
PETRUS, FIGUR A ECCLESIAE
TIHE SES

Professor Van Bavel studies have probed Augustine’s Christology
and hıs monastıc rule. (OQver the IN Y OW studıies ave for the mMOst
part revolved around ecclesiological questions In general and 1SSuUeEeSs of
doctrinal authority ın partıcular. Durıiıng these 9 Augustine has
loomed arge for obviıous TCAasons Dut, 1ın addıtion, because of
involvement iın ecumenica]l discussions In the Uniıted States, ave also
made close study of the etters of the Roman bıshops LO the time
of Gregory the GieaL). TOm ese dıvergent pa thıs hybrıd
study 1C DIS relate the Leonıne phrase Forma Petri and
Augustine’s UuUsc of Peter ASs figure of the Church

What 1S be saıd of Augustine’s uUuse of the word forma? Herbert
Frohnhofen has wrıtten brief tudy“) of the phrase Forma Petri
through the wrıtings of Leo the Great Hıs artıcle includes both the
general phılological background and search for the UuUsc of the phrase
In earlıer Chrıstian lıterature. According tOo Frohnhofen the polvvalent
word forma Was sed {O CÄDTICSS the tollowing: ] the outward shape ÖT

appCaranCce; the inner shape, nalure, character: example, especılally
In the meanıng of prototLype OT VDOS, ıth relatiıonship LO meanıngs
such ASs image, lıkeness, S1gN. Further, forma Can be elated to
STatus OT , NOTM, rule, Custom OT law: and nnally, rarely
PronouncementTt of Judgment.

Xamples of all these meanıngs Can be OoOun ın Leo, states
Frohnhofen He adds further sıgnıfıcant meanıng: order of rank,
meanıng found ıIn E, F1° As for the phrase Forma Petri, only ONeC
instance 1S cıted ın the earlıer lıterature, VIZ in Tertulhan’s De LeIUNLO
(10 Speakıng In the Context of discussıon of the hours of PTaVerT,

« Doctrinal Authority ın St Augustine», Augustinian Studies (1981),
133-172; «Some Elements In the Pre-Hıstory of apa Infallıbilıty», in and

BURGESS edd., Teaching Authority and Infallibility (Mınneapolıs, Augsburg,
344-5

Herbert FROHNHOFEN, «‘Forma’ und °"Forma PetrI1’. Anmerkungen ihrer
Bedeutungsgeschichte DIS aps LeO dem Grossen», SEA 05 (1986). 208-217

Leo ED 6/6, « De QJUuUa forma ep1scoporum QUOQUEC est rta
dıstincti0»; Tertulhan De LeIUNLO GL 267
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Tertullian nvoked the example of Peter’s golng pray al the sixth
OUur CIS

Leo hımself sed the phrase Forma Petri ıIn {WO CITINOMNS and ın
xactly the Samne wording (SS and 83 I ransıvıt quidem etiam INn
alios apostolos JUS ISEIUS potestatiıs (et ad Ecclesiae princıpes
decreti UJUS constitutio commeavyit ) sed AON frustra unl commendatur
quod OMNIDUS intımetur. Petro enım deo hoc singulariter creditur qula
CUNCELLS Ecclesiae rectoribus Petri forma proponitur®). Frohnhofen interprets
thıs iın the specıal Leonıne meanıng he earlıer delıneated above,
VIZ n0 «order of rank » ıth notable emphasıs, of COUTSC, Peter’s
pre-eminent rank In the Church, placed a4as he 1S NI all the other

ın the Church Makıng thıs much INOTC explıcıt, Can SCC in
thıs expression the dea of Peter dS authorıty gure, connected
intımately ıth the Roman church, endowıng it ıth both ıts scrıptural
and hıstorical Justificatiıon for 1ts SUDTCHILC authorıty iın the Church and
al the SAaIllc time expressing the inner nature of the Church d

authoritarıan and (for the Romans) centralızed STIrucCLUre
looked ın vaın for siımılar USagCcS of thıs expression ın later

Roman etters through those of Gregory the Great oun varıety of
SCS of the word forma but NOTL explicıtly Forma Petri 10 cıte few
instances: Others WeIC urge 0J)8 ordered follow the example and the
leadershıp of the Roman SCC, a4s when Pope eix 3-4 WT'

Thalasıos, archimandrıte of Constantinople, noting that, AS In hıs
profession of the atNolıc al he followed the «form» of the
Apostolıc SCC, he mMust follow the example of Peter?)

For hıs SUCCCSSOT Gelasıus 2-49 the Roman WaY and al aATC

the WadY and the al of TIradıtion 1C must be ollowe the forma
and fraditio of the ances(tors; forma Ftraditionis antiquae; secundum
vetlerum formam. And, d noted, hıs «eccles1iastıcal form», thıs
«ancıent tradıtion » and «O form» WeTC all those of the apostolıc
SC6

Such eXpress1ions and varıatıons them WeTITC COIMNINON enough

Le0O FacC. and OS 138 P 38A 520; 200 62, 270-272 TIhe
phrase In parentheses 18 found In Fr 3 but NOl 83

Felıx EpD 614 Thıel Epistolae YOMANOTUÜU: pontificum genuilnde..., 214
elasıus Ep 632 1el, «Forma and Tradıt10». Letter the

CIMPCI OT Anastasıus. «Forma Iradıtion1is» ED 678 Thıel, 385 SEL 35 466-
46 / (Collecti0 Avellana): Letter the bıshops of Dardanıa. «Secundum veterum
formam»: ED 664 1el, 402: S 35 383 letter the bıshops of
Dardanıa; ED 636 Thıiels, 362 letter the bıshops of entral aly
« Fcclesjastıical form»: ED 621 1el, 330; SE 363
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but the ONe oun the most intrıguıng Irom early letter of
Pope 1gılıus, from the per10d before hıs OW prolonged time of
troubles in Constantınople. In A letter Profuturus of raga he
insısted that belhever COU be ignorant of the fact that «the Roman
church Was the foundatıon (fundamentum) and the forma of the
churches, from 170 all the churches ave taken theır beginnıng>»). In
ONC form OT another, eXpress1ons about the Roman church AS the
foundatıon and pomt of orıgın of other churches, especıally the western
churches, A back quıte WaY Already ıIn E, 59 14 (a.d 252);
Cyprıan ın much discussed phrase had spoken of the ecclesia
principalis, unde UnNLLAaSs sacerdotalis eX0orlia est But in hat 1$ the
Roman church the forma ecclesiarum? ıthın Frohnhofen rum
of meanıngs of forma, the intent surely 15 {O STITESS subordinatıion and
command. Al churches COMEC from Peter/Rome and aATeC subordinate {O
the Roman church ere 1S ASs ell Sırong otfe of exhortatıon
imıtatıon 4S ell A4s obedience.

