


I 

I I .  

I 

I 
1 1  
1 CONTENTS 11 
t- 
I PART I 

- i  t , 

I I 6 PAGE 
9 I INTRODUCTORY . . . . . . . . .. 1 
L 

1: -. II THE " PRIMACY " I N  TFiE FIRST THREE CENTURIES 5 
1x1 THE SPREAD OF CHRISTIANITY . . . . .. 56 

I IV THE COUNCIL OF NICiEA (325) . . -. . . 71 

I 

PART I1 

V CONSTANTINE'S INTEREST I N  T 9 E  CHURCH. THE 
BIRTH OF CBSARO-PAPISM . . . . . . 89 

VI ATHANASIUS PATRIARCH O F  ALEXANDRIA (328-373) 99 
VII THE MELETIAN SCHISM. ST. BASIL AND ST. JOHN 

CHRYSOSTOM . . . . . . . . .. 118 
VIII THE FIRST COUNCIL O F  CONSTANTINOPLE (381) . . 136 
IX THE COUNCIL OF EPHESUS (431) . . . . . . 143 
x THE COUNCIL OF CHALCEDON (451). THE PAPACY 

AT CHALCEDON . . . . . . .-. . . 189 
XI THE CONSEQUENCES O F  CHALCEDON . . . . 207 

XI1 THE PAPACY I N  THE TIME O F  THE ENPEROR JUSTINIAN 
-THE FIFTH GENERAL COUNCIL (553) . . . . 226 

XI11 THE MONOTHELITE CONTROVERSY AND T H E  SIXTH 
GENERAL COUNCIL--CONSTANTINOPLE I11 (680- 

XIV THE ICONOCLASTIC CONTROVERSY AND THE SEVENTH 
GENERAL COUNCIL (786) . . . . . . .. 289 

i 

I 

' 



CONTENTS 

PART I11 

PHOTIUS AND HIS SCHISM . . . . 
TgE VARYING TEACHING OF PHOTIUS ON 

PREROGATIVES . . . . . . 
SUMMARY--GENERAL REFLECTIONS 

CLUSIONS . . ... . * . . 
APPENDICES 

I . . 
11 . . 

111 . . 
IV . . 
v . . 
VI . . 
VII . . 
Vm . . 
IX . . 
X . . 

XI . . 
XI1 . . 
x m  . . 
XIV . . 

BIBLIOGRAPHY. . 
INDEX . . . . 

- . . 
" PETRINE " 

. . . . 
AND CON- . . . . 

PAGE 

315 

344 

350 

381 
381 
382 
382 
383 
384 
38 6 
386 
388 
389 
390 
390 
391 
392 
393 
399 

AUTHOR'S NOTE 

This book, the Dissertation approved for a Research 
loctorate Degree in the University of Oxford, treats of a 
lbject not only of importance to students of history and 

theology, but one of the first practical interest to the ordinary 
educated layman, who, if his Latin and Greek are of less than 
the Shakespearean standard, may skim over the passages of 
both without losing the thread of the argument. 

One outcome of the Great War (1914-1918), followed up as 
it was by the Revolution in Russia and by the persecution of 
the Russian Church, is the interest it has aroused throughout 
the world in the entire question of the relation of Eastern to 
Western Christendom. 

In the following pages an attempt is made accurately to 
describe this relation prior to the Schism of the ninth century ; 
to show in particular how the Russian together with the thirteen 
other Eastern Orthodox Churches which look to the Patriarch 
of Constantinople as their titular head came to be estranged 
from the West ; and to investigate the reasons which led to 
the separation of Constantinople from Rome, and from the 
See of Rome, which hitherto had been recognised throughout 
the East as the Apostolic See and as the common centre of 
Christendom. 

It should be said that the itaiics 
B . mine except where otherwise stated. 

in the quotations are 



CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTORY 

TRE question we are proposing to answer is, What were the 
relations of the Eastern Churches to Rome before the schism 
of Photius ? i.e. during roughly the first nine hundred years 
of the Church's existence. 

In & investigation of this nature, the most satisfactory and 
the most logical plan is to divide the centuries concerned into 
dearly defined periods, each marked by its own peculiar cir- 
cumstances and characteristics. 

I shall therefore divide the book into three Parts dealing 
respectively with : 

(1) The period from the foundation of the Church Catholic 
up to and including the Council of Nicza, 325. 

(2) The period from the year 330, the date of the founding 
of Constantinople, onwards to the passing of Rome 
under the protectorate of the Franks. 

(3) The period covered by the career of Photius himself. 

The Council of Niciea, held under the first " Christian " 
emperor and convoked by him, definitely marks the close of 
the first Age of the Church. 

From persecution the Church passes through toleration to 
the position of domination over, or first rank among, the reli- 
gions of the empire. The first (Ecumenical Council obviously 
forms the climax of this first period. The First Part of our 
enquiry, then, is naturally coterminous. 

The Second Part is really the most important section of the 
book. I t  commences with the foundation of Constantinople, 
*I New Rome," an event fraught with such tremendous conse- 

quences to the history of the Church. 
This Part covers the centuries when the next six General 

~ u n d l s  were held. It witnesses to the advancement more or 
B 1 



2 THE EASTERN CHURCHES AND THE PAPACY 

less rapid, but always constant and consistent, of Constantinople 
to  the second place in the hierarchy of the Church. 

The Third Part is more especially devoted to the activities, 
influence and policy of that powerful personality, Photius ; and 
to the circumstances of the outbreak of the schism destined 
to be made practically permanent by Michael Cerularius. 

Now Part I, though not the chief section, has an importance 
all its own, and for this reason : the relations of the Eastern 
and Western Churches, whatever they are, are, during that time, 
independent of any patronage or approval of emperors. They are 
functioning for three hundred years before the empire becomes 
Christian. In fact it is of this period that Dollinger writes : 
" The popes were, even in the times of the Roman emperors, 
the guardians of the whole Church, exhorting and warning in 
all directions, disposing and judging, binding and loosing."I 

But the Second Part, as I have said, is the main section, 
because it contains all the General Councils (with the exception 
of Nicaea) common to East and West. And I base the weight of 
my conclusions mainly on the evidence of General Councils. 

For it is not so much what an individual " Eastern " Father 
or " Greek " Father says (though this is extremely important, as 
afiording independent illustration, corroboration and confirma- 
tion) as what the Universal Church, " the Undivided Church," 
in her Supreme Councils, the meetings of her representatives 
in common, says, enacts, inscribes, pre-supposes, or implies. 

The discussion must revolve chieflv round the Seven CEcu- 
menical Councils, because they are received and accepted by the 
Orthodox East and the West alike. 

This would have to be the method, even though one did not 
believe (as both the Easterns and the Westerns do believe) that 
the (Ecumenical Councils are, a t  any rate in their dogmatic 
decrees, " infallible." A man a ~ ~ r o a c h i n a  the Seven General 

A 

councils purely as a historian is bound & recognise in these 
Councils the high-water mark of consensus of East and West. 

Dollinger, The Church and the Churches, London 1862, p. 42. cf. Von 
Hiigel's Selected Letters, p. 301 (Ed. Bernard Holland, 1927). " Another 
point which Catholicism has still quite alive, and which Church Protestant- 
ism has strangely little of, is the sense that  religion is not a department of 
the civil senrice, as the late Lord Houghton so touchingly used to say i t  is. 
I n  the midst of their absorption as to whether Romanism is. or is not, loyal 
t o  the State, most Protestants have been curiously without the sense that  
Christianity was for the first three centuries an outlawed religion." 

cf. also a very just comment in a recent brochure, The Papacy, by 
A. L. Maycock (London 1927), pp. 2&21. 

, .. . .z. 
., - 

INTRODUCTORY 3 

thought to the question of " infallibility," 
o him that he will find in these Seven Councils 
on factor of the agreement of Orthodox and 

e Acts of the Councils, the settings, details, events, pre- 
sitions and decisions of these gatherings representative 

le Church, and the writings of those who took part in 
&em, will therefore be necessarily of the first importance. 
Next will come appeals of Easterns to the Roman pope-what 

* the Easterns say of Peter and Rome and the papacy. These 
will be of far more weight and consideration than what the 
popes say of themselves ; though one would not go so far as  to 
apply (in this connection) the old adage " self-praise is no 
recommendation." For what a pope says to an Eastern of 
himself and his office is of significance and importance if i t  is 
not contested or controverted or contradicted by the Eastern. 
And it is of still more weight if  agreed to by the Eastern. 

The evidence and criticisms of non-Roman Catholic writers 
will be preferred before that of writers of the Roman obedience. 

On these materials I shall rely to make clear the justice 
or injustice of the common view, that the Eastern Churches 
knew of no primacy or privilege in Rome other than one of 
secular origin. 

These are the documents and authorities from which- I shall 
obtain the evidence on which to decide whether the common 
assertion, that the Easterns have never recognised a " papacy," 
be true or not. 

My object, then, is to show from prinie sources-from Eastern 
Councils and from Eastern Fathers-what the relations of the 
Easton Churches with Rome really were, before Photius and 
his schism. 

Now, this will often necessitate lengthy quotations. But, 
in my opinion, it is best to let an author speak for himself, and 
thus to show as well as possible what the meaning of the writer 
quoted is.= I t  will also counter any suspicion there may be 
of any garbling or manipulating of the evidence-that a wrong 
interpretation is put upon the essential parts-that unfair 
construction is built upon words taken from their context. 
For the same reasons I shall utilise my own translations of 
Greek Fathers. When I do not, I shall generally quote from the 
easily accessible and easily verifiable renderings of translators 

d the wise remarks in the Preface to  Darwell Stone, vol. i. A History 
of * Dodrinc of the Holy Eucharist, London 1909. 



4 THE EASTERN CHURCHES AND THE PAPACY 

who are not members of the Roman Church, e.g. the Oxford 
Library of the Fathers, The Library of Nicene and Post-Nicene 
Fathers, etc., after comparing the passages with the original 

In these nine centuries' which we shall have under revi 
there are several Eastern Churches, all united in one Faith and 
intercourse, yet, i t  is true, with a certain independence of rite 
and ceremony, and, to some degree, of organisation. 3 Within CHAPTER I1 
the Roman empire we shall find evolved four patriarchates : 
Alexandria (Egypt), Antioch (Syria, Cilicia, and Mesopotamia), PRIMACY IN THE FIRST THREE CENTURIES 

- Jerusalem (Palestine) and Constantinople (Thrace and Asia 
Minor), while outside the empire we shall see the National the latter half at least of the centuries 
Churches of Persia, Armenia and Ethiopia. ation, the Roman Church made great 

To-day, when the " Eastern Church " is spoken of, the . Not only did her bishop proclaim 
average man apparently thinks of the Church of Constantinople. himself the chief bishop of Christendom, on the ground that 
But this Church, with no lack of justice or charity, may be Peter had first held his see-and Peter was the chief of the 

1;; fairly described as the upstart of them all. For, though apostles ; not only did he consider himself the chief of the 

k ;  destined by various causes to take the supreme position among patriarchs ; but he clair-ned to have, as successor of Peter, 

i, : all the Churches other than that of Rome, the Church of by divine right; jurisdiction over the whole Church. ' That he 

f :  made those claims is undisputed. Did the Eastems acknow- 
3.' : 
? 
i .. after Christ. It became the leading Eastern Church. An ledge them ? The answer to that question is the object of this 
. .i because i t  became the leading Eastern Church our chief 
i .. 
, . consideration will ecessarily have to be of it. 
; 1 

I 1.. Leo the Great is generally looked upon as the full-grown 
. . 

