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Anderson: Two Brief Works of the Heresiarch Apollinaris of Laodicea

Two Brief Works Of The Heresiarch
Apollinaris Of Laodicea

With a translation and commentary by William P. Anderson

The immediate purpose in placing these two very brief works of the heretical bishop of
Laodicea, Apollinaris, in this issue of the University of Dayton Review is to begin what is
projected to be the large task of bringing the works of the lesser known Greek Fathers,
and the lesser known works of the great Greek Fathers, into English for the use of
students interested in historical theology.

First, a few introductory remarks about Apollinaris. The basic importance of the
Laodicene for the historical theologian cannot be over-estimated for it was he who, with
precision and clarity, raised the basic and crucial question for Christology, i.e. the relation
of the divine and human natures in the person of Jesus Christ. When one analyzes
Apollinaris’ thought, what appears to be most significant, what communicates itself to be
his greatest concern, is the redemption of man and the nature of the Redeemer necessary
to achieve this redemption. Therefore, one would not be straying far in saying that religious
piety and a deep commitment to the Christian faith are the proper keys toward an
understanding of the motivation and thought of the Laodicene. The Christological
position which he ingeniously sets forth, energetically develops, and repeats untiringly in
almost all of his works, is perhaps the one true attempt to deal logically with the problem
of the relation of the two natures in Christ. Every attack upon his Christology would be
considered by Apollinaris as an attack on the basis and vitality of piety and faith and the
efficacy of redemption. Only the perfect unity of the person of Christ garantees the
redemption of the human race and its acquiring of a divine life. A perfectly adequate
redemption could only come through a perfectly adequate Savior. Belief in the full
Godhead of Christ was not just a theologoumenon, it was a vital experience. Christ
considered less than fully divine would have destroyed his inner most religion. & kawh
KTi0WS Kkai piEs Oeomela, 0eds kaioapé ulav dmeTéNeoay poow. Nothing else matters for
taith. The assumption of a human separate personality in Christ does away with His
power as Redeemer. Such a personality would require the attribution of a separate human
vovs. So far as Apollinaris was concerned this decided the matter; it was an impious
impossibility.

The two brief treatises presented here are representative of Apollinaris’ two periods in
his theological development: his early dichotomous period in which he was mainly
concerned with the unity of Christ and his later trichotomous period in which he was
specifically concerned with the problem of redemption. For the Greek texts used here we
are indebted to the very fine work of the German historian Hans Lietzmann entitled:
Apollinaris von Laodicea und seine Schule.
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Anderson: Two Brief Works of the Heresiarch Apollinaris of Laodicea
nod oov §én 8 xévrpov; * ( I cor. 15:54,55 ) xai méhiv “xpiotde

anébavev dnép T@v duapTidv AV watd Td< ypaed<”. (1 Cor. 15:3 )
ddvatoc 68 xal dxpdrmros T8 Oavétd Srapelvasc 61d THY Oebrmra, M
&nabiic To8 natpdc S6vaurs, xatd tdv Aéyovra Mérpov “ob vdp fyv, ¢noks-
suvatdy xpatelodar adrdv Ond To¥ Oavdtov”. ( Acts 2:24 )
&verodv ei< obpavods wnal nabhuevos Ex BeZi@v To¥ natpd< watd THY &nd
yiic [ei< odpavods ] Gyovpévmy cfpua ToB Abvov, xatd T3 Aeyduevov
5nd ToB AaBls “einev & xbproc T8 xuple pov,xbov Ex Sexidv pov”

( Psalms 110:1 ) xai dn° abro¥ to¥ xvpfov Bepatobuevov xat T&v
&nootébhav, xatd 68 THv 6ebdrmra dneplAnnroc névra Ténov nept bxwv petd
o8 natpds £ &16fov &< natpin) xal Epprroc Sbvapis, watd TV Si-
6doxovra Madhov *Xprovdc 0ol nal 0eb¢, &< Emmyyellato, xplvar Y-
vra¢ xal vexpofs, &¢ gnor 6 &néororo¢ »tof xofvovros td wpvntd Tof
onbrous xatl gavepodvros Td xpuntd THY wapdidv xal Tdv Enaivov xatl
v péuytv xat’ dEfav eépovros éxdote ¥, ( I Corinthians 4:5 )

(3) el 82 1< napd Tadra £x T@v Oclwv ypapdv 5168oxet, ETepov
Aéywv TOv vidv To8 Beol nal Evepov TOV Ex Maplac &vepwnov xatd ydptv
vionotnBévra &S Tuel's, ®< eivar 560 vioBe, Eva watd pboy vidv Beol,
Tov €x 6eoB, xal Eva xatd xdptv, Tov Ex Mapfas &vepwnov, 7 ef TL¢ THY
ol nvplov Tudv odpna Evwdev Aéyer xal pf &x THS napbévov Mapflac H
Tpaneioav THv Oebrrra el< olpxa f ovyyvbelouv A &\ortwdeloav, A
nabmety THy Tof viol 8ebrmra A dnpooxbymrov THY Tol uGpfov Hudv cdpxa
@< &,0pbn0v, wnal pf npooxvvrTAV &< xvpfov xal Oeol bpwa, ToFrov
&vabepatizer A xaBohind) Exunofa netBopévn ©8 [0efw ] &nooréry
Ayovtr el Ti¢ dpd< edyyerlZetar napd 8 maperdBete, &vébepa Eotw o
( Galatians 1:9 )

