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INTRODUCTION

For nearly a century and a half (726-842) there took
plzce in the Enstern Roman Empire what is termed the Icon-
oclastic Controversy. This ocontroversy, concserning the use
of the icon in the cultic lire of the Church, not only con-
tained elements which had significance for the developmsnt
of the Bastarn branchea of Christlanity, but also brought
to a head factore which were to be contributory to the final
breach bstween Eastern and Western Christendon. It is the
proposed Gask of the present thesils to suggest and trace the
possible causes and Tactors which oryatallized.in the Icon-
cclnstic Controversy and which eventually led to the East-

Weat Schisn,
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CHAPTHER I
POLITICAL ANP CULTURAL ORIGIHS OF THE EAST-WEST SCHISY
CGeneral

In terms of i1%s historical development the Chrlstian
Church sopears to have vecched s decisive turning point in
Congtantine tThe Great's recognition and acceoptance of Chrigt-

ianity =as an asproved religlon of the State.t The essentlal

iohe significance of this turning pvoilnt appears to ba
attestod to politlically: Cf. John P, Koehler, Lehrbuch
Zirghengeachichte (Milwaukee: Worthwestern Publishing
Heuse, 1917), n. 91! "Kcnstantin hat die Xirghe in der
Folge zur Stasmtskirche gemacht und damit don Zaesaropapisius
eingefushrt. Das Organ, nit dem er dle Xirche beeinfiuaste,
var dls Feichasynode, Arles 314, Hicsea 325." I% is 2lao
attestsd to doguatleslly: Cf. Relnhold Seeberg, Lehrbuch
der Dopgmengegehichte (Erlangen: A, Deichertsche Verlags-
buchhendlung Dr. werner Scholl, 1923), Ii, 1-2: ‘“Man hat
diesen Umzehwung bls in unsere Tage sehr verschiadsn beour-
teilt. Die einen haban an den Anfang des tausandjgahrlgen
Relches gedacht, dle andersn haben den Baginn des Hiledsr-
ganges der lirchs in dieser Zely gesehen., Abasr dle ungshsure
Bedeutung dieses Umachwungs hat nismand in Abreds gestellt.
Sle erstreckt sich auch auf dis Dogmengeschichte, denn disse
beginnt - im strengersn Sinn angesehen - srst nit der R?-
glerung Konatantins." And in cultic and artlstic areas:
Cf. irnet von Dobschuetz; Christucbilder, in Texto und lnter-
%!ghﬂﬂﬂgg,zur Geschichte des Altohrlstlichen Literatur 3
Leipzig: J. O. Hinrichs'sche Buchhandlung, 1899), III, 29:
"Offenbar bezeichnet auch hier die Anerksnnung des chrxsteﬁ-
tums als Stantsreliglon unter Konstantin den 'endepunkt. Vile
man nunmehr stantt des. 53 das Psalmvort (Ps. 45:3) von dem
aschoenaten unter den Menschenkindern gum Leltatern fusr dle
finschauung von Christus machte, so brach auch mit% den Jetzt
n die weitgeoefrneten Thore der christlichen iirche eln-
stroemenden liassen nicht nur gottesdienstliche Gebrauch, aon-
dern zuglelch die aberglasublsche Vershrung der Bilder in die
christliche Kirche .ein,*
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ceuses as Ho why such a developnent was realized at this time
geen to ravolve onrincipally about the following considera-
tiona: the gredual ingression into Christlan thiakling of
the /anndeni a8 an actusl and tangible reality, later
to b= higboriecally inetitutionamlized in ths.Roman Cathollo
Church;® the decline of the substantial structurs of olass~
ical Grasco-Ronan culture with 1ts inherent wenknesaés.3
and its final capitulation to the Christian reilgion which

Conagtantine would gcem %o have incorporated, however sin-

cersly, So oresorve the monomorphlc charzctar of the totter-

agcehlgr' on. gcit., pn. 8-9. '"Durch Konatantin den

Grosssn iat dle iLircng zur Staats- oder Relchskirghe gewordsn.

Das geschah nicht auf einmzl, Ks war unter den obwaltenden
Umstasnden usberhaupt auch nur dsdurch mosglich, dags dle
Xirche schon vorher eine Entwicklung orfahren habte, d4ie
schon stansk von der bibllschen Grundlsge in' Lehra und Lebsn
abgekomnen wer. Es war der Gedanke der zentralsn Reglerung,
der sich nls Houptgedanke durchgesetzt hatte. "Es war nlcht
dleser Cedanks allein, der das geistige Veeén disser Kirche
ausmachte, sondern es glngen viele andore uvebar Lehre und
Leben damit 1n Verbindung. Alle haben dle Richtung, das
Evangelium von dem Heil in Christo hinter aesuszsres ilensch-
enwerk zurucckzustellen. Aber der Gedanke einor aeusserlich
und innerlich fest gefueglen und nach ausaen abgegrenztsn
Einheit mit ganz bsstimmben aeusseren Anschauungen und Form-
en, die man die kathollsche Kirche nannte, izt der durch-
schlagende Zedenke."

35:,‘_1;‘_. Charles H. Cochrane, _G_m:u%ﬂ‘iﬂ.!! and ﬂ%ﬂi&%lf
Qulture (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1940}, In the words o
the author the underlying theme of this book is the follow-
ing: “The fall of Rome was the Tall of en ides, or rathega
a system of life based upon a complex of ideas which mng
desoribed broadly as Olassicism; and the deficlencles ©
Glaesiclam, »lrcady exposed in the third century, iezgi :
degtined to involve the system in muln,® . 353, A e
deTinition of the chief error of olasslglan 4s found on nage
97 of thls book.
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% Thus, while developing a8 an indepsndent

ing Roman Emnira,.
and virtually autonomous unit within the Empire for ssveral
centuries, the recognlzed status of the Chursh by the State
proved to have serious consequences boeth for the Churgh and
for the Empire. As a state religion Christisnity lost her
exogawmous distinotlons, the cultural and religlous frictions
diminighed, and the Christian reiiglon'a previcus antithet-
ioal character was absorbed in the exhilarating realization
of ite newly estzablished stabtus. As 2 recent authority has
succinctly stated: "The ovoint of turning consisfed in the
Tfect that the Dmpire and the Emperor bscame an order of Re-
demption rother than a mercly tolerable ordsr of Creation, S
1% sesns highly quostionable whether thils move was favorable
for the Church or not, but from this tims on the fortunes
of ths State and the fortunes of the Church aspreciably in-
tertwined and involved themselves with ona another.

Une of the significant moves that Constantine sffeoted

wes the desdicetion of Constentinople as "New Rome” in 330

&lh;i. 1501itleal absolutism, social and moral re-
novation, these were the keynctes of the era 1§stitutad by “
Constansine, * ». 186, Cf. also p. 335 on the “ponovationist
enperor's sinllarity in that they required of Chrisgtianity
a definite subservient social and econowic functlon. i
Koehler, on. git., v. 91, says concerning Constantineg: '"Das
Ziel geiner Politik war, dle einheltliche Kirchs in §sm ei%-
heitlichen, einen Weltreichs, entaprechend dsn schon obwalt-
tnden Papstgedanken.?

5George H. U . ughristology and Church-Btate
ge H., tilllens s &Y S8
Relations in the Fourth Gentury,” Chureh History, Xi
(Septembar, 1951}, L.
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L
A. D, His reasons are summarized by Charles Diehl:

ot only had Constantine no nersonal liking for ths

turbulgnt pagon clty of the Cesesars, but he also, and

net without goed reagon, considerad A% badly placed
for meeting the new exigencies with which the Empirs
was confronted. The Gothic peril on the Danubs, ths

Porglion peril in Asla, were imminent; and though the

voweriul tribzg of Illyricum offered adsirable sources

for defense, Rome was too far away to make use of them

for that q':uzfpasa.é i
Also, specifically since the time of Diocletian, thers had
bezen o new conception of the menarchy asilr in the Emsirs,
nerhass derlving its origlns Trom the Oriental 4dlvine right
of kings, but akin to the apirit of Hellenlsm and graduelly
tightened in the progressive history of the Empire."’ Thie
too had its effect on Jonctantine lnsofar as he oslcked the
gite that he did, positioned as it wes in the sastern
ssotions cf the Emplre.a'

The political significanee of the founding of Constant-
inopls as the new locatlon of the imperial throne ls per-
haps found in the following rseult of the wove: by the
Tounding of Censtantinople the Christian Byzentlne Emplirs
was insugurated. Also, a5 a later developmant resulting

from this move, and = direct consequence of the founding of

6 E 1 trans
Gharlss Dishl, History of the Byzantins Emplrs, trans.
by George RB. Ives (iﬁsw York: &. m. Stechert £ Go., 1943),

P. 3.
75,;‘_. Cochrane, op. cli., concerning Diocletlan, DD.

178-5." Az %o the relationship of the cult of the Gasears
to Classicism and to ths Burcpean mentallty, ses aiso p. 110.

85)181‘!1, .92. m-. p. a.

T e
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Constantinonle, there was tc follow the oipartisanship of
 the Empire into two halves in 395.° From this time there
appear %o arise eleqentm indigenous $o the East and to the
West which were to substantially arffect later conflicting
relationshins bzfween the rsspective sectlons of the Enplre,
mogd lmoortant of which would appear tc bs the dlstinstively
AirTarent developments of the Labtin snd Orientﬁl Churches in

thelr praintionships with ons another and with the Shate.

?_C_?J;. Karl Erumbachsr, Geschichte der Byzentiniachen
Litepatup (Muenchsn: O, H. Bpok'sche Verlagsbuchhandlung,
189%0, ». 2. ™as in politischen Hinsicht dle byzantinische
el von der roswisohen am grelfbarsten scheidet, ict dle
Vorlepung des Sohwerounktes vom Westen nach dem Osten und
dls daraus snéatondeno allmashliche Veriraengung der latein-
lachen Sprochs durch die griechiasche., Ner Ausgangspunkt
dieaes Prozasasas, durch welchen die ganze spesters Geschichts
des rosmlschen Reiches bestimmt worden is%, liegh zwsifslles
in der Gruendung der neuen Hauntstadt Konatantinopel (326}
und in der mii% ihr ursaschllch zusammenhasengenden definitiven
Teilung des Relichee in eine wastliche und oestliche Haslfte
(396}, Wiemit wer die bleibonde Trennung dee grieciilschen
Oefens uni des lateinischen Vestens besslegslt und higr 1§sgt
euch eine der Mauptursachen der alsbeld hervortretendsn Ent-
fremdung der Griescher und LaSeiner, die sich spaester Zu
Llefster Abneigung und offener Feindschaft steigerte und im
Laufe der Johrhunderte unzashligmal in politischen‘undhsirch-
lichen Zwistigkeiten zum Ausdrucke kam. Der sprachlichs und
kulturslle Dunlismus hatte achon die Grusndung von locurcm
besteetist und durch die Teilung des Heiches erhielt or Beine
offizislls Besteetigung, aul deren Grund er sich ungehindert
weltarbilden konnte. Der (egensabz wurde nementlich durch
das schnelle Anwochsen der neuen Haupistedl, wslche der
g&riechischen oder graezislerten Relchshselfte einen pollt-
ischien und geographischen, bald auch einsn-religlcgse&. go-
sellachaftlichen, literarischen, und kuaqstliohan HitEel-
punk® verlich, gefoerdert und gesbtaerkb.'
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The barbarian invaslons which had bsen threatening the
VWeat for a conslderable time ssem to have sliminated the
power in that arsa through the agenocles of Alaric as the
leader of' the Goths and At%lla as the later leader of the
Huna. The ccnsequent results of the "migretion of natlons®
which had besen threatening and encroaching on the western
vorticons of the Emplre for well over a century, was that
fum 500 war von der roemlachsn Herrachaft im Abendlande tat-
saechlich nichts mehr vorhanden. 0 Drastis as thess in-
veslions were for the Roman Empirs, they annear to have
placed ths Bishop of Rome aﬁd Weatern Chriatendom in a uniqus
position, for by the sweoping away of the old "Romanitas,”
Western Christianity became the bearer and imparter of thse
uni@ersal anneal of the 014 Roman Empire. This 1s evldenced
to a great degree by the Roman Church's assimllation of the
polity end cheracter of the State which fell, a davelopment
which was already in process long before, but which was now

uﬂohallengaa by the presence of the State.l! Indicative of

10karl Heussl Kom m der %1;ggggggggg;g§§§ {Tueb-
ingen: dJ, C. B. :-iéhz-"{mmumsl‘febaek ) 1937), Ds 109.

11 LY 4] L G
Cf. F, Uvornik, Hatlonal Qm.;;gggg the
Hm.msﬁ (Vestmincter: Dacre Praes, 1945), pp. 26-7. 'The
bishop of Rome, who had so far waged an uneven struggle
against the all-pervading power of the Emperors, suddenly
found himself not only fres from imperial interference, but
almost in the place of the Empsror, and his Church rose above

e e e e e i e e ey e S e
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the latier smssimilatlon o the anparent lingulstic faotor

that Latin became the liturgical langusge of the Yestern
Church,12
Thz positlon of Latin Christianity was augmented alaso

by the situatlon surrounding its growth, for as the con-

the ruing of the Vastern Romsn Empire as the one rock that
proniaed security and neace. The Pope and his Church ac-
tunlly took over the succession from the Emperors and the
Empire. duick So grasp the situntlon and its implicaticns,
the Homans soon looked to the Pope as thelr Dominus, a
title that had sc far been reserved %o the Emperor, and ba-
gan rogarding his nerson and all things connected with him
s zacer and gancbus, two lmperial prerogatives. Henceforth
the Roman Church considsred 1% her duty to carry on the uni-
versal wizgion of the Empire, now combined with her own
mission te presch the Gospel to all natlions; and since none
of the newccuers hed any culture to offer nor any master o
impese any; since the Church of Rome was the only cultural
povwer leflt in the whole Yest embodying the tradlfions of the
Roman Emnire, the nev natlons expected from her nothing 4irf-
fersnt from Christianity in the shape into whlch she had
molded i%." Cf. also Koehler, op. cit., pp. 143=k,

1%;9;@., De 29. "The Latin monopoly of liturgical
expression in the VWest was due to the clrounstances that
preceded the ndvent of the new faith. The Vestern Church
naturally took adventage of her opportunity to stress the
notion of the universality of Christlianity, when a2ll her
falthful wera famillar with one single liturgleal languags,
to mzintein, for some centuries at any rate, doctrinal unity
and orthodoxy throughout the West and to steer clear of the

denger that afflicted the East, where differences in 1it-

urgical exnression wera soon after followed by differences
in Creeds." Ths pracedent clroumstances wers involved in
the fret that: “Long before Christlianity had reached the
Weatern nrovinees of the Roman Empire, their inhabitants
had learned to look upon Letin ns the only rsapectabls lang-
uage in which priests could address the Delty enthroned in
the Romans' gorgeous temples before thelr congregations of
Romanized natives. Tae netive tongue confinued to survive

_ in the homes, but 1%t had lost i%ts right of way into the

temples,” »n. 27. However, of. Karl Holl's reference %o
Theoﬂoré Zahn's observati&n that in the West toc the natlon-
languages continued for umany centuries.




8
quering peoplss ware absorbed into the superlor cultural
patterns cf the conquerad, they abszorbsd alsc 1ts universal
ideals as they beceame ewbodled in the Remen Church end in
the growing »rzatige of the Popes. At the same time that
thils developnsni was being reallzed in the Yest, howeven,
there remalned polltical and sconomis arsas of friction
which wers %o assume rather critical importance for factora
involved in the relatlonship hatween the Tast and the Vest,
The Eastern Emperors »etained sections of land in Xtaly,
and the Pops retained influence over the sees exlatent in
Illyricua, Ureece, and Orete. Both situations gerninated
in%o later Airficulty.l? The eircumstances surrounding the
overlapping gu;.;iad.‘l.ctlona of the Pope and the Empe.ror wers
tc beccne crifical in the 1light of the later comnstitlon be-
twean the Lombarde and the Frankish Kingdom for the Itallan
lands, the Pops bzing forced to assume the role of & typs of
politlsal arbltor., A% the same time the Donation of Papin
was to give 5o the Pepe landed intersste and %o augaent the
nature of hig later claims and political relationships wlth
the rizing kingdoms of the West and with the interests of

the Eastern Emperox.

130n the cultural, volitical and eccnomic aign!.f.tcanee
of theze a;e-tl cf. Oha':'laa Dlehl "gyzantine Civilization,”

%aabridgs iavs) History (Hew Iork. Ths I-!s.cmlla.n Company,
924), IV, 7%5 i‘:t‘;.L
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East

In the East, the seat of the Emperor, and the locals
of all the early Lcumenical Councils called a2t the Ainstance
of the Empercr, ths thrch developed in a somewhat different
manner. &£t is pecullinr to the East that 1t early realized
the poassiblliftles of the national Church. Pertinent sxsmples
appear o be the nationalized Churches of Persiz and Armzsnia,
boeth of which were to suffer virtual extinction after the
rise of the Sassanlda, protagonists of Zoroaztrianlesm, and
ef the lcalem Teith which superseded the Christian rsligilcn
in those areas several centurles later.l* The distinctive
growith of the national Church in the Eaab appears tc find
1ta ohlef cause in the precaden; cultural clrcumstances from
which the naticnal Church evolved. Whereas in the lWeat the
Christian rsliglon moved into areas colored by the sing-
ularly conservative character of Latiniem, the situation in
the East wes comparatively different. As Dvornlik proposes:
Hellenism, by nature far mors tolersnt than Latinism,
naver succeeded in imposing i%s langusge in the Eastern
nrovinces, howsver ready the natives were teo adopt its
philosophy and culturs. The Semltlc races; togethex

with the Lgyptians and Iranians, never toock to the Graek
divinitisa, but stood by their own ritss, which wers

1"'_(_::_. Xenneth 5. Latourette, A Higtory of the Expansion
Bf Christianity (New York: Harver & Brothers Puhlizhcrs,
i$37), L, 103 ff. Sce also Dvornik, op. git., PP. -17.