3 See below, pp. 368 and 369. assertor, if not, indeed, the inventor, of Roman claims, though 
, . yself I find those claims asserted just as clearly and un- 

equivocally by Celestine twenty years before him. And there 
!!. are Protestant historians who see those claims made and 

!- 
atives asserted still further back. 

! ;$ Regius Professor Dr. Charles Bigg wrote.1 "Every 
. \ . . of the mediaval and even of the later Roman Church, 

I.." 
,: Infallibility, the Immaculate Conception, not to speak of 

of others, can be not unreasonably defended from the 
.?% 

% - . ,  of the sixth, the fifth, the fourth and even of the third 
4' century. This may seem a strong assertion, but in spite of the 
: l:. 

!$ 
great authority of Jewel, it can be maintained. Church history 
is a stream of development, and it is not possible to draw a line 

; 1; . , across it at any point and say that what comes before that 
1:: ..< 
,$ ,;  

line is sound and what comes after it is corrupt." 
: .F It is plain therefore from these words, of one who had little 
!& 

%: : ,  thy with " Roman claims," that those claims are not 
, I _  

:I- ' 5 .  
The '* third century " is an early date to find those 

;k.. made. I believe that the evidence of the second and the 
.r. 
fj , , :  ' Th Tha of March 2. 1905. 
~ 8 :  . . 5 
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first centuries, such as i t  is, will be found identical in character 
-Rome will be seen claiming authority and expecting or de- 
manding obedience-and for the same reasons : that her 
bishop is the successor of S. Peter, the chief of the apostles, 
the leader appointed by Christ. 

Shall we find the Eastern Churches in those earlier centuries 
acknowledging those claims ? Shall we find them acting on 
them ? In other words, will the relations of the Eastern 
Churches with Rome be what they are because of the acknow- 
ledgment of those claims ? To investigate and answer these 
questions from the evidence of the first three centuries is our 
more immediate task. 

Documents of the first century are certainly not plentiful. 
We start with the consideration of the New Testament 

considered simply as history ; and the Roman Church relies 
on the New Testament to justify her claims.2 

There are %on-Roman Catholic scholars of the first rank, 
claiming to use the New Testament merely as a historical record, 
and to approach the books with an unprejudiced and unbiased 
mind, who see in these writings an outstanding position assigned 
to the Apostle Peter. To them the figure of the apostolic 
company which emerges most conspicuously and uniquely is 
the figure of Simon Bar- Jona. 

Bishop Gore, on the other hand, at  this late day still makes 
the assertion : " If you read the New Testament as a whole, 
you see that the idea of any official authority being given to 
Peter over and above what was given to all the apostles has no 
support at  all." 3 But even von Harnack sees more in the New 
Testament than this. " Protestant exegetes," he writes, " are 
inclined to underestimate the position of Peter among the 
apostles and in the primitive community. As early as the time 
of Jesus he stood at  the head as spokesman and primus, and as 
the Messianic line of thought does not admit of a primus among 
the Twelve, Peter's pre-eminence must be based on his personal 
qualities and on their recognition by Jesus." One might judge, 
with Mgr. Batiffol,4 that Harnack could have used a stronger 

cf. The Council of Milevis : " The authority of Your Holiness, de- 
rived as i t  is from the authority of Holy Scripture." 

3 Lecture I I .  Catholicism and Roman Catholicism, and see his 
Bomnn Catholic Claims. 

4 See Batiffol in Blackfriars. June 1923, Art., "Anglo-Catholics and 
Roman Catholics." which is a translation of Art. I in Catholicisme et 
Papaute' (pp. 27-28). cf. Catholicism and Pafiaey, the Authorised English 
Fanslation (pp. 31-2). And cf. Prof. C. H. Turner in Theology, 1926, Art.. 

S. Peter in the New Testament " : " In the circles from which the matter 
peculiar to the First Gospel was drawn the prerogative position of S. Peter 
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"recognition." However, he goes on to say : 
that Peter was the first to behold the Risen One 

d and strengthened this position, which was threat- 
e d , ~ t  may be, by that of James, but as regards the Gentile 

ans remained unchanged. . . . In  the Palestinian circle, 
the Gospel of Matthew originates, it was reported that 
d expressly declared His intention of founding His 

Peter ; in the ' Johannine circle it was reported 
at  the Risen One had entrusted him with the leadership of 
is flock . . . those who circulated these reports were thinking 

formal primacy in the cure of souls." - 

I t  may be that one's mind is unconsciously influenced in a 
&ection adverse to this by the amount of space devoted in the 
New Testament to the Epistles of S. Paul. But i t  might be 
shown that these writings attest the same.5 However, the 
conflusion that Harnack comes to is this : " If the Pauline 
'Epistles and other sources know nothing of such a seelsorge- 
fiimat they do not value the less highly Peter's prestige and 
activity."6 But S. Paul himself is a witness to a divinely- 
given primacy. At least, that is the striking conclusion 
arrived a t  by an English theologian of the first rank. 

" I t  is clear then, I think," Professor C. H. Turner has lately 
written, " that the evidence of S. Paul is entirely in accord with 
the evidence of the Gospels as to the prerogative position 
assigned to S. Peter in relation to the rest of the Apostles." 
(Theology, 1926, p. 194.) 

The same support is indirectly given by other writers of the 
critical and rationalistic school, e.g. Loisy, Holtzmann, Guine- 
bert and others. Their arguments against the genuineness of 
the locus classicus Matt. xvi, 18 : " Thou art Peter," etc., may 
seem very weak and unconvincing and based on prejudice and 
a priori considerations, yet even so, they unintentionally tell 

amply recognised. But there remains, of course, still to consider the 
UKB~ startling testimony of all (Matthew xvi, 17-19). . . . And I Zilyself 
M y  to thee that thou art ROCK, and on this ROCK I will build my Church. 
and the gates of Hades shall not prevail against it. . . . No words could 
a be more startling than these. In the Palestinian surroundings, where 
the First Gospel was put into shape, no sort of doubt can have existed as 
to the unique position conferred by Christ on His chief apostle ; and if 
for Palestinian we substitute ' Syrian ' or 'Antiochene,' we must ascribe 
the belief to Gentile as well as to Jewish Christians. Even if the belief 

not based on fact, i t  was quite definitely held within the first fifty 
of the life of the Christian society " (p. 70). 

3 cf. also Duchesne, The Churches Separated, p. 81, also Roiron, 
Rcche~chcs dc Science Religieuse (1913), pp. 489-531, " S. Paul a 'IVitness 
to the Primacy of Peter." 

' ExISkhung und Entwickelung der Kirchenverfassung (1910). p. 6 .  
d. C. Weizsacker, Dm apostolische Zeitalter (1920). pp. 465-7. 
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in the direction of " Petrine " and " Roman " assertions and 
claims. Loisy, e.g., would not admit that the words were ever 
spoken by Christ, yet, according to him, they are the inter- 
pretation of the sentiments of the Christians of the first century. 
So, even on such a hypothesis, they remain an eloquent and 
arresting testimony of the belief of primitive Christendom. 
But it is M. Loisy who, referring to the Protestant exegesis 
of this Petrine passage (Matt. xvi), writes thus : ". . . . S i  I'on 
vest en faire le sens historique de llEvangile, ce ne sont plus que 
des distinctions subtiles et qui font violence au  texte. Les paroles 
de J tsus  visent le r6le de Pierre dans la fondation de Z'Eglise, et 
I'on peut mAme dire qu'elles le supPosent; elles ne sont pas 
conditionnelles, comme la  suite le montre ; bien qzGe la  foi en  soit 
le point de dtpart, elles se rapportent moins d l'ordre de la foi quJ2 
l'ordre de I'activitk apostolique et d u  gouvernement eccltsiastique ; 
elles concernent donc le rdle pekonnel de Simon-Pierre non la  
seule vtritk qui a 6th proclamke par Zui. Sans  doute le fondenzent 
divin et invisible de llEglise est Jksus lui-mbme; mais Z'Eglise 
n'a pas existk tant que Jbsus a e'tk sw la  terre, et quand il a eu 
quitte' ce monde, c'est Pierre qui a ktk le fondement visible de 
I'Eglise naissante, le principal tkmoin de la rksurrection, l'agent 
principal de 2'Evangile d u  Christ, le chef principal des groupes 
chrdiens qui ont formk les premihes Eglises, et puis 1'Eglise. 
Sans  doute aussi les autres apdtres et tous lesjidkles sont despierres 
de l'kdijce samt, mais la  pierre fondamentale, sur laquelle est 
assise la maison de Dieu, est celle que le Sauveur a Wablie, Simon- 
Pierre." 7 

When M. Loisy deals with the charge to S. Peter recorded in 
John xxi he says : " L'ap6tre est charge' de la direction d u  
troupeau chrktien d la  place de Je'sus. . . . E n  faisant de Simon 
son vicaire Jksus ne  rkhabilite pas seulement le renbgat, il conjirme 
dans sa primautk le prince des apdtres. Peut-&re faudrait-il 
dire qu'il l'cn investit. . . . Tan t  pour le contenu que pour la  forme, 
et pour l'emploi caractkristique d u  n o m  de Simon, ce gassage est 
parallkle au  ' Tu es Pierre ' de Matthieu et a u  ' C o n . m e  tes 
fr2res ' de Luc. Ce sont trois kchos de la  mAme tradition, &gale- 
ment fidkles quant d leur substance, mais qui  peuvent &re plus ou 
moins dtpendants I'.tc.n.de l'autre quant d leur origine. . . . I1 est trks 
Probable qu'un terme di f t rent  a bte' choisi pour la troisibme 
rbponse, de fagon d constituer une  gradation : agneaux, petites 
brebis, brebis ou moutons en gknkral. Ces termes ne sont pas 
allgoriques de fagon d reprbenter trois catgories de membres 
dans la sociHk chrktienne; @is rE part ou collectivement, ikr 

7 Les Evangiles Synqptipucs, ii, p. 8. See also pp. 9-13. 

. . .. 
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I'ensemble d u  trozc#e& clzrktieni mais la  varittk des 
ntrer qu'il n 'y  a pas d'exception, et que tous les 
, quelle que soit leur place dans la communaute', 
sollicitude de Simon-Pierre."8 

etnrn more immediately to the significance of Matt. 
8, " S i  le texte est authentique," says M. Guinebert, " aucun 
n'est permis . . . . i l  faut reconnaftre que J k u s  a a u  moins 
la constitution de Z'Eglise a u  sens catholique d z ~  terme, 

i s p ' i l  lu i  donvze un chef." But he goes on to say : " MaZ- 
re~sement  l'authenticitt d u  passageest bien di$ciled dkfendre." 9 
to this, i t  is interesting to note that the genuineness of 

e text has recently been ably defended by the Anglican 
' 

&tic and scholar, the Bishop of Gloucester (A. C. Headlam), 
who, in his Jeszls Christ in History and Faith (pp. 221-222), 
thus writes : 
" If you will go into all the different expressions used in the 

famous passage addressed to S. Peter : ' T h e  gates of hell '; 
'binding and loosingJ-the very phrase 'S imon Bar- Jonah'-they 
are all Jewish Aramaic expressions, clearly belonging to a 
period before any Greek influence had come in. 

