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T he Theology of the Introduction and Sermon
“De Corpore Sanguıne Christ_,

attrıbuted to_]ohn Pamascene S

The Introduction and Homuily De Corpore el Sangumne Christı 15 taken A4s 1N-
authentic by nearly scholar oft the Damascene’s works. Unlike the other
dısputed works of John Damascene, which A E disputed the orounds of the
manuscrıpt tradıtions, there AT G really z 1ssues discuss ere OTIlC 1SSuUe 15
indeed the manuscrıpt tradition  B but ın thıs CASt there 15 second an purely
theological 1SSsue well, concerning the theology of the rısen body of Chriıst
and 1tfs relatıon the euchariıst. It 15 wıth thıs that 411 be concerned iın thıs

It 15 NOLT DUrDOSC tackle thıs aSDECL of the problem here, 45 ındeed the quest10ns iınvolved AT

lıkely be vVCILY difficult resolve; however chall Z1ve briet SUIMINAL Y of the general posıtıon
It W as when Hoeck (ISB addressed the problem 1in hı1s 1951 artıcle (Hoeck, “Stand

und Aufgaben der Damaskenos-Forschung” Orientalia Christiana Periodica (1951)
5-60)

The work CONsIsts of Introduction and Homily the Eucharist. Mıiıgne 95.401) prınts L e
quıien’s Parıs ext of thıs work, oiven by Mıgne “Regıus, which ascribes the Introduc-
t10n (and by ımplıcatıon the Homaily well) DPetrus Mansur, apparently kınsman of John
whose famıily WE W as Mansur: Varı0us have een made ıdentify Petrus urther, but
wıthout SUCGeSS.- number of other manuscr1ıpts W.GT'G known Lequıien, and It 15 be o1ven due
weıght that ot them (accordıng Lequıien) ascribe the work St John

Hoeck cautions us that Lequıien DAVC LW locatıons tor the Parıs Manuscrıpt which reters
Petrus Mansur 2428 \nunc. 900 ] and 2414 Inunc. and„Hoeck ımselt could NOT
locate the manuscrıpt which these locatıon numbers reterred (p ZIs In.)

Nonetheless, Hoeck dısputes ıts authenticıty CVECIN He (p Z that lınguistic S1M1-
larıtıes CAall be Put OWnN CONSCIOUS imıtatıon, and adds that the Colophon which precedes
tollow nearly all the manuscrıpt, which SayS that thıs Chapter c  1S tound 15 the IN OST ancıent INanuUu-

scr1pts, being mutilated, and being copıed ftrom hıs () W hand 1ın code  » ralses doubts 1n hıs mınd
(Hoeck oes NOL specify what those doubts are). It 1S 1eW that thıs 1SSUE 1s tar trom satıstac-
torıly resolved, and that 1n 1eW of the darıng quality of 1tfs theology the question of the 1114a11lUu-

scr1pt tradıtion 15 C(HIE that scholars 1n that tield miıght ell undertake aıth profit.
(1996)
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Theological problems raısed by scholars
1ın respect of De Immaculato Gorpore .

Hoeck, 4S 5S>AaW, admıts that there AF simılarıties of language between De
Immaculato Corpore and the resi of John’s wrıtings, but they could
2aVe been consci0usly imıtated. There 15 of COUISC, lıttle that C(HIG Call Sa Y agaınst
thıs, EXCEDL that wıthout other evidence ot inauthenticıity 1t 15 something of
speculatıon. Darwell Stone CvVEenNn BOCS tar 4A5 Sa y that there 15 broad theologı-
cal agrecemen 4S well, despite also optıng tor inauthenticıty theological
orounds.

However, everal OMmMMEeNTALOTS other than Darwell Stone AaVe claimed
urther problem 1ın ascribing De Immaculato Corpore ST John, by picking OUutL

(as he does) what they SC of theology that Damascene would
2Ve avoıded. It 15 declared, both 1ın the Introduction and 1n the Homauily ıtself,
that Christ’s rısen body 15 NOLT be ıdentitied wiıth the eucharistic specı1es until
after they aVe been consumed. (It IS incidentally, worth remindıng oneselt COMN-

stantly that the author oe€es NOT Sa V that the rısen body 15 absent from the
eucharist prıor the communıcatıon of the specıes. He merely STates that It and
the sacred specı1es AUC NOTLT be ıdentified untiıl atter the communıcatıon of the
SpeCI1€S.)

