


Howis Jesus Christ both fully God
and fully man’




Now t hat t he “fences
the Trinity, the question causing controversy
was “how could di vi ni
uni ted I n one man?’”

Everyone agreed that Jesus was God
Incarnate, but they disagreed ohow Jesus
was God Incarnate.

Christ must be divine to be a worthy sacrifice
for our sins.

Christ must be human to be a representative
of humanity.

But how was Christ both?



Apollinarius(d. 390)

The body or physical natures lower than the
soul or spiritual nature.

Jesus’ body (physical
spirit (mind) was divine.

“God I n a bod.”

An omniscient being inhabiting a creaturely
body.

Christ used a body as a vehicle without
actually becoming human and experiencing
human limitation and suffering.



Gregory of Nazianzuss29-391)

* Rejected this explanation.

* If Jesus was not completely human then our
human nature cannot be completely saved
through him.

|l f Jesus’ humani ty Wwe
nature then the “wonoc
not work.



The Antioch Church
VS
The Alexandrian Church




The Church oAntioch
with BishopNestorius (d. 450)

Jesus Is two natures and two persona
divine nature anda human nature.

The eternaldivine Logos andhe human
nerson Jesus in cloamion.

_Ike a marriage where two remain two, but
pecome one unit.




The Church of Antioch
with Bishop Nestorius (d. 450)

 The human person was born, educated,
tempted, killed andraised whereas the
divine personperformedthe miracles,
revealed the wisdom of God and saved
humanity.



The Alexandrian Church
with BishopCyril (d. 444)

* Christ Is one nature and one person.

 In him the natures of God and humanity are
joined so closely that they form a compound

Or hyb rl d " Jesus is really God = @

Jesus is really human = @
Jesus is 100% God and 100% human = @




The Alexandrian Church
with Bishop Cyril (d. 444)

« Cyril felt the Antioch position simply led to a
form of Adoptionism
— The Idea that the body of the man Jesus was
merely adopted by the divine Logos.

* Thus the Son of God/Logos never actually
becamehuman.

* Not only does the human person remain
distinct from the Logos, but he Is a different
person from the Logos.



The Alexandrian Church
with BishopCyril (d. 444)

* Though Antioch was$rying to uphold the true
humanity of Jesus without allowing it to get
swallowed up In higeity, Christturned out
to be two individuals not one.

* The Son of God/Logos did not truly
experi ence human exi
but only by bei ng “a
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The Alexandrian Church
with BishopCyril (d. 444)

The Son of God/Logos took upon himself a
human nature and existence while remaining

t

t

ruly divine.

"he Logos was not a human person prior to
ne incarnation.

The person of Jesus was the eternal Logos

who took human nature through Mary.

Mary, (Mother of God) gave birth to God,
according to his humanity

This Is the essence of the incarnation.



The Alexandrian Church
with BishopCyril (d. 444)

* God the Logos did not come into man, but
truly became man, while remaining God.

|t was not a “marri ac
HypostaticUnion— union of two realities In
one hypostasigperson/subject), the Logos.

« Jesus Is not one divine person and one
human person, but only one person after the
union.



The Church oAntioch
with BishopNestorius (d. 450)

 But If, after the union, Jesus becomes one
nerson of one nature, how Is he human?

 Plus, how is he God?

* Has he not become some kind of hybrehot
really God or human, but some new thing
altogether?




Sowho'’' s r i1 ght

Antioch Alexandrian




The Council of Ephesus

In 431 the Council of Ephesus was called to
try and resolve the matter.

Cyril and those on the Alexander side voted
to endorse Cyril’™s poc
Nestorius and the Antioch side, but they did
so before his side could show up and defend
themselves or vote.

* When Nestoriusand his crew did show up

they condemned Cyril and confirmed
Nestorius.



The Council of Ephesus

 Thenmore delegates from Rome arrived and
condemnedNestorius again.

 The Nestorius side then threated to break
themselves off from the church.

 Finally, whenword of all of this reached the

Emperor he intervened and stronglyrged
the sides to compromise.



The Council of Ephesus

* Theydid by affirming Christ as, after the
union, one person of two naturegsot
divided.

* ThisFormulaof Reunionwassignedin 433 by
both the bishops of Alexandriand Antioch
and ratified by the emperor.



But not everyone was happ;L
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For the next 18 years things
were pretty tense and after Cyril died
In 444 things got crazy with everyone
condemning everyone else on the
exact precision of how exactly Jesus
was two natures not divided.



At a new council of Ephesus in 449 things
got so heated that a gang of heavily armed
monks quickly took control of the councll
advocating for a posi
natures before the union; one nature after the
uni on. "’

Painted by Jim Bowen




« Some of the opposing party, led by a man
nameEuyticus called for these monks to be

burned to death.