" Arrd the promise to Peter, which makes him what he i s ,  des- 
m'bed early in the New Testament as  ' the jirst,' harmonises 
cxaclly with the actual facts. Peter was the leader of the apostles 
in our Lord's lifetime, and was the leader of the primitive Christian 
wmmunity.  I s  it not natural that he should owe his position to 
the appointment of his  Master ? Because this passage has had 
read into i t  things which are not contained in it, and has been 
used to support a form of Christian teaching which many of 
us do not believe, there is no reason why we should suggest 
that it is not genuine." 

However, this text, though i t  is the chief " Petrine " text, 
is far from being the only one. 

If we turn now to Bishop Lightfoot's dissertation on " S. 
Peter in Rome," 10 in which he deals with theapostle's primacy 
in the New Testament-his one concern and object, he says, is 
to get at historical truth : " The subject which I purpose dis- 
cussing . . . is essentially mixed up with controversy, but I 
hope to treat it as little controversially as possible. . . . I shall 

; Pursue it, as far as possible, as a historical study." And this 
Le Quatri6m EvangiZe. pp. 939-42. 

r Hist. Anc. du Chr., p. 226 seq. cf. also " Der Quellort der Kirchen- 
uee," by F. Kattenbusch (1921), pp. 167-168, .in the Festgabe, dedi- 
mted to  Harnack, in which he treats of Peter's u q u e  posibon among the 
apostles. 

i, 
la S. Ckment of Rome, ii. 



is the concIusion he comes to : " Even a cursory glance a t  the 
history of the apostles, so far as i t  appears in the Gospel records, 
reveals a certain primacy of S. Peter among the twelve. He 
holds the first place in a l l  the lists ; he has a precedence of 
responsibility and of temptation ; he sets the example of moral 
courage and of moral lapse. Above all, he receives special 
pastoral charges." 1 1 

Once more : i t  is a Russian Orthodox, Vladimir Soloviev, who, 
in his very remarkable book, L a  Russie et E'Eglise Univer- et ,?es Actes des AfGtres." I S  
selle-a book which ought, if  only for its brilliant philosophical And to this body of evidence may now be added, what had 
Introduction, to be more widely known in English countries ,t made their appearance when first I wrote, two weighty 
than it is-emphasises the same facts. He says that he writes titles under the title of " S. Peter in the New Testament," 
as a member of the true and venerable Eastern Orthodox or om the pen of C. H. Turner, Ireland Professor of Exegesis 
G~ECO-Russian Church, and he remarks : " E n  considbrant que, at Oxford (see Theology, August and October, 1926). This 
parmi les disciples immtdiats de J b u s ,  azcczcn n'a a ~ t a n t  de study, from which I can now give only two or three extracts, 
droits d une Place marquie que S.  Jean Z'apdtre bien-aimb, jIai Should be read in its entirety, as constituting in  many 
comptt combien de fois les Evangiles et les Actes font mention de a significant return to the " Catholic " exegesis of the 
Jean et combien de fois de Pierre. I1 se trouve qzte le rapport est Petrine passages in the New Testament. Dealing with the 
de 1 2. 4 d pezc prts. Saint Pierre esi nommh 171 fois (114 dams Four Gospels, he writes : " What impresses me more than 
les Evalcgiles et 57 dans les Acles) et saint Jean-46 fois seulement anything else is the convergence of the testimony of these four 
(38 fois dans les Evangiles--y compris les cas od il parle de 1%;- documents in the prerogative position allotted to S. Peter. 
mkme d'une m a n i i e  indirecte-et 8 fois dans Zes Actes)." I 2 The writers are not simply repeating one another (p. 66) ; 

The same scriptural evidence has been set forth and empha- the more important sayings are different, the indications to all 
sised by Spencer Jones in his Errgland and the Holy See13 appearance independent ; but they cohere to a remarkable de- 
(1902), pp. 101-2. gree, and they must, I think, be taken to represent the Common 

It would be impossible and absurd to urge that i t  was any attitude of all parts.and sections of the Christian society in its 
prejudice in favour of any "Roman Claims " that induced a earliest stages " (p. 67). 
critic so impartial, calm and scrupulous as Bishop Lightfoot Of the Gospel of S. Mark he says : " Like the others, it marks 
to interpret the "rock" in Matt. xvi, 18, as meaning Peter. out Peter as the leader and spokesman of the disciples " ; and 
However one may explain the sense in which Peter is the rock, later observes : " None of the other Gospels adds anything to 
he dismisses as invalid the arguments advanced from etymology our knowledge of S. Peter, save in the direction of further 
and from imagery that Christ is the rock. " Our only guide," confirmation of his pre-eminence as leader among the disciples 
he writes, " is from the logical connection of the passages. But of Christ " (p. 68). 
here there can be little doubt that the sense points not to Christ " S. Luke's Gospel," remarks Professor Turner further on, 
the speaker, but to Peter the person addressed as the rock." 1 4  " comes into line with S. Matthew and S. John in thus assigning 

S. Clement of Rome, fi, p. 481. to our Lord a solemn commission of leadership-we might 
almost say of authority-to His chief apostle " (p. 74). He 
comcts even the Revised Version, faithfully rendering the 

and at one stroke all the privileges of the Church are laid before the whole 
Christian world." 

'1  La Russie et Z'Eglise Universelle, p. 154. cf. Appendix I. 
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apostle solemnly to  feed His lambs and tor& and feed His little 
sheep. Thus Matthew, Luke and John are a t  one in recording 
some definite saying of our Lord which raises S. Peter to a 
unique position above the other apostles. . . . The constant 
tradition of the primitive Church, so far as we have it positively 
expressed, asserted the unique prerogative of S. Peter " (p. 75). 

These independent authorities will suffice. 
Now, I myself am not required, a t  any rate at this stage, to 

discuss in what sense S. Peter was held to be the rock.I6 I 
simply have to point out that unprejudiced philosophers like 
Soloviev, and independent critics of whom Lightfoot is an 
example, come to the conclusion that whatever S. Peter's 
position be, " still i t  is a primacy-a pre-erninence." 

I am not concerned personally to prove the primacy of Peter 
from the New Testament. I simply take as a starting-point 
the fact that non-Roman Catholic writers see in the records a 
primacy of Peter. I t  is true that Harnack maintains that there 
is a " ditch " between Christ and the apostles-they have 
misunderstood and misinterpreted their Master. He will 
indeed later maintain that there is another ditch between the 
teaching of Clement and the teaching of Cyprian, though he 
will argue that after the ditch " Catholic " and " Roman I* 
become in some sense synonymous. 1 7  His value, indeed, as a 
witness to a primacy is the rather increased by his peculiar 
position. 

But what I am at  pains a t  this point to find out is this: 
whether Easterns of sub-apostolic times recognised any personal 
privilege in S. Peter; whether they saw in the Gospel records 
'I a primacy, a pre-eminence " ; whether they saw any con- 
nection between S. Peter and Rome and the Bishop of Rome ; 
whether any support can be had from the remains of that early. 
time that Easterns acknowledged that " Catholic " and " Ro- 
man " were in any way synonymous ; whether they held that 
communion in faith with " Rome " meant the guarantee of 
their own belief and practice. 

Thus far the historical books we have had in view are the 
books of the New Testarnent-and these are " Eastern " books. 
The liturgical offices which the Eastern Churches to-day use 
are surely valid evidence of what the Easterns then believed the 
" Petrine " passages in the Gospels and Acts to mean. For 

16 Even Bishop Gore writes of Matt. xvi. 18, that S. Peter is the Rock. 
See R. C. Claims, p. 76 : " It is difficult, I think, to feel any doubt that 
Our Lord is here pronouncing the peTson of Peter t6 be the Rock." 

1 7  See his well-known excursus, Catholic and Roman," in his History 
of Dogma. 

Churches always boast their conservatism and unchange- 
remarkable language of these offices to  

er and more explicit even than in the 
ding offices of their Western brethren-if what they 
they did not believe then ? 

e liturgical offices and hymns, no room, 
bringing the, would-be explanation of 

ent " or " adulation," or worse, which we shall 
, as again and again urged by those who wish to 

n away the startling language of Greek 
thers to and of the Bishops of Rome. 

These liturgical offices show that the answer to the first 
question we have posed-" Was Peter the chief of the 
apostles ? "-wm, as Easterns interpreted the New Testament, 
unequivocally " Yes " ; for in these hymns and formularies 
we find constantly such titles and eulogies bestowed on Peter 
as the following, which the Church of Constantinople sings 

" The Foundation of the Church and the Rock of the Faith." 
6 K ~ ? ~ > s  743s ~ K K A ~ u ~ u ~  K&L 4 ?r;rpa 7'6s T~UTEOS 

" The Immovable Basis of Dogmas." 
Goy,uci~wv f l h c s  &amor. 

" The Throne of the Faith." 
ZSpa 4 s  T ~ T E O P  

" Sitting on the First Throne of the Apostles." 
TGV & r m d X o v  T ~ O ~ ~ ~ ~ O V O F ~  

Cardinal Pitra, in his Hymnographie, gives many very 
striking passages from the Greek offices relative to  S. Peter, 
which not only show the belief in the primacy of Peter among 
the apostles as being the Easterns' interpretation of the Scrip- 
tural passages, but also manifest the fact that Easterns believed 
that Peter was the Erst Bisho? of Rome. These few examples 
can be taken as typical of many : 

A. .i, ~opv&la ~ ~ 1 s  TGV &roordhv . . . . K U ~  ygyovas 'PhPqs T E  

rP&os ~ r l u ~ m o s  (Office of Feast of S. Peter's Chain). I 9  
Supreme foundation of the apostles. . . thou didst also become 

&st Bishop of Rome. 

'P6pqs d TOXLOGXOS, K&L 6 s  PwcX~las  
6 rapsoGxos, r j  ?rhrpa r i j s  T~OT~W, 

Nilles. Kakndari?cm, i, pp. 72, 121, 138: 323: See also Echos d'Ovient. 
i. 307-309, "Les titres glorieux de l'Ap6tre samt Pierre dans l'hymnographe 
grecque." cf. Tondini, La $vimautt de saint Pierre pvouvie 9a.r les titres 
que lui donas I'dglise russe dans sa liturgie (Pans, 1867). 

