
BIBLISCHE UN HISTORISCHE THEOLOGIE

uch WenNnn möglıcherweise der Umfang des Bds 1ın der korrigierten Fassung nıchtverändert werden ollte, 1St nıcht Sanz nachvollziehbar, die Chance eıner ‚Aktua-lısıerung‘ aum SENULZL wurde zumal sıch der Seıtenumbruch bereits verschoben hat.Dessen ungeachtet bietet eine detailreiche un! die weıtere Forschung anregendeÜbersicht un!| Dıskussion lıterarıscher Spuren eınes Bereichs der trühesten Kırchenge-schichte, der noch ımmer schwer tassbar 1ISt. ÄRNOLD

GRILLMEIER, ÄLOIS, Fragmente ZUY Christologie. Studien Z altkirchlichen Christus-
X11/484 S, ISBN 3-451-26411-0
bild, herausgeben VO Theresia Hainthaler. Freiburg 1im Breisgau u A} Herder 1997

The 1LaIinle ‚Grillmeier‘ has become almost SYNONYMOUS wıth hıs work theChristology of the early centurıes of the Church, Jesus der Christus ım Glauben der Kır-che, which SICW from artıcle orıginally published iın the three-volume COINMIMEMOTA-t1ve work he edited ıth Bacht, published the 1500° annıversary of the Councıl ofChalcedon, ınto ser1es of large volumes, still iıncomplete hıs death 1ın 1998 Despıitethe S$1Z € anı P of thıs hıs maJor work, Aloıs Grillmeier publiıshed deal elseOme of thıs artıcles and lectures W as collected together ın volume, Maıt ıhm und ınıhm, published ın 1975: and urther selection 15 be tound 1n the volume undervIeW, published COM  Orat' the sixtieth annıversary of hıs ordination the priest-hood Just yCar betore hıs death Most of the pleces collected here arc, 4S the title Sus-, ‚TIragments‘ of the research that went into the hıs scholarshıip.MOST ımportant of these 15 ımportant artıcle the term XUQLAXO AvVOQWTNOG dplie CO Christ. Wıirch characteristic AF and learnıng, Grillmeier Lraces the different COMN-1n which the term 15 used, demonstrating how widespread its uUs«c 1n tact 1S, NOL 1nthe least conhtined ‚Antiochene‘ Christologies, and the dıfferent WaYS ın which the ad-Jectıve XUVQLAXOC has Omne be attached the substantive: WaY of representing thegenitiıve TOU XUVQLOV, and WaY of expressing Christology of glorıfıcation, bothbiıblical Christology of exaltatıon anı WaY of understanding the implications torChrist  D  S human ature of the hypostatic unıon. Another detailed the dıf-ferent linguistic models that both might be called ‚God-man“‘ the OEOS-ÄVOQWITTOCGdel and the OEOS-AVNO MO!\| Yet another Leontıios of Byzantıum and
reference Andrew Smith erıtical edition of the
hıs use of Porphyry anı Nemesıos of F,mesa, which, though ‚durchgesehen‘, makes

mmikta Zetemata 11OTr Moranı’sındıspensable edition of Nemesıos, which hal alreadv appeared when the orıgınal artıiıcle
W as published. There AI number of artıicles that relate the question of Orıigenism:artıcle Mark the Monk’s attack Orıigenist Chrıistology 1n hıs ODUS IL: andShenoute and Diıo0oskoros’ NCOUNLE wıth hat 15 resumed be fıfth-century Urıige-nısm. Grillmeier’s analysis of what Orıigenist ristology miıght entail W as characte-rıstically careful, but there still seem INany problems about what Evagrıos’ Chris-tology miıght am O0ount C especially ıf OIl 15 sceptical about readıng back ınto hıs thoughtthe condemned proposıtions of 553 Nor 15 1t clear that Shenoute’s ‚Jesus prayer‘ 15obviously antı-Origenist: UOrıigen’s OW posıtıon 15 NOL table, Grillmeier> andEvagrıos’ understanding of PuUure prayer Just lıkely be toundatıon torsuch prayer the ‚Jesus prayer‘, A somethiıng which the practice of the Jesus prayerW as opposed. (There 15 also need tor INOTEC explicit clarıty ver hat 0)8(  /} by the

CSUS prayer‘, which 1S, nonetheless, Prayer Jesus, despite the Grillmeierdraws.) Alongside thıs CNSHASCMEN ıth Egyptian Christology, there 15 theplace of baptısm 1n the theology of the Syrıan Philoxenos of Mabbug. VE interestingManıchaean denıal of communıo0n from the Eucharistic chalice adds turtherdetail Grillmeier’s orıgınal and convıncıng discussion of Pope Leo’s understanding ofthe anıchaean threat, and there 15 brief nOote Eutyches’ possible visıt Jerusalemand NCOUNTE: wıth Hesychios there. In addition these Christological studies, there
are hat ATeC called ‚Chrıistological perspectives‘. These AIC mostly short concernedwıth partıcular poınts: whether the human 15 revealed concealed 1n Christ, which 18tantalızıngly brief and VE suggest1Ive; reflections the 1ssue of the ‚Hellenization‘ ofthe Gospel, exploring thıs 1ssue briefly background the first Councıl of Nıcaea;