The explanatıon o1ven tor thıs 15 that the body which W as raısed trom the
Tomb 15 LIrue body but NOLT mater1a]l body, NOT that Christ 15 disembodied but
that he 15 wıthout blood and wıthout tlesh, and CANNOr be subjected
ter1a] actı1ons ıke MeCNT breakıng, chewing and the ıke

The body incorruptible through the resurrection 15 NOL broken, 110 C:  y 1L1LOT drunk: and the 1N-
corruptible body Oes NOL contaın blood, but COI: might It properly be called flesh?*

He SCS cıte (ın much abbreviated form) Gregory ot Nazıanzus’ Oratıon
46, sayıng:

“Believe that Christ the Son of God 11 COTNE agaın wıth the oft hıs olory jJudge the
lıyıng and the dead longer tlesh, but NOLT dısembodied, by those TCasOmnls he hımselt knows?, of

dıyvıne body, ın order both that he miıght be C141 Dy those who murdered hım, and that he
miıght remaın God beyond thickness*.

TO ÖLC ING AVAOTÄOEMC ÜAQOAOTOV OOUO OU XACTOL, UTE EOOLETAL, UTE MLVETOAL UTE ALuO TO
AQOAQTOV KEXTNTAL OOUCO, aM UTE 01070]= OLV ÖLXALLOC OVOUÄCOLTO (95.408B-C).
Correcting the FeXT 1n Mıgne match that 1n Barlaam and Toasaph: Migne’s 15 untranslatable
1t stands, and 15 probably Just
LOTEUE AÄOLOTOV TOV ULOV TONU (1} NEELV ITÖLALV WETOA ING EVÖOEOU QUTOU NMAQOVOLAC XOLVOL
COÖOVTAC XL VEXQOUC OUHXETL WEV 010700208 OU% AOOUWATOV OE, OLG OLÖEV QWÜUTOC AOYOLG,
OEOELÖEOTEQOU OWLATOG, .  LV ”CLL OO C®  NÖ TOWOV EXKEVTNOÄVTOV, XCLL WELVN ©EOC zr  ECO®
NMOAXUTNTOG (95.408C).
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That 15 5SdV, that the risen body of Christ 15 NOLT dimensional “thick”> body, OTL

Al least, that 1t 15 body whose dimensions dıtter ftrom those of the mater1a|
world hıs question occurred Thomas Aquınas ASs ell (Summa Theol. IIla
q./6 a.6), wh addresses the SATIIE problem and concludes that the rısen Christ 15
presecnt ın the SACTAIHNEN C VCIl durıng the time that It 15 subjected materı1al
LFGALIMEeHNE Aquiınas holds that these ‘dimensive qualities’ (as he them) A
concerned wıth the accıdence of the bread and wıne alone, which of CGCOWTSeEe

maın, and NOT wıth the risen body, which 15 present but NOLT under mater1a]| di-
mens10ns.

But the author of thıs Homily oes NOT quıte adopt thıs solution, though the
LW AIC NOT mutually exclusive, thınk He CAaHOr aAaCCCPL that the sacred specı1es
ATC be ıdentitied In A OAY wıth the rısen body of Chrıst, which 15 bloodless,
tleshless, outsıde anythıng PTODCI ‘thıckness’, that 1S, spatıal
e1] The sacred specı1es CAaNnNOT be the risen body because they arc

manıftestly materı1al, and being treated 1ın dimensional, “thick”? WAaY. What 15 bar
us consıderıng ourselves full partıcıpators in the resurrection® MUSLT, he d

LCASOTl, also be bar the bread and wıne.
However, Lequıien 15 moved deny John’s authorship of De Immaculato

Corpore:
“ For SINCEe John relıg10n 15 deecline the least trom the maxıms and Sayıngs of hıs elders, tar 1t
would be trom hım assert that the body of the Lord whiıch LOSC trom the dead W as outsıde
blood 4A5 1ıt W ds outsıde corruption. For thıs Greek Father 1s known ave saıd, and 1t NGENY.
much approaches the ot Orıgen, which ONeE would tee] LHOFG deeply reco1l] trom

))greatiy than John Damascene

Darwell Stone AgICCS wıth Lequıien. “"There 15 ONn remarkable passage” he SayvyS
C  1n which the between the pre-resurrection and the rısen body of Christ
15 pushed the EeXTeNT of sayıng that the rısen body had blood, and 1t AD PCAars

NAXUTNG, thiıck thıs word 15 used 1n the Samne WAdY 1n the thırd yatıon AA e Holy Icons chapter
26; Kotter I11 134 It reter the STOSSTNCSS of materi1alıty, Lts limıtations ın comparısonwıth PUIC spırıt.