I ?  Pitva. p. 57. 
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6 0TP€$ds ~ C P ~ X ~ O S  K U ~ O X L ~ S  ~ K K ~ ~ ~ C ~ ~ S  

Ecpois 6pvela80 8v & ~ D L v . ~ ~  
(Office of the protocoryphaei apostles, 

Peter and Paul.) 

C. 7 6 s  ' P d p q s  82 ylyovas 
U b  ? r p o l - € ? r ~ ~ ~ O Z ' 0 ~  
T+S ~ a p p q i m o v  TGV rrdXcov 
86&4 K ~ L  ~ X b o s  
K ~ L  h ~ ~ X q u k a s ,  n&rPc, h6palwpa. 
K ~ L  AXCLL $ 6 0 ~  
06 ~ a ~ w x w o v u ~ v  o*v~os  T ~ V T ~ P  

X p m b s  cSs ?rpob+qcr~v.~ '. 

(Office for All Apostles. June 30.) 

I t  seems strange that both Lightfoot and Harnack, although 
maintaining the primacy of Peter in the scriptural records, yet 
both deny his Roman episcopate.22 Lightfoot is quite con- 
vinced that S. Peter visited Rome and suffered martyrdom 
there.23 But he maintains that S. Peter's primacy was tem- 
porary, and ended when the Gentiles were admitted into the 
Church ; that though Peter was in Rome, he was not Bishop 
of Rome. Now, here i t  is very important to remember that 
in Dr. Lightfoot's view " apostles were not bishops," and that 
the office of bishops was " not a continuation of the apostolate." 
He develops this in a marginal note in his "Dissertations."~4 
" The episcopate," he lays down, " was formed not out of the 
apostolic order by localisation, but out of the presbyteral by 
elevation. . . . The functions of the apostle and the bishop 
differed widelv. The apostle . . . . held no local office. He 
was essentially, as his name denotes, a missionary, moving 

2 0  ibid., p. 120. 
(B) Of Rome the president and of the kingdom 

The treasurer. the Rock of the Faith. 
The firm ~oundation of the Catholic church, 
Let him be hymned in sacred praises. 

" ibid.. p. 137. 
(C) Of Rome made first Bishop 

Thou wert the praise and glory of the greatest of all cities, 
And of the Church, 0 Peter. the foundation, 
And the gates of Hell 
Shall never prevail against it, .* 

As Christ foretold. 
a a  Dr. Kidd writes : " No other Church in East or West has ever claimed 

that S. Peter died there, or that it possessed his tomb. Churches that 
never have owned the Roman supremacy accept the tradition that Rome 
is the See of Peter." Ch. Hist. p. 52. cf. Dolhger, First Age ofthc Church, 
ii, pp. 164-6, 

a 3 ibid.. u, p. 491. 
r 4  pp. 154-155. 
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place, founding and confirming the brotherhoods. 
therefore to the apostle that we must look for the 
the bishop. How far indeed and in what sense 

i&op may be called the successor of the apostles will be 
subject for consideration, but the succession at  least 
consist in an identity of office." 

ck, on the other hand, holds quite unreasonably that 
nearly the middle of the second century the Roman 
h had a presbyterian form of government, without any 
chical bishops. This, however, is contradicted by 
oot, who, speaking of the time when S. Ignatius' epistles 

written, says : " I t  would be an excess of scepticism, with , 

evidence before us, to question the existence of the epis- 
as a distinct office from the presbyterate in the Roman 
."25 Yet, if either of these contentions is granted, the 

&fficulty is increased of accounting for the prominence and 
p ~ a i n e n c e  that they both acknowledge the Roman Church 
to have had in the last decade of the first century. For Light- 
foot maintains that in A.D. 95 the Roman Church is seen as 
*' the most prominent Church in Christendom," and he finds 
evidence of " a pre-eminence of rank " and of " a primacy in 
the Roman Church," and " a certain precedence of the Roman 
Church over the other Churches of Christendom." 2 6  

He professes to find the fact that the Roman Church was 
situated in the imperial city, and its moral earnestness and 
practical charity sufficient to account for all this. He main- 
tains that the primacy of the Roman Church was not due to the 
primacy of her bishop. On the contrary, the primacy of the 
bishop was, he asserts, due to the primacy of the Roman Church 
-and this was chiefly because it was in Rome. Parenthetically 
there seems considerable point in the recent remark of Mgr. 
Batiffol : " Tout au plus pourrait-on lui reprocher d'en avoir 
dgligd les anticbdents et d'avoir tro@ vite prbsufi$osi que la 
@ ' ~ u t k  de I'Eglise romaine e'tait ine'vitable dts Id que I'Eglise 
romaine Dait l'bglise de la me'tropole dza monde. Nous ne voyons 
pose en effet, qzle $arb Ue primautt se soit itablie dans le judafsme 
& la diaspora, ou dans le marciorcisme, ou dams le mithraisme."z 7 . 
In the year 46 it is a fact that the Roman Church claims to be, 

a is recognised to be, the representative of doctrinal unity ; 
a d  claims to have, and is acknowledged to have, a responsi- F' 

' 5 Ipai ius  and Polycarp, i, 395. '' ibid.. i. 58, 61. . . '7Baiifrol's Rejoinder," The Christian East, Dec. 1% 
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and treasures it. 

absence of the nam 
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What exactly had happened at  Corinth is uncertain, but it 
is evident that there had been a revolt and that some members 
of the presbyteral college had been deposed. 

I t  is not altogether fanciful to see in the bearers of this letter, 
Claudius Ephebus and Valerius Bito and Fortunatus (this 
last perhaps a Corinthian) the prototypes of what we know 
later as " papal legates." 

J No one reading this letter through can fail to be struck by 
its sense of self-consciousness and its extraordinary self- 
assertion and sense of authority. I t  is couched in no weak and 
halting terms. " I t  is strenuous, even peremptory," says 
Dr. Lightfoot, " in the authoritative tone it assumes " ; and 
he even goes so far as to describe the letter as " the first step 
toward Papal domination," while he bids us observe " the 
urgent and almost imperious tones which the Romans adopt 
in addressing their Corinthian brethren during the closing years 
of the first century."3 4 

Dr. Lightfoot frankly and with candour states the facts 
as he sees them, but sometimes draws from them conclusions 
the very reverse of what one would expect. I t  is difficult to 
reconcile his description of the Epistle as the " first step towards, 
papal domination " with his reading of the motive prompting 
it, " strong only in the righteousness of their cause, and feeling 
remarks in Domside Rm'ew (May 19251, pp. 89-90. Art., "Monseigneur 
Batiffol and the Avostolic See." 

3 4 Ignatius and ~ o l ~ c a y f i ,  i, 398. S .  Clement ofRome, i, 70,69,250. The 
whole passage from Lightfoot is useful to have at  hand a t  this point of 
the discussion : " The language of this letter, though itself inconsistent 
with the possession of papal authority in the person of the writer, enables 
us to understand the secret of the growth of papal domination. I t  does 
not proceed from the Bishop of Rome, but from the Church of Rome. . . . 
The name and personality of Clement are absorbed in the Church of which 
he is the spokesman. This being so, it is the more instructive to observe 
the urgent and almost imperious tone which the Romans adopt in ad-. 
dressing their Corinthian brethren during the closing years of the first 
century. . . . It may perhaps seem strange to describe this noble remon- 
strance as the first step towards papal dormnation. And yet undoubtedly 
this is the case. There is all the difference in the world between the atti- ' 
tude of Rome towards other Churches at  the close of the first century, 
when Romans as a community remonstrate on terms of equality with the 
Corinthians on their irregularities, strong only in the righteousness of their 
cause, and feeling, as they had a right to feel, that their counsels of peace 
were the dictation of the Holy Spirit, and its attitude at  the close of the 
second century, when Victor the bishop excommunicates the Church of ' 
Asia Minor for clinging to  a usage in regard to the celebration of Easter , 
which had been handed down to them from the apostles, and thus foments 
instead of healing dissensions. Even the second stage has carried the : 
power of Rome only a very small step in advance towards the assumption 
of a Hildebrand or an Innocent or a Boniface or even a Leo : but it is 
nevertheless a decided step. . . . It was originally a primacy, not of the :, 
Episcopate, but of the Church." 

:I 
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as they had a right to feel that their counsels of peace were 
the dictation of the Holy Spirit." If, as Lightfoot says, the 
letter " did not emanate from the bishop but from the Church 
of Rome " ; if Clement's " existence (is) not once hinted at " ; 
if it be the fact that " his name and personality (are) absorbed 
in the Church from which it emanated," where does the " papal 
domination " come in ? 

But in his alleged absence of legal title of any kind Lightfoot 
is supported by Harnack, who urges that having laid down fixed 
rules for her own guidance, the Roman Church was simply 
poved by loving, motherly care towards outlying communities, 
so illustrating that faith which already the Apostle Paul had 
commended (Rom. i. 8). " She knows the commandments and 
ordinances ?rpoo-rdyp~a teal 8tfCa';pa~a of God, whereas the 
conduct of the sister Church evinces her uncertainty in the 
matter. -She is in an orderly condition, whereas the sister 
community is threatened with dissolution ; she adheres to the 
K ( L Y ~ Y  TjiS rrapa86w~ws whilst the other body stands in need 
of exhortation, and in these facts her claim to authority 
consists." 

This criticism, even though adverse, is valuable as testimony 
of the prominence and pre-eminence of the Roman Church a t  
such an early date. But that its claim to authority rested 
solely or chiefly on its moral pre-eminence is not sufficient to 
account for the presence of some passages in the letter itself. 3 5 
Take the follow& example : 
" By reason of the sudden 

reverses which are befalling us, 
have been somewhat tardy in 
dispute that have arisen among 
detestable and unholy sedition . 

and repeated calamities and 
, brethren, we consider that we 
giving heed to the matters of 
you, dearly beloved, and to the 
. . . which a few headstrong and 

self-willed persons have kindled " (c. 1). 
" Somewhat tardy " ! I should see in these words a cons- 

ciousness of authority and duty owed to the Corinthian Church. 
Clement bids them be " obedient unto the excellent and 
glorious will of God." And there is more of like substance. 
He urges them to pray for those who have caused the disaffec- 
tion, " that they yield not unto us but unto the will of God." 

This is significant language, a t  any rate if  taken in connection 
with what follows in the letter (c. 59). " But if certain persons 
should be disobedient unto the words s9oken by Him through us 
let them understand that they will entangle themselves in no 

1 5  To say nothing of the references which will bc adduced from Ignatius 
a others further on. 
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slight transgression and danger; but we shall be guiltless 

I t  is possible in these words to see some sort of threat, and in 
the sending of the " faithful and prudent men that have walked 
among us from youth unto old age unblamably, who shall be 
witnesses between you and us " (c. 63), ambassadors who w i ~  
see that the rulings of the Roman authority are carried out. 
" Receive our counsel," says Clement once more, " and ye s h a  
have no occasion of regret." And still more forcibly : " Ye 
shall give us great joy and gladness if ye render obedience unto 
the things written by us through the Holy Spirit " (c. 63). q-his 
startling claim spontaneously recalls to one's mind the Council 
of Jerusalem and the necessity of the acceptance of its decisions 
by the faithful, since " it seemed good to the Holy Ghost and 
to us " (Acts xv, 28). 

