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ABSTRACT. The present article proposes to investigate a few examples of doctrinal,
terminological as well as spiritual links between St. Basil and the theologians of the
Antiochene tradition, especially Diodore of Tarsus and Theodoret of Cyrus. Basil’s
doctrinal authority for the Antiochenes of the fifth century is evinced e.g. by Theodoret’s
reply to Cyril of Alexandria’s fifth anathema against Nestorius, where he refers explicitly
to Basil, quoting him from his memory. Perhaps the greatest theological influence
exercised by Basil over the Antiochenes was his highly accurate terminological
distinction between the expressions applied in the treatment of the Trinitarian doctrine.
Theodoret's work Eranistes is a very good example of how the so-called Neo-Nicene
refinements of the Cappadocians could settle the theological vocabulary troubled by the
Arian controversy. Finally, Basil’s brave stance against Emperor Valens’ attempt
to intimidate him and impose Arianism upon the communities belonging to his see
becomes not only a past example to be followed, but viewed in the actual context of the
historiographer (who had been exiled because of his resistance against Eutychianism) it
becomes a source of consolation and inspiration for the wronged bishop of Cyrus.

Keywords: St. Basil, Theodoret of Cyrus, Diodore of Tarsus, Christology, Neo-
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The Cappadocian Fathers had played an extremely important role in
Theodoret’s spiritual and theological development. In his writings, especially during
the intense doctrinal controversies, in which, unfortunately, he had to partake,
Theodoret refers repeatedly to Basil of Caesarea, Gregory Nazianzen and Gregory of
Nyssa.

The encounter between the Antiochene tradition (the member of which
was Theodoret also, being its last great theologian) and the theological thinking of the
Cappadocians was not accidental, and in Theodoret’s case it had a good precedence
as a starting point. As it becomes evident from his Epistle no. 99, Basil had met
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Diodore of Tarsus (probably in 372) in Armenia, during his visit to the exiled
Meletius.! Theodoret makes a brief allusion to the fact that during this period
Diodore was ‘discoursing alike at home and abroad’.2 Adam M. Schor’s clarification
to consider the Antiochene tradition as a network rather than a ‘school’ helps us
very much to understand and interpret correctly the multiple spiritual relations
between the Eastern fathers and theologians of the fourth and fifth centuries.?

St. Basil as a doctrinal authority

We find a very eloquent example of St. Basil’s doctrinal authority for
Theodoret in his reply to St Cyril’s fifth anathema. First we cite Cyril’s text:

Ef Tig toAud Aéyerv Beogdpov GvBpwrov tov If anyone has the temerity to say that Christ is

Xpiotdv kol oyl 81 udMov Oedv eivar katd a God-bearing man instead of saying that he is

GAnBelav wg viov éva kai @uoel, kKaBo yéyove truly God, as the only Son by nature, inasmuch

oap€ 6 Adyog kai kekowvwvnke TapamAnoiwe as the Word became flesh and shared in flesh

MUV afpatog Kol capkog, Gvabeua €otw. and blood like us (cf. Heb. 2:14), let him be
anathema.*

In his answer to this anathema Theodoret begins with the idea - later
rejected by Cyril in his Explanations - that the issue at stake here could be a change
of the Word into flesh. Within this reply, Theodoret makes two direct references to
the works of St. Basil — with a small, yet significant error (see below). Similarly, it is
highly probable that during the somewhat precipitated composition of his answers
to these anathemas - an action performed by him during February 431 at John of
Antioch’s request, and not from his own initiative> - Theodoret did not have at hand
all the works he was referring to, but rather cited them from memory. The relevant
part of his reply is as follows:

OUKoDV T TG Kowvwviag dvouatt xpwpevor, wg éva Therefore, whilst we apply the phrase ‘partaking’
HEV VIOV TipookuVoTpeV TOV Aafdvta kai to Angbév, we worship both him who took and that which was
@V 8¢ @uoewv TV daopdv yvwpilouev. kai tov taken as one Son, nevertheless, we acknowledge
Beopdpov de dvBpwrov ¢ TmOoANoi¢ TGV Gyiwv the distinction of the natures. Nonetheless, we do
natépwv elpnuévov od mapatodueda, (v £ig O not reject the term ‘God-bearing man’, as uttered

1 St. Basil, Ep. 99. In Saint Basile: Lettres, Edited by Yves Courtonne, vol. 2 (Paris: Les Belles Lettres, 1961)
(TLG: 99, 3).

