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INV A e IV e VT A

1. HEXE

HHBIZRITDxY R TROBREEET DICHEL, D ELYSLY, Z
DESFHGEN A~ 2 &, ZitREEDE, #Hllbra i @BEED
ZAREEZITHE—DOFRNDELT, FOX Y R 1 HEEBH I
WEARDEEBDTHA 5.2 ZOB, mn b, 4, A T2X0D5
HIZRE R o TN e TR LW EOBRIZEFL, DWT, FOBELIX
FREBHTRF DI r 2L AHA = 2 L OBRICBAT LI, Thic kD,
=4 7RSE (B254F) ORER, »Vvr FrALE U514) O—RKis
Y, FLTRREIE, E=a v 22y 7 4 /=7 VALE 680/814F) @
—HEEREFRIEEHIN, HSOEXREEE LRI TAHERE R
57176%

AT, DEOKBIRBERF ) X FRICE - T, HELD LI,
B LAHEEDOLDE L TEEINTEXTEY, DFD X5 AL AERT
MHFHNTWD, Thbb, ENHOHEBITZAMSICERT»DXEHT
HTrickh, ANEA = 2RDEABFEG, ShiE THAM] ¢ LTo
1= 2ABEHLIEREBNDOTIZR VDY DL, FHRSIEEED
LA, ~Nv=XnREROFEEROMB O LICHEREES N, 1,
ZOMERERZ L Th, »0tFEEO BEZENTERIN AP 2L,
X VA MEBENEDOLOEBEHLVHNE LD ABERELAD LALDTIR
Y WA BRI ELLHUCATFBERTNAEDTH b,
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ARTIEE ED &5 AtV A2 LT, $—F, itk
2Bt E Y F TORBOBERELFRI L2y, Zok, H.G. 77—
Fw=%, P. ) 7-MTLoTREINDEAREENERFECAIL, B
B, THEL > ThbilbNBEHFOHCHERE, FRBEKREENT 7
YA- Y IRBEEESN, HHINTLS &2r5D <EHROME> b LIk
<EWROBMESOBBEREL LTE B2 TWDL LiznsT, kil
FHEF ) X PROEBEABHUOCH D2, ThE bEBHCLDNDN
ThOBELAUBERTIFET 203 TH D, Thbb, TOHEHEHID
NoNEHOBECHER, Tk, HEREMAFR L7 et XDEEL—
BEREB->TWBNRPZE, ThEER LD, BR LAY TI2bFIE
WHTEWE WS Z L Th D, HEHECKFHxY 2 FROTHREM 5 F,
EFTEDLHRAHEEBER T ILELRD S5,

LIAT, Jon—n—wZ2pie - A~ -t LTRALCI DI,
EAIERGEZOHCFTH21EMD T, 1740 ¥ —EEOHWF
Thdbh, D, BHFEIEIVBRELLHACI ST, bk ia=
=¥ a2 VEBBHCEMTI2EVWOIEEDLDTH D, LIchsT, B
RDaA 3=y =¥ a YEELT HDE, BAYERHHCEEL T
BT, LA, 77VA—VDAFAaX-DEWE S - T, TOER
ZHCHACWETREL S A 5P S A OHEEROMT, &0 biFA.
TINTAT =N =N ZAOBEAFRCEAZELTK D, KRFOFTD
HEHRO—[AEZ A 7 4 7 ¥ — HHWTEIGE Lz

2. X £

DEDHARELSE X)) 2T, AREHEHRCKFH*¥Y 2 PO
kg, () EEFHOERRE, (2 BRENERRE, (2) 47
¥ - HRHERRE L WA SECHT TH L Thicbo F—mT B
T, BEEAEKWENOREL LTE b2, ThEHBERIRG & L TR
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St BH, FOR, BEEAEE, Lot {2 BER Zh T [#
] (dogma) TH Y, AAEMA [FEFF | (theologumenon) ¥ ¥
medy, WS ZEHEERRBITAZ LRSS D BRI HWTI,
HEEER, BROBTER, FREKEE+BHELL7e w2 0—HF
HeLTEbz, *ORBEERFRE LY b - THRLIW, FO,

Wb LNV X a>OMEERSECEE, X LT, BELERT
DEEBEDLONEEDOHIBFELHEOLNLEOHEZ, WObEbhD
<ESERWIHE S HRBELTHERERED o BREBOE=RIEWT
% WhIEEEOEIDEE L > TWARERFOBFE~0BEEY
&, TDR), ERF VI AZEBOETREYERAL>D, T08
B A 74 v X - HHBRE DS BICHAL AR LT E 2,

2.1. HIEEMFHRKRT

72exiE, Al TavennvF 0L, BEY (BEOEBDLE
ERFAF VY 7REBOE] L2700 THE Y FREREFLLEEREWZW
LEABTHAD, BEIRA =2 ORERNVBEECOWTEY, 5, &
7RI OEERIERICER Y b o biF THDIN H ik
Z, <HDTFH, 2DEEHE—HRILLAED > 725G, FOLDIETHK
IR 212THHH > LW ETHEOREGENS LH1 D L5 1T,
BUMEDOX YR PRIZEWT S, FNEERROBERNEB OB L
BIEIC L BIEi o TWeDTH 'Y i, ZOaE FHHEEBRREE
BAODEY Y THEERNCBITEHELIALRTLDTHS D Thibbh,
CCTHEEINDEDE, A Z AN LTAEOR W L5 LD
2y EWHHWTHRL, ABORWE LS LS AR, AREH
RO B ETRIFNER SR 72D m, EWHHEWAEDTHD, A
7= A7 - DEENBIELE, ZoMvicH TS0 - AR OE I
HEDEZIE, TVvIZH Y FrvA 7RO TR N7 2>%) 2 P ERE

TyvTFAaFTATROL B IR« 7y FaEIA>FIU R TRENF I =DOD
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WU KHNENDDTH B,