In c. 40, 42, 44, there are passages which bear on a point 
already raised-the alleged " absorption " of the bishop in the An attempt has recently been made in a much-lauded but 
Church. In these chapters Clement speaks of and distinguishes really not very important book to explain away the force of 
the three orders of the ministry (though indeed he uses in- this to the martyrdom of Peter and Paul in this letter 
differently the words " bishop " and " priest ") and speaks of of clement. Professor E. T. Menill of the University of 
their functions, thus anticipating in his own way the more Chicago in his Essays in Early Church History (1924) makes 
extended exhortations of Ignatius. a novel assertion. He says that, instead of its being the 

1s all this reconcilable with Bishop Lightfoot's surmise work of Clement, the third bishop of Rome from S. Peter, the 
(for it is really only such) that episcopacy at  Rome was in a Epistle is the work of a forger, writing about the year 140, who 
very embryonic state ? HOW can this letter counsel submission has concocted it by using the letter of Polycarp, imitating its 
to and harmony with the hierarchy, the divine constitution of phraseology and then attributing i t  to a probably f~~bulous 
the Church, at  Corinth, if there is not the same harmony and 
submission at  Rome ? This of itself shows the pervading Most critics, it has already been pointed out, fix the date of 
personality and the authorship of Clement, though of course he the epistle c. 96, and indeed Bishop Lightfoot has argued the 
is eagerly and enthusiastically supported by his flock-thus very reverse of this new critic-that Polycarp had Clement's 
giving a practical illustration of what he desires the Corinthians letter before him and utilised and imitated its phraseology, and 
to be. thus the parallelisms are accounted for. 3 7  From a comparison 

Once more in C. 5 Clement writes : " Let us set before our of both the epistles with the phraseology of the New Testament 
eyes the good apostles. There was Peter, who by reason of a learned writer has recently proved conclusively that the epistle 
unrighteous jealousy endured not one nor two but may of Clement must be placed mid-way between the New Testa- 
labours, and thus having borne his testimony went to his ment and Polycarp's epistle. 3 * 
appointed place of glory. By reason of jealousy and strife If one is struck by the fact that Clement says more to the 
Paul by his example pointed out the prize of patient endurance. Corinthians about S. Paul than about S. Peter, the reason is 
After that he had been seven times in bonds, had been driven not far to seek. 
into exile, had been stoned, had preached in the East and in 
the West, he won the noble renown which was the reward of 
his faith, having taught righteousness unto the whole world 
and having reached the farthest bounds df the West ; and when 
he had borne his testimony before the rulers, so he departed 
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S- P a d  had founded their Church. The example of the tolicd d e s  of liturgy and discipline promulgated by a 
apostle who had " laboured more abundantly than fiey - 
wodd naturally have a special weight with the Corinthians. 
And although he was martyred at  Rome, he was an apostle 
both to Rome and to C o ~ t h .  S. Paul therefore would mak 
a peculiar appeal to their proper pride and loyalty. 

This examination of the letter of Clement, who, as Irenous 
says " both saw the apostles themselves and conferred with 
them," and who " had the preaching of the apostles still re- , fact that the documents are more or less apocryphal 
sounding in his ears and their tradition before his eyq-39 not militate against the value of their witness here. The 

evidences, in my judgment, the primacy of the Roman bishop. t is that they are Eastern productions, a d  fiey represent 
And the way in which the letter was regarded by the recipients ement the head of the Roman Church as the best authority 
shows consequently that these " Easterns " of the first century for apostok tradition. " Thus the East ~ 0 1 ~ t a r i l Y  placed 
acknowledged the same. its de of discipline under the patronage of the ancient Roman 

Eusebius thus refers to the epistle of Clement when recording 
the letters which Dionysius of Corinth wrote " to the Romans 
and addressed to Soter." 
" In this same epistle he makes mention also of Clementps 

epistle to the Corinthians, showing that it had been the custom 
the beginning to read it in the Church. His words are : 

as fo~ows : ' To-day we have passed the Lord's holy day, in 
which we have read your epistle. From it, whenever we read 
it, we shall always be able to draw advice, as also from th wrong is my 
former epistle, which was written to us though clement.' - 4 0  the relations of the 

e Schism of Photius, 
ohlred and influenced 

Clement of Rome affords additional, if indirect, testimony to 
the special importance attached in the East to the See of Rome. eter and his sUCcessors 

In Syria appeared c. 200 the romance, the " Clementines," - in matters of religion 
recounting the itinerary of S. Peter to Antioch. Clement is ostom, Cyril* F1avian* 
represented as his companion, and, indeed, as the author wn and the Patriarch 
the book. At the end there is attached a letter of clement to ct-a fact which can 

James of Je*salem, describing Peter presenting clement to the 7. 
examination of the 

Christians at  Rome as the future ruler of their Church when 
himself is dead. 4 J: 

Clement, again, is represented as the secretary in the so-can 
'gA~Ostol i~  Constitution~," which give a record of supposed 

3 9 Adv. Haw., iii, G. 3. 
4 "  Eusebius. H.E., iv, 23. 4 %  ~ ~ ~ d ~ ~ h ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  ;bid., P. 349 ; and Dictionnairs de Thiologie Cath"licluc. 
'' See Bardenhewer, Patrology, pp. 82-84. Chap-, C=:J,. E ~ ~ ~ ~ . ,  

Art,  " Constitutions ~postohques," by F. Nau, t. iii, col. 15201 sq. 
'%gesb that they are the work of an Arian author in the East,not far from 9 

4 3  Tberont, Pydm & Pabologie, p. 281. Duchane. Chrrchs Se?arated* 
C9sareap before 350- The letter from Clement to James is addressed to p. 87. D. T.  C. Art., Canons des Apatres." by F. Nan, f. ii. col- 16?!. 

the latter as " Bishop of bishops, who rules Jerusalem, the holy Church of 4 4  Duchesne, op. &#. p. 89. See also the exhaustive article On 'Ihe 

the Hebrews, and the Churches everywhere." Qmentines," by Dom. J.  Chapman, in the C d h .  Eficyc- 
With thu cf- Maycock, The Papacy, p. 20. 4 5  The Primrtive Church and the See of Rome (1900)e P- 41- 

*d Lo Russie et PEgIisu Universellc, p. 66. Ineoducbon 
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Peter to have been the first Bishop of Rome. ~~d I t ed by S. P a d  (Rom. xvi, 19, as the great 
that examination of their writings will show besides e was probably of Greek extraction. 4 9 

considered that Peter had a peculiar prerogative, and inclined to accept the statement of the 
privilege was inherited by his successors in the See of R~ that Hermas was a brother of Pius 1, who 

The Pursuit of our investigation will make plain that the Roman Church from the year 140 to the Year 155 
attitude of Eastems towards the Bishop of Ram outs. " AS to the ' Shepherd,' " says the M"ratorian 
explicable by this belief ; in other words, their c 8  it was written very recently in our times in the 
their own actions will demonstrate that their orne-by Hermas, while his brother, Bishop Pius. 
what they were, because they did so believe. chair of the Church of Rome. And therefore it also 

but it cannot be made public in the Church 
placed among the prophets, as their mmber NOW, although Fr. Puller says it is no part 

ong the apostles to the end of time." account for. the origin of the story of S. PeterD 
copate, Yet he proceeds a little further on to s was widely read in the East, but about the fourth 

for my Own part, I feel little doubt that it is to egan in the West to be forgotten. 

romance we must look for the true origin of the story. as the special privilege of the Bishop of Rome to 

romance was a heretical production, written by some unk . ~ c g  up corves~olzde~ce with the Churches abroad. 
author in the interests of the Ebionitish sect." 4 7 . In visiofi ii, 4, this command is given to Hermas : 

Unfortunately, however, for the basing of this, the first ~ h o u  shalt, therefore, write two copies of the book ; thou 
the Roman " claims " upon these " Clementhe " fabri 

. wilt send one to Clement and the other to Grapte. And 
the best modern criticism postdates, as has b : Clement will send his to foreign countries, for permission has 
later date for their production. Forgeries t ed him to do so (Illi enim permissum est). And 
they have evidential value- They are, anyh admonish the widows and orphans. Thou, On 
ductions. thy part, wilt read it here in the city, together with the 

They show what, a t  the time of their appearing was though 
in the East of the See of Rome.48 

presbyters presiding over the Church." 5 

Before leaving CIernent there is another early writing which ! 
deserves passing notice-since by one or two passages it sup- 
plies support of the primacy of the See of Rome-the series of : 
Visions accounted by such great names as Irenaus and Origen A; 

even as inspired, and known as " The Shepherd of Hennas." 
In Vision I1 (4 ,  3) Hermas, the author, is represented as a 

contemporary of S. Clement of Rome, but whether or no he is ', 
4 ,  ibid., p. 41. He  finds agreement on the part of Lightfoot, Bright '! 

and Salmon in his theory that the " Clementines " originated the idea of .'' 
S. Peter being the first Bishop of Rome. As regards the Ebionitish 
suggestion, it should be observed that the author was no Ebionite, since 
he believes in the pre-existence of the Son, the Incarnation, and the 
Miraculous Birth. 

4 a For an exhaustive treatment of the " Clementines " see the article 
" Clementines " by J. Chapman in the Calh. Encyc. Also Headlam in Journal of Theological Studies, iii, 41, and one by Chapman in iii, 436. 

Puller's argument, pp. 41-49 0p. kt., is derivkd from Tiibingen sources. 
and, says Ducttesne, " is now abandoned by all the learned in Germany 
and elsewhere. 

For Clement's commemoration in the Eastern Church tc-day, see Nilles, 
Kalendan'um, i, 22. ii, 401, 464. 486. etc. 

The earliest decade of the second century gives us the in- 
valuable Seven Epistles of the martyr Bishop of Antioch, 
Ipditcs, who, as Eusebius relates, " was sent from Syria to  
Rome apd became food for wild beasts on account of his testi- 
mony to Christ."Sf Though under the strictest military 
surfeillance, he was able to preach to the various Christian 
communities that lay on his route and to exhort them to cleave 
steadfastly to the tradition of the apostles. With the same 
object he wrote several epistles to various Churches, among 
which was one to the Church of Rome-and this stands out 
bque ly  from the rest. 

