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The Biılateral Dıalogues of the
TriNOdOoxX Church

TODIiIems arısıng Irom the Reception of eır Agreed Statements“

by Georges LTsetsis, (GrJeneva

Introduction

Orıiginating firom the gree word »dialogos«‚ IC 1s made UD of the preposıtıon »d1a«
through, Dy) and the 110UM »10208« WOT! peach), 1alogue denotes the artıculate and
meanıngful cConversatıon between [WO PDCISONS, who Dy of words seek under-
stand each other. The nature of lalogue greatly depends from the intentions of those
who CHNSALC In 1t. {Ihus there 1S »dıalogue of cCcommunicat1ıon«, takıng place between
[WO PCISONS SIOUDS havıng dıfferent perceptions of theır beliefs, wıth the ultımate aım

obtaın mutual agreement. But there 15 also »dıalogue of COMMUN1ON«, PICSUDDOS-
ıng COTLLLNON opınıon of the conversing partners, 16 nables them artıculate
agreed perception of truth

Cal be sald that the ]later: dialogues the Orthodox Church undertook wıth varıety
of s1ıster urcnes from the ast and the West In the last T YCAalS, a1m precısely al the
creation, hrough »dıalogue of cCommunIication«, of better understandıng between
urches, In order achleve eventually the 1sıble unıty of hrıstendom, In ONMNC 1}
and In ONEC eucharıstic fellowshıp, hrough »dıalogue of COMMUN1ON«.

The 1T Panorthodox Preconcıilıar Conference of 9086 artıculated in the clearest
poss1ıble WdYy the Cc4asSsons which prompte the Orthodox Church em In theologıca.
discussions wıth the non-Orthodox urches and Denominations. » [he Orthodox
Church«, the Conference sald, »recogn1ızes the real ex1istence of al Christian Urcnes
and Confessions. At the Samle time, she beheves that her relatıons wıth these urchnes
and Confessions mMust be ase| upDOonNn the clarıfıcatıon, d quickly and objectively dAS DOS-
S1  e7 of the ecclesiologıc question and, particularly, of 1SSUES concerning theıir teachıng
about Ssacraments, 24 priesthoo and apostolıc succession.«!

15 prec1isely In thıs spiırıt that the TINOdOX Church, the basıs of Panorthodox
dec1ision taken ın 1961 (Fırst anorthodox Conference of Rhodos), inaugurated ın the
/U's and SÜU's theological dialogues wıth the Orıental TINOCdOX urches, the Roman
Catholic Church, the Anglıcan Communi10on, the Old Catholic Church, the Lutheran

aper presented {O the »Sıxth Forum Bılateral Dıialogues«, held the Ecumenıical Institute of Bossey,
a October 1994, under the general theme » Ihe PDIOCCSS of respondıng and rece1ving the insıghts of CCU-

enıcal dıalogues«.
Episkepsis 17, N0 369 (15.12.1986)
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OTL Federation and the Or Allıance of Reformed urches, el che started SOMIC

prelımınary theologıca Conversatlions wıth the or etiN0OdIsS Councıl and che 18 about
explore possı1ıbılıties of conversing wıth the Baptıst Or 1ance
Ihe above dıalogues dIiC conducted wıth varyıng degree of SUCCC>SS, accordıng the

CIrcumstances and theır hıstorical context. Some of them a1m al the mutual acquaIın-
and better understandıng of the eology, 1ıfe and wıtness of urches havıng

partiıcular hıstorıical ınk Others, especlally those conducted In 0Ca evel, seek COODCIA-
t10n and COININON actıon in the resolving of pastoral problems, dAS they arıse In the day
day ıfe and wı1tness of the urches, in g1ven 0Ca cContext. 111e others pomt the
restoration of the full un1ıon of those urches, 1C. OMICC constituted the One undı1-
V1 Church, but in the COUTSC of h1sStory, OUuUnN!| themselves alıenated and separated. In
thıs last CategorYy belong, ou the dıalogues of the Orthodox wıth the oman
atholıc and the Oriental Orthodox urches And 1t COU be sa1d that these dıalogues,
from dıfferent ecclesiologıcal and hıstorical perspective, ave the Sda11le importance dASs

the dialogues of the Roman Catholıc Church, wıth the nglıcan, Lutheran and Reformed
urches, o1ven the fact that these urches, untıl the 16th CENLUTY, WCIC integral part of
the Western Church, but they WeTC separated from her In the aftermath of the Reforma-
t1o0n.