B—D7 Vv Iy FUuAL7IRO% Y A FRIER P 7HIARZFCAIL T2
NAEEEOZABMELHEEL, BARCILEEOCRDST, na2%
A4 =2 [$#EEE| (hegemonikon) r#Ex7-r 2 Am05, —i
< m TR e FVIASDRRE S > THRESITFSONTWS' F4, X
FTRABFIZ L AL, B LEROR e 2D [HE ] (eikon) &
LTEBH 2N, EFHEEBLTWE e T ARENEHRFE ST, FHX
BDEHR, T, e ARBETLIEHLV UEED SAEEEF ST,
EBIS®DDTHD, E2AT, ATADIBRBolcDIE, 7B
v I ADMRE TR, BV LERODOFREE-Z2 e X ZNEHTH
2720 LIcioT, BRERWT, @FHEAMWBL TWDa TR E ok~
ADANE A = 2D 5 BITEFL, FOUL o SO « REEHET 4%
HHIBDEEZ BIENER Ve BETIE, O ANBDBER, Tk
LEHOD 50 546N, A TAD0HE, IR LT EHFINTH
B, EWHZLThDo A 2ADAHMWERIILTLITEESNA-LD
D, NBHERFR IOCECKREOBERFEELE LTz &L A LMEZINT
WIR N

TVvAFAZALEHABRCLEBEOORD VAR e T2 EAMA = 2D
DBNDOHNWFLEZ D EZAND, 7V IZ2H Yy FrA7RO<axR %
NMIRA> DRRXEAE ST Z2RNETHA5.!P £2A5T, AMA=2D
RBRLICESCEE, TOMOE2DELEE) bDORe T2 ZNEYT
BHolehifed,® TARFA T HEZORE LT HMEABEOMEE [RLAR
Ho o] (homousios) &ixEx bhiaLL,® 7k 2 SEEHT, H
D, WHREAELE L L THOBEENMCERL TS kv, HEFELRAL
LA TEMDAEENLZLD] THY, LikioT, [maTADEEL
Bhhotc b otz &7 VA A RRKEROFTTND20 =4 4 7485
B, [RENETNLVEDTS LW ERDADKIR, [Tihbb,
KOREELD ] EWHEFHBAAEBAL, noFlk, [ELhFLTEEN,
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RERLARDOLDOTHA ] LWHRT VA4 ARG WEEE [HOM
MHDEDOM | L WHIARMNIMELAZ L L >TW 7v A4+ 2ADHR
BiloksE & PEICIEE LTV 5205 ZORIHEL /2> T2 AMIEHO S
EIERIEEI LT e

BRI, 727 YA RE7 v A4 2ADEERIZTEHRBT 50, 2O
B L Cniv, LA, AU Zh i B EHEL TV 2. Th
EERULSTH7HRY F - 2%, BRICKEWTXAE [—2D&KM: ]
(mia physis) D4 nH B, LKL, T/, physis (XEHDH
Btk bbb, OB TH A EBNEEYERT NP, A
M—iDBRE, REIZES L DA \WT physis TH Y, THEOY
&, BRI e T2 L OEAIESWTIE LD T physis 2525, L
1o T, ARA = 2B CHMECRREINTKY, ¥, fMiEr0d
DO E D> OHRNENEBFBEORTE THETFTAINTL D" ¥ =
) ow X IREEO AW EREYRD, 50, WIH BCEBRLZE A T
DIEE L TEDH2AHIERE T kD a TR« 7 2 >%Y
A FHROBMROERETRL LD & LABEIZI L LT 280, e
mb, %2V rA0EEL, AMA AL, E2ZERNCELNCES
HLIEF 2, T ADELR, TOFRCTERV LB TH S 0L,
sk THE—DAY | (mia physis) oW TEH, ARMEWFEC KT
HAVOEEMN S WAT 2720, [M—ofikk] (mia hypostasis) &
HEAERAVDIN, EDOBELVEET LMW AREKEELHDT, ik
< ITR e FNIASORRNIRE EE > TWDDTH D™

XC, 774 A7 ATIRDOF VR FFIELLEOEMERABEENTH S »
T, mTRAERTE A =20 BEES BRFL-E ZAND, —fHT
<a TR 7y FrEASORKXE S > THEBOH BTV 2.2 bbb
NFAARAZT 4 AADT VA FZEFERBEOFT, HLDTIORAI
H&b, 2% 0, vmaxan—fb L7znit, EEIMOWETIERL, K
EEALAEDREEAXAMTSH D, vaxrzco AMEBELO®R & L,
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FOEEEBHDOHTHL L, AMAS =X ida T 2O &5 F iz T
HIGETHHT, BLREL, RFEEDOHVEZL5 T2 4 227
4 A ZFIANEA 2 AL TR ED-FEFMED 3 h | (synusia) &L
<1k [fEh | (syndiaitomene) & LTE B2 5M, 7vZ¥ v FuvAT
WD [#54] (henosis) XV REVFWAFELE L L5 ArNEHA
FTHLOE, A= [WEHESM ] (theos sarkophoros) &\ 5 &
D%, TrLA [#ixiE5 A (anthropos theophoros) & L THEX
HRETHBM

ETRAIZATFATDFAFRADTRY F— ) RHROHBT, 1ZUHT
— KR D BRI IR DN Do MIUTAME & itk 2 5 =2 physeis
72\ L hypostaseis OXBIxEF L, WHD—F & He—D prosopon O
5 bic RT3 & & AT prosopon ¥, Ju3k Bl #&ekL, @HEE
2DATIE, &2 physis 7\~ L hypostasis 2 BEf&RicEHibh T
B ADEHERTEFH O [TURE| (morphe) LWHEBRTHWHND
DT, 74 FuADERIIZED prosopon % L<iX, =20 physeis
DEEE B HE=D prosopon ¥ FHAELAHTHY, i, 74 Frx
D—HTEHERIIERIC ZO L S ICEBEINTE 7% 20 X5 Ieikf@ %l
FBHIT, 7 F a2 dME—D 5 FLEED prosopon Z-DWTEEY,
FHATHIER L T, BEEXEROFLERVMERELSAEDL, B0
Ak DHRHIEIRITE <o Thbb, v 205 bRFZFANSNIZARM
4 = 2 physis 7\~ L hypostasis jZu T2 BHDZH & F UFHKICH
T2, nTREETAECEL, WEO—BIe AN DAMD S B.
CHEXN, 7»oFl, ZOAMr TR E LTRLEINDIE ETHEER
LOTh 5 UFOESHROBNTIE, £hi bR AR = 2 2
fE D—BAEERT S LT ATEETS 575 5 o0

