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SUMMARY 

 

 The present paper aims to analyze, from the perspective of Orthodox theology, how 

the ecclesiological doctrine and its sacramental implications are reflected in the official 

theological dialogue between the Orthodox Church and the Roman Catholic Church. Our 

approach is to be a synthesis in the field of dogmatic theology of the most important 

ecclesiological and sacramental aspects reflected in the bilateral theological dialogue, but also 

a minimal contribution to a better knowledge of Orthodox-Roman Catholic theological 

dialogue in the space of the Romanian Orthodox theology . This scientific approach was 

based, first of all, on the documents and joint statements adopted at the plenary sessions of 

the Joint International Commission for Theological Dialogue between the Orthodox Church 

and the Roman Catholic Church, but also considered the manner in which those documents 

were received by the two Churches engaged in dialogue. Between 1980 and 2016, six 

theological convergence statements were published: 1) “The Mystery of the Church and the 

Eucharist in the Light of the Holy Trinity” (Munich, 1982); 2) “Faith, Sacraments and the 

unity of the Church (Bari, 1987); 3) “The Sacrament of Order in the sacramental structure of 

the Church, with particular reference to the importance of the apostolic succession to the 

sanctification and unity of the people of God” (Valamo, 1988); 4) “Uniatism: Method of 

Union of  the Past and the Present search for full communion” (Balamand, 1993); 5) 

“Ecclesiological and canonical consequences of the sacramental nature of the Church: 

ecclesial communion, conciliarity and authority” (Ravenna, 2007); 6) “Synodality and 

primacy during the first millennium. Towards a common understanding of the unity of the 

Church”(Chieti, 2016). Also, the paper will not ignore the generous secondary literature, 

quite generous, accessible in specialized magazines in the country and abroad. A positive 

aspect of this work is given by the recourse to the rich Western theological literature, largely 

hardly accessible to the Romanian theological space. 

 By treating this PhD thesis entitled "The mystery of the Church and the sacramental 

implications in the theological dialogue between the Orthodox Church and the Roman 

Catholic Church", we have tried to evaluate, from the perspective of Orthodox theology, in a 

constructive but still critical, ecclesiology and sacramental doctrine in the light of the 

common theological documents adopted in the Orthodox-Roman Catholic Dialogue (1980-

2016). Such an approach was not at all easy to achieve if we take into account that, as it 

results from a simple review of the material used, the bibliography devoted to the theme has 



 
 

been accessible to us in a significant proportion in foreign languages. The present work, 

through the multitude, the richness and the complexity of the themes approached, necessarily 

implies the briefly highlighting of the most important conclusions. 

 The methodology used in the elaboration of this doctoral thesis is complex and 

diverse. For a more accurate assessment of the ecclesiology of the common theological 

documents, we used in our approach several research methods: textual analysis, synthetic 

method, historical method, comparative method, ecumenical method. On the other hand, we 

have recourse to the historical method in the first chapter of our work in which we 

highlighted the most significant moments of ecumenical opening between the representatives 

of the Orthodox and Roman Catholic Church. Nor was the analytical method omitted, 

following the way in which a certain theological coordinate was received both in the common 

theological documents and in the specialized theological literature. Concerning the dialogue 

between Orthodox theology and Roman Catholic theology, another method used was the 

comparative approach, but overcoming the approach of confessionalism in which the 

emphasis was only to emphasize the divergences, accentuating, according to the positive 

methodology of the bilateral theological dialogue in its first stage 1980-1988), and the 

common elements, which unite the two Churches. 