The present of the hilaterals 0} the YTINOdOX Church

The Orthodox/Orienta TINOdOX Lalozue
Although the Orthodox and the Orilental Orthodox urches belong the Sa11le

and In INan y have tradıtion, paradoxically thıs 1alogue 1s ON of the
MOST recent ONCS The Joint TiNO0doxX and rJ]enfta)| TiINOdOX T heologıca Commis-
sS1o0N had ıts first OTTIC1A. plenary meeting only ıIn December 1985, in Chambesy,
(Geneva), and worked Out the methodology, A ell dAS the agenda of the 1alogue. Quite
natur:  V, Christology and eccles1010g2y WEeTC chosen dS the maın objectives of thıs dıa-
ogue The second plenary of thıs Commissı1on met In June 1989 al mba Bıshoy ONnas-
tery in Z2yp and elaborated first text the christologic ogma and NOM1-
nated sub-Commiuittee deal wıth pastoral 1SSUeES, the urches oday facıng,
1cularly ın the 1ddle ast reg10n. The 1T! and decis1ive plenary of the Commiss1ıon
met agaln in Chambesy, In September 1990, and reviewed {[WO reports, theological
and pastoral CONCETNS. (n the basıs of the mba Bıshoy document, the Chambesy ple-
NaLYy, unanımously eclared that both Church tradıtions, though they MaYy have used
christologıica. terms In dıfferent WAaYS, »have Wways oyally maılntaiıned the Sd11llec authen-
t1ic Orthodox C  1stologıcal faıth and the unbroken continulty of the Apostolıic Tradıtion«.
It further stated that »Th1is faıth and CONUNUOUS OYy the Apostolıc Tadı-
tıon, cshould be the basıs of unıty and COomMMuUNI1ON between Orthodox and Orjental rtho-
dOoX«. Consequently the Joint Commissıion recommended the ıftıng of the mutual CON-
demnatıons and the anathemas, pronounced in the cContext of the ou Ecumenical
Councıl of Chalcedon
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er ımportant Step In thıs lalogue, constituted the meeting of the Joint OMMI1IS-
S10N in November 993 al Chambesy, IC the basıs of the 9089 and 1990 Agreed
Statements, worked Out proposals the ıftıng of the anathemas and restoring full
communı10n between Eastern and Oriental Orthodox urches, og1ven the fact that the [WO

parties »have always loyally maıntaıned the Sa1lle authentic Orthodox @  istolog1ıc
doctrine and the unbroken continulty of the Apostolıc Iradıtion«.

According the Joint Commission » ıftıng of the anathemas should be made
unanımously and sımultaneously Dy the eal of the respective sıdes, hrough the S1gN-
ıng Oof approprliate eccles1iastical Act, the Content of HS ll nclude acknowledge-
ment fIirom each sıde that the other 15 Orthodox In all reSPECLIS«, and ıt should

»a) that the restoration of full cCommunı10n for both sıdes 1S be ımmediıately imple-
mented;:

that past condemnatıon, Synodıc OT personal, agalnst each other 15 applıcable
an Yy INO:

that lıst of ıptychs of the eal of urches be agreed uDON and used ı1turg1-
cally;

that lıturgical commıttee be appoıinted Dy both Ss1des in order examıne the lıtur-
91Ca implications arısıng from the restoration of COomMmMuUN1ON and PIODOSC approprliate
forms of concelebratıion;

the matters relatıng eccles1iastical Jurisdiction be worked Out by the ocal urches
accordıing canoniıcal principles«*.

No ou the CONSCHNSUS achleved In this 1alogue 15 remarkable indeed It cshould be
admıtted, however, that In reachıing apıdly theological CO  CC, p  1cularly the
christological doctrine, the Joint Commıissıon Was reatly helped Dy the indıngs of the
nformal conversatl1ons, theolog1ans of the [WO tradıtions had 1n Aarhus (1964) Bristol
(1967), Geneva (1970) and 18 (19/2) hrough the g00d ervices of Faıth and
er

The Orthodox/Roman Aatholıc ialogue
Thıs 1alogue Was inaugurated In 980 1n atmos.  odos wıth opes and C=-

atı1ons. Among 1ts maJor achtievements Was the adoption of Jomit documents »
ystery of the Church and of Eucharist, in the 1g of the ystery of the Holy Irınıty«,
» acraments and the nıty of the Church« and » Ihe Sacrament of ordına-

ti1on in the sacramental SITrUCLUTE of the Church« Thıs artıcular (eXT contaıned chapters
about >Christ and the Holy Spirıt«, »Priesthood in the dıvıne CCONOMMLY of Salvatıon«,
» minıstry of the Bıshop, the Presbyter and the Deacon« and » Apostolıc SUCCES-
S10N«.

