves not as bishops of Christ but as priests of

Antichrist. This is not random abuse (§ 2), but sober recognition of the fact, stated by

St. J ohn, that there are many Antichrists. For these men assume the cloak of piety, and pretend
to preach the Gospel, with the one object of inducing others to deny Christ. It was (§ 3) the

misery and folly of the day that men endeavoured to promote the cause of God by human

means and the favour of the world. Hilary asks bishops, who believe in their office, whether

the Apostles had secular support when by their preaching they converted the greater part of

mankind. They were not adorned with palace dignities ; scourged and fettered, they sang
their hymns. It was in obedience to no royal edict that Paul gathered a Church for Christ;

S This was a gross exaggeration. They cannot have heen| that theHomoeandecisionwasonly obtainedby fraud, asAuxen-

morethan 400,andprobablywere less. And we must rememberI tins well knew.



THE LIFE AND WRITINGS OF ST. HILARY OF POITIERS. liii

he was exposed to public view in the theatre. Nero and Vespasian and Decius were no
patrons of the Church ; it was through their haired tliat the truth had thriven. The Apostles
laboured with their hands and worshipped in garrets and secret places, and in deSance of
'
senate or monarch visited, it might be said, every village and every tribe. Yet it was these
rebels who had the keys of the Kingdom of Heaven ; the more they were forbidden, the more

ihey preached, and the power of God was made manifest. But now (§ 4) the Faith iinds
favour with men. The Church seeks for secular support, and in so doing insults Christ by
the implication that His support is insufficient. She in her turn holds out the threat of exile
ar.d prison. It was her endurance of these that drew men to her; now she imposes her faith
by violence. She craves for favours at the hands of her communicants ; once it was her
consecration that she braved the threatenings of persecutors. Bishops in exile spread the

Faith ; now it is she that exiles bishops. She boasts that the world loves her ; the world's

hatred was the evidence that she was Christ's. The ruin is obvious which has fallen upon the

Church. The reason is plain (§ 5). The time of Antichrist, disguised as an angel of light,
has come. The true Christ is hidden from almost every mind and heart. Antichrist is now

obscuring the truth that he may assert falsehood hereafter. Hence the conflicting opinions
of the time, the doctrine of Arius and of his heirs, Valens, Ursacius, Auxentius and their
fellows. Their preaching of novelties concerning Christ is the work of .Antichrist, who is

using them to introduce his own worship. This is proved (§ 6) by a statement of their

minimising and prevaricating doctrine, which has, however, made no impression upon the

guileless and well-meaning laity. Then (§§ 7—9) comes Hilary's account of his proceedings at
.Milan, strongly coloured by the intensity of his feelings. The Emperor's first refusal to
interfere with Auxentius is a 'command that the Church of the Milanese, which confesses that
Christ is true God, of one divinity and substance with the Father, should be thrown into
confusion under the pretext, and with the desire, of unity.' The canons of Rimini are described

as those of the Thracian Nicasa ; Auxentius' protest that he had never known Arius is met by
the assertion that he had been ordained to the presbyterate in an Arian Church under George
of Alexandria. Hilary refuses to discuss the Council of Rimini ; it had been universally and

righteously repuduited. His ejection from Milan, in spite of his protests that Auxentius was
a liar and a renegade, is a revelation of the mystery of ungodliness. For Auxentius (§§ 10, 11)
had spoken with two contrary voices ; the one that of the confession which Hilary had driven

him to sign, the other that of Rimini. His skill in words could deceive even the elect, but he

had been clearly exposed. Finally (g 12) Hilary regrets that he cannot state the case to each

bishop and Church in person. He begs them to make the best of his letter; he dares not

make it fully intelligible by circulating with it the Arian blasphemies which he had assailed.

He bids them bewiire of Antichrist, and warns against love and reverence for the material

structure of their churches, wherein Antichrist will one day^have his seat. Mountains and

woods and dens of beasts and prisons and inorasses are the places of safety; in them some

of the Prophets had lived, and some had died. He bids them shun Auxentius as an angel of

Satan, an enemy of Christ, a deceiver and a blasphemer. 'Let him assemble against me what

synods he will, let him proclaim mi, as he has often done already, a heretic by public

advertisement, let him direct, at his will, the wrath of the mighty against me; yet, being an

Arian, he shall be nothing less than a devil in my eyes. Never will I desire peace except with
them who, following the doctrine of our fathers at Nicsea, shall make the Arians anathema and

proclaim the true divinity of Christ.'

These are the concluding words of Hilary's last public utterance. We see him again

giving an unreserved adhesion, in word as well as in heart, to the Nicene confession. It was

the course dictated by policy as well as by conviction. His cautious language in eadier days

had done good service to the Church in the East, and had made it easier for those who had

compromised themselves at Rimini to reconcile themselves with him and with the truth for
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which he stood. But by this time all whom he could wish to win had given in their adhesion;
Auxentius and the few who held with him, if such there were, were irreconcileable. They took
their stand upon the Council of Rimini, and their opponents found in the doctrine of Nicsea
the clear and uncompromising challenge which was necessary for effective warfare. But if

Hilary's doctrinal position is definite, his theory of the relations of Church and State, if indeed
his indignation allowed him to think of them, is obscure. An orthodox Emperor was uphold-

ing an Arian, and Hilary, while giving Valentinian credit for personal good faith, is as eager
as in the worst days of Constantius for a severance. We must, however, remember that this

manifesto, though it is the expression of a settled policy in the matter of doctrine, is in other

respects the unguarded outpouring of an injured feeling. And here again we find the old

perplexity of the 'inward evil.' Auxentius is represented as in the Church and outside it at
the same time. He is an Antichrist, a devil, all that is evil ; but Hilary is threatened and it is

the Church that threatens, submission to an Arian is enforced and it is the Church which

enforces it*. And if Auxentius had adhered to the confession which Hilary had induced him
to sign, all objection to his episcopate would apparently have ceased. The time had not come,
if it ever can come, for the solution of such problems. Meantime Hilary did his best, so far as
words could do it

,

to brush aside the sophistries behind which Auxentius was defending

himself The doctrine of Rimini is named that of Nicsa, in Thrace, where the discreditable
and insignificant assembly met in which its terms were settled; the Church of Alexandria
under the intruder George is frankly called Arian. It was an appeal to the future as well as
an apology for himself. But certainly it could not move Valentinian, nor can Hilary have

expected that it should. And, after all, Valentinian's action was harmless, at least. By

Hilary's own confession, Auxentius had no influence for evil over his flock, and these

proceedings must have warned him, if he needed the warning, that abstinence from aggressive
Arianism was necessary if he would end his days in peace. The Emperor's policy remained
unchanged. At the Roman Council of the year 369 the Western bishops formally
annulled the proceedings of Rimini, and so deprived Auxentius of his legal position. At the

same time, as the logical consequence, they condemned him to deposition, but Valentinian

refused to give effect to their sentence, and Auxentius remained bishop of Milan till his death

in the year 374. He had outlived Hilary and Eusebius, and also Athanasius, the promoter of

the last attack upon him ; he had also outlived whatever Arianism there had been in Milan.

His successor, St. Ambrose, had the enthusiastic support of his people in his conflicts with
Arian princes. The Church could have gained little by Hilary's success, and yet we cannot

be sure that, in a broad sense, he failed. So resolute a bearing must have effectually

strengthened the convictions of Valentinian aad the fears of Auxentius.
There remains one work of Hilary to be considered. This was a history of the Arian

controversy in such of its aspects as had fallen under his own observation. We know

from Jerome's biography of Hilary that he wrote a book againt Valens and Ursacius,

containing an account of the Councils of Rimini and Seleucia. They had been his adversaries

throughout his career, and had held their own against him. To them, at least as much as
to Constantius, the overthrow of his Asiatic friends was due, and to them he owed the

favour, which must have galled him, of permission to return to his diocese. Auxentius

was one of their alHes, and the failure of Hilary's attack upon him made it clear that

these men too, as subjects of Valentinian, were safe from merited deposition. Their

worldly success was manifest ; it was a natural and righteous task which Hilary undertook

when he exposed their true character. It was clear that while Valens and Valentinian
lived —and they were in early middle life—there would be an armed peace within the
Western Church; that the overthrow of bishop by bishop in theological strife would be

6 §4.
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forbidden. The pen was the only weapon left to Hilary, and he used it to give an
account of events from the time of that Council of Aries, in the year 353, which was
the beginning for Gaul of the Arian conflict. He followed its course, with especial
reference to Ursacius and Valens, until the year 367, or at least the end of 366; the
latest incident recorded in the fragments which we possess must have happened within
a few months of his death. The work was less a history than a collection of documents
strung together by an explanatory narrative. It is evident that it was not undertaken as
a literary effort; its aim is not the information of future generations, but the solemn
indictment at the bar of public opinion of living offenders. It must have been, when
complete, a singularly businesslike production, with no graces of style to render it attractive
and no generalisations to illuminate its pages. Hal the whole bseii preserved, we should
have had a complete record of Hilary's life; as it is

,

we have thirteen valuable fragments',
to which we owe a considerable part of our general knowledge of the time, though they
tell us comparatively little of his own career. The commencement of the work has happily
survived, and from it we learn the spirit in which he wrote. He begins (Fragment i. §§ i, 2)

with an exposition of St. Paul's doctrine of faith, hope, and love. He testifies, with the
Apostle, that the last is the greatest. The inseparable bond, of which he is conscious,
of God's love for him and his for God, has detached him from worldly interests. He,
like others (§ 3), might have enjoyed ease and prosperity and imperial friendship, and

have been, as they were, a bishop only in name and a burden upon the Church. But
the condition imposed was that of tampering with Gospel truths, wilful bhndness to
oppression and the condonation of tyranny. Public opinion, ill-informed and unused to
theological subtleties, would not have observed the change. But it would have been

a cowardly declension from the love of Christ to which he could not stoop. He feels (§ 4)

the difficulty of the task he undertakes. The devil and the heretics had done their worst,
multitudes had been terrified into denial of their convictions. The story was complicated
by the ingenuity in evil of the plotters, and evidence was difficult to obtain. The scene
of intrigue could not be clearly delineated, crowded as it was with the busy figures of
bishops and officers, putting every engine into motion against men of apostolic mind.
The energy with which they propagated slander was the measure of its falsehood. They
had implanted in the public mind the belief that the exiled bishops had suffered merely
for refusing to condemn Athanasius ; that they were inspired by obstinacy, not by principle.

Out of reverence for the Emperor, whose throne is from God (§ 5), Hilary will not comment
upon his usurped jurisdiction over a bishop, nor on the manner in which it was exercised ;
nor yet on the injustice whereby bishops were forced to pass sentence upon the accused

in his absence. In this volume he will give the true causes of trouble, in comparison
of which such tyranny, grievous though it be, is of small account. Once before—this,
no doubt, was at Bdziers — he had spoken his mind upon the matter. But that was a hasty
and unprepared utterance, delivered to an audience as eager to silence him as he was

to speak. He will, therefore (§ 6), give a full and consecutive narrative of events from
the Council of Aries onwards, with such an account of the question there debated as will

7 There are fifteenin the collection,but the secondand third, course,notorious that he neverdid so ; the mistake is onewhich
whichare as long as all the rest together,and are obviously ex- ^ Hilary couldnotpossiblyhavemade. None the less,thesefrag-
tractsfromthe samework, are not by Hilary. He expresslysays , mentsare,both in themselvesand in the documentswhich they
(Fragm. i. § 6

) that he will commencewith the Council of Aries embody,oneof our mostimportantauthoritiesfor the transactions
and the exile of Paulinus. These documentsnarrate at great
length events which began six years earlier, and with which
Hilary and his province had no direct concern. This proves
that the fragmentsare not a portion of the Liber adversus Ursa-

cium ei Valentem. Internal evidence proves not less clearly

that they cannot be excerpts from someother work of Hilary.
In Fragm. ii. § 2i we are told that, apparently in the year 349,

Athanasius excommunicatedMarcellus of Ancyra. It is, of

they narrate,and are indisputably contemporaryand authentic.
Nor is thereany reasonabledoubt as to the genuinenessof the
thirteen. Those of themwhich revealthe inconstancyof Libeiins
havebeenassailedby someRoman Catholic writers, though they
are acceptedby others. The same suspicion has extended to
othersamongthe fragments,becausetheyare found in company
with theserevelationsconcerningLiberius. But the doubtshave
beensuggestedby the wish to disbelieve.



Ivi INTRODUCTION. CHAPTER I.

shew the true merits of Paulinus, and make it clear that nothing less than the Faith
was at stake. He ends his introduction (§ 7) by warning the reader that this is a work
which needs to be seriously studied. The multitude of letters and of synods which he
must adduce will merely confuse and disgust him, if he do not bear in mind the dates
and the persons, and the exact sense in wliich terms are used. Filially, he reminds him of
the greatness of the subject. This is the knowledge of God, the hope of eternity; it
is the duty of a Christian to acquire such knowledge as shall enable him to form and
to maintain his own conclusions. The excerpts from the work have evidently been made
by some one who was interested in Italy and Illyricum rather than in Gaul, and thought
tliat the documents were more importa^*- than the narrative. Hence Hilary's character
is as little illustrated as the events of his life. Nor can the date of the work be precisely
fixed. It is clear that he had already taken up his final attitude of uncompromising adherence
to the Nicene Symbol; that is to say, he began to write after all the waverers had been
reclaimed from contact with Arianism. He m.ust, therefore, have written the book in his
latest years; and it is manifest that after he had brought the narrative down to the

time of his return from exile, he continued to add to it from time to time even till
the end of his life. For the last incident recorded in the Fragments, the secession from
the party of Valens and Ursacius of an old and important ally, Germinius of Sirmium,
must have come to his knowledge very shortly before his death. He had had httle success
in his warfare with error; if he and his friends had held their own, they had not succeeded
either in synod or at court in overthrowing their enemies; and it is pleasant to think

that this gleam of comfort came to brighten the last days of Hilary^. The news must
have reached Gaul early in the year 367, and no subsequent event of importance can
have come to his knowledge.

But though we have reached the term of Hilary's life, there remains one topic" on
which something must be said, his relation to St. Martin of Tours. Martin, born in

Pannonia, the country of Valens and Ursacius, but converted from paganism under
Catholic influences, was attracted by Hilary, already a bishop, and spent some years in
his society before the outbreak of the Arian strife in Gaul. Hilary, we are told, wished
to ordain him a priest, but at his urgent wish refrained, and admitted him instead to

the humble rank of an exorcist. At an uncertain date, which cannot have long preceded
Hilary's exile, he felt himself moved to return to his native province in order to convert
his parents, who were still pagans. He succeeded in the case of his mother and of many
of his countrymen. But he was soon compelled to abandon his labours, for he had, as
a true disciple of Hilary, regarded it as his duty to oppose the Arianism dominant in

2 This correspondencewhich Hilary has preserved(Fragm.
xjii.—XV.)is interestingasshewinghowdifficult it musthavebeen
for the laity to determinewho was, and wlio was not, a heretic,
whenall partiesused the sameScriptur.il termsin commendation
of themselvesand condemnationof their opponents. It begins
with a public letter in which Germinius makesa declarationof
faith in Homoetaisionterms,without any mentionof the reasons
which had induced him to depart from the Homoean position.
'I'his is followed by a reproachful letter, also intended for pub-
licity, from Valens, Ursacius, and others. They had refused
to attendto the rumourof his defection; but now are compelled,
by his own published letter, to ask the plain question,whether
or no he adheresto 'the Catholic Faith set forth and confirmed
by theHoly Council at Rimini.' If hehad addedto theHomoean
formula, which was that the Son is 'like the Father,' the words
'in substance' or 'in all things,' he had fallen into the justly
condemnedheresyof Basil of Ancyra. They demandan explicit

atatemantthat he neverhad said, and neverwould say, anything
of the kind ; and warn him that he is gravely suspected,com-

^aints of his teachinghaving beenmadeby certain of his clergy

to neighbouringbishops,which they trust will be provedground-
less. Germiniusmadeno direct reply to this letter, butaddiesscd
a manifestoto a numberof moresympatheticbishops,containing
the Scriptural proofs of the divinity of Christ, and recallingthe
fact that the Homoean leaders, before their own victory, had
acquiescedin theHomoeousianconfession. Any teacliingto the
contrary is the work, not of God, but of the spirit of thisworld;
and he entreatsthosewhom he addresseeto circulate his letter
aswidely as possible,lest any should fall through ignoranceinto
the snaresof the devil. Germinius was assured of safety in
writing thus. Valentinian's support of Avixentius had proved
that bisliopsmight hold what opinions thev would on the gieat
question providedtheywerenot avowedArians. Germiniushad
beena leaderof the Homoeanparty, and it is at least possible
that his changeof front was due to his knowledge that the Em-
peror, though he would not eject Homoeans,had no sympathy
with them and would allow them no influence. In fact, the
smallerthe shareof conscience,the greater the historical interest
of Germinius'actionas shewingi.bedeclineof Homoeaniufluence
in the West.
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the province. Opposition to t]ie bishops on the part of a man holding so low a station in
the Church was a civil as well as an ecclesiastical offence, and Martin can have expected
no other treatment than that which he received, of scourging and expulsion from the
province. Hilary was by this time in exile, and Martin turned to Milan, where tlie
heresy of the intruder Auxentius called forth his protests, which were silenced by another
expulsion. He next retired to a small island off the Italian coast, where he lived in
seclusion till he heard of Hilary's return. He hastened to Rome, so Fortunatus tells us,
to meet his friend, but missed him on the way; and followed him at once to Poitiers.
There Hilary gave him a site near the city, on which he founded the first monastery in
that region, over which he presided for the rest of Hilary's life and for four years after
his death. In the year 371 he was consecrated bishop of Tours, and so continued till
his death twenty-five years later. It is clear that Martin was never able to exert any
influence over the mind or action of Hilary, whose interests were in an intellectual sphere
above his reach. But the courage and tenacity with which Martin held and preached
the Faith was certainly inspired to some considerable extent by admiration of Hilary
and confidence in his teaching. And the joy which Hilary expresses, as we have seen,
in his later Homilies on the Psalms over the rapid spread of Christianity in Gaul, was
no doubt occasioned by the earlier triumphs of Martin among the peasantry. The two
men vi^ere formed each to be the complement of the other. It was the work of Hilary
to prove with cogent clearness to educated Christians, that reason as well as piety dictated

an acceptance of the Catholic Faith ; the mission of Martin was to those who were neither
educated nor Christian, and his success in bringing the Faith home to the lives and
consciences of the pagan masses marks him out as one of the greatest among the
preachers of the Gospel. Both of them actively opposed Arianism, and both suffered
in the conflict. But the confessorship of neither had any perceptible share in promoting
the final victory of truth. Their true glory is that they were fellow-labourers equally
successful in widely separate parts of the same field; and Hilary is entitled, beyond
the honour due to his own achievements, to a share in that of St. Martin, whose merits
he discovered and fostered.

We have now reached the end of Hilary's life. Sulpicius Severuss tells ns that he
died in the sixth year from his return, tie had probably reached Poitiers early in the
year 361 ; we have seen that the latest event recorded in the fragments of his history
must have come to his knowledge early in 367. There is no reason to doubt that this
was the conclusion of the history, and no consideration suggests that Sulpicius was wrong
in his date. We may therefore assign the death of Hilary, with considerable confidence,
to the year 367, and probably to its middle portion. Of the circumstances of his death

nothing is recorded. This is one of the many signs that his contemporaries did not value
him at his true worth. To them he must have been the busy and somewhat unsuccessful
man of affairs; their successors in the next generation turned away from him and his
works to the more attractive writings and more commanding characters of Ambrose

and Augustine. Yet certainly no firmer purpose or more convinced faith, perhaps no

keener intellect has devoted itself to the defence and elucidation of truth than that of

Hilary : and it may be that Christian thinkers in the future will find an inspiration of

new and fruitful thoughts in his writings.

9 Chron, ii. 45.
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CHAPTER II.
The Theology of St. Hii.arv of Poitiers.

This Chapter offers no more than a tentative and imperfect outline of the theology
of St. Hilary; it is an essay, not a monognipli. Little attempt will be made to estimate

the value of his opinions from the point of view of modern thought ; little will be said

about his relation to earlier and contemporary thought, a subject on which he is habitually

silent, and nothing about the after fate of his speculations. Yet the task, thus narrowed,

is not without its difficulties. Much more attention, it is true, has been paid to Hilary's

theology than to the history of his life, and the student cannot presume to dispense with

the assistance of the books already written '. But they cannot release him from the necessity

of collecting evidence for himself from the pages of Hilary, and of forming his own judgment

upon it
,

for none of them can claim completeness and they differ widely as to the views

which Hilary held. There is the further difficulty that a brief statement of a theologian's

opinions must be systematic. But Hilary has abstained, perhaps deliberately, from con-

structing a system ; the scattered points of his teaching must be gathered from writings

composed at various times and with various purposes. The part of his work which was,

no doubt, most useful in his own day, his summary in the De Trinitate of the defence

against Arianism, is clear and well arranged, but it bears less of the stamp of Hilary's

genius than any other of his writings. His characteristic thoughts are scattered over the

pages of this great controversial treatise, where the exigencies of his immediate argument

often deny him full scope for their development; or else they must be sought in his

Commentary on St. Matthew, where they find incidental expression in the midst of allegorical

exegesis ; or again, amid the mysticism and exhortation of the Homilies on the Psalms.

It is in some of these last that the Christology of Hilary is most completely stated ; but
the Homilies were inteniled for a general audience, and are unsystematic in construcdon

and almost conversational in tone. Hilary has never worked out his thoughts in consistent

theological form, and many of the most original among them have failed to attract the

attention which they would have received had they been presented in such a shape as

that of the later books of the De Tr'mitaie.

This desultory mode of composition had its advantages in life and warmth of present
interest, and gives to Hilary's writings a value as historical documents which a formal

and comprehensive treatise would have lacked. But it seriously increases the difficulty of

the present undertaking. It was inevitable that Hilary's method, though he is a singularly
consis,tent thinker, should sometimes lead him into self-contradiction and sometimes leave

his meaning in obscurity. In such cases probabilities must be balanced, with due regard
to the opinion of former theologians who have studied his writings, and a definite conclusion

must be given, though space cannot be found for the considerations upon which it is based.

But though the writer may be satisfied that he has, on the whole, fairly represented Hilary's

belief, it is impossible that a summary of doctrine can be an adequate reflection of a great
teacher's mind. Proportions are altogether changed ; a doctrine once stated and then dis-

missed must be set down on the same scale as another to which the author recurs again

* Those which have beenin constantuse in the preparation the Benedictine edition is useful, though its value is lessened

cA this chapter have been an excellent article by Th. Fijrster

in the Tlteolo^ischeShulieii und Kritihen for 1888, p 645ff.,

and two full and valuablepapersby Dr. Ealtzer on the Theoloste
and ChristologicofHilary in thePrograinm of tlie RotLweilGym-

nasium for 1879and 1889respectively. I haveunfortunatelynot
had accessto Wirthmuller's work. Die LekTe d. hi. Hil. iiber
die Sclbstentdusserun ĈkrlstU but the citations in Kaltzcr and

Schwane give some clue to its contents. The Introduction to

by an evident desire to make Hilary conform to the accepted
opinions of a later age. Dorner's great work on the Docirlnt

0/ the Person 0/ Christ, in the English translation, with the
Doginengeschlchteof Schwane(ed. 2, 1895)and that of Haruack

(ed.3, 1894)have also beenconstantly and profitably consulted.
Indebtednessto other works is fromtime to timeacknowledged
in thenotes.
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and again witli obvious interest. Tlie inevitable result is an apparent coldness and stiffness
and excess of method which does Hilary an injustice botli as a thinker and as a writer.
In the interests of orderly sequence not only must he be represented as sometimes more
consistent than he really is

,

but the play of thought, the undeveloped suggestions, often
brilliant in their originality, the striking expression given to familiar truths, must all be
sacrificed, and with them great part of the pleasure and profit to be derived from his
writings. For there are two conclusions wliich the careful student will certainly reach ;

the one that every statement and argument will be in hearty and scrupulous consonance
with the Creeds, the other that, within this limit, he must not be surprised at any ingenuity
or audacity of logic or exegesis in explanation and illustration of recognised truths, and
especially in the speculative connection of one truth with another. But the evidence that
Hilary's heart, as well as his reason, was engaged in the search and defence of truth
must be sought, where it will be abundantly found, in the translations given in this volume.
The present chapter only purposes to set out, in a very prosaic manner, the conclusions
at which his speculative genius arrived, working as it did by the methods of strict logic
in the spirit of eager loyalty to the Faith.
In his effort to render a reason for his belief Hilary's constant appeal is to Scripture ;

and he avails himself freely of the thoughts of earlier theologians. But he never makes
himself their slave; he is not the avowed adherent of any school, and never cites the
names of those whose arguments he adopts. These he adjusts to his own system of thought,
and presents for acceptance, not on authority, but on their own merits. For Scripture,
however, he has an unbounded reverence. Everything that he believes, save the fundamental
truth of Theism, of which man has an innate consciousness, being unable to gaze upon
the heavens without the conviction that God exists and has His home there % is directly
derived from Holy Scripture. Scripture for Hilary means the Septuagint for the Old Testa-
ment, the Latin for the New. He was, as we saw, no Hebrew Scholar, and had small
respect either for the versions which competed with the Septuagint or for the Latin rendering
of the Old Testament, but there is little evidence 3 that he was dissatisfied with the Latin
of the New; in fact, in one instance, whether through habitual contentment with his Latin or

through momentary carelessness in verifying the sense, he bases an argument on a thoroughly

false interpretation ■
*.

Of his relation to Origen and the literary aspects of his exegetical work,
something has been said in the former chapter. Here we must speak of his use of Scripture
as the source of truth, and of the methods he employs to draw out its meaning.
In Hilary's eyes the two Testaments form one homogeneous revelation, of equal

value throughout 5, and any part of the whole may be used in explanation of any other

part. The same title of beatissimus is given to Daniel and to St. Paul when both are

cited in Comm. in Matt. xxv. 3 ; indeed, he and others of his day seem to have felt
that the Saints of the Old Covenant were as near to themselves as those of the New.
Not many years had passed since Christians were accustomed to encourage themselves
to martyrdom, in default of well-known heroes of their own faith, by the example of Daniel
and his companions, or of the Seven Maccabees and their Mother. But Scripture is not

only harmonious throughout, as Origen had taught ; it is also never otiose. It never repeats
itself, and a significance must be sought not only in the smallest differences of language, but

■ also in the order in which apparent synonyms occur S
; in fact, every detail, and every sense

2 Tr. inPs xxii. i, 4.

3 As e.g. Trin. vi. 45.

4 St. John V. 44in Trin. ix. S2.

5 Thus the Book of Baruch, regardedas part of Jeremiah,

is cited with the same confidenceas Isaiah and the other pro-
phetsin Trin. v. 39.

6 E.g. Tr. in Ps, cxvili. Aleph. 1, cxxviii. 12, cxxxi. S
.

It must be confessedthat Hilary's illustrations of the jfinciple
arenot alwaysfortunate.



h INTRODUCTION. CHAPTER II.

in which every detail may be interpreted, is a matter for profitable enquiry'. Hence, the text

of Scripture not only bears, but demands, the most strict and literal interpretation. Hilary's

explanation of the words, ' My soul is sorrowful even unto death,' in Tract, in Ps. cxli, 8

and Trill, x. 36, is a remarkable instance of his method ^; as is the argument from the words
of Isaiah, 'We esteemed Him stricken,' that this, so far as it signifies an actual sense

of pain in Christ, is only an opinion, and a false one 9. Similarly the language of St. Paul

about the treasures of knowledge hidden in Christ is made to prove His omniscience

on earth. Whatever is hidden is present in its hiding-place ; therefore Christ could not

be ignorant ^ But this close adherence to the text of Scripture is combined with great

boldness in its interpretation. Hilary does not venture, with Origen, to assert that some

passages of Scripture have no literal sense, but he teaches that there are cases when its

statements have no meaning in relation to the circumstances in which they were written ",

and uses this to enforce the doctrine, which he holds as firmly as Origen, that the spiritual

meaning is the only one of serious importance 3. All religious truth is contained in Scripture,
and it is our duty to be ignorant of what lies outside it+. But within the limits of Scripture

the utmost liberty of inference is to be admitted concerning the purpose with which the

words were written and the sense to be attached to them. Sometimes, and especially

in his later writings, when Hilary was growing more cautious and weaning himself from

the influence of Origen, we are warned to be careful, not to read too much of definite

dogmatic truth into every passage, to consider the context and occasion 5. Elsewhere,

but this especially in that somewhat immature and unguarded production, the Commentary

on St. Mailhew, we find a purpose and meaning, beyond the natural sense, educed by

such considerations as that, wliile all the Gospel is true, its facts are often so stated as

to be a prophecy as well as a history ; or that part of an event is sometimes suppressed

in the narrative in order to make the whole more perfect as a prophecy^. But he can derive

a lesson not merely from what Scripture says but also from the discrepancies between

the different texts in which it is conveyed to us. Hilary had learnt from Origen to regard

the Septuagint as an independent and inspired authority for the revelation of the Old

Testament. Its translators are ' those seventy elders who had a knowledge of the Law

and of the Prophets which transcends the limitations and doubtfulness of the letter'.

His confidence in their work, which is not exceeded by that of St. Augustine, encourages
him to draw lessons from the differences between the Hebrew and the Septuagint titles

of the Psalms. For instance. Psalm cxlii. has been furnished in the Septuagint with a title

which attributes it to David when pursued by Absalom. The contents of the Psalm are

appropriate neither to the circumstances nor to the date. But this does not justify us

in ignoring the title. We must regard the fact that a wrong connection is given to the
Psalm as a warning to ourselves not to attempt to discover its historical position, but confine
ourielves to its spiritual sense. And this is not all. Another Psalm, the third, is assigned
in the Hebrew to the same King in the same distress. But, though this attribution is

certainly correct, here also we must follow the leading of the Septuagint, which was led

to give a wrong title to one Psalm lest we should attach importance to the correct title

of another. In both cases we must fix our attention not on the afflictions of David, but
on the sorrows of Christ. Thus, negatively if not positively, the Septuagint must guide
our judgment 8. But Hilary often goes even further, and ventures upon a purely subjective

7 Thus in Trin. xl. 15,in commentingon Ps. xxii. 6, he puts
forward twoalternativetheoriesof the generalionof worms,only
oneof which can be true, while both may be false. But he uses
both, to illustrate two truths concerningour Lord.
8 Cf. also Trlit. X. 67. 9 Tr. in Ps. cxxxviii. a.
» Trin, ij£.62. There is a similar argumentin § 63

» E.g. Tr. in Ps. cxxv. i. 3 Cf. Tr. in Ps. cxlii. i.
4 Tr, in Ps, cxxxii. 6.
5 E.g. Tr, in Ps. Ixiii. 2 ; Trin. iv. 14, ix. 59.
fi Contm,in Matt, xix, 4, xxi. 13.
7 Tr. in Ps. cxlii. i ; cf. ib. cx.xxi,24, cxxxiii. 4, d. i,
8 Similar argumentsare oftenused; cf. Tr. in Ps, cxlv. x>
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interpretation, which sometimes gives useful insight into the modes of thought of Gaul in
the fourth century. For instance, he is thoroughly classical in taking it for granted that
the Psalmist's words, ' I will lift up mine eyes unto the hills,' cannot refer to the natural
feature ; that he can never mean the actual mountains bristling with woods, the naked rocks

and pathless precipices and frozen snows 9. And even Gregory the Great could not surpass
the prosaic grotesqueness with which Hilary declares it impious to suppose that God would
feed the young ravens, foul carrion birds ' ; and that the lilies of the Sermon on the Mount
must be explained away, because they wear no clothing, and because, as a matter of fact,

it is quite possible for men to be more brightly attired than they=. Examples of such

reasoning, more or less extravagant, might be multiplied from Hilary's exegetical writings;

passages in which no allowance is made for Oriental imagery, for poetry or for rhetoric 3.

But though Hilary throughout his whole period of authorship uses the mystical method
of interpretation, never doubting that everywhere in Scripture there is a spiritual meaning
which can be elicited, and that whatever sense, consistent with truth otherwise ascertained,

can be extracted from it
,

may be extracted, yet there is a manifest increase in sobriety in his

later as compared with his earlier writings. From the riotous profusion of mysticisms in the

Commentary on St. Matthew, where, for instance, every character and detail in the incident

of St. John Baptist's death becpmes a symbol, it is a great advance to the almost Athanasian

cautiousness in exegesis of the De Trinitate ; though even here, especially in the early books

which deal with the Old Testament, there is some extravagance and a very liberal employ-
ment of the method 4. His reason.s, when he gives them, are those adduced in his other

writings ; the inappropriateness of the words to the time when they were written, or

the plea that reverence or reason bids us penetrate behind the letter. His increasing
caution is due to no distrust of the principle of mysticism.
Though Hilary was not its inventor, and was forced by the large part played by

Old Testament exegesis in the Arian controversy to employ it
,

whether he would or not',

yet it is certain that his hearty, though not indiscriminate*, acceptance of the method

led to its general adoption in the West. TertuUian and Cyprian had made no great use

of such speculations ; Irenseus probably had little influence. It was the introduction
of Origen's thought to Latin Christendom by Hilary and his contemporaries wjiich set
the fashion, and none of them can have had such influence as Hilary himself It is

a strange irony of fate that so deep and original a thinker should have exerted his most

permanent influence not through his own thoughts, but through this dubious legacy which

he handed on from Alexandria to Europe. Yet, within certain limits, it was a sound

and, for that age, even a scientific method; and Hilary might at least plead that he
never allowed the system to be his master, and that it was a means which enabled him

to derive from ScriiJtures which otherwise, to him, would be unprofitable, some measure

of true and valuable instruction. It never moulds his thoughts; at the most, he regards

it as a useful auxiliary. No praise can he too high for his wise and sober marshalling

not so much of texts as of the collective evidence of Scripture concerning the relation

of the Father and the Son in the De Trinitate ; and if his Christology be not equally
convincing, it is not the fault of hid method, but of its application 7

.

9 'fr. in Ps. cxx. 4.

' lb. cxivi. II.
^Coiitm. in Midi. v. 11.

3 E.g. Comm.in Matt, xviii. a ; Tr. in Ps. cxix. 20,cxxxiv. 12,
cxxxvi. 6

,
7 : Triti. iv. 38.

•
«

E.g. Trin. i. 6
.

5 The unhesitatinguse of the TheophaMiesof the Old Tes-
tamentas direct evidencefor the divinity of Christ is noteworthy.

Similar to the usual proofs for the distinction of Personswithin
the Trinity, from the alternate use ot plural and singular, are
theargumentsin Tr. in Ps. cxviii., lod^5, cxxvii. 4.

6 It is worthnoticethathe makesno use of Origen's mj'stical
interpretationof the Cantii;les. Silence in such a case is itself
a criticism.

7 Cojnpare such a passageas Trin. x. 24with his useof tha
proof-textsagainstArianisni.
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We cannot wonder that Hilary, who owed his clear dogmatic convictions to a careful
and independent study of Scripture, should have wished to lead others to the same
source of knowledge. He couples it with the Eucharist as a second Table of the Lord,
a public means of grace, which needs, if it is to profit the hearer, the same preparation
of a pure heart and life^. Attention to the lessons read in church is a primary duty,
but private study of Scripture is enforced with equal earnestness '. It must be for all,
as Hilary had found it for himself, a privilege as well as a duty.

His sense of the value of Scripture is heightened by his belief in the sacredness

of language. Names belong inseparably to the things which they signify; words are
themselves a revelation. This is a lesson learnt from Origen ; and the false antithesis
between the nature and the name of God, of which, according to the Arians, Christ
had the latter only, made it of special use to Hilary'. But if this high dignity belongs
to every statement of truth, there is the less need for technical terms of theology. The

rarity of their occurrence in the pages of Hilary has already been mentioned. 'Trinity'^
is almost absent, and

' Person ' 3 hardly more common; he prefers, by a turn of language
which would scarcely be seemly in English, to speak of the ' embodied ' Christ and
of His 'Embodiment,' though Latin theology was already familiar with the ' Incarnation 4.'
In fact, it would seem that he had resolved to make himself independent of technical
terms and of such lines of thought as would require them. But he is never guilty of
confusion caused by an inadequate vocabulary. He has the literary skill to express
in ordinary words ideas which are very remote from ordinary thought, and this at no

inordinate length. No one, for instance, has developed the idea of the mutual indwelling
of Father and Son more fully and clearly than he ; yet he has not found it necessary
to employ or devise the monstrous

' circuminsession ' or 'perichoresis' of later theolog)'.
And where he does use terms of current theology, or rather metaphysic, he shews that
he is their master, not their slave. The most important idea of this kind which he
had to express was that of the Divine substance. The word ' essence ' is entirely rejected s •

'substance' and 'nature' are freely used as synonyms, but in such alternation that both
of them still obviously belong to the sphere of literature, and not of science. They are
twice used as exact alternatives, for the avoidance of monotony, in parallel clauses of
Trin. vi. i8, 19. So also the nature of fire in vii. 29 is not an abstraction; and in ix. 36
fin. the Divine substance and nature are equivalents. These are only a few of many
instances ^. Here, as always, there is an abstention from abstract thoughts and terms,

which indicates, on the part of a student of philosophy and of philosophical theology,
a deliberate narrowing of his range of speculation. We may illustrate the purpose of
Hilary by comparing his method with that of the author of a treatise on Astronomy
without Mathematics. But some part of his caution is probably due to his sense of

8 Tr. in Ps, cxxvii. lo.
9 E.g. Tr. in Ps. xci. lo, cxviii. lod, 15,cxxxiv. i, cxxxv. i.
1 E g. Trin. vii. 13; and cf. the argument, wliich is also
Athan.nsian,of vii. 31.
2 Beside the passagesmentionedon p. xxx., it only occurs in
the Inslriictio Psahnoruin, § 13.
3 The translationof the De Trinitnte in this volumemaygive
a somewhatfalse impression in this respect. For the sake of
concisenessthe word Person has beenoften used in theEnglish
where it is absent, and absent designedly in the Latin. The
word occurs Trin. iii. 23/«., iv. 42, v. 10, 26, vii. 39, 40, and
in a fewotherplaces.
4 Concor^or.itio,Co}tim.in Matt, vi, i ; corporation Tr. in
Ps. i. i4j ii. 3, and often; corporatnsDens, Conim. in Matt. iv.
14, Tr. in Ps. li. 16; corporalitas, Comm. in Matt. iv. 14
(twice), liistr. Ps. vi. In the Ve Trinitate he usually prefers

a periphrasis;—assnmpta caro, assumpsit carnem. Corporaiio
is used of man's dwelling in a body in Trin. xi. 15, and De
Mysteriis. ed. Gamurrini, p. 5.
5 It occurs in the De Synodis 69, but in that work Hilary
is writing as an advocatein defenceof lang.'ageused by others,
not as the exponent of his own thoughts. It also occursonce
or twice in translations from the Greek, probably by another
hand thanHilary's ; but fromhis own authorshipit is completely
absent.
6 Trin. V. 10, Syn. 69, ' God is One not in Person, but in
nature, ' Trin. iv. 42, ' Not by onenessof Person but by unity
of substance; ' vi. 35, ' thebirth of a living Nature from a living
Nature.' Often enoughthe substanceor natureof God or Christ
is simply a periphrasis. The two naturesin the Incarnate Christ
are also mentioned,though, as we shall see, Hilary here also
avoidsa precisenomenclature.
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tlie inadequacy of the terms with which Latin theology was as yet equipped, and of
the danger, not only to his readers' faith, but to his own reputation for orthodoxy, which
might result from ingenuity in the employment or invention of technical language.
Though, as we have seen, the contemplative state is not the ultimate happiness of man,

yet the knowledge of God is essential to salvation?; man, created in God's image, is by
nature capable of, and intended for, such knowledge, and Christ came to impart it

,

the

necessary condition on the side of humanity being purity of mind «, and the result the elevation
of man to the life of God. Hilary does not shrink from the emphatic language of the
Alexandrian school, which spoke of the 'deification' of man; God, he says, was born to be
man, in order that man might be born to be Gods. If this end is to be attained, obviously
what is accepted as knowledge must be true ; hence the supreme wickedness of heresy, which
destroys the future of mankind by palming upon them error for truth ; the greater their
dexterity the greater, because the mote deliberate, their crime. And Hilary was obviously
convinced that his opponents had conceived this nefarious purpose. It is not in the language
of mere conventional polemics, but in all sincerity, that he repeatedly describes them as liars
who cannot possibly be ignorant of the facts which they misrepresent, inventors of sophistical
arguments and falsifiers of the text of Scripture, conscious that their doom is sealed, and

endeavouring to divert their minds from the thought of future misery by involving others in
their own destruction ^ He fully recognises the ability and philosophical learning displayed
by thsm ; it only makes their case the worse, and, after all, is merely folly. But it increases

the difficulties of the defenders of the Faith. For though man can and must know God, Who,
for His part, has revealed Himself, our knowledge ought to consist in a simple acceptance of
the precise terms of Scripture. The utmost humility is necessary; error begins when men

grow inquisitive. Our capacity for knowledge, as Hilary is never tired of insisting, is so
limited that we ought to be content to believe without defining the terms of our belief For
weak as intellect is

,

language, the instrument which it must employ, is still less adequate to so

great a task =
-

Heresy has insisted ujjon definition, and the true belief is compelled to follow
suit 3. Here again, in the heretical abuse of technical terms and of logical processes, we find

a reason for the almost ostentatious simplicity of diction which we often find in Hilary's pages.
He evidently believed that it was possible for us to apprehend revealed truth and to profit
fully by it, without paraphrase or other explanation. In the case of one great doctrine, as we
shall see, no necessities of controversy compelled him to develope his belief; if he had had
his way, the Faith should never have been stated in ampler terms than 'I believe in the Holy
Ghost '

In a great measure he has succeeded in retaining this simplicity in regard to the doctrine
of God. He had the full Greek sense of the divine unity ; there is no suggestion of the

possession by the Persons of the Trinity of contrasted or complementary qualities. The
revelation he would defend is that of God, One, perfect, infinite, immutable. This absolute
God has manifested Himself under the name 'He that is,' to which Hilary constantly recurs.
It is only through His own revelation of Himself that God can be known. But here we are
faced by a difficulty; our reason is inadequate and tends to be fallacious. The argument from

analogy, which we should naturally use, cannot be a sufficient guide, since it mu.st proceed

from the finite to the infinite. Hilary has set this forth with great force and frequency, and
with a picturesque variety of illustration. Again, our partial glimpses of the truth are often
in apparent contradiction ; when this is the case, we need to be on our guard against the

' TV. in Ps. cxxxi. 6, * The supremeachievementof Christ
wasto renderman, in.structedin the Icnowledgeof God, worthy
to beGod's dwelling-place ;' cf. ib. § 23.

^ Tr. in Ps. cxviii , Ale^h., §1. 9 Trin. x 7-

1 Cf. Tr. in Ps. cxix. 10; Trin. v. 1, 26,vi. 46iif.,viii 37,
&c., &c.
2 Trin. iv. 2, xi. 44,

3 Trin, ii 2, iij vitiu^nvitio coarctntnuralieno.
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temptation to reject one as incompatible with the other. We must devote an equal attention
to each, and believe without hesitation that both are true. The interest of the De Trinitate is
greatly heightened by the skill and courage with which Hilary will handle some seeming
paradox, and make the antithesis of opposed infinities conduce to reverence for Him of Whom
they are aspects. And he never allows his reader to forget the immensity of his theme; and
here again the skill is manifest with which he casts upon the reader the same awe with which
he is himself impressed.

Of God as Father Hilary has little that is new to say. He is called Father in Scripture;
therefore He is Father and necessarily has a Son. And conversely the fact that Scripture
speaks of God the Son is proof of the fatherhood. In fact, the name 'Son' contains
a revelation so necessary for the times that it has practically banished that of 'the Word,'
which we should have expected Hilary, as a disciple of Origen, to employ by preference*. But
since faith in the Father alone is insufficient for salvations, and is

,

indeed, not only insufficient

but actually false, because it denies His fatherhood in ignoring the consubstantial Son, Hilary's
attention is concentrated upon the relation between these two Persons. This relation is one
of eternal mutual indwelling, or ' perichoresis,' as it has been called, rendered possible by Their
oneness of nature and by the infinity of Both. The thought is worked out from such passages
as Isaiah xlv. 14, St. John xiv. u, with great cogency and completeness, yet always with due
stress laid on the incapacity of man to comprehend its immensity. Hilary advances from this

scriptural position to the profound conception of the divine self-consciousness as consisting
in Their mutual recognition. Each sees Himself in His perfect image, which must be coeternal
with Himself. In Hilary this is only a hint, one of the many thoughts which the urgency of
the conflict with Arianism forbade him to expand. But Dorner justly sees in it 'a kind of

speculative construction of the doctrine of the Trinity, out of the idea of the divine self-
consciousness *.'

The Arian controversy was chiefly waged over the question of the eternal generation
of the Son. By the time that Hilary began to write, every text of Scripture which could

be made applicable to the point in dispute had been used to the utmost. There was

little or nothing that remained to be done in the discovery or combination of passages.
Of that controversy Athanasius was the hero ; the arguments which he used and those
which he refuted are admirably set forth in the introduction to the translation of his writings

in this series. In writing the De Trinitate, so far as it dealt directly witli the original
controversy, it was neither possible nor desirable that Hilary should leave the beaten path.

His object was to provide his readers with a compendious statement of ascertained truth
for their own guidance, and with an armoury of weapons which had been tried and found

effective in the conflicts of the day. It would, therefore, be superfluous to give in this
place a detailed account of his reasonings concerning the generation of the Son, nor would

such an account be of any assistance to those who have his writings in their hands. Hilary's
treatment of the Scriptural evidence is very complete, as was, indeed, necessary in a work

which was intended as a handbook for practical use. The Father alone is unbegotten ;

the Son is truly the Son, neither created nor adopted. The Son is the Creator of the worlds,

the Wisdom of God, Who alone knows the Father, Who manifested God to man in the

various Theophanies of the Old Testament. His birth is without parallel, inasmuch as

other births imply a previous non-existence, while that of the Son is from eternity. For the

genei-ation on the part of the Father and the birth on the part of the Son are not connected as by

^ Deus Verbtimoh&n \ FfriJwwzalonerarely, if ever. Dorner,
with iiis iterationof ' Logos,' gives an altogetherfalse impression
of Hilary' .s vocabulary.

5 Trin. i. 17and often.

fi Doctrine of the Person of Christ, I. ii. p. 302, English
translation. The passagesto which herefersare Com/it,in Jtlntt,
xi. 12 ; Tr. in Ps. xci. 6 ; Trin. ii. 3, ix. 6g. There is a good,
though br'ief,statementof this view in Mason's FaitA of the
G^sf'el,p. 56.
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a temporal sequence of cause and effect, but exactly coincide in a timeless eternity'.
Hilary repudiates the possibility of illustrating this divine birth by sensible analogies ;
it is beyond our understanding as it is beyond time. Nor can we wonder at this, seeing
that our own birth is to us an insoluble mystery. The eternal birth of the Son is the ex-

j)ression of the eternal nature of God. It is the nature of the One that He should be
Father, of the Other that He should be Son ; this nature is co-eternal with Themselves, and

tiierefore the One is co- eternal with the Other. Hence Athanasius had drawn the conclusion

that the Son is 'by nature and not by will'; not that the will of God is contrary to His
nature, but that (if the words may be used) there was no scope for its exercise in the

generation of the Son, which came to pass as a direct consequence of the Divine nature.

Such language was a natural protest against an Arian abuse ; but it was a departure from

earlier precedent and was not accepted by that Cappadocian school, more true to Alex-

andrian tradition than Athanasius himself, with which Hilary was in closest sympathy. In
their eyes the generation of the Son must be an act of God's will, if the freedom of Om-
nipotence, for which they were jealous, was to be re.^pected ; and Hilary shared their

scruples. Not only in the De Syitodis but in the De Trinitaie') he assigns the birth of

the Son to the omnipotence, the counsel and will of God acting in co-operation with His

nature. This two-fold cause of birth is peculiar to the Son ; all other beings owe their

existence simply to the power and will, not to the nature of God '. Such being the relation

between Father and Son, it is obvious that They cannot differ in nature. The word ' birth,'

by which the relation is described, indicates the transmission of nature from parent to

offspring ; and this word is
, like ' Father ' and ' Son,' an essential part of the revelation.

The same divine nature or substance exists eternally and in equal perfection in Both, un-

begotten in the Father, begotten in the Son. In fact, the expression, ' Only-begotten God,'

may be called Hilary's watchword, with such 'peculiar abundance
=' does it occur in his.

writings, as in those of his Cappadocian friends. But, though the Son is the Image ofi

the Father, Hilary in his malurer thought, when free from the influence of his Asiatic-

allies, is careful to avoid using the inadequate and perilous term

' likeness ' to describe-

the relations. Such being the birth, and such the unity of nature, the Son must be veny

God. This is proved by all the usual passages of the Old Testament, from the Creation'

onwards. These are used, as by the other Fathers, to prove that the Son has not the

name only, but the reality, of Godhead ; the reality corresponding to the nature. All things.
were made through Him out of nothing ; therefore He is Almighty as the Father is Almighty..

If man is made in the image of Both, if one Spirit belongs to Both, there can, be no
difference of nature between the Two. But They are not Two as possessing one nature,,

like human father and son, while diving separate lives. God is One, with a Divinity

undivided and indivisible*; and Hilary is never weary of denying the Arian charge that,

his creed involved the worship of two Gods. No analogies from created things can explain-

this unity. Tree and branch, fire and heat, source and stream can only illustrate Their

inseparable co-existence ; such comparisons, if pressed, lead inevitably to. error. The-

true unity of Father and Son is deeper than this; deeper also than any unity, however-

perfect, of will with will. For it is an eternal mutual indwelling. Each perfectly corre-

sponding with and comprehending and containing the Other, and Himself in the Other ;,

7 Trin. xii. 21, * tlje birth is in the generationand the genera-
tion in thebirth.'

8 Discoursesagainst the Arians, iii. 58ff. ; see Robertson's
notesin theAthanasiusvolumeof this series,p. 426.

9 E.g. Syn. 35,37,59, Trin. iii. 4, vi. 21,viii. 54.

' Cf. Baltzer, Theologied. hi. Hil. p. 19 f.

= Hort, Two Dissertations, p. 2j, andcf. p. xvL, above.

vol.. IX,

3 It constantlyappears,thoughwith all due safeguards,in the

De Syuodis, where sympathyas well as policy impelled him to.

approximateto the language used by his friends. Similarly in

Trin. iii. 23, he argues, from the admitted likeness, that there

can beno difference. But, aswe saw, this part of the De Trini-

tale is probably an early work, andndoesnot representHilary's

later thought. ♦ Trm, v..38.
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and this not after the manner of earthly commingling of substances or exchange of [no-
psrties, The only true comparison that can be made is with the union between Christ,
in virtue of His humanity, and the believers ; such is the union, in virtue of the Godhead,
between Father and Son. And this unity extends inevitably to will and action. Since
the Father is acting in all that the Son does, the Son is acting in all that the Father does ;
'
he that hatli seen Me hath seen the Father.' This doctrine reconciles all our Lord's
statements in the Gospel of St. John concerning His own and His Father's worl;.

But, notwithstanding this unity, there is a true numerical duality of Person. Sabellius,
we must remember, had held for two generations the pre-eminence among heretics. To
the Greek-speaking world outside Egypt the error which he and Paul of Samosata had
taught, that God is one Person, was still the most dangerous of falsehoods ; the supreme
victory of truth had not been won in their eyes when Arius was condemned at Nicasa,
but when Paul was deposed at Antioch. The Nicene leaders had certainly counted the
cost when they adopted as the test of orthodoxy the same word which Paul had used
for the inculcation of error. But the homooiision, however great its value as a permanent
safeguard of truth, was the immediate cause of alienation and suspicion. And not only did
it make the East misunderstand the West, but it furnished the Arians with the most effective
of instruments for widening the breach between the two forces opposed to them. They had an
excuse for calling their opponents in Egypt and the West by the name of Sabellians, the very
name most likely to engender distrust in Asia *. Hilary, who could enter with sympathy
into the Eastern mind and had learnt from his own treatment at Seleucia how strong the

feeling was, labours with untiring patience to dissipate the prejudice. There is no Arian plea
against which he argues at greater length. The names 'Father' and 'Son,' being parts of the
revelation, are convincing proofs of distinction of Person as well as of unity of nature. They
prove that the nature is the same, but possessed after a different manner by Each of the Two;
by the One as ingenerate, by the Other as begotten. The word ' Image,' also a part of the
revelation, is anotlier proof of the distinction; an object and its reflection in a mirror are ob-
viously not one thing. Again, the distinct existence of the Son is proved by the fact that He
has free volition of His own ; and by a multitude of passages of Scripture, many of them
absolutely convincing, as for instance, those from the Gospel of St. John. But these two
Persons, though one in nature, are not equal in dignity. The Father is greater than the
Son ; greater not merely as compared to the incarnate Christ, but as compared to the Son, be-

gotten from eternity. This is not simply by the prerogative inherent in all paternity; it is be-
cause the Father is self-existent, Himself the Source of all being?. With one of his happy phrases
Hilary describes it as an vaitxxoxiX-^ generatione, non gmere^ ; the Son is one in kind or nature
with the Father, though inferior, as the Begotten, to the Unbegotten. But this inferiority is
not to be so construed as to lessen our belief in His divine attributes. For instance, when

He addresses the Father in prayer, this is not because He is subordinate, but because He wishes
to honour the Fatherhood 9; and, as Hilary argues at great length \ the end, when God shall be
all in all, is not to be regarded as a surrender of the Son's power, in the sense of loss. It is
a mysterious final state of permanent, willing submission to the Father's will, into which He

enters by the supreme expression of an obedience which has never failed. Again, our Lord's

language in St. Mark xiii. 32, must not be taken as signifying ignorance on the part of the

Son of His Father's purpose. For, according to St. Paul (Col. ii. 3), in Him are hid all the

5 Tj'ht. viii. 13ff.
6 Cf. Sulp Se7<.,Chron. ii. 42 for the Eastern suspicionthat
theWest held a trioiiyvia jinij ;—onePerson under threenames.
Sulpicius ascribesit to Arian slander,but its causeslay deeper
than this.
7 This was the doctrine of all the earlier theologians,soon

to be displacedin the stressof controversyby the opinion that
the inferiority concernsthe Son only as united with man. See
the citations in Westcott's Gospelof St, John^ additional nota
to xiv. 28.
8 Tr. in Ps. cxxxviii. 17. 9 lb. cxii. 6.
I Trin. xi, 21fi,, on i Cor. xv. zi ff.
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treasures of wisdom and knowledge, and therefore He must know the day and hour of judg-
ment. He is ignorant relatively to us, in the sense that He will not betray His Father's
secret '. Whether or no it be possible in calmer times to maintain that the knowledge and
the ignorance are complementary truths which finite minds cannot reconcile, we cannot
wonder that Hilary, ever on the watch against apparent concessions to Arianism, should in this
instance have abandoned his usual method of balancing against each other the apparent
contraries. His reasoning is

,

in any case, a striking proof of his intense conviction of the
co-equal Godhead of the Son.

Such is Hilary's argument, very briefly stated. We may read almost all of it
,

where

Hilary himself had certainly read it
,

in the Discourses ajiair/si the Arians and elsewhere
in the writings of Athanasius. How for, however, he was borrowing from the latter must
remain doubtful, as must the question as to the originality of Athanasius. For the con-
troversy was universal, and both of theSfe great writers had the practical purpose of col-

lecting the best arguments out of the multitude which were suggested in ephemeral
literature or verbal debate. Their victory, intellectual as well as moral, over their ad-

versaries was decisive, and the more striking because it was the Arians who had made

the attack on ground chosen by themselves. The authority of Scripture as the final court
of appeal was their premiss as well as that of their opponents ; and they had selected the
texts on which the verdict of Scripture was to be based. Out of their own mouth they
were condemned, and the work done in the fourth century can never need to be re-

peated. It was, of course, an unfinished work. As we have seen, Hilary concerns him-
self with two Persons, not with three ; and since he states the contrasted truths of plurality
and unity without such explanation of the mystery as the speculative genius of Augustine
was to supply, he leaves, in spite of all his efforts, a certain impression of excessive dualism.
But these defects do not lessen the permanent value of his work. Indeed, we may even

assert that they, together with some strange speculations and many instances of wild inter-

pretation, which are, however, no part of the structure of his argument and do not affect
its solidity, actually enhance its human and historical interest. The De Trinitate remains
'the most perfect literary achievement called forth by the Arian controversy 3.'

Hitherto we have been considering the relations within the Godhead of Father and

Son, together with certain characters which belong to the Son in virtue of His eternal
birth. We now come to the more original part of Hilary's teaching, which must be treated
in greater detail. Till now he has spoken only of the Son ; he now comes to speak of
Christ, the name which the Son bears in relation to the world. We have seen that Hilary
regards the Son as the Creator ♦

.

This was proved for him, as for Athanasius, by the

passage. Proverbs viii. 22, which they read according to the Septuagint,

' The Lord hath
created Me for the beginning of His ways for His Works s.' These words^ round whicli
the controversy raged, were interpreted by the orthodox as implying that at the time,
and for the purpose, of creation the Father assigned new functions to the Son as His
representative. The gift of these functions, the exercise of which called into existence
orders of being inferior to God, marked in Hilary's eyes a change so definite and important

in the activity of the Son that it deserved to be called a second birth, not ineffable like

the eternal birth, but strictly analogous to the Incarnation. This last was a creation, which

brought Him within the sphere of created humanity; the creation of Wisdom for the

beginning of God's ways had brought Him, though less closely, into the same relation^, and

" Trin. ix. 58flf. 3 Bardenhewer,Patralogie p̂. 377.

* This is one of Hilary's many reminiscencesof Origan.
Athanasiusbrought the Father into direct connectionwith the
world ; cf. Harnack, Dos;mengesch.ii. 206(ed. 3).

S Trin. xii. 35if. The passage is treated at much greater

length in Athanasius' Discourses against the Arians, ii. 18ff.,
whereseeRoberthOn]snotes.

6 Trin. xli. 45 ; at the Incarnation Christ is
' created in the

body,' and this is connectedwith His creationfor the beginning
of theways of God.

f 2
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the Incarnation is the completion of what was begun in preparation for the creation of
the world. Creation is the mode by which finite being begins, and the beginning of each

stage in the connection between the infinite Son and His creatures is called, from the
one point of view, a creation, from the other, a birth. We cannot fail to see here an

anticipation of the opinion that ' the true Protevangelium is the revelation of Creation,,
or in other words that the Incarnation was independent of the Fall ?,

'

for the Incarnation

is a step in the one continuous divine progress from the Creation to the final consummation
of all things, and has not sin for its cause, but is part of the original counsel of God^.

Together with this new office the Son receives a new name. Henceforth Hilary calls Him
Christ ; He is Christ in relation to the world, as He is Son in relation to the Father.
From the beginning of time, then, the Son becomes Christ and stands in immediate relation
to the world ; it is in and through Christ that God is the Author of all things 9, and the
title of Creator strictly belongs to the Son. This beginning of time, we must remember,

is hidden in no remote antiquity. The world had no mysterious past; it came into exist-
ence suddenly at a date which could be fixed with much precision, some 5,600 years before

Hilary's day \ and had undergone no change since then. Before that date there had been
nothing outside the Godhead; from that time forth the Son has stood in constant relatipn
to the created world.

Christ, for so we must henceforth call Him, has not only sustained in being the
universe which He created, but has also imparted to men a steadily increasing knowledge
of God. For such knowledge, we remember, man was made, and his salvation depends
upon its possession. All the Theophanies of the Old Testament are such revelations by Him
of Himself; and it was He that spoke by the mouth of Moses and the Prophets. But how-
ever significant and valuable this Divine teaching and manifestation might be, it was not
complete in itself, but was designed to prepare men's minds to expect its fulfilment in

.the Incarnation. Just as the Law was preliminary to the Gospel, so the appearances of
Christ in human form to Abraham and to others were a foreshadowing of the true humanity
which He was to assume. They M'ere true revelations, as far as they went; but their
purpose was not simply to impart so much knowledge as they explicitly conveyed, but
also to lead men on to expect more, and to expect it in the very form in which it ulti-
mately came =

.

For His self-revelation in the Incarnation was but the treading again of

a familiar path. He had often appeared, and had often spoken, by His own mouth or
by tliat of men whom He had inspired ; and in all this contact with the world His one
object had been to bestow upon mankind the knowledge of God. With the same object
He became incarnate ; the full revelation was to impart the perfect knowledge. He became
man, Hilary says, in order that we might believe Him ;— ' to be a Witness from among
us to the things of God, and by means of weak flesh to proclaim God the Father to our
weak and carnal selves '^.' Here again we see the continuity of the Divine purpose, the
fulfilment of the counsel which dates back to the beginning of time. If man had not
sinned, he would still have needed the progressive revelation; sin has certainly modified
Christ's course upon earth, but was not the determining cause of the Incarnation.
The doctrine of the Incarnation, or Embodiment as Hilary prefers to call it

,
is presented

very fully in the jDe Trinitaie, and with much originality. The Godhead of Christ is secured
liy His identity with the eternal Son and by the fact that at the very time of His humilia-

7 Westcott,essnyon 'The Gospel of Cieatlon,' in his edition
uf St. John's Epistles, where,however,Hilary is not mentioned.

^ Cf. Trill, xi. 49.

9 Trin. ii. 6
,

.xii. 4, &c. He is also oftennamedJesus Christ
i;i this connection,e.g. 'Jrin. iv. 6.

» According to Eusehins' computation,which Hilary would

probably accept without dispute, there were 5,228years from
theCreation to our Ljrd's commencementof His missionin the
15thyear of Tiberius, A.D. 29.
2 E.j?. Trin. iv. 27 ; Tr. in Ps. Ixviii. i^

3 Trirt. iii. 9 ; cf. St. John xvii. 3.
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tion upon earth He was continuing without interruption His divine work of maintaining
the existence of the worlds t. Indeed, by a natural protest against the degradation which
the Arians would put upon Him, it is the glory of Christ upon which Hilary (ays chief
stress. And this is not the moral glory of submission and sell-sacrifice, but the vitible glory
of miracles attesting tlie Divine presence. In the third book of the D: Ti-initate the miracles
of Cana and of the feeding of the five thousand, the entrance into the closed room where
the disciples were assembled, the darkness and the earthquake at the Crucifixion, are
the proofs urged for His Godhead ; and the wonderful circumstances surrounding the birth
at Bethlehem are similarly employed in book ii. s Sound as the reasoning is

,
it is typical

of a certain unwillingness on Hilary's part to dwell upon the self-surr.nder of Christ; he
prefers to think of Him rather as the Revealer of God than as the Redeemer of men.
But, apart from this preference, he constantly insists that the Incarnation has caused neither
loss nor change of the Divine nature in ^Christ*, and proves the point by the same words
of our Lord which hid been usiJ to demonstrate the eternal Sonihip. And the assump^
tion of flesh lessens His power as little as it degrades His nature. For though it is, in
one aspect, an act of submission to the will of the Father, it is, in anotlier, an ex.rtion of
His own omnipotence. No inferior power could appropriate to itself an alien nature ; only
God could strip Himself of the attributes of Godhead '.
But the incarnate Christ is as truly mm as He is truly God. We have seen that

He is 'created in the body'; and Hilary constantly insists that His humanity is neither
fictitious nor different in kind froai oars ^

-

We must therefore consider what is the con-
stitution of mm. He is

,

so Hilary teaches, a physically composite being ; the elements
of which his bidy is composed are themi^lves lifeless, and mm himself is never fully
alive 9. According to this physiology, the father is the author of the child's body, the
maternal function being altogether subsidiary. It would seem that the mother does nothing
more than protect the embryo, so giving it the opportunity of growth, and finally bring the
child to birth '. And each human soul is separately created, like the universe, out of nothing.
Only the body is engendered ; the, soul, wherein the likeness of man to God consists,
has a nobler origin, being the imueliate creation of God''. Hilary does not hold, or
at least docs not attach importance to, the tripartite division of man ; for the purposes
of his philosophy we consist of soul and body. We may now proceed to consider his

theory of the Incarnation. This is based upon the Pauline conception of the first and
second Admi. Each of these was created, and the two acts of creation exactly correspond.
Christ, the Creator, made clay into the first Adam, who therefore had an earthly body.
He made Himself into the second Adam, and therefore has a heavenly Body. To
this end He descended from heaven and entered into the Virgin's womb. For, in accord-
ance with Hilary's principle of interpretation 3

, the word ' Spirit

' must not be regarded as

necessarily signifying the Holy Ghost, but one or other of the Persons of the Trinity as
the context may require ; and in this case it means the Son, since the question is of an

act of creation, and He, and none other, is the Creator. Moreover, the correspondence \

between the two Adams would be as effectually broken were the Holy Ghost the Agent in
the conception, as it would be were Christ's body engendered and not created. Thus

* Trin. ii, 25and often. thenurseof the germ. This is contrary to Aristotle's teaching:

5 Tria. ii. 27. The sam: cDncIusion is constantly drawn in ^schylus and Hilary evidently represent a rival current of
ancientopinion.

2 Trin. X. 2D. In Tr. in Ps. cxviii., lod^ 6
,

7, this thought is

developed. Man has a double origin. First, he is made after
the likjnsss of Goi. This is the soul, which is immaterialand
has no resemblanceand owes no debt, as of effect to cause, to
any other nature (i.e. substance)than God. It is not His like-
ness, but is after His likeness. Secondly, there is the body,
composedof earthly matter.

3 Trin. ii. 3of. , viii. 23 f
.

theComm,iti Alait.

6 E.g. Trin. ix. 4, 14,51 ; Tr. in Ps. ii. 11,25.

7 Trin. ii. 25,xii. 6
, &c, ^ E.g. Tr. in Ps. cxxxviii. 3.

9 Tnis, in contrast with Goi, Wao is Life, is proved by the

fact that certain bodily growths ca.i be remjved with,)ut our
beingconsciousof the operation; Trin. vii. 28.

» Cf. Trin. vii. 23, X. 15, i5. Similarly in the Eumenides
61J, ^ichyhis mi'<ii A ) )llo ex-use Orestes'murder of Clytffi n-

niiira 0.1thego iikI tli -t the mother is not the parent,but only
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lie is Himself not only the Author but (if the word may be used) the material of His own
body*; the language of St. John, that the Word became flesh, must be taken literally. It
would be insufficient to say that the Word took, or united Himself to, the flesh s. But this

creation of the Second Adam to be true man is not our only evidence of His humanity.
We have seen that in Hilary's judgment the mother has but a secondary share in her

offspring. That share, whatever it be, belongs to the Virgin ; she contributed to His growth
and to His coming to birth 'everything which it is the nature of her sex to impart^.' But

though Christ is constantly said to have been born of the Virgin, He is habitually called
the 'Son of Man,' not the Son of the Virgin, nor, she the Mother of God. Such language
would attribute to her an activity and an importance inconsistent with Hilary's theory.
For no portion of her substance, he distinctly says, was taken into the substance of her

Son's human body?; and elsewhere he argues that St. Paul's words 'made of a woman' are

deliberately chosen to describe Christ's birth as a creation free from any commingling

with existing humanity^- But the Virgin has an essential share in the fulfilment
of prophecy. For though Christ without her co-operation could have created Flimself

as Man, yet He would not have been, as He was fore-ordained to be, the Son of
Man 9. And since He holds that the Virgin performs every function of a mother, Hilary
avoids that Valentinian heresy according to which Christ passed through the Virgin 'like
water through a pipe ',

' for Fie was Himself the Author of a true act of creation within
her, and, when she had fulfilled her office, was born as true flesh. Again, Hilary's clear
sense of the eternal personal pre-existence of the Word saves him from any contact with
the Monarchianisra combated by Hippolytus and Tertullian, which held that the Son was
the Father under another aspect. Indeed, so secure does he feel himself that he can
venture to employ Monarchian theories, now rendered harmless, in explanation of the
mysteries of the Incarnation. For we caimot fail to see a connection between his opinions
and theirs ; and it might seem that, confident in his wider knowledge, he has borrowed

not only from the arguments used by Tertullian against the Monarchian Praxeas, but
also from those which Tertullian assigns to the latter. Such reasonings, we know, had
been very prevalent in the West ; and Hilary's use of certain of them, in order to turn their
edge by showing that they were not inconbistent with the fundamental doctrines of the
Faith =

,

may indicate that Monarchianism was still a real danger.
Thus the Son becomes flesh, and that by true maternity on the Virgin's part. But man

is more than flesh ; he is soul as well, and it is the soul which makes him man instead
of matter. The soul, as we saw, is created by a special act of God at the beginning of the
separate existence of each human being ; and Christ, to be true man and not merely true
flesh, created for Himself the human soul which was necessary for true humanity. He
had borrowed from the ApoUinarians, consciously no doubt, their interpretation of one
of their favourite passages, ' The Word became flesh ' ; here again we find an argument
of heretics rendered harmless and adopted by orthodoxy. For the strange ApolUnarian

4 Trin. x. 16, caro tion aliunde originem suiitpserat quajn
ex i/eibo, andzli.15,18,25, Dorner, I. ii., p. 403,11.i, pointsout
that this is exactlytiie teachingof Gregory of Nyssa.

5 This view that the conception by the Holy Ghost means
conceptionby the Son is consistentlyheld by Hilary thronghotit
Ills writings. It appearsin the earliest of them ; in Comm. in
Matt. ii. 5, Christ is " born of a woman ; . . . madefleshthrongh
theWord.' So in Trin. ii. 24,He is ' born of the Virgin and of
the Holy Ghost, Himself ministering to Himself in this oper-
ation. . . . By His own, that is God's, oversliadowingpower He
sowedfor Himself the beginningsof His body and ordained that
His fleshshouldcommenceto exist ;' and Trin. x. 16.

6 Trin. X. 16; cf. iii. 17. In the Instructio Fsalmorutn^ § 6
,

he speaksin moreusual language ;—adventusDomini ex virgine
in koininejn procreandi, and so also in some other passages.

Dorner's view (I. ii. 403 f
. and note 74,p. 533)differs from that

here taken. But he is influenced (seeespeciallyp. 404)by the
desireto saveHilary's consistencyrather than to statehis actual
opin.on. And Hilary was too early in the field, too anxiously
employedin feeling his way past the pitfalls of heresy,to escape
thedangerof occasionalinconsistency.

7 Trin. iii. 19,per/ectum ipsa de snis non imininuta gene*
ravit. So ib. ii, 25, unigenitus Deus .... Virginis utero in-
sertus accrescit. He grew there, but nothing more. In Vir-
gineni exactly corre.spondsto ex P'irgitte.

8 Trin. xii. 50 ; it would bea watering of thesenseto regard
cornjnixtio in this passageas simply equivalentto coitio.

9 Tj-in. x. 16. 1 Irengeus, i. i, 13.

a He often and emphatically repudiates the use which tho
Monarchiansmadeof them,e.g. Trin. iv. 4.
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denial to Christ of a human soul, and therefore of perfect manhood, is not only expressly
contradicted ■

<
,

but repudiated on every page by the contrary assumption on which all
Hilary's arguments are based. Christ, then, is 'perfect man 4, of a reasonable soul and
human flesh subsisting,' for Whom the Virgin has performed the normal functions of
maternity. But there is one wide and obvious difference between Hilary's mode of handling
.the matter and that with which we are familiar. His view concerning the mother's office
forbids his laying stress upon our Lord's inheritance from her. Occasionally, and without
emjjhasis, he mentions our Lord as the Son of David, or otherwise introduces His human
ancestry 5, but he never dwells upon the subject. He neither bases upon this ancestry the
truth, nor deduces from it the character, of Christ's humanity. Such is Hilary's account
of the facts of tie Incarnation. In his teaching there is no doubt error as well as defect,
but only in the mode of explanation, not in the doctrine explained. It will help us
to do him justice if we may compaje the theories that have been framed concerning
another great doctrine, that of the Atonement, and remember that the strangely diverse

speculations of Gregory the Great and of St. Anselm profess to account for the same facts,
and that, so far as definitions of the Church are concerned, we are free to accept one
or other, or neither, of the rival explanations.
Christ, then, Who had been perfect God from eternity, became perfect Man by His

self-wrought act of creation. Thus there was an approximation between God and man ;

man was raised by God, Who humbled Himself to meet Him. On the one hand the Virgin
was sanctified in preparation for her sacred motherhood^; on the other hand there was

a condescension of the Son to our low estate. The key to this is found by Hilary in
the language of St. Paul. Christ emptied Himself of the form of God and took the form
of a servant ; this is a revelation as decisive as the same Apostle's words concerning the

first and the second Adam. The form of God, wherein the Son is to the Father as the exact

image reflected in a mirror, the exact impression taken from a seal, belongs to Christ's very

being. He could not detach it from Himself, if He would, for it is the property of God
to be eternally what He is; and, as Hilary constantly reminds us, the continuous existence
'of creation is evidence that there had been no break in the Son's divine activity in maintain-

ing the universe which He had made. While He was in the cradle He upheld the worlds ?.

Yet, in some real sense, Christ emptied Himself of this form of God ^
.

It was necessary
that He should do so if manhood, even the sinless manhood created by Himself for His
own Incarnation, was to co-exist with Godhead in His one Person 9

. This is stated as

distinctly as is the correlative fact that He retained and exercised the powers and the majesty

of His nature. Thus it is clear that, outside the sphere of His work for men, the form and

the nature of God remained unchanged in the Son; while within that sphere the form,

though not the nature, was so affected that it could truly be said to be laid aside. But

when we come to Hilary's explanation of this process, we can only acquit him of incon-

sistency in thought by admitting the ambiguity of his language. In one group of passages
lie recognises the self emptying, but minimises its importance; in another he denies that

our Lord could or did empty Himself of the form of God. And again, his definitions

of the word ' form ' are so various as to be actually contradictory. Yet a consistent

3 E.g. Trin. x. 22ix. The human soul is clearly intended. 5 E.g. Camm. in Matt. i. ; Tr. in Ps. Ixviii. 19.
Sclnvane,ii. 26S,justly praisesHilary for greateraccuracy than ! ' Trin. ii. 26. ^ I'j. viii. 45,47, ix. 14,&c.

his contemporariesin laying stressupon eachof theconstituent I * This

' evacuation' or ' exinaiiition

' is representedin Tr. in

elementsof Christ's humanity, and especially upon the soul; Ps. Ixviii. 4 by tlie more precisemetaphorof a vesseldrained

in this respectfollowing Tertiillian and Origen
<*In Trin. x. 21 f. is an argumentanalogousto that of the
'DeSynodis concerning the Godhead. Christ is Man because
He is perfectly like man, just as in the Homreusian argument

of its litiuid contents.

9 Hilary has devoted his Homily on Psalm Ixviii. to this
subject. In § 25 he asks,

' How could He exist in the form of

man while remaining in the form of God?' There are many
Hj is God becauseHe is perfectlylike God. I equally emphaticstatementsthroughouthis writings.
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sense, and one exceedingly characteristic of Hilary, can be derived from a comparison
of his statements ' ; and in judging him we must remember that we have no systematic
exposition of his views, but must gather them not only from his deliberate reasonings,
but sometimes from homiletical amplifications of Scripture language, composed for edification
and without the thought of theological balance, and sometimes from incidental sayings,

thrown out in the course of other lines of argument. To the minimising statements belongs
his description of the evacuation as a 'change of apparel =

,'

and his definition of the word

' form ' as meaning no more than 'face' or ' appearance 3
,' as also his insistence from time

to time upon the permanence of this form in Christ, not merely in His supramundane
relations, but as the Son of Man ♦

.

On the other hand Hilary expressly declares that the

' concurrence of the two forms 5 ' is impossible, they being mutually exclusive. This repre-
sents the higher form, that of God, as something more than a dress or appearance which
could be changed or masked ; and stronger still is the language used in the Homily
on Psalm Ixviii. There (§ 4

) he speaks of Christ being exhausted of His heavenly nature,
this being used as a synonym for the form of God, and even of His being emptied of
His substance. But it is probable that the Homily has descended to us, without revision
by its author, in the very words which the shorthand writer took down. This mention
of 'substance* is unlike Hilary's usual language, and the antithesis between the substance
which the Son had not, because He had emptied Himself of it

,

and the substance which

He had, because He had assumed it
,

is somewhat infelicitously expressed. The term
must certainly not be taken as the deliberate statement of Hilary's final opinion, still
less as the decisive pas-age to which his other assertions must be accommodated; but

it is at least clear evidence that Hilary, in the maturity of his thought, was not afraid
to state in the strongest possible language the reality and completeness of the evacuation.
The reconciliation of these apparently contradictory views concerning Christ's relation
to the form of God can only be found in Hilary's idea of the Incarnation as a 'dispensation,'
or series of dispensations. The word and the thought are borrowed through TertuUian* from
the Greek ' economy

'
; but in Hilary's mind the notion of Divine reserve has grown

till it has become, we might almost say, the dominant element of the conception. This

self-emptying is a dispensation ?, whereby the incarnate Son of God appears to be, what

He is not, destitute of the form of God. For this form is the glory of God, concealed

by our Lord for the purposes of His human life, yet held by Hilary, to a greater extent,

perhaps, than by any other theologian, to have been present with Him on earth. In
words which have a wider application, and must be considered hereafter, Hilary speaks
of Christ as 'emptying Himself and hiding Himself within Himself^.' Concealment has

a great part to play in Hilary's theories, and is in this instance the only explanation
consistent with his doctrinal position 9

.

Thus the Son made possible the union of humanity with Himself. He ' shrank from

God into man '
'

by an act not only of Divine power, but of personal Divine will. He Who

did this thing could not cease to be what He had been before ; hence His very deed

in submitting Himself to the change is evidence of His unchanged continuity of existence ^
.

1 Baltzer and Sctnvanehave been followed in this matter,
in oppositionto Dorner.

2 Tt'in. ix. 38,habitusdemutatio, and similarly ib, 14.

3 Tr, in Ps. txvlii. 25. 4 E.g. Trin. viii. 45.

5 Trill, ix. 14,concursusuiriiisque fornicp.

6 It is very characteristicthat it lies outsideCyprian's voca-
bulary and rangeof ideas.

7 Trin. ix. 38i»., and especially ib. 39. The unity of glory
departedthroughHis obediencein the Di^pen.sation.

8 Trin. xl. 48 ; cf. the endof this sectionandxii. 6.

p Cf. Baltzer, Christolog-ie,p. 10 f.
,

Schwane,p. 272 f. Other

explanationswhich have been suggestedare quite inadmissible.
Dorner, p. 407,takes the passagecited above about 'substance'
too seriously, and wavers betweenthe equally impossibleinter-
pretationsof ' countenance' and 'personality.' Forster(l.c. p. 659)
understandstheword to mean ' modeof existence.' Wirthmiiller,
cited by Schwane, p. 273, has the courage to regard 'form of
God' and 'form of « servant' as equivalent to Divinity and
humanity.

1 Trin. xii. 6
,

decedereex Deo in hominent. Perhaps it

shouldbedecidere,as in Tr. in Ps. Ixviii. 4,

2 Tr. in Ps. Ixviii. 25.
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And furthermore, His assumption of the servant's form was not accomplished by a sin'^le
act. His wearing of that form was one continuous act of voluntary self-repression 3,
and the events of His life on earth bear frequent witness to His possession of the powers
of God.

Tluis in Him God is united with man; these two natures form the 'elements' or
'parts' of one Person*. The Godhead is superposed upon the manhood; or, as Hilary
prefers to say, the manhood is assumed by Clirists, And these two natures are not
confused^, but simultaneously coexist in Him as the Son of Man 7. There are not two
Christs^, nor is the one Christ a composite Being in such a sense that He is intermediate
in kind between God and Man. He can speak as God and can also speak as Man;
in the Homilies on the Psalms Hilary constantly distinguishes between His utterances in
the one and the other nature. Yet He is one Person with two natures, of which the one
dominates, though it does not extinguish, the other in every relation of His existence as
the Son of Man?. Every act, bodily or mental, done by Him is done by both natures
of the one Christ. Hence a certain indifference towards the human aspects of His life,
and a tendency rather to explain away what seems humiliation than to draw out its lessons '.

And Hilary is so impressed with the unity of Christ that the humanity, a notion for which
he has no name'^, would have been in his eyes nothing more than a collective term for

certain attributes of One Who is more than man, just as the body of Christ is not for
him a dwelHng occupied, or an instrument used, by God, but an inseparable property

of Christ, Who personally is God and Man.
Hence the body of Christ has a character peculiar to itself. It is a heavenly body 3,

because of its origin and because of its Owner, the Son of Man Who came down from
heaven, and though on earth was in heaven still ■

<
.

It performs the functions and experiences,
the limitations of a human body, and this is evidence that it is in every sense a true, not
an alien or fictitious body. Though it is free from the sins of humanity, it has our
weaknesses. But here the distinction must be made, which will presently be discussed,
between the two kinds of suffering, that which feels and that which only endures. Christ
was not conscious of suffering from these weaknesses, which could inflict no sense of want
of weariness or pain upon His body, a body not the less real because it was perfect.
He took our infirmities as truly as He bore our sins. But He was no more under the
dominion of the one than of the others. His body was in the likeness of ours, but its
reality did not consist in the likeness *, but in the fact that He had created it a true body.
Christ, by virtue of His creative power, might have made for Himself a true body, by
means of which to fulfil God's purposes, that should have been free from these infirmities.

It was for our sake that He did not. There would have been a true body, but it would
have been difficult for us to believe it. Hence He assumed one which had for habits

3 Trin. xi. 48, ' emptj'ing Himself might havebeena single
^ct; 'hiding Himself within Himself was a sustained course
of conduct.

4 Genus is fairly common,though much rarer than naiura ;

parsoccursin Tritt. xi. 14,15,andcf. ib-^o. Elementa is, 1 think,
somewhatmorefrequent.

5 Trin. xi. 40, uatum assuinpti corporis nostri naiura
fiaterntF divittitatis inrjecta. Conversely, Trin. ix. 54, nova
naiura in Deuut iilttta. But such expressionsare rare ; hojni-

nemad swnpsit is the normal phrase. In Tr. in Ps. Ixviii. 4,
he speaksas if the two natureshad beenforced to coilesce by

a Power higher than either. But, as we have seen,in this part
of the Homily Hilary's language is destituteof theological ex-
actness.

'■ Tr. in Ps. liv. i.

7 E.g. Trin. ix. 11, 39, x. 16. The expression uiriusque

nniurtp persona in Trin. ix. 14 is susceptibleof another inter-
pretation.

8 E.g. Trin. x. 22.

9 Trin. X. 22,quia iotus kominisJilius toius Deifilius sit.

1 Cf. Gore's Dissertations^p, 138 f. But Hilary, though he-
shares and even exaggeratesthe general tendencyof his time,
hasalso a strongsenseof thedangerof Apollinarianism.

2 Homo assumptus is constantly used, and similarly homo
noster for our manhood,e.g. Trin. ix. 7. This often leads to
an awkwardnessof which Hilary must havebeenfully conscious,
though he regarded it as a less evil than the use of an abstract
term.

3 CorpuscaelesiByx. 18.

4 Tr. in Ps. ii. ii, fromSt, John iii. 13.

5 Trin. X. 47 f. ; Tr. in Ps. cxxxviii. 3.

6 Trin. x. 25.
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what are necessities to us, in order to demonstrate to us its reality?. It was foreordained
that He should be incarnate ; the mode of the Incarnation was determined by considerations
of our advantage. The arguments by which this thesis is supported will be stated

presently, in connection with Hilary's account of the Passion. It would be difficult to
decide whether he has constructed his theory concerning the human activities of our
Lord upon the basis of this preponderance of the Divine nature in His incarnate personality,
or whether he has argued back from what he deems the true account of Christ's mode

of life on earth, and invented the hypothesis in explanation of it. In any case he has had
the courage exactly to reverse the general belief of Christendom regarding the powers

normally used by Christ. We are accustomed to think that with rare exceptions, such as

the Transfiguration, He lived a life limited by the ordinary conditions of humanity, to

draw lessons for ourselves from His bearing in circumstances like our own, to estimate
His condescension and suffering, in kind if not in degree, by our own consciousness.
Hilary regards the normal state of the incarnate Christ as that of exaltation, from which

He stooped on rare occasions, by a special act of will, to self-humiliation. Thus the

Incarnation, though itself a declension from the pristine glory, does not account for

the facts of Christ's life; they must be explained by further isolated and temporary

declensions. And since the Incarnation is the one great event, knowledge and faith con-

cerning which are essential, the events which accompany or result from it tend, in Hilary's

thought, to shrink in importance. They can and must be minimised, explained away,

regarded as 'dispensations,' if they seem to derogate from the Majesty of Him Who was
incarnate.

When we examine the interpretation of Scripture by which Hilary reaches the desired
conclusions we find it

,

in many instances, strange indeed. The letter of the Gospels tells
us of bodily needs and of suffering ; Christ, though more than man, is proved to be Man b

y

His obvious submission to the conditions of human life. But according to Hilary all human

suffering is due to the union of an imperfect soul with an imperfect body. The soul of Christ,

though truly human, was perfect ; His body was that of a Person Divine as well as human.

Thus both elements were perfect of their kind, and therefore as free from infirmity' as from sin,

for affliction is the lot of man not because he is man, but because he is a sinner. In contrast
with the squalor of sinful humanity, glory surrounded Christ from the Annunciation onward

throughout His course on earth 9
. Miracle is the attestation of His Godhead, and He Who

was thus superior to the powers of nature could not be subject to the sufferings which nature

inflicts. But, being omnipotent, He could subject Himself to humiliations which no power

less than His own could lay upon Him, and this self-subjection is the supreme evidence

of His might as well of His goodwill towards men. God, and only God, could occupy at

once the cradle and the throne on high '. Thus in emphasizing the humiliation Hilaiy is

extolling the majesty of Christ, and refuting the errors of Arianism. That school had made

the most of Christ's sufferings, holding them a proof of His inferiority to the Father. In
Hilary's eyes His power to condescend and His final victory are equally conclusive evidences

of His co-equal Divinity. But if He stoops to our estate, and is at the same time God
exercising His full prerogatives, here again there must be a 'dispensation.' He was truly

subject to the limitations of our nature ; that is a fact of revelation. But He was subject by

a succession of detached acts of self-restraint, culminating in the act, voluntary like the others,

of Plis death ^ Of His acceptance of the ordinary infirmities of humanity we have already
spoken. Plilary gives the same explanation of the Passion as he does of the thirst or

7 Trin. x. 24. The purposeof the Old TestamentTheopha-
nies, it will be remembered,was the same. God appearedas
Man, in order to make men familiar with the future reality and
fiomoreready to believe. See Tri'n. v. 17.

8 Trz'tt.X. 14, rs.

9 TriH. ii. 26f., iii. 18 f. and often, especially in the Comm,

in Matt.

I E.g. Trin. ix. 4, xi. 48. ' lb. x. 11,61.
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weariness of Christ. That He could suffer, and that to the utmost, is proved by the fact
that He did suffer; yet was He, or could He be, conscious of suffering? For the fulfilment
of the Divine purpose, for our assurance of the reality of His work, the acts had to be done;

but it was sufficient that they should be done by a dispensation, in other words, that the

events should be real and yet the feelings be absent of which, had the events happened to

us, we should have been conscious. To understand this we must recur to Hilary's theory of
the relation of the soul to the body. The former is the organ of sense, the latter a lifeless

thing. But the soul may fall below, or rise above, its normal state. Mortification of the

body may set in, or drugs be administered which shall render the soul incapable of feeling the

keenest pain 3. On the other hand it is capable of a spiritual elevation which shall make

it unconscious of bodily needs or sufferings, as when Moses and Elijah fasted, or the three

Jewish youths walked amid the flames t. On this high level Christ always dwelt. Others

might rise for a moment above themselves ; He, not although, but because He was true and

perfect Man, never fell below it. He placed Himself in circumstances where shame and

wounds and death were inflicted upon Him; He had lived a life of humiliation, not only real,

ill that it involved a certain separation from God, but also apparent. But as in this latter

respect we may no more overlook His glory than we may suppose Him ignorant, as by
a dispensation He professed to be s, so in regard to the Passion we must not imagine that He

was inferior to His saints in being conscious, as they were not, of suffering ^. So far, indeed,

is He from the sense of suffering that Hilary even says that the Passion was a delight to

Him 7, and this not merely in its prospective results, but in the consciousness of power which

He enjoyed in passing through it. Nor could this be surprising to one who looked with

Hilary's eyes upon the humanity of Christ. He enforces his view sometimes with rhetoric,

as when he repudiates the notion that the Bread of Life could hunger, and He who gives the

living water, thirst^, that the hand which restored the servant's ear could itself feel pain 9, that

He Who said, 'Now is the Son of Man glorified,' when Judas left the chamber, could at that

moment be feeling sorrow', and He before Whom the soldiers fell be capable of fear =
",

or

shrink from the pain of a death which was itself an exertion of His own free will and powers.

Or else he dwells upon the general character of Christ's manhood. He recognises no change

in the mode of being after the Resurrection ; the passing through closed doors, the sudden

disappearance at Emmaus are typical of the normal properties of His body, which could heal

the sick by a touch, and could walk upon the waves +
. It is a body upon the sensibility

of which the forces of nature can make no impression whatever; they can no more pain Him

than the stroke of a weapon can affect air or water 5
;

or, as Hilary puts it elsewhere, fear and

death, which have so painful a meaning to us, were no more to Him than a shower falling

upon a surface which it cannot penetrate^. It is not the passages of the Gospel which
tell of Christ's glory, but those which speak of weakness or suffering that need to be explained ;

and Hilary on occasion is not afraid to explain them away. For instance, we read that when

our Lord had fasted forty days and forty nights ' He was afterward an hungred.' Hilary
denies that there is a connection of cause and effect. Christ's perfect body was unaffected

3 Trin. x. 14.

4 Comm.in Matt. iiL 2 ; Trin. a. 45. The freedomof Chris-
tianmartyrsfrompain is frequentlynoticedin early writers.

5 Cf. p. Ixvi.

fi Hilary was undoubtedly influencedmore than he knew by
llie Latin wordspati and dolere, the one purely objective, the
other subjective. By a line of thought which recalls that of
Mozley concerningMiracles he refuses to argue from our ex-
perienceto that of Christ. That He suffered, in the senseof
havingwoundsand death inflicted upon Him, is a fact ; that He
w.isconsciousof suffering is an inference,a suppositioni^putatur
dolerequiapatitur, Tr. in Ps. cxxxviii. 3,fallit-ur ergohumance

tpstimationisopiniopulans huncdolerequodpatititr. Trin. x..47),
and onewhichwe arenot entitled to make. In fact, the pas.^age
last cited states that He has no nat^ira\dolcndi ; so also x. 23,
35,and cf. Tr. in Ps. liii. 12. Or, as Hilary puts it, Trin. x. 24,
He is subject to thenaturespassionumnot to their iniurite.

7 Tr. in Ps. cxxxviii. 26. ^ Trin. a. 24.

» lb. 28. ' fl>.29. 2 !l/. 27. 3 li>.II.

4 llf. 23. These instancesof His power are used as a direct
proof of Christ's incapacity of pain. Hilary is willing to confess
that He could feel it, if it be shewn that we can follow Him ia
theserespects.

5 loc. cit. ' Tr. in Ps. liv. 6.



Ixxvi INTRODUCTION. CHAPTER II.

by abstinence ; but after the fast by an exertion of His will He experienced hunger?. So also
the Agony in the Garden is ingeniously misinterpreted. He took with Him the three
Apostles, and then began to be sorrowful. He was not sorrowful till He had taken them ;
they, not He, were the cause. When He said, ' My soul is exceeding sorrowful, even unto
death,' the last words must not be regarded as meaning that His was a mortal sorrow, but as
giving a note of time. The sorrow of which He spoke was not for Himself but for His
Apostles, whose flight He foresaw, and He was asserting that this sorrow would last till
He died. And when He prayed that the cup might pass away from Him, this was no
entreaty that He might be spared. It was His purpose to drink it. The prayer was for His
disciples that the cup might pass on from Him to them ; that they might suffer for Him as
martyrs full of hope, without pain or fear^. One passage, St. Luke xxii. 43, 44, which
conflicts with his view is rejected by Hilary on textual grounds, and not without some reason ?.
He had looked for it

,

and found it absent, in a large number of manuscripts, both Greek and
Latin. But perhaps the strangest argument which he employs is that when the Gospel tells
us that Christ thirsted and hungered and wept, it does not proceed to say that He ate
and drank and felt griefs". Hunger and thirst, eating and drinking, were two sets of
dispensations, unconnected by the relation of cause and effect ; the tears were another
dispensation, not the expression of personal grief. If, as a habit. He accepts the needs and
functions of our body, this does not render His own body more real, for by the act of
its creation it was made truly human ; His purpose, as has been said, is to enable us to
recognise its reality, which would otherwise be difficult ^ If He wept, He had the same
object; this use of one of the evidences of bodily emotion would help us to believe °. And
so it is throughout Christ's life on earth. He suffered but He did not feel. No one but

a heretic, says Hilary, would suppose that He was pained by the nails which fixed Him to the
Cross 3.

It is obvious that Hilary's theory offers a perfect defence against the two dangers
of the day, Arianism and Apollinarianism. The tables are turned upon the former by
emphatic insistence upon the power manifested in the humiliation and suffering of Christ.
That He, being what He was, should be able to place Himself in such circumstances
was the most impressive evidence of His Divinity. And if His humanity was endowed
with Divine properties, much more must His Divinity rise above that inferiority to
which the Arians consigned it. Apollinarianism is controverted by the demonstration
of His true humanity. No language can be too strong to describe its glories ; but the
true wonder is not that Christ, as God, has such attributes, but that He Who has them is

very Man. The theory was well adapted for service in the controversies of the day;
for us, however we may admire the courage and ingenuity it displays, it can be no
more than a curiosity of doctrinal history. Yet, whatever its defects as an explanation
of the facts, the skill with which dangers on either hand are avoided, the manifest anxiety
to be loyal to established doctrine, deserve recognition and respect. It has been said
that Hilary ' constantly withdraws in the second clause what he has asserted in the first-t,'
and in a sense it is true. For many of his statements might make him seem the advocate
of an extreme doctrine of Kenosis, which would represent our Lord's self-emptying as

7 Coinm.in Matt. iii. a.

8 lb. xxxi. r— 7
. Thesewerenot immaturespeculations,aban-

doned by a riper judgment. The explanation of ' even unto
death' is repeated,and thatconcerningthe cup implied, in Trin.
X. 36,37-

9 Trin. a. 41. Westcott and Hort insert it within brackets.
Even if thepassagebe retained,Hilary has an explanationwhich
agreeswith his theory.
9«lb. 24. ■ he. cit., Tr. in Ps. liii. 7

= In Tr. in Ps. liii. 7, there is also the moral,purpose. He
prays humbly. His prayer expressesno need of His own, but

is meantto teachus the lessonof meekness.

3 Trin. x. 45. Yet Hilary himself is not always consistent.
In thepurely homileticalwriting of Tr. in Ps. Ixviii, i, hedwells
upon Christ's enduranceof pain. His argument obliged Hini
to empha^izethe suffering ; it was natural, though not logical,
thathe should sometimesinsist alsoupon the feeling.

4 Harnack, Dogmengesch.ii. 301«.
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complete. But often expressed and always present in Hilary's thought, for the coherence
of which it is necessary, is the correlative notion of the dispensation, whereby Christ seemed
for our sake to be less than He truly was. Again, Hilary has been accused of 'sailing
somewhat close to the cliffs of Docetism 5

,' but all admit that he has escaped shipwreck,
Various accounts of his teaching, all of which agree in acquitting him of this error, have
been given ; and that which has been accepted in this paper, of Clirist by the very per-
fecrion of His humanity habitually living in such an ecstasy as that of Polycarp or Perpetua
at their martyrdom, is a noble conception in itself and consistent with the Creeds, though

it cannot satisfy us. In part, at any rate, it belonged to the lessons which Hilary had
learned from Alexandria. Clement had taught, though his successor Origen rejected, the

impassibility of Christ, Who had eaten and drunk only by a ' dispensation ';—' He ate
not for the sake of His body, which was sustained by a holy power, but that that false notion

might not creep into the minds of Hig companions which in later days some have, 'in

fact, conceived, that He had been manifested only in appearance. He was altogether im-

passible ; there entered from without into Him no movement of the feelings, whether

pleasure or pain ^.' Thus Hilary had what would be in his eyes high authority for his

opinion. But he must have felt some doubts of its value if he compared the strange
exegesis and forced logic by which it was supported with that frank acceptance of the

obvious sense of Scripture in which he takes so reasonable a pride in his direct controversy
with the Avians. And another criticism may be ventured. In that controversy he balances
with scrupulous reverence mystery against mystery, never forgetting that he is dealing with

infinities. In this case the one is made to overwhelm the other ; the infinite glory ex-
cludes the infinite sorrow from his view. Here, if anywhere, Hilary needs, and may justly
claim, the indulgence he has demanded. It had not been his wish to define or explain ;

he was content with the plain words of Scripture and the simplest of creeds. But he was

compelled by the fault of others to commit a fault ^ ; and speculation based on sound

principles, however perilous to him who made the first attempt, had been rendered by

the prevalence of heresy a necessary evil. Again, we must bear in mind that Hilary was

essentially a Greek theologian, to whom the supremely interesting as well as the supremely

important doctrine was that God became Man. He does not conceal or undervalue the

fact of the Atonement and of the Passion as the means by which it was wrought. But,

even though he had not held his peculiar theory of impassibility, he would still have thought
the effort most worth making not that of realising the pains of Christ by our experience of

suffering and sense of the enormity of sin, but that of apprehending the mystery of the

Incarnation. For that act of condescension was greater, not only in scale but in kind,
than any humiliation to which Christ, already Man, submitted Himself in His human
state.

Christ, Whose properties as incarnate are thus described by Hilary, is one Person.

Tliis, of course, needs no proof, but something must be said of the use which he makes
of the doctrine. It is by Christ's own work, by an act of power, even of violence ^

,

exercised

by Him upon Himself, that the two natures are inseparably associated in Him; so in-
separably that between His death and resurrection His Divinity was sunultaneously present
with each of the severed elements of His humanity 9. Hence, though Hilary frequently

S The words are Ftirster's, o/. c/i. p. 662,and are accepted1 ^ Tr. in Ps. Ixviii. 4. The unity is also strongly put in
asrepresentingtheir opinionby Bardenhewer,Patrohg-ie, p. 382, Trin. viii. 13 a. 61.
andBaltzsr, Chrhtologie, p. 32. 9 Triii. x. 34. This was Hilary's deliberate belief. But in

^ Sirom. vi. g 71. Bigg, Christian Platottists, p. 71, gives earlier life he had written rashly of the Holy Spiiit (i.e. God
other sources, by which Hilary is less likely to have been in- the Son) surrenderingHis humanity to be tempted,and of the
fluenced,from which he may have derived this teaching. This cry upon the Cross 'testifying tlie departureof God the Word

is not theonly coincidencebetweenhim andClement. I from Hiin' {Comm. in Matt, iii. i, xxxiii. 6). This, if it had

7 Trin \\.Ztinvitiuinvitiocoarciamuratieno, representedHilary's teachingin that treatise would haveproved
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discriminates between Clivist's utterances as God and as Man % he never fails to keep liin
reader's attention fixed upon the unity of His Person. And this unity is the more, obvious
because, as has been said, the ManJiood in Christ is dominated by the Godhead. Thoii"li
we are not allowed to forget that He is truly Man, yet as a rule Hilary prefers to speak in
such words as, ' the only-begotten Son of God was crucified %' or to say more briefly, ' God
was crucified 3.' Judas is

' the betrayer of God ••; ' 'the life of mortals is renewed through tiie
death of immortal God'.' Such expressions are far more frequent than the balanced language,
' the Passion of Jesus Christ, our God and Lord*,' and these again than such an exaltation of
the manhood as ' the Man Jesus Christ, tiie Lord of Majesty i

' But once, in an unguarded

moment, an element of His humanity seems to be deified. Hilary never says that Christ's
body is God, but he speaks of the spectators of the Crucifixion 'contemplating the power
of the soul which by signs and deeds had proved itself God ^.'

But though distinctions may be drawn, and though for the sake of emphasis and
brevity Christ may be called by the name of one only of His two natures, the
esseniial fact is never forgotten that He is God and man, one Person in two forms,
God's and the servant's. And these two natures do not stand isolated and apart,
merely contained within the limits of one personality. Just as we saw that Hilary
recognises a complete mutual indwelling and interpenetration of Father and Son, so he
teaches that in the narrower sphere of the Incarnation there is an equally exact and
comprehensive union of the Godhead and Manhood in Christ. Jesus is Christ, and
Christ is Jesus '. Not merely is the one Christ perfect Man and perfect God, but
the whole Son of Man is the whole Son of God '. So far is His manhood from
being merged and lost in His Divinity, that the extent of the one is the measure
of the other. We must not imagine that, simultaneously with the incarnate, there

existed a non-incarnate Christ, respectively submitting to humiliation and filling the
worlds ; nor yet must we conceive of one Christ in two unconnected states of being,
as though the assumption of humanity were merely a function analogous to the guid-
ing of the stars. On the contrary, the one Person is co-extensive with all infinity,
and all action lies within His scope. Whatever He does, whether it be, or be not,
in relation to humanity, and in the former case whether it be the exaltation of man-
liood or the self-emptying of Godhead, is done 'within the sphere of the Incarnation'','
the sphere which embraces His whole being and His whole action. The self-emptying
itself was not a self-determination, instant and complete, made before the Incarnation,
but, as we saw, a process which continued throughout Christ's life on earth and was ac-

tive to the end. For as He hung, deliberately self-emptied of His glory, on the Cross,
He manifested His normal powers by the earthquake shock. His submission to death
was the last of a consistent series of exertions of His will, which began with the Annun-
ciation and culminated in the Crucifixion.

it heretical; but thewhole tenourof the commentaryprovesthat
this was simply carelessness. In the Homilies on the Psalms
he also writes somewhatloosely on occasion; e.g. liil. ^Jtn.,
where he nieiilions Cliiist'sy^r/w^rnature,i e. the Divinity, and
il}.5, wherehe speaksof ' Him Who after bei?igGod iejt:Deo)
had died as man.' But only malevolencecould give an evil
interpret,itionto thesepassa3;es,deliveredas they were for the
edificationof Hilary's flock,and with no thoug^htof theological
accuracy. It is, indeed, quite possible that they were never
revised,or evenintended,for publicationby him.
'Eg. Ti-ift. ix. 6, and often in the Homilies on the Psalms,-
as cxxxviii, 13.
2 Tr. in Ps. liii. 12. 3 loc,cit.
4 Tr. hi Ps. cxxxix. 15.
5 Trhi. X. 63. Similarly in Tr. in Ps. Ixvii. 21,he speaksof
*thepassion,thecross,tlie death,the burial of God,'

6 Tr. in Ps. liii. 4.
7 Trin. ix. 3.
8 Tr. in Ps. cxli. 4. There is no evidencethat the text is
corrupt, thongli thewordsastheystandare rank Apollinarianism,
and themoresignificant as dating from the maturityof Hilary's
thought. But here,asoften,we must rememberthat the Homi-
lies are familiaraddresses.
9 Trin. X. 52. We must remembernot only that heretical
distinctionshad beenmade, but that Christ is the nameof the
Son in pretemporalrelationto theworld (seep. Ixvii.), as wellas
in theworld.
' /S. 22,52.
2 Cf. Gore, Dissertations, p. 2IT, It is in relationto the self-
emptyin.gthat Hilary usessuch definite language: Trin. xi. 48,
intra suant ipse Tocite/actusfiotestatem. . . . Se ipsttm intra
sevacue/acienscoiitijiuit ; xii. 6, seevacuavit in sese.
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Hilary estimates the cost of the Incarnation not by any episodes of Christ's life on
earth, but by the fact that it brought about a real, though partial, separation or
breach 3 within the Godhead. Henceforward there was in Christ the nature of the crea-
ture as well as that of the Creator ; and this second nature, though it had been assumed
in its most perfect form, was sundered by an infinite distance from God the Father,
though indissolubly united with the Divinity of his Son. A barrier therefore was raised
between them, to be overcome in due time by the elevation of manhood in and through
the Son. When this elevation was complete within the Person of Christ, then the
separation between Him and His Father would be at an end. He would still have true
humanity, but this humanity would be raised to the level of association with the Father.
In Hilary's doctrine the submission of Christ to this isolation is the central fact of
Christianity, the supreme evidence of His love for men. Not only did it thus isolate
Him, truly though partially, from the Father, but it introduced a strain, a ' division ' 4

within His now incarnate Person. The union of natures was real, but in order that it
might become perfect the two needed to be adjusted ; and the humiliation involved in
this adjustment is a great part of 'the sacrifice made by Christ. There was conflict, in
a certain sense, within Himself, repression and concealment of His powers. But finally
the barrier was to be removed, the loss regained, by the exaltation of the manhood into
harmonious association with the Godhead of Father and of Son s. Then He Who had
become in one Person God and Man would become for ever* fully God and fully Man.
The humanity would gain, the Divinity regain, its appropriate dignity ^, while each retained
the reality it had had on earth.

Thus Christ's life in the world was a period of transition. He had descended ; this

was the time of preparation for an equal, and even loftier, ascent. We must now consider

in what the preparation consisted ; and here, at first sight, Hilary has involved himself

in a grave difficulty. For it is manifest that his theory of Christ's life as one lived without

efifort, spiritual or physical, or rather as a life whose exertion consisted in a steady self-

accommodation to the infirmities of men, varied by occasional and special acts of con-

descension to suffering, excludes the possibility of an advance, a growth in grace as well

as in stature, such as Athanasius scripturally taught 7. We might say of Hilary, as has

been said of another Father, 'under his treatment the Divine history seems to be dissolved

into a docetic drama 8.' In such a life it might seem that there was not merely no possibility
of progress, but even an absence of identity, in the sense of continuity. The phenomena

of Christ's hfe, therefore, are not manifestations of the disturbance and strain on which

Hilary insists, for they are, when, rightly considered, proofs of His union with God and

of His Divine power, not of weakness or of partial separation. It would, indeed, be vain
for us to seek for sensible evidence of the process of adjustment, for it went on withih

the inmost being of the one Person. It did not affect the Godhead or the Manhood,
both visibly revealed as aspects of the Person, but the hidden relation between the two.

Our knowledge assures us that the process took place, but it is a knowledge attained by

inference from what He was before and after the state of transition, not by observation

of His action in that state. Both natures of the one Person were affected ;
'
everything

'—

glory as well as humiliation— 'was common to the entire Person at every moment, though
to each aspect in its own distinctive manner.' The entire Person entered into inequality with

Himself: the actuality of each aspect, during the state of humiliation, fell short of its idea—

of the idea of the Son, of the idea of the perfect man, of the idea of the God-man. It was

3 Offensio, Trin. ix. 38.
* Trin, x. 22,A sedividuus. S E.g. Trin. ix. 38.
* Trin. ix. 6. On earth Christ is Deus and Iwmo; in glory
He is iotus De»s and totits homo.

7 E.g. Discoursesag-ainst the Arians, iii. 53, p. 422 of the

translationin this series.
8 Bp. Westcott on Cyril of Alexandria in St. John's Gospel

(Spe.tker'sCommentary),p. xcv.
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not merely the human aspect that was at first inadequate to the Divine ; for, through the
medium of the voluntary ' evacuatio,' it dragged down the Divine nature also, so far as i
permitted it

,

to its own inequality?.' Such is the only explanation which will reconcile Hilary's
various, and sometimes obscure, utterances on this great subject. It is open to the obvious
and fatal objection that it cuts, instead of loosening, the knot. For it denies any connection
between the dispensation of Christ's life on earth and the mystery of His assumption and
exaltation of humanity; the one becomes somewhat purposeless, and the other remains
unverified. But it is at least a bold and reverent speculation, not inconsistent with the Faith
as a system of thought, though no place can be found for it in th'e Faith, regarded as a

revelation of fact.

It was on behalf of mankind that this great sacrifice was made by the Son. While

it separated Him from the Father, it united Him to men. We must now consider what was
the spiritual constitution of the humanity which He assumed, as we have already considered
the physical Man, as we saw (p. Ixix.) is constituted of body and soul, an outward and an
inward substance, the one earthly, the other heavenly'. The exact process of his creation
has been revealed. First, man— that is

,

his soul—was made in the image of God; next, Ipng
afterwards, his body was fashioned out of dust; finally by a distinct act, man was made
a living soul by the breath of God, the heavenly and earthly natures being thus coupled
together ^ The world was already complete when God created the highest, the most beautiful
of His works after His own image. His other works were made by an instantaneous com-
mand ; even the firmament was established by his hand^ ; man alone was made by the hands
of God;—'Thy hands liave made me and fashioned me.' This singular honour of being
made by a process, not an act, and by the hands, not the hand or the voice, of God, was paid
to man not simply as the highest of the creatures, but as the one for whose sake the rest of
the universe was called into being +

. It is
,

of course, the soul, made after the image of God,
which has this high honour; an honour wJuch no length of sinful ancestry can forfeit, for each
soul is still separately created. Hence no human soul is akin to any other human soul ; the
uniformity of type is secured by each being made in the same pattern, and the dignity of
humanity by the fact that this pattern is that of the Son, the Image of God. But the soul

pervades the whole body with which it is associated, even as God pervades the universe s.

The soul of each man is individual, special to himself; his brotherhood with mankind belongs
to him through his body, which has therefore something of universality. Hence the relation
of mankind with Christ is not through his human soul; it was 'the nature of universal flesh'
which He took'' that has made Him one with us in the Incarnation and in the Eucharists
The reality of His body, as we have seen, is amply secured by Hilary ; its universality is

assured by the absence of any individual human paternity, which would have isolated Him
from others^- Thus He took all humanity into His one body; He is the Church 9, for He

contains her through the mystery of Hisi body. In Him, by the same means, 'there is

contained the congregation, so to speak, of the whole race of men.' Hence He spoke of
Himself as the City set on a hill; the inhabitants are mankind'. But Christ not only

9 Doriier, I. ii. 415. The liberty has been taken of putting

' Himself for ' itself.' On the samepage Djrner speaks of .in

' ever increasing return of the Logos into equality with Him-
self.' This is a contradictionof his own explanation. God has
becomeGod-man. He couldnot again becomesimply the Logos.
The key to Hilary's position is the double nature Of Christ.
The Godhead and the Manhood are aspects in revelation,ab-
stractions in argument. That which connects them and gives
themreality is the onePerson, the objectof thoughtand faith.

' Tr. in Ps. cxviii., lod, 6
,

cxxix. 5
.

2 Ih. cxxix. 5.

3 Isai. xlv. 12, the Old Latin, translated from the LXX.,

having the singular. This characteristicpiece of exegesis is in
Tr. in Ps. cxviii. , fod^ 5 ; cf. ?"<5.7, 8

.

4 n. lod, 1. 5 Tr. in Ps. cxviii., Kofh. 8.

^ lb. li. 16, natura/n in se iiniverscecarnis adsumpsit îh.
liv. g, universitatis nostrtEcaro est/tutus ; so also Trin. xi.
i6in., and often.

7 This latter is the argumentof Trin. viii. T3f.

5 Trin. ii. 24 ; in Him there is the universi generis huinani
corpusbecauseHe is iLOiuo/actus ex virgine.

9 Tr. iji Ps. cxxv. 6
.

' Comm. in Matt. iv. 12 ; hahitaiiOf as is often the casein
late Latin with abstracts, is collective. Hilary also speaksof
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embraces all Inimanity in Himself, but the archetype after Whom, and the final cause for

Whom, man was made. Every soul, when it proceeds from the hands of God, is pure,
free and immortal, with a natural affinity and capacity for good^ which can find its

satisfaction only in Christ, the ideal Man. But if Christ is thus everything to man,
liumanity has also, in the foreordained purpose of God, something to confer upon Christ.

'I'he tem|iorary humiliation of the Incarnation has for its result a higher glory than He

possessed before 3, acquired through the harmony of the two natures.

The course of this elevation is represented by Hilary as a succession of births, in

continuation of the majestic series. First there had been the eternal generation of the

Son; then His creation for the ways and for the works of God, His appointment, which

Hilary regards as equivalent in importance to another birth, to the office of Creator; next
the Incarnation, the birth in time which makes Him what He was not before, namely Man ♦

This is followed by the birth of Baptism,, of which Hilary speaks tlirice s. He read in
St. Matthew iii. 17, instead of the familiar words of the Voice from heaven, 'Thou
art My Son, this day have I begotten Thee.' This was in his judgment the institution
of the sacrament of Baptism ; because Christ was baptized, we must follow His example.
It was a new birth to Him, and therefore to us. He had been the Son ; He became
through Baptism the perfect Son by this fresh birth ^. It is difficult to see what Hilary's
thought was ; perhaps he had not defined it to himself. But, with this reading in his

copy of the Gospel, it was necessary that he should be ready with an explanation ; and

though there remained a higher perfection to be reached, this birth in Baptism might well

be regarded as a stage in the return of Christ to His glory, an elevation of His humanity
to a more perfect congruity with His Godhead. This birth is followed by another, the
effect and importance of which is more obvious, that of the Resurrection, ' the birthday of

His humanity to glory ?.' By the Incarnation He had lost unity with the Father ; but the'

created nature, by the assumption of which He had disturbed the unity both within Him-
self and in relation to the Father, is now raised to the level on which that unity is again pos-
sible. In the Resurrection, therefore, it is restored ; and this stage of Christ's achievement is
regarded as a new birth', by which His glory becomes, as it had been before, the same as that

of the Father. But now the glory is shared by His humanity; the servant's form is promoted'

to the glory of God 9 and the discordance comes to an end. Christ, God and Man, stands^

where the Word before the Incarnation stood. In this Resurrection, the only step in this
Divine work which is caused by sin. His full humanity partakes. In order to satisfy all'
the conditions of actual human life. He died and visited the lower world

' ; and also,,

as man shall do. He rose again with the same body in which He had died ^ Then

comes that final state, of which something has already been said, when God shall be alt

in all. No further change will be possible within the Person of Christ, for his humanity,,

already in harmony with the Godhead, will now be transmuted. The whole Christ, Man

as well as God, will become wholly God. Yet the humanity will still exist, for- it is

inseparable from the Divinity, and will consist, as before, of body and soul. But there

will be nothing earthly or fleshly left in the body; its nature will be purely spirituals.

The only form in which Hilary can express this result is the seeming paradox that Christ

will, by virtue of the final subjection, ' be and continue what He is not*.' By this; return ol

Christas gerensnos, Trin. x. 25, which recalls the gestans of
TertuUianand theportans of Cyprian.
2 Tr. in Ps. ii, i6, Ivii. 3, Ixii. 3, and often.
3 Trin. xi. 40—42. 4 Tr. in Ps. ii. 27.
s Comm. in Mutt. ii. 6 ; Tr. in Ps. ii. 29: Trin. viii. 25.
Yet he twice {Trin. vi. 23; Tr. in Ps. cxxxviii. 6) gives the
ordinary text, without any hint that he knew of an important
v.iiirint.

V I.. IX.

6 Tr. in Ps. ii. 29,ifiseDeorenascebatnr^inftlinvi perfectum,

Trin. viii. :is p̂er/ecta.ncttivitas.
7 Dorner, I. ii. 417. Dorner overlookS:.thebirth in Baptism.
8 Tr. in Ps. ii. 27,liii. 14.
9 lb. cxxxviii. ig. ^Ih. liii. 14. * lb. Iv. 12.
3 Trin. xi. 40,49.
"»[b. 40, hnbensin sacrainenta subiectionisesseac manere
mod nonest.
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the whole Christ into perfect union with God, humanity attains the purpose of its creati in.

He was the archetype after Whose Hkeness man was fashioned, and in His Person all
the possibiHties of mankind are attained. And this great consummation not only fulfils
the destinies of humanity; it brings also an augmentation of the glory of Him Who is

glorified in Christ 5.
In the fact that humanity is thus elevated in Christ consists the hope of individual

men. Man in Him has, in a true sense, become God ^; and though Hilary as a rule
avoids the phrase, familiar to him in the writings of his Alexandrian teachers and freely
used by Athanasius and other of his contemporaries, that men become gods because
God became Man, still the thought which it conveys is constantly present to his mind.
As we have seen, men are created with such elevation as their final cause ; they have the
innate certainty that their soul is of Divine origin and a natural longing for the knovvled<^e
and hope of things eternal?. But they can only rise by a process, corresponding to that
by which the humanity in Christ was raised to the level of the Divinity. This process
begins with the new birth in the one Baptism, and attains its completion when we fully
receive the nature and the knowledge of God. We are to be members of Christ's body
and partakers in Him, saved into the name and the nature of God ^. And the means
to this is knowledge of Him, received into a pure mind '. Such knowledge makes the soul
of man a dwelling rational, pure and eternal, wherein the Divine nature, whose properties
these are, may eternally abide '. Only that which has reason can be in union with Him
Who is reason. Faith must be accurately informed as well as sincere. Christ became
Man in order that we might believe Him ; that He might be a witness to us from amono-
ourselves touching the things of God ^
We have now followed Hilary through his great theory, in which we may safely say

that no other theologian entirely agrees, and which, where it is most original, diverges
most widely from the usual lines of Christian thought. Yet it nowhere contradicts the
accepted standards of belief; and if it errs it does so in explanation, not in the statement
of the truths which it undertakes to explain. Hilary has the distinction of being the only
one of his contemporaries with the speculative genius to imagine this developro.ent ending
in the aboHtion of incongruity and in the restoration of the full majesty of the Son and
of man with Him 3. He saw that there must be such a development, and if he was
wrong in tracing its course, there is a reverence and loyalty, a solidity of reasoning and
steady grasp of the problems under discussion, which save him from falling into mere
ingenuity or ostentation. Sometimes he may seem to be on the verge of heresy; but
in each case it will be found that, whether his system be right or no, the place in it
which he has found for an argument used elsewhere in the interests of error is one where
the argument is powerless for evil. Sometimes— and this is the most serious reproach that
can be brought against him— it must seem that his theology is abstract, moving in a region
apart from the facts of human life. It must be admitted that this is the case ; that though,
as we shall presently see, Hilary had a clear sense of the realities of temptation and sin
and of the need of redemption, and has expressed himself in these regards with the
fervour and practical wisdom of an earnest and experienced pastor, still these subjects
he within the sphere of his feelings rather than of his thought. It was not his fault that
he lived in the days before St. Augustine, and in the heat of an earlier controversy;
and it is his conspicuous merit that in his zeal for the Divinity of Christ he traced the
Incarnation back beyond the beginning of sin and found its motive in God's eternal

■
c

5 Trin. xi. 42,i icremenltmtghrijicati in eoDei.
^E.g. Trin. ix. 4, x. 7.
J Tr. in Ps. Ixii. 3; cf. Comm.z«Matt. xvi. 5.8 Tr. in Ps. Ivi. 7, liii. 5. We mustrememberthe importance
of namesin Hilary's eyes. They are not arbitrary symbols,but

belongessentiallyto the objects which they signify. Had there
beenno sin, fromwhich man neededto be saved,hewould still
haverequiredraising to this nameand nature.
9 Ih. cxviii., Aleph, i, cxxxi. 6. i lb. cxxxi, 23.' Trin. iii. 9. 3 FBrster,^j(.cit.
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purpose of uniting man to Himself. He does not estimate the condescension of Christ
by the distance which separates the Sinless from the sinful. To his wider thought sin is
not the cause of that great sequence of Divine acts of grace, but a disturbing factor which
has modified its course. The measure of the love of God in Christ is the infinity He
overpassed in uniting the Creator with tlie creature.
But before we approach the practical theology of Hilary something must be said of

his teaching concerning the Third Person of the Trinity. The doctrine of the Holy Spirit
is little developed in his writings. 'J'he cause was, in part, his sympathy with Eastern
thought. The West, in this as in some other respects, was in advance of the contemporary
Greeks; but Hilary was too independent to accept conclusions which were as yet un-
reasoned ^ But a stronger reason was that the doctrine was not directly involved in the
Arian controversy. On the main question, as we have seen, he kept an open mind, and
was prepared to modify from time to time 'the terms in which he stated the Divinity of our
Lord; but in other respects he was often strangely archaic. Such is the case here; Hilary's
is a logical position, but the logical process has been arrested. There is notiiino- in his
words concerning the Holy Spirit inconsistent with the later definitions of faith s, and it
would be unfair to blame him because, in the course of a strenuous life devoted to the
elucidation and defence of other doctrines, he found no time to develope this; unfair also
to blame him for not recognising its full importance. In his earlier days, and while he
was in alliance with the Semiarians, there was nothing to bring this doctrine prominently
before his mind ; in his later life it still lay outside the range of controversy, so far as he
was concerned. Hilary, in fact, preferred like Athanasius to rest in the indefinite terms
of the original Nicene Creed, the confession of which ended with the simple ' And in the
Holy Ghost.' But there was a further and practical reason for his reserve. It was a con-
stant taunt of the Arians that the Catholics worshipped a plurality of Gods. The frequency
and emphasis with which Hilary denies that Christians have either two Gods or one God
in solitude proves that he regarded this plausible assertion as one of the most dangerous
weapons wielded by heresy. It was his object, as a skilful disputant, to bring his whole
forces to bear upon them, and this in a precisely limited field of battle. To import the
question of the Holy Spirit into the controversy might distract his reader's attention from
the main issue, and afibrd the enemy an opening for that evasion which he constantly

accuses them of attempting. Hence, in part, the small space allowed to so important
a theme ; and hence the avoidance, which we noticed, of the very word ' Trinity.' The
Arians made the most of their argument about two Gods ; Hilary would not allow them
the opportunity of imputing to the faithful a belief in three. This might not have been
a sufficient inducement, had it stood alone, but the encouragement which he received

from Origen's vagueness, representative as it was of the average theology of the third

centur)', must have predisposed him to give weight to the practical consideration. Yet

Hilary has not avoided a formal statement of his belief In Trin. ii. g§ 29— 35, which is
,

as we saw, part of a summary statement of the Christian Faith, he sets it forth with Scripture
proofs. But he shows clearly, by the short space he allows to it

,

that it is not in his eyes

of co-ordinate importance with the other truths of which he treats. And the curious language

in which he introduces the subject, in § 29, seems to imply that he tlirows it in to satisfy
others rather than from his own sense of its necessary place in such a statement. The

doctrine, as he here defines it
,
is that the Holy Spirit undoubtedly exists ; the Father and

the Son are the Authors of His being, and, since He is joined with Them in our confession,

4 Cf. Harnack, Dogmengesch.ii. z8l. But Harnack is unjust i S Gwatkin, Studies of Arianism, p. 206«.

' Hilary's belief

in sayingthat Hilary had not madeup his ownmind. in the deily of the Holy Spirit is hardly more duuljtful than

' St. John's ; )-ethe nowherestates it in somanywords.'

E 2
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He cannot, without mutilation of the Faith, be separated from Them. The fact that He
is given to us is a further proof of His existence. Yet the title 'Spirit' is often used
both for Father and for Son; in proof of this St. John iv. 24 and 2 Cor. iii. 17 are cited.
Yet the Holy Spirit has a personal^ existence and a special office in relation to us. It
is through Him that we know God. Our nature is capable of knowing Him, as the eye
is capable of sight; and the gift of the Spirit is to the soul what the gift of light is to
the eye. Again, in xii. §§ 55, 56, the subject is introduced, as if by an after thought, and
even more briefly than in the second book. As he has refused to style the Son a creature,
so he refuses to give that name to the Spirit, Who has gone forth from God, and been sent

by Christ. The Son is the Only-begotten, and therefore he will not say that the Spirit
was begotten ; yet he cannot call Him a creature, for the Spirit's knowledge of the mysteries
of God, of which He is the Interpreter to men, is the proof of His oneness in nature with

God. The Spirit speaks unutterable things and is ineffable in His operation. Hilary cannot

define, yet he believes. It must suffice to say, with the Apostle, simply that He is the
Spirit of God. The tone of § 56 seems that of silent rebuke to some excess of definition,

as he would deem it
, of which he had heard. To these passages must be added another

in Trin. viii. 19 f.
, where the possession by Father and Son of one Spirit is used in proof

of Their own unity. But in this passage there occur several instances of Hilary's character-

istic vagueness. As in ii
.

30, so here we are told that 'the Spirit' may mean Father or

Son as well as Holy Ghost t, and instances are given where the word has one or other

of the two first significations. Thus we must set a certain number of passages where

a reference in Scripture to the Holy Spirit is explained away against a number, certainly
no greater, in which He is recognised : and in the latter we notice a strong tendency to

understate the truth. For though we are expressly told that the Spirit is not a creature,

that He is from the Father through the Son, is of one substance with Them and bears

the same relation to the One that He bears to the Other ^
,

yet Hilary refuses with some

emphasis and in a conspicuous place, at the very end of the treatise, to call Him God.

But both groups of passages, those in which the Holy Ghost is recognised and those in

which reason is given for non-recognition, are more than counterbalanced by a multitude

in which, no doubt for the controversial reason already mentioned, the Holy Spirit is left

unnamed, though it would have been most natural that allusion should be made to Him'.
We find in Hilary ' the premisses from which the Divinity of the Holy Ghost is the necessary

conclusion';' and there is reason to believe that he woidd have stated the doctrine of the

Procession in the Western, not. in the Eastern, form = ; but we find a certain willingness

to keep the doctrine in the background, which sufficiently indicates a failure to grasp its

cardinal importance, and is
,

however natural in his circumstances and however interesting

as evidence of his mode of thought, a blemish to the De Trinitate, if we seek in it a balanced

exposition of the Faith 3
.

We may now turn to the practical teaching of Hilary. Henceforth he will be no

longer the compiler of the best Latin handbook of the Arian controversy, or the some-

what unsystematic investigator of unexplored regions of theology. We shall find him

6 If the word may be admitted for the sake of clearness,
riilary nevercalls the Spii it a Person.

7 §§ 23,25,30; so also ix. 6
9 and notablyin x. i6. Similarly

in Comiii iti Matt. iii. i, theSpirit meansChrist.

8 Trin. viii. 20, ix. 73fin,, and especially ii. 4. This last is

not a referenceto the Macedonian heresy, but to the logical
resultof Arianism.

9 Trin. i. 17,v. i, 35,vii. 8
,

31,viii. 31,36,x. 6 &c.

' E.iltzer, Tlieolojie deshi. Hilarius^ p. 51.

2 T*-in. viii. 21,xii. 55.

3 The work by Tertullian in which the doctrineof the Spirit'

is mostfully broughtout ; in which, in fact, He is first expressly
namedGod, is the Adziersiis Praxean. It waswritten afterhis
secessionfrom the Church, and Hilary, uponwhom it had more

influence than any other of TertuUian's writings, mayhavesus-
pected that this teachingwas the expressionof his Montanism
rather than a legitimatededuction from Scripture, and so have

beenmisledby over caution. He mayalso have beeninfluenced
by such Biblical passagesas Rev.' xiv. i, where the Spirit is

unnamed.



THE THEOLOGY OF ST. HILARY OF POITIERS. Ixxxv

often accepting the common stock of Christian ideas of his age, without criticism or attempt
at improvement upon them ; often paraphrasing in even more emphatic language emphatic
and apparently contradictory passages of Scripture, without any effort after harmony or balance.
Yet sometimes we shall find him anticipating on one page the thoughts of later theologians,
while on another he is content to repeat the views upon the same subject which had

satisfied an earlier generation. His doctrine, where it is not traditional, is never more than
tentative, and we must not be surprised, we must even expect, to find him inconsistent

with himself.

No subject illustrates this inconsistency better than that of sin, of which Hilary gives
two accounts, the one Eastern and traditional, the other an anticipation of Augustinianism.
These are never compared and weighed the one against the other. In the passages where
each appears, it is adduced confidently, without any reservation or hint that he is aware
of another explanation of the facts of experience. The more usual account is that which
is required by Hilary's doctrine of the separate creation of every human soul, which is

good, because it is God's immediate work, and has a natural tendency to, and fitness for,

perfection. Because God, after Whose image man is made, is free, therefore man also is

free; he has absolute liberty, and is under no compulsion to good or to evil*. The sin
which God foresees, as in the case of Esau, He does not foreordains. Punishment never
follows except upon sin actually committed ; the elect are they who show themselves worthy

of election *. But the human body has defiled the soul ; in fact, Hilary sometimes speaks
as though sin were not an act of will but an irresistible pressure exerted by the body on the
soul. If we had no body, he says once, we should have no sin ; it is a ' body of death '
and cannot be pure. This is the spiritual meaning of the ancient law against touching
a corpse?. When the Psalmist laments that his soul cleaveth to the ground, his sorrow
is that it is inseparably attached to a body of earth ^; when Job and Jeremiah cursed
the day of their birth, their anger was directed against the necessity of living surrounded
by the weaknesses and vices of the flesh, not against the creation of their souls after the
image of God 9. Such language, if it stood alone, would convict its author of Manicheanism,
but Hilary elsewhere asserts that the desire of the soul goes half-way to meet the invitation
of sin 9% and this latter in his normal teaching. Man has a natural proclivity to evil, an
inherited weakness ' which has, as a matter of experience, betrayed all men into actual
sin, with the exception of Christ =

=
.

Elsewhere, however, Hilary recognises the possibility,
under existing conditions, of a sinless life. For David could make the prayer, ' Take from
me the way of iniquity;' of iniquity itself he was guiltless, and only needed to pray against
the tendency inherent in his bodily nature 3. But such a case is altogether exceptional ;

ordinary men must confide in the thought that God is indulgent, for He knows our in-

firmity. He is propitiated by the wish to be righteous, and in His judgment the merits of
good men outweigh their sins •*

.

Hence a prevalent tone of hopefulness about the future
state of the baptized ; even Sodom and Gomorrah, their punishment in history having
satisfied the righteousness of God, shall ultimately be saved s. Yet God has a perfect, immut-
able goodness of which human goodness, though real, falls infinitely short, because He is

steadfast and we are driven by varying impulses*. This Divine goodness is the standard

and the hope set before us. It can only be attained by grace ', and grace is freely offered.
But just as the soul, being free, advances to meet sin, so it must advance to meet grace.

Man must take the first step; he must wish and pray for grace, and then perseverance in

4 E.g. Tr. in Ps. ii. i6, H. 23. 5 lb. Ivii. 3,

6 lb. cxviii., Tethf 4, Ixiv. 5. 7 lb. cxviii.. Gimel, 3, 4
.

8 lb,, Daleik, i, 9 lb. cxix. 19(12), 9* lb. Ixviii. 9.

* E.g. ib. cxviii,, Aleph, 8
,

lii. 12, Ndtura i'i/tr,iiitatis is

a favouritephrase.

2 E.g. ib. Hi. 9, cxviii., Gimei, 12, Vau, 6.

3 lb. cxviii. Daletk, 8 ; cf. He, 16. 4 16.lii. 12.

5 lb. Ixviii. 22,baaedon St. Matt. x. 15.

6 lb. lii. Ti, 12.

7 E.g. ib. cxviii., Prolog. 2, Aleph, 12,P/w, 3
.
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faith will be granted him^, together with such a measure of the Spirit as he shall desire and
deserves. He will, indeed, be able to do more than he need, as David did when he spared
and afterwards lamented Saul, his worst enemy, and St. Paul, who voluntarily abstained from
the lawful privilege of marriage '. Such is Hilary's first account, ' a naive, undeveloped
mode of thought concerning the origin of sin and the state of man =.' Its ire )nsistencies
are as obvious as their cause, the unguarded homiletical expansion of isolated passages. There
is no attempt to reconcile man's freedom to be good with the fact of universal sin. The

theory, so far as it is consistent, is derived from Alexandria, from Clement and Origen. It
may seem not merely inadequate as theology, but philosophical rather than Christian ; and its
aim is

,

indeed, that of strengthening man's sense of moral responsibility and of heightening
his courage to withstand temptation. But we must remember that Hilary everywhere assumes
the union between the Christian and Christ. While this union exists there is always the

power of bringing conduct into conformity with His will. Conduct, then, is
,

comparatively

speaking, a matter of detail. Sins of action and emotion do not necessarily sever the union;

a whole system of casuistry might be built upon Hilary's foundation. But false thoughts

of God violate the very principle of union between Him and man. However abstract they

may seem and remote from practical life, they are an insuperable barrier. For intellectual

harmony, as well as moral, is necessary ; and error of belief, like a key moving in a lock

with whose wards it does not correspond, forbids all access to the nature and the grace

of God. A good example of his relative estimate of intellectual and moral offences occurs
in the Homily on Psalm i. §§ 6

— 8, where it is noteworthy that he does not trace back the
former to moral causes 3

.

Against these, the expressions of Hilary's usual opinion, must be set others in which he

anticipates the language of St. Augustine in the Pelagian controversy. But certain deductions

must be made, before we can rightly judge the weight of his testimony on the side of original
sin. Passages where he is merely amplifying the words of Scripture must be excluded, as

also those which are obviously exhibitions of unguarded rhetoric. For instance such words

as these, 'Ever since the sin and unbelief of our first parent, we of later generations have

had sin for the father of our body and unbelief for the mother of our souH,' contradicting
as they do Hilary's well-known theory of the origin of the soul, cannot be regarded as giving
his deliberate belief concerning sin. Again, we must be careful not to interpret strong

language concerning the body (e.g. Tr. in Ps. cxviii., Caph, $fin), as though it referred to our
whole complex manhood. But after all deductions a good deal of strong Augustinianism
remains. In the person of Adam God created all mankind, and all are implicated in his
downfall, which was not only the beginning of evil but is a continuous power 5. Not only

, as a matter of experience, is no man sinless, but no man can, by any possibility, be free from

sin*. Because of the sin of one sentence is passed upon all?; the sentence of slavery which

is so deep a degradation that the victim of sin forfeits even the name of man ^
.

But Hilary

not only states the doctrine; he approaches very nearly, on rare occasions, to the term

'original sin?.' It follows that nothing less than a regeneration, the free gift of God, will
avail'; and the grace by which the Christian must be maintained is also His spontaneous

8 Tr. in Ps, cxviii., He. 12,Nitn 20. But in the formerpas-

sat^etheperseverancealsodependsupon theChristian.

9 Trin. ii. 35

1 Tr. in Ps. cxviii., iVww,11 f.

2 Fflrster, loccit.

3 So also the sin against the Holy Ghost is primarily intel-

lectual, not ethical ; Comm. iji Matt. v. 15,xii. 17.
t lb. X. 23.

5 Trin. iv. 21 ; Tr. in Ps. Ixvi. 2 ; Comm. in Matt, xviii. 6
.

* Tr. in Ps. cxviii., He, 16.

7 Tr in Ps. lix. ^in.

8 lb. cxlii. 6
,

cxviii., lod, 2. In regard to the latter pa.ssage

we must rememberoncemore what importanceHilary attaches
to names.

9 Coinm. in Matt, x. 24, originis nostra peccatti; Tr. in Ps,

cxviii., Ta^l, 6
,

sett subpeccati origine et subpeccati legeseesse
n itiiin. Other passagesmust be cited from quotations in St.
Augustine, but Fiirster, p. 676, has ^iven reason for doubting
Hilary's authorship.

^ E.g. Cvmin. in Matt, x, 24.
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and uncondkional gift. Faith, knowledge, Christian life, all have their origin and their

maintenance from Him ^ Such is a brief statement of Hilary's position as a forerunner of

St. Augustine. The passages cited are scattered over his writings, from the earliest to the

latest, and there is no sign that the more modern view was gaining ground in his mind as his

judgment ripened. He had no occasion to face the question, and was content to say

whatever seemed obviously to arise from the words under discussion, or to be most profitable

to his au hence. His Augustinianism, if it may be called so, is but one of many instances

of originality, a thought thrown out but not developed. It is a symptom of revolt against the

inadequate views of older theologians ; but it had more influence upon the mind of his great

successor than upon his own. Dealing, as he did, with the subject in hortatory writings,

hardly at all, and only incidentally, in his formal treatise on the Trinity, he preferred to regard

it as a matter of morals rather than of doctrine. And the dignity of man, impressed upon

him by the great Alexandrians, seemed to demand for humanity the fullest liberty.

We may now turn to the AtoneiTtent, by which Christ has overcome sin. Hilary's

language concerning it is
,

as a rule, simply Scriptural 3
. He had no occasion to discuss the

doctrine, and his teaching is that which was traditional in his day, without any such

anticipations of future thought as we found in his treatment of sin. Since the humanity
of Christ is universal. His death was on behalf of all mankind,

' to bay the salvation of

the whole human race by the offering of this holy and perfect Victim ■».' His last cry

upon the Cross was the expression of His sorrow that some would not profit by His

sacrifice; that He was not, as He had desired, bearing the sins of alls. He was able

to take them upon Him because He had both natures. His manhood could do what

His Godhead could not ; it could atone for the sins of men. Man had been overcome

by Satan ; Satan, in his turn, has been overcome b
y Man. In the long conflict, enduring

through Christ's life, of which the first pitched battle was the Temptation, the last the

Crucifixion, the victory has been won by the Mediator in the flesh*. The devil was in the

wrong throughout. He was deceived, or rather deceived himself, not recognising what it

was for which Christ hungered i. The same delusion as to Christ's character led him
afterwards to exact the penalty of sin from One Who had not deserved it ^

-

Thus the
human sufferings of Christ, unjustly inflicted, involve His enemy in condemnation and
forfeit his right to hold mankind enslaved. Therefore we are set frees, and the sinless

Passion and death are the triumph of the flesh over spiritual wickedness and the vengeance
of God upon it'. Man is set free, because he is justified in Christ, Who is Man. But
the fact that Christ could do the works necessary to this end is proof that He is God.
These works included the endurance of such suffering— in the sense, of course, which

Hilary attaches to the word — as no one who was not more than man could bear.
Hence he emphasises the Passion, because in so doing he magnifies the Divine nature
of Him Who sustained it ^ He sets forth the sufferings in the light of deeds, of displays
of powers, the greatest wonder being that the Son of God should have made_Himself
])assible. Yet though it was from union with the Godhead that His humanity possessed
tlie purity, the willingness, the power to win this victory, and though, in Hilary's words,

it was immortal God Who died upon the Cross, still it was a victory won not by God
but by the flesh +

.

But the Passion must not be regarded simply as an attack, ending

in his own overthrow, made by Satan upon Christ. It is also a free satisfaction offered to
God by Christ as Man, in order that His sufferings might release us from the punishment
we had deserved, being accepted instead of ours 5

. This latter was a thought peculiarly

2 Tr. in Ps. cxviii., Vau^4, Lamed ^ i ; cf. Nun, 20.

3 E.g Trin. jx. 10 ; Tr. in Ps. cxxix. 9.

4 Tr. in Ps. liii. i^Jln. 5 Covtm. in Matt, xxxiii. 6
.

' lb. ii!. .i 7 lb. iii. 3
. S Tr. in Ps. Ixvili. 8.

9 Tr. in Ps. Ixi. 3. i Trin. ix. 7. » E g. Ti in. x. 23,47in.

3 E.g. id, X. II. 4 C(J7nm.in Matt. iii. 2.

5 E.g. Tr. in Ps, liii. 12, 13 (translated in this volume)
Ixiv. 4.
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charactei-isdc of the West, and especially of St. Cypiian's teaching ; but Hilary has hnd
his share in giving prominence to the propitiatory aspect of Christ's self-sacrifice*. Yet
it must be confessed that the death of Christ is somewhat in the background ; that Hilary
is less interested in its positive value than in its negative aspect, as the cessation from earthly
life and the transition to glory. Upon this, and upon the evidential importance of the
Passion as a transcendent exertion of power, whereby the Son of God held Himself down
and constrained Himself to suffer and die, Hilary chiefly dwells. The death has not, in his

eyes, the interest of the Resurrection. The reason is that it does not belong to the course of
the Incarnation as fore-ordained by God, but is only a modification of it

,

rendered necessary

by the sinful self-will of man. Had there been no Fall, the visible, palpable flesh would
still have been laid aside, though not by death upon the Cross, when Christ's work in the

world was done ; and there would have been some event corresponding to the Ascension, if

not to the Resurrection. The body, laid aside on earth, would have been resumed in glory;
and human flesh, unfallen and therefore not corrupt, yet free and therefore corruptible, would

have entered into perfectly harmonious union with His Divinity, and so have been rendered
safe from all possibility of evil. The purpose of raising man to the society of God was
anterior to the beginnings of sin ; and it is this broader conception that renders the Passion

itself intelligible, while relegating it to a secondary place. But Hilary, though as a rule
he mentions the subject not for its own sake but in the course of argtunent, has as firm

a faith in the efficacy of Christ's death and of His continued intercession in His humanity
for mankind ^ as he has in His triumphant Resurrection.

In regard to the manner in which man is to profit by the Atonement, Hilary shews
the same inconsistency as in the case of sin. On the one hand, he lays frequent stress
on knowledge concerning God and concerning the nature of sin as the first conditions
of salvation ; on the other, he insists, less often yet with equal emphasis, upon its being
God's spontaneous gift to men, to be appropriated only by faith. We have already seen

that one of Hilary's positions is that man must take the first step towards God; that if

we will make the beginning He will give the increase'. This increase is the knowledge
of God imparted to willing minds', which lifts them up to piety. He states strongly the

superiority of knowledge to faith ;— " There is a certain greater effectiveness in knowledge
than in faith. Thus the writer here did not believe; he knew'. For faith has the reward

of obedience, but it has not the assurance of ascertained truth. The Apostle has indicated

the breadth of the interval between the two by putting the latter in the lower place in his

list of the gifts of graces. ' To the first wisdom, to the next knowledge, to the third faith '

is his message ^ ; for he who beHeves may be ignorant even while he believes, but he who

has come to know is saved by his possession of knowledge from the very possibility of

unbeliefs." This high estimation of sound knowledge was due, no doubt, to the intellectual

character of the Arian conflict, in which each party retorted upon the other the charge

of ignorance and folly; and it must have been confirmed by the observation that some

who were conspicuous for the misinterpretation of Scripture were notorious also for moral

obliquity. There was, however, that deeper reason which influenced all Hilary's thought;

the conviction that if there is to be any harmony, any understanding between God and
the soul of man, it must be a perfect harmony and understanding. And knowledge is

pre-eminently the sphere in which this is possible, for the revelation of God is clear and

precise, and unmistakeable in its import'*. But there was another, a directly practical

6 Cf. Hariiack, ii. 177; Schwane,ii. 271.

7 E.g. Tr. irtPs. liii. 4
.

8 Cf. p. Ixxxv.j^M. In Tr. in Ps. cxviii., Nuttt 20, Hilary
says ' therewardof the consummationattained dependsupon the
initiative of thewill ;' soalso Trin. i. 11.

9 Tr. in Ps. ii. 40.

' Hilary is commentingon the words, ' I know, O Lord, that
Thy judgmentsare right.'

2 I Cor. xii. 8. 3 Tr, in Ps, cxviii., /od, 12.

4 E.g. Trin. x. 70,xi. i.
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reason for this insistence. Apprehension of Divine truths is the unfailing test of a Christian
mind; conduct changes and faith varies in intensity, but the facts of religion remain the
same, and' the believer can be judged by his attitude towards them. Hence we cannot
be surprised that Hilary maintains the insufficiency of 'simplicity of faith,' and ranks its
advocates with heathen philosophers who regard purity of life as a substitute for religion.
God, he says, has provided copious knowledge, with which we cannot dispenses. But
this knowledge is to embrace not only the truth concerning God, but also concerning the
realities of human life. It is to be a knowledge of the fact that sins have been committed
and an opening of the eyes to their enormity «. This will be followed by confession to God,
by the promise to Him that we will henceforth regard sin as He regards it, and by the
profession of a firm purpose to abandon it. Here again the starting-point is human

knowledge. When the right attitude towards sin, intellectually and therefore morally,
has been assumed, when there is the purpose of amendment and an earnest and successful
struggle against sensual and worldly temptations, then we shall become 'worthy of the
favour of God ?.' In this light confession is habitually regarded ^ ; it is a voluntary moral

act, a self-enlightenment to the realities of sin, necessarily followed by repugnance and
the effort to escape, and antecedent to Divine pardon and aid. But in contrast to this,
Hilary's normal judgment, there are passages where human action is put altogether in

the background. Forgiveness is the spontaneous bounty of God, overflowing from the
riches of His loving-kindness, and faith the condition of its bestowal and the means by
which it is appropriated »

. Even the Psalmist, himself perfect in all good works, prayed
for mercy; he put his whole trust in God, and so must we '. And faith precedes knowledge
also, which is unattainable except by the believer^. Salvation does not come first, and

then faith, but through faith is the hope of salvation ; the blind man believed before he
saw 3

. Here again, as in the case of sin, we have two groups of statements without attempt
at reconciliation; but that which lays stress upon human initiative is far more numerous than

the other, and must be regarded as expressing Hilary's underlying thought in his exhortations
to Christian conduct, to his doctrine of which we may now turn.
We must first premise that Christ's work as our Example as well as our Saviour is

fully recognised. Many of his deeds on earth were done by way of dispensation, in order
to set us a pattern of life and thought •*

.

Christian life has, of course, its beginning in

the free gift of Baptism, with the new life and the new faculties then bestowed, which

render possible the illumination of the souls. Hilary, as was natural at a time when

Baptism was often deferred by professed Christians, and there were many converts from

paganism, seems to contemplate that of adults as the rule ; and he feels it necessary to

warn them that their Baptism will not restore them to perfect innocence. In fact, by

a strange conjecture tentatively made, he once suggests that our Baptism is that wherewith

John baptized our Lord, and that the Baptism of the Holy Ghost awaits us hereafter,
in cleansing fires beyond the grave or in the purification of martyrdom *. Hilary nowhere

says in so many words that while Baptism abolishes sins previously committed, alms and

other good deeds perform a similar office for later off'ences, but his view, which will be

presently stated, concerning good works shews that he agreed in this respect with St. Cyprian ;

neither, however, would hold that the good works were sufficient in ordinary cases without

5 Tr^in Ps. cxviii,, prolog, 4.

^ lb. cxxxv. 3 : coii/esslo is paraphrasedby Jtrofessncognitio.
Similar language is usedin cxxxvii. 2 f.

7 lb. ii, 38 ; cf. lii. 12in., cxix. 11(4).

^ It is always confessionto God directly. There is no hint
of publicor ceremonialconfession,or of absolution. But Hilary's
abstinencefrom allusion to the practical systemof the Church

is so completethat no argument can ever be drawn from his

silence as to the existence,or the importancein his eyes,of her
institutions.

9 Tr. in Ps. Ixvi. 2, Ivi. 3.

1 lb. cxviii., Koph, 6
.

2 Trin. i. 12. 3 Comm.in Matt. ix. 9.

4 E.g. Tr. in Ps. liii. 7. S E.g. Trin. i i8.

6 Tr. in Ps. cxviii., Gimel, 5
. Hilary nevermentionsCon-

firmation.
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the further purification. Martyrdoms had, of course, ceased in Hilary's day throughout

the Roman empire, but it is interesting to observe that the old opinion, which had such

power in the third century, still survived. The Christian, then, has need for fear, but

he has a good hope, for all the baptized while in this world are still in the land of the

living, and can only forfeit their citizenship by wilful and persistent unworthiness ?. The

means for maintaining the new life of effort is the Eucharist, which is equally necessary

with Baptism^. Bat the Eucharist is one of the many matters of practical importance

on which Hilary is almost silent, having nothing new to say, and being able to assume

that his readers and hearers were well informed and of one mind with himself. His reticence

is never a proof that he regarded them with indifference.

The Christian life is thus a life of hope and of high possibilities. But Hilary frankly

and often recognises the serious short-comings of the average believers of his days. Some-

times in his zeal for their improvement and in the wish to encourage his flock, he even

seems to condone their faults, venturing to ascribe to God what may almost be styled

mere good-nature, as when he speaks of God, Himself immutable, as no stern Judge

of our changefulness, but rather appeased by the wish on our part for better things than

angry because we cannot perform impossibilities. But in this very passage
' he holds

up for our example the high attainment of the Saints, explaining that the Psalmist's

words, ' There is none that doeth good, no not one,' refer only to those who are altogether

gone out of the way and become abominable, and not to all mankind. Indeed, holding

as he does that all Christians may have as much grace from God as they will take'',

and that the conduct which is therefore possible is also necessary to salvation, he could

not consistently maintain the lower position. In fact, the standard of life which Hilary
sets in the Homilies on the Psalms is very high. Cleanness of hand and heart is the

first object at which we must aims, and the Law of God must be our delight. This is

the lesson inculcated throughout his discourses on Psalm cxix. He recognises the complexity

of life, with its various duties and difficulties, which are, however, a privilege inasmuch

as there is honour to be won by victory over them * ; and he takes a common-sense view

of our powers and responsibilities s. But though his tone is buoyant and life in his eyes

is well worth living for the Christian *, he insists not merely upon a general purity of

life, but upon renunciation of worldly pleasures. Like Cyprian, he would apparently have

the wealthy believer dispose of his capital and spend his income in works of charity,
without thought of economy ?. Like Cyprian, again, he denounces the wearing of gold
and jewellery^, and the attendance at public places of amusement. Higher interests, spiritual
and intellectual, must take the place of such dissipation. Sacred melody will be more

attractive than the immodest dialogue of the theatre, and study of the course of the stars
a more pleasing pursuit than a visit to the racecourse 9. Yet strictly and even sternly
Christian as Hilary is

,

he does not allow us altogether to forget that his is an age with

another code than ours. Vengeance with him is a Christian motive. He takes with

absolute literalness the Psalmist's imprecations '. Like every other emotion which he

expresses, that of delight at the punishment of evil doers ought to have a place in the

Christian soul. This was an inheritance from the days of persecution, which were still

within the memory of living men. Cyprian often encourages the confessors to patience
by the prospect of seeing the wrath of God upon their enemies ; but he never gives so

7 Tr. in Ps. li. i6, 17.

8 E.g. ih. cxKxi. 23 ; Trift. viii. 13. The latter is the only
passagein Hilary's writings in which the subject is discussed
at length : and evenhere it is not introducedfor its own sake.

9 E.g. Tr. in Ps. i. gf., cxviii., Kopk, 6. Conduct in church
was not more exemplarythan outside. The most innocent em-
ployment which he attributes to many of his peopleduring the

readingof the lessons is thecastingup of their businessaccounts,

Tr. in Ps. cxxxv. i.

' Tr. in Ps. lii. g—12, s Trin. ii. 35.

3 Tr. in Ps. cxviii., Aleph, i. 4 lb. Pke, 9.

5 lb. i. 12. 6 E.g. Trin. i. 14,vi. ig.

7 lb, li. 21. 8 lb. cxviii., Ain^ 16,17.

y Ib.t He, 14. ^ E.g. ib. liii. 10.
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strong expression to the feeling as Hilary does, when he enforces obedience to our Lord's
comraand to turn the other cheek by the consideration that fuller satisfaction will be
gained if the wrong be stored up against the Day of Judgment =. There is something hard
and Puritan in the tone which Hilary has caught from the men of the times of persecution ;
and his conflict with heretics gave him ample opportunity for indulgence in the thought
of vengeance upon them. This was no mere pardonable excitement of feeling ; it was
a Christian duty and privilege to rejoice in the future destruction of his opponents. But
there is an even stranger difference between his standard and ours. Among the difficulties
of keeping in the strait and narrow way he reckons that of truthfulness. A lie, he says,
is often necessary, and deliberate falsehood sometimes useful. We may mislead an assassin,
and so enable his intended victim to escape ; our testimony may save a defendant who

is in peril in the courts ; we may have to cheer a sick man by making light of his
ailment. Such are the cases in which the Apostle says that our speech is to be
'seasoned with salt.' It is not the lie fliat is wrong; the point of conscience is whether
or no it will inflict injury upon another. Hilary is not alone in taking falsehood lightly*,
and allowance must be made for the age in which he lived. And his words cast light
upon the history of the time. The constant accusations made against the character and
conduct of theological opponents, which are so painful a feature of the controversies of
the early centuries, find their justification in the principle which Hilary has stated. No
harm was done, rather a benefit was conferred upon mankind, if a false teacher could be
discredited in a summary and effective manner; such was certainly a thought which
presented itself to the minds of combatants, both orthodox and heterodox. Apart from
these exceptions, which, however, Hilary would not have regarded as such, his standard
of life, as has been said, is a high one both in faith and in practice, and his exhortation
is full of strong common sense. It is

,

however, a standard set for educated people ; there

is little attention paid to those who are safe from the dangers of intellect and wealth. The
worldliness which he rebukes is that of the rich and influential; and his arguments are
addressed to the reading class, as are his numerous appeals to his audience in the
Homilies on the Psalms to study Scripture for themselves. Indeed, his advice to them

seems to imply that they have abundant leisure for spiritual exercises and for reflection.

But he does not simply ignore the ilUterate, still mostly pagans, for the work of St. Martin
of Tours only began, as we saw, in Hilary's last days ; in one passage at least he speaks
with the scorn of an ancient philosopher of 'the rustic mind,' which will fail to find the

meaning of the Psalms 5.

Hilary is not content with setting a standard which his flock must strive to reach.

He would have them attain to a higher level than is commanded, and at the same time

constantly remember that they are failing to perform their duty to God. This higher

life is set before his whole audience as their aim. He recognises the peculiar honour

of the widow and the virgin *, but has singularly little to say about these classes of the

Christian community, or about the clergy, and no special counsel for them. The works

of supererogation —the word is not his—which he preaches are within the reach of all

Christians. They consist in the more perfect practice of the ordinary virtues. King

= Tr. in Ps. cxxxvii. i6. Cf. Trin. x. 55, where he refuses does not representhis mouthpieceas a model of virtue. It is

to believethat it was with real sorrow that our Lord wept over more signilicant that Tertullian, Pttd. 19,classesbreachof trust
Jeruialem, that godless andfmurderouscity. His tears were a and lying

amongslight sins wliich may happento any one any

'dispensa-tion.' ' day. This wasin his strictestandmostcensoriousperiod. There

3 Tr. in Fs. xiv. 10, est enim necessariumplerumque men- \ aregrave difficulties in reconcilingsomeof Cyprian's statements
dacium,etntmnunqumnfahitas utilis est. The latler apparently concerninghis opponentswith one another and with probability,
refersto his secondexample.

4 Hermas, Mand, iii. 3, confessesto wholesalelying; he had
neverheard that it was wrong. Bat the writer of the Shepherd

but he hasnot ventureduponany generalextenuationof the vice.

5 Tr. in Ps. cxxxiv. i.

6 lb. cxxxi. 24,cxxvii. 7, and especiallycxviii., Nun, 14.
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David 'was not content henceforth to be confined to the express commands of the Law,
nor to be subject to a mere necessity of obedience.' ' The Prophet prays that these
free-will offerings may be acceptable to God, because the deeds done in compHance to
the Law's edict are performed under the actual compulsion of servitude 7. As an instance
he gives the character of David. His duty was to be humble ; he made himself humble
exceedingly, thus doing more than he was legally bound to do. He spared his enemies
so far as in him lay, and bewailed their death; this was a free service to which he
was bound by no compulsion. Such conduct places those who practice it on the same
level with those whose lives are formally consecrated; the state of the latter beintr
regarded, as always in early times, as admirable in itself, and not as a means towards
higher things. Vigils and fasts and acts of mercy are the methods advocated by Hilary
for such attainment. But they must not stand alone, nor must the Christian put his
trust in them. Humility must have faith for its principle, and fasting be combined with
charity ^ And the Christian must never forget that though he may in some respects
be doing more than he need, yet in others he is certainly falling short. For the conflict
is unceasing ; the devil, typified by the mountains in the Psalm, has been touched by God
and is smoking, but is not yet burning and powerless for mischiefs. Hence there is
constant danger lest the Christian fall into unbelief or unfruitfulness, sins equally fatal'-
he must not trust in himself, either that he can deserve forgiveness for the past or resist
future temptations ^- Nor may he dismiss his past offences from his memory. It can never
cease to be good for us to confess our former sins, even though we have become righteous.

St. Paul did not allow himself to forget that he had persecuted the Church of God 3.
But there is a further need than that of penitence. Like Cyprian before him and Augustine
after him, Hilary insists upon the value of alms in the sight of God. The clothing of
the naked, the release of the captive plead with God for the remission of our sins ■*• and
the man who redeems his faults by alms is classed among those who win His favour
with the perfect in love and the blameless in faith s.

Thus the thought of salvation by works greatly preponderates over that of salvation
by grace. Hilary is fearful of weakening man's sense of moral responsibility by dwelling
too much upon God's work which, however, he does not fail to recognise. Of the two
great dangers, that of faith and that of hfe, the former seemed to him the more serious.
God's requirements in that respect were easy of fulfilment ; He had stated the truth and
He expected it to be unhesitatingly accepted. But if belief, being an exertion of the will,
was easy, misbelief must be peculiarly and fatally wicked. The confession of St. Peter,
the foundation upon which the Church is built, is that Christ is God*; the sin against
the Holy Ghost is denial of this truth 7. These are the highest glory, and the deepest
shame of man. It does not seem that Hilary regarded any man, however depraved, as
beyond hope so long as he did not dispute this truth ; he has no code of mortal sins.
But heresy concerning Christ, whatever the conduct and character of the heretic, excludes
all possibility of salvation, for it necessarily cuts him off from the one Faith and the one
Church which are the condition and the sphere of growth towards perfection; and the

7 Tr. in Ps. cxviii., Nuft, 13, 15. It is in this passagethat
Hilary gives his views most fully. His antithesis is between
ie^itimaandvoluntaria,
8 I.e. N^m, 14, Comm. in Matt. v. 2. In the latter passage
there is a piece of practical advicewhich shews thatpublic fasts
were generally recognised. Hilary tells his readers that they
mustnot takeliterally our Lord's commandto anoint themselves
when they fast. If they do, they will render themselvescon-
spicuousand ridiculous. The passage,Comm. in Matt, xxvii.
5, 6, on the parablesof the Virgins -with their lamps and of the
Talents cannotbe taken,as by FOrster,as evidencethat Hilary

rejected the later doctrine of the supererogatoryrighteousness
of the Saints. He is speaking of the impossibility of contem-
poraries conveyingrighteousnessto one another in the present
life, andhis wordshaveno bearingon that doctrine.
9 Tr. in Ps. cxliii. 11. ' lb. li. 16.
2 E.g. ib. ixi. 6, cxviii., He^12,Nun^20,KoJ>hi6.
3 Ib. cxxxv. 4. 4 Ib. li. 21.
5 Ib. cxviii., Lamed, 15, Similar passagesare fairly numcr*
ous; e.g. Comm.in Mutt. iv. 26.
fi Trin. vi. 36.
7 Comm. in Matt. xii. 17,xxxi. 5,
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severance is just, because misbelief is a wilful sin. Since, then, compliance or non-com-

pliance with one of God's demands, that for faith in His revelation, depends upon the
will, it was natural that Hilary should lay stress upon the importance of the will in regard
to God's other demand, that for a Christian life. This was, in a sense, a lighter requirement,
for various degrees of obedience were possible. Conduct could neither give nor deny faith,

but only affect its growth, while without the frank recognition of the facts of religion no

conduct coukl be acceptable to God. Life presents to the will a constantly changing series

of choices between good and evil, while the Faith must be accepted or rejected at once

and as a whole. It is clear from Hilary's insistence upon this that the difiSculties, apart
from heresy, with which he had to contend resembled those of Mission work in modern

India. There were many who would accept Christianity as a revelation, yet had not the

moral strength to live in conformity with their belief. Of such persons Hilary will not

despair. They have the first essential of salvation, a clear and definite acceptance of

doctrinal truth ; they have also the offer of sufficient grace, and the free will and power to

use it. And time and opportunity are granted, for the vicissitudes of life form a progressive

education; they are, if taken aright, the school, the training-ground for immortality ^. This

is because all Christians are in Christ, by virtue of His Incarnation. They are, as St. Paul

says, complete in Him, furnished with the faith and hope they need. But this is only

a preparatory completeness ; hereafter they shall be complete in themselves, when the

perfect harmony is attained and they are conformed to His glory'. Thus to the end the

dignity and responsibility of mankind is maintained. But it is obvious that Hilary has

failed to correlate the work of Christ with the work of the Christian. The necessity of His

guidance and aid, and the manner in which these are bestowed, is sufficiently stated, and

the duty of the Christian man is copiously and eloquently enforced. But the importance

of Christ's work within Himself, in harmonising the two natures, has withdrawn most of

Hilary's attention from His work within the believing soul; and the impression which

Hilary's writings leave upon the mind concerning the Saviour and redeemed mankind is

that of allied forces seeking the same end but acting independently, each in a sphere of

its own.

There still remains to be considered Hilary's account of the future state. The human

soul, being created after the image of God, is imperishable; resurrection is as inevitable

as death '. And the resurrection will be in the body, for good and bad alike. The body

of the good will be glorified, like that of Christ ; its substance will be the same as in the

present life, its glory such that it will be in all other respects a new body^ Indeed, the

true life of man only begins when this transformation takes place 3. No such change awaits

the wicked ; we shall all rise, but we shall not all be changed, as St. Paul says +. They

remain as they are, or rather are svibjected to a ceaseless process of deterioration,

whereby the soul is degraded to the level of the body, while this in the case oP others is

raised, either instantly or by a course of purification, to the level of the soul s. Their

last state is vividly described in language which recalls that of Virgil ; crushed to powder

and dried to dust they will fly for ever before the wind of God's wrath «. For the thoroughly

good and the thoroughly bad the final state begins at the moment of death. There is no

judgment for either class, but only for those whose character contains elements of both good

and evil 7. But perfect goodness is only a theoretical possibility, and Hilary is not certain

of the condemnation of any except wilful unbelievers.
- Evil is mingled in varying proportions

with good in the character of men at large; God can detect it in the very best. All therefore

3 Trin. i. 14. 9 lb. ix. 8, commentingonCol. ii. 10. |
S Comm. in Matt. x. 19. ' Tr. in Ps. i. 19.

■Tr. in Ps. Ii. 18,Ixiii. 9. ' lb. ii. 41. 7 /*. i. 19(T., translated in this volume. For the good, see

3 lb. c.tviii., Giniel, 3. 4 lb. Hi. 17.
'
also ib. Ivii. 7 ; for thebad, Ivii. 5, Trin. vi 3.
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need to be purified after death, if they are to excape condemnation on the Day of Judgment.
Even the Mother of our Lord needs the purification of pain ; this is the sword which

should pierce through her soul^. All who are infected by sin, the heretic who has erred
in ignorance among them ?, must pass through cleansing fires after death. Then comes

the general Resurrection. To tlie good it brings the final cliange to perfect glory ; il e
bad will rise only to return to their former place '- The multitude of men will br juf'ged,
and after the education and purification of suffering to which, by God's mercy, they have

been submitted, will be accepted by Him. Hilary's writings contain no hint tl.at any who

are allowed to present themselves on the Day of Judgment will then be rejected.

We have now completed the survey of Hilary's thoughts. Many of these were

strange and new to his contemporaries, and his originality, we may be sure, deprived

him of some of the influence he wished to exert in the controversies of his day. Yet
he shared the spirit and entered heartily into the interests and conflicts of his age, and
therefore his thoughts in many ways were different from our own. To this we owe, no
doubt, the preservation of his works; writings which anticipated modern opinion would
have been powerless for good in that day, and would not have survived to ours. Thus
from his own century to ours Hilary has been somewhat isolated and neglected, and even

misunderstood. Yet he is one of the most notable figures in the history of the early
Church, and must be numbered among those who have done most to make Christian

thought richer and more exact. If we would appreciate him aright as one of the builders
of the dogmatic structure of the Faith, we must omit from the materials of our estimate
a great part of his writings,, and a part which has had a wider influence than any other.
His interpretation of the letter, though not of the spirit, of Scripture must be dismissed ;
interesting as it always is, and often suggestive, it was not his own and was a hindrance,

though he did not see it
,

to the freedom of his thought. Yet his exegesis in detail is

often admirable. For instance, it would not be easy to overpraise his insight and courage
in resisting the conventional orthodoxy, sanctioned by Athanasius in his own generation
and by Augustine in the next, which interpreted St. Paul's ' First-born of every creature

'

as signifying the Incarnation of Christ, and not His eternal generation". We must omit
also much that Hilary borrowed without question from current opinion; it is his glory
that he concentrated his attention upon some few questions of supreme importance, and
his strength, not his weakness, that he was ready to adopt in other matters the best and

wisest judgments to vfhich he had access. An intelligent, and perhaps ineffective, curiosity
may keep itself abreast of the thought of the time, to quote a popular phrase ; Hilary
was content to survey wide regions of doctrine and discipline with the eyes of Origen and

of Cyprian. This limitation of the interests of a povverful mind has enabled him to pene-
trate further into the mysteries of the Faith than any of his predecessors ; to points, in fact,
where his successors have failed to establish themselves. We cannot blame him that

later theologians, starting where he left off", have in some directions advanced further still.

'I'he writings of Hilary are the quarry whence many of the best thoughts of Ambrose and
of Leo are hewn. Eminent and successful as these men were, we cannot rank them with

Hilary as intellectually his equals ; we may even wonder how many of their conclusions

they would have drawn had not Hilary supplied the premisses. It is a greater honour
that the unrivalled genius of Augustine is deeply indebted to him. Nor may we blame

him, save lightly, for some rashness and error in his speculations. He set out, unwillingly,
as we know, but not half-heartedl)', upon his novel journey of exploration. He had not,

as we have, centuries of criticism behind him, and could not know that some of tiie

8 Tr. in Ps. cxviii., Giitiel, 12. 9 Trin. vi. 3. » fr. in Ps. lii. 17,Ixix. 3.

2 Trin. viii. 50 ; Tr. in Ps. ii. 28. Cf. Lightfoot on Col. i
. i;.
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avenues he followed would lead him astray. It may be that we are sober because we
are, in a sense, disillusioned; that modern Christian thought which starts from the old
premisses tends to excess of circumspection. And certainly Hilary would not have earned
his fame as one of the most original and profound of teachers, whose view of Christology
is one of the most interesting in the whole of Christian antiquity 3, had he not been in-

spired by a sense of freedom and of hope in his quest. Yet great as was his genius
and reverent the spirit in which he worked, the errors into which he fell, though few, were

serious. There are instances in which he neglects his habitual balancing of corresponding
infinities ; as when he shuts his eyes to half the revelation, and asserts that Christ could
not be ignorant and could not feel pain. And there is that whole system of dispensations
which he has built up in explanation of Christ's life on earth ; a system against which
our conscience and our common sense rebel, for it contradicts the plain words of Scripture
and attributes to God ' a process of Divine reserve which is in fact deception *.' We may
compare Hilary's method in such cases to the architecture of Gloucester and of Sher-
borne, where the ingenuity of a later age has connected and adorned the massive and
isolated columns of Norman date by its own light and graceful drapery of stonework.
We cannot but admire the result;, yet there is a certain concealment of the original de-
sign, and perhaps a perilous cutting away of the solid structure. But, in justice to Hilary,
ive must remember that in these speculations he is venturing away from the established

standards of doctrine. When he is enunciating revealed truths, or arguing onward from
them to conclusions towards which they point, he has the company of the Creeds, or at

least they indicate the way he must go. But in explaining the connection between doc-
trine and doctrine he is left to his own guidance. It is as though a traveller, not content
to acquaint himself with the highroads, should make his way over hedge and ditch from

one of them to another ; he will not always hit upon the best and straightest course. But
at least Hilary's conclusions, though sometimes erroneous, were reached by honest and
reverent reasoning, and neither ancient nor modern theology can afford to reproach him.

The tendency of the former, especially ofter the rise of Nestorius, was to exaggerate some
of his errors ; and the latter has failed to develope and enforce some of his highest
teaching.

This is
,

indeed, worthy of all admiration. On the moral side of Christianity we see
him insisting upon the voluntary character of Christ's work ; upon His acts of will, which
are a satisfaction to God and an appeal to us s. On the intellectual side we find the
Unity in Trinity so luminously declared that Bishop French of Lahore, one of the greatest
of missionaries, had the works of Hilary constantly in his hands, and contemplated a tran-

slation of the De Trinitate into Arabic for the benefit of Mohammedans *. This was not
because Hilary's explanation of our Lord's sufferings might seem to commend the Gospel
to their prejudices ; such a concession would have been repugnant to French's whole

mode of thought. It was because in the central argument on behalf of the Godhead of
Christ, where he had least scope for originality of thought, Hilary has never suffered him-
self to become a mere mechanical compiler. The light which he has cast upon his sub-

3 Dorner, I. ii. 399,

* Gore,Dissertations, p. 151,

5 Schwane, ii. 271, says, 'Though we reject that pirt of it

which attributes a natural impassibility to the body of Christ,
yet Hilary's expositionpresentsone truth more clearly than the
earlier Fathers had stated it, by giving to the doctrine of the
representativesatisfactionof Christ its reasonableexplanationas
^freeserviceof satisfaction. He conceivesrightly of the Lord's
whole life on earth, with all its troubles and infirmities, as a
sacrificeof free love on the part of the God-Man ; it is only his

closer definition of this sacrifice that is inaccurate.. . Hilary
lays especialstressupon the freedomof the Lord's acceptance
of death.' He quotes Trin. x. ri.

^ He had evidently beenlong familiar with it (Lije, i. 155),
but the firstmeutiouof its use for missoiiary purposes is in 1862
(/^. i

,

137). He began the translation into Arabic at Tunis in
1890,after bis resignation of the bishopric of Lahore (ii. 333),
but it seemsdoubtfulwhetherhe was able to makeany progress
with it at Muscat. His biographersays nothing of the amount
actually accomplished.
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ject, though clear, is never hard ; and the doctrine which, because it was attractive to

himself, he has made attractive to his readers, is that of the unity of God, the very doctrine
which is of supreme importance in Mohammedan eyes ">.

But, above all, it is Hilary's doctrine concerning the Incarnation as the eternal purpose
of God for the union of the creature with the Creator, that must excite our interest and
awaken our thoughts. He renders it

,

on the one hand, impossible to rate too highly the

dignity of man, created to share the nature and the life of God ; impossible, on the other
hand, to estimate highly enough the condescension of Christ in assuming humanity. It

is by His humiliation that we are saved ; by the fact that the nature of man was taken

by his Maker, not by the fact that Christ, being man, remained sinless. For sin began

against God's will and after His counsel was formed; it might deflect the march of His

purpose towards fulfilment, but could no more impede its consummation than it could

cause its inception. The true salvation of man is not that which rescues him, when corrupt,
from sin and its consequences, but that which raises him, corruptible, because free, even

though he had not become corrupt, into the safety of union with the nature of God.
Human life, though pure from actual sin, would have been aimless and hopeless without the
Incarnation. And the human body would have had no glory, for its glory is that Christ has
taken it

,

worn it awhile in its imperfect state, laid it aside and finally resumed it in its
perfection. All this He must have done, in accordance with God's purpose, even though
the Fall had never occurred. Hence the Incarnation and the Resurrection are the facts
of paramount interest; the death of Christ, corresponding as it does to the hypothetical
laying aside of the unglorified flesh, loses something of its usual prominence in Christian
thought. It is represented as being primarily for Christ the moment of transition, for the
Christian the act which enables liim to profit by the Incarnation ; but it is the Incarnation
itself whereby, in Hilary's words, we are saved into the nature and the name of God. But
though we may feel that this great truth is not stated in its full impressiveness, we must

allow that the thought which has taken the foremost place is no mere academic speculation.
And, after all, sin and the Atonement are copiously treated in his writings, though they
do not control his exposition of the Incarnation. Yet even in this there are large spaces
of his argument where these considerations have a place, though only to give local colour,
so to speak, and a sense of reality to the description of a purpose formed and a work done
for man because he is man, not because he is fallen. But if Hilary has somewhat erred
in placing the Cross in the background, he is not in error in magnifying the scope of
the reconciliation ^ which includes it as in a wider horizon. Man has in Christ the nature
of God; the infinite Mind is intelligible to the finite. The Creeds are no dry statement of
facts which do not touch our life ; the truths they contain are the revelation of God's self
to us. Not for the pleasure of weaving theories, but in the interests of practical piety, Hilary
has fused belief and conduct into the unity of that knowledge which Isaiah foresaw and
St. John possessed ; the knowledge which is not a means towards life, but life itself.

7 For Bishop French'sview of the importanceof this doctrine, l 20. The reconciliationof mankindimplies ' a restitutionto a state
seehis Lifet i. 84. from which tney had fallen, or which was potentially theirs,or

8 CompareBishop Lightfoot' comprehensivewordson Col. i.
'

for which theyweredestined,'
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DE SYNODIS.

Hilary had taken no part in the Synod helcl at Ancyra in the spring of a.d. 358,
but he had been made acquainted with its decisions and even with the anathemas whicli
the legates of that Synod concealed at Sirmium. He saw that these decisions marked
an approach. The horror which was felf at the Sinnian Bhispheinia by those Eiisebians
whose only objection to the Nicene faith was that they did not understand it

,

augured well
for the future. At the same time the majority of the Eastern bisliops were deliberately
heretical. It was natural that Hilary should be anxious about the episcopate of the West.
He had been in exile about three years and had corresponded with the Western

bishops. From several quarters letters had now ceased to arrive, and the fear came that
the bishops did not care to write to one whose convictions were different to their own.
Great was his joy when, at the end of the year 358, he received a letter which not only

explained that the innocent cause of their silence was ignorance of his address, but also
that they had persistently refused communion witli Saturninus and condemned the Blas-
phemia.

Early in 359 he dispatched to them the Liber de Sy'nodis. It is a double letter, ad-
dressed to Western bishops, but containing passages intended for Orientals, into whose
hands the letter would doubtless come in time. Hilary had recognized that the orthodox of
the West had kept aloof from the orthodox of the East, firstly from ignorance of events,

secondly from misunderstanding of the word 6fioova-ios, and thirdly from the feelings of dis-
trust then prevalent. These facts determined the contents of his letter.

He begins with an expression of the delight he experienced on receiving the news

that the Gallican bishops had condenmed the notorious Sirmian formula. He praises the

constancy of their faith.
He then mentions that he has received from certain of their nurnber a request that he

would furnish them with an account of the creeds which had been composed in the East.

He modestly accedes to this request beseeching his readers not to criticise his letter -intil

they have read the whole letter and mastered the complete argument. His aim throughout

is to frustrate the heretic and assist the Catholic.
In the first or historical division of the letter he promises a transcription, with ex

planations, of all the creeds drawn up since the Council of Nicsea. He protests that he is not

responsible for any statement contained in these creeds, and leaves his readers to judge of

their orthodoxy.

The Greek confessions had already been translated into Latin, but Hilary considered it

necessary to give his own independent translations, the previous versions having been half-

unintelligible on account of their slavish adherence to the original.
The historical part of the book consists of fifty-four chapters (c. 10—63). It begins

with the second Sirmian formula, and the opposing formula promulgated at Ancyra in a.d.

358. The Sirmian creed being given in c. 10, Hilary, before proceeding to give the twelve

anathemas directed against its teaching by the bishops who assembled at Ancyra, explains

VOL. IX. B
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the meaning of essentia and substantia. Concerning the former he says, Essentia est res quae
est, vel ex qidhus est, et quae in eo quod maneat subsistit. This essen.'ia is therefore identical
with substantia, quia res quae est necesse est subsistat in sese. The Ancyran anathemas are then

appended, witli notes and a summary.

In the second division (c. 29 —33) of the historical part, Hilary considers the Dedi-
cation creed drawn up at Antioch in a.d. 341. He interprets it somewhat favoiirah!)'.
After stating that the creed is perhajis not sufficiently explicit in declaring the exact likeness

of the Father and the Son, he excuses this inade(iuacy by poiniing out that the Synod was

not held to contradict Anomcean teacliing, but teaching of a Sal)ellian tendency. The com-

plete similarity of the Son's essence to that of the Father appears to him to be guarded by
the phrase Deum de Deo, totum ex toto.

The third division (c. 34—37) contains the creed drawn up by the Synod, or Cabal

Synod, which met at Philippopolis in a.d. 343. Hilary does not discuss the authority of the

Synod; it was enough for his purpose that it was composed of Orientals, and that its lan-

guage emphatically condemns genuine Arianism and asserts the Son is God of God. The

■iinathema which the creed pronounces on those who declare the Son to have been begotten

without the Father's will, is interpreted by Hilary as an assertion that the eternal Birth was

not conditioned by those passions which affect human generation.

The fourth division (c. 38—61) contains the long formula drawn up at Sirmium in
A.D. 351 against Photinus. The twenty-seven anathemas are then separately considered and

commended. The two remaining chapters of the historical part of the work include

a reflection on the many-sided character of these creeds both in their positive and negative

aspects. God is infinitus et immensus, and therefore short statements concerning His nature

may often prove misleading. The bishops have used many definitions and phrases because

clearness will remove a danger. These frequent definitions would have been quite un-

necessary if it had not been for the prevalence of heresy. Asia as a whole is ignorant of
God, presenting a piteous contrast to the fide'ity of the Western bishops.
The theological part of the work opens in c. 64 with Hilary's exposition of his own

belief He denies that there is in God only one personality, as he denies that there is any

difference of substance. The F'ather is greater in that He is Father, the Son is not less

because He is Son. He asks his readers to remember that if his words fall short, his meaning

is sound. This done, he passes to discuss the meaning of the word ofiooitnov. Three wrong

meanings may be attributed to it. Firstly, it may be understood to deny the personal dis-

tinctions in the Trinity. Secondly, it may be thought to imply that the divine essence is

capable of division. Thirdl}', it may be represented as implying that the Father and the Son

both equally partake of one prior substance. A short expression like djuooilo-tos must there-
fore receive an exact explanation. A risk is attached to its use, but there is no risk if we

understand it to mean that the Fatlier is unbegotten and the Son derives His being from the

Father, and is like Him in power, and honour, and nature. The Son is subordinate to

the Father as to the Author of His being, yet it was not by a robbery that He made Himself

equal with God. He is not from nothing. He is wholly God. He is not the Author of the

divine life, but the Image. He is no creature, but is God. Not a second God, but one God

with the Father through similarity of essence. This is the ideal meaning of o/JoouVtoi, and in

this sense it is not an error to assert, but to deny, the consubstantiality.

Hilary then makes a direct appeal to the Western bishops. They might forget the

contents of the word while retaining the sound, but provided that the meaning was granted,

what objection could be made to the word? Was the word d/iotouo-ioK free from all possible

objections? Hilary (c
.

72
— 75) shews that really like means really equal. Scripture i

s ap-

pealed to as proving the assertion that the Son is both like God and equal to God. This

essential likeness can alone justify the statement that the Father an;l the Son are one. I
t
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is blasphemous to represent the similarity as a mere analogy. The similitude is a similitude
of proper nature and equality. The conclusion of the argument is that the word ojioioiams, if
understood, leads us to the word o/iooio-tot which heljis to guard it

,

and that it does not

imply any separation between the Persons of the Trinity.
The saint now turns to the Eastern bishops, a small number of whom still remained

fnithful. He bestows upon them titles of praise, and expresses his joy at the decisions

ihey had made, and at the Emperor's repudiation of his former mistake. With Pauline

fervour Hilary exclaims that he would remain in exile all his Hfe, if only truth might be
preached.

Then, in a chapter which displays alike his knowledge of the Bible and his power of re-
fined sarcasm, he unveils his suspicions concerning Valens and Ursacius. He doubts whether

they could have been so inexperienced as to be ignorant of the meaning of the word ouooiaioi.
when they signed the third Sirmian Creed., Furthermore he is obliged to point out a defect in

the letter which the Oriental bishops wrote at the Syno"d of Ancyra. The word oiiooiawv is

there rejected. The three grounds for such rejection could only be that the word was thought
to imply a prior substance, or the teaching of Paul of Samosata, or that the word was

not in Scripture. The first two grounds were only illusions, the third was equally fatal to the

word oixowiaiov. Tliose who intelligibly maintained oftoouo-iov or ofioioixnov, meant the same

thing and condemned the same impiety (c. 82). Why should any one wish to decline
the word Avhich the Council of Nicjea had used for an end which was unquestionably good ?

The argument is enforced by the insertion of the Niccne Creed in full. True, the word

ofwoitnov is quite capable of misconstruction. But the appHcation of this test to the difficult

passages in the Bible would lead to the chaos of all belief. The possible abuse of the word
does not abolish its use. The authority of the eighty bishops who condemned the Samos-
atene abuse of it does not affect the authority of the three hundred and eighteen who ratified
its Nicene meaning. Hilary adds a statement of great importance. Before he was ac-

quainted with the term he had personally believed what it implied. The term has merely
invigorated his previous faith (c. 88, cf. c. 91). In other words, Hilary tells his contem-
poraries and tells posterity that the word onoova-iov is Scripture because it is the sense
of Scripture, and is truly conservative because it alone adequately preserves the faith of the
fathers. The argument is interwoven with a spirited appeal to the Eastern bishops to return
to that faith as expressed at Nicaea.

The last chapter (c. 92) i
s addressed to the Western bishops. It modestly defends the

action of Hilary in writing, and urges a corresponding energy on the part of his readers. The
whole concludes with a devout prayer.

The Ziier de Synodis, like other works in which Catholicism has endeavoured to be con-
cihatory, did not pass unchallenged. It satisfied neither the genuine Arian nor the violently
orthodox. The notes or fragments which we call Hilary's Apology throw light upon the
latter fact. Hilary has to explain that he had not meant that the Eastern bishops had stated
the true faith at Ancyra, and tells his Lord and brother Lucifer that it was against his will that
he had mentioned the word o^oiavaiov. We must ourselves confess that Hilary puts an inter-
pretation on the meaning of the Eastern formulae which would have been impossible if he had
written after the Synod of Ariminum. Speaking when he did, his arguments were not only
pardonable but right.

B 2



ON THE COUNCILS,
OR,

THE FAITH OF THE EASTERNS.

To the most dearly loved and blessed bre-
thren our fellow-bishops of the province
of Germania Prima and Germania Se-
cunda, Belgica Prima and Belgica Se-
cunda, Lugdiinensis Prima and Lugdu-
nensis Secunda, and the province of Aqui-
tania, and the province of Novempopulana,
and to the laity and clergy of Tolosa in
the Provincia Narbonensis, and to the
bishops of tlie provinces of Britain, Hilary
the servant of Christ, eternal salvation in
God our Lord.

I had determined, beloved brethren, to send
no letter to you concerning the affairs of the
Church in consequence of your prolonged
silence. For when I had by writing from
several cities of the Roman world frequently
informed you of the faith and efforts of our
religious brethren, the bishops of the East, and
how the Evil One profiting by the discords
of the times had with envenomed lips and
tongue hissed out his deadly doctrine, I was
afraid. I feared lest while so many bishops
were involved in the serious danger of dis-
astrous sin or disastrous mistake, you were
holding your peace because a defiled and sin-
.stained conscience tempted you to despair.
Ignorance I could not attribute to you ; you
had been too often warned. I judged tliere-
fore that I also ought to observe silence to-
wards you, carefully remembering the Lord's
saying, that those Avho after a first and second
entreaty, and in spite of the witness of the
Church, neglect to hear, are to be unto us as
heathen men and publicans".
2. But when I received the letters that your
blessed faith inspired,' and understood that
their slow arrival and their paucity were due
to the remoteness and secrecy of my place of
exile, I rejoiced in the Lord that you had con-
tinued pure and undefiled by the contagion of

' Matt. xiii. is ff.

any execrable heresy, and that you were united
with me in faith and spirit, and so were par-
takers of that exile into which Saturninus, fear-
ing his own conscience, had thrust me after

beguiling the Emperor, and after that you had
denied him communion for the whole three

years ago until now. I equally rejoiced that
the impious and infidel creed which was sent

straightway to you from Sirmium was not only
not accepted by you, but condemned as soon
as reported and notified. I felt that it was
now binding on me as a religious duty to write
sound and faithful words to you as my fellow-

bishops, who communicate with me in Christ.
I, who through fear of what might have been
could at one time only rejoice with my own

conscience that I was free from all these errors,
was now bound to express delight at the

purity of our common faith. Praise God for
the unshaken stability of your noble hearts, for
your firm house built on the foundation of the
faithful rock, for the undefiled and unswerving

constancy of a will that has proved immacu-
late ! For since the good profession at the
Council of Biterrse, where I denounced the
ringleaders of this heresy with some of you for

my witnesses, it has remained and still con-

tinues to remain, pure, unspotted and scru-

pulous.

3. You awaited the noble triumph of a holy
and steadfast perseverance without yielding to

the threats, the powers and the assaults of

Saturninus: and when all the waves of awaken-
ing blasphemy struggled against God, you who

still remain with me faithful in Christ did not

give way when threatened with the onset of

heresy, and now by meeting that onset you

have broken all its violence. Yes, brethren,

you have conquered, to the abundant joy of

those who share your faith : and your unim-

paired constancy gained the double glory of

keeping a pure conscience and giving an au-

thoritative example. For the fame of your



ON THE COUNCILS.

unswerving- and unsliaken faith has moved cer-
tain Eastern bishops, late though it be, to
some shame for the heresy fostered and sup-

ported in those regions : and when thej' heard

of the godless confession composed at Sir-
mium, they contradicted its audacious authors

by passing certain decrees themselves. And
though they withstood them not without in
their turn raising some scruples, and inflicting
some wounds upon a sensitive piety, yet they
withstood them so vigorously as to compel
those who at Sirmium yielded to the views of
Potamius and Hosius as accepting and con
firming those views, to de;lare their ignorance
and error in so doing ; in fact they had .to
condemn in writing their own action. And
they subscribed with the express purpose of
condemning something else in advance ^-

4. But your invincible faith keeps the hon-
ourable distinction of conscious worth, and
content with repudiating crafty, vague, or hes-

itating action, safely abides in Christ, pre-
serving the profession of its liberty. You ab-
stain from communion with those who oppose
their bishops with their blasphemies and keep
them in exile, and do not by assenting to any
crafty subterfuge bring yourselves under a
charge of unrighteous judgment. For since
we all suffered deep and grievous pain at the
actions of the wicked against God, within our
boundaries alone is communion in Christ to
be found from the time that the Church began
to be harried by disturbances such as the
expatriation of bishops, the deposition of
priests, the intimidation of the people, the
threatening of the faith, and the determination
of the meaning of Christ's doctrine by human
will and power. Your resolute faith does not
pretend to be ignorant of these facts or profess
that it can tolerate them, perceiving that by
the act of hypocritical assent it would bring
itself before the bar of conscience.
5. And although in all your actions, past
and present, you bear witness to the uninter-
rupted independence and security of your
faith ; yet in particular you prove your warmth
and fervour of spirit by the fact that some of
you whose letters have succeeded in reaching
me have expressed a wish that I, unfit as I am,
should notify to you what the Easterns have
since said in their confessions of faith. They

' Hosius, bishop of Cordova in Spain, Iiad beensent by Con-
stantineto Alexandria at the outbreakof theArian controversy.
He had presi-iedat the Council of Nicsea in 325,and had taken
part in the Council of Sardica in 343,when the Nicene Creed
wasreaffirmed. In his extremeold agehewas forcedwith blows
toacceptthis extremeArian Creeddrawn up at the tliird Council
of Sirmium in the summer of 357. This is what is stated by
Socrates,and it iscosroboratedby Athanasius,Hist. Arian, c. 45,
whereit is added that he anathematizedArianism beforedying.
Hilary ĉertainly does Hosius an injustice in declaring him to
ueajoint-authorof the ' blasphemous' creed.

affectionately laid the additional burden upon
me of indicating my sentiments on all their
decisions. I know that my skill and learniii');
are inadequate, for 1 feel it most difticidt to
express in words my own belief as I under-
stand it in my heart ; far less easy must it be
to expound the statemenis of olliers.
6. Now I beseech you by the mercy of the
Lord, that as I will in this letter according lo
your desire write to you of divine things and
of the witness of a pure conscience to our
faith, no one will think to jud£>e me by the
beginning of my letter before lie has read the
conclusion of my argument. For it is unfair
before the com[)lete argument has been

grasped, to conceive a prejudice on account
of initial statements, the rea.son of which is yet
unknown, since it is not with imperfect state-
ments before us that we must make a de-
cision for the sake of investigation, but on the
conclusion for the sake of knowledge. I
have some fear, not about you, as God is wit-
ness of ray heart, but about some who in their
own esteem are very cautious and prudent
but do not understand the blessed apostle's
precept not to think of themselves more highly
than they ought 3 : for I am afraid that thfy
are unwilling to know all those facts, the com-
plete account of which I will offer at the end,
and at the same time they avoid drawing the
true conclusion from the aforesaid facts. But
whoever takes up these lines to read and
examine them has only to be consistently
patient with me and with himself and pe-
ruse the whole to its completion. Perchance
all this assertion of my faith will result
in those who conceal their heresy being unable
to practise the deception they wish, and in
true Catholics attaining the object which they
desire.

7. Therefore I comply with your affection-
ate and urgent wish, and I have set down all
the creeds which have been promulgated at
different times and places since the holy
Council of Nicsea, with my appended ex-
planations of all the phrases and even words
employed. If they be thought to contain any-
thing faulty, no one can impute the fault lo
me : for I am only a reporter, as you wished
me to be, and not an author. But if anything
is found to be laid down in right and apostolic
fashion, no one can doubt that it is no credit
to the interpreter but to the originator. In
any case I have sent you a faithful account of
these transactions : it is for you to determine

by the decision your faith inspires whether
their spirit is Catholic or heretical.
8. For although it was necessary to reply to

3 Rom. xii. 3*
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your letters, in which 3'ou offered me Cliristinn
communion with your faith, (and, moreover,

certain of your number who were summoned
to the Coimcil which seemed pending in
Bilhynia did refuse with firm consistency of
faith to hold communion with any but myself
outside Gaul), it also seemed fit to use my

episcopal office and authority, when heresy
was so rife, in submitting to you by letter some

godly and fiiithful counsel. For the word of
God cannot be exiled as our bodies are, or so
chained and bound that it cannot be imparted
to you in any place. But when I had learnt
that synods were to meet in Ancyra and Ari-
minuni, and that one or two bishops from each

province in Gaul would assemble there, I
thought it especially needful that I, who am
confined in the East, should explain and make
known to you the grounds of those mutual
suspicions which exist between us and the
Eastern bishops, though some of you know
those grounds ; in order that whereas you had
condemned and they had anaihematized this
heresy that spreads from Sirmium, you might
nevertheless know with what confession of
faith the Eastern bishops had come to the
same result that you had come to, and that
I might prevent you, whom I hope to see as
shining lights in future Councils, differing,
through a mistake about words, even a hair's-
breadth from pure Catholic belief, when your
interpretation of the apostolic faith is identi-
cally the same and you are Catholics at heart.
9. Now it seems to me right and appro-
priate, before I begin my argument about sus-
picions and dissensions as to words, to give
as complete an account as possible of the
decisions of the Eastern bishops adverse to
the heresy compiled at Sirmium. Others
have published all these transactions very
plainly, but much obscurity is caused by a
translation from Greek into Latin, and to be
absolutely literal is to be sometimes partly
unintelligible.
10. You remember that in the Blasp/temia,
lately written at Sirmium, the object of the
authors was to proclaim the Father to be the
one and only God of all things, and deny the
Son to be God : and while they determined
that men should hold their peace about o/ioou-
iTiov and ofiotovaiov, they determined that God
-the Son should be asserted to be born not
of God the Father, but of nothing, as the first
creatures were, or of another essence than
God, as the later creatures. And further that
in saying the Father was greater in honour,
dignity, splendour and majesty, they implied
that the Son lacked those things which con-
stitute the Father's superiority. Lastly, that
while it is aflfirmed that His birth is unknow-

able, we were commanded by this Compulsory
Ignorance Act not to know that He is of God :
just as if it could be commanded or decreed
that a man should know what in future he
is to be ignorant of, or be ignorant of what
he already knows. I have subjoined in full
this pestilent and godless blasphemy, though
Mgaiiist my will, to facilitate a more complete
knowledge of the worth and reason of the
replies mac'e on the opposite side by, those
Easterns who endeavoured to counteract all
the wiles of the heretics according to their
understanding and comprehension.

A copy of the BlMsphemia composed at Sirmiuiii
by Osiiis and Fofamius.

I r. Since there appeared to be some mis-
understanding respecting the faith, all points
have been carefully investigated and discussed
at Sirmium in the presence of our most rever-
end brothers and fellow-bishops, Valens, Ur-
sacius and Germinius.
It is evident that there is one God, the
Father Almighty, according as it is believed

throughout the whole world; and His only
Son Jesus Christ our Saviour, begotten of Him
before the ages. But we cannot and ought
not to say that there are two Gods, for the
Lord Himself said, / will go unto My Father
and your Father, unto My God and your God*.
So there is one God over all, as the Apostle
hath taught us. Is He the God of the Jews only 1
Is He not also of the Gentiles ? Yes, of the
Gentiles also : seeing it is one God, which shall
justify the circumcision by faith, and the uncir-
cumcision throu;^h faith. And in all other things
they agreed thereto, nor would they allow any
difterence.
But since some or many persons were dis-

turbed by questions concerning substance,

called in Greek oio-i'n, that is
,

to make it under-

stood more exactly, as to ojuoot-noc, or what

is called o^ioiuvawv, there ought to be no

mention made of these at all. Nor ought any
exposition to be made of them for the reason

and consideration that they are not contained
in the divine Scriptures, and that they are

above man's understanding, nor can any man

declare the birth of the Son, of whom it is

written. Who shall declare His generation 5 1

For it is plain that only the Father knows how
He begat the Son, and the Son how He was
begotten of the Father. There is no question
that the Father is greater. No one can doubt
that the Father is greater than the Son in

honour, dignity, splendour, majesty, and in the

very name of Father, the Son Himself testifying,
He that sent Me is greater tha7t /*. And no one

'
John XX. 17. 5 Is. liii. 8. ^ John xiv. 28.
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JR ignorant that it is Catliolic doctrine that
there are two Persons of Father and Son ; and
tliat the Father is greater, and that the Son
is subordinated to the Father, together with
all things which the Father has subordinated
to Him, and that the Father has no beginning
and is invisible, immortal and impassible, but
that the Son has been begotten of the Father,
God of God, Light of Light, and that the
generation of this Son, as is aforesaid, no one
knows but His Father. And that the Son
of God Himself, our Lord and God, as we reid,
took flesh, that is

,
a body, that is
,

man of the
womb of the Virgin Mary, of the Angel an-
nounced. And as all the Scriptures teach,
and especially the doctor of the GentileS him-
self. He took of Mary the Virgin, man, through
whom He suffered. And the whole faith is

summed up and secured in this, that the
Trinity must always be preserved, as we read

in the Gospel, Go ye and laptize all nations
in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and

o
f the Holy Ghost t. Complete and perfect is

the number of the Trinity. Now the Paraclete,
the Spirit, is through the Son : Who was sent
and came according to His promise in order
to instruct, teach and sanctify the apostles and
all believers.
12. After these many and most impious
statements had been made, the Eastern bishops
on their side again met together and composed
definitions of their confession. Since, however,
we have frequently to mention the words
essence and substance, we must determine the
meaning of essence, lest in discussing facts
we prove ignorant of the signification of our
words. Essence is a reality which is

,

or the
reality of those things from which it is

,

and
which subsists inasmuch as it is permanent.
Now we can speak of the essence, or nature,
or genus, or substance of anything. And the
strict reason why the word essence is employed

is because it is always. But this is identical
with substance, because a thing which is

,

ne-

cessarily subsists in itself, and whatever thus
subsists possesses unquestionably a permanent
genus, nature or substance. When, therefore,
we say that essence signifies nature, or genus,
or substance, we mean the essence of that
thing which permanently exists in the nature,
genus, or substance. Now, therefore, let us
review the definitions of faith drawn up by
the Easterns.

I. " If any one hearing that the Son is the
image of the invisible God, says that the image
of God is the same as the invisible God, as
though refusing to confess that He is truly
Son : let him be anathema."

7 Matt, xxviii. 19.

13. Hereby is excluded the assertion of
those who wish to represent the relationsIil|)
of Father and Son as a matter of names, in-
asmuch as every image is similar in species
to that of which it is an image. For no one

is himself his own image, but it is necessary
that the image should demonstrate him of
whom it is an image. So an image is tlie
figured and indistinguishable likeness of one
thing equated with another. Therefore the
Father is

,

and the Son is
,

because the Son

is the image of the Father : and he who is an
image, if he is to be truly an image, must have
in himself his original's species, nature and
essence in virtue of the fact that he is an
image.
II. " .\r\A if any one hearing the Son say,
As the Father hath life in Himself so a 'so hnth
He given to the Son to have life in Himself^,
shall say that He who has received life from
the Father, and who also declares, I live b

y the

Father^, is the same as He who gave life: let
him be anathema."

14. The person of the recipient and of the
giver are distinguished so that the same should
not be made one and sole. For since he is

under anathema who has believed that, when
recipient and giver are mentioned one solitary
and unique person is implied, we may not
suppose that the selfsame person who gave
received from Himself. For He who lives and
He through whom He lives are not identical,
for one lives to Himself, the other declares that
He lives through the Author of His life, and
no one will declare that He who enjoys hfe
and He through whom His Hfe is caused are
personally identical.
III. " And if any one hearing that the Only-
begotten Son is like the invisible God, denies
that the Son who is the image of the invisible
God (whose image is understood to include
essence) is Son in essence, as though deny-
ing His true Sonship : let him be anathema."

15. It is here insisted that the nature is

indistinguishable and entirely similar. For
since He is the Only-begotten Son of God
and the image of the invisible God, it is

necessary that He should be of an ess.-nce
similar in species and nature. Or what dis-
tinction can be made between Father and

Son affecting their nature with its similar
genus, when the Son subsisting through the

nature begotten in Him is invested with the

properties of the Father, viz., glory, worth,
power, invisibility, essence? And while these
prerogatives of divinity are equal we neither
understand the one to be less because He

is Son, nor the other to be greater because

8 John V. 26. 9 lb.
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He is Father : since the Son is the image
of the Father in species, and not dissimilar

in genus ; since the similarity of a Son begot-
ten of the substmce of His Father does not
admit of any diversity of substance, and the
Son and image of the invisible God embraces
in Himself the whole form of His Father's
divinity both in kind and in amount : and this
is to be truly Son, to reflect the truth of ihe

Father's form by the perfect likeness of the

nature imaged in Himself.
IV. " Anri if any one hearing this text, For
as the Father hath life in Himself, so also He
hath given to the Son to have life in Himself

' /
denies that the Son is like the Father even
in essence, though He testifies that it is even
as He has said ; let him be anathema. For it
is plain that since the life which is understood
to exist in the Father signifies substance, and
the life of the Only-begotten which was be-
gotten of the Father is also understood to
mean substance or essence. He there signifies
a likeness of essence to essence."
16. With the Son's origin as thus stated
is connected the perfect birth of the undivided
nature. For what in each is life, that in each
is signified by essence. And in the life which
is begotten of life, i.e. in the essence which is
born of essence, seeing that it is not born
unlike (and that because life is of life), He
keeps in Himself a nature wholly similar to
His original, because there is no diversity in
the likeness of the essence that is born and
that begets, that is

, of the life which is possessed
and which has been given. For though God
begat Him of Himself, in likeness to His own
nature, He in whom is the unbegotten like-
ness did not relinquish the property of His
natural substance. For He only has what He
gave ; and as possessing life He gave life to
be possessed. And thus what is born of
essence, as life of life, is essentially like itself,
and the essence of Him who is begotten and
of Him who begets admits no diversity or
unlikeness.
V. " It any one hearing the words fanned or
created it and begat 7ne spoken by the same
lips^', refuses to understand this begat tne of
likeness of essence, but says that begat ?!ie and
formed me are the same ; as if to deny that the
perfect Son of God was here signified as Son
under two different expressions, as Wisdom
has given us to piously understand, and asserts
\\\2l\ formed me and begat me only imply forma-
tion and not sonship : let him be anathema."

17. Those who say that the Son of God

is only a creature or formation are opposed

' John V. 26. 2 Prov. viii. 22.

by the following argument. For this profane
presumption of the impiety of heretics is based
on the fact that they say they have read The
Lord formed or created nie, which seems to
imply formation or creation ; but they omit
the following sentence, which is the key to
the first, and from the first wrest autlioriiy
for their impious statement that the Son is

a creature, because Wisdom has said tliat she
was created. But if she were created, how
could she be also born? For all birth, of
whatever kind, attains its own nature from the
nature that begets it : but creation takes its
beginning from the power of the Creator, the
Creator being able to form a creature irom
nothing. So Wisdom, who said that she was
created, does in the next sentence say that
she was also begotten, using the word creation
of the act of the changeless nature of her
Parent, which nature, unlike the manner and
wont of human parturition, without any detri-
ment or change of self created from itself what

it begat. Similarly a Creator has no need of
passion or intercourse or parturition. And
that which is created out of nothing begins to
exist at a definite moment. And He who
creates makes His object through His mere
power, and creation is the work of might, not
the birth of a nature from a nature that begets
it. But because the Son of God was not
begotten after the manner of corporeal child-
bearing, but was born perfect God of perfect
God ; therefore Wisdom says that she was

created, excluding in her manner of birth every
kind of corporeal process.
18. Moreover, to shew that she possesses

a nature that was born and not created,
Wisdom has added that she was begotten,
that by declaring that she was created and also

begotten, she might completely explain her

birth. By speaking of creation she implies
that the nature of the Father is changeless,
and she also shews that the substance of her
nature begotten of God the Father is genuine
and real. And so her words about creation
and generation have explained the perfection
of her birth : the former that the Father is

changeless, the latter the reality of her own
nature. The two things combined become
one, and that one is both in perfection : for the

Son being born of God without any change
in God, is so born of the Father as to be

created; and the Father, who is changeless in

Himself and the Son's Father by nature, so
forms the Son as to beget Him. Thereiore
the heresy which has dared to aver that the
Son of God is a creature is condemned because
while the first statement shews the impassible
perfection of the divinity, the second, which
asserts His natural generation, crushes the
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impious opinion that He was created out of
nothing.
VI. " And if any one grant the Son only
a likeness of activity, but rob Him of the like-
ness of essence which is the corner-stone of
our faith, in spite of the fact that the Son
Himself reveals His essential likeness with the
Father in the words, For as the Father hath
life in Himself, so also hath He given to the Son
to have life in Himself', as well as His likeness
in activity by teaching us that What things
soever the Father doeth, these also doeth the Son
likewise*, such a man robs himself of the know-
ledge of eternal life which is in the Father and
the Son, and let him be anathema."

19. The heretics when beset by autho-
ritative passages in Scripture are wont only
to grant that the Son is like the Father in
might while they deprive Him of similarity of
nature. This is foolish and impious, for they
do not understand that similar might can only
be the result of a similar nature. For a lower
nature can never attain to the might of a
higher and more powerful nature. What will
the men who make these assertions say about
the omnipotence of God the Father, if the
might of a lower nature is made equal to His
own? For they cannot deny that the Son's
power is the same, seeing that He has said.
What things soever the Father doeth, these also
doeth the Son likewise.
No, a similarity of nature follows on a simi-
larity of might when He says. As the Father
hath life in Himself, so also hath He given to
the Son to have life in Himself. In life is im-
pHed nature and essence ; this, Christ teaches,
has been given Him to have as the Father
hath. Therefore similarity of life contains
similarity of might : for there cannot be simi-
larity of life where the nature is dissimilar.
So it is necessary that similarity of essence
follows on similarity of might : for as what
the Father does, the Son does also, so the
life that the Father has He has given to the
Son to have likewise. Therefore we condemn
the rash and impious statements of those who
confess a similarity of might but have dared
to preach a dissimilarity of nature, since it is
the chief ground of our hope to confess that
in the Father and the Son there is an identical
divine substance.
VII. "And if any one professing that he
believes that there is a Father and a Son, says
that the Father is Father of an essence unlike
Himself but of similar activity ; for speaking
profane and novel words against the essence of
the Son and nullifying His true divine Sonship,
let him be anathema."

i John V. 26. 4 lb. V. 19.

20. By confused and involved expressions
the heretics very frequently elude the truth and
secure the ears of the unwary by the mere
sound of common words, such as the titles
Father and Son, which they do not truthfully
utter to express a natural and genuine com-
munity of essence : for they are aware that
God is called the Father of all creation, and
remember that all the saints are named sons
of God. In like manner they declare that the
relationship between the Father and the Son
resembles that between the Father and the
universe, so that the names Father and Son
are rather titular than real. For the names
are titular if the Persons have a distinct nature
of a different essence, since no reality can be
attached to the name of father unless it be
based on the nature of his offspring. So the
Father cannot be called Father of an alien
substance unlike His own, for a perfect birth
manifests no diversity between itself and the
original substance. Therefore we repudiate all
the impious assertions that the Father is
Father of a Son begotten of Himself and yet
not of His own nature. We shall not call God
Father for having a creature like Him in
might and activity, but for begetting a nature
of an essence not unlike or alien to Himself :
for a natural birth does not admit of any dis-
similarity with the F'ather's nature. Therefore
those are anathema who assert that the Father
is Father of a nature unlike Himself, so that
something other than God is born of God, and
who suppose that the essence of the Father
degenerated in begetting the Son. For so far
as in them lies they destroy the very birthless
and changeless essence of the Father by daring
to attribute to Him in the birth of His Only-
begotten an alteration and degeneration of His
natural essence.
VIII. "And if any one understanding that
the Son is like in essence to Him whose Son
He is admitted to be, says that the Son is the
same as the Father, or part of the Father, or
that it is through an emanation or any such

passion as is necessary for the procreation of
corporeal children that the incorporeal Son

draws His life from the incorporeal Feather :
let him be anathema."
21. We have always to beware of the vices
of particular perversions, and countenance no
opportunity for delusion. For many heretics
say that the Son is like the Father in divinity
in order to support the theory that in virtue of
this similarity the Son is the same Person as

the Father : for this undivided similarity ap-

pears to countenance a belief in a single
monad. For what does not difl'er in kind
seems to retain identity of nature.
22. But birth does not countenance this
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vain imagination ; for such identity witliout
differentiation excludes birth. For what is
born has a father who caused its birth. Nor
because the divinity of Him who is being born
is inseparable from tliat of Him who begets,
are the Begetter and the Begotten the same
Person ; while on the other hand He who is
born and He who begets cannot be unlike.
He is therefore anathema who shall proclaim
a similarity of nature in the Father and the
Son in order to abolish the personal meaning
of the word Son : for while through mutual
likeness one differs in no respect from the
other, yet this very likeness, which does not
admit of bare union, confesses both the Father
and the Son because the Son is the change-
less hkeness of the Father. For the Son is
not part of the Father so that He who is
born and He who begets can be called one
Person. Nor is He an emanation so that by
a continual flow of a corporeal uninterrupted
stream the flow is itself kept in its source,
the source being identical with the flow in
virtue of the successive and unbroken con-
tinuity. But the birth is perfect, and remains
alike in nature; not taking its beginning ma-
terially from a corporeal conception and bear-
ing, but as an incorporeal Son drawing His
existence from an incorporeal Father according
to the likeness which belongs to an identical
nature.
IX. " And if any one, because the Father
is never admitted to be the Son and the Son
is never admitted to be the Father, when he
says that the Son is other than the Father
(because the Father is one Person and the
Son another, inasmuch as it is said, T/iere is
another that beareth witness of Me, even the
Father who sent Me 5)

,

does in anxiety for the
distinct personal qualities of the Father and the
Son which in the Church must be piously
understood to exist, fear that the Son and the
Father may sometimes be admitted to be the
.same Person, and therefore denies that the
Son is like in essence to the Father: let him
be anathema."

23. It was said unto the apostles of the
Lord, Be ye wise as serpents, and harmless as
doves^. Christ therefore wished there to be in
us the nature of different creatures : but in
such a sort that the harmlessness of the dove
might temper the serpent's wisdom, and the
wisdom of the serpent might instruct the harm-
lessness of the dove, and that so wisdom might
be made harmless and harmlessness wise.
This precept has been observed in the expo-
sition of this creed. For the former sentence
of which we liave spoken guarded against the

5 John V. 32. <
>

Matt. *. 16.

teaching of a unity of person under the cloak
of an essential likeness, and against the denial
of the Son's birth as the result of an identity
of nature, lest we should understand God to
be a single monad because one Person does
not differ in kind from the other. In the
next sentence, by harmless and apostolic
wisdom we have again taken refuge in that
wisdom of the serpent to which we are bidden
to be conformed no less than to the harm-
lessness of the dove, lest perchance through
a repudiation of the unity of persons on
the ground that the Father is one Person and
the Son another, a preaching of the dis-
similarity of their natures should again
take us unawares, and lest on the ground
that He who sent and He who was sent
are two Persons (for the Sent and the
Sender cannot be one Person) they should be
considered to have divided and dissimilar
natures, though He who is born and He who
begets Him cannot be of a different essence.
So we preserve in Father and in Son the like-
ness of an identical nature through an es-
sential birth : yet the similarity of nature does
not injure personality by making the Sent and
the Sender to be but one. Nor do we do away
with the similarity of nature by admitting dis-
tinct personal qualities, for it is impossible
that the one God should be called Son and
Father to Himself. So then the truth as to
the birth supports the similarity of essence
and the similarity of essence does not under-
mine the personal reality of the birth. Nor
again does a profession of belief in the Be-
getter and the Begotten exclude a similarity of
essence ; for while the Begetter and the Be-
gotten cannot be one Person, Pie who is born
and He who begets cannot be of a different
nature.
X. " And if any one admits that God be-
came Father of the Only-begotten Son at any
point in time and not that the Only-begotten
Son came into existence without passion be-

yond all times and beyond all human calcu-
lation : for contravening the teaching of the
Gospel which scorned any interval of time
between the being of the Father and the Son
and faithfully has instructed us that In the
beginning was the Word, and the Word was
ivith God, and the Word was God i, let him be
anathema."

24. It is a pious saying that the Father

is not limited by times : for the true meaning
of the name of Father which He bore before
time began surpasses comprehension. Al-
though religion teaches us to ascribe to Him
this name of Father through which comes the

7 John i. I.
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impassible origin of the Son, yet He is not
bound in lime, for the eternal and infinite
God cannot be understood as having become
a Father in time, and according to the teach-

ing of the Gospel the Only-begotten God the
Word is recognized even in the beginning
rather to be with God than to be born.
XI. "And if any one says that the Father
is older in time than His Only-begotten Son,
and that tlie Son is younger than the Father :
let him be anathema

"

25. The essential likeness conformed to the
Father's essence in kind is also taught to be
identical in time : lest He who is the image
of God, who is the Word, who is God with
God in the beginning, who is like the Father,
by the insertion of time between Himself and
the Father should not have in Himself in
perfection that which is both image, and Word,
and God. For if He be proclaimed to be
younger in time, He has lost the truth of the
image and likeness : for that is no longer
likeness which is found to be dissimilar in
time. For that very fact that God is Father
prevents there being any time in which He
was not Father : consequently there can be no
time in the Son's existence in which He was
not Son. Wherefore we must neither call the
Father older than the Son nor the Son
younger than the Father : for the true mean-
ing of neither name can exist without the
other.
XH. " And if any one attributes the time-
less substance {i.e. Person) of the Only-be-
gotten Son derived from the Father to the
unborn essence of God, as though calling the
Father Son : let him be anathema ^"
26. The above definition when it denied
that the idea of time could be applied to the
birth of the Son seemed to have given an
occasion for heresy (we saw that it would be
monstrous if the Father were limited by time,
but that He would be so limited if the Son
were subjected to time), so that by the help of
this repudiation of time, the Father who is un-
born might under the appellation of Son be pro-
claimed as both Father and Son in a single
and unique Person. For in excluding time
from the Son's birth it seemed to countenance
the opinion that there was no birth, so that
He whose birth is not in time might be con-

^Substantiii is in this passage used as the equivalent of
Person. The wordwasused cy TertuUian in the senseof ovtrta,
and this early Latin use of the word is theusewhich eventually
prevailed, The meaningof the word in Hilary is influencedby
its philological equivalent in Greek. .\t the beginning of the
fourthceniury un-do-Tao-i?was used in the samesenseas ovaia.
'I'he latter word meant 'reality,' the former word *the basis of
ejtistence.'Alhanasiiis, however,beganthe practiceof restricting
un-oTTao-isto the divine Persons. Hilary consequentlyliere uses
subsiatitia in this new senseof the word un-do-Tatrw,The Alex-
andrineCouncil of 362sanctionedas allowable the use of v-nofr-
rafris in the senseof Person,and by the end of the century the
old usagepractically disappeared.

sidered not to have been born at all. Where-
fore, lest at the suggestion of this denial of
time the heresy of the unity of Persons should
insinuate itself, that impiety is condemned
which dares to refer the timeless birth to the
unique and singular Person of the unborn
essence. For it is one thing to be outside
time and another to be unborn ; the first
admits of birth (though outside time), the
other, so far as it is

,

is the one sole author
from eternity of its being what it is.
27. We have reviewed, beloved brethren,
all the definitions of faith made by the
Eastern bishops which they formulated in
their assembly against the recently emerging
heresy. And we, as far as we have been
able, have adapted the wording of our ex-
position to express their meaning, following
their diction rather than desiring to be
thought the originators of new phrases. In
these words they decree the principles of their
conscience and a long maintained doctrine
against a new and profane impiety. Those
who compiled this heresy at Sirmium, or ac-
cepted it after its compilation, they have
thereby compelled to confess their ignorance
and to sign such decrees. There the Son is

the perfect image of the Father : there under
the qualities of an identical essence, the Person
of the Son is not annihilated and confounded
with the Father: there the Son is declared
to be image of the Father in virtue of a real
likeness, and does not differ in substance from
the Father, whose image He is : there on
account of the life which the Father has and
the life which the Son has received, the Father
can have nothing different in substance (this
being implied in life) from that which the Son
received to have : there the begotten Son is
not a creature, but is a Person undistinguished
from the Father's nature : there, just as an
identical might belongs to the Father and the
Son, so their essence admits of no difference :

there the Father by begetting the Son in no
wise degenerates from Himself in Him through
any difference of nature : there, though the
likeness of nature is the same in eacii, the
proper qualities which mark this hkeness are

repugnant to a confusion of Persons, so that
there is not one subsisting Person who is

called both Father and Son : there, though it is

piously afifirmed that there is both a Father
who sends and a Son who is sent, yet no
distinction in essence is drawn between the
Father and the Son, the Sent and the Sender :

there the truth of God's Fatherhood is not
bound by limits of time : there the Son is not
later in time : there beyond all time is a per-
fect birth which refutes the error that the Son
could not be born.
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28. Here, beloved brelln-en, is the entire
creed wliich was published by some Easterns,
few in proportion to the whole number of
bishops, and which first saw light at the very
time when you repelled the introduction of this
heresy. The reason for its promulgation was
the fact that tliey were bidden to say nothing
of the ojwnvaiov. But even in former times,

through the urgency of these numerous causes,
it was necessary at different occasions to com-

pose other creeds, the character of which will be
understood from their wording. For when
you are fully aware of the results, it will be
easier for us to bring to a full consummation,
such as religion and unity demand, the argu-
ment in which we are interested.

An exposition of tlie faith of the Chtrch made at
the Council Jield on tlie occasioti of the Dedica-
tion of tlie church at Antioch by ninety-seven
bishops there pj-esent, because of suspicions felt
as to the orthodoxy of a certain bishop 9.

29. "We believe in accordance with evan-
gelical and apostolic tradition in one God the
Father Almighty, the Creator, Maker and Dis-
poser of all things that are, and from whom
are all things.
"And in one Lord Jesus Christ, His Only-
begotten Son, God through whom are all
things, who was begotten of the Father, God
of God, whole God of whole God, One of One,
perfect God of perfect God, King of King,
Lord of Lord, the Word, the Wisdom, the
Life, true Light, true Way, the Resurrection,
the Shepherd, tlie Gate, unable to change or
alter, the unvarying image of the essence and
might and glory of the Godhead, the first-born
ot all creation, who always was in the begin-
ning with God, the Word of God, according
to what is said in the Gospel, and the Word
was God, through whom all things were made,
and in whom all things subsist, who in the
last days came down from above, and was
born of a virgin according to the Scriptures,
and was made the I,amb ', the Mediator be-
tween God and man, the Apostle of our faith,
and leader of life. For He said, / came down

9,The Council at Antioch of 341,generally known as the
Dedication Council, assembledfor the dedicationof the great
cathedral church which had beencommencedtliere ijy the em-
perorCunstantine,who did nut live to see its completion. Four
creedswere then drawnup, if we reckona documentwhich was
drawn up at Antioch by a continuationof the Council iu the
following year. The secoud,ajid most important,of thesecreeds
becamethecreedofthe Semi-Niceneparty. Capableof a wholly
orthodoxinterpretation, it was insuflicieMtof itself to repelAriau-
isin,_but not insufficientto beusedasanauxiliarymeansof oppos-
ing it. Hilary throughoutassumesthat it is not to be interpreted
in an Arian sense, and uses it as an introduction to Niceiie
theology.
_

" Lamb is Hilary's mistakefor Man. He doubtlessread the
original in a Greek manuscriptwhich had the word o.i,ipatiov
written in its abbreviatedform ii/oi/. This would readily be
mistakenfor the word kfviou, lamb. The Latin word used by
Hilary as a substitutefor Aposlle is praedestinatus, for which
word it seemsimpossibleto account.

fr07n heaven, not to do Mine oitm will, but ih)
7vill o

f Him tli.at sent me''. Who suffered and
rose again for us on the third day, and as-
cended into heaven, and sitteth on the right
hand of the Father, and is to come again with
glory to judge the quick and the dead.
" And in the Holy Ghost, who was given
to them that believe, to comfort, sanctify ami
perfect, even as our Lord Jesus Christ ordained
His disciples, saying. Go ye, and teach all
nations, bapti'iifig them in the name of the
Father, and o

f the Son, and of the Holy Ghosts,
manifestly, that is

, of a Father who is truly
Father, and clearly of a Son v,ho is truly Son,
and a Holy Ghost who is truly a Holy Ghost,
these words not being set forth idly and with-
out meaning, but carefully signifying the
Person, and order, and glory of each of those
who are named, to teach us that they are three
Persons, but in agreement one.

30. "Having therefore held this faith from
the beginning, and being resolved to hold

it to the end in the sight of God and Christ,
we say anathema to every heretical and per-
verted sect, and if any man teaches contrary
to the wholesome and right faith of the Scrip-
tures, saying that there is or was time, or

space, or age before the Son was begotten,
let him be anathema. And if any one say
that the Son is a formation like one of the
things that are formed, or a birth resembling
other births, or a creature like the creatures,
and not as the divine Scriptures have affirmed
in each passage aloresaid, or teaches or pro-
claims as the Gospel anything else than what
we have received : let him be anatheina. For
all those things which were written in the
divine Scriptures by Prophets and by Apostles
we believe and follow truly and with fear."

31. Perhaps this creed has not spoken ex-

pressly enough of the identical similarity of
the Father and the Son, especially in conclud-
ing that the names Father, Son and Holy
Ghost referred to the Person and order and
glory o

f each of those who are named to teach us
that they are three Persons, but in agreement
one.

32. But in the first place we must remember
that the bishops did not assemble at Antioch
to oppose the heresy which has dared to
declare that the substance of the Son is unlike
that of the Father, but to oppose that which,
ill spite of the Council of Nicsea, presumed
to attribute the three names to the Father.
Of this we will treat in its proper place.

I recollect that at the beginning of my argu-
ment I besought the patience and forbearance
of my readers and hearers until the corapleciuii

=John vi. 38. 3 Matt, xxviii. ig.
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of my letter, lest any one should rashly rise
to judge me before he was acquainted with
the entire argument. I ask it again. This
assembly of the saints wished to strike a blow
at that impiety which by a mere counting
of names evades the truth as to the Father
and the Son and the Holy Ghost ; which
represents that there is no personal cause for
fach name, and by a false use of these names
makes the triple nomenclature imply only one
Person, so that the Father alone could be also
called both Holy Ghost and Son. Conse-
quently they declared there were three sub-
stances, meaning three subsistent Persons, and
not thereby introducing any dissimilarity of
essence to separate the substance of Father
and Son. For the words to teach us that they
are three in substance, but in agreement one,
are free from objection, because as the Spirit
is also named, and He is the Paraclete, it
is more fitting that a unity of agreement should
be asserted than a unity of essence based
on likeness of substance.