2 otkot pévrot Kai dnuooia Siadeyduevog. Theodoret, Hist. eccl. 4, 22. Theodoret, Kirchengeschichte, Die
griechischen christlichen Schriftsteller 44, Edited by L. Parmentier and F. Scheidweiler (Berlin:
Akademie Verlag, 1954), 264 (TLG: 264, 12).

3 Adam M. Schor, “Theodoret on the ‘School of Antioch’: A Network Approach”, Journal of Early
Christian Studies 15,4 (2007): 517-562 (p. 538).

4ACO1, 1, 6,126. Cf. Norman Russell, Cyril of Alexandria (London: Routledge, 2000), 183.

Concerning the fact that Theodoret composed these replies at John’s explicit request, see the

beginning of Ep. 1a (Coll. Vat. 167) of the bishop of Cyrus addressed to his colleague in: Théodoret,

Correspondance 1V, Sources Chrétiennes 429, Edited by Yvan Azéma (Paris: Cerf, 1998), p. 62. Cf.

Blomfield Jackson, trans., The Ecclesiastical History, Dialogues and Letters of Theodoret, Nicene and

Post-Nicene Fathers IlI, Edited by Henry Wace and Philip Schaff (Oxford: James Parker, 1892), 324.
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Léyag BaotAelog €v T mpog AuQIAGxiov Tept To0
aylov mvedpatog Adyw TOOTW XPNOGUEVOS TG
OvouaTL Kal &V Tf] ToD MEVTINKOOTOD EvaTov YaAuol
£punveiq. kahoDpev 8¢ Beopdpov &vBpwmov, ovx WG
Hepkiy Tva Belav xdptv defduevov, GAN” (g ioav
fvwuévny €xovta tod viod Ty Bedtnta.

by many of the holy Fathers, one among whom is
the great Basil, who uses this term in his work
[addressed] to Amphilochius about the Holy Spirit,
and in his explanation of Psalm fifty-nine. But we
call him man bearing God, not because he received
some share of the divine grace, but as possessing

all the Godhead of the Son united.6

St. Basil's doctrinal authority is evident within the above citation. The error
consists in the fact that in both of his works referred to by Theodoret - at least
within the versions which appear in modern editions - Basil uses the term ‘God-
bearing flesh’ (1] 6eo@bpog odpé) instead of ‘God-bearing man’ (Beopdpog GvOpwog).”
This detail, of course, also changes the doctrinal intake of these statements.8 Our
initial assessment that Theodoret quoted here from memory and did not have a
version of Basil’'s works which would contain fgogdpog &vOpwrog, is corroborated
by another reference contained within a work composed many years after the
closure of the Nestorian controversy. We mean Theodoret’s book ’Epaviotrig, i.e. The
Beggar, completed in 447 in order to defend the orthodox doctrine against
Eutychianism. Here, within the impressive patristic florilegium (238 passages from
88 authors) attached to this work, we encounter the name of St. Basil as well. In
Florilegium I we find the two passages to which Theodoret had alluded 16 years
before, i.e. the citations from Basil's Homilies on the Psalms, as well as from his book
On the Holy Spirit Both contain the version 8go@bpog odpé. In "Epaviotiig we also
find other direct references to St. Basil, i.e. to the homily Iepi ebxapiotiag (Homilia de
gratiarum actione), as well as to his Adversus Eunomium.1® These passages pertain
to Basil’s Christological concept, adopted by Theodoret in various contexts.!1

