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The new issue of «New Delhi sprichty by the Evangelisches
Missionsverlang G. M. B. H. of Stuttgart made its appearance a few
months ago.

The issue conteains the speeches of the General Assembly in their
main subjeets, t.e. evidences on the Sections Witness, Deaconship, Unity
the message and the reports of the Commissions of the General Assembly
which took place in New Delhi from the 18ht November till the 6th
December 1964, The editor of this is the Rev. William A. Visser’t,
Hooft, Secretary General of the World Council of Churches.

On page 60 there is the following remark: «Compare Contribuiion
of the Orthodox taking part in the register (minutes) of the Section
«Unitys.

In April of this year, made its appearance «New Delhi 1961» in a
nice volume published by the same editor and amongst others con-
tained a report of the documents of the Third General Assembly of
the World Council of Churches.

On page 140 of this volume in a foot note, there is the following
remark: «Copies of this contribution may be-cbtained-from-the-Seetiony

«Faith and Orders of the World Council of Churches in Geneva.

It is evident, that this is so difficult that it becomes necessary to
publish this contribution not only for those who have taken part
in the General Assembly of the World Council of Churches but also
for the Theologians and other interested persons. This is very essen-
tial, taking into consideration, that the same volume contains the
views of an isolated ease of one Orthodox Theologian, Dr N.
Nigsiotis, while nothing is published on the Contribution on the most
important problem of Unity (III Section) in the General Assembly and
which contribution has been drawn up by responsible Theologians,
leaders of the Orthodox Theology and Churches, such as Father
G. Florovsky (Harvard), Dr. Alivizatos (Athens), Dr. Meyendorff,
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Metro politan Myron Chrysostomos, Professor of Chalki, Metropolitan
Imvrou Meliton, Professor Protopresbyterian Borovoy (Leningrand),
also Prof. Ioannides, Prof G. Konidaris, Prof. Siotis, Prof. J. Kalogirou
and others, including Archbishop Nikodimos (Russia) and the Metro-
politan of Moldavia Mgr Justin who has rightly expressed the wish for
the inclusion of the following thoughts in the form of Appendix.

Generally, one should say that the orthodox contribution con-
stitutes a plain and concise report of the orthodox viewon the Unity
of the Church, more clear than ever before.

It would have been of course better had the Orthodox contribution
been published as a XIX supplement, as it has been pointed out by the
competent Authorities of the World Couneil of Churches, by the Pre~
sident of the representatives of the Church of Greece,the Most Reve-
rend Metropolitan of Edessa Mgr Dionysios.

" In this contribution I would have included the following Appendix:

«This clear attitude of the Orthodox members of the Section
«Unity» or a special contribution on the question of Christian Unity
in no way whatsoever can be taken as a change of the attitude that
Orthodoxy has taken vis-a-vis the Oecomenical movement as it has
been clearly expressed in the minutes and in the message of the Pan-
Orthodox Conference at Rhodes (20th Sept. to 2th Oectober 1961).
The care and the positive collaboration of all the churches constitute,
in the opinion of the Orthodox Churches, a high Christian mission in
the conception of love of our Lord Jesus Christs. This is the opinion,
as I believe, of all the Christian Churches.
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CONTRIBUT]ON OF THE ORTHODOX DELEGATES
IN THE SEC’T]()N OF UNITY

Represéntatives of the Orthodox Church in the Sertwn on Umty wel-
come the Report of Faith and Order Commision adopted at St. Andrews,
Seotland, in August 1960, as an important and stimulating ecumenical
document. The Ecumenical Movement, as it is now embodied in the World
Council of Churches, has begun by protestant initiative, but was not
meant, from the very beginning, to be a protestant endeavour, nor should
be regarded as such. This must be especmlly emphasized now, when almost
all churches of Orthodox C’ommumon ‘have entered the membership of
the World Council. In this situation the Ortkodox Representatives  feel
themseloes obliged to underline the basic difference between their own ap-
proach to ecumenical problem and that whick is implied in the document
of St. Andrews. The ecumenical problem, as it is understood in the current
ecumenical movement, is primarily a problem of the Proiestant world.
The main question, in this seiting, is that of «Denominationalism». Accor-
dingly, the problem of Christian unity, or of Christian Reunion, is usually
regarded in terms of an interdenominational dgreement or Reconciliation.
In’ the Protestant universe of discourse such approach is quite natural.
But for the Orthodoz it is uncongenial. For the Orthodox the basic ecume-
nical problem is that of schism. The Orthodox cannot accept the idea
of a «parity of denomination» and cannot visualize Christian Reunion
just as an interdenominattonal adjustment. The unity has been broken
and must be recovered. The Orthodox Church is not a confession, one of many,
one among the many. For the Orthodox, the Orthodox Church is just the
Church. The Orthodox Church ts aware and conscious of the identity of her