ıle all the postles WeTIC chosen ıIn sımılar fashıon, 1gılıus
continued, Peter Was pre-eminent VCI all the others. Hıs orıgınal Nanl

Wds>s Cephas and he Was head (caput)®) and princeps of all the postles
OQuod INn capite praecessit, In membris SEquUL NecCcesse est Ouamobrem
SAancCLAa Romana ecclesia P1US merıito Domuini VOCe CONSeEeCKrALAa el SANCLOrUM
Patrum auctoriıtate roborata, primatum Oomnıum ecclesiarum. One
need nNnOTL be phılological specılalıst 1{0 SCC hat In the Roman SOUTCCS,
of IC 1gılıus letter 1S ypıcal, references Peter ıll unfaılıngly be
remıinders of the authorıty of the Roman church

ORMA AÄUGUSTINE

The exXi Step In thıs Nquıiry Was SC ıf there WOIC siımılar USagCcs
of the word forma ıIn Augustine. It cshould be noted hat the 1ssue 15
sımply that of sımılarıty of noTt of entity of SINCEe the
phrase Forma Petri 1S noLl be Ooun ın Augustine. The question then 1S
noTLt whether Augustine Was SOUTITCC for infÄuence upDON the later
Roman It involves cComparıson of how the Roman OUTCCS and

Vigıilıus ED 907 Cyprıan Ep Bayard, ed (Bude ea}
vol A 183

Optatus of Mılevıs C ontra Parmenianum I1 WE 36-37/ See (CONGAR,
«Cephas-Cephale-Caput», Etudes d’ecclesiologie medievale (London, Varıorum,
orıginally publiıshed In 952
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Augustine both Usc the word forma iın connection ıth Peter and hIs
role In the Church Are these analogous uses? Thanks {O the Augustinus-
Instıtut of urzburg and ıts staff, oun that there aATeC fewer than
486 references the word forma (sıngular only in the works of
Augustine. As ıll be argued shortly, the word figura 1S also essential
ere ere ATC SOTINC 770 references ıt In the works of Augustine!
Attention cshould be called TI agalın tO the effect that CONSCIOUS OT

UNCONSCIOUS preoccupatıon wıth scriptural vocabulary often has
theologica termınology ıIn these passages?).

Many of the uSagcs of the word forma Dy Augustine AIC connected
wıth scriptural CX  9 above all cıtations of, and allusıons L the kenotic
DASSaRc In Phıil 6'7 the Contras between Jesus in forma Dei and In
forma SCeFrVl. Such references LO Phıl take INOTC than ONC 1r of all
the references LO the word forma in Augustine. Forma ere translates
the TCE morphe. Not surprisıngly such AI OoOun ıth
exceptional frequency in the Trınıtarıan and antı-Arıan wrıtings.
second, elated scriptural teXT, much less frequent, but appearıng in
siımılar 15 the reference {O Ps (45 %“ SDECLOSUS forma
DYde 118 hominum. ere dIC also faır number of references LO Rom

dam 4S the forma futuri tupos)
Wıthout entering iınto detaıl, Man Yy of the usSagcSs of the word

forma delineated by Frohnhofen Can also be oun in Augustine. For
example, the of forma in the meanıngz of example. It cshould
be noted that Augustine’s wrıtings contaın SOTINC eleven references

Pt 71 Quod el VOS HUNC SIMIlis formae ( antitupos salvos facit
Daptisma... (Speakıng ın the Contiext of the [070] But frequently the

of forma 1S sımply moralıstıc ONC A4Ss In Im xemplum
est0 fıdelium 10 monks, Augustine stressed that ıle Paul Was nOT

obliged do physıca Or support himself. he dıd tO g1ve g00d
example+*°®).

How Christians AIC aCT 1S spelled Out In the portrayal of the
earlhest Christian communıty of Jerusalem ın the cts of the postles
00d miınısters dIC be xample the al  ul, stirrıng
them imiıtatıon. The forma vivendi ll be gıven others when
Chriıst’'s miınısters practice hat they preach. The apostle John 1$

FROHNHOFEN, arl E: 209 ote A refers DOIGNON, «La rılogıe FORMA,
FIGURA, EXEMPLUM, transposıtıion du SICC | YPOS ans la tradıtıon ancıenne du atın
de saınt Paul», Latomus (1958) 379-349

10) Augustine De ID monachorum 111 SEL 537 See] Iso De Iriniıtate
111 1 3 CS 290
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xample for VIrgins ıle Donatıst «mar(tLyrs>» WOU do better take
the real, 1.6 atholıc, martyrs d theır MOdelsS- ):

Similarly, Augustine sed the word forma In the meanıngz of
Custom ÖT tradıtion. In the Case of the 1spute epi1scopal SUCCESSION al
(aesarea iın Mauretanıa, alluded :to In the Dıvjak Jetters. Augustıine
Dro  S that it 15 stil] LOO early LO condemn Honorius accordıng tO
eccles1astıca] practice (forma) When speakıng of as and hıs
Augustine defends the Custom of keeping Church fund tOo help those
In need. somewhat apologetic Donatıst bıshop in early and LATt

diıscussıion wıth Augustine 397, admıtte' that it Wäas the establıshe'
practice rebaptıze Catholics who CaIimnlec OVEGI LO them But,
Augustine often stressed. establıshe practice Was not sufhicıent
1Cason In iıtself for continumng do somethıng otherwiıse VEILIY
questionable yprıan’s OW VIEWS WEIC al odds ıth the practice of the
Chureh*?):

Beyond these COINMON and expecte USaßCS, there dIC others that
aTe LHOTFE peculıar tO Augustine. In hıs earlıer WOTK, when he Was INOTIC

newly formed Dy hıs phılosophiıcal studıes, he seemed LO make usec of
forma In LNOTEC ırectly atonıc ashıon For example, in the De
MUSICA, he stated that Tu 1S © Jorma OomnıumM OT, al least, e Jorma
VeroOorum The O0g0S 1S also the forma OMNIUM, the rır TOom the
pomnt of VIEW of lıving, the ten commandments urnısh the forma
Vivendtl. Perhaps SOTNC of the few later SCS of thıs of forma
Can also be categorızed, d5, for example, ıIn Guelf where he
characterize: the resurrection of Jesus A4ASs the forma christianae fıdei Or
agaın, when he CA; the indwellıng Spirıt the «form of all thıngs»**).

