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Apophaticism and Cataphaticısm 1ın
Protestantism

Constantıne Prokhorov

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG römisch-katholischen un orthodoxen Kirche), dDO-
phatische Theologie In ıhr übliches epistemologisches

| )iıeser Aufsatz legt die grundlegende Überlegenheit des Konzept integrieren. DITZ meılsten Nachfahren der
aphophatischen Ansatzes Inegatıve Gottesaussagen|] über Reformation en E sich In Glaubensdingen bewusst
den kataphatischen |Lpositive Gottesaussagen| dar, WeTlN versagt_, ihr ertrauen auf mMaterielle Grundlagen

{Z' und beten er den unsichtbaren C5Off d  7 derGotteserkenntnis In der christlichen Theologie geht
er Protestantismus, der häufig (und oft verdienterma- nicht abgebildet werden kann. Darüberhinaus legt der
Sen) des unmälßigen Rationalismus beschuldigt wurde, Autor eınen hbesonderen Schwerpunkt auf eınen apopha-
steht diesem Problem eigentlich gleichgültig gegenüber. tischen Umgang muiıt dem Herrenmahl un schlägt VOT,
DITS vorliegende kurze Studie beabsichtigt aufzuzeigen, dass russische Baptisten diesen Kıtus NEeUu überdenken
dass Protestanten mehr Anlass en (Im Vergleich ZUT und en als eın Sakrament begehen

e

RESUME
XIEe orientale) d’inclure l’apophatisme dans leur approche

“auteur de cel article considere JUE Ia VOIEe apophatique epistemologique yan intentionnellement
de Ia ConNnNalssance de J1eu EsT fondamentalement supe- rejete ’appul SUT des obje materiels DOUT servır de pomt
rieure Ia olıe cataphatique theologie chretienne. L e de epa 1a fOl, 1a Dlupart de ECUX qU! ıtuent dans
protestantisme, qui Est tfrrequemment (e SsOuvent INJUS- I9 igne de 19a reforme adorent 1E J1eu invisible, qu'on
tement) AaCCUSE@ de rationalisme excessif, est aılt reste DEeUtL Das representer ar portrait. |’auteur mel
indılferent Celle question. Le present el hbref travai|l de Outre accent particulier SUr l’approche apophatique
recherche veut mMontrer YuUueE les protestants ONT davan- de 1a cene el suggere JUE les baptistes [ USSES eCconNsIı-

derent rıte IU accordant E abel de sacrementT!.tage de ralsons (que 1E catholicisme romaın et ’orthodo-

e y q  —

SUMMARY
and Orthodox helievers include apophaticism In their

This sShOows the essentia| superiority of the dDO- epistemology. Havıng eprive themselves intention-
phatic WdY of KNnowing God (Q)VeTr the cataphatic WdY In ally of reliance material beginning In ISSUES of al
Christian theology. Protestantism, IC IS frequently MOST followers of the Reformation worship the God NVIS-
(and often deservedly) accused of EXCESSIVE rational- ible, who cCannot He portrayed. Additionally, the
ISM, has actually remained indıtterent his roblem. DUtS specia| emphasis the apophatic approac the
The Dresent rıe research intends ShOW that Protes- | ord’s Supper, suggesting that (Russian) aptists should
tants have EVEeET)] 1T11OT1e rounds than oman Catholics reconsider his rıte and openliy style it d Ssacrament..

D  D

Introduction the Christian author (Pseudo-) Dıionysius the
In his marvellous reatIise yStLC Theology, 1C Areopagite introduced the notion of the WdYS
probably from the early Middle Ages, of the Christian knowledge of God ! The IrSt WdY
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1S cataphatıc (KXTAOATLKOC) and CONSIStS of tradı- part in relation apophatıcısm, which has
tional posıtıve STALCMECNTIS, for example °God 15 inexpressibly wıder and deeper world VICW.
lıght’” (1 Jn 159 T hıs 15 d theological approac In Isaıah 64 :4 and Corinthians find A
which describes God through aflırmative 1- surprisıng promıise: °No CVC has SCCH, 110 Cal has
t10NS who 8 whart he 15 TIhe second WaYV 15 ear  b 1O mınd has conceiıved whart God has DPIC-
apophatıc (ATODAXTLKOG) and rejJects an V attcempt pare for those wh: love him At rst glance the
Ar rational definition of the Deıity. It 15 based apophatıc approach the theme of eternity SUS-
complete negation, for example, continumg the gested ere (by 111CanNs of several negations) Car-

ought 1ın John } “CLhere 15 110 darkness In ries lıttle information an lose OUuUL the
hım  » hıs 15 the approac which describes God cataphatıc approach, for Instance, . COMIDAIC
through negatıve ST who (TE what he 1T wıth the detailed description of the heavenly15 NO  - hıs 15 the o-called “mMore excellent Way Jerusalem iın Revelation W However, thıs IMpres-(ef. Cor 12:51 which fearlessly proclaıms the S10N iımmediately disappears AN AS SOMNC-
benefit of the humble Christian ack ofowledge how INANASC MmMaster the apophatic method,
V{ I: allıYy intellectual effort Whatever human an then the brief “Nnegatıve’ description of
would thınk about God, IT 15 disproportionate heaven 1ın the Bıble 15 wonderfully transformed.
hıs CSSCTIEL: and ZrCalnCcSss (Isa 55:8-9 ‘T hings that the CVC has NOL seen...} apophatıCataphatıc knowledge 15 the INOTC accessible cally exclaım the prophet Isa1ah an! the apostleand CUSLOMAr Y of the At the tiıme, 1T
has Obvious, previously determined borders that

Paul Let us siımplify the idea, reducing IT the
cataphatic EVEC what things E OUr CVCS SCCH ı E e n Ka aa äbe transcended. pophatıcısm, ON the earth? Certainly, In the fallen world INGEr much

other hand, 1S capable of breakıng rough the eviıl an SIN. At the SAaMıc tıme, WC aVEC the
VICIOUS cırcle an of accomplishing spırıtual
ascensiOcN the Lord However, knowledge 1ın tunıty CeN]JOY the masterpieces of artısts,

sculptors an architects; ca  z E the magnıif1-the usual SCI1S5SC of the word disappears; language TWA of divine creation all around. YEL accordingbecomes sılent, proving itself powerless CXDICSS Isaı1ah and Paul, that 15 nothing‘ when comparedthe inexpressible, 2A13 primacy 15 g1ven PLayCI- the things God has prepare tor hıs childrenfu.  > mystical fellowship wıth the invisıble, INnCOM- from al eternity.prehensible God who CAaNNOL be epicte and, Aat ‘Things that the Car has NOT heard Livingthe time, loves uS wıthout lımıt an 15 close
us TIhe feasıble combinatıon of both methods ON earth Rar declarations of love from people

who ATC Car ur hearts, the penetrating wordof knowing God IS apparently, the VCLY blessing of Christian preaching, and MOVINg SINSINS yeLthat Christian ought Str1ve for. until God hım- these thıings Al nothing, earıng heaven Inself answers questions ıIn eternity. mınd!
‘T ’hings that ave NOT entered the CAart of

