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In the Eastern Chur ch we cen trace at lee.st tour 
stcgos of early development. P1rst t he ascetic 
tendency tv.ke a sp oc if'ic f ' o:rme against a Church 
hev:lng too 11n1ch to do with the world. Next we find 
the desert anchorites who have run away from the 
t•rorld, t he flesh a.nd the dev,.l. Then comes tbe 
cenobite otnge with the solitaries gathering to'!9 
get ber :!.n various f'orms of' rudimentary community 
l ife. In tho course of this process the desert 
asce.;ics of Egypt and Syria learned to support 
the contemplative l.i. fe on the be.rest minimum or 
sustena113 e and herein they make the greatest con­
t1,.ibl1tion to t he monastic :I.deal of the east: 
t hat the body nny bo so transformed as to be ab­
sorbed into God. Finally, by t he wisdom and ener§ 
of st. Basil, J11onaaticism ic regu1ated in order to 
check the asceti c excesses which tended to verge on 
s1.tb-Ch!'istian dualism, e.nd t;p overcolilB the e-v:118 
attendant on idle solitude.Jll. 

Hot.:ove1? Chryooatom did not stress the contemplative life 

toget .ier with t e others to such a hi gh degree that it waI'ped 

t heir out look concernirig lite completely out of shape. While 

t hey practi ced privations of' many sorts and st.t'ict discipline• 

their observance of' these rigors had as their basic purpose 

t he severing o.f earthly connections in order to permit them 

to utilize theiri time in the study or the Scriptures. 'l'he7 

were not, ther,ef'ore. pointiess pillar-dwellers seeld.ng 11-nity 

with God through the mystical means ot negation or self-desire 

ancl the self. For Chrysostom and his friends it was certainly 

not privation for privation's salte alone, a1though the atreaa 

on good works and an obedient llf'e were part or the genera1 

struotUE"e or their association and their ultimate ccncern. 
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For instruction in the ScI'iptures they turned to an 

excellent toach:>I', Diodnrus. the roumer of the Antiochean 

School of inteI'pretation.15 Their method ot interpretation 

was eminently practical s.l'Xl literal, in d:lrect opposition to 

the allegorical inteI'pretat,.on of the Alexandrian School..16 

During this peI"iod Chrysostom lee.med to apply Scripture to 

practical rdaily living and not to set it apart as some means 

of g a ining estoFic ltnowledge hidden fro.m the average man. 

Eventually, howeveI', this practical school or inter].ll"etation 

,,ms destroyed due to 1 ts connection tvi.1h the ?lestoI"ians in 

the succeeding generation, and even the writings of Theodore 

wore condeinned as heretical. In respect to hia relatl. ona with 
' 

t his 3["C)UP of practical scholars, Littmann aptly comments: 

Chrysostom was inf'luem ed lElX'gely by his practical 
!'eaturea am consequently worlmd with a literal. and 
common sense interpretation or Scripture.17 

Practical though Chrysostom :miejlt be, still the aocetie 

ideal held him fizamly in its grasp. When Tl1eodore decided to 

wi thdro1-1 f':rom their association and return to the nworld n for 

love of a girl. Chrysostom rebuked him sllarply in two biting . . 
letters, addressed gravely to the "fallen Theodore.• In the 

second letter he especially o ensures and scores Theodore for 

abandoning the h 1ghest i'o xm at Christian life, the ascetic, 

lSLittmann, .!!P.• cit., P• 3. 
16Ibid., PP• 4t. 
17Ibid~, P• 14• 
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and con victs him 01' sinn ing greatly against God by the 

breakin.-; of h is solemn vow 01' collbacy. Throughout the 

r emaining years of h is l :lf'e Chrysostom never subsequently 

e.l tered in its et.1.bstance his position in this matter or 
c elibacy a'ld the i'micti on or t h e serve.11t o:r God. In later 

years he seems to have moderated his extreme p osition to a 

ce1,tain extent. Neve:z,theless, at this time Cbrysos tom ~guea 

e gainst Theodore's lapse: 

