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Arniocton TIETP M «~AKAKMAHCKASI CXM3MA»'

M. B. I'PALIMAHCKUA

B cTaTbe aHamM3UpyIOTCS UACOJIOTMIECKIEe OCHOBAHUS UCKJIIOUUTENIbHOM TTO3ULIMY TTArCTBa BO
Bcenenckoii LlepkBr, KaKk OHU TIPOSIBIIIMCH BO BpeMsT KOH(MIMKTA MeXIy marncTtBoM u KoH-
CTaHTHHOTOJIBbCKOM LlepKoBhio B KoHIIe V B. B3misin Ha ocoOyto poib aroctona [leTpa Kak siko-
OBl MepBOro enuckora PuMckoro Halesn cBoe NMpUIOKEHWE B KAYeCTBE KPaeyroabHOIO KaMHS
apryMeHTauuu, pazpadoranHoii nanoit Menvikcom 111 (483—492) st onpaBrnaHusi CBOUX I10-
JIMTUYECKUX ACHCTBUI, KOTOPbIE B CBOIO OUYepelb MPUBEIU K HEKAHOHUYECKOMY OCYXIECHUIO
natpuapxa KoncrantuHononbckoro Akakus (472—489) u Hauay JUIMTEIbLHOTO pacKoJjia MEXITy
Pumom 1 BocTokoMm. DTa aprymMeHTalus, WM, CKopee, SKKJIeCHOJOTUICCKIIA KOHIIETIT, Ha3bl-
BaeMbIil HEKOTOPBIMHU MCCIIEIOBATEISIMU «TTETPOBCKUI TUCKYPC», OMHOBPEMEHHO TTPEICTaBIsI-
J1a co00i1 HeCyIIyt0 KOHCTPYKIIMIO MArCKOM NACOJOTUM U CITYKIJIA B KAUECTBE UCXOMHOM MOTH -
BalLlUM TSI KOHKPETHBIX ACHCTBUIA Man Ha 1IepKOBHO-MOJUTUYECKOM TOIPHIIE.

[NonsiTne «akakmaHCcKasl CXM3Ma» IIPOYHO BOIIJIO B MUCTOpHOrpadpuIecKuii 000poT B
KauyecTBe 0003HaueHMsT cOObITHI 484—519 IT., XapakTepu3yIOLINXCSI Pa3pbIBOM liep-
KOBHOTO 001IeHus Mexny Pumom u Koncrantunononem?. OmiydeHue, IpOU3HECEH-

' McecnenoBaHue OATOTOBIEHO B pamkax npoekrta «[IpuyepHomopbe 1 CpenrzeMHOMOPCKUI
MUp B cucteMe oTHoleHuit Pycu, Boctoka u 3anana B CpeaHue Beka», noaaepxkaHHoro Poccuii-
CKUM Hay4dHBIM (oHIoM (cormameHne Ne 14—28—00213 ot 15 aBrycra 2014 r. mexxmy Poccuitckum
HayuyHbIM (poHmoM 1 MI'Y um. M. B. JlomoHOCOBa).

2 Revillout E. Le premier schisme de Constantinople. Acace et Pierre Monge // Revue des ques-
tions historiques. 1877. T. 22. P. 83—134; boaomog B. B. Jlexuuu no ucropuu HpeBHeit Llepksu.
CIIG., 1918. T. 4. C. 310—332; Kyakosckuii FO. A. Ucropust Busantuu. CII6., 1996. T. 1. C. 357—
423; Hefele Ch. J., Leclercq H. Histoire des conciles d’apres les documents originaux. P., 1908. Vol. 2.
Part 2. P. 921-935; Duchesne L. Histoire ancienne de I’Eglise. P., 1910. T. 3. P. 455—518; Caspar E.
Geschichte des Papsttums von den Anfangen bis zur Hohe der Weltherrschaft. Tiibingen, 1933. Bd. 2.
S. 10—81; Schwartz E. Publizistische Sammlungen zum acacianischen Schisma // Abhandlungen der
Bayerischen Akademie der Wissenschaften. Philosophisch-historische Abteilung. Neue Folge. Heft 10.
Miinchen, 1934; Histoire de I’église / A. Fliche, V. Martin, éds. P., 1948. Vol. 4. P. 299—320; Haller J.
Geschichte des Papsttums. Idee und Wirklichkeit. Stuttgart, 1950. Bd. 1. S. 219—227; Dvornik F. Byz-
antium and the Roman Primacy. N. Y., 1979. P. 59—70; Richards J. The Popes and the Papacy in the
Early Middle Ages 476—752. L., 1979. P. 55—68; Beck H.-G. Geschichte der orthodoxen Kirche im By-
zantinischen Reich. Gottingen, 1980. S. 9—14; History of the Church / H. Jedin, J. Dolan, eds. N. Y.,
1980. Vol. 2. P. 421—432; Winkelmann F. Die 0Ostlichen Kirchen in der Epoche der christologischen
Auseinandersetzungen. B., 1980. S. 99; Grillmeier A. Jesus der Christus im Glauben der Kirche. Frei-
burg; Basel; Wien, 1991. Bd. 2/1. S. 267—290; Histoire du christianisme / J.-M. Mayeur, Ch. Pietri,
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WccnenoBanus: 6orocaosue

Hoe [lamoit Pumckum @emkcom 111 (483—492) Han KoHCTaHTHHOMIOIBLCKUM TTaTPH-
apxoM AkakueM (472—489), mocinyKujio HayaJloM MepPBOro KPYIHOTO pacKoia MEeXIy
Pumckoii LlepkoBrio u kpynHeitmumu LlepkBamu Bocroka, ynaxkeHHoro B 519 T. mo
WHULIMATUBE KOHCTAHTUHOTIOJIBCKOTO IBOPA U MPHU IEATETHHOM yJ4aCTUN UMITepaTopa
IOctuna I u ero okpyxkeHus>.

HecmoTpst Ha TO 06CTOSATENNBCTBO, UTO Tara PeauKe, BHE BCIKOTO COMHEHUS,
ObLT MHUILIMATOPOM UM aKTMBHOW CTOPOHOIN KOH(MJIMKTA, a packoi Mexay Pumom u
KoHcTaHTHHOTIONEM MPOMOIIKAICS UCKITIOUUTEbHO B CHIIY TO3WIIMU, 3aHUMAaeMOM
Pumckoit LlepKoBbio, TIpeaCTaBICHHOM TTOCIeIOBATEILHO PSIIOM TIall BILTOTH 10 Top-
muzaa (514—523), KOHLIENT «aKaKMaHCKOM CXM3Mbl», BO3jaralleil BUHy 3a €€ BO3-
HUKHOBEHUE TOJbKO Ha OIHY CTOPOHY, B CUJIY KOH(ECCUOHATBHOM MPEAB3SITOCTH 10
CHX II0p OCTAeTCs He BIIOJIHE MPEOI0JIEHHBIM B HCTOpUOrpaduu’.