Ly e e o e s e e T
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batter organized and mors fully developsd. 15

In addition, as tho eradle of Dast-lediterranean culbture
- and gneclifiecally of Hellenlstlc culture = was found hers
in the Bast, the Ohurch could net very well impose its uni-
versal charazcter in as thorough a fashion as had bzasn the
case in The Yeast and its collisions wlth ths undllfersntiated
trines of %he invasions., IT is indicantlive in thils rssnect
that Latln lost its uss even as the diplomatic and legal
languazs of tho Eastern Roman Empira after the chift of the
gohere of influsnce of The Emplre to the Eaat.lﬁ

For the imponding difficuliles which were %o character-
lze the fubure relationghivs between the Zast and ths Vest
1t weuld anpear necessary to take into aceount alsc the conm-
prohensive culbural developmant of the East over against the
VWest. Uhile the Christiaon Yest was o step into thal psriod
of hishory known aa the "Dark Agss,” the Christlan East, as
the Dysantine Emosire, developed richly in art, archltecturs,

literature, political aduinistration, mllitary gtrategy, and

ls?’.!vorniir, on. cit., De 28. The variocus Fastern dlalects
were still very much sxistent during the sixth and seventh
centuries, an importent Tactor for the rise of the sarly
Ecots and for the dirficulties the Christien religlen found

in unifyine the Bast-iedifervanean peoples. Of. Karl Holi,
"Dosg Foitl%bcnjd:r Volkasprachen in Kleinasien in nachchrist-

licher Zelt," Gesamnelie Aulase {Tuebingen: J. C. B.
¥ohr (Foul Sie ba"‘“a'kT,Ji'l"g'stg"“m, I ,';3!-‘2;3!?'8-1#8.

161 - o g uE . P‘a. ‘l'a-?.
Cf. Dichl, History of the antine Emplire, oI -
See alac Porcy Nevilie Ure, mimu& !mg_"i"""ﬂ_;g, Aze (Londons
Penguin Bocks, 1952), p. 119.
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religlon, and much of this 1n the classical tradlfion of
Hellenlsm, 17 How thls affected the later relationships ba-
tween the tiwo Wodles 1z evldenced in The raspesctlve cultural,
historlesl, and religlovs developmants; not so much by the
fach that the one denled the other, alfhough thls iz psrhaps
part of 1%, but rather in the unfortunate elemont that ths
two areas ammesy %o have developed somewhat indepsndently
of one anothar, Thls is olarifisd when taklng ln%o consldor-

atlon the surrounding

=

i%ical cilrgumstancez whlch seversd

K+

o

ok
(1]

communication betwsen the Fest and the YWest at a time when

Intorconmunicztlon and interchanga apnpeacred most essentlal.
Fhersas ths Hoslem threat in the Yest had bsen substantially
elininated by the victory of Charles Hartel =B tﬁa Battle of
Toura in 732, in the Bast the »lse of ths Saracen powers
gtood a8 o conatant threat to the welfare of tThe Zmplire.
Dvornik suggeasbz thatl

The Arnba, by cccupying the whole of North Africa,
settling in Spain, securing a foothold in Sicily and
threatsning "the very shores of Italy, becams thE real
meeters of the Heditteranean and made, for ahviual
pericd, all inftercourse befwesn Haat and Yest impos-
gible...From the cultural and religloua point"of view,
the sibuabion was equally dlssatrous, ag the “eatarn
Church wes clmest complately cut off freom Gha Bazst,
whore Byzantium was still the only center of civil-
ization; and as the Slavs had out off access bg land %o
Byzantium by their ocoupation of the Balkans, Shere re-
moeinsd for several centuries no easy way for the East

170 i ) ; % Empire and ite sig-
n the importance of the Byzanilna Zplr

‘nificence for sn orgsnic comprehonsion of the Milddle Ages

of. Holl, "Die Xirchliche Bedeutung Kongbantinopels im

¥ittelaltor," Gesanelte Aufaaetzg, II, 409-17.
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to ghare with the est 1tg cultural tremsures and feed

ﬁgﬂgzﬁgm estores with 1ts own Hellenistlc inhor-

The contrast la throwm into charper relisf by the fact
that the VWestern nations, and particularly the rising
Franklsh Empire, acceptod Roman Christlanity in ita Romon
form and with i%s Latin liturgloal language; in exchange for
this they could offer little save thelr youthful astrength
and good will, And what Rome had to offer in ocultural
achlievemenis nopears to have been decldedly limited at the
time, 1%

Finally, in simple geopolitical terms, the very prox-
iInity of the :;asigeml sectiona of Christsnden ?o_the imperial
throne over ngainst the comparative dlstance of the Roman
Pope from Conatantinople would set in contrasting position
the later ‘._}kolitlcal potentislitics and limitations of the two
areas of' the Jhurch '.m their inter-relationships with one .
ancther and with the Enparor.

A brief summary of this material appears to dsnonstrate

the gradusl dovelopnrent of Trictional tendencles in the

18Dvernik o9, olt., Do 32. Dvornik also Proposes that
this unfortun=te lsolntion of the areas lent to the Renals-
Bance the cheracter of a cultural movement without religlous
roots, the very reverse of what had baen the case in Hellen-
lstic Byzentine civilization, ». 3%.

19g¢. 0. M. Dalton, Byzantine Art and Argheologv (London:
Clarendon Press, 1911). This book contains an apt desorip-
tion of the actual wealth of Byzantine culture in t}hwsgi -
areas. See also Koshler, op. git., pp. 8 ff., on 2 e -
ferent characteristlcs of the Roman and treek heritages.
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political and cultural spherss peeuliar %o the FHastorn and
Westorn Churches. A new phase of the Church's historical
developmeni was reallzed with Constantins's recognltion of
Christianity as s "religio licitas.” Little mors than a
gentury later the Vestern portion of the Empirs was %to fall
beneath the ara cf the invading barbarians, and the Western
gsectlon wae to be governed chiefly through the agency of the
exarch of Ravenna., The intervening centurles botween 476
and 800 zmopear to mark an espseial rise in the inastituticnal
develonmenis and glaims of the Latin Roman Church and the
Roman Pope in the spirit of 0ld Roman cultural conservatlsm
and external nelity.

The Easisra Church, recognizing the Emperor as the
fAarsdss  , apperantly found ltself ascuming a progres-
ively more ancillary function in the affelrs of Stale., Uhlle
inheriting the cultural achievements of the Hellenlsfic
world, this nspect of its character was to remain, for the
most part, uncommmicated to the West; and with no communi-
cation between the two arems there was to follow the con-

sequent divsrgent cultural character which Tinally gave %o

the Best and the Wast different religiocus and life orlent-

atlons. The ensuing events of‘the Iconcelastic Uontroversy:
were %o orystallize and point up ths contrasting alements .
that already existed, thus resulting in the final attrition :

and disruption of tha Yuniversel”. character of the Church,

R T BT I WO N APPSR . v



CHAPTER II

ROCLESIASTICAL AND DOGHATIC ORIGIHS
OF YHE EAST-WEST SCUISH

Eceleplastical

A great degrese of the Church's ecclesiastical develop-
ment anpears to ba non parallel with the political and
culbtural developnments mentioned previously. The Church also
had internsl vroblems and inner developments, however, which
eppear to have led %o dlvsrgsnt escclesiastical developments
unique to the Hast and to the Vest.

Une of the most significent develonments in the Chureh,
perhaps arizling ss & natural consequencs of the dsath ol Ghe
Apostles and sorly Disciples, aopears to have been the rise

ef authority. 2 Horeocver, the resultant need arising from

1gf. Karl Hoil, "Der Kirohenbegriff des Paulus in
seinen Vorhaolinis zu der Urgsmeinde,” Gegamme gg;gggggg
{Tuebingen: J. C. B. Hohr (Paul Siebecki, 1928), 1I, 44-87.
The person with the sarliest authority appears to have been
Peter, The esriiest place of authority appears to have bsen
Jerusalem, and hore the person of James acvears ad signifi-
eant, Az = corrective to what may have bscoime a statlc con-
ception of the Church, Paul smphasized the guthority of the
1iving Chrie® who 13 alwaye present in the Church. Esaen-
tially, this teaching of Paul appears to have broken the
suthority of Jerusalem., The death of Jamsa, fthe destruction
of Jeruselem, and the ingression of overwhelalng numbers of
Yagan gentilea, wers the external ciroumstances uwhlch ippaar
also %0 have led to the breakdown of the authority ol Jor-
usalen., The bragkdown of the authorlty of Jerusalem appears
to have led to the development of the authority of Rome.
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thils reallzed loss of authority seems to have led to tae
gradual articulatlon of the place of Soriptural Canen,
Apoatolic Tradlition, and of tho reppactlve functlonary of-
Pices of Ghose psonle active in the 1ifs of the Church.2

Ths problex of authority, howsver, eppesrs o have
invoelved lUself in gradusl altoring eccleglastical and dog-
matic considerations as $o the nature of the Church.” Thig
alteratlon in oculesiastical and dogmatic consideratlons as

to the natuvs of the Church seems o he evidenced hy the

"

Of. John P, Koehler, Lehrbuch der IKirchengasachichte

(!-?ﬂw.-ml»:;,-a: Horthwestern Publishing House, 1917), op. 39=40,

J¢e. Adolph Hammsck, A Higtory of Dogma, trams, by H.
Buchanan (Londeon: Williang & Norgate, 1905), IX, 149. "in
the process by which Christendom was united externally and
acclesiastically, weo can dlstingulsh in the East thirse, ani
in the West four, enochs. The Tirst three were common tn‘.
both ths Churches of Zast and Vest. The first was characisr-
ized by the recognition of the apostolic rule of falth in
opposition %o the erronsous cresds of hereflcal asscciatlons,
after » common i1deal and a common hope had united Otkrisig‘ian
up wtil the middle of the sesond century. The Asvay 755
w/rTéws  vogeme the basls of €dédporys . The seccnd
epoch, in which organization bscame’ already of supreme lm-
portancs, wes repressnted in the theory of the episcopal of=-
Tice, and in the oreation of the msiropoiitan consgtitutlion.
While thus struggling to establish itself among violent
eriges, the state of Constantine brought about the thir%
epoch, in which the Church, by becoming completsly Eoliuiea.l,
was united, and thus arrived at an external and unlfora
wnity, sc thet in it the essentlal nature cf the Empifa was
continu=d. The Church bocawe the most solid organizatlon in
the Bmoire because it rested on the imperial order of Eha
anolent kingdom. It got no further than this organization
in the Bast; indesd, soveral great provinclal ohuroheulsap-
arated from i1%; for the oreation of Constantine concea ed
germs of dissolubion...In the West, on the contrary, the
Roman 2izhon began to engage in thoso enterprises "m.-:go
favorad by oircumsiances, succeeded in the coursc of ai A
centuries in substituting = new and distinctlvely eccleslas

cal unity for that oreated by the state."
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fact that the Church progressively asssumsd the shane of an
extornalized organization and developed a saeranental asysten :
vhich sorved to channel the religious 1ife of the individual !
nombers of the li‘-hurah.!” Early indloations of this external-
izing diresctlon appenr in the wrl$ings of a man liks Irenssug
vho snunciated the nrinciple of the growing eplscopal office
and &t tho sama %ime furtherad the purnoses of the Roman
Blchor by his wliness to the prestige of thoe Roman congre-

From v2ry early times the Chureh at Rome avpears to

have hald = prominent position as a sourss of influsnge and

kGr. Xarl Houeed, Kommendium der Kirchenzasghicht
(Tuebingen: J. C. B, Mohw (Pzul Sisbeck), 1937), p. 73, on

the rise of the sacrificlal aspscis of the priest's office.
The rise of tha paerlificlal officse of the priest led to the
distinction between lay =and cleric. Cf. Dom Gregory D:I.x&
%hs Bhape of the Liturgy (Veatninater: Dacre Praess, 1945},
De 480, BSee also Robert Frick, Die Geschlohte dss Relch-
Gotina-Uadankaens in der glten Kirche big zu Orimenes und
Augustin (Glessen: Alrred Toepelmann, 1928), pp. 154=5.
Frick aopears to say that the externallization of the Church
was realized in two ways: 1. the channeling of Orace by the
Church, by which ths persongl relationshlp of the Ohrisgian
with his God was lost; 2. that, at the same time, ths Church
lost itz ogll Lo sdueate, and bacams rathar an 1r§st1tution,
the sdherence to which assured the unity of the Churoh.

Jon Irenceus Of. Carl Hirbt, Suellen z.%.r: W‘Tﬂﬂ
| und gea xoemiachen w fusbingen: J.
) e S!.ebagk : 1321* 'hpgl.ug'-i-}l.a ;f':ng'i;gad 28
F. [} =fe Oh.n 'O ! "
aay on S ks o 2 e itn, ¢ Felth-Life, XXV (Nerch, 1952)
makes the linguisiic observatlon that the ggsm,xma%h:?
Ireonzeus recaived greater ecclesiastlcal emphaals 2t
bands of Tertullian, the practioal North Afrloan, r:mo gﬁ:
averse to spegulation, and like Cyprian and Augustine er
on knewv 1lttle Greek or Hebrew, ». 12.
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regard among the Churches of Christendom.® It was a natural
result then that in Roms the firat inclinatlons toward ce-
suming a role of primal authority should find exprenion.7
Gradunlly thers seems Yo appear a progressively developing
claim, particularly in the West, that the chief source of
authority is located in one place, and finally in the person

of cne man.® At the Council of Constantinople (381), the

6_(_32. Heusal, o9, eil., p. 75. "Dag Ansehen der roemisch-
en Gemelinds barulite 1. auf der Stellung Rom als Welthaupt-
stadt, 2. aul der Groosse der Gemeinde, 3. suf lhren Be-
ziehungen zu Petrus und Paulus, 4. auf ihrem Reichtum, der
die Unferstuctzung zeshlrelchen auswaertiger Cemeinde or-
moeglichto. Derells Ignatiue ad. Rom., lnser,, bezelchnet
dle roemische Gemeinde als 'Zpenedymévy ris &pdmrys V', ..Der
antignostiasche Kaupf hat das Anachen der roemlschen Geomsinde
noch vervinehrt und ihr den Nimbus einer hueterin der apost.
Tradition gegenucsber den Gnostikern gegeben; vgl. dle be-
rucshmts, viel unstrittene Stelle bei Irenasus, adv. haer,
IIL, 3,13 ?'Ad hanc enim ccolealam (seil. Romenum) propter
potentioren principilitaten (Principilitatis= evderra )
necesse ast omnem convenlre ecclesiam, hoc est, sos qul sund
undique fideles, in qus semper ad his, qul sunt undlqus,
conserveaia ost ea quae est ab apostolis traditic.'®

?Yigctor of Rome anpears to bs the firat man $o proclalim
his authority as bishop of the Romen congregaticn. Cf.
Hirbt, op. gib., pp. 15 £f. "Viktor v, Rom: 3treit mit den
Kleinesinten ueber das Osterfest (192-194)." See alsc
Koehler, gp. git., ». 59.

8 =~

George H., Willlams, "Christology and Church-State Re-
lationahipg in ths Fourth Century,” Church Higtory, XX
(December, 1951), 25, note 88, notes the obaervation of Dom
Gregory Dix on the way the authority of the Holy Splrit
gaasea from the whole Church o=t Pentecost, to the eplscopats,
hen to the councils, and finslly to the Bishop of Rome, 3ee
2180 Karl Holl's essay "Ueber Begriff und Bedeutung der
'daemonischen Persoenlichkeit,'® G Aufegetze, III,
493, See olso Harnack, OD. .y 1L, 067 ff.

The Council of Nicea (325) appears to have simply desig-
nated the local authority for the various episcopates. Cf.
¥irbt, gn. gifi., D« #5. Pope Julius in s Romen Council of
0341 attenpted to retain the authority of the local Church



Jigie

18 i

Bisghon of Home was 60 b given = plroe of honor before =21l :
other Bishons.? At the Gounoll of Chaleedon (251), the -
honor of the Blshopn of Constantinople wea to b2 raised to
$hat of Rome's nosition.l? The latter decision of the
Chelcedonienn Councll apvsars te have augmented the already
developed riveliry between the two aroaa.]‘l

The rsal impstus towards dsveloping and satablishling
a monarshisl eplocopate in Rome anpeare %o find sxpression
in the perscn of Leo the Great.l? Leo maneuversd into a
Tavorable position by his diplomatic relafionship with the
invading barbarians, o By effectively crushing the eccles-
lasticel ideals of the Alexendrian Bichops to form an Alex-
andrian papacy, Leo secured even more flraly The pesltion
of Home and She Howan Dishon in the eyes of the werld. The
latter defent of the Bishops of Lgypt, esids from the 1n-
volved political conalderations, appears to have baen chiafly

effected through the Tome of Lec which gave an anrawer %o the

for meking decisions, THowever, in case of problems, the
natter was %o he referred to Rome, not to any imperially
coerced synod. GCf. !irbt, op. git., p. 48, See alao
Williems, op. eit., IV, 13. ;

gi’iirbt. _o_l?_c m-. Pl 57' canon 3' 2
101%4a., ». 60, Conon 26,

11_I,b;d. o. 1. notes 1 and 2. See also Walter Horden,
mm'ﬁ@ﬁ’mﬂm 3. Behrla Verlag, 1903}, ». 3.

13.&'1_'. Koehler, gp. glt., Ds 145.

13irbt, on. oit., "Leo I. und Atila,” "Leo I. und
Gelserich," pp. 76~9. .