33. Further the whole of the above state-
ment has drawn no distinction whatever be-
tween the essence and nature of the Father
and the Son. For when it is said, God of God,
tvhole God of whole God, there is no room for
doubting that whole God is bom of whole
God. For the nature of God who is of God
admits of no difference, and as whole God
of whole God He is in all in which the Father
is. One of One excludes the passions of a
human birth and conception, so that since
He is One of One, He comes from no other
source, nor is different nor alien, for He is
One of One, perfect God of perfect God.
Except in having a cause of its origin His
birth does not differ from the birthless nature ;
since the perfection of both Persons is the
same. Kijig of Xing. A power that is ex-
pressed by one and the same title allows no

dissimilarity of power. Lord of Lord. In
' Lord ' also the lordship is equal : there can
be no difference where domination is confessed
of both without diversity. But plainest of all
is the statement appended after several others,
unable to change or alter, the unvarying image
of the Godhead and essence and might and
glory. For as God of God, whole God of
whole God, One of One, perfect God of perfect
God, King of King and Lord of Lord, since
in all that glory and nature of Godhead in
which the Father ever abides, the Son born
of Him also subsists ; He derives this also
from the Father's substance that He is unable
to change. For in His birth that nature from
which He is born is not changed; but the
Son has maintained a changeless essence since
His origin is in a changeless nature. For

though He is an image, yet the image cannot
alter, since in Him was born the image of the
Father's essence, and there could not be in
Him a change of nature caused by any unlike-
ness to the Father's essence from wliich He
was begotten. Now when we are taugjit that
He was brought into being as the first of all
creation, and He is Himself said to have
always been in the beginning with God as
God the Word, the fact that He was brought
into being shews that He was born, and tiie
fact that He always was, shews that He is not
separated from the Faiher by time. There-
fore this Council by dividing the three sub-
stances, which it did to exclude a monad God
with a threefold title, did not introduce any
separation of substance between the Father
and the Son. The whole exposition of faith
makes no distinction between Father and Son,
the Unborn and the Only-begolten, in time,
or name, or essence, or dignity, or domination.
But our common conscience demands that
we should gain a knowledge of the other
creeds of the same Eastern bishops, composed
at different times and places, that by the
study of many confessions we may understand
the sincerity of their faith.

The Creed according to the Council of
the East.

34. "We, the holy synod met in Sardica
from different provinces of the East, namely,
Thebais, Egypt, Palestine, Arabia, Phoenicia,
Coele Syria, Mesopotamia, Cilicia, Cappadocia,
Pontus, Paphlagonia, Galatia, Bithynia and
Hellespont, from Asia, namely, the two pro-
vinces of Phrygia, Pisidia, the islands of the
Cyclades, Pamphylia, Caria, Lydia, from
Europe, namely, Thrace, Hfemimontus ■

»
,

Mcesia, and the two provinces of Pannonia,
have set forth this creed.
" We believe in one God, the Father Al-
mighty, Creator and Maker of all things, from
whom all fatherhood in heaven and earth is

named :

"And we believe in His Only-begotten
Son our Lord Jesus Christ, who before all
ages was begotten of the Father, God of God,
Light of Light, through whom were made
all things which are in heaven and earth,
visible and invisible : who is the Word and
Wisdom and Might and Life and true Light :

and who in the last days for our sake was
incarnate, and was born of the holy Virgin,
who was crucified and dead and buried, And
rose from the dead on the third day, And

4 Mount Haemus is the mountainrange which at this period
formedthe boundarybetweenthe provincesof Thracia and Ma:-
sia Inferior. Heemimontuswas groupedwith Mcesia Inferior
under theVicarius of Thrace.



14 DE SYNODIS.

was received into heaven, And sitteth on the
riglit hand of the Father, And shall come
to judge the quick and the dead and to give

to every man according to his works : Whose

kingdom remaineth without end for ever and

ever. For He sitteth on the right hand of the
Father not only in this age, but also in the

age to come.
"We believe also in the Holy Ghost, that

is
,

the Paraclete, whom according to His

promise He sent to His apostles after His
return into the heavens to teach them and

to bring all things to their remembrance,

through whom also the souls of them that
believe sincerely in Him are sanctified.
" But those who say that the Son of God is

sprung from things non-existent or from another

substance and not from God, and that there

was a time or age when He was not, the holy
Catholic Church holds them as aliens. Like-
wise also those who say that there are three

Gods, or that Christ is not God and that before

the ages He was neither Christ nor Son of
God, or that He Himself is the Father and
the Son and the Holy Ghost, or that the Son

is incapable of birth ; or that the Father begat
the Son without purpose or will : the holy
Catholic Church anathematizes."

35. In the exposition of this creed, concise
but complete definitions have been employed.
For in condemning those who said that the
Son sprang from things non-existent, it attri-
buted to Him a source which had no begin-
ning but continues perpetually. And lest this
source from which He drew His permanent
birth should be understood to be any other sub-
stance than that of God, it also declares to be
blasphemers those wlio said that the Son was
born of some other substance and not of God.
And so since He does not draw His sub-
sistence from nothing, or spring from any other
.source than God, it cannot be doubted that
He was born with those qualities which are
God's ; since the Only-begotten essence of the
Son is generated neither from things vvjiich
are non-existent nor from any other substance
than the birthless and eternal substance of the
Father. But the creed also rejects intervals
of times or jiges : on the assumption that He
who does not chffer in nature cannot be separ-
able by time.

36. On every side, where anxiety might be
felt, approach is barred to the arguments of
heretics lest it should be declared that there

is any difference in the Son. P'or those are
anatliematized who say that there are three
Gods : because according to God's true nature
His substance does not admit a number of
applications of the title, except as it is given
to individual men and angels in recognition

of their merit, though the substance of their
nature and that of God is different. In that
sense there are consequently many gods.
Furthermore in the nature of God, God is

one, yet in such a way that the Son also is

God, because in Him there is not a different
nature : and since He is God of God, both
must be God, and since there is no difference
of kind between thein there is no distinction

in their essence. A number of titular Gods

is rejected ; because there is no diversity in
the quality of the divine nature. Since there-
fore he is anathema who says there are many
Gods and he is anathema who denies that the
Son is God ; it is fully shewn that the fact
that each has one and the same name arises
from the real character of the similar substance

in each : since in confessing the Unborn God
the Father, and the Only-begotten God the
Son, with no dissimilarity of essence between
them, each is called God, yet God must be
believed and be declared to be one. So by
the diligent and watchful care of the bishops
the creed guards the similarity of the nature
begotten and the nature begetting, confirming

it by the application of one name.

37. Yet to prevent the declaration of one
God seeming to affirm that God is a solitary
monad without offspring of His own, it im-
mediately condemns the rash suggestion that
because God is one, therefore God the Father

is one and solitary, having in Himself the
name of Father and of Son : since in the
Father who begets and the Son who comes
to birth one God must be declared to exist
on account of the substance of their nature
being similar in each. 'I'he faith of the saints
knows nothing of the Son being incapable of
birth : because the nature of the Son only
draws its existence from birth. But the nature
of the birth is in Him so perfect that He who
was born of the substance of God is born also
of His purpose and will. For from His will
and purpose, not from the process of a cor-
poreal nature, springs the absolute perfection
of the essence of God born from the essence
of God. It follows that we should now con-
sider that creed which was compiled not long

ago when Photinus was deposed from the

episcopate.

A copy of the a-eed composed at Sirmium by the
Easterns to oppose Photiinis.

38.
" We believe in one God the Father

Almighty, the Creator and Maker, from whom

every fatherhood in heaven and in earth is

named.
" And in His only Son Jesus Christ our Lord,
who was born of the Father before all ages,
God of God, Light of Light, through whom
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all things were made in heaven and in earth,
visible and invisible. Who is the Word and
Wisdom and Might and Life and true Light :
who in the last days for our sake took a body,
And was born of the holy Virgin, And was
crucified, And was dead and buried : who also
rose from the dead on the third day. And
ascended into heaven. And sitteth on the right
hand of the Father, And shall come at the
end of the world to judge the quick and the
dead ; whose kingdom continueth without end,
and remaineth for perpetual ages. For He
shall be sitting at the right hand of the Father,
not only in tliis age, but also in the age to
come.
"And in the Holy Ghost, that is, the.Para-
clete, whom according to His promise He
sent to the apostles after He ascended into
heaven to teach them and to remind them of
all things, through whom also are sanctified
the souls of those who believe sincerely in
Him.

I. " But those who say that the Son is

sprung from things non-existent, or from an-
other substance and not from God, and that
there was a time or age when He was not,
the holy Catholic Church regards as aliens.
n. " If any man says that the Father and
the Son are two Gods : let him be anathema.
HI. ''And if any man says that God is one,
but does not confess that Christ, God the Son
of God, ministered to the Father in the crea-
tion of all things : let him be anathema.
IV. " And if any man dares to say that the
Unborn God, or a part of Him, vas boin of
Mary: let him be anathema.
V. "And if any man say that the Son born
of Mary was, before born of Mary, Son only
according to foreknowledge or predestination,
and denies that He was born of the Father
before the ages and was with God, and that all
things were made through Hira : let him be
anathema.
VI. "If any man says that the substance of
God is expanded and contracted : let him be
anathema.
VII. " If any man says that the expanded
substance of God makes the Son ; or names
Son His supposed expanded substance : let
him be anathema.
VIII. " If any man says that the Son of God

is the internal or uttered Word of God : let
him be anathema.
IX. " If any man says that the man alone
bora of Mary is the Son : let him be ana-
thema.
X. " If any man though saying that God and
Man was born of Mary, understands thereby
the Unborn God : let him be anathema.
XI. " If any man hearing The Word zOas

made Flesh s thinks that the Word was trans-
formed into Flesh, or says that He siiff"ered
change in taking Flesh : let him be anathema.
XII. " If any man hearing that the only
Son of God was crucified, says that His
divinity suffered corruption, or pain, or change,
or diminution, or destruction: let him be
anatliema.
XIII. "If any man says Let us viake man^
was not spoken by the Father to the Son,
but by God to Himself: let him be anathema.
XIV. "If any man says that the Son did
not appear to Abraham, but the Unborn God,
or a part of Him : let him be anathema.
XV. " If any man says that the Son did
not wrestle with Jacob as a man, but the
Unborn God, or a part of Him: let him be
anathema.
XVI. " If any man does not understand The
Lord rained from the Lord to be spoken of the
Father and the Son, but that the Father
rained from Himself: let him be anathema.
For the Lord the Son rained from the Lord
the Father.
XVII. " If any man says that the Lord and
the Lord, the Father and the Son are two
Gods, because of the aforesaid words : let him
be anathema. For we do not make the Son
tlie equal or peer of the Father, but under-
stand the Son to be subject. For He did not
come down to Sodom without the Father's
will, nor rain from Himself hut from the Lord,
to wit by the Father's authority ; nor does
He sit at the Father's right hand by His
own autliority, but He hears the Father
saying. Sit thou on Afy right ha/idT.
XVIII. " If any man says that the Father
and the Son and the Holy Ghost are one
Person : let him be anathema.
XIX. "If any man speaking of the Holy
Ghost the Paraclete says that H!e is the
Unborn God : let him be anathema.
XX.. "If any man denies that, as the Lord
has taught u.s the Paraclete is different from the
Son ; for He said. And the Father shall send
you another Comforter, whom L shall ask ^ : let
him be anathema.
XXI. " If any man says that the Holy Spirit

is a part of the Father or of the Son : let him
be anathema.
XXII. "If any m.an says that the Father
and the Son ami the Holy Spirit are three
Gods : let him be anathema.

XXIII. "If any man after the example of
the Jews understands as said for the destruc-
tion of the Eternal Only-begotten God the
words, / am the first God, and I am the last

S John t. 14. 6 Gen. i. 26.

8 John *iv. 16.

1 Ps. cix X.
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God, and beside Me there is no God 9, which
were spoken for the destruction of idols and
them that are no gods: let him be anathema.

XXIV. "If any man says that the Son was
made by the will of Go'l, like any object in
creation : let him be anathema.
XXV. " If any man says that the Son was
born against the will of the Father : let him be
anathema. For the Father was not forced
against His own will, or induced by any neces-
sity of nature to beget the Son : but as soon as
He willed, before time and without passion He
begat Him of Himself and shewed Him forth.
XXVI. " If any man says that the Son is
incapable of birth and without beginning,
saying as though there were two incapable of
birth and unborn and without beginning, and
makes two Gods : let him be anathema. For
the Head, which is the beginning of all things,
is the Son ; but the Head or beginning of
Christ is God : for so to One who is witliout
beginning and is the beginning of all things,
we refer the whole world through Christ.
XXVII. " Once more we strengthen the
understanding of Christianity by saying. If any
man denies that Christ who is God and Son of
God, personally existed before time began and
aided the Father in the perfecting of all things;
but says that only from the time that He was
born of Mary did He gain the name of Christ
and Son and a beginning of His deity : let him
be anathema."

39. The necessity of the moment urged the
Council to set forth a wider and broader ex-
position of the creed including many intricate
questions, because the heresy which Photinus
was reviving was sapping our Catholic home
by many secret mines. I'heir purpose was to
oppose every form of stealthy subtle heresy by
a corresponding form of pure and unsullied
faith, and to have as many complete explan-
ations of the faith as there were instances of
peculiar faithlessness. Immediately after the
universal and unquestioned statement of the
Christian mysteries, the explanation of the
faith against the heretics begins as follows.
I. "But those who say that the Son is
sprung from things non-existent, or from an-
other substance and not from God, and that
there was a time or age when He was not, the
holy Catholic Church regards as aliens."
40. What ambiguity is there here ? What is
omitted that the consciousness of a sincere
faith could suggest ? He does not spring from
things non-existent : therefore His origm has
existence. There is no other substance ex-
tant to be His origin, but that of God : there-
fore nothing else can be born in Him but all

9 Isai. xliv. 6.

that is God ; because His existence is not from
nothing, and He draws subsistence from no
other source. He does not differ in time:
therefore the Son like the Father is eternal.
And so the Unborn Father and the Only-
begotten Son share all the same qualities.
They are equal in years, and that very simi-
larity between the sole-existing paternal essence
and its offspring prevents distinction in any
quality.
II. "If any man says that the Father and
the Son are two Gods : let him be anathema.
III. " And if any man says that God is one,
but does not confess that Christ who is God
and eternal Son of God ministered to the
Father in the creation of all things : let him be
anathema."

41. The very statement of the name as our
religion states it gives us a clear insight into
the fact. For since it is condemned to say
that the Father and the Son are two Gods,
and it is also accursed to deny that the Son is
God, any opinion as to the substance of the
one being different from that of the other in
asserting two Gods is excluded. For there is no
other essence, except that of God the Father,
from which God the Son of God was born
before time. For since we are compelled to
confess God the Father, and roundly declare
that Christ the Son of God is God, and be-
tween these two truths lies the impious con-
fession of two Gods : They must on the ground
of their identity of nature and name be one in
the kind of their essence if the name of their
essence is necessarily one.
IV. " If any one dares to say that the
Unborn God, or a part of Him, was born of
Mary: let him be anathema."
42. The fact of the essence declared to be
one in the Father and the Son having one
name on account of their similarity of nature
seemed to offer an opportunity to heretics
to declare that the Unborn God, or a part
of Him, was born of Mary. The danger was
met by the wholesome resolution that he who
declared this should be anathema. For the
unity of the name which religion employs and
which is based on the exact similarity of their
natural essence, has not repudiated the Person
of the begotten essence so as to represent,
under cover of the unity of name, that the
substance of God is singular and undifferen-
tiated because we predicate one name for the
essence of each, that is

,

predicate one God,
on account of the exactly similar substance
of the undivided nature in each Person.
V. " If any man say that the Son existed
before Mary only according to foreknowledge
or predestination, and denies that He was
born of the Father before the ages and with
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God, and that all things were made through

Ilim : let liim be anathema."

43. While denying that the God of us all,
the Son of God, existed before He was born
in bodily form, some assert that lie existed
according to foreknowledge and jjredestina-

tion, and not according to the essence of
a personally subsistent nature : that is

,

be-

cause the Father predestined tiie Son to have

existence some day by being born of the
Virgin, He was announced to us by the
Father's foreknowledge rather than born and

existent before the ages in the substance of
the divine nature, and that all things which

He Himself spake in the prophets conceriiyig
the mysteries of His incarnation and passion
were simply said concerning Him by the
Father according to His foreknowledge. Con-
sequently this perverse doctrine is condemned,

so that we know that the Only-begotten Son

of God was born of the Father before all
worlds, and formed the worlds and all creation,
and that He was not merely predestined to
be born.
VI. "If any man says that the substance
of God is expanded and contracted : let him

be anathema."

44. To contract and expand are bodily af-
fections : but God who is a Spirit and breathes
where He listeth, does not expand or contract
Himself through any change of substance. Re-
maining free and outside the bond of any
bodily nature. He supplies out of Himself what
He wills, when He wills, and where He wills.
Therefore it is impious to ascribe any change
of substance to such an unfettered Power.
VII. "If any man says that the expanded
substance of God makes the Son, or names
Son His expanded substance : let him be
anathema."

45. The above opinion, although meant to
teach the immutability of God, yet prepared
the way for the following heresy. Some have
ventured to say that the Unborn God by ex-
pansion of His substance extended Himself as
far as the holy Virgin, in order that this ex-
tension produced by the increase of His nature
and assuming manhood might be called Son.
They denied that the Son who is perfect God
born before time began was the same as He
who was afterwards born as Man. Therefore
the Catholic Faith condemns all denial of the
inmiutability of the Father and of the birth of
the Son.
VIII. "If any man says that the Son is the
internal or uttered Word of God : let him be
anathema."

46. Heretics, destroying as far as in them
hes the Son of God, confess Him to be only
tlic word, going forth as an utterance from the

VOL. IX.

speaker's lips and the unembodied sound o^
an imnersoual voice : so that God the Falhi r

has as Son a word resembling any word we
utter in virtue of our inborn puwer of s]ieaking.
Therefore this dangerous deceit is condemned,
which asserts that God the Word, who was in
the beginning with God, is only the word of

a voice sometimes internal and sometimes
expressed.
IX. " If any man says that the man alone
born of Mary is the Son : let him be ana-
thema."
We cannot declare that the Son of God is

born of Mary without declaring Him to be
both Man and God. But lest the declaration
that Me is both God and Man should give
occasion to deceit, the Council immediately
ad<ls,

X. " If any man though saying that God
and Man was born of Mary, understands
thereby the Unborn God : let him be ana-
thema "

47. Thus is preserved both the name and
power of the divine substance. For since he

is anathema who says that the Son of God b
y

Mary is man and not God ; and he falls under
the same condemnation who says that the Un-
born God became man : God made' Man is

not denied to be God but denied to be the
Unborn God, the Father being distinguished
from the Son not under the head of nature or
by diversity of substance, but only by such
pre-eminence as His birthless nature gives.
XL " If any man hearing The Word was
made Flesh thinks that the Word was trans-
formed into Flesh, or says that He suffered
change in taking Flesh : let him be ana-

thema."

48. This preserves the dignity of the God-
head : so that in the fact that the Word was
made Flesh, the Word, in becoming Fle.sh, has

not lost through being Flesh what constituted

the Word, nor has become transformed into

Flesh, so as to cease to be the Word ;

but the Word was made Flesh ' in order
that the Flesh might begin to be what the

Word is. Else whence came to His Flesh
miraculous power in working, glory on the

Mount, knowledge of the thoughts of human
hearts, calmness in His passion, life in His
death ? God knowing no change, when made
Flesh lost nothing of the prerogitives of His
substance.
XII. " If any man hearing that the only Son

> Tlte Flesh, without ceasingto be trul^ flesh, i
s represented

as becomingdivine lilce the Word. That is, the huinanitjr he-
coines so endowed with power, and knowledge, and holiness
through the unctiunol theHoly Ghost that its natural properties
are "deified." These and similar phrasesare freely used i>ythe
Fathers of the fourth century,and may be comparedwith John

i. 14,and 2 Pet i. 4.
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of God was crucified, says tliat His divinity suf-
fered corruption or pain or cliange or diminu-

tion or destruction : let liim be anathema."

49. It is clearly shewn wliy ihe Word, though
He was made Flesh, was nevertheless not
transformed into Flesh. Though these kinds
of suffering affect the infirmity of the flesh, yet
God the ^Vord when made Flesh could not
change under suffering. Suffering and change
are not identical. Suffering of every kind
causes all flesh to change through sensitive-
ness and endurance of pain. But the Word
tliat was made Flesh, although He made Him-
self subject to suffering, was nevertheless un-

changed by the liability to suffer. For He
was able to suffer, and yet the Word was not
passible. Passibility denotes a nature that is
weak ; but suffering in itself is the endurance
of pains inflicted, and since the Godhead is
imniutable and yet the Word was made Flesh,
sucli pains found in Him a material which they
could affect though the Person of the Word
hnd no infirmity or passibility. And so when
He suffered His Nature remained immutable,
because like His Father, His Person is of an
impassible essence, though it is born".
XHI. "If any man says Let us make man'i
was not spoken by the Father to the Son, but
by God to Himself: let him be anatliema.
XIV. " If any man says that the Son did not
appear to Abraham ■

»
,

but the Unborn God, or

a part of Him : let him be anathema.
XV. " If any man says that the Son did not
wrestle with Jacob as a man s, but the Unborn
God, or a part of Him : let him be anatliema.
XVI. " If any man does not understand The
Lord rained from the Lord^ to be s;)oken of the
Father and the Son, but says that the Father
rained from Himself: let him be anathema.
For the Lord the Son rained from the Lord
the Father."

50. These points had to be inserted into
the creed bemuse Photinus, against whom the
synod was held, denied them. 'J'iiey were in-
serted lest any one should dare to assert that
the Son of God did not exist befoie the Son
of the Virgin, and. sliould attach to the Unborn
God with the foolish perversity of an insane
heresy all the above passages which ref^-r to
the Son of God, and while applying them to

=Passibility may not be afRrmedof the divine nature of
Christ whicii is incapable of any change or limitation witlun
itself. At the sametime the Word maybe said to liavesuffered
inasmuchas tiie sufferingaffectedthe fleshwhicli He assntued.
Tliis subjectwas afterwardscarefully developedby St, John of
Damn^cusTreplopeoSofovTrt'trTewy,III. 4. in c 79,Hilary criti-
cisestheArian statementthat the Son "jointly suffered," a word
whicli meantthat the divine nature of the Son shared in the
sufferingswhich were enduredby His humanity. This phrase,
like the statementof Alius that the Logos was "capable of
chan;;e" impliedthat theSononlypossesseda secondarydivinity.

3 Gen. i. 26. 4 lb. xviii. i. 5 lb. xxxii. 26.

^ lb. xix. 24.

the Father, deny the Person of the Son. The
clearness of these statements absolves us from
the necessity of interpreting them.
XVII. " If any man says that the Lord
and the Lord, the Father and the Son, arc
two Gods because of the aforesaid words :

let him be anathema. For we do not ninkc
the Son the equal or peer of the Father, hut
understand the Son to be subject. For He
did not come down to Sodom without the
Father's will, nor rain from Himself but/;w//
the Lord, to wit, by the Father's authority ;

nor does He sit at the father's right hand
by His own authority, but because He liears
the Father sa3'ing. Sit Thou on My ri"ht
hand!."

51. The foregoing and the following state-
ments utterly remove any ground for sus-
pecting that this definition asserts a diversity
of different deities in the Lord and the Lord.
No comparison is made because it was seen
to be impious to say that there are two Gods :

not that they refrain from making the Son
equal and peer of the Father in order to deny
that He is God. For, since he is anathema
who denies that Christ is God, it is not on
that score tliat it is profane to speak of two
equal Gods. God is One on account of the
true character of His natural essence and be-
cause from the Unborn God the Father, who

is the one God, the Only-begotten God the Son

is born, and draws His divine Being only from
God ; and since the essence of Him who is

begotten is exactly similar to the essence of
Him who begat Him, there must be one
name for the exactly similar nature. That the
Son is not on a level with the Father and is

not equal to Him is chiefly shewn in the fact
that He was subjected to Him to render
obedience, in that the Lord mined from the
Lord and that the Father did not, as Photinus
and Sabellius say, rain from Himself, as the
Lord from the J.ord ; in that He then sat
down at the right hand of God when it was
told Him to scat Himself; in that He is sent,

in that He receives, in that He submits in
all things to the will of Him who sent Him.
But the subordination of filial love is not

a diminution of essence, nor does pious duty
cause a degeneration of nature, since in spite
of the fact that both the Unborn Father is

God and the Only-begotten Son of God is

God, God is nevertheless One, and the sub-
jection and dignity of the Son are both taught
in that by being called Son He is made sub-
ject to that name which because it implies
that God is His Father is yet a name which
denotes His nature. Having a name which

J Ps. ex. I.
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belongs to Him whose Son He is
,

He is

subject to the Father both in service and
name ; yet in such a way that the subor-
dination of His name bears witness to the
true character of His natural and exactly
similar essence.
XVHI. " If any man says that the Father
and the Son are one Person : let him be
anathema."

52. Sheer perversity calls for no contra-
diction : and yet the mad frenzy of certain
men has been so violent as to dare to predi-
cate one Person with two names.
XIX. " If any man speaking of the Holy
Ghost the Paraclete say that He is the .Un-
born God : let him be anathema."

53. The farther clause makes liable to
anathema the predicating Unborn God of the
Paraclete. For it is most impious to say that
He who was sent by the Son for our conso-
lation is the Unborn God.
XX. " If any man deny that, as the Lord
has taught us, the Paraclete is different from
the Son ; for He said. And the Father shall
send you another Comforter, whom I shall ask :

let him be anathema."

54. We remember that the Paraclete was
sent by the Son, and at the beginning the
creed explained this. But since through the
virtue of His nature, which is exactly similar,
the Son has frequently called His own works
the works of the Father, saying, / do the works

o
j

My Father^ : so when He intended to send
the Paraclete, as He often promised, He said
sometimes that He was to be sent from the
Father, in that He was piously wont to refer
all that He did to the Father. And from this
the heretics often seize an opportunity of say-
ing that the Son Himself is the Paraclete :

while by the fact that He promised to pray
that another Comforter should be sent from
the Father, He shews the difference between
Him who is sent and Him who asked.
XXI. " If any man says that the Holy
Spirit is a part of the Fatlier or of the Son :

let him be anathema."

55. The insane frenzy of the heretics, and
not any genuine difficulty, rendered it neces-
sary that this should be written. For since
the name of Holy Spirit has its own signifi-
cation, and the Holy Spirit the Paraclete has
the office and rank peculiar to His Person,
and since the P'ather and the Son are every-
where declared to be immutable : how could
the Holy Spirit be asserted to be a part either
of the Father cr of the Son ? But since this
folly is often affirmed amid other follies by

8 John X. 37.

godless men, it was needful that the pious
should condemn it.
XXII. "If any man says that the Father
and the Son and the Holy Spirit are three
Gods : let him be anathema."

56. Since it is contrary to religion to say
that there are two Gods, because we remember
and declare that nowhere has it been affirmed
that there is more than one God : how much
more worthy of condemnation is it to name
three Gods in the Father, Son, and Holy
Ghost ? Nevertheless, since heretics say this.
Catholics rightly condemn it.
XXIII. " If any man, after the example
of the Jews, understand as said for the de-
struction of the Eternal Only-begotten God, the
words, / am the first God, and 1 am the last
God, and beside Me there is no God 9, which
were spoken for the destruction of idols and
them that are no gods : let him be ana-
thema."

57. Though we condemn a plurality of gods
and declare that God is only one, we cannot
deny that the Son of God is God. Nay, the
true character of His nature causes the name
that is denied to a plurality to be the privilege
of His essence. The words. Beside Me there

is no God, cannot rob the Son of His divinity :

because beside Him who is of God there is no
other God. And these words of God the Father
cannot annul the divinity of Him who was
born of Himself with an essence in no way
different from His own nature. The Jews
interpret this passage as proving the bare

unity of God, because they are ignorant of the
Only-begotten God. But we, while we deny
that there are two Gods, abhor the idea of

a diversity of natural essence in the Father
and the Son. The words. Beside Me there is
no God, take away an impious belief in false

gods. In confessing that God is One, and also
saying that the Son is God, our use of the
same name affirms that there is no difference

of substance between the two Persons.
XXIV. " If any man says that the Son was
made by the will of God, like any object in
creation : let him be anathema."

58. To all creatures the will of God has
given substance : but a perfect birth gave to

the Son a nature from a substance that is

impassible and itself unborn. All created
things are such as God willed them to be : but

the Son who is born of God has such a per-
sonality as God has. God's nature did not

produce a nature unlike itself: but the Son

begotten of God's substance has derived the
essence of His nature by virtue of His origiii,

9 Is. xlir. 6.

C 2
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not from an act of will after the manner of
creatures.
XXV. " If any man says that the Son was
born against the will of the Father : let In'm be-

anathema. For the Father was not fom-ri
against His own will, or induced nf;ainst His
will by any necessity of nature, to beget His
Son ; but as soon as He willed, before time
and without passion He begat Him of Himself
and shewed Him forth."

59. Since it was taught that the Son did

not, like all other thing.s, owe His existence to
God's will, lest He should be thought to derivc
His essence only at His Father's will and not
in virtue of His own nature, an opportunity
seemed thereby to be eiven to heretics to

attribute to God the Father a necessity of be-
getting the Son from Flimself, as though He
had brought forth the Son by a law of nature
in spite of Himself. But such liability to be
acted upon does not exist in God the Father :
in the ineffable and perfect birth of the Son it
was neither mere will that begat Him nor was
the Father's essence changed or forced at the

bidding of a natural law. Nor was any sub-
stance sought for to beget Him, nor is the
nature of the Begetter changed in the Be-
gotten, nor is the Father's unique name affected
by time. Before all time the Father, out of
the essence of His nature, with a desire that
was subject to no passion, gave to the Son
a birth that conveyed the essence of His
nature.
XXVI. " If any man says that the Son is
incajiable of birth and without beginning,
speaking as though there were two incapable
of birth and unborn and without beginning,
and makes two Gods : let him be anathema.
For the Head, which is the beginning of all
tilings, is the Son ; but the Head or beginning
of Christ is God : for so to One who is without
beginning and is the beginning of all things,
we refer the whole world throuc<h Christ."
60. To declare the Son to be incapabl; of
birth is the height of impiety. God would no
longer be One : for tlie nature of the one Un-
born God demands that we should confess
that God is one. Since therefore God is one,
there cannot be two incapable of birth : be-
cause God is one (although both the Father is
Clod and the Son of God is God) for the very
leason that incapability of birth is the only
cjualiiy that can belong to one Person only.
'I'he Son is God for the very reason that He
derives His birth from that essence which can-
not be born. Therefore our holy faith rejects
the idea that the Son is incapable of birth in
order to predicate one God incapable of birth
and consequently one God, and in order to
embrace the Only-begotten nature, begotten

from the unborn essence, in the one name of
the Unborn God. For the Head of all things
is the Son : but the Head of the Son is God.
And to one God through this stepping-stone
;ind by this confession all things are referred,
since the whole world takes its beginning from
Him to whom God Himself is the beginning.
XXVJI. "Once more we strengthen the
understanding of Christianity by saying. If any
man denies that Christ, who is God and the
.Son of God, existed before time began and
aided the Father in the perfecting of all things ;
but says that only from the time that He was
born of Mary diet He gain the name of Christ
and Son and a beginning of His deity : let
him be anathema."
61. A condemnation of that heresy on ac-
count of which the Synod was held necessarily
concluded with an explanation of the whole
faith that was being opposed. This heresy
falsely stated that the beginning of the Son of
God dated from His birth of Mary. Accord-
ing to evangelical and apostolic doctrine the
corner-stone of our faith is that our Lord Jesus
Christ, who is God and Son of God, cannot
be separated from the Father in title or

power or difference of substance or interval
of time.
62. You perceive that the truth has been
sought by many paths through the advice and

opinions of different bishops, and the ground
of their views has been set forth by the
separate declarations inscribed in this creed.

Every separate point of heretical assertion has
been successfully refuted. The infinite and
boundless God cannot be made compre-
hensible by a few words of human speech.
Brevity often misleads both learner and

teacher, and a concentrated discourse either
causes a subject not to be understood, or

spoils the meaning of an argument where
a thing is hinted at, and is not proved by full

demonstration. The bishops fully understood
this, and therefore have used for the purpose
of teaching many definitions and a profusion
of words that the ordinary understanding
might find no difificulty, but that their hearers

might be saturated with the truth thus differ-

ently expressed, and that in treating of divine
things these adequate and manifold definitions

might leave no room for danger or obscurity.

63. You must not be surprised, dear bre-
thren, that so many creeds have recently been

written. The frenzy of heretics makes it neces-
sary. The danger of the Eastern Churches is
so great that it is rare to find either priest or

layman that belongs to this faith, of the ortho-
doxy of which you may judge. Certain in-
dividuals have acted so wrongly as to support
the side of evil, and the strength of the wicked
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lias been increased by the exile of some of tlie
tiishops, the cause of which you are acquainted
ivith. I am not speaking about distant events
ov writing down incidents of which 1 know
nothing : I have heard and seen the faults
which we now have to combat. They are not
liymen but bishops who are guilty. Except
tlie bishop Eleusius ' and his few comrades,
the greater part of the ten provinces of Asia,
in which I am now slaying, really know not
God. Would that they knew nothing about
Him, for their ignorance would meet with
a readier pardon than their detraction. These
faitliful bishops do not keep silence in their
pain. They seek for the unity of that faith
of which others have long since robbed tliem.
The necessity of a united exposition of that
faith was first felt when Hosius forgot his
former deeds and words, and a fresh yet fester-
ing heresy broke out at Sirmium. Of Hosius
I say nothing, I leave his conduct in the back-
ground lest man's judgment should forget what
once he was. But everywhere there are scan-
dals, schisms and treacheries. Hence some
of those who had formerly written one creed
were compelled to sign another. I make no
complaint against these long-suffering Eastern
bishops, it was enough that they gave at least
a compulsory assent to the faith after they had
once been willing to blaspheme. 1 think it
a subject of congratulation that a single peni-
tent should be found among such obstinate,
blaspheming and heretical bishops. But, bre-
thren, you enjoy happiness and glory in the
Lord, who meanwhile retain and conscien-
tiously confess the whole apostolic faith, and
have hitherto been ignorant of written creeds.
You have not needed the letter, for you
abounded in the spirit. You required not the
office of a hand to write what you believed in
your hearts and professed unto salvation. It
was unnecessary for you to read as bishops
what you held when new-born converts. But
necessity has introduced the custom of ex-
pounding creeds and signing expositions.
Where the conscience is in danger we must
use the letter. Nor is it wrong to write what
it is wholesome to confess.

64. Kept always from guile by the gift of
the Holy Spirit, we confess and write of our
own will that there are not two Gods but one
God ; nor do we therefore deny that the Son

' Eleusius is criticised by Socrates IT. 40, for disliking any
attempt,at a repudiation of the ''Dedication" creed 01 341,
althoughthe "Dedication" creed was little better than a repu-
diationof theNiceiie creed. He was,in fact, a semi-Anan. But
Itii vigoj'ousopposition to the extremeformof Arianismand the
hopefulnesswith which Hilary always regardedthe semi-Arians,
hereinvest hiin with a reputation fur the " true knowledge oi
God." In 381he refusedto acceptthe Niceue creedor take part
In theCouncilof Constantinople.

of God is also God; for He is God of God.
We deny that there are two incapable of birth,
because God is one through the prerogative
of being incapable of birth ; nor does it follow
that the Unbegotten is not God, for His
source is the Unborn substance. There is
not one subsistent Person, but a similar sub-
stance in both Persons. There is not one
name of God applied to dissimilar natures,
but a wholly similar essence belonging to one
name and nature. One is not superior to the
other on account of the kind of His substance,
but one is subject to the other because born
of the other. The Father is greater because
He is Father, the Son is not the less be-
cause He is Son. The difference is one of
the meaning of a name and not of a nature.
We confess that the Father is not affected
by time, but do not deny that the Son is
equally eternal. We assert that the Father
is in the Son because the Son has nothing
in Himself unlike the Father: we confess that
the Son is in the Father because the existence
of the Son is not from any other source. We
recognize that their nature is mutual and
similar because equal : we do not think them
to be one Person because they are one : w^
declare that they are through the similarity
of an identical nature one, in such a way that
they nevertheless are not one Person.

65. I have expounded, beloved brethren, my
belief in our common faith so far as our wonted
human speech permitted and the Lord, whom
I have ever besought, as He is my witness,
has given me power. If I have said too little,
nay, if I have said almost nothing, I ask you
to remember that it is not belief but words
that are lacking. Perhaps I shall thereby
prove that my human nature, though not my
will, is weak : and I pardon my human nature
if it cannot speak as it would of God, for it
is enough for its salvation to have believed
the things of God.
66. Since your faith and mine, so far as
I am conscious, is in no danger before God,
and I have shewn you, as you wished, the
creeds that have been set forth by the Eastern

bishops (though I repeat that they were few
in number, for, considering how numerous the

Eastern Churches are, that faith is held by

few), I have also declared my own convictions
about divine things, according to the doctrine

of the apostles. It remains for you to in-
vestigate without suspicion the points that

mislead the unguarded temper of our simple
minds, for there is now no opportunity left

of hearing. And although I shall no longer
fear that sentence will not be passed upon me
in accordance with the whole exposition of
the creed, I ask you to allow me to express
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a wish that I may not have the sentence passed
until the exposition is actually completed.

67. Many of us, beloved brethren, declare
the substance of the Father and the Son to
be one in such a spirit that I consider the
statement to be quite as much wrong as right.

The expression contains both a conscientious
conviction and the opportunity for delusion.

If we assert the one substance, understanding
it to mean the lilceness of natural qualities and
such a likeness as includes not only the species
but the genus, we assert it in a truly religious
spirit, provided we believe that the one sub-

stance signifies such a similitude of qualities
that the unity is not the unity of a monad but
of equals. By equality I mean exact similarity
so that the likeness may be called an equality,

provided that the equality imply unity because

it implies an equal pair, and that the unity
which implies an equal pair be not wrested to

mean a single Person. Therefore the one

substance will be asserted piously if it does
not abolish the subsistent personality or divide
the one substance into two, for their substance

by the true character of the Son's birth and by
their natural likeness is so free from difference
that it is called one.
68. But if we attribute one substance to
the Father and the Son to teach that there
is a solitary personal existence although de-
noted by two titles : then though we confess
the Son with our lips we do not keep Him
in our hearts, since in confessing one substance
we then really say that the Father and the Son
constitute one undifferentiated Person. Nay,
there immediately arises an opportunity for
the erroneous belief that the Father is divided,
and that He cut off a portion of Himself to be
His Son. That is what the heretics mean
when they say the substance is one : and the
terminology of our good confession so gratifies
them that it aids heresy when the word o/io-
nwcriosis left by itself, undefined and ambiguous.
There is also a third error. When the Father
and the Son are said to be of one substance
this is thought to imply a prior substance,
which the two equal Persons both possess.
Consequently the word implies three things,
one original substance and two Persons, who
are as it were fellow-heirs of this one substance.
For as two fellow-heirs are two, and the
heritage of which they are fellow-heirs is
anterior to them, so the two equal Persons
might appear to be sharers in one anterior
substance. The assertion of the one substance
of the Father and the Son signifies either that
there is one Person who has two titles, or
one divided substance that has made two
imperfect substances, or that there is a third
prior substance which has been usurped and

assumed by two and which is called one be-
cause it was one before it was severed into
two. Where then is there room for the Son's
birth ? Where is the Father or the Son, if these
names are explained not by the birth of the
divine nature but a severing or sharing of one
anterior substance ?

69. Therefore amid the numerous dangers
which threaten the faith, brevity of words
must be employed sparingly, lest what is
piously meant be thought to be impiously
expressed, and a word be judged guilty of

occasioning heresy when it has been used in
conscientious and unsuspecting innocence.
A Catholic about to state that the substance
of the Father and the Son is one, must not
begin at that point : nor hold this word all

important as though true faith did not exist
where the word was not used. He will be
safe in asserting the one substance if he has
first said that the Father is unbegotten, that the
Son is born, that He draws His personal
subsistence from the Father, that He is like
the Father in might, honour and nature, that

He is subject to the Father as to the Author
of His being, that He did not commit robbery
by making Himself equal with God, in whose
form He remained, that He was obedient unto
death. He did not spring from nothing, but
was born. He is not incapable of birth but
equally eternal. He is not the Father, but
the Son begotten of Him. He is not any
portion of God, but is whole God. He is
not Himself the source but the image; the
image of God born of God to be God. He
is not a creature but is' God. Not another
God in the kind of His substance, but the one
God in virtue of the essence of His exactly
similar substance. God is not one in Person
but in nature, for the Born and the Begetter
have nothing different or unlike. After saying
all this, he does not err in declaring one sub-
stance of the Father and the Son. Nay, if
he now denies the one substance he sins.

70. Therefore let no one think that our
words were meant to deny the one substance.

We are giving the very reason why it should
not be denied. Let no one think that the
word ought to be used by itself and unex-

plained. Otherwise the word o/noouo-ios is not

used in a religious spirit. I will not endure to
hear that Christ was born of Mary unless I
also hear. In the beginning was the Word, and
the Word was God''. I will not hear Christ
was hungry, unless I hear that after His fast of
forty days He said, Man doth not live by bread
alone'i. I will not hear He thirsted unless
I also hear, Whosoever drinketh of the water

" John i. i. 3 Matt. iv. 4.
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that Ishall give him shall never thirst ^. I will
not hear Christ suffered unless I hear, The hour
is come that the Son of man should be glorified^.
I will not hear He died unless I hear He rose
again. Let us bring forward no isolated point
of the divine mysteries to rouse the suspicions
of our hearers and give an occasion to the
blasphemers. We must first preach the birth
and subordination of the Son and the likeness
of His nature, and then we may preach in
godly fashion that the Father and the Son are
of one substance. I do not personally under-
stand why we ought to preach before every-
thing else, as the most valuable and important
of doctrines and in itself sufficient, a truth
which cannot be piously preached before fether

truths, although it is impious to deny it after
them.

71. Beloved brethren, we must not deny
that there is one substance of the Father and
the Son, but we must not declare it wilhout
giving our reasons. The one substance must
be derived from the true character of the be-
gotten nature, not from any division, any con-
fusion of Persons, any sharing of an anterior
substance. It may be right to assert the one
substance, it may be right to keep silence
about it. You believe in tiie birth and you
believe in the likeness. Why should the word
cause mutual suspicions, when we view the
fact in the same way? Let us believe and
say that there is one substance, but in virtue
of the true character of the nature and not to
imply a blasphemous unity of Persons. Let
the oneness be due to the fact that there are
similar Persons and not a solitary Person.

72. But perhaps the word similarity may
not seem fully appropriate. If so, I ask how
I can express the equality of one Person with
the other except by such a word ? Or is to
be like not the saine thing as to be equal ?
If I say the divine nature is one I am sus-
pected of meaning that it is undifferentiated :
if I say the Persons are similar, I mean that
I compare what is exactly like. I ask what
position equal holds between like and onel
I enquire whether it means similarity rather
than singularity. Equality does not exist be-
tween things unlike, nor does similarity exist in
one. What is the difference between those
that are similar and those that are equal ? Can
one equal be distinguished from the other?
So those who are equal are not unlike. If
then those who are unlike are not equals, what
tan those who are hke be but equals ?

73. Therefore, beloved brethren, in declar-
ing that the Son is hke in all things to the
Father, we declare nothing else tlian that He

is equal. Likeness means perfect equality,
and this fact we may gather from the Holy
Scriptures, And Adam lived two hundred and
thirty years, and begat a soti according to his
ojtm image and according to his own likeness ,
and called his name Seth ^. I ask wliat was the
nature of his likeness and image which Adam
begat in Seth? Remove bodily infivtnitics,
remove the first stage of conception, remove
birth-pangs, and every kind of human need.
1 ask whether this likeness which exists in
Seth differs in nature from the author of his
being, or whether there was in each an essence
of a different kind, so that Seth had not at his
birth the natural essence of Adam? Nay, he
had a likeness to Adam, even though we deny

it
,

for his nature was not different. This like-
ness of nature in Seth was not due to a nature
of a different kind, since Seth was begotten
from only one father, so we see that a likeness
of nature renders things equal because thi.s
likeness betokens an exactly similar essence.

Therefore every son by virtue of his natural
birth is the equal of his father, in that he has
a natural likeness to him. And with regard
to the nature of the Father and the Son the
blessed John teaches the very likeness which
looses says existed between Seth and Adam,

a likeness which is this equality of nature.
He says. Therefore the Jeivs sought the more to
kill Him, because He not only had broken the
Sabbath, but said also that God was His father,
making Himself equal with GodT. Why do we
allow minds that are dulled with the weight of
sin to interfere with the doctrines and sayings
of such holy men, and impiously match our

rash though sluggish senses against their im-

pregnable assertions? According to Moses,
Seth is the likeness of Adam, according to
John, the Son is equal to the Father, yet we
seek to find a third impossible something

between the Father and the Son. He is like
the Father, He is the Son of the Father, He

is born of Him : this fact alone justifies the
assertion that they are one.

74. I am aware, dear brethren, that there
are some who confess the likeness, but deny

the equnlity. Let them speak as they will,
and insert the poison of their blasphemy into

ignorant ears. If they say that there is a dif-
ference between likeness and equality, I ask
whence equality can be obtained ? If the Son

is like the Father in essence, might, glory and
eternity, I ask why they decline to say He is

equal ? In the above creed an anathema was
pronounced on any man who should say that

the Father was Father of an essence unlike
Himself. Therefore if He gave to Him whom

4 John iv. 13. S lb. xii. 23. ' Gen. 7 John V. 18.
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He begat without effect upon Himself a nature
which was neither another nor a different
nature, He cannot have given Him any other
than His own. Likeness then is the sharing
of what is one's own, the sharing of one's
own is eqiiahty, and equahty admits of no
difference ^. 'I'hose things which do not differ
at all are one. So the Father and the Son are

one, not by unity of Person but by equality of
nature.

75. Although general conviction and divine
authority sanction no difference between like-
ness and equality, since both Moses and John
would lead us to believe the Son is like the
Father and also His equal, yet let us consider
whether the Lord, when the Jews were angry
with Him for calling God His Father and thus
making Himself equal with God, did Himself
teach tliat He was equal with God. He says,
The Son can do nothing of Himself, hut what
He seeth the Father do 9. He shewed that the
Father originates by saying Can do nothing of
Himself, He calls attention to His own obe
dience by adding, but what He seeth the Father
do. There is no difference of might, He says
He can do nothing that He does not see,
because it is His nature and not His sight
that gives Him power. But His obedience
consists in His being able only when He sees.
And so by the fact that He has power when
He sees, He shews that He does not
gain power by seeing but claims power on the
authority of seeing. The natural might does
not differ in Father and Son, the Son's equality
of power with the Father not being due to any
increase or advance of the Son's nature but to
the Father's example. In short that honour
which the Son's subjection retained for the
Father belongs equally to the Son on the
strength of His nature. He has Himself
added, \]luit things soever He doeth, these also
doelh the Son likeivise'i'^. Surely then the like-
ness implies equality. Certainly it does, even
though we deny it : for these also doeth the Son
likewise. Are not things done likewise the
same? Or do not the same things admit
equality ? Is there any other difference between
likeness and equality, when things that are
done likewise are understood to be made the
same ? Unless perchance any one will deny
that the same things are equal, or deny that
similar things are equal, for things that are
•lone in like manner are not only declared to
be equal but to be the same things.
76. Therefore, brethren, likeness of nature

^Piojoicla::, or shaihig one'smvn Tile word frofrietas isnot licre used m a tsciinical sense. In its techiii>:alsensefro-pnetas or liidr.)! sigiiif.es the specl.il property of each Person01the Uodhcad,ana the woid is used to securethe distinctionsof the thiee Personsandexclnje any Sabellianinisunderstandiiie.9 John V. 19. 9« Ih
°

can be attacked by no cavil, and the Son
cannot be said to lack the true qualities of
the Father's nature because He is like Hiin.
No real likeness exists where there is no
equality of nature, and equality of nature
cannot exist unless it imply unity, not unity
of person but of kind. It is right to believe,
religious to feel, and wholesome to confess]
that we do not deny that the substance of
the Father and the Son is one because it
is similar, and that it is similar because they
are one.

77. Beloved, after explaining in a faithftil
and godly manner the meaning of the phrases
one substance, in Greek ojinovaiov, and similar
substance or Snowviriov, and shewing very com-
pletely the faults which may arise from a
deceitful brevity or dangerous simplicity of
language, it only remains for me to address
myself to the holy bishops of the East. We
have no longer any mutual suspicions about
our faith, and those wliich before now have
been due to mere misunderstanding are being
cleared away. They will pardon me if I pro-
ceed to speak somewhat freely with them
on the basis of our common faith.
78. Ye who have begun to be eager for
apostolic and evangelical doctrine, kindled
by the fire of faith amid the thick darkness
of a night of heresy, with how great a hope
of recalling the true faith have you inspired
us by consistently checking the bold attack
of infidelity ! In former days it was only
in obscure corners that our Lord Jesus Christ
was denied to be the Son of God according
to His nature, and was asserted to have no
share in the Father's essence, but like the
creatures to have received His origin from
things that were not. But the heresy now
bursts f^.rth backed by civil authority, and
what it once muttered in secret it has of late
boasted of in open triumph. Whereas in
former times it has tried by secret mines to
creep into the Catholic Church, it has now
put forth every power of this world in the
fawning manners of a false religion. For the
pet;versiiy of these men has been so audacious
that when they dared not preach this doctrine
publicly themselves, they beguiled the Emperor
to give them hearing. For they diti beguile
an ignorant sovereign so successfully that
though he was busy with war he expounded
their infidel creed, and before he was regen-
erate by baptism imposed a form of faith
upon the churches. Opposing bishops they
drove into exile. They drove me also to wish
for exile, by trying to force me to commit
blasphemy. May 1 always be an exile, if only
the truth begins to be preached again! I thank
God that the Emperor, through your warnings,
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acknowledged liis ignorance, and through these
your definitions of faiih came to recognize
an error which was not his own but that of
his advisers. He freed himself from the re-
proach of impiety in the eyes of God and men,
when he respectfully received your embassy,
and after you had won from him a confession
of his ignorance, shewed his knowledge of
the hypocrisy of the men whose influence
brought him under this reproach.

79. These are deceivers, I both fear and
believe they are deceivers, beloved brethren ;
for they have ever deceived. This very docu-
ment is marked by hypocrisy. They excuse
themselves for having desired silence as to
ojioouirfoj/ and o/ioioiVioi' on tlie ground Hhat

they taught that the meaning of the words
was identical. Rustic bishops, I trow, and
untutored in the significance of opooiatnv :
as though there had never been any Council
about the matter, or any dispute. But suppose
ihey did not know what oiioaiaiov was, or were

really unaware that 6/ioiovcrioi' meant of a like
essence. Granted that they were ignorant
of this, why did they wish to be ignorant of
the generation of the Son? If it cannot be
expressed in words, is it therefore unknow-
able? But if we cannot know Aew He was
born, can we refuse to know even this, that
God the Son being born not of another sub-
stance but of God, has not an essence differing
from the Father's? Have they not read that
the Son is to be honoured even as the Father,
that they prefer the Father in honour ? Were
ihey ignorant that the Father is seen in the
Son, that they make the Son differ in dignity,
splendour and majesty? Is this due to ignor-
ance that the Son, like all other things, is
made subject to the Father, and while thus
subjected is not distinguished from them ?
A distinction does exist, for the subjection
of the Son is filial reverence, the subjection of
all other things is the weakness of things
created. Tliey knew that He sufiered, but
when, may I ask, did they come to know that
He jointly suffered? They avoid the words
oiiouitnitv and ofioiiiiani; because they are not
in Scripture : I enquire whence they gathered
that the Son jointly suffered ? C.nn they mean
that there were two Tcrsons who suffered ?
'I'liis is what the word leads us to believe.
What of those woids, /tsus Christ the Son
oj Goa ? Is Jesus Clinst one, and the Son
of God another? If the Son of God is not
one and the same inwardly and outwardly,
it ignorance on such a point is permissible,
then believe that they were ignorant of the
lueaning of duoouo-ioj'. But if on these points
ignorance leads to blasphemy and yet cannot
find even a false excuse, I fear that they lied

in professing ignorance of the word S/jmoiaiov.
I do not greatly complain of the pardon you
extended them ; it is reverent to reserve for
God His own prerogatives, and mistakes of
ignorance are but human. But the two
bishops, Ursacius and Valcns, must pardon
me for not believing that at their age and
with their experience they were really ignorant.
It is very difficult not to think they are lying,
seeing that it is only by a falsehood that they
can clear themselves on another score. But
God rather grant that I am mistaken than that
they really knew. For I had rather be judged
in the wrong than that j our faith should be
contiiminated by comniLmion with the guilt of
heresy.
80. Now I beseech you, holy brethren, to
listen to my anxieties with indulgence. The
Lord is my witness that in no matter do I wish
to criticise the definitions of }our faith, which
you brought to Sirmium. But forgive me if
I do not understand certain points ; I will
comfort myself with the recollection that the

spirits of the prophets are subject to the prophets '.
Perhaps I am not presumptuous in gathering
from this that I too may understand something
that another does not know. Not that I have
dared to hint that you are ignorant of anything
according to the measure of knowledge : but
for the unity of the Catholic faith suffer me
to be as anxious as yourselves.
81. Your letter on the meaning of ainoovaiov
and 6ji.inov(ri.ov, which Valens, Ursacius and
Germinius demanded should be read at Sir-
mium, I understand to have been on certain
points no less cautious than outspoken. And
with regard to ofiooia-wv and oixowiawv your
proof has left no difficulty untouched. As
to the latter, which imj^lies the similarity of
essence, our oi)inions are the same. But ia
dealing with the o^iooitnov, or the one essence,

you declared that it ought to be rejected
because the use of this word led to the idea
that there was a jwior substance which two

Persons had divided between themselves.
I see the flaw in that way of taking it. Any
such sejise is profane, and must be rejected

by the Church's connnon decision. The second
reason that you added was that our fathers,
when Paul of Samosata was pronounced a
heretic, also rejected the word i^^ooiaiov, on

the ground that by attributing this title to

God he had taught lh.it He was single and
undifferentiated, and at once Father and Son

to Himself. Wherefore the Church still re-
gards it as most profane to exclude the differ-

ent personal qualities, and, under the mask

>1Cor. xiv. 32.
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of the aforesaid expressions, to revive the

error of confounding the Persons and deny-
ing the personal distinctions in the God-
head. Thirdly you mentioned this reason for

disapproving of the onooicrwv, that in the

Council of NicEea our fathers were compelled
1.0 adopt the word on account of those who
said the Son was a creature : altliough it ought

not to be accepted, because it is not to be

found in Scripture. Your saying this causes
me some astonishment. For if the word
ofioovaiov must be repudiated on account of
its novelty, I am afraid that the word oiimovamv,
which is equally absent in Scripture, is in

some danger.
82. Eut I am not needlessly critical on this
point. For I had rather use an expression
that is new than commit sin by rejecting it.

So, then, we v.ill pass by this question of in-
novation, and see whether the real question
is not reduced to something which all our

fellow-Christians unanimously condemn. What
man in his senses will ever declare that there
is a third substance, which is common to both
the Father and the Son? And who that has
Ijeen reborn in Christ and confessed both the
Son and the Father will follow him of Samo-
sata in confessing that Christ is Himself to
Himself both Father and Son? So in con-
demning the blasphemies of the heretics we
hold the same opinion, and such an inter-
pretation of ojinoitnov we not Only reject but
hate. The question of an erroneous interpre-
tation is at an end, when we agree in con-
demning the error.

83. But when I at last turn to speak on the
third point, I pray you to let there be no
conflict of suspicions wliere there is peace at
heart. Do not think I would advance any-
thing hurtful to the progress of unity. For
it is absurd to fear cavil about a word when
the fact expressed by the word presents no
difllculty. Who objects to the fact that the
Council of NicEea ado[)ted tlie word onooia-iov}
He who does so, must ne<essarily like its re-
jection by the Arians. The Avians rejected
the word, that God the Son might not be
asserted to be born of the substance of God
tlie Father, but formed out of nothing, like
the creatures. This is no new thing tliat I
speak of. The perfidy of the Arians is to be
found in many of their letters and is its own
^\itness. If the godlessness of the negation
then gave a godly meaning to the assertion,
I ask why we should now criticise a word
which was then rigiitly adopted because it was
wrongly denied? If it was rightly adopted,
why after supporting the right should that
which extinguished the wrong be called to
account? Having been used as the instrument

of evil it came to be the instrument of
good =.

84. Let us see, therefore, what the Council of
NicEea intended by saying ojxonvaiov, that is

,

of one substance : not certainly to hatch the
heresy which arises from an erroneous inter-
pretation of d/ioouo-toK. I do not think the
Council says that the Father and the Son
divided and shared a previously existing
substance to make it their own. It will not
be adverse to religion to insert in our argu-
ment the creed whicli was then composed to
preserve religion.
" We believe in one God the Father Al-
mighty, Maker of all things visible and in-
visible :

" And in one our Lord Jesus Christ, the Son
of God, born of the Father, Only-begotten,
that is, of the substance of the Father, God of
God, Light of Light, Very God of very God,
born not made, of one substance with the
Father (which in Greek they call ofioala-wv) ;

By whom all things were made which are
in heaven and in earth. Who for our salva-
tion came down. And was incarnate. And was
made man. And suffered. And rose again the
third day. And ascended into heaven. And
shall come to judge the quick and the dead.
" And in the Holy Ghost.
" But those who say. There was when He
was not. And before He was born He was
not. And that He was made of things that
existed not, or of another substance and es-
sence, saying that God was able to change
and alter, to these the Catholic Church says
anathema."
Here the Holy Council of religious men
introduces no prior substance divided between
two Persons, but the Son born of the sub-
stance of the Father. Do we, too, deny it
,

or confess anything else ? And after other
explanations of our common faith, it says,
Born not made, of one substance with the
Father (which in Greek they call d/iiiouo-iw).
What occasion is there here for an erroneous
interpretation? The Son is declared to be
born of the substance of the Fatlier, not
made : lest while the word born implies His
divinity, the word made should imply He is

a creature. For the same reason we have

of one substance, not to teach that there is one
solitary divine Person, but that the Son is

born of the substance of God and subsists
from no other source, nor in any diversity
caused by a difference of substance. Surely
again this is our faith, that He subsists from
no other source, and Fle is not unlike the

2 Impiare se is used by Plautns, Rttci. i, 3, 8
,

in the sense
of atrepeiv. Tlie sentenceprobably refers to tlie misuse01the
word o^oovtriosby Paul of Sainosata.
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Father. Is not the meaning here of the word
ufioouo-iov that the Son is produced of the
Father's nature, the essence of the Son having
no other origin, and that both, therefore, have
one unvarying essence ? As the Son's essence
has no other origin, we may rightly believe
that both are of one essence, since the Son
could be born with no substance but that
derived from the Father's nature which was
its source.

85. But perhaps on the opposite side it will
be said that it ought to meet with disapproval,
because an erroneous interpretation is gener-
ally put upon it. If such is our fear, we
ought to erase the words of the Apostle,
There is one Mediator between God and iiien,
the man Christ Jesus^, because Photinus uses
this to support his heresy, and refuse to read
it because he interprets it mischievously. And
the fire or the sponge should annihilate the

Epistle to the Philippians, lest Marcion should
read again in it

,

And was found in fashion as

a man'', and say Christ's body was only a

phantasm and not a body. Away with the
Gospel of John, lest Sabellius learn from it

,

/ and the Father are one 5. Nor must those
who now affirm the Son to be a creature find

it written. The Father is greater than /*. Nor
must those who wish 'to declare that the Son

is unlike the Father read : But of that day and
hour knoweth no man, no, not the angels which
are in heaven, neither the Son, but the FatherT.
We must dispense, too, with the books of
Moses, lest the darkness be thought coeval
with God who dwells in the unborn light,
since in Genesis the day began to be after
the night; lest the years of Methuselah extend
later than the date of the deluge, and con-
sequently more than eight souls were saved ^ ;

lest God hearing the cry of Sodom when the
measure of its sins was full should come down
as though ignorant of the cry to see if the
measure of its sins was full according to the
cry, and be found to be ignorant of what He
knew ; lest any one of those who buried
Moses should have known his sepulchre when
he was buried ; lest these passages, as the
heretics think, should prove that the contra-
dictions of the law make it its own enemy.
So as they do not understand them, we ought
not to read them. And though I should not
have said it myself unless forced by the argu-

i I Tim, ii. 5. 4 Phil. ii. 7. 5 John x. 30.^ lb. xiv. 28. 7 Mark xiii. 32.

8 Methuselah's age was a favourite problem with the early
Churuh. See Aug. ae Civ. Dei, xv. 13,and depecc.orig. ii. 23,
where it is said to beoneof thosepointson which a Christian can
affordto be ignorant. According to the Septuagint,Methuselah
livedfor fourteenyearsafter the deluge,so thatmorethan ' eight
souls' survived,and 1 Pet. iii. 20, appearedto be incorrect.. Ac-
cording to the Hebrew and Vulgate there is no difficulty, as
Methuselah is thererepresentedas dying beforethedeluge.

ment, we must, if it seems fit, abolish all the
divine and holy Gospels with their message of
our salvation, lest their statements be found
inconsistent ; lest we should read that the
Lord who was to send the Holy Spirit was
Himself born of the Holy Spirit ; lest He
who was to threaten death by the sword to
those who should take the sword, should before
His passion command that a sword should be
brought ; lest He who was about to descend
into hell should say that He would be in para-
dise with the thief; lest finally the Apostles
should be found at fault, in that when com-
manded to baptize in the name of the Father,
and the Son, and the Holy Ghost, they bap-
tized in the name of Jesus only. I speak to
you, brethren, to you, who are no longer nour-
ished with milk, but with meat, and are strong?.
Shall we, because the wise men of the world
have not understood these things, and they
are foolish unto them, be wise as the world is

wise and believe these things foolish? Because

they are hidden from the godless, shall we
refuse to shine with the truth of a doctrine
which we understand ? We prejudice the cause
of divine doctrines when we think that they
ought not to exist, because some do not regard
them as holy. If so, we must not glory in the
cross of Christ, because it is a stumbling-block
to the world ; and we must not preach death
in connection with the living God, lest the

godless argue that God is dead.
86. Some misunderstand 6nnov<nnv ; does

that prevent me from understanding it? The
Samosatene was wrong in using the word

onooixTLov ; does that make the Arians right in
denying it? Eighty bishops once rejected it;
but three hundred and eighteen recently ac-

cepted it. And for my own part I think the
number sacred, for with such a number Abra-

ham overcame the wicked kings, and was

blessed by Him who is a type of the eternal
priesthood. The former disapproved of it to
oppose a heretic: the latter surely approved

of it to oppose a heretic. The authority of
the fathers is weighty, is the sanctity of their
successors trivial? If their opinions were con-
tradictory, we ought to decide which is the

better: but if both their approval and dis-
approval established the same fact, why do we

carp at such good decisions ?

87. But perhaps you will reply, 'Some of
those who were then present at Nicsea have

now decreed that we ought to keep silence

about the word ofiooiiuiov.' Against my will

I must answer: Do not the very same men
rule that we must keep silence about the word

oiiotovaiov? I beseech you that there may be

9 Heb. T. la.
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found no one of them but Hosius, that old

man who loves a peaceful grave too well, who

shall be found to think that we ought to keep
silence about both. Amid the fury of the

; heretics into what straits shall we fall at last,

if while we do not accept both, we keep
neither? For there seems to be no impiety
in saying that since neither is found in Scrip-

ture, we ought to confess neither or both.

88. Holy brethren, I understand by ofio-
oiainv God of God, not of an essence that
is unlike, not divided but born, and that the

Son has a birth which is unique, of the sub-
stance of the unborn God, that fie is begotten
yet co-eternal and wholly like the Father. I
believed this before I knew the word o/iouvo-ioi',
but it greatly helped my belief. \Vhy do you

condemn my faith when I express it by 6/io-
oiiTiov while you cannot disapprove it when

expressed by oyuomuo-ioi/? For you condemn my
faith, or rather your own, wlien you condemn

its verbal equivalent. Do others misunder-
stand it ? Let us join in condemning the
misunderstanding, but not deprive our faith

of its security. Do you think we must sub-
scribe to the Saraosatene Council to prevent
any one from using ojiooia-wv in the sense of
Paul of Samosata? Then let us also subscribe
to the Council of Nicasa, so that the Arians
may not impugn the word. Have we to fear
that 6)ioinu<TLoiidoes not imply the same belief
as ofioovaiov? Let us decree that there is no
difference between being of one or of a similar
substance. The word onaiawv can be under-
stood in a wrong sense. Let us prove that it
can be understood in a very good sense. We
hold one and the same sacred truth. I beseech
you that we should agree that this truth, which
is one and the same, should be regarded as
sacred. Forgive me, brethren, as I have so
often asked you to do. You are not Arians :
why should you be thought to be Arians by
denying the ofioova-iov ?

89. But you say :
' The ambiguity of the

word ojaiiuuirixi/ troubles and offends me.' I pray
you hear me again and be not offended. I am
troubled by the inadequacy of the word 6/joi-
oia-ioii. Many deceptions come from similarity.
1 distrust vessels plated with gold, for I
may be deceived by the metal underneath :
and yet that which is seen resembles gold.
I distrust anything that looks like milk, lest
that which is offered to me be milk but not
sheep's milk : for cow's milk certainly looks
like it. Sheep's milk cannot be really like
sheep's milk unless drawn from a sheep.
True likeness belongs to a true natural con-
nection. But when the true natural connectioni
exists, the o/xooiiinoj' is implied. It is a like-
ness according to essence when one piece of

metal is like another and not plated, if milk
which is of the same colour as other milk
is not different in taste. Nothing can be like
gold but gold, or like milk that did not belong
to that species. I have often been deceived
by the colour of wine : and yet by tasting
the liquor have recognized that it was of
another kind. I have seen meat look like
other meat, but afterwards the flavour has
revealed the difference to me. Yes, I fear those
resemblances which are not due to a unity
of nature.

90. I am afraid, brethren, of the brood of
heresies which are successively produced in
the East : and I have already read what I tell
you I fear. There was nothing whatever sus-
picious in the document which some of you,
with the assent of certain Orientals, took on
your embassy to Sirmium to be there sub-
scribed. But some misunderstanding has arisen
in reference to certain statements at the be-

ginning which I believe you, my holy brethren,
Basil, Eustathius, and Eleusius, omitted to

mention lest they should give offence. If it
was right to draw them up, it was wrong to
bury them in silence. But if they are now
unmentioned because they were wrong we

must beware le.st they should be repeated at

some future time. Out of consideration for
you I have hitherto said nothing about this:
yet you know as well as I do that this creed
was not identical with the creed of Ancyra.
I am not talking gossip : I possess a copy of
the creed, and I did not get it from laymen, it
was given me by bishops.

91. I pray you, brethren, remove all sus-
picion and leave no occasion for it. To ap-
prove of ofiowvaiof, we need not disapprove of
6ij.ooi<Ttav. Let us think of the many holy
prelates now at rest : what judgment will the

Lord pronounce upon us if we now say an-
athema to them? What will be our case if we
push the matter so far as to deny that they

were bishops and so deny that we are ourselves

bishops? We were ordained by them and are
their successors. Let us renounce our epis-
copate, if we took its office from men under
anathema. Brethren, forgive my anguish :

it is an impious act that you are attempting.

I cannot endure to hear the man anathematized
who says 6fj.oiii<riovand says it in the right sense.

No fault can be found with a word which does
no harm to the meaning of religion. I do not
know the word ofioiovmov, or understand it

,

unless it conf.;sses a similarity of essence.

I call the God of heaven and earth to witness,
that when I had heard neither word, my belief
was always such that I should have interpreted
6fioi.ov<Ti.ovby d/joouer»oi/. That is

, I believed tliat
nothing could be similar according to nature
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unless it was of the same nature. Though long
ao'o regenerate in baptism, and for some time

a bishop, I never heard of the Nicene creed
until I was going into exile, but the Gospels
and Epistles suggested to me the meaning of

oiionvawv and 6iioinv(Tinv. Our (lesiie is sacred.
Let us not condemn the fathers, let us not
encourage heretics, lest while we drive one

heresy away, we nurture another. After the
Council of Nicosa our fathers interpreted the
due meaning of nfioova-mv with scrupulous care :
the books are extant, the facts are fresh in

men's minds : if anything has to be added to
the interpretation, let us consult together.

Between us we can thoroughly establish the

faith, so that what has been well settled need

not be disturbed, and what has been misunder-

stood may be removed.

92. Beloved brethren, I have passed beyond
the bounds of courtesy, and forgetting my
modesty I have been compelled by my affec-

tion for you to write thus of many abstruse
matters which until this our age were un-
attempted and left in silence. 1 have spoken
what I myself believed, conscious that I
owed it as my soldier's service to the Church
to send to you in accordance with the

teaching of the Gospel by these letters the
voice of the office which I hold in Christ.
It is yours to discuss, to provide and to act,
that the inviolable fidelity in which you stand
you may still keep with conscientious hearts,

and that you may continue to hold what you
hold now. Remember my exile in your holy

prayers. I do not know, now that I have thus
expounded the faith, whether it would be as

sweet to return unto you again in the l^onl

Jesus Christ as it would be full of peace to die.
That our God and Lord may keep you pure
and undefiled unto the day of His appearing
is my desire, dearest brethren.





INTRODUCTION TO THE

DE TRINITATR

Since the circumstances in which tile De Tri?ii/ate was written, and the character and
object of the work, are discussed in the general Introduction, it will suffice to give here
a brief summary of its contents, adapted, in the main, from the Benedictine edition.
Book I. The treatise begins with St. Hilary's own spiritual historj', the events of which

are displayed, no doubt, more logically and symmetrically in the narrative than they had
occurred in the writer's experience. He tells of the efforts of a pure and noble soul, impeded,
so far as we hear, neither by unworthy desires nor by indifference, to find an adequate
end and aim of life. He rises first to the conception of the old philosophers, and then
by successive advances, as he learns more and more of the Divine revelation in Scripture,
he attains the object of his search in the apprehension of God as revealed in the Catholic
Faith. But this happiness is not the result of a mere intellectual knowledge, but of belief
as well. In §§ i— 14 we have this advance from ignorance and fear to knowledge and peace.
And here he might have rested, had he not been charged with the sacerdotal (i.e., in the

language of that time, the episcopal) office, which laid upon him the duty of caring for the
salvation of others. And such care was needed, for (§§ 15, 16) heresies were abroad, and

chiefly two ; the Sabellian which said that Father and Son were mere names or aspects
of one Divine Person, and therefore there had been no true birth of the Son; and the Arian

(which, however, Hilary rarely calls by the name of its advocate, preferring to style it the
'new heresy') asserting more or less openly that the Son is created and not born, and

therefore is different in kind from the Father, and not, in the true sense, God. Hilary
declares (§ 17) that his purpose is to refute these heresies and to demonstrate the true faith

by the evidence of Scripture. He demands from his hearers a loyal belief in the Scriptures
which he will cite; without such faith his arguments will not profit them (§ 18); and in § 19
he warns them of the limits of the argument from analogy, which he must employ, inadequate
as it is in respect of the finite illustrations which he must use to express the infinite. Then

in § 20 he speaks with a modest pride of his careful marshalling of the arguments which

shall lead his readers to the right conclusion, and in §§ 21—36 he gives a summary of the

contents of the work. He concludes the first Book (§§ 37, 38) with a prayer which expresses

his certainty that what he holds is the truth, and entreats the Father and the Son that

he may have the eloquence of language and the cogency of reasoning needed for the worlhy

presentation of the truth concerning Them.

Book II. He begins with the command to baptize all nations (St. Matt, xxviii. 19)
as a summary of the faith ; this by itself would suffice were not explanations rendered

necessary by heretical misrepresentations of its meaning. For (§§ 3, 4) heresy is the result

of Scripture misunderstood; and here we must notice that Scripture is regarded as ground

common to both sides. All accept it as literally true, and combine its texts as will best
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serve their own purposes. Hilary, regarding all heresies as one combined opposition to
the truth, makes the two objections that their arguments are mutually destructive, and that
they are modern. Then in § S he expresses the awe with which he approaches the subject.
The language which he must use is utterly inadequate, and yet he is compelled to use it

.

In §§ 6
,

7 he begins with the notion of God as Father; in §§ 8— ii he proceeds to that
of God the Son. He states the failh as it must be believed; it is not enough (§§ 12, 13)
to accept the truth of Christ's miracles. The mystery, as it is revealed in St. John i. i—4,
must be the object of faith. In §§ 14

— 21 he expounds this passage in the face of current

objections, and then triumphantly asserts that all the efforts of heresy are vain (§ 22).

He advances proof-texts in § 23 against each objector, and then points out in §§ 24, 25

our indebtedness to the infinite Divine condescension thus revealed. For, in all the

humiliation to which Christ stooped the Divine Majesty was still inseparably His, and

was manifested both in the circumstances of His birth and in His life on earth (§§ 26— 28).
The book concludes (§§ 29^35) with a statement of the doctrine of the Holy Ghost, as

perfect as in the undeveloped state of that doctrine was possible.

Book III. In §§ i—4, the words, / in the Father and the Father in Me, are taken
as typical. Man cannot comprehend, but only apprehend them. So far as they are

explicable Hilary explains them. But God's selfrevelation is always mysterious. The

miracles of Christ are inexplicable (§§ 5— 8) ; this is God's way, and meant to check pre-
sumption. Human wisdom is limited, and when it passes its bounds, and invades the realm

of faith, it becomes folly. Next, in §§ 9

— 17, the passage, St. John xvii. r ff., is explained
as proving that in the One God there are the Persons of Father and of Son, and as revealing
God in the aspect of the Father. Then, in §§ 18

—21, the wonderful deeds of Christ are put
forth as an evidence of His wonderful birth. We must not ask how He can be coeternal

with the Father, for it is in vain that we should ask how He could pass through the closed

door. Either question is mere presumption. The revelation which Christ makes (§§ 22, 23)

is that of God as His Father; Unnm sunt, non Uniis. And finally, in §§ 25, 26, he returns

to the futility of reasoning. True wisdom is to believe where we cannot comprehend;

we must trust to faith, not to proof.

Book IV. This book is in a sense the beginning of the treatise, and is sometimes cited
later on as the first. Its three predecessors, he says in § i, had been written some time
before. They had contained a statement of the truth concerning the Divinity of Christ,

and a summary refutation of the various heresies. He now commences his main attack
upon Arianism. First (§ 2) he repeats what his difficulty is ; that human language and

thought cannot cope with the Infinite. Then (§ 3
) he tells how the Arians explain away

the eternal Sonship of Christ. As a defence against this tampering with the truth, the
Church has adopted the term Homoousion (§§4—7); Hilary explains and defends its use.
In § 8 he shews, by a collection of the p.issages of Scripture which they wrest to tlieir own
purposes, that such a definition is necessary, and in §§9, 10 that their use of these passages

is dishonest. In § 11 he tells us exactly what the Arian teaching is
,

and sets it forth in one

of their own formularies, the Epistola Arii ad Alexandrum (§§ 12, 13). In § 14 this doctrine

is denounced ; it does not explain, but explains away. The proclamation made through
Moses, Hear, O Israel, the Lord thy God is One, upon which the Arians take their stand,
reveals only one aspect of the truth (§ 15). It does not exhaust the truth; for God is

represented as not one solitary Person in the history of creation (§§ 16—22), in the life
of Abraham (§§ 23—31), and in that of Moses (§§ 32—34). And this again is the teaching
of the Prophets, as is shewn by passages selected from Isaiah, Hosea, and Jeremiah (§§ 35—42).
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All the evidence thus collected shews that in the Godhead there is both Father and Son,

and that the Son is God.

Book V. Hilary now points out (§ i) the controversial strength of the Arian position.
If he is silent in face of their assertion, they will claim that he agrees with them tliat the Son
is God only in some inferior sense. On the other hand, if he opposes them, he will seem
to be contradicting the Mosaic revelation of the Divine unity. In § 2 he recapitulates the

argument of Book IV., that the witness of Scripture proves that God is not a solitary Person ;
that, as he says, there is God and God. But the Arians had a further loophole ; their creed

asserted (§ 3) one true God. They might argue that Christ is indeed God, but of a nature

different from that of the Father. In refutation of this Hilary goes once more through
the history of creation (§§ 4— 10), proving that the narrative reveals not only the Son's share

in that work, but also His equality and oneness of nature with the Father ; in other words,

that He is not only God but true God. The same truth is demonstrated from the life

of Abraham (g§ 11— 16). Moreover, these self-revelations of the Son (as the Angel, on
various occasions) are anticipations of the Incarnation. He was first seen in flesh, afterwards

bom in flesh. The Arians concentrate their attention on the humble conditions of Christ's

human hfe, and so, from want of a comprehensive view, fail to discern His true Godhead.

But Hilary will not anticipate the evidence of the Gospels (§§ 17, 18). He returns to the

Old Testament, and proves his point from Jacob's visions (§§ 19, 20), and by the revelations

made to Moses (§§ 21—23). After a summary and an enforcement of the preceding argu-
ments (§§24, 25), he proceeds to prove from certain passages of Isaiah that the Propliot

reco'^nised the Son as true God (§§ 26— 31), and that St. Paul understood him in that sense

(^ 32, 33). Then, in §§ 34, 35, the result which has been attained is dwelt upon. Hilary

shews that it is the Arians who fail to recognise the one true God ; for Christ is true God,

yet not a second God. Finally, in §§ 36—39, Moses, Isaiah, and Jeremiah are adduced
as testifying that Christ is God from God, and God in God.

Book VI. Hilary begins by lamenting the wide extension of Arianism ; his love for
souls leads him to combat the heresy, whose insidiousness makes it the more dangerous

(§
1 I —4). He repeats in §§ 5
, 6 the same Arian creed which he had given in Book IV.

The heretics here gain the appearance of orthodoxy by condemning errors inconsistent with

rheir own ; and this condemnation is designed to cast upon the Catholic faith the suspicion

of complicity in such errors. Hence he must postpone his appeal to the New Testament

''11 he has examined them (§§ 7
,

8). Accordingly in §§9— 12 he explains successively the
doctrines of Valentinus, Manicheeus, Sabellius and Hieracas, and shews that the Church

rejects them all, as she does (§ 13) the doctrine which the Arians in their creed have falsely

as.signed to her. Their object is to deny that the Son is coeternal with the Father and of one

substance with Him (§§ 14, 15); but this denial i
s clean contrary to Scripture, which it

is blasphemy to oppose (§§ 16, 17). The Arians would make a creature of Christ (§ 18),

to Whom, in g
§

19
— 21, Hilary turns with an impassioned declaration of certainty that

He is very God. He then resumes the argument, and proves that Christ i
s Son by birth,

not by adoption, from the words both of Father and of Son as recorded in the Gospel

(S§ 22—25). This is confirmed (§§ 26, 27) by the Gospel account of His acts, which are

otherwise inexplicable. The argument is clenched by a discussion of St. John vii. 28, 29,

and viii. 42 (g§ 28—31). The true Sonship of Christ i
s further proved by the faith of

the Apostles, whose certainty increased with their knowledge (§§ 31—35). and especially

b
y that of St. Peter (§§ 36—38), of St. John (§§ 39—43). and of St. Paul (§§ 44, 45).

To reject such a weight of testimony is to prefer Antichrist to Christ (§ 46). And, moreover,

VOL. IX. D
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we have the witness of those for whom He wrought miracles, of devils, of the Jews, of
the Apostles in peril on the sea, of the centurion by the Cross, that Christ is truly the
Son of God (§§ 47—52).

Book VII. The Arians are adepts at concealing their meaning; at the use of Scripture
terms in unscriptural senses (§ i). They have already been refuted by the proof that Christ
is the true and coeternal Son ; and Hilary now advances to the proof of the true Divinity
of Christ, which is logically inseparable from His true Sonship (§ 2). But the danger is great
lest, in attacking one heresy, he should use langunge which would sanction others (§ 3).
Yet the truth is one, while heresies are manifold. Each of them can be trusted to demolish
the others, while none can establish its own case. He illustrates this by the mutually destruc-
tive arguments of Sabellius, Arius and Photinus (§§ 5—7). Christ is proved to be God by the
name God which is given Him in Scripture : The Word was God (§§ 8, 9). The name is His
in the strict sense, and not any derivative meaning (§§ 10, 11). Yet Father and Son are not

two, but one God (§ 13). Being the Son of God, He has the nature of God, and therefore is
God (^§ 14— 17), and yet not one Person with the Father (§ 18). Again, His power, manifested
in His works, proves His Godhead (g 19), as does the fact that all judgment has been given
Him by the Father (§ 20). Christ's own words display the truth (§ 21). The Arians are
blind to the plain sense of Scripture, and are more blasphemous than the Jews ; Christ's
reply to the latter meets tlie objections of the former (g§ 22— 24). He asserts His unity with
the Father (§ 25), and makes His works the proof (§ 26\ The Father is in the Son and the
Son is in tlie Father (§ 27) : this is illustrated by the transmission of physical properties from

parent to child and from flame to flame (§.!5 28—30). In fact, the Catholic is the only
rational explanation of the words of Scripture (§g 31, 32). Again (g^ t,^—38), the way to tlie
Father is through the Son, and knowledge of the Son is knowledge of the Father. This

would be impossible, were not the Son God in the same sense in which tlie Father is God.

Thus the contrary doctrines of Sabellius and of Arius are confuted ; there is neither one
Person, nor yet two Gods (ti§ 39, 40). Christ calls upon us to believe the trutii, and belief

is not only possible but reasonable (§ 41).

Book VIII. Piety is necessary in a Bishop, but he needs also knowledge and dia-
lectical skill in the face of such heresies as were rampant in Hilary's day; for the heretics

outdo the orthodox in zeal, and are masters in the art of devising pitfalls for the unwary
reasoner (gg i — 3). He maintains (§4) that hitherto he has established his case; and now

turns, in § 5, to the Avian interi)retation of /" and the Father are One, as meaning that They

are one in will, not in nature. The fallacy of this is shewn by a comparison of the unity

of Christians in Christ (S§ 7— 9) ; a unity which is confessedly one of natu'e, yet is not more

natural than that of Father and Son, of which it is a type (§ ro). And in.lceJ the words,

r atid the Father are One, are ill-adapted to express a mere harmony of will (§ ii). This
gift of unity of nature could not be given, as it is

,

through the Incarnation and the Eucharist,

to Christians, unless the Givers Themselves possessed it ; i.e. unless Father and Son were

One God (gg 12— 14). As a matter of fact, we have a perfect union, through the mediation

of Christ, with the Father; and it is a unity of nature, a permanent abiding; an assurance
to us of the indwelling of Father in Son and Son in Father, and of the fact that Christ

is not a creature, one in will with the Father, but a Son, one in nature with Him (§§ 15— 18).
Frr, again (^ 19—21), the Mission of the Holy Ghost is jointly from the Father and the
?on ; He is called sometimes the Spirit of the Father, sometimes the Spirit of the Son,

and this is a further proof of the unity in nature of Father and Son. Hilary now enquires

(§§ 22
— 25) into the senses in which Scripture speaks of the Holy Spirit. Sometimes this
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tiUe is given to the Father, sometimes to the Son, in both cases to save us from corporeal
conceptions of God. But it is also used, in the strict sense, of the Paraclete, as on the day
of Pentecost. Now the Divine Spirit dwells in Christians ; but this Spirit, whether styled
the Spirit of God, or the Spirit of Christ, or the Spirit of Truth, proceeding from the Father
and sent by the Son, is only one Spirit. Hence the Godhead is One, and the nature of the
Persons within that Godhead one also (§§ 26, 27). He next points out (§ 28) that the Arians
are inconsistent in worshipping Christ, and yet styling Him a creature; for thus they fall
under tlie curse of the Law, and forfeit the I-Ioly Spirit. Again (§§ 29—34) the powers and
graces bestowed by God are described indiscriminately as gifts of one or another Person
in the Godhead. 'I'he Son, therefore, as a Giver, nuist be one with the Father, Who is
also a Giver, and one with the Spirit. There is One God and One Lord (§ 35) ; if we deny
that the Son is God, we must also deny that the Father is Lord; which is absurd. They are
One GoJ, with one Spirit, but not one Person (§ 36). St. Paul expressly says that Christ
is God over all; an expression which must, like all the Apostle's teaching, bear the Catholic
sense, and is incompatible with Arianism (§§ 37—39). The supporters of Arianism are
thuj alien from the faith (§ 40). After a restatement of the truth (§ 41), Hilary proceeds
to deduce the Divine nature of the Son from the fact that He has been sealed by the Father

(§§42—45)- This sealing makes Him the Father's counterpart. Whose Image He thus
becomes, though in the form of a servant. If He were thus the Image of God after His
Incarnation, how much more before that condescension (§ 46). In § 47 he again denies
that this teaching reduces the Father and the Son to one Person ; and then (§§ 48— 50)
works out the sense in which Christ is the Image of God. It means that They are of one
nature and of one power, and that the Son is the Firstborn, through Whom all things were
created. But creation and also reconciliation is the joint work of Father and Son (§ 51).
Christ could not have stated more expHcitly than He has done His unity with the Father;
the recognition of this truth is the test of the true Church (§ 52). Heresy is blind to the
essential difference between the life-giving Christ and the created universe, which owes
its life to Him (§ 53). In Him dwells t/ie whole fulness of the Godhead bodily. The In-
dweller and the Indwelt are Both Persons, yet are One God; and the whole Godhead dwells
in Each (§§54-56).

Book IX. After a summary (§ i) of the results already obtained, Hilary returns, in § 2,
to certain of the Arian proof-texts, and warns his readers that their life depends on the
recognition in Christ of true God and true man, for it is this twofold nature which makes Him
the Mediator (§ 3). Universal analogy and our consciousness of the capacity to rise to the life
in God convince us of these two natures in Him, Who makes this rise possible (§ 4). But

heresy lays hold of words spoken by Christ Incarnate, appropriate to His humility as Man,
and assigns them to Him in His previous state; thus they make Him deny His true Godhead.
But His utterances before the Incarnation, during His life on earth, and after His return
io glory, must be carefully distinguished (§§ 5, 6). Hilary now examines the aims and
achievements of Christ Incarnate, and shews that His work for men was a Divine work,
accomplished by Him for us only because He was throughout both God and Man, the
two natures in Him being inseparable (§§ 7— 14). After reaching this conclusion from
a general survey of Christ's life on earth, he examines in the light of it the Arian arguments
from isolated words. They assert that Christ refused to be called Good or Master. He-
refused neither title, and yet declared that both belong to God only (§§ 15— 18). And,
indeed, He could not have associated Himself more closely than He did with the Fatlicr,
while yet He kept His Person distinct (§ 19). The Father Himself bears witness to the Son ;
and the sin and loss of the Jews is this, that, seeing the Father's works done by Clirist,

D 2
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they did not see in Him the Son (§§ 20, 21). The honour and glory of Christ is inseparable
from that of God (§§ 22, 23). The Scribe did well to confess the Divine unity, but was
still outside the Kingdom because He did not believe in Christ as God (§^ 24—27). Next,
tlie Arian argument from the words, This is life eternal, that they may know Thee, the only true
God, andJesus Christ Whom Thou hast sent, is refuted by comparison with cognate passages
'§§^28
—35). For, indeed, if the Father be the only true God, the Son must also be the

only true God (§ 36). That Divine nature which is common to Father and Son is subject to
no limitations, and the eternal generation can be illustrated by no analogy of created things

(§ 37)- Christ took humanity, and, since the Father's nature did not share in this, the
unity was so far impaired. But humanity has been raised in Christ to God ; and this
could only be because His unity in the Divine nature with the Father was perfect.
Otherwise the flesh which Christ took could not have entered into the Divine glory (§ 38).
There is but one glory of Father and of Son ; the Son sought in the Incarnation not
glory for the Word but for the flesh (§§39, 40). The glory of Father and Son is one;
in that unity the Son bestows, as well as receives, glory (§§ 41, 42), and this glory, common

to Both, is evidence that the Divine nature also is common to Both (§ 42). Again, the
Arians allege the words. The Son can do 7iothing of Himself, which Hilary shews, by an
examination of the context, to be a support of the Catholic cause (§§ 43—46). The Son
does the Father's work, not under comp.ilsion as an inferior, but because They are One.
His will is free, yet in perfect harmony with that of the Father, because of their unity
of nature (g§ 47—50). 'I'he Arians also appeal to the text. The Father is greater than I.
The Father is

,

in fact, greater, first as being the Unbegotten, and secondly inasmuch as

the Son has condescended to the state of man, yet without forfeiting His Godhead (§ 51).
But He is not greater in nature than the Son, Who is His Image ; or rather, the Begetter
IS the greater, while the Son, as the Begotten, is not less than He, for, although begotten,
He had no beginning of existence (§§ 52—57). Next, the allegation of ignorance, based on
St. Mark xiii. 32, and therefore of difference in nature from God Omniscient is refuted

{§§ 58
—62), both by express statements of Scripture and by a consideration of the Divine

character. It is only in figurative senses that God is stated in the Old Testament sometimes
to come to know, sometimes to be ignorant of, particular facts (§§ 63, 64). And so it is

with Christ; His ignorance is but a wise and merciful concealment of knowledge (§§ 6
5— 67).

Yet the Arians, though they admit that Christ, being superior to man, knows all the secrets of
humanity, assert that He cannot penetrate the mysteries of God (§ 68). But Christ expressly
declares that He can and does, for Each is in the Other and is mirrored in the Other (§ 69).
The ignorance can be nothing but concealment. Only the Father knows, i.e. He has told
none but the Son ; the Son does not know, i.e. He wills not to reveal His knowledge

(§§ 70, 7')- God is unlimited; unlimited therefore in knowledge. The nature of Father
and Son being one, it is impossible that the Son should be ignorant of what the Father knows.
As in will, so in knowledge. They are One (§§ 72—74). And the Apostles, by repeating
their question after the Resurrection, shew that they were aware that His ignorance meant
reserve. And Christ did not, this time, speak of ignorance, though He withheld the knowledge
which they asked (g 75).

Book X. Theological differences are not the result of honest reasoning, but of reasoning
distorted, as in the case of the Arians, by preconceived opinions, whose cause is sin and their
result hypocrisy (§§ 1—3). Hilary has fallen on the evil times foretold by the Apostle ; truth

is banished and so is he, yet his sufferings do not affect his joy in the Lord (§ 4). In thfe
preceding books he has stated the exact truth, of which he now gives a summary (g§ 5— 8).
But the further objection is raised that, while God is impassible, Christ in His Passion
suffered fear and pain (§ 9). But He Who taught others not to fear death could not fear
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it Himself (§ 10). He died of His own free will, knowing that in three days His Body and
Spirit would rise again (§§ ii, 12). Nor did He fear bodily tortures, for pain is an affection
of the weak human soul, which inhabits our body, and is not felt by the body itself (j;§ 13, 14).
And, although the Virgin fulfilled entirely the part of a human mother, yet the Begetter was

Divine. Christ, when He took the form of a servant, remained still in the form of God, and

was born perfect even as the Begetter was perfect, for Mary was not the cause, but only the

means, of His human life (§§ 15, 16). St. Paul draws a clear distinction between the First

Man, who was earthy, and the Second Man, Who was conceived by the Holy Ghost, and in
Whom what is Flesh, in one aspect, is Bread from heaven in another (§§ 17, 18). He is

therefore perfect Man as well as perfect God, and did not inherit the flesh or the soul of

Adam. His whole human nature is derived from the Holy Ghost, by Whom the Virgin
conceived (§§ 19, 20). Again (g 21) the Arians argue that the Word was in Jesus in the same

sense in which the Spirit was in the Prophets, and reproach the Catholics with denying the

true humanity of Christ. Hilary replies that just as Christ was the cause of the birth of His

own human Body, so He was the Author of His own human Soul : for no soul is transmitted.

Thus His human nature is complete ; He has taken the form of a servant, but all the while

He is in the form of God, i.e. He Who is God and also Man is one Christ, Who was born

and died and rose (§ 22). In all this He endured passion but not pain, even as air or water,
if pierced by a blow, is unaffected by it. The blow is real, and the Passion was real ; but it

was not inflicted on our limited humanity but on a human nature which could walk on water

and pass through locked doors (§ 23). If it be argued that He wept, hungered, thirsted,
Hilary answers that He could wipe away tears and supply needs, and therefore was not

subject to them ; that though He endured them, as true Man, He was not aff"ected by tlienl.

Such sufferings are habitual with men, and He endured them to shew that He had a true

Body (§ 24). For such a Body He had, although (since He was not conceived in sin) one

free from the defects of our bodies ; not sinful flesh, but only the likeness of sinful flesh. For
He was the Word made Flesh, and continued to be true God as He had been before

(§
§

25, 26). The Lord of glory suffered neither fear nor pain in His Passion, as is shewn

by the powers which He exercised on the verge of death (g§ 27, 28). His utterances in the

Garden and on the Cross are not evidences of pain or fear, for they may be matched by lofty

expressions of calmness and hope (§§ 29—-32). Thus no proof of fear or pain or weakness
can be drawn from the circumstances of the Passion. Nor was the Cross a shame, for it was
His road from humiliation to glory (§ 33), nor the descent to hell a degradation, for all the
while He was in heaven. How different the faith of the Thief on the cross to that of the
Arian ! (§ 34). The argument is summed up in § 35. Next the Agony is considered.
Christ does not say that He is sorrowful on account of death, but unto death. It is anxiety
on the Apostles' account, lest their faith should fail ; a fear which reached to His death, not
beyond, for He knew that after His death His glory would revive their faith. This was the
fear in which He was comforted by the Angel ; for Himself He was fearless, being conscious
of His Godhead (g§ 36—43). He was free from pain and fear, for it is the sinful body which
transmits these affections to the soul. Yet even human bodies rise sometimes superior to
them, e.g. Daniel and other heroes of faith : how much more Christ (g§ 44—46). In the
same way we must understand His bearing our suffering and our sin (§ 47), for, as St. Paul
says, His Passion was itself a triumph (§ 48). The complaint that He was forsaken by the
Father is similarly explained (§ 49). The purpose of the Arian arguments is to displace the
truth of Christ as very God and very man in favour of one or other heretical hypothesis, all of
which the Church rejects (§§ 50—52). Our reason must recognise its limitations and be
content to believe, without understanding, apparently contradictory truths (§§ 53, 54). Christ
weeping over Jerusalem and at the grave of Lazarus is equally inexplicable, yet certain
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(§§ 55) 5<5). His laying down and taking again His life is accounted for by the two natures
inseparably united in one Person (§§ 57—62). After a short summary (§ 65) he returns to the
union of two natures, which is the stumbling-block of worldly wisdom (§ 64), and shews it to
be the only reasonable explanation of the facts (§.5 65, 66). As St. Paul says, our belief must
be according to the Scriptures ; the necessity and the rewards of faith (§§ 67-^70). The
seeming infirmity of Christ was assumed for our instruction and for our salvation.

Book XI. The Faith is one, even as God is One; but the faiths of heretics are many
(^ I, 2). Hilary has now demonstrated the trutli about Christ, so that it cannot be denied ;
it is attested also by miracles even in his own day (§ 3). The Arians preach another,
a created Christ; and in making Christ a creature they proclaim another God, not a Father
but a Creator (§ 4). The Son, as the Image, is of one nature with the Father; if He
is inferior He is not the Image (§ 5). But the Arians explain the oneness away by arguments
from His condescension to our estate (§ 6), and, even after His Resurrection, plead that
He confesses His inequahty. They argue tlius from i Cor. xv. 24— 28, a passage to whicit
the rest of this book is devoted (§§ 7, 8). But we must recognise the mysterlousness of
the truth, accepting the two sides of it

,

both clearly revealed though we cannot reconcile

them (§ 9). They regard only one aspect ; Hilary in reply proves once more that Christ

is both born from God, and Hims-elf God (§§ 10— 12). But at His Incarnation He began
to have as Lord the God Who had been His Father eternally (§ 13), and when He said that
He was ascending to His God, He spoke as when He calls us His brethren (§§ 14, 15).
Thus there are two senses in which God is the Father of Christ; and He Who is Father

to Christ the Son is Lord to Christ the Servant (§§ 16, 17). And it was to Him as Servant
that the Psalmist said, Thy God haih anoi7ited Thee ; the words would have no meaning

if addressed to Him as Son (§
§

18, 19). It is through this lower nature that He is our

Brother and God our Father, and He the Mediator (§ 20). But it is argued that His subjec-
tion at the last and the delivery of the kingdom to the Father is a proof of inequality. The
passage must be taken as a whole (g

§

21, 22). There are some truths which it is difficult
for man to grasp, and if we misunderstand them we must not be ashamed to confess our error
(§§ 23, 24). In this passage the Arians aid their case by changing the order of the prophecy
(§§ 25
— 27). The end u\tzxi% a final and enduring state, not the coming to an end {§ 28), and

though He delivers up the kingdom He does not cease to reign (§ 29). His subjection
to the Father and the subjection of all things to Him is next considered ; in one sense

it is figurative language, in another it proves the unity of Father and Son. The subjection
of the Son means His partaking in the glory of the Father (§§ 30—36). The Transfiguration
shews the glory of Christ's Body; a glory which the faithful shall share (§§ 37, 38). The

righteous are His kingdom, which He, as Man, shall deliver to the Father, for By man came
also the resurrection of the dead (§ 39). And at last God shall be all in all, humanity in Christ
not being discarded, but glorified and received into the Godhead (§ 40). Christ, as well

as St. Paul, has foretold this (§§ 41, 42). The Arian misrepresentation of this truth is mere

folly (§ 43). Any rational explanation must assume that God's majesty cannot be augmented,
even as it cannot be measured (g§ 44, 45), while our reason is limited, and so contrasted
with the Divine infinity. God cannot become greater than He was in becoming Alt~~
in all. Father and Son, after as before, must Each be as He was (§§ 46—48). Ail
was done for us that we might be glorified, being conformed to the likeness of Him
Who is the Image of the Father (§ 49).

Book XII. Hilary gives a final explanation of the great Arian text. The Lord created
me for a beginning ofHis ways ; the words must not be taken literally. Christ is not created.
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but Creator (§§ i—5). If He is- a creature, the Father also is a creature, for They are One
in nature and in honour (§§ 6, 7). The similar passage, / begat Thee from the womb, is
figurative; elsewhere God's Hands and Eyes are spoken of. The sense is that the Son
is God from God (§§ 8— 10). Nor was Christ made; He is the Son, not the handiwork,

of the Father (§§ 11, 12). And His Sonship is immediate, not derivative like ours, or like
that of Israel His firstborn. This latter kind of sonship has a definite beginning of existence,
and an origin out of nothing (§§ 13— 16). The Arian arguments fail to prove that the Sonship
of Christ has either of these characters (§§ 17, 18). Truth is to be attained not by self-

confident arguing but by faith (§ 19), yet it is not enough for us to avoid their reasonings;
we must overthrow them (§ 20). The Son was born from eternity, being the Son of the

eternal Father (§ 21). The objection that sonship involves beginning does not hold in His

case (§§22, 23). The Son has all that the Father has; He has therefore eternity and
an unconditioned existence (§ 24). He is from the Eternal, and therefore eternal Himself;
from the Eternal, and therefore not from nothing. Reason cannot grasp, and therefore

cannot refute, this. We must not assert that there was a time before He was born, a time

when He was not (§§ 25—27). We must not argue, from the analogy of our own birth,
that the truth is impossible (§ 28), nor that, because of His eternal existence, the Son was

not born (§§ 29— 32). Again, the Avians deny the eternal Fatherhood of God ; He always

existed, they say, but was not always the Father. This contradicts Scripture {§§ 33, 34).
They argue that Wisdom is said to be the first of God's creatures; but creation, in this sense,

is a synonym for generation, and Wisdom was antecedent to creation (§§ 35—38). Wisdom

is coetemal with God (§ 39), and shared His eternal purpose of creation (§§ 40, 41). Nor

may we believe that Christ was begotten simply in order to perform the creative work, as

God's Minister, for Wisdom took part in the design as well as in the execution (§§ 42, 43).
And again. Wisdom is spoken of as created, as an indication of Her control over created

things (§ 44). The creation to be a beginning of God's ways is a separate event from the

eternal generation. It means that Christ, as the Way of Life, under the Old Covenant took
the semblance, under the New Covenant the substance, of the creature man, to lead us

into the way. The two senses must not be confused (§§ 45—49). Yet mere inaccuracy
of speech, without heretical intent, is not unpardonable (§ 50). After a final assertion (§51)
of faith in Christ as God from God, the eternal Son, Hilary appeals to the Almighty Father,

declaring his creed, his consciousness of human infirmity and of the need of faith (§§ 52, 53).
The Son is the Only-begotten of God, the Second because He is the Son (§ 54). The Holy

Ghost proceeds from the Father and is sent by the Son. He also is no creature, but of one

nature with the God Whose mysteries He knows, and ineffable like Him Whose Spirit

He is (§ 55). Finally, Hilary prays that, as he was baptized, so he may remain in the faith

of Three Persons in One God.



ON THE TRINITY.

BOOK I.

1. When I was seeking an employment
adequate to the powers of human life and
righteous in itself, whether prompted by
nature or suggested by the researches of the
wise, whereby I might attain to some result
worthy of that Divine gift of understanding
which has been given us, many things occurred
to me which in general esteem were thought
to render life both useful and desirable. And
especially that which now, as always in the

past, is regarded as most to be desired, leisure
combined with wealth, came before my mind.
The one without the other seem2d rather
a source of evil than an opportunity for good,
for leisure in poverty is felt to be almost an
exile from life itself, while wealth possessed
amid anxiety is in itself an affliction, rendered
the worse by the deeper humiliation which he
must suffer who loses, after possessing, the
things that most are wished and sought. And
yet, though these two embrace the highest and
best of the luxuries of life, they seem not far
removed from the normal pleasures of the
beasts which, as they roam through shady
places rich in herbage, enjoy at once their
safety from toil and the abundance of their
food. For if this be regarded as the best and
mo.st perfect conduct of the life of man,
it results that one object is common, though
the range of feelings differ, to us and the
whole unreasoning animal world, since all of
them, in that bounteous provision and abso-
lute leisure which nature bestows, have full
scope for enjoyment without anxiety for pos-
session.
2. I believe that the mass of mankind have
spurned from themselves and censured in
others this acquiescence in a thoughtless, ani-
mal life, for no other reason than that nature
herself has taught them that it is unworthy of
humanity to hold themselves born only to
gratify their greed and their sloth, and ushered
into life for no high aim of glorious deed or
fair accomplishment, and that this very life
was granted without the power of progress

towards immortality; a life, indeed, which
then we should confidently assert did not
deserve to be regarded as a gift of God, since,
racked by pain and laden with trouble, it
wastes itself upon itself from the blank mind
of infancy to the wanderings of age. 1 believe
that men, prompted by nature herself, have
raised themselves through teaching and prac-
tice to the virtues which we name patience
and temperance and forbearance, under the
conviction that right living means right action
and right thought, and that Immortal God has
not given life only to end in death ; for none
can believe that the Giver of good has be-
stowed the pleasant sense of life in order that
it may be overcast by the gloomy fear of dying.
3. And yet, though I could not tax with
folly and uselessness this counsel of theirs to
keep the soul free from blame, and evade by
foresight or elude by skill or endure with
patience the troubles of life, still I could not
regard these men as guides competent to lead
me to the good and happy Life. Their
precepts were platitudes, on the mere level of
human impulse ; animal instinct could not fail
to cojnprehend them, and he who understood
but disobeyed would have fallen into an

insanity baser than animal unreason. More-
over, my soul was eager not merely to do the

things, neglect of which brings shame and
suffering, but to know the God and Father
Who had given this great gift, to Whom, it felt,
it owed its whole self, Whose service was its
true honour, on Whom all its hopes were fixed,
in Whose lovingkindness, as in a safe home
and haven, it could rest amid all the troubles
of this anxious life. It was inflamed with
a passionate desire to apprehend Him or to
know Him.
4. Some of these teachers brought forward
large households of dubious deities, and under
the persuasion that there is a sexual activity in

divine beings narrated births and lineages from

god to god. Gthers asserted that there were

gods greater and less, of distinction propor-



ON THE TRINITY. — BOOK I. 41

lionate to their power. Some denied the
existence of any gods whatever, and confined
their reverence to a nature which, in their

opinion, owes its being to chance-led vibrations
and colhsions. On the other hand, many
followed the common belief in asserting the
existence of a God, but proclaimed Him
heedless and indifferent to the affairs of men.
Again, some worshipped in the elements of
earth and air the actual bodily and visible
forms of created things; and, finally, some
made their gods dwell within images of men
or of beasts, tame or wild, of birds or of
snakes, and confined the Lord of the universe
and Father of infinity within these narrow
prisons of metal or stone or wood. T-liese,
I was sure, could be no exponents of truth, for
though they were at one in the absurdity, the
foulness, the impiety of their observances, they
were at variance concerning the essential
articles of their senseless belief. My soul
was distracted amid all these claims, yet still it
pressed along that profitable road which leads
inevitably to the true knowledge of God. It
could not hold that neglect of a world created
by Himself was worthily to be attributed to
God, or that deities endowed with sex, and
lines of begetters and begotten, were com-
patible with the pure and mighty nature of the
Godhead. Nay, rather, it was sure that that
which is Divine and eternal must be one
■vvithout distinction of sex, for that which is
self-existent cannot have left outside itself
anything superior to itself. Hence omni-
potence and eternity are the possession of One
only, for omnipotence is incapable of degrees
of strength or weakness, and eternity of priority
or succession. In God we must worship
absolute eternity and absolute power.

5. While my mind was dwelling on these
and on many like thoughts, I chanced upon
the books which, according to the tradition of
the Hebrew faith, were written by Moses and
the prophets, and found in them words spoken
by God the Creator testifying of Himself
'I AM THAT I AM, and again, He that is
hath sent me uiilo you ^.' I confess that I was
amazed to find in them an indication concern-
ing God so exact that it expressed in tlie terms
best adapted to human understanding an

unattainable insight into the mystery of the
Divine nature. For no property of God which
the mind can gr.isp is more characteristic of
Him than existence, since existence, in the
absolute sense, cannot be predicated of that
which shall come to an end, or of that which
has had a beginning, and He who now joins

Exod.

continuity of being with the possession of
perfect felicity could not in the past, nor can
in the future, be non-existent ; for whatsoever
is Divine can neither be originated nor de-
stroyed. Wherefore, since God's eternity is
inseparable from Himself, it was worthy of
Him to reveal this one thing, that He is, as
the assurance of His absolute eternity.
6. For such an indication of God's in-
finity the words ' I am that I am ' were
clearly adequate ; but, in addition, we needed
to apprehend the operation of His majesty
and power. For while absolute existence
is peculiar to Him Who, abiding eternally,
had no beginning in a past however re-
mote, we hear again an utterance worthy of
Himself issuing from the eternal and Holy
God, Who says. Who holdeth the heaven in His
palm and the earth in His hand^, and again,
The heaven is My throne and the earth is the

footstool of My feet. What house will ye build
Me or ivhat shall be the place of My rest 3?
The whole heaven is held in the palm of God,
the whole earth grasped in His hand. Now
the word of God, profitable as it is to the cur-

sory thought of a pious mind, reveals a deeper
meaning to the patient student than to the

momentary hearer. For this heaven which is
held in the palm of God is also His throne,
and the earth which is grasped in His hand is
also the footstool beneath His feet. This was
not written that from throne and footstool,
metaphors drawn from the posture of one
sitting, we should conclude that He has exten-
sion in space, as of a body, for that which is
His throne and footstool is also held in hand
and palm by that infinite Omnipotence. It
was written that in all born and created things
God might be known within them and without,
overshadowing and indwelling, surrounding all
and interfused through all, since palm and
hand, which hold, reveal the might of His ex-
ternal control, while throne and footstool, by
their support of a sitter, display the sub-
servience of outward things to One within Who,
Himself outside them, encloses all in His grasp,
yet dwells within the external world which is

His own. In this wise does God, from within
and from without, control and correspond to

the universe; being infinite He is present in
all things, in Him Who is infinite all are
included. In devout thoughts such as these
my soul, engrossed in the pursuit of truth, took

its delight. For it seemed that the greatness
of God so far surpassed the mental powers of

His handiwork, tliat however far the limited
mind of man might strain in the hazardous

3 Isai. xl. 13. 3 lb. Ixvi. I, 2.
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effort to define Him, the gap was not lessened
between the finite nature which struggled and

the boundless infinity that lay beyond its ken ♦.
I had come by reverent reflection on my own
part to understand this, but I found it confirmed
by the words of the prophet, Whither shallI go from Thy Spirit 1 Or ivhither shall I flee
from Thy face 'I If I ascend up into heaven,
Thou art ihei'e ; if I go down into hell, Thou
art there also ; if I have taken my wings before
dawn atid made my dwelling in the uttermost

parts of the sea {Thou art there'). For thither
Thy hand shall guide me and Thy right hand
shall hold me''. There is no space where God
is not; space does not exist apart from Him.
He is in heaven, in hell, beyond the seas ;
dwelling in all things and enveloping all. Thus
He embraces, and is embraced by, the universe,
confined to no part of it but pervading all.
7. Therefore, although my soul drew joy
from the apprehension of this august and
unfiithomable Mind, because it could worship
as its own Father and Creator so limidess an
Infinity, yet with a still more eager desire it
sought to know the true aspect of its infinite
and eternal Lord, that it might be able to
believe that that immeasurable Deity was
apparelled in splendour befitting tbe beauty
of His wisdom. Then, while the devout soul
was baffled and astray through its own feeble-
ness, it caught from the prophet's voice this
scale of comparison for God, admirably ex-
pressed. By the greatness of His works and
the beauty of the things that He hath made the
Creator of worlds is rightly discerned i'^. The
Creator of great things is supreme in greatness,
of beautiful things in beauty. Since the work
transcends our thoughts, all thought must be
transcended by the Maker. Thus heaven and
air and earth and seas are fair: fair also the
whole universe, as the Greeks agree, who from
its beautiful ordering call it KoV/ior, that is

,

order. But if our thought can estimate this
beauty of the universe by a natural instinct —an
instinct such as we see in certain birds and
beasts whose voice, though it fall below the level
of our understanding, yet has a sense clear to
them though they cannot utter it

,

and in which,
since all speech is the expression of some
thought, there hes a meaning patent to them-
selves—must not the Lord of this universal
beauty be recognised as Himself most beau-
tiful amid all the beauty that surrounds Him ?

For though the .splendour of His eternal glory
overtax our mind's best powers, it cannot fail
to see that He is beautiful. We must in truth

< Readingmmsfinita and naturtefinitatem for the in/initaand iitfiuitatem of theDenedictineEdition.

S i*s. cxxxviii. (cxxxix.) 7—10.5»Wisd. xiiL 5
.

confess that God is most beautiful, and that with

a beauty which, though it transcend our com-
prehension, forces itself upon our perception.

8
. Thus my mind, full of these results which

by its own reflection and the teaching of Scrip-
ture it had attained, rested with assurance, as
on some peaceful watch-tower, upon that glori-
ous conclusion, recognising that its true nature
made it capable of one homage to its Creator,
and of none other, whether greater or less;
the homage namely of conviction that His is

a greatness too vast for our comprehension but
not for our faith. For a reasonable faith is

akin to reason and accepts its aid, even though
that same reason cannot cope with the vast-
ness of eternal Omnipotence.

9
. Beneath all these thoughts lay an in-

stinctive hope, which strengthened my asser-
tion of the faith, in some perfect blessedness
hereafter to be earned by devout thouglits
concerning God and upright life ; the reward,
as it were, that awaits the triumphant warrior.
For true faith in God would pass unrewarded,

if the soul be destroyed by death, and
quenched in the extinction of bodily life,
Even unaided reason pleaded that it was
unworthy of God to usher man into an exist-
ence which has some share of His thought and
wisdom, only to await the sentence of life
withdrawn and of eternal death ; to create him
out of nothing to take his place in the world,
only that when he has taken it he may perish.
For, on the only rational theory of creation, ;

its purpose was that things non-existent should
come into being, not that things existing
should cease to be.
ID. Yet my soul was weighed down with
fear both for itself and for the body. It
retained a firm conviction, and a devout loyalty
to the true faith concerning God, but had
come to harbour a deep anxiety concerning
itself and the bodily dwelling which must, it

thought, share its destruction. While in this
state, in addition to its knowledge of the

teaching of the Law and Prophets, it learned
the truths taught by the Apostle in the
Gospel ;—In the beginning ivas the Word, and
the Word was with God, and the Word tvas
God. The same was in the beginning ivith
God. All things ivere made through Him, and
ivi'hout Him ivas not anything made. That
which was made in Him is life^, and the life
was the light of men; and the light shineth in
darkness, and the darkness appreheiuied it not.
There was a man sent from God, whose name
ivas John. He came for iviiness, that he might
bear witness o

f the light. That 7vas the true
light, which lighteneih every man that cometh

6 Cf. Hilary's explanationof this passagein Book ii. §g 19, a
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into this world. He was in the world, arid the
world was made through Him, and the world
kneiv Him not. He came unto His own things,
and they that -were His 07t<n received Him not.
But to as many as received Him He gave poiver
to become sons ofGod, even to them that believe on
His Name ; which were born, not of blood, nor
of the will of man, fwr of the will of the flesh,
but of God. And the IJ^ord became flesh and
dwelt among us, and we beheld His glory, glory.
as of the Only-begotten from the Father, full of
grace and truth i. Here the soul makes an
advance beyond the attainment of its natural
capacities, is taught more than it had dreamed

concerning God. For it learns that its Creator
is God of God ; it hears that the Word ts God
and was with God in the beginning. It comes
to understand that the Light of the world was
abiding in the world and that the world knew
Him not ; that He came to His own possession
and that they that were His own received Him
not; but that they who do receive Him by
virtue of their faith advance to be sons of God,
being born not of the embrace of the flesh nor
of the conception of the blood nor of bodily
desire, but of CJod; finally, it learns that the
Word became flesh and dwelt among us, and
that His glory was seen, which, as of the Only-
begotten from the Father, is perfect through
grace and iiuth.
II. Herein my soul, trembling and dis-
tressed, found a hope wider than it had
imagined. First came its introduction to the
knowledge of God the Father. Then it learnt
that the eternity and infinity and beauty which,
by the light of natural reason, it had attributed
to its Creator belonged also to God the Only-
begotten. It did not disperse its faith among
a plurality of deities, for it heard that He
is God of God ; nor did it fall into the error
of attributing a difference of nature to this
God of God, for it learnt that He is full of
grace and truth. Nor yet did my soul per-
ceive anything contrary to reason in God of
God, since He was revealed as having been
in the beginning God with God. It saw that
there are very few who attain to the know-
ledge of this saving faith, though its reward
be great, for even His own received Him not,
though they who receive Him are promoted
to be sons of God by a birth, not of the flesh
but of faith. It learnt also that this sonship
to God is not a compubion but a possibility.
for, while the Divine gilt is offered to all,
it is no heredity inevitably imprinted but
a prize awarded to willing choice. And lest
tliis very truth that whosoever will may become
a son of God should stagger the weakness

7 St. John i. I—Z4.

of our faith (for most we desire, but least
expect, that which from its very greatness
we find it hard to hope for), God the Word
became flesh, that through His Incarnation
our flesh might attain to union with God the
Word. And lest we should think that this
incarnate Word was some other than God the
Word, or that His flesh was of a body different
from ours, He dwelt among us that by His
dwelling He might be known as the indwell-
ing God, and, by His dwelling among us,
known as God incarnate in no other flesh
than our own, and moreover, though He had
condescended to take our flesh, not destitute
of His own attributes ; for He, the Only-
begotten of the Father, full of grace and truth,
is fully possessed of His own attributes and
truly endowed with ours.
12. This lesson in the Divine mysteries was
gladly welcomed by my soul, now drawing
near through the flesh to God, cilled to new
birth through faith, entrusted with liberty and
power to win the heavenly regeneration, con-
scious of the love of its Father and Creator,
sure that He would not annihilate a creature
whom He had summoned out of nothing into
life. And it could estimate how high are
these truths above the mental vision of man ;
for the reason which deals with the common

objects of thought can conceive of nothing
as existent beyond what it perceives witliin
itself or can create out of itself. My soul
measured the mighty workings of God, wrought
on the scale of His eternal omnipotence, not
by its own powers of perception but by a
boundless faith ; and therefore refused to dis-
believe, because it could not understand, that
God was in the beginning with God, and that
the Word became flesh and dwelt among
us, but bore in mind the truth that with the
will to believe would come the power to under-
stand.

13. And lest the soul should stray and
linger in some delusion of heathen philosophy,
it receives this furdier lesson of perfect loyalty
to the holy faith, taught by the Apostle in

words inspired :—Beware lest atiy man spoil
you through philosophy and vain deceit, after
the tradition of men, after the rudiments of the
world, and not after Christ ; for in Him
dwelleth all the fulness of the Godhead bodily,
and ye are made full in Him, Which is the
Head of all pri7icipality and power ; in Whom
ye were also circumcised with a circumcision not

made with hands, in putting off the body of the
flesh, but with the circumcision of Christ; buried
with Him in Baptism, wherein also ye have
risen again through faith in the working of
God, Who raised Him from the dead. And
you, when ye were dead in sins and in the
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uncircumcision of your flesh. He hath quickened
with Him, having forgiven you all your sins,
hloiting out the bond which was against us

It
y its ordinances, which was contrary to us ;

and He hath taken it out o
f the way, nailing

it to the Cross ; and having put off the flesh
He made a show o

f powers openly, triumphing
over them through confidence in Himself^.
Steadfast faith rejects the vain subtleties of
philosophic enquiry ; truth refuses to be van-

quished by these treacherous devices of human
folly, and enslaved by falsehood. It will not
confine God within the limits which bound
our common reason, nor judge after the

rudiments cf the 'world concerning Christ, in
Whom dwelleth all the fulness of the Godhead
bodily, and in such wise that the utmost
efforts of the earthly mind to comprehend
Him are baffled by that immeasurable Eternity
and Omnipotence. My soul judged of Him
as One Who, drawing us upward to partake
of His own Divine nature, has loosened
henceforth the bond of bodily observances ;

Who, unlike the Symbolic Law, has initiated
us into no rites of mutilating the flesh, but
Whose purpose is that our spirit, circumcised
from vice, should purify all the natural faculties
of the body by abstinence from sin, that we
being buried with His Death in Baptism may
return to the life of eternity (since regener-
ation to life is death to the former life), and
dying to our sins be born again to immor-
tality, that even as He abandoned His immor-
tality to die for us, so should we awaken from
death to immortality with Him. For He
took upon Him the flesh in which we have
sinned that by wearing our flesh He might
forgive sins ; a flesh which He shares with
us by wearing it

,

not by sinning in it. He
blotted out through death the sentence of
death, that by a new creation of our race
in Himself He might sweep away the penalty
appointed by the former Law. He let them
nail Him to the cross that He might nail
to the curse of the cross and abolish all the
curses to which the world is condemned. He
suffered as man to the utmost that He might
put powers to shame. For Scripture had fore-
told that He Who is Gocl should die; that the
victory and triumph of them tliat trust in

Him lay in the fact that He, Who is immoital
and cannot be overcome by death, was to die
that mortals might gain eternity, 'f'hese deeds
of God, wrought in a manner beyond our
comprehension, cannot, I repeat, be under-
stood by our natural faculties, for the work
of the Infinite and Eternal can only be grasped
by an infinite intelligence. Hence, just as

8 Col. ii. 8—15.

the truths that God became man, that the
Immortal died, that the Eternal was burie.l,
do not belong to the rational order but are an

unique work of power, so on the other hand

it is an effect not of intellect but of omni-
potence that He Who is man is also God,
that He Who died is immortal, that He Who
was buried is eternal. We, then, are raised

together by God in Christ through His death.
But, since in Christ there is the fulness of the
Gocihead, we have herein a revelation of God
the Father joining to raise us in Him Who
died ; and we must confess that Christ Jesus

is none other than God in all the fulness of
the Deity.

14. In this calm assurance of safety did my
soul gladly and hopefully take its rest, and
feared so little the interruption of death, that
death seemed only a name for eternal life.
And the life of this present body was so far
from seeming a burden or affliction that it was
regarded as children regard their alphabet, sick
men their draught, shipwrecked sailors their
swim, young men the training for their pro-
fession, future commanders their first campaign;
that is

,

as an endurable submission to present
necessities, bearing the promise of a blissful
immortality. And further, I began to proclaim
those truths in which my soul had a personal
faith, as a duty of the episcopate which had
been laid upon me, employing my office to

promote the salvation of all men.
15. While 1 was thus engaged there came to
light certain fallacies of rash and wicked men,
hopeless for themselves and merciless towards
others, who made their own feeble nature
the measure of the might of God's nature.
They claimed, not that they had ascended to
an infinite knowledge of infinite things, but
that they had reduced all knowledge, undefined
before, within the scope of ordinary reason, and
fixed the limits of the faith. Whereas the true
work of religion is a service of obedience ; and
these were men heedless of their own weak-
ness, reckless of Divine realities, who under-
took to improve upon the teaching of God.
16. Not to touch upon the vain enquiries
of other heretics—concerning whom however,
wiien the course of my argument gives occa-
sion, I will not be silent— there are those who
tamper with the faith of the (jospel by denying,
under the cloak of loyalty to the One Gocl, the
birth of God the Only-begotten. They assert
that there was an extension of God into man,
not a descent; that He, Who for the season
that He took our flesh was Son of Man, had
not been previously, nor was then, Son of God ;

that there was no Divine birth in His case, but
an identity of Begetter and Begotten ; and (to
maintain what they consider a perfect loyalty
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to the unity of God) that there was an un-
broken continuity in the Incarnation, the
Father extending Himself into the Virgin, and
Himself being born as His own Son. Others,
on the contrary (heretics, because there is no
salvation apart from Chri.st, Who in the begin-
ning was God the Word with God), deny that
He was born and declare that He was merely
created. Birth, they hold, would confess Him
to be true God, while creation proves His
Godhead unreal ; and though this explanation
be a fraud against the faith in the unity of
God, regarded as an accurate definition, yet
they think it may pass muster as figurative
language. They degrade, in name and in
belief, His true bii th to the level of a creation,
to cut Him off from the Divine unity, that, as
a creature called into being. He may not
claim the fulness of the Godhead, which is not
His by a true birth.
17. My soul has been burning to answer
these insane attacks. I call to mind that the
very centre of a saving faith is the belief not
merely in God, but in God as a Father ; not
merely in Christ, but in Christ as the Son of
God; in Him, not ^s a creature, but as God
the Creator, born of God. My prime object is
by the clear assertions of prophets and evan-
gelists to refute the insanity and ignorance of
men who use the unity of God (in itself a pious
and profitable confession) as a cloak for their
denial either that in Christ God was born, or
else that He is very God. Their purpose is
to isolate a folitary God at the heart of the
faith by making Christ, though mighty, only
a creature ; because, so they allege, a birth of
God widens the believer's faith into a trust in
more gods than one. But we, divinely taught
to confess neiiher two Gods nor yet a solitary
God, will adduce the evidence of the Gospels
and the prophets for our confession of God the
Father and God the Son, united, not con-
founded, in our faith. We will not admit Their
identity nor allow, as a compromise, that
Christ is God in some imperfect sense; for
God, bom of God, cannot be the same as His
Father, since He is His Son, nor yet can He
be different in nature.
18. And you, whose warmth of faith and
pa.ssion for a truth unknown to the world and
its philosophers shall prompt to read me, must
ri.-member to eschew the feeble and baseless

conjectures of earthly minds, and in devout
willmgness to learn must break down the bar-
riers of prejudice and half-knowledge. The
new faculties of the regenerate intellect are
needed ; each must have his understanding
enlightened by the heavenly gift imparted to
the soul. First he must take his stand upon
the sure ground [substantia = vn-ooriio-fi] of

God, as holy Jeremiah says 9, that since he is
to hear about that nature \s7(bsia!itia\ he may
expand his thoughts till they are worthy of the
theme, not fixing some arbitrary standard for
himself, but judging as of infinity. And again,
though he be aware that he is partaker of the
Divine nature, as the holy apostle Peter says
in his second Epistle ', yet he must not measure
the Divine nature by the limitations of his own,
but gauge God's assertions concerning Himself
by the scale of His own glorious self-revelation.
For he is the best student who does not read
his thoughts into the book, but lets it reveal its
own ; who draws from it its sense, and does
not import his own into it

,

nor force upon its
words a meaning which he had determined was
the right one before he opened its pages.
Since then we are to discourse of the things of
God, let us assume that God has full knowledge
of Himself, and bow with humble reverence to
His words. For He Whom we can only know
through His own utterances is the fitting
witness concerning Himself.

19. If in our discussion of the nature and
birth of God we adduce certain analogies, let
no one suppose that such comparisons are
perfect and complete. There can be no
comparison between God and earthly things,
yet the weakness of our understanding forces
us to seek for illustrations from a lower sphere
to explain our meaning about loftier themes.
The course of daily hfe shews how our ex-
perience in ordinary matters enables us to form
conclusions on unfamiliar subjects. We must
therefore regard any comparison as helpful to
man rather than as descriptive of God, since it

suggests, rather than exhausts, the sense we

seek. Nor let such a comparison be thought
too bold when it sets side by side carnal and

spiritual natures, things invisible and things

palpable, since it avows itself a necessary aid

to the weakness of the human mind, and
deprecates the condemnation due to an im-

perfect analogy. On this principle I proceed
with my task, intending to use the terms

supplied by God, yet colouring my argument
with illustrations drawn from human life.
20. And first, I have so laid out the plan of
the whole work as to consult the advantage of
the reader by the logical order in which its

books are arranged. It has been my resolve
to publish no halffinished and ill-considered
treatise, lest its disorderly array should re-

semble the confused clamour of a mob of
peasants. And since no one can scale a pre-
cipice unless there be jutting ledges to aid his
progress to the summit, I have here set down

9 xxiii, as, accordingto theLXX., iv ijrotrTdtrei,

' ii. 14.
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in order the primary oullines of our ascent,
leading our difficult course of argument up the
easiest path ; not cutting steps in the face of
the rock, but levelling it to a gentle slope, that

so the traveller, almost without a sense of effort,
may reach the heights.
21. Thus, after the present first book, the
second expounds the mystery of the Divine
birth, that those who shall be baptized in the
Name of the Father and of the Son and of the
Holy Ghost may know the true Names, and
not be perplexed about their sense but accu-

rately informed as to fact and meaning, and so
receive full assurance that in the words which
are used they have the true Names, and that
those Names involve the truth.
2 2. After this short and simple discourse
concerning the Trinity, the third book makes
further progress, sure though slow. Citing the
greatest instances of His power, it brings within
the range of faith's understanding that saying,
in itself beyond our comprehension, / in the
Father and the Father in Me^, which Christ
utters concerning Himself. Thus truth beyond
the dull wit of man is the prize of faith
equipped with reason and knowledge ; for
neither may we doubt God's Word concerning
Himself, nor can we suppose that the devout
reason is incapable of apprehending His might.
23. The fourth book starts with the doctrines
of the heretics, and disowns complicity in the
fallacies whereby they are traducing the faith of
the Church. It publishes that infidel creed
which a number of them have lately pro-
mulgated 3, and exposes the dishonesty, and
therefore the wickedness, of their arguments
from the Law for what they call the unity cf
God. It sets out the whole evidence of Law
and Prophets to demonstrate the impiety of
asserting the unity of God to the exclusion
of the (^0(11.ead of Christ, and the treason
of alleging that if Christ be God the Only-
bcgoiten, then God is not one.

24. The fifth book follows in reply the
sequence of heretical asseriion. They had
falsely declared that ihey followed the J.aw in
the sense which they assigned to the unity of
God, and that they had proved from it that the
true God is of one Person ; and this in order
to rob the Lord Christ of His birth by their
conclusion concerning che One true God, for
birth is the evidence of origin. In answer I as-
sert, step by step, what they deny ; for from the
Law and the Prophets I demonstrate that there
are not two gods, nor one isolated true God,
neither perverting the faith in the Divine unity
nor denying the birth of Christ. And since they

" St. John X. 38.
3 The ktler ol Arins to Alexander; Eook iv., §8 12,13.

say that the Lord Jesus Christ, created rather
than born, bears the Divine Name by gift and
not by right, I have proved His true I)ivinity
from the Prophets in such a way that. He being
acknowledged very God, the assurance of His
inherent Godhead shall hold us fast to the
certainty that God is One.

25. 'I'he sixth book reveals the full deceit-
fulness of this heretical teaching. To win
credit for their assertions they denounce the
impious doctrine of heretics :—of Valentinus,
to wit, and Sabellius and Manichseus and
Hieracas, and approjiriate the godly language
of the Church as a cover for their blasphemy.
They reprove and alter the language of these
heretics, correcting it into a vague resemblance
to orthodoxy, in order to suppress the holy faith
while apparently denouncing heresy. But we
state clearly what is the language and what the
doctrine of each of these men, and acquit the
Church of any complicity or fellowship with
condemned heretics. Their words which de-
serve condemnation we condemn, and those
which claim our humble acceptance we accept.
Thus that Divine Sonship of Jesus Christ;
which is the object of their most strenuous
denial, we prove by the witness of the Father;
by Christ's own assertion, by the preaching of
Apostles, by the faith of believers, by the cries
ot devils, by the contradiction of Jews, in
itself a confession, by the recognition of the
heathen who had not known Goil ; and all this
to rescue from dispute a truth of which Christ
had left us no excuse for ignorance.
26. Next the seventh book, starting from the
basis of a true faith now attained, delivers
its verdict in the great debate. First, armed
with its sound and incontrovertible proof of
the impregnable faith, it takes part in the
conflict raging belween Sabellius and Hebion
and these opponents of the true Godhead.
It joins issue with Sabellius on his denial of
the pre-existtnce of Christ, and with his as-
sailants on their assertion that He is a creature.
Sabellius overlooked the eternity of the Son,
but believed that true God worked in a human
body. Our present adversaries deny that He
was born, assert that He was created, and
fail to see in His deeds the works of very
God. What both sides dispute, we believe.
Sabellius denies that it was the Son who was
working, and he is wrong; but he proves
his case triumphantly when he alleges that
the work done was tliat of true God. The
Church shares his victory over those who
deny that in Christ was very God. But when
Sabellius denies that Christ existed before the
woilds, his adversaries prove to conviction
that Christ's activity is from eveilasting, and
we are on their side in this confutation of
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Sabellius, who recognises true God, but not
God the Son, in this activity. And our two
previous adversaries join forces to refute
Hebion, the second demonstrating the eternal
existence of Christ, while the first proves that
His work is that of very God. Thus the
heretics overthrow one another, while the
Church, as against Sabellius, against those
who call Christ a creature, against Hebion,
bears witness that the Lord Jesus Christ is
very God of very God, born before the worlds
and born in after times as man.

27. No one can doubt that we have taken
the course of true reverence and of sound
doctrine when, after proving from Law and
Prophets first that Christ is the Son of God,
and next that He is true God, and this without
breach of the mysterious unity, we proceed
to support the Law and the Prophets by the
evidence of the Gospels, and prove from them
also that He is the Son of God and Himself
very God. It is the easiest of tasks, after
demonstrating His right to the Name of Son,
to shew that the Name truly describes His
relation to the Father ; though indeed uni-
versal usage regards the granting of the name
of son as convincing evidence of sonship.
But, to leave no loop hole for the trickery and
deceit of these traducers of the true birth of
God the Only-begotten, we have used His
true Godhead as evidence of His true Son-
ship; to shew that He Who (as is confessed
by all) bears the Name of Son of God is
actually God, we have adduced His Name,
His birth. His nature. His poiver. His asser-
tions. We have proved that His Name is
an accurate description of Himself, that the
title of Son is an evidence of birth, that in
His birth He retained His Divine Nature, and
with His nature His power, and that that
power manifested itself in conscious and
deliberate self-ievelation. I have set down
the Gospel proofs of each several point, shew-
ing how His self-revelation displays His
power, how His power reveals His nature,
how His nature is His by birthright, and from
His birth comes His title to the name of Son.
Thus every whisper of blasphemy is

.

silenced,
for the Lord Jesus Christ Himself by the
witness of His own mouth has taught us that
He is

,

as His Name, His birth, His nature,
His power declare, in the true sense of Deity,
very God of very God.
28. While its two predecessors have been
devoted to the confirmation of the faith in
Christ as Son of God and true God, the eighth
book is taken up with the proof of the unity
of God, shewing that this unity is consistent
with the birth of the Son, and that the birth
involves no duality in the Godhead. First

it exposes the sophistry with which these
heretics have attempted to avoiil, though they
could not deny, the confession of the real
existence of God, Father and Son ; it de-
moUshes their helpless and absurd plea that
in such passages as, A/id the multitude of thjin
that believed ivere one soul and heart ^

^ and
again, He that planteth and He that waterelh
are one^, and Neither for these only do I pray,
but for them also that shall believe on Me
through their word, that they may all be om,
even as Thou, Father, art in Me, and 1 in
Ihee, that they also may be in Us^, a unity of
will and mind, not of Divinity, is expressed.
From a consideration of the true sense of
these texts we shew that they involve the
reality of the Divine birth ; and then, display-
ing the whole series of our Lord's self-revela-
tions, we exhibit, in the language of Apostles
and in the very words of the Holy Spirit, the
whole and perfect mystery of the glory of
God as Father and as Only-begotten Son.
Because there is a Father we know that
there is a Son ; in that Son the Father is

manifested to us, and hence our certainty
that He is born the Only-begotten and that
He is very God.
29. In matters essential to salvation it is

not enough to advance the proofs which faitli
supplies and finds sufficient. Arguments whicii
we have not tested may delude us into a mis-
apprehension of the meaning of our own
words, unless we take the offensive by ex-

posing the hollowness of the enemy's proofs,
and so establish our own faith upon the de-
monstrated absurdity of his. The ninth book,
therefore, is employed in refuting the argu-
ments by which the heretics attempt to in-
validate the birth of God the Only-begotten ;—
heretics who ignore the mystery of the revela-
tion hidden from the beginning of the world,
and forget that the Gospel faith proclaims the
union of God and man. For their denial that
our Lord Jesus Christ is God, like unto God
and equal with God as Son with P'ather, born
of God and by right of His birth subsisting
as very Spirit, they are accustomed to appeal
to such words of our Lord as, Why callest
thou Me good? None is good save One, even
GodT. Tliey argue that b

y His reproof of
the man who called Him good, and by His
assertion of the goodness of God only, He
excludes Himself from the goodness of that
God Who alone is good and from that true

Divinity which belongs only to One. Willi
this text their blasphemous reasoning connects
another, And this is life eternal that they should

4 Acts iv. 32 : in this and the following passagesununt \%

re£id. 5 I Co"-.iii. 8. 6 yt. John xvii. 20,21.

1 St. Luke xviii. It).
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know Thee the only true God, and Hhn Whom
Thou didst send, Jesus Christ^. Here, ihey
say, He confesses that the Father is the only
true God, and that He Himself is neither true
nor God, since this recognition of an only
true God is limited to the Possessor of the
attributes assigned. And they profess to be
quite clear about His meaning in this passage,
since He also says. The Son can do nothing

of Himself, but what He hath seen the Father
doino'). The fact that He can only copy
is said to be evidence of the limitation of His
nature. There can be no comparison between

Omnipotence and One whose action is depen-
dent upon the previous activity of Another;
reason itself draws an absolute line between

power and the want of power. That line is
so clear that He Himself has avowed concern-
ing God the Father, The Father is greater
than /'. So frank a confession silences all
demur; it is blasphemy and madness to assign
the dignity and nature of God to One who
disclaims them. So utterly devoid is He of
the qualities of true God that He actually
hears witness concerning Himself, Bui of that
day and hour kno^V'^th no one, neither the angels
in heaven nor the Son, but God only ^. A son
who knows not his father's secret must, from
his ignorance, be alien from the father who
knows ; a nature limited in knowledge cannot
partake of that ma'estyand might which alone
is exempt from the tyranny of ignorance.
30. We therefore expose the blasphemous
misunderstanding at which they have arrived
by distortion and perversion of the meaning
of Christ's words. We account for those
words by stating what manner of questions
He was answering, at what times He was
speaking, what partial knowledge He was
deigning to impart ; we make the circum-
stances explain the words, and do not force the
former into consistency with the latter. 'J'hus
each case of variance, that for instance be-
tween The Father is greater than /', and / and
the Father are One 3, or between None is good
save One, even God*; and He that hath seen
Me hath seen the Father also^, or a difference
so wide as that between Father, all thint^s
that are Mine are Thine, and Thine are Mine '',

and Thai they may know The", the only tjue
GodT, or between / in the Father and the
Father in Me^, and But of the day and hour
knouieth no one, neither the angels in heaven
nor the Son, but the Father only 9, is explained
by a discrimination between gradual reve-

8 St. John xvii. 3.2 St. I\I.irk xiii. 32.

* St. Luke .vviii. ig.

6 ib. xvii. 10.

9 St. IMarkxiii. 32.

9 lb. V. 19. • Ib. xiv. 28.

3 .St.John X. 30.

S St. John xiv. 9.

7 Ib. 3. 8 lb. xiv. iz.

lation and full expression of His nature and
power. Both are utterances of the same
Speaker, and an exposition of the real force
of each group will shew that Christ's true
Godhead is no whit impairerl because, to form
the mystery of the Gospel faith, the birth and
Name' of Christ were revealed gradually, and
under conditions which He chose of occasion
and time.

31. The purpose of the tenth book is one

in harmony with the faith. For since, in the
folly which passes with them for wisdom, the
heretics have twisted some of the circum-
stances and utterances of the Passion into
an insolent contradicticin of the Divine nature
and power of the Lord Jesus Christ, I am
compelled to prove that this is a blasphemous
misinterpretation, and that these things were
put on record by the Lord Himself as evi-
dences of His true and absolute majesty.
In their parody of the faith they deceive
themselves with words such as, Afy soul is

sorroivful even unto death ^
.

He, they think,
must be far removed from the b'issful and
passionless life of God, over Whose soul
brooded tiiis crushing fear of an impending
woe, ^V'llo under the pressure of suffering even
humbled Himself to pray, Father, if it be
possible, let this cup pass azvay from Me 3

, and
assuredly bore the appearance of fearing to
endure the trials from which He prayed for
release ; Whose whole nature was so over-
whelmed by agony that in those moments
on the Cross He cried, My God, My God,
7vhy hast Thou forsaken Me * ? forced by the
bitterness of His pain to complain that He
was forsaken : Who, destitute of the Father's
help, gave up the ghost with the words.
Father, into Thy hands I commend My Spirit s.
The fear, they say, which beset Him at the
moment of expiring made Him entrust His
Spirit to the care of God the Father : the
very hopelessness of His own condition forced
Him to commit His Soul to the keeping of
Another.

32. Their folly being as great as their bl-is-
phemy, they fail to mark that Christ's word.":,
spoken under similar circumstances, are always
consistent; they cleave to the letter and ign r.'
the purpose of His words. There is the

widest difference between My soul is sorroivjul
even unto death'^, and Henceforth ye shall ste
the Son o

f Man sitting at the right hand of
poiver * , so also between Father, if it be pos-
si''le, let this cup pass away from Me 3

, and
The cup which the Father hath given Ale, shall

' Reading naiivitas et nomen. The clause above,which is

bracketedin LVIijrne,appearsto bea gloss.

■
'

St Matt. xxvi. 38. 3 Ib. 39. 4 Ib. jxvii, 46.

5 St. Luke xxiii. 46. 6 St, Matt. xxvi. 64.
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/ not drink it 1 1 and further between My God,
My God, why hast Thou forsaken Me^? an J
Verily I say unto thee. To-day shalt thou be
with Me in Paradise'), and between Father,
into Thy hands I commend My Spirit^, and
Father, forgive th'.m, for they knoiv not what
they do'; and their narrow minds, unable
to grasp the Divine meaning, plunge into
blasphemy in the attempt at explanation.
There is a broad distinction between anxiety
and a mind at ease, between haste and the
prayer for delay, between words of anguish
and words of encouragement, between despair
for self and confident entreaty for otliers ; and
the heretics display their impiety by ignoring
the assertions of Deity and the Divine itature
of Christ, which account for the one class
of His words, while they concentrate their at-
tention upon the deeds and words which refer
only to His ministry on eartli. I have there-
fore set out all the elements contained in the
mystery of the Soul and Body of the Lord
Jesus Christ ; all have been sought out, none
suppressed. Next, casting the calm light of
reason upon the question, I have referred
each of His sayings to the class to which its
meaning attaches it

,

and so have shewn that
He had also a confidence which never wavered,

a will which never faltered, an assurance which
never murmured, that, when He commended
His own soul to the Father, in this was involved

a prayer for the pardon of others 3
. Thus

a complete presentment of the teaching of
the Gospel interprets and confirms all (and
not some only) of the words of Christ.
33. And so— for not even the glory of the
Resurrection has opened the eyes of these
lost men and kept them within the manifest
bounds of the faith— they have forged a weapon
for their blasphemy out of a pretended re-
verence, and even perverted the revelation
of a mystery into an insult to God. From
the words, / ascend unto My Father and
your Father, to My God and your God'^,
they argue that since that Father is ours as
much as Flis, and that God also ours and
His, His own confession that He shares with
us in that relation to the Father and to God
excludes Him from true Divinity, and sub-
ordinates Him to God the Creator Whose
creature and inferior He is

,

as we are, al-

though He has received the adoption of a

Son. Nay more, we must not suppose that
He possesses any of the characters of the
Divine nature, since the Apostle says. But
when He saith, all things are put in subjection,

7 St. John xviii ir.

9 St. Luke xxiii. 43.

3 Reading nmtdesiUerasse.

VOL. IX.

8 St. Matt, xxvii. 46.
lb. 46. = lb. 34.

"' St. John XX. 17.

this is except Him Who did subject all things
unto Him, for ivhen all things shall have been
subjected unto Him, then shall also He hfimself
be subjected to Him that did suliject all things
unto Him, that God may be all in alh. For,
so they say, subjection is evidence of want
of power in the subject and of its possession
by the sovereign. The eleventh book is em-
ployed in a reverent discussion of this argu-
ment ; it proves from these very words of
the Apostle not only that subjection is no
evidence of want of power in Christ but that

it actually is a sign of His true Divinity as
God the Son ; that the fact that His Father
and God is also our Father and God is an
infinite advantage to us and no degradation
to Him, since He Who has been born as
IVTan and suffered all the afflictions of our
flesh has gone up on high to our God and
Father, to receive His glory as Man our Re-
presentative.

34. In this treatise ws have followed the
course which we know is pursued in every
branch of education. First come easy lessons
and a familiarity, slowly attained by practice,
with the groundwork of the subject; then the
student may make proof, in the business of
life, of the training which he has received.
Thus the soldier, when he is perfect in his
exercises, can go out to battle ; the advocate
ventures into the conflicts of the courts when
he is versed in the pleadings of the school
of rhetoric ; the sailor who has learned to
navigate his ship in the land-locked harbour
of his home may be trusted amid the storms
of open seas and distant climes. Such has
been our proceeding in this most serious and
difficult science in which the whole faith is

taught. First came simple instruction for the
untiuight believer in the birth, the name, the

Divinity, the true Divinity of Christ; since
then we have quietly and steadily advanced
till our readers can demolish every plea of
the heretics ; and now at last we have pitted
them against the adversary in the present

great and glorious conflict. The mind of men

is powerless with the ordinary resources of
unaided reason to grasp the idea of an eternal
birth, but they attain by study of things Divine-
to the apprehension of mysteries which lie
beyond the range of common thought. The);
can explode that paradox concerning the I;Ortl

Jesus, which derives all its strength and sem-

blance of cogency from a purblind pagan
philosophy : the paradox which asserts, There

was a time when He was not, and He was not

before He was born, and He was made out o
f

5 X Cor. XV. 37,38.
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nothing, as though His birth were proof that
He had previously been non-existent and at
a given moment came into being, and God
the Only-begotten could thus be subjected to

the concejition of time, as if the faith itself [by
conferring the title of 'Son'] and the very
nature of birth proved that there was a time
when He was not. Accordingly they argue that
He was born out of nothing, on the ground that
birth implies the grant of being to that which
previously had no being. We proclaim in

answer, on the evidence of Apostles and Evan-

gelists, that the Father is eternal and the Son

eternal, and demonstrate that the Son is God
of all with an absolute, not a limited, pre-
existence ; that these bold assaults of their
blasphemous logic ^T^c? was born out ofnothing,
and Hi was 7iot before He w.is born—are power-
less against Him ; that His eternity is con-
sistent with sonship, and His sonship with
eternity; that there was in Him no unique
exemption from birth but a birth from ever-

lasting, for, while birth implies a Father, Di-
vinity is inse]iarable from eternity.

35. Ignorance of prophetic diction and un-
skilfulness in interpreting Scripture has led
them into a perversion of the point and mean-

ing of the passage, The Lord created Me for
a beginning of His ways for His wor/is ^- 'i'hey
labour to establish from it that Christ is
created, rather than born, as God, and hence
partakes the nature of created beings, though
He excel them in the manner of His creation,
and has no glory of Divine birth but only tlie
powers of a transcendent creature. We in
reply, without importing any new consider-
ations or preconceived opinions, will make
this very passage of Wisdom ^ display its own
true meaning and object. Wc wdl show that
the fact that He was created for the beginning
of the ways of God and for His works, cannot
be twisted into evidence concerning the Divine
and eternal birth, because creation for these
|)»rpose3 and birtli from everlasting are two
entirely different things. Where birth is meant,
tliere birth, and nothing but birth, is spoken
of; where creation is mentioned, the cause
of that creation is first named. There is
a Wisdom born before all things, and again
there is a wisdom created for particular pur-
jjoses ; the Wisdom which is from everlasting
IS one, the wisdom which has come into ex-
istence during the lapse of time is another.

36. Having thus conckuled that we must
reject the word 'creation ' from our confession
ot faith ill God the Only-begotten, we proceed

6 Prov. viii. 22,accordingto the LXX.
1 Here, as olteii in early writers, tlie Sapiential books are
incUidvjauitdertliis name.

to lay down the teachings of reason and of
piety concerning the Holy Spirit, that the
reader, whose convictions have been estab-
lished by patient and earnest study of the
preceding books, may be provided with a

complete pre.sentation of the faith. This end
will be attained when the blasphemies of
heretical teaching on this theme also have
been swept away, and the mystery, pure and
undefiled, of the Trinity which regenerates us
has been fixed in terms of saving precision on
the authority of Apostles and Evangelists.
Men will no longer dare, on the strength of
mere human reasoning, to rank among crea-

tures that Divine Spirit, Whom we receive
as the pledge of immortality and source of
fellowship with the sinless nature of God.

37. I know, O Lord God Almighty, that
I owe Thee, as the chief duty of my life, the
devotion of all my words and thou ,'hts to
Thyself. The gift of speech which Thou hast
bestowed can bring me no higher reward tiian

the opportunity of service in preaching I'hee
and displaying Thee as Thou art, as Father
and Father of God the Only-begotten, to the
world in its blindness and the heretic in his

rebellion. But this is the mere expression
of my own desire ; I must pray also for the
gift of Thy help and compassion, that the
breath of Thy Spirit may fill the sails of faith
and confession which I have spread, and a
favouring wind be sent to forward me on

my voyage of instruction. We can trust the
promise of Him Who said, Ask, and it shall
be given you, seek, and ye shall find, knock, and
it shall be opened unto you ^; and we in our
want shall pray for the things we need. We

shall bring an untiring energy to the study of

Thy Prophets and Apostles, and we shall knock
for entrance at every gate of hidden know-
ledge, but it is Thine to answer the prayer,
to grant the thing we seek, to open the door

on which we beat. Our minds are born with
dull and clouded vision, our feeble intellect

is penned within the barriers of an impassable
ignorance concerning things Divine ; but the
study of Thy revelation elevates our soul to
the comprehension of sacred truth, and sub-
mission to the faith is the path to a certainty

beyond the reach of unassisted reason.

38. And therefore we look to Thy support
for the first trembling steps of this undertak-
ing, to Thy aid that it may gain strength and
prosper. We look to Thee to give us the
fellowship of that Spirit Who guided the
Prophets and the Apostles, that we may take

their words in the sense in which they spoke
and assign its right shade of meaning to every

^St. Luke xi. g.
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utterance. For we shall speak of things
which they preached in a mystery ; of Thee,
O God Eternal, Father of the Eternal and
Only-begotten God, Who alone art without
birth, and of the One Lord Jesus Christ, born
of Thee from everlasting. We may not sever
Hira from Thee, or make Him one of a
plurality of Gods, on any plea of difference
of nature. We may not say that He is not
begotten of Thee, because Thou art One.
We must not fail to confess Hira as true God,

seeing that He is born of Thee, true God,
His Father. Grant us, therefore, precision of
language, soundness of argument, grace of
style, loyalty to truth. Enable us to utter the
things that we believe, that so we may confess,
as Prophets and Apostles have taugJit us,
Thee, One God our Father, and One Lord

Jesus Christ, and put to silence the gainsaying
of heretics, proclaiming Thee as God, yet not
solitary, and Him as God, in no unreal
sense.

E a



BOOK II.

1. Believers have always found their satis-
faction in that IJivine utterance, which our
ears lieard recited from the Gospel at the
moment when that Power, which is its attes-
tation, was bestowed upon us :— Go noiv and
teirch all na ions, baptizing them in the Na?iie
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy
Ghost, teaching them to observe all things what-
soever I command you ; and, lo, T am with you
alwny, even unto the end of the world^. What
element in the mystery of man's salvation is
not included in those words ? What is for-
gotten, what left in darkness? All is full, as
li-om the Divine fulness ; perfect, as from the
Divine perfection. I'he passage contains tlie
exact words to be used, the essential acts, the
sequence of processes, an insight into the
Di\ine nature. He bade them baptize in the
Nil me of the Father, and of the Son, and of the
Holy Ghost, that is with confession of the
Creator and of the Only-begotten, and of the
Gift. For God the Father is One, from Whom
are all things ; and our Lord Jesus Christ the
Onl3'-begotten, through Whom are all things,
is One ; and the Spirit, God's Gift to us, Who
jiervades all things, is also One. Thus all
are ranged according to powers possessed and
benefits conferred ;— the One Power from
Whom all, the One Offspring through Whom
all, the One Gi;t Who gives us perfect hope.
Nothing can be found lacking in that supreine
Union which embraces, in J'ather, Son and
Holy Sijirit, infinity in the Eternal, His
I^ikeness in His express Image, our enjoy-
ment of Him in the Gift.
2. But the errors of heretics and blasphe-
mers force us to deal with unlawful matters,
to scale perilous heights, to speak unutterable
words, to trespass on forbi.lden ground. I'aith
ought in silence to fulfil the commandments,
worshipi)ing tlie Father, reverencing witli Hnii
the Son, abounding in the Holy Ghost, but
we must strain the poor resources of our lan-
guage to express thoughts too great for words.
The error of others compels us to err in daring
to embody in human terms truths which ought
to be hidden in the silent veneration of the
heart.

3. For there have risen many who have
given to the plain words of Holy Writ some

■St. Matt, xxviii. 19,20.

arbitrary interpretation of their own, instead
of its true and only sense, and this in defiance
of tlie clear meaning of words. Heresy lies
in the sense assigned, not in the word written ;
the guilt is that of the expositor, not of the
text. Is not truth indjstructible ? When we
hear the name Father, is not sonship involved
in that Name? The Holy Ghost is mentioned
by name ; must He not exist ? We can no
more separate fiUherhood from the Father or
sonship from the Son than we can deny the
existence in the Holy Ghost of that gift which
we receive. Yet men of distorted mind
plunge the whole matter in doubt and difii-
culty, fatuously reversing the clear meaning
of words, and depriving the Father of His
falher'nood because they wish to strip the Son
of His sonship. They take away the fatherhood
by asserting that the Son is not a Son by nattu'e ;
for a son is not of the nature of his father
when begetter and begotten have not the same
properties, and he is no son whose being u
di.lerent from that of the father, and unlike it

.

Yet in what sense is God a Father (as He is),

if He have not begotten in His Son that .same
substance and nature which are His own ?

4. Since, therefore, they cannot make any
change in the facts recorded, they bring novel
principles and theories of man's device to bear
upon them. Sabellius, for instance, makes
the Son an extension of the Father, and the
faith in this regard a matter of words rather
tiian of reality, for he makes one and the same
Person, Son to Himself and also Father.
Hebion allows no beginning to the Son of God
except from Mary, and represents Him not
as first God and then man, but as first man
then God; declares that the Virgin did not
receive into herself One previously existent,
Who had been in the beginning God the
Word dwelling with God, but that through
the agency of the Word she bore Flesh ; the

' Word ' meaning in his opinion not the nature
of the pre-existent Only-begotten God % but
only the sound of an uphfted voice. Similarly
certain teachers of our present day assert that
the Image and Wisdom and Power of God
was protluced out of nothing, and in time.
They do this to save God, regarded as Father
of the Son, from being lowered to the Son's

Reading nonatitea.
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level. They are fearful lest this birth of the
Son from Him should deprive Him of His
glory, and therefore come to God's rescue

by styling His Son a creature made out of
nothing, in order that God may live on in
solitary perfection without a Son born of Him-
self and partaking His naiure. What wonder
that their doctrine of the Holy Ghost should
be different from ours, when they presume to

subject the Giver of that Holy Ghost to crea-
tion, and change, and non-existence. Thus
do they destroy the consistency and complete-
ness of the mystery of the faith. They break
up the absolute unity of God by assigning
differences of nature where all is clearly com-
mon to Each ; they deny the Father by robbing
the Son of His true Sonship; they deny the
Holy Ghost in their blindness to the facts
that we possess Him and that Christ gave
Him. They betray ill-trained souls to ruin
by their boast of the logical perfection of their
doctrine ; they deceive their hearers by empty-
ing terms of their meaning, though the Names
remain to witness to the truth. I pass over
the pitfalls of other heresies, Valentinian,
Marcionite, Manichee and the rest. From
time to time they catch the attention of some
foolish souls and prove fatal by the very infec-
tion, of their contact ; one plague as destruc-
tive as another when once the poison of their
teaching has found its way into the hearer's
thoughts.

5. Their treason involves us in the diffi-
cult and dangerous position of having to make
a definite pronouncement, beyond the state-
ments of Scripture, upon this grave and ab-
struse matter. The Lord said that the nations
were to be baptized in the Name of the Father,
and of the Soji, and of the Holy Ghost. The
words of the faith are clear; the heretics do their
utmost to involve the meaning in doubt. We

may not on this account add to the appointed
form, yet we must set a limit to their license
of interpretation. Since their malice, inspired
by the devil's cunning, empties the doctrine
of its meaning while it retains the Names
which convey the truth, we must emphasise
the truth which those Names convey. We
must proclaim, exactly as we shall find them
in the words of Scr/piure, tlie majesty and
functions of Father, Son and Holy Spirit, and
so debar the heretics from robbing these Names
of their connotation of Divine character, and
compel them by means of these very Names
to confine their use of terms to their proper
meaning. I cannot conceive what manner ol
mind our opponents have, who pervert the
truth, darken the light, divide the indivisible,
rend the scatheless, dissolve the perfect unity.
It may seem to them a light thing to tear

up Perfection, to make laws for Omnipo-
tence, to limit Infinity; as for me, the task
of answering them fills me with anxiety ; my
brain whirls, my intellect is stunned, my very
words must be a confession, not that I am
weak of utterance, but that I am dumb. Yet
a wish to undertake the task forces itself upon
me ; it means withstanding the proud, guiding
the wanderer, warning the ignorant. But the
subject is inexhaustible; I can see no limit
to my venture of speaking concerning God in
terms more precise than He Himself has used.
He has assigned the Names —Father, Son and
Holy Ghost, —which are our information of
the Divine nature. Words cannot express or
feeling embrace or reason apijrohend the re
suits of enquiry carried further; all is ineffable,
unattainable, incomprehensible. Language is
exhausted by the magnitude of the theme, the
splendour of its effulgence blinds the gazing

eye, the intellect cannot compass its boundless
extent. Still, under the necessity that is laid
upon us, with a prayer for pardon to Him
V'k''liose attributes these are, we will venture,
enquire and speak ; and moreover — it is the
only promise that in so grave a matter we dare
to make—we will accept whatever conclusion
He shall indicate.
6. It is the Father to Whom all existence
owes its origin. In Christ and through Christ
He is the source of all. In contrast to all else
Fie is self-existent. He does not draw His
being from without, but possesses it fiom

Himself and in Himself He is infinite, for
nothing contains Him and He contains all
things ; He is eternally unconditioned by

space, for He is illimitable ; eternally anterior
to time, for time is His creation. Let imagi-
nation range to what you may suppose is God's

utmost limit, and you will find Him present
there ; strain as you will there is always a

further horizon towards which to strain. In-
finity is His properly, just as the power of
making such effort is yours. Words will fail

you, but His being will not be circumscribed.
Or again, turn back the pages of history, and

you will find Him ever present ; shoula num-
bers fail to express the andquity to which you
have penetrateo, yet Goa s eternity is not

dimihi.sheil. Gird up your intellect to com-
prehend Him as a whole ; He eludes you.
God, as a whole, has left something wahia

your grasp, but this something is inextricably
involved in His entirety. Thus you have
missed the whole, since it is only a part which

remains in your hands; nay, not even a part,
for you are dealing with a whole which you
have failed to divide. For a part impiiea
division, a whole is undivided, and God is

everywhere and wholly present wherever He is.
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Reason, therefore, cannot cope with Him,
since no point of contemplation can be found
outside Himself and since eternity is eternally
His. This is a true statement of the mystery of
that unfathomable nature which is expressed by
the Name 'Father:' God invisible, ineffable,
infinite. Let us confess by our silence that
words cannot describe Him ; let sense admit
that it is foiled in the attempt to apprehend,
and reason in the effort to define. Yet He has,
as we said, in ' Father

'
a name to indicate His

nature; He is a Father unconditioned. He
does not, as men do, receive the power of

paternity from an external source. He is
unbegotten, everlasting, inherently eternal.
To the Son only is He known, for no one
knoweth the Father save the Son and him to
whom the Son willeth to reveal Him, nor yet
the Son save the Fathers. Each has perfect
and complete knowledge of the Other. There-
fore, since no one knoweth the Father save the
Son, let our thoughts of the Father be at one
with the thoughts of the Son, the only faithful
Witness, Who reveals Him to us.
7. It is easier for me to feel this concerning
the Father than to say it. I am well aware
that no words are adequate to describe His
attributes. \Ve must feel that He is invisible,
incomprehensible, eternal. But to say that
He is self-existent and self-originating and self-
sustained, that He is invisible and incompre-
hensible and immortal ; all this is an acknow-

ledgment of His glory, a hint of our meaning,
a sketch of our thoughts, but speech is power-
less to tell us what God is

,

words cannot

express the reality. You hear that He is

self-existent; human reason cannot explain
such independence. We can find objects
which uphold, and objects which are upheld,
but that which thus exists is obviously distinct
from that which is the cause of its existence.
Again, if you hear that He is self-originating,
no instance can be found in which the giver of
the gift of life is identical with the life that

is given. If you hear that He is immortal, then
tlicre is something which does not spring from
Him and with which He has, by His very
nature*, no contact; and, indeed, death is

not the only thing which this word 'immortal '

claims as independent of Gods. If you hear
that He is incomprehensible, that is as much
as 10 say that He is non-exisLent, since contact
with Him is impossible. If you say that He is

invisible, a being that does not visibly exist

3 Cf. St. Matt. xi. 27.

4 Headinga se,iiisleadoi alter.

5 'I'liis is merelya verbalparadojc,to illustrate the inadequacy
of languageto treat ol God. God is ex Jiypothesiauthor uf al
tilings, and contains all tilings in Himself. But the negatn-e
term immortal

' exuludesdeathsand its concomitantsof disease,
pain, &c,, frojnGod's sphere.

cannot be sure of its own existence. Thus our
confession of God fails through the defects of
language,; the best combination of words we
can devise cannot indicate the reality and the
greatness of God. The perfect knowledge of
God is so to know Him that we are sure we
must not be ignorant of Him, yet cannot
describe Him. We must believe, must appre-
hend, must worship ; and such acts of devotion
must stand in lieu of definition.

8
. We have now exchanged the perils of

a harbourless coast for the storms of the open
sea. We can neither safely advance nor safely
retreat, yet the way that lies before us has

greater hardships than that which lies behind.
The Father is what He is

,

and as He is mani-
fested, so we must believe. The mind shrinks
in dread from treating of the Son ; at every
word I tremble lest I be betrayed into treason.
For He is the Offspring of the Unbegotten,
One from One, true from true, living from

living, perfect from perfect ; the Power of
Power, the Wisdom of Wisdom, the Glory of
Glory, the Likeness of the invisible God, the
Image of the Unbegotten Father. Yet in what
sense can we conceive that the Only-begotten

is the Offspring of the Unbegotten ? Repeat-
edly the Father cries from heaven, This is My
beloved Son in IVhom I am well pleased^. It

is no rending or severance, for He that begat

is vvithout passions, and He that was born is

the Image of the invisible God and bears

witness. The Father is in Me and I in the
Father T. It is no mere adoption, for He is

the true Son of God and cries, He that hath
seen Me hath seen the Father also ^

.

Nor did
He come into existence in obedience to a

command as did created things, for He is the
Only-begotten of the One God; and He has
life in Himself, even as Pie that begat Him
has life, for Pie says, As the Father hath life in
Himself, even so gave He to the Sjn to have life
in Himself 9

. Nor is there a portion of the
Father resident in the Son, for the Son bears

witness. All things that the Father hath are
Mine'^, and again, And all things that are
Mine are Thine, and Thine are Mine ', and the
Apostle testifies. For in Him divelleth all the
fulness o

f the Godhead bodily 3y and by the
nature of things a portion cannot possess the

whole +
.

He is the perfect Son of the perfect
Father, for Pie Who has all has given all to
Him. Yet we must not imagine that the

6 St. Matt, iii, 17 ; xvii. 5
. Again in § 23 Hilary says that

thesewordswereoftenrepeated. 7 St John x. 38.

8 lb. xiv. g
. 9 II). V. 26. ^ lb xvi. 15.

2 lb. xvii 10. The words which follow, " an 1 IVJiaisoeyer
theFather kath He ha-thgiven to theSo/t," printedin theeditions
as a Scriptural citation, are eviJenLly a gluss which has crept
into tlie text. Tue wordsdo not occur in Scripture, but are used
agaui by liilary in § 10of this Book.

3 Col. ii. 9. 4 Omitting esse.
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Father did not give, because He still possesses,
or that He has lost, because He gave to the
Son.

9. The manner of this birth is therefore a
secret confined to the Two. If any one lays
upon his personal incapacity his failure to solve
the mystery, in spite of the certainty that Father
and Son stand to Each Other in those relations,
he will be still more pained at the ignorance
to which I confess. I, too, am in the dark, yet
I ask no questions. I look for comfort to the
fact that .\rchan'.;els share my ignorance, that

Angels have not heard the explanation, and
worlds do not contain it

,

that no prophet has

espied it and no .Apostle sought for it
,

that the
Son Himself has not revenled it. J.et" such
pitiful comjjlaints cease. Whoever you are
that search into these mysteries, I do not bid
you resume your exploration of height and
breadth and deptli ; I ask you rather to ac-
quiesce patiently in your ignorance of the
mode of Divine generation, seeing that you
know not how His creatures come into exist-
ence. Answer me this one question :—Do
your senses give you any evidence that you
yourself were begotten ? Can you explain the
process by which you became a father?

I do not ask whence you drew perception,
how you obtained life, whence ) our reason
comes, what is the nature of your senses of
smell, touch, sight, hearing ; the fact that we
have the use of all these is the evidence that
they exist. What I ask is :—How do you
give them to your children? How do you
ingraft the senses, lighten the eyes, implant
the mind ? Tell me, if you can. You have,
then, powers which you do not understand,
you impart gifts which you cannot comprehend.
You are calmly indifferent to the m}'steries of
your own being, jiiofanely impatient of ignor-
ance concerning the mysteries of God's.
10. Listen then to the Unbegotten Father,
listen to the Only-begotten Son. Hear His
words, The Father is greater than /5, and /

and the Father are One ^
,

and He that hath seen
Me hath seen the Father also t, and The Father

is in Me and I in the Father^, and I went out
from tJie Father'^, and Who is in the bosom o

f

the Father % and Whatsoever the Father hath
He hath delij'ered to the Son ^ , and The Son
hath life in Himself, even as the Father hath in

Himself^. Hear in these words the Son, the
Image, the Wisdom, the Power, the Glory of
God. Next mark the Holy Ghost proclaiming
Who shall declare His srefieration *! Note 5 the

5 St. John xiv. 28. ' lb. X. 30. 7 lb. xiv. 9.

8 lb. X, 38. 9 lb. xvi. 28. ' lb. i. 18
=The citationwhich is interpolatedin g 8

,

where seethe note,
andcf. St. Matt. xi. 25.

3 St. John V. 26. * Isai. liii. 8. 5 Reading observa.

Lord's assurance. No one knoweth the Son save
the Father, neither doth any know the Fa'her
save the Son and He to tvhom the Son willeth
to reveal Him ^

.

Penetrate into the mystery,
plunge into the darkness which shrouds that
binh, where you will be alone with God the
Unbegotten and God the Only-begotten. Make
your start, continue, persevere. I know that
you will not reach the goal, but I shall rejoice
at your |)rogress. For He who devoutly treads
an endless road, though he reach no conclusion,
will profit by his exertions; Reason will fail
for want of words, but when it comes to a stand

it will be the better for the effort made.
11. The Son draws His life from that Father
Who truly has life; the Oiily-be^^oiten from
the Unbsyotten, Offspring from Parent, Liv-
ing from Living. As the Father luith life in
Himself, even so gave He to the Son also to have

life in HimselfT. The Son is perfect from
Him that is perfect, for He is whole from
Him that is whole. This is no division or
severance, for Each is in the Other, and the
fulness of the Godhead is in the Son. Incom-
prehensible is begotten of Incomprehensible,
for none else knows Them, but Each knows the

Other; Invisible is begotten of Invisible, for
the Son is the Image of the invisible God,
and he that has seen the Son has seen the

Father also. There is a distinction, for

They are Father and Son ; not that Their
Divinity is different in kind, for Both ace One,
God of God, One God Only begotten of One
God Unbegotten. They are not two Gods,
but One of One ; not two Unbegotten, for
the Son is born of the Unburn. I'here is no
diversity, for the life of the living God is in

the living Chribt. So much I have resolved
to say concerning the nature of their Divinity;
not imagining that I have succeeded in mak-
ing a summary of the faith, but recognising
that the theme is inexhaustible. So faith, you

object, has no service to render, since there is

nothing that it can comprehend. Not so ; the
proper service of faith is to grasp and confess
the truth that it is incompetent to comprehend

its Object.
12. It remains to say something more con-
cerning the mysterious generation of the Son;
or rather this something more is everything.

1 quiver, I linger, my jjowers fail, I know nut
where to begin. I cannot tell the time of the
Son's birth; it were impious not to be certain
uf the fact. Whom shall I entreat ? Whom
shall I call to my aid ? From what books
shall I borrow the terms needed to state so
hard a problem ? Shall I ransack the philos-
ophy of Greece? No! I have read, Where is

6 St. Matt. xi. 27. 7 St. John V. 26.
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the wise f Where is the enquirer of this world'^ ?
In this matter, then, the world's philosophers,
the wise men of paganism, are dumb : for
they have rejected the wisdom of God. Shall
I turn to the Scribe of the Law? He is in
darkness, for the Cross of Christ is an offence
to him. Shall I, perchance, bid you shut your
eyes to heresy, and pass it by in silence, on the
ground that sufficient reverence is shown to
Him Whom we preach if we believe that
lepers were cleansed, the deaf heard, the lame
ran, the palsied stood, the blind (in general)
received sight, the blind from his birth had
eyes given to him?, devils were routed, the
sick recovered, the dead lived. The heretics
confess all this, and perish.

13. Look now to see a thing not less mira-
culous than lame men running, blind men
seeing, the flight of devils, the life from the
dead. There stands by my side, to guide me
through the difticulties which I have enunci-
ated, a poor fisherman, ignorant, uneducated,
fishing-lines in hand, clothes dripping, muddy
feet, every inch a sailjr. Consider and decide
whether it were the greater feat to raise the
dead or impart to an untrained mind the
knowledge of mysteries so deep as he reveals
by saying, In the be,Kinni7ig was the Word^.
^Vhat means this In the beginning was? He
ranges backward over the spaces of time,
centuries are left behind, ages are cancelled.
Fix in your mind what date you will for this
beginning; you miss the mark, for even then
He, of Whom we are speaking, was. Survey
the universe, note well what is written of it,

In the beginning God made the heaven and the
earth '. This word beginning fixes the moment
of creation ; you can assign its date to an
event which is deiinitely stated to have hap-
pened in the beginning. But this fisherman
of mine, unlettered and unread, is untram-
melled by time, undaunted by its immensity ;

he pierces beyond the beginning. For his
zvas has no limit of time and no commence-
ment; the uncreated Word was in the begin-
ning.

14. But perhaps we shall find that our
fisherman has been guilty of departure from
the terms of the problem proposed for solu-
tion 3. He has set the Word free from the
limitalions of time ; that which is free lives its
own life and is bound to no obedience. Let
us, therefore, pay our best attention to what
follows -.—And the Word ivas with God. We

8 I Cor. i. 20,

9 The lieaUrigof theblind man,St. John ix. i ff.. is treatedasa specjidcasedistinct frommureordinary ca.sesof blindness.' St, John i. r, 2 Gen. i. i.

3 I.e. liow to reconcile the Unity of God with the Divinity
of Christ, 'lo say that the Word is God might seem to con-
tradict theUnity by assertingtheexistenceof a secondGod.

find that it is with God\.\\2X the Word, Which
rs'^j' before the beginning, exists unconditioned
by time. The Word, Which was, is with
God. He Who is absent when we seek for
His origin in time'' is present all the while
with the Creator of time. For this once our
fisherman has escaped; peihaps he will suc-
cumb to the difificuUies which await him.

15. For you will plead that a word is the
sound of a voice ; that it is a naming of things,
an utterance of thoughts. This Word was
with God, and was in the beginning; the
expression of the eternal Thinker's thoughts
must be eternal. For the present I will give
you a brief answer of my own on the fisher-
man's behalf, till we see what defence he has
to make for his own simplicity. The nature,
then, of a word is that it is first a potentiality,
afterwards a past event ; an existing thing only
while it is being heard. How can we say, In
the beginning was the Word, when a word
neither exists before, nor lives after, a definite
point of time? Can we even say that there

is a point of time in which a word exists?
Not only are the words in a speaker's mouth
non-existent until they are spoken, and perished
the instant they are uttered, but even in the
moment of utterance there is a change from
the sound which commences to that which
ends a word. Such is the reply that suggests
itself to me as a bystander. But your op-
ponent the Fisherman has an answer of his
own. He will begin by reproving you for
30ur inattention. Even though your unprac-
tised ear failed to catch the first clause, In the
beginning was tlie Word, why complain of the
next, And tlie Word was with Godi Was

it And tlie Word was in God that you heard,—
the dictiuii of some profound philosophy?
Or is it that your provincial dialect makes no
distinction between in and with ? The asser-
tion is that That Which was in the beginning
was 7t'ith, not in. Another. But I will not
argue from the beginning of the sentence ; the
sequel can take care of itself; Hear now the
rank and the name of the Word: — And the
Word was God. Your plea that the Word

is the sound of a voice, the utterance of

a thought, falls to the ground. The Word

is a reality, not a sound, a Being, not a speech,
God, not a noneiitity.
16. But I tremble to say it; the audacity
staggers me. 1 hear, And the Word was
God; I, whom the prophets have taught that
God is One. To save me from farther fears,
give me, friend Fisherman, a fuller imparting
of this great mystery. Show that these asser-
tions are consistent with the unity of God ;

4 Reading a cognitionetemporis.
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tliat tliere is no blasphemy in them, no ex-
plaining away, no denial of eternity. He
continues, He was in the hcginnhi!^ with God.
This He was in ihe begitviing removes the
limit of time ; the woril God shows that He
is more than a voice ; that He is with God
proves that He reither encroaches nor is
encroached upon, for His identity is not swal-
lowed lip in that of Anotlier, and He is clearly
stated to be present with the One Unbegotten
God as God, His One and Only-begotten Son.
17. We are still waiting, Fisherman, for your
full description of the Word. He was in the
beginning, it may be said, but perhaps He
was not before the beginning. To this also
I will furnish a reply on my Fisherman's behalf
The Word could not be other than He was ;
that was is unconditional and unlimited. But
what says the Fisherman for himself? All
things were made through Him. Thus, since
nothing exists apart from Him through Whom
the universe came into being, He, the Author
of all things, must have an immeasurable ex-
istence. For time is a cognisable and divisible
measure of extension, not in space, but in
duration. All things are from Him, without
exception ; time then itself is His creature.
18. But, my Fisherman, the objection will
be raised Ihat you are reckless and extravagant
in your language ; that All things were made
through Him needs qualification. There is the
Unbegotten, made of none ; there is also the
Son, begotten of the Unborn Father. This
All things is an unguarded statement, admitting
no exceptions. While we are silent, not daring
to answer or trying to think of some reply, do
you break in with, And without Him was
nothing made. You have restored the Author
of the Godhead to His place, while proclaiming
that He has a Companion. From your saying
that nothing was made without Him, I learn
that He was not alone. He through Whom
the work was done is One ; He without Whom
it was not done is Another : a distinction is
drawn between Creator and Companion.

T9. Reverence for the One Unbegotten
Creator distressed me, lest in your sweeping
assertion that all things were made by the
Word you had included Him. You have
banished my fears by your Without Him was
nothing made. Yet this same Without Him was
nothing made brings trouble and distraction.
There was, then, something made by that
Other ; not made, it is true, without Him. If
the Other did make anything, even though the
Word were present at the making, then it is
untrue that through Him all things were made.
It is one thing to tje the Creator's Companion,
quite another to be the Creator's Self. I could
find answers of my owrn to the previous ob-

jections; in this case, Fisherman, I can only
turn at once to your words. All things were
made tliroiigh Him. And now I understand,
for the Apostle has enlightened me :— Things
visible and things invisible, whether thrones or
dominions or principalities or powers, all are
tiirough Him and in Him s.
20. Since, then, all tilings were made through
Him, come to our help and tell us what it was
that was made not uithout Him. That tvhich
was made in Him is life. That which was
made in Him was certainly not made ivilhout
Him ; for that which was made in Him was
also made through Him. All things were
created in Him and through Him*. They
were created in Him t, for He was born as God
the Creator. Again, nothing that was made in
Him was made without Him, for the reason
that God the Begotten was Life, and was born
as Life, not made life after His birth ; for there
are not two elements in Him, one inborn and
one afterwards conferred. 'I'here is no interval
in His case between birth and maturity. None
of the things that were created in Him was
made without Him, for He is tlie Life which
made their creation possible. Moreover Go; I,
the Son of Got), became God by virtue of His
birth, not after He was born. Being born the
Living from the Living, the True from the
True, the Perfect from the Perfect, He was
born in full possession of His powers. He
needed not to learn in after time what His
birth was, but was conscious of His Godhead
by the very fact that He was born as God of
God. / and the Father are One^ , are the
words of the Only-begotten Son of the Un-
begotten. It is the voice of the One God
proclaiming Himself to be Feather and Son ;
Father speaking in the Son and Son in the
Feather. Hence also He that hath seen Me
hath seen the Fatlier aho'); hence All that the
Father hath, He hath given to the Soft '■
;

hence

As the Father hath life in Flimself, so hath He
givefi to the Son to have life in Himself'; hence
No one knoweth the Father save the Son, nor the
Son save the Father 3/ hence In Him divelleth
all the fulness of the Godhead bodily ♦

.

5 Col. i. 16. * Cf. Col. i. 16. 7 I.e. potentially.

8 St. John X. 30. 9 lb. xiv. 9. « lb. xvi. 15.

2 lb. V. 26. 3 St. Matt. xi. 27.

4 Col. ii. g
.

The argumentof §§ 18—20 is not easy. They
beginwith thepossibleobjectiontoA ii thingswereviads through
Hiiitt that tills would include the Father among the Son's crea-
tions. The answer is foundin thefollowingwords,Witlio-utHim
•wasliot anything made. These show that theSon wasnotalone
in His work ; the Father is co-exislent. J^utthey raise another
diriiculty. What if the Father were the sole agent in creation,
the Son only His inseparableCompanion, yet taking no share
in the work? The answer is found ni the precedingwords,AU
things were made thtough Him, amplified and explained by
St. i-'aul wlien He says that it was through Him and in Him.
In Him, becausewhentlie Son, the futureCreator,wasborn, the
worldwas potentiallycreated ; in Him also becauseHe is Life,
and thus the condition of all existence. Again, the truthof the
words, AU things were made through Him, is shewn by the
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21. This Life is the Light of men, the Light
which lightens the darkness. To comfort us
for that ])owerlessness to describe His genera-
tion of which the prophet speaks 5, the Fisher-
man adds, And the darkness comprehended Him
not^. The language of unaided reason was
baffled and silenced; the Fisherman who lay on

the bosom of the Lord was taught to express
the mystery. His language is not the world's
language, for He deals with things that are not
of the world. Let us know what it is

, if there
be any teaching that you can extract from his

words, more than their plain sense conveys ;

if you can translate into other terms the truth
we have elicited, publish them abroad. If
there be none— indeed, because there are
none— let us accept with reverence this teach-
ing of the fisherman, and recognise in his
words the oracles of God. Let us cling in
adoration to the true confession of Father and
Son, Unbegotten and Only-begotten ineffably.
Whose majesty defies all expression and all

perception. Let us, like John, lie on the
bosom of the Lord Jesus, that we too may
understand and proclaim the mystery.
22. This fiiith, and every part of it

,

is im-
pressed upon us by the evidence of the
Gospels, by the teaching of the Apostles, by
the futility of the treacherous attacks which
heretics make on every side. The foundation
stands firm and unshaken in face of winds and
rains and torrents ; storms cannot overthrow

it
,

nor dripping waters hollow it
,

nor floods
sweep it away. Its excellence is proved by
the failure of countless assaults to impair it.
Certain remedies are so compounded as to be
of value not merely against some single disease
but against all; they are of universal efficacy.
So it is with the Catholic faith. It is not

a medicine for some special malady, but for
every ill; virulence cannot master, nor num-
bers defeat, nor complexity baffle it. One and
unclianging it faces and conquers all its foes.
Marvellous it is that one form of words should
contain a remedy for every cHsease, a statement
of truth to confront every contri\ance of false-
hood. Let heresy muster its forces and every
sect couie forth to battle Let our answer to
their challenge be that there is One Unbe-
gotten Goil tiie Father, and One Onl)-begotten
Son of God, perfect Offspring of peifect
Parent; that the Sun was begotten by no
lessening of the Father or subtraction from
llis Substance, but that He Who possesses all
things begat an all-possessing Son ; a Son not

mannerof His bijtti. It was instantaneous,and He was born
cnduwedwith all His powers. We may say theri.forethat He
was the author of His own existence; All things ivej-emade
ihrougfi Him^with thenecessaryexceptionof the li'ather.

5 Isai. liii. 8
. 6 St. John i. 4.

emanating nor proceeding from the Father, hut
compact of, and inherent in, the wliole Divi-
nity of Him Who wherever He is present is

present eternally; One free from time, un-
limited in duration, since by Him all things
were made 7, and, indeed. He could not be
confined within a limit created by Himself
Such is the Catholic and Apostolic Faith which
the Gospel has taught us and we avow.

23. LetSabeliius.if he dare, confound Father
and Son as two names witli one meaning, mak-
ing of them not Unity but One Person. He
shall have a prompt answer from the Gospels,
not once or twice, but often repeated, This is

My beloved Son, in Whom lam well pleased^.
He shall hear the words. The Father is greater
than /9, and I go to the Father'^, and Father,

I thank Thee =, and Glorify Me, Father 3, and
Thou art the Son of the living God*. Let
Hebion try to sap the faith, who allows the
Son of God no life before the Virgin's womb,
and sees in Him the Word only after His life
as flesh had begun. We will bid him read
again. Father, glorify Me with Thine own Self
ivith that glory which I had with Thee before
the world was'^, and In the beginnitig was the
Word, and the Wo7-d was with God, and the
Word was God^, and All things were made
through Tlim 7, and He was in the world, and
the 7vorld was made through Him, and the
world kne7v Him not^. Let the preachers
whose apostleship is of the newest fashion—
an apostleship of Antichrist— come forward
and pour their mockery and insult upon the
Son of God. They must hear, / came out
from the Father'^, and 7he Son in the Father's
bosom ', and / and the Fathtr are One ^, and/ in the Father, and the Father in Me 3. And
lastly, if they be wroth, as the Jews were, that
Clirist should claim God for Llis own Father,
making Himself equal with God, they must
take the answer which He gave the Jews,
Believe My works, that the Father is in Me
and I ill the Father*. Thus our one immov-
able foundation, our one blissful rock of faith,

is the confession from Peter's mouth, Thou
art the Son of the Living God^. On it we can
base an answer to every objection with which
perverted ingenuity or enibittered treachery
may assail the truth.

24. In what remains we have the ap-
pointment of the Father's will. The Virgin,
the birth, the Body, then the Cross, the
death, the visit to the lower world ; these
things are our salvation. For the sake of

7 Reading sint. 8 St. Matt. xvii. 5. Seethenoteto § 8
.

9 St. John xiv. 28. ' lb. 12. 2 lb xi 41.

3 lb. xvii. 5. 4 St. Matt. xvi. 17. 5 St. John xvii. 5.^ lb. i. I. 7 lb. 3. 8 II,. 10. 9 1b. xvi. 28.

• lb. i. 18. 2 lb. X. 30. 3 lb. xiv. II.

4 lb. X. 38. S St. Matt. xvi. 16.
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mankind tlie Son of God was born of the
Virgin and of the Holy Ghost. In this process
He ministered to Himself; by His own power
— the power of God—which overshadowed
her He sowed the beginning of His Body, and
entered on the first stage of His life in the
flesh. He did it that by His Incarnation He
might take to Himself from the Virgin the
fleshly nature, and that through this com-
mingling there might come into being a hal-
lowed Body of all humanity ; that so through
that Body which He was pleased to assume
all mankind might be hid in Him, and He in
return, through His unseen existence, be re-
produced in all. Thus the invisible Image, of
God scorned not the shame which marks the
beginnings of human life. He passed through
every stage; through conception, birth, wail-
ing, cradle and each successive humiliation.

25. What worthy return can we make for so
great a condescension? The One Only-
begotten God, ineffably born of God, entered
the Virgin's womb and grew and took the
fraine of poor humanity. He Who upholds
the universe, within Whom and through Whom
are all things, was brought forth by common
childliirth ; He at Whose voice Archangels
and Angels tremble, and heaven and earth
and all the elements of this world are melted,
was heard in childish wailing. The Invisible
and Incomprehensible, Whom sight and feel-
ing and touch cannot gauge, was wrapped
in a cradle. If any man deem all this un-
worthy of God, the greater must he own his
debt for the benefit conferred the less such
condescension befits the majesty of God. He
by Whom man was made had nothing to gain
by becoming Man ; it was our gain that God
was incarnate and dwelt among us, making all
flesh His home by taking upon Him the flesh
of One. We were raised because He was
lowered ; shame to Him wr.s glory to us. He,
being God, made flesh His residence, and we
in return are lifted anew from the flesh to God.
26. But lest perchance fastidious minds be
exercised by cradle and wailing, birth and
conception, we must render to God the glory
which each of these contains, that we may
approach His self-abasement with souls duly
.'illed with His claim to reign, and not forget
His majesty in His condescension. Let us
note, therefore, who were attendant on His
conception. An Angel .speaks to Zacliarias ;
lertility is given to the barren ; the priest
comes forth dumb from the place of incense ;
John bursts forth into speech while yet con-
fined within his mother's womb ; an Angel
blesses Mary and promises that she, a virgin,
shall be the mother of the Son of God. Con-
scious of her virginity, she is distressed at this

hard tiling ; the Angel explains to her the
mighty working of God, saying, The Holy
Ghost shall come from above into thee, and the
power of the Most Hv^h shall overshadow thee ''

.

The Holy Ghost, descending from above, hal-
lowed the Virgin's womb, and breathing therein
(for The Spirit bloweth where it iisteth^),
mingled Himself with the fleshly nature of
man, and annexed by force and might that
foreign domain. And, lest through weakness
of the human structure failure should ensue,
the power of the Most High overshadowed
the Virgin, strengthening her feebleness in
semblance of a cloud cast round her, that the
shadow, wliich was the might of God, might
fortify her bodily frame to receive the pro-
creative power of the Si^irit. Such is the glory
of the cojiception.
27. And now let us consider the glory which
accompanies the birth, the wailing and the
cradle. The Angel tells Joseph that the
Virgin shall bear a Son, and that that Son
shall be named Emmanuel, that is

,

God with
us. The Spirit foretells it througli the prophet,
the Angel bears witness ; He that is born

is God with us. The light of a new star
shines forth for the Magi ; a heavenly sign
escorts the Lord of heaven. An Angel brings
to the shepherds the news that Christ tlie
Lord is born, the Saviour of the world. A
multitude of the heavenly host flock together
to sing the praise of that childbirth ; the re-
joicing of the Divine company proclaims the
fiilfilment of the mighty work. Then glory to
God in heaven, and peace on earth to men o

f

good will is announced. And now the Magi
come and worship Him wrapped in swaddling
clothes ; after a life devoted to mystic rites of
vain philosophy they bow the knee before
a Babe laid in His cradle. Thus the Magi
stoop to reverence the infirmities of Infancy ;

its cries are saluted by the heavenly joy of
angels ; the Spirit Who inspired the prophet,
the heralding Angel, the light of the new star,
all minister around Him. In such wise was

it that the Holy Ghost's descent and the over-
shadowing power of the Most Lligh brought
Him to His birth. The inward reality is

widely diflerent from the outward appearance ;

the eye sees one thing, the soul another. A

v rgin bears ; her child is of God. An Infant
wails; angels are heard in praise. There are
coarse swaddling clothes ; God is being wor-
shipped. The glory of His Majesty is not
forfeited when He assumes the lowliness of
flesh.

28. So was it also during His further hfe on
earth. The whole time which He passed in

6 St. Luke i. 35. 7 St. John iii. 8
.
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human foim was spent upon the works of God.
I have no space for details ; it must suffice to
say that in all the varied acts of power and
healing which He wrought, the fact is con-
spicuous that He was man by virtue of the
flesh He had taken, God by the evidence of
the works He did.

29. Concerning the Holy Spirit I ought not
to be silent, and yet I have no need to speak ;
still, for the sake of those who are in ignor-
ance, I cannot refrain. There is no need to
speak, because we are bound to confess Him,
proceeding, as He does, from Father and Son^.
For my own part, 1 think it wrong to discuss
the question of His existence. He does exist,
inasmuch as He is given, received, retained.
He is joined with Father and Son in our con-
fession of the faith, and cannot be ^excluded
from a true confession of Father and Son ;
take away a part, and the whole faith is
marred. If any man demand what meaning
we attach to this conclusion, he, as well as we,
has read tlie words of the Apostle, Jiecanse ye
are sons of God, God hath sent the Spirit of
His Son into our hearts, crying, Abba, leather 9,
and Grieve not the Holy Spirit of God, in
Whom ye have been sealed^, and again, Bnt we
have received not the spirit of this world, but
the Spirit which is of God, that rce may l;now
the things that are given unto us by God^,
and also Bnt ye are not in the flesh but in the
Spiiit, if so be that the Spirit of God is in you.
But if any man hath not the Spirit of Christ,
he is not His 3, and further, But if the Spirit
of Him that raised up Jesus from the dead
dwelkth in you. He that raised up Christ from
the dead shall quicken also your mortal bodies
for the sake of His Spirit which dweileth in
you*. Wherefore since He is

,

and is given,
and is poisessed, and is of God, let His tradu-
cers take refuge in silence. When they ask,
I'hrough ^Vhom is He? To what end does
He exist? Of what nature is He? AVe answer
that He it is through AVhom all things exist,
and from Whom are all things, and that He

is the Spirit of God, God's gift to tlie faithful.
If our answer displease them, their displeasure
must also fall upon the Apostles and the
Prophets, who spoke of Him exactly as we
have spoken. And furthermore, Father and
Son must incur the same displeasure.

30. The reason, I believe, why certain
people continue in ignorance or doubt is that
they see this third Name, that of the Holy
Spirit, often used to signify the Father or 'ie
Son. No objection need be raised '.j this ;

' Qui Patre ei Filio auctoribuscon/ltendusest : A comparison
/^ithdinii et usum et auctorevzeius igno7-antin § 4

. maiie.-.this
appeartlieprobabletranslation. It might,of course,meancoti/ess
Him ontheevidence0/ Father aitd S^rt. 5 GcL W '^.

» Eph. iv. 30. 2 1 Cor. ii. 12. 3 Kom. viii. g. 4 lb, 11.

whether it be Father or Son, He is Spirit, anci
He is holy.
31. But the words of the Gospel, For God

is Spirit^, need careful examination as to their
sense and their purpose. For every saying
has an antecedent cause and an aim which
must be ascertained by study of the meaning.
We must bear this in mind lest, on the strength
of the words, God is Spirit, we deny not only
the Name, but also the work and the gift of
the Holy Ghost. The Lord was speaking
with a woman of Samaria, for He had come
to be the Redeemer for all mankind. Afler
He had discoursed at length of the living
water, and of her five husbands, and of him
whom she then had who was not her husband,
the woman answered. Lord, I perceive that
Thou art a prophet. Our fathers worshipped
in this mountain ; andye say that in Jerusalem

is the place where men ought to ivorship ^
.

The
Lord replied. Woman, believe Me, the hour
Cometh when neither in this mountain, nor in
Jerusalem, shall ye worship the Father. Ye

worship that ivhich ye know not ; 7ve worship
that which we know ; for salvation is from the
Jews. But the hour cometh, and now is

,

when

the true worshippers shall worship the Father
in the Spirit and in truth ; for the Father
seeketh such to worship Plim. For God is

Spirit, and they that worship Him must ivor-
ship in the Spirit and in truth, for God is

Spirit T. We see that the woman, her mind
full of inherited tradition, thought that God
must be worshipped either on a mountain, as
at Samaria, or in a temple, as at Jerusalem ;

for Samaria in disobedience to the Law had
chosen a site upon the mountain for worship,
while the Jews regarded the temple founded
by Solomon as the home of their religion, and
the prejudices of both confined the all-embrac-
ing and illimitable God to the crest of a hill
or the vault of a building. God is invisible,
incomprehensible, immeasurable; the Lord
said that the time had come when God should
be worshipped neither on mountain nor in

temple. For Spirit cannot be cabined or
confined ; it is omnipresent in sjjace and time,
and under all conditions present in its fulness.
Therefore, He said, they are the true wor-
shippers who shall worship in the Spirit and
in truth. And these who are to worship God
the Spirit in the Spirit shall have the One for
the means, the Other for the object, of their
reverence: for Each of the Two stands in

a different relation to the worshipper. The
words, God is Spirit, do not alter the fact that
the Holy Spirit has a Name of His own, and
that He is the Gift to us. The woman who

5 St. John iv. 24. 6 lb. ; 7 lb.
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confined God to hill or temple was told tliat
God contains all things and is self-contained ;

that He, the Invisible and Incomprehensible,
must be worshipped by invisible and incom-

prehensible means. The imparted gift and
the object of reverence were clearly shewn
when Clirist taught that God, being Spirit,
must be worshipped in the Spirit, and revealed
what freedom and knov/ledge, what boundless
scope for adoration, lay in this worship of God,
the Spirit, in the Spirit.

32. The words of the Apostle are of like
purport : For the Loi'd is Spirit, a?id where the
Spirit of the Lord is

,

there is liberty'''. To
make his meaning clear he has distinguished
between the Spirit, Who exists, and Him
Whose Spirit He is Proprietor and Properly,
He and His are different in sense. Thus
when he says. The Lord is Spirit he reveals the
infinity of God ; when He adds. Where the
Spirit o

f the Lord is
,

there is liberty, he indicates
Him Who belongs to God ; for He is the
Spirit of the Lord, and Where the Spirit o

f the
Lord is

,

there is liberty. The Apostle makes
the statement not from any necessity of his
own Argument, but in the interests of clearness.
For the Holy Ghost is everywhere One, en-
lightening all patriarchs and prophets and the
whole company of the Law, inspiring John
even in his mother's womb, given in due time to
the Apostks and other believers, that they
might recognise the truth vouchsafed them.

33. Let us hear from our Lord's own words
what is the work of the Holy Ghost within us.
He says, / have yet many things to say unto you,
but ye cannot bear them now 9. For it is ex-
pedient for you that L go : if L go L will send
you the Advocate^. And again, Iwill ask the
Father and He shall send you another Advo-
cate, that He may be with you for ever, even
the Spirit o

f truth ^
.

He shall guide you into
all truth, for He shall not speak from Himself
but whatsoever things He shall hear He shall
speak, and Lie shall declare unto you the things
that are to come. He shall glorify Me, for ILe
shall take o

f Mine 3. 'Ihese words were spoken
to show how multitudes should enter the king-
dom of heaven ; they contain an assurance of
the goodwill of the Giver, and of the mode and
terms of the Gift. They tell how, because our
feeble minds cannot comprehend the Father or
the Son, our faith which finds God's incarnation
hard of credence shall be illumined by the gift
of the Holy Ghost, the Bond of union and the
Source of light.
34. The next step naturally is to listen to
the Apostle's account of the powers and func-
tions of this Gift. He says, As many as aie lea

" 2 Cor. iii. 17.* lb. xiv. 16,17.

9 St. John xvi. T2. ^

» lb. 7
.

3 lb. xiv. 13,14.

b
y the Spirit o
f God, these are the children o
f

God. For ye received not the Spirit of bondai^e
again unto fear, but ye received the Spirit of
adoption whereby we cry, Abba, Father^; and

again, For no man b
y the Spirit of God saiih

anathema to Jesus, and no man can say, Jesus

is Lord, but in the Holy Spirit^; and he adds.
Now there are diversities o

f gifts, but the same
Spirit, and diversities o

f ministrations, but the
same Lord, and diversities o

f workings, but the
saute God, Who worketh all thiiigs in all.
But to each one is given the enlighten7nent o

f

the Spi?-it, toprofit withal. How to one is given
through the Spirit the word of wisdotn, to an-
other the word o

f knowledge accordiiig to the
same Spirit, to another faith in the same Spirit,
to another gifts of healings in the One Spirit, to
another workings o

f miracles, to another pro-
phecy, to another discerning of spirits, to another
kinds o

f

tongues, to another interpretation of
tongues. But all these worketh the One and
same Spirit^. Here we have a statement of
the purpose and results of the Gift ; and I

cannot conceive what doubt can remain, after
so clear a definition of His Origin, His action
and His powers.
35. Let us therefore make use of this great
benefit, and seek for personal experience of
this most needful Gift. For the Apostle says,
in words I have already cited, Bui we have not
received the spirit of this world, but the Spirit
which is o

f God, that we may knoiv the things
that are given unto us by GodT . We receive
Him, then, that we may know. Faculties of the
human body, if denied their exercise, will lie
dormant. The eye without light, natural or
artificial, cannot fulfil its office ; the ear will be
ignorant of its function unless some voice or
sound be heard ; the nostrils unconscious of
their purpose unless some scent be breathed.
Not that the faculty will be absent, because it

is never called into use, but that there will be
no experience of its existence. So, too, the soul
of man, unless through faith it have appro-
priated the gift of the Spirit, will have the
innate faculty of apprehending God, but be
destitute of the light of knowledge. That
Gift, which is in Ghrist, is One, yet offered,
and offered fully, to all; denied to none, and
given to each according to the measure of his
willingness to receive ; its stores the richer, the

more earnest the desire to earn them. This
gift is with us unto the end of the world, the
solace of our waiting, the assurance, by the
favours which He bestows, of the hope that
shall be ours, the hght of our minds, the sun
of our souls. This Holy Spirit we must seek
and must earn, and then hold fast by faith and

obedience to the commands of God.

4 Rom. viii 14, IS, 5 T Cor. xii. 3

/ 1 Cor. ii. J 2, ciled in g 29.

6 Ib,4-ii.



BOOK III.
1. The words of the Lord, Tin the Father, and
the Father in Me ', confuse many minds, and
not unnaturally, for the powers of human
reason cannot provide them with any intel-
ligible meaning. It seems impossible that one
object should be both wiihin and without another,
or that (since it is laid down that the Beings
of whom we are treating, though They do not
dwell apart, retain their separate existence and

condition) these Beings can reciprocally con-
tain One Another, so that One should per-
manently envelope, and also be permanently en-
veloped by, the Other, whom yet He envelopes.
This is a problem which the wit of man will
never solve, nor will human research ever
find an analogy for this condition of Divine
existence. But what man cannot understand,
God can be. I do not mean to say that the
fact that this is an assertion made by God
renders it at once intelligible to us. We must
think for ourselves, and come to know the

meaning of the words, f in the Father, and the
Father in Me : but this will depend upon our
success in grasping the truth that reasoning
based upon Divine verities can establish its
conclusions, even though they seem to contra-
dict the laws of the universe.
2. In order to solve as easily as possible
this most difficult problem, we must first
master the knowledge which the Divine
Scriptures give of Father and of Son, that
so we may speak with more precision, as

dealing with familiar and accustomed matters.
'I'he eternity of the Father, as we concluded
after full discussion in the last Book, tran-
scends space, and time, and appearance, and
all the forms of human thought. He is with-
out and within all things. He contains all and
can be contained by none, is incapable of

change by increase or diminution, invisible,

incomprehensible, full, perfect, eternal, not

deriving ariything that He has from another,
but, if ought be derived from Him, still com-
plete and self-sufficing.

3. He therefore, the Unbegotten, before
time was begat a Son from Himself; not from
any pre-existent matter, for all things are

through tlie Son ; not from nothing, for the

Son is from the Father's self; not by way of
cliildbirth, for in God there is neither change

' St. John xiv. II.

nor void ; not as a piece of Himself cut or
torn off or stretched out, for God is passionless
and bodiless, and only a passible and em-
bodied being could so be treated, and, as the

Apostle says, in Christ divelleth all the fulness
of the Godhead bodily"^. Incomprehensibly,
ineffably, before time or worlds, He begat
the Only-begotten from His own unbegotten
substance, bestowing through love and power
His whole Divinity upon that Birth. Thus
He is the Only-begotten, perfect, eternal Son
of the unbegotten, perfect, eternal Father.
But those properties which He has in con-
sequence of the Body which He took, are the
fruit of His goodwill toward our salvation.
For He, being invisible and bodiless and
incomprehensible, as the Son of God, took

upon Him such a measure of matter and of
lowliness as was needed to bring Him within
the range of our understanding, and per-
ception, and contemplation. It was a con-
descension to our feebleness rather than a
surrender of His own proper attributes.
4. He, therefore, being the perfect Father's
perfect Son. the Only- begotten Offspring of
the unbegotten God, who has received all
from Him Who possesses all, being God from
God, Spirit from Spirit, Light from Light,
says boldly, The Father in Me, and I in the
Father i. For as the Father is Spirit, so is
the Son Spirit ; as the Father is God, so is the
Son God ; as the Father is Light, so is the
Son Light. Thus those properties which are
in the Father are the source of those where-
with the Son is endowed ; that is

, He is

wholly Son of Him Who is wholly Father;
not imported from without, for before the Son
nothing was ; not made from nothing, for the
Son is from God ; not a son partially, for the
fulness of the Godhead is in the Son ; not

a Son in some respects, but in all ; a Son ac-
cording to the will of Him who had the power,
after a manner which He only knows. What is

in the Father is in the Son also ; what is in the
Unbegotten is in the Only-begotten also. The
One is from the Other, and they Two are

a Unity ; not Two made One, yet One in the
Other, for that which is in Both is the same.
The Father is in the Son, for the Son is from
Him ; the Son is in the Father, because the

» Col. ii. 9. 3 St. Jihn X. 3a
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Father is His sole Origin ; the Onlj'-begotten
is in the Unbegotten, because He is the Only-
begotten from the Unbegotten. Thus mutually
Each is in the Other, for as all is perfect in
the Unbegotten Father, so all is perfect in the
Only-begotten Son. 'I'liis is the Unity which
is in Son and Father, this the power, this the
love; our hope, and faith, and truth, and way,
and life is not to dispute the Father's powers
or to depreciate the Son, but to reverence the
mystery and majesty of His birth ; to set the
unbegotten Father above all rivalry, and count
the Only-begotten Son as His equal in eter-
nity and might, confessing concerning God
the Son that He is from God.-
5. Such powers are there in God ; pwwers
which the methods of our reason cannot com-
prehend, but of which our faith, on the sure
evidence of His action, is convinced. We
shall find instances of this action in the bodily
sphere as well as in the spiritual, its mani-
festation taking, not the form of an analogy
which might illustrate the Birth, but of a deed
marvellous yet comprehensible. On the wed-
ding day in Galilee M-ater was made wine.
Have we words to tell or senses to ascertain
what methods produced the change by which
the tastelessness of water disappeared, and
was replaced by the full flavour of wine ? It
was not a mixing; it was a creation, and a
creation which was not a beginning, but a
transformation. A weaker liquid was not ob-
tained by admixture of a stronger element ;
an existing thing perished and a new thing
came into being. The bridegroom was anxious,
the household in confusion, the harmony of
the marriage feast imperilled. Jesus is asked
for help. He does not rise or busy Himself;
He does the work without an effort. Water
is poured into the vessels, wine drawn out
in the cups. The evidence of the senses of
the pourer contradicts that of the drawer.
They who poured expect water to be drawn ;
they who draw tliink that wine- must have
been poured in. The intervening time cannot
account for any gain or loss of character in
the liquid. The mode of action baffles sight
and sense, but the power of God is manitcit
in the result achieved.
6. In the case of the five loaves a miracle
of the same type excites our wonder. By
their increase five thousand men and countless
women and children are saved from hunger;
the method eludes our powers of observation.
Five loaves are offered and broken ; while the
Apostles are dividing them a succession of
new-created portions passes, they cannot tell
how, through their hands. The loaf which
they are dividing grows no smaller, yet their
hands are continually full of the pieces. The

swiftness of the process baffles sight; you
follow with the eye a hand full of portions,
and meantime you see that the contents of
the other hand are not diminished, and all
the while the heap of pieces grows. The
carvers are busy at their task, the eaters are
hard at work ; the hungry are satisfied, and
the fragments fill twelve baskets. Sight or
sense cannot discover the mode of so note-
worthy a miracle. What was not existent is
created ; what we see passes our understand-
ing. Our only resource is faith in God's om-
nipotence.

7. There is no deception in these miracles
of God, no subtle pretence to please or to
deceive. These works of the Son of God
were done from no desire for self-display; He
Whom countless myriads of angels serve never
deluded man. What was there of ours that
He could need, through Whom all that we
have was created? Did He demand praise
from us who now are heavy with sleep, now
sated with lust, now laden with the guilt of
riot and bloodshed, now drunken from revel-
ling; — He Whom Archangels, and Dominions,
and Principalities, and Powers, withont sleep
or cessation or sin, praise in heaven with

everlasting and unwearied voice? They praise
Him because He, the Image of the Invisible
God, created all their host in Himself, made
the worlds, established the heavens, appointed
the stars, fixed the earth, laid the foundations
of the deep ; because in after time He was
born, He conquered death, broke the gates
of hell, won for Himself a people to be His
fellow-heirs, lifted flesh from corruption up
to the glory of eternity. There was nothing,
then, that He might gain from us, that could
induce Him to assume the splendour of these
mysterious and inexplicable works, as though
He needed our praise. But God foresaw how
human sin and folly would be misled, and
knew that disbelief would dare to pass its

judgment even on the things of God, and

therefore He vanquished presumption by tokens
of His power which must give pause to our
boldest.
8. For there are many of those wise men
of the world whose wisdom is folly with God,
who contradict our proclamation of God from
God, True from True, Perfect from Perfect,
One from One, as though we taught things
impossible They pin their faith to certain
conclusions which they have reached by pro-
cess of logic :—Nothing can be born of one,

for erery birth requires two parents, and If
this Son be born of One, He has received a part

of His Begetter ; if He be a part, then Neither
of the Two is perfect, for something is missing
from Him from Whom the Son issued, and
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there cannot be fulness in One Who consists of
a portion of Another. Thus Neither is perfect,
for the Begetter has lost His fulness, and the Be-
gotten has not acquired it. This is that wisdom
of the world which was foreseen by God even
in the prophet's days, and condemned through
him in the words, I will destroy the ivisdoni oj
the wise, and reject the understanding of the
prudent '^

.

And the apostle says: Where is

the wise ? Where is the scrilie t Where is the
inquirer o

f this world 1 Hath not God made
foolish the wisdom of this 7vorld1 For because
in the wisdom of God the world through, wisdom
kneiv not God, it pleased God thiongh the
foolishness of preaching to save them that believe.
For the Jews seek signs, and the Greeks seek
wisdom, but we preach Christ crucified, to the
Je7vs indeed a stumbling-block and to the Gentiles
fo-'lisliuess, but unto them that are called, both

Jews and Greeks, Christ the power o
f God and

the wisdom of God. Because the foolishness of
God is iviscr than men, and the weakness o

f

God is stronger than men s.

9. The Son of God, therefore, having the
charge of mankind, was first made man, that
men might believe on Him ; that He might
be to us a witness, sprung from ourselves, of
things Divine, and preach to us, weak and
carnal as we are, through the weakness of the
flesh concerning God the P'ather, so fulfilling
the P"ather's will, even as He says, I came not
to do A^ine own will, but the will of Him that
sent Me''. It was not that He Himself was
unwilling, but that He might manifest His
obedience as the result of His Father's will,
for His own will is to do His Father's. This

is that will to c^irry out the Father's will of
which He testifies in the words : Father, the
hour is come , glorify Thy Son, that Thy Son

may glorify Thee ; even as Thou hast given
Him power over ad flesh, that whatsoever Thou
hast given Him, He should give it eternal life.
And this is life eternal, that they should knoiv
27iee the only true God, and Him Whom Thou
didst send, Jesus Christ. I have glorified Thee
upon earth, having accomplished the work which

Thou gavest Me to do. And noiv, O Father,
glorify Me with Thine 07vn Self with the glory
which I had with Thee before the world was.

I have manifested Thy Name unto the men
whom Thou hast given Me t. In words short
and few He has revealed the whole task to
which He was appointed and assigned. Yet
those words, short and few as they are, are

the true faith's safeguard against every sug-

gestion of the devil's cunning. Let us briefly
consider the force of each separate phrase.

4 Isainh xxix. 14.
St. Juliii vi. 38.

S 1 Cor, i. 20—35.

7 lb. xni. 1—6.

10. He says. Father tfie hour is come ; glorjy
Thy Sou, thai Thy Son may glorify Thee. He
says that the hour, not the day nor the time,

is come. An hour is a fraction of a day.
What iiour must this be? The hour, of course,
of which He speaks, to strengthen His dis-
ciijles, at the time of His passion :—Lo, the
hour is come that the Son of Man should be
glorified^. This then is the hour in which

He prays to be glorified by the Father, that
He Himself may glorify the Father. But what
does He mean ? Does One who is about to
give glory look to receive it ? Does One who

is aljout to confer Jionour make request for
Himself? Is He in want of the very thing
which He is about to repay ? Here let the
world's philosophers, the wise men of Greece,
beset our path, and spread their syllogistic
nets to entangle the truth. Let them ask
How? and Whence? and Why? When they
can find no answer, let us tell them that it is

because God has chosen the foolish things o
f

the 7voi-ld to cofifouud the ivise'^. That is the
reason why we in our foolishness understand '

things incomprehensible to the world's phi-
losophers. The Lord had said. Father, the
hour is come , He had revealed the hour of
His passion, for these words were spoken at
the very moment ; and then He added, Glorify
Thy Son. But how was the Son to be glo-
rified ? He had been born of a virgin, from
cratlle and childhood He had grown to man's
estate, through sleep and hunger and thirst
and weariness and tears He had lived man's
life: even now He was to be spitted on,
scourged, crucified And why? These things
were ordained for our assurance that in Christ

is pure man. But the shame of the cross is
not ours ; we are not sentenced to the scourge,
nor defiled by spitting. The Father glorifies
the Son ; how? He is next nailed to the
cross. 'I'hen what followed ? The sun, instead
of setting, fled. How so ? It did not retire
behind a cloud, but abandoned its appointed
orbit, and all the elements of the world felt
that same shock of the death of Christ. The
stars in their courses, to avoid complicity in
the crime, escaped by self-extinction from be-
holding the scene. Whut did the earth? It
quivered beneath the burden of the Lord
hanging on the tree, protesting that it was

powerless to confine Him who was dying.
Vet surely rock and stone will not refuse Him
a restingrplace. Yes, they are rent and cloven,
and their strength fails. 'I'hey must confess
that the rock-hewn sepulchre cannot imprison
the Body which awaits its burial.
11. And next? The centurion of the co-

8 St. John xii. 23. 9 I Cor. i. 27. Reading intellighitvs.
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liort, the guardian of the cross, cries out,
Truly this was the Son of God^- Creation is
set free by the mediation of this Sin-offering ;
the very rocks lose their solidity and strength.
Tiiey who had nailed Him to the cross confess
that truly this is the Son of God. The out-
come justifies the assertion. The Lord had
said, Glorify Thy Son. He had asserted, by
that word Thy, that He was God's Son not in
name only, but in nature. Multitudes of us
are sons of God ; He is Son in another sense.
For He is God's true and own Son, by origin
and not by adoption, not by name only but
in truth, born and not created. So, after He
was glorified, that confession touched the
truth ; the centurion confessed Him the true
Son of God, that no believer might doubt a
fact which even the servant of His persecutors
could not deny.
12. But perhaps some may suppose that
He was destitute of that glory for which He
prayed, and that His looking to be glorified
by a Greater is evidence of want of povver.
Who, indeed, would deny that the Father is
the greater; the Unbegotten greater than the

Begotten, the Father than the Son, the Sender
than the Sent, He that wills than He that
obeys ? He Himself shall be His own wit-
ness ;— The Father is greater than I. It is a
fact which we must recognise, but we must
take heed lest with unskilled thinkers the

majesty of the Father should obscure the
glory of the Son. Such obscuration is for-
bidden by this some glory for which the Son

prays ; for the prayer, Father glorify Thy Son,
is completed by. That the Son may glorify
Thee. Thus there is no lack of power in the
Son, Who, when He has received this glory,
will make His return for it in glory. But why,
if He were not in want, did He make the
prayer? No one makes request except for
something which he needs. Or can it be
that the Father too is in want ? Or has He
given His glory away so recklessly that He
needs to have it returned Him by the Son ?
No ; the One has never been in want, nor
the Other needed to ask, and yet Each shall
give to the Other. Thus the prayer for glory
to be given and to be paid back is neither
a robbery of the Father nor a depreciation of
the Son, but a demonstration of the povver
of one Godhead resident in Both. The Son
prays that He may be glorified by the Father ;
the Father deems it no humiliation to be glo-
rified by the Son. The exchange of glory
given and received proclaims the unity of

power in Father and in Son.

13. We must next ascertain what and

=St. Matt, xxvii. 54.

whence this glorifying is. God, I am sure,
is subject to no change ; His eternity admits
not of defect or amendment, of gain or of
loss. It is the character of Him alone, that
what He is

,

He is from everlasting. Wliat
He from everlasting is

,

it is by His nature
impossible that He should ever cease to be.
How then can He receive glory, a thing which
He fully possesses, and of which His store
does not diminish ; there being no fresh glory
which He can obtain, and none that He has
lost and can recover? We are brouglit to

a standstill. But the Evangelist does not fail
us, though our reason has displayed its help-
lessness. To tell us what return of glory it

was that the Son should make to the Father,
he gives the words : F^ve?i as Thou hast given
Him poiver over all flesh, that whatsoever Thou
hast given Him He may give it eternal life.
And this is life eternal that they should kno7V
Thee, the only true God, and Jesus Christ
Whom T/iou hast sent. The Father, then, is

glorified through the Son, by His bemg made
known to us. And the glory was this, th;it
the Son, being made flesh, received from Him
power over all flesh, and the charge of restor-
ing eternal life to us, ephemeral beings bur-
dened with the body. Eternal life for us was
the result not of work done, but of innate
power; not by a new creation, but simply by
knowledge of God, M'as the glory of that
eternity to be acquired. Nothing was added
to God's glory ; it had not decreased, and so
could not be replenished. But He is glorified
through the Son in the sight of us, ignorant,
exiled, defiled, dwelling in hopeless death and
lawless darkness ; glorified inasmuch as the
Son, b

y virtue of that power over all flesh
which the Father gave Him, was to bestow on
us eternal life. It is through this work of the
Son that the Father is glorified. So when the
Son received all things from the Father, the
Father glorified Him; and conversely, when
all things were made through the Son, He
glorified the Father. The return of glory given
lies herein, that all the glory which the Son
has is the glory of the Father, since everything
He has is the Father's gift. For the glory
of Him who executes a charge redounds to
the glory of Him Who gave it

,

the glory of the
Begotten to the glory of the Begetter.

14. But in what does eternity of life consist ?

His own words tell us :— That they may know
Thee the only true God, and Jesus Christ Whom
Thou hast sent. Is there any doubt or diffi-
culty here, or any inconsistency? It is life
to know the true God ; but the bare know-

ledge of Him does not give it. What, then,
does He add? And Jesus Christ Whom Thou
hast sent. In Thee, the only true God, the Son

vol.. IX.
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pays the honour due to His Fnther ; by the
addition, And Jesus Christ Whom I'hou hast
sent, He associates Himself with the true
Godhead. The believer in his confession
draws no line between the Two, for his hope
of life rests in Both, and indeed, the true Ciod
is inseparable from Him Whose Name follows
in the creed. Therefore when we read, Thut
they may knoiv Thee, the only true God, and
Jesus Christ IVhojn Thon hast sent, these terms
of Sender and of Sent are not intended, under
any semblance of distinction or discrimination,
to convey a difference between the true God-
head of Father and of Son, but to be a guide
to the devout confession of Them as Begetter
and Begotten.

15. And so the Son glorifies the Father
fully and finally in the words which follow,/ have glorified Thee on the earth, having
acconiplislied the work ichich Thou hast given
Me to do. All the Father's praise is from
the Son, for every praise bestowed upon the
Son is praise of the Father, since all that He
accomi)lislied is what the Father had willed.
■]he Son of God is born as man ; but the
power of God is in the virgin-birth. The
Son of God is seen as man ; but God is
])res^nt in His human actions. The Son of
God is nailed to the cross ; but on the cross
God conquers human death. Christ, the Son
of God, dies ; but all flesh is made alive in
Christ. The Son of God is in hell; but man
is cariied back to heaven. In proportion to
our praise of Christ for these His works, will
be the praise we bring to Him from Whom
Christ's Godhead is. 'J'hese are the ways in
which the Father glorifies the Son on earth ;
and in return the Son reveals by works of
power to the ignorance of the heathen and
to the foolishness of the world, Him from
Whom He is. This exchange of glor)', given
and received, implies no augmentation of the
Godliead, but meaijs the praises rendered for
the knowledge granted to those who had lived
in ignorance of God. What, indeed, could
there be which the Father, from Whom are
all things, did not richly possess? In what
was the Son lacking, in Whom all the fulness
of the Godhead had been pleased to dwell?
The Father is glorified on earth because the
work which He had commanded is finished.
16, Next let us see what this glory is which
the Son expects to receive from the Father;
and then our exposition will be cotnplete. The
sequel is

, / have glorified Thee on the earth,
having accomplished the work which Thou hast
given Me to do. And tzow, O Father, glorify
Thou Me with Thine own Self with the glory
which I had with Thee before the world ivas.I have manifested Thy name unto men. It is,

then, by the Son's works that the Father is

glorified, in that He is recognised as God,
as Father of God the Only-begotten, Who
for our salvation willed that His Son should
be born as man, even of a virgin ; that Son
Whose whole life, consummated in the Passion,
was consistent with the humiliation of the
virgin birth. Thus, because the Son of God,
all-perfect and born from everlasting in the
fulness of the Godhead, had now by incarna-
tion become Man and was ready for His death,
He prays that He may be glorified with God,
even as He was glorifying His Father on the
earth; for at that moment the powers of God
were being glorified in the flesh before the

eyes of a world that knew Flim not. But
what is this glory with the Father, for which
He looks? It is that, of course, which He
had with Him before the world was. Hellad
the fulness of the Godhead ; He has it still,
for He is God's Son. But He Who was the
Son of God had become the Son of man also,
for The Word 7vas made flesh. He had not
lost His former being, but He had become
what He was not before ; He had not abdi-
cated His own position, yet He had taken
ours ; He prays that the nature which He had
assumed may be promoted to the glory which
He had never renounced. Therefore, since
the Son is the Word, and the Word was made
flesh, and the Word was God, and was in the
beginning with God, and the Word was Son be-
fore the foundation of the world ; this Son, now
incarnate, prayed that flesh might be to the
Father what the Son had been. He prayed
that flesh, born in time, might receive the
splendour of the everlasting glory, that the
corruption of the flesh might be swallowed up,
transformed into the power of God and the
purity of the Spirit. It is His prayer to God,
the Son's conlession of the Father, the en-
treaty of that flesh wherein all shall see Him
on the Judgment-day, pierced and bearing the
marks of the cross ; of that flesh wherein His
glory was foreshown upon the Mount, wherein
He ascended to heaven and is set down at
the right hand of God, wherein Paul saw Him,
and Stephen paid Him worshi[).
17. 'J he name Father has thus been re-
vealed to men ; the question arises. What is

this Father's own name ? Yet surely the name
of God has never been unknown. Moses heard

it from the bush. Genesis announces it at the
beginning of the history of creation, the Law
has proclaimed and the prophets extolled it

,

the history of the world has made mankind
familiar with it; the very heathen have wor-
shipped it under a veil of falsehood. Men
have never been left in ignorance of the name
of God. And yet they were, in very truth,
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in ignorance. For no man knows God unless
He confess Him as Fatlier, Father of tlie
Onl)--begotten Son, and confess also the Son,
a Son by no partition or extension or pro-
cession, but bom of Him, as Son of Father,
ineffably and incomprehensibly, and retaining
the fulness of that Godhead from which and
in which He was born as true and infinite
and perfect God. This is what the fulness
of the Godhead means. If any of these things
be lacking, there will not be that fulness which
was pleased to dwell in Him. This is the
message of the Son, His revelation to men
in their ignorance. The Father is glorified
through the Son when men recognise that

He is Father of a Son so Divine.
18. The Son, wishing to assure us of the
truth of this, His Divine birth, has appointed
His works to serve as an illustration, that from
the ineffable power displayed in ineffable deeds

we may learn the lesson of the ineffable birth.
For instance, when water was made wine, and
five loaves satisfied five thousand men, beside

women and children, and twelve baskets were

filled with the fragments, we see a fact though
we cannot understand it; a deed is done,
though it baffles our reason ; the process can-
not be followed, though the result is obvious.