Bripouem, omHOl JWIITE KOHCTATAIMM HEBUHOBHOCTU WM HEWCKITIOUUTETHHOM
BUMHOBHOCTM KOHCTaHTMHOIIOJSI B BOBHUKHOBEHUN LIEPKOBHOTO packoja HeaocTa-
ToyHO’. Heobxonumo mpoaHaM3upoBaTh U YCTAHOBUTh COBOKYITHOCTh (DaKTOB, OT-
HOCSIIUXCS K COOBITUSIM 482—484 IT., KOTOpbIEe MPUBEIN K JOJTOCPOYHOMY Pa3phiBY
KaHOHUYECKOTO OOIICHUS MEXIy KPYITHEHITNMU KadenpaMu XpUCTUAHCKOTO MUpa:
BOCTOUYHBIMU C OJHOM CTOPOHBI U PuMcKkoii — ¢ aApyroii.

L. Pietri, A. Vauchez, M. Venard, dir. P., 1998. Vol. 3. P. 163—171; Ipauuancxuii M. B. AkaxuaHckast
cxusma // IlpaBocnasuast sHuukionenus. M., 2000. T. 1. C. 362; Ucropus dpesHeii Llepksu: Yue6.
noco6ue. Y. I: 33—843 rr. / K. A. MakcumoBuu, pen. M., 2012. C. 212—215; Blaudeau Ph. Le Sicge
de Rome et I’Orient (448—536). Etude géo-ecclésiologique. R., 2012; Kotter J.-M. Zwischen Kaisern
und Aposteln. Das Akakianische Schisma (484—519) als kirchlicher Ordnungskonflikt der Spétantike.
Stuttgart, 2013.

SCM.: Ipayuanckuii M. B. «I1paBociaBHasi mapTusi» 1 MPUXOJ K BiacTu umnepartopa FOctuna I
(518—527 rr.) // Buzantuiickuit BpemeHuuk. 2007. T. 66. C. 125—145.

+Salaville S. 1 affaire de I’Hénotique ou le premier schisme byzantin au Vesiecle // Echos d’Orient.
1918. T. 18. No 114. P. 255—265; 1919. T. 18. Ne 116. P. 389—397; T. 19. Ne 117. P. 49—68; T. 19. Ne 120.
P. 415—433; Townsend W. T. The Henotikon Schism and the Roman Church // The Journal of Reli-
gion. 1936. Vol. 16. Ne 1. P. 78—86; Hofmann F. Der Kampf der Papste um Konzil und Dogma von
Chalkedon von Leo dem Grof3en bis Hormisdas (451—519) // Grillmeier A., Bacht H. Das Konzil von
Chalkedon. Geschichte und Gegenwart. Wiirzburg, 1953. Bd. 2. S. 13—94; Haacke R. Die kaiserliche
Politik in den Auseinandersetzungen um Chalkedon (451—553) // Grillmeier, Bacht. Op. cit. S. 95—
177; Bacht H. Die Rolle des orientalischen Monchtums in den kirchenpolitischen Auseinanderset-
zungen um Chalkedon (431—-519) // Grillmeier, Bacht. Op. cit. S. 193—314; Michel A. Der Kampfum
das politische oder petrinische Prinzip der Kirchenfiihrung // Grillmeier, Bacht. Op. cit. S. 491—-562;
Frend W. H. C. Eastern Attitudes to Rome during the Acacian Schism // Studies in Church History.
1976. Vol. 13. P. 69—82; Brennecke H. Ch. Chalkedonense und Henotikon. Bemerkungen zum Prozess
der 0Ostlichen Rezeption der christologischen Formel von Chalkedon // Ecclesia est in re publica. Stu-
dien zur Kirchen- und Theologiegeschichte im Kontext des Imperium Romanum / U. Heil, A. von
Stockhausen, J. Ulrich, Hrsg. B.; N. Y., 2007. S. 259—290; Blaudeau Ph. Between Petrine Ideology and
Realpolitik. The See of Constantinople in Roman Geo-Ecclesiology (449—536) // Two Romes. Rome
and Constantinople in Late Antiquity / L. Grig, G. Kelly, eds. Oxford, 2012. P. 364—384; Kosiriski R.
Dzieje Akacjusza, patriarchy Konstantynopola w latach 472—489 // U schytku starozytnosci. Studia
zrédroznawcze. 2010. T. 9. S. 63—97; Deliyannis D. The Roman Liber pontificalis, Papal Primacy, and
the Acacian Schism // Viator. 2014. Vol. 45.3. P. 1—16.

3 Cp.: Uctopusa pesueii Llepku. C. 212—213. IIpumeu. 1, rae COBEpIICHHO CIPaBEIJINBO
MpeIIaraeTcs OMKUCHIBATD JAHHOE SIBJICHUE TIOHATHEM «(ETMKCOB PACKOI».
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M. B. I'pauuanckuii. Anocrod [leTp u «akakuaHckas cxuzma»