 With regard to the structure and content of the paper, the present paper comprises four 

parts, with several chapters and subchapters. In a first chapter we reviewed the most 

important ecumenical moments that took place between the Orthodox Church and the Roman 

Catholic Church from the mid-twentieth century until the official initiation of the theological 

dialogue. It is about the so-called dialogue of love, which aimed primarily at changing the 

perspectives between Orthodoxy and Roman Catholicism and the official launch of 

theological dialogue. In the second chapter I considered necessary a brief presentation of the 

structure and theological content of each adopted common document. The next chapter, the 

most extensive of our work, deals with the ecclesiological issue, our approach focusing on the 

following aspects: the ecclesiological concepts encountered, the theology of the local Church 

and its relation with the universal Church, the unity of the Church and the extremely 

contemporary theme of the synodality and the authority of the Church, the latter part being 

the most extensive. It follows, logically, the part dedicated to the sacramental nature of the 

Church. The sacraments of the Initiation, the sacrament of the Eucharist - a central theme in 

the theological dialogue - were touched here, and the sacrament of the Order as an Orthodox 

Theological study of the Valamo document. In the last part of the paper, we intend to 

illustrate the theological theological aspects of the theological dialogue and the way of 



 
 

receiving these theological documents in the official framework of the Romanian Orthodox 

Church and of the Roman Catholic Church. 

 As far as the stage of research in the literature is concerned, as far as our 

documentation possibilities are concerned, we have to mention that some studies and articles 

on the subject have appeared in the West, in journals or symposium volumes, but they are by 

their very nature summarising and they mirror only an ecclesiological aspect reflected in 

theological dialogue or refers to the manner in which a certain ecclesiological or sacramental 

coordinate is received within a certain theological convergence document. We have no 

knowledge of specialized works that would present the ecclesiological-sacramental doctrine 

as a whole in light of the six theological documents. However, in the Occident there appeared 

certain specialized papers on the Orthodox-Catholic theological dialogue but treated from 

other perspectives. First of all, we mention Roman Catholic theologian Patrice Mahieu with 

an extensive doctoral thesis: ,,L'identité ecclésiale au défi des dialogues théologiques 

bilatéraux. Étude comparative de l'histoire et de la méthodologie du dialogue entre l'Église 

Catholique et l'Église Orthodoxe (1976-2000) et du dialogue entre la Communion anglicane 

et l'Église Catholique (1967-1991), Paris, 2012, in 4 volumes. The paper is a historical and 

analytical study of the two bilateral dialogues as well as a comparison between the two 

methodologies. The thesis impresses with the unpublished documents (documents of the Joint 

international Commission, working papers, notes during plenary sessions, letters) collected 

from the Roman Catholic theologian's archive fund Emmanuel Lanne, a Catholic member of 

the Joint International Commission. The extremely well-documented work was not treated 

from the perspective of dogmatic theology, being more a chronological analysis of the 

theological dialogue for the period 1980-2000, with all that is supposed to be: plenary 

sessions, drafting documents by highlighting the methodological course, from Meetings of 

the Joint Subcommittees, the Coordination Committee and then the Joint International 

Commission. Adriano Garuti, in the work of the Primacy of the Bishop of Rome and the 

Ecumenical Dialogue, San Francisco, 2004, also summarizes the ecclesiology of the first four 

theological documents, but only from the perspective of the relationship with the central 

theme of the work, the primacy of the Bishop of Rome, Munich (1982) and Valamo (1988). 

Also, A. Garuti insisted on the primacy in the Church and on the papal primacy, but only 

from the perspective of the first four theological documents, which only touched the theme of 

primacy in the Church (the last paragraphs of the Valamo document 52-56). The documents 

from Ravenna (2007) and from Chieti (2016) are specifically focused on primacy in the 

Church. In the Romanian theology we mention the Ph.D. thesis in Canonic Law of Pr. Irimie 



 
 

Marga, entitled" In love and truth. Orthodox-Catholic official theological dialogue, from 

Rhodes to Balamand". This paper details the way in which the first seven plenary sessions 

took place, making comments on them from the perspective of church law. Marga's Thesis 

also contains the full translation of the first four bilateral theological documents. However, 

the work of the Romanian canonist does not analyze the dogmatic aspects of the theological 

convergence documents: the ecclesiology of communion, the local Church and the relation 

with the universal Church, the unity of the Church, the sacrament of the Eucharist, the 

Sacrament of Order. 