It is folly to intrude in the spirit of carping,
when the matter into which we enquire is such

that we cannot probe it to the bottom. For
even as the Father is ineffable because He
is Unbegotten, so is the Son ineffable because

He is the Only-begotten, since the Begotten
is the Image of the Unbegotten. Now it is
by the use of our senses and of language
that we have to form our conception of an

image; and it must be by the same means

that we form our idea of that which the image
represents But in this case we, whose facul-

ties can deal only with visible and tangible

things, are straining after the invisible, and

striving to grasp the impalpable. Yet we take
no shame to ourselves, we reproach ourselves

with no irreverence, when we doubt and criti-

cise the mysteries and powers of God. How
is He the Son? Whence is He? What did
the Father lose by His birth? Of what por-
tion of the Father was He born ? So we ask ;
yet all the while there has been confronting
us the evidence of works done to assure us
that God's action is not limited by our power
of comprehending His methods.
19. You ask what was the manner in which,
as the Spirit teaches, the Son was born?
I will put a question to you as to things
corporal. I ask not in what manner He
was born of a virgin; I ask only whether
her flesh, in the course of bringing His flesh
to readiness for birth, suffered any loss. As-

suredly she did not conceive Him in the
common way, or suffer the shame of human
interco'irse, in order to bear Him : yet she
bore Him, complete in His human Hody,
without loss of her own completeness. Surely
piety requires that we should regard as possible
with God a thing which we see became pos-
sible tlirough his power in the case of a human
beings.
20. But you, whoever you are that would
seek into the unsearcliable. and in all serious-
ness form an opinion upon the mysteries and

powers of God ;— I turn to you for counsel,
and beg you to enlighten me, an unskilled and

simple believer of all that God says, as to
a circumstance which I am about to mention.
I listen to the Lord's words and, since I be-
lieve what is recorded, I am sure that after His
Resurrection He offered Himself repeatedly in
the Body to the sight of multitudes of un-
believers. At any rate, He did so to Thomas
who had protested that he would not believe
unless he handled His wounds. His words are.
Unless I shall see in His hands the print of the
nails, and put my finger into the place of the
nails, and thrust my hand into His side, Iwill
not believe^. The Lord stoops to the level
even of our feeble understanding; to satisfy
the doubts of unbelieving minds He works
a miracle of His invisible power. Do you, my
critic of the ways of heaven, explain His action
if you can. The disciples were in a closed
room ; they had met and held their assembly
in secret since the Passion of the Lord. The
Lord presents Himself to strengthen the faith
of Thomas by meeting his challenge ; He gives
him His Body to feel. His wounds to handle.
He, indeed, who would be recognised as having
suffered wounds must needs produce the body

in which those wounds were received. I ask at
what point in the walls of that closed house
the Lord bodily entered. The Apostle has
recorded the circumstances with careful pre-

cision ; Jesus came when the doors were shut,
and stood in the midst^. Did He penetrate
through bricks and mortar, or through stout

woodwork, substances whose very nature it is

to bar progress ? For there He stood in bodily
presence; there was no suspicion of deceit
Let the eye of your mind follow His path as
He enters ; let your intellectual vision accom-

pany Him as He passes into that closed dwell-

3 This is an argument against the objection that God, if
Christ is His Son, musthavesufferedloss. II God is His father
and the sole source of His existence, Christ must ha\e come
into being by separationfrom the Father; i.e. the Father must
havesuffereddiminutionand lost His completeness.The answer
is that a vi-oman—and a.fortiori the Virgin, who was the only
humanparent of Christ—suffers no loss of bodily completeness
throughbecomingamother. There is no allusion to thebeliei iii
the perpetualvirginity of the Mother of our Lord.
1 St. John XX.25. 5 lb. XX.aS.
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ing. There is no breach in the walls, no door
has been unbarred ; yet lo, He stands in the
midst Whose might no barrier can resist. You
are a critic of things invisible ; I ask you to ex-
plain a visible event. Everything remains firm
as it was ; no body is capable of insinuating
itself through the interstices of wood and stone.
Tlie Body of the Lord does not disperse
itself, to come together again after a dis-

appearance ; yet whence comes He Who is
standing in the midst? Your senses and your
words are powerless to account for it; the fact
is certain, but it lies beyond the region of
human explanation. If, as you say, our ac-
count of the Divine birth is a lie, then prove
that this account of the Lord's entrance is
a fiction. If we assume that an event did not
happen, because we cannot discover how it
was done, we make the limits of our under-
standing into the limits of reality. But the
certainty of the evidence proves the falsehood
of our contradiction. The Lord did stand in
a closed house in the midst of the discii)les ;
the Son was born of the Father. Deny not
that He stood, because your puny wits cannot
ascertain how He came there ; renounce a dis-
belief in God the Only-begotten and perfect
Son of God the Unbegotten and perfect Father,
which is based only on the incapacity of sense
and speech to compreliend the transcendent
miracle of that birth.
21. Nay more, the whole constitution of
nature would bear us out against the impiety
of doubting the works and powers of God.
And yet our disbelief tilts even against obvious
truth ; we strive in our fury to pluck even God
from His throne. If ne could, we would climb
by boddy strength to heaven, would fling into
confusion the ordered courses of sun and stars,
would disarrange the ebb and flow of tides,
check rivers at their source or make their
waters flow backward, would shake the foun-
dations of the world, in the utter irreverence
of our rage against the paternal work of God.
It is well that our bodily limitations confine us
within more modest bounds. Assuredly, there
is no concealment of the mischief we would do
if we could. In one respect we are free ; and
so with blasphemous insolence we distort the
truth and turn our weapons against the words
of God.
22. The Son has said. Father, I have mani-

fested Thy Name unto men. What reason is
there for denunciation or fury here? Do you
deny the Father? Why, it was the primary
puipose of the Son to enable us to know the
Father. But in fact you do deny Him when,
according to you, the Son was not born of
Him. Yet why should He have the name of
Son if He be, as others are, an arbitrary

creation of God ? I could feel awe of God as
Creator of Christ as well as Founder of the
universs ; it were an exercise of power worthy
of Him to be the Maker of Him Who made
Archangels and Angels, things visible and
things invisible, heaven and earth and the
whole creation around us. But the work which
the Lord came to do was not to enable you
to recognise the omnipotence of God as Creator
of all things, but to enable you to know Him
as the Father of that Son Who addresses you.
In heaven there are Powers beside Himself,
Powers mighty and eternal ; there is but one
Only-begotten Son, and the difference between
Him and them is not one of mere degree of
might, but that they all were made through
Him. Since He is the true and only Son, let
us not make Him a bastard by asserting that
He was made out of nothing. You hear the
name Son ; believe that He is the Son. You
hear the name Father; fix it in your mind that
He is the Father. Why surround these names
with doubt and illwill and hostility ? The
things of God are provided with names which
give a true indication of the realities ; why force
an arbitrary meaning upon their obvious sense?
Father and Son are spoken of; doubt not that
the words mean what they say. The end and
aim of the revelation of the Son is that you
should know the Father. Why frustrate the
labours of the Prophets, the Incarnation of
the Wo.rd, the Virgin's travail, the effect of
miracles, the cross of Christ? It was all
spent upon you, it is all offered to you, that
through it all Father and Son may be mani-
fest to you. And you replace the truth by
a theory of arbitrary action, of creation or
adoption. Turn your thoughts to the war^
fare, the conflict waged by Christ. He de-
scribes it thus :—Father, I have manifested
Thy Name unto men. He does not say. Thou
hast created the Creator of all the heavens, or
Thou hast made the Maker of the lohole earth.
He says. Father, I have manifested Thy Name
unto men. Accept your Saviour's gift of
knowledge. Be assured that there is a Father
Who begat, a Son Who was born ; born in the
truth of His Nature of the Father, Who is.
Remember that the revelation is not of the
Father manifested as God, hut of God mani-
fested as the Father.

23. You hear the words, I and the Father are
one °. Why do you rend and tear the Son away
from the Father? They are a unity: an ab-
solute Existence having all things in perfect
communion with that absolute Existence, from
Whom He is. When you hear the Son saying,/ and the Father are one, adjust your view of

« St. John X. 30.
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facts to the Persons; accept the statement which
Begetter and Begotten make concerning Them-
selves. Believe that They are One, even as Tiiey
are also Begetter and Begotten. Why deny the
common nature ? Why impugn the true Divi-
nity ? You hear asain, The Father in Me, and I
in the Father t . That this is true of Father and
of Son is demonstrated by the Son's works.
Our science cannot envelope body in body, or
pour one into another, as water into wine ; but
we confess that in Botli is equivalence of power
and fulness of the Godhead. For the Son has
received all things from the Father; He is the
Likeness of God, the Image of His substance.
The words, Imjge ofHis substance'^, discriminate
between Christ and Him from Whom He is

,

but only to establish Their distinct existence,
not to teach a difference of nature ; and the
meaning of Father in Son and Son in Father

is that there is the perfect fulness of the God-
head in Both. The Father is not impaired by
the Son's existence, nor is the Son a mutilated
fragment of the Father. An image implies its
original ; likeness is a relative term. Now
nothing can be like God unless it have its
source in Him ; a perfect likeness can be
reflected only from that which it represents ;

an accurate resemblance forbids the assump-
tion of any element of difference. Disturb not
this likeness ; make no separation where truth
shews no variance, for He Who said. Let us
make man after our image and likeness'^, by
those words Our likeness revealed the existence
of Beings, Each like the Other. Touch not,
handle not, pervert not. Hold fast the Names
which teach the truth, hold fast the Son's
declaration of Himself. I would not have you
flatter the Son with praises of your own in-
vention ; it is well with you if you be satisfied
with the written word.

24. Again, we must not repose so blind

a confidence in human intellect as to imagine
that we have complete knowledge of the
objects of our thought, or that the ultimate
problem is solved as soon as we have formed

a symmetrical and consistent theory. Finite
minds cannot conceive the Infinite ; a being
dependent for its existence upon another
cannot attain to perfect knowledge either of
its Creator or of itself, for its consciousness of
self is coloured by its circumstances, and
bounds are set which its perception cannot
pass. Its activity is not self-caused, but due to
the Creator, and a being dependent on a

Creator ' has perfect possession of none of its
faculties, since its origin lies outside itself.
Hence by an inexorable law it is folly for that
being to say that it has perfect knowledge of

7 St. John X. 38. 8 Hcb. i. 3.' Omitting in aliud.

9 Gen. i. s6.

any matter; its powers have limits which it

cannot modify, and only while it is under the

delusion that its petty bounds are coterminous
with infinity can it make the empty boast of
possessing wisdom. For of wisdom it is in-

capable, its knowledge being limited to the

range of its perception, and sharing the im-
potence of its dependent existence. And
therefore this masquerade ^ of a finite nature
boasting that it possesses the wisdom whicli

springs only from infinite knowledge earns the

scorn and ridicule of the .'Viiostle, who calls its
wisdom folly. He says, For Christ sent me
not to baptize, but to preach the Gospel, not in

the laftguage o
f ivisdom, lest the cross o
f Christ

should be made void. For the word of the cross

is foolishness to then that are perishing, but unto
them that are being saved it is the power o

f God.
For it is ivritten, I will destroy the ivisdoni of

the wise and the understanding of the prudentI will reject. Where is the wise? Where is

the scribe 1 Where is the enqui}-er o
f this world 1

Hath not God made foolish the luisdom of this
world 1 For seeing that in the tvisdom of God
the world through its wisdom kneiv not God,
God decreed through the foolishness ofpreaching
to save them that believe. For the Jews ask for
signs and the Greeks seek after wisdom, but we
preach Christ criicijied, unto Jews indeed a
stumbling-block and to Gentiles foolishness, but
unto them that are called, both Jews and Greeks,
Christ the power of God and the wisdom of God.
Because the weakness of God is stronger than
men, and the foolishness of God is wiser than
men'i. Thus all unbelief is foolishness, for it

takes such wisdom as its own finite perception
can attain, and, measuring infinity by that

petty scale, concludes that what it cannot
understand must be impossible. Unbelief is

the result of incapacity engaged in argument.
Men are sure that an event never happened,
because they have made up their minds that

it could not happen.

25. Hence the Apostle, familiar with the
narrow assumption of human thought that
what it does not know is not truth, says that
he does not speak in the language of know-
ledge, lest his preaching should be in vain. To
save himself from being regarded as a preacher
of foolishness he adds that the word of the
cross is foolishness to them that perish. He
knew that the unbelievers held that the only
true knowledge was that which formed their
own wisdom, and that, since their wisdom was

cognisant only of matters which lay within

» StibstituHo : this word seems,except in technical sensesof
the law, to be very late and very rare. X'le only meaning,and
that one not attested in the dictionaries, which will suit this
passage,seemsto be that of the jackdaw dressedin peacock's
feathers.

3 I Cor. i. 17—25.
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their narrow horizon, the other wisdom, which
alone is Divine and perfect, seemed foolislmess
to them. Thus their foolishness actually con-
sisted in that feeble imagination which they
mistook for wisdom. Hence it is that the very
things wliich to them that perish are foolish-
ness are the power of God to them that are
saved ; for these last never use their own in-

adequate faculties as a measure, but attribute
to the Divine activities the omnipotence of
heaven. God rejects the wisdom of the wise
and the understanding of the prudent in this
sense, that just because they recognise their
own foolishness, salvation is granted to them
that believe. Unbelievers pronounce the ver-
dict of foolishness on everything that lies
beyond their ken, while believers leave to the

power and majesty of God the choice of the
mysteries wherein salvation is bestowed. There
is no foolishness in the things of God; the
foolishness lies in that human wisdom which
demands of God, as the condition of belief,
signs and wisdom. It is the foolishness of the
Jews to demand signs ; they have a certain
knowledge of the Name of God through long
acquaintance with the Law, but the offence of
the cross repels them. The foolishness of the
Greeks is to demand wisdom ; with Gentile
folly and the philosophy of men they seek
the reason why God was lifted up on the
cross. And because, in consideration for the
weakness of our mental powers, these things
have been hidden in a mystery, this foolishness
of Jews and Greeks turns to unbelief; for they
denounce, as unworthy of reasotiable credence,
truths which their mind is inherently incapable
of comprehending. But, because the world's
wisdom was so foolish, — for previously through

God's wisdom it knew not God, that is
,

the

splendour of the universe, and the wonderful
order which He planned for His handiwork,
taught it no reverence for its Creator —God
was pleased through the preaching of foolish-
ness to save them that believe, that is

,

through
the faith of the cross to make everlasting life
the lot of mortals ; that so the self-confidence
of human wisdom might be put to shame, and
salvation found where men had thought that
foolishness dwelt. For Christ, Who is foolish-
ness to Gentiles, and offence to Jews, is the
Power of God and the Wisdom of God; be-
cause what seems weak and foolish to human
apprehension in the things of God transcends

in true wisdom and might the thoughts and
the powers of earth.
26. And therefore the action of God must
not be canvassed by human faculties ; the
Creator must not be judged by those who are
the work of His hands. We must clothe our-
selves in foolishness that we may gain wisdom ;

not in the foolishness of hazardous conclusions,
but in the foolishness of a modest sense of our
own infirmity, that so the evidence of God's
powar may teach us truths to which the argu-
ments of earthly philosophy cannot attain.
For when we are fully conscious of our own
foolishness, and have felt the helplessness and
destitution of our reason, then through the
counsels of Divine Wisdom we shall be ini-
tiated into the wisdom of God ; setting no
bounds to boundless majesty and power, nor

tying the Lord of nature down to nature's
laws ; sure that for us the one true faith con-

cerning God is that of which He is at once the
Author and the Witness.



BOOK IV.

r. The earlier books of this treatise, written
some time ago, contain, I think, an invincible
proof that we hold and profess the faith in
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, which is taught
by the Evangelists and Apostles, and that no
commerce is possible between us and the
heretics, inasmuch as they deny uncondition-
ally, irrationally, and recklessly, the Divinity
of our Lord Jesus Christ. Yet certain points
remained which I have felt myself bound to
include in this and the following books, in
order to make our assurance of the failh even
more certain by exposure of every one of their
falsehoods and blasphemies. Accordingly, we
will enquire first what are the dangers of their
teaching, the risks involved by such irrever-
ence ; next, what principles they hold, and
what arguments they advance against the
apostolic faith to which we adhere, and by
what sleight of language they impose upon
the candour of their hearers ; and lastly, by
what method of comment they disarm the
words of Scripture of their force and meaning.
2. We are well aware that neither the speech
of men nor the analogy of human nature can
give us a full insight into the things of God.
The ineffable cannot submit to the bounds
and limits of definition ; that which is spiritual
is distinct from every class or instance of
bodily things. Yet, since our subject is that
of heavenly natures, we must employ ordinary
natures and ordinary speech as our means of
expressing what our mind apprehends ; a
means no doubt unworthy of the majesty of
God, but forced upon us by feebleness of our
intellect, which can use only our own circum-
stances and our own words to convey to others
our perceiJtions and our conclusions. This
truth has been enforced already in the first
book ', but is now repeated in order that, in
any analogies from human affairs which we
adduce, we may not be supposed to think of
God as resembling embodied natures, or to
compare spiritual Beings with our pa.ssible
selves, but rather be regarded as advancing
the outward appearance of visible things as
a clue to the inward meaning of things in-
visible.

3. For the heretics say that Christ is not
from God, that is

,

that the Son is not born

' S19.

from the Father, and is God not by nature
but by appointment ; in other words, that He
has received an adoption which consists in the
giving of a name, being God's Son in the
sense in which many are sons of God ; again,
that Christ's majesty is an evidence of God's
widespread bounty, He being God in the
sense in which there are gods many ; although
they admit that in His adoption and naming
as God a more liberal affection than in other
cases was shewn. His adoi)tion being the first
in order of time, and He greater than other
adopted s'bns, and first in rank among the
creatures because of the greater splendour
which accompanied His creation. Some add,
by way of confessing the omnipotence of God,
that He was created into God's likenes.s, and
that it was out of nothing that He, like other
creatures, was raised up to be the Image of
the eternal Creator, bidden at a word to spring
from non-existence into being by the power
of God, Who can frame out of nothing the
likeness of Himself
4. Moreover, they use their knowledge of
the historical fact that bishops of a former
time have taught that Father and Son are of
one substance, to subvert the truth by the
ingenious plea that this is a heretical notion.
They say that this term ' of one substance,' in
the Greek homoousion, is used to mean and
express that the Father is the same as the
Son ; that is

,

that He extended Himself out
of infinity into the Virgin, and took a body
from her, and gave to Himself, in the body
which He had taken, the name of Son. This

is their first lie concerning the homojusion.

Their next lie is that this word homooitsion
implies that Father and Son participate in
something antecedent to Either and distinct
from Both, and that a certain imaginary sub-
stance, or ousia, anterior to all matter what-
soever, has existed heretofore and been di-
vided and wholly distributed between the Two ;

which proves, they say, that Each of the Two

is of a nature pre-existent to Himself, and
Each identical in matter with the Other. And
so they profess to condemn the confession of
the Iiomoousion on the ground that that term
does not discriminate between Father and

Son, and makes the Father subsequent in time
to that matter which He has in common with
the Son. And they have devised this third
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objection to the word homoousion, that its
meaning, as they explain it

,

is that the Son
derives His origin from a partition of the
Father's substance, as though one object had
been cut in two and He were the severed
portion. The meaning of 'one substance,'
they say, is that the part cut off from the
whole continues to share the nature of tliat
from which it has been severed ; but God,

being impassible, cannot be divided, for, if

He must submit to be lessened by division.
He is subject to change, and will be rendered
imperfect if His perfect substance leave Him,
to reside in the severed portion.

5
. They think also that they have a com-

pendious refutation of Prophets, Evangelists
and Apostles alike, in their assertion that the
Son was born within time. They pronounce
us illogical for saying that the Son has existed
from everlasting; and, since they reject the
possibility of His eternity, they are forced to
believe that He was born at a point in time.
For if He has not always existed, there was
a time when He was not ; and if there be
a time when He was not, time was anterior
to Him. He who has not existed everlastingly
began to exist within time, while He Who is

free from the limits of time is necessarily
eternal. The reason they give for their re-
jection of the eternity of the Son is that His
everlasting existence contradicts the faith in
His biith; as though by confessing that He
has existed eternally, we made His birth im-
possible.

6
. What foolish and godless fears ! What

impious anxiety on God's behalf! The mean-
ing which they profess to detect in the word
homoousion, and in the assertion of the eternity
of the Son, is detested, rejected, denounced
by the Church. She confesses one God from
Whom are all things ; she confesses one Jesus
Christ our Lord, through whom are all things ;

One from Whom, One through Whom ; One
the Source of all. One the Agent through
Whom all were created. In the One from
Whom are all things she recognises the Ma-
jesty which has no beginning, and in the One
through Whom are all things she recognises
a might coequal with His Source; for Both
.are jointly supreme in the work of creation
and in rule over created things. In the Spirit
she recognises God as Spirit, impassible and
indivisible, for she has learnt from the Lord
that Spirit has neither flesh nor bones = ; a

warning to save her from supposing that God,
being Spirit, could be burdened with bodily
suffering and loss. She recognises one God,
unborn irom everlasting ; she recognises also

^ St. Luke xxiv. 39.

one Only-begotten Son of God. She confesses
the Father eternal and without beginning ;

she confesses also that the Son's beginning is

from eternity. Not that He has no beginning,
but that He is Son of the Father Who has
none; not that He is self originated, but that
He is from Him Who is unbegotten from
everlasting; born from eternity, receiving, that

is
,

His birth from the eternity of the Father.
Thus our faith is free from the guesswork of
heretical perversity : it is expressed in fixed
and published terms, though as yet no reasoned
defence of our confession has been put forth.
Still, lest any suspicion should linger around
the sense in which the Fathers have used the
word homoousion and round our confession of
the eternity of the Son, I have set down the
proofs whereby we may be assured that the
Son abides ever in that substance wherein He
was begotten from the Father, and that the birth
of His Son has not diminished ought of that
Substance wherein the Father was abiding ;

that holy men, inspired by the teaching of
God, when they said that the Son is homoousios
with the Father pointed to no such flaws or
defects as I have mentioned 3. My purpose
has been to counteract the impression that
this ousia, this assertion that He is homo-
ousios with the Father, is a negation of the
nativity of the Only-begotten Son.

7
. To assure ourselves of the needfulness

of these two phrases, adopted and employed
as the best of safeguards against the heretical
rabble of that day, I think it best to reply
to the obstinate misbelief of our present
heretics, and refute their vain and pestilent
teaching by the witness of the evangelists and
apostles. They flatter themselves that they
can furnish a proof for each of their proposi-
tions ; they have, in fact, appended to each
some passages or other from holy Writ ;

passages so grossly misinterpreted as to en-
snare none but the illiterate by the semblance
of truth with which perverted ingenuity has
masked their explanation.

8
. For they attempt, by praising the God-

head of the Father only, to deprive the Son of
His Divinity, pleading that it is written. Hear,

O Israel, the Lord thy God is One *, and that
the Lord repeats this in His answer to the
doctor of the Law who asked Him what was
the greatest commandment in the Law ;—
Hear, O Israel, the Lord thy God is One =

.

Again, they say that Paul proclaims, For there

is One God, and One Mediator deiweeti God
and men^. And furthermore, they insist that
God alone is wise, in order to leave no wisdom
lor the Son, relying upon the words of the

3 In § 4
. 4 Deut. vi. 4. S St. Mark xii. 29.° 1 Tim. ii. s.
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Apostle, Now to Him that is able to stablish
you according to my gospel and the preaching of
Jesus Christ, according to the revelation of the
mystery which hath been kept in silence through
age-long times, but now is manifested through
the scriptures of the prophets according to the
commandment of the eternal God Who is made
known unto all nations unto obedience of faith ;
to the only wise God, through Jesus Christ, to
Whom be glory for ever and ever t. They argue
also that He alone is true^ for Isaiah says,
They shall bless Thee, the true God^, and the
Lord Himself has borne witness in the Gospel,
saying, And this is life eternal that they should
hioT.v Thee, the only true God, and Jesus
Christ Whom Thou hast sent '. Again they
reason that He alone is good, to leave no
goodness for the Son, because it has been said
through Him, There is none good save One, even
God^ , and that He alone has power, because
Paul has said, Which in His own times He shall
shew to us. Who is the blessed and only Poten-
tate, the King of kings and Lord of lords 3.
And further, they profess themselves certain
that in the Father there is no change nor
turning, because He has said through the
prophet, I am the Lord your God, and L am not
changed'', and the apostle James, With Who>n
there is no chajige^ ; certain also that He is the
righteous Judge, for it is written, God is the
righteous Judge, strong and patient^ ; that He
cares for all, because the Lord has said, speak-
ing of the birds, A7id your heavenly Father
feedeth them ?, and, Are not two sparrows sold
for a farthing^ And not one of them falleth upon
the ground without the will ofyour Father ; but
the very hairs of your head are numbered ^.
They say that the Father has prescience of all
things, as the blessed Susanna says, O eterfial
God, that k?iOT.i)estsecrets, and k7iowest all things
before they be 9; that He is incomprehensible,
as it is written. The heaven is My throne, and
the earth is the footstool of My feet. What
house will ye build Me, or what is the place of
My rest ? For these things hath My hand made,
and all these things are mine V that He con-
tains all things, as Paul bears witness, For in
Him we live and move and have our being '^

,

and the Psalmist, Whither shall Igo from Thy
Spirit, and whither shall I fly from Thy face 1

If I climb up into heaven. Thou art there ; if I

go doicn to hell. Thou art present. If I take
my wings before the light and dwell in the
uttermost parts o

f the sea, even thither Thy hand

7 Rom. xvi. 25—27.

8 t>mittiiigsolusiufiascihilis et, which are out of placehere.

9 Is. Ixv. 16. ' St. John xvii. 3. ' St. Mark x, 18.

3 I Tim. vi. IS. 4 Mai. iii. 6. 5 i. 17.' Ps. vii. 12. 7 St. Matt. vi. 26. _

8 lb. X. 29,30.

9 Susanna(Daniel xiii.) 42. ' Zsai.Ixvi. i, 2.

' Acts xvii. 28.

shall lead me and Thy right hand shall hold
me^ ; that He is without body, for it is written,
For God is Spirit, and they that worship Him
must worship in spirit and in truth'' ; that He

is immortal and invisible, as Paul says. Who
only hath immortality, and dwdleth in light
unapproachable, whom no man hath seen nor
can seei, and the Evangelist, JVo one hath seen
God at any time, except the Only-begotten Son,
which is in the bosom o

f the Father^ ; that He
alone abi<les eternally unborn, for it is written,I Am 7"hat I Am, and Thus shall thou say to
the children o

f Israel, I Am hath sent me unto
you 7, and through Jeremiah, O Lord, Who art
Lord^.

9. Who can fail to observe that these state-
ments are full of fraud and fallacy ? Cleverly
as issues have been contused and texts com-
bined, malice and folly is the character indel-
ibly imprinted upon this laborious effort of
cunning and clumsiness. For instance, among
their points of faith they have included this,
that they confess the Father only to be un-
born j as though any one on our side could
suppose that He, Who begat Him through
Whom are all things, derived His being from
aiiy external source. The very fact that He
bears the name of Father reveals Him as the
cause of His Son's existence. That name of
Father gives no hint that He who bears it is

Himself descended from another, while it tells
us plainly from Whom it is that the Son is

begotten. Let us therefore leave to the Father
His own special and incommunicable property,
confessing that in Him reside the eternal
powers of an omnipotence without beginning.
None, I am sure, can doubt that the reason
why, in their confession of God the Father, cer-
tain attributes are dwelt upon as peculiarly and
inalienably His own, is that He may be left
in isolated possession of them. For when
they say that He alone is true, alone is right-
eous, alone is wise, alone is invisible, alone is

good, alone is mighty, alone is immortal, they
are raising up this word alone as a barrier to
cut off the Son from His share in these attri-
butes. He Who is alone, they say, has no
partner in His properties. But if we suppose
that these attributes reside in the Father only,
and not in the Son also, then we must believe

that God the Son has neither truth nor wisdom ;

that He is a bodily being compact of visible
and material elements, ill-disposed and feeble

and void of immortality ; for we exclude Him
from all these attributes of which we make the
Father the solitary Possessor.

3 Ps. cxxxix. 6— g (cxxxviii. 7—10).

5 I Tim. vi. 16. <
>

St. John i. 18.
8L6CLXX).

4 St. John iv. 24,

7 Exud. iii. 14.



74 DE TRINITATE.

10. We, however, who propose to discourse
of that most perfect majesty and fullest Divinity
which appertains to the Only-begotten Son of
God, have no fear lest our readers should
imagine that amplilude of phrase in speaking
of the Son is a detraction from the glory of
God the Father, as though every praise as-
signed to the Son had first been withdrawn
from Him. For, on the contrary, the majesty
of the Son is glory to the Father ; the Source
must be glorious from which He Who is worthy
of such glory comes. The Son has nothing
but by virtue of His birth ; the Father shares
all veneration received by that birthright.
Thus the suggestion that we diminish the
Father's honour is put to silence, for all the
glory which, as we shall teach, is inherent in
the Son will be reflected back, to the increased
glory of Him who has begotten a Son so great.
11. Now that we have exposed their plan of
belittling the Son under cover of magnifying
the Father, the next step is to listen to the
exact terms in which they express their own
belief concerning the Son. For, since we have
to answer in succession each of their allegations
and to display on the evidence of Holy Scrip-
ture the impiety of their doctrines, we must ap-
pend, to what they say of the Father, the deci-
sions which they have put on record concerning
the Son, that by a comparison of their confession
of the Father with their confession of the Son
we may follow a uniform order in our solution
of the questions as they arise. They state as
their verdict that the Son is not derived from
any pre-existent matter, for through Him all
things were created, nor yet begotten from
God, for nothing can be withdrawn from God ;
but that He was made out of what was non-
existent, that is

,

that He is a perfect creature
of God, though different from His other crea-
tures. They argue that He is a creature,
because it is written. The Lord hath created
Me for a beginning of His ways ') ; that He is

the perfect handiwork of God, though different
from His other works, they prove, as to the
first point, by what Paul writes to the Hebrews,
Being made so much better than the angels, as
He possesseth a more excellent name than they ',

and again. Wherefore, holy brethren, partakers

of the heavenly calling, consider the Apostle and
High Priest of our confession, Jesus Christ, ivho

is failhfid to Him that made Him ^
.

For their
depreciation of the might and majesty and
Godhead of the Son they rely chiefly on His
ovvn words. The Talher is greater than /3.
But they admit that He is not one of the com-
mon herd of creatures on the evidence of All

Frov. viii. 22. I Heb. i. 4.

3 St. John xiv. 28.
2 lb. iii. I.

things were made through Him^. And so they
sum up the whole of their blasphemous teach-
ing in these words which follow :—
12. "We confess One God, alone unmade,
alone eternal, alone iinoriginate, alone true,
alone possessing immortality, alone good, alone

mighty. Creator, Ordainer and Disposer of all
things, unchangeable and unalterable, righteous
and good, of the Law and the Prophets and
the New Testament. We believe that this
God gave birth to the Only-begotten Son
before all worlds, through Whom He made
the world and all things ; that He gave birth
to Him not in semblance, but in truth, follow-
ing His own Will, so that He is unchangeable
and unalterable, God's perfect creature but
not as one of Plis other creatures, Plis handi-
work, but not as His other works ; not, as
Valentinus maintained, that the Son is a de-

velopment of the Father; nor, as Manichseus
has declared of the Son, a consubstantial part
of the Father; nor, as Sabellius, who makes
two out of one. Son and Father at once; nor,
as Hieracas, a light from a light, or a lamp
with two flames ; nor as if He was previously
in being and afterwards born or created afresh
to be a Son, a notion often condemned by
thyself, blessed Pope 5, publicly in the Church
and in the assembly of the brethren. But,
as we have affirmed, we believe that He was
created b)' the will of God before times and
worlds, and has His life and existence from
the Father, Who gave Him to share His own
glorious perfections. For, when the Father
gave to Him the inheritance of all things,.
He did not thereby deprive Himself of attri-
butes which are His without origination. He
being the source of all things.
13. "So there are three Persons, Father,
Son, and Holy Ghost. God, for His part,

is the cause of all things, utterly unoriginate
and separate from all ; while the Son, put
forth by the Father outside time, and created
and established before the worlds, did not
exist before He was born, but, being born
outside time before the worlds, came into
being as the Only Son of the Only Father.
For He is neither eternal, nor co-eternal, nor
co-uncreate with the Father, nor has He an
existence collateral with the Father, as some
say, who ^ postulate two unborn principles.
But God is before all things, as being indi-
visible and the beginning of all. Wherefore
He is before the Son also, as indeed we have
learnt from thee in thy public preaching. In-
asmuch then as He hath His being from God,
and His glorious perfections, and His life,

4 St John. 3. _ _ 5 Of Alexandria.° Omitting aui aliquL
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and is entrusted with all things, for this reason
God is His source, and hath rule over Him,
as being His God, since He is before Him.
As to such phrases diS from Him, zwdfrom the
womb, and I ivent out jrom the Father and am
come, if they be understood to denote that the
Father extends a part and, as it were, a de-
velopment of that one substance, then the
Father will be of a compound nature and
divisible and changeable and corporeal, ac-
cording to them ; and thus, as far as their
words go, the incorporeal God will be sub-
jected to the properties of matter 7."
14. Such is their error, such their pestilent
teaching ; to support it they borrow the words
of Scripture, perverting its meaning and using
the ignorance of men as their opportunity of
gaining credence for their lies. Yet it is cer-
tainly by these same words of God that we
must come to understand the things of God.
For human feebleness cannot by any strength
of its own attain to the knowledge of heavenly
things; the faculties which deal with bodily
matters can form no notion of the unseen
world. Neither our created bodily substance,
nor the reason given by God for the purposes
of ordinary life, is capable of ascertaining and
])ronouncing upon the nature and work of
God. Our wits cannot rise to the level of
heavenly knowledge, our powers of perception
lack the strength to apprehend that limitless

might. We must believe God's word con-
cerning Himself, and humbly accept such in-
sight as He vouchsafes to give. We must make
our choice between rejecting His witness, as
the heathen do, or else believing in Him as
He is

,

and this in the only possible way, by

thinking of Him in the aspect in which He
presents Himself to us. Therefore let private
judgment cease ; let human reason refrain from

passing barriers divinely set. In this spirit
we eschew all blasphemous and reckless asser-
tion concerning God, and cleave to the very
letter of revelation. Each point in our enquiry
shall be considered in the light of His in-
struction. Who is our theme; there shall be
no stringing together of isolated phrases whose
context is suppressed, to trick and misinform
the unpractised listener. The meaning of
words shall be ascertained by considering the
circumstances under which they were spoken;
words must be explained by circumstances,

not circumstances forced into conformity with
words. We, at any rate, will treat our subject
completely ; we will state both the circum-
stances under which words were spoken, and

7 This Epistle of Arius toAlexander is translatedsubstantially
as in Newman's Ariaits of the Fourth Century, ch. II,, § s,
thoughtherearedifTeiejicesof someimportancebetweenHilary's
Latin version and tlie Greek in Athanasius de Synodis, § i6,
fromwhich Newman'sversion is made.

the true purport of the words. Each point
shall be considered in orderly sequence.

15. Their starting-point is this ; We confess,
they say, One only God, because IS'Ioses says,
Hear, Isi-ael, the Lord thy God is One ^

.

But

is this a truth which any one has ever dared
to doubt ? Or was any believer ever known to
confess otherwise than that there is One God
from Whom are all things, One Majesty which
has no birth, and that He is that unoriginated
Power? Yet this fact of the Unity of God
offers no chance for denying the Divinity of
His Son. For Moses, or rather God through
Moses, laid it down as His first command-
ment to that people, devoted both in Egypt
and in the Desert to idols and the worship of
imaginary gods, that they must believe in One
God. There was truth and reason in the
commandment, for God, from Whom are all

things, is One. But let us see whether this

Moses have not confessed that He, through
Whom are all things, is also God. God is

not robbed. He is still God, if His Son share
the Godhead. For the case is that of God
from God, of One from One, of God Who is

One because God is from Him. And con-
versely the Son is not less God because God
the Father is One, for He is the Only-begotten
Son of God ; not eternally unborn, so as to
deprive the Father of His Oneness, nor yet
different from God, for He is born from Him.
We must not doubt that He is God by virtue
of that birth from God which proves to us
who believe that God is One ; yet let us see
whether Moses, who announced to Israel,

The Lord thy God is One, has also proclaimed
the Godhead of the Son. To make good our
confession of the Divinity of our Lord Jesus
Christ we must employ the evidence of that
same witness on whom the heretics rely for the

confession of One Only God, which they
imagine to involve the denial of the Godhead
of the Son.
16. Since, therefore, the words of the
Apostle, One God the Father, from Whom are
all things, and one Jesus Christ, our Lord,
through Whom are all tilings'), form an ac-
curate and complete confession concerning

God, let us see what Moses has to say of the
beginning of the world. His words are. And
God said, Let there be a firmament in the midst

o
f the water, and let it divide the water from the

water. And it was so, and God made the fir-
mament, and God divided the water through the

midst '- Here, then, you have the God from

Whom, and the God through Whom. If you
deny it

,

you must tell us through whom it was

that God's work in creation was done, or else

8 Beut. vi. 4
. 9 I Cor. viii. 6. * Gen. i. 6
,
7
.
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point for your explanation to an obedience
in tilings )'et uncreateti, wliicli, wlien God said
Let there be a firinamenl, impelled the firma-
ment to establisli itself. Such suggestions are

inconsistent with the clear sense of Scripture.
For all things, as the Prophet says=, were
made out of nothing ; it was no transfor-
mation of existing things, but the creation
into a perfect form of the non-existent.
Through whom ? Hear the Evangelist : Alt
things were made through Him. If you ask
Who this is

,

the same Evangelist will tell you :

In the begiinmig was the Word, and the Word
was with God, and the Word was God. He
was in the begiiuiing with God. All things
w:re made through Him 3

. If you are minded
to combat the view that it was the Father

Who said, Let there be a firnnment, the prophet
will answer you : ILe spake, and they ivere
made ; Lie commanded, and they were created^.
The recorded words, Let there be a firmament,
reveal to us that the Father spoke. But in
the words which follow. And it was so, in the
statement that God did this thing, we must

recognise the Person of the Agent. He spake,
and they zvere made; the Scripture does not
say that He willed it

,

and did it. He com
manded, and they were created ; you oliserve
that it does not say they came into existence,
because it was His pleasure. In that case
there would be no office for a Mediator be-
tween God and the world which was awaiting
its creation. God, from Whom arc all things,
gives the order for creation which God,
through Whom are all things, executes. Un-
der one and the same Name we confess Him
Who gave and Him Who fulfilled the com-
mand. If you dare to deny that God made

is spoken of the Son, how do you explain
All things were made through Him ? Or the
Apostle's words, One Jesus Christ, our Lord,
through Whom are all things ? Or, He sjiake,
and they ivere made 1 If these inspired words
succeed in convincing your stubborn mind,
you will cease to regard that text. Hear, O

Israel, the Lord thy God is One, as a refusal
of Divinity to the Son of God, since at the
very foundation of the world He Who spoke

it proclaimed that His Son also is God. But
let us see what increase of profit we may draw
from this distinction of God VVho commands
and God Who executes. For though it is

repugnant even to our natural reason to sup-
pose that in the words, He commanded, and
they were made, one single and isolated Person

is intended, yet, for the avoidance of all
doubts, we must expound the events which
followed upon the creation of the world.

a 2 Mace. vii. 28. 3 St. John i. 1—3.

4 Ps clxviii. s.

17. When the world was complete and its
inhabitant was to be created, the words
spoken concerning him were, Let Us make
man after Our image and likeness^. I ask
you, I)o you suppose that God spoke those
wonls to Himself? Is it not obvious that He
was addressing not Himself, but Another ?

If you reply that He was alone, then out of
His own mouth He confutes you, for He says,
Let Us make 7na>i after Our image and likeness.
God has spoken to us through the Lawgiver in

the way which is intelligible to ns ; that is
. He

makes us acquainted with His action by
means of language, the faculty with which He
has been pleased to endow us. There is

,

indeed, an indication of the Son of God ',

through Whom all things were made, in the
words, And God said. Let there be a firmament,
and in. And God made the firmament, which
follows : but lest we should think these words
of God were wasted and meaningless, sup-
posing that He issued to Himself the com-
mand of creation, and Himself obeyed it

,—
for what notion could be further from the
thought of a solitary God than that of giving

a verbal order to Himself, when nothing was
necessary except an exertion of His will?—
He determined to give us a more perfect
assurance that these words refer to Another
beside Himself. When He said. Let Us make
man after Our image and likeness, His indi-
cation of a Partner demolishes the theory of
His isolation. For an isolated being cannot
be partner to himself; and again, the words,
Let Us make, are inconsistent with solitude,
while Our cannot be used except to a com-
panion. Both words, Us and Our, are in-
consistent with the notion of a solitary God
speaking to Himself, and equally inconsistent
with that of the address being made to a

stranger who has nothing in common with the
Speaker. If you interpret the passage to mean
that He is isolated, I ask you whether you
suppose that He was speaking with Himself? It

you do not understand that He was speakirg
with Himself, how can you assume that He
was isolated ? If He were isolated, we should
find Him described as isolated ; if He had

a companion, then as not isolated. / and
Mine would describe the former state; the
latter is indicated by Us and Our.
18. Thus, when we read. Let Us make man

after Our image atid likeness, these two words
Us and Our reveal that there is neither one
isolated God, nor yet one God in two dis-
similar Persons ; and our confession must be
framed in harmony with the second as well
as with the first truth. For the words our
image —not our images —prove that there is

5 Gen. i. 26. 6 Readini; Pilii.
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one nature possessed by Both But an argu-
ment from words is an insufficient proof,
unless its result be confirmed by the evidence
of facts ; and accordingly it is written, And
God made man ; after the image of God made
He himT. If the words He spoke, I ask, were
the soliloquy of an isolated God, what meaning
shall we assign to this last statement ? For in
it I see a triple allusion, to the Maker, to
the being made, and to the image. The being
made is man ; God made him, and made him
in the image of God. If Genesis were speaking
of an isolated God, it would certainly have
been And made him after His oivn i?nage. But
since the book was foreshowing the Mystery
of the Gospel, it spoke not of two Gods, but
of God and God, for it speaks of man made
through God in the image of God. Thus we
find that God wrought roan after an image
and likeness common to Himself and to God;
that the mention of an Agent forbids us to
assume that He was isolated ; and that the
work, done after an image and likeness which
was that of Both, proves that there is no
difference in kind between the Godhead of
the One and of the Other.
19. It may seem waste of time to -bring
forward furtlier arguments, for truths concern-

ing God gain no strength by repetition ; a
single statement suffices to establish them.
Yet it is well for us to know all that has been
revealed upon the subject, for though we are
not responsible for the words of Scripture, yet
we shall have to render an account for the
sense we have assigned to them. One of the
many commandments which God gave to Noah

is
,

Wkoso sheddeth maris blood, for his blood
shall his life be shed, for after the image o

f

God made I man^. Here again is the distinc-
tion between likeness, creature, and Creator.
God bears witness that He made man after
the image of God. When He was about to
make man, because He was speaking of Him-
self, yet not to Himself, God said, After our
image ; and again, after man was made, God
made man after the image of God. It would
have been no inaccuracy of language, had He
said, addressing Himself, / have made man
after My image, for He had shewn that the
Persons are one in nature by. Let us make
man after Our image'^. But for the more
perfect removal of all doubt as to whether
God be, or be not, a solitary Being, when He
made man He made him, we are told, After
the image of God.
20. If you still wish to assert that God the
Father in solitude said these words to Him
self, I can go with you as far as to admit the

7 Gen. i. 27. 8 lb. ix. 6. 9 i.e. by theword Ovr.

possibility that He might in solitude have
spoken to Himself as if He were conversing
with a companion, and that it is credible that
He wished the words / have made man after
the image o

f God to be equivalent to / have
made man after My oivn image. But your own
confession of faith will refute you. For you
have confessed that all things are from the
Father, but all through the Son ; and the
words. Let Us make man, shew that the Source
from Whom are all things is He Who spoke
thus, while God made him after the image o

f

God clearly points to Him through Whom the
work was done.
21. And furthermore, to make all self-
deception unlawful, that Wisdom, which you
have yourself confessed to be Christ, shall con-
front you with the words, When He was estab-
lishing the fountains wider the heaven, when He
was making strong the foundations of the earth.I was 7tnth Him, setting them in order. It was

I, over M^hom He rejoiced. Moreover, I was
daily rejoicing in His sight, all the while that
He was rejoicing in the world that He had made,
and in the sons o

f men '^
.

Every difficulty is

removed; error itself must recognise tlie trutli.
There is with God Wisdom, begotten before
the worlds ; and not only present with Him, but
setting in order, for She was with Him, setting
them in order. Mark this work of setting in
order, or arranging. The Father, by His com-
mands, is the Cause ; the Son, by His execu-
tion of the things commanded, sets in order.
The distinction between the Persons is marked
by the work assigned to Each. When it says
Let us make, creation is identified with the
word of command ; but when it is written, /

was with Him, setting them in order, God
reveals that He did not do the work in iso-
lation. For He was rejoicing before Him,
Who, He tells us, rejoiced in return ; Moreover,I was daily rejoicing in His sight, all the while
that He was rejoicing in the world that He had
made, and in the sons of men. Wisdom has
taught us the reason of Her joy. She rejoiced
because of the joy of the Father, Who rejoices
over the completion of the world and over the
sons of men. For it is written, And God saw
that they were good. She rejoices that God is

well pleased with His work, which has been
made through Her, at His command. She
avows that Her joy results from the Father's
gladness over the finished world and over the
sons of men ; over the sons of men, because
in the one man Adam the whole human race
had begun its course. Thus in the creation of
the world there is no mere soliloquy of an
isolated Father; His Wisdom is His partner

» Prov. viii. 28—31.
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in tlie work, and rejoices with Him when their
conjoint labour ends.
22. 1 am aware tli.nt the full explanation of
tliese words involves the discus'-ion of many
and weighty problems. I do not shirk them,
but postpone them for the jircsent, reserving
their consideration for later stages of the en-
quirj'. For the present I devote myself to that
article of the blasphemers' faith, or ratlier
faithlessness, wliich asserts that Moses pro-
claims the solitude of God. We do not forget
that the assertion is true in the sense that there

is One God, from Whom are all things ; but
neither do we forget that this truth is no
excuse for denying the Godhead of the Son,
since Moses throughout the course of his writ-
ings clearly indicates the existence of God and
God. We must examine how the history of
God's choice, and of the giving of the Law,
proclaims God co-ordinate with God.

23. After God had often spoken with Abra-
ham, Sarali was moved to wrath against Hagar,
being jealous that she, the mistress, was barren,
while her handmaid had conceived a son.
Then, when Hagar had departed from her
sight, the Spirit speaks thus concerning; her,
And the angel of f/ie Lord said unto Hagar,
Return to thy mistress, a7id submit tliyself under
her hands. And the angel of the Lord said
unto hcr^ L will inulti/>ly thy seed exceedingly,
and it shall nut be numbered for multitude, and
again, And she called the Name of the Lord that
spake ivith her, lltou art God, Who hast seen
me ". It is the Angel of God Who speaks 3,
and speaks of things far beyond the powers
which a messenger, for that is the meaning of
the word, could have. He says, I ivill mulliply
thy seed exceedingly, and it shall not be numbered
for multtude. 'I'he power of multiplying na
tions lies outside the ministry of an angel.
Yet what says the Scripture of Him Who is
called the Angel of God, yet speaks words
which belong to God alone ? And she called
the Name of the Lord that spake with her,
Thou art God, JVho hast seen tne. First He is
the Angel of God; tlien He is the Lord, for
She called the Name of the Lord ; then, ihirdb-,
He is God, for Tlunc art God, ]Vho hast seen me.
He Who is called the Angel of God is also
Lord and God. The Son of God is also,
according to the prophet, the Angel of great
counsel*. To discriminate clearly between the
Persons, He is called the Angel of God; He
Who is God from God is also the Angel of

3 Gen. xvi. 9, 10,13.
3 The parenliiesiswiiich follows: ' Now an^elof Godhn t̂wo
sen.ses,th.it of Him Wlio is, and that of Hiin ^VlH^st;He is.'
inlernipts the .sense.ind seemsunite (nit of I'l.u.e. The .s:imc
dislinction in the caseof the ivoid .Si'irit, in IJook 11.§ 32may be
coninjued.
4 Isniah ix. 6 (LXX).

God, but, that He may have the honour which
is flis due. He is entitled also Lord and God.
24. In this passige the one Deity is first
the Angel of God, and then, successively, Lord
and God. Cut to Abraham He is God only.
For wlien the distinction of Persons had first
been made, as a safeguard against the delusion
that God is a solitary Being, then His true and
unqualilled name duld safely be uttered. And
so it is written. And God said to Abraham,
Behold Sarah thy wife shall bear thee a son, and
thou shall call his name Lsaac ; and I 2vill
establish My covenant with him for an ever-
lasting covenant, and with his seed after him.
And as for Lshmael, behold, L have heard thee
ami have blessed him, and will multiply him
exceedingly ; twelve nations shall he beget, and
L will make him a great nation 5. Is it possible
to doubt that He Who was previously called
the Angel of God is here, in the sequel, spoken
of as God ? In both instances He is speaking
of lshmael ; in both it is the same Person Who
shall multiply him. To save us from sup-
posing that this was a different Speaker from
Him who had addressed Hagar, the Divine
words expressly attest the identity, saying. And
L have bl.'ssed him, and 2uill multiply him. The
blessing is repeated from a former occasion,
for Ilagar had already been addressed; the

muUi|)lication is promised for a future day, for
this is God's first word to Abraham concerning
lshmael. Now it is God Who speaks to Abra-
liam ; to Hagar the Angel of God had spoken.
Thus God anil the Angel of God are One ; He
Who is the An';el of God is also God the Son
of God. He is called the Angel because He
\st\\t Angel ofgreat counsel ; but afterwards He
is spoken of as Go I, lest we should suppose
that He Who is God is only an angel. Let us
now repeat the facts in order. The Angel of
the Lord spoke to Hagar ; He spoke also to
Abraham as God. One Speaker addressed
both. The blessing was given to lshmael, and
the promise that he should grow into a great
people.

25. In another instance the Scripture re-
veals through Abraham that it was God Who
spoke. He receives the further promise of
a son, Isaac. Afterwards there appear to
him three men. Abraham, though he sees
tiiree, worships One, and acknowledges Him
as Lord. Three were standing before him.
Scripture says, but he knew well Which it was
that he must worship and confess. There was
nothing in outward appearance to distinguish
them, but by the eye of faith, the vision of
the soul, he knew his Lord. Then the Scrip-
ture goes ori, And ILe said unto him, I vnll

5 Gen, xvii. 19,zo.
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reiiainfy reliirn unto thee at this time hereafter,
and Sivah thy wife shall have a son ^; and
afterwards the Lord sai<] to Him, / ivill not
conceal from Abraham My servant the things
that Iwill do T; and again, Moreover the Lord
said, The cry of Sodom and Gomorrah is filled
up, and their sins are exceeding great^. Then
after long discourse, which for the sake of
brevity shall be omitted, Abraham, distressed
at the destruction which awaited the innocent
as well as the guilty, said, In no wise wilt
Thou, Who judgest the earth, execute this judg-
ment. Atld the Lord said. If L find in Sodom
fifty righ'eous within the city, then I will spare
all the place for their sokes 9. Afterward s,v
when the warning to Lot, Abraham's brother,
was ended, the Scripture says, And the Lord
rained upon Sodom and upon Gomorrah brim-
stone andfire from the I.oid out of heaven^ ; and,
after a while. And the Lord visited Sarah as
He had said, and did unto Sarah as He had
spoken, and Sarah conceived and bare Abraham
a son in his old age, at the set time of which
God had spoken to him ^. And afterwards,
when the handmaid with her son had been
driven from Abraham's house, and was dread-

ing lest her child should die in the nilderness
for want of water, the same Scripture says.
And the Lord God heard the voice of the lad,
where he was, and the Angel of God called to
Hagar out of heaven, and said unto her, M'hat
is it

,

Hagar ? Fear not, for God hath heard
the voice of the lad from the place where he is.
Arise, and take the lad, and hold his hand,

for I will make him a great nation 3.

26. What blind faithlessness it is
,

what dul-
ness of an unbelieving heart, what headstrong
impiety, to abide in ignorance of all this, or
else to know and yet neglect it ! Assuredly

it is written for the very purpose that error
or oblivion may not hinder the recognition
of the truth. If, as we shall prove, it is im-
possible to escape knowledge of the facts,
then it must be nothing less than blasphemy
to deny them. This record begins with the
speech of the Angel to Hagar, His promise
to multiply Ishmael into a great nation and
to give hira a countless offspring. She listens,

and b
y her confession reveals that He is Lord

and God. The story begins with His appear-
ance as the Angel of God ; at its termination
He stands confessed as God Himself. Thus
He Who, while He executes the ministry of
declaring the great counsel is God's Angel, is

Himself in name and nature God. The name
corresponds to the nature ; the nature is not

falsified to make it conform to the name.

Again, God speaks to Abraham of this same
matter ; he is told that Lshmael has already
received a blessing, and shall be increased
into a nation; / have blessed him, God says.
This is no change from tlie Person indicated
before ; He shews that it was He Who had
already given the blessing. The Scripture has
obviously been consistent throughout in its
progress from mystery to clear revelation; it

began with the Angel of God, and proceeds
to reveal that it was God Himself Who had
spoken in this same matter.

27. The course of the Divine narrative is

accomp.inied by a progressive development
of doctrine. In the passage which we have
discussed God speaks to Abraham, and pro-
mises that Sarah shall bear a son. Afterwards
three men stand by him; he worships One
and acknowledges Him as Lord. After this
worship and acknowledgment by Abraham,
the One promises that He will return hereafter
at the same season, and that then Sarah shall
have her son. This One again is seen by
Abraham in the guise of a man, and salutes
him with the same promise. The change is

one of name only ; Abraham's acknowledgment
in each case is the same. It was a Man whom
he saw, yet Abraham worshipped Him as

Lord ; he beheld, no doubt, in a mystery the
coming Incarnation. Faith so strong has not
missed its recognition ; the Lord says in the
Gospel, Yoitr father Abraham rejoiced to see
My day ; and he saw it

,
and was glad*. To

continue the history; the Man Whom he saw
promised that He would return at the same
season. Mark the fulfilment of the promise,
remembering meanwhile that it was a Man

Who made it. What says the Scripture ? And
the Lord visited Sarah. So tliis Man is the
Lord, fulfilling His own promise. What follows
next ? And God did unto Sarah as He had
said. The narrative calls His words those
of a Man, relates that Sarah was visited by
the Lord, proclaims that the result was the
work of God. You are sure that it was a Man
who spoke, for Abraham not only heard, but

saw Him. Can you be less certain that He
was God, when the same Scripture, which had

called Him Man, confesses Him God? For
its words are, And Sarah conceived, and bare
Abraham a son in his old age, and at the set
time of which God had spoken to him. But

it was the Man who had promised that He
would come. Believe that He was nothing
more than man ; unless, in fact. He Who came
was God and Lord. Connect the incidents.
It was, confessedly, the Man who promised
that Lie would come that Sarah might con-

6 Gen. xviii. lo.
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ceive and bear a son. And now accept in-
struction, and confess the faith ; it was the

Lord God Who came that she might conceive
and bear. The Man made the promise in the

power of God ; by the same power God fulfilled
the promise. Thus God reveals Himself both
in word and deed. Next, two of the three

men whom Abraham saw depart; He Who

remains behind is Lord and God. And not

only Lord and God, but also Judge, for Abra-

ham stood before the Lord and said. In no
wise shalt Thou do this thing, to slay the righ-

teous with the wicked, for then the righteous
shall he as the wicked. In no -wise wilt Thou,
Who judgest the whole earth, execute this judg-
iiient^. Thus by all his words Abraham in-

structs us in that faith, for which he was

justified ; he recognises the Lord from among
the three, he worships Him only, and con-

fesses that He is Lord and Judge.
28. Lest you fall into the error of supposing
that this acknowledgment of the One was
a payment of honour to all the three whom

Abraham saw in company, mark the words

of Lot when he saw the two who had departed ;
A7id when Lot saw them, he rose up to meet
them, and he bowed himself with his face toward
the ground ; and he said. Behold, my lords,
turn in to your servant^ s house^. Here the
plural lords shews that this was nothing more

than a vision of angels ; in the other case the
faithful patriarch pays the honour due to One

only. Thus the sacred narrative makes it
clear that two of the three were mere angels ;
it had previously proclaimed the One as Lord

and God by the words, And the Lord said unto
Abraham, Wherefore did Sarah laugh, saying.
Shall I then bear a child ^ But I am grozvn
^Id. Is anything from God impossible 1 At
this season I will return to thee hereafter, and
Sarah shall have a son ?. The Scripture is
accurate and consistent; we detect no such

confusion as the plural used of the One God
and Lord, no Divine honours paid to the two
angels. Lot, no doubt, calls them lords, while
the Scripture calls them angels. 'I'he one
is human reverence, the other literal truth.

29. And now there falls on Sodom and
Gomorrah the vengeance of a righteous judg-
ment. What can we learn from it for tlie
purposes of our enquiry ? The Lord rained
brimstone and fire from the Lord. It is The
Lord from the Lord ; Scripture makes no dis-
tinction, by difference of name, between Their
natures, but discriminates between Themselves.
For we read in the Gospel, The Father judgeth
no ma?i, but hath given all judgment to the

S Gen. xvili. 25, fi lb. xix. : 7 lb. xviii- 13,Z4.

Son^. Thus what the Lord gave, the Lord
had received from the Lord.
30. You have now had evidence of God the
Judge as Lord and Lord ; learn next that
there is the same joint ownership of name
in the case of God and God. Jacob, when
he fled through fear of his brother, saw in his
dream a ladder resting upon the earth and

reaching to heaven, and the angels of God
ascending and descending upon it

,

and the
Lord resting above it

, Who gave him all the
blessings which He had bestoved upon Abra-
ham and Isaac. At a later time God spoke
to him thus : And God said unto Jacob, Arise,
go up to the place Bethel, and dwell there, and
make there an altar unto God, that appeared
unto thee when thou fleddest from the face of thy
brother'). God demands honour for God, and
mikes it clear that that demand is on behalf
of Another than Himself. He who appeared
to thee when thou fleddest are His words : He
guards carefully against any confusion of the
Persons. It is God Who speaks, and God
of Whom He speaks. Their majesty is as-

serted by the combination of Both under
Their true Name of God, while the words
[)lainly declare Their several existence.
31. Here again there occur to me consider-
ations which must be taken into account in

a complete treatment of the subject. But the
order of defence must adapt itself to the order
of attack, and I reserve these outstanding
questions for discussion in the next book.
For the present, in regird to God Who de-
manded honour for God, it will suffice for me
to point out that He Who was the Angel of
God, when He spoke with Hagar, was God
and Lord when He spoke of the same matter
with Abraham ; that the Man Who spoke with
Abraham was also God and Lord, while the
two angels, who were seen with the Lord and
whom He sent to Lot, are described by the
prophet as angels, and nothing more. Nor
was it to Abraham only that God appeared
in human guise ; Lie appeared as Man to
Jacob also. And not only did He appear,
but, so we are told, He wrestled ; and not
only did He wrestle, but He was vanquished
by His adversary. Neither the time at my
disposal, nor the subject, will allow me to
discuss the typical meaning of this wrestling.
It was certainly God Who wrestled, for Jacob
prevailed against God, and Israel saw God.

32. And now let us enquire whether else-
where than in the case of Hagar the Angel
of God has been discovered to be God Hun-
self. He has been so discovered, and found to
be not only God, but the God of Abraham

s St. John V. 22. 9 Gen. xxxv. i.
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and of Isaac and of Jacob. For tlie Angel
of tlie Lord appeared to Mo.ses from tlic
Imsh; and Whcse voice, think you, ai-e we
10 suppose was heard? 'ihe voice of Him
Who was seen, or of Another? There is no
room for deception ; the words of Scrii)lure
are clear: And the Angel of the Lord appeared
v.nto him in a flame of fire from a bush, and
ngain. The Lord called unto him from the bush,
Moses, Moses, and he ansivered. What is it?
And the Lord said. Draw not nigh hither, put
off thy shoes from off thy feet, for the Jdace
whereon thou standest is holy ground. And
Be said unto him, I am ihe God of Abraham,
and the God of Lsaac, and the God of Jacob ^.
He who appeared in the bush speal^ from
the bush ; the place of the vision and of the
voice is one ; He Who speaks is none other
than He Who was seen. He Who is the
Angel of God when the eye beholds Him,
is the Lord when the ear hears Him, and the
Lord Whose voice is heard is recognised as the
God of Abraham, and of Isaac, and of Jacob.
When He is styled the Angel of God, the fact
is revealed that He is no self-contained and
solitary Being: for He is the Angel of God.
When He is designated Lord and God, He
receives the full title which is due to His
nature and His name. You have, then, in
the Angel Who appeared from the bush, Him
Who is Lord and God.
33. Continue your study of the witness
borne by Moses; mark how dihgendy he
seizes every opportunity of proclaiming the
Lord and God. You take note of the passage,
LLear, O Lsrael, the Lord thy God is One''.
Note also the words of that Divine song of
his ; See, See, that L am the Lord, and there
is no God beside Me 3. While God has been
the Speaker throughout the poem, he ends

with. Rejoice, ye heavens, together with LLiin,
and let all the sons of God praise Hitn. Re-
joice, O ye nations, with His people, and let
all the Angels of God do LLim honour''. God
is to be glorified by the Angels of God, and
He says, Lfcr L am the Lord, and there is no
God beside Me. For He is God the Only-
begolten, and the title ' Only-begotten

' ex-
cludes all partnership in that character, just
as the title ' Unoriginate

' denies that there

is
,

in that regard, any who shares the character
of the Unoriginate Father. The Son is One
from One. There is none unoriginate except
God the Unoriginate, and so likewise there

is none only-begotten except God the Only
begotten. 'I'hey stand Each single and alone,
b.'ing respectively the One Unoriginate and

' Exod. iii. ■>,4—6. " Dcut. v!. 4.

4 lb. 43(LXX.)

VOL. IX.

3 lb. xxxii, 39,

the One Onlj-'begotten. And so They Two
are One God, for between the One, and the
One Who is His ofl>pring, there lies no gu!f
of difference of nature in the eternal Godhead.
I'herefore He must be worshipped by the sons
of God and glorified by the angels of God.
Honour and reverence is demanded for God
from the sons and from the angels of God.
Notice Who it is that shall receive this honour,
and b

y whom it is to be paid. It is God, and
tliey are the sons and ani^els of God. And
lest you should imagine that honour is not
demanded for God Who shares our nature =

,

but that Moses is thinking here of reverence
due to God the Father, — though, indeed, it

is in the Son that the Father must be hon-
oured — examine the words of the blessing
bestowed by God upon Joseph, at the end
of the same book. They are. And let the
things that are wellfleasiug to Liim that ap-
peared in the bush come upon the head and
crown of Joseph^, Thus God is to be wor-
shipped by the sons of God ; but God Who

is Himself the Son of God. And God is to
be reverenced by the angels of God ; but God
Who is Himself the Angel of God. For God
appeared from the bush as the Angel of God,
and the prayer for Joseph is that he may
receive such blessings as He shall please.
He is none the less God because He is the
Angel of God ; and none the less the Angel
of God because He is God. A clear indi-
cation is given of the Divine Persons ; the
line is definitely drawn between the Unbegot-
ten and the Begotten. A revelation of the
mysteries of heaven is granted, and we are
taught not to dream of God as dwelling in
solitude, when angels and sons of God shall
worship Him Who is God's Angel and His
Son.

34. Let this be taken as our answer from
the books of Moses, or rather as the answer
of Moses himself The heretics imagine that
they can use his assertion of the Unity of God
in disproof of the Divinity of God the Son;

a blasphemy in defiance of the clear warning
of their own witness, for whenever he confesses
that God is One he never fails to teach the

Son's Divinity. Our next step must be to
adduce the manifold utterance of the prophets

concerning the same Son.

35. You know the words, Hear, O Lsrael,
the Lord thy God is One; would that you knew
them aright ! As you interpret them, I seek
in vain for their sense. It is said in the Psalms,
God, Thy God, hath anointed Thee ?. Impress
upon the reader's mind the distinction between

5 Dei naturalis : of. Book ix. § 39. ' Deut xxxiiL 16.

7 Ps. xlv. 7 (xliv. 8).
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the Anointer and the Anointed; discriminate
between the Thee and the Thy : make it clear
to Whom and of Whom the words are s])oken.
For this definite confession is tlie conchision
of the preceding passage, wliich runs thus;
Thy throne, O God, is for ever and ever ; the
scepire of TJiy kin«;doni is a right sceptre. Thou
hast loved righteousness and hated ini<j!/iiy-
And then he continues, Therefore God, Thy
God, hath anointed Thee. Thus the (iod of
the eternal kingdom, in reward for His love
of righteousness and liatred of iniquity, is
anointed by His God. Surely some broad
difference is drawn, some gap too wide for
our mental span, between these names ? No ;
the distinction of Persons is indicated by T'liee
and Thy, but nothing suggests a difference of
nature. Thy points to the Author, Thee to
Him Who is the Autlior's oftspring. For He
is God from God, as these same words of the
prophet declare, God, Thy God, hath anointed
Thee. And His own words bear witness that
there is no God anterior to God the Un-
originate ; Be ye My icitnesses, and I am wit-
ness, saith the Lord God, and My Seivant
Whom I have chosen, that ye may hnozv and
helieve and understand that I am, and before
Me there is no other God, nor shall be after Me *.
Thus the majesty of Him that has no be-
ginning is declared, and the glory of Him
tliat is from the Unoriginate is safeguarded ;
for God, Thy God, hath anointed Thee. I'iiat
word Thy declares His birth, yet does not
contradict His nature 9 ; Thy God means that
the Son was born from Him to share the
Godhead. But the fact that the Father is
God is no obstacle to the Son's being God
also, for God, Thy God, hath anointed Thee.
Mention is made both of Father and of Son ;
the one title of God conveys the assurance
that in character and majesty They are One.
36. But lest these words. For I am, and
before Me there is no other God, nor shall be
after Me, be made a handle for blasphemous
presumption, as proving that the Son is not
God, since after the God, Whom no God
precedes, there follows no other God, the
purpose of the passage must be con.sidei'ed.
God is His own best inier|)reter, but His
chosen Servant joins with Him to assure us
that there is no God before Him, nor shall
be after Him. His own witness conrerning
Himself is

,

indeed, sufficient, but He has
added the witness of the Servant Whom He
has chosen. Thus we have the united tes-
timony of the Two, that there is no God before
Him ; we accept the truth, because all things

3 Is. xliii. 10.

9 His humannaturealso ; ci".next §, and Book xi. g 18.

are from Him. We have Their witness also
that there shall be no (jod after Him; but
I'hey do not deny that God has been born
from Him in the past. Already there was
the Servant speaking thus, and bearing witness
to the Father ; the Servant born in that tribe
from which (iod's elect was to spring. He
sets forth also the same truth in the Gospels :

Behold, My Servant Whom I have chosen. My
Beloved in Whom My soul is zfell fleased^.
This is the sense, then, in which God says,
There is no other God before Me, nor shall
be after Me. He reveals the infinity of His
eternal and unchanging majesty by this as-
sertion that there is no God before or after
Himself. Hut He gives His Servant a share
both in the l)eariiig of witness and in the
posses.sion of the Name of God.
37. I'he fact is obvious from His own words.
For He says to Ho.sea the prophet, / ivill
no more have mercy npon the house of Israel,
but will altogether be their enemy. But Iwill
have mercy upon the children o

fJudah, and will
save them in the Lord their God^. Here God
the Father gives the name of God, without
any ambiguity, to the Son, in Whom also He
chose us before countless ages. Their God,
He says, for while the Father, being Unori-
ginate, is independent of all, He has given
us for an inheritance to His Son. In like
manner we read. Ask of Me, and I will give
Thee the Gentiles for Thine inheritance i. None
can be God to Him from Whom are all things*,
for He is eternal and has no beginning; but
the Son has God, from Whom He was born,
for His Father. Yet to us the Father is God
and the Son is God; the Father reveals to
us that the Son is our God, and the Son
teaches that the Father is God over us. The
point for us to remember is that in this passage
the Father gives to the Son the name of God,
the title of His own unoriginate majesty. But

I have commented sufficiently on these words
of Hosea.
38. Again, how clear is the declaration made
by God the Father through Isaiah concerning
our I.ortl I He says, Tor thus saith the I^ord,
the holy God of Israel, Who made the things
to come. Ask me con.erning your sons and your
daughters, and concerning the works of My
hands command ye Me. I have made the earth
and man upon it

, I have commanded all the
stars, I have raised up a King with righieous- .

ness, and all Bis ways are straight. He shall
build My city, and shall turn back the capiivUy

o
p My people, not for price nor reward, saith

the Lord of Sahaoth. Egypt shall labour,

• St. Matt. xii. 18. = Hos. i. 6
,

7.•
I

i.e. Wc cannotsay T/iy Cod 01therather.

3 Ps. ii. 8.
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mid the merchandise of the Ethiopians and
Sahcntis. ATen of stature shall come over unto
Thee and shall be Thy servants, and shall
follow after Thee, hound in chains, and shall
'worship Thee and make supplication unto Thee,
for God is in Thee and there is no God beside
Thee. For Thou art God, and we knew it not,
God of Israel, the Saviour. All that resist
Him shall be ashamed and confounded, and sha'l
-ivalk in confusion 5. Is any opening left for
gainsaying, or excuse for ignorance? If blas-
jjheniy continue, is it not in brazen defiance that
it survives? God from Whom are all things.
Who made all by His command, asserts that
He is the Author of the universe, for, unless
He had spoken, nothing had been created.
He asserts that He has raised up a righteous
King, who builds for Himself, that is

,

for God,

a city, and turns back the captivity of His
people, for no gift nor reward, for freely are
we all saved. Next, He tells how after the
labours of Egypt, and after the traffic of Ethio-
pians and Sabeans, men of stature shall come
over to Him. How shall we understand these
labours in Egypt, this traffic of Ethiopians and
Sabeans ? Let us call to mind how the Magi
of the East worshipped and paid tribute to the
Lord; let us estimate the weariness of that
long pilgrimage to Bethlehem of Judah. In
the toilsome journey of the Magian princes
we see the labours of Egypt to which the
prophet alludes. For when the Magi exe-
cuted, in their spurious, material way, the duty
ordained for them by the power of God, the
whole heathen world was offering in their
person the deepest reverence of which its
worship was capable. And these same Magi
presented gifts of gold and frankincense and
myrrh from ^ the merchandise of the Ethio-
pians and Sabeans ; a thing foretold by another
prophet, who has said, 2'he Ethiopians shall
fall doivn before His face, and His enemies
shall lick the dust. The lUngs of lliarsis
shall offer presefits, the Kings of the Arabians
and Sabeans shall bring gifts, and there shall
be given to Him o

f the gold o
f Arabia '. The

Magi and their offerings stand for the labour
of Egypt and for the merchandise of Ethio-
pians and Sabeans; the adoring Magi repre-
sent the heathen world, and offer the choicest
gifts of the Gentiles to the Lord Whom they
adore.

39. As for the men of stature who shall
come over to Him and follow Him in chains,
there is no doubt who they are. Turn to the
Gospels ; Peter, when he is to follow his
Lord, is girded up. Read the Apostles :

Paul, the servant of Christ, boasts of his
bonds. Let us see whether this ' prisoner
of Jesus Christ' conforms in his teaching
to the prophecies uttered by God concerning
God Plis Son. God had said. They shall make
supplication., for God is in Thee. Now mark
and digest these words of the Apostle :— God
was in Cliiist, reconciling the world to Him-

self^. And then the prophecy continues. And
there is no God beside Thee. The Apostle
prom]5tly matches this with For there is one
Jesus Christ, our Lord, through Whom are
all things 9

,

Obviously there can be none
other but He, for Lie is One. The third
prophetic statement is

,

Thou art God, and we
k'ie7v it not. But Paul, once the persecutor
of the Church, says, Whose are the fathers,
from Whom is Christ, Who is God over all^^
Such is to be the message of these men in
chains ; men of stature, indeed, they will be,
and shall sit on twelve thrones to judge the
tribes of Israel, and shall follow their Lord,
witnesses to Him in teaching and in martyr-
dom.

40. Thus God is in God, and it is God in
Whom God dwells. But how is There is no
God beside Thee true, if God be within Him ?

Heretic ! In support of your confession of

a solitary Father you employ the words, 'There

is no God beside Me; what sense can you
assign to the solemn declaration of God the
Father, There is no God beside Thee, if your
explanation of There is no God beside Me be
a denial of the Godhead of the Son ? To
whom, in that case, can God have said. There

is no God beside I'hee ? You cannot suggest
that this solitary Being said it to Himself.
It was to the King Whom He summoned that
the Lord said, by the mouth of the men of
stature who worshipped and made suppli-

cation. For God is tn I'hee. The facts are
inconsistent with solitude. In Thee implies
that there was One present within range, if

I may say so, of the Speaker's voice. The
complete sentence, God is in Thee, reveals not

only God present, but also God abiding in
Him Who is present. The words distingui-sh
the Indweller from Him in Whom He dwells,
but it is a distinction of Per.ion only, not of
character. God is in Him, and He, in Whom'
God is

,
is God. The residence of God cannot

be within a nature strange and alien to Hi.->

own. He abides in One Who is His own,
born from Himself. God is in God, because
God is from God. For Thou art God, and 70J
kneiv it not, God of Israel, the Saviour.

41. My next book is devoted to the refuta-

tion of your denial that God is in God ; for the

5 Is. xlv. II—16. ^ Reading ex for ei.

? Ps. Ixxi. (Ixxii.) 9, 10. « 2 Cor. V. 19. 9 I Cor. viii. 6. * Rom. ix. 5
.
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piophet continues, A/I that resist Him shall
he ashamed and confounded atid shall walk in

confusion. This is God's sentence, passed
upon your unbelief. You set yourself in op-
position to Christ, and it is on His account
that the Father's voice is raised in solemn

reproof; for He, Whose Godhead you deny,
is God. And you deny it under cloak of
reverence for (jOcI, because He says. There is
no other God beside Me. Submit to shame

and confusion ; the Unoriginate God has no
need of the dignity you offer ; He has never
asked for this majesty of isolation which you
attribute to Him. He repudiates your officious
interpretation which v/ould twist His words,
Thei-e is no other God beside Me, into a denial
of the Godhead of the Son Whom He begat
from Himself. To frustrate your purpose of
demolishing the Divinity of the Son by assign-
ing the Godhead in some special sense to
Himself, He rounds off the glories of the
Only-begotten by the attribution of absolute
Divinity :—And tJiere is no God beside Thee.
Why make distinctions between exact equi-
valents ? Why separate what is peifectly
matched ? It is the peculiar characteristic of
the Son of God that there is no God beside
Him ; the peculiar characteristic of God the
Father that there is no God apart from Him.
Use His words concerning Himself; confess
Him in His own terras, and entreat Him as
K ing ; For God is iti Thee, and there is no God
beside Thee. For Thou art God, and zve knew
it not, O God of Israel, the Saviour. A con-
fession couched in words so reverent is free
from the taint of presumption : its terms can
excite no repugnance. Above all, we must
remember that to refuse it means shame and
ignominy. Brood in thought over these words
God; employ them in your confession of
Him, and so escape the threatened shame.
For if you deny the Divinity of the Son of
God, you will not be augmenting the glory
of God by adoring Him in lonely majesty ;
you will be slighting the Father by refusing to
reverence the Son. In faith and veneration
confess of the Unoriginate God that there
is no God beside Him ; claim for God the
Only-begotten that apart from Him there is
no God.

43. As you have listened already to Moses
and Isaiah, so listen now to Jeremiah in-
culcating the same truth as they :— Ihis is our
God, and there shall be none other likened unto
Him, Who hath found out all the way of
knowledge, and hath given it unto Jacob His
servant and to Israel His beloved. Afterit^ard
did He shew Himself upon earth and divelt
among men^. Vox previously he had said,

Baruch iii. 35—37.

And He is Man, and Who shall know Him 3?
Thus you have God seen on earth and dwelling
among men. Now I ask you what sense you
would assign to No one hath seen God at any
time, save the Only-begotten Son, which is in the
bosom of the Father ■

»
,

when Jeremiah proclaims
God seen on earth and dwelling among men ?

The Father confessedly cannot be seen except

b
y the Son ; Who then is This who was seen

and dwelt among men ? He must be our God,
for He is God visible in human form, Whom
men can handle. And take to heart the
prophet's words, The?'e shall be none other
likened to Him. If you ask how this can
be, Usten to the remainder of the sentence,
lest you be tempted to deny to the Father
His share of the confession, Hear, O Israel,
the Lord thy God is One. The whole pnssage

is
. There shall be none likened unto Him, Who

hath fotind out all the ivay of knowledge, and
tiath given it unto Jacob His servant and to
Israel His beloved. Aftervuard did He shew
Himself upon earth and divelt among men.
For there is one Mediator between God and
Men, Who is both God and Man ; Mediator
both in giving of the Law and in taking of
our body. Therefore none other can be'
likened unto Him, for He is One, born from
God into God, and He it was through Whom
all things were created in heaven and earth,
through Whom times and worlds were made.
Everything, in fine, that exists owes its exist-
ence to His action. He it is that instructs
Abraiiam, that speaks with Moses, that testi-
fies to Israel, that abides in the prophets, that
was born through the Virgin from the Holy
Ghost, that nails to the cross of His passion
the powers that are our foes, that slays death
in hell, that strengthens the assurance of our
hope by His Resurrection, that destroys the
corruption of human flesh by the glory of
His Body. Therefore none shall be likened
unto Him. For these are the peculiar powers
of God the Only-begotten ; He alone was born
from God, the blissful Possessor of such great
prerogatives. No second god can be likened
unto Him, for He is God from God, not born
from any alien being. There is nothing new
or strange or modern created in Him. When
Israel hears that its God is one, and tha::
no second god is likened, that men may deem
him God, to God Who is God's Son, the
revelation means that God the Father and
God the Son are One altogether, not by con-
fusion of Person but by unity of substance.
For tlie prophet forbids us, because God tiie
Son is God, to liken Him to some second
deity.

3 Jcr. xvii. 9 (LXX.). * St. John i. i8.
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I. Our reply, in the previous books, to the
mad and blasphemous doctrines of the heretics
has led us with open eyes into the difficulty
that our readers incur an equal danger whether
we refute our opponents, or whether we for-

bear. For while unbelief with boisterous ir-
reverence was thrusting upon us the iniity of
God, a unity which devout and reasonable
faith cannot deny, the scrupulous soul was

caught in the dilemma that, whether it asserted
or denied the proposition, the danger of blas-

phemy was equally incurred. To human logic
it may seem ridiculous and irrational to say
that it can be impious to assert, and impious
to deny, the same doctrine, since what it is

godly to maintain it must be godless to dis-

pute ; if it serve a good purpose to demolish
a statement, it may seem folly to dream that

good can come from supporting it. But human
logic is fallacy in the presence of the counsels
of God, and folly when it would cope with the
wisdom of heaven ; its thoughts are fettered
by its limitations, its philosophy confined by
the feebleness of natural reason. It must be
foolish in its own eyes before it can be wise
unto God ; that is, it must learn the poverty
of its own faculties and seek, after Divine
wisdom. It must become wise, not by the
standard of human philosophy, but of that
which mounts to God, before it can enter into
His wisdom, and its eyes be opened to the
folly of the world. 'I'he heretics have in-
geniously contrived that this folly, which passes
for wisdom, shall be their engine. They em-
ploy the confession of One God, for which
they appeal to the witness of the I^aw and
the Gospels in the words. Hear, O Israel, the
Lord thy God is One '. They are well aware
of the risks involved, whether their assertion
be met by contradiction or passed over in

silence ; and, whichever happens, they see an

opening to promote their heresy. If sacred
truth, pressed with a blasphemous intent, be
met by silence, that silence is construed as

consent; as a confession that, because God
is One, therefore His Son is not God, and
God abides in eternal solitude. If, on the
other hand, the heresy involved in their bold
argument be met by contradiction, this op-
position is branded as a departure from the

' Deut. vi. 4 ; St. Mark xii. 39.

true Gospel faith, which states in precise
terms the unity of God, or else they cast
in the opponent's teeth that he has fallen into
the contrary heresy, which allows but one
Person of Father and of Son ^ Such is the
deadly artifice, wearing the aspect of an at-
tractive innocence, which the world's wisdom,
which is folly with God, has forged to beguile
us in this fir.st article of their faith, which
we can neither confess nor deny without risk
of blasphemy. We walk between dangers on
either hand; the unity of God may force us
into a denial of the Godhead of His Son, or,
if we confess that the Father is God and the
Son is Go;I, we may be driven into the heresy
of interpreting the unity of Father and of Son
in the Sabellian sense. Thus their device
of insisting upon the One God would either
shut out the Second Person from the God-

head, or destroy the Unity by admitting Him
as a second God, or else make the unity
merely nominal. For unity, they would plead,
excludes a Second ; the existence of a Second
is destructive of unity; and Two cannot be
One.
2. But we who have attained this wisdom
of God, which is folly to the world, and
purpose, by means of the sound and saving
profession of true faith in the Lord, to unmask
the snake-like treachery of their teaching;
we have so laid out the plan of our under-
taking as to gain a vantage ground for the

display of the truth without entangling our-
selves in the dangers of heretical assertion.

We carefully avoid either extreme ; not deny-

ing that God is One, yet setting forth dis-
tinctly, on the evidence of the Lawgiver who
proclaims the unity of God, the truth that
there is God and God. We teach that it is

by no confusion of the Two that God is One ;
we do not rend Him in pieces by preaching
a plurality of Gods, nor yet do we profess

a distinction only in name. But we present
Him as God and God, postponing at present
for fuller discussion hereafter the question

of the Divine unity. For the Gospels tell us
tlrat Moses taught the truth when he pro-

claimed that God is One ; and Moses by his

proclamation of One God confirms the lesson
of the Gospels, which tell of God and God.

a Reading recidcretve.
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Thus we do not contradict our authorities,
but base our teacliing upon them, proving
that the revelation to Israel of the unity of
God gives no sanction to the refusal of Divinity
to the Son of God ; since he who is our
authority for asserting that there is One God

is our authority also for confessing the God-

head of His Son.

3. And so the arrangement of our treatise
follows closely the order of the objections
raised. Since the next article of their blas-
phemous and dishonest confession is

,

IVe

confess One true God', the whole of this second*
book is devoted to the question whether the
Son of God be true God. For it is clear that
the heretics have ingeniously contrived this

arrangement of first naming Otie God a.wA then
Oiie true God, in order to detach the Son
from the name and nature of God ; since the
thought must suggest itself that, truth being
inherent in the One God, it must be strictly
confined to Him. And therefore, since it is

clear beyond a doubt that Moses, when he
jiroclaimed the unity of God, meant therein to
assert the Divinity of the Son, let us return to
the leading passages in which his teaching is

conveyed, and enquire whether or no he wishes
us to believe that the Son, Who, as he has
taught us, is God, is also true God. It is clear
that the truth, or genuineness, of a thing is

a question of its nature and its powers. For
instance, true wheat is that which grows to

a head with the beard bristling round it
,

which

is purged from the chaff and ground to flour,
compounded into a loaf and taken for food,
and renders the nature and the uses of bread.
Thus natural powers are the evidence of truth;
and let us see, by this test, whether He, Whom
Moses calls God, be true God. We will defer
for the present our discourse concerning this
One God, Who is also true God, lest, if I fail
at once to take up their challenge and uphold
the One True God in the two Persons of
Father and of Son, eager and anxious souls be
oppressed by dangerous doubts.

4. And now, since we accept as common
ground the fact that God recognises His Son
as God, I ask you : how does the creation of
the world disprove our assertion that the Son

is true God ? 'J'here is no doubt that all things
are through the Son, for, in the Apostle's
words. All tilings are through Him, and in
Hinii. If all thmgs are through Him, and all
were made out of nothing, and none otherwise
than through Him, in what element of true
Godhead is He defective, Who possesses both

3 From thebeginningof theArian Creed, Book iv. § 12.

4 Tile first three books are regarded as preliminary. The
direct refutationbeganwith Book iv.

5 Col. i. 16.

the nature and the power of God ? He had at
His disposal the powers of the Divine nature,
to bring into being the non-existent and to
create at His pleasure. For God saw that they
IV ere good ^

.

5
. When the Law says, And God said. Let

there be a firmament, and then adds. And God
made the firmament, it introduces no other
distinction than that of Person. It indicates
no difference of power or nature, and makes
no change of name. Under the one title of
God it reveals, first, the thought of Ilim Who
spoke, and then the action of Him Who
created. The language of the narrator says
nothing to deprive Him of Divine nature and
power; nay rather, how precisely does it in-
culcate His true Godhead. The power to give
effect to the word of creation belongs only
to that Nature with Whom to speak is the
same as to fulfil. Flow then is He not true
God, Who creates, if He is true God, Who
commands? If the word spoken was truly
Divine, the deed done was truly Divine also.
God spake, and God created; if it was true
God Who spake. He Who created was true
God also ; unless indeed, while the presence of
true Godhead was displayed in the speech of
the One, its absence was manifested in the
action of the Other. Thus in the Son of God
we behold the true Divine nature. He is God,
lie is Creator, Fie is Son of God, He is omni-
potent. It is not merely that He can do
whatever He will, for will is always the con-
comitant of power ; but He can do also what-
ever is commanded Film. Absolute power is

this, that its possessor can execute as Agent
whatever Flis words as Speaker can express.
When unlimited power of expression is com-
bined with unlimited power of execution, then
this creative power, commensurate with the
commanding word, possesses the true nature
of God. Thus the Son of God is not false
God, nor God by adoption, nor God by gift of
the name, but true God. Nothing would be
gained by the statement of the arguments by
which His true Godhead is opposed. His
possession of the name and of the nature of
God is conclusive proof. He, by Whom all
things were made, is God. So much the
creation of the world tells me about Him.
He is God, equal with God in name; true
God, equal with true God in power. The
might of God is revealed to us in the creative
word ; the might of God is manifested also
in the creative act. And now again I ask by
what authority you deny, in your confession
of Father and Son, the true Divine nature of

6 i.e. His freedomof action is provedby His satisfiCtionwith
the result.
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Him Whose name reveals His power, Whose
power proves His right to the Name.
6. My reader must bear in mind that I am
silent about the current objections through no
forgetfulness, and no distrust of my cause.
For that constantly cited text, The Father is
greater than /, and its cognate passages are
perfectly familiar to me, and I have my inter-
jjretation of them ready, which makes them
witness to the true Divine nature of the Son.
But it serves my purpose best to adhere in
reply to the order of attack, that our pious
effort may follow close upon the progress of
Iheir impious scheme, and when we see them
diverge into godless heresy we may at once
obliterate the track of error. To this end we
postpone to the end of our work the testimony
of the Evangelists and Apostles, and join
battle with the blasphemers for the present on
the ground of the Law and the Prophets,
silencing their crooked argument, based on

misinterpretation and deceit, by the very texts
with which they strive to delude us. The
sound method of demonstrating a truth is to
expose the fallacy of the objections raised
against it; and the disgrace of the deceiver is
complete if his own lie be converted into an
evidence for the truth. And, indeed, the
universal experience of mankind has leai"ned
that falsehood and truth are incompatible, and
cannot be reconciled or made coherent ; that
by their very nature they are among those

opposites which are eternally repugnant, and
can never combine or agree.

7. This being the case, I ask how a dis-
tinction can be made in the words, Let Us
make man after Our own image and likeness,
between a true God and a false. The words
express a meaning, the meaning is the out-
come of thought; the thought is set in motion
by truth. Let us follow the words back to
their meaning, and learn from the meaning
the thought, and from the thought attain to
the underlying truth. 'I'hy enquiry is

,

whether
He to Whom the words Let Us make man after
Our own image and likeness were spoken, was
not thought of as true by Him Who spoke ;

for they undoubtedly express the feeling and

thought of the Speaker. In saying Let Us
make. He clearly indicates One in no discord
with Himself, no alien or powerless Being,
but One endowed with power to do the thing
of which He speaks. His own vi-ords assure
us that this is the sense in which we must
understand that they were spoken.

8
. To assure us still more fully of the true

Godhead manifested in the nature and work
of the Son, He, Who expressed His meaning
in the words I have cited, shews that His
thought was suggested by the true Divinity

of Him to Whom He said, After Our own image
and likeues';. How is He falsely called God,
to Whom tlie true God says, After Our own
image and likeness? Our is inconsistent witli
isolation, and with difference either in purpose
or in nature. Man is created, taking the
words in their strict sense, in Their common
image. Now there can be nothing common
to the true and to the false. God, the Speaker,

is speaking to God ; man is being created in

the image of Father and of Son. The Two
are One in name and One in nature. It is

only one image after which man is made.
The time has not yet come for me to discuss
this matter; hereafter I will explain what is

this image of God the Father and of God the
Son into which man was created. For the
present we will stick to the question, was, or
was not. He true God, to Whom the true God

said. Let Us make man after Our own image and
likeness 1 Separate, if you can, the true from
the false elements in this image common to

Both ; in your heretical madness divide the
indivisible. For They Two are One, of
Whose one image and likeness man is the

one copy.

9
. But now let us continue our reading

of this Scripture, to shew how the consistency
of truth is unaffected by these dishonest ob-
jections. The next wonis are. And God made
man ; after the image of God made Lie hi?n.
The image is in common ; God made man
after the image of God. I would ask him
who denies that God's Son is true God, in
what God's image he supposes that God made
man ? He must bear constantly in mind that
all things are through the Son ; heretical

ingenuity must not, for its own purposes,
twist this passage into action on the part

of the Father. If
,

therefore, man is created

through God the Son after the image of God

the Father, he is created also after the image

of the Son ; for all admit that the words

After Our image and likeness were spoken to
the Son. Thus His true Godhead is as ex-

plicitly asserted by the Divine words as mani-
fested in the Divine action ; so that it is God
Who moulds man into the image of God, Who

reveals Himself as God, and, moreover, as true
God. For His joint possession of the Divine

image proves Him true God, while His

creative action displays Him as God the Son.
10. What wild insanity of abandoned souls !

What blind audacity of reckless blasphemy !

You hear of God and God ; } ou hear of
Our image. Why suggest that One is

,

and

One is not, true God ? Why distinguish be-
tween God by nature and God in name?

Why, under pretext of defending the faith,
do you destroy the faith? Why struggle to
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pervert the revelation of One God, One true
God, into a denial that God is One and true ?
Not yet will I stifle your insane efforts with
the clear words of Evangelists and Prophets,
in which Father and Son appear not as one
Person, but as One in nature, and Each as
true God. For the present the I^aw, unaided,
annihilates you. Does the Law ever speak
of One true God, and One not true ? Does
it ever speak of Either, except by the name
of God, which is the true expression of Their
nature ? It speaks of God and God ; it speaks
also of God as One. Nay, it does more than
so describe Them. It manifests Them as
true God and true God, by the sure evidence
of Their joint image. It begins by speaking
of Them first by their strict name of God ;
then it attributes true Godhead to Both in
common. For when man, Their creature, is
created after the image of Both, sound reason
forces the conclusion that Each of Them is
true God.
II. But let us travel once more in our
journey of instruction over the lessons taught
in the holy Law of God. The Angel of God
speaks to Hagar; and this same Angel is God.
But perhaps His being the Angel of God
means that He is not true God. For this
title seems to indicate a lower nature ; where
the name points to a difference in kind, it
is thought that true equaHty must be absent.
The last book has already exposed the hollow-
ness of this objection; the title of Angel in-
forms us of His office, not of His nature. I
have proijhetic evidence for this explanation ;
Who maketh His angels spirits^ and His
ministers a flanmig jireT. 'I'hat flaming fire
is His ministers ; that spirit which comes,
His angels. These figures shew the nature
and the power of His messengers, or angels,
and of His ministers. Tliis spirit is an angel,
that flaming fire a minister, of God. Their
nature adapts them for the function of mes-

senger or minister. Thus the Law, or rather
God througli the Law, wishing to indicate
God the Son as a Person, yet as bearing the
same name with the Father, calls Him the
Angel, that is

,

the Messenger, of God. The
title Messenger proves that He has an office
of His own ; that His nalure is truly Divine

is proved wlien He is called God. But this

sequence, first Ange', tiien God, is in the order
of revelation, not in Himself. For we confess
Them Fadrer and Son in the strictest sense,
in such equality that the Only-begotten Son,

by virtue of His birth, possesses true Divinity
from the Unbegotten Father. This revelation
of Them as Sender and as Sent is but another

? Psalm civ. (ciii.) 4.

expression , for Father and Son; not contra-
dicting the true Divine nature of the Son,
nor cancelling His possession of the Godhead
as His birthright. For none can doubt that
the Son by His birth partakes congenitally
of the nature of His Author, in such wise that
from the One there comes into being an in-
divisible Unity, because One is from One.
12. Faitli burns with passionate ardour ; the
bunlen of silence is intolerable, and my
thoughts imj)eriously demand an utterance.
Already, in the preceding book I liave de-
parted from the intended method of my de-
monstration. I was denouncing that blasplie-
raous sense in which the heretics speak of
One God, and ex])ounding the passages in
which Moses speaks of God and God. I

hastened on with a precipitate, though devout,
zeal to the true sense in which we hold the
unity of God. And now again, wrapped up
in the pursuit of another enquiry, I have
suffered myself to wander from the course,
and, while I was engaged upon the true
Divinity of the Son, the ardour of my soul
has hurried me on before the time to make
the confession of true God as Father and as
Son. But our own faith must wait its proper
place in the treatise. This preliminary state-
ment of it has been made as a safeguard for
the reader ; it shall be so developed and ex-
plained hereafter as to frustrate the schemes
of the gain say er.

13. To resume the argument ; this title of
office indicates no difference of nature, for He,
Who is the Angel of God, is God. The test
of His true Godhead shall be, whether or no
His words and acts were those of God. He
increases Ishmael into a great people, and
promises that many nations shall bear his
name. Is this, I ask, within an angel's power?
If not, and this is the power of God, why
do you refuse true Divinity to Him Who. on
your own confession, has the true power of
God ? Thus He possesses the true and perfect
powers of the Divine nature. True God, in
all the types in which He reveals Himself for
the world's salvation, is not, nor ever can be,
other than true God.

14. Now first, I a.sk, w|iat is the meaning
of tliese terms, ' true God ' and ' not true
God ' ? If any one says to me ' This is fire, but
not true fire ; water, but not true water,' I can
attach no intelligible meaning to his words.
What difference in kind can there be between
one true specimen, and another true specimen,
of the same class ? If a thing be fire, it must
be true fire; while its nature remains the same

it cannot lose this character of true fire. De-
prive water of its watery nature, and by so
doing you destroy it as true water; let it
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veinain water, and it will inevitably still be
true water. 'I'he only way in which an object
can lose its nature is by losing its existence ;
if it continue to exist it must be truly itself.
If the Son of God is God, then He is true
God ; if He is not true God, then in no
possible sense is He God at all. If He has
not the nature, then lie has no right to the
name; if

,

on the contrary, the name which
indicates the nature is His by inherent right,
then it cannot be that He is destitute of that
nature in its truest sense.

15. But perhaps it will be argued that,
when the Angel of God is called God, He
receives the name as a favour, through adop-
tion, and has in consequence a nominal, not

a true. Godhead. If He gave us an inade-
quate revelation of His Divine nature at the
time when He was styled the Angel of God,
judge whether He has not fully manifested
His true Godhead under the name of a nature
lower than the angelic. For a Man spoke
to Abraham, and Abraham worshipped Him
as God. Pestilent heretic ! Abraham con-
fessed Him, you deny Him, to be God.
What hope is there for you, in your blas-
phemy, of the blessings promised to Abraham?
He is Father of the Gentiles, but not for you ;

you cannot go forth from your regeneration
to join the household of his seed, through
the blessings given to his faith. You are no
son, raised up to Abraham from the stones ;

you are a generation of vipers, an adversary
of his belief. You are not the Israel of God,
the heir of Abraham, justified by faith ; for
you have disbelieved God, while Abraham
was justified and appointed to be the Father
of the Gentiles through that faith wherein he
worshipped the God Whose word he trusted.
God it was Whom that blessed and faithful
Patriarch worshipped then ; and mark how
truly He was God, to Whom, in His own
words, all things are possible. Is there any,
but God alone, to Whom nothing is impos-
sible? And He, to Whom all things are
possible, does He fall short of true Divinity ?

16. I ask further, Who is this God Who
overthrew Sodom and Gomorrah ? For the
.Lord rained from the Lord'''; was it not the
true Lord from the true Lord ? Have you
any alternative to this Lord, and Lord? Or
any other meaning lor the terms, except that

in Lord, and Lord, their Persons are distin-
guished? Bear in mind that Him Whom you
have confessed as Alone true, you have also
confessed as Alone the righteous fudged. Now
mark that the Lord who rains from the Lord,
and slays not the just with the unjust, and

8 Gen. xix. 24.

9 Bool: ivr. § 12. The latter expression is cited inaccurately.

judges the whole earth, is both Lord and also
righteous Judge, and also rains from the
Lord. In the face of all this, I ask you
Which it is that you describe as alone the
righteous Judge. The Lord rains from the
Lord ; you will not deny that He Who rains
from the Lord is the righteous Judge, for
Abraham, the Father of the Gentiles —but
not of the unbelieving Gentiles —speaks thus :

In no wise shall Thou do this thing, to slay the
righteous with the wicked, for then shall the
righteous be as the wicked. In no wise skalt
Thou, Who judgest the earth, execute this judg-
ment^. This God, then, the righteous Judge,

is clearly also the true God. Blaspliemer !

Your own falsehood confutes you. Not yet
do I bring forward the witness of the Gospels
concerning God the Judge; tlie Law has told
me that He is the Judge. You must deprive
the Son of His judgeship before you can
deprive Him of His true Divinity. You have
solemnly confessed that He Who is the only
righteous Judge is also the only true God ;

your own statements bind you to the ad-
mission that He Who is the righteous Judge

is also true God. This Judge is the Lord,
to Whom all things are possible, the Promiser
of eternal blessings. Judge of righteous and
of wicked. He is the God of Abraham,
worshipped by him. Fool and blasphemer
that you are, your shameless readiness of
tongue must invent some new fallacy, if you
are to prove that He is not true God.
17. His merciful and mysterious self-revela-
tions are in no wise inconsistent with His
true heavenly nature ; and His faithful saints
never fail to penetrate the guise He has
assumed in order that faith may see Him.
The types of the Law foreshew the mysteries
of the Gospel ; they enable the Patriai'ch
to see and to believe vi'hat hereafter the

Apostle is to gaze on and pubhsh. For,
since the Law is the shadow of things to

come, the shadow that was seen was a true

outline of the reality which cast it. Goil
was seen and believed and worshipped as

Man, Who was indeed to be born as Man
in the fulness of time. He takes upon Him,
to meet the Patriarch's eye, a semblance
which foreshadows the future truth. In that
old day God was only seen, not born, as
Man; in due time He was born, as well
as seen. Familiarity with the human ap-
pearance, which He took that men might
behold Him, was to prepare tliem for tlie
time when He should, in very truth, be born
as Man. Then it was that the shadow took
substance, the semblance reality, the vision

* Gen. xviii. 25.
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life. But God remained unchanged, whether
He were seen in the appearance, or horn in
the reahty, of manhood. The re.semblance
was perfect hetween Himself, after His biith,
and Himself, as He had been seen in vision.
As He was born, so He had appeared ; as
He had appeared, so was He born. lint,
since the time has not yet come for us to

compare tlie Gospel account with tliat of tlie
prophet Mose.s, let us pursue our chosen

course through the pages of the Law. Here-
after we shall prove from the Gospels that
it was the true Son of God \Vho was born
as Man ; for the present, we are shewing
from the Law that it was true God, the Son
of God, Who appeared to the Patriarchs in
human form. l<'or when One apj^eared to
Abraham as Man, He was worshipped as God
and proclaimed as Judge ; and when the Lord
rained from the Lord, beyond a doubt the
Law tells us that the Lord rained from the
Lord in order to reveal to us the Father
and the Son. Nor can we for a moment
suppose that when the Patriarch, with full

knowledge, worshipped the Son as God, he
was blind to the fact that it was true God
^Vhom he worsliipped.
18. But godless unbelief finds it very hard
to apprehend the true faith. 'J'heir capacity
for devotion has never been expanded by
belief, and is too narrow to receive a full
presentment of the truth. Hence the un-
believing soul cannot grasp the great work
(lone by God in being born as Man to ac-
complish the salvation of mankind ; in the
work of its salvation it fails to see the power
of God. They think of the travail of His
birth, the feebleness of infancy, the growth
of childhood, the attainment of maturity, of
bodily suffering and of the Cross with which
it ended, and of the death upon the Cross ;
and all this conceals His true Godhead from
their eyes. Yet He had called into being
all these capacities for Himself, as additions
to His nature ; capacities which in His true
Divine nature He had not possessed. Thus
He acquired them without loss of His true
Divinity, and ceased not to be God when
He became Man ; when He, Who is God
eternally, became Man at a point in time.
They cannot see an exercise of the true God's
power in His becoming what He was not
before, yet never ceasing to be His former
Self. And yet there would have been no
acceptance of our feeble nature, had not He
by the strength of His own omnipotent nature,
while remaining what He was, come to be
what previously He was not. What blindness
of heresy, what foolish wisdom of the world,
which cannot see that the reproach of Christ

is the power of God, the folly of faith the
j wisdom of God ! So Christ in your eyes is
not (iod because He, Who was froiri eternity,
was born, because the Unchangeable grew
with years, the Lnpassible suffered, the Living
died, the Dead lives ; because all Llis history
contradicts the common course of nature ! Is
not all this simply to say that He, being God,
was omnipotent? Not yet, ye holy and vener-
able Gospels, do I turn your pages, to prove
from them that Christ Jesus, amid these
changes and sufierlngs, is God. For the Law
is the forerunner of the Gospels, and the Law
must teach us that, when God clothed Himself
in infirmity. Lie lost not His Godhead. The
types of the Law are our convincing assurance
of the mysteries of the Gospel faith.
19. Be with me now in thy faithful spirit,
holy and blessed Patriarch Jacob, to combat
the poisonous hissings of the serpent of un-
belief. Prevail once more in thy wrestling
with the Man, and, being the stronger, once
more entreat His blessing. Why pray for what
thou mightest demand from thy weaker Oppo-
nent.? Thy strong arm has vanquished Hira
Whose blessing thou prayest. Thy bodily
victory is in broad contrast to thy soul's
humility, thy deeds to thy thoughts. It is
a Man whom tliou boldest powerless in thy
strong grasp ; but in thine eye this Man is true
God, and God not in name only, but in nature.
It is not the blessing of a God by adoption
that thou dost claim, but the true God's
blessing. With Man thou strivest; but face to
face thou seest God. What thou seest with
the bodily eye is different far from what thou
beholdest with the vision of faith. Thou hast
felt Him to be weak Man; but thy soul has
been saved because it saw God in Him.
When thou wast wrestling thou wast Jacob ;
thou art Israel now, through faith in the

blessing which thou didst clairn. According to
the flesh, the Man is thy inferior, for a type of
His passion in the flesh ; but thou canst
recognise God in that weak flesh, for a sign of
His blessing in tlie Spirit. The witness of the
eye does not disturb thy faith; Flis feebleness
does not mislead thee into neglect of His
blessing. Though He is Man, His humanity
is no bar to His being Goil, His Godhead no
bar to His hsing true God; for, being God,
He must indeed be true ^.
20. The Law in its progress still follov/s the
sequence of the Gospel mystery, of which it is
the shadow ; its types are a faithful anticipation
of the truths taught by the Apostles. In the
vision of his dream the blessed Jacob saw
God ; this was the revelation of a mystery, not

2 Omitting etbenedicendoet transferendoet Kuiicu:paKdo.
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a bodily manifestation. For there was shown
to him the descent of angels by tlie ladder,
and their ascent to heaven, and God vesting
above the ladder; and the vision, as it was
interpreted, foretold that his dream should
some day become a revealed truth. The
Patriarch's words, The home of God and the gate
of heaven, shew us the scene of his vision ; and
then, after a long account of what he did, the
narrative proceeds thus: A?id God said unto
Jacob, Arise, and go up to the place Bethel, and
dwell there: and ?nake theie a Sacrifice nnto
God, that appeared unto thee when thou fleddesi
from the face of Esau 3. If the faith of the
Gospel has access through God the Son to
God the Father, and if it is only through God
that God can be apprehend'ed, then shew us
in what sense This is not true God, Who
demands reverence for God, Who rests above
the heavenly ladder. What difference of na-
ture separates the Two, when Both bear the
one name which indicates the one nature ? It
is God Who was seen; it is also God Who
speaks about God Who was seen. God cannot
be apprehended except through God ; even as
also God accepts no worship from us except
through God. We could not understand that
the One must be reverenced, unless the Other
had taught us reverence for Him; we could
not have known that the One is God, unless
we had known the Godhead of the Other.
The revelation of mysteries holds its appointed
course ; it is by God that we are initiated into
the worship of God. And when one name,
which tells of one nature, combines the Father
with the Son, how can the Son so fall beneath
Himself as to be other ,than true God ?
21. Human judgment must not pass its
sentence upon God. Our nature is not such
that it can hft itself by its own forces to the
contemplation of heavenly things. We must
learn from God what we are to think of God ;
we have no source of knowledge but Himself.
You may be as carefully trained as you will in
secular philosophy; you may have lived a life
of righteousness. All this will contribute to
your mental satisfaction, but it will not help
you to know God. Moses was adojjted as the
son of the queen, and instructed in all the
wisdom of the Egyptians ; he had, moreover,
out of loyalty to his race avenged the wrong of
the Hebrew by slaying the Egyptian +, and
yet he knew not the God Who had blessed
his fathers. For when he left Egypt through
fear of the discovery of his deed, and was living
as a shepherd in the land of Midian, he saw
a fire in the bush, and the bush unconsumed.

3 Gen. XXXV.i.
4 This act is usedas the evidenceof Moses*righteousness.

Then it was that he heard the voice of God,
and asked His n;ime, and learned His nature.
Of all this he could have known nothing except
through God Himself. And we, in like man-
ner, must confine ourselves, in whatever we
say of God, to the terms in which He has
spoken to our understanding concerning Him-
self.
2 2. It is the Angel of God Who appeared
in the fire from the bush ; and it is God Who
spoke from the bush amid the fire. He is
manifested as Angel ; that is His office, not
His nature. The name which expresses His
nature is given you as God ; for the Angel of
God is God. But perhaps He is not true God.
Is the God of Abraham, then, the God of
Isaac, the God of Jacob, not true God? For
the Angel Who speaks from the bush is their
God eternally. And, lest you insinuate that
the name is His only by adoption, it is the
absolute God Who speaks to Moses. These
are His woids :—And the Lord said unto
Moses, I Am that I Am ; and He said. Thus
shall thou say unto the children of Israel, He
that is hath sent me unto you 5. God's dis-
course began as the speech of the Angel, in
order to reveal the mystery of human salvation
in the Son. Next He appears as the God of
Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God
of Jacob, that we may know the name which is
His by nature. Finally it is the God that is
Who sends Moses to Israel, that we may have
full assurance that in the absolute sense He is
God.

23. What farther fictions can the futile folly
of insane blasphemy devise ? Do you still per-
sist in your nightly sowing of tares, predestined
to be burnt, among the pure wheat, when the
knowledge of all the Patriarchs contradicts you?
Nay more : if you believed Moses, you would
believe also in God, the Son of God ; unless
perchance you deny that it was of Him that
Moses spoke. If you propose to deny that,
you roust listen to the words of God :—/wr
had ye believed Moses, ye would have believed Me
also, for he wrote of Me^. Moses, indeed, will
refute you with the whole volume of the Law,
ordained through angels, which he received

by the hand of the Mediator. Enquire whether
He, Who gave the Law, were not true God ;
for the IVlediator was the Giver. And was
it not to meet God that Moses led out the
people to the Mount? Was it not God Who
came down into the Mount ? Or was it

,

perhaps, only by a fiction or an adojition, and
not b

y

right of nature, that He, Who did all
this, bore the name of God ? Mark the blare
of the trumpets, the flashing of the torches,

5 Exod. ill. 14. S St. John V. 46.
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the clouds of smoke, as from a furnace, rolling
over the mouiitain, the terror of conscious
impotence on the part of man in the presence
of God, tlie confession of the people, when
they prayed Moses to be their spokesman, that
at the voice of God they would die. Is He, in
your judgment, not true God, when simple
dread lest He should speak filled Israel with
the fear of death ? He Whose voice could not
be borne by human weakness ? In your eyes
is He not God, because He addressed you
through the weak faculties of a man, that you
miglit hear, and live 7? Moses entered the
Mount; in forty days and nights he gained
the knowledge of the mysteries of heaven, and
set it all in order according to the vision of the
truth which was revealed to him there. From
intercourse with God, Who spoke with him,
he received the reflected splendour of that
glory on which none may gaze ? his corruptible
countenance was transfigured into the likeness
of the unapproachable light of Him, with
Whom he was dwelling. Of this God he bears
witness, of this God he speaks ; he summons
the angels of Gud to come and worship Him
amid the gladness of the Gentiles, and prays
that the blessings which please Him may
descend upon the head of Joseph. In face of
such evidence as this, dare any man say that
He has nothing but the name of God, and
deny His true Divinity?
24. This long discussion has, I believe,
brought out the truth that no sound argument
has ever been adduced in favour of a dis-
tinction between One Who is

,

and One Who

is not, true God, in those passages where the
Law speaks of God and God, of Lord and
Lord. I have proved that these terms are
inconsistent with difference between Them in
name or in nature, and that we can use the
name as a test of the nature, and the nature as

a clue to the name. Thus I have shewn that
the character, the power, the attributes, the
name of God are inherent in Him Whom the
Law has called God. I have shewn also that
the Law, gradually unfolding the Gospel mys-
tery, reveals the Son as a Person by mani-
festing God as obedient, in the creation of
the world, to the words of God, and in the
formaiion of man making what is the joint
im;ige of God, and of God; and again, that in
the judgment of the men of Sodom the Lord

is Judge from the Lord ; that, in the giving of
blesshigs and ordaining of the my.sterles of^he
Law, the Angel of God is God. Thus, in
support of the saving confession of God as
ever manifested in the Persons of Father and
of Son, we have shewn how the Law teaches

1 Reading viveres.

the true Godhead by the use of the strict name
of God ; for, while the Law states clearly that
Tliey are Two, it casts no shadow of doubt
upon the true Godhead of either.
25. And now the time has come for us to
put a stop to that cunning artifice of heresy,
by which they pervert the devout and godly
teachings of the Law into a support for their
own godless delusion. They preface their
denial of the Son of God with the words. Hear,

O Israel, the Lord thy God is One ; and then,
because their blasphemy would be refuted by
the identity of name, since the Law speaks of
God and God, they invoke the authority of the
prophetic words, They shall bless Thee, the iriie
God, to prove that the name is not used in the
true sense. They-argue that these words teach
that God is One, and that God, the Son of
God, lias His name only and not His nature ;

and that therefore we must conclude that the
true God is one Person only. But perhaps
you imagine, fool, that we shall contradict
these texts of yours, and so deny that there is

one true God. Assuredly we do not contradict
them by a confession conceived in your sense.
Our faith receives them, our reason accepts
them, our words declare them. We recognise
One God, and Him true God. The name
of God has no dangers for our confession,
which proclaims that in the nature of the
Son there is the One true God. Learn the
meaning of your own words, recognise the
One true God, and then you will be able to
make a faithful confession of God, One and true.

It is the words of our faith which you are turn-
ing into the instrument of your blasphemy, pre-
serving the sound and perverting the sense.
Masquerading in a foolish garb of imaginary wis-
dom, under cover of loyalty to trutn you are
the truth's destroyer. You confess that God

is One and true, on purpose to deny the truth
which you confess. Your language claims

a reputation for piety on the strength of its
impietj', for truth on the strength of its false-
hood. Your preaching of One true God leads
up to a denial of Him. F'or you deny that
the Son is true God, though you admit that
He is God, but God in name only, not in
n.iture. If His birth be in name, not in nature,
then you are justified in denying His true right
to the name ; but if He be truly born as God,
how then can Pie fail to be true God by
virtue of His birth? Deny the fact, and you
may deny the consequence ; if you admit the
fact, how can He be other than Himself?
No being can alter its own essential nature.
About His birth I shall speak presently;
meantime I will refute your blasphemous
falsehoods concerning Plis true Divine nature
by the utterances of prophets. Lul I shall
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take care that in our assertion of the One
true God I give no cover to the Sabellian
heresy that the Father is one Person with
the Son, and none to that slander against
llie Son's true Godhead, whicli you evolve
out of tlie unity of the One true God.
26. Blasphemy is incompatible with wisdom;
where the fear of God, which is the beginning
of wisdom, is absent, no glimmer of intelligence
survives. An instance of this is seen in the
heretics' citation of the prophet's words, And
they shall bless Thee, the trite God, as evidence
against the Godhead of the Son. First, we
see here the folly, which clogs unbelief in the

misunderstanding or (if it were ujiderstood)
in the suppression of the earlier part of the
prophecy : and again we see it in their fraudu-
lent interpolation of that one little word, not
to be found in the book itself. This pro-
ceeding is as stupid as it is dishonest, since
no one would trust them so far as to accept their

reading without referring for corroboration to
the prophetic text. For that text does not
stancl thus : They shall bless Thee, the tnie
God, but thus : They shall bless the tnie God^.
'I'here is no slight difference between Thee, the
true God and The true God. If Thee be re-
tained, the pronoun of the second person
implies that Another is being addressed ; if
Thee be omitted. True God, the object of the
sentence, is the Speaker.

27. To ensure that our explanation of the
passage shall be complete and certain, I cite
the words in full :— Therefore thus saith the
Lord, Behold, they that serve Me shall eat, but
ye shall be hitiigry, beliold, they that sen'e Me
shall drink, but ye shall be thirsty, behold, they
that serve Me shall rejoice with gladness, but
ye shall ay for sorrow of your heart, and shall
howlfor vexation of spirit. For ye shall leave
your name for a rejoicing unto My chosen, but
the Lord shall slay you. But My servants shall
be called by a new name, which shall be blessed
upon earth ; and they shall bless the true God,
and they that swear upon the earth shall swear
by the true God9. There is always a good
reason for any departure from the accustomed
modes of expression, but novelty is also made
an opportunity for misinterpretation. The
question here is

. Why, when so many earlier

prophecies have been uttered concerning God,
and the name God, alone and without epithet,
has sufficed hitherto to indicate the Divine
majesty and nature, the Spirit of prophecy
should now foretell through Isaiah that the
tjite God was to be blessed, and that men
should swear upon earth by the true God.
First, we must bear in mind that this discourse

8 Isai, Ixv. 16. 9 lb. I

was spoken concerning times to come. Now,

I ask, was not He, in the mind of the Jew.s,
true God, Whom men used then to bless, and

by whom they swore ? The Jews, unaware of
the typical meaning of their mysteries, and
therefore ignorant of God the Son, worshipped
God simply as God, and not as Father ' ;

for, if they had worshipped Him as Father,
they would have worshipped the Son also.
It was Gfld, therefore, Whom they blessed
and by AVhom they swore. But the prophet
testifies that it is true God Who shall be
blessed hereafter; calling Him true God,
because the mysteriousness of His Incarnation
was to blind the eyes of some to His true
Godhead. Wlien falsehood was to be pub-
lished abroad, it was necessary that the truth
should be clearly stated. And now let us
review this passage, clause by clause.
28. Therefore thus sailh the Lord, Behold,
they that seive Me shall eat, but ye shall be
hungry ; behold, they that serve Me shall drink,
but ye shall be thirsty. Note that one clause
contains two different tenses, in order to teach
truth concerning two different times; They
that serve Me shall eat. Present piety is re-
warded with a future prize, and similarly

present godlessness shall suffer the penalty
of future thirst and hunger. Then He adds.
Behold, they that ser-ve Me shall rejoice ivith
gladness, but ye shall cry for sorrow o

f your
heart, and shall howl for vexation of spirit.
Here again, as before, there is a revelation
for the future and for the present. They who
serve now shall rejoice with gladness, while

they who do not serve shall abide in crying
and howling through sorrow of heart and

vexation of spirit. He proceeds. For ye shall
leave your name for a rejoicing unto My chosen,
but the Lord shall slay you. These woids,
dealing with a future time, are addressed to

the carnal Israel, which is taunted with the

prospect of having to surrender its name to
the chosen of God. What is this name?

Israel, of course ; for to Israel the prophecy
was addressed. And now I ask. What is Israel
to-day? The Apostle gives the answer: — I'hey
who are in the spirit, not in the letter, they
who walk in the Law of Christ, are the Israel
of God \

29. Furthermore, we must form a con-
clusion why it is that the words cited above,

Therefore thus saith the Lord, are followed by
But the Lord shall slay you, and as to the
meaning of the next sentence. But my
servants shall be called b

y a new name, which

shall be blessed upon earth. There can be
no doubt that both Therefore thus saith the

■ Cf. Boolt iii. § 17. 2 Cf. Rom. ii. 29.
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Lord, and afterwards But the Lord shall slay

you, prove that it was the Lord Who both

spoke, and also purposed to slay, Who meant
to reward His servants with that new name,
Who was well known to have spoken through
the prophets and was to be the judge of

the righteous and of the wicked. And thus
the remainder of this revelation of the mystery
of the Gospel removes all doubt concerning
the Lord as Speaker and as Slayer. It con-
tinues :—But My servants shall be called by
a neiv name, which shall be blessed uprn eai ill.
Here everything is in the future. What tlien
is this nevv name of a religion ; a name which

shall be blessed upon earth? If ever in past
ages there were a blessing upon the name

Christian, it is not a new name. Lut if this
hallowed name of our devotion towards God
be new, then this new title of Christian,
awarded to our faith, is that heavenly blessing
which is our reward upon earth.

30. And now come words in perfect har-
mony with the inward assurance of our faith.
He says, And they shall bless the true God,
and they that sivear upon earth shall swear
by the true God. And indeed they who in
God's service iiave received the new name

shall bless God; and moreover the God by
Whom they shall svs-ear is the true God.
What doubt is there as to Who this true God

is
,

by Whom men shall swear and Whom they
shall bless, through Whom a new and blessed
name shall be given to them that serve Him ?

I have on my side, in opposition to the
blasphemous misrepresentations of here.sy, the
clear and definite evidence of the Church's
faith ; the witueis of the new name which
Thou, O Chribt, hast given, of the blessed title
which Thou hast bestowed in reward of loyal
service. It swears that Thou art true God.
Every mouth, O Christ, of them that believe
tells that Thou art Gotl. The faith of all
believers swears that Thou art God, confesses,
proclaims, is inwardly assured, that Thou art
true God.

31. And thus this passage of prophecy,
taken with its whole context, clearly describes
as God both Him Whom we serve for the
new name's sake, and Him through Whom
the new name is blessed upon eardi. It tells
us Who it is that is ble^^sed as true God, and
Who is sworn by as true God. And this is the
confession of faith made, in the fulness of
time, by the Church in loyal devotion to
Christ her Lord. We can see how exactly
the words of prophecy conform to the truth,
by their refrauiing from the insertion of that
pronoun of the second person. Had the
words been Thee, the tine God, then they
might have been interpreted as spoken to

another. The true God can refer to none
but the Speaker. The passage, taken by itself,
shews to Whom it refers; the preceding words,

taken in connexion with it
,

declare Who the
Speaker is Who makes this confession of God.
Tiiey are these :— I have appeared openly to them
that asked not for Mle, and I have been found

o
f them that sought Me not. T said, Here am

I, unto a nation that called not on My name.I have spread out My hands all the day to an
unbelieving and gainsaying people'^. Could

a dishonest attempt to suppress the truth be

more completely exposed, or the Speaker be

more distinctly revealed as true God, than

here? Who, I demand, was it that appeared
to them that asked not for Him, and was found
of them that sought Him not? What nation

is it that formerly called not on His name?
Who is it that spread out His hands all the

day to an unbelieving and gainsaying people?

Compare with these words that holy and

Divine Song of Deuteronomy ♦
,

in which God,

in His wrath against them that are no Gods,
moves the unbelievers to jealousy against those

that are no people and a foolish nation. Con-
clude for yourself, Who it is that makes Him-
self manifest to them that knew Him not;
Who, tiiough one people is His own, becomes
the possession of strangers; Who it is that

spreads out His hands before an unbelieving
and gainsaying people, nailing to the cross the

writing of the former sentence against uss.
For the same Spirit in the prophet, whom we
are considering, proceeds thus in the course

of this one prophecy, which is connected in

argument as well as continous in utterance :

—

But My servants shall be called by a new name,
which shall be blessed upon earth, and they shall
bless the true God, and they that swear upon
the earth shall swear by the true God.

32. If heresy, in its folly and wickedness,
sh.all attempt to entice the simple-minded and

uninstrucied away from the true belief that

these words were spoken in reference to God
the Son, by feigning that they are an utterance

of God the Father concerning Himself, it

shall hear sentence passed upon the lie by the

Apostie and Teacher of the Gentiles. He
interprets all these prophecies as allusions

to the passion of the Lord and to the times
of Gospel faith, when he is reproving the
unbelief of Israel, whicli will not recognise
that the I,ord is come in the flesh. His
wori.ls are :—For whosoever shall have called
upon the name of the Lord shall be saved.
ITow shall they call on LLiin in IVhom they
have not believed 1 But hoiv shall they believe

3 I.s.Ti.Ixv. I, 2. 4 Dent, xxxii. 9i, S Cf. Col. ii. 14
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iti Him of Whom they have not heard t And\
how shall they hear wilhotit a preacher^ A7id\
how shall they J»each, except they hare been \
sent ? As it is written, Idonv heaiitijnl are the ,

feet of them that freclaim peace, of them that
proclaim good things. But all do not obey the
Gospel. For Esaias saith, lord, who hath
believed our report 1 So then faith cometh by
hearing, and hearing through the zvord. But
I say, Have they not heard? Yes verily, their
sound ivent into all the earth, and their words
■unto the ends of the moild. But I say, Did
not Israel know 1 First Moses saith, I will
provoke you to jealousy against them that ate
no people, and against a foolish nation I will
anger you. Moreover Esaias is bold, and saith,
I appeared wito them that seek Ale not, I was
fund by them that asked not after Me. But
to Israel what saith He 1 All day long I have
stretched forth My hands to a people that
hearken not^. Who art tliou that hast mounted
up through the successive heavens, knowing
not whether thou wert in the body or out of

the body, and canst explain more faithfully than
he the words of the prophet? Who art thou
that hast heard, and mayst not tell, the ineffable

mysteries of the secret things of heaven, and
hast proclaimed with greater assurance the

knowledge granted thee by God for revela-

tion ? Who art thou that hast been fore-
ordained to a full share of the Lord's suffer-
ing on the Cross, and first has been caught

up to Paradise and drawn nobler teaching
from the Scriptures of God than this chosen
vessel? If there be such a man, has he been
ignorant that these are the deeds and words

of the true God, proclaimed to us by His own
true and chosen Apostle that we may recog-
nise in Him their Author?

33- But it may be argued that the Apostle
was not inspired by the Spirit of prophecy
when he borrowed these prophetic words ;
that he was only interpreting at random the

words of another man, and thout;h, no doubt,

everything the Apostle says of himself comes
to him by revelation from Christ, yet his

knowledge of the words of Isaiah is only
derived from the book. I answer that in
the beginning of that utterance in which it
is said that the servants of the true God shall
bless Him and swear by Him, we read this
adoration by the prophet: —From everlasting
we have not heai-d, nor have our eyes seen God,

except Thee, and Thy works ivhich Thou wilt
do for them that await Thy mercy t. Isaiah
says that he has seen no God but Him. For
he did actually see the glory of God, the
mystery of Whose taking flesh from the Virgin

lie foretold. And if you, in your heresy, do
not know that it was God the Only-begolten
Whom the prophet saw in that glory, listen
to the Evangelist:— Ihese things said Esaias,
when he saio His glory, and spake of Him ^-
'I'he Apostle, the Evangelist, the Pro[)ht't
combine to silence your objections. Isaiah
(lid see (iod ; even though it is written, No
one hath seen God at any time, save the Only-
begotten Son Who is in the bosom of the Father;
He hath declared Him9^ it was God Whom
the prophet saw. He gazed upon the Divine
glciry, and men were filled with envy at such
honour vouchsafed to his projjhetic greatness.
For this was the reason why the Jev/s passed
sentence of death upon him.
34. Thus the Only-begotten Son, Who is
in the bosom of the Father, has told us of
God, Whom no man has seen. Either dis-
prove the fact that the Son has tlius informed
us, or else believe Him Who has been seen.
Who appeared to them who knew Him not,
and became the God of the Gentiles who
called not upon Him and spread out His
hands before a gainsaying people. And be-
lieve this also concerning Him, that they who
serve Him are called by a new name, and
that on earth men bless Him and swear by
Him as true God. Prophecy tells, the Gosi-el
confirms, the Apostle explains, the Church
confesses, that He Who was seen is true God ;
but none venture to say that God the Father
was seen. And yet the madness of heresy
has run to such lengths that, while they pro-
fess to recognise this truth, tliey really deny
it. 'J'hey deny it by means of the new-
fiingled and godless device of evading the
truth, while making a studied pretence of
adhesion to it. For when they confess one
God, alone true and alone righteou";, alone
wise, alone unchangeable, alone immortal,
alone mighty, they attach to Him a Son
different in substance, not born from God
to be God, but adopted through creation
to be a Son, having the name of God not
by nature, but as a title received by adoption ;
and thus they inevitably deprive the Son of

all those attributes which they accumulate

upon the Father in His lonely majesty.

35. The distorted mind of heresy is in-
capable of knowing and confessing the One
true God ; the sound faith and reason neces-
sary for such confession is incompatible with

unbelief. We must confess Father and Son

before we can apprehend God as One and

true. When we have knovv^n the mysteries

of man's salvation, accomplished in us through
the power of regeneration unto life in the

6 Rom. X. 13—27. 7 Isai. Ixiv. 4- 8 St. John xii. 41.
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Father and the Son, then we may hope lo
penetrate the mysteries of the Law and the
Prophets. Godless ignorance of the teacliing
of Evangelists and Apostles rannot _franie
the thought of One trne Gnd. Out of tlie
teaching of Kvangelists and A])osiles we shall

present the soimd doctrine concerning Ilim,
in accurate agreement with the failh of true
believers. ^Ve shall present Him in such
wise that the Only-begotten, Who is of the
substance of the Father, shall be known as
indivisible and inseparable in nature, not in
Person. We shall set forth God as One,
because God is from the nature of God. But
we shall also establish this doctrine of the
perfect unity of God upon the words of the
Prophets, and make them die foundations
of the Gospel structure, proving that there
is One God, with one Divine nature, by the
fact that God the Only-begotten is never
classed apart as a second God. For through-
out this book of our treatise we have followed
the same course as in its predecessor ; the
same methods which proved there that the
Son is God, have proved here that He is true
God. I trust that our explanation of each
passage has been so convincing that we have
now manifested Plim as true God as effectually
as we formerly demonstrated His Godhead.
The remainder of the book shall be devoted
to the proof that He, Who is now recognised
as true God, must not be regarded as a second
God. Our disproof of the notion of a second
God will further establish the unity ; and this
truth shall be displayed as not inconsistent
with the personal existence of the Son, while
yet it maintains the unity of nature in God
and God.

36. The true method of our enquiry de-
mands that we shoLdd begin with him, through
whom God first manifested Himself to the
world, that is

,

with Moses, by whose mouth
God the Only-begotten thus declared Him-
self; See, see that I am God, and there is no
God beside Me '. That godless heresy must
not assign these words to God, the unbegotten
Father, is clear by the sense of the passage
and by the evidence of the Apostle who,
as we have already stated % has taught us
to understand this whole discourse as spoken
by God the Only-begotten. The Apostle also
points out the words, Rejoice, O ye nations,
ivith His people'i as those of the Son, ancl
in corroboration further cites this :—And tliere
shall be a root o

fJesse, and One that shall arise
to rule the nations ; in Him shall the nations
trust''. Thus Moses by the words, Rejoice,

* Deut. xxxii. 39. 2 Book iv. § 33.

3 Deut. xxxii. 43(Rom xv, 10).

^ Isai. xi. 10(Rom. xv. 12).

O ye nations, with His peol)le indicates Hijij
Who said, Jhere is no God beside Me; and
the Apr stle refers the same words to our Lord
Jesus Christ, God the Only-begotten, in Whose*
rising as a kingfrom the root of Jesse, ac-
cording to the flesh, the hope of the Gentiles
rests. And therefore we must now consider
the meaning of these words, that we, who
know that they were spoken by Him, may
ascertain in what sense He spoke them.
37. 'I'hat true and absolute and perfect
doctiine, which forms our faith, is the con-
fession of God from God and God in God,
by no bodily process but by Divine power,
by no transfusion from nature into nature but
through the secret and mighty working of the
One nature ; God from God, not by division
or extension or emanation, but by the opera-
tion of a nature which brings into existence,
by means of birth, a nature One with itself.
The facts shall receive a fuller treatment in

the next book, which is to be devoted to an
exposition of the teaching of the Evangelists
and Apostles ; for the present we must main-
tain our assertion and belief by means of the
Law and the Prophets. The nature with
which God is born is necessarily the same
as that of His Source. He cannot come into
existence as other than God, since His origin

is from none other than God. His nature is

the same, not in the sense that the Begetter
also was begotten — for then the Unbegotten,
having been begotten, would not be Himself—
but that the substance of the Begotten con-
sists in all those elements which are summed
up in the substance of the Begetter, Who is

His only Origin. Thus it is due to no ex-
ternal cause that His origin is from the One,
and that His existence partakes the Unity ;

thg^- is no novel element in Him, because \ \j. <J^_
His life is from the Living : no element absent,
because the Living begot Him to partake His
own life. Hence, in the generation of the
Son, the incorporeal and unchangeable God
begets, in accordance with His own nature,
God incorporeal and unchangeable ; and this
perfect birth of incorporeal and unchangeable
God from incorporeal and unchangeable God
involves, as we see in the light of the reve-
lation of God from God, no diminution of
the Begetter's substance. And so God the
Only-begotten bears witness through the holy
Moses ; See, see that I am God, and there is

no God beside Me. For there is no second
Divine nature, and so there can be no God
beside Him, since He is God, )'et by the
powers of His nature God is also in Him.
And because He is God and God is in Him,
there is no God beside Him ; for God, than
Whom there is no other Source of Deity, is



ON THE TRINITY. — BOOK V. P7

in Him, and consequently there is within Him
not only His own existence, but the Author of
that existence.

38. This saving faith which we profess is
sustained by the spirit of prophecy, speaking
with one voice through many mouths, and
never, through long and changing ages, bearing
an uncertain witness to the truths of revelation.
For instance, the words which, as we are told
through Moses, were spoken by God the Only-
begotten, are confirmed for our better instruc-
tion by the prophetic spirit, speaking this time
through those men of stature,—For God is in
Thee, and there is no Goa beside Thee. For
Thou art God, and we kiinv it not, God oj
Israel, the Saviour. Let heresy fling • itself
with its utmost effort of despair and rage
against this declaration of a name and nature
inseparably joined, and rend in twain, if its
furious struggles can, a union perfect in title
and in fact. God is in God and beside Him
there is no God. Let heresy, if it can, divide
the God within from the God within Whom
He is

,

and classify. Each after His kind, the
members of that mystic union. For when He
says God is in Thee, He teaches that the true
nature of God the Father is present in God
the Son ; for we must understand that it is

the God Who is^ that is in Him. And when
He adds. And there is no God beside Thee,
He shews that outside Him there is no God,
since God's dwelling is within Himself. And
the third assertion, 'Thou art God and we knew

it not, sets forth for our instruction what must
be the confession of the devout and believing
soul. When it has learnt the mysteries of the
Divine birth, and the name Emmanuel which
the angel announced to Joseph, it must cry.
Thou art God, and we knetv it not, O God o

f

Israel, the Saviour. It must recognise the
subsistence of the Divine nature in Him, in-

5 E.\od. iii. 14.

asmuch as God is in God, and the non-
existence of any other God except the true.
For, He being God and God being in Him,
the delusion of another God, of what kind
soever, must be surrendered. Such is the

message of the prophet Isaiah ; he bears
witness to the indivisible and inseparable
Godhead of Father and of Son.

39. Jeremiah also, a prophet equally in-

spired, has taught that God the Only-begotten

is of a nature one with that of God the Father.
His words are :— This is our God, and there
shall be none other likened unto Him, Who
hath found out all the way of knoivledge, and
hath given it unto Jacob His servant, and to
Israel His beloved Aftermard He was seen
upon earth, and dwelt among men *. Why try
to transform the Son of God into a second
God ? Learn to recognise and to confess the
One True God. No second God is likened
to Christ, and so can claim to be God. He

is God from God by nature and by birth,
for the Source of His Godhead is God. And,
again. He is not a second God, for no other

is likened unto Him ; the truth that is in Him

is nothing else than the truth of God. Why
link together, in pretended devotion to the
unity of God, true and false, base and genuine,
unlike and unlike? The Father is God and
the Son is God. God is in God ; beside

Him there is no God, and none other is

likened unto Him so as to be God. If in
these Two you shall recognise the Unity,
instead of the solitude, of God, you will share
the Church's faith, which confesses the Father

in the Son. But if
, in ignorance of the

heavenly mystery, you insist that God is One

in order to enforce the doctrine of His isola-
tion, then you are a stranger to the knowledge
of God, for you deny that God is in God.

* J3ai-uchiii. 35—37.
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I. It is with a full knowledge of the dangers
and passions of the time that I have ventured
to attack this wild and godless heresy, which

asserts that the Son of God is a creature.
Multitudes of Churches, in almost every pro-

vince of the Roman Empire, have already

caught the plague of this deadly doctrine ;
error, persistently inculcated and falsely claim-

ing to be the truth, has become ingrained in

minds which vainly imagine that they are loyal

to the faith. I know how hardly the will is
moved to a thorough recantation, when zeal

for a mistaken cause is encouraged by the

sense of numbers and confirmed by the
sanction of general approval. A midtitude
under delusion can only be approached with

difficulty and danger. When the crowd has gone

astray, even though it know that it is in the

wrong, it is ashamed to return. It claims con-
sideration for its numbers, and has the assur-

ance to command that its folly shall be ac-

counted wisdom. It assumes that its size is
evidence of the correctness of its opinions ;
and thus a falsehood which has found general
credence is boldly asserted to have established

its truth.
2. For my own part, it was not only the
claim which my vocation has upon me, the

duty of diligently preaching the Gospel which,
as a bishop, I owe to the Church, that has led
me on. My eagerness to write has increased
with the increasing numbers endangered and

enthralled by this heretical theory. 'I'here was

a rich prospect of joy in the thought of mul-
titudes who might be saved, if they could know
the mysteries of the right faith in God, and
abandon the blasphemous principles of human
folly, desert the heretics and surrender them-

selves to God ; if they would forsake the bait
with which the fowler snares his prey, anti

soar aloft in freedom and safety, following
Christ as ].,eader, prophets as instructors,

apostles as guides, and accepting the perfect
faith and sure salvation in the confession of

Father and of Son. So would they, in obedi-
ence to the words of the Lord, He that honour-
elh not the Son honoureth not the Father which
hath sent Him ", be setting themselves to honour
the Father, through honour paid to the Son.

' St. Jolin r. a].

3. For of late the infection
of a mortal evil

has gone abroad among mankind,
whose ra-

vages have dealt destruction and death
on

every hand. The sudden desolation of cities

smitten, with their people in them, by earth-

quake to the ground, the terrible slaughter

of recurring wars, the widespread mortality of

an irresistible pestilence, have never wrought

such fatal mischief as the progress of this

heresy throughout the world. For God, unto

Whom all the dead live, destroys those only

who are self-destroyed. From Him Who is to

be the Judge of all. Whose Majesty will

temper with mercy the punishment allotted

to the mistakes of ignorance, they v/ho deny

Him can expect not even judgment, but only

denial. . .

4. For this mad heresy does deny ; it denies

the mystery of the true faith by means of

statements borrowed from our confession,

which it employs for its own godless ends.

The confession of their misbelief, which I
have already cited in an earlier book, begins

thus :—" We confess one God, alone unmade,

alone eternal, alone unoriginate, alone true,

alone possessing immortality, alone good,

alone mighty." Thus they parade the opening

words of our own confession, which runs,

"One God, alone unmade and alone un-

originate," that this semblance of truth may

serve as introduction to their blasphemous

additions. For, after a multitude o
f^ words

in which an equally insincere devotion to

the Son is expressed, their confession con-

tinues, "God's perfect creature, but not as

one of His other creatures. His Handiwork,

but not as His other works." And again,
after an interval in whiqh true statements

are occasionally interspersed in order to veil

their impious purpose of alleging, as by so-

phistry they try to prove, that He came into

existence out of nothing, they add,
" He,

created and established before the worlds,

did not exist before He was born." And

lastly, as though every point of their false

doctrine, that He is to be regarded neither

as Son nor as God, were guarded impregnably

against assault, they continue :

—" As to such

[jnrases as from Him, And from the ivomb. and/ went out from the Father and am come, if they
be understood to denote that the Father ex-
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tends a part and, as it were, a development
of that one substance, then the Father will
be of a compound nature and divisible and
changeable and corporeal, according to them ;
and thus, as far as their words go, the in-

corporeal God will be subjected to the pro-
perties of matter." But, as we are now about
to cover the whole ground once more, em-

ploying this time the language of the Gospels
as our weapon against this most godless
heresy, it has seemed best to repeat here,

in the sixth book, the whole heretical docu-

ment, though we have already given a full

copy of it in the fourth =, in order that our
opponents may read it again, and comjj^re it

,

point by point, with our reply, and so be

forced, however leluctant and argumentative,
by the clear teaching of the Evangelists and
Apostles, to recognise the truth. The here-
tical confession is as follows :—

5
. "We confess one God, alone unmade,

alone eternal, alone unoriginate, alone po-

sessing immortahty, alone good, alone mighty,

Creator, Ordainer and Disposer of all things,
unchangeable and unalterable, righteous and

good, of the Law and the Prophets and the
New Testament. We beheve that this God
gave birth to the Only-begotten Son before

all worlds, through Whom He made the world
and all things, that He gave birth to Him
not in semblance, but in truth, following His
own will, so that He is unchangeable and
unalterable, God's perfect Creature, but not

as one of His other creatures. His Handiwork,
but not as His other works ; not, as Valen-
tiiius maintained, that the Son is a develop-
ment of the Father, nor, as Manichjeus has

declared of the Son, a consubstantial part of
the Father, nor, as Sabellius, who makes two

out of One, Son and Pather at once, nor,
as Hieracas, a light from a light, or a lamp

with two flame-s, nor, as if He was previously

in being and afterwards born, or created

afresh, to be a Son, a notion often condemned

by thyself, blessed Pope, publicly in the

Church, and in the assembly of the brethren.
But, as we have affirmed, we believe that Fie
was created by the will of God before times
and worlds, and has Hij life and existence
from the Father, Who gave Him to share His
own glorious perfections. For, when the
Father gave to Him the inheritance of all
things, He did not thereby deprive Himself
of attributes which are His without origination,
He being the source of all things.

6
. "So there are three Persons, Father,

Son and Holy Ghost. God, for His part,

is the Cause of all things, utterly unoriyinate

and separate from all ; while the Son, put
forth by the Father outside time, and created
and established before the worlds, did not
exist before He was born, but, being born
outside time before the worlds, came into

being as the Only Son of the Only Father.
For He is neither eternal, nor co-eternal, nor
co-uncreate with the Father, nor has He an
existence collateral with the Father, as some

say who postulate two unborn principles. But
God is before all things, as being indivisible
and the beginning of all. Wherefore Fie is

before the Son also, as indeed we have learnt
from thee in thy public preaching. Inasmuch
then as He has His being from God, and His
glorious perfections, and His life, and is en-
trusteil with all things, for this reason God

is His Source. For He rules over Him, as
being His God, since Fie is before Him. As
to such phrases as from Him, and from the
7vomb, and I went out from the Father and am
come, if they be understood to denote that the
Father extends a part and, as it were, a de-

velopment of that one Substance, then the
Father will be of a compound nature and
divisible and changeable and corporeal, ac-

cording to them ; and thus, as far as their

words go, the incorporeal God will be sub-
jected to the properties of matters."

7
. Who can fail to see here the slimy wind-

ings of the serpent's track : the coiled adder,
with forces concentrated for the spring, con-

cealing the deadly weapon of its poisonous
fangs within its folds? Presently we shall
stretch it out and examine it

,
and expose

the venom of this hidtlen head. For their
plan is first to impress with certain sound

statements, and then to infuse the poison

of their heresy. They speak us fair, in
order to work us secret harm. Yet, amid
all their specious professions, I nowhere hear
God's Son entitled God ; I never hear son-
ship attributed to the Son. They say much
about His having the name of Son, but no-

thing about His having the nature. Thai

is kept out of sight, that He may seem to
have no right even to the name. They make

a show of unmasking other heresies to conceal
the fact that they are heretics themselves.

They strenuously assert that there is One

only, One true God, to the end that they

may strip the Son of God of His true and

personal Divinity.

8
. And tiierefore, although in the two last

books I have proved from the teaching ol
the Law and Prophets that God and God,

true God and true God, true God the Father

' Reading quarto insteadaiprima ; but cf. v. § 3,

3 The Ephtola A rii ad A Uxandrum, repeatedfromBook ly

§§ 12.13,wheres,eethe notes. The only differencein
the \&M 1

that this copyomitsalone true, at the beginning.
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and true God the Son, must be confessed
as One true God, by unity of nature and not

by confusion of Persons, yet, for the complete
presentation of the faith, I must also adduce
the teaching of the Evangelists and Apostles.
I must show from them that true God, the
Son of God, is not of a different, an alien
nature from that of the Father, but possesses
the same Divinity while having a distinct
existence through a true birth. And, indeed,
I cannot think that any soul exists so witless
as to fancy that, although we know God's self-

revelations, yet we cannot understand them ;
that, if they can be understood, would not
wish to understand, or would dream that
human reason can devise improvements upon
them. But before I begin to discuss the facts
contained in these saving mysteries, I must
first humble the pride with which these here-
tics rebuke the names of other heresies. I
shall hold up to the light this ingenious cloak
for their own impiety. I shall shew that
this very means of concealing the deadliness
of their teaching serves rather to reveal and
betray it

,

and is a widely effectual warning
of the true character of this honeyed poison.

9
. For instance, these heretics would have

it that the Son of God is not from God ; tliat
God was not boin from God out of, and in,
the nature of God. To this end, when they
have solemnly borne witness to " One God,
alone true," they refrain from adding "The
Father." And then, in order to escape from
confessing one true Godhead of Father and
of Son by a denial of the true birth, they
proceed, "Not, as Valentinus maintained, that
the Son is a development of the Father."
Thus they think to cast discredit upon the
birth of God from God by calling it a "de-
velopment," as though it were a form of the
Valentinian heresy. For Valentinus was the
author of foul and foolish imaginations ; be-
side the chief God, he invented a whole house-
hold of deities and countless powers called
aeons, and taught that our Lord Jesus Christ
was a development mysteriously brought about
by a secret action of will. The faith of the
Church, the faith of the Evangelists and
Apostles, knows nothing of this imaginary
development, sprung from the brain of a

reckless and senseless dreamer. It knows
nothing of the "Depth" and "Silence" and
the thrice ten aeons of Valentinus. It knows
none but One God the Father, from Whom
are all things, and One Jesus Christ, our
Lord, through Whom are all things. Who

is God born from God. But it occurred
to them that He, in being born as God from
God, neither withdrew anything from the
Divinity of His Author nor was Himself born

other than God ; that He became God not
by a new beginning of Deity but by birth
from the existing God ; and that every birth
appears, as far as human faculties can judge,
to be a development, so that even that birth

might be regarded as a development. And
these considerations have induced them to

make an attack upon the Valentinian heresy
of development as a means of destroying
faith in the true birth of the Son. For the
experience of common life leads worldly wis-
dom to suppose that there is no great dif-

ference between a birth and a development.
The mind of man, dull and slow to grasp
the things of God, needs to be constantly
reminded of the principle, which I have
stated more than once '*

,

that analogies drawn

from human experience are not of perfect
application to the mysteries of Divine power ;

that their only value is that this comparison
with material objects imparts to the spirit
such a notion of heavenly things that we may
rise, as by a ladder of nature, to an apprehen-
sion of the majesty of God. But the birth
of God must not be judged by such develop-
ment as takes place in human births. 'When
One is born from One, God born from God,
the circumstances of human birth enable us
to apprehend the fact ; but a birth which

presupposes intercourse and conception and
time and travail can give us no clue to the
Divine method. When we are told that God
was born from God, we must accept it as true
that He was born, and be content with that.
We shall, however, in the proper place dis-
course of the truth of the Divine birth, as
the Gospels and the Apostles set it 'forth.
Our present duty has been to expose this
device of heretical ingenuity, this attack upon
the true birth of Christ, concealed under
the form of an attack upon a so-called de-

velopment.
10. And then, in continuation of this same
fraudulent assault upon the faith, their con-
fession proceeds thus :— " Nor, as Manichreus
has declared of the Son, a consul)stantial part
of the Father." Th§y have already denied
that He is a develoiJthent, in order to escape
from the admission of His birth ; now they
introduce, labelled with tlie name of Mani-
chseu.s, the doctrine that the Son is a portion
of the one Divine substance, and deny it

,

in order to subvert the belief in God from
God. For Manichaeus, the furious adversary
of the Law and Prophets, the strenuous cham-
pion of the devil's cause and blind worshipper
of the sun, taught that That which was in the
Virgin's womb was a portion of the one Divine

4 E.g. i. § 10,iv. § 2 ; readingnansemel^
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substance, and that by the Son we must
understand a certain piece of God's substance,
which was cut off, and made its appearance
in the flesh. And so they make the most
of this heresy that in the birth of the Son
there was a division of the one substance,
and use it as a means of evading the doctrine
of the birth of the Only-begotten, and the
very name of the unity of substance. Because
it is sheer blasphemy to speak of a birth re-
sulting from division of the one substance,
they deny any birth ; all forms of birth are
joined in the condemnation which they pass
upon the Manichsean notion of birth by sever-
ance. And again, they abolish the unity of
substance, both name and thing, because the

heretics hold that the unity is divisible ; and
deny that the Son is God from God, by refus-
ing to believe that He is truly possessed of
the Divine nature. Why does this mad heresy
profess a fictitious reverence, a senseless anxi-

ety? The faith of the Church does, as these
insane propounders of error remind us, con-
demn Manichreus, for she knows nothing of
the Son as a portion. She knows Him as
whole God from whole God, as One from
One, not severed but born. She is assured
that the birth of God involves neither im-
poverishment of the Begetter nor inferiority
of the Begotten. If this be the Church's own
imagining, reproach her with the follies of
a wisdom falsely claimed ; but if she have
learned it from her Lord, confess that the
Begotten knows the manner of His begetting.
She has learnt from God the Only-begotten
these truths, that Father and Son are One,
and that in the Son the fulness of the God-
head dwells. And therefore she loathes this
attribution to the Son of a portion of the one
substance ; and, because she knows that He
was truly born ot God, she worships the Son
as rightful Possessor of true Divinity. But,
for the present, let us defer our full answer to
these several allegations, and hasten through
the rest of their denunciations.
II. What follows is this:—"Nor, as Sabel-
lius, who makes two out of One, Son and
Father at once." Sabellius holds this in wil-
ful blindness to the revelation of the Evan-
gehsts and Apostles. But what we see here
is not one heretic honestly denouncing an-
other. It is the wish to leave no point of
union between Father and Son that prompts
them to reproach Sabellius with his division
of an indivisible Person; a division which
does not result in the birth of a second Person,
but cuts the One Person into two pans, one
of which enters the Virgin's womb s. But we

5 Reading virginem.

confess a birth; we reject this confusion of
two Persons in One, while yet we cleave to
the Divine unity. That is

,

we hold that God
from Gnd means unity of nature ; for that
Being, Who, by a true birth from God, be-
came God, can draw His substance from no
other source than the Divine. And since He
continues to draw His being, as He drew it

at first, from God, He must remain true God
for ever ; and hence They Two are One,
for He, Who is God from God, has no other
than the Divine nature, and no other than
the Divine origin. But the reason why this
blasphemous Sabellian confusion of two Per-
sons into One is here condemned is that they
wish to rob the Church of her true faith in
Two Persons in One God. But now I must
examine the remaining instances of this per-
verted ingenuity, to save mj'self from the repu-
tation of a censorious judge of sincere en-
quirers, moved rather by dislike than genuine
fear. I shall shew, by the terms with which
they wind up their confession, what is the

deadly conclusion which they have skilfully
contrived shall be its inevitable issue.
12. Their next clause is:—"Nor, as Hier-

acas, a light from a liglit, or a lamp with two
flames, nor as if He was previously in being,
and afterwards born, or created afresh, to be
a Son." Hieracas ignores the birth of the
Only-begotten, and, in complete unconscious-

ness of the meaning of the Gospel revelations,
talks of two flames from one lamp. This
symmetrical pair of flames, fed by the supply
of oil contained in one bowl, is His illus-
tration of the substance of Father and Son.
It is as though that substance were something
separate from Either Person, like the oil in
the lamp, which is distinct from the two
flames, though they depend upon it for their

existence ; or like the wick, of one material
throughout and burning at both ends, which

is distinct from the flames, yet provides them

and connects them together. All this is a
mere delusion of human folly, which has
trusted to itself, and not to God, for know-

ledge. But the true faith asserts that God

is born from God, as light from light, which

pours itself forth without self-duninution,
giving what it has yet having what -it gave.
It asserts that by His birth He was what He

is
,

for as He is so was He born ; that His
birth was the gift of the existing Life, a gift
which did not lessen the store from which

it was taken ; and that They Two are One,
for He, from Whom He is born, is as Himself,
and He that was born has neither another
source nor another nature, for He is Light
from Light. It is in order to draw men's
faith away from this, the true doctrine, that
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this lantern or lamp of Hieracas is cast in
the teeth of those who confess Light from
Light. Because the phrase has been used
in an heretical sense, and condemned both
now and in earlier days, they want to persuade
us that there is no true sense in which it can
be employed. Let heresy forthwith abandon
these groundless fears, and refrain from claim-

ing to be the protector of the Church's faith
on the score of a reputation for zeal earned
so dishonestly. For we allow nothing bodily,
nothing lifeless, to have a place among the
attributes of God ; whatever is God is perfect
God. In Him is nothing but power, life,
light, blessedness. Spirit. That nature con-
tains no dull, material elements ; being im-
mutable, it has no incongruities within it.
God, because He is God, is unchangeable ;
and the unchangeable God begat God. Their
bond of union is not, like that of two flames,
two wicks of one lamp, something outside
'I hemselves. The birth of the Only-begotten
Son from God is not a prolongation in space,
but a begetting ; not an extension ^, but Light
from Light. For the unity of light with light
is a unity of nature, not unbroken continua-
tion.

13. And again, what a wonderful example
of heretical ingenuity is this :—" Nor as if He
were previously in being, and afterwards born,
or created afresh, to be a Son." God, since
He was born from God, was assuredly not
born from nothing, nor from things non-ex-
istent. His birth was that of the eternally
Jiving nature. Yet, though He is God, He
is not identical with the pre-existing God ;
God was born from God Who existed before
Him; in, and by. His birth He partook of
the nature of His Source. If we are speaking
words of our own, all this is mere irreverence ;
but if

,

as we shall prove, God Himself has
taught us how to speak, then the necessity

is laid upon us of confessing the Divine birth
in the sense revealed by God. And it is this
unity of nature in Father and in Son, this
ineffable mystery of the living birth, which
the madness of heresy is struggling to banish
from belief, when it says, "Nor as if He
were previously in being, and afterwards born,
or created afresh, to be a Son." Now who

is senseless enough to suppose that the Father
ceased to be Hmiself; that the same Person
Who had previously existed was afterwards
born, or created afresh, to be the Son ? That
God disappeared, an.d that His disappearance
was followed by an emergence in birth, when,

in fact, that birth is evidence of the continuous
existence of its Author ? Or who is so insane

^ I.e. a line of lights.

as to suppose that a Son can come into ex-
istence otherwise than through birth ? Who
so void of reason as to say that the birth of
God resulted in anything else than in God
being born ? The abiding God was not born,
but God was born from the abiding God ; the
nature bestowed in that birth was the very
nature of the Begetter. And God by His
birth, which was from God into God, received,
because His was a true birth, not things new-
created but things which were and are the
permanent possession of God. Thus it is

not the pre-existent God that was born; yet
God was born, and began to exist, out of and
with the properties of God. And thus we see
how heresy, throughout this long prelude, has
been treacherously leading up to this most
blasphemous doctrine. Its object being to
deny God the Only-begotten, it starts with
what purports to be a defence of truth, to
go on to the assertion that Christ is born
not from God but out of nothing, and that
His birth is due to the Divine counsel of
creation from the non-existent.

14. And then again, after an interval de-
signed to prepare us for what is coming, their
heresy delivers this assault; —" While the Son,
put forth outside time, and created and es-
tablished before the worlds, did not exist be-
fore He was born." This " He did not exist
before He was born " is a form of words b

y

which the heresy flatters itself that it gains
two ends ; support for its blasphemy, and

a screen for itself if its doctrine be arraigned.
A support for its blasphemy, because, if He
did not exist before He was born, He cannot
be of one nature with His eternal Origin.
He must have His beginning out of nothing,

if He have no powers but such as are coeval
with His birth. And a screen for its heresy,
for if this statement be condemned, it fur-
nishes a ready answer. He that did exist,

it will be said, could not be born ; being in
existence already, He could not possibly come
into being by passing through the process of
birth, for the very meaning of birth is the
entry into existence of the being that is born.
Fool and blasphemer ! Who dreams of birth
in the case of Him Who is the unborn and
eternal ? How can we think of God, IVko is ',

being born, when being born implies the pro-
cess of birth? It is the birth of God the
Only-begotten from God His Father that you
are striving to disprove, and it was your pur-
pose to escape the confession of that truth
by means of this " He did not exist before
He was born;" the confession that God,
from Whom the Son of God was born, did

7 £xod. iii. 14.
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exist eternally, and that it is from His abiding
nature that God tlie Son draws His existence
through birth. If

,

then, the Son is born from
God, you must confess that His is a birth
of that abiding nature; not a birth of the
pre-existing God, but a birth of God from
God the pre-existent.
15. But the fiery zeal of this heresy is such
that it cannot restrain itself from passionate
outbreak. In its effort to prove, in conformity
with its assertion that He did not exist before
He was born, that the Son was born from
the non-existent, that is

,

that He was not
born from God the Father to be God the
Son by a true and perfect birth, it winds
up its confession by rising in rage and hatred
to the highest pitch of possible blasphemy :—
" As to such plirases as from Him, and from
the womb, and I went out from the Father and
am come, if they be understood to denote that
the Father extends a part, and, as it were,

a development of that one substance, then
the Father will be of a compound nature and
divisible and changeable and corporeal, ac-

cording to them ; and thus, as far as their
words go, the incorporeal God will be sub-
jected to the properties of matter." The de-
fence of the true faith against the falsehoods
of heresy would indeed be a task of toil and
difficulty, if it were needful for us to follow
the processes of thought as far as they have
plunged into the depths of godlessness. Hap-
pily for our purpose it is shallowness of thought
that has engendered their eagerness to blas-

pheme. And hence, while it is easy to refute
the folly, it is difficult to amend the fool,
for he will neither think out right conclusions
for himself, nor accept them when offered by
another. Yet I trust that they who in pious
ignorance, not in wilful folly bred of self-
conceit, are enchained by error, will welcome
correction. For our demonstration of the
truth will afford convincing proof that heresy

is nothing else than folly.
16. You said in your unreason, and you
are still repeating to-day, ignorant that your
wisdom is a defiance of God, "As to such
phrases as fro7n Him, axydfrom the womb, andIwent out from the Father and am come," I ask
you, Are these phrases, or are they not, words
of God? They certainly are His; and, since
they are spoken by God about Himself^ we
are bound to accept them exactly as they'^ere
spoken. Concerning the phrases themselves,
and the precise force of each, we shall speak
in the proper place. For the present I will
only put this question to the intelligence of
every reader; When we see From Himself,
are we to take it as equivalent to

" From
some one else," or to " From nothing," or are

we to accept it as the truth ? It is not " From
some one else," for it is From Himself ; that is

,

His Godhead has no other source than God.
It is not " From nothing," for it is Fi-om Fliin-
sef; a declaration of the nature from which
His birth is. It is not " Himself," but Fivm
Himself ; a statement that They are related
as Father and Son. And next, when the
revelation From the womb is made, I ask
whether we can possibly believe that He is

born from nothing, when the truth of His
birth is clearly indicated in terms borrowed
from bodily functions. It is not because He
has bodily members, that God records the
generation of the Son in the words, T bore
Thee from the womb before the fiiortiing star^.
He uses language which assists our under-
standing to assure us that His Only-begotten
Son was ineffably born of His own true God-
head. His purpose is to educate the faculties
of men up to the knowledge of the faith, by
clothing Divine verities in words descriptive
of human circumstances. Thus, when He says.
From the womb. He is teaching us that His
Only-begotten was, in the Divine sense, born,
and did not come into existence by means
of creation out of nothing. And lastly, when
the Son said, / went forth from the Father
and am come, did He leave it doubtful whe-
ther His Divinity were, or were not, derived
from the Father? He went out from the
Father; that is

. He had a birth, and the
Father, and no other, gave Him that birth.
He bears witness that He, from Whom He
declares that He came forth, is the Author
of His being. The proof and interpretation
of all this shall be given hereafter.
17. But meanwhile let us see what ground
these men have for the confidence with which

they forbid us to accept as true the utterances

of God concerning Himself; utterances, the
authenticity of which they do not deny. What
more grievous insult could be flung by human

folly and insolence at God's self-revelation,

than a condemnation of ft, shewn in cor-
rection ? For not even doubt and criticism will
satisfy them. What more grievous than this
profane handling and disputing of the nature

and power of God ? Than the presumption of
saying that, if the Son is from God, then God

is changeable and corporeal, since He has
extended or developed a part of Himself to be
His Son? Whence this anxiety to prove the
immutability of God ? We confess the birth,
we proclaim the Only-begotten, for so God
has taught us. You, in order to banish the
birth and the Only-begotten from the faith of
the Church, confront us with an unchangeable

8 Psalm cix. (ex.) 3.
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God, incapable, by His nature, of extension or
development. I could bring forward instances
of birth, even in natures belonging to this
world, which would refute this wretched de-
lusion that every birth must be an extension.
And I could save you from the error that
a being can come into existence only at the
cost of loss to that which begets it

,

for there
.are many examples of life transmitted, without
bodily intercourse, from one living creature to
another. But it would be impious to deal in

evidences, when God has spoken ; and the
utmost excess of madness to deny His au-
thority to give us a faith, when our worship is

a confession that He alone can give us life.
For if life comes through Him alone, must not
He be the Author of the faith which is the
condition of that life? And if we hold Him an
untrustworthy witness concerning Himself, how
can we be sure of the life which is His gift?
i8. For you attribute, most godless of here-
tics, the birth of the Son to an act of creative
will ; you say that He is not born from God,
but that He was created and came into ex-
istence by the choice of the Creator. And the
unity of the Godhead, as you interpret it

,

will
not allow Him to be God, for, since God
remains One, the Son cannot retain His ori-
ginal nature in that state into which He has
been born. He has been endowed, through
creation, you say, with a substance different
from the Divine, although, being in a sense the
Only-begotten, He is superior to God's other
creatures and works. You say that He was
raised up, that He in His turn might perform
the task committed to Him of raising up the
created world ; but that His birth did not
confer upon Him the Divine nature. He was
born, according to you, in the sense that He
came into existence out of nothing. You call
Him a Son, not because He was born from
God, but because He was created by God.
For you call to mind that God has deemed
even holy men worthy of this title, and you
consider that it is assignetl to the Son in
exactly the same sense in which the words,

/ /lave send, Ye ai-e Gods, and all of you sons
oj thi Musi H:gh9, were S[)oken ; that is

,

that
He bears the name through the Giver's con-
descension, and not b

y

rigiit of nature. Thus,
ill \'our eyes, He is Sou by adojition, God b

y

gift of the title. Only -begotten b
y favour, First-

born in date, in every sense a creature, in no
sense Go.l. For you hold that His generation
was not a birth from God, in the natural sense,
but the beginning of the life of a created sub-
stance.

19. And now. Almighty God, I first must

9 Psiilin Ixxxi. (Ixxxii.) 6.

pray Thee to forgive ray excess of indignation,
and permit me to address 7^hee; and next to
grant me, dust and ashes as I am, yet bound in

loyal devotion to Thyself, freedom of utter-
ance in this debate. There was a time when

I, poor wretch, was not ; before my life and
consciousness and personality began to exist.

It is to Thy mercy that I owe my life ; and

I doubt not that Thou, in Thy goodness, didst
give me my birth for my good, for Thou, Who
hast no need of me, wouldst never have m: de
the beginning of my life the beginning of e\il.
And then, when Thou hadst breathed into me
the breath of life and endowed me with the
power of thought. Thou didst instruct me in
the knowledge of Thyself, by means of the
sacred volumes given us through Thy servants
Moses and the prophets. From them I learnt
Thy revelation, that we must not worship Thee
as a lonely God. For their pages taught me
of God, not different from Thee in nature but
One with Thee in mysterious unity of sub-
stance. I learnt that Thou art God in God,
by no mingling or confusion but by Thy very
nature, since the Divinity which is Thyself
dwells in Him Who is from Thee. But the
true doctrine of the perfect birth revealed that
Thou, the Indwelt, and Thou, the Indweller,
are not One Person, yet that Thou dost dwell
in Him Who is from Thee. And the voices of
Evangelists and Apostles repeat the lesson,
and the very words which fell from the holy
mouth of Thy Only-begotten are recorded,
telling how Thy Son, God the Only-begotten
from 'J'hee the Unbegotten God, was born of
the Virgin as man to fulfil the mystery of my
salvation ; how Thou dwellest in Him, by
virtue of His true generation from Thyselt,
and He in Thee, because of the nature given
in His abiding birth from Thee.
20. What is this hopeless quagmire of error
into which I'hou hast plunged me? For I

have learnt all this and have come to believe

it ; this faith is so ingrained into my mind that

I have neither the power nor the wish to
change it. Why this deception of an unhappy
man, this ruin of a poor wretch in body and
soul, by deluding him with falsehoods con-
cerning Thyself? -After the Red Sea had been
divided, the splendour on the face of Moses,
descending from the Mount, deceived me.
He had gazed, in Thy presence, upon all the
mysteries of heaven, and I believed his words,
dictatetl by Thee, concerning Thyself And
David, the man that was found after Thine
own heart, has betrayed me to destruction, and
Solomon, who was thought worthy of the gift of
Divine Wisdom, and Isaiah, who saw the Lord
of Sabaotli and prophesied, and Jeremiah con-
secrated in the womb, before he was lashioned,
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to be the prophet of nations to be rooted out
and planted in, and Ezekiel, the witness of the
mystery of the Resurrection, and Daniel, the
man beloved, who had knowledge of times,
and all the hallowed band of the Prophets ;
and Matthew also, chosen to proclaim the
whole mystery ' of the Gospel, first a publican,
then an Apostle, and John, the Lord's familiar
friend, and therefore worthy to reveal the
deepest secrets of heaven, and blessed Simon,
who after his confession of the mystery was
set to be the foundation-stone of the Church,
and received the keys of the kingdom of
lieaven, and all his companions who spoke by
the Holy Ghost, and Paul, the choseij vessel,
changed from persecutor into Apostle, who, as
a living man, abode under the deep sea'' and
ascended into the third heaven, who was in
Paradise before his martyrdom, whose martyr-
dom was the perfect offering of a flawless faith;
all have deceived me.
2 1. These are the men who have taught
me the doctrines which I hold, and so deeply
am I impregnated with their teaching that no
antidote can release me from their influence.
Forgive me, O God Almighty, my powerless-
ness to change, my willingness to die in this
belief. These propagators of blasphemy, for
so they seem to me, are a product of these
last times, too modern to avail me. It is too
late for them to correct the faith which I re-
ceived from Thee. Before I had ever heard
their names, I had put my trust in Thee,
had received regeneration from Thee and be-
come Thine, as still I am. I know that Thou
art omnipotent ; I look not that Thou
shouldst reveal to me the mystery of that
ineffable birth which is secret between Thyself
and Thy Only-begotten. Nothing is impos-
sible with Thee, and I doubt not that in
begetting Thy Son Thou didst exert Thy
full omnipotence. To doubt it would be to
deny that Thou art omnipotent. For my own
birth teaches me that Thou art good, and
therefore I am sure that in the birth of Thine
Only-begotten Thou didst grudge Him no
good gift. I believe that all that is Thine
is His, and all that is His is Thine. The
creation of the world is sufficient evidence
to me that Thou art wise ; and I am sure
that Thy Wisdom, Who is like Thee, must
have been begotten from Thyself And Thou
art One God, in very truth, in my eyes ; I
will never beheve that in Him, Who is God
from Thee, there is ouglit that is not Thine.
Judge me in Him, if it be sin in me that,
through Thy Son, I have trusted too well in
Law and Prophets and Apostles.

* Reading ei ad omne. " Cf. 2 Cor. xi. 25.

22. But this wild talk must cease; the
rhetoric of exposing heretical folly must give
place to the drudgery of framing arguments.
So, I trust, those among them who are cap-
able of being saved will set their faces towards
the true faith taught by the Evangelists and

Apostles, and recognise Him Who is the true
Son of God, not by adoption but by nature.
For the plan of our reply must be that of
first proving that He is the Son of God,
and therefore fully endowed with that Divine
nature in the possession of which His Sonship
consists. For the chief aim of the heresy,
which we are considering, is to deny that our
Lord Jesus Christ is true God and truly the
Son of God. Many evidences assure us that
our Lord Jesus Christ is

,

and is revealed to
be, God the Only-begotten, truly the Son of
God. His Father bears witness to it

. He
Himself asserts it

,

the Apostles proclaim it
,

the faithful believe it
,

devils confess it
,

Jews
deny it

,

the heathen at His passion recognised
it. The name of God is given Him in the
right of absolute ownership, not because He
has been admitted to joint use with others
of the title. Every work and word of Christ
transcends the power of those who bear the
title of sons ; the foremost lesson that we
learn from all that is most prominent in His
life is that He is the Son of God, and that
He does not hold the name of Son as a title
shared with a widespread company of friends.

23. I will not weaken the evidence for this
truth by intermixing words of my own. Let
us hear the Father, when the baptism of Jesus
Christ was accomplished, speaking, as often,
concerning His Only-begotten, in order to
save us from being misled by His visible body
into a failure to recognise Him as the Son.
His words are :— This is My beloved Son, in
Whom I am well pleased'^. Is the truth pre-
sented here with dim outlines? Is the pro-
clamation made in uncertain tones ? The
promise of the Virgin birth brought by the
angel from the Holy Ghost, the guiding star
of the Magi, the reverence paid Him in His
cradle, the majesty, attested by the Baptist,
of Him Who condescended to be baptized ;

all these are deemed an insufficient witness
to His glory. The Father Himself speaks
from heaven, and His words are. This is My
Son. What means this evidence, not of titles,
but of pronouns ? Titles may be appended to
names at will; pronouns are a sure indication
of the persons to whom they refer. And
here we have, in This and My, the clearest
of indications. Mark the true meaning and
the purpose of the words. You have read.

3 St. Matt. iii. 17.
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T have begotten sons, and have raised them
up*; but you did not read th^e My sons,
for He had begotten Himself those sons by
division among the Gentiles, and from the

people of His inheritance. And lest we should
suppose that the name Son was given as
an additional title to God the Only-begotten,
to signify His share by adoption in some joint
heritage. His true nature is expressed by the
pronoun which gives the indubitable sense

of ownership. I will allow you to interpret the
word Son, if you will, as signifying that Christ
is one of a number, if you can furnish an
instance where it is said of another of that
number, This is My Son. If

,

on the other

hand. This is My Son be His peculiar de-
signation, why accuse the Father, when He
asserts His ownership, of making an unfounded
claim ? When He says lids is My Son, may
we not paraphrase His meaning thus :— " He
has given to others the title of sons, but
He Himself is My own Son ; I have given
the name to multitudes by adoption, but this
Son is My very own. Seek not for another,
lest you lose your faith that This is He.
By gesture and by voice, by This, and J/y,
and So7i, I declare Him to you." And now
what reasonable excuse remains for lack of
faith ? This, and nothing less than this, it

was that the Father's voice proclaimed. He
willed that we should not be left in ignorance
of the nature of Him Who came to be
baptized, that He might fulfil all righteous-
ness ; that by the voice of God we might
recognise as the Son of God Him Who was
visible as Man, to accomplish the mystery of
our salvation.

24. And again, because the life of believers
was involved in the confession of this faith,—
for there is no other way to eternal life than
the assurance that Jesus Christ, God the Only-
begotten, is the Son of God— the Apostles
heard once more the voice from heaven repeat-
ing the same message, in order to strengthen
this life-giving belief, in negation of which is

death. When the Lord, apparelled in splen-
dour, was s anding upon the Mountain, with
Moses and Elias at His si(ie, and the three
Pillars of the chuiclies who had been chosen
as witnesses to the iriith of the vision and the
voice, the Father spoke thus from heaven :—
'J'his is Aly beloved Son in Whom I am well
pleased ; hear Bim s. I'he glory which they
saw was not sufficient attestation of FIis
majesty; the voice proclaims. This is Afy Son.
I'he Apostles cannot face the glory of God;
mortal eyes grow dim in its presence. The
trust of Peter and James and John fails them,

4 Isai. i. 2. 5 St. Matt. xvii. 5
.

and they are prostrate in fear. P.ut this solemn
declaration, spoken from the Father's know-
ledge, comes to their relief; He is revealed
as His Father's own true Son. And over and
above the witness of 7'his and My to His
true Sonship, the words are uttered, I/ear
Him. It is the witness of the Father from
heaven, in confirmation of the witness borne
by the Son on earth ; for we are bidden to
hear Ifim. Though this recognition by the
Father of the Son removes all doubt, yet we
are bidden also to accept the Son's self-
revelation. AVhen the Father's voice com-
mands us to shew our obedience by hearing
Him, we are ordered to repose an absolute
confidence in the words of the Son. Since,
therefore, the Father has manifested His will
in this message to us to hear the Son, let
us hear what it is that the Son has told us
concerning Himself.

25. I can conceive of no man so destitute
of ordinary reason as to recognise in each of
the Gospels confessions by the Son of the
humiliation to which He has submitted in
taking a body upon Him,—as for instance His
words, often repeated. Father, glorify Me^, and
Ye shall see the Son o

f Man t, and 77ie Father

is greater than I^, and, more strongly, Now

is My soitl troubled exceedingly 9
, and even this,

My God, My God, why hast Thou forsaken me^" 1

and many more, of which I shall speak in due
time,— and yet, in the face of these constant
expressions of His humility, to charge Him
with presumption because He calls God His
Father, as when He says, Every plant, which
my heavenly Father hath not planted, shall be
rooted up ', or. Ye have made my Father's house
an house of merchandise =

. I can conceive of
no one foolish enough to regard His assertion,
consistently made, that God is FIis Father,
not as the simple truth sincerely stated from
certain knowledge, but as a bold and baseless
claim. We cannot denounce this constantly
professed humility as an insolent demand for
the rights of another, a laying of hands on what

is not His own, an appropriation of powers
which only God can wield. Nor, when He
calls Himself the Son, as in, For God sent net
His Son into this world to condemn the ivorla,
but that the world thr ugh Flint might be saved',
and in. Dost thou believe on the Son of God* I

can we accuse Hiui of what would be an equal
presumption with that of calling God Ilis
Father. But what else is it than such an
accusation, if we allow to Jesus Christ the
name of Son by adoption only ? Do we not

6 St, John xvii. s ; cf. xiii. 32,xvi. 14,xvii. i,

7 St. Matt. xxvi. 64. 8 St. Joliii XIV. 28. 9 lb. xii 27.9«St. Matt, xxvii. 46. ' lb. xv. 13. ^ St. Jolin ii. 16.3 lb. iii. 17. 4 lb. ix. 35.
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charge Him, when He calls God His Father,
with daring to make a baseless claim? The
Father's voice from heaven says Hear Him.
I hear Him saying,- i^?///^;-, I thank Thee^, and
Say ye that I blasphemed, because I said, I am
the Son of God^i If I may not believe these
names, and assume that they mean what they
assert, how am I to trust and to understand ?
No hint is given of an alternative meaning.
The Father bears witness from heaven, IViis
is My Son ; the Son on His part speaks of
My Father's house, and My Father. The
confession of that name gives salvation,
when faith is demanded in the question,
Dost thou believe on the Son of God? 'J'lie
pronoun My indicates that the noun which
follows belongs to the speaker. What right,
I demand, have you heretics to suppose it
otherwise ? You contradict the Father's word,
the Son's assertion ; you empty language of
its meaning, and distort the words of God into
a sense they cannot bear. On you alone rests
the guilt of this shameless blaspheni}', that
God has lied concerning Himself.
26. And thus, although nothing but a sin-
cere belief that these names are truly sig-
nificant, — that, when we read. This is My Son
and My Father, the words really indicate
Persons of Whom, and to Whom, they were
spoken—can make them intelligible, yet, lest
it be supposed that Son and Father are titles,
the one merely of adoption, the other merely
of dignity, let us see what are the attributes
attached, by the Son Himself, to His name
of Son. He says. All things are delivered Me
of My Father, and no one knoweth the Son
but the Father, neither knoweth any the Father
save the Son, and he to Whom the Son will
reveal Him t. Are the words of which we are
speaking, This is My Son and My Father,
consistent, or are they not, with No one know-
eth the Son but the Father, neither knoweth
any the Father save the Son 1 For it is only
by witness mutually borne that the Son can
be known through the Father, and the Father

through the Son. We hear the voice from
heaven ; we hear also the words of the Son.
We have as little excuse for not knowing the
Son, as we have for not knowing the Father.
All things are delivered unto Him ; from this
All there is no exception. If They possess
an equal might; if They share an equal
mutual knowledge, hidden from us ; if these
names of Father and Son express the relation
between Them, then, I demand, are They not
in truth what They are in name, wielders of
the same omnipotence, shrouded in the same

impenetrable mystery? God does not speak
in order to deceive. The Fatherhood of the
Father, the Sonship of the Son, are literal
truths. And now learn how facts bear out
the verities which these names reveal.

27. The Son speaks thus:—For the works
which the Father hath given Me to finish, the
same works which I do, bear 7viiness of Me
that the Father hath sent Me ; and the Father
Himself which hath sent Me hath borne witness
of Aie^. God the Only-begotten proves His
Sonship by an appeal not only to the name,
but to the power ; the works which He does
are evidence that He has been sent by the
Father. What, I ask, is the fact which these
works prove? That He was sent. That He
was sent, is used as a proof of His sonlike
obedience and of His Father's authority :
for the works which He does could not
possibly be done by any other than Him
Who is sent by the Father. Yet the evidence
of His works fails to convince the unbelieving
that the Father sent Him. For He proceeds,
And the Father Himself which hath sent Me
hath borne wit?iess of Me ; and ye have neither
heard His voice nor seen His shape'^. What
was this witness of the Father concerning
Flim ? Turn over the pages of the Gospels
and review their contents. Read us other ol
the attestations given by the Father beside
those which we have heard already ; This is
My beloved Son, in Whom I am wellpleased^
and Thou art My Son. John, who heard
these words, needed them not, for He knew
the truth already. It was for our instruction
that the Father spoke. But this is not all.

John in the wilderness was honoured with
this revelation ; the Apostles were not to be
denied the same assurance. It came to them
in the very same words, but with an addition
which John did not receive. He had been
a prophet from the womb, and needed not

the commandment. Hear Him. Yes; I will
hear Him, and will hear none but Flim and
His Apostle, who heard for my instruction.
Even though the books contained no further

witness, borne by the Father to the Son, than

that He is the Son, I have, for confirmation of
the truth, the evidence of His Father's works
which He does. What is this modern slander
that His name is a gift by adoption, His
Godhead a lie. His titles a pretence? We
have the Father's witness to His Sonship;
by works, equal to the Father's, the Son bears

witness to His own equality with the Father.
Why such blindness to His obvious possession
of the true Sonship which He both claims and

displays. It is not through condescending

5 St. John xi. 41.
7 St. Matt. xi. 27.

« lb. X. 36. 8 St. John V. 36,37. 9 lb. V. 37.
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kindness on the part of God the Father that
Christ bears the name of Son ; not by holiness
that He has earned the title, as many have won
it by enduring hardness in confession of the
faith. Such sonship is not of right ; it is

by a favour, worthy of Flimself, that God
bestows the title. But that which is indicated

by This, and My, and Hear Him, is different
in kind from the other. It is the true and
real and genuine Sonship.
28. And indeed the Son never makes for
Himself a lower claim than is contained in
this designation, given Him by His Father.
The Fatlier's words, This is My Son, reveal
His nature; those which follow. Hear Him,
are a summons to us to listen to the mystery
and the faith which Pie came down from

lieaven to bring ; to learn that, if we would
be saved, our confession must be a copy of
His teaching. And in like manner the Son
Himself teaches us, in worils of His own,
that He was truly born and truly came ;—

Ye neither know Me, nor knoiv ye whence I
am, for J am not come of Myself but He that
sent Me is true, Whom ye know not,but I knoiv
Him. for T am from Him, and He hath sent
Me'^^. No man knows the Father; the Son
often assures us of this. The reason why
He says that none knows Him but Himself,
is that He is from the Father. Is it

, I ask,
as the result of an act of creation, or of a
genuine birth, that He is from Hira? If it

be an act of creation, then all created things
are from God. How then is it that none
of them know the Father, when the Son says
that the reason why He has this knowledge

is that Fie is from Him ? If He be created,
not born, we shall observe in Him a resem-
blance to other beings wlio are from God.
Since all, on this supposition, are from God,

why is He not as ignorant of the Fatlier as
are the others? But if this knowledge of the
Father be peculiar to Him, Who is from the
Father, must not this circumstance also, that
He is from the Father, be peculiar to Him ?

That is
,

must He not be the true Son born
from the nature of God ? For the reason why
He alone knows God is that He alone is

from God. You observe, then, a knowledge,
which is peculiar to Himself, resulting from
a birth which also is peculiar to Himself.
You recognise that it is not by an act of
creative power, but through a true birth, that
He is from the Father; and that this is why
He alone knows tlie Father, Who is unknown
to all other beings wliich are from Flim.
29. But He immediately adds. For I am
from Him, and He hath sent Me, to debar

9»St. John vii. 28,29

heresy from the violent assumption that His
being from God dates from the time of His
Advent. The Gospel revelation of the m> stery
proceeds in a logical sequence ; first He is

born, then He is sent. Similarly, in the

previous declaration, we were told of ignor-
ance ', first as to Who He is

,

and then as
to whence He is. For the words, J am from
Ilim, and He hath sent Me, contain two
separate statements, as also do the words,
Ye 7ieither know Me, nor know ye whence I am.
Every man is born in the flesh ; yet does not
universal consciousness make every man .spring
from God ? How then can Christ assert that
either He, or the source of His being, is

unknown ? He can only do so by assigning
His immediate parentage to the ultimate
Author of existence; and, when He has done
this, He can demonstrate their ignorance of
God by their ignorance of the fact that He

is the Son of God. Let the victims of this
wretched delusion reflect upon the words,
Ye neither knoiv Me, nor know ye ivhence I am.
All things, they argue, are from nothing ; they
allow of no exception. They even dare to
misrepresent God the Only-begotten as sprung
from nothing. How can we explain this ig-
norance of Christ, and of the origin of Christ,
on the part of the blasphemers ? The very
fact that, as the Scripture says, they know not
whence He is

,

is an indication of that un-
knowable origin from which He springs. If
we can say of a thing that it came into ex-
istence out of nothing, then we are not ignor-
ant of its origin ; we know that it was made
out of nothing, and this is a piece of definite
knowledge. Now He Who came is not the
Author of His own being; but He Who sent
Him is true, Whom the blasphemers know
not. He it was , Who sent Him ; and they
know not that He was the Sender. Thus the
Sent is from the Sender ; from Him Whom
tliey know not as Flis Author. The reason
why they know not Who Christ is

,

is that

they know not from Whom He is. None can
confess the Son who denies that He was born ;

none can understand that He was born who
has formed the opinion that He is from no-
tliing. And imleed He is so far from being
made out of nothing, that the heretics cannot
tell whence He is.

30. They are blankly ignorant who separate
the Divine name from the Divine nature ;

ignorant, and content to be ignorant. But
let them listen to the reproof which the Son
inflicts upon unbelievers for their want of this

knowledge, when tlie Jews said that God was
their Father :—Jf God were your Father, ye

' Readingnesciretur ; cf. St. John vii. 28in § 28.
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would surely love Me; for I wait forth from
God, atid am come; neither am T come of
Myself, but He sent Me''. 'J'he Son of God
lias here no word of blame for the devout
confidence of those who combine the confes-
sion that He is true God, the Son of God,
with their own claim to be God's sons. Wliat
He is blaming is the insolence of the Jews
in daring to claim God as their Father, when
meanwhile they did not love Him, the Son :—

If God wei'e your Father, ye would surely love
Me; for I went forth from God. All, who
have God for their Father through faith, have

Him for Father through that same faith where-
by we confess that Jesus Christ is the Son
of God. But to confess that He is the Son
in a sense which covers the whole company
of saints; to say, in effect, that He is one
of the sons of God ;—what faith is there in
that? Are not all the rest, feeble created
beings though they be, in that sense sons?

In what does the eminence of a faith, which
has confessed that Jesus Christ is the Son
of God, consist, if He, as one of a multitude
of sons, have the name only, and not the

nature, of the Son? This unbelief has no
love for Christ; it is a mockery of the faith
for these perverters of the truth to claim God
as their Father. If He were their Father,
they would love Christ because He had gone
forth from God. And now I must enquire
the meaning of this going forth from God.

His going forth is obviously different from
His coming, for the two are mentioned side
by .side in this passage, I went forth from God
and am come. In order to elucidate the
separate meanings of I went forth from Goa
and / am come. He immediately subjoms,
Neither am I come of Myself, but He sent Me.
He tells us that He is not the source of His
own existence in the words. Neither am I come
of Myself. In them He tells us that He has
proceeded forth a second time from God 3,
and has been sent by Hhii. But when He
tells us that they who call God their Father
must love Himself because He has gone forth
from God, He makes His birth the reason
for their love. Went forth carries back our
thoughts to the incorporeal birth, for it is

by love of Christ, Who was born from Him,
that we must gain the right of devoutly claim-
ing God for our Father. For when the Son
says, He that hateth Me hateth My Father also^,
this My is the assertion of a relation to the
Father which is shared by none. On the
other hand, He condemns the man who
claims God as his Feather, and loves not the

3 St, John viii. 43. 3 i.e. in the Incarnat-'on,
4 St. John XV.23.

Son, as using a wrongful liberty with the
Father's name; since he who hates Him,
the Son, must hate the Father also, and none
can be devoted to the Father save those who
love the Son. For the one and only reason
which He gives for loving the Son is His ori-
gin from the Father. The Son, therefore, is
from the Father, not by His A(1vent, but by
His birth s ; and love for the Father is only
possible to those who believe that the Son
is from Him.

31. To this the Lord's words bear wit-
ness ;—/ will not say unto you that I will
pray the Father for you, for the Father Himself
loveth you, because ye have loved A'Je, and be-
lieve that I 7iient forth from God, and am come
from the Father into this world^. A complete
faith concerning the Son, which accepts and
loves the truth that He went forth from God,
has access to the Father without need of His
intervention. The confession that the Son
was born and sent from God wins for it direct
audience and love from Him. Thus the nar-
rative of His birth and coming must be taken
in the strictest and most literal sense. / went
forth from God, He says, conveying that His
nature is exactly that which was given Him
by His birth; for what being but God could
go forth from God, that is

,

could enter upon
existence by birth from Him ? Then He con-

tinues. And am come from the Father into this
world. To assure us that this going forth
from God means birth from the Father, He
tells us that He came from the Father into
this world. The latter statement refers to
His incarnation, the former to His nature.
And again. His putting on record first the
fact of His going forth from God, and then
His coming from the Father, forbids us to
identify the going with the coming. Coming
from the Father, and going forth from God,

are not synonymous ; they might be para-

phrased as

' Birth ' and ' Presence,' and are
as different in meaning as these. It is one
thing to have gone forth from God, and en-

tered by birth upon a substantial existence ;

another to have come from the Father into

this world to accomplish the mysteries of our

salvation.

32. In the order of our defence, as I have
arranged it in my mind, this has seemed the
most convenient place for proving that, thirdly?,

the Apostles believed our Lord Jesus Christ
to be the Son of God, not merely in name
but in nature, not by adoption but by birth.

5 Maiiviias here, as normally in Hilary, m^ansthe etern.-il
generation.

6 St. John xvi. 26—28.

7 Firstly, the Father'switness is given in §§ 23—27; secondly,
he Son's, §§ 28—31; thirdly, that of theApostles,§§ 32—46.
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It is true that there remain unmentioned many
and most weighty words of God the Only-
begotten concerning Himself, in wliich tlie

truth of His Divine birth is set so clearly
forth as to silence any whisper of objection.
Yet since it would be unwise to burden the
reader's mind with an accumulation of evi-
dence, and ample proof has been ah-eady
given of the genuineness of His birth, I will
liold back ^the remainder of His utteranres
till later stages of our enquiry. For we have
so arranged the coinse of our argument that
now, after hearing the Father's witness and
the Son's self-revelation, we are to be in-
stmcted by the Apostles' faith in the true
and, as we must confess, the truly born Son
of God. We must see whether they could
find in the words of the Lord, / went fofth
from God, any other meaning tlian this, that
there was in Hira a birth of the Divine nature.
33. After many dark sayings, spoken in
parables by Him Whom they already knew
as the Christ foretold by Moses and the Pro-
phets, Whom Nalhanael had confessed as the
Son of God and King of Israel, Who had
Himself reproached Philip, in his question
about the Father, for not perceiving, by the
works wliich He did, that the Father was in
Hira and He in the Father; after He had
already often taught them that He was sent
from the Father; still, it was not till they had
heard Him assert that He had gone forth
from God that they confessed, in the words
which immediately follow in the Gospel ;—
Ifis discipfes say unto Him, Now speakest T/iou
plainly, and speakest ?io proverb. Noiv there-
fore we are sure that Thou k?ioivest all things,
and needest not that any man should ask Thee ;
by this we believe that Thou wentest forth fi om
God^. What was theie so marvellous in this
form of words, Went forth from God, which
He had used ? Had ye seen, O holy and
blessed men, who for the reward of your faith
have received the keys of the kingdom of
heaven and power to bind and to loose in
heaven and earth, works so great, so truly
Divine, wrought by our Lord Jesus Christ,
the Son of God ; and do ye yet profess that
it was not until He had first told you that
He had gone forth from God that ye attained
the knowledge of the truth? And yet ye had
seen water at the marriage turned into the
marriage wine; one nature becoming another
nature, whether it were by change, or by de-
velopment, or by creation. And your hands
had broken up the five loaves, into a meal
for that great multitude, and when all were
satisfied ye had found that twelve baskets

^St. John xvi. 29,30.

were needed to contain the fragments of the
loaves ; a small quantity of matter, in the
process of relieving hunger, had multiplied
into a great quantity of matter of the same
nature. And ye had seen withered hands
recover their suppleness, the tongues of dumb
men loosened into speech, the feet of the
lame made swift to run, the eyes of the blind
endowed with vision, and life restored to the
dead. Lazarus, who stank already, had risen
to his feet at a word. He was summoned
from the tomb and instantly came forth,
without a pause between the word and its
fulfilment. He was standing before you, a
living man, while yet the air was carrying the
odour of death to your nostrils. I speak not
of other exertions of His mighty, His Divine
powers. And is it

,

in spite of all this, only
after ye heard Him say, Iwent forth from God,
that ye understood Who He is that had been
sent from heaven ? Is this the first time that
the truth had been told you without a proverb?
The first time that the powers of His nature
made it manifest to you that He went forth
from God ? And this in spite of His silent
scrutiny of the purposes of your will, of liis
needing not to ask you concerning anything
as though He were ignorant, of His universal
knowledge ? For all these things, done in the
power and in the nature of God, are evidence
that He must have gone forth from God.
34. By this the holy Apostles did not un-
derstand that He had gone forth, in the sense
of having been sent, from God. For they had
often heard Him confess, in His earlier dis-
courses, that He was sent ; but what they hear
now is the express statement that He had
gone forth from God. This opens their eyes
to perceive from His works His Divine nature.
The fact that He had gone forth from God
makes clear to them His true Divinity, and
so they say. Now theiefore we are sure that
Thou knowest all things, and needest 7iot that
any man should ask Thee ; by this we believe
that Thou wentest forth f-om God. The reason
why they believe that He went forth from
God is that He both can, and does, perform
the works of God. Their perfect assurance
of His Divine nature is the result of their
knowledge, not that He is come from God,
but that He did go forth from God. Accord-
ingly we find that it is this truth, now heard
for the first time, which clenches their faith.
The Lord had made two statements; I went
forth from God, and I am come from the Father
into this world. One of these, / am come
from the Father into this world, they had often
heard, and it awakens no surprise. But their
reply makes it manifest that they now believe
and understand the other, that is

, / went forth
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from God. Their answer, By this we believe
that Thou iventest forth from Goii, is a response
to it

,
and to it only ; they do not add, ' And

art come from the Father into this world.'
The one statement is welcomed with a de-
claration of faith ; the other is passed over
in silence. The confession was wrung from
tliera by the sudden presentation of a new
truth, which convinced iheir reason and con-
strained them to avow tlieir certainty. They
knew already that He, like God, could do all
things; but His birth, which accounted for
that omnipotence, had not been revealed.
They knew that He had been sent from God,
but they knew not that He had gone forth
from God. Now at last, tau<<ht by this utter-
ance to understand the incff;\l)le and i)erfect
birth of the Son, they confess that He had
spoken to them without a proverb.

35. For God is not born from God by the
ordinary process of a human childbiith; this

is no case of one being issuing from another
by the exertion of natural forces. That birth

is pure and perfect and stainless ; indeed, we
must call it rather a proceeding forth than

a birth. For it is One from One ; no par-
tition, or withdrawing, or lessening, or efflux,
or extension, or suffering of change, but the
birth of living nature from living nature. It

is God going forth from God, not a creature
picked out to bear the name of God. His
existence did not take its beginning out of
nothing, but went forth from the Eternal ; and
this going forth is rightly entitled a birth,
though it would be false to call it a beginning.
For the proceeding forth of God from God

is a thing entirely different from the coming
into existence of a new substance. And thougli
our apprehension of this truth, which is in-
effable, cannot be defined in words, yet the
teaching of the Son, as He reveals to us that
He went forth from God, impaits to it the
certainty of an assured faith.

36. A belief that the Son of God is Son

in name only, and not in nature, is not the
faith of the Guspels and of the Aposrles.

If this be a mere title, to which adoption

is His only claim ; if He be not the Son
in virtue of having proceeded forth from God,
whence, I ask, was it that the blessed Simon
Bar-Jona confessed to Him, Thou art the
Christ, the Son o

f the living God'^l Because
He shared with all mankind tlie power of
being born as one of the sons of God through
the sacrament of regeneration? If Christ be
the Son of God only in this titular way, what
was the revelation made to Peter, not by flesh
and blood, but by the Father in heaven?

9 St. Malt. xvi. 16.

What praise could he deserve for making

a declaration which was universally applic-
able ? What credit was due to Him for stat-
ing a fact of general knowledi^e? If He be
Son by adoption, wherein lay the blessedness
of Peter's confession, which offered a tribute
to the Son to which, in that case. He had
no more title than any member of the com-
pany of saini-s? The Apostle's faith pene-
trates into a region closed to human reason-
ing. He had, no doubt, often heard, He that
reieiveth you 7-eceiveth Me, and He that 7-eceiveth
Me receiveth Him that sent Me '. Hence he
knew well tliat Christ had been sent; he had
heard Him, Whom he knew to have been
sent, making the declaration, All things are
delivered unto Me o

f the Father, and no one
knoweth the Son but the Father, neither knowefh
any one the Fatlier save the Son ^

.

What then

is this truth, which the Father now reveals
to Peter, which receives the praise of a blessed
confession? It cannot have been that the
names of 'Father' and 'Son' were novel to
him ; he had heard them often. Yet he speaks
words which the tongue of man had never
framed before: — Thou art the Christ, the Son
of the living God. For though Christ, virhile
dwelling in the body, had avowed Himself
to be the Son of God, yet now for the first
time the A])ostle's faith had recognised in
Him the presence of the Divine nature.
Peter is praised not merely for his tribute
of adoration, but for his recognition of the
mysterious truth ; for confessing not Christ
only, but Christ the Son of God. It would
clearly have sufficed for a payment of reverence,
had he said. Thou art the Christ, and nothing
more. But it would have been a hollow con-
fession, had Peter only hailed Him as Christ,
without confessing Him the Son of God.
And so his words Thou art^ declare that
what is asserted of Him is strictly and exactly
true to His nature. Next, the Father's utter-

unie. Tills is My Son, had revealed to Peter
that he muft confess Thou art the Son o

f God,
fur in the words This is

,

God the Revealer

points Him out, and the response, Thou art,

is the believer's welcome to the truth. And
this is the rock of confession whereon the
Church is built. But the perceptive faculties

of flesh and blood cannot attain to the recog-

nition and confession of this truth. It is

a mystery. Divinely revealed, that Christ must
be not only named, but believed, the Son

of God. Was it only the Divine name; was

it not rather- the Divine nature that was re-
vealed to Peter? If it were the name, he had

I St. Matt. X. 40. = II)- xi. 27.

3 St. Hilary takesthemas an allusion to the I ain {quiest)of
ExoJu^ iii. 14.
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heard it often from the Lord, proclaiming
Himself the Son of God. What honour, then,
did he deserve for announcing the name ?
No; it was not the name; it was the nature,
for the name had been repeatedly proclaimed.

37. This faith it is which is the foundation
of the Church ; through this faith the gates
of hell cannot prevail against her. This is
the faith which has the keys of the kingdom
of heaven. Whatsoever this faith shall have
loosed or bound on earth shall be loosed or
bound in heaven. This faith is the Father's
gift by revelation ; even the knowledge that
we must not imagine a false Christ, a creature
made out of nothing, but must confess Him
the Son of God, truly possessed of the Divine
nature. What blasphemous madness and piti-
ful folly is it

,

that will not heed the venerable
age and faith of that blessed martyr, Peter
himself, for whom the Father was prayed that
his faith might not foil in temptation ; who
twice repeated the declaration of love for God
that was demanded of him, and was grieved
that he was tested by a third renewal of the
question, as though it were a doubtful and
wavering devotion, and then, because this
third trial had cleansed him of his infirmities,
had the reward of hearing the Lord's com-
mission. Feed My sheep, a third time repeated ;

who, when all the Apostles were silent, alone
recognised by the Father's revelation the Son
of God, and won the pre-eminence of a glory
beyond the reach of human frailty by his con-
fession of his blissful faith ! What are the
conclusions forced upon us by the stndy of
his words? He confessed that Christ is the
Son of God ; you, lying bishop of the new
apostolate, thrust upon us your modern notion
that Christ is a creature, made out of nothing.
What violence is this, that so distorts the
glorious words? The very reason why he is

blessed is that he confessed the Son of God.
This is the Father's revelation, this the foun
dation of the Church, this the assurance of
her permanence. Hence has she the keys
of the kingdom of heaven, hence judgment
in heaven and judgment on earth. 'J'hrough
revelation Peter learnt the mystery hidden
from the beginning of the world, proclaimed
the faith, published the Divine nature, con-
fessed the Son of God. He who would deny all
this truth and confess Christ a creature, must
first deny the apostleship of Peter, his faith,
his blessedness, his episcopate, his martyrdom.
And when he has done all this, he must learn
that he has severed himself from Christ ; for

it was b
y

confessing Him that Peter won these
glories.

38. Do you think, wretched heretic of to-
day, that Peter would have been the more

blessed now, if he had said, 'Thou art Christ,
God's perfect creature. His handiwork, though
excelling all His other works. Thy beginning
was from nothing, and through the goodness
of God, Who alone is good, the name of Son
has been given Thee by adoption, although
in fact 'J'hou wast not born from God ? ' What
answer, think you, would have been given to
such words as these, when this same Peter's
reply to the announcement of the Passion,
Be it far from Thee, Lord ; this shall not be,
was rebuked with, Get thee behind Me, Satan,
thou art an offence unto Me*? Yets Peter
could plead his human ignorance in extenu-
ation of his guilt, for as yet the Father had
not revealed all the mystery of the Passion ;

still, mere defect of faith was visited with this
stern condemnation. Now, why was it that
the Father did not reveal to Peter your true
confession, this faith in an adopted creature ?

I fancy that God must have grudged him the
knowledge of the truth ; that He wanted to
postpone it to a later age, and keep it as a

novelty for your modern preachers. Yes ;

you may have a change of faith, if the keys
of heaven are changed. You may have a

change of faith, if there is a change in that
Church against which the gates of hell shall
not prevail. You may have a change of faith,

if there shall be a fresh apostolate, binding
and loosing in heaven what it has bound and
loosed on earth. You may have a change
of faith, if another Christ the Son of God,
beside the true Christ, shall be preached.
But if that faith which confesses Christ as the
Son of God, and that faith only, received
in Peter's person every accumulated blessing,
then perforce the faith which proclaims Him

a creature, made out of nothing, holds not
the keys of the Church and k a stranger to
the apostolic faith and power. It is neither
the Church's* faith, nor is it Christ's.
39. Let us therefore cite every example of

a statement of the faith made by an Apostle.
All of them, when they confess the Son of
God, confess Him not as a nominal and adop-
tive Son, but as Son by possession of the
Divine nature. They never degrade Him
to the level of a creature, but assign Him the
splendour of a true birth from God. Let
John speak to us, while he is waiting, just
as he is

,

for the coming of the Lord ; John,
who was left behind and appointed to a des-
tiny hidden in the counsel of God, for he

is not told that he shall not die, but only that
he shall tarry. Let him speak to us in his
own familiar voice :—No ojie hath seen God at

4 St. Matt. xvi. 22,23. 5 Omitting nee,

^ Reading eeclesicE.
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any time, except the Only-begotten Son, Which
is in the bosom of the Father K It seemed
to him that the name of Son did not set forth
with sufficient distinctness Ilis true Divinity,
unless he gave an external support to the
peculiar majesty of Christ by indicating the
difference between Him and all others. Hence
lie not only calls Him the Son, but adds the
further designation of the Only-begotten, and
so cuts away the last prop from under this
imaginary adoption. For the fact that He
is Only-begotten is proof positive of His right
to the name of Son.
40. I defer the consideration of the words,
-,cihuk is in the bosom of the Father, to a more
appropriate place. My present enquiry i^ into
the sense of Only-begotten, and the claim upon
us which that sense may make. And first let
1)3 see whether the word mean, as you assert,
a perfect creature of God ; Only-begotten being
equivalent to perfect, and Son a synonym for
creature. But John described the Only-be-
gotten Son as God, not as a perfect creature.
His words. Which is in the bosom of the Father,
shew that he anticipated these blasphemous
designations; and, indeed, he had heard his
Lord say, For God so loved the world th.it He
gave His Only-begotten Son, that whosoever
btlieveth in Him should not perish but have
everlasting life^. God, Who loved the world,
gave His Only-begotten Son as a manifest
token of His love. If the evidence of His
love be this, that He bestowed a creature upon
creatures, gave a worldly being on the world's
behalf, granted one raised up from nothing
lor the redemption of objects equally raised up
'from nothing, this cheap and petty sacrifice is
a poor assurance of His favour towards us.
Gifts of price are the evidence of affection :
the greatness of the surrender of the greatness
of the love. God, Who loved the world, gave
not an adopted Son, but His own, His Only-
begotten. Here is personal interest, true Son-
ship, sincerity ; not creation, or adoption, or
priitence. Herein is the proof of His love and
affection, that He gave His ovvn, His Only-
begotten Son.

41. I appeal not now to any of the titles
which are given to the Son ; tiiere is no loss
in delay when it is the result of an embarrass-
ing abundance of choice. My present argu-
ment is that a successful result implies a suffi-
cient cause ; some clear and cogent motive
must underlie every effc:ctual performance.
And so the Evangelist lias been obliged to
reveal his motive in writing. Let us see what
is the purpose which he confesses ;—But these
things are writteii that ye may belijve that Jesus

7 St. John i. 18.
VOL, I.K.

8 lb. iii. 16.

is the Christ, the Son of God'). The one
reason which he alleges for writing his Gospel
is that all may believe that Jesus is the Christ,
the Son of God. If it be sufficient for salva-
tion to believe that He is the Christ, why does
he add The Son of God 1 But if the true faith be
nothing less than the belief that Christ is not
merely Christ, but Christ the Son of God, then
assuredly the name of Son is not attached to
Christ as a customary appendage due to adop-
tion, seeing that it is essential to salvation. If
then salvation consists in the confession of the
name, must not the name express the truth ?
If the name express the truth, by what au-
thority can He be called a creature.? It is not
the confession of a creature, but the confession
of the Son, which shall give us salvation.
42. To believe, therefore, that Jesus Christ
is the Son of God is true salvation, is the
acceptable service of an unfeigned faiih. For
we have no love within us towards God the
Father except through faith in tlie Son. Let
us hear Him speaking to us in the words of the
Epistle ;—Every o?ie that loveth the Father loveth
Him that is born from Him '. What, I ask, is
the meaning of being born from Him ? Can it
mean, perchance, being created by Him? Does
the Evangelist lie in saying that He was born
from God, while the heretic moie correctly
teaches that He was created ? Let us all listen
to the true character of this teacher of heresy.
It is written. He is antichrist, that denieth the
Father and the Son ^ What will you do now,
champion of the creature, conjurer up of a
novel Christ out of nothing? Hear the title
whiqh awaits you, if you persist in your asser-
tion. Or do you think that perhaps you may
still describe the Father and the Son as Creator
and Creature, and yet by an ingenious am-

biguity of language escape being recognised
as antichrist ? It your confession embraces
a Father in the true sense, and a Son ii\ the
true sense, then I am a slanderer, assailing you
with a title of infamy which you have not
deserved. But if in your confession all Christ's
attributes are spurious and nominal, and not
His own, then learn from the Apostle the right
description of such a faith as yours ; and hear
what is the true faith which believes in the
Son. 'I'he words which follow are these;—He
that denieth the Son, the same hath not the

Father : he that confesseth the Son hath both tlie
Son and the Father^. He that denies the Son
is destitute of the Father ; he that confesses
and has the Son has the Father also. What

room is there here for adoptive names? Does

not every word tell of the Divine nature?
Learn how completely that nature is present.

9 St. John XX. 31. * I John V
3 lb. 23.

3 lb. ii. 23.
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43. Jolm speaks thus;—Foi-2Vi ktww that the
Son of God is co?iie, and inas incarnate for us,
and suffered, and rose again from the dead and
took us for Himself, and gave us a good under-
standing that we may know Him that is true,
and may be in His true Son Jesus Christ. He
is true and is life eternal and our resurrection *.
Wisdom doomed to an evil end, void of the
Spirit of God, destined to possess the spirit
and the name of Antichrist, bh'nd to the truth
that the Son of God came to fulfil the mj'stery
of our salvation, and unworthy in that blindness
to perceive the light of that sovereign know-
ledge ! For this wisdom asserts that Jesus
Christ is no true Son of God, but a creature of
His, Who bears tlie Divine name by adoption.
In what dark oracle of hidden knowledge was
the secret learnt? To whose research do we
owe this, the great discovery of the day?
Were you he that lay upon the bosom of the
Lord? You he to whom in the familiar inter-
course of love He revealed the mystery ? Was
it you that alone followed Him to the foot
of the Cross? And wliile He was charging
you to receive Mary as your Mother, did He
teach you this secret, as the token of His
peculiar love for yourself? Or did you run
to the Sepulchre, and reach it sooner even
than Peter, and so gain this knowledge there?
Or was it amid the throngs of angels, and
sealed books whose clasps none can open,
and manifold influences of the signs of heaven,
and unknown songs of the eternal choirs, that
tlie Lamb, your Guide, revealed to you this
godly doctrine, that the Father is no Father,
the Son no Son, nor nature nature, nor truth
truth? For you transform all these into lies.
I'he Apostle, by that most excellent knowledge
that was granted him, speaks of the Son of
God as tiue. You assert His creation, pro-
claim His adoption, deny His birth. While
the true Son of God is eternal life and resur-
rection to us, for him, in wl-,ose eyes He is not
true, there is neither eternal life nor resurrec-
tion. And this is the, lesson taught by John,
the disciple beloved of the Lord.

44. And the persecutor, who was converted
to be an Apostle and a chosen vessel, de-
livers the very same message. \Vhat ilijcourse

i.
s tliere of his wliich does not presuppose the

confession of t!-e Son ? What Epistle of his
that does not begin with a confession of that
mysterious truth? When he says. We ivere
reconciled to God b

y the death of His Son s,

and, God sent His Son to be the like?iess of the

* I John V. 20. The long interpolation, which resemblesacreed, i.s only found twice, elsewlicre (Codex Toleiannb andtheso-caledhpeculumof Augustine),and, thoughevidentlyfromthe Oivek, neverin that language.

s Roni. -V.10.

/lesh o
f sin ^, and again, God is faithful, bv

Who'n ye wej-e called unto the fellowship of

f^is Son 7
, is any loophole left for heretical

misrepresentation ? His Son, Son of God ;

so we read, but nothing is said of His adop-
tion, or of God's creature. The name ex-
presses the nature; He is God's Son, and
therefore the Sonship is true. The Apostle's
confession asserts the genuineness of the re-
lation. I see not how the Divine nature of
the Son could have been more completely
stated. That Chosen Vessel has proclaimed
in no weak or wavering voice that Christ is

the Son of Him Who, as we believe, is the
Father. The Teacher of the Gentiles, the
Apostle of Christ, has left us no uncertainty,
no opening for error in his presentation of the
doctrine. He is quite clear upon the subject
of children by adoption ; of those who b

y

faith attain so to be and so to be named.
In his own words, For as many as are led by

the Spirit o
f God, they are the sons o
f God.

For ye have not received the spirit of bondage
again unto fear, but ye have received the Spirit
of adoption, whereby we cry, Abba, Father ^

.

This is the name granted to us, who believe,
through the sacrament of regeneration ; our
confession of the faith wins us this adoption.
For our work done in obedience to the Spirit
of God gives us the title of sons of God.
Abba, Father, is the cry which we raise, not
the expression of our essential nature. For
that essential nature of ours is untouched by
that tribute of the voice. It is one thing for
God to be addressed as Father; another thing
for Him to be the Father of His Son.
45. But now let us learn what is this faith
concerning the Son of God, which the Apostle
holds. For though there is no single dis-
course, among the many which he delivered
concerning the Church's doctrine, in which
he mentions the Father without also making
confession of the Son, yet, in order to display
the truth of the relation which that name
conveys with the utmost definiteness of which
human language is capable, he speaks thus :—
IVhat then 1 If God be for us, who can be
against us 1 Who spared not His own Son,
but delivered Him up for us 9

. Can Son, by
any remaining possibility, be a title received
through adoption, when He is expressly called
God's own Son? For the Apostle, wishing
to make manifest the love of God towards us,
uses a kind of comparison, to enable us to
estimate how great that love is

,

when He says
that it was His own Son Whom God did not

^ X John viii. 3
. 7 1 Cor. i. 9.

9 lb. 31,3=-

B Rom. viii. 14,is*
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spare. He suggests the thouglit that this was
no saciifice ot an adopted Son, on behalf of
those whom He purposed to adopt, of a crea-
ture for creatures, but of His Son for strangers.
His own Son for those to whom He had
willed to give a share in the name of sons.
Seek out the full import of the term, that you
may understand the extent of the love. Con-
sider the meaning of own ; mark the genuine-
ness of the Sonship which it implies. For the
Apostle now describes Him as God's own
Son ; previously he had often spoken of Him
as God's Son, or Son of God. And though
many manuscripts, through a want of appre-
hension on the part of the translators,, read
in this passage His Son, instead of Ifis oum
Son, yet the original Greek, the tongue in

which the Apostle wrote, is more exactly ren-
dered by His own than by His \ And though
the casual reader may discern no great differ-

ence between His own and His, yet the
Apostle, who in all his other statements had
spoken of His Son, which is

,

in the Greek,

TOK eavToC uidi', in this passage uses the words

OS yf roO iSiOU vlov ovK €(l>flt7aT0, that IS, IV/lO

Spared not His ozvn So?i, expressly and em-
phatically indicating His true Divine nature.
Previously he had declared that through the

Spirit of adoption there are many sons ; now
bis object is to point to God's own Son, God
the Only-begotten.

46. '
J his is no universal and inevitable

error ; they who deny the Son cannot lay the

fault upon their ignorance, for ignorance of
the truth which they deny is impossible. They
describe the Son of God as a creature who
came into being out of nothing. If the Father
has never asserted this, nor the Son confirmed

it
,

nor the Apostles proclaimed it
,

then the

daiing which prompts their allegation is bred
not of ignorance, but of hatred for Christ.
AVhen the Father says of His Son, Tkis is^,
and the Son of Himself, li is He that tallieth
with Thce^, and when Peter confesses Thou

art*, and John assures us, This is the true
Gud^, and Paul is never weary of proclaiming
Him as God's own Son, I can conceive of no
other motive for this denial than hatred. The
plea of want of familiarity with the subject
cannot be urged in extenuation of their guilt.

It is the suggestion of that Evil One, uttered
now through these prophets and forerunners
of his coming; he will utter it himself here-
after when he comes as Antichrist. He is

* Yet flis own{proprius) is on thewholecharacteristicof the
Old Latin MSS. still in existence. This passage is important
as indicatingthe independenceof scribes. Hilary seemsto take

it for granted that efch will modify at his discretion the text
fromwhichhe is copiiiig.

» St. Matt. iii. 17,again an allusion to Exod. iii. 14.

3 St. John ix. 37. 4 St. Matt. xvi. 16 ; cf. Exod. iii. 14.

5 1 John V. 2o.

using this novel engine of assault to shake
us in our saving confession of the faith. His
first object is to pluck from our hearts the
confident assurance of the Divine nature of
the Son ; next, he would fill our minds with
the notion of Christ's adoption, and leave
no room for the memory of His other claims.
For they who hold that Christ is but a crea-
ture, must regard Christ as Antichrist, since

a creature cannot be God's own Son, and
therefore He must lie in calling Himself the
Son of God. Hence also they who deny that
Chri.st is the Son of God must have Anti-
christ for their Christ.

47. What is the hope of which this futile
passion of yours is in pursuit ? What is the
assurance of your salvation which emboldens
you with blasphemous licence of tongue to
maintain that Christ is a creature, and not

a Son? It was your duty to know this mys-
tery from the Gospels, and to hold the know-

ledge fast. For though the Lord can do all
things, yet He resolved that every one who
prays for His effectual help must earn it by

a true confession of Himself. Not, indeed,
that the suppliant's confession could augment
the power of Him, Who is the Power of
God ; but the earning was to be the reward
of faith. So, when He asked Martha, who
was entreating Him for Lazarus, whether she
believed that they who had believed in Him
should not die eternally, her answer exi)ressed
the trust of her soul ;— Yea, Lord, I believe
that Thou art the Christ, the Son o

f God, Who
art come into this world'^. This conlession

is eternal life ; this faith has immortality.
Martha, praying for her brother's life, was

asked whether she believed this. She did so

believe. What life does the denier expect,
from whom does he hope to receive it
,

when

this belief, and this only, is eternal life ? For
great is the mystery of this fath, and perfect
the blessedness which is the fruit of this con-
fession.

48. The Lord had given sight to a man
blind from his birth ; the Lord of nature had
removed a defect of nature. Because this
blind man had been born for the glory of
God, that God's work might be made mani-

fest in the work of Christ, the Lord did not

delay till the man had given evidence of his
faith by a confession of it. But though he
knew not at the time Who it was that had
bestowed the great gift of eyesight, yet after-
wards he earned a knowledge of the faith.
For it was not the dispelling of his blindness
that won him eternal life. And so, when the
man was already healed and had suffered

« St, John xi. 27.
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ejection from the synagogue, the Lord put to
him the question, Dost thou believe on the Son

of GodT? This was to save him from the
thought of loss, in exclusion from the syna-
gogue, by the certainty that confession of the
true faith had restored him to imniortahty.
When the man, his soul still unenlightened,
made, answer, W/io is He, Lord, that I may
believe on Him ^1 The Lord's reply was, Thou
hast both seen Him, and it is He that talketh
with thee. For He was minded to remove the
ignorance of the man whose sight he had
restored, and whom He was now enriching
with the knowledge of so glorious a faith.
Does the Lord demand from this man, as
from others, who prayed Him to heal them,
a confession of faith as the price of their
recovery? Emphatically not. For the blind
man could already see when he was thus
addressed. The Lord asked the question in
order to receive the answer, Lord, I believe'^.
The faith which spoke in that answer was to
receive not sight, but life '. And now let us
examine carefully the force of the words.
The Lord asks of the man, Dost thou believe
on the Son of God? Surely, if a simple con-
fession of Christ, leaving His nature in ob-
scurity, were a complete expression of the
faith, the terms of the question would have
been, 'Dost thou believe in Christ?' But
in days to come almost every heretic was to
make a parade of that name, confessing Christ
and yet denying that He is the Son ; and
therefore He demands, as the condition of
faith, that we should believe in what is pe-
culiar to Himself, that is

,

in His Divine
Sonship. What is the profit of faith in the
Son of God, if it be faith in a creature,
when He requires of us faith in Christ, not
the creature, but the Son, of God.

49. Did devils fail to understand the full
meaning of this name of Son ? For we are
valuing the heretics at their true worth if we
refute them no longer by the teaching of
Apostles, but out of the mouth of devils.
I'hey cry, and cry often. What have I to do
with Thee, Jesus, Thou Son o

f God most
High = 1 Truth wrung this confession from
them against their will; their reluctant
obedience is a witness to the force of the
Divine nature within Him. When they fly
from the bodies they have long possessed,

it is His might that conquers them ; their
confession of His nature is an act of rever-
ence. These transactions display Christ as
the Son of God both in power and in name.
Can you hear, amid all these cries of devils
confessing Him, Christ once styled a creature.

7 St. John ix. 35.* Readingvitam.

e lb. ix. 36. 9 lb. 38.=St. Luke viii. 28.

or God's condescension in adopting Him once
named ?

50. If you will not learn Who Christ is from
those that know Him, learn it at least from
those that know Him not. So shall the con-
fession, which their ignorance is forced to
make, rebuke your blasphemy. The Jews did
not recognise Christ, come in the body,
though they knew that the true Christ must
be the Son of God. And so, when they were
employing false witnesses, without one word of
truth in their testimony, against Him, their
priest asked Him, Art Thou the Christ, the
Son of the Blessed^ 1 They knew not that
in Him the mystery was fulfilled ; they knew
that the Divine nature was the condition of
its fulfilment. They did not ask whether
Christ be the Son of God ; they asked whether
He were Christ, the Son of Ciod. They were
wrong as to the Person, not as to the Sonship,
of Christ. They did not doubt that Christ

is the Son of God ; and thus, while they asketl
whether He were the Christ, they asked
without denying that the Christ is the Son
of God. What, then, of your faith, which
leads you to deny what even they, in their
blindness, confessed? The perfect knowledge

is this, to be assured that Christ, the Son of
God, Who existed before the worlds, was also
born of the Virgin. Even they, who know
nothing of His birth from Mary, know that
He is the Son of God. Mark the fellowship
with Jewish wickedness in which your denial
of the Divine Sonship has involved you ! For
they have put on record the reason of their
condemnation :—And by our Law He ought to
die, because He made Himself the Son of God*.
Is not this the same charge which you are
blasphemously bringing against Him, that,
while you pronounce Him a creature, He
calls Himself the Son? He confe.sses Himself
the Son, and they declare Him guilty of
death ; you too deny that He is the Son
of God. What sentence do you pass upon
Him ? You have the same repugnance to
His claim as had the Jews. You agree with
their verdict; I want to know whether you
will qua'-rel about the sentence. Your offence,
in denying that He is the Son of God, is

exactly the same as theirs, though their guilt

is less, for they sinned in ignorance. They
knew not that Christ was born of Mary, yet
they never doubled that Christ must be the
Son of God. You are perfectly aware of the
fact that Christ was born of Mary, yet you
refuse Him the name of Son of God. If they
come to the faith, there awaits them an un-
imperilled salvation, because of their past

3 St. Mark xiv. 6i, 4 St. folm xix. 7.
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ignorance. Every gate of safety is shut to
you, because you persist in denying a truth
which is obvious to you. For you are not
ignorant that He is the Son of God ; you
know it so well that you allow Him the name
as a title of adoption, and feign that He is
a creature adorned, like others, with the right
to call Himself a Son. You rob Him, as far
as you can, of the Divine nature ; if you could,
you would rob Him of the Divine name as
well. Bui, because you cannot, you divorce
the name from the nature ; He is called a Son,
but He shall not be the true Son of God.
51. The confession of the Apostles, for
whom by a word of command the raging wind
and troubled sea were restored to calmf was
an opportunity for you. You might have con-
fessed, as they did, that He is God's true Son ;
you might have borrowed their very words.
Of a truth, this is the Son of God^. But an
evil spirit of madness is driving you on to
shipwreck of your life ; your reason is dis-
tracted and overwhelmed, like the ocean tor-
mented by the fury of the storm.
52. If this witness of the voyagers seem in-

S St. Matt. xiv. 33,

conclusive to you because they were Apostles,
—though to me it comes with the greater
weight for the same reason, though it sur-
prises me the less, —acceiJt at any rate a cor-
roboration given by the Gentiles. Hear how
the soldier of the Roman cohort, one of the
stern guard around the Cross, was humbled
to the faith. The centurion sees the mighty
workings of Christ's power ; and this is the
witness borne by him :— Truly this tvas the Son
of God^. The truth was forced upon him,
after Christ had given up the ghost, by the
torn veil of the Temple, and the earth that
shook, and the rocks that were rent, and the
sepulchres that were opened, and the (Jead
that rose. And it was the confession of an
unbeliever. The deeds that were done con-
vinced him that Christ's nature was omni-
potent ; he names Him the Son of God, being
assured of His true Divinity. So cogent was
the proof, so strong the man's conviction, that
the force of truth conquered his will, and even
he who had nailed Christ to the Cross was
driven to confess that He is the Lord of
eternal glory, truly the Son of God.

6 St. Matt, xxvii. 54,
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1. This is the seventh book of our treatise
against the wild extravagance of modern heresy.
In order of place it must follow its predeces-
sors ; in order of importance, as an exposition
of the mysteries of the right faith, it precedes
and excels them all. I am well aware how
hard and steep is the path of evangelical
instruction up which we are mounting. The
fears inspired by consciousness of my own
incapacity are plucking me back, but the
warmth of faith urges me on ; the assaults
of heresy heat my blood, and the dangers
of the ignorant excite my compassion. I fear
to speak, and yet I cannot be silent. A double
dread subdues my spirit; it may be that speech,
it may be that silence, will render me guilty
of a desertion of the truth. For this cunning
heresy has hedged itself round with marvellous
devices of perverted ingenuity. First there
is the semblance of devotion ; then the lan-
guage carefully chosen to lull the suspicions
of a candid listener ; and again, the accommo-
dation of their views to secular philosophy ;
and finally, their withdrawing of attention from
manifest truth by a pretended explanation of
Divine methods. Their loud profession of
the unity of God is a fraudulent imitation
of the faith; their assertion that Christ is the
Son of God a play upon words for the de-
lusion of their hearers ; their saying that He
did not exist before He was born a bid for
the support of the world's philosophers ; their
confession of God as incorporeal and immut-
able leads, by a display of fallacious logic,
up to a denial of the birth of God from God.
They turn our arguments against ourselves ;
the Church's faith is made the engine of its
own destruction. They have contrived to
involve us in the perplexing position of an
equal danger, whether we reason with them
or whether we refrain. For they use the fact
that we allow certain of their assumptions to
pass unchallenged as an argument on behalf
of those which we do contradict.
2. We call to mind that in the preceding
books the reader has been urged to study the
whole of that blasphemous manifesto ', and
mark how it is animated throughout by the
one aim of propagating the belief that our

" "DmEpistola Arii ad Alexandrum; seeBooks iv. 12,vi. 5.