Biblical apophaticısm man Although INanıV wonder spırıt-enno-
When WC immerse ourselves ıIn the divine wısdom bling iıdeas an creative revelatıons already
of Scripture, WC INGCeTl apophatic STAatemMe«eNTS Uus, all these things dIC absolutely nothing 1n

COomparıson wıth what ll COMINC ıIn eternity!almost DAsSC IThe ftoundatıon of 0d’s J1 aw.  „ Ihus, startıng from cataphaticism, which 15the TIen Commandments, 15 almost completely
apophatıc. The Decalogue, which un1ıquely O1VES usual for MOST people, WC gradually LNOVC the
people freedom In the Lord, teaches the (few apophatic WdY, which W as already meditated Dy

SOIINC of the church fathers, WdY IC fearlessiythings that PDCISON should NOL do, rather than
(many things do You NOT make for VOUTFL- As IT 1s wrıtten:

proclaıms the superlority of d person’s ignorance.“
self al ıdol; YOU chall NOT take the of the
Lord 1ın vaın YOU chall NOT murder; yOU shall NOT know INan ıIn Chrıst who fourteen AYO
COMMItT adultery; YOU NOT steal; VOU chall NOT whether In the body d0 NOLT know, OLr UT of
bear Aise WItNESS agalnst VOUTLC neighbour; YOU the body do NOL know, God knows such

NOT VOUFFC neighbour’s house. Whart 15 INan W ds$ caught the third heaven.
the of all thıs? IThe cataphatıc WdY of think- know how such INan whether In the body (1

Ing 15 imıted an superficial that It normally from the body do NOT know, God knows
be considered only 4S ddıtion (or SOIIC small Was caught INntOo Paradise and heard INEN-
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ÄPOPHATICISM AND (LATAPHATICISM PROTESTANTISM

pressible words, which INan 15 NOF permitted God In fäct: tew people doubt that humankind 15
speak 2 Cor 2-4 created ın the image of God and according hıs
IThe MOST educated of people, who only short lıkeness, NOLT ıIn of the body but of the soul

whıile before belonged the elite of Jewish SOCIETY, (reason, feelings, will) apophaticism AS
INOTC perftect WaY DO1INtS dırectly the invisıblethe apostle Paul humbly FeCOSNISES the inability of

hıs mınd an language describe divine MYSLCK- God, both In the Old (Ex 33:20 an the New
1e€s What then Call be sa1d about other people? “We Testament: wh: alone POSSCSSCS iımmortalıty

an dwells In unapproachable lıght, whom Ianlknow ıIn part an prophesy In Dakt; for NO
has C)I: Cal SC  e TIo Hım be honour an eternalSCC ın d mırror dımly (4 Cor KS9: _2Z) hıs 1S

the destiny of PCISON living earth A dominıon! Amen)’ (1 Lim 6:16).
pOoeCL sal1d: a DIty people who do OT know God; Fhüus: Mature Protestantism, following

Scripture, involuntarıly the WdY of ADO-DIty people wh know al about Hım *
phaticiısm which 15 Oonly accessible those who
AaVE left Infancy behind. then much INOTC 15

Protestant apophaticiısm evealed A Christian than he knew before. In
Mystical theology, based the apophatic thıs CONTEXL, Protestant indifference pilgrim-
method, ıIn HE time received sufhcient reCOgNI- dASC the Holy Land (during the Reformation
t10N in the Christian world In both the West an an ater) becomes understandable, because

for Christian the ITruHe Jerusalem 15 heavenlyEast,°® although the Orthodox Church has far
probably expressed greater rESPCCL for apophati- Jerusalem and NOTLT an earthly ONe  15 COn OCCASIONS
CISM. Protestantism, which 15 frequently (and when al Orthodox Roman Catholic believer
ften deservedly) accused of EXCESSIVE ratiıonalısm, MUST himself, It 15 sufhcient for Protestants

DIaAY mentally; aM usually they do IT wıth theırhas actually remaıned indıfferent thıs 1Ssue. TIhe
PFresSCNL e research intends ShOow, StraNgC CVCS closed,; NOL resorting the mediation of
AS IT INaV SCCHI; that Protestants A CVCN IMOTEC materı1al image. The Protestant worship servıice 15

inherently apophatic, AS AIC their church architec-grounds (ın COomparıson wıth Roman Catholics
and Orthodox believers) include apophatıcısm EUTC,; the internal ecoration of theır PIaycCcr houses,
In theır COINMON epiıstemological CONCCDPL. theır °Purıitan’ lıfestyle, P The Russıan DOCL

First ofall: SC Protestant apophatıcısm In the TIUtechEV. wh Was sensitive 1SSUES of faıth, PCI-
fectly expressed thıs peculiarıty of Protestantism ınrefusal worshiıp alıYy kind of sacred Images an
1834objects such 4S 1CONS, STAaLUECS, holy relics an holy

Havıng intentionally deprived themselves love the Lutherans’ divine SEFVICE,
of reliance material beginning, MOST follow- Their rıtual strıct, significant, and sımple
CIS of the Reformation worshıiıp the God Invisıble, ea Are walls an CMPLY Temple
who CAaNNOT be portrayed. avıng DUt their LIruSst understand the hıgh teaching Of‘l6
In STatements of Scripture,° an havıng declined At Sunday school Protestants do NOT forbid
ambiguous, frequently inconsistent church tradı- children UuSsSCc drawıngs !l uUuSsSsCc the cataphatıct10Ns the g1ven theme, Protestants, t_ method); they do NOL, however, AaCCCDL alıV WOTI-
cdly for themselves, aVve number of doubtless shıp ofsuch images. Here Caln remember Cur1-
theological advantages VOTr. historical churches. usSs paradox which Cd  a be observed INanYy times ın
For CVCN the MOST perfect of 1CONS 15 inherently the histOory ofChristianity: churches ın xhıch 1CONS
sımılar anthropomorphic STatements about God WEeEIC paınted quite ften persecuted secular paınt-In the ©: which, undoubtedly, condescend Ing (mainly in the Middle Zes ut Protestants

the cataphatic thinking of feeble humanıty, d WEeEIC usually NOLT strıict in this regard. hus tol-
though God actually had Cars;‘ eves;* lips,? nNands;® lowers Ööf the Reformation, AS rule, distinguished(eer * W1ings, “ feathers: G Such imagınatıve fundamentally between relig10us all secular art,Ullustrations AIC probably 1n certaın WdY CCCSs- showing sever1ty ın the former CdSC an conde-
Sar y for infants 1ın faıth and knowledge, including SsCeNsION ın the latter. The heavenly Original 15 LOO
Protestants. But Just AS 1T WOU be unthinkable an inexpressible Aare show hım Dy