"Marria~e is ri gh.t," 1ou say; I assent also to 
t h is. For marriage, we read, "is honorable and 
t h e bed un:iei'iled; but fornicators and adulterers 
God will judge ;" but it is no longer possibls fer 
t hee to observe the right conditions or :marriage. 
For is he who has been attaclB d to a hea.ven1y bride• 
groom deserts him, a nd joins himself to a wife the 
act is adultery, even if you call it marriage ten 
thousand ti11'18 s over; or rather it is worse than 
adultery in proportion as God is :-roater than man. 
Le t no one deceive thee saying: "God has forbidden 
not to mal'I'y;" I lmot-r this as well as you: He has 
not fat'bidden t o marry, but h e has .f'orbidden to 
commit adultery, which 1s that you are wishing to 
do, and ma:, you be pmserved from ever engagblg 
t hyself 1n marriage! Why dost thou marvel 11' marriage 
is 3 udged e.s 11' it were adultery, when God ia dia• 
regarded?l6 

Soon a!'ter this incident in Chrysostan•s l11'e, a. number 

or local bishoprics .fell vacant. According to the custom or . 
the time, Chr:,sostom and Basil were seized as candidates by 

the people and clergy 1n an e.f'f'ort to compel them to accept 

18John Chrysostom., "Second Letter to the Fallen Theodore.,• 
A Select LibraroE or .the Nicene and Poat-Nicene .Pathera or the 
"a'hl'istlan dhur ,transl.ated tiy7r. R. W. Stephens and ec!I'tia\,y 
Mililp Schatt (Hew York: The Christi an Literature Comp~• 
1889) ., IX., 113 • 
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ordination.19 Ecclesio.stical regulations and usage relating 

to the prope r age fm- priests and b1ahopa had long since 

fallen into t'U.suse and had become a dead letter.20 It waa 

common pro.ctioe in the Church to elevate men in such a way. 

and ma..YJ.y o~ the leaders or the Church were elevated 1n just 

such n. c r ude manner in the face of protostations from the 

c a.nd :Id ates. Through trick(ll" y Chrys ost om Jll&"'laged to escape 

ol"d1n ation and was unable to c ont:L"lue his c0?11templative, 

wi t h drawn life. Basil• deceived into believing that John tiad 

yielded to the mult itudes., finally- acquiesed to the demands 

o:r the people mid c1ergy . Ohrysostom•s gE"eat t reatise • .2!! 
~ Priesthood, was written m Basil in defense of· his trick 

111 assisting i n deceiving his t' riend. However• this treatise 

is more the.n a mere apologetic• It soon became his normative 

work on 1he duth:, s. responsibility and requirements for the 

priesthood. FOl' this reason L1:t1mann coll'JfflSdi s discerningly1 

When Basil was conseque11.tly- made bishop, he com• 
plamed bitterly to Chrysostom. Chrysostom. there­
fore tried to explain his actio.n and comments on 
the priestly office in his treatise on 1i1.e priest• 
hood. It is a more mature work than tll,e letters to 
Theodore and c~ntaina no excessive praise for the 
monast~ life. J. · 

Shortly be.fore a persecution of the ascetic monks by 

the Emperor Valens in 373. Ohrysosto111 left Antioch to live 

l9stephena • .22• ~-• PP• 40f'. 