\
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dogmatic difficultles encounterad at Uhalcedon. L% Felix
II, Pope of Houms, was to use his prerogatives as the Roman
Blshop and excomnunlicate the Patriarch Acscius in L84, thus

eflfecting the Tlrst real schism bebtwesn the Ezat and the

Vest.*® By the time of Pope Gelasius (492-596), the Vest-
ern Sishop was Yo sltais That the State is subjsct to the
Church.*® A% ths same tiue Justinlan tho Creat was %o ra-
affira the pozitlon of the Roman Pope as having the position
of prime honor in tha Church. 17 Finelly, Grsgory the Grsatl
was %o lneclude .‘;n hls verson as Pope (590=-604) "das Haupt-
resultat der Lntwickluag der alten Kirghe. al8 g symptomatic
indication of Grsgory's objsctives i1a found in his atruggle

with the Patrlarch of Constantinople over ths title "Ecumen=-

WG, gavoslay J. Polikan, "Chalosdon after Fifteen
C.nturice," Congordis Theolozleal Monthly, XXII (December,
15951), 924-36. :

Agide from the orthodox doguantic nposition of ths Pope,
his aliignce with the Byzantine Emperor helped tg gseocura the
volitical ond ecclesinstical position of Rome. With Cyril
and Dicscurus condemned, Alexandria was to be eliminated as
A possible rival, Also the Emperor had political interaests
in Bgypt which perhaps dictated hles allisnce with Leo. Leo,
however, never accested the 28th Canon of the CGouncil of
Chalcedon. Gf. Henry Bettenson, p_g_qmmng% .&h?. gmq.m

(Now York: Oxford University Press, 1947), p. 115
'hue Lao indicated both indepsndence from the Counclliar
deoision on parallsl jurisdiction and honor, and from Con=-
stantinople, the seat of the Emperor.

L5ge, narbt, on. gif., p. 84
161m4., p. 85.

171b14., po. 95-6.
18xvenier, gu. eit., pe 160.
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1021, A% the sixzth ecwmenical council of Constan$incple
in 681, Pope Agathe, as Leo the Great Lefore him, wes 6o
deliver the Tormula renounclng the lionothelits herssy of the
Eact,”? The Second Trullian Synod of 692, with its repeated
condemmation of Montheletlsm, of Kastern dlsclpline and
Church oractlice, antears as an anticlimactlo point of ds-
parturs for cccleslastical velationships betuwsen the East

21

nd ths VWeat,

3

Although o temporary union was again ef-

r

fected, the ensuing leoonoclestic Controveray was once mors
to sever the reinbionships between the two sections of
Chirlabendon, ;

The »ise of esclesiastlcal cupremsoy in the Vest ap-
pears %o have Tound its origins also in the dogmatic develop-

ment which finnlly ldentified the Mesaa 77 e end the

19gp, Cnerles Diehl, Higtory of the Byzentine Emoire,
tranglsted by CGaorge B. fves (New York: G, L, Stechert &
Co., 1545}, p. 38. BSee also Mirbt, on. git., "Gregor I.:
Der Titsl !Ueckumenlacher! Patrisrch,® pp. 97-8, and “Gregor
I.: @leichstellung der Petriarchen,” B. 9%

20gs X ' See also Reinhold
Cf. Harnsck, on. gif., ILI, 157. @ee :
Soebers, Lehrbueh dor Soggensescniohte (Frlangen: A.
Deichertischs Verlagsbuchhandiung Dr. Werner Scholl, 1323},
11, z99. ;

21_0_20 Foechler, OD. QE- s Do 165.

e i
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éxwdneie |22 Rapl Holl hos shown that A% was Augustine
whe laid the givounduork for the lanter development in the

Vestern Churchi

fugustin hetrachtet eins derartige Unteratuetzung der
{irchs durch den Jteabt als einen Dienst, den der S5tadb
Ger Xirche schuldet. Er beruft sich dafuer auf die alt-
testamentliche Verhelesung, wonach dle Koenlge Christus
dienon werden, Tengemaess habsn die Herracher die
Priieh’, den rechten Glaubsn zu schustzen, und dle
Baamton sind gebunden, in solchem Falle den Yelsungen
und Hatachlaegen der Vertreter der Kirche zu gehorghen.
Auguatin oringt dleg gogar suf den scharfen Ausdruck:
Dis Hlrche gebraucht, wenn sle dle Stanisgewall zu
Hilfe nimut, nicht eins fremie, sondern ihre eigene,
die ihr von Chrietus verliehene Gewzlt. Ea iat Cote
selbst, der durch den Kelger in den Ketzerastzen ge=-
bletet. Und die Kirche tut, wenn sle den Ketzern ge-
genusber auf den Sbast zurueckgreift, nur dasselbes, was
Christus bel ier Bekenrung des Paulus tat. Denn auch
Christus hat den Pauluas zuerst zu Boden geworfen, ehe
er ihn durch zein Yort zum Apostel barierl.

Von dieser 5slte hor betrachtet, erscheint Augustin
wie das Urbild eines mittelalterlichen Ketzerveoriolgers:
e hat in der Tat milt dlesen Saetzen die Voratellung
des Chrisilichen Staats, von der das Hittelalier aus-
ging, die Anschauung, dass die Kirghe das Recht hat,
fucr ibhre Zwecke auch das brechium sassculare zu ge-
brauchen, und der Staat dle Pflicht, ihr su gehorchen,
innllen wesentlichen begruendef.<3

‘Tae politlcal eircumstances which surrounded the West-
ern Glurgh fasfered the final developmeat of the nedieval

Papacy,

22gr, K i} istorical sur-
Gf. Karl Ludawig Schnidt on the brief h !

vey of the decdein 775 Eﬂ'nf sn ths Church Fathera in Ger-
hard Kittel's Theologisches Woertierbuch zum Neuen feafament
(Stuttgart: Y. Kohihommer, 99 ﬂp&.“;sl 9%. " Whereas the
Aerdecx in the New Taatament sense apnears %o portz-.c..i i
ohiefly an eschatological concaptlon of t?e raz?rn ga ris
to reign over his Church, Dy the time of Augustine tha, =
faridein o7 dend  and the éexdye/e  ave get oids by sids.

23g¢sannelte Aufagetze, IIX, 91-2.

!
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Emperor

Another ogpect of ths developnent of authority which
wvas o Turther comnllcate the internal relationshins of the
Church at large anpears to revolve around the person of the
Empercr. Yheraas Constantine ﬁa.d merely recognized Christ-
lanity as o "peliglo Liclta," by the time of Theodosius 1%
becama nart of the Imperial policy to nromulgats the faith. 2k
This "identification” of the policles of the State with the
1ife of thes Church aspears to have presénted apscifilc ﬁroblema
in the ares of cuthorlty because the person and office of
the Euperor carried with it o pesculiar functlon and nowver.

Ag the inheritor of the impsrial office of the Classiozal

Grasco-Roman commonwezlth - & system constructed on what

2l o Gharles H, Cochrane, Christianity and Classical
Qulture (Oxford: GClarendon Press, 1940), p. 327 on Theo-
dosius? edict rrom Thessalonilca: "We desire that all
peonles who fall under the sway of our imperdal clemsnoy
ghall profess the faith which we believe to have besen com-
municated by the Apostle Peter to the Homans and malnta_:l.ned.
in its traditional form to the present day, the fa.:l.j:hﬁwnich
ic observed likewise by the Pontiff Damasus and by Pever of
AMlexandria, o man of apostolic sanctity; %o wit, that ac-
cording to apostolic Aiscipline and evangellcal teaching,
we should bslisve in ons delty, the sccrsd Tpinity of Father,
Son, and Holy Spirit, %o be worshipped in equal majesty.

And we require that thoss who follow this rule of falth
should embrace the name of Catholic Christlans, adjudging
all otherp medmen and ordering them to be designated as here-
tics...condemned ag such, in the firat instance, to suffer
divine punishizent, and, therewith, the vengesance of Ehe
power that we, by celestial authority, have sagumed,

:
!
]
A
!
|
1
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appeared to bz polltlecal principles with soteriologlcal im-
plicatlons - =zn aura of divinity was cast around $he person
of the Emporor.25 Thils *divinity? found its particular
manifeatation 1ln the cultue of the Emperor, and specifically
in the pagan worehlip snd later Christian reverence shown to
the imperial vortrait.2® By the tims of Theodosius this
practlce, as periormed by Christlans, had grown o fright-
ening p::-npcr"c.'!.cm:s.2"7

That the Church had to a great extent eapitulated to

the authorlty of the Empsror is attested to by the fact that

2591_1:. ibid. on the cult of the cassars, vp. 74 ff. The
clagsicnl comauonwealth iAs founded on politlieal principles of
a sotericlogical naturs. Eternsl Rome will bring about the
unity of the world, satablish its nence, and bring te all
men concord, community, and freedom. The role of the emperor
to the members of the cosmopollis becomes that of a 'Savior
and Senefactor! ( LZwzap aul £Depperys ), a kind of !lnter-
medliate bein;' ccoupylng the somevhat vegus borderland which
dlvides God from men and, from that exalted statlon, dis-
charging the function of an earthly providenoce, nassgim, 89.

26 ! ; 0y & rahin
GZ. Harnack, gn. git., p. 126, “Besldes the vorshly
of the sainta, the cultus of the Emperor threatened in the
fourth eentuw %o intrude itseld in the Church. .'hil‘OBtO].‘-
glus relntes that Chrigtians presented offerings to the
plcturs of CUonstantine, and honored it with lanterns and
incense; they also seem to have offered yota to him that they
might b2 protected from calamltles.,® Williaus, '2'2'1&' H
Church History, XX (September, 1951), 7 makes the obgervation
that thers wepe difficulties for the Christlans in knowlng
Just how to trsat s Christian Cassari "Before the oon.vers:l.on
of Conatentine, they had been unamblguous ln ra.‘leet.!.ga the
divine pretensions of the Emperors and in refusing them Eily
kind of worghip. But since they themselves und.aratoog. gal-
vetion as = kind of deification, they could not deny o ii‘ "
Christian emperor what every Christian ‘claimad for himself,

270 , Cochrane, op. cit., v. 321; as also Williams, oD,
-%%"-u ..QT'_-;‘L!.‘S.!! Elﬁﬁﬂ;:."z.._ﬁ %égp%ambar, 1951), 3. Hote 48, ».

BRI & )% Lot
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all the general Ecumenlcal Counclls were cslled by the Em-
peror.?8 In faet, the involvement of tho Emperor in the
theoclogical and ecclealastloal 1ife of the peonle was to be-
come a characteristic part of Byzantine civilization, 29
From the tlae of the recognitlon of the Chureh by the State,
the Ghurohmen had termed Constantine as Awmosr7eAds , thus
placing the Emperor in an uvnlque secleslastical position

also.2? Conatantius was to usure into his impsrial office

33,(_;_;'_. Karl Scghwerzlose, Der Bilderstreit (Gotha:
Friedrich Andreas Perthes, 18§%T. note 5, p. 242, "Die
ersts zu Hicesa 325 berief Xonstantin 381 berief Thsodoslus
der Grosepe, dle dritte zu Ephesus 431 veranlazste Thesodosius
II., dle visrte zu Chalcedon 451 Hareclan, dle fuenftz zu
Konstentinopel 553 Justinlan, dle sechste ebendaselbat 680
.'.t:og,'onf;.-.tu:-s, dle aJ'.ebanta endlich z;‘ilcaea 7’8;)'1 keia.m duz-..'.hn
irene zu S%ande." VWilliams, on. ., Church Hlgtory,
(December, 1951), 25, note 71"?1'\101‘-35 Dvornik (The Christiasn
Dast, XIV (1533}, 98: *,..'in convoking the Ecumenical
Ccuncils the Emperors Judged themselves not to be exerclsing
& power delegated to them, but a power which was an a‘a‘.:ribuf'sg
of and, ag it were, emanating from thelr office as Empereor,

2I%erl Holl says: "Nicht erst dle toten Kalser und Pat-
riarchen waren nitelnander in der Apostelkirche verslnigt;
auch die Lebsnden waren verbunden. Der Kalser war sloh
seiner PTlicht bewusst, der Beschuetzer des orthodoxon Glaub-
ens zu sein, und die Kirche fushlte sich varpflichie%, den
Staat mit allen Hitteln zu unterstuetzen. So innlg wie nur
moeglich haben sich deswegen dle bslderseltigen Institutlonen

durchdrungen. ! Ussammslfie Aufsgotze, II, hi5.

3%, Holl, on. olt., Gesamuslie Aufgastzo, II, 41b.
"Hier in Kcnatantins 25534 Eonnte man s nicht Vergesson,
vas der srets ohristliche Ksiser fuer das Christentum be-
deutet hatte. Die orientalische Kirche hat das in der be-:
stimntesten Yelise 2um Ausdruck gebrachi, :Lnd?m sie'xon— 2
stantin mit den Titesln dss 'Apoatelglelchen, t}es 13. ur; er
den Apusteln,! des 'Aposbels uner dsn Kaisern' schumeckie,
Selt ihm galt ouch der CGegensatz zwischen Kirehe und Ro‘elmer;
relch als aufgeshoben: das Relch 156 nun chriatlﬂ.ehaiunmau
das Reich gehen jebzt Prasdikate uebsr, die bisher te rche
slch bolgelegt hatte.! Hes aiso Schwarzloss, OD. eit., op.
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~deflnlte theologleal nrerogatives, pronouncing with dog-
matic Tinallty on the theologlonl difficultiles 1;volved in
the Arlian contravarsy.31 Fbllowing the Chaleadonian form-
ulations in which Leo and the Yieat galnod for sthe Latin
Church, the Zmperor Zeno was %o lasus hlg Henotikon as a
rallying wnoint Por those championing tha Monophyalte cause
and thoze who wished at the same time to check the growing
pover of the Romon Bichop.33 dustinian the Great w2z te
ghalke the Emolrs by His vaclillating pollcles toward the pre-
vailing Honophysltlznm of the FEastern provinces, deposing
Patriarchs =t will, snd suaying before the infentions of
Theodora. 2 The Baparor Heracliuns was %o proffer his dog=-
untic proacesnls under the guise of Monothaletiam.3“ Thus 1%
appears that thers developed in the Byzentine Empire a
tightening caesaro-papistic tendency on the part of the
Byzentine empercrs. It was to bs the radicel sction of

the Igonocizztlc Emperors to completely dismiss what was

2k2-3, The significance of Eusebius for the Arian and later

lconoclastic Controversy ie deplt with in the respective

articles of Willisms, "Christology end Church-State Relatlions

in the Fourth Century," Church History, Xi (:eptembgr and

December, 1951) and in George Florovaky's "Orlgen, ;uae?tus,

isgd ‘i’.he foonoclastic Controversy," Church Higtory, XIX (June,
50).

3lge, williams, go. git., 9. 22, note 3.

32ge, Peliken, oo. git., XKIII, 932

332;. Schwarzlose, o9. git., ». 252 on the emperor'y
Wee of Helchlzedek.

3ge, Seeberg, op. oi., LI, 288.
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conaldered the ort‘noélox religlous tradition of their times
and to attempt in thelr reforming prograuns, actions and pro-
cedure which were disrupting to the Church and Empirs ot
large, and which wore to demonstrate to o remarkable degree
.t'ne culmination of the caesaro-papistic tendencies of the
Byzanilne Envercro,.

I% is imporiant o remember that in contradlstinction
%o the religlous vollcies of the various empercrs, the Pope
at Home was %o remain the stabllizing orthodox fores in the
iife of the Church. At a time when the traditions of the
Fathere were considercd inviolase » the _.'t"'opa was to uphold
the orthodox traditlion egainat the heretloal tendencles of
the Dastern EZmperors. The Pope became a type of unifying
ideal focr those members of the Christian Church in the Eas®
vho wera sasking %o preserve the Orthodox Catholic faith and
at the some tins seeking to preserve sonme aspect of re-
ligious freedom for the. Church from the Empsror.

Those umambera of the Bastern Church who were %o uphoid
the principle of the Treedom of the Church from the Stale
epnoar to be found chlefly among the monks. It avpears as
silgnificant for a later understanding of the Iconcclastic
Controveray to consider the unique role of the monks in the
Orisntal Church.

Perhaps the classloal expression of the plety and ideal
of the Oriental monk is found in the Vita Anfondd of
Athanagius. The chief idea around which the menk's life

IMTEE
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derived 1¥s meaning 1ls found in Hatthew 5:8. By the puri-
Tication of the heart, a astruggle agalnst the flech, the self,
the demons, the Devil, and finally death, the pure in heart
willl gze God. This iz posaible bacause the monk has accsas
to God (1 John 3:21; 5:14). 5o long as the monk remains on
earth, however, the »osslbility of falling to reach ths ldsal
remzins. Bubt in the struggle, through the gift of the Holy
Splrit which was promised by God, the monk gradually passes
from one stage %o snother., He is glven comprehenalve vievus
of the invisible world of the spirit; he bscomes a friend
of God; he finally gees fod, With the puriflcation of the
heart poes 2 concoumittant elevation to a higher level of
beilng - "Unverweslichkelt,"” incorruption, for the epitoms of
evll apnzzrs to bs death and corruption, the finitensas and
decay of the creaturs. This basiec idea, reaching back %o
vassages of the lew Testoment, apnears to heve recelved
Tuller articulation in the 1-.-r1t1néa of Clement of Alexandria
and finally received its most refined desoripflon in the Vita
Antonl} of Athanasiug, 7

Furtﬁermore, to realize this ideal, it was neceasary
to renounce the world (the ascetic 1ife is the intelligent
means alons), for the Christilan monk of the East had no
: ablding city here on earth, In fact, tho Kingdom of God

35_9_2. Holl, "Die Sohriftstellerische Form des griech-
ischen Heiligenlebens,” II, 249-69.
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lies in religious antithassls to the kingdoms of the world:
avro-Sasrdeie 1o the word that Origen employed, 36 Thus it
eppears in genersl terms that the monks of the Eastern
Church were %o arise as an influence within and‘yet apart
from the Byzantine Church and Emperor. The development in
the Gastern Churches anpears to demonstrate the fact that
the growth of the Church in the East was more along gnostlc-
sagranental lines than h:l.emreh!.cha.l:-aauranental linzs as
wvas the case in the Weatern Church. This can bes sald bas-
couse 1% apneara that the real controlling element 01‘_ the
Church in the Wast was in the hends of the monks, and not
in the hends of the priests as was the case ln the lest.