Another of forma OoOun in Augustine 1S primarıly concerned
ıth marrlage. Almost all of the relevant dIC found in the treatise
De CONIUZILS adulterinis from the 419-4)1 and CONMNCETN the
unpopular doctrine (for men) of the equalıty of 1gatıons and

11) «Example of earlıest communıty»: Sermo 356 IA «(G00d mınısters»
«Forma fidelibus», reference AT Conf. 18808 CSL Z58:; «Forma
vivendi»: De doct chr CL 165; «Apostle John» Contra Faustum @G  X
AA Z 32 «Donatıst Martyrs»: Contra litt Pet I1 193 AB 119

12) Ep 23% RIOTE RR LAT: 46B 3168 « Ecclesijastıical practice»; «Church
fund»: Iract. &. © R CSL 485; «Apologetic Donatıst» ED SEL LE
«Cyprlan’s VIeWS)»: Ep 03 3 An 487

13) De MUSICA 131 «Forma omnı1um>»: «Forma VETOTUMHML», «Logos
d forma Oomn1ıum » De Verdq religione 66; Sı 113 CS 231 241,
259-260; «Forma vivend1»: De MO  “ cel. cath XX  X 1336: «Forma chrıistianae
fidei»: Guelf. 479; «Indwellıng Spirıt»: 264 216
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restrict1ons for both ın the marıtal state (par forma) 1S part
of Augustine’s lıfe-long struggle agaınst the sexual double standard.
«Therefore the husband mMust avo1d entering path of conduct which
he INd Y fear hIis wıfe 11l follow ın imıtatiıon. However, there AIC SOTINC

who AI nOT pleased al the fact that in the matter of chastıty, there 1S
sıngle OTIN (forma) for both husband and wıfe. In thıs matiter,
partıcularly, they WOU rather be subject the standards of the WOT
than the law of Chrıiıst, because cCıvıl law o€es NnOTL SCCI1I {O restrict 189910

wıth the Same on of chastıty 4S it O€Ss women »+**). The Same poınt
18 made In other places where forma INa Y be varıously understood A

«rule» OT «patiern».
The antı-Pelagıan CONLrOVEeTrSY, especılally 1ts last bıtter of the

polemical exchanges wıth Julhan of Eclanum., brought 1fs OW usec of
forma, concerned ıth the highly-charged meanıng of dam AS

«example». The Paulıne VIEW of dam d the forma futuri (Rom 14)
COU. be viewed ın [WO WaVYS The primary and INOTEC tradıtional
meanıng earlıer sed by Augustine himself lay ın Paul’s OW intuıtion
of Christ d4Ss the New Adam, the ONC who Was tOo COIMNC But, in the
elagıan CORTEXT: it COUu be argued, not A elagıus had, that all SIN 1S
ıIn imıtatıon of Adam, but that all human beings AT orn infected Dy
SIN because of dam In ONC of hıs ast works, the Opus imperfectum
agalınst Julhian 429-430), Julıan 1S shown frequently contesting thıs VIEW
of dam d the deadly forma futurl. In thıs exchange, Augustine
continued {O CoOoniras the infiluence of the Hirst and the second dam
The CONTTF.: ere 1S nOoTt between imıtatıng dam Dy SIN and imıtatıng
Christ but between eing orn in dam and then reborn in Chrıst*>)

One of the MmMOST interesting of Augustine’s SCS of the word forma
1S ıIn the sacramental Contiexi The interest sStTe In part from the later
developments ın scholastıc eology In 16 the Arıstotelıan matier-
form dıstiınetion Was adopted ASs framework for sacramental eology
Augustine’s 9 ıll be SCCIL, had consıderabily INOTIC tO do wıth
Scripture, especılally the texti of Im Habentes specıem (formam
pietatis, vırtutem P1US abnegantes. Morphosıs dunamıs).

14) «Par forma»: De CONIUZILS adulterinis I1 SEL 41 389; «Ruley»: De
SEerMONe Domuinı In Oonte 47 CL, 35 48; C  attern>» De div quaest. 1838 FE 8
NS 249; SCC Iso De ONO coniugali 111 15 SEL 41 207:; De CONLUg. adult
5’ 8’ I1 Z 11 SEL 41 332 353. 383, 407

15) De peccatorum mMeritLs el remLssiONe I1 SEL [ 35° Contra Tulianum Z
VI 659, 826; Opus imperfectum In TIulianum I1 56, 67 189 SEL 85/1 204, ZU2:
306; Idem I1 ITE 190, 192, 714 A S 85/1 297, 3073
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Obvıously the text en ıtself tO Augustine’s rapıdly developıng VIEWS
of the STatus of the sacraments the schısmatıc Donatısts.

In ONC of h1is earlıest eflorts agaınst them, the Psalmus CONTIra

partem Donati, Augustine explaıned the atNolıc efusal rebaptıze
CON ver from Donatısm thıs WdY « Not because SCC yOUu AS holy,
but that yYOUu ave kept the forma (only) The branch althoug Cul off
and estiine hrıvel and dıe has also kept the forma. Thıs ll do

g00d unless it Can be restored the FrOOL» In of ater
eology, Donatıst aptısms WEeEIC valıd but ineflicac10us. The Same held
Irue for the Lucıferi1ans. Referring INan y times the terminology of
Iım 5r he stressed that they had the forma but nOoT the VIrIuS. The
form DYy ıtself Was useless. Sımon agus had the forma sacramentı SINCE
he Was baptızed but definıtely notL the VIrIuS. The Donatiısts LOO had the
forma but denıed ıts W: by remaınıng 4100 and separated*®).

The mi1ssıng Vırtus 15 nOT sSımply outward aflılıatıon ıth the
atholıc Church Schıism cutting oneself off from the love of
Chriıst IC 15 the lıfe’s (o070] of the Body of Christ Severing 1n
ıth the Church that yOU do nOoTt ave the OVve of Christ, that
YOUu longer adhere Christ ıth spiırıtual love, that yOUu ave put

Christ outwardly but do nOoTL follow hıs example, ın hıs footsteps. In
Paulıne imagery, the evered branch must be ografted back the
vine regaın ıts SOUTCEC of ıfe ın the rOOL In strıkıng phrase,
Augustine summed thıs sacramental eachıng for Donatıst

K form of the SAacCrament 1S g1ven hrough baptısm ; the
form of Justice (1.e Justificatıon) hrough the Gospel; ONC wıthout the
other O€s nOTL ead 18 the kıngdom of Heaven»*’).