Before assessing the evidence which this Eas tm bishop may 
afford in his letters to the primacy of Rome and the primacy of 

* 9  " Le Pasteur $Hennas," in Milanges de Pah-~logfe (1921). P. 22, 
 SO Pvicis de PatroZogie (1923), pp. 30-35, both by Tixeront- 

I *  5 '  S. See Jerome Ante-Nicene Vir. IEl. Library, 10. vol. i. Grapte obviously was a deaconess 
rhore work lay with the widows. 

s 8  HE., iii, 36. Felder, Christ and the Critics, i, p. 48,  S q .  
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the Roman bishop, the first thing that strikes one in reading the ,th all things, and that are according to the love of 
epistles is the marked difference there is in the way he addresses 
the Roman Church compared with the terms he uses in the 
inscription to the other Churches. In his epistle " TO the 
Trallians " the address Nns : ~ L ~ ~ C O S ,  ~ ~ m p t m $ r ,  ~ L O P K ~ ~ O S ,  

g;rah~~, ~&LCW~TEVKTOS,  $layvos, 
" elect and worthy of God, having peace in flesh and spirit 
through the passion of Jesus Christ, who is our hope through 
our resurrection unto Him ; which Church also I salute in 
the Divine plenitude after the apostolic fashion, and I wish 
her abundant greeting." 

And similarly to the Philadelphians he describes their church 
as that 

" which bath found mercy and is firmly established in the 
concord of God and rejoiceth in the passion of our Lord and 
in His resurrection without wavering, being fully assured in 
all mercy ; which Church I salute in the blood of Jesus Christ, 
that is eternal and abiding joy." 

1x1 his letter to the Ephesians one hears again the accents of 
;j7Ls . . . . rpo~cfOyra~  ZV 7 6 ~ 0  XOP~O~'P@I)LC~@V S. Paul's epistle addressed to the same community : 

has been plenty of discussion as to what these words 
" unto her which hath been blessed in greatness through the 
plenitude of God the Father ; which bath been fore-ordained 
before the ages to be for ever unto abiding and unchangeable 
glory, united and elect in a true passion by the of the 
Father and of Jesus Christ our ~ o d . "  

To the Magnesians the inscription is of the simplest. 

To the Church of Smyma, over which Bishop Polycarp 
ruled, he inscribes his letter thus : is in Smyrna of Asia." 

from the question as to whether the verb in this sen- 
" Ignatius, who is d s ~  Theophorus, unto Polycarp, who is ce u to be taken absolutely (as Roman Catholics might 

Bishop of the Church of the Smyrnaeans, or rather whose prrfe) or simply in connection with the words that follow, the 
Bishop is God the Father and Jesus Christ, abundant greeting. mtence is quite sufficient, in Bishop Lightfoot's judgments 

" Welcoming thy godly mind, which is grounded as it were e g n  a primacy of rank to the Church of Rome- It  may be 
on an immovable rock, 1 give exceeding glory that it bath dmply translated thus : 
been vouchsafed to me to see thy blameless face, whereof 1 
would fain have joy in God."s3 

" To the Church which presides in the place of the region 
of the Romans." 

But when he comes to write to the Roman Church the 
inscription of his epistle is couched in remarkable terms. Th The next expression in the letter calling for particular notices 

letter to the Romans is inscribed : 6 ~ & t ~  of D o m a ,  ii, 156. cf. d'Herbigny. Theologica Ecclcsia, ii* . $rimtcs (post paulum Ram. i, 8)  cognosntur tesks ~0%-Romanus 
" to the Church that hath found mercy . . . . that bath be 
beloved and enlightened ( T C . ~ W T W & ~ )  by the will of Him 
s3 Lightfoots I@*s and Po~carp ,  vol. ii, sec. I, pp. 539-570. 

- - - - -- 
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But even granting that the Roman Church was relatively 
rich c. A.D. 100, were her works of charity and benevolence, her 
gifts to poorer Churches, her assistance to brethren in the mines, 
her efforts of so various kinds, sufficient to make her, a t  that 
early date, everywhere the most important Church in Christen- 

i 
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The contentions so much in favour with Lightfoot & armonious within itself and stable in doctrine. 
Harnack make it difficult to account for the " extravagance erefore has no instruction or recommendation to 
of the language of the laudatory terms of the Roman epistle do so, remarks S o h ,  would appear to him an 
the Bishop of Antioch. 

, reference no doubt is to martyrdom, bat the " disciples " 
dm,,) which she instructs are other Churches. 
it was indeed because of their Roman origin that the 
of Clement and the Shepherd of Hermas were held in 
honour, preserved and read as next in rank to the sacred 

tures themselves. v o  make a slight digression one may 
ect that the Roman creed, according to the Protestant 

~ h ,  forms the foundation of the early Eastern 

have passed the Lord's holy day, in which 

despised, insignificant, persecuted sect could have derived i ur epistle. From it, wherever we read it, we 
draw advice, as also from the former epistle prestige or authority in the eyes of other Churches simp 

from the fact that it happened to be situated at  the centre which was wntten to us through Clement." 6 6  

worldly government, stiU less that it should have been investe same is also shown by the following words of Dionysius : 
thereby with the special doctrinal authority, which both Har " You have thus by such an admonition bound together 
nack and Lightfoot own that it had even in the second centu the planting of Peter and Paul at  Rome and Corinth. For 

To return to the inscription of the epistle of Ignatius to th both of them planted and likewise taught usin our Corinth." 7 

Romans. 
There is an allusion to the purity of Roman faith (cf. ROD. 

8) in these words : 

6 3  FY were hardly, if i t  is allowed to pfit it so bluntly, " spiritu 
snobs. And also what becomes of the assertion so popular to-da 
that they were always expecting the rapowla ? 



. . 

32 THE EASTERN. CHURCHES AND THE PAPACY' cy " IN THE FIRST THREE CENTURIES 33 

" 1 do not command you like Peter and Paul." 

0 ; ~  &S II&~os ~ a >  DaiXos 8ta~a'mropa~ Civ. 
" They were apostles ; I am a convict. They were free 

I am a slave to this very hour." 
' " Why should he single out Peter and Paul ? " asks Lightfoot. 

" He is writing from Asia Minor ; and the locality therefore 
would suggest John. He was a guest of a disciple of John a 
the time. He was sojourning in the country where John w 
the one prominent name." 

Dr. Lightfoot answers his own question thus : " The only 
conceivable reason is that Peter and Paul had been in a position 

. . to give directions to the Romans, that they both alike had 
;!: , , ; : , .  . .  

.!: ) , ,  

visited Rome and were remembered by the Roman Church." 6s  
.I;!!, , : 

2. j 

:!.! ; " Remember in your prayers the Church which is in Syria, 
I, j,i 
F j j  :: which bath God for its shepherd in my stead. Jesus Christ 
!!; ; alone shall be its Bishop (&r~r~mj~~t ) -He  and your love." : 
t . , s  I t  is possible to interpret this passage again as showing that 
I: 

the Syrian Church acknowledges the special leadership and il ,' 
i..' : . .  . superiority of the Roman Church. 6 9 
'i'! " 

, ,  . .  Doubtless it is, a t  first sight, remarkable that the name 0 
i ;  , 
% the Bishop of Rome is not mentioned in the epistle of Igna 
1 .  : to the Romans. Without stopping to discuss once again 
! .:. 

/ , . .  . . aeged  " merging " of the Bishop in the Church (it is, however, 
! ' ! .  

I :  : 
,. . 

j I 

. . 
I .  . , 
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*ntioch ; and who, if we follow the Greek Fathers Theodoret 
and S. John ChrYsostom, 75 owed his appointment and conse 
tion to S. Peter himself) we may draw these conclusions 
least : that the Roman Church had a primacy, and that t 
primacy was owing to its connection with S. Peter, 7 6 

famous passage which particularly bears on our subject 
Unfortunately the Greek original of our next authori in his Third Book, Against Heresies (c. 180). He is corn- 

Irenws is lost. ~ ~ ~ ~ t i ~ i ~ ~ - t h a t  multiform heresy which combined 
For Irenaus, though Bishop of Lyons, was a Greek. ~h~ dg measure Revealed with Hellenic religion. 

fact has a tendency to sink into oblivion, and i t  needs to 
kept well in mind. sfles, the Gnostics pretended, did not know all ; and 

BY his Asiatic origin, by the leading position of his Chur know all, they did not teach all ; and if they did 
of Lyons, and by his inteuectud and moral worth, the testimon heir teaching had been altered by the Churches.78 
of I r e n ~ u s  becomes of paramount weight. 

And Irenzus was a disciple of Polycarp, who, to 
Ireneus' own words : 

" not only had been trained by the apostles and had convers 
with many of those who had seen Christ, but also had be 
constituted by the apostles bishop over Asia, in the Chur 
of S ~ P %  whom we also saw in the first age of our life - f 
he tarried with us long, and in extreme old age, by a 
and distinguished martyrdom, departed this life ; 
taught these things, which he learnt from the apostles, w 
the Church delivers, which alone are true." 7 7 

head is to be found." 
" I r enm~l  C. Haer., iii, 3. 4. Oxford Library of the Fathers, p. ~ ~ 8 .  

Eusebius, H. E.8 v. 20,  where he preserves an ejrtract from a letter of I 
ngus to Florinus, De Monarchia, where he says : " ~h~~~ doctrines the 
Presbyters who were before us, and who were companions of the apostl 
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without doubt, stain or admixture, which surely is most 
less blasphemy towards their Maker. I t  results, therefor 
that they agree neither with Scriptures nor with tradition." 8 

To all this " fine fairy-tale " he opposes the constant traditi 
of the apostles made manifest in all the world. We can recoun 
he avers, those whom the apostles appointed bishops in t 
Churches and their successors right down to the present to an apostle. But this would take too 10%. It  
Certainly, he urges, if the apostles had known any h then to examine what is the teaching of the Roman 
mysteries which they used to teach " the perfect '* they wo , I  E~ et fray elle," so Tixeront explains the last 

have delivered it to those, even more than &hers, to whom t tenci of the Latin, " les fidkles .partout dis+ersbs oflt con- 
were entrusting the Churches themselves. For they iladition v e n ~ e  des apdtres." 
those who were to fulfil the office of their succes ,dY , possessed the Greek origind instead of the some- 
~ h o m  they were committing their Presidency very i cs~vocd and enigmatical Latin version a vast amount 
blameless, since their good conduct would be a grea controversial and polemical writing would have been spared- 
and their failure an extreme calamity. F~~ the literature on Irenaus is t~~ormous. 

And then comes the locus classiczts : sea quoniam valde bfigum est in hot tali vol%mine 0mniu* 
" But because i t  were very long in such a work as this t ~ ~ c ~ i ~ ~ ~ m  enurnerare successiones, maximae et antiquisskae 

reckon UP the S U C C ~ S S ~ O ~ S  in the Churches, there is on omnibus cogfiitae, a gloriosissimis duobus apostolis Petro 
very @eat, and most ancient and known to all, the churc paulo Romae fundatae et constitutae Ecclesiae, earn qzlarn 
f~unded  and established at  Rome by two most glor-o md ab gpostolis traditionem et annuntiatant hontifiibus $dew* 
apostles Peter and Paul, whose tradition which it bath fiw r ~ c c e r ~ i o ~ e ~  e$isco$orut pervenimfem BSPe ad 
the apostles, and her faith proclaimed unto men by succe idjcantes, con fun dim%^ omms eos p d ,  q"0qUO ~ O ~ O J  vez Per 

coming down even unto us, we point to, there sibi placentiam valtam gloriam oeZ per caecitatem et mala'* 
confounding those, who in any way form undue assemblies s&tfitiam, praeterquam 0p0rtet colligufit- 
on account of self-pleasing Ways, or of vain glory, or Ad huffc eflim Ecclesiam, @ro$tev potentiorem principalitat em 
ness and wrong opinion. For with this Church, on ecesse est omnern convenire Ecclesiam, hot $st 80s 92ti sunt 
of its higher original, the whole Church (I mean ndique fideles, in qua semper ab his qui sunt undique 
on all sides) must needs agree ; wherein the tradition whi .em&a est ea quae est ab apostolis traditio. 
is of the apostles hath ever been preserved by them of 
countries. 
" The blessed apostles, then, having founded and builde 

the Church, committed the ministry of the episcopate t 
Linus." 

