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For Instruction in the Scriptures they turned to an
excellent teacher, Diodorus, the founder of the Antiochean
School of interprotation.ls Their method of interpretation
was eminently practiecal amd literal, in direct opposition to
the allegorical interpretation of the Alexandrien School.l®
During this period Chrysostom learned to apply Scripture to
practical rdelly living and not to set 1t apart as some means
of gaining estoric knowledge hidden from the average man,
Eventuelly, however, this practical school of interpretation
was destroyed due to its connection with the Nestorians in
the succeeding generation, amnl even the writings of Theodore
were condemed as heretical. In respect %t his relations with
this group of practical scholars, Littmann aptly corments $

Chrysostom was influenced largely by his practicsl

fectures amd consequently worked with & literal and

cormon sense interpretation of Scripture.i?

Practical though Chrysostom might be, still the azcetic
ideal held him firmly in its grasp. When Theodore decided to
withdrew from their essociation and return to the "world" for
love aof a girl, Chryscstom rebuked him sharply 1ln two 'q:lt:lng
letters, addressed gravely to the v"i‘a]lan Theodore,” In the
second letter he especidl ly censures andi scores Tl;xeodore 1‘9:-

abandoning the h ighest formm of Christisn life, the ascstic,

1511 ttmann, ope cite, Ps 3e
161p1d., ppe Lf.
171b1d., pe Uje
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and convicts him of sinning greatly against God by the
bresking of his solemm vow of celibaey, Throughout the
remaining years of hia 1l ife Chrysostom never subsequently
altered in its substance his position in this matter of
celibaey and the TMumction of the servant of God, In later
years he secms to have moderated his extreme position to a

certain extent,s Hevertheless, at this time Chrysostom argues

against Theodore's lapse:

"Marriage iz right," you say; I assent also to {
this. "For marriesge," we read, "is honorable and |
he bed undefiled; but lornicators and adulterers

God will judge;" but it is no longer possible far

thee to observe the right conditions of marriage,

For is he who has been attacled to a heavenly bride=-

groom deserts him, and joins himself to a wife the

act is adultery, even if you call it marrisge ten

thousand times over; or rather 1t is worse than

adultery in proportion as CGod is greater than man,

Lot no one deceive thee saying: "God has forbidden

not to marry;"™ I know this as well as you: He has

not forbidden to marry, but he has forbldden to

cormit adultery, which is vhat you are wishing to

do, and wmay you be preserved from ever engaging

thyself in marriage! Why dost thou marvel if marriage

is judged %a if it were adultery, when God is dis-
regarded?l

Soon after this ineident in Chrysostam's life, a number
of local bishopries fell vacant. According to the custom of
the time, Chrysostom and Basil were selzed as candidates by
the people and clergy in an effort to compel them to accept

18John Chrysostom, "Second Letter to the Fallen Theodore,"

A Sel Lib of the Nicene and Post-Nicene Fathars of the
'Ghr:s EecI:n Uﬁi ﬁ:ﬁﬁ 7 . Stephens and edited by

translated by W. R,
P Schaff (New York: The Christl an Literature Company,
1889), IX, 113,
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ordinstionst? Heclesiastical regulations and usage relating
to the proper age for priests and bishops hed long since
fallen into dlsuse and had becone a deed letter.20 It was
common practice in the Church to olevate men in such a way,
and many of the leaders of the Church were elevated in just
such a crude manner in the face of protestations from the
candidates. Through trickary Chrysostom managed to escape
ordination and was unable to continue his comtemplative,
withdrawn life. Baail, deceived into believing that John had
yielded to the multitudes, finally acquiesed tc the demands
of the people and clergy, Chrysostom's great treatise_, On

the Priesthood, was written o Basll in defense of his trieck

in assisting in deceliving his friend, However, this treatise
is more then a mere apologetic, It soon became his normative
work on the duties, responsibility and requirements rfor the
priesthood, For this reason Littmann cormmsmnts discerningly:
When Basil weas consequently made bishop, he come
plained bitterly to Chrysostom, Chrysostom, there-
fore trisd to explain his zsction and comments on
the priestly office in his treatise on the priest=
hood, It is a more mature work than the letters to
Theodore and cggtains no excessive praise for the
nonastic life, '
Shortly before a persecution of the ascetic monks by

