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Holy Communion, also known as the Eucharist or the Lord’s Supper, holds a 
central place in Christian worship, symbolizing the sacrificial death and 
resurrection of Jesus Christ. However, within the Christian community, significant 
theological debate surrounds how the Eucharist should be celebrated and who 
has the authority to consecrate the elements. Apostolic tradition, particularly in 
Roman Catholic and Eastern Orthodox churches, asserts that only ordained clergy 
within the line of apostolic succession can perform this sacred rite. In contrast, 
many Protestant denominations emphasize the role of personal faith, viewing 
communion as a symbolic act of remembrance that can be led by any believer. 
This paper explores these divergent perspectives within Christian apologetics, 
seeking to reconcile the value of apostolic tradition with the sincerity of personal 
faith. By examining both the theological foundations and practical implications of 
each viewpoint, this study aims to find common ground where reverence for 
Christ’s sacrifice can unite believers across denominations. 
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I. Introduction 

Opening Statement: The Significance of Holy Communion in Christian Theology 

Holy Communion, also known as the Eucharist or the Lord’s Supper, is one of the 
most sacred practices in Christianity, embodying the central mystery of the faith: 
the death and resurrection of Jesus Christ. Rooted in the Last Supper, where Jesus 
commanded His disciples to partake of bread and wine as His body and blood, 
communion is a symbol of His sacrificial love and an act of deep spiritual 
significance. Across centuries and denominations, this practice has remained a 
powerful expression of unity with Christ and with the body of believers. While 
some Christians believe the bread and wine are mere symbols, others, particularly 
in Roman Catholic and Eastern Orthodox traditions, hold that through the 
consecration of a priest, the elements become the actual body and blood of 
Christ, a process known as transubstantiation. Thus, Holy Communion serves as 
both a deeply personal act of faith and a communal act that reflects the larger 
body of the Church. 

Purpose of the Paper 

Despite the universality of Holy Communion, Christian denominations differ 
significantly in their understanding of who has the authority to consecrate the 
Eucharist. This paper aims to explore the theological tension between two 
prominent views: the traditional understanding of apostolic authority, where only 
ordained clergy within apostolic succession can consecrate the elements, and the 
more personal, faith-based approach found in many Protestant denominations, 
where believers partake in communion as a symbolic act of remembrance, 
sometimes without an ordained priest. This tension raises important questions 
within Christian apologetics about the nature of authority, the sacredness of the 
sacrament, and the role of personal faith in the life of believers. The paper will 
delve into how these divergent views impact the practice of communion in 
various Christian communities, particularly in light of modern challenges such as 
the global pandemic, which limited access to formal church services. 

By examining the theological, historical, and scriptural bases for these views, this 
paper will engage with the core question of what it means to properly partake in 
Holy Communion. Is apostolic authority necessary for the sacrament to be valid, 
or can personal faith and the believer’s sincere devotion suffice? 
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Thesis Statement 

While apostolic tradition holds an essential place in maintaining the sanctity and 
continuity of the Eucharist, especially within the Roman Catholic and Eastern 
Orthodox churches, the personal faith and sincere reverence of believers allow 
them to engage meaningfully with Holy Communion outside hierarchical 
structures. This paper argues that while the traditional view of consecration is 
important, especially in maintaining doctrinal consistency, the heart of the 
sacrament—Christ’s sacrificial love—can still be honored by believers in less 
formal settings. Particularly in times of crisis or limited access to ordained clergy, 
personal faith can play a pivotal role in keeping the essence of communion alive, 
ensuring that the sacrament continues to be a source of spiritual nourishment 
and unity. 

This exploration will not only provide an apologetic defense for both views but 
will also seek to find common ground where tradition and personal faith can 
coexist in a way that honors the depth and sacredness of Holy Communion. 