The roo{f 1S IMNOTEC often specıfle AS charıty ÖT love. «YOou ave the
form but YOUu aATec branch cut offtf from the vine; YOU show the form:

ookıng for the 1N07018 The frunt 1S nOoTl produce: Dy the form CEXCEDL
where the rOOLT 1S: but where 1s the FrOOL eXCcepL in charıty?». Another
xample of the Occasıonal interchangeabılıty of forma and figura CAB be
SCCI]1 In texti from E, DD in which Augustine states that schismatiıc

16) Psalmus CONIra partem Donatı VSS 230-236 28 182;« Lucıferians»: De 44
christiano @ €  X SEL 134: «Form alone useless»: Contra litt Pet P 23 25
SEL 14, 19-20; «Sımon MaAagus>». Sermo frag. Lambaot 229U RevBen b
Ep ad Catholicos 111 SEL 246

17) « NO love of Chrıst» Denis 3 E « NO spirıtual love»: Comm INn
Gal. 38 35 2132 «Follow footsteps»: DA CS 41 461:; 269 1236;
«severed branch»: Contra (C’resconium ı81 EW S S Ep 87 SR 405:
«Form of Justice»: Contra litt Pet 111 A Z
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STOUDS, insofar 4S they ave an Yy credıbilıty, OT indeed, an Yy ıfe
whatsoever. lıve de sola figura OF1ZINLS 18)

nınal, addıtional feature of thıs reasonıing about the forma
sacrament!ı Can be SCCI In certaın usıng the verb formare. had
een patrıstic tradıtion tO SCC in the 00 and from the plerced
sıde of Christ Calvary prefiguring of the prımary eccles1al
sacraments of Baptısm and the Euchariıst, the sacraments by 1C
Augustine put ıt, the Church 1S formed As Eve Was created from the
sıde of the sleeping dam in Paradıse accordıng GenestIs, the
Church Was formed from the sıde of Chriıst d he slep the sleep of
ea Calvary+*?).

ROM ORMA IGURA

tudyıng Augustine ONC SCCS that the ecclesiological SCS of forma
dIC INOTEC ımıted than those of figura YDOIOß£Y, prefiguring, for
Augustine WeEeIC part of the complex method Dy which the Old
Jlestament Was read and interpreted In the 1g of Chrıst The Ssystem,
ıf it Can be called that, had een developıng for long time ıth
varıety of emphases, but the problematıc of OINCONC 1ıke arcıon Aas

ell A the arguments of Jewısh polemicısts had shown the need for
SOTINC kınd of spiırıtualızıng hermeneutic 16 WOU enable Chrıiıstians
{O lay claım the Jewısh scrıptures A the profoun erıtage of the
Christian Church. iıtself long SINCE overwhelmiıingly of Gentıile Or1g1n. \DO
SCC In the Old Testament the prefiguring of the New, the revelatıon of
the Father of Jesus Christ INOTC often than nNnOT proclaımed In mystıca
and obscure terms thıs Was the challenge for the Christian exegete

Indivıduals and thıngs COU. be viewed AS and fgures of the
clear truth Ooun In the eachıng of Jesus and the Church The shadow
and clouds of Antıquıity SAaVC WdYy LO the bright sunshıne of the
Christian CT,  S Obscure prefigurings WeTITC NO As Augustine
pDut ıt « Thıs INaNnnNeT of interpretation 1C has COIMNC OoOWN us wıth
apostolıc authorıty, reveals us how AT understand the
Scriptures of the [WO Covenants, the old and the He COMMENTS

18) «Charıty 15 the rOOL» TIract I1I1 CS 139, reference ell Cor
See Iso C I0 Ir I1 35 1994:; «de sola figura OTg1N1S»: EpD DA SEL

Sn
19) FYac. (a3® 9 D 218 1087:;: En IN Ps 138 (

1991:; TIract GCNL 153
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the sacrıfıce of Abraham «It Chrıst, but all wrapped and
hıdden, tied in riddies» Praefigurabantur OMNILA mystice On another
OCCasıon he concludes: CM  ereiore it 15 mySstery, sacramen(,
prophecy, gure; therefore let us LrYy understand». hıs 15 the
eneral problematıc ıth general methodology for approachıng 1t,
uncovering the mysterl1es foreshadowed*®).

For Augustine, however, figura 15 nOL always omplex
single aspect of SOINC PCTISON, ıng OI actıon in the Old JTestament MaYy
be SCCH AS remıinıscent of, OT siımılar LO, that of New Testament DCISON
and the former Can be laımed as a fıgura of the latter. «One ıng Can

be indıcated ın INanYy 1ı1lnieren WaYS». Numerology Was also part of thıs
plcture. One of the favorıte eXerCIsESs Was interpret the 133 fish
caught in the post-resurrection In Jn Augustine
«In hıs number, ASs In others, havıng varıety of aspects, marvelous
MYSLeETY 1S revealed »“ *).

As Do1jgnon has shown, there 1S lınk, U AN certaın
interchangeabılıty, depending uDON CONn(texXx(t, between forma and gura
The Samarıtan fOor example (Jn 4 18 referred both A

forma ecclesiae iustificandae and Aas eing Lype of the Church The ınk
15 SCCI1 also in the elagıan debate when Augustine Was torn between
[WO interpretations of dam 4S the forma futuri (Rom 14) Christ
Was be the ONC «who 15 COMC», the second Adam, but the first
Adam, the sınner, Was also the forma futuri who brought ea to hIs
descendants. dam Was gure of the Christ COINC but Chrıst
brought the form of ıfe whereas dam brought the form ofe And
it Was Julıian wh Sa  < 1ın arı figure of the Church, qQUAE ecclesiae
formam tenebat. So, there AIC phılologıcal AS ell d theologıca ICAaSONS

for afırmıng the real relatıonshıp between expression 1ke forma
ecclesiae OT forma Petri and Augustine’s INOTC COININON of the
notion of figurae ecclesiae**).

