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between the Patwviadehal
as it developed later,
bishey was given universal authority.
ty was extended beyond the eivil rovinee, so
had jurisdiotion over the affaiws of five or

as in the case of Alexandria

o

In other worda, in the Patriarehal pattern, the

The Fapal pattearn first developed im Egypt, dut

there it never claimed universsl saoope.

One oould say that ia the classicsl oomeiliar
the 1den of & "universal Chured* with o universal
authority, was »ot really in the minds of the fathers,

How does oms soecunt for this reluctansce of the

Esstern Tradition to speak adout s wniversal asuthority for

the universal Chureh, sush as wvas later conoceived in the

oven vhen they oould have thought of the Eoumenical Coumeil

six provinces, Yut no bishep or group of dishops was given
i%self as such a universal anthority.

snivaxsal Jurisdiction hy the great

stantinople, but no universal Jurisdictiom.
ooncept of 1

that a ®

bighope

peri
cen
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Por the Fathers in both Enst and Vest, the Chuweh
was oD,
was how Cyprian put 1872, But wvhem Ahxy the Eastern Fathers
spoke about the pia _skikiagia they were not thinking aboud
the wmiversal Chureh, bdut rether adout the Church Catholie of

1. Bng, Tr. from The Doouments of Vatican II, Bomday 1966.
2. Epist 49, V.2.
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all ages and places. The Church, as the Body of Christ, can-
ot be more than ome. Jut 4% is not the Universal Chureh which
is the Body of Christ, ut rather the ome, holy Catholis and
apostolic Chureh of all ages snd all places. '

still sesms to thimk that the Universal Church is the dody of
Christ, wvith the variows previncial Churches as members of that
body The proviscial Chureh is not the body of Christ, 4% 4o

W.M of the dedy of Ghrist, for Cyprian,

Ignatine of Antieeh clearly taught that the local
Church was the Catholie Ghaveh. Ne wrots mo theologimal
treaties, dut he writes: "te the Church that presides im ramk
in the land of the Romams™{, or to "Church of God the Father and
the Lord Jesus Christ, vhidh is at Fhiladelphia in Asis”5. The
Chureh for Ignatius is organisned areund the dishop, the pres-
Wyters and the discomate, and not around ony wniversal antherity.

Tertullian, however, stonds in botwoen He says, in

(The Apestles) estadlished Ghurches in every oity,
from wvhich the ether Churches dorzowed the shoot of
faith and the seeds of doetrine, and are every day
borrowing them 80 as to deoome .

because of this that these

?
%
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cccse Ve ave in commnion wvith the apoetolie Churches
because there is no difference of dootrine, This is
our guareantee of truth....."”6,

Tertullian dees mot say that the local Chureh is
part of the universal Chureh, dut he says sinply that all are
one. Eaoh local Chureh has the same standing as an apostolie
Chureh, And as for signe of commmio, Tertullian proposes
(s) common treditiom, (b) leve, peace, drotherhood and mutual
hospitality. He says acthing adout the Episcopate or the
Eusharist or the Papasy. MNis 1is a practical lawyer'’s mind and
his theclogy is aceerdingly quite down to ecarth.

Ireneus alee places major emphasis on the eommon
apostolic teashing as the main sign of commumnio between the local

pate in which all %isheps share, and which episeopate is fully
present in every %ishep. There iz mo twrace of the Vatiocanm IX
idea that the episospate of each degomes effective omnly ia
communion with the Roman Pomtiff.

"The episoopate is ome; the individual members have
each a part, and the parts make up a solid vhele.

6. o 2y ”' e Ings Te. from K. Jettensem
& E. ﬂ Mm, Oxfar, 1969, pe !)l.

7 I X012 KT, The Nerly Ghristisn

Pe .
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The Chureh ie one} tu m&tmhuunm
is extended far and wide S0 form & plurality”s.

So-mmmptumtutotm'. o
The pax partevhole way of thinking is there, mixed with the

other way of thinking that the episoopate as a single reality
is plurally ssnifested. :

But what is the sign of communio for Cypxriamn? He
uses piotures to answer the question: the sun and its « the
seamless role of Chriat. The only indication of a the cal
principle are the refevences ¢ the episccopate as ons, and the
reference to the Chureh as "oemented by heavenly mysteries"d.
T™he two primcijples of Grthedexn Theology of unity - episcopate and
the sucharist - are there, though only in en eshyonic form.

It 4is quite timate to see a third principle alse
in Cyprian again ia ¢ form - that of Petrine Primaey.
Lot us make it clear that Reman Primacy does noet follow self-
evidently from Petrine Primasy., Cyprian develops & Doctrine
of Roman primsecy from Petrime primecy, Wt we need not discuss
1% here.

That Peter represents the Church as.a whole Cyprian
does affirm"10, But from Peter the transition 1is not to the
Roman Pon$iff, dut elearly to the bishop as bishop. He develops
the Ignatian line mueh more resclutelys

"The Chureh i3 made up of the people united te

their priest (meanimg dishop), the flook oleaving

%0 its shepherd. Hence you should lmow that the
bishop 4s iz the Church, and the Chureh ia the disheop,
snd that if anyene is not with the bishop, he s net
in the Chureh"ll.