6 ACO 1, 1, 6, 126. Cf. Istvan Pasztori-Kupan, Theodoret of Cyrus (London: Routledge, 2006), 179
and 252, note 14.

7 AN Spwg EvtadBa, 0pod pev TO d1dpopov TG Xprioews EVOEIKVOHEVOG, OHOD OE Kal TO QIAUA TIVOV
v mapadpoyf S10pB0GHEVOC TGV 0loUEVWV TVELHATIKOV givan Tod Kupiov Td oidua, Tva Seién 8t1 &k Tod
&vBpwreiov Qupduatog 1 Beo@dPog oapE GUVETAYN, TNV EUPATIKWTEPAV PWVIV TTPOETIUNOETO UEV Yap
d1 yuvaikog mapodikrv Euelde thv Evvolav g yevvrioews vnogaivey. Basil, De Spiritu Sancto 5, 12.
In Basile de Césarée, Sur le Saint-Esprit, Sources Chrétiennes 17 bis, Edited by Benoit Pruche,
(Paris: Cerf, 1968), 284 (TLG: 5, 12, 20). The term 8g0@Spog cap appears also in his Homilies on the
Psalms in PG 29, 424B: Tdxa tv odpka Aéyel thv Beo@bpov, dylacbeioav it Tfig Tpodg TOV Oeov
ouvagelac. Cf. PG 29, 468A: tnédnua 8¢ tfig BedtnTog 1) odpé 1j Beopdpoc, 1’ 1ig émépn toi dvBpdmorc.

8 In order to avoid a detour from the main theme of our study, at present we shall not enter the
details concerning the implications of the term Beo@dpog capg vis-a-vis Oeopdpog &vbpwmnog during
the Nestorian controversy. Concerning the Christological teaching of Theodoret see e.g. I. Pasztori-
Kupan, Theodoret of Cyrus, 31-56.

9 Theodoret, Eranistes, Edited by Gerard H. Ettlinger (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1975), 103-104.

10 Theodoret, Eranistes, ed. Ettlinger, 166 and 239.

11 For example, if we put in parallel the passage Tlepi evxapiotiag of Basil (TLG: 31, 228) cited in the
’Epaviotii¢ with Chapters 13-14 of Theodoret’s De inhumanatione Domini (PG 75, 1440-1441; cf. L.
Pasztori-Kupan, Theodoret of Cyrus, 148-151), we can observe that the participation of Christ
in human suffering is understood in very similar terms by both theologians.
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Perhaps the strongest doctrinal influence of St. Basil upon the Antiochene
tradition as well as upon Theodoret belongs to the domain of Trinitarian terminology,
especially concerning the clarification of similarities and differences between the
various terms used. If the anti-Arian anathema annexed to the Nicene Creed did not
yet make a clear distinction between ovoia and Undotaoic, Epistle 38 attributed at the
time to St. Basil!2 becomes the sine qua non of the so-called Neo-Nicene terminology, a
distinction otherwise adopted and applied by all Antiochene theologians. Concerning
our present goal it is sufficient to quote only one passage from the "Epaviotr|g in order
to see the thoroughness and effectiveness of the Cappadocians’ terminological
distinction. In a certain moment, during the first dialogue, Eranistes, i.e. the Beggar
(the representative of Eutychian doctrine) asks Orthodoxos:

EPAN. "Exel tiva Siaqopav 1 ovoia mpdg thv
undotaotv; OPO. Katdx pév trv B0pabev
co@lav ok &xel. “H te yap ovola 0 6v on-
Maiver, kai O VPeoTOG 1) vrdotaotg. Katd 8¢
Ye TV T@V matépwv ddaokaAiav, v Exel
Sraopdv to Korvov Tpdg TO 1810V, 1 TO Yévog
TpdG T €1d0g A} TO dropov, TadTy 1} odota
1pdg TV Umdotaoty €xet. [...] “Qomep toivov T
dvBpwmog Gvopa kowdv €ott TAOTNG TG
@Uoewg Gvoua, oUtw thv Beiav odolav trv
aylav tpidda onuaively auév, tv O ye
Oréotactv mpoomov TIvoG etvat SNAWTIKAY,
olov, /| To0 matpdg A Tod viod A Tl dyiov
nvedpatog. Ty yap Undotaoty Kol T TPOGwWTovV
Kol TV 1310TNTa Ta0TOV GNUALVELY QAUEV TOTG
TGV aylwv natépwv Spoig akoAovBoTVTEG.