——————tnner-siructure-and-of-her—teaching-with-the—Apostotic-message—(ferygma)

and the tradition of the ancient undivided Church. She finds herself in an
unbroken and coniinuous succession of sacramental ministry, sacramental
life, and faith, Indeed, for the Orthodox the aposiolic succession of episco-
pacy and sacramental priesthood is an essential and constitutive, and there-
fore obligatory element of the Church’s very existence.The Orthodox Church,
by her inner conviction and consciousness, has a special and exceptional
position in the divided Christendom, as the bearer of, and the witness to,
the tradition of the ancient undivided Church, from which all existing
denominations stem, by the way of reduclion and separation. From the
Orthodox point of view, the current. ecumenical endeavour can be chara-
clerized as «ecumenism in spacey, aiming al agreement between
parious denominations, as they exist at present. This endeavour is, from
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the Orthodox point of view, quite inadequate and incomplete. The common
ground, or rather the common background, of existing denominations can
be found. and must be sought, in the past, in their common history, in
that common ancient and apostolic tradition, from which all of them derive
their existence. This kind of ecumenical endeavour can be properly deno-
ted as «ecumenism in time. The Report of Faith and Order
itself mentions «agreement (in faith) with all ages» as one of the normative
prerequisites of unity. Orthodox theologians suggests this new method of
ecumenical inquiry, and this new criterion of ecumenical ecaluation, as
a kingly rock, with the hope that unity may be recovered by the divided de-
nominations by their retur n to their common past. By this way diver-
gent denominations may meet each other on the unity of common tradi-
tion. The Orthodox Church is willing to participate in this common work
as the witness which had preserved continuously the deposite of apostolic
faith and tradition. No static restoration of old forms is anticipated, but
rather a dynamic recovery of perenniam ethos, which only can secure the
true agrement wf all agesr. Nor should their be a rigid uniformity, since
the same faith, mysterious in its essence and unfathomable adequately in
the formulas of human reason, can be expressed accurately in different
manners, The immediate objective of the ecumenical search s, according
to the Orthodox understanding, a reintegration of Christian mind, a reco-
very of apostolic tradition, a fulness of Christian vision and belief, in agre-
ement with all ages.
Topabétopey dvralbe xol Epvudhy perdppaoy the dvatépn «oupBoriign.

ZYMBOAH THZ OPBOAOEOY ANTIHPOZQIIEIAZ
EIX TO TMHMA HEPI ENOTHTOZX

0i drrumpdownot viz *Ogbeddiov 'Exxdnoila; & v§ tufjpar: nepi Svdrnrog yaige-
wlkow iy nar’ Aiyovarov Tab 1960 & “Ayly ° Avdgde tiic Znwriag yevopdvy dmodentiy
é'x@eaw Toi ryﬁwzog erewg xal Arouchioswg, @¢ onovdaiov xai évfaggvvrindy sy’yga—

. “H Olxoy bc zdoa & AR S IeAT) 1
Exxla;go’aczw, elvar psv mpwrofoviiac ngorsoravrixiis, AALN ebbdc 85 agyiic Oy dvonlfin g
nporeoravtil mpoondleia, 0008 meéned va Dewpifrar dg voratry. Toiro mpénet va Tovialy
Tga, Gre oyedov mivar ai ’Emda;a{ae tijc "OgfoddEov nowwviag yévorre uéhny tob Ilay-
nooplov Zvpfoviiov. ‘Yad towdrag owlixac of dgbédofor dvrimgdowmor aioldvorrar
iy vnoyodmay va dmoypauuicow Thy Paculy dwapopdy Tig dnd pdoovg Twy  dyrisgi-

cewg To¥ olxovperixot mgofArparos xal Tdv ovvemaxoiovinudrey Tol fyyodpov Tod “A-
yéov *Avigéov. To Olxovpevinov mpdfilnua, g vostrar & vij ovwifer oixovpevixy xevij-
oet, shvae mgomavds mpdPinpa To mooreoTowTixeT wbapov.