Reterences Kotter AT the volume number, Papc number and where relevant line number
(ın superscrı1ıpt) of the erıitical edıtıon of John Damascene’s wrıtings. Kotter, i )ıe Schritten
des Johannes VO Damaskos”. Patristische Texte und Studien, Berlin 19694$+* ols his Ycıtes ftrom vol (Exposıtz0 Fide:) Berlın E9/3, and vol (Contra ımagınum calumnıiatores OTYad-
FtLONeSs treS) Berlin 1975
( Cyrıl of Alexandria On John 1PG74.362B] “"T’hıs thick (NÄXU and earthly body 15 sanctı-
tied through IMr thıck and congenıtal partakıng / OLÖ MAXUTEQAGC XCIL OUYYEVOUG AyYLÄCEOOOL
WETOAANWEGIG 1.e of the sacramental specıes] anı 1$ called incorruption”.
Nam C4 e1 relıg10 ma1ı0rum placıtıs dıct1s vel 1nımum discrepere, procul aberat, uL

Domuinı COTDUS quod surrexıt moOrtu1l1s, ut1ı corruption1s, 1ıta SANZU1NIS modo CXDECIS CESSC
Hoc enım Patrum Graecorum CINO effutuisse noscıtur, nımıumque ad Orıgen1s SCI1SUM accıdıt,
YUUCIM Joanne Damasceno nullus persenserıt melius ve] exhorruerit mag1s, PG95.397/8
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be ımplıed that the body ot Chriıst which 15 o1ven and received 1ın the eucharist
15 1ın the condıtıion of the preresurrection NOT the rısen body”, cıtıng thıs ftrom St
John

“r he body that 1s incorruptible Dy of the resurrection 18 NOLT broken L1LOT L1LOT drunk:;
neıther Oes the incorruptible body POSSCSS 0O Iso ıt would NOL 1ın the PropCr be
called tlesh hıs body and blood ot OUT God of which partake 15 corruptible, being broken
and poured OULT, anı drunk”

Stone 15 torced, rather ıke Hoeck, concede that there AL simılarıties be-
thıs wrıtıng and the Damascene’s wrıtiıngs, sayıng that “ most of the teach-

ıng contaıned 1n It 15 of the SAalille character 45 that of St John of Damascus and
lays SIrESS; he does, the parallel between the Holy Ghost descending the
holy Mother of OUTr Lord and cCausıng her, though vırgın, CONcCelve her dıyıne
Son and the descent ot the Holy Ghost 1n the eucharıst whereby the bread Aan!
wıne AiIC supernaturally made be the body and blood of Chrıst” Nonetheless,
agaın ike Hoeck, he CAaNnnOT bring hımselt AaCCCPL John 4S the author, and
ZUCSSCS, though wıthout ALLY specıfic explanatıon, the De Immaculato Corpore 15
of later ate than John’s time.

The tact that the author quotes trom Gregory the Theologıan 1n order SUPp-
pOrt hıs 1CW MUST surely, though, be taken mark 1n tavour of John’s author-
shıp, because the of thıs cıtatıon ın De Immaculato Corpore ZOCS COIMN-

clusiıvely agaınst Lequien’s cla1ım that “  NO Greek Father 15 known AV€ sa1d
thıs” Gregory manitestly holds that the resurrection body 15 outsıde beyond
materı1al relations (EE® NAYXÜTNTOC) and STAaties clearly that 1T CAanNnnNOT be called
flesh, and CANNOTL be sa1d contaın blood; an consequently, there 15 LG4S0OR

deny Johannıne authorship the orounds that there 15 EAe of the-
ology that John would NOT ave made Above all; both Gregory anN! the author
ot De Immuaculato Corpore could easıly poıint Scripture 1n order SuppoOrt
theır claıms:

hıs 5SdY, brethren, that tlesh and blood CAaNnnOT inherit the kıngdom of God, LACDT: corruption 1 -
herıt incorruption”.

There 15 also SOINC jJustification tor sayıng that thıs VIEeW 15 AT least NT CONTra-
dicted by the authentic wrıtings oft St John Damascene. In Exposıition X6 (IV 13)
he cCautlons us:

The body which 15 Orn of the holy Vırgin 15 1n truth body unıted ıth dıvıinıty, NOLT that the body