SEr oneself the task of portrayıng, for example, AallYV selection ofpaınts, whıle the INACCUFrACY of AarL-
lıving human soul,‚** IT 15 Iıkewise unreal 1Sts ıIn depicting the fallen materı1al WOTF. 15 quıtepaınt pıcture of the soul’s Origin, the invısıble pardonable. hat which 1s usetful an permissible
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for children quıte Often 18 NOLT for adults; that 15 ble of the body and blood of the Savıour
why MOST Protestants recommend leavıng behind al the Lord’s Supper in the biblical LEXT ınvarıably
imperfect IMages and, wıth fear an trembling, swıtches VG: repeated mention of the bread
MOVINg A excellent WaY, directly ddress- and CUD, meanıng completely interchangeable,
Ing the invisıble God VNONYVYIMNOUS In Corinthians 1090:16=-17

thıs Dattern could be expressed Dy the following
scheme:Eucharistic apophaticiısm CUD bloodut Christ CGAMIC earth ıIn the HeSA,; people wiıll bread body bread body PEtell us In the New Testament WC read: SIN ONC

nAs God Arı aV time; the only begotten God,; In the Eucharistic LG XE which 15 MOST frequently
quoted, Corinthians F1235:29; the given schemewho 15 iın the bosom of the Father, has made hım 15 INOTC complexknown)’ (Jn L: 156): ‘| Christ |® (CONSTANTINE PROKHOROV ®  for children quite often is not so for adults; that is  ible presence of the body and blood of the Saviour  why most Protestants recommend leaving behind  at the Lord’s Supper in the biblical text invariably  imperfect images and, with fear and trembling,  switches over to a repeated mention of the bread  moving to a more excellent way, directly address-  and cup, meaning completely interchangeable,  ing the invisible God.  synonymous concepts. In 1 Corinthians 10:16-17  this pattern could be expressed by the following  scheme:  4. Eucharistic apophaticism  cup - blood  But Christ came to earth in the flesh, people will  bread — body — bread — body — bread  tell us. In the New Testament we read: ‘No one  has seen God at any time; the only begotten God,  In the Eucharistic text which is most frequently  quoted, 1 Corinthians 11:23-29, the given scheme  who is in the bosom of the Father, has made him  is more complex:  known’ (Jn 1:18); ‘[Christ] ... is the image of God  invisible’ (2 Cor 4:4). Does this mean, then, that  bread — body — bread — bread — body — bread  it is possible to portray the invisible Lord? Hardly.  — body  cup - blood — cup - cup - blood - cup  Christ did, indeed, come to people in flesh as a  true human being, but that does not diminish  Here we can remember John 6:48-58 in which  apophaticism in knowing the Lord, for who is  Jesus calls himself the bread of life:  capable of depicting Christ as the Son of God and  God the Son? Here the brush in the hands of the  bread — bread — bread — bread — bread — flesh —  flesh — flesh — flesh — flesh — flesh — bread — bread  icon painter fails.!8  Bearing in mind the known differences between  It is not difficult to imagine a situation in which  the Lord Jesus would choose an apostle not only  the Roman Catholic, Orthodox and Protestant  from the Jews, who were not trained to draw and  approaches to the interpretation of the Lord’s  Supper, can the apophatic approach to the prob-  sculpt;, but a Greek, competent in the fine arts,  who would then take care to preserve the Lord’s  lem help us in any way? Certainly! Already in  image and statue for future generations — a way  the Athanasian Creed there appcars a statement  which was common in the ancient world. But this  about the unconfoundability and indivisibility  of the Holy Trinity.”! The fathers of the Fourth  was not pleasing to the Saviour at all. He went in  (Chalcedon, 451) and Sixth (Constantinople,  the completely opposite direction, which all of his  future disciples must respect:  680-681) Ecumenical Councils arrived at the same  idea, only in connection with a Christological  While they were eating, he took [some] bread,  problem — in what way the two natures and two  and after a blessing he broke [it], and gave [it]  wills ofthe Lord Jesus Christ relate to each other.??  to them, and said, “Take [it], this is my body.’  The father of the Reformation, Martin Luther, in  And when he had taken a cup [and] given  his most important work The Babylonian Captivity  thanks ... said to them, “This is my blood of the  ofthe Church (1520), came very close to the same  covenant, which is poured out for many’ (Mk  idea concerning Holy Communion:  14:22-24).  I... after floating in a sea of doubt, at last found  Thus, it was not an icon of himself that Christ left  rest for my conscience in the view ... that it is  behind, but the Lord’s Supper.!* The Eucharistic  real bread and real wine, in which Christ’s real  bread and cup, which are outwardly unlike a  human being, apophatically reveal the Lord com-  flesh and blood are present ... No one may fear  to become guilty of heresy if he should believe  pletely to Christians: ‘Is not the cup of blessing  in the presence of real bread and real wine on  which we bless a sharing in the blood of Christ?  the altar, and that every one may feel at liberty  Is not the bread which we break a sharing in the  to ponder, hold and believe either one view or  body of Christ?” (1 Cor 10:16). Hence, Christ left  the other, without endangering his salvation ...  the bread and cup to us for Holy Communion,  I firmly believe not only that the body of Christ  and the New Testament everywhere mentions  is in the bread, but that the bread is the body  them along with the words which rationalistic  of Christ ... In order that the real body and the  understanding cannot comprehend, that they  real blood of Christ may be present in the sacra-  are, in essence, the body. and blood of Christ.?  ment, it is not necessary that the bread and wine  At the same time, the statement about the invis-  be transubstantiated S  76 “ ET 23:1.  ä1S the image

invisıble? (2 Cor 4:4) Does this INC then, that bread body bread bread body bread
IT 15 possible pOrtray the invısıble Or Hardly. body

CUD blood CUD CUD blood CUDChrist did, indeed, COMNC people iın flesh 4S
ITG human eing, ut that OC€Ss NOT diminish Here 0al remember John ın which
apophaticısm 1ın knowing the LOrd. for who 15 Jesus calls hiıimself the bread of ıfe
capable of epicting Christ 4S the Son of God an
God the Son” Here the brush ın the hands of the

bread bread bread eal rFeal flesh
flesh flesh flesh flesh flesh bread bread1ICON paınter faıls.'!® Bearıng 1ın mınd the known differences betweenIt 15 NOT dithcult imagıne Ss1tuation In which

the Lord Jesus would choose apostle NOT only the Roman Catholic, Orthodox an Protestant
from the Jews, wh WEeEIC a traıned TAaW and approaches the interpretation of the

Supper, Can the apophatiıc approach the prob-SCulpt, but A rec COMpeECLCNL 1n the ine arts,
wh: would then take CaAarc the Lord’s lem help UusSs 1n alıYy Way” Certamly! Already In

iımage and STAaLueEe for future generations WdY
the Athanasıan ree there ADDCAIS A STatementT