20) ere ATIC Man Yy studıes of patrıstic exeges1s and ypology For example: Jean
DANIELOU, From Shadows Reality, Studies In the Bıblıcal YPO10gY of the Fathers
(Westmuinster, Newman Press, Robert GRANT, The Letter and the Spirit
(London, S PC.K.; Manlio SIMONETTI, Lettera e/0 Allegoria, Un contrıbuto alla
storı1a dell’eseges! patrıstica (Studıa Ephemerıidıs ‘Augustinianum’ 23) Oma, Augustinıia-
NU) « Apostolic authorıity»: De CLIV. Dei CL 455; « All wrapped uUuD»
11 En INn Ps (807P 209 nglıs. translatıon Dy Edmund HILL, Nine
Sermons of Saint Augustine the Psalms (London, Longmans, G’reen, 130;
«omnı1a mystice»: FYac. 96-97; «Iry understand»: 122
682: Lambot .11 PLS 796

21) «Une thıing»: D CSL 41 3 9 « Marvelous mYySstery»: Ep HE
206

22) NSee DOIGNON, art referred in ote «Samarıtan OMlal» Iract.
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In Augustine’s works. above all ıIn the CTINONS and ın the
Enarrationes, Peter 15 cıted d a fıgura of the Church oug he 15 the
ONMNC mentioned MOST frequently, he 1$ far from eing the only iındıvıdual
pCErSsSoN ÖT ıng characterized. rapı ook al these figurae ecclesiae
other than Peter Sshows that SOTINC partıcular characterıistic ÖT Context

inspıred Augustine alllc that PETSON ÖT ıng gura ecclesiae.
ese figurae AdICcC NnOTL onfined narrowly wıthın the lımıts of SOTIIC

precıse theory of scriptural typology ÖT allegorıca exegesI1Ss. Hıs pastora
and homluiletic COU. be much sımpler. As Augustine explaıned tOo
h1is people, 102 1S nOL amb and Christ 1S neıther hon NOT amb ın
ıteral but certaın characterıstics of lıons, am and rocks dIC

appropriately ascrıiıbed Christ (ın thıs CaSC, fortitude, meekness and
iırmness) «Look al it thıs 9 he dvısed hıs lısteners, ıng 1S
made known In Man Yy WdY>S That CI0a (1.e the ONC WOITIN Dy aCco LO
dece1ive hıs father Isaac into inkıng that he Was Sau the er SOo  e}

( m ZTY. indıcates the Church A do the [WO because ONC ıng 15
made known ıIn INanYy WaYS, albeıt In thıs CaSC, nOoT in obvıous
ashıon but figuratiıvely». ese Old Testament references AdIiIC IMNOTE

obscure than mMOst ven Juhan of Eclanum, AS mentioned above. iın
opposing Augustine COUuU make Uusc of sımılar Comparısons. He called
ara Lype of the Church eing carrıed off into Afrıca «DYy
Manıchaean brigands» 1.€e€ Augustine and hıs Irıends*®):

One VerY COMMMON element that catches Augustine’s ancy 1S
somethıng that poılnts the Coniras between the 191  S Christian
Church composed of entiles and the Jewısh Church 1C dıd nOTL

accept Chriıst when he Calllec The Samarıtan al the ell
beginnıng the pProCcess of recognızıng Chrıiıst and of Conversion from her
siınful WaYS, (non 1AM iustificatae, sed 1AM iustificandae) 1S Lype of the
Church, made of non-Jews. The relevance of the who had
een cripple: for eighteen 1S LNOIC obscure. Hıs reasonıng 15
elated numerological speculatıon concerning the three ÖT the S1X
aDCS of the world (6 3= 18!) The Trinıtarıan cContext al least allows
us appreclate speculatıon concgrning the number res

GT 154:; «Forma futurı»: Ep 1:57 - 469; Contra Tulianum Z 111
659, 718

23) «Isaac and acob» 23 25 NL 41 37-39; «Manıchaean Brigands»:
Contra TIulianum 111 31 718

24) «Samarıtan OIal )» Fac. CL 154; «Crippled oman>» De
Irın. ‚n YS 170
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Iwo In partıcular iın thıs Context 4S figures of the
ecclesia gentibus. Fırst there 15 the Canaanıte (Mt 221)
Christ had een sent tO the g00d 1CWS5 88 the chosen people
The Gentile accepte thıs but STÜ1 ope: for SOTIINC of the
overflowıng the Covenant. So Jesus praısed her al and her umlıilıty.
hıs ın turn 15 contrasted wıth the prıde and presumption of the Jews
who LtOO often dıd NOT lısten Jesus. Ihus cshe 15 VECIY fittingly figura
of the Church from the entilles In siımılar mode, the wıth
the AHow of (070] who Was healed Dy ouchıng the irınge of Jesus’ robe
1s also viewed d appropriate gure Jesus Wäas hıs WaY tOo CUTC the
aughter of the ruler of the SYNAagORUC (Mt 18f) Once agaın the
motıf of the umıilıty of the elderly who remaıns hıdden, not
darıng tO make herself known and ask openly but wh acts, full of
al and umilıty, and 1s rewarded ıth CTE K aughter of the
ruler of the Synagogue indıcates the people of the Jews: but thıs
1S gure of the Church of the Gentiles». The Pagans aATc ignorant of
the irue (G0d but approac Jesus wıth rusting faıth In the mYyStiery She
Was cured CVCN though unscen by Chriıst and people he dıd nOoTL NOW
Sometımes the approac thıs lesson Can be rather indırect. In noting
hat Paul referred hımself 4S the «least of the Apostles» tior
Augustine that the edge of Jesus’ C108a Was the least part of hıs
clothing but sufhcıent IO heal the uUuNscCCH woman“>).

The CONLras between the fate of the chosen people and the graced
redemption of the Gentiles finds frequent varıatıon in the TY of
aCcCo and Esau, the er brother irıvolously losıng hıs herıtage {O the
advantage of the VOUNSCI brother:; the grealter the lesser,

unaccountable reversal of tradıtional roles, unaccountable for those
of carnal]l understandıng, but nOT for those of spırıtual. The CONnversion
of Nıneveh, 1ts hearkening the prophetıc call PCNANCC, much, LO be
SUTC, LO the chagrın of the prophet hımself, strıkes sımılar OT The
Adam/Christ parallelısm 1S occasıonally Iluded LO 1ın thıs CONtTiexfti also.
The secondary parallelısm 1s between Eve and the Church the former
Orn from am s sıde ıle he slept, the Church Orn from the
plerced sıde of Chrıst ıle he slep In en Calvary“°®).