The inTluence of the monks in the common life oI the
Church com~s %o the Toreground 2specially during the Icon-
oclastic Controversy. But there were alsc earller incidents
in the history of the Church which found the orthodox monkes
upholding the freedcm of the Church from the authority of
the State. Athenasius and the orthodox Hlcene party wera %o
protest against the arienizing tendencies of Constantius.?
Ambrose uwas %o withhold communion from Theodoslius ,33 and at

the same time prevalled upon Gratian to diveat himaelf of

36gs. xitbsl, gp. oit., I, 591.
3%7¢s. ¥illiams, 0. cif., XX (September, 1951), 25-6.

By . (Dscember, 1951), ». 5, note L, Bee also
Cochrans, Gp. git., p. 349.
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the title nontlfex maximug and o relinquish any control
over churchly matters which the title implied. 392 Anastasiung,
Patrlarch of Conatantinople, came into dogmatic conflict with
Justinian the Great, and stated, as Schwarzlose quotes: "Be-
wals, daos &lo priesterliche YWuerde gross und engelglelch
1s% und, dass oin Priegler nicht won elnem llaian, sondarn
aur von einem hosheren Kirchenhaupt gerichtet werden kann, **0
Haximiz Confagssor was 0 contest the heretleal tendoncies of
ampgrore oF the Heraclian Dynasty."’l Jdohn of Dawmascus and
Theodore of Studion were to carry the struggle for the free=
dom of the Ghurch in the various phascs cf the Iconoclastic

Controvarsy.
Dogmatic and Gultilc

An attenpt has bsen n.la.cle to describe soms of the
political, ocultural, snd ecclesiastical origins of the
schisn bstween Orlental and Western Christendom. That im-
psnding hostils slements were both latent and expressad in
the contrasted heriteges and sssential charanctera of the two
areas seeums Talrly evident. These basically dlfferent
orientations appear tc manifest themselves in dogmatic and

cultic sreag algo. If the West was to develop primarlly

3911)1:1., n. 26, GSee also Cochrans, 0Ob. git., p. 324,
'EDSchwarzlose, on. git., D. 2u6,
klge, Seebsrg, on. git., II, 293 ff.
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along organizational linas, ths Baat appears to have mads
the major dogmatlc contrlbuticonz of the sarly centuries of
the Church's development. This can be @ald in.o general way
because L& asnears that the FEast viewed the Trlnltarian and
Christcloglcal controversies in a more problemabic Tashlon.
A% the same %ime the arga:nizaisional devolopment in the Vest
can bs wnderstood in terms of the invaslons which disrupted
the political power cf the Empire in ths West and made ths
organizational concern o primary ccncern Tor the Western
Churacii, |

One of the significant contribulory causes %o the
divergent dogmatic developmenta of the East and the West ap-
pears agelin to be a lack of linguistic commuinloatlon bslwsen
the two. Tertullian and Augustine knew 1llttle Greek or
Hebrew, hence much of the thinking of the Greek Fathors was
. o be uncomwunicabed to them. Conversely, Augustine, the
grestest of the Latin Fathers, was not to bs translated until
the thirteenth century, too labe to drastically alier the
elroady developed traditions of the Ezst or the ‘-Test.h'z
Adolph Hernack has brisfly described the difference batwesn
Eastern and Hestern theologlcal thought with the sumaary:

T Lot o B R T S i

of it. the West of Tertullian possessed a series of
Jur.‘.l.t':ic islana? which were destined to play a greab

“2ge. x Goschiahte dar Wzantinischon
Cf. Karl Krumbacher, & dsr
%&ﬂ?ﬂ.ﬁ (i-zﬁenehens, ¢. H. Beck'sche Verlagsbuchhandlung,
189%7), »n. 3.
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x‘ur!:w:*e.""-'5
In the Eastern Church ths doninant theolouglcal con-
elderatlions appear o revolve about the soterioclogical im-
Plicatlions o the Incarnation. The essential cauze of the
Ingarnaticn ieg directly involved with the effect oi the In-
carnntlon. This would appesar %o mean thal God bocaume man
that man nmight 'ns:cszﬁe like God. This idea appears to find
expreselion in the -"P-.ecap.‘!.tu'lation" theory of Irana.aus.%
Wergoatterung® ( Feomoiyers ) appeaars as the conssquonce
of the Ingarnation ag it was finalized in the Atonement and
Regurrection. '@ Deification ig the result of ths work of
Chrigt, the slevation of corrupt and finlte human orgatures
to o divine bs-ing.”’s Hartin Vermer makes ths obaexrvaticn:
Urigenss fucshrt diese Theorie einmal in einer trad-

ischen 3Symbolformen vor, in deren zwelten Artikel es
heisst: et surraxit a mortuls et deifloavi® quan

“3nrnack, op. gif., I1I, 122. Ses also Koghler, gn.
-enj-'-t.'jn p. 118. 2

Ll L = : a
Cf. fiartin Yerner _;_ﬁir’_rn&?n chung des christliohen Dogmag
(Bern-Leipzig: PFaul Hau_i_;t, 19k1,, PP-%'?? fr. Gf. aleo
Bettonscn, gv. git., dp. 42=3.

459nis is on oversimplification. It is merely selected
a8 a possible key-word for a brief dszscription of the main
emphasis of Last Christian thought. Of. Harnaok, go. git.,
IIT, 141 and 144=5. -

L6, . R T i¥ndem ein Glisd
Cf. Seaebs s glt., IZ, 340-7. n

des iiien'é'é'hheit:slﬁfw( ﬂ%x"ii‘iénsoi’l J es}g} u::gt‘:rgl’i;‘o?g,ﬂi:ﬂ.
vird es der ganze lonschhaltslelb: Asdarep ¢xos 7/19s V7P
S reeys :-gy".s porews 3] 7v0 pip s &vdrrusss égi w‘m,ﬂt!?:ﬂf
AETR 7O Tovirés T At ';mv/fwv s pyrews n 7o : ”
78 Shev ouvexdifopévay (Greg. Nyss. cat. 32).
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susceporat humanum naturam,*?
Athanasiug in his The Incarnation of the Word of God presented
a clagsic example of the Atonement as viewed from this or-
1en1:a.t10n.""’8 It appears that this interpretation of the
Atonensnt and the Inearnation was to besgome deeply involved

in the cultic and dogmatic lifs of the Easterﬁ Church.

Since man has been raised from the corruptible life of
the flesh to the incorruptible life of divine beling through
the work of Chrigt, it is understandable why the Trinitarian ]

and Christologlczl controversies played such a significant ;
role in the dogmatics of the East. Insofar as the work of

Christ was to be effective it was essential that the Delty J]
of Christ be substentiated, and this is perhaps why also the
early Church showed more concern for the person of Christ
than the work of Christ in ites theologlcal formulations.

One of the more drastic results of the Trinitarian and
Christological controversies appears to have been a conseauent
abstraction of the living falth into a theoreticel formula-
tion to bs belleved.’? The highly conceived definitions ap-

Dear to have moved further and further away from the common

b?1p1g., p. 370.

48ce. 5t. Athanasius, The Inoaraation the liord of
God (New York: The lMacmillan Company, 19 7 s DSee also
Bettenson, on. git., pp. 47 ff.

1’992- Seeberg, opn. cit., II, 310.
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plety and understending of the people.5° Aa a consequent
reaction tc these abatracting tendenclies there appears to
arise an understandsble desirs for more immediabo religlous
experience, for the apparsnt diaorapaney between the abso~
lute tranoceondence of CGod, the sophloticated snd formalized
artlculations ¢f the councils, and ths actual nesds and
level of the psople, left a gulf batween the two. 1+ The
Cappadoclian Fathera recognized the problem and in answer %o
the situabtion they appear %o have gncouraged the use of the
Sacranenis, I

Ldded to the Sacramental s.pparatus-or the Church, how-
ever, thsre sesms bo have arisen also the use of the symbol
a8 & moans toward experlencing some thing of the transcend-
ental nature of religlous experience. Karl Schwaerzlogse in
hls e tudy of the Iconoclastic Controversy has demonsirated
the Amportance that the symbol played in the thinking of men
like Origsn and Cyprian.3 It wes Neoplatonic thinking which

was more Tirmly to scoure the place of the symbol in the life

50%‘: . 311,

51&9_9,. oit. UHeben dem offizisllen tGlauben' entstehen
neus vsrvorgene Kanaele, dle Jenes Beduerfnis des Henachen
spelgen. So haben einst dle alten Gnostlker neben ihre DL
uythologische Theologle die lMysterlen geatel';&t und a.uchdi..o-
platonismus hat Ammer stasrker neben selner = taphyslk die

Mysterien gepflegt.”
52_13220 clit,

53Schwa.rzloaa. op. giti., pp. 12 f%.
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of the Church and help solve numerous problems in the cultic
ané thecloglcal 1lfe of the people. '™e symbol beceuns & more
imnedlate moans whereby the individuwsl could at least ex-
perience Ly slght what had been abstracted by reason, for
&8 Sesberg remarks?

Deg Symbol = s0 dachbte man es slch neuplatonisch - ist
dle Sacha, Nit dem symbollschen Akt erhaelt man das

Ding selbst...im Bllde oder im Xresuz, im Vasser oder
in Bro% und Yeln ist Christus selbst gegeben und ge-

genvaertig, 5
Heoplatonie thinking aposars to have made its chief inrocads
into the 1ife of the Eastern Church through the thaological
contributions of uen 1ike. Cyril of Alexandrla, Dionysius the
Lreopogite, and Maxinmus bonfeaaor, Tinding expregsion in the
theologlicel znd cultic writings of thet_:e men.

That forn of Greck theological thought which was to :
best 1llugtrate the primary inclination of the Dastern char-

actey anpears %o Tind expresalon in the distinctive dootrine

and teaching of Monophysitism. Honophysitlsm appoars %o
have derived lts original impetus froxz %the writings of Cyril

"of Alexandiriz.d5 (yril's chlef idea appears to be to

S*seeberg, op. olb., II, 323

55"i'hls i3 not to say that Cyril of Alexandria was a
lionophyeite but rather that Cyril's controversy with Hestgrms.
led him %o over-sitnfemonts concerning the person of Chris
which were to- result in an elimination of the eigniﬁea.n?
of the humanity of Christ, the precise oppos:l.'ss of g{r:ll
original intentions., Cf. Beeberg, II, 3113 A.?ftr hte &
Homousle wie der Nonophysitismus haben entgegen 1o ‘1ung oge
wirkt, als sie gemeint waren. Sle sollten Gott den iena ten
nahe bringen, aber sie haben in Virklichkteit seine Xonkrste
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euphiagize the Godhead of Christ in the humen Christ. See-
berg suanarlzes:

Wes Cyrlll wlll, ist hiernach klar., Er will dle Cotte
heit in der geschlcohtlichen Gestalt Christl lebendig
wid konkret sehon und empfinden, keine loglache Schianks
a0ll dieecem Bsduerfnls nach lebendlger Anschauung ent-
gegenstelien. s 1st die echt griechlische Heigung - sle
tritt opacter bel dem Areopaglien ganz deutlich zutags
und sls fuehrid schllesslich zur* Bildertheologle - im
Konkreten und Sinnllchen_ das Ewlge und Gooettliche zu
Schauen uRd 2u SHUOVEN.IC

The Monophysite dootrine was o find conciliar expression

in the "Robber Council of Ephesus” (431), It was %o setsle
the Yoncphysite problem thet the Dmperor and the Pope
gonlesced in calling the Council of Chalcedon in 451. As
vas She cmse, however, although the Councll of Chalcedon was
Yo settle the question of ths two natures of Christ con-
ciliarly, 1t apparently dld not eliminate the Monophysite

persuasion Trom the spirdt of the Hasbern Churoh.d?

Offenbarung zurueckgeworfen in dle Transcendenz der abso-
luten abstrakten Gottheit.” See also Pelikan, gp. giti.. P.
929,

5’5:5961:91'3;. op. cit., p. 226,

57¢#, 221ikan, on. ., DD. 932 ff. See also Harnack,
op. gif., III} 153! -%'l‘hf::rmula. (Leo's Tome) waa proposed
end distated by the Weet in the psrson of Bﬂ.ahop,Leo ond was
approved by the Emveror; 1t was regarded in the Viest as the

simple and unchanged creed of the Fathers, in the Bast as a

compromice which was P£elf by some not to be sufficiently

1 Also
orth and by others o require interorafation.” 5439,
_nf. 1?‘%? i "'E; ?gsg.dvl:.tz;‘:t’nés of the Chalcedonian formula made

themselves Tfelit in the first half of this (sixth) century.
Uroat ccclesimstical provinces wers im revolt, and tgreat- 3
ened to seceds from the universal Churoh, Greek plo E h:{éﬂ
where showsd itself to bs unssttled by the dsores of Sha'=
aedon. Theology could not follow 1%; nay, it apnpearald WO

2% el Adnihey e ki
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In the LL7%h ecentnury alzo the Heoplatonic concarn for
the symbol wes €0 securs a firm hold in the thaology of the
sast Sthrough The work of Dionysius the Areopoglte. As
Sesberg has chowm, tha work of Dlonysius was not original;
ratiier 1t was & type of rephosing and reforaulaticn of lNeo=
plafonlc Thinking in Chrlistian drass, a Christlanized Platon-
16:1\.""“’

- Dionysius ¢ 1.. Argopoglte sstablished within the Eastern
Church a hlsrarchy ol religlous values whioh wag to have both
culbic and dognetic and scclesiastical ramiflicatlons. Be-
ginning with = conceptlon of God in his tranacenden® Being as
the "Urgrund,® $he "Unapproschablo Light,¥.impossible Tor
man to =mpsrience in any rsal cognitliva senae, the gyastem of
Dicaysins fa2lls inSo = hierarchiezl atructure of Hriads and
& triadic hicrarchicsl process: Hewerrs cons:!. sting ea-
zentinily of Furlficaflon, Fnlightenaint, and Unificatlon.
Becanse fod iz a transcendent Godl the epistemologlcsl problem

of knowing

a

Him is constantly preasent. The mystery and
airacle of 1% all iz that God hos chosen to revoal Himself
in created thinzz. 'The d4ifficultles of a sharp dualisn and
transcendental God ore resolved in the monlgtic lamanence of

God in cresbed things. This ic alwaye a sa/7gpin ; even

stifled by the declslon, while in Monophysitiom life and
Hovement preveiled.®

533@31.39:'3, 95. gis., ». 315
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as the Incarnatlon, CGod becoming ficsh and revealing Hinm-

gelf in o creature, remalned the Great Hystery for the
Bagtern Church.5¥ The veal slgnificance of the work of
Dicnysiva s suggoested by Seebsrg:

Hieht in dem Hysten des Areopagiten bessteht -selne ge-
gchichiliche Bedoutung. Sondern sie liegt darin, 1)
dogs sy das Christentum als elne kultlsche Institution
ansehen lehr§, 2) dass er dann dlese Institublon sys-
tematlasch als aymbolischen Ausdruck der neuplatonischen
Anschauungavwell deutet, und 3) dsss er in diesem Zu-
ganmenhang den kirchlichen Aemtern, besonders dem
Gpiskopal, elne religloes fundamenilerte Stellung ven
uweberragender Badeutung zuwelst. An den kirchllichen
Rong heaengt dle Fashigkeit, Gottes Gnadenkrasfite der
“Yenschhelt zu bringen, und al% scharfer Betonung
ordnet Diongs die Noenchs den Hierarchen unter.C

How Neonlatonic conslderations, as thsy passed through tha
wrltings of Dicayslus the Arsopoglte, and Honophyslitlsm are
related in inclination and ultimate objectivea aphears avi-

dent from the Tashicn in which doth systems atbempted %o

p—

bring religlion o the censes and net have rellgiocus ezper-
lence found cnly in the exercise of the mind.
The Monophysite tendencies of the Fastern Church are

reflsctad in the snouing dogmatie difficultiss which Tfollowsd

593'. Seeherz, on. git., II, 317 I,

ThEihork of %ioﬁihiﬁs"fha Areopogite was to remain in
the Bastern Church wnbtil John Scobus Eregina translaied ths
writings of Maximus Confessor, whlch contained tge wrltings
of Dionysius, into Latin in ths ninth century. %The use oX
the symbol anpsars to have become e port of the Western
Church through the writings of the medieval amystles. Lf.

Erumbecher, on. cit., pp. 43-k and 63.

ﬁgiieeberg, 053, g_.j-_t_o. II' als.
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the declszione of the Counell of Chalcedon, In 482 Zenc the
Isaurlen wos e oubllsh his "Hernotikon," indifferent %o the
Chalecedonian docrses, politicslly designed to effect a
closer union with Egynt, and hoatlle %o the ngaoy at
Rcme.sl The resul® waz nore difficult in the Bast. Felix
III excommunleated Acoclus of Uonstantinople, thus eflscting
the Tirst signs of resl schism batween the Eazt and ths
Hest.sg The dogmatic controversies were fic ccentinus during
the reign of Anastasiueg, and finally under Justinlan were
to break out again in the affeir of the *Three Chapters.®
The resulfant Fifth ecumenical councll in Constantinopls
(553) “vendered an cfflicial exegesis of the Chaleszdonian
formuia in terms cf the theology of Gyril.“63 Just rrevious
to the dogmatic developmenta of the Iconoclastic Controversy
Honotheletism, the dogmatiec offspring of lonophysltiem, was,
tc find an upsurge during the reign of the Heracllian Dynasty.
1%t was vigorously contesbed by Maximus Confessor and gon-

demned by Rome.éb ticnotheletien was condemned offioclally ab

both Trullizn Synods (680-681) and 692, mariking an anti-

climectic spllit batween the Bast and the West, as Koehler

61;9;@.; np. 270 If.