Unfortunately, after the reSUTSCNCC of the Umate problem in Central and Eastern
Europe, the Joint International Commissı1ıon, both in ıts Valamo (1988) and Freising
(1990) plenarıes, Was compelled deal extens1ively wıth thıs partıcular 1Ssue. In ıts TEe1-
sıng plenary, the Commiss1ıon cons1ıdered Uniatism d urgent roblem, »10 be treated

Episkepsis 24, N 498 (30.1 1.1993)
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wıth pr10rty OVCI al subjects«, 112e recogn1ızıng that d method of unıty, 1S In OppOSI1-
t1o0n the Tradıtiıon of the L[WO urches, and that wherever 1t Wäas employe d

me'‘  (0] Uniatiısm nOot only faıled achleve ıts goal of bringing the urches closer (0-
gether, but the CONLraTrY, provoke 191%  S d1ıv1is1ons. The Freising plenary emphasızed
that »d1alogue, 16 15 the MOST sultable WdYy work for unıty, 18 also the MOST-
prıate form con{ifront problems, partıcularly that of Unlatism«, and pleaded for the
continuatıon of the Orthodox/Roman atAholıc dıalogue, SINCE thıs obstacle of Unıuatısm
»has in fact be 1f wısh continue (QUT towards unıty«.
er suspens1on of 1ts work for about [WO YVCAaIS, the Jomint Commıiss1ion esumed ıts

work al Balamand (Lebanon) in June 1993 and ea agaln exclusıvely wıth the 1sSsue of
the Eastern rıte atholıc urchnes

ven 1f the Balamand plenary W äds nOot attended by number of 0Ca Orthodox
urcnes (Jerusalem, Serbıa, Bulgarıa, Georgl1a, Greece, Poland), the Joint Commıission
W das In posıtion elaborate (extia In WAaY, tried inıtlate the beginnıng of
newed relationsh1ips between the [WO urches arryıng the tıtle » Unmnlatism, method of
unilon of the past, and the present search for full COoMMUnNI1ON«, the document reiter-
ates the pos1itions of Freising, but also it makes 191°  < sStatements IC COU be CONs1d-
ered ASs eccles10logıc. breakthrough. Thus, 1t 15 recognızed that what Christ has
trusted hIs Church, namely Apostolıc faıth, sacramen(tSs, minıstry and the Apostolıic
SUCCESSION of Bıshops, Cannot be cons1ıdered d exclusıve ropertYy. Therefore ın thıs DCL-
spective the Roman atholıc and the TINOdOX urches recogn1ıze each other dSs Sister
urches, respons1ıble together for maılntainıng the Church of (G0d In 1delıty the d1ı-
vine PUTDOSC, LLOTC especlally in what CONCETNS unıty. In thıs Sspırıt, and In endeavour
of promoting Chrıstian unıty, the document concludes that »In the search for
establıshıng unıty there 18 question of COonvers1on of people from ONE Church the
other ın order CISUTIC theır salvatıon. ere 1S question of achleving ogether the wıll
of hrıs for hIs people and the design of G0d for h1ıs Church Dy of

Dy urcnes for full aCCord the Content of the faıth and ıts implications. IThıs
effort 18 eing carrıed In the Current theological 1alogue. The present document 1S
NECCSSaTLY In thıs dialogue«?.

The Orthodox/Anglican Lalogue
Discussions wıth nglıcans started eady In the Oth Century and continued In the

first quarter of the 20th Century, partiıcularly In the context of the recognıtion of the An-
glıcan Orders Ihe 1alogue W ds revived ıIn the 60's er SOIINC of stagnatıon,
however, the International Commission of the Anglican/Orthodox J1 heologica Dıa-
ogue, under E1  < leadershıp, started second round of conversatıon In Finland, In the
YCar 90989

Scripture, Tradıtion and Councıils, eccles10logy, epıclesis, faıth and worshı1p, 1N-
10N of saınts, ordınatıon of image, symbol and anguage in relatıon the Holy
Trmity, the Holy Trmity dSs Communion, and the 1l10que clause WeTC II the sub-

