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Ok so heres a question an Orthodox asked me that has me stumped concerning papal infallibility 
and supremacy. He said that the pope contradicts the tradition, and the council specifically 
Constantinople in 381:

Canon 2

The bishops are not to go beyond their dioceses to churches lying outside of their bounds, nor 

bring confusion on the churches; but let the Bishop of Alexandria, according to the canons, alone 

administer the affairs of Egypt; and let the bishops of the East manage the East alone, the 

privileges of the Church in Antioch, which are mentioned in the canons of Nice, being preserved; 

and let the bishops of the Asian Diocese administer the Asian affairs only; and the Pontic bishops 

only Pontic matters; and the Thracian bishops only Thracian affairs. And let not bishops go 

beyond their dioceses for ordination or any other ecclesiastical ministrations, unless they be 

invited. And the aforesaid canon concerning dioceses being observed, it is evident that the synod 

of every province will administer the affairs of that particular province as was decreed at Nice. 

But the Churches of God in heathen nations must be governed according to the custom which has

prevailed from the times of the Fathers.

------------------------------------------------------

Canon 3

The Bishop of Constantinople, however, shall have the prerogative of honour after the Bishop of 

Rome; because Constantinople is New Rome.

His point is how can the bishop of Rome i.e. the pope, have universal authority or infallibility 

when it seems this council teaches against it?

Charlie Morris Canon 2 says the bishops should not overstep their boundaries. If that meant that only 
one bishop can have jurisdiction over one diocese and there is no superior authority in that diocese then
there would be no archbishops and no archdioceses. I don't see the conflict between the canons and the 
universal authority of Rome.

St. Maximos the Confessor (580 - 662 A.D.):
"The Apostolic See (Rome)...from the very Incarnate Word of God and from all the holy synods of all 
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the churches throughout the world in their sacred canons and definitions has received and possesses, in 
and for everything, dominion, authority and power to bind and loose. With it, the Word, set at the head 
of heavenly powers, binds and looses in heaven."
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Llywellyn O'Brien He is misunderstanding the Pope as a kind of super Bishop. This canon is 
baring Bishops and Archbishops etc from acting as such beyond their remit, not baring the Pope 
from acting as Pope. The canon clearly bans the ordinary activities of a Bishop, not any of the roles 
proper to the Pope.

Cindy Trainque Read about the Council Jerusalem in the Acts of the Apostles, Ch. 15. A major 
issue was brought up...James dealt with it accordingly because he was the local bishop...but when 
Peter addressed the council the entire group fell silent...symbolizing that he was ultimately in charge
because he was head over all -- not just Jerusalem. All of the local churches you mentioned are 
indeed good. However, they are not necessarily in communion with each. The Pope is the central 
figure of unity...Having so many independent churches reminds me of...well, Protestantism in a 
way. No unity among them. And only a Pope can call a council...and ratify it. A synod is not the 
same thing.
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John Michael I actually learned this today. The Pope accepted the Nicene creed from 
Constantinople but the canons were not accepted as dogmatic. Only Eastern bishops assembled and 
produced those canons, and the West did not accept them.
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Terry Collins And it would be some time before the Pope would recognize Constantinople as a 
Patriarchy. It was a rogue one at best based on dubious claims that it was an apostolic see. But the 
power of the Emperor trumped all. Too much Imperial intrigue in the East.

Charles Von Hagel Canon three says Constsntinople comes after Rome. So if they are all equal 
then how can Constantinople come after Rome? At least that's the way I'm reading it

John Morton Charles Von Hagel I don’t think they intended to convey the equality of all diocese, they
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are instead rearranging the hierarchical order of the 5 Patriarchs (Rome, Antioch, Alexandria, 
Jerusalem, and Constantinople). They are saying that Constantinople should now have preeminence, 
behind Rome (and in front of the others), and the reason being given is that it is because Constantinople
is the new capital of the empire. 

So the real question is this: How do we determine which patriarch has this preeminence? Do we base 
preeminence on the social context of the day? (Which city is the capital or more populated than 
another) or do we base it on the historical apostolic procession? Rome says the latter. This canon says 
the former.

Charles Von Hagel John Morton I would love to read a good book on it. But I'm sure it could go either
way depending on who wrote it lol

John Morton In regards to the Canon 2, if the argument is that the Pope has no special 
authority over other diocese because of this canon, then Canon 3 contradicts that argument. For 
the eastern bishops, in Canon 3, clearly teach that there is special authority for some bishops. 
Just as before when they determined Antioch, Alexandria and Rome were of special 
preeminence. Rome being first. 

The problem with Canon 3 is that the eastern bishops are saying that preeminence is not based 
on historical apostolic tradition (Rome) but rather on which city is now more cosmopolitan, or 
which city is now the capital. This is the same claim Moscow made (makes), as they consider 
themselves the 3rd Rome. So is preeminence based on population? Based on which city is favored
by political powers? Or, is preeminence based on apostolic succession. 

Also, bishops from the west did not attend this council, and those canons were not ratified by the 
Pope.
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