1W d COMNLMON In the ancıent world ut this about the unconfoundability and indıvisıbility
of the Holy Trinity.“ Ihe athers of the FourthWas NOT pleasıng the Savıour Ar all He WeEeNnNtT ıIn (Chalcedon, 451) an 1Xt (Constantinople,the completely opposıte direction, which al of hıs

future disciples MUST rESPECL:
0-6}} Ecumenical Councıls arrıved Aat the SAadmIllce

idea, only In connection wıth ChristologicalWhıle they WCIC eatıng, he took some | bread, problem ın what WadYV the Natures and
and after blessing he broke [1t], and SAVC |1t| wills ofthe Lord Jesus Christ relate each other.“

them, an sald, “Take E1 thıs 15 INY body.’ Ihe father of the Reformation, Martın Luther, ın
when he had taken CUD |and| gıven hıs MOST important work The Babylonıan Captıvıtythanks® (CONSTANTINE PROKHOROV ®  for children quite often is not so for adults; that is  ible presence of the body and blood of the Saviour  why most Protestants recommend leaving behind  at the Lord’s Supper in the biblical text invariably  imperfect images and, with fear and trembling,  switches over to a repeated mention of the bread  moving to a more excellent way, directly address-  and cup, meaning completely interchangeable,  ing the invisible God.  synonymous concepts. In 1 Corinthians 10:16-17  this pattern could be expressed by the following  scheme:  4. Eucharistic apophaticism  cup - blood  But Christ came to earth in the flesh, people will  bread — body — bread — body — bread  tell us. In the New Testament we read: ‘No one  has seen God at any time; the only begotten God,  In the Eucharistic text which is most frequently  quoted, 1 Corinthians 11:23-29, the given scheme  who is in the bosom of the Father, has made him  is more complex:  known’ (Jn 1:18); ‘[Christ] ... is the image of God  invisible’ (2 Cor 4:4). Does this mean, then, that  bread — body — bread — bread — body — bread  it is possible to portray the invisible Lord? Hardly.  — body  cup - blood — cup - cup - blood - cup  Christ did, indeed, come to people in flesh as a  true human being, but that does not diminish  Here we can remember John 6:48-58 in which  apophaticism in knowing the Lord, for who is  Jesus calls himself the bread of life:  capable of depicting Christ as the Son of God and  God the Son? Here the brush in the hands of the  bread — bread — bread — bread — bread — flesh —  flesh — flesh — flesh — flesh — flesh — bread — bread  icon painter fails.!8  Bearing in mind the known differences between  It is not difficult to imagine a situation in which  the Lord Jesus would choose an apostle not only  the Roman Catholic, Orthodox and Protestant  from the Jews, who were not trained to draw and  approaches to the interpretation of the Lord’s  Supper, can the apophatic approach to the prob-  sculpt;, but a Greek, competent in the fine arts,  who would then take care to preserve the Lord’s  lem help us in any way? Certainly! Already in  image and statue for future generations — a way  the Athanasian Creed there appcars a statement  which was common in the ancient world. But this  about the unconfoundability and indivisibility  of the Holy Trinity.”! The fathers of the Fourth  was not pleasing to the Saviour at all. He went in  (Chalcedon, 451) and Sixth (Constantinople,  the completely opposite direction, which all of his  future disciples must respect:  680-681) Ecumenical Councils arrived at the same  idea, only in connection with a Christological  While they were eating, he took [some] bread,  problem — in what way the two natures and two  and after a blessing he broke [it], and gave [it]  wills ofthe Lord Jesus Christ relate to each other.??  to them, and said, “Take [it], this is my body.’  The father of the Reformation, Martin Luther, in  And when he had taken a cup [and] given  his most important work The Babylonian Captivity  thanks ... said to them, “This is my blood of the  ofthe Church (1520), came very close to the same  covenant, which is poured out for many’ (Mk  idea concerning Holy Communion:  14:22-24).  I... after floating in a sea of doubt, at last found  Thus, it was not an icon of himself that Christ left  rest for my conscience in the view ... that it is  behind, but the Lord’s Supper.!* The Eucharistic  real bread and real wine, in which Christ’s real  bread and cup, which are outwardly unlike a  human being, apophatically reveal the Lord com-  flesh and blood are present ... No one may fear  to become guilty of heresy if he should believe  pletely to Christians: ‘Is not the cup of blessing  in the presence of real bread and real wine on  which we bless a sharing in the blood of Christ?  the altar, and that every one may feel at liberty  Is not the bread which we break a sharing in the  to ponder, hold and believe either one view or  body of Christ?” (1 Cor 10:16). Hence, Christ left  the other, without endangering his salvation ...  the bread and cup to us for Holy Communion,  I firmly believe not only that the body of Christ  and the New Testament everywhere mentions  is in the bread, but that the bread is the body  them along with the words which rationalistic  of Christ ... In order that the real body and the  understanding cannot comprehend, that they  real blood of Christ may be present in the sacra-  are, in essence, the body. and blood of Christ.?  ment, it is not necessary that the bread and wine  At the same time, the statement about the invis-  be transubstantiated S  76 “ ET 23:1.  äsaı1d them, 1S 15 I1Yy blood of the 0  € Church 1520), Calllıc VerYvY close the SAaMıC

COVCNANLT, which 15 poured OUL for mManYy’ (Mk 1ıdea CONcernıng Holy Communion:
14:22-24).® (CONSTANTINE PROKHOROV ®  for children quite often is not so for adults; that is  ible presence of the body and blood of the Saviour  why most Protestants recommend leaving behind  at the Lord’s Supper in the biblical text invariably  imperfect images and, with fear and trembling,  switches over to a repeated mention of the bread  moving to a more excellent way, directly address-  and cup, meaning completely interchangeable,  ing the invisible God.  synonymous concepts. In 1 Corinthians 10:16-17  this pattern could be expressed by the following  scheme:  4. Eucharistic apophaticism  cup - blood  But Christ came to earth in the flesh, people will  bread — body — bread — body — bread  tell us. In the New Testament we read: ‘No one  has seen God at any time; the only begotten God,  In the Eucharistic text which is most frequently  quoted, 1 Corinthians 11:23-29, the given scheme  who is in the bosom of the Father, has made him  is more complex:  known’ (Jn 1:18); ‘[Christ] ... is the image of God  invisible’ (2 Cor 4:4). Does this mean, then, that  bread — body — bread — bread — body — bread  it is possible to portray the invisible Lord? Hardly.  — body  cup - blood — cup - cup - blood - cup  Christ did, indeed, come to people in flesh as a  true human being, but that does not diminish  Here we can remember John 6:48-58 in which  apophaticism in knowing the Lord, for who is  Jesus calls himself the bread of life:  capable of depicting Christ as the Son of God and  God the Son? Here the brush in the hands of the  bread — bread — bread — bread — bread — flesh —  flesh — flesh — flesh — flesh — flesh — bread — bread  icon painter fails.!8  Bearing in mind the known differences between  It is not difficult to imagine a situation in which  the Lord Jesus would choose an apostle not only  the Roman Catholic, Orthodox and Protestant  from the Jews, who were not trained to draw and  approaches to the interpretation of the Lord’s  Supper, can the apophatic approach to the prob-  sculpt;, but a Greek, competent in the fine arts,  who would then take care to preserve the Lord’s  lem help us in any way? Certainly! Already in  image and statue for future generations — a way  the Athanasian Creed there appcars a statement  which was common in the ancient world. But this  about the unconfoundability and indivisibility  of the Holy Trinity.”! The fathers of the Fourth  was not pleasing to the Saviour at all. He went in  (Chalcedon, 451) and Sixth (Constantinople,  the completely opposite direction, which all of his  future disciples must respect:  680-681) Ecumenical Councils arrived at the same  idea, only in connection with a Christological  While they were eating, he took [some] bread,  problem — in what way the two natures and two  and after a blessing he broke [it], and gave [it]  wills ofthe Lord Jesus Christ relate to each other.??  to them, and said, “Take [it], this is my body.’  The father of the Reformation, Martin Luther, in  And when he had taken a cup [and] given  his most important work The Babylonian Captivity  thanks ... said to them, “This is my blood of the  ofthe Church (1520), came very close to the same  covenant, which is poured out for many’ (Mk  idea concerning Holy Communion:  14:22-24).  I... after floating in a sea of doubt, at last found  Thus, it was not an icon of himself that Christ left  rest for my conscience in the view ... that it is  behind, but the Lord’s Supper.!* The Eucharistic  real bread and real wine, in which Christ’s real  bread and cup, which are outwardly unlike a  human being, apophatically reveal the Lord com-  flesh and blood are present ... No one may fear  to become guilty of heresy if he should believe  pletely to Christians: ‘Is not the cup of blessing  in the presence of real bread and real wine on  which we bless a sharing in the blood of Christ?  the altar, and that every one may feel at liberty  Is not the bread which we break a sharing in the  to ponder, hold and believe either one view or  body of Christ?” (1 Cor 10:16). Hence, Christ left  the other, without endangering his salvation ...  the bread and cup to us for Holy Communion,  I firmly believe not only that the body of Christ  and the New Testament everywhere mentions  is in the bread, but that the bread is the body  them along with the words which rationalistic  of Christ ... In order that the real body and the  understanding cannot comprehend, that they  real blood of Christ may be present in the sacra-  are, in essence, the body. and blood of Christ.?  ment, it is not necessary that the bread and wine  At the same time, the statement about the invis-  be transubstantiated S  76 “ ET 23:1.  äafter Noatıng ın SCAqd of doubt, AT last found
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Ing words. Often Luther 15 accused of NOT flesh an 0O! and the wholeness of 1S Person).
making complete break wıth Catholic tradıtion“* The S\4a|Mı C mYyster10us OCCUFS, 4S MmMafter of
but the fact emaıns that he rejected the doc- fact: aäf the VCLY MOMENT of Communion (break-
trıne of transubstantiation. ut how 15 It possible Ing bread), without aV transubstantiation.*?