T6 sdgiov Zifrnpa slg Ty drdbeow adriy elvar T Tije «opoloyianiic SmocTdoswey,

=

pelvar oufflog dg Citnpa mavopckeyiaxis cuugovias 7 dnoxarasrdoswg,


http:tA/,'lVI.X.qV

The orthodox contribution in the section of unity in New Delhi 187

*Ev 1f] ovéntioe (fpetvn) dno mporectwvtenflc mleveds tolre elvar 8Amg puoudy.
'AAka Sud tods 'OploddEovs t6 facixoy Olovusvixsy mpdfinpa elvar o Tob oyloparos.
Qi ’Opbddolor Sév elvar duvardy va Seylloty iy Déay «riic lodryrog Tdy Suoloyidvy xal
dév Svvavrar va dpopatioboly Xpwwriavuey énavévaow d¢ dndfy mavoucioyasry Sieu-
Gérnow. “H $vdrng Swondolly xal mpénee va dmoxarucralfj. "H *Opbddofoc *Enxdnola dev
elvar pia Tdv Spokoyidy, pia peralv tdv molldw. dddre 4 *Oplddobog *Exxlnola elveau
Grgufiés 1 " Bxulnoia. “H "Opbddobos "Exxinoia yvwpilee xal fye ovveldnow tig tav-
rdtyrog Tic dowTegixis Trg Ymvordoews wul tiis Sidavxalias tis, pé 16 dmoorolexdv
xiovyue xal iy magdboow tic doyalas wil ddwegérov Lxwlnolag. Evploxeror elg adud-
scomoy nai ovveyd] dtadoyty Tie pvoTnglaxis iswats, Tie pvernelaxic Lofc xal Tic
nlorsme, "AlBés Sia tovg 'Qpboddlovs 1) dmootorixt) Sadoyt) 1@y émioxbnay =al 1 pv-
oTnowaxt) Lepwoty slvar cvOTATINGY xal XOTACTATINGY %di""_g £x T0UTOV Vmoypewrixndy
ororyeior abrils T Exsdnoractiils dmooTdoewg. h

“H ’0Oobddolos *Exsdnoila, 0wt 1ijs éowrepuilc memolifoews xal oweadijoeds tng
saréyer Bhme (Graurégay xal SEawperindy 8o dv @ Sipgnpbve Xgroriaroud, g J pogetc
sal 9 pdorve i napaddoswe tis dgyulas ddiwugbrov 'Eodnoias, a4y dg nardyovras
(doyueds) Shas af Sprorduerar Spoloylar 8¢ dnocndoews 7 ywgispod. "EE éndpew 'Qp-
foddlov, 9 cvviibins olxovpevnt) npoumdfiera ddvatar va yagaxtneeadff g ((Oixov;wwa,udg
&y yown drooxondy THY avupuviay perafy tdv dapdpay o,uo?uowwv @¢ abras Splotay-
T Ghuepor.

Abrdy %) ngoondleia [Suws] dmé dgboddlov Endpews elvar &vmagm}g xai éAAsumis.
T6 =owwdv Edagos 4} udilov 6 xowoc xara fdbos dpilwy (background) tav dpiorapbdvew
Suodoyidy Stvatar va sdpeli] xal mopénee va dvalyrnbfi elc ¥0 nugelbov, el Thy xowny
iotoglay Twv, xal &g éxclrny Ty wmadudy xai xowy droctoluty mapddoow, €8 T my-
ydler ) Gmaplic taw. AdTol Tob elbovs 1) olxovpevindy npoonrdben Sdvarar mpendyrome vd
Dewonbfi e «Oinovieviopos v yodvps.

Adry 5 Ebeors tic «lliorsmg nal diowdoswss dvapéper «rip (v ©jf niover) ovp-
powiay mgds Slove Tods aldracy, de pivy and rds Pavixas npoinebéces tijg fvdryrog. O
dpfddoor Beoldyor mpoteivovr Tiw véar avrny pébodor olxovpernfls Sxriufoews, dg thy
Bacidury méteay, &l tf] éAnid Sre 1 fvdrne Ba Snavevpelf) dmd Tdv Suonuévery Suoi a-
yiidy 810 Th¢ éntargopric aiTiw sl T6 xooy mageAidy.

‘H 'Ogbdédokos " Enxlnoia mgolduwe peréd; €1 e TO x01dv 70iTo Eapon e s-pdprve;

7 omola distignoe ovveyde Tov Onoavpdy T dmeorodxd mlotewms xal nugaddocmg. | 1éy
drrwpeTwribsrar fefaiws orared) daoxardoracty raludy pogpdy, GAld pdlley duvapixs)
Gvavécorois Tob delfaroBs Glovs, T6 dmoiov pdvor dvvarar va dEacpalion v dinbf ovp-
puviay Slay Tov aldver |

Offre mpduerran mepl drdumrov Suotopngpias, dpot avty 4 nlovig xabd’ éovrip uvory-
pedidng v T ooty tig wal dveluyviactoc &v T Srugxeia TV LopEdY Tob aar@gw*zwav Ao~
yixod, dvarar va axngacﬂn drpifidc xard dugpdgovs Tpdmovs,

T6 dpsoov Grrixelpevor Tiig ocxowwmmyb dpetvis, wara T OQGoéoEov avrilnpey
elyar 1) Gracdorace; Tic ypoTiavrs vojoewg, 1 droxardoTacig Tig drootoludc napa-
dboews, 7 mingdrys T yeoTiavxds fvogdoews xul miorswgs &y gvupwvig mpos mdvrag

100 aldvag, i
( Merdpgaocs Kabynrot AM. AAIBIZATOY)

OEOAOTIA, Tépog Al Telyog B — = e = o =13