ERANISTES: Is there any difference between
ousia and hypostasis? ORTHODOXO0S: In secular
philosophy there is not, for ousia signifies that
which is, and hypostasis that which subsists.
But according to the teaching of the Fathers
there is the same difference between ousia
and hypostasis as between the common and
the particular, or the race and the special or
individual. [...] As then the name ‘man’ is
common to human nature, so we understand
the divine substance to indicate the Holy Trinity;
but the hypostasis denotes any person, as the
Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit; for,
following the definitions of the Holy Fathers,
we say that hypostasis and individuality mean
the same thing.!3

Even at first glance we may observe that these clear distinctions had to

originate from within the luminated minds and works of the Cappadocians - referred
to here as ‘the Holy Fathers’ - among them being, not in the least in secondary place,
St. Basil. The arguably Origenian definition concerning the one ovsix and three
Unootdoelg of the Holy Trinity - a definition perturbed and even temporarily
discredited during the Arian controversy (including their quasi-equalisation within
the anti-Arian anathema attached to the Nicene Creed) - reappears within the
discussions of terminological clarification of the Cappadocians, giving them the

12 The epistle was later attributed to St. Gregory of Nyssa, who considered himself as being the continuator
of his brother’s work. See R. M. Hiibner, “Gregor von Nyssa als Verfasser der sog. Ep. 38 des Basilius”,
Epektasis. Mélanges patristiques offerts au Cardinal Jean Daniélou, Edited by ]. Fontaine si Ch.
Kannengiesser (Paris: Beauchesne, 1972), 463-491; Johannes Zachhuber, “Nochmals: Der 38.
Brief des Basilius von Caesarea als Werk des Gregor von Nyssa”, Zeitschrift fiir Antikes Christentum, vol. 7,
1(2003): 73-90.

13 Theodoret, Eranistes, 64-65. Cf. Blomfield Jackson, Theodoret, 162.
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chance to redefine (this time without the peril of Subordinationism) all the relevant
theological terms as well as their place within the vocabulary of orthodox Trinitarian
doctrine.

The Cappadocian Fathers, including Basil, found themselves repeatedly in
the same camp with the Antiochene theologians. For example, together with the
apparition of the Apollinarian and Macedonian sects, both Basil and Diodore of
Tarsus tried to protect orthodox Christology and Trinitarian teaching, including
Pneumatology. In the year 376, in his Epistle 244 addressed to Patrophilus, bishop
of Aegea, St. Basil defends his friendship with Diodore and at the same time
distances himself with regret from Apollinaris in the following manner:

The cause of the rupture was the allegation that I wrote to Apollinaris and was in
communion with my colleague, the presbyter Diodore. | never considered Apollinaris
as an enemy, and for some reasons I even respect him. But I never so far united
myself to him as to take upon me the charges against him; indeed I have myself
some accusations to bring against him after reading some of his books. I do not know
that I ever asked him for a book on the Holy Spirit, or received it on his sending:
I am told that he has become a most copious writer, but [ have read very few of his
works. I have not even time to investigate such matters. Indeed I shrink from
admitting any of the more recent works, for my health does not even allow of my
reading the inspired Scriptures with diligence and as I ought. What, then, is it to me,
if someone has written something displeasing to somebody else? Yet if one man is
to render an account on behalf of another, let him who accuses me for Apollinaris’
sake defend himself to me for the sake of Arius, his own master and of Aetius, his
own disciple. I never learnt anything from, nor taught anything to this man whose
guilt is laid at my door. Diodore, however, as a nursling of the blessed Silvanus, I did
receive from the beginning: I love him now and respect him on account of his grace
of speech, whereby many who meet him are made the better men.14