25) See La BONNARDIERE, «La Chananeenne, prefiguration de l ’Eglise», in ST
Augustin el la Bibhle (Bıble de L[OUS les m 117-143 (Parıs, Beauchesne,
(orıginally publıshed in «Canaanıte OMlNlall)>» F} 487; «Trusting
aıth»: Morin 612:; «Unseen Dy Chrıist»: Fac. D,& dl B CSL 299;
«A people not.known»: 38 486; «Least part»: Guelf. 526

26) « Reversal of roles»: En INn Ps CT 1105; «Carnal understanding»:
11 ST 41 27-28; « Nıneveh»: De CLV. Deı1 (SE 641 ; «Sıde of

Christ»: En In Ps CGS 456
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famılıar figura of the Church 1S Noah’s Ark but nOT for the
TeAaSOoON that occurred often theologıans and preachers of later
aQCS, VIZ the motif of ecclesiam NUÜU. salus. Linked Peter’s
VISION 1ın cts (10 ] 1f1) the specıal prefiguration envisaged 1S the
expansıon of the Church throughout the WOT The Ark 1S gure AS

ell of the pılgrım Church wendıng ıts WaY hrough thıs WOT
In antı-Donatist context, comprehensıion 1S stressed rather than

exclusıvıty. The theme of the Church AS gathering of saınts and
inners together, the clean and unclean anımals packed together in the
Ark, had already een HNoated by Callıstus of Rome the candal of
Hıppolytus. In Context siımiılar but 1neren irom hat of antı-
Donatiıst polemic, Augustine Sa  S the Ark foreshadowiıng of the
Church in thıs wor ONC 16 tolerates sınners in ıts mıdst, but O€Ss
NnOTL therefore acCcept them into 1ts bosom indiscrimıinately. The Context
ere 1S Augustine’s rejection of the suggestion that all COMMETS should be
aptıze regardless of theır moral < posıtıon ase the faulty
premıise that OrtNOdOX aptıze Catholıcs WOU be damned for
eternity, however evıl theır lıves. Ihus the atholıc posıtıon Was

moderate ONC toleratıon of those already members but NnOT

degeneratıon into hat he characterized 4S doctrinae Corruptio ÖT

disciplinae dissolutio
Another important fiıgura of the Church for Augustine 1S Mary

Magdalene, especlally In the post-resurrection In the garden 6al

the rock omb Why the Lord’s prohıbıtion her « DOo nOoL touch
me»? Augustine’s ANSWET «10 belıeve 1S tO touch Do nOoL extend YOUT
hand only dS far d Christ the «'Thıs 1S how he Was ouched Dy
those who uttered the confession, sayıng, He ascended into Heaven and
Sıts al the ng hand of the Father’ Thıs 1S how the Church has
ouched hım, and the Church Was prefigured by Mary Magdalene».
Related eXpress1ions and oughts aTrec simiılar: « Hence let the Church
IC Mary represented figuratıvely, ear hat Mary ear We would
all touch f WOU all belıeve»*®).

27) «Noah’s » En In Ps CS 1201; Qev I1 CSL 105;
«Church eXpansıon»: Contra Faustum XII SEL 25/1 350: «Pılgrım Church»: De
CILV. Deı 26 CSL 493 ; «No baptısm fOr sinners untıl they reform»: De fıde el

operibus S 905-96
ZB) «10 belıeve 15 touch»: Maı 95 3 «Hence let the Church»

245 153 hıs Was probably preached eight ten later than
the ONC previously cıted, hence showing the durabilıty of thıs theme in Augustine’s
preachıing. See Iso 143 38 /787; ED 120 15 SEL 117 (All 410)
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PETR US, IGURA

As ıth the other fiıgurae, there AdIC thıngs attrıbuted Peter Der
proprietatem and other thıngs only Der sSımilitudinem. The Augustinıan
references Peter d gura ecclesiae, a  oug. hey also cCenter
around the Key Matthaean LEXT, Mt 18, ST1 have dıstinctively
dıfferent emphases from that of the Roman etters. Here the role of
Peter d DECTISON 1S notably overshadowed Dy other consıderations,
above all, Peter d representatıve of the Church

Fırst, ın hıs earlhıer writings agaınst the claıms of
Donatısts and Lucıferians LO be churches of the saınts only, Augustıine
stressed that Peter, sınner, Was the ONeC who rece1ved the Keys of the
[Orgıveness OT the retention of SINS. Further, he dıd nOoTL recelive them iın
that sıngular that he alone COUuU claım exclusıve pOSSsesSsION. An
early treatment of thıs theme 15 «AIt 1s NnOT wıthout TICason that,
all the postles, ıt 1S Peter who represents the atnholıc Church For the
keys of the Kıngdom of Heaven WeIC given hıs Church when they
WeTIC g1ven Peter The atnNnolıc Church therefore oug wiıllıngly
forgıve her ren; NCC they ave made amends and ave become
Stırong ın virtue; We SCC that pardon Was granted LO Peter who
represents the Church  » Peter irequently g1ves examples of weakness
but, obvıiously, noOot weakness beyond hope of salvatıon“?).

The of Jesus walkıng the walers and Peter’s haltınz efforts
LO COMmMe Out meet hım provıdes clear opportunıty urnısh yet
another example of Peter’s weakness and dependence Christ

Observing thıs, let uS, members of the Church, dıscern hat
from God and hat from ourselves. Then nOot9 then

11l be ounded rock. We be fixed and stable agalınst
wınds, raın and 0o0ods, L the temptations of thıs WOT
Meanwhıle, SCC hat Peter Was then gure of ourselves:
sometimes he Lrusis, other times he aVCeTIS; NO he confessed the
immortal ONC; 11O he 1S afraıd dıe In the Same WAaY, the
Church of Christ has 1ts weak and ıts strong (members): it o€es

When Peter confessed:noTt wıthout ONC OT the other
« You aTirec the Chrıst, the SON of the lıvıng (8)  » he indıiıcates the
StrOoNg; when he remDbles and dVCIS, and feariıng ea SdYy>S that
Christ must not suffer, nOoTLt recognizıng lıfe, he the weak