Otnyyenue ot Llepksu mamoit denrkcom KOHCTaHTHMHOITONMBCKOTO TaTpHapxa
Akaxus, mpounsomieniice 28 mos 484 T., ¢ TOUKM 3pEHUS CIIOKUBIIMXCS LIEPKOBHO-
IOpUINYECKUX TTPAKTUK, MTPU3HAHHBIX HA BocToke, 0ueBUIHO, HE MOIJIO CUUTATHCS
JISTUTUMHBIM. [larnckoe oTaydyeHHe, Ipou3HeceHHOe JudHO Denukcom® U He TMom-
KpeIIieHHOe TIPaBMIBHO O(MOPMICHHBIM COOOPHBIM OIIpeneeHeM, BBITJISIACIO Ha
BocToke 1OKyMEeHTOM CKaHIaJbHBIM U IOPUAMYECKU HUYTOXHBIM, TaK YTO AKaKuUi
KOHCTaHTUHOIIONBCKUIA C TIOJHBIM OCHOBaHWEM OTKAa3ajJCs ero Iaxe IToJyvarh’.
7151 IpraaHusl BUIMMOCTH COOOPHOTO XapakTepa MpUHATHS pereHus namna dennke
OBLT BBIHYKIEH B OKTSIOpe 485 T. ellIe pa3 CTaBUTh BOIIPOC 00 OCyKIeHUM AKaKWs Ha
PumckoM cobope, 1 Ha 3TOT pas, yXKe NocTdakTyM, MOAyIn HaajaexaliuM o0pa3oM
odopMIeHHOE cobopHoe ompeneiaeHue® ¢ ocyxknenueM Axkakus, Iletpa AyekcaH-
npuiickoro u Ilerpa AHTHoOxmiickoro’. B KauecTBe mpaBOBOII OCHOBBI OCYXICHUS
Pumckmii cobop BenBUHYI onpeneneHus 1-ro Becenenckoro Cobopa B Hukee, 3a Ko-
Topble B PuMe TpaauliMOHHO BblAaBaluCh KaHOHBI Capnukuiickoro cobopa. B nanb-
HeiileM, Mo-BUAMMOMY pearupysl Ha eCTeCTBEHHbIE apTyMEHThI B TOJIb3Y TOTO, YTO
HU3JIOKEHHE apXUeTTMCKora 1 OOBUHEHUE eTO B €peCH MOXET OBITh TTPOBENESHO TOJIBKO
rocpenctBoM BeeneHckoro Co6opa, mana @ennKe cTan yTBepKaaTh, YTO OIPeaeIeHII
IV Bcenenckoro Cobopa B XankugoHe (451) ObU10 JOCTaTOYHO I BCEX PEIICHUIA 110
AQHAJIOTUYHBIM CJTy4YasiM, K KOTOPbIM OH 0e3710Ka3aTeIbHO OTHOCKIT BO30YKIIEHHOE UM
neno Akakus Koncrantunononbckoro u [etpa Anekcannpuiickoro'’. Bomontapuct-

¢ Epistulae romanorum pontificum genuinae et quae ad eos scriptae sunt a s. Hilaro usque ad Pe-
lagium II // A. Thiel, rec., ed. Brunsbergae, 1868. T. 1. Felicis ep. 6. P. 243—247. ([lanee cCblIKM Ha
TarcKKe MOCIaHMs TIPUBOMISITCS 0 3TOMY M3IaHUIO C yKa3aHUEM MMEHH TTallbl, HoOMepa MOCTaHus 1
ctpanuibl.) EnBa i KoppeKTHO Ha3bIBaTh ero «lettre synodale» (cp.: Hefele, Leclercq. Op. cit. P. 923).

7 Liberati Breviarium causae Nestorianorum et Eutychianorum // Acta Conciliorum Oecumeni-
corum. Berlin, 1936. Vol 1. Ps. 5. P. 131 (nanee — Liberat.); Theophanes Confessor. Chronographia /
C. de Boor, ed. Lipsiae, 1883. Vol. 1. P. 131.27—30 (nanee — Theoph.).

8 Felicis ep. 11. P. 252—257. Dro MHeHUE pa3elIsIioT Psijl UCCIIENOBATeNIEN, He Ieiast, BIIPOYEM,
13 Hero HUKaKMX aJekKo UMYX BeIBONOB: Blaudeau Ph. Alexandrie et Constantinople (451—491) de
I’histoire a la géo-ecclésiologie. R., 2006. P. 224; Idem. Le Siége de Rome et I’Orient... P. 109. N. 401;
Kosiniski. Op. cit. S. 92. TTonpobHee cM. y B. YinbMaHHa, KOTOPBI, OMHAKO, apaJloKCaTbHBIM 00-
pa3oM BUIUT B 3TOM Il1are MpU3HaK CUJIbI, a He cilabocTu narickoit nosuuuu: Ullmann W, Gelasius 1.
(492—496). Das Papsttum an der Wende der Spatantike zum Mittelalter. Stuttgart, 1981. S. 153—154.
JeranbHblit aHamu3 cM. B: Ipayuanckuii M. B. TIpuumHbBI U 0OCTOSITENILCTBA Havyalla «AKaKUaH-
cKoii» cxusMmbl (484 1.) // UpecrnoHa. AHTMYHBIIA MUp U ero Hacienue. Boim. 1V: C6. Hayd. TpymoB
k 50-neruto npodeccopa H. H. bonrosa. bearopon, 2015. C. 188—200.

° IIpuunHa, rmouyemy cobop 485 r. BHOBb BO3BpAIIAETCS K OCYXKICHUIO AKAKHUsI, B JINTEPAType
yalie BCero He paccMaTpUBaeTCs, 1axe ec/iv caMm codop ynoctanbaeTcst ymoMmuHanust. Cp.: Hofimann.
Op. cit. S. 48; Bacht. Op. cit. S. 271; Hefele, Leclercq. Op. cit. P. 925; Pietri Ch. D’Alexandrie 4 Rome:
Jean Talaia, émule d’Athanase au Ve si¢cle // Mélanges offerts & Claude Mondésert. P., 1987. P. 277—
295 (3meckw: P. 294: «une synodale répéete des I’année suivante (5 octobre 485) la condamnation»).

10 «Ideoque juxta praefatae synodi tramitem merito illic damnatae perfidiae parem cuncti subiere
vindictam, qui hujus maluerunt esse participes; quemadmodum contra unamquamque haeresim
synodus constituta cunctos etiam dejectae similes pravitatis adstringit, ne in successoribus omnino
reparandum esset, quod in auctoribus juste monstratur esse prostratum» (Felicis ep. 14. P. 268).

«Sententia illius concilii convincuntur adstringi et in ipsorum poenam merito recidisse, quorum
elegere consortium, sicut in ceteris haeresibus facta semel synodus abjecti cujuslibet erroris cunctos
sequaces consequenter involvit» (Felicis ep. 15. P. 271).