»Unlatiısm, ethod of Union of the Past, and Present earCc for Full Commun10n«, Ecumenical Trends, De-
cember 1993, 17IA



The Bilateral Dialogues of the Orthodox Church 235

Jects ea Dy thıs Joint Commiss1ion. It 1S interesting note that al the above mentioned
meeting In Finland, the International Commission recommended that Anglıcans consıder
ropping the 1l10que clause ın future lıturgical rev1s10ns. Ihıs W ds encouragıng de-
velopment. Indeed the resolving of the 1l10que CONLrOVEeTSY, IC for INanYy centuries
41 GGiIe negatıvely the East-West relationships, 15 of Outmost ımportance and 1f the
Provınces of the nglıcan Communion WeTEe estore the Nicene creed ıts orıginal
form, d the last Lambeth Conference wıshed (1988) there 18 ou that maJor e
culty In Anglıcan-Orthodox relatıons WOUuU have been emoved.

Presently, Conversations the doctrine of the Person of Jesus-Christ, hIs
relatıonshıp the Holy pırıt, creation, humanıty and the Church Ihe Interna-
t10nal Commiss1on met between 16—23 October 1994, In Chambesy, and ea wıth
pomints of agreement eached far by Anglıcans and Orthodox*

The Orthodox/Old Aatholic 1alozue
Ihıs 15 ONEC of the oldest bılaterals of the Orthodox Church, E{a started already ın the

19th CeNLUrY, In the aftermath of the First Vatıcan Councıl Ihe 1alogue took OILIC1a
character in 965 after dec1s10on taken by the 1' Panorthodox Conference ofes
(1964) varıety of theologıcal 1SSUeES, have been ebated and agreed UDON in plenary
meetings of the 1G Orthodox/OÖOld atholıc Theologica Commiss1ıon. ese 1SSUEeSs
WEIC the Doctrine of God, Chrıstology, Marıology, the Church and her nature, authorıty,
infallıbıilıty, Scripture and Tradıtion, Apostolic SUCCESSION, Ecumenical Councıls, the
Sacraments of Penıitence, Holy Unection, Priesthood and arrıage, d ell dASs eschatology
and eccles1al COomMMUnNION. The 1alogue W dS concluded after the last meeting of the
1Xel Comm1ssı1on, held in Kavala 1eCCE). in October 198 7, and accordıng the CS-
tablıshed procedures, 1ts verall results WeTIC communıcated the Ecumenical Patrıarch
and the Archbıishop of UÜteCHt: In order offic1ally declare the conclusıon of thıs
dıalogue

eediess 5SdYy that the conclusıon of the Orthodo  Id atholıc cConversat1ons does
NOL automatıcally INeCcan that sacramental unıty between the [WO urches Call be restored
On the ONEC hand, ONC has SCC hOw the theologıcal understandıng, contaıned
INn the agreed StatementSs, 15 going be incorporated In the officijal teachıng of the [WO
urches and expressed In worshıp and catechısm. And the other hand, OMNC has
waıiıt for Old Catholic reaction the TINOdOX warnıng that the sacramental COINIMMNUN-
10N of Old Catholics wıth nglıcans, I1 utherans and other Protestant Confess10ons, constIi-
es impediment for the establıshment of tull cCommunilon between the L[WO urches
It SOCS wıthout sayıngz that another altter complicatiıng further the anticıpated un10n, 18
the recent practice of SOMNEC ocal (Old Catholıc urcnAnes ordaın priesthood.
The 1g gıven Dy the Old atNolıc International Congress in August 1990
d10ceses, allowıng them ordaın al theır dıscretion, certamly 11l not facılıtate
the relatıonshi1ps.

Episkepsis 24, NO 510 (31.10.1994)
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The Orthodox/Lutheran L1alogzue
The work of the Orthodox-Lutheran Joint Commission Wds inaugurated In 981

