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CHAPTFR X

LUTRODY

oTION

This sbtudy 1la ccensioned By tho Paef Shat the fourth
chapter of the treatise "ls iinitate Lececleslas," written by

the Dlishop of Unrthage, &t. Cyprian, about 251 A.D., has

comwe Jdown o ug in two quite ditTerant forms,.

Ung varsion

asparantly bUases the unity of the Church In explilcit terus

on the nrineey of Peter ovsr and above the authority of

other bilshops, while the other version spsaks in more cau-

tious and genepral terns of Feter as a symbol of unity and

sowaer in which 21l bishops share 2qually.

Pollowing VYan dan

Tynda who, in tum, follows Basiffcl, the first-named foram

shall be referred %o ss A and the second as §k1

5. Ymn den Bynde,

"La Double EBdltiecn du le If

lnliste de
Z. Cyorien,’ Dowa [A'igtoive Zeclesiasticgus (Louvain, 1933).

In varallel golumns the twe editions of chanter iV are re-

preduced ag followald

]
an

Probatlo st ad fldem faecllis
compsiiio veritatis.

Loguitur Dominuas ol Fetruamd
Lo tipi dieco, inowuli, qula
tu es Fetrus, et super latam
petran aedificabo eecleslinn
Beea, et portae infercrum nold
wvincent esm. Dao $ibi claves
rognd easlorun: et gquas lipn-
veris super terran erunt li-
xgate of in onellis, i Guse—-
cunvile sclveris suner terran

L4
Probatic sst ad fidenm facilis
compandlc veritatls,

Loduitur Dominus ad Jatrums
o tibl dico, ingult, quila
tu es retrus, et super istam
potran asdificabo sccleslan
neamn, st portas inferorus ncn
vincent e2am. Jabe tibl claves
regnt caslorum: =% quae llga-
veris suver terram erunt ll-
gate 2% in caslls, et quue-
cumiue aclveris super terram
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L% will be well to voint out the prinelnal diffsrences.

Text Il atates that Chrict bullds

though after His resurraction le

erunt acluta ot in coelis,

resurractlonam
“apee OVeER NenS.

%% eidem »noat
sunm dielif:

super unun asdiflieat eccles~
iom et 1111 muescendas oves
sandat suas.

% quamvis apcatolia omnibus
post regurractionem suanm
naresn tribunt ~otestatem

unas tansn onthedrpn constistu-
it et unitatis originen

atqus rationsn

sua auctoritate dleposult.

oo erant ukious ot ceterl
apestolldl quod fult Petrus,

ged oprimatus Petro datur

2t una eocleala ot cathedrs
una nonstretur. It pasterss
sunt ounes Fad grex unue oow-
tenditur gui ab anecstolis Oofie
nibug wnanini conssnsions
pascatur

Hlane 2% Fauli unitadem oul non

iz Chureh on cno, and

gave equal cower to all the

armnt soluta % in caslis.

Zuper wnun asdlfleat ecclesw
iaw,

ot quenvis aposteiiaz omnlibus
nost resurrectionem suzn
paran notestaten tribuat et

ileat: Sleut misit me pater
et ego mitte vos. Aceciplite
epiritunm aanctumi: si cuiua

ranizeritis peccata, rsnite
tontur Ailli; a2l cuing fen-
ueritis tensbuntur, tamen ut
unitaten

nanifeataret

unitatis eiusdem originem
ab uno incipisenten

gun anctordtate disvosult,

Hoe orant utique ct ceterd
anostoll guod fult Fetrus,
parli consortlio prasdltl =%
honeris &% potestatis

ged exordium ab unitate pro-
flcioelitur =% unn scclesia
Cheistl wvnn .« « « Zonstre-
tUP. -« ol e

cuad wnan ecelesian etlan in
eantico canitlcormun goiritu
sancto a@x perscna domini de-
signat et dicit: Una eat
colunba mea, narfecta nca,
uns eat matrl suae, elecsa
genetrici suzdg.

Hane « » « 2calagice unitoe-
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epostles, yet Tor the osurpose of deronstrating unity He de=
terained by Hiz autherity to have the scurce of that unity
bagin with one individual. ¥Yhat Peter was, the other apos-
tlee were likswise, endowed with an equal vartnershis of
hoener and nowar., However, the Deginning nroceeds Trom
wmity, 8o that the Church of Chrlat may e shown tc be one,
Let no one believe he has the falth whe does not accept this
urndty of ths Church. Let no ong cleinm %o be in the Church
who atands in opposition to the Chureh.

Tex®t A, on the other hand, contains a nunber of signlfi-
cant addltions. First of all, there is the statement that
aiger lils rosurrvection cur Lord said to Pekeri: Feed ny
gsheap, and entruste:l to him ¥His shaeen that are to bs fed,
furtharanors, secording to this version, Christ not only dexole-
strated tho unity ef the Uhurch, but also eatabllished a
single episcopal chalr {unan gothsdran gonstituit). Tho ag=-
sertion concarning the eguality of all apostles is wsslkened
by %the inegertion of the phrase: JSut the primacy is given %o
tptepr, mnd the one Church iz eguated with the one chalr. A

tenet, tenere se fidem cradlt? tem «ul non tenet, tenars se
fidem crsdlt?

Gui cathedranm Petri ouner guam ol ecoleslae renifitur
Tandata ecnlesia ast deserltd, et resistis,
in scelenin se esse confidlii? in ecclesis ge esse confldii?

Of, Tawerdi YWhite Henson, Gynrdan, His Life--fis Times--iilg
vepk (London: ‘oeuillan & Co., LTD., 1877}, Apvendlx 5, po.
349 ., for s critlesl ccsparison of the two verslions, cofle
plete with variant readings from the mauuscrists.



I
further addition states thnt one geparatss himgelf from the
unity of the Church =lso by 4deserting the chair of Peter
((4.8. the Roman See_on which the Church 1s founded (gathad-
ran Fetrd suoer auan fundsts eccissis 2s8%).

“hrough the yenrs this double verslon has given rise %o
consideradblo ccntrDVnrsy.z The question of how ¢ account
for this literary phanomenon hasg engaged many ranking patris-
tic =cholnrs, Toman and non-foman, and has led to greatly
differing concluslons, -

Thare are multinle poasibilitles:

l. Both texta are by Cyprian hlmselr,” or one of tham

-3

“Van dgn Urnde, gp. eif., p. 243  "Un des problemes lea
nlus Alagutés de lLa litersture patristicque.? Benson, gn.
pi%., p. 2017 %, . . thaelyr controverslal importance has bsen
unmeaagured. * Jdoseph M. FPichter, 4. Cecll Cvorisn (&6t. Louisi
B, Herder Book Cao., 1942}, ». 112% “The Sishop of Car

now nlunges into the Tourdth nart of the treatise, complately
unawars of the controverzisl atorsm thot would ardize from it

centurisa later,®
“a -w - .=y [ "
“uife Van den Bynde, on. git., ». 7; Johannea Juasten,

Patrelegy, The Ante-ficene Literaturs after ivenasug, Il
{Lestmingtex», Heryland: The Newman Press 1953?. 322_r.;
Henry Hert “ilman, Latin Chrdstlanity, I (New York: Sheldon
& Co., 1860), 5. 87, note 2: "There iz 1littie doubt that
this Tamous pasasge is nn interpolation." Ignaz v. Doellin-
gor, Das Pguahtum, revissd by 4. Upledrich (Huenchen: C. H.
Secklscha Verlag, 1592), ». 25: "Dis boruchnte Stelle aus
Cyprisns Luch von der Sinhei¥ der (lrche wurde 1m Sriefe des
Papstes Felagius II. an die lstrischen Slschoefe =it “u-
azotzen, wie sle die rosmischen Angprueche erhelachien, ver=

sehen, ¥

“’cf‘. wussten, on. git.; ‘an den Earzger,‘ J&&m-% ?.a
Cayrae, Mhanual of Iatrolosy znd History sngg*ggx. rang-
lated'hy H, nowitt (Paris: lrescleed Co., 15781, D 25?-
"It in posnible that a Tirst text . . . wag recast by 4t

Cyprian.” Adolf v. Harnack, Jle Chronolosis der altehrist-
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is Wy snother hand, 3
2« If both sre by Cyoriesn, they may have been issued
almﬂ.t'nmmuﬁly,‘f’ or the one represents a later revision of

the othore’

Liehsn Literatue Bls Fuassbiug, IT (Lelpzig: J. C. Hinrichs-~
"ache Suchhandlung, 1501 s De 33, note 2, attaches 1ittle
:L;:r_t_:so:‘tmwe to the so-cnlled in‘corools.tlons. He thinks that
the invasgtigations of John Chapman have made very probable
the view that the Internolation ig not an intarnolaztion at
all, buf an altsration made by Cyprian hiagelf,

3cr. J. P. liigne, » serias Lating, IV, p. 513,
note ‘rr' Stephen Balusiusi: “Locus iste, ut 1nfe*oolatua eat.”
Clorglo UYardelli, The Frimltive GChurch =znd the

Lome (Londoni z!om.er- & Stoug :tan, 1910 r‘ﬁaface, 3. xiil:
i Gersan Jesudt, since tlr;'.‘.:i., seked ue to write an article

; n.ﬁ‘: o local Anglican psper. . «» «» in the courae of ny
pr"’uiclﬂ L quoted againet him (Eho .‘n;;.hlu.m] certain words by
2t. Gyprian in nla i;reatlse De Unitante Leclesise. . « « My
friend the Serann desult vond | ny article, snlled, stared at
me, and agked me where I had studled oy tneeloe,y You do
no% know,' he sald, ‘thot thae -.eord.e vou have Jjust quoted were
never uttered or .ml'l.tvn by Gt. Cyorian? And you mean %0 say
that in ltaly 1t is not :;enerally known that they are a later
intersolation in Cyprian's works?" lDenson, oo, eif., ». 2013
"The words are sourlisus, Ths hiatory of thelr intersolation
may e Adigtinetly traced even now."