Stone, The Doctrine of the Holy Eucharist, ols London 1:909. vol 1572
TOUTO ÖE COTJLLL, AÖEAQOL, OTL OÄ0E XCLL ALULO BAOLAELOV £O1) XANQOVOUWNOAOL OU ÖOÜUVATAL QUÖ:
PI00C0 UNV APOAQOLAV XANQOVOLEL Cior. 15v20)
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which W aAs received Into the heavens descends, but that the TrEeA! iıtself and the wıne Ad1C

changed iınto Od’s body and blood,*

which either indicates agrecement wıth De Immaculato Corpore that the rısen
body remaıns 1n heaven and CAaNnnNOL be sa1d avVe reversed the decisıve of
the Ascensıon 1n order be mater1ally present Al the eucharıst, OTr indıicates that
John wıshes emphasıze that ıt the riısen body 15 present 1ın the eucharist, It 15
nonetheless still wıth Christ’s Person al the rıght hand of the Father. Whiıch of
these 15 the Cdas«c 15 NOLT made clear, but whichever of them 15 preferred the line
taken by the author of De Immaculato Corpore that the rısen body cshould NOLT
be ıdentified wıth the mater1a| specı1es CannOTL be sa1d be denıed by [DDama-

Likewise, although Damascene speaks ot the ‘deitied body and blood’!! thıs 15
(WHGE agaın neıither contirmatıion 1L1LOT den1al oft the theology of De Immaculato
Corpore. On the tace of 1t thıs might ADPPCal I1CAN that tor the author of the
Exposition the bread aAN! wıne AdIC deitied whiıle still mater1a] and subject
ter1a] MECNT, whereas tor the author of the Homily that CAaNNOTLT be Its author
W0uld hold, thınk, that thıs phrase refers the fact that, 4S W 9asS the Case 1n
Jesus’s MI1NISTLY, the body and blood of the Lord dIC unıted the dıvınıty but AT

NOT 4S yelrl rısen, and thus 4S yeLrl NOT the recıplents of the qualities of the rısen
body. It 15 key-point of hıs thought that AT the epiclesı1s the bread and wıne 2A16

hypostatically unıted the Word but ATIC NOLT be consıdered °rısen) untiıl
consumed by the communıcant.

hen 1T 15 lıtted 1n the hands of the priest 45 uUDOI the (Sross, and being broken 1t 15 distrıbuted,
and thus 15 burijed 1n u an It makes us cCO-incorruptible ıth hım For thıs 15 the boundary-
pomt ot theY. It Ooes NOLT COrrupt 1n Uus, Just the body oft the Lord dı NOL COrruptL 1n
the tomb But untıl recelve it; 1t 15 subject things belonging corruption.

hus iın both the minıstry of Jesus anN! 1ın the eucharıst the mater1a| humanıty oft
Christ 15 unrısen, but still deıtied, mater1a] and subject mater1a]| lımıtatıons
though 1t 15. When rısen, 1ts characteristics change totally, MC 4S they do 1ın the
communıcant. So the phrase “deitied body” 1n the Exposıtion oes NOLT ımply
theology inconsıstent wıth that of the Homauly. The wrıter of the latter belıeves
that the bhasıs oft hıs heavıly emphasized parallel between the Incarnatıon and

10 ZOUA SOTLV AaAnOÖC NVOUEVOV DOEOTNTL, TO E'V, ING AL AQO0EVOU OOUCO, OUY OTL  Z TO
AvahnpOEv oOUA SE OUOAVOV KOTEOQYETAL, a OTL  ZE QUTÖG O ÜQTOG XCLL OLVOC WETANOLELTAL ELG
OOUO XCLL ALULO, ©&EOU, Kotter 11{ 9494—96.

11 Exposıtion (IV 13)) Kotter {1 195155
12 ELTO VWODTAL EV TALC XEQOL TONU LEQEWC C Va  nl OTOQUQOU, XCOLL ÖOLAOÖLOOTAL KXAGOUEVOV, XCLL QOUTWC

CV NULV ÜAMNTETAL, XCLL. OUVAQMOAQLCEL NUAÄS ToVtoO YAOQ FOTL TO ING OLXOVOULAG. O
ÖLAMOELOETAL EV NWLV, WC OU ÖLEPOAON TO TOU XQLOTOV GOUO EV TW w.„  S r  EWC Ö$ ING NUOV
WETOANWEOIG NMÄVTO ING PO00ÄG UNOUEVEL 409C-D).
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the conversı1on ot the eucharistic specı1es, Just Christ W as God atter the Incar-
natıon and yerl betfore hıs resurrectlion, LOO the eucharistic specı1es Caln be sa1d

be deitied after the conversıon Aan! yer before theır resurrection wıthın the
communıcant.