 We can find secondary information in all theological comments that have appeared on 

common documents drafted by members of the Joint International Commission or 

theologians concerned with theological dialogue. The ecclesiology and sacramental doctrine 

of theological documents is reached tangentially in the studies and articles of the following 

theologians: Yaroslav Z. Skira, Dimitar Arnaudov, Frans Bouwen, Joseph Famerée, André de 

Halleux, Emmanuel Lanne, Ioannis Zizioulas, Hillarion Alfeyev, Michel Stavrou, Hervé 

Legrand, Jean Marie Roger Tillard, Kallistos Ware, and among the Romanian theologians we 

mention Irimie Marga, Antonie Plămădeală, Ioan I. Ică jr, Sorin Şelaru, etc. 

 The present paper is structured, as we have already mentioned, in four major parts, 

with several chapters and subchapters. In the first part of our work (the first two chapters), we 

considered drawing an overview of the relations between the two Churches from the second 

half of the twentieth century to the beginning of the official theological dialogue. Such a 

scientific approach is extremely useful in understanding the factors behind the attempts to 

bring the two churches closer together, and then in initiating the formal theological dialogue 

since 1980. A true paradigm shift in the relations between the two Churches can be noticed 

from Pope John XXIII (1958-1963) and Ecumenical Patriarch Athenagora I (1948-1972). 

Researchers are consistent in asserting the pioneering roles of the two protagonists, but also 

their successors in the two chairs, in setting up an ecumenical climate conducive to the onset 

of official theological dialogue. The presentation of the different ecumenical moments and 

contacts preceding the beginning of the theological dialogue between the two Churches 

beginning with the emphasis of the ecumenical opening of the Roman Catholic Church in the 

middle of the 20th century and continuing to highlight the contribution of the Orthodox 

Church to initiating the dialogue with the Roman Catholic Church is the fundamental theme 

of this prime part. We also outlined, in general terms, the structure and the theological 

content of each document adopted to better highlight the fundamental theological coordinates 



 
 

 The third chapter of this work presents the ecclesiology of bilateral theological 

documents. In the first part there were briefly approached some ecclesiological concepts 

found in the theological documents: ecclesiology of communion, eucharistic ecclesiology, 

ecclesiology of the sister churches. The coexistence of these ecclesiological currents and 

concepts within common documents and their varied reception amongst specialists has 

prompted us to focus our attention on them. First of all, the ecclesiology of these theological 

documents is an ecclesiology of communion. The ecclesiology of communion was revalued, 

both in Orthodox theology and Roman Catholic theology in the second half of the twentieth 

century, thus marking a renewal of the Church's life and theological discourse. The 

participants in the theological dialogue analyzed the ecclesiology in the light of the 

Trinitarian mystery, in relation to its Archetype, with the Holy Trinity. The Church can not be 

truly understood unless it is linked to this trinitarian perspective. Since the first plenary 

session in Patmos-Rhodos in 1980, the Joint Theological Dialogue Commission has drawn 

the fundamental coordinates of this iconic way of thinking. Certain theological documents 

(particularly the Munich and Ravenna documents) also feel an influence of the Eucharistic 

ecclesiology. Regarding the concept of "Eucharistic ecclesiology" applied to the common 

theological documents, a concept that also includes certain limits and unilateral 

interpretations, however, we must strongly emphasize the fact that this theological concept 

marked significant qualitative progress towards the standard concept developed by The 

Russian theologian Nikolai Afanasiev, benefiting from the corrections of famous Orthodox 

and Roman Catholic ecclesiologists (Ioannis Zizioulas, Dumitru Stăniloae, Jean Marie Roger 

Tillard, Emanuel Lanne, etc.). 