G0 John L'hm:m'm, a8 stzted in Yan den Eynde, cp. olt.,
n. 21. ise glso Csyrs, on. git., pPo. 258 f,; lHarnack, on.
clf., n. 364; Pichter, oo, ght., Pe 1127 ", . . the most
probable exolenastion belng that Cyprisn hinself added cer-
tzin remeriks in the :‘mrgin when he sent o cony of the work
%o Cornelius at flome.”

7'qn den Eynds, on. elt., pn. 22 f.; tluasten, « £1%.,
De 352; Harnaock, on. cit., ». 36k: 94ls er (Cyusian | dann
e unitate nach flom =endie, hatte sich die Zltuslion asshr
wasentlich verasndert, =s wa.r inzwilschen das Zchisma Hova-
tians elngetreten. it fueckeich% auf dasselbe hat er--
nach der einleuchtenden Untersuchung Chapmans--dls Jehril't
Ze unltate etwas redigiert und namsntlich die bderushmts 'in-
ternolation! in o. 4 elngefucgt.”
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Fe Tither A or B ooy be the original. A may bs an
finterneinted” version of B, or the latter 1s o rescenaion
of 26

Ly If A 1s the origzinal, this may signify

2. That Crorian suoportz the clsims of napal aue

Pramacy;

e that Cyorlan ig merely asccoriding a recognition of
honor to the one ancstollc gedes of the Vess, and
that the sxprecsions of A cannot bs urged in
contradlictlion cf the general visws of the African
Dishop, or tha normeld thinking of the middle of
the third century.

S5¢ LT B 42z the original, and A Pepresents & Non-Cyprisne
ic a2lteration, some intriguing poecsibiliitiss nraesant thoti-
aaives:

. Some unknown conyist found marginal notes naade by
anethaer snonymous as sxecernts from other Gypnrianas
for handy rzfsrence. The copylst gqui%e innccently
incomoratel these notes into the taxt. Lubse-

gquant writers honestly ragerdied them as ganuine;g

C(}r' duagten, on. Bit., DD, 351 1.

9"0@111*.1 er, p. 367, note 109: *H Eﬂte].] melnb. BT
seian Ran‘nloaaen in Jen Taxt bekomman. F, W, Puller, The
Epiuitive Zaintg pnd Boe of fope (London: Longmns,
Green & Co., 1914 n ¢, note 1! *tramontane writers
suggest that the 1nt:raolntions wera marginal notea, which
crept into the text by the carelisssnogs of ocopylsts.”
Paluziuve, in Higne, oo. oif., p. 315 “4ls latinius quae-



‘.

7
De The wariations in A from B wers deliborate for-
gerdes perpetrated for the purposs of exonerating
Cypricn from the talnt of a suapect sailntheod,
and of Lolutering the protensions of the papnoy.il
6., If both A and B were written at the same tims, A
wves intended for Reman consumption in support of B£t, Core

nelius against levatian, while 2 addressed 1tgself %c the

cunque hiic sunt addlfe omnia esae gx mormlnalibus gum

LB contextum non zomel, oed diversis tempopribus tandem re-
Aebde » o o Addlt sumsules 1llas merginales fulsse et ex
Cyurdani verbls collectse sgse . . . vel ox ea tantunm sunmmule
duam in manuseripto codice Cardinalias icalli fulsse docet
‘elenius, in quo serlptua erst consequenter in contextu:

ldc fageg priuatus datup.® (A1l emphases ocurs.) For a de-
*aliled discugslon of this Anterssting nossiblility, cf. Eene
Bon, on. git., no. 208 £f, lote empeciolly p. 215: “lts
[Zhe Torgeryts’] firet threads may have bsen marginal sumasries
in ezaggerated language. Then oame an unwarrantable para-
phraze and a delliberate matilation for a political puroosa.

10%3@113011, Joce clt.; PDoellinger, on. git., P. 25
"lagen dnde des sechaten Jehrhunderts wurde in Roms oine
Faslsehung unterncmmon, deren volle Virkung erst 1ln viel
pasterer “elt eclintrat. Die Deruenmte Stelle aus Cynrisns
5‘1101‘!- s e -" M-. Pe "3{3?. note 11“3 "“a‘mdam G}'p!‘l&ﬂ voiR
Ceneil ven Tohagus in suctoriftaten wrecinirt und in die Liste
der Vaster gleichen Charakters aufgencmmen wir, wie gle auch
in dss uneechte Teorzt Celasliuz I. usberging, lag es nahe,
dessen Text zu intercolirsn.® FPuller, gn. git., p. 693
“ihen in after-ages the papal idea began te grow up in the
loman Churgh, 1t was felt%t how unsatisfactory from the papal
point of view 3, Cyprisn's teaching was, and a remady for
the supposced migehief was sougnbe « « « In 2 doorss as-
aribed %o that pope (Gelasius), lists of books recouuended
and books proseribed nvrs glven, and the werks of Thasclus
Cyprianus appear as an lten An the prohibitory index, Af-
tervamig some peracn or persons unknown forged certaln sen-
tences about the grisveus conseguences of deserting the Ses
of Fater, and insgerted thow intc 3. Cyprian's treatise,”
Alexander Hoberts znd James Donaldson (ed, )}, Zhe ;ggg-js{;m_g
Featherg (lNew York: The Chwlstisn Literature Uo., 1850}, V,
Bhes  This As bul 2 spocimen of the way in which Cyprian has
been 'doctored,' in arder te bring him into a shape capable of

being misinternratad, PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
: CONCOERDIA SEMINARY
ST. LOUIS, I»O.
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Afrlean nroblen oreated by Folicisasimusg,ti

7o 4 is the originsl, while © repregents an "expurgated"
version, to glve axpreasion to & radical changs in Cyoriante
attlituwie towvard the Foman See, cceasicned by hle controversy
with Pope Stevhen. s

Our Bask is to exanine these pogeivlilitlies aand try to
decids in favor of the mest probable solution., It will be
necsganry slso to determine, AT posaible, whether the double
vargion has any important beoaring on 5%, COyprian’s gensral
Rlarapchicnl views, egpeclally as They affect the attitude
cf hiz tine toward the papegey. Finally, it will be of zore
irnnediste concern for us to evaluate the pertinence of a
nunbar of quotaﬁlohs fron the writings of Cyprian in the

Lutheran Confeaaiong,

19 .
1loe, supra, note 6.

b Yor 2P -
=GP, aunpa, note 7. Aleo, infrs, Chapter 1., note 5.