er SOINEC exploratory meetings in Oorder {1x the tOD1ICS of the 1alogue and the meth-
odology be Oll0We: thıs Commiss1ion produce tirst Jomt texfti urıng Its Allentown.,
USA, meeting (May the »Divıne Revelation«. The texTi In WaY determined the
content of the discuss1ons that ollowe: Ihus the Crete plenary of the Joint Commission
(May ea wıth »Scripture and Tradıtion«, the Bad egeberg eNCOUuNntfer Septem-
ber produce agreed Statement » Ihe Canon and the Inspıration of the Holy
Scripture«, 1le the Moscow plenary (1991) explore: the theme » Authorıty In and (
the Church« The SaJmne top1c Was further elaborated Dy the Joilnt Commissıon In ıts Aar-
hus meeting uLy wıth specıl1al emphasıs Counciıls. The OUfcome of the discus-
S10NS W äds agreed statement »Ecumenical Councıls and Authorıity In and Of the
urch«, egarded dASs NECCCSSaLY first Step towards 1909(0)8°—& elaborate Joint Statement
Authority The nexti plenary meeting scheduled for 1995, 111 be dealıng wıth » The 1 -
theran and TINOdOX Understandıng of Salvatıon In the 1g of the Ecumenical OUN-
C1ls«.

In thıs WdYy the exploratory between Orthodox and Lutherans started already
In the 16th CeNLurY, shortly after the Reformatıon egun, took form In OUT

days, helping the [WO partners be better acquaıinted wıth each other and fınd al least
theologica vocabulary.

The Orthodox/Reformed Lalozue
Ihe OITIcC1a lalogue between the TiNOdOX Church and the urches of the Ref-

ormation (represented Dy the (0)8 1lance of Reformed Churches) Was inaugurated
af Leuenberg (near Basel) in March 1988 urıng thıs exploratory meeting partiıcıpants
after exchange of VIEWS about the hıstorıical past of the [WO urches, had first
theologıca. discussion the Nicene-Constantinopolitan ree| wıth partıcular emphasıs

1ts relevance and interpretation oday
The second Orthodox-Reformed meeting took place In 1Ns (Byelorussıa) In October

1990, and (1 wıth » The 1DI1Ca and Patrıstic doctrine the Irmity« and » The AT
1ty ın the worshı1p of the Church«

Ihe 1T Orthodox/Reforme: enNCOunter took place In March 997 in Kappel-am-
1S, IIC MIKC- Extending ıts earher cConversat1ions the Nıcene-Constantinopolitan
ree| the meeting ea wıth » The theologıcal implications of the Incarnatıon«.

The (0101 plenary of the Orthodox/Reforme: Joint Commiss1ıon met al Limassol
Cyprus) in anuary 1994 Its agenda NCIude:! the followıng themes: » Holy Trmity
in Creation and Incarnatıon«, » Antıdosis (communicatıo) Idiıomatum and Theosis
(Deıification) of Human Nature« and » The T1S of Revelatıon and the Chrıst of Hıs-
« ( In the basıs of discussions the above presentations, the Jomint Commıission PTO-
uCce: Common Statement » Doctrine of Christology«, b Was sent the
Orthodox and Reformed urches for study ander d1iscuss1on.
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The Orthodox/Methodis: 1alogue
Thıs 1alogue 15 In PITOCCSS of preparatıon. annıng Committee mel In July 1992 iın

Oxford for inıtıal presentatıon of the hıistorical and theologıcal selfunderstandıng and
ecclesio0logy of each s1de.

T he annıng Committee met agaln at the Headquarters of the Ecumenical Patrıarchate
in July 1993, and dealt wıth the top1cs: » Iradıtiıon and the Dırı of Faıth In etihNodIis
Perspect1ve« and »Preaching the Gospel and the Unıty of the Church In the Contempo-
rar y World« The annıngz Committee, ıle recognizing that the ultımate goal of full
Organıc unıty 18 al thıs LNOTC than dıistant hope, eleve! that Orthodox and
Methodists have much gaın Dy comıng know each other better. Thıs 15 why it r_

commended the openn1ing of OIc1a international lalogue between Urthodoxy and
Methodism The Preparatory Commiuittee wıll meet agaın ın 995 in order PICDAIC the
tirst 0)853(911 meeting, be held hopefully in 199 7, subject approva. Dy the Autocepha-
lous Orthodox urches, In concertatıon wıth the Ecumenical Patrıarch, and Dy the Y A
sembly of the Or Methodist Councıl in 996

The rthodox/Baptist ialogzue
Ihe Orthodox/Baptist jalogue 18 presently In exploratory nteres for

Counter of the [WO urcnes Was manıfested by the Baptıst OT 1ance, after the IC-

cent polıtıc changes In Central and FEastern Europe and the tens10ns between the Ortho-
dox and Baptısts 1C Ollo0owe: Baptıst delegatıon visıted the Ecumenical Patrıar-
chate ın October 1994, establıshe' fırst Contact and dıiscussed er plans wıth the
Synodical Commuittee for Interchurc relatıons.

