ANSELM’S CUR DEUS HOMO?: A TEXTUAL ANALYSIS
 Anselm, , and Edward S. Prout. Cur Deus Homo =: Why God Became Man. London: Religious Tract Society, 1886.

Anselm’s Cur Deus Homo is a picture of a conversation with a friend named Boso. There are questions asked from Boso to Anselm, and Anselm meets the questions that Boso states. In this textual analysis, we will look into Cur Deus Homo to see if or how much is covered Christo-centrically. 
Anselm’s Christology 
Anselm starts with the foundation upon which the entire work of Cur Deus Homo rests. 
“for what cause or necessity, in sooth, God became man, and by his own death, as we believe and affirm, restored life to the world; when he might have done this by means of some other being, angelic or human, or merely by His will.”[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Anselm, , and Edward S. Prout. Cur Deus Homo =: Why God Became Man. London: Religious Tract Society, 1886. Pg. 4] 

The centrality of the letter is a focus on if God could have restored life to the world by a different means. The questions asked of Cur Deus Homo may not directly address the nature in which Christ needed to be Christ, but as Anselm answers different questions surrounding this discussion, he addresses them indirectly. 
First, Anslem gets asked by Boso about the objections to the faith of the non-beleiver and the reply of the believer. This may seem a bit strange to discuss when focusing on Anselm’s Christology, but the two are directly related. For Anslem, a proper understanding of the view of Christology must start with moving from ridicule to worship. 
“We do no injustice or dishonour to God, but give him thanks with all the heart, praising and proclaiming in ineffable height of his compassion… Nor did they but carefully consider how fitly on this way human redemption is secured, they would not ridicule our simplicity, but would rather join in with us in praising the wise beneficence of God. For, as death came upon the human race by disobedience of man, it was fitting that by man’s obedience life should be restored.”[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Ibid. pg. 5] 

Anselm explains the deeper the individual digs into the depths in which Christ was the sacrifice the more that individual should worship God. The doctrine of Christ for Anselm was not merely a doctrine on its own, but a doctrine that led to doxology. This appropriateness for Anselm is a core belief in Aquinas’ Christology, but Anslem covers it from a different angle. The perspective starts with worship, moving from an individual that ridicules the ‘simple’ doctrine of the incarnation to a worshipful experience of its depth. 
Anslem then continues to discuss how this redemption could only take place by God because of worship. Anselm is focused on God being the supreme being of worship, and therefore no one or nothing else apart from God could redeem and rescue the world because they would not be due the proper worship. 
“Do you not perceive that, if any other being should rescue man from eternal death, man would rightly be adjudged as the servant of that being? Now if this be so, he would in no wise be restored to that dignity which would have been his had he never sinned. For he, who was to be through eternity only the servant of a being God and an equal with the holy angels, would now be the servant of a being who was not God, and whom the angels did not serve.”[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Ibid. pg. 5] 

The savior of the world according to Anselm could have only been fully God and fully man because only God deserves the fullness of worship that is offered for this redemption. 
Anslem continues on to discuss the nature in which Christ is both obedient to the Father and is acting completely upon his own will to die upon the cross. 
“God did not, therefore compel Christ to die; but he suffered death of his own will, not yielding up his life as an act of obedience, but on account of his obedience in maintaining holiness; for he held out so firmly in this obedience that he met death on account of it.”[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Ibid pg.9 ] 

Anslem discusses Jesus dying upon the cross not simply because he was compelled by God, but out of obedience. Jesus, in fulfillment of the prophecy to be the redeemer and savior of the world, was perfectly obedient. According to Anselm this obedience was not something Jesus himself did not want to do.
“For it is not meant that he could have attained his exaltation in any other way but by obedience unto death; nor is it meant that his exaltation was conferred on him, only as a reward of his obedience; but the expression is used because he had agreed with the Father and the Holy Spirit, that there was no other way to reveal to the world the height of his omnipotence, than by His death.” 
The death of Jesus was not a work that was devoid of his own desire or volition. Jesus humbled Himself to fulfill the punishment that God demanded to rescue the human race. Anselm describes this interaction with Jesus and the will of the Father and how the humanity of Jesus was needed. 
“He speaks of the will of the Father, not because the Father preferred the death of the Son to his life; but because the Father was not willing to rescue the human race, unless man were to do even as great a thing as was signified in the death of Christ.”[footnoteRef:5]  [5:  Ibid. pg,.10] 

Jesus needed to take on flesh to satisfy the wrath of God against humanity’s sin. Jesus, as Anselm says, “preferred to suffer. Rather than that the human race should be lost...”[footnoteRef:6] This is not against the will of Jesus, but is the direct will of the God-Man. It is not as if the humanity of Jesus did not desire to die this death, but the divine nature did; rather, both natures were never separated and knew what needed to be done. The natures followed on in one accord for the death of the humanity of Jesus to take place. [6:  Ibid. pg. 10] 

 The purpose or need for the Son to die was the sinfulness of humanity. Anslem describes the nature of sin as taking away the honour due to the creator.[footnoteRef:7] How does this tie back to Anselm’s Christology? Jesus takes upon flesh to bring the honour and glory back to its right and proper place, that is to God. Worship and glory have a massive role in Anselm’s Christology, not merely from God’s perspective, but from humanity’s as well.  [7:  Ibid. pg. 15] 

Jesus dying on the cross for the sin of the world to bring praise and glory back to its proper place was not merely for God but for humanity’s enjoyment. 
“It ought not to be disputed that rational nature was made holy by God, in order to be happy in enjoying Him….Therefore man, whose nature is rational, was made holy for this end, that he might be happy in enjoying God.”[footnoteRef:8] [8:  Ibid. pg. 19] 

The relationship humanity has with God was restored by Jesus. This brings us back to a garden state of shalom with God, where in the shalom humanity finds rest. We find rest in the reason and rationale of God, that it was completely rational for Jesus to die for our good. This is highlighted as Anselm answers the question on if man never would have sinned.
 “it is inconsistent with God’s wisdom and justice to compel man to suffer death without fault, when he made him holy to enjoy eternal blessedness.”[footnoteRef:9] [9:  Ibid. pg. 19] 

This enjoyment is at the center of the atoning nature of Christ, which Anselm closes with as he describes the nature of the God-man. 
“But this cannot be affected, except the price paid to God for the sin of man be something greater than all the universe besides God.”[footnoteRef:10]  [10:  Ibid. pg. 19] 

The atonement points to the infinite goodness of God that draws humanity back into not merely right relation with God, but right enjoyment and worship of God. In order for this to be completed, there must be something greater than anything else in the universe. We see how the right enjoyment of God focusses his understanding of the natures of Jesus. 
“Moreover, if these two complete natures are said to be joined somehow,  in such a way that one may be Divine while the other is human, and yet that which is God not be the same with that which is man, it is impossible for both to do the work necessary to be accomplished. For God will not do it, because he has no debt to pay; and man will not do it, because he cannot. Therefore, in order that the God-man may perform this, it is necessary that the same being should perfect God and perfect man, in order to make this atonement.” 
For Anselm, you cannot split the two natures of Jesus, because on their own they could not accomplish what He accomplished individually. 
Anslem’s Christology has influenced many throughout the years. One pastor today in particular is John Piper.[footnoteRef:11] This could not be more evident than when looking at Anselm’s joy for creation in redemption and God’s joy in bringing humanity’s worship back to its proper place. This is one of the centralized themes of Anselm’s Christology.  [11:  https://www.desiringgod.org/interviews/you-cannot-glorify-god-if-you-find-him-boring] 
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