20Ib1d., pp. ss:r. 
21L1ttmann• .22• sii•• P• lS. 
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the life or a recluse in a cenobitic type m:>nastery which 

was probably based on the Pachomian rule.22 Again it must 

be remembe?8d the.t t h ese ll'Dnastic associations were formed 

by g roups or ascetic anchorites who h ad come tOQether :ln 

prir.11tive communities to i'>ractice strict discipline and to 

obse1--ve a c onte1nplat:t.ve lite.23 Quite often these were the 

grouos oi' fanatics tho :nade such an impact on the Uastern 

Church., ca usi ng c oll.flict and inter-pa1~ty schisms. After four 

yea.l's a.mong the oe cenotlbes, Chrysostom \fithdret1 to a cave 

end practiced life a.s a solitary anchorite for e.ln1ost two 

years until bis health was W'lder.minod by his excessea.24 

These , then, a.re the years of extreme withdrawal :rrom 
. 

t h e ·~ror ld and even from the Church dur:lnc; which he attempted 
-

to lead tho godly llf'e, separated· f'rom all forms o:r "worldly11 

infl uences. It is interesting to note that he failed in hia 

a ttempt to cut mfay his ties with society and tb9 world. He 

1:.~ema:Ined too practical i'ully to renounce the world or .tallow 

men. Just as the mystic,. so also the extreme ascetic m11at 

come do,m from the heights of his ecstacy back into the valley 

or reality. This :ls the enezwvating force which ascet:lclam 

contains 1n its very essence and at its vary core. Chrysostom 

discovered this, and to a certain extent it tempered h:la view 

on the tension between w1. thdrawal from reality and practical 

22st ephens, · .22.• .2ll, • ., pp • 60tf. 
23 . . 

Supra., PP• llt. 

24stephens,. .22• o1t., p·. 82. 
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comraunity liv1rg in the day to day relationships among 

people. A mature Christian, ho returned to acciety to use 

those t a lents which he had developed 1n the service or God 

and his i'ellow-man. This becomes the critical tlll'ning point 

in his lif'e. Chrysostom committed himsel.t to a course which 

would be di.f fi.cult :for him to carry out, that of maintaining 

e. proper balance between the ascetic ideal ani tm ideal of 

Christian service. Apparently he discovered the failure of a 

complete i'at. .. m of one-sided living. The strict ascetic life 

must always lead e ither to self-L""l'JDlolation or to a complete 

degen eration of t he p erscnality. This, however, does not 

deny t h e validity or a limited and adequately conditioned 

s ys tem of self-abneg ation, a system ·which ::rea11zes the failure 

or e~:t~erne asceticism e.nd seeks moderation in the ideal. 



CHAPTER III 

OiiaYSOS'l'OM Sl!;:1VJJ:S AS A PRIES'!' IM THE OlIUf<CH 

Mel1tius was without e. doubt overjoyed to lea:rn than 

Ch rysostom had decided to :return to the society which he had 

dese:rted i n his attempt to become an ascetic ancho:rite in a 

secluded cave. In 381• bef'ore leaving for the Council or 
Constantinople, he ordained Chrysostom to the diaconate •. 1 

I r onically Melet1us never had an opportunity 1'ully to see 

and asce rtain the wisdom of' his choice. During this vitally 

significant Council which finally sealed the fato of Arianism, 

Meletius died suddenly, robbing the Church or a wise, gentle 

l e ader and reopening the inter-party sch1s.ma in Antioch. 

Fram the viewpoint of sacerdotal authority and power 

the cliaconate i7QS of relatively minor importance in the over­

all ecclesiastical structure of' the Church.2 A limited number 

of perfunctory duties were th:> extent of the se?"vicea rendered 

by the dee.con 1."'l the Eucharistic worship. He had no oi"t!o1a1 

?OB1t1on in the establishment of' Church polity. although it 

~as quite usaal faz.t the d eaoon to se!'Ve as uno1'1'1oial adviser 

to the higher c1el:'§ 1n the diocese. The authority and the 

p.restige of' the diaconate centered in the f'act that theJ' had 

control or the distribJ. t1on or the alms to the poor :ln the 

1w. R. w. Stephens. Saint John Chr7aoatam1 His LUe and 
Times (3rd ed1t1onJ London: 3o1m--i.liirra7, i88j), P• 86. -