The 1$SUE O »reception« In the Orthodox Church today
The Fıfth Orum biıilateral conversatıons, speakıng about »recept10N«, had made ref-

6FeHNce Newman’'s idea that »the ultımate test of doctrine 18 whether it 15 taken up and
1Ve' Out In the ıfe of the Church«°. Indeed the term »recept10nN« denotes the PTrOCCSS Dy
16” the people of G0d, gulded Dy the Holy Dırıt, accept I1Cc  < AaNSWEeIsSs emergıing 15-
SUCSs in the 1ıfe of the Church, provıde. they do not contradıct the apostolıc faıth and they
aIc In continulty and armonYy wıth the teachıng of the unıversal Church Thıs PTrOCCSS
Was apphlıed in the early Church, when doctrinal teachings, and resolutions of
Ecumenical and egıona Councıls WeEeIC are' wıth the 0Ca urches, not only for 1n-
Lormation, but also for theır implementatıon In the aıly 1ıfe of the faıthful In thıs PTIO-
CESS Chrıistians WEeIC able recogn1ze 1n these NC  Z aNSWEeIs continulty wıth the al
and tradıtion of the One, Holy, Catholıc and Apostolıc Church

Reception 1S, however, continumng PTOCCSS. As Archbıshop Keshiıishıan remarks,
CVEIY succeeding generatıon mMust recelve and re-recCe1ve, interpret and re-interpret, fOr-

Fıfth Forum Bılateral Dıalogues, eport, Faıth and er Nr. 156),
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mulate and re-formulate the teachıngs of the Councıls In the 1g of 1ts OW understand-
ing of the apostolıc al and V1S-A-VIS ıts particular s1ıtuation®.

Can thıs be achlieved oday wıth the bilateral conversatıons takıng place in the context
of the wıder Ecumenical Movement? The AaNSWeTI COU be aflfırmatıve, wıth the PrOVISO,
however, that the conversing partners, 1ıle recogn1ızıng the objective difficulties {O-
wards Christian unıty, COU adop methodology e 111 enable them artıculate
the COINIMNON Chrıistian faıth, ifırmed by the Ecumenical Counscıls of the One undiıvıded
Church methodology 1C. from »ecumen1smM In SPaCC«, aımıng al agreements
between urcnhnes dAS they ex1ist presently, 111 »ecumen1ı1sm in time«,
ecumen1sm »In agreement wıth al] ABCS«. I hıs 1s of ecclesiologıcal 1m-
portance for the Orthodox Church, for the sımple ICason that »the ground of the
existing denominations must be sought in the past, in theır hıstory, 1n that COIMN-

INON ancıent and apostolıc tradıtion, firomi of them deriıve theır existence«/.
Metropolıtan John (Zızıoulas of Pergamos pertinently remarks that »the catholicıty of

the Church 185 NOL sımply atter of ring1ing ogether existing cultures and natlons in
theıir present of CONCEINS«, but atter of unıting »h1istorical identities and tradı-
t10nNs, that they MaYy be transcended ın the unıty of the body of Christ«2.

Seen from thıs perspective therefore, the problem of rece1ving the Outcome of 1lat-
eral 1alogue aAaDPCAars be closely lIınked wıth the problem of ecclesi0logy. Ihıs 1S why
In ebatıng the 1ssue of the reception acceptlance of agreed statements, ONC has have
in mınd the CONCEePL of the Church

What 15 oday the Orthodox perception of »recept10N« fTar d the agreed statements
of the bılaterals concerned?

Reacting the ıma Document »Baptısm, Eucharıst and Miınistry« and
wıth reference 1fs »recept10nN«, ad-hoc inter-Orthodox Symposı1um Boston
omnted out that »the notion of reception of the BE  Z document 18 dıfferent irom the
classıcal Orthodox understandıng of the reception of decrees and dec1s1ons of the Holy
Councıls«, addıng that »recept10N« In the framework of modern Ecumenıical Movement,
»18 sStep orward In the PTOCCSS of OUT TOoW1ng together In mutual LTUuStT, towards doc-
trınal CONVEILSCHCC and ultımately towards cCOomMmMmMuUnNl1ON wıth ONC another, In continulty
wıth the apostles and the teachıngs of the Universal Church«?.