CHAPT™R Il
ARGUMENTSEZ PRO AND CON

The avgmments srasented for the Cyprianie authorahip of

both A and ¥ run about as follows! Hoth verslonz are found

in san imorsssive nunmher of very snclent wanuseripts, B being
troceable te the very tins of‘ Cyorien, A quoted s early a5
the 8ixth cenﬁur::.'.l Lt can be demonstyrated from unguestioned
Crprlanle sourceg that the phrassology and style of the ade
ditlons in A are in apreesent with Cyprlan's manner of speak-
.1:1;;;.: Fuvrtharnorae, tho thoughts of A are such as Cyprian ex-

resged elaewhere, They are in haraony with his conatantly

15, van den “ynils, "Leo Couble Editlion du Dg fnltatg de
Y. Syorden,” Dovug a'fistoire Loglesiasticue (Touvain, 1933),

pas 6 L.3 "Copandant i'edlilicon de . fartel, tout en la
Fﬂlﬂﬁ;lmﬂt -’s:.n las note* mm &3 blg de cehte
o148 tte legon sst donnée nar sluaisurs
vmnuscr.’f.ts ~‘mnt les nlus aNnciensg s + depsnmant 2lun
apchetyps qui neut remonter su VI - VII sidole.” “La
vrenibre nttestation de lao version A dane lz tradition
litterairs se ra noonura fdana la lettrs que le pape Felage
il advesen aux evlques d'lstrie en 585.°

2 Chapran, in Van der Tynde, on. gi%., D, 7: "La version

h porte toutes lez morques du gtyle authenticue ds 1l'av
.‘val_".e"_LQ.f!.%P.- ¢  {Emshasis ours.,) Of, batiffol, ibid., icc. oit.:
Le toxte A na\ren*‘ozﬂe pas un i mot, nas une expreesion, aul
n'aonartienne & la langue et & 1'us.ngc de Cyprien.” Xbid.,
Joe. gilt., anoting from Cyprian's Hab. vlrg 10: “Fetrus

. « Buper guem poault e fundnvit ecclesiam.” Lbid., ».
16, quoting c:rprlqn, Eoe 43, 5 (%o the Christiana at Car-
thagel): % . . ecathedra una auner Petrum donini vece funde-
ta.® Ep. 59, 14 (to Cornelius): ". . . ad Petri cathedram
ntgue ad eccluaimn prinecinalam unde unifes sacerdotalls

exorta est.?
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elterated thesls on the scuree of the Church's unit:r.3 it
ig extrensly Adifficult to account for these faets, if the
thaory of a Torgery is uﬂhﬁldwu

Sut why should Cyorlan issue two sharply divergent
verglong? These who Tavor the view of s simulianeous, or
nearly slmultanegus, doubls sdition maintzin that z2lmost
ldentical problens agltated the Churoh both in Africa and
at home at about the same time, to wlt: ¢the schlesmatic
aativity of Feliclizsimus and Hovatus in Africa, and ol
Novatian in fome.d Againet both of then the inviolable
unlty of the dhurch must be sazerted in the atrongsst terms,
Mow, egince the bishop in any lceasllty is the 1iving emblem
of unity, = aen's relation to hia respective bisheop deter-
mines hig fellowshin in the Church., "o umnke this truth pare
ticularly relevent for the Romen Christinnas, vorslon A was
cironlated anoni them. Convarsely, text 5 was intended for
the Afprican Chrictians, wvhoge orlentaticn was not zeared so
gp2cificrlly to the Homan Zee, and, hencs, eouid dispense

with the pegulinrly Homan emvhasges of A.

e, Saward Yhi%e Benson, Cyordan, His life--His Tlneg—-
Hig York {London: iacnillan & Go., Li¥d., 1897), pp. 137 £T.,
Tor = oatena of Cypeianic passegesz on the nity signifiesd in
the charge tec Peter,

uvan den Iynde, on. i%., D. 20: H"Internolateur
ftrangerent ingenlenx peur réussirz un texte qul slaccorde
mieux nvee les Soriis cypriens de 2b9 - 254 Gue ne le falt
1vfaition prétendunent originale de Cyerien slle-nfme {(re-
consion )Y

5¢7. supra, Chaster I, note 6,
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owever, this expinnation doces not satiefy nany others
vho 2%i1l1l acesut the Cynrlanie authorshin of bvoth veralona.
feeording %o them, the situatlon must rather bs reconstructed
alony thease lines: In the earliisr yenra of his edplscopate
Oyprlnn believed strongly in the primacy of the Hozan gath-
gidra, If cnly ae an exbsdiment of the prinelplie of eecles-
inatleal unity., Gi. Cyorian expresased hie homoge %o Home,
the wmother Chureh, in version A and in other writings of
thlso perlod, about 25l. Four or five years later the ec-
clesiastlcal sky becans derk and nenhscing. Itarting fron
hle pet thems of "Faclesia 28% Au snlscopo® and proceeding to
“Extrs Doclesian nulla salus se$” snd “habsps non notest
Zewvs oafirawn, gul Fecloesias a non habad mofren,” the graat
African vigerously denounced the bantism and other rites nde
ministeved by heretics and sohismntice and dsnlied thelir acts
all valldity. Stephen, the current bishop of Rome, 4ld not
aharae hils colisapue’s extrame views. The rosult was o hsated
controvearsy in the course of which the thunderbsltes burlad
Home-ward and Carthage-ward resulted in & breach of fraternal
relations. At this stage the inesnsed Cynrinn revised his
trantise g Unitage and nurged it of lis prenounced pro-

Roman elements in chspter &, Iprggd two dliferent versiona,®

Ovan den Hynie, oDe ol%., 2. 163 “Les affirmations de
Gyprien sur le primante anterlieures a la controverss baptisg-
mals, sont parellsles o celles de la legon A, #ar contrae,
eelles qui sont vootericures a cette dave, a'accordsnt avee
1= legon B,° Cf, Hanry Hawd Filian, Latin Christiondty, I



iz

Obviously, thosze who do net belleve that Cyprian fathe
arsd both versions cannot accept olther of the %wo soclutions
sugpented, In their opinion, B must be regarded se ths
original, and only,? text from Cyroriesn's hend. Yhether by
. insdverteonce or with mallee alors-thought, A rust be re-
Jectaed as apurlous. Alter all, the latter ls missing in the
mest anclent m.mzuscrlpta.ﬁ Gratian quotaed Cyprian according

-

to Gl lany oritical scholars have rejeeted 2,10 sg111

{fiew York: OCheldon & Co., 1660), pp. 87 T.¢ "lior, so long
as Uarthage osnd Nome wers in amlty and ellliance, 4id Cyprian
serunle to aduit {as Carthoge could not but own her infer-
lority %o Iuperial foms) o kind of primaecy, of dignity at
leant, in the Metropollitan Jishop. The Puniec lsague suddenly
sives vloea %o a Yunic ware » « «» Uyprian confronts Stenhen
noet only as an equai, bub, strong in the concurrence of the
Lagt and of Alexandria, as his superior. The primacy of
Fater hos lost its authority. He condemns the perverseness,
custinacy, contunzscy of Stephen.” Similerly, Plerrs de

Lalriclls, _.153_1);34; Chpriantianity, translated by Herbert Hileen

(London, 192583, p. 1898, note 2.

7?.-&11:50 Kool, in Van den Eynde, op. eilf., ». 23, cslls
version - “la ssvle authentique,®

af-i.lmzm, one Glie, »e 87, note 2: "It is not found in
the best manuseripts.® of£, F, Cayre, Hanual of I_?_‘.i_t_:m
ani History of Theclogy, translated by H, Uowltt (Farlsd
LeBeleRd Go., 1930), De 260,

ﬂ-- -, -

“ignaz v. Dosllingsr, Das Fapsttum, ravised Ly J. Fried-
=ich { é'.:iencheﬁ: 0. H. z:-eék’ache Varlng: 1892), p. 368, note
111: “Opatison Ceus. 24 gue 1 c. 16 eltirt indesasn noch dle
ftelle Cyprlions olme dle interpolation,®

101p1a., los. git.: "In jeder kritischen Ausgebds sind
dieae Interpolationen nafuerlich anagemerzt.” Cf. ¥, W.
"uller, The Prianitive Saints aod the See of Homg (Londoni
Longmans, Creen o Co., 1914), »n, 87, note 3¢ ". . . the
interpolated passasges, which had besen expunged fron every
ceritical sdition. . . . The evidenca ageinat the intsr-
nolatione is ovemeh2lning, ®
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ethers hove been kept Trom orinbting their convictions by

ear of resrigal from the heavy hand of hierarchical g)dwer.ll

vy

Yet oven resvectable Homan Catholice sclhiclars had the courage
to label £ no%t genuine.i? Hesides, 1t would be = distortion
¢f higtory to invest the reiatively innceueous hlerarchleal
idens of 250 with the full-blown Uitra-iontanism of 1870,13
The distinciive nseserticns of A run counter tc the offt o=

propsed visew of Cynrisn concerning the independsnce of sach

1lnoellinger, on. eif., loo. gif.: “Als in neuerer

fielt Cyorion An Hom 156% von Sanutiusz hsrausgegeben wurde,
muazten dle internelirten Stellen auf isfekhl der roemlechen
Censoren belbeshalten werden, obileich sle in den fHandgchrif-
ten fehlen, wie der Editor Latino Latini in seinen Sriefen
Elogbe <o ging 22 such uit der Fariser Auggabe wvon Saluze
aul’ Defehl des Minlaters Cerdinsl Fleury.?® COf, Puller, on.
ei%., »e 47, nota 3: "Uardinal de Fleury, the Frime Hinlater
o Francs under Louls XV, , forced the Ssnedletines to lnsert
the interosolated pasanges, whleh had been expunged Trom evary
criticel edition, and had been erassd by Ialuze, whe pre-
nared the editlion.” Alexander Fioberts and James Donslison

{(ed.}, The Qntp,_—m _L?'t}_]g_g%, ¥ {liew York: The Christian
Literature Gompany, 1E890), $58 {Rlucidationa): "How note,
Haluzius rejectod these interpolations and others; but, dying
(172€) with hie work unfinished, the completion of the work
was assigned o - nanelese monk, who confesges that he core
ruantad the work of Baluziuvsg, or rather glories in the ax-
plodt. « o «F OGFf, alzo Senacn, Op. git., o9, 20% I,

12g¢, Coyre, op. glt., D. 2684, Henson, gn. git., log.
%;;. Baluzins, in J, ¥, Migne, Fatrolozia, seriss Latina
Paris), IV, 513.