> 2 F Y A4 R bR, ME—D prosopon {Z¥sit b =27 physeis iz
DWTEED, ™ £ 4o physis #3, T3k, HCMEAD prosopon % H
BEIAND, AMATRE v RED —FAW—DRERFKD FHOLE
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o prosopon r LT& Bz, HEPDEMETIX, =D prosopa DIiAE
L ND KA F 3y 7 BIRE UCHEET 5. iRy prosopon 23
D <2y, AMEg prosopon AE K HIFHN D &ITE\WTHE—D pro-
sopon T 573, BiE(IFE « BEBINTH 2 DICH LT, BFILHER -
ZEIMTH D, FNWD X, MEDO—HIE, F2VYrm2D XL [ARMERX
B#E4 ) (henosis kata physin) & 7z LTk b3, Mkuc [EREIC
I 5#:4 | (henosis kata charin) & L CTHEINANEX TH D, %
DldIT, F ALV FRE TEROFV X Ml ORBFE L LTHHEIN
B XA o72hL Y HNOREEEBTOMALIHHE L EE 200 *
APV ARLEDE, e TABRABA ZZADSBEAY (o &, %
foo NEIA Z22im 3205 bIREL bIF bz &k, YbHoD physis
72\~ L hypostasis 7.5 b RAMICIFREIN D 2F:FTERL, vaxH
HOEMERA =77 4 7R L LEEDOBEOBYCIZIN R BIRWDTS
ot

¥, DLEOWIROBERES LB L THIUE, —HHMh e LTEL
W& BHIICE WD b IR, TR E b, EEREEOZE AR
LTWb LR, BHLOIXDIEREEEBNTWINHLTHD, DF Y,
<M— hypostasis™> &5 7 Vv 7 ¥y Fud 7IROERIL, ZHRED
bNOFE—MAEZDbOTHEIL LB ZTWDA, v TR EZOLEN « §
MHEBOHENFLE2I20ED, RERHLAS o A GEHERLIL 55
7 b, i, <ME—0> prosopon (Z i+ A =20 physeis> & iE
TAH7 VT 4 AT A TIROERG, ZREEZHED, FEHIOAMELTE
B2 TWhA3, prosopon [dAkFDEEERE DB T physis AR
HbF LaB®RLAWDT, ZREDLNOHK—EEL+BRHEE I 252187
{Tbo 722L, BENTUXEDHEVDIE, AMA =R e D—B Tk
<, ANHA =z 20bOM—MELF2RHFOMBETH -7, L WHIET
5

ImE, ATV ALERE, D EOWER LB EIICES 2L
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Z X »T, <Mg—o prosopon & Mi—o hypostasis *iZ¥kitBH=>D
physeis DHEASEEETHICE 7204, FLEFLHMARTHD=DD
EBRE LB RFNCELS LW FREAHGHBETDI IS, 27 F
VIASBRIITIROEHEIBA AR T DL L T, A0 EHERL LS
LERL 7o BBEX2EROHTZEIZ E [HE—THR—DF, bhbhOE
AR exYRF] EWHEMOEMREN RO EINDA, 4L
TRICHBOMACHFZ LD EFT L & 5" <Mg—0 prosopon>& 5
TYTAAT A T7TRAS ZOEFEURELFHERLIZbDCTERDTH
B, BN RERTHH—HEOFERE LTHREINNRDHLTH » o3
21z, <Mg—o> hypostasis™> ¢ \WH 7 v 2rHr FrvA7E8XES - TH
&b, Thbb, 41X %) 2 MEFH (prosopon) (2 HWT
DHIe BT, FOWWTELE (hypostasis) iR\ T bHe—TR—D DT
HD] L VCHABIT /D FREK, T [EOMEEDOAR] L5
OGMERPLHMRICHELBOHMEL LT EAEWRHEEINDLLY 24 %
4 <Mi—o> physis™> & RIZEHIC AW SN T <Ha—D hypostasis >
LW 7 Vv Iy Y Fuva 7 BERITBEERNICEBEINSRDTSHY, 7D
INGSEBMRFA A T A 7 AR K » TRBBIZ 2D & ) KBRS N20d 21T,
<=-o® physeis>¢ 5 7 v T 4 A7 A TERXRE D » TBEEIND, X
BT, FOEWHBIIOXED X 5ICREIND, [H—CTH—Dx 1 2,
F, E OEbTR, BAET, Eted, odled, HEEET Zo0
physeis @ 5 HIZ#Dd HH, [(FNHD) physeis DERIIFELSITL - T
BOB»NDEZ EiEF > LTk, LA, %40 physis OEEA R
NBPO ZNEBELT, ¥4, =24 7ALBOASWEENEHIN,
D, ~NTTAEL  SEERINDIHEFTOEDOL S CHRFAIND, A
TR xR ML THBECREVWTLERUAEDLDOTH Y, iz, Ak
CEWTOLbNLbNERUERED LD TH S, ] LT A2+ %Y AT
NABERUAREDO LD THD L H Z L, 2in TEEMNTENEN
e | OEEELRTHED, EHOAMTHLIEN) IO EL HAEX



THDHLBMAINDY

n¥, MEDHEDHT, Siclh B EDERIRCHTE7 V7Y
Y PV A TROSKEFEIBRIN TN DD M, ZOER RS
BRENZE > TE XL, BEBLLEDERNTHAH0 LL, EEXE
BOHRBIXESHET v 7 4 47 4 7IROBEHERTE AT 2, £ NI
[RBINS—FNEHEI] EWHEH L EDNDTH D, 2D LIk
BT L - TARINT:, HE VA —HOKTHEBAS LHIAL L5,
[HAEBEODP 2 CEDLDZ ENRNEIHE, AbKBOPXITHEL S Z
i\ TNEFNDOHRBE LD Db, &2 ORI L THE
o Thbb, ZILIZCBEEOHXEAI LIEMTY, RICEFOBE
TABETT 5.1 COXEZEZNTVvIZIH Y FuA 7IROBEERHFEO
A Z 2, T o LT, MEAILTIRAWSD R, »rr K
VIREBBITVIF YR VAT « T T 4 A A 7RO EEEZEO L A
BELL Y5 EEML, ABA T RONBIT A 727 47 4 DHWF%
DOMBEARBROTECHBLIE WS ZENTE LD,

ik, GHEYIVEARIVPEAYAIZADINYZALINADITHE
HEPF ) 2 FPRIEBWTL, v REABA T 2ADARYT7AF 7 47
A %S BDEEZBNTWDH, Tk, TOMINREY v 7 s
DHEERPOMERE L HEEROBNTSH - 722 & 2E 2 UL, MR
HWELAEXDTHAH® Lal, 2y F v ALSBLGOHBEEILZ D
Ay —E OB Loz L3k, LA, TORERM AE™C
LTH=ZHH > BRIFEBRELL I FZa v RE VT 4 /=7 VR
LSBT L HERFV X P WOBRBEOEIREIL, ZTIUTHT 2EHOHFI
ELTHIFBNE I 2% D, AMA = 2Tk 5 BEHREETADK
—MEERRE Lanibd, BEEENITNERCHX - T, MPEEEL AM
HWELELORJENHRTHE LR L - T, HLLRBIR LT v 7 4+ 27
A 7IROBHZEAFHERT L LB L2DTH 2,5