2Ib1d., P• 8f. 
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congregation of the city.3 No doubt many deacons used this 

authority to gain supporters a mon g the lower classes of the 

city. •~be diacona te al ao served the Church by :rr.anaging the 

vast estates and properties which h ad been given to the 

Oh1.1rch by l"ic."1. menibel:'s. This s,. tu.a ti on 1s well described by 

Boucher in his comment on Chrysostor::.•s statemnts in Homilies 

LXVI and LXXXV on Matthew. He writes: 

He showa how it was already looked on as the 
na.tu~al protector or the diatrossed, and how 
the Church he served not only supported 3000 
poor., but supervised establishments f O?" the care 
of t he sick• of' strargers, widot-rs, and Church 
servants. Ho even complains that ·many :rich men., 
mistrusting the ch&I'itable disposltion of their 
heirs, had_ endowed the Church with houses., cu­
:ria ges. mu1es a :nd other animals with their groomaa 
so t hat the ecclesiast:tcal o!':t"icers had to busy 
themselves with all kinds o:£ \o10rldly ·cares, col.­
leoting rents, wranglbig w.1th wine merchants, 
corn-chandler~, and so on.4 

Perhaps this becaJne the first ti ne tha. t Chrysostom be­

cama aware or the day--to-claJ' problems or the masses, of' t:q, 

trials of the common laborers and slaves. It is ironic that 

these people to 'Hhom he ministered praet~ced of' moat cruel 

necessity the self-denial which Ohry-sostom considered to be 

such a worthy and noble work. Evidentl.J' a man 1 s viewpoint 

com erning the worthiness of' a worlc . or service is shaped b7 

his o l'1g1n and the position .of' his family in the society am 

its social structure. NeverthBloss. it is to Chr;ysostC111 1 a 

3Ib1d •• P• 89. 
4:s. s. Beumer. A Short liiatorJ !1I,. Antioch (Oxt"ord: 

Basil Blaola,ell• 1921T. PP• l43f• 



20 

Cl'E>d1t that he elevated alms-giving to a status al..--nost 

equal to that of v:!l'g1n1ty and self'-privat1on.5 Practical 

e.xpol'iomo amcn g the maasos or sufi'ering humanity served 

to resh ape in pa 1•t his view of wh at is good and noble. 

Sooing t..11.e excelle nt qual it1es o f 1 eadorsbip which hi.a 

deacon had and recognizing his talents as an ara'bo r, Bishop v 

Flavian ordained Ch...7sostom to the priesthood !n ,381.6 He 

soon boc ams tl'X3 c h ie r preacher 1n the diocese, i•xt 11-known 

f or h is hom1letical goniu s and 'brilliant, practical method 

or oxe3eaia. 

:r:n b.is sennon s _there are strong indications or a very 

powerrul desire to alte1• co:iditions in the cit:, throughout 

both t he pagan community and the Church. Again am again his 

ascetic inclinations break thrcu.gh. in his h01r.ilies, as he 

with equal zeal attacked the excesses or pagan and Christian. 

Candi tiara.a warranted such a ttaoks. There is 11 ttle doubt that 

decay had rotted the pagan civilization and its VB.l"ioua f"orma 

of" cultur!J through to the very core. Intellectually the pagan 

culture ,.zas dead. or e.t least sterile. 7 It had banla-upted it­

self through the years with its futile sophistry, seeking a 

kay to the source or ltmwlo dge and truth. Thloughou.t th1a era 

5Jobn Chrysostom, "Matthetr, Homily LXXVII, n A Select 
Library of" the Nicene and Post-Nicene ~nthera of £he diirlatian 
Church, traiiirated by- George Prevost and ed1teaby15hlilp 
Schatt (')I~w York: The Christian Literature Oompan7, 1888) • 
x, 468. 

6stephens, .21?• ~•• P• 103~ 

7Ib1d., PP• 118-1)8. 
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Chris t i an ity ,ul.s enga c ed in a d eadly a t.n1ggle with a pagan 

s ystem t hat h ad l ost :1 ts broad i n t e lle ctual b a sJs a nd 1-ih ich 

c onse nuentlv was without a f'i?'!n f'o •--:lation.S Cl 0 h ~ ,,1 - :.:,Ven oymme.c US 

&l .. gue d i r.t !' a,ro.r· of paganism onl.y on natL onal a nd classic al 

B~a~nds . 9 I n t e lle ctua l pagans wero aesthetic pagans on1y. 