Translation of Apollinaris of Laodicea’s Epistle to Jovian

(1) We confess the Son of God, who was eternally begotten before the ages, to have
been begotten according to the flesh from Mary in these last times for our salvation. As
the holy apostle teaches, saying, “When the time had fully come, God sent forth his Son,
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born of a woman” Galatians 4:4). And [we confess] that the same is Son of God and

God according to the Spirit, but Son of man according to the flesh. There are not two
natures in the one Son, one to be worshipped and one not to be worshipped, but one
incarnate nature of the Word of God to be worshipped together with his flesh in one
worship. Nor are there two Sons, one the true Son of God who is worshipped, and the
other from Mary, a man, who is not worshipped, and who became Son of God according
to grace, just as men also do; but [we confess] the one who is from God, as I said, to be
the one Son of God, and him, and not any other, to be begotten according to the flesh
from Mary in these last days for us. When the angel appeared to Mary, the God-bearer,
she said, “How is this (possible) since I do not know a man?”’ He said, “The Holy Spirit
will come upon you and the power of the Most High will overshadow you, therefore, the
holy thing to be born will be called, the Son of God.” (Luke 1:34-35)

(2) Hence, he who is begotten from the Virgin Mary is Son of God by nature and true
God — and not by grace and participation. He is man only according to the flesh which is
from Mary. According to the Spirit the same is Son of God and God who suffered the
things we suffer according to the flesh. As it is written, “Christ suffered for us in the
flesh.” (I Peter 4:1) And again, “Indeed he did not spare his own Son, but gave him up
for all of us.” (Romans 8:32) He remained impassible and unchanged, however, with
respect to his divinity. In the words of the prophet, “I am God (0€6s), and I do not
change.” (Malachi 3:6) He died our death according to the flesh for our sins in order that
he might destroy death by his death for us. As the apostle says, “Death is swallowed up in
victory! O Death, where is your victory? O Hades, where is your sting?” (I Corinthians
15:54-55) And again, “Christ died for our sins, according to the Scriptures.” (I
Corinthians 15:3) But he remained immortal and invincible by death because of the
divinity as the impassible power of the Father. As Peter says, “For it was not possible for
him to be held by death.” (Acts 2:24) He ascended into heavens and sits at the right hand
of the Father according to the flesh of the Logos which is exalted from earth (into
heaven). As it is said by David, “The Lord said to my Lord ‘sit at my right hand’.”” (Psalm
110:1) And this is what has been firmly established by the Lord himself and the apostles:
infinite according to his divinity, and compassing every sphere together with the Father
from eternity as fatherly and ineffable power. According to the teaching of Paul, “Christ
is the power of God and the wisdom of God.” (I Corinthians 1:24) The same Son of God
and God comes, as was promised, to judge living and dead. As the apostle says, “He
renders judgment on that which is hidden in darkness and he discloses the secrets of the
heart and gives the praise and blame (of men) to each according to his worth.” (I
Corinthians 4:5 — not an exact quote by Apollinaris)

(3) If anyone should teach something contrary to this from the holy scriptures, saying
that the Son of God is one and the man from Mary is another, being adopted a Son by
grace even as we are, so that there are two Sons, one by nature Son of God, who is from
God, and the other by grace, the man from Mary, or if anyone should say that the flesh
of our Lord is from above and not from the Virgin Mary, or that the divinity has been
changed or confused or altered into flesh, or that the divinity of the Son is passible, or
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that it is worshipped as the flesh of him who is Lord and God, such persons the Catholic
Church anathematizes obeying the apostle’s words, “If any preach to you a gospel
contrary to that which you have received, let him be anathema!” (Galatians 1:9)

Brief Notes on Apollinaris’ Letter to Jovian

1. Even a cursory examination of the works of Apollinaris will reveal a remarkable
similarity between the thought of the heresiarch and the respected bishop of the early
church, St. Athanasius. Therefore, it is not surprising that this epistle to Jovian, which is a
type of profession of faith, addressed to the emperor, should have been passed along
under the great Nicene Father’s name. The emperor referred to is Flavius Claudis
Jovianus. The date of this letter, therefore, must be A.D. 363-364, since Jovian became
emperor upon the death of Julian, who lost his life in a campaign against the Persians in
A.D. 363, and since he himself died in A.D. 364 (cf. Voisin, L’Apollinarisme, pp.
182-185). This profession of faith is generally classified among Apollinaris’ earlier
dichotomous works.

2. Paragraph 1: Insofar as the body of Jesus Christ did not possess the human rational
element, for Apollinaris, the body of Christ was not a complete man. Consequently,
unlike the Orthodox Fathers, he could not, nor did he have any desire to, say that Jesus
had two natures — a divine nature and a human nature. By human nature the Orthodox
Fathers meant that a rational soul was present, inasmuch as man was, by definition, a
rational animal. In the one nature conceived by Apollinaris there was one worship. There
does not seem to be any doubt that he thought of only one real and biological unity in
Christ, which links the deity directly with his body and forms one nature only (uia
@Uots). He saw in this formulation the sole genuine explanation for the communicatio
idiomata, for the conception of the Virgin, the redemptive power.