14 ‘H 8¢ aitia tfig dmoppriéewg 6t AmoAwvapiw, @noiv, émeoteilapev kai tOV cuumpeofitepov UGV
A188wpov EXoUEY KoVwVIKGY. Eye 8¢ AoAtvdpiov ugv éxBpdv o08émote fiynodunv, GAN éottv &’ oi¢ kai
aidolpar tov &vdpar o0 ufv oUtwg EUautdv @ GvOpdnw cuvida WG T& EKelvov EykApata avtdg
UmodéxeoBat, Gmov ye Exw TIVa Kal avtdg EyKAAELV avT@ EVIUXWY TIOoL TV CUVTAYHATWY avToD. OV pAv
nepl Tod Tvebpatog o0 Ayiov # aitdoag adtdv oida PipMov §| dmootadéy Omodefduevog. AM
TOAVPWVSTATOV UEV abTOV GKOVW TAVTWY cuyypagéwv Yyeyeviiobal, OAlyoiq d¢ évtetuxnkévar v
OLVTAYUATWY abTOD" 00SE Yap oXOAH] poi €0t T Totadta Siepeuvaobon, kai dua Suoyephg Tig i Tpdg TV
TGV vewtépwv mapadoxrv, @ ye O oda 008 Tfi dvaryvioet T@V Beomvelotwv Tpap®dv @lomévwg kai
kad' dv £de1 Tpdmov cuyxwpel Tapapévery. Ti 00V Tpdg Eut TolTo, f Tig cuvéypaé Tt ur) dpéokov ¢ Seivy;
Kaitot €1 8el GAAov tag OnEp &AAov e0B0OvVag Uméxewy, O éuol EykaA®v Umep AnoAvapiov GroAoyeiobw
Auiv Umep Apeiov tob idiov didackdAov kal Umeép ‘Aetiov T00 idiov eautod pabntod. Hyeic & ovde
E818¢yonuév T 00d¢ EuabnTeddnuev T@ &vdpl o0 & éykMjuata Mpiv mEpitpémovot. Addwpov 8¢ g
Bpéppa Tod pakapiov Tihovavod to €€ apxfic Unedefapeda, viv 8¢ kal dyan@duev Kol Tepiémopev S TV
mpocofioav adT To0 Adyov Xdptv 81’ fic ToAhol TV évtuyxavéviwy Pertiovs yivovrar. Basil, Ep. 244
(TLG: 244, 3). Cf. Blomfield Jackson, trans., The Treatise De Spiritu Sancto, The Nine Homilies of the
Hexaemeron and the Letters of Saint Basil the Great, Nicene and Post-Nicene Fathers VIII, Edited by
Henry Wace and Philip Schaff (Edinburgh: T&T Clark, 1895), 286.
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One year later, in no less words, yet in a much stronger tone, in his Epistle
263 addressed to those in the West, after having enumerated the negative effects of
Arian and Pneumatomachian doctrines, Basil laments the fact that Apollinaris is ‘no
less a cause of sorrow to the Churches’. With a subtle, yet detectable irony he
reproaches the teacher of Laodicea that through his facility of writing, and ‘a tongue
ready to argue on any subject’, ‘he has filled the world with his books’, disregarding the
advice of the one who said ‘beware of producing many books’.!> Paraphrasing Prov
10, 19, Basil exclaims: ‘How is it possible to avoid sin in a multitude of words? The
most direct criticism brought against Apollinaris is the sentence that his theological
works ‘are not founded on Scriptural arguments, but on human presuppositions’.1é
Thence derives the so-called ‘mythic’ character of his description of the resurrection,
as well as his tendency to return to the rituals of the Old Testament. Concerning
Apollinarian soteriology and Christology, Basil concludes:

Even concerning the Incarnation, he has made such confusion among the brethren,
that few of his readers preserve the original form of piety; the majority, in their
eagerness for novelty, have been diverted into investigations and quarrelsome
discussions of his unprofitable treatises.1”

Thus, only a year after his discrete self-distancing from Apollinaris, Basil
takes a much more categorical stance both against Apollinarianism and Marcellus
of Ancyra, whose Trinitarian doctrine was very similar to the Sabellianism of the
previous century — another cause for anxiety, with which in fact the quoted epistle
ends. Basil had to endure the hesitation of Pope Damasus to condemn Marcellus, a
fact that led him again towards Antiochene theology, which, in its turn had also
been fighting against Arianism and Apollinarianism as well as against Marcellus’
negation of the three divine Unootdoelg.

St. Basil as spiritual example

At the date of the composition of his Epistle 263, Basil was already after the
visit of the pro-Arian emperor Valens, a visit which took place in Caesarea in 372. In
his Ecclesiastical History, Theodoret dedicates an entire chapter to the presentation
of this encounter between Valens and St. Basil.18 The manner in which Theodoret
evokes the entire confrontation serves one clear purpose: during and after Basil’s

15 Cf. “And further, by these, my son, be admonished: of making many books there is no end; and
much study is a weariness of the flesh.” Ecclesiastes 12, 12.

16 Basil, Ep. 263, 4 (TLG: 263, 4).

17 Eita kol T& Tept Zapkwoewg Tosavtny énoinoe tf ddeApdmrt Thv Tapaynv Gote dAfyor Aotmdv Tév
EvteTuxnKkOTwV ToV dpxaiov tig evoePeiag draodlovot xapaktiipa: ol 8¢ moAAol taig kavotopiog
TpocExovteg E€eTpdmnoav gig NTroelg Kal QLAOVEIKOUG EPEVPETELC TV AVWPEAGDV TOVTWV PudTwy.
Basil, Ep. 263.

