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ORIGENE. Homelies sur le Cantique des Cantiques. Introduction,
Traduction et Notes. Dora O. Rousseau. (Sources Chretiennes 37;
Cerf; Blackfriars).

Origen is the first Christian commentator on the Canticle of
Canticles whose works are still extant. His two short homilies and his
^Mich more developed commentary on this theme passed into the
•Utin "West via the translations of St Jerome and Rufmus. In expounding
he Canticle as an allegory of love between Christ and the Church,

^ngen ^ a s u s j n g a n interpretation already traditional among the
Christians of his day, and this tradition itself was a natural transposition
r°rn the Jewish explanation of the Canticle as the marriage song be-

tween Jahwe and the Chosen People. But Origen added to these two
themes yet a third, that of the love between the Word and the Soul,
and it was this theme, with its Neo-Platonic overtones, which was to
lnfluence so greatly St Bernard and the other twelfth-century com-

e n tators of the Cistercian school, who were immensely interested in
"e psychology of the soul. It is remarkable, however, that Bede,

. ° s e commentary on this theme was also destined to be influential
the twelfth century, since it formed the basis of the Glossa Ordinaria

n L ^ a n ^ c ^ e ' relied very little on Origen and certainly omitted
anything that might be called Neo-Platonic.

I n this edition, then, of the Homilies on the Canticle, D o m Rousseau
^ e a s % accessible to us one of Origen's most influential works

\\ . Prefaced it with an interesting and instructive introduction;

m
e Action on the hidden allusions to the Canticle in the N e w Testa-

cle n § particularly suggestive. The translation is, on the whole,
b e

 a r pleasantly readable. The word 'accendatur' appears to have
cella a c c ^ e n t a l l y omitted from the second line on page 65. The ex-
the n t n o t e s contribute much towards enabling one to appreciate
Wo U*' aU<^ t ^ s *s sPecially true of those allegorical allusions which

U n otherwise be missed by the modern reader, who is usually
WOr f

Ustomed to the Patristic and medieval habit of regarding the
tion S 1 ? c " P t u r e as the flesh veiling the hidden spirit within. A sec-
addit" a i n " 1 ^ ^ ^OU1 s e n s c s of Scripture would have been a useful
Sectin ^ t 0 introduction and might, perhaps, have replaced that
i n jj- , \PP- 28-3o) dealing with a thesis put forward by A. Nygren
extre C j°k .^ 'w an<l Agape. Though Nygren's thesis is important and
se e j n Y interesting, any consideration of it, beyond a footnote,
D o ° m c to be outside the scope of the work under review. As it is,
t h O u e j T O u s s e a u ' s treatment of this thesis and its relation to Origen's

for tf? 11S t 0 ° superficial for the expert and yet somewhat confusing
"ie layman.
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