YV¢ayre, op. olf., p. 265, states thet Cyprien did not
fully undsratand "ali that the privilsges of Feter lmply.®
Ibid., p. 2663 UHe 413 no% grasp all that the privileges of
Feter'a succesgor lmplled with regard te ;_J.m% for the Fope
and dugleg Tor the bishops! (author's emphasis). Henson,
on. gif., v. 528: “Oyprisn and hls times were as lnnocent
of prashyierisn and of congragatlonsl, as thay were of napal

cathollicity."”
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ik

loocal bizhop. Ak

1ty Labrlolle, g0 gif., P. 139: "We find o concep-

tion of the Church, a conception of the role, the prerogo-
tivoes, and the dutles of o Sighop diffused throughout the
antive 1-7-13111: s oF bgnz'lan. wvhich elearly exvlaling his pernoe-
nent attituds.” Ibid., p. 143: "He Coch Jfinds nothing
in® the declarations scattnred througlout the writings of
Cyorian "whilch poes beycnid or which contradlets them, but
only the mslterated pffivoation of the indevendence of sach
loeal bishop in hiz dlecese.” Cf. Cyorian's Zp. 72 [to Fope
Stenhen ], in The Ange-iilcens Fathers, Vi . . . avery pre-
lafe hath in the adminlstraticn of nhls chwurech the free power
of his will, having %o render unto the Lord an account of
his =acting, # Ep. 55 expresses the sanas thought. t‘iior?.‘l.o

ertoll, __1'_1,3 g;l,mg,tg,v: Lhuraeh 3!;.; 2 :v-i.. Lone
w‘:n- o lder & Stoughton, 1910 33 "Jze a.ut:hor:lty of
avery bia:hr.v;.-) 12 woyiect in itse &m‘ 1ndependent.



CHAPTER 1IXX
CRITIGUE OF THT ARGUNRUTS

- td&raﬁsing hilneelf to the "beth veralons by (ypriant
theory, rogardless of the prilority of one or the other, this
wrltasr Tinde 1t eztromely ALTTlcult to conceive of such &
alfustlon, partlicularly with refersnce to Bishop Cyprian.
Hlz entlire career, not only as bishop, but even as a Chris-
tian, covers a2 scant ten yearz, This brief span was filled
with the most intense activity of o single-minded nractical
churchman., He was dedlcated to one ides, the unbreskabdle
ity of the Church of Christ, as exemplified in the peraon
of the one Bbishop in any nlﬁce.l gsides, as Cuazten points
out, Cyorian wra a nan possesssed of “thoss noble gqualities of
hanrt that attract charity and gentlenoss, prudence and apire

it of union.** That such = men should express any stastling-

1"-3 I.-_-q - MY . i - 3 % ¥ -
Glorgio Barteli, The Primitive Churcgh and the “pimacy
of Domg (London: Todder & Stoughton, 1910), 9. 78: “Ste
Cyprian, morscver, was possessed with a strange hanksring
aftor unity, which at times geensd alhin, not o a relligious
virtue, but to & veary human weak?is?.“ 4 g8 Thengnre licysr,
“The Papacy," Thg Abldinx Nond £%, Louls: Cencordia
Publishing ﬁuusa. 19873, 718. ¢

2 - g & -
Johannes Luasten cggrn%ogz. Ii (vegtminster, Haryland:
The Uswnaan Fressg, 19535. 0., 0, For a digcussion of Cype
risnle idess of Unlty and the meaning of the word "Church,”
ef. Yaward ¥hite denson, Gz%g;gn, Hig Life--filg Timog--ilg
%Q;g {London: ‘taemillan & Go., Lid., 18%7), sn. 180 11,

Tid., D 191: [Cyprlan's thecry of government in the Ghuraﬁ]
Tens 1i* and fived ov that songe of Iove and fesling after
unisy which seemed %o Augustine the mest epeclial charactor-
istic of the man,*
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1y rltoredi views is not ensy to belisve in the absenes of
unassgallable contrary eviience,

2. The argumeny sdvanced by Chepman that both versziona
nrocseded from Cynrian himself,” & sppearing shortly after
B with o change in addressess, =nd that thiz is supported hy
styliistic evi-lann@.“" is less than cenvincing. A¢ the tins
wnen both aditions sre aaid to have appeared; ca. 251, there
wvas o rather complete concord befween Afrion and Ltaly. The
question of relatlive rank or autherisy of Carthage and Foms
was net an isaue at all, VUhy, then, should not either “vere
sion' have served squzlly as well, rsgardless of the circle
of veaders?d In addition, the naterial on which the argu-

uant fron style restas is hardly sufficlent to Justify any

3..-,1.13.«31:95, en. oit., p. 352. Of. Adolf v. Harnack, _ég
vhyonologie der alfohrisflichen iiferaiun b;g.i:ﬂ;zgafms ‘
S, 190%), 33&,

Lelpzig: J. U, Himdehs'sche Bughhandiun notsa
Z. Ibid., p. 364,
B,

ity Van den Zynds, “La Pouble Edition du e Initate de
B, Uyprdon,” Dovus d'liistolrs Heclesidssticue (Louvain, 1933),

we 21, saye that Chapuan has Cyprian address his ord
varslion (B) to the Afriean Council with regard to the schliasn
of Feliclssimus, and a revision (A) sone months later, to
flome, with vegard to Hovatian, OF, Harnael, gn. 21%., Loc.

5'2“!1:1.&1 ia conceded by Van den Lynde, gn. ¢df., P. 22. fie
5885 No Peason why the sc=-czlled “Roman® version A could not
have Teen read to the Afpleans as well, beecause very similar
tppo-foman' theughis wers expressed by Uyprlan, for examplo,
to the Afrlean Antonianus. “La conngxlon antre la version
A et fome n'eegt done prs %tellecent ndeessalrel"
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nosltlive ccmclusione.ﬁ “hat bhave we? A fow ghort sentencas
and phurasse An chapter Tour of fa Unltate, plus the inter-
change in some manuserints of "hie" and “41liec” (1ile) in
chapter 19. 1€ is surely a arsecaricus procedure o rest
positive conclusions on S0 neanty & foundation., The fact
that 5%. Cyprlan uses 1dentlcal phraseology elsewhere would
gaen to give the objectlon even more validity, because, far
froun makding a forger's or "editor's” task more dlfficult,
the ensily avallobls parallels would actually facllitate 1%.7
To soy with Lussgten thot Dom Chapmean has Peatabllished the
Lact Lcur- vm:ah:.:misj that the varistions must not ds ascribed
te corruntion of the S2x% bhut toc a recasting of it by Cyp-
rian himzelf"® woula copoar %o gay more than the evldsnce
verrants.

3o It mst be adnitted that the view of Van dan Eynde,9
gupported by Perler and Hevencot, ia, as Luasten also holds,
“sore probablce. w10  If A iz the original text, written ca.
251, at o %ime of harmcny betwesn Carthage and Ffome, and ©

6‘:'-:1 den Eynie, o 8il%., P. 93 *Il goralt souhaltadle,
CroyONs=-nous , cu'c;m s'ahotlenne de tabler sur des indicea
s8i peu suUrs. L 8¢t e 1a tradition manuserite ne peraet
nas de recennaitre l'originsl avee certitude.”

Tce, Benason, gn. git., pr. 197 L. for parallele.

ail;umsfen, on. git., P. J5Z.

?Van den Eynde, op. 0it., po. 16 fL.

20 uosten, go. mit., p. 352
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arose four or five yaars later out of a situatlon of extrems
tension betwesn Oyprisn z2nd Stephen, we should have 2 reasl
reason {for the changes, that is, if we are willing to grant
that Cyprian would be inelined to make sny changes at all,
There certainly asppearaed tc be anough yruvocatlnn.ll

hy But thls bringe up another 2Afficulty, arising from
the faet that n the frame-work of mid-third century thinking
the difference in the two veralons is not ao radlcal after
2ll, Zeoth texts zccord a kind of »rimacy to Peter. It is
trus, the aszsertlionsg of A are more emshatic, but not funda-
mentolly different,l® If tho white heat of controversy re-
gaydlng the baptism of hovetlesz provokasd Cynrlan to undertake
a revislon of his earliler position at =11, we might sxoect a
morg drastic chanpge in terms of a clezr-cut denisl of Roman
sunremacy. - This denial is not ferthcoming., In other words,

Cyorian does noet go Tar enough in hls revision.