Irenms then gives a list of the names of the bishops 
to his time, and thus concludes : 

" The bishop's office is now held, in the twelfth place f 
the apostles by Eleutherius. By the same order, and in 
same succession, both the tradition from the apostles in t 
Church and the preaching of the truth hath come flown t 
us. And this is a very full demonstration of the unity an 
Sameness of the life-giving faith, which from the apostl 
a o Ircn., iii. 2,2. ~xjord ~ibrary if ths  ath he^^, p. 205..: 
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and sufficient translation. It ha. been mggeste 
that the Greek was dp>(aicrrdnla badly translated 
antipuissimae instead of praeci$uae ac py;ncipis. 
" Pet70 et Paula," need not detain us long, except to poi 

Out that here is an early evidence of the founding of the R~~ 
Church by Peter, and persondy 1 consider the phrase the k 
the whole Passage. Bishop Gore h a  no right 
" S. Irenzus regards the Roman Church as having been 
COflc~~rrently and equally by S. Peter and S. pad- 
work at was not equal ; and i t  certain@ was not con 

(see, for instance, Rom. xv, 20). IrenZus is giving list the Bishops of Rome. He is treating of the witness 
Churches which trace their foundation to an apostle. ~~t the case of the Roman Church she is the depositary, not of one 
but two apostles, and the greatest and mas 

As regards the words necesse est, F. X. Roir 
O u t  that they may be explained in three ways : (a) a 1 

" 9-if on sides a unique tradition has been receive 
and @arded, i t  will be particularly necessary that one 
be in agreement, or (b) " physical," "mateial - ; the 

not be what one has the duty to do, but what the 
of things imposes, or (c) moral." 9 o 

Convenire fan be taken either in the sense of to 1' 

Or " to resort to." Personally I think it means - to agree 

' 4  P. G., vii, 278. MassuIt Dissert., iii, a, 4 ,  n. 31, and cf. 1,. ell., ii, 5, 4. 
Origen bee E"sebius~ H. E., vi, 14) uses the same expression of the church p i s t .  o f ~ o g . ,  vol. ii, p. 158) : " Conveni~e is prob- 
of Rome. and see A.  tiere en S. ~ r e n e u s ,  I .  p. 428- in ih derived meaning ; the literal and therefore 

cf. Tertullian's words : " How happy that , every Church must go to the Roman Churchl' is 
Poured forth all their faith with their bloo , ~~~k prefers to resort to " (Kirchengesch. Abhand1., 

Roman Catholic Claims, p. 93. v .  Marini, 
and Chapman, Op. cif. 

8 7  It Only Just to give Bishop Gore's explan " 
was the centre of the world's moveme 

thither- She was the world's ' microcosm . . . . 
necessarily grax4tated thither. . . . Thus it was th 

Church had a ' microcosmic ' character ; and wh 
to a typical Western Church in order to enumerate 
her and ' confound ' the Gnostics with her creed, 

because it would be tedious to enumerate the 
the Churches3 the Church of Rome." Roman claims, p. 96. 

to mY mind is contrary to this. I t  is the succession 
from Peter and Paul which Irenzus is stressing. cf. chapman, O p .  
p. G4. 

In a Posthumous article in Recherches de shelzcG (paris, 19171, t. vii, p. 36, seq. 
And so Batiffol, L'Eglise Naissanie, p. 250. 
Wi% this cf. Albert Dufourcq, Saint ~ r ~ n & ~  (paris, 1904). p. note 3. s'accorde ge'niralemcnt ci reconnaftrc gue l,exflreseon nece 

imfl&?i4.ue l 'dke, non d'obligation mavale, mais de ,,icessiti ph,,sipue : 
d'autyes temes, I r ~ ~  n'cntend pas ici ex$oser quel ed le devoir 

Egli 

. , 



. , 

. . 

40 THE EASTERN CBTfRcms AND T= PAPACY 

it makes little difference in the end way 
it. 

name the eleven bishops of Rome who have succeeded 
Peter a (  and he will teIT-ninate his list by these (col 

mnc duo'ecimo Eoco (GY S W S C K ~ ~ ~  e$iscppata 
aibostolis habet E l e ~ t ~ ~ ~ ~ .  " 9 8 

Morin himself had already written an article on th 
repetition and his explanation, which is the very generan 

0% is that the second " pi sulzt undique - is due to 
mistake the copyist whose eye fell on the words in 

the preceding line. 
Tout $Orte a moi?'ep b second sunt undique eft uric 7k*iiitioa 

' ~ l a d 7 o i t e  de cezui pui se Zit m e  ligne au$ayd.vantd 11 est +ossiblE, 
ProbabJe ~e ces d e m  mots 8% o d  yemplaci dpazctres di- 

fago% quelcoflque 2es J e f s  d'EgJise ce%% b n t  
hctio* vigilante assura la conservat i~ de la t7adiOion apostolipua 

sein de la communautt? romaine." such might be 9%; ibi praefuerud. 

a ,  In way one renders the passage-ven as a 
minimiser '*-it can only mean that this Eastern ~ ~ t h ~ ~  

lays down as an indisputable fact that the other churches 
must take the doctrine of the Church of Rome as the test of 
the soundness of their own doctrine. 

there is nothing in the passage which even remotely 
affords supPo* to the theory of Harnack and the Protestant 
school that it is the situation of the Church in the capitd of 

9 7  See Revue Bhidictine (1910). p. 103, sep. " Sur le second qui sunf 
undiput? dans Irc$n6e," iii, 3, 2. However, 1 have no desire to do more now than to use 

The conclusjon of Fr. dlHerbigny's article giving his suggestions is 
worth recording : as a step in the discus~ion-S~P~Y as a to the 

Tezte aiginal T ~ ~ E I T O N O N T ~ ~ A .  hdershiP of Rome because of the soundness of her 
Corm$'ti~ TndlNOlUMNId (0" T ~ O T Q N ) .  1 a.m content with Duchesne's S~mming up of the evidence ' 
Ty~ducfion primitive, ab his q w i  sunf un&&m. 
Coryection dcmie're, ab his qui sud endipwe. 

]t would be difhcult to meet with a clearer assertion 
cf. Irene*, fi. 3, 3, for a parallelism to t h e  interpretation given in the 

text. 
9 9  Revue Bknkdicline (1908). " Une emeur de'copist. dans le texte 

d'Irenee s u r y ~ g ~ i s e  romaine," and ~ g r .  Bamol, LsEg[ise p. 251, who CO-JT welcomes t h i s  explanation. 
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life-whether orthodox or h e r e t i ~ - a ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  made it a 
to visit Rome. 1 0 3 

On other points already discussed, e.g. his enquiry as to 
doctrine held by another '' apostolic " Church, that of tori 
when he was en yoate to Rome to make his investigat 
specially there. 

make the effort to " capture " Rome. I o 6 I t  is the protestan 
' O ' Churches Separated, p. 80. See also Appendix 111. ' O 3  See Lightfoot, Ignatius and Polycarp, part ii, ~ ~ 1 .  ii, p. 435. 
' 0 4  Except for a few fragments in Eusebius and Photius these books 

Heges i~~us  have disappeared. 
" 5  Eusebius, N. E., iv, 22. 
"' TheozOgica de Ecclesia. ii, 298, 2, md Hergenrather, ~ ~ t i - l ~ ~ ~  

p. 109* cf. hmmm, Hist. Lat. Chris., vol. i, book i, ,-hap. i, pp. 38-9 



hole Church." ' a 
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, 1 '  ! isme du moYen d@% au Christianismc de nos jours, nous tyouVOns 
quJen rialit& il s'est augment& de hzs $ 8 ~  dc dans lrs sibcles qui ont suivis.Js 

For some time there had been considerable agitation in th 
Church as to the date proper for keeping Easter. 

The of the province of Asia, folIoraing, they said, a Syrian his urgent preference for the Western custom the the Apostle S. John, kept i t  on the 14th of be a marked evidence of the primacy of Rome- Nisan-the date i.e- of ChnstJs death-whatever day of the 

week that chanced to be. The Westerns and the greater part 
of the Church kept it on the Sunday following the 14th ~i~~~ 
(i.e. the first full moon after the vernal equinox), because christ 

when the blessed Polycarp was a t  Rome (&L8vp4wavmr 
'pdpd in the timeof Anicetus and they disagreed a 

httle certain other things, they immediately made 
peace raith one another, not caring to q u a 1  over this matter. 

neither could AnicetuS persuade P o l y c ~ p  not to observe . . . . In the list of popes given 
what he had observed with John the disciple of our 

and the other apostles with whom he had =sodated ; neither PoIYcarp persuade Anicetus to observe it, as 
he said that he ought to follow the custo& of the presbyten 
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F~*Y Years later Victor is Bishop of Rome, and the co 
t rovers~ enters on an acute stage. A series of councils fro 

. Gaul to IZdessa is held to bring agreement of observance. 
From the letter of Polycrates, Bishop of Ephesus, rec first century, when the Romans as a community 

in Eusebius it is apparent that these councils were ,, terms of equality with the Corinthians on their 

Victor now threatened the intransigent Eastern Churche 
with exconununication. 

Victor, who presided over the Church a 
immediately attempted to cut off from the 

unity ( ~ s  ~ 0 ~ 6 9  :Y&COS) the parishes of Asia, with t 
Churches that agreed with them as heterodox ; and he 
letters and declared all the brethren there wholly excorn 

the same as " tevms of ept4ality " 
op Lightfoot evidently looks On Victor as the first 

There is no proof that Victor ac tudy  did excommunicat ." H~ describes him 12 3 as " the first who advanced those 
the Asiatic Churches. I I9But the point to remember is that th to dominion which his successors in later ages 

to be able to excommunicate Apostolic Churches is mad ve &ays colzsiste.lztly and often successfully maifltained- - - - 
and is not contested. I t  is the expediency of doing so which the end of the first century the Roman Church was 
is questioned, for Eusebius proceeds : the mild a d  peaceful counsels of the presbyter-bishop 

" But this did not please the bishops." (Parentheticall ement. The close of the second witnessed the autocratic 
One may remark that it evidently commended itself to many. tensions of the haughty Pope Victor, the prototype a 
But to continue : 

emad on autonomous communities, if he, a Roman bishop* 
custom." I z o  recognised as in a special sense the guardian of that 

Bishop Lightfoot is severe on pope Victor and his de 
6a Eusebius, H.E. v, 24. '*I Ckm. R O ~ . ,  i, 70. 