Lord Jesus Christ is neither God, nor Son of
God. Its authors argue that He is permitted
to use the names of God and of Son by virtue
of a certain adoption, tho'.igh neither God-
head nor Sonship be His by nature. They
use the fact, true in itself, that God is immut-
able and incorporeal, as an argument against
the birth of the Son from Him. They value
the truth, that God the Father is One, only
as a weapon against our faith in the Godhead
of Christ; pleading that an incorporeal nature
cannot be rationally conceived as generating
another, and that our faith in One God is
inconsistent wit'n the confession of God from
God. But our earlier books have already
refuted and foiled this argument of theirs
by an appeal to the Law and the Prophets.'
Our defence has followed, step by step, the
course of their attack. We have set forth
God from God, and at the same time con-
fessed One true God ; shewing that this pre-
sentation of the faith. neither falls short of the
truth by ascribing singleness of Person to the
One true God, nor adds to the faith by asserting
the existence of a second Deity. For we con-
fess neither an isolated God, nor yet two Gods.
Thus, neither denying that God is One nor
maintaining that He is alone, we hold the
straight road of truth. Each Divine Person
is in the Unity, yet no Person is the One God.
Next, our purpose being to demonstrate the
irrefragable truth of this mystery by the evi-
dence of the Evangelists and Apostles, our
first duty has been to make our readers ac-
quainted with the nature, truly subsisting and

truly born, of the Son of God ; to demonstrate
that He has no origin external to God, and
was not created out of nothing, but is the Son,
born from God. This is a truth which the
evidence adduced in the last book has placed
beyond all doubt. The assertion that He
bears the name of Son by virtue of adoption
has been put to silence, and He stands fo.th
as a true Son by a true birth. Our present
task is to prove from the Gospels that, because
He is true Son, He is true God also. For
unless He be true Son He cannot be true
God, nor true God unless He be true Son.

3. Nothing is more harassing to human
nature than the sense of impending danger.
If calamities unknown or unanticipated befall
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us, we may need pity, yet we have been free
from care; no load of anxiety hag oppressed
us. But he whose mind is full of possibilities
of trouble suffers already a torment in his
fear. 1, who now am venturing out to sea,
am a mariner not unused to shipwreck, a
traveller who knows by experience how bri-

gands lurk in the forests, an explorer of
African deserts aware of the danger from
scorpions and asps and basilisks^. I enjoy
no instant of relief from the knowledge and
fear of present danger. Every heretic is on
the watch, noting every word as it drops from

my mouth. The whole progress of my argu-
ment is infested with ambuscades and pitfalls
and snares. It is not of the road, of ifs hard-
ness or steepness, that I complain ; I am
following in the footsteps of the Apostles, not
choosing my own path. My trouble is the
constant peril, the constant dread, of wander-
ing into some ambush, of stumbling into some
pit, of being entangled in some net. My
purpose is to proclaim the unity of God,
in the sense of the Law and Prophets and
Apostles. Sabellius is at hand, eager with

cruel kindness to welcome me, on the strength
of this unity, and swallow me up in his own

destruction. If I withstand him, and deny
that, in the Sabellian sense, God is One,
a fresh heresy is ready to receive me, pointing
out that I teach the existence of two Gods.
Again, if I undertake to tell how the Son
of God was born from Mary, Photinus, the
Ebion of our day, will be prompt to twist this
assertion of the truth into a confirmation of
his lie. I need mention no other heresies,
save one; all the world knows that they are
alien from the Church. It is one that has
been often denounced, often rejected, yet
it preys upon our vitals still. Galatias has

reared a large brood of godless assertors of
the unity of God. Alexandria* has sown
broadcast, over almost the whole world, her

denial, which is an affirmation, of the doctrine
of two Gods. Pannonia = upholds her pes-
tilent doctrine that the only birth of Jesus
Christ was from the Virgin. And the Church,
distracted by these rival faiths, is in danger
of being led by means of truth into a rejection
of truth. Doctrines are being forced upon
her for godless ends, which, according to
the use that is made of them, will either
support or overthrow the faith. For instance,
we cannot, as true believers, assert that God
, is One, if we mean by it that He is alone ;
for faith in a lonely God denies the Godhead
of the Son. If

,

on the other hand, we assert,

' Cf. Lucan. IX. 696ff.

4 Arius.

3 Marccllus of Ancyra.

5 Photinus of Sirmium.

as we truly can, that the Son is God, we are

in danger, so they fondly imagine, of deserting
the truth that God is One. We are in peril
on either hand ; we may deny the unity or
we may maintain the isolation. But it is

a danger which has no terrors for the foolish
things of the worhi^. Our adversaries are
blind to the fact that His assertion that He

is not alone is consistent with unity; thi.it
though He is One He is not solitary.

4
. Bat I trust that the Church, by the lisht

of her doctrine, will so enlighten the world's
vain wisdom, that, even though it accept not
the mystery of the faith, it will recognise that
in our conflict with heretics we, and not they,
are the true representatives of that mystery.
For great is the force of truth ; not only is

it its own sufficient witness, but the more

it is assailed the more evident it becomes ;

the daily shocks which it receives only in-
crease its inherent stability. It is the ' pe-
culiar property of the Church that when she

is buffi^ted she is triumphant, when she is

assaulted with argument she proves herself
in the right, wlien she is deserted by her

supporters she holds the field. It is her wish
that all men should remain at her side and
in her bosom ; if it lay with her, none would
become unworthy to abide under the shelter
of that august mother, none would be cast
out or suffered to depart from her calm re-

treat. But when heretics desert her or she

expels them, the loss she endures, in that she

cannot save them, is compensated by an in-
creased assurance that she alone can offer

bliss. This is a truth which the passionate
zeal of rival heresies brings into the clearest
prominence. The Church, ordained by the
Lord and established by His Apostles, is one
for all ; but the frantic folly of discordant
sects has severed them from her. And it

is obvious that these dissensions concerning
the faith result from a distorted mind, whicli

twists the words of Scripture into confor-

mity with its opinion, instead of adjusting
that opinion to the worc's of Scripture. And
thus, amid the clash of mutually destructive
errors, the Church stands revealed not only

by her own teaching, but by that of her rivals.
They are ranged, all of them, against her ;

and the very fact that she stands single and

alone is her sufficient answer to their godle.s

delusions. The hosts of heresy assemble them-
selves against her ; each of them can defeat
all the others, but not one can win a victory for
itself. The only victory is the triumph which
the Church celebrates over them all. Each

heresy wields against its adversai'y some weapon

6 1 Cor. i. 27.
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alread)' shattered, in another instance, by the
Church's condemnation. There is no point
of union between them, and the outcome of
their internecine struggles is the confirmation
of the faith.

5. Sabehius sweeps away the birth of the
Son, and then preaches tlie unity of >God ;
hut he does not doubt that the mighty Nature,
which acted in the human Christ, was God.
He shuts his eyes to the revealed mystery of
the Sonship ; the works done seem to him
so marvellous that he cannot believe that He
who performed them could undergo a true
generation. When he hears the words, He that
hath seen Me hath seen the Father also 7, he
jumps to tlie blasphemous conclusion of an
inse])arable and indistinguishable identity of
nature in Father and Son, because he fails
to see' that the revelation of the birth is the
mode in which Their unity of nature is mani-
fested to us. For the fact that the Father
is seen in the Son is a proof of the Son's
13ivinit)-, not a disproof of His birth. Thus
our knowledge of Each of Them is condi-
tioned by our knowledge of the Other, for
there is no difference of nature between them ;
and, shice in this respect they are One, a
reverent study of the character of Either will
give us a true insight into the nature of Both
For, indeed, it is certain that~He, Who was
in the form of God, must in His self-reve-
lation present Himself to us in the exact
aspect of the form of God 8. Again, this
perverse and insane delusion derives a further
encouragement from the words, / and the
Father are One"). From the fact of unity
in the same nature they have impiously de-
duced a confusion of Persons; their inter-
pretation, that the words signify a single
Power, contradicts the tenour of the passage.
For / and the Father are One does not indi-
cate a solitary God. The use of the conjunc-
tion and shews clearly that more than one
Person is signified ; and are requires a plu-
rality of subject. Moreover, the One is not
incompatible with a birth. Its sense is

,

that
tne Two Persons have the one nature in com-
mon. The One is inconsistent with difference ;

the are with identity.

6
.

Set our modern heresy in array against the
delusion, equally wild, of Sabellius; 'let them
make the best of their case. The new heretics
will advance the passage. The Father is

f,reater than /'. Neglecting the mystery of
the Divine birth, and the mystery of God's
emptying Himself and taking flesh, they will
argue the inferiority of His nature from His

■
/

St. John xiv. 9
. 8 Cf. Phil. ii. 6, 9 St. John x 30.I lb. XIV.23.

assertion that the Father is the greater. They
will plead against Sabellius that Christ is

a Son, in so far as One can be a Son who

is inferior to the Father and needs to ask
for restoration to His glory, and fears to die
and indeed did die. In reply Sabellius will
adduce His deeds in' evidence of His Divine
nature ; and while our novel heresy, to escape
the admission of Christ's true Sonship, will
heartily agree with him that God is One,
Sabellius will emphatically assert the same
article of the faiih, in the sense that no Son
exists. The one side lays stress upon the
action of the Son ; the other urges that in
that action God is manifest. The one will
demonstrate the unity, the other disprove the

identity. Sabellius will defend his position
thus: —"The works that were done could
have been done by no other nature than the
Divine. Sins were remitted, the sick were
healed, the lame ran, the blind saw, the dead
lived. God alone has power for this. The
words / and the Father are One could only
have been spoken from self-knowledge ; no
nature, outside the Father's, could have
uttered them. Why then suggest a second
substance, and urge me to believe in a second
God ? These works are pecuhar to God ;

the One God wrought them." Flis adversaries,
animated by a hatred, equally venomous, for
the faith, will argue that the Son is unlike
in nature to God the Father :—" You are
ignorant of the mystery of your salvation.
You must believe in a Son through Whom
the worlds were made, through Whom man
was fashioned, Who gave the Law through
Angels, VVho was born of Mary, Who was
sent by the Father, was crucified, dead and
buried, Who rose again from the dead and

is at the right hand of God, Who is the Judge
of quick and dead. Unto Him we must rise
again, we must confess Him, we must earn
our place in His kingdom." Each of the two
enemies of the Church is fighting the Church's
battle. Sabellius displays Christ as God by
the witness of the Divine nature manifested
in His works ; Sabellius' antagonists confess
Christ, on the evidence of the revealed faith,
to be the Son of God.

7
. Again, how glorious a victory for our

faith is that in which Ebion— in other word.'<,
Photinus—both wins the day and loses it !

He castigates Sabellius for denying that the
Son of God is Man, and in his turn has to
submit to the reproaches of Arian fanatics lor
failing to see that this Man is the Son of God.
Against Sabellius he calls the Gospels to his
aid, with their evidence concerning the Son
of Mary ; Arius deprives him of this ally by
proving that the Gospels make Christ some-
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thing more than the Son of Man'. Sabelliiis
denies that there is a Son of God ; against
him Photinus elevates man to the place of
Son. Photiiuis will hear nothing of a Son
born before the worlds; against him, Arius
denies that the only birth of the Son of God
was His human birth. Let them defeat one
another to tjieir hearts' content, for every
victory which each of them wins is balanced
by a defeat. Our present adversaries are
routed in the m.atter of the Divine nature
of the Son ; Sabellius in the matter of the
Son's revealed existence ; Photinus is con-
victed of ignorance, or else of falsehood, in
his denial of the Son's birth before the worlds.
Meanwhile the Church, whose faith is" based
upon the teaching of Evangelists and Apostles,
holds fast, against Sabellius, her assertion that
the Son exists ; against Arius, that He is God
by nature ; against Photinus, that He created
the universe. And she is the more convinced
of her faith, in that they cannot combine to
contradict it. for Sabellius points to the
works of Christ in proof of the Divinity of
Hira Who wrought them, though he knows
not tliat the Son was their Author. The
Arians grant Him the name of Son, though
they confess not that the true nature of God
dwelt in Him. Photinus maintains His man-
hood, though in maintaining it he forgets that
Christ was born as God before the worlds.
Thus, in their several assertions and denials,
there are points in which each heresy is in
the right in defence or attack ; and the result
of their conflicts is that the truth of our con-
tession is brought into clearer light.
8. I felt that I must spare a httle space
to point this out. It has been from no love
for amplification, but that it might serve as
a warning. First, I wished to expose the
vague and confused character of this crowd
of heresies, whose mutual feuds turn, as we
have Seen, to our advantage. Secondly, in

my warfare against the blasphemous doctrines
of modern heresy ; that is, in my task of
proclaiming that both God the Father and
God the Son are God, — in other wortls, that
Father and Son are One in name. One in
nature, One in the kind of Divinity which
they possess,— I wished to shield myself from
any charge which might be brought against
me, either as an advocate of two Gods or of
one lonely and isolated Deity. For in God
the Father and God the Son, as I have set
them forth, no confusion of Persons can be
detected ; nor in ray exposition of Their
common nature can any difference between
the Godhead of the One and of the Other
be discerned. In the prece(5ing book I have
sufficiently refuted, by the witness of the

Gospels, those who deny the subsistence of
God the Son by a true birth from God; my
present duty is to shew that He, Who in the
truth of His nature is Son of God, is also
in the truth of His nature God. But this
proof must not degenerate into the fatal
profession of a solitary God, or of a second
God. It shall manifest God as One yet not
alone ; but in its care to avoid the error of
making Him lonely it shall not fall into the
error of denying His unity.
9. Thus we have all these different assur-
ances of the Divinity of our Lord Jesus
Christ:— His name, His birth, His nature,
His power, His own assertion. As to the
naine, I conceive that no doubt is possible.
It is written. In the beginning was the Word,
and the Word was with God, and the Word
was God'. What reason can there be for
suspecting that He is not what His name
indicates? And does not this name clearly
describe His nature ? If a statement be con-
tradicted, it must be for some reason. What
reason, I demand, is there in this instance
for denying that He is God ? The name is
given Plira, plainly and distinctly, and un-

qualified by any incongruous addition which

might raise a doubt. The Word, we read,
which was made flesh, was none other than
God. Here is no loophole for any sucli
conjecture as that He has received this name
as a favour or taken it upon Himself, so
possessing a titular Godhead which is not
His by nature.
10. Consider the other recorded instances
in which this name was given by favour or

assumed. To Moses it was said, r have made
thee a god to Pharaoh 3. Does not this ad-

dition, to Pharaoh, account for the title? Did
God impart to Moses the Divine nature ? Did
He not rather make Moses a god in the sight
of Pharaoh, who was to be smitten with terror
when Moses' serpent swallowed the magic
serpents and returned into a rod, when he

drove back the venomous flies which he had

called forth, when he stayed the hail by the

same power wherewith he had summoned it
,

and made the locusts depart by the same

might which had brought them ; when in the
wonders that he wrought the magicians saw

the finger of God? That was the sense in
which Moses was appointed to be god to

Pharaoh ; he was feared and entreated, he

chastised and healed. It is one thing to be
appointed a god ; it is another thing to be
God. He was made a god to Pharaoh ; he
had not that nature and that name wherein

God consists. I call to mind another instance

= St. Jolin i. I. 3 Exod. vii. >.
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of the name being given as a title ; that where
it is written, / have said, Ye m-e gods *. But
this is obviously the granting of a favour./ /lave said proves that it is no definition, but
only a description by One Who chooses to
speak thus. A definition gives us knowledge
of the object defined ; a description depends
on the arbitrary will of the speaker. VVhen
a speaker is manifestly conferring a title, that

title has its origin only in the speaker's words,
not in the thing itself. The title is not the
name which expresses its nature and kind.
1 1. But in this case the JVurd in very truth
is God; the essence of the Godhead exists in
the Word, and that essence is expressed in the
Word's name. For the name JVord is in-
herent in the Son of God as a consequence
of His mysterious birth, as are also the names
Wisdom and Power. These, together with the
substance which is His by a true birth, were
called into existence to be the Son of God s ;
yet, since they are the elements of God's
nature, they are still immanent in Him in
imdiminished extent, although they were born
from Him to be His Son. For, as we have
said so often, the mystery which we preach
is that of a Son Who owes His existence not
to division but to birth. He is not a segment
cut off, and so incomplete, but an Offspring
born, and therefore perfect ; for birth involves
no diminution of the Begetter, and has the
possibility of perfection for the Begotten. And
therefore the titles of those substantive pro-
perties* are applied to God the Only-begotten,
for when He came into existence by birth it
was they which constituted His perfection ;
and this although they did not thereby desert
the Father, in Whom, by the immutability
of His nature, they are eternally present. For
instance, the Word is God the Only-begotten,
and yet the Unbegotten Father is never with-
out His Word. Not that the nature of the
Sun is that of a sound which is uttered. He
is God from God, subsisting through a true
birth; God's own Son, born from the Father,
indistinguishable from Him in nature, and
tlierefore inseparable. This is the lesson which
His tide of the Word is meant to teach us.
And in the same way Christ is the Wisdom
and the Power of God ; not that He is

,

as He

is often regarded ?, the inward activity of the
Father's might or thought, but that His nature,
possessing through birth a true substantial ex-
istence, is indicated by these names of inward
forces. For an object, which has by birth
an existence of its own, cannot be regarded

4 Psalm Ixxxi. (Ixxxii.) 6
.

5 I.e. Theseaie theelementsof whichHis Person is composed
by theeternalgeneration.' Word, Wisdom. Power. 7 By theSabellians.

as a property; a property is necessarily in-
herent in some being and can have no in-
dependent existence. But it was to save us
from concluding that the Son is alien from
the Divine nature of His Father that He, the
Only-begotten from the eternal God His
Father, born as God into a substantial ex-
istence of His own, has had Himself revealed
to us under these names of properties, of
which the Father, out of Whom He came
into existence, has suffered no diminution.
Thus He, being God, is nothing else than
God. For when I hear the words. And the
Word was God, they do not merely tell me
that the Son was called God ; they reveil
to my understanding that He is God. In
those previous instances, where Moses was
called god and others were styled gods, there
was the mere addition of a name by way of
title. Here a solid essential truth is stated ;

The Word was God. Tliat zvas indicates no
accidental title, but an eternal reality, a per-
manent element of His existence, an inherent
character of His nature.
12. And now let us see whether the con-
fession of Thomas the Apostle, when he cried,
My Lord and My God, corresponds with this
assertion of the Evangelist. We see that he
speaks of Him, Whom he confesses to be
God, as My God. Now Thomas was un-
doubtedly familiar v?ith those words of the
Lord, Hear, O Israel, the Lord thy God is

One. How then could the faith of an Apostle
become so oblivious of that primary command
as to confess Christ as God, when life is con-
ditional upon the confession of the Divine
unity ? It was because, in the light of the
Resurrection, the whole mystery of the faith
had become visible to the Apostle. He had
often heard such words as, / and the Father
are One, and. All things that the Father hath
are Mine, and, / iti the Father and the Father
in Me^ ; and now he can confess that the
name of God expresses the nature of Christ,
without peril to the faith. Without breach
of loyalty to the One God, the Father, his
devotion could now regard the Son of God
as God, since he believed that everything con-
tained in the nature of the Son was truly of
the same nature with the Father. No longer
need he fear that such a confession as his was
the proclamation of a second God, a treason
against the unity of the Divine nature; lor

it was not a second God Whom that perfect
birth of the Godhead had brought into being.
Thus it was with full knowledge of the mystery
of the Gospel that Thomas confessed his Lord
and his God. It was not a title of honour;

^ St, John X. 30,xvi. 15,xiv. n.
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it was a confession of nature. He believed
that Christ was God in substance and in

power. And the Lord, in turn, shews that
this act of worship was the expression not

of mere reverence, but of faith, when He says,
Because thou hast seen, thou hast believed;

blessed are they which have not seen, and have

believed. For Thomas had seen before he
btflieved. But, you ask. What was it that
Thomas beheved ? That, beyond a doubt,
which is expressed in his words, My Lord and
my God. No nature but that of God could
have risen by its own might from death to

life; and it is this fact, that Christ is God,
which was confessed by Thomas with the
confidence of an assured faith. STiall we,
then, dream that His name of God is not
a substantial reality, when that name has been

proclaimed by a faith based upon certain

evidence? Surely a Son devoted to His
Father, One Who did not His own will but
the will of Him that sent Him, Who sought
not His own glory but the glory of Him from
Whom He came, would have rejected the
adoration involved in such a name as de-

structive of that unity of God which had been
the burden of His teaching. Yet, in fact. He
confirms this assertion of the mysterious truth,
made by the believing Apostle; He accepts
as His own the name which belongs to the
nature of the Father. And He teaches that
they are blessed who, though they have not

seen Him rise from the dead, yet have be-
lieved, on the assurance of the Resurrection,
that He is God.
13. Thus the name which expresses His
nature proves the truth of our confession of
the faith. For the name, which indicates any
single substance, points out also any other

substance of the same kind; and, in this in-
stance, there are not two substances but one

substance, of the one kind. For the Son
of God is God; this is the truth expressed
in His name. The one name does not em-
brace two Gods ; for the one name God is the

name of one indivisible nature. For since the
Fatlrer is God and the Son is God, and that
name which is peculiar to the Divine nature
is inherent in Eacli, tiierefore the Two are
One. For the Son, though He subsists through
a birth from the Divine nature, yet preserves
the unity in His name ; and this birth of the
Son does not compel loyal believers to ac-

knowledge two Gods, since our confession
' declares that Father and Son are One, both
in nature and in name. Thus the Son of God
lias the Divine name as the result of His birth.
Now the second step in our demonstration
was to be that of shewing that it is by virtue
01 His birth that He is God. I have still

to bring forward the evidence of the Apostles
that the Divine name is used of Him in an
exact sense; but for the present I purpose
to continue our enquiry into the language
of the Gospels.
14. And first I ask what new element,
destructive of His Godhead, can have been
imported by birth into the nature of the Son ?
Universal reason rejects the supposition that
a being can become different in nature,

by tlie process of birth, from the being to
which its birth is due ; although we recognise
the possibility that from parents, different in
kind, an offspring sharing the nature of both,
yet diverse from either, may be propagated.
The fact is famiUar in the case of beasts,
both tame and wild. But even in this case
there is no real novelty; the new qualities
already exist, concealed in the two different

parental natures, and are only developed by
the connexion. The birih of their joint off-
spring is not the cause of that offspring's
difference from its parents. The difference
is a gift from them of various diversities,
which are received and combined in one
frame. When this is the case as to the
transmission and reception even of bodily
differences, is it not a form of madness to
assert that the birth of God the Only-begotten
was the birth from God of a nature inferior
to Himself? For the giving of birth is a
function of the true nature of the transmitter
of life ; and without the presence and action
of that true nature there can be no birth.
The object of all this heat and passion is
to prove that there was no birth, but a

creation, of the Son of God ; that the Divine
nature is not His origin and that He does
not possess that nature in His personal sub-
sistence, but draws, from what was non-existent,

a nature different in kind from the Divine.
They are angry because He says, Thai which
is born of the flesh is flesh, and that u'hich is
born of the Spirit is Spirit^. l''or, since God
is a Spirit, it is clear that in One born from

Him there can be nothing alien or different
from that Spirit from which He was born.
Thus the birth of God constltuLes Him perfect
God. And hence also it is clear that we
must not say that He began to exist, but

only that He was born. For there is a sense
in which beginning is different from birth.

A thing whicli begins to exist either comes
into existence out of nothing, or developes
out of one state into another, ceasing to be

what it was before; so, for instance, gold is

formed out of earth, solids melt into liquids,
cold changes to warmth, white to red, water

9 St. John iii. 6.
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breeds movinn; creatures, lifeless objects turn
into living. In contrast to all this, the Son
of God did not begin, out of nothing, to be
God, but was born as God ; nor had He
an existence of another kind before the
Divine. Thus He Who was born to be God
had neither a beginning of His Godhead, nor
yet a development up to it. His birth re-
tained for Him that nature out of which
He came into being; the Son of God, in
His distinct existence, is what God is, and
is nothing else.

15. Again, any one who is in doubt con-
cerning this matter may gain from the Jews
an accurate knowledge of Christ's nature ; or
rather learn that He was truly born from the
Gospel, where it is written. Therefore the Jews
sought the more to kill Him because He not
only broke the Sabbath, but said also that God
was His own Father, making Himself equal
with God^. This passage is unlike most
others in not giving us the words spoken by
the Jews, but the Apostle's explanation of
their motive in wishing to kill the Lord. We
see that no plea of misapprehension can
excuse the wickedness of these blasphemers ;
for we have the Apostle's evidence that the
true nature of Christ was fully revealed to
them. They could speak of His birth :—He
said that God ivas His Father, making Himself
equal with God. Was not His clearly a birth
of nature from nature, when He published
the equality of His nature by speaking of
God, by name, as His own Father? Now it
is manifest that equality consists in the
absence of difference between those who are
equal. Is it not also manifest that the result
of birth must be a nature in which there is
an absence of difference between Son and
Father? And this is the only possible origin
of true equality; birth can only bring into
existence a nature equal to its origin. But
again, we can no more hold that there is
equality where there is confu-ion, than we can
where there is difference. Thus equality, as
of the image % is incompatible with isolation
and with diversity ; for equality cannot dwell
with difference, nor yet in solitude.
16. And now, although we have found the
sense of Scripture, as we understand it

,

in
harmony with the conclusions of ordinary
reason, the two agreeing that equality is in-
compatible either with diversity or with iso-
lation, yet we must seek a fresh support for
our contention from actual words of our Lord.
For only so can we check that licence of
arbitrary interpretation whereby these bold
traducers of the faith would even venture

' St. John V. i8. » Heb. i. 3
.

to cavil at the Lord's solemn self -revelation.
His answer to the Jews was this :— The Son
ca?i do nothing of Himself but what He seeih
the Father do; for what things soever He
doeth, these also doeth the Son likewise. For
the Father loveth the Son, and shnveth Him
all things that Himself doeth ; and He ivill
sheiv Him greater works than these, that ye
may marvel. For as the Father raiseth up the
dead and guiirkeneth them, even so the Son quick-
eneth whom He will. For the Father fudoeth
no man, but hath given all judgment to the Son,
that all may honour the Son ei>enas they honour
the Father. He that honoureth not the Son
honoureth not the Father which hath sent Him 3.

'I'he course of our argument, as I had shaped

it in my mind, required that each several

point of the debate should be handled singly ;

that, since we had been taught that our Lord

Jesus Christ, the Son of God, is God in name,
in birth, in nature, in power, in self-revelation,
our demonstration of the faith should establish
each successive point in that order. But His
birth is a barrier to such a treatment of the
question ; for a consideration of it includes

a consideration of His name and nature and
power and self-revelation. For His birth in-
volves all these, and they are His by the fact
that He is born. And thus our argument con-
cerning His birth has taken such a course that

it is impossible for us to keep these other
matters back for separate discussion in their

turn.

17. The chief reason why the Jews wished
to kill the Lord was that, in calling God His
Father, He had made Himself equal with
God; and therefore He put His answer,
in which He reproved their evil passion, into
the form of an exposition of the whole mystery
of our faith. For just before this, when He
had healed the paralytic and they had passed
their judgment upon Him that He was worthy
of death for breaking the Sabbath, He had
said, My Father worketh hitherto, and I

7Liork''. Their jealousy had been inflamed
to the utmost by the raising of Himself to
the level of God which was involved in this
use of the name of Father. And now He
wishes to assert His birth and to reveal the
powers of His nature, and so He says, I say
unto you, the Son can do nothing o

f HimselJ,
but what He seeth the Father do These
opening words of His reply are aimed at that
wicked zeal of the Jews, which hurried them
on even to the desire of slaying Him. It

is in reference to the charge of breaking the
Sabbath that He says. My Father worketh
hitherto, and I work. He wished -them to

3 St. John V. ig—22. « lb.'
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understand that His practice was justified
by Divine authority ; and He taught them
by the same words that His work must be
regarded as the work of the Father, AVho was
working in Him all that He wrought. And
again, it was to subdue the jealousy awakened

by His speaking of God as His Father that
He uttered those words. Verily, verily, I say
unto you, the Son can do nothing of Himself,
but what He seeth the Father do. Lest this
making of Himself equal to God, as having
the name and nature of God's Son, should
withdraw men's faith from the truth that He
had been born, He says that the Son can
do nothing but what He sees the Father do.
Next, in confirmation of the saving narmony
of truths in our confession of Father and of
Son, He displays this nature which is His
by birth ; a nature which derives its power
of action not from successive gifts of strength
to do particular deeds, but from knowledge.
He shews that this knowledge is not imparted
by the Father's performance of any bodily
work, as a pattern, that the Son may imitate

what the Father has previously done ; but

that, by the action of the Divine nature.
He had come to share the subsistence of
the Divine nature, or, in other words, had
been born as Son from the Father. He told
them that, because the power and the nature

of God dwelt consciously within Him, it was
impossible for Him to do anything which
He had not seen the Father doing ; that,
since it is in the might of the Father that
God the Only-begotten performs His works.
His liberty of action coincides in its range
with His knowledge of the powers of the
nature of God the Father; a nature insepar-
able from Himself, and lawfully owned by
Him in virtue of His birth. For God sees
not after a bodily fashion, but possesses, by
His nature, the vision of Omnipotence.
18. The next words are, For what things

soever He— the Futhtr—doeth, these also doeth
the Son likewise. This likewise is added to indi-
cate His birth ; whatsoever and same to indicate
the true Divinity of His nature. Whatsoever
and same make it impossible that there shouLi

be any actions of His that are different from,
or outside, the actions of the Father. Thus
He, Whose nature has power- to do all the same
things as the Father, is included in the same

nature with the Father. But when, in contrast
with this, we read that all these same things
are clone by the Son likewise, the fact that the

works are like those of Another is fatal to the
supposition that He Who does them works
in isolation. Thus the same things that the
Father does are all done likewise by the Son.
Here we have clear proof of His true birth.

and at the same time a convincing attestation

of the Mystery of our faith, which, with its
foundation in the Unity of the nature of God,
confesses that there resides in Father and

Son an indivisible Divinity. For the Son
does the same things as the Father, and does

them likewise ; while acting in like manner

He does the same things. Two truths are
combined in one proposition ; that His works
are done likewise proves His birth ; that they
are the same works proves His nature.

19. Thus the progressive revelation con-
tained in our Lord's reply is at one with the
progressive statement of truth in the Church's
confession of faith. Neither of them divides
the nature, and both declare the birth. For
the next words of Christ are. For the Father
loveth the Son, and sheweth Him all things
that Himself doeth ; and Fie will shew Him
greater works than these, that ye may marvel.

For as the Father raiseth up the dead, and
quickeneth them, even so the Son quickeneth
ivhom He will. Can there be any other
purpose in this revelation of the manner in
which God works, except that of inculcating
the true birth ; the faith in a subsisting Son

born from the subsistmg God, His Father?
The only other explanation is that God the
Only-begotten was so ignorant that He needed
the instruction conveyed in this shewing ; but

the reckless blasphemy of the suggestion makes
this alternative impossible. For He, knowing,
as He does, everything that He is taught, has
no need of the teaching. And accordingly,
after the words. The Father loveth the Son, and
sheweth Him all things that Himself doeth, we
are next informed that all this shewing is for

our instruction in the faith ; that the Father
and the Son may have their equal share in

our confession, and we be saved, by this state-

ment that the Father shews all that He does
to the Son, from the delusion that the Son's

knowledge is imperfect. With this object He

goes on to say. And He will shew Him greater
works than t/ieie, that ye may marvel. For as
the Father raiseth up the dead and quickeneth
them, even w the Son quickeneth whom He will.
We see that the Son has full knowledge of

the future works which the Father will shew
Him hereafter. He knows that He will be

shewn how, after His Father's example. He

is to give life to the dead. For He says that

the Father will shew to the Son things at

which they shall marvel; and at once pro-

ceeds to tell them what these things are;—

For as the Father raiseth tip the dead and

quickeneth them, even so the Son quickeneth

whom He will. The power is equal because
the nature is one and the same. 'I'he shewing

of the works is an aid, not to ignorance in
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Him, but to f:iith in us. It conveys to the
Son no knowledge of things unknown, but
it imparts to us the confidence to proclaim

His birth, by assuring us that the Father has
shewn to Him all the works that He Himself
can do. The terms used in this Divine dis-
course have been chosen with the utmost

deliberation, lest any vagueness of language
should suggest a difference of nature between
the Two. Christ says that the Father's works
were shewn Him, instead of saying that, to
enable Him to perform them, a mighty nature
was given Him. Hereby He wishes to reveal
to us that this shewing was a substantive part
of the process of His birth, since, simul-
taneously with that birth, there was imparted
to Him by the Father's love a knowledge
of the works which the Father willed that
He should do. And again, to sa\e us from
being led, by this declaration of the shewing,
to suppose that the Son's nature is ignorant
and therefore different from the Father's, He
makes it clear that He already knows the
things that are to be shewn Him. So far,
indeed, is He from needing the authoiity o-f
precedent to enable Him to act, that He
is to give life to whom He will. To will
implies a free nature, subsisting with power
to choose in the blissful exercise of omni-
potence.
20. And next, lest it should seem that to
give life to whom He will is not within the
power of One Who has been truly born, but
is only the prerogative of ingenerate Omni-
potence, He hastens to add. For the Father
Ji/dge/h no man, but hath given all judgment to
the Son. The statement that all judgment
is given teaches both His birth and His Son-
ship ; for only a nature which is altogether
one with the Father's could possess all things ;
and a Son can iiossess nothing, except by
gift. Bat all judgment has been given Him,
for He quickens whom He will. Now we
cannot suppose that judgment is taken away
from the h'atlier, although He does not exer-
cise it; for the Son's whole j>ower of judg-
ment proceeds from the Father's, being n gift
from Him. And there is no concealment ol
tlie reason why judgment has been given to
the Son, for the words which follow are. But
lie hath given all judgment to the Son, that
all men may honour the Son even as they
honour the Father. He that honoureth not
the Son honoureth not the Father Which hath
sent Him. Wliat possible excuse remains for
doubt, or for the irreverence of denial ? The
reason for the gift of judgment is that the Son
may receive an honour equal to that which
is paid to the Father; and thus he who dis-
honours the Son is guilty of dishonouring the

Father also. How, after this proof, can we
imagine that the nature given Him by birth
is different from the Father's, when He is the
Father's equal in work, in power, in honour,
in the punishment awarded to gainsayers?
Thus this whole Divine reply is nothing else
than an unfolding of the mystery of His birth.
And the only distinction that it is right or
possible to make between Father and Son
is that the Latter was born ; yet born in such
a sense as to be One with His Father.
21. Thus the Father works hitherto and the
Son works. In Father and Son you have the
names which express Their nature in relation
to Each other. Note also that it is the Divine
nature, that through which God works, that
is working here. And remember, lest you
fall into the error of imagining that the oper-
ation of two unlike natures is here described,
how it was said concerning the blind man,
But that the works of God may be made rnam-
fest in him, I must work the works of Him that
sent Me^. You see that in his case the work
wrought by the Son is the Father's work ; and
the Son's work is God's work. The remainder
of the discourse which we are considering also
deals with works ; but my defence is at pre-
sent only concerned with assigning the whole
work to Both, and pointing out that They are
at one in Their method of working, since the
Son is employed upon that work which the
Father does hitherto. The sanction contained
in this fact that, by virtue of His Divine birth,
the Father is working with Him in all. that
He does, will save us from supposing that
the Lord of the Sabbath was doing wrong
in working on the Sabbath. His Sonship
is not affected, for there is no confusion of
His Divinity with the Father's, and no nega-
tion of it ; His Godhead is not affected, for
His Divine nature is untouched. Their unity
is not affected, for no difference is revealed
to sever Them ; and Their unity is not pre-
sented in such a light as to contradict Their
distinct existence. First recognise the Son-
ship of the Son ; 77te Son can do nothing of
Himself, hut 7cihat He seeth the Father do
Here His birth is manliest; because of i.
He can do nothing of Himself till He sees
it being done. He cannot be unbegotten,
because He can do nothing of Himseff; He
has no power of iniiiation, and therefore He
must have been born. But the fact that He
can see the Father's works proves that He
has the comprehension which belongs to the
conscious Possessor of Divinity. Next, mark
that He does possess this true Divine nature; —
For what things soever He doeth, these also docth

5 St. John ix. 3.



ON THE TRINITY. — BOOK VII. 127

the Son lUie-ivise. And now that we have seen
Him endowed with the powers of that nature,
note how this results in unity, how one nature
dwells in the Two ;— That all men may honour
the So7), even as they honour the Fdther. And
tlien, lest reilection on this unity entangle
you in the delusion of a solitary and self-
contained God, take to heart the mystery of
the faith manifested in these words, He that
honoureth not the Son honoureth not the Father
Which hath sent Him. The rage and cunning
of heresy may do their worst ; our position
is impregnable. He is the Son, because He
can do nothing of Himself; He is God, be-
cause, whatever the Father does, He does the
same ; They Two are One, because *He is
equal in honour to the Father and does the
very same works; He is not the F'ather, be-
cause He is sent. So great is the wealth of
mysterious trulh contained in this one doc-
trine of the birth ! It embraces His name,
His nature. His power, His self-revelation ;
for everything conveyed to Him in Flis birth
must be contained in that nature from which
His birth is derived. Into His nature no
element of any substance different in kind
from that of His Author is introduced, for
a nature wliich springs from one nature only
must be entirely one with that nature which
is its parent. An unity is that which, contain-
ing no discordant elements, is one in kind
with itself; an unity constituted through birth
cannot be solitary ; for solitude can have but
a single occupant, while an unity constituted

through birth imphes the conjunction of Two.
22. And funherraore, let His own Divine
words bear witness to Himself. He says.
They that are of My sheep hear My voice, andI know them, and they folloiv Me ; and I f^ve
unto them eternal life, and they shall never
perish, neither shall any man pluck them out

of Aly hand. That which My Father hath
e;iven Me is greater than all, a?id no man shall
be able to pluck them out of My Father's hand.I and the Father are one *. What lethargy can
blunt so utterly the edge of our understanding
as to render so precise a statement for one

moment obscure to us ? What proud sophistry
can play such pranks with human docilit)
as to persuade those, who have learnt from

these words the knowledge of what Gotl is
,

that they must not recognise God in Him,
Whose Godhead was here revealed to them?

Hf.resy ought either to bring forward other

Gospels in support of its doctrine ; or else,

if our existing Gospels are the only documents
which teach ot God, why do they not believe

the lessons taught? If they are the only

fi St. John X. 27—30.

source of knowledge, why not draw faith,
as well as knowledge, from them? Yet now
we find that their faith is held in defiance
of their knowledge; and hence it is a faith
rooted not in knowledge, but in sin ; a faith

of bold irreverence, instead of reverent hu-
mility, towanls the truth confessedly known.

God the Only-begotten, as we have seen, fully

assured of His own nature, reveals with the
utmost precision of language the mystery of
His biith. He reveals it

,

ineffable though

it is
,

in such wise that we can believe and

confess it; that we can understand that He
was born and believe that He has the nature
of God and is One with the Father, and One
with Him in such a sense that God is not

alone nor Son another name for Father, bu*

that in very truth He is the Son. For, firstly,
He assures us of the powers of His Divine
nature, saying of Flis sheep, and no man shall

pluck them out o
f My hand. It is the utterance

of conscious power, this confession of free and
irresistible energy, that will allow no man to

pluck Flis sheep from His hand. But more
than this ; not only has He the nature of
God, but He would have us know that that

nature is His by birth from God, and hence

He adds. That which the Father has given
Me is greater than all. He makes no secret

of His birth from the Father, for what He

received from the Father He says is greater
than all. And He Who received it

,

received

it at His birth, not after His birth, and yet

it came to Him from Another, for He re-

ceived it?. But He, Who received this gift

from Another, forbids us to suppose that He

Himself is different in kind from That Other,

and does not eternally subsist with the same

nature as that of Him Who gave the gift,

by say in (^,No man shall he able to pluck them

out of My Father's hand. None can pluck
them out of His hand, for He has received

from His Father that which is greater than

all thinijs. What, then, means this contra-

dictory "assertion that none can pluck them

fiom His Father's hand ? It is the Son's hantl
which received them from the Father, the

Father's hand which gave them to the Son :

in what sense is it said that what cannot

be plucked from the Son's hand
cannot be

plucked from the Father's hand ? Hear,

if you

wish to know:—/ and the Father are one.

The Son's hand is the Father's hand. For

the Divine nature does not deteriorate or

cease to be the same in passing through birth :

nor yet is this sameness a bar to our
iaith

in the birth, for in that birth no alien element

was admitted into His nature. And here He
-

7 I.e. He is not Unbegotten.
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speaks of the Son's hand, which is the hand
of the Father, that by a bodily similitude you
may learn the power of the one Divine nature
which is in J^oth ; for the nature and the

]>ower of the Father is in the Son. And
lastly, that in this mysterious truth of the
birth you may discern the true and indis-
tinguishable unity of the nature of God, the
words were spoken, I and thi Father are One.
They were spoken that in this unity we might
see neither difference nor solitude ; for They
are Two, and yet no second nature came
into being through that true birth and gene-
ration.

23. There still remains, if I read them
aright, the same desire in these maddened
souls, though their opportunity for fulfilling
it is lost. Their bitter hearts still cherish a
longing for mischief which they can no longer
hope to satisfy. The Lord is on His throne
in heaven, and the furious hatred of heresy
cannot drag Him, as the Jews did, to the
Cross. But the spirit of unbelief is the same,
though now it takes the form of rejecting His
(lodhead. I'hey bid defiance to His words,
though they cannot deny that He spoke them.
They vent their hatred in blasphemy; instead
of stones they shower abuse. If they could
they would bring Him down from His throne
to a second crucifixion. When the Jews were
moved to wrath by the novelty of Christ's
teaching we read. The Jeivs therefore took up
stones to stone Him. He answered them,
Many good works have I shelved you from
the Father ; for which of those works do ye
stone Me i The Jews answered Him, For
a good work we stone Thee not, but for
hlasfheniy ; and because Thou, being a man,
niakest Thyself God'''. I bid you, lieretic, to
recognise herein your own deeds, your own
words. Be sure that you are their partner,
for you have made their unbelief your pattern.
It was at the words, I and the Father are One,
that the Jews took up stones. Their godless
irritation at the revelation of that saving
mystery hurried them on even to an attempt
to slay. There is no one whom you can
stone ; but is your guilt in denying Him less
tlian theirs? The will is the same, though
it is frustrated by His throne in heaven
Nay, it is you that are more impious than
the Jew. He lifted his stohe against the
Body, you lift yours against the Spirit ; he
as he thought, against man, you against God ;
he against a sojourner on earth, you against
Him that sits upon the throne of majesty;
he against One Whom he knew not, you

against Him Whom you confess; he against

^St. John X. 31—33.

the mortal Christ, you against the Judge of
the universe. The Jew says. Being Man ; you
say,
' Being a creature.' You and he join in

the cry, Makest Thyself God, with the same
insolence of blasphemy. You deny that He
is God begotten of God ; you deny that He
is the Son by a true birth ; you deny that His
words, I and the Father are One, contain the
assertion of one and the same nature in Both.
You foist upon us in His stead a modern,
a strange, an alien god ; you make Him God
of another kind from the Father, or else not
God at all, as not subsisting by a birth
from God.

24. The mystery contained in those words,/ and the Father are One, moves you to wrath.
I'he Jew answered. Thou, being a man makest
Thyself God ; your blasphemy is a match for
his :— ' Thou, being a creature, makest Thyself
God.' You say, in effect, ' Thou art not a
Son by birth, Thou art not God in truth ;
Thou art a creature, excelling all other
creatures. But Thou wast not born to be
God, for I refuse to believe that the incor-
poreal God gave birth to Thy nature. Thou
and the Father are not One. Nay more.
Thou art not the Son, Thou art not like
God, Thou art not God.' The Lord had His
answer for the Jews ; an answer that meets
the case of your blasphemy even better than
it met theirs :— Is it not written in the Law,I said. Ye are gods 1 If, therefore. He called
them gods, unto whom the word of God came,
and the Scripture ca?inot be broken, say ye of
Me, Whom the Father hath sanctified and sent
into this world, that I have blasphemed, becauseI said [ am the Son of God ? If I do ?iot the
works of the Father, believe Ale not ; but ifI do, and ye will not believe Me, believe the
works, that ye may knoiv and be sure that
the Father is in Me, and I in Him 9. The
matter of this reply was dictated by that
of the blasphemous attack upon Him. The
accusation was that He, being a man, made
Himself God. Their proof of this allegation
was His own statement, / and the Father are
One. He therefore sets Himself to prove that
tlie Divine nature, which is His by birth,
gives Him the right to assert that He and
the Father are One. He begins by exposing
the absurdity, as well as the insolence, of sucn
a charge as that of making Himself God,
though He was a man. The Law had con-
ferred the title upon holy men ; the word
of God, from which there is no appeal, had
given its sanction to the public use of the
name. What blasphemy, then, could there
be in the assumption of the title of Son of

9 St. John X. 34-3&
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Cod by Him Whom the Father had sancti-
fied and sent into the world ? Tiie unalter-
able record of the Word of God has confirmed
llie title to those to whom the Law assigned
it. There is an end, therefore, of the charge
that He, being a man, makes Himself God,
when the Law gives the name of gods to
those who are confessedly men. And further,
if other men may use this name without
blasphemy, there can obviously be no blas-

]ihemy in its use by the Man Whom the
Father has sanctified, —and note here that
throughout this argument He calls Himself
Man, for the Son of God is also Son of Man—
since He excels the rest, who yet are guilty
of no irreverence in styling themselves gods.
He excels them, in that He has been hallowed
to be the Son, as the blessed Paul says, who
teaches us of this sanclification :— 1] 7iich Be
had promised afore hy His frophets in the
Holy Saiptt/res, coucerniiig His Son, Which
was made of the seed of David according to
the flesh, and was appointed to be t]ie Son of
God with power, accordiiig to the spirit of
sanctifcation '. Thus the accusation of blas-
phemy on His part, in maldng Himself God,
falls to the ground. For the Word of God
has conferred this name upon many men ;
and He, Who was sanctified and sent by
the Father, did no more than proclaim Him-
self the Son of God.
25. There remains, I conceive, no possi-
bility of doubt but that the words, / and the '
Father are One, were spoken with regard to
the nature which is His by birth. The Jews
had rebuked Him because by these words

■

He, being a man, made Himself God. The
course of His answer proves that, in this
/ and the Father are One, He did profess
Himself the Son of God, first in name, then
in nature, and lastly by birth. For / and
, Father are the names of substantive Beings ;
One is a declaration of Their nature, namely,
that it is essentially the same in Both ; are
forbids us to confound Them together; are
one, while forbidding confusion, leaches that|
the unity of the Two is the result of a birth.
Now all this truth is drawn out from that
name, the Son of God, which He being sancti-
fied by the Father, bestows upon Himself;
a name, His right to which is eonfirmed by
His assertion, J and the Father are One. For
birth cannot confer any nature upon the off-

spring other than that of the parent from
whom that offspring is born.
26. Once more, God the Only-begotten has
sun.med up for us, in words of His own, the
wiiole re\ealed mysteiy of the faith.. When

* Rom. i. 2—4^

He had given His answer to the charge that
He, being a man, made Himself God, He
determined to shew that His words, I and tlie
Father are One, are a clear and necessary
conclusion ; and therefore He thus pursued
His argument ;— Ye say that I have biasphaned,
because J said, I am the Soji of God. If I do
not the works of the Father, believe Me not ;
but if I do, and ye will not believe Me, believe
the works, that ye may know and be sure that
the Father is in Me, and I in the Father.
After this, heresy that still persists in its

course perpetrates a wilful outrage in con-
scious r^espair ; the assertion of unbelief is
deliberate shamelessness. 'J'hey ^^ho make
it t.ake pride in folly and are dead to the faiilr.
for it is not ignorance, but madness, to con-
tradict this saying. The Lord had said, I arid
the Father arc One ; and the mystery of His
birth, which He revealed, was the unity in
nature of Father and Son. Again, when He
was accused for claiming the Divine nature,
He justified His claim by advancing a reason;
—If I do not the works of the Father, believe
Me not. We are not to believe His assertion
that He is the Son of God, unless He does
His Father's works. Hence we see that His
birth has given Him no new or alien nature,
for His doing of the Father's works is to be
the reason why we must believe that He is
the Son. What room is there here for adop-
tion, or for leave to use the name, or for
denial that He was born from the nature of
God, when the proof that He is God's Son
is that He does the works which belong to
the Father's nature ? No creature is equal
or like to God, no nature external to His
is comparable in might to Him ; it is only
the Son, born from Himself, Whom we can

without blasphemy liken and equal to Him.
Nothing outside Himself can be compared
to God without insult to His august majesty.
If any being, not born from God's selt, can
be discovered that is like Him and equal to
Him in power, then God, in admitting a part-
ner to share His throne, forfeits His pre-
eminence. No longer is God One, for a
second, indistinguishable from Himself, has

aiisen. On the other hand, there is no insult
in making His own true Son His equal. For
then that which is like Him is His own ; that
which is compared with Him is born from
Himself; the Power that can do His own
works is not external to Him. Nay more,
it is an actual heightening of His glory, that
He has begotten Onmii)0tence, and yet not
severed that Omnipotent nature from Him-
self. The Son perfoims the Father's works,
and on that ground demands that we should

believe that He is- God's Son. This is no

VOL. IX.
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claim of mere arrogance ; for He bases it
upon His works, and bids us examine them.
And He bears witness that these works are
not His own, but His Father's. He would
not have our thoughts distracted by the splen-
dour of the deeds from the evidence for His
birth. And because the Jews could not pene-
trate the mystery of the Body which Pie had
taken, the Humanity born of Mary, and recog-
nise the Son of God, He appeals to His deeds
for confirmation of His right to the name ;—

But if I do thnn, and ye will not believe Me,
believe the works. First, He would not have
them believe that He is the Son of God, ex-
cept on the evidence of God's works which

He does. Next, if He does the works, yet
seems unworthy, in His bodily humility, to
bear the Divine name, He demands that
they shall believe the works. Why should
the mystery of His human birth hinder our
recognition of His birth as God, when He
that is Divinely born fulfils every Divine task
by the agency of that Manhood which He has
assumed? If we believe not the Man, for the
works' sake, when He tells us that He is the
Son of God, let us believe the works when
they, which are beyond a doubt the works
of God, are manifestly wrought by the Son
of God. For the Son of God possesses, in
virtue of His birth, everything that is God's ;
and therefore the Son's work is the Father's
work because His birth has not excluded Him
from that nature which is His soiuce and
wherein He abides, and because He has in
Himself that nature to which He owes it that
He exists eternally.
27. And so the Son, Who does the Father's
works and demands of us that, if we believe
not Him, at least we believe His works, is
bound to tell us what the point is as to which
we are to believe the works. And He does
tell us in the words w!uch follow ;—But ijI do, and ye will not believe Me, believe the
works, that ye may know and be sure that the

Father is in Me, and I in Iliin. It is the
same truth as is contiincd in I am the Son of
God, and / and the Father are One. 'I'his is
the nature which is His by birth; this the
mystery of the saving faith, that we must not
divide the unity, nor separate the nature from

the birth, but must confess that the living God

was in truth born from the living God. God,

Who is Life, is not a Being built up of various
and lifeless portions; He is Power, and not
compact of feeble elements. Light, inter-
'
mingled with no shades of darkness, Spirit,
that can harmonise with no incongruities. All
that is within Him is One; what is Spirit is
Light and Power and Life, and what is Life
is Light and Power and Spirit. He Who says,

I am, and I change nof, can suffer neither
change in detail nor transformation in kind.

For these attrilnites, which I have named, are
not attached to different portions of Him, but
meet and unite, entirely and perfectly, in the

whole being of the living God. He is the
living God, the eternal Power of the living
Divine nature; and that which is born from

Him, according to the mysterious truth which
He reveals, could not be other than living.
For when He said, As the living Father hath
sent Me, and I live through the Fither^, He
taught that it is through the living Father that
He has life in Himself And, moreover, when
He said. For as the Father hath life in IJimself,
so hath He given to the Son also to have life in

Himself'', He bore witness that life, to the
fullest extent, is His gift from the living God.
Now if the living Son was born from the
living Father, that birth took place without
a new nature coming into existence. Nothing
new comes into existence when the Living is
begotten by the Living; for life was not sought
out from the non-existent to receive birth ;
and Life, which receives its birth from Life,
must needs, because of that unity of nature
and because of the mysterious event of that
perfect and ineffable birth, live always in Him
that lives and have the life oi the Living in
Himself.
28. I call to mind that, at the beginning
of our treatise', I gave the warning that human
analogies correspond imperfectly to their Di-
vine counterparts, yet that our understanding
receives a real, if incomplete, enlightenment
by comparing the latter with visible types.
And now I appeal to human experience in
the matter of birth, whether the source of
their children's being remain not within the

parents. For though the lifeless and ignoble
matter, which sets in motion the beginnings
of life, pass from one parent into the other,
yet these retain their respective natural forces.
They have brought into existence a nature
one with their own, and therefore the begetter
is bound up with the existence of the begot-
ten ; and the begotten, receiving birth through
a force transmitted, yet not lost, by the be-
getter, abides in that begetter. I'his may sut-
fice as a statement of what happens in a
human birth. It is inadequate as a parallel
to the perfect birth of God the Only-begotten ;
for humanity is bom in weakness and from
the union of two unlike natures, and main-
tained in life by a combination of lifeless sub-
stances. Again, humanity does not enter at
once into the exercise of its appointed hie,

' Mai. iii. 6. 3 St. John vi. 57. 4 lb.
S Book i. § I9j iv. § 2, vi. § 9.



ON THE TRINITY. — BOOK VII. 131

and never fully lives that life, being always
encumbered with a multitude of members
which decay and are insensibly discarded.
In God, on the other hand, the Divine life
is lived in the fullest sense, for God is Life ;
and from Life nothing that is not truly living
can be born. And His birth is not by way
of emanation but results from an act of power.
Thus, since God's life is perfect in its inten-
sity, and since that which is born from Him
is perfect in power, God has the power of
giving birth but not of suffering chunge. His
nature is capable of increase*, not of diminu-
tion, for He continues in, and shares the life
of, that Son to AVhom He gave in birtii a
nature like to, and inseparable from, His own.
And that Son, the Living born from the Living,
is not separated by the event of His birth from
the nature that begat Him.
29. Another analogy which casts some light
upon the meaning of the faith is that of fire,
as containing fire in itself and as abiding in
fire. Fire contains the brightness of light,
the heat which is its essential nature, the
property of destroying by combustion the
flickering inconstancy of flame. Yet all the
while it is fire, and in all these manifestations
there is but one nature. Its weakness is that
it is dependent for its existence upon inflam-
mable matter, and that it perishes with the
matter on which it has lived. A comparison
with fire gives us, in some measure, an insight
into the incomparable nature of God ; it helps
us to believe in the properties of God that
we find them, to a certain extent, present in
an earthly element. I ask, then, whether in
fire derived from fire there is any division or
separation. When one flame is kindled from
another, is the original nature cut off from the
derived, .so as not to abide in it? Does it
not rather follow on, and dwell in the second
flame by a kind of increase, as it were by
birth .? For no portion has been cut off from
the nature of the first flame, and yet there
is light from light. Does not the first flame
live on in the second, which owes its exist-

ence, though not by division, to the first?

Does not the second still dwell in the first,
from which it was not cut off; from which
it went forth, retaining its unity with tiie sub-

stance to which its nature belongs ? Are not
the two one, when it is physically impossible
to derive light from light by division, and
logically impossible to distinguish between
them in nature.

30. These illustrations, I repeat, must only
be used as aids to apprehension of the faith,
not as standards of comparison for the Divine

* Cf, the next section.

majesty. Our method is thit of using bodily
instances as a clue to the invisible. Reverence
and reason justify us in using such help, which
we find used in God's witness to Himself,
while yet we do not aspire to find a parallel
to the nature of God. But the minds of
simple believers have been distressed by the
mad heretical objection that it is wrong to

accept a doctrine concerning God which needs,
in order to become intelligible, the help of
bodily analogies. And therefore, in accord-
ance with that word of our Lord which we
liave already cited. That which is boi-ii of the

flesh is flesh, but that which is born of the Spirit
is Spirit T, we have thought it expedient, since
God is Spirit, to give to these comparisons
a certain place in our argument. By so doin ,'
we shall avert from God the charge that He
has deceived us in using these analogies ;

shewing, as we have done, that such illus-

trations from the nature of His creatures en-
able us to grasp the meaning of God's self-
revelation to us.

31. We see how the living Son of the living
Father, He Who is God from God, reveals
the unity of the Divine nature, indissolubly
One and the same, and the mystery of His
birth in these words, I and thi Father are One.
Because the seeming arrogance of them en-
gendered a prejucUce against Him, He made
it more clear that He had spoken in the con-
scious possession of Divinity by saying. Ye say
that I have blasphemed because I said, I am the
Son of God; thus shewing that the oneness
of His nature with that of God was due to
birth from God. And then, to clench their
faith in His birth by a positive assertion, and
to guard them, at the same time, from imagin-

ing that the birth involves a difference of

nature. He crowns His argument with the
words, Beliei'e the ivorks, that the Father is in
Me, and I in tJie Father. Does His birth,
as here revealed, display His Divinity as not
His by nature, as not His own by right?
Each IS in the Other; the birth of the Son
is from the Father only; no alien or unlike
nature has been raised to Godhead and sub-

sists as God. God from God, eternally abiding,
owes His Godhead to none other than God.
Import, if you see your opportunity, two gods
into the Church's faith ; separate Son Irotn
Father as far as you can, consistently with the

birth which you admit; yet still the Father
is in the Son, and the Son is in the Father,

and this by no interchange of emanations but

by tlie perfect birth of the living nature. Thus
you cannot add together God the Father and
God the Son, and count Them as two Gods,

7 St. John ii. 6.
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for They Two are One God. You cannot
ronfuse Them together, for They Two are not
One Person. And so the Apostolic faith re-
jects two gods ; for it knows nothing of two
Fatliers or two Pons. In confessing the Father
it confesses the Son ; it believes in the Son
in believing in the Father. For the name of
Father involves that of Son, since uiihoiit
having a son none ran be a father. Evidence
of the existence of a son is proof that there
has been a father, for a son cannot exist
except from a fatlier. When we confess that
God is One we deny that He is single ; for
the Son is the complement of the Fatlier, and
to the Father the Son's existence is due. But
birth works no change in the Divine nature ;
both in Father and in Son that nature is true
to its kind. And the right expression for us
of this unity of nature is the confession that
They, being Two by birth and generation, are
One God, not one Person.

32. We will leave it to him to preach two
Gods, who can preach One God without con-
fessing the unity i he shall proclaim that God
is solitary, who can deny that there are two
Persons, Each dwelling in the Other by the
power of Their nature and the mystery of
birth given and received. And that man may
assign a different nature to Each of the Two,
who is ignorant that the unity of Father and
of Son is a revealed truth. Let the heretics
blot out this record of the Son's self-revelation,
/ in the Father and the Father in Me ; then,
and not till then, shall they assert that there
are two Gods, or one God in loneliness. There
is no hint of more natures than one in what
we are told of Their possession of the one
Divine nature. The tiuth that God is from
God does not multi].ily God by two; the birth
destroys the su| position of a lonely God.
And again, because They are interdependent
'J'hey form an unity ; and that They are inter-
dependent is proved by Tiieir being One from
One. For the One, in begetting the One,
conferred upon Him nothing that was not
His own ; and the One, in being begotten,
received from the One only what belongs
to one. Thus the apostolic faith, in pro-
claiming the Father, will proclaim Him as
One God, and in confessing the Son will
confess Him as One God ; since one and
the same Divine nature exists in Both, and
because, the Father being God and the Son
being God, and the one name of God expressing
the nature of Both, the term ' One God ' signi-
fies the Two. God from God, or God in God,
does not mean that there are two Gods, for
God abides, One from One, eternally with
the one Divine nature and the one Divine
name; nor does God dwindle down to a single

Person, for One and One can never be in
solitude.

■i,z. The Lord has not left in doubt or
obscurity the teaching conveyed in this great
mystery; Fie has not abandoned us to lose
our way in dim uncertainty. Listen to Him
as He reveals the full knowledge of this faith
to His Apostles;—I atn the Way and the Truth
and the Life ; no man cometh ntito the Father
but thiv!i,:^h Me. If ye know Me, ye knoni My
Father also ; and fro?n henceforth ye shall know
Him, a?id hoTe seeii Ilim. Philip saith unto
Him, Lord, shew us the Father, and it sufficeth
us. Jesus saith luito him, LJave L been so long
time with you, and ye have not known Me,
Philip ? ILe that hath seen Me hath seen the
Father also. How sayrst thojt, Sheiv us the
Father ? Dost thou, not bell ve Me, that T am
in the Father, and the Father is in Me ? The
zvords tha*. L speak unto you L speak not of Mv-
self but the Father that diveHeth in Me, He
doeth Ills 7Vorks. Believe Me, that I am in
the Father, and the Father in Me; or else
believe for the very works^ sake^. He Who
is the Way leads us not into by-paths or
trackless wastes : He Who is the Truth mocks
us not with lies ; He Who is the Life betrays
us not into delusions which are death. He
Himself has chosen these winning names to
indicate the methods which He has appointed
for our salvation. As the Way, He will guide
us to the Truth ; the Truth will establish us
in the Life. And therefore it is all-important
for us to know what is the mysterious mode,
which He reveals, of attaining this life. Flo
man cometh to the Father but through Me.
The way to the Fatlier is through the Son.
And now we must enquire whether this is
to be by a course of obedience to His teach-
ing, or by faith in His Godhead. For it is
conceivable that our way to the Father may
be through adherence to the Son's teachmg,
rjtlier than through believing that the God-
head of the Father dwells in the Son. And
therefore let us, in the next place, seek out
the true meaning of the instruction given us
here. For it is not by cleaving to a precon-
ceived opinion, but by studying the force of
the wonls, that we shall enter into possession
of this faith.
34. The words which follow those last cited
are, Lf ye kitoiv Me, ye know My Father also.
It is the Man, Jesus Clirist, Whom they be-
hold. How can a knowledge of Him be
a knowledge of the Father? Vox the Apostles
see Him wearing the aspect of that human
nature which belongs to Him ; but God is
not encumbered with body and flesh, and

* St. John Jtiv. 6-
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is incognisable by those who dwell in ouv
weak and fleshly body. The answer is given
by the Lord, Who asserts that under the flesh,
which, in a mystery, He had taken, His
Father's nature dwells within Him. He sets
the facts in their due order thus ;— Ifye know
Me, ye knoiv My Fatlier also ; and from hence-
forth ye shall know Him, and have seen Him.
He makes a distinction between the time of
sight, and the time of knowledge. He says
that from henceforth they shall know Him,
Whom they had already seen ; and so shall

])ossess. from the time of this revelation on-
wnrl, the knowledge of that nature, on which,
in Him, they long had gazed.
35. But the novel sound uf thesS words
disturbed the Apostle Philip. A Man is be-
fore their eyes ; this Man avows Himself the
Son of God, and declares that when they have
known Him they will know the Father. He
tells them that they have seen the Father, and
that, because they have seen Him, they shall
know Him hereafter. This truth is too broad
for the grasp of weak humanity ; their faith
fails in the presence of these paradoxes.
Christ says that the Father has been seen

already and shall now be known ; and this,
although sight, is knowledge. He says that
if the Son has been known, the Father has
been known also ; and this though the Son
has imparted knowledge of Himself through
the bodily senses of sight and sound, while
the Father's nature, different altogether from
that 9 of the visible Man, which they know,
could not be learnt from their knowledge of
the nature of Him Whom they have seen.
He has also often borne witness that no man
has seen the Father. And so Philip broke
forth, with the loyalty and confidence of an
Apostle, with the request, Lord, shew us the
Father, and it sufficeth us. He was not tam-
pering with the faith ; it was but a mistake
made in ignorance. For the Lord had said
that the Father had been seen already and
henceforth should be known ; but the Apostle
had not understood that He had been seen.
Accordingly he did not deny that the Father
had been seen, but asked to see Him. He
did not ask that the Father should be unveiled
to his bodily gaze, but that he might have
such an indication as should enlighten him

concerning the Father Who had been seen.
For he had seen the Son under the aspect
of Man, but cannot understand how he could
thereby have seen the Father. His adding.
And it sufficeth us, to the prayer. Lord, shew us
the Father, reveals clearly that it was a mental,
not a bodily vision of the Father which he

9 Reading ab ea.

desired. He did not refuse faith to the Lord's
words, but asked for such enlightenment to
his mind as should ennble him to believe ;
for the fact that the ].ord had spoken was
conclusive evidence to the Apostle that faith
was his duty. The consideration which moved
him to ask that the Father might be shewn,
was that the Son had said that He had been
seen, and should be known because He had
been seen. There was no presumption in
this pniyer that He, Who had already been
seen, should now be made manifest.

36. And therefore the Lord answered Philip
thus ;—Have I been so long time with you, and
ye have not knoivn Me, Philip 1 He rebukes
the Apostle for defective knowledge of Him-
self; for previously He had said that when
He was known the Father was known also.
But what is the meaning of this complaint
that for so long they had not known Him ?
It means this ; that if they had known Him,
they must have recognised in Him the God-
head which belongs to His Father's nature.
For His works were the peculiar works of
God. He walked upon the waves, com-
manded the winds, manifestly, though none
could tell how, changed the water into wine
and multiplied the loaves, put devils to flight,
healed diseases, restored injured limbs and

repaired the defects of nature, forgave sins
and raised the dead to life. And all this He
did while wearing flesh ; and He accompanied
the works with the assertion that He was the
Son of God. Hence it is that He justly com-
plains that they did not recognise in His
mysterious human birth and life the action
of the nature of God, performing these deeds
through the Manhood which He had assumed.

37. And therefore the Lord reproached
them that they had not known Him, though
He had so long been doing these works, and
answered their prayer that He would shew
them the Father by saying, He that hath seen
Me hath seen the Father also. He was not
speaking of a bodily manifestation, of percep-
tion by the eye of flesh, but by that eye of
which He had once spoken ;—Say not ye,
There are yet four months, and then comelh
harvest 1 Behold, I say unto you. Lift up your
eyes and look on the fields ; for they are white
to harvest^. The season of the year, the fields
white to harvest are allusions equally incom-

patible with an earthly and visible prospect.
He was bidding them lift the eyes of their
understanding to contemplate the bliss of the
final harvest. And so it is with His present
words. He that hath seen Me hath seen the
Father also. It was not the carnal body,

" St. John iv. 35.
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which He had received by birth from the
Virgin, that could manifest to them the image
and likeness of God. The human aspect which
He wore could be no aid towards the mental
vision of the incorporeal God. But God was
recognised in Christ, by such as recognised
Christ as the Son on the evidence of the
powers of His Divine nature; and a recog-
nition of God the Son produces a recognition
of God the Father. For the Son is in such
a sense the Image, as to be One in kind with
the Father, and yet to indicate that the Father
is His Origin. Other images, made of metals
or colours or other materials by various arts,
reproduce the appearance of the objects which
they represent. Yet can lifeless copies be put
on a level with their living originals ? Painted
or carved or molten effigies with the nature
which they imitate? The Son is not the
Image of the Father after such a fashion as
this ; lie is the living Image of the Living.
The Son that is born of the Father has a
nature in no wise different from His; and,
because His nature is not different. He pos-
sesses the power of that nature which is the
same as His own. The fact that He is the
Image proves that God the Father is the
Author of the birth of the Only-begotten,
Who is Himself revealed as the Likeness and
Image of the invisible God. And hence the
likeness, which is joined in union with the
Divine nature, is indelibly His, because the
j)owers of that nature are inalienably His
own.

38. Such is the meaning of this passage.
Have I been so long time with you, and ye have
not known Me, Philip ? He that hath seen Ale
hath seen the Father also. How sayest thou,
Sliew us the Father 1 Dost thou not believe
Me, that I am in the Father, and the Father
is in Me? It is only the Word of God, of
Whom we men are enabled, in our discourse
concerning Divine things, to reason. All else
that belongs to the Godhead is dark and diffi-
cult, dangerous and obscure. If any man
propose to express what is known in other
words than those supplied by God, he must
inevitably either display his own ignorance,
or else leave his readers' minds in utter per-
plexity. The Lord, when He was asked to
shew the Father, said, He that hath seen Me
hath seen the Father also. He that would alter
this is an antichrist, he that would deny it
is a Jew, he that is ignorant a Pagan. If we
lind ourselves in difhculty, let us lay the fault
to ojr own reason; if Gcd's declaration seem
ill solved in obscurity, let us assume that our
want of faith is the cause. 'I'hese words state
with precision that God is not solitary, and
yet that there are no differences within the

Divine nature. For the Father is seen in the
Son, and this could be the case neither if He
were a lonely Being, nor yet if He were unlike
the Son. It is tin-ough the Son that the
Father is seen : and this mystery which the
Son reveals is that They are One God, but
not one Person. What other meaning can
you attach to this saying of the Lord's, He
that hath seen Me hath see?i the Father also ?
This is no case of identity ; the use of the
conjunction also shews that the Father is
named in addition to the Son. These words.
The Father also, are incompatible with the
notion of an isolated and single Person. No
conclusion is possible but that the Father was
made visible through the Son, because They
are One and are alike in nature. And, lest
our faith in this regard should be left in any
doubt, the Lord proceeded, Hoiv sayest thou,
Sheiv lis the Father? The Father had been
seen in the Son ; how then could men be
ignorant of the Father.? What need could
there be for Him to be shewn .?
39. Again, the unity of Begetter and Be-
gotten, manifested in sameness of nature and
true oneness of kind, proves that the Father
was seen in His true nature. And this is
shewn by the Lord's next words. Believe ye not
that I am i?t the Father, and the Father in
Me? In no other words than these, which
the Son has used, can the fact be stated that
Father and Son, being alike in nature, are
inseparable. The Son, Who is the Way and
the Truth and the Life, is not deceiving us
by some theatrical transformation of names
and aspects, when He, while wearing Manhood,
styles Himself the Son of God. He is not
falsely concealing the fact that He is God the
Father =; He is not a single Person 3 Who
hides His features under a mask, that we may
imagine that Two are present. He is not
a solitary Being, now posing as His own Son,
and again calling Himself the Father; trick-
ing out one unchanging nature with varying
names. Far removed from this is the plain
honesty of the words. The Father is the
Father, and the Son is the Son. But these
names, and the realities which they represent,
contain no innovation upon the Divine nature,
nothing inconsistent, nothing alien. For the
Divine nature, being true to itself, persists in
being itself; that which is from God is God.
I'he Divine birth imports neither diminutioi>
nor difference into the Godhead, for the Sjii
is born into, and subsists with, a nature that
is within the Divine nature and is like to it

,

and the Father sought out no aUen element

=SabcUianisin.
^ 3 Persaiialis occursherelor the first time ; petsoaa. is ibuud i

lii. 23,V. 26.
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to be mingled in the nature of His Only-
begolten Son, but endowed Him with all
things that are His own, and this without loss
to the Giver. And thus the Son is not desti-
tute of the Divine nature, for, being God, He
is from God and from none otlier ; and He
is not different from God, but is indeed no-

thing else than God, for that which is begotten
from God is the Son, and the Son only, and
the Divine nature, in receiving birth as a Son,
has not forfeited its Divinity. Thus the Father
is in the Son, the Son is in the Father, God
is in God. And this is not by the combination
of two harmonious, though different, kinds of
being, nor by the incorporating powder of an
ampler substance exercised upon a lesser ; for
the properties of matter make it impossible
that things which enclose others should also
be enclosed by them. It is by the birth of
living nature from living nature. The sub-
stance remains the same, birth causes no de-
terioration in the Divine nature ; God is not
born from God to be ought else than God.
Herein is no innovation, no estrangement, no
division. It is sin to believe that Father and
Son are two Gods, sacrilege to assert that
Father and Son are one solitary Ciod, blas-

phemy to deny the unity, consisting in same-
ness of kind, of God from God.
40. Lest they, whose faith conforms to the

Gospel, should regard this mystery as some-

thing vague and obscure, the Lord has ex-
pounded it in this order ;—Dost thou not
believe Me, that I am in the Fatlier, and the
Father is in Me 1 The coords that I speak unto
you I speak not of Myself, but the Father that
dwelleth in Me, lie aoeth His works. In what
other words than these could, or can, the pos-
session of the Divine nature by Father and
Son be declared, consistently with prominence
for the Son's birth? When He says. The
words that I speak unto you I speak not oj
Myself, He neither suppresses His personality,
nor denies His Sonship, nor conceals the
presence in Himself of His Father's Divine
nature. While speaking of Himself —and that
He does so speak is [jroved by the pronoun/—He speaks as abiding in the Divine sub-
stance; while speaking not of Himself, He
bears witness to the birth which took place
in Him of God from God His Father. And
He is inseparable and indistinguishable in
unity of nature from the Father; for He
speaks, though He speaks not of Himself.
He Who speaks, though He speak not of
Himself, necessarily exists, inasmuch as He
speaks ; and, inasmuch as He speaks not of
Himself, He makes it manifest that His worrls
are not His own. For He has added, Biit
the Father that dwelleth in Me, He doeth His

works. That the Father dwells in the Son
proves that the Father is not isolated and
alone ; that the Father works through tlie
Son proves that the Son is not an alien or
a stranger. There cannot be one Person only,
for He speaks not of Himself; and, con-
versely. They cannot be separate and divided
when the One speaks through the voice of the
Other. These words are the revelation of
the mystery of Their unity. And again, They
Two are not different One from the Other,
seeing that by Their inherent nature Each
is in the Other; and They are One, seeing
that He, Who speaks, speaks not of Himself,
and He, Who speaks not of Himself, yet does
speak. And then, having taught that the
Father both spoke and wrought in Him, the
Son establishes this perfect unity as the rule
of our faith ;—But the Father that dwelleth in
Ale, He doeth His works. Believe Me, thatI am in the Father, and the Father in Me ; or .
else believe for the very works' sake. The
Father works in the Son ; but the Son also
works the works of His Father.
41. And so, lest we should believe and say
that the Father works in the Son through His
own omnipotent energy, and not through the
Son's possession, as His birthright, of the
Divine nature, Christ says. Believe Me, tliatI am in the Father, and the Father in Me.
What means this, Believe Mel Clearly it refers
back to the previous. Shew us the Father.
Their faith — that faith which had demanded
that the Father should be shewn— is confirmed
by this command to believe. He was not
satisfied with saying. He that hath seen Me
hath seen the Father also. He goes further,
and expands our knowledge, so that we can

contemplate the Father in the Son, remember-
ing meanwhile that the Son is in the Father.
Thus He would save us from the error of
imagining a reciprocal emanation of the One
into the Other, by teaching Their unity in the
One nature through birth given and received.
The Lord would have us take Him at His
word, lest our hold upon the faith be shaken

by His condescension in assuming Humanity.
If His flesh, His body. His passion seem to
make His Godhead doubtful, let us at least
believe, on the evidence of the works, that
God is in God and God is from God, and that
They are One. For by the power of Their
nature Each is in the Other. The Father
loses nothing that is His because it is in the
Son, and the Son receives His whole Sonship
from the Father. Bodily natures are not
created after such a fashion that they mu-

tually contain each other, or possess the per-
fect unity of one abiding nature. In their
case it would be impossible that an Only-
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begotten Son could exist eternally, inseparable
from the true Divine nature of His Father.
Yet this is the peculiar property of God the
Only-begotten, this the faith revealed in the

mystery of His true birth, this the work of the
Spirit's ])ower, that to be, and to be in God,
is for Christ the same thing; and that this
being in God is not the presence of one thing
within another, as a body inside another body,
but that the life and subsistence of Christ
is such that He is within the subsisting God,
and within Him, yet having a subsistence of
His own. For Each subsists in such wise
as not to exist apart from the Other, since
They are Two through birth given and re-
ceived, and therefore only one Divine nature

exists. This is the meaning of the words,/ and the F.ilher are One, and He that hath
seen Ale hath seeii the Father also, and I in the
Father and the Father in Ale. They tell us
that the Son Who is born is not different or
inferior to the Father ; that His possession,
by right of birth, of the Divine nature as Son
of God, and therefore nothing else than God,
is the supreme truth conveyed in the mysterious
revelation of the One Godhead in Father and
Son. And therefore the doctrine of the gener-
ation of the Only-begotten is guiltless of di-
theism, for the Son of God, in being born into
the Godhead, manifested in Himself the nature
of God His Begetter.



BOOK VIII.
I. The Blessed Apostle Paul in laying
down the form for appointing a bishop and
creating by his instructions an entirely new
type of member of the Church, has taught us
in the following words the sum total of all
the virtues perfected in him :—Holding fast
the word according to the doctrine of faith
that he may be able to exhort to sound doc-
trine atid to convict gainsavers. For there are
many unruly men, vain talkers and deceivers '.
For in this way he points out that the
essentials of orderliness and morals are only
l)rofitable for good service in the priesthood
if at the same time the qualities needful
for knowing how to teach and preserve the
faith are not lacking, for a man is not straight-
way made a good and useful priest* by a
merely innocent life or by a mere knowledge
of preaching. For an innocent minister is pro-
fitable to himself alone unless he be instructed
also ; while he that is instructed has nothing
to support his teaching unless he be innocent.
For the words of the Apostle do not merely
fit a man for his life in this world by pre-
cepts of honesty and uprightness, nor on the
other hand do they educate in expertness
of teaching a mere Scribe of the Synagogue
for the expounding of the Law : but the
Apostle is training a leader of the Church,
perfected by the perfect accomplisliment of
the greatest virtues, so that his life may be
adorned by his teaching, and his teaching by
his life. Accordingly he has provided Titus,
the person to whom his words were addressed,
with an injunction as to tlie perfect practice
of religion to this effect :— In all things shaving
thyself an ensample of good works, teaching
'luilh gravity sound woi'ds that cannot be con-
demned, that the adversary may be ashamed,
having nothing disgraceful or evil to say of us 3.
'J'his teacher of the Gentiles and elect doctor
of the Church, from his consciousness of Christ
who spoke and dvvelt within him, knew well
that the infection of tainted speech would
spread abroad, and that the corruption of
pestilent doctrine would furiously rage against
the sound form of faithful words, and infusing
tlie poison of its own evil tenets into the
inmost soul, would creep on with deep-seated

I Tit. i. 9, il»
3 Tit. ii. 7, 8.

" i.e. bishop.

mischief. For it is of these that he says,
Whose word spreadeth like a cancer'', tainting
the health of the mind, invaded by it with
a secret and stealthy contagion. For this
reason, he wished that there should be in
the bi.shop the teaching of sound words,
a good conscience in the faith and expert-
ness in exhortation to withstand wicked and
false and wild gainsayings. For there are
many who pretend to the faith, but are not
subject to the faith, and rather set up a faith
for themselves than receive that which is given,
being puffed up with the thoughts of human'
vanity, knowing the things they wish to know
and unwilling to know the things that are true ;
since it is a mark of true wisdom sometimes to
know what we do not like. However, this
will-wisdom is followed by foolish preaching,
for what is foolishly learnt must needs be
foolishly preached., Yet how great an evil to
those who hear is foolish preaching, when
they are misled into foolish opinions by
conceit of wisdom I And for this cause the
Apostle described them thus : There are many
unruly, vain talkers and deceivers s. Hence
we must utter our voice against arrogant
wickedness and boastful arrogance and seduc-
tive boastfulness, — yes, we must speak against
such things through the soundness of our
doctrine, the truth of our faith, the sincerity
of our preaching, so that we may have the
purity of truth and the truth of sound doc-
trine.
2. The reason why I have just mentioned
this utterance of the Apostle is this ; men
of crooked minds and false professions, void
of hope and venomous of speech, lay upon
me the necessity of inveighing against them,
because under the guise of religion they instil
deadly doctrines, infectious thoughts and cor-

rupt desires into the simple minds of their hear-
ers. And this they do with an utter disregard
of the true sense of the apostolic teaching, so
that the Father is not a Father, nor the Son,

Son, nor the Faith, the Faith. In resisdng their
wild falsehoods, we have extended the course

of our reply so far, that after proving from
the Law that God and God were distinct and
that very God was in very God, we theji

shewed from the teaching of evangelists and

2 Tim. ii. 17. 5 Tit. i. 9.
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apostles the perfect and true birth of the Only-
begotten God ; and lastly, we pointed out

in the due course of our argument that the
Son of God is very God, and of a nature
identical with the Father's, so that the faith

of the Church should neither confess that
God is single nor that there are two Gods.
For neither would the birth of God allow God
to be solitary, nor would a perfect birth allow

different natures to be ascribed to tsvo Gods.

Now in refuting their vain speaking we have
a twofold object, first that we may teach what

is holy and perfect and sound, and, that our

discourse should not by straying throuQ;h any

by-paths and crooked ways, and struggling out
of devious and winding tunnels, seem rather
to search for the truth than declare it

. Our
second object is that we should reveal
to the conviction of all men the folly and
absurdity of those crafty arguments of their
vain and deceitful opinions which are adapted
to a plausible show of seductive truth. For it

is not enougli for us to have pointed out what

things are good, unless they are understood
to be absolutely good by our refutation of
their opposites.

3
. But as it is the nature and endeavour of

the good and wise to prepare themselves

wholly for securing either the reality or the

opportunity of some precious hope lest their
preparedness should in some respects fall
short of that which they look for,— so in like
manner those who are filled with the madness
of heretical frenzy make it their chiefest

anxiety to labour with all the ingenuity of
their impiety against the truth of pious faith,
in order that against those who are religious
they may establish their own irreligion ; that
they may surpass the hope of our life in the
hopelessness of their own, and that they may
spend more thought over false than we spend
over true teaching. For against the pious as-
sertions of our faith they have carefully de-
vised such objections of their impious mis-
belief, as first to ask whether we believe in
one God, next, whether Christ also be God,
lastly, whether the Father is greater than
the Son, in order that when they hear us
confess that God is one they may use our
reply to shew that Christ cannot be God.
Fur ihey do not enquire concerning the Son
whether He be God ; all they wish for in

asking questions about Christ is to prove
that He is not a Son, that by entrapping
men of simple faith they may through the
belief in one God divert them from the belief
in Christ as God, on the ground that God is

no longer one if Christ also must be acknow-
leilged as God. Again with what subtlety of
worldly wisdom do they contend wlien they

say. If God is one, whosoever that other shall
be shewn to be, he will not be God. For if

there be another God He can no longer be one,
since nature does not permit that where there is

another there should be one only, or that where
there is only one there should be another.
Afterwards, when by the crafty cunning of this
insidious argument they have misled those
who are ready to believe and listen, they then

apply this proposition (as if they could now
establish it by an easier method), that Christ

is God rather in name than in nature, because
this generic name in Him can destroy in none
that only true belief in one God : and they
contend that through this the Father is greater
than the Son, because, the natures being dif-
ferent, as there is but one God, the Father is

greater from the essential character of His
nature ; and that the Other is only called Son
while He is really a creature subsisting by the
will of the Father, because He is less than
the Father ; and also that He is not God, be-
cause God being one does not admit of an-
other God, since he who is less must neces-
sarily be of a nature alien from that of the
person who is greater. Again, how foolish
they are in their attempts to lay down a law
for God when they maintain that no birth can
take place from one single being, because
throughout the universe birth arises from the
union of two ; moreover, that the unchange-
able God cannot accord from Himself birth to
one who is born, because that which is change-
less is incapable of addition, nor can the
nature of a solitary and single being contain
within itself the property of generation.
4. We, on the contrary, having by spiritual
teaching arrived at the faith of the evangelists
and apostles, and following after the hope of
eternal blessedness by our confession of the
Father and the Son, and having proved out of
the Law the mystery of God and God, with-
out overstepping the limits of our faith in one
God, or failing to proclaim tliat Christ is God,
have adopted this method of reply from the
Gospels, that we declare the true nativity of
Only-begotten God from God the Father, be-
cause that through this He was both very God
and not alien from the nature of the One very
God, and thus neither could His Godhead be
denied nor Himself be described as another
God, because while the birth made Him God,
the nature witliin him of one God of God did
not separate Him off as another God. And
although our human reason led us to this con-
clusion, that theTi'ames of distinct natures
could not meet together in the same nature,
and not be one, where the essence of each diil
not differ in kind ; nevertheless, it seemed
good that we should prove this from the ex-
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])ress sayings of our Lord, Who after frequently
making known that the God of our faith and
hope was One, in order to affinn the mystery
of the One God, while declaring and proving
His own Godhead, said, / and the Father are
one ; and. If ye had known Me, ye would have
known My Father also; and, He that hath
seen Me hath seen the Father also; and. Be-
lieve Me, that the Father is in Me, and I in the
Father : or else believe for the very works' sake ^.
He has signified His own birth in the name
F-ither, and declares that in the knowledge of
Himself the Father is known. He avows the
unity of nature, when those who see Him see
the Father. He bears witness that He is in-
divisible from the Father, when He dwells in
the Father Who dwells in Him. He possesses
the confidence of self-knowledge when He
demands credit for His words from the opera-
tions of His power. And thus in this most
blessed faith of the perfect birth, every error,
as well that of two Gods as of a single God, is
abolished, since They \\'ho are one in essence
are not one person, and He Who is not one
person with Him Who is, is yet so free from
difference from Him that They Two are One
God.

5. Now seeing that heretics cannot deny
these things because they are so clearly stated
and understood, they nevertheless pervert
them by the most foolish and wicked lies so
as afterwards to deny them. For the words of
Christ, / and the Father are oneT, they en-
deavour to refer to a mere concord of unan-
imity, so that there may be in them a unity of
will not of nature, that is

,

that they may be
one not by essence of being, but by identity
of will. And they apply to the support of
their case the passage in the Acts of the
Apostles, Now of the multitude of them that
believed the heart and soul were one^, in order
to prove that a diversity of sou's and hearts
maybe united into one heart and soul through
a mere conformity of will. Or else they cite
those words to the Corinthians, Noiv he that
planteth and he that ivatereth are one'), to shew
that, since They are one in Their work for
our salvation, and in the revelation of one
mystery, Their unity is an unity of wills.
Or again, they quote the prayer of our Lord
for the salvation of the nations who should be-

\ lieve in Him : Neither for these only do J pray,

■ but for them also that shall believe on Ale
through their Word ; that they all may be one ;

even as Thou, Father, art in Me, and I in
'I'liee, that they also may be in Us \ to shew that
since men cannot, so to speak, be fused back

into God or themselves coalesce into one un-
distinguished mass, this oneness must arise
from unity of will, while all perform actions
pleasing to God, and unite one with another in
the harmonious accord of their thoughts, and
that thus it is not nature which makes them
one, but will.

6
. He clearly knows not wisdom who knows

not God. And since Christ is Wisdom he
must needs be beyond the pale of wisdom
who knows not Christ or hates Him =

.

As,
for instance, they do who will have it that the
Lord of Glory, and King of the Universe, and
Only-begotten God is a creatine of God and
not His Son, and in addition to such foolish
lies shew a still more foolish cleverness in
the defence of their falsehood. For even
putting aside for a little that essential char-
acter of unity which exists in God the Father
and God the Son, they can be refuted out of
the very passages which they .idduce.

7
. For as to those whose soul and heart were

one, I ask whether they were one through
faith in God ? Yes, assuredly, through faith,
for through this the soul and heart of all were
one. Again I ask, is the faith one or is there

a second faith ? One undoubtedly, and that on
the authority of the Apostle himself, who pro-
claims one faith even as one Lord, and one
baptism, and one hope, and one God 3

. If
then it is through faith, that is

,

through the
nature of one faith, that all are one, how is it

that thou dost not understand a natural unity

in the case of those who through the nature
of one faith are one ? For all were born again
to innocence, to immortality, to the knowledge
of God, to the faith of hope. And if these
things cannot differ within themselves because
there is both one hope and one God, as also
there is one Lord and one bajnism of re-
generation ; if these things are one rather by
agreement than by nature, ascribe a unity of
will to those also who have been born again
into them. If

,

however, they have been be-

gotten again into the nature of one life and
eternity, then, inasmuch as their soul and
heart are one, the unity of will fliils to ac-
count for their case who are one by regene-
ration into the same nature.
8. These are not our own conjectures which
we offer, nor do we falsely put together any of
these things in order to deceive tiie ears of
our hearers by perverting the meaning of
words ; but holding fast the form of sound
teaching we know and preach the things
which are true. P'or the Apostle shews tual
this unity of the faithful arises from tlie nature
of the sacraments when he writes to the Ga-

* St. John X. 30 ; xiv. 7, 9, 10,xi. 7 lb. x. 30.

8 A-ts iv. .S2. 9 I Cor. ill. 8. * St. John xvii. 20,21. 3 Readingodii. ' Eph. iv. 4, 5.



140 DE TRINITATE.

latians. For as many of yon as 7fw« baptized
into Christ did put on Christ. There is ?ieither

Jew nor Greek, there is neither l>07id nor free,
there is jieither male nor female ; for ye are all
one in Christ Jesus''. That these are one amicl
so great diversities of race, condition, sex,— is
it from an agreement of will or from the unity
of the sacrament, since these have one baptism
and have all put on one Christ ? What, there-

fore, will a concord of minds avail here when
they are one in that they have put on one

Christ through the nature of one baptism?

9. Or, again, since he who plants and he

who waters are one, are they not one because,

being themselves born again in one baptism

they form a ministry of one regenerating bap-
tism ? Do not they do the same thing? Are
they not one in One? So they who are one
through the same thing are one also by nature,

not only by will, inasmuch as they themselves

have been rnade the same thing and are mini-

sters of the same thing and the same power.
10. Now the contradiction of fools always
serves to prove their folly, because with regard
to the faults which they contrive by the de-

vices of an unwise or crooked understanding
against the truth, while the latter remains un-

shaken and immovable the things which are

opposed to it must needs be regarded as false

and foolish. For heretics in their attempt to
deceive others by the words, I and the I'dther
are one s, that there might not be acknow-

ledged in them the unity and like essence
of deity, but only a oneness arising from
mutual love and an agreement of wills — these
heretics, I say, have brought forward an in-
stance of that unity, as we have shewn above,
even from the words of our Lord, That they
all may be one, as Thou Father art in Me, and
I in Thee, that they also may be in Us ^. Every
man is outside the promises of the Gospel
who is outside the faith in them, and by the

guilt of an evil understanding has lost all
simple hope. For to know not what thou
believest demands not so much excuse as
a reward, for the greatest service of faith is
to hope for that which thou knowest not.
But it is the madness of most consummate
wickedness either not to believe things which
are understood or to have corrupted the
sense in which one believes.
11. But although the wickedness of man
can pervert his intellectual powers, never-
theless the words retain their meaning. Our
Lord prays to His Father that those who
shall beheve in Him may be one, and as
He is in the Father and the Father in
Him, so all may be one in Them. Why

4 Gal. iii. 27,2S. 5 St. John X. 30. 6 lb.:

(lost thou bring in here an identity of mind,
why a unity ot soul and heart through
agreement of will? For there would have
been no lack of suitable words for our Lord,
if it were will that made them one, to have
prayed in this fashion, —Father, as We are
one in will, so may they also be one in will,
that we may all be one through agreement.
Or could it be that He Who is the Word was
unacquainted with the meaning of words?
and that He Who is Truth knew not how
to speak the truth? and He Who is ^Visdom
went astray in foolish talk? and He Who
is Power was compassed about with such
weakness that He could not speak what He
wished to be understood? He has clearly
spoken the true and sincere mysteries of the
faith of the Gospel. And He has not only
spoken that we may comprehend, He has also
taught that we may believe, saying, That they
all may be one, as llwii Father art in Me, andI in Thee, that they also may be in Us. For
those first of all is the prayer of whom it is
said. That they all may be one. Then the
promotion of unity is set forth by a pattern
of unity, when He says, as Thou, Father, at t
in Me, and I in Thee, that they also may be
in Us, so that as the Father is in the Son
and the Son in the Father, so through the
pattern of this unity all might be one in the
Father and the Son.
12. But because it is proper to the Father
alone and the Son that They should be one
by nature because God is froin God, and the

Only-begotten from the Unbegotten can sub-
sist in no other nature than that of His origin ;
so that Fie Who was begotten should exist
ia the substance of His birth, and the birth
should possess no other and different truth
of deity than that from which it issued; for
our Lord has left us in no doubt as to our
belief by asserting throughout the whole of the
discourse which follows the nature of this com-
plete unity. For the next words are these, That
the world may belieiw that Thou didst send Ale t .
Thus the world is to believe that the Son has
been sent by the Father because all who shall
believe in Him will be one in the Father and
the Son. And how they will be so we are
soon told,—And the glory which Thau hast
given Me I have given unto them ^. Now
1 ask whether glory is identical with will,
since will is an emotion of the mind while
glory is an ornament or embellishment of na-
ture. So then it is the glory received from the
Father that the Son hath given to all who
shall believe in Him, and certainly not will.
Had this been given, faith would carry with

7 St. John xvii. 21. 8 lb. 22.
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it no reward, for a necessity of will attached
to us would also impose faith upon us. How-
ever He has shewn what is effected by the
bestowal of the glory received, That they may
he one, even as We are one'}. It is then with
this object that the received glory was be-
stowed, that all might be one. So now all
are one in glory, because the glory given is
none other than that which was received : nor
has it been given for any other cause than
that all should be one. And since all are one
tlirough the glory given to the Son and by
the Son bestowed upon believers, I ask how
ran the Son be of a different glory from the
Father's, since the glory of the Son brings
all that believe into the unity of th*e Father's
glory. Now it may be that the utterance
of human hope hi this case may be somewhat
immoderate, yet it will not be contrary to
faith ; for though to hope for this were pre-

sumptuous, yet not to have believed it is

sinfdl, for w^e have one and the same Author
both of our hope and of our faith. We will
treat of this matter more clearly and at greater

length in its own place, as is fitting. Yet
in the meantime it is easily seen from our

present argument that this hope of ours is
neither vain nor presumptuous. So then

through the glory received and given all are
one. I hold the faith and recognise the
cause of the unity, but 1 do not yet under-
stand how it is that the glory given makes
all one.

13. Now our Lord has not left the minds
of His faithful followers in doubt, but has
explained the manner in which His nature
operates, saying, That they ??iay be one, as
We are one : I in them and Thou in Me,
that they may be perfected in one''. Now
I ask those who bring forward a unity of
will between Father and Son, whether Christ
is in us to-day through verity of nature or
tlirough agreement of will. For if in truth
the Word has been made flesh and we in very
truth receive the Word made flesh as food
from the Lord, are we not bound to believe
that He abides in us naturally. Who, born as
a man, has assumed the nature of our flesh
now inseparable from Himself, and has con-
joined the nature of His own flesh to the
nature of the eternal Godhead in the sacra-
ment by which His flesh is communicated
to us ? For so are we all one, because the
Father is in Christ and Christ in us. Who-
soever then shall deny that the Father is

in Christ naturally must first deny that either
he is himself in Christ naturally, or Christ
in him, because the Father in Christ and

9 St. John xvii. 23.
' lb. 22,23.

Christ in us make us one in Tliem. Hence,
if indeed Clirist has taken to Himself the
flesh of our body, and that Man Who was
born from Mary was indeed Christ, and we
indeed receive in a mystery the flesh of His
body— (and for this cause we shall be one,
because tiie Father is in Him and Fie in
us),— how can a unity of will be maintained,
seeing that the special jiroperty of nature
received through the sacrament is the sacra-
ment of a perfect unity''?
14. Tlie words in which we speak of the
things of God must be used in no mere human
and worldly sense, nor must the perverseness
of an alien and impious inter[)retation be
extorted from the soundness of heavenly words
by any violent and headstrong preaching. Let
us read what is written, let us understand what
we read, and then fulfil the demands of a

perfect faitli. For as to what we say con-
cerning the reality of Christ's nature within
us, unless we have been taught by Him, our
words are foolish and impious. For He says
Himself, My flesh is meat indeed, and My blood
is drink indeed. He that eateth My flesh and
drinketh My bluod abideth in Me, and J in
him 3. As to the verity of the flesh and blood
there is no room left for doubt. For now
both from the declaration of the Lord Himself
and our own faith, it is verily flesh and verily
blood. And these when eaten and drunk,
bring it to pass that both we are in Ciirist
and Christ in us. Is not this true ? Yet they
who affirm that Christ Jesus is not truly God
are welcome to find it false. He therefore
Himself is in us through the flesh and we
in Him, whilst together with Hiui our own
selves are in God.

15. Now how it is that we are in Him
through the sacrament of the flesh and blood
bestowed upon us, He Himself testifies, saying.
And the world will no longer see Me, but ye
shall see Me; because I live ye shall live also;
because I am in My Father, and ye in Me, andI in you*. If He wished to indicate a mere
unity of will, why did He set forth a kind
of gradation and sequence in the completion
of the unity, unless it were that, since He was
in the Father througli the nature of Deity,
and we on the contrary in Him through
His birth in the body. He would have us
believe that He is in us through the mystery
of the sacraments ? and thus there might be
taught a perfect unity through a Mediator,
whilst, we abiding in Him, He abode in the
Father, and as abiding in the Father abode

2 If in theSacramentwe hold realcommunionwith the Father
and the Son, the uiuon of Father and Son on which it is based
mustbealso re;il, and nota mereconcordof will.
? St. John vi. 55,56. 4 lb. xiv. 19,uo.
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also in us ; and so we might arrive at unity
with the Father, since in Him Who dwells
naturally in the Father by birth, we also dwell
naturally, while He Himself abides naturally
in us also.
16. Again, how natural this unity is in us
He has Himself testified on this wise,—He
who eafdh My flesh and driiikelh My blood
abideth in Me, and I iti him 5. For no man
shall dwell in Him, save him in whom He
dwells Himself, for the only flesh which He
has taken to Himself is the flesh of those who
have taken His. Now He had already taught
before the sacrament of this perfect unity,
saying. As the living Father sent Me, and
f lii^e through the Father, so he that eateth My
flesh shall himself also live through Me ^. So
then He lives through the Father, and as He
lives through the Father in hke manner we
live through His flesh. For all comparison
is chosen to shape our understanding, so that
we may grasp the subject of which we treat
by help of the analogy set before us. This
is the cause of our life that we have Christ
dwelling within our carnal selves through the
flesh, and we shall live through Him in the
same manner as He lives through the Father.
If, then, we live naturally through Him ac-
cording to the flesh, that is

,

have partaken
of the nature of His flesh, must He not
naturally have the Father within Himself
according to the Spirit since He Himself lives
through the Father? And He lives through
the P'ather because His birth has not im-
planted in Him an alien and different nature,
inasmuch as His very being is from Him yet

is not divided from Him by any barrier of an
unlikeness of nature, for within Himself He
has the Father through the birth in the
power of tlie nature.

17. I have dwelt upon these facts because
the heretics falsely maintain that the union
between Father and Son is one of will only,
and make use of the example of our own
union with God, as though we were united
to the Son and through the Son to the Father
by mere obedience and a devout will, and
none of the natural verity of communion were
vouchsaferl us through the sacrament of the
Body and Blood ; although the glory of the
Son bestowed upon us through the Son abiding
in us after the flesh, while we are united in
Him corporeally and inseparably, bids us
preach the mystery of the true and natural
unity.
18. So we have made our reply to the folly
of our violent opponents, merely to prove the
emptiness of their falsehoods and so prevent

them from misleading the unwary by the error
of their vain and foolish statements. But the
faith of the Go-ipel did not of necessity require
our answer. The Lord prayed on our behalf
for our union with God, but God keeps His
own unity and abides in it. It is not through
any mysterious appointment of God that they
are one, but through a birth of nature, for
God loses nothing in begetting Him from
Himself. They are one, for the things
which are not plucked out of His hand are
not plucked out of the hand of the Feather?,
for, when He is known, the Father is known,
for, when He is seen, the Feather is seen,

for what He speaks the Father speaks as
abiding in Him, for in His works the
Father works, for He is in the Father and
the Father in Him'. This proceeds from
no creation but from birth ; it is not brought
about by will but by power; it is no agree-
ment of mind that speaks, it is nature; be-
cause to be created and to be born are not
one and the same, any more than to will and
to be able ; neither is it the same thing to
agree end to abide

19. Thus we do not deny a unanimity
between the Father and the Son,— for heretics
are accustomed to utter this falsehood, that
since we do not accept concord by itself as
the bond of unity we declare Them to be at
variance. But let them listen how it is th;it
we do not deny such a unanimity. The Father
and the Son are one in nature, honour, power,
and the same nature cannot will things that
are contrary. Moreover, let them listen to
the testimony of the Son as touching the
unity of nature between Himself and the
Father, for He sa\s. When that advocate is
come. Whom I ihall send to you from the
Father, the Spirit of truth Who proceedeth
from the Father, He shall testify of Me^. The
Advocate shall come and the Son shall send
Him from the Father, and He is the Spirit
of truth Who proceedeth from the Fatiier.
Let the whole folio. ving of heretics arouse the
keenest powers of their wit ; let them now
seek for what lies they can tell to the un-
learned, and declare what that is which the
Son sends from the Father. He Who sends
manifests His power i;i that which He sends.
But as to that which He sends from the Father,
how shall we regard it

,

as received or sent forth
or begotten? For Mis words that He will
send Jrum the Father must imply one or othet
of these modes of sending. And He will send
from the Father that Spirit of truth which
proceedeth from the Father; He therefore

5 Sc John vi. 56, » lb 57.

7 St. John A. 2S,29. S lb. xiv. 7, g, zo, Z2.

9 lb. XV.26.
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cannot be the Recipient, since He is reveal&d
as the Sender. It only remains to make sure
of our conviction on the point, whether we
are to believe an egress of a co-existent Being,
or a procession of a Being begotten.
20. For the present I forbear to expose
their licence of speculation, some of them
holding that the Paraclete Spirit comes
from the Father or from the Son. For
our Lord has not left this in uncertainty, for
after these same words He spoke thus,—
I have yet many things to say unto you, but
re cannot dear them now. When He, the Spirit
of truth, is come. He shall guide you into all
truth : for He shall not sfeak from Himself-
but what things soever He shall hear, these shall
He sfeak ; and He shall declare unto you the
things that are to come. He shall glorify Me :
for He shall receive of Mine and shall declare
it unto you. All things whatsoever the Father
hath are Afine : therefore said I, He shall re-
ceive of Mine and shall declare it unto you '.
Accordingly He receives from the Son, Who
is both sent by Him, and proceeds from the
Father. Now I ask whether to receive from
the Son is the same thing as to proceed from
the Father. But if one believes that there
is a difference between receiving from the Son
and proceeding from the Father, surely to
receive from the Son and to receive from the
Father will be regarded as one and the same
thing. For our Lord Himself says. Because
He shall receive of Aline and shall declare
it unto you. All things ivhatsoever the Father
hath are Mine: therefore said I, He shall
receive of Mine and shall declare it unto you.
'I'hat which He will receive,—whether it will
be power, or excellence, or teaching, — the
Son has said must be received from Him,
and again He indicates that this same thing
must be received from the Father. For when
He says that all things whatsoever the Father
hath are His, and that for this cause He
declared that it must be received from His
own, He teaches also that what is received
from the Father is yet received from Himself,
because all things that the Father hath are
His. Such a unity admits no rclifference, nor
does it make any difference from whom thai
is received, which given by the Father is
described as given b)'- the Son. Is a mere
unity of will brought forward here also ? All
things which the Father hath are the Son's,
and all things which the Son hath are the
Father's. For He Himself saith, And alt
Mine are Thine, and Thine are Mine ^. It
is not yet the place to shew why lie spoke
thus, For He shall receive of Mine: for this

points to some subsequent time, when.it is
revealed that He shall receive. Now at any
rate He says that He will receive of Himself,
because all things that the Father had were
His. Dissever if thou canst the unity of the
nature, and introduce some necessary unlike-
ness through which the Son may not exist
in unity of nature. For the Spirit of truth
proceedeth from the Father and is sent from
the Father by the Son. All things that the
Father hath are the Son's ; and for this cause
whatever He Who is to be sent shall receive,
He shall receive from the Son, because all
things that the Father hath are the Son's.
The nature in all respects maintains its law,
and because Both are One that same Godhead
is signified as existing in Both through gener-
ation and nativity ; since the Son affirms that
that which the Spirit of truth shall receive
from the Father is to be given by Flimself
So the frowardness of heretics must not be
allowed an unchecked licence of impious
beliefs, in refusing to acknowledge that this

saying of the Lord, — that because all things
which the Father hath are His, therefore the
Spirit of truth shall receive of Him,—is to
be referred to unity of nature.
21. Let us listen to that chosen vessel and
teacher of the Gentiles, when he had already
commended the faith of the people of Rome
because of their understanding of the truth.
For wishing to teach the unity of nature in
the case of the Father and the Son, he speaks
thus, But ye are not in the flesh but in the
Spirit, if indeed the Spirit of God is in you.
But if any have not the Spirit of Christ, he
is none of His. But if Christ is in you, the
bodv indeed is dead through sin, but the Spirit
is life through righteousness. But if the Spirit
of Him IVho raised up Christ f/om the dead
dwelleth in you ; He Who raised up Christ
from the dead shall also quicken your mortal
bodies, because of His Spirit Who dwelleth in
you 3. We are all spiritual if the Spirit of God
dwells in us. But this Spirit of God is also
the Spirit of Christ, and though the Spirit of
Christ is in us, yet His Spirit is also in us
Who raised Christ from the dead, and He
Who raised Christ from the dead shall quicken
our mortal bodies also on account of His
Spirit that dwelleth in us. We are quickened
therefore on account of the Spirit of Christ
that dwelleth in us, through Him Who raised
Christ from the dead. And since the Spirit
of Him Who raised Christ from the dead
dwells in us, and yet the Spirit of Christ is
in us, nevertheless the Spirit Which is in
us cannot but be the Spirit of God. Separate,

» St. John xvi. 12—15. 'lb. xvii. ta 3 Rom. viii. 9—ir.
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then, O heretic, the Spirit of Christ from the
Spirit of God, and the Spirit of Christ raised
from tlie dead from the Spirit of God Which
raises Christ from the dead ; when the Spirit
of Christ that dwelleth in us is the Spirit of
God, and when the Spirit of Christ Who was
raised from the dead is yet the Spirit of God
Who raises Christ from the dead.
22. And now I ask whether thou thinkest
that in the Spirit of God is signified a nature
or a property belonging to a nature. For
a nature is not identical with a thing belonging
to it

,

just as neither is a man identical with

what belongs to a man, nor fire with what

belongs to fire itself, and in like manner
God is not the same as that which belongs
to God.

23. For I am aware that the Son of God

is revealed under the title Spirit of God in
order that we may understand the presence
of the Father in Him, and that the term
Spirit of God may be employed to indicate
Kither, and that this is shewn not only on

tlie authority of prophets but of evangelists
also, when it is saitl. The Spirit of the Lord

is iipoti Me ; therefore He hath anointed Me''.
And again. Behold My Servant Whom I have
chosen, My beloved in Whom My soul is well
pleased, I will put My Spirit upon Ilim s.

And when the Lord Himself bears witness of
Himself, But if I in the Spirit of God cast
out devils, then has the kingdom of God come
upon you^. For the passages seem without
any doubt to denote either Father or Son,
while they yet manifest the excellence of
nature.

24. For 1 think that the expression 'Spirit
of God ' was used with respect to Each, lest
we should believe that the Son was present
in the Father or the Father in the Son in
a merely corporeal manner, that is

,

lest God

might be thought to abide in one position and
exist nowhere else apart from Himself. For

a man or any other thing like him, when he

is in one place, cannot be in another, because
what is in one place is confined to the place
where it is : his nature cannot allow him to
be everywhere when he exists in some one
position. But God is a living Force, of in-
finite power, present everywhere and no\\here
absent, and manifests His whole self through
His own, and signifies that His own are
nought else than Himself, so that where they
are He may be understood to be Himself.
Yet we must not think that, after a corporeal
tashion, when He is in one place He ceases to
be everywhere, for through His own things He

is still present in all places, while the things

* St. Luke iv. 18. 5 St. Matt. xii. i3. 6 lb. 28.

which are His are none other than His own
self. Now these things have been said to
make us understand what is meant by

' nature.'

25. Now I think that it ought to be clearly
understood that God the Father is denoted by
the Spirit of God, because our Lord Jesus
Christ declared that the Spirit of the Lord
was upon Him since He anoints Him and
sends Him to preach the Gospel. For in
Him is made manifest the excellence of the
Father's nature, disclosing that the Son par-
takes of His nature even when born in the
flesh through the mystery of this spiritual
unction, since after the birth ratified in His
baptism this intimation of His inherent Son-
ship was heard as a voice bore witness from
Heaven :— Thoji art My Son; this day haveI begotten TheeT. For not even He Himself
can be understood as resting upon Himself
or coming to Himself from Fleaven, or as
bestowing on Himself the title of Son : but
all this demonstration was for our faith, in

order that under the mystery of a complete
and true birth we should recognise that the

unity of the nature dwells in the Son Who
had begun to be also man. We have thus
found that in the Spirit of God the Father is

designated ; but we understand that the Son

is indicated in the same way, when He says :

But if I in the Spirit of God cast out devils,
then has the kingdom o

f God come upon you.
That is

, He shews clearly that He, by the
power of His nature, casts out devils, which
cannot be cast out save by the Spirit of God.
The phrase ' Spirit of God

' denotes also the
Paraclete Spirit, and that not only on the

testimony of prophets but also of apostles,
when it is said :— This is that ifhich was spoken
through the Prophet, It shall come to pass on
the last day, saith the Lord, 1 ivill pour out of
My Spirit upon all flesh, and their sons and
their daughters shall prophesy^. And we learn
that all this prophecy was fulfilled in the case
of the Apostles, when, after the sending of the
Holy Spirit, they all spake with the tongues
of the Gentiles.
26. Now we have of necessity set these
things forth with this object, that in whatever
direction the deception of heretics betakes
itself, it might yet be kept in check by the
boundaries and limits of the gospel truth.
For Christ dwells in us, and where Christ
dwells God dwells. And when the Spirit of
Christ dwells in us, this indwelling means
not that any other Spirit dwells in us than
the Spirit of God. But if it is understood
that Christ dwells in us through the Holy

7 Ps. ii. 8
,

cf. St. Matt. -ii. 17,&c. ** Acts ii. 16,17.
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Spirit, we must yet recognise this Spirit of
God as also the Spirit of Christ. And since
the nature dwells in us as the nature of one
substantive Being, we must regard the na-

ture of the Son as identical with that of
the Father, since the Holy Spirit Who is both
the Spirit of Christ and the Spirit of God
is proved to be a Being of one nature. I ask
now, therefore, how can They fail to be one
by nature? The Spirit of Truth proceeds from
the Father, He is sent by the Son and receives
from the Son. But all things that the Father
halh are the Son's, and for this cause He
Who receives from Him is the Spirit of God,
but at the same time the Spirit of Christ.
']"he Spirit is a Being of the nature of the Son,
but the same Being is of the nature of the
Father. He is the Spirit of Him Who raised
Christ from the dead ; but this is no other
than the Spirit of Christ Who was so raised.
The nature of Christ and of God must differ
in some respect so as not to be the same,
if it can be shewn that the Spirit which is
of God is not the Spirit of Christ also.

27. But you, heretic, as you wildly rave
and are driven about by the Spirit of your
deadly doctrine the Apostle seizes and
constrains, establishing Christ for us as the
foundation of our faith, being well aware also
of that saying of our Lord, If a man love Me,
he will also keep My 7Vord; and My Father
will love him, and We vnll come unto him, and
make Our abode with him'). For by this He
testified that while the Spirit of Christ abides
in us the Spirit of God abides in us, and that
the Spirit of Him that was raised from the
dead differs not from the Spirit of Him that
raised Him from the dead. For they come
and dwell in us : and I ask whether they will
come as aliens associated together and make
Their abode, or in unity of nature? Nay,
the teacher of the Gentiles contends that it
is not two Spirits — the Spirits of God and of
Christ — that are present in those who believe,
but the Spirit of Christ which is also the
Spirit of God. This is no joint indwelling, it
is one indwelling : yet an indwelling under tlie
mysterious semblance of a joint indwelling, for
it is not the case that two Spirits indwell, nor
is one that indwells different from the other.
For there is in us the Spirit of God and there
is also in us the Spirit of Christ, and when
the Spirit of Christ is in us there is also in
us the Spirit of God. And so since what is
of God is also of Christ, and what is of Christ
is also of God, Christ cannot be anything
different from what God is. Christ, therefoie,
is God, one Spiiit with God.

28. Now the Apostle asserts that those
words in the Gospel, / and the Father are
one^\ imply unity of nature and not a solitary
single Being, as he writes to the Corinthian.s,

Wherefore I give you to understand, that no
man in the Spirit of God calleth Jesus ana-
thema '. Perceivest thou now, O heretic, in
what spirit thou callest Cinist a creature? For
since they are under a curse who have served
the creature more than the Creator — in affirm-

ing Christ to be a creature, learn what thou

art, since thou knowest full well that the

worship of the creature is accursed. And
observe wliat follows. And no one can call
Jesus Lord, but in the Holy Spirit ^. Dost
thou perceive what is lacking to thee, when

thou deniest Christ what is His own ? If
thou boldest that Cin-ist is Lord through His
Divine nature, thou hast the Holy Spiiit.
But if He be Lord merely by a name of adop-
tion thou lackest the Holy Spirit, and art
animated by a spirit of en-or : because no one
can call Jesus Lord, but in the Holy Spirit.
But when thou sayest that He is a creature
rather than God, although thou stylest Him
Lord, still thou dost not say that He is the
Lord. For to thee He is Lord as one of a com-
mon class and by a familiar name, rather than

by nature. Yet learn from Paul His nature.

29. For the Apostle goe.s on to say, Now
there are diversities of gifts, hut there is the same

Spirit ; and there are diversities of ministrations
but one and the same Lord , and there are di
versifies of workings but the same Gmi, Who
worketh all things in all But to each one is
given the manifestation of the Spirit for that
which profitclh 3. In this passage before us we

perceive a fourfold statement : in the diversity

of gifts it is the same Spirit, in the diversity of
ministrations it is the very same Lord, in the

diversity of workings it is the same God, and
in the bestowal of that which is profitable there
is a manifestation of the Spirit. And in order
that the bestowal of what is profitable might
be recognised in the manifestation of the

Spirit, he continues : To one indeed is given

through the Spit it the word of wisdom ; and io
ajiotlur the word of hiowledge according to the
same Spirit ; to another faith in the same Spirit;
to another the gift of healiiig in the same Spirit ;

to another the working of miracles ; to another
prophecy ; to another discerning of spirits ; ta

another kinds of tongues ; to another the inter-
pre.'ation of tongues^.
30. And indeed that which we called the

fourth statement, that is the manifestation of

the Spirit in the bestowal of what is profitable,

9 St. John xiv. 23.
V St. lotin X. 30.

3 lb. 4-7-

» I Cor. xii. 3.
4 lb. 8-

2 Ibid^
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lias a clear meaning. For the Apostle has enu-
merated the profitable giTts through which this

manifestation of the Spirit took place. Now in
these diverse activities that Gift is set forth in
no uncertain light of which our Lord had
spoken to the apostles when He taught them
not to depart from Jcrusah7n ; but wait, said
He, for the promise of the Father which ye heard
from My lips : for John indeed baptized with
water, but ye shall be baptized with the Holy
Ghost, which ye shall also receive not 7Jiany days
hence i. And again : But ye shall receive poiuer
zvhen the Holy Ghost cometh upon you ; and ye
shall be My witnesses in Jerusalem, and in all
Juda:a, and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost
part of the earth *. He bids them wait for the
promise of the Father of which they had

heard from His lips. We may be sure that
here ? we have a reference to the Father's same

promise. Hence it is by these miraculous
-workings that the manifestation of the Spirit
takes place. For the gift of the Spirit is
manifest, where wisdom makes utterance
and the words of life are heard, and where
there is the knowledge that comes of God-
given insight, lest after the fashion of beasts
through ignorance of God we should fail
to know the Author of our life ; or by
faith in God, lest by not believing the Gospel
of God, we should be outside His Gospel ;
or by the gift of healings, that by the cure
of diseases we should bear witness to His
grace Who bestoweth these things ; or by the
working of miracles, that what we do may be
understood to be the power of God , or by
prophesy, that through our understanding of
doctrine we might be known to be taught of
God; or by decerning of spirits, that we
should not be unable to tell whether any one

speaks with a holy or a perverted spirit ; or by
kinds of tongues, that the speaking in tongues
may be bestowed as a sign of the gift of the
Holy Spirit; or by the inteipretation of

tongues, that the faith of those that hear may
not be imperilled through ignorance, since the
interpreter of a tongue explains the tongue
to those who are ignorant of it. Thus in all
these things distributed to each one to profit
withal there is the manifestation of the Spirit,
the gift of the Spirit being apparent through
these marvellous advantages bestowed upon
each.

31. Now the blessed Apostle Paul in re-
vealing the secret of these heavenly mysteries,
most itifficult to human comprehension, has
preserved a clear enunciation and a carefully
worded caution in order to shew that these
diverse gifts are given through the Spirit and

i Actsi. 4, 5 6 lb. 8. 7 i.e. in I Co . 8f.

in the Spirit (for to be given through the Spirit
and in the Spirit is not the same thing), be-
cause the granting of a gift which is exercised
in the Spirit is yet bestowed through the Spirit.
But he sums up these diversities of gifts thus :
Now all these things worketh one and the
same Spirit, dividing to each one as He will^.
Now, therefore, I ask what Spirit works these
things, dividing to each one according as He
wills : IS it He by Whom or He in Whom
there is this distribution of gifts 9? But if any
one shall dare to say that it is the same Person
which is indicated, the Apostle will refute so
faulty an opinion, for he says above. And
there are diversities of workings, but the same
God Who worketh all things in all. So tliere
is one Who distributes and another in Whom
the distribution is vouchsafed. Yet know that
it is always God Who worketh all these things,
but in such a way that Christ works, and the
Son in His working performs the Father's work.
And if in the Holy Spirit thou confessest
Jesus to be Lord, understand the force of that
threefold indication in the Apostle's letter ; for-

asmuch as in the diversities of gifts, it is the
same Spirit, and in the diversities of ministra-
tions it is the same Lord, and in the diversities
of workings it is the same God ; and again,
one Spirit that worketh all things distributing
to each according as He will. And grasp the
idea if thou canst that the Lord in the dis-
tribution of ministrations, and God in the
distribution of workings, are this one and the

same Spirit Who both works and distributes
as He will ; becausein the distribution of gifts
there is one Spirit, and the same Spirit works
and distributes.

32. But if this one Spirit of one Divinity,
one in botli God and Lord through the mystery
of the birth, does not please thee, then point out
to me what Spirit both works and distributes
these diverse gifts to us, and in what Spirit He
does this. But, thou must shew me nothing
but what accords with our faith, because the

Apostle shews us Who is to be understood,
saying, For as the body is one, and hath many
members, and all the members of the body, being
?nany, are one body, so also is Christ ^^. He
affirms that diversities of gifts come from one
Lord Jesus Christ Who is the body of all.
Because after he had made known the Lord
in ministration, and made known also God
in workings, he yet shews that one Spirit both
works and distributes all these things, distri-

8 I Cor. xii ri.
9 Hilary's interpretationof this passageis rot strictly Trini-
tarian. His view is that there are two Divine Personsat wurl:,
the Father and the Son, and that Both are embracedunder tlie
commonnameof 'Spirit.' Compare ii. 30, and the exegesisof
St. John iv. 24,which follows.y* I Cor. xii. 12.
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l)iitlng these varieties of His gracious gifts for
the perfecting of one body.
33. Unless jierchance we think that the
Apostle did not keep to the principle of unity
in that he said, And there are diversities of
viinistraiions, and the same Lord, and there are
diversities of workings, but the same God^- So
that because he referred ministrations to the
Lord and workings to God, he does not appear
to have understood one and the same Being
in ministrations and operations. Learn how
these members which minister are also members
which work, when he says. Ye are the body of
Christ, and of Him members indeed. For God
hath set some in the Church, first mfosfles,
in whom is the word of wisdom ; secondly
frofhels, in whom is the gift of knowledge ;
thiidly teachers, in whom is the doctrine of
faith ; next mighty works, among which are
the hea/ing of diseases, the power to help,
f,ove7-nments by the prophets, and gifts of either
speaking or interpreting (f/rwx kinds of tongues.
Clearly these are the Church's agents of
ministry and work of whom the body of
Christ consists ; and God has ordained them.
Eut perhaps thou maintainest that they have
not been ordained by Christ, because it was
God Who ordained them. But thou shalt hear
what the Apostle says himself: No7ii to each
one of us was the grace given according to the
measure of the gift of Christ. And again, Ife
that descended is the same also that ascended

far above all the heavens that He might fill all
things. And he gave some to be apostles ; and
some, prophets ; and some, evangelists , and
some, pastors and teachers ; for the peifecting
of the saints, for the work of ministering =.
Are not then the gifts of ministration Christ's,
while they are also the gifts of (iod ?
34. But if impiety has assumed to itself
that because he sa) s, 'Jhe same Lord and the
same God^, they are not in unity of nature,
I will su])port this interpretation with what
you deem still stronger arguments. For the
same Apostle says. But for us there is one
God, the L''ather, of Whom are all things, and
we in Him, and one Lord Jesus Christ, through
IVhom are all things, and we through Him '>

.

And again. One Lord, one faith, one baptism,
one God and Father of all, H ho is both through
all, and in us all^. By these words one God
and one Lord it would seem that to God only

is attributed, as to one God, the property of
being God ; since the property of oneness
does not admit of paitnership with another.
Verily how rare and hard to attain are such
spiritual gifts ! How truly is the manifestation

' I Cor, xii, 5, 6,

3 I Cur. xii. 5, 6
.

' Eph. Iv. 7. TO—12.

4 lb. vii). 6. 5 Eph. iv. 5, 6.

of the Spirit seen in the bestowal of such
useful gifts ! And with reason has this order
in the distribution of graces been appointed,
that the foremost should be the word of wis-
dom ; for true it is

, And no one can call Jesus
Lord but in the Holy Spirit^, because but
through this word of wisdom Christ could not
be understood to be Lord ; that then there
should follow next the word of understanding,
that we might speak with understanding what
we know, and might know the word of wisdom ;

and that the third .gift should consist of faith,
seeing that those leading and higher graces
would be unprofitable gifts did we not believe
that He is God. So that in the true sense
of this greatest and most noI)le utterance^
of the Apostle no heretics possess either
the word of wisdom or the word of knowledge
or the faith of religion, inasmuch as wilful
wickedness, being incapable of understand-
ing, is void of knowledge of the word and
of genuineness of faith. For no one utters
what he does not know ; nor can he be-
lieve that which he cannot utter ; and thus
when the Apostle preached one God, a pro-
selyte as He was from the Law, and called to
the gospel of Christ, he has attained to the
confession of a perfect faith. And lest the
simplicity of a seemingly unguarded statement
might afford heretics any opportunity for

denying through the preaching of one God
the birth of the Son, the Apostle has set forth
one God while indicating His pecu'iar attri-
bute in these words. One God the Father, o

f

IVhom are all things, and we in HinP, in
order that He Who is God might also be

acknowledged as Father. Afterwards, inas-
much as this bare belief in one God the
Father would not suflice for salvation, he
acUled, And one, our L^ord Jesus Christ,
through Whom are all things, and we through
Him, shewing that the purity of saving faith
consists in the preaching of one God and one
I/Ord, so that we might believe in one God
the Father and one Lord Jesus Christ. For
he knew ftdl well how our Lord had said;
For this is the will of My Father, that every
one that seeih the Sun and believeth on Him
should have eternal life^. But in fixing the

order of the Church's faith, and basing our
faith upon the Father and the Son, he ha^

uttered the mystery of that indivisible and
indissoluble unity and faith in the words om-
God and one Lord.

35. First of all, then, O heretic that hast no
part in the Spirit which spake by the Apostle,
learn thy folly. If thou wrongly employest tlic
confession of one God to deny the Godhead pi

* I Cor. xii. 3. 7 lb. viii. 6. 8 St. John vi. 40.
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Christ, on the ground that where one God
exists He must be regarded as solitary, and
that to be One is characteristic and peculiar

to Him Who is One, — what sense wilt thou

assign to the statement that Jesus Christ is
one Lord? For if, as thou assertest, the fact
that the Father alone is God has not left to
Christ the possibility of Godhead, it must

needs be also according to thee that the fact

of Christ being one Lord does not leave God
the possibility of being Lord, seeing that thou
wilt have it that to be One must be the essen-

tial property of Him Who is One. Hence

if thou deniest that the one Lord Christ is

also God, thou must needs deny that the

one God th.e Father is also Lord. And what
will the greatness of God amount to if He
be not Lord, and the power of the Lord if
He be not God : since it (viz., the greatness
or power) causes that to be God which is

Lord, and makes that Lord which is God?

36. Now the Apostle, maintaining the true
sense of the Lord's saying, I atid the Father are
cne9, whilst He asserts that Both are One, sig-
nifies that Both are One not after the manner
of the soleness of a single being, but in the
unity of the Spirit ; for one God the Father
and one Christ the Lord, since Each is both
Lord and God, do not yet admit in our creed
either two Gods or two Lords. So then
Kach is one, and though one, neither is sole.

We shall not be able to express the mystery
of the faith except in the words of the Apostle.
For there is one God and one Lord, and
the fact that there is one God and one Lord
proves that there is at once Lordship in God,
and Godhead in the Lord. Thou canst not
maintain a union of person, so making God
single ; nor yet canst thou divide the Spirit,
so preventing the Two from being One '.

Nor in the one God and one Lord wilt thou
be able to separate the power, so that He
Who, is Lord should not also be God, and
He Who is God should not also be Lord.
For the Apostle in the enunciation of the
Nara^es has taken care not to preach either
two Gods or two Lords. And for this reason
he has. employed such a method of teaching
as in the one Lord Christ to set forth also
one God, and in the one God the Father to
set forth also one Lord. And, not to misguide
us into the blasphemy that God is solitary,
which would destroy the birth of the Only-
begotten God, he has confessed both Father
and Christ.

37. Unless perchance the frenzy of utter
desperation will venture to rush to such

lengths that, inasmuch as tlie Apostle has

9 St. John x 3̂0. '■ SeeTg.31,supr.yand note.

called Christ I-ord, no one ought to acknow-
ledge Him as aught else savii Lord, and that
because He has the property of Lord He has
not the true Godhead. But Paul knows full
well that Christ is God, for he says. Whose
are the fathers^ and of ivhom is Christy Who

is God over all''. It is no creature here who

is reckoned as God ; nay, it is the God of
things created Who is God over all.
38. Now that He Who is God over all is

also Spirit inseparable from the Father, learn
also from that very utterance of the Apostle,
of which we 'are now speaking. For when he
confessed one God the Father from Whom
are all things, and one Lord Jesus Christ
through Whom are all things ; what difference,

I ask, did he intend by saying that all things
are from God and that all things are through
Christ? Can He possibly be regarded as of

a nature and spirit separable from Himself,
He from Whom and through Whom are all
things? For all things have come into being
through the Son out of nothing, and the
Apostle has referred them to God the Father,
From Whom are all things, but also to the Son,
through Whom are all things. And I find here
no difference, since by Each is exercised the
same power. For if with regard to the sub-
sistence of the universe it was an exact suffi-
cient statement that things created are from
God, what need was there to state that the

things which are from God are through Christ,
unless it be one and the same thing to be

through Christ and from God? But as it

has been ascribed to Each of Them that They
are Lord and God in such wise that each
title belongs to Both, so too from Whom and
thi-ough Whom is here referred to Both ;
and this to shew the unity of Both, not to
make known God's singleness. The lan-
guage of the Apostle afif.irds no opening for
wicked error, nor is his faith too exalted for
careful statement. For he has guarded him-
self by those specially appropriate words
from being understood to mean two Gods
or a solitary God : for while he rejects one-
ness of person he yet does not divide the
unity of Godhead. For this from Whom are
all things and through Whom are all things,
although it did not posit a solitary Deiiy
in the sole posse.s-sion of majesty, must yet
set forth One not different in efficiency, since

from Whom are all things and through Whom
are all things must signify an Author of the
same nature engaged in the same work.

He affirms, moreover, that Each is properly
of tlie same nature. For after announcing
tlie depth of the riches and wisdom end

3 Rom. ix. 5
.
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knowledge of God, and after asserting the
mystery of His inscrutable judgments and
nvowing our ignorance of His ways past find-
ing out, he has yet made use of the exercise
of human faith, and rendered this homage
to the depth of the unsearchable and in-
scrutable mysteries of heaven, For of Him
and through Him and in Hint are all things :
to Him be glory for ever. Amen 3. He em-
ploys to indicate the one nature, that which
cannot but be ihe work of one nature.
39. For whereas he has specially ascribed
to God that all things are from Him, and
he has assigned as a peculiar property to
Clirist, that all things are through Him, and
it is now the glory of God that from Him and
through Him and in Him are all things ; and
whereas the Spirit of God is the same as the
Spirit of Christ, or whereas in the ministration
of the Lord and in the working of God, one
Spirit both works and divides, They cannot
but be one Whose properties are those of
one ; since in the s.irae Lord the Son, and
in the same God the Father, one and the
same Spirit distributing in the same Holy
Spirit accomplishes all things. How worthy is
this saint of the knowledge of exalted and
heavenly mysteries, adopted and chosen to
share in the secret things of God, preserving
a due silence over things which may not be
uttered, true apostle of Christ ! How by
the announcement of his clear teaching has
he restrained the imaginations of human wil-
fulness, confessing, as he does, one God the
Father and one Lord Jesus Christ, so that
meanwhile no one can either preach two Gods
or one solitary Goil ; although He Who is not
one person cannot multiply into two Gods,
nor on the other hand can They Who are not
two Gods be understood to be one single per-
son ; while meantime the revelation of God as
Father demonstrates the true nativity of Christ.
40. Thrust out now your quivering and
hissing tongues, ye vipers of heresy, whether
it be thou Sabellius or thou Photnrus, or ye
who now preach that the Only-begotten God
is a creature. Whosoever denies the Son
shall hear of one God the Father, because
inasmuch as a father becomes a father only
by having a son, this name Father neces-
sarily connotes the existence of the Son.
And again, let him who takes away from
the Son the unity of an identical nature,
acknowledge one Lord Jesus Christ. For
unless through unity of the Spirit He is one
Lord, room will not be left for God the Father
to be Lord. Again, let him who holds the
Son to have become Son in time and by His

3 Rom. xi. 36,

Incarnation, learn that through Him are all
things and we through Him, and that His
timeless Infinity was creating all things before
time was. And meanwhile let him read again
that there is one hope of our calling, and one
baptism, and one faith ; if

,

after that, he op-
pose himself to the preaching of the Apostle,
he, being accursed because he framed strange
doctrines of his own device, is neither called
nor b.iptized nor believing; because in one
God the Father and in one Lord Jesus Christ
there lies the one faith of one hope and bap-
tism. And no alien doctrine can boast that

it has a place among the truths which belong
to one God and Lord and hope and baptism
and faith.

41. So then the one faith is
,

to confess
the Father in the Son and the Son in the
Father through the unity of an indivisible na-
ture, not confused but inseparable, not inter-
mingled but identical, not conjoined but co-

existing, not incomplete but perfect. For
there is birth not separation, there is a Son
not an adoption ; and He is God, not a crea-
ture. Neither is He a God of a different
kind, but the Father and Son are one : for
the nature was not altered by birth so as to
be alien from the property of its original. So
the Apostle holds the faith of the Son abiding
in the Father and the Father in the Son when
he proclaims that for him there is one God
the Father and one Lord Christ, since in
Christ the Lord there was also God, and hi
God the Father there was also Lord, and
They Two are that unity which is God, and
They Two are also that unity which is the
Lord, for reason indicates that there must
be something imperfect in God unless He be
Lord, and in the Lord unless He were God.
And so since Both are one, and Both are
implied under either name, and neither exists

apart from the unity, the Apostle has not gone
beyond the preaching of the Gospel in his
teaching, nor does Christ when He speaks in

Paul differ from the words which He spake
while abiding in the world in bodily form.

42. For the Lord had said in the gospels.
Work not for the meat which perisheth, but for
the meat which abideth unto life eternal, which

the Son of Man shall give unto you : for Him
the Fat/ier, even God, hath sealed. They said

therefore unto Him, What must we do that we
may work the works of God ? And He said
unto them. This is the work o

f God, that ye
believe on Him Whom He hath se7it'^. In
setting forth the mystery of His Incarnation
and His Godhead our Lord has also uttered
the teaching of our faith and hope that we

4 St. John vi. 27—29.
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sliould work for food, not that which pcrisheth

but that which abideth for ever; that we

should remember that tliis food of eternity is

given us by the Son of Man ; that we should
know the Son of Man as sealed by God the
Father; that we should know that this is the
work of God, even faith in Him Whom He
has sent. And Who is it Wiiom the Father
has sent? Even He Whom the Father has
sealed. And Who is He Whom the Father
has sealed? In truth, the Son of Man, even
He who gives the food of eternal life. And
further who are they to whom He gives it ?
They who shall work for the food that does
not perish. Thus, then, the work for this food
is at the same time the work of God, namely, to
believe on Him Whom He has sent. But these
words are uttered by the Son of Man. And
how shall the Son of Man give the food of life
eternal ? Why, he knows not the mystery of his
own salvation, who knows not that the Son of
Man, bestowing food unto life eternal, has been
sealed by God the Father. At this point I
now ask in wh.it sense are we to understand
that the Son of Man has been sealed by God
the Father ?

43. Now we ought to recognise first of all
that God has spoken not for Himself but for
us, and that He has so far tempered the lan-
guage of His utterance as to enable the weak-
ness of our nature to grasp and understand it.
For after being rebuked by tiie Jews for hav-
ing made Himself the equal of God by pro-
fessing to be the Son of God, He had an-
swered that He Himself did all things tliat the
Father did, and that He had received all judg-
ment from the Father; moreover that He
must be honoured even as the Father. And
in all these things having before declared Him-
self Son, He had made Himself equal to the
Father in honour, power and nature. After-
wards He had said that as the Father had life
in Himself, so He had given the Son to have
life in Himself, wherein He signified that by
virtue of the mystery of the birth He possessed
the unity of the same nature. For when He
says that He has what the Father has, He
means that He has the Father's self. For
that God is not after human fashion of a com-
jjosite being, so that in Him there is a dif-
ference of kind between Possessor and Pos-
.sessed ; but all that He is is life, a nature,
that is

,

complete, absolute and infinite, not
composed of dissimilar elements but with one
life permeating the whole. And since this
life was in such wise given as it was possessed,
although the fact that it was given manifestly
reveals the birth of the Recipient, it yet does
not involve a difterence of kind since the life
given was such as was possessed.

44. Therefore after this manifold and pre-
cise revelation of the presence of the Father's
nature in Himself, He goes on to say, For
Him hath the Father sealed, even God^. It

is the nature of a seal to exhibit the whole
form of the figure graven upon it

,

and that
an impression taken from it reproduces it in

every respect; and since it receives the
whole of that which is impressed, it dis-

plays also in itself wholly whatever has been
impressed upon it. Yet this comparison

is not adequate to exemplify the Divine
birth, because in seals there is a matter,
difference of nature, and an act of impres-
sion, whereby the likeness of stronger na-
tures is impressed upon things of a more
yielding nature. But the Only-begotten God,
Who was also through the Mystery of our
salvation the Son of Man, desiring to point
out to us the likeness of His Father's proper
nature in Himself, said that He was sealed
by God; because the Son of Man was about
to give the food of eternal life, and that we
thereby might perceive in Him the power of
giving food unto eternity, in that He pos-
sessed within Himself all the fulness of His
Father's form, even of the God Who sealed
Him : so that what God had sealed should
display in itself none other than the form of
the God Who sealed it. These things indeed
the Lord spake to the Jews, who could not re-
ceive His saying because of unbelief.

45. But in us the preacher of the Gospel
by the Spirit of Christ Who spake through
him, instils the knowledge of this His proper
nature when he says. Who, being tn the

form of God, thought it not a thing to grasp
at that He was equal with God, but emptied
Himself, taking the form of a servant *

. For
He, Whom God had sealed, could be nought
else than the form of God, and that which
has been sealed in the form of God must
needs present at the same time imaged forth
within itself all that God possesses. And for
this cause the Apostle taught that He Whom
God sealed is God abiding in the form of God.
For when about to speak of the Mystery of
the body assumed and born in Him, he says,
He thought it not a thing to grasp at that He
was equal with God, but emptied Himself,
taking the form o

f a servant t. As regards
His being in the form of God, by virtue of
God's seal upon Hira, he still remained God.
But inasmuch as He was to take the form of a

5 St. John vi. 27.

6 Phil. ii. 6
,

7. The sensein which Hilary under.sU.nd.s«c»
raphia.marblti-atus est, is to be seen in his explanation,nonsibi
rapietisessesecequalemDeo (seejust below).

7 luid.
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servant and become obedient unto death, not
grasping at His equality with God, He emptied
Himself through obedience to take the form
of a slave. And He emptied Himself of the
form of God, that is

, of that wherein He was
equal with God—not that He regarded His
equality with God as any encroachment, — al-
though He was in the form of God and equal
with God and sealed by God as God.
46. At this point I ask whether He Who
abides as God in the form of God is a God
of another kind, as we perceive in the case of
seals in respect of the likenesses which stamp
and those which are stamped, since a steel
die impressed upon lead or a gem u43on wax
shapes the figure cut in it or imprints that
which stands in relief upon it. But if there
be any one so foolish and senseless as to
think that that, pertaining to Himself, which
God fashions to be God, is aught but God,
and that He Who is in the form of God is in

any respect anything else save God after the
mystery of His Incarnation and of His humi-
lity, made peifect through obedience even unto
the death of the cross, he shall hear, by the
confession of things in heaven and things on
earth and things under the earth and of every
tongue, that Jesus is in the glory of God the
Father. If then, when His form had become
that of a slave He abides in such glory, how,

I ask, did He abide when in the form of
God ? Must not Christ the Spirit have been
in the nature of God— for this is what is

meant by ' in the glory of God '—when Christ
as Jesus, that is

,

born as man, exists in the
glory of God the Father ?

47. In all things the blessed Apostle pre-
serves the unchangeable teaching of the Gos-
pel faith. The Lord Jesus Christ is pro-
claimed as God in such wise that neither does
the Apostle's faith, by calling Him a God of

a different order, fall away to the confession
of two Gods, nor by making God the Son in-
separable from the Father does it leave an
opening for the unholy doctrine of a single
and solitary God. For when he says, in the
form of God and in. the glory of the Father,
the Apostle neither teaches that They differ one
from another, nor allows us to think of Him
as not existing. For He Who is in the form
of God neither ends by becoming another
God nor Himself loses His Godhead : for He
cannot be severed from the form of God since
He exists in it

, nor is He, Who is in the form
of God, not God Just as He Who is in the
glory of God cannot be aught else than God,
and, since He is God in the glory of God,
cannot be proclaimed as another god and one
different from the true God, seeing that by
reason of the fact that He is in the glory of

God He possesses naturally from Him in
Whose glory He is

,

the property of divinity.
48. But there is no danger that the one
faith will cease to be such through diversity
in its preaching. The Evangelist had taught
that our Lord said, He that hath seen Me, hath
seen the Father also^. But has Paul, the
teacher of the Gentiles, forgotten or kept back
the meaning of the l^ord's words, when he
says. Who is the ima^e of the invisible God'^1

I ask whether He is the visible likeness oi"
the invisible God, and whether the infinite
God can also be presented to view under the
likeness of a finite form ? For a likeness must ,/^
needs repeat the form of that of which it is

the likeness. Let those, however, who will
have a nature of a different sort in the Son
determine what sort of likeness of the invisible
God they wish the Son to be. Is it a bodily
likeness exposed to the gaze, and moving from
place to place with human gait and motion ?

Nay, but let them remember that according to
the Gospels and the Prophets both Christ is

a Spirit and God is a Spirit. If they confine this
Christ the Spirit within the bounds of shape
and body, such a corporeal Christ will not
be the likeness of the invisible God, nnr will

a finite limitation represent that which is

infinite.

49. But, as it is
,

neither did the Lord leave
us in doubt : He who hath seen Me, hath seen
the Father also , nor was the Apostle silent as
to His nature. Who is the image o

f the invisible
God. For the Lord had said. If I do not the
works of My Father, believe Me not^, teaching
them to see the Father in Himself in that He
did the works of tlie Father; that through
perceiving the power of His nature they might
understand the nature of that power which
they perceived. Wherefore the Apostle pro
claiming that this is the image of God, says,
Who is the image o
f the invisible God, the first-
bor?i of all creation; for in Him were all things
made in the heavens and upon the earth, things
visible and things invisible, whether thro?ies or
dominions or principalities or powers ; all things
have been created through Him and in Him,
and He is before all, and for Him all things
consist. And He is the head of the body, the
Church, Who is the beginning, the first-born
from the dead, that in all things He might have
the pre-eminence. For it was the good pleasure
of the Father that in Him should all the fulness
divell, and through Him a'l things should be
reconciled to Hitn ^ So through tae power of
these works He is the image of God. For
assuredly the Creator of things invisible is not

8 St. John Jtiv. <j. 9 Col. i. 15.■ Col. i. 15—20.

' St. John jc.37.
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rompelled by any necessity inherent in ?Iis
nature to be the visible image of the invisible
God. And lest He should be regarded as
the likeness of the form and not of the nature,
He is styled the likeness of the invisible God
in order that we may understand by His ex-
ercise of the powers (not the invisible attri-

butes) of the Divine nature, that that nature
is in Him.

50. He is accordingly the first-born of every
creature because in Him all things were cre-
ated. And lest any one should dare to refer
to any other than Him the creation of all
things in Himself, he says. All things have
been created tlirough Him and in Him, and He
is before all, and for Him all things consist.
All things then consist for Him Who is before
all thing.?, and in AVhoni are all things. Now
tliis indeed describes the origin of created
things. But concerning the dispensation by
which He assumed our body, he adds. And
He is the head of the body, the Church :
Who is the beginning, the first-born from the
dead: that in all things He might have the
pi-e-eniine?ice. For it 7vas the good pleasure of
the Father that in Him should all the fulness
dniell, and that through Him all things should
he reconciled to Him. 'I'he Apostle has assigned
to the spiritual mysteries their material ef-
fects. For He Who is the image of the in-
visible God is Himself the head of His body,
the Church, and He Who is the first-born of
every creature is at the same time the begin-
ning, the first born from the dead : that in all
things He might have the pre-eminence, being
for us the Body, while He is also the image
oi God, since He, Who is the first-born of
created things, is at the same time the first-
born for eternity ; so that as to Him things
spiritual, being created in the First-born, owe it
that they abide, even so all things human also
owe it to Him that in the First-born from the
dead they are born again into eternity. For He
is Himself the beginning, Who as Son is there-
fore the image, and because the image, is of
God. Further He is the first-born of every
created thing, possessing in Himself the origin
of the universe: and again He is the head' of
His body, the Church, and the first-born from
the dead, so that in all things He has the pre-
eminence. And because all things consist for
Him, in Him the fulness of the Godhead is
pleased to dwell, for in Him all things are
reconciled through Him to Him, through
Whom all things were created in Himself
51. Do you now perceive what it is to be
the image of God? It means that all things
iire created in Him through Him. Whereas all
things are created in Him, understand that He,
Whose image He is
,

also creates all things in

Him. And since all things which are create I

in Him are also created tiirough Him, recog-
nise tliat in Him Who is the image there is

present the nature of Him, Whose image He i.s.
For through Himself He creates the things
which are created in Him, just as through
Himself all things are reconciled in Him.
Inasmu h as they are reconciled in Him, re-
cognise in Him the nature of the Father's
unity, recoiciling all things to Himself in Him.
Inasinuch as all things are reconciled through
Him, perceive Him i-econciling to the Father
in Himself all things which He reconciled
through Himself. For the same Apostle says,
But all things are from God, Who reconciled
us to Himself thro2igh Christ, a7id gave unto us
the ministry of reconciliation : to ivit, th it God
ivas in Christ reconciling the world imto Him-
self^. Compare with this the whole mystery
of the faith of the Gospel. For He Who is

seen when Jesus is seen. Who works in His
works, and speaks in His words, also recon-
ciles in His reconciliation. And for this cause,
ill Him and through Him there is recon-
ciliation, because the Father abiding in Him
through a like nature restored the world to
Himself by reconciliation through and in Him.
52. Thus God out of regard for human
weakness has not set forth the faith in bare
and uncertain statements. For although the
authority of our Lord's mere words of itself
compelled their acceptance, He nevertheless
has informed our reason by a revelation which
explains their meaning, that we 'might learn
to know His words, I and the Father are one'<,
by means of that which was itself the cause
of the unity in question. For in saying that
the Father speaks in His words, and works
through His working, and judges through His
judgment, and is seen in His manifestation,
and reconciles through His reconciliation,
and abides in Him, while He in turn abides
in the Father, —what more fitting words, I

ask, could He have employed in His teaching
to suit the faculties of our reason, that we
might believe in Their unity, than those by
which, through the truth of the birth and the
unity of the nature, it is declared that whatever
the Son did and said, the Father said and did
in the Son ? This says nothing of a nature
foreign to Himself, or added b

y creation
to God, or born into Godhead by a parti-
tion of God, but it betokens the divinity of
One Who by a perfect birth is begotten per-
fect God, Who has so confident an assurance
of His nature that He says, I in the Father and
the Father in Me s, and again. All things what-
soever the Father hath are Mine ^

.

For nougnt

3 2 Cor. V. iS, ig.

S lb. xiv. II,

4 St. John X. 30.^ lb. xvi. 15.
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of the Godhead is lacking in Him, in Whose
working and speaking and manifestation God
works and speaks and is beheld, 'i'hey are not
two Gods, Who in their working and words
and manifestation put on a semblance of unity.
Neither is He a solitary God, Who in the
works and words and sight of God, Himself
worked and spoke and was seen as God. The
Church understands this. The Synagogue
does not believe, philosophy does not know,
that being One of One, Whole of Whole, Gocl
and Son, He has neither by His birth de-
prived the Father of His completeness, nor
failed to possess the same completeness in
Himself by right of His birth. And wliosoever
is caught in this folly of unbelief is a disciple
either of the Jews or of the heathen.
53. Now that you may understand the say-
ing of the Lord, when He said, All thin>^s
whatsoever the Father hath are MineT, learn
tlie teaching and faith of the Apostle who said.
Take heed lest any lead you astray thrnw^h
philosophy and vain deceit, after the tradition of
men, after the elements of the world and ?wt
after Christ ; for in Him dwelleth the fulness
of Godhead bodily ^. That man is of tlie world
and savours of the teaching of men and is the
victim of philosophy, who does not know
Christ to be the true God, who does not
recognise in Him the fulness of Godhead.
The mind of man knows only that which it
understands, and the world's powers of be-
lief are limited, since it judges according to
the laws of the material elements that that
alone is possible which it can see or do. For
the elements of the world have come into
being out of nothing, but Christ's continuity of
existence did not begin in the non-existent, nor
did He ever begin to exist, but He took from
the beginning a beginning which is eternal.
The elements of the world are either without
life, or have issued out of this stage into life,
but Christ is life, born to be living God from
the living God. The elements of the world
have been established by God, but they are
not God : Christ as God of God is Himself
wholly all that God is. Tlie elements of the
world, since they are within it

,

cannot pos-
sibly rise out of their condition and cease to
be within it

,

but Christ, while having God
within Himself through the JVlystery, is Him
self in God. The elements of the universe
generating from themselves creatures with a

life like their own, do indeed through the ex-
ercise of their bodily functions bestow upon
them from their own bodies the beginnings of
life, but they are not themselves present as
living beings in their otfspring, whereas in

7 St John xvi. 15. 8 Col. ii. 8
,

9.

Christ all the fulness of the Godhead is pre-
sent in bodily shape.

54. Now I ask, whose Godhead is it where-
of the fulness dwells in Him? If it be not
that of the Father, what other God do you,
misleading preacher of one God, thrust upon
me as Him Whose Godhead dwells fully in
Christ ? But if it be that of the Father, inform
me how this fulness dwells in Him in bodily
fashion. If you hold that the Father abides
in the Son in bodily fashion, the Father, while
dwelling in the Son, will not exist in Him-
self If on the other hand, and this is more
true, the Godhead abiding in Him in bodily
shape displays within Him the verity of the
nature of God from God, inasmuch as God is

in Him, abiding neither through condescension
nor through will but by birth, true and wholly
in bodily fulness according as He is ; and
inasmuch as, in the whole compass of His
being. He was born by His divine birth to
be God, and within the Godhead there is

no difference or dissimilarity, except that in
Christ He dwells in botlily form, and yet what-
ever dwells in Him bodily is according to the
fulness of Godhead ; why follow after the doc-
trines of men ? Why cleave to the teaching of
empty falsehoods ? Why talk of ' agreement

'

or 'harmony of will' or 'a creature?' The
fulness of Godhead dwells in Christ bodily.
55. The Apostle has herein held fast to the
canon of his faith, by teaching that the fulness
of the Godhead dwelt in Christ bodily ; and
this, in order that the teaching of the faith

might not degenerate into an unholy profes-
sion of a oneness of Persons or sinful frenzy
break forth into the belief of two different
natures. For the fulness of Godhead which
dwells in Christ in bodily fashion is neither
solitary nor separable ; for the fulness in

bodily form does not admit any partition
from the other bodily fulness, and the indwell-

ing Godhead cannot be regarded as also the

dwelling-place of the Godhead. And Christ

is so constituted that the fulness of Godhead

dwells in Him in bodily fashion, and that
this fulness must be held one in nature with

Christ. Lay hands on every chance that
offers for your quibbles, sharpen the points
of your blasphemous wit. Name, at least,
the imaginary being whose fulness of Godhead

it is which dwells m Christ in bodily fashion.

For He is Christ, and there is dwelling in Him
in bodily fashion the fulness of Godhead.

56. And i
f you would know what it is

to ' dwell in bodily fashion,' understand what

it is to speak in one that speaks, to be seen in

one who is seen, to work in one who works,

to be God in God, whole of whole, one of
one; and thus learn what is meant by the
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fulness of God in bodily shape. Remember,
too, that the Apostle does not keep silence

on the question, whose Godhead it is
,

which

dwells fully in Christ in bodily fashion, for

he says, For the hivisibk things o
f Him since

the creation of the world are clearly seen, being
perceived through the things that are made, even

His everlasting power and divinity 9. So it

9 Rom. i. no.

is His Godhead that dwells in Christ in bodily
fashion, not partially but wholly, not parcelwisa
but in fuhness; and so dwelling that the Twj
are one, and so one, that the One Who is God
does not differ from the Other Who is God:
Both so equally divine, as a perfect birth
engendereil perfect God. And the birth exists
thus in its perfection, because tlie fulness of
the Godhead dwells bodily in God born of
God.



BOOK IX.

I. In the last book we treated of the in-
distinguishable nature of God the Father and
God the Son, and demonstrated that the
words, / and the Father are One^, go to
prove not a solitary God, but a unity of the
Godhead unbroken by the birth of the Son :
for God can be born only of God, and He
that is born God of God must be. all that
God is. We reviewed, although not exhaust-
ively, yet enough to make our meaning clear,
the sayings of our Lord and the Apostles,
which teach the inseparable nature and power
of the Father and the Son ; and we came
to the passage in the teaching of the Apostle,
where he says, Take heed lest there shall be
any one that leadeth you astray through philo-
sophy and vain deceit, after the tradition of
men, after the rudiments of the world, and not
ajter Christ ; for in Him divelleih all the ful-
ness of the Godhead bodily"^. We pointed
out that here the words, in Him dwelleth
ail the fulness of the Godhead bodily, prove
Him true and perfect God of His Father's
nature, neither severing Him from, nor iden-
tifying Him with, the Father. On the one
hand we are taught that, since the incorporeal
God dwelt in Him bodily, the Son as God
begotten of God is in natural unity with the
Father : and on the other hand, if God dwelt
in Christ, this proves the birth of the personal
Christ in Whom He dwelt 3. We have thus,
it seems to me, more than answered the
irreverence of those who refer to a unity
or agreement of will such words of the Lord
as, He that hath seen Me hath seen the Father'',
or, The Father is in Me and I in the Father^,
or, / and the Father are One^, or. All things
whatsoever the Father hath are Mine t. Not
daring to deny the words themselves, these
false teachers, in the mask of religion, corrupt
the sense of the words. For instance, it is
true that where the unity of nature is pro-
claimed, the agreement of will cannot be
denied ; but in order to set aside that unity
which follows from the birth, they profess

• St. John X. 30. =Col. ii. 8, 9.
3 SubsisteiitisC/irtsti= suhsistentiadistincti CAristi (sesfoot-
note in the iienedicline Edition). God the Father dwelt in
Christ. But theDweller mustbe personallydistinct fromChrist,
in Whom He dwelt: and as the only distinction betweenthe
Father and Christ is that of Begetter and Begotten, theretore
thewords ' God dwelt in Christ' provethegenerationof Christ.
^St. John xiv. g, 5 lb. x. 38. ^ lb. 30. 7 lb, xvi. 15.

merely a relationship of mutual harmony.
But the blessed Apostle, after many indubit-
able statements of the real truth, cuts short
their rash and profane assertions, by saying,
in Christ dwelleth all the fulness of the God-
head bodily, for by the bodily indwelling of
the incorporeal God in Christ is taught
the strict unity of Their nature. It is, there-
fore, not a matter of words, but a real truth
that the Son was not alone, but the Father
abode in Him : and not only abode, but also
worked and spoiJie : not only worked and

spoke, but also manifested Himself in Him.
Through the Mystery of the birth the Son's
power is the power of the Father, His au-
thority the Father's authority, His nature the
Father's nature. By His birth the Son pos-
sesses the nature of the Father : as the Father's
image. He reproduces from the Father all that

is in the Father, because He is the reality as
well as the image of the Father, for a perfect
birth produces a perfect image, and i\\e fulness
of the Godhead dwelling bodily in Him indi-
cates the truth of His nature.
2. All this is indeed as it is : He, Who

is by nature God of God, must possess the
nature of His origin, which God possesses,
and the indistinguishable unity of a living
nature cannot be divided by the birth of

a living nature. Yet nevertheless the heretics,
under cover of the saving confession of the
Gospel faith, are stealing on to the subversion

of the truth : for by forcing their own inter-
pretations on words uttered with other mean-

ings and intentions, they are robbing the Son

of His natural unity. Thus to deny the Son of
God, they quote the authority of His own words,
Why cailest thou Me good? None is good, save
one, God^. These words, they say, proclaim

the Oneness of God : anything else, therefore,
which shares the name of God, cannot possess
the nature of God, for God is One. And
from His words. This is hfe eternal, that they
should know Thee the only true God^, they

attempt to establish the theory that Christ

is called God by a mere title, not as being

very God. Further, to exclude Him from the

8 St. Mark x. iB (cf. St. Matt, xix. 17, St, Luke xviii. 19).
The Greek is o\i^e\';ayaflo?, e

i

^ijels 6 0e6s, ' saveone,eveirGod

'

(R, V,). The applicationof this text by the Arians dependsupoo
theomissionof thearticle 6

.

9 St. John :(vii. 3.
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proper nature of tbe true God, they quote,
The Son can do nothing of Himself except that
which He hath seen the Father do '. Tliey use
also the text. The Father is greater than I^
Finally, when they repeat the words, Of that
day and that hour knoweth no one, neither the
angels in heaven, nor the Son, but the Father
onlyi, as though they were the absolute renun-
ciation of His claim to divinity, they boast
that they have overthrown the faith of the
Church. The birth, they say, cannot raise
to equality the nature which the limitation
of ignorance degrades. The Father's omnis-
cience and the Son's ianorance reveal un-
likeness in the Divinity, for God must be
ignorant of nothing, and the ignorant cannot
be compared vi-ith the omniscient. All these
passages they neither understand rationally,
nor distinguish as to their occasions, nor
apprehend in the light of the Gospel mysteries,
nor realize in the strict meaning of the words;
and so they impugn the divine nature of Christ
with crude and insensate rashness, ,quoting
single detached utterances to catch the ears
of the unwary, and keeping back either the
sequel which explains or the incidents which
prompted them, though the meaning of words
must be sought in the context before or after
them.

3. We will offer later an explanation of
these texts in the words of the Gospels and
Epibtles tliemselves. Eut first we hold it right
to remind the members of our common faith,
that the knowledge of the Eternal is presented
in the same confession which gives eternal
life*. He does not, he cannot know his own
life, who is ignorant that Christ Jesus was
very God, as He was very man. It is equally
perilous, whether we deny that Christ Jesus
was God the Spirit, or that He was flesh of
our body : Every one therefore who shall con-
fess Me before men, him will I also cotifess
before My Father which is in Heaven. But
whosoever shall deny Me before men, him willIalso deny before My Father which is in heaven =.
So said the Word made flesh; so taught the
man Jesus Christ, the Lord of majesty, con-
stituted Mediator in His own person for the
salvation of the Church, and being in that
very mystery of Mediatorship betueen men
and God, Himself one Person, both man and
God. For He, being of two natures united
for that Mediatorshii"), is the full reality of each
nature; wlrile abiding in each, He is wanting
in neither; He does not cease to be God
because He becomes man, nor fail to be man

' St. John V. 79. 2 lb. xiv. :
3 St. Mark xiii. 32; cf. St. Matt. .\xiv. 36.* Alluding to St. Ji.hn xvii. 3, quotedin c. ».
5 St. Matt. X. 32,33.

because He remains for ever God. Thi.'r is
the true faiih for human blessedness, to preach
at once the Godhead and the manhood, to
confess the Word and the flesh, neither for-
getting the God, because He is man, nor
ignoring the flesh, because He is the Word.
4. It is contrary to our experience of nature,
that He should be born man and still remain
God ; but it accords with the tenor of our
expectation, that being born man. He still
remained God, for when the higher nature
is born into the lower, it is credible that the
lower should also be born into the higher.
And, indeed, according to the laws and habits
of nature, the working of our expectation even
anticipates the divine mystery. For in every
thing that is born, nature has the capacity
for increase, but has no power of decrease.
Look at the trees, the crops, the cattle. Re-
gard man himself, the possessor of reason.
He always expands by growth, he does not
contract by decrease ; nor does he ever lose
the self into which he has grown. He wastes
indeed with age, or is cut off by death ; he
undergoes change by lapse of time, or reaches
the end allotted to the constitution of life,
yet it is not in his power to cease to be what
he is; I mean that he cannot make a new
self by decrease irora his old self, that is

,

become a child again from an old man. So
the necessity of perpetual increase, which is

imposed on our nature by natural law, leads
us on good grounds to expect its promotion
into a higher nature, since its increase is ac-

cording to, and its decrease contrary to, nature.
It was God alone Who could become some-
thing other than before, and yet not cease to
be what He had ever been ; Who could shrink
within the limits of womb, cradle, and infancy,
yet not depart from the power of God. This

is a mystery, not for Himself, but for us.
The assumption of our nature was no ad-
vancement for God, but His willingness to
lower Himself is our promotion, for He did
not resign His divinity but conferred divinity
on man.

5
. The Only-begotten God, therefore, when

He was born man of the Virgin, and in the
fulness of time was about in His own person
to raise humanity to divinity, always main-
tained this form of the Gospel teaching. He
taught, namely, to believe Him the Son of
God, and exhorted to preach Him the Son
of Man ; man saying and doing all that belongs
to God ; God saying and doing all that belongs
to man. Vet never did He speak without
signifying by the twofold aspect of these very
utterances both His manhood and His di-
vinity. Though He proclaimed one God the
Father, He declaretl Himself to be in the
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nature of the one God, by the truth of His
generation. Yet in His office as Son and His
condition as man, He subjected Himself to
God the Father, since everything that is born
must refer itself back to its author, and all flesh
must confess itself weak before God. Here,
accordingly, the heretics find opportunity to
deceive the simple and ignorant. These
words, uttered in His human character, they
falsely refer to the weakness of His divine
nature ; and because He was one and the
same Person in all His utterances, they claim
that He spake always of His entire self.
6. We do not dt-ny that all the sayings
which are preserved of His, refer to His
nature. But, if Jesus Christ be man and
God, neither God for the first time, when He
became man, nor then ceasing to be God, nor
after He became Man in God less than perfect
man and perfect God, then the mystery of His
words must be one and the same with that of
His nature. When according to the time in-
dicated, we disconnect His divinity from
humanity, then let us also disconnect His
language as God from the language of man;
when we confess Him God and man at the
same time, let us distinguish at the same time
His words as God and His words as man ;
when after His manhood and Godhead, we
recognise again the time when His whole
manhood is wholly God, let us refer to that
time all that is revealed concerning it^ It is
one thing, that He was God before He was
man, another, that He was man and God,
and another, that after being man and God,
He was perfect man and perfect God. Do
not then confuse the times and natures in
the mystery of the dispensation, for according
to the attributes of His different natures. He
must speak of Himself in relation to the mys-
tery of His humanity, in one way before His
birth, in another while He was yet to die,
and in another as eternal.

7. For our sake, therefore, Jesus Christ,
retaining all these attributes, and being born
man in our body, spoke after the fashion of
our nature without concealing that divinity be-
longed to His own nature. In His birth. His
passion, and His death. He passed through
all the circumstances of our nature, but He
bore them all by the power of His own. He
was Himself the cause of His birth, He willed
to suffer what He could not suffer. He died
though He lives for ever. Yet God did all

6 The three periods referred to in these three sentencesare
(i) beforethe Incarnation : we can assign only to His Godhead
thewordsChrist usesin referenceto this period, hecauseHe was
nut^etman. (s) The Incai nation: wemustdistinguishwhether
He ISspealcingof Himself as man or as God. (3) After the Re-
surrection,when His manhoodremains, but is perfectedin the
tJodhead.

this, not merely through man, for He was born
of Himself, He suffered of His own free will,
and died of Himself He did it also as man,
for He was really born, suffered and died.
These were the mysteries of the secret counsels
of heaven, determined before the world was
made. Tlie Only-begotten God was to be-
come man of His own will, and man was to
abide eternally in God. God was to suffer of
His own will, that the malice of the devil,
working in the weakness of human infirmity,
might not confirm the law of sin in us, since
God had assumed our weakness. God was
to die of His own will, that no power, after
that the immortal God had constrained Him-
self .withm the law of death, might raise up
its head against Him, or put forth the natural
strength which He had created in it. Thus
God was born to take us into Himself, suf-
fered to justify us, and died to avenge us;
for our manhood abides for ever in Him,
the weakness of our infirmity is united witli
His strength, and the spiritual powers of
iniquity and wickedness are sui)dued m the
triumph of our flesh, since God died through
the flesh.
8. The Apostle, who knew this mystery,
and had received the knowledge of the faitli
through the Lord Himself, was not unmindful,
that neither the world, nor mankind, nor phi-
losophy could contain Him, for he writes,
Taie heed, lest there shall be any one that
leadeth you astray through philosophy and vain

deceit, after the tradition of men, after the
rudiments of the world, and not ajter Jesns
Christ, for in Him djvelleth all the fulness of
the Godhead bodily, and in Him ye a7-emade full.
Who is the head of all principalities and powersT .
After the announcement that in Christ dwelleth

all the fulness of the Godhead bodily, follows
immediately the mystery of our assumption,
in the words, in Him ye are made full. As
the fulness of the Godhead is in Him, so we
are made full in Him. The Apostle says not
merely ye are made full, but, in Him ye
are made full ; for all who are, or shall h-i,
regenerated through the hope of faith to life

eternal, abide even now in the body of Christ ;
and afterwards they shall be made full no

longer in Him, but in themselves, at the time
of which the Apo.-:tle says. Who shtill fashiun
anew the body of our humiliation, thai it may
be conformed to the body of His glory ^. ]>io\v,
therefore, we are made full in Him, that is,
by the assumption of His flesh, for in Him
dwelleth the tulness of the Godhead bodily. ,

Nor has this our hope a light authority
in Him, Our fulness in Him constitutes H.s

7 Col. ii. 8—to. 8 Phil. iii. 21.
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headship and principality over all power, as it

is written, That in His name every knee shou'd
how, of things in heaven, and things on earth,
and things below, and every tongue confess that

Jesus is "Lord in the glory of God the Father^.

Jesus shall be confessed in the glory
of God

the Father, born in man, yet now no longer

abiding in the infirmity of our body, but in

the glory of God. Every tongue shall confess
this. But though all things in heaven and

earth shall bow the knee to Him, yet herein
He is head of all principalities and powers,
that to Him the whole universe shall bow tlie
knee in submission, in Whom we are made

full. Who through the fulness of the Godhead
dwelhng in Him bodily, shall be confessed in
the glory of God the Father.

9. But after the announcement of the mys-
tery of Christ's nature, and our assumption,
that is

,

the fulness of Godhead abiding in

Christ, and ourselves made full in Him by
His birth as man, the Apostle continues the
dispensation of human salvation in the words,

In whom ye were also circumcised ivith a cir-
cumcison not made with hands, in the stripping

off o
f the body o
f the flesh, but with the cir-

cumcision o
f Christ, having been buried with

Him in baptism, wherein ye ivere also raised
with Him through faith in the working of God,
who raised Him from the dead^. We are cir-
cumcised not with a fleslily circumcision but
■with the circumcision of Clirist, that is

,

we are

born agiin into a new man ; for, being buried
■with Him in His baptism, we must die to
the old man, because the regeneration of
baptism has the force of resurrection. The
circumcision of Christ does not mean the
putting off of foreskins, liut to die entirely
with Him, and by that death to live henceforth
entirely to Him. For we rise again in Him
through faiih in God, Who raised Him from
the dead ; wherefore we must believe in God,

by Whose Working Christ was raised from the
dead, for our faith rises again in and with
Christ.
10. Then is completed the entire mystery
of the assumed manhood. And you being dead
through your trespasses and the uncircumcision

o
f your flesh, you I say, did He quicken together

with Him, having forgiven you all your tres-
passes, blotting out the bond ivritten in ordin-
ances, that ivas against us, 2vhich was contrary
to us ; and He hath taken it out of the way,
nailing it to the cross, and having put off from
Himself His flesh, He hath made a shew o

f

powers, triumphing over them in Himself'^.

« Phil. li. 10, II. The Greek \s
,

etij So^av,k.t.\. 'to the
^loryot'God the F.ither' (R.V.). There is also anotherreading
in Hilary's te-\tin tjiis place, ' in gloiiam ' inbteatiof ' in gloria ;'

but thelatter is fleniauuedby theeunlext. Seec. 42.2 Col. ii. II, 12. .3 lb. 13—15,

The worldly man cannot receive the faiih
of the .Apostle, nor can any language but that
of the Apostle explain his meaning. God
raised Christ from the dead ; Christ in Whom
the fulness of the Godhead dwelt bodily. But
He quickened us also together with Him,
forgiving us our sins, blotting out the bond
of the law of sin, which through the ordinances
made aforetime was against us, taking it out
of the way, and fi.xing it to His cross, stripping
Himself of His flesh by the law of death,
holding up the powers to shew, and triumphing
over them in Himself Concerning the powers
and how He triumphed over them in Himself,
and held them up to shew, and the bond
which he blotted out, and the life which He
gave us, we have already spoken ♦

.

But who
can understand or express this mystery ? The
working of God raises Christ from the dead ;

the same working of God quickens us together
with Christ, forgives our sins, blots out the

bond, and fixes it to the cross ; He puts off"
from Himself His flesh, holds up the powers
to shew, and triumphs over them in Himself.
We have the -working of God raising Christ
from the dead, and we have Christ working
in Himself the very things which God works
in Him, for it was Christ who died, stripping
from Himself His flesh. Hold fast then to
Christ the man, raised from the dead by God,
and hold fast to Christ the God, working out
our salvation when He was yet to die. God
works in Christ, but it is Christ Who strips
from Himself His flesh and dies. It was
Christ who died, and Christ Who worked with
the power of God before His death, yet it was
the working of God which raised the dead
Christ, and it was none other -who raised

Christ from the dead but Christ Himself, Who
worked before His death, and put off His
flesh to die.
II. Do you understand already the Mys-
teries of the Apostle's Faith ? Do you think to
know Christ already? Tell me, then, Who is it

Who strips from Himself His flesh, and what

is that flesh stripped off? I see two thoughts
expressed by the Apostle, the flesh stripped off,

and Him Who strips it off: and then I hear of
Christ raised from the dead by tiie working of
God. If it is Christ Who is raised from the
dead, and God Who raises Him ; Who, pray,
strips from Himself the flesh? Who raises
Christ from the dead, and quickens us with

Him ? If the dead Christ be not the same as
the flesh stripped off, tell me the name of the

flesh stripped off, and expound me the nature

of Him Who strips it off. I find that Christ
the God, Who was raised from the dead, is the

4 See I. 13.
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same as He Who stripped from Himself His
flesh, and that fiesh, the same as Christ Who
was raised from the dead ; then I see Him
holding principalities and powers up to shew,
and triumphing in Himself. Do you under-
stand this triumphing in Himself? Do you
lierceive that the flesh strii)ped off, and He
Who strips it off, are not different from one
another? He triumphs in Himself, that is in
that flesh which He stripped from Himself
Do you see that thus are proclaimed His
humanity and His divinity, that death is attri-
buted to the man, and the quickening of the
flesh to the God, though He Who dies and
He Who raises the dead to life are not two,
but one Person ? The flesh stripped aff is the
dead Christ : He Who raises Christ from the
dead is the same Ciirist Who stripped from
Himself the flesh. See His divine nature in
the power to raise again, and recognise in His
death the dispensation of .His manhood. And
though either function is performed by its

proper nature, yet remember that He Who
died, and raised to life, was one, Christ Jesus.
12. I remember that the Apostle often refers
to God the Father as raising Christ from the
dead ; but he is not inconsistent with himself
or at variance widr the Gospel faith, for the
Lord Himself says :— Therejoi e doth the Father
love Me, because J lay down My life, that I may
lake it again. No one shall take it from Me,
but I lay it down of Myself. I have foiver to
lay it down, and I have power to take it again.
Jhis command have I received Jrom the Father ^:
and again, when asked to shew a sign con-

cerning H myself, that they night believe in
Him, He fays of the Temple of His body,
Detroy this Temple, and in three days I will
raise it tip^. By the power to take His soul
again and to raise the Temple up. He de.;lares

Himself God, and the Eesurrection His own
work : yet He refers all to the authority of His
Father's command. This is not contrary to
the meaning of the Apostle, when He pro-
claims Christ, the power of God and the wisdom

of GodT, thus referring all the magnificence of
His work to' the gloiy of the Father ; for what-
ever Christ does, the power and the wisdom of
God does: and whatever the power and the

wisdom of God does, without doubt God Him-
self does. Whose power and wisdom Christ
is. So Chiist was raised from the .dead by the
working of God ; for He Himself worked the
works of God the Father with a nature indistin-
guishable from God's. And our faith in the
Resurrection rests on the God Who raised
Christ from the dead.

13. It is this preaching of the double aspect
of Christ's Person which the blessed Apostle

emphasises. He points out in Christ His
himnan infirmity, and His divine power and
nature. Thus to the Corinthians he writes,
For though He 7i'as crucified through weakness,
yet He liveth through the power of God^, attri-
buting His death to human infirmity, but His
life to divine power : and again to the Romans,
For the death, that He died unto sin, He died
once : but the life, that He liveth. He liveth unto
God. Even so reckon ye yourselves also to he
dead unto sin, but alive unto God in Christ
Jesus'), ascribing His death to sin, that is

,

to
our body, but His life to God, Whose nature it

is to live We ought, therefore, he says, to die

to. our body, that we may live to God in Christ
Jesus, Who after the assumption of our body
of sin, lives now wholly unto God, uniting the
nature He shared with us with the participa-
tion of divine immortality.

14. I have been compelled to dwell briefly
on this, lest we should forget our Lord Jesus
Christ is being treated of as a Person of two
natures, since He, Who was abiding in the
form of God, took the form of a servant, in
which He was obedient even unto death. The
obedience of death has nothing to do with the
form of God, just as the form of God is not
inherent in the forin of a servant. Yet through
the Mystery of the Gospel Dispensation the
same Person is in the form of a servant and in
the form of God, though it is not the same
thing to take the form of a servant and to be

abidmg in the form of God; nor could He
Who was abiding in the form of God, take the

form of a servant without emptying Himself,
since the combination of the two forms would

be incongruous. Yet it was not another and
a different Person Who emptied Himself and
Who took the form of a servant. To take
anything cannot be predicated of some one

who is not, for he only can take who exists.

The emptying of the form does not then imjily
the abolition of the nature: He emptied Him-
self, but did not lose His self: He took a new
form, but remained what He was. Again,
whether emptying or taking. He was the same
Person : there is

, therefore, a mystery, in that

He emptied Himself, and took tne form of

a servant, but He dees not come to an end, so

as to cease to exist in emptjing Himself,

and to be non-existent when He took. Thr
emptying availed to bring about the taking of

the servant's form, but not to prevent Christ,

Who was in the form of God, from continuing
to be Christ, for it was in very deed Christ

Who took the form of a servant. When He

emptied Himself to become Christ the man,

while continuing to be Christ the Spirit, the

5 St. John X. 17,18. s lb. ii 19. 7 1 Cor. i. 34.

■
I

^ 2 Cor. xiii. 4. 9 Rom. vi. 10, II.
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chansins of His bodily fashion, and the as- disbelief of the questioner
rather than the

sumption of another nature in His body, did

not put an end to the nature of His eternal

divinity, for He was one and the same Christ

when He changed His fashion, and when He

assumed our nature.

15. We have now expounded the
Dispen-

sation of the IVlysteries, through which the

heretics deceive ceitain of the unlearned into

ascribing to infirmity in the divinity, what

Christ said and did through His assumed

human nature, and attributing to the form of

God what is appropriate only to the form of

the servant. Let us pass on, then, to answer

their statements in detail. We can always

safely distinguish the two kinds of utterances,
since the only true faith lies in the confession

of Jesus Christ as Word and flesh, that i
s,

God and Man. The heretics consider it ne-

cessary to deny that our T^ord Jesus Christ by

virtue of His nature was divine, because He
said, IVAj callest thou Me good 1 None is good
save one, God'-. Now a satisfactory answer
must stand in direct relation to the matter

of enquiry, for only in that case will it fur-
nish a reply to the question put. At the
outset, then, I would ask these misinter-
preters, " Do you think that the Lord re-
sented being called good?" Would He rather
have been called bad, as seems to be sig-

nified by the words, Why callest thou Me

good^ I do not think any one is so unreason-
able as to ascribe to Him a confession of

wickedness, when it was He Who said, Come
unto Me, all ye that labour, and are heavy
laden, and I iv ill refresh you. Take My yoke
upon you, and learn of Ale : for I am meek and
lowly o

f heart, and ye shall find rest unto your
souls. For My yoke is easy and My burden is

lighf. He says He is meek and lowly : can we
believe that He was angry because He was
called good ? The two proiiositions are incon-
sistent. He Who witnesses to His own good-
ness would not repudiate the name of Good.

Plainly, then, He was not angry because He
was called good : , and if we cannot believe
that He resented being called good, we must
ask what was said of Him which He did
resent.
i6. Let us see, then, how the questioner
styled Him, beside calling Him good. He said,
Good Master, what good thing shall I do'il
adding to the title of "good" that of master.
If Christ then did not chide because He was
called good, it must have been because He
was called "good Master." Further the man-
ner of His reproof shews that it was the

» St. Mark X. 18; cf. St. Matt. xix. 17 ; St. Luke xviii. 19,
and noteon c. 2 of this book.

"■ S . Matt. xi. 28,30. 3 lb. xix. 16.

name of master, or of good, which He resented.

A youth, who prides himself upon the ob-
servance of the law, but did not know the end

of the law 4, which is Christ, who thought

himself justified by work.s, without perceiving

that Christ came to the lost sheep o
f the house

of Israel^, and to those who believe that the

law cannot save through the faith of justifi-
cation ^ questioned the Lord of the law, the

Only-begotten God, as though He were a

teacher of the common precepts and the

writings of the law. But the Lord, abhorring

this declaration of irreverent unbelief, which

addresses Him as a teacher of the law,

answered. Why callest thou Me good? and

to shew how we may know, and call Hun

good. He added. None is good, save one,

God, not repudiating the name of good, if

it be given to Him as God.

17. 'I'hen, as a proof that He resents the

name "good master," on the ground of the

unbelief, which addresses Him as a man.
He replies to the vain-glorious youth, and his

boast that he had fulfilled the law. One thi..,^

thou lackest ; go, sell lehat soever thou hast,
and give to the poor, attd thou shall have

treasure in heaven; and come, follow Me.

There is no shrinking from the title of "good"

n the promise of heavenly treasures, no re-

luctance to be regarded as "master" in the

offer to lead the way to perfect blessedness.

But there is reproof of the unbelief which draws

an earthly opinion of Him from the teaching,
that goodness belongs to God alone, 'io
signify that He is both good and God, He

exercises the functions of goodness, opening
the heavenly treasures, and offering Himself
as guide to them. All the homage offered to
Him as man He repudiates, but he does not

disown that which He paid to God ; for at the
moment when He confesses that the one God

is good. His words and actions are those of

the power and the goodness and the nature

of the one God.
18. That He did not shrink from the title
of good, or decline the oflice of master, but

resented the unbelief which perceived no more

in Him than body and flesh, may be proved
from the difference of His language, when the

apostles confessed Him their iVlaster, Ye cad
Me Master, and Lord, and ye say Ivell, for soI am ^ ; and on another occasion. Be ye not
called masters, for Christ is your Master^-
From the faithful, to whom He is master, He

accepts the title with words of praise, but here

4 Rom. X. 4. S St. Matt. xv. 24 ; cf. x. 6
.

t> Cf. Rom. viii. 3»"What the law could not do;" and GaU
iii. II if., **No man i.s justified by the law in the sight of God ....
the law is norof faith."

7 St. John xiii. 13. ^ St. Matt, xxiii. 10.
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He rejects the name " good master,"when He
is not acknowledged to be the Lord and the
Christ, and pronounces the one God alone
good, but without distinguishing Himself from
God, for He calls Himself Lord, and Christ,
and guide to the heavenly treasures.

19. The Lord always maintained this de-
finition of the faith of the Church, which
consists in teaching that there is one God the
Father, but without separating Himself from
the mystery of the one God, for He declared
Himself, by the nature which is His by birth,
neither a second God, nor the sole God.
Since the nature of the One God is in Him,
He cannot be God of a different kind from
Him ; His birth requires that, being Son, it
should be with a perfect Sonship 9. So He can
neither be separated from God nor merged in
Go<l. Hence He speaks in words deliberately
chosen, so that whatever He claims for the
Father, He signifies in modest language to
be appropriate to Himself also. Take as an
instance the command, Believe in God, and
beliei^ealso in Me '. He is identified with God
in honour ; how, pray, can He be separated
from His nature ? He says, Relieve in Me
also, just as He said Believe in God. Do
I'.ot the words in Me signify His nature?
Separate the two natures, but you must

separate also the two beliefs. If it be life,
that we should believe in God without Christ,
strip Christ of the name and qualities of God.
But if perfect life is given to those who believe
in God, only when they believe in Christ also,
let the careful reader ponder the meaning of
the saying. Believe in God, and believe in
Me also, for these words, uniting faith' in
Him with faith in God, unite His nature to
God's. He enjoins first of all the duty of
belief in God, but adds to it the command
that we should believe in Himself also ; which
implies that He is God, since they who believe
in God must also believe in Him. Yet He
excludes the suggestion of a unity contrary
''.o religion^, for the exhortation Believe in
God, believe in Me also, forbids us to think of
Him as alone in solitude.
20. In many, nay almost all His discourses.
He offers the explanation of this mystery, never
separating Himself from the divine unity, when
He confesses God the Father, and never cha-
racterising God as single and solitary, when
He places Himself in unity with Him. But
nowhere does He more plainly teach the
mystery of His unity and His birth than when

9 i.e. including personal distinction from the Father, cf. c. x,
andnote.
^St. John xiv. I.^i.e. .suchas Saljelliu.shad taught by extending the unity
of nat':reinto a unity of person. Ihere is a unity of nature in
the(Jodhead,unt a union uf Persons.

V 1. LX.

He says. But the witness which T have is
l^reater than that of John, for the works which
the Father hath given Ale to accomplish, the very
works that I do, bear witness of Me, that the
Fa'her hath sent Me, and the Father which sent
Me, He hath borne witness of Me. Ye hare
neither heard His voice at any time nor seen
His form. And ye have not His word abiding
in you, for Whom He sent. Him ye believe not 3.
How can the Father be truly said to have
borne witness of the Son, when neither He
Himself was seen, nor His voice heard? Yet
I remember that a voice was heard from
Heaven, which said. This is My beloved Son,
in Whom I have been 7vell pleased ; hear ye
Him''. How can it be said that they did
not hear the voice of God, when the voice
which they heard itself asserted that it was
the Father's voice ? But perhaps the dwellers
in Jerusalem had not heard what John had
heard in the solitude of the desert. We must
ask, then, " How did the Father bear witness
in Jerusalem?" It is no longer the witness
given to John, who heard the voice from
heaven, but a witness greater than that of
John. What that witness is He goes on to
say, The works which the Father hath given
me to accomplish, the very works which I do,
bear witness of Me, that the Father hath sent
Me. We must admit the authority of the
testimony, for no one, except the Son sent
of the Father, could do such works. His
works are therefore His testimony. But what
follows ? And the Father, which sent Me,
He hath borne witness of Me. Ye have
neither heard His voice at any tiine, nor seen
His form, and ye hare not His word abiding
in you. Are they blameless, in that they
did not know the testimony of the Father,
Who was never heard or seen amongst them,
and Whose word was not abiding in theaj ?
No, for they cannot plead that His testimony
was hidden from them ; as Christ says, the
testimony of His works is the testimony of
the Father concerning Him. His works testify
of Him that He was sent of the Father; but
the testimony of these works is the Father's

testimony ; since, therefore, the working of the
Son is the Father's testimony, it follows of
necessity that the same nature was operative
in Christ, by which the Father testifies of
Him. So (Christ, Who works the woiks, and
the Father Who testifies through them, are
revealed as possessing one inseparable nature

through the birth, for the operation of Christ

3 St. lohn V. 36—38.
4 St. Matt. xvii. 5. the occasionof the Transfiguration. But
the context .sliewsthat Hilary is referring to the vuice heard
at the baptism,where all the three Evan,^elists(St. Matt. iii. 17,
St. Mark i. n. St. Luke iii. 22), according to the commonly
I receivedtext dgreein omitting thewords,

" Hear ye Him."

M
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is signified to be itself the testimony of God
concerning Him.
21. They are not, therefore, acquitted of
blame for not recognising the testimony ;

for the works of Christ are the Father's tes-
timony concerning Him. Nor can they plead
ignorance of the testimony on the ground
that they had not heard the voice of the Tes-
tifier, nor seen His form, nor had His word
abiding in them. For immediately after the

words. Ye have nel/ker heard His voice at any
time, nor seen His form, and ye have not His
word abiding in you, He points out why the
voice was not heard, nor the form seen, and

the word did not abide in them, though the

Father had testified concerning Him : For
Whom He sent, Him ye believe not ; that is

,

if they had believed Him, they would have
heard the voice of God, and seen the form
of God, and His word would have been in
them, since through the unity of Their nature
the Father is heard and manifested and pos-
sessed in the Son. Is He not also the ex-
pression of the Father, since He was sent
from Him? Does He distinguish Himself
by any difference of nature from the Father,
when He says that the Father, testifying
of Him, was neither heard, nor seen, nor
understood, because they did not believe
in Him, Whom the Father sent ? The Only-
begotten God does not, therefore, separate
Himself from God when He confesses God
the Father; but, proclaiming by the word
" Father " His relationship to God. He in-
cludes Himself in the honour due to God.

2 2. P'or, in this very same discourse in
which He pronounces that His works testify
of Him that He was sent of the Father, and
asserts that the Father testifies of Him, that
He was sent from Him, He says, The honour
of Him, Wlio alone is God, ye seek not^. This

is not, however, a bare statement, without any
previous preparation for the belief in His
unity with tiie Fatlier. Hear what precedes

it
. Ye 7vill not come to Me that ye may have

life. I receive not glory fiom men. But I know
yon, that ye haiie not the love o

f God in your-
selves. J am come in My Father's name, atid
ye receive Me rut: if another shall come in
His name^, him ye wih i-eceive. How can
ye beliive, ivhich receive glory from men, and
the gLiry o

f Him, Who alone is God, ye seek
?ton I He disdains the glory of men, for glory

5 St. John V. 44. The usual text of the Greek is rrii/ So^av
TTfi/TTdipaTov1J.61/OV6eov,

" the yli)ry that Comethirom the only
(;od"(R.V.).

f> At the closeof this chapter,Hilary speaksas if thesewords
were, ''if an.tthersliall co.iie in H.s (i e. the Father's) name,"
tliou^hthe Liitiii

" si alius venerit in namiiiestio," is aiiilii^uous
and the Gl'et.k, ''cac oAAoseA9]7ec rtij ovOfiaT'.Tw Jii'ai," quite
excludestlii-.transiatiuu

" ' ' ,'

7 bt. juhii V.40—44,.

should rather be sought of God. It is the
mark of unbelievers to receive glory of one
another : for what glory can man give to mm ?

He says He knows that the love of God is

not in them, and pronounces, as the cause,
that they do not receive Him coming in Flis
Father's name. " Coming in His Father's
name:" what does that mean but "coming in
the name of God?" Is it not because they
rejected Him Who came in the name of God,
that the love of God is not in them? Is it

not implied that He lias the nature of God,
when He says. Ye will not come to Me that
ye may have life. Hear what He said of Him-
self in the same discourse, Verily, verilr, I say
unto yon, the hour comeih, and Jimv is

,

7vhcn

the dead shall hear the voice of the Son of God ;

and they that hear shall live^. He comes
in the name of tlie Father : that is

, He is not
Himself the Father, yet is in the same divine
nature as the Father : for as Son and God

it is natural for Him to come in the name of
the Father. Then, another coming in the
same name they will receive : but he is one
from whom men will exiect glory, and to whom
they will give glory in return, thou.'h he will
feign to have come in the name of the Father.
By this, doubtless, is signified the Antichrist,
glorying in his false use of the Father's name.
Him they will glorify, and will be glorified
of him : but the glory of Him, Who alone is

God, they will not seek.

23. They have not the love of God in them,
He says, because they rejected Him coming
in the name of the Father, but accepted an-
other, who came in the same name, and re-
ceived glory of one another, but neglected the
glory of Him, Who is the only true God. Is

it possible to think that He separates Himself
from the glory of the only God, when He
gives as the reason why they seek not the
glory of the only God, that they receive Anti-
christ, and Himself they will not receive?
To reject Him is to neglect the glory of the
only God; is not, then. His glory the glory of
the only God, if to receive Him stedfastly was
to seek the glory of the only God? This very
discourse is our witness : for at its beginning
we read. That a' I may honour the Son, even as
they honour the Father. He that honoureth not
the Son, honoureth not the Father which sent
Him 9

. It is only things of the same nature
that are equal in honour; equality of honour
denotes that there is no separation between
the honoured. But with the revelation of the
birth is combined, the demand for equality of

honour. Since the Son is to be honoured as

■ St. John V. 25. 9 lb. V. 23.
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the Father ^ and since they seek not the
honour of Him, Who is the only God, He is
not excluded from the honour of the only God,
for His honour is one and the same as that of
God : just as He that honoureth not the Son,
hononreth not the Father also, so he who seeks
not the honour of the only God, seeks not the
honour of Christ also. Accordingly the honour
of Christ is inseparable from the honour of God.
By His words, when the news of Lazarus' sick-
ness was brought to Him, He illustrates the
complete identification of Father and Son in
honour : This sickness is tiot unto death, but fo?-
the glory of God, th;it the Son of Man may be
glorified through him ^ Lazarus dies for the

glory of God, that the Son of God n'fty be
glorified through him. Is there any doubt
that the glory of the Son of God is the glory
of God, when the death of Lazarus, which is
glorious to God, glorifies the Son of God?
Thus Christ is declared to be one in nature
with God the Father through His birth, since
the sickness of l/azanis is for the glory of God,
and at the same time the Mystery of the faith
is not violated, for the Son of God is to be
glorifietl through Lazarus. The Son of God
is to be regarded as God, yet He is none the
less to be confessed also Son of God : for by
glorifying God through Lazarus, the Son of
God is glorified.

24. By the mystery of the divine nature we
are forbidden to separate the birth of the living
Son from His living Father The Son of God
suffers no such change of kind, that the truth
of His Father's nature does not abide in Him.
For even where, by the confession of One
God only. He seems to disclaim for Himself
the nature of God by the term " only," never-
theless, without destroying the belief in one
God, He places Himself in the unity of the
Father's nature. Thus, when the Scribe asked
Him, which is the chief commandment of the
law. He answered. Hear, O Israel, the Lord
our God is one Lord: thou shall love the Lord
thy God with all thy heart, and ivith all thy
soul, and with all thy spirit, and with all thy
strength. This is the firit commandment. And
the second is like unto it

. Thou slialt love thy
neighbour as thyself. There is none other com-
mandment greater than tkese^. They think that
He severs Himself from the nature and worship
of the One God when He pronounces as the
chief commandment, Hear, O Is7-ael, the Lord
our God is one Lord, and does not even make
Himself the object of worship in the second

* Following thepunctuationof the older Editions, andplacing
thefull stopafter, inste.iduf 'jefore, thesentence" cumFilius ita
honorandu.sut Pater sit."
^St. John xi. 4, "through him" = through Lazarus. The
Greek is &i auTii?," thereby" (R. V.).

3 St. Mark xii. 29—31 ; cf. Matt. xxii. 36—40.

commandment, since the law bids us to love
our neighbour, as it bids us to believe in one
God. Nor must we pass over the answer of
the Scribe, Of a truth thou hast well said, that
God is one, and there is none other but He :

and to love Him 7vith all the heart, and all the
strength and all the soul, and to love his neigh-
bour as himself, this is greater than all whole
burnt offerings and sacrifices^. The answer of
the Scribe seems to accord with the words of
the Lord, for He too proclaims the innermost
and inmost love of one God, and professes the
love of one's neighbour as real as the love of
self, and places love of God and love of one's
neighbour above all the burnt offerings of
sacrifices. But let us see what follows.

25. And when Jesus saw that he answered
discreetly. He said unto him. Thou art not

far from the kingdom of God^. What is the-
meaning of such moderate praise? Believe in
one God, and love Him with all thy soul, and
with all thy strength, and with all thy heart,
and love thy neighbour as thyself; if this be the
faith which makes man perfect for the Kingdom
of (Jod, why is not the Scribe already within,
instead of not far from the Kingdom o

f

Beaven ? It is in another strain that He
grants the Kingdom of Heaven to those who
clothe the naked, feed the hungry, give drink
to the thirsty, and visit the sick and the

prisoner. Come, ye blessed o
f My Father, inherit

the kingdom prepared for you from the founda-
tion o

f the ivorld^; or rewards the poor in

spirit. Blessed are the poor in spirit: for theirs

is the Kingdom o
f Heavem. Their gain is

perfect, their possession complete, their in-

heritance of the kingdom prepared for them

is secured. But was this young man's con-

fession short of theirs? His ideal of duty
raises love of neighbour to the level of love
of self; what more did he want to attain to
the perfection of good conduct? To be oc-
casionally charitable, and ready to help, i
s not

perfect love ; but perfect love has fulfilled the

whole duty of ch.irity, when a man leaves no
debt to his neighbour unpaid, but gives him

as much as he gives himself. But the Scribe

was debarred from perfection, because he

did not know the mystery which had been

accomplished. He received, indeed, the praise
of the Lord for his profession of faith, he heard
the reply that he was not far from the king-

dom, but he was not put in actual possession

of the blessed hope. His course, though ig-
norant, was favourable ; he put the love of

God before all things, and charity towards his

neighbour on a level with love of self. And

4 St. Mark xii. 52,33.

6 St. Matt. XXV.34. 7 Ih.

S lb. 34.
V. 3 ; cf. Luke vi 20.
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when he ranked the love of God even higlier
than charity towards his neighbour, he broke

through the law of burnt offerings and sacri-
fices ; and that was not far from the mystery
of the Gospel.
26. We may perceive also, from the words

of our Lord Himself, why He said, Thou art
not far from the Kingdom of Heaven, rather
than, Thou shall be in the Kingdom of
Heaven. Then follows : And no man after
that durst ask Him any question. And Jesus
answered and said, as He taught in the Temple,
How say the Scribes that the Christ is the Son

of David 1 David himself saith in the Holy
Spirit, The Lord said unto my Lord, Sit Thou
on My right hand, till T make lliiue enemies the
footstool of Thy feet (Ps. ex. i). David himself
calleth Him Lord, and whence is He his Son * 1
The Scribe is not far from the Kingdom of
God when he confesses one God, Who is to
be loved above all things. But his own state-

ment of the law is a reproach to him that the
mystery of the law has escaped him, that he

does not know Christ the Lord, the Son of
God, by the nature of His birth to be in-
cluded in the confession of the one God.
The confession of one God according to the
law seemed to leave no room for the Son of
God in the mystery of the one Lord ; so He
asks the Scribe, how he can call Christ the

Son of David, when David calls Him his Lord,
since it is against the order of nature that the
son of so great a Patriarch should be also his

Lord. He would bid the Scribe, who regards
Him only in respect of His fiesh, and His
birth from Mary, the daughter of David, to
remember that, in respect of His Spirit, He
is David's Lord rather than his son ; that the
words. Hear, O Israel, the Lord our God is
one Lord, do not sever Christ from the
mystery of the One Lord, since so great
a Patriarch and Prophet calls Him his Lord,
as the Son begotten of the Lord before the
morning star. He does not pass over the law,
or forget that none other is to be confessed
Lord, but without violating the faith of the
law. He teaches that He is Lord, in that
He had His being by the mystery of a natural
birth from the substance of the incorporeal
God. He is one, born of one, and the nature
of the one Lord has made Him by nature
Lord.
27. What room is any longer left for doubt?
The Lord Himself proclaiming that the chief
commandment of the law is to confess and
love the one Lord, proves Himself to be Lord
not by words of His own, but by the Prophet's
testimony, always signifying, however, that He

^St. Mark xii. 34—37.

•s Lord, because He is the Son of God.
By virtue of His birth He abides in the
mystery of the one God, for the birth trans-
mitting with it

,

as it did, the nature of God

is not the issuing forth of another God with

a different nature ; and, because the generation

is real, neither is the Father degraded from

being Lord, nor is the Son born less than
Lord. The Father retains His authority, the
Son obtains His nature. God the Father is

one Lord, but the Only-begotten God the
Lord is not separated from the One, since
He derives His nature as Lord from the one
Lord. Thus by the law Christ teaches that
there is one Lord ; by the witness of the
prophets He proves Himself Lord also.
28. May the faith of the Gospel ever profit
thus by the rash contentions of the ungodly
to defend itself with the weapons of their
attack, and conquering with the arms pre-
pared for its destruction, prove that the words
of the one Spirit are the doctrine of the one
faith ! For Christ is none other than He is

preached, namely the true God, and abiding
in the glory of the one true God. Just as He
proclaims Himself Lord out of the law, even
when He seems to deny the fact, so in the
Gospels He proves Himself the true God, even
when He appears to confess the opposite.
To escape the acknowledgment that He is the
true God, the heretics plead that He said.
And this is life eternal, that they should-knbw
Thee, the only t7-ue God. and Him Whom Thou
didst send, even Jesus Chnsl^. When He says,
Thee, the only true God, they think He excludes
Himself from the reality of God by the re-
striction of solitariness; for the only true God
cannot be understood except as a solitary God.
It is true the Apostolic faith does not suffer,
us to believe in two true Gods, for nothing
which is foreign to the nature of the one God
can be put on equality with the truth of that

nature ; and there is more than one God in

the reality of the one God, if there exists
outside the nature of the only true God

a true God of another kind, not possessing
by virtue of His birth the same nature wiUi
Him.
29. But by these very words He proclaims
Himself plainly to be true God in the nature
of the only true God. To understand this,
let our answer proceed from statements which

He made previously, though the connection

is unbroken right down to these words. We

can then establish the faith step by step, and

let the confidence of our freedom rest at last
on the summit of our argument, the true God-
head of Christ. There comes first the mystery

9 St. John xvii. 3.
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of His words, He that hath seen Me, hath seen
the Fa/her ; and, Do ye not be/ieve Me that I am
in the Father and the Father in Mel The
ivords that I say unto you, I speak not from
Myself; but the Father abiding in Me, Himself
doeth His li'orks. Believe Me that I am in
the Father and the Father in Me : or else believe
Me for the very works^ sake ^. At the close of
this discourse, teeming with deep mysteries,
follows the reply of the disciples. Now kno^ei
we that Thou knowest all thins^s, and needest
not that any man should ask thee : by this we
believe that Thou earnest forth from God''.
They perceived in Him the nature of God
by the divine powers which He exercised;
for to know all things, and to read the th(?ughts
of the heart belongs to the Son, not to the

mere messenger of God. They confessed,
therefore, that He was come from God,
because the power of the divine nature was
in Him.

30. The Lord praised their understanding,
and answered not that He was sent from,
but that He was come out from, God, sig-
nifying by the words

" come out from " the
great fact of His birth from the incorporeal God.
He had already proclaimed the birth in the
same language, when He said. Ye love Me, and
believe that I came out from the Father, and
came from the Father into this worlds. He
had come from the Father into this world,
because He had come out from God. To
shew that He signifies His birth by the coming
out. He adds that He has come from the
Father; and since He had come out from God,
because He had come from the Father, that
"
coming out," followed, as it is

,

by the con-
fession of the Falher's name, is simply and
solely the birth. To the Apostles, then, as
understanding this my.stery of His coming out.
He continues, Ye believe nozv. Behold the hour
Cometh, yea is come, that ye shall be scattered,
every man to his own, and shall leave Me alone :

yet I am not alone, because the Father is with
Me''. He would shew that the "coming out"

is not a separation from God the Father, but

a birth, which by His being born continues in
Him the nature of God the Father, and tliere-
fore He adds that He is not alone, but the
Father is with Him ; in power, that is

,

and

unity of nature, for the Father was abiding
in Him, speaking in His words, and working
in His works. Lastly to shew the reason ot
this whole discourse, He adds. These thingsI have spoken to you, that in Me ye may have
peace. In this world ye shall have tiibulation :

but be o
f good cheer, for I have overcome the

■ St. John xiv. 9—II.

3 lb. 27,28.

» lb. xvi. 30.

4 lb. 31,32.

ivorld^. He has spoken these things unto
them, that in Him they may abide in peace,
not torn asunder by the passion of dissension
over debates about the faitli. He was left
alone, but was not alone, for He had come
out from God, and there abode sfill in Him
the God, from Whom He had come out.
Therefore he bade them, when they were
harassed in the world, to wait for His
promises, for since He had come out from
God, and God was still in Him, He had
conquered the world.

31. Then, finally, to express in words the
whole Mystery, He raised His eyes to heaven,
and said, Father, the hour is come : glorify Thy
Son, that Thy Son may glorify Thee. Even
as Thou gavest Him authority over all flesh,
that, whatsoever Thou hast given Him, to them
He should give eternal life^. Do you call Hiin
weak because He asks to be glorified ? So
be it

, if He does not ask to be glorified in
order that He may Himself glorify Him by
Whom He is glorified. Of the receiving and
giving of glory we have spoken in another
book 7, and it would be superfluous to go over
the question again. But of this at least we
are certain, that He jirays for glory in order
that the Father may be glorified by granting
ic. But perhaps He is weak in that He
receives power over all flesh. And indeed the
receiving of power might be a sign of weakness

if He were not able to give to those whom
He receives life eternal. Yet the very fact
of receiving is used to prove inferiority of
nature. It might, if Christ were not true
God by birth as truly as is the Unbegotten.
But if the receiving of power signifies neither
more nor less than the Birth, by which He
received all that He has, that gift does not
degrade the Begotten, because it makes Him
perfectly and entirely what God is. God
Unbegotten brought God Only-begotten to

a perfect birth of divine blessedness : it is
,

then, the mystery of the Father to be the
Author of the Birth, but it is no degradation
to the Son to be made the perfect image of

His Author by a real birth. The giving of
power over all flesh, and this, in order that

to all flesh might be given eternal life, postu-

lates the Fatherhood of the Giver and the
Divinity of the Receiver : for by giving is sig-
nified that the One is the Father, and in

receiving the power to give eternal life, the

Other remains God the Son. All power is

therefore natural and congenital to the Son

of God; and though it is given, that does
not separate Him Irom His Author, for that
which is given is the property of His Author,

5 St. John xvi. 33. 6 lb. xvii. I, 2. 7 See iii. la.
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power to bestow eternal life, to change the

corruptible into the incorruptible. The Father
gave all, the Son received all ; as is plain
from His words, All things, whatsoever the
Father hath, are Mine^. He is not speaking
here of species of created things, and pro-
cesses of material change ^ but He unfolds
to us the glory of the blessed and perfect

Divinity, and teaches us that God is here
manifested as the sum of His attributes. His
power, His eternity. His providence, His
authority; not that we should think that He
possesses these as something extraneous to
Himself, hut that by these His qualities He
Himself has been expressed in terms partly
comprehensible by our sense. The Only-be-
gotten, therefore, taught that He had all that
the Father has, and that the Holy Spirit should
receive of Him : as He says. All things, ivhat-
soexier the Father hath, are Mine , therefore
[ said, He shall take of Mine'. All that
the Father hath are His, delivered and re-
ceived : but these gifts do not degrade His
divinity, fince they give Him the same attri-
butes as the Father.

32. These are the steps by which He ad-
vances the knowledge of Himself. He teaches
that He is come out from the Father, pro-
claims that the Father is with Him, and testi-
fies that He has conquered the world. He
is to be glorified of the Father, and will glorify
Him : He will use the power He has received,
to give to all flesh eternal life. Then hear
the crowning point, which concludes the whole

series. And this is life eternal, that they should
know Thee, the only true God, and Jiim Whom
Thou didst send, eveti Jesus Christ i. Learn,
heretic, to confess, if you cannot believe,
the faith which gives eternal life. Separate,
if you can, Christ from God, the Son from
the Father, God over all from the true God,
the One from the Only : if

, as you say,
eternal life is to believe in one only true God
without Jesus Christ. But if there is no
eternal life in a confession of the only true
God, which separates Christ from Him, how,
|)ray, can Christ be separated from the true
God for our faith, when He is not separable
for our salvation ?

33. I know that laboured solutions of diffi-
cult questions do not find favour with the
reader, but it will perhaps be to the advan-
tage of the faith if 1 permit myself to postpone
for a time the exposition of the full truth, and

^ St. John xvi. 15.* i.e. He does not meanby whatsoeverthe Father hath the
createdworld : nor i.

s

the giving and reeeiviiig to be understood
in a materialsense,cf. c. 72.^bt. John xvi. 15. The ' He' is the Holy Ghost; see the
context.

3 lb. xvii. 3,

wrestle against the heretics with these wen's
of the Gospel. You hear the statement of
the Lord, This is life eternal, that they sh'i"lJ
know Thee, the only true God, and Him Whom
Thou didst se?td, even Jesus Christ. What is

it
,

pray, which suggests to you that Christ

is not the true God? No further indication

is given to shew you what you should
think of Christ. There is nothing but Jes?^s
Christ: not Son of Afan, as He generally
called Himself; not Son o

f God, as He
often declared Himself: not the living bread
which Cometh down from Heaven ■

',

as He
repeated to the scandal of many. He says.
Thee, the only true God, and Him Whom Thou
didst send, even Jesus Christ, omitting all His
usual names and titles, natural and assumed.
Hence, if the confession of the only true God,
and of Jesus Christ, gives us eternal life, with-
out doubt the name Jesus Christ has here
the full sense of that of God.

34. But perhaps by saying, Thee the only,
Christ severs Himself from communion and
unity with God. Yes, but after the word.s,
Thee the only true God, does He not imme-
diately continue, and Him Whom Thou didst
send, even Jesus Christ 1 I appeal to the sense
of the reader : what must we believe Christ to
be, when we are commanded to believe in Him
also, as well as the Father the only true God?
Or, perhaps, if the Father is the only true
God, there is no room for Christ to be God.
It might be so, if, because there is one God
the Father, Christ were not the one Lords.
The fact that God the Father is one, leaves
Christ none the less the one Lord : and
similarly the Father's one true Godhead makes
Christ none the less true God : for we can
only obtain eternal life if we believe in Christ,
as well as in the only true God.

35. Come, heretic, what will your fatuous
doctrine instruct us to believe of Christ;
Christ, Who dispenses eternal life. Who is

glorified of, and glorifies, the Father, Who
overcame the world. Who, deserted, is not
alone, but has the Father with Him, Who
came out from God, and came from the
Father? He is born with such divine powers;
what of the nature and reality of God will you
allow Him? It is in vain that we believe in
the only true God the Father, unless we
believe also in Him, Whom He sent, even
Jesus Christ. Why do you hesitate? Tell us,
what is Christ to be confessed ? You deny
what has been written : what is left, but to
believe what has not been written ? O un-
happy wilfulness ! O falsehood striving against
the truth ! Christ is united in belief and con-

4 St. John vi. 51. 5 I Cor. viii. 6 : seeabove,c»32.
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fession with tlie only true God the Father :
what faith is it

,

pray, to deny Him to be true
God, and to call Him a creature, when it is no
faith to believe in the only true God without

Christ? But you are narrow, heretic, and un-
able to receive the Holy Spirit. The sense of
the heavenly words escapes you ; stung with

the asp's poison of error, you forget that Christ

is to be confessed true God in the faith of the
only true God, if we would obtain eternal life.

36. But the faith of the Church, while con-
fessing the only true God the Father, confesses
Christ also. It does not confess Christ true
God without the Father the only true God ;

nor the Father the only true God without
Christ. It confesses Christ true God, uecause

it confesses the Father the only true God.
Thus the fact that God the Father is the only
true God constitutes Christ also true God.
The Only-begotten God suffered no change of
nature by His natural birth : and He Who,
according to the nature of Flis divine origin
was born God from the living God, is

,

by the
truth of that nature, inalienable from the only
true God. Thus there follows from the true
divine nature its necessary result, that the
outcome of true divinity must be a true
birth, and that the one God could not pro-
duce from Himself a God of a second kind.

'J he mystery of God consists neither in sim-
plicity, nor in multiplicity : for neither is there
another God, Who springs from God with
qualities of His own nature, nor does God
remain as a single Person, for the true birth
of the Son teaches us to confess Him as
Father. The begotten God did not, therefore,
lose the qualities of His nature : He possesses
the natural power of Him, Whose nature He
retains in Himself by a natural birth. The
divinity in Him is not changed, or degenerate,
for if His birth had brought with it any defect,

it would more justly cast upon the Nature,
through which He came into being, the reflec-
tion of having failed to implant in its offspring
the properties of itself. The change would
not degrade the Son, Who had passed into

a new substance by birth, but the Father,
Who had been unable to maintain the con-
stancy of His nature in the birth of the Son,
and had brought forth something external and
foreign to Himself.

37. But, as we have often said, the in-

adequacy of human ideas has no correspond-
ing inadequacy in the unity of God the Father
and God the Son : as though there were ex-
tension, or series, or flux, like a spring pour-
ing forth its stream from the source, or a tree

supporting its branch on the stem, or fire giv-
ing out its heat into space. In these cases
we have expansion without any separation :

the parts are bound together and do not exist
of themselves, but the heat is in the fire, the
branch in the tree, the stream in the sprirg.
So the thing itself alone has an independent
existence ; the one docs not pass into the
other, for the tree and the branch are one and
the same, as also the fire and the heat, the
spring and the stream. But the Only-begotten
God is God, subsisting by virtue of a perfect
and ineffable birth, true Scion of the Un-
begotten God, incorporeal offspring of an
incorporeal nature, living and true God of
living and true God, God of a nature inse-
paiable from God. The fact of birth does
not make Him God with a different nature,
nor did the generation, which produced His
substance, change its nature in kind.

38. Hut in the dispensation of the flesh
which He assumed, and through the obedience
whereby He emptied Himself of the fi)rm of
God, Christ, born man, took to Himself a
new nature, not by loss of virtue or nature
but by change of fashion. He emptied Him-
self of the form of God and took the form
of a servant, when He was born. But the
Father's nature, with which He was in natural
unity, was not affected by this assumption of
flesh ; while Chiist, though abiding in the virtue
of His nature, yet in respect of the humanity
assumed in this temporal change, lo.t to-
gether with the form of God the unity with
the divine nature also. But the Incarnation

is .summed up in this, that the whole Son,
that is

. His manhood as well as His divinity,
was permitted by the Father's gracious favour
to continue in the unity of the Father's
nature, and retained not only the powers
of the divine nature, but also that nature's
self. For the object to be gained was
that man might become God. But the as-

sumed manhood could not in any wise abide
in the unity of God, unless, through unity
with God, it attained to unity with tiie nature

of God. Then, since God the Word was in
the nature of God, the Word made flesh would
in its turn also be in the nature of God.
Thus, if the flesh were united to the glory
of the Word, the man Jesus Christ could
abide in the glory of Gud the Father, and
the Word made flesh could be restored to the

unity of the Father's nature, even as regards
His manhood, since the assumed flesh had
obtained the glory of the Word. Therefore
the Father must reinstate the Word in His
unity, that the offspring of His nature might
again return to be glorified in Himself: tor
the unity had been infringed by the new

dispensation, and could only be restored per-
fect as before if the Father glorified with
Himself the flesh assumed by the Son.
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39. For this reason, having already so well
prepared their minds for the understanding
of this belief, the Lord follows up the words.
And this is eternal life, that they should knoiv
Thee, the only true God, and Him Whom Thou
didst send, even Jesus Christ, with a reference
to the obedience displayed in His incarnation,
/ have glorified Thee on the earth, T have ac-
complished the mork which Thou gavest Me to
do^. And then, that we might know there-
ward of His obedience, and the secret purpose
of the whole divine plan. He continued. And
now, O Tather, glorify Thou Me with Thine
own self, with the glory which I had with Thee
hefoj-e tlie w.irld wasi. Does any one deny
that Christ remained in the nature of God,
or believe Him separal)le and distinct from
the only true God? Let him tell us what
is the meaning of this prayer. And now, O
Father, glorify Thou Me with Thine own self.
For what purpose should the Father glorify
Him with His own self? What is the signi-
fication of these words? What follows from
iheir signification ? The Father neither stood
in need of glory, nor had He emptied Himself
of the form of His glory. How should He
glorify the Son with His own self, and with
that glory which He had with Him before the
world was made? And what is the sense of
which He had with Him 1 Christ does not
sa)',
" The glory which I had before the world

was made, when I was with Thee," but, The
glory which I had with Thee. When T was
with Thee would signify, " when I dwelt by
Thy side : " but ivhich I had ivith Thee teaches
the Mystery of His nature. Further, Glorify
Me with Thyself \% not the same as "Glorify
Me." He does not ask merely that He may
be glorified, that He may have some special
glory of His own, but prays that He may
be glorified of the Father with Himself. The
Father was to glorify Him with Himself, that
He might abide in unity with Him as before,
since the unity with the Father's glory had
left Him through the obedience of tiie Licar-
nation. And this means that the glorifying
should reinstate Him in that nature, with
which He was united by the Mystery of His
divine birth ; that He might be glorified of
the Father with Himself; that He should
resume all that He had had with the Father
before ; that the assumption of the servant's
form should not estrange from Him the nature
of the form of God, but that God should
glorify in Himself the form of the servant, that
it might become for ever the form of God,
since He, Who had before abode in the form
of God, was now in the form of a servant.

And since the form of a servant was to be
glorified in the form of God, it was to be
glorified in Hira in Whose form the fashion
of the servant's form was to be honoured.
40. But these words of the Lord are not
new, or attested now for the first time in the
teaching of the Gospels, for Fie testified, to
this very mystery of God the Father glorify-
ing the Son with Himself by the noble joy
at the fulfilment of His hope, with which
He rejoiced at the very moment when Judas
went forth to betray Him. Filled with joy
that His purpose was now to be fully accom-
plished. He said. Now is the Son of Man
glorified and God is glorified in Him. If God
is glorified in Him, He hath glorified Hun
in Himself, and straightway hath He gloiified
Him ^. How can we whose souls are burdened
with bodies of clay, whose minds are polluted
and stained with foul consciousness of sin,
be so puffed up as to judge of His divine
claim? How can we set up ourselyes to
criticise His heavenly nature, rebelling against
God with our unhallowed and blasphemous
disputations ? The Lord enunciated the faith
of the Gospel in the simplest words that could
be found, and fitted His discourses to our
understanding, so far as the weakness of our
nature allowed Him, without saying anything
ur.worthy of the majesty of His own nature.
The signification of His opening words can-
not, 1 thmk, be doubted, Now is the Son
of Alan glorified; that is

,

all the glory which
He obtains is not for the Word but for His
flesh : not for the birth of His Godhead, but
for the dispensation of His manhood born
into the world. What then, may I ask, is the
meaning of what follows, And God is glorified
in Him 1 I hear that God is glorified in Him ;
but what that can be according to your inter-
pretation, heretic, I do not know. God is

glorified in Hira, in the Son ot Man, that is :

tell me, then, is the Son of Man the same
as the Son of God? And since the Son of
Man is not one and the Son of God another,
but He VVho is Son of God is Himself also
Son of Man, Who, pray, is the God Who is

glorified in this Son of Man, Who is also Son
of God ?

41. So God is glorified in the Son of Man,
Who is also Son of God. Let us see, then,
vvrhat is this third clause which is added, If
God is glorified in Him, God hath also glori-
fied Him in Himself. What, pray, is this
secret mystery? GotI, in the glorified Son of
Man, glorifies a glorified God in Himself!
The glory of God is in the Son of Man, and
the glory of God is in the glory of the Son

6 St. John xvii, 3, 4. ^ lb. 5. 8 St. John xiii. 31,32.
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of Man. God glorifies in Himf;elf, but man
is not glorified through himself. Again the
God Who is glorified in the man, though
He receives the glory, yet is Himself none
other than God. But since in the glorifying
of the Son of Man, the God, Who glorifies,
glorifies God in Himself, I recognise that
the glory of C-hrist's nature is taken into
the glory of that nature which glorifies His
nature. God does not glorify Himself, but He
glorifies in Himself God glorified in man.
And this "glorifies in Himself," though it is
not a glorifying of Himself, yet means that
He took the nature, which He glorified, into
the glory of His own nature Since the God,
Who glorifies the God glorified in man, glori-
fies Him in Himself, He proves that the God
Whom He glorifies is in Himself, for He
glorifies Him in Himself Come, heretic,
whoever you be, protluce the inextricable

objections of your tortuous doctrine ; though
they bind themselves in their own tangles, yet,
marshal them as you will, we shall not be

in danger of sticking in their snares. The Son
of Man is glorified ; God is glorified in Him ;
God glorifies in Himself Him, Who is glorified
in the man. It is not the same that the Son
of Man is glorified, as that God is glorified in
the Son of Man, or that God glorifies in
Himself Him, Who is glorified in the man.
Express in the terms of your unholy belief,
what you mean by God being glorified in the
Son of Man. It must certainly be either
Christ Who is glorified in the flesh, or the

Father Who is glorified in Christ. If it is
Christ Christ is manifestly God, Who is glori-
fied in the flesh. If it is the Father, we are
face to face with the mystery of the unity,
since the Father is glorified in the Son. Thus,
if you allow it to be, Christ, despite yourself
you confess Him God ; if you understand it of
God the Father, you cannot deny the nature

of God the Father in Christ. Let this be
enough concerning the glorified Son of Man
and God' glorified in Him. But when we
consider that God glorifies in Himself God,
Who is glorified in the Son of Man, by what
loophole, pray, can your profane doctrine

escape from the confession that Christ is very
God according to the verity of His nature?
God glorifies in Himself Christ, Who was born
a man; is Christ then outside Him, when He
glorifies Him in Himself? He restores to
Christ in Himself the glory which He had
with Himself, and now that the servant's form,
which He assumed, is in turn assumed into
the form of God, God Who is glorified in man
is glorified in Himself; He was in God's self
before the dispensation, by which He emptied
Himself, and now He is united with God's self

both in the form of the servant, and in the
nature belonging to His birth. For His birth
did not make Him God of a new and foreign
nature, but by generation He was made
natural Son of a natural Father. After His
human birth, when He is glorified in His
manhood, He shines again with the glory
of His own nature ; the Father glorifies Him
in Himself, when He is assumed into the
glory of His Father's nature, of which He
had emptied Himself in the dispensation.
42. The words of the Apostle's faith are
a barrier against your reckless and frenzied

profanity, which forbids you to turn the

freedom of speculation into licence, and
wander into error. Every iongue, he says,
shall confess that Jesus is Lord in the glory

of God the Father 9. The Father has glorified
Him in Himself, therefore He must be con-
fesseil in the glory of the Father. And if He
is to be confessed in the Father's glory, and

the Father has glorified Him in Himself,
is He not plainly all that His Father is

,

since

the Father has glorified Him in Himself and
He is to be confessed in the Father's glory ?

He is now not merely in the glory of God,
but in the glory of God the Father. The
Father glorifies Him. not with a glory from
without,' but in Himself By taking Him back
into that glory, which belongs to Himself, and

which He had with Him before, the Father

glorifies Him with Himself and in Himself
Therefore this confession is inseparable from

Christ even in the humiliation of His nlan-

hood, as He says, And this is eternal life, that
they should know Thee, the only true God, and

Him, Whom Thou didst send, roen Jesus
Christ^ ; for firstly there is no life eternal

in the confession of God the Father without

Jesus Christ, and secondly Christ i
s glorified

in the Father. Eternal life is precisely this,
to know the only true God and Him, Whom

He sent, even Jesus Christ ; deny that Christ

is true God, if you can have life b
y believ-

ing in God without Him. As for the truth

that God the Father is the only true God;

let this be untrue of the God Christ, un-

less Christ's glory is wholly in the only

true God the Father. For if the Father
glorifies Him in Himself, and the Father

is the only true God, Christ i
s not outside

the only true God, since the Father, Who i
s

the only true God, glorifies in Himself Christ,

Who is raised into the glory of God. And

in that He is glorified by the only true God

in Himself, He is not estranged from the only

9 Phil. ii. II. The Greek is elsSdfoii'9eoOirarpos,to theglory
o/God ike Father (K.V .) : seenoteon ci 8

.

^ St. John xvii. 3.



I/O DE TRINITATE.

true God, for He is glorified by the true God

in Himself, the only God.

43. But perhaps the godless unbeliever
meets the pious believer with the assertion

that we cannot understand of the true God
a confession of powerlessness, such as, Verily,

verily, I say unto you. The Son can do nothing
of Himself, hut what He hath seen the Father

doin^''- If the twofold anger 3 of the Jews
had not demanded a twofold answer, it would

indeed have been a confession of weakness,
that the Son could do nothing of Himself,
except what He had seen the Father doing.
But Christ was answering in the same sentence
the double charge of the Jews, who accused
Him of violating the Sabbath, and of making
Himself equal with God by calling God His
Father. Do you think, then, that by fixing
attention upon the form of His reply you
can withdraw it for the substance? We have

already treated of this passage in another
book 4 ; yet as the exposition of the faith gains
rather than loses by repetition, let us ponder
once more on the words, since the occasion
demands it of us.
44. Hear how the necessity for the reply
arose: — And for this cause did the Jeius per-
secute Jesus, and sought to kill Him, because
He did these things on the Sabbath^. Tlieir
anger was so kindled against Him, that they
desired to kill Him, because He did His
works on the Sabbath. But let us see also,
what the Lord answered, My Father worketh
even until now, and I work ^. Tell us, heretic,
what is that work of the Father ; since through
the Son, and in the Son, are all things, visible
and invisible? You, who are wise beyond the
Gospels, have doubtless obtained from some
other secret source of learning the knowledge
of the Father's work, to reveal Him to us.
But the Father works in the Son, as the Son
Himself says. The 7Vords that I say unto you,
I speak not from Myself but the Father who
ahideth in Me, He doeth His works t. Do you
grasp the meaning of the words, 3fy Father
worketh even nntil now? He speaks that we
may recognise in Him the power of the Father's
nature employing the nature, which has that
power, to work on the Sabbath. The Father
works in Him while He works ; without
doubt, then. He works along with the working
of the Father, and therefore He says. My
Father worketh even until now, that this
present work of His words and actions may
be regarded as the working of the Father's

■St. John V, ig.
3 lb 18. The Jews sought the more to kill Him, because
He not only broKe the Sabbath, but also called God His ownFather, makingHimself equalwith God.
4 Bockvii. i5ff. 5 St, John v. iS. 6 lb. 17.
7 lb, Aiv. 10.

nature in Himself. This icorketh even until
now identifies the time with the moment of
.speaking, and therefore we must regard Him
as referring to that very work of the Father's
which He was then doing, for it implies the
working of the Father at the very time of His
words. And lest the Faith, being restricted to
a knowledge of the Father only, should fail
of the hope of eternal life. He adds at once,
And I work ; that is, what the Father worketh
even until now, the Son also worketh. Thus
He expounds the whole of the faith ; for the
work which is now, belongs to the present
time ; and if the Father works, and the Son
works, no union exists betiveen them, which

merges them into a single Person ^
.