EHYHIZ, HBEEZOLDIIAMA T A LMEDRER—BETRTH L
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L LT, ZO—HORFEEFRIT DD, D2E¥D L) REFRBEEFI<DTH
b, Thbb, uTXDFAEL LTOL T 2DbNO—MA R%E -T
Wi bh$, ¥, AHMELTornoBEELZLBE- Tk bR, &0
HDZ & ThD, BEEZDLDELTEINBEDZ EHFERLTWAWD
T, ABIA = ADHROENE kb < 5 i i SO M 2 3od TR E
LELTHELIXZAWEASD.

2.2. BWREHERRT

NVF 7 DEBIPEFIC LD L, D EOKBEHRBEIF Y X FEE0ND
[~v=xx1t] (Hellenisierung) o#ETh b, FHIT L »T, F
BEARDT Y 2 72NV =X L BHOFCRNINDEE -2 Wb
NBH e xE Hoxa v 70k 5E, 207 - ¥eBEficig ) K3
FHELNWDLLY SAOFEFHFRIC L - T, ZO7 - LiEZ0EFXH
ENTIENR NS Al Y v< g 7 = REESTORER L L5 I,
2R MEEMEAV=XLBELDODHASWTOWTIE, DX¥D=DO0DE)
EHHBERCXET AVERD D, FO—20F [FfTT+DH~v=x1{] T
b, BDO—2L [HTTHFEAVv=X24t] TH B COXBIxHE
272H 2T, T, "v=X2BBEOLDOMBITE oL FREL 205
LUWEMEENR=IA 7 « AV Py AABIC Y - THB SN & %48
BT Lz,

=74 7 ASBUBIOZLWHIFE 7 7 b v EROFHER P IO
FTNOEARES v - v HEOHEBEE® * BATAZ LI LT,
WSRO —fiER L RBHU=— & OFMALHAT N BD D TH S, Ik,
FEI7 7 v P EBOFERE, [0 & SEN D HE—T O M EBEEIR
& EPESR ONFEFFRR & O —F D N A BE L, (oo &
LIEENHHRAEH Y & CAB DT, o, £F5FTDHZE I L » T
monarchia &\5 <B—BE>K XNDIEHLELEDSEM LTI -
DTH 5 2DPE, BRERAEMAD > OL, KWLARHLL TS 7
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7 b VHIRBRAREENTHRL R o TWAHZEEFE I FTHRWLA D Z0F]
Bbil, n-~vHFEHOXEA 74X -DFCEHIND, Thbb,
FEEEY /s monarchia i B5H) 7 monarchia 235345 - i b,
NGB BIES> TIE i D & XN 5D

Pl EDOWEZREE ST, =« SHEOEL A bIZFMOOLE DT 21D
N FRICALE S, LR DO~ ML DED L S CHE LD
Thdo Thbb, FEDOUREL L HFEROEHEENE S D monar-
chia ##irba\VL oL, FLEBILIS [FODOEL] b MO
AME—PEEE S L E AN L, ZITRFEERCSEL
BN EEIL, TR EEITS, A OMBRAEN T LRV
22, FOWKEMEEZIIBATHWDEDTELD, HHE, 77U A4+ 2A0E -
TP ELBRAF LA LD, BEOFERI, AlEE» S L IXHEER),
EWVHWTFRAD ZER— LIS RN DT, hOHMAMERICONT b,
FNDEEO S bITEN DA INI LD EEL B LD IIEe v, L
MoT, ZOMMERNDTF T, ATADIBREEA oo TR LB
RAWENTH > T, WinAHAMERUAEDETIEDLD 27\ L EROT
72D TH 5™

BRLILHE, =04 7ALBITIL, 7v A4+ 20RHDTHERAML
TeBEEOER—NEEEEFAL, MOV L) FIRAGECLZOREND
EEN, 1D, LERUABEDO D THAHZ L HHINTHI L u L -T
TVAFRDWEBHEFIF DK TRL, EROKZIMFE X 5HHH 77
P EHEOESHA AP AE LW B -0 THBH™ H LT, FRE
ROMBEEZ S, £0OX ) A PEHERICE N TE2,™ BEROBEE A
5RE o720 2% D, homousios &\ 5 F LWAWSEE, HEEEKC
BWTI ETER2 W2 &, 0\WTi, monarchia 37> & 2T
BREIC RN T\ D03 21T, MR S Z0EBMEFEE*BbhTLE -
DTHD, FNTLRBUKRDFER A B 2 TERT B 51, MEBETA
DRbYVIC, LA, ARBIEEZEBHEFEEDO S DL, AWLAER(E L



THELDIRBEITHA5.™ bbAHA, TDL D REENYER, T T
BEHINTW b Tikinbo LL, BRNEWHE, =74 7REMHx
TT7VvAFRAPRIELS H LI Ed, 20X 5 hBBNES IV ERERMEL
X Ho™