reconcıle these apparently mutually exclusive hıs I1Cans that CVCN after the COINMON DIaVCr
Statements £) In the MentT of COMMUNION, of elder an cCongregatıon the Eucharistic
together wıth the bread and the CUD of WINEe, the bread remaıns, undoubtedly, ordinary bread an
ITG body an blood of Christ dIC DPFrESCNL; an yeL sımultaneously becomes the genumne Dody
Transubstantiation OC€s NOT happen? Lutheran of COhrist. And these remaın UNCON-

theologians explaın IT ıIn the following, seemingly founded and inseparable from each other, Just ike
NOT LOO successful; dNNcr the LW  © Natures of Christ OC hundred DEIFCCNL

bread and NC hundred PCrCeNt hıs body. Ihe SAamMıcWe aCCCDL the true Body and OO0 ofur
thing happens the CUD during Communion: theLord ın wıth and under the blessed rea: an

WINE (1.6 1n bread an WI1ne, wıth bread an WINe remaıns wıne and, al the Sa”mMıc tıme, becomes
WI1INGE, an under the ADPDCAFANCC of bread an the genumIne blood of OUr Savlour, unconfounded

äl inseparable, OC hundred PCrCCNLT wıne anwıne )2
It 15 NOT completely clear how Luther understood

TIG hundred PCrCCNL 00 AS apophatically
confess the humanly incomprehensible harmonYythıs delicate questlion, but hıs respectftul attıtude of the LW an wills f Jesus CHArIist, thethe ıteral of the Biıble TCXT [AS Oopposed God and the irue ManVINn an Zwinglı, who directed their thoughts sımılar VIEW of the Lord’s Supper W ds He

an allegorical OLr “spiırıtual” interpretation of the DYy the Eastern Church In ancıent times. ProfessorEucharistic VeETSES of the New Testament)“® Uspensky 1VES number of CUr10us CIta-
us worthy of the hıghest estimatıon. CS It INAaYy t10NSs OIl the gıven theme from the works of the

AdDDCAL “unreasonable’, “irrational’, bordering ON athers of the church ®° However, beginning wıthMYStICISM, and yvet Holy Scripture, the iımmutable the Middle Ages, cataphatıc teachıng about -word of God, afırms CXaACUY the SAaMlc things substantiation almost completely superseded theIn siımilar WdY “unreasonably’ believe In the old (apophatic) understanding of Communion .$'Irıune God (1n hıs unconfoundability and indıvıs- In thıs SCIHNSC the condemnation of the OrthodoxLbility) COr In the harmoni0us combinatıon of the
divine an human Natures In ur Savlıour also NECC-:-

theologian, professor US1pOV, 15 remark-
able ıIn that he dared recently g1ve reminder

essarıly uncounfounded an inseparable). It IMaV cConcern1ing the “Chalcedonian’? approac the
SCCIMM that from the pomint Oof view of COINIMNON SCI15C Eucharist.®
nothing Can be HMIOTE absurd than these apophatiıc ut CVEN ıf take the MOST CX e-afırmations. Nevertheless, this belief 1S professed MenT of the problem, including transubstan-
wıth LaIc unanımıty Dy the entire Christian world, tl1at1Oon, ought NOT ftear I ın Hy Op1ınıon.including al basıc Protestant churches, an 110 11C Some that Protestants AI C CVCH frıghtenedfeels deranged Or lackıng In understanding. Why 15 DYy the word “transubstantiation’, which 15 tradı-
IT then that such remarkable theological method, tional for Roman Catholic an Orthodox believ-
tested Vr tıme has NOT een applied OUTr COIMN- GCT1S ıIn explaining the Supper. But the
sıderation of the Lord’s Supper? It 15 ell known interchangeability of Eucharistic shown
fact that Scripture AaSSCrTtSs that the Eucharistic above, bread-body (body-bread) 4al cup-bloodbread 15 actual bread an the DOody of Christ Ar the (blood-cup), lays New Testament foundation tor
Same Gme / an that the CUD 15 actual WwIıne an USs deal wiıth the tOpIC. I after the PLayCI ver
the blood of Christ Aat the Samıc time  28 aybe the bread and WI1INGE, they AIC really transformed
aAare afraid devlate from the Protestant founda- only, exclusiıvely) iInto the actual flesh and blood
tiıon of faiıth>» ut who Was A greater Protestant of Jesus Chrıst: then ımmediately during partıcı-than Martin Luther* Yet He standıng the firm patıon 1ın the Lord’s Supper by members of the
foundation Ööf Scripture, W ds NOT afraıd g- church, at the MOMENT of tastıng, r Can Dut1Se Its ıteral] sense! It thıs WdYV, the opposıte transubstantiation (OECUHITS

In the [OOM where Christ shared the ASt Into reax an wine>®® (whıch 15 why theySupper wıth hıs discıples, there WeEIC Aat the Sa”mMıec accordingly).** avıng admıtted this pomnt Of view,
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WC avOo1d the well-known restraınt of Protestant although IT 18 such In ItS He