Gzlbld.' ne 271. gi_ ].ulrbt. on. m-, De 8h. Qi.
Pelikan, on. git., .p. 932.

63501 1%an, op. glt., P 933

6%93. Seebarg, op. git., II, 208 rf., ©See alsc Harnack,
9p. cit,., IXX, 157.
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pointa qui:.‘55 Further dogmatic dsvelcpments mnidus to the
theclogy of Viastern Christendom were to find demonstration
in the thecloglenl development that surroundsd the Icono-
elastic Uontrovaray.
The suggscted dogmatle differsnces betwsen tha Last and

the

w—

lgst onvear %o find expression algo in the nartioular
cultic developments of the Latin and Oriental Ohurches. In
adludging esrly liturglcal practices it apnears that the
Raatern Church was to develop a fixed liturgicorl form, fol-
lowing in rather cloge haraony the earlier Hebrew oustons.
The Vestern Church, on the cother hand, developed a liturgl-
enl year nore c¢lastic in expression, making cconcessicns often
%o the particular culture in which it found .'l.‘msuall.f.66 The
lingulstic 4AilfTerences of the East and the VWest have basn
noted in the first chapter of the thesis.

Prom the time of the fourth century on the cultic de-
velopments of the Baect and the Vest show a progreaslvsly
dleperate charncter. In the Bastern ritec there la noted ai
the time cof the fourth century, end »articularly from the

Sime of Cyril of Alexandria in the fifth century, an in-

65K oen1er , on. git., p. 165.

660 e
Gf. ¥, H, Lurtz, Lehr h@:&ww.
(Leip?-izé: ;tu:_:;uai: I»!emm:'a.nn s Verlag, 1890), I, 300.
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gression into the liturglcal ethos of "mystery” and "ava. n6?
Thils dovelopinent appeara to find itself moat clearly ex-
pressed ln the contrasting Eucharistic practlees of the Latin
and Opiental Churchss., Whereas in the Weat the Hoat was to
ba counagoratad and offered before the congregatlon, in the
Eag¥ Ghe dramatic actlon of the Euchariet was to take dlace
bshind the Iconostasis, hiddsn from %the worshiping neanle. 68 :
The nysbtagogleal concern of the Nastern Church was augrented
in greater detall by the wrltings of Plonysius the Arsopegite,
Maxinus Conflessocr, dchn of Dawmagous, and was to continue
throunghout the hisgiory of the Eastera Church. ,

Within the actunl cultic life of the Church of ths East
the monks appear to have played o most significant part.
The monks adainistered the Sacraments, heard confessions, and
@generally controlled the educatlon of the Empire in the
East.69 1% was the monks alsoc who furtharad'th'e use of the

symbol end the icon in the cultus of the Fast, exercising a

€7¢e. ¥urtz, op. oit., D. 299. See alsc Dix, oo. eit.,
». 481 :...f.'." .‘.';1:1 zir:lohe%eu'of!' !',myatery' and 'awe' whioh ls the
specisl ethos of the Eyzantine rites sesus %o be very
largely a product of the local churches in Syria in the
fourth century,® P, 200: “St, Cyril in his g_a._t_?gx_e_qgg wase
the first one to bogin to mske use of the words 'awfull and
‘terrifying,! and the 'lenguage of fear' generally, in ref-
erence tc the consacrated sacrament, ¢

68 1, on. git.,

Cf. Dix, op. clt., p. 482, See also Holl, o

“Die En‘é’fehmag'dgﬁ Bi'%a'e:'-wana in der griechischen Kirche, "
1, 225 frf.

692;‘,. Holl, op. git., II, 270 If., tJeber das griesh-
lache Moenchtum, "
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strong influenca on the women of Byzantine elvilizzbion

whe becaws,; besldes the monke themselves, the nost poworful

protagenists of the lcon,’?
The ILcon

That aspect of the oultle life of the Eastern Church
which wes %o become of oritical importancs for the Iccno-
clastic Controveray in a singular and dlatlnctlive ssnse la
found in the signliiicance surrounding the icon. Emst won
Debechvete in hle Christugbilder appears to have colliectsld
the maberinle avallable for an understanding of the riaze of
the picturs in the Bastern Church. Dobsehuetz's.main thesls
appenrs %o demonstrate that the lcon had its rools in pagan
eultic beilefs related to Semitic and Gregk religlous prac-
tices, was Srancmitted to the Christlar world through Hel-
lenism, and was glven a distinctive Christian interpretatlon
by the Christiszn world, 7™
First svidences of the use of plctures for religious

- 9 ~
. meana appsar in the gnostlc Carpocratian Bect. (= Alexandsr

706“‘. Holl. “Dar Antell dsr Biyliten am Aufkommen dsr
Blldawfé';-'ehrung:“ on, oit., II, 388-98. See also Schuarz=-
loze, on. gib., P 53. ¥ .

7lirnst Von Nobachuetz, Ghrigtuebilder, _1.'!1; Lexts ungd

U guchungen zur Geschichie des Mﬂ&ﬂ%ﬂﬂmﬂg‘“
. (Lelpzig: d. C. O aons buchnandlung, 1699), 11L, 263.

_Qg_a Schwarzlose, op. eit., p. 17, also Holl, gb. eit., 11,
388,

72!301’1501‘1“81?2, _9_?_- MI. De 27'

e Thies TET TS RN R R o N S e

S il o e




s rwndvohi

MEN

h2

Severus 2lao mentliona the velue of vloturss, ns do others

MR T 1d

of ths t.tthe, bu¥ the sveclal and particular use of pictures
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becomes mere observable with the recognition of Christianity
as & State religlon.’? Cradually = theology evolved about
the icon. This theologleal importance of the icon is re-
fleoted partlcularly in those icons which were éé4aves
‘ézﬂ/"”""l’" . Icons "not made with hands" arose
parallel to the time when Justinian closed the philosophlical
schools in 529.7"" It was the Heoplatonic system which fin-
ally gave the icons theoretical justification in the rellig-
lous oultus of the Oriental Church.?3

The imnortance of the lcon for the Church and lts par-
ticular theologlical significance became apparent, in contra-
dlstinetion to the pagan use from which it was derived, in

the unique Christologloal interest which centered in the 1’
|
lcon. Dobachuetz says: |

Dag Christentum hat aus dem Diipeteglauben, den es von
der Antike uebernahm, etwes anderes gomacht. Das zelgh
schon der neue Name! Achiropoltos...Bs 1st dle religlon-
geschichtliche Offenbarung. Darum steht lm Mittelpunkt
21l seines Denkens und a1l seiner Verehrung dle ge-

schichtliche Person Jesu Chrieti. 5o sehr man das ewlg-
soetliche Wesen des Logos betonen mochte, entscheldend

: 2731;01.@- » DD 28-9, On the :\.r;\portanca'of Jamblich, ses
p. 2 e

71".1, bid., p. 26 gf. Holl, op. git., II, 393 on the
eult of the.f:;}; arosiaz;t in Sy;'ia. See Schlvrarzllosa, _o_p_}
«» DD. 15=7 on the relationship of the. Feorokos o

¥ril o the ewdws dyepomodnroc

75_(1:. DObSBhuEtE. o, m.| Do 21 and 265.
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blieb doch immer dessen geachichtliche Erscheinung in
Jesus Ohristus, dem Gottmenschen. Diese Bezichung auf
eine geachlchtliche Persoenlichkelt unterscheidet die
christlichs Theologie, bel aller Hystik, grundlegand
von der neuplatonischen Philesophie. 8is hat auch auf
ﬁieiﬂ?:gestaltung des Achiropolitenglaubsna entscheldend
gewlrkt.

Viag man in dem wunderbar sntstandenen Bilde suchte,
wer zunacchst eln genaves und getreues Portraet der ge-
schichtlichen Peraon...Visl natuerlicher absr war es,
dasselbe mlt der dargasstellten Person in direkte Ver-
bindung zu bringen. Christus selbat musste das Bild
bel selnen Lebzelten wunderbar hergestellt habsn, und
zwar - das war die von selbat dafuer gegebens Form -
durch einen wunderdaren Abdruck.

So konmt in dle Achlropolitenvorstellung eln dop-
pelies Homent von weaentlicher Bedeutung hinein: die
vunderbare intstehung durch Seruehrung mlit der darge-
steiltan Peraon und d%mit zugleich die Zurueckfushrung
auf deren Laebenzeit.?

Ag the icon bascame involved with the miraculous portray-
el of thes historic Christ 1% gradually assumed o hieratic
fora, for in order to authentically reflect the original
- poréralt as cloaely as possible it became necessary to copy,
without innovation, the trnditiynal forms handed down from
tradition, (¢ ‘'fo substantiate the authentioity of the lcons
of Ohrist 1% svpears that there arose the legend that it
was St. Luke who had executsd the original portrayals of
Christ, 72

It is significant that the oldest lcons of the sixth

and seventh centurles were singularly loons of Christ. The

A

?Gmg' 3 p.'?' 268"9, M.
"7Ibia., ». 271
78%‘ o DB 272‘3-

TV

'Y 3

27 el i L b

Y o

2 B R




Il
lcons of llary and the Salntes wers of later lntroduction in
the Church, and they never resceived the same level of re-
gard as d1d the lcons of Christ.’’ With the rise of the
lcone of Mary and the Zaintas, however, there was a parallel
decline in the relliglous coneern for the Christologlcal sig-
nificance of theé 1lcon.5® Consequently there was %o ariass
asilde o the Christological luportance of the icon a 'general
cohcernn for the mirsculous powsrs inherent in the pietum.al
In the common folk plety it was the miraculous aspecis of
the lcons which finally became of chlef 1mport.82 The
miraculous asnect of the icon is sesn clearly when consid-
ering that they were placed in many cltlies of the East as
protective agencies to ward off the enemies of war, pest-
ilence, or demon., A Sypical plcture of the ilmportance of
the icon for Byzantine civilization is shown also in tha
observation of Karl Holl that it was the holy icons which
led the returning triumphant armies through the streects of

791‘0;& p. 275, Plctures and images of gaints rather
than of Christ were the more regular VWestern use, and, asg
Harnaock says, whereas in the East image-worahip grew out of
Christology, in the Vest 1t was a part of a system of mtgg-
cessors and helpers in need, GCf. Harnack, on. gi., P. 30%.

aoDQbﬂCh.uetﬂ' O .gl_t_o s Do 278.

Blipia., po. 276-80.
Bz;ia_j.'g' » Do 279,
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Within the entlre development of the Bastarn Church
there also remalns to be nentioned the place that Tradition ,
played in ths iife of the Church, The authority of
Tradition for the Orlental Christlan is reflected in the
concexrn thiat all parties pald in most every controversy and
counclil to the teachings of the Fathers of the Church. John
of' Damagous wns %o defend the adoration of plctures in a way
that was characterisilec of the epirit of Tradition when he
excelaimed That not to show reverence %to nlotures was o break

an Apostolic Tredltion and rupture the Church in Sehlsm.
Summary

Thus far it has been the attempt of the thesls %o
present a general desoription of the political, cultural,
scaleaizsstleal, dogmatie, and oultic origins of the East-
West Schism as these factors were %o culminate in the Icon-
oclastic Goniﬁroverey and finally effect complete schlsa
between the Oriental and Occidental Churchea of Chrlstendon,
We have seen how the Western Church, cathollc in its use of
Latin, conservative in theologlcal apegulatlon, and oppor’bune'
in geographical and politicsl location, wes %o develop along
esgentinlly orgenizational-eoclesiastical lines. As a de-
fender of Lraditional orthodox teaching, the authority of

83H011, on. gif., II, ¥#15.
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the Homen Church was to be augmented by the role she z2asumsd
in contestlng the various heresles which wers %0 character-
ize the early years of ths history of the Ghurcl;. Hen like
Leo, Uregory, and Agatho were to 1nriuence the 1life and
Tuture o this Chursh and leave a lasting impresz by thelr
aignirlcant manipulations in the varlous conciliar decisions,
in thelr diplomatic relationships with the invading peoples
of Europe,. and by thelr contrlbutlons to practiéal church
1life, %e have asen in general fashlon how ‘ahe hierarchical-
sacramnsntal structurs of the VWesiern Church was gradually
fixed, replacing the dsparted O0ld -Romen Emplre of the VWost
with an essentlally theocratic ecolésiastioal organization.
Therefore 4% appears poasibls to conclude that by the end of
the seventh ee‘ntury, just previous tc the Toonoclastic Con-
troversy, ths character of the Weatern Church was oriented
along Tired lines of exbernal crganizational desoriptilon.

Furthernore, wo have seen how the Lmperor in the
Byzantine Empire was to become inextricably involved in the
religious 1i7s of %he Emplrs, evolving ebout himself an aura
of divinity, exprossed not only in political. matters bus also
in eccleslastionl and dogmatioc aress, whlch was threatening

to disrupt ‘the pluce of the Church in the Empire. On ths

other hand, %he monks of the Eastern Church, exlisting asost-

loally apart from the common 1ife of the State, wers Go ex-
ercise o corrective influence over against the growing

caegsro-papistic inclinations of the varlous Emperors. In
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thelr appeal for freedom from interfsrence by the State the
monks were to look to Rome as the primus inter pares, not
only for reasons of theologleal orthodoxy, but alsc because
Rome presented an ldeal of the ecclesiastically free Church, l
exercising her authority apart from major interfersnce by
the State. Therefore it appears possible to conclude also
that by the end of the seventh century, Jjust previous to
the Iconoclastlic Controversy, there existed a pronounced
tenslon betwsen the Emperor and the Church, as the Church
was particularly represented by the monks. Thl‘s tension
appears to have exlsted chiefly bsoause the Emperor was the
Emperor with specific imperial prerogatives, and because as
Emperor he had political considerations of lmportance to the
preservation of the Empire which dictated his ecclesiastical
and dogmatic procedures. The opposition from the monks ap-
pears to find ite basis in reaction %o the heretical ten-
dencies of the Emperors, and in an attempt to extricate the
Church from imperiel suthority.

In dogmatic areas it has been the attempt to demonstrate
that the corresponding developments of the Eastern and West-
ern Churches progressed slong different channels. lie have
@een to = certain extent that the fundamental disparity of
language led to a consequent lack of communication batwee.n
the two areas. We have seen how the East was to remaln dis-

aatieﬁ.ea with the theologlcal decisions of Chalcedon, a.rt:.o-

; ulating in the following centuries doctrines concerning the
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nature of Ghrtgt vhich were particular to the problematics
of the East., The East was to fasten its attention on the
soterliologlical lmnlicatlions of the Incarnation. It appnears
plausible to project that the Vestern Church remainsed satis-
fied with the orthodox definition of Chalcedon, that in a
disrunted Weastern Europe its nrimary need was organization,
and that i% did not become involved in the problematics of
the Zast because it understeod salvation with a somevhat
different emphasis. It 1ls noteworthy that there was no
Caristological controversy in the West from the time of
Chalcedor to the Reformatlon.

In categoriss of cultic dimension we have seen how the
twe Churches wers unique in their reapective developmente.
The ingression of the symbol and the icon into the liturglecal
life of the L:astern' Church was to bs confizmed by Neoplatonic
thinking, vhich systematized and justified the exlstence of
the symbol and the icon in the Eastern Church. The mystery
of lcone "not mede with hands" was to find further develop-
ment in the history of the Church and was to be carried into
Christological areas. The Eastern 1iturglcal year was %o bas-
come fixed while the Western Church was to develop more
elastically in liturglosl areas, making oultural conceaslons
to the common practices existent in her territories. The
language of the Eastern rites, however, was %o remaln pri-
I;lﬂrily o matter of national or raclal preference, thus not

encouraging uniformity among the Eastern chmhes themsslvas.
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The VYest, preserving the uniform character of the Latin .
language, thereby cleo strengthened its organizational
position as the Catholic Church, 'I'h1‘zs it appears possible
to conclude that in dogmatic and ocultlic areas also there
arose differences ih development whlqh vere later to affect

the relntionship bstween the Eastern end the Western Church. -



CHAPTER IIX

SIGNIFICANCE OF THEZ ICONOCLASTIC CONTROVERSY

LIPS B Py S Raba L, ey diﬂl‘ifn"o‘l‘}J

FOR THY RAST-WEST SOHISH
General

The Iconoclastic Oontroversy appears to cover a period
of a 1i%tle over one hundred years, From the time of its
inception in 726 during the reign of Leo III (714-?!:-1).1 it
wag carrlied on with vartleular strsss by hls son Constantine
V (741-775), =2nd with lesser harshness slso 'by.Leo v (775~
780). After the iconophile interlude of Irene's reign (780-
802), nnd the consequent re-establishment of image worship
by the Zsventh Ecumenlcal Council' of 787, ending the first
phage of the controversy, iconoclasm again r'eturnsd. under
Leo V (813-820), Michael II (620-829), and Theophilous
(829-842), Finally, the lcons were to find a permanent
place in the cultic life of the Eastern Church under Theo-
philous' widow, Theodora, with the re-enactment of the ds-
cislons of the Seventh Fcumenical Council and the proclama-

tion of the Festival of Orthodoxy.