 

II. Historical Overview of Holy Communion 

Apostolic Origins: Tracing the Roots of Communion to the Last Supper and the 
Establishment of Apostolic Authority 

The origins of Holy Communion are deeply rooted in the New Testament, 
particularly in the account of the Last Supper, where Jesus gathered with His 
disciples on the night before His crucifixion. In the Gospels of Matthew (26:26-28), 
Mark (14:22-24), and Luke (22:19-20), as well as in Paul's first letter to the 
Corinthians (11:23-25), Jesus takes bread, blesses it, breaks it, and gives it to His 
disciples, saying, "This is my body, which is given for you. Do this in remembrance 
of me." Similarly, He takes a cup of wine, declares it to be His blood of the new 
covenant, and asks His followers to drink in remembrance of His sacrifice. 

This moment marks the institution of the Eucharist and establishes it as a central 
act of Christian worship. Early Christians understood this command as more than 
a symbolic gesture; it was a sacramental act in which they participated in the life, 
death, and resurrection of Jesus. From the outset, the apostles, particularly Peter, 
who Jesus directly addressed in Matthew 16:18-19, were seen as the custodians 
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of this sacred practice. Apostolic authority, therefore, became a vital element in 
ensuring that the Eucharist was performed in accordance with Christ’s intention. 
Jesus' direct commissioning of His apostles, coupled with His instructions at the 
Last Supper, gave rise to the belief that those ordained by the apostles—and their 
successors—were the only ones authorized to consecrate the Eucharist. 

Early Church Practices: How Early Christians Observed Communion in House 
Churches, Prior to the Formalization of Church Hierarchy 

In the decades following Jesus' ascension, the early Christian communities, many 
of whom faced persecution, gathered in small, intimate settings—often in private 
homes—to break bread and share in the Lord’s Supper. The Acts of the Apostles 
(2:42, 46) describes how these early believers “devoted themselves to the 
apostles' teaching and fellowship, to the breaking of bread and the prayers.” 
Communion in these early gatherings was marked by simplicity and a profound 
sense of unity among believers. There was no formalized church hierarchy at this 
time; the apostles themselves or their immediate disciples would lead the 
gatherings, and the focus was on communal participation and devotion. 

During this period, the act of breaking bread held dual significance: it was both a 
communal meal and a deeply spiritual encounter with Christ. The communal 
sharing of the bread and wine reminded the early Christians not only of Jesus' 
sacrifice but also of their identity as the body of Christ. Despite the lack of formal 
structures, the importance of maintaining continuity with the apostles' teachings 
remained central to their understanding of the Eucharist. 

As the Christian movement grew and spread throughout the Roman Empire, the 
informal gatherings in homes began to give way to more structured liturgical 
practices. However, even in these early stages, the role of the apostles and their 
successors as the ones presiding over the Eucharist remained crucial. This laid the 
groundwork for what would later evolve into a more formalized clerical structure 
within the Church. 

Development of Apostolic Succession: The Evolution of the Papacy and Its Role 
in Preserving the Authority to Consecrate the Eucharist 

As the Church expanded beyond Jerusalem and the immediate vicinity of the 
apostles, the need for a more organized ecclesial structure became apparent. The 
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apostles, particularly Peter, Paul, and James, played pivotal roles in establishing 
churches and appointing leaders to oversee these burgeoning communities. Early 
Christian writings, such as those of Clement of Rome and Ignatius of Antioch, 
reflect the emerging idea of apostolic succession, where the authority of the 
apostles was passed down through the ordination of bishops, who would, in turn, 
ordain priests and deacons. This succession ensured continuity in teaching, 
governance, and, crucially, the ability to consecrate the Eucharist. 

The role of Peter as the "rock" upon which Christ would build His Church 
(Matthew 16:18-19) became central to the understanding of apostolic authority, 
particularly in the Roman tradition. After Peter’s martyrdom in Rome, his 
successors—the bishops of Rome—were seen as inheritors of his unique 
authority. This belief eventually led to the development of the papacy, where the 
bishop of Rome (later referred to as the Pope) became the primary guardian of 
apostolic authority. As the Church grew more formalized, the role of the Pope in 
maintaining the doctrinal purity of the Eucharist and overseeing its proper 
celebration became paramount. 