18 Theodoret, Hist. eccl. 4, 19. Cf. Thomas Gaisford, ed., Theodoreti Episcopi Cyri Ecclesiasticae Historiae
Libri Quinque (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1854), 340-346; Theodoret, Kirchengeschichte,
242-246 (TLG: 242, 23 - 246, 11).
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meeting with the emperor, who sought the obliteration of orthodoxy within the
whole empire, the bishop of Caesarea became the very symbol of moral and doctrinal
resistance against the abuses of secular power. Before having arrived to Caesarea,
Valens had led a fully successful campaign against the opponents of Arian doctrine:
Bithynia, which had resisted at first, became the scene of horrible tragedies. Galatia
conformed without resistance. According to the observation of E. Venables, ‘the fate
of Cappadocia depended on Basil’,!? whose firm stance was aided also by the events
within the imperial family - e.g. the sudden illness and subsequent death of Galates,
the emperor’s only son - having at last been crowned with success: Basil finally
carried the day.

The various episodes of this remarkable event within the history of the
Christian Church are corroborated by several ancient authors, including St. Gregory
Nazianzen, Sozomen, St. Gregory of Nyssa, Socrates Scholasticus, Ephraem the Syrian,
Rufinus and Basil himself2? From our viewpont, however, another aspect is similarly
important regarding Theodoret's attitude towards this event, namely: the period of
the composition of his Ecclesiastical History. As it becomes evident from scholarly
research, Theodoret wrote his own church history during the Eutychian controversy,
concluding it in 449-450 during his exile in Apamea after his removal from his
bishopric by the Latrocinium Ephesinum and Emperor Theodosius 11.21 Within this
context, the example of St. Basil - similarly maltreated by the secular power for his
refusal to accept heterodoxy - gains a different dimension. Basil, who in Theodoret’s
memory represents Diodore’s faithful ally against the Arian, Apollinarian and
Macedonian heresies, is not only a point of reference in doctrinal issues, but also a
forerunner worthy to be followed in similar situations of unavoidable injustice. In
this sense it is interesting to observe the words and expressions Theodoret puts
into Basil's mouth when he meets Modest, the prefect charged by Emperor Valens
to offer him the choice between deposition and the acceptance of Arian doctrine.
After Modest had promised him the emperor’s friendship in exchange for his
abandonment of orthodoxy, and suggested that by doing this the bishop could
become the very means of conferring great advantages upon many people around
him, according to Theodoret’s Ecclesiastical History,

0 8¢ Belog €kelvog avrip ,,petpakiolg” €pr ,,tovtovg That divine man [Basil] said: this sort of
Gpudtterv Tovug Adyous. Ekeivor yap kal ol éketvorg talk is fitted for little boys, for they and their
TpocGuoLoL TEPL T ToladTa Kexrvaoty: ol 8¢ toi¢ like are gasping for such things. But they who
Beiog Aoyiowg évreBpaupévor mpoéoban pev v are nurtured by the divine words will not
Belwv doyudtwv obdepiav avéxovtar cuMaPriv, suffer so much as a syllable of the divine

19 William Smith and Henry Wace, eds., A Dictionary of Christian Biography, 4 vols (London: John
Murray, 1877-87),1, 119.

20 See e.g. the sources mentioned by E. Venables in Dictionary of Christian Biography: Gregory
Nazianzen, Oratio 20, 351; Sozomen, Hist. eccl. 4, 16 and 6, 16; Gregory of Nyssa, Adversus Eunomium;
Socrates Scholasticus, Hist. eccl. 4, 26; Ephraem, Monum. Eccl. Graec. ed. Coteler, IlI, 63; Rufinus,
Hist. eccl. 11, 9; Epp. no. 68,94, 104, 110, 111, 128, 244, 251, 279, 280, 281 etc.