 Another ecclesiological concept encountered in the Munich and Balamand documents 

refers to the expression "Sister Churches". This ecclesiological expression of "Sister 

Churches", with its biblical-patristic foundations, was considered, at least for the period 

before the theological dialogue, to be a theological concept with profound ecumenical 

implications. Over time, however, the different levels of use of this concept, the various 

modes of reception in the Orthodox and Roman Catholic churches, the involvement of the 

Catholic Magisterium to indicate, from the perspective of Western theology, the proper use of 

expression, the ecclesiological and sacramental consequences inherent in its use in the 

theological discourse, all contributed to the creation of a state of mistrust and ambiguity over 

this concept, being considered today by some specialists as an outdated concept in the current 

context of the ecumenical dialogue. 



 
 

 From the general framework of the ecclesiological concept analysis, our approach has 

focused on some essential ecclesiological aspects reflected in the theological dialogue. A 

fundamental concern of the Joint International Theological Dialogue Commission aimed at 

reconsidering or updating the theology of the local Church. In this sense, the balanced 

approach and the concept of the local Church and the coherent articulation of the relationship 

between the local and the universal through the appeal to the Trinitarian and the 

Christological model are visible, all of which are an eloquent sample of the influence of 

Orthodox theologians in the elaboration of theological documents. 

 The mystery of the Church being treated in light of the mystery of the Holy Trinity, 

and the unity of the Church will be conceived according to the Trinitarian model. From this 

perspective, the unity of the Holy Trinity is the foundation and model of the unity of the 

Church. In the light of this iconic way, the participants in the theological dialogue have 

outlined a hermeneutical principle: the visible elements or structures of the Church must 

reflect the mysterious reality of the divine life. From the Trinitarian foundation of Church 

unity, the Joint International Commission has also reached the Christological and 

Pneumatological basis of the unity of the Church (Munich and Valamo Statements) It is 

gratifying this novelty approach to approaching Christ-the Holy Spirit through recourse to 

terms such as interdependence or convergence, Against subjective and reductive 

interpretations still visible in Western ecclesiology. 

 Another extremely important aspect related to the theme of Church unity is the 

indication of the Niceo-Constantinopolitan Symbol of Faith as a criterion or reference for the 

communion between the Churches. The unity of faith is the fundamental premise for the 

restoration of the sacramental communion between the Orthodox Church and the Roman 

Catholic Church. This unity of faith can be expressed through the appeal to a variety of 

theological expressions. What are the limits of the diversity of liturgical expressions? In order 

to discern legitimate developments from others, the participants in the dialogue also 

developed a discernment criterion, proposing that the different modes of expression of one's 

faith be verified by reference to the authentic Tradition of the Church and that these 

developments or expressions "The doxological and soteriological importance of faith." The 

unity of the Church presupposes unity in faith, and this common faith must be upgraded and 

expressed in the liturgical cult of the Church. Orthodox theologians were very sensitive to 

this, for them the relationship between the teaching of faith and the sacraments of the Church 

was outlined in terms of complementarity or mutual confirmation. It is also the reason why 

the Bari (1987) statementt - at least the second section on "the sacraments of Christian 



 
 

initiation and their relation with the unity of the Church" was not considered a document of 

agreement but a dialogue (Metropolitan Antonie Plamadeala), which dealt not only with 

convergent but also divergent aspects. 

 A significant value was given to the issues of synodality and authority of the Church. 

The theme of conciliarity has begun to be intensely debated in Western theology by reaping 

the episcopal collegiality in Council Vatican II as a "corrective" to the unilateral affirmations 

of Vatican Council I. In the Orthodox Church, the synodality of the Church is its fundamental 

feature, being also approached in the light of the mystery of the Holy Trinity, in relation to 

her prototype which is the Holy Trinity. In the last decades, the theme of synodality has 

begun to be increasingly analyzed and in connection with the notion of authority or primacy 

in the Church. In the Orthodox-Roman Catholic dialogue, this report was outlined in terms of 

reciprocity or interdependence, the rule of reference being the famous Apostolic Canon 34. 