1on the dates of the firat proscriptions of lmages of.
Gerhert Ladner, "Origin and Significance of the Byzantine
Loonoolastic Oontroversy," Medleval St (New York:
8heed and Ward, 1940), II, 135, note 45.
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The faotors involved in thé Iconoclastic Controversy
appear complex. The controve}ay has been interpreted from
scodnl, economic, politleal, and religlous perspectivea, and
each has recelved a different emphasis in the various worke
‘ on thé-auhject. In the light of recent historiczl research,
hovever; i% zppears that aside from the included political,
social, and econonie factors involved in the controversy,
the particular issue inveolved within Byzantium was a relig-

ious one. George Florovsky has summarized the current

opinion:

Host ascholars nov recognize that the true problem
under 'iiscussion was specificzlly religious, and that
both partles were wrestling with real theological
problems. The Iconoclastic debate was not simply eoc-
cleslastical or ritualistic; 1%t was a doctrinal con-
troversy. GSome ultimats issuses of falth and bellief <
were ot stoke, It was a real struggle for "Orthodoxy.
. This new conclusion should not deny or minimize the
political and @oclal aspects of the conflict, But
these nenecta are to be viewed in proper perspective.
A1l doctrinal movemsnta in the Early Church (and pos-
gibly, all doctrinel and phllosophlc movenments) were,
in some sense, "politically involved" and had political
and social implications., . In the Iconoclastic conflict
the political strife itself had very definlte“theo:
loglcal connotatlion and the "Caesaro-papelisn" of the .
Toonoclastic emperors was itself & kind of theologlcal
doctrine,? : )

It appears to have been theologlcal considerations” which
motivated Kerl Schwarzlose to state that the impending act-

lons of the Iconoclastic emperors were the culminatlon of 2

e " Euseblus, and the Icono-
George Floroveky, "Origen, huseblus,
clastic Gogtroveray,“ éhggoh History, XIX (Juye, 1950),
7B-9, nasgim.
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long history of doubts as to the possibllity of harmonizing
a strict monotheism with the adoratlon of pictures.’ How
monothelstic oritlclem affected the iconoclastic policy of
Leo III is difficult to determine,’ but the eventual 1ssuance
of an iconoclastic conti'oversy apoears as & critical point
of reaction within the Byzantine Empire. The iconoclastic
program of Leo III apoears to have been directed as part of
a wider reform program for the purpose of recreating a
healthier Empire.s

If the immedlate motives of Leo III were political,
social, economic, and religlous reform, the consequent ef-
fects of the iconoclastic edlicts in the religlous sphere
were to have ultimate repercussions in all areas at home and
throughout the Empire. The importance of the lcon for
Byzantige religious 1ife has baen touched upon in the prev-
lous chepter. Uhy the lconoclastic edicts had rather drastic

36f. Karl Schwarslose, Der Bilderstreit (Gotha: Fried-
rich Andreas Perthes, 1890’, P. 37.

l".I_bLg. op. 38-=42, BSee also Ladner, 9oBD. git., pp. 129=-
3l,, Thls monotheistic oriticism may have taken the form es-
peclally of Jewish, Mohammedan, or Paullclan criticism. The
only definite conclusions that can be drawn in this respect
is that iconoolasm had its origins in the East, the chlef
protagonists were from the Eastern Aslatlc provinces of the
Empire; e.g. the lconoclastic Emperors and lconoclastilc
Bishops, and that the Nicene Council of 787 established a
causal connection between Judalsm, Mohammedanlsa, and the
Lconoglasts,

5£t. Charles Diehl in GQF;%g M History (New
York: The Hacmillen Company, 192%), iv, 1.
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results can be seen then by some of the.following faotora:
1. Ingofar as-the loonooclastic edict was directed against
the cultic use of lcons it wos directed also agalnat the
nonks who, beslde encouraging the use of the icon, wers de=-
pendent on the lcons for subsiatence. In fact, monasticlsn
itsell was Yo become a main target of the Iconoclasts as
will be seen later. 2. !loreover, because the monks played
such an important role in the cultic life of the people, the
monks' involvement in the controversy brought the icono-
clastlc struggle down to the level of the people, erea'.ting
a definlte antagonism between the Emperor and the peo:::le.6
3. The iconoclastic reaction found 1ts roots in the higher
classes of the clergy and soclety. For the people, the’
masees, who were instinctively faithful .to time-honored
traditions, the iconoclastic policies were only to further
their sympathies for the monkls and for '1eona.7 k, The
lconoclastic Emperors by progeribing images were %o run
counter to what was considered orthodox religious tradition,
and here they wers to meet the protracted opposition of the
Roman Pope, the dsfendor of orthodoxy, whose positlon in the
West had besen augmented by the '._].eaening pollitical powers

of the exarch of Ravenna,

621:. Schwarzlose, gp. git., D. 50
7cf. Diehl, Cambridge Modieval Historv, IV, 9.
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The immedlate conssquences of the proserintion of

images by Leo III are described hy Charles Diehl:

At Constantlnople, when ths people saw an officer, in
the execution of the imperial order, proceed to destroy
the image of Christ above the entrance to the Sacred
Palece, they broke out into a riot, in which several
were kllled and injured, and severe sentences neces-
garily followed. VWhen the newe spread into the »rov-
inces worse things happened. Greece and the Cuclades

¥ el e e T T R
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rose and nroclaimed a rival Emperor, who, with the sup=-
port of Agallianus, turmarch of the Helladlcs, marched
woon Constantinople, but the rebsl fleet was easlily
degtroyed by the imperial squadrona. In the West re-
sults were more important, Pope Gregory II was al-
reody, owing to his opposliticn to the flscal pollcy

of Leo III, on very bad terms with the government.

— Vhen the sdict agninst images arrived in Italy, there
was o universal rising in the peninsula in favor of the
Pops, who had boldly countered the lmperlal ordsr by
excommnicating the exarch and denouncing the heresy
(727). Venlice, Mavenna, the Pentapolis, Rome, and the
Campagns rose in revolt, massacred or drove out the
imperisl officers, and proclaimed new dukes; indsed,
matters went so far that the help of the Lombards was
invoked, and 2 plan was mooted of choosing a new En=
peror tosbe installed at Constantinople in the plece of
Leo III,

Further consequences of Leo's imperial polley was the
deposition of the Patriarch Germanos and the eppointment of
Anastesius to his place.? Leo also closed the schools and
suppressed their teaching ccncerning 1ma.ges.1° Gregory II,
Pope ot Rome, protested in two letters to Leo III dealing

81pad., ». 9. _
90f. Edwara J. Martin _&ﬂ_;gsgmg_tm;ngng&u&m
@Mﬁérgx (I%etr York: The Meomillan Co., 1923), D. 3%

10%-. p. 36.
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with a defence of lmagas and his offige.lt These two let-

tera of Uragory IL epvear to reflect that: 1., the use of
lmages was of & differsnt neture in the Vest; 2, the con-
cern of Cregory II.was p'r:l.nm.r.'n.ly‘ a cdneern for his poaition
&8 Pope; 3. Leo III manifested his casesaro-papistic in-
clinations,?? Cregory III, succsssor of Gregory 1I, vas
more artisulate in hie hostility to the Emperor, asnathema-
tizing the iconcclasts at a council in Rome in '?31.13 Ag
Edward Hertin has pointed out, Gregory III was to issue his
own colnage, signalizing thereby his temporal independence

from the Emperor and the Empire.l" Leo's reaction to the

ll.tlchx-.'arzloue. on. git,, »p. 55 1.

12_({'_1_'. Epich Caspar, "Papst Gregor II. und der Bilder-

strelt,” Zeitschrift mmmw (Stuttgert:
Verlag von ¥. Kohlhammer, 1933), Heft L. The letters of
Gregory II apoear authentlc in part, but in their content on

the dsf'ense of imagss rely on the previous correspondence
of the Patrisrch Cermanocs with Thomas of Claudiopolls, one
of' The Tirst iconoclastic bishops. The letters, while deal- ;1
ing with the matter of icons draw their chlef apologetic from
the foot that pletures in the West were used as devotional
‘reminders." The significant point of the letters appears

to bs found in the Pope's contestation of Leo's self appel-
ablon: desdess waé cipeds elué . The Pape responded on his
cown behalf: mwdlevess 7sov eﬁleqrmrwxa‘}y—;y%”” 7 4 “"',,?,“‘f“’
paess e D éxaner — modewcnov yorlpov 3oiy ov yers S
Caspar coﬁmaf’;. 42: -"Sle i1st hler entsprechend dsm ver-
schiedenen 3Bswelsgange nur auf einen anderen Gegensatz, :
Naemlich den der gelstlichen und weltlichen Gewalt, gewendet;
die Polemik i1st damit noch schaerfer, indem der Papst dles-
mal die Grenze nicht zwlschen 'uns !ienschen! ungl dem Hosher-~
er, scndern zwischen sich und dem Kalser zleht.

1

39_1;. Schwarzlose, op. git., D. 57.

Woe, Martin, op. gifi., D. 7B-
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policles of CGregory III was the detachment of Greek-speaking
Ualabrla, Sicily, Orete, and Wesstern Illyricum from Roman
Jurisdictlion, »laclng them under the surveillance of the
Patriarch of Congtantinonle.:d

Leo's aon, Oonstantine ¥, the arch-iconoclast, fur-
therad the program of hig fathor and carried i% to a final
extreme., He convened an Ecumenical Council at Hisrla in
754 at which an offlclal rendering of the Iccnoclastic doc-
trine culminated in a complete revocatlon of images and a
parallel persecutlon cf Tthose not followlng the decress of
the chncil.16 The imperial policy also included a re-
plaeame;qt of the sacrad art and images with_prorane unfig-
ured decorative art, If figured art was employed 1% derlved
1ts themstic waterizl from the cul® of thes Emeror.l?

Vherees Leso III had been pnrimarlly adverse to sacred

Ameges, Constantine V demonstrated a hostile attliiude to The

&'rtds appelation of the salnts and martyrs. He refused

the title of Horowos to the Virgin Hary and clalmed

15:"..,_;. ¥olter lorden, 2angttum und Bvzans (Serlin: B.
Behr's Verlag, 1903), p. 5.

169_:_{. Schwarzlose, go. git., D. 59.
17, Ladner, op, git., pp. 137 f£. The imperial

for the sc~
‘ecinege rlso substituted the imperial portralt f
custoned use of images of Christ and the Virgin Mary.
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that Chriat wae born s mere man as he waé.la The Council

of 754 was followed by dlrect persecution of the monastics,
and uany monks and nuns suffered martyrdom for the iconophile
cause. 'The monks and nuns were glven the cholce of marriage
or death, The monasteries and convents were turned into
arsenalis, stables, or barracks. >’ .

Constantine ¥ also made overtures to Pepin, king of the
Franks, sesking iconocolastic sympathies; and the council of
Gentilly {(767) aired the question but appears to have had
nc fundamentinl idea of the questlons actually involved 15
the use or the abolishment of imagea.zo Stephen 111, then
Pope of Rome, anathematized the iconoclagtlc council of 754
at the Lateran Council of 769, dsclaring the adoration of
Plcbures a plous duty.zl

Significant to considsr 1s the role that the Frankish
kingdom wes assuning in the West at this time. In the first

chepter of the thesis the growth of the Western powers was

1§§1; Georg Ostrogorsky, "Studien zur Geschichie des
byzantinischen Bilderstreites,” ﬂ;ggg;;gggg_Qgsg;gggngﬁﬁgg
{Brealau: . & X, Harous, 1929), Heft V, 33-38. 3ee aleo
Ladner, op. gifi., p. 142,

19§_§. Ladner_, 0D m., De. 141,

20¢e. Mertin, op. cit., pp. 80-l. It appears that this

can be saidfof the Weat 1n general as far es its attitudes

toward images was concerned, The lest derived its teachings

goneerning images chiefly from Gregory the Greal, and Greg-
ory's oong;rn ror‘ploturge rested more on practical consider-

ations than Tormal dootrinal definltlons.
21%-. p. 82,
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touched upon., ¥With the defeat of ths Moslems at the Battle
of Toura in 732, the Franks wers %o achieve aupremsoy in the
Weat. fregory III had friendly relatlons with Charles
Mertel. In 751 the exarchate of Ravenna, through which the
Eagtern Empercra governed Itely, fell to the Lombards. SPope
Stephen II detached himself from the Franks who in the meen-
time had defeated the Lombards, and accepted frox the vioctor-
lous Pepin lends formerly belonging to Byzanbtium, 22 Tne
NDonaticn of Papin thence forned the temporal domaln of the
Papacy (754). 1In 77k Charlemagne conflrmed the Denation of
Penin, =n action which szaled the Pops'da sympathies for the
West and affirmed the lack of existing hermonious relation-
shins batween Byzantium and the VYest,

With reference to the polltical and economic and soclal
reforns of the Iconcolaatlc Emperors it zppsars that dssplte
their dractic meacures in religlous categories, thelr de-
cisive defents of the loslems who wers threatening to bring
ebout ths collapse of Byzentium herself, and thelr jurudliclel
and social rsforms as embodled in the Ekloge of Leo III and
perhaps slso the wiess peapywos , appear Yo havs alayed
the impending threats of the Moslems and geve to the Byzan-
tine Empire a fresh impulse which lasted for gaveral hundred

22 Empire

Cf. Charles Diehl, Hi of the w
translated by George B. iv"‘as"ﬂ"fhmn York: O, L, Btechert &
co.' 19”5) De 61.
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yeara.a3 It 1s in the light of the Iconoolastic Emperors!
political and military and economic reforms that the per-
gecutlon of the monastics is bLetter understood. The vita

gontamnlitive of the ascetic wonastiocs ennervated and denleted

the State of some of its potential persomnel, vital for the
preservatlion of the State. At the same time the Church's

oo i TR e
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dumunity from taxation appreclably reduced the income of the
State. Also, within the sooclal framework of the Empire, the

authority that the monks exercised over the people in the use

of icons, educational institutions, and moral guldance, led
the Iconoclastic Emperors, whose primary oconcern was the
establishnent of an absolute military State, to carry thelr
refora programs tc the _monastios.zu ,

The brief reign of Leo IV (775-780), during which he
also followed the ioconoslastic pollicles of hls predecessors,
was followed by the interim rule of Irene. As regent for
her gon, Constantine VI, Irene brought about the Seventh
Ecumsnical Councll of 787, bringing to end the first phase
of the controversy. At the Council of 787 the “Pgeudo’-

Couneill of 75k was branded heratical and anathematized, the

230 . ibid. on the complete decadence which praceded
the Isa'u%ian Dynasty. The soclal, moral, intellectual, and
religlous level of the Empire had reached an extremely 18w
level, pp. 51-2. £See also Hartin, on. git., op. 5-1l. n
the religious abiigses of the images of. Diehl, Cambridge

lieddeva) Higtopy, IV, 9. .
2hge. Dienl, Cambridge Heddeval History, IV, 8.
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images vere re-established and more harmonious relation-
ships were agaln brought about with Rome. The ensuing
overturss and relationships with Rome in the person of Had-
rian I and with the Frankigh Kingdom in the peraon of
Charlenmagne appear to demonatrate that: 1. 'I'he) concern or.
Hadrisn was primarily with his temporal posltion. He wrote
%o Irene that he was eatlsfied with the decision of the
Council on images, but that 1f the Pgpal Patrimonles were.
not restored along with the dioceses of Southern ltaly and
Illyricum, he would not ccnsider Orthodoxy as revived in
the Bast.25 2. Charlemsgne, though at first conclliatory to
Constantinople, reflected a marked theologlcal hostility %o
the iconovhiles in the Libr) Carolinl. In fact, the hos-
tility of Charlemagne appearsd strong enough to find the
theology of ths Seveanth Ecumenloal Council almoat alwuaya
wrong. 26
- If in coclesiastioal realms Irene's re-sstablishment of
images was met with approval, snd even seen by some of the
monks as an approximation of the ideal of the freedom of the

Church from the State, hor actions in other areas appear tio

have weakened the position of the Byzantine Emplre. £he

25ge. artin, op. oit., pp. 90 and 223.

26 ; Ladner, "Der
. I1bld., pp. 224-8, BSee also Gerhart .
BAlderstreit und dle Kunst-leshren der byzantinischen und

aben Theologie," Zeitgohrift fuor K.mzs%-
M&nagggggum Vgrlég von ¥. Kohlhammer, 1931), Heft
I, 13, note 41. .
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overthrew dynastlc precedent by denosing her son. 27 During
her reign the Moslems were to threaten once more the shrink-
ing Bastern bounds of the Empire, and frene was to establish
peace with the licalems in 783 at a substantial losa to the
Empira.ze Also during Irens's reign an antiolimactic turn-
ing pecint was reached between the East and the Vest with
the crowning of Charlemagne as the Emperor of the Holy Roman
E;o:lra.29 At the same time the Pope was to cease looking to
Constantinople for ratification of his eleotlon, thus also
gevering the Western Church from any officlal relationships
with Ccnstantinople. 30 wpe Emperor Hichephorous pointed %o
this transsction as a defection of Rome from the Byzantine
Emplre.Sl

Irene wes deposed by Nichephorous who assumed o status
quo relationship to the questlon of 1mase_. His successor
Michael followed a similar procedure. With the ascenslon of
Leo V, the Armenian, however, loonoclasm was once more to
find a protagonist, On Easter of 815 he convoked a councll
which annulled the decisions of the Seventh Zcumenlcal

Council and reinstated the decreea of the Councill of Hierla

N
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. échwarzloae, op. git., Pp. 66.

Diehl, Higtory of the Byzantine Empire, pp. 62-3.
Norden, on. _q_:Lﬁ:, p. 4. ; :

. Cambridge Medieval Higtory, IV, 2u6.

Cf. Norden, op, Cik., Ps 5, note .
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of 754. 32 Succeeding Leo V, Hichael the Stammerer, who
carrled on correspondence with Lo_ula the Plous, and hls son
'i}'heophiiou pursued a similar program. 33 1In general terms,
however, it appears that the second nhase of the Iconoclastic
Controversy had neither the spirit nor the vioclence of tht:a
firat phase of the Gontroversy. Herdly had Theophllous dled
when his widow, Theodora, a friend of the iconcdules, saw
the fingl reinstatement of the images in the Church. The
Patriarch liethodlus convened another council at which the
Seventh Ecumeniogsl Council was reaffirmed and re-sstablished.
Both councile of 754 and 815 werc condemned. Thus February
19, 842 bvecame the day of the Feai:.‘l.va.l of Orthodoxy (7 Aymn}‘
795 Gpdodoscas ), assuring the final viotory of the icons
in the worship of the Church.3”

Political and Eccleslastioal

An eveluctlon of the political and ecolealastical im-
plications of the Oontroversy would appear to.damonstra.te
that the political and eccleslastlozl factors were inter-
twined with one another. The policles ?f the Iconoclastloc

Emperorse appear to have effected in these areas: 1. the

3221‘,. Schwarzlose, o9. git., pp. 71-2.