“spirıtual” interpretations regardıng the ontol- TO substantiate thıs STALEMECNLT, sufhce IT
of the Lord’s Supper, thereby preserving remember the all-congregation Friday fast (wıth

Protestant pDOsition ıIn ItSs HGE DE remaıns full abstention from tood an ften from water)
bread: and wıne emaıns wıine ©° before Communi10on; the personal fast ON the

morning of the day of the Lord’s Supper; the
penitential DIayVCIS, the mınor key congregationaluss1an Baptist apophaticısm in SINSINS about the suffering Christ, frequentlypractice accompanıed by „ the crum b of Eucharistic

he church 15 the Body of Christ (Eph bread, accıdentally dropped ON the OOr and
Col 1:24), 1ın which Christ himself 15 the Head iımmediately picked UD in LEVEIENCC, the elders and
(Col 1:45° Eph 3i253) and ATrC members parts) deacons’ fear of spilling the PreCIOUSs CUD, and
of thıs lıying unıted body (Rom 12:4-5; Cor inally the er10us attıtude of ordinary TMNCIN-

I2EZ:2/ i Christ, StOpp1ng Saul ON his WdY ers of the church towards the apostolic warnıng
NDamascus, 5SaVS “Why AIC YOU persecuting me”? (understood, by the WdY, lıterally and NOT allegorıi® (CONSTANTINE PROKHOROV ®  we avoid the well-known restraint of Protestant  although it is such in its essence.  ‘spiritual’ interpretations regarding the ontol-  To substantiate this statement, sulice‘ it to  ogy of the Lord’s Supper, thereby preserving a  remember the all-congregation Friday fast (with  Protestant position in its essence: bread remains  full abstention from food and often from water)  bread, and wine remains wine.*  before Communion; the personal fast on the  mörning of the'day of the Eord’s Supper; the  penitential prayers; the minor key congregational  5. Russian Baptist apophaticism in  singing about the suffering Christ, frequently  practice  accompanied by tears; the crumb of Eucharistic  The’church is the Body of Christ (Eph 1:22-28;  bread, accidentally dropped on the floor and  Col 1:24), in which Christ himself is the Head  immediately picked up in reverence; the elders and  (Col 1:18; Eph 5:23) and we are members (parts)  deacons’ fear of spilling the precious cup;  38  and  of this living united body (Rom 12:4-5; 1 Cor  finally the most serious attitude of ordinary mem-  12:12-27). Christ, stopping Saul on his way to  bers of the church towards the apostolic warning  Damascus, says: “Why are you persecuting me?  (understood, by the way, literally and not allegori-  ... I am Jesus whom you are persecuting...’ (Acts  cally!): ‘For he who eats and drinks, eats and drinks  9:4-5). By these words the Saviour, abiding in  judgment on himself. ... For this reason many  heaven, unmistakably identifies himself with the  among you are weak and sick, and a number have  Church (his body) suffering on earth. ‘And if one  fallen asleep? (1 GCor 11:29:30) These eloquent  member suffers, all the members suffer with it; if  details precisely testify to the sacramental nature of  one member is honoured, all the members rejoice  the domestic Baptist Communion service, which  with it’ (1 Cor 12:26). We see the same thing in  is not a traditional ‘remembrance’ of Jesus’ suf-  Communion: all members (parts) of the Church,  ferings,*° as is often stated officially. No, Russian  belonging to the living Body of Christ in order not  Baptists not merely see bread on a tray and wine  to perish, must necessarily feed on his life-giving  in a cup!  essence, on flesh and blood, even if they do not  Undoubtedly, there are rationalists among  quite understand how this sacrament works. It  them, lovers of Western theological books and  may even be true that the less they understand,  textbooks on theology. Still, the majority of church  the better; then they will trust the incomprehen-  members (including a considerable number of  sible God even more. The profound theologian  presbyters, even contrary to the teaching they  Ephraim the Syrian (fourth century) once said in  received at Bible schools and seminaries),*! under  humility:  the influence of the general Eastern Orthodox tra-  And I, brothers, do not become bold because  dition successfully intertwined with fundamental  Protestant apophatism, tend to Christian mysti-  I can meditate upon the mysteries of the Lord,  or even touch these arcane and dreadful mys-  cal theology, refusing the attempt to comprehend  teries. And if I wanted to be daring and began  God with their mind. It is for this reason that  to muse on them, then I would not be capable  Russian Baptists so frequently and with especial  of comprehending them... I am mortal, from  feeling repeat the following apophatic texts, intui-  the dust and of dust, made by grace of earthly  tively chosen from the Scripture:  essence; voluntarily I understand the nothing-  Behold, God is exalted, and we do not know  ness of my being and I do not want to enter  him; the number of his years is unsearchable  into the investigation of my Creator, because  (Job 36:26).  the Incomprehensible One is dreadful in His  EsSsENCE. S  Such knowledge is too wonderful for me; it is  high, I cannot attain it! (Ps 139: 6)  It is surprising but true: the thinking of most  Russian Baptists is apophatic, even if they are not  Great is the Lord, and highly to be praised, and  his greatness is unsearchable (Ps 145:3).  familiar with the term. This is fully manifested in  The Everlasting God, the Lord, the Creator of  their confession of God as great, unfathomable,  and as the one who cannot be portrayed.” It is  the ends of the earth does not become weary  difficult to find as much reverence in any other  or tired. His understanding %0 one can. fathom  (Isa 40:28).  church at Communion, which is not officially  called a sacrament at all among Russian Baptists,  ‘For my thoughts are not your thoughts, nor are  786 © EL 23:1Jesus whom VOU ATC DErSECUNNS. Acts cally! °FoOor he who Cats an drinks, GCAats an drinks
9:4-5) BYy these words the Savlour, abıdıng In judgment hımself.® (CONSTANTINE PROKHOROV ®  we avoid the well-known restraint of Protestant  although it is such in its essence.  ‘spiritual’ interpretations regarding the ontol-  To substantiate this statement, sulice‘ it to  ogy of the Lord’s Supper, thereby preserving a  remember the all-congregation Friday fast (with  Protestant position in its essence: bread remains  full abstention from food and often from water)  bread, and wine remains wine.*  before Communion; the personal fast on the  mörning of the'day of the Eord’s Supper; the  penitential prayers; the minor key congregational  5. Russian Baptist apophaticism in  singing about the suffering Christ, frequently  practice  accompanied by tears; the crumb of Eucharistic  The’church is the Body of Christ (Eph 1:22-28;  bread, accidentally dropped on the floor and  Col 1:24), in which Christ himself is the Head  immediately picked up in reverence; the elders and  (Col 1:18; Eph 5:23) and we are members (parts)  deacons’ fear of spilling the precious cup;  38  and  of this living united body (Rom 12:4-5; 1 Cor  finally the most serious attitude of ordinary mem-  12:12-27). Christ, stopping Saul on his way to  bers of the church towards the apostolic warning  Damascus, says: “Why are you persecuting me?  (understood, by the way, literally and not allegori-  ... I am Jesus whom you are persecuting...’ (Acts  cally!): ‘For he who eats and drinks, eats and drinks  9:4-5). By these words the Saviour, abiding in  judgment on himself. ... For this reason many  heaven, unmistakably identifies himself with the  among you are weak and sick, and a number have  Church (his body) suffering on earth. ‘And if one  fallen asleep? (1 GCor 11:29:30) These eloquent  member suffers, all the members suffer with it; if  details precisely testify to the sacramental nature of  one member is honoured, all the members rejoice  the domestic Baptist Communion service, which  with it’ (1 Cor 12:26). We see the same thing in  is not a traditional ‘remembrance’ of Jesus’ suf-  Communion: all members (parts) of the Church,  ferings,*° as is often stated officially. No, Russian  belonging to the living Body of Christ in order not  Baptists not merely see bread on a tray and wine  to perish, must necessarily feed on his life-giving  in a cup!  essence, on flesh and blood, even if they do not  Undoubtedly, there are rationalists among  quite understand how this sacrament works. It  them, lovers of Western theological books and  may even be true that the less they understand,  textbooks on theology. Still, the majority of church  the better; then they will trust the incomprehen-  members (including a considerable number of  sible God even more. The profound theologian  presbyters, even contrary to the teaching they  Ephraim the Syrian (fourth century) once said in  received at Bible schools and seminaries),*! under  humility:  the influence of the general Eastern Orthodox tra-  And I, brothers, do not become bold because  dition successfully intertwined with fundamental  Protestant apophatism, tend to Christian mysti-  I can meditate upon the mysteries of the Lord,  or even touch these arcane and dreadful mys-  cal theology, refusing the attempt to comprehend  teries. And if I wanted to be daring and began  God with their mind. It is for this reason that  to muse on them, then I would not be capable  Russian Baptists so frequently and with especial  of comprehending them... I am mortal, from  feeling repeat the following apophatic texts, intui-  the dust and of dust, made by grace of earthly  tively chosen from the Scripture:  essence; voluntarily I understand the nothing-  Behold, God is exalted, and we do not know  ness of my being and I do not want to enter  him; the number of his years is unsearchable  into the investigation of my Creator, because  (Job 36:26).  the Incomprehensible One is dreadful in His  EsSsENCE. S  Such knowledge is too wonderful for me; it is  high, I cannot attain it! (Ps 139: 6)  It is surprising but true: the thinking of most  Russian Baptists is apophatic, even if they are not  Great is the Lord, and highly to be praised, and  his greatness is unsearchable (Ps 145:3).  familiar with the term. This is fully manifested in  The Everlasting God, the Lord, the Creator of  their confession of God as great, unfathomable,  and as the one who cannot be portrayed.” It is  the ends of the earth does not become weary  difficult to find as much reverence in any other  or tired. His understanding %0 one can. fathom  (Isa 40:28).  church at Communion, which is not officially  called a sacrament at all among Russian Baptists,  ‘For my thoughts are not your thoughts, nor are  786 © EL 23:1For thıs LCASONMN INanıy
heaven, unmistakably identifes himself wıth the YOU AIc weak ATY SicCk, an number AVC
Church (hıs body) suffering ON earth. f ONC fallen aslecp. (1 ( Or 11:29:30). HSE eloquent
member suffers, all the members suffer wıth I i details precisely testify the sacramental NMATHrEe of
ONC member 15 honoured, all the members reJO1CE the domestic Baptıst Communıon SCEIVICE. which
wıth It ( (Ör 12:26): We SC the SAdI11C thıng In 15 NOT tradıtional “remembrance) of Jesus’ 1:
Communilon: all members (parts) of the Chüurch, ferings, * AS 15 ften stated officıally. No, Russıan
belonging the 1ving Body ofChrist In order NOT Baptısts NOT merely S e FeX CIl LCaV an Wwıne