But the
wrath of the bjstanders is now redoubled.
Hear what follows, For this cause, therefore,
the Jews sought the more to kill Him, because
He not only broke the Sabbath, but because He
called God His own Father, making Hitntelf
equal with God^ Allow me here to repeat that,
by the judgment of the Evangelist and by com-
mon consent of mankind, the Son is in equality
with the Father's nature; and that equality
cannot exist except by identity of nature.
The begotten cannot derive what it is save
from its source and the thing generated cannot
be foreign to that which generates it

,

since
from that alone has it come to be what it is.
Let us see, then, what the Lord replietl to
this double outburst of wrath. Verily, verily,I say unto you, the Son ca?t do nolhin;; of

Himself, but what He hath seen the Father
doing : for 7vhat things soever He doeth, these
the Son also doeth in like manner =

.

45. Unless we regard these words as an in-

tegral part of His statement, we do them vio-
lence by forcing upon them an arbitrary and

unbelieving interpretation. But if His answer
refers to the grounds of their anger, our faith
expresses rightly what He meant to teach, and
the perversity of the ungodly is left without

support for its profane delusion. Let us see
then whether this reply is suitable to an

accusation of working on the Sabbath. The
Son can do nothing o

f Himself, but what He
luUh seen the Father doing. He has said just
above, Aly Father worketh even u?itil now, and

1 work. If by virtue of the authority of the
Father's nature within Him, all that He works,
He works with the Father in Him, and the
Father works even until now on the Sabbath,
then the Son, Who pleads the authority of
the Father's working, is acquitted of blame.

8 That both Father and Son work implies that They are twc
distinct Persons and furbids us to suppwsea unionof Fatherand
Son, which mergestheminto onePerson.

« St, John V. i8. = lb. 19.
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For the words, can do nothing, refer not to
streiis;th hut to a\ithority ; He can do nothing
of Himself, except what He has seen. Now,
to have seen does not confer the power to do,
and therefore He is not weak, if He can do
nothing without having seen, but His autho-
rity is shewn to depend on seeing. Again the
words, unless He hath see?i, signify the con-
sciousness derived from seeing, as when He
says to the Apostles, Behold I say imfo you,
Lift up your eyes, and look on the fields, that
they are white already unto harvest 'i

. With
the consciousness that the Father's nature is

abiding in Him, and working in Him when
He works, to forestall the idea that the Lord
of the Sabbath has violated the Sabbath, He
pronounces that. The Son can do nothing o

f

Himself, but zvhat He hath seen the leather
doing. And thus He demonstrates that His
every action springs from His consciousness
of the nature working within Him ; when He
works on the Sabbath, the Father worketh
even until noiv on the Sabbath. In what
follows, however, He refers to the second
cause of their indignation. For what things
soever He doeth, the Son doeth in like manner.
Is it false that, what things soever the Father
doeth, the Son doeth in like manner 1 Does the
Son of God admit a distinction between the
Father's power and working and His own ?

Does He shrink from claiming the equality of
homage befitting an equal in power and nature?
If He does, disdain His weakness, and degrade
Him from equality of nature with the Father.
But He Himself says only a little later. That
all may honour the Son, ei'eii as they honour the
Father. He that honottreth not the Son, hon-
oureth not the Father ivhich sent Him *. Dis-
cover, if you can, the inferiority, when Both
are equal in honour; make out the weakness,
when Both work with the same power.
46. Why do you misrepresent the occa-
sion of the reply in order to detract from
His divinity ? To the working on the Sabbath
He answers that He can do nothing of Him-
self, but what He hath seen the Father doing :

to demonstrate His equality. He professes to
do what things soever the Father doeth.
Enforce your charge of weakness, by His
answer concerning the Sabbath, if you can
disprove that what things soever the Father
doeth, the Son doeth in like manner. But if

what things soever includes all things without
exception ; in what is He found weak, when
there is nothing that the Father doeth, which
He cannot also do? Where is His claim to
equality refuted by any episode of weakness,
when one and the same honour is demanded

3 St. John iv. 35. 4 lb. cf. 23.

for Him and for the Father? If Both have
the same power in operation, and both claim
the same reverence in worship, I cannot under-
stand what dishonour of inferiority can exist,
since Father and Son possess the same povvc
of operation, and equality of honour.
47. Although we have treated this passage
as the facts themselves explain it

,

yet to prove
that the Lord's words. The Son can do nothing
of Himself, but what He hath seen the Fattier
doing, so far from supporting this unholy
degradation of His nature, testify to His
conscious possession of the nature of the
Father, by Whose authority He worked on
the S-ibbath, let us shew them that we can
produce another saying of the Lord, which bears
upon the question, / do nothing of Myself, bu'
as the Father taught Me, I speak these things.
And He that sent Me is with Me: He hath
not left Me alone, for I do always the things
that are pleasing to Him s. Do you feel what

is implied in the words. The Son can do

nothing, but what He hath seen the Father
dii?ig? Or what a mystery is contained in the
saying, / can do nothing of myself, and He
hath not left me alone, for I do always the
things that are pleasing to Him ? He does
nothing of Himself, because the Father abides
in Him ; can you reconcile with this the fact
that the Father does not leave Him, because
He does the things which are pleasing to
Him? Your interpretation, heretic, sets up a

contradiction between these two statements,
that He does nothing of Himself, unless
taught of the Father abiding in Him, and
that the Father abides in Him, because He
does always the things which are pleasing to
Him. For if the Father's abiding in Him
means that He does nothing of Himself, how
could He have deserved that the Father
should abide in Him, by doing always the
things which are pleasing to the Father. It

is no merit, not to do of oneself what one
does. Conversely, how are the Son's deeds

pleasing to the Father, if the Father Himself,
abiding in the Son, be their Author ? Impiety,
thou art in a sore strait ; the well-armed piety
of the faith hath hemmed thee in. The Son

is either an Agent, or He is not. If He is

not an Agent, how does He please by his acts ?

If He is an Agent, in what sense are deeds,
done not o

f Flimself His own ? On the one
hand, He must have done the things whicii
are pleasing ; on the other, it is no merit

to have done, yet not of oneself, what one
does.

48. But, my opponent, the unity of Their
nature is such, that the several action of

S St. John viii. 28,29.
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Each implies the con'oint action of Both,
and Their joint activity a several activity
of Ecch. Conceive the Son acting, and the
Father acting through Him. He acts not
of Himself, for we have to explain how
the Father abides in Him. He acts in His
own Person, for in accordance with His birth
as the Son, He does Himself what is pleasing.
His acting not of Himself would prove Him
weak, were it not the case that He so acts
that what He does is pleasing to the Father.
But He would not be in the imity of the
divine nature, if the deeds which He does,
and wherein He pleases, were not His own,
and He were merely prompted to action by the
Father abiding in Him. The Father then in
abiding in Him, teaches Him, and the Son
in acting, acts not of Himself; while, on the
other hand, the Son, though not acting of
Himself, acts Himself, for what He does is
pleasing. Thus is the unity of Their nature
retained in Their action, for the One, thouL'h
He acts Himself, does not act of Himself,
while the Other, Who has abstained from
action, is yet active.

49. Connect with this that saying, which
you lay hold of to support the imputati-m
of infirmity. All that the Father givelh Me shall
come unto Me, and him that conieth to Me
I will in no wise cast out ; for I am come do7v/i
from heaven not to do Mine own will, but the
will of the Father that sent Me *. But, perhaps
you say, the Son has no freedom of will :
the weakness of His nature subjects Him
to necessity, and He is denied free-will, and
subjected to necessity that He may not reject
those who are given to Him and come from
the Father. Nor was the Lord content to
demonstrate the mystery of the Unity by
His action in not rejecting those who are
given to Him, nor seeking to do His own
will instead of the will of Him that sent Him,
but when the Jews, after the repetition of the
words. Him that sent Me, began to murmur,
He confirms our interpretation by sa}ing,
Every 07ie who heareth from the Father and
learneth, cometh unto Me. JSlot that any 7uan
hath seen the Father, save He which is from
God, He hath seen the Father. Verily, verily,
I say unto you, he that believeth in Me hath
eternal life t. Now, tell me first, where has the
Father been heard, and where has He taught
His hearers? No one hath seen the F'ather,
save Him Who is from God : has any one
ever heard Him Whom no one has ever seen?
He that has heard from the Father, comes
to the Son : and he that has heard the teach-
ing of the Son, has heard the teaching of the

' St. John vi. 37,38. 7 lb. 45—47.

Father's nature, for its properties are revealed
in the Son. When, therefore, we hear the
Son teaching, we must understand that we are

hearing the teaching of the Father. No one
hath seen the Father, yet he who comes to
the Son, hears and learns from the Father
to come : it is manifest, therefore, that the
Father teaches through the words of the Son,
and, though seen of none, speaks to us in
the manifestation of the Son, because the Son,
bv virtue of His perfect birth, possesses all the
properties of His Father's nature. The Only-
begotten God desiring, therefore, to testify
of the Father's authority, yet inculcating His
own unity with the Father's nature, does not ■

cast out those who are given to Him of the
Father, or work His own will instead of the
will of Him that sent Him : not that He does
not will what He does, or is not Himself
heard when He teaches ; but in order that
He may reveal Him Who sent Him, and
Himself the Sent, under the aspect of one
indistinguishable nature. He shews all that
He wills, and says, and does, to be the will and
works of the Father.

50. But He proves abundantly that His
will is free by the words, As the Father raiseth
the dead and quickeneth them, even so the Son
also quick.'neth whom He will^- When the
equality of Father and Son in power and
honour is indicated, then the freedom of the
Son's will is made manifest : when Their
unity is demonstrated. His conformity to
the Father's will is signified, for what the
Father wills, the Son does. But to do is
something more than to obey a will : the
latter would imply external necessity, while
to do another's will requires unity with him,
being an act of volition. In doing the will of
the Father the Son teaches that through the

identity of Their nature His will is the same
in nature with the F'ather's, since all that He
does is the Father's will. The Son plainly
wills all that the Father wills, for wills of the
same nature cannot dissent from one another.
It is the will of the Father which is revealed
in the words, For this is the will ofMy Father,
that every one that beholdeth the Son and be-
lieveth in Him, should have eternal life, and
that I should raise Him up at the last day 9.
Hear now, whether the will of the Son is dis-
cordant with the Father's, when He says,
Father, those whom Thou hast given Me, /
will that where. I am they also may be with
Me ^ Here is no doubt that the Son wills :
for while the Father wills that those who
believe in the Son should have eternal life,
the Son wills that the believer should be

S St. John V. 21, 9 lb. vi, 40. ' lb. xvii. 24.
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where He is. For is it not eternal life to
dwell together with Christ? And does He not
grant to the believer in Hira all perfection
of blessing when He says, No one hath known
the Son save the Father, neither hath any known

the Father save the Son, and he to whomsoever
the Son tvilleth to reveal Him =? Has He not
freedom of will, when He wills to impart to
us the knowledge of the Father's mystery ?
Is not His will so free that He can be-
stow on whom He will the knowledge of
Himself and His Father? Thus Father and
Son are manifestly joint Possessors of a na-
ture common to Both through birth and

common through unity : for the Son is free

of will, but what He does willingly is an
act of the Father's will.

51. He who has not grasped the manifest
truths of the faith, obviously cannot have an
understamling of its mysteries ; because he has
not the doctrine of the Gospel he is an alien
to the hope of the Gospel. We must confess
the Father to be in tlie Son and the Son in

the Father, by unity of nature, by might of
power, as equal in honour as Begetter and

Begotten. But. perhaps you say, the witness
of our Lord Himself is contrary to this de-
claration, for He says. The Father is greater
than I\ Is this, heretic, the weapon of your
profanity ? Are these the arms of your frenzy ?
Has it escaped you, that the Church does not
adaiit two Unbegotten, or confess two Fathers?

Have you forgotten the Incarnation of the
Mediator, with the birth, the cradle, the child
hood, the passion, the crjss and the death be-

longing to it ? When you were born again, did

you not confess the Son of God, born of Mary ?
If the Son of God, of Whom these things are
true, says. The Father is greater than I, can
you be ignorant that the Incarnation for your
salvation was an emptying of the form of God,
and that the Father, unaffected by this as-

sumption of human conditions, abode in the

blessed eternity of His own incorrupt nature
without taking our flesh ? We confess that the

Only-begotten God, while He abode in the
form of God, abode in the nature of God, but
we do not at once reabsorb into the substance of
the divine unity His unity bearing the form of
a servant. Nor do we teach that the Father
is in the Son, as if He entered into Him
bodily; but that the nature which was be-
gotten by the Father of the same kind as His
own, possessed by nature the nature which

begot itt : and that this nature, abiding in the

form of the nature which begot it
,

took the
form of human nature and weakness. Christ
possessed all that was proper to His nature:
but the form of God had departed from H'm,
for by emptying Himself of it

. He had taken
the form of a servant. The divine nature had
not ceased to be, but still abiding in Him, it

had taken upon itself the humility of earthly
birth, and was exercising its proper power in
the fashion of the humihty it assumed. So
God, born of God, being found as man in the
form of a servant, but acting as God in His
miracles, was at once God as His deeds
proved, and yet man, for He was found in
the fashion of man
52. Therefore, in the discourse we have
expounded above. He had borne witness to
the unity of His nature with the Father's :

He that hath seen Me, hath seen the Father
also 5 .• The Father is in Me, and I in the
Father^. These two passages perfectly agree,
smce Both Persons are of equal nature; to
behold the Son is the same as to behold the
Father; that the One abides in the One
shows that They are inseparable And. lest
they should misunderstand Him, as though
when they beheld His body, they beheld the
Father in Him, He had added, Believe Me,
that I am in the Father and the Father iii Me :

or else believe Me for the very works' sakeT.
His power belonged to His nature, and His
working was the exercise of that power ; in
the exercise of that power, then, they might
recognise in Him the unity with the Father's
nature. In proportion as any one recognised
HiiTi to be God in the power of His nature,
he would come to know God the Father, pre-
sent in that mighty nature. The Son, Who is

equal with the Father, shewed by His works
that the Father could be seen in Him : in
order that we, perceiving in the Son a nature
like the Father's in its power, miglit know that
in Father and Son there is no distinction of
nature.

53. So the Only-begotten God, just before He
finished His work in the, flesh, and completed
the mystery of taking the servant's form, in
order to establish our faith, thus speaks, Ye
heard how I said unto yoii, I go away, and I

come unto you. If ye loved Me, ye would
rejoice, because I go unto the Father; for the
Father is greater than I^. He has already
in an earlier part of this very discourse un-

folded in all its aspects the teaching of His
divine nature : can we, then, on the strength

' St. Matt. xi. 27. 3 St. Jolin xiv. 28.

4 The unity of the Father and the Son does not mean that
the Son's body was derived from the Father, as in hnman con-
ceptionthe father is in the son : but the SonWho derived Hi.s
incorporealnature from the Father at thegeneration,afterwards

assumeda humanbody for the Incarnation. Thus Hilary clears
hiiiiseir of any Patripassian or Marcellian construction which
might be put on his words.

b St. John xiv. 9
. ' lb. x. 3S : cf. xiv. 10,11.

7 lb. xiv. II. 8 lb. 28.
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of this confession deprive the Son of that
equality, which His true birth has perfected
in Him? Or is it an indignity to the Only-
begotten God, that the Unbegotten God is
His Father, seeing that His Only-begotten
birth from the Unbegotten gives Him tlie
Only-begotten nature? He is not the source
of His own being, nor did He, being Him-
self non-existent, bring to pass His own
birth out of nothing ; but, existing as a living
nature and from a living nature, He pos-
sesses the power of that nature, and de-
clares the authority of that nature, by bearing
witness to His honour, and in His honour
to the grace belonging to the birth He re-
ceived. He pays to the Father the tribute
of obedience to the will of Him Who sent
Him, but the obedience of humility does not
dissolve the unity of His nature : He be-
comes obedient unto death, but, after death.
He is above every name 9.
54. But if His equality is doubted because
the Name is given Him after He put off the
form of God, we dishonour Him by ignoring
the mystery of the humility which He as-
sumed. The birth of His humanity brought
to Him a new nature, and His form was
changed in His huraiHty, by the assumption
of a servant's form, but now the giving of
the Name restores to Him equality of form.
Ask }'Ourself what it is

,

which is given. If
the gift be something pertaining to God, the
grant to the receiving nature does not impair
the divinity of the giving nature. Again, tiie
words. And gave Him the Name, involve a mys-
tery in the giving, but the giving of the Name
does not make it another name. To Jesus is

given, that to Him, Eveiy knee shall bow of
tilings in heaven, and things on earth, and things
under the earth, and every tongue confess that
Jesus is Lord in the glory of God the Father '.

The honour is given Him that He should be
confessed in the glory of God the F"athen
Do you hear Hun say. The Father is greater
than II Know Him also, of Whom it'is said
in reward of His obedience, And gave unto
Hint the Name which is above evejy tjame' ;

hear Him Who said, I and the Father air -one ;

Jfe that hath seen Me, hath seen the Father
also ; [ am in the Father, and the Father in
Me. Consider the honour of the confession
which is granted Him, that Jesus is Lord in
the glory of God the Father. When, then,

is the Father greater than the Son? Surely,
when He gives Him the Name above every
name. And on the other hand, when is it

that the Son and die Father are one? Surely,
when every tongue confesses that Jesus is

9 Phil. ii. 8
,

9. ' lb. ' lb. 9.

Lord in the glory of God the Father. If,
then, the Father is greater tlirough His au-
thority to give, is the Son less through the
confession of receiving? The Giver is greater :

but the Receiver is not less, for to Him it is

given to be one with the Giver. If it is not
given to Jesus to be confessed in the glory
of God the Father, He is less than the Father.
But if it is given Him to be in that glory, in
which the Father is

,

we see in the prerogative
of giving, that the Giver is greater, and in the
confession of the gift, that the Two are One.
The Father is

,

therefore, greater than the Son :

for manifestly He is greater. Who makes an-
other to be all that He Himself is

,

Who
imparts to the Son by the mystery of the
birth the image of His own unbegotten nature,
Who begets Him from Himself into His own
form, and restores Him again from the form
of a servant to the form of God, Whose work

it is that Christ, born God according to the
Spirit in the glory of the Father, but now
Jesus Ciirist dead in the flesh, should be
once more God in the glory of the Father.
When, therefore, Christ says that He is going
to the Feather, He reveals the reason why
they should rejoice if they loved Him, be-
cause the Father is greater than He.
55. After the explanation that love is the
source of this joy, because love rejoices that
Jesus is to be confessed in the glory of God
the Father, He next expresses His claim to
receive back that glory, in the words. For
the prince of this world cometh, and he hath
nothing in Me'. The prince of this world
hath nothing in Him: for being found in
fashion as a man. He dwelt in the likeness
of the flesh of sin, yet apart from the sin
of the flesh, and in the flesh condemned
sin by sin -t
.

Then, giving obedience to the
Father's command as His only motive, He
adds. But that the world may know that T

love the Father, even as the Father gave Me
commandment, so I do. Arise, let us go hence s.

In His zeal to do the Father's command-
ment, He rises and hastens to complete
the mystery of His bodily passion. But the
next moment He unfolds the mystery of His
assumption of flesh. Through this assump-
tion we are in Him, as the branches in the
vinestock*; and unless He had become the

3 St. John xiv. 30.

4 Rom, viii. 3, Here Hilary's de^eccatopeccatum . . . con-
deinnans iiiiist mean 'by meansof sin.' In Litiii of this daie
de is otteninstrumental.

5 St. John xiv. 31. Tlie words ' but that theworld .... even
so I doj' are generallyconnectedwith the previoussentence,and
the list sentence,'Arise, let us go iience,' is regardeJ as ilje
breaking off of the discourse, but the words, ' But tliat me
world,' &c., do not stand in very clear connection with tite
prev-ioiis.^enLence,and the view here suggestedhas much to be
said for it.

6 St. John XV. I, z.
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Vine, we could have borne no good fruit.
He exliovts us to abide in Himself, through
fiiith in His assumed body, that, since the
Word has been made flesh, we may be in
the nature of His flesh, as the branches are
in the Vine. He separates the form of the
I'alher's majesty from the iiumiliation of the
assumed flesh by calling Himself the Vine,
the source of unity for all the branches, and
the Father the careful Husbandman, Who
Ijrunes away its useless and barren branches
to be burnt in the fire. In the words, He
that hath seen Me, haih seen the Father a/so,
and The words that I say unto you, [ speak
not of Myself, but the Father abiding in Me,
He do.th His ivorks, and Belier'e Me,, that f
am in the Father, and the Father in Me,
He reveals the truth of His birth and the
mystery of His Incarnation. He then con-
tinues the thread of His discourse, until He
comes to the saying, 'Ihe Father is greater
than I ; and after this, to complete the mean
ing of these words, He hastens to add the
illustration of the husbandman, the vine, and
the branches, which directs our notice to His
submission to bodily humiliation. He says
that, because the Father is greater than Him-
self, He is going to the Fatlier, and that
love should rejoice, that He is going to the
Father, that is

,

to receive back His glory
fiom the Father: with Him, and in Him,
to be glorified not with a brand-new honour,
but with the old, not with some strange honour
but with that which He had with Him be-
fore. If then Christ shall not enter into Him
with glory, to abide in the glory of God, you
may disparage His nature: but if tlie glory
which He receives is the proof of His Gou-
head, recognise that it as Giver of this proof
that the Father is the greater.

56. Why do you distort the Incarnation
into a blasphemy? Why pervert the mystery
of salvation into a weapon of destiuction?
The Father, Who glorifies the Son, is greater :

Tlie Son, Who is glorified in the Father, is

not less. How can He be less, when He

is in the glory of God the Fadier.? And how-
can the Fatlier not be gre.iter? The Father
therefore is greater, because He is Father:
but the Son, because He is Son, is not less.
By the birth of the Son the Father is con-
stituted greater : the nature that is His by
birth, does not suffer the Son to be less.
The Father is greater, for the Son prays Him
to render glory to manhood He has as-
sumed. The Son is not less, for He re-
ceives back His glory with the Father.
Thus are consummated at once the mystery
of the Birth, and the dispensation of the
Incarnation. The Father, as F'ather, and as

glorifying Him Who now is Son of Man, is

greater: Father and Son are one, in that
the Son, born of the Father, after assuming
an earthly body is taken back to the glory
of the Father.
57. The birth, therefore, does not constitute
His nature inferior, for He is in the form of
God, as being born of God. And though by
their very signification, ' Unbegotten

' and ' Be-
gotten' seem to be opposed, yet the Begotten
cannot be excluded from the nature of the
Unbegotten, for there is none other from
whom He could derive His substance. He
does not indeed share in the supreme majesty
of being unbegotten : but He has received from
the Unbegotten God the nature of divinity.
Thus faith confesses the eternity of.the Only-
begotten God, though it can give no meaning
to begetting or beginning in His case. His
nature forbids us to say that He ever began
to be, for His birth lies beyond the beginnings
of time. But while we confess Him existent
before all ages, we do not hesitate to pro-
nounce Him born in timeless eternity, for
we believe His birth, though we know it

never had a beginning.

58 Seeking to disparage His nature, the
heretics lay hold of such sayings as, The
Father is greater than I, or, But of that day
and hour knoweth no one, not ei'en the ange/s
in heaven, neither the Son, Imt the Father onlyT .
It is turned to a re|)roach against the Only-
be^'otten God that He did not know the day
and the hour : that, though God, born of
God, He is not in the perfection of divine
n.iture, since He is subjected to the limita-
tion of ignorance ; that is

,

an external force
stronger than Himself, triumphing, as it were,
over His weakness, makes Flini captive to this
infirmity. And, indeed, it is with an apparent
right to claim that this confession Is inevitable,
that the heretics, in their frenzy, would drive
us to such a blasphemous interpretation. The
words are those of the Lord Himself, and
what, it may be asked, could be mjre unholy,
than to corrupt His express assertion by our

attem]n to explain i
t away.

59. But, before we investigate the meaning
and occasion of these words, let us first appeal
to the judgment of common sense. Is it cre-
dible, that He, Who stands to all things as
the Author of their present and future, should
not know all things? If all things are through
and in Christ, and in such a way through
Christ that they are also in Him, must not
that, which is both in Him and through Him,
be also in His knowledge, when that know-
ledge, b

y virtue of a nature which cannot be

7 St. Matt. xxiv. 3
6 ; St. Mark xiii. 32.
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nescient, habitually apprehends what is neither
in, nor through Him ^? But that whicli derives
from Him alone its origin, and has in Him
alone the efficient cause of its present state
and future development, can that be beyond
the ken of His nature, through which is ef-
fected, and in which is contained, all that it
is and shall be? Jesus Christ knows the

thoughts of the mind, as it is now, stirred
by present motives, and as it will be to-morrow,
aroused by the impulse of future desires.
Hear the witness of the Evangelist, For Jesus
knew from the beg;lnning who they were that
believed rsof, and who it was that should betray
Him 9. By its virtue His nature could per-
ceive the unborn future, and foresee the awaken-
ing of passions yet dormant in the mind : do
you believe that it did not know wliat is

through itself, and within itself? He is Lord of
all that belongs to others, is He not Lord
of His own ? Remember what is written of
Him, All things have been created through
Him, and in Him : and He is before all
things "i :̂ or again. For it was the good pleasure
of the Father, that in Him should all the
fulness dwell, and through Him to reconcile
all things unto Himself'-, all fulness is in Him,
all things were made through Him, and are
reconciled in Him, and for that day of re-
conciliation we wait expectant; did He not,
then, know it

,

when its time was in His hands,
and fixed by His mystery, for it is the day
of His coming, of which the Apostle wrote,
When Christ, Who is your life, shall be mani-
fested, then shall ye also with Him be mani-
fested in glory =

.

No one is ignorant of that
which is through himself and within himself:
shall Christ come, and does He not know the
day of His coming? It is His day, for the same
Apostle says, The day of the Lord shall come
as a thief in the night T

i
: can we believe, then,

that He did not know it? Human natures, so
far as in them lies, foresee what they deter-
mine to do : knowledge of the end desired ac-
companies the desire to act : does not He Who

is born God, know what is in, and through.
Himself? The times are through Him, the
day is in His hand, for the future is consti-
tuted through Him, and the Dispensation of
His coming is in His power: is His under-
standing so dull, that the sense of His torpid
nature does not tell Him what He has Him-
self determined ? Is He like the brute and
the beast, which, animated b

y no reason or
foresight, not even conscious of acting but
driven to and fro by the impulse of irrational

8 Christ wasconscious,e.g., of thesinfulnessof men.

9 St. John vi. 64. 9»Col. i. 16. • lb. 19.' lb. iii. 4. 3 I Thess. v. 2.

desire, proceed to their end with fortuitous
and uncertain course?
60. But, again, how can we believe that
the Lord of glory, because He was able not
to know the day of His own coming, was
of a discordant and imperfect nature, subject
to the necessity of coming, but ignorant of
the day of His coming? This vi^ould make
God weaker than the power of ignorance,
which took from Him the prerogative of know-
ledge. Then, too, how we redouble occasions
of blasphemy, if we impute not only infirmity
to Christ, but also defect to God the Fatlier,
saying that He defrauded of foreknowledge
of this day the Only-begotten God, the Son of
His love, and in malice denied Him certiinty
concerning the future consummation : suffered
H^ira to know the day and hour of His pas-
sion, but witheld from Him the day of His
power, and the hour of His glory among
His Saints: took from Him the knowledge
of His blessedness, while He granted Him
prescience of His death? The trembling con-
science of man dare not presume to think
thus of God, or ascribe to Him such taint
of human fickleness, that the Father should
deny anything to the Son, or the Son, Who
was born as God, should possess an imper-
fect knowledge.
61. But God can never be anjthing but
love, or anything but the Father : and He, Who
loves, does not envy; He Who is Father, is

wholly and entirely Father. This name admits
of no compromise : no one can be partly father,
and partly not. A father is father in respect
of his whole personality; all that he is is pre-
sent in the chilii, for paternity by piecemeal

is impossible : not that paternity extends to
self-generation, but that a father is altcgether
father in all his qualities, to the ofprings
born of him. According to the constitu-
tion of human bodies, which are made of
dissimilar elements, and composed of various
parts, the father must be father of the whole,
since a perfect birth hands on to the child
all the different elements and parts, which
are in the father. The father is

,

therefore,
father of all that is his; the birth proceeds
from the whole of himself, and constitutes
the whole of the child. God, however, has
no body, but simple essence: no parts, but
an all-embracing whole : nothing quickened,
but everything living. God is therefore all
life, and all one, not compounded of parts,
but perfect in His simplicity, and, as the
Father, must be Father to His begotten in

all that He Himself is
,

for the perfect birih
of the Son makes Him perfect Father in all
that He has. So, if He is proper Father
to the Son the Son must possess all the
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properties of the Father. Yet how can this
be, if the Son has not the quality of pre-
science, if there is anything from His Author,
which is wanting in His birth? To say that
tiiere is one of Gocl's properties which He 1ias
not, is almost equivalent to saying that He
has none of them. And what is proper to
God, if not tlie knowledge of the future, a
vision, which embraces the invisible and un-
born world, and has within its scope that
which is not yet, but is to be ?
62. Moreover Paul, the teacher of the Gen-
tiles, forestalls the impious falsehood, that
the Only-begotten God was partially nescient.
Listen to his words, Being instructed in love,
unto all riches of the fulness of understanding,
unw knowledge of the mystery of God, even
Christ, in Whom are all the treasures of wis-
dom and knowledge hidden •

*. God, even Christ,

is the mystery, and all the treasures of wisdom
and knowledge are hidden in Him. But a
portion is one thing, the whole another : a

part is not the same as all, nor can all be
called a part. If the Son does not know
the day, all the treasures of knowledge are
not in Him ; but He has all the treasures
of knowledge in Him, therefore He is not
ignorant of the day. But we must remember
that those treasures of knowledge were hidden

in Him, though not, because hidden, therefore
wanting. As in God, they are in Him: as in
the mystery, they are hidden. But Christ, the
mystery -of God, in Whom are all the trea-
sures of knowledge hidden, is not Himself
hidden from our eyes and minds. Since then

He is Himself the mystery, let us see whether
He is ignorant when He does not know. If
elsewhere His profession of ignorance does
not imply that He does not know, here also

it will be wrong to call Him ignorant, if He
does not know. In Him are hidden all the
treasures of knowledge, and so His ignorance

is an economy rather than ignorance. Thus
we can assign a reason for His ignorance,
without the assumption that He did not know.

63. Whenever God says that He does not
know, He professes ignorance indeed, but is

not under the defect of ignorance. It is not
because of the infirmity of ignorance that He
does not know, but because it is not yet the
time to speak, or the divine Plan, to act.
Thus He says to Abraham, The cry of Sodom
and Gomorrah is full, and their sin is very
grievous. Therejore I will go down now, and
see if they have done altogether according to the
cry of it: and if not, f luill know'^. Here
we perceive God not knowing that which not-
withstanding He knows. He knows that their

4 Col. ii. 2, 3.

VOL. I.K.

5 Gen. xviii. 20,21,

sins are very grievous, but He comes down
again to see whether they have done alto-
gether, and to know if they have not. We
observe, then, that He is not ignorant, although
He does not know, but that, wlien the time
comes for action, He knows. This know-
ledge is not, therefore, a change from ignor-
ance, but the coming of the fulness of time.
He waits still to know, but we cannot suppose
that He does not know : therefore His not
knowing what He knows, and Flis knowing
what He does not know, is nothing else than
a divine economy in word and deed.

64. We cannot, then, doubt that the know-
ledge of God depends on the occasion and
not on any change on His part: by the
occasion being meant the occasion, not of

obtaining but of declaring knowledge, as we
learn from His words to Abraham, Lay not
thine hand upon the lad, neither do thou any-
thing unto him, for noiv I know that thou
fearest thy God, a?7.d hast not ivithhtld thy
beloved son, for My sake *

- God knows now,
but that nnv I know is a profession of

previous ignorance : yet it is not true, that
until now God did not know the faith of
Abraham, for it is written, Abraham believed

in God, and it ivas counted to him for right-
eousness t, and therefore this norv I knnv marks,
the time when Abraham received this testi-

mony, not when God began to know. Abra-
ham had proved, by the sacrifice of his son,,
the love he bore to God, and God knew

it at the time He spoke : but as we cannot
suppose that He did not know before, we
must for this reason suppose that He took,

knowledge of it then because He spoke.
By way of example, we have chosen for
our consideration this passage out of many
in the Old Testament, which treat of the-
knowledge of God, in order to shew, thab
when God does not know, the cause lies,,,
not in His ignorance, but in the occasion.,

65. We find our Lord in the Gospels know-
ing, yet not knowing, many things. Thus,

He does not know the workers of iniquity,
who glory in their mighty works and, in His
name, for Pie says to them. Then will I

swear, I never knew you ; depart, fram Me^
all ye that luork iniquity'^. He. declares with
an oath even, that Pie does not. know them,.,

but nevertheless He knows them.to be workers
of iniquity. He does not know them, not
because He does not know, but because by;
the iniquity of their deeds they are unworthy
of His knowledge, and He even ccnrirms
His denial with the sanctity of an oath. By
the virtue of His nature. He could not. be-

6G en. xxu. 12. 7 lb. xvv 6
. 8 St. MiiH. vii. 2.3,
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ignorant, by the mystery of His will He re-

fused to know. Again llic Unbegotten God

does not know the foolish virgins ; He is

ignorant of those who were too careless to

have their oil ready, when He entered the

cliamber of His glorious coming. They come

and implore, and so far from not knowing

them. He cries, Verily, I say unto you, I know
you tiot9. Their coming and their prayer com-

pel Him to recognise them, but His profession
of ignorance refers to His will, not to His

nature : they are unworthy to be known of

Him to Whom nothing is unknown. Hence,

in order that we should not impute His ignor-
ance to infirmity. He says immediately to the

Apostles, Watch therefore, for ye knoiv not
the day nor the hour''. When He bids them
watch, for they know not the day or the hour,

He points out that He knew not the virgins,
because through sleep and neglect they ha<l

no oil, and therefore were unworthy to enter

into His chamber.
66. The Lord Jesus Christ, then. Who
searcheth the heart and the reins ", has no
weakness in His nature, that He should not
know, for, as we perceive, even the feet of
His ignorance proceeds from the omniscience
of His nature. Yet if any there be, who
impute to Him ignorance, let them tremble,
lest He Who knows their thoughts should
say to them. Wherefore think ye evil in your
hearts 3 ? The All-knowing, though not ig-
norant of thoughts and deeds, sometimes en-
quires as if He were, as for instance when
He asks the woman who it was that touched
the hem of His garment, or the Apostles,
why they quarrelled among themselves, or the
mourners, where the sepulchre of Lazarus was :
but His ignorance was not ignorance, except
in words. It is against reason that He should
know from afar the death and burial of Lazarus,
but not the place of his sepulchre : that He
should read the thoughts of the mind, and not
recognise the faith of the woman : that He
should not need to ask concerning anything ■

*,

yet be ignorant of the dissension of the
Apostles. But He, Who knows all things,
sometimes by a practice of economy professes
ignorance, even though He is not ignorant.
Thus, in the case of Abraham, God concealed
His knowledge for a time : in that of the
foolish virgins and the workers of iniquity,
He refused to recognise the unworthy : in the
mystery of the Son of Man, His asking, as if

ignorant, expressed His humanity. He accom-
modated Himself to the reality of His birth

9 St. Matt. XXV.12. I lb. XXV.13.= Rev. ii. 23. ^ St. Matt. ix. 4.

4 St. John xvi. 30. The Greek is \vo.tis o-eepiaT^,' th.it any
oneshouldask thee ' (R.V.).

in the flesh in everything to which the weak-

ness of our nature is subject, not in sucli wise
tliat He became weak in His divine nature,
but that God, born man, assumed the weak-

nesses of humanity, yet without thereby re-
ducing His unchangeable nature to a weak
nature, for the unchangeable nature was that
wherein He mysteriously assumed flesh. He,
Who was God is man, but, being man, has not
ceased to remain God. Conducting Himself
then as one born man, and proving Himself
such, though remaining God the Word, He
often uses the language of man (though
God, speaking as God, makes frequent use of
human terms), and does not know that which

it is not yet time to declare, or which is not

deserving of His recognition.
67. We can now understand why He said
that He knew not the day. If we believe
Him to have been really ignorant, we con-
tradict the Apostle, who says. In Whom are
all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge
hidden s. There is knowledge which is hidden
in Him, and because it has to be hidden, it

must sometimes for this purpose be professed
as ignorance, for once declared, it will no longer
be secret. In order, therefore, that the know-
ledge may remain hidden. He declares that
He does not know. But if He does not know,
in order that the knowledge may remain
hidden, this ignorance is not due to His
nature, which is omniscient, for He is igno-
rant solely in order that it may be' hidden.

Nor is it hard to see why the knowledge of
the day is hidden. He exhorts us to watch
continually with unrelaxing faith, and with-
holds from, us the security of certain know-
ledge, that our minds may be kept on the

stretch by the uncertainty of suspense, and
while they hasten towards and continually look

for the day of His coming, may always watch in
hope ; and that, though we know the time must

come, its very uncertainty may make us careful

and vigilant. Thus the Lord says, Therefore
be ye also ready, for ye know not ivhat hour
the Son o

f Man shall come^; and again. Blessed

is that servant %vhom His lord, when He cometh,
shall find so doingT. The ignorance is

,

there-

fore, a means not to delude, but to encourage
in perseverance. It is no loss to be denied

a knowledge which it is an advantage not to

have, for the security of knowdedge might breed
negligence of the faith, which now is concealed,
while the urjcertainty of expectation keeps us

continually prepared, even as the master of the
house, with the fear of loss before his eyes,
watches and guards against the dreaded com-

S Col. ii
,

3. 6 St. Matt. XXIV.44. 7 lb. 46.
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ing of the thief, who chooses the time of sleep
for his work.
68. Manifestly, therefore, the ignorance of
God is not ignorance but a mystery : in the
economy of His actions and words and mani-
festations. He does not know and at the same
time He knows, or knows and at the same
time does not know. But we must ask, whe-
ther it may not be through the Son's infirmity
that He knows not what the Father knows. He
could perhaps read the thoughts of the human
heart, because His stronger nature can unite
itself with a weaker in all its movements, and
by the force of its power, as it were, pass
through and tlirough the feeble nature. But
a weaker nature is powerless to penetrate
a stronger : light things may be penetrated
by heavy, rare by dense, liquid by soUd, but
the heavy are impenetrable to the light, the
dense to the rare, and the solid to the liquid :
the strong are not exposed to the weak, but
the weak are penetrated by the strong. There
fore, the heretics say, the Son knew not the
thoughts of the Father, because, being Himself
weak. He could not approach the more power-
ful and enter into Him, or pass through Him.
69. Should any one presume, not merely
to speak thus of the Only-begotten God in the
rashness of his tongue, but even to think so
in the wickedness of his heart, let him hear
what the Apostle thought of the Holy Ghost,
from the words he wrote to the Corinthians,
But unto us God revealed them through the
Spirit : for the Spirit searcheth all things, yea
the deep things of God. For who among men
knoweth the things of a man, which are in him,
save the spii-it of the man which is in him ?
Even so the things which are in God, none
knoweth, save the Spirit of God^. But let
us cast aside these empty illustrations of ma-
terial things, and measure God born of God,
Spirit of Spirit, by His own powers and not
by earthly conditions. Let us measure Him
not by our own senses, but by His divine
claims. Let us believe Him Who said, lit
that hath seen Me hath seen the Father also 9.
Let us not forget that He said. Believe, if only
by My works, that the. Father is in Me, and I
in the Father'^, and again, / and the Father
are one^. If the names which correspond to
realities, when intelligibly used, impart to us
any true information, then He Who is seen

ill Another by the eye of understanding is

not different in nature from that Other; not
different in kmd, since He abides in the
Father, and the Father in Him ; not separate,
since Both are One. Perceive their unity in

8 I Cor. ii. 10,II. * St. John xiv. 9.

' St. John X. 38 ; cf. xiv. 11. » lb. x. 30.

the indivisibility of their nature, and appre-
hend the mystery of that indivisible nature
by regarding the One as the mirror of the
(Dther. But remember that He is the mirror,
not as the image reflected by the splendour
of a nature outside Himself, but as being

a living nature, indistinguishable from the
Father's living nature, derived wholly from
the whole of His Father's, having the Feather's
in Him because He is the Only begotten, and
abiding in the Father, because He is God.
70. The heretics cannot deny that the Lord
used these words to signify the mystery of
His birth, but they attempt to escape from
them by referring them to a harmony of will.
They make the unity of God the Father and
God the Son not one of divinity, but merely
of will : as if the divine teaching were poor
in expression and the I^ord could not have
said, / and the Father are one in will ; or as if

those words could have the same meaning as/ and the Father are one ; or as if He meant,
He that hath seen My will, hath seen the will
of My Father also, but, being unskilled in
statement, tried to express that idea in tlie
words, He that hath seen Me hath seen the
Father also: or as if the divine vocabulary
did not contain the terms. The will of My
Father is in Me, and My zvill is in the Father,
but this thought could be expressed by / in
the Father and the Father in Me. All this

is nauseous and irreverent nonsense ; common

sense condemns the judgment of such silly
fancies, as that the Lord could not say what
He wanted, or did not say what He said.
True, we find Him speaking in parables and al-
legories, but it is a different thing to strengthen
one's words with illustrations, or satisfy the

dignity of the subject with the help of sug-
gestive proverbs, or adapt one's language to

the needs of the moment. But this passage
concerning the unity, of which we are speak-
ing, does not allow us to look for the meaning
outside the plain sound of the words. If
Father and Son are one, in the sense that

They are one in will, and if separable natures
cannot be one in will, because their diversity

of kind and nature must draw them into di-
versities of will and judgnaent, how can They
be one in will, not being one in knowledge .-

"

There can be no unity of will between ignor-
ance and knowledge. Omniscience and nesci-

ence are opposites, and opposites cannot be

of the same will.

71. But perhaps i
t may be held to con-

firm the Son in His confession of igno-
rance that He says the Father alone knows.

But unless He had plainly said that the

F"ather alone knows, it would have been a

matter of the greatest danger for our under-

N 2
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standing, since we might have thought that

He Himself did not know. For, since His
ignorance is due to the economy of hidden

knowledge, and not to a nature capable of
ignorance, now that He says the Father
alone knows, we cannot believe that He does
not know ; for, as we said above, God's know-

ledge is not the discovery of what He did not
know, but its declaration. The fact that the
Father alone knows, is no proof that the Son is
ignorant : He says tliat He does not know, that
others may not know: that the Father alone
knows, to shew that He Himself also knows.
If we say that God came to know the love of
Abrahams, when He ceased to conceal His
knowledge, it follows that only because He did
not conceal it from the Son, can the Father be
said to know the day, for God does not learn
by sudden perception, but declares His know-
ledge with the occasion. If, then, the Son
according to the mystery does not know the
day, that He may not reveal it : on the other
hand, only by the fact that He has revealed it
can the Father be proved to know the day.
72. Far be it from us to imagine vicis-
situdes of bodily change in the Father and
Son, as though the Father sometimes spoke to
the Son, and sometimes was silent. We re-
member, indeed, that a voice was sometimes
uttered from heaven for us, that the power of
the P'ather's words might confirm for us the
mystery of the Son, as the Lord says. This
voice hath not come from Heaven for Aly sake
butfor your sakes''. But the divine nature can
dispense with the various combinations neces-
sary for human funcdons, the motion of the
tongue, the adjustment of the mouth, the
forcing of the breath, and the vibration of the
air. God is a simple Being : we must under-
stand Him by devotion, and confess Him by
reverence. He is to be v.-orshipped, not pur-
sued by our senses, for a conditioned and weak
nature cannot grasp with the guesses of its
imagination tlie mystery of an infinite and
omnipotent nature. In God is no variability,
no parts, as of a composite divinity, that in
Him will should follow inaction, speech si-
lence, or work rest, or that He should not
will, without passing from some other mental
state to volition, or speak, without breaking
the silence with His voice, or act, without
going forth to labour. He is not subject to
the laws of nature, for nature has received its
law from Him : He never suffers weakness or
change when He acts, for His power is bound-
less, as the Lord said, Father, all things are
possible unio IViee^. He can do more than

3 Gen. x,xii. iz : seec. 64. 4 St. John xii. 30.5 bt. Mark xiv. 36.

human sense can conceive. The Lord doc;?
not deprive even Himself of the quality of
omnipotence, for He says, What thinsis soet?r
the Father doeth, these the Son also doeth in like
manner^. Nothing is difficult, when there is
no weakness ; for only a power which is weak
to effect, knows the need of efifort. The cause
of difficulty is the weakness of the motive
force ; a force of limitless power rises above
the conditions of impotence.
73. We have established this point to ex-
clude the idea that after silence God spoke
to the Son, or after ignorance the Son began
to know. To reach our intelligence terms
must be used applicable to our own nature :
thus we do not understand communicadon
except by word of mouth, or comprehend the
opposite of nescience except as knowledge.
Thus the Son does not know the day for the
reason that He does not reveal it : the Father,
He says, alone knows it for the reason that He
reveals it to the Son alone. But, as we have
said, Christ is conscious of no such natural
impediments as an ignorance which must be
removed before He can come to know, or
a knowledge ivhich is not His before the Fa-
ther begins to speak. He declares the unity
of His nature, as the only-begotten, with the
Father, by the unmistakeable words. All things
whatsoever the Father hath, are Mine t. There
is no mention here of coming into posses-
sion : it is one thing, to be the Possessor of
things external to Him; another, to be self-
contained and self-existent. The former is
to possess heaven and earth and the universe,
the latter to be able to describe Himself by
His own properties, which are His, not as
something external and subject, but as some-
thing of which He Himself subsists. When
He says, therefore, that all things which the
Father has, are His, He alludes to the divine
nature, and not to a joint ownership of gifts
bestowed. For referring to His words that
the Holy Spirit should take of His ^,He says,
All things whatsoever the Father hath are Mine,
therefore said I, He shall take of Mine : that is

,

the Holy Spirit takes of His, but takes also
of the Father's : and i/ He receives of the
Father's, He receives also of His. The Holy
Spirit is the Spirit of God, and does not re-
ceive of a creature, but teaches us that He
receives all these gifts, because they are all
God's. All things that belong to the Father
are the Spirit's ; but we must not think that
whatever He received of the Son, He did not
receive of the Father also ; for all that the
Father hath belongs equally to the Son.

6 St. John V. 19. 7 lb. xvi. 15.8 lb. 14. " He shall glorify Me, for He shall take of tixos,
and shall declare it unto you."
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74. So the nature of Christ needed no
change, or question, or answer, that it should
advance from ignorance to knowledge, or ask
of One Who had continued in silence, and wait
to receive His answer : but, abiding perfectly
in mysterious unity with Him, it received of
God its whole being as it derived from
Him its origin. And, further, it received
all that belonged to the whole being of
God, namely, His knowledge and His will.
What the Father knows, the Son does not
learn by question and answer; what the Father
wills, the Son does not will by command.
Since all that the Father has, is His, it is
the property of His nature to will and know,
exactly as the Father wills and knows.

* But
to prove His birth He often expounds the
doctrine of His Person, as when He says,/ came not to do Mine own will, hut the will of
Him that sent Me 9. He does the Father's
will, not His own, and by the will of Him that
sent Me, He means His Father. But that He
Himself wills the same, is unmistakeably de-
clared in the vvords, Father, those whom Thou
hast given Ale, I will, that, where I am, they
also may be with Me''. The Father wills that
we should be with Christ, in Whom, according
to the Apostle, He chose us before the foun-
dation of the world ^, and the Son wills the
same, namely that we should be with Him.
His will is

,

therefore, the same in nature as
the Father's will, though to make plain the
fact of the birth it is ilistinguished from the
Father's.

75. The Son is ignorant, then, of nothing
which the Father knows, nor does it follow,
because the Father alone knows, that the Son
does not know. Father and Son abide in
unity of nature, and the ignorance of the
Son belongs to the divine Plan of silence,
seeing that in Him are hidden all the treasures
of wisdom and knowledge. This the Lord
Himself testified, when He answered the ques-
tion of the Apostles concerning the times.
It is not yours to know times or moments,
which the Father hath set within His own
authority 'i. The knowledge is denied them,
and not only that, but the anxiety to learn

is forbidden, because it is not theirs to know
these times. Yet now that He is risen, they

_ 9 St. John vi. 38. Hilary tneansthat by the mentionof two
wills, our Lord teachesthe personal distinction of the Father
andtneSon ; cf. cc. 49,50.' St. John xvii. 24. = Epb. i. 4. 3 Acts i. 7.

ask again, though their question on the former
occasion had been met with the reply, that
not even the Son knew. They cannot possi-
bly have understood literally that the Son did
not know, for they ask Him again as though
He did know. They perceived in the mystery
of His ignorance a divine Plan of silence, and
now, after His resurrection, they renew the
question, thinking that the time has come to
speak. And the San no longer denies that
He knows, but tells them that it is not theirs
to know, because the Father has set it within
His own authority. If, then, the Apostles at-
tributed it to the divine Plan, and not to
weakness, that the Son did not know the
day, shall we say that the Son knew not the
day for the simple reason that He was not
God? Remember, God the Father set the day
within His authority, that it might -not come
to the knowledge of man, and the Son, when
asked before, replied that He did not know,
but now, no longer denying His knowledge,
replies that it is theirs not to know, for the
Father has set the times not in His own
knowledge, but in His own authority. The
day and the moment are included in the word
'times': can it be, then, that He, Who was
to restore Israel to its kingdom, did not
Himself know the day and the moment of
that restoration ? He instructs us to see an
evidence of His birth in this exclusive pre-
rogative of the Father, yet He does not deny
that He knows : and while He proclaims that
the possession of this knowledge is withheld
from ourselves. He asserts that it belongs to
the mystery of the Father's authority.

* We must not therefore think, because He
said He did not know the day and the mo-
ment, that the Son did not know. As man
He wept, and slept, and sorrowed, but God

is incapable of tears, or fear, or sleep. Ac-
cording to the weakness of His flesh He shed
tears, slept, hungered, thirsted, was weary, and

feared, yet without impairing the reality of His
Only-begotten nature; equally so must we
refer to His human nature, the words that
He knew not the day or the hour.

4 This last paragraph is omitted from many MSS., though
containedin several of high aiithoiity. It offers a differentex-
planationfrom that which Hilary has adopted in the restof the
book(seee.^pecla!lyc. 59J,wherehemaintainsthat Christ avoided
revealing vvnatHe really knew, by sayingthat He did not know.
The line adoptedhere is tlie sameas that in the passagetouiid
by Erasmus and insertedby him in Book x. c. 8

.

Tiiis is one
of several interpolationsmadein later, thongh still eaily, times
to corrector supplementHilary's teaching ; cf. x. 8

,

with thenote.
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1. It is manifest that there is nothing which
men have ever said which is not liable to

opposition. Where the will dissents the mind

also dissents : under the bias of opposing judg-
ment it joins battle, and denies the assertions
to which it objects. Though every word we
say be incontrovertible if gauged by the stan-
dard of truth, yet so long as men think or
feel differently, the truth is always exposed to

the cavils -of opponents, because they attack,
under the delusion of error or prejudice, the
truth they misunderstand or dislike. For de-
cisions once formed cling with excessive ob-

stinacy : and the passion of controversy cannot
be driven from the course it has taken, when
the will is not subject to the reason. Enquiry
after truth gives vvay to the search for proofs of
what we wish to believe ; desire is paramount
over truth. Then the theories we concoct
build themselves on names rather than things :
the logic of truth gives place to the logic of
])rejudice : a logic which the will adjusts to
defend its fancies, not one which stimulates
the will through the understanding of truth
by the reason. From these defects of partisan
spirit arise all controversies between opposing
theories. Then follows an obstinate battle
between truth asserting itself, and prejudice
defending itself: truth maintains its ground
and prejudice resists. But if desire had not
forestalled reason : if the understanding of
the truth had moved us to desire what was
true : instead of trying to set up our desires
as doctrines, we should let our doctrines dic-
tate our desires ; there would be no contra-
diction of the truth, for every one would begin
by desiring what was true, not by defendmg
the truth of that which he desired.
2. Not unmindful of this sin of wilfulness,
the Apostle, writing to Timothy, after many
injunctions to bear witness to the fiiith and
to preach the word, adds, For the time will
come when they will not endtire sound doctrine,
but having itching ears will heap up teachers
to themselves after their oivn lusts, and will
turn away tlieir ears from the truth, and iur?i
aside unto fables

' .̂ For when their unhallowed
zeal shall drive them beyond the endurance
of sound doctrine, they will heap up teachers

^2 Tim. iv, 3, 4.

for their lusts, that is
,

construct schemes of
doctrine to suit their own desires, not wishing
to be taught, but getting together teachers
who will tell them what they wish : that the
crowd of teachers whom they have ferreted
out and gathered together, may satisfy them
witli the doctrines of their own tumultuous
desires. And if these madmen in their
godless folly do not know with what spirit
they reject the sound, and yearn after the
corrupt doctrine, let them hear the words of
the same Apostle to the same Timothy, But
the Spirit saith expressly that in the last days
some shall fall away from the faith, giving heed
to seducing spirits, and doctrines of devils through
the hypocrisy of lying talk ''

. What advance-
ment of doctrine is it to discover what one
fancies, and not what one ought to learn?
Or what piety in doctrine is it not to desire
what one ought to learn, but to heap up doc-
trine after our desires? But this is what the
promptings of seducing spirits supply. They
confirm the falsehoods of pretended godliness,
for a canting hypocrisy always succeeds to
defection from the faith : so that at least in
word the reverence is retained, which the
conscience has lost. Even that pretended
piety they make impious by all manner of
lies, violating by schemes of false doctrine
the sacredness of the faith : for they pile up
doctrines to suit their desires, and not accord-

ing to the faith of the Gospel. They delight,
with an uncontrollable pleasure, to have their

itching ears tickled by the novelty of their fa-
vourite preaching ; they estrange themselves

utterly from the hearing of the truth, and sur-
render themselves entirely to fables : so that
their incapacity for either speaking or under-

standing the truth invests their discourse with
what is

,

to them, a semblance of truth.
3, We have clearly fallen on the evil times
prophesied by the Apostle ; for nowadays
teachers are sought after who preach not God

but a creatures. And men are more zealous
for what they themselves desire, than for what

the sound faith teaches. So far have their

itching ears stirred them to listen to what they

desire, that for the moment that preaching

2 I Tim. iv. 1,2,

3 i.e. the Ariaiis, who maintained that Jesus was created
{creatttra)andnot God.
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alone rules among their crowd of doctors
which estranges the Only-begotten God from
the power and nature of God the Father, and
makes Him in our faith either a God of the
second order, or not a God at all; in either
case a damning profession of impiety, whether
one profess two Gods by making different
grades of divinity ; or else deny divinity al-
together to Him Who drew His nature by
birth from God. Such doctrines please those
whose ears are estranged from the hearing of
the truth and turned to fables, while the hear-
ing of this our sound faith is not endured, and
is driven bodily into exile with its preachers.
4. But though many may heap up teachers
according to their desires, and banish'sound
doctrine, yet from the company of the Saints
the preaching of truth can never be exiled.
From our exile we shall speak by these our
writings, and the Word of God which cannot
be bound will run unhindered, warning us of
this time which the Apostle prophesied. For
when men shew themselves impatient of the
true message, and heap up teachers according
to their own human desires, we can no longer
doubt about the times, but know that while
the preachers of sound doctrine are banished -t,

truth is banished too. We do not complain
of the times : we rejoice rather, that iniquity
has revealed itself in this our exile, when,
unable to endure the truth, it banishes the

preachers of sound doctrine, that it may heap
up for itself teachers after its own desires.
\Ve glory in our exile, and rejoice in the Lord,
that in our person the Apostle's prophecy
should be fulfilled.

5
. In the earlier books, then, while main-

taining the profession of a faith, I trust, sin-
cere, and a truth uncorrupted, we arranged
the method of our answer throughout, so that
(though such are our limitations, that himian

language can never be safe from exception) no
one could contradict us without an open profes-
sion of godlessness. For so completely have we
demonstrated the true meaning of those texts
which they cunningly filch from the Gospels
and appropriate for their own teaching, that if

any one denies it
,

he cannot escape on the
plea of ignorance, but is condemned out of
his own mouth of godlessness. F'urther, we
have, according to the gift ot the Holy Ghost,
so cautiously proceeded throughout in our

l)roof of the faith, that no charge could pos-
sibly be trumpet! up against us. For it is

their way to fill the ears of the unwary with
declarations that we deny the birth of Christ 5,

* Reading 'exsulantibus' with theBenedictineEdition (Paris,
1693);iVligne(Paris, 1844),'exiiltantibus.'

3 i. e. The generationof the secondPersonfromthefirst Person
of thtjTrinity.

when we preach the unity of the Godhead;
and they say that by the text, I and the Father
are one ^

,

we confess that God is solitary :

thus, according to them, we say that the Un-
begotten God descended into the Virgin, and
was born man, and that He refers ^ the open-
ing word ' I ' to the dispensation of His flesh,
but adds to it the proof of His divinity. And
the Father, as being the Father of Himself as
man ; and further, that, consisting of two Per-
sons, human and divine, He said of Himself,
We are one ^

.

6
. But we have always maintained the birth

existing out of time : we have taught that God
the Son is God of the same nature with God
the Father, not co-equal with the Unbegotten,
for He was not Himself Unbegotten, but,
as the Only-begotten, not unequal because

begotten ; that the Two are One, not by the
giving of a double name to one Person, but
by a true begetting and being begotten ; that
neither are there two Gods, different in kind,
in our faith, nor is God solitary because He

is one, in the sense in which we confess the

mystery of the Only-begotten God : but that
the Son is both indicated in the name of, and
exists in, the Father, Whose name and Whose
nature are in Him, while the Father by His
name implies, and abides in, the Son, since

a son cannot be spoken of, or exist, except
as born of a father. Further, we say that He

is the living copy of the living nature, the
impression of the divine seal upon the divine
nature, so undistinguished from God in power
and kind, that neither His works nor His
words nor His form are other than the Fa-
ther's : but that, since the image by nature

possesses the nature of its author, the Author
also has worked and spoken and appeared

through His natural image.

7
. But by the side of this timeless and
ineffable generation of the Only-begotten,
which transcends the perception of human

understanding, we taught as v^^ellthe mystery

of God born to be man from the womb of the
Virgin, shewing how according to the plan
of the Incarnation, when He emptied Himself
of the form of God and took the form of

a servant, the weakness of the assumed hu-

manity did not weaken the divine nature,

but that IJivine power was imparted to hu-

manity without the virtue of divinity being
lost in the human form. For when God was
born to be man the purpose was not that

the Godhead should be lost, but that, the

Godhead remaining, man should be born to

6 St. John X. 30. ? Supply, ■ referat.'

8 The Arians accusedthe Catholics of a Sabellian denial of
theTrinity and a Patripassianview of the Incamalion, i.e. that
tae unburnGod beca.neman.
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be God. Thus Emmanuel is Ilis name, which
is God K'ith us9, tliat God might not be
lo-.vered to the level of man, but man raised
to that of God. Nor, when He asks that
He may be glorified', is it in any way a
glorifying of His divine nature, but of the
lower nature He assumed : fbr He asks for
that glory which He had with God before
the world was made.
8. As we are answering all, even their
most insensate statements, we come now to

the discussion of the unknown hour^. Now,
even if

,

as they say, the Son had not known

it
,

this could give no ground for an attack

upon His Godhead as the Only- begotten.
It was not in the nature of things that His
birth should avail to put His beginning back,
until it was equivalent to the existence which

is unbegotten, and had no beginning ; and the
Father reserves as His prerogative, to demon-
strate His authority as the Unbegotten, the fix-
ing of this still undetermined day. Nor may we
conclude that in His Person there is any defect
in that nature which contained by right of birth
nil the fulness of that nature which a perfect
iiirth could impart. Nor again could the ig-
norance of day and hour be imputed in the
Only-begotten God to a lower degree of Di-
vinity. It is to demonstrate against the Sa-
bellian heretics that the Father's authority is

without birth or beginning, that this prerog-
ative of unbegotten authority is not granted
to the Son 3. ISut if, as we have maintained,
when He said that He knew not the day. He
kept silence not from ignorance, but in ac-
cordance with the Divine Plan, all occasion
for irreverent declarations must be removed,
and the blasphemous teachings of heresy
thwarted, that the truth of the Gospel may

9 St. Matt. ;. 23. I St. John xvii. 5.2 "Of th.it d.ayand that hour knuwethno one,noteven the
Angels of Heaven, neither the Son, but the Father only."
St. Matt. xxiv. 36; cf. .St.Mark xiii. 32.

3 nilr.ry is granting fur the momentthat the Son really was
ignorant of the day and hour; this, he says, could be no argu-
ment for the inequality of the Son : it would serve,however,to
uihpruvethe Sanellian identificationof the Son and the Father
by shelvingthat this knowledgewas the pos^e.isionof the Father
only. Erasmus inserted here a passagewhich he found in a
MS ;—"and this shewsus that thesayingof theWord referred
to the mysteryof humanperfection: that He, Who bore our in-
firmities,siiOLiidtake uponHimself also the infirmity of iiuman
ignorance,and that He should say He knew nut the day, just
as He knewnotwheretheyhad laid Lazarus, or who it waswhen
the womantouched the hem of His gainient: being infirni in
knowledgeas He was infirm in weeping, in the enduiance of
we<iriness,hunger,and thirst, He did nut disdain even the error
of ignorance: especiallywhen we considerhow, when He rose
from the dead, and was about to ascendup to, and above, the
heavens,the Apostles approachedHim as no longer ignorant,
but knowing, and detenniinng this His day, and put exactly
the samequestion to Him of which He was silent during the
dispensationof His humanity : that it might be madeplain by
their repeatedquestion, that they understood His statement,
*I knownot,' of an ignorancewhich He took upon Him.self,not
essentialto His nature." The passage is utterly inconhisteiit
with Hilary's teaching both here and in ix. 581'.,and is an
obviousandclumsyinterpolation.

be illustrated by the very words which seem
to obscure it.

9
. Thus the greater number of them will

not allow Him to have the impassible nature
of God because He feared His Passion and
shewed Himself weak by submitting to suffer-
ing ■

*.

They assert that He Who feared and felt
pain could not enjoy that confidence of power
which is above fear, or that incorruption of
spirit which is not conscious of suffering : but,
being of a nature lower than God the Father,
He trembled with fear at human suffering, and
groaned before the violence of bodily pain.
These impious assertions are based on the

words. My soul is sorrowful even unto death 5,

and Father if it be possible let this cup pass
a'lvay from He^, and also, Afy God, My God,
why hast Thou forsaken He ^ 1 to which they
also add. Father, into Thy hands I commend
My Spirit^. All these words of our holy faith
they appropriate to the use of their unholy
blasphemy: that He feared. Who was sorrow-
ful, and even prayed that the cup might
be taken away from Him ; that He felt pain,
because He complained that God had deserted
Him in His suffering; that He was infirm,
because He commended His Spirit to the
Father. His doubts and anxieties preclude
us, they say, from assigning to Him that like-
ness to God which would belong to a nature
equal to God as being born His Only- be-
gotten. He proclaims His own weakness and
inferiority by the prayer to remove the cup,
by the complaint of desertion and the com-
mending of His Spirit.
10. Now first of all, before we shew from
these very texts, that He was subject to no
infirmity of fear or sorrow on His own ac-
count, let us ask, " What can we find for Him
to fear, that the dread of an unendurable pain
should have seized Him?" The objects of
His fear, which they allege, are, I suppose,
suffering and death. Now I ask those who
are of this opinion, "Can we reasonably sup-
pose that He feared death, Who drove away
the terrors of death from Plis Apostles,
exhorting them to the glory of martyrdom
witlr the words. He that doth not take his
cross and follow after Me is not worthy o

f Me ;

and. He that fiiideth his life shall lose it
,

and he that hath lost his life for My sake
shall find it ' ? If to die for Him is life, what

pain can we think He had to suffer in the
mystery of death, Who rewards with life those

4 Throiighnut thewholeof this discussionof Christ'ssufferings.
Hilary distinguishesthe leeling of pain i^dolere,dolor) from tht
physical causeof pain, i.e. the cutting and piercing ot the body
{pati, passia). Christ's body sufferedi^pati)but He could not
feelpain i^dolere): seec. 23.

5 St. Matt. xxvi. 38. 6 lb. 39. 7 lb. xxvii. 46.

8 St. Luke xviii. 46. ' St Matt. x. 38, 39.
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who die for Him? Could deatli make Him
fear what could be done to the body, when

He exhorted the disciples, Fear not those
ivhkh kill the tody =?
11. Further, what terror had the pain of
death for Hira, to Whom death was an act
of His own free will? In the human race,
death is brought on either by an attack upon
the body of an external enemy, such as fever,
wound, accident or fall : or our bodily nature
is overcome by age, and yields to death. But

the Only-begotten God, Who had the power
of laying down His life, and of taking it up
again 3, after the drauglit of vinegar, having
borne witness that His work of human suf-
fering was finished, in order to accomplish
in Himself the mystery of death, bowed His
head and gave up His Spirit +. If it has
been granted to our mortal nature of its own
will to breathe its last breath, and seek rest

in death; if the buffeted soul may depart,
without the breaking up of the body, and the
spirit burst forth and flee away, without being
as it were violated in its own home by the
breaking and piercing and crushing of limbs ;
then fear of death might seize the Lord of
life; if, that is

,

when He gave up the ghost
and died. His death were not an exercise of
His own free will. But if He died of His
own will, and through His own will gave
back His Spirit, death had no terror, be-
cause it was in His own power.
12. But perchance with the fearfulness of

human ignorance, He feared the very power
of death, which He possessed ; so, though He
died of His own accord, He feared because
He was to die. If any think so, let them ask
"To which was death terrible, to His Spirit
or to His body?" If to His body, are they
ignorant that tlie Holy One should not see
corruption s, that within three days He was

with which He was bound, or the cruel
wounds, where the nails were driven in, that
dismayed Him? Let us see of what body the
Man Jesus was, that pain should dwell in His
crucified, bound, and pierced body.

14. T!ie nature of our bodies is such, that
when endued with life and feeling by con-
junction with a sentient soul, they become
something more than inert, insensate matter.
They feel when touched, suffer when pricked,
shiver with cold, feel pleasure in warmth,
waste with hunger, and grow fat with food.

By a certain transfusion of the soul, which
supports and penetrates them, they feel

pleasure or pain according to the surround-

ing circumstances. When the body is pricked
or pierced, it is the soul which pervades

it that is conscious, and suffers pain. For
instance a flesh-wound is felt even to the
bone, while the fingers feel nothing when

we cut the nails which protrude from the

flesh. And if through some disease a limb
becomes withered, it loses the feeling of living
flesh : it can be cut or burnt, it feels no

pain whatever, because the soul is no longer

mingled with it. Also when through some
grave necessity part of the body must be
cut away, the soul can be lulled to sleep
by drugs, which overcome the pain, and

produce in the mind a death-like forgetfulness

of its power of sense. Then limbs can be cut
off without pain : the flesh is dead to all
feeling, and does not heed the deep thrust of
the knife, because the soul within it is asleep.

It is
,

therefore, because the body lives by

admixture with a weak soul, that it is subject

to the weakness of pain.
15. If the Man Jesus Christ began His bodily
life with the same beginning as our body and

soul, if He were not, as God, the immediate Au-
thor of His own body and soul aUke, when He

to revive the temple of His body«? But if | was fashioned m the likeness
and form of man,

death was terrible to His Spirit, should Christ : and born as man, then we may suppose that
He

fear the abyss of hell, while Lazarus was felt the pain of our body ; smce by
His begin-

rejoicing in Abraham's bosom? It is foolish nmg, a conception like ours. He had a body

and absurd, that He should fear death, Who animated with a soul like our own.
But it

could lay down His soul, and take it up i through His own act He
took to Himself

again. Who, to fulfil the mystery of human
life, was about to die of His own free will.
He cannot fear death Whose power and pur-
pose in dying is to die but for a moment :

tear is incompatible with willingness to die,
and the power to live again, for both of these

rob death of his terrors.
13. But was it perhaps the physical pain
of hanging on the cross, or the rough cords

' St. Matt. X. 28.

5 Ps. XV. 10.

^ St. John ii. 19;

xiv. 58.

.^ St. John X. 18. 4 lb. xix. 30.

St. Matt. xxvi. 16, xxvii. 40 ; St. Mark

flesh from the Virgin, and hkewise by His

own act joined a soul to the body thus con-

ceived, then the nature of His suffering must

have corresponded with the nature of His

body and soul. For when He emptied Him-

self of the form of God and received the

form of a servant when the Son of God was

born also Son of Man, without losing His

own self and power, God the Word formed

the perfect living Man. For how was the Son

of God born Son of Man, how did He receive

the form of a servant, still remaining in the

form of God, unless (God the Word being
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able of Himself to take flesh from the Virgin
and to give that flesh a soul, for the redemption
of our soul and body), the Man Christ Jesus
was born perfect, and made in the form of

a servant by the assumption of the body,
which the Virgin conceived? For the Virgin
conceived, what she conceived, from the Holy
Ghost alone ?, and though for His birth in the
flesh she supplied from herself that element,

which women always contribute to the seed

planted in them, still Jesus Christ was not
formed by an ordinary human conception.
In His birth, the cause of which was trans-
mitted solely by the Holy Ghost, His mother
performed the sanie part as in all human

conceptions : but by virtue of His origin He
never ceased to be God.
16. This deep and beautiful mystery of His
assumption of manhood the Lord Himself re-
veals in the words, No ma?i hath ascended into
heaven, but He that descended from heaven-,
even the Son of Man which is in heaven^.
'Descended from, heaven' refers to His origin
from the Spirit : for though Mary contributed
to His growth in the womb and birth all that
is natural to her sex, His body did not owe
to her its origin. The 'Son of Man' refers
to the birth of the flesh conceived in the
Virgin; 'Who is in heaven' implies the power
of His eternal nature : an infinite nature,
which could not restrict itself to the limits
of the body, of which it was itself the source
and base. By the virtue of the Spirit and
the power of God the Word, though He abode
in the form of a servant. He was ever present
as Lord of all, within and beyond the circle
of heaven and earth. So He descended from
heaven and is the Son of Man, yet is in
heaven : for the Word made flesh did not
cease to be the Word. As the Word, He is
in heaven, as flesh He is the Son of Man.
As Word made flesh, He is at once from
heaven, and Son of Man, and in heaven, for
the power of the Word, abiding eternally
without body, was present still in the heaven
He had left : to Him and to none other the
flesh owed its origin. So the Word made
flesh, though He was flesh, yet never ceased
to be the Word.

17. The blessed Apostle also perfectly de-
scribes this mystery of the ineffable birth of
Christ's body in the words, The first man was
from the soil of the ground, the second mail from
heaven-'. Calling Him 'Man' he expresses
His birth from the Virgin, who in the exercise

7 Omitting 'suo: ' or retaining it 'His (i.e. theWord's) HolySpirit.'
8 St. John iii. 13,
* I Cor. XV. 47. One copy reads de terra, terrenus ôf the
earth,earth

of her office as mother, performed the duties
of her sex in the conception and birth of man.
And when he says, The second man from heaven
he testifies His origin from the Holy Ghost,
Who came upon the Virgin ^ As He is then
man, and from heaven, this Man was born of
the Virgin, and conceived of the Holy Ghost.
So speaks the Apostle.
18. Again the Lord Himself revealing this
mystery of His birth, speaks thus : / am the
living bi-ead Who have descended from Heaven :
if any one shall eat of My bread he shall live
for ever 3; calling Himself the Bread since
He is the origin of His own body. Further,
that it may not be thought the Word left His
own virtue and nature for the flesh, He says
again that it is His bread ; since He is the
bread which descends from heaven. His body
cannot be regarded as sprung from human

conception, because it is shewn to be from
heaven. And His language concerning His
bread is an assertion that the Word took a
body, for He adds. Unless ye eat the flesh of
the Son of Man and drink His blood, ye have
not life in you *. Hence, inasmuch as the Being
Who is Son of Man descended also as bread
from heaven, by the ' Bread descending from
heaven ' and by the

' Flesh and Blood of the
Son of Man ' must be understood His assump-
tion of the flesh, conceived by the Holy Ghost,
and born of the Virgin.
19. Being, then, Man with this body, Jesus
Christ is both the Son of God and Son of Man,
Who emptied Himself of the form of God,
and received the form of a servant. There is
not one Son of Man and another Son of God ;
nor one in the form of God, and another born
perfect man in the form of a servant : so that,
as by the nature determined for us by God,
the Author of our being, man is born with
body and soul, so likevvise Jesus Christ, by
His own power, is God and Man with flesh
and soul, possessing in Himself whole and
perfect manhood, and whole and perfect God-
head.
20. Yet many, with the art by which they
seek to prove their heresy, are wont to delude
the ears of the unlearned with the error, that

as the body and soul of Adam both sinned, so
the Lord must have taken the soul and body
of Adam from the Virgin, and that it was not
the whole Man that she conceived from the
Holy Ghosts. If they had understood the

2 Luke i. 35.
" The Holy Ghostshallcomeuponthee,and the

powerof the Most High shall overshadowthee."
3 St. John vi. 51. 4 lb. vi. 54.
5 ApoUin.iris argued that if Christ were perfect God and
perfect man, there would be two Christs, the Son of God by
niiture and the Son of God by ar^option.Hence He taughtthat
Christ was partly God and partly man; that He receivedfrom
theVirgin His bodyand the lower, irrational soul which is the
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mystery of the Incarnation, these men would
have understood at the same time the mystery
that the Son of Man is also Son of God. As
if in receiving so much from the Virgin, He
received from her His soul also ; whereas
though flesh is always born of flesh, every soul
is the direct work of God.
21. With a view to deprive of substantive
divinity the Only-begotten God, Who was
God the Word with God in the beginning,
they make Him merely the utterance of the
voice of God. The Son is related to God His
Father, they say, as the words to the speaker.
They are trying to creep into the position, that
it was not God the eternal Word, abiding in
the form of God, Who was born as Christ the
Man, Whose hfe therefore springs from a hu-
man origin, not from the mystery of a spiritual
conception ; that He was not God the Word,
making Himself man by birth from the Virgin,
but the Word of God dwelling in Jesus as
the spirit of prophecy dwelt in the prophets.
They accuse us of saying that Christ was
born man with body and soul different from

ours. But we preach the Word made flesh,
Christ emptying Himself of the form of God
and taking the form of a servant, perfect ac-
cording to the fashion of human form, born
a man after the likeness of ourselves : that,
being true Son of God, He is indeed true Son
of Man, neither the less Man because born
of God, nor the less God because Man born
of God.
22. But as He by His own act assumed
a body from the Virgin, so He assumed from
Himself a soul ; though even in ordinary human
birth the soul is never derived from the parents.

If, then, the Virgin received from God alone
the flesh which she conceived, far more certain

is it that the soul of that body can have come
from God alone. If, too, the same Christ be
the Son of Man, Who is also the Son of God

(for the whole Son of Man is the whole Son
of God), how ridiculous is it to preach besides
the Son of God, the Word made flesh, another,
I know not whom, inspired, like a prophet,
by God the Word; whereas our Lord Jesus
Christ is both Son of Man and Son of God.
Yet because His soul was sorrowful unto death,
and because He had the power to lay down
His soul and the power to take it up again,

they want to derive it from some alien source,
and not from the Holy Ghost, the Author
of His body's conception : for God the Word

became man without departing from the mys-

tery of His own nature. He was born
also not to be at one time two separate
beings, but that it might be made plain,
that He Who was God before He was Man,
now that He has taken humanity, is God and
Man. How could Jesus Christ, the Son of
God, have been born of Mary, except by the
Word becoming flesh : that is by the Son of
God, though in the form of God, taking the
form of a slave ? When He Who was in the
form of God took the form of a slave, two
contraries were brought together*. Thus it
was just as true, that He received the form of
a slave, as that He remained in the form of
God. The use of the one word ' form ' to de-
scribe both natures compels us to recognise that
He truly possessed both. He is in Xhtform
of a servant. Who is also in \htform of God 7.
And though He is the latter by His eternal
nature, and the former in accordance with the

divine Plan of Grace, the word has its true
significance equally in both cases, because He
is both : as truly in the form of God as in the
form of Man. Just as to take the form of
a servant is none other than to be born a

man, so to be in the form of God is none

other than to be God : and we confess Him
as one and the same Person, not by loss

of the Godhead, but by assumption of the
manhood : in the form of God through His
divine nature, in the form of man from His
conception by the Holy Ghost, being found
in fashion as a man. That is why after His
birth as Jesus Christ, His suifering, death, and

burial. He also rose again. We cannot sep-
arate Him from Himself in all these diverse
mysteries, so that He should be no longer
Christ; for Christ, Who took the form of a
servant, was none other than He Who was
in the form of God : He Who died was the
same as He Who was born : He Who rose

again as He Who died ; He Who is in heaven
as He Who rose again ; lastly. He Who is in
heaven as He Who before descended from
heaven.

23. So the Man Jesus Christ, Only-begotten
God, as flesh and as VVord at the same time Son

of Man and Son of God, without ceasing to be ,
Himself, that is

,

God, took true humanity after

the likeness of our humanity. But when, in this

humanity. He was struck with blows, or smitten

with wounds, or bound with ropes, or hfted on

high. He felt the force of suffering, but with-

ou° its pain. Thus a dart passmg through
water, or piercing a flame, or wounding the

air, inflicts all that it is its nature to do : it

conditionof bodily life ; while His rational Spirit was Divine.
On this theory the ' whole man,' as Hilary says, was not born
of the Virgin. Hilary denies the threefold division. The soul

in everycase,Christ's included, is
,

he says, the immediatework
ofGod.

6 i.e. the infinite natureof God, and the finite natureof man.

7 Form since the time of Aristotle meantthe qualitieswhich
constitutedttie distinctiveessenceof a thing.
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passes through, it pierces, it wounds ; but all

this is without effect on the thing it strikes ;

since it is against the order of nature to make

a hole in water, or pierce flame, or wound the

air, though it is the nature of a dart to make

holes, to pierce and to wound. So our I-ord

Jesus Christ suffered blows, hanging, cruci-

fixion and death : but the suffering which at-

tacked the body of the Lord, without ceasing
to be suffering, had not the natural effect of
suffering. It exercised its function of punish-
ment with all its violence ; but the body of
Christ by its virtue suffered the violence of the

punishment, without its consciousness. True,
the body of the Lord would have been capable
of feeling pain like our natures, if our bodies
possessed the power of treading on the waters,
and walking over the waves without weighing
them down by our tread or forcing them apart

by the pressure of our steps, if we could pass
through solid substances, and the barred doors

were no obstacle to us. But, as only the body
of our Lord could be borne up by the povver of
His soul in the waters, could walk upon the
waves, and pass through walls, how can we

judge of the flesh conceived of the Holy Ghost
on the analogy of a human body ? That flesh,
that is

,

that Bread, is from Heaven ; that

humanity is from God. He had a body to
suffer, and He suffered : but He had not a na-
ture ^ which could feel pain. For His body
possessed a unique nature of its own ; it was
transformed into heavenly glory on the Mount,

it put fevers to flight by its touch, it gave new
eyesight by its spittle.

24. It may perhaps be said, ' We find Him
giving way to weeping, to hunger and thirst :

must we not suppose Him liable to all the
other affections of human nature ? ' But if we
do not understand the mystery of His tears,
hunger, and thirst, let us remember that He
Who wept also raised the dead to life : that
He did not weep for the death of Lazarus, but
rejoiced ^ ; that He Who thirsted, gave from
Hmiself rivers of living water ''. He could not
be parched with thirst, if He was able to give
the thirsty drink. Again, He Who hungered
could condemn the tree which offered no fruit
for His hunger 3 : but how could His nature
be overcome by hunger if He could strike the
green tree barren by His word ? And if, be-
side the mystery of weeping, hunger and
thirst, the flesh He assumed, that is His en-

8 Erasmus mentionsan insertion in one MS. here, which
explainswhat Hilary implies throughout the chapter; 'weak as
ours from sin,' i.e. weakness is the proper penalty for sin : pain
is only a secondaryand adventitiouseffect of the weaknessof
humannaturebroughton by sin. Christ then atonedcompletely
for sin, by suffering,without feelingpain.

* St. John xi. 15, * Lazarus is dead. And I am glad for your
sakes,that I wasnot there,to theintent that ye may believe.'' St. John vii. 38. 3 St. Matt. xxi. 19and St. Mark xi. 3.

tire manhood, was exposed to our weaknesses :

even then it was not left to suffer from their

indignities. His weeping was not for Him-
self : His thirst needed no water to quench it ;

His hunger no food to stay it. It is never
said that the Lord ate or drank or wept when
He was hungry, or thirsty, or sorrowful. He
conformed to the habits of the body to prove
the reality of His own body, to satisfy the
custom of human bodies by doing as our
nature does. When He ate and drank, it was

a concession, not to His own necessities, but
to our habits.

25. For Christ had indeed a body, but

unique, as befitted His origin. He did not
come into existence through the passions in-

cident to human conception : He came into
the form of our body by an act of His own
power. He bore our collective humanity in
the form of a servant, but He was free from
the sins and imperfections of the human body:
that we might be in Him, because He was born
of the Virgin, and yet our faults might not be
in Him, because He is the source of His own
humanity, born as man but not born under the

defects of human conception. It is this mys-
tery of His birth which the Apostle upholds
and demonstrates, when he says. He humbled
Himself, taking the form of a servant, being
made in the likeness of a man and beifig formed
in fashion as a man * .• that is

,

in that He took
the form of a servant. He was born in the
form of a man : in that He was made in the
likeness of a man, and formed in fashion as
a man, the appearance and reality of His
body testified His humanity, yet, though He
was formed in fashion as a man, He knew
not what sin was. For His conception was
in the likeness of our nature, not in the
possession of our faults. For lest the words.
He took the form of a servant, might be un-
derstood of a natural birth, the Apostle adds,
made in the likeness of a man, and formed
in fashion as a man. The truth' of His birth

is thus prevented from suggesting the defects
incident to our weak natures, since the form
of a servant implies the reality of His birth,
and fonnd in fashion as a man, the likeness
of our nature. He was of Himself born man
through the Virgin, and found in the likeness
of our degenerate body of sin : as the Apostle
testifies in his letter to the Romans, For what
the law could not do, in that itwas weak through
the flesh, God sending His Son in the likeness of

flesh of sin, condemned sin of sin s
. He was

not found in the fashion of a man : but found
in fashioji as a man : nor was His flesh the
flesh of sin, but the likeness of the flesh o

f

4 Phil. Li. 7. 5 Rom. viii. 3.
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sin. Thus the fashion of flesh implies the
truth of His birth, and the lilceness of the
flesh of sin removes Him from the imper-
fections of human weakness. So the Man

Jesus Christ as man was truly born, as Christ
had no sin in His nature : for, on His human
side, He was born, and could not but be
a man ; on His divine side. He .could never
cease to be Christ. Since then Jesus Christ

was man, He submitted as man to a human
birth : yet as Christ He was free from the in-
firmity of our degenerate race.
26. The Apostles' belief prepares us for the
understanding of this mystery; when it tes-
tifies that Jesus Christ was found in fashion
as a man and wjs sent in the likeness'of the
flesh of sin. For being fashioned as a man,
He is in the form of a servant, but not in the
imperfections of a servant's nature ; and being
in the likeness of the flesh of sin, the Word is
indeed flesh, but is in the likeness of the flesh
of sin and not the flesh of sin itself In like
manner Jesus Christ being man is indeed
human, but even thus cannot be aught else

but Christ, born as man by the birth of His
body, but not human in defects, as He was
not human in origin. The Word made flesh
could not but be the flesh that He was made ;
yet He remained always the Word, though
He was made flesh. As the Word made flesh
could not vacate the nature of His Source, so
by virtue of the origin of His nature He
could not but remain the Word : but at the
same time we must believe that the Word
is that flesh which He was made ; always,
however, with the reserve, that when He dwelt
among us, the flesh was not the Word, but

was the flesh of the Word dwelling in the
flesh.

Though we have proved this, still we will
see whether in the whole range of suffering,
which He endured, we can anywhere detect in
our Lord the weakness of bodily pain. We
will put off for a time the discussion of the
passages on the strength of which heresy has
attributed fear to our Lord ; now let us turn to
the facts themselves : for His words cannot
signify fear if His actions display confidence.
27, Do you suppose, heretic, that the Lord
of glory feared to suffer? Why, when Peter
made this error through ignorance, did He not
call him 'Satan' and a ' stumbhng-block '' ? '

Thus was Peter, who deprecated the mystery
of the Passion, established in the faith by
so sharp a rebuke from the lips of the gentle
Christ, Whom not flesh and blood, but the
Father in Heaven had revealed to him 7.
What phanto.m hope are you chasing when

you deny that Christ is God, and attribute to
Him fear of suffering? He afraid. Who went
forth to meet the armed bands of His captors ?
Weakness in His body, at Whose approach
the pursuers reeled and broke their ranks and
fell prone, unable to endure His Majesty as
He offered Himself to their chains? What
weakness could enthral His body, Whose
nature had such power?
28. But perhaps He feared the pain of
wounds. Say then. What terror had the thrust
of the nail for Him Who merely by His touch
restored the ear that was cut off? You vi^ho
assert the weakness of the Lord, explain this
work of power at the moment when His flesh
was w-eak and suffering. Peter drew his sword

and smote: the High Priest's servant stood
there, lopped of his ear. How was the flesh
of the ear restored from the bare wound by the
touch of Christ ? Amidst the flowing blood, and
the wound left by the cleaving sword, when the

body was so maimed, whence sprang forth an

ear which was not there? Whence came that
which did not exist before? Whence was

restored that which was wanting? Did the
hand, which created an ear, feel the pain of
the nails ? He prevented another from feeling
the pain of a wound : did He feel it Himself?
His touch could restore the flesh that was cut
off; was He sorrowful because He feared the
piercing of His own flesh ? And if the body of
Christ had this virtue, dare we allege infir-

inity in that nature, whose natural force could

counteract all the natural infirmities of man ?

29. But, perhaps, in their misguided and

impious perversity, they infer His weakness
from the fact that His soul was sorrowful
unto death ^. It is not yet the time to blame
you, heretic, for misunderstanding the passage.

For the present I will only ask you, Why do
you forget that when Judas went forth to be-
tray Him, He said. Now is the Son of Man

glorified'^ ? If suffering was to glorify Him,
how could the fear of it have made Him sor-
rowful ? How, unless He was so void of reason,
that He feared to suffer when suffering was to

glorify Him?

30. But perhaps He maybe thought to have
feared to the extent that He prayed that the

cup might be removed from Him : Ai6a,
Father, all things are possible unto Thee : re-
move this cup from Me '. To take the narrowest

ground of argument, might you not have re-

futed for yourself this dull impiety by your own

reading of the words, Put up thy sword into

its sheath : the cup which My Father hath
given Me, shall I not drink it = i Could fear

6 St. Matt. xvi. 22,23, 7 lb. xvi. 16.
8 St. Matt. xxvi. 38.
I St. Mark xiv. 36.

9 St. John xiii. 31.
2 St. John xviii. 11.
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induce Him to pray for the removal from
Him of tliat which, in His zeal for the Divine
Plan, He was hastening to fulfil ? To say He
shrank from the suffering He desired is not
consistent. You allow that He suffered wil-
lingly : would it not be more reverent to con-
fess that you had misunderstood this passage,
than to rush with blasphemous and headlong
folly to the assertion that He prayed to escape
suffering, though you allow that He suffered
willingly ?
31. Yet, I suppose, you will arm yourself
also for your godless contention with these
words of the Lord, My God, My God, why
hast Thou forsaken Mc^'i Perhaps you think
that after the disgrace of the cross, the favour
of His Father's help departed from Him, and
hence His cry that He was left alone in His
weakness. But if you regard the contempt,
the weakness, the cross of Christ as a disgrace,
you should remember His words. Verily I say
unto you, Fivm henceforth ye shall see the Son of
Man sitting at the right hand of power, and
coming with the clouds of Heaven*.
32. Where, pray, can you see fear in His
Passion ? Where weakness ? Or pain ? Or dis-
honour? Do the godless say He feared? But
He proclaimed with His own lips His wil-
lingness to suffer. Do they maintain that He
^^■asweak ? He revealed His power, when
His pursuers were stricken with panic and
dared not face Him. Do they contend that
He felt the pain of the wounds in His flesh ?
But He shewed, when He restored the
wounded flesh of the ear, that, though He
was flesh. He did not feel the pain of fleshly
wounds. The hand which touched the wounded
ear belonged to His body : yet that hand
created an ear out of a wound : how then
can that be the hand of a body which was
subject to weakness?

33. But, they say, the cross was a dishonour
to Him ; yet it is because of the cross that we
can now see the Son of Man sitting on the
right hand of power, that He Who was born
man of the womb of the Virgin has returned
in His Majesty with the clouds of heaven.
Your irreverence blinds you to the natural
relations of cause and event: not only does
the spirit of godlessness and error, with which
you are filled, hide from your understand-
ing the mystery of faith, but the obtuseness
of heresy drags you below the level of or-
dinary human intelligence. For it stands
to reason that whatever we fear, we avoid:
that a weak nature is a prey to terror by its
very feebleness : that whatever feels pain

3 St. Mark xv. 34; St. Matt, xxvii. 46.4 be.Matt. xxvi. 64; ct. xvi. 27.

possesses a nature always liable to pain :
that whatever dishonours is always a de-
gradation. On what reasonable principle,
then, do you hold that our Lord Jesus Christ
feared that towards which He pressed : or
awed the brave, yet trembled Himself -vith
weakness : or stopped the pain of wounds,
yet felt the pain of His own : or was dishon-
oured by the degradation of the cross, yet
through the cross sat down by God on high,
and returned to His Kingdom ?
34. But perhaps you think your impiety
has still an opportunity left to see in the
words, Father, into Thy hands I commend
My Spirit^, a proof that He feared the descent
into the lower world, and even the necessity
of death. But when you read these words
and could not understand them, would it not
have been better to say nothing, or to pray
devoutly to be shewn their meaning, than to
go astray with such barefaced assertions, too
mad with your own folly to perceive the
truth? Could you believe that He feared the
depths of the abyss, the scorching flames, or
the pit of avenging punishment, when you
listen to His words to the thief on the cross.
Verily, I say unto thee, To-day shalt thou be with
Me in Paradise ^i Such a nature with such
power could not be shut up within the con-
fines of the nether world, nor even subjected
to fear of it. When He descended to Hades,
He was never absent from Paradise (just as
He was always in Heaven when He was
preaching on earth as the Son of Man), but
promised His martyr 7 a home there, and held
out to him the transports of perfect happiness.
Bodily fear cannot touch Him Who reaches in-
deed down as far as Hades, but by the power
of His nature is present in all things every-
where. As little can the abyss * of Hell and
the terrors of death lay hold upon the nature
which rules the world, boundless in the free-
dom of its spiritual power, confident of the
raptures of Paradise ; for the Lord Who was
to descend to Hades, was also to dwell in
Paradise. Separate, if you can, from His indi-
visible nature a part which could fear punish-
ment: send the one part of Christ to Hades
to suffer pain, the other, you must leave in
Paradise to reign : for the thief says. Remember
me when Thou comest in Thy Kingdom. It
was the groan he heard, 1 suppose, when
the nails pierced the hands of our Lord, which
provoked in him this blessed confession of
faith : he learnt the Kingdom of Christ from
His weakened and stricken body I He begs

5 St. Luke xxiii. 46. 6 lb. ^j,
7 i.e. the thief on thecross.
8 In l-Jiblical and Patristic Latin chaoshad acquiredthesense
ofxacr/xa; cf. Konsch, Itata u. Vutg^ata,p. 250.
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ihat Cbrist will remember him when He
comes in His Kingdom-: you say that Christ
feared as He hung dying upon the cross. The
Lord promises him, To-day shalt thou be with
Me in Paradise; you would subject Christ
to Hades and fear of punishment. Your faith
has the opposite expectation. The thief con-
fessed Christ in His Kingdom as He hung on
the cross, and was rewarded with Paradise
from the cross: you who impute to Christ the

pain of punishment and the fear of death, will
fail of Paradise and His Kingdom.
35. We have now seen the power that lay in
the acts and words of Christ. We have incon-
testably proved that His body did not share
the infirmity of a natural body, becctiise its
power could expel the infirmities of the body :
that when He suffered, suffering laid hold of
His body, but did not inflict upon it the
nature of pain : and this because, though the
form of our body was in the Lord, yet He
by virtue of His origin was not in the body of
our weakness and imperfection. He was con-
ceived of the Holy Ghost and born of the
Virgin, who performed the office of her sex,
but did not receive the seed of His conception
from man 9. She brought forth a body, but
one conceived of the Holy Ghost ; a body
possessing inherent reality, but with no in-
firmity in its nature. That body was truly
and indeed body, because it was born of the
Virgin : but it was above the weakness of our
body, because it had its beginning in a spi-
ritual conception.

36. But even now that we have proved what
was the faith of the Apostle, the heretics think
to meet it by the text, Afy soul is soiTowful even
unto death \ These words, they say, prove the
consciousness of natural infirmity which made
Christ begin to be sorrowful. Now, first,
I appeal to common intelligence : what do we
mean by sorrowful unto death 1 It cannot
signify the same as ' to be sorrowful because of
death :

' for where there is sorrow because of
death, it is the death that is the cause of the
sadness. But a sadness even to death = im-
plies that death is the finish, not the cause, of
the sadness. If then He was sorrowful even
to death, not because (t/ death, we must enquire,
whence came His sadness ? He was sorrowful,
not for a certain time, or for a period which
human ignorance could not determine, but
even unto death. So far from His sadness
being caused by His death, it was removed
by it

.
9 Reading ' susceptiselementis.'

» St. Matt. xxvi. 38 ; St. Mark xiv. 34.' Usquead mortem : up to, as far as death. The Latin gives
more colour to this interpretation of Hilary than the English
Iranslation' evenuntodeath.'

37. That we may understand what was the
cause of His sadness, let us see what pre-
cedes and follows this confession of sadness :

for in the Passover supper our Lord com-
pletely signified the whole mystery of His
Passion and our faith. After He had said
that they should all be offended in Him 3, but
promised that He would go before them into
Galilee 4, Peter protested that though all the
rest .should be offended, he would remain
faithful and not be offended s. But the Lord
knowing by His Divine Nature what should
come to pass, answered that Peter would
deny Him thrice: that we might know from
Peter how the others were offended, since even
he lapsed into so great peril to his faith by
the triple denial. After that, He took Peter,
James and John, chosen, the first two to be
His martyrs, John to be strengthened for
the proclamation of the Gospel, and de-
clared that He was sorrowful unto death.
Then He went before, and prayed, saying.
My Father, if it is possible, let this cup pass
from Me ; yet, not as I will, but as Thou wilt *.

He prays that the cup may pass from Him,
when it was certainly already before Him : for
even then was being fulfilled that pouring
forth of His blood of the New Testament for
the sins of many. He does not pray that

it may not be with Him ; but that it may pass
away from Him. Then He prays that His will
may not be done, and wills that what He
wishes to be effected, may not be granted
Him. For He says, Yet not as I will, but as
Thou wilt : signifying by His spontaneous
prayer for the cup's removal His fellowship
with human anxiety, yet associating Himself
with the decree of the Will which He shares
inseparably with the Father. To shew, more-
over, that He does not pray for Himself, and
that He seeks only a conditional fulfilment of
what He desires and prays for. He prefaces
the whole of this request with the words, Afy
Father, if it is possible. Is there anything
for the Father the possibility of which is

uncertain ? But if nothing is impossible to the
Father, we can see on what depends this con-
dition, if it is possible ? .• for this prayer is

immediately followed by the words. And He
came to His disciphs and findeth them sleeping,
and saith to Peier, Could ye not watch one hour
ivith Me 1 Watch and pray that ye enter not
into temptation : for the spirit indeed is zuilling.

3 St. Matt. xxvi. 31 ; St. Mark xiv. 27 ; cf. St. John xvi. 331.

4 St. Matt. xxvi. 32 ; St. Mark xiv. 2ii ; cf. xvi. 7.

5 St. Matt. xxvi. 33.

6 St. Matt. xxvi. 39 ; St. Mark xiv. -^t; St. Luke xxii. 42.

7 i.e. the possibility that the disciples may_not endure the
temptationof the cup: that it mightyaliide with them insttad
ol passingaway. Seetheexplanation in the n?xt chapter.
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hut the flesh is iveak^. Is the cause of this
sadness and this prayer any longer doubtful?
He bids them watch and pray with Him for
this purpose, that they may not enter into

temptation ; for the spirit indeed is iviliing, but
the flesh is jvcaJi. They were under the pro-
mise made in the constancy of faithful souls,
not to be offended, yet, through weakness of
the flesh, they were to be oflended It is not,
therefore, for Himself that He is sorrowful,
and prays : it is for those whom He exhorts
to -watchfulness and prayer, lest the cup of
suffering should be their lot : lest that cup
which He prays may pass away from Him,
should abide with them.

38. And the reason He prayed that the cup
might be removed from Him, if that were
possible, was that, though with God nothing is
impossible, as Christ Himself says, Father, all
things are possible to Thee^, yet for man it is
impossible to withstand the fear of suffer-
ing, and only by trial can faith be proved.
Wherefore, as Man He prays for men that
the cup may pass away, but as God from
God, His will is in unison with the Father's
effectual will. He teaches what He meant
by If it is possible, in His words to Peter,
Lo, Satan hath sought you that He might
sift you as wheat : but I have prared for thee
that thy faith may not fail^. The cup of
the Lord's Passion was to be a trial for them
all, and He prays the Father for Peter that
his faith may not fail : that when he denied
through weakness, at least he might not fail
of penitential sorrow, for repentance would
mean that faith survived.

39. The Lord was sorrowful then unto death
because in presence of the death, the earth-
quake, the darkened day, the rent veil, the
opened graves, and the resurrection of the
dead, the faith of the disciples would need to
be established whicli had been so shaken by
the terror of the night arrest, the scourging,
the striking, the spitting upon, the crown of
thorns, the bearing of the cross, and all the
insults of the Passion, but most of all by the
condenrnation to the accursed cross. Know-
ing that all this would be at an end after
His Passion, He was sad unto death. He
knew, too, that the cup could not pass away
unless He drank it

,

for Pie said. My Father,
this cup cannot pass from Me unless I drink
it: Thy will be done '^ : that is, with the com-
pletion of His Passion, the fear of the cup
would pass away which could not pass away

8 St. Matt. xxvi. 40, 41 ; St. Mark xiv. 37, 38 ; cf. St. Luke
xxii. 45,46.

9 St. Mark xiv. 36. i St. Luke xxii. 31,32.■
'

St. M.itt. xxvi. 42. The Greek is:-' My Father, if this
cup cannotpassawayexcept I drink of it, Tliy will bedone.'

unless He drank it: the end of that fear
would follow only when His Passion was com-
pleted and terror destroyed 3

,

because after
His death, the stumbling-block of the dis-
ciples' weakness would be removed by the
glory of His power.
40. Although by His words, Thy will be
done, Pie surrendered the Apostles to the de-
cision of Plis Father's will, in regard to the
offence of the cup, that is

, of His Passion,
still He repeated I-lis prayer a second and
a third time. After that He said. Sleep on now,
and take your rest*. It is not without the
consciousness of some secret reason that He
Who had reproached them for their sleep,
now bade tliem sleep on, aijd take their rest.
Luke is thought to have given us the meaning
of this command. After Pie had told us how
Satan had sought to sift the Apostles as it were
wheat, and how the Lord hail been entreated
that the faith of Peter might not fail 5, he
adds that the Lord prayed earnestly, and then
that an angel stood by Him comforting Him,
and as the angel stood by Plim, He "prayed
the more earnestly, so that the sweat poured
from His hotly in drops of blood «. The
Angel was sent, then, to watch over the Apos-
tles, and when the Lord was comforted by him,
so that He no longer sorrowed for them. He
said, without fear of sadness, Slesp on now, and
take your rest. Matthew and Mark are silent
about the angel, and the request of the devil:
but after the sorrowfulness of His soul, the
reproach of the sleepers, and the prayer that
the cup may be taken away, there must be
some good reason for the command to the
sleepers which follows ; unless we assume that
He VVho was about to leave them, and Him-
self had received comfort from the Angel sent
to Him, meant to abandon them to their sleep,
soon to be arrested and kept in durance.
. 41. We must not indeed pass over the fact
that in many manuscripts, both Latin and
Greek, nothing is said of the angel's coming
or the Bloody Sweat. But while we suspend
judgment, whether this is an omission, where

it is wanting, or an interpolation, where it

is found (for the discordance of the copies
leaves the question uncertain), let not the
heretics encourage themselves that herein
lies a confirmation of His weakness, that He
needed the help and comfort of an angel.
Let them remember the Creator of the angels
needs not the support of His creatures.
Moreover His comforting nnist be explained

3 Reading 'non nisi finito.' 4 St. Matt. xsvi. 45.5 This is a mistranslationof St. LuTie xxii. 32,eSef/fiji/being
takenas passive.

<
>

St. Luke xxii. 43,44. The Greek is iiffei, " as it W5reirops
of blood.'
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in the same way as His sorrow. He was
sorrowful for us, that is

,

on our account ; He
must also have been comforted for us, that is

,

on our account. If He sorrowed concerning
us, He was comforted concerning us. The
object of His comfort is the same as that of
His sadness. Nor let any one dare to impute
the Sweat to a weakness, for it is contrary
to nature to sweat blood '. It was no in-
firmity, for His power reversed the law of
nature. The bloody sweat does not for one
moment support the heresy of weakness, |

while it establishes against the heresy which
invents an apparent body ^

,
the reality of

His body. Since, then. His fear was^ con-
cerning us, and His prayer on our behalf,
we are forced to the conclusion that all this
happened on our account, for whom He
feared, and for whom He prayed.
42. Again the Gospels fill up what is lack-
ing in one another : we learn some things
from one, some from another, and so on,
because all are the proclamation of the same
spirit. Thus John, who especially brings out
the working of spiritual causes in the Gospel,
preserves this prayer of the Lord for the
Apostles, which all the others passed over :

how He prayed, namely, //ofy Father, I.ecp
tliem in Thy Name .... while I 7cas with
them I kept them in Thy Name : those ivhom
Thou gavest Me I have kept 9. That prayer
was not for Himself but for His Apostles ;

nor was He sorrowful for Himself, since He
bids them pray that they be not tempted ;

nor is the angel sent to Him, for He could
summon down from Heaven, if He would,
twelve thousand angels'; nor did He fear
because of death when He was troubled unto
death. Again, He does not pray that the
cup may pass over Himself, but that it may
pass away from Himself, though before it

could pass away He must have drunk it. But,
further, ' to pass away

' does not mean merely

'

to leave the place,' but ' not to exist any more
at all : ' which is shewn in the language of the
Gospels and Epistles : for example, Heaven
and earth shall pass aivay, but My word shall
not perish " . also the Apostle says. Behold the
old things are passed away , they are become
new 3

. And again. The fashion o
f this world

7 The Greek is eyeVeToSe 6 tSpwsauTOV(iio-et9p6fiPoLai^aTOt.' His sweatbecameas it weregreat drops ol blood '(K. V.) : see
su/>ra.

■
^

i.e. all sectswith Docetic tenets,whowould not allow Christ
to havehad a real human body, but only to haveappearedin
bodilyshape,like a ghobt.

9 St. John xvii. II, Tz. Hilary omits after ' keepingthemin
Thy Name,'thewords ' which Ihou hastgiven IVIe,that theymay
beoneevenasWe areOne.'

* St. Matt. xxvi. 53.
_ ^ St. Mark xiii. 31. In theGreek thesameword 7rapep;^€o-5ai
1?usedin bothc.^^e^.but Hilary usebiransire in the first,/ra^-
terirein thesecondinstance. 3 2 Cor. v. 17.
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shall pass away*. The cup, therefore, of
which He prays to the Father, cannot pass
away unless it be drunk ; and when He prays.
He prays for those whom He preserved, so
long as He was with them, whom He now
hands over to the Father to preserve. Now
that He is about to accomplish the mystery of
death He begs the Father to guard them. The
presence of the angel who was sent to Him

(i
f this explanation be true) is not of doubt-

ful significance. Jesus slievved His certainty
that the prayer was answered when, at its

close. He bade the disciples sleep on. The
effect of this prayer and the security which
prompted the command, 'sleep on,' is noticed

by the Evangelist in the course of the Passion,
when he says of the Apostles just before they
escaped from the hands of the pursuers, That
the word might befulfilled ivhich He had spoken.
Of those whom Thou hast given Me I lost not
one o

f them ^
.

He fulfils Himself the petition
of His prayer, and they are all safe; but
He asks that those whom He has preserved
the Father will now preserve in His own
Name. And tney are preserved : the faith
of Peter does not fail : it cowered, but re-
pentance followed immediately.

43. Combine the Lord's prayer in John,
the request of the devil in Luke, the sorrow-
fulness unto death, and the protest against
sleep, followed by the cominand, S'cep on,
in Matthew and Mark, and all difficulty dis-
appears. The prayer in John, in whicn He
commends the Apostles to His Father, ex-
plains the cause or' His sorrowfulness, and the
prayer that the cup may pass away. It is

not from Himself that the Lord prays the
suflering may be taken away. He beseeches
the Father to preserve the disciples during
His coming p.isbiun. In the same way, the
prayer against Satan

^ in St. Luke explains the
t;onfidence with which tie permitted the sleep
He had just forbidden.

44. There was, then, no place for human
anxiety and trepidation in that nature, which
was more than human. It was superior to the
ills of earthly flesh ; a body not s,.rung from
earthly elements, although His origin as Son
of Man was due to the mystery of the con-
ception by the Holy Ghost. The power of the
Most High imparted its power to the body
which the Virgin bare from the conception of
the Holy Ghost. The animated body derives
its conscious existence from association with

a soul, which is diffused throughout it
,

and

quickens it to perceive pams inflicted from

without. Thus the soul, warned by the happy

4 I Cor. vii. 31. 5 St. John xvilL 9.

6 i.e. St. Luke xxvi, 31,32,asquotedabove,c. 38.
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glow of its own heavenly faith and hope, soars
above its own origin in the beginnings of an
earthly body, and raises ^* tliat body to union
with itself in thought and spirit, so that it
ceases to feel the suffering of that which, all
the wliile, it suffers. Why need we then say
more about the nature of the Lord's body,
that of the Son of Man Who came down from
heaven ? Even earthly bodies can sometimes
be made indifferent to the natural necessities
of pain and fear.
45- Did the Jewish children fear the flames
blazing up with the fuel cast upon them in the
fiery furnace at Babylon ? Did the terror of
that terrible fire prevail over their nature, con-
ceived though it was like ours 7? Did they feel
pain, when the flames surrounded them ? Per-
haps, however, you may say they felt no pain,
because tliey were not burnt : the flames were
deprived of their burning nature. To be sure
it is natural to the body to fear burning, and
to be burnt by fire. But through the spirit
of faith their earthly bodies (that is

,

bodies
which had their origin according to the prin-
ciples of natural birth) could neither be burnt
nor made afraid. What, therefore, in the case
of men was a violation of the order of nature,
produced by faiih in God, cannot be judged
in God's case natural, but as an acli\ity of the
Spirit commencing with His earthly origin.
The children were bound in the niiJst of the
fire; they had no fear as they inounted the
blazing pile : they felt not the flame as they
prayed : though in the midst of the furnace,
they could not be burnt. Both the fire and
their bodies lost their proper natures; the one
did not burn, the others were not burnt. Yet

in all other respects, both fire and bodies re-
tained their natures: for the bystanders were
consuiiietl, and the ministers of punishment
were themselves punished. Impious heretic,
you will have it that Christ suffered pain from
the piercing of the nails, that He felt the
bitterness of the wound, vvJien they were driven
through His hands : why, pray, did not the
children fear the flames?. Why did they suffer
no pain? What was the nature in their bodies,
which overcame that of fire? In the zeal of
their faith and the glory of a blessed martyr-
dom they forgot to fear the terrible; should
Christ be sorrowful from fear of the cross,
Christ, Who even if He had been conceived
with our sinful origin, would have been still
God upon the cross. Who was to judge the
worid and reign for ever and ever? Could He
forget such a reward, and tremble with the
anxiety of dislionourable fear ?

^i'Readingefficit. 1 Dan. ill. 23.

46. Daniel, whose meat was the scanty por-
tion of a prophet *, did not fear the lions' den.
The Apostles rejoiced in suffering and death
for the Name of Christ. To Paul his sacrifice
was the crown of righteousness?. The Martyrs
sang hymns as they offered their neclcs to the
executioner, and climbed with psalms the blaz-
ing logs piled for them. The consciousness
of faith takes away the weakness of nature,
transforms the bodily senses that they feel no
pain, and so the body is strengthened by the
fixed purpose of the soul, and feels nothing
except the im|nilse of its enthusiasm. The
suffering which the mind despises in its desire
of glory, the body does not feel, so long as the
soul invigorates it. It is, then, a natural effect
in man, that the zeal of the soul glowing tor
glory should make him unconscious of suffer-
ing, heedless of wounds, and reg.irdless of
death. But Je^us Christ the Lord of glory,
the hem of Wirose garment can heal. Whose
spittle and word can create ; for the man with
the withered hand at His command stretched

it forth whole, he who was born blind felt no
more the defect of his birth, and the smitteu
ear was made sound as the other; dare we
think of His pierced bo:ly in that pain and
weakness, from which the spirit of faith in
Him rescued the glorious and blessed Martyrs?
47. The Only-begotten God, then, suffered
in His person the attacks of all the infirmities
to which we are subject; but He suffered
them in the power ot His own nature, just
as He was born in the power of His own
nature, for at His birth He did not lose His
omnipotent nature by being born. Though
born under human conditions. He was not
so conceived : His birth was surrounded by
human circumsUmces, but His origin went
beyond them. He suffered then in His body
alter the manner of our infirm body, yet
bore the sufferings of our body in the power
of His own body. To this article of our faith
the prophet bears witness when he says, Be
beareth our sins and grieveth for us : and we
esteemed Him stricken, smitten, ani afflicted:
He was wounded for our transgressions and
made weak for our sins '- It is then a mis-
taken opinion of human judgment, which
thmks He felt pain because He suffered. He
uore our sins, tiiat is. He assumed our body of
iin, but was Himself sinless. He was sent in the
likeness of the flesh of sin, bearing sin indeed
in His flesh but our sin. So too He felt pain
for us, but not witn our senses ; He was found
in fashion as a man, with a body which could

8 Dan. i..8—16. 9 2 Tim. iv. 6
,

8.

» Isai. liii. 4, 5. Hilary translatesfrom the beptuagint. The
Hebrewand the Vulgate diil'er,cf. tiie English Version," Su.eiy
ill. ii.itn bjrue our ^r,cfs" (insteadof " our siiis"J.
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feel pain, but His nature could not feel pain ;
for, though His fashion was that of a man, His
oiigin was not human, but He was born by
conception of the Holy Ghost.
For the reasons mentioned, He was es-
teemed ' stricken, smitten and afflicted.' He
t( ok the form of a servant : and ' man born of
a Virgin ' conveys to us the idea of One
Whose nature felt pain when He suffered. But
though He was wounded it was ' for our trans-
gressions.' The wound was not the wound
of His own trangressions : the suffering not
a suffering for Himself. He was not born
man for His own sake, nor did He transgress
in His own action. The Apostle expl§.ins the
principle of the Divine Plan when he says,
IVe beseech you through Christ to he reconciled
to God. Him, Who knew no sin, He made to
he sin on our behalf^. To condemn sin through
sin in the flesh, He Who knew no sin was
Himself made sin ; that is

,

by means of the
flesh to condemn sin in the flesh, He became
flesh on our behalf but knew not flesh 3 ; and
therefore was wounded because of our trans-
gressions.

48. Again, the Apostle knows nothing in
Christ about fear of pain. When He wishes to
speak of the dispensation of the Passion, He
includes it in the mystery of Christ's Divinity.
J'orgivi?!^ us all our trespasses, blotting out the
bond written in ordittarices, that ukis against us,
which was conti-ary to us: taking it away,
and nailing it to the cross ; stripping offfrom
Himself His flesh. He made a shew of prin-
cipalities and powers openly triumphing over
them in Himself''. Was that tl:e power, think

you, to yield to the wound of the nail, to
win^e under the piercing blow, to convert
itself into a nature that can feel pain? Yet
the Apostle, who speaks as the mouthpiece of
Christ 5, relating the work of our salvation
through the Lorii, describes the death of Christ
as 'stripping off from Himself His flesh, boldly
putting to siianie the powers and triumphing
over them in Himseif.' If His passion was

a necessity of nature and not tiie free gift of
your salvation : if the cross was merely the
suffering of wounds, and nut the fixing upon
Himself of the decree of death made out
against you : if His dying was a violence done

b
y death, and not the stripping off of the flesh

b
y the power of God : lastly, if His death itself

was anything but a dishonouring of powers,
an act of. boldness, a triumph: then ascribe
to Him infirmity, because He was therein
subject to necessity and nature, to force, to

* 2 Cor. V. 20,
of Christ.'

3 i.e. fleshin the bad sense.

* Cui. ii. 13—15,

The Greek is vjrep xpunav. 'on behalf

'the fleshof sin.''

5 2 Cur. xiii. 3.

fear and disgrace. But if it is the exact op-
posite in the mystery of the Passion, as it was
preached to us, who, pray, can be so senseless
as to repudiate the faith taught by the Apostles,
to reverse all feelings of religion, to distort
into the dishonourable charge of natural weak-
ness, vrhat was an act of free-will, a mystery,

a display of power and boldness, a triumph ?

And what a triumph it was, when He offered
Himself to those who sought to crucify Him,
and they could not endure His presence :

when He stood under sentence of death, Who
shortly was to sit on the right hand of power :

when He prayed for Hi.? persecutors while the
nails were driven through Him : when He
completed the mystery as He drained the
draught of vinegar; when He was numbered
among the transgressors and meanwhile granted
Paradise : that when He was lifted on the tree,
the earth quaked : when He hung on the
cross, sun and day were put to flight: that He
left His own body, yet called life back to the
bodies of others ' : was buried a corpse and
rose again God : as man suffered all weaknesses
for our sakes, as God triumphed in them all.

49. There i
s still, the heretics say, another

serious and far reaching confession of weak-
ness, all the more so because it is in the mouth

of the Lord Himself, My God, My God, why
hast Thou forsaken Me^ 1 They construe this
into the expression of a bitter complaint, that
Pie was deserted and given over to weakness.

But what a violent interpretation of an irre-
ligious mind ! how repugnant to the whole

tenor of our Lord's words ! He hastened to
the death, which was to glorify Him, and after
which He was to sit on the right hand of
power; with all those blessed expectations
could He fear death, and therefore complain
that His God had betrayed Him to its ne-
cessity, when it was the entrance to eternal

blessedness?

50. Further their heretical ingenuity presses
on in the path prepared by their own godless-

ness, even to the entire absorption of God the
Word into the human soul, and consequent
denial that Jesus Christ, the Son of Man, was
the same as the Son of God. So either God
the Word ceased to be Himself while He per-
formed the function of a soul in giving life
to a body ', or the man who was born was

not the Chiiat at all, but the Word dwelt in
him, as the Spirit dwelt in the prophets 9

.

6 Allusion to St. Matt, xxvii. 52,"many bodiesof the saints
that had fallen asleepwereraised."

7 St. Matt, xxvii. 46.

8 Apollinaris' heresy that in Christ the place of the ordinary
human soul was supplied by the Logos, the second Person in
the 'I'rinity.

9 This doctrinewas held by Marcellus of Ancyra (Sozomen,
H.E IL 33),and Photinus : cp. alsowhat Sozomen(Vll. ^

)

saj'j
of Hebion.

O 2
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These absurd and perverse errors have grown
in boldness and godlessness till they assert that

Jesus Christ was not Christ until He was born
of Mary. He Who was born was not a pre-
existent Being, but began at that moment to

exist 9\
Hence follows also the error that God the
Word, as it were some part of the Divine
power extending itself in unbroken continua-
tion, dwelt within that man who received from

Mary the beginning of his being, and endowed
him with the power of Divine working : though
that man lived and moved by the nature of
his own soul '.

51. Through this subtle and mischievous
doctrine they are drawn into the error that
God the Word became soul to the body, His
nature by self-humiliation working the change
upon itself, and thus the Word ceased to be
God ; or else, that the Man Jesus, in the
poverty and remoteness from God of His
nature, was animated only by the life and
motion of His own human soul, wherein the
Word of God, that is

,

as it were, the might
of His uttered voice, resided. Thus the way

is opened for all manner of irreverent theor-
ising : the sum of which is

,

either that God
the Word was merged in the soul and ceased
to be God : or that Christ had no existence
before His birth from Mary, since Jesus
Christ, a mere man of ordinary body and soul,
began to exist only at His human birth ami
was raised to the level of the Power, which
worked within Him, by the extraneous force of
the Divine Word extending itself into Him.
Then when God the Word, after this exten-
sion, was withdrawn, He cried, My God, My
God, why hast Thou forsaken Me ? or at least
when the divine nature of the Word once
more gave place within Him to a human soul.
He Who had hitlierto relied on His Father's
help, now separated from it

,

and abandoned
to death, bemoaned His solitude and chid His
deserter. Thus in every way arises a deadly
danger of error in belief, whether it be thought
that the cry of complaint denotes a weakness
of nature in God tne Worti, or that God the
Word was not pre-existent because the birth
of Jesus Christ from Mary was the beginning
of His being.
52. Amid these irreverent and ill-grounded
theories the faith of the Church, inspired by
the teaching of the Apostles, has recognised

a birth of Christ, but no beginning. It knows
of the dispensation, but of no division » : it re-

9* Seenoteg.I The preaching of Sabellius, cf. I. 16,protensio sit fotiusquam descensio^

' an extensionratherthana descent.'

.= ie. i
t realises the plan by which the second Person of theIriiiity choseto take a humanform, but refusesto separatethe

Divine Iruni thehumanin Jesus.

fuses to make a separation in Jesus Christ ',

whereby Jesus is one and Christ another ; nor
does it distinguish the Son of Man from the
Son of God, lest perhap-; the Son of God' be
not regarded as Son of Man also. It does not
absorb the Son of God in the Son of Man ;

nor does it by a tripartite belief 3" tear asunder
Christ, Whose coat woven from the top
throughout was not parted, dividing Jesus
Christ into the Word, a body and a soul ;

nor, on the other hand, does it absorb the
Word in body and soul. To it He is perfectly
God the Word, and perfectly Christ the Man.
To this alone we hold fast in the mystery of
our confession, namely, the faith that Christ

is none other than Jesus, and the doctrine
that Jesus is none other than Christ.
53. I am not 'ignorant how much the gran-
deur of the divine mystery bafifles our weak
understanding, so that language can scarcely
express it

,

or reason define it
,

or thought even
embrace it. The Apostle, knowing that the
most difficult task for an earthly nature is to
apprehend, unaided, God's mode of action
(for then our judgment were keener to discern
than God is mighty to effect), writes to his
true son accordmg to the faith, who had re-
ceived the Holy Scripture from his childhood,
As T exhorted thee to tarry at Eph'.sus, whenI was going mto Macedonia, that thou mighteJ
charge certain men not to teach a different doc-
trine, neither to give heed to fables and endless
genealogies, the ivhich minister questionings,
rather than the edification of God which is in
faith 4

. He bids him forbear to handle wordy
genealogies and fables, which minister endless
questionings. The edification of God, he says,

is in faith : he limits human reverence to the
faithful worship of the Almighty, and does
not suffer our weakness to strain itself in the
attempt to see what only dazzles the eye. If
we look at the brightness of the sun, the sight

is strained and weakened : and sometimes
when we scrutinise with too curious gaze the
source of the shining light, the eyes lose their
natural power, and the sense of sight is even
destroyed. Thus it happens that through try-
ing to see too much we see nothing at all.
What must we then expect in the case of God,
the Sun of Righteousness ? Will not foolish-
ness be their reward, who would be over wise?
Will not dull and brainless stupor usurp the
place of the burning light of intelligence? A

lower nature cannot understand the principle
of a higher: nor can Heaven's mode ol
thought be revealed to human conception, for
whatever is within the range of a limited con-

3 Reading partitur for MSS. patiiur.
V- ApoUinarianism. 4 i Tim. i. 3, 4.
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stiousness, is itself limited. The divine
power exceeds therefore the capacity of the
human mind. If the limited strains itself to
reach so far, it becomes even feebler than

before. It loses what certainty it had : instead
of seeing heavenly things it is only blinded
by them. No mind can fully comprehend
the divine : it punishes the obstinacy of the
curious by depriving them of their power.
Would we look at the sun we must remove
as much of his brilliancy as we need, in order
to see him : if not, by expecting too much, we
fall short of the possible. In the same way
we can only hope to understand the purposes
of Heaven, so far as is permitted. We must

expect only what He grants to our appre-
hension : if we attempt to go beyond the
limit of His indulgence, it is withdrawn alto-
gether. There is that in God which we can

])erceive : it is visible to all if we are content
with the possible. Just as with the sun we
can see something, if we are content to see
what can be seen, but if we strain beyond the
possible we lose all : so is it with the nature
ui God. There is that which we can under-
stand if we are content with understanding
what we can : but aim beyond your powers
and you will lose even the power of attaining
what was within your reach.

54. The mystery ot that other timeless
biiih I will not yet touch upon: its treat-
ment demands an ampler space than tliis. For
the present I will speak of the incarnation
only. Tell me, I pray, ye who pry into the
secrets of Heaven, the mystery of Clirist born
of a Virgin and His nature ; whence will you
explain that He was conceived and born of
a Virgin? What was the physical cause of
His origin according to your disputations ?
How was He formed within His mother's
womb? Whence His body and His humanity?
And lastly, what does it mean that the Son of
Man descended Ji'om heaven Who remained in
heaven s ? It is not possible by the laws of
bodies for the same object to remain and to
descend : the one is the change of downward
motion; the other the stilLiess of being at
rest. The Intant wails but is in Heaven : the
Boy grows but remains ever the immeasurable
God. By what perception of human under-
standing can we comprehend that He as-
cended where He was befoie, and He de-
scended Who remained in heaven ? The
Lord says, What if ye should beliold the Son of
Man ascending thither where Be was bejore * ?
I'he Son of Man ascends where He was
before : can sense apprehend this ? The Son

of Man descends from heaven. Who is in
heaven : can reason cope with this? The Word
was made iiesh : can words express this ? The
Word becomes flesh, that is

, God becomes
Man : the Man is in heaven : the God is

from heaven. He ascends Who descended :

but He descends and yet does not descend.
He is as He ever was, yet He was not ever
what He is. We pass in review the causes,
but we cannot explain the manner : we perceive
the manner, and we cannot understand the
causes. Yet if we understand Christ Jesus
even thus, we shall know Him : if we seek
to understand Him further we shall not know
Him at all.
55. Again, how great a mystery of word
and act it is that Christ wept, that His eyes
filled with tears from the anguish of His
mind ?. Whence came this defect in His soul
that sorrow should wring tears from His body?
What bitter fate, what unendurable pain,
could move to a flood of tears the Son of
Man Who descended from heaven ? Again,
what was it in Him wliich wept ? God the
Word ? or His human soul ? For though weep-
ing is a bodily function, the body is but a ser-
vant ; tears are, as it were, the sweat of the
agonised soul. Again, what was the cause of
His weeping ? Did He owe to Jerusalem the
debt of His tears, Jerusalem, the godless
parricide, whom no suffering could requite
for the slaughter of Apostles and Prophets,
and the murder of her Lord Himself? He
might weep for the disasters and death which
beldll mankind : but could He grieve for the
fall of that doomed and desperate race? What,

I ask, was this mystery of weeping ? His soul
wept for sorrow ; was not it the soul which

sent forth the Prophets? Which would so
often have gathered the chickens together
under the shadow of His wings ^? But God
the Word taimot grieve, nor can the Spirit
weep : nor could His soul pos.^ibly do any-
thing before the body existed. Yet we can-
not doubt that Jesus Christ truly wept 9

.

56. No less real were the tears He shed
for Lazarus '. The first question here is,
What was there to weep for in the case of

Lazarus ? Not his death, for that was not
unto death, but for the glory of God : for the
Lord says. That sickness is not unto dealli, but

for the glory o
f God, that the Son o
f God jnay

be honoured through him ^ 'i'he death which

5 St. John iii. 13. 6 lb. vi. 62.

7 St. Luke xix. 41.

8 St. Matt, xxiii. 37 ; St. Luke xiii. 34.

9 The human soul in Jesus alonecould feel grief and weep :

yet it wastuedivine Spirit winchsentforth the prophets: lor the
humansoul beganto exist only in conjunctionwitb His human
body.

^ St. John xi. 35.

2 lb. 4. The Greek is iC avris, throughit.
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was the cause of God's being glorified could
not bring sorrow and tears. Nor was there
any occasion for tears in His absence from
Lazarus at the time of his death. He says
plainly, Lazarus is dead, and I rejoice for your
sakes that I was not there, to the intent that ye
may believe^. His absence then, which aided
the Apostles' belief, was not the cause of His
sorrow ; for with the knowledge of Divine om-
niscience, He declared the death of the sick
man from afar. We can find, then, no neces-
sity for tears, yet He wept. And again I ask.
To whom must we ascribe the weeping ? To
God, or the soul, or the body ? The body,
of itself, has no tears except those it sheds
at the command of the sorrowing soul. Far
less can God have wept, for He was to be
glorified in Lazarus. Nor is it reason to say
His soul recalled Lazarus from the tomb : can
a soul linked to a body, by the power of its
-command, call another soul back to the dead
body from which it has departed ? Can He
grieve Who is about to be glorified ? Can He
weep Who is about to restore the dead to
life? Tears are not for Him Who is about
to give life, or grief for Him Who is about
to receive giory. Yet He Who wept and
grieved was also the Giver of life.

57. If there are many points which we treat
scantily it is not because we have nothing to
say, or do not know what has already been
said j our purpose is

,

by abstaining from too
laborious a process of argument, to render
the results as attractive as possible to the
reader. We know the deeds and words of
our Lord, yet we knoiv them not : we are not
ignorant of them, yet they cannot be under-
stood. The facts are real, but the power be-
hind them is a mystery. We will prove this
trom His own words, Fur tins reason doth the
Father love Me, because I lay down Aly life that

1 may take it up again. J\lo one taketh it Jrom
Me, but I lay it down of Myself. J have poiver
to lay it down and I have }>ower to take it

up again. This coinmandiiietit received I from
ine leather ^

.

He lays down His lite of Him-
self, but I ask who lays it down ? We confess,
witnout hesitation, that Christ is God the
Word : but on the other hand, we know that
the Son of Man was composed of a soul and

a body: compare the angel's words to Jo-
seph, Arise, and take the child and His motner,
ana go into the land of Israel ; for they are
dead who sought the soul of the child i. Whose
soul is it? His body's, or God's? If His
body's, what power has the body to lay down
the soul, when it is only b

y the working of the

3 St. John 14,IS. 4 lb. X. 17,18. S St. Matt. ii. 20.

soul that it is quickened into life ? Again, how
could the body, which apart from the soul

is inert and dead, receive a command from
the Father? But if, on the other hand, any
man suppose that God the Word laid aside
His soul, that He might take it up again, he
must prove that God the Word died, that is

,

remained without life and feeling like a dead
body, and took up His soul again to be quick-
ened once more into life by it.

58. But, further, no one who is endued
with reason can impute to God a soul ; though

it is written in many places that the soul of
God hates sabbaths and new moons : and also
that it delights in certain things *. But this

is merely a conventional expression to be
understood in the same way as when God is

spoken of as possessing body, with hands, and
eyes, and fingers, and arms, and heart. As
the Lord said, A Spirit hath not flesh and
bones T : He then Who is

,

and chnngeth not^,
cannot have the limbs and parts of a tangible
body. He is a simple and blessed nature, a

single, complete, all-embracing Whole. God

is therefore not quickened into life, like
bodies, by the action of an indwelling soul,
but is Himself His own life.
59. How does He then lay down His soul,
or take it up again ? What is the meaning of
this conmiand He received ? God could not
lay it down, that is

,

die, or take it up again,
that is

,

come to life. But neither did the
body receive the command to take it up
agam ; it could not do so of itself, for He
said of the Temple of His body. Destroy this
temple and after three days I will raise it up '.
Thus it is God Who raises up the temple of
His body. And Who lays down His soul to take

it again ? The body does not take it up again
of itself: it is raised up by God. That which

is raised up again must have been dead, and
that which is living does not lay down its souL
God then was neither dead nor buried : and
yet He said, hi that she has poured this oint-
ment upon My body she did it for My burial '.

In that it was poured upon His body it was
done for His burial : but the His is not the
same as Him. It is quite another use of the
pronoun when we say, 'it was done for the
burial of Him,' and wiien we say, ^ His body
was anointed : ' nor is the sense the same in

' His body was buried,' and ' He was buried.'
60. To grasp this divine mystery we must
see the God in Him without ignoring the
Man ; and the Man without ignoring the Gotl.
We must not divide Jesus Christ, for the Word
was made flesh : yet we must not call Hun

' E.g. Isai. i. 14. 7 St. Luke xxiv. 39. 8 Mai. iii 6
.

■
)

St. John li. 19. ■ St. Matt. xxvi. 12.
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buried, though we know He raised Himself
again: must not doubt His resurrection,
tliough we dare not deny He was buried =.
Jesus Christ was buried, for He died : He
died, and even cried out at the moment' of
death, My God, My God, why hast Thou for-
saken Me 1 Yet He, Who uttered these words,
said also : Veiily I say unto thee, This day shall
Ihflu be with Me in Paradise 3, and He Who
promised Paradise to the thief cried aloud,
Father, into Thy hands I commend My Spirit ;
and having said this He gave up the Ghost ■

*.

61. Ye who trisect Christ into the Word, the
soul and the boily, or degrade the whole Christ,
even God the Word, into a single member of
our race, unfold to us this mystery of great
godliness which was manifested in the flesh 4".
AVhat Spirit did Christ give up? Who com-
mended His Spirit into the hands of His
Father? Who was to be in Paradise that same
day ? Who complained that He was deserted
of God ? The cry of the deserted betokens the
weakness of the dying : the promise of Para-
dise the sovereign power of the living God.
To commend His Spirit denoted confidence :

10 give up His Spirit implied His departure
by death. Who then, I demand, was it Who
(lied? Surely He Who gave up His Spirit?
but Who gave up His Spirit? Certainly He V

\

ho
commended it to His Father. And if He Who
commended His Spirit is the same as He Who
gave it up and died, was it the body which
commended its soul, or God Who commended
the body's soul ? I say ' soul,' because there

is no doubt it is frequently synonymous with
'spirit,' as might be gathered merely from the
language here: Jesus gave up His 'Spirit'
when He was on the point of death. If

,

there-
fore, you hold the conviction that the body
commended the soul, that the perishable com-
mended the living, the corruptible the eternal,
that which was to be raised again, that which
abides unchanged, then, since He Who com-
mended His Spirit to the Father was also to
be in Paradise with the thief that same day,

I would fain know if
,

while the sepulchre re-
ceived Him, He was abiding in heaven, or if

He was abiding in heaven, when He cried
out that God had deserted Him.
62. It is one and the same Lord Jesus
Christ, the Word made flesh, Who exi^esses
Himself in all these utterances. Who is man
when He says He is abandoned to death : yet
while man still rules in Paradise as God, and
though reigning in Paradise, as Son of God

■ Hilary is playing on the mystery of the two naturesin one
Person. We cannotsay the Goci-naLUiewasIjuiied ; nor that tlie
liiiiiian nature brouglit it;;elf baclcto lile; yet Jesus Christ died,
wasburied,and rose-again.

3 St. Lulcexxiii. 43. 4 lb. 46. 4* x Tim. iii. t6.

commends His Spirit to His Father, as Son
of Man gives up to death the Spirit He cora-
meniled to the Father. Why do we then view-
as a disgrace that which is a mystery ? We see
Him complaining that He is left to die, be-
cause He is Man : we see Him, as He dies,
declaring that He reigned in Paradise, be-
cause He is God. Why should we harp, to
support our irreverence, on what He said
to make us understand His death, and keep
back what He proclaimtd to demonstrate
His immortality ? The words and the voice
are equally His, when He complains of de-
sertion, and when He declares His rule : by
what method of heretical logic do we split
up our belief and deny that He Who died was
at the same time He Who rules ? Did He not
testify both equally of Himself, when He com-
mended His Spirit, and when He gave it up ?

But if He is the same. Who commended His
Spirit, and gave it up, if He dies when ruling
and rules when dead : then the mystery of
the Son of God and Son of Man means that
He is One, Who dying reigns, and reigning
dies.

63. Stand aside then, all godless unbelievers,
for whom the divine mystery is too great, who
do not know that Christ wept not for Himself
but for us, to prove the reality of His assumetl
manhood by yielding to the emotion common
to humanity : who do not perceive that Christ
died not for Himself, but for our life, to re-
new human life by the death of the deathless
God : who cannot reconcile the complaint of
the deserted with the confidence of the Ruler :

who would teach us that because He reigns as
God and complains that He is dying, we have
here a dead man and the reigning God. For
He Who dies is none other than He Who
reigns. He Who commends His spirit tlian
He Who gives it up : He Who was buried,
rose again : ascenuing or descending He is

altogether one.

64. Listen to the teaching of the Apostle
and see in it a faith instructed not by the
understanding of the flesh but by the gift of
the Spirit. The Greeks seek after wisdom, he
says, and the Jews ask for a sign ; but we
preach Christ crucified, to the Jews a stumbling
block, and unto Gentiles foolishness ; but unto
them that are called, both Jtws and Greeks,
thrist Jesus, the power of God, and the wisdom

o
f 'God ^
. Is Christ divided here so that Jesus

the crucified is one, and Christ, the power and
wisdom of God, another ? This is to the Jews

a stumbling-block and unto the Gentiles fool-
ishness ; but to us Christ Jesus is the power ot
(jod, and the wisdom of God : wisdom, how-

S I Cor. i. 23,24.
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ever, not known of the world, nor understood
by a secular pbilosophy. Hear the same blessed
Apostle when lie declares that it has not been
understood, We speak the wisdom of God,
jvhich hath been hidden in a mystery, which God

foreordained before the •wo7-ld for our glory :
which none of the rulers of this world has known :

for had they known it
,

they would not have

crucified the Lord o
f Glory ^
.

Does not the

Apostle know that this wisdom of God is hidden
in a mystery, and cannot be known of the
rulers of tliis world ? Does he divide Christ
into a Lord of Glory and a crucified Jesus ?

Nay, rather, he contradicts this most foolish
and impious idea with the words. For I deter-
mined to know nothing ani07tg you, save Jesus
Christ, and Him crucified t.

65. The Apostle knew nothing else, and he
determined to know nothing else : we men of
feebler wit, and feebler faith, split up, divide
and double Jesus Christ, constituting our-
selves judges of the unknown, and blaspheming
the hidden mystery. For us Christ crucified

is one, Christ the wisdom of God another :

Christ Who was buried different from Christ
^Vho descended from Heaven : the Son of
Man not at the same time also Son of God.
We teach that which we do not understand :

we seek to refute that which we cannot grasp.
We men improve upon the revelation of God :

we are not content to say with the Apostle,
Who shall lay anything to the chatge of God's
elect 1 It is God that Justifieth, who is he that
condemneth 2 It is Christ Jesus, that died, yea,
rather, that was raised from the dead. Who

is at the right hand of God, Who also maketh
intercession for us^. Is He Who intercedes
for us other than He Who is at the right hand
of God ? Is not He Who is at the right hand
of God the very same Who rose again ? Is He
Who rose again other than He Who died?
He Who died than He Who condemns us?
Lastly, is not He Who condemns us also God
\Vho justifies us? Distinguisli, if you can,
Christ our accuser from God our defender,
Christ Who died from Christ Who condemns,
Christ sitting at the right hand of God and
praying for us from Christ Who (lied. Whether,
tlierefore, dead or buried, descended into
Hades or ascended in.o Heaven, all is one
and the same Chri. t : as the Apostle says,
Now this ' He ascended ' what is it

,

but that Be
also descended to the lower parts of the earth 1

He that descended is the same also that ascended
far above all heavens, that He may fill all
things 9

. How far then shall we push our
babbling ignorance and blasphemy, professing

<
•
I Cor. ii. 7, 8.

to ex[ilain what i
s hidden in the mystery of

God ? He that descended is the same alsolthat
ascended. Can we longer doubt that the Man
Christ Jesus rose from the dead, ascended
above the heavens and is at the right hand of
God ? We cannot say His body descended into
Hades, which lay in the grave. If then He
Who descended is one with Him, Who .as-
cended; if His body did not go down inio
Hades, yet really arose from the dead, and
ascended into heaven, what remains, except
to believe in the secret mystery, which is

hidden from the world and the rulers of this
age, and to confess that, ascending or de-
scending. He is but One, one Jesus Christ
for UT,, Son of God and Son of Man, God
the Word and Man in the flesh. Who suffered,
died, was buried, rose again, was received
into heaven, and sitteth at the right hand
of God: Who possesses in His one single
self, according to the Divine Plan and na-
ture, in the form of God and in the form
of a servant, the Human and Divine with-
out separation or division.
66. So the Apostle moulding our ignorant
and haphazard ideas into conformity with
truth says of this mystery of the faith. For He
%vas crucified through iveakness but He liveth
through the power of God'-. Preaching the
Son of Man and Son of God, Man through the
Divine Plan, God through His eternal nature, he
says, that He Who was crucified through weak-
ness is He Who lives through the power of God.
His weakness arises from the form of a servant.
His nature remains because of the form o

f

God. He took the form of a servant, though
He was in form of God : therefore there can
be no doubt as to the mystery according to
which He both suffered and lived. 'I'liere
existed in Him both weakness to suffer, and
power of God to give life : and hence He Who
suffered and lived cannot be more than One,
or other than Himself.
67. The Only-begotten God suffered indeed
all tliat men can suffer: but let us express
ourselves in the words anil faith ot the
Apostle. He says, For I delivered unto you
first o

f all how that Christ died for our sins,
according to the Scriptures, and that He was
buri:d, and that He rose again the third day
according to the Scriptures^. This is no un-
supported statement of his own, which migiit
lead to error, but a warning to us to confe.is
that Christ died and rose after a real manner,
not a nominal, since the fact is certified by
the full weight ot Scripture authority ; and that
we must understand His death m that exact
sense in which Scripture declares it. In his

7 Vo z. 8 Rom. viii. 33,34.9 Eph. iv. 9
,

10. ^ 2 Cor. xiii. 4. 2 1 Cor. XV.3, 4.
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VL'gard for the perplexities and scruples of the
weak and sensitive believer, lie adds these
solemn concluding words, according to the

S'dptures, to his proclamation of the death
and the resurrection. He would not have
us grow weaker, driven about by every wind
of vain doctrine, or vexed by empty sub-
tleties and false doubts: he would summon
faith to return, before it were shipwrecked,
to the haven of piety, believing and confess-
ing the death and resurrection of Jesus Clirist,
Son of Man antl Son of God, according to the
Scriptures, this being the safe^'uard of rev-
erence against the attack of the adversary, so
to understand the death and resurrection ot

Jesus Christ, as it was written of Him. 'There
is no danger in faith : the reverent confession
of the hidden mystery of God is always safe.
Christ was born of the Virgin, but conceived
of the Holy Ghost according to th; Ssriptitres.
Christ wept, but according to thi Scriptures :
that which made Him weep was also a cause
of joy. Christ hungered ; but according to the
Sciiplures, He used His power as God against
the tree which bore no fruit, when He had no
food. Chriot suffered: but according to the
Scriptutes, He was about to sit at the right hand
of Power. He compluned that He was aban-
doned to die : but according to the Scriptures,
at the same moment He received in His
kingdom in Paradise the thief who confessed
Him. He died : but according to the Scrip-
tures, Pje rose again and sits at the right
hand of God. In the belief of this mystery
there is life : this confession resists all attack.
68. The Apostle is careful to leave no room
for doubt: we cannot say, "Christ was born,
suffered, was dead and buried, and rose again :
but how, by what power, by what division of
l^arts of Himself? Who wept? VViio rejoiced?
Who complained? Who descended? and Wno
ascended?" He rests the merits of faith en-
tirely on the confession of unquestioning rever-
ence. The righteousness, he says, which is

of faith saith thus. Say not in thy heart.
Who hath ascended into heaven, that is

,

to

bring Christ down . or IViio hath descended
into the abyss: that is

,

to bring Christ up
pvm the dead? But what saith the Scripture 1

Thy word is nigh, in thy inouth, and in thy
heart; that is

,

the word of faith ivhick we
preach : because if thou shalt confess 'with thy
mouth Jesus as Lord, and shall betijve in thy
heart, that God h.ith raised Him up from the
dead, thou shalt be saved i. Faith perfects the
righteous man : as it is written, Abraham be-
lieved God and it was reshoned unto him for

3 Rom. X. 6—9-

righteousness^. Did Abraham impugn the word
of GjJ, when he was proniseil the inheritance
of the Gentiles, and an abiding posterity as
many as the sand or the stars for multitude ?

To the reverent faith, which trusts implicitly on
the omnipotence of God, the limits of human
weakness are no barrier. Despising all that is

feeble and earthly in itself, it believes the
divine promise, even though it exceeds the
possibilities of human nature. It knows that
the laws which govern man are no hindrance
to the power of God, Who is as bountiful in
the performance as He is gracious in the pro-
mise. Nothing is more righteous than Faith.
For as in human conduct it is equity and self-
restraint that receive our approval, so in the
case of God, what is more righteous for man
til m to ascribe omnipotence to Him, Whose
Power He perceives to be without limits?

69. The Apjstle then loo.iing in us for the
righteousness which is of Faith, cuts at the root
of incredulous doubt and godless unbelief.
He forbids us to admit into our hearts the
cares of anxious thought, and points to the
authority of the Propiiet's words, Say not in
thy heart. Who hath ascended into heaven s i

i'lien He completes the thought of the Pro-
phet's words with the addition. That is to bring
Christ down. The perception of the human
mind cannot attain to the knowledge of the
divine : but neither can a reverent faith doubt

the works of God. Christ needed no human
help, that any one should ascend into heaven

to bring Him down from His blessed Home
to His earthly body. It was no external force
which drove Him down to the earth. We must
believe that He came, even as He did come :

it is true religion to confess Jesus Christ not

brought down, but descending. The mystery
botli of the time and the method of H.s com-

ing, belongs to Him alone. We may not think

because He came but recently, that therefore
He must have been brought down, nor that
His coming in time depended upon another,
who brougiit Him down.
Nor does tae Aposde give room for unbe-
lief in the other direction. He quotes at once

the words of the PrOj^het, Or Who hath de-

scended into the abyss °, antl adds immediately

the explanation, T.iat is to bring Christ bacli

from tlie dead. He i
s free to return into

heave.i, Who was fre.' to descend to the earth.
All hesitation and doubt is then removed.
Faith reveals waat Otunipotcnce plans ; his-

4 Gen. XV. 16 ; Rom. iv. 3.

5 D.;ut. XXX.12. Tae context is the assuranceof Moses, that" the law is njt hiddenfrom thee,neither is it flir oflf,"but^"t)ie
word is very nigh unto thee,in t.iy injuth, and in thy heart."

t> Deut. XXX. 13. E.V. Wno snail go over the seafor us?
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tory relates the effect, God Almighty was the
cause.

70. But there is demanded from us an un-
wavering certainty. The Apostle expound-
ing the whole secret of the Scripture passes
on, Tliy word is nigh, in thy mouth and in thy
heart T. The words of our confession must
not be tardy or deliberately vague : there must

be no interval between heart and lips, lest

what ought to be the confession of true rever-

ence become a subterfuge of infidelity. The
word must be near us, and witliin us ; no

delay between the heart and the lips ; a faith

of conviction as well as of words. H.'art
and lips must be in hariuony, and reveal in
thought and utterance a religion whicli does

not waver. Here too, as before, the Ap.istle
adds the explanation of the Prophet's words.
That is the word of Fai.'h, which we preach :
because if thou shilt confess with thy mouth
Jesus as Lord, and sJialt believe in thy heart
that God hath raised Him up from the dead,
thou shall be saved. Piety consists in re-

jecting doubt, rigliteousness in believing, sal-
vation in confe slug. Trifle not with am-
biguities, be not stirred up to vain babblings,
do not debate in any way the powers of God,
or impose limits upon His might, cease search-
ing again and again for the causes of unsearch-
able mysteries: confess rather that Jesus is
the Lord, and believe that God raised Him
from the dead ; herein is salvation. What
folly is it to depreciate the nature and cha-
racter of Christ, when this alone is salvation,
to know that He is the Lord. Again, what an
error of human vanity to quarrel about His
resurrection, when it is enough for eternal life
to believe that God raised Him up. In sim-
plicity then is faith, in f^^ithrighteousness, and
in confession true godliness. For God does
not call us to the blessed life through arduous
investigations. He does not tempt us with
the varied arts of rhetoric. The way to eter-
nity is plain and easy; believe that Jesus was
raised from the dead by God and confess that
He is the I-,ord. Let no one therefore wrest
into an occasion for impiety, what was said
because of our ignorance. It had to be proved
to us, that Jesus Christ died, that we might
live in Him.

7 Deut. XXX.14.

71. If then He said, Mv God, My God,
why hast Thou forsakin Afe^, and Father, info
Thy hands I commend My Spirit 9, that we
might be sure that He did die, was not this,
in His care for our faith, rather a scattering of
our doubts, than a confession of His weak-
ness? When He was about to restore Lazarus,
He prayed to the Father: but what need had
He of prayer, Who said. Father, I thank Th:e,
that Thou hast heard Me ; and T know that
Thou heirest Me always, but because of the
mullituie I said it, that thev may believe that
Thou didst send Me ' 1 He prayed then for us,
that we may know Him to be the Son ; the
words of prayer availed Him nothing, but He
said them for the advanceme it ofour faith. He
was not in want of help, but we of teaching.
.-\gain He prayed to bi glorilied; and imme-
diately was heard from heaven the voice of
God the Father glorifying Him : but when
they wondered at the voice, He said, This
voice hath not come for My sake, but for your
sakes^^ The Father is besought for us, He
speaks for us : may all this lead us to be-
lieve and confess ! The answer of the Glorifier

is granted not to the prayer for glory, but to
the ignorance of the bystanders : must we not
then regard the complaint of suffering, when
He fouid His greatest joy in suffering, as in-
tended for the building up of our faith ? Christ
prayed for His persecutors, because they knew
not what they did. He promised Paradise
from the cross, because He is God the King.
He rejoiced upon the cross, that all was finished
when He drank the vinegar, because He had
fulfilled all prophecy before He died. He was
born for us, suffered for us, died for us, rose
again for us. This alone is necessary for our
salvation, to confess the Son of God risen from
the dead : why then should we die in this
state of godless unbelief? If Christ, ever secure
of His divinity, made clear to us His death.
Himself indifferent to death, yet dying to
assure that it was true humanity that He had
assumed : why should we use this very con-
fession of the Son of God that for us He
became Son of Man and died as the chief
weapon to deny His divinity ?

8 St. Mark XV.34.' St. John XL.41,42.

9 St. Luke xxiii. 46.2 lb. xii. 30.



BOOK xr.

1. The Apostle in his letter to the Ephe-
sians, reviewing in its manifold aspects the full
and perfect mystery of the Gospel, mingles
with other instructions in the knowledge of
God the following : As ye also were called in
one hope of your calling ; One Lord, one faith,
one baptism, one God and Father of ql/, and
through all, and in us all^. He does not leave
us in the vague and misleading paths of an
indefinite teaching, or abandon us to the shift-

ing fancies of imagination, but limits the un-
impeded license of intellect and desire by the
appointment of restraining barriers. He gives
us no opportunity to be wise beyond what he

preached, but defines in exact and precise

language the failh fixed for all time, that there
may be no excuse for instability of belief. He
declares one faith, as he preaches one Lord,
and pronounces one baptism, as he declares
one faith of one Lord, that as there is one
faith of one Lord, so there may be one bap-
tism of one failh in one Lord. And since the
whole mystery of the baptism and the faith is
not only in one Lord, but also in one God,
he completes the consummation of our hope
by the confession of one God. The one bap-
tism and the one faith are of one God, as they
are of one Lord. Lord and God are each one,
not by union of person but by distinction of
properties : for, on the one hand, it is the

property of Each to be one, whether of the
Father in His Fatherhood, or of the Son in
His Sonship, and on the other hand, that pro-
perty of individuality, which Each possesses,
constitutes for Each the mystery of His union
with the Other. Thus the one Lord Christ
cannot take away from God the Father His
Lordship, or the one God the Father deny to
the one Lord Christ His Godhead. If, be-
cause God is one, Christ is not also by nature
divine, then we cannot allow that the one God
is Lord, because there is one Lord Christ :
that is

,

on the supposition that by their ' one-
ness

' is signified not the mystery, but an ex-

clusive unity. So there is one baptism and
one faith of one Lord, as of one God.
2. But how can it be any longer one faith,

if it does not steadfastly and sincerely confess
one Lord and one God the Father : and how
can the faith which is not one faith confess

I Eph. iv. 4—6.

one Lord and one God the Father ? Further,
how can the faith be one, when its preachers
are so at variance? One comes teacliing that
the I^ord Jesus Christ, being in the weakness
of our nature, groaned with anguish when the
nails pierced His hands, that He lost the
virtue of His own power and nature, and
shrank shuddering from the death which
threatened Him. Another even denies the
cardinal doctrine of the Generation and pro-
nounces Him a creature. Another will call
Him, but not think Him, God on the ground
that religion allows us to speak of more Gods
than One, but He, Whom we recognise as God,
must be conscious of sharing the divine nature ".

Again, how can Christ the Lord be one, when
some say that as God He feels no pain, others
make Him weak and fearful : to some He is

God in name, to others God in nature : to
some the Son by Generation, to others the
Son by appellation ? And if this is so, how can
God the Father be one in the faith, when to

some He is Father by His authority, to others
Father by generation, in the sense that God

is Father of the universe ?

And yet, who will deny that whatever is not
the one faith, is not faith at all ? For in the
one faith there is one Lord Christ, and God
the Father is one. But the one Lord Jesus
Christ is not one in the truth of the confes-
sion, as well as in name, unless He is Son,
unless He is God^, unless He is unchangeable,
unless His Sonship and His Godhead have
been eternally present in Him. He who
preaches Christ other than He is
,

that is
,

other than Son and God, preaches another

Christ. Nor is he in the one faith of the one

baptism, for in the teaching of the Apostle
the one faith is the faith of that one baptism,
in which the one Lord is Christ, the Son of
God Who is also God.

3. Yet it cannot be denied that Christ was
Christ. It cannot be that He was incognis-
able to mankind. The books of the pro-
phets have set their seal upon Him : the iul-

2 The text is very corrupt here,but the meaningseemsto be
that, while we have the authority ot the Bible to speakof God,

ir
'

w'e do not attach its full me.ining to the word (e.g. Paaliii
Ixxxii. 6

, " I havesaid, ' Ye are GoJs,' ')
,

yet if we use the name
in Its proper significance it is blasphemousto call Christ God.
The reading of the earlier editions and someMSS., 'duos dici
irreligiosum est, et Deum non intelligi,' is probably a gloss to
softenthe difficulty. ^ , . ^

3 Reading * uuusest, s
i filius sit, si Deus sit.
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ness of the times, which waxes daily, witnesses

of Him : by the working of wonders the tombs
of Apostles and Martyrs proclaim Him : the
power of His name reveals Him : the unclean
spirits confess Him, and the devils howling in
their torment call aloud His name. In all we
see the dispensation of His power. But our
faith must preach Him as He is

,

namely, one
Lord not in name but in confession, in one faith
of one baptism : for on our faith in one Lord
Christ depends our confession of one God the
Father.

4. But these teachers of a new Christ, who
deny to Him all that is His, preach another
Lord Christ as well as another God the Fa-
ther. The One is not the Begetter but the
Creator, the Other not begotten, but created.
Christ is therefore not very God, because He

is not God by birth, and faith cannot re-
cognise a Father in God, because there is no
generation to constitute Him Father. They
glorify God the Father indeed, as is His right
and due, when they predicate of Him a nature
unapproachable, invisible, inviolable, ineffable,
and infinite, endued with omniscience and
omnipotence, instinct with love, moving in all
and permeating all, immanent and transcen-
dent, sentient in all sentient existence. But
when they proceed to ascribe to Him the
unique glory of being alone good, alone om-
nipotent, alone immortal, who does not feel
tliat this pious praise aims to exclude the
Lord Jesus Christ from the blessedness, which
by the reservation ' alone ' is restricted to the
glory of God? Does it not leave Christ in
sinfulness and weakness and death, while the
Father reigns in solitary perfection? Does

it not deny in Christ a natural origin from
God the Father, in the fear lest He should be
thought to inherit by a birth, which bestows
upon the Begotten the same virtue of nature
as the Begetter, a blessedness natural to God
the Father alone ?

5
. Unlearned in the teaching of the Gos-

pels and Apostles, they extol the glory of
(}od the Father, not, however, with the sin-
cerity of a devout believer, but with the cun-
ning of impiety, to wrest from it an argument
for their wicked heresy. Nothing, they say,
can be compared with His nature : therefore
the Only-begotten God is excluded from the
comparison, because He possesses a lower and
weaker nature. And th.s they .say of God,
the living image of the living God, the perfect
form of His blessed nature, the only-begotten
offspring of His unbegotten substance ; Who

is not truly the image of God unless He pos-
sesses the perfect glory of the Father's blessed-
ness, and reproduces in its exactitude the like-
ness of His whole nature. But if the Only-

begotten God is the image of the Unbegotlon
God, the verity of that perfect and supreme
nature resides in Him and makes Him the
image of the very God. Is the Father omni-
potent? The weak Son is not the image of.
omnipotence. Is He good ? The Son, Whose
divinity is of a lower stamp, does not reflect in
His sinful nature the image of goodness. Is
He incorporeal? The Son, Whose very spirit

is confined to the limits of a body, is not in
the form of the Incorporeal. Is He ineffable?
The Son, Whom language can define. Whose
nature the tongue can describe, is not the
image of the Inefflible. Is He the true God?
The Son possesses only a fictitious divinity,
and the false cannot be the image of the True.
The Apostle, however, does not ascribe to
Christ a portion of the image, or a part of the
form, but pronounces Him unreservedly the
image of the invisible God and the form of
God*. And how could He declare more ex-
pressly the divine nature of the Son of God,
than by saying that Christ is the image of the
invisible God even in respect of His invisi-
bility : for if the substance of Christ were dis-
cernible how could He be the image of an
invisible nature ?

6
.

But, as we pointed out in the former
books, they seize the Dispensation of the
assumed manhood as a pretext to dishonour
His divinity, and distort the Mystery of our j

salvation into an occasion of blasphemy.
Had they held fast the faith of the Apostle,
they would neither have forgotten that He,
Who was in the form of God, took the form
of a servant, nor made use of the servant's
form to dishonour the form of God (for the
form of God includes the fulness of divinity),
but they would have noted, reasonably and
reverently, the distinction of occasions s and
mysteries, without dishonouring the divinity,
or being misled by the Incarnation of Christ.
But now, when we have, I am convinced, proved
everything to the utmost, and pointed out
the power of the divine nature underlying the
birth of the assumed body, there is no longer
room for doubt. He Who was at once man
and the Only-begotten God performed all
things by the power of God, and in the power
of God accomplished all thuigs through a true
human nature. As begotten of God He pos-
sessed the nature of tiivine omnipotence, as
born of the Virgin He had a perfect and
entire humanity. Though He had a real
body, He subsisted in the nature of God, and
though He subsisted in the nature of God,
He abode in a real body.

4 Cf. Col. i. 15,and Phil. ii. 6.

5 i.e. theoccasionswhenChrist Wasspeakingof His humanity
and thosewhenHe wasreiei-ringto His uivxaenature.
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8. Among their
often employ as
of the Lord, /
and your Father,

7. In our reply we have followed Him to
the moment of His glorious death, and taking
one by one the statements of their unhallowed
doctrine, we have refuted them from the teach-

ing of the Gos]5els and the Apostle. But even
after His glorious resurrection there are cer-
tain things which they have made bold to con-
strue as proofs of the weakness of a lower
nature, and to these we must now reply. Let
us adopt once more our usual method of draw-
ing out from the words themselves their true
signification, that so we may discover the truth
precisely where they think to overthrow it.
For the Lord spoke in simple words for our
instruction in the faith, and His words cannot
need support or comment from foreign and
irrelevant sayings.

other sins the heretics
an argument the words
ascend unto My Fatlier
and My God and your

God^. His Father is also their Father, His
God their God ; therefore He is not in the
nature of God, for He pronounces God the
Father of others as of Himself, and His
unique Sonship ceases when He shares with
others the nature and the origin which make
Him Son and God. But let them add furtlier
the words of the Apostle, But when He saith
All things are put in subjection. He is excepted
Who did subject all things unto Him. And
when all things Jiave been subjected unto Him,
then shall He Himself be sicbjected unto Him,
that did subject all things unto Himself, that
God may be all in allT, whereby, since they
regard that subjection as a proof of weakness,
they may dispossess Him of the virtue of His
Father's nature, because His natural infirmity
subjected Him to the dominion of a stronger
nature. And after that, let them adopt their
very strongest position and their impregnable
defence, before which the truth of the Divine
birth is to be demolished ; namely, that if He
is subjected. He is not God; if His God and
Father is ours also, He shares all in common
with creatures, and therefore is Himself also
a creature : created of God and not begotten,
since the creature has its substance out of
nothing, but the begotten possesses the nature
of its author.

9. Falsehood is always infamous, for the liar
throwing off the bridle of shame dares to gain-
say the truth, or else at times he hides be-
hind some veil of prete.^t, that he may appear I
to defend with modesty what is shameless in
intention. But in this case, when they sacri-
legiously use the Scriptures to degrade the
dignity of our Lord, there is no room for the

^St. John XX. 17. 7 I Cor. XV.27, 28.

blush or the false excuse ; for there are occa-
sions when even pardon accorded to ignorance
is refused, and wilful misconstruction is exposed
in its naked profanity. Let us postpone for
a moment the exposition of this passage in the
Gospel, and ask them first whether they have
forgotten the preaching of the Apostle, who
said, Without conti-oversy great is the mystery

of godliness, which was manifested in the flesh,
justified in the Spirit, seen of angels, f readied
among the nations, believed on in the world,
received up in glory ^. Who is so dull that he
cannot comprehend that the mystery of god-
liness is simply the Dispensation of the flesh
assumed by the Lord ? At the outset then, he
who does not agree in this confession is not
in the faith of God. For the Apostle leaves
no doubt that all must confess that the hidden
secret of our salvation is not the dishonour
of God, but the mystery of great godliness,
and a mystery no longer kept from our eyes,
but manifested in the flesh; no longer weak
through the nature of flesh, but justified in
the Spirit. And so by the justification of the
Spirit is removed from our faith the idea of
fleshly weakness ; through the manifestation of
the flesh is revealed that which was secret, and
in the unknown cause of that which was secret
is contained the only confession, the confession
of the mystery of great godliness. This is the
whole system of the faith set forth by the
Apostle in its proper order. From godliness
proceeds the mystery, from the mystery the
manifestation in the flesh, from the manifes-
tation in the flesh the justification in the Spiiit:
for the mystery of godliness which was mani-
fested in the flesh, to be truly a mystery, was
manifested in the flesh through the justification
of the Spirit. Again, we must not forget what
manner of justification in the Spirit is this
manifestation in the flesh : for the mystery
which was manifested in the flesh, justified in
the Spirit, seen of angels, preached am.ong the
nations, and believed on in this world, this
same mystery was received up in glory. Thus
is it in every way a mystery of great godliness,
when it is manifested in the flesh, when it is
justified in the Spirit, when it is seen of angels,
when it is preached among the nations, when

it is believed on in the world, and when it is

received up in glory. The [ireaching follows
the seeing, and the believing the preaching,
and the consummation of all is the receiving
up in glory : for the assumption into glory is

the myslery of great godliness, and by faith in
the Dispensation we are prepared to be re-

ceived up, and to be conformed to the glory

of the Lord. The assumption of flesh is there-

s I Tim. iii. 16.



2o6 DE TRINITATE.

fore also the mystery of great godliness, for

through the assumption of flesh the mystery
was manifested in the flesh. But we must
believe that the manifestation in the flesh also

is this same mystery of great godliness, for

His manifestation in the flesh is His justifica-
tion in the Spirit, and His assumption into
glory. And now what room does our faith
leave for any to think that the secret of the
Dispensation of godliness is the enfeebling of
the divinit)', when through the assumption of
glory is to be confessed the mystery of great
godliness? What was 'infirmity' is now the
'
mystery :

' what was 'necessity' becomes
' god-

liness 9.' And now let us turn to the meaning
of the Evangelist's words, that the secret of
our salvation and our glory may not be con-

verted into an occasion of blasphemy.
10. You credit with the weight of irresistible
authority, heretic, that saying of the Lord,
/ ascend to My Father arid your Father, and
My God and your God'^. The same Father,
you say, is His Father and ours, the same
God His God and ours. He partakes, there-
lore, of our weakness, for in the possession
of the same Father we are not inferior as sons,
and in the service of the same God we are
equal as servants. Since, then, we are of created
origin and a servant's nature, but have a com-
mon Father and God with Him, He is in -com-
mon with our nature a creature and a servant.
So runs this infatuated and unhallowed teach-

ing. It produces also the words of .the Pro-
phet, Thy God hath .anointed J'hee, O God,
to prove that Christ does not partake of that
glorious nature which belongs to God, since
the God Who anoints Him is preferred before
Him as His God ^.
11. We do no.t know Christ the God unless
we know God the Begotten. But to be born
God IS to belong to the nature of God, for the
name Begotten signifies indeed the manner of
His origin, but does not make Him different
in kind from the Begetter. And if so, the
Begotten owes indeed to His Author the source
of His being, but is not dispossessed of the
nature of that Author, for the birth of God
can arise but from one origin, and have but
one nature. If its origin is not from God, it
is not a birth ; if it is anything but a birth,
Christ is not God. But He is God of God,
and therefore God the Father stands to God
the Son as God of His biith and Father of
His nature, for the birth of God is from God,
and in the specific nature of God.

/

9 i.e. the Incarnation is the Mystery of godliness, not the
infiimity ui necessity.
' St. Jonn XX. 17.
■P̂.s.xlv. 7. Tlie general reading is,

" Therefore God, thy
God.&c." (li.V.j.

12. See in all that He said, how carefully
the Lord tempers the pious acknowledgment
of His debt, so that neither the confession of
the birth could be held to reflect upon His
divinity, nor His reverent obedience to infringe
upon His sovereign nature. He does not
withhold the homage due from Him as the
Begotten, Who owed to His Author His very
existence, but He manifests by His confident
bearing the consciousness of participation in
that nature, which belongs to Him by virtue
of the origin whereby He was born as God.
Take, for instance, the words. He that hath
seen Me, hath seen the Father also 3, and, The
words that I say, I speak notfrom Myself^. He
does not speak from Himself: therefore He
receives from His Author that which He
says. But if any have seen Him, they
have seen the Father also : they are con-
scious, by this evidence, given to shew that
God is in Him, that a nature, one in kind
with that of God, was born from God to
subsist as God. Take again the words,
That ivhich the Father hath given unto Me,
is greater than alls, and, / and the Father are
one ^- To say that the Father gave, is a con-
fession that He received His origin : but the
unity of Himself with the Father is a property
of His nature derived from that origin. Take
another instance. He hath given all judgment
unto the Son, that all may honour the Sen even
as they hofiotir the FatherT. He acknowledges
that the judgment is given to Him, and ih.-re-
fore He does not put His birth i;

i
the back-

ground : but He claims equal honour with the
Father, and therefore He tloes not resign His
nature. Yet another example, / am in the
Father, arid the Father is in Me^, and. The
Father is greater than 1 9. The One is in the
Other : recognise, then, the divinity of God,
the Begotten of God : the Father is greater
than He : perceive, then. His acknowledgment
of the Father's authority. In the same way
He says, The Sou can do nothing of Himself
but what He hath seen the Father doing: for
what things soever He doeth, these the Son also
doeth in like manner'^. He doeth nothing of
Himself: that is

, in accordance with His birth
the Father prompts His actions : yet what
things soever the Father doeth, these the Son

also doeth in like manner ; that is
. He subsists

as nothing less than God, and by the Father's

omnipotent nature residing in Him, can do
all that God the Father does. All is uttered
in agreement with His unity of Spirit with
the Father, and the properties of that nature,

3 St. John xiv. 9. 4 II 10. 5 lb. X. 29.

6 lb. 30. 7 lb. V. 22,23. 8 lb. xiv, II ; cf. x. 38. '

9 lb. xiv. 28. ^ lb. V. 19.
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which He possesses by virtue of His birth.
That birlh, which liroiight Him into being,
constituted Him divine, and His being reveals
the consciousness of that divine nature. God
the San confesses God His Father, because
He was born of Him ; but also, because He
W.T.Sborn, He inherits the whole nature of God.

13. So the Dispensation of the great and
godl)' m^'stery makes Him, Who was already
Father of the divine Son, also His Lord in the
created form which He assumed, for He, Who
wns in the form of God, was found also in
the form of a servant. Yet He was not a
servant, for according to the Spirit He was
God the Son of God. Every one will agree
also that there is no servant where there is
no lord. God is indeed Father in the Gen-
er.ttion of the Only-begotten God, but only
in the case that the Other is a servant can
we call Him Lord as well as Father. The
Son was not at the first a servant by nature,
but afterwards began to be by nature some-

thing which He was not before. Thus the
Father is Lord on the same grounds as the
Son is servant. By the Dispensation of His
nature the Son had a Lord, when He made
Himself a servant by the assumption of man-
hood.

14. Being, then, in the form of a servant,

Jesus Christ, Who before was in the form of
God, said as a man, I ascend to My Father
and your Faihei; and My God and your God.
He was speaking as a servant to servants ; how
can we then dissociate the words from Christ
the servant, and transfer them to that nature,
which had nothing of the servant in it? For
He Who abode in the form of God took upon
Him the form of a servant, this form being
the indispensable condition of His fellowship
as a servant with servants. It is in this
sense that God is His Father and the Fatha-
of men. His God and the God of servants.

Jesus Christ was speaking as a man in the
form of a servant to men and servants; what
difficulty is there then in the idea, that in His
human aspect the Father is His Father as
ours, in His servant's nature God is His God
as all men's ?

15. These, then, are the words with which

He prefaces the message. Go unto My breihien,
and say to them, I ascend unto My Father and
your Father, and My God and your God.
I ask. Are they to be understood as His bre-
thren with reference to the form of God or
to the form of a servant ? And has our flesh
kinship with Him in regard to the fulness
of the Godhead dwelling in Him, that we
should be reckoned His brothers in lespect
of His divinity? No, for the Spirit of pro-
phecy recognises clearly in what respect we

are the brethren of the Oiily-begotten God.
It is as a worm and no man'^ that He says,/ will declare Thy name unto My brethren 3.
As a worm, which is born without the ordi-
nary process of conception, or else comes up
into the world, already living, from the depths
of the earth. He speaks here in manifestation
of the fact that Fie had assumed flesh and also
brought it up, living, from Hades. Throughout
the Psalm He is foretelling by the Spirit of
prophecy the mysteries of His Passion : it is
therefore in respect of the Dispensation, in
which He suffered, that He has brethren.
The Apostle also recognises the mystery of
this brotherhood, for he calls Him not only
the firstborn from the dead ♦, but also the first-
born among many brethren s. Christ is the
Firstborn among many brethren in the same
sense in which He is Firstborn from the dead :
and as the mystery of death concerns His
body, so the mystery of brotherhood also
refers to His flesh. Thus God has brethren
according to His flesh, for the Word became
flesh and dwelt amongst us * : but the Only-
begotten Son, unique as the Only-begotten,
has no brethren.
16. By assuming flesh, however. He acquired
our nature in our totality, and became all that
we are, but did not lose that which He was
before. Both before by His heavenly origin,
and now by His earthly constitution, God is
His Father. By His earthly constitution God
is His Father, since all things are from God
the Father, and God is Father to all thing.s,
since from Him and in Him are all things.
But to the Only-begotten God, God is Father,
not only because the Word became flesh .; His
Fatherhood extends also to Him Who wa.s,
as God the Word, with God in the beginning.
'I'hua, when the Word became flesh, God was
His Father both by the birth of God the
Word, and by the constitudon of His flesh :
for God is the Father of all flesh, though not
in the same way that He is Father to God
the Woid. Bui God the Word, though He
did not cease to be God, really did become
■flesh : .and while He thus dwelt He was still

truly the Word, just as when the Word became
tiebh He was siill truly God as wel^ as man.
For to 'dwell' can only be said of one who
abides in something : and to

' become flesh '

of one who is born. He dwelt among us ;
that is

,

He assumed our flesh. The Word
became flesh and dwelt among us; that is

,

He
was God in the reality of our body. If Christ
Jesus, the man according to the flesh, robbed

God the Word of the divine nature, or was

= Ps. ;

4 Col. i. i3 5 Rom. viii. 29.

3 lb. 37.

<
'

St. Jolini. 14.
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not accorfling to tlie mystery of godliness also
God the Word, then it reduces His nature
to our level that God is His Father, and our
Father, His God and our God. But if God
the Word, when He became the man Christ
Jesus, did not cease to be God the Word,
then God is at the same time His Father and
ours, His God and ours, only in respect of
that nature, by which the Word is our brother,
and the message to His brethren, / ascend
unto My Father and your Father, and My God
and your God, is not that of the Only-begotten
God the Word, but of the Word made flesh.

17. The Apostle here speaks in carefully
guarded words, which by their definiteness
can give no occasion to the ungodly. We have
seen that the Evangelist makes the Lord use
the word ' Brethren ' in the preface to the

message, thus signifying that the whole mes-

sage, being addressed to His brethren, refers
to His fellowship in that nature which makes
Him their brother. Thus he makes manifest
that the mystery of godliness, which is here
proclaimed, is no degradation of His divinity.
'I'he community with Him, by which God is
our Father and His, our God and His, exists
in regard to the Disjjcnsation of the flesh : we
are counted His bretliren, because He was
born into the body. No one disputes that
God the Father is also the God of our Lord

Jesus Christ, but this reverent confession offers
no occasion for irreverence. God is His God,
but not as possessing a different order of
divinity from His. He was begotten God
of the Father, and born a servant by the Dis-
pensation : and so God is His Father because
He is God of God, and God is His God, be-
cause He is flesh of the Virgin. All this the
Apostle confirms in one short and decisive

sentence. Making nie?ition ofyou in my praj ers
that the God of our Lord Jesus Chiist, the Fa-
ther of gio-y, may give uttto you a spirit of wis-
dom and 7-evelation 7. When he sjjeaks of Him
as Jesus Christ, he mentions His God : when
his theme is the glory of Christ, he calls God
His Father. To Christ, as having g'ory, God
is Father : to Christ, as being Jesus, God is
God. For the angel, when speaking of Christ
the Lord^ Who should be born of Mary, calls
Him by the name 'Jesus^:' but to the pro-
phets Christ the Lord is ' Spirit 9.' The
Apostle's words in this passage seem to many,
on account of the Latin, somewhat obscure,
for Latin has no articles, wliich the beautiful
and logical usage of Greek emi)loys. The
Greek runs, 6 Seu? toO Kvplov tj^wv^ItjooO X^jtwroO,
u narfip TJjs 6ii^i;f, which we might translate into

? Eph. i. 16,17. f St. Matt. i. 21; St. Luke i. 31.' i.e. diviner

Latin, if the usage of the article were per-
mitted, ' Ille Deus illius Domini nostri Jesu
Christi, ille pater illius claritatis

'
(The God

of the Lord [of us] Jesus Christ, the Father of
the glory). In this form ' 7'he God of the
Jesus Christ,' and 'the Father of //;.? glory,' the
sentence expresses, so far as we can compre-
hend them, certain truths of His nature.
Where the glory of Christ is concerned, God
is His Father ; where Christ is Jesus, there
the Father is His God. In the Dispensnion
by which He is a servant, He has as God
Him Whom, in the glory by which He is God,
He has as Father.
18. Time and the lapse of ages make no
difference to a Spirit '. Christ is one and
the same Christ, whether in the body, or

abiding by the Spirit in the prophets. S|)eak-
ing through the mouth of the holy Patriarch
David, He says. Thy God, O God, hath
anointed Thee with the oil of gladness above
Thy fellows ^, which refers to no less a mys-
tery than the Dispensation of His assumption
of flesh. He, Who now sends the message to
His brethren that their Father is His Father,
and their God His God, announced Himself
then as anointed by His God above His
fellows. No one is fellow to the Only-begotten
Christ, God the Word : but we know that we
are His fellows by the assumption which made
Him flesh. That anointing did not exalt the
blessed and incorruptible Begotten Who
abides in the nature of God, but it established
the mystery of His body, and sanctified the
manhood which He assumed. To this the
Apostle Peter witnesses. Of a truth in this
city 7vere they gathered together against T/.y

holy Son Jesus, M 'horn Thou didst anoint 3 ;
and on another occasion, Ye know that the

saying was published through all Judcea, begin-
ning from Galilee, after the baptism which fohn
preached : ev.en Jesus of Nazai-eth, how that Gcd
anointed Him with the Holy Ghost, and rvith
powers. Jesus was anointed, therefore, that
the mystery of the regeneration of flesh might
be accomplished. Nor are we left in doubt
how He was thus anointed with the Spirit
of God and with power, when we listen to the
Father's voice, as it spoke when He came up
out of the Jordan, Thou art My Son, this day
have I begotten Thee 5. Thus is testified the
sanctification of His flesh, and in this testi-
mony we must recognise His anointing with
the ]jower of the Spirit.

I By 'Spirit' Hilary meansGod consideredas a spiritual
(as oiipoied to a material) iieing : cf. in the previjus chapLi.r," tu tiie prophetsChrist the Lord is ' Spirit.'"
^Ps. xlv. 7. 3 Acts iv. 27. 4 lb. X. 37,38.
S Ps, ii. 7. The last wordsoccur neitherin St. Matt. (iii. 17),
nor St, Mark (i

,

11),nor St, Luke (iii. 22) : but there is evidence
of the existenceof such a reading. See Tischendorf, Nov. 'lest.
GfCEc,un St. Matt. iii. 17,and St. Luke iii. 22.
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19. But the Word was God, and with Gocl
in the beginning, and therefore the anointing
could neither be related nor e.xpl.iined, if it
referred to that nature, of which we are told

nothing, except that it was in the beginning
And in fact He Who was God had no need to
anoint Himself with the Spirit and power
of God, when He was Himself the Spirit and
power of God. So He, being God, was
anointed by His God above His fellows . And,
although there were many Christs (i.e. anointed

persons) according to the Law before the Dis-
pensation of the flesh, yet Christ, Who was
anointed above His fellows, came after them,
for He was preferred above His anointed
fellows. Accordingly, the words of the pro-
phecy bring out the fact that the anointing
took place in time, and comparatively late in
time. Thou hast loved righteousness and
hated iniquity : therefore Thy God, O God,
hath anointed Thee with the oil of glad-
ness above Thy fellows. Now, a fact which
follows later upon other facts, cannot be
dated before them. That a reward be de-
served postulates as a prior condition the ex-
istence of one who can deserve it

,

for merit
earned implies that there has been one

capable of acquiring it. If
,

therefore, we
attribute the birth of the Only-begotten God
to this anointing, which is His reward for
loving righteousness and hating iniquity, we
shall be regarding Him not as born, but as
promoted b

y unction, to be the Only-begotten
God. But then we iinply that He advanced
with gradual progress and promotion to perfect
(liviniiy, and that He was not born God, but
afterwards for His merit anointed God. Thus
we shall make Christ as God Himself con-
ditioned, whereas He is the final cause of all
conditions ; and what becomes then of the
Apostle's words, All things are thiough Him
and in Him, and He is before all, and in Him
all things consist^? The Lord Jesus Christ
was not deified because of anything, or by
means of anything, but was born God : God

b
y origin, not promoted to divinity for any

cause after His birth, but as the Son ; and one

in kind with God because begotten of Him.
His anointing then, though it is the result
of a cause, did not enhance that in Him,
which could not be made more perfect. It
concerned that part of Him which was to be
made perfect through the perfection of the
Mystery : that is

,

our manhood was sanctified

in Christ by unction. If then the prophet
here also teaches us the dispensation of the
servant, for which Christ is anointed by His
God above His fellows, and that because

^ Col. i. i6, 17.

He loved riirhteoiisness and hated iniquity,
then surely the words of the prophet must refer
to that nature in Christ, by which He has
fellows through His assumption of flesh. Can
we doubt this when we note how carefully
the Spirit of prophecy chooses His words ?

God is anointed by His God; that is
,

in His
own nature He is God, but in the dispensation
of the anointing God is His God. God is

anointed : but tell me, is that Word anointed.
Who was God in the beginning? Mani-
festly not, for the anointing comes after His
divine .birth. It was then not the begotten
Word, God with God in the beginning, Who
was anointed, but that nature in God whid-
came to Him through the dispensation latt-r
than His divinity ^ : and when His God
anointed Him, He anointed in Him the whole
nature of the servant, which He assumed in
the mystery of His flesh.
20. Let no one then defile with his godless*
interpretations the mystery of great god-
liness which was manifested in tlie flesh, or

reckon himself equal to the Only-begotten in

respect of His divine substance. Let Him
be our brother and our fellow, inasmuch as

the VVord made flesh dwelt among us, inas-

much as the man Jesus Christ is Mediator
between God and man. Let Him, after the
manner of servants, have a common Father
and a common God with us, and as anointed
above His fellows, let Him be of the same
nature as His anointed fellows, though His
be an unction of special privilege. In the
mystery of the Mediatorship let Him be at
once very man and very God, Himself God
of God, but having a common Father and

God with us in that community by which

He is our brother.
21. But perhaps that subjection, that de-

livering of the kingdom, and Instly that end
betoken the dissolution of His nature, or the
loss of His power, or the enfeebling of His

divinity. Many argue thus : Christ is included
in the common subjection of all to God, and

by the condition of subjection loses His

divinity : He surrenders His Kingdom, there-
fore He is no longer King : the end which
overtakes Him entails as its consequence the
loss of His power.
22. It will not be out of place here if we
review the full meaning of the Apostle's teach-

ing upon this subject. Let us take, then, each

single sentence and expound it
,

that we may

grasp the entire Mystery by comprehending it

in its fulness. The words of the Apostle are,

For since b
y man came death, b
y man came

7 Reading * quam

' insteadof quS.

VI )L. IX.
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also the resurrection of the dead. For as in
Adam all die, so also in Christ are all made
alive. But each in his ow7t order ; Christ the
firstfruits, then they that are ChrisVs at His
coming. Then coineth the end, when He shall
have delivered the Kingdom to God, even the

Father, when He shall have emptied all autho-
rity and all power. For He must reign until
He put all enemies under His feet. The last
enemy that shall be conquered is death. But when
He saith. All things are put in subjection, He
is excepted Who did subject all things unto Him.
But when all things have been subjected to Him,
then shall He also Himself be subjected to Him,
that did subject all things unto Him, that God
may be all in all ^.
23. The Apostle who was chosen not of
men nor through man, but through Jesus
Christ, to be the teacher of the Gentiles?,
expounds in language as express as he can
command the secrets of the heavenly Dis-
pensations. He who had been caught up into
the third heaven and had heard unspeakable
words', reveals to the perception of human
understanding as much as human nature can
receive. But he does not forget that there
are things which cannot be understood in the
moment of hearing. The infirmity of man
needs time to review before the true and per-
fect tribunal of the mind, that which is poured
indiscriminately into the ears. Comprehension
follows the spoken words more slowly than
hearing, for it is the ear which hears, but the
reason which understands, though it is God
Who reveals the inner meaning to those
who seek it

. We learn this from the words
written among many other exhortations to
Timothy, the disciple instructed from a babe
in the Holy Scriptures by the glorious faith of
his grandmother and mother ^r Understand
what I say, for the Lord shall give thee under-
standing in all things 3. The exhortation to
understand is prompted by the difficulty of
understanding. But God's gift of understand-
ing is the reward of faith, for through faith
the infirmity of sense is recompensed with the
gift of revelation. Timothy, that 'man of
God ' as the Apostle witnesses of him 4, Paul's
true child in the faith s, is exhorted to under-
stand because the Lord will give him under-
standing in all things : let us, therefore, know-
ing that the Lord will grant us understanding
in all things, remember that the Apostle ex-
horts us also to understand.

24. And if
,

by an error incident to human
nature, we be clinging to some preconception

8 I Cor. XV.21—28. 9 Cf. Gal. i. i.

I Cf. 2 Cor. xii. 2, 4. 2 Cl'. 2 Tim. i. s ; iii. is.

3 2 'I'ini. ii. 7
. 4 I Tim. v.. ii 3 lb. i. 2.

of our own, let us not reject the advance in

knowledge through the gift of revelation. If we
have hitherto- used only our own judgment,
let that not make us ashamed to change its
decisions for the better. Guiding this advance
wisely and carefully, the same blessed Apostle
writes to the Philippians, Let us therefore as
many as be perfect, be thus minded : and if in
anything ye are otherivise minded, this also
shall God reveal unto you. Only, wherein we
have hastened, in that same let us walk *-

Reason cannot anticipate v/ith preconceptions
the revelation of God. For the Apostle has
here shewn us wherein consists the wisdom
of those who have the perfect wisdom, and for
those who are otherwise minded, he awaits the
revelation of God, that they may obtain the
perfect wisdom. If any. then, have otherwise
conceived this profound dispensation of the
hidden knowledge, and if that which we offer
them is in any respect more right or better
approved, let them not be ashamed to receive
the perfect wisdom, as the Apostle advises,
through the revelation of God, and if they hate
to abide in untruth let them not love igno-
rance more. If to them, who had another
wisdom, God has revealed this also, the
Apostle exhorts them to hasten on the road
in which they have started, to cast aside the
notions of their former ignorance, and obtain
the revelation of perfect understanding by the
path into which they liave eagerly entered.
Let us, therefore, keep on in the path along
which we have hastened : or, if the error of our
wandering steps has delayed our eager haste,
let us, notwithstanding, start again through
the revelation of God towards the goal of our
desire, and not turn our feet from the path.
We have hastened towards Christ Jesus the
Lord of Glory, the King of the eternal ages, in
Whom are restored all things in Heaven and in
earth, by Whom all things consist, in Whom and
with Whom we shall abide for ever. So long
as we walk in this path we have the perfect
wisdom : and if we have another wisdom, God
will reveal to us what is the perfect wisdom.
Let us, then, examine in the light of the
Apostle's faith the mystery of the words before
us : and let our treatment be, as it always has

been, a refutation from the actual truth of the
Apostle's confession of every interpretation,
which they would profanely foist upon his

words.

25. Three assertions are here disputed,
which, in the order in which the Apostle
makes them, are first the end, then the de-

livering, and lastly the subjection. The object

is to prove that Christ ceases to exist at the

6 Phil. iii. IS, 16.
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end, that He loses His kingdom, when He
delivers it up, thnt He strips Himself of the
divine nature, when He is subjected to God.
26. At the outset take note that this is not
the order of the Apostle's teaching, for in
that order the surrender of the Kingdom is
first, then the subjection, and lastly the end.
But every cause is itself the result of its par-
ticular cause, so that, in every chain of causa-
tion, each cause, itself producing a result,
has inevitably its underlying antecedent.
Thus the end will come, but when He has
delivered the Kingdom to God. He will de-
hver the Kingdom, but when He has abolished
all authority and power. He will abolish all
authority and power, because He must feign.
He will reign until He has put all enemies
under His feet. He will put all enemies
under His feet, because God has subjected
everything under His feet. God has so sub-
jected them as to make death the last enemy
to be conquered by Him. Then, when all
things are subjected unto God. except Him
Who subjected all things unto Him, He too
will be subjected unto Him, Who subjects all
to Himself. But the cause of the subjection
is none other than that God may be all in all ;
and therefore the end is that God is all in all.

27. Before going any further we must now

enquire whether the end is a dissolution, or

the delivering a forfeiture, or the subjection
an enfeebling of Christ. And if we find that
these^are contraries, which cannot be connected
as causes and effects, we shall be able to

understand the words in the true sense in
which they were spoken.
28. Christ is the end of the law ' / but, tell
me, is He come to destroy it or to fulfil it?
And if Christ, the end of the law, does not de-
stroy it

, but fulfils it (as He says, I am come not
to destroy the law but tofulfil it ^

), is not the end
of the law, so far from being its dissolution,
the very opposite, namely its final perfection ?

All things are advancing towards an end, but
that end is a condition of rest in the perfection,
which is the goal of their advance, and not
their abolition. Further, all things exist for
the sake of the end, but the end itself is not
the means to anything beyond : it is an ulti-

mate, all-embracing whole, which rests in itself
And because it is self-contained, and works
for no other time or object than itself, the
goal is always that to which our hopes are di-
rected. Therefore the Lord exhorts us to wait
with patient and reverent faith until the end
comes : Blessed is He that enaureth to the end^.

It is not a blessed dissolution, which awaits us,

7 Rom. X. 4. 8 St. Matt. v. 17.

9 St. JVlatt.X. 22 ; cf. St. Mark xiii 13.

nor is non-existence the fruit, and anriihilatiori
the appointed reward of faith : but the end is

the final attainment of the promised blessedness,
and they are blessed who endure until the
goal of perfect ha] piness is reached, when
the expectation of faithful hope has no object
beyond. Their end is to abide with unbroken
rest in that condition, towards which they are
pressing. Similarly, as a deterrent, the Apostle
warns us of the end of the wicked, Whose end

is perdition, but our expectation is in
heaven ^ Suppose then we interpret the end
as a dissolution, we are forced to acknowledge
that, since there is an end for the blessed and
for the wicked, the issue levels the godly 'with
the ungodly, for the appointed end of both is a

common annihilation. What of our expectation
in heaven, if for us as well as for the wicked
the end is a cessation of being? But even if

there remains for the saints an expectation,
whereas for the wicked there waits the end

they have deserved, we cannot conceive that
end as a final dissolution. What punishment
would it be for the wicked to be beyond the

feeling of avenging torments, because the capa-
bility of suffering has been removed by dis-
solution ? The end is

,

therefore, a culminating
and irrevocable condition which awaits us,
reserved for the blessed and prepared for the

wicked.

29. We can therefore no longer doubt that

by the end is meant an ultimate and final

condition and not a dissolution. We shall

have something more to say upon this subject,
when we come to the explanation of this pas-
sage, but for the present this is enough to

make our meaning clear. Let us, therefore,
turn now to the delivering of the Kingdom,
and see whether it means a surrender of rule,
whether the Son by delivering ceases to possess
that which He delivers to the Father. If
this is what the wicked contend in their un-
reasoning infatuation, they must allow that

the Father, by delivering, lost all, when He
delivered all to the Son, if delivery imphes
the surrender of that which is delivered. For
the Lord said, All things have bee^ndelivered
unto Me o

fMy Father ^ and again. Allauthority
hath been given unto Me in heaven and earth '.

If
,

therefore, to deliver is to yield possession,

the Father no longer possessed that which He

delivered. But if the Father did not cease to

possess that which He delivered, neither does
the Son surrender that which He delivers.
Therefore, if He did not lose by the delivering
that which He delivered, we must recognise
that only the Dispensation explains how the

J Phil. iii. ig, 20. The Greek paraphrased

' expectaticin,' i^

TToXiTeuna,' citizenship

'

(R. V.), or

' commonwealth' (.marg.} .

2 St. Luke X. 22. 3 St. Matt, xxviii. iS.
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Fatlier still possesses what He delivered, and
tlie Son does not forfeit what He gave.

30. As to the subjection, there are other
facts which come to the help of our faith, and

prevent us from putting an indignity on Christ
upon this score, but above all this passage
contains its own defence. First, however, I
appeal to common reason : is the subjection

still to be understood as the subordination of
servitude to lordship, weakness to power, mean-

ness to honour, qualities the opposite of one
another? Is the Son in this manner subjected
to the Father by the distinction of a ditferent

nature? If, indeed, we would tliink so, we shall
find in the Apostle's words a preventive for

such errors of the imagination. When all
things are subjected to Him, says He, then
must He be subjected to Him, Who subjects
all things to Himself; and by this 'then' he
means to denote the temporal Dispensation.
For if we put any other construction on the
subjection, Christ, tliough then to be subjected,
is not subjected now, and thus we make Him
an insolent and impious rebel, whom the ne-

cessity of time, breaking as it were and sub-
duing His profane and overweening pride, will
reduce to a tardy obedience. But what does
He Himself say ? / am not come to do Mine
own will, but the will of Him that setit Me "•:
and again, Therefore hath the Father loned Me
because I do all things that are pleasing unto
Him 5 .• and. Father, Thy ivill be done ''. Or
hear the Apostle, He humbled Himself, becom-
ing obedient even unto death t. Although He
humbled Himself, His nature knew no humi-
liation ; though He was obedient, it was a

voluntary obedience, for He became obedient
by humbling Himself. The Only-begotten
God humbled Himself, and obeyed His Father
even to the death of the Cross ; but as what,
as man or as God, is He to be subjected to
the Father, when all things have been subjected
to Him? Of a truth this subjection is no
sign of a fresh obedience, but the Dispensa-
tion of the Mystery, for the allegiance is eternal,
tlie subjection an event within time. The
subjection is then in its signification simply
a demonstration of the Mystery.
31. What that i

s must be understood in
view of this same hope of our faith. We can-
not be ignorant that the Lord Jesus Christ rose
again from the dead, and sits at the right hand
of God, for we have also the witness of the
Apostle, According to the working of the strength
of His might, which He wi-onght in Christ,
when He raised Him from the dead, and 7nade

4 St. John vi. 38.

6 L'f. St. Matt. X

5 Cf. ib. Ai'ii. 29.
3t),42; St. Mark xiv. 36; St. Luke39, 42; ^t.
Phil, ii. 8

.

Him to sit at His right hand in the heavenly
places above all rule and authority and foiver
and dominion, imd every name that is named

not only in this world but also in that which

is to come, and put all things in subfection
under His feet^^ The language of the Apostle,
as befits the power of God, speaks of the future
as already past : for that which is to be wrought

by the completion of time already exists in

Christ, in Whom is all fulness, and 'future'
refers only to the temporal order of the Dis-
pensation, not to a new development. Thus,

God has put all things under His feet, though
they are still to be subjected. Ey their sub-
jection, conceived as ah-eady past, is expressed
the immutable power of Christ: by their sub-
jection, as future, is signified their consumma-
tion at the end of the ages as the result of
the fulness of time.

32. The meaning of the abolishing of every
power which is against Him is not 'i ciu-e.

The prince of the air, the power of spiritual
wickedness, shall be delivered to eternal de-
struction, as Christ says. Depart from Me, ye
cursed, into the eternal fi7-e which A'ly Father
hath prepared for the devil and his angels'^.
The abolishing is not the same as the subject-
ing. To abolish the power of the enemy is to
sweep away for ever his prerogative of power,
so that by the abolition of his power is brouglit
to an end the rule of his kingdom. Of this
the Tord testifies when He says. My kingdom-

is not of this world'^ : as He had once before
testified that the ruler of that kingdom is the

prince of the world, whose power shall be
destroyed by the abolition of the rule of His
kingdom ^ A subjection, on the other hand,
which implies obedience and allegiance, is a
proof of submission and mutabilit)'.
33. So when their authority is abolished,
His enemies shall be subjected : and so sub-
jected, that He shall subject tliem to Himself.
Moreover He shall so subject them to Himself,
that God shall subject them to Him. Was
the Apostle ignorant, think you, of the force
of these words in the Gospel, No one cometh
to Me, except the Father draw Him to Me^
which stand side by side with those other words.
No one cojneth unto the Father but b

y Ale*:
just as in tliis Epistle Christ subjects His
enemies to Himself, yet God subjects them
to Him, and He witnesses throughout this,
his work of subjection, that God is working
in Him? Except through Him there is no
approach to the Father, but there is also

no approach to Him, unless the Father draw

8 Eph. i. i9b---22a. 9 St. Matt. xxv. 41.* St. John xviii. 36.

2 lb. xvi. II. " The princeof this world hath beenjudged."

3 lb. vi. .( J 4 lb. xiv. 6.
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lis. Understanding Him to be the Son of
God, we recognise in Him the true nature
of the Father. Hence, when we learn to
know the Son, God the Father calls us : when
we beheve the Son, God the Father receives
lis ; for our recognition and knowledge of the
Father is in the Son, Who shews us in Him-
self God the Father, Who draws us, if we be
devout, by His fatherly love into a mutual
bond with His Son. So then the Father
draws us, when, as the first condition, He
is acknowledged Father : but no one comes
to the Father except through the Son, be-
cause we cannot know the Father, unless
faith in the Son is active in us, since we
cannot approach the Father in worship' un-
less we first adore the Son, while if we know
the Son, the Father draws us to eternal life and
receives us. But each result is the work of the
Son, for by the preaching of the Father, Whom
the Son preaches, the Father brings us to the
Son, and the Son leads us to the Father. The
statement of this Mystery was necessary for the
more perfect understanding of the present
passage, to shew that through the Son the
Father draws us and receives us; that we
might understand the two aspects, the Son
subjecting all to Himself, and the Father sub-
jecting all to Him. Through the birth the
nature of God is abiding in the Son, antl does
that which He Himself does. What He does
God does, but what God does in Him, He
Hirase^lf does : in the sense that where He
acts Himself we must believe the Son of God
acts ; and where God acts, we must perceive
the properties of the Father's nature existing
in Him as the Son.
34. When authorities and powers are abol-
ishe<l, His enemies shall be subjected under
His feet. The same Apostle tells who are
these enemies, As touching the Gospel they are
enemies for your sakes, iiut as touching the
election they are beloved for the fathers' sake^.
We remember that they are enemies of the cross
of Christ ; let us remember also that, because
they are beloved for the fathers' sake, they are
reserved for the subjection, as the Apostle says,I would 7iot, brethren, have you ignorant of this
mystery, lest ye be wise in your own conceits,
that a hardening in pait hath befallen Israel,
until the fulness of the Gentiles be come in, and
so all Israel shall be saved, even as it is written.
There shall come out of Sion a Deliverer, and
shall turn away ungodliness from Jacob : and
this is the covenant jrom Me to them, when I
have taken aivay their sins^. So His enemies
shall be subjected under His feet.
35. But we must not forget what follows the

5 Rom. y\. 23. 6 lb. 25—27.

subjection, namely. Last of all is death conquerei\
by Himi. This victory over death is nothing
else than the resurrection from the dead : for
when the corruption of death is stayed, the
quickened and now heavenly nature is made
eternal, as it is written, For this corruptible
must put on incorncption, and this mortal must
put on immoiialily. But when this mortal
shall have put on immortality, then shall come
to pass the saying that is tvritten, Death is
swallowed up in strife. O death, where is thy
sting 1 O death, where is thy strife

^? In the
subjection of His enemies death is conquered;
and, death conquered, life immortal follows.
The Apostle tells us also of the special re-
ward attained by this subjection which is made
perfect by the subjection of belief: Who shall
fashion anew the body of our humiliation, that
it may be conformed to the body of His glory,
according to the works of His power, whereby
He is able to subject all things to Himself).
There is then another subjection, which con-
sists in a transition front one nature to an-
other, for our nature ceases, so far as its
present character is concerned, and is sub-
jected to Him, into Whose form it passes.
But by ' ceasing ' is implied not an end of
being, but a promotion into something higher.
'I'hus our nature by being merged into the
image of the other nature which it receives,
becomes subjected through the imposition of
a new form.

36. Hence the Apostle, to make his explan-
ation of this Mystery complete, after saying that
death is the last enemy to be conquered, adds :
But when He saith. All thitigs are put in sub-
jection except Him, Who did subject all things
to Him, then must He be subjected to Him, that
did subject all things to Him, that God may
be all in all'. The first step of the Mystery
is that all things are subjected to Him :
then He is subjected to Him, Who sub-
jects all things to Himself. As we are sub-
jected to the glory of the rule of His body,
so He also, reigning in the glory of His body,
is by the same Mystery in turn subjected to
Him, Who subjects all things to Himself.
.'Vnd we are subjected to the glory of His body,
that we may share that splendour with which
He reigns in the body, since we shall be con-
formed to His body.
37. Nor are the Gospels silent concerning
the glory of His present reigning body. It is
written that the Lord said, Verily, I say unto
you, there be some of them that stand here, which

1 Cf. I Cor. XV. 26.
8 lb. 53—55. The reading 'strife' insteadof 'victory' arose
from the confusionof petKost==strife) and i/lkos \= victory) ia
the original Greek.
9 Phil. iii. 21. I I Cor. xv. 27,28.
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shall not taste of death till they see the Son of
Man coming in His Kingdom. And it came to
pass, after six days Jesus taketh with Him
Peter and James and John His brother, and
bringeth them up into a high mountain apart.

And Jesus was transfigured before them, and
His face did shine as the sun, and His garments
became as snow '■ Thus was shewn to the

Apostles the glory of the body of Christ com-

ing into His Kingdom : for in the fashion of
His glorious Transfiguration, the Lord stood
revealed in the splendour of His reigning bod}.
38. He promised also to the Apostles the

participation in this His glory. So shall it be
in the end of the world. The Son of Man shall
send forth His angels, and they shall gather
togethir out of His Kingdom all things that
cause stumbling, and them that do iniquity, and
He shall send them into the furnace of fire :
there shall be the weeping and gnashing of teeth.
Then shall the righteous shine forth as the sun
in the Kingdom of their Father. He that hath
ears to hear, let him hear 3. Were their natural
and bodily ears closed to the hearing of the
words, that the Lord should need to admonish
them to hear? Yet the Lord, hinting at the
knowledge of the Mystery, commands them to
listen to the doctrine of the faith. Li the end
of the world all things that cause stumbling
shall be removed from His Ivingdom. We
see the Lord then reigning in the splendour
of His body, until the things that cause stum-
bling are removed. And we see ourselves, in
consequence, conformed to the glory of His
body in the Kingdom of the Father, shining
as with the splendour of the sun, the sjjlendour
in which He shewed the fashion of His King-
dom to the Apostles, when He was transfigured
on the mountain.

39. He shall deliver the Kingdom to God
the Father, not in the sense that He resigns
His power by the delivering, but that we, being
conformed to the glory of His body, shall form
the Kingdom of God. It is not said, He shall
deliver up His Kingdom, but, He shall deliver
up the Kingdom'', that is

,

deliver up to God
us who have been made the Kingdom by the
glorifying of His body. He shall deliver us
into the Kingdom, as it is said in the Go.spel,
Come, ye blessed o

f My Father, inherit the
Kingdom prepared for you from the foundation
of the worlds. 'Ihe just shall .shine like the
sun in the Kingdom of their Father, and the
Son shall deliver to the Father, as His King-
dom, those whom He has called into His
Kingdom, to whom also He has promised the
blessedness of this Mystery, Blessed are the

pure in heart, for thfy shall see God^. While
He reigns, He shall remove all things thrt
cause stumbling, and then the just shall shine as

the sun in the Kingdom of the Father. After-
wards He shall deliver the Kingdom to the
Father, and those whom He has handed to the
Father, as the Kingdom, shall see God. He
Himself witnesses to the Apostles what manner
of Kingdom this is : The Kingdom of God is

within you t. Thus it is as King that He shall
deliver up the Kingdom, and if any ask Who it

is that delivers up the Kingdom, let him hear,
Christ is risen from ihe dead, the firstfi-uits 0}

them that sleep ; since b
y man came death, b
y

man came also the resurrection o
f the dead^.

All that is said on the point before us concerns
the Mystery of the body, since Christ is the

firstfruits of the dead. Let us gather also from
the words of the Apostle by what Mystery
Christ rose from the dead : Remember that

Christ hath risen from the dead, of the seed o
p

Davids. Here he teaches that the death and
resurrection are due only to the Dispensation

by which Christ was flesh.

40. Li His body, the same body though
now made glorious, He reigns until the au-
thorities are abolished, death conquered, and

His enemies subdued. This distinction is

carefully preserved by the Apostle : the au-

thorities and powers are abolished, the enemies

are subjected "-
.

Then, when they are subjected,
He, that is the Lord, shall be subjected to
Him that subjecteth all things to Himself,
that God may be all in all ^ the nature of the
Father's divinity imposing itself upon the na-
ture of our body which was assumed. It is

thus that God shall be all in all : according
to the Dispensation He becomes by His God-
head and His manhood the Mediator between
men and God, and so by the Dispensation

He acquires the nature of flesh, and b
y the

subjection shall obtain the nature of God in

all things, so as to be God not in part, but

wholly and entirely. The end of the subjection

is then simply tiiat God may be all in all,

that no trace of the nature of His earthly

body may remain in Him. Although before
this time the two were combined witnin Him,

He must now become God only; not, however,

by casting off the body, but by translating i
t

through subjection ; not by losing it through
dissolution, but by transfiguring it in glory :

adding humanity to His divinity, not divesting
Himself of divinity by His humanity. And
He is subjected, not that He may cease to be,

but that Gud may be all in all, having, in the

mystery of the subjection, to continue to be

' St. Matt, xvi. 28—xvii. v. 3 lb. xiii. 40—43.

4 I Cor. XV.24. 5 St. Matt. xxv. 34.

6 St. Matt. V. 8.

9 2 'L'im.ii. 3.

7 St. Luke xvii. 21.

^ I Cor. XV.24,25.

' X Cor. XV.20,21.

= lb. 28.
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that which He no longer is 3, not having by
dissohition to be robbed of Himself, that is

,

to be deprived of His being.
41. We have a sufficient and sacred guarantee
for this belief in the authority of the Apostle.
Through the Dispensation, and within time,
the Lord Jesus Christ, the firstfruits of them
that sleep, is to be subjected, that God may
be all in all, and this subjection is not the
debasement of His divinity, but the promotion
of His assumed nature, for He Who is God and
Man is now altogether God. But some may
think that, when we say He was both glorified
in the body whilst reigning in the body, and

is hereafter to be subjected that God may be
all in all, our belief finds no support for itself
in the Gospels nor yet in the Epistles. We
will, therefore, produce testimony of our faith,
not only from the words of the Apostle, but
also from our Lord's mouth. We will shew
that Christ said first with His own lips what
He afterwards said by the mouth of Paul.
42. Does He not reveal to His Apostles
the Dispensation of this glory by the express
signification of the words. Now is the Son o

f

Man glorified, and God is glorified in Him..
If God hath been glorified in Him, God hath
glorified Him in Himself, and straightway hath
He glorified Him *. In the words, JSfoiv is the
Son o

f Man honoured, and God is honoured i?i
Him, we have first the glory of the Son of
Man, then the glory of God in the Son of
Man. So there is first signified the glory of
the body, which it borrows from its association
with the divine nature : and then follows the
promotion to a fuller glory derived from an
addition to the glory of the body. If God
hath been honoured in Him, God hath honoured
Him in Himself, and straightivay hath God
honoured Him. God has glorified Him in
Himself, because He has already been glori-
fied in Him. God was glorified in Him : this
refers to the glory of the body, for by this
glory is expressed in a human body the glory
of God, in the glory of the Son of Man is seen
the divine glory. God was glorified in Him,
and therefore hath God glorified Him in Him-
self: that is

,

by His promotion to the God-
head, whose glory was increased in Him, God
has glorified Him in Himself. Already Ljefore
this He was reigning in the glory which springs
from the divine glory : from henceforth, how-
ever, He is Himself to pass into the divine
glory. God hath glorified Him in Himself :

3 The humanity is eternal,althoughHe is no longerman.

4 St. John xiii. 31,32. There is another reading in the text
of Hilary, glortJicaOitt " shall glorify Him in Himself," and
though it is not well supportedby MS. authority, and in ix. 40
all the MSS. agree in the perfect honorificavit, the future is
favouredby the last two sentencesof this chapter. The variation
betweenhonouredand glorijied shews the confusion of texts
vhich precededtheVulgate andcaused it to bewelcomed.

that is
,

in that nature by which God is what
He is. That God may be all in all : that His
whole being, leaving behind the Dispensation
by which He is man, may be eternally trans-
formed into divinity. Nor is the time of this
hidden from us : And God hath glorified Him
in Himself, and straightivay Jiath He glorified
Him. At the moment when Judas arose to
betray Him, He signified as present the glory
which He would obtain after His Passion
through the Resurrection, but assigned to the
future the glory with which God would glorify
Him with Himself. The glory of God is seen
in Him in the power of the Resurrection, but
He Himself, out of the Dispensation of sub-
jection, will be taken eternally into the glory
of God, that is

,

into God, the all in all.

43. But what absurd folly is it of the
heretics to regard as unattainable for God
that goal to which man hopes to attain, to
imply that He is powerless to effect in Himself
that which He is mighty to effect in us. It is

not the language of reason or common sense
to say that God is bound by some necessity of
His nature to consult our happiness, but can-
not bestow the like blessings upon Himself.
God does not, indeed, need any further bles-
sedness, for His nature and power stand fast
in their eternal perfection. But although in
the Dispensation, that mystery of great god-
liness. He Who is God became man, He is

not powerless to make Himself again entirely
God, for without doubt He will transform us
also into that which as yet we are not. The final
sequel of man's life and death is the resur-
rection : the assured reward of our warfare is

immortality and incorruption, not the cease-
less persistence of everlasting punishment, but
the unbroken enjoyment and happiness of
eternal glory. These bodies of earthly origin
shall be exalted to the fashion of a higher
nature, and conformed to the glory of the
Lord's body. But what then of God found in
the form of a servant .' Though already, while
still in the form of a servant, glorified in the
body, shall He not be also conformed to God?
Shall He bestow upon us tlie form of His
glorified body, and yet be able to do for His own
body nothing more than He does for Hunself
in common with us ? For the most part tne
heretics interpret the words, Theti shall He be
subjected to Him that did subject all things to
Hunself, that God may be all in all, as if they
meant that the Son is to be subjected to God
the Father, in order that by the subjection of
the Son, God the Father may be all in all.
But is there still lacking in God some per-
fection which He is to obtain by the subjec-
tion of the Son ? Can they believe that God
does not already possess that final accession
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of blessed divinity, because it is said tliat by
the coming of the fulness of time He shall be
made all in all ?

44. To me, who hold that God cannot be
known except by devotion, even to answer

such objections seems no less unholy than to

support them. What presumption to suppose
that words can adequately describe His nature,
when thought is often too deep for words, and
His nature transcends even the conceptions of
thought ! What blasphemy even to discuss
whither anything is licking in God, whether
He is Himself full, or it remains for Him to be
fuller than His fulness ! If God, Who is Him-
self tlie source of His own eternal divinity,
were capable of progress, that He should be
greater to-day than yesterday. He could never
reach the time when nothing would be want-
ing to Him, for the nature to which advance
is still possible must always in its progress
leave some ground ahead still untrodden :
if it be subject to the law of progress, though
always progressing it must always be sus-
ceptible of further progress. But to Him,
Wno abides in perfect fulness. Who for ever

is
,

there is no fulness left by which He can
be made more full, for perfect fulness cannot
receive an accession of further fulness. And
this is the attitude of thought in which rev-
erence contemplates God, namely, that no-
thing is wanting to Him, that He is full.
45. But the Apostle does not neglect to
say with what manner of confession we should
bear witness of God. O the depth of the riches
both of the 'ivisdoni and o

f the k?i07aledge of God/
How unsearchable are His judgments, and His
ways past ti-acing out ! For who hath knoivn
the mind of the Lord^ Or who hath been His
counsellor 1 Or who hath first given to Him,
and it shall be reconpensed unto him ? For
of Him, and through Him, and in Him are
all things. To Him be the glory for ever and
ever^. No earthly mind can define God, no
understanding can penetrate with its perce[)tion
to sound the depth of His wisdom. His judg-
ments defy the searching scrutiny of His
creatures : the trackless paths of His know-
ledge baffie the zeal of all pursuers. His ways
are plunged in the depths of incomprehensi-
bility : nothing can be fatlioracd or traced to
the end in the things of God. No one has ever
been taught to know His mind, no one besides
Hiiuself ever permitted to share His counsel.
But all this applies to us men only, and not
to Him, through Whom are all things, the
Angel of mighty Counsel^, Who said, N'o one
knometh the. Son save the Father: neither doth
any one know the Father save the Son, and him

5 Rom. xi. 33—36.<
>

IhTd.ix. 6 111the LXX. and Old Latin.

to whom the Son hath willed to reveal Hint''.
It is to curb our own feeble intellect, when

it strains itself to fathom the depth of the
divine nature with its descriptions and defini-

tions, that we must re-echo the language of
the Apostle's exclamation, lest we should at-

tempt by rash conjecture to snatch from God

more than He has been pleased to reveal to
us.

46. It is a recognised axiom of natural
philosophy, that nothing falls within the scope
of the senses unless it is subjected to their
observation, as for instance an object placed
before the eyes, or an event posterior to the

birth of human sense and intelligence. The
former we can see and handle, and therefore
the mind is qualified to pass a verdict upon

it
,

since it can be examined by the senses of

touch and sight. The latter, which is an event
in time, produced or constituted since the

origin of man, falls within the limits in
which the discerning sense may claim to pass
judgment, since it is not prior in time to our
perception and reason. For our sight cannot
perceive the invisible, since it only distinguishes
the seen; our reason cannot project itself into

the time when it was not, becauxe it can only

judge of that, to which it is prior in time.
And even within these limits, the infirmity
which is bound up with its nature robs it of

absolutely certain knowledge of the sequence
of cause and effect. How much less then
can it go back behind the time when it had
its origin, and comprehend with its perception
things which existed before it in the realms
of eternity ?

47. Tne Apostle then recognised that no-
thing can fall within our knowledge, except

it be posterior in time to the faculty of sense.
Accordingly when he had asserted the depth
of the wisdom of God, the infinity of His
inscrutable judgments, the secret of His un-
searchable ways, the mystery of His unfathom-
able mind, the incomprehensibility of His un-
communicated counsel, he continued, For who
hath first given to Him, and it shall be recom-
pensed unto him again 1 For of Him, and
through Him, and in Him are all things. The
eternal God is neither subject to limitation,
nor did human reason and intelligence exercise
their functions before He had His being. H.s
whole being is therefore a depth, which we
can neither examine nor penetrate. We say
His whole being, not to define it as limiiC'i,
but to understand it in its unlimited bound-
lessness : because of no one has He received
His being, no antecedent giver can claim ser-
vice from Him in return for a gift bestowed : for

7 St. Matt. xi. 27.
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of Him and throiis;h Him and in Him are all
things. He does not lack things that are of Him
and through Him and in Him. The Source
and Maker of all, Who contains all, Who is
beyond all, does not need that which is within
Him, the Creator His creatures, the Possessor
His possessions. Nothing is prior to Him,
nothing derived from any other than Him,
nothing beyond Him. What element of ful-
ness is still lacking in God, which time will sup-
ply to make Him all in all? Wlience can He
receive it

,
if outside Him is nothing, and while

nothing is outside Him, He is eternally Him-
self? And if He is eternally Himself, and there

is nothing outside Him, with what increase
shall He be made full, by what additioit shall
He be made other than He is? Did He not
say, I am and I change not * 2 What possi-
bility is there of change in Him? What scope
for [TOgress ? What is prior to eternity ? What
more divine than God? The subjection of the
Son will not therefore make God to be all
in all, nor will any cause perfect Him, from
Whom and through Whom and in Whom are
all causes. He remains God as He ever was,
and He needs nothing further, for what He

is
, He is eternally of Himself and for Himself

48. But neither is it necessary for the Only-
begotten God that He should change. He

is Cod, and that is the name of full and per-
fect divinity. For, as we said before, the
meaning of the repeated glorifying, and the
cause of the subjection is that God may be
all in all : but it is a Mystery, not a necessity,
that God is to be all in all. Christ abode in
the form of God when He assumed the form
of a servant, not being subjected to change,
but emptying Himself; hiding within Himself,
and remaining master of Himself though
He was emptied. He constrained Himself
even to the form and fashion of a man, lest
the weakness of the assumed humility should
not be able to endure the immeasurable power
of His nature. His unbounded might con-
tracted itself, until it could fulfil the duty of
obedience even to the endurance of the body
to which it was yoked. But since He was self-
contained even when He emptied Himself,
His authority suffered no diminution, for in

8 Mai. iii. 6.

the humiliation of the emptying He exercised
within Himself the power of that authority
which was emptied.

49. It is therefore for the promotion of us.
the assumed humanity, that God shall be all
in all. He Who was found in the form of

a servant, though He was in the form of God,

is now again to be confessed in the glory of
God the Father : that is

,

without doubt He
dwells in the form of God, in Whose glory
He is to be confessed. All is therefore a
dispensation only, and not a change of His
nature ; for He abides still in Him, in Whom
He ever was. But there intervenes a new
nature, which began in Him with His human
birth, and so all that He obtains is on behalf
of that nature which before was not God, since
after the Mystery of the Dispensation God

is all in all. It is, therefore, we who are the
gainers, we who are promoted, for we shall be
conformed to the glory of the body of God.
Further the Only-begotten God, despite His
human birth, is nothing less than God, Who

is all in all. That subjection of the body, by
which all that is fleshly in Him, is swallowed
up into the spiritual nature, will make Him to
be God and all in all, since He is Man also as
well as God ; and His humanity which advances
towards this goal is ours also. We shall be
promoted to a glory conformable to that of
Him Who became Man for us, being renewed
unto the knowledge of God, and created again
in the image of the Creator, as the Apostle says.
Having put off the old man with his doings, and
put on the new man, which is being rtneiued
unto the knowledge of God, after the image o

f

Him that created him^. Thus is man made
the perfect image of God. For, being con-
formed to the glory of the body of God, he

is exalted to the image of the Creator, after
the pattern assigned to the first man. Leaving
sin and the old man behind, he is made a new
man unto the knowledge of God, and arrives
at the perfection of his constitution, since
through the knowledge of his God he becomes
the perfect image of God. Through godli-
ness he is promoted to immortality, through
immortality he shall Uve for ever as the image
of his Creator.

9 Col. 111.9, zo.



BOOK XII.

1. At length, with the Holy Ghost speeding
our way, we are ap]iroaching the safe, calm
harbour of a firm faitli. We are in the posi-
tion of men, long tossed about by sea and
wind, to whom it very often happens, that
while great heaped-up waves delay them for
a time around the coasts near the ports, at
last that very surge of the vast and dreadful
billows drives them on into a trusty, well-
known anchorage. And this, I hope, will
befall us, as we struggle in this twelftli book
against the storm of heresy; so that while
we venture our trusty bark therein upon the
wave of this grievous impiety, this very wave
may bring us to the haven of rest for which
we long. For while all are driven about by
the uncertain wind of doctrine, there is panic
here and d.inger there, and then again there
often is even shipwreck, because it is main-
tained on prophetic authority that God Only-
begotten is a creature—so that to Him there
belongs not birth but creation, because it has
been said in the character of Wisdom, The
Lord created Me as the beginning of His ways '.
This is the greatest billow in the storm they
raise, this is the big wave of the whirling
tempest : yet when we have faced it

,

and

it has broken without damage to our ship, it

will speed us forward even to the all-safe
harbour of the shore for which we long.
2. Yet we do not rest, like sailors, on un-
certain or on idle hopes : whom, as they shape
their course to their wish, and not by assured
knowledge, at times the shifting, fickle winds
forsake or drive from their course. But we
have by our side the unfailing Spirit of faith,
abiding with us by the gift of the Only-begotten
God, and leading us to smooth waters in an
unwavering course. For we recognise the
Lord Christ as no creature, for indeed He is

none such ; nor as something that has been
made, since He is Himself the Lord of all
things that are made ; but we know Him
to be God, God the true generation of God
the Father. All we ind.'ed, as His goodness
has thought fit, have been named and adopted
as sons of God : but He is to God the Father
the one, true Son, and the true and perfect
birth, which abides only in the knowledge
of the Father and the Son. But this only,

' Prov. viii. 22.

and this alone, is our religion, to confess Him
as the Son not adopted but born, not chosen
but begotten. For we do not speak of Him
either as made, or as not born ; since we
neither compare the Creator to His creatures,
nor falsely speak of birth without begetting.
He does not exist of Himself, Who exists
through birth; nor is He not born. Who is

the Son ; nor can He, Who is the Son, come
to exist otherwise than by being born, be-
cause He is the Son.

3
. Moreover no one doubts that the asser-

tions of impiety always contradict and resist
the assertions of religious faith ; and that that
cannot be piously held now which is already
condemned as impiously conceived ; as, for
instance, the discrepancy and variance which
these new correctors of the apostolic faith
maintain between the Spirit of the Evangelists
and that of Prophets; or their assertion that
the Prophets prophesied one thing and the

Evangelists preached another, since Solomon
calls upon us to adore a creature, while Paul
convicts those who serve a creature. And

certainly these two texts do not seem to

agree together, according to the blasphemous
theory, whereby the Apostle, who was trained

by the law, and separated by divine appoint-
ment, and spoke through Christ speaking in
him, either was ignorant of the prophecy, or
was not ignorant but contradicted it ; and thus
did not know Christ to be a creature when
he named Him the Creator; and forbade the
worship of a creature, warning us that the
Creator alone is to be served, and saying,
Who changed the truth of God into a lie, and
served the creature, passing b

y the Creator Who

is blessed for ever and ever '.

4. Does Christ, Who is God, speaking in

Paul, fail to refute this impiety of falsehood?
Does He fail to condemn this lying per-
version of truth ? For through the Lord Christ
all things were created ; and therefore it is

His proper name that He should be the
Creator. Does not both the reality and the

title of His creative power belong to Him?
Melchisedec is our witness, thus declaring
God to be Creator of heaven and earth :

Blessed be Abraham of God most high, Who
created heaven and earth 3. The prophet

3 Ge
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Hosea also is witness, saying, / am the Lord
thy God, that estaldish the heavens and create
the ea?-th, Whose hands have created all the
host of heaven*. Peter too is witness, writing
thus, Committing your souls as to a faithful
Creator^. Why do we apply the name of the
work to the Maker of that work ? Why do we
give the same name to God and to our fellow-
men ? He is our Creator, He is the Creator
of all the heavenly host.
5. Since by the faith of the Apostles and
Evangelists these statements are referred in
their meaning to the Son, through Whom all
things were made, how shall He be made
equal to the very works of His hands, and
be in the same category of nature as &11other
things? In the first place our human in-
telligence repudiates this statement that the
Creator is a creature ; since creation comes
to exist by means of the Creator. 13ut if He
is a creature, He is both subject to corrup-
tion and exposed to tlie suspense of waiting,
and is subjected to bondage. For the same
blessed Apostle Paul says : For the long ex-
pectation of the creature ivaiteth for the revela-
tion of the sons of God. For the cre.itare was
subfect to vanity, not of its own unll, but on
account of Him Who has made it subject in
hope. Because also the creature itself shall
he freed from the slavery of corruption into the
liberty of the glory of the children of God^.

