










































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































267

persecution to explain the situation to the laity?”lhl This is not 4in
contradiction with the Montenist concepticn of the bishop as administra-
tor and disciplinarian, as distinct from the emerging Catholic comcept
of charismatic teacher and leader, He had absolutely no sympathy

with those bishops who overemphasised their own inportance.lhz The
prophets were now the te.chers und moral leaders; so much so that even
Adam is counted among them as he prophesied the great mystery of Christ
and the Church under the power of the Holy Spirit.lk} They, and
especially Yontanus and his two companions were the organs of the
Paraclete.

This exaltation of the prophets obviously enhances the dignity of
any lay person so endowed, Tertullian went beyond this, and became
the first writer to pley off the universal priesthood of all Christians
agzinst the ministcrial.lkh He was already some way towards this
position in the De xhortationc Castitatis, but he had not used hila
position then as a weapon against the clergy. He now bounded on to

the offensive against his clericel antagonists; bursaucrats insensitive

141 De Fuga 11, 1. The ambiguous nature of this Montamist
work written for Catholiec consumption makes the identity of the
clerics somewhat uncertain (i.e, Montanist or Catholic?). It
is most probadble that he is addressing the cleriecs of both
parties, cf. Barnes op. cit. pp. 118-19.

142 cf. De Monog. 12, 2=3; De Pud, 13. 7a
143 De Anima 12, 4. Also cf. 21, 24

144 von Campenhausen “Fco. futh.” p. 228, points this out.
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