perish, necessarıly teed hıs lıfe-giving 1ın cup!
CSSCHNCC, flesh an 00 CVCIN if they do NOT Undoubtedly, there ALC, rationalists
quite understand how this Ssacrament works. It them,; lovers of estern theological books and
INaYy C VEn be irÜe that the less they understand, textbooks eology. Still, the maJority ofchurch
the better; then they 111 Lrust the incomprehen- members (including consıderable number of
siıble God LMNOTC IThe profound theologıian presbyters, CONLFarYy the teachıng theyv
Ephraim the Syrıan (fourth century) saı1d 1ın received AT schools an seminaries),*  ] under
humilıity: the influence of the general kEastern Orthodox tra-

And brothers, do NOT become bold because dition successfully intertwined wiıth fundamental
Protestant apophatiısm, tend Chrıiıstian MYSt1-Can meditate UDON the myster1€es of the JLOrd,

CVECIN touch these ATCAIC an dreadful INYVS- cal theology, refusing the attempt comprehend
terles. if wanted be darıng aM began God wiıth their mınd. It 15 for thıs CasO11 that

them, then would NOT be capable Russıan Baptısts trequently and with especılal
of comprehending them mortal, from feeling rCPCaAL the following apophatıc > iIntul-
the ust an of dust, made by öt. earthly tively chosen from the Scripture:
CSSCNCC;, voluntarıly understand the nothing- Behold, God 15 exalted; an do NOL bnow

of being an do NOLT hım; the number of 31Ss 15 unsearchable
Into the investigation of Creator, because (Job 56:206):the Incomprehensible One 1$ dreadful 1ın Hıs
essence.®° Such knowledge 15 LOO wonderful for mM It 15

hıgh, CANNODT Attaın ı6! (Ps 139 6)It 15 surprisıng but 111e the thinking of MOST
Russıan Baptısts 1S apophatic, if they ALC NOT

Great 15 the Lord,; and hıghly be praised, and
hıs ArCaALNCSS 15 unsearchable (Ps 145:3tamılıar wıth the term hıs 1$ fully manıiıfested In
Ihe Everlasting God, the Lord, the Creator oftheır contession of God AS g  > unfathomable,

an 4S the 1E who CAaNNOT be portrayed.” It 15 the ends GE the earth O€Ss NOL become WCAaLV
ditfhcult find AS much TG VGTEHCTE in AlLYy other 0)8 red Hıs understanding ONLE CUN fathom

(Isa 40:28).church al Communion, IC 1S NOT officıally
called Sacrament Ar Russıan Baptısts, °‘FhFor thoughts AVE NOLT YOUT thoughts, NOr AVE
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YOUT WANYS WANS’, declares the Lord (Isa 55 8) Constantıne Prokhorov 15 graduate of ort
Oh, the ept of the riches both of the wısdom Kazakhstan Unıiversıity an (I)dessa Theological

Semiınary (Ukraine) an hıs M’Ih ATY PhDand owledge of God! How unsearchable
ArC hıs Judgments and unfathomable hıs Ways! degrees from IBTS,; Prague. He 15 the author of

several books published in Russı1a, Germany, Great(Rom 11455
Because the Foolıshness of God 15 wIiser than INCN,