If
,

therefore, Christ is a creature, it must needs
be that He is in uncertainty, hoping always
with a tedious expectation, and that His long
expectation, rather than ours, is waiting, and
that while He waits He is subjected to vanity,
and is subjected through a subjection due
to necessity, not of His own will. But since
He is subjected not of His own will. He must
needs be also a bondservant; moreover since
He is a bondservant He must needs also
be dwelling in a corruptible nature. For the
Apostle teaches that all these things belong to
the creature, and that, when it shall be freed
from these through a long expectation, it will
shine with a glory proper to man. But what

a thoughtless and impious assertion about
God is this, to imagine Him exposed, through
the insults which the creiture bears, to such
mockeries as that He should hope and serve,
and be under compulsion and receive recog-
nition, and be freed hereafter into a condi-
tion which is ours, not His ; while really it

is of His gift that we make our little progress.
6. But our impiety, by the licence of this
forbidden language, waxes apace with yet
deeper faithlessness; asserting that since the

4 Hos. xiii. 4 (LXX.). 5 i Pet. iv. 19.

o Rom. viii. 19—21.

Son is a creature it is bound to maintain tliat
the Father also does not differ from a creature.
For Christ, remaining in the form of God,
took the form of a servant; and if He is

a creature Who is in the form of God, God can
never be separate from the creature, because
there is a creature in the form of God. But
to be in the form of God can only be under-
stood to mean, remaining in the nature of
God ; whence also God is a creature, because
there is a creature with His nature. But He
Who was in the form of God, did not grasp
at being equal with God, because from equality
with God, that is

,

from the form of God,
He descended into the form of a servant.
But He could not descend from God into
man, except by emptying Himself, as God, of
the form of God. But when He emptied Him-
self, He was not effaced, so as not to be ;

since then He would have become other in

kind than He had been. For neither did He,
Who emptied Himself within Himself, cease
to be Himself; since the power of His might
remains even in the power of emptying Him-
self; and the transition into the form of
a servant does not mean the loss of the nature
of God, since to have put off the form of
God is nothing less than a mighty act of di-
vine power.

7
. But to be in this way in the form of

God is nothing else than to be equal with
God : so that equality of honour is owed
to the Lord Jesus Christ, Who is in the form
of God, as He Himself says, That all men
may honour the Son, even as they honour the
Father. He that honoureth not the Son
honoureih not the Father Who sent Him t.

There is never a difference between things
which does not also imply a different degree
of honour. The same objects deserve the
same reverence ; for otherwise the highest
honour will be unworthily bestowed on those
which are inferior, or with insult to the
superior the inferior will be made equal to
Ihera in honour. But if the Son, regarded as

a creation rather than a birth, be treated with
a reverence equal to that paid the Father,
then we grant no special meed of honour to

the Father, since we charge ourselves with only
such reverence towards Him as is shewn to a

creature. But since He is equal to God the
Father, inasmuch as He is born as God from
Him, He is also equal to Him in honour,
for He is a Sou and not a creature.

8
. This again is a notable uLterance of the

Father concerning Him: From the womb, before
the morning star I begat Tiles'^. Here, as we
have often said already, nothing derogatory

7 St. John V. 23. 8 Ps. cix. 3 (LXX.).
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to God is implied in the concession to our

weakness of understanding ; as though, because
He said that He begat Him f/vm tlie womb.
He were therefore composed of inner and
outer parts, which unite to form His members,
and owed His being to the same causes within
time to which earthly bodies owe theirs;
when in fact He Whose existence is due to
no natural necessities, free and perfect, and
eternal Lord of all nature, in explanation of
the true ch;iracter of the birth of Flis O ly-
begotten, points to power of His own un-
changeable nature. For though Spirit be born
of Spirit (consistently, be it remeiribered, with
the true character of Spirit, through which
itself is also Spirit), nevertheless its only cause
for being born lies within those perfect and

unchangeable causes. And though it is from
a perfect and unchangiable cause that it is
born, it must needs be born from that cause,
in accordance with the true character of that
cause. Now the necessary process of human
birth is conditioned by the causes which oper-
ate upon the womb. But as God is not made
up of parts, but is unchangeable as being
Spirit, for God is Spirit, He is subject to no
natural necessity working within Him. But
since He was telling us of the birth of Spirit
from Spirit, He instructed our understanding
by an example from causes wliich work among
us : not to give an example of the manner
of birth, but to declare the fact of generation ;
not that the example miglit prove Him sub-
ject to necessity, but that it mi^ht enlighten
our mind. If, therefore, God Only-begotten
is a created being, what meaning is there in
a revelation which uses the common facts of
human birth to indicate that He was divinely
generated?

9. For often by means of these members
of our bodies, God illustrates for us the method
of His own operations, enhghtening our in-
telligence by using terms commonly under-
stood : as when He says, Whose hands created
all tlie host of heaven 9 ,■or again. The eyes of
the Lord are upon the righteous ' / or again,/ have found David, tlie son of Jesse, a mail
after My own heart ''

. Now by the heart is

uenoted the desire, to which David was well-
pleasing through the uprightness of his charac-
ter; and knowledge of the whole universe,
whereby nothing is beyond God's ken, is ex-
pressed uniJer the term '

eye.i ;
' and His

creative activity, whereby nothing exists which

is not of God, is understood by the name
of hands.' Therefore as God wills and fore-
sees and does everything, and even in the use

Hos- xiii, 4, accordingto LXX- ^ Ps, xxxiv. 15.^ Acts xiii. 22 ; cf. F5. Ixxxix. 20.

of terms denoting bodily action must be itn.
derstood to have no need of the assistance
of a body ; surely, now, in the statement that
He begat from the womb, the idea is brought
forward not of a human origin produced l)y

a bodily act, but of a birth which must be
understood as spiritual, since in the other
cases where members are spoken of, this is

done to represent to us other active i^owers
in God.
10. Therefore since heart is put for desire,

and. eyes for sight, and hands for work
achieved, — and yet, without in any way being
made up of parts, God desires and foresees and
acts, these same operations being expressed
by the words heart, and eyes, and hand,—

is not the meaning of the phrase that He begat
from the ivomb an assertion of the reality of
the birth ? Not that Fie begat the Son from
His womb, just as neither does He act b

y

means of a hand, nor see by means of eyes,
nor desire by means of a heart. But since
by the employment of these terms it is made
clear that He really acts and sees and wills
everything, so from the word 'womb' it is

clear that He really begat from Himself Him
Whom Fie begat ; not that he made use of a

womb, but that He purposed to express reality.
Just in the same way He does not will or see
or act through bodily faculties, but uses the
names of these members in order that through
the services performed by corporeal forces
we may understand the power of forces whicli
are not corporeal.
11. Now the constitution of human society
does not allow, nor indeed do the words of
our Lord's teaching permit, that the disciple
should be above his master, or the slave
rule over his lord ; because, in these con-
trasted positions, subordination to knowledge

is the fitting state of ignorance, and uncon-
ditional submission the appointed lot of servi-
tude. And since it is the common judgment
of all that this is so, whose rashness now shall
induce us to say or think that God is a creature,
or that the Son has been made ? For nowhere
do we find that our Master and Lord spake
thus of Himself to Flis servants and disciples,
or that He taught that Flis birth was a creation
or a making. Moreover, the Father never
bore witness to Him as being aught else but

a Son, nor did the Son profess tliat God was
aught else than His own true Father, assuredly
affirming that He wis born, not made nor
created, as Fie tays, Eoery one that lovelh the
Father, loveth also the Son Who is born o

f

Him 3
.

3 I St. John V. I.
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12. On tlie other hand His works in creation
are acts of making and not a birth through
generation. For the heaven is not a son,
neither is tlie earth a son, nor is the world
a birth ; for of tliesc it is said, All things
icere made through Him*; and by the prophet,
lYie heavens are the works of Thy hands s ;
and by the same prophet, Neglect not the
tvorks of Thy hands ^. Is the picture a son of
the painter, or the sword a son of the smith,
cr tlie house a son of the architect .? These
are the works of their making : but He alone
is the Son of the Father Who is born of the
Father.

13. And we indeed are sons of God, but
sons because the Son has made us sudi. For
we were once sons of wrath, but have been
ni-ide sons of God through the Spirit of adop-
tion, and have earned that title by favour, not

by right of birth. And since everything that
is made, before it was made, was not, so we,

althougli we were not sons, have been made
what we are. For formerly we were not
sons : but after we have earned the name we
are such. Moreover, we have not been born,
but made; not begotten, but purchased. For
(iod purchased a people for Himself, and by
lliis act begat them. But we never learn that

God begat sons in the strict sense of the term.
For He does not say, " I have begotten and
brought up Aly sons," but only, I have begotten
and brought up sons t.

14. Vet perchance inasmuch as He says,
jVy firstborn Son Israel^, some one will inter-
pret the fact that He said, My firstborn, so
as to deprive the Son of the characteristic pro-
perty of birth ; as though, because God also
applied to Israel the epithet Mine, the adop-
tion of those who have been made sons was
misrepresented as though it were an actual

birtli, and therefore the phrase used of Him,
Ihis is My beloved Son 9, is not solely applic-
able to the birth of God, since the epithet
J/y is (so it is asserted) shared with those who
clearly were not born sons. But that they
were not really born, although they are said
to have been born, is shewn even from that

jiassage where it is said, A people which shall
be born, whom the Lord hath made '.

15. Therefore the people of Israel is born,
in such wise that it is made ; nor do we take

the assertion that it is borji as contradictory
to the fact that it is made. For it is a
son by adoption, not by generation ; nor is

this its true character, but its title. For al-
though the words. My firstborn are written of

' St. John i. 3. 5 Ps. cii. 25. * lb. cxxxviii. 8.
7 Is. i. 1(LXX.). s Ex. ;v, 22. 9 St. Matt. xvii. 5.

' Ps. xxi. 32(LXX.).

it; there is yet a great and wide difference
between My beloved Son, and My firstborn
son. For where there is birth, there we sec,
My beloved Son ; but where there is a choice
from among the nations, and adoption througli
an act of will, there is My firstborn son.
Here the people is Gol's, in regard to its
character as firstborn ; in the former case the
fact that He is God's, relates to His character
as a Son. Again, in a case of birth tlie father's
ownership comes first, and then his love; in
a case of adoption the primary fact is that the
son is made a lirstborn, and then comes the
ownership. Thus to Israel, adopted for a son
out of all the peoples of the earth, properly
belonged the character of a firstborn ; but
to Him alone, Who is born God, properly
belongs the character of a Son. Accordingly
there is no true and complete birth where
sonship is imputed rather than real : since it
is not doubtful that that people, which is born
into a state of sonship, is also made. But
since it would not have been what it is now
become, and inasmuch as its birth is but a
name for its being made, it has no true birth,
since it was something else before it was born.
And for this reason it was not before it was
born, that is

,
before it was made, because that

which is a son from among the nations was
a nation before it was a son : and accordingly

it is not truly a son, because it was not always

a son. But God Only-begotten was neither
at any time not a Son, nor was He anything
before He was a Son, nor is He Flimself any-
thing except a Son. And so He Who is

always a Son, has rendered it impossible for
us to think of Him that there was a time
when He was not.
16. For indeed human births involve a pre-
vious non-existence, because, as a first reason,

aU are born from those, all of whom formerly
were not. For although each one who is

born has his origin from one who has been,

nevertheless that very parent, from whom he

is born, was not before he was born. Again,
as a second reason, he who is born, is born

after that he was not, for time existed before

he was born. For if he is born to-day, in

the time which was yesterday, he was not ;

and he has come into a state of being from

a state of not being; and our reason en-
forces that that which is born to-day did not

exist yesterday. And so it remains that his

birth, by virtue of which he is
,

took place after

a state of non-existence ; since necessarily to-

day implies the previous existence of yesterday,
so that it is true of it that there was a time

when it was not. And these facts hold good
of the origin of everything relating to man :

I ail receive a beginning, previously to which they
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liad not been : firstly, as we have explained,
in tespect of time, and then in respect of
cause And in respect of time indeed there
is no doubt that ihings which now begin to be,

formerly were not ; and this is true also in

respect of cause, since it is certain that their
existence is not derived from a cause within

tliemselves. For think over all the causes of
beginnings, and direct your understanding to

their antecedents : you will find that nothing

began by self-causation, since nothing is born

by the free act of the parent, but all things are
created what they are through the power
of God. Whence also it is a natural property
of each class of things by virtue of actual
heredity, that it once was not and then be-
gan to be, beginning after time began, and

existing within time. And while all existing
things have an origin later than that of time,
their causes also, in their turn, were once non-
existent, being born from things which once
were not. Even Adam, the first parent of the
human race, was formed from the earth, which
was made out of nothing, and after time, that
is to say, after the heaven and earth, and the

day and the sun, moon and stars, and he had

no first beginning in being born, and began
to be when he once had not been.

17. But for God Only-begotten, Who is pre-
ceded by no antecedent time, the possibility
is excluded that at some time He was not,
since that " some time " thus becomes prior
to Him ; and again, the assertion that He
was not involves the notion of time: whence
time will not begin to be after Him, but He
Himself will begin to be after time, and, in-
asmuch as He was not before He was born,
the very period when He was not will take
precedence of Him. Further, He Who is born
from Him Who really is

,

cannot be understood
to have been born from that which was not :

since He Who really is. is the cause of His
existing, and His birth cannot have its origin
in that which is not. And therefore since in
His case it is not true either in regard of time
that He ever was not, or in regard of the
Father, that is

,

the Author of His being, that
He has come into existence out of nothing,
He has left no possibility with regard to Him-
self either of His having been born out of
nothing, or of His not having existed before
He was born.
18. Now I am not ignorant that most of
those, whose mind being dulled by impiety
does not accept the mystery of God, or who
through the strong influence of a hostile spirit
are ready to manifest, under the cover of rever-
ence, a mad passion for disparaging God, are
wont to make strange asseriions in the ears
of simple-minded men. They assert that since

we say that the Son always has been, and
that He never has been anything which He
has not always been, we are therefore declaring
that He is without birth, inasmuch as He
always has been ; since, according to the work-
ings of human reason, that which always has
existed cannot possibly have been born : since
fso they urge) the cause of a thing being born,

is that something, which was not, may come
into existence, while the coming into existence
of something which was not, means nothing
else, according to the judgment of common
sense, than its being born. They may add
those arguments, subtle enough and pleasant
to hear ;— " If He was born. He began to be ;

at the time when He began to be. He was
not : and when He was not, it cannot be
that He was." By such proofs let them main-
tain that it is the language of reasonable piety
to say,

" He was not before He was born :

because in order that He might come to be.
One Who was not, not One Who was, was
born. Nor did He Who was, require a birth,
although He Who was not was born, to the
end that He might coine to be."

19. Now, first of all, men professing a devout
knowledge of divine things, in matters where
the truth preached by Evangelists and Apostles
shewed the way, ought to have laid aside the
intricate questions of a crafty philosophy, and
rather to have followed after the faith which
rests in God : because the sophistry of a syl-
logistical question easily disarms a weak under-

standing of the protection of its faith, since
treacherous assertion lures on the guileless
defender, who tries to support his case by
enquiry into facts, till at last it robs him, by
means of his own enquiry, of his certainty ;
so that the answerer no longer retains in his
consciousness a truth which by his admission
he has surrendered. For what answer accom-
modates itself so well to the questioner's pur-
pose, as the admission on our part, when we ,

are asked, "Does anything exist before it is

born ? " that that which is born, did not pre-
viously exist? For it is contrary both to na-
ture and to necessary reason that a thing which

already exists should be born : since a thing
must needs be born in order that it may come
to be, and not because it already existed.
Eut when we have made this concession, be-
cause it is rightly made, we lose the certainty
of our faith, and being ensnared we fall in
with their impious and unchristian designs.
20. But the blessed Apostle Paul, taking
precaution against this, as we have often shewn,
warned us to be on our guard, saying : Take
heed lest any man spoil yon through philosophy
and vain deceit, according to the tradition o

f

men, according to the eleme7its o
f the world, and
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mi according to Christ, in Whom dwelletk all
the fulness of the Godhead bodily'^. Therefore
we must be on our guard against philosophy,
and methods which rest upon traditions of
men we must not so much avoid as refute.
Any concession that we m.ake must imply not
that we are out-argued but that we are con-
fused, for it is right that we, who declare
that Christ is the power of God and the wis-
dom of God, should not flee from the doctrines
of men, but rather overthrow them ; and we
must restrain and instruct the simple-minded
lest they be spoiled by these teaciiers. For
since God can do all things, and in His wis-
dom can do all things wisely, for neither is
His purpose unarmed with power nOr His
power unguided by pinpose, it behoves those
who proclaim Christ to the world, to face the
irreverent and faulty doctrines of the world
with the knowledge imparted by that wise
Omnipotence, according to the saying of the
blessed Apostle : For our iveafons are not
carnal but po7verfiil for God, for the casting
down of strongholds, casting down reasonings
and every high thing which is exalted against
the knowledge of God^. The Apostle did not
leave us a faith which was bare and devoid
of reason ; for although a bare faith may be
most mighty to salvation, nevertheless, unless
it is trained by teaching, while it will have
indeed a secure retreat to withdraw to in the
midst of foes, it will yet be unable to main-
tain a safe and strong position for resistance.
Its position will be like that which a camp
affords to a weak force after a flight ; not like
the undismayed courage of men who have a
camp to holil. Therefore we must beat down
the insolent arguments which are raised against
God, and destroy the fastnesses of fallacious
reasoning, and crush cunning intellects which
lift themselves up to impiety, with weapons
not carnal but spiritual, not with earthly learn-

ing but with heavenly wisdom ; so that in

proportion as divine things differ from human,
so may the philosophy of heaven surpass the
livalry of earth.
21. Accordingly let misbelief abandon its
efforts ; let it not think, because it does not
understand, that we deny a truth which, in
fact, we alone rightly understand and believe.
For while we declare in so many words that
He was born, nevertheless we do not assert that
He was ever not born sa. For it is not the same
thing to be not born and to be born : since the
latter term expresses origin derived from some
other, the former origin derived from none.
And it is one thing to exist always, as the Eter-

" Col. ii. 8, g. 3 2 Cor. x. 4, 5.
3ai.e. not yet born.

nal, without any source of being, and another
to be co-eternal with a Father, having Him for
the Source of being. For where a father is
the source of being, there also is birth ; and
further, where the Source of being is eternal,
the birth also is eternal : for since birth comes
from the source of being, birth which comes
from an eternal Source of being must be eternal.
Now everything which always exists, is also
eternal. But nevertheless, not everything which
is eternal is also not born ; since that which
is born from eternity has eternally the charac-
ter of having been born ; but that which is
not born is ingenerate as well as eternal.
But if that which has been born from the
Eternal is not born eternal, it will follow
that the Father also is not an eternal Source
of being. Therefore if any measure of eternity
is wanting to Him Who has been born of the
eternal Father, clearly the very same measure
is wanting to the Author of His being; since
what belongs in an infinite degree to Him
Who begets, belongs in an infinite degree to
Him also Who is born. For neither reason
nor intelligence allows of any interval between
the birth of God the Son and the generation
by God the Father ; since the generation con-
sists in the birth, and the birth' in the genera-
tion. Thus each of these events coincides
exactly with the other; neither took place
unless both took place. Therefore that which

owes its existence to both these events can-
not be eternal unless they both are eternal ;
since neither of the two correlatives, apart
from the other, has any reality, because it is

impossible for one to exist without the other.

22. But some one, who cannot receive this
divine mystery, will say, " Everything which
has been born, once was not ; since it was

born in order that it might come into exist-

ence."

23. But does any one doubt that all human
beings that have been born, at one time
were not? It is, however, one thing to be
born of some one who once was not, and
another to be born of One Who always is.
For every state of infancy, since previously

it had no existence, began from some point
of time. And this again, growing up into
childhood, still later urges on youth to father-

hood. Yet the man was not always a father,
for he advanced to youth through boyhood,
and to boyhood through original infancy.
Therefore he who was not always a father,

also did not always beget : but where the

Father is eternal, the Son also is eternal.

And so if you hold, whether by argument
or by instinct, that God, in the mystery of

our knowledge of Whom one property is that

He is Father, was not always the Father of
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the begotten Son, you hold also, as a matter of

understanding and of knowledge, that the Son,
Who was begotten, did not always exist. But
if the property of fatherhood be co-eternal
with the Father, then necessarily also the pro-
perty of sonship must be co-eternal with the

Son. And how will it square with our Ian
guage or our understanding to maintain that
He was not before He was born, Whose
property it is that He always was what He
has been born.

24. And so God Onl3'-begotten, containing
in Himself the form and image of the in-
visible God, in all things which are properties
of God the Father is equal to Him by virtue
of the fulness of true Godhead in Himself.
For, as we have shewn in the former books,
in respect of power and veneration He is as
mighty and as worthy of honour as the
Father: so also, inasmuch as the Father is
always Father, He too, inasmuch as He is
the Son, possesses the like property of being*
always the Son. For according to the words
spoken to Moses, He Who is

,

hath sent Me
unto you ■

*,

we obtain the unambiguous con-
ception that absolute being belongs to God ;

since that which is
,

cannot be thought of or
spoken of as not being. For being and not
being are contraries, nor can these mutually
exclusive deicriptions be simultaneously true
of one and the same object : for while the
one is present, the other must be absent.
'I'herefore, where anything is

,

neither concep-
tion nor language will admit of its not being.
When our thoughts are turned backwards, and
are continually carried back further and further
to understand the nature of Him Who is

,

this
sole fact about Him, that He is

,

remains ever
jirior to our thoughts ; since that quality, which

is infinitely present in God, always withdraws
itself from the backward gaze of our thoughts,
though they reach back to an infinite distance.
The result is tiiat the backward straining of
our thoughts can never grasp anything prior
to God's property of absolute existence ; since
nothing presents itself, to enable us to under-
stand the nature of God, even though we go
on seeking to eternity, save always the fact
that God always is. That then which has
both been declared about God by Moses,
that of which our human intelligence can give
no further explanation ; that very quality the
Go.spels testify to be a property of God Only-
begotten ; since in the beginning was the
Word, and since the Word M-as with God,
and since He was the true Light, and since
God Only-begotten is in the bosom of the

4 Ex. iii. 14(in LXX.).

Fathers, and since Jesus Christ is God over
all«.

25. Therefore He was, and He is
,

since
He is from Him Who always is what He is.
But to be from Hiui, that is to say, to bj from
the Father, is birth. Moreover, to be always
from Him, Who always is

,

is eternity; but
this eternity is derived not from Himself, but
from the Eternal. And from the Eternal no-
thing can spring but what is eternal : for if

the Offspring is not eternal, then neither is

the Father, Who is the source of generation,
eternal. Now since it is the special character-
istic of His being that His Father always
exists, and that He is always His Son, and
since eternity is expressed in the name He
THAT IS, therefore, since He possesses absolute
being. He possesses also eternal being. More-
over, no one doubts that generation implies
birth, and that birth points to one existing
from that time forth, and not to one who does
not continue. Furthermore, there can be no
doubt that no one who already was in exis-
tence could be born. For no cause of birth
can accrue to Him, Who of Himself con-
tinues eternal. But God Only-begotten, Who

is the Wisdom of God, and the Power and
the Word of God, since He was born, bears
witness to the Father as the source of His
being. Since He was born of One, Who
eternally exists, He was not born of nothing.
Since He was born before times eternal. His
birth must necessarily be prior to all thought.
There is no room for the verbal quibble, " He
was not, before He was born." For if He is

within the range of our thought, in the sense
that He was not before He was born, then
both our thought and time are prior to His
birth ; since everything which once was not,

is within the compass of thought and time,
by the very meaning of the assertion that it

once was not, which separates off, within time,

a period when it did not exist. But He is

from the Eternal, and yet has always been ;

He is not ingenerate, yet never was non-exis-
tent ; since to have always been transcends
time, and to have been born is birth.
26. And so we confess that God Only-
begotten was born, but born before times
eternal : since we must make our confes.-iion
within such limits as the express preaching
of Apostles and Prophets assigns to us ; though
at the same time human thought cannot grasp
any intelligible idea of birth out of time, since

it is inconsistent with the nature of earthly
beings that any of them should be born before
all times. But when we make this assertion,

S St. John i. r, 9
,

18. fi Rom. ix. 5
.
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how can we reconcile with it
,

as part of the
same doctrine, the contradictory statement
that before His birth He was not, when ac-
cording to the Apostle He is God Only-
begotten before times eternal? If, therefore,
the belief that He was born before times eternal

is not only the reasonable conclusion of human
intelligence, but the confession of thoughtful
faith, then, since birth implies some author
of being, and what surpasses all time is eternal,
and whatever is born before times eternal trans-
cends earthly perception, we are certainly exalt-
ing by iiiipious self-will a notion of human
reason, if we maintain in a carnal sense that
before He was born He was not, since He

is born eternal, beyond human percepti®n or
carnal intelligence. And again, whatever trans-
cends time is eternal.

27. For we can embrace all time in imagina-
tion or knowledge, since we know that what

is now to-day, did not exist yesterday, because
what was yesterday is not now ; and on the
other hand what is now, is only now and was
not also yesterday. And by imaginntion we
can so span the past that we have no doubt
that before some city was founded, there
existed a time in which that city had not
been founded. Since, therefore, all time is

the sphere of knowledge or imagination, we
judge of it by the perceptions of human
reason ; hence we are considered to have
reasonably asserted about anything, "It was
not, before it was born," since antecedent
time is prior to the origin of every single
thing. But on the other hand, since in things
of God, that is to saj', in regard to the birth
of God, there is nothing that is not before
time eternal : it is illogical to use of Him the
phrase

" before He was born," or to suppose
that He Who possesses before times eternal
the eternal promise, is merely (in the language
of the blessed Apostle ^

) in hope of eternal life,
which God Who cannot lie has promised be-
fore times eternal, or to say that once He
was not. For reason rejects the notion that
He began to exist after anything. Who, so we
must confess, existed before times eternal.
28. We may grant that for anything to be
born before tunes eternal is not the way of
human nature, nor a matter which we can
understand ; and yet in this we believe God's
declarations about Himself. How then does
the infidelity of our own day assert, according
to the conceptions of human intelligence, that
that had no existence before it was born,
which the Apostolic faith tells us was, in
some manner inconctivable to the human *

understanding, always born, or in other words

7 2 Tim. i. 9 ; Tit. i.

VOL. IX.

8 Readinghianaiue.

existed before times eternal? For what is

born before time is always born ; since that
which exists before time eternal, always exists.
But what has always been born, cannot at any
time have had no existence ; since non-exist-
ence at a given time is directly contrary to
eternity of existence. Moreover, existing al-
ways excludes the idea of not having existed
always. And the idea of not having existed
always being excluded by the postulate that
He has always been born, we cannot con-
ceive the supposition that He did not exist
before He was born. For it is obvious that
He Who was born before times eternal, has
always been born, althougli we can form no
positive conception of an) thing having been
born before all time. For if we must con-
fess (as is clearly necessary) that He has
been born before every creature, whether in-
visible or corporeal, and before all ages and
times eternal, and before all perception. Who
always exists through the very fact that He
has been so born ;— then by no manner of
thought can it be conceived that before He
was born, He did not exist ; since He Who
has been born before times eternal, is prior
to all thought, and we can never think that
once He did not exist, when we have to con-
fess that He always exists.
29. But our opponent cunningly anticipates
us with this carping objection. " If," he urges,
"it is inconceivable that He did not exist
before He was born, it must be conceivable
that One Who already existed was born."

30. I will ask this objector in reply, whether
he remembers my calling Him anything else
than born, and whether I did not say that
existence before times eternal and birth have
the same meaning in the case of Him that was.
For the birth of One already existing is not

really birth, but a self-wrought change through
birth, and the eternal existence of One Who

is born means that in His birth He is prior
to any conception of time, and that there is

no room for the mind to suppose that at any
time He was unborn. And so an eternal
birth before times eternal is not the same as

existence before being born. But to have

been born always before times eternal excludes

the possibility of having had no existence be-
fore birth.

31. Again, this same fact excludes the possi-

bility of saying that He existed before He
was born ; because He Who transcends per-
ception transcends it in every respect. For

if the notion of being born, though always
existing, transcends thought, it is equally im-

possible that the notion that He did not exist
before He was born should be a subject
of thought. And so, since we must confess
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tl.at to have been always born means for us

nothing beyond the fact of birth, the ques-
tion whether He did or did not exist before
He was born cannot be determined under
our conditions of thought ; since this one
fact that He was born before times eternal
ever eludes the grasp of our thought. So He
was born and yet has always existed ; He
Who does not allow anything else to be
understood or said about Him than that He
was born. For since He is prior to time itself,
within vvhich thought exists (since time eternal

is previous to thought). He debars thought
from determining concerning Him, whether
He was or was not before He was born ; since
existence before birth is incompatible with

the idea of birth, and previous non-existence
involves the idea of time. Therefore, while
the infinity of times eternal is fatal to any
explanation involving the idea of time—that
is to say, to the notion that He did not exist ;
His birth equally forbids any that is inconsis-
tent with it

,—that is to say, the notion that
He existed before He was born. For if the
question of His existence or His non-exis-
tence can be deiermined under our conditions
of thought, then the birth itself must be after
time ; for He Who does not always exist must,
of necessity, have begun to be after some given
point of time.
32. Therefore the conclusion reached by
faith and argument and thought is that the
Lord Jesus both was born and always existed :

since if the mind survey the past in search of
knowledge concerning the Son, this one fact,
and nothing else, will be constantly present
to the enquirer's perception, that He was
born and always existed. As therefore it is

a property of God the Father to exist without
birth, so also it must belong to the Son to
exist always through birth. But birth can
declare nothing except that there is a Father,
and the title Father nothing else except that
there is a birth. For neither those names,
nor the nature of the case, will allow of any
intermediate position. For either He was
not always a Father, unless there was always
also a Son ; or if He was always a Father,
there was always also a Son ; since whatever
period of time is denied to tlie Son, to make
His sonship non-eternal, just so much the
P'ather lacks of having been always a Father:
so that although He was always God, never-
theless He cannot have been also a Father
for the same infinity during which He is God.
33. Now the declarations of impiety even
go so far as not only ? to ascribe to the Son
birth in time, but also generation in time?" to

S Readingnansaium. 9* Reading_^c«ffr«^/£j«ij.

the Father; because the process of generation
and the birth take place within one period.
34. But, heretic, do you consider i

t pious
and devout to confess that God indeed always
existed, yet was not always Father? For if

it is pious for you to think so, you must then
condemn Paul of impiety, when he says that
the Son existed before times eternal ' : you
must also accuse Wisdom itself, when it bears
witness concerning itself that it was founded
before the ages : for it was present with the
Father when He was preparing the heaven.
But in order that you may assign to God

a beginning of His being a Father, first de-
termine the starting-point at which the times
must have begun. For if they had a begin-
ning, the Apostle is a liar for declaring them
to be eternal. For you all are accustomed
to reckon the times from the creation of the
sun and the moon, since it is written of them,
Atzd let them be for sii^iis and for times and for
years'^. But He ^Vho is before the heaven,
which in your view is even before time, is

also before the ages. Nor is He merely before
the ages, but also before the generations of

generations which precede the ages. Why
do you limit things divine and infinite by what

is perishable and earthly and narrow? With
regard to Christ, Paul knows of nothing except
an eternity of times. Wisdom does not say that

it is after anything, but before everything.
In your judgment the times were established
by the sun and the moon ; but David shews
that Christ remains before the sun, saying,
His name is before the siini. And lest you
should think that the things of God began
with the formation of this universe, he says
again. And for generations of generatiofis before
the mooti ■

♦
.

These great men counted worthy
of prophetic inspiration look down upon time :
every opening is barred whereby human per-
ception might penetrate behind the birth, which
transcends times eternal. Yet let the faith
of a devout imagination accept this as limit

of its speculations, remembering that the Lord

Jesus Christ, God Only-begotten, is born in a

manner to be acknowledged as a perfect birth,

and in the reverence paid to His divinity,
not forgetting that He is eternal.

35. But we are accused of lying, and to-
gether with us the doctrine preached by the

Apostle is attacked, because while it confesses
the birth, it asserts the eternity of that birth :

the result being that, while the birth bears

witness to an Author of being, the assertion
of eternity in the mystery of the divine birtii
transgresses the limits of human thought. I'oi

' Tit. i. 2. » Gen. i. 14. 3 Ps. Ixxi. 17(in LXX.).

4 lb. 5 (LXX.).
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there is brought forward against us the de-
claration of Wisdom concerning itself, when
it taught that it was created in these words :

The Lord created Me for the beginning of His
ways 5.

36. And, O wretched heretic ! you turn
the weapons granted to the Church against
the Synagogue, against belief in the Church's
preaching, and distort against the common
salvation of all the sure meaning of a saving
doctrine. For you maintain by these words
that Christ is a creature, instead of silencing
the Jew, who denies that Christ was God
before eternal ages, and that His power is
active in all the working and teaching of God,

by these words of the living Wisdom ! " For
Wisdom has in this passage asserted that it
had been created for the beginning of the
ways of God and for His works from the
commencement of the ages, lest perchance
it might be supposed that it did not subsist
before Mary ; yet has not employed this word
'createil ' in order to signify that its birth was
a creation, since it was created for the begin-
ning of God's ways and for His works. Nay
rather lest any one should suppose that this

beginning of the ways, which is indeed the
starting-point for the human knowledge of
things divine, was meant to subordinate an
infinite birth to conditions of time. Wisdom
declared itself established before the ages.
For, since it is one thing to be created for the

beginning of the ways and for the works of
God, and another to be established befoie
the ages, the establishing was intended to
be understood as prior to the creation ; and
the very fact of its being established for God's
works before the ages was intended to point
to the mystery of the creation ; since the es-
tablishing is before the ages, but the creation
for the beginning of the ways and for the
works of God is after the commencement of
the ages.

37. But now, lest the terms 'creation' and
'establishing' should be an obstacle to belief
in the divine birth, these words follow. Before
He made the ea?-th, before He made firm the
mountains, before all the hil.s He begat Me^.
Thus He is begotten before the earth. Who
is established before the ages; and not only
before the earth, but also before the mountains
and hills. And indeed in these expressions,
since Wisdom speaks of itself, more is meant
than is said. J'or all objects which are used
to convey the idea of infinity must be of
such a kind as to be subsequent in point of
time to no single thing and to no class of
things. But things existing in time cannot

5 Prov. viii. 22(LXX.). <■lb. 24,25(LXX.).

possibly be fitted to indicate eternity; because,
from the very fact that they are posterior to
other things, they are incapable of suggesting
the thought of infinity as a beginning, them-
selves having their own beginning in time. For
what wonder is it

,

that God should have be-
gotten the Lord Christ before the earth,
when the origin of the angels is found to
be prior to the creation of the earth ? Or
why should He, Who was said to be begotten
before the earth, be also declared to be born
before the mountains, and not only before the
mountains but also before the hills ; the hills

being mentioned, as an afterthought, after the
mountains, and reason requiring that there
should be a world before mountains could
exist ? For such reasons it cannot be sup-
posed that these words were used merely in
order that He might be understood to exist
prior to hills and mountains and earth, Who
surpasses by the eternity of His own infinity
things which are themselves prior to earth
and mountains and hills.

38. But this divine discourse has not left
our understandings unenlightened, since it ex-

plains the reason of the phrase in what fol-
lows :—God made the regions, both the un-
inhabitable parts and the heights which are
inhabited under the heaven. When He was
preparing the heaven, I was ivith Him; and
ivhen He was setting apart His 07vn seat.
When above the winds He made the clouds huge
ill the upper air, and when He placed securely
the springs under the heaven, and when He
made firm the foundations of the earth, I was

b
y Him, joining all things together t. What

perioci in time is here? Or how far are the

conce])tions of human intelligence allowed to

reach beyond the infinite birth of God Only-
begotten ? By means of things whose creation
we can conceive in our mind, it is not possible

to understand the generation of Him, Who

is prior to all these things ; and hence we

cannot maintain that He came, indeed, first
in time, yet was not infinite, inasmuch as the

only privilege bestowed upon Him was a birth
prior to things temporal. For in that case,
since they, by their constitution, are subject

to the conditions of time. He, though prior
to them all, would be equally subject to con-
ditions of time, because their creation within
time would define the time of His birth,
namely that He was born before then ; for
that which is antecedent to temporal things

stands in the same relation to time as they.

39. But the voice of God, our instruction
in true wisdom, speaks what is perfect, an 1

expresses the absolute truth, when i
t teaches

7 Prov. viii. 26—30(LXX.).
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that itself is prior not merely to things of time,
but even to things infinite. For when the
heaven was being prepared, it was present
with God. Is the preparation of the heaven
an act of God within tim-e ; so that an im-
pulse of thought suddenly surprised His mind,
as though it liad been previously dull and inert,

and after the fashion of men He sought for
materials and instruments for fashioning the

heaven ? Nay, the prophet's conception of the
working of God is far different, when He says,
By the word of the Lord were the heavens
established, and all their power by the breath
of His moitth^. Yet the heavens needed the
command of God, that they laiight be estab-
lished; for their arrangement and excellence
in this firm unshaken constitution, which they

display, did not arise from the blending and

commingling of some kind of matter, but from
the breath of the mouth of God. What then
does it mean, that Wisdom begotten of God
was present with Him, when He was preparing
the heaven? For neither does the creation
of heaven consist in a preparation of material,
nor does it consist with the nature of God to
linger over preUminary thoughts concerning
His work. For everything, which there is in
created things, was always with God : for
although these things in respect of their
creation have a beginning, nevertheless they
have no beginning in respect of the knowledge
and power of God. And here the prophet is
our witness, saying, O God, Who hast made all
things which shall be^. For although things
future, in so far as they are to be created,
are still to be made, yet to God, with Whom
there is nothing new or sudden in creation,
they have already been made ; since there is
a dispensation of times for their creation, and
in the prescient working of the divine power
they have already been made. Here, therefore,
Wi.'idom, in teaching that it was born before
the ages, teaches that it is not merely prior
to thmgs which have been created, but is even
co-eternal with what is eternal, to wit, with the
preparation of the heaven, and the setting
apart of the abode of God. For this abode
was not set apart at the time when it was
actually made, for setting apart and fashioning
an abode are different things. Nor again was
the lieaven formed at the time when it was
(ideally) prepared, for Wisdom was with God
both when He prepared and when He set apart
the heaven. And afterwards it was fashioning
the heaven by the side of God Who formed
it : it proves its eternity by its presence with

8 Ps. xxxii, 6(LXX.).
9 Is. xlv. n (LXX. but altered from the 3rd person to the
and).

Him as He prepares ; it reveals its functions,
when it fashions by the side of God Who forms.
Therefore, in the passage before us it said that
it was begotten even before the earth and moun-
tains and hills, because it meant to teach that
it was present at the preparation of the heaven ;
in order that it might shew that, even when
the heaven was being prepared, tliis work was
already finished in the counsel of God, for
to Him there is nothing new.
40. For the preparation for creation is per-
petual and eternal : nor was the frame of this
universe actually made by isolated acts of
thought, in the sense that first the heaven ,
was thought of, and afterwards there came
into God's mind a thought and plan concern-
ing the earth ; tliat He thought of each part
singly, so that first the earth was spread out
as a plain, and then through better counsels
was made to rise up in mountains, and yet
again was diversified with hills, and in the fourth
place was also made habitable even in the
heights ; that so the heaven was prepared an 1
the abode of God set apart, and huge clou. Is
in the upper air held the exhalations caught
up by the winds ; then afterwards sure springs
began to run under the heaven, and, last of all,
the earth was made firm with strong founda-
tions. For Wisdom declares that it is prior
to all these things. But since all things under
the heaven were made through God, and
Christ was present at the fashioning of 'the
heaven, and preceded even the eternity of the
heaven which was prepared, this fact does not
allow us to think in respect to God of dis-
connected thoughts on details, since the whole
preparation of these things is co-eternal with
God. For although, as Moses teaches, each
act of creation had its proper order;— the
making the firmament solid, the laying bare
of the dry land, the gathering together of the
sea, the ordering of the stars, the generation by
the waters and the earth when they brought
forth living creatures out of themselves ; yet
the creation of the heaven and earth and other
elements is not separated by the slightest
interval in God's working, since their prepara-
tion had been completed in like infinity of
eternity in the counsel of God.
41. Thus, though Christ was present in God
with these infinite and eternal decrees, He has
granted to us nothing more than a knowledge
of the fact of His birth ; in order that, just
as an apprehension of the birth is the means
which leads to faith in God, so also the know-
ledge of the eternity of His birth might avail
to sustain piety ; since neither reason nor ex-
perience allow us to speak of any but an eternal
Son as proceeding from a Father Who is
eternal.
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42. But perhaps the word 'creation,' and
its employment of Him, disturbs us. Certainly
the word ' creation ' would disturb us, if birth
before the ages and creation for the begin-
ning of the ways of God and for His works
were not affirmed of Him. For birth cannot
be understood to denote creation, since the
birth precedes causation, but the creation takes
place through causation. For before the pre-
paration of the heaven and before the com-
mencement of the ages was He established,
Who was created for the beginning of the
ways of God and for His works. Is it pos-
sible that to be created for the beginning of
the ways of God and for His works, means
the same as to be born before all thihgs ?
No : one of these ideas relates to time em-
ployed in action, but the other bears a sense
which has no relation to time.

43. Or perhaps you wish the assertion that
He was created for the works to be under-
stood in the sense that He was created on
account of the works ; in other words that
Christ was created for the sake of performing
the works. In that case He exists as a ser-
vant and a builder of the universe, and was
not born the Lord of Glory ; He was created
for the service of forming the ages, and was
not always the beloved Son and the King of the
ages. But, although the general understanding
of Christians contradicts this impibus thought
of yours, recognising that it is one thing to
be created for the beginning of the ways of
Uod and for His works, and another to be
born before the ages, yet this very same
passage thwarts your purpose of falsely assert-
ing that the Lord Christ was created, on
accoiint of the formation of the universe,
since it shews that God the Father is the
Maker and Former of the universe, and
shews it convincingly, since Christ Himself
was present fashioning by the side of Him
Who was forming all things. But, while all
Scripture was designed to speak of the Lord
Jesus Christ as the Creator of the universe.
Wisdom, to destroy all occasion for impiety, has
here declared that though God the Father
was the Constructor of the universe, yet itself
was not absent from Him while constructing

it
,

since it was present with Him even when
He was preparing it beforehand, and that
when the Father formed the universe. Wis-
dom also was fashioning it by the side of
Him Who formed it

,

and was present with
Him even when He prepared it. Whence
Wisdom would have us understand that it

was not created on account of God's works ',

b
y

the very fact that it had been present at

* Readingper id ipsumeanequepropter opera.

the eternal preparation of works yet to be,
and proves Scripture not to be false, by the
fact that it fashioned the universe b

y the side
of God when He formed it.
44. Learn at last, heretic, from the revelation
of Catholic teaching, what is the meaning of
the saying that Christ was created for the
beginning of the ways of God and for His
works ; and be taught by the words of Wisdom
itself the folly of your irnpious dulness. For
thus it Ijegins: If I shall declare unto you the
things which are done every day, Iwill remember
to recount those things which are from o

f old ^
.

For Wisdom had said before. You, O men,I entreat, and I utter my 7joice to the sons oj

men. O ye simple, understand subtilty, more-
over, ye unlearned, apply your heart 3 / and
again, Through Me kings reign, and mig,lity
men decree justice. Through Me princes are
magnified, and through Me despots possess the
earth *; and again, Iwalk in the ways of equity,
and move in the midst of the paths of justice ;

that I may divide substance to those that love
Me, and fill their treasuries 7viih good things s.

Wisdom is not silent about its daily work.
And firstly entreating all men, it advises the
simple to understand subtilty, and the un-
learned to apply their heart, in order that

a zealous and diligent reader may ponder the
(liff<;rent and separate meanings of the words.
And so it teaches that by its methods and
ordinances all success, all attainment of know-
ledge or fame or wealth, is achieved : it shews
that witljin itself are contained the reigns of
kings and the prudence of the mighty, and
the famous works of princes, and the justice
of despots who possess the earth ; that it more-
over does not mingle with wicked deeds and
has no part in acts of injustice; and that all
this is done by Wisdom in order that, by
taking part in every work of equity and justice,

it may supply to those that love it
,
a wealth
of eternal goods and incorruptible treasures.
Therefore Wisdom, after declaring that it will
relate the things which are done every day,
promises that it will also be mindful to re-
count the things which are from of old. And
now what blindness is it

,

to think that things
were performed before the beginning of the
ages, which are expressly declared to date

merely from the beginning of the ages ! For
every work among those which date from the

beginning of the ages is itself posterior to that
beginning : but on the contrary, things which
are before the beginning of the ages, precede
the ordering of the ages, which are later than
they. And so Wisdom, after declaring that

= Prov. vlii. 21(LXX.). 3 lb. 4, 5.

S lb. 20,21.

•
«

lb. 15,16.
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it is mindful to speak of tlie tilings which date
from the beginning of the ages, says, The Lord
created Me for the beginning of His ways for,
His works, by these words denoting things per-
formed from th ; date of the beginning of the
ages. Thus W sdora's teaching concerns not a
generation declared to precede the ages, but
a dispensation which began with the ages
themselves.

45. We must also enquire what is the mean-
ing of the saying that God, born before the
ages, was again created for the beginning of
the ways of God and for His works. This
surely is said because where there is a birth
before the commencement of the ages, there
is the eternity of an endless generation : but
where the same birth is represented as a crea-
tion from the commencement of the ages, for
the ways of God and for His works, it is
a])plied as the creative cause to the works
and to the ways. And first, since Christ is
Wisdom, we must see whetlier He is Himself
the beginning of the way of the works of God.
Of this, I think, there is no doubt; for He
says, / ant the way, and. No man cometh to
the Father except throui^h Me^. A way is the
guide of those who go, the course marked
out for those who hasten, the safeguanl of
the ignorant, a teacher, so to speak, of things
unknown and longed for. Therefore He is
created for the beginning of the ways, for
the works of God ; because He is the Way
and leads men to the Father. But we must
seek for the purpose of this creation, which is
from the commencement of the ages. For
it is also the mystery of the last dispensation,
wherein Christ was again created in bodily
form, and declared that He was the way of
the works of God. Again, He was created for
the ways of God from the commencement of
the ages, when, subjecting Himself to the
visible form of a creature, He took the form
of a created being.
46. And so let us see for what ways of
God, and for what works of God, Wisdom
was created from the commencement of the
ages, though born of God before all ages.
Adam heard the voice of One walking in
Paradise. Do you think that His approach
could have been heard, had He not assumed
the guise of a created being? Is not the
fact, that He was heard as He walked, proof
that He was present in a created form ? I do
not ask in what guise He spoke to Cain and
Abel and Noah, and in what guise He was
near to Enoch also, blessing him. An Angel
speaks to Hagar, and certainly He is also
God. Has He the same form, when He

' St. John xiv. 6.

appears like an Angel, as He has in that
nature, by virtue of which He is God ? Cer-
tainly the form of an Angel is revealed, where
afterwards mention is made of the nature of
God. But why should I speak of an Angel?
He comes as a man to Abraham. Under the
guise of a man, in the shape of that created
being, is not Christ present in that nature,
which He possesses as being also God ? A
man speaks, and is present in the body, and
is nourished by food ; and yet God is adored.
Surely He Who was an Angel is now also man,
in order to save us from the assumption that
any of these diverse aspects of one state, that
of the creature, is His natural form as God.
Again, He comes to Jacob in human shape,
and even grasps him for wrestling; and He
takes hold with His hands, and struggles with
His limbs, and bends His flanks, and adopts
every movement and gesture of ours. But
again He is revealed, this time to Moses, and
as a fire ; in order that you might learn to
believe that this created nature was to provide
Him with an outward guise, not to embody
the reality of His nature. He possessed, at
that moment, the power of burning, but He
did not assume the destructive property which
is inherent in the nature of fire, for the fire
evidently burned and yet the bush was not
injured.

47. Glance over the whole course of time,
and realise in what guise He appeared to
Joshua the son of Nun, a prophet bearing
His na.me, or to Isaiah, who relates that he
saw Him, as the Gospel also bears witness ?,
or to Ezekiel, who was admitted even to
knowledge of the Resurrection, or to Daniel,
who confesses the Son of Man in the eternal
kingdom of the ages, or to all the rest to whom
He presented Himself in the form of various
created beings, >;■ the ways of God and for the
zvorks of God, that is to say, to teach us to
know Gnd, and to profit our eternal state.
Why does this method, expressly designed for
human salvation, bring aboat at the present
time such an impious attack upon His eternal
birth? The creation, of which you speak,
dates from the commencement of the ages;
but His birth is without end, and before the
ages. Maintain by all means that we are
doing violence to words, if a Prophet, or the
Lord, or an Apostle, or any oracle whatever
has described by the name of creation the
birth of His eternal divinity. In all these
manifestations God, Who is a consuming fire,
is present, as created, in such a manner that
He could lay aside the created form by the
same power by which He assumed it

,

being

7 St. John xii. 41.
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able to destroy again that which had come
' was established before the ages was created

into existence merely that it might be looked anew from tlie commencement of the ages for

upon.

48. But that blessed and true birth of the
flesh conceived within the Virgin the A])ostle
has named both a creating and a making, for

then there was born both the nature and form

of our created being. And without doubt in his
view this name belongs to Christ's true birth

as a man, since he says. But when the fulness
of the time came, God sent His Son, made of
a woman, tnade under the law, in order that
He might redeem those who are under the lazv,
that we might obtain the adoption of sons^.
And so He is God's own Son, Who is

^ made

in human form and of human origin ; nor is

He only made but also created, as it is said :

Even as the truth is in Jesus, that ye put
invay, according to yotcr former manner ofjife,
that old man, which becomes corrupt according

to the lusts of deceit. However, be ye rene'ived
in the spirit of your mind, a7id put ye on
that new man, ivhich is created according to

God'i. So the new man is to be put on Who
has been created according to God. For He
Who was Son of God was born also Son ol

Man. This was not the birth of the divinity,
but the creating of the flesh ; the new Man

taking the title of the race, and being created

according to God Who was born before the

ages. And how the new man was created

according to God, he explains in what follows,

adding, in righteousness, and in holiness, cind
in truth''. For there was no guile in Him;
and He has been made unto us righteousness
and sanctification, and is Himself the Truth.
This, then, is the Christ, created a new man

according to God, Whom we put on.

49. If
,

then, Wisdom, in saying that it was
mindful of the things which have been per-
formed since the beginning of the ages, said
that it was created for the works of God a.nd
for the ways of God ; and yet, while saying
that it was created, taught that it was estab-

lished before the ages, lest we should sup-

pose that the mystery of that created form,
so variously and frequently assumed, involved

some change in its nature ;— for although the
firmness with which it was established would

not allow of any disturbance that could over-
throw it

,

yet, lest the establishment might
seem to mean something less than birth. Wis-

dom declared itself to be begotten before all
things :— if this is so, why is the term ' crea-

, tion ' now applied to the birth of that which was

both begotten before all things, and also es-

tablished before the ages ? Because that which

the beginning of the ways of God and for
His works. In this sense must we understand
the difference between creation from the com-
mencement of the ages and that birth which
precedes the ages and all things. Impiety at
least has not this excuse, that it can plead
error as the cause of its profanity.
50. For although the weakness of the un-
derstanding might hinder the perceptions of

a man devoutly disposed, so that, even after
this explanation, he might fail to grasp the
meaning of "creation," nevertheless, even the
letter of the Apostle's saying, when he ap-
plies = the term "making" to a true birth,
should have sufficed for a sincere, if not in-
telligent, belief, that the term "creation" was
designed to conduce to a belief in generation.
For when the Apostle was minded to assert the
birth of One from one Parent, that is to say,
the birth of the Lord from a virgin without

a conception due to human passions, he clearly
had a definite purpose in calling Him " made
of a woman," Whom he knew and had fre-
quently asserted to have been born. He de-
sired that the ' birth ' should point to the reality
of the generation, and the ' making

' should
testify to the birth of One from one Parent ;

because the term 'making' excludes the idea
of a conception by means of human inter-
course, it being expressly stated that He was
made of a virgin, though it is equally certain
that He was born and not made. But see,
heretic, how impious you are. No sentence
of prophet, or evangelist, or apostle has said
that Jesus Christ was created from God, rather
than born from Him : yet you deny the birth,
and assert the creation, but not according
to the Apostle's meaning, when he said that
He was made, lest there should be any doubt
that He was born as One from one Parent.
You make your assertion in a most impious
sense, implying that God did not derive His
being by way of birth conveying nature ; al-
though a creature would rather have come mto

being out of nothing. This is the primary
infection in your unhappy mind, not that you
term birth a creating, but that you adapt
your faith to the idea of creation instead of
birth. And yet while it would mark a poor
intellect, still it would not mark a man en-
tirely undevout, if you had called Christ
created, in order that men might recognise
His impassible birth from God, as being that
of One from One.

51. But none of these phrases does a firm

8 Gal. iv. 4, 5. 9 Eph. iv, 21—24. ' lb. 24. " Deputantis ĉonj. edd. Benedict.
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apostolic faith permit. For it knows in wliat
dispensation of time Christ was created, and
in what eternity of times He was loom. More-
over, He was born God of God, and the
divinity of His true birth and perfect gene-
ration is not doubtful. For in relation to God
we acknowledge only two modes of being,
birth and eternity : birth, moreover, not after

anything, but before all things, so that birth

only bears witness to a Source of being, and
does not predicate any incongruity between
the offspring and the Source of being. Still,
by common admission, this birth, because it
is from God, implies a secondary position
in respect to the Source of being, and yet
cannot be separated from that Source, since
any attempt of thought to pass beyond accept-
ance of the fact of birth, must also necessarily
penetrate the mystery of the generation. And
so this is the only pious language to use about
God : to know Him as Father, and with Him
to know also Him, Who is the Son born of
Him. Nor assuredly are we taught anything
concerning God, except that He is the Father
of God the Only-begotten and the Creator.
So let not human weakness overreach itself;
and let it make this only confession, in which
alone lies its salvation —that, before the mys-
tery of the Incarnation, it is ever assured,
concerning the Lord Jesus Christ, of this one
fact that He had been born.
52. For my part, so long as I shall have the
power by means of this Spirit Whom Thou
hast granted me. Holy Father, Almighty God,
I will confess Thee to be not only eternally
God, but also eternally Father. Nor will
I ever break out into such folly and impiety,
as to make myself the judge of Thy omni-
potence and Thy mysteries, nor shall this
weak understantling arrogantly seek for more
than that devout belief in Thy infinitude and
faith in Thy eternity, which have been taught
me. I will not assert that Thou wast ever
without Thy Wisdom, and Thy Power, and
Thy Word, without God Only-begotten, my
Lord Jesus Christ. The weak and imperfect
language, to which our nature is limited, does
not dominate my thoughts concerning Thee,
so that my poverty of utterance should choke
faith into silence. For altliough we have a
word and wisdom and power of our own, the
product of our free inward activity, yet Thine
is the absolute generation of perfect God, Who
is Thy Word and Wisdom and Power; so
that He can never be separated from Thee,
Who in these names of Thy eternal properties
is shewn to be born of Thee. Yet His birth
is only so far shewn as to make manifest the
fact that Thou art the Source of His being;
yet sufficiently to confirm our belief in His

infinity, inasmuch as it is related that He was
born before times eternal.

53. For in human affairs Thou hast set be-
fore us many things of such a sort, that though
we do not know their cause, yet the effect
is not unknown ; and reverence inculcates
faith, where ignorance is inherent in our nature.
Thus when I raised to Thy heaven these
feeble eyes of mine, my certainty regarding
it was limited to the fact that it is Thine.
For seeing therein these orbits where the
stars are fixed, and their annual revolutions,
and the Pleiades and the Great Bear and the
Morning Star, each having their varied duties
in the service which is appointed them, I
recognise Thy presence, O God, in these
things whereof I cannot gain any clear under-
standing. And when I view the marvellous
swellings of Thy sea, I know that I have
failed to comprehend not merely the origin
of the waters but even the movements of this
changeful expanse; yet I grasp at faith in
some reasonable cause, although it is one that
I cannot see, and fail not to recognise Thee
in these things also, which I do not know.
Furthermore, when in thought I turn to the
earth, which by the power of hidden agencies
causes to decay all the seeds which it receives,
quickens them when decayed, multiplies them
when quickened, and makes them strong when
multiplied; in all these changes I find nothing
which my mind can understand, yet my ignor-
ance helps towards recognising Thee, for
though I know nothing of the nature that
waits on me, I recognise Thee by actual ex-
perience of the advantages I possess. More-
over, though I do not know myself, yet I
perceive so much that I marvel at Thee the
more because I am ignorant of myself For
without understanding it
, I perceive a certain
motion or order or life in my mind when

it exercises its powers; and this very per-
ception I owe to Thee, for though Thou deniest
the power of understanding my natural first
beginning, yet Thou givest that of perceiving
nature with its charms. And since in what
concerns myself I recognise Thee, ignorant
as I am, so recognising Thee I will not in
what concerns Thee cherish a feebler faith
in Thy omnipotence, because I do not under-
stand. My thoughts shall not attempt to
grasp and master the origin of Thy Only-
begotten Son, nor shall my faculties strain
to reach beyond the truth that He is my
Creator and my God.

54. His birth is before times eternal. If
anything exist which precedes eternity, it will
be something which, when eternity is compre-
hended, still eludes comprehension. And t.iis
something is Thine, and is Thy Only-begotten ;
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no portion, nor extension, nor any empty name
devised to suit some theory of I'hy mode of
action. He is the Son, a Son born of Thee,
God the Father, Himself true God, begotten
by Thee in the unity of Thy nature, and
meet to be acknowledged after Thee, and

yet with Thee, since Thou art the eternal
Author of His eternal origin. For since
He is from Thee, He is second to Thee ;
yet since He is Thine, Thou art not to be
separated from Him. For we must never as-
sert that Thou didst once exist witliout Thy
Son, lest we should be reproaching Thee
either with imperfection, as then unable to

generate, or with superfluousiiess after the

generation. And so the exact meaning for
us of the eternal generation is that we know
Thee to be the eternal Father of Thy Only-
begotten Son, Who was born of Thee before
times eternal.

55. Bui, for my part, I cannot be content
by tlie service of my faith and voice, to deny
that my Lord and my God, Thy Only-begotten,
Jesus Christ, is a creature ; I must also deny
that this name of ' creature ' belongs to Thy
Holy Spirit, seeing that He proceeds from
Thee and is sent through Him, so great is
my reverence for everything that is Thine.
Nor, because I know that Thou alone art
unborn and that the Only-begotten is born of
Thee, will I refuse to say that the Holy Spirit
was begotten, or assert that He was ever
created. I fear the blasphemies which would
be insinuated against Thee by such use of this
title ' creature,' which I share with the other
beings brought into being by Thee. Thy
Holy Spirit, as the Apostle says, searches and
knows Thy deep things, and as Intercessor
for me speaks to Thee words I couUl not
utter; and shall I express or rather dishonour,
by the title ' creature,' the power of His na-
ture, which subsists eternally, derived from
Thee through Thine Only-begotten ? Nothing,
except what belongs to Thee, penetrates into
Thee ; nor can the agency of a power foreign
and strange to Thee measure the depth of
Thy boundless majesty. To Thee belongs
whatever enters into L'hee ; nor is anything
strange to Thee, which dwells in Thee through
its searching power.

56. But I cannot describe Him, Whose
pleas for me I cannot describe. As in the
revelation that Thy Only-begotten was born
of Thee before times eternal, when we cease
to struggle with ambiguities of language and
difficulties of thought, the one certainty of His
birth remains ; so I hold fast in my conscious-
ness the truth that Thy Holy Spirit is from
Thee and through Him, although 1 cannot
by my intellect comprehend it. For in Thy

spiritual things I am duU, as Thy Only-begot-
ten says, Marvel not that I said unto tkee,
ye must be born anew. The Shirit breathes
where it will, and thou hearest the voice of it ,
but dost not knoiv whence it comes or whither
it goes. So is every one who is born of water
and of the Holy Spirit^. Though I hold a be-
lief in my regeneration, I hold it in ignorance ;
I possess the reality, though I comprehend it
not. For my own consciousness had no part
in causing this new birth, which is manifest
in its effects. Moreover the Spirit has no
limits ; He speaks when He will, and what He
will, and where He will. Since, then, the
cause of His coming and going is unknown,
though the watcher is conscious of the fact,
shall I count the nature of the Spirit among
created things, and limit Him by fixing the
time of His origin ? Thy servant John says,
indeed, that all things were made through the
Son 4, Who as God the Word vvas in the be-
ginning, O God, with Thee. Again, Paul re-
counts all things as created in Him, in heaven
and on earth, visible and invisible s. And,
while he declared that everything was created
in Christ and through Christ, he thought, with
respect to the Holy Spirit, that the description
was sufficient, when he called Him Thy Spirit.
With these men, peculiarly Thine elect, I will
think in these matters ; just as, after their
example, I will say nothing beyond my com-
prehension about Thy Only-begotten, but
simply declare that He was bom, so also after
their example I will not trespass beyond that
which human intellect can know about Thy
!Holy Spirit, but simply declare that He is
Thy Spirit. May my lot be no useless strife
of words, but the unwavering confession of
an unhesitating faith !
i 57. Keep, I pray Thee, this my pious faith
undefiled, and even till my spirit departs,
grant that this may be the utterance of my

convictions : so that I may ever hold fast
that which I professed in the creed of my
regeneration, when I was baptized in the
Father, and the Son, and the Holy Spirit.
Let me, in snort, adore Thee our Father,
and Thy Son together with Thee; let me
win the fiwour of Thy Holy Spirit, Who is
from Thee, through Thy Only-begotten. For

I have a convincing Witness to my faith. Who
says. Father, all Mine are Thine, and Thine are
Mine^, even my Lord Jesus Christ, abiding in

Thee, and from Thee, and with Thee, for

ever God : Who is blessed for ever and ever.

Amen.

3 St. John iii. 7, 8. 4 lb. i. i, 3.
6 St. John xvii. 10.

5 Col. i. 16.





INTRODUCTION TO THE

HOMILIES ON PSALMS I., LIIL, CXXX.

Some account of St. Hilary's Homilies on the Psalms has already been given in the
Introduction to this volume, pp. xl.—xlv. A few words remain to be said concerning
his principle of exposition. This may be gathered from his own statement in the fifth
section of the Instrudio Fsalmorum, the discourse preliminary to the Homilies :— ' There

is no doubt that the language of the Psalms must be interpreted by the light of the
teaching of the Gospel. Thus, whoever he be by whose mouth the Spirit of prophecy
has spoken, the whole purpose of his words is our instruction concerning the glory and
power of the coming, the Incarnation* the Passion, the kingdom of our Lord Jesus Christ,
and of our resurrection. Moreover, all the prophecies are shut and sealed to worldly sense
and pagan wisdom, as Isaiah says. And all these words shall be unto you as the sayings

o
f this book which is sealed^. . . . The whole is a texture woven of allegorical and typical

meanings, whereby are spread before our view all the mysteries of the Only-begotten Son
of God, Who was to be born in the body, to suffer, to die, to rise again, to reign for
ever with those who share His glory because they believed on Him, to be the Judge
of the rest of mankind.' It is true that Hilary from time to time discriminates, and
sometimes very shrewdly, between passages which must, and others which must not, be

thus interpreted, but for the most part the commentary is theological and therefore mystical.

The Psalter is not used for the establishment of doctrine. No position for which Hilary
had not another and an independent defence is maintained on the strength of an allegorical
explanation, and no deductions are drawn from such allegories. They are simply used
for the cumulative confirmation of truth otherwise revealed. The result is a commentary
much more illustrative of Hilary's own thought than of that of the writers of the Psalms ;

and great as are the merits of the Homilies, they are counter-balanced by obvious and

serious defects. There is
,

of course, little interest taken in the circumstances in which

the Psalms were written. They are, in Hilary's eyes, essentially prophecies, and he is

content as a rule to describe the writer simply as

' the Prophet.' And as with the history,

so with the spirit of the Psalter. There is little evidence that he recognised in it the

noblest and most perfect expression of human devotion towards God, and still less that

he appreciated the elevation of its poetry. For the latter failure there is ample excuse.

The Septuagint and Old Latin versions of the Psalms have for us venerable antiquity

and sacred associations, but they can hardly be said to appeal to the imagination.

Now while Hilary of course regarded the Greek translation as authoritative on account

both of our Lord's use of it and of general consent, he treats it not as literature

but rather in the spirit of a lawyer interpreting and applying the terms of an

ancient charter. Nor is it likely that the Latin version would move Hilary as it sometimes

moves us who read it to-day and find a certain dignity and power in its unpolished sentences.

Its roughness could only shock, and its obscurity perplex, one who, as we have said already

(Intr. iii.), could think and express himself clearly in what was to him a living and a culti-

vated language. But with all his disadvantages he has produced a great and profoundly

Christian work, of permanent value and interest and of abiding influence upon thought,

theological and moral. For in these Homilies, and not least in those which are here

translated, the Roman genius for moral reflection is manifest, and the pattern set which

St. Ambrose was to follow with success in such work as his De officiis ministrorum.

< Is. xxix. IX.



HOMILIES ON THE PSALMS.

PSALM I.
The primary condition of knowledge for
reading the Psalms is the ability to see as
whose mouthpiece we are to regard the Psalmist
as speaking, and who it is that he addresses.
For they are not all of the same uniform
character, but of different authorship and
different types. For we constantly find that
the Person of God the Father is being set
before us, as in that passage of the eighty-eighth
Psalra : / have exalted one chosen out of My
people, I have found David My servant, with
My holy oil have I aniinted him. He shall
call Me, Thou art my Father and the upholder
of my salvation. And 1 7vill make him My
first-born, higher than the kings of the earth ' ;
while in what we might call the majority of
Psalms the Person of the Son is introduced,
as in the seventeenth : A people whom I have
not known hath servedMe ;̂ and in the twenty-
first : they parted My garments among them and
cast lots iipott My vesture'^. But the contents
of the first Psalm forbid us to understand it
either of the Person of the Father or of the
Son : But his will hath been in the law of the
Lord, and in His Law will he meditate day and
night. Now in the Psalm in which we said
the Person of the Father is intended, the terms
used are exactly appropriate, for instance : He
shall call Me, I'hou art my Father, ni.y God
and the upholder of ?ny salvation ; and in that
one in which we hear the Son speaking, He
proclaims Himself to be tlie .author of the
words by the very expressions He employs,
saying, A people whom I have not known hath
served Me. That is to say, when the Father
on the one hand says: He shall call Me;
and the Son on the other hand says : a people
hath served Me, they shew that it is They
Themselves Who are speaking concerning
Themselves. Here, however, where we have
But his will hath been in the Law of the Lord ;
obviously it is not the Person of the Lord
speaking concerning Himself, but the person
of another, extolling the happiness of that
man whose will is in the Law of the Lord.

» Ps. Ixxxviii. (Ixxxix.), 20ff. 2 lb. xvii (xviii.), 45.
3 lb. xxi. (xxii.), ig.

Here, then, we are to recognise the person
of the Prophet by whose lips the Holy Spirit
speaks, raising us by the instrumentality of
his lips to the knowledge of a spiritual mystery.
2. And as he says this we must enquire
concerning what man we are to understand
him to be speaking. He says : Happy is the
man ivho hath not ivalked in the counsel of the
ungodly nor stood in the way of sintiers, and
hath not sat in the seat of pestilence. But his
will hath been in the Law of the Lord, and
in His Law will he meditate day and night.
And he shall be like a tree planted by the rills
of water, that will yield its fruit in its own
season. His leaf also shall not wither, and
all things, whatsoever he shall do, shall prosper.
I have discovered, either from personal con-
versation or from their letters and writings,
that the opinion of many men about this Psalm

is
,

that we ought to understand it to be a
description of our Lord Jesus Christ, and that

it is His happiness which is extolled in the
verses following. But this interpretation is

wrong both in method and reasoning, though
doubtless it is inspired by a pious tendency
of thought, since the whole of the Psalter

is to be referred to Him : the time and place
in His life to which this passage refers must
be ascertained by the sound method of know-
ledge guided by reason.

3. Now the words which stand at the begin-
ning of the Psalm are quite unsuited to the
Person and Dignity of the Son, while the whole
contents are m themselves a condemnation
of the careless haste that would use them
to extol Him. For when it is said, and his
will hath beeft in the Law of the Lord, how
(seeing that the Law was given by the Son
of God) can a happiness which depends
on his will being in the Law of the Lord
be attributed to Him Who is Flimself Lord
of the Law? That the Law is His He Him-
self declares in the seventy-seventh Psalm,
where He says : Hear My Law, O My people :

incline your ears unto the words of My mouth.Iwill open My mouth in a parable ■*. And the

4 Ps. Ixxvii. (ixxviii.), j
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Evangelist Matthew further asserts that these
words were spoken by the Son, when he says :
For this cause spake He in parables that the
saying mii:;ht be fulfilled : I will open My mouth
in parables i. The Lord then gave fulfihnent
in act to His own prophecy, speaking in the
parables in which He had promised that He
would speak. But how can the sentence, and
he shall be like a tree planted by the rills of
water, —wherein growth in happiness is set
forth in a figure —be possibly applied to His
Person, and a tree be said to be more happy
than the Son of God, and the cause of His
happiness, which would be the case if an
analogy were established between Him and
it in respect of growth towards hajipiness ?
AgLiin, since according to Wisdom 5' and the

Apostle, He is both before the ages and before
times eternal, and is the First-born of every
creature ; and since in Him and through Him
all things were created, how can He be hap])y
by becoming like objects created by Himself?
For neither does the power of the Creator
need for its exaltation comparison with any
creature, nor does the immemorial age of the
First-born allow of a comparison involving un-
suitable conditions of time, as would be the case
if He were compared to a tree. For that which
shall be at some point of future time cannot
be looked upon as having either previously
existed or as now existing anywhere. But
whatsoever already is does not need any ex-
tension of time to begin existence, because
it already possesses continuous existence from
the date of its beginning up till the present.
4. And so, since these words are understood
to be inapphcable to the divinity of the Only-
begotten Son of God, our Lord Jesus Christ,
we must suppose him, who is here extolled
as happy by the Prophet, to be the man who
strives to conform himself to that body which
the Lord assumed and in which He was born
as man, by zeal for justice and perfect fulfil-
ment of all righteousness. That this is the
necessary interpretation will be shewn as the
exposition of the Psalm proceeds.
5. The Holy Sjjirit made choice of this
magnificent and noble introduction to the
Psalter, in order to stir up weak man to a
pure zeal for piety by the hope of happiness,
to teach him the mystery of the Incarnate
God, to promise him participation in heavenly
glory, to declare the penalty of the Judgment,
to proclaim the two-fold resurrection, to shew
forth the counsel of God as seen in His award.
It is indeed after a faultless and mature design
that He has laid the foundation of this great
prophecy ^; His will being that the hope con-

5 St. Matt. xiii. 35. 5»Prov. viii. 22. 6 i.e. thePsalter.

nected with the happy man might allure weak
humanity to zeal for the Faith; that the an-
alogy of the happiness of the tree might be
the pledge of a happy hope, that the declar-
ation of His wrath against the ungodly might
set the bounds of fear to the excesses of un-
godliness, that difference in rank in the assem-
blies of the saints might mark difference in
merit, that the standard appointed for judging
the ways of the righteous might shew forth
the majesty of God.
But let us now deal with the subject matter
and the words which express it

.

6
. Happy is the man ivho halh not walked

in the counsel o
f the ungodly nor stood in the way

o
f sinners, and hath not sat in the seat of pesti-

lence. But his will hath been in the Law of the
Lord, and in His Law will he meditate day and
night.
The Prophet recites five kinds of caution
as continually present in the mind of the happy
man : the first, not to walk in the counsel
of the ungodly, the second, not to stand in the
way of sinners, the third, not to sit in the seat
of pestilence, next, to set his will in the Law of
the Lord, and lastly, to meditate therein by
day and by night. There must, therefore, be

a distinction between the ungodly and the
sinner, between the sinner and the pestilent ;

chiefly because here the ungodly has a counsel,
the sinner a way, the pestilent a seat, and

again, because the questioa is of walking, not
standing, in the counsel of the ungodly ; of
standing, not walking, in the way of the sinner.
Now, if we would understand the reason of
these facts, we must note the precise difference

between the sinner and the undutiful ?, that

so it may become clear why to the sinner

is assigned a way, and to the undutiful a coun

sel ; next, why the question is of standing
in the way, and of walking in the counsel,
whereas men are accustomed to connect stand-

ing with a counsel, and walking with a way.
Not every man that is a sinner is also un-
dutiful : but the undutiful man cannot fail to

be a sinner. Let us take an instance Iroin
general experience. Sons, though they be

drunken and profligate and spendthrilt, can

yet love their fathers ; and with all these vices,

and, therefore, not free from guilt, may yet be

free from undutifulness. But the undutilul,
though they may be models of continence and
frugality, are, by the mere fact of despising
the parent, woise transgressors than it they

were guilty of every sin that lies outside the

category of undutifulness.

7 Impius, which is elsewherein the Homily translatedun-
godiy, is liere renderedundutiful^ in order to preserveto so.iie
extent the senseof imduiij'ul towards parents in which liiUry,
with true Romanappreciationol thepxiria poiestas ûses it in this
passage.
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7. There is no doubt then that, as this in-

stance proves, the undutiful (or ungodly) must

be distinguished from the sinner. And, indeed,

general opinion agrees to call those men ungodly

who scorn to search for the knowledge of God,
who in their irreverent mind take for granted

that there is no Creator of the world, who
assert that it arrived at the order and beauty

which we see by chance movements, who,

in order to deprive their Creator of all power
to pass judgment on a life lived rightly or in

sin, will have it that man comes into being and

passes out of it again by the simple operation
of a law of nature.
Thus, all the counsel of these men is waver-
ing, unsteady, and vague, and wanders about
in the same familiar paths and over the same
familiar ground, never finding a resting-place,
for it falls to reach any definite decision. They
have never in their system risen to the doctrine
of a Creator of the world, for instead of answer-
ing our questions as to the cause, beginning,
and duration of the world, whether the world
is for man, or man for the world, the reason
of death, its extent and nature, they press
in ceaseless motion round the circle of this
godless argument and find no rest in these

imaginings.
8. There are, besides, other counsels of the
ungodly, i.e., of those who have fallen into
heresy, unrestrained by the laws of either the
New Testament or the Old. Their reasoning
ever takes the course of a vicious circle; with-
out grasp or foothold to stay them they tread
their interminable round of endless indecision.
'J'heir ungodliness consists in measuring God,
not by His own revelation, but by a standard
of their choosing ; they forget that it is as god-
less to make a God as to deny Him ; if you
ask them what effect these opinions have on
their laith and hope, they are perplexed and
confused, they wander Irom the point and
wilfully avoid the real issue of the debate.
Happy is the man then who hath not walked
in this kind of counsel of the ungodly, nay,
who has not even entertained the wish to walk
therein, for it is a sin even to think for a
moment of things that are ungodly.
9. The next condition is

,

tliat the m,an who
has not walked in the counsel of the ungodly
shall not stand in the way of sinners. For
there are many whose confession concerning
God, while it acquits them of ungodliness,
)et does not set them free from sin; those,
for example, who abide in the Church but
do not observe her laws ; such are the greedy,
the drunken, the brawlers, the wanton, the
proud, hypocrites, liars, plunilerers. No doubt
we are urged towards these sins by the prompt-
ings of our natural instincts ; but it is good for]

us to withdraw from the path into which we
are being hurried and not to stand therein,
seeing that we are offered so easy a way of

escape. It is for this reason that the man
who has not stood in the way of sinners is

happy, for while nature carries him into that

way, religious belief draws him back.
10. Now the third condition for gaining
happiness is not to sit in the seat of pestilence.
The Pharisees sat as teachers in Moses' seat,
and Pilate sat in the seat of judgment : of
what seat then are we to consider the occupa-
tion pestilential ? Not surely of that of Moses,
for it is the occupants of the seat and not
the occupation of it that the Lord condemns
when He says : The Scribes and Pharisees
sit on Moses" seat ; whatsoever they bid yon do,
that do; but do not ye after their work^. The
occupation of that seat is not pestilential, to
which obedience is enjoined by the Lord's own
word. That then must be really pestilential,
the infection of which Pilate sought to avoid
by washing his hands. For many, even God-
fearing men, are led astray by the canvassing
for worldly honours ; and desire to administer
the law of the courts, though they are bound
by those of the Church.
But although they bring to the discharge
of their duties a religious intention, as is shewn
by their merciful and upright demeanour, still
they cannot escape a certain contagious in-
fection arising from the business in which their
life is spent. For the conduct of civil cases
does not suffer them to be true to the holy
principles of the Church's law, even though
they wish it. And without abandoning their
pious purpose they are compelled, against
their will, by the necessary conditions of the
seat they have won, to use, at one time invec-
tive, at another, insult, at another, punishment j
and their very position makes them authors as
well as victims of the necessity which con-
strains them, their system being as it were
impregnated with the infection. Hence this
title, iAe seat offesiilence, by which the Prophet
describes their seat, because by its infection

it poisons the very will of the religiously
minded.
11. But the fact that he has not walked

in the counsel of the ungodly, nor stood in the
way of sinners, nor sat in the seat of pestilence,
does not constitute the perfection of the man's
happiness. For the behef that one God is the
Creator of the world, the avoidance of sin Ijy
the pursuit of unassuming goodness, the pre-
ference of the tranquil leisure of private life
to the grandeur of public position — all this
may be found even in a pagan. But here

^ St. Matt, xxiii.
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the Prophet, in portraying in the likeness of
God the man that is perfect—one who may
serve as a noble example of eternal happiness-
points to the exercise by him of no common-
place virtues, and to the words. But his will
tuth been in the Law of the Lord, for the attain-
ment of perfect happiness. To refrain from
what has gone before is useless unless his mind
be set on what follows, But his will hath been
in the Law of the Lord. Tlie Prophet does not
look for fear. The majority of men are kept
within the bounds of Law by fear ; the few are
brought under the Law by will : for it is the
mark of fear not to dare to omit what it is
afraid of, but of perfect piety to be ready to
obey commands. This is why that man is
happy whose will, not whose fear, is in the Law
ot God.
12. But then sometimes the will needs sup-
plementing ; and the mere desire for perfect
happiness does not win it

,

unless performance
wait upon intention. The Psalm, you re-
member, goes on : And in His Law will he
tneditate day and night. The man achieves
the perfection of happiness by unbroken and
unwearied meditation in the Law. Now it

may be objected that this is impossible owing
to the conditions of human infirmity, which
require time for repose, for sleep, tor food :

so that our bodily circumstances preclude ps
from the hope of attaining happiness, inasmuch
,as we are distracted by the interruption of our
bodily needs from our meditation by day and
night. Parallel to this passage are the words of
the Apostle, Fray without ceasing'^. As though
we were bound to set at naught our bodily re-

quirements and to continue praying without any
interruption 1 Meditation in the Law, therefore,
does not lie in reading its words, but in pious
performance of its injunctions ; not in a mere
perusal of the books and writings, but in

a practical meditation and exercise in their
rebpective contents, and in a fulfilment of the
Law by the works we do by night and day, as
the Apostle says : Whether ye eat or drink, or
whatsoever ye do, do all to the glory of God '.

'I'he way to secure uninterrupted prayer is for

every devout man to make his life one long
prayer by works acceptable to God and always
done to His glory : thus a life lived according
to the Law by night and day will in itself be-
come a nightly and daily meditation in the
Law.

13. But now that the man has found perfect
happiness by keeping aloof from the counsel of
the ungodly and the way of sinners and the
seat of pestilence, and by gladly meditating in

the Law of God by day and by night, we are

next to be shewn the rich fruit that this happiness
he has won will yield him. Now the anticipation
of happiness contains the germ of future hap-
piness. For the next verse runs : And he shall
be like a tree pla?ited beside the rills o

f water,
which shall yield its fruit in its own season,
whose leaf also shall not fall off. This may
perhaps be deemed an absurd and inappro-
priate comparison, in which are extolled a

planted tree, rills of water, the yielding of fruit,
its own time, and the leaf that falls not. All
this may appear trivial enough to the judgment
of the world. But let us examine the teaching
of the Prophet and see the beauty that lies in
the objects and words used to illustrate hap-
piness.

14. In the book of Genesis =
,

where the law-

giver depicts the paradise planted by God, we
are shewn that every tree is fair to look upon
and good for food ; it is also stated that there
stands in the midst of the garden a tree of Life
and a tree of the knowledge of good and evil ;

next that the garden is watered by a stream that
afterwards divides into four heads. The Prophet
Solomon teaches us what this tree of Life is in
his exhortation concerning Wisdom : She is a tree

o
f

life to all them that lay hold ufon her, and
lean upon her'i. This tree then is living j and
not only living, but, furthermore, guided by
reason ; guided by reason, that is

,

in so far as

to yield fruit, and that not casually nor un-

seasonably, but in its own season. And this
tree is planted beside the rills of water in the
domain of the Kingdom of God, that is

,

of
course, in Paradise, and in the place where the

stream as it issues forth is divided into four
heads. For he does not say. Behind the rills o

f

water, but. Beside the rills of water, at the place
where first the heads receive each their flow of
waters. This tree is planted in that place
whither the Lord, Who is Wisdom, leads the
thief who confessed Him to be the Lord, say-
ing : Verily J say unto thee, to-day s/iult thou be
with Me in Paradise K And now that we have
shewn upon prophetic warrant that Wisdom,
which is Christ, is called the tree of Life in
accordance with the mystery of the coming
Licarnation and Passion, we must go on tu find
support for the strict truth of this interpreta-
tion from the Gospels. The Lord with His
own lips compared Himself to a tree when
the Jews said that He cast out devils in Beel-
zebub : Either make the tree good, said He, and
its fruit good ; or else make the tree corrupt, and
its fruit corrupt ; for the ti-ee is known b

y its

fruit^ ; because although to cast out devils i
s

an excellent fruit, they said He was Beelzeb.ib,

9 I Thess. V. 17. ' I Cor, X. 31.

s Gejl. lu 9
. 3 Prov, iii. 18. 4 St. Lulcexxiii. 43.

5 St, Matt, xii. 33.
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whose fruits are abominable. Nor yet did He
hesitate to teach that the power that makes the

tree happy resided in His Person, when on
the way to the Cross He said : For if they do
these things in the green tree, what shall be done
in the dry^l Declaring by this image of the
green tree that there was nothing in Him that
was subject to the dryness of death.

15. That happy man, then, will become like
unto this tree when he shall be transplanted,
as the thief was, into the garden and set to
grow beside the rills of water : and his planting
will be that happy new planting which cannot
be uprooted, to which the Lord refers in the
Gospels when He curses the other kind of
planting and says : Every planting that My
Father hath not planted shall be rooted up t.
This tree, therefore, will yield its fruits. Now
in all other passages where God's Word
teaches some lesson from the fruits of trees,
it mentions them as making fruit rather than
as yielding fruit, as when it says : A good
tree cannot make evil fruits^, and when in
Isaiah the complaint about the vine is : I looked
that it should make grapes, and it made thorns '.
But this tree will yield its fruits, being supplied
with free-will and understanding for the pur-
pose. For it will yield its fruits in its own
season. And, pray, in what season ? In the
season, of course, of which the Apostle speaks:
That He might make known unto you also the
mystery of His Will, according to His good
pleasure which He hath purposed in Himself, in
the dispensation of the fulness of time '. This,
then, is the dispensation of time, by which is
regulated the right moment of receiving, in the
case of the recipients," and of giving, in that of
the giver ; for the giver has choice of the
season. But delay in point of time depends
upon the fulness of times. For the dispensa-
tion of yielding fruit waits upon the fulness
of time. Now what, you ask, is this fruit
that is to be dispensed ? That assuredly of
which this same Apostle is speaking when
he says : And He will change our vile body,
that it may be fashioned like His glorious
body =. Thus He will give us those fruits of
His which He has already brought to perfec-
tion in that man whom He has chosen to Him-
self, who is portrayed under the image of a tree,
whose mortality He has utterly done away and
has raised him to share in His own immortality.
This man then will be happy like that tree,
when at length he stands surrounded by the
glory of God, being made like unto the Lord.
16. But the leaf oj this tree shall not fall off.
There is no ground for wonder that its leaves

6 St. Luke xxiii. 31
9 Is. V. 2.

7 St. Matt. XV.13. 8 lb. vii. ,8.
I Lph. i. 9. =Phil. in. 21.

do not fall off, seeing that its fruits will not
drop to the ground, either because they are
forced off by ripeness, or shaken off by ex-
ternal violence, but it will yield them, distri-
buting them by an act of reasoned service.
Now the spiritual significance of the leaves
is made clear by a comparison based upon
material objects. We see that leaves are made
to sprout round the fruits about which they
cluster, for the express purpose of protecting
them, and of forming a kind of fence to the
young and tender shoots. What the leaves
signify, then, is the teaching of God's words
in which the promised fruits are clothed. For
it is these words that kindly shade our hopes,
that shield and protect them from the rough
winds of this world. These leaves, then, that
is the words of God, shall not fall : for the
Lord Himself has said : Heaven and earth shall
pass away, but My words shall not pass away 3,
for of the words that have been spoken by God
not one shall fail or fall.

17. Now that the leaves of the tree we speak
of are not valueless but are a source of health
to the nations is testified by St. John in the
Apocalypse, where he says : And He shewed me
a river of water of life, bright as crystal, pro-
ceeding out of the throne of God and of the Lamb ;
in the midst of the street of it and on either side

of the river the tree of life, bearing twelve man-
ner of fruits, yielding its fruit every month ;
and the leaves of the tree are for the healing of
the nations '*

.

Bodily manifestations so reveal the mys-
steries of heaven that, although matter by it-
self cannot convey the full spiritual meaning,
yet to regard them only in their material

aspect is to mutilate them. We should have

expected to hear that there were trees, not

one tree, standing on either side of the river
shewn to the saint. But because the tree of
Life in the sacrament of Baptism is in every
case one, supplying to those that come to it

on every side the fruits of the apostolic mes-
sage, so there stands on either side of the
river one tree of Life. There is one Lamb
seen amid the throne of God, and one river,
and one tree of Life : three figures wherein are
comprised the mysteries of the Incarnation,
Baptism and Passion, whose leaves, that is .

to say, the words of the Gospel, bring healing
to the nations through the teaching of a mes-

sage that cannot fall to the ground.
18. And all things whatsoever he doeth shall

prosper. Never again shall His gift and His
statutes be set at naught, as they were in the

case of Adam, who by his sin in breaking the

3 St. Matt. xxiv. 35. 4 Apoc. xxii. I.
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Law lost the happiness of an assured immor-
tality ; but now, thanks to the redemption
wrought by the tree of Life, that is

,

by the
Passion of the Lord, all that happens to us

is eternal and eternally conscious of happiness,
in virtue of our future likeness to that tree
of Life. For all their doings shall prosper,
being wrought no longer amid shift and change
nor in human weakness, for corruption will be
swallowed up in incorruption, weakness in end-
less life, the form of earthly flesh in the form
of God. This tree, then, planted and yielding
its fruit in its own season, shall that happy man
resemble, himself being planted in the Garden,
that what God has planted may abide, never
to be rooted up, in the Garden where all tilings
done by God shall be guided to a prosperous
issue, apart from the decay that belongs to
human weakness and to time, and has to be
uprooted.

19. The next point after the prophet had
set forth the man's perfect happiness was for
him to declare what punishment remained for
the ungodly. 'J'hus there ensues : T/ie ungodly
are not so, but aie like the dust which the wind
driveth aivay from the face of the earth. The
ungodly have no possible hope of having the
image of the happy tree applied to them ; the
only lot that awaits them is one of wandering
and winnowing, crushing, dispersion and un-
rest ; shaken out of the solid framework of
their bodily condition, they must be swept
away to punishment in dust, a plaything of the
wind. They shall not be dissolved into no-
thing, for punishment must find in them some
stuff to work on, but ground into particles,
imponderable, unsubstantial, dry, they shall be
tossed to and fro, and make sport for the
punishment that gives them never rest. Their
])unishment is recorded by the same Prophet

in another place where he says : / will beat
them small as the dust before the wind, like
the mire o

f the streets I ivill destroy them 5
.

Thus as there is an appointed type for
happiness, so is there one for punishment.
For as it is no hard task for the wind to
scatter the dust, and as men who walk through
the mud of the streets are hardly aware that
they have been treading on it

,

so it is easy for
the punishment of hell to destroy and disperse
the ungodly, the logical result of whose sins

is to melt them into mud and crush them into
dust, reft of all solid substance, for dust and
mud they are, and being merely mud and
dust are good for nothing else than punish-
ment.

20. And the Prophet, seeing that the change
of their solid substance into dust will deprive

S Ps. xvii. (xviii.) 42.

them of all share in the boon of fruit to be
bestowed upon the happy man in season by
the tree, has accordingly added : Therefore the
ungodly shall not rise again in the Judgment.
The fact that they shall not rise again does not
convey sentence of annihilation upon these
men, for indeed they will exist as dust ; it is

the resurrection to Judgment that is denied
them. Non-existence will not enable them to
miss the pain of punishment ; for while that
which will be non-existent would escape pun-
ishment, they, on the other hand, will exist to
be punished, for they will be dust. Now to
become dust, whether by being dried to dust
or ground to dust, involves not loss of the state
of existence, but a change of state. But the
fact that they will not rise again to Judgment
makes it clear that they have lost, not the power
to rise, but the privilege of rising to Judgment.
Now what we are to understand by the privilege
of rising again and being judged is declared by
the Lord in the Gospels where He says : He
that believeth on Me is not judged : he that be-
lieveth not hath been judged already. And this

is the judgment, that the light is come into the
world, and men loved the darkness rather than
the light 6

.

21. The terms of this utterance of the Lord!
are disturbing to inattentive hearers and care-
less, hasty readers. For by saj'ing : He thai
believeth on Me shall not be judged, He exempts
believers, and by adding : But he that believeth
not hath been judged already. He excludes un-
believers,, from judgment. If, then. He has thus-
exempted believers and debarred unbelievers,,
allowing the chance of judgment neither to>
one class nor the other, how can He be
considered consistent when he adds thirdly :

And this is the judgment, that the light is come
i?ito the world, and men loved the darkness
rather than the light 1 For there can appar-
ently be no place left for judgment, since
neither believers nor unbelievers are to be
judged. Such no doubt will be the conclusion
drawn by inattentive hearers and hasty readers.
The utterance, however, has an appropriate
meaning and a rational interpretation of its
own.
22. He that believes, says Christ, is not
judged. And is there any need to judge a be-
liever? Judgment arises out of ambiguity, and
where ambiguity ceases, there is no call for
trial and judgment. Hence not even unbe-
lievers need be judged, because there is no
doubt about their being unbelievers ; but after

exempting believers and unbelievers alike from

judgment, the Lord added a case for judgment
and human agents upon whom it must be

6 St, John ill. 18,19.
VOL, IX.
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exercised. For some there are who stand
midway between the godly and the ungodly,
having affinities to both, but strictly belonging
to neither class, because they have come to be
what they are by a combination of the two.
They may not be assigned to the ranks of
belief, because there is in them a certain in-
fusion of unbelief; they may not be ranged
with unbelief, because they are not without
a certain portion of belief. For many are kept
within the pale of the church by the fear of
God ; yet they are tempted all the while to
worldly faults by the allurements of the world.
They pray, because they are afraid ; they sin,
because it is their will. The fair hope of
future life makes them call themselves Chris-
tians ; the allurements of present pleasure
make them act like heathen. They do not
abide in ungodliness, because they hold the
name of God in honour ; they are not godly
because they follow after things contrary to
godliness. And they cannot help loving those
things best which can never enable them to
be what they call themselves, because their
desire to do such works is stronger than their
desire to be true to their name. And this
is why the Lord, after saying that believers
would not be judged and that unbelievers had
been judged already, added that This is the
judi^mait, that the light is come into the world,
and men loved the darkness rather than the
light.
These, then, are they whom the judgment
awaits which unbelievers have already had
passed upon them and believers do not need :
loecause they have loved darkness more than
light ; not that they did not love the light too,
but because their love of darkness is the more
active. For when two loves are matched in
rivalry, one always wins the preference ; and
their judgment arises from the fact that, though
they loved Christ, they yet loved darkness more.
These then will be judged ; they are neither
exempted from judgment like the godly, nor
have they already been judged like the un-
godly; but judgment awaits them for the love
which they have deliberately preferred.
23. It is precisely the scheme and system
thus laid down in the Gospel that the Prophet
has followed, when he says : Therefore the un-
godly shall not rise again in the Judgment, nor
sinners in the counsel of the righteous. He
leaves no judgment for the ungodly, because
they have been judged already ; on the other
hand, he has refused to sinners, who as we
shewed in our former discourse ^ are to be
distinguished from the ungodly, the counsel of

7 This provesthat .the Homily in its original form consisted
of twoparts.

the righteous, because they are to be judged.
For ungodliness causes the formei to be judged
beforehand, but sin keeps the latter to be
judged hereafter. Thus ungodliness havintr
already been judged is not admitted to the
judgment of sinners, while again sinners, who
are yet to be judged, are deemed unworthy of
enjoying the counsel of the righteous, who will
not be judged.

24. The source of this distinction lies in the
following words : For the Lord knoweth the wav
of the righteous, but the way of the ungodly shall
perish. Sinners do not come near the counsel
of the righteous for this reason, that the Lord
knows the way of the righteous. Now He
knows, not by an advance from ignorance
to knowledge, but because He condescends
to know. For there is no play of human
emotions in God that He should know or not
know anything. The blessed Apostle Paul
declared how we were known of God when
he said : If any man among you is a prophet or
spiritual, let him take knozvledge of the things
which I 7vrite unto you, that they are of the
Lord : but if any man docs not know, he is
not known ^.
Thus he shews that those are known of God
who know the things of God : they are to come
to be known when they know, that is

,

when
they attain to the honour of being known
through the merit of their known godliness,
in order that the knowledge may be seen to be

a growth on the part of him who is known, and
not a growth on the part of one who knows not.
Now God shews clearly in the cases of
Adam and Abraham that He does not know
sinners, but does know believers. For it was
said to Adam when he had sinned : Adam, where
art thou 9 1 Not because God knew not that
the man whom He still had in the garden was
there still, but to shew, by his being asked
where he was, that he was unworthy of God's
knowledge by the fact of having sinned. But
Abraham, after being for a long time un-
known —the word of God came to him when
he was seventy years of age—was, upon his
proving himself faithful to the Lord, admitted
to intimacy with God by the following act of
high condescension : Now I knoru that thou
feaiest the Lord thy God, and for My sake
thou hast not spared thy dearly loved son '.

God certainly was not ignorant of the faith
of Abraham, which He had already reckoned
to him for righteousness when he believed
about the birth of Isaac : but now because
he had given a signal instance of his fear in

offering his son, he is at last known, approved,
rendered worthy of being not unknown. It is

" X Cor. xiv. 37. 9 Gen, iii. 9. ' lb. xxii. 13.
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in this way then that God both knows and
knows not—Adam the sinner is not known,
and Abraham the faithful is known, is worthy,
that is

, of being known by God Wlio surely
knows all things. The way of the righteous,
therefore, who are not to be judged is known

b
y God : and this is why sinners, who are

to be judged, are set far from their counsel ;

while the ungodly shall not rise again to judg-
ment, because their wiy has perished, and they
have already been judged by Him Wiio said :

The Father jud;:^eth no man, but hath given all
judgment unto the Son, our Lord Jesus Christ,
Who is blessed for ever and ever. Amen.

PSALM LIII. (LIV.).
For the end among the hymns, of the meaning

o
f David when the Ziphims came and said to

Saul : behold, is not David hid with us 1 ,
Save me, O God, b

y Thy name, and judge
vie b

y Tiiy poiver. Hear my prayer, O God :

give ear unto the words of 7ny mouth, and so on.
1. The doctrines of the Gospel were well
known to holy and blessed David in his capa-
city of Prophet, and although it was under the
Law that he lived his bodily life, he yet ful-
filled, as far as in him lay, the requirements
of the Apostolic behest and justified the wit-
ness borne to him by God in the words :

/ have found a matt after My oivn heart, David,
tJie son o

f

Jesse^. He did not avenge himself
upon his foes by war, he did not oppose force

of arms to those that laid wait for him, but

after tlie pattern of the Lord, Whose name
and Whose meekness alike he foreshadowed,
when he was betrayed he entreated, when he

was in danger he sang psalms, when he in-

curred hatred he rejoiced ; and for this cause
he was found a man after God's own heart.

For although twelve legions of angels might
have come to the help of the Lord in His
hour of passion, yet that He might perfectly
fulfil His service of humble obedience. He sur-
rendered Himself to suffering and weakness,
only praying with the words : Father into Thy
hands I commend My spirit^. After the same
pattern, David, whose actual sufferings pro-

phetically foretold the future sufferings of the
Lord, opposed not his enemies either by word
or act ; in obedience to the command of the
Gospel, he would not render evil for evil, in

imitation of his Master's meekness, in his afflic-
tion, in his betra)al, in his flight, he called

upon the Lord and was content to use His
weapons only in his contest with the ungodly.
2. Now to this Psalm is prefixed a title

arising out of an historical event ; but before
the event is described we are instructed as
to the scope, time and application of the inci-

dents underlying it. Fust we have : For the
end of the meaning o

f that David. Then there

follows : When the Ziphims came and said to
Saul: behold, is not David hid with us ? Thus
David's betrayal by the Ziphims awaits for its
interpretation the end. This shews that what
was actually being done to David contained

a type of something yet to come; an innocent
man is harassed by railing, a prophet is mocked
by reviling words, one approved by God is de-
manded for execution, a king is betrayed to his
foe. So the Lord was betrayed to Herod and
Pilate by those very men in whose hands He
ought to have been safe. The Psalm then
awaits the end for its interpretation, and finds
its meaning in the true David, in Whom is the
end of the Law, that David who holds the keys
and opens with them the gate of knowledge,
in fulfilling the things foretold of Him by
David.

3
. The meaning of the proper name, accord-

ing to the exact sense of the Hebrew, affords
us no small assistance in interpreting the pas-
sage. Ziphims mean what we call sprinklings
of the face ; these were called in Hebrew
Ziphims. Now, by the Law, sprinkling was

a cleansing from sins ; it purified the people
through faith by the sprinkling of blood, of
which this same blessed Da\id thus speaks:
Thou shall sprinkle me ivith hyssop and I shall
be cleansed'' ; the Law, through faitli, providing
as a temporary substitute, in the blood of whole
burnt-offerings, a type of the sprinkling with
the blood of the Lord, which was to be. LJut
this people, like the people of the Ziphims,
being sprinkled on their face and not in their

faith, and receiving the cleansing drops on

their lips and not in their hearts, turned falili-
less and traitors towards their David, as God
had foretold by the Prophet : This people hon-
oureth Me with their lips, but their heart is far
from Me s

. They were ready to betray David
because, the faith of their heart being dead,
they had performed all the mystical ceremonies

of the Law with deceitful face.

4. Save me, O God, b
y Thy Name, and judge

me b
y Thy power. Flear my prayer, O God ;

give ear unto the words o
f

my mouth.

' Acts xiii. 32(cp. I Sara.xiii. 14). 3 St. Luke xxiii. 46. 4 Pb. 1
.

(li.) 9. 5 Is. xxix. 13.

R 2



244 HOMILIES ON THE PSALMS.

The suffering of the Prophet Davici is
,

accord-

ing to the account we have given of the title,

a type of the Passion of our God and Lord

Jesus Christ. This is wliy his prayer also
corresponds in sense with the prayer of Him,
Who being the Word vvas made flesh : in such
wise that He Who suffered all things after the
manner of man, in everything He said, spoke
after the manner of man ; and He who bore the
infirmities and took on Him the sins of men
approached Go.l in i^rayer with the humihty
proper to men. This interpretation, even
though we be unwilling and slow to receive

it
,
is required by the meaning and force of the

words, so that there can be no doubt that

everything in the Psalm is uttered by David
as Plis mouthpiece. For he says : Save me,

O Go:/, by Thy name. Thus prays in bodily
humiliation, using the words of His own Pro-
phet, the Oiily-begotten Son of God, Who at
the same time vvas claiming again the glory
vi'hich He had possessed before the ages. He
asks to be saved by the Name of God whereby
He was called and wherein He was begotten,
in order that the Name of God which rightly
belonged to His former nature and kind might
avail to save Him in that body wherein He
had been born.

5
. And because the whole of this passage

is the utterance of One in the form of a ser-
vant — of a servant obedient unto the death
of the Cross — which He took upon Him and
for which He supplicates the saving help of
the Name that belongs to God, and being sure
of salvation by that Name, He immediately
adds : atid judge Me b

y Thy powei: For Jiow,
as the reward for His humility in emptying
Himself and assuming the form of a servant,
in the same humility in which He had assumed

it
. He was asking to resume tlie form which He

shared uith God, having sa.ved to bear the
Name of God that humanity in which as God
He had obediently condescended to be born.
And in order to teach us (hat the dignity of
this Name whereby He prayed to be saved is

something more than an empty title, He prays
to be judged by the power of God. For' a

right award is fhe esseniial result of judgment,
as the Scripture says : Becoviiiig obedient unto
deUh^,yea, the death of the Cross. Wherefore
also God highly cxalt.:d Him and gave unto Him
the name ivhich is above every name. Thus,
first of all the name which is above every name

is given unto Him ; then next, this is a judg-
ment of decisive force, because by the power
of God, He, Who after being God had died
as man, rose again from death as man to be
God, as the Apostle says: He was crucified

<
>

Phil. ii. 8ff.

from weakness, yet He liveth b
y the poioer o
f

GodT, and again : For I am not ashamed of t'te
Gospel: for it is the power of God unto salvation
to every one that believeth *. For by the power
of the Judgment human weakness is rescuetl
to bear God's name and nature ; and thus
as the reward for His obedience He is exalted
by the power of this judgment unto the saving
protection of God's name ; whence He pos-
sesses both the Name and the Power of God.
Again, if the Prophet had begun this utterance
in the way men generally speak, he would have
asked to be judged by mercy or kindness, not
by power. But judgment by power was a

necessity in the case of One Who being the
Son of God was born of a virgin to be Son of
Man, and Wlio now being Son of Man was
to have the Name and power of the Son of
God restored to Him by the power of judg-
ment.
6. Next there follows : Hear my prayer,
God, give ear unto the words o

f

my mouth.
The obvious thing for the Prophet to say was,

O God, hear 7ne. But because he is speaking
as the mouthpiece of Him, Who alone knew
how to pray, we are given a constantly reiter-
ated demand that prayer shall be heard. The
words of St. Paul teach us that no man knows
how he ought to pray : For we know not how
to pray as we ought 9. Man in his weakness,
therefore, has no right to demand that his
prayer shall be heard : for even the teacher
of the Gentiles does not know the true object
and scope of prayer, and that, after the Lord
had given a model. What we are shewn here

is the perfect confidence of Him, Who alone
sees the Father, Who alone knows the Father,
Who alone can pray the whole night through—
the Gospel tells us that the Lord continued
all night in prayer—Who in the mirror of words
has shewn us the true image of the deepest of
all mysteries in the simple words we use in

prayer. And so, in making the demand that
His prayer should be heard, he added, in order
to teach us that this was the prerogative of His
perfect confidence : Give ear unto the words o

f

My mouth. Now can any man suppose that it

is a human confidence which can thus desire
that the words of his mouth should be heard?
Those words, for instance, in which we express
the motions and instincts of the mind, either -

when anger inflames us, or hatred moves us to

slander, or pain to complaint, when flattery
makes us fawn, when hope of gain or shame
of the truth begets the lie, or resentment over
injury, the insult? Was there ever any man at
all points so pure and patient in his life as not
to be liable to these failings of human insta-

7 2 Cor. xiii, 4
. B Rom. i. 16. 9 lb. viii. 26.
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bility? He alone could confidently desire this
Who , did no sin, in Whose molith was no
deceit, Who gave His back to the smiters,
Who turned not His cheek from the blow,
Who did not resent scorn and spitting, Who
never crossed the will of Him, to Whose Will
ordering it all He gave in all points glad
obedience.

7. He has next added the reason why He
prays for His words to be heard : For sfranoers
are risen up against Me and violent tnen have
sought after My soul ; they have not set God
before their eyes. The Only-begotten Son of
God, the Word of God and God the Word—
although assuredly He could Himself do all
things that the Father could, as He says :
What things soever the Father doeth, the Son
also doeth in like manner^, while the name

describing the divine nature which was His
inseparably involved the inseparable possession
of divine power,— yet in order that He might
present to us a perfect example of human
humility, both prayed for and underwent all

things that are the lot of man. Sharing in
our common weakness He prayed the Father
to save Him, so that He might teach us that
He was born man under all the conditions of
man's infirmity. This is why He was hungry
and thirsty, slept and was weary, shunned the
assemblies of the ungodly, was sad and wept,
suffered and died. And it was in order to
make it clear that He was subject to all these
conditions, not by His nature, but by as-
sumption, that when He had undergone them
all He rose again. Thus all His complaints
in the Psalms spring .from a mental state be-

longing to our nature. Nor must it cause sur-
prise if we take the words of the Psalms in
this sense, seeing that the Lord Himself testi-
fied, if we believe the Gospel, that the Psalms
spiritually foretold His Passion. ; ^ ,,

8. Now they were strangers that rose up
against Hint. For these are no sons of Aiira-
ham, nor sons of God, but a brood of viuers,
servants of sin, a Canaanitish seed, their father
an Amorite and their mother a daughter of
Heth, inheriting diabolical desires from the
devil their parent. Further it is the violent
that seek after His soul; such as was Herod
when he asketl the chief priests where Christ
should be born, such as was the whole syna-
gogue when it bore false witness against Him.
But in deeming this soid to be of iiuman
nature and weakness they set not God before
their eyes ; for God had stooped from that
estate wherein He abode as God, even to the
beginnings of human birth ; that is

. He be-
came Son of Man Who before was the Son

* St. John V. 19.

of God. For the Son of God is none othei
than He Who is Son of Man, and Son of Man
not in partial measure but born so, the Form
of God divesting Itself of that which It was
and becoming that wliich It was not, that
so It might be born into a soul and body
of Its own. Hence He is both Son of God
and Son of Man, hence both God and Man :

in other words the Son of God was born with
the attributes derived from human birth, the
Nature of God condescending to assume the na-
ture of one born as man who is wholly moulded
of soul a.nd flesh. Wherefore strangers, when
they rise up against Him, and the mighty, when
they seek after that soul of His, which in the
Gospels is often sad and cast down, set not God
before their eye?, because God it was, and the
Son of God e.Kisting from out the ages, that was
born with the attributes of human nature, was
born as man, that is

,

with our body and our
soul, by a virgin birth ; the mighty and glorious
works He wrought never opened their eyes
to the fact that the Son of Man Whose soul
they were seeking had come to be man with

a beginning of life after an eternal existence
as Son of God.

9
. The introduction of a pause ^ marks a

change of person. He no longer speaks but

is addressed. For now the prophetic utter-
ance assumes a general character. Thus
mimediately after the prayer addressed to God,
he has added, in order that the confidence
of the speaker might be understood to have
obtained what He was asking even in the
very moment of asking : Behold, God is Aly
helper and the Lord is the upholder ofMy soul.
He has requited evil unto Mine enemies. To
each separate petition he has assigned its

groper^ resulf,.t|]us .teaching us both that God
does .not neglect to, hear, and that to look
'fpr^ajpledge of.Hisi'pitifulness in hearing our
several petitions is not a thing unreasonable.
For' to the words. For strangers are risen up
against Me, the corresponding statement is :

God is My helper ; while with regard to and
the violent have sought after My. soul, the exact

result of the hearing of His prayer is expressed
in the words : and the Loid is the upholder

o
f My soul ; lastly the statement, they have

not set God bejore their ejes, is appropriately
balanced by. He hath requited evil unto
Mine enemies. Thus God both gives help
against those that rise up, and upholds the
SjuI of His Holy One when it is sought by
the violent, and when He is not set before the

eyes, nor considered by the ungodly, He re-
quites upon His enemies the very evils which

tney had wrought ; so that while without think-

a Diapsalmus, seeSuicer, s.v. and Diet, of Bible, Selah.
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ing upon God they seek the soul of the
lighteous and rise up against Him, He is saved
and upheld, and tiiey find that He Whom,
absorbed in their wicked works, they did not

consider, avenges their malice by turning it

i-Vgainst themselves.
10. Let pure religion, therefore, have this
confidence, and doubt not that amid the per-
secutions at the hand of man and the dangers
to the soul, it still has God for its helper,
knowing that, if at length it comes to a violent
and unjust death, the soul on leaving the

tabernacle of the body finds rest with God
its upholder; let it have, moreover, perfect
assurance of requital in the thought that all
evil deeds return upon the heads of those that
work them. God cannot be charged with

injustice, and perfect goodness is unstained

by the impulses and motions of an evil will.
He does not awaken mischief out of malice, but
requites it in vengeance ; He does not inflict
it because He vvishes us ill, but He aims it
against our sins. For these evils are univer-
S-illy appointed as instruments of retribution
without destruction of life, such being the
sternly jtist oid'nance of that righteous judg-
ment. But these evils are warded off from
the righteous by the law of rigliteousness, and
are turned back upon the unrighteous by the
righteousness of tiiat judgment. Each pro-
ceeding is equally just ; for the righteous,
because they are righteous, the warning ex-
hibition of evil without actual infliction; for
the wicl?ed, because they so deserve, the
punitive infliction of evil ; the righteous will
not suffer it, though it is displajed to them ;
the wicked will never cease to suffer it

,

because

it is displayed to them.

J I. Alter this there is a return to the Person
of God, to Whom the petition was at the first
addressed : Destroy tluin b

y Thy truth. Trutli
confounds falsehood, and lying is destroyed
by truth. We have shewn that the whole of
the foregoing prayer is the utterance of that
human nature in which the Son of God was
born ; so here it is the voice of human nature
calling upon God the Father to destroy His
enemies in His truth. What this truth is

,

stands beyond doubt; it is of course He Who
said : / am the Life, the Way, the Truth 3.

And the enemies were destroyed by the truth
when, for all their attempts to win Christ's
condemnation by false witness, they heard
that He was risen from tlie dead and had
to admit that He had resumed His glory in
ail the reality of Godhead. Ere long they
found, in ruin ami destruction by famine and
war, their reward for crucifying God ; for they

3 St. John xiv. 6.

condemned the Lord of Life to death, and
paid no heed to God's truth displayed in Him
through His glorious works. And thus the
Truth of God destroyed them when He rose
again to resume the majesty of His Father's
Glory, and gave proof of the trutli of that
perfect Divinity which He possessed.
12. Now in view of our repeated, nay our
unbroken assertion both that it was the Only-
begotten' Son of God Who was uplifted on the
cross, and that He was condemned to death
Who is eternal by virtue of the origin which is

His by the nature which He derives from the
eternal Father, it must be clearly understood
that He was subjected to suffering of no
natural necessity, but to accomplish the mys-
tery of man's salvation ; that He submitted to
suffering of His own Will, and not under com-
pulsion. And although this suffering did not
belong to His nature as eternal Son, the im-
mutability of God being proof against the
assault of any derogatory disturbance, yet it

was freely undertaken, and was intended to
fulfil a penal function without, however, in-

flicting the pain of penalty upon the sufferer:
not that the suffering in question was not of

a kind to cause pain, but because the divine
Nature feels no pain. God suffered, then, by

voluntarily submitting to suffering ; but al-

though He underwent the sufferings in all the
fulness of their force, which necessarily causes
pain to the sufferers, yet He never so aban-
doned the powers of His Nature as to feel
pain.

13. For next there follows : / will sacrifice
tinfo Thee freely. The sacritices of the Law,
which consisted of whole burnt- offerings and
oblations of goats and of bulls, did not involve
an expression of free will, because the sentence
of a curse was pronounced on all who broke
the Law. Whoever failed to sacrifice laid
himself open to the curse. And it was always
necessary to go through the whole sacrificial

action because the addition of a curse to the
commandment forbad any trifling with the

obligation of offering. It was from this curse
that our Lord Jesus Christ redeemed us, when,
as the Apostle says : Christ redeemed us from
the curse o

f the law, being made curse for us,
for it is ivritten : cursed is every one that haiigelli
on a tree ■

>
.

Thus He offered Himself to the
death of the accursed that He might break the
curse of the Law, offering Himself voluntarily

a victim to God the Father, in order that by
means of a voluntary victim the curse whicn
attended the discontinuance of the regular
victim might be removed. Now of this sacri-
fice mention is made in another passage of the

4 Gal. in. 13.
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I'salms : Sacrifice and offering thou wouldest
not, Init a body hast thou prepared for me +%■that

is
,

by offering to God the Father, Who refused
.tlie legal sacrifices, the acceptable cffjring of
the body which He received. Of which offer-
ing the holy Apostle thus speaks : For this He
did once for all when He offered Himself up 5

,

securing complete salvation for the human race
by the offering of this holy, perfect victim.
14. Then He gives thanks to God the
Father for the accomplishment of all these
arts : / ivill give thanks unto Thy name,

O Lord, for it is good, for TIwu hast delivered
Me out of all afflicion-. He has assigned to
each clause its strict fulfilment. Thus at the
beginning He had said: Save Me, 0'God,by
Thy name ; after the prayers had been heard

it was right that there should follow a cor-
responding ascription of thanks, in order that
confession might be made to His name by
Whose name He had prayed to be saved, and
that inasmuch as He had asked for help
against the strangers that rose up against Him,
He might set on record that He had received

it in the burst of joy expressed in the words :

Thou hast delivered Me out of all affliction.
Then in respect of the fact that the violent
in seeking after His soul did not set God

*■Ps. xxxix. (xl.) 7
. 5 Heb. vii. 2/.

before their eyes. He has declared His eternal
possession of unchangeable divinity in the
words : And Mine eye hath looked down upon
Mine enemies. For the Only-begotten Son of
God was not cut off by death. It is true that
in order to take the whole of our nature upon
Him He submitted to death, that is to the
apparent severance of soul and body,and made
His way even to the realms below, the debt
which man must manifestly pay : but He rose
again and abides for ever and looks down with
an eye that death cannot dim upon His ene-
mies, being exalted unto the glory of God
and born once more Son of God after be-
coming Son of Man, as He had been Son of
God when He first became Son of Man, by
the glory of His resurrection. He looks down
upon His enemies to whom He once said r

Destroy this temple, and in three days 1 will
build it up ^

.

And so, now that this temple
of His body has been built again, He surveys
from His throne on high those who sought
after His soul, and, set far beyond the power
of human death. He looks down from heaven
upon those who wrought His death, He who
suffered death, yet could not die, the God-
Man, our Lord Jesus Christ, Who is blessed
for ever and ever. Amen.

* St. John ii. 19,

PSALM CXXX. (CXXXI.).

O Lord, my heart is not exalted, neither have
mine eyes been lifted up.
1. This Psalm, a short one, v/hich demands
an analytical rather than a homiletical treat-
ment, teaches us the lesson of humility and
meekness. Now, as we have in a great number
of other places spoken about humility, there

is no need to repeat the same things here.
Of course we are bound to bear in mind in
how great need our faith stands of humility
when we hear the Prophet thus speaking of

it as equivalent to the performance of the
highest works : O L.ord, my heart is not exalted.
For a troubled heart is the noblest sacrifice in
the eyes of God. The heart, therefore, must
not be lifted up by prosperity, but humbly kept
wuhin the bounds of meekness through the
fear ot God.
2. Neither have mine eyes been lifted tip. The
strict sense of the Greek here conveys a dif-
lerent meaning ; ovhi ()i.<.Ttafi\.<r6i)ijav o

i

6-p6a\ixol
fiiw, that is, have not been lifted up from one
object to look on another. Yet the eyes must

be lifted up in obedience to the Prophet's
words : Lift up your eyes and see ivho hath dis-
played all these things '. And the Lord says
in the gospel : Lift up your eyes, and look on
the fields, that they are white unto harvest'^.
The eyes, then, are to be lifted up: not, how-
ever, to transfer their gaze elsewhere, but to
remain fixed once for all upon that to which
they have been raised.

3. Then follows : Neither have T walked
amid gre.Tt things, nor amid wonderful things
that aie above me. It is most dangerous to
walk amid mean things, and not to linger amid

wonderful things. God's utterances are great ;

He Hims.'lf is wonderful in the highest : how
then c-ui the psalmist pride himself as on

a goo.l woik for not wal.<ing amid great and
wonderful things? It is the a Idition of the
words, w.'iich are above me, that shews that

the walking is not amid tho.ie things which

men commonly regard as gre-it and wonderful.

Is. xl. 26. s St. fohn iv. 35
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For David, prophet and king as he was, once
was humble and despised and unworthy to sit

at his father's table; but he found favour with
God, he was anointed to be king, he was in-

spired to prophesy. His kingdom did not

make him haughty, he was not moved by

hatreds : he loved those that persecuted him,

he paid honour to his dead enemies, he spared
his incestuous and murderous children. In
his capacity of sovereign he was despised, in
that of father he was wounded, in that of pro-
phet he was afflicted ; yet he did not call for

vengeance as a prophet might, nor exact pun-
ishment as a father, nor requite insults as a

sovereign. And so he did not walk amid things
great and wonderful which were above him.

4. Let us see what comes next : If I was
not humble-minded but have lifted up my soul.

What inconsistency on the Prophet's part !

He does not lift up his heart: he does Hft up
his soul. He does not walk amid things great
and wonderful that are above him ; yet his

thoughts are not mean. He is exalted in mind :
:ind cast down in heart. He is humble in his
■i.vn affairs: but he is not humble in his
L .ought. For his thought reaches to heaven,
als soul is lifted up on high. But his heart,
out of which proceed, according to the Gospel,
evil thoughts, murders, adulteries, fornications,
thefts, false witness, railings'^, is humble,

pressed down beneath the gentle yoke of
meekness. We must strike a middle course,
then, between humility and exaltation, so that
we may be humble in heart but lifted up in
soul and thought.

9 St. Matt. XV. 19.

5. Then he goes on : Like a weaned child
upon his mother's breast, so wilt thou reward my
soul. We are told that when Isaac was weaned
Abraham made a feast because now that he
was weaned he was on the verge of boyhood
and was passing beyond milk food. The
Apostle feeds all that are imperfect in the faith
and still babes in the things of God with the milk
of knowledge. Thus to cease to need milk
marks the greatest possible advance. Abraham
proclaimed by a joyful feast that his son had
come to stronger meat, and the Apostle refuses
bread to the carnal -minded and those that are
babes in Christ. And so the Prophet prays
that God, because he has not lifted up his
heart, nor walked amid things great and won-
derful that are above him, because he has
not been humble-minded but did lift up his
soul, may reward his soul, lying like a weaned
child upon his mother : that is to say that he
may be deemed worthy of the reward of the
perfect, heavenly and living bread, on the
ground that by reason of his works already
recorded he has now passed beyond the stage
of milk.
6. But he does not demand this living bread
from heaven for himself alone, he encourages
all mankind to hope for it by saying : Let Israel
hope in the Lord from henceforth and for ever-
more. He sets no temporal limit to our hope,
he bids our faithful expectation stretch out
into infinity. We are to hope for ever and
ever, winning the hope of future life through
the hope of our present life which we have
in Christ Jesus our Lord, Who is blessed for
ever and ever. Amen.

%
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Abraham, failh of, Ps. i, 24 ; and
the Three, T. iv, 24, 27 f.; v,
15 f. ; Ps. cxxx, 5

Ad.im, fall of, Ps. i, 18, 24; T. iv,
21; flesh of, T. X, 20; Intr
Ixix; soul of, T. x, 20

Adoption, T. vi, 18, 25, 43 (see Son-
ship)

Alexander (of Alexandria), letter to,
T. iv, 12
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T. vii, 3

Alexandrian philosophy (see Plalon-
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Allegorism, Hilary's use of; Intr.
viii, xxxvi, xliv f.
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,

89 f
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Intr. i, xvii
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^
" ~ Christ, T. x, 40

p^ifeiihilation of wicked, Ps. i, 20 f.

-^lomoeans, Intr. xviif., xxxiii
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: Ixxxv f.
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T. vi, 42
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S. 28—33 ; Intr, xix — xxx ; an
" assembly of .Saints," .S. 32

Anlioch, Council of (against Paul of
Samosata), .S. 86

Apollinarianisin, Intr. Ixx, Ixxvi
Apostles, faith of, T. vi, 32 f.; x,
39 f

. ; tlieir knowledge of Christ,
T. vi, 34 f.; miracles at tombs
of, T. xi, 3

Apostles' Creed, Hilary and the,
Intr. xxii f. ; T. ii. I

Aquila, Intr. xliii
Ai)uileia, Council of, Intr. xii
Arianism, birthplace of, T. vii, 3;
extent of, '1'. vi, l ; foretold by
.St. Paul, T. x, 2 f. ; adoptionist
foundation of, T. iv, 3 ; char-
acleri.sed by Hilary, T. vi, 31.;

X, 3; S. I, 6f.; novel, T. ii, 4,
23; vii, 3 ; xi, 4; xii, 3 ; Intr.
vii; an "inward evil," T. vii,

3 ; Intr. xii ; serpentine, S. i,

6 f. ; diabolical, S. i ; Anti-
Christian, T. vi, 42 ; main ar-
gument of, T. iv, 15; ix, 2;
difficulty of dealing with, T. vi,

I ; defeat of, S. 4
Arian doctrine, 'T. i, 16 ; ii

,
4 ; iv,

3f., 11; S. 18, &c. ; practice in-
distinguishable from Catholic,
Intr. xi ; falsehood, T. i, 23;
iv. 1,9; V, I, 26 ; vii, I ; viii,

I ; X, 5 ; subterfuges, T. viii,
3; S. 20; motives, T. iv, 4;
chronology, T. xii, 34 ; objec-
tions to divinity of Christ, T.
X, 9; objections to homoousion,
T. iv, 4; phrases, T. vi, 13 ;

xii passim ; iii, 8 ; iv, 3 f . ,

I if-; V, 3, 35, 39; vi, 4f., 10,
14 f.

,

38 ; vii, I f
., 6
;

texts, T.
vii. 6 ; xii, I, 35 f.

Arians, never named by Hilary, Intr.
xxxiv ; how designated by Hil-
ary, T. ii, 4; vi, 42; vii, 6; S.

6 f. ; "lunatics," T. vii, 7;
Intr. XV ; misdirected zeal of,
T. viii, 3 ; worse than Jews, T.
vi, 50 ; appeal to Scripture, T.

i, 29 f
. ; vii, 6 ; ix, 2 ; xi, 8 ;

xii, I, 35 f.", falsify Scripture,
T. V. 26,. &c ; dishonesty of,
T. i, 23; iv. I, 9 ; V. i, 26;
vii, I ; viii, I ; x, 5, &c. ; with-
out hope of salvation, T. vi, 50 ;

without excuse, T. vi, 50; vii,
23 ; xi, 9 ; incapable of the
Holy .Spirit, T. ix, 35 ; at issue
with Sabellians, T. i, 26 ; re-
ject Valentinian error, T. vi, 9;
Manichean, T. vi, 9 ; S.ibellian,
T. vi, 9

Arians, know not God, T. v, 35 ;

dishonour God, T. iv, 41 ; S.
20; piolane the Holy Spirit, T.

ii, 4 ; destroy the humanity of
Christ, T. ix, S ; preach another
Christ, T. xi, 4; deny real In-
carnation, T. i, 16 ; viii, 3; deny
eternity of the Son, T. iv, 4f. ;

xii, 18; deny common nature of
the Father and the Son, T. vii.

5 ; exalt the Father at the ex-
pense of the Son, T. iv, 4f. ;

xii, 18 ; say Christ had name of
God alone, T. vii, 13, 31 ; Intr.
Ixii; admit Christ to be Wisdom,
T. iv, 21 ; dare not openly deny
divinity of Christ, T. viii, 3 ;

worship a creature, T. viii, 28 ;

call Chii^t a creature, T. iv, 3 ;

vi, 42 ; their doctrine briefly
stated, T. i, 16 ; ii, 4 ; their
view of Sonship of Christ, T. vi,
18; S. 20 ; of Christ's creative
function, '1'. iv, 19 ; of purpose
of Christ's creation, T. xii, 43

Arians, confuted by their own argu-
ments, T. viii, 6 f. ; by twofold
nature of Christ, T. xi, 6; by
Scripture, T. i, 29 f. ; ii

,

23 ;

viii, II f. , 21 f. ; ix, 69 f ; xii, 3

Ariminum, Council of, S. 8 (see
Riinmi)

Arius, T. vii, 6 f; letter of, to Alex-
ander, 'T. iv, 12 f. ; vi, 5 f

. ;

Intr. xxxi, xxxiv f.; to Eusebius,
Intr. xxxiii

Aries, Iirtr. ix ; Council of, Intr. x
(see Auxenlius]

Asia, ten provinces of, ignorant of
God, S. 63

"Assumption," see Incarnalion, Self-

Athanasius, St., Intr. x: personally
unknown to Hilary, Iirtr. xv ;

never mentions Hilary, Intr. ii ;

on the eternal Generation, Intr.
Ixv f. , xciv

Atonement of Christ, T. viii, 15, 51 ;

ix, 3
, 10; xi, 20 ; Intr. Ixxxvii ;

theories of, Intr. Ixxi ; Ps. liii,
13 (see Christ)

Augustine, St., Intr. i, vi, xxxvi, xlv ;

on Hilary, Intr. v, lx,xxvf, xciv
Auxentius of Milan, Intr. ix, xi, xlix
-liv

Baptism, Intr. Ixxxix ; One, T. xi,

1 ; Intr. xxvit ; of Regeneration,
T. i, 18; V, 35; ix, 9; xii, 57

Baptism, in Name of Trinity, T. i,

21 ; ii
, I ; xii, 57; S. 11, 29;

Irtr. xxii ; in Name of the
Father and the Son, T. v, 35 ;

in One Name, S. 8
5 ; with the
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Holy Gliost, Iiitr. Ixxxix ; here-
tical, T. viii, 40; Intr. xvi

Baptism of Christ, T. vi, 23 ; Intr.
Ixxxi ; T. viii, 25

Baptismal formula (see Baftism)
I!aruch, book of, T. iv, 42 ; v, 39
Basil, St., Intr. i, xv, xvii f.
Beziers, Council of, Intr. xiv, xxv ;
S. 2

Birth (nntlvitas), T. v, 37; vi, 13;
vii, 14 f. ; 21, 25; xi, 4; xii,
15; S. 20 f. ; distinguished from
creation, S. 17 ; of Son, of
Christ (see Generation^ the eter-

nal^ Incarnation^ Baptism of
Christ, A'esurrection)

"Births" of Christ, successive (see
above and Christ)

Bishop, T. vi, 2 ; a prince of the
Church, T. viii, r

Bishops under Anathema, S. 91
Eiterrae (see Beziers)
Bithynia, Council of, S. S
"Blasphemy," the (see Sirniian
Manifesto)

Body of Christ, sensible to pain, T.
X, 14 ; whence derived, '1'. x,
15, 18, 23; nature of, T. x, 25,
35 ; absorption of carnal ele-
ments of, T. X, 44 f. ; univer-
sality of, T. ii, 24 ; final glori-
fication of, T. xi, 40, 49

Body, human, Intr. l.\xxv

Cana, miracle at, T. iii, 5

Christ, births of, successive (a) pre-
temporal (see Generation, the
eternal, Creator, the Son as) ;

(b) temporal (see Incarnation,
Baptism o

f Christ, Resurrec-
tion); (c) post-temporal (see
Final stale of Christ) ; Threefold
state of, T. ix, 6; Godhead of,
T. m\ passim; i, 10 f.; proved
by His miracles, T. \\\ passim ;

ii, 27; Intr. Ixix ; "abiding,"
T. iii, 3, 13, 16; V, 18, 35; vii,
41 ; vii),4I ; ix, 14, 30, 38, 51,
66 ; X. 16, 21, 34 ; xi, 48 ; xii,
36; possesses not only the name
but the nature of God, T. vii,
13, 31; Intr. Ixxvii t; ; eternal
existence of, T. ix, 53 ; xii, 34 ;

omniscience of, T. ix, 62 ; the
Imnge of God, T. vii, 37 : viii,
48 f ; ix, I, 69 ; xi, 5 ; unity of
Person of, T. viii, 13; x, 61 f. ;

Intr. Ixxvjif. ; .Sonsliip of, T. i,

27; vi, 21 f.,&c. ; I's. liii, 12;
not adoptive, T. iii, 11 ; vi, 23,
32, 36 ; eternal Generation of,
'^- vi, 35 ; vii, 14, &c. (see
Generation, the eternal) ; Sub-
ordination of, T. i, 33; ii, 12,
&c. (see Subordination) ; not a

creature, T. vi, 29 ; ix, 57 ; xii,

5 f.
,

50 ; in what sense created,
'1'. xii, 43, 50; Intr. Ixvii f. ; as
Creator, T. ii, 6; iii, 22; viii,
51; xii, 4, 19, 35f., 43; Intr.
Ixvn ; the Spirit of, T. viii, 21 ;

ix, 73 ; Clirist is Wisdom, I's. i,

14 ; is the tree of Life, Ps. i, 14 ;

a green tree, Ps. i. 14 ; a worm,
T. xi, 15; how known to be
God, T. vii, gf. ; various mani-
festations of, T. iv, 27 f. ; xii,

46 f
. ; Intr. Ixvii ; in the O. T.,

T. v, 29 ; xi, 18 ; witness of, to
Plimself, T. vii, 17 f.

,

21 f. ; In-
carnation of, a "birth," T. ii

,

24 ; a creation, T. xii, 45 ; Intr.
Ixvii; an "embodiment," Intr.
Ixii ; an "assumption," T. ii

,

26; X, 15, 22; Ps. i. 4; Intr.
Ixix ; part of the original coun-
sel of God, T. xi, 49 ; Intr.
Ixviii, Ixxxviii, xcvi ; a self-

emptying, T. xii, 6
,

&c. ; pur-
pose of, T. i, II ; ii, 24 ; iii, 3,

9; x, 7 ; Intr. Ixviii; ultimate
result of, T. xi, 40—42; self-
emptying of, T.ix, 14 f.

,

38—42,

51 f
.,

5
8 f.; X, 19—22; Christ,

self-humiliation of, T. ix, 4 ; x,
II, 61 ; xi, 30, 48; Intr. Ixxiv ;

in form of a servant, T. xi, 13 f. ,

&c. ; ix, 14 (see Incarnation,
Self-emptying, Form ofa Servant,
(Sr^iT.); Christ i

s perfect man, T.
ix, 38 ; X, 21 f

. ; x, 52 ; is Son
of Man in fullest sense, Ps. liii,

8 ; body of, whence derived, T.

ii, 24; X, 16, iS ; Intr. Ixix,
Ixxiii ; a true body, T. x, 24 f.

,

47 f
. ; absorption of carnal ele-

ments of, T. X, 44, 47 ; flesh of,
T. ii, 26; iii, 16; iv, 42; viii,
I3f. ; ix, 8

;

soul of, T. x 20 f.,

57, 61 ; whence derived, T. x,
15; not the cause of miracles,
T. X, 56 ; free will of, T. ix, 50 ;

human nature of, united to the
divine nature, T. xi, 48 ; Ps. liii,

8
,

14; two natures in, T. ix, 11,
39 ; X, 16, 22, 34; Intr. Ixxiii;
anointed by God, T. xi, 18 f. ;

sealed by God, T. viii, 44 f. ;

baptism of, T. vi, 23 ; viii, 25 ;

Intr. Ixxxi ; mission of, '1'. iii,
14 ; knowledge of, its limits, T.
ix, 5

8 f. ; passible, T. ii
,

24 ; x,
11, 23 f

,

47 f ; S. 49 «. ; Ps.
liii, 7, 12; impassible, T. x,
23 f-

.

36, 37. 41. 45 ; S.49; Ps.
liii, 7, 12; Intr. vii, Ixxv ; wliy
Firstborn, T. viii, 50 ; media-
torial office of, T. iv, 16, 42 ; v,
23 ; viii, 15 ; ix, 3 ; xi, 20; pas-
sion of, T. X, 9 f.
,

27— 43, 48,
61 f.
;

Intr. Ixxivf. ; suffeiings of,
their purpose, Intr. Ixxvi (see/«-
passibility, Passibility, Passion) ;

death of, moved creation, T. iii,
10 ; Christ removed the sling
of death, T. i, 13 f. ; bore our
sin, T. X, 47 ; suffered for us,
Ps. liii, 12 f. (see Redemption,
Passion); resurrection of, T. vii,
12, &c, [see Resurrection); king-
dom of, T. xi, 29, 39 ; reconciles
man to God, T. viii, 15 ; ix, 3 ;

xi, 20 (see Atonement) ; inter-
cession of, Ps. liii, 4 ; His de-
scent into Hell, S. 85 ; Ps. liii,
14 ; T. A, 34 ; faith in Christ, our
salvation, T. i, i6f., 18 ; vi, 41 f.

.

47 f
. : union with, T. ix. 55 ; in-

dwelling in,T. ix, 8 ; faith about,
not to be delivered piece-meal,
S. 70 ; Christ reveals God, T,
iii, 9; ix, 52; Intr. Ixviii; alone
knows the Father, Ps. liii, 6;

guides to the Father, T. iii, 9 ;

xii, 45 ; confidence of, Ps. liii,

6 ; obedience of, Ps. liii, 6 ; T.
ix, 39 ; our pattern, Ps. liii. 7 ;

tears of, T. x, 55 ; future sub-
jection of, T. xi, 21 f. ; S. 79
(see Subjection) ; known by His
works, T. vii, 26 ; confessed by
demon.s, T. vi, 49 ; Advent of,
T. vi, 31 J final state of, T. xi,
40, 49

Christian, a new name, T. v, 29
Chiistians, the Kingdom of Clirist,
T. xi, 39

Church, is one, T, vi, 38 ; vii, 4 ;

marks of, T. vii, 4 ; invincible,
T. i, 25 ; wisdom of, T. vi, 10 ;

dislo3alty to, T. vii, 4; Ps. i,6;
law of, Ps. i, 5 ; Christ is, Intr.
Ixxx

Circumcision, Spiritual, T. i, 13;
ix, 9

Circunrinsession (see Indwelling)
Clement of .^lex. , Intr. vii, Ixxvii
Comniunicatio idio/natujn, T. ix, 15
Conception by the Son, T. ii

,

24 ; x,
16 ; Intr. Ixx

Concurrence [concuj'sus), T. ix, 14
Constans, Intr. a
Constantinople, Councils of, Intr,
xii. xxi

Constantius, Intr. ix f. ; xviii f. ; S.
78 ; First Epistle to, Intr. xii f. ;

Second Epistle to, Intr. xxi f. ;

Invective against, Intr. xxv f.

Contraction, S. 44 (see Expansion)
CosmoloEjy, Ps. i, 7 ; T. vi, 29 ; xii,
39 f

-^

Councils {seeAntioch, Aries, Bhiers,
Milan, Niccea, Sardica, Sir-
mitim, Ss'c)

Creationism, T. x, 20 f. ; Intr. Ixxx
Creation, T. iv, 16, 21 ; xii, 40; of
man, Intr. Ixxx ; distinguished
from birth, S. 17; T. xii, 16;
the image of God, T. viii, 51;
the work of the Son, Intr. Ixvii ;

T. ii, 6; xii, 4

Creator, the Son (Christ) as, T. ii
, 6;

xii, 4, &c. (see Births of Christ)
Creature, Christ in what sense a, T.
xii, 43, 50; Intr. Ixvii f.

Creatures, may not be worshipped,
T. xii, 3

Creed, Apostles', Intr. xxii f. ;

Nicene, S. 84; Hilary ready
to sacrifice, Intr. xxiif. ; of An-
tioch (Dedication), Intr. xix; S.
29 f

. ; a bridge to the Nicene, S.

33 ; of Sardica, S. 34 f
. ; of

Sirmium, S
.

3
8 ; " Dated," Intr.

xxi
Creeds, Post-Nicene, S. 6f.
Cyprian, St., Intr. vi, viii, xxxv,
Ixxxviii f.

Daniel, vision of, T.xii, 47 ; weeks
of, T. vi, 20
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Darkness, heU by heretics to be
coeval with God, S. 85

"Dated" Creed, Intr. xxi
])avid, a type of Christ, I's. liii, 1 f. ;
not ignorant of the Gospel, Ps,
liii. I f. ; a Prophet, VbS.ptissiiu

Death, causes of, T. x, 11 ; fear of,
T. 1,13; aholi^hed in Christ, T.
i, 13 ; punishment after, Ps. i,
20 f.

Deification of man, T. ix, 4, 38 ; x.
7 ; Ps- liii, 8, 14; Intr. Ixiii (see
A/i7ti, Inriinmtion)

Descent into Hell, Christ's, S. 85;
Ps. hii, 14; T. X, 34

Diap.-ahinis, Ps. liii, 9 n." Dilatation" (see Expansion)
Dionysius of Milan, Intr. x, xlix" Dispensation " or Economy, T. ix,
8, 39, &c. ; Intr. Ixxii f.

Docelisni, Hilary's avoidance of,
Intr. Ixxvii

Doctrine, definition of, forced upon
the Church by heretics, Intr
Ixiii ; T. ii, 2

Donatists, Intr. vi

Eastern bishop?, at Bithynia, S. 8 ;

at Ancyra, .S. 27; reject Sirmian
Mnnifeito, S. 3

,

12, 27 ; praised
l>yHilary, S. 78 ; yet some de-
nied the equality of the Son, S.
74

Eighty, a mystical number, S. 86
Eleusiu-^,S. 63
"Embodiment" of Christ, Intr. Ixii
(see Tncarnntion)

Epicureans, philosophy of, Ps. i, 7

Eschatology, Intr. xciii
Essence, the term defined, S. 12 ;

generally avoided by Hilary,
Intr. Ixii

Eucharist, T. viii, 13 f. ; Intr. v
Eudoxius, Intr. xx, xxvii
Eusebius (of Vercelli), Intr. xi, xxx,
xlix

"Evacuation" (see Self-einpiying,
Incarnation, Exhiaiiilion, cfcl)

Exegesis, Hilary's faulty, Intr. xxxvi;
examples of, T. ii, 35 ; vi, 34 ;

viii, 31
"Exinanition," T. ix, 51 (see Self-
emptrm;:;, &'c. )" Exition," T. vi, 35 (seeSon of God,
birth of. Generation, the eter-
nal)

Exorcism, Intr xxvi, n"
Ex|ian5ion

"
[dilatatio), S. 44

Ezechiel, vision of, T. xii, 47

I'aith, a prophylactic, T. ii, 22 ;

equivalent to works. Ps. cxxx,

I ; inferior to knowledge, Intr.
Ixxxviii ; precedes knowledge,
T. i.. 12; of Apostles, the, T.
vi, 32 f., 51 ; X, 39

Faithful, the, one with Christ, T.
viii. 8 f. ; xi, 19

Fasting, Intr. xcii
Father, a real not a titular name, S.
20 ; God is wholly, T. ix, 6i;
God is always, T. ix, 61 ; xii,
23 ; S. 24 ; especially to tho.se
wh J worship the Son, T. vi, 30 ;

God is universal, T. xi, 16 ; be-
lief in God as F., insufficient for
salvation, T. i, 17, &c. ; Intr.
Ixiv; theF. is Spirit, T. viii, 25 ;

is alone ingcnerate, 'P. iv, 8 ; ix,
51; xii, 55; S

.

60; is not bound
by time, S. 24 f

. ; One with the
Son.T. vi, 38; viii, 20, 41 ; ix,
23.37; S. igf., 36,41, 51, 64;
One with the Son, in substance,
S. 33, &c. ; not in person,
S. 64 (see Ilomoousion) ; can-
not be thought of apart fiom
the Son, T. vii, 31 ; identical in
nature with the Son, T. v, 35 ;

viii, 41 ; ix, 30 ; of equal dig-
nity with the .Son, T. xii, 7 ; of
equal power with the Son, T.
vii, 2» ; is the mirror of the Son,
T. ix, 69; in what sense greater
than the Son, T. ix, 55 ; S. 64,
79; in what sense praised by the
Son, T. iii, 15 ; nature of, un-
affected by the Incarnation, T.
ix, 38, 51 ; reconciles to Wini-
self, T. viii, 51

Fatherhood, 'P. ii, 3
, 6 ; S. 20 ;

metapliysical, T. v, 27 ; mystery
of, 'P. ix, 31 (see Sonshij))

Fatherhood o( God, eternal, Intr.
Ixiv; T. ix, 61 ; xii, 23 ; S. 24 ;

destroyed by Arians, S. 21 f.
(see Father, Sonship, Son)

Fear, Christ without, T. x, 33
Fire of hell, T. x, 34
Fire, purifying, T. vi, 3; Intr. xciv
Flesli, of Christ (see Body of Christ)
Form, of God, T. xii, 6 f., &c. ;

the subject of the Self-emptying,
T. viii, 45 ; ix, 14, 38 ; Intr.
Ixxi f. ; P.S. liii, 8 ; resumed by
Christ, T. ix, 38 f.

,

54 ; xi, 2,
40, 49 ; Ps. liii, 8; retained by
Christ, S. 69 (see Self-emptying,
Incarnation, Resnrrection)

Form, of a servant, assumed by
Christ, T. ix, 14 ; xi, 48 ; Intr.
Ixxiii ; Ps. liii, 5 (see Self-
emptying, Incarnation, C^c.)

Free-will, defined, T. vii, 19; viii,
12 ; of man, Intr. vii, Ixxxv f. ;

of Christ, T. ix, 50; x, II ; xi,

8 f. ; Intr. xcv
French, Bp. , Intr. xcv

Galatia, the cradle of heresy, T.
™, 3

Gallican bishops, S. 2 f. , 8

Gaul in the 4th cent., Intr. ii.
Generation, the eternal, Intr. viii,
Ixivf.; T. ii,9; iii, 3 ; vi, 13,35,
45; vii, 14; ix, 37, 51 f

., 54;
X, 6; xii, 21, 23; S. 17, 24,
26 f.

,

35, 42 f. ; S. 69; cause
of, T. iii, 4 ; vi, 21 ; viii, 54 ;

S. 35, 37, 59 ; dislinguished
from creation, S. 17; Athan-
asius on, Intr. Ixv

Genus, equivalent to nature, sub-
stance, essence, S. 12

Gerrainius, S. 81 ; Intr. Ivi.
Glory, the divine, obscured in the
Incarnation, T. ix, 6 ; Intr. vii,
Ixxxi ; restored in the Resur-

rection, Ps. liii, 14; Intr. Ixxxi;
man's share in, 'P. ix, 4 ; x, 7;
xi, 42 f

., 49; Ps. liii, 5 ; Intr.
Ixxxii ; the, of thcFatherand the
Son is One, P

.

ix, 38 f
. ; of the

Son of Man, T. ii,26f. ; iii, 18 f.
;

xi, 42 ; Intr. Ixxiv ; of the body
of ChList, T. xi, 35, 37 (see
/ncariialion. Self-emptying, Ke-
snrt ectlon)

God, Catholic doctrine of, T. iv, 6,

33,42; vii, 21, 27 ; ix, 51 ; S.64;
Arian doctrine of, 'P. iv, 3, &c. ;

ancient ideas concerning, 'P. i, 4;
alone to be worshipped, 'P. xi,

44 ; Nature of, 'P. vii, 21 ; S.
33, &c. ; Form of, T. ix, 44 ; xii,

6 f. ; Intr. Ixxi f. (see Form of
God) ; Name of, unknown to
men before Christ, T. iii, 17;
Unity of, T. iv, 15; vi, 11;
vii, 2

,

21 ; viii, 40 f
. ; ix, 26,

37 f
-, 5'. 61. 72; S. I9f. i

natural not Personal, T. i, 17 ;

S. 69; belief in U. ofG., T. iv,
15 f

. ; how confessed by Arians,
v, I ; simplicily of, T. ix, 31, 72;
distinction of Persons iji, T. v.

3 ; Father and Son are one G.,
'P. iv, 33 ; vii, 25, 31 f.,40 ; xi, 1 ;

is Spirit, 'P. viii, 25 ; Spirit of,
'P. viii, 21 (sci Spirit, the Holy) ;

is inci^rporeal, T. vi, 12 ; S. 49 ;

ingenerate, S. 60; without parts,
T. vii, 27 ; xii, 8 ; not subject
to expansion or contraction, S.
44 ; ingeiierate, generate (see
Pather, Son) ; not solitary, S.
37; T. iv, 30; vi, 12, 19; vii,

8 ; self-existent, 'P. i, 5 ; etern-
ally existent, 'P. iii, 2 ; xii, 39 ;

infinite, T. i, 6 ; ii, 6; soulless,
T. A, 58 ; immutable, 'P. ix, 72 ;

S. 47 ; not subject to laws of
natuie, T. ix, 72 ; the Creator,
T. viii, 51 ; creates what already
exists to liim ; 'P. xii, 39 ; the
Father of all, T. ii, 6 ; inlSIature,
'P. i, 6 (see Immanence) ; all
in all, T. xi, 47 f. ; is omnipo-
tent, T, iii, 6 ; ix, 72 ; omni-
present, T. viii, 24 i omniscient,
'P. ix, 29, 61 f.

,

68 f. ; alone can
raise from the dead, T. vii, 12 ;

needs nothing, T. ix, 72 ; xi,
44, 47 ; is unsearchable, 'T. iv,

2 ; ix, 72 ; xi, 44 ; S. 62 ;

but accommodates Himself to
man's capacity, T. iv, 17 ; vi,
16; viii, 43: vision of, T. v, '

17. 34 ; X'. 38 f
. ; xii, 46; seen

by I.-aiah, '1'. v, 33 ; by Abra-
ham, 'P. iv, 27 ; by Jacob, 'P.
iv, 31 ; v, 19 f.; how to know
G., 'P. ii, 7; iii. 26; iv, 14; v,
20 f. ; reveals Himself, 'P. i, 18 ;

v, 20 f. : is revealed in Scripture,
T. i, iS ; vi, 19; teaches us
through liis Son, T. ix, 49; is

known by His works, 'P. iii, 5 ;

by His words, T. i, 18; is Love,
T. ix, 61 ; is Life, T. viii, 43 ;

beauty of, T. ii 7 ; pitifulness of,
T. vi, 19; is merciful to igno-
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ranee, T. vi, 3 ; in wliat sense
ignorant, T. ix, 63 f.

,

68 ; Ps. i,

24 ;
" Only begotten," T. iv,

33, &c. ; Intr. xvi, Ixv" God-Man," Ps. liii, 14, &c.
Gospel, hidden in O. T., T. v, 18;
and Law, T. ix, 28

Gospels, apparent inconsistencies in,

S . 8
5 ; mutually complementary,

T. X, 42
Grace, T. ii

,

35, 37; iv, 38; v,
20 f. ; viii, 30 ; Inlr. Ixxxv f.

Greek, quotations in, T. xi, 17 ;

Ps. cxxx, 2 ; Hilary's knowledge
of, Intr. ii ; xivf. ; misiender-
ing of, T. X, 40; S. 29 I?);
Intr. xxxiv

Gregory of Nazianzus, St., Intr. i,

XV f.

Gregory of Nyssa, St., Intr. i, xvf.

Hagar, T. Iv, 23 f.

Hebion, T. i, 26; ii, 4; vii, 3 (see
Pliotiims)

Hebrew, exact sense of, Ps. liii, 3 ;

Hilary's ignorance of, Intr. ii,

n. 4 ; lix
Heliodorus, Intr. ii, n. 4

Hell, fire of, T. x, 34; Clu-ist's
descent into, S. 8

5 ; Ps. liii, 14 ;

T. X, 34
Heresy, origin of, T. ii, 3 ; vii, 4 ;

newness of, T. ii, 4, &c. ; all h.
not hopeless, T. vi, 15; wicked-
ness of, consists in its dishon-
esty, T. v, I, 26 ; vi, 46 f. ;

viii, 1 7 ; Intr. Ixiii (seeArianisin)
Heretics, without faith, hope, or
baptism, T. viii, 40 ; cosmology
of, Ps. i, 7 ; admit miracles of
Christ, T. ii, 12 ; unreasonable,
Ps. i, 2 f. ; force (he Church to
define lier doctrine, Intr. Ixiii ;

T. ii, 2 {see Aiians, Sabel-

Hernias, Intr. xci, «. 4

Hieracas, T. i, 25 ; vi, 12
Hilary of Aries, Intr. ii

Hilary of Poitiers, St., birth and
education, Intr, ii ; conversion,
Intr. V ; episcopate, Intr. ix f. ;

exile, Intr. xiv, xvi ; S
.

8 ; re-
turn, Intr. xxix, x.'ixviii ; attacks
Constantius, Intr. xxv f. ; Sa-
turninus, Inlr. xxxix f. ; Auxen-
tius, Intr. xlix— liii; death, Intr.
Ivii. ; biography of, by For-
tunatus, Intr. xlviii ; theology
of, Intr. Iviii— xcvi ; theology
of, his own statement, S. 64 f. ;

Chrislology of, Intr. i, Ixiv f. ;

his apparent Docetism, Intr.
Ixxvii ; H. on the Holy Spirit,
Intr. vi, Ixiii, Ixxxiii i. (seeSpirit,
the Holy) ; on the •Eucharist,
Intr. V (see Eucharist) ; on the
use of Scripture, Intr. lix. f. (see
Scripture) ; eschatology of, Intr.
xciii ; moral teaching of, Intr.
xc f. ; psychology of, Intr. vii,
Ixx, Ixxv, Ixxx ; physiology of,
Intr. Ixix; anthropology of,
Intr. Ixix f., Ixxxv f.; indepen-

dence of, Intr. i, iii, vi, &c, ;

his sympathy with Kastern
thought, Intr. vi f.

,

xvi, Ixvi ;

and Origen, Intr. i f. , iv, vii f. ,

XV, xl, xlii {. J and Augustine,
Intr.vi,xxxvi,&c. ; and Clement,
Intr. vii, Ixxvii; and Basil,
Intr. i, XV ; and the Gregories,
Intr. i, XV ; and Cyprian, Intr.
vi, viii, XXXV, Ixxxviii ; and Leo,
Intr. xciv ; and Martin of Tours,
Intr. Ivi f. ; and Ambrose, Intr.
vi, ix, &c., p. 23s ; and Mar-
cellus, Intr. xv ; and Novatian,
Intr. iv (see Origen, Au,^iis-
tine, &'c.) ; and Arianism, Intr.
xi f. ; and Semi-Arianism, Intr.
xii, XV, xix, xxiv, xxxv ; and
Neoplatonism, Intr. iv ; and
Christian Platonism, Intr. vii ;

his views of Church and State,
Intr. liv; his avoidance of tech-
nical terms, Intr. Ixii f. ; his
literary style, Intr. iii f., xxxv,
xli ; his knowledge of natural
history, Intr. iv ; his ignorance
of Hebrew, Intr. ii

,
n. 4, lix

Hilary, Works of, Intr. iii f , viii,
XXX— xxxvi

(a) De Trin. , title of, Intr. xxx ;
interpolations in, Intr. xxxiv;
general purpose of, Intr. xxxiv;
style of, Intr. xxxv ; dualism
of, Intr. Ixvii ; permanent
value of, Intr. xxxiv, xxxvi f.,

Ixvii, xcv
(b) De Syiiodis, Intr. i f.

,

xviii f. ;

object of, S. 5 f

(c) Homilies on the Pss., Intr. iii,
viii f., xl — xlv, p 235 ; not
a translation of Origen, Intr.
xliii ; permanent interest of,
Intr. xlv

(d) Commentary on St. Matthe^v,
Intr. vii, Ix

(e) Commentary on Job. Intr. xl

(f
) First Epistle to Constantius,

Intr. xii f.

(g) Second Efistle to Constantius,
Intr. xxi f.

(h) Invective against Constantius,
Intr. xxv f., xxxix

(i
) Against Aiixentius,lntr:. xlixf.,

Iii, liii

(j
)

Against Ursaciiis and Valens,
Intr. liv

(k) Against Dioscorus, Intr. iv
(1) History of the Arian Con-
troversy, Intr. liv

(ra) De Mysteriis, Intr. xlv f.

(n) Hymns attrihntcd to, Intr. xlvi
(o) Letter to Abi-a, Intr. v, xlviii
Hippolylus, Intr. vii, Ixx
Holy Spirit (see Spirit, the Holy)
Ilomoeans, Intr. xx f., xxiv, xxvii,
xxxiii

"Homoiousion,'' S. 10, 72, &c. ;

Intr. xxi f.
,

xxxviii ; scriptural
in sense, S. 88, 91

"Ilomoousion," T. iv, 4f. ; vi. 10 ;

S. 10, &c. , Intr. Ixvi ; Sabellian
sense of, S. 71 ; objections to,
T. ii, 4 ; S. 81 f.

Hosius, S. II, 63, 87

Humanity, capable of Exaltation, T.
xi, 42, 49 ; raised to divinity,
T. ix, 4, 39 ; X. 7 (see Man)

Hymnody, Hilary on, Intr. xlvii
Hypocrisy, the result of unbelief,
T. X, 2

Ignorance, God merciful towards,
T. vi, 3

Image, defined, S. 13 ; a proof of
distinction of Persons, Intr.
Ixvi ; S. 13 ; of God, rnan in the,
T. V. 8 f. ; xi, 49 ; I. of God,
Christ is the, T. viii, 48 f. ; of
the Father, the Son is

,

T. vii,
37 ; ix, I ; xi, s

Immanence of God in nature, T. i, 6

Immortality, human intimations of,
T. i, 2, 9

Impassibility of Christ, T. x, 23 f.
,

36, 37, 4i>4S; S. 49; Ps. liii,

7
,

12 ; Intr. vii, Ixxv
Imperfection defined, T. iii, 24
Incarnation, the, doctiine of, Intr.
viii, Ixviii f. ; man cannot com-
prehend, T. i, 12 ; ii, 33 ;

man did not deserve, T. ii, 25 ;

independent of the Fall, Intr.
Ixviii, Ixxxviii, xcvi ; T. xi, 49 ;

purpose of, T. i, 11 ; ii, 24 ;

iii, 9; X, 7; Intr. Ixviii; ne-
cessity of, T. ix, 55 ; ulti-
mate result of, T. xi, 40—42 ;

universal significance of, T. ii,

24 f. ; Ps. liii, 8; a "birth,"
T. i, 12; ix, 38; X, 7;
Ps. liii, 4; Intr. Ixxxi; a crea-
tion, T. xii, 45 ; Intr. Ixvii ; an
act of free will, T. xi, 8 f ; an" embodiment," Intr. Ixii ; an
"evacuation," T. xi, 32; xii,

6 ; an " exinanition," T. xi,
48; xii, 6; self-emptying, a

condition of, T. xii, 6; effect of,
on the divine nature, T. ix, 4,
I4> S',> 54! Intr. Ixix; an as-
sumption of something foreign
todiv. nat., T. ii, 26; x, 15,22;
Ps. i, 4 ; Intr. Ixix ; obscured
the divine glory, T. ix, 6, &c. ;

Intr. vii, Ixxxi ; enhanced man's
glory, T. ix. 40 ; not a mere ex-
tension of the power of the
Word, T. x,2I, 50 f.; involved
a partial breach within the God-
head, T. ix, 381 Intr. hxix;
and a division within the Person
of Christ, T. X, 22; to be
finally healed, T. ix, 38 ; xi, 4of.,
49; Intr. Ixxxi; the Virgin's
share in (see Mary, the B. V. )

Indwelling, the mutual, T. iii, i f. ;

iv. 40 £ ; ix, 69 ; Intr. Ixii,
Ixiv (see Circuininsession, Fa-
ther, Son)

Ingenerateness of the Father, T. ix,
51, &c.

Inspiration, T. v. 33
Isaiah, legend of, T. v. 33
Itala, vetus, Intr. iii, ». 1, lix,
P- 23s

Jacob, saw God, T. iv, 31 ; v, 19 f.

Jerome, St., on Hilary and his works,
Intr. ii, iii, vii, xl, liv ; on the
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Humi'ifs, Intr. xl ; on De Mys-
t^n'ih Într. xlv f.

Jews, did not see the Father, T. ix,
21 ; less suilty than Arians,
T. vii, 50 (see Arians) ; refuted,
T. xii, 35

Ji)hn, .St , an ignorant fisherman,
T. ii, 13; Intr. XXXV ; his doc-
trine of the Word, Intr. xxxv

Jovian, Intr. xl
Ji\d>;ment, bestowed on the Son,
r. vii, 20 ; tlie day of, Ps. i,
20 f. ; how hidden from the
Son, T. iii, 16; ix, 59, 66, 71

Julian, Intr. xiv, xxi, xxiii, xxxviii, xl

Knowledge, superior to Faith, Intr.
Ixxxviii ; only to be won through
Failh, T. i, I2

Language, human, incapable of ex-
pressing divine truth, T. ii

,

2, 7 ;

iv, 2 ; xi, 44 ; Intr. Ixiii
Latin, Old (see I/ala)
Law, the, Christ Ihe Mediator of,
T. V, 23 ; anil the Gospel, T. v,
17 f

; ix, 28; meditation in,
I's. i, 12 f.

Leo, St., Intr. xciv
Liberius, Inlr. x, xvii, xix, xxixf.
Life, God is, T. viii, 43 ; tree of,
Ps. i, 14 f

. ; L. eternal, T. iii,
13 ; vi, 43 f

., 48 f
. ; ix, 7
,

31
Light, nature of, T. vi, 12; vii, 29
Likeness = equality, S. 73 f

.

(see
Ilovioiousioii)

I.uclanic Creed (See CreedofAntiodi)
Lucifer of Cagliari, Intr. xi, xxix,
xxxviii

.Macedonius, Intr. xxiv
Magi, the, T. ii

,

27 ; iv, 38
Magnentiu^, Intr. x
Man, origin of, T. xii, l6 ; soul of,
T. X, 20 ; Intr. vii, Ixxx f. ;

body of, Ps. liii, 8 ; Inlr.
Ixxxv ; free-will of, Intr. vii,
Ixxxv f. ; made in the image of
the Father and the Son, T. v,

8 f. ; created by the hands of
God, Intr. Ixxx ; destiiiy of,
'J', i, 2 f. ; nature of, 'i'. vii, 28 ;

Intr. Ixix; T. x, 15, 16 (see
Anthropology of Hilary, Psycho-
logv, JJoily, Soul, (Sr=^.); future
perleclion of, T. xii, 49 ; Ps.
liii, 5 ; Intr. Ixxxii ; limits of
his understanding, T. iii, i ;

xi, 23, 46; xii, 53; his ignor-
ance helped by faith, T. ii, 24 f;

xii, 53 ; cannot unaided find out
God, 1'. V, 20, &c. (see Grace) ;

taught b
y God, T. vi, 19 ; needed

the Incarnation, T. ix, 55 ; did
not deserve the Incarnation,
T. ii, 25 ; deified in Christ,
T. i,\, 4, 38 ; X, 7 ; Intr. Ixiii,
Ixxxii (see Incarnation)

Mauichxans, T. ii, 4 ; iv, 12 ; vi,

S
. 10

Marcellus, heresy of, T. vi, 17 ; xi,
21 ; Intr. xv, xviii, Iv, n.

Marcion, S. 85
Marcionites, T, ii

,
4

Martin of Tours, St., Intr. ix, Ivif.

Martyrs, joy of, T. x, 46; miracles
at tombs of, T. xi, 3 ; Intr.
xxviii

Mary, the Blessed Virgin, her share
in the Incarnation, T. ii, 25 ;

iii, 19 ; X, 15 f
,

35 ; Intr. Ixx ;

needs purification, Inlr. xciv
Mediation (see Christ, Atonement)
Merit of Christ, T. ix, 39
Melhusaleh, S. 8

5

Milan, Intr. ix, Ii ; Council of,
Intr. xi (see Aiixentiiis)

Miracle of feeding the multitude,
T. iii, 6 ; at Cana, T. iii, 5

Miracles of Christ, not due to His
soul, T. X, 56 ; but to the
Divine nature, T. vii, 6, 26,
36; a proof of His Godhead,
T. iii fnssim, cp. T. ii, 27 ;

Intr. Ixix ; admitted by heretics,
T. ii, 12

Miracles at tombs of apostles and
martyrs, T. xi, 3 ; Intr. xxviii

Monstrosities, animal, T. vii, 14
Moses, T. i, 5 ; iv, 22; v, .2r f, 36;
vi, 19 f

. ; S. 85 ; seat of, I's. i,

10

Natural history, Hilary's, T. ii, 22 ;

vii, 14; ix, 4; x, 14; xi, 15 ;

Intr. iv
Nature = essence, S. 12; of God, re-
tained by the Incarnate Son, T.
ix, 51 ; xi, 48, &c. (see Christ,
abiding Godhead of) ; of the
Father and the Son, identical;
T. V, 35 ; viii, 41 ; ix, 30 ; of
the Father unaffected by the In-
carnation, T. ix, 38, 51, &c.
(see Incarnation)

Natures of Chi'ist, the two, T. ix, II,
39 ; X, 16 ; Intr. Ixxiii

N.itare-worship, T. i, 4

Neoplatonism, Intr. iv
Nicaaa, Council of, S. 84 f

. ; Creed
of, S

.

84, 91 ; unknown in W. ,

S. 91 ; Incr. x, xii
NicEea in Thrace, Intr. liii
Numbers, mystical, S. 86

Origen, on the Psalms, Intr. xlii f. ;

his influence on Hilary, Intr.

ii, vii f , XV, xl, xlii f.

Pain, causes of, T. x, 14
Paraclete, the, T. viii, 19 ; S. 11,29,
54 f
. (see Spirit the Holy, Mis-

sion oj)
Paradise, 1'. vi, 20 ; x, 34 ; Ps. i,

14 ; St. Paul in, T. vi, 20
Paris, Council of, Intr. xxxix
Passibility of Christ (see Passion,
Christ)

Passion, the, displayed Christ's di-
vinity, T. X, II, 23, 47, &c. ;

a satisfaction for man's sins, Ps.
liii. 12, 13

Paternus of Perigord, Intr. xxxix
Paul, St., foretold Arianism, T. x,
2f. ; in Paiadise, T. vi, 20

Paul of Samosata, S. 81, 86 ; Intr.
Ixvi

Paulinus of Treves, Intr. x, xxvi.
Perichoresis (see Indwelling, Cir-
cuininsession)

Person, the term, T. iii, 23 ; iv, 42 ;

v. 10, 26 ; vii. 39, 40
Persons in Godhead, distinction of,
T. iii, 14; iv, 2x1'., 29, 40; V,

3 ; xi, I ; S
.

22 f.
,

4s, 47, 74;
Intr. Ixvi

Pestilence, the seat of, Ps. i. 6 f.

Peter, St., T. ii, 23; vi, 20, 36 f. ;

2nd Epistle of, T. i, 18
Philosophy, T. i, 13; ix, 8; xii,
i8f. ; teaches Theism, Intr.
lix;T. i, 2

Photinus, T. i, 26; ii, 4 ; vii, 3
,
7 ;

viii, 40; S. 38, 39, 50; Intr.
XV (see Hchion)

Physiology of Hilary, Intr. Ixix
Platonism, Christian, Intr. v, &c.

(see Origen, Clement)
Potamius, S. 3

Prayer, duty of ceaseless, Ps. i, 12;
of Christ, a dispensation, Ps.
liii, 6 ; T. x, 71

Prophet, the Psalmist so called,
Pss. passim, and p. 235

Pi-ophets, inspiration of, T. xi, 18
Psalms, the way to interpret, Ps. i,

I ; Hilary's Homilies on, Inlr.
xlf., p. 235 ; date of, Inlr. xlii;
not a translation from Origen,
Intr. xciii

Psychology of Hilary, Intr. vii, Ixx,
Ixxv, ixxx

Purification of the soul after death,
Intr. xciv

Recapitulation, doctrine of, T. ii
,

24 ; Intr. vi n.
Redemption, in Christ alone, T. i,

16 ; mysteriousness of, T. vi,
43 ; manifests God's love, T.
vi, 40 ; wrought for man's sake,
T. X, 37 f.
,

47 ; xii, 47 ; by the
Tree of Life, Ps. i, 8 ; by the
name of God, Ps. liii, 5 ; is
universal, Ps. liii, 5, 13; per-
fected through baptism, T. v,
35 f

. ; Christ's death redeems
from death and corruption, T.
iii, 7 f. , 1 1 f. ; brings life, T. iii,
13, 25 ; destroys death, T. iv,
42 ; cancels the bond against
us, T. V, 31 ; Ps. liii, 13 (see
Atonement, Christ, Son, i^c. )

Resumption of divine glory by
Christ, T. ix, 38f., 54 ; xi, 40 f.

,

49 ; Ps. liii, 5 (see Glory, the
divine. Resurrection, Sj'c.)

Resurrection, of Christ, the power of,
T. ix, 9 ; a. proof of divinity,
T. vii, 12; restored to Him the
divine glory, T. ix, 38 f.

,

54;
xi, 40 f

.,

49 ; Ps. liii, 5

Resurrection, of man, T. i, 13, &c. ;

the twofold, Ps. i, 20
Rimini, Council of, Intr. xx, xxvi,
xxix, xxxix, xlixf., liii, liv (see
Ariminiim)

Rome, Council of, Intr. 1, liv
Rufinus, Intr. xxix, xxx

Sabellians, at issue with Arians,
T. i, 26 (see Sabellins)

Sabellius, Intr. Ixvi. ; T. i, 16, 25,
26; ii, 4; iv, 12; vi, 5, 11 ;
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vii, 3, 5 f. ; viii, 39 f. ; confuted
out ofSciiplure, T. ii, 23

Sactrdos = Bishop, Intr. ix
Saints, miracles at toml)S of, T. xi,

3 i communication witli tombs
of, Intr. xxviii,;?.

Salvation tlivougli Christ, T. i. 16,
&c. (see Redcinplion)

Samaria, woman of, T. ii, 31
Samosata, Paul of, S. 86, 91 (see
Paul of Samosata) \

Sardica, Council of, S. 34 f
. ; Intr. x

Salurninus, S. 2f. ; Intr. ixf., xii,
xxif., xxxviiif. ; fall of, Intr.
xxxix

Scriptural language to be employed,
T. i, 18 ; V, 21 ; viii, 38

Scripture, authority of, T. iv, 14,
19; S. 73 ; reveals God, T. i,

18; vi. ig ; requires spiritual
understanding, T. viii, 38, &c. ;

use and abuse of, T. i, 37 f. ;

iv, 14; v, 25 f. ; viii, 14; ix,

2 f. ; S. 85 i appealed to by
Arians, T. i, 29 f. ; iv, 8 ; vii,

6 ; ix, 2 ; xi, 8 ; xii, i, 35 f. ;

difficullies in, S. 8
5 ; Hilary's

use of, Intr. lix f. ; cp. T. i, 6 ;

iv, 4 ; ix, 59 J Origen's use of,
Inlr. Ix

Seleucia, Council of, Intr. xx—xxvi,
xxviii f. , ]iv

"Self-emptying," Intr. Ixxi, Ixxvi;
purpose o

f^ T. x. 7 ; not a sur-
render of the divine nature,
T. ix, 14 ; X, 50 ; xi, 48 f. ;

xii, 6 ; I's. liii, 5, 8, 14 ;

a partial disturbance of the
divine unity, T. ix, 38 ; a divi-
.siou wilhin the Person of the
Incarnate Christ, T. x. 22 ;

Intr. Ixxix ; a dispensation, T.
ix. 38 f

. ; Intr. Ixxii (see Incar-
nation, Form o

fa servant. Word,
Christ, Son)

Semi-Arians, Hilary and, Intr. xxiv,
xxxvii

Sensation, bodily, T. x. 14 f.
,

44 f
. ;

xi, 46 ; of Christ, T. x, 44 f.

(see C/irist, Passibility)
Septuagint, Inlr. xliii, lix f., p. 235
Servant, form of a (see Form of a
Servant)

Sevenis, .'^ulpicius, Intr. xvi, xx, xxi,
xl

Silvia of Aquitaine, Intr. xlv
hin, not the determining cause of
Incarnation Intr. Ixviii (see
Incarnatioii)

Sin, orii;inal, T. i, 13; Hilary's doc-
trine of. Intr. Ixxx

Sinners distinguished from ungodly,
Ps. i. 6 f.

Sirmian Manifesto, S. 2 f., 9 f., 27,
63. 79; Intr. i, xvii

Sirmium, Council of, S. 38 f. : Creed
of, S. 38 f

.

Son of God, a real not a titular
name, S. 20 ; is Spirit, T. viii,
25 ; is wholly God, T. viii,
45; ix, 6

,

38; X, 22, 52; xi,
40, 41 ; S. 69 ; abiding God-
head of, T. iii, 3, 13, 16 f. ;

S 18, 35; vii, 41 ; viii, 41,

46; ix, 14 f.
,

30, 38, 51, tib;
X, 16 21, 34, 63; xi, 48; xii,
36; cliangeless essence of eter-
nity of, S. 26, 64 ; Ps. liii,

8 ; as Creator, T. ii
,
6 ; xii,

4, 35 f
. ; viii, 51; Intr. Ixvii

(see Christ)
Son of God, only-begotten, Ps. liii,
12; Intr. xvi I bnrn of the Will
of God, S. 37 ; births of, suc-
cessive (see Generation, the

eternal. Creator, Ittcarnaticn,
Baptism, Resurrection, Christ) ;

derives His being from the Fa-
ther, S. 69; is Christ from tile

beginning of time, Intr. Ixviii
(sse Creation) ; the Image of the
Father, T. iii, 23 ; vii, 37 ;

X, 6 ; S. 69 ; like the Father,

5. 64. 72 (see Homoioitsion) ;

inseparable fiom the Fatlier, T.
V, 38 f

. ; ix, 30; one vfith
the Father, T. vi, 38 ; viii, 20,
41 ; ix, 23, 32, 37; S. 19 f

.,

36,41, 51, 64; identical in na-
ture with the Father, T. v, 35 ;

viii, 41: ix, 30; S. 6g ; con-
substantial with the Father,
S. 33, &c. (see Ilomoousion) ,

the mirror of the Father, T. ix,
69 ; equal to the Father, T. i, 11;
ii, 10; iii, 15 I-, 17; iv, passim ;
■V,passim ; vi, 25 f

., vii, 22; xi,

5 ; xii, 7 ; not less because He

is Son, S. 64 ; subordinate to
the Father, T. i, 33; iii, 12;
ix, 5

. 55; xi, 40; S. II,
51. 64, 69. 79 ; Intr. Ixvi (see
Subordination) ; not a crea-
ture, T. vi, 29; ix, 57; xii,

5 f
. , 50; S. 69; in what sense

created, T. xii, 43, 50 ; Inlr.
Ixvii f. ; not an emanation,
S. 21 ; not a second God, S.'69 ;

not from nothing, S
.

69 ; not
ingenerate, T. ix, 54 ; S. 26, 60;
reveals the Falher, T. iii, 9 ;

V, 42; ix, 52; Intr. Ixviii;
final subjection of, T. xi, 2t f.,

36, 40 (see Subjection) ; as re-
presentative man, T. ii, 24; born
into human nature, T. ii, 26;
xii, 48, &c. ; Ps. liii, 5, 8;
born of the Spirit, T. iii, 9 ;

becime S. of man that man
might become ,S. of (Sod, T. i,

1 1 ; liecame S. of man that msn
might believe Hiin, 'P. iii, 9;
became perfect Son by baptism,
T. viii, 25; Intr. Ixxxi; wholly
man, T. ix, 38; x, 21 f. ;

X, 52 ; took the form of a
servuiit, T. ix, 14 ; xi, 13 f. ;

condescension of, T. iii, 3 ;

ix, 7 ; obedience of, T. ix, 39 ;

free will of, T. ix, 50 \ ignor-
ance of, T. ix, 58 ; mission of,
T. iii, 14; subject to human
infrrmity, T. ii, 24; x, 11,
23 f

., 47 f. ; S. 49 n.; Ps. liii,

7
, 12 (see Christ, Passibility) ;

sufifei'ed with [cotnpasstis) man,
S. 79 ; reconciliation through.
T. viii, 57, &c. (see Atonement)

Sons of God, adoptive, T. i, II; vi,

44; xii, 13
Sonship, nature of, T. ii, 8 ; ix,
44 ; S. 20, 73

■Sonshipof Christ (see Son o
f Cod,

Christ)
Sonship of Christians, T. i, n ;

iv, 37; vi, 44; xii, 13 f.

Soul of Christ, 'P. x, 15, 20 f. (see
Christ, Soul of)

Soul of man, 'P. x, 20; Intr. vii,
Ixxx f. ; is corporeal, Tntr. vii
(see Hilary, Psychologv of) ;

after death, Ps. i, 19 f
,
; Ps.

liii, 10 ; Inlr. xciii
Spirit, defined, T. iii, 31; often nsed
for soul, T. X, 61 ; of God,
T. viii, 21 (see Christ, S/iiritof);
The Father and the Son are, '1'.

ii, 30; predicated of each Per.son
of the Trinity, T, ii, 30; viii,
23 f

. ; Intr. Ixix
Spirit, the Holy, T. ii, 29—35 ; iv.
6; viii, igf, 31 f ; iv, 31, 73;
S. 1 1

,

29, 32, 8
5 ; Intr. vi f.
,

xvi,
Ixiii, Ixxxiii f. ; existence and
source of, T. ii, 29 ; not a crea-
ture, T, xii, 55 f.; Ps. i, 5; His
relation to ihe Father and the
Son, T. ii

,

4, 29 ; viii, 20 ; ix,
73 ; profaned by Arians, T. ii

,

4 ; procession of, T. viii, 19 f.
,

25 ; "ii, 55 ; mission of, i". viii,
19 ; S. II, 29 (see Paraclete) ;

Tertullian on, Intr. Ixxxiv,
n. 3

Subjection, the final, T. xi, 21 f.,

36, 40 ; Intr. Ixvi
Subordination of the Son ; T. i, 33;
iii, 12 ; ix, 5 ; ix, 55: xi, 40;
S. II, 51, 64, 69, 79; Intr.
Ixvi

Substance, S. II, 12 (see Homo-
ousion); three "substances" in
the Gotlhead, S. 22 ; S. = na-
ture, T. iv, 42 ; V, 10; vi, 18,
35 ; vii, 29 ; ix, 36 ; S. 69 ; Intr.
Ixii

Synod (see Council)

Tears of Christ, T x, 55
Tertullian, Intr. vi, Ixx, Ix.xii, Ixxxiv,
n. 3 ; xci, n. 4

Theophanies of O. T., T. iv, 15f.;
intr. Ixviii

Theotes, [ntr viii
Thomas, St., T. vii, 12 f.

Timothy, St., T. xi, 23
7yactatus = \\onv.\y, lutr. i, ». 2,
xl, n. 6

Tradition, T. i, 5

'Pree of Life, Ps. i, 14 f
.

Trinity, the term, T. i, 22, 36 ;

.S. II; Inti-. XXX; baptism into
Name of, T. i, 21 ; ii. I ; xiij
57; S. II, 29; Intr. xxii

Truth, how to win, T. v, 3, 6 ; xi.
24 ,

• victory of, T. vii, 4 ; x, I f. ;

transcendence of, T. ii
,
5 f
.

Understanding, human, derived from
God, T. xi, 23 ; scope of, T. xi,
46 ; limits of, T. iv, 14 ; xi, 46
(see Man)
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Undutifii'iiess, the worst of sins,
Ps i, 6

Ungodly, diatingiiished from sinners,
Ps. i 6f ; fate of, Ps. i, 19

Union with Christ, T. viii, 7, g,
12 f. ; xi, 20 ; the only aniiloj^y■ of the divine unity, T. viii, 13 f, ;
Inlr. Ixvi

Unitas )( unio, T. iv. 42, &c.
Unity defined, T. viii, 8f. ; of God
(see God, Father, Son, Christ) ;
of believers, T. viii, 7 f. ; in Eu-
charist, T. viii, 13

Unum )( unus, T. i, 17, &c.
Ursacius, S.79; Intr. xiif. , xviif. ,
liv

Valens, S. 79; Intr. xiif, ; xviif.;
xlix, 1

', liv

Valentinian, Intr. xl, xlixf.
Valentinianism and Valentinus, T.
iv, 12, 23 f

. J vi, 5 f.
, 9; Intr.

Ixx
Versions, d.inger of, .S. 9

Virgin, tlie Blessed (see Mary)

Way, the, Christ is. T. xii, 45
WaysofGud, T. xii, 45 f.

Wicl<ed, the, ultimate fate of, Ps. i,

19 f
.

Will, T. vii, 19; viii, 12 (see Fiee-
will)

Wisdom, present with God at crea-
tion, T. iv, 21 ; in what sense
created, T. xii, 35 f.

,

44; S.
I7f. ; Christ is

,

T. vii, n ; xii,
52 ; Ps. i, 14

Word, the, doctrine of, T. ii, 13—
21 ; birth of, '1". ii, 20 f. ; W. as
Creator, T. ii. ig ; why the
Son is named, T. vii, 1 1 ;

Christ is
,

not a "sound," T. ii,

TS ; X, 21 ; personal existence
of, T

.

X, 21 ; is not bound by
time, T. ii, 13; became flesh,
'V. X, 50, 54; Ps. liii, 4f. ;

Intr. Ixx ; was not transformed
into flesh, S. 49 ; extension of
the power of, T. x, 50 ; Hilary's
sparing use of the term, Intr.
Ixiv (see Christ, Son, Incarna-
tion, i^t'.)

World, origin of, T. tii, 39 f. ; false
opinions about, Fs. i, 7 (see Ccs-
mology)

Worms, generation o
^ T. xi, 15
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Gm«. if. T. iv, 21 ; xii, 40
i. I . . . T. ii, 13

5
.
2 ... . S. 8s

i. 6. T. iv, 16; V, 5

i. 7 . T. iv, 16 ; V, 5

i. 14 . . T, xii, 34

i. 26 T. iii, 23; iv, 17;
V. 7 ; S. 38, 49

i. 27T. iv, 17, 18; V, 9

ii. 9 . . Ps. i, 14
iii. 8 . . T. xii, 46
iii. 9 . . Ps. liii, 24
..3 • • • S-73
V. 26 . . . S. 8

5

ix. 6 . . . T. iv, 19
xiv. 14 , . S. 86
xiv. 19 . . T. xii, 4

XV. 6 T. ix, 64; X. 68
xvi. 9 . . . '!'■iv. 23
xvi. 10 . . T. iv. 23
xvi. 13 . T. iv, 23 ;

xii, 46
xvii. 19 . T. iv, 24
xvii. 20 T. iv, 24, 26
xviii. ... -S. 38
xviii. I . . S. 49
xviii. 2 . T. iv, 27 ;

xii, 46
xviii. 3 . . T. iv, 27
xviii, 10 . . T. iv, 25
xviii. 13 f

. . T. iv, 28
xviii. 14 . . T. v, 15
xviii. 17 . . T. iv, 25
xviii. 20 . T. iv, 25 ;

ix, 63
xviii. 21 . T. ix, 63 ;

S. 8
5

xviii. 25 T. iv, 25, 27 ;

V, 1 6

xviii. 26 . . 1'. iv. 25
xix. 1 . . . T. iv. 28
xix. 2 . . . T. iv. 28
xix. 4 . . . S. 49
xix. 24 T. iv, 25, 29 ;

S. 38
xxi. I . T. iv, 25, 27
xxi. 2 . T. iv, 25, 27
xxi. 17 . .T. IV, 25
xxi. 18 . . T. iv, 25
xxii. 12 T. ix, 64, 71 ;

Ps. i, 24
xxviii. . . T. iv, 30
xxviii. 13 . . T. V, 20
xxxii. 24 . T. iv. 31 ;

xii, 46
xxxii. 26 . T. V, 19 ;

S. 49
xxxii. 28 . . T. V. 19
xxxii. 30 . . T. V. 19
XXXV. I . T. iv, 30 ;

V, 20
ExoD. ii. 12 . . T. V, 21
iii. if. . . T. V, 21

ExoD. iii. 2 . T. iv. 32 ;

xii. 46
iii. 4 f. . . T. iv, 32
iii. 14 T. i, 5 ; iv, 8 ;

V, 22 ; xii, 24
iv. 22 . . T. xii, 14
vii. I . . T. vii, lo
vii. 12 . T. vii, 10
viii. 19 . T. vii, 10
viii. 31 . T. vii, 10
ix. 33 . . T. vii, 10
X. 19 . . T. vii, 10
xix. 17 . . T. v, 23
xix. 20 . . T. v, 23
XX. 19 . . . T. v, 23
XX. 24 . . . T. V, 23
xxxiv. 29 . T. vi, 20

Deut. vi.4 T. iv, 8,15, 33,
42 ; v, I, 25 ; vii, 12
xxiii. 16 . . T. ■

/,

23
XXX. 14 . . T. X, 70
xxxii. 21 . . T. v, 31
xxxii. 39 T. iv, 33, 40 ;

V, 36, 37
xxxu. 43 . T. IV, 33 ;

V, 36
xxxiii. 16. . T. iv. 33
xxxiv. 6 . . S. 85

I Kings iii. 12 . T. vi, 20
Psalms ii. 7 . T. viii, 25 ;

xi, 18
ii. 8 . . . T. iv, 37
vii. II . . . T. iv, 8

XV. (xvi.) 10 . T. X, 12
xvii. (xviii.) 42 Ps.i, 19
xvii. (xviii.) 45 Ps. i, I

xxi. (xxii.) 19 P.-i. i, i

xxi. (xxii.) 22 T. xi, 15
xxi. (xxii.) J2 T. xii, 14
xxxii. (xxxiii.) 6

T. xii, 39
xxxiii. (xxxiv.) 16

T. xii, 9

xxxix. (xl.) 7 Ps. liii, 13
xliv. (xiv.) 7 T. iv, 35
xliv. (xiv.) 8 '1'. iv, 35 ;

xi, 10, 18, 19

1
.

(Ii.) 9 Ps. liii, 3

Ixxi. (Ixxii.) 5 T. xii, 34
Ixxi. (Ixxii.) 9 T. iv, 38
Ixxi (Ixxii.) 10 T. iv. 38
Ixxi. (Ixxii.) 17 T. xii,

34
Ixxvii. (Ixxviii.) i Ps.

i. 3

Ixxxi. (Ixxxii.) 6 T. vi,
18

Ixxxi. (Ixxxii.) 6 T. vii,
10

Ixxxviii. (Ixxxix.) 20 f
.

Ps. i, I

ci. (cii.) 26 T. xii, 12
ciii (civ.) 4 T. v, 11

Psalms cix. (ex.) i T. ix,
26, 27 ; S. 38, SO

cix. (ex.) 3 T. vi, 16
cix. (ex. ) 5 T. xii, 8

cxxxvii. (exxxviii, ) 8

T. xii, 12
exxxviii. (exxxix.) 7 f

.

T. i, 6 ; iv, 8

cxlviii. (cxlix. ) S

T. iv, 16
Prov. iii. 18 . . Ps. i, 14
viii. 4 . . T. xii, 44
viii. S • • ^ ■"'*) 44
viii. IS . T. xii, 44
viii. 16 . T. xii, 44
viii. 20 . T. xii, 44
viii. 21 . T. xii, 44
viii. 22 T. i, 3S , iv, 1 1 ;

xii, 1,35. 36, 44;
S. 16 ; Ps. i, 3

viii. 25 . T. xii, 37;
S. 16

viii. 26 T. xii, 37, 38
viii. 28 f . . T. iv, 21
viii." 30 . . T. iv, 21
viii. 31 . . T. iv, 21

Isaiah i. 2 . . T. vi, 23

i. 14 . . . T. X, s8

V. 2 . . . Ps. i, 15
vi. I T. V, 33 ; vi, 20
vii. 14 . . T. ii

,

27
ix. 6(LXX.)T.iv, 23;

xi, 45
xxix. 13 . Ps. liii, 3

xxix. 14 . . T. iii, S

xl. 12 . . . T. i, 6

xl. 26 . . Ps. CXXX, 2

xlii. I . . . T. X, 58
xliii. 10 T. iv, 35, 36
xliv. 6 . S. 38, 56
xiv. II f. . T. iv, 38 ;

xii, 39
xiv. i4T-iv. 39 ; v. 38
xiv. 15T, iv, 40; V, 38
xiv. i5 . . T. iv. 41
xiv. 18 . .T. iv. 41
Hi. 7 . . . T. V, 32
liii. I . . . T. V, 32
liii 4 . . . T. X, 47
liii- S ■ /_ ; T. X, 47liii. 8 . T. ii, 10, 21 ;

S. II
lix. 20 f. . .T. xi, 34
lix. 25 f

. . . T. xi, 34
Ixiv. 4 . . T. V, 33
Ixv. I T. V, 31, 32
Ixv. ^ . . . T. V, 31
Ixv. 13 . . T. V, 28
Ixv. 14 . . T. V, 28
Ixv. IS . . T. V, 28
Ixv. 16 . T. iv, 8 ; V,

25. SI
Ixvi. I T. i, 6 ; iv, 8

Isaiah Ixvi. 2 . T. i, rf

Ixvii. 13!. . T. v, 27
Jeremiah i. 5 . T. vi, 20

i. 6 . . , T. iv, 8

xiii. 22 . . T. i, 18
EzEKiEL xxxvii, r. vi, 20;

xii, 47
Daniel iii. 23. T. x, 45
vii. 13 . , T. xii, 47

T. xii, 47
T. vi, 20
. T. iv, 8

T. iv, 37
T. iv, 37
T. xu, 4, 9

6 T. iv, 8 ;

x, 5
8 ; xi, 47

vii. 14 .
ix. 23 .
xiii. 42.

Hosea i. 6.

i. 7- •

xiii. 4 .

Malachi iii.
vii, 27 ;

Baruch iii. 3S f. T. iv, 42 ;

V. 39

2 Macc. vii. 28 T. iv, 16
Wisdom xiii. s . T. i, 7

St. Matthew i. 21
T. xi, 17

i. 23 . . . T. X, 7

ii. 20 . . T. X, 57
ii. 27 . . T. vi, 26
iii. 17 T. ii
, 8; vi, 23,

27, 46 ; viii, 25 ;

ix, 20
iv. 4 . . . S.70
V. 3 . . T. ix, 2S
V. 8 . . T. xi, 39
V. 17 . . T. xi, 28
vi. 26 . ■ . T. iv, 8

vii. 18 . Ps. i, 15
vii. 23 . T. ix, 65

vii. 25 . T. ii, 22
ix. 4 . T. ix, 66
X. 16 . . S.23
x. 22 . T. xi, 28
X. 28 . T. x, 10
X. 29 . . T. iv, 8

X.33 • ■ T. vi, 3

X. 38 . T. j^,10
X. 39 ■ T. X. 10
X. 40 . T. vi, 36

xi. 2S T vi, 36 ; ix,
SO ; xi. 45

xi. 27 .
'r. ii, 10, 20;

vi, 2?
xi. 28 f. T. ix, IS
xii. 18 . T. iv, 36

viii, 23
"ii- 33 ■ . Ps. i, 14
xiii. 10 . . T. ix. i8
xiii. 35 . . . Ps. i

. 3

xiii. 40 f. . T. xi, 38

xiv. . . T. vi, 33
xiv. 17 . . . T. iii, 6

xiv. ii . . T. vi, 51

XV. 13 . T. vi, 2S ;

Ps. i, 15
XV. 19 . Ps. c.xxx, 4
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St. Maithew xv. 24
T. ix, 16

xvi, 16 . T. vi, 36, 46
xvi. 17. . T. ii

,

23;
vi, 36

xvi. 18. T. vi, 20, 37
xvi. 19. . T. vi, 37
xvi. 22 . . T. vi, 38
xvi. 23 . . T. vi, 38 ;

X, 27
xvi. 28 . . T. xi, 37
xvii. I . . T. xi, 37
xvii. 2 . . T. xi, 37
xvii. 5 . . T. ii

,

23 ;

vi, 24, 25, 36 ;

xii, 14
xviii. IS £ . . S. I

xxi. 19 . . T. X, 24
xxiii. 2 . . Ps. i, 10
xxiii. 37 . T. X, 55
xxiv. 35 . Ps. i, 16
xxiv. 44 . T. ix, 67
xxiv. 46 . T. ix, 67
XXV. 12 • T. ix, 65
XXV. 13 . T. ix, 65
XXV. 34 . T. ix, 25 ;

«, 39
XXV. 41 • T. xi, 32
xxvi. 12 . T. X, 59
xxvi. 31 f

. . . T. x, 37
xxvi. 33 . .T. X, 37
xxvi. 37 . .T. X, 37
xxvi. 38 T. i, 31, 32;

X, 9. 29. 36
xxvi. 39 . T. i, 31,

32; X, 9,37
xxvi. 40 . T. X, 37
xxvi. 41 . T. X, 37
xxvi. 42 . T. X, 39
xxvi. 4S . T. X, 40
xxvi. 52 . . S. 8

5

xxvi. 64 . T. i, 32 ;

vi,25; X, 31
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NOTE.

In the difficult task of translating the De Fide Orthodoxa —a task made the more
difficult at times by the condition of the text,— I am indebted for much to my son, James
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PROLOGUE.
FROM THE LATIN OF THE EDITION OF MICHAEL LEQUIEN,

AS GIVEN IN MIGNE'S PATROLOGY,

After the rules of Christian dialectic and
the review of the errors of ancient heresies
comes at last the book " Concerning the Or-
thodox Faith." In this book John of Damas-
cus retains the same order as was adopted by
Theodoret in his " Epitome of Divi«e Dog-
mas," but takes a different method. For the
former, by the sheer weight of his own genius,
framed various kinds of arguments against
heretics, adducing the testimony of the sacred
page, and thus he composed a concise treatise
of Theology. Our author, however, did not
confine himself to Scripture, but gathered to-
gether also the opinions of the holy Fathers,
and produced a work marked with equal per-
spicuity and brevity, and forming an unex-
hausted storehouse of tradition in which no-
thing is to be found that has not been either
sanctioned by the oecumenical synods or ac-
cepted by the approved leaders of the Church.
He followed, indeed, chiefly Gregory of
Nazianzus, vvho, from the great accuracy of his
erudition in divine matters, earned the title
" The Theologian," and who has left scarcely
any chapter of Christian learning untouched
in his surviving works, and is free from any
taint or suspicion of the slightest error. John
had read his books with such assiduity that
he seemed to hold them all in the embrace
of his faithful memory. Wherefore throughout
this work you may hear not so much John
of Damascus as Gregory the Theologian
expounding the mysteries of the orthodox
faith. John further made use of Basil the
Great, of Gregory of Nyssa, and especially
of Nemesius, bishop of Emesa in Syria, the
most beloved of all; likewise of Cyril of
Alexandria, Leo the Great, Leontius of By-
zantium, the martyr Maximus : also of Atha-
nasius, Chrysostom, Epiphanius, and, not to
mention others, that writer who took the name
of Dionysius the Areopagite. Out of all these
he culled on every hand the flower of their
opinions,; and concocted most sweet honey of
soundest doctrine. Foi his aim was, not to
strike out views of his own or anything novel,
but rather to collect into one single theological
work the opinions of the ancients which were
scattered through various volumes. And, in-
deed, in order that the reader may more readily

perceive the method of this most careful
teacher, we shall carefully note in the margin
the names of the authors and of the books
from which he copied each separate opinion.
To John of Damascus, therefore, belongs
the merit of being the first to compose a
volume packed with the sentences of catholi^
teachers. Accordingly his authority among
theologians was always weighty, not only ■in
the East but even in the M'est and with the
Latins : all the more so after the translation
into Latin of his book "Concerning the
Orthodox Faith," by Burgundio, a citizen
of Pisa, during the Pontificate of Eugenius
the Third. Further it was this translation
that was used by that master of sentences,
St. Thomas, and other later theologians, down
till the time when at the beginning of the
16th century Jacobus Faber Stapulensis at-
tempted to produce a more perfect translation
than was the old one with its uncouth and
barbarous diction. But as this one, too, had
many faults. Jacobus Billius, in the course
of the same century, completed a version of
greater elegance but yet lacking in careful-
ness and brevity. For, as Combefis remarked," in translating the Damascene Billius shewed
the rawness of a recruit." Combefis himself,
however, considered the translation of Billy
of no little worth ; for when he was toiling
at a new edition of the works of John of
Damascus, he did not think it necessary to
make a new translation once more, but was
quite content to emend the earlier one. For
he was rightly aware that all the most learned
interpreters of lengthy tomes slip into many
errors, and that it is much easier to improve
on the errors of others than to detect one's
own. Thus our translation will represent that
of Billius purged of its blemishes and restored
to a more concise style. But in order that
our edition should go forth in a more accurate
shape than the rest, besides using the older
translations and the various copies to the
number of twenty or more codices, collated
by my own hand, I have moreover revised
the Greek phraseology and diction in those
places of the Greek Fathers which the Damas-
cene has massed together. Nay, further,

omitting both the shorter commentaries oi
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Faber on each chapter and also the longer
ones of Judocus Clictoveus of Neoportua,
neither of whom contributes much, if anything,
to the intelligent understanding of the Greek
Fathers, I have attempted by fuller annota-
tions to place before the eyes of all a speci-
men of eastern theology, drawn alike from
those teachers whom the Damascene coj^ied
and from Greeks of later date whom I had
the privilege of consulting.
The customary division among the Latins
of the work "Concerning the Orthodox Faith "

into four books is found in no Greek codex,
nor in the Greek edition of Verona. And,
further, that division is not met with in the
old manuscripts of the original Latin trans-
lation, except as a chance note written in ink
by a second and later hand on the margins of
some of them. Hence Marcus Hopperus ap-
pears to be mistaken in ascribing in the dedi-
catory epistle of the Graeco-Latin edition of
Basil the division into four books to the Latin
translator : that is

,

unless I am mistaken, to
Faber, whose edition he published. Traces
of this, however, exist in the books of St.
'i'homas Aquinas I therefore hold that this
mode of division was devised and introduced
by the Latins in imitation of the four books
of "Sentences" of Peter Lombard. Codex
Regius n. 3445, and that is a very late
one, alone seems to divide the "De Fide
Orthodoxa" into two parts, the first, or wfpi
TTjs deoXt.ylas, dealing indeed with the one
triune God, the Creator and Provider, and
the second, or n-fpl Tfjs olKovnfi.ias, with God
Incarnate, the Redeemer and Rewarder. But
an objection to this division is the clear con-
nection between chapter 43, in which the
Incarnation, or " Oeconomia Divina," is dis-
cussed, and the words which immediately
precede it in the end of chapter 42, which

is entitled "On Praedestination," making
either chapter part of one continuous dis-
cussion. This fault cannot be taken to the
other division into four parts. But in order
not to startle the reader accustomed to the
former division with too much novelty, I

have, following Hopperus, assigned indeed to
the Greek chapters the same numbers as were
marked in the Greek codices, but I have not
hesitated to divide the Latin translation into
four books.

I have come across no edition of the old
Latin translation; but the version of Jaco-
bus Faber was issued in Paris by Judocus
Clictoveus from the press of Henry Stephen
in the year 1512, along with commentaries.
Next, in the year 1535, Henry Pet, the
printer of Basle, published the existing works
of St. John of Damascus, and amongst them

the four books " Concerning the Orthodox
Faith, as translated by Jacobus Faber ot
Stapula," but without any commentary. After
some years the same Henry in asecond edition
added the shorter commentaries of Clictoveus,
and again in the edition published in the year
1537. In the preface to these editions there
occurs among others the following sentence,
" Now for the first time are added annotations
explaining all the difficulties and the hard and
lofty passages." For of a truth I know no
older edition in which those explanations, such
as they are, are given. Further, the author of
these is asserted by Henricus Gravius, of the
order of Preachers, in his own Latin edition of
the works of holy John of Damascus, which he
brought out at Cologne from the press of Peter
Quentel, in the year 1546, to have been Jacobus
Faber, and of a surety indeed in certain places,
and in especial where the most holy mystery
of the Eucharist is under discussion, the anno-
tations are somewhat frigid in character and
do not express with sufficient fulness the
catholic faith. And this cannot be said with-
out pain, for the sake of a man whom otherwise

I should look up to as worthy of veneration,
as almost one of my own house, had he not
proved himself a traitor to his ancestral re-
ligion or at least somewhat too partial to in-
novators. As to the edition of our Gravius,
learned as he was in both Latin and Greek,
he revised the translation. Jacobus Faber's
translation, and compared it with the Greek
text and illustrated it with very short scholia,
"for the sake of heretics," as he said in the
dedicatory letter to Oswald, especially where
they themselves try in vain to shake the
doctrine of the Church as stated by the
Damascene.
The book "Concerning the Orthodox Faith"
Donatus Veronensis caused to be printed at
Verona first in Greek only, and presented it

to Clement the Seventh in the year 1531.
Not_ till the year 1548 did he produce a

version containing both the Greek and Latin,
and again in the year 1575. Next, in the year
^577j Jacobus Billy published at Paris his
own translation without the Greek text : and

it was printed again in that same city in the
years 1603 and 1617.
Here it will not be superfluous to call to
mind that the great part of the first book,
as they say, of the work "Concerning the
Orthodox Faith" exists as the sixth volume
of the works of Cyril of Alexandria, inscribed
in that teacher's name, a result to be doubtless
attributed to the carelessness of some copyist
who found these writings of the Damascene
along with others of Cyril.



AN EXACT EXPOSITION OF THE
ORTHODOX FAITH.

BOOK I.

CHAPTER I.
That the Deity is incomprehensible, and that
we ought not to pry into and meddle with the
things Tvhich have not been delivered to us by
the holy Prophets, and Apostles, and Evan-
gelists.

No one hath seen God at any time; the Only-
begotten Son, which is in the bosom of the Father,
He hath declared Him '. The Deity, therefore,
is ineffable and incomprehensible. For no one
knoweth the Father, save the Son, nor the Son,
save the Father''. And the Holy Spirit, too,
so knows the things of God as the spirit of the
man knows the things that are in him 3. More-
over, after the first and blessed nature no one,
not of men only, but even of supramundane
powers, and the Cherubim, I say, and Sera-
phim themselves, has ever known God, save
he to whom He revealed Himself.
God, however, did not leave us in absolute
ignorance. For the knowledge of God's exist-
ence has been implanted by Him in all by
nature. This creation, too, and its mainten-
ance, and its government, proclaim the ma-
jesty of the Divine nature*. Moreover, by
the Law and the Prophets 5 in former times,
and afterwards by His Only-begotten Son, our
Lord and God and Saviour Jesus Christ, He
disclosed to us the knowledge of Himself as
that was possible for us. All things, therefore,
that have been delivered to us by Law and
Prophets and Apostles and Evangelists we
receive, and know, and honour*, seeking for
nothing beyond these. For God, being good,
is the cause of all good, subject neither to
envy nor to any passion 7. For envy is far
removed from the Divine nature, which is
both passionless and only good. As knowing
all things, therefore, and providing for what

is profitable for each. He revealed that which
it was to our profit to know ; but what we
were unable ^ to bear He kept secret. With
these things let us be satisfied, and let us
abide by them, not removing everlasting
boundaries, nor overpassing the divine tra-
dition 9.

CHAPTER II.

Concerning things utterable and things unutter-
able, and things hwwable and things unknow-
able.

It is necessary, therefore, that one who
wishes to speak or to hear of God should
understand clearly that alike in the doctrine
of Deity and in that of the Incarnation ",
neither are all things unutterable nor all utter-
able; neither all unknowable nor all knowable''.
But the knowable belongs to one order, and
the utterable to another; just as it is one thing
to speak and another thing to know. Many
of the things relating to God, therefore, that
are dimly understood cannot be put into fit-
ting terras, but on things above us we cannot
do else than express ourselves according to
our limited capacity; as, for instance, when
we speak of God we use the terms sleep, and
wrath, and regardlessness, hands, too, and feet,
and such like expressions.
We, therefore, both know and confess that
God is without beginning, without end, eternal
and everlasting, uncreate, unchangeable, in-
variable, simple, uncompound, incorporeal,
invisible, impalpable, uncircumscribed, infi-
nite, incognisable, indefinable, incomprehen-
sible, good, just, maker of all things created,
almighty, all-ruling, all-surveying, of all overseer,
sovereign, judge; and that God is One, that

» St. John i. i8(R.V.).
3 I Cor. ii. II.
5 Greg.Naz., Orat. 34.
7 Greg. Naz., Orat. 34.

VOL. IX.

=St. Matt. xi. 27.
4 Wisd. xiii. 5.
6 Dionys., De div. nottt.,m,x.

S Reading ^n-epSeouK iSvvatxeQafor OTrep5e o^viSvvafieda.
Cod. Reg. 3375giveskoX

ojuSvi/afxiBa.
9 Prov. xxii. 28.
1 TOLre ttJs 5eoAoytas,.T(iTeriji olKovofiLa<;,
2 Dionys., De div.. nom. c. i ; Greg.Naz., Oral. 34and37.
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;s to say, one essence'; and that He is known*,
and has His being in three subsistences, in
Father, I say, and Son and Holy Spirit ; and
that the Father and the Son and the Holy
Spirit are one in all respects, except in that of
not being begotten, that of being begotten, and
that of procession ; and that the Only-begotten
Son and Word of God and God, in His bowels
of mercy, for our salvation, by the good plea-
sure of God and the co-operation of the Holy
Spirit, being conceived without seed, was born

uncorruptedly of the Holy Virgin and Mother
of God, Mary, by the Holy Spirit, and became
of her perfect Man ; and that the Same is at
once perfect God and perfect Man, of two
natures, Godhead and Manhood, and in two
natures possessing intelligence, will and energy,
and freedom, and, in a word, perfect according
to the measure and proportion proper to each,
at once to the divinity, I say, and to the hu-
manity, yet to one composite person 5 ; and
that He suffered hunger and thirst and weari-
ness, and was crucified, and for three days
submitted to the experience of death and
burial, and ascended to heaven, from which
also He came to us, and shall come again.
And the Holy Scripture is witness to this and
the whole choir of tbe Saints.
But neither do we know, nor can we tell,
what the essence* of God is

,

or how it is in
all, or how the Only-begotten Son and God,
having emptied Himself, became Man of virgin
biood, made by another law contrary to nature,
or how He walked with dry feet upon the
waters 7. It is not within our capacity, therefore,
to say anything about God or even to think
of Him, beyond the things which have been
divinely revealed to us, whether by word or
by manifestation, by the divine oracles at once
of the Old Testament and of the New *.

CH.A.PTER III.
Proof that thire.is a God.

That there is a God, then, is no matter of
doubt to those v\ho receive the Holy Scrip-
tures, the Old Testament, I mean, and the
New; nor indeed to most of the Greeks.
For, as we said?, the knowledge of the ex-
istence of God is implanted in us by nature.
But since the wickedness of the Evil One has
prevailed so mightily against man's nature
as even to drive some into denying the ex-
istence of God, that most foolish and woe-
fulest pit of destruction (whose folly David,
revealer of the Divine meaning, exposed when

3 ovo-icL,substance,being.

4 uTToo-Tdo-eirt,hyposta!»es,persons.

5 ^i^6etrvv6eT(v̂irocrTdtret, * ov(ria,subsinnce,being,

7 Dionys., De div. iiom., c. 2. 8 Ibid. c. i.

9 Supr. c J ; cf. Greg.Naz.^Orat. 34.

he said 9, The fool said in his heart, There i
s m

God), so the disciples, of the Lord and His
Apostles, made wise by the Holy Spirit and
working wonders in His power and grace,
took them captive in the net of miracles and
drew them up out of the depths of ignorance '

to the light of the knowledge of God. In like
manner also their successors in grace and
worth, both pastors and teachers, having re-
ceived the enlightening grace of the Spirit,
were wont, alike by the power of miracles and
the word of grace, to enlighten those walking
in darkness and to bring back the wanderers
into the way. But as for us who ^ are not
recipients either of the gift of miracles or the
gift of teaching (for indeed we have rendered
ourselves unworthy of these by our passion
for pleasure), come, let us in connection with
this theme discuss a few of those things which
have been delivered to us on this subject
by the expounders of grace, calling on the
Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit.
All things, that exist, are either created
or uncreated. If, then, things are created, it

follows that they are also wholly mutable. For
things, whose existence originated in change,
must also be subject to change, whether it

be that they perish or that they become
other than they are by act of wills. But

if things are un-created they must in all
consistency be also wholly immutable. For
things which are opposed in the nature of
their existence must also be opposed in the
mode of their existence, that is to say, must
have opposite properties : who, then, will re-
fuse to grant that all existing things, not only
such as come within the province of the
senses, but even the very angels, are subject
to change and transformation and movement
of various kinds? For the things appertaining
to the rational world, I mean angels and spirits
and demons, are subject to changes of will,
whether it is a progression or a retrogression

in goodness, whether a stiuggle or a surren-
der; while the others suffer changes of gener-
ation and destruction, of increase and decrease,
of quality and of movement in space. Things
then that are mutable are also wholly created.
But things that are created must be the work
of some maker, and the maker cannot have
been created. For if he had been created,
he also must surely have been created by
some one, and so on till we arrive at something
uncreated. The Creator, then, being uncreated,

is also wholly immutable. And what couUl
this be other than Deity?

9 Ps. xiv. I (E.V.).1 The readingsvarybetweenayi'wcriasand ayvoiaf,2 Greg. Naz., Orat. 34.

3 ReadingTrpoaipetrty; a variant is Tpojrfjv,
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And even the very continuity of the creation,
and its preservation and government, teacli

us that there does exist a Deity, who supports
and maintains and preserves and ever provides
for this universe. For how ■tcould opposite
natures, such as fire and water, air and earth,

have combined with each other so as to form

one complete world, and continue to abide

in indissoluble union, were there not some

omnipotent power which bound them together
and always is preserving them from dissolu-

tion ?
What is it that gave order to things of
heaven and things of earth, and all those
things that move in the air and in th^water,

or rather to what was in existence before

these, viz., to heaven and earth and air and

the elements of fire and water? What' was
it that mingled and distributed these ? What
was it that set these in motion and keeps
them in their unceasing and unhindered

course * ? Was it not the Artificer of these
things, and He Who hath implanted in every-
thing the law whereby the universe is carried

on and directed? Who then is the Artificer
of these things? Is it not He Who created
them and brought them into existence. For
we shall not attribute such a power to
the spontaneous i. For, supposing their com-
ing into existence was due to the sponta-
neous ; what of the power that put all in
order 8? And let us grant this, if you please.
What of that which has preserved and kept
them in harmony with the original laws of
their existences? Clearly it is something quite
distinct from the spontaneous '. And what
could this be other than Deity ' ?

CHAPTER IV.
Concerning the nature ofDeity : that it is

incomprehensible.

It is plain, then, that there is a God. But
what He is in His essence and nature is
absolutely incomprehensible and unknowable.
For it is evident that He is incorporeal 3.
For how could that possess body which is
infinite, and boundless, and formless, and in-
tangible and invisible, in short, simple and
not compound ? How could that be immu-

table'* which is circumscribed and subject to
passion ? And how could that be passionless
which is composed of elements and is resolved
again into them ? For combination 5 is the
beginning of conflict, and conflict of separ-
ation, and separation of dissolution, and dis-
solution is altOL'ether foreign to God ^.
Again, how will it also be mjiintained ^ that
God permeates and fills the universe? as the
Scriptures say, Do not T fill heaven and earth,
sailh the Lord^ t For it is an impossibility'
that one body should permeate other bodies
without dividing and being divided, and with-
out being enveloped and contrasted, in the
same way as all fluids mix and commingle.
But if some say that the body is immaterial,
in the same way as the fifth body ' of which
the Greek philosophers speak (which body
is an impossibility), it will be wholly subject
to motion like the heaven. For that is what
they mean by the fifth body. Who then
is it that moves it ? For everything that is
moved is moved by another thing. And who
again is it that moves that? and so on to
infinity till we at length arrive at something
motionless. For the first mover is motionless,
and that is the Deity. And must not that
which is moved be circumscribed in space ?
The Deity, then, alone is motionless, moving
the universe by immobility'- So then it must
be assumed that the Deity is incorporeal.
But even this gives no true idea of His es-
sence, to say that He is unbegotten, and without
beginning, changeless and imperishable, and

possessed of such other qualities as we are wont
to ascribe to God and His environments. For
these do not indicate what He is, but what
He is not ••

.

But when we would explain what

4 A than., Cont. Gent S Various reading, Who,

^ Greg.Naz.t Orat. 34.

7 The Greelc is rtu avTopiarta,to theautomatic ; pertiaps= to
theaccidental,or, to chance,

2 Or, Whosewas thedis/'osing0/ themin order ^

9 Or, tVhoseare thepreserving of them, and the keeping0/
themin ctccordancewith theprinciples under which theywere
first placed i

' TTopa.TOavTOfiaTOv; or, quite other than the spontaneous,
or, than chance.
=Athan., De Incam. Verti, near tlie beginning. Greg. Naz ,

Orat. 34.

3 Various reading, // is evident that the divine (to e«ioi/)

is incorporeal.

4 Text, arpeTTTov.Most MSS. read {reirrov. So, too. Greg.
Naz., Ofat. 34,fromwhich thesewords are taUen. An old inter-
pretadon is ' venerabileest.' But in the opinion of Combetis,
Gregory's text is corrupt, and arpeTTTOfshcutd be read, which
reading is also supportedby vaiious authorities,including three
Cod. Reg. : cf. alsoDe Ti-init. in Cyril.

5 (rui/5etri?.

^ Greg.Naz., Orat. 32,34.

7 Text, o-(o0^(reTat: variousreading,(TuvfiiJo'eTai.

8 Jer. xxiii. 24. 9 Greg.Naz. ut supr,

' The reference is to the Pythagoreanand ArisLotel'anideas
of the heavensas being like the body of Deity, somethingiiii-
corrupt, different from the four elements,and therefore called
3.fifth bodyor element(oroixetov). In his Meteor, i. 3, De Ccelo

i. 3, &c., Aristotle spca',csof the Ether as extending from the
iieavenof the fixed stars down to the moon,as of a naturespe-
ciaily adapted for circular motion,as the first elemeiit in rank,
t)ut as \\). f̂iftli, "if we enumeratebeginningwith the elements
directly Itnown by the senses.... the subsequentlyso-called
TTeiziTTOVtTTOixe'iov,guinta essentia." The other elements,ho
taught, had the upward motion, or the downward ; the eanh
havnig the attribute of heaviness,and its natural pl.ice in the
world being the lowest ; fire being the light element,and

'*its
place the spherenext adjoining the sphereof the ether

" See
Ueberweg'shistory of Philosophy,Vol. I. p. 167,Morris's tran.-,-
iation. and the chapter on the De Collo in Grote's Aristotle,
Vol II. pp. 389,&c.

* Greg.Naz. ut supr.

3 Or, snch as are said to exist in the caseof God,or in re-
lation toGod. "I'heGreek is, oira irepl ©eoii, ij Jrepl©eoi-dvat
KeyeraL.

4 Greg. Naz. ut supr.
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the essence of anything is
,

we must not speak
only negatively. In the case of God, however,

it is impossible to explain what He is in His
essence, and it befits us the rather to hold
discourse about His absolute separation from
all things 5

. For He does not belong to the
class of existing things : not that He has
no existence'', but that He is above all existing
things, nay even above existence itself. For

if all forms of knowledge have to do with
what exists, assuredly that which is above

knowledge must certainly be also above es-
sence?: and, conversely, that which is above
essence i will also be above knowledge.
God then is infinite and incomprehensible :

and all that is comprehensible about Him

is His infinity and incomprehensibility. But
all that we can affirm concerning God does
not shew forth God's nature, but only the
qualities of His nature ^

.

For when you speak
of Him as good, and just, and wise, and so
forth, you do not tell God's nature but only
the qualities of His nature 9. Further there are
some affirmations which we make concerning
God which have the force of absolute nega-
tion : for example, when we use the term
darkness, in reference to God, we do not
mean darkness itself, but that He is not light
but above light : and when we speak of Him
as light, we mean that He is not darkness.

CHAPTER V.
Proof that God is one and not many.
We have, then, adequately demonstrated that
there is a God, and that His essence is in-
comprehensible. But that God is one ' and
not many is no matter of doubt to those who
believe in the Holy Scriptures. For the Lord
says in the beginning of the Law : / am the
Lord thy God, ivhich have brought thee out

o
f the land o
f Egypt. Thou shalt have no

other Gods before Me'^. And again He say§,
Hear, Israel, the Lord our God is one
Lord^. And in Isaiah the prophet we read,
For I am the first God and I am the last,
and beside Me there is no God. Before Me
there was not any God, nor after Me will
there be any God, and beside Me there is no
God*. And the Lord, too, in the holy gospels

5 Gre^. Naz., Orat, 32, 34. The Greek is
,

oUetorep'^;'fie
/xaAAoveKTTJyajraFTtocatjiaipetretdsTroteitr^atto;' \6yov. It may
begiven thus :—/t is 7norein accordance■withthe nature of the
caserather to discourse0/ Him in the -way0/ abstracting^/rom
Him all that belongsto us.

6 Dionys., De Myst. Theolog.

7 Or, abovebeing; un-epovtriav.

8 Or, but only the things which relate to His nature. The
Greek is, oca 5e Kiyo\Ltvejri ©eouKaTai^avriKU?,ou ttj^^v<t\,v,
ixAAdTO.ireplttjv if)vaLvStj\ol,

9 Or, thethingsthat relate to His nature.

I

Various r̂eading,but that He is one. ' Exod. XX. a
,

3.

3 Deut. vi. 4. 4 Isai. xliii. 10.

speaketh these words to His Father, And this

is life eternal, that they may kno7V Thee the

only true God i. But with those that do not
believe in the Holy Scriptures we will reason
thus.
The Deity is perfect*, and without blemish

in goodness, and wisdom, and power, without
beginning, without end, everlasting, uncircum-
scribeil ', and in short, perfect in all things.
Should we say, then, that there are many Gods,
we must recognise difference among the many.
For if there is no difference among them,
they are one rather than many. But if there

is difference among them, what becomes of
the perfectness ? For that which comes short
of perfection, whether it be in goodness, or
power, or wisdom, or time, or place, could
not be God. But it is this very identity in

all respects that shews that the Deity is one
and not many ^

.

Again, if there are many Gods, how can
one maintain that God is uncircumscribed?
For where the one would be, the other could
not be 9.

Further, how could the world be governed
by many and saved from dissolution and
destruction, while strife is seen to rage be-
tween the rulers ? For difference introduces
strife'. And if any one should say that each
rules over a part, what of that which estab-
lished this order and gave to each his par-
ticular realm ? For this would the rather
be God. Therefore, God is one, perfect, un-
circumscribed, maker of the universe, and its
preserver and governor, exceeding and pre-
ceding all perfection.
Moreover, it is a natural necessity that
duality should originate in unity ^

CHAPTER VI.
Concerning the Word and the Son of God:

a reasoned proof.

So then this one and only God is not Word-
less 3. And possessing the Word, He will have

it not as without a subsistence, nor as having
had a beginning, nor as destined to cease to
be. For there never was a time when God
was not Word : but He ever possesses His
own Word, begotten of Himself, not, as our
word is

,

without a subsistence and dissolving
into air, but having a subsistence in Him and

5 St. John xvii. 3.6 See Thomas Aquin. I. quasi, ir, Art. 4 ; also cf. Book iv.,
c. 21bepeath. The questionof theunity of theDeity i.

s similarly
dealt with by thoseof the Fathers who wrote against the Mar-
cionitesand theManichaeans,and by Athenagoras.

? Or, infinite ; aTTepiypaTrrov.

8 In/r. lib. iv. c. 21. 9 Greg. Nyss., Prol. Catech.' Greg.Naz., Orat. 35.2 Cf. Dionys., De div. nom.,c 5, 13.

3 oKoyov; without Word, or, without Reason.
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life and perfection, not proceeding out of Him-
self but ever existing within Himself'*. For
where could it be, if it were to go outside
Him? For inasmuch as our nature is perish-
able and easily dissolved, our word is also
without subsistence. But since God is ever-
lasting and perfect, He will have His Word
subsistent in Him, and everlasting and living,
and possessed of all the attributes of the Be-
getter. For just as our word, proceeding as it
does out of the mind, is neither wholly iden-
tical with the mind nor utterly diverse from it

(for so far as it proceeds out of the mind
it is different from it

,

while so far as it reveals
the mind, it is no longer absolutely diverse
from the mind, but being one in nature widi
the mind, it is yet to the subject diverse from
it), so in the same manner also the Word of
God 5 in its independent subsistence is dif-
ferentiated * from Him from Whom it derives
its subsistence ' : but inasmuch as it displays
in itself the same attributes as are seen in
God, it is of the same nature as God. For
just as absolute perfection is contemplated in
the Father, so also is it contemplated in the
Word that is begotten of Him.

CHAPTER VII.

Concerning the Holy Spirit, a reasoned proof.
Moreover the Word must also possess Spirit ^

.

For in fact even our word is not destitute of
spirit; but in our case the spirit is something
different from our essence?. For there is an
attraction and movement of the air which is

drawn in and poured forth that the body may
be sustained. And it is this which in the
moment of utterance becomes the articulate
word, revealing in itself the force of the word'.

" But in the case of the divine nature, which

* Gre^.Nyss., Cateck. ĉ. i.

5 In R. 2427 is added,

' Who is the Son.'

6 fii^P^Tai,i.e. distinguishedfrom the Father. Objection is

taken to the useof such a verb as suggestiveof division. It is

oftenemployed,however,by Greg. Naz. (e.g. Orat, 34)toexpress
thedistinctionof persons. In manypas.sagesof Gregoryand other
Fathers the noun fitaipccrts is used to e.^pressthe distinction of
one thing from another: and in this sense it is opposedbotli to
theSabellianconfusionand theArian division.

7 Readingiiiroa-Taa-ti'.Variou..reading,vjrap^iv,existence.

8 The Greektheologians,foundingon the primarysenseof the
Greektermllvi\itx.a,and on certain passages01Scripture in which
the word seemedto retain that sensemore or less (especially
Psalmxxxiii. 6 in the Vulgate rendering,verbo Dei cceli formati
sunt ; et spirituoris ejus omnis virtus eornin),spokeof the Holy
Ghostasproceedingfromthe Father like the breathof His mouth
in theutteranceor emis.sionof His Word. Seech. 15of this Book,
wherewe have the sentence,ovSeixiayap op/iTjavuvn-i/eu^aros.
Comparealso such passagesas these—Gteg. Naz., Orat. i. 3;
Cyril. Alex., 77ies.,assert.3^,De Trin. dial. 2, p 425,and 7,
pp.634,640*1Basil, Contra Eunom., B.V., andDe Spiritu Sniicto,
ch. 18: Greg. Scholar., Caittra Latin., de process. Spiritits
Sancti, i. 4,wherewehavethestatementoi/TwkoiIto o.yiovTlutvfj.o.
iiKrirepopfLyj«al KtVijtris,efSorepaTijs U7rep<^uotJffexeiVrjsoOirtas,
sotheHoly Spirit is like an impulse and movementwithin iluit
tuperiiatural essence.

9 Or, substance;ovirioM

> Text, (l>avepov(ra: various reading, ^epovtra(of. Cyril, D$
Trinitate).* Greg.Nyss., Catech.,c. ■£.

is simple and unconipound, we must confess
in all piety that there exists a Spirit of God, for
the Word is not more imperfect than our own
word. Now we cannot, in piety, consiiler the
Spirit to be something foreign that gains ad-
mission into God from widiout, as is the case
with compound natures like us. Nay, just as,
when we heanl 3 of the Word of God, we
considered it to be not without subsistence,
nor the product of learning, nor the mere
utterance of voice, nor as passing into the
air and perishing, but as being essentially
subsisting, endowed with free volition, and

energy, and omnipotence : so also, when we
have learnt about the Spirit of God, we con-
template it as the companion of the Word
and the revealer of His energy, and not as
mere breath without subsistence. For to
conceive of the Spirit that dwells in God as
after the likeness of our own spirit, would
be to drag down the greatness of the divine
nature to the lowest depths of degradation.
But we must contemplate it as an essential
power, existing in its own proper and peculiar
subsistence, proceeding from the Father and

resting in the Word ■
*,

and shewing forth the
Word, neither capable of disjunction from
God in Whom it exists, and the Word Whose

companion it is
,

nor poured forth to vanish
into nothingness s, but being in subsistence in
the likeness of the Word, endowed with life,
free volition, independent movement, energy,
ever willing that which is good, and having
power to keep pace with the will in all its
decrees'^, having no beginning and no end.
For never was tlie Father at any time lacking
in the Word, nor the Word in the Spirit.
Thus because of the unity in nature, the
error of the Greeks in holding that God is
many, is utterly destroyed : and again by our

acceptance of the Word and the Spirit, the
dogma of the Jews is overthrown : and there
remains of each party ^ only what is profit-
able^. On the one hand of the Jewish idea
we have the unity of God's nature, and on the
other, of the Greek, we have the distinction
in subsistences and that only 9.