1lﬁf. Henry Hard Hilman, Latin this%;anggz, I {New York:
Zhelden & Co., 1860), 87 ff. 3See Cyprian's letter to Pone
pay {(Ep. 73}, and espsolally the lstter of Tirmillan of
Caesneaa to Cyprion, against the lettor of Stephen, Alexander

Roberfs and James Donaldson fed.), Ths in ﬂﬁ&fsng,EEQEan
(Hew ¥York: The Christlan Literature Co., 1890), V, 36 ff.

32van den Lynde . gi%., ». 10, adsits a "correapon-

dones fondameninle’ éé%géan the two versions. Cf. C. A.
¥neller, "Cyprilans Schrift ven der Sinhelt der Kirche,”
Leitochpift fuer kath. Theol. (Innsbruck, 1912), ». 290i
"iiicht nur in dem laengeren sog. interpollerten Text des
Kapitels 18t von ihe [1.8., the true gathedrs, with refer-
cnce to Hatth., 16, 16 f.7] 4ic Reds, sondern auch in dem
Rusrzeren, "
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S« In wview of the above, thig writer finds hingelfl
st1ill unconvineed by the arguments sunperting the Cyorianio
aunthorzhin of beth A and B, It would seen to nosa fower
difficultiess %o believe that 5%, Cyprian wroto only one text
of his beok Ie Unlgste. The evidence iz not Tull enough to
comnel o declision in Tevor of sither A or B as thes original,
However, the experisnce with the varldants in other ancient
manuacrints would lend vrepondsranee %o = as the originzl.

Texturl eriticisn of asnelent manuseripts indicates that ad-

o

ditlons and intersolations nre mors plausibly explained than
auotractions,

To choose among nossible motives for the interpolations
is more Jdifficult in the absence of knowledge conesraing the
adiftor's identity, let alone a2 sitatemnent of his lntent, Ve
gould any that nethiag meors is involved than the innocent

ranefer of marglinsl notea inte the text by a well=umeaning
but ill-informed copyilst. Again, the transcriber may have
dons hie work at a time when the primacy of Home was no
longer sariously opposed, and, acquainted with expressions
of Cyorian elsewhere similor tc A, might have inserted hie
‘sorrections” in the honest conviction that this is what

Cynrian would wish %o aoy, were he then living. The idea of
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o deliverate forgerwl3 cannot be diamiesed out of hand. Un=-
fortunntely, there have been sufficlent instances of demon-
strable fraud in the history of Noma's efforts %te shorz ud
her clolus®® that the sussleicn of Torgery in connection with
Cynrian's book 13 net altogsther groundless, This latter
view scoms to be supported hy the consldsration that the ade
ditiong of A are too well dene to be anything but the result
of ecareful olanning,

There the matter rests for the present. To parzohrase
Urigen's Judgment with regard to the authorship of Hebrews,
“who wrote the twe versions, or which one Cyprian wrote, Tod

only certalnly knows,"

i%:p, Senson, on. gif., pD. 192 r., 201. 219, FErnest
Leigh-Bannett, Handbook of the Es Chriatisn Fathers (lon-
dens Elllinms and !o*'nte. 1920), :n. 121 f. Lven Josezh
H. Flchter, 3t. Cegll Cvnrian (5%, Louis: 3. Herder Sooik
Co., 1942), me 1127 ", . « mishandled, interpolated, misin-
taroreted, "

l“‘.r.. "he Pseundo-Ilsidoricn Deeratals, the Donatlon of
Constantine, gt al.
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CHAPTER 1V

THE BRANING OF THE DOUBLE VERSION
Ol CYPRIAN'S BASIC THENR

The question ariges: Uhat bearing, if any, deoes 5t.
Cypriann's treatise on the unity of the Church have on his
basle viewe ap expressed in his other writinga? lore specs
ifically, doee an sccepiance of the Uynrianic sutherahip of
both versione, A and B, of chapter four of De Unitate, par-
tloularly of text A, mean that Crorian accorded the Roman
“ee on authoritative primacy, such ag is claimed by Ultra-
wontane writersa of wnore reocent times? Dons Cyprian's Leli-
2EiT of acclesinstlical unity in terms of eplacopzl nre=
rogative gulfer any modification in the light of text A2

There ocen s no doubt that Cyprisn bolisved passlionata=
1y in the indlvielbls unity of the Church. His treatise on
Unity, especlally in chanters four and five, ls most om-

vhatic on this point.l Any attemot at disrﬁating the

1cf, Alexander ?%herga and gimeg sgualdaeﬁigei,). gg%
ints-kicens Fathers (Hew York: The Chriatliasn erature Co.,
T%QO]Ticitea nereafter as ANFP, V, 621 #f,, o. #: ‘"Does he
wvho does no%t hold this unity of the Church think that he
holds the faitht® c¢. 5! "And tnie unity we ought firaly te
hold and sszert, sspeclally thesa of us that are blshops who
sreslde in the Church, that we alsoe prove the eplecopate To
be one and undivided,® [for the Latin text cf. J. #. ligne,
Letrolopla, series Letina (Paris), IV, 516 £f. Cf. also dd-
vard Ynite Zenson, Cyprlan, His Life--lig Tizeg--illg Nonk
{(London: Haemillan & Co., Ltd., 1897), 2. 191. -
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Church's unity is vigorously condemnsd. The schismatic 1s
rea2lly the greateat oriminal. The validity of all scts gx-
Era egcleainng, be they ever so good ner se, la denled. £
rivel Churcehh iz inconecszivable,

ut, Cyprian sees the unity of the Church axemplificd in
the eslscopate.® Thers can b only ohe lawful bizhop in the
Church at any one place. The bishop 4s in his pevson the
visible symbol of unity. To be in the Church, therefore,

maans to be in fellowship with the bishop.3 “What the blshop

b ]

“La Unitate, 5, Higne, on. £1%., p. 516 f.: "Episco-
noatins unus est, cujus a singulis in solidum pars tenstur.
celasis quogue uns e2t, guasg in sultitudinen latius incra-
nente fecunditatis extenditur.” OFf. Reinhold Zesberg, Texk-
book of ths History of Dogtrinssg, translated by Charles =,
Hay (Grand Haplds! BSrker Hook House, 1954), I, 182: “"In
then [Fhe ecouncils Jthe bishops proctically renrssented the
unity of the chureh,; 28 Cyprien now theorstically formulated

t. Upnon their unity rests the unlty of the church.” Ibld,,
we 45%: “The bond whioh holda ths church to unity is thus
the enlazcopate.”

3. 51, to Antonianua, ANF V, 327: “You wrote, mors-
ovay, Tor me to %ranemit n cony of those sams lestiers to
Cornelius ocur collesgue, so that he might lay aslde all
snziety, and kZnow at once that you held cemaunion wilth him,
that is, with the Gstholie Church,” Ibid., loec. cif., nots
7:i "4 ldea is, that to be in communicn with the whole
Church, one must b2 in Pallowahip with his own lawful blshep.”
Cf. nlko X, Miles {ed.), Doguments Illustratineg Zapal futhor-
ity {(London: OSFCK, 1952), pp. 38 f. lMenry Hart lllmsn,
Lotin Chelstienity, I (lew York: Sbelden & Co., 1860), 87:
“Iithin the pale of thae Church, under the lawful Zishop,
ware Christ 2nd galvstion; wlthout 1%, the real: of the
Fevil, the world of periition. . . « Latin Chrlstianity, in
the mind of Cyprian, i¥ not i%s founder, its chiel hisro-
phant, had scared to the idsal helight of this unity.®

ftiorgic Dartoli, The Prinliive Church and tha 2 of
;’:gmgbﬂ.-omion: floider & ~toughton, 1910}, n. 843 “The

tengivle bond of the Shureh's unity ls kax ong united anig-
gonage® {authoris enchasise).
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1s in his diocese cvary cother bishop 1s in hig, and all the
bishops tegether form a united hlernreh!.u "Znisconatug
unug eat."5 A1l bishops are autonomous in their diccess.®
ALl are equal in rank and authority. Together they are =
trus ?rztﬁrnitﬂg.7 They are the cemsnt whieh holds the
Ghurch fTopgether in unity.B ALl bighops are the successors
oY the anoastles. They hold thelr office by divins suthore
1ty and there is neo avpeal from thelr decislons. It willl

be se=n that this could easily bacone 1ega115t10.9

e e S =
AVE V, 369: "I'or although we are many shepheris, yet
wve Peed one floeck.," Ibld.: ". . « the collegs of nriests.”