21 Cf. Johannes Quasten, Patrology, 3 vols (Utrecht: Spectrum, 1950-1986), 111, 551.
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unep 8¢ tovTwv, el Séor kal mdoog To0 Bavdtov Tig teachings to be let go, and for their sake are

idéag domdlovrar v 8¢ Pacidéwg @ihiav péya ready, should need require, to embrace

Hev Nyoduon uet” evoefeiag, dixa 8¢ tavtng dAe- every kind of death. I hold the emperor’s

Bplav drmokoA®.” friendship to be of great value if conjoined
with piety; otherwise I doom it to be
devastating.2

The above statement of the great bishop, ‘the luminary of the world’23, as
Theodoret called him, viewed not only within the context of the confrontation
between Basil and Emperor Valens in 372, but also from the angle of the exiled
historiographer’s situation, gains a new perspective if we compare it with some
recurrent formulae in Theodoret's letters composed during this period. Perhaps his
most known apology, written in the summer of 448 is his Epistle 88 addressed to
his unscrupulous opponent, Dioscorus of Alexandria, who, upon having convinced
Emperor Theodosius II to issue an order confining Theodoret within the limits of
his diocese (an antique version of house arrest), succeeds to obtain his condemnation
and destitution in absentia at the Latrocinium Ephesinum in 449. Here, being already
blocked by the imperial order, Theodoret tries to explain his own position concerning
Christological doctrine, evoking his appreciation by Theodotus and John of Antioch,
and making interesting allusions to their education in piety:

“E€ uev yap £tn dietéleon Siddokwv Emi To0 TG
Makaplag kal Oolag puvApng ©eoddtov tod Tig
Avrioxéwv €mokdmov, 6¢ kal Piew Aaumpd kol
7] v Belwv Soyudtwv €kekdounto yvdoer
tplar kol déka A Etepa €ml TOD pakapiov
"Iwdvvov, 8¢ TocolToV £yavvuto daAeyopévwy
NUGOV, O duew T Xelpe Kvelv kal daviota-
ofar moAAdKic. Ot 8¢ monddBev toig Aoyioig
toig Oefog évteBpaupévos dxpipf Alav eixev
v Belwv doypdtwv thv €idnowv, éuaptipnoev
£V TOIG YpAupaoLv 1} ayldTng 1) on.

Six years I continued teaching in the time of
Theodotus, bishop of Antioch, of blessed and
sacred memory, who was famous alike for his
distinguished career and for his knowledge
of the divine teachings. Thirteen years I taught
in the time of bishop John of sacred and
blessed memory, who was so delighted at
my discourses as to raise both his hands [i.e.
applauded] again and again to start up: your
holiness in your own letters has borne witness
how, nurtured as he was from boyhood by
the divine words, the knowledge which he
had of the divine teachings was most exact.2*

The message is very clear: those who are ‘nurtured by divine words’ (toig

Beloig Aoylowg évreBpaupévor) and know ‘the divine teachings’ (ta Oela ddypara),
represent the guarantee of orthodoxy - regardless of the age in which they live.
Similarly, Basil himself had also used the term ‘the nursling of the blessed Silvanus’
(Bpéupa toD yakapiov Zthovavod) when referring to Diodore of Tarsus. Theodoret,

22 Theodoret, Hist. eccl.,, 4,9 (TLG: 243, 14-20). Cf. Blomfield Jackson, Basil, 119

23 § 1§ oikovpévng ewotrip. Theodoret, Hist. eccl., 4,9 (TLG: 243, 1).

24 Théodoret, Correspondance I, Edited by Yvan Azéma, Sources Chrétiennes 98 (Paris: Cerf,
1964), 208. Cf. Jackson, Theodoret, 279.
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in his Ecclesiastical History uses the formula ‘nurtured/nursling in divine words/
teachings’ in various places, especially when referring to the necessity of solving a
conflict.25

In Theodoret’s correspondence we find examples when the formula ‘nurtured
by divine words/laws’ is used as some kind of admonition addressed to those, who,
in the vision of the bishop of Cyrus, had departed from this ‘nourishment’. The most
eloquent example of the kind we find in his Epistle 113 addressed to Pope Leo I in
449 after his anathematisation by Dioscorus during the council of Ephesus in 449
(Latrocinium). Theodoret laments the fact that not even criminals are condemned
by judges before they themselves do not confess their guilt or the testimony of
others does not establish this fact. His critique directed towards Dioscorus, who, as
the judge in Ephesus, did not give him the chance to present his own viewpoint, but
rather deposed him without a trial, sounds as follows:

‘Hudg 8¢ 0 toig Oeloig vopoig évtebpappévog Yet he who had been nurtured in the divine
névie kal tpidkovia otabuoic dgeotnkdtag laws, condemned us as he wanted, whilst I
KATEKPLVEV (G NOEAT|CE. was thirty-five days’ march away.26