«Ex forma synodi memoratae... » (Felicis ep. 16. P. 275).
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WccnenoBanus: 6orocaoBue

cKas TaricKas TTO3HIIvs TIpon3Besia Ha BocToke B 1emoM — 3a mpeesiaMy IPOKOTO,
HO OTHIONb He JTOMMHUPYIOIIETo Kpyra moynTaTeeii Puma — Tskestoe BredamieHue"
u 3actaBuiio Menrkca v ero 6JMKaRIIUX TPEEMHUKOB OINTPaBAbIBaTh CBOIO MO3ULIUIO.
IMana I'enacuit (492—496), He ¥Mest BOBMOXHOCTH [1€3aByUPOBaTh PEIICHUSI CBOEIO
TIpeIIeCTBeHHNKA, ObUT BRIHYXIEH MCKaTh KOHTPApPTYMEHTH Ha 3aMEYaHUS O TOM,
4TO «AKaKUf He MOT OBITh OCYKICH OTHUM YeJIOBEKOM» 2 I «KaK BUIHO, He ObIT HU3-
JIOXKEH 0COOBIM COOOpPOM» 13,

Pumcknii [Tana, Takum obpa3zom, mpoTtuBoriocTaBui cedst BeceneHckoii Llepksu u
cTaJl THAIIMATOPOM TTePBOTO KPYITHOTO IIEPKOBHOTO packoja Mexay 3amamxoM 1 Boc-
TOKOM, UTO B TO BpeMsI ObLIIO OYEBUIHO BceM. MOTUBBI, KOTOPbIMY PYKOBOACTBOBAJICS
nana Pequkc, ocyxaas narpuapxa, Tak U OCTaaucCh HEMPUEMIEMbIMU IS IIIUPOKUX
CJI0€B TacTBHI 1 Kirpa Boctounsix LlepkBeii, YTO B KOHEYHOM CUETe TIPUBEJIO K OKOH-
yareJbHOU peabuiauraunnu Axakusi KoHcrtanTuHomonbckoro mocie V BceemeHckoro
Cobopa.

besynpeyHocTh KAHOHUYECKON 1 IPOLIEAYPHOM COCTABIISIOILEN OCYKIEHUS AKa-
KU UTpaja, TaKUM 00pa3oM, Iajaeko He TIEPBYIO pojib IpU 06ocHOBaHUM mamnoi Pe-
JIMKCOM TIPABOMOYHOCTHU OCYXIeHNST AKakuss KoHCTaHTHHOMOIBCKOTO CO CTOPOHBI
Pumckoro npecrosna. Ckopee, TaKylo pojib UTpajl TaK Ha3bIBaeMblii METPOBCKUM THUC-
Kypc' — mudoornueckast B CBOeii OCHOBE CHCTEMa MIEOIOreM, CBI3aHHBIX C IMYHO-
cthio arfoctona [leTpa B ee oTHoOIIeHUMM K PuMy 1 puMcKoii enmckorckoi kadenpe.
MMeHHO «IIeTpOBCKUIA TUCKYPC» SBIISUICS TeM MHCTPYMEHTOM, KOTODPBIA MO3BOJISUI
manaM, B yactHoctr Denmkcey 111, mocturath cBOMX 1iejieit M JOOMBATHCS TIPU 3TOM
TMOHUMAHUS U ONOOPEHUSI CBOEH MO3UIIMU Y 3HAYMTEIBHOTO YKca Mpexae BCero 3a-
MMaTHBIX XPUCTHAH.

®OyamameHTOoM B3mIAI0B DerKca SBIIeTCS aKCMOMATHYHBIN [T TTaricTBa KOH-
LIENT MPOMUCXOXACHUSI pUMCKOI Kadenpsl oT arocroia [letpa, B cuily KOTOpOro oHa
MMeHyeTCcsl He MHave Kak sedes apostolica'®. [Tpuyem Kadenpa moHUMaeTCsl Kak aro-

CTOJIbCKAsl He TIOTOMY, UTO ObliIa ocHoBaHa IleTpoM, a moToMy, 4YTO OH JIMYHO ee 3a-
11

«Hrak, Bech kinup BMecte ¢ MoaHHOM KOHCTAaHTMHOMOJBCKUM... 3alepiiMCh B OOJbIIONM
LepkBu, koropas HaszwiBaercs [cB.] Codus u, yctpou Cobop, rnepeaasu MMIepaTopy, roBopsi:
“Ecnu He OynmeT naH HaM OTYeT, TToYeMy ObLT OCY3KIIeH Halll eMUCKOI AKaKWil, HU 3a YTO He COoTia-
CHMCSI MBI C aIlTOCTOJIbCKUM TIpecToioM...”» («Omnis itaque clerus una cum Iohanne episcopo Con-
stantinopolitano ... incluserunt se in ecclesia maiore quae vocatur Sufia et consilio facto mandaverunt
imperatori dicentes: Nisi nobis reddita fuerit ratio quare damnatus est episcopus noster Acacius, nul-
latenus sentimus sedi apostolicae...») (Liber pontificalis / L. Duchesne, éd. P., 1886. Vol. 1. P. 270
(0 cobpITHsIX 519 1.)).

12Gelasii ep. 10.4. P. 343: «Acacium ab uno non potuisse damnari...»

B Gelasii ep. 26.1. P. 414: «Acacium non putare jure damnatum, quod non a speciali synodo vid-
eatur fuisse dejectus... praecipue pontificem regiae civitatis».

14 Demacopoulos G. The Invention of Peter: The Development and Reception of the Petrine Dis-
course at the Close of Christian Antiquity. Philadelphia, 2013. P. 13—38. Cwm. taksxe: Ullmann. Op. cit.
S. 35—87; Makcumosuu K. A. MetapenieH3ust Ha: 3axapoB [. E. Peuensusi Ha MoHorpaduio: Dema-
copoulos G. E. The Invention of Peter: The Development and Reception of the Petrine Discourse
at the Close of Christian Antiquity. Philadelphia, 2013. // Bectauk [1ICTTY. Cepus I: Borocinosue.
Ounocodust. 2014. Beim. 5 (55). C. 149—156.

5 Cwm.: Ipayuanckuit M. B. BO3BHUKHOBEHUE M pa3BUTHE KOHIIETIIMU IAICKOro Ipumara B
-V BB. // Becthuk [1ICTTYV. Cep. I: Borocnosue. ®unocodust. 2014. Beim. 2 (52). C. 9-29.

16 Cp.: Felicis ep. 10. P. 252: «Romana, id est apostolica sedes».
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M. B. I'pauunanckuii. Anocrod [leTp u «akakuaHckas cxuzmar»

HUMAJI, T. €. B OTJIMYME OT IIPOYMX TOPOIOB, TIE allOCTOJIbI «BCETO JIUIIb» CO30ABAIN
XpUCTUAHCKKE OOIIMHBI, B PUMe «KHSI3b anocTojioB» (princeps apostolorum) co3nai
cebe UMEHHO eMUCKOIICKYI0 Kadeapy.