Spe Unitate, %, Yigne, op. gi., D. 516, Of, alsc Ep,
L5, Cornellius to Cyprlan, ANF ¥V, 323: ", . . and that in the
Catholle Chuwrch thevre ought to be one bilszhop." Iditor's con-
went: “One bishop, i.2., one episcopate.®

“£5. 51, to Antonianus, 21, ARF V, 332: 9%¥hile ths bond
of ceoncord remaine, and thse undivided gacrament of the Cath-
cile Chureh endures, every bishop dlsposes and directs his
cwn acta, and will have te gilve an account of hls pursoses
ggrthe Lovd.” Gimilerly in Ep. 53, to Cornelius, 5, ANF V,

Cn

7‘3“- BeaheryE, 9N m.. De 182 1.
eﬂa. 68, to Pupisnus, ANF ¥V, 375: “. , . while the
Chureh, which is Cathelic snd one, is not cut nor divided,
bt is indeed pomnected and bound togather by the csment cf
srieste who cchere with one ancother,

rnacdore Ho "The " The 2 ‘w It
80 yer, "The Papacy,” The A Yord,

(t. Louls: Concordia Publishing House, 1987), 717: "The
bishop iz not merely the hesd of the local church; he has a
vrelation tc the Church !niversel; hoe iz part of the eplaco-
nnte, which is one end single., And the climax Tor the tine
is reachad in Cyprisn, bishop of Carthage (258), who at-
tributes distinet sacerdeial funetions to the Lisheops; they
are »riests representing Christ, tha swccegsors of the
Anostlen, the crnservators of apostolic grace, and the
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T™he »rectical cxprassion which 24. Cyprian gave to his
theory mny bs demcnatrated in a2 thres-fold way: 1. Cyprian
acte in full indspendence of Rome. 2. Cyprian zets in con-
coridl with Reme. 3. Oyorlan acts in opposition Yo Home.

Cynrlan constently descneteated hls complete indspen-
denee of notion in hie own locality. He dealt with his co-
bishops, nrominent or obgcure, on terms of equality. They
wvere his *fratres" and hia “ggllggag.“lo Cyprian never
drennt o any bishop giving hin orders, or demandlng an ace
count of hie acts. Vhat he had decreed, personally or in
cenjunetlion with other African bisncns, was not subject %o

raview or glieration by another bighop or blshops, not even

auvthoritative interpreters of apostolic truth; without them
the Church wouldl be2 without that grace which 1t is te imart
to men, and so would cease e exlst.® Of. Seeberg, on. clt..,
pe 185 “The svanpgelical definition of the church waz supar-
seded by the cathellie. The church ls no longer essentially
the zgsenbly of belleverz and saints, nor an object of falth,
tut o vieible body, controlilsd by divinely suthorlzed '‘ec-
clesinstionl law, ¥

m."-lrzost any of Cyprisn's enistles %o his Tellow-bishops
demonstrates this fnet. lNote espeeizlly his lettera to Cor-
neliuvs and 3tephen, bishops of Fome., Cf. Swaleald Az-_t:l.claa,

IV, 2, in} Balken o riften der avans h-;l_;_z%gggm-
%Q Lirche {Gosttingen: Vandenhosek & Rupracht, 1952), .
hzy: *, ., . nicht unter ihm Tthe FopoJ als einen Herwren,
gondern neben ihm n2lz Emuder und Sesellen, Christen zu sein,
wie solchs suech die alten Coneilia und diz Zelt 3. Cyprlani
welisen, 1Lzt aber $=rr kein Bischof den Bapat ‘Prudsr?
helszen wie zu der Zelt.” Ibid., note 11: "Luther zitlert
Alase Hriefe hasufig."”
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the Foman.tt: hen he vas Anforeed of the elsetion of Uorw
nelius to the Roman Zes, he regewrved confiraation uantil he
hod satlsfled himeelf as to the wvalidity of ths elaction, 12

Vhen it smited his nurpose Ot. Ovnrian was auits ready
To coonzrats with the Foman blshep. COonvineed that Corneilus
was the lawiful ppeesesitug of the Roman Chrlistlan comsunity,
he gave the latter hiszs full supports This was easpecially the
exrse wien the authority and prarogetives of Uornelius wers

challenged by Novadian and his adhsvents.r3 oOf ceurae, the

1l¥p. 354, to Corneliuws, 1k, ANF V, 3bl: “For, as 1% has

been decrsed by 21l of us . . o that the oase of every cne
should be hesyd thers where the grlme has been connltted;

and a portlion of the Tiock has bean agsigned to each indl-
vlduzl pagtor, which he iz te rule and govern, having tc give
acocunt of his doing to the Lowrd; 1t certainly behoves thoze
sver whon we arg placed net %o mn about nor to brask up the
harsonlious agreauent of the bishops; . . « unleas parchance
the auvthorlity of the bisghops congstituted in Africa ssena to

n few desoerate and abandonad men to bs teo 1i%tle, who have
already Juiged concerning them.,. . « « Alrveady their csse has
LYaen eramined, already sentence concernlng thesm haz baen pro-
ncuneced, " ©f, Ip. 31, to Antonlanus, 24, ANF ¥V, 333, for
sinilar sentiments.

1250, bo . 81, 42, bh, 211 to Cornelius, &t. Cyprian
gives his support te Cornelius only alter he had boen con-
vineced of the latter's leowful ordination., ANF ¥V, 319 If,

13;::;). &7, to the foman Confessora, that they should re-
turn o unity, ANF ¥V, 321: “For 1% welghs me down and sad-
dens me, and the intoclerable grief of o smitten, almoat
vrostrate soirit selzes mé, when I find that you there, con-
trary to scclesinstical orier, contrary to svangelleal law,
contrary to the unity of the Catholie inatitution, had Con-
sented thnt anothsr bishop should be made” [1.8., alongslde,
or in copposition %o, Cornslius, whoses lawvful election nad
veen setablished]. Of. slsc ¥, ¥, Pullsr, The Evimitive
p_gﬁ-_g gnd the See of Roume (london: Longaans, wreen & Uo.,
1910}, »., B35, nota &
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Hovatian schism wns of lmmediate concern alse to Uyprian be=
canae of the sunport 1t gove %o the schlism hended by Felicls-
simus in Afrlea. In both Home and Carthage there was agltaw
tlen agalnat the lawyful bishop. Heras Cyprian's ;gééugggg
concerning the lawful eniscopntes as the living synbol of the
Church's unity came into play again. By upholding the epla~
copal offlce of 5t Cornelius againat unlawful pretenderz, it-
Cyarizn was actually protecting hils ovn suthority; for if
insubordination %o the true blshos in one place could go Un-

ghwellenged, the position of every other bilzhop was in jeop-

ardy, and thug the bond of unity was broken,

it vang a different story, howevsr, when one bishop U=
dertcokk to interfere in the affairs of another, partlculerly
if the 1at'er happened to be Gyprlian, But perhaps the dif-
fersnce lz more apparent than regl. Oyprian was conslatent
throushout, 28 though he were aaying: I am the bishop, sube
Ject to no one anve the Lord. T will suffer no -domination
or interference from any source, whether it be o layman, a
schigmatic, s heratie, or eonother bishop, even the bishop of
Tome." This appears to have been the great African's moti-
vation in his calebrated altereation with Pope Step?an cver

the gueetion of the bsptlsa of harutics.lb By disagrseing

e, suopra, Chapter II, note 6., Plerrs de Labriolle,
Lati Cnrisj&ﬂgLSx. trenslnted by Herbert ¥ilson (London,
IQiE%. ve L4k, note 2, quoting “rheet Favet with regard tc
the pespible motives Tor ueleting ths =ro-Housn statements
from Text A: "lerhops Cyprian himgelf as a2 cechnsequence of



27

with Cyorian on the poliey of herctic baptism snd by inter-
Toring in o coge s2lready adjudicated by the bishop of Care
thage, “ope Otephen wes overstepning his bounds, He was ine-
vading the rights of a co-sgusl blshep, Again the funda-
mental wnitlve principle of the autonony of the bishop was
at stake. Sf.Cyprian was in ne sensse overawed by the preas-
tige of hls colleague on the Tibsr, The threats emanating
from Home cowed hinm not at all., BSoth alone in an concert
with other areas of the Churehh sympathetie to his posltion;s
e rebuked Pope Stephen for his nrssumpitncusnsas and pube

lished the aven mors outspoken denunciation vrltten by Bishcy

hiz quarrel with Stephen.® Johannes Gussten, Patrolo;
{Vestminster, Karyland: The Hewman Fress, 1953), p. 3758

"in his controversy with Pope Stephen on the rebasptism of
hieretlcs he velees as the presidsnt of tha African syncd of
Zoptenber 256 hig oninion as feollows: lio ons among us seta
himgell up As a bishop of blahopa, or by tyranny end terror
forcoe his colleagues to compulsory cbadlence, sseing that
gevery bishop in the freedom of hiz llosréy and nower Dogsesses
the right to hils own mind and can no more ba Judged LY anle
othar than he himself can Judge another.”