The dısputed but by definıtely SpUr10us Johannıne [GxX1 Barlaam
an Toasaplh chapter I 164 cıtes the SAl E LEeXT trom Gregory’'s Uratıon, but
ET the author has edited OUuUtL Gregory's OU% DE  STL WEV 01010108 OU%X AOOUATOV Ö$
despite keeping OEOELÖEOTEQOU OWUATOG, which miıght be argued indıcate t._
CIt disagreement wiıth Gregory’'s posıtıon. But the cıtatıon trom Gregory has
been consıderably edited by the author of Barlaam AAan Toasaph 1n number of
places beside thıs ONC, wıth much added it: much removed trom 1t;, and much
of It relocated, all mater1a]| which 15 beyond reproach, tor example, exhor-
tatıon “recelve I1.e aCCEDPL 45 true| besides thıs the resurrection”, and Scr1p-
ture-based reterence taıth wıthout works. J would be PICSUMIE tar LOO
much regard the Om1ss1ıon of OU% 3E  STL LWEV OOOXO, OU% AOOUATOV Ö£ 4S theo-
logıically motıvated, especıally A4ASs OEOELÖEOTEQOU OWUATOG has been retaıned.

hıs theology INa Yy surprise and iındeed everal problems of ınterpreta-
t10n, and there certaınly AL SOTINEC difficult questions arısıng trom it. but that
MUST NOT be allowed iınfluence us into ascrıbing the work sately SOIMNC

known and presumably lesser theologıan. It 15 NOT contradıicted by the accepted
authentic wrıtings by the disputed OMNCS, and 1ın the 1absence of other ındı-
catıons oft ınauthenticıty MUST al least maıntaın OPCI1 mınd But LLLOTC 1 -
portantly there 15 something of MAFLGr of princıple er that remarkable and
orıgınal theological work of the patrıstic per10d chould NOLT be allowed tall
into theological obscurıty sımply because 1ts authorshıp CAannot be iıdentitied.

14 Other theological 1Ssues which meriıt discussıon

The Conversıon of the Elements by the epiclesis.
The orıgıinalıty ot thıs lıttle work becomes yelrl IHOTE as delve LNOTEC

deeply Into ItSs thought. The Homuily De Immaculato Corpore usS$s wıth
ınteresting interplay between the Words of Instiıtution an the epiclesıs, S$1M1-

lar that 1n the De Fide Orthodoxa. As 1n the De Fide Orthodoxa, 1T 15 clearly
stated that the epiclesıis effects something ıdentical the Incarnatıon, wıth the
Person oft the Son of God entering the womb of the Theotokos:

Lang, ST John Damascene: Barlaam and [oasaph, Loeb Classıcal Library (repr.
p.278
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“ HOow then O€es thıs COINEC about? There W as the Holy Vırgıin, the table, havıng the IMatLier of the
body then accordıng the angel’s VO1Ce Holy Spiırıt CATLLIE UDON her. hen the of the
Most Hıgh overshadowed her, the divıne Word, the divine PCISO "UNOÖOTAOLG];, and took tor
himselt [MO00EAÄPETO] tlesh trom her: an 1T lıes there, as 1n the womb of the Virgıin, the IN Y S-
t1C table, Matter 4S the rea! and the M1X of wıne and water  1

hıs 15 then specıiftically linked by the author the epıclesıs, the invocatıon
and intervention of the Holy Spırıt, tor the conversıon of the bread and wıne:

The Priest SaVS, lıke the Angel, In order that the Holy Spirıt might intervene an sanctıfy and
make thıs bread the holy body of Christ, and thıs CUD the PreC10US 00 of the Christ”.!>

But despite thıs connection between the Incarnatıon the OIl hand, and the
epiclesı1s and conversiıon the other, the author ot the Homauily has, 1ıke John,
promiınent place tor the Words of Instıtution 4S ell He desceribes how 1t W as by
the Words of Instıtution that Christ made the tirst eucharıstıic convers10n, AT the
ast Supper:

Takıng rea! and CUD of wıne andyhe SAVC thanks and blessed, and sa1d “T'hıs 15 mY body”
And 1ın place ot the natural 1.e dıgestion], the bread and the wıne and became
hıs body and blood through hıs word!®e.

Like St John iın the Exposition, the author of the De Immaculato Corpore
hold that the conversıon W as etffected by the Words of Institution AT the ASt

Supper but 15 effected by the epiclesı1s at subsequent eucharıst, although he
oes NOT perhaps bring OUut the ınk between them as clearly A John oes 1n the
Exposıtion. In both CaAaSCS, the epicles1s AaDPCaLs invoke of conversıon
comparable that of the Incarnatıon, and the Words of Instiıtution SE the ast
Supper that thıs diviıne 15 Al work 1n the eucharıst.