3. Paragraph 2: In the incarnation there has not been any change in the being of the
Logos. In fact, as we see in this section, Apollinaris expressly anathematizes anyone who
would maintain that the Logos has been changed into flesh by quoting the Old
Testament, Malachi 3:6 (I am God, and I do not change), against them. He maintains that
the Logos, while he has become incarnate still maintains his cosmic relations. Further in
his becoming flesh he permeates all things and, in a particular sense, is commingled with the
flesh. As one may also see very clearly in many of Apollinaris’ other works, e.g.
(" Avakegpalaiwots), he points out very sharply that Christ is man only in a very special
sense. In this epistle, he declares that Christ is only man according to the flesh from Mary.

4. Paragraph 3: Any duality, of any type, Apollinaris considered to be impious. Here he is
specifically referring to the adoptionist type Christology. One should also note that here,
as well as in his other treatises, there is a clear statement which seems to invalidate the
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charges of the Cappadocian Father, Gregory of Nyssa, that Apollinaris taught that Jesus

had a “heavenly flesh.” Very specifically he states that the flesh of the Lord is from the
Virgin Mary. What he does emphasize, however, is the unity of the Logos and flesh and
that in the commingling the deity and the flesh are to be worshipped; the deity because it
is deity and the flesh because it has become the flesh of the deity.

TOMOZ ZYNOAIKOZ

* Anoivdproc xaf of odv Euol Tdde gpovooduev mept THC fefas

capndoews.

2bowna Spoodaoiov Tf Muetépa cupxl mpooelAnpev and the
Mapfas & To¥ 0eol ¥dv Néyos xa®’ Evworv ThHv mpds Oebdrmra ex tfic
npdrne cuMAVews THS Ev T napbéve wal oltws veydveve  Sti ofpE
xai nvedud otiv T8 vevéobar odpwa. xakelTar ydp xal S wad’ Tudc
Gvepwnoce 618 xail Enovpdvios Evexa tod f8fov mvebuatos, Enovpavflov
Toyydvovtoc. 3916 gpdvinua THS capuds odn dvretéEato. xal ovTws
thbeto Ev Xprotd A duaptla xal xatenbom & Ex tfic apaptlas 8dvatos
xat fuetc petéyovres Tol watopbluatos nforet o bueba wal <ev>
Suorboer Tf npdc Tdv Enovpdviov yivbueda Svres xoixod natpb<e
dvabepa obv & ul) Mywv Ex ¢ Mapfac v ofpxa xal Tfi¢ axvioTov
odoens Neywv abtv xal Spooborov T 0ed. &N xal & Aéywv TV
oedrmra nadmTiy xal EE abdrfic Td Yoxind.

Translation of the Tomos Synodikos of Apollinaris of Laodicea.

Apollinaris and those with me hold these views about the divine incarnation.

The living Logos of God took flesh from Mary, which is homoousios with our flesh, in
accordance with the unity with the deity which he had from the very beginning of his
conception in the virgin. Thus he also became man, because, according to the apostle,
man is flesh and spirit. That is: the one who became flesh, the Logos, is united to the
flesh after the manner of the human spirit. And man among us is called flesh. But the
Lord over us is man. And so, as it turns out, he is heavenly precisely because of his own
heavenly spiritual property, to whom the reason of the flesh offers no resistance. Thus sin
was ransomed in Christ, and the death which comes from sin was destroyed and we are
saved by participating in this event by faith; and we being of an earthly father are made
to be in a likeness with the heavenly. Therefore, anathema be anyone who does not say
that the flesh even of the uncreated nature is from Mary and says rather that it is also
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homoousics with God. And furthermore (anathema be) an)Fr)one who says that the deity is

passible and that as a result of this the soul suffers.

A Note on the Tomos Synodikos of Apollinaris of Laodicea.

This very brief Apollinarian statement, which belongs to the mature trichotomous
period of the Laodicene bishop, presents his position clearly and concisely: the Logos
becomes man (for us) by taking human flesh from the Virgin upon himself. In this way,
and because he both is, and remains, Lord, our redemption is achieved. It is very
reminiscent of the deification theory of Irenaeus and Athanasius. Upon examination one
discovers that indeed this position is typical of the understanding of the Eastern Fathers;
ie. in the event of the Logos taking up flesh, an ontological relationship with humanity is
established by the deity and this is a relationship in which we vicariously participate.
Several points may be made: (1) the deity remains impassible; (2) the flesh is from Mary
and therefore the Logos may be said to be consubstantial with us in this element; (3) by
the taking up of this flesh the redemption of man is achieved; and (4) finally, we are
made to be in a likeness with the deity (ra yar’ eiyéva). The particular phrase of
Irenaeus that comes to mind is: He (Christ) became what we are in order that we might
become what He is. (Pref. Against Heresies)
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