III. Some of the Erroneous Teachings in the Christological Confessions of the Synods of the Assyrian Church of the East

a) The Synod of Aqaq in 486 AD

In this synod the term “conjunction” is used instead of “union” to describe the relation between the Godhead and manhood of Jesus Christ. Also they stated: “We combine the copies of their natures in one Lordship and one worship” which shows external combination according to worship and authority as Nestorius has taught. 

The Nestorian concept of the prosopic union, i.e., the union of two persons which is an external union, is stated by saying: “the union of the parsopa (person) of our Saviour.”  

The Christological statement of the synod is as follows: 

 “But our faith in the dispensation of Christ should also be in a confession of two natures of Godhead and manhood, none of us venturing to introduce mixture, commingling, or confusion into the distinctions of those two natures. Instead, while Godhead remains and is preserved in that which belongs to it, and manhood in that which belongs to it, we combine the copies of their natures in one Lordship and one worship because of the perfect and inseparable conjunction which the Godhead had with the manhood. If anyone thinks or teaches others that suffering and change adhere to the Godhead of our Lord, not preserving – in regard to the union of the parsopa of our Savior – the confession of perfect God and perfect man, the same shall be anathema. (Synod of Mar Aqaq, AD 486)

b) The Synod of Aba in 544 AD

The following was stated in the Christological confession of this synod: 

“Christ is God and man, that is, manhood which is anointed with [the Godhead] which anoints it. As it is written, “Therefore God, your God, anoints you with the oil of gladness above your fellow”.

This teaching was anathematized by Saint Cyril of Alexandria because he refused to consider that God the Word is God of the man Jesus, as if they were two persons or hypostaseis. The words of the Psalm mean that the Father anointed the incarnated Son since the Father is a hypostasis and the Son another. 

The sixth anathema of the twelve mentioned by Saint Cyril states the following: 

“If anyone says that the Word of God the Father is God or master of the Christ and does not confess rather that he is God, the same one as is man, since the Word was made flesh, according to the Scriptures, let him be anathema.”

c) The Synod of 612 AD

In the Christological confession of this synod it was stated:

“The Son of God, the Word, … from the nature of the house of Adam he fashioned for himself wonderfully a holy temple, a perfect man, from the blessed virgin Mary, who was brought to completion without the intimacy of a man in the natural order, and assumed him and united him to himself and in him was revealed to the world… For the Word was found to be revealed in the man whom he assumed.” 

On the contrary to this teaching, Saint Cyril of Alexandria stated in his epistula dogmatica,

“In no way will it be profitable that the true account of the faith mean this even if some admit the union of persons. For the Scripture has not said that the Word united the person of a man to himself, but that he became flesh”
 Saint Cyril also wrote about the incarnation of the Word, “…by taking his, undefiled body from the Holy Virgin, a body animated rationally.”
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