Theodoret’s argument here is that even secular laws prescribe the listening
to both parties, yet Dioscorus, despite having been ‘nurtured’ even in ‘the divine
laws’ (which surpass the secular ones), commits such a grave injustice against his
colleague. Even so, Theodoret is ready to accept this condemnation and destitution
if Leo were to advise him to do so. The tone of the letter is that of someone who had
been wronged, who is seeking consolation and guidance from his illustrious
colleague: it is rather difficult to consider it as ‘a letter of appeal’, as it has often been
suggested.2”

Using the above expressions (‘nurtured in divine words/teachings’)
repeatedly (both projected into the past as well as in his contemporary personal
correspondence), Theodoret, in a totally subtle, perhaps even involuntary manner,
on the one hand leads us to perceive the similarities between different historical
contexts of secular involvement in doctrinal disputes. On the other hand, he offers
us some possible remedies by the historical example of the forefathers. If in the
words attributed to the great Cappadocian forerunner there is a small amount of
self-consolation as well, Theodoret, through the prism of the injustices which he
had accepted with admirable spiritual nobleness, may be forgiven for this.

Returning to the letter addressed to Dioscorus of Alexandria, amongst
other fathers of the Church, Theodoret refers also to St. Basil, listing him together
with the ‘luminaries of the world”:

25 Cf. Theodoret, Hist. eccl. (TLG: 73, 21; 201, 2; 211, 10; 218, 2; 234, 4; 247, 11; 267, 4; 271, 7;
282, 14; 309, 24).

26 Théodoret, Correspondance 111, Edited by Yvan Azéma, Sources Chrétiennes 111 (Paris: Cerf,
1965), 62. Cf. Jackson, Theodoret, 294.

27 Cf. Jackson, Theodoret, 297.
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ISTVAN PASZTORI-KUPAN

Tadta yap kol mapd TG Oetog Tpapric edddxOnuev These lessons we have learnt alike from the
kol Topd tdV Tawtny fpunvevkdtwv Matépwv, holy Scripture and from the holy Fathers
AAeEGvdpou kol ‘ABavaciov tdv peyodogpdvwv who have expounded it, Alexander and
KNpUKwV tfg GAnbelag, ol tov drootoAkodv bu@v Athanasius, loud voiced heralds of the
diexdopnoav Bpdvov, kal BaotAeiov kai Tpnyopiov truth, who have been ornaments of your
Kol TV FAAWV TC OIKOUUEVNC PUOTAPWV. apostolic see; from Basil and from Gregory

and the rest of the luminaries of the world 28

Within the context of this letter’s genesis, the elegant allusion to the fact
that Alexander and Athanasius were ‘the ornaments’ of Dioscorus’ throne leads us
to perceive also the expectation from their successor to be ‘a herald of the truth’
himself. The epistle is composed with humility, but the author does not flatter his
addressee: even if they are not contrasted with Dioscorus directly, ‘the luminaries
of the world’, i.e. Basil and Gregory are still ‘the rest’ or ‘the others’ - as opposed to
the actual patriarch of Alexandria.

In his own Ecclesiastical history, a few chapters after the evocation of the
encounter between St. Basil and Valens, towards the end of vol. 4 of the work,
Theodoret dedicates a chapter ‘to the illustrious bishops of the time in Asia and
Pontus’. The tone of the short eulogy brought to the example of the three
Cappadocians by the banned prelate of Cyrus speaks for itself:

Among the bishops were the two Gregorii, the one of Nazianzus and the other of
Nyssa, the latter the brother and the former the friend and fellow worker of the
great Basilius. These were foremost champions of piety in Cappadocia.z?

The bishop of Cyrus concludes his history in exile, yet the choice of the final
event is significant: on the last page he writes about the death of Theodore of
Mopsuestia in 428. In the same year Nestorius will be made patriarch of
Constantinople, yet this episode does not appear at the end of the book: the author
does not wish to present any event at which he participated (including the doctrinal
controversies), leaving this task for the posterity. Theodoret’s Ecclesiastical History,
therefore, does not become a personal apology: this is further evidence revealing
the remarkable human personality of the blessed bishop of Cyrus.
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28 Théodoret, Correspondance I, 208. Cf. Jackson, Theodoret, 280.
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