Statement of the First Study Seminar of PRO ORIENTE between theologians of the Roman Catholic Church and the Oriental Orthodox Church on Primacy - Vienna, June, 29 to July, 1, 1991
The first Joint Study Seminar on Primacy between theologians of the Roman Catholic Church and the Oriental Orthodox Churches was held under the auspices of PRO ORIENTE and on the initiative of the Standing Committee for the follow-up of the Five Unofficial Vienna Consultations between them, at the Bildungshaus, Lainz, Vienna, from June 29th to July 1st. 
Six Roman Catholic theologians, including His Eminence Francis Cardinal König, and six Oriental Orthodox theologians took part. No Ethiopian Orthodox theologian could attend due to the political situation in Ethiopia. The seminar was characterized throughout by a spirit of mutual openness and candor, with a genuine sense of our common responsibility for the visible manifestation of the unity of Christ's Church. Bishop Dr. Mesrob K. Krikorian and Fr. John F. Long SJ chaired the sessions. 
The seminar participants reviewed together the papers and joint statements in the five unofficial Vienna Consultations in relation to the principle of primacy, Roman Primacy and Primacy in the Oriental Orthodox Churches. They also studied the six "organograms" of the present structure of the Roman Catholic Church and the Oriental Orthodox Churches, for comparing the way the primacy is exercised in the various churches. 
We made the following observations: 
1. All present structures are the result of a historical process of development. They express the churches' ongoing theological reflection on what Christ wills for his Church, on how the Holy Spirit has been working in the churches and on the Apostolic tradition which they inherited. They also reflect responses to internal and external demands facing a particular church at various stages in its historical development. 
2. While recognizing that some historical developments have now become part of the tradition, some of the changes met with strong opposition from within the church itself, and not all historical changes have been integrated into the tradition of the particular church. 
3. In all churches we observed some tensiion, and sometimes even discrepancy, between ecclesiological perception and actual practice. Every church recognizes the need to improve present practice in the light of the acknowledged ecclesiological norm. 
4. It was also noted that all our churches at various periods spread geographically and have become in one way or another world-wide. Their present structures reflect this process. 
5. In all the churches we observed the interaction of the twin ecclesiological principles of 
a) hierarchical gradation in authority; and
b) conciliar exercise of that authority. 
6. We observe that the size and spread of a Church affects the frequency of the meetings of its whole episcopate in Council, as well as the involvement of the whole episcopate in Synodal exercise of the ongoing administration of the whole church. In the Oriental Orthodox Churches the episcopates meet in Synod on a more or less regular basis. In the Roman Catholic Church the whole episcopate comes together in Synod or Council at intervals of decades and sometimes of centuries. The recent introduction of a representative Synod of Bishops in that Church, as well as the regular meetings of regional and national conferences of bishops are an effort to meet this situation. 
7. We noted that the Heads of Churches, in all cases, are part of and not over and above the episcopate. There are however significant differences among our churches in the relation between Head and Synod of Bishops and in the way the churches understand the meaning of primacy. 
8. In particular we recognize that there continues to exist a significant difference in the understanding of the Roman Catholic Church and the Oriental Orthodox Churches concerning the place and the functions of the Bishop of Rome in the one Church of Christ. 
9. We saw the need for further study of the concept of jurisdiction, starting with the differnces in concept of jurisdcition of a diocesan Bishop, an Archbishop or Patriarch, the Synod of Bishops in a given church, and an Ecumenical Synod of the whole Church. 
10. We observed significant variations also in 
a) the procedures for electing and consecrating Heads of Churches and Bishops;
b) the role of Christian laypeople in the election of Heads and Churches and Bishops as well as in the ongoing administration of the church, at local, diocesan and patriarchal levels; 
c) the understanding of the role of the Oriental Catholic Churches in the work for restoring the visible unity of the Church. 
Following a useful discussion on the way primacy is now exercised in the various churches, the participants embarked on envisoning a future pattern of primacy that would be acceptable to all concerned and could lead to the restoration of mutual communion. All agreed that the present division is a scandal to the world and a violation of the God-given unity of Christ's Church. All of us Christians have a God-given responsability to restore the visible unity of the One Church of Jesus Christ. 
The seminar found this exploratory meeting very useful for clarifying the issues. We need further seminars with carefully prepared papers of the issues that continue to divide us, in order to see more clearly what can be done by the Churches to restore communion. 
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