Participants in theological dialogue have indicated, in the Ravenna document, the foundations 

and forms of the exercise of Church authority, and the authority of the Church must not be 

conceived in juridical-legal terms, but in pastoral or charismatic terms, authority being 

closely related to the idea of ministry, love and sacrifice. The different forms of authority in 

the Church are addressed: the authority of Christ, the authority of the Holy Scripture, the 

general consciousness of the Church, the authority of the bishop, the authority of the 

ecumenical council. For the Joint International Commission, the synodality of the Church 

involves primacy or authority at all three levels of ecclesial communion: local, regional and 

universal. This complex theological vision that keeps the synodality and primacy of the 

Church in balance and interdependence is all the more important as it still persists in the 

thinking of Orthodox and Roman Catholic theologians, the tendency to dissociate them for 

some such, the two concepts excluding each other. The hermeneutical principle formulated 

by the Joint International Commission: "Primacy must always be seen in the context of 

synodality, and synodality in the primacy context" has come to be received positively by 

more and more theologians. At the local level of ecclesial communion, authority and 

synodality are analyzed in the context of liturgical synaxis. The Joint International 

Commission has capitalized on this point several essential theological aspects of the work of 

St. Ignatius Theophorus, starting with its central status in the local Church as a high priest or 

sacerdot, continuing with the Ignatian image of the bishop surrounded by the College of 

presbyters and deacons and finishing with the reiteration of the synodality of the whole 

ecclesial body in obedience to the bishop as the protos of the local Church. The authority of 

the bishop is thus placed in a communal setting. 



 
 

 The relation of interdependence between primacy and synodality is also placed in the 

regional dimension of ecclesial communion. And here, synodality, can not be thought of 

without a primacy. At this level of communion, the Ravenna document indicated a 

parallelism between the Patriarchs and the Autocephalous Churches of the East and the 

appearance of the Episcopal Conferences in the West. Orthodox theologians and some 

Catholics have criticized this symmetry report established between the two systems of 

ecclesial communion, concluding that the ecclesiological authority and status of the Western 

Episcopal Conferences can not be placed on the same level as the Eastern Patriarchs. The 

regional or patriarchal dimension of ecclesial communion has been little redeemed within the 

Roman Catholic Church, and Benedict XVI's 2006 gesture to renounce his title of patriarch of 

the West has nothing else but to complicate the situation, the three levels of ecclesial 

communion: local, regional, and universal, as indicated in the Ravenna and Chieti documents, 

becoming more and more deprived of applicability, remaining an important ecclesiological 

issue only at the level of theological discourse. 

 In addition, at the universal level of ecclesial communion, the two parties involved in 

the dialogue subscribed to the thesis on the interdependence between authority and 

synodality, but also the various interpretations of the biblical-patristic fundamentals of the 

primate at the universal level were mentioned as well as the manner of exercise his. The issue 

of papal primacy is certainly the most sensitive theological point of view in today's Orthodox 

Catholic debates. In the Roman Catholic Church, great efforts have been made to conceive or 

embody primacy in an ecclesiology of communion: John Paul II's encyclical “Ut unum sint” 

aims at identifying new forms of using primacy, proposing to initiate a dialogue in this 

regard. The last two common theological documents (Ravenna, 2007; Chieti, 2016) can be 

considered as attempts to answer the papal proposal. 