Further ACES of conversıon tollowıing the epiclesis.
We AaVe already noted that the De Immaculato Corpore advances theory of
oradual conversı1on apparently beginnıng before the epiıclesıs, and concludıng
after the sacred specı1es aV been distributed and consumed by the taıthful. hıs

14 IIC OUV VEYOVEV; EX%EL IV ÖÜ 11000EVOc TOANECA, EXOUVOC TINV UANV TOUV OJOUATOS SELITO
XATO INV TOU A YVENOU DOVNV I Iveüuca O YLOV ETNAOEV SI QUTYV. 'TOTtsE ÖUVAULG TON X WLOTOU
UT ENTEOKLAOEV, Cel AOYOC, ELC UNÖOTAOLG, XC NOOGEAAUHETO SE QÜTNG 010701408 XCIL
Ös KELTAL, C SV YOOTOL ING AQO0EVOU, EV Tn TOATNECN T WUOTLXN; UAN QÜOTOC XCLL TO sE
OLVOU XL VOOTOC XOCUO.

15 NOLV LEQEUG, WDC O YVEAOG, va EINTLOOLTNOOV I Ilven TO Ö YLOV AYLÄLON, XL MTOLNON, TOV LEV
QOTOV TOUTOV OOÖOUO O YLOV AQLOTOU, XCLL. TO JOTNOLOV TOUTO ALULO TLULOV XQLOTOUV(

16 AaßOV YOOQ QOTOV XCLL MOTNOLOV EE OLVOUV X”CLL VOATOG, NUXAOLOTNOE %CL NUAOYNOE, XCLL ELE
ToÖtoO UOV EOTL TO TOÖUO. KaLl OLVTL NS QUOLXNG OLXOVOULAG, QOTOC XCLL OLVOC OUV VOOTL OÖLCL
TONU AOYOU AUTOV VEYOVE OOUC CL ALULO AUTOV (95.408B).
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theory 15 NOLT be tound OT CVCI1 hınted AT posıtıvely (D“ negatıvely ın the
‘“authentic’ wrıtings of the LDamascene.

Despite statıng that the rısen body CAaNnnOT be sa1d be presecnt ın the 11=-

sumed SaCrament, the grounds that 1T 15 subject mater1a|l TECALIMNENET,; the
author ot De Immaculato Corpore undoubtedly holds, Sa earlıer, that the
actıon of the Holy Spirıt tollowing the epiclesı1s the bread and wıne into
the body and blood of Christ. It 15 clear trom thıs work that the author SCCS the
bread anı wıne AS, Al thıs StagC, 1n the posıtıon A the flesh of the iıntant
Jesus. There 15 CVEn saıd, Just Sd be hypostatıic unıon of Sacı AIn

and God the Word

hen the ot the Most Hıgh overshadowed her, the dıvıne Word, the divıne PCISON
/ UNÖOTAOLS], and took tor himselt |NOO00EACHETO| tlesh trom her and ıt lies there, AS 1n the womb
otf the Vırgın, the mYyst1c table, TMaLer AS the bread and the M1X of wıne and Water.l

But ıke the tlesh of the ınfant CHrist the sacred specı1es hypostatically unıted
the Word AIC corruptible and materı1al, capable of urt and MOVINg 1ın mater1a]|
sphere, that 15 5SdY, still wıthout resurrection. Indeed, they bear relatıon
Christ’s risen body whatsoever, EXCEPL such relatiıon miıght be sa1d A
isted between the rısen body and the ınfant body. The OTMNEC MUST, clearly, be
changed into the other, and the author selects the sımplest explanatıon of how
thıs about: Just 4S the iıntant body became rısen OIlC through being tirst
erucıtied anı then raısed, LOO MUST the sacred specı1es be erucıtied and raised.
The problem ere 15 how explain the unıty of the z riısen bodies thus PTO-
duced, the question which the Homily 4S whole 15 addressed.

The author SCS the analogy of infant analogy which John SCS 1ın dif-
terent but NOL wholly ditferent CONTEeXT 1n De Duabus Voluntatibus twıce 1n
thıs work, an 1n LW WaYyS. Fırst, he applıes 1t OUu  — relatıon Christ. 1It 1N-
fant applıes the POWCIS of eatıng and drınkıng tood, that tood then becomes
subject those POWCLIS an 15 contormed them, the NAature of the ınfant works

increase 1n Its body by applyıng 1ts natural CCONOIMNY the tood the tood
longer subsıists accordıng Its z princıples alone, but accordıng those of
the iıntant. The eucharistic body of Christ has thıs effect us (95.406 AB) It
“consumes’ Uus, makıng concorporal (OUOOWUOL) wıth Chriıst because the prın-
cıples oft Hıs NATUTEe ATC applied us W e thus become the body of Chrıst, OV 6I

increasıng; an He 15 OUTr head 1ın much 4S He the princıiple of (1 He

Second, the author applıes the analogy the sacred elements 1n theır relatıon
Christ. hıs tiıme, the analogy 15 taken back bırth 1t 15 NOT the applicatıon