29) La BONNARDIERE, «Iu Petrus La per1cope ‘Matthıeu 16, S ans
| @uvre de saınt Augustin», Irenikon (1961), 451-499 « Peter forgıven sinner » :
De 74 christiano K C  X VE 41 134:; «Weakness»: En IN Ps 138 22 DA
2006
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members of the Church Therefore that OC Apostle, 1E Peter, rst
in rank the postles and theır chıef, in whom the Church 1S
prefigured, must be understood A sıgnıfyıng both ypes, L the
strong and the weak: for the Church O€es not exist wıthout both

Peter’s takıng the Wa meetl Christ also shows hIis al AS

representatiıve of the StIrong who know that al Call do what human
weakness cannot Peter represents the Church and ONC temptatıon that
undermınes Christians 1S LOO 2r attachment {O human pralise and
honor. Hence Peter’s inkıng into the SCa 4S he ventured Out toward
Chrıst It Was Peter’s al that Was praised, his confession of a1 ın
Christ as Son of God «For what Was the INan eXCepL what the psalm
Sa YyYdS °All INCMN ATC 1ars’ » (Ps 115 14) All, not least Peter himself, ATC

dependent He Was human eing DYy nature, Dy
Chrıstian and Dy INOTEC abundan 9 apostle and rst of the
Apostles*°).

Many T ractatus the Gospel of John dIC generally consıdered LO
ave een wrıtten between 414 and 416 TIThus they represent urther
S iın the development of Augustinıan eology The STrESS Peter
the forgıven sınner belongs especılally earlıer In 16
Augustine fought agaınst the rıgorıist endency nOot LO tolerate sinners ın
the Church The antı-Donatıist wrıtings also nCcIlIude': faırly LAaIC

cıtatıon of the 1st of the bıshops of Rome In C 5 3 (c‚aid 400), the 1ıst
eing taken, In Congar’s VIEW, from the antı-Donatıst treatıse of
OUOptatus of Miılevıs atholıc of C‘irta had een presented ıth lıst
of the bıshops of Cıirta by zealous Donatıst, for hıs cConvers1ıon.
No fraditor Was be OUN! ın thıs lıst, he argued. The 1st ST1 CONVCYS
SOINC of the Same ambıiguılties be found ıIn Optatus’ OW

Indeed, SOINC of the uncertaınty of meanıng ECVCNMN DOCS back Cyprıan
hımself for whom Peter’s chaır Was the symbol of unıty wıthın each
OCa church The fourth CenturYy the ımportant emphasıs the
sıgnıfıcance of communı1o0on ıth Rome when the or Afrıcan church
Was rent Dy region-wıde schism. Thıs partıcular emphasıs dıd notl
urvıve long In Augustine’s wrıtings but that aspect which dıd Peter
In hıs function AS representatıve of the entire Church 1S JIready
OUuUnNn: ere A ell ese Roman bıshops ATC be numbered irom

30) «Observıng thıs»: 76 4, «Peter siınks»: S 478;
C4 INECN 1ars»: AT 1109; « Fırst of Apostles»: FAaC. GL
684
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Peter «IO whom, ASs representing the ole Church, the Lord sa1d :
Upon thıs roOk: ;: D7E)

PETR US; FIGURA ECCLESIAE

As Congar pomlnts Oul, from thıs time 0) the heavıest emphasıs 1in
Augustine’s wrıtings 1S always Peter ASs the representatıve of the
ole Church, almost d, the ONC who speaks for al (unus
DFO Oomnibus, DFO unitate) and who 1$ portrayed d recelving the keys
behalf of the entire Church One less COTINIMNON reference In which Peter
symbolızes the Church Can be SCCI1 ın connection ıth Peter’s VIsS1ıONn in
cts 1:3 The VIS1ION eals Airst of ql] ıth Jewısh dietary laws but the
larger ımplıcatıon 1s for the unıversalıty of the Chrıstian MCSSALC., And
hıs 1S the pomint 1kewıise wıth the Petrine representation for the Church
In Peter. the Church 1S eing told gel and eal The Church must
be hungry enough or and K«C  C)) the Gentile peoples and
an The Church LOO has teeth! The cheet carryıng the VIS1ION’s clean
and unclean beasts, with ıts four COITINCIS, 15 also symbolıc of
unıversalıty. The entilles WeIC «unclean » ıth theır CITOTS, superst1-
t1ons and SINS untıl Christ’s made them clean. eanse: they LOO
ntier the Body of Chrnst?£).

In couple of places, Augustine reflects bıt upDON hıs VIEW of
Peter AdSs representatiıve of the Church «In INanYy places In Scripture, ıt
dDPCAaTs that Peter DIays the role of the Church:;: and thıs 1S especılally
noticeable ın that place where ıt 1S sa1d : 4} 111 g1ve yOUu the Keys of the
Kıngdom of Heaven...». In another place, he COMMENTIS that there ATIC

where somethıng 1S attrıbuted LO Peter proprIie; yel ıt must be
noted 4S ell that other make lıttle unless it be clearly
understood that what 1S attrıbuted Peter 1S eing attrıbuted hım
only d gure of the Church i %n be SUIC, he 1s chosen for such role
rather than the other dıscıples because Peter held primatus
hem>)

31) See (CCONGAR, «L’interpretation de XVI, ®» ote complementaıre In
28 « Traıtes antı-Donatıistes», (Parıs, DDB, « List of bıshops»: ED

SEL See Optatus, CiL I1 On Generosus, SCC Prosopographie
chretienne du as-Empire Afrıque, (Parıs, CN BD

32) See (CONGAR, art 6it, M A «Church has eeth» Denis 15 7 E
« Visıon of Peter» G 41 3 9 149 802

33) « Role of Church»: Idem «Primatus»: FEn In Ps 108 A O 585
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Peter 1S the chosen spokesman and symbol because he 1S rst in the
ordo of the postles and outstandıng ın hıs Ove for Chrıst But he 1S
always quıic add that the Church rece1ved the Keys: it 1S noLt
privilege for Peter hıimself personally. ou such hypothesıis make
an Y sense? 10 Sa V that Peter alone rece1ved them but nOTL John,
James and the other Apostles? No Peter aAs figura ecclesiae
hat hat Was gıven ONEC Was g1ven in fact LO the Church More
forcefully, he that, referring JIn 2 the questi1ons as of Peter
by the risen Lord « DOo YOU love me?» ATC as of Christıian. Io
support such interpretation, he quo(tes the Matthaean sayıng about
the Keys Droo that Christ 1S speakıng tO the Church 4S ole
ou they ave een gıven Peter alone? « But he 1S dead and SONC
Who WOU NO be eft tO bınd and l00se?» Obvıously then he
concludes that Peter stood for the ole Church Returning the
post-resurrection In JIn 2 he that, althoug. the words
« Feed IM Y sheep» WEIC saıd Peter alone, Peter 1S NOTL the only
shepherd. In rea] n Christ 1S the only shepherd, but Peter and all
others AI shepherds, IN Christ, the ONC Shepherd**).