15:33man, op. git., D. 86i ° “At length ho [Stephen’] broke
off goemmanion with 21l the churches of the Hmat and of ATri-
ca, which adhored to the mors »lgorous npractice. FEut the
Laztarn hateed of herasy conspired with the hierarchlcal
spiprit of Africa, which could endurs ne ilntrusion on the pre-
rogotives of the clergy.” Ibid., p. 9@ "A sclemn councll
of eightr~seven bishons, aasenbled at Carthage under Cyprian,
asserted the independest Jjudgment of the Afrlcan Churches,
repudiated the aseaummtion of the title, Bishop of Bisghops,
or 4the arblirary ddetation of one bishon to christandnp.'
Cf. Jeoaeph H, Fichter, 5%. ggﬁgl Cropian (Bt. louls: o,
Herder Jook Co,, 1942}, p. Z14: “At tinea Cyprian's tone was
far from respectful townrl the Viear of Christ.”
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Flrmilian of uneenrea.la According to VYan den Eynde, ag we
nave noted above, it wae Shis sltuaticon that led . Cyprian
to “Yewnunge® the nore pronouncaed pre=ioman slements of his
book e Unif%tate in 2 second editlen. - It is revealing and
Inastructive to commare the defiant indenendence of a Oynrian
with the total submisslion plmdged to the nope by a prezent-
day bilshop. 17

in the light of thls undeviating independenca of :A.
GCyoprian we would seem c¢omnelled to construe hils remarks in

De Unltate and other writings sbout the primacy of “aton, 18

15u5. 7, Firmilian to Cyprian, AP Y, 390 ff. This

letter throughout ia » dreadful indletment of Stephen and
vigorously prejects all cliaing of a primscy of Jurdsdlction
over other bishopns. Firmlllan goes sc far as to eny that by
nis arrogan® acts Stephen hag become the schismatle and cu¥
himagelfl off from the Churech (FExeldisti enim temet 1lnsum;
acll te fallers. OSiguidem 1ille ast vere schismaticus, aul

. Be = gommunicne fecleslasticae unitatis apestatem fecarlf.
uoted by “ilman, on. oit., ». B89, note 1).

lfﬂompara the oath of a modsrn Roman Uatholle bishop at
his ordination, as contained in the Pontificale Homgoum,
scite characteristic phrases: *I, ¥., elected to the church
of We, will from thie time henceforth, be falthful and obed-
ient tc the blessed apostle FPeter, and %o ths Holy foman
Church and to our lorml H., ¥Fepe #,, snd to his cznonieal suc-
cesSsers. . . « L wWill take cars to preserve, defend, lncrease,
and advance the rights, honors, privileges, and authorlity of
the foly Roman Church, of our lowml the vope. . « . So help
me (od, and the Holy (fospels of Geod."

151uaaten. one elt., p. 376: ", . . it ia evident that
Cyprian does net recognize a nriumscy of jurlsdiction of the
bishop of Fome cver his colleagues,.” Iidd.: "Thua the ]
gathedra Zetrl is to him (Tyorlan 1Jthe seclasia princivalis
and ths noint of origin of the unltas gsgapdotalis. Howe
evar, even in this letter (4n. 59, 1k} he makes 1% quite
clear that he doea net concede %o Nome any higher right to
leglslate Tor othe~ sues.”
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1% would be a gross anachronise %o invest Cypriants "nro-
Aoman” words wlth the ideas of the "iddle Ages and the Vat-
ican Council. liowaver we internret Cyprian's utterances on
the gathedra of Pefer, they cannot be made %o elgnify o
priorlty of rank or autherlty.

It wos parfectly patural that the Church at Rome should
v2 honored and that the bishop of Rome should share in that
hicnor, Of all the churchas eliher founded or served by the
vary apestles of our Lord, the Roman Church was the only one
in the lestern world, Rome had enjoyed the labors nct only
of ot, Feter, snokesman of the apostles, but alsec of the
sreat adestle 5%. Paul, Home was the urbks agternsa, the ine-
couparable world elity o’ the world empire. Home was the |

oldest Sea of the %est, the scolasia '.‘Jging;galgg.lg ihe was

L708. Puller, ope. git., e 51:  “Hut what dees S. {yprian
exaotly mean, when he dssoribes the Fomnn Chureh as the 'ggr
alogip orineionlis, unde unitos sagepdotalls pxorta gat?’ i
nave no doub® that he means that the Roman Churen is the
notherechurch of itely and Africa, vhence the whele enlsco-
nnte of those counteles ig derived, The word 'srincipalls!
iz uged by African writers in the genze of anclent or pri-
mevels SO Tertulllian, wishing tc state that truth cones
first and falsshood aftormvards, contrastz the 'principalltas
veritatia' with the 'posteritas mendacitatis®; in other worda.
the 'antiguity of truth?® with the 'lateness of falsshcod.'!

The 'scclesia prineinalls' is the priseval church, the
mother-ghureh; in %he words of 2. Irenasus, 'that very ancient
ehureh, founded at Rome, '* (Cf. ‘ha ulsousaion or orrinel-
nelis® by Sdward Yhilte ~anson, Cyordon ﬂ iis ©
Hls York {(London: Maguillan & Go. Ltd.. 397 pn. 53? g 3
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indesd the mager of mcmz" of a considarsble porticn of
ifrican, Itallan, Snanish, “ritish, and even of many Gal-
liesn churches. It would have besen nasa2ing strangpe AT thils
narfscetly historieal pre-enlnence had net elicited e degree
of deferentisl acknovledgement from the daughter and hine
teriand sess, - Furthercors, 1t wss only atating a Tact
whan Uyosrian, like his ranowned compatriot z2nd "anacl o
Tertulllan, bsfors him, declared that 1t was 2t. Peter
whease srand confssslion our lord ascknowledged with the counter-
avitewent, "Iu gz Fetris, ete.” And though the Lord sub=-
sequently “invested® all the apostlss, He did, as a matter
of recori, 4o it flrest for Peter, The sﬁposition and impilie
cations of this %text are net in the scope of this study., I
iz to be doubted whether Gyprian himself saw the full ln-
nlleaticns of his use of the text.

The vrivacy, then, that &f, Cyprian ascribed te St.

Feter and the current incumbent of the gathesdrs Fetrl is not

5933. hivr, 3, to Cornelius, AUF ¥V, 3227 ". . . we have
exhorted thenm to ncknoviedge and held. the roef and matrix of
the Uatholiic Church." But in .the samne context, a few lineag
farther on: ", . . we decided., . . ."  See also Ep, 41, 1,
to Cornslius, Ibid., ». 320: “But since the obstinate and
inflexible pertinecliiy of the adverse party has not only re=-
jected the bosom end the embrace of its root and Mother . . .

‘1%11man. on. eif., p. 87: “"ilor, so long as Certhags
and Fowme were in amity =nd sllianee, «did Cyprisn seruvle to
aduits (me Carthoge could not bDut own der inferlority %o
iuperial Home) o kind of prluascy, of dignity at least, in
ths Metronolitan Bishop. Cf. Zp. LE, 2, AuF ¥, 3253
¥, ., . since Hows {rom her greatness elolnly ocught to take
precedsnce of Usethage, . . .* Of. Zenson, op. git., 2. 192.
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¢ ba construed az one of superlor rank or jurisdlction. 1€
1s rather to bLe rsgarded as a historlicsl, chronological
primaeyi®2 St Cyorian's thesis 1 that the Unlty of the
Chureon 19 to be malﬁtnined at 2ll ceste, To thlzs end, every
wetaphor or illustration that Jeripture or resscn night suge
seast could ve employed. The fact that our Lord first sing-
lad out 5%, Feter furnished a most appropriasise illuatration
of the theme of unity. Thus 5t. Feter bzecame a symbol, a
reprasentative, of the cne, united espisconate.