Bven the words to Peter "Thou art Peter”, e%o. are interpreted
by Cyprian 10 mean the estadlishaent of the universal episcepate,
rathey than the Romen Papacy”l2. As Professcr Afanasieff puts it:

8, fa Cathellans Eoalemias Unitate 5

9 4viai7

10, Epist XXXIIX:XIj Np /XVIe7

11, Ep /XVIs7,8 « soire dedes episcopum in ecclesia esse et

ecclesian in episcepo et si qui cum episcopo nom sit im
ecclesias non esss.

12, Bp XXXIXIIsI Bp XLIIXIiV:2
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aceording to Cypriam, "Bvexry bishop presides separately over his
own losal Chuveh, dut all bishops have possession of Peter's
throme together and 9o form & 'multipliocity ia comoowd®

*135. The unity of the Chureh is expressed
in ty oaneord of bishops, acoording to @yprian,

Afanassieff summarises Cyprisn's view of the
Universal Church as a pyramidal one - the people ~ diffused - at
the base, the episcopate - in haracmy and unity - at the apex.

MMMNWW?
Cyprian's answer is imoemplete. K¢ haa doth forms of expressiom -

oonciliarity and papaey; dus he does not develop either ome a9
the essential. Afanasieff offers us the interesting thought
that twe coclesidegies are in embryonic form in Cyprian's
writings - the ‘vniversel' type and the 'Bucharistie’ type.

If the universal type is follewed, then there has to Yo ome
bishop who is the prineiple of communio detween the local
Churches; if the sucharistio type is followed, the oconsequences
are that the unity of the Chureh is expressed in the unity of
the epissopats, in the eontaxt of each loaal bishop deing wnited
in the Eucharist, in the tradition, and in love, to other dishope
and their peoples.

The Orthodem Ghuwrch follows the Eucharietioc ecelesias-
logy as basic, but sften adopts eoustons and practices which have
some relation to the Universal ecolesiology. The clearsst
exanple of the latter is the creation of the Eeumenical Patriare~
hate vhich ocur tradition has rejected as unlawful, Universal
tendencies are also clearly seen in the attenpte of the Syviam
Patriarch t0 interfere in the administration of the Indian Chureh,
and in the affirmation of seme dissident groups in Iundia who
clain that Antioch is the throme of Pster, that the Syrian
Patriarech is ceated om that throne, and that a Chureh mot
subjeet to the authority of the Syrian Patriarch is apostale.

Ssmalualong.

As for the mecensity of gommmnio Yet-eem the lecal
Churehes, the traditiom of the Church, which the Orthodox Feollew,
leaves us in n0 doudbt. Ne looal Churoh exists except in comm-~

union with the ome Body of Christ with which other local Churches
are also in comsunion,

13, J.Meyemdorff ot al. The Primsqy of Pekex.
Paith Press, Secomd Bd. 1973. Pe 62.
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On how that commumio is to be expressed, we can make
a few observations:

a) No pattern existing at present is adequately expressing the
coranmio detween local Charehes becsuse of division in the Chureh,

b) The Buchariss is the primary sion of the oocmmunie

between local Churehes. Ve not remonber each other ia
the Busharist, but in ouwr Cemmmion in the Body of Christ, we
have Oguummig with all leeal Chumbes.

o) The bishop deing the essmntial element in the local Charch,
The commnion of the YWighepe, vherever it is expressed, is an
expression of communio bedween lecsl Churches. In the ocase of
an autocephalous Chureh, this eoumunio is more intimate and
actual, and is expressed in the 1ife of the Bynod of that
autoocsphalous Chureh. The ssneerd of the dishops in the
Bpisecopal Syhod is g nigh of conmmmio between looal Churches
whieh are organised together s an antocsphalous Chureh. This
sign is less essential end indispensadble than the Buchawiss.

Q) As for s universal Cowneil expressing the communio of all
looal Churches, this has never been ashieved, nor is to de re-
garded as essential. WNiocea, Constantinople and Ephesus as well
as the later couneils were basioally Councils of the Romsan
Empire rather than of the world - more Imperial then Universal.
The Christians of Geowgia, Armenia, Parthis, India, Nudia amd
Bthiopia as well as other countries outside the Empire do not

40 have partieipated. The wniversal Councile are useful
sometings bemefieial is Bot t0 be demied. DBut it does not

appear that they are neeessary or essemtial as a eign of coamunio
between local Churshes. Too meay generations have passed away
without participating in a wniversal eouneil, lLike the gif$ of
tongues, they belonged 40 a yxxapumbkén particular period of the
Church's history. They may still prove useful. BPut they arve
certainly not an essential sign of communio between local Churches.

e) What is really eesential as a sign and even as & basis for
communio detween looal Churches is agr:enent in the Traditiom

of the Church. It is this agreememnt which then makes it peesidle
for the bdishors to be 4in ocomeord. Vhen there is disagreement

in the Tradition, the eomoerd of bigho e is hax broken, and the
signe of gopmunio disappsar. Love, psace and ooneord ars all
disrupted vhen there is disagreement with the Oue Tnuttu of
the Apostolic and Catholie Church.
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