Brıitain an the USA, an several articles.
an the weakness of God 15 than INneCcnNn
For consıder VOUTL callıng, brethren, that there Endnotes
WCIC NOL MNO WISE according the flesh, NOT See also other treatises of Dionysius the Areopagite,
NLA m1ghty, NOL MNMANY noble; but God has especlally ‘Bozhestvennye imena’ | Divine names |
chosen the foolısh thıngs of the world shame ın Misticheskoe bogoslovıe | Mystical cology (Kıev
the WISE, Q God has chosen the weak thıngs of Put’ Istıne, 199L):
the world shame the things which ATC er  9 Elsewhere ın the Pauline epistles WC also ind

complete negatıon (0VÖELC) of whatever 15 x0o0dan the base thıings of the WOTr an the despised lovıng In humans: *r have the gift of prophecy,God has chosen, the thıngs that UVE nNOL, that
He INaYy nullıfy the things that AIC, that nd know all mysterl€es and all owledge; and f

have all aıt. SO TELNOVCEC MOUNtalNS, but do
MÜ  S& MNO boast before God (1 (OTr 5-:29) OT have love, aln nothing. And f o1Vve all 11y
Thanks be God for hıs ındescrıbable oift! (2 POSSESSIONS fteed |the poor |;, and f surrender
Cor 9:5)) body be burned, but do have love, It

profits I1}l nothing (1 Cor 25TO 1901 the VCeLY least of al saınts, this W as Lossky, The Mystical Theology of the Fasterng1ven, preach the Gentiles the unfathom-
able riches of Christ (Eph 5:0) Church ( Crestwoo St Vladimıir’s Seminary

PFress: 1976 23-36
Now the Kıng eternal. ımmortal, ınvısSıOle, leromonach Roman, <http://tropinka.orthodoxy.
the only God, be honour and glory forever an ru/zal/poez1ya/roman/index.htm> | accessed
CVOGT: Amen (J 1ım KI7): November 2012

Lossky, ystica T heology, 2R In European
theologica! lıfe, the MOST famous apophatıc

the wrıtiıngs of St John of the (Ciross nd theConclusion
ANONYINOUS The 0M of Unknowing.At SUOMINNC MOMENT in their history, Russıan Exodus 20:4-6; Deuteronomy It 15 rel-

Evangelıical Christians unoffhcially joined the early EVAanTt remember that the TIen Commandments
Christian apophatıc tradıtion, known them belong CO the eternal ordinances. It WOUL be Just
from the Eastern TthOdOX CIr WaY inconceıvable for Protestants break the PLO-
of combinıng the Eastern mystıical thinking wıth hıbıtıon cCOoncerning *sacred images’ It would be

bsurd CAast doubt the commands NOTLTSOMC Protestant beliefs 1S un1ıque. Many tradı-
t1onal SCIMON\NS, devotions, hymns an Prayers AT L1LAL11C In vaın NOLT commıt adultery, NOT

the meetings of the Slavic Evangelical COMMUNN- steal. EeiIcC

Kıngs K9:6; Psalm /  Ot1es reflect theır hıstorical and cultural pecuharities. Zra 525 Psalm 23158The apophatic ng of Russıan Evangelicals Numbers L2:6; Isa1ah 58:14
manıfests iıtself In partıcular rough theıir volun- Exodus 24:11; Acts 2:353
Car y renunclatiıon GE worldly values (whıich Was F Exodus 24:10; ıL 20:43
especlally noticeable ın SOvIlet times), antı-ıntellec- Ruth Zı Z: Psalm EL  o

13 Psalm 91  Stualısm an “toolishness’ for Christ’s sake *x speak
wıth Hım often, but CANNOT reproduce Hıs I11al- Although SOTMINC people LrYy do It ON the evel of

COMICS today.vellous COnversatıon’, Russıan Baptısts SINS 1n ONC
15 Hebrews 13:14; Phılippians 3:2  ©of their popular hymns Realising that SOTMIC pomnts

expressed iın the presCcnNt artıicle Call be debated, Tiutchev, Stikhotvoren11a | Poetry | Moscow:
Pravda, 108nevertheless find It NCCCSSALV TAW the atten- ven John Calvın, famous for his C XITEME striıctnesst1on of AdS INanYy theologians an miınıisters of local toward all ‘secular’ things, WTOTE veLr Al NOT

CONgregations AS possible thıs tOPIC for deeper gripped DYy the superstition of hinking absolutelymeditation ON these features of the Slavıic Baptıst NO iımages ATC permissible. ut because sculpture
evangelıcal spirıtual tradıtion. and paıntıng AdIC oifts of God, seck and
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legiıtımate uUuSCcC of each ” Calvın lowed the uUuSc ‘Defining all thiıs WC lıkewise eclare that ın hiım
of creative talents outsıde the relig10us realm AlIC natural wills and natural operat1ıons
depict historical CVCNLIS, people and NaLUure; he indıvısıbly (XÖLKLDETWCG), inconvertibly (AtpETTWG),
consıdered IT useful and aesthetically pleasant. See inseparably (XEPLOTWC), unconfusedly (QOLYXUTWC),
VIn. Institutes of the Christian el1ıg910n, vols. according the teaching of the holy Fathers And
(Philadelphia: The Westmuinster FreSs. 1973 I these natural wills A, NOT the ONC

18 Gregory Palamas (fourteenth century) and hıs fol- the other (God or  1 the IMP10US heretics
lowers solved thıs problem by separatıng aSSCIL, but hıs human 1 OllOWS nd that NOL
CSSCIIEE (whic be comprehended nd DOTL- resisting and reluctant, but rather ubject [O hıs
rayed) nd N1S “energles’ (whıc AIC efncacıously divine and Omnıpotent wiıll.? See Bolotov, Lektsı11
displayed ın anı V theophany CVCIN Dy 115 of Mate- PO 1StOr11 drevrneı Tserkv4 | Lectures OM the history of

the ancıent Church |, vols. ( MOScCOW, 1994ral objects, for instance 1CONS). See Meyendorff,
498-499Z7Zhıizan trudy Sypyatıtelia Grigorua Palamy.

Vrvedenze V ızuchenıe LE and works of the Blessed 3 See <http / /svitlo.by.ru/bibloteka /luter /vavılon.
Gregory of Palamas: Introduction CO the study | (S htm> | accessed 23 December 201
Petersburg: Byzantınorossıica, 1997 Yet CAaNNOL Erickson, Chrıstian Theology, second ed (Gran:
help but notice aMl  en theologica attempt S1VE Rapıds: Baker. 1998 A
preference the cataphatıc method of OW1Ing 25 Kretschmar, “Sviatoe prichastie soglasno uche-
God For ıf the atter 15 Put thıs WdYV, people still N11U ıkladu Liuteranskoi Iserkvi’? Holy COM-
see God’ NOT A he 1S, but In the extremely sımpli- MuUuNı0N according the teaching and STIrUuCLUre
Hed ftorm iın which the Unfathomable One reveals of the Lutheran Church ; Der Ote. Zhurnal
hımself humans wh: comprehen hıs Evangelıchesko-Luteranskoy Tserkv1 | Ihe 6353677“
ullness 'Thıs also relates God Incarnate, Jesus AET. Journal of the Evangelıca. TIutheran Church|
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