It 19 for t h is very reason that the paganism of' Ch.eysoatom's 

era wo.o much more d e adly than t h e t'orms t;rh.ich h ad precedt.d it. 

Pa:~ani mr. now indulg ed 1.n o,;:cassos or camal. and s ensual lust, 

unc:he cl:ed by any .f or m nf cla s sic al :l.nsight. In s pite or the 

o ppooi t i on 01· Oh r.I. ot !ans., t h e ra are Iwperial docrees against 

PO.Ban exc es ses i1ell into the fi i'th century.10 . 

It must be .r urther re:rr.ertbeired that perhaps a. majority 

o1' t h o Ch l"ictians we1•e leas than nominal members of' the OhUI'ch 

in t h is pe ~i od . Theodooius I h a d officially proscPibed pagan 

r elig i ons and h ad love l ad harsh ponaltie s a ga!nst t hose who 

e n...::; nr;od 1 1'1 p a gan r ltuals or ceremon ies.11 Since the ort1c1a1 

proocription o:f pagan lea1•n:L."lg and relig ion were Impel:' io.1 

edict~., g.., at nuiubers of pngnru. j oined the C!'lurch in order to 

SM. L. w. Laistner, Om-iatianity and Pa ~an Cultir e J!! the 
Later ROlllB.n ~ire: Toget&r with en ~~sh4!1ransiatlon o~ 
John dhrzsaeom• s P.ddress on Vaingiorf.lr the Right wfa ~ .. 
Parerz s to Bring !m. 'l'fielr °ffli:lldren (t'haca. ,rew fork: orne.L.L 
University Press.-r95i), PP• 8ft. 

9Eva Matthews Sanford, The ?·?editerrsnaan World in Ancient 
Timas, in the Ronald f~eriea l'ir-Elsto~ edited bi Hooe-rt d. 
Brinkie7 am Ralph ff. GabriertNew Yor : The Ronald Preas 
Company, 1938), p. S62. 

lOtalstner, .2.E.• ,ill., P• 8. 

llMaude Alina Huttmann, '1'he Establishment !!I. Chr :lstian1t;r 
and the Proscript:lon of P.av,anlsiii (Hew York: Columbia Un1ver­
'ilt,.-;-t9i4), PP• i95-2f7 • 
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maintain that r pos1 tiona or authority in tho ., vernment 

and in t ho military a crvice. They anticipated the possible 

loss of' tl'lBir prost1go if' they s h ould :remain loyal to their 

old practices and belief's. Nominal meribership in the newl7 

established Church seeltled to bo the eaaiast way of freeir.g 

themselves from their very d angeI'ous and delicate position. 

As early e.s the dqo o f Constantine the Great., the special 

privileges g :ranted to the Christian clergy by him had to be 

restricted and in s ome measure revised. Man7 pagans at that 

tir:ie a.tt empted to join the clergy in order to escape the 

dut!~ s laid upon pagan citizens while gain:tng_ a number of 

special priviloges.12 

F1nclin~ his worli: stimulating am enjo7e.ble in Antioch-:? 

Chr ysostom introdl\ced changes i n to the structare or the life 

or the comnunity and helped alter cond.1.. tlons ,,;h1ch militated 

a~amst his ascetic background. His best work., homileticall7 

and exegeticall7., was da1e during this pertod a'£ r$lative 

peace and tranquility. .He seemed to be quite happy in hia 

work and to a certain extent tempered his extreme asceticism 

with the 1dea1 o:r practical Christian living in societ7. 