 In chapter IV, in a wider analysis, there are introduced the sacramental aspects 

reflected in the bilateral theological dialogue. The approach to sacramental doctrine from the 

onset of theological dialogue must be seen in connection with the positive methodology of 

dialogue that should begin from common elements and only later address the points of 

theological divergence. In both the Orthodox and the Western world, the sacramental doctrine 

saw in the 20th century an obvious renewal of the theological discourse. At the heart of this 

renewal lies the sacrament of the Eucharist, which was a pre-eminent theme in the theological 

dialogue, the participants in the theological dialogue contributing to the recovery of the 

patristic vision of the Eucharist as the sacrament of the Church and its liturgical center. Also, 

the Joint  Commission's approach also aimed at the recovery of the reciprocal relationship 



 
 

between the Eucharist and the Church, this revalorization contributing to the rediscovery of 

the fullness of the local Churches in the Roman Catholic Church. 

 If the Sacrament of the Eucharist was the starting point in the analysis of the 

sacramental doctrine, naturally the participants in the dialogue analyzed, according to the list 

of themes completed in 1980, the question of the sacraments of Christian initiation, especially 

their relation with the unity of the Church. Both sides profess, at least at the theoretical level, 

the unity and integrity of the sacraments of Christian initiation, the differences being visible 

in the field of liturgical practice, where, in the case of the baptism of children, the Roman 

Catholic Church divided Christian initiation into two or three moments or liturgical steps. 

The Orthodox theologians, in fidelity to the model of practice of the Early Church, indicated 

the negative implications of separating the sacraments of Christian initiation, the Western 

liturgical practice being characterized by the tension between theory and practice, between 

the doctrinal and the liturgical aspects. The separation between  the Confirmation and  the 

Baptism has led to the shaping of a variety of theological views on the second sacrament of 

the Christian initiation, so that the Confirmation has rightly been considered to be the 

"sacrament in search of a theology." Reversing the traditional order of Christian initiation by 

conferring the Eucharist before Confirmation is another controversial aspect of Catholic 

liturgical practice. Through this change, Confirmation becomes the culmination of Christian 

initiation, in complete contradiction with the True Tradition of the Church. A gratifying 

aspect, with ecumenical implications, is represented by the many attempts by Western clerics 

and theologians to reconfigure the liturgical practice of Christian initiation according to the 

model of the Early Church. 

 If the Sacrament of Order is a delicate point in ecumenical dialogues, the adoption of 

the Valamo statement(1988) focused on the Sacrament of Order did not encounter great 

difficulties in the orthodox-Catholic theological dialogue. The Joint Theological Dialogue 

Commission has proposed to develop only a few common core coordinates of the sacrament 

of Order and not an exhaustive reflection. In addressing sacrament of Order the participants 

in the theological dialogue also emphasized the close connection between the Son and the 

Holy Spirit, the Church's ministry having a deep Christological and pneumatological basis. It 

is worth mentioning this admirable balance between the two dimensions of the ministry of 

Church. An essential emphasis was placed on the sacramental dimension of the ministry of 

Church. In close connection with the sacramental dimension, the International Mixed 

Commission also placed its eschatological dimension. To argue that the ministry of Christ is 



 
 

the source and pattern of the ministry of Church and the latter does not replace the ministry of 

Christ, the Joint Commission has recourse to a rich Biblical foundation, specifically to the 

Epistle to the Hebrews, references that have their center of sacrifice of Christ. All the 

ministries of the Church are placed in the context of the Eucharistic synaxis. The bishop's 

ministry is considered in a privileged way, his fundamental task being to preside over the 

Eucharistic celebration. The Valamo document did not, however, attach much importance to 

the present reality of the parish or to the deacon stage. 