1 7 ibid. See above, p. 18. 
1 1 8  ibid. ''3 Dissertations, 186. 

16 ~ - ~ ~ k ,  ~ i ~ t ~ ~  Dogma, ii. Victor was not simply carried away 
" 9  But cf. Socrates. H. E., v, 22. by his haughtiness --he did not act utterly thoughtlessly. " Cc 

a "  Eusebius, H. E., V, 24. -d titurgigue, z a b ~ d  ~i??e ::parut dangeveux Paps Victm rt 



raison des intev+vktations judnFsantes hhitiques, auzquelles ;I donna;* 
de la de certailzs asiates ktablis d Rome." Hugueny, critique cat ,, the end of the t k r d  century the Roman Custom prevailed : 

nothing is heard of Quartodecimans in Asia in the third 
fourth centuries, though there is mention of some in the 
. ~~t a t  the Council of Niczea we find the Asiatics SuPPor- 
of the common custom. 

And thus, to that extent, anyhow, the Council Justified the 
tion of Pope Victor-this General Council showed that he was 

. . 
ue of an unbroken succession, the h e  tradition of the *pestles Peter 
~aul, and to which, because of its primacy, all rest of the Church 
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I am concerned in my investigation with evidence fr 
Easter% sources only, as to the position and p 
premacy of the Bishop of Rome, and therefore 
the evidence of S. Cyprian in so far as he is 
Eastern affairs. 

Now, the two controversies wherewith his name is particula 
connected : the Novatian Schism at  Rome, and the 
of the re-baptism of heretics are matters in which the 
Churches are involved. From Eusebius VII, 5, we learn t 
not only the West, but Antioch, Tyre, Palestine, all Afric 
Pontus and Bithynia, Cilicia and Cappadocia, Syria, Ara 
and Egypt, were agitated because there were rival bishops 
Rome. And it is in this connection that Cyprian speaks o 
Rome as " the Chair of Peter, the origin of the unity of 
episcopate, to which heresy can have no access."I30 

But the second question is the more famous of the t 
And it is of worth to find out from this controversy w 
claims are made by the pope, and whether these claims ar 
recognised by the Easterns concerned. 

Harnack, indeed, says that in this controversy with P 
Stephen, Cyprian was putting himself into contradiction 
his former teaching. 

" Stephen," writes Lightfoot, "inheriting the hau 
temper and aggressive policy of his earlier predecessor, Vi 
excommunicated those who differed from the Roman us 
in this matter. These arrogant assumptions were direc 
met by Cyprian. He summoned first one and then anot 
synod of African bishops, who declared in his favour. 
had on his side also the Churches of Asia Minor, which had b 
included in Stephen's edict of excommunication. Thus 
bolt hurled by Stephen fell innocuous, and the Churches 
Africa and Asia retained their practice." 

Now, there is no evidence that Stephen ever carried out 
threat. 13  I Tillemont, in fact, affirms : " The Roman Churc 

I 3 O  Harnack, Hist. of Dogma, vol. ii. 88, thus describes S. Cyprian'r 3 
conception of the primacy : " A special importance attaches itself to the,'&$: 
Roman see, because i t  is the seat of the apostle to  whom Christ first granted 
apostolic authority in order to  show with unmistakable plainness the 
of these powers and the correspondency of the Church that 
and further because, from her historical origin, the Church 
become the mother and root of the Catholic Church spread over the earth.! 
I n  a severe crisis which Cyprian had to pass through in his own diocese hd 
appealed to the Roman Church (the Roman bishop) in a manner which -..!:::. 
made i t  appear as if communion with that Church was in itself the guar-'-~"i. 
antee of faith." "-:$$ 

I 3  Quoi qu'on nit dit, Rome. nDexcommuniait encore aucuna kgtise. mais .: 
Rome parla3t de rompre avec &s kglises qui na recmna~:ra~eni pas in v a l i d i d  
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ways shown such great veneration for S. Cyprian, that 
can be no doubt that he died in communion with her, 

nly through the disposition of his heart, but also through 
communion." Be this as it may ; into the rights or 
of Cyprian's case it is not my province to enter. But 

owing points should be noted : 
Pope Stephen claims to be able to cut off whole Churches 
in the East from Catholic unity. 

He claims to be able to cancel the decisions of Councils- 
and ,important ones. 

3. He claims to have authority and jurisdiction of some sort 
over the bishops of Africa and Asia Minor. 

4. Apparently his right is not contested by them, but only 
the exercise of it then. 

angry sarcastic letter of Firmilian, 1 3  2 the Bishop of 
(whether we approve of it or disapprove of it) states 
Bishop of Rome in this third century claimed that 

he " holds the succession of Peter, upon whom the foundations 
of the Church are laid " and that the pope " proclaims that he 
occupies by succession the Chair of 'Peter." 

Pope Stephen claimed, therefore, to exercise a primacy which 
e him a right over all the other bishops of the world. 

there is nothing to show that Firmilian himself did not 
these beliefs. Apparently he is annoyed, he sends forth 

violent philippic " because the pope fails to act in accor- 
dance with his claims, and support the re-baptism of heretics. 
Primarily the controversy was a question of discipline rather 

. . than of faith. " In any case," says Duchesne, 1 3  3 " the Africans 
. . saw in this dispute no reason for disunion, and forbore to dis- 
:: .' turb the concord of the Church. Moreover, neither they nor 

' F i i l i a n  denied the authority of the Apostolic See ; but went 
only so far as to think and to affirm that the question contained 

. . element of abuse." 
.. hpttme he'ritique." Batiffol, ibid., p. 471. cf. his note on the s a n e  
W e  : " Cyp;en dkronce lci Etienne comme ayant pensd ci excommunier les 
h l ~ s  de 1 opposition, mais il n'a pas excommuni8. Cette interprifatior 

m f i r m b  par un passage de la lettre de Firmilien (lxxv, 31) et un passaga 
. . &uw kttre de Denys d'dlexandrie (Euseb.. H .  E., vii, 5, 4). 

' J '  " Afque ego i n  hac pavte jfrsfe indignor ad hanc tam apertam et mani- 
- f w m  Stephani stzrltitiam, quod qui sic de episcopatus slri loco gloriafur st  

': 
' a ~ s s i o n e m  Petri tenere contendit, super quem fundamenta Ecclesia 

sunf. . . . Stephanus qui per successionem cathedram Petri habere sa 
*died." The letter of Firmilian, the genuineness of which has been 

ngly questioned, exists only in a Latin translation incorporated in the 
on of letters of S. Cyprian. See Tixeront, Prkcis de Patrologae, 
and Bardenhewer-Shahan, Patrology, p. 175. 
hurches Separakd, p. 98. 
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e case of Origen, too, afEords its witness to the supreme 
Everyone agrees that Cyprian and the East on of R ~ ~ ~ .  He goes to Rome, as he says, w m e d  with 

in this matter and that the pope was right. The subseque sire of seeing the most ancient church of the Romans." 
history of the Church shows it. The (Ecumenical Council came notorious for his novel and dangerous specula- 
Nicza ruled with Stephen. 1 3  4 

wrote," says Eusebius, " also to Fabianus Bishop of 
At Antioch in the year 272 there arose a dispute among t of the Churches concerning 

Christians there relative to their bishop, Paul of Samosa 
He was condemned for his adoptionist heresy, which comb s of his teaching were causing considerable 
a SabeLlian view of the Godhead with a humanitarian conce and it may be that Fabian had asked him 
of Christ. ' 3  5 The decision of the council of neighbouring bi 
was addressed to the Bishops of Rome and Alexandria an s to the interpretation of " Rock " as 
to all the provinces. 1 3 6  But, relying on the support of Ze calls him " that great foundation of the 
the Queen of Palmyra, Paul took no notice of his condem 
and continued in possession of the bishop's op Gore (0p .  cit. p. 86) lays stress on 
bddings, refusing to make way for the orthodox bish hich, he evidently considers, 
had been appointed to succeed him. Appea of no inequality among 
Emperor Aurelian, and this pagan ruler decided that t upports his contention (p. 85) that 
ing should be given over " to those to whom the b r had, retired " into the background 
Italy and of the city of Rome should adjudge it." 1 3  7 h of the Church." "But if you think 

I t  will be seen later (on p. 349) that Photius attri n Peter alone, what will you say of 
primacy of the Roman bishop to this act of the or each one of the apostles ? And 
Aurelian. are we to dare to say that the gates of hell shall not prevail 

This is the first ex against Peter only, but that against the other apostles and those 
Church to an emperor on who are perfect they shall prevail ? Are not the quoted words 
need not be built on i t  either on ' The gates of hell shall not prevail against it,' and, ' Upon 
a fairly obvious reply for the empe hurch ' said of them all, and of each 

In his zealous combating of Sabellianism, Dio 

Arians of after time in his dangerous teaching of t 
of the Eternal Word. Appeal was made to 
sake, Pope Dionysius,wrote the letter (quoted byA 
where the term bL1006rt~~ is justified and " the occupant of the '.. 

greatest see after Rome came into line." 
J 

The Council of Nicza (c.19) refused to acknowledge 
the baptisms conferred by the Paulinists or followers of P 

I 3 5 Tixeront, Histoire des Dogmes. i, 429. 
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single one of them ? Are the keys of the kingdom of heave ae feet, not only of the clergy, but also of the laity ; 
given to Peter- only, and shall no other one of the blessed me he moved e t h  his tears the compassionate Church of 
receive them ? And if the words ' I will give to thee the k merciful chfist. ~ n d  though he used much supplication 
of the kingdom of heaven ' are common to the others, how showed the welts of the stripes which he had received? 
not all the words, said before and said after, said as they scacely was he taken back into c o ~ u n i o n . "  
to be to. Peter also coinmon to the others ? For in this 
the words ' Whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth,' etc., see 
as if they were spoken to Peter. But in the Gospel of Joh 
the Saviour's giving the Holy Spirit to the disciples by me 

obvious that one can be " alter Petrws." ,:; 1 ;  
1 :  ., . And, anyhow, the passage must be read with other extracts 

, 1 ,. l..: '. 
from the same great writer dealing with Peter. I 41 

Byzantium, interesting as the first member of the Byzantine 
Church whose name appears in ecclesiastical history, is con- 
demned at Rome because of his heresy, s 4 2 and Eusebius quotes 
from an anonymous author an edifying story that Natalius 

. ., I .. , ..1 . a confessor who was " persuaded by them to allow hims 
,*., .j,. 

, .  I be chosen bishop of this heresy, with a salary to be paid by 
.! ' . . ,  . 
!.'. ; 

of one hundred and fifty denarii a month," although vouchsa 
.. 9 

::!,I ; several warning visions, did not repent himself until " he w 
.. . scourged by the holy angels and punished severely through th 

entire night." The narrative continues : 

' 4  ' e.g. in Matt. c.xiii, n. 31. 
a ap. Eusebius. v. 28. 