Ho Iletp He mpocTo sABUIICS OCHOBaTeaeM Kadeaphbl U MEePBbIM PUMCKUM €ITH-
CKOITOM: OH IBJISIETCSI OCHOBaHMEM Bephl PuMckoii LlepkBu, KoTopass HeM3MEHHO B
Heli >kuBeT. B yacTHOCTH, 3Ta «Kadenpa OraxxeHHoro arnocrona» (beati apostoli sedes)
yctamu mnanbl Pemkca MoXeT 00paTUThes K uMmIiepatopy 3uHoHY: «MTak, BHOBb 10-
CTOUTMMOE UCIIOBenaHue arnocroia [leTpa BockiuiaeT K Tebe MaTepUMHCKUM TOJIOCOM
KaK K CBOeMYy M30paHHOMY ChIHY, He IepecTaBasi MoOyXXIaTh K Bepe TBoe Garoue-
cTHe: XpUCTUAHCKUI TIPUHIIETIC, TTIOYeMY Thl TTO3BOJISICIb OTPe3aTh MEHsI OT y3 JIt00-
BU, KOTOpLIMU cBg3aHa BeeneHckas LliepkoBbs? <...> Pa3Be He Mo Bepa [Ta], KoTopas
eIVMHCTBEHHAsI ICTUHHA U KOTOPYIO HUKAaKasl BpaxkaeOHOCTh He OJ0JIeeT, KaK IToKa3aJl
cam l'ocnionw, o6emaimii Coeit LlepkBr, 0OCHOBaHHOI HA MOEM UCITOBEJAHUU, UTO
Bpara alloBBl HUKOTIA He omonetoT ee?»” Bepa Bceenenckoit Llepksu ecth «Kadomm-
yeckoe rcroBenanue» (professio catholica) o oOpa3sily «armocToNMbCKOro MpecTosiar '
WIM, UHBIMU CJIOBaMM, «OOIlIeHUe ¢ OnaxkeHHbIM IleTpom» paBHO «KadoaudecKoit
HUCTUHE» ",

To, uro B yctax DemKca 3TO He BITOJIHE HEBUHHBIC ¥ 3aHUMAaTeIbHBIC PUTOPHYE-
CKUe MPUEeMBbl, BUIHO U3 TOTO, 4YTO Bepa Pumckoii LlepkBu ecTh sIBIeHNE OAYILIEBICH-
HOE U NePCOHU(PULIMPOBAHHOE B XXUBOK U MOCTOSIHHO MPUCYTCTBYIOIICH TUIHOCTH
cBsroro [lerpa. [Tama @ennKe NOCTOSITHHO YKA3bIBAET, YTO OH CaM HeE SIBJISIETCS UHU-
LIMaTOPOM U MPOBOJHUKOM T€X WJIU MHBIX LIEPKOBHO-TIOJUTUYECKUX 111ar0B U MepO-
MPUSITUI; OH XOTSI U SIBJISIETCS «3aMecTUTeieM OJiaxkeHHOTOo artoctosa» (beati apostoli
vicarius)?’, omHaKO HUKOMY He CJIeAyeT 0OMaHbIBAaThCS 3TUM HAaMMEHOBAHUEM: B JIULIC
IMamer PuMckoro Bce MMEIOT €10 ¢ anocTojioM [leTpom TUUHO.

Ha To, uto mama u ectb cam anocrtoi [letp, @eamKc HEABYCMBICIIEHHO U HEOTHO-
KpaTHo yKa3biBaeT. [To MHeHUI0 narbl, anocTtoi [eTp no cioBy BeeBrbiniHero [TacToipst
yrpasiseT BeeneHckoii LlepkoBbio, B TO BpeMs Kak mara, Oyay4u ero 36MHbBIM «3aMe-
CTUTEIEM», COOCTBEHHO U pacIiopsDKaeTcs LEPKOBHBIMU IejaMU. B 3Toil KoHIemIumn
BIOJIHE YETKO OTPa3WIOCh PUMCKOE roCylapCTBEHHO-aIMUHUCTPATUBHOE TOHSITUE
BUKapHs U BUKapraTa Kak COBOKYITHBIX BJIACTHBIX ITOJITHOMOUMIA, IeJIETUPOBAHHBIX OT
BBICIIIE MHCTAaHLIMK HU3LLIECH.

Takoe moHMMaHMe coOCTBeHHOM Biactu marna dennkc GopmymupyeT BechMa
MoKa3aTeJbHbIM 00pa30oM: «...CpeIu pa3InuHbIX nei BceneHckoit LlepkBu, KOTOpPbI-
MM TIOBCIOZYy Ha 3eMJIe Y BCEX HapOIOB IO yKa3ymwlleMy cjioBy BepxoBHoro ITacTbipst
anoctoj IleTp pacnopstkaercs BecbhMa OIUTEIbHBIM YIIpaBIeHUEM, HETIPECTAaHHO 3a-

7 «Rursus ergo apostoli Petri veneranda confessio maternis te vocibus, ut suorum praecipuum fi-
liorum, compellere non desinens ante confidentiam tuae pietatis exclamat: Christiane princeps, cur me
a vinculo caritatis, quo ecclesia universalis adstringitur, permittis incidi?... Nonne mea fides est, quam
solam esse veram et nulla adversitate superandam Dominus ipse monstravit, qui Ecclesiae suae in mea
confessione fundandae portas inferi nunquam praevalituras esse promisit?» (Felicis ep. 1. P. 224).

18 «Quia sicut per professionem catholicam sedis apostolicae formam secutus es...» (Felicis ep. 16.
P. 274).

1%«Si in participatione beati Petri et catholicae veritatis desiderat permanere» (Ibid).

2 Felicis ep. 2. P. 234; Ep. 15. P. 272 (beati Petri qualiscunque vicarius).
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HUMaeT MeHs Beiuyvaiiiiias 3a00Ta ... Kak o rpajae AJIeKCaHAPUNCKOM, TaK U O TOM,
KaKOBO TTOJIOXKEHIE BEPBI BO BCEl BOCTOYHOM 00J1acTi»?.