* A letter was sent by Pope Leo upholding the
first Ephesus Councill.

 But when a man named Flavian attempted to
read the letter the armed monks attacked
and beat him so badly that he died shortly
after.




* The new Ephesus Council was nicknanida
w200SNXead: { @y 2R

O maturen ot di vi ded?” r a
nat ures not di vi ded’



The Council of Chalcedon

The bi shop of Rome (*“P
would not accept this.

— Leo managed to turn Attila the Hun and his army
away from attaching Rome).

He had boldybwiedavith’fudl honors in
Constantinople.

He then called all the bishops of the great
churches to attend a council of Chalcedon In
May 451to settle this.

Leo’ s Tome was <clrcul a
to be read.
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LEO THE GREAT

Leo the Great
d. 461 Theologian and Bishop

"I Elicited decree supporting papal primacy from
Valentinian 1l in 445
Argued against Eutychean monophysite theology
“Tome of Leo” submitted to “Robber Council” of
Ephesus(449) where it was suppressed
“Tome” was ratified at Council of Chalcedon, 451
Two natures subsist in Christ in perfect harmony

"I Negotiated with Attila to protect Rome in 452

* Proclaimed “Doctor” by Benedict XV in 1754

[A]ithough in the Lord Jesus Christ there is one Person
of God and man, yet that whereby contumely attaches to
both is one thing, and that whereby glory attaches to both is
another; for from what belongs to us he has that manhood
which is inferior to the Father; while from the Father he has
equal Godhead with the Father. Accordingly, on account of
this unity of Person which is to be understood as existing in
both the natures. . . the Son of God took flesh from that Vir-
gin of whom he was born; and on the other hand, the Son
of God is said to have been crucified and buried, inasmuch
as he underwent this, not in his actual Godhead, wherein
the Only-begotten is coeternal and consubstantial with the

Father, but in the weakness of human nature.
Tome of Leo
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The Council of Chalcedon

* On Oct. 8. 451, just over 500 bishops, 18 high
state officials and the Emperor and Empress
attended.

* They needed thdemperor and Empresas
they were the only ones who could get all of
the bishops inside the same building and
keep them there without killing each other.

Leo’s Tome was read,
on Oct. 25, 451 it was approved.




The Council of Chalcedon

The result became the forth Ecumenical Councill
after:

1. Nicae&a325) - Deity of Christ
2. Constantinople(381) — Deity of the HS

3. FirstCouncil of Ephesus (431one person of two
naturesnot divided

4. Councibf Chalcedon (451

The 29 and 4" councils were essentially enhancements
on the 1 and 3! councils.



The Council of Chalcedon

e Though t 1 s possible to
humanity and divinity as two distinct
natures, in reality their union in the
l ncarnation made t her
nature.”’

e Th&K&1J2 4 i | Gis\tlee” gzg A 8 ¥ & a
dzy A 8 §/ € J e s naturesaftdr hso
conception.




The Council of Chalcedon

 Like the Creed upholding the Trinity, this was nc
meant to define how Christ was fully God and
fully human, but to give the parameters in which
one could safely and Biblically reflect on it.

*The four fences of Ch
natures in one person were that it had to be:

« Without confusion
« Without change

« Without division

« Without seperation



The Council of Chalcedon

« Without confusion

« Without change

« Without division

« Without deprecation

* As long as you stayed within these fences you
could express the mystery of the incarnation
however you wanted.

—The churchwasatpeace ... at | eas
moments.



Chalcedon Creed

Following then, the holy Fathers, we all
unanimously teach that our Lord Jesus Christ Is
to us One and the same Son, the Ssdfime
Perfect in Godhead, the Seffame Perfect in
Manhood; truly God and truly Man; the Self
same of a rational soul and body; esssential
with the Father according to the Godhead, the
Seltsame ceessential with us according to the
Manhood,



Chalcedon Creed

like us In all things, sin apart; before the ages
begotten of the Father as to the Godhead, but
In the last days, the Sefame, for us and for
our salvationborn of Mary the Virgin, Mother

of God ado the Manhood One and the Same
Christ, Son, Lord, Onllyegotten; acknowledged
In Two Naturesunconfusedly unchangeably,
indivisibly, inseparably;




Chalcedon Creed

the difference of the Natures being in no way
removed because of the Union, but rather the
properties of each Nature being preserved, and
(both) concurring into One Person and One
Hypostasis; not as though He were parted or
divided into Two Persons, but One and the Self
same Son and Onlgegotten God, Word, Lord,
Jesus Christ;



ChalcedorCreed

evenas from the beginning the prophets have
taught concerning Him, and as the Lord Jesus
Christ Himself hath taught us, and as the
Symbol of the Fathers hath handed down to.us