‘Athel, 5t Oyprisn's vowerful hierarchical emohazls and

the use he made of Hatthow 186 for illustration introduced a

““Evpe 73, 7, AWF ¥V, 381: fFor first of all the lLord
gave that vowsy to FPeter, uson wiom He bullt the Chureh, and
whence lHe gnueointed and showsed the scuree of unity., « « «

And after the resurrection, alsc, He sneaks to the anostlea,
saying. . « « Phence we nercelve that only they who are set
over the Church. . . " ©€f, Puller, op. cli., ». 8&, note

5: "In the whole treatilse [Le lnitate Egcl. ] there is not a
single word about any necullar authorlty slther in 3¢, Feter
or in the Yioman gee. Peter, asg the first-chosen avcatie, 18
historically the first bishop, nnd sc the commencouent of ths
aniscepnte, nnd conssgquently hse is o fltting symbel of the
unity of %he Church.” For a good sumamary on the naturs of
Peter's nrinscy, see Sartoli, op. git., pp. &3 £f. Of. . H,
Flotsche and Jd. Te Hueller, The Higtory of Christisn Log-
trine (Surlington, Iowa: The Lutheran Litsrary Board, 1945),
fe Lil. “uasten, on. eif., p. 374, concedes the validity of
these arguuents and coneludss: “Thus he (Cyorian] under-
atandis Hatth., 16, 18 of the whols eoplacopate.” Ibld.:

", . « Uyprian doass not recognize a primacy of Jurisdiction
of the bilshop of Rome over his collesgues.” Ibid.: "If he
refuses to the bishop of Home any higher npower to malntaln by
lerisletion the sclldarity of which he is the cenftre, it
must b3 because he regards the prlpacy as one of honor andg

the biehop of Rome as a pricus inter psres.”
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new coneent inte the deetrine of the Chureh,®? of the im-
pllicntlons of which the energetlic blahop was himself prob-
ably not avare, Heneeforth, the Church was no longar
siuply the community of Christ's holy neople, tut Christ's

aeople mited with sand under the lawful blshop.zu

“36eeb@rg. op. git., p. 1E8k: "Me have thus witnessed
o nomontous transfTornation ln the general concentlon of the
Church,” Of, gunra, Chapter IV, note %. Fr, 2aethgen,
Paoettun,” Die Heligion in Jeschichte und Zegenwawt, iV
{Tuabingen: J,., C. 3. Y“ohr, 1930)i “"Cyprians Segriffe
primatug Zefel und cathedra Zetrl laufen 1ln seinsn Konse-
guenzen der ceyprianischen ldee aineg lLlehesbundes gleichge-
ordinater Slschoefe entgegen . » « anthlelt absr den zu-
runftaschweren Godanken, {daaz der roemiesche Slshof als der
wachffol ser des Petrus auf der Xathedra der Inhaber von
dessen Schluesselgewalt sel. In Jedenr Falle werden an
dleser Stelle nun ®ml% voller Deutlichkelt dle ersten Keltw
glner theoretischen Ssgruendung des rosnischen Frimgtan-
apruches gichibar,®

Eaéeaherg, ov. ¢i%., loc. eif, YHoyer, go. cif., loc.




CHAPTER ¥

THE UBE OF CYPRIANIC GQUOTATIONE

IN THE LUTHERAN COWNFEDEIONS

A tueber of quotations frowm, and allusions to, the
writings of Ut Cypirlsn have found shelr way into owmr Lu-
theran Confesslons.+ Only those nesed ecncern us here that
denl with the gusstion of epilscopnl power. 'e note the
following:

l. In the Smslecald &rticln;f;EI::iﬁiZ;g;;r arpgues thed
the nope iz the head of 2ll Christendem neither by divine
right nor asccording to the Yiord of CGod, but only the blshop
or nastor of the Church 2t "ome and of theose who voluntarily
nleee themselves under his rule, This is not = submission as

te a lord, but one that 1s at the ssne tims an association

with hilm as of Brethren and colleagues. In support of this

1411 voferences to the Confessions are %o Pis Eekenng-
nigschriften der evanzellsch-lutherischen Kirehe (“oettingen:
vandenhosck & Suprach%, 1952),

Augsbury Uonfession, Art. XXII, 5, page 85 and note 3.
Apology, ARII, 5, page J2%.

sugsburg Gonfessicen, XX1II, 25, pags 9l.

Apology IV, 322, page 222,

Apology RXX, 2, page 317.

Formula of Concord, 3.D. Vii, 37, page 983.

Avpendldx, oage 995.

in nddition %o these COyorienic references, none of
which have aany lunedinte Learing on cur atudy, thers are sev-
eral which are dipsctly vertinent and which ara discussed
sbove lu the text. &I. zlso iafrs, netes 2 If,
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contiention Lusther refers tc the mnclent counclls and alao
to 55 Cyprian'e custom of addressing Pope Cornslius as “Bro-
thew, &

Z. Melanehthen, in his “fractatus de notastate 2% ori-
Aatu paose,” paragranh 14, discuases the sweeplng povers
wilch the pope has arrogated %o himself and then procseds %o
nrove that these clains are fales and impious. 1In the firet
slaee, they are refuted by derinture and, aecqn&ly. VY ol
clent chuech history. In this connzction he asdverts to the
ancgient custom, observed both in the Fast znd in the Hast,
of eleciing the bishons for each resgpsctive locality. 3t.
Crorian is intreduced by a lengthy auotatlon from his letteor
to Felix snd Aslius.”? lYers Oyprian deolarass it %o be in ace
cord with Cod'g commsnd and apcstolic custom to slect bishops
by the vots of nelghbvoring bishops and in the presencs of the
neonle whom $hey ave to serva.u

7. In poragranh 27 of the Trectatug Melanchthon apaln

eitea uf. Cyorian, this time with special reference tc the

Zﬁie amkgnntnggggaylfggg der evanielisch-juthociachen
827: "

Pirvehe, on. glf., D. Hodie verc nullus snlscoporun
audet oapam nominare fratres, ut asetats Cyoriani factunm est.”
ioid., note 1l

3._!,"?;,1_.&. » Do L?%, note Z.
uihlﬂ.: “Sie enlm ait Cyprianus . . . 'propter quod
Giligenter de divina Sraditions et apostellca observations
asepvandun =8t ot tenendum ., . . ut enlscopi ejusdesn orovinclias
spovial gquigue conveniant o% eniscopus delligatur plebs prasg-—
sente. '
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glgnificance of listthew 16, 18 f. ielanchthon insists tha%
cur Lord's words %o 5%, PFater canno® b2 construsd $o mean
the bullding of the Church on the perscn or authority of
Fater, but on the mlnlatry of the confession which Feter
made concerning the person of Christ,” Thia, says lelanoh-
thon, was the Interpretation of many holy Tathers, such as
Origen, Ambrose FPseswio-Ambreose , Hilary, Dede, and also
Cyprian.® 7This allusion to Cyprian is of immediate interest
to us at thla nloce, boocause Melanchthon 1s zpparently think-
ing of the treatise De linitate. in the opinion of Ur. Volz,
the editor of thic secticn of the Bckenntnlgschriften, this
uresusposae the use of text 21 Vieoc grant utigue gt casteri
2o0ptell, uuod fult Petrus, narl censortic osraeditl et
Zonoels cf potesfatis, sed sxordiug sb nalists aprofisglbur,
ut seclasis Chrds$ld unp monstratur. ¢

In the 1light of what was said of Cyprian's general
crientation, 1t wonld seom that the refersnces tc hls works

in thess contexte of the Confessions are _é Rropos. Thay 4o

51h1ﬂ., pe 879 *lideo zlloquitur sum Lamguan ministrun
'SJuper hanc uetramn,! 1d est super hoe minlaterium.” .

élbgg.: 4%t hoe modo non de psraona aut auctoritate
Fetri interpratantur pluriml ex sanctis patribus hanc sen-
tentianm: 'Super hanc netram,.*?

?rhat is: Uhnt Peter was, that alse the rest of the
avoptles were, endowed with an equal »artnership beth of
honor and of nower; bDut the baginning proceeds from unity,
that the Chureh of Chrlst may be shown ss gne. G, ibld,,
ne 4%%, notes &, )
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net, indeed, support the idea of & toctal democracy, nor dld
the sixteenth ceantury Heformars coperate wlth such & concent.
The spproval of the "glsbs prae o' 28 well as the ad-
miseablility cof its nrotest, secemns to be implisd., Yet the
neonle aa sugh 4Ald not have the initletive in the election
of the Dishoap.

To sun up, 1% appears that while 571, Cyprlian moved on a
ddane of entire eguality with all hils ecc-bighops, snd in
this sense exercised a kind of democratic independsnce iy
censpectn Somaa, vet in hisz own domaln he was thoroughly
sutocratic. Filrat, last, and always he was guided by the
vrlaociple of éaiaeopal anthority, as a symbol and guarantae
of the unlity of the Church. "Ths whels heart of the great
pishop waz bound up wilth thiles idsa. 1In it coneentrad all

he slemente of hiz religlions thought and feeling. He had
the Jjuristic, logical bent of a Homan., Tertulllan was his
instractor. He had a wara heart. He was fanatlcally de-

votad to the hisrasrchy, and ha loved Christ. "8

©r0inhold Seebeng, Textbook of the History of Dectrines,
tranglated by Charles Z. Hay (Grand Feplde: Baker Book
House, 1954).
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