Bbigenum B 3TOM MpeMJIOXKEHUU TJIaBHOE: «...CPEIM Pa3JIMYHbIX 3a00T 0 BeeneH-
ckoii LlepkBHu... HerpecTaHHO 3aHMMaeT MEHsI BelnJaiiiias 3a0oTa...» I1ama He CKpbI-
BaeT, YTO OOBEKTOM €ro moreueHus sBisieTcss uMeHHO BceneHckast LlepkoBb U uTO
€ro IOPUCIMKIIMS TOJHOCTBIO COBIAJACT C «OpUCcauKIIMei» anoctona [lerpa. IMpu-
YeM CJieyeT BHOBb OTMETUTD 3JIEMEHTBI TPaXKIaHCKO-TIPABOBOM M TOCYyAapCTBEHHO-
aJIMUHUCTPATUBHOM TEPMUHOJOTMM, OTHOCAULIEWCS K TMepenaye W OTIPaBICHUIO
BlacTHRIX momHoMoumii (delegatio, moderatio, dispensatio) m ¢QyHKUMII BiIacTu
(sollicitudo).

B o011 CBSI3M HEYIMBUTENBHO, UTO «cykneHue cpiatoro [letpa» hakTuuecku paB-
HO3HAYHO TOHSTUIO «aBTOpUTET BeeneHckoil LlepkBu» M Kak TaKOBOE BbIpaxKaeTcs
manoii??. [1pu TakoM momxomne BeI30B AKakuss KOHCTaHTUHOITOMBCKOTO Ha cyn B PuM,
rocJiefoBaBIluii B 483 I., ObLJT BLI30BOM Ha «aloCTOJbCKUI Cyll», Ha KOTOPOM AKaKUit
CBOM BUHBI JOJIKEH OBbLT «MCKYITUTD Mepen aroctojioM [letpom» 2,

®enuke 111 cozmaer y agpecatoB cBOEro ImuchbMa IOJTHOE OLIYIIEHUE TOrO, YTO
BCE UCXOMSIIEEe OT «allOCTOJIBCKOTO TIPECTONa» UCXOOUT JIMYHO OT aroctoja I[letpa u
MOTOMY, K MPUMEpY, MarckKoe MOCOJbCTBO SIBJSIETCS TTOCOIBLCTBOM JIMYHO arocToja
IMerpa®*, u ockopOiieHUe, HaHECEHHOE IAIlCKUM ITI0cCjiaM, €CTh OCKOpOJeHue, Ha-
HeceHHoe JuuHO Iletpy?. B Tex ciydasix, Korga Iama rOBOPUT YTO-TO OT IE€PBOIO
JINA, OH He 3a0bIBaeT HAIlOMHUTb, YTO €ro ycTaMu roBOpUT cam arocton [letp, B
KOTOPOM B CBOIO 04Yepeib TOBOPUT caM XprcToc?, OTcrofa HECTOXHO 3aKTIOYHUTh, YTO
CJI0BA Marbl CYyTh CJI0BAa caMOro XpUcTa, a €ro pelIeHUs] — PEelIeHUs CaMOro XpucTa.

2l «Inter diversas generalis Ecclesiae curas, quas ubique terrarum cunctis populis Christianis
summi pastoris voce delegante beatissimus Petrus apostolus pervigili moderatione dispensat, continuo
me sollicitudo maxima ... tam Alexandrinae urbis quam qui status fidei totius Orientalis regionis esset
except» (Felicis ep. 2. P. 232—233).

22 «Neque putemus, quod quibuslibet sit vallata periculis, unquam pondus vigoris sui vel censura
beatissimi Petri vel auctoritas universalis amittat Ecclesiae...» (Felicis ep. 2. P. 237).

B «...Frater et coepiscopus meus Acacius, ...ad haec, quae de se pervidet intimari, apud beatum
Petrum apostolum diluere obedientiae sedulitate procuret... Qui sibi, quemadmodum confidimus,
bene conscius apostolicum debere judicium pro sacerdotii sui moderatione non ambigit...» (BbIIeIeHO
mHoit. — M. I') (Felicis ep. 4. P. 241:). Cwm. takke: Felicis ep. 3. P. 239.

24 «Beati apostoli Petri directa legatio...» (Felicis ep. 8. P. 247); «Deinde legatione submota, quae
apud vos, ut dictum est, nec beati Petri apostoli inviolata esse jam potuit...» (Felicis ep. 8. P. 248).

3«1 B ockopbieHne OjaxeHHOro amocrona IleTpa, or mpecroja KOTOPOTrOo OHHM (ITOCIIBI
nanbl. — M. I') oTObUIM, ThI HE TOJILKO CIIeJaj TaK, YTO OHU BEPHYJIMCh 0e3 pe3yjbraTta, HO Jaxe
SIBUJT UX HAPYLIUTENSIMUA BCErO, UTO UM ObLIO MOpyyeHo» («...et in laesionem beati Petri apostoli, a
cujus sede profecti fuerant, non solum inefficaces redire feceris sed etiam impugnatores omnium, quae
fuerant mandata, monstraris») (Felicis ep. 6. P. 245). Otciona BUIHO, 4TO OCKOpOJIEHIE, HAHECEHHOE
MoCJIaM U, Kak CIIeACTBHE, anocTojly [1eTpy, COCTOSIIO UL B TOM, YTO OHU HE CMOIJIA BBITIOJHUTh
MarcKUX MHCTPYKITUIA!

% «YT1oOBI ThI HE CTOJIBKO 110 HACTABJICHUIO KAKOTO-TO €r0 3aMECTUTENSI, CKOJILKO [JIMUHO] Mpu-
CYTCTBYIOLIETO arocToJa...» («ut non tam per ejus qualemcunque vicarium quam praesentis apostoli
velut auctoritate commonitus...») (Felicis ep. 1. P. 225); «Benb Bo MHe, KaKOM-HUKAaKOM 3aMeCTUTE-
e, artocton Iletp, a B Hem Xpuctoc, KoTopslii He normyckaeT pasaeiaeHust cBoeii Llepksu, TpebyeT
aroro» (I»n me enim qualicunque vicario beatus Petrus apostolus, et haec in illo, qui Ecclesiam suam
discerpi non patitur, ipse etiam Christus exposcit») (Felicis ep. 15. P. 272).
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Takum o6pa3om, oOILIEHNE ¢ TATION ecTh 001IeHue ¢ [TeTpoM?’, a cieqoBaTeIbHO, IO/ -
pa3yMeBaeTcsl — U CO XpUCTOM, OTKa3 Xe OT 00IIeHus eCTh pa3phiB ¢ [leTpoM 1, Kak
CJeICTBUE, — CO XpUCTOM?,

Bnaromaps stomy mana deauKc HE COMHEBAECTCSI B TOM, UYTO MMEET MPaBo Acii-
CTBOBATh «BJIACThIO» amocToa IleTpa, KoTopast BRITEKAeT U3 €ro «aBTopureTa»?. Kak
HOCUTeNIb BiacTu arocrtona IleTpa, mama mMmeeT MpaBo OTHABaTh «IIPUKAa3bl», T. €.
MOJIb30BaThCsI MHCTPYMEHTOM, MPUCYIIUM MCKIIOYUTEIbHO BBICIIIMM CBETCKUM BJIa-
ctam. [Ipu 3TOM nara HU4yTh He COMHEBAETCS, YTO MOXET YITOTPEOISATh CBOIO BIACTh
U OTIABaTh IpsIMBIe TIPUKA3bl 32 TPAHULIAMU COOCTBEHHOM (POPMATbHON IOPUCIUK-
vu, onpenencHHoi permenneM | Beenernckoro Cobopa B Hukee', mpuaem mmprKassl,
MPU3bIBAIOIIME K MMPSIMOMY HETTOBUHOBEHUIO MECTHOMY apXHUepelo.