4235



BUCHBESPRECHUNGEN

flections the development of the Nıceno-Constantinopolıtan creed; and the Wes-
tern understandıng ot Chalcedon 1n hat AaPPCars be contribution thed
t10NS, still continu1ıng, between the Oriental Orthodox an Roman Catholic Churches,
1n which Grillmeier makes INOITIC than thınk Can of Chalcedon’s contrıbution the
notion of hypostasıs. Grillmeier WAas, however, 1LLOTIC than academıiıc theologıan. One
of these ‚Christological perspectives’ 1S thoughtful and CoNvıncıng Hans
Küng's Christ SEIN, NOL sımply Matter of historical scholarship, but rather mMatter
of present-day proclamatıon of the Christian Gospel. It 1S, however, 1n the Ainal section
that, 1t IM NCOUNTLE the Iru: heart of Cardınal Grillmeijer’s theology. For

hıs learnıng, tor all hıs aretul philological scholarshıp, 1t W as NOL by chance that
Grillmeier evoted hıs ıte clarıfyıng the Church’s contession of Christ, tor thıs lay
the heart of hıs OW: ıte Hıs study of the ACS of the spırıtual ıte 1n Augustine 15

example of the est kınd of spirituality, NOLT in allı WaY sentimental, but deeply COIN-
cerned wıth understanding, both for hıs OW') sake and tor those wh turned hım, NOLT
Just ASs cholar but priest, the WaYy 1ın which God draws hımselt through the
Stages ot human creaturely ıte hıs 15 CVCIMN IMNOTEC true of the final discussion of the
‚theology of the heart‘, theologia cordis, where (OIIC ot the MOST earned theologians of his
generatıon hıs learnıng lightly that AT scarcely CONSCIOUS ot 1t an introdu-
CEes hıs readers the place where COr ad COr loguitur, uo the of hıs tellow-
cardınal where ‚heart speaks heart‘: the heart of God the human heart, the heart of
Christ broken tor u the heart of the Mother of G0 who ‚pondered these things‘,
the heart 1n which, ıllumıned by ‘9 discover OUT solıdarıty wiıth the whole of hu-
manıty. It 15 surely this theology of the heart that endures eternity anı 15 1O the
cupatıon of the teacher who has SoNC betore The volume has een edited by
Theresıia Haınthaler, who adds detailed bıbliography of Cardınal Grillmeijer’s work.
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MORBRITZ, ÄRNE, Explizite Komplikationen. Der radikale Holismus des Nıkolaus VO
Kues (Buchreihe der Cusanus-Gesellschaft; Band 14) Münster: Aschendorff 2006
AL 5.; ISBN 3-402-03169-8

Dıie Mono rahıe VO  } AÄArne Moriıtz behandelt eine Thematik, die ıhrer
zentralen Be utu 1M Werk des USanus in der Forschung wen1g Interesse gefundendı  5
hat weIılst auf 1e einzıge Monografie diesem Thema, eiıner Diıissertation aUus
dem Jahre 1896, SOWI1Ee einıge Aufsätze un WwWwel Lexikonartikel hın. Dem Autor drängt
sıch die Frage auf: Welche Bestimmungen un! Verhältnisse sınd be] denjenigen Gegen-
ständen bedeutsam, die durch den Gebrauch der Terminologie complicatio-explicatio
ıne Rolle spielen. Seine Antwort 1St die These VO radıkalen Holismus des USanus.

Nach einleitenden Hınweıisen ZUuU Gebrauch kommentiert der 'erft. 1m Kap „Kom-
mentare“ den unterschiedlichen Gebrauch der Terminologıe VO complicatio und expli-
CAtL0 1n Te1 verschiedenen Texten. Anhand VO „De docta ignorantıa“ wırd zunächst
die ontologische Seıte des Begriffspaares behandelt. In einem Briet Rodrigo Sanchez
de Arevalo VO Januar 1442 geht annn den Konflikt Papst Konzil. Dabei be-
N sıch die ekklesiologischen Argumente parallel der ersten Kommentierung ın
„De doecta ignorantıa”. Dıie bei Nıkolaus übliche Terminologie VO complicatio und
plicatıo gılt nıcht NUur 1m Verhältnis VO Kirche Christus, sondern uch 1ım Verhältnis
der siıchtbaren Kırche deren Haupt Petrus un: seınen Nachfolgern. In der Kommen-
tierung VO „Idiota de mente“ geht 6S die VO Nikolaus Verwendung der Ter-
minologıe complicatio und explicatio entwortenen Theorie des eıistes (mens) Zl
sammentassen! lässt sıch Sagcnh: Der usaner versteht explicatio eın VO eiıner
complicatıio verursachtes abhängıges eın ab-esse). Dabe1 fügt die explicatio der ursäch-
lichen combplicatio nıchts hıinzu. Dıie explicatio hat gegenüber der complicatio eın
eingeschränktes Seın, eın S5€C CONLEracium Explicatio und complicatio siınd jedoch nıcht
gegensätzlıch, sondern sınd we1l Modi eın un! desselben Seins 1m Sınne der coincidentia
opposıtorum. Dıiese begriffliche Bedeutung verwendet Nıkolaus VO  - Kues ontologisch,
ekklesiologisch-politisch und epistemologisch.
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