3 Text, aKovtravTes: variant,aKOVoires(so in Cyril).

4 So Cyril speaksfrequentlyof the Holy Spiiit a p̂roceeding
from theFather anddeiug^nLva.i)andabiding(/xei/tii')m theSon ;

as alsoot the Spirit as being of the Soft and having His nature
in Him (ef avrov KaXk^u^vKtaiairrui). The ideaseemsto have
beenthat as the Son is in the bosomof the Father so the Spirit

is in thebosomof theSon. The^irit wascomparedagainto the

e .ergy, the natural, living energy,of the Son (iffpyeia ^uo-ikt)
jcal^wo-a,TOei/epyesTovvlov), Cyril, Dial 7 ad Hermiant. Such
terms as Trpo/3oA.eus€Kf/)ai'roptKOt)irx/eujiiaTos,the Producer, or,
Emitter of the revealing Spirit, and the eK(/>ai'(ri?or eA\ajai/^LS,
the ?eveaiing, \.)\zforth-skewing, were also used to expressthe
processionof the one eternal Person from the Other as like the
emissionor rorth-shewingot light fromlight.

5 Greg.Naz., Orat. 37,44.

6 Text, TrpbsTr5.aa.virpoQsiTiv'.variant, 94\ri<r(.vin almostall
the codices. 7 atpeo-is. 8 Greg. Orat. 38,and elsewhere.

9 Greg. Nyss,, Catech.,c. 3.
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But should the Jew refuse to accept the
Word and the Spirit, let the divine Scripture
confute him and curb his tongue. For ton-
cerning the Word, the divine David says.
For ever, O Lord, Thy Word is settled in
heaven '. And again, He sent His Word and
healed the^n''- But the word that is uttered
is not sent, nor is it for ever settled 3. And
concerning the Spirit, the same David says,
Thou sendest forth Thy Spirit, they are created^.
And again. By the word of the Lord were
the heavens made: and all the host of them
by the breath of Llis mouth s. Job, too, says,
The Spirit of God hath made me, and the
breath of the Almit^hty hath given me life^.
Now the Spirit which is sent and makes and
stablishes and conserves, is not mere breath
that dissolves, any more than the mouth of
God is a bodily member. For the conception
of both must be such as harmonizes with the
Divine nature 7.

CHAPTER VIII.
Concerning the Holy Trinity.

We believe, then, in One God, one begin-
ning^, having no beginning, uncreate, unbe-
gotten, imperishable and immortal, everlasting,
infinite, uncircumscribed, boundless, of infin-
ite power, simple, uncompound, incorporeal,
without flux, passionless, unchangeable, un-
alterable, unseen, the fountain of goodness
and justice, the light of the mind, inaccessi-
ble ; a power known by no measure, measura-
ble only by His own will alone (for all things
that He wills He can 9)

,

creator of all created
things, seen or unseen, of all the maintainer
and preserver, for all the provider, master and
lord and king over all, with an endless and im-
mortal kingdom : having no contrary, filling all,
by nothing encompassed, but rather Himself
the encompasser and maintainer and original
possessor of the universe, occupying' all es-
sences intact ^ and extending beyond all things,
and being separate from all essence as being
super-essential 3 and above all things and abso-
lute God, absolute goodness, and absolute ful-
ness 4 : determining all sovereignties and ranks,
being placed above all sovereignty and rank,
above essence and life and word and thought :

being Himself very light and goodness and life
and essence, inasmuch as He does not derive
His being from another, that is to say, of those
things that exist : but being Himself the foun-

* Ps. cxix. 89. s lb. cvii. 30.

3 Text, 5La/ieVet: variant, fievei 4 Ps. civ. yo,

5 lb. xxxiti 6. 6 Job xxxiii. 4.

7 Basil, De Spir. Sancto, ad Amphil. c. 18.

8 O):,principle, apxij^- 9 Cf. Ps. cxxxv. d
,

^ Qx,penetrating, eTriPaTevovtrav. ^ a^pdvTiai,

3 VTT€pOV<TlOV.

4 inrepSeov,virtpayaOov,virepTK-^pij.

tain of being to all that is
, of life to the living,

of reason to those that have reason ; to all
the cause of all good : perceiving all things
even before they have become : one essence,
one divinity, one power, one will, one energy,
one beginning, one authority, one dominion,
one sovereignty, made known in three perfect
subsistences and adored with one adoration,
believed in and ministered to by all rational
creation 5, united without confusion and di-
vided without separation (which indeed tran-
scends thought). (We believe) in Father and
Son and Holy Spirit whereinto also we have
been baptized ^

.

For so our Lord commanded
the Apostles to baptize, saying, Baptizing them
in the name of the Father, Son, a?id Holy
Spirit T.

(We believe) i
n one Father, the beginning 8
,

and cause of all : begotten of no one : without
cause or generation, alone subsisting : creator
of all : but Father of one only by nature, His
Only-begotten Son and our Lord and God
and Saviour Jesus Christ, and Producer' of the
most Holy Spirit. And in one Son of God,
the Only- begotten, our Lord, Jesus Christ:
begotten of the Father, before all the ages :

Light of Light, true God of true God : be-
gotten, not made, consubstantial with the
Father, through Whom all things are made :

and when we say He was before all the ages
we shew that His birth is without time or
beginning: for the Son of God was not brought
into being out of nothing ', He that is the efful-
gence of the glory, the impress of the Father's
subsistence ", the living wisdom and power 3, the
Word possessing interior subsistence *, the es-
sential and perfect and living image s of the un-
seen God. But always He was with the Father
and in Hirn *, everlastingly and without begin-
ning begotten of Him. For there never was

5 Greg,N'az., Orat. 13,n. 32.6 An argument much used against the Arians, the Mace-
donians,and theSabeilians. Seee.g. Aihan , ad Serap. Epist. I

and 2 ; Basil, Contra Eunom., bk. lit., and De Spiritu SajtctOt
ch. 10,12 ; Greg. Naz,, Orat. 34.

7 St. Matt, xviii. 19. 8 Or, principle, opxij".

9 TTpo/SoAe'tt.Tne term jrpojSoXiJ,renderedp?'olatio by Ter-
tullian and Hilary, was rejectedas unsuitableto the ideaof the
Divine procession,e.g. by Athanasius, who in his Expos. Fidei
denies that the Word is aTrd.jpoia,ej^iix, or Tfiijiris, segnien,
or TrpojSoA^,emissio or prolatio ; and by Jerome, Adv. Ruf,,
Afiol. 2, his reasonbeingthat thewordhad beenusedby Gnostics
in speaking of the emanationsof .^Eons,Greg. Naz. , however,
Orat. 13, 35. spealcsof the Father as yevviirtapand irpo/SoAeiis,
andof theSpirit as jrpojSAijjLta.

* Greg. Naz., Orat. 36. a Ibid.

3 I Cor. i. 24.

4 The Word enhypostatic,o Advosi.vvnoaro.TQ^.

5 Heb. i. 3.' The Arians admittedthat the Son is in the Father, in the
sensein which all createdtilings are in God. Basil {DeSpi7-ittt
Sancto, ch. 25, Orat. in princip. evang. Joan.') takes the pre-
position <Tvv,in, to expressthe idea of the (rova^eio.,or conjunc-
tion of the two. The Scholiast on the present passagescalls
attention to the_two prepositionsivith and in as denoting the
Son's eternal existenceand His union with the Father, as the
shining is with the light, and comesfrom it without separation.
Basil, De Spir. Sancto, ch. 26, holds it better to -lay that the
Spirit is onewith (.(rvvelvoj.)the Father and the Son than that
He is in {kvfLvo.1.)the Father and the Son.
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n time when the Father was and the Son was
not, but always the Father and always the Son,
Who was begotten of Him, existed together.
For He could not have received the name
Father apart from the Son : for if He were
without the Son', He could not be the Futher :
and if He thereafter had the Son, thereafter
He became the Father, not having been the
Father prior to this, and He was changed
from that wliich was not the Father and be-
came the Father. This is the worst form of
blasphemy*. For we may not speak of God
as destitute of natural generative power : and
generative power means, the power of pro-
ducing from one's self, that is to say, from
one's own proper essence, that whicli is like
in nature to one's self9.
In treating, then, of the generation of the
Son, it is an act of impiety' to say that time
comes into play and that the existence of the
Son is of later origin than the Father. For
we hold that it is from Him, that is

,

from
the Father's nature, that the Son is generated.
And unless we grant that the Son co-existed
from the beginning with the Father, by Whom
He was begotten, we introduce change into
the Father's subsistence, because, not being
the Father, He subsequently became the Fa-
ther". For the creation, even though it origin-
ated later, is nevertheless not derived from
the essence of God, but is brought into exist-
ence out of nothing by His will and power,
and change does not touch God's nature. For
generation means that the begetter produces
out of his essence offspring similar in essence.
But creation and making mean that the creator
and maker produces from that which is ex-

ternal, and not out of his own essence, a crea-
tion of an absolutely dissimilar nature 3

.

Wherefore in God, Who alone is passionless
and unalterable, and immutable, and ever so

continueth, both begetting and creating are

passionless +
.

For being by nature passionless
and not liable to flux, since He is simple and
uncompound. He is not subject to passion
or flux either in begetting or in creating, nor

has He need of any co-operation. But gener-
ation in Him is without beginning and ever-

lasting, being the work of nature and pro-
ducing out of His own essence, that the Be-
getter may not undergo change, and that He
may not be God first and God last, nor receive
any accession : while creation in the case of
God s, being the work of will, is not co-eternal

with God. For it is not natural that that
which is brought into existence out of nothing
should be co-eternal with what is without

beginning and everlasting. There is this
difference in fact between man's making and

God's. Man can bring nothing into existence
out of nothing^, but all that he makes re-
quires pre-existing matter for its basis', and
he does not create it by will only, but thinks
out first what it is to be and pictures it in his
mind, and only then fashions it with his hands,

undergoing labour and trouble *, and often

missing the mark and failing to produce to

his satisfaction that after which he strives.

But God, through the exercise of will alone,
has brought all things into existence out of
nothing. Now there is the same difference

between God and man in begetdng and gener-
ating. For in God, Who is without time and
beginning, passionless, not liable to flux, in-

corporeal, alone and without end ', generation
is without time and beginning, passionless and

not liable to flux, nor dependent on the union

of two " : nor has His own incomprehensible
generation beginning or end. And it is with-
out beginning because He is immutable : with-
out flux because He is passionless and incor-
poreal : independent of the union of two again
because He is incorporeal but also because
He is the one and only God, and stands in
need of no co-operation : and without end
or cessation because He is without beginning,
or time, or end, and ever continues the same.

For that which has no beginning has no end :

but that which through grace is endless is

assuredly not without beginning, as, witness,

the angels 3
.

Accordingly the everlasting God generates
His own Word which is perfect, without be-

ginning and without end, that God, Whose

nature and existence are above time, may not

engender in time. But with man clearly it

is otherwise, for generation is with him a

matter of sex, and destruction and flux and

increase and body clotlie him round about*,

and he possesses a nature which is male or

female. For the male requires the assistance

of the female. But may He Wlio surpasses
all, and transcends all thought and compre-

hension, be gracious to us.

The holy catholic and apostolic Church,

7 Gteg. Naz., Oral. 35.

« Cyril, Thesaurus, assert. 4 and 5. 9 Hid., assert. 6
.

» Ibid., assert.4. » Greg. Naz., Oral. 29.

3 Text, avofioiovTrai/TeAuj,variant, ai'6/xoiofirai'TeAu; kot'
ovtsiav,cf. also Cyrill.

4 Greg. Naz,, Orat. 29and 35.

5 On this distinction betweengeneration and creation, com-

pare^Ma«., Contra Arianos, Or. 2, 3 ; Basil, Contra Eunom.,
bk. iv. ; Cyril, I'hes., assert. 3. &c.

<
•

Greg. Naz., Orat. 29. 1 Cyril, Thes.,assert. 7 and 18.

8 Greg. Naz , Orat. 29.

■ Cyril, Thes.,assert. 5. 6
,

and 16 ; Greg., Orat. 35.

« ippeiio-Tioy-yevv «̂al ektos truvSuatr/Aoi).I'his argument IS
repeatedlymadein refutationbothot Gnostic ideasof emanation
and Arian misrepresentationsof the orthodox doctrine. Cf.
A than., De Synoiiis; Epifh., Hceret. 69; Hilary, De Trin.
iii. iv. ; Greg. Naz., Orat. 35.

3 Infra, Book ii. c. 3.

4 Greg. Naz., Orat. 45.
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then, teaches the existence at once of a Father
and of His Only-begotten Son, born of Him
without time and flux and passion, in a man-
ner incomprehensible and perceived by the
God of the universe alone : just as we recog-
nise the existence at once of fire and the light
which proceeds from it : for there is not first
fire and thereafter light, but they exist to-
gether. And just as light is ever the product
of fire, and ever is in it and at no time is
separate from it

,

so in like manner also the
Son is begotten of the Father and is never
in any wayS separate from Him, but ever is

in Him '. But whereas the light which is

produced from fire without separation, and
abideth ever in it

,

has no proper subsistence
of its own distinct from that of fire (for it

is a natural quality of fire), the Only-begotten
Son of God, begotten of the Father without
separation and diff'erence and ever abiding
in Him, has a proper subsistence of its own
distinct from that of the Father.
The terras, 'Word' and 'effulgence,' then,
are used because He is begotten of the Father
without the union of two, or passion, or time,
or flux, or separation ^ : and the terms ' Son

'

and ' impress of the Father's subsistence,'
because He is perfect and has subsistence * and

is in all respects similar to the Father, save
that the Father is not begotten 9 : and the
term ' Only-begotten

' ' because He alone was
begotten alone of the Father alone. For no
other generation is like to the generation of
the Son of God, since no other is Son of God.
For though the Holy Spirit proceedeth from
the Father, yet this is not generative in charac-
ter but processional. This is a different mode
of existence, alike incomprehensible and un-
known, just as is the generation of the Son.
Wherefore all the qualities the Father has are
the Son's, save that the Father is unbegotten %

and tliis exception involves no difference in
essence nor dignity 3, but only a different
mode of coming into existence*. We have
an analogy in Adam, who was not begotten
(for God Himself moulded him), and Seth, who
was begotten (for he is Adam's son), and Eve,
who i)roceeded out of Adam's rib (for slie was
not begotten). 'J'hese do not differ from each
other in nature, for they are human beings :

but they differ in the mode of coming into
existence s.

S Text, ^T]S'oAco?. Variant in many codices is juTySa/iois,as
in tlie previoussentence.

^ Gre^,Naz., Orat. bk. '\.^Cont.Eun., p. 66; Cyrii, Thes,,
assert. 5. 7 Greg:.Naz., Uiat. 36.

8 kt/vTrotTTdTOv; enhypostalic. .See Suicer, Thesaurus, sub
voce.

9 Gre^.Naz., Orat. 23,37and 39. ^ Cf. ibid. 23,36.
2 A than.. Contra Arian., Orat. 2 ; Basil, Contra Eunom. iv. ;

Greg. Naz., Orat. 35. 3 a^ioi/xaTi.

4 Basil, bk. ii. aud iv. 5 Geg. Naz., Orat. 36and37. |

For one must recognise that the word
dyeVijrov with Only one 'y' signifies " uncreate "

or "not having been made," while a.y(vvr]Tov
written with double '«' means "unbegotten."
According to the first significance essence
differs from essence : for one essence is un-
create, or ayivrirav with One

'

V
,' and another

is create or yf^i/r^j. But in the second signifi-
cance there is no difference between essence
and essence. For the first subsistence of all
kinds of living creatures is ayivvt]TOi but not
ayivrfTos. For they were created by the Creator,
being brought into being by His Word, but
they were not begotten, for there was no pre-
existing form like themselves from which they
might have been born.
So then in the first sense of the word the
three absolutely divine subsistences of the
Holy Godhead agree*: for they exist as one-
in essence and uncreated. But with the
second signification it is quite otherwise. For
the Father alone is ingenerate^, no other sub-
sistence having given Him being. And the
Son alone is generate, for He was begotten
of the Father's essence without beginning and
without time. And only the Holy Spirit pro-
ceedeth from the Father^s essence, not having
been generated but simply proceedings. For
this is the doctrine of Holy Scripture. But
the nature of the generation and the procession

is quite beyond comprehension.
And this also it behoves ' us to know, that
the names Fatherhood, Sonship and Proces-
sion, were not applied to the Holy Godhead
by us ; on the contrary, they were communi-
cated to us by the Godhead, as the divine
apostle says. Wherefore I bow the knee to the
Father, from Whom is every family in heaven
and on earth =

.

But if we say 3 that the Father

is the origin of the Son and greater than the

S Greg. Naz., Orat. 35.

6 Man. Dialog, contr. Arian.

T Cyril, Thes.,assert, i, p. 12.

9 St. John XV.26.

1 Cf. Basil, Contra Eunom , v. ; A than.. Contra Arian., ii. ;

Cyril, Thes.,assert.32; Epiphan., Hieres. 73,&c.

2 Ephes. iii. 14and 15 : Cyril, Thes.,assert.32 : Dionys,, De
divin. notn.,c. i.

3 In the first Book of his Contra Arianos Athanasius refers
to Christ'sword in St. John xiv. 28. He remarksthat He doesnot
say "the Father is better(KpeiVtrui/)than 1," lest it should be
inferred that theSon is not equal to the Father in Divine nature,
but of another nature; but ''the Father is greater (fjiei^aiv)
than I," that is to say,not in dignity or age,but as beingbegotten
of the Father. And further, that by the word "greater" He
indicates the peculi.ir property of the substance(t^s ovtrt'osttjv
tfitoTijra). This declarationot our Lord's was understoodin the
same way by Basil, Gregory Nazianzenus,Cyril and others of
the Greek Fathers,and by Hilary amongthe Latin Fathers. In
the ixth and xth Books of his Ve Trinitate Hilary refersto this,
and says that the Father is called ^ greater^propter auctori-
tatem, meaningby auctoritas not power, but what the Greeks
understandby aiTtOTT)?,causation, principle or authorship c/
being. So also Soebadiussays that the Father is rightly called
'greater,^because_He alone i

s without an author cf His being.
But Latin theologiansusually spoke of the Father zs' greater,'
not becauseHe is Father, but becausethe Son was madeMan.
To this effectalso Athanasius expresseshimself in his De hiitn.
carne suscepta,while Gregory Nazianzenusspeaksotherwise in
his Orat. 36.
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Son, we do not suggest any precedence in
time or superiority in nature of the Father
over the Son* (for through His agency He
raade the agess), or superiority in any other

respect save causation. And we mean by
tliis, that the Son is begotten of the Father
and not the Father of the Son, and that the
Father naturally is the cause of the Son : just
as we say in the same way not that fire pro-
ceedeth from light, but rather light from fire.
So then, whenever we hear it said that the
Father is the origin of the Son and greater
than the Son, let us understand it to mean
in respect of causation. And just as we do
not say that fire is of one essence and light
of another, so we cannot say that the* Father
is of one essence and the Son of another :
but both are of one and the same essence *.
And just as we say that fire has brightness ^

through the light proceeding from it
,

and do
not consider the light of the fire as an in-
strument ministering to the fire, but rather
as its natural force : so we say that the Father
creates all that He creates through His Only-
begotten Son, not as though the Son were
a mere instrument serving^ the Father's ends,
but as His natural and subsistential force?.
And just as we say both that the fire shines
and again that tht light of the fire shines.
So all things 7vhatsoever the Father doeth, these
also doeth the Son likewise^'^. But whereas
light possesses no proper subsistence of its
own, distinct from that of the fire, the Son

is a perfect subsistence ', inseparable from the
Father's subsistence, as we have shewn above.
For it is quite impossible to find in creation
an image that will illustrate in itself exactly
in all details the nature of the Holy Trinity.
For how could that which is create and com-
pound, subject to flux and change, circum-

scribed, formed and corruptible, clearly shew

forth the super-essential divine essence, un-

affected as it is in any of these ways? Now

it is evident that all creation is liable to most
of these affections, and all from its very nature

is subject to corruption.
Likewise we believe also in one Holy Spirit,
the Lord and Giver of Life : Who proceedeth
from the Father and resteth in the Son : the
object of equal adoration and glorification
with the Father and Son, since He is co-
essential and co-eternal = : the Spirit of God,
direct, authoritative 3

, the fountain of wisdom,

4 St. John xiv. 28. S T0V9atwt'M; Heb. i. 3.' Greg.Niiz., Orat, 37 ; Athan., Contr. Arimi., bk. i.

7 <^(iii'eLi/,shines.

8 bee Cyril, Ad Nerm., dial. 2 ; Irenaus. iv. 14, v. 6
,

and
Jolm ofDamascus,himselfin his Dial. Contr. Mattick.

9 Greg.Naz., Orat. 13,31and37.
9»St. John V. ig.

* Te'AeiaVTrdcrTatris; aperfect hypostasis.
'Greg. Naz., Orat. yj. 3 riyt/LoviKov,

and life, and holiness : God existing and ad-
dressed along with Father and Son : un-
create, full, creative, all-ruling, all-effecting,
all-powerful, of infinite power. Lord of all
creation and not under any lord ■

*
: deifying,

not deified 5 : filling, not filled: shared in, not
sharing in : sanctifying, not sanctified : the
intercessor, receiving the supplications of all :

in all things like to the Father and Son :

proceeding from the Father and communi-
cated through the Son, and participated in by
all creation, through Himself creating, and
investing with essence and sanctifying, and
maintaining the (iniverse : having subsistence,
existing in its own proper and peculiar subsis-
t^ence, inseparable and indivisible from Father
and Son, and possessing all the qualities that
the Father and Son possess, save that of not
being begotten or born. For the Father is

without cause and unborn : for He is derived
from nothing, but derives from Himself His
being, nor does He derive a single quality
from another*. Rather He is Himself the
beginning and cause of the existence of all
things in a definite and natural manner. But
the Son is derived from the Father after the
manner of generation, and the Holy Spirit
likewise is derived from the Father, yet not
after the manner of generation, butfafter that of
procession. And we have learned that there

is a difference 7 between generation and pro-
cession, but the nature of that difference we
in no wise understand. Further, the genera-
tion of the Son from the Father and the pro-
cession of the Holy Spirit are simultaneous.
All then that the Son and the Spirit have

is from the Father, even their very being* :

and unless the Father is
,

neither the Son
nor the Spirit is. And unless the Father
possesses a certain attribute, neither the Son
nor the Spirit possesses it : and through the
Father?, that is
,

because of the Father's
existence ', the Son and the Spirit exist ",

and through the Father, that is
,

because of
the Father having the qualities, the Son and
the Spirit have all their qualities, those of
being unbegotten, and of birth and of pro-
cession being excepted 3

. For in these hy/'o-

4 Greg. Naz., Orat. 49. 5 Oeovvoil 9eoviJ.evov.

6 Text oil yap «K Tico?*e^eauroi)-yapto elfai exei, oySeTl
Tuwoo-ajrepexei e^hepov ex^*-'Another reading is

,

ov yap ck
TivosTuELvaLex^L,ou5fc'Tt ro)!/otra^^ei,i.^.jor He doesnot derive
His beingnjr any oneof His qualiti.s front any one.

1 SeeGreg. Naz., Orat. 29,35 ; ThomasAquin., I. Q-uipst.35,
art I.

s Greg. Naz., Orat. 25.

9 SeeAt/tan., Contra Arian., Orat. 3 ; Gre^.Naz., Oral. 35.
So Augustine {Contr. Max. iii. 14, De Trin. xv.), Epiphanius
(^Anchor.),and Gregory of Nyssa (Epist. ad Ablab.) teach that
the Spirit proceeds,and is not begotten,becauseHe is bothof the
Father and the Son, while the Son is only of the Father.

* Reading, fild rb elvaiTov Jlaripa : a variant is, Sta TOtlvai
avTOvTlarepa,as also in Cyrilli, De Trinitate.

2 Greg. Naz., Orat. 23. 3 Ibid., Orat., 25.
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static OT />erso!ta/ properties alone do the three

holy subsistences 3" differ from each other, be-

ing indivisibly divided not by essence but by
the distinguishing mark of their proper and
peculiar subsistence.
Further we say that each of ■*the three has
a perfect subsistence, that we may understand
not one compound perfect nature made up
of three imperfect elements, but one simple
essence, surpassing and preceding perfection,
existing in three perfect subsistences s. For
all that is composed of imperfect elements
must necessarily be compound. But from
perfect subsistences no compound can arise.
Wherefore we do not speak of the form as
from subsistences, but as in subsistences *.
But we speak of those things as imperfect
which do not preserve the form of that which
is completed out of them. For stone and
wood and iron are each perfect in its own
nature, but with reference to the building that
is completed out of them each is imperfect :
for none of them is in itself a house.
The subsistences then we say are perfect,
that we may not conceive of the divine nature
as compound. For compoundness is the be-
ginning of separation. And again we speak
of the three subsistences as being in each
other 7, that we may not introduce a crowd
and multitude of Gods^ Owing to the three
subsistences, there is no compoundness or
confusion : while, owing to their having the
same essence and dwelling in one another,
and being the same in will, and energy, and
power, and authority, and movement, so to
speak, we recognise the indivisibility and the
unity of God. For verily there is one God,
and His word and Spirit.

Marg. MS. Concerning the distinction of the
three subsistences : and concerning the thing
itself and our reason arid thought in relation
to it.

One ought, moreover, to recognise that it
is one thing to look at a matter as it is

,

and another thing to look at it in the light
of reason and thought. In the Case of all
created things, the distinction of the sub-
sistences is observed in actual fact. For in
actual fact Peter is seen to be separate from
Paul. But the community and connection
and unity are apprehended by reason and
thought. For it is by the mind that we
perceive that Peter and Paul are of the same

3»VTroo-racrets; hypostases,

4 SeeA than. , Contra Arian., Orat. 5.

5 Greg. Naz., Orat. 13and29 : At'ian., Orat. Conir. Arian.* The Greek is oQnvovSkAe'yo/iej'to etfiosef inrotrrdiTetov,aAA*
iv inro(TTdiTe<TLv.SeeBasii., Orat. Contr, SabelL Âr. et Eunom,

7 SeeGreg.Naz. , Orat. 1 and 37.S Greg,blaz. Ôrat. 29,34and 40.

nature and have one common nature'. For
both are living creatures, rational and mortal ;

and both are flesh, endowed with the spirit"
of reason and understanding'. It is

,

then, by
reason that this community of nature is ob-
served. For here indeed the subsistences do
not exist one within the other. But each pri-
vately and individually, that is to say, in itself,
stands quite separate, having very many points
that divide it from the other. For they are
both separated in space and differ in time, and
are divided in thought, and power, and shape,
or form, and habit, and temperament and dig-
nity, and pursuits, and all differentiating pro-
perties, but above all, in the fact that they
do not dwell in one another but are separated.
Hence it comes that we can speak of two,
three, or many men.
And this may be perceived throughout the
whole of creation, but in the case of the holy and
superessential and incomprehensible Trinity,
far removed from everything, it is quite the
reverse. For there the community and unity
are observed in fact, through the co-eternity of
the subsistences, and through their having the
same essence and energy and will and con-
cord of mind% and then being identical in
authority and power and goodness— I do not
say similar, but identical — and then move-
ment by one impulses. For there is one
essence, one goodness, one power, one will,
one energy, one authority, one and the same,

I repeat, not three resembling each other.
But the three subsistences have one and the
same movement. For each one of them is

related as closely to the other as to itself:
that is to say that the Father, the Son, and
the Ho'.y Spirit are one in all respects, save
those of not being begotten, of birth and of
procession. But it is by thought that the
difference is perceived ■
*.

For we recognise
one God : but only in the attributes of Father-
hood, Sonship, and Procession, both in respect
of cause and effect and perfection of sub-
sistence, that is

,

manner of existence, do we
perceive differences. For with reference to
the uncircumscribed Deity we cannot speak
of separation in space, as we can in our own
case. For the subsistences dwell in one an-
other, in no wise confused but cleiving to-
gether, according to the word of the Lord,

9 Greg. Naz.. Orni. 37. * Ibid. 32.

^
2 TT\vT7]syi/oiixT]îrvfjLTryOLav; co-operacionof judgment^or,

disposition.

3 Greg.Naz., Orat. 40. The Greek is singular and difficult:
TOeVe^j-Kjxattjs Kifijudws ; the oneforthleapijig 0/ the ntotioit,
or movement. Origen speaksof t\ an-'a.vTovkCv7i<tl5(I. 436A ).

In Athaiiasius (1. 253 C.) /ctVijo-tshas the metaphorical sense
of indignation.

4 Greg. Naz., Orat. 37; Greg. Nyss., Epist. ad Ablab. tt
Orat. 32.

5 Basil., Epist. 43.
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/ am in the Father, and the Father in Me * .■
nor can one admit difference in will or judg-
ment or energy or power or anything else what-
soever which may produce actual and abso-
lute separation in our case. Wherefore we
do not speak of three Gods, the Father, the
Son, and tlie Holy Spirit, but rather of one
God, the holy Trinity, the Son and Spirit
being referred to one cause 7, and not com-
pounded or coalesced according to the synae-
resis of Sabellius. For, as we said, they are
made one not so as to commingle, but so as
to cleave to each other, and they have their

being in each other ^ without any coales-
cence or commingling. Nor do the Son and
the Spirit stand apart, nor are they sundered
in essence according to the diaeresis of Arius 9.
For the Deity is undivided amongst things
divided, to put it concisely : and it is just like
three suns cleaving to each other without sep-
aration and giving out light mingled and con-
joined into one. When, then, we turn our eyes
to the Divinity, and the first cause and the
sovereignty and the oneness and sameness, so
to speak, of the movement and will of the
Divinity, and the identity in essence and power
and energy and lordship, what is seen by
us is unity '. But when we look to those
things in which the Divinity is

,

or, to put it

more accurately, which are the Divinity, and
tliose things which are in it through the first
cause without time or distinction in glory or

separation, that is to say, the subsistences of
the Son and the Spirit, it seems to us a

* St. John xiv. II.

7 eis evixlriov. So elsewhere it is put, Sxrireptiia apxrjtKara
TOVTOeU Oeds. The threePersonsor Suhsistencesare yet One
God, becauseof the one Principle of Being whence Son and
Spirit derive. So the Father is said to be the eWcrts e

£ oS kol
irpb ôvavayerat.Tae^jjs.

8 The Greelc runs thus :—zealttjv iv aXA^XaisiTeptxtopTt}a-iy
ej^ovirifit'xaTTaoTjff(TvvaXoKJiij/̂catav[jLtfivpaeuts,The termn-epi-
Xiupr]iTi^,circumiTtcessio,immanentia.,was meantto expressthe
peculiarity of the relationsof the Three Divine Personsor Sub-
sistences—their Indwelling in eachother, the fact that,while they
are distinct they yet are in one another,the Coinherencewhich
implies their equal and identical Godhead. "In the Trinity,"
says Bishop Bull {Defenceof the Nicene Creedshk. iv. ch. iv.,
sees-13, 14), " the circumincession is most proper and perfect,
forasmuchas the Personsmutually contain Each Other, and all
the three have an iinmeasureablewhereabouts(jfttmensumubi,
as theSchoolmenexpressit), so thatwhereveronePerson is there
theothertwo exiit ; in otherwordsThey are all everywhere.. . .
This outcomeof t)iecircumincessionof the Personsin theTrinity

is so far Iron! introducing Sabellianism,that it is of great use,
as Petavius has also observed, for (establishing) the diversity
of the Persons, and for confuting that heresy. For, in order
to thatmutual existence(in eachother)which is discernedin the
Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, it is absolutelynecessary
that thereshould be somedistinction betweenthesewhoarethus
joined together—that is, that those that exist mutually in each
other should bedifferentin reality, andnot in modeof conception
only ; for that which is simply one is not said to exist in itself,
or to interpenetrateitselt . . . Lastly, this is to_be especially
considered—that this circumincessionof the Divine Persons is

indeeda very great mystery,which we ought rather religiously
toadorethancuriously topry into. No siniilitude canbedevised
which shall be in everyrespectapt to illustrate it ; no language
availsworthily to set it forth, seeingthat it is an unionwhich far
lianscendsall otherunions."

9 Greg.tOrat- 29 : Dionys., De div. ftom.,t. v.

« Gre^.Naz; Oral. 37.

Trinity that we adore'. The Father is one
Father, and without beginning, that is

,

without
cause : for He is not derived from anything.
The Son is one Son, but not without begin-
ning, that is

,

not without cause : for He is

derived from the Father. But if you eliminate
the idea of a beginning from time, He is also
without beginning : for the creator of times can-
not be subject to time. The Holy Spirit is

one Spirit, going forth from the Father, not in
the manner of Sonship but of procession ;

so that neither has the Father lost His pro-
perty of being unbegotten because He hath
begotten, nor has the Son lost His property
of being begotten because He was begotten
of that which was unbegotten (for how could
that be so ?)

,

nor does the Spirit change either
into the Father or into the Son because He
hath proceeded and is God. For a property

is quite constant. For how could a property
persist if it were variable, moveable, and could
change into something else ? For if the Father

is the Son, He is not strictly the Father : for
there is strictly one Father. And if the Son

is the Father, He is not strictly the Son : for
there is strictly one Son and one Holy Spirit.
Further, it should be understood that we

do not speak of the Father as derived from
any one, but we speak of Him as the Father
of the Son. And we do not speak of the
Son as Caused or Father, but we speak of
Him both as from the Father, and as the Son
of the Father. And we speak likewise of
the Holy Spirit as from the Father, and call
Him the Spirit of the Father. And we do
not speak of the Spirit as from the Son'':

5 but yet we call Him the Spirit of the
Son. For if any one hath not the Spirit of

Christ, he is none of His^, saith the divine
apostle. And we confess that He is manifested
and imparted to us through the Son. For He
breathed upon His Disciples, says he, and said.
Receive ye the Holy Spirit h It is just the
same as in the case of the sun from which
come both the ray and the radiance (for the

sun itself is the source of both the ray and
the radiance), and it is through the ray that

the radiance is imparted to us, and it is the

radiance itself by which we are lightened and

in which we participate. Further we do not

speak of the Son of the Spirit, or of the Son
as derived from the Spirit ^

" Greff.Naz., Orat. 19and29.

3 Text, oXtlov: valiant, AvaiTiov,causeless,

4 Maxim. EJ>ist.ad Marin. _

_,...,

5 ex Toii Ytov £eto Hi^eii/Aaou Xe'-yojuef.Seealsoch. xii., km.
Ytoii Hceu/ia oux <»>?^

f

avTou ând at the closeof theEpist. fui
Jordan., \\ve\)fi.a.YioO/lij e

f Yiou.

' Rom. viii. 9. 7 St. John xx. 39.

8 Greg.Naz., Orat. 37.
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CHAPTER IX.

Concerning what is affirmed about God.

The Deity is simple and uncompouiid. But
that which is composed of many and different
elements is compound. If, then, we should
speak of the qualities of being uncreate and
without beginning and incorporeal and im-

mortal and everlasting and good and creative
and so forth as essential differences in the case

of God, that which is composed of so many
qualities will not be simple but must be com-
pound. But this is impious in the extreme.
Each then of the affirmations about God should
be thought of as signifying not what He is
in essence, but either something that it is
impossible to make plain, or some relation
to some of those things which are contrasts
or some of those things that follow the nature,
or an energy 9.
It appears then 9^that the most proper of all
the names given to God is " He that is,"
as He Himself said in answer to Moses on
the mountain, Say to the sons of Israel, He
that is hath sent Ale '. For He keeps all being
in His own embrace ^, like a sea of essence
infinite and unseen. Or as the holy Diony-
sius says, "He that is goods." For one
cannot say of God that He has being in the
first place and goodness in the second.
The second name of God is d Qtis, derived
from 5f'fti/4, to run, because He courses through
all things, or from alBnv, to burn : For God
is a fire consuming all evil ^: or from Beaadai,
because He is all-seeing ^: for nothing can
escape Him, and over all He keepeth watch.
For He saw all things before they were, hold-
ing them timelessly in His thoughts ; and each
one conformably to His voluntary and time-
less thought 7, which constitutes predeter-
mination and image and pattern, comes into
existence at the predetermined time *.
The first name then conveys the notion
of His existence and of the nature of His
existence : while the second contains the
idea of energy. Further, the terms ' without

9 The Greekruns:—7}ax^<rt.vTti/a TrpbsTt twi*oi/nfitao-TeAAo-
jLtci/b)!',TjtI TiiivTTapsnou.di/iiiuT(7<f>vcr£i,Tjivipyeiaf.
9^Renderedin theSeptuagintVersion, 'Eyci et/xi6 tov. Some
of ihe Fathersmademuchof thefact that it is not theneuterform
TOOf,
• Exod. iii. 14. 2 Gre^.Naz., Orat. 36.
3 Bionys,, Dediv. nam.c. 2, 3and4. This sentenceand the
next are absentin someMSS., and are rather more obscurely
statedthanis usualwith John of Damascus.
4 In his Cratylus Plato gives this etymology, and Eusebius
quotesit in his Pr-ep.Evangel, i. Clement of Alexandria reiers
to it morethan oncein his Strom. b̂k. iv., and in his Proirept.^
wheie hesays—6"if/<f?-afle'ovs«« Toi)Qeaiv,deosa.currendo Komi-
narunt.
5 Deut. iv. 24. 6 2 Mach. x. 5.
7 Kara •Tj\v&eA,)TtKTji'avTOVaxpoifof evfoLav. See Thomas
Agtiin., I., II. Qus:st. 17, Art. i, where he says, est actus
rationis, prasuppositotamenactu volunlalis.
8 This sentenceis absent in someMSS., being added at the
endof thechapterwith themarko-xoA.

beginning,' 'incorruptible,' ' unbegotten,' as
also 'uncreate,' 'incorporeal,' 'unseen,' and
so forth, explain what He is not : that is to
say, they tell us that His being had no be-
ginning, that He is not corruptible, nor
created, nor corporeal, nor visible 9. Again,
goodness and justice and piety and such like
names belong to the nature ', but do not
explain His actual essence. Finally, Lord
and King and names of that class indicate
a relationship with their contrasts : for the
name Lord has reference to those over whom
the lord rules, and the name Kirg to those
under kingly authority, and the name Creator
to the creatures, and the name Shepherd to
the sheep he tends.

CHAPTER X.
Concerning divine union and separation.

Therefore all these names must be under-
stood as common to deity as a whole, and
as containing the notions of sameness and
simplicity and indivisibility and union : while
the names Father, Son and Spirit, and cause-
less and caused, and unbegotten and begotten,
and procession contain the idea of separa-
tion ; for these terms do not explain His
essence, but the mutual relationship " and
manner of existence 3.
When, then, we have perceived these things
and are conducted from these to the divine
essence, we do not apprehend the essence
itself but only the attributes of the essence :
just as we have not apprehended the essence
of the soul even when we have learnt that
it is incorporeal and without magnitude and
form ; nor again, the essence of the body
when we know that it is white or black, but

only the attributes of the essence, F'urther, the
true doctrine •*teacheth that the Deity is simple
and has one simple energy, good and ener-

gising in all things, just as the sun's ray,
which warms all things and energises in each
in harmony with its natural aptitude and re-

ceptive power, having obtained this form of

energy from God, its Maker.
But quite distinct is all that pertains to
the divine and benignant incarnation of the
divine Word. For in that neither the Father
nor the Spirit have any part at all, unless
so far as regards approval and the working
of inexplicable miracles which the God-Word,

9 Dionys,, De div, 7wm., c. 5.1 irapeirovTaiTj}0u(ret; foUow the nature^are consequents
of thenature ôr ticcojnpanyit.2 Greg. Naz., Orat. 45; cf. also Efiist. ad Eva°r., andGreg.
Nyss., Epist. ad Ahlab. ; Dlouys., De div. nojn., c. 2; Basil,
Epist. ^3ad Greg,fratr.
3 Dionys., De div. nom., c. 2; Greg. Naz., Orat. 37 and45;
Nyss. Epist. ad. Ablab.
4 65ea.\i]Qr\';Adyos.
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having become man s like us, worked, as un-
changeable God and son of God^.

CHAPTER XI.
Concerning what is affirmed a^'otit God as

though He had body.

Since we find many terras used symbolically
in the Scriptures concerning God which are
more applicable to that which has body, we
should recognise that it is quite impossible
for us men clothed about with this dense
covering of flesh to understand or speak of
the divine and lofty and immaterial energies
of the Godhead, except by the use of images
and types and symbols derived fronS our own
life 7. So then all the statements concerning
God, that imply body, are symbols, but have
a higher meaning : for the Deity is simple and
formless. Hence by God's eyes and eyehds
and sight we are to understand His power
of overseeing all things and His knowledge,
that nothing can escape : for in the case of us
this sense makes our knowledge more com-
plete and more full of certainty. By God's
ears and hearing is meant His readiness to
be propitiated and to receive our petitions :
for it is this sense that renders us also kind
to suppliants, inclining our ear to them more
graciously. God's mouth and speech are His
means of indicating His will ; for it is by the
mouth and speech that we make clear the
thouglrts that are in the heart : God's food
and drink are our concurrence to His will,
for we, too, satisfy the necessities of our
natural appetite through the sense of taste.
And God's sense of smell is His appreciation
of our thoughts of and good will towards
Him, for it is through this sense that we
appreciate sweet fragrance. And God's coun-
tenance is the demonstration and manifesta-
tion of Himself through His works, for our
manifestation is through the countenance.
And God's hands mean the effectual nature
of His energy, for it is with our own hands
that we accomplish our most useful and valu-
able work. And His right hand is His aid
in prosperity, for it is the right hand that
we also use when making anything of beauti-
ful shape or of great value, or where much
strength is required. His handling is His
power of accurate discrimination and exaction,
even in the minutest and most secret details,
for those whom we have handled cannot con-
ceal from us aught within themselves. His
feet and walk are His advent and presence,

5 Text, ai/0p(uiro?jwhich is absent in some codices and in
Dionys.f De div. nom,t fromwhich thesewordsare taken.
6 Greg. Naa.^Orat, 24: Dionys., De div. noin.yc. 2.
7 Dionys., De div. nom., c. 1; De Ctel.Hier., c. 15.

either for the purpose of bringing succour to
the needy, or vengeance against enemies, or
to perform any other action, for it is by using
our feet that we come to arrive at any place.
His oath is the unchangeableness of His coun-
sel, for it is by oath that we confirm our

compacts with one another. His anger and
fury are His hatred of and aversion to all
wickedness, for we, too, hate that which is

contrary to our mind and become enraged
thereat^. His forgetfulness and sleep and
slumbering are His delay in taking vengeance
on His enemies and the postponement of the
accustomed help to His own. And to put it
shortly, all the statements made about God
that imply body have some hidden meaning
and teach us what is above us by means of
something familiar to ourselves, with the ex-

ception of any statement concerning the bodily
sojourn of the God-Word. For He for our
safety took upon Himself the whole nature
of man 9, the thinking spirit, the body, and
all the properties of human nature, even the
natural and blameless passions.

CHAPTER XII.
Conceriiing the Same.

The following, then, are the mysteries which
we have learned from the holy oracles, as the

divine Dionysius the Areopagite said ' : that

God is the cause and beginning of all : the
essence of all that have essence : the life of
the living : the reason of all rational beings :
the intellect of all intelligent beings : the re-
calling and restoring of those who fall away
from Him : the renovation and transformation
of those that corrupt that which is natural :
the holy foundation of those who are tossed in
unholiness: the steadfastness of those who have

stood firm : the way of those whose course
is directed to Him and the hand stretched
forth to guide them upwards. And I shall
add He is also the Father of all His creatures

(for God, Who brought us into being out of
nothing, is in a stricter sense our Father than
are our parents who have derived both being

and begetting from Him^'): the shepherd of
those who follow and are tended by Him : the
radiance of those who are enlightened: the
initiation of the initiated : the deification of
the deified : the peace of those at discord :
the simplicity of those who love simpUcity :
the unity of those who worship unity : of all

beginning the beginning, super-essential be-

8 Greg.Naz., Orat 37.
9 Text, iroi/Ttttov oi'^ptjjroi': variant,an-avra.
* Dionys., De div. nom,,c. I.
» A than., Orat. 2, Cont.A rian. ; Cyril, Thes., assert.13.
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cause above all beginnings; and the good
revelation of what is hidden, that is

, of the
knowledge of Him so far as that is lawful
for and attainable by each.

Further and more accurately concerning the
divine names +

.

The Deity being incomprehensible is also

assuredly nameless. Therefore since we know
not His essence, let us not seek for a name
for His essence. For names are explanations
of actual things s. But God, Who is good
and brought us out of nothing into being that
we might share in His goodness, and Who
gave us the faculty of knowledge, not onl)'
did not impart to us His essence, but did
not even grant us the knowledge of His es-
sence. For it is impossible for nature to un-
derstand fully the super-natural*. Moreover,

if knowledge is of things that are ', how can
there be knowledge of the super-essential?
Through His unspeakable goodness, then, it

pleased Him to be called by names that we
could understand, that we might not be alto-
gether cut off from the knowlege of Him but
should have some notion of Him, however
vague. Inasmuch, then, as He is incompre-
hensible, He is also unnameable. But inas-
much as He is the cause of all and contains
in Himself the reasons and causes of all that

is
,

He receives names drawn from all that is
,

even from opposites: for example. He is called
light and darkness, water and fire : in order
that we may know that these are not of His
essence but that He is super-essential and
unnamealile : but inasmuch as He is the
cause of all. He receives names from all His
effects.

Wherefore, of the divine names, some have
a negative signification, and indicate that He

is super-essential 8
;

such are "non-essentials,"
"timeless," "without beginning," " invisible":
not that God is inferior to anything or lack-
ing in anything (for all things are His and
have become from Him and through Him
and endure in Him 9'), but that He is pre-
eminently separated from all that is. For
He is not one of the things that are, but over
all things. Some again have an aflirmative
signification, as indicating that He is the

3 Text reads,ws iriropxtos: surely a misprint for ws virepap-

4 Ttiis chapter is not found in the ol.lest copies, but only
in a few of the latest date. In Co,/.Re^.3109 it comesin after
bk. iv. a g. and in Cod. Keg. 3451,after bk. 11.c. 2.

5 Greg.Naz.f Orat. 36.6 Dionys., De div. ttom.,c. i.

7 Text, ei 5e Jcal Twc hvTutvat yj/wo-ets,to virepoutrtoi/n-us
y»^a»6ija-erat; a variant,etSeat (/njcretsa.yvtarjTtn.,auTOiin-epouViov
wwyyi/ta9-r}a-€TaL.1/ thenaturesare unhiowft kow can thesuper-
essentialitsel/be known ?

2 Or, super-substantial,iTrepotio-ioy.

9 afoucrios,non-substantial,without substance.
9* Coloss. i. 17.

cause of all things. For as the cause of all
that is and of all essence. He is called both
Ens and Essence. And as the cause of ail
reason and wisdom, of the rational and the wise.
He is called both reason and rational, and wis-
dom and wise. Similarly He is spoken of as
Intellect and Intellectu.il, Life and Living.
Power and Powerful, and so on with all the
rest. Or rather those names are most appro-
priate to Him which are derived from what

is most precious and most akin to Himself.
That which is immaterial is more precious
and more akin to Himself than that which

is inaterial, and the pure than the impure,
and the holy than the unholy : for they have
greater part in Him. So then, sun and light
will be more apt names for Him than dark-
ness, and day than night, and life than death,
and fire and spirit and water, as having life,
than earth, and above all, goodness than
wickedness : which is just to say, being more
than not being. For goodness is existence
and the cause of existence, but wickedness

is the negation of goodness, that is
, of exist-

ence. Tnese, then, are the ailirrnations and
the negations, but the sweetest names are

a combination of both : for example, the
super-essential essence, the Godhead that is

more than God, the beginning that is above
beginning and such like. Further there are
some affirmations about God which have in

a pre-eminent degree the force of denial : for
example, darkness : for this does not imply
that God is darkness but that He is not light,
but above light.
God then is called Mind and Reason and
Spirit and Wisdom and Power, as the cause
of these, and as immaterial, and maker of
all, and omnipotent 9''. And these names are
common to the whole Godhead, whether affir-
mative or negative. And they are also used
of each of the subsistences of the Holy Trinity
in the very same and identical way and with
their full significance '. For when I think
of one of the suboislences, I recognise it to
he perfect God and perfect essence : but
when I combine and reckon the three to-
gether, I know one perfect God. For the
Godhead is not compound but in three per-
fect subsistences, one perfect indivisible and
uncompound God. And when I think of the
relation of the three subsistences to each
other, I perceive that the Father is super-
essential Sun, source of goodness, fathomless
sea of essence, reason, wisdom, power, light,
divinity: the generating and productive source

9l»Dionys.tDe div. nom., c, 5.

' Text, dn-apaAein-T-wg: variant,dn-apaXAaxTU;,unchangeably^
an adverbused by the Greeks in connectionwith the equality
of thedivine persons.
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of good hidden in it. He Himself then is
mind, the depth of reason, begetter of the Word,
and through the Word the Producer =of the re-
vealing Spirit. And to put it shortly, the Fa-
ther has no reason 3, wisdom, power, will ■

•
,

save
the Son Who is the only power of the Father,
the immediate s cause of the creation of the
universe: as perfect subsistence begotten of
perfect subsistence in a manner known to
Himself, Who is and is named the Son. And
the Holy Spirit is the power of the Father
revealing the hidden mysteries of His l^ivinity,
proceeding from the Fatlier through the Son
in a manner known to Himself, but different
from that of generation. Wherefore the Holy
Spirit is the perfecter of the creation of«the uni-
verse. All the terms, then, that are appropriate
to the Father, as cause, source, begetter, are
to he ascribed to the Father alone : while
those that are appropriate to the caused, be-
gotten Son, Word, immediate power, will,
wisdom, are to be ascribed to the Son : ami
those that are appropriate to the caused, pro-
cessional, manifesting, perfecting power, are
to be ascribed to the Holy Spirit. The Father

is the source and cause of the Son and the
Holy Spirit : Father of the Son alone and
producer of the Holy Spirit. The Son is Son,
Word, Wisdom, Power, Image, Erifulgence,
Impress of the Father and derived from the
Father. But the Holy Spirit is not the Son
of the Father but the Spirit of the Father
as proceeding from the Father. For there

is no impulse without Spirit. And we speak
also of the Spirit of the Son, not as though
proceeding h'om Him, but as proceeding
through Him from the Father. F"or the
Father alone is cause.

CHAPTER XIII.
Concerning the place of God: and that the
Deity alone is uncircumscrii/cd.

Bodily place is the limit of that which con-
tains, by which that which is contained is

contained^ : for example, the air canta ns but
the body is contained?. But it is not the
whole of the containing air which is the place
of the contained body, but the limit of the

" irpoPoXevs,Lat. productor,Mjnitter,

3 Or, Word; Wyos.

4 fleATjtrt?,cf. Cyril, Th., assert. 7 ; Athan., Contr.Arinn. 4 ;

Greff.Nyss.f Contr. Euno7it.,p. 345.

5 1
) /jLOfT}SucajnisTOUIlaTpbs, r\ TrpOKoLTapTiKTjttJ? Tbif TTavrttiv

iroi^trebts.The 1
7 TrpoKaTapTLK-rjis understoodby someto mean

theprimordial or ijiutiediate Cause, by othersto be betterren-
dered as the primordial Power or Energy. Basil in his De
Spiriijt Sancto speaks of the Father as the primordial Cause
iirpoKarapTLKr]airia) in thecreationof theworld.

6 Arist., Physic, bk. iv. 4.

7 Text, olov 6 ar}pjrepiej^ei,to fieaSt/JLo.ffepte'xeTat*ov^oAos
fie 6 n-eptc'xufai^p,&c. Variant, oloi' 6 aTjpirepie^^eiToSarufxa,

contnining air, where it comes into contact
with the contained body : and the reason

is clearly because that which contains is not
wit'iin that which it contains.
But there is also mental place where mind

is active, and mental ami incorporeal nature
exists : where mind dwells and energises and

is contained not in a bodily but in a mental
fashion. For it is without form, and so can-
not be contained as a body is. God, then,
being immaterial ^ and uncircumscribed, has
not place. F"or He is His own place, filling
all things and being above all things, and
Himself maintaining all things?. Yet we
speak of God having place and the place
ot' God where His energy becomes manifest.
For He penetrates everything without mixing
with it

,

and imparts to all His energy in pro-
portion to the fitness and receptive power
of each : and by this I mean, a purity both
natural and voluntary. For the immaterial

is purer than the material, and that which
is virtuous than that which is linked with vice.

Wherefore by the place of God is meant that
which has a greater share in His energy and
grace. F'or this reason the Heaven is His
throne. For in it are the angels who do His
will and are always glorifying Him »

. For
this is His rest and the earth is Plis footstool'.
For in it He dwelt in the flesh among men 3.

And His sacred flesh has been named the
foot of God. The Church, too, is spoken
of as the place of God : for we have set this
apart for the glorifying of God as a sort of
consecrated place wherein we also hold con-
verse with Him. Likewise also the places
in which His energy becomes manifest to us,
whether through the flesh or apart from flesh,
are spoken of as the places of God.
Bat it must be understood that the Deity

is indivisible, being everywhere wholly in His
entirety and not divided up part by part like
that which has body, but wholly in everything
and wholly above everything.

Miirg. MS. Concerning the place of angel and
spirit, and concerning the uncircuinscribed.

The angel, although not contained in place
with figured form as is body, yet is spoken
of as being in place because he has a men-
tal presence and energises in accortlance with
his nature, and is not elsewhere but has his
mental limitations there where he energises.
F'or it is impossible to energise at the same
time in different places. For to God alone
belongs the power of energising everywhere

8 aiJAostiiv. Greg. Naz., Oral. 34, Greg.Nyss., De atiitn. tt
resurr., &c., speakof God asttoivkereand aseverywhere,

9 Greg.Naz., Oral. 34. * I.sai.vi. i, seq.

2 Isai. l.\vi. I. 3 Baruchiii. 38.
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at the same time. The angel energises in
different places by the quickness of his nature
and the promptness and speed by which he
can change his place: but the Deity, Who
is everywhere and above all, energises at the
same time in diverse ways with one simple
energy.
Further the soul is bound up with the body,
whole with whole and not part with part : and
it is not contained by the body but contains
it as fire does iron, and being in it energises
with its own proper energies.
That which is comprehended in place or
time or apprehension is circumscribed : while
that which is contained by none of these is
uncircumscribed. Wherefore the Deity alone
is uncircumscribed, being without beginning
and without end, and containing all things,
ar^d in no wise apprehended'*. For He alone
is incomprehensible and unbounded, within
no one's knowledge and contemplated by
Himself alone. But the angel is circum-
scribed alike in time (for His being had
commencement) and in place (but mental
space, as we said above) and in apprehension.
For they know somehow the nature of each
other and have their bounds perfectly defined
by the Creator. Bodies in short are circum-
scribed both in beginning and end, and bodily
place and apprehension.

Marg. MS. From various sources concerning
God and the Father, and the Son, and the
Holy Spirit. And concerning the Word and
the Spirit.

The Deity, then, is quite unchangeable and
invariable. For all things which are not in
our hands He hath predetermined by His
foreknowledge, each in its own proper and
peculiar time and place. And accordingly
the Father judgeth no one, but hath given all
judgment to the Son i. For clearly the Father
and the Son and also the Holy Spirit judged
as God. But the Son Himself will descend in
the body as man, and will sit on the throne of
Glory (for descending and sitting require cir-
cumscribed body), and will judge all the world
in justice.
All things are far apart from God, not in
place but in nature. In our case, thoughtful-
ness, and wisdom, and counsel cume to pass
and go away as states of being. Not so in
the case of God : for with Him there is no
happening or ceasing to be : for He is in-
variable and unchangeable : and it would not
be right to speak of contingency in connection
with Him. For goodness is concomitant with
essence. He who longs alway after God, he

♦Greg.Naz; Oral. 44. 5 St. John V. 22.

seeth Him : for God is in all things. Existing
things are dependent on that which is

,

and
nothing can be unless it is in that which is.
God then is mingled with everything, main-
taining their nature : and in His holy flesh
the God-Word is made one in subsistence and

is mixed with our nature, yet without con-
fusion.
No one seeth the Father, save the Son and the
Spirit^.
The Son is the counsel and wisdom and
power of the Father. For one may not speak
of quality in connection with God, from fear
of implying that He was a compound of es-
sence and quality.
The Son is from the Father, and derives
from Him all His properties : hence He can-
not do ought of HiniselfT. For He has not
energy peculiar to Himself and distinct from
the Father^.
That God Who is invisible by nature is

made visible by His energies, we perceive
from the organisation and government of the
world 9.

The Son is the Father's image, and the
Spirit the Son's, through which Christ dwelling
in man makes him after his own image '.

The Holy Spirit is God, being between
the unbegotten and the begotten, and united
to the Father through the Son ^ We speak
of the Spirit of God, the Spirit of Christ,
the mind of Christ, the Spirit of the Lord,
the very Lords, the Spirit of adoption, of
truth, of liberty, of wisdom (for He is the
creator of all these) : filling all things with
essence, maintaining all things, filling the
universe with essence, while yet the universe

is not the measure of His power.
God is everlasting and unchangeable es-
sence, creator of all that is
,

adored with pious
consideration.
God is also Father, being ever unbegotten,
for He was born of no one, but hath begotten
His co-eternal Son : God is likewise Son,
being always with the Father, born of the
Father timelessly, everlastingly, without flu.x:
or passion, or separation from Him. God is

also Holy Spirit, being sanctifying power,
subsistential, proceeding from the Father
without separation, and resting in the Son,
identical in essence with Father and Son.
Word is that which is ever essentially pre-
sent with the Father. Again, word is also the
natural movement of the mind, according to
which it is moved and thinks and considers,

fi St. John vi. 46. 7 Ibid. v. 30. 8 Greg. Ôrat. 36.

9 Wild. xii_. s
.

, _

" Basil, Coni. Ktin., bk. v.

■ iLiaovToudyevr^TOukoatov -yei'i'TjTou,Kal 5t'Vtou tw ITaTpt
ffvX'aJTTO/lecol'.

3 avroKupio;.
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being as it were its own ligbt and radiance.
Auain, word is the thought that is

.

spoken

imly within the heart. And again, word is

tlie utterance^ that is the messenger of thought.
God therefore is Words essential and enhy-
postatic : and the other three kinds of word
are faculties of the soul, andai'e not contem-
plated as having a proper subsistence of their
own. The first of these is the natural off-
spring of the mind, ever welling* up naturally
OLit of it : the second is the thought : and the

third is the utterance.
The Spirit has various meanings. There

is the Holy Spirit : but the powers of the Holy
Spirit are also spoken of as spirits : the good
messenger is also spirit : the demon, also is

spirit : the soul too is spirit : and sometimes
mind also is spoken of as spirit. Finally the
wind is spirit and the air is spirit.

CHAPTER XIV.
The properties of the divine nature.

Uncreate, without beginning, immortal, in-
finite, eternal, immaterial', good, creative, just,
enlightening, immutable, passionless, uncir-
cumscribed, immeasurable, unlimited, undefin-
ed, unseen, unthinkable, wanting in nothing,
being His own rule and authority, all-ruling,
life-giving, omnipotent, of infinite power, con-
taining and maintaining the universe and mak-
ing provision for all: all these and such like
attributes the Deity possesses by nature, not
having received them from elsewhere, but
Himself imparting all good to His own crea-
tions according to the capacity of each.
The subsistences dwell and are established
firmly in one another. For they are insepar-
able and cannot part from one another, but

4 Trpo0opiKosis absent in MSS. but addedby a secondhand
in onecodex.

5 ouo-iwStjsTe eo-TiKat.kwtrotTTOTO'i,Against the Sabellian
dot-trine,the viewsof Paul of Samosata,&c.

7 Text, TOaiiAov ; in onecodexthere is addedas emendation
or expianatioiiyto aTrAouj',to avvvB^rov.

keep to their separate courses within one an-
other, without coalescing or mingling, but

cleaving to each other. For the Son is in
the Father and the Spirit : and the Spirit in
the Father and the Son : and the Father in
the Son and the Spirit, but there is no coale.s-
cence or commingling or confusion ^

.

And
there is one and the same motion : for there

is one impulse and one motion of the three

subsistences, which is not to be observed in

any created nature.
Further the divine effulgence and energy,
being one and simple and indivisible, assuming
many varied forms in its goodness among what

is divisible and allotting to each the component
parts of its own nature, still remains simjile
and is multiplied without division among the
divided, and gathers and converts the divided
into its own simplicity 9

. For all things long
after it and have their existence in it. It gives
also to all things being according to their several
natures ', and it is itself the being of existing
things, the life of living things, the reason of
rational beings, the thought of thinking beings.
But it is itself above mind and reason and life
and essence.
Further the divine nature has the property
of penetrating all things without mixing with
them and of being itself impenetrable by any-
thing else. Moi;eover, there is the property
of knowing all things with a simple knowledge
and of seeing all things, simply with His di-
vine, all-surveying, immaterial eye, both the

things of the present, and the things of the
past, and the things of the future, before they
come into being ^ It is also sinless, and can
cast sin out, and bring salvation : and all that

it wills, it can accomplish, but does not will
all it could accomplish. P'or it could destroy
the universe but it does not will so to do 3

,

8 Grs^.I/az., Orat. 1,13and40.

9 Dionys., De div. noiji., c. 5.

* Text, KoBia êxei f^utrews: in the margin of themanuscript

is ws£XOV(Tl.' Dan. ii. 22. 3 Cres^.,Orat. 40.

VOL. IX.



BOOK II.

CHAPTER I.

Concerning aeon or age.

He created the ages Who Himself was be-
fore the ages, Whom the divine David tlius
addresses, From age to age Thou art '^

.

The
divine apostle also says, Through Whom He
created the ages '.

It must then be understood that the word
age has various meanings, for it denotes many

things. The life of each man is called an
age. Again, a period of a thousand years

is called an age 3
.

Again, the whole course

of the present life is called an age : also the
future life, the immortal life after the resur-

rection 4, is spoken of as an age. Again, the
word age is used to denote, not time nor yet

a part of time as measured by the movement
and course of the sun, that is to say, composed
of days and nights, but the sort of temporal
motion and interval that is co-extensive with

eternity 5
. For age is to things eternal just

what time is to things temporal.
Seven ages * of this world are spoken of,
that is

,

from the creation of the heaven and
earth till the general consummation and resur-
rection of men. For there is a partial con-
summation, viz., the death of each man : but
there is also a general and complete consum-
mation, when the general resurrection of men
will come to pass. And the eighth age is the
age to come.
Before the world was formed, when there
was as yet no sun dividing day from night,
there was not an age such as could be mea-
sured 7, but there was the sort of temporal
motion and interval that is co-extensive with
eternity. And in this sense there is but one
age, and God is spoken of as aimi/iur^ and
npoiamoios, for the age or aeon itself is His
creation. For God, Who alone is without
beginning, is Himself the Creator of all things,
whether age or any other existing thing. And
when I say God, it is evident that I mean the
Father and His Only> begotten Son, our Lord,
Jesus Christ, and His all-holy Spirit, our one
God.

' Ps. xc. 2. 2 Hebr. i. a.

3 Arisi., De Cala b̂k. i, text loo.

4 St. Matt. xii. 32 ; St. Luke vii. 34.

5 Greg Naz.. Orat. 35, 38,42.* Basil, De Struct., hjin. 2 ; Greg. Naz., Orat. 44.7 Greg.Naz., Orat. 44.8 aiuti'.of,'eternal,*butalso 'secular,' 'aeonian,' * age-long.*

But we speak also of ages of ages, inasmuch
as the seven ages of the present world include
many ages in the sense of lives of men, and
the one age embraces all the ages, and the
present and the future are spoken of as age of
age. Further, everlasting (i.e. nioifios) life and

everlasting punishment prove that the age or
aeon to come is unending '. For time will
not be counted by days and nights even after
the resurrection, but there will rather be one
day with no evening, wherein the Sun of

Justice will shine brightly on the just, but
for the sinful there will be night profound and
limitless. In what way then will the period
of one thousand years be counted which, ac-
cording to Origen ', is required for the com-
plete restoration ? Of all the ages, therefore,
the sole creator is God Who hath also created
the universe and Who was before the ages.

CHAPTER II.
Concerning the creation.

Since, then, God, Who is good and more
than good, did not find satisfaction in self-
contemplation, but in His exceeding goodness
wished certain things to come into existence
which would enjoy His benefits and share
in His goodness, He brought all things out
of nothing into being and created them, both
what is invisible and what is visible. Yea,
even man, who is a compound of the visible
and the invisible. And it is by thought that
He creates, and thought is the basis of the
work, the Word filling it and the Spirit per-
fecting it '.

CHAPTER III.
Concei ning angels.

He is Himself the Maker and Creator of
the angels : for He brought them out of no-
thing into being and created them after His
own image, an incorporeal race, a sort of spirit
or immaterial fire : in the words of the divine
David, He maketh His angels spirits, and His
ministers a flame o

f

fire '
i : and He has de-

scribed their lightness and the ardour, and

9 Variant, koXairdpavrovSyjAot. In Regg. alSyvo^is absent.

* See his Contr. Gets., iv. Cf. Justin Martyr. Apol. i;
Basil. Hex., horn.3; Greg.Nyss.. Orat. Cafech.26,&c.

= Greg. Naz , Orat. 38,42 ; Diojiys., De Eccl. Hier., ch. 4.3 Ps. civ. 4.
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I

lieat, and keenness and sharpness with which
they hunger for God and serve Him, and how
they are borne to the regions above and are
quite delivered from all material thought +.
An angel, then, is an intelligent essence,
in perpetual motion, with free-will, incor-
oreal, ministering to God, having obtained

~
iy

grace an immortal nature : and the Creator
alone knows the form and limitation of its
essence. But all that we can understand is,
that it is incorporeal and immaterial. For all
that is compared with God Who alone is

incomparable, we find to be dense and ma-
terial. For in renlity only the Deity is im-
material and incor|)oreal.
The angel's nature then is rational, and
intelligent, and endowed with free-will, change-
able in will, or fickle. For all that is created

is changeable, and only that which is un-
created is unchangeable. Also all that is
rational is endowed with free-will. As it is

,
then, rational and intelligent, it is endowed
with free-will : and as it is created, it is

changeable, having power either to abide or

progress in goodness, or to turn towards evil.
It is not susceptible of repentance because

it is incorporeal. For it is owing to the weak-
ness of his body that man comes to have re-
pentance.
It is immortal, not by natures but by grace*.
For all that has had beginning comes also to
its natural end. But God alone is eternal, or
rather. He is above the Eternal : for He, the
Creator of times, is not under the dominion of
time, but above time.
They are secondary intelligent lights derived
from that first light which is without begin-
ning, for they have the power of illumination ;

they liave no neeil of tongue or hearing,
but without uttering words 7 they communi-
cate to each otlier their own thoughts and
counsels ^

Through the Word, therefore, all the angels
were created, and through the sanctification

by the Holy Spirit were they brought to per-
fection, sharing eacli in ]jroportion to his
worth and rank in brightness and grace'.
They are circumicribed : for when they are
in the Heaven tKey are not on the earth : and
when they are sent by God down to the earth

they do not remain in the Heaven. They are
not hemmed in by walls and doors, and bars
and seals, for they are quite unlimited. Un-
limited, I repeat, for it is not as they really
are that they reveal themselves to the worthy

< Greff.Nitz., Orat. 38. 5 Nemes.,ch. i.

' Text, x«p"''- R. 293°>'f'*™X'ip"'-

7 a.vtvXoyovirp'xtiopiKOV: ivLihout -wordofutterantt,

8 Cr^f. A«z., Clra^38. Ibid. i^.

men ' to whom God wishes them to appear,
but in a changed form which the beholders
are capable of seeing. For that alone is

naturally and strictly unlimited which is un-
created. For every created thing is limited
by God Who created it

.

Further, apart from their essence they re-
ceive the sanctification from the Spirit :

through the divine grace they prophesy = :

they have no need of marriage for they are
immortal.

Seeing that they are minds they are in
mental places 3, and are not circumscribed
after the fashion of a body. F"or they have not

a bodily form by nature, nor are they ex-
tended in three dimensions. But to what-
ever post they may be assigned, there they
are present after the manner of a mind and
energise, and cannot be present and ener-
gise in various places at the same time.
Whether they are equals in essence or differ
from one another we know not. God, their
Creator, Who knoweth all things, alone know-
eth. But they differ 4 from each other in
brightness and position, whether it is that
their position is dependent on their bright-
ness, or their brightness on their position :

and they impart brightness to one another,
because they excel one another in rank and
nature 5. And clearly the higher share their
brightness and knowledge with the lower.
They are mighty and prompt to fulfil the
will of the Deity, and their nature is endowed
with such celerity that wherever the Divine
glance bids them there they are straightway
found. They are the guardians of the divi-
sions of the earth : they are set over nations
and regions, allotted to them by their Creator :

they govern all our affairs and bring us suc-
cour. And the reason surely is because they
are set over us by the divine will and com-
mand and are ever in the vicinity of God *.

With difficulty thty are moved to evil, yet
they are not absolutely immoveable : but now
they are altogether immoveable, not by na-
ture but bv grace and by their nearness to the
Only Good 7.

They behold God according to their ca-
pacity, and this is their food^.

They are above us for they are incorporeal,
and are free of all bodily passion, yet are not
passionless : for the Deity alone is passionless.

* Text, ift'ois. R. 2930,ayioi9.
= Theodoret,Epist. dediv, deer.,ch. 8.

3 kvVOTJTOISKal Tojrois. Cf. bk. i. 17.

4 See Greg. Naz., Orat. 34. And cf. Cyril, Tkesaur, 31,
p. 266; Epiph...Hceres.64.

5 Dionys., Be C(sL Hier., ch. 3 ; Greg. Naz,, Orat. 34.

6 Dionys. , De Cxi. Hier. , ch. g ; Greg. , Orat. 34.

7 Greg-,Naz., Orat. 38.

^ 'levt, T.o^Tiy. Variant, rpv^^y,cf. Dionys., De CceLHier.,
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They take different forms at the bidding
of their Master, God, and thus reveal them-
selves to men and unveil the divine mysteries
to them.
They have Heaven for their dwelling-place,
and have one duty, to sing God's praise and

carry out His divine will.
Moreover, as that most holy, and sacred,
and gifted theologian, Dionysius the Areo-
pagite 9, says, All theology, that is to say, the
holy Scripture, has nine different names for
the heavenly essences '. These essences that
divine master in sacred things divides into
three groups, each containing three. And
the first .group, he says, consists of those who
are in God's presence and are said to be di-
rectly and immediately one with Him, viz.,
the Seraphim with their six wings, the many-
eyed Cherubim and those that sit in the
holiest thrones. The second group is that
of the Dominions, and the Powers, and the
Authorities ; and the third, and last, is that of
the Rulers and Aichangels and Angels
Some, indeed % h'ke Gregory the Theolo-
gian, say that these were before the crea-
tion of other things. He thinks that the
angelic and heavenly powers were first and
that thought was their function 3. Others,
again, hold that they were created after the
iirst heaven was made. But all are agreed
that it was before the formation of man. For
myself, I am in liarraony with the theologian.
P'or it was fitting that the mental essence
should be the first created, and then that which
can be perceived, and finally man himself, in
whose being both parts are united.
But those who say that the angels are
creators of any kind of essence whatever are
the mouth of their father, the devil. For
since they are created things they are not
creators. But He Who creates and provides
for and maintains all things is God, Who
alone is uncreate and is pniised and glorified
in the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit.

CHAPTER IV.
Conceriiiiig the devil and demons.

He who from among these angelic powers
was set over* the earthly realm, and into whose
hands God committed the guardianship of
the earth, was not made wicked in nature but
was good, and made for good ends, and re-

9 Dlonys., De Cxi. Hicr . ch. 6.
' But cf. Aus^ist., Et.ckir., ch. 8; Greg. Naz., Orat. 34;
Greg. Nyss , Contra Eunom., Orat. i ; Chrysost., De incom-
prehens.,horn 3, tVc.
2 %zftEpij)h., Narres.6, n. 4 and5; Basil, Hex. 1 ; Chrysosi.,
3 Ho;n. in Gen.; Theodor.,Qucest.3 in Gen.3 Greg.Naz.t Orat. 2.
4 n-pwToo-TttTTjs.Cf. Lkrysost , Episi. ad Ephes.^hom.4, &c.

ceived from his Creator no trace whatever of
evil in himself. But he did not sustain the
brightness and the honour which the Creator
had bestowed 5 on him, and of his free choice
was changed from what was in harmony to
what was at variance with his nature, and
became roused against God Who created him,
and determined to rise in rebellion against
Him * : and he was the first to depart from good
and become evil t. For evil is nothing else
than absence of goodness, just as darkness
also is absence of light. For goodness is the
light of the mind, and, similarly, evil is the
darkness of the mind. Light, therefore, being
the work of the Creator and being made good

(for God saw all that He made, and behold
they were exceeding good'^) produced darkness
at His free-will. But along with him an in-
numerable host of angels subject to him were
torn away and followed him and shared in his
fall. Wherefore, being of the same nature '
as the ansfels, they became wicked, turning
away at their own free choice from good to
evil '-

Hence they have no power or strength
against any one except what God in His
dispensation hath conceded to them, as for
instance, against Job ^ and those swine that
are mentioned in the Gospels 3. But when
God has made the concession they do pre-
vail, and are changed and transformed into
any form whatever in which they wish to
appear.
Of the future both the angels of God and
the demons are alike ignorant : yet they
make predictions. God reveals the future
to the angels and commands them to pro-
phesy, and so what they say comes to pass.
But the demons also make predictions, some-
times because they see what is happening
at a distance, and sometimes merely making
guesses : hence much that they say is false
antl they should not be believed, even al-
though they do often, in the way we have
said, tell what is true. Besides they know the
Scriptures.
All wickedness, then, and all impure pas-
sions are the work of their mind. But while
the liberty to attack man has been granted
to them, they have not the strength to over-
master any one : for we have it in our power
to receive or not to receive the attack*.
Wherefore there has been prepared for the

S Text, eSwpvJtraTO.R. 1986,exaptVaro.
^beeIren., bU. iv. c. 48,&c.
7 Greg.Nyss., Orat. Catech.,cp. 6. 8 Gen. i. 31.9 See Greg. Naz., Orat. 19, 38; Chrysost., In S. Baiyl.
Or. 2 ; Basil, [n Jesaiam, ch. 1, &c.^Qltcest.ad Antiock. 10. a Job i, 12.3 St. Mark V. 13.
■1Vide Iambi., 'DeMyst., ch. 11,sect.4.
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devil and his demons, and tliose who follow

him, fire unquenchable and everlasting punish-
ment 5.

Note, further, that what in the case of man
is death is a fall in the case of angels. For
after the fall there is no possibility of re-
pentance for them, just as after death there
is for men no repentance *.

CHAPTER V.
Concerning the visible creation.

Our God Himself, Whom we glorify as
Three in One, created the heaven and the earth
and all that they contain t, and brought all
things out of nothing into being : scjme He
made out of no pre-existing basis of matter,
such as heaven, earth, air, fire, water : and
the rest out of these elements that He had
created, such as living creatures, plants, seeds.
For these are made up of earth, and water,
and air, and fire, at the bidding of the
Creator.

CHAPTER VI.
Concerning the Heaven.

The heaven is the circumference of things cre-
ated, both visible and invisible. For within its
boundary are included and marked off both the
mental faculties of the angels and all the world
of sense. But the Deity albne is uncircum-
scribed, filling all things, and surrounding
all things, and bounding all things, for He
is above all things, and has created all things.
Since ^, therefore, the Scripture speaks of
heaven, and heaven of heaven 9, and heavens
of heavens ', and the blessed Paul says that
lie was snatched away to the third heaven ^,
we say that in the cosmogony of the universe
we accept the creation of a heaven which the
foreign philosophers, appropriating the views
of Moses, call a starless sphere. But further,
God called the firmament also heavens, which
He commanded to be in the midst of the
waters, setting it to divide the waters that
are above the firmament from the waters that
are below the firmament. And its nature,
according to the divine Basilius'', who is
versed in the mysteries of divine Scripture,
is delicate as smoke. Others, however, hold
that it is watery in nature, since it is set in
the midst of the waters : others say it is com-
posed of the four elements : and lastly, others
speak of it as a fiith body, distinct from the
four elements 5.

S St. Matt. XXV.41.
• Nellies..,De Nat. Hotti., ch. i. 7 Ps. cxlvi. 6.
8 Cf. Chrysost.,In Genes.̂ hont.4 ; Basil, Hex. horn.3, &c.
9 Ps. cxv. 16. ^lb. cxlviii. 4. 22 Cor. xii. ■\.
3 Gen. i. 8. 4 Basil, Horn. 1in HexaemeroK.
5 The Peripatetics. SeeNemes.,cli. 5.

Further, some have thought that the hea-
ven encircles the universe and has the form
of a sphere, and that everywhere it is the
highest point, and that the centre of the space
enclosed by it is the lowest part : and, further,
that those bodies that are light and airy are
allotted by the Creator the upper region :
while those that are heavy and tend to de-
scend occupy the lower region, which is the
middle. The element, then, that is lightest
and most inclined to soar upwards is fire, and
hence they hold that its position is imme-

diately after the heaven, and they call it ether,
and after it comes the lower air. But earth
and water, which are heavier and have more
of a downward tendency, are suspended in
the centre. Therefore, taking them in the
reverse order, we have in the lowest situation
earth and water : but water is lighter than

earth, and hence is more easily set in motion :

above these on all hands, like a covering,
is the circle of air, and all round the air is the
circle of ether, and outside all is the circle of
the heaven.
Further, they say that the heaven moves
in a circle and so compresses all that is within

it
,

that they remain firm and not liable to fall

asunder.
They say also that there are seven zones
of the heaven ^

,

one higher than the other.
And its nature, they say, is of extreme fine-
ness, like that of smoke, and each zone con-
tains one of the planets. For there are said
to be seven planets : Sol, Luna, Jupiter,
Mercur)', Mars, Venus and Saturn. But some-

times Venus is called Lucifer and sometimes
Vesper. These are called planets because
their movements are tlie reverse of those
of the heaven. For while the heaven and
all other stars move from east to west, these
alone move from west to east. And this can
easily be seen in the case of the moon, which
moves each evening a little backwards.
All, therefore, who hold that the heaven

is in the form of a sphere, say that it is

equally removed and distant from the earth
at all points, whether above, or sideways,
or below. And by 'below' and 'sideways'

I mean all that comes within the range of
our senses. For it follows from what has
been said, that the heaven occupies the whole
of the upper region and the earth the whole
of the lower. They say, besides, that the
heaven encircles the earth in the manner of
a sphere, and bears along with it in its most
rapid revolutions sun, moon and stars, and that
when the sun is over the earth it becomes day
there, and when it is under the earth it is

6 Basil, Horn. 3, in Hexaimeron.
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night. And, again, when the sun goes under
the earth it is night here, but day yonder.
Others have pictured the heaven as a hemi-
sphere. This idea is suggested by these
words of David, the singer of God, Who
stretchest out the heavens like a curtainT, by
which word he clearly means a tent : and
by these from the blessed Isaiah, Who hath
established the heavens like a vault ^: and also
because when the sun, moon, and stars set,
they make a circuit round the earth from west
to north, and so reach once more the east '.
Still, whether it is this way or that, all
things have been inade and established by
the divine command, and have the di-
vine will and counsel for a foundation that
cannot be moved. J^or He Himself spoke
and they w^re made : He Himself commanded
and they wej-e created. He hath also established
them for ever and ever : He hath made a decree
which ivill notfass '.
The heaven of heaven, then, is the first
heaven which is above the firmament ^- So
here we have two heavens, for God called
the firmament also Heaven 3. And it is cus-
tomary in the divine Scripture to speak of the
air also as heaven, because we see it above us.
Bless Him, it says, all ye birds of the heaven,
meaning of the air. For it is the air and not
the heaven that is the region in which birds fly.
So here we have three heavens, as the divine
Apostle said ■

*.

But if you should wish to look
upon the seven zones as seven heavens there

is no injury done to the word of truth. For

it is usual in the Hebrew tongue to speak of
heaven in the plural, that is

,

as heavens, and
when a Hebrew wishes to say heaven of
heaven, he usually says heavens of heavens,
and this clearly means heaven of heaven s,

which is above the firmament, and the waters
which are above the heavens, whether it is

the air and the firmament, or the seven zones
of the firmament, or the firmament itself which
are spoken of in the plural as heavens accord-
ing to the Hebrew custom.
All things, then, which are brought into
existence are subject to corruption according
to the law of their nature ^

,

and so even the
heavens tliemselves are corruptible. But by
the grace of God they are maintained and pre-
served 7. Only the Deity, however, is by
nature without beginning and without end **

.

Wherefore it has been said, They will perish,
but Thou dost endure ' .• nevertheless, the
heavens will not be utterly destroyed. For

7 Ps, civ. 2. 8 Is. Xl. 23.

9 Chry^ost.,Horn. 14and 17,ad Heb>-.« Ps. cxlviii. 5, 6
. 2 Greg.Nyss, deopif. Horn.

3 Gen. i. 8. 4 2 Cor. xii. 2. 5 Ph. cxlviii. 4,

* Plato, Tiijt. 7 Basil Horn, i and 3, in Hejcaeme7-0M.

8 Just., gutest,93. I Ps, cii. 26.

they will wax old and be wound round as
a covering, and will be changed, and there
will be a new heaven and a new earth =

.

For the great part the heaven is greater
than the earth, but we need not investigate
the essence of the heaven, for it is quite be-
yond our knowledge.
It must not be supposed that the heavens
or the luminaries are endowed with life 3.

For they are inanimate and insensible -t. So
that when the divine Scripture saith, Let the
heavens rejoice and ths earth be glad^, it is the
angels in lieaven and the men on earth that
are invited to rejoice. For the Scripture is

familiar with the figure of personification, and

is wont to speak of inanimate things as though
they were animate : for e.xample*. The sea saw

it and fid: Jordan ivas driven backT. And
again, What ailed thee, O thou sea, that thou
fleddesti thou, O Jordan, that thou was driven
back 2 1 Mountains, too, and hills are asked
the reason of their leaping in the same way as
we are wont to say, the city was gathered to-
gether, when we do not mean the buildings, but
the inhabitants of the city : again, the heavens
declare the glory of God 9, does not mean that
they send forth a voice that can be heard
by bodily ears, but that from their own great-
ness they bring before our minds the power
of the Creator : and when we contemplate
their beauty we praise the Maker as the
Master-Craftsman '.

CHAPTER VII.
Concerning light, fire, the luminaries,

sun, moon and stars.

Fire is one of the four elements, light
and with a greater tendency to ascend than
the others. It has the power of burning
and also of giving light, and it was made by
the Creator on the first day. For the
divine Scripture says. And God said. Let there
be light, and there was light ^

.

Fire is not

a different thing from what light is
,

as some
maintain. Others again hold that this fire
of the universe is above the air 3 and call

it ether. In the beginning, then, that is to
say on the first day, God created light, the
ornament and glory of the whole visible
creation. For take away light and all things
remain in undistinguishable darkness, in-
capable of displaying their native beauty.
And God called the light day, but the darkness

2 Apoc. xxi I. ^ QX.August., Retract.. \\. ■i.

4 Basil. Horn. 13,in Hexaemeron. 5 Ps. xcvi. 11,

* Text, tijsTO. N. KoXTOai'ttTroAti'. 7 Ps. cxiv. 3,

8 Ibid. 5. 9 Ibid. xix. i.

I Basil, Horn. 1 and 3, in HexaemeTon. = Gen. i. 3.

3 Text, virep. Variant, utto,but this does not agreewitli the
viewof theautlior or theancients.
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He called night*. Further, darkness is not
any essence, but an accident : for it is simply
absence of light. The air, indeed, has not
light in its essence s. It was, then, this very
absence of light from the air that Goil called
darkness : and it is not the essence of air that
is darkness, bat the absence of light which
clearly is rather an accident than an essence.
And, indeed, it was not night, but day, that
was first named, so that day is first and after
that comes night. Night, therefore, follows
day. And from the beginning of day till the
next day is one complete period of day and
night. For the Scripture says, And the even-
ing and the morning were one day ^. ,
When, therefore, in the first three days the
light was poured forth and reduced at the
divine command, both day and night came to

pass?. But on the fourth day God created
the great luminary, that is

,

the sun, to have
rule and authority ^ over the day : for it is

by it that day is made : for it is day wjien the
sun is above the earth, and the duration of

a day is the course of the sun over the earth
from its rising till its setting. And He also
created the lesser luminaries, that is

,

the moon
and the stars, to iiave rule and authority '

over the night, and to give light by night.
For it is night when the sun is under the
earth, and the duration of night is the course
of the sun under the earth from its rising till
its setting. The moon, then, and the stars
were set to lighten the night : not that they
are in the daytime under the earth, for even
by day stars are in the heaven over the earth :

but the sun conceals both the stars and the
moon by the greater brilliance of its light and
prevents them from being seen.
On these luminaries the Creator bestowed
the first-created light : not because He was
in need of other light, but that that hght
might not remain idle. For a luminary is

not merely light, but a vessel for containing
light =-

There are, we are told, seven planets
amongst these luminaries, and these move
in a direction opposite to that of the heaven :

hence the name planets. For, while they say
that the heaven moves from east to west, the
planets move from west to east; but the
heaven bears the seven planets along with it

by its swifter motion. Now these are the
names of the seven planets: Luna, Mercury,
Venus, Sol, Mars, Jupiter, Saturn, and in

* Gen. i. 5
. 5 Basils Hotn. 2, in Hexaemeron,

6 Gen. i. 5. 7 Basil, Horn. 2, in HexaSmeroMt

8 Text. eSoutrCav: variant. e^ovtrCaq.' Variant herealso,efoutrt'a?.

* Basils Horn, 6
,

in Hexaemeron.

each zone of heaven is
,

we are told, one of
these seven planets :

In the first and highest Saturn I7

In the second Jupiter T
JL

In the third Mars cfl
In the fourth Sol (^

In the fifth Venus 9

In the sixth Mercury 5

In the seventh and lowest Luna ({

The course which the Creators appointed
for them to run is unceasing and remaineth
fixed as He established them. For the divine
Davi 1 says, The moon and the stars which Thou
establishedst'i, and by the word

' establishedst,'
he referred to the fixity and unchangeableness
of the order and series granted to them by
God. For He appointed them for seasons,
and signs, and days and years. It is through
the Sun that the four seasons are brought
about. And the first of these is spring : for
in it God created all things 5, and even down
to the present time its presence is evidenced

by the bursting of the flowers into bud, and this

is the equinoctial period, since day and night
each consist of twelve hours. It is caused
by the sun rising in the middle, and is mild
and increases the blood, and is warm and
moist, and holds a position midway between
winter and summer, being warmer and drier
than winter, but colder and moister than sum-
mer. This season lasts from March 21st till

June 24th. Next, when the rising of the sun
moves towards more northerly parts, the season
of summer succeeds, which has a place midway
between .spring and autumn, combining the
warmth of spring with the dryness of autumn :

for it is dry and warm, and increases the

yellow bile. In it falls the longest day, which
has fifteen hours, and the shortest night of
all, having only nine hours. This season
lasts from June 24th till September 25th.
Then when the sun again returns to the
middle, autumn takes the place of summer.
It has a medium amount of cold and heat,
dryness and moisture, and holds a place mid-

way between summer and winter, combining
the dryness of summer with the cold of winter.
For it is cold and dry, and increases the black
bile. This season, a^^ain, is equinoctial, both
day and night consisting of twelve hours, and

it lasts from September 25th till December

25th. And when the rising of the sun sinks
to its smallest and lowest point, i.e. the south,

winter is reached, with its cold and moisture.

It occupies a place midway between autumn
and spring, combining the cold of autumn

3 Text, 6 ^i}jLLiovp-yo;.Variant, 6 Sij/iioup-y^o-as.

4 Ps. viii. 3. 5 Basil, Horn. 6
,

in Hexaemeron.
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and the moisture of spring. In it falls the
shortest day, which has only nine hours, and

the longest night, which has fifteen : and
it lasts from December 25th till March 21st.
For the Creator made this wise provision
that we should not pass from the extreme
of cold, or heat, or dryness, or moisture,
to the opposite extreme, and thus incur
grievous maladies. For reason itself teaches
us the danger of sudden changes.
So, then, it is the sun that makes the sea-
sons, and through them the year : it likewise
makes the days and nights, the days when
it rises and is above the earth, and the nights
when it sets below the earth: and it bestows
on the other luminaries, both moon and stars,
their power of giving forth light.
Further, they say that there are in the
heaven twelve signs made by the stars, and
that these move in an opposite direction to
the sun and moon, and the other five planets,
and that the seven planets pass across these
twelve signs. Further, the sun makes a com-
plete month in each sign and traverses the
twelve signs in the same number of months.
These, then, are the names of the twelve signs
and their respective months :—•

The Ram, which receives the sun on the
2ist of March.

The Bull, on the 23rd of April.
The Twins, on the 24th of May.
The Crab, on the 24th of June.
The Virgin, on the 25th of July.
The Scales, on the 25th of Se|)tember.
The Scorpion, on the 25th of October.
The Archer, on the 2Sth of November.
Capricorn, on the 2Sth of December.
Aquarius, on the 25th of January.
The Fish, on the 24th of February.
But the moon traverses the twelve signs
each month, since it occupies a lower position
and travels through the signs at a quicker
rate. For if you draw one circle within an-
other, the inner one will be found to be the
lesser: and so it is that owing to the moon
occupying a lower ppsition its course is shorter
and is sooner completed
Now the Greeks declare that all our af
fairs are controlled by the rising and setting
and collisions of these stars, viz., the sun
and moon : for it is with these matters that
astrology has to do. But we hold that we
get from them signs of rain and drought, cold
and heat, moisture and dryness, and of the
various winds, and so forth ?, but no sign
whatever as to our actions. For we have

• Text ayyKi>ova-em.Variants, trvyKpio-emand (TT/v/cpiVeuc.7 Hasil, Bom. 6,m Hexaitneron.

been created with free wills by our Creator
and are masters over our own actions. Indeed,
if all our actions depend on the courses of the
stars, all we do is done of necessity^: and
necessity precludes either virtue or vice. But
if we possess neither virtue nor vice, we do
not deserve praise or punishment, and God,
too, will turn out to be unjust, since He gives
good things to some and afflicts others. N:iy,
He will no longer continue to guide or jiro-
vide for His own creatures, if all things are
carried and swept along in the grip of neces-
sity. And the faculty of reason will be super-
fluous to us : for if we are not masters of
any of our actions, deliberation is quite super-
fluous. Reason, indeed, is granted to us

solely that we might take counsel, and hence
all reason implies freedom of will.
And, therefore, we hold that the stars are
not the causes of the things that occur, nor of
the origin of things that come to pass, nor of the
destruction of those things that perish. They are
rather signs of showers and changes of air. But,
perhaps, some one may say that though they
are not the causes of wars, yet they are signs
of them. And, in truth, the quality of the air
which is produced ' by sun, and moon, and
stars, produces in various ways different
temperaments, and habits, and dispositions =.
But the habii^s are amongst the things that
we have in our own hands, for it is reason
that rules, and directs, and changes them.
It often happens, also, that comets arise.
These are signs of the death of kings 3, and
they are not any of the stars that were made
in the beginning, but are formed at the same
time by divine command and again dissolved •

•
.

And so not even that star which the Magi
saw at the birth of the Friend and Saviour
of man, our Lord, Who became flesh for our
sake, is of the number of those that were
made m the beginning. And this is evidently
the case because sometimes its course was
from east to west, and sometimes from north
to south ; at one moment it was hidden, and
at the next it was revealed : which is quite
out of harmony with the order and nature
of the stars.
It must be understood, then, that the moon
derives its light from the sun ; not that God
was unable to grant it light of its own, but
in order that rhythm and order may be im-
impressed upon nature, one part ruling, the
other being ruled, and that we might thus
be taught to live in community and to share

8 Nejftes.,deNairllom , ch. 34.' 'J'ext, TTOLovixiirt].V.irianl, Troiou/Aei/oi»,2 BaHL Ĥum. 6
,

in Hejiaeineron.

3 Text, 6avfj.TovSjif^ouvTafiaaiKsbiv. Variant, $avdTuvj3a(ri-
Aewf : alboddvaTof, h di/aSet^ii/OTj^iaii/ovtTt,jSocrtAeojt.

4 Basil, Ckristi Nativit.



EXPOSITION OF THE O.RTHODOX FAITH. 25

our possessions with one another, and to be
under subjection, first to our Maker and
Creator, our God and Master, and then also
to the rulers set in authority over us by Him :
and not to question why this man is ruler
and not I myself, but to welcome all that
comes from God in a gracious and reasonable
spirit.
The sun and the moon, moreover, suffer
eclipse, and this demonstrates the folly of
those who worship the creature in place of
the Creators, and teaches us how changeable
and alterable all things are For all things
are changeable save God, and whatever is

changeable is liable to corruption in accord-
ance with the laws of its own nature. *

Now the cause of the eclipse of the sun
is that the body of the moon is interposed
like a partii ion-wall and casts a shadow, and

prevents the light from being shed down
on us* : and the extent of the eclipse is pro-
])ortional to the size of the moon's body that
is found to conceal the sun. But do not
marvel that the moon's body is the smaller.
I'or many declare that the sun is many times
larger even than the earth, and the holy
Fathers say that it is equal to the earth : yet
often a small cloud, or even a small hill or
a wall quite conceals it.
The eclipse of the moon, on the other hand,
is due to the shadow the earth casts on it
when it is a fifteen days' moon and the sun
and moon happen to be at the opposite poles
of the highest circle, the sun being under
the earth and the moon above the earth. For
the earth casts a shadow and the sun's light
is prevented from illuminating the moon, and
therefore it is then eclipsed.
It should be understood that the moon was
made full by the Creator, that is

,

a fifteen

days' moon : for it was fitting that it should
be made complete '. But on the fourth day,
as we said, the sun was created. Therefore
the moon was eleven days in advance of the
sun, because from the fourth to the fifteenth

day there are eleven days. Hence it happens
that in each year the twelve months ot the
moon contain eleven days fewer than the
twelve months of the sun. F"or the twelve
months of the sun contain three hundred and
sixty-five and a quarter days, and so because
the quarter becomes a whole, in four years
an extra day is completed, which is called bis-
sextile. And that )ear has three hundred and
sixty-six days. The years of the moon, on
the other hand, have three hundred and fifty-

5 Rom. i. 25.

6 Text, SiavaSodjjvai: variants,SiaSodyjvai,ind SoOfjvoA,

7 Sever.Gabul , De opij. mniidi. III.

four days. For the moon wanes from the
time of its origin, or renewal, till it is fourteen
and three-quarter days' old, and proceeds to
wane till the twenty-ninth and a half day,
when it is completely void of light And then
when it is once more connected with the sun

it is reproduced and -renewed, a meraori.il
of our resurrection. Thus in each year tha
moon gives away eleven days to the sun, and
so in three years the intercalary month of the
Hebrews arises, and that year comes to consist
of thirteen months, owing to the addition of
these eleven days ^

.

It is evident that both sun and moon and
stars are compound and liable to corruption
according to the laws of their various natures.
But of their nature we are ignorant. Some,
indeed, say that fire when deprived of matter

is invisible, and thus, that when it is quenched

it vanishes altogether. Others, again, say
that when it is quenched it is transformed
into air 9.

The circle of the zodiac has an oblique
motion and is divided into twelve sections
called zoclia, or signs : each sign has three

divisions of ten each, i.e. thirty divisions, and
each division has sixty very minute sub-

divisions. The heaven, therefore, has three
hundred and sixty-five degrees : the hemis-

phere above the earth and that below the

earth each having one hundred and eighty

degrees.

The abodes of the planets.
The Ram and the Scorpion are the abode
of Mars : the Bull and the Scales, of Venus ' :

the Twins and the Virgin, of Mercury: the
Crab, of the Moon : the Lion, of the Sun :

the Archer and the Fish, of Jupiter : Capri-
corn and Aquarius, of Saturn.

Their altitudes.

The Ram has the altitude of the Sun : the
Bull, of the Moon : the Crab, of Jupiter : the
Virgin, of Mars : the Scales, of Saturn ; Capri-
corn, of Mercury ; the Fish, of Venus.

The phases of the moon.

It is in conjunction whenever it is in the
same degree as the sun : it is born when

it is fifteen degrees distant from the sun :

it rises when it is crescent-shaped, and this
occurs twice '■

,

at which times it is sixty

degrees distant from the sun : it is half-full

twice, when it is ninety degrees from the sun :

twice it is gibbous, when it is one hundred

8 Ihid. De opif. mundi. III.

9 Nernes., ch, 5. ' Vide Porph., deantra Nymph.

2 Text, fit's, R. 4 hasBevrepoy.
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and twenty degrees from the sun : it is twice
a full moon, giving full light, when it is
a hundred and fifty degrees from the sun :

it is a complete moon when it is a hundred
and eighty degrees distant from the sun. We
say twice, because these phases occur both

when the moon waxes and when it wanes.

In two and a half days the moon traverses
each sign.

CHAPTER VIII.
Concerning air and winds.

Air is the most subtle element, and is
moist and warm : heavier, indeed, than fire :

but lighter than earth and water : it is the

cause of respiration and voice : it is colour-
less, that is

, it has no colour by nature : it

is clear and transparent, for it is capable
of receiving light : it ministers to three of our
senses, for it is by its aid that we see, hear
and smell : it has the power likewise of re-
ceiving heat and coid, dryness and moisture,
and its movements in space are up, down,
within, without, to the right and to the left,
and the cyclical movement.
It does not derive its light from itself, but

is illuminated by sun, and moon, and stars,
and fire. And this is just what the Scripture
means when it says, And darltncss was upon
Ihe deep'i ; for iis object is to shew that the
air has not derived its light from itself, but
that it is quite a different essence from light.
And wind is a movement of air : or wind

is a rush of air which changes its name as

it changes the place whence it rushes'*.
Its place is in the air. For place is the
circumference of a body. But what is it that
surrounds bodies but air? There are, more-
over, different places in whi.-.h the movement
of air originates, and from these the winds get
their names. I'here are in all twelve winds.
It is said that air is just fire afier it has been
extinguished, or the vapour of heated water.
At all events, in its own special nature the air

is warm, but it becomes cold owing to the
proximity of water and earth, so that the
lower parts of it are cold, and the higher
warm 5.

These then are the winds^: Caecia.s, or
Meses, arises in the region where the sun rises
in summer. Subsolanus, where the sun rises
at the equinoxes. Eurus, where it rises in
winter. Africus, where it sets in winter. Fa-
vonius, where it sets at the equinoxes, and
Corus, or Olympias, or lapyx, where it sets
in summer. Then come Auster and Aquilo,

3 Gen. i, 2, 4 Sever.Gabal. Ĥorn, i in Hexaim.

5 Nemes.,De Nat. Horn, i.
,

cli. 5,

^ Theseareabsentin edit. Veron.

whose blasts oppose one another. Betweeii
Aquilo and Caecias comes Boreas : and be-
tween Eurus and Auster, Phoenix or Euio-
notus ; between Auster and Africus, Libonotus
or Leuconotus : and lastly, between Aquilo
and Corus, Thrascias, or Cercius, as it is

called by the inhabitants of that region.
[These ', then, are the races which dwell at
the ends of the world : beside Subsolanus are
the Bactriani : beside Eurus, the Indians :

beside Phoenix, the Red Sea and Ethiopia :

beside Libonotus, the Garamantes, who are
beyond Systis : beside Africus, the Ethi-
opians and the Western Mauri : beside Fa-
vonius, the columns of Hercules and the
beginnings of Libya and Europe: beside
Corus, Iberia, which is now called Spain:
beside Thrascia, the Gauls and the neigh-
bouring nations : beside Aquilo, the Scythians
who are beyond Thrace : beside Boreas,
Pontus, Maeotis and the Sarmatae : beside
Caecias, the Caspian Sea and the Sacai.j

CHAPTER IX.
Concerning the waters.

Water also is one of the four elements, the
most beautiful of God's creations. It is both
wet and cold, heavy, and with a tendency to
descend, and flows with great readiness. It

is this the Holy Scripture has in view when

it says, And darkness was upon the face of the
deep. And the Spirit of God moved upon the
face of the waters ^

-

For the deep is nothing
else than a huge quantity of water whose limit
man cannot comprehend. In the beginning,
indeed, the water lay all over the surface of
the earth. And first God created the firma-
ment to divide the water above the firmament
from the water below the firmament. For in
the midst of the sea of waters the firmament
was established at the Master's decree. And
out of it God bade the firmament arise, and it

arose. Now for what reason was it that God
placed water above the firmament ? It was
because of the intense burning heat of the
sun and ether '. For immediately under the
firmament is spread out the ether =

,

and the
sun and moon and stars are in the firma-
ment, and so if water had not been put above

it the firmament would have been consumed
by the heat 3

.

Next, God bade the waters be gathered
together into one massl But when the Scrip-

7 This paragraph is absentin almostall thecopies.

8 Gen. i. 2.^

i See Casit f̂lexaetn.^Horn. 3.3 Text, ut/j^irAwTai.Variant, itjiriirAotTai.

3 Biisiiy Horn. 2 in Hexaem.; Sever.Gaba-l.^Orat.de opifit.
HUndi.

4 Gen. i. 9.
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ture speaks of one mass it evidently does not
mean that they were gathered together into
one place : for immediately it goes on to say,
And the gatheritigs of the wafers He called
seas^: but the words signify that the waters
were separated off in a body from the earth
into distinct groups. Thus the waters were
gathered together into their special collec-
tions and the dry land was brought to view.
And hence arose the two seas that surround
Egypt, for it lies between two seas. These
collections contain ^ various seas and moun-
tains, and islands, and promontories, and har-
bours, and surround various bays and beaches,
and coastlands. For the word beach is used
when the nature of the tract is sandy, while
coastland signifies that it is rocky and deep
close into shore, getting deep all on a sudden.
In like manner arose also the sea that lies
Nvhere the sun rises, the name of which is the

Indian Sea: also the northern sea called the
Caspian. The lakes also were formed in
the same manner.
The ocean, then, is like a river encircling
the whole earth, and I think it is concerning
it that the divine Scripture says, A river went
out of Paradise!. The water of the ocean is
sweet and potable ^ It is it that furnishes
the seas with water which, because it stays
a long time in the seas and stands unmoved,
becomes bitter : for the sun and the water-
spouts draw up always the finer parts. Thus
it is that clouds are formed and showers take

place, because the filtration makes the water
sweet.

This is parted into four first divisions, that
is to say, into four rivers. The name of
the first is Pheison, which is the Indian
Ganges ; the name of the second is Geon,
which is the Nile flowing from Ethiopia down
to Egypt : the name of the third is Tigris,
and the name of the fourth is Euphrates.
There are also very many other mighty rivers
of which some empty themselves into the sea
and others are used up in the earth. Thus
the whole earth is bored through and mined,
and has, so to speak, certain veins through
which it sends up in springs the water it has
received from the sea. The water of the
spring thus depends for its character on the
quality of the earth. For the sea water is
filtered and strained through the earth and
thus becomes sweet. But if the place from
which the spring arises is bitter or briny, so

5 Gen. i. 10.
6 Text, (T\]v<]-nQ-t\fTav.R- 2927has hiifTTtirrav;Edit. Veron.
Keg. 3362hasoSei/avvitrT(\tTa.v: Colb. t hasoQ^vffuceVrJj.
7 Gen. ii. 10-
,.,....,

8 For TTOTajao?5e 6 yAuieuvSwpeX"**ccTt, reading iroTifJiDi'
«ai y\vKii i/6ti>pex<av.

also is the water that is sent up '. Moreover,
it often happens that water which has been
closely pent up bursts through with violence,
and thus it becomes warm. And this is why
they send forth waters that are naturally warm.
By the divine decree hollow places are
made in the earth, and so into these the
waters are gathered. And this is how moun-
tains are formed. God, then, bade the first
water produce living breath, since it was to
be by water and the Holy Spirit that moved
upon the waters in the beginning % that man
was to be renewed. For this is what the
divine Basilius said : Therefore it produced
living creatures, small and big ; whales and
dragons, fish that swim in the waters, and
feathered fowl. The birds form a link be-
tween water and earth and air : for they have
their origin in the water, they live on the
earth and they fly in the air. Water, then,
is the most beautiful element and rich in use-
fulness, and purifies from all filth, and not
only from the filth of the body but from that
of the soul, if it should have received the
grace of the Spirit ^.

Concerning the seas K

The ^gean Sea is received by the Helles-
pont, which ends at Abydos and Sestus : next,
the Propontis, which ends at Chalcedon and

Byzantium : here are the straits where the

Pontus arises. Next, the lake of Maeotis.
.\gain, from the beginning of Europe and
Libya it is the Iberian Sea, which extends
from the pillars of Hercules to the Pyrenees
mountain. Then the Ligurian Sea as far
as the borders of Etruria. Next, the Sar-
dinian Sea, which is above Sardinia and in-

clines downwards to Libya. Then the Etru-
rian Sea, which begins at the extreme limits of
Liguria and ends at Sicily. Then the Libyan
Sea. Then the Cretan, and Sicilian, and
Ionian, and Adriatic Seas, the last of which
is poured out of the Sicilian Sea, which is
called the Corinthian Gulf, or the Alcyonian
Sea. The Saronic Sea is surrounded by the
Sunian and Scyllsean Seas. Next is the
Myrtoan Sea and the Icarian Sea, in which
are also the Cyclades. Then the Carpathian,
and Pamphylian, and Egyptian Seas: and,

thereafter, above the Icarian Sea, the ^gean
Sea pours itself out. There is also the coast
of Europe from the mouth of the Tanais
River to the Pillars of Hercules, 609,709
stadia : and that of Libya from the 'J igris,
as far as the mouth of the Canobus, 209,252

9 Basil, Horn. 4 in Hexaem. ' Gen. i. 2.
» never. Gabal., Oral. 4, I>eopific. m«»iii : Basil, Horn. 8.
3This chapter is wanting in certain copies,Reg. 7, Colb. i,
R. 2930. In Cod.Hil. it is givenafter thecnaptevOn Creation.
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stadia : and lastly, that of Asia from the
Canobus to the Tanais, which, including the
Gulf, is 4,Tii stadia. And so the full extent
of the seaboard of the world that we inhabit
with the gulfs is 1,309,072 stadia ♦.

CHAPTER X.
Cottcerning earth and its products.

The earth is one of the four elements, dry,
cold, heavy, motionless, broujiht into being

by God, out of nothing on the first day. For
in the beginning, he sai<l, God created the
heaven and Ihe earth i; but the seat and
foundation of the earth no man has been able
to declare. Some, indeed, hold that its seat
is the waters : thus the divine David says, To
Him W/ifl established t/ie earth on the waters^.
Others place it in the air. Again some other

says. He Who hangetJi tJie eartii on nothingT.
And, again, David, the singer of God, says,
as though the representative of God, / bear
up the pillars of it ^, meaning by

" pillars "

the force that sustains it. Farther, the ex-

pression. He hath founded it upon the seas 9,
shews clearly that the earth is on all hands
surrounded with water. But wliether we

grant that it is established on itself, or on
air or on water, or on notliing, we must not
turn aside from reverent thought, but must
admit that all things are sustained and pre-
served by the power of the Creator.
In the beginning, then, as the Holy Scrip-
ture says ', it was hidden beneath the waters,
and was unwrought, that is to say, not beau-
tified. But at God's bidding, places to hold
the waters appeared, and then the mountains
came into existence, and at the divine com-
mand the earth received its own proper
adornment, and was dressed in all manner
of herbs and plants, and on these, by the
divine decree, was bestowed the jjower of
growth and nourishment, and of producing
seed to generate their like. Moreover, at the
bidding of the Creator it produced also all
manner of kinds of living creatures, creeping
things, and wild beasts, and cattle. All, in-
deed, are for the seasonable u?e of man : but
of them some are for food, such as stags,
sheep, deer, and such like : others for service
such as camels, oxen, horses, asses, and such
like : and others for enjoyment, such as apes,
and among birds, jays and parrots, and such
like. Again, amongst plants and herbs some
are fruit bearing, others edible, others fragrant
and flowery, given to us for our enjoyment.

4 Vide Strab.bk. u. 5 Gen. i. i.' Ps, cxxxvi. 6. 7 Job xxvi. 7.8 Ps. Ixxv. 3. 9 Ibid. xxiv. 2. >Gen.

for example, the rose and such like, and
others for the healing of disease. For there
is not a single animal or plant in which the
Creator has not implanted some form of
energy capable of being used to satisfy man's
needs. For He Who knew all things before
they were, saw that in the future man would

go forward in the strength of his own will, and
would be subject to corruption, and, therefore,
He created all things for his seasonable use,
alike those in the firmament, and those on
the earth, and those in the waters.
Indeed, before the transgression all things
were under his power. For God set him as
ruler over all things on the earth and in
the waters. Even the serpent ^ was accus-
tomed to man, and approached him more

readily than it did other living creatures, and
held intercourse with him with delightful
motions 3. And hence it was through it that
the devil, the prince of evil, made his most
wicked suggestion to our first parents ■

•
.

More-
over, the earth of its own accord used to
yield fruits, for the benefit of the animals that
were obedient to man, and there was neither
rain nor tempest on the earth. But after the
transgression, when he was compared with the

unintelligent cattle and became like to them 3
,

after he had contrived that in him irrational
desire should have rule over reasoning mind
and had become disobedient to the Master's

command, the subject creation rose up against
him whom the Creator had appointed to

be ruler : and it was appointed for him that
he should till with sweat the earth from which
he had been taken.
But even now wild beasts are not without
their uses, for, by the terror they cause, they

bring man to the knowledge of his Creator
and lead him to call upon His name. And,
further, at the transgression the thorn sprung
out of the earth in accordance with the Lord's
express declaration and was conjoined with
the pleasures of the rose, that it might lead us
to remember the transgression on account
of which the earth was condemned to bring
forth for us thorns and prickles ^

.

That this is the case is made worthy of
belief from the fact that their endurance

is secured by the word of the Lord, saying,
Be fruitful and nniltiply, and replenish the
earth 7.

Further, some hold that the earth is in
the form of a sphere, others that it is in that
of a cone. At all events it is much smaller

* In this John doe.snotfollow Basil in his De Paradiso.

3 Basil, Hojn, dl Farad.

4 Gen. iii. i. 5 Ps- xlix. i2. 6 Basil, Horn, deParad.

7 Gen. i. 22.
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than the heaven, and suspentled ahmost Hke

a point in its midst. And it will pass away
and be changed. But blessed is the man
■wlio inherits the earth promised to the meek^.
For the earth that is to be the possession
of the holy is immortal. Who, then, can fitly
marvel at the boundless and incomprehensible
wisdom of the Creator? Or who can render
sufficient thanks to the Giver of so many
blessings? ?

[There are also provinces, or prefectures,
of the earth which we recognise : Europe era-
Ijraces thirty- four, and the huge continent of
Asia has forty-eight of these provinces, and
twelve canons as they are called '.

]
CHAPTER XI.
Concerning Paradise.

Now when God was about to fiishion man
out of the visible and invisible creation in His
own image and likeness to reign as king and
ruler over all the eai-Ui and all that it con-
tains, He first made for him, so to speak,

a kingdom in which he should live a life of
happiness and prosperity '^

-

And this is the
divine paradise 3

,

planted in Eden by the
hands of God, a very storehouse of joy and
gladness of heart (for "Eden"* means lu.x-
uriousness 5

). Its site is higher in the East
than all the earth : it is temperate and the
air that surrounds it is the rarest and purest :

evergreen plants are its pride, sweet fragrances
abound, it is flooded with light, and in sen-
suous freshness and beauty it transcends ima-

gination: in truth the place is divine, a meet
home for him who was created in God's

image : no creature ladjiH^ reason made its
dwelling there but $2n alone, the work of
God's own hands.
In its midst ^ God planted the tree of life
and the tree of knowledge 7. The tree of
knowledge was for trial, and proof, and ex-
ercise of man's obedience and disobedience :

and hence it was named the tree of the know-
ledge of good and evil, or else it was because
to those who partook of it was given power
to know their own nature. Now this is a good
thing for those who are mature, but an evil
thing for the immature and those whose appe-
tites are too strong ^

,

being like solid food to

8 St. Matt. V. 5.

9 Metliod , Cont. Orig. apud Epiph, Hceres.64.' Only Cod.Reg. 3451hasthi.sparagraph.
* Greg.Nyss., De opif. Hom., ch. 2.

^ See the treatiseot Anastas. II. Antiochen. ôn the Hexae-
trteron b̂k. vii.

4 'Eaen,Edem, in the text. Basil, Horn de Farad.

5 See 2 Kings xix. 12 ; Isai. xxxvii. 12 ; Ezek. xxvii. 23.

6 SeeChrysost.,In Gen.Horn. i6, Theodor.,Qucest.27,&c.

7 Gen. ii. 9.8 Text, TT\ve^etrtfAixi'OTe'pot?.Variant tV aitr^Tjo-tc,&c.

tender babes still in need of milk 9. For our
Creator, God, did not intend us to be bur-
denetl with care and troubled about many
things, nor to take thought about, or make
provision for, our own life. But this at length
was Adam's fate : for he tasted and knew
that he was naked and made a girdle round
about hiin : for he took fig-leaves and girded
himself about. But before they took of the
fruit. They were both naked., Adam and Eve,
and ivere not ashamed'^. For God meant
that we should be thus free from passion, and
this is indeed the mark of a mind abso-
lutely void of passion. Yea, He meant us
further to be free from care and to have but
one work to perform, to sing as do the angel-s,
without ceasing or intermission, the praises
of the Creator, and to delight in contem-
plation of Him and to cast all our care on
Him. This is what the Pro]5het David pro-
claimed to us when He said, Cast thy burden
on the Lo?-d, and lie ivill sustain thee =

.

And,
again, in the Gospels, Christ taught His dis-
ciples saying. Take no thought for your life
what ye shall eat, nor for your body what ye
shall put on 3. And further. Seek ye first the
Kirij^doin o

f Gcd and His righteous7iess and all
these things shall be added unto you ■

>
.

And
to Martha He said, Martha, Martha, thou art
carejul and troubled about 7?iany thi?igs: but one

thing is needful : and Mary hath chosen that

^ood part, which shall not be taken away from
her 5, meaning, clearly, sitting at His feet and
listening to His words.
The tree of life, on the other hand, was

a tree having the energy that is the cause

of life, or to be eaten only by those who
deserve to live and are not subject to death.

Some, indeed, have pictured Paradise as a

realm of sense ^
,

and others as a realm of

mind. But it seems to me, that, just as man

is a creature, in whom we find both sense

and mind blended together, in like manner

also man's most holy tem[)le comhines the

properties of sense and mind, and has this
twofold expression : for, as we said, the life

in the body is spent in the most divine and

lovely region, while the life in the soul

is passed in a place far more sublime and

of more surpassing beauty, where God makes
His home, and where He wraps man about as
with a glorious garment, and robes- him in

His grace, and delights and sustains him like
an angel with the sweetest of all fruits, the

contemplation of Plimself. Verily it has been
firiy named the tree of life. For since the

9 Greg.Naz., Orat. 38and 42 : Method.,ap Epiph. Hares. 64.

I Gen. ii. 25. ^ P:.- Iv. 22.

3 St. Watt, v
i

25. 4 Ibid. 33. S St. Luke x. 41,42.

6 Nemes.,deNat. Horn., ch. i.
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life is not cut short by death, the sweetness
of the divine participation is imparted to
tliose who share it. And this is

,

in truth,

what God meant by every tree, saying, Of
every tree in Paradise thou mayest freely eat t.

For the ' every ' is just Himself in Whom and
through Whom the universe is maintained.

But the tree of the knowledge of good and
evil was for the distinguishing between the

many divisions of contemplation, and this

is just the knowledge of one's own nature,
which, indeed, is a good thing for those who are
mature and advanced in divine contemplation
(being of itself a proclamation of the magnifi-
cence of God), and have no fear of falling ^

,

because they have through time come to have
the habit of such contemplation, but it is

an evil thing to those still young and vvith
stronger appetites, who by reason of their
insecure hold on the better part, and because
as yet they are not firmly established in the
seat of the one and only good, are apt to be
torn and dragged away from this to the care
of their own body.
Thus, to my thinking, the divine Paradise

is twofold, and the God-inspired Fathers
handed down a true message, whether they
taught this doctrine or that. Indeed, it is pos-
sible to understand by every tree the know-
ledge of the divine power derived from created
things. In the words of the divine Apostle,
For tlie invisible things of Him from the crea-
tion of the world are clearly seen, being under-
stood b

y the things that are made 9
. But of

all these thoughts and speculations the sub-
limest is that deaing wiih ourselves, that is

,

with our own composition. As the divine
David says, Ttie kncwledge o

f I'hte from vie^,
that is from my constitution, was made a
wonder '=

.

But for the reasons we have al-
ready mentioned, such knowledge was dan-
gerous for Adam who had been so lately
created 3.

The tree of life too may be understood as that
more divine thought that has its origin in the
world of sense, and the ascent through that
to the originating and constructive cause of all.
And this was the name He gave to every trte,
implying fulness and indi\ isibiliiy, and convey-
ing only participation in what is good. But by
the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, we
are to understand that sensible and pleasurable
food which, sweet though it seems, in reality
brings him who parcakes of it into communion

1 Gen. ii. i6. 8 Greg.Naz., Orat. 38and 42.9 Hoin. i. 20. I l^s.cxxxix. 6.

2 ttfau^acTTtiST]^ yvSiai <̂rove^ifiov, TOVTftrTtv,eK ttJs V'?^KaraaKbV-q^.Basil, Grugoty Naz., Anasla.sius11., Antioclieiius
and others render it so, following ihe LXX. version,and not the
llebrtw text.

3 MuxiiTt.f in Script* p. 10.

with evil. For God says. Of every free in
Paradise thou mayest freely eat^. It is

,

me-

thinks, as if God said. Through all My crea-
tions thou art to ascend to Me thy creator,
and of all the fruits thou mayest pluck one,
that is

,

Myself who am the true life : let every
thing bear for thee the fruit of life, and let
participation in Me be the support of your
oivn being. For in this way thou wilt be
immortal. But of the tree of the knoialedge
of good and evil, thou shall not eat of it : for
in the day that thou eatest thereof thou shall
surely die s. For sensible food is by nature
for the replenishing of that which gradually
wastes away and it passes into the draught
and perisheth : and he cannot .remain incor-
ruptible who partakes of sensible food.

CHAPTER XII.
Concerning Man.

In this way, then, God brought into exist-
ence mental essence *, by which I mean, angels
and all the heavenly orders. For these clearly
have a mental and incorporeal nature :

" in-

corporeal
" I mean in comparison with the

denseness of matter. For the Deity alone
in reality is immaterial and incorporeal. But
further He created in the same way sensible
essence', that is heaven and earth and the

intermediate region ; and so He created both
the kind of being that is of His own nature

(for the nature that has to do with reason is

related to God, and apprehensible by mind
alone), and the kind which, inasmuch as it

clearly falls under the province of the senses,

is separated from Him by the greatest interval.
And it was also fit that there should be a mix-
ture of both kinds of being, as a token of
still greater wisdom and of the opulence of
the Divine expenditure as regards natures, as
Gregorius, the expounder of God's being and
ways, puts it
,

and to be a sort of coVinecting
link between the visible and invisible natures ^

.

And by the word " fit " I mean, simply that it

was an evidence of the Creator's will, for that
will is the law and ordinance most meet, and
no one will say to his Maker, "Why hast Thou
so fashioned me?" F"or the potter is able at
his will to make vessels of various patterns out
of his clay ', as a proof of his own wisdom.
Now this being the case, He creates with
His own hands man of a visible nature and
an invisible, after His own image and like-
ness : on the one hand man's body He formed
of earth, and on the other his reasoning and

4 Gen. ii. 16. 5 Ibid. 17,

* Tijcuot\-rt\vovffittv rational being

7 T^i/aicr^Tjnic; titnterial being,beingperceptiblebysenst.8 Greg. Nas., brat. 38and 42. 9 Ilom. ix. ai.
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thinking soul ' He bestowed upon him by
His own iiilireatliing, and this is what we
mean by

" after His image." For the phrase
"after His image" clearly refers " t̂o the side
of his nature which consists of mind and free
will, whereas "after His likeness " means like-
ness in virtue so far as that is possible.
Further, body and soul were formed at one
and the same time 5, not first the one and then
the other, as Origen so senselessly supposes.
God then made man without evil, upright,
virtuous, free from pain and care, glorified with
every virtue, adorned with all that is good,
like a sort of second microcosm within the
lireat worlds, another angel capable of wor-
ship, compound, surveying the visible creation
and initiated into the mysteries of the realm
of thought, king over the things of earth, but
subject to a higher king, of the earth and of
the heaven, temporal and eternal, belonging
to the realm of sight and to the realm of
thought, midway between greatness and low-
liness, spirit and flesh : for he is spirit by
grace, but flesh by overweening pride : spirit
that he may abide and glorify his Benefactor,
and flesh that he may suffer, and suffering
may be admonished and disciplined when he
prides himself in his greatness s : here, that is

,

in the present life, his life is ordered as an
animal's, but elsewhere, that is

,

in the age to
come, he is changed and— to complete the
mystery —becomes deified by merely, inclining
himself towards God ; becoming deified, in
the way of participating in the divine glory
and not in that of a change into the divine
being ^

But God made him by nature sinless, and
endowed him with free will. By sinless, I

mean not that sin could find no place in
him (for tliat is the case with Deity alone),
but that sin is the result of the free volition
he enjoys rather than an integral part of his
nature 7

; that is to say, he has the power to
continue and go forward in the path of good-
ness, by co-operating with the divine grace,
and likewise to turn from good and take to
wickedness, for God has conceded this by
conferring freedom of will upon him. For

^Cf. Ckrysostom,Horn, in Gen. g ; Anttsfasfus, Ham. in
Hex. 7 ; Clem.Atex.^Strom. II. : Basil, Horn, dehoin.StiHct. i ;

Greg.Nyss., De of>i/.horn.,ch. i6 ; Iren.. Har. v. 8
,

<Sfc.

3 Cf. Gre^.Naz.y Oral. 31 ; Jerome, Episi. 82 ; August,, De
Genesi,x. 28,&c,

4 €f juLKptjjixeyav, is read in Naziam. Horn. 38 and 42 ; so
also in Nicetas,who says that ' the world is small in comparison
with man,for whosesake all wasmade.' But Combefisemended
it.

5 The text read, ry fieyeOet̂ lAoTi/iou/xeros*to fie'ivairdtrxbtv
{iiro[Lttt,vriirKj]Tai,khI fl-aiScuTjraî i^ov.On the basis of various
manuscriptsand the works of Gregory of Nazianzum, it is cor-
rectedso—'ivairdtrxri,kol iratrxwc,VTTOiiifttrqtrKrjTai,/catnauSeijTfjT^u
T<i)neyeBeL̂ iKoTif^ovilevov.^ Greg. Naz., Oral, 38and 42.

7 Readins, ouywseyrn tftvtrei,for oAA'ovkiv rp tpvcrti.

there is no virtue in what is the result of mere
force ^

-

The soul, accordingly 9
, is a living essence,

simple, incorporeal, invisible in its proper
nature to bodily eyes, immortal, reasoning
and intelligent, formless, making use of an
organised body, and being the source of its
powers of life, and growth, and sensation,
and generation ', mind being but its purest
part and not in any wise alien to it ; (for
as the eye to the body, so is the mind to
the soul) ; further it enjoys freedom and vo-
lition and energy, and is mutable, that is

, it is

given to change, because it is created. All
these qualities according to nature it has re-
ceived of the grace of the Creator, of which
grace it has received both its being and this
particular kind of nature.
Afarg. The different applications of " incor-
poreal." We understand two kinds of what is

incorporeal and invisible and formless ; the
one is such in essence, the other by free gift :

and likewise the one is such in nature, and the
other only in com[)arison with the denseness
of matter. God then is incorporeal by nature,
but the angels and demons and souls are said
to be so by free gift, and in comparison with
the denseness of matter.
Further, body is that which has three dimen-
sions, that is to say, it has length and breadth
and depth, or thickness. And every body is

composed of the four elements ; the bodies
of living creatures, moreover, are composed
of the four humours.
Now there are, it should be known, four
elements : earth which is dry and cold ; water
which is cold and wet : air which is wet and
warm : fire which is warm and dry. In like
manner there are also four humours, analogous
to the four elements : black bile, which bears
an analogy to earth, for it is dry and cold :
piilegm, analogous to water, for it is cold and
wet : blood, analogous to air =
,

for it is wet
and warm : yellow bile, the analogue to fire,
for it is warm and. dry. Now, fruits are com-
posed of the elements, and the humours are
conjposed of the fruits, and the bodies cf
living creatures consist of the humours and
dissolve back into them. For every thing
that is compound dissolves back into its
elements.
Marg, That man has community alike with
manimate things and animate creatures, whe-

8 Aihnn. lib. deinoh,contr.Afiolt.

9 The Fathers objectedto Aristotle'sdefinitionof the soul as
the kvTdKe^GLan-pwrjj(rwp.aT05̂ utriKovopyaviKov taking it to
imply that thesoul hadno independentexistencebutwasdi--S')lved
with the Ijody. Cicero explains it otlierwisej Tusc. QucEst.,bk. i.

I Maxim. , optisdeAnimn.
« Supplying the words,TV vSaTt,̂ v)ifiovyap xal vypov*alfxa,
avoLiXoyoVf.
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ther they are devoid of or possess the faculty

of reason.
Man, it is to be noted, has community with

things inanimate, and jjarticipates in the life
of unreasoning creatures, and shares in the
mental processes of those endowed with reason.
For the bond of union between man and in-
animate things is the body and its composition
out of the four elements : and the bond be-
tween man and plants consists, in addition

to these things, of their powers of nourish-
ment and growth and seeding, that is

,

genera-
tion : and finally, over and above these links

man is connected with unreasoning animals

by appetite, that is anger and desire, and

sense and impulsive movement.
There are then five senses, sight, hearing,
smell, taste, touch. Further, impulsive move-
ment consists in change from place to jjlace,
and in the movements of the body as a whole,
and in the emission of voice and the drawing
of breath. For we have it in our power to
perform or refrain from performing these
actions.
Lastly, man's reason unites him to incor-

poreal and intellis;ent natures, for he applies
his reason and mind and judgment to every-
thing, and pursues after virtues, and eagerly
fjllows after piety, which is the crown of the
virtues. And so man is a microcosm.
Ivloreover, it should be known that division
and flux and change 3 are peculiar to the body
alone. By change, 1 mean change in qiiality,
that is in heat and cold and so forth : by
flux, I mean change in the way of depletion t,

for dry things and wet things and spirits suffer
depletion, and require repletion : so that hun-
ger and thirst are natural affections. Again,
division is the separation of the humours, one
from another, and the partition into form and
matter *.

But piety and thought are the peculiar
properties of the soul. And the virtues are
common to soul and body, although they are
referred to the soul as if the soul were making
use of the body.
The reasoning part, it should be understood,
naturally bears rule over that which is void of
reason. For the faculties of the soul are
divided into that which has reason, and that
which IS without reason. Again, of that which

is without reason there are two divisions : that
which does not listen to reason, that is to say,

is disobedient to reason, and that which listens
and obeys reason. That which does not listen
or obey reason is the vital or pulsating faculty.

3 ro\iri] K̂al /ieutrts.Kal /ierajSoA^.

4 Neme.'i.,ae Nat. Ho7n , ch. i.'• Nemes.,deNat. Horn., ci
l

i.

5 Or, breath,Trreujuo,

and the spermatic or generative faculty, and
the vegetative or nutritive faculty : to tliis

belong also the faculties of growth and bodily
formation. For these are not under the do-
minion of reason but under that of nature.
That which listens to and obeys reason, on
the other hand is divided into anger and
desire. And the unreasoning part of the
soul is called in common the pathetic and
the appetitive?. Further, it is to be under-
stood, that impulsive movement ^ likewise be-
longs to the part that is obedient to reason.
The part 9 which does not pay heed to
reason includes the nutritive and generative
and pulsating faculties : and the name " vege-
tative'"" is applied to the faculties of increase
and nutriment and generation, and the name
" vital " to the faculty of pulsation.
Of the faculty of nutrition, then, there are
four forces : an attractive force which attracts
nourishment : a retentive force by which nour-
ishment is retained and not suffered to be
immediately excreted : an alterative force by
which the food is resolved into the humours:
and an excretive force, by which the excess
of fojd is excreted into the draught and cast
forth.
The forces again ', inherent in a living
creature are, it should be noted, partly psy-
chical, I'artly vegetative, partly vital. The
psychical forces are concerned with free voh-
tion, that is to say, impulsive movement and
sensation. Impulsive movement includes
change of place and movement of the body
as a whole,' and phonation and respiration.
For it is in our power to perform or refrain
from performing these acts. The vegetative
and vital forces, however, are quite outside the
province of will. The vegetative, moreover,
include the faculties of nourishment and
growth, and generation, and the vital power

is the faculty of pulsation. For these go on
energising whether we will it or not.
Lastly, we must observe that of actual
things, some are good, and some are bad.

A good thing in anticipation constitutes de-
sire : while a good thing in realisation con-
stitutes pleasure. Similarly an evil thing in
anticipation begets fear, and in realisation

it begets pain. And when we speak of good

in this connection we are to be understood
to mean both real and apparent good : and,
similarly, we mean real and apparent evil.

7 TradyjTiKoi'Kal opeKTiKov.

8 1
7 /caS'6ptJ-r]vkli/yjo'l^,

9 The followingthreepariigraphs,as foundin manuscriptsand
the old tranil.ition, areplacedat the endof ch. 32, " Concerning
Anger," but do not suit thecontextthere.
9* Supplyingtheword (jtvTiKovIromNemesius.* Nmiies. ên. 23.
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CHAPTER XIII.

Concerning Pleasures.

There are pleasures of tlie soul and pleasures
of the body. The pleasures of the soul are
those which are the exchisive possession of
the soul, such as the pleasures of learning and
contemplation. The pleasures of the body,
however, are those which are enjoyed by soul
and body in fellowship, and hence are called
bodily pleasures : and such are the pleasures
of food and intercourse and the like. But
one could not find any class of pleasures =

belonging solely to the body 3.
Again, some pleasures are true, others false.
And the exclusively intellectual pleasure^ con-
sist in knowledge and contemplation, while
the pleasures of the body depend upon sensa-
tion. Further, of bodily pleasures *, some are
both natural and necessary, in the absence
of which life is im])ossible, for example the
pleasures of food which replenishes waste, and
the pleasures of necessary clothing. Others
are natural but not necessary, as the pleasures
of natural and lawful intercourse. For though
the function that these perform is to secure
the permanence of the race as a whole, it
is still possible to live a virgin life apart from
them. Others, however, are neither natural
nor necessary, such as drunkenness, lust, and
surfeiting to excess. For these contribute
neither to the maintenance of our own lives
nor to the succession of the race, but on the
contrary, are rather even a hindrance. He
therefore that would live a life acceptable
to God must follow after those pleasures
which are both natural and necessary: and
must give a secondary place to those which
are natural but not necessary, and enjoy
them only in fitting season, and manner, and
measure ; while' the others must be altogether
renounced.
Those then are to be considered morals
pleasures which are not bound up with pain,
and bring no cause for repentance, and result
in no other harm and keep ^within the bounds
of moderation, and do not draw us far away
from serious occupations, nor make slaves
of us.

CHAPTER XIV.
Concerning Pain.

There are four varieties of pain, viz., an-
guish?, grief^, envy, pity. Anguish is pain

^Reading, ovkaveiipoiric ISias rjSovd^.
3 Nemes.,ch. i8 ; C/irys., Horn. iiLJoan., 74.
4 SeeChrysostojtitHorn, injoannem, 74; CicerOiDefin, i
etmal., i.
s KaA(i9,honourable,good.
^Text, x^P^^^o-'S.Varii-int,Trapa;^(iipou'o'as.
7 aXos- S aX^os.
vo;.. IX.

without utterance : grief is pain that is heavy
to bear like a burden : envy is pain over the
good fortune of others : pity is pain over the
evil fortune of others.

CHAPTER XV.
Concerning; Fear.

Fear is divided into six varieties : viz.,
shrinking 9, sliame, disgrace, consternation,
panic, anxiety 9". Shrinking 9'' is fear of some
act about to take place. Shame is fear
arising from the anticipation of blame : and
this is the highest form of the affection.
Disgrace is fear springing from some base
act already done, and even for this form there
is some hope of salvation. Consternation is
fear originating in some huge product of the
imagination. Panic is fear caused by some
unusual product of the imagination. Anxiety
is fear of failure, that is

, of misfortune : for
when we fear that our efforts will not meet
with success, we suffer anxiety.

CHAPTER XVI.
Concerning Anger.

Anger is the ebullition ' of the heart's blood '
produced by bilious exhalation or turbidity.
Hence it is that the words x"^") and x"^"^'
are both used in the sense of anger. Anger

is sometimes lust for vengeance. For when
we are wronged or think that we are wronged,
we are distressed, and there arises this mix-
ture of desire and anger.
There are three forms of anger : rage, which
the Greeks also call x"'^') or ^oXos, \xr\vii and
KoTor. When anger arises and begins to be^
roused, it is called rage or x°>^h or x'^o^.
Wrath again implies that the bile endures,
that is to say, that the memory of the wrong
abides : and indeed the Greek word for it
,

p^ms,,

is derived from nivtw, and means what abides
and is transferred to memory. Rancour, oni
the other hand, implies watching for a suit-
able moment for revenge, and the Greek,

word for it is kuto% from KfTo-^ai.

Anger further is the satelhte of reason, the'
vindicator of desire. For when we long after
anything and are opposed in our desire by
some one, we are angered at that person, as.

though we had been wronged : and reason

evidently deems that there are just grounds
for displeasure in what has happened, in the

9 oKvo<i.dread. 9* ayui/ia. _
9'J Nemesiusandcertainmanuscriptsgive thesespeciesof fear
in a dififerentorder, viz., dread, consternation,panic, anxiety,
shame,disgrace.

1 ^e'tris,boilitlg.

2 TQvn-eplKapSt'ai/ai^aTo;,thebloodabout theheart.

3 Nemes.,ch. 21.
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case of those who, like us, have in the natural
course of things to guard their own position.

CFIAPTER XVII.
Concerning Imagination.

Imagination ■•is a faculty of the unreasoning
part of the soul. It is through the organs
of sense that it is brought into action, and
it is spoken of as sensation. And further,
what is imagined s and perceived is that which
comes widiin the scope of the faculty of
imagination and sensation. For example, the
sense of sight is the visual faculty itself, but
the object of sight is that which comes within
the scope of the sense of siglit, such as a stone
or any other such object. Further, an ima-
gination is an affection of the unreasoning
l)art of the soul which is occasioned by some
object acting upon the sensation. But an
appearance ^ is an empty affection of the
unreasoning part of the soul, not occasioned
by any object acting upon the sensation.
Moreover the organ of imagination is the
anterior ventricle of the brain.

CHAPTER XVIII.
Concerning Sensation.

Sensation is that faculty of the soul whereby
material objects can be apprehended or dis-
criminated. And the sensoria are the organs
or members through which sensations are con-
veyed. And the objects of sense are the
things that come within the province of sensa-
tion. And lastly, the subject of sense is the
living animal which possesses the faculty of
sensation. Now there are five senses, and
likewise five organs of sense.
The first sense is sight : and the sensoria
or organs of sight are the nerves of the brain
and
_
the eyes. Now sight is primarily per-

ception of colour, but along with the colour
it discriminates the body that has colour, and
its size and form, and locality, and the inter-
vening space and the number 7 : also whether
it is in motion or at rest, rough or smooth,
even or uneven, sharp or blunt, and finally
whether its composition is watery or earthy,
that is

,

wet or dry.
The second sense is hearing, whereby voices
and sounds are perceived. And it distin-
guishes these as sharp or deep, or smooth
or loud. Its organs are the soft nerves of the
brain, and the structure of the ears. Further,
man and the ape are the only animals that do
not move their ears.
The third sense is smell, which is caused by

4 ^ruiTtuTTiKov. 5 Or, presented.

« SeeAristotle, Dt anima, III. c. 7. 7 Nemes.,ch. 71.

the nostrils transmitting the vapours to the
brain : and it is bounded by the extreme
limits of the anterior ventricle of the brain.
It is the faculty by which vapours are per-
ceived and apprehended. Now, the most
generic distinction between vapours is whether
they have a good or an evil odour, or form an
intermediate class with neither a good nor
an evil odour. A good odour is produced
by the thorough digestion in the body of the
humours. When they are only moderately
digested the intermediate class is formed, and
when the digestion is very imperfect or utterly
wanting, an evil odour results.
The fourth sense is taste : it is the faculty
whereby the humours are apprehended or
perceived, and its organs of sense are the
tongue, and more especially the lips, and the
palate (which the Greeks call oipavia-Kos), and
in these are nerves that come from the brain
and are spread out, and convey to the domi-
nant part of the soul the perception or sensa-
tion they have encountered ^

.

The so-called
gustatory qualities of the humours are these :—
sweetness, pungency, bitterness, astringency,
acerbity, sourness, saltness, fattiness, stickiness;
for taste is capable of discriminating all these.
But water has none of these qualities, and

is therefore devoid of taste. Moreover, astrin-
gency is only a more intense and exaggerated

I form of acerbity.
The fifth sense is touch, which is common
to all living things 9. Its organs are nerves
which come from the brain and ramify all
through the body. Hence the body as a

whole, including even the other organs of
sense, possesses the sense of touch. Within
its scope come heat and cold, softness and
hardness, viscosity and brittleness % heaviness
and lightness : for it is by touch alone that
these qualities are discriminated. On the
other hand, roughness and smoothness, dry-
ness and wetness, thickness and thinness, up
and down, place and size, whenever that is

such as to be embraced in a single application
of the sense of touch, are all common to touch
and sight, as well as denseness and rareness,
that is porosity, and rotundity if it is small,
and some other shapes. In like manner also
by the aid of memory and thought perception
of the nearness of a body is possible, and
similarly perception of number up to two
or three, and such small and easily reckoned
figures. But it is by sight rather than touch
that these things are perceived.
The Creator, it is to be noted, fashioned

8 Netties.,ch. 9. 9 Ibid., ch. 8.

I ^fipav is added in someMSS. but wrongly: for it is what

is perceived by touch alone that is here spoken of, whereas,
below, we are told that dryness is recognisedalso by sight ; so
alsoin Nemesius.
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all the other organs of sense in pairs, so that
if one were destroyed, the other might fill its
place. For there are two eyes, two'ears, two
orifices of the nose, and two tongues, which
in some animals, such as snakes, are separate,
but in others, like man, are united. But touch
is spread over the whole body with the excep-
tion of bones, nerves, nails, horns, hairs,
ligaments, and other such structures.
Further, it is to be observed that sight is
possible only in straight lines, whereas smell
and hearing are not limited to straight lines
only, but act in all directions. Touch, again,
and taste act neither in straight lines, nor
in every direction, but only when each comes
near to the sensible objects that are proper
to it.

CHAPTER XIX.
Concerning Thought.

The faculty of thought deals with judgments
and assents, and impulse to action and dis-
inclinations, and escapes from action : and
more especially with thoughts connected with
what is thinkable, and the virtues and the
different branches of learning, and the theories
of the arts and matters of counsel and choice ^.
Further, it is this faculty which prophesies
the future to us in dreams, and this is what
the Pythagoreans, adopting the Hebrew view,
hold to be the one true form of prophecy. The
organ of thought then is the mid-ventricle
of the brain, and the vital spirit it contains 3.

CHAPTER XX.
Concerning Memory.

The faculty of memory is the cause + and
storehouse of remembrance and recollection.
For memory is a fantasy s that is left be-
hind of some sensation and thought * mani-
festing itself in action ; or the preservation ^
of a sensation and thought^. For the soul
comprehends objects of sense through the
organs of sense, that is to say, it perceives,
and thence arises a notion : and similarly
it comprehends the objects of thouglit through
the mind, ^nd thence arises a thought. It is
then the preservation of the types of these
notions and thoughts that is spoken of as
memory.
Further, it is worthy of remark that the

2 Nemes.,ch. ii.
3 Greg. Nyss.f De opt/. Horn., ch. 13.
4 Text, aiTtoi/. R. 2930,ayyeioi'.
5 ^avTO-trlo..6 Kat i/o^trefa)sis wanting in -someMSS , nor is it found in
Nemesius,who borrowedhis descriplion fromOiigen.
7 Text, (TuiTrjpia..Variant, truapeta,a heaping up, "coacer-
vatio." Faber has " confirmatio," which is nearer trtuTripLa,
couservaiw,v/hichis foundin Nemesius,&c.
8 Nejiies., ch. 13.

apprehension of matters of thought depends
on learning, or natural process of thought,
and not on sensation. For though objects
of sense are retained in the memory by them-
selves, only such objects of thought are re-
membered as we have learned, and we have
no memory of their essence.
Recollection is the name given to the
recovery of some memory lost by forgetful-
ness. For forgetfulness is just loss of memory.
The faculty of imagination 9 then, having ap-
prehended material objects through the senses,
transmits this to the faculty of thought or
reason (for they are both the same), and this
after it has received and passed judgment on

it
,

passes it on to the faculty of memory.
Now the organ of memory is the posterior
ventricle of the brain, which the Greeks call
the ■n-apfyKt(j)a\is, and the vital spirit it con-
tains.

CHAPTER XXI.
Concerning Conception and Articulation.

Again the reasoning part of the soul is

divided into conception and articulation.
Conception is an activity of the soul origin-
ating in the reason without resulting in utter-
ance. Accordingly, often, even when we are
silent we run through a whole speech in our
minds, and hold discussions in our dreams.
And it is this faculty chiefly which constitutes
us all reasoning beings. For those who are
dumb by birth or have lost their voice through
some disease or injury, are just as much
reasoning beings. But articulation by voice
or in the different dialects requires energy :

that is to say, the word is articulated by the
tongue and mouth, and this is why it is named
articulation. It is, indeed, the messenger of
thought, and it is because of it that we are
called speaking beings.

CHAPTER XXir.
Concerning Passion and Energy.

Passion is a word with various meanings,
It is used in regard to the body, and refers to
diseases and wounds, and again, it is used in

reference to the soul, and means desire and

anger. But to speak broadly and generally,
passion is an animal affection which is suc-

ceeded by pleasure and pain. For pain suc-
ceeds passion, but is not the same thing as

passion. For passion is an affection of things
without sense, but not so pain. Pain then

is not passion, but the sensation of passion :

and it must be considerable, that is to say.

9 TO0arTa(7TiKoi',thefaculty offantasy.
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it must be great enough to come within the
scope of sense.
Again, the definition of passions of the soul
is this : Passion is a sensible activity of the
appetitive faculty, depending on the presenta-
tion to the mind of something good or bad. Or
in other words, passion is an irrational activity
of the soul, resulting from the notion of some-
thing good or bad. For the notion of some-
thing good results in desire, and the notion of
something bad results in anger. But passion
considered as a class, that is

,
passion in general,

is defined as a movement in one thing caused

by another. Energy, on the other hand, is a

drastic movement, and by " drastic " is meant
that which is moved of itself. Thus, anger is

the energy manifested by the part of the soul
where anger resides, whereas passion involves
the two divisions of the soul, and in addition
the wliole body when it is forcibly impelled
to action by anger. For there has been caused
movement in one thing caused by another,
and this is called passion.
But in anodier sense energy is spoken of
as passion. For energy is a movement in
harmony with nature, whereas passion is a

movenient at variance with nature. Accord-
ing, then, to this view, energy may be spoken
of as passion when it does not act in accord
with nature, whether its movement is due
to itself or to some other thing. Thus, in
connection with the heart, its natural pulsation

is energy, whereas its palpitation, which is an
excessive and unnatural movement, is passion
and not energy.
But it is not every activity of the passionate
part of the soul that is called passion, but
only the more violent ones, and such as are
capable of causing sensation : for the minor
and unperceived movements are certainly not
passions. For to constitute passion there is

necessary a considerable degree of force, and
thus it is on this account that we add to the
definition of passion that it is a sensible
activity. For the lesser activities escape the
notice of the senses, and do not cause passion.
Observe also that our soul possesses two-
fold faculties, those of knowledge, and those
of life. The faculties of knowledge are mind,
thought, notion, presentation, sensation : and
the vital or appetitive faculties are will
and choice. Now, to make what has been
said clearer, let us consider these things more
closely, and first let us take the faculties of
knowledge.
Presentation and sensation then have al-
ready been sufficiently discussed above. It is

sensation that causes a passion, which is called
.presentation, to arise in the soul, and from pre-
sentation comes notion. Thereafter thought,

weighing the truth or falseness of the notion,
determines what is true: and this explains
the Greek word for thought, diamm, which

is derived from Siavne'iv, meaning to think and
discriminate. That, however, which is judged '

and determined to be true, is spoken of as
mind.
Or to put it otherwise : The primary activity
of the mind, observe, is intelligence, but in-
telligence applied to any object is called a

thought, and when this persists and makes on
the mind an impression' of the object of
thought, it is named reflection, and when
reflection dwells on the same object and puts
itself to the test, and closely examines the
relation of the thought to the soul, it gets the
name prudence. Further, prudence, when it

extends its area forms the power of reasoning,
and is called conception, and this is defined
as the fullest activity of the soul, arising in

that part where reason resides, and being de-
void of outward expression : and from it pro-
ceeds the uttered word spoken by the tongue.
And now that we have discussed the faculties
of knowledge, let us turn to the vital or
appetitive faculties.
It should be understood that there is im-
planted in the soul by nature a faculty of
desiring that which is in harmony with its
nature, and of maintaining in close union
all that belongs essentially to its nature: and
this power is called will or dc^rjiris. For
the essence both of existence and of living
yearns after activity both as regards mind and
sense, and in this it merely longs to realise its
own natural and perfect being. And so this
definition also is given of this natural will :

will is an appetite, both rational and vital,
depending only on what is natural. So that
will " is nothing else than the natural and
vital and rational appetite of all things that
go to constitute nature, that is
,

just the simple
faculty. For the appetite of creatures without
reason, since it is irrational, is not called will.
Again (iouXijo-ir or wish is a sort of natural
will, that is to say, a natural and rational
appetite for some definite thing. For there

is seated in the soul of man a faculty of
rational desire. When, then, this rational de-
sire directs itself naturally to some definite
object it is called wish. For wish is rational
desire and longing for some definite thing.
Wish, however, is used both in connection
with what is within our power, and in con-
nection with what is outside our power, that

is
,

both with regard to the possible and the
impossible. For we wish often to indulge
lust or to be temperate, or to sleep and the

» Cf. I Cor. i. lo. 2 Max, ad Marin, etad Incert. p. 98.
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like, and these are within our power to accom-
plish, and possible. But we wish also to be
kings, and this is not within our power, or we
wish perchance never to die, and this is an
impossibility.
The wish 3, then, has reference to the end
alone, and not to the means by which the encl
is attained. The end is the object of our wish,
for instance, to be a king or to enjoy good
health: but the means by which the end is
attained, that is to say, the manner in which
we ought to enjoy good health, or reach the
rank of king, are the objects of delibera-
tion'*. Then after wish follow inquiry and
speculation (fiyrj/o-iE and (tkc^is), and after
these, if the object is anything witlvn our
power, comes counsel or deliberation (^ovKfi
or /SouXfuo-is) : counsel is an appetite for in-

vestigating lines of action lying within our
own power. For one deliberates, whether
one ought to prosecute any matter or not,
and next, one decides which is the better, and
this is called judgment (xpiVis). Thereafter,
one becomes disposed to and forms a liking
for that in favour of which deliberation gave
judgment, and this is called inclination (yva>iJiri).
For should one form a judgment and not
be disposed to or form a liking for the object
of that judgment, it is not called inclination.
Then, again, after one has become so disposed,
choice or selection (n-pouipeo-is and cVtXoyij)
comes into play. For choice consists in the
choosing and selecting of one of two possi-
bilities in preference to the other. Then one
is impelled to action, and this is called im-
pulse (op/ii?) : and thereafter it is brought into
employment, and this is called use (xprjo-is).
The last stage after we have enjoyed the use
is cessation from desire.
In the case, however, of creatures without
reason, as soon as appetite is roused for any-
thing, straightway arises impulse to action.
For the appetite of creatures without reason
is irrational, and they are ruled by their
natural appetite. Hence, neither the names
of will or wish are applicable to the appetite
of creatures without reason. For will is ra-
tional, free and natural desire, and in the case
of man, endowed with reason as he is

,

the
natural appetite is ruled rather than rules.
For his actions are free, and depend upon
reason, since the faculties of knowledge and
life are bound up together in man. He is free
in desire, free in wish, free in examination
and investigation, free in deliberation, free in

judgment, free in inclination, free in choice,

free in impulse, and free in action where that

is in accordance with nature.
But in the case of God s, it is to be remem-
bered, we speak of wish, but it is not correct
to speak of choice. For God does not de-
liberate, since that is a mark of ignorance,
and no one deliberates about what he knows.
But if counsel is a mark of ignorance, surely
choice* must also be so. God, then, since
He has absolute knowledge of everything,
does not deliberate 7.

Nor in the case of the soul of the Lord
do we speak of counsel or choice, seeing that
He had no part in ignorance. For, although
He was of a nature that is not cognisant of the
future, yet because of His oneness in subsist-
ence with God the Word, He had know-
ledge of all things, and that not by grace, but,
as we have said, because He was one in sub-
sistence^. For He Himself was both God
and Man, and lience He did not possess
the will that acts by opinions or disposition.
While He did possess the natural and simple
will which is to be observed equally in all
the personalities of men. His holy soul had
not opinion ' (or, disposition) that is to say,
no inclination opposed to His divine will, nor
aught else contrary to His divine will. For
opinion (or, disposition) differs as persons dif-
fer, except in the case of the holy and simple
and uncompound and indivisible Godhead =

.

There, indeed, since the subsistences are in
nowise divided or separated, neither is the

object of will divided. And there, since there

is but one nature, there is also but one natural
will. And again, since the subsistences are
unseparated, the three subsistences have also
one object of will, and one activity. In the
case of men, however, seeing that their nature

is one, their natural will is also one, but since
their subsistences 3 are separated and divided
from each other, alike in place and time, and

disposition to things, and in many other re-

spects, for this reason their acts of will and
their opinions are different. But in the case
of our Lord Jesus Christ, since He possesses
different natures. His natural wills, that is

.

His volitional faculties belonging to Him as
God and as Man are also different. But since
the subsistence is one, and He Who exercises

3 TO/SOU^TJTOV.

4 jT/ajr.Dial, cum Pyrrk. ei Epist i ad Marin,

5 ThomasAquinas (i—2, Queest.4, a. i and 2) lays down the
position, in accordancewith John of Damascus,that there is no
■'counsel"in God guatenusest ap/ietititsinquisitivus, but that
there is qutmtum ad certitudineiit judicii. Basil {Hexaeiit.
Horn, r), arguing against the ancient philosopherswho taught
that the world wasmadean-poaipeVtos,affirms" counsel" in God
in the latter sense.

6 Max. , Epist. I ad Marin,

7 Text, 6 5^'©eb?TTiivTaetfiwjaTr\wy,oujSouAevcTot.Various
reading is, 6 6e0e6sTrairaaiSus ajrAtusfSovXtrai,

8 Max., Dial, cumPyrrh.

9 6l6oii^zyvoifxiKovefxefle'ATjjua. ^ yvaifi^v.

2 V, infr., lib. iii. ch. 14. 3 Ox,personalities.
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the will is one, the object of the will*, that is.
the gnomic will 5, is also one, His human will
evidently following His divine will, and willing
that which the divine will willed it to will.
Further note, that will {dfX-qa-is) and wish
(PovXrja-is) are two different things:^ also the

object of will (to Qik^r^v) and the capacity
for will (^cXtjt-ik.ii/), and the subject that exercises
will (6 6e\wv), are all different. For will is just
the simple faculty of willing, whereas wish
is will directed to some definite object. Again,
the object of will is the matter underlying
the will, that is to say, the thing that we will :
for instance, when appetite is roused for food.
The appetite pure and simple, however, is
a rational will. The capacity for will, more-
over, means that v^^hichpossesses the volitional
faculty, for example, man. Further, the sub-
ject that exercises will is the actual person
who makes use of will.
The vvord to Be'Xiiua, it is well to note, some-
times denotes the will, that is

,

the volitional
faculty, and in this sense we speak of natural
will : and sometimes it denotes the object
of will, and we speak of will {&^X,]fiayvm^iKoV)
depending on inclination ^

-

CHAPTER XXIir.
Co7icerning Energy.

All the faculties ^ we have already dis-
cussed, botli those of knowledge and those
of life, both the natural and the artificial, are,

it is to be noted, called energies. For energy^

is the natural force and activity of each es-
sence : or again, natural energy is the activity
innate in every essence : and so, clearly, things
that have the same essence have also the
same energy, and things that have different
natures have also different energies. For no
essence can be devoid of natural energy.
Natural energy again is the force in each
essence by which its nature is made manifest.
And again : natural energy is the primal,
eternally-moving force of the intelligent soul ■
that is

,

the eternally-moving word of the soul,
A-hich ever springs naturally from it. And yet
again : natural energy

y is the force and activity
of each essence which only that which is not
lacks.
But actions sa are also called energies: for

4 Text, ec.V,,Tor,asgiven by Faber. Variant, BAtrriKiv.5 7-0yvu^Ko,. eeA„i<,,thewill of individual opmioii, or, thedispositionalwill. '

" Or, acting byopinion,or disposition,

ap

''

MaV' '^I'-'i
'" '°"''''-' '^'°'"''''■^■f-^^•^^^•'P-44 ; Clem. Alex.

.

^

^he
Greek evepyeialieing a term with a large connotationIS explainedas meaningin different casesopcation (ol,enUio)action (actio),
^^i
act(actus). Nemesiusdefinesactio Joperatioratwiialis, actusz.ipci/ectiopotentiie.

oyeraiio

9 <Z^.Anast Sin. in 'OS.jyo!,p. ^i; John of Dam., Dialect.'- ^o: C'rtg. Nyss.,mMaxi:::us,{\..-p.T.-^i.

lowrng^cSpt'er.
^° ''''"^" '° ''"'"'"' *' ''"'''^"'' ^°^""' '" ""' f"'"

instance, speaking, eating, drinking, and such
like. The natural affections s'' also are often
called energies, for instance, hunger, thirst,
and so forth '- And yet again, the result
of the force is also often called energy.
Things are spoken of in a twofold way
as being potential and actual. For we say
that the child at the breast is a potential
scholar, for he is so equipped that, if taught,
he will become a scholar. Further, we speak
of a potential and an actual scholar, meaning
that the latter is versed in letters, while the
former has the power of interpreting letters,
but does not put it into actual use : again,
when we speak of an actual scholar, we mean
that he puts his power into actual use, that is

to say, that he re.Uly interprets writings.
It is, therefore, to be observed that in the
second sense potentiality and actuality go
together ; for the scholar is in the one case
potential, and in the other actual.
The primal and only true energy of nature

is the voluntary or rational and indepcnlent
life which constitutes our humanity. I know
not how those who rob the Lord of this can
say that He became man ^

.

Energy is drastic activity of nature : and by
drastic is meant that which is moved of itself.

CHAPTER XXIV.
Concerning what is Voluntary and
what is Involuntary.

The voluntary 3 implies a certain definite
action, and so-called involuntariness also im-
plies a certain definite action. Further, many
attribute true involuntariness not only to suf-
fering, but even to action. We must then
understand action to be rational energy. Ac-
tions are followed by praise or blame, and
some of them are accompanied with pleasure
and others with pain ; some are to be desired
by the actor, others are to be shunned : further,
of those that are desirable, some are always
so, others only at some jjarticular time. And
so it is also with those that are to be shunned.
Again, some actions enlist pity and are pardon-
able, others are hateful and deserve punish-
ment. Voluntariness, then, is assuredly fol-
lowed by praise or blame, and renders the
action pleasurable and desirable to the actor,
either for all time or for the moment of its
performance. Involuntariness, on the other
hand, brings merited pity or pardon in its
train, and renders the act painful and unde-

9" Ti iraS,. Cf. Instit. Elem., c. 9; Greg. Nyss., Cont.Euiiotii., V. p. 170.* Max., Dial, cumPyrrh. .^2 Greg. Nyss. ap. Max., p. 155.3 Cf. Greg.Nyss., in Maxim.; Nemes.,ch. 29.
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sirable to the doer, and makes him leave it in
a state of incompleteness even though force
is brought to bear upon him.
Further, what is involuntary depends in

part on force and in part on ignorance. It
depends on force when the creative beginning
oi cause is from without, that is to say, when
one is forced by another without being at
all persuaded, or when one does not con-
tribute to the act on one's own impulse, or
does not co-operate at all, or do on one's
own account that whicli is exacted by force ■

*.

Thus we may give this definition : " An in-
voluntary act is one in which the beginning

is from without, and where one does not
contribute at all on one's own impuJse to
that to which one is forced." And by begin-
ning we mean the creative cause. An in-
voluntary act depends, on the other hand,
on ignorance, when one is not the cause of
the ignorance one's self, but events just so
happen. For, if one commits murder while
drunk, it is an act of ignorance, but yet not
involuntary s : for one was one's self responsi-
ble for the cause of the ignorance, that is

to say, the drunkenness But if while shoot-
ing at the customary range one slew one's
father who happened to be passing by, this
would be termed an ignorant and involuntary
act.

As, then, that which is involuntary is in two
parts, one depending on force, the other on
ignorance, that which is voluntary is the oppo-
site of both. For that which is voluntary

is the result neither of force nor of ignorance *.

A voluntary act, then, is one of which the
beginning or cause originates in an actor, who
knows each individual circumstance through
which and in which the action takes place.
By " individual " is meant what the rhetori-
cians call circumstantial elements : for in-
stance, the actor, the sufferer, the action
(perchance a murder), the instrument, the
place, the time, the manner, the reason of
the action.
Notice that there are certain things that
occupy a place intermediate between what

is voluntary and what is involuntary. Al-
though they are unpleasant and painful we
welcome them as the escape from a still
greater trouble ; for instance, to escape ship-
wreck we cast the cargo overboard 7

.

Notice also that children and irrational
creatures perform voluntary actions, but these
do not involve the exercise of choice : further,
all our actions that are done in anger and
without previous deliberation are voluntary

4 Nernes.,ch. 33. 5 Ibid., ch. 31.

7 Ibid., ch. 30.

^ Ibid., ch. 32.

actions, but do not in the least involve free
choice^- Also, if a friend suddenly appears
on die scene, or if one unexpectedly lights on

a treasure, so far as we are concerned it

is quite voluntary, but there is no question
of choice in the matter. For all these things
are voluntary, because we desire pleasure
from them, but they do not by any means
imply choice, because they are not the result
of deliberation. And deliberation must as-
suredly precede choice, as we have said above.

CHAPTER XXV.
Concerning ivhat is in our own power, that is

,

concern in^ Free-will 9
.

The first enquiry involved in the consider-
ation of free-will, that is

,

of what is in our own
power, is whether anything is in our power ^ :

for there are many who deny this. The
second is

,

what are the things that are in our
power, and over what things do we have
authority? The 'third is

,

what is the reason
for which God Who created us endued us
with free-will? So then we shall take up the
first question, and firstly we shall prove that
of those things which even our opponents
grant, some are within our power. And let
us proceed thus.
Of all the things that happen, the cause

is said to be either God, or necessity, or fate,
or nature, or chance, or accident. But God's
function has to do with essence and provi-
dence : necessity deals with the movement
of things that ever keep to the same course :

fate with the necessary accomplishment of the
things it brings to pass (for fate itself implies
necessity) : nature with birth, growth, de-
struction, plants and animals ; chance with
what is rare and unexpected. For chance

is defined as the meeting and concurrence
of two causes, originating in choice but bring-
ing to pass something other than what is

natural : for example, if a man finds a treasure
while digging a ditch = : for the man who hid
the treasure did not do so that the other might
find it

,

nor did the finder dig with the purpose
of finding the treasure : but the former hid

it that he might take it away when he wished,
and the other's aim was to dig the ditch :

whereas something happened quite different
from what both had in view. Accident again
deals with casual occurrences that take place
among lifeless or irrational things, apart from
nature and art. This then is their doctrine.
Under which, then, of these categories are we
to bring what happens through the agency o

f

8 denies.^ ch. 33. 9 tqv avre^outrtov.SeealsoHI. 34.

I Nemcs,,ch. 39.

= Text, rat^poc. Variant, Ta(/)oc.
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man, if indeed man is not the cause and
lieginning of action 3? for it would not be
riglit to ascribe to God actions that are some-
times base and unjust : nor may we ascribe

these to necessity, for they are not such as

ever continue the same : nor to fate, for fate

implies not possibihty only but necessity :

nor to nature, for nature's province is animals

and plants : nor to chance, for the actions of
men are not rare and unexpected : nor to

accident, for that is used in reference to the

casual occurrences that take place in the

world of lifeless and irrational things. We
are left then with this fact, that the man who
acts and makes is himself the author of his
own works, and is a creature endowed with
free-will.
Further, if man is the author of no action,
the faculty of deliberation is quite superfluous:
for to what purpose could deliberation be put
if man is tlie master of none of his actions ?
for all deliberation is for the sake of action.
But to prove that the fairest and most precious
of man's endowments is quite superfluous
would be the height of absurdity. If then
man deliberates, he deliberates with a view
to action. For all deliberation is witli a view
to and on account of action.

CHAPTER XXVI.
Concerning Events *.

Of events 5, some are in our hands, others
are not. Those then are in our hands wliich
we are free to do or not to do at our will,
that is all actions that are done voluntarily

(for those actions are not called voluntary
the doing of which is not in our hands), and
in a word, all that are followed by blame or
praise and depend on motive and law. Strictly
all mental* and deliberative acts are in our
hands. Now deliberation is concerned with
equal possibilities : and an ' equal possibility

'

is an action that is itself within our power and
its opposite, and our mind makes choice of
the alternatives, and this is the origin of
action. The actions, therefore, that are in our
hands are these equal possibilities : e.g. to
be moved or not to be moved, to hasten or
not to hasten, to long for unnecessaries or not
to do so, to tell lies or not to tell lies, to give
or not to give, to rejoice or not to rejoice as
iits the occasion, and all such actions as imply
virtue or vice in their performance, for we
are free to do or not to do these at our
pleasure. Amongst equal possibilities also

3 Text, fl-pa^ew?.MSS. irpa^ewy,as in Nemesius.
4 TrepITaifyLfOfj-Evoiv. 5 Nemes.,ch. 40.

are included the arts, for we have it in our
power to cultivate these or not as we please.
Note, however, that while the choice of
what is to be done is ever in our power, the
action itself often is prevented by some dis-
pensation of the divine Providence 7.

CHAPTER XXVII.
Concerning the reason of our endoivment

with Free-will.

We hold, therefore, that free-will ^ comes on
the scene at the same moment as reason, and
that change and alteration are congenital to
all that is produced. For all that is produced
is also subject to change'. For those things
must be subject to change whose production
has its origin in change. And change consists
in being brought into being out of nothing,
and in transforming a substratum of matter
into something different. Inanimate things,
then, and things without reason undergo the
afore-mentioned bodily changes, while the
changes of things endowed with reason de-
pend on choice. For reason consists of a
speculative and a practical part. The specu-
lative part is the contemplation of the nature
of things, and the practical consists in deliber-
ation and defines the true reason for what

is to be done. The speculative side is called
mind or wisdom, and the practical side is

called reason or prudence. Every one, then,
who deliberates does so in the belief that the
choice of what is to be done lies in his hands,
that he may choose what seems best as the

result of his deliberation, and having chosen
may act upon it. And if this is so, free-will
must necessarily be very closely related to

reason. For either man is an irrational being,
or, if he is rational, he is master of his acts
and endowed with free-will. Hence also
creatures without reason do not enjoy free-
will : for nature leads them rather than they
nature, and so they do not oppose the natural

appetite, but as soon as their appetite longs
after anything they rush headlong after it.

But man, being rational, leads nature rather
than nature him, and so when he desires

aught he has the power to curb his appetite
or to indulge it as he pleases. Hence also
creatures devoid of reason are the subjects
neither of praise nor blame, while man is the

subject of both praise and blame '.
Note also that the angels, being national,
are endowed with free-will, and, inasmuch as
they are created, are liable to change. This

7 Kernes.,ch. 57.8 I'his is suppliedby CombefisfromNemesius.
9 Nemes., ch. 41.
I This sentenceis omittedin Basil and someMSS.
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in fact is mcide plain by the devil who, al-

though made good by the Creator, became

of his own free-will the inventor of evil, and
by the powers who revolted with him ^, that
is the demons, and by the other troops of
angels who abode in goodness.

CHAPTER XXVIII.
Concerning what is not in our hands.

Of things that are not in our hands some
have their beginning or cause in those that
are in our power, that is to say, the recom-
penses of our actions both in the present and
in the age to come, but all the rest are de-

pendent on the divine will. For tht origin
of all things is from God, but their destruc-
tion has been introduced by our wickedness
for our punishment or benefit. For God did
not create death, neither does He take delight
in the destruction of living thingss. But death
is the work rather of man, that is

,

its origin

is in Adam's transgression, in like manner as
all other punishments. But all other things
must be referred to God. For our birth is

to be referred to His creative power ; and
our continuance to His conservative power ;

and our government and safety to His provi-
dential power; and the eternal enjoyment of
good things by those who preserve the laws
of nature in which we are formed is to be
ascribed to His goodness. But since some
deny the existence of Providence, let us further
devote a few words to the discussion of Provi-
dence.

CHAPTER XXIX.
Concerning Providence.

Providence, then, is the care that God takes
over existing things. And again : Providence

is the will of God through which all existing
things receive their fitting issue'*. But if

Providence is God's will, according to true
reasoning all things that come into being
through Providence must necessarily be both
most fair and most excellent, and such that
they cannot be surpassed. For the same
person must of necessity be creator of and
provider for what exists : for it is not meet
nor fitting that the creator of what exists and
the provider should be separate persons. P'or
in that case they would both assuredly be
deficient, the one in creating, the other in
providing 5

. God therefore is both Creator
and Provider, and His creative and preserving
and providing power is simply His good-will.
For whatsoever the Lord pleased that did He

=Nemesiusspeaksof this at greaterlength.

3 Wisd. i. 13. 4 JV^ww.,ch. 43. S Ibid., ch.42.

in heaven and in earth ", and no one resisted
His willT. He willed that all things should
be and they were. He wills the universe
to be framed and it is framed, and all that
He wills comes to pass.
That H[e provides, and that He provides
excellently ^

,

one can most readily perceive
thus. God alone is good and wise by nature.
Since then He is good, He provides : for he
who does not provide is not good. For even
men and creatures without reason provide for
their own offspring according to their nature,
and he who does not provide is blamed.
Again, since He is wise. He takes the best
care over what exists.
When, therefore, we give heed to these
things we ought to be filled with wonder at
all the works of Pr'ovidence, and pra,ise them
all 9, and accept them all without enquiry,
even though they are in the eyes of many
unjust, because the Providence of God is

beyond our ken and comprehension, while
our reasonings and actions and the future are
revealed to His eyes alone. And by "all"

I mean those that are not in our hands : for
those that are in our power are outside the
sphere of Providence and within that of our
Free-will.
Now the works of Providence are partly
according to the good- will ^ (of God) and
partly according to permission 3

. Works of
good-will include all those that are undeniably
good, while works of permission are *.

For Providence often permits the just man to
encounter misfortune in order that he may
reveal to others the virtue that lies concealed
within him s, as was the case with Job *. At
other times it allows something strange to be
done in order that something great and mar-
vellous might be accomplished through the
seemingly-strange act, as when the salvation
of men was brought about through the Cross.
In another way it allows the pious man to
suffer sore trials in order that he may not

depart from a right conscience nor lapse into
pride on account of the power and grace
granted to him, as was the case with Paul t.

One man is for.saken for a season with a view
to another's restoration, in order that others
when they see his state may be taught a
lesson ^

,

as in the case of Lazarus and the
rich man 9

. For it belongs to our nature to be

fi Ps. cxxxv. 6. 7 Rom. ix. 19. 8 Neities.j ch. 44.

9 The words tto-vto.en-atveii'are wanting in Cod.R. 2 and in
Nellies., ch. 44.

2 Kar' eiiSoKiav. 3 Kara trvyxaipriTiv.

4 There is a hiatushere in Edit. Veron. and in Cod.R, 2927.
Various readingsare found in other MSS., somewith no sense
and othersevidentlysuppliedby librarians. It is best supplied
from Nemesius, ch. 44, ttjs 6e ffvyx'^PW^^'^jroAAa61677," hut
tlierearemanyformsof concession."

5 Nemes , cti.44. 6 Job i. 11. 7 2 Cor. xii. 7.

8 Nemes.,ch. 44. 9 St. Luke xvi. 19.
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cast down when we see persons in distress.
Another is deserted by Providence in order
that another may be glorified, and not for his
own sin or that of his parents, just as the man
who was blind from his birth ministered to the
glory of the Son of Man ^. Again another is
permitted to suffer in order to stir up emulation
in the breasts of others, so that others by mag-
nifying the glory of the sufferer may resolutely
welcome suffering in the hope of future glory
and the desire for future blessings, as in the
case of the martyrs. Another is allowed to
fall at times into some act of baseness in order
that another worse fault may be thus corrected,
as for instance when God allows a man who
takes pride in his virtue and righteousness to
fall away into fornication in order that he may
be brought through this fall into the percep-
tion of his own weakness and be humbled and
approach and make confession to the Lord.
Moreover, it is to be observed ^ that the
choice of what is to be done is in our own
hands ^: but the final issue depends, in the one
case when our actions are good, on the co-
operation of God, Who in His justice brings
help according to His foreknowledge to such
as choose the good with a right conscience,
and, in the other case when our actions are
to evil, on the desertion by God, Who again
in His justice stands aloof in accordance with
His foreknowledge*.
Now there are two forms of desertion : for
there is desertion in the matters of guidance
and training, and there is complete and hope-
less desertion. The former has in view the
restoration and safety and glory of the sufferer,
or the rousing of feelings of emulation and
imitation in others, or the glory of God : but
the latter is when man, after God has done all
that was possible to save him, remains of his
own set purpose blind and uncured, or rather
incurable, and then he is handed over to utter
destruction, as was Judas s. May God be
gracious to us, and deliver us from such de-
sertion.
Observe further that the ways of God's
providence are many, and they cannot be
explained in words nor conceived by the mind.
And remember that all the assaults of dark
and evil fortune contribute to the salvation
of those who receive them with thankfulness,
and are assuredly ambassadors of help.
Also one must bear in mind* that God's
original wish was that all should be saved and

• St. John ix. I. 2 Nenies.,ch. 37.
_ 3 Cf. Nemes., c. 27; also Cicero's statementon Providence
in theAcadem.Quest.
4 Seethe referencein Migne. S St. Matt. xxvi. 24.° SeeChrysastom,Horn, i, in Ephi. ad E^lies.,andHorn. 18,
(« Epist. aa Hebi'iEOs.

come to His Kingdom '. For it was not for
punishment that He formed us but to share
in His goodness, inasmuch as He is a good
God. But inasmuch as He is a just God,
His will is that sinners should suffer punish-
ment.
The first then is called God's antecedent
will and pleasure, and springs from Himself,
while the second is called God's consequent
will and permission, and has its origin in us.
And the latter is two-fold ; one part dealing
with matters of guidance and training, and
having in view our salvation, and the other
being hopeless and leading to our utter punish-
ment, as we said above. And this is the
case with actions that are not left in our
hands ^.
But of actions that are in our hands the
good ones depend on His antecedent good-
will and pleasure, while the wicked ones
depend neither on His antecedent nor on
His consequent will, but are a concession
to free-will. For that which is the result
of compulsion has neither reason nor virtue
in it. God 9 makes provision for all creation
and makes all creation the instrument of His
help and training, yea often even the demons
themselves, as for example in the cases of Job
and the swine '-

CHAPTER XXX.
Concerning Prescience and Predestination.

We ought to understand ^ that while God
knows all things beforehand, yet He does not
predetermine all things 3. For He knows be-
forehand those things that are in our power,
but He does not predetermine them. For it
is not His will that there should be wicked-
ness nor does He choose to compel virtue.
So that predetermination is the work of the
divine command based on fore-knowledge*.
But on the other hand God predetermines
those things which are not within our power
in accordance with His prescience. For
already God in His prescience has pre-judged
all things in accordance with His goodness
and justice.
Bear in mind, too s, that virtue is a gift from
God implanted in our nature, and that He
Himself is the source and cause of all good,

7 I Tim. ii. 4.
8 Thesewordsarewanting in two MSS.
9 This last sentenceis absentin oneCodex-
s St. Matt. viii. ^osegg.
2 Chrys , Hofn j2 in Epist. ad Ephes.
3 Cf. MaximuSy Vita, n. 8 ; Just. Martyr, Apol. 1; Tatian,
Or. ad Grtecos;Origetit Ep. ad Rom. i; Jerome^on Ezek. c.
xxiv.. &c.
4 Act. S. Max.
5 Cf. Clem. Alex., Strom., bk. vi. : Jerome ôn Ep. ad Gal.,
ch. I ; Greg. Naz , Carmen devirt. hum.
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and without His co-operation ^ and help vve
cannot will or do any good thing. But we
have it in our power either to abide in virtue
and follow God, Who calls us into ways of
virtue, or to stray from paths of virtue, which
is to dwell in wickedness, and to follow the
devil who summons but cannot compel us.
For wickedness is nothing else than the with-
drawal of goodness, just as darkness is nothing
else than the withdrawal of light While then
we abide in the natural state we abide in virtue,
but when we deviate from the natural state,
that is from virtue, we come into an unnatural
state and dwell in wickedness t.
Repentance is the returning from the un-
natural into the natural state, from tHe devil
to God, through discipline and effort.
Man then the Creator made male, giving
him to share in His own divine grace, and
bringing him thus into communion with Him-
self: and thus it was that he gave in the
manner of a prophet the names to living
things, with authority as though they were

given to be his slaves. For having been
endowed with reason and mind, and free-will
after the image of God, he was titly entrusted
with dominion over earthly things by the
common Creator and Master of all.
But since God in His prescience ' knew
that man would transgress and become liable
to destruction, He made from him a female
to be a help to him like himself; a help,
indeed, for the conservation of the race after
the transgression from age to age by genera-
tion. For the earhest formation is called
'making' and not 'generation.' For 'mak-
ing
' is the original formation at God's hands,

while ' generation
' is the succession from

each other made necessary by the sentence
of death imposed on us on account of the
transgression.
This man He 9 placed in Paradise, a home
that was alike spiritual and sensible. For he
lived in the body on the earth in the realm of
sense, while he dwelt in the spirit among the
angels, cultivating divine thoughts, and being
supported by them : living in naked simplicity
a life free from artificiality, and being led up
through His creations to the one and only
("reator, in Whose contemplation he found
joy and gladness ".

^Cf. Clem.Alex.., Quis divessalvetur; Gre^.Naz.t Orat. 31;
Chrysost,,Horn. 45 in Joeiim., Ham. in Ep. ad Hehr. xii. 2,
Horn. 15in Ep. nd Rom. ; Cyril, De ador. :« S^ir. et ver., p. 25;Petavius, Dogui., vol. i., bk. ix. c. 4, ttec.
7 Cf. infra, bk. iii. ch. 14.8 6 TTpoyi/opoTTjs0eoy. .SeeAthanas., in Psalm i ; Chrysost.
in Horn. 18 in Gen.; Greg. Nyss., De opif. horn.; Atiianas.,
Minor, Qjtest. 50 ad Antioch.; Thomas Aquinas I., Quasi. 98,Ari. 2.
9 Greg.Nyss., De opi/. ĉh. 20.
' Text, evijipaivofjL'ivo^.Variant, cretivvvofj^evo^.

When therefore He had furnished his nature
with free-will. He imposed a law on him, not
to taste of the tree of knowledge. Concerning
this tree, we have said as much as is necessary
in the* chapter about Paradise, at least as
much as it was in our power to say. And
with this command He gave the promise that,
if he should preserve the dignity of the soul
by giving the victory to reason, and acknow-

ledging his Creator and observing His com-
mand, he should share eternal blessedness
and live to all eternity, proving mightier than
death : but if forsooth he should subject the
soul to the body, and prefer the delights
of the body, comparing himself in ignorance
of his true dignity to the senseless beasts ',
and shaking off his Creator's yoke, and neg-
lecting His divine injunction, he will be liable
to death and corruption, and will be com-
pelled to labour throughout a miserable life.
For it was no profit to man to obtain incorrup-
tion while still untried and unproved, lest he
should fall into pride and under the judgment
of the devil. For through his incorruption
the devil, when he had fallen as the result
of his own free choice, was firmly established
in wickedness, so that there was no room for
repentance and no hope of change : just as,
moreover, the angels also, when they had made
free choice of vntue became through grace
immoveably rooted in goodness.
It was necessary, therefore, that man should
first be put to the test (for man untried and

unproved 3 would be worth nothing t)
,

and

being made perfect by the trial through the
observance of the command should thus re-
ceive incorruption as the prize of his virtue.
For being intermediate between Go^d and
matter he was destined, if he kept the com-
mand, to be delivered from his natural relation
,to existing things and to be made one with
God's estate, and to be immoveably established
in goodness, but, if he transgressed and inclined
the rather to what was material, and tore his

mind from the Author of his being,' I mean
God, his fate was to be corruption, and he

was to become subject to passion instead of
passionless, and mortal instead of immortal,
and dependent on connection and unsettled

generation. And in his desire for life he
would cling to pleasures as though they were

necessary to maintain it
,

and would fearlessly
abhor those who sought to deprive him of
these, and transfer his desire from God to
matter, and his anger from the real enemy
of his salvation to his own brethren. The

2 Ps. xHx. 12.

3 aSoKijaos; in Cod.R. 2 a5oKtii.arTrQv.

4 This p:irenthesis is absent in almostall codicesand in the
translationsof Faber, Uz.
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envy of the s devil then was the reason of
man's fall. For that same demon, so full
of envy and with such a hatred of good,
would not suffer us to enjoy the pleasures

5 Cf. Greg. Naz., Orat. 38 and 42; Cyril Alex.^ Cont. Ati-
throp. Î. 8 ; Anast. II. .AjUiock., Hexaem. vi. ; Chrysost.yHorn.
10IK Ep, ad Rom.yHorn. 5 in Ep. ad Epes., dt'c.

of heaven, when he himself was kept below
on account of his arrogance, and hence the
false one tempts miserable man with the hope
of Godhead, and leading him up to as great
a height of arrogance as himself, he hurls him
down into a pit of destruction just as deep.



BOOK III.
CHAPTER I.

Concerning the Divine (Econotny and God's
care over us, and concerning our salvation.

Man, then, was thus snared by the assault
of the arch-fiend, and broke his Creator's
command, and was stripped of grace and put
)ff his confidence with God, and Covered
himself with the asperities of a toilsome life

(for this is the meaning of the fig-leaves');
and was clothed about with death, that is

,
mortality and the grossuess of flesh (for this is
what the garment of skins signifies) ; and was
banished from Paradise by God's just judg-
ment, and condemned to death, and made

subject to corruption. Yet, notwithstanding
all this, in His pity, God, Who gave him
his being, and Who in His graciousness be-
stowed on him a life of happiness, did not
disregard man =

-

But He iirst trained him
in many ways and called him back, by

groans and trembling, by the deluge of
water, and the utter destruction of almost
the whole races, by confusion and diversity
of tongues 4

, by the rules of angels ^
,

by the

burning of cities', by figurative manifesta-
tions of God, by wars and victories and de-

feats, by signs and wonders, by manifold

faculties, by the law and the prophets ; for

by all these means God earnestly strove to
emancipate man from the wide-spread and

enslaving bonds of sin, which had made life
such a mass of iniquity, and to effect man's
return to a life of happiness. For it was sin
that brought death like a wild and savage
beast into the world ^ to the ruin of the human
life But it behoved the Redeemer to be
without sin, and not made liable through sin

to death, and further, that His nature should
be strengthened and renewed, and trained by
labour and taught the way of virtue which

leads away from corruption to the life eternal :

and, m the end, is revealed the mighty ocean

of love to man that is about Him 5
. For the

very Creator and Lord Himself undertakes a
struggle ' in behalf of the work of His own

» Gen. iii. 7 ; cf. Greg. Naz.^Orai. 38 and 42 ; Greg. Nyss.,
Oral. Cateck.c. 8.

2 Text, jrapetfie:'.Variant, irepteiSei/. ^ 3 Gen. vi. 13.

4 Ibid. xi. 7. 5 eiriO-Tatria,care, or dominion.

' Gen. xviii. i segq. 7 Ibid xix. 1 seqq.

8 Wisd. ii. 24. 9 Greg. Nnz., Oral. 12and 3?.

I Text, 7rd\r)i/. Variant, TrAacrii',cf. ■'plasmatiouem
"
(FaberJ.

hands, and learns by toil to become Master.
And since the enemy snares man by the hope
of Godhead, he himself is snared in turn by the
screen of flesh, and so are shown at once the
goodness and wisdom, the justice and might
of God. God's goodness is revealed in that
He diii not disregard ^ the frailty of His own
handiwork, but was moved with compassion
for him in his fall, and stretched forth His
hand to him : and His justice in that when
man was overcome He did not make another
victorious over the tyrant, nor did He snatch
man by might from death, but in His goodness
and justice He made him, who had become
through his sins the slave of death, himself
once more conqueror and rescued like by
like, most difficult though it seemed : and
His wisdom is seen in His devising the most
fitting solution of the difficulty 3

. For by the
good pleasure of our God and Father, the
Only-begotten Son and Word of God and
God, Who is in the bosom of the God and
Father*, of like essence with the Father and
the Holy Spirit, Who was before the ages.
Who is without beginning and was in the begin-
ning. Who is in the presence of the God and
Father, and is God and made in the form of
Gods, bent the heavens and descended to
earth : that is to say. He humbled without hu-
miliation His lofty station which yet could not
be humbled, and condescends to His servants '',
with a condescension ineffable and incom-

prehensible : (for that i
s what the descent

signifies). And God being perfect becomes

perfect man, and brings to perfection the

newest of all new things 7, the only new thing
under the Sun, through which the boundless

might of God is manifested. For what greater
thing is there, than that God should become
Man ? And the Word became flesh without

being changed, of the Holy Spirit, and Mary
the holy and ever-virgin one, the mother of

God. And He acts as mediator between God
and man, He the only lover of man con-

ceived in the Virgin's chaste womb without

will^ or desire, or any connection with man

or pleasurable generation, but through the

» Text, irapet'Se.Variant, TreptetSei'.

3 Greg.Nyss., Oral. Cat/lcc, ch cioetseqq.

4 St. John i. i8. 5 Phil. ii. 6. _

6 " Conde.scendsto His servants" is absentin someMSS.

7 Eccles. i. lo. 8 Greg. Nysi., Cat. ch. i6.
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Holy Spirit and the first offspring of Adam.
And He becomes obedient to the Father
Who is hke unto us, and finds a remedy for
our disobedience in what He had assumed
Irom us, and became a pattern of obedience
to us without which it is not possible to obtain

salvation *.

CHAPTER II.
Concerning the manner in which the Word'i
was conceived, and concerning His divine in-
carnation.

The angel of the Lord was sent to the holy
Virgin, who was descended from David's line '.
For it is evident that our Lord sprang out
of Jiidah, of which tribe no one turned his
attention to the altar =, as the divine apostle
said : but about this we will speak more
accurately later. And bearing glad tidings to
her, he said. Hail thou highly favoured one,
the Lord is ivitlL thee^. And she was troubled
at his word, and the angel said to her. Fear
not, Aiary, for thou hast found favour with
God, and shall luring forth a Son and shall call
His name Jesus '' ; for He shall save His
people from their sins 5. Hence it comes
that Jesus has the interpretation Saviour.
And when she asked in her perplexity. How
can this be, seeing T know not a mail * ? the
angel again answered her, The Holy Spirit
shall come upon thee, and the power of the
LLighest shall overshadow thee. Therefore also
that holy thing which shall be born of thee ^
shall be called the Son of God^. And she said
to him. Behold the handmaid of the Lord :
be it unto me according to Thy zvord9.
So then, after the assent of the holy Virgin,
the Holy Spirit descended on her, according
to the word of the Lord which the angel spake,
purifying her', and granting her power to re-
ceive the divinity of the Word, and likewise
power to bring forth ^- And then was she
overshadowed 3 by the enhypostatic Wisdom
and Power of the most high God, the Son
of God Who is of like essence with the
Father as of Divine seed, and from her holy
and most pure blood He formed flesh ani-
mated with the spirit of reason and thought,
the first-fruits of our compound nature t; not
by procreation but by creation through the
Holy Spirit : not developing the fashion of the

8 Athan., De salut. adv. Ckristi.
9 Text, ToOAoyou. Variant, rov ©eovAdyov: so Dei Verhi
(Fyber).
>St. Luke i. 27. =Hebr. vii. 14. 3 St. Lul<ei. 28.•<IbRl. 30,31. 5 St. Matt, i 21. <•St. Luke i. 34.7 'Of thee"is wanting ill someMSS. 8 St. Luke i' 35' IbiJ. 38. I Ibid. 27,28.=Greg.Naz., Orat. 38and42.'i a. Aiha.n.,Kf.nd -^erap.,DeSi>iritu Sancto; Greg.Nyss ,
Contr. Apoll. 6, 25; Rufimis, E.rp. Symb.; Tertnlliau, De
Came Christi andContr. Prax. ; Hilary, De Trin. II 264 Basil, Christi Nativ.

body by gradual additions but perfecting it
at once, He Himself, the very Word of Go'l,
standing to the flesh in the relation of sub-
sistence. For the divine Word was not made
one with flesh that had an independent prj-
existences, but taking up His abode in the
womb of the holy Virgin, He unreservedly
in His own subsistence took upon Himself
through the pure blood of the eternal Virgin
a body of flesh animated with the spirit of
reason and thought, thus assuming to Him-
self the first-fruits of man's compound nature,
Himself, the Word, having become a sub-
sistence in the flesh. So that^ He is at once
flesh, and at the same time flesh of God the
Word, and likewise flesh animated, possessing
both reason and thought 7. Wherefore we
speak not of man as having become God, but
of God as having become Man ^. For being
by nature perfect God, He naturally became
likewise perfect Man : and did not change
His nature nor make the dispensation 9 an
empty show, but became, without confusion
or change or division, one in subsistence with
the flesh, which was conceived of the holy
Virgin, and animated with reason and thought,
and had found existence in Him, while He
did not change the nature of His divinity into
the essence of flesh, nor the essence of flesh
into the nature of His divinity, and did not
make one compound nature out of His divine
nature and the human nature He had as-
sumed '.

CHAPTER III.
Concerning Christ's two natures, in opposition
to those who hold that Hi has only one ^.
For the two natures were united with each
other without change or alteration, neither
the divine nature departing from its native
simplicity, nor yet the human being either
changed into the nature of God or reduced
to non-existence, nor one compound nature
being produced out of the two. For the com-
pound natures cannot be of the same essence
as either of the natures out of which it is
compounded, as made one thing out of
others : for example, the body is composed
of the four elements, but is not of the same
essence as fire or air, or water or earth, nor
does it keep these names. If, therefore, after
the union, Christ's nature was, as the heretics

5 Cyril, Apolog. 5 and 8anaihetn.S Cf. Greg.Naz., i Ep. adCledon; Cyril, i Ej>.ad Nestor.;
Tkeodor.,Ep. ad Joan. Antiocli., &c.
7 Cyril. , Efist. ad Monach. 8 Procl. , Epist. 2 ad Arm.
9 TT71/oticofo^tai/,the(economy,the liicnrnation.
1 Cod. R. 2428adds here bome statementstaken from the
Dissertation against theNestorinns.
2 (caraMoi/of^ucrtTwi/: thesewordsareabsentin MSS.
3 Cf. EulogiiiS and also Puleinon in the Collect, Contr. Srvl-
rianos.
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hold, a compound unity, He had changed
from a simple into a compound nature ^,
and is not of the same essence as the Father
Whose nature is simple, nor as the mother,
who is not a compound of divinity and hu-
manity. Nor will He then be in divinity and
humanity : nor will He be called either God
or Man, but simply Christ : and the word
Christ will be the name not of the subsistence,
but of what in Iheir view is the one nature.
We, however, do not give it as our view

that Christ's nature is compound, nor yet that

He is one thing made of other things and dif-
fering from thera as man is made of soul and
body, or as the body is made of the four ele-
ments, but hold 5 that, though He is coiislituted
of these different parts He is yet the same ^.
For we confess that He alike in His divinity
and in His humanity both is and is said to
be perfect God, the same Being, and that He
consists of two natures, and exists in two na-
tures 7. Further, by the word

" Christ " we
understand the name of the subsistence, not
in the sense of one kind, but as signifying the
existence of two natures. For in His own
person He anointed Himself; as God anoint-
ing His body with His own divinity, and as
Man being anointed. For He is Himself
both God and Man. And the anointing is
the divinity of His humanity. For if Christ,
being of one compound nature, is of like
essence to the Father, then the Father also

must be compound and of like essence with
the flesh, which is absurd and extremely blas-

phemous ^.
How, indeed, could one and the same
nature come to embrace opposing and essen-
tial differences? For how is it possible that
the same nature should be at once created
and uncreated, mortal and immortal, circum-

scribed and uncircurascribed ?
But if those who declare that Christ has
mly one nature should say also that that
lature is a simple one, they must admit either
;hat He is God pure and simple, and thus
reduce the incarnation to a mere pretence,
or that He is only man, according to Nes-
torius. And how then about His being " per-
fect in divinity and perfect in humanity"?
And when can Christ be said to be of two
natures, if they hold that He is of one com-
posite nature after the union? For it is surely
clear to every one that before the union Christ's
nature was one.

But this is what leads the heretics 9 astray,
viz., that they look upon nature and subsist-
ence as the same thing \ For when we speak
of the nature of men as one'^, observe that
in saying this we are not looking to the
question of soul and body. For when we
compare together, the soul and the body it
cannot be said that they are of one nature.
But since there are very many subsistences of
men, and yet all have the same kind of na-
ture 3 : for all are composed of soul and body,
and all have part in the nature of the soul,
and possess the essence of the body, and the
common form : we speak of the one nature of
these very many and different subsistences ;
while each subsistence, to wit, has two na-

tures, and fulfils itself in two natures, namely,
soul and body.
But ■*a common form cannot be admitted
in the case of our Lord Jesus Christ. For
neither was there ever, nor is there, nor will
there ever be another Christ constituted of
deity and humanity, and existing in deity and

humanity at once perfect God and perfect
man. And thus in the case of our Lord

Jesus Christ we cannot speak of one nature
nude up of divinity and humanity, as we do
in the case of the individual made up of soul
and body 5. For in the latter case we have
to do with an individual, but Christ is not an
individual. For there is no predicable form
of Christlihood, so to speak, that He possesses.
And therefore we hold that there has been a
union of two perfect natures, one divine and
one human ; not with disorder or confusion,
or intermixture^, or commingling, as is said

by the God-accursed Dioscorus and by Euty-
ches 7 and Severus, and all that impious com-

pany : and not in a personal or relative man-

ner, or as a matter of dignity or agreement in

will, or equality in honour, or identity in name,
or good pleasure, as Nestorius, hated of God,

said, and Diodorus and 'I'heodorus of Mop-
suestia, and their diabolical tribe : but by syn-

thesis, that is
,

in subsistence, without change
or confusion or alteration or difference or

separation, and we confess that in two perfect
natures there is but one subsistence of the
Son of God incarnate ^ ; holding that there

is one and the same subsistence belong-

4 JIfax. Episi. ad Joan, cubic,p. 279.

5 Ibid. p. 286. , . „ , „ .,6 e
^ frepiavTaavra. Cad R. 3 reads Taura. Seealso Cyril,

Ep. 2 ad Success.

7 Cf. Niceph. Call., Hist, xviii. 46.

8 Eulcg . ap-llli?Jnr , t ii, p. 145.

9 Cf. Sever., Ep. 2 ad Joannem.

I Anast. Sina-ita, in '05T)y(ii,ch. 9: Leotitius, contr. Nest, et
Eutych.

=
^

Greg, Naz-, Ep. ad'Cled., I.

3 rov aVTOveinSexovTai.\6yov Tijs tftvaeia^'
, perhaps—all

ndvtit the same accountof the nature,—all can bedealt with
in thesameway in respecto/natjire.

4 Leontius, Contr. Sev. etEutych. Max. loc.cit., p. 277.̂

5 Reading liitnt^pcttI aTOjutou,&c. These words are omitted
in Cod. S. nil. Reg. 10,Colb. 3, and N.

6 ^ trvyKpatriv, r) avaKpciaiv. The MSS. omit thelatter.

I 7 The word Evrux^s-however, is omittedby the bestcopies.

I 8 Prod., Epist. 2 ad Arm.
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ing to His divinity and His humanity, and

granting that the two natures are preserved
in Him after the union, but we do not hold
that each is separate and by itself, but that

they are united to each other in one com-

pound subsistence. For we look upon the
union as essential, that is

,

as true and not ima-

ginary. We say that it is essential 9
, moreover,

not in the sense of two natures resulting in
one compound nature, but in the sense of a

true union of them in one compound subsist-

ence of the Son of God, and we hold that their

essential difference is preserved. For the
created remaineth created, and the uncreated,

uncreated: the mortal remaineth mortal; the
immortal, immortal : the circumscribed, cir-

cumscribed ; the uncircumscribed, uncircum-

scribed : the visible, visible: the invisible,
invisible. '' The one part is all glorious with
wonders : while the other is the victim of
insults '."
Moreover, the Word appropriates to Him-
self the attributes of humanity : for all that
pertains to His holy flesh is His: and He
imparts to the flesh His own attributes by
way of communication ^ in virtue of the inter-
penetration of the parts 3 one with another,
and the oneness according to subsistence, and
inasmuch as He Who lived and acted both as
God and as man, taking to Himself either
form and holding intercourse with the other
form, was one and the same ■

*.

Hence it is

that the Lord of Gloiy is said to have been
crucified 5, although His divine nature never
endured the Cross, and that the Son of Man

is allowed to have been in heaven before the
Passion, as the Lord Himself said ^

.

For the
Lord of Glory is one and the same with Him
Who is in nature and in truth the Son of Man,
that is

. Who became man, and both His won-
ders and His sufferings are known to us, al-
though His wonders were worked in His divine
capacity, and His sufferings endured as man.
For we know that, just as is His one subsist-
ence, so is the essential ditlerence of the na-
ture preserved For how could difference be
preserved if the very things that differ from
one another are not preserved ? For differ-
ence is the difference between things that
differ. In so far as Christ's natures differ
from one another, that is

, in the matter of
essence, we hold that Christ unites in Him-
self two extremes: in respect of His divinity

9 Greg.Naz.^Horn. 5. SeealsoJohn's Dialect., 65.

^ l^eopapa, Epist. 10,ch. 4.2 Kara TovaiTt^duewsrpowof,in theway of a communication
ofproperties.

3 iita ^■l]vels aAA7)\aTtjii/iLeptiivTTepiXUip-qaiv.See Leont,,
Ve Sect., 7, Contr, Nest, et Eiitych., 1

.

4 Leopapa, Epist. ID, ch. 4. 5 i Cor. ii
. 8.

6 St. John iii. 13.

He is connected with the Father and the
Spirit, while in respect of His humanity H'

is connected with His mother and all man-
kind. And in so far as His natures are
united, we hold that He differs from the
Father and the Spirit on the one hand, and
from the mother and the rest of mankind on
the other. For the natures are united in

His subsistence, having one compound sub-
sistence, in which He differs from the Father
and the Spirit, and also from the mother
and us.

CHAPTER IV.
Concerning the manner of the Mutual

Communication ^
.

Now we have often said already that es-
sence is one thing and subsistence another,
and that essence signifies the common and

general form 5 of subsistences of the same
kind, such as God, man, while subsistence
marks the individual, that is to say, Father,
Son, Holy Spirit, or Peter, Paul. Observe,
then, that the names, divinity and hutaanity,
denote essences or natures : while the names,
God and man, are applied both in connection
with natures, as when we say that God is in-
comprehensible essence, and that God is one,
and with reference to subsistences, that which

is more specific having the name of the more

general applied to it
,

as when the Scripture

says, Tlierefore God, tliy God, hath anointed
tliee ', or again. There zaas a certain man in
the land of Uz^, for it was only to Job that
reference was made.
Therefore, in the case of our Lord Jesus
Christ, seeing that we recognise that He
has two natures but only one subsistence

compounded of both, when we contemplate
His natures we speak of His divinity and
His humanit}', but when we contemplate the
subsistence compounded of the natures we
sometimes use terms that have reference to

His double nature, as "Christ," and "at
once God and man," and " God Incarnate ; "

and sometimes those that imply only one
of His natures, as " God " alone, or " Son of
God," and "man" alone, or "Son of Man;"
sometimes using names that imply His lofti-
ness and sometimes those that imply His
lowliness. For He Who is alike God and
man is one, being the former from the Father

ever without 3 cause, but having become the

latter afterwards for His love towards man -t
.

8 Cf. Athan., De Salut. adv. Chrisii; Greg.Naz., Orat. 38;
Greg.Nyss., Conrr. Apoll.; Leont., Contr. Nestor, et E-utych.,
bk. I ; ThomasAqul: as. III., qucEst,16,art. 4, 5.

9 el&os,fornl,class,s^.'cies.I Ps. xlv. 7. =
*

Job i. i.

3 aei dcatTt'ws€KIlaTpos. 4 Greg. Naz,, Orat. 35.



EXPOSITION OF THE ORTHODOX FAITH. 49

When, then, we speak of His divhiity we
do not ascribe to it the properties of humanity.
For we do not say that His divinity is subject
to passion or created. Nor, again, do we
predicate of His flesh or of His humanity the
properties of divinity : for we do not say that
His flesli or His humanity is uncreated. But
when we speak of His subsistence, whether
we give it a name implying both natures, or
one that refers to only one of them, we still
attribute to it the properties of both natures.
For Christ, which name implies both natures,
is spoken of as at once God and man, created
and uncreated, subject to suffering and incap-
able of suffering : and when He is named Son
ot God and God, in reference to only ©ne of
His natures. He still keeps the properties of
the co-existing nature, that is

,

the flesh, being
spoken of as God who suffers, and as the
Lord of Glory crucified s, not in respect of
His being God but in respect of His being
at the same time man. Likewise also when
He is called Man and Son of Man, He stiil
keeps the properties and glories of the divine
nature, a child before the ages, and man who
knew no beginning ; it is not, however, as
child or man but as God that He is before
the ages, and became a child in the end. And
this is the manner of the mutual communi-
cation, either nature giving in exchange to
the other its own properties through the iden-
tity of the subsistence and the interpeneiration
of the parts with one another. Accordingly
we can say of Christ : This ou?- God was seen
upon the earth and lived aiiiotigst men ", and
2'his man is imciealed and impassible and un-
circumscribed.

CHAPTER V.

Concerning the number of the Natures.
In the case, therefore, of the Godhead? we
confess that there is but one nature, but hold
that there aie three subsistences actually exist-
ing, and hold that all things that are of nature
and essence are simple, and recognise the
difference of the subsistences only in the three
properties of independence of cause and Fa-
therhood, of dependence on cause and Son-
ship, of dependence on cause and protetsion ^

.

And we know further that these are indivisible
and inseparable from each other and united
into one, and interpenetrating one another
without confusion. Yea, I repeat, united

5 I Cor. ii. 8
.

* Baruch iii. 38 : thesewordsareabsentin manyMSS.

7 Leant., Resp. nd argtnit. Sever.
For KOATJj atTtaTp /catv'iKfi,KoX T

JJ alrtarQ leateKTropevTy
we get Kal rjj airiOTiKn, Kal iitKyj,(catTropeurpin Cfd. Coib. i,
Cod. K^%.3, andso Kaber also.

vol., IX.

without confusion, for they are three ahhough
united, and they are distinct, although insepar-
able. For although each has an independent
existence, that is to say, is a perfect subsistence
and has an individiudity of its own, that is,
has a special mode of existence, yet they are
one in essence and in the natural properties,
and in being inseparable and indivisible from
the Father's subsistence, and they both are
and are said to be one God. In the very same
way, then, in the case of the divine and inef-
fable dispensation ?, exceeding all thought and
comprehension, I mean the Incarnation of the
One God the Word of the Holy Trinity, and
our Lord Jesus Christ, we confess that there
are two natures, one divine and one human,
joined together with one another and unite<l
in subsistence % so that one compound sub-
sistence is formed out of the two natures ;

but we hold that the two natures are still
preserved, even after the union, in the one
compound subsistence, that is

,

in the one
Christ, and that these exist in reality and have
their natural properties ; for they are united
without confusion, and are distinguished and
enumerated without being separable. And
just as the three subsistences of the Holy
Trinity are united without confusion, and are
distinguished and enumerated without being
separable^, the enumeration not entailing di-
vision or separation or alienation or cleavage
among them (for we recognise one God the
Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit), so in
the same way the natures of Christ also,
although they are united, yet are united with-
out confusion. ; and although they interpene-
trate one another, yet they do not permit of
change or trarvsmutation of one into the others.
For each keeps its own natural individuality
strictly unchanged. And thus it is that they
can be enumerated without the enumeration
introducing division. For Christ, indeed, is

one, perfect both in divinity and in humanity.
For it is not the nature of number to cause
separation or unity, bu* its nature is to indi-
cate the quantity of what % enumerated, whether
these are united or sei <irated : for we have

unity, for instance, when fifty stones f-cnnpose

a wall, but we have separation when the fifty
stones lie on the ground ; and again, we have

unity when we speak of coal having two
natures, namely, fire and wood, but we have

separation in that the nature of fire is one

thing, and the n?.t'ire of wood another thing ;

9 o'lKovofxia^,incamatinn.

1 Leant., Resp. ad a^g-jim.Sever.

2 See Leant., Act. 7. OeSect., wit'i refai-cnceto one of ttie
arguments01the Nestoiians ; alsoCjeg. Nnz., Orat. 36 ; Max.,
Ep. I nd/aan. Cjtlic.

3 ht/r. ch. vii. : Basil, £ii>i. 4- a->dBk. De Spir. Sand
"■'.17
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for these things are united and separated not
by number, but in another way. So, then, just
as even though the three subsistences of the
Godhead are united with each other, we can-
not speak of them as one subsistence because
we should confuse and do away with the dif-
ference between the subsistences, so also we
cannot speak of the two natures of Christ
as one nature, united though they are in
subsistence, because we should then confuse
an<l do away with and reduce to nothing the
difference between the two natures.

CHAPTER VI.
That in one of its stibsistences the divine nature
is united in its entirety to the hmnan nature,
in its entirety and not only part to fart.
What is common and general is predicated
of the included particulars. Essence, then, is
common as being a form +, while subsistence
is particular. It is particular not as tliough
it had part of the nature and had not the
rest, but particular in a numerical sense, as
being individual. For it is in number and
not in nature that the difference between sub
sistences is said to lie. Essence, therefore,
is predicated of subsistence, because in each
subsistence of the same form the essence is
perfect. Wherefore subsistences do not differ
from each other in essence but in the accidents
which indeed are the characteristic properties,
but characteristic of subsistence and not of
nature. For indeed they define subsistence
as essence along with accidents. So that the
subsistence contains both the general and
the particular, and has an independent ex-
istences, while essence has not an independent
existence but is contemplated in the sub-
sistences. Accordingly when one of the sub-
sistences suffers, the whole essence, being
capable of auff'ering*, is held to have suffered
in one of its subsistences as much as the
subsistence suffered, but it does not neces-
sarily follow, however, that all the subsistences
of the same class should sutler along with
the suffering subsistence.
'i'hus, therefore, we confess that the nature
of the Godhead is wholly and perfectly in
each of its subsistences, wholly in the Father,
wholly in the Son, and wholly in the Holy
Spirit. Wherefore also the Father is perfect
God, the Son is perfect God. and the Holy
Spirit is perfect God. In hke manner, too,
in the Incarnation of the Trinity of the One
God the Word of the Holy Trinity, we hold

* e^So^,_/i?rm,class,species.
5 TheseMordsare foundonly in Cod.Re^.2927.
^6The words oiitriaTradt}rriand ;r€Voi'y<:are omitted in some
ediLlons.

that in one of its subsistences the nature of the
Godhead is wholly and perfectly united with
the whole nature of humanity, and not part
united to part 7. The divine Apostle in truth
says that in Him divelkth all the fulness of the
Godhead bodily^, that is to say in His flesh.
And His divinely-inspired disciple, Dionysius,
who had so deep a knowledge of things divine,
said that the Godhead as a whole had fellow-
ship with us in one of its own subsistences?.
But we shall not be driven to hold that all the
subsistences of the Holy Godhead, to wit the
three, are made one in subsistence with all the
subsistences of humanity. For in no other
respect did the Father and the Holy Spirit
take part in the incarnation of God the Word
than according to good will and pleasure But
we hold that to the whole of human nature
the whole essence of the Godhead was united.
For God the Word omitted none of the thing's
which He imi)lanted in our nature when He
formed us in the beginning, but took them
all upon Himself, body and soul both intel-
ligent and rational, and all their properties.
For the creature that is devoid of one of these
is not man. But He in His fulness took upon
Himself me in my fulness, and was united
whole to whole that He might in His grace
bestow salvation on the whole man. For what
has not been taken cannot be healed".
The Word of God =, then, was united to
flesh through the medium of mind which is
intermediate between the purity of God and
the grossness of flesh 3. For the mind holds
sway over soul and body, but while the mind
is the purest part of the soul God is that of
the mind. And when it is allowed* by that
which is more excellent, the mind of Christ
gives proof of its own authority s, but it is
under the dominion of and obedient to that
which is more excellent, and does those things
which the divine will purposes.
Further the mind has become the seat of
the divinity united with it in subsistence, just
as is evidently the case with the body too,
not as an inmate *, which is the impious error
into which the heretics fall when they say
that one bushel cannot contain two bushels,
for they are judging what is immaterial by
material standards. Flow indeed could Christ
be called perfect God and perfect man, and be
said to be of like essence with the Father and

7 Against Arius, ApoUinaris, and the Sevcrians. .2 Cul. ii. 9. 9 Dion., De div. nam., ch. 2.' Atluin., De salict. adv. Christ: Greg. Naz., Episi. i aii
Cled. et Oral. I ; Cyril, in John viii.2 Cf. Greg.Naz , Orat. i, Sec.
3 Greg., Orat. I, 38—51.
4 Trepi;^u)p€iTattiTTOTOUKpelTTOVOy.
5 Infr., ch. xviii.
6 ou tnii-oKcot. It is proposed to read airoS <n!i/aiico!,or
(t)S{rvfoiKO^.
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with us, if only part of the divine nature is
joined in Him to part of the human nature'?
We hold, moreover, that our nature has
been raised from the dead and has ascended
to the heavens and taken its seat at the right
hand of the Father : not that all the persons
of men have risen from the dead and taken

their \seat at the right hand of the Father, but
that this has happened to the whole of our
nature in the subsistence of Christ '. Verily
the divine Apostle says, God hath raised us up
together and made us sit tog^ether in Christ 9.
And this further we hold, that the union took
place through common essences. For every es-
sence is common to the subsistences contained

in it
,

and there cannot be found a partial and

particular nature, that is to say, essence : for

otherwise we would have to hold that the same

subsistences are at once the same and dif-

ferent in essence, and that the Holy Trinity

in respect of the divinity is at once the same
and different in essence. So then the same

nature is to be observed in each of the sub-
sistences, and when we said that the nature

of the word became flesh, as did the blessed
Athanasiiis and CyrilUis, we mean that the

divinity was joined to the flesh. Hence we
cannot say "The nature of the Word suf-
fered;" for the divinity in it did not sufi^er,
but we say that the human nature, not by any
means, however, meaning ' all the subsistences
of men, suffered in Christ, and we confess fur-
ther that Christ suff'ered in His human nature.
So that when we speak of the nature of the
Word we mean the Word Himself. And the
Word has both the general element of essence
and the particular element of subsistence.

CHAPTER VII.
Concerning the one comfound subsistence of

God the Word.

We hold then that the divine subsistence
of God the Word existed before all else and is

without time and eternal, simple and uncom-

pound, uncreated, incorporeal, invisible, in-

tangible, uncircumscribed, possessing all the
Father possesses, since He is of the same es-
sence with Him, differing from the Father's
subsistence in the manner or His generation
and the relation of the Father's subsistence,
being perfect also and at no time separated

from the Father's subsistence : and in these

last days, without leaving the Father's bosom,

took up His abode in an uncircumscribed
manner in the womb of the holy Virgin, with-

out the instrumentality of seed, and in an
mcomprehensible manner known only to Him-
self, and causing the flesh derived from the

holy Virgin to subsist in the very subsistence
that was before all the ages.
So then He was both in all things and
above all things and also dwelt in the womb
of the holy Mother of God, but in it by the
energy of the incarnation. He therefore be-
came flesh and He took upon Himself thereby
the first-fruits of our compound nature % viz.;

the flesh animated with the intelligent and

rational soul, so that the very subsistence of
God the Word was changed into the subsistence
of the flesh, and the subsistence of the Word,
which was formerly simple, became compound 3

,

yea compounded of two perfect natures, di-

vinity and humanity, and bearing the charac-
teristic and distinctive property of the divine
Sonship of God the Word in virtue of which it

is distinguished from the Father and the Spirit,

and also the characteristic and distinctive pro-

perties of the flesh, in virtue of which i
t differs

from the Mother and the rest of mankind,

bearing further the properties of the divine
nature in virtue of which it is united to the

Father and the Spirit, and the marks of the

human nature in virtue of which it i
s united

to the Mother and to us. And further it

differs from the Fatlier and the Spirit and the

Mother and us in being at once God and man.

For this we know to be the most special pro-

perty of the subsistence of Christ.
Wherefore we confess Him, even after the

incarnation, the one Son of God, and likewise

Son of Man, one Christ, one Lord, the only-

begotten Son and Word of God, one Lord

Jesus. We reverence His two generations,
one

trom the Father before time and beyond cause

and reason and time and nature, and one in

the end for our sake, and like to us and above

us; for our sake because it was for our sal-

vation, like to us in that He was man born of

woman 4 at full time s
, and above us beca^ise i
t

was not by seed, but by the Holy Spirit and

the Holy Virgin Mary^ transcending the laws

of parturition. We proclaim Him not as God

only, devoid of our humanity, nor yet as man

only, stripping Him of His divinity, nor as two

distinct persons, but as one and the same, at

once God and man, perfect God and perfect

man, wholly God and wholly man, the same

being wholly God, even though He was also

7 Greg., Epist. i ad Cled.

8 Alnaa., De salue. adv. Christ. 9 Ephes. li. «.

■ Text, vire/xi(>aii'Oi'TiS.Variant, e/*i(>ali'0>iei'.

a ajrapXTIvToiirjfLeTepovi^vpa/ittTOS., , , - . -

3 truueeTOVyevea-eiti.Trji- irporepoi/airXtji/ ouo-ai/Tou Aoyou
UTTOO-Taail',<7vi'0eTOi'fieeKSuoTeAetoJi/c()U(7ea)V._ ^

*

4 Text, Kdi XP""'!' tu)i<reu)s.Various readings, (cai rpoiru
KuMj-eujs: KOLxpovwKoi KUiiffei: Ka.1.VOIXMKUij(7ews.̂

5 Cf. Jiu/., Expos. Symb.; Epiph., in the epilogue to his
De Hair. ; Joan. Scytk., Epist- Dionys. 4.

6 Maptas is absentin mostMSS.
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flesh and wholly man, even though He was also
most high God. And by " perfect God

" and
"
perfect man

" we mean to emphasize the ful-

ness and unfailingness of the natures : while

by "wholly God" and "wholly man" we
mean to lay stress on the singularity and

individuality of the subsistence.
And we confess also that there is one in-
carnate nature of God the Word, expressing
by the word

" incarnate '" the essence of the
flesh, according to the blessed Cyril'. And
so the Word was made flesh and yet did not

abandon His own proper immateriality : He
became wholly flesh and yet remained wholly
uncircumscribed. So far as He is body He is
diminished and contracted into narrow limits,
but inasmuch as He is God He is uncircum-
scribed, His flesh not being coextensive with
His uncircumscribed divinity.
He is then wholly perfect God, but yet is
not simply' God : for He is not only God but
also man. And He is also wholly ' perfect
man but not simply ^man, for He is not only
man but also God. For "simply^" here has
reference to His nature, and "wholly'" to
His subsistence, just as "another thing"
would refer to nature, while " another 3 " would
refer to subsistence t.
But observe s that although we hold that
the natures of the Lord permeate one another,
yet we know that the permeation springs from
the divine nature. For it is that that pene-
trates and permeates all things, as it wills,
while nothing penetrates it : and it is it

,

too,
that imparts to the flesh its own peculiar
glories, while abiding itself impassible and
without participation in the affections of the
fleSh. For if the sun imparts to us his en-
ergies and yet does not participate in ours,
how much the radier must this be true of
the Creator and Lord of the Sun *.

CHAPTER Vni.
In reply to those who ask ivhdher ^ the natures

o
f the Lord are hrniig'it under a continuous

or a discontinuous quantity '.

If any one asks concerning the natures of
the Lord if they are brought under a con-

7 Exjtositiofidei a Pair [bitsNictrnis conira Paul, Samos.Ill,/, cone.Ep/tes.

s Commanit. arl Eiilog. ei E/ist, 2 ad Success, ; cf. suir.
ch. vi. et infr. ch. xi.

9 oAosii.lv oiv krrrL0eb?xeAeto?,oux qKovfieOeds.' oAos. 2 s^oc.

3 Greg, Naz.^Orat, 51,

."
*

"^^ f̂ollowing i
s added in R. 2927: Iv Trao-t/lef %v,Ka.\virip TO.Trai/ra,Kai ei/ tjj ya-a-rpt77)50<?o/X7;Topos,aW ev TauTTj

re, evepyeCarjjs aapKutaeu;, 'J'his is assuredlyan interpolation.

*

5 zi,supr, ell. iii. 6 f.eontiusdesectis.Act. 3.7 Directed against the Severians. See Leant., De Sect.,
Act. J ; Greg,Naz., Orat, 37.8 y,ro TOc7-ui/=xesTTorrovivd.yovTaiai tou Kupt'ou^uo-eis, i)biroTOfiicapKT/AeVoi/.

tinuous or discontinuous quantity?, we will say
that the natures of the Lord are neither one
body nor one superficies ', nor one line, nor
time, nor place, so as to be reduced to a

continuous quantity. For these are the things
that are reckoned continuously.
Further note that number deals with things
that differ, and it is quite impossible to enu-
merate things that differ from one another in

no respect : and just so far as they differ are
they enumerated : for instance, Peter and Paul
are not counted separately in so far as they
are one. For since they are one in respect
of their essence they cannot be spoken of as
two natures, but as they differ in respect of
subsistence they are spoken of as two sub-
sistences. So that number deals with differ-
ences, and just as the differing objects differ
from one another so far they are enumerated.
The natures of the Lord, then, are united
without confusion so far as regards subsistence,
and they are divided without separation ac-
cording to the method and manner of differ-
ence. And it is not according to the manner
in which they are united that they are enumer-
ated, for it is not in respect of subsistence that
we hold that there are two natures of Christ :

but according to the manner in which they
are divided without separation they are enu-
merated, for it is in respect of the method and
manner of difference that there are two natures
of Christ. For being united in subsistence
and permeating one another, they are united
without confusion, each preserving throughout
its own peculiar and natural difference. Hence,
since they are enumerated according to the
manner of difference, and that alone, they
must be brought under a discontinuous quan-
tity.
Christ, therefore ', is one, perfect God and
perfect man : and Him we worship along with
the Father and the Spirit, with one obeisance,

adoring even His immaculate flesh and not
holding that the flesh is not meet for worship :

for in fact it is worshipped in the one sub-
sistence of the Word, which indeed became
subsistence for it. But in this we do not do
homage to that which is created. For we
worship Him, not as mere flesh, but as flesh
united with divinity, and because His two
natures are brought under the one person
and one subsistence of God the Word. I fear
to touch coal because of the fire bound up
with the wood. I worship the twofold nature
of Christ because of the divinity that is in
Him bound up with flesh. For I do not

9 Text, ar-ayovTat, Variants, ava<jiipoLVTOand SiaipdpoivTo,

' jLLi'aeirifbaveia,

' Cyril, be Anath. 8 cont. Theod.
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introduce a fourth persons into the Trinity.
God forbid ! but I confess one person of God
the Word and of His flesh, and the Trinity
remains Trinity, even after the incarnation of
the Word.

In reply'' to those who ask whether the two
natures are brought under a continuous or
a discontinuous quantity.

The natures of the Lord are neither one
body nor one superficies, nor one line, nor

place, nor time, so as to be brought under
a continuous quantity : for these are the

things that are reckoned continuously. But
the natures of the Lord are united without
confusion in respect of subsistence, aad are
divided without separation according to the
method and manner of difference. And ac-
cording to the manner in which they are
united they are not enumerated. For we
do not say that the natures of Christ are
two subsistences or two in respect of sub-
sistence. But according to the manner in
which they are divided without division, are

they enumerated. For there are two natures
according to the method and manner of differ-
ence. For being united in subsistence and
permeating one another they are united with-

out confusion, neither having been changed
into the other, but each preserving its own
natural difference even after the union. For
that which is created remained created, and
that which is uncreated, uncreated. By the
manner of difference, then, and in that alone,
they are enumerated, and thus are brought un-
der discontinuous quantity. For things which
differ from each other in no respect cannot be
enumerated, but just so far as they differ are they
enumerated ; for instance, Peter and Paul are
not enumerated in those respects in which

they are one : for being one in respect of their
essence they are n'ot two natures nor are they
so spoken of. But inasmuch as they differ
in subsistence they are spoken of as two sub-
sistences. So that difference is the cause of
number.

CHAPTER IX.
In rej>iy to the question ichether there is any

Nature that has no Subsistence.

For although s there is no nature without
subsistence, nor essence apart from person

3 The Apollinarians attacTtedthe orthodoxas di'dpun-oAarpai,
man^worshippers.and as making the Trinity a Qiiaternity by
their doctrineof two perfectnaturesin Chiist. See Crfg. Naz.,
Ep.z adCled. I Atkanas., Ep ad Epictet. ; Anastas. Aiitioch.,
De OJ>erationihls; Cyrtl, Cantr. Nestor, i.
4 SeeMigne on thepositionof this section.
5 Another allegation of the Severian party is in view here.
SeeLeant., De Sect., Act. 7, Cantr. Nestar. etEutych. I. ; Jahn
fi/Dam., Dialect. 29.

(since in truth it is in persons and subsistences
that essence and nature are to be contem-
plated), yet it does not necessarily follow
that the natures that are united to one an-
other in subsistence should have each its
own proper subsistence. For after they have
come together into one subsistence, it is
possible that neither should they be without
subsistence, nor should each have its own

peculiar subsistence, but that both should
have one and the same subsistence ^. For
since one and the same subsistence of the
Word has become the subsistence of the na-
tures, neither of them is permitted to be
without subsistence, nor are they allowed
to have subsistences that differ from each
other, or to have sometimes the subsistence
of this nature and somefimes of that, but
always without division or separation they
both have the same subsistence —a subsist-
ence which is not broken up into parts or
divided, so that one part should belong to

this, and one to that, but which belongs
wholly to this and wholly to that in its
absolute entirety. For the flesh of God the
Word did not subsist as an independent sub-
sistence, nor did there arise another subsistence
besides that of God the Word, but as it existed
in that it became rather a subsistence which

subsisted in another, than one which was an
independent subsistence. Wherefore, neitb-er

does it lack subsistence altogether, nor yet
is there thus introduced into the Trinity an-
other subsistence.

CHAPTER X.
Concernitig the Trisagium (" the Thrice Holy").