ST, =24 TRELBENFH 7T P o EROBBEER LL ST, &
W ¥ v ASBIBIRLE-<a IR e p L7 ZA>SDXF Y A MRITEIDA L
7AMZEOEIHN LA LR BT - D TH D, 10Fl, TED
> CERO ABEE~NEL HEEBNADOTHS,™ FNE TIE, EBI
BREAEEIECERBWRFLEEDO—FL LTL DX b, M, Bt
EEICEBAETALDEEZL BN T, FNWYX, TVv2ZH Y FuvA7
Jk® hypostasis (%, &3k, physis ORFBETH -4 L, 774474
7 ¥&k® prosopon % physis OB LB bLNG &\ 5 BRRTHWHNT
Wizo WENODEE L physis 23ASERHEWETSH Y, hypostasis & L
< 1% prosopon (X ZNICHbNIz & T ADEZEN R LD TH D, LI H
G, —-D@ prosopon & hypostasis & 315 —=->D physeis DfEES % E
BT DI L LT, 27 FrAKBIWERD L B2 HEBIBI 1o
o€, I ZTik prosopon 7o\~ hypostasis 2ASRGHEWFE L /2
n, >0 physeis NEFNIHbNIE ZADE BN LD LR DN
bThdo BETIE RIS bORTENZR oI, EEILEECHE
RFsb0EELZBN, "LT, $ERVY I, i, AEEHREINSD
bOR, ZITHLODTERINDILESIDTH 2™

2305 DA RNV Y FEIR LD IR 2 TWATH S 5 2o T DN
TWEA N7 F Yy ARLBEHIIHBICRNRD Z &N TEAN o720 LAL,
Ry F < ENEETERERRE BN LB —RE>S LT HRT 7 4
v ADEZIREED WFHEELC RS TTR AL #47 F A ERIEON
TOEREOH T LD TRBINA Z L1, RALBOENLER Y
FEoTWHERDbND, EHFrYDVAYTF 4 ARLET, AT Frh
2BEDHWEDOHT, [AM] (physis) & [k | (hypostasis)
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EDRBNZDOWTORAZ I HICMLEDTE o [T EAKETLLD
A, ABPEE, UL, FREEBTIRARG RERD, REXFECD
WTEPLNLHDITA LT, MEITX Bklrﬁ.ﬁéﬁ'z{% (kath’ heauton einai)
EDOWTELNINDTH D, Tz, AEIBCE®RYED, MEITZh
AT HLDOCH L TELR D, n2oFE e, AEIEEHRSOOMHE
ERbL, MEERERSOEEBD LD EXPIT 5,1

DIEOBEEIZE > T, EAEREELORCERERE T IFEEDA
SN TR ENTHI-DTHHH, *OBEAZHEN BN EELE D
EMEINTWRNWZ EERBICEHL TR Ho VY FEWI FENE
RFEBIZ X H01E D, Tk, (Wl OWTUIEE] #FRL WD &
BALLESBNT W, 2 2AT, A. 7y Freyiilickir, #
AT E R RBIN 2 S SL L, fEEe R [V F] LK THE
EF|EABRTHI LT, Tz, =24 7REBLEIOHEH L -b, B
77 BT b0 XD IdFERN R~V Y iR E S - T, E—MOR
BEMBEXPA LD THH,™ ZCTEI NV FERT T v AD TH
—2=K | TR, »m0FER, vA YT 4420 [ABEEE] Thilo
Thuk, LA, fhEcms S BEREETHY, SETH L, =147
INEBEEAZRIZ LT, ORI Y FESICEIT BRI & HITITHE
i, DFED, FMAKREELTHE—-THY, VY FELTEDTHD
EEET AR T o LTE 204N HLTESTHOTIE 2 L, Mo
ME—RA S DORBICEKNT, ZMOMMAEZDL I 23S DEN 5 O Th
o™

TUIAT 4 RAEANVY FERAECE XX T, Z—MOMELME
—RAE DR E I 2 ZROMMMEDZT LD L LTEBHX DTS
05,8 545210 L 5T, AtURARE, BIREE LI, #
e T A EROFMER DD TH D, FEOTEL, 7TIVIA LTV
2 DERSRORT, [t ] (pros ti) I XFAEEOMFN RS D HEHR
TEMETH-> T, —EDHEEELFDL D REEELD LD HEE LK
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ENDHDTH D Lrd, MEFNERTHD, MM TH SR 51,
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DN FEXPERCTRLIZDOTHSHH, TOERUTERI N H:<
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SEP X CEHNHEESOEMRMOFREZRL, SBROEALREL L TR
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ELRENRLTEAE DRV BFFDBERD 2 7 = X 2l > T
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2% Wb HRMEOLZEEE, LU, 7 FrALBPLCEN
HEBLDEFHBEOFTFHRII 2 2= p VAEOBERREL LTEST
B255,
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FHEH TR EDBERITOWTHELIDOTH 57, EOMEIX, LiL,
aNFEFEOPTEL, HZ LA 2 LOBERTIZRL, HaNA
BE B BEET [X] EFAESDFEA A LDOBERARDTHD, L
7oT, VR PROFERDOLDIZ, 2X¥DZ L xEEBIANLLE
NHAH5, [Thbb, AMA 22, Zo#EN, BEBM, 7D [EE
#9) AT AOFDER - 72 ANBRIBRFIC W T, M U TR B Zn FliE
EEWTHR L TWAE WS 2 & Th D, AL = 2THEH2D, T
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=

D AR 1983429 A16H, AAEEHF S H 31 EEHAREOPE7 + — 7 4 |
THHEEBICBT D% U 2 FEROFER] KHETL D TH B,

2) an 1«14 PAiTit, 2Dblta~< 1¢3~4; vy 2+5~11; 2u 115~
20 (BT 2V 4+4); ~7 13; #& 8+22~31 BLUOFHEEDX Y 2 FHRMW
BB %V 2 F ROKEOHR Oz BEELEREFODKA, T.E.
Porrarp, Johannine Christology and the Early Church, Cambridge
1970 XI CHEZENDLHIC [ 2 *xBEBLH, TOFXERTIe T
AEZDI, /A FORBROBFADIY, BEu=Z—MHBLO*Y 2D
AT O A& H MY b o & b SIS THRE LzDThH
Bol TaB, aAFEHBAKROF ) A MR LEHMMIF Y 2 iR L OB OV
Tit, K. Rauxer /W. Tuvsiva, Christologie-systematisch und exege-
tisch. Arbeitsgrundlagen fir eine interdisziplindre Vorlesung(QD
55), Freiburg-Basel-Wien 1972, 4 119-120. 245-249 %M,