Kaxk s1x0o0bI uBOe BoruromieHue arnocrona Ilerpa mama denuke monaraeT, 4To
MOKET MOJIb30BaThCS BIIACThIO ¢BATOTO [leTpa «BsI3aTh U pelmmTh»'. OTCI0Ia BhITEKA-
eT IMIPUCBOEHHOE MalaMu IPaBo «yTBEPXKIATh JOCTOMHCTBO CBSIIIEHHUKOB», KOTOPOE
yepes yKazaHUe Ha «IIpeporaTuBbl» aroctoJa [leTpa BeicTaBisieTcs Kak JaHHOE Tarnam
HernocpeacTBeHHO Xprcrtom?*?. 1 Ha060poT: OTaydyeHre, IPOU3HECEHHOE «aITOCTOJIb-
CKUM IIPECTOJIOM», SIBJISIETCS OKOHYATEJIbHBIM U MOXET OBIThb CHSITO TOJIBKO CAMUM
arnoCTOJbCKUM TpecTojioM™®, T. €. BaacThlo amoctoyia Ilerpa. Ilamckuii mpurosop,

27 «Ut si mallent beati Petri apostoli communionem fideli corde suscipere...» (Felicis ep. 13.
P. 267).

2 Tlarpuapxa Akakust U umnepatopa 3uHoHa DenuKc CTaBUT Tepea BBIOOPOM OOIIAThCS C
ITetpom anocronom wim ¢ Iletpom AnekcaHIpUICKMM: «...in vestro relinquo deliberationis arbi-
trio, utrum beati apostoli Petri an Alexandrini Petri cuiquam sit eligenda communion» (Felicis ep. 8.
P. 248); «Alioqui nihil nobis poterit imputari, si complectentibus foedera caritatis beati apostoli Petri
consortio Alexandrini Petri societas praeferatur» (Felicis ep. 14. P. 267).

¥ «3T0ro0 s, TOCTOMOYTEHHENIINI MPUHLIETIC, OyIyuyn KaK-HUKaK 3aMecTUTeeM OJ1akeHHO-
ro IleTtpa, He UCTPeOyIO0 aBTOPUTETOM IYCTh U allOCTOJNIbCKOM BiacTu...» («Haec ego, reverentissime
princeps, beati Petri qualiscunque vicarius, non auctoritate velut apostolicae potestatis extorqueo...»)
(Felicis ep. 15. P. 272). [TomuepkHeM, UTO Ha BO3MOXKHOCTb UCTPEOOBATh HEUTO allOCTOJIBCKOM BiIa-
CTbIO Mana HaMeKaeT PUMCKOMY UMIIEpaTopy, HAXOAsICh, BIIPOYEM, OT HErO Ha BIOJHE Oe30MacHOM
paccTostHUUM. M3 11e710r0 MoToKa MOMOOHBIX MAICKUX 3asBIEHUI B aIpec pUMCKUX MMIIEPaTOpPOB,
HCTEKAaBIIIETO U3 MOMYMHEHHO! BapBapaM Mtanuu Ha ipoTsskeHUn oty S0 JIeT, BBITEKAIOT U YHU-
3uTenbHOE Hu3noxeHue nanbl CuibBepust (536—537), u Tackanue 3a 6opony manbl Burmius (537—
555) nakanyse V Bcenenckoro Co6opa, u cyn Haxa nanoit MaptuHom (649—653).

30 Cwm.: npennucanue mambl PeTMKca KOHCTAHTUHOMONIbCKOMY apxuMmaHnputy danmaccuio He
BCTyIaTh B o01eHne ¢ AkakueM KoHcTaHTUHOIIONbCKUM 6e3 MpuKa3a marbl: «Tak, mycThb MoKIeT-
¢S TBOS JTIOOOBB IIPUKAa3a arroCcTOJILCKOTO MpecTona...» («Exspectet ergo dilectio tua sedis apostolicae
jussionem...») (Felicis ep. 16. P. 274).

STCM.: M 16. 18—19: «...u 4 roBopro Te6e: Tol — I[leTp, u Ha cem KamHe I cozmam LlepkoBb
Moto, 1 Bparta ajia He of0JIeloT ee; U 1aM Tebe kmoun LlapctBa HebecHoro: 1 4To CBsIXelllb Ha 3eMJle,
TO OymeT cBsi3aHO Ha HebGecax, M UTO pa3pelnilb Ha 3eMJie, TO OyIeT pa3pelieHo Ha Hebecax». Cp.
npusbiB Dennkca K [leTpy: «... MOCHEIIM OTBETUTD Iiepe OJlaxkeHHBIM aroctosioM IleTpoMm... KoTo-
DBIii, KaK Thl He MOXeIIb OTPUIIATh, TTOJYYMJI OT [0CTIONa BIACTh BSI3aTh M PEIIMTh» («...apud beatum
Petrum apostolum... quem ligandi atque solvendi a Domino potestatem sumpsisse non potes diffiteri...
respondere festina») (Felicis ep. 3. P. 239).

3 «...dum scilicet ad apostolicam sedem regulariter destinatur, per quam largiente Christo om-
nium solidatur dignitas sacerdotum...» (Felicis ep. 14. P. 267).