The only disturbing element in h1a 1-1ork during his stq 

in Antioch coMB s early in his p?tleathood. In .387 the populace 

of the city irevolted against the pppresslve taxation of the 

Emperor Theodosius I. After the excesses of mob violence, the 

12Ib1d., PP• 62f. • -
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citizens f"ee.l'ed that the T!lmperor would l'etaliate ,d th a 

number o:r stern repressive measvros against b oth citizens 

and city. Terr.if ied as to whetb;)r or not tho Er:ipero:r wcu.ld 

aend soldier a to slaughte.!' t he popul.ation. -panic raged :tn 

t he cj.ty as tho loca l mag istrates toolc stern meas ures or 

thc:i.l' own t:o !)'.l.nish the oi"fenders. Bishop Flavien, urged ·t,_y 

'bo t h pa.ge.n and Christian, bngan tho e:f8ht-hu.t'Jdred-li11le 

Journoy to tho c ,:,u:rt at Constant! nople tll bog f or the :people 

and thee i ·ty. Dl.lri'!.'l.?; h is absence in t h e Lenten season, Chey­

aostom used tho opt,>ortunity to rebuke the people!'ol' thei:r 

crimes in a bold E eries of sermo:is entitled, !'On th.e Statues. n1J 

'l.'hro· h the intercessions of ' Fl.avian and some andl.ol'ite 

1nonka, the u.cin,1er to the city was averted, end no harsh pen­

alties ire re 1 •:!p osod. It is i ntorest:1ng to note., ho1,ever, the 

difference i."l tha relations o f' the Church and State in the 

eaet from those in the west. When a similar event a few yeara 

lator provoked Theodosius tll kill. a .g raat number o~ the people 

of Thessalonica. A?Dbros0 or Milan did not beg or plead with 

the ,~mperor. With a11thority Ambrose forced him to do penance 

in pub lic ror tho sin and humiliated hixn sevarely-.14 Already­

the medieval pattern is here evidEh'"lt. .Church dominated State 

in the west, while in the east t ·he Church became a mere bureau 

of the goverrimerit to be manipulated at the whim of politicians 

• and mubitioua generals. 

l3stephens, .21?• 2-ll•• PP• 1.$4tf. 

1411:bid_-, PP• 1941"1" • 
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Even as Chrysostom was 11 ving and working in the 

relative obccur:lty of Ant! och• a complicated series of 

events was taking ple.ce wh ich reshaped his life mid led 

him anm ·i;lle l"oa d to 1~u1n o.nd ultimately to death 1n exile. 

It must ba noted, howeve~, tho.t ha was not manipulated by 

the course of eve?Jt s which destroyed him, but he did not or 

,-:oul d not &ttempt to domi,ie.te them. Therein lies his failure.✓ 

He contributed t o the degenorat:f.on o f' the s1tua.tion by maldng 

the ·t-1rong choice at critical moments. When firmness was 

celled .for, h e see!TBd to vacilla~e. Again at times when com­

pron ice mieh,t hwe saved tbe de:y, he was inflexible. Through 

his no.tm- e ran a def'ect--tactlescness. Putting his trust 

in t he wrof8 people, espec1el.1y his deacon, Chrysostom moved 

throuri·~ the e i tuation in Constantinople with an au ot un­

reality , de t ached i'rom practicality. In the f'ace of disaster 

t-1hen bis t>la.ns• .for- re.fcrm had f'o.lled, he retreated into hia 

asc ot:!.c introspection imd p la;yed the ·part of the martyr. lie 

became his own Judas. 

Chrysostom's destruct! on began !n 398. Theodosius I d1ed 

in .39.$, leaving the Empire to his two inco mpetent • worthleaa 

sons, Arce.dius and Honor1ua.1S Bonoriua received the western 

half o~ the Empire, mile the eastern portion tell to Aroadiua. 

Soon ai'te:rwal'd Arcadiua .fell umer the domination ot the ci-ue1 

Bunech Eutropiua. Eutropiua belies deacr1pt1 on. At beat he 

lSibld •• PP• 2021'. 