3) BROMHIEL LT, A.Gruuumeier/H.Bacur (ed.) Das Konzil von
Chalkedon 1-3, Wiirzburg 1951-1954; J. Litsarr, Christologie. Von
der apostolischen Zeit bis zum Konzil von Chalcedon (451) (HDG
I1I/1a), Freiburg-Basel-Wien 1965; A.GgriLLMEIER, Christ in Christian
Tradition. Vol. One. From the Apostolic Age to Chalcedon (451),
London-Oxford 21975; B. Stuper/B. DaLey, Soteriologie in der Schrift
und Patristik (HDG III/2 a), Freiburg-Basel-Wien 1978; A. GRILLMEIER,
Jesus der Christus im Glauben der Kirche. Band 1. Von der apo-
stolischen Zeit bis zum Konzil von Chalcedon (451), Freiburg-
Basel-Wien 21982; B.Sessue, Jésus-Chrisi dans la tradition de
l’E"glise. Pour une actualisation de la christologie de Chalce-
doine, Paris 1982, 55-206; F.M.You~xa, From Nicaea to Chalcedon.
A Guide to the Literature and its Background, Philadelphia 1983
BRo FiobnEOBHBHAZEL LU, 2z Ty 7> (=24 7R
DEE) R JH =a2~-<v (7 v4+2DEHER) 0O HNEHTC L bbb
TELED D o Th, BERTKREERESS TOREESEHRE] (x V2 1¥
Btk « 19804F) ARWIRBHER LS5,



4) A~ 7-F —F HEIRR [0 2 b EEMTHA—FHRP +V v 746
FEEsR] (= 7 vEE < 19814F) 383~3B4HIC X A &, X U A FEROD
HEEHGRRERIREE L T DIRAD—2Th %o [Thbb, 4 = 2TBiF5AMKY
b On, MLTHMLTO) BT, bl dMHBHE L IEMTHLEMADL S
KEZBR, MAEBEHEZRLED, BLADENANKTHE1DOL S EL
LBRTLED £LTC ZOX ) AMNERPHEFYHICE & HBRIT, £ Tl
VAL S DL L TR ENDIRE SDO0H D L FHUL, Fhul, /20
NbNDIEHDIEEEN, FEPLOLTREbNEDIELELZLNTLE ) DThH
Dol ¥V 2 FROEBHIIFEBYE L ZOMBEOHE L VR OAHIRW. /2% v
NV yE  REEE WARMIEER Tx Y 2 tEREM] Gt » 19824) 345
~391 2R E NI\

5) taz-<v=2LnBkUREREIREHDES O OEEHERIC OV
A. GRrILLMEIER, Mit thm und in ihm. Christologische Forschungen
und Perspektiven, Freiburg-Basel-Wien 1975, 371-488 &[4,

6) HiE [ER*V 2 rROFEREHEANCHD ] TEEXF» vV v 78F3] (36
B, 19794F) 24~30FE DG TR A — & ~ — DIRFEF L HBSEH% & OBRE
AL AN Lico T THRRAIL L HIZY 7 = MZDWTEER T EHIA VWD,
ELED, TORKWLRLOFRNCERELZF & /v PV 7 -1E, A
K EKE - AREFIRR MEROEH] (Bkid - 19784)

7) J.Hasermas, Zu Gadamers ‘Wahrheit und Methode’: J. HABERMAS/
D. Hewzricu/J. Tauvses (ed.). Hermeneutik und Ideologiekritik,
Frankfurt 1975, 45-56; id.. Der Universalititsanspruch der Herme-
neutik.: ibid., 120-159. it K3 L C, H.G. GapaMER, Rhetorik, Her-
meneutik und Ideologiekritik: ibid. 120-159 (3h < ¥ T FDEEYEE
FISZE R ER Le b b4 74 v ¥ —~HHOBNERATET 508 DikE o7
W EAET S (BRT4E, = hic id., Replik: ibid. 283~317 2. 7z,
Py 7 ~ O [EROES] EBE 251 ~34H b EANCERE ARSI HE I 5o
2B, NN 2OBRKERIET S L DELWERET & LT, T.McCarrny,
The Critical Theory of Jiirgen Habermas, Cambridge Ms.-London
1978, 75-90. 162-193 #ZE I\

8) A.GriLLMEIER, Mit ihm und in ihm, op. cit. 5156~517. iz [HA*
U2 FEROHHWIERE ] (72 73 7] (8305, 19794F) 3~6 2R, +TiK
bl L O EFEHOHEE L/t o TCNDB 74 VY V2 RSB LO 74 V47 =57
FEROBRTEEL T, #~F = NN 2WHFD7 7 u —FEHARIT
HALILZ LD THDTHRBLTEE/-\v e H.J.Marx, Filioque und
Verbot eines anderen Glaubens auf dem Florentinum. Zum Plu-
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ralismus in dogmatischen Formeln, St. Augustin 1977, 26-30. 178.
378.

9) & x1¥ G.W.H. Lawee, A Patristic Greek Lexicon, Oxford 1961,
377-378 b 432 B L HIT dérpa b\ D EEHEL, HRELDICEAT, B,
Fi BRLEEERL, BEWMSHEXLIBT LN TE ThIRL T, &
WO L & T iRic s\ ¢ [EB % | (Irexaeus, Adv. Haer. I, 10,
1: ravay tis &nbeias. Cf. Epid. 6; Adv. Haer. IV 33, 7) LIk
MEMmoiHE | (Terrurrianvs, De praescr. haer. 13: regula fidei. Cf.
ibid. 36; De virg. vel. I; Adv. Prax. 2) LETh, DUWT= e« piitid
T\ THEM] (722 21E COD 31, 4: ztores) & LI [ELR] (o i
Mansi I, 133: €kreaes s niorews; COD 84,20: abpPolov) LW T I-As,
bbb bwx 2819 IKHIL CHEHEMOEERN /L BB HRICE L Db D
T, HALOBEE /L, BHLOBRODICHAV B (Fz& 218 DS 1~64),
=L, b OBEELERICFIEE R Mb D, FEEE, ¥ A2 FHSH
TEELC, EFMMEORERE L TEREN, £ OEOHFMRSLE L Tk
T5L eI, LIELIERMEREBMTNHERAMIE L d/>Txh, =
H A 71E5% (DS 125) B DFFleEx b D, =74 7a&#Ek (32564) #oO
FE DR TEND OB RBETHEMLZY, HEREN/ZD, 7D, Bl
DD HFACBRIZDT, =7 v 2ARNE# 314E) BFHEREREZEL,
o, =24 7TEREEZSITHBTHINE H—DELR L B/ (COD 65,
16~33)0 I VT FyRLEIChIC a v 282y 7 4 7 -~ 7T VESR (DS 150) %
Mz, FELXERORLELEREZR L/ (COD 84, 20~24; 87,.3~20), Ll&®
HREBI=H AT e av 2 a2y 747 -7 VERNNC) Oz i3 %
IR~ & 510 (=184 DE#H | (COD 83.1: 8pos migrews) & L-THER
Ehtco Tiobb, ¥FNCRBEEIN, 20T [ThROVWTHTOI & #
Zs MOBRDBNETH D J L0 HEENT EN, BBICHERERE ) HE
FEni (72 x1F, COD 83~87, 124~130, 133~137; LI L&fkizou~Cit
H.J.Magrx, Filioque, op. cit. 185~186, 197~202, 205~206, 238~239),
R OB EREESOHEMESLIEL BT H/IDDOEFEERFE L HEAD
22X 5. 0FED, HLMEMOE—EOREIL NC 2ihbh, [Hhb-E4]
S EEERE L o T Do Tha i« DRFEY 57 0T, EFB & Rus:
L OO (R ] (Bpos FKDE/) &7 T 2Rk T5EE0 R
N, AT ¥y ReBUEOBBRBEILOL 5 L EWRTD 8pos & LTHIRS
h#- (COD 84, 25~86, 13; 125, 24~127, 17; 134, 28~135, 35). =~ hit
HBEMEMOEEORBTHLY, [ZHAROCTUTOI &L EL, ho¥x
BRETh D] L HREIERE & 5 T Do CDZOREEN b DR
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HAERTO [ B ] (dogma) r#xz, (OB FEOEHEY —7 & 2HH
DORHEETh » folc 2 L —H B 538 (theologumenon) & LT 5o