By the second and third centuries, the concept of apostolic succession had 
become firmly entrenched in Christian theology. The writings of Church fathers 
like Irenaeus and Tertullian emphasized that bishops, as successors of the 
apostles, were the only ones with the authority to consecrate the Eucharist. This 
view was solidified by the establishment of regional councils and creeds, which 
affirmed the necessity of a validly ordained priesthood for the proper celebration 
of the sacrament. 

As the Western Church developed its theological framework around the Eucharist, 
the doctrine of transubstantiation emerged, formalizing the belief that the bread 
and wine, through the consecration of a priest, become the literal body and blood 
of Christ. This theological development further reinforced the idea that only those 
within apostolic succession had the authority to consecrate the elements. 

By the Middle Ages, the papacy had fully established itself as the central authority 
in matters of faith, with the Eucharist considered one of the highest sacraments 
of the Church. The Eastern Orthodox Church, while having a different 
understanding of the papacy, similarly upheld the importance of apostolic 
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succession in the celebration of the Eucharist, maintaining that only ordained 
clergy within the apostolic line could consecrate the elements. 

The Reformation in the 16th century challenged the monopoly of the Roman 
Catholic Church over the Eucharist, with many Protestant reformers rejecting the 
doctrine of transubstantiation and the necessity of apostolic succession. However, 
the historical development of the papacy and the priesthood’s role in 
consecrating the Eucharist remains a significant aspect of Christian tradition, 
particularly within Catholicism and Eastern Orthodoxy, where apostolic authority 
is seen as essential to preserving the sacrament’s sanctity. 

 

III. Apostolic Tradition and the Eucharist 

The Theology of Transubstantiation: Catholic Teaching on the Literal Body and 
Blood of Christ and the Necessity of Apostolic Succession 

In Roman Catholic theology, the doctrine of transubstantiation represents one of 
the most profound mysteries of faith. According to this doctrine, during the 
celebration of the Eucharist, the bread and wine become the literal body and 
blood of Jesus Christ, while their outward appearances (or "accidents") remain 
unchanged. This transformation occurs through the words of consecration spoken 
by a validly ordained priest, who acts in persona Christi ("in the person of Christ"). 
The Catholic Church teaches that this change is not merely symbolic, but real and 
substantive, meaning that Christ’s presence is physically and fully manifest in the 
Eucharistic elements. The Fourth Lateran Council (1215) and the Council of Trent 
(1545-1563) both formally defined and defended this doctrine against the 
challenges of early reformers. 

The necessity of apostolic succession is central to this understanding. According 
to Catholic tradition, the power to consecrate the Eucharist and bring about 
transubstantiation is conferred only upon those who are validly ordained within 
the apostolic line. This means that bishops and priests must have been ordained 
by other bishops who themselves were consecrated through an unbroken line of 
succession going back to the apostles, particularly Peter. Without this lineage, the 
Church believes that no real transformation can occur during the Eucharist, and 
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the bread and wine remain simple elements rather than the body and blood of 
Christ. 

Apostolic succession, therefore, is not merely an administrative or organizational 
concern; it is a theological necessity for the validity of the sacraments. For Roman 
Catholics, the priest’s authority to consecrate the Eucharist is directly linked to 
the authority given by Christ to His apostles, passed down through generations. 
The doctrine of transubstantiation, then, highlights not only the mystery of 
Christ’s presence in the Eucharist but also the importance of the Church’s 
hierarchical structure in ensuring the sacrament's sanctity. 

The Role of Apostolic Authority: Examining the Importance of Peter’s Succession 
and the Hierarchical Legitimacy of Consecrating the Eucharist 

Apostolic authority, particularly as it relates to the primacy of Peter, is 
foundational to the Catholic Church’s understanding of the Eucharist. In Matthew 
16:18-19, Jesus tells Peter, "You are Peter, and on this rock I will build my church, 
and the gates of Hades will not overcome it. I will give you the keys of the 
kingdom of heaven; whatever you bind on earth will be bound in heaven, and 
whatever you loose on earth will be loosed in heaven." This passage is seen as 
Jesus’ establishment of Peter’s authority over the Church and, by extension, the 
authority of Peter’s successors, the popes. 