the Emperor Valens in 373, Chrysostom left Antioch to live

193tephens, ope cite, PPe LOf.
20Tbid., ppe 55
21L1ttmnn, OPe cites Pe 15,
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the life of a recluse in a cenobitic type monastery which
wae probably based on the Pachomian rule.22 Again 1t must
be remembered Hhat these monastlc assoclations were formed
by groups of aacetic anchorites who had come together in
primitive communitles to practice strict discipline snd to
observe a c ontemplative 111‘8.23 Quite often these were the
groups of fanaties who made such an impact on the Eastern
Church, causing confllect and inter-party schisms. After four
years among the se cenotibes, Chrysostom withdrew to a cave
end practiced life as & solitary anchorite for almost two
vears until his health was undermined by his exeeases.zh

Tese, then, are the years of extreme withdrawal from
the world and even from the Church dﬁring which he attempted
to lead the godly life, opara{:ed from all forms of "worldly"
influences. 1t 18 interesting to note that he failsd in his
attempt to cut awey his ties with society and the world. He
remained too practical fully to rencunce the world of fellow
men. Just es the mystic, so also the extreme ascetic must
come down from the heights of his ecstacy back into the valley
of reality. This is the enerveting Tforce which ascetlicism
containe in its very essence and at its very core. Chrysostonm
discovered this, and t0 a certain extent it tempered his view

on the tension between withdrawal from reality and practical

2281'-31*;9118’ ._02. O‘j-t.' PPe 60Lf .

238ugga., :':p. 11f%
2‘4Stephens, Op. Cltes Po 82.
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comrmmity living in the day to day relationships among
people, A mature Christian, he roturned to society to use
those talents which he had develonsed in the service of God
end his fellow-man, This becomes the critical turning point
In his life. Chrysostom commit ted himself to a course which
would be difficult for him to carry out, that of maintalining
& proper balance between the ascetlc ideal armd the ideal of

Christian service. Apparently he discovered the failure of a

complete form of ome-~sided living, The strict ascetic 1life

rmist always lead sither to self-immolation or to a2 complete
degencration of the persaality., This, however, does not
deny the validity of a limited and adeguately conditioned
system of self-abnegaltion, a system which realizes the fallure

of extreme asceticism end seeks moderation in the ideal,




CHAPTER I1X
CHRYSOSTOM SEAVES AS A PRIEST IN WHE CHURCH

Melitius was without a doubt overjoyed to learn than
Chrysoston had decided to return to the society which he had
deserted in his a'i:tempt to become an ascetlc anchorite in a
secluded cave, In 381, belfore leaving for the Council of
Constantinople, he ordained Chrysostom to the diaconnte.l
Ironically Meletius never had an opportunity fully to see
and ascecrtain the wisdom of his choice, During this vitally
significant Council which finally sealed the fate of Arilanisnm,
Meletius died suddenly, robbing the Church of a wise, gentle
leader and reopening the inter-party schisms in Antioch.

From the viewpolnt of sacerdotal authority and power
the disconate was of relatively minor importance in the over=-
all ecelesiasticel structure of the Church.2 A limited number
of perfunctory duties were the extent of the services rendered
by the deacon in the EBucharistic worship. He had no official
position in the establishment of Church polity, although 1t
was quite ususl for the deacon to serve as unofficilal adviser
to the higher clergy in the diocese. The authority and the
prestige of the dliaconate centered in the fact that they had
control of the distritution of the alms to the poor in the

1W R. W. Stephens, Saint John Chrysostom: His Life and
Mmes (3rd edition; London: John Myrray, 1683), Ps 86

" 2Tbid., pe 8Te
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congregation of the city.3 No doubt many deacons used this
authority to gain supporters among the lower classes of the
city. "he diaconate al so served the Church by managing the
vast estates and properties which had been given to the
Church by rich members., This situstion is well described by
Boucher in his comment on Chrysostom?s staterents in Homilies
LXVI and LXXXV on FMatthew, He writes:

He shows how 1% was already looked on as the

natural protector of the distressed, and how

the Church he served not only supported 30600

poor, but supervised establishments for the care

of the sick, of strangers, widows, and Church

servants., He even complalns that many rich men,

mistrusting the charitaeble disvosition of thelr

heirs, had endowed the Church with houses, cer=

riages, mules and other enimals with thelr groomsj

go that the eccleslastical offiecers had to busy

themselves with all kinds of worldly cares, col=

lecting rents, wrangling with wine merchants,
corn=chandlers, and so on,

Perhaps this became the first time that Chrysostom be=-
cama aware of the day=-to-day probleoms of the masses, of the
trials of the common laborers and sleves. It is ironic that
these people to whom he ministered practiced of most cruel
necessity the self <ienial which Chrysostom considered to be
such a worthy and noble work, Evidently a man's viewpoint
corc erning the worthiness of a work or service is shaped by
his o rigin and the position of his family in the society and

its soc ial struecture. Nevertieleoss, it is to Chrysostam's

3;216., Pe 89.

"’E. S. Boucher, A Short History of Antioch (Oxford:
Basil Blackwell, 19217, ppe 1L3fe
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credit that he elevated alms-giving to a status almost
equal to that of virginity and self-privatlon.? FPractical
expericrece amng the masses of sulffering humanity served
to reshapec 1in part his view of what is good and noble,
Sceing the excellent qualities of 1eadership which his

deaccon hed and recognizing his talents as an arator, Bishop

Flavian ordained Chrysostom to the priesthood in 381.65 =He
soon became the chiefl preacher In the diocese, woll-iknown
for his homiletical genlus and brilliant, practical meb!_’md
of oxegesis.

In his sermons there are strong indications of a very
powerful desire to alter conditions in the city throughout
both the pagan community and the Church., Again and again his
ascetic inclinations break through in his homilies, as he
with equal zeal attacked the excesses of pagan and Christian,
Conditions warrented such attacks, There is little doubt that
decay had rotted the pagan civilization and i¢s various forms
of culture through to the very core. Intellectually the pagan
cultures was dead, or at least sterﬂ.e.7 It had bankrupted it-
gelf through the years with its futile sophistry, seeking a
ey to the source of knowledge and truth, Throughout this era

5John Chrysostom, "Matthew, Homily ILXXVII," A Seleet
Library of theyﬂicana. and Post-Nicens Fathers of fhe Christian
Ghurch, translated by Gecrge Prevost and edited by Ph 7
Behaif (New Yorls: The Christian Literature Company, 1888),
X, L68,

63*-3'91181'15, O eit.s; Pe. 103.
TTbid,, pp. 118-138.
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Christianity was enganed in a deadly struggle with e pagan
system that nhad lost its broad Intellectual basis snd which
censequently was without a fivm fo 1.1rzc1a1:10n.5 Even Symmechus
argued in favor of paganism only on national and claszical
gr-.’:uncls.g Intellectnal psgans werc aesthetic pagans only,
It 1is Tor this very reason that the paganism of Chrysostom's
era was much more deadly than the forms whilch had presceded it,
Pajanism now indulged in oxcessos of camel and scnsual lust,
unchecled by any form of classical insight. In spite of the
opposition of Chri stians, there are Imperial docrees against
pagan excesses well into the fiTth century.lo
Lt must be further remsrbered that perhaps a majority
of the Chrictians were less than nominagl members of the Church
in this periods Theodosius I had officially proscribed pagan
religions and had leveled harch penalties z gainst those who
engagoed 1ln pagan rituals or ceremonies.ll Since the official
proscription of pagan learning and religion were Imperial

edicts, great numbers of pagans Jeined the Chureh in order to

BM. L, W Laistner, Christianity am.. Par'a.n Cultwr e in the
Later Roman Empire: Together w en & ansIa.E:on o
John Chryscstom's Péaress on Veinglor e Right Way
Parert s to Bring !f elr Thildren aea,"ﬂsw York: 5
University Press, 1951), PPe

9Fva Matthews Sanford, ‘I'he l‘-editerranean Yorld in Ancient

Times, in the Ronald HSeries In Eistory, e d by Robe: .
Mey amd Ralph B, Gabriel (New T:ork The Ronn].d Press

Campany, 19,8), P- 5 2.