10) A.von Hannack, Lehrbuch der Dogmengeschichte 1, Tiibingen
1931, 20.  =n 4 7 ALEURIOFELITET 52 D7 ~ £ DEYHEIT DO T
W&, A.GriLLMEIER, “Christus licet uobis inuitis deus.” Ein Beitrag
zuyr Diskussion iiber die Hellenisierung der christlichen Botschaft:
A.M. Rirrer (ed.), Kerygma und Logos. Beitrige zu den geistes-
geschichtlichen Beziehungen zwischen Antike und Christentum
(Festschrift fiir Carl Andresen zum 70. Geburtstag), Gottingen 1979,
226-257 £,

1) o Tit, K.Ranner /W.Tuausing, op. cit. 203~209, 248, 258~
263; 7~ ~— [x9 2 v H&iMdn) L8F 377~388.

12) HEWAETELDTF YA Ty YD 7 v I Y 4 2T X - TRBEINAHD
(Ep. 101=PG, 37, 181: 70 rap &npésinrov. &fepdmevrov), — « ={HidD
77~ AHBIZTEHDITY (Inensvus, Adv. Haer. V, 14, 1-2; TerruL-
LaNUs, De carne Christi 10, Adv. Marc. II, 27; Oricenes, Dial. c.
Heracl 7, 17-20) & D7 25+ w4 20 (B 5558 OBMELEHE L LT
Wk, BEDD - L (AHRLKRRI7 v + 2R/BUHBNEL Ho [FDFARA
DFLigotcDE, 7ELDFHLEMDTH LR LDBIcDThHolco FRITH
DFIIFEH bk 2 foo = THUILADTF B AVEILHE T, 23H DA TH BT
LD, MOEMTHINIEE LD IDTholco TNWR, %V 2 MIAMR
L o THDFThBH, bNbIIBEEICEL > THOFH Th 5] (ATHANASIUS,
De inc. contra Arian. 8=PG 26, 996 A-B. XK, id., Contra
Arian. I, 16.42.47; II, 38.59 &), [FU BHEICE-D\CEE O/ & HRaE
Eh b (Aruasasivs, Ad Serap. I, 24; Grrcorivs Naz., Conira Eunom.
III, 5), &z TClL, J.Gross, La divinisation du Chrétien d’aprés
les Peres Grecs. Contribution historique a la doctrine de la grace,
Paris 1938, 150-157. 177-183. 201-238. 247-250; M.F.WiLrs, Soteriolo-
gical Arguments in the Fathers: Studia Patristica 9, part 3 (Berlin
1966), 321-325; R.M.Husxer, Die Einheit des Leibes Christi bei
Gregor von Nyssa. Untersuchungen zum Ursprung der 'physischen
Evlosungslehre'. Leiden 1974, 95-145. 232-324; R.ScHwAGER. Der
wunderbare Tausch. Zur "physischen Erlosungslehre” Gregors von
Nyssa: ZThK 104 (1982), 1-24 M,

13) XU »T19514F, A.GriLuMeier, Die theologische und sprachliche
Vorbebereitung der christologischen Formel von Chalkedon: A.



Gririmeier /H. Bacur (ed.), Chalkedon 1, op. cit. 67-159 iz 67, 136
DR TRIEE X5l

14) J.Ligsarr, Christologie. op. cit. 60-65. 77-88; J.N.D.KeLLy. Early
Christian Doctrine, London 1968, 280-301; A.GriLumEiEr, Christ in
Christian Tradition. op. cit. 163-343; id., Jesus der Christus. op.
cit. 300-497.

15) E.ZuLrer, Die Philosophie der Griechen 111/1. Leipzig 1923 (repr.
Darmstadt 1963), 139-152; V.Govupscimipr, Le systéme stoicien et [
idée de temps, Paris 1969, 66-67. 125-132.

16) A.Grirumrier, Christ in Christian Tradition, op. cit. 136-138.177-
185. 308-318; id., Jesus der Christus, op. cit. 264~266, 311~321,
460~472. Z OMEEICOWTILE 21T, A.Gescui, L’ dgme humaine de
Jésus dans la christologie du IVe siécle: RHE 54 (1959), 385-425;
M.F.WiLes, The Nature of the Early Debate about Christ’'s Human
Soul: JEH 16 (1965), 139-151.