 In the final part of the work, in the fifth chapter we presented some fundamental 

theological coordinates reflected in the joint theological documents adopted by the Joint 

International Commission for Dialogue between the Orthodox Church and the Roman 

Catholic Church that have succeeded in marking an obvious renewal of the theological 

discourse, as well as the method of approaching the themes. This renewal is visible through 

the participants' efforts to rid themselves of scholastic theology, to capitalize the creator of 

the fruits of the "dialogue of love", to re-establish theology on its biblical-patristic 

coordinates, to revalorate the theology of the local Church and articulate its relationship with 

The universal Church, to militate for a closer relationship between theology and life, between 

dogma and spirituality, and to overcome certain clichés or interpretative patterns still rooted 

in the thought of Orthodox and Catholic theologians. Another deeply coordinated, profound 

implications in the life of the Church, is about the relationship between the Holy Spirit and 

the Son. This approach of the Joint Commission should be understood as a meritorious 

attempt to highlight the importance of the authentic expression of the relationship between 

Christ and the Holy Spirit, this relationship being seen in terms of interdependence or 

convergence between Christology and Pneumatology, against some reductionist 

interpretations and interpretations in the ecclesiological field within contemporary theology. 

By deepening this report, the Joint International Commission has imparted a new direction to 

the ecclesiology of the adopted theological documents. We cannot overlook the importance 

of the Ravenna and Chieti document in terms of jointly speaking by the theologians of the 

two Churches and at such an official level the importance of coherent articulation of the 

interdependence between the authority and synodality of the Church at the three levels of 

communion Ecclesial: local, regional and universal. Also in the newer direction of theology, 

it is necessary to highlight the International Mixed Commission's approach not to conceive 

the Church outside the life of the Holy Trinity. In this regard, it is fundamental, both for 

Orthodox and Catholic theology, that, in terms of the theological rooting of the ecclesiology 

of communion, the divine reality of the communion of the Three Divine Persons into the 



 
 

unity of being To God, so that the communion of human beings is a reflection or reflection of 

the Trinitarian life. 

 In the last chapter of the paper: "Reception of the bilateral theological documents", we 

highlighted the way in which the bilateral theological documents were received at the official 

level of the church institutions of the Romanian Orthodox Church and of the Roman Catholic 

Church. We have previously outlined some aspects of the process of receiving these 

documents: what does the adoption of a theological document by the Joint International 

Commission? What are the implications of this approach? It has been emphasized that the 

mere adoption of the theological convergence documents at the level of the Joint 

International Commission is a first step in the receptional process. The second step is the 

analysis of theological documents by the Synods of the local Orthodox Churches involved in 

the dialogue and their subsequent acceptance, either in their entirety or partial acceptance or 

even their rejection. The Romanian Orthodox Church was an open church to the theological 

dialogue and deeply engaged in the process of receiving documents. It is necessary, however, 

to involve deeper the theologians in Orthodox theology faculties in order for the fruits of this 

dialogue to be valued at their true value and to have the most relevant theological evaluation 

of the impact of this bilateral dialogue on the life and theology of the Church. 

 In the Roman Catholic Church the official positions are positive, the positions taken 

by the various pope, from Pope John Paul II to Francisc I, are eloquent in this respect. 

Moreover, certain theological aspects reflected in the first three bilateral theological 

documents were received at the level of the new Catechism of the Roman Catholic Church, as 

some theologians (Antonie Plămădeală, Paul McPartlan) pointed out. On the other hand, 

there is a dynamic appeal of the Roman Catholic theologians to the theological content of 

these documents. This favorable reception of the theological dialogue is somewhat 

overshadowed by the numerous official steps encountered in the Roman Catholic Church that 

reaffirm or refresh from time to time the classical, centralist and universalist orientation of 

Roman Catholic ecclesiology. 

 In conclusion, we consider this research to be of deep actuality, with major 

implications in the life and theology of the Church. The theology of bilateral documents 

adopted in the Orthodox-Catholic Dialogue contains essential points that are required to be 

deepened, evaluated and valued by the theologians of the two Churches in a balanced and 

systematic manner, hoping that the Orthodox-Catholic theological dialogue will continue to 

receive the ecclesiology of the Church of the first millennium dynamically and, based on this 



 
 

common ground, the divergent points between the two Churches can be deepened in a new 

light according to the "rediscovered principle of the Early Church: unity in diversity" without 

minimizing or doubting the existing doctrinal differences. 
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