It DOCS wıthout sayıng that the Sda1l1lle COUuU be {ifirmed wıth regard the Outcome of
the bilateral dıalogues. For the agreed statements they produce dIiC by 1I1-

fess10ns of faıth«, but only of evolvıng PIOCCSS, eadıng unıty. Thıs 15 partiıcu-
larly Iirue wıth the dıalogues of urches comıng from dıfferent theologıica horiızons and
havıng dıfferent hıstorical backgrounds. In thıs CascC, »recept10N« primarıly s1gn1f1es 1C-

cognıtion of the ex1istence of the »others«, d1SCOvery re-d1scovery of the beliefs and
tradıtı1ons of OUT interlocutors, wıthın delhberate e  (©) however manıfest the ONCNCSS

of the Church and her savıngz minIstry.

Keshishian, Concılıar Fellowshıp, Common Goal, (Gjeneva 1992,
Orthodox Statement al the 1T ssembly of the WCC In New 1961, iIn: Patelos ed.) The rtho-

dox Church 1n the Ecumenical Movement, (Geneva 1978, 0®
John of Pergamos, Actıon and Icon In Wıeser, Whıther Ecumen1ism?, Geneva 1986

Tımourıs (Comp.) TthOdOoxX 1S10NS Ecumen1sm, Geneva 1994, 106
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The unıty seek in the Ecumenical Movement, be 1t In the cContext ofal and etr
in the framework of the bilateral dialogues, Cannot be the product of the CONVELSCHCEC

documents, such dSs BEM, of agreed Sstatements, 1ke those emanatıngz Irom OUT theo-
ogıcal eNCOUunters ertamly such eNCOUNTerSs AdiIec needed and they should be of Sero0us
and hıgh ualıty. eır alım however should be dırected towards the understandıng of the
ex1ıstential sıgnıfıcance of the Church, partıcularly of her 1sıble ure, IC PIO-
vides human beings wıth the possı1ıbilıty of entering into 11C  S and savıng relatıonsh1ıps
wıth (G0od and the WOFTr.

Problems arısın? In the »recepthon« DFOCESS

Wıthout mıinımızıng the value and Outmost importance of the 1alogue wıth urches
emerged in the COUTISC of the Reformatiıon it COUuU be ifırmed that the bıla-
terals of the TINOdCdOX Church wıth the ÖOrılental Orthodox urches and the Roman
atholıc Church have partıcular s1gnificance. Not only because of the COILLLNON her1-
tage of these churches, but alsSoO because, al certaın oment of hıstory, they WCIC PIO-
tagon1sts of the paınful schısms of the 5th and the 11th centurIıes, and therefore they ave
oday debt towards the Lord, namely estore his broken body

Ihe agreement eached between the Orthodox and the Orılental Orthodox Urcnes
the christological doctrine, undoubtedly elımınated the MOst important obstacle In the
WAY towards the full un1ıon of these [WO SIister urcnes of the Christian ast. Presently,
the CO.  NCC document Orwarde: Dy the Ecumenical Patriarchate the 0Ca rtho-
dox urches, 1S under study, partıcularly far d the ıftıng of the anathemas 15 CON-
cerned

Most of the TINOdCdOX urches ave welcomed wıth satısfaction thıs hıstorical break-
through, 1le recogn1zıng that there important ecclesiologıical questions be
solved before the full un1ıon between Eastern and Orijental Orthodox urcnes 18 PIO-
laimed The 1na authority.:to ecelve the agreed statement and apply ıts 15 of
COUTSE Panorthodox Councıl Yet, there AdIie indications that al least SOTIIC 0Ca rtho-
dox urches, havıng experienced In the past schı1sms In theır OW: body, ll be reluc-
tant recelve the agreed Statement, wıth the understandable argument that Church
Can afford eventual sphli in her OW body, fOor the sake of un1ıon wıth another Church

The SaJImIne COUu be {fırmed wıth regar! the dialogue of the Orthodox wıth the Ro-
INan atholıc Church, partıcularly far AS the Balamand document 1S concerned. At thıs
e ıt AapPCAaTrs that it ll be premature CeXpeCL the »recept10N« of 1ts because
of rejection, cComıng NOoL only fIrom SOMC Orthodox quarters, accusıng the TINOdOX
members of the Joint Commıiss1ion dAS betrayers of theır al after havıng recognized the
ealıty and exIistence of the Unate urches today, but also from Unilate circles, partiıcu-
larly ın Ukraıine and Iransylvanıa, who ame the oman atholıc members of the
Commission for Jeopardısıng theır future.