17) 7vAA2%7 74474 7IRICAE DIz H.Newmax, The Arians of
the Fourth Century. London 1833 I3 &iidFHE M * ClL@RTH » 72
73, T.E.PoLLarp, Logos and Son in Origen, Arius and Athanasius:
Studia Patristica 2 (Berlin 1957), 282-287; id., T he Origins of Aria-
nism: JThS 9 ((1958), 282-287 737 v A #+ 2 DFHIEROMEEZE 12 ICRE
LThb, HMEROAELT VIV Y Fvd TIROFIEITL #=o  J. Liksarr,
Christologie, op. cit. 60~65; J.N.D.KeLLy, Doctrines, op. cit. 281
~284; A.Grivumeier, Christ in Christian Tradition. op. cit. 382-
385; M. Sivoxerti, La crisi ariana nel IV secolo, Roma 1975, 50-51;
R.LoreNz, Arius judaizans? Untersuchungen zur dogmengeschicht-
lichen Einordnung des Arius. GoOttingen 1979, 211-224; id.. Die
Christusseele im Arianischen Streit. Nebst einigen Bemerkungen
zur Quellenkritik und zur Glaubwiirdigkeit des Athanasius: ZKG
94 (1983). 3-5. 35-43. Hizesi DfEl L L TiL, E.Bouraranxp, Les débuts
d’Arius: BLE 65 (1964), 175-203, id., Aux sources de la doctrine
d’Arius: BLE 68 (1967). 3-19 M,

18) EE)N L - i EHBIOBEIcOWTik, R.C. Grree/ D. E. Gron, Early
Arianism. A View of Salvation, Philadelphia 1981, 2-24 £HHE,

19) 7 vA+2~HHIEL S homousios DOEFEIL H.G.Orwz, Urkunden zur
Geschichte des ariannischen Streites (318-328) (Athanasius Werke
111/1), Berlin 1934, Urk. 6. 35 (cf. Aruansiws, De syn. 15, 3=PG 26.



708 A-B) 12k o CREEEE D, Homousios OAWEEH+ v~ v 2 (Th.
Zaux, Marcellus von Ancyra, Gotha 1367 EDEH) Ik » T Tk ¢,
TrvAFAEFIE o TR LD CREEAI NI 21, TRNTCOFEED—
BLi-HEzREE2 L 50 G.C.SteAD, The Significance of the Homousios
(TU 78), Berlin 1961, 397-412; id., Divine Substance in Tertullian:
JThS 14 (1963), 46-66; F.Rickex, Das Homousios von Nikaia als
Krise des altkirchlichen Platonismus: B.WeLre (ed.), Zur Friih-
geschichte der Christologie, Freiburg-Basel-Wien 1970, 74-99;

L. W.Bar~xArD, What was Arius’ Philosophy? ThZ 28 (1972), 110-117;
G.C.Srteap, “Homousios” dans la pensée de Saint Athanase: Ch.
Kaxnenciesser (ed.), Politique et théologie chez Athanase d’ Ale-
xandrie. Paris 1974, 231-253, Kz 233-235; M. Simoncrri, La crisi
ariana, op. cit. 47-48. 89-94; A.GriLuMmeicgr, Christ in Christian
Tradition, op. cit. 269-271; F.Dixsex, HOMOOUSIOS. Die Geschi-
chte des Begriffs bis zum Konzil von Konstantinopel (381) (Theol.
Diss), Kiel 1976, 83-96. 270-286; G.C.Steap, Divine Substance. Ox-
ford 1977, 250-253; A.M.Rirrer, Zum Homousios von Nizdia und
Konstantinopel. Kritische Nachlese zu einigen neueren Diskus-
sionen: A.M.Rirrer (ed.), Kerygma und Logos. op. cit. 405-407;
R.D.Wiruiams, The Logic of Arianism.: JThS 34 (1983), 56. 63-66.

20) AvrexaNper, Ep. Hemnos Somatos=Urk. 4 b, p.7, 19-21 (Opitz);
Atnaxasws, Or. contra Arian. I, 5=PG 26, 21 A; Ep. ad episc.
Aeg. et Lib. 12=PG 25, 564 B. G.C.Steap, The Thalia of Arius
and the Testimony of Athansius: JThS 29 (1978), 20-52 13190 5
EHARLAD7 257 v+ 2L X B [ 2 v4 7] OBHEOEENE 2 EEMICA TN 5,
R.Lorexz, Arius judaizans, op. cit. 37~52 1L e RIESY L B8,
F Dtz M. Simonerti, RSLR 1981, 455-460 O ¥ 4> CHRHIETE A E -
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Th b, bivbhe LTURZDF /e [7vA4 4+ 25 OBREAIOEFHESLIF
LB D,

21) COD 5, 6-11=DS 125. =»4A 7ERDOFEEE »4 v v 7HERE TS
— S K5 L C, J.N.D. KeLry. Early Christian Creeds, London
21972, 210-230 X ENESVAFFHIHNIETY Y TOHLIHEEDOLD L AL
T 5h3%  A.GriLuMeier, Christ in Christian Tradition. op. cit. 266
IZEZzIE, CZOMBERFRBERTHD. 7% % P2k G.L. Doserr, Il
simbolo di Nicea e di Constantinopoli, Roma 1967, 225-251 £,
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Summaries

The Course of Christology in the Early
Church Councils

H.J. MARX

The present article is based on a paper which had been
presented as a contribution to the symposium on Christology
during the annual meeting of The Japan Society of Christian
Studies in Hirosaki, September 14-15, 1983.

The first part discusses the strictly dogmatic meaning of
classical Christology. By way of sketching the doctrinal deve-
lopment from Nicaea over Chalcedon to III Constantinople, it
is shown that the councils wanted to define the hypostatic union
of Jesus as the Word Incarnate while, at the same time, insist-
ing on his autonomy as a full man. Classical doctrine of the
Word Himself being the agent of this man has not been defined
as dogma and, therefore, cannot be quoted as an impediment to
new approaches in Christology.

The second part discusses the hermeneutical implications of
the christological dogma for the gradual evolvement of modern
man’s understanding of himself and of reality. It is show that
the dogma effectively has intercepted the flow of a somewhat
naive reception of hellenistic thought by Christian theologians
and inaugurated a process which has led to the modern concept
of wordly reality and person.

The third part discusses the ideological mechanisms which
led to the excommunication of doctrinal alternatives. It is shown
that the traditional image of Nestorianism and Monophysitism
represents more the distortians of the anti-heretic polemic than
the original position of the so-called heretics themselves. Re-
cognizing the orthodoxy of the anti-Chalcedone churches would
seem to be an imperative for the ecumenical dialogue.