10131 stner, o OPe Cites Po 8a
1lMande Aline huttmann, The Establishment of Christianity

ond the Praseription of Pacanism (lew York: Columbia Univer=-
eity, 191}), pPP. A e
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maintain their positions of authority in the government
and in the military scrvice., They anticipated the possible
loss of their prestige 1f they should remain loyal to their
old practices and beliofs, Nominal merbership in the newly
established Church secmed %o be the easlest way of freeing
hemselves from their very d angerous and delicate position,
Ag early as the days of Constantine the Great, the special
privileges granted to the Christian clergy by him had to bs
restricted and in some measure revised, Many vagans at that
tine attempted to join the elergy in order to escape the
duties laid upon pagan cit izens while gaining a number of
special privilcges.la

Finding his work stimulating and enjoyable in Antioch, |
Chrycsostom introduced changes into the structure of the 1life
of the cormmunity and holped alter condi tlons which militated
azaingt his ascetic background, I@Iis best work, homiletically
and exepetically, was dme during this period of reslative
peace and tranquility. He seemsd to be quite happy in his
work snd to a certaln extent tempered his extreme asceticism
with the ideal of practical Christian living 1in soclety.

The only disturbing element in his work during his stay
in Antioch comes early in his prieasthood. In 387 the populace
of the city wrevolted against the coppressive taxstion of the

Emperor Theodosius I. After the excesses ¢ f mob violence, the

laIbid.. Pp. 62f.
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eltizens feared that the Ifmperor would retaliate with a
number of stern repressive measvures against Loth citizens
and city. Torrified as to whethsr or not the Zmperor would
scnd zoldiera to slaughter the population, panic raged in
the city as the local magistratez took stern messures of
their own to punish the offenders, Eishop Flavian, urged by
toth pagen and Christian, began the eight-hundred-nile
Journoy %o tho court at Constantinople to beg for the people
and the ¢ itys During his absence in the Lenten sesason, Chry=-
sostom vsed the opvortunity to rebuke the people for their
erimes in a bold series of sermons entitled, "On the Statues,"3

Through the intercessions of Flavien and some anchorite
monks, the danger %o the city was averted, end no harsh pen-
alties ware imozsed, It is interesting to note, however, the
difference in the relationz of the Church and 3%ate in the
eaet Trom thosze in the west, When a similar event a few years
later provoked Theodosius €0 kill a great number of the people
of Thessalonica, Anbrose of Milan did not beg or plead with
the imperor. With authority Ambrose forced him to do penance
in public for tho sin and humilinted him severely.lt Already
the medisval pattern is here evident. Church dominated State
in the west, while in the east the Church became a msre bureau '
of the government to be manipulated at the whim of politicians

- and ambitious generals.

133tephens, ope cibtes PPs 154LL,
mI‘bid;: ppe 19411,
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Even as Chrysostom was living and working in the
relative obecurity of Antioch, a complicated series of
events was taking plece which reshaped his life and led
him down the road to ruin and ultimately to death in exile,

It must be noted, however, that he was not manipulated by
the course of evert s which destroyed him, but he did not or
would not attompt o domirate them, Therein lies his failure.”
He contributed to the degencration of the situstion by making
the wrong choice at ceritical moments, When firmmess was
caelled for, he seemsd to vacillate., Again at times when com=
promise might hwe saved the day, he was inflexible, Through
his nature ran a defect==tactlessness, Putting his trust

in the wrong people, especiclly his descon, Chrysostom moved
througn the =ituntion in Constantinople with an air of un=
reality, detoched from practicslity. 1In the face of disaster
when his plans for referm had failed, he retreated into his
ascetic introspectlion end played the part of the martyr, He
became his owm Judas,

Chrysostom's destruction began in 398, Theodosius I afed
in 395, leaving the Empire to his two inco mpetent, worthless
sons, Arcadius and anorius.ls Honorius received the western
half of the Empire, vhile the eastern portion fell to Arcadius,
Soon afterward Apcadius fell under the domination of the cruel
Eunech Eutropius. Eutropius belies description. At best he

151b;d.. Pr. 202f,