17 OTE OÜUVALULG TONU X WLOTOU UT ENMEOKLOOEV, OeWc OYOC, EL UNÖOTAOLG, XCLL
NOOGEAAHETO EE QÜTNG OÜOX0 X”CLL DÖE HELTAL, WC CV YOOTOL ING AO0EVOVU, EV TN TOANECN T
WUOTLXN, UAN CIn QÜOTOC  FA XCLL. TO SE OLVOUV X”CLL VOCTOC XOCUO (95.4093 c
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of the natural CCONOMY but the constituting of the bread an wıne 4S possessing
these POWCIS actıvely, NOT merely Aas passıve recıplents of 1E

For the seed of Its tather 18 certaın beginnıng ot the constıitution of the body ot the intant.
Nourishment 15 yaıned trom the blood of the mother, and change (OCCGUuTS trom underlyıng Mat-

Lr 1Into Organıc body, accordıng the o1ven the Aature from the reator ot C(UT

natfure and> and thus tlesh and blood, and bone, and the rest of the members ATC Selt

gether through attractıve, retentive, nutrıtive anı dıgestive POWCLIS, and 1ın such IMAanner the SUuD-
plementatıon |n00007XMN, addıtıon; a1d, assıstance], through the body of the infant, through
the digestive, attractıve, retentive and nutrıtıve POWCLIS, makes tor iıtself the increase of the body.
And theretore Iso 1n the increase ot the body ot the Lord Can be discerne the divine
CONOINY of hıs enfleshment, and crucıfix1i0n, and burıal, and resurrect1ion, and incorruptibility”®.

Not only, then, oes the epiclesı1s result 1ın the overshadowiıng ot the sacred SPC-
C1es by the Holy Spirıt, but the (second) elevatıon of the OSst and the distri-
bution result ın the erucıtix1ion of the bread and wıne unıted wıth Christ’s divıne
Person and ıts burıal, undergoing resurrection wıthın the taıthful Sa

earlıer. The sacred elements ATrC NOLT consumed 1n thıs lıiturgical CCOLLOUILL V, but 1N-
carnated, hypostatically unıted Chaist: Just hıs earthly body W as, NOLT thıs
t1ime thınkıng of the increase of the body through eatıng, but of the ınıtıal consti1-
tutiıon ot the MC princıples ot the body by which It Ca  - be sa1d be that of the
Word The author distinguishes between kind of “core’ body that has the

of assımılatıon, and body that has been assımılated by Its POWCLIS. the tor-
ILEeT 15 the Sacrament, the latter the communıcants. 'The S21CFramen. 15 constituted

thıs OTE body by the lıturgical consecratıons and CVCIL less 15 1T possıble
pın-poıint the ‘moment of consecratıon)’ ın the De Immaculato Corpore than It 15
1n the authentic wrıtiıngs, tor ın the De Immaculato Corpore IT 15 PTOCCSS which
takes place VCTI SOLILLC tiıme, and which requıres LO than OMNC liturgical “event‘
whereas the communıcants AT 'C assımılated, by the POWCIS whiıch thereafter
sıde 1n the Sacrament, Chriıst’s body.

Thıs power’, ıkened the nutrıtıve and other natural DPDOWCIS of human
body, 15 the V“ make incorruptible. “Then» wrıtes the author of the
Homauly .&  1t 15 elevated ın the hands of the prıest, the Cross; and being
broken It 15 distrıbuted, an thus 15 a1d rest ın Uus, an AL made INnCOrrupt-
ble together wıth »”  ıt SINCE Chriıst’s body did NOLT COrrupt 1n the tomb, but W as