3 «Pasperien xe IMetp (maTpuapx AsekcaHapuiickuit — M. I) He MOT GbITh HUKOUM 00pa3oM
0e3 commacust alroCTOJIbCKOTO TIpecToa...» («Absolvi autem Petrus nulla ratione potuit sine apostoli-
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o cioBaM Denrkca, BBIHOCUTCS «CYIOM CBATOTO JlyXa 1, yepe3 Hac, alloCTOIbCKIM
aBTOpUTeTOM»**, TOT, KTO HE MPU3HABAT TAKUX «OUYEBUIHBIX» BEIe M MPOTUBUIICS
MarncKou BJACTU, NEUCTBOBAJ MO TaKOW JIOTMKE HE WHAY€ KaK «I10 HAyIIEHUIO Jua-
BoJla». UMEHHO Tak B MOCIaHUSIX, UCXOAAIIMX U3 PuMa, He CTeCHSJIMCh UMEHOBATh
marprapxa Akaknst KOHCTaHTHHOITOTBCKOTO,

HeynuBurenbHo, UTO Jajieko He Bce Ha BocToke ObLIM TOTOBBI paccMaTpUBaTh
Pumckoro Ilany kak BorutoleHue anocrosa Ilerpa, yctamMmu KOTOpOro ToBOPUT caM
ChoiH boxuii B [lyxe CBaTOM, a TaKxXKe IPUHUMATh BCE BhITEKAIOII1€ OTCIO/A, I10 Iall-
CKOI JIOTUKE, MPEPOraTUBbI «aIllOCTOJLCKOTO Tipectona». Ha BocToke Bo BpeMeHa
manel @enmkcea 111, mo-BUAMMOMY, HOBOSIBJICHHBIN «ITETPOBCKUI TUCKYPC» PUMCKHX
ran MmoKas3ajcsl HaCTOJIbKO HelmpuemyieMbiM, uyTo nana Peaukc Obul BBIHYXIEH IMO-
XBaJIUTh TTpeeMHUKa Akakust @paBuTy TOIBKO 3a TO, YTO TOT AOMYCTHII B CBOEI CUHO-
JIMKE BCETO JIUIIb IPU3HAHKE 0COOBIX TOCTOMHCTB [leTpa Kak BEpXOBHOIO arocTona®,
Kareropmaeckoe HenpusiTie BotoHTapucTcKkux aeiictsuii @ennkca 111 HaBiekmo Ha
MarcTBO CO BCEX CTOPOH MACCMPOBaHHbIE OOBUHEHMS B HAPYIIIEHUU KAHOHOB; OTBE-
YyaTh HA HUX 1 00OCHOBBIBAaTbh PUMCKUI IIpUMAT B HaJIbHEHIIIEM IIPUIIJIOCH C OIOPOit
Ha MOHSITHE KaHOHA, BPEMEHHO OTBEMsI «IIETPOBCKOMY IUCKYPCY» BCIIOMOTaTEIbHYIO
poJib.

Takum o6pa3om, MpoaHATM3UPOBAHHBIN B JaHHOK paboTe paKkypc «IeTPOBCKO-
ro IUCKypca», KOTOpPbIii Ipu mamne JIpbBe BenrkoM™ moy4mi JuIb JOKaIbHOE pac-
IpocTpaHeHne Ha jJaTmHcKoM 3amane, mpu Denukce 111 okazamcs mHCTpyMEeHTOM
MaricKoro Bo3neicTBrs Ha Bcio BeeneHckyro LlepkoBb. UMeHHO € 5TOTO BpeMeH! Kak
BoCcTOYHbIEe LIepkBU, TaK U UMIIepaTOpCcKasi BAaCTh ObUIM BbIHYXIEHbBI BbIPA0ATHIBATh
CUCTEMY MPOTHUBOJIEUCTBUS BCEJIEHCKUM BJIACTHBIM aMOUIIMSM TANCTBa.

Karouegwvie crosa: natpuapx Akakuii KoncrantuHononbckuii, mana ®enuke 111,
narna I'enacuii I, iepKoBHas MOJUTUKA, PACKOJ, «IIETPOBCKUM TUCKYPC».

cae sedis assensu» (Felicis ep. 14. P. 268); «/ na He cuyuTaeTcs, 4TO MPOM3OIILIO 3aKOHHOE OUMIIICHIE
[letpa (matpuapxa Anekcanapuiickoro. — M. I’), KOTOpOTo, COIIaCHO OObIUaI0 APEBHUX, HE pa3pe-
LITWJT alTOCTOILCKUIA TIPECTON OT TOTO, B UeM cBsi3all» («nec Petri putetur legitima provenisse purgatio,
quem non secundum morem veterum apostolica sedes, quae ligavit, absolvit») (Felicis ep. 15. P. 271).

34 «Sancti Spiritus judicio et apostolica per nos auctoritate damnatus» (Felicis ep. 6. P. 246).

3 «OHAKO HUKOTO HE yXacaeT, YTO OCYXXIEHHBI AKaKUil He YCIIOKanBaeTCsl: U3BEPrHYT ca-
TaHa, HO BCE ke nelicTByeT!» («Verumtamen neminem terreat, quod damnatus Acacius non quiespit.
Elisus est satanas et tamen operatur») (Felicis ep. 11. P. 257).

3% «Ipsae dilectionis tuae litterac apostolorum summum petramque fidei et coelestis dispensatorem
mysterii creditis sibi clavibus beatum Petrum apostolum confitentur» (Felicis ep. 13. P. 267). To xe B:
Felicis ep. 15. P. 270.

37 Ullmann W. Leo I and the Theme of Papal Primacy // Journal of Theological Studies. 1960.
Vol. 11. P. 25—51; Idem. Gelasius I... S. 61—87; Wessel S. Leo the Great and the Spiritual Rebuilding of
a Universal Rome. [Supplements to Vigiliae Christianae. Texts and Studies of Early Christian Life and
Language; 93]. Leiden; Boston, 2008. P. 285—297.
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APOSTLE PETER AND THE «ACACIAN SCHISM»
M. GRATSIANSKIY

The article analyzes the ideological foundation of the exceptional position of papacy
within the Universal Church, asit was revealed during the conflict between the papacy and
the Church of Constantinople at the end of the 5" century. The perception of a specific
role of Apostle Peter as a presumed first bishop of Rome found its application as a key-
stone of the argumentation, which pope Felix 111 (483—492) developed for a justification
of his political actions, which in their turn lead to the uncanonical condemnation of
patriarch of Constantinople Acacius and the beginning of a long-termed schism between
Rome and the Orient. This argumentation, or rather an ecclesiological concept, styled
by many scholars as ‘petrine discourse’, both presented an underlying structure of papal
ideology and was a primary motivation for concrete actions on the field of ecclesiastical
policy of the popes.

Keywords: Acacius of Constantinople, Pope Felix II1, Pope Gelasius I, Church
Politics, Schism, Petrine Discourse.
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