33¢e, Martin, on. elt., pp. 251-7, on the proceedings
of the E%unoil or'PE.'Fis (82':’.) which followed from the cor-
respondence of Kichael with Lewla.

bge, Schwarzlose, oD. git., pp. 73-5.
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lozs of The luperlal doninlons in Italy; 2. @he establish-
ment of the temporal domain of the papacy; 3. the separation
of the Ezstern and YVestern 0hurohes.35 These results avpear
deducible from the actions of the Popes vwho, za the repre-
sentatives of the Weatern Church, turned their eccleslastlcal
and political fortunes tc the ascending liestern powers of
the Fronkish kingdom. The actlon was confirmed by the
Pope's crowvnlng of Charlemagne in 800,

Within Byzantium herself the Iconoclaetle struggle ep-
pears te have become an igssue between the Church and ths Em-
peror. The oblectives ol the Empéror appear %o have bsen
primarily the foundation of an absolute milltary state with
the e¢ssential control in the hands of the Emperor who az both
"King and Priecst" controlled all constituent elements of the
I.-Ilu;::i.z:-e.'-'*6 The Church, as particularly represented by the
monks, had the objective of freeing herself from imperial
authority. John of Dammgcus and Theodore of Studion were the
twe monks who were 5o bear the burden of the 1ssue.3? In
their struggle for freedom they wers %o’ appeal to the Pope.
But, ae Hrich Caspar has shown, they appealed to the Fope on

35Aﬂ i*ia!'tln. 92. m.. pl 73'

%C‘f. Schwarzlose, op. git., p. 2kl.
37 vrief biographical sketch of both of these men can

be £ Karl Xrumbacher, Geschichte dog
L._L.;za.mi eound. 1?i-iu§:chen= c. H, *Heck'sche Verlﬂgﬁmﬂl:hafﬂ'-mg:
1697). dJohn of Damasous: pp. 69-70; Theodore o= S%udion:

op, 1h6-50,
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& conciliar basisd

Eg kommt hinzu, dass in einem wesentlichen Punkt der
Gedankengaenge belder (East and West as represented by
dohn of Damagcus end Graegory II.) nicht Harmonie
herrscht, naemlich in dem einen der Kontrastglileder.
Gregor Ll. stellt den Xelsern die pontifices gegen-
ueber, Johannes aber die Synoden oder (nach Bibsl-
zitaten) dle "Hirten und Lehrsr.”® Das ist dsr alte
Unterachled zwischen rosmlsch-paepstlichen und ausser-
rosmiacher, insbasondere orientalischer Kirchenthsorie.
Yieit entfernt slch zu decken, stehen dle beldsn Aeus-
serungen jede in ilhre eigensn Tradition. Wis Gragor II.
auf CGelasius I. und der peepstlichen Theorie fusst, so
kann man des Damascenus anticaesaropaplstische Synodal=-
theorie usber den Abt Maximus in 7. Jahrhundsrt auf

den Afriksner Ferrandus im 6. Jahrhundert zurusck-
verfolgen, bis sle dann in dle augustinigche Lshre von
daer Synode und der Au%gaga ginea einzelnen usber lDog-
nenfragen einnuendet,-

In adjudging the final ouscome of the contest between
Chureh: and State in Byzantium 1t seems That two answers can
be projected. In a sense, the Church did gain her freedom
from the State, for the victory of the images was ln essence
2 victory of the Church over the S5tate. That the Church did
not gain her freedom from the State appears from the later
history of the Byzantine Empirs in which the objeoctives of
the Emperors constantly included elements which ran counter
to the 1dsa of separation of Church and State. The Byzentine
Church oculd not extricate herself from the mixed tradition
which wag hera. Gerhert Ladner suggests that the actual con-

sequence of the Iconoclastic Uontroversy for Church-State

38@&59ar5 op. eit., ». 62,
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relationships in the Hast was a dAyarchy.’? This couid msan
that the Church, in the personage of such Patriarchs as
Photlus and iichael Cerularius, gained a signiflcant volce
in the affairs of the Empirs. At the sams time the later
abttenpiz ot union bBziuvcen the Hast and the Vest appear to
demonstrate ths pregervsd mixed character of Church and
Emplre in Syzantium, The later Hastern Emperors wishsd to
effect wnlon with the Vest for poiitlcal »sasons; namely,
oreservalion of the Ztale from the iloslems. The Bastern
Church alco was desiroua of union with the Vest, yet they
vere apprehensive and jealous of the West. The Popes, mean-
time, appear So have devaloped a type of "doubla-politie."""o
With political eyes cast toward the rlsing empires of the
West, they also cast religlious syss towards the LHast, and
when %the Vestern Church dealt with the Eastern Church it ap-

pears to haove had idens of ovsrpowering the influence of the

3 Ladner, "Origin and Significance of the Byzantine
Iconoclastic Controversy,' on. oifi., p. 142: “As the per-
secution of the imagess had been impliclfly and expliciftly a
versecution of the Church, the victory of the iconophlles

.meant also a great victory for the 3yzantine Church. It
has bsen sald with good reason that with the end of 1eono;
olasm Byzantine cnesaropaplsm was replaced by a dyarchy o
emperor and pabriarch.

Lo : als with a thorough
Gf, Horden, gp. git., The book deals w
explication of the 5%11“"31 and eucleuiaﬂtieﬂl‘po:l-%:%:al
vroblems involved in the various attempts of union een
the East and the Yest.




66

Bast as a Church X1

The nrotraocted schisms between East and Wesk during the
time of the Patwisrechs Photiﬁs (867) and Micheel Cerularius
(1051) angandered the hoetility which had develonsd hetween
Tast and ﬁest.uz The Crugadss, which in 2 sense enitonlzed
the temnoral objectives of the Pones, sivenr to have fur-
thered the growing hate of the Eastern peonles for the Uest,
The Fourth Crusade (1204) in which the East-Christian Con-
stantinople wea pillaged and sncked by the West-Christian
crusaders anpeare §o have ingralned this hate deep in ths
hearts of the Bastern Ghriatiana.u3 The later attemots at
unicn at the council of Lyon (127k) and the council of

Florence (1439) appear ae fleeting anticlimactic endesavors

”1g£,,;9;g., e 64, on the objectives of the First Cru-
Bade; s.g. "Von Bedsutung, und zwar der weittragandstan! ist
nur dieses: Dis Kreuzfehrer, man vergesse nicht: des LZrsten
Kreuzzugse, rufen hler den Papat herbei, nicht etwz in erster
Linie gegon die Tuerken und zur Fortsetzung der Krsuzfahrt
nach Jerusalem, sondern vielmshr, um unter selner Fuehrung
und gestustzt auf seine Autoritaet dle christlichen Haeretik-
er, vor asllem die Byzantiner, zu bekesempfen, sie abzuwebren,
in letzter Hineicht sie aber sich selbast und dem Papsttunm zu

unterwerfen, *

“2p. Dvornik in his Haztional Chu and &
Unlveragl (%satmineter: Dacre Press, 1945), pp. 48-50, pro-
Poses that the Patrisrch Photlus evolved a solution to the
Problen of the universal Church which has never been apprec-
dlatsd by Fast or Weat, The Byzantine eolutlon, as repraesented
by Photius, nllowa for the recognition of the Pope but =lso
#peaks for the autoencephalous Church as part of bha'un1Varsal
whole. What effected the Photlan Schilsm was Photius'! object-
lon %o the Popels claim of complete jurisdiction over the
Eastern Church. His opposition waa the Pope Nicholas I, :?e
first Pope %o forcefully cxpress the claims of the wedlev

papaoxici. 0 o :Ie!H: Hlstorx. !V. h15‘31.
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in the 1ight of the final capitulation of Constantinople

and the Byzantine Emnire in 1853 to the Turks,
Cultural

The cultural imolications of the Iconoclastic Contro-
versy for the Engt-West Schiem appear decildedly 11ﬁ1ted.
Ag mentioned 1n the first chapter of tha present thesils,
thers waa e dsecldsd laock of, communication bstween the East
and ths “est in this rasnsct. The actuui cultural signi-
ficonce o thae Iconoclasgtic Gontroversy for the East-lest
Sehlism anpears te have importance by imnlication and not by
definltlion;. this is to say, the West never understood the
theology of the Byzantine Iconoclastic Controversy. Insofar
as the Yest 41d no% comprshend the problems involved in the
question of imapges 1t did not see the Christological im-
Plications of the controversy ?or the Eagtern Church, nor
did it ses the significance of the confllct as a struggle
which deal% alsc with the problex of the relationship of
the Incarnation, the.Church, and theology, to culture and
ereaticn., The Incarnation, for the Eastern Urthodox iccnc~-
ohile, msde it neceseary for men to have and venerate ths
icon of Chriat. Or conversely, to do avay wlth images was
to cail into question the actuality of the Incarnation; for
;ince #0d had coms in the fle&h the Ohristian could adore

dlcturss as part of the "new creation in Christ.
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The vliaw of the VWest which saw inages only as devotion-
al reminders or educators of the 1lliterate saved the Vest
from the sengual abuses of the image which the %heories of
the "identity" and'"relativity“ of the image to the oroto-
type, of the East, led to in the common life of the people.’¥

It eppears aleo that for the East, worship, theology, :
and art met in the icon. The inner relationship of religlon
and art was only later developed in the %Weatern Roman
Catholic Church.™s

The Iconceclastio Controversy had ite effect in Eastern
culture, however, for the controversy by its encoqragement.
of prcfane art brought about an artlistlc orsativeness which

was to flover for several centuries. Within the Church the

Iconoclastic Controversy arrested the development of the

“”cf. Ladner, "Origin and Significance of the Byzantine

Iconoclastic Controversy," ov. git., ». 148.

45gr. Ladner, "Der Bilderstreit und die Kunst-Lehren
der byzantinischen und abendlsendischen Theologle," on. cit.,
D. 14! "Eine so lebhafte theorstische Ercerterung der be-
zlehungen zwiechen Relligion und Kunst wie bel den grieph—
iaschen Thecologen hat im Abendland washrend des ganzen Hittel-
alters usbsrhaupt nicht stattgefunden, geschwelge denn, :
dass Jens Fragen eine so gowaltige pollitische Auswirkung ge-
habt heetten wie im byzantinischen Reich. Dafuer haben hier
dle Xunstlehren eine langsame atetige heitergntwioklung ar-
fahren, waehrend in Byzanz seit Theodor von“atudion die
Theorie im wesentlichen unverasndert blieb.

It asoenrs to have bsen St. Thomas Aquinas who later A
saw the relationship of the Incarnation %o art when he state
fhat one of the three reasons for the use of pioturgs wis-
"Ut incarnationis mysterium et sanctorum exempla magls n19
menoria essent, dum quotidie oculis repraesenvantur,” D. .
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liturgical idea as it had progressed throughout the centuries
from early Chriastien symboliem, through the historical
gtyle, to the liturgical ldea whioh dirscted both the mind
and the eye of the worshiper to the contemplation of the
sacred nysterles. The restoration of the images, hnwevar,
once nore continued the process of uniting liturgy and art.
Dalton remarks:

The triumph of the venerators of images under Irene and
Theodora restored the union between liturgy and art.
From the second half of the ninth century the con-
cordance between the spoken word and its translation
into vislols form becomes more and more precise, until
in about one hundred years the final phase of Byzantine
lconography was established in all its essentlal
features,

Because the ioon retained the naturallem of Hellenis-
tle figure art, its form, with the added Christian fesling,
lent to the seacred figures a

majestic severity and slightly melanchollc beauty. This

transfiguration created perfect figures of tremendous

religlous earnestness and saintly lovellness; it in-
cluded a2 certain abstraction from nature, a certaln
schametizatlion; yet 1t never led to such a sovereign

and finally still more creative oontgmpt of naturalism
28 in early medieval occldental art.“?

Another regult of the Iconoclastic Controversy was the
hieratic or static form which the loconography of the East
finally essumed. This stabilizatlion of form was the direct

46 : (London:
0. M., Dalton ?xg%i e Art and Archeology
'5 ] De S.

Clarendon Prees, 190

u7Ladner, "Opigin and Significance of the Byzantine
Iconoclastlc Controversy," op. git., p. 147.
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consequence of th.a theology which surrounded the icon. Be-
cause the icon was %o repreaeﬁt a hlstorlical persgonage there
came into belng certaln steresotyped reoresentations which
permitted 11¢tle freedom to the artist as eoxecutor. The
ultinatea question of the_a icon wrs a historlicasl Guestion and
1% was the hisgtorical lmport of the icon which froze the
style and form of the 1oon.u8 SQulp:ture in the round dige-
apnearsd from the Eastern Church slso as a consequence of
the controversy. 5o the icon form was to be preserved to
the Tradition asnd cultic life of the Eastern Church. Fron
Byzantium it wes passed on to the embryonic Russian civil-

ization where it received added development and executlon.
Dogmatic

An overview of the dogmatic developments of the Icon-
oclastic Controversy would seem to demonstrate that in the-
ology alsc the controversy separated 1tself into two dis=-
tinct phases. The first phase, falling within the time from
the first iconoclastic edicts to the Seventh Ecumenical
Council, was primarily conoamed.. wlth ths problem of idol-
atry. The iconoclestic party which brought the charge of
ldolatry agalnst the iconophile party consisted of factions
including those who were opposed to any images as such and

those who, while accepting the devotional and educationzl

489_:. F]-UWVBRY. QP_O su.. Pe 92.
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uge of the pictu?es, were opposed to the adoration of the
pioturea.ug - The defense of the imagea during the first shase
of the controversy rested primarily with the writings of
John.of Damascus (ca, 700-750) who, while 1living cutside of
the Zmpirs under loslem rule, communicated in writing with
the lconccules of Byzantlum,

During the second nhose of the controvers& from the
time of thes lconoclastic revivel to the final establlishment
of imegse in &42 the issue of idolatry was mors or leas
eliminated and the probiem moved further into the area of
Christology. In this stage the apologetic for the defense
of icons was best reflected in the writings of the Theodcre
of Studicn (759-828) vho amplified in greater detall the
consilergticna of John of Lamescus.

The theclogy cf both thé iconoclastic and lconophile
parties arose out of controversy. It aopesars that ths
lconoclastic emperors first issued their edlcts proscribing .
Amoges and then, to meet the consequent effects of their
actiona or to substantiate Tuture action against the limages,
developed a thsology es a type of platform on which to de-
fend thelr volicles., At the same time 1t appears that the

op. 9k TF. projects the possibllity that the frictlon with-
in the iconBclz{stic party and between the iconoclasts and
the iconophiles rests on different Neoplatonic strain: of
thinking ccncerning the corporeal world and consequently
between the valld and‘'invalid use of lmages.

“993, Schwarzlose, op. git., ». 80. Florovsky, on. cit.,
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loon was Tirst to find 1ts way into the Church and only
later, snecifically during the Igonoclastic Controversy,
did the iconophiles develop a fully articulated Chrizto-
logical defenss of icons. 0 '

The argunsnts of both parties were based egsentilally
on the same sources: 1. 01Q Testament, 2. liew Teatament,
3. Tradition, 4, Speculation. In their defense of images
ths iconophiles were also %o refer to the place of lmages
in the Church oun the baasla of thelr use, and to the power
of the icons over demons, ' -It apoears that the chilef
probloug invelved were: 1. What is an image, and in con-
nectlon with this question, were the iconophliles gullty of
ldolatry? 2. Did the use of images in the iconcphile sense
of the word vliolate the Chalcedonlan formulations concern=-
ing the naturass and person of Christ? 3. iere the refer-
ences %o Tradition on the part of elther party authentic?I2

Une of the baslc problems involved in the Iconoeclastlo

Controversy was the problem concerning what an image (&/wen

5oﬂstrogorsky, on the basis of newly discoversd manus-

cripts, arguss that before the seventh century there were
no Christolegical argunents for images. He cites sspecilally
ths apologetic of Leontius of Cyprus, a defender of images
gaalnst dewigh eriticisg in the sevenngcﬁgtury.n g%;ynaa

strogors OR. . However, see & rman H, | A
“Icons ﬁaggée“%bdﬁégiasm.“ Harvapd Theolomiozl Hoview, XLIV
(April, 1951), 93-106.

515ohharzlose ] ntains the most thorough
y ), OD. git., co
Dreasentation cf thé various éapects of the controversy.

52ge, Martin, ov. git., p. 112.
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is. In answer to this gueation it is Ceorg Ostrogorsky's
supposition that one of the fundamental points of misunder-
standing betwaeen the two vartiles was the enlstemologlcal
problei: reslated to = provsr definition of what an lmage was
and vhat 1%s functlicn consisted of. While Ostrogorsky's
"oriental~-magical® interoretatlion has been cuestioned, the
fact that the lconoclastas and iconophiles did not agree on
the definiticn and function of the imaze still appesars to
remain Tundamental for an understanding of the controversy.53

It annears that for the iconcclast the lmage always re=-
mained on imange in the simple sense of the word for the
Zastern mentality. The iconoclasts saw no degree of dif-
ference between the ilcon and the subject represented by
the icon: Y,..ein wahres Bild mit dem Gegenstand, den es
darstellt, weeengleich zu sein hat (...é&/ ewdds gavovrioy

avryy (s¢. eduove ebvat 70 ekoveSopéver ). w5 e iconophiles,

53Ostro~ors- ‘g "oriental-magical" interpretation rests
on ths balle? thh%, becauge of the powerful influsnce of the
Arablc, oslem and Semitic cultures during the seventh, i
eighth, and ninth centuries on East-Medlterranean araas, une
cons=quent view of images from a Semitic viewpoint, nawely,
%that between the image and the subject repregented there 1s
no different, influsnced also Christian thinking. Cf. o
Ustrogorsky, on. git., op. 5 =60, This 1ntanpretationL ;
eriticized by Ladner, "Der Bilderstreit und dis Kuﬁst- ehren
dier byzantiniechen und abendlaendischen Theologle.tﬁgg,ﬁﬁég.,
P. 6, note 20. Florovsky, op. cit., ». 83, feelst the
differences aid exist, but that they are to be 12 erpz;
as frictions existing within Neoplatonlsm and not on the
basis of Oatrogorsky's internretatlon completely.