In metaphor g01Ing back al least LO Cyprıian, Peter 1S the symbo!l
of unıty. Peter speaks for all not Just UNUS DFO Omnibus but UNUS DVO
unıitate OT UnNLtAas IN OMNIDuS. When Chriıst addresses ONC, unıty 1S
commanded. So Peter 1S requent gure of the Church, especılally
when the Church d ole 1S eing addressed OT eing empowered OT

ndowed In ONec place al least, Peter symbolızes the good people In the
Church, A as symbolızed the evıl. In thıs DAaAsSsarc also it 1S stated
that the Sal  Ium ecclesiae 1S in Peter®

Wıthout g01ng into the age-old u  n about who the rock of
Mt 18 Was for Augustine, should recall that Augustine hımself,
al the end of hıs lıfe, noted hıs OW uncertainty In hIs earlher work
and urge readers LO choose for themselves. Yet he stressed agaın and
agaın that the primary analogue for the rock-1ıke qualıity of the
Church’s foundatıon 18 Christ How often, after cıtıng the Matthaean
teXL, In hıs scrıptural orchestratıon, d la Bonnardıere Ca it; o€es he

34) «Ordo of the Apostles»: 76 479; «Other Apostles?»: 149
802; «Dead and SONC»H. Guelf. 493; «One Shepherd»: CS

41
35) «Symbol of unıty»: De baptismo 111 SEL 213-214:; « Unus DFO

OMNIDUS : En In Ps Cr 1220° Iract. CX VIH GL 657; « Unitas
INn Oomniıbus»: Lambot PES T8T; «Unıity commanded»: 295 1350:;
« Sacramentum ecclesiae»: FacC. CN 43%
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not add immediately the texti of (3Or K the rock Was

Christ»? «'Thıs 1S where Peter from». And he repealts INanYy
times: Peter 1S from the rock, nNOT the rock from Peter Sermon 295 Was

preache: the feast of Saınts Peter and Paul Commenting Ps 103,
Y «Thou sei the earth 1ts foundatıions...», he transfers the

image the Church «What 1S the firmament of the Church EXCeDpL its
foundatıon? And what 1s the foundatıon of the Church, eXCepL the ONC

of whom the Apostle SaYyS No Oone Cal lay foundatıon other than the
ONC that 1S there, namely Chriıst Jesus’». Chriıst 1S the foundatıon and he
cannot be shaken?®).

When INOTEC emphasıs 1S put Peter hımself, it 1S especılally hıs
confession of faıth in Chriıst that 18 underscored. Peter speaks for the
others. Previousliy when Jesus as  © they had always told hım what
others saıd of hım but thıs time Jesus insısted that they ell hım hat
they thought themselves. TIhen Peter spoke out and Chrıst answered: «{
ıll ul IN Y Church ll ul YOU who iın VOUT ANSWET the
gure of the urch>» The earful Peter: sınkıng in the 9 KT1ISES
agaın» Dy hıs confession of al Peter who speaks for all symbolızes
the Sirong in theır faıth ın Chriıst and confession of hıs 1vinıty but also
ıIn h1is fear and trembliıng represents the weak ın the Chürch? ')

CONCLUSION

In SUMIMAaTY then, it Can be SCCI that {O be gure of the Church
COUuU be somethıng applıed INanYy DCISONS and thıngs because SOTIIIC

aspect of that PCISON OT ıng hıghlıghte SOTNC aspect of the Church
For Augustine, Peter., though Hirst the postles, dıd nOL

partıcularly stand or 4S symbo|l of authorıty who commanded
others, but aAs symbol of unıty in the Church dependent COChrist’s
continumng g1  S In the New JTestament, Dy Augustine’s reckonıing,
Peter trequently represented the Church insofar ıt rece1ved BTACCS
irom Christ ıts Lord He 1s symbo!l of the 16 the Church
iıtself should cshow tOo sınners SINCE he LOO Was forgıven sinner who

36) «Augustine uncertaın» : Retractationes 400; «Where eier
{rom»: 295 1349; «The foundatıorı of the Church»: En INn Ps 103,
CT 493

37) ( do yOUu say?»: RT 1109; «1 ıll ul (9) 270
1239; « Peter MSES agaln»: 479; «Strong and weak»: 480-
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approprıately, behalf of the ole Church., rece1ved the Keys of
bindıng and 00sSIng Here AS often Augustine’s pıcture of the Church
involves humıilıty rather than trıumphalısm, the humailıty of sınful
Church which mMust aıly pray « Forgıve us OUT SINS».

Though Augustine dıd nOT make uUusc of the phrase Forma Petri,
h1s usc of Peter AS gure of the Church most commonly in
homiletic CONLEX Figura here performs the SAarmnlec function ASs forma in
the Roman lıterature, a  oug OUT examples of the latter AdIcC usually iın
A epistolary cContext The [WO SCS by Leo of Forma Petri COIMNC ın
hıs homıilıes but hıs words AS ell ASs those of 1g1ilıus’ VIEW of the
Roman church AS the fundamentum and forma of all the churches cshow
the uUsSsec of the Peter image ın A context of authorıty and command. TIhe
Roman church 18 the example that all other churches ATC follow As
the Roman bıshops had stressed for decades, the Roman church alone
had preserved the apostolıc tradıtion In al ıts manıfold detaıls
Therefore ıf 0Ca church’s order and ıturgy dıffered from Rome’s,
then that ocal church had trayed from the apostolıc Oorm COUuU
only be restored by followıng the Roman example In all WaY>S Thıs Was

of the BSSC1T1ICEC of the Roman meanıng of Forma Petriı
Augustine’s eccles1al traıts exemplıfied Dy Peter AL quıte dıfferent.

In the Roman VIEW, Peter’s authorıity and example WeTITC nvoked
promote greater unıformıty ın the Church after the Roman MO: In
Augustine’s mind, the other hand, Peter represented human
Church contamıng Man Y weak and few sStrong members. Both Peter
and the Church needed be ul the rock that WAas Chriıst

Washıngton Robert ENO,