15 )ECP NUOV YAOQ ONO00Ö TOUVU NATOOC OX TL LOTL TNG TOU OWOUATOG TONU DOEMOUC OVOTAÄOEWSC
XOONYELTAL Ö$ TOOCN EX TV ING UNTOOG ALWÄTOV %CL VLVETOAL WETOBOAN TON ÜUNOXELWEVOVU
VALXOU ELC OOQYOVLXOV OÖOUC, HOTA INV 009£100V TY POUVOLLV NAQC TON ANWLOVOYOU ING
QUOEWG 1UOV XCLL ÖUVAÄULEWG, XCLL UTO OÄ0E X”.CLL ALUC, XCLL OOTEC, XCLL TIO OLILC TOV WEAOV
GOUVLOTATAL ÖL EAXTLANG X.CLL KXOOEKTLANG X”.CLL AÄÄOLWTLANG, 11TOL ODQENTLANG ÖUVÄULEWGS OWOLWC
%CL ÖLÖ ING DOOOEWC TOUVU OWOUWATOG no000NXN, ÖLC ING OQENTLANG NTOL EAKTLANG, XCLL
KOOEKTLANG, XCLL AANOLOTLANG ÖUVALEWC INV QUENOLV TOLELTCAL TOUV OWOUWATOC FEOÖösı OUV XCLL. CV
T ENAVENOEL TOU KUQLAXOU OWUATOC 0EW  CL MOOOV INV OLV OLXOVOULOLV TNG COUTONU
OU0XWOEWCT, X.CLL OTAUVOMOOEMWGC, X.CLL TAQNGS, CL AVOOTÄOEWG, XCLL AROAQOLAG
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raised(The bread, being A last pertectly changed and rendered factı-
t1UE, 4S It WEIC, Aa the COIC body of Christ; the faculties of assımılation being
o1ven it: makes whom 1t touches iıke ıtself.

In what oes thıs make us Christ’s body 1n what AF “cCON-
sumed’? The iıdentitication of the actıon of the eucharıst wıth incorruptibility,
made by the author, MOST naturally remınds of AX1ImMUS the Conftessor’s CAatrTe-

tully aboured poınt:
We do NOL become thıs body through the loss of OUTr OW: bodies:; 1OTr agaın because Christ’s body
Pa Into HS hypostatically 15 ıvided Into members:; but rather because contorm the
lIıkeness ot the Lord’s tlesh by shakıng otf the corruption of S1IN. For Just 45 Christ 1n hıs manhood
W as sınless by NatLure both 1n tlesh and soul, LOO who beljieve 1n hım, and ave clothed OUT-

selves In hım through the Spirıt, Can be wıthout SIN f choose

AXx1mus the right background agaınst which interpret thıs LEXI: (par-
tiıcularly + It 15 by John 'The actıon of the eucharist 15 the orantıng of incorrupti-
bilıty, Just 4S the actıon of the epıiclesı1s 15 (eventually) the granting of INnCOrrupti-
bilıty the OStT. Obviously, the ditfference between usSs 45 the body and he bread
45 the body 15 that while WC AdIC consumed, do NOLT then ave the W
transmıt that incorruptibility others, although thıs 15 NOLT spelled OUuUtTt by the
author. He, ıke John in hıs Third Speech the [cons,; would doubtless poıint

20the fact that WC AL NOT hypostatically unıted, unlıke the bread and wıne.
W e should OLE that the analogy of the iınfant, 45 sed of the eucharist AT allLYy

rate, 15 PuL dıfferent US«CcC PTE ftrom that ın the Exposıtion (or anywhere else,
tor that mätter): In the Exposıtion, the analogy 15 sed chow how the elements
AdIC be regarded 4S AL ONMC wiıth Christ: wıth Gregory of yssa (Or. (2aPan 37)
In the De Immuaculato Corpore the elements are thus shown be converted
oradually, an be oıven render the recıpıent incorruptible,
phasıs comparable OM  ( tound by McPartlan (Iollowıng de Lubac) 1n AUugus-
tiıne’s thought“”. In the Exposıtion John nonetheless SOINEC XCn stands
trom Gregory of yssa 1n emphasızıng the hypostatic unıon, the aSpECL of the
Incarnatıon of the bread and wıne rather than Just the assımılatıon by eatıng; but

OMNEC close, the best of knowledge, the extraordınary theory of
the De Immaculato Corpore. Whether OTL NOLT It 15 by John and SCC WAY at
the MOMeEeNT of provıng Its authenticity of disproving 1T either 1t 15 certaınly
testiımonYy orıgınal mınd of subtlety.
19 Second Century T’heology Translation 1n the Philokalıia ed Palmer, Sherrard aMı Ware,

vols, London 1981, vol 158
(} Chapter 2 9 Kotter {111 3459-62.
7A4 McPartlan, The Eucharıst Makes the Church (1& Clark 1993 4) where he draws OUTr at-

tention the theme ot “eater being eaten“, and 1 9 555 6772 where he makes uUus«e of
Conf. ‚  ‚ (PE32,742): %;  NeC E ın mutabıs, SICUT cıbum CAYNIS LUAE, sed mutaberıs In