5u08tragorsky, o0, _9;3_-. Pe b1,
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however, drew o flne dlstinction between the imaze and %the
subject the lmage reopresented. The different oconceptions of
the two partiocs 1s raflscoted in their contrasted views of
the Bucharlst. For the iconoclast the only posslble image
of Chrlst was the Eucharist. For the lconophlles the
Bucharlst was not an 1maqa in their sense of the term pra-
cisgly bacause 1t was & case of absolute 1dept1ty oetween
the lmagze and the subjlect ropreaented.55 For the lconoclast
the relationship of the archetype to the thing represented
WAS guoodecAy  or 7RIy . The iconophile, on the
other hand, sharoly distinguished the relationshlp exiating
between the Archetype and the image as a relatlonship
which exlsted c}u:'aa/q, , &7’ g.dot'a!ﬂv .56 Tne 1con is
the bearer of the prototype by a relative relationshin, not
by =bsolute ilentity. This idea is borne cut by John of
Damagcue and Theodore of Studion in several different ways:
The image cdoes not portray the subject represented accord-
ing to its essence ( &7 £4r& sdrcar ) out portrays a re-
lationshiy w7z 70 5'?0/# or MaTi lzna',r/’l"ﬂ/ =
1t is because the picture represents the prototype in re-
lative faghion that the honor payed to the lmage pasaes to

ths prototyne. Because the ilconocleats only saw an

55Ib1d... p. ‘I'z..
5601‘. Schwarzlose, on. cit., p. 179. See also

Ostrogorsky, on. glt., pP.
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absolute identity betwssn the subject represented and the
gubject 1itself they could and did bring up the charge of
ldolatry agninst the worehipers of images.S57

It appearg that for this same rsason, namely, that
between the image and the prototyve or archstype there ex-
isted an absolute ldentlty, that the iconoclasts brought the
contiroversy into Chriztologlcal areas also. Because 1t was
impossible to denlect the true nature of the ascended Lord
vith material stuff the lconophiles became gullty of two
heresles which had been condemned at Chelcedon. If the
iconcphile made images of Christ they either so ssparated
the Divine and human naturss of the person of Christ that
they fell into the Nestorian heresy which so emphasized the
humanity of Christ that the unity of Christ's person was
threatened., Because ths iconophiles falsely nortrayed
Christ in their images they dislocated the unity of Christ's
perscn and thereby introduced a fourth person into the .
Trinity, for the ascended Lord in His full glory cannot be
circumscribed (;rf/,}-/zfy' ) by material stuff. For the
same resson, the iconoclasts charged, the iconoculss are
guilty of Honophyaltism. To circumscribe God who }s not

circumseribable wes to so unite the two natures of Christ

579;; Schwarzlose, op. cit., »p. 99 ff. Ses also
Ustrogorsky, on. git., p. 45.
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that the Delity of the ascended Lord was violeted.58

It wae Theodors of Studion, fdllcwlng in the path of
John of Uanasous who attempted to meet this Christological
question. Relying chlefly on Neoplatonie thinking as it was
varticularly snunclated in the writings of Plonyslue the
Areopogite and John of Damasuc, Theodore amplified mors fully
the implications of the hierarchical structure of ths uni-
verse as it passed from the lncomprehensible God to God's
immanencs in created things. He particularly fascinated on
the possibilitles of the 7epeppepy , artioulating the
potentlialities of the circumscription of the Incarnate
Christ in highly developed form,3?

The remson why Christ could bs deplcted in artistic
form was bzoause the whole structurs of the unlverse was a
structure of images and prototypes: Chriet as the imzges of
the Fathsr, men as the image of God, 014 Teatament events
a8 prototypes of New Testauent, ths'qrdepnpaof or ldeas as
prototypes in God of the thinge, and lcons a8 images of

Christ and the saints.éo Theodore of Studion's garticular

58r. o ors ov. oit., D..17; Schwarzlose, OD.
git, , p"f'i';G;sf.zgﬁe:,qérﬁm and Significance of the Byzantine
Iconoclastic Controversy," op. git., P. 135. .

59¢s. Ostrogorsy, op. cif., D. 45; Schwarzloss, od. git.,
Po. 17ﬂr?%.;sL;gggr,yﬁd;Iéin and Signlfiocance of ths dyzantine
Lconoclastic Controversy,® op. cit., D. 143.

60 175; Ladnsr, "Der Blld-
Cf. Sechwarzlose, op. oit., D. 2i ’ =
erstreit and die Kunst-Lehren der byzantinischen und abend
laendischen Theologie," op. Sils, P- 9.
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contribution %o the entire system was the formulation that
between the rrfo-vm'rmvw and the eEwewv there existed a
relationshin by the very nature of the creative involve-
ment ( dsgasc ) of the prototype in the image which was
2 necesaary relationhip.61 -The relationship between the
two, as far asz the material stuff of the image ia concerned,
is not an absolute relationship. On the other hand, the
only thing that separates the image from ths prototyns is
the material aubstance of the 1muge.6’?' The image 1s the
necessary oubgrowth of the nrototyne, to be compared to the
shadow which the human figure casts, to the impression of a
seal. The nrototype includes ivs image potentially. But
because thers is a dlstinctlion batween the material stuff of
the image, the relationship of identity to the prototype,
and the sssence of the prototype itself, the Christian who
worships lmagss, worships lmages Wﬂt’ﬂ"?ﬂ-“ Tes Ay and
not zwosrksvyrs Aerpevrewyy  vhich only bslongs %o God in
his true ensat’:ce.63
The relative identity of the image to the prototype

A#7A 78 Fvome  or according to the person (axd’ z7or7zstv )

61lgr. Ladner, "Origin and Significance of the Byzantine
Iconoclestic Controversy," on. gifi., ». 145.

629_1:. Schwarzlose, ov. glifi., p. 18k.

631nia., p. 183.
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necssaarily stabilized the form of the icon.5% The edewes
&yeqpomoiyroc  with thelr historical implicafions, as seen
in the second chapter of the present thesgls, involved them-
selves very neabtly with the iconophils dooctrine of Theodore
of Studlon, for tha "lcons not mads with hands" dld preserve
a stnbla form and dld clalm a date of origin eontempofary
with Apoastolic times. Thus the preservation of the relatlve
ldentity of the oprototyne and the imsge was grounded on &
"historical basis also.65

The argunents of the iconophiles centered chiefly on
the significance of the Incarnation, however. "The Incarna-
tien gives us the right to image representation."66 Christ
.@1d not come only in the form of a man'(é;éx@Viaﬁﬁuilﬂv )

but He came as & man wer’ obrikv - .67 Because Christ came

6“3:; Ledner, "Origin and Significance of the Byzantlne
Ieconocinstia Controversy," ou. cit., po. 1l46-7. See also
Schwarzlose, go. cit., p. 186.

65Florovsb oo, cilt., op. 92-3 conslders the question
of the hiatoriégi EEEdE_Ehé final question in controversy in
the entirs Iconoclestic conflict. "The Iconoclasm was not
Just an indiscriminate rejection of any art...Yet, in the
mein, it was rather a resistance to one spen%al k}n& of_
religious art, namely the icon-painting, en ‘loon beiﬂg“&
representatlon of a true historical person, ?a it our o%
or a salnt. Lte birthplace was probably in Syria, and ils
dlstinctive mark was, as Louls Brehier put 1t recenfly, 'la
recherchs nalve de ls verite historique! - a spsclal em-
phasiz on historlc truth," nasaim.

66John of Damesscus as quobted by Schwarzlose, opn. cit.,
n, 188,

671bid., p. 189.
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ag a man all of the material world is capable of artistiec
clrcumscription ( M&Pf]/lfa' ).68 Particularly Christ Him-
self can be palnted bscause He was a Wan, since whosver can-
not b= portrayed in imnges 1s no man., For this reason also
the historical Yesus is capable of representatlon.69 If one
denies the possibllity of the 1/79-/4:’7’ , the humanity
of Christ is placed in question, for Christ was indeed the
#efodr Fvlpwiros 70 1o deny the possibilities of the
circumsorintion of Jdesus was to fall into the error of the
Jews who had no Inocarnation, or to fall into the heresies of
the Hanicheans or Valentiniens and claim that Chrlst came
only & dowgerec axl pavravie  JT:

The imzge, because it does not relate itaslf by aub-
stance to the archetypve, and is only a relationship év o/'ara'l
AEETe K&l TH7geeare , 18 necessary. Vho denies the use of
imnges denies the full significance of the Incarnatlon, of
the Word become flash, and thersby questions the validity of
the a:’law/atﬁ 72 2’/11-775 72

In genaral it appears that the jconoclastic arguments

were essentinlly of a simple nature and lacked the complexity

681114, , p. 190.
691bia., ». 191
70Ibia., on. 195-6.
PInig., p. 199.
721v34., p. 200.
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of formulation that the iconophile doctrine possessed. This
8implicity of the lconoclasts was the source of their strength
and weakness.’> In their argunents from Scripture both
parties clted passages favorable to theilr own position=.7u
The references %o Tradition on the part of both parties was
in general rather indlseriminate and uncritical.?S On the
other hend, both partles had ample witness on either side to
substantliate either the use or disuse of art and symbols-76
The added arguments of the loonophilss from pedagoglcal and
devotional use, from the vower of the images over demons, and

from the "unwritten tradltion? buttressed the persuasivensas

771pid., pp. 76-101, "Partel und System der Bilder-
Telnde.,’

The arguments of the iconoclasts from Scripture wers
based chlefly on those passages (John 14:9; 2 Cor. 5i7; 2
Cor. 5:16) which attempt to say that the Chriatlan lives by
falth and not by sight. However, developed as the formula-
tions of ths iconophiles were, another satrong argument of
the iconoclasts rested on their protestation that the common
psople could draw no difference between the worshlp offered
to images and the worship offered to God alone.

79;3;1,. pp. 126=42, "Die Théologle der Bilderfreunds. "
The arguments of the iconophiles from doripture appears

to have rssted primarily on those passages (Heb. 1:1; Gal.
3125; Matt. 22:16-21) which when liberally interpreted allow
for a more genersl application of their implicatilons.

750f. Hartin, ov. cit., p. 133.
769;. Ledner, "Der Bilderatreit und dls Kunst-Lehren

der byzantinischen und abendlaendischen Theologle," oo, gif.,

ps 1. 0Of. Schwarzlose, gp. git., ch. 1, “Enstehung und
Gosohickte der Bilder.! See also H, Richard Niebuhr, Chrigh

and Culture (New York: Harper end Brothers, 1951).
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of their apologatic.’r

The dogmatic lmplicatlone of the Iccnoclastic Con-
troversy for the Eastern Church is perhaps found in the fact
that ths controversy brought to a point the tensions ex-
1sting Debween ths Emperor and the monks. For while most of
the lconcelastic nolicy of ths Byzantine Empercors may have
been reflected in nolitlcal areas, the attestatlion of the
iconoclastic councile of 754 and 815 to the ‘person of the
Em_aercr,'fs the arch-lconoclast Emperor Constantine's denlal
of the Forones , his replacement of the sacred lcons with
the promulgation of the cult of the imperial portralt, and
his monnstic versecuftions, sppear to demonstrate that There
wers alac theological inferences to be drawn from the
actions and policies of the lconoclastlc emperors. 'Phe idea
wns suggested by Kerl Schwarzlose when he suggested that one
of ths maln factors involved in the Iconoclastic Gont.roversy
was the struggle of the Eastern Orthodox Church for her free-
dom (Freiheit) from the cacsaropapism of the Byzantine Em-
verors.”’ Since the time that Schwarzloge wrote his study
of the veriod, however, the antithesls between the Church as
representsd by the Orthodox monks, and the iconoclastlc Em=-

Derors has been more sharply drawn. This has led the

77gf, Schwarzlose, op. oit., pP. 1U2-7h.
78&1‘_. Ostrogorsky, on. git., P. 29.
79$chw.-:.rzlose, op. ait., pP. 265.
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Benedictine nun, CGorhart Ladner, to affirm: "...lconoelasn
was but an outgrowih of the cassaropaplstic theory and
prectice of the State."80 Lodner has arrived et this con-
clusion ‘meausé in her words:
«ss e truth is that iconocclasm was from its bsgin-
ning an attack upon the visible representetion of the
Civitas el on this earth. Hot only bzczuse the images
had suen an imortant place in the Byzantine Church,
theologically and liturglically, that an attack agalnst
then was loso facto an attack against the Church hut
nlso gbill more bacenss...the emperors showsd unalstak-
ably that even in maintaining the beliaf in the suprems,
aunarnatural governmsut of Christ, they did not wilsh %o
vernlt on this earth any othar but thelr own luage o
mors axactly the imegery of thelr own imperial natural
world, O
Counled with the struglle of ths Church for lts f'rae-
dom was the davelopment of its own unique theology (Eigen-
art) ani cultus as raflected in the Urthodox Christology
surrcunding the 1oon.82 The West, as already suggested in
the section treating the cultural lmplicaticns of The Icon=-
oclastlec Uonfroversy for the East-iest Schism, could not
follow the actual arguments of the iconophils doctrine. Thils
15 demcnstrefed partioularly in the Libei Carolini which,

aglde from the politlcal antagonisms involved, showed no

sniadner. #Opigin and Slgnificance of the Byzantine
Ieonoclastic Centroversy," on. cit., D. 140.

sll'QL"l- s e 134,
8‘?‘_(22. Schwarzlose, oo. eil., P. 266,
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sympathy for the iccnophile position.83 In matters of tho-
ology the Fopz stood between the lconoclastic sympathies of
the Franke and Phe lconophlle pos'ltion of ths Eastsrn Ortho-
dox. The Popes, rscelving their esgential teachings con-
cerning images from Gregory the Great, nsver really saw the
Christologlenl impllications of imagss for the Incarnation,
The Fopes' concerns in relatlonzhip to the ceatroversy in
gsneral was a concern for his scclesiaatlcal offlce and
natrimonize.

The Iconoclastic Controveray brought to what might bLs
tormed & Tinol woint in the Chrlstologlical significance of
the Incarnation ne it found expression in the concern for
images "not mnde wilth hands.® One sens‘es throughout the
presentation of the iconophile defense of lmages a profound

L 4 ’ 3 2 s "]
appreciction of the words: U Awé o Ages odpf &évero .

&3 3 ] LBt lasm and the
JQf. Martin, on, ecit., ch. 13 conoc

Franks - Charles ‘I':hﬁix-aat,"' for a _fzr"asente.tlon of thelr re=-
zctions to the Seventh Ecumenical Councll.



CHAPTER IV
CONCLUSION

1% has been ths tosk of the thesis to trace the resvect-
ive origing and developments of the East-YWest Schlsm 25 they
were to culminate in the' Iconoclastlic Controversy and finale-
ly result in complete schism betwesn the Oriental and Oc-
cidentel Churches. An attenot has been made to demonstrats
that from earliea® times, and particularly from the time of
Conegtantine the Great, the two Churches developed more or
lees lndigenously because of geographical, politicel,
cultural, ecclaeslastical, dogmatic, and cultic differences.
The Aifferences bahween the two arsae crystallized with the
pagsing centuries and wers brought to a decisive polint
during the Iconoclastic Controversy.

It aopears that 1% can be concluded that there wers
four factors involved in ths controversy itself: 1. the
monks who defended the Orthodox position concerning lmeges
and contested for the freedom of the Byzentine Church; 2. the
Byzantine iconoela%tic Emperors who as bearers of the
caesarcpspiatic idesz wished to strengthen thelr positlons
as Emperors within the Empire; 3. the Popes who wers organ=
izationally and ecclesiastically concerned for the universal

position of the Letin Ghurch and for thelr own speciflic

position within the Ohrlstian Church; 4. the Franks who
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vere ascending in nolltlecal suoremacy in thé West and thus
became o rilval smpire of the Eastern Roman Emnire.

L% has heen shown that the monks galned their objscth-
ives in the dogmatic and cultlc contest for imeges and also,
to 2 great sxbent, gained the freedom for the Church Irom
-ths cagsarcvanism of the Byzantine lconoclastic Emperors.
"Ik haa baen proposed that the caesaropaplstic and icono-
clastic policles of the Byzantina lconoclastic Emperors re-
sulted in the nolitical aseverance of Italy from the Empire,
tne Tounding of the temporal domain of the Pope, and the
Bagt-West Schism, It has been suggested that the VWestern
Church in the person of the Pope, turned its back on the
Eastern sections of the Empire, perhaps necessarily, and
cast its Tortune with its own future potentilalities and with
the rising Frankish Xingdom of the West. It has bsen pro-
pounded that the Franks took over the political hegemony of
the VWeat, that they damoqst..rated a marked theologlcal hos-
t11ity to $he Enst, end that they finally became the Holy
Roman Empire. The process ‘was completed with the orownlng
of Chariemagno in 800. : :

Therefors, it anpears poselble to conclude on the
basls of the materials availablé that the Iconoclastic Con-
troversy hsd definite implications for the schism between
lastern and Western Christendom.

The history of ths period ls g%111 in process.. Ferhaps

another generation will see more clearly the lnclusive A
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portance of the contiroversy for the hiatory of the Church,
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