This being so ', we declare that the addi-
tion which the vain-minded Peter the Fuller
made to the Trisngium or

" Thrice Holy "

Hymn is blasphemous*; for it introduces a
fourth person into the Trinity, giving a separ-
ate place to the Son of God, Who is the truly
subsisting power of the Father, and a separate
place to Him Who was crucified as though He
were different from the

" Mighty One," or
as though the Holy Trinity was considered
passible', and the Father and the Holy
Spirit suffered on the Cross along with
the Son. Have done with this blasphemous 9

and nonsensical interpolation I For we hold
the words " Holy God

" to refer to the

Father, without limiting the title of divinity
to Him alone, but acknowledging also as God
the Son and the Holy Spirit : and the words

fi LeaJit.f De sect.,Act i.
7 Dam.. Epist. adjard. Archim.
8 Text, /3\iiij-if)i)|u.oi'.Variant, pKaaijiriii.i(i.v,
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"Holy and Mighty" we ascribe to the Son,
without stripping the Father and the Holy
Spirit of might: and the words "Holy and
Immortal " we attribute to the Holy Spirit,
without depriving the Father and the Son
of immortality. For, indeed, we apply all
the divine names simply and unconditionally
to each of the subsistences in imitation of the
divine Apostle's words . But to us there is but
one God, the Father, of Whom are all thin':;s,
and we in Him: and one Lord Jesus Christ by
Whom are all things, and we' by Him ' ^-
And, nevertheless, we follow Gregory the
Theologian 3 when he says, " But to us there
is but one God, the Father, of Whom are all
things, and one Lord Jesus Christ, through
Whom are all things, and one Holy Spirit,
in Whom are all things :" for the words " of
Whom '■' and " through Whom " and " in
Whom '' do not divide the natures (for neither
the prepositions nor the order of the names
could ever be changeJ), but they characterise
the properties of one unconfused nature. And
this becomes clear from the fact that they are
once more gathered into one, if only one reads
with care these words of the same Apostle,
Of Him and through Him and in Him are
all things : to Him be the glory for ever and
ever. Amen •*

.

For that the "Trisagium" refers not to
the Son alone s, but to the Holy Trinity,
the divine and saintly Athanasius and Basil
and Gregory, and all the band of the divinely-
inspired Fathers bear witness: because, as

a matter of fact, by the threefold holiness
the Holy Seraphim suggest to us the three
subsistences of the superessential Godhead.
But by the one Lordship they denote the
one essence and dominion of the supremely-
divine Trinity. Gregory the Theologian of

a truth says«, "Thus, then, the Holy of
Holies, which is completely veiled by the
Seraphim, and is glorified with three conse-
crations, meet together in one lordship and
one divinity." This was the most beautiful
and sublime philosophy of still another of
our predecessors.
Ecclesiastical historians', then, say that
once when the people of Constantinople were
offering prayers to God to avert a threatened
calamity 8, during Proclus' tenure of the ofike

' I Cor. vili. 5.2 These words which refer to the Holy Spirit are absent inR. 2930and in i Cor. vm., bntarepicent in otherCodicesand inbasil, De Spirit. Saiicta, and in Gres- Nazianz., Oral. 30 anjfurther in theDamascenehimselfin F.iraUel. and elsewhere'andcould not beomittedhere.

3 Orai. 39. 4 Rom. xi. 36.5 Vid. tpist. ad Jordan.6 Orat. 42.at the heginning.

7 Epist. ad Petrum titUonem ; Theoih., Ad Am. TOXi.8 SeeNuej,h. CaU.. Hist, xviii, 51.
"^

of Archbishop, it happened that a boy was
snatched up from among the people, and
was taught by angelic teachers the " Thrice
Holy" Hymn, " Thon Holy God, Holy and
Mighty One, Holy and Lnraortal One, have
mercy upon us :

" and when once more he was
restored to earth, lie told what he had learned,
and all the people sang the Hymn, and so
the threatened calamity was averted. Ami
in the fourth holy and great Oilcumenical
Council, I mean the one at Chalredon, we
are told that it was in this form that the
Hymn was sung; for the minutes of this
holy assembly so record it 9. It is, there-
fore, a matter for laughter and ridicule that
this " Thrice Holy " Hymn, taught us by the
angels, and confirmed by the averting of
calamity ', ratified and established by so great
an assembly of the holy Fathers, and sung
first by the Seraphim as a declaration of the
three subsistences of the Godhead, should be
mangled and forsooth emended to suit the
view of the stupid Fuller as though he were
higher than the Seraphim. But oh ! the arro-
gance ! not to say folly ! But we say it thus,
though demons should rend us in pieces,
" Do Thou, Holy God, Holy and Mighty
One, Holy and Immortal One, have mercy
upon us."

CHAPTER XI.
Concerning the Nature as viewed in Species
and in IndividuLil, and concerning the dif-
ference between Union and Incarnation : and
how this is to be understood, " The one Na-
ture of God the Word Incarnate.''''
Nature ^ is regarded either abstractly as a

matter of pure thoughts (for it has no inde-
pendent existence) : or commonly in all sub-
sistences of the same species as their bond of
union, and is then spoken of as nature viewed
in species : or universally as the same, but
with the addition of accidents, in one sub-
sistence, and is spoken of as nature viewed in
the individual, this being identical with nature
viewed in species ■

»
.

God the Word Incarnate,
therefore, did not assume the nature that is

regarded as an abstraction in pure thought
(for this i

s not incarnation, but only an impos-
ture and a figment of incarnation), nor the
nature viewed in species (for He did not

9 Cone.Chah, Act. i, at the end.

* In Cod. S. Hit. is written above the line ^ deijAarouopyiis
irauj-et,which explainstheauthor'smeaning.

2 I^icepli.Call., Hist, xviii. 51,speaksof this Hymn andalso
the 0ii9 i\a.pavas coniini f̂rjm tlie Apostles themselves. The
writer ot"the Life of Basil supposedto beAniphiJochius of Ico-
nium, declaiesthat the Trisagiunt wasrecitedby Basilat Niciea.

3 T
) i/iiApSecDptqiKaracOGiTat.

4 This divisi )n is absent'\n somecopies and is not restored
in the old translation,but is nut superfluous.
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' assume all the subsistences) : but the nature
viewed in the individuil, which is identical
with that viewed in species. For He took on
Himself the elements of our compound nature,
and these not as having an independent exist-
ence or as being originally an individual, and
in this way assumed by Him, but as existing
in His own Subsistence. For the subsistence
■of God the Word in itself became the subsist-
ence of the flesh, and accordingly '' the Word
became flesh s " clearly witliout any change,
and likewise the flesh became Word without
alteration, and God became man. For the
Word is God, and man is God, through having
one and the same subsistence. And so it is
possible to speak of the same thing es being
the nature of the Word and the nature in
the individual. For it signifies strictly and
exclusively neither the individual, that is, the
subsistence, nor the common nature of the
subsistences, but the common nature as viewed
and presented in one of the subsistences.
Union, then, is one thing, antl incarnation
is something quite different. For union sig-
nifies only the conjunction, but not at all that
with which union is effected. But incarna-
tion (which is just the same as if one said" the putting on of man's nature ") signifies
that the conjunction is with flesh, that is to
say, with man, just as the heating of iron'
implies its union with fire. Indeed, the

blessed Cyril himself, when he is interpret-
ing the phrase,

" one nature of God the
Word Incarnate," says in the second epistle
to Sucensus, '' For if we simply said ' the one
nature of the Word ' and then were silent, and
did not add the word 'incarnate.' but, so to
speak, quite excluded the dispensation 7, there

would be some plausibility in the question
they feign to ask,

' If one nature is the whole,
what becomes of the perfection in humanity,
or how has the essence * like us come to exist ?'
But inasmuch as the perfection in humanity
and the disclosure of the essence like us are
conveyed in the word 'incarnate,' they must

cease from relying on a mere straw
"
Here,

then, he placed the nature of the Word over
nature itself. For if He had received nature
instead of subsistence, it would not have been
absurd to have omitted the '' incarnate." For
when we say simply one subsistence of God
the Word, we do not err 9, In like manner,
also, Leontius the Byzantine ' considered this
phrase to refer to nature, and not to subsist-

ence. But in the Defence which he wrote

5 St. John i. 14.*>Tou (TiSiipoyis absent in somecodices and also in the old
translation. '
7 Tij*'otKoco/itaviiAf tMcamaiion.
8 ri Koff vifJ.dsovtrla.
9 Sufr. ch. 6 and 7.

' Leont., De sect.Act. 8.

in reply to the attacks that Theodoret made
on the second anathema, the blessed Cyril ^

s;iys this: "The nature of the Word, that is
,

the subsistence, which is the Word itself."
So that "the nature of the Word" means
neither the subsistence alone, nor " the com-
mon nature of the subsistence," but " the
common nature viewed as a whole in the
subsistence of the Word."

It has been said, then, that the nature of
the Word became flesh, that is

,

was united
to flesh : but that the nature of the Word
suffered in the flesh we have never heard
up till now, though we have been taught that
Christ suffered in the flesh. So that " the
nature of the Word" does not mean "the
subsistence." It remains, therefore, to say
that to become flesli is to be united with
the flesh, while the Word having become
flesh means that the very subsistence of the
Word became without change the subsistence
of the flesh. It has also been said that God
became man, and man God. For the Word
which is God became wiihout alteration man.
But that the Godhead became man, or be-

came flesh, or put on the nature of man,
this we have never heard. This, indeed, we
have learned, that the Godhead was united

to humanity in one of its subsistences, and

it has been stated that God took on a differ-
ent form or essences, to wit our own. For
the name God is applicable to each of the
subsistences, but we cannot use the term God-
head in reference to subsistence. For we are
never told that the Godhead is the Father

alone, or the Son alone, or the Holy Spirit
alone. For "' Godhead

"
implies

" nature,"
while "Father" implies subsistence, just as
" Humanity" implies nature, and "Peter" sub-
sistence. But

" God " indicates the common
element of the nature, and is applicable deri-
vatively to each of the subsistences, just as
"man "is. For He Who has divine nature

is God, and he who has human nature is man.
Besides all this, notice ■

>

that the Father
and the Holy Spirit take no jjart at all in
the incarnation of the Word except in con-
nection with the miracles, and in respect of

good will and purpose.

CHAPTER XII.
That the holy Virgin is the Mother o

f God: an

argument directed against the Nestorians.

Moreover we proclaim the holy Virgin to be

» Cyril. De/ens. //., Anath. cont. Thead.^

3 6 0e6s ^opi^ouT-ai,̂TOtouirtouraito aWoTptov. Gregory
of Nazianzum in his Carmen used the term ov(riov<T&atof the
Word after the assumptionof our nature. See alio Dlojiys.^
De div. nom., ch. 2 ; Ep.ad Carmen, 4 ; &c.

4 Dion., De div. nom., ch. 8.
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in strict truths the Mother of God ^. For inas-
much as He who was born of her was true
God, she who bare the true God incarnate is
the true mother of God. For we hold that
God was born of her, not implying that the
divinity of the Word received from her the
beginning of its being, but rneaning that God
the Word Himself, Who was begotten of the
Father timelessly before the ages, and was
with the Father and the Spirit without begin-
ning and through eternity, took up His abode
in these last days for the sake of our salvation
in the Virgin's womb, and was without change
made flesh and born of her. For the holy
Virgin did not bajfe mere man but true God :
and not mere (3od but God incarnate, Who
did not bring down His body from Heaven,
nor simply passed through the Virgin as chan-
nel, but received from her flesh of like essence
to our own and subsisting in Himself?. For
if the body had come down from heaven and
had not partaken of our nature, what would
have been the use of His becoming man ?
For the purpose of God the Word becoming
man^ was that the very same nature^ which
had sinned and fallen and become corrupteii,
should triumph over the deceiving tyrant and
so be freed from corruption, just as the divine
apostle puts it. For since b

y jnaii came death, by
mail came also the resurrection of the dead 9

.

If the first is true the second must also
be true.

Although ', however, he says, The first Adam

is of the earth earthy ; the second Adam is the
Lord from Heaven ^

,

he does not say that
His body is from heaven, but emphasises the
fact that He is not mere man. For, mark, he
called Him both Adam and Lord, thus in-
dicating His double nature. For Adam is

,

being interpreted, earth-born : and it is clear
that man's nature is earth-born since he is

formed from earth, but the title Lord signifies
His divine essence.
And again the Apostle says : God sent forthHis only-begotten Son, made of a ^vomati 3. He
did not say

" made by a woman." Wherefore
the divine apostle meant that the only-begotten
Son of God and God is the same as He who
was made man of the Virgin, and that He who
was born of the Virgin is the same as the Son
of God and God.
But He was born after the bodily fashion
inasmuch as He became man, and did not
take up His abode in a man formed before-
hand, as in a prophet, but became Himself

5 See especiallyGres;.Naz., E^. i ad did.; Theod. Har.fad., V. j8.

6 Greg.Naz., Epist. I. ad Cledon. 7 Ibid8 y«A. ch. i8. 9 I Cor. XV.21. I Greg.Naz., ibid.' I Lor. XV.47. 3 Gal. iv. 4.

in essence and truth man, that is He caused
flesh animated with the intelligent and reason-
able to subsist in His own subsistence, and
Himself became subsistence for it. For this

is the meaning of " made of a woman." For
how could the very Word of God itself have
been made under the law, if He did not be-
come man of like essence with oQrselves ?

Hence it is with justice and truth that we
c.iU the holy Mary the Mother of God. For
this name embraces the whole mystery of the
dispensation. For if she who bore Him is the
Mother of God, assuredly He Who was born
of her is God and likewise also man. For
how could God, Who was before the ages, have
been born of a woman unless He had become
man? For the son of man must clearly be
man himself. But if He Who was born of

a woman is Himself God, manifestly He Who
was born of God the Father in accordance
with the laws of an essence that is divine and
knows no beginning, and He Who was in the
last days born of the Virgin in accordance
with the laws of an essence that has beginning
and is subject to time, that is

,

an essence
which is human, must be one and the same.
The name in truth signifies the one subsist-
ence and the two natures and the two gener-
ations of our Lord Jesus Christ.
But we never say that the holy Virgin is the
Mother of Christ 4 because it was in order to
do away with the title Mother of God, and to
bring dishonour on the Mother of God, who
alone is in truth wortliy of honour above all
creation, that the impure and abominable Ju-
daizing Nestorius 5, that vessel of dishonour,
invented this name for an insult^. For David
the king, and Aaron, the high priest, are also
called Chrisf!, for it is customary to make
kings and priests by anointing : and besides
every God-inspired man may be called Christ,
but yet he is not by nature God : yea, the
accursed Nestorius insulted Him Who was
born of the Virgin by calling Him God-
bearer ^ May it be far from us to speak of
or think of Him as God-bearer only 9, Who

is in truth God incarnate. For the Word
Himself became flesh, having been in truth
conceived of the Virgin, but coming forth as
God with the assumed nature which, as soon
as He was brought forth into being, was
deified by Him, so that these three things
took place simultaneously, the assumption of
our nature, the coming into being, and tho

4 XPttTTOTOKO?,as opposedto ^eOTOKOS.

5 Cyril, ad Mottachos,Epist. i.

^ ci)?eirripea^oixevrjiris absentin Vegellnus.

7 i.ft.Anointed One.

8 9eoi()opo!,Deigerus. See Greff. Naz., Ep. 3, ad Cicd.
Basil, De Spir. Sane, ch. 5, &c.

9 Cyril, cont.Nest., bk. i.
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deification of the assumed nature by tlie
Word. And thus it is that the lioly Virgin
is thought of and spoken of as the Mother
of God, not only because of the nature of tlie
Word, but also because of the deification of
man's nature, the miracles of concejjlion and
of existence being wrought together, to wit,
the conception the Word, and the existence of
the flesh in the Word Himself For the very
Mother of God in some marvellous manner
was the means of fashioning the Framer of all
things and of bestowing manhood on the God
and Creator of all. Who deified the nature that
He assumed, while the union preserved those
things that were united just as they were
united, that is to say, not only the olivine
nature of Christ but also His human nature,
not only that which is above us but that which
is of us. For He was not first made like us
and only later became higher than us, but
ever' from His first coming into being He
existed with the double nature, because He
existed in the Word Himself from the be-
ginning of the conception. Wherefore He is
human in His own nature, but also, in some
marvellous manner, of God and divine. More-
over He has the properties of the living flesh :
for by reason of the dispensation = the Word
received these which are, according to the
order of natural motion, truly natural 3.

CHAPTER XIII.
Concerning the properties of the two Natures.

Confessing, then, the same Jesus Christ,
our Lord, to be perfect God and perfect man,
we hold that the same has all the attributes
of the Father save that of being ingenerate,
and all the attributes of the first Adam,
save only his sin, these attributes being body
and the intelligent and rational soul; and fur-
ther that He has, corresponding to the two
natures, the two sets of natural qualities l)e-
longing to the two natures : two natural voli-
tions, one divine and one human, two natural
energies, one divine and one human, two na-
tural free-wills, one divine and one human,
and two kinds of wisdom and knowledge, one
divine and one human. For being of like
essence with God and the Father, He wills
and energises freely as God, and being also
of like essence with us He likewise wills and
energises freely as man. For His are the
miracles and His also are the passive states.

' aei is absentin Vegelinus.
* OLxoi'O/ii'cisAoyw,by reasonof ike incarnation.
Reading yiro'/x'ei'a,for whicll Cod. R. 2930givesVTrfjpxov.

CHAPTER XIV.

Concerning the volitions and free-wilis of our
Lord festis Ciirist.

Since, then, Christ has two natures, we hold
that He has also two natural wills and two
natural energies. But since His two natures
have one subsistence, we hold that it is one
and the same person who wills and energises
naturally in both natures, of which, and in
which, and also which is Christ our Lord;
and moreover that He wills and energises
without separation but as a united whole.
For He wills and energises in either form in
close communion with the other-t. For things
thit have the same essence have also the same
will and energy, while things that are difterent
in essence are different in will and energy =;
and vice versa, things that have the same will
and energy have the same essence, while
things that are different in will and energy
are different in essence.
Wherefore ^ in the case of the Father and
Son and Holy Spirit we recognise, from their
sameness in will and energy, their sameness
in nature. But in the case of the divine dis-
pensation 7 we recognise from their difference
in will and energy the difference of the two
natures, and as we perceive the difference
of the two natures we confess that the wills
and energies also are different. For just as
the number of the natures of one and the
same Christ, when considered and spoken of
with piety, do not cause a division of the one
Christ but merely bring out the fact that the
difference between the natures is maintained
even in the union, so it is with the number
of wills and energies that belong essentially
to His natures. (For He was endowed with
the powers of willing and energising in both
natures, for the sake of our salvation ) It
does not introduce division : God forbid I but
merely brings out the fact tliat the differences
between them are safe-guarded and preserved
even in the union. For we hold that wills and
energies are faculties belonging to nature, not
to subsistence; I mean those faculties of will
and energy by which He Who wills and ener-
gises does so. For if we allow that they -
belong to subsistence, we will be forced to say
that the three subsistences of the Holy Trinity
have different wills and different energies.
For it is to be noted ^ that willing and the
manner of willing are not the same thing.
For to will is a faculty of nature, just as

4 Leo, Epist. lo, ad Flavian.
5 Max., Disp. cumPyrrho.
6 S-itpr.,bk. ii. cli. 22.
7 oiKoi'O/iias.incarnation.
8 Max. , Dial, cumPyrrho ; Anast. in "OSrl-yos,ch. 6, p. 40.
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seeing is
,

for all men possess it ; but the
manner of willing does not depend on nature

but on our judgment, just as does also the
manner of seeing, whether well or ill. For all
men do not will in the same way, nor do they
all see in the same way. And this also we
will grant in connection with energies. For
the manner of willing, or seeing, or energising,

is the mode of using the faculties of will and
sight and energy, belonging only to him who
uses them, and marking him off from others
by the generally accepted difference.
Simple willing then is spoken of as volition
or the faculty of wills, being a rational pro-
pension ' and natural will; but in a particular
way willing, or that which underlies volition,

is the object of will ^
,

and will dependent on
judgments. Further that which has innate
in it the faculty of volition is spoken of as
capable of willing ■

»
: as for instance the divine

is capable of willing, and the hiiman in like
manner. But he who exercises volition, that

is to say the subsistence, for instance Peter,

is spoken of as willing.
Since, then 5, Christ is one and His sub-
sistence is one. He also Who wills both as
God and as man is one and the same. And
since He has two natures endowed with voli-
tion, inasmuch as they are rational (for wiiat-
ever is rational is endowed with volition and
free-will), we shall postulate two volitions or
natural wills in Him. For He in His own
person is capable of volition in accordance
with both His natures. For He assumed that
faculty of volition which belongs naturally
to us. And since Christ, Who in His own
person wills according to either nature, is one,
we shall postulate the same object of will in
His case, not as though He wills only those
things which He willed naturally as God (for

it is no part of Godhead to will to eat or drink
and so forth), but as willing also those things
which human nature requires for its support ^

,

and this without involving any opposition in
judgment, but simply as the result of the
individuality of the natures. For then it was
that He thus willed naturally, when His
divine volition so willed and permitted the
flesh to suffer and do that which was propi-r
to it.
But that volition is implanted in man by
nature ? is manifest from this. Excluding the
divine life, there are three forms of life : the
vegetative, the sentient, and the intellectual.

9 TOii.h oirAoisOeKeiv,et'Aijo-is,nroi i OeKriTiKr,UvauK.' opefit. '^

« GeXrjTov,willed, theihi?ig willed,

3

U\-nii.a.^viaii.iK6v.dispositionalvolition, mill ofjudgment4 «fA^Ti«o>.,valitive. Volitivura, volilive, is the Scholastictransialionot-ATjTt/coi'.

5 Max., Dial, cumPyrrh, 6 Mxx. ibid7 Max., ibid.

The properties of the vegetative life are the
functions of nourishment, and growth, and
production : that of the sentient life is im-
pulse : and that of the rational and intellectual
life is freedom of will. If, then, nourishment
belongs by nature to the vegetative life and
impulse to the sentient, freedom of will by

nature belongs to the rational and intellectual
life. But freedom of will is nothing else than
volition. The Word, therefore, having be-
come flesh, endowed with life and mind and
free-will, became also endowed with volition.
Further, that which is natural is not the
result of training : for no one learns how
to think, or live, or hunger, or thirst, or sleep.
Nor do we learn how to will : so that willing

is natural.
And again : if in the case of creatures devoid
of reason nature rules, while nature is ruled
in man who is moved of his own free-will and
volition, it follows, then, that man is b

y

nature endowed with volition.
And again: if man has been made after the
image of the blessed and super-essential God-
head, and if the divine nature is by nature
endowed with free-will and volition, it follows
that man, as its image, is free by nature and
volitive*. For the fathers defined freedom as
volition 9

.

And further : if to will is a part of the nature
of every man and not present in some and
absent in others, and if that which is seen
to be common to all is a characteristic feature
of the nature that belongs to the individuals
of the class, surely, then, man is by nature
endowed with volition '°.
And once more : if the nature receives
neither more nor less, but all are equally
endowed with volition and not some more
than others, then by nature man is endowed
with volition '°. So that since man is by nature
endowed with volition, the Lord also must
be by nature endowed with volition, not only
because He is God, but also because He
became man. For just as He assumed our
nature, so also He has assumed naturally our
will. And in this way the Fathers said that
He formed our will in Himself".
If the will is not natural, it must be either
hypostatic or unnatural. But if it is hypo-
static, the Son must thus, forsooth, have a

different will from what the Father has : for
that which is hypostatic is characteristic
of subsistence only. And if it is unnatural,
will must be a defection from nature : for

S deK-tjTtKo^,endowedwith volitio7t.

9 fl6A7)a-i5,will.^ ^ _
lo SeXijriKoj.

.

"
'^?'''""^^r̂ovTo 01Uarepes to ^^eVepocey eauTwTuirwtratmrov ei^ijo-ai/SeAijua: and according to this the Fathers said

that He ty^ijfied,moulded,had theform of our will in Himself.
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what is unnatural is destructive of what is
natural.
The God and Father of all things wills
either as Father or as God. Now if as Blither,
His will will be different from that of the Son,
for the Son is not the Father. But if as God,
the Son is God and likewise the Holy Spirit
is God, and so volition is part of His nature,
that is

,

it is natural.
Besides ", if according to the view of the
Fathers, those who have one and the same
will have also one and the same essence, and

if the divinity and humanity of Christ have
one and the same will, then assuredly these
have also one and the same essence.
And again : if according to the view of the
Fathers the distinction between the natures

is not seen in the single will, we must either,
wlien we speak of the one will, cease to speak
of the different natures in Christ or, when we
speak of the different natures of Christ, cease
to speak of the one will.
And further ', the divine Gospel says, The
Lord came into the borders of Tyre and Sidon
and entered i7ito a house, and would have no
man know it ; but He could ?wt be hid''. If,
then, His divine will is omnipotent, but yet,
though He would, He could not be hid, surely
It was as man thit He would and could not,
and so as man He must be endowed with
vohtion.
And once again 3, the Gospel tells us that.
He, havin,^ come into the place, said

' / thirst ' .•

and they gave Him some vuiegar mixed with gall,
and when He had tasted it He would not drink 1

Jf
,

then, on the one hand it was as God that
He suffered thirst and when He had tasted
would not drink, surely He must be subject
to passions also as God, for thirst and taste
are passions^. But if it was not as God but

altogether as man that He was athirst, like-
wise as man He must be endowed with vo-
lition 7.

Moreover, the blessed Paul the Apostle
says, He became obedient unto death, even the
death of the cross^. But obedience is subjec-
tion of the real will, not of the unreal will.
For that which is irrational is not said to
be obedient or disobeilient '. But the Lord
having become obedient to the Father, be-
came so not as God but as man. For as God

'2 Greg. Nyss., Cont. ApoUin and others,Act. to, sext. syn.

' Max., Agathapap. Epist. Syn. iti Vf Syn., Act. 4.

» St Mark vii. 24. 3 Max., ibid.

4 St. Matt, xx-vii.33and 34 ; St. John xix. 28and 29.

5 ifLTradf]^,/lassii/ie,sensible,possessedofsensibility.

^ irddo';',sensibiliLy.

7 In N. is added : Kal e
l kv t-q rjfiepa toO ira^ousAe-yef

Ilarep, et Sufarbf, TTapeK6eTiato nOTrjpLOvtoi)to ajr' efiov. Jl\ijy
oiix uJSeyu>ye'Aw,dW' (1)5aVt 'iSou 6vo fieAiJo-ets,0elKijafjiaKal
ay&ptonivrj.

» Phil. ii. 8
. 9 Max., ut supr.

He is not said to be obedient or disobedient.
For these things are of the things that are
under one's hand >

,

as the inspired Gregoriiis
said '- Wherefore, then, Christ is endowed
with volition as man.
While, however, we assert that will is natural,
we hold not that it is dominated by necessity,
but that it is free. For if it is rational, it

must be absolutely free. For it is not only
the divine and uncreated nature that is free
from the bonds of necessity, but also the
intellectual and created nature. And this is

manifest : for God, being by nature good and

being by nature the Creator and by nature
God, is not all this of necessity. -For who

is there to introduce this necessity ?

It is to be observed further 3, that free-
dom of will is used in several senses, one in
connection with God, another in connection
with angels, and a third in connection with
men. For used in reference to God it is

to be understood in a superessential manner,
and in reference to angels it is to be taken
in the sense that the election is concomi-
tant with the state ^

,

and admits of the in-
terposition of no interval of time at all : for
whde the angel possesses free-will by nature,
he uses it without let or hindrance, having
neither antipathy on the part of the body
to overcome nor any assailant. Again, used
in reference to men, it is to be taken in the
sense that the state is considered to be an-
terior in time to the election. For man is

free and has free-will by nature, but he has
also the assault of the devil to impede him
and the motion of the body : and thus through
the assault and the weight of the body, elec-
tion comes to be later than the state.
If, then, Adam s obeyed of his ov^n will
and ate of his own will, surely in us the will

is the first part to suffer. And if the will

is the first to suffer, and the Word Incarnate
did not assume this with the rest of our
nature, it follows that we have not been freed
from sin.
Moreover, if the faculty of free-vvill which

is in n^iture is His work and yet He did not
assume it

. He either condemned His own
workmanship as not good, or grudged us the
comfort it brought, and so deprived us of the

full benefit, aud shewed that He was Himself
subject to passion since He was not willing
or not able to work out our perfect salvation.

Moreover, one cannot speak of one com-

' TtiivuTTox t̂pt*V^PTaOra,

2 Orat. 36,somedibtanoefromthebeginning.

3 Max., Disp. cum Pyrrh.

4 (OSa-ui/Tpe;^oi){r»jsT// es'etttjs irpo^eipiVeo}?,the choice ôr
dicision, beingsync/iroiioitswilii themoral disposition.

5 Max., Disp. cumPyrrh.
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pound thing made of two wills in the same

way as a subsistence is a composition of two
natures. Firstly because the compositions are
of things in subsistence {hyposlasis), not of
things viewed in a different category, not in

one proper to them *: and secondly, because if
we speak of composition of wills and energies,
we will be obliged to speak of composition
of the other natural properties, such as the
uncreated and the created, the invisible and
the visible, and so on. And what will be
the name of the will that is compounded
out of two wills? For the compound cannot
be called by the name of the elements that
make it up. For othervvise we should call
that which is compounded of natures nature
and not subsistence. And further, if we say
that there is one compound will in Christ, we
separate Him in will from the Father, for
the Father's will is not compound. It re-
mains, therefore, to say that the subsistence
of Christ alone is compound and common,
as in the case of the natures so also in that
of the natural properties.
And we cannot 7, if we wish to be accurate,
speak of Christ as having judgment (yvafirj)
and preference'. For judgment is a disposi-
tion with reference to the decision arrived at
after investigation and deliberation concerning
something unknown, that is to say, after
counsel and decision. And after judgment
comes preference', which chooses out and
selects the one rather than the other. But
the Lord being not mere man but also God,
and knowing all things, had no need of inquiry
and investigation, and counsel, and decision,
and by nature made whatever is good His
own and whatever is bad foreign to Him '.
For thus says Isaiah the prophet, Before the
child shall know to prefer the einl, he shall choose
the i^ood; because before the child knows good or
evil, he refuses ivickedness by choosing the good =.
For the word " before " proves that it is not
with investigation and deliberation, as is the
way with us, but as God and as subsisting in
a divine manner in the flesh, that is to^say,
being united in subsistence to the flesh, and
because of His very existence and all-embrac-
ing knowledge, that He is possessed of good
in His own nature. For the virtues are
natural qualities 3, and are implanted in all by
nature and in equal measure, even if we do
not all in equal measure employ our natural
energies. By the transgression we were driven

"irpwTOc/lef, OTtat crvvdeireigtwc ec VTroa-TaueioVTiaVfKalm Ttltverepw\6y<a,KatoukiSiwOeupovfjievijiyeicrt,
7 Mux., Dial, cumPyrrk'. 8 Max., EJiist. ad Marin.9 npoa.ipe(TLi;.
* Basil, on Ps. xliv., or ratheron Isaiah vii.= Is. vii. 16,sec.LXX.
3 ft/vcTLKai/A;j/yapeiirii' at aperai; cf. Cicero, De leg. I.

from the natural to the unnatural *. But the
Lord led us back from the unnatural into the
natural 5. For this is what is the meaning of
in our image, after our likeness^. And the
discipline and trouble of this life were not
designed as a means for our attaining virtue
which was foreign to our nature, but to enable
us to cast aside the evil that was foreign and
contrary to our nature : just as on laboriously
removing from steel the rust which is not
natural to it but acquired through neglect,
we reveal the natural brightness of the steel.
Observe further that the word judgment
[yv-nfii]) is used in many ways and in many
senses. Sometimes it signifies exhortation :
as when the divine apostle says, Now concern-
ing; virgins I have no commandment of the Loid ;
yet I give my judgment! : sometimes it means
counsel, as when the prophet David says, Thty
have taken crafty counsel against Thy people^ :
sometimes it means a decree, as when we read
in Daniel, Concerning zvlwm (or, what) went
this shameless decree forth^ 2 At other times
it is used in the sense of belief, or opinion,
or purpose, and, to put it shortly, the word
judgment has twenty-eight' different mean-
ings.

CHAPTER XV.
Concerning the energies in our Lord-

Jesus Christ. \

We hold, further, that there are two ener-
gies ^ in our Lord Jesus Christ. For He
possesses on the one hand, as God and being
of like essence with the Father, the divine
energy, and, likewise, since He became man
and of like essence to us, the energy proper
to human nature 3.
But observe that energy and capacity for
energy, and the product of energy, and the
agent of energy, are all different. Energy is
the efficient (SpatrnKri) and essential activity of
nature : the capacity for energy is the nature
from which proceeds energy : the product of
energy is that which is effected by energy : and
the agent of energy is the person or subsistence
which uses the energy. Further, sometimes
energy is used in the sense of the product of
energy, and the product of energy in that of
energy, just as the terms creation and creature
are sometimes transposed. For we say "all
creation," meaning creatures.

4 Supr., bk. ii., ch. 30. S Max., Dial, cumPyrrk.
6 Gen. 1.26. 7 Î Cor. vii. 25. 8 Ps. Ixxxiii. 3.9 Dan. ii. 15. wept rtco? efijA9ei/i\ yytltpijjtj ai/ai57)saVTTj.In our A.v., IVAy is thedecreesohastyfro7n theking?^Text, (CaraetKotrtOKrw: Variants, Kara Koivov, Kara iroAu,
.secundummulta (old trans ), and secundum plurima (Faber).
Ma^timiisgave28meaningsof yvujfxr).
2 Cf. Anast., De operationibus, I. ; Jonji. ScytheCon. Sever.VII J.. &c.
3 Supr. bit. ii. : Max., Dial, cumPyrrh.
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Note also that energy is an activity and is
energised rather than energises : as Gregory
the Theologian says in his thesis concerning
the Holy Spirit+: "If energy exists, it must
manifestly be energised and will not energise :
and as soon as it has been energised, it will
cease."
Life Itself, it should be observed, is energy,
yea, the primal energy of the living creature :
and so is the whole economy of the living
creature, its functions of nutrition and growth,
that is

,

the vegetative side of its nature, and
tlie movement stirred by impulse, that is

,

the
sentient side, and its activity of intellect and
free-will. Energy, moreover, is the perfect
realisation of power. If, then, we aontem-
])laie all these in Christ, surely we must also
hold that He possesses human energy.
The first thoughts that arises in us is called
energy : and it is simple energy not involving
any relationship, the mind sending forth the

thoughts peculiar to it in an independent and
invisible way. for if it did not do so it could
not justly be called mind. Again, the reve-
lation and unfolding of thought by means
of articulate speech is said to be energy. But
tliis is no longer simple energy that mvolves
no relationship, but it is considered in rela-
tion as being composed of thought and speech.
Further, the very relation which he who does

anything bears to that which is bro.ight about

is energy . and ihi very thing that is effected

is called energy *. '1 he first belongs to the
soul alone, the second to the soul making
use of the body, the third to the body ani-
mated by mind, and the last is the effect'.
For the mind sees beforehand what is to be
and then performs it thus by means of the
body. And so the hegemony belongs to the
soul, for it uses the body as an instrument,

leading and restraining it. But the energy of
the body is quite different, for the body is led
afid moved by the soul. And with regnrd to
the etfect, the touching and handling and, so
to speak, the embrace, of what is effected,
belong to the body, while the figuration and
formation belong to the soul. And so ia
connection with our Lord Jesus Ciirist, the
power of miracles is the energy of His divi-
nity, while the work of His hands and the
willing and the saying, / ivill, be thou clean *,

are the energy of His humanity. And as to
the effect, the bre;iking of the loaves?, and the
fact that the leper heard the

'" I will,'' belong to
His humanity, while the multiphcation of the

4 Orat. 37, near the beginning.

5 Anast. Antioch., De operationibus,

6 KoXauToTOaTTOTekovlievov; cf. Max., ad Marin, II.

7 Max. torn, ii., Dogma't.ad Mnrin., p. 124.

8 St. M.-itt. viii. 3. 9 St. John vi. 11,

loaves and the purification of the leper be-
long to His divinity. For through both, that

is through the energy of the body and the
energy of the soul, He displayed one and the
same, cognate and equal divine energy. For
just as we saw that His natures were united
and permeate one another, and yet do not
deny that they are different but even enu-
merate them, although we know they are
inseparable, so also in connection with the
wills and the energies we know their union,
and we recognise their difference and enu-
merate them without introducing separation.
For just as the flesh was deified without
undergoing change in its own nature, in the
same way also will and energy are deified
without transgressing their own proper limits.
For whether He is the one or the other, He is

one and the same, and whether He wills and
energises in one way or the other, that is as
God or as man. He is one and the same.
We must, then, maintain that Christ has
two energies in virtue of His double nature.
For things that have diverse natures, have also
different energies, and things that have diverse
energies, have also different natures. And so
conversely, things that have the same nature
have also the same energy, and things that
have one and the same energy hive also one
and the same essence ', which is the view of
the Fathers, who declare the divine meaning =

,

One of these alternatives, then, must be true :

either, if we hold that Christ has one energy,
we must also hold that He has but one
essence, or, if we are solicitous about truth,
and confess that He has according to the
doctrine of the Gospels and the Fathers two
essences, we must also confess that He has
two energies corresponding to and accom-

panying them. For as He is of like essence
with God and the Father in divinity. He will
be His equal also in energy. And as He like-
wise is of like essence with us in humanity
He will be our equal also in enerjy. F"or
the blessed Gregory, bishop of Nyssa, says 3,

"Things that have one and the same energy,
have also absolutely the same power." F'or
all energy is the effect of power. But it

cannot be that uncreated and created nature
have one and the same nature or power or

energy. But if we should hold that Christ
has but one energy, we should attribute to the

divinity of the Word the passions of the
intelligent spirit, viz. tear and grief and

anguish.
If they should say 4, indeed, that the holy

" SeeAct. lo sextaesynodi.

* Text, flevjyopou?.Viiriaiit, deof/>opou5.

3 Orat. detiatura et hyp. AUo in Basil, 43.

4 Max., Dial, cumPyrrk.
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Fathers said in their disputation concerning
the Holy Trinity, " Thinfis that have one and
the same essence have also one and the same

energy, and things which have different es-
sences have also difTerent energies," and that
it is not right to transfer to the dispensation
what has reference to matters of theology, we
shall answer that if it has been said by the
Fathers solely with reference to theology, and
if the Son has not even after the incarnation
the same energy as the Father s, assuredly He
cannot have the fame essence. But to whom
shall we attribute this, Ady Father worketh
liitherio and I work^ : and this. What things
soever He seeth the Father doing, these also
doeth the Son likeivise ' .• and this. Ifye believe
not Me, believe My works ^: and this. The
work ivhich 1 do hear witness concerning Me 9 :
and this, Js the Father raised up the dead
and qiiickenelh than, even so the Son qiiickeneth
whom He with. For all these shew not only
that He is of like essence to the Father even
after the incarnation, but that He has also the
same energy.
And again : if the providence that embraces
all creation is not only of the Father and
the Holy Spirit, but also of the Son even
after the incarnation, assuredly since that is
energy. He must have even after the incarna-
tion the same energy as the Father.
But if we have learnt from the miracles
that Christ has the same essence as the Father,
and since the miracles happen to be the energy
of God, assuredly He must have even after
the incarnation the same energy as the Father.
But, if there is one energy belonging to both
His divinity and His humanity, it will" be com-
pound, and will be either a different energy
from that of the Father, or the Father, too,
will have a compound energy. But if the
Father has a compound energy, manifestly He
must also have a compound nature.
But if they should say that together with
energy is also introduced ^personality ^ we
shall reply that if personality is introduced
along with energy, then the true converse
must hold good that energy is also introduced
along with personality; and there will be also
three energies of the Holy Trinity just as there
are three persons or subsistences, or there will
be one person and one subsistence just as
there is only one energy. Indeed, the holy
Fathers have maintained with one voice that
things that have the same essence have also
the same energy.
But farther, if personality is introduced
along with energy, those who divine that

i M^x
, Dial. cumPyrrh. 6 Sl. John v. 17. 7 /i,W. ig./M. X. 38. 9 Jiul V. 36. ' /did. 21. ' Max., ibid.

neither one nor two energies of Christ are
to be spoken of, do not maintain that either
one or two persons of Christ are to be
spoken of.
Take the case of the flaming sword ; just
as in it the natures of the fire and the steal
are preserved distinct 3, so also are their two
energies and their effects. For the energy
of the steel is its cutting power, and that
of the fire is its burning power, and the cut
is the effect of the energy of the steel, and
the burn is the effect of the energy of the
fire : and these are kept quite distinct in the
burnt cut, and in the cut burn, although
neither does the burning take place apart
from the cut after the union of the two,
nor the cut apart from the burning: and
we do not maintain on account of the two-
fold natural energy that there are two flam-
ing swords, nor do we confuse the essen-
tial difference of the energies on account of
the unity of the flaming sword. In like man-
ner also, in the case of Christ, His divinity
possesses an energy that is divine and om-
nipotent while His humanity has an energy
such as is our own. And the effect of His
human energy was His taking the child by
the hand and drawing her to Himself, while
that of His divine energy was the restoring
of her to life +. For the one is quite distinct
from the other, although they are inseparable
from one another in theandric energy. But

if
,

because Christ has one subsistence. He
must also have one energy, then, because
He has one subsistence, He must also have
one essence.
And again : if we should hold that Christ
has but one energy, this must be either divine
or human, or neither. But if we hold that

it is divine 5, we must maintain that He is
God alone, stripped of our humanity. And

if we hold that it is human, we shall be guilty
of the impiety of saying that He is mere man.
And if we hold that it is neither divine nor
human, we must also hokl that He is neither
God nor man, of like essence neither to the
Father nor to us. For it is as a result of the
union that the identity in hypostasis arises,
but yet the difference between the natures

is not done away with. But since the differ-
ence between the natures is preserved, mani-
festly also the energies of the natures will be
preserved. For no nature exists that is lack-
ing in energy.
If Christ our Master * has one energy, it

must be either created or uncreated ; fur

3 Miixim., nil. De duab. vol. et Dial, cumPyrrh.

4 St Luke viii. 54 j Max., Dial, cum Pyrrh.

5 Max., ibiii. 6 Max., ibid.
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between these there is no energy, just as
tliere is no nature. If, then, it is created,
it will point to created nature alone, but il
it is uncreated, it will betoken uncreated
essence alone. For that which is natural
ini'St completely correspond with its nature :
for there cannot exist a nature that is defec-
tive. But the energy ' tliat harmonises with na-
ture does not belong to that which is external :
and this is manifest because, apart from the

energy that harmonises with nature, no nature
can either exist or be known. For through
that in which each thing manifests its energy,
the absence of change confirms its own proper
nature.
If Christ has one energy, it must be one
and the same energy that performs both
divine and human actions. But there is no
existing thing which abiding in its natural
state can act in opposite ways : for fire does
not freeze and boil, nor does water dry up
and make wet. How then could He Who
is by nature God, and Who became by nature
man, have both performed miracles, and en-
dured passions with one and the same energy?

If
,

then, Christ assumed the human mind,
that is to say, the intelligent and reasonable
soul, undoubtedly He has always thought,
and will think for ever. But thought is the
energy of the mind : and so Christ, as man,

is endowed with energy, and will be so for
ever.

Indeed, the most wise and great and holy
John Chrysostom says in his interpretation
of the Acts, in the second discourse^, "One
would not err if he should call even His
l)assion action : for in that He suffered all
things, He accomplished that great and mar-
vellous work, the overthrow of death, and
all His other works."
It all energy is defined as essential move-
ment of some nature, as those who are versed
in these matters say, where does one perceive
any nature that has no movement, and is com-
])letely devoid of energy, or where does one
find energy that is not movement of natural
power? But, as the blessed C\ril says?, no
one in his senses could admit that there
was but one natural energy of God and
His creation '. It is not His human nature
that raises up Lazarus from the dead, nor is

it His divine power that sheds tears : for the
shedding of tears is peculiar to human nature
while the life is peculiar to the enhypostatic

7 Text, 1
7 Si Kara ijtviTivivepyeia. Variant, e
l fie,

8 Horn. r.

9 'J kes.fxxxii , ch. 2 ; Act. to, sexiaeSynodi.

^ The Monotheletesmademuch of the caseof the raising of
thedaughterof Jairus. SeeCyril, In Joan., p. 351; Max., Dial,
cum Pyrrk., Epist. ad Nicand., Epist. ad Man. Sicil.; Sciio-
liastm Called, cont.Sererum, ch. 20.

life. But yet they are common the one
to the other, because of the identity in
subsistence. For Christ is one, and one also

is His person or subsistence, but yet He
lias two natures, one belonging to His hu-
manity, and another belonging to His divinity.
And the glory, indeed, which proceeded na-
turally from His divinity became common to
both through the identity in subsistence, and
again on account of His flesh that which was
lowly became common to both. For He Who

is the one or the other, that is God or man, is

one and the same, and both what is divine
and what is human belong to Himself. For
while His divinity performed the miracles,
they were not done apart from the flesh, and
while His flesh performed its lowly oflices,
they were not done apart from the divinity.
For His divinity was joined to the suffering
flesh, yet remaining without passion, and en-
dured the saving passions, and the holy mind
was joined to the energising divinity of the
Word, perceiving and knowing what was
being accomplished.
And thus His divinity communicates its own
glories to the body while it remains itself
without part in the sufferings of the flesh.
For His flesh did not suffer through His di-
vinity in the same way that His divinity en-
ergised through the flesh. For the flesh acted
as the instrument of His divinity. Although,
therefore, from the first conception there was
no division at all between the two forms % but
the actions of either form through all the
time became those of one person, nevertheless
we do not in any way confuse those things
that took place without separation, but recog-
nise from the quality of its works what sort
of form anything has.
Christ, then, energises according to both
His natures 3, and either nature energises in
Him in communion with the other, the Word
performing through the authority and power of
its divinity all the actions proper to the Word,
i.e. all acts of supremacy and sovereignty,
and the body performing all the actions proper
to the body, in obedience to the will of the
Word that is united to it

,

and of whom it

has become a distinct part. For He was
not moved of Himself to the natural pas-
sions % nor again did He in that way recoil
from the things of pain, and pray for release
from them, or suffer what befel from without,
but He was moved in conformity with His
nature, the Word willing and allowing Him
ceconomically 5 to suffer that, and to do the

* oiKoro/Ltoj?,in inca-ynnteform. 3 Leo. Epist. cit,

4 ov■yap6.^ejLuroiiTrpusto. (^vcriKaTraP/jttjc op^Tjceiroteiro,
ovS auTJ)!'€icTwcAuTT7ts^va(/>jpja)]i'«at TrapaiVijtriv.

5 The term is ^op,^(j,as in Phil. ii. 6
,
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things proper to Him, that the truth might
be confirmed by the works of nature.
Moreover, just as ^He received in His birth
of a virgin supcressential essence, so also He
revealed His human energy in a superhuman
way, walking with earthly feet on unstable

water, not by turning the water into earth,

but by causing it in the superabundant power
of His divinity not to flow away nor yield
beneath the weight of material feet. For not
in a merely human way did He do human
things : for He was not only man, but also
God, and so even His sufferings brougiit life
and salvation: nor yet did He energise as
God, strictly after the manner of God, for He
was not only God, but also man, and so it
was by touch and word and such like that He
worked miracles.
But if any one ^ should say, "\Ve do not say
that Christ has but one nature, in order to do

away with His human energy, but we do so be-
cause ^ human energy, in opposition to divine
energy, is called passion (Tnir^.it)," we shall an-
swer that, according to this reasoning, those also
who hold that He has but one natm-e do not
maintain this with a view to doing away with
His human nature, but because human nature
in opposition to divine nature is spoken of
as passible (imetjriKri). But God forbid that
we should call the human activity passion,
when we are distinguishing it from divine
energy. For, to speak generally, of nothing
is the existence recognised or defined by com-
parison or collation. If it were so, indeed,
existing things would turn out to be mutually
the one the cause of the other. For if the
human activity is passion because the divine
activity is energy, assuredly also the human na-
ture must be wicked because the divine nature
is good, and, by conversion and opposition,
if the divine activity is called energy because
the human activity is called passion, then also
the divine nature must be good because the
human nature is bad. And so all created
things must be bad, and he must have spoken
falsely who said, A/id God saw every thiui:;
that He had made, and, beliold, it was very
good 9.
We, therefore, maintain ■ that the holy
Fathers gave various names to the human
activity ac cording to the underlying notion.
For they called it power, and energy, and dif-
ference, and activity, and property, and quality,
and passion, not in distinction from the divine
activity, but power, because it is a conservadve

* Dion., ch. 2,De div. nojn. etEpist. 4.
7 Ma r., Ditii cuntFyirli.
8 Seetile replyof Maximumin theDialogue cumPyrrh.
9 Gen. i. 31.^Max., Opusc.Poletn., pp. 31,33.

and invariable force ; and energy, because it is
a distinguishing mark, and reveals the abso-
lute similarity between all things of the same
class ; and difference, because it distinguishes ;
and activity, because it makes manifest ; and
property, because it is constituent and belongs
to that alone, and not to any other ; and
quality, because it gives form ; and passion,
because it is moved. For all things that are
of God and after Gqd suffer in respect of
being moved, forasmuch as they have not
in themselves motion or power. Therefore,
as has been said, it is not in order to dis-
tingtiish the one from the other that it has
been named, but it is in accordance with the
plan implanted in it in a creative manner by
the Cause that framed the universe. Where-
fore, also, when they spoke of it along with
the divine nature they called it energy. For
he who said, "For either form energises
close communion with the other =," did some-
thing quite different from him who said. And
when He had fasted forty days. He ivas after-
wards an hungered 'i : (for He allowed His na-
ture to energise when it so willed, in the way
proper to itself 4,

)

or from those who hold
there is a different energy in Him or that
He has a twofold energy, or now one energy
and now another 5. For these statements
with the change in terms 5< signify the two
energies. Indeed, often the number is indi-
cated both by change of terms and by speak-
ing of them as divine and human ''. For the
difference is difference in differing things, but
how do things that do not exist differ?

CHAPTER XVI.
In reply to those who sayT, " If man has two
natures and two energies, Christ must be
held to have three natures and as many
energies."

Each individual man, since he is composed
of two natures, soul and body, and since these
natures are unchangeable in him, could ap-
jiropriately be spoken of as two natures : for
he preserves even after their union the natu-
ral properties of either. For the body is not
immortal, but corruptible; neither is the soul
mortal, but immortal : and the body is not
invisible nor the soul visible to bodily eyes :

but the soul is rational and intellectual, and

incorporeal, while the body is dense and
visible, and irrational. But things that are
oijposed to one another in essence have not

= Leo, Efist. lo. 3 St. Matt. iv. 2.

4 Nyss., adv. Apoll. 5 Chrysost.,Horn, in S. Thorn.
5**5i' dcTwiv/xias. ^ Cyril, in Joan., bk. viii.

7 This is directedto anotherargumentof the Severians. Cf.
Leant., Dc Sect., 7, Cantr. Nest, et Eutyck., I.
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one nature, and, therefore, soul and body
cannot have one essence.
And again: if man is a rational and mortal
animal, and every definition is explanatory
of the underlying natures, and the rational
is not the same as the mortal according to
the plan of natun;, man then certninly cannot
have one naiure, according to the rule of
his own definition.
But if man should at any time be said to
have one nature, the word ''nature" is here
used instead of " species," as when we say
that man does not differ from man in any
diflerence of nature. But since all men are
fashioned in the same way, and are composed
of soul and body, and each has two distinct
natures, they are all brought under one defini-
tion. And this is not unreasonable, for the
holy Athanasius spake of all created things
as having one nature forasmuch as they were
all produced, expressing himself thus in his
Oration against those who blas|3hemed the
Holy Spirit: " That the Holy Spirit is above
all creation, and different from the nature of
things produced and peculiar to divinity, we
niav again perceive. For whatever is seen
to be common to many things, and not more
in one and less in another, is called essence ^
yince, then, every man is composed of soul
and body, accordingly we speak of man as
having one nature. But we cannot speak
of our Lord's subsistence as one nature : for
each nature preserves, even after the union,
its natural properties, nor can we find a class
of Christs. For no other Christ was born
both of divinity and of humanity to be at once
God and man.'"
And again : man's unity in species is not
the same thing as the unity of soul and body
iu essence. For man's unity in species makes
clear the absolute similarity between all men,
while the unity of soul and body in essence
is an insult to their very existence, and re-
duces them to nothingness: for either the
one must change into the essence of the other,
or from different things something different
must be produced, and so both would be

changed, or if they keep to their own proper
limits there must be two natures. For, as
regards the nature of essence the corporeal
is not the same as the incorporeal. There-
fore, although holding that man has one
naiure, not because tlie essential quality of
his soul and that of his body are the same,
but because the individuals included under
the species are exactly the same, it is not
necessary for us to maintain that Christ also

8 Epist. 2 ^d Stra-p; towards the end; CoUect., as above,
u. 19.

has one nature, for in this case there is no
species embracing many subsistences.
Moreover, every compound 9 is said to
be composed of what immediately composes
it. For we do not say that a house is com-
posed of earth and water, but of bricks and
timber. Otherwise, it would be necessary to
speak of man as composed of at least five
things, viz., the four elements and soul. And
so also, iti the case of our Lord Jesus Christ
we do not look at the parts of the parts, but
at those divisions of which He is immediately
composed, viz., flivinity and humanity.
\ And further, if by saying that man has two
natures we are obliged to hold that Christ
has three, you, too, by saying that man is com-
posed of two natures must hold that Christ
is composed of three natures: and it is just
the same with the energies. For energy must
correspond with nature : and Giegory the
Theologian bears witness that man is said to
have and has two natures, saying, "God and
man are two natures, since, indeed, soul and
body also are two natures ^." And in his
discourse " Concerning Baptism " he says,
" Since we consist of two parts, soul and body,
the visible and the invisible nature, the purifi-
cation is likewise tvvolbld, that is

,

by water
and Spirit ^"

CHAPTER XVII.
Concerning the deification of the nature ofour

LorcT s flesh and o
fHis will.

It is worthy of note 3 that the flesh of tbe
Lord is not said to have been deified and'
made equal to God and God in respect of
any change or alteration, or transformation,
or confusion of nature : as Gregory the Theo-
logian'* says, "Whereof the one deified,, and
the other was deified, and, to speak boldly,
made equal to God : and that which anointed
became man, and that which was anointed, be-
came God 5." For these words do not, mean
any change in nature, but rather the oeconomi-
cal union (I mean the union in subsistence by
virtue of which it was united inseparably with
God the Word), and the permeation of the na-
tures through one another, just as we saw that

burning permeated the steel. For, just as we
confess that God became man without change
or alteration, so we consider that the flesh

became God without change. For because
the Word became flesh, He did not overstep
the limits of His own divinity nor abandon

9 Anasl., Collect.,ch. 19. _ ' Epist. i, ad Clecton.2 07-nt.4, not fur fromthebeginning.

3 Cf. Greg. Nns., Oral. 38, 39, 42, 51 ; Niceph., C. P. adv.
Ep. Euseli., c. 50; Euthyni., Panopl., II. 7.

4 Greg.. Ora-t.42.

5 ld.t Oral. 39 ; Max. hti.De duahusvoluntatibus.
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the divine glories that belong to Him ; nor,

on the other hand, was the flesh, when deified,

changed in its own nature or in its natural pro-

perties. For even after the union, both the
natures abode unconfused and their proper-

ties unimpaired. But the flesh of the l.ord
received the riches of the divine energies

through the purest union with the Word, that

is to say, the union in subsistence, witliout

entailing the loss of any of its natural attri-
butes. For it is not in virtue of any energy
of its own but through the Word united to it

,

that it manifests divine energy : for the flam-

ing steel burns, not -because it has been en-

dowed in a physical way with burning energy,

but because it has obtained this energy by its

union with fire ^
.

Wherefore the same flesh was mortal by

reason of its own nature and life-giving through
its union with the Word in subsistence. And
we hold that it is just the same with the

deification of the will ? ; for its natural activity
was not changed but united with His divine
and omnipotent will, and became the will
of God, made man 2. And so it was- that,
though He wished, He could not of Himself
escapes, because it pleased God the Word
that the weakness of the human will, which
was in truth in Him, should be made manifest.
But He was able to cause at His will the
cleansing of the leper % because of the union
with the divine will.
Observe further, that the deification of the
nature and the will points most expressly and
most directly both to two natures and two
wills. For just as the burning does not change
into fire the nature of the thing that is burnt,
but makes distinct both what is burnt, and
what burned it

,

and is indicative not of one
but of two natures, so also the deification
does not bring about one compound nature
but two, and their union in subsistence. Gre-
gory the Theologian, indeed, says, " Whereof
the one deified, the other was deified ^," and
by the words '•whereof," " the one," " the
other," he assuredly indicates two natures.

CHAPTER XVIII.
Furthir concerning volitions and free -wills :

minds, too, and knowledges and wisdoms.
When we say that Christ is perfect God 3

and perfect man, we assuredly attribute to
Him all the properties natural to both the
Father and mother. For He became man

' Max , Efht. ad Nicandr. 1 Greg Naz., Orat. 36.8 Ibid. 35,p. 595. 9 St. Mnrk vii. 24.I St. Matt. viii. 3. « Greg.Naz., Ornt 42.3 Against theApolHnariansand the Monotheletes. Cf. Ma.r.,
ui supra, II p, 151.

in order that that which was overcome might
overcome. For He Who was omnipotent did
not in His omnipotent authority and might
lack the power to rescue man out of the
hands of the tyrant. But the tyrant would
have had a ground of complaint if

,

after He
had overcome man, God should have used
force against him. Wherefore God in His
pity and love for man wished to reveal fallen
man himself as conqueror, and became inan
to restore like with like.
But that man is a rational and intelligent
animal, no one will deny. How, then. couM
He have become man if He took on Himself
flesh without soul, or soul without i minfl ?

For that is not man. Again, what benefit
would His becoming man have been to us

if He Who sufi'ered first was not saved, nor
renewed and strengthened by the union with

divinity? For that which is not assumed is

not remedied. He, therefore, assumed the
whole man, even the fairest part of him, which
had become dise.ised, in order that He might
bestow salvation on the whole. And, indeed,
there could never exist a mind that- had not
wisdom and was destitute of knowledge. For

if it has not energy or motion, it is utterly
reduced to nothingness.
Therefore, God the Word*, wishing to re-
store that which was in His own image, be-
came man. But what is that which was in

His own image, unless mind? So He gave
up the better and assumed the worse. For
mind s is in tlie border-land between God and

flesh, for it dwells indeed in fellow.ship with
the flesh, and is, inoreover, the image of God.
Mind, then, mingles with mind, and mind
holds a place midway between the pureness
of God and the denseness of flesh. For if
the Lord assumed a soul without mind, He
assumed the soul of an irrational animal.
But if the Evangelist said that the Word
was madi flesh^, note that in the Holy Scrip-
ture sometimes a man is spoken of as a soul,
as, for example, with seventy-five souls came

Jacob into Egypt t : and sometimes a man is

spoken of as ilesh, as, for example, All flesh
shall see the salvation of God^. And accord-
ingly the Lord did not become flesh without
soul or mind, but man. He says, indeed.
Himself, Why seek ye to kill Me, a Man that
hath told you the truths 1 He, therefore,
assumed flesh animated with the spirit of

reason and mind, a spirit that holds sway

4 Greg.Naz., Carm. sen. adv. ApoUin., Epist. adCled., and
elsewl-e.-e.

5 Seealsoch. 6 above,and Gregory's lines against the Apol.
linarians.

6 St. John i. 14.

7 Gen. xlvi. 27,ap. LXX. ; Acts vii, 14.8 Is. xl. 5 ; St. Luke iii. 6. 8 St. John viii. 40.
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over the flesh but is itself under the dominion
of the divinity of the Word.
So, then, He had by nature, both as God
and as man, the power of will. But His
human will was obedient and subordinate to
His divine will, not being guided by its own
inclination, but willing those tilings which
the divine will wilted. For it wns with the
permission of the divine will that He suffered
by nature what was proper to Him '. For
when He prayed that He might escape the
death, it was with His divine will naturally
willing and permitting it that He did so pray
and agonize and fear, and again when His
divine will willed that His human will should
choose the death, the passion became vplun-
tary to Him =

'.

For it was not as God only,
but also as man, that He voluntarily sur-
rendered Himself to the death. And thus
He bestowed on us also courage in the face
of death. So, indeed, He said before His
saving passion. Father, if it be possible, let this
cup pass from Me 3," manifestly as though
He were to drink the cup as man and not
as God. It was as man, then, that He wished
the cup to pass from Him : but these are the
words of natural timidity. Nevertheless, He
said, not My ivill, that is to say, not in so far
as I am of a different essence from Thee,
but Thy ivill be done*, that is to say, My will
and Thy will, in so far as I am of the same
essence as Thou. Now these are the words
of a brave heart. For the Spirit of the Lord,
since He truly became man in His good
pleasure, on first testing its natural weakness
was sensible of the natural fellow-suffering
involved in its separation from the body, but
being strengthened by the divine will it again
grew bold in the face of death. For since
He was Himself wholly God although also
man, and wholly man although also God,
He Himself as man subjected in Himself
and by Himself His human nature to God
and the Father, and became obedient to
the Father, thus making Hmiself the most
excellent type and example for us.
Of His own free-will, moreover, He exer-
cised His divine and human will. For free-
will is assuredly implanted in every rational
nature. For to what end would it possess
reason, if it could not reason at its own tree-
will.? For the Creator hath im])lanted even
in the unreasoning brutes natural appetite
to compel them to sustain their own nature.
For devoid of reason, as they are, they cannot
guide their natural appetite but are guided

^ Sophron.j Epist. Synod.

« SeeCyri}, InJoa.7m., ch. x.

3 St. Matt. xxvi. 39 ; St. Luke xxii. ii. * Ibid

by it. And so, as soon as the appetite fi)r
anything has sprung up, straightway arises
also the impulse for action. And thus they
do not win praise or hap[)iness for pursuing
virtue, nor punishment for doing evil. But
the rational nature, although it does possess

a natural a])petite, can guide and train it

by reason wherever the laws of nature are
observed. For the advantage of reason con-
sists in this, the free-will, by which we mean
natural activity in a rational subject. Where-
fore in pursuing virtue it wins praise and
happiness, and in pursuing vice it wins punish-
ment.
So that the souls of the Lord being moved
of its own free-will willed, but willed of its
free-will those things which His divine will
willed it to will. For the flesh was not moved
at a sign from the Word, as Moses and all
the holy men were moved at a sign from
heaven. But He Himself, Who was one and
yet both God and man, willed according to
both His divine and His human will. Where-
fore it was not in inclinalion but rather in
natural power that the two wills of the Lord
differed from one another. For His divine
will was without beginning and all-effecting,
as having power that kept jjace with it

,

and
free from passion ; while His human will had

a beginning in time, and itself endured the
natural and innocent passions, and was not
naturally omnipotent. But yet it was omni-
potent because it truly and naturally had its
origin in the God-Word.

CHAPTER XIX.
Concerning the theandric energy.

When the blessed Dionysiiis* says that
Christ exhibited to us some sort of novel
theandric energy', he does not do away with
the natural energies by saying that one energy

resulted from the union of the divine with
the human energy : for in the same way we

could speak of one new nature resuliing from
the union of the divine with the human
nature. For, according to the holy Fathers,
things that have one energy have also one

essence. But he wished to indicate the novel
and ineffable manner in which the natural

energies of Christ manifest themselves, a man-\
ner befitting the ineffable manner in which
the natures of Christ mutually permeate one
another, and further how strange and wonder-

ful and, in the nature of things, unknown was

His life as man s, and lastly the manner of

5 Max., Dial, cumPyi-rh. ; Greg. Naz., Ep. i, ad Ckdon.

6 Dionys.. Epist. 4, ad Caium.

1 SeeSeverus,Ep. 3, ad Joann. Hegum. ; Anastas. Sintii:
Nodegits,p. 240. *> Max., Dial, cinn Fyrrk.
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the mutual interchange arising from the in-
effable union. For we hold that the energies
are not divided and that the natures do not

energise separately, but that each conjointly
in complete community with the other ener-

gises with its own proper energy 9. For the
human part did not energise merely in a
human manner, for He was not mere man ;
nor did the divine part energise only after
the manner of God, for He was not simply
God, but He was at once God and man. For
just as in the case of natures we recognise
both their union and their natural difference,
so is it also with the natural wills and en-
ergies.
Note, therefore, that in the case of our
Lord Jesus Christ, we speak sometimes of
His two natures and sometimes of His one
person : and the one or the other is referred
to one concei)tion. For the two natures are
one Christ, and the one Christ is two natures.
Wherefore it is all the same whether we say" Christ energises according to either of His
natures," or "either nature energises in Christ
in communion with the other." The divine
nature, then, has communion with the flesh
in its energising, because it is by the good
pleasure of the divine will that the flesh is
permitted to suffer and do the things proper
to itself, and because the energy of the flesh
is altogether saving, and this is an attribute
not of human but of divine energy. On the
other hand the flesh has communion with the
divinity of the Word in its energising, because
the divine energies are performed, so to speak,
through the organ of the body, and because
He Who energises at once as God and man
is one and the same.
Further observe' that His holy mind also
performs its natural energies, tliinking and
knowing that it is God's mind and that it is
worshipped by all creation, and remembering
the tunes He spent on earth and all He suf-
fered, but it has communion with the divinity
of the Word in its energising and orders and
governs the universe, thinking and knowing
and ordering not as the mere mind of man,
but as united in subsistence with God and
acting as the mind of God.
This, then, the theandric energy makes
plain that when God became man, -that is
when He became incarnate, both His human
energy was divine, that is deified, and not
without part in His divine energy, and His
divine energy was not without part in His
human energy, but either was observed in

conjunction with the other. Now this manner
of speaking is called a periphrasis, viz., when
one embraces two things in one statement =.
For just as in the case of the flaming sword
we speak of the cut burn as one, and the burnt
cut as one, but still hold that the cut and
the burn have different energies and different
natures, the burn having the nature of fire and
the cut the nature of steel, in the same way
also when we speak of one theandric ene'gy
of Christ, we understand two distinct eneigies
of His two natures, a divine energy belonging
to His divinity, and a human energy belonging
to His humanity.

CHAPTER XX.
Concerning the natu7'al and innocent passions '".
We confess 3, then, that He assumed all the
natural and innocent passions of man. For
He assumed the whole man and all man's
attributes save sin. For that is not natural,
nor is it implanted in us by the Creator, but
arises voluntarily in our mode of life as the
result of a further implantation by the devil,
tlrough it cannot prevail over us by force.
For the natural and innocent passions are
those which are not in our power, but which
have entered into the life of man owing to
the condemnation by reason of the trans-
gression ; such as hunger, thirst, weariness,
labour, the tears, the corruption, the shrinlc-
ing from death, the fear, the agony with the
bloody sweat, the succour at the hands of
angels because of the vveakness of the nature,
and other such like passions which belong by
nature to every man.
All, then, He assumed that He might
sanctify all. He was tried and overcame" in
order that He might ])repare victory for us
and give to nature power to overcome its
antagonist, in order that nature which was
overcome of old might overcome its former
conqueror by the very weapons wherewith it
had itself been overcome.
The wicked one 4, then, made his assault
from without, not by thoughts prompted in-
wardly, just as it was with Adam. For it was
not by inward thoughts, but by the serpent
that Adam was assailed. But the Lord re-
pulsed the assault and dispelled it like vapour,
in order that the passions which assailed hini
and were overcome might be easily subdued
by us, and that the new Adam should save
the old.

■' ' ^'^' I ■•Cf. AtAanas., De Salut. Adventu Christi.

2 Max., Doem. ad Marin., p. 43.^*Or, sensibilities.
3 Cf. Greg. Nyss., Contr. ApoU. ; Leant., De Sect., Act. 10;
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Of a truth our natural passions were in
harmony with nature and above nature in
Christ. For they were stirred in Him after
a natural manner when He permitted the flesh
to suffer what was proper to it : but they were
above nature because that which was natural
did not in the Lord assume command over
the will. For no compulsion is contemplated
in Him but all is voluntary. For it was witli
His will that He hungered and thirsted and
feared and died.

CHAPTER XXI.
Concerning ignorance and seivifude.

He assumed, it is to be noted s, the ignorant
and servile nature"^. For it is man's nature
to be the servant of God, his Creator, and he
does not possess knowledge of the future. If,
then, as Gregory the Theologian holds, you
are to separate the realm of sight from the
realm of thought, the flesh is to be spoken of
as both servile and ignorant, but on account

of the identity of subsistence and the insepar-
able union the soul of the Lord was enriched
with the knowledge of the future as also with
the other miraculous powers. For just as the
flesh of men is not in its own nature life-giving,
while the flesh of our Lord which was united
in subsistence with God the Word Himself,
although it was not exempt from the mortality
of its nature, yet became hfe-giving through
its union in subsistence with the AVord, and

we may not say that it was not and is not for
ever life-giving : in like manner His human
nature does not in essence possess the know-
ledge of the future, but the soul of the Lord
through its union with God the Word Himself
and its identity in subsistence was enriched,
as I said, with the knowledge of the future as
Well as with the other miraculous powers.
Observe further? that we may not speak
of Him as servant. For the words servitude
and mastership are not marks of nature but

indicate relationship, to something, such as

that of fatherhood and sonship. For these do
not signify essence but relation.

It is just as we said, then, in connection with
ignorance, that if you separate with subtle
thoughts, that is

,

with fine imaginings, the

created from the uncreated, the flesh is a ser-

vant, unless it has been united with God the
Word*. But how can it be a servant when

5 Greg. Naz., Orni. 36.

6 Plwtius, Cod. 230 ; Eitlog., bk. *., Ep. 35 ; Sofhron., Ep.
adSerg.;Leoni.,DeSect.,Act.-Lo.

7 Cf Sapkron., Ep. tid. Serg., who refers to the Du/iaiii

'AovAidi-oO; the opinions of Felix and Klipanrlas, condemned
at the Synod of Frankfort; and ThomasAquinas, UL, Quiest.
so,Art. t.

8 Greg. Naz., Oral. 24-

t is once united in subsistence? For since
Christ is one. He cannot be His own servant
and Lord. For these are not simple predica-
tions but relative. Whose servant, then, could
Hebe? His Father's? The Son, then, would
not have all the Father's attributes, if He is

the Fatlier's servant and yet in no respect His
own. Besides, how could the apostle say con-
cerning us who were adopted by Him, So that
you are no longer a servant but a son 9, if indeed
He is Himself a servant ? The word servant,
then, is used merely as a title, though not in
the strict meaning : but for our sakes He
assumed the form of a servant and is called
a servant among us. For although He is

without passion, yet for our sake He was the
servant of passion and became the minister
of our salvation. Those, then, who say that
He is a servant divide the one Christ into
two, just as Nestorius did. But we declare
Him to be Master and Lord of all creation,
the one Christ, at once God and man, and

all-knowing. For in Him aie all the treasures
o
fwisdom and knowledge, the hidden treasures '.

CHAPTER XXII.
Concerning His growth.

He is
,

moreover, said to grow in wisdom and

age and grace % increasing in age indeed and

through the increase in age manifesting the

wisdom that is in Him 3 ; yea, further, making
men's progress in wisdom and grace, and the

fulfilment of the Father's goodwill, that is to
say, men's knowledge of God and men's sal-

vation. His own increase, and everywhere
taking as His own that which is ours. But
those who hold that He progressed in wisdom
and grace in the sense of receiving some addi-
tion to these attributes, do not say that the

union took place at the first origin of the flesh,
nor yet do they give precedence to the union

in subsistence, but giving heedt to the foolish

Nestorius they imagine some strange relative

union and mere indwelling, understanding

neither what they say nor whereof they affirm s.

For if in truth the flesh was united witii God
the Word from its first origin, or rather if

it existed in Him and was identical in sub-

sistence with Him, how was it that it was not

endoweil completely with all wisdom and

grace? not that it might itself participate in

the grace, nor share by grace in what belonged

to the Word, but ratlier by reason of the union

in subsistence, since both what is human and

9 Gal. iv. ^. • Col. ii. 3- = St. Luke u. 52.

3 Athaiias., Contr. Arian., bk. iv. ; Greg. Naz., Ep.

I, a<i
Cled.. andOl-at. 20; Cyril, Contr. Nest.,

bK, 111.: Greg. Nyss..

Comr. Aj>oll.,n. 2S,(i-c.

4 Text hasjreiOoimt: surely it .shouldbe ireiSofiei-oi.

5 1 Tiiii. i. I.
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what is divine belong to the one Christ, and

that He Who was Himself at once God and
man should pour forth like a fountain over
the universe His grace and wisdom and pleni-
tude of every blessing.

CHAPTER XXIII.
Concerning His Fear.

The word fear has a double menning. For
fear is natural when the soul is unwilling to be

separated from the body, on account of the
natural sympathy and close relationship im

planted in it in the beginning by the Creator,
which makes it fear and struggle against death
and pray for an escape from it. It may be
defined thus: natural fear is the force whereby
we cling to being with shrinking ^. For if all
things were brought by the Creator out of
nothing into being, they all have by nature
a longing after being and not after non-being.
Moreover the inclination towards those things
that support existence is a natural property
of them. Hence God the Word when He
became man hatl this longing, manifesting, on
the one hand, in those things that support
existence, the inclination of His nature in
desiring food and drink and sleep, and having
in a natural manner made proof of these things,
while on the other hand displaying in those
things that bring corruption His natural dis-
inclination in voluntarily shrinking in the hour
of His passion before the face of death. For
although what happened did so according to
the laws of nature, yet it vvas ]iot, as in our
case, a matter of necessity. For He willingly
and spontaneously accepted that which was
natural. So that fear itself and terror and
agony belong to the natural and innocent pas-
sions and are not under the dominion of sin.
Again, there is a fear which arises from
treachery of reasoning and want of faith, and
ignorance of the hour of death, as when we
are at night affected by fear at some chance
noise. This is unnatural fear, and may be
thus defined : unnatural fear is an unexpected
shrinking. This our Lord did not assume.
Hence He never felt fear except in the hour
of His passion, although He often experienced
a feeling of shrinking in accordance with the
dispensation. For He vvas not ignorant of
the appointed time.
But the holy Athanasius in his discourse
against Apollinarius says that He did actually
feel fear. "Wherefore the Lord said: Now
is My soiillroul>ledT. The ' now ' indeed means
just 'when He willed,' but yet points to what
actually was. For He did not speak of what

' Mn.x., Dial, cumPyrrh. 7 St. John xii. 27,

was not, as though it were present, as if the
things that were said only apparently hap-
pened. For all things happened naturally
and actually." And again, after some other
matters, he say.s,

" In nowise does His divinity
admit passion apart from a suffering body,
nor yet does it manifest trouble and pain
apart from a pained and troubled soul, nor
does it suffer anguish and offer up prayer
apart from a mind that suffereil anguish and
offeied up prayer. For, although these oc-
currences were not due to any overthrow of
nature, yet they took place to shew forth
His real being ^." The words " these occur-
rences were not due to any overthrow of His
nature," prove that it was not involuntarily
that He endured these things.

CHAPTER XXIV.
Concerning our Lord's Praying.

Prayer is an uprising of the mind to God
or a petitioning of God for what is fitting.
How then did it happen that our Lord offered
up prayer in the case of Lazarus, and at the
hour of His passion ? For His holy mind
was in no need either of any uprising towards
God, since it had been once and for all united
in subsistence with the God Word, or of any
petitioning of God. For Christ is one. But
it was because He api)ropriated to Himself
our personality and tooic our impress on Him-
self, and became an ensample for us, and
taught us to ask of God and strain towards
Him, and guided us through His own holy
mind in the way that leads up to Gotl. For
just as He 9 endured the passion, achieving
for our sakes a triumph over it

,

so also He
offered up prayer, guiding us, as I said, in the
way that leads up to God, and '■fulfilling all

righteousness '

" on our behalf, as He said
to John, and reconciling His Father to us,
and honouring Him as the beginning and
cause, and proving that He is no enemy
of God. For when Fie said in connection
with Lazarus, Father, I thank Thee that Thou
hast heard Me. And I know that Thou hearest
Me always, but because of the people which stand

b
y I said it, that they tnay believe that Thou

hast sent Me ", is it not most manifest to all
that He said this in honour of His Father
as the cause even of Himself, and to shew
that He was no enemy of God 3?
Again, when he said, Father, if it bepossible,
let this cup pass from Me : yet, not as I will

8 5. Atkanas., De salutaH adventuChristie contra A^oliina-
rent towardsthe end.

9 bt. Alatr., Greg.Naz , Orat. 36. i St. Matt. iii. 15.° St. Juhii xi 42.

3 Greg.Naz., Orat. 42 ; C/iyrs., Horn. 63in Joan.
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but as Thou wilt •*
,

is it not clear to all s that
He said this as a lesson to us to ask help
in our trials only from God, and to prefer
(lod's will to our own, and as a proof that He
did actually appropriate to Himself the attri-
butes of our nature, and that He did in truth
possess two wills, natural, indeed, and corre-
sponding with His natures but yet in no wise
opposed to one another ? " Father " implies
that He is of the same essence, but " if it

be possible
" does not mean that He was

in ignorance (for what is impossible to God ?)
,

but serves to teach us to prefer God's will
to our own. For that alone is impossible
which is against God's will and permission ^

.

'■But not as I will but as Thou wilt," for
inasmuch as He is God, He is identical
with the Father, while inasmuch as He is

man. He manifests the natural will of man-
kind. For it is this that naturally seeks escape
from death.
Further, these words, My God, My God,
why hast Thou forsaken Mci 2 He said as
making our personality His own^. For nei-
ther would God be regarded with us as His
Father, unless one were to discriminate with
subtle imaginings of the mind between that
which is seen and that which is thought, nor
was He ever forsaken by His divinity : nay,

it was we who were forsaken and disregarded.
So that it was as appropriating our personality
that He oflered these prayers 9.

CHAPTER XXV.
Concerning the Appropriation.

It is to be observed ' that there are two
appropriations " : one that is natural and es-

sential, and one that is personal and relative.

The natural and essential one is that by which
our Lord in His love for man took on Himself
our nature and all our natural attributes, be-
coming in nature and truth man, and making

trial of that which is natural : but the personal
and relative appropriation is when any one
assumes the person of another relatively, for
instance, out of pity or love, and in his place
utters words concerning him that have no con-

nection with himself. And it was in this way
that our Lord appropriated both our curse
and our desertion, and such other things as

are not natural : not that He Himself was
or became such, but that He took upon Him-
self our personality and ranked Himself as

4 St Matt xxvi. 39. 5 Chyrs. in Cat. in St. Alait. xxvi.

6 Gres.. Omt. 36. ^ St. Matt, xxvii. 46.

8 Greg. Naz., Orat. 36; Cyril, De rectafide ; Athnnas.,

Contr. Arian., bk. iv.

<
)

Greg.-Nyss., Orat. %%. ,,.,„, ,

1 Max. ad Marin, in solut. 1 dulnt. I lieod.
2 Gre'' Naz., Orat. 36 ; Aihanas., De Salvt. adv. Christi.

one of us. Such is the meaning in which
this phrase is to be taken : Being tnade a curse

for our sakes 3
,

CHAPTER XXVL
Concerning the Passion of our Lord's body,
and the Impassibility ofHis divinity.
The Word of God then itself endured all
in the flesh, while His divine nature which
alone was passionless remained void of pas-
sion. For since the one Christ, Who is a
compound of divinity and humanity, and
exists in divinity and humanity, truly suffered,
that part which is capable of passion suffered
as it was natural it should, but that part which
was void of passion did not share in the
suffering. For the soul, indeed, since it is

capable of passion shares in the pain and
suffering of a bodily cut, though it is not
cut itself but only the body : but the divine
part which is void of passion does not share
in the suffering of the body.
Observe, further t, that we say that God
suffered in the flesh, but never that His
divinity suffered in the flesh, or that God
suffered through the flesh. For if

,

when the
sun is shining upon a tree, the axe should

cleave the tree, and, nevertheless, the sun

remains uncleft and void of passion, much
more will the passionless divinity of the Word,
united in subsistence to the flesh, remain
void of passion when the body undergoes
passion s. And should any one pour water
over flaming steel, it is that which naturally
suffers by the water, I mean, the fire, that

is quenched, but the steel remains untouched

(for it is not the nature of steel to be destroyed
by water) : much more, then, when the flesh

suffered did His only passionless divinity es-
cape all passion although abiding inseparable

from it. For one must not take the examples
too absolutely and strictly: indeed, in .the

examples, one must consider both what i
s

like and what is unlike, otherwise it would

not be an example. For, if they were like
in all respects they would be identities, and

not examples, and all the more so in dealing

with divine matters. For one cannot find

an example that is like in all respects whether

we are dealing with theology or the dispensa-

tion.

CHAPTER XXVn.
Concerning the fact that the divinity o

f the

Word remained inseparable from the soul

3 Gal. iii. 15. ^ Phoiitis, Cod.46.

5 A than., De salul. adv. Christi.
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and the body, even at our Lord's death, arid
that His subsistence continued one.

Since our Lord Jesus Christ was without
sin {for He committed no sin. He Who took
awav the sin of the world, nor was there any
deceit found in His mouth^) He was not sub-
ject to death, since death came into the world

through sin 7. He dies, therefore, because
He took on Himself death on our behalf,
and He makes Himself an offering to tlie
I'"ather for our sakes. For we had sinned
against Him, and it was meet that He should
receive the ransom for us, and that we should

thus be delivered from the condemnation.
God forbid that the blood of the Lord should
have been offered to the tyrant ^- Wherefore
death approaches, and swallowing up the body
as a bait is transfixed on the hook of divinity,
and after tasting of a sinless and life-giving
body, ])erishes, and brings up again all whom
of old he swallowed up. For just as darkness
disappears on the introduction of light, so
is death repulsed before the assault of life,
and brings life to all, but death to the de-
stroyer.
Wherefore, although ' He died as man and
His Floly Spirit was severed from His im-
maculate body, yet His divinity remained
inseparable from both, I mean, from His
soul and His body, and so even thus His
one hypostasis was not divided into two
hypostases. For body and soul received
simultaneously in the beginning their being in
the subsistences" of the Word, and although
they were severed from one another by death,
yet they continued, each of them, having the
one subsistence of the Word. So that the one
subsistence of the Word is alike the subsist-
ence of the Word, and of soul and body.
For at no time had either soul or body a
separate subsistence of their own, different
from that of the Word, and the subsistence
of the Word is for ever one, and at no time
two. So that the subsistence of Christ is
always one. For, although the soul was
separated from the body topically, yet hy-
postatically they were united through the
Word.

CHAPTER XXVIIL
Concerning Corruption and Destruction.
The word corruption ' has two meanings ^.
For it signifies all the human sufferings, such

* Is. liii. 9 : St. John i. 29. 7 Rom. v. 12.^Gre;;..Orat. 42.
9 Cf. Epiph., J/reres. 69; Greg:.Nyss., Contr. Eunam., II
p. 55-. ,9*U770o-racris,hypostasis.
I Lean!. Da sect..Act. 10,andDial. cont.Aphtharioioc." Anast Sinait., Uodegus,p. 295.

as hunger, thirst, weariness, the piercing with
nails, death, that is

,

the separation of soul
and body, and so forth. In this sense we
say that our Lord's body was subject to cor-
ruption. For He voluntarily accepted all
these things. But corruption means also the
complete resolution of the body into its con-
stituent elements, and its utter disappearance,
which is spoken of by many preferably as
destruction. The body of our Lord did not
experience this form of corruption, as the
prophet David says. For Thou will ?ioi leave
my soul in hell, neither wilt Thou suffer Thine
holy one to see corruption 3

.

Wherefore to say, with that foolish Juhanus
and Gaianus, that our Lord's body was incor-
ruptible, in the first sense of the wor<l, before
His resurrection is impious. For if it were
incorruptible it was not really, but only ap-
parently, of the same essence as our.s, and
what the Gospel tells us happened, viz. the
hunger, the thirst, the nails, the wound in His
side, the death, did not actually occur. But

if they only apparently happened, then the
mystery of the dispensation is an imposture
and a sham, and He became man only in
appearance, and not in actual fact, and we
are saved only in appearance, and not in
actual fact. But God forbid, and may those
who so say have no part in the salvation ■

•
.

But we have obtained and shall obtain the
true salvation. But in the second meaning
of the word "corruption," we confess that
our Lord's body is incorruptible, that is

,

in-
destructible, for such is the tradition of the
inspired Fathers. Indeed, after the resurrec-
tion of our Saviour from the dead, we say
that our Lord's body is incorruptible even
in the first sense of the word. For our Lord
by His own body bestowed the gifts both
of resurrection and of subsequent incorruption
even on our own body, He Himself having
become to us the firstfruits both of resurrec-
tion and incorruption, and of passionless-
ness 5. For as the divine Apostle says, This
corruptible must put on incoriuption *.

CHAPTER XXIX.
Concerning the Descent to Hades.

The soul ^ when it was deified descended
into Hades, in order that, just as the Sun
of Righteousness ^ rose for those upon the
earth, so likewise He might bring light to
those who sit under the earth in darkness

3 Ps. xvi. lo. 4 Anast. Sinait., Hodegus,p. 293.

5 I Cor. XV. 20. 6 lljid, 52-

7 Cf. Ruf.. Expos. Symbol.Apost.; Cassian, Contr. Nestor.
bk. vi. ; Cyril, Caleck. 14.8 Mai. IV. 2.
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and shadow of death 9 : in order that just
as He brought the message of peace to those
upon the earth, and of release to the prisoners,
and of sight to the blind ', and became to
those who believed the Author of everlasting
salvation and to those who did not believe
a reproach of their unbelief", so He might

9 Is. ix. 3. ' Is. 1x1.X; St. Luke iv. x9* ■x Pet. iii. 19.

become the same to those in Hades 3 : Thai
every knee should bow to Him, of things in
heaven, Mtd things in earth and things under
the earth ■

»
.

And thus after He had freed
those who had been bound for ages, straight-
way He rose again from the dead, shewing
us the way of resurrection.

3 Iren., iv. 45 ; Greg. Naz,, Orat. 42. 4 Phil. ii. to.



BOOK IV.

CHAPTER I.

Concerning what followed the Jiesurredion.

After Christ was risen from the dead He
laid aside all His passions, I mean His cor-
ruption or hunger or thirst or sleep or weari-

ness or such like. For, although He did
taste food after the resurrection ', yet He did
not do so because it was a law of His nature

(for He felt no hunger), but in the way of
oeconomy, in order that He might convince
us of the reality of the resurrection, and that
it was one and the same flesh which suffered
and rose again ^. But He laid aside none
of the divisions of His nature, neither body
nor spirit, but possesses both the body and
the soul intelligent and reasonable, volitional
and energetic, and in this wise He sits at
the right hand of the Father, using His will
both as God and as man in behalf of our
salvation, energising in His divine capacity
to provide for and maintain and govern
all things, and remembering in His human
capacity the time He spent on earth, while
all the time He both sees and knows that
He is adored by all rational creation. For
His Holy Spirit knows that He is one in
substance with God the Word, and shares
as Spirit of God and not simply as Spirit the
worship accorded to Him. Moreover, His
ascent from earth to heaven, and again, His
descent from heaven to earth, are manifesta-
tions of the energies of His circumscribed
body. Juir He shall so come again to yon,
saith he, in like mannej- as ye have seen Him
go into Heaven 3.

CHAPTER II.
Concerning the sitting at the right hand

of the Father.

We hold, moreover, that Christ sits in tlie
body at the right hand of God the P"atlier,
but we do not hold that the right hand of the
Father is actual place. For how could He
that is uncircumscribed have a riglit Land
limited by place ? Right hands and left hands
belong to what is circumscribed. But we

' St. Luke xxlv. 43.2 Tlieodor.,DM. 2; Greg.Naz., Orat. 40,Bi. i added.
3 Actsi. II.

understand the right hand of the Father to
be the glory and honour of the Godhead
in which the Son of God, who existed as God
before the ages, and is of like essence to the
Father, amd in the end became flesh, has
a seat in the body, His flesh sharing in the
glory. For He along with His flesh is adored
with one adoration by all creation ■

»
.

CHAPTER III.
In reply to those who say s, " If Christ has two
natures, either ye do service to the creature in

worshipping created nature, or ye say that

there is one nature to be worshipped, and

another not to he icorshipped."

Along with the Father and the Holy Spirit
we worship the Son of God, Who was incor-
poreal before He took on humanity, and now
in His own person is incarnate and has be-

come man though still being also God. His
flesh, then, in its own nature*^, if one were to
make subtle mental distinctions between what

is seen and what is thought, is not deserving
of worship since it is created. But as it is

united with God the Word, it is worshipped
on account of Him and in Him. For just
as the king deserves homage alike when un-
robed and when robed, and just as the purple
robe, considered simply as a purple robe,

is trampled upon and tossed about, but after

becoming the royal dress receives all honour
and glory, and whoever dishonours it is gener-
ally condemned to death : and again, just
as wood in itself? is not of such a nature that

it cannot be touched, but becomes so when
fire is applied to it

,

and it becomes charcoal,
and yet tiiis is not because of its own nature,
but because of the fire united to it

,

and the
nature of the wood is not such as cannot
be touched, but rather the charcoal or burning
wood : so also the flesh, in its own nature,

is not to be worshipped, but is worshipped
in the incarnate God Word, not because of
itself, but because of its union in subsistence
with God the Word. And we do not say that

4 Athan. Jttn., p. 45, ad Ant.; Basil, De SJ>irilu SancU,
ch. 6.

5 Against the ApoUiiiavians, &c. Cf. Creg. Naz., Ep. ad
Cled., 11.

s Atlian., bk. i., Cont. A fall. EJiist. ad Adelph. Epiphan.
Ancor.. § 51.

7 A biinilemuchusedby the Fathers : cf. supr., bk. iii., ch. S
t
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we worship mere flesh, but God's flesh, that

is
,

God incarnate.

CHAPTER IV.
IVAy it was the Son o

f God, and not the Father
or the Spirit, that became man ; and what
having become man He achieved.

The Father is Father ^ and not SonS: the
Son is Son and not Father: the Holy Spirit

is Spirit and not Father or Son. For the in-
dividLiah'ty9» is unchangeable. How, indeed,
could individuality continue to exist at all

if it were ever changing and altering? Where-
fore the Son of God became Son of Man
in order that His individuaHty might endure.
For since He was the Son of God, He became
Son of Man, being made flesh of the holy
Virgin and not losing the individuality of
Sonship '.

Further, the Son of God became man, in
order that He might again bestow on man
tiiat favour for the sake of which He created
him. For He created him after His own
image, endowed with intellect and free-will,
and after His own likeness, that is to say,
perfect in all virtue so far as it is possible for
man's nature to attain perfection. For the
following properties are, so to speak, marks
of the divine nature : viz. absence of care and
distraction and guile, goodness, wisdom, jus-
tice, freedom from all vice. So then, after
He had placed man in communion with Him-
self (for having made him for incorruption ^

.

He led him up through communion with
Himself to incorruption), and when more-
over, through the transgression of the com-
mand we had confused and obliterated the
marks of the divine image, and had become
evil, we were stripped of our communion
with God (for what communion hath light
with darkness 3 ?) : and having been shut out
from life we became subject to the corruption
of death: yea, since He gave us to share in
the better part, and we did not keep it secure.
He shares in the inferior part, I mean our
own nature, in order that through Himself
and in Himself He might renew that which
was made after His image and likeness, and
might teach us, too, the conduct of a virtuous
life, making through Himself the way thither
easy for us, and might by the communication
of life deliver us from corruption, becoming

8 Greg. Naz., Ontt. 37 ; Fulf., Defid. ad Petrum; Thomas
Aquinas, l/f., gucest.3, Art. 6.

9 Greg. Naz., Orai. 39. . , . , .

9" ri SioTijs, I,atin, pioprietns, the propriety, that which is
distinctiveof each. ,...»- t> i. ■ .

* Text, KoXovK eKtrra?tij9 uikijs lOiorijTos. K. i has,Katovk

i^iarri T^!oUeiai iSiorjiTos,and theold
trans, is " et nonsecesiit

a,propria proprictate.'

2 Wisd. ii. 23. 3 2 Cor. vi. 14.

Himself the firstfruits of our resurrection,
and might renovate the useless and worn
vessel calling us to the knowledge of God
that He might redeem us from the tyranny
of the devil, and might strengthen and te.ich
us how to overthrow the tyrant through
patience and humility*.
The worship of demons then has ceased :

creation has been sanctified by the divine
blood : altars and temples of idols have been
overthrown, the knowledge of God has been
implanted in men's minds, the co-essential
Trinity, the uncreate divinity, one true God,
Creator and Lord of all receives men's ser-
vice : virtues are cultivated, the hope of resur-
rection has been granted througli the resur-
rection of Christ, the demons shudder at those
men who of old were under their subjection;
And the marvel, indeed, is that all tliis has
been successfully brought about through His
cross and passion and death. Throughout
all the earth the Gospel of the knowledge
of God has been preached ; no wars or
weapons or armies being used to rout the
enemy, but only a fevv, naked, poor, illiterate,'
persecuted and tormented men, who with
their lives in their hands, preached Him Who
was crucified in the flesh and died, and who
became victors over the wise and powerful.
For the omnipotent power of the Cross ac-
companied them. Death itself, which once
was man's chiefest terror, has been overthrown,
and now that which was once the object of
hate and loathing is preferred to life. These
are the achievements of Christ's presence :

these are the tokens of His power. For it

was not one people that He saved, as when
through Moses He divided the sea and de-
livered Israel out of Egypt and the bondage
of Pharaoh s ; nay, lather He rescued all
mankind from the corruption of death and
the bitter tyranny of sin : not leading them
by force to virtue, not overwhelming them

with earth or burning them with fire, or order-

ing the sinners to be stoned, but persuading

men by gentleness and long-suffering to choose

virtue and vie with one another, and find

pleasure in the struggle to attain it. For,

formerly, it was sinners who were persecuted,

and yet they clung all the closer to sin, and

sin was looked upon by them as their God :

but now for the sake of piety and virtue

men choose persecutions and crucifixions and

death.
Hail ! O Christ, the Word and Wisdom and

Power of God, and God omnipotent ! What

can we helpless ones give Thee in return for

4 Athan., De Incnrn. ; Cyril, In Joan., lik. i.

S £x. xiv. z6.
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all these good gifts ? For all are Thine, and
Thou askest naught from us save our salva-
tion, Thou Who Thyself art the Giver of this,
and yet art grateful to those who receive it

,

through Thy unspeakable goodness. Thanks
be to Thee Who gave us life, and granted
us the grace of a happy life, and restored us
to that, when we had gone astray, through

Thy unspeakable condescension.

CHAPTER V.
In reply to those who ask if Christ^s subsistence

is create or imcreate.

The subsistence ^ of God the Word before
the Incarnation was simple and uncompound,
and incorporeal and uncreate : but after it

became flesh, it became also the subsistence
of the flesh, and became compounded of di-
vinity which it always possessed, and of flesh
which it had assumed : and it bears the

properties of the two natures, being made
known in two natures : so that the one same
subsistence is both uncreate in divinity and
create in humanity, visible and invisible. For
otherwise we are compelled either to divide
the one Christ and speak of two subsistences,
or to deny the distinction between the na-
tures and thus introduce change and con-
fusion.

CHAPTER VI,
Concerning the question, when Christ was

called.

The mind was not united with God the Word,
as some falsely assert ?, before the Incarnation
by the Virgin and from that time called Christ.
That is the absurd nonsense of Origen*, who
lays down the doctrine of the priority of the
existence of souls. But we hold that the
Son and Word of God became Christ after
He had dwelt in tiie womb of His holy ever-
virgin Mother, and became flesh without
change, and that the flesh was anointed with
divinity. For this is the anointing of hu-
manity, as Gregory the Theologian says 9.

And here are the words of the most holy
Cyril of Alexandria which he wrote to the
Emperor Theodosius ' : " For I indeed hold
that one ought to give the name Jesus Christ
neither to the Word that is of God if He is

without humanity, nor yet to the temple born
of woman if it is not united with the Word.
For the Word that is of God is understood
to be Christ when united with humanity in

6 vn-d(rTaa'i9,hypostasis,

7 SeeSaj?lu:,Ep. ad Serg. ; Origcn, IIipI ipx<^y,II. 6 ; /?«/C,
Expos. Syvib.,lx.c.

^ Origan Îlepl apx^v,bk. ii., ch. 6
.

9 Orat. 36,neartheend. i Edit, Paris, p. 25.

ineffable manner in the union of the ceco-
nomy^." And again, he writes to the Em-
presses thus 3 : "Some hold that the name

' Christ ' is rightly given to the Word that

is begotten of God the Father, to Him
alone, and regarded separately by Himself.
But we have not been taught so to think
and speak. For when the Word became
flesh, then it was, we say, that He was called
Christ Jesus. For since He was anointed
with the oil of gladness, that is the Spirit,
by Him Who is God and t'ather, He is for
this reason * called Christ. But that the
anointing was an act that concerned Him as
man could be doubted by no one who is

accustomed to think rightly." Moreover, the
celebrated Athanasius says this in his dis-

course " Concerning the Saving Manifesta-
tion : " "The God Who was before the sojourn
in the flesh was not man, but God in God,
being invisible and without passion, but when
He became man. He received in addition the
name of Christ because of the flesh, since,
indeed, passion and death follow in the train
of this name."
And although the holy Scripture * says.
Therefore God, thy God, hath anointed thee
with the oil of gladness ^

,

it is to be observed
that the holy Scripture often uses the past
tense instead of the future, as for example
here : TItereafter He was seen upon the earth
and dwelt among men ^

.

For as yet God was
not seen nor did He dwell among men when
this was said. And here again : By the rivers

o
f Babylon, there we sat down ; yea we wept '.

For as yet these things had not come to pass.

CHAPTER VII.
In answer to those who enquire whether the
holy A'lother of God bore tivo natures, and
whether tzaw natures hung upon the Cross.

ayhriTov and yevr^Tov,written with one ' »

' '

and meaning uncreated and created, refer to
nature : but ayivvj^rov and yivvrirnv, that is to

say, unbegotten and begotten, as the double

' v' indicates, refer not to nature but to sub-
sistence. The divine nature then is d-yeVjjros,
that is to say, uncreate, but all things that
come after the divine natu'-e are yevrjra, that

is
,

created. In the divine and uncreated
nature, therefore, the property of being
ayivvrjTov or unbegotten is contemplated in

the Father (for He was not begotten), that
of being yiwrjrDv or begotten in the Son (for
He has been eternally begotten of the Father),

= kolQ'eviaa-ivo'lKovofitK-^Vjin ike union of the Incarnation.

3 Edit. Piiris, p. 54. 4 Ps. xlv. 7.

5 Somecopiesomit the last fivewords. 6 gar. iii. 38.

7 Ps. cxxxvii. I. 8 Supr., bk. i. ch. 9.
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and that of procession in the Holy Spirit.
Moreover of each species of living creatures,
the first members were nyeWiji-nbut not a.yivr\ra :
for they were brought into being by their
Mnker, but were not the offspring of creatures
like themselves. For yeVfo-ir is creation, while
yevvt](Tis or begetting is in the case of God the
origin of a co-essential Son arising from the
Father alone, and in the case of bodies, the
origin of a co-essential subsistence arising
from the contact of male and female. And
tiius we perceive that begetting refers not
to nature but to subsistences. "For if it did
refer to nature, to yevvrjTov and to iiyivvrjTov, i.e.
the properties of being begotten and unbe-
gotten, could not be contemplated in one
and the same nature. Accordingly the holy
Mother of God bore a subsistence revealed
in two natures; being begotten on the one
hand, by reason of its divinity, of the Father
timelessly, and, at last, on the other hand,
being incarnated of her in time and born
in the flesh.
But if our interrogators should hint that He
Who is begotten of the holy Mother of God
is two natures, we reply, " Yea ! He is two
natures : for He is in His own person God
and man. And the same is to be said con-
cerning the crucifixion and resurrection and
ascension. For these refer not to nature but
to subsistence. Christ then, since He is in
two natures, suffered and was crucified in the
nature that was subject to passion. For it
was in the flesh and not in His divinity that
He hung upon the Cross. Otherwise, let
them answer u.s, when we ask if two natures
died. No, we shall say. And so two natures
were not crucified but Christ was begotten,
that is to say, the divine Word having become
man was begotten in the flesh, was crucified
in the flesh, suffered in the flesh, while His
divinity continued to be impassible."

CHAPTER VIII.
ITow the Only-begotten Son of God is called

first-born.
He who is first begotten is called first-
born % whether he is only-begotten or the

first of a number of brothers. If then the
Son of God was called first-born, but was not
called Only-begotten, we could imagine that

He was the firbt-born of creatures, as being
a creature ". But since He is called both
first-born and Only-begotten, both senses

must be preserved in His case. We say that

9 Eutliym., p. 2. tit- 8. ■ n j o
I .Seetiie Sclioliast on Gregory Nyssenusin Cod.Reg. 3451.' ='yid. ajiud Greg. Nyss., bk. iii., contr. Euium.

He is first-born of all creations since both He
Himself is of God and creation is of God, but
as He Himself is born alone and timelessly
of the essence of God the Father, He may
with reason be called Only-begotten Son, first-
born and not first-created. For the creation
was not brought into being out of the es.sence
of the Father, but by His will out of nothing *.
And He is called First-born among many
brethren 5, for although being Only-begotten,
He was also born of a mother. Since, indeed,
He participated just as we ourselves do in
blood and flesh and became man, while we
too through Him became sons of God, being
adopted through the baptism, He Who is
by nature Son of God became first-born
amongst us who were made by adoption
and grace sons of God, and stand to Him
in the relation of brothers. Wherefore He
said, / ascend unto My Fatlier and yom
Father^. He did not say " our Father," but
" My Father," clearly in the sense of Fathei
by nature, and "your Father," in the sense
of Father by grace. And " My God and your
God 7." He did not say "our God," but
" My God : " and if you distinguish with sub-
tle thought that which is seen from that which

is thought, also "your God," as Maker and
Lord.

CHAPTER IX.
Concerning Faith and Baptism.

We confess one baptism for the remission
of sins and for life eternal. For baptism de-
clares the Lord's death. We are indeed
" buried with the Lord through baptism ^,"
as saith the divine Apostle. So then, as our

Lord died once for all, we also must be bap-
tized once for all, and baptized according

to the Word of the Lord, In the Name of
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy

Spirit^, being taught the confession in Father,

Son, and Holy Spirit. Those % then, who,
after having been baptized into Father, Son,

and Holy Spirit, and having been taught that

there is one divine nature in three subsist-
ences, are rebaptized, these, as the divine

Apostle says, crucify the Christ afreah. For it
is impossible, he %2i\\.h,for those who were once
enlightened, 6rc., to renew them again imto

repentance : seeing they crucify to themselves

the Christ afresh, afid put Him to an open
shame '. But those who were not bap-

3 Col. i 15. 't Atlmn., Expos. Fidei. S Rom. viii. 29.
6 St. John XX. 17. ' Ibid. ^Col. 11.12.
9 St. i\latt. xxviii. ig. , ^ . ., ,
1 SeeClem. Alex., Strom., bk. 1.; Basil, Ep. ad Amphiloch.
2- Ircnieus, i. 8; Tluodor., Hier. fab. c. 12; Euseb., Hist.
Eccles.,m.g; Trullaii Canon gs; Terhill., De Bapt.,c i, 4;c.
a Heb. vi. 4.
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tized into tlie Holy Trinity, these must be

baptized again. For although the divme

Apostle says : Into Christ and into His death
were we baptized 3, he does not mean that the

invocation of baptism must be in these words,

but that baptism is an image of the death

of Christ. For by the three immersions^

baptism signifies the three days of our Lord's

entombment 5. The baptism then into Christ

means that believers are baptized into Him.

We could not believe in Christ if we were not

taus^ht confession in Father, Son, and Holy

Spirit 6. For Christ is the Son of the Living

God', Whom the Father anointed with the

Holy Spirit^: in the words of the divine
David, Therefore God, thy God, hath anointed

thee with the oil of gladness above thy fellows 9.

And Isaiah also speaking in the person of the

Lord says, The Spirit of the Lord is upon me
because Tie hath anointed me \ Christ, how-
ever, taught His own disciples the invocation
and said, Baptising them in the Name of the
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit '.
For since Christ made us for incorruption 34^
and we transgressed His saving command.
He condemned us to the corruption of death
in order that that which is evil should not
be immortal, and when in His compassion
He stooped to His servants and became like

us. He redeemed us from corruption through
His own passion. He caused the fountain
of remission to well forth for us out of His
holy and immaculate side s, water for our

regeneration, and the washing away of sin
and corruption ; and blood to drink as the
hostage of life eternal. And He laid on us
the command to be born again of water and
of the Spirit*, through prayer and invocation,
the Holy Spirit drawing nigh unto the water '.
For since man's nature is twofold, consisting
of soul and body, He bestowed on us a two-
fold purification, of water and of the Spirit :
the Spirit renewing that part in us which
is after His image and likeness, and the water
by the grace of the Spirit cleansing the body
from sin and delivering it from corruption,
the water indeed expressing the image of
death, but the Spirit affording the earnest of
life.
For from the beginning the Spirit of God
moved upon the face of the ivaters^, and anew

3 Rom vi. ^.
4 See Basil, De Sfiii: Sand., c. 28, and Ep. 39; Jei-ojue,
Contr. Lnci/.; Tkeodor., Hcsr. III. 4; Socrates, hist. c. 23;
SozoineiL,Uist. VI. 26.
5Auur., QjccFst.ad Antioch.
<•Basil., De Baft., bit. i. ch. 12. 7 St. Matt. xvi. 16.8 Acts.-;. 38. 9Ps. xlv. 7. 1I.S. Ixi. I.
=Si. Malt, xxviii 19.
3 Text, cjr' a^0o.pcriav.Variant, €ir' at^Bapaia; old inter-
pretation,' in incorniplion.' 4 Method., De Resuri:
5 St. John .\i.x.34. 6 Ibid. iii. 5. 7 Cieg., Oral. 48.8 Gen. i. 2.

the Scripture witnesseth that water has the

power of purification 9. In the time of Noah
God washed away the sin of the world by

water'. By water every impure person is

purified =, according to the law, even the very

garments being washed with water. FHas

shewed forth the grace of the Spirit mingled
with the water when he burned the holocaust

by pouring on waters. And almost every-

thing is purified by water according to the

law : for the tilings of sight are symbols of

the things of thought. The regeneration, how-

ever, takes place in the spirit : for faith has

the power of making us sons (of God 4
), crea-

tures as we are, by the Spirit, and of leading
us into our original blessedness.

Tlie remission of sins, therefore, is granted
alike to all through baptism : but the grace

of the Spirit is proportional to the faith and

previous purification. Now, indeed, we re-
ceive the firstfruits of the Holy Spirit through
baptism, and the second birth is for us the
beginning and seal and security and illumi-

nation s of another life.
It behoves us, then, with all our strength
to steadfastly keep ourselves pure from filthy
works, that we may not, like the dog returning
to his vomit'', make ourselves again the slaves

of sin. For faith apart from works is dead,
and so likewise are works apart from faith ?.

For the true faith is attested by works.
Now we are baptized ^ into the Holy Trinity
because those things which are baptized have

need of the Holy Trinity for their mainten-
ance and continuance, and the three sub-

sistences cannot be otherwise than present,
the one with the other. For the Holy Trinity

is indivisible.
The first baptism 9 was that of the flood
for the eradication of sin. The second ' was
through the sea and the cloud : for the cloud

is the symbol of the Spirit and the sea of the
water =
-

The third baptism was that of the
Law : for every impure person washed him-
self with water, and even washed his garments,
and so entered into the camp 3

. The fourth 4

was that of Johns, being preliminary and
leading those who were baptized to repent-

ance, that they might believe in Christ: /,

9 Lev. XV.TO. ^

' Gen. vi. 17.
2 'I'ext, KaOaiperaL.Variant in many Codices is eKaOaipejo
On onemarginis, 1

7 e/ce/caSapTO.

3 111.Reg. xviii. 32.

4 TTLCTTtSyapViodETSLVOlfie.

5 Text, (pwriCTjaoi.illnniination. In R. 2626 is added, kol
a.ytaiTii6<;,whichFaber translate.'^,"et ilhiminatioet saiictilicatio."
In R. 2924,ayiacTjuosis readinsteadof 4"^^^'^IJ^°^.

" 2 Pet ii 22- 7 James ii. 76.

8 Gre^.Nets , Orat. 40; Athan. ad Serafi. De Spir. Sancto.

9 Cre^. Tlieol., Orat. 39, i Gen. vii. 17.

a I Cor. X. T. 3 Lev. xiv. 8
.

4 Greg., Orat. 40; Basil. Horn, de Bapi.', Ckrys, in Matt.
Horn. 10,andothers.

5 Cf. Basil, De Bapt., I. 2.
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indeed, he said, baptize you with water ; but
He that cometh after me. He trill baptize you
in the Holy Spirit and in Jire^. Thus John's
purification with water was preliminary to
leceiving the Spirit. The fiftli was the
baptism of our Lord, whereby He Himself
was baptized. Now He is baptized not as
Himself requiring purification but as making
my purification His own, that He may break
the heads of the dragons on the water ?, that
He may wash away sin and bury all the old
Adam in water, that He may sanctify the
Baptist, that He may fulfil the Law, that He
may reveal the mystery of the Trinity, that
He may become the type and ensaraple to
us of baptism. But we, too, are baptized
in the perfect baptism of our Lord, the bap-
tism by water and the Spirit. Moreover*,
("hrist is said to baptize with fire : because
in the form of flaming tongues He poured
forth on His holy disciples the grace of the
Spirit : as the Lord Himself says, John, tnily
baptized with water: biit ye s/iall be baptized
with the Holy Spirit and with fire, not many
days hence 9 : or else it is because of the bap-
tism of future fire wherewith we are to be
chastised '. The sixth is that by repentance
and tears, which baptism is truly grievous.
The seventh is baptism by blood and martyr-
dom '', which baptism Christ Himself under
went in our behalf 3, He Who was too august
and blessed to be defiled with any later stains ♦

.

The eighth s is the last, which is not saving,
but which destroys evil*: for evil and sin
no longer have sway : yet it punishes with-
out end 7.

Further, the Holy Spirit' descended in bodily
form as a dove, indicating the firstfruits of
our baptism and honouring the body : since

even this, that is the body, was God by the
deification; and besides the dove was wont

formerly to announce the cessation of the

flood. But to the holy Apostles He came
down in the form of fire 9 : for He is God, and
God is a consuming fire'^.
Olive oil-" is employed in baptism as signi-
ficant of our anointings, and as making us
anointed, and as announcing to us through

the Holy Spirit God's pity: for it was the
fruit of the olive tiiat the dove brought to

those who were saved from the flood +
.

7 Ps. Ixxiv. 13.

9 Acts i. 5.

2 Id. ibid. 3 St. Ltike xii. 50,
Variants, oirwi/and & Ka.1.

6 S:;i:Basil, Dc Spir. Sfinct.j c. 13.

C if K.xKtasai/atperiKoi'-ovjcen -yap
■KaKd^ov6eoTeAevrrjTa.

* St. Matt. iii. 11.

8 GregiNaz., Orat. 40.

^ Greg.Naz., Orat. 40.

4 Text, tl)sAtai' . . . Oijiiv

5 Greg Ntiz.,Orat. \<y

7 ou ffajTijptoc,(iAAa r^;^
KaxiaKnXafLa^TiairoAtTci^y- ■

8 Gieg. Naz., Oral, j,, .. . t^ . •

9 Greg Naz., Orat. 44 : .■^«Vi-3.-" ^ ^°"v 'I' ^*-' Cl.f AUal!., De Cau,..ts, bk. 111.,c. 16; Cyril of Jerus.,
Cateeh.Myst. -2.

3 Reading, xP^aiv. Vanani, x^P'"-

John was baptized, putting his hand upon
the divine head of his Master, and with his
own blood.
It does not behoves us to delay baptism
when the faith of those coming forward is

testified to by works. For hj that cometh
forward deceitfully to hnptis n will receive
condemnation rather than benefit.

CHAPTER X.
Concerning Faith.

Moreover, faith is twofold. For faith
cometh by hearing^. For by hearing the di-
vine Scriptures we believe in the teaching
of the Holy Spirit. The same is perfected
by all the things enjoined by Christ, believing
in work, cultivating piety, and doing the
commands of Him Who restored us. For
he that believeth not according to the tra-
dition of the Catholic Church, or who hath
intercourse with the devil through strange
works, is an unbeliever.
But again, faith is the substance o

f things
/toped for, tlie evidence of things not seen ?,

or undoubting and unambiguous hope alike
of what God hath promised us and of the
good issue of our prayers. The first, there-
fore, belongs to our will, while the second

is of the gifts of the Spirit.
Further, observe that by baptism we cut '

off all the covering which we have worn since
birth, tiiat is to say, sin, and become spiritual
Israelites and God's people.

CHAPTER XL
Concerning tlie Cross and here further

coticerning Faith.

The word ' Cross ' is foolishness to those
that perish, but to us who are saved it is the

power o
f God'i. For he that is spiritual judgeth
all things, but the natural man receiveth not
the things o
f the Spirit'. For it is foolishness
to those who do not receive in faith and who

do not consider God's goodness and omni-

potence, but search out divine things with

human and natural reasonings. For all the

things that are of God are above nature and

reason and conception. For should any one

consider how and for what purpose God

brought all things out of nothing into being,
and aim at arriving at that by natural reason-

ings, he fails to comprehend it. For know-

ledge of this kind belongs to spirits and

demons. But if any one, under the guidance
of fiilth, should consider the divine goodness

4 Cen. viii. 11.

i Greg. NAz., Oral. tp. 6 Rom. x. 17.

7 Heb. xi. I. ** irepiTe/xvojaefla,circumcise.

9 I Cor. i. 23. ' Ibid ii. 14, I5-
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and omnipotence and truth and wisdom and

justice, he will find all things smooth and
even, and the way straight. Bict ivithout

faith it is impossible to be saved ^. For it is
by faith that all things, both human and

spiritual, are sustained. For without faith
neither does the farmer 3 cut his furrow, nor

does the merchant commit his life to the

raging waves of the sea on a small piece
of wood, nor are marriages contracted nor

any other step in life taken. By faith we
consider that all things were brought out
of nothing into being by God's power. And
we direct all things, both divine and human,

by faith. Further, faith is assent free from
all meddlesome inquisitiveness''.
Every action, therefore, and performance of
miracles by Christ are most great and divine
and marvellous : but the most marvellous of
all is His precious Cross. For no other thing
has subdued death, expiated the sin of the
first parent s, despoiled Hades, bestowed the
resurrection, granted the jiower to us of con-
temning the present and even death itself,
prepared the return to, our former blessedness,
opened the gates of Paradise ^, given our
nature a seat at the right hand of God, and
made us the children and heirs of God t, save
the Cross of our Lord Jesus Christ. For by
the Cross ^ all things have been made right.
So many of us, the apostle says, as were
baptized into Ch?isf, we?-e baptized into His
death 9, and as many ofyou as have been baptized
into Christ, have put on Christ '. Further,
Christ is the pnver of God and the wisdom
of God'- Lo ! the death of Christ, that is

,

the Cross, clothed us with the enhypostatic
wisdom and power of God. And the povi-er
of God is the Word of the Cross, either
because God's might, that is

,

the victory over
death, has been revealed to us by it

,

or be-
cause, just as the four extremities of the Cross
are held fast and bound together by the bolt
in the middle, so also by God's power the
height and the depth, the length and the
breadth, that is

,

every creature visible and
invisible, is maintained 3.

'J'his was given to us as a sign on our
forehead, just as the circumcision was given
to Israel : for by it we believers are separated
and distinguished from unbelievers. This is

the shield and weapon against, and trophy
over, the devil. This is the seal that the
destroyer may 9iot touch you^, as saith the

» Heb. xi. 6. 3 Basil, in Ps. cxv. 4 Unsil, cit. he.

i .i.^""'"^POf^ToposanaprCcL.Variajit, ir/jOTrar.'ASa/i djiapr.o iext, yiuoixSiqiyav.Valiant, rjvoiyTiaav.

7 Cyril, liier. catech. i. 14.s Text, 5ta(TTavpov.Variant, SCavTov.

9 Horn.vi. 3
. J Gal. iii. 27. 2 Cor. i. 243 Basil, m Is. xi. 4 Exod. xii 23.

Scripture. This is the resurrection of those
lying in death, the support of the standing,
the staff of the weak, the rod of the flock, tli'e
safe conduct of the earnest, the perfection
of those that press forwards, the salvation of
soul and body, the aversion of all things evil,
the patron of all things good, the taking away
of sin, the plant of resurrection, the tree of
eternal life.
So, then, this same truly precious and august
trees, on which Christ hath offered Himself
as a sacrifice for our sakes, is to be worshipped
as sanctified by contact with His holy body and
blood ; likewise the nails, the spear, the clothes.
His sacred tabernacles which are the manger,
the cave, Golgotha, which bringeth salvation ^

,

the tomb which giveth life, Sion, the chief
stronghold of the churches and the like, are
to be worshipped. In the words of David,
the father of God t. We shall go into His taber-
nacles, we shall ivorship at the place 7vhere His
feet stood^. And that it is the Cross that is

meant is made clear by what follows. Arise,

O Lord, into Ihy Rest 9. For the resurrection
comes after the Cross. For if of those things
which we love, house and couch and garment,
are to be longed after, how much the rather
should we long after that which belonged to
God, our Saviour ', by means of which we are
in truth saved.
Moreover we worship even the image of the
precious and life-giving Cross, although made
of another tree, not honouring the tree (God
forbid) but the image as a symbol of Christ.
For He said to His disciples, admonishing
them. Then shall appear the sign of the Son
of Man in Heaven % meaning the Cross. And
so also the angel of the resurrection said to the
woman. Ye seek Jesus of Nazareth which was
crucified^. And the Apostle said. We preach
Cluist crucified': For there are many Christs
and many Jesuses, but one crucified. He
does not say speared but crucified. It be-
hoves us, then, to worship the sign of Christ =

.

For wherever the sign may be, there also will
He be. But it does not behove us to worship
the ' material of which the image of the Cross

is composed, even though it be gold or precious
stones, after it is destroyed, if that should
happen. Everything, therefore, that is dedi-
cated to God we worship, conferring the ador-
ation on Him.
The tree of life which was planted by God
in Paradise pre-figured this precious Cross.

5 Cf. Cyril, Contr. Jul., bk. vi.

^ Text, 6 Popyoflaff, 6 (Tunjpio?. Variant, 6 oravpoff

7 6 0eoTra7-wpAa^tS. Cf. Dioitysiastur, Ep. 8.

8 Ps cxx.\ii. 7. 9 Ibid. 8
.

' Text, liujTijpos. Variant, o-raupoy.
■'St. Matt. xxiy. 30. _ 3 St. Mark xvi. 6

. 4 i Cor.

5 Text, XpKTToi). Variant, crraupoij.
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For since death was by a tree, it was fitting
tliat life and resurrection should be bestowed
by a tree*. Jacob, when He worshipped the
top of Joseph's staff, was the first to image the
Cross, and when he blessed his sons with
crossed hands ^ he made most clearly the sign
of the cross. Likewise ^ also did Moses' rod,
when it smote the sea in the figure of the
cross and saved Israel, while it overwhelmed
Pharaoh in the depths ; likewise also the
hands stretched out crosswise and routing
Amalek ; and the bitter water made sweet by
a tree, and the rock rent and pouring forth
streams of water 9, and the rod that meant
for Aaron tire dignity of the high priesthood ' :
and the serpent lifted in trium])h on a tree
as though it were dead =, the tree bringing
salvation to those who in faith saw tlieir
enemy dead, just as Christ was nailed to the
tree in the flesh of sin which yet knew no sin 3.
The mighty Moses cried ■

*,

You will see your
life hanging on the tree before your eyes, and
Isaiah likewise, / have spread out my hands all
the day unto a faithless and rebellions people 5

.

But may we who worship this ^ obtain a part
iu Christ the crucified. Amen.

CHAPTER XII.
Concerning Worship toivards the East.

It is not without reason or by chance that
we worship towards the East. But seeing that
we are composed of a visible and an invisible
nature, that is to say, of a nature partly of

spirit and partly of sense, we render also

a twofold worship to the Creator ; just as we

sing both with our spirit and our bodily lips,
and are baptized with both water and Spirit,

and are united with the Lord in a twofold
manner, being sharers in the mysteries and in
the grace of the Spirit.
Since, therefore, God ^ is spiritual light ^ and

Christ is called in the Scriptures Sun of Right-
eousness" and Dayspring', the East is the

direction that must be assigned to His wor-

ship. For everything good must be assigned
to Him from Whom every good thing arises.
Indeed the divine David also says. Sing unto

God, ye kingdoms of the earth : O sing praises
unto the Lord: to Him that rideth upon the
Heavens o

f heavens towards the East 3
. More-

over the Scripture also says. And God planted
a garden eastward in Eden ; and there He put
the man whom He had formed '•: and when he
had transgressed His command He expelled
him and made him to dwell over against the
delights of Paradise 5, which clearly is the
West. So, then, we worship God seeking and
striving after our old fatherland. Moreover
the tent of Moses* had its veil and mercy
seat? towards the East. Also the tribe of

Judah as the most precious pitclied their
camp on the East^ Also in the celebrated
temple of Solomon the Gate of the Lord was
placed eastward. Moreover Christ, when He
hung on the Cross, had His face turned to-
wards the West, and so we worship, striving
after Him. And when He was received again
into Heaven He was borne towards the East,
and thus His apostles worship Him, and thus
He will come again in the way in which they
beheld Him going towards Heaven 9 ; as the
Lord Himself said, As the lightning cometh out

of the East and sliineth

' even unto the West, so

also shall the coming o
f the Son o
f Man be =
.

So, then, in expectation of His coming we
worship towards the East. But this tradition
of the apostles is unwritten. For much that
has been handed down to us by tradition is

unwiittens.

CHAPTER XIII.
Concerning the holy and immaculate Mysteries

o
f the Lord.

God "• Who is good and altogether good and
more than good. Who is goodness throughout,
by reason of the exceeding riclies of His good-
ness did not suffer Himself, that is His nature,
only to be good, with no other to participate
therein, but because of this He made first the

spiritual and heavenly powers : next the visi-

ble and sensible universe : next man with his

spiritual and sentient nature. All things, there-
fore, which he made, share in His goodness in

respect of their existence. For He Himself is

existence to all, since all things that are, are in

Him 5, not only because it was He that brought
them out of nothing into being, but because

His energy preserves and maintains all that He

made : and in especial the living creatures.

for both in that they exist and in that they

6 Gen. ii. and jii. ' Heb. xi. Jl.

8 Auct., Qutrst. ad Antioch., g, 63.

9 Num. XX. ■ Exod. IV.

3 Text. oi>KtlSvCff. Variant, ei5i

= Ibid.

1 /»•«>.,bk. v., c 18. 5 Isai. Ixv. 2.

6 'J'e.it, toSto. Variants, tovtoi/andToyrif. ..

7 /Sasil, Dc .S-/;>.Sanct., c. 27! Alcmn De Trm.n. 5:
Wal. Strabo. De reb. cedes, c. 4; "<>"■

A„swt., Gemma
Anhiuf. c. 950. -, , .
'LSt,J.9.hn>.^ _......,. J ^^••'^•I.Ps.lxviii. 3., 33.= Zach.'iii. 8
,

vi. 12 ; St. Luke i. 78.

V >L. IX.

4 Gen. ii. 8
.

,^, ... . _ . .

5 'I'ext, 'qvwapapivTHef<upiirtv,aTreva-VTiTt Tov n<ipo5tiiTov
Tijs T/iv^fii KdJuxio-ev. Variants, iv irapopirTa, Tr]S_Tpv(()))!efio-
pio-ev,and ov 7rapii|8ni'Ta,to5 TrapaSeiVouT^sTpuipi]!ejiupiirti',

aiTtvavTire ToOirapaSeiaovKaTuiKiaev.

6 Levit. xvi. 14. . 7 Ibid. z. * Num. u. 3.

9 Acts i. II. „..,,.•

■ Text, (jioiveToi. Variant, ifflavei. The old translationgivel
occupat. ' St Matt. xxiv. 27.

3 iS«!V, Ve Spiritu Sancto,ch. 27-

4 Greg. Naz., Orat. 42 : Dim. De liw. nom.,ch. 3
.

5 Rom, xi. 36.

lib
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enjoy life they share in His goodness. But
in truth those of them that have reason have
a still greater share in that, both because of
what has been already said and also be-
cause of the very reason which they possess.
For they are somehovv more clearly akin to
Him, even though He is incomparably higher
than they.
Man, however, being endowed with reason
and free will, received the power of continuous
union with God through his own choice, if
indeed he should abide in goodness, that is in
obedience to his Maker. Since, however, he
transgressed the command of his Creator and
became liable to death and corruption, the
Creator and Maker of our race, because of His
bowels of compassion, took on our likeness,
becoming man in all things but without sin,
and was united to our nature ^. For since He
bestowed on us His own image and His own
spirit and we did not keep them safe, He took
Himself a share in our poor and weak nature,
in order that He might cleanse us and make us
incorruptible, and establish us once more as
partakers of His divinity.
For it was fitting that not only the first-fruits
of our nature should partake in the higher good
but every man who wished it, and that a second
birth should take place and that the nourisli-
ment should be new and suitable to the birth,
and thus the measure of perfection be attained.
Through His birth, that is

. His incarnation,
and baptism and passion and resurrection. He
delivered our nature from the sin of our first
parent and death and corruption, and became
the first-fruits of the resurrection, and made
Himself the way and image and pattern, in
order that we, too, following in His footsteps,
may become by adoption what He is Himself
by nature?, sons and heirs of God and joint heirs
with Him 8. He gave us therefore, as 1 said,
a second birth in order that, just as we who
are born of Adam are in his image and are the
heirs of the curse and corruption, so also being
born of Him we may be in His likenes.s and
heirs 9 of His inconuption and blessing and
glory.
Now seeing that this Adam is spiritual, it

was meet that both the birth and like.vise the
food should be spiritual too, but since we are
ot a double and compound nature, it is meet
that both the birth should be double and like-
wise the food compound. We were therefore
given a birth by water and Spirit : I mean, by
the holy baptism ' : and the food is the very

6 tiel:

T^sauTouyefw/jieCaxapLTOs,
,. . '7'- . ' Rom. vii. 17.Valiant, (pycreiKal K\y\pov6tlOi
y-uwUioi,KtiLavyKAyjpofo/j.oi.
Text, JcA>)fpoKO(<)i(riu^e„.Variant, KAij^oro/xiio-ni-rit.
C/ityi. tn Malt., Hovt. 8
3 ; St. Join. iii. 3.

bread of life, our Lord Jesus Christ, Who came
down from heaven ''- For when He was about
to take on Himself a voluntary death for our
sakes, on the night on which He gave Himself
up. He laid a new covenant on His holy dis-
ciples and apostles, and through them on all
who believe on Him. In the upper chamber,
then, of holy and illustrious Sion, after He had
eaten the ancient Passover with His disciples
and had fulfilled the ancient covenant, He
washed His disciples' feets in token of the holy
baptism. Then having broken bread He gave

it to them saying. Take, eat, this is My "body
broken for you for the remission of sirts +

.

Like-
wise also He took the cup of wine ?nd water
and gave it to them saying. Brink ye all of it :

for this is Mv blooii, the blood of the New
Testament which is shedfor you for the remission
of sins. This do ye in remembrance of Me. For
as often as ye eat this bread and drink this cup,
ye do shew the death of the Son of man and
confess His resurrection until He come s.

If then the Word of God is quick and ener-
gising «

, and the Lord did all that He willed 7;

if He said. Let there be light and there was
light, let there be a firmament and there was

a firmament 8 j if the heavens were established
by the Word of the Lord and all the host of
them by the breath of His mouths; if the
heaven and the earth, water and fire and air
and the whole glory of these, and, in sooth,
this most noble creature, man, were perfected
by the Word of the Lord ; if God the Word of
His own will became man and the pure and un-
defiled blood of the holy and ever-virginal One
made His flesh without the aid of seed % can
He not then make the bread His body and the
wine and water His blood? He said in the
beginning. Let the earth bring forth grass ", and
even until this present day, when the rain
comes it brings forth its pro])er fruits, urged on
and strengthened by the divine command.
God said, This is My body, and This is My
blood, &nA this do ye in reme7nbrance o

fMe. And
so it is at His omnipotent command until He
come : for it was in this sense that He said
until He come : and the overshadowing power
of the Holy Spirit becomes through the invo-
cation the rain to this new tillage 3

. For just as
God made all that He made by the energy of
the Holy Spirit, so also now the energy of the

= St. John v!. 48. 3 Ibid. xiii.

4 St. Matt. x.wi. 26 ; Liturg. S. Jacoii.5 St. Matt. xxvi. 27,28 ; St. Marie xiv. 22—24j19,30 ; I Cor. xi. 24—26."

y^''' ":.}''• ' Ps. cxxxv. 6. 8 Gen. i. 3 and 6
.

9 P.s.xxxm. 6
.

* lext, Ktti TO.Ti^?. . . Ka.ea.paKal afliaitrlTaat/xara eauTw.Van-ant,Kai tK rtavttjs . . . Ka6apu>vKal i/xw/x^TWfaiuaTwi'taurw.=Gen. i. II.

3 /r^n., bit. iv., ch. 3s: fulg-., AH Moiiim., bk.
Chrys., Deproci.Judce; Greg. Nyss., Calech., &.C.

St. Luke xxii.

eh. 6 ;
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Spirit performs those things that are super-
natural and which it is not possible to com-
prehend unless by faith alone. How shall this
be, said the holy Virgin, seeing I know not a
man ? And the archangel Gabriel answered
her: The Holy Sfiirit shall come upon thee, and
the power of the Highest shall overshadow thee^.
And now you ask, how the bread became
Christ's body and the wine and water Christ's
blood. And I say unto thee, " The Holy Spirit
is present and does those things which surpass
reason and thought."
Further, bread and wine' are employed : for
God knoweth man's infirmity: for in general
man turns away discontentedly from what is
not well-worn by custom : and so with* His
usual indulgence He performs His supernatural
works through familiar objects : and just as, in
the case of baptism, since it is man's custom
to wash himself with water and anoint himself
with oil. He connected the grace of the Spirit
with the oil and the water and made it the
water of regeneration, in like manner since it is
man's custom to eat and to drink water and
wine^,He connected His divinitywith these and
made them His boriy and blood in order that
we may rise to what is supernatural through
what is familiar and natural.
'I'he body which is born of the holy Virgin is
in truth body united with divinity, not that the
body which was received up into the heavens
descends, but that the bread itself and the wine
are changed into God's body and blood ?. But
if you enquire how this happens, it is enough
for you to learn that it was through the Holy
Spirit, just as the Lord took on Himself flesh
that subsisted in Him and was born of the holy
Mother of God through the Spirit. And we
know nothing further save that the Word of
God is true and energises and is omnipotent,
but the manner of this cannot be searched out ^.
But one can put it well thus, that just as in
nature the bread by the eating and the wine
and the water by the drinking are changed into
the body and blood of the eater and drinker,
and do not 9 become a different body from the
former one, so the bread of the table' and
the wine and water are supernaturally changed

by the invocation and presence of the Holy
Spirit into the body and blood of Christ, and
are not two but one " and the same.

* St. Luke i. 34, 3S. 5 Nyss., Or/it. , Catech.,ch. 37.' Clem., Csnstit., bk. viii. ; Justin Martyr., Afol. i. ; Iren.,
V. 2.
7 Greg. Nyss., Orat. Catech., c. 37.
8 Simile Nyss. loc.cit. 9 oiris absentin someMSS.
=tTile Greek is 6 t^s n-oo^eVewsotfo?, the bread of thepro-
thesis. It is renderedfianis propositionis in the old translations.
'I'tieseplirases designate the .'ihewbreadin the LXX. and the
VuigiCe. 'i'lie n-poyeo-t?i"

.

explained as a smaller table placed
on tne right side 01the altar, on which the priests,make ready
the breadand thecnp fur consecration. Seethenote in Migne.

" SeeNicejh., C.F., Anlirr. ii. 3.

Wherefore to those who partake worthily
with faith, it is for the remission of sins and for
life everlasting and for the safe-guarding of
soul and body ; but to those vvho partake un-
worthily without faith, it is foFchastisement and
punishment, just as also the death of the Lord
became to those who believe life and incorrup-
tion for the enjoyment of eternal blessedness,
while to those who do not believe and to the
murderers of the Lord it is for everlasting
chastisement and punishment.
The bread and the wine are not merely
figures of the body and blood of Christ (God
forbid !) but the deified body of the Lord
itself : for the Lord has said, " This is My
body," not, this is a figure of My body : and
" My blood," not, a figure of My blood. And
on a previous occasion He had said to the
Jews, Except ye eat the flesh of the Son of Man
and drink His blood, ye have no life in you.
For My flesh is meat indeed and My blood is

drink indeed. And again, He that eateth Me,
shall live^*.
Wherefore with all fear and a pure conscience
and certain faith let us draw near and it will
assuredly be to us as we believe, doubting

nothing. Let us pay homage to it in all purity
both of soul and body : for it is twofold. Let
us draw near to it with an ardent desire, and

wiih our hands held in the form of the cross =

let us receive the body of the Crucified One :

and let us apply our eyes and lips and brows

and partake of the divine coal, in order that
the fire of the longing, that is in us, with the
additional heat derived from the coal may

utterly consume our sins and illumine our
hearts, and that we may be inflamed and deified

by the participation in the divine fire. Isaiah

saw the coal *. But coal is not plain wood but

wood united with fire : in like manner also the

bread of the communion ^ is not plain bread

but bread united with divinity. But a body
*

which is united with divinity is not one nature,
but has one nature belonging to the body and

another belonging to the divinity that is united
to it

,

so that the compound is not one nature

but two.
With bread and v/ine Melchisedek, the priest
of the most high God, received Abraham on
his return from the slaughter of the Gentiles 9

.

That table pre-imaged this mystical table, just
as that priest was a type and image of Christ,
the true high-priest '. For thou art a priest for
ever after the order o

f Melchisedek ^ Of this

3 St. Johlivi.51— 55. _4 fuiTjfoXuivLOVis addedm manyMSS.

5 Cyril Hierosol., Cat. Mystag. 5 ; Chrys. Horn. 3 in Epist.
adEfhes.; Trull, can. zo^.

6 Is. vi. 6. 7 SecCyril Alex, on Isaiah vi.

8 Vide Basil, ibid. 9 Gen xiv. 18.

* Lev. xjv. * Ps. ex. 4.
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bread the show-bread was an image 3. This
surely is that pure and bloodless sacrifice

which the Lord through the prophet said is
offered to Him from the rising to the setting
of the sun *.
The body and blood of Christ are making
for the support of our soul and body, without
being consumed or suffi;ring corruption, not

making for the draught (God forbid !) but
for our being and preservation, a protection
against all kinds of injury, a purging from all
uncleanness: should one receive base gold, they
purify it by ihe critical burning lest in the
future we be condemned with this world. They
purify from diseases and all kinds of calami-
ties ; according to the words of the divine
Apostles, For if we wotdd jtcdqe oursehjes, we
should not be judged. But when we are judi^ed,
we are chastened of the Lord, that we should not
be condemned with the world. This too is
what he says, So that he that partaketh of the
body and blood of Christ timoorthily, eateth a?id
drinketh datnnation to himself^- Being purified
by this, we are united to the body of Christ and
to His Spirit and become the body of Christ.
This bread is the first-fruits? of the future
bread which is eirwio-ms, i.e. necessary for
existence. For the word ijTu.vainv signifies
either the future, that is Him Who is for a
future age, or else Him of Whom we partake
for the preservation of our essence. Whether
then it is in this sense or that, it is fitting to
speak so of the Lord's body. For the Lord's
flesh is life-giving spirit because it was conceiv-
ed of the life-giving Spirit. For what is born
of the Spirit is spirit. But I do not say this
to take away the nature of the body, but I wish
to make clear its life-giving and divine power^.
But if some persons called the bread and the
wine antitypes ' of the body and blood of the
Lord, as did the divinely inspired Basil, they
said so not after the consecration but before
the consecration, so calling the ofi^ering itself.
Participation is spoken of; for through it
we partake of the divinity of Jesus. Com-
munion, too, is spoken of, and it is an actual
communion, because through it we have com-
munion with Christ and share in His flesh and
His divinity: yea, we have communion and are
united with one another through it. For since
we partake of one bread, we all become one
body of Christ and one blood, and members
one of another, being of one body with Christ.
With all our strength, therefore, let us
beware lest we receive communion from or
grant it to heretics ; Give not that which is

3 Text, eUovL^ov.Variant, et/coi't'^ouo-i.<Mnl. i. II. 5 I Cor. xi. 31,32.' Ibid. 29. ^ 7 Cj'riV, loc.'cit.
8 St. John vi. 53. 9 Anastas., Hodegus, ch. 23.

holy unto the dogs, saith the Lord, neither cast
ye your pearls before swine^, lest we become
partakers in their dishonour and condemnat'o i.
For if union is in truth with Christ and with
one another, we are assuredly voluntarily
united also with all those who partake with
us. For this union is effected voluntarily and
not against our inclination. For we are all
one body because we partake of the one bread,
as the divine Apostle says ^
Further, antitypes of future things are
spoken of, not as though they were not in
reality Christ's body and blood, but that now
through them we jiartake of Christ's divinity,
while then we shall partake mentally 3 through
the vision alone.

CHAPTER XIV.

Concerning our Lord's genealogy and concerning
the holy Mother of God'-.

Concerning the holy and much-lauded ever-
virgin one, Mary, the Mother of God, we have
said something in the preceding chapters,
bringing forward what was most opportune,
viz., that strictly and truly she is and is called
the Mother of God. Now let us fill up the
blanks. For she being pre-ordained by the
eternal prescient counsel of God and imaged
forth and proclaimed in diverse images and
discourses of the prophets through the Holy
Spirit, sprang at the pre-determined time from
the root of David, according to the promises
that were made to him. For the Lord hath
sworn, He saith in truth to David, He will not
turn from it : of the fruit of Thy body 7uillI set upon Thy throne 'i. And again. Once
have I sworn by My holiness, that I will not
lie ufito David. His seed shall endure for ever,
and His throne as the sun before Me. Lt shall
be established for ever as the moon, and as
a faithful witness in heaven '. And Isaiah
says : And there shall come out a rod out of

the stem of Jesse and a branch shall grow out
of his roots T

.

But that Joseph is descended from the
tribe of David is expressly demonstrated by
Matthew and Luke, the most holy evange-
lists. But Matthew derives Joseph from David
tlirough Solomon, while Luke does so through
Nathan ; while over the holy Virgin's origin
both pass in silence.
One ought to remember that it was not
the custom of the Hebrews nor of the divint;

Scripture to give genealogies of women ; and

' St. Matt, vii, 6. = i Cor. x. 17.

3 Text, coTjToi?Sta/X0I/TJ9TTj?©c'as: vo~t]Ttiiqis wanting in some,,
Reg. 2928having5ia jndci)<7T»js©et'aêi/wcreti»s.

4 III Reg. 2428 is added/cal'lojo-ijittoi) Mc'Jo'Topo?.

5 Ps. cxxxii. II. 6 Ibid. Ixxxix 35, 36,37. 7 Is. xi. i.
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the law was to prevent one tribe seeking wives
from another 8- And so since Joseph was
descended from the tribe of David and was
a just man (for this the divine Gospel testifies),
he would not have espoused the holy Virgin
contrary to the law ; he would not have taken
her unless she had been of the same tribe ^s.
It was sufficient, therefore, to demonstrate the
descent of Joseph.
One ought also to observes this, that the
law was that when a man died without seed,
this man's brother should take to wife the wife
of the dead man and raise up seed to his
brother '. The offspring, therefore, belonged
by nature to the second, that is

,
to him that

begat it
,

but by law to the dead.
Born then of the line of Nathan, the son
of David, Levi begat Melchi" and Panther:
Panther begat Barpanther, so called. This
Barpanther begat Joachim : Joachim begat
the holy Mother of God 3 4. And of the line
of Solomon, the son ot David, Mathan had
a wife 5 of whom he begat Jacob. Now on
the death of Mathan, Melchi, of the tribe of
Nathan, the son of Levi and brother of
Panther, married the wife of Mathan, Jacob's
mother, of whom he begat Heli. Therefore
Jacob and Heli became brothers on the
mother's side, Jacob being of the tribe of
Solomon and Heli of the tribe of Nathan.
Then Heli of the tribe of Nathan died child-
less, and Jacob his brother, of the tribe of
Solomon, took his wife and raised up seed
to his brother and begat Joseph. Joseph,
therefore, is by nature the son of Jacob,
of the line of Solomon, but by law he is the
son of Heli of the line of Nathan.
Joachim then * took to wife that revered
and praiseworthy woman, Anna. But just as
the earlier Anna ', who was barren, bore
Samuel by prayer and by promise, so also
this Anna by supplication and promise from
God bare the Mother of God in order that
she might not even in this be behind the
matrons of fame K Accordingly it was grace
(for this is the interpretation of Anna) that
bore the lady : (for she became truly the Lady
of all created things in becoming the Mother
of the Creator). Further, Joachim 9 was born
in the house of the Probaiica ', and was
brought up to the temple. Then planted in

8 Nxtm.xxxvi. 6 segg. ^*o-Ki^irTpov.

9 Cf. Julius A/ric, Ep. ad Aristidevi, cited in Eusebius^
Hist. Ecctes. i 7.

* Deut. XXV.5. ^ See thenote in Migne,

3 Text, T^vayiati eieoTOKOv.Variant, i))i' Hyiav'Ai'i/av,

* St. Luke iii. 24segg.

5 K. 2926adds
■•Etnan," tlie namebeing taken from Julius

Africanus.

<
>

Epiph., Hmres. 79. ^ i Sam. i. 2.

8 Greg. Nyss.j Orat. in nativ, Dom. : Eustatli. in Hexaem.

9 Efifh., Hares. 79.

'■ Tijs irpo^uLTiKTis,theSheep-gate.

the House of God and increased by the Spirit,
like a fruitful olive tree, she became the home
of every virtue, turning her mind away from
every secular and carnal desire, and thus
keeping her soul as well as her body virginal,
as was meet for her who was to receive Gocl
into her bosom : for as He is holy. He finds
rest among the holy=. Thus, therefore, she
strove after holiness, and was declared a holy
and wonderful temple fit for the most hig,i
God.

Moreover, since the enemy of our salvation
was keeping a watchful eye on virgins, ac-
cording to the prophecy of Isaiah, who said,
Behold a virgin shall concave and bare a Son
and shall call His name Emmanuel, which i.\,
being interpreted, ' God with us 3,

'

in order that
he who taketh the wise in their ow?i craftiness ♦

may deceive him who always glorieth in his
wisdom, the maiden is given in marriage to
Joseph by the priests, a new book to him
who is versed in letters S; but the marriage
was both the protection of the virgin and
the delusion of him who was keeping a watch-
ful eye on virgins. But when the fulness of
time was come, the messenger of the Lord
was sent to her, with the good news of our
Lord's conception. And thus she conceived
the Son of God, the hypostatic power of
the Father, not of the will of the flesh nor
of the will of man ^

,
that is to say, by con-

nection and seed, but by the good pleasure
of the Father and co-operation of the Holy
Spirit. She ministered to the Creator in that
He was created, to the Fashioner in that He
was fashioned, and to the Son of God and
God in that He was made flesh and became
man from her pure and immaculate flesh and
blood, satisfying the debt of the first mother.
For just as the latter was formed from Adam
without connection, so also did the former
bring forth the new Adam, who was brought
forth in accordance with the laws of partu-
rition and above the nature of generation.
For He who was of the Father, yet without
mother, was born of woman without a father's

co-operation. And so far as He was born of
woman, His birth was in accordance with the
laws of parturition, while so far as He had
no father, His birth was above the nature
of generation : and in that it was at the usual
time (for He was born on the completion
of the ninth month when the tenth was
just beginning). His birth was in accordance
with the laws of parturition, while in that

it was painless it was above the laws of
generation. For, as pleasure did not precede

2 Ps. Xviii. 25, 2&

3 Is. vii. 14 : yt. Matt. i. 23.

5 Is. xxix. iz.

4 I Cor. iii. 19 ; Job v. 13,

« St. Jolini. 13.
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it
,

pain did not follow it
,

according to the

prophet who says, Before she travailed, she

brought forth, and again, before her pain came
she was delivered o

f a man-child''. The Son
of God incarnate, therefore, was born of her,
not a divinely-inspired ^ man but God incarnate ;

not a prophet anointed with energy but by the

presence of the anointing One in His com-
jjleteness, so that the Anointer became man
and the Anointed God, not by a change of
nature but by union in subsistence. For the
Anointer and the Anointed were one and the
same, anointing in the capacity of God Him-
self as man. Must there not therefore be

a Mother of God who bore God incarnate?
Assuredly she who played the part of the
Creator's servant and mother is in all strict-
ness and truth in reality God's Mother and
Lady and Queen over all created things.
But just as He who was conceived kept
her who conceived still virgin, in like manner
also He who was born preserved her virginity
intact, only passing through her and keeping
her closed 9. The conception, indeed, was
through the sense of hearing, but the birth
through the usual path by which children
come, although some tell tales of His birth
through the side of the Mother of God. For

it was not impossible for Him to have come
by this gate, without injuring her seal in any
wav.

The ever-virgin One thus remains even after
the birth still virgin, having never at any time

up till death consorted with a man. For
although it is written, And knew her ?wt till
she had brought forth her first-born Son ', yet
note that he who is first-begotten is first-born,
even if he is only-begotten. For the word
" first-born " means that he was born first,
but does not at all suggest the birth of
others. And the word "till" signifies the
limit of the appointed time but does not
exclude the time thereafter. For the Lord
says. And lo, I am with you ahvays, even
unto the end of the world', not meaning
thereby that He will be separated from us
after the completion of the age. The divine
apostle, indeed, says, And so shall we ever be
with the Lord 3, meaning after the general
resurrection.
For could it be possible that she, who had
borne God and from experience of the sub-
sequent events had come to know the miracle,
should receive the embrace of a man. God

I forbid ! It is not the part of a chaste mind
to think such thoughts, far less to commit
such acts

7 Is. Ixvi. 7.* St. Malt. i. 25.

8 0eo0opo9. 9 Ezek. xliv. 2.

■ Ibid xxviii. 20. 3 I 'I'he.s.s.iv. 17.

But this blessed woman, who was deemed
worthy of gifts that are supernatural, suffered
those pains, which she escaped at the birth,
in the hour of the passion, enduring from
motherly sympathy the rending of the bowels,
and when she behekl Him, Whom she knew
to be God by the manner of His generation,
killed as a malefactor, her thoughts pierced
her as a sword, and this is the meaning of
tliis verse : Yea, a sword shall pierce through
thy own soul also * s

. But the joy of the
resurrection transforms the pain, proclaiming
Him, Who died in the flesh, to be God.

CH.APTER XV.

Concerning the honour due to the Saints and
their remains.

To the saints honour must be paid as friends
of Christ, as sons and heirs of God : in the
words of John the theologian and evangelist.
As many as received Him, to them gave tie power
to become sons of God^- So that they are no
longer servants, hut sotis : and if sons, also heirs,
heirs of God atid joint heir-s with Christ i : and
the Lord in the holy Gospels says to His
apostles. Ye are My friends ^

.

Henceforth I

call you not servants, for the servant knoweth
not what his lord doeth 9. And further, if the
Creator and Lord of all things is called also
King of Kings and Lord of Lords ' and God
of Gods, surely also the saints are gods and

lords and kings. For of these God is and

is called God and Lord and King. I^orI am the God of Abraham, He said to Moses,
the God of Isaac and the God of Jacob ".

And God made Moses a god to Pharaoh 3
.

Now I mean gods and kings and lords not
in nature, but as rulers and masters of their
passions, and as preserving a truthful likeness
to the divine image according to which they
were made (for tne image of a king is also
called king), and as being united to God of
their own free-will and receiving Him as an
indweller and becoming by grace through par-
ticipation with Him what He is Himself by
nature. Surely, then, the worshippers and

friends and sons of God are to be held in
honour ? For the honour shewn to the most
thoughtful of fellow-servants is a proof of good
feeling towards the common Master •

*.

These are made treasuries and pure habi-

tations of God : For / will dwell in them,

4 St. Luke ii. 35.

5 In R. 292615added,oirepavT^JirpoeCpriKev6 ©eoSoxosSvjiAcuii',
TOvKvpiov ivayKaAtaaiJ.ev0S'

6 St. John 1.12. 7 Gai. iv. 7 ; Rom. viii. 17.

8 St. John XV. 14. 9 Ibid. 15. » Apoc. xix. 16.

2 Ex. iii. 6. 3 Ibid. vii. 1.

4 Bai>il,Orat. in 40Martyr,
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said God, and walk in tfiem, and I 7viU be
their God^. The divine Scripture likewise
saith that the souls of the just are in God's
hand 6 and death cannot lay hold of them.
For death is rather the sleep of the saints than
their death. Fo7- they travailed in this life and
shall to the endi, and Precious in the sight oj
the Lord is the death of His saints^. What.
then, is more precious than to be in the liand
of God? For God is Life and Light, and
those who are in God's hand are in life and
light.
Further, that God dwelt even in their bodies
in spiritual wise ^

»
,

the Apostle tells us, saying,
Know ye not that your bodies are the temples
of the Holy Spirit divelling in you ? s>

,

and 2he
Lord is that Spirit % and If any one destroy
the temple of God, him will God destroy".
Surely, then, we must ascribe honour to the
living temples of God, the living tabernacles
of God. These while they lived stood with
confidence before God.
The Master Christ made the remains of
the saints to be fountains of salvation to us,
pouring forth manifold blessings and abound-
ing in oil of sweet fragrance : and let no one
disbelieve this 3. For if water burst in the
desert from the steep and solid rock at God's
will 4 and from the jaw-bone of an ass to
quench Samson's thirst 5, is it incredible that
fragrant oil should burst forth from the martyrs'
remains? By no means, at least to those
who know the power of God and the honour
which He accords His saints.
In the law every one who toucheth a dead
body was considered impure *, but these are
not dead. For from the time when He that

is Himself life and the Author of life was
reckoned among the dead, we do not call
those dead who have fallen asleep in the hope
of the resurrection and in faith on Him. For
how could a dead body work miracles ? How,
therefore, are demons driven off by them,
diseases dispelled, sick persons made well,
the blind restored to sight, lepers purified,
temptations and troubles overcome, and how
does every good gift from the Father of lights ?

come down through them to those who pray
with sure faith ? How much labour would
you not undergo to find a patron to introduce
you to a mortal king and speak to him on
your behalf? Are not those, then, worthy
of honour who are the patrons of the whole
race, and make intercession to God for us ?

Yea, verily, we ought to give honour to them

5 Levit. xxvi. la: a Cor. vi. i6.

7 Ps. xl. 9, 10. * Ibid. cxvi. 15.

9 I Cor. iii. j6. » 2 Cor. iii. 17.

3 Aster., Horn, in SS. Mart.

5 Judg. XV. 17. ' Num. xix. 11.

6 Wisd. iii. i.
^*fitOLTOVVOV,
2 1 Cor. iii. 17.

4 Ex. xvii. 6.

? J as. i. 17,

by raising temples to God in their name,
bringing them fruit-offerings, honouring their
memories and taking spiritual delight- in them,

in order that the joy of those who call on us
may be ours, that in our attempts at worship
we may not on the contrary cause them offence.
For those who worship God will take pleasure
in those things whereby God is worshipped,
while His shield-bearers will be wroth at
those things wherewith God is wroth. In
psalms and hymns and spiritual songs', in
contrition and in ] ity for the needy, let us
believers 9 worship the saints, as God also is

most worshipped in such wise. Let us raise
monuments to them and visible images, and
let us ourselves become, through imitation of
their virtues, living monuments and images
of them. Let us give honour to her who bore
God as being strictly and truly the Mother of
God. Let us honour also the prophet John
as forerunner and baptist ", as apostle and
martyr. For amo7ig them that are born of women
there hath not risen a greater than John the
Baptist", as saith the Lord, and he became
the first to proclaim the Kingdom. Let us
honour the apostles as the Lord's brothers,
who saw Him face to face and ministered
to His passion, for zvhom God the Father did
foreknow He also did predestinate to be con-
formed to the image of His Son 3, first apostles,
second prophets •*

,

third pastors and teachers s.

Let us also honour the martyrs of the Lord
chosen out of every class, as soldiers of
Christ who have drunk His cup and were
then baptized with the baptism of His hfe-
bringing death, to be partakers of H's passion
and glory: of whom the leader is Stephen,
the first deacon of Christ and apostle and first
martyr. Also let us honour our holy fathers,
the God-possessed ascetics, whose stiuggle
was the longer and more toilsome one of the
conscience : who wandei-ed about in shee/^skins
andgoatskins, being destitute, afflicted, tormen ted,-

they wandered in deserts and in ynouiitains and
in dens a?id caves o

f the earth, of whom the
world was not worthy^- Let us honour those
who were prophets before grace, the patriarchs
and just men who foretold the Lord's coming.
Let us carefully review the life of these men,
and let us emulate their faith ^ and love and
hope and zeal and way of life, and endurance
of sufferings and patience even to blood, in
order that we may be sharers with them in.
their crowns of glory.

8 Ephes. V. 19,

9 Text, TTicTTOi.Variant, TriVretin Reg. i.

' Almost all readtoi/ irpiifipofcoi'' l.tiia.vv-f\v, us Trpo^^nji',&C.

" St. Matt. xi. II. 3 Rum. viii. 29.

4 I Cor. xii. 24. 5 Eplies. iv. it.

6 Hebr. xi. 37,38. 7 Ibid. xiii. 7.
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CHAPTER XVI.
Concerning Images *.

But since some 9 find fault with us for wor-
shipping and honouring the image of our
Saviour and that of our Lady, and those, too,
of the rest of the saints and servants of Christ,
let them remember tliat in the beginning God

created man after His own image '. On what
grounds, then, do we shew reverence to each

other unless because we are made after God's

image? For as Basil, that much-versed ex-
pounder of divine things, says, the honour
given to the image passes over to the proto-

type'^- Now a prototype is that which is
imaged, from which the derivative is obtained.

Why was it that the Mosaic people honoured
on all hands ihe tabernacles which bore an

image and type of heavenly things, or rather
of the whole creation ? God indeed said to
Moses, Look that thou make them after their

pattern which 7eias slieived thee in the mounts.
The Cherubim, too, which o'ershadow the
mercy seat, are they not the work of men's
hands 5? What, further, is the celebrated

temple at Jerusalem? Is it not hand-made
and fashioned by the skill of men *?
Moreover the divine Scripture blames those
who worship graven images, but also those
who sacrifice to demons. The Greeks sacri-
ficed and the Jews also sacrificed : but the
Greeks to demons and the Jews to God. Anil
the sacrifice of the Greeks was rejected and
condemned, but the sacrifice of the just was
very acceptable to God. For Noah sacrificed,
and God smelled a sweet savour t, receiving the
fragrance of the right choice and good-will
towards Him. And so the graven images of
the Greeks, since they were images of deities,
were rejected and forbidden.
But besides this who can make an imitation
of the invisible, incorporeal, uncircumscribed,
formless God ? Therefore to give form to the
Deity is the height of folly and impiety. And
hence it is that in the Old Testament the use
of images was not common. But after God ^
ill His bowels of pity became in truth man for
our salvation, not as He was seen by Abraham
in the semblance of a man, nor as He was seen
by the prophets, but in being truly man, and
alter He lived upon the earth and dwelt among
men », worked miracles, suffered, was crucified,

8 SomeMSS. havethe title " Concenting the .idorationof the
ail;>Uhtand holy images," or "Cuiicerning the holy and sacied
iiij..ges."or "Loiicerii.ng holy imageb."
9 Cf. Petavius, Theol.Dogrti. xv., ch. 12.
' Gen. i. 26.
2 Basil, De Spir. Saitcto,ch. 18. 3 Ex. xxxiii. 10.
4 lljtd. XXV.40; Heb. viii. 5. 5 Ex. xxv. 18.^I Kings viii.
7 Gen. viii. ai. S St. John i. 14; Tit. iii. 4.
9 Bar. iii. 38.

rose again and was taken back to Heaven, since
all these things actually took place and were
seen by men, they were written for the remem-
brance and instruction of us who were not
alive at that time \\

\

order that though we saw
not, we may still, hearing and believing, obtain
the blessing of the Lord. But seeing that not
every one has a knowledge of letters nor time
for reading, the Fathers gave their sanction to
depicting these events on images as being arts
of great heroism, in order that they shou'd
form a concise memorial of them. Often,
doubtless, when we have not the Lord's pas-
sion in mind and see the image of Christ's
crucifixion, His saving passion is brought back
to remembrance, and we fall down and worship
not the material but that which is imaged :

just as we do not worship the material of
which the Gospels are made, nor the material
of the Cross, but that which these typify. For
wherein does the cross, that typifies the Lord,
differ from a cross that does not do so ? It

is just the same also in the case of the Mother
of the Lord. For the honour which we give
to her is referred to Him Who was made of
her incarnate. And similarly also the brave
acts of holy men stir us up to be brave and to
emulate and imitate their valour and to glorify
God. For as we said, the honour that is given
to the best of fellow-servants is a proof of
good-will towards our common Lady, and the
honour rendered to the image passes over to
the prototype '. But this is an unwritten
tradition^, just as is also the worshipping to-
wards the East and the worship of the Cross,
and very many other similar things.

A certain tale 3, too, is told ■
»
,

how that when
Augarus 5 was king over the city of the Edes-
senes, he sent a portrait painter to paint a like-
ness of the Lord, and when the painter could
not paint because of the brightness that shone
from His countenance, the Lord Himself put

a garment over His own divine and life-giving
face and impressed on it an image of Himself
and sent this to Augarus, to satisfy thus his

desire.
Moreover that the Apostles handed down
much that was unwritten, Paul, the Apostle
of the Gentiles, tells us in these words : There-
fore, brethren, stand fist and hold the traditions
which ye have been taught of lis, whether b

y

word or by epistle^. And to the Corinthians
he writes, Noiu I praise you, brethren, thai ye
remember me in all things, a?id keep the tradi-
tions as I have delivered them to you i."

1 Basils in 40Mart. '. alsoDe Spir. Sancto, ch. 27.

2 Cf. Attgust , Conir. Donatist., bk. iv.

3 Ei'agy.^ttist. iv., ch. 27.

4 Procofi., De Beilis, ii. ch. 12.

5 i.e. Abgarus. ^ 2 Tiiess. ii. 15. 7 i Cor. ?.i.
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CHAPTER XVII.

Concerning Scripture ^.

It is one and the same God Whom both the
Old and the New Testament proclaim, Who is
praised and glorified in the Trinity : / a?n
come, saith the Lord, not to destroy the law but
to fulfil if). For He Himself worked out our
salvation for which all Scripture and all mys-
tery exists. And again, Search the Scriptures
for they are they that t stify ofMe\ And the
Apostle says, God, Who at sundry times and in
diverse manners spake in time past unto the
fjihers hy the prophets, hath in these last days
spoken unto us by His Son =. Through the
Holy Spirit, therefore, both the law aiifl the
prophets, the evangelists and apostles and
pastors and teachers, spake.
All Scripture, then, is given by inspiration of
God and is also assuredly profitable'^. Wherefore
to search the Scriptures is a work most fair and
most profitable for souls. For just as the tree
])lanted by the channels of waters, so also
the soul watered by the divine Scripture is
enriched and gives fruit in its season 4, viz.
orthodox belief, and is adorned with evergreen
leafage, I mean, actions pleasing to God.
For through the Holy Scriptures we are
trained to action that is pleasing to God,
and untroubled contemplation. For in these
we find both exhortation to every virtue and
dissuasion from every vice. If, therefore, we
are lovers of learning, we shall also be learned
in many things. For by care and toil and
the grace of God the Giver, all things are
accomplished. For every one that asketh re-
ceiveth, and he that seeketh findeth, and to him
that knocketh it shall be opened^. Wherefore
let us knock at that very fair garden of the
Scriptures, so fragrant and sweet and bloom-
ing, with its varied sounds of spiritual and
divinely-inspired birds ringing all round our
ears, laying hold of our hearts, comforting the
mourner, pacifying the angry and filling him
with joy everlasting : which sets our mind on
the gold-gleaming^ brilliant back of the divine
dove *, whose bright pinions bear up to the
only-begotten Son and Heir of the Husband-
man 7 of that spiritual Vineyard and bring us
through Him to the Father of Lights ^. But
let us not knock carelessly but rather zealously
and constantly : lest knocking we grow weary.
For thus it will be opened to us. If we read
once or twice and do not understand what we
read, let us not grow weary, but let us persist,
let us talk much, let us enquire. For ask thy

8 This chapteris wanting in Cod.R. 3547. 9 St. Matt. v. 17.
» St. Juhu V. 39- '^Heb. i. i, 2. 3 2 I'lin. iii. 16.
4 P.-,,1,3, 5 St. Luice xi. 10. ^Ps. Ixviii. 13,
7 St. Matt. xxi. 37. ^Jas. i. 17.

Father, he saith, and He will shew thee: thy
elders and they will tell thee 9. For there is not
in every man that knowledge^- Let us draw
of the fountain of the garden perennial and
purest waters springing into life eternal 2.
Here let us luxuriate, let us revel insatiate :
for the Scriptures possess inexhaustible grace.
But if we are able to pluck anything profitable
from outside sources, there is nothing to for-
bid that. Let us become tried money-dealers,
heaping up the true and pure gold and dis-
carding the spurious. Let us keep the fairest
sayings but let us throw to the dogs absurd
gods and strange myths : for we might prevail
most mightily against them through them-
selves.

Observe, furthers, that there are two and
twenty books of the Old Testament, one for
each letter of the Hebrew tongue. For there
are twenty-two letters of which five are double,
and so tliey come to be twenty-seven. For
the letters Caph, Mem, Nun, Pe ■

*,

Sade are
double. And thus the number of the books
in this way is twenty-two, but is found to be
twenty-seven because of the double character
of five. For Ruth is joined on to Judges, and
the Hebrews count them one book ; the first
and second books of Kings are counted one:
and so are the third and fourth books of Kings :

and also the first and second of Paraleipomena :

and the first and second of Esdra. In this
way, then, the books are collected together
in four Pentateuchs and two others remain
over, to form thus the canonical books. Five
of them are of the Law, viz. Genesis, Exodus,
Leviticus, Numbers, Deuteronomy. This which

is the code of the Law, constitutes the first
Pentateuch. Then comes another Pentateuch,
the so-called Grapheia s, or as they are called by
some, the Hagiographa, which are the follow-
ing : Jesus the Son of Nave *, Judges along with
Ruth, first and second Kings, which are one
book, third and fourth Kings, which are one
book, and the two books of the Paraleipomena ^

which are one book. This is the second Pen-
tateuch. The third Pentateuch is the books
in verse, viz. Job, Psalms, Proverbs of Solo-
mon, Ecclesiastes of Solomon and the Song
of Songs of Solomon. The fourth Pentateuch

is the Prophetical books, viz the twelve pro-
phets constituting one book, Isaiah, Jeremiah,
Ezekiel, Daniel. Then come the two books
of Esdra made into one, and Esther ^ There

9 Dent. x.\xii. 7. * I Cor. viii. 7. 2 St. John iv. 14.

3 Cyril Hieros.^Cat. 4 ; Epiphan., Depond, etmens.

4 Many copiesreadPhi.

5 Writings. ^ Joshita theSon of Nun.

7 Chronicles.

8 R. 242Breads Ka.1 t
j 'IouSi6, Kal tj 'Etrdt^p; so also in Cod.

S, Hil , but Epiphanius doesnot mention the book of Judith,
nor doestlie text requireit.
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are also the Panaretus, that is tlie Wisdom of
Solomon, and the Wisdom of Jesus, which was
published in Hebrew by the father of Sirach,
and afterwards translated into Greek by his
grandson, Jesus, the Son of Sirach. These
are virtuous and noble, but are not counted
nor were they placed in the ark.
The New Testament contains four gospels,
that according to Matthew, that according to
Mark, that according to Luke, that according
to John : the Acts of the Holy A[ioslles by
Luke the Evangelist : seven catholic epistles,
viz. one of James, two of Peter, three of John,
one of Jude : fourteen letters of the Apostle
Paul : the Revelation of John the Evangelist :
the Canons 9 of the holy apostles ', by Clement.

CHAPTER XVHL
Regarding the things said concerning Christ.

The things said concerning Christ fall
into four generic modes. For some fit Him
even before the incarnation, others in the
union, others after the union, and others after
the resurrection. Also of those that refer to
the period before the incarnation there are six
modes : for some of them declare the union
of nature and the identity in essence with the
Lather, as this, / and My Father are one^ :
also this, He that hath seen Me hath seen the
Father i; and this, iVho ^eing in the form
of God^, and so forth. Others declare the
perfection of subsistence, as these, Son of God,
and the Express Image of His person'', and
Messenger of great counsel, Wondeiful Coun-
sellor^, and the like.
Again, others declare the indwelling 7 of the
subsistences in one another, as, / am in the
Father and the Father in Me ^; and the in-
separable foundations, as, for instance, the
Word. Wisdom, Power, Effulgence. For the
word is inseparably established in the mind
(and it is the essential mind that I mean), and
so also is wisdom, and power in him that
is powerful, and efifulgence in the light, all
springing forth from diese '.
And others make known the fact of His
origin from the Father as cause, for instance,
Aly Father is greater than /=. For from
Lhm He derives both His being and all that
He has 3; His being was by generative and
not by creative means, -is, / came forth Jrom the
9 R. 2428reads koX€iri<rTo\aLlSvo Sia KATj^et'Toy,probably
an interpolatiun.
1 Trull,, Can, 2; Euseb,, Hist. Eccles, vi., ch. 23,&c.2 St. John X. 30. 3 Ibid, xiv 9. 4 Plul. ii 6.
5 Heb. i. 3. 6 is. jx. 6.
1 >repixiip>)iJ-i5. 8 St. John xiv. 10.9 TT]vaveKtfioiTrjToviSpvaiv.
• Cyril, rites., bk, xxxiv., p. 341. 2 St. John xiv. aS.3 Gre£.Nas., Orat, 36,and otherGreeks.

Father and am come ■
•
,

and / Ui'e b
y the Father i.

But all that He hath is not Flis by free gift or
by teacliing, but in a causal sense, as, The Son
can do ?iothing of Hiinself but what He seeth
the Father do^. For if the Father is not,
neither is the Son. For the Son is of the
Father and in the Father and with the Father,
and not after? the Father. In like manner
also what He doeth is of Him and with Llim.
For tl erj is one and the same, not similar but
the same, will and energy and power in ihe
Father, Son and Holy Spirit.
Moreover, other things are said as though the
Father's good-will was fulfilled * through His
energy, and not as through an instrument or a

servant, but as through His essential and hy-
postatic Word and Wisdom and Power, because
but one actions is observed in Father and Son,
as for example. All things were made by Him s',
and Fie sent His Word and healed them ', and
That they may believe that Thou hast sent Me''-.
Some, again, have a prophetic sense, and
of these some are in the future tense : for
instance, He shall come openly i, and this from
Zechariah, Behold, thy King cometh unto thee'',
and this from Micah, Behoul, the lord cometh
out of His place and will come down and tread
upon the high places of the earth s. But others,
thougli future, are put in the past tense, as,
for instance. This is our God: Therefore He
ivas seen upon the earth and divelt among men *,

and The lord created me iii the beginni?ig of

His ways for His works i, and Wherefore God,
thy God, afiointed thee with the oil of gladness
above thy fellows ^

,

and such like.
The things said, then, that refer to the
period before the union will be applicable to
Him even after the union : but those that
refer to the period after the union will not be
applicable at all before the union, unless
indeed in a prophetic sense, as we said.
Those that refer to the time of the union have
three modes. Fur when our discourse deals
with the higher aspect, we speak of the deifica-
tion of the flesh, and His assumption of the Word
and exceeding exaltation, and so forth, making
manliest the riches thiit are added to the flesh
Irom the union and natural conjunction with
the most high God the Word. And when our
tlibcourse deals with the lower aspect, we
speak of the incarnation of God the Word,
His becoming man. His emptying of Himself,
His poverty, His humility. For these an I

such like are imposed upon the Word and

4 St. John xvi. 28. 5 Ibid. vi. 57. 6 Ibid. v. ig.

7 Text, ^era. Variou.sreading, Kara.

3 Text, 7rA7)pmj/xtfa.Variant, n-Aijpovjue'rT]5,

9 Ki.ritrLv,motion, 9* St. John xi. 42. " Ps. cvii. 20.
2 St. John xvii. 2. 3 Ps. i. 3. 4 Zech. ix. 9.

5 Mic. i. 3. 6 Bar. iii. 38. 7 Prov. viii. 22. 8 Ps. xlv. 7.
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God through His admixture with humanity.
When again we keep both sides in view at the
same time, we speak of union, community,
anointing, natural conjunction, conformation
and the like. The former two modes, then,
have their reason in this third mode. For
through the union it is made clear what either
has obtained from the intimate junction with
and permeation through the other. For through
the union 5 in subsistence the flesh is said to he
deified and to become God and to be equally
God with the Word ; and God the Word is said
to be made flesh, and to become man, and is
called creature and last ' : not in the sense
that the two natures are converted into one
compound nature (for it is not possible«for the

opposite natural qualities to exist at the same
time in one nature) ^, but in the sense that
the two natures are united in subsistence and

permeate one another without confusion or
transmutation The permeation 3 moreover did
not come of the flesh but of the divinity : for
it is impossible that the flesh should permeate
through the divinity : . but the divine nature
once permeating through the flesh gave also
to the flesh the same ineffable power of per-
meation +; and this indeed is what we call
union.
Note, too, that in the case of the first and
second modes of those that belong to the
period of the union, reciprocation is observed.
For when we speak about the flesh, we use the
terms deification and assumption of the Word
and exceeding exaltation and anointing. For
these are derived from divinity, but are ob-
served in connection with the flesh. And
when we speak about the Word, we use the
terms emptying, incarnation, becoming man,

humility and the hke : and these, as we said,
are imposed on the Word and God through
the flesh. For He endured these things in
person of His own free-will.
Of the things that refer to the period
after the union there are three modes. The
first declares His divine nature, as, lam in the
F%iher and the Father in Me s, and / and the
Father are one^ : and all those things which are
affirmed of Him before His assumption of
humanity, these will be affirmed of Him even
after His assumption of humanity, with this
exception, that He did not assume the flesh
and its natural properties.
The second declares His human nature, as,
Nuw ye seek to kill Me, a man that hath
told you the truth ', and Even so must the i>on

0/ Man be lifted up^, and the like.

Further, of the statements made and written
about Christ the Saviour after the manner of
men, whetlier they deal with sayings or actions,
there are six modes. For some of them were
done or said naturally in accordance wilh
the incarnation ; for instance. His birth from
a virgin. His growth and progress with age,
His hunger, thirst, weariness, fear, sleep, pierc-
ing with nails, death and all such like natural
and innocent passions 9. For in all these there
is a mixture of the divine and human, although
they are held to belong in reaHty to the body,
the divine suffering none of these, but pro-
curing through them our salvation.
Others are of the nature of ascription 9

*, as

Christ's question. Where have ye laid Lazarus ^ ?

His running to the fig-tree. His shrinking,
that is

. His drawing back, His praying, and
His making as though He would have gone
further'. For neither as God nor as man was
He in need of these or similar things, but only
because His form was that of a man as necessity
and expediency demanded 3

. For example, the
praying was to shew that He is not opposed
to God, for He gives honour to the Father aw
the cause of Himself ^ : and the question was
not put in ignorance but to shew that He is

in truth man as well as God s ; and the draw-

ing back is to teach us not to be impetuous
nor to give ourselves up.
Others again are said in the manner of
association and relation s"

,

as, My God, My
God, why hast Thou forsaken Me ^ ? and ffe
hath made Him to be sin for us. Who knew no
sin 7, and beingmade a curse for us^ ; also, Then
shall the Son also Himself be subject unto Him
that put all thi?igs under Him 9

. For neither
as God nor as man ' was He ever forsaken by
the Father, nor did He become sin or a curse,
nor did He require to be made subject to the
Father. For as God He is equal to the Father
and not opposed to Him nor subjected to
Him ; and as God, He was never at any time
disobedient to His Begetter to make it neces-

sary for Him to make Him subjects Appro-

priating, then, our person and ranking Him-
self with us. He used these words. For we
are bound in the fetters of sin and the curse
as faithless and disobedient, and therefore for-

saken.
Others are said by reason of distinction
in thought. For if you divide in thought
things that are inseparable in actual truth,
to cut the flesh from the Word, the terms

t. 39. I Is. xlviii.9 Greg. Naz., C

2 iV/-. bk. iii., i;ii. •.!.i Ot, inhabitation, mutual indwelling.

4 TTepixuipoiJira. S St. John XIV. I. _f Ibid. jt. 30.

7 Ibid. vii. 19; viii. 40. ^ It"d. m. 14.

9 Vide supr.f bk. iii., ch. 21,22,23.
9aTrpomroi-riui^,feigning. * St. John xi. 34.

' Si. Luke xxiv. 28. 3 Greg.Naz., Oral. 36.

4 Supr. bk. iii. 24.

5 Text, (LteTaTOi>etj/at©eos. Variant, /letcau
5' oUeiiuirisKM i>'a<)>opci. ' St. Matt, xxvii. 46.

7 2 Cor. V. 21. 8 Gal. iii. 13. 9 i Cor. xv. 28.

» Greg. Naz., Oral. 36. » Ibid.
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'servant' and 'ignorant' are used of Him,
for indeed He was of a subject and ignorant
nature, and except that it was united with

God the Word, His flesh was servile and

ignorant 3. But because of the union in sub-
sistence with God the Word it was neither
servile nor ignorant. In this way, too, He
called the Father His God.
Others again are for the purpose of reveal-
ing Him to us and strengthening our faith, as.
And now, O Father, glorify Thou Me with the
glory which I had with Thee, before the world
was*. For He Himself was glorified and is
glorified, but His glory was not manifested
nor confirmed to us. Also that which the
apostle said. Declared to be the Son of God with
power, according to the spirit of holiness, by
the resurrection from the dead^. For by the
miracles and the resurrection and the coming
of the Holy Spirit it was manifested and con-
firmed to the world that He is the Son of
God ^- And this too t. The Child grew in
wisdom and grace ^.
Others again have reference to His appro-
priation of the personal life of the Jews, in
numbering Himself among the Jews, as He
saith to the Samaritan woman, Ye worship
ye know not what : we know what we worship,

for salvation is of the Jews').
The third mode is one which declares the
one subsistence and brings out the dual nature :
for instance. And I live by the Father : so he
that eateth Me, even he shall live by Me ' . And
this : I go to My Father and ye see Me no
more ^. And this : They would not have cru-

cified the Lord of Glory 3. And this : And
no man hath ascended up to heaven but He
that came down from heaven, even the Son
ofMan which is in heaven ♦, and such like.
Again of the affirmations that refer to the
period after the resurrection some are suit-
able to God, as, Baptizing them in the name of
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy
Ghosts, for here ' Son ' is clearly used as God;
also this, And lo, I am with you alway, even
unto the end of the world^, and other similar
ones. For He is with us as God. Others
are suitable to man, as, They held Him by the
feet T, and There they will see Me ^, and so
forth.
Further, of those referring to the period
after the Resurrection that are suitable to
man there are different modes. For some
did actually take place, yet not according to

3 S-upr.^hV.iii. ch. 21. 4 St. John Avii, 5.
5 K0111.i. 4.
6 Ckrysost.,Hojn. i in Ef>ist.ad Rom., and otliers.7 St. Lnkc ii. 40. o Text. x^piTi. Reg. i. nvviQn.
9 St. John iv. 22. » Ibid. xvi. 10. 2 ibid.
3 1 Cor ii. 8. 4 St. John iii. 13.
5 St. Matt, xxviii. 19. 6 lljid. 20. 7 Ibid. 9.2 Ibid. 10.

nature 9, but according to dispensation, in order
to confirm the fact that the very body, which
suffered, rose again ; such are the weals, the
eating and the drinking after the resurrection.
Others took place actually and naturally, as
changing from place to place without trouble
and passing in through closed gates. Others
have the character of simulation ', as. He
made as though He would have gone further =.
Others are appropriate to the double nature,
as, / ascend unto My Father and your Father,
and My God and your God 3, and The King (f
Glory shall come in ♦, and He sat down on
the right hand of the majesty on High •'

.

Finally others are to be understood as thougli
He were ranking Himself with us, in the
manner of separation in pure thought, as, My
God and your God'i.
Those then that are sublime must be assigned
to the divine nature, which is superior to pas-
sion and body : and those that are humble
must be ascribed to the human nature ; and
those that are common must be attributed
to the compound, that is

,

the one Christ, Who

is God and man. And it should be under-
stood that both belong to one and the same

Jesus Christ, our Lord. For if we know
what is proper to each, and perceive that both
are performed by one and the same, we shall
have the true faith and shall not go astray.
And from all these the difference between the
united natures is recognised, and the fact ^ that,
as the most godly Cyril says, they are not
identical in the natural quality of their divinity
and humanity. But yet there is but one Son and

Christ and Lord : and as He is one. He has
also but one person, the unity in subsistence
being in nowise broken up into parts b

y
the recognition of the difference of the
natures.

CHAPTER XIX.
That God^ is not the cause of evils.

It is to be observed^ that it is the custom
in the Holy Scripture to speak of God's per-
mission as His energy, as when the apostle
says in the Epistle to the Romans, Hath not
the potter power over the clay, o

f the same lump
to make one vessel unto honour and another unto
dishonour '^1 And for this reason, that He
Himself makes this or that. For He is

Himself alone the Maker of all things ; yet

it is not He Himself that fashions noble or
ignoble things, but the personal choice of

9 Kara ^vcTiv. ■ kcto.TrpocnroirilTiv.

= St. Lnke xxiv. 28. 3 St. John xx. 17. »

4 Ps. xxiv. 7. 5 Heh. i. 3.

6 Epist. apologeticaad Acacium Melit imp.Episcopum.

7 Agaiiiiit Platonists, Gno.stics.and Manicheans.

8 Damasc. Dial. cant.Manick. 9 Rom. ix. 21.
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each one'. And this is manifest from what
the same Apostle says in the Second Epistle
to Timothy, In a great house there are not only
vessels ofgold and of silver, but also of wood and
of earth : and some to honour and some to dis-
honour. If a man therefore purge himself from
these, he shall be a vessel unto honour sanctified,
and meet for the master's use, and prepared unto
every good 7t>ork^. And it is evident that the
purification must be voluntary : for if a man,
he saith,///;-^« himself. And the consequent an-
tistrophe responds, '• If a man purge not him-
self he will be a vessel to dishonour, unmeet
for the master's use and fit only to be broken
in pieces." Wherefore this passage that we
hcive quoted and this, God hath concluded them
all in unbelief 'i, and this, God hath given them
the spirit of slumber, eyes that they should not
see, and ears that they should not hear*, all
these must be understood not as though God
Himself were energising, but as though God
were permitting, both because of free-will and
because goodness knows no compulsion.
His permission, therefore, is usually spoken
of in the Holy Scripture as His energy and
work. Nay, even when He says that God
creates evil things, and that there is no evil
in a city that the Lord hath not done, he does
not mean by these words s that the Lord is the
cause of evil, but the word ' evil ^ ' is used in
two ways, with two meanings. For sometimes

it means what is evil by nature, and this is the
opposite of virtue and the will of God : and
sometimes it means that which is evil and

oppressive to our sensation, that is to say,
afflictions and calamities. Now these are
seemingly evil because they are painful, but
in reality are good. For to those who under-
stand they become ambassadors of conversion
and salvation. The Scripture says that of
these God is the Author.
It is

,

moreover, to be observed that of these,
too, we are the cause : for involuntary evils
are the offspring of voluntary ones 7

.

This also should be recognised, that it is

usual in the Scriptures for some things that
ought to be considered as effects to be stated

in a causal sense ^
,

as, Against Ihee, Thee only,
have I sinned and done this evil in Thy sight,
that Thou mightest be justified when Thou

speakest, andprevail when Thou judgest^. For
the sinner did not sin in order that God might
prevail, nor again did God require our sin in

order that He might by it be revealed as

1 Basil, Homil. QuodDeus nonsit auct. malorum.

2 2 Tim. ii. 20,21. 3 Rom- x'- 3?/.

4 Is. xxix. lo ; Rom. xi. 8 5 Amos in. 6.

s Text, SKreV^baTOi-.Variant, «vo-eVi)>aTo>/.

7 Text, Twi/ yap eKOva-iiavkokSivto. aKovtrta,«c. K. 2930

9 Fs. li. 4.
hasTOICaKOVITLdiVTtttKOWKL,

8 Basil, be. cit.

victor '. For above comparison He wins
the victor's prize against all, even against
those who are sinless, being Maker, in-
comprehensible, uncreated, and possessing
natural and not adventitious glory. But it

is because when we sin God is not unjust in
His anger against us ; and when He pardons
the penitent He is shewn victor over our
wickedness. But it is not for this that we sin,
but because tlie thing so turns out. It is just
as if one were sitting at work and a friend
stood near by, and one said,. My friend came
in order that I might do no work that
day. The friend, however, was not present
in order that the man should do no work,
but such was the result. For being occupied
with receiving his friend he did not work.
These things, too, are spoken of as effects
because affairs so turned out. Moreover, God
does not wish that He alone should be just,
but that all should, so far as possible, be made
like unto Him.

CHAPTER XX.
That there are not tivo Kingdoms.

That there are not two kingdoms ^
,

one
good and one bad, we shall see from this.
For good and evil are ojjposed to one another
and mutually destructive, and cannot exist
in one another or with one another. Eacli
of them, therefore, in its own division will
belong to the whole, and firsts they will be
circumscribed, not by the whole alone but
also each of them by part of the whole.
Next I ask 4, who it is that assigns s to each
its place. For they will not affirm that they
have come to a friendly agreement with, or
been reconciled to, one another. For evil

is not evil when it is at peace with, and
reconciled to, goodness, nor is goodness good
when it is on amicable terms with evil. But

if He Who has marked off to each of these
its own sphere of action is something different
from them, He must the rather be God.
One of two things indeed is necessary,
either that they come in contact with and

destroy one another, or that there exists some
intermediate place where neither goodness
nor evil exists, separating both from one an-
other, like a partition. And so there will be
no longer two but three kingdoms.
Again, one of these alternatives is necessary,
either that they are at peace, which is quite
incompatible with evil (for that which is at

peace is not evil), or they are at strife, which

« viKi\Tfi^ is sometimesabsent. '*Athan., Cant. Genies.

3 AJha-n., Cont. omnesha^ret-

^ Dama-sc, Vial. Cent.Manich.

5 Text, aTroTe/Ai'ojwecoy.Variants, drorejUo'/Aecosand airofc/xd.
juei'o;.
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is incompatible with goodness (for that which

is at strife is not perfectly good), or the evil

is at strife and the good does not retaliate,

hut is destroyed by the evil, or they are ever

in trouble and distress ^ which is not a mark

of goodness. There is
,

therefore, but one

kingdom, delivered from all evil.

But if this is so, they say, whence comes
evil 7 ? For it is quite impossible that evil

should originate from goodness. We answer,

then, that evil is nothing else than absence

of goodness and a lapsing^ from what i
s

natural into what is unnatural : for nothing

evil is natural. For all things, whatsoever
God made, are very goods, so far as they

were made : if
, therefore, they remain just as

they were created, they are very good, but

when they voluntarily depart from what is
natural and turn to what is unnatural, they

slip into evil.

By nature, therefore, all things are servants
of the Creator and obey Him. Whenever,
then, any of His creatures voluntarily rebels
and becomes disobedient to his Maker, he

introduces evil into himself. For evil is not

any essence nor a property of essence, but
an' accident, that is

,

a voluntary deviation

from what is natural into what is unnatural,

which is sin.
Whence, then, comes sin'? It is an inven-
tion of the free-will of the devil. Is the devil,
then, evil.? In so far as he was brought into
existence he is not evil but good. For he
was created by his Maker a bright and very
brilliant angel, endowed with free-will as

being rational. But he voluntarily departed
from the virtue that is natural and came into

the darkness of evil, being far removed from
God, Who alone is good and can give life

and hght. For from Him every good thing
derives its goodness, and so far as it is separ-
ated from Plim in will (for it is not in place),

It falls into eviL

CHAPTER XXI.
The purpose ^ for which God in His foreknow-
ledge created persons who ivoitld sin and tiot

repent.

God in His goodness 3 brought what exists
into being out of nothing, and has foreknow-
ledge of what will exist in the future, if,
therefore, they were not to exist in the future,
they would neither be evil in the future nor

6 Text. KttKouo-^ai.Variant, Kdfcovxet^^ai.

7 Basil^Hcn/t.Vsiiin jiot t'.riTcaus. jiial.

8 Ttxt, irapa5po;u./i.Variant, n-apa,pon-ij,cf. infra.

9 Gcii. i. 31.

' Basil Hpnt. Dert-innonessecaus.inal.

2 Jer.. Contr. Pelag. l>k.iii.

3 Ijaiiiusc, Dialog coiiirit Manich.

would they be foreknown. For knowledge

is of what exists and foreknowledge is of what
will surely exist in the future. For simple
being comes first and then good or evil
being. But if the very exis'ence of those,
who through the goodness of God are in the
future to exist, were to be prevented by the
fact that they were to become evil of their
own choice, evil would have prevailed over
the goodness of God. Wherefore God makes
all His works good, but each becomes of its
own choice good or evil. Although, then, the
Lord said, Good were it for that man that he
had never been born •*

,

He said it in condemna-
tion not of His own creation but of the evil
which His own creation had acquired by his
own choice and through his own heedlessness.
For the heedlessness that marks man's judg-
ment made His Creator's beneficence of no
profit to him. It is just as if any one, when
he had obtained riches and dominion from

a king, were to lord it over his benefactor, who,
when he has worsted him, will punish him as
he deserves, if he should see him keeping
hold of the sovereignty to the end.

CHAPTER XXII.
Concerning the taw of God and the law of sin.
The Deity is good and more than good,
and so is His will. For that which God
wishes is good. Moreover the precept, which
teaches this, is law, that we, holding by it

,

may walk in light s : and the transgression of
this precept is sin, and this continues to exist
on account of the assault of the devil and our
unconstrained and voluntary reception of it^.
And this, too, is called law ?.

And so the law of God, settling in our mind,
draws it towards itself and pricks our con-
science. And our conscience, too, is called
a law of our mind. Further, the assault of
the wicked one, that is the law of sin, settling
in the members of our flesh, makes its assault

upon us through it. For by once voluntarily
transgressing the law of God and receiving
the assault of the wicked one, we gave entrance
to it

,

being sold by ourselves to sin. Where-
fore our body is readily impelled to it. .'^nd
so the savour and perception of sin that is

stored up in our body, that is to say, lust and

pleasure of the body, is law in the members
of our flesh.
Therefore the law of my mind, that is

,

the
conscience, sympathises with the law of God,
that is

,

the precept, and makes that its will.

But the law of sin ^
,

that is to say, the assault

4 St. Mark xiv. ar. 5 i St. John i 7.

6 Rom. vii. 23. 1 Rom. vii. n-. 8 Ibid. 23.



EXPOSITION OF THE ORTHODOX FAITH,

made tlirmigh tlie law that is in our members,
or through the lust and inrlination and move-
ment of the body and of the irrational part
of the soul, is in opposition to the law of my
mind, that is to conscience, and takes me
captive (even though I make the law of God
my will and set my love on it

,

and make not
sin my will), by reason of commixture? : and
through the softness of pleasure and the lust
of the body and of the irrational part of the
soul, as I said, it leads me astray and induces
me to become the servant of sin. But what
th: law could not do, in that it was weak
through the flesh, God, sending His own Son
in the likeness of sinful fl;sh (for He assumed
flesh but not sin) conaevined sin in tiie flesh,
that the righteousness of the laiv might be ful-
filled in us who walk not after the flesh hut
in the Spirit '. For the Spirit helpeth our
infirmities

° and affordeth power to the law
of our mind, against the law that is in our
members. For the verse, we know not what
we should pray for as we ous,ht, but the Spirit
itself inaketh intercession with groanings that
cannot be uttered'^, itself teacheth us what to
pray for. Hence it is impossible to carry out
the precepts of the Lord except by patience
and prayer.

CHAPTER XXIII.
Against the Je7vs on the question of the

Sabbath.

The seventh day is called the Sabbath and
signifies rest. For in it God restedfrom all His
works':, as tlie divine Scripture says : and so

the number of the days goes up to seven and
then circles back again and begins at the first.

This is the precious number with the Jews,
God having ordained that it should be held

in honour, and that in no chance fashion but

with the imposition of most heavy penalties
for the transgression =

.

And it was not in

a simple fashion that He ordained this, but
for certain reasons understood mystically by

the spiritual and clear-sighted*.
So far, indeed, as I in my ignorance know,
to begin with inferior and more dense things,
God, knowing the denseness of the Israelites
and their carnal love and propensity towards

matter in everything, made this law
■ fii-st,

in order that the servant and the cattle should

tesf! as it is written, for the righteous man re-

9 Text Karo ifi/tpnirii'. Varianls, iraKpiirii', kvinXi^iv. The

old translation is '.secimduraanaciasin

' i.e. 'co.ilract.onem,refu-

bionein per laevitatem voUiptalli, : , t aber has secundumcun.

tradicii Jnem per .suadelanivuluptali^..

J i.e »"thor s meaningi.s

that owi.ie 10the conjunction of nund
»uh body, the law of sni

is mixedwith all themem'.iers.

. UOH) Viii. 3. 4-

" ' "'^-'^- ^ VT
4Gcn..i. ^. 5 Ex. XMi.6; Num. XV. 35.

6 Gre:-.Nnz., Orat. 44-

' D""- ^- '*•

gardeth the life ofhif beast^ : next, in order that
when they take their case from the distraction
of material thincs, they may gather together
unto God, spending the whole of the seventh .-

day in psalms and hymns and spiritual songs *
■

and the study of the divine Scriptures ami
resting in God. For when? the law did not
exist and there was no divinely-inspired Scrip-
ture, the Sabbath was not consecrated to God.
But when the divinely-inspired Scripture was
given by Moses, the Sabbath was consecrated
to God in order that on it they, who do net
dedicate their whole life to God, and who
do not make their desire subservient to the
Master as though to a Father, but are like
foolish servants, may on that day talk much

concerning the exercise of it
,

and may abstract
a small, truly a most insignificant, portion of
their life for the service of God, and this from
fear of the chastisements and punishments
which threaten transgressors. For the law

is not made for a righteous man but for the
unrighteous '- Moses, of a truth, was the first
to abide fasting with God for forty days and
again for another forty ^

,

and thus doubtless
to afHict himself with hunger on the Sabbaths
although tlie law forbade self-affliction on the
Sabbath. But if they should object that this
took place before the law, what will they say
about Elias the Thesbite who accomph.shed

a journey of forty days on one meal 3 ? For
he, by thus afflicting himself on the Sabbaths

not only with hunger but with the forty days'

journeying, broke the Sabbath : and yet God,

Who gave the law, was not wroth with him but

shewed Himself to him on Choreb as a reward
for his virtue. And what will they say about
Daniel? Did he not spend three weeks with-
out food 4? And again, did not all Israel
circumcise the child on the Sabbath, if it
happened to be the eighth day after birth
s ?

And do they not hold the great fast which
the la-w enjoins if it falls on the Sabbath*?
And further, do not the priests and the Levites

profane the Sabbath in the works of the taber-

nacle ' and yet are held blameless? Yea, if

an ox should fall into a pit on the Sabbath,

he who draws it forth is blameless, while he

who neglects to do so is condemned^. And

did not all the Israelites compass the walls

of Jericho bearing the Ark of God for
seven

days, in which assuredly the Sabbath was

included '.

As I said', therefore, for the purpose of

8 Prov. xii. lo. 9 Epiph., Exp. Fid., n. 22. ' i Tim. i
. 9-

= Ex. xxiv. 18 : xxxiv. 58. 3 I Kings xix. 8.

4 D.in. X 2. 5 Gen. xvii. 12. 6 Lev. xvl. 31-

7 St. Matt. xii. 5. A t i^ ,.

8 Efiph. . limes. 30,». 32,etHar. n. 82segq.: Athnn , ti oi'.-
circuiti. et Sabb.

1 Jo^lL.lii.

' ■-"'''""'
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securing leisure to worship God in order that
they might, both servant and beast of burden,
devote a very small share to Him and be at
rest, the observance of the Sabbath was de-
vised for the carnal that were still childish and

in the bonds of the elements of the world'^, and
unable to conceive of anything beyond the

body and the letter. Bui when the fulness of
the time was come, God sent forth His Only-
begotten Son, made of a woman, made under
the law, to redeem them that were under the

law that we might receive the adoption of sons ^.
For to as many of us as received Him, He gave
power to become sons of God, even to them that
believe on Him'>. So that we are no longer
servants but sons^: no longer under the law
but under grace : no longer do we serve God
in part from fear, but we are bound to dedicate
to Him the whole span of our life, and cause
that servant, I mean wrath and desire, to cease
from sin and bid it devote itself to the service
of God, always directing our whole desire
towards God and arming our wrath against
the enemies of God : and likewise we hinder
tiiat beast of burden, that is the body, from
the servitude of sin, and urge it forwards to
assist to the uttermost the divine precepts.
These are the things which the spiritual
law of Christ enjoins on us and those who
observe that become superior to the Inw of
INIoses. For when that which is perfect is
come, then that which is in part shall be done
away^ : and when the covering of the law,
that is

,

the veil, is rent asunder through the
crucifixion of the Saviour, and the Spirit shines
forth with tongues of fire, the letter shall be
done away with, bodily things shall come to
an end, the law of servitude shall be fulfilled,
and the law of liberty be bestowed on us.
Yea ^ we shall celebrate the perfect rest of
human nature, I mean the day after the resur-
rection, on which the Lord Jesus, the Author
of Life and our Saviour, shall lead us into
the heritage promised to those who serve
God in the spirit, a heritage into which He
entered Himself as our forerunner after He
rose from the dead, and whereon, the gates
of Heaven being opened to Him, He took
His seat in bodily form at the right hanil
of the Father, where those who keep the
spiritual law shall also come.
What belongs to us^, therefore, who walk
by the spirit and not by the letter, is the
complete abandonment of carnal things, the
s;iiritual service and communion with God.
For circumcision is the abandonment of
carnal pleasure and of whatever is super-

2 Gal. iv. 3.

5 Gal. iv. 7.

3 Ibid. 4, 5
.

1 Cur. xiii. 10

8 ibid.

4 St. John i. 12.

1 Athaii.. loc. cU>

fluous and unnecessary. For the foreskin

is nothing else than the skin which is super-
fluous to the organ of lust. And, indeed,
every pleasure which does not arise from
God nor is in God is superfluous to pleasure :

and of that the foreskin is the type. The
Sabbath, moreover, is the cessation from sin ;

so tiiat both things happen to be one, and
so both together, when observed by those
who are spiritual, do not bring about any
breach of the law at all.
Further, observe' tliat the number seven
denotes all the present time, as the most wise
Solomon says, to give a portio?i to seven and
also to eight ''

. And David ^
,

the divine singer
when he composed the eighth psalm, sang
of the future restoration after the resiuTection
from the dead. Since the Law, therefore,
enjoined that the seventh day should be
spent in rest from carnal things and devoted
to spiritual things, it was a mystic indication
to the true Israelite who had a mind to see
(iod, that he should through all time offer
himself to God and rise higher than carnal
things.

CHAPTER XXIV.
Concerning Virginity.

Carnal men abuse virgin'tys, and the
pleasure-loving bring forward the following
verse in proof, Cursed be every one that
raiseth not up seed in Israel'^. But we, made
confident by God the Word that was made
flesh of the Virgin, answer that virginity was ■

implanted in man's nature from above and
in tlie beginning. For man was formed of
virgin soil. From Adam alone was Eve
created. In Paradise virginity held sway.
Indeed, Divine Scripture tells that both Adam
and Eve were naked and were not ashamed'.
But after their transgression they knew that
they were naked, and in their shame they
sewed aprons for themselves*. And when,
after the tran.sgression, Adam heard, dust
thou art and unto dust shall thou return t,

when death entered into the world by reason
of the transgression, then Adam kneiv Eve
his wife, and she conceived and bare seed^.
So that to prevent the wearing out and
destruction of the race by death, marriage
was devised that the race of men may be pre-
served through the procreation of children 9.

But they will perhaps ask, what then is the
meaning of "male and female'," and "Be
fruitful and multiply?" In answer we shall
say that " Be fruitful and multiply^ " does not

9 Greg;.Naz , Orat. 42. ' Eccl. xi. •£. 2 Ps. xvi.

3 V'de bk ii. ch. 30. * Deut. S Gen. ii. 23

6 IbiJ. iv. 7. 7 Iliid. 19.

8 Gen. iv. I. 9 Greg. Nv^-r.,De opi/., liom. i6.

* Gen. i. 27. * Ibia i. 28.
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altogether refer to the multiplying by the
marriage connection. For God had power
to multiply the race also in different ways, if
they kept the precept unbroken 3 to the endl
But God, Who knoweth all things before they
have existence, knowing in His foreknowledge
that they would fall into transgression in the
future and be condemned to death, anticipated
this and made " male and female," and bade
them " be fruitful and multiply." Let us,
then, proceed on our way and see the gloriess
of virginity : and this also includes chastity.
Noah when he was commanded to enter
the ark and was entrusted with the preserva-
tion of the seed of the world received this
command, Go in, saith the Lord, thou and
thy sons, and thy wife, and thy sons' wiiies^.
He separated them from their wives ^ in order
that with purity they might escape the flood
and that shipwreck of the whole world- After
the cessation of the flood, however. He said,
Go forth of the ark, tlion and thy sons, and thy
wife, and thy sons wives^. Lo, again, marriage
is granted for the sake of the multiplication
of the race. Next, Elias, the fire-breathing
charioteer and sojourner in heaven did not
embrace celibacy, and yet was not his virtue
attested by his super-human ascension ' ? Who
closed the heavens? Who raised the dead =?
Who divided Jordan 3 ? Was it not the vir-
ginal Elias? And did not Elisha, his disciple,
after he had given proof of equal virtue, ask
and obtain as an inheritance a double portion
of the grace of the Spirit +? What of the three
youths ? Did they not by practising virginity
become mightier than fire, their bodies through

virginity being made proof against the fire s ?
And was it not Daniel's body that was so
hardened by virginity that the wild beasts'
teeth could not fasten in it ^ Did not God,
when He wished the Israelites to see Him,
bid them purify the body?? Did not the
priests purify themselves and so approach the

temple's shrine and offer victims? And did
not the law call chastity the great vow ?
The precept of the law, therefore, is to be
taken in a more spiritual sense. For there is

spiritual seed which is conceived through the

love and fear of God in the spiritual womb,

travailing and bringing forth the spirit of
salvation. And in this sense must be under-
stood this verse : Blessed is he who hath seed
in Zion and posterity in Jerusalem. For does

3 Text, iira.pa.xipiii'rov. Variant, dTrapiyxipaicToi',old trans.
' ill intransmutationem."
4 Vid no>>-.,bk. ii. ch.30. J . -
5 IVxf, o.yS-nfi<ira=increases. We haveread^vxvi^ara. _
6 Gen. vi. 18; vii. i. 7 Cf. CArj's., Horn. 28an Gaiens.
8 Gen viii. 16. „ . , .= Ibid. IV. 34.

5 Dan. iii. 20.
■2 lyings ii. II. ■'i"'"- '.r.-̂ 4- I .V'.'f "•■"t-
4 I bid. ii. 9. 5 Dan. in. 20. 'Ibid VI. 16.
7 Ex. xix. 15: Num. vi, 2.
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it mean that, although he be a whoremonger
and a drunkard and an idolater, he is still
blessed if only he hath seed in Sion and
posterity in Jerusalem ? No one in his senses
will say this.
Virginity is the rule of life among the
angels, the property of all incorporeal nature.
This we say without speaking ill of marriage :
God forbid ! (for we know that the Lord
blessed marriage by His presence ', and we
know him who said. Marriage is honourable
and the bed tmdefiled'^), but knowing that vir-
ginity is better than marriage, however good.
For among the virtues, equally as among the
vices, there are higher and lower grades. We
know that all mortals after the first parents
of the race are the offspring of marriage. For
the first parents were the work of virginity
and not of marriage. But celibacy is

,

as

we said, an imitation of the angels. Where-
fore virginity is as much more honourable
than marriage, as the angel is higher than
man. But why do I say angel ? Christ Him-
self is the glory of virginity, who was not only-
begotten of the Father without beginning or
emission or connection, but also became man
in our image, being made flesh for our sakes
of the Virgin without connection, and mani-
festing in Himself the true and perfect vir-
ginity. Wherefore, although He did not enjoin
that on us by law (for as He said, all men
cannot receive this saying ')

,

yet in actual fact
He taught us that and gave us strength for
it. For it is surely clear to every one that
virginity now is flourishing among men.
Good indeed is the procreation of children
enjoined by the law, and good is marriage 3

on account of fornications, for it does away
with these ■

*,

and by lawful intercourse does not

permit the madness of desire to be enflamed
into unlawful acts. Good is marriage for those
who have no continence : but that virginity is

better which increases the fruitfulness of the
soul and offers to God the seasonable fruit
of prayer. Marriage is honourable and the
bed \mdefiled, but tvhoreniongers and adulterers
God willjudge s.

CHAPTER XXV.
Concerning the Circumcision.

The Circumci.sion ^ was given to Abraham
before the law, after the blessings, after the

promise, as a sign separating him and his

offspring and his household from the Gentiles

with whom he lived i. And this is evident **
,

8 St. John ii. I. I Heb. xiii. 4. =St. Matt. xix. ii.

3 Simeon Thess.,De initiat., ch. 33. 4 i Cor. vii. 2.

5 Heb. xiii. 4-

6 Just. Martyr., Dial cum Tryph., p. 241.

7 Gen. xvii. 10. 8 Chrys., Horn. 39in Gen.

C C
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for when the Israelites passed forty years alone

by themselves in the desert, having no in-

tercourse with any other race, all that were
born in the desert were uncircumcised : but

when Joshuas led them across Jordan, they
were circumcised, and a second law of circum-
cision was instituted. For in Abraham's time
the law of circumcision was given, and for the
forty years in the desert it fell into abeyance.
And again for the second time God gave the
law of circumcision to Joshua, after the cross-

ing of Jordan, according as it is written in the
book of Joshua, the son of Nun : At that time
the Lo7-d said unto Joshua^ Make thee knives of
stone from the sharp rock, and assemble and
circumcise the sons of Israel a second time ' /
and a little later : For the children of Israel
walked forty atid two'' years in the wilderness
of Battaris ', till all the people that were men
of 7tiar, which came out of Egypt, were uncir-
cumcised, because they obeyed not the voice of the
Lord: unto whom the Lord sware that He
would not shew them the good land, which the
Lord sware unto their fathers that He 'Mould
give them, a land that floweth with milk and
honey. A7id their children, whom He raised
up in their stead, them Joshua circumcised : for
they were uncircumcised, because they had not
circumcised them by the way *. So that the cir-
cumcision was a sign, dividing Israel from the
Gentiles with whom they dwelt.
It was, moreover, a figure of baptism 5. For
just as the circumcision does not cut off
a useful member of the body but only a use-
less superfluity, so by the holy baptism we
are circumcised from sin, and sin clearly is

,

so to speak, the superfluous part of desire and
not useful desire. For it is quite impossible
that any one should have no desire at all nor
ever experience the taste of pleasure. But
the useless part of pleasure, that is to say,
tiseless desire and pleasure, it is this that is

sin from which holy baptism circumcises us,
giving us as a token the precious cross on the
brow, not to divide us from the Gentiles (for
all the nations received baptism and were
sealed with the sign of the Cross), but to
distinguish in each nation the faithful from
the faithless. Wherefore, when the truth is

revealed, circumcision is a senseless figure and
shade. So circumcision is now superfluous
and contrary to holy baptism. For he who is
circumcised is a debtor to do the whole law ^

.

Fuither, the Lord was circumcised that He

9 Text, 'Itjo-oO?. 1 Josh.v. 2. 2 Ibid. 6.3 Text, BaTTapii-i'Sias ill iMSS. ; but in Bilj. Sixt. ;ua5/3iipei-
TiSi IS to lie read. The desert in which the I.sraelitesdwelt is

called"perantonomasiam" Madbara, from theHebrew "lin?^,desert, '

4 Josh. V. 6
,

7,

5 Gi-eg.Nciz., Orat. 40. Athan., De Sab. et circ.* Gal. V.3.

might fulfil the law : and He fulfilled the
whole law and observed the Sabbath that He
might fulfil and establish the law ?. Moreover
after He was baptized and the Holy Spirit had
appeared to men, descending on Him in the
form of a dove, from that time the spiritual
service and conduct of life and the Kingdom
of Heaven was preached.

CHAPTER XXVI.
Concerning the Antichrist ',

It should be known that the Antichrist is

bound to come. Every one, therefore, who
confesses not that the Son of God came in
the flesh and is perfect God and became
perfect man, after being God, is Antichrist'.
But in a peculiar and special sense he who
comes at the consummation of the age is

called Antichrist ' First, then, it is requisite
that the Gospel should be preached among
all nations, as the Lord said ^ and then he
will come to refute the impious Jews. For
the Lord said to them : / atn come in My
Father's name and ye receive Me not : if another
shall come in his oivn name, him ye will receive 3.

And the apostle says, Because they received not
the love of the truth that they might be saved,
for this cause God shall send them a strong
delusion that they should believe a lie : that they
all might be damned who belieiied not the truth,
but had pleasure in unrighteousness''. The

Jews accordingly did not receive the Lord
Je.sus Christ who was the Son of God and
God, but receive the impostor who calls him-
self God s. For that he will assume the name
of God, the angel teaches Daniel, saying these
words. Neither shall he regard the God o

f his

fathers^. And the apostle says: Let no man
deceive you b

y any means: for that day shall
not come except there come a jailing away first,
and that man of sin be revealed, the son o
f

perdition : who opposeth and exalieth himself
above all that is called God or that is wor-
shipped, so that he sitteth in the ietnple o

f God',
shewing himself that he is God; in the temple
of God he said ; not our temple, but the old
Jewish temple ^

-

For he will come not to us
but to the Jews : not for Christ or the things
of Christ : wherefore he is called Antichrist'.
First, therefore, it is necessary that the
Gospel should be preached among all na-
tions': And then shall that wicked one be

7 St. Matt. V. 17. 8 See the note in Migne.

9 I St. John ii. 22.I Iren., bk. v. ch. 25 : Greg, Ntzz., Orat. 47.=St. Matt. xxiv. 14. 3 St. John v. 43.

4 2 Thess. ii 10,II, 12.

5 Chrys., Horn. 4 in Ejiist. 2 Thess. ^ Dan. xi. 37.

7 2 Tnesa. ii. 3, 4. 8 Cyril of Jerusalem, Cat. 15.

9 frett.. Cyril Hieros., Caieck. 15 ; Greg. Naz loc.clt.

' St. Matt. XXV.14.
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revealed, even him whose coming is after the
working of Satan with all power and signs
and lying wonders'' , with all deceivableness
of unrighteousness in them that perish, whom
the Lord shall consume with the word of His
mouth and shall destroy with the brightness of
His coming^. The devil himself*, therefore,
does not become man in the way that the
Lord was made man. God forbid ! but he be-
comes man as the offspring of fornication and
receiveth all the energy of Satan. For God,
foreknowing the strangeness of the choice that
he would make, allows the devil to take up
his abode in him s.
He is

,

therefore, as we said, the offspring
of fornication and is nurtured in secret, and
on a sudden he rises up and rebels and
assumes rule. And in the beginning of his
rule, or rather tyranny, he assumes the role
of sanctity ^ But when he becomes master
he persecutes the Church of God and displays
all his wickedness. But he will come with
signs and lying wonders ?, fictitious and not
real, and he will deceive and lead away from
the living God those whose mind rests on an
imsound and unstable foundation, so that even
the elect shall, if it be possible, be made to
stumble '.

But Enoch and Elias the Thesbite shall be
sent and shall turn the hearts of the fathers to
the children s, that is

,

the synagogue to our
Lord Jesus Christ and the preaching of the
apostles : and they will be destroyed by him.
And the Lord shall come out of heaven, just as
the holy apostles beheld Him going into heaven,
perfect God and perfect man, with glory and
power, and will destroy the man of lawlessness,
the son of destruction, with the breath of His
mouth '. Let no one, therefore, look for the
Lord to come from earth, but out of Heaven,
as He himself has made sure \

CHAPTER XXVII.
Concerning the Resurrection.

We believe also in the resurrection of the
dead. For there will be in truth, there will
be, a resurrection of the dead, and by resur-
rection we mean resurrection of bodies 3. For
resurrection is the second state of that which
has fallen. For the souls are immortal, and
hence how can they rise again ? For if they

2 Text has jrepacrti/^evfious,instead of the received text,
7€pa(rc\l/€vSovs,cf. /«/n

3 2 Thess. ii. 8
,

9, 10. ' Jerome on Daniel, ch. vii.

5 Chrys., Ham. 3 in 2 Tkess.

6 Text, a.yt.otTvvf)v,Variants, a.ya.QuiiTvvi\v,BiKcuotriivriv Ôld
trans. •'jiistitiam," but Faber has

" bonitatem."

7 2 Thess. ii. 9. ' St. Matt. xxiv. 24.

9 Mai. iv. 6 : Apoc. xi. 3. ' Acts i. 11.

2 2 Thess. ii. 8.

3 1 Cor. XV. 35—44.

define death as the separation of soul and
body, resurrection surely is the re-union of
soul and body, and the second state of the
living creature that has suffered dissolution and
downfall ♦

.

It is, then, this very body, which

is corruptible and liable to dissolution, that
will rise again incorruptible. For He, who
made it in the beginning of the sand of the
earth, does not lack the power to raise it up
again after it has been dissolved again and
returned to the earth from which it was taken,
in accordance with the reversal of the Creator's
judgment.
For if there is no resurrection, let us eat
and drink s : let us pursue a life of pleasure
and enjoyment. If there is no resurrection,
wherein do we differ from the irrational brutes ?

If there is no resurrection, let us hold the
wild beasts of the field happy who have a life
free from sorrow. If there is no resurrection,
neither is there any God nor Providence, but
all things are driven and borne along of them-
selves. For observe how we see most righteous
men suffering hunger and injustice and receiv-
ing no help in the present hfe, while sinners
and unrighteous men abound in riches and
every delight. And who in his senses would
take this for the work of a righteous judgment
or a wise providence ? There must be, there-
fore, there must be, a resurrection. For God

is just and is the rewarder of those who submit
patiently to Hira. Wherefore if it is the soul
alone that engages in the contests of virtue,

it is also the soul alone that will receive the
crown. And if it were the soul alone that
revels in pleasures, it would also be the soul
alone that would be justly punished. But
since the soul does not pursue either virtue
or vice separate from the body, both together
will obtain that which is their just due.
Nay, the divine Scripture bears witness that
there will be a resurrection of the body. God
in truth says to Moses after the flood, £ven
as the green herb have 1 given you all things.
But flesh with the life thereof, which is the
blood thereof, shallye not eat. And surely your
blood ofyour lives will I require ; at the hand

o
f every beast will I require it, and at the hand

o
j

every man's brother will I require the life
of man. Whoso sheddeth man's blood, for his
blood his own shall be shed, for in the image o

j

God made I man^. How will He require the
blood of man at the hand of every beast,
unless because the bodies of dead men will
rise again ? For not for man will the beasts
die.
And again to Moses, I am the God ofAbra-

4 Epist. in Ancor. n. 8g : Method., Contr. Orig.

5 Is. xxii. 13 : I Cor. xv. 32. " Gen. ix. 3, 4, 5, 6
.
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ham, the God of Isaac and the God of Jacob :

God is not the God of the dead (that i
s, those

who are dead and will be no more), but of the

livingT, whose souls indeed live in His hand',

but whose bodies will again come to life

through the resurrection. And David, sire of
the Divine, says to God, Thou takest away
their breath, they die and return to their dust 9

.

See how he speaks about bodies. Then he

subjoins this, Thou sendest forth Thy Spirit,
they are created: and Thou renewest the face of

the earth '.

Further Isaiah says : The dead shall rise
again, and they that are in the graves shall
awake'^. And it is clear that the souls do not
lie in the graves, but the bodies.
And again, the blessed Ezekiel says: And

it was as I prophesied, and behold a shaking
and the bones came together, bone to his bone,
each to its own joint : and when J beheld, lo,
the sinews came up upon them atid the flesh
grew and rose up on them and the skin covered
them above'i. And later he teaches how the
spirits came back when they were bidden.
And divine Daniel also says : And at that
time shall Michael stand up, the great prince
which standeth fur the children of thy people :

artd there shall be a time of trouble, such trouble
as never was since there was a nation on the

earth even to that same time. Atid at that time
thy people shall be delivered, every one that shall
he found written in the book. And many of
them that sleep in the dust of the earth shall
awake: some to everlasting life and some to
shame and everlasting contempt. And they
that be wise shall shine as the brlght?iess of the
firmament, and out of the multitude of the Just
shall shine like stars into the ages and beyond*.
'I'he words, many of them that sleep in the dust

of the earth shall awake, clearly shew that
there will be a resurrection of bodies. For
no one surely would say that the souls sleep
in the dust of the earth.
Moreover, even the Lord in the holy Gos-
pels clearly allows that there is a resurrection
of the bodies. For they that are in the graves.
He says, shall hear His voice and shall come
forth : they that have done good unto the resur-
rection o

p life, and they that have done evil unto
the resurrection o

f damnation^. Now no one
in his senses would ever say that the souls are
in the graves.
But it was not only by word, but also by
deed, that the Lord revealed the resurrection
of the bodies. First He raised ap Lazarus,
even after he had been dead four days, and

was stinking^. For He did not raise the soul
without the body, but the body along with the
soul : and not another body but the very one
that was corrupt. For how could the resur-
rection of the dead man have been known
or believed if it had not been established
by his characteristic properties? But it was
in fact to make the divinity of His own nature
manifest and to confirm the belief in His own
and our resurrection, that He raised up
Lazarus who was destined once more to die.

.And the Lord became Himself the first-fruits
of the perfect resurrection that is no longer
subject to death. Wherefore also the divine

Apostle Paul said : If the dead rise not, then

is not Christ raised. And if Christ be not
raised, our faith is vain : we are yet in our
sins 7. And, Now is Christ risen from the
dead and become the first-fruits of them that
slept^, and the first-born prom the dead's; and
again, For if we believe that Jesus died and
rose again, even so them also which sleep in

Jesus will God bring with ITim '
. Even so,

he said, as Christ rose again. Moreover, that
the resurrection of the Lord was the union
of uncorrupted body and soul (for i

t was

these that had been divided) is manifest:

for He said. Destroy this temple, and in three
days [will raise it up^. And the holy Gospel

is a trustworthy witness that He spoke of His
own body. Handle Me and see, the Lord said
lo His own disciples when they were thinking

I

that they saw a spirit, that it is I Myself, and
'.that I am not changed'^ : for a spirit hath not
flesh or bones, as ye see Me have*. And when

, He had said this He shewed them His hands
and His side, and stretched them forward for
Thomas to touch s. Is not this sutficient to
establish belief in the resurrection of bodies ?
Again the divine apostle says. For this cor-
ruptible must put on incorruption, and this mor-
tal must put on immortality^. And again : //

I is sown in corruption, it is raised in incorrup-
tioji: it is sown in weakness, it is raised in
power: it is sown in dishonour, it is raised
in glory : it is sown a natural body (that is to
say, crass and mortal), it is raised a spiritual

'

body T
, such as was our Lord's body after the

' resurrection which passed through closed

doors, was unwearying, had no need of food,

or sleep, or drink. F'or they will be, saith the
Lord, as the angels o

f God ^ : there will no
longer be marriage nor procreation of chil-
dren. The divine apostle, in truth, says.
For our conversation is in heaven, from whenu

7 Ex. iii. 6: Si. Matt. xxii. ;.:. 8 Wisil. iii. i.

9 Ps. civ. 29. I luid. S'^. 2 Js. xxvi. 18.

3 Ez. xxxvii. 7
. 4 Dan. xii. 1 , 2, 3. 5 St. Joiiii v. 28,29,

6 St. John xi. 39—44. 7 I Cor. xv. 16,17. 8 ibid. 20.

9 Col. i. i8. ' I Tliess. iv. 14. =St. Jotin ii. 19.

S St. Luke xxiv. 37. 4 Ibid. xxiv. 39.

5 St. John XX.27. 6 I Cor. xv. 35.

7 I Cur. XV.42,44. 3 St. Mark x.i. 25.
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also we look for the Saviour, the Lord Jesus,
Who shall change our vile body that it may
be fashioned like unto His glorious body « .• not
meaning change into another form (God for-
bid !)

, but rather the change from corruption
into incorruption '.

But some one will say, How are the dead raised
up? Oh, what disbelief! Oh, what folly!
Will He, Who at His solitary will changed
earth into body, Who commanded the little
drop of seed to grow in the mother's womb
and become in the end this varied and mani-
fold organ of the body, not the rather raise up
again at His solitary will that which was and
'is dissolved ? And with what body do they
come'^ ? Thou fool, if thy hardness will riot per-
mit you to believe the words of God, at least be-
lieve His works 3. For that which thou sowest

is not quickened except it die ■
♦
.

And that which
thou sowest, thou sowest not that body that shall
be, but bare grain, it may chance of wheat or of
some other grain. But God giveth it a body
as it hath pleased Him, and to every seed his
own body 5. Behold, therefore, how the seed

is buried in the furrows as in tombs. Who

is it that giveth them roots and stalk and

9 Philip, iii. 20, 21.

I Nyss., lac. citat. ; Epiph., Hares, vi. 4. » i Cor. xv. 33.

3 Epiph., Ancor., ». 93. 4 i Cor. xv. 35.

5 Ibid. 36,37,38.

leaves and ears and the most delicate beards ?

Is it not the Maker of the universe ? Is it not
at the bidding of Him Who hath contrived
all things ? Believe, therefore, in this wise,
even that the resurrection of the dead will
come to pass at the divine will and sign. For
He has power that is able to keep pace with
His will.
We shall therefore rise again, our souls
being once more united with our bodies,
now made incorruptible and having put off
corruption, and we shall stand beside the
awful judgment-seat of Christ : and the devil
and his demons and the man that is his, that

is the Antichrist and the impious and the sin-
ful, will be given over to everlasting fire : not
material fire ^ like our fire, but such fire
a's God would know. But those who have
(lone good will shine forth as the sun with the
mgels into life eternal, with our Lord Jesus
Christ, ever seeing Him and being in His
sight and deriving unceasing joy from Him,
praising Him with the Father and the Holy
Spirit throughout the limitless ages of ages '.

Amen.

* SeeMigne's Prefaceto John's Dial., Conir. Manicjixot.^

1 In R. 2924 is read : ev tw Ki;pi<]>tjwwi',w jrpeVetiroif* fidftti
Tl^T?.Kft'tirpO(rKU»^{7ts,vvv«al act, KateisTOVSaiwfas ri^vailitvuv.
'AtJirjv. In 2928: OTtavT<2npenetSo^a.,rifti) (calirpoo'KVinja'iv,vvm
«al ael, &c.
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nature by the other, 52 ; pro-
per^es of the two natures, 56 ;

volitions of Christ, 56, 66; judg-
ment in Christ, 59 ; His ener-
gies, 60 ; deification of the na-
ture of His flesh and of his will,
65 ; the theandric energy, 67 ;

what passions or sensibilities to
be ascribed to Him, 68; in
what sense ignorance and servi-
tude, 69 ; His growth, 69 ; His
fear, 70; His praying, 70; the
passion of His body and the
impassibility of flis divinity,
71 ; His divinity inseparable
from His body and His Spirit,
72 ; His descent to Hades, 72 ;
resurrection, 74, 99; objections
to assertion of two natures, 74 ;

questions about the two natures,

76 ; His call, 76 ; why called
'First-born,' 79; the difl'erent
things said of Christ in Scrip-
ture and their distinctions, 90—

92
Chrysostom, 63
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