Hence the question: What 1s the value of the Balamand document, f the ONMNEC hand
Catholic urches of Eastern rıte intend O theır OW WaY and the other, SOMIC Or-
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thodox reject 1t, in delıberate effort iırrıtate the pleroma agaıinst the oman atholıc
Church?

1T! problematıc aAIca concerning »recept10N«, relates the agreed sStatements PDIO-
uce: Dy the Orthodox Old Catholıc 1alogue. Ihıs 1alogue Was successfully COMN-

cluded e1g yCal>s aADO, but actıon Was been taken far Dy the Orthodox The
»orthodoxXy« of the documents sıgned in thıs 1alogue, 1s nNnOL questioned whatsoever.
What revents, however, the reception of these documents, 18 the nature of the affırma-
t10NSs the Old Catholics make In theıir dıalogues wıth non-Orthodox, eing in total CON-

tradıction wıth the affırmations they make when they wıth the Orthodox AnN-
other factor for the Orthodox reluctance offic1ally declare the conclusıon of the dıa-
ogue, 1s the full sacramental COomMmMmMuUuUN1ON of the Old atholıcs wıth the nglıcan Church,
the Phılıppines Independent Church and the Evangelıcal Church in Germany, namely
wıth urcnhnes nNOotLt In cCommun1lon wıth the Orthodox Church

9 :

The OUutfcome of the bıilaterals 1S perl10dıically evaluated by the Orthodox Church, in o_

der ave comprehensıve idea about theır Oorlentation and development and make SUIC

that they 1n conformıty wıth the directives gıven by the 17r anorthodox Precon-
cılıar Conference. Such evaluatıon took place August 3() and Ar 1994, al the Ecu-
menı1cal Patrıarchate, urıng meeting of the ynodıc Committees Inter-o  5
and Inter-christian Affaırs wıth the Orthodox cCo-presidents and secretarıes of the Varı0ous
Jomint Theologıca. Commiss1ons. Thıs Was OCCasl1on ecelve etaıled account of the

made far in the bılaterals and discuss plans far d theır future agenda 1S
concerned.

One interesting development in thıs meeting Was the conclusıon that the evaluatıon of
the Orthodox bılaterals COUuU. nNOTL be productive wıthout parallel ndepth study of the
agreed documents, OUT 1alogue partners sıgn when they meef aAaInoNS themselves. The
LLOIC S 4S they also deal wıth 1SSuUeSs 1C AIcC the agenda of theır bılaterals wıth the
Orthodox Hence the IMOVC of the Ecumenıical Patrıarchate appomt Theological
Commiss1ion wıth the mandate study the documents of the bılaterals of S1ster
urches, detect, if al y, theır contradıctions and bring them the attention of the INECeIMN-

bers of the Inter-orthodox Commiss1ions for appropriate actl1on.

Concluding remarks

In VICEW of the prolıferation of bılateral dialogues in OUT days, what 1s imperatıve 15
CMNSUTC coherence both In theır orlentations and in theır anticıpated results. And, the
most important, avo1d contradıctlons. bılateral l1alogue 18 above all 1alogue of
truth It 1s In thıs that the Orthodox Church conce1ved her dıalogues 25 YCals dQO
and inaugurated theologıcal cConversatıons wıth varıety of urches and denominatıions,
wıth the sole alm facılıtate the ]Journey towards OUT un1lon. f however,
tiıcıpants ın these dialogues formulate contradıcting pos1itions ın order CNSUIC, Out of
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ecumenı1cal COUTTESY, SOIMNE CONVETSCNCE wıth the theological tradıtıon of the interlocutor
of the moment‘?, then NOoLt only they faıl manıfest the truth, but also they hinder the

search of Christian unıty, 3( 185 precıisely the maın 0al of UL theological
1alogues.

As the ate 1sser't 00 Was pomtıng ouft quıite pertinently, »Ecumenical 1alogue, 1C for TCasons
of polıteness Oopportunısm conceals the real 1SSUeES, 0€Ss far INOTEC harm than good We eed axımum ECU-
men1ism, in IC ach church MnNgs the ullness of ıts COonVviıction, noL minımum ecumen1ism in 1C
eft ıth INCALTC denominator«. Visser' Hooft, The Ecumenical Movement, from Amsterdam
{o Geneva (1948—1966), 1n The welcome and the peeches of Dr 1sser't (970) and Blake the Univer-
Sıty of ens, Athens 1967,