The early Church understood Peter’s role as unique and foundational. As the first 
bishop of Rome, Peter’s leadership became the template for how authority would 
be handed down through the ages. The bishops of Rome—later known as popes—
claimed primacy over the universal Church, and it was through this office that 
apostolic succession was guarded. According to Catholic teaching, only those 
ordained within this line of succession have the authority to perform key 
sacramental functions, such as consecrating the Eucharist. Without this apostolic 
link, the Church believes the sacraments lack legitimacy and efficacy. 

Apostolic authority also plays a crucial role in maintaining the doctrinal purity of 
the Church. By rooting the priesthood and episcopate in the authority of Peter 
and the apostles, the Church ensures that the teachings of Christ are preserved 
and handed down unchanged. This is particularly important in the context of the 
Eucharist, which is considered the "source and summit of the Christian life" in 
Catholic theology. The priest acts not as an independent agent but as a 
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representative of Christ, functioning within a hierarchy that guarantees the 
authenticity of the sacrament. 

Moreover, this hierarchical legitimacy is seen as a safeguard against doctrinal 
error. The Church’s hierarchical structure, anchored by the papacy, is intended to 
ensure that the celebration of the Eucharist remains faithful to Christ’s original 
institution. Apostolic succession, in this sense, is not simply about organizational 
continuity but about preserving the integrity of the faith itself. This belief in the 
necessity of apostolic authority to consecrate the Eucharist is what sets Catholic 
and Orthodox practices apart from most Protestant denominations, where the 
emphasis is placed more on personal faith than on the authority of ordained 
clergy. 

Contemporary Views on the Papacy: A Brief Critique of Pope Francis and the 
Challenges to Traditional Authority in a Modern Context 

In recent years, the role of the papacy, and particularly the tenure of Pope 
Francis, has sparked considerable debate within the Catholic Church. While Pope 
Francis has been praised for his emphasis on social justice, inclusivity, and mercy, 
his papacy has also been marked by controversy, particularly among 
traditionalists who believe that he has strayed from core Catholic doctrines. This 
tension between modern reforms and traditional authority is especially relevant 
in discussions about the Eucharist. 

One area of contention is Pope Francis' approach to interfaith dialogue and the 
possibility of universalism, the belief that all religions ultimately lead to God. 
Some of his statements, such as those made in his 2020 encyclical Fratelli Tutti, 
have been interpreted by critics as moving away from the exclusivity of Christian 
salvation and towards a more universal, inclusive understanding of faith. This has 
raised questions about whether the Pope’s modern stance undermines the 
traditional theological foundations of the Church, particularly regarding the 
Eucharist. 

Additionally, Pope Francis’ reforms, such as allowing divorced and remarried 
Catholics to receive communion under certain circumstances, have provoked 
backlash from more conservative factions within the Church. These reforms are 
seen by some as diluting the sacrament’s sanctity and relaxing the moral and 
theological standards that have long governed access to the Eucharist. 
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At the heart of these debates is a larger question about the nature of apostolic 
authority in a modern, pluralistic world. For traditionalists, the Pope is the 
guardian of the Church’s sacred traditions, including the Eucharist, and any 
perceived deviation from those traditions is seen as a threat to the faith. On the 
other hand, more progressive Catholics see Pope Francis’ reforms as necessary for 
the Church to remain relevant in the contemporary world. 

This division within the Church mirrors broader questions about the relationship 
between tradition and personal faith. Can the Church maintain its hierarchical 
authority while also adapting to the needs of modern believers? And what does 
this mean for the validity of the Eucharist? Some argue that Pope Francis’ efforts 
to emphasize mercy and inclusion over strict adherence to tradition represent a 
shift away from the Church’s original understanding of the Eucharist as the literal 
body and blood of Christ. Others see his reforms as a necessary evolution, 
maintaining the spirit of Christ’s message while reaching out to those who feel 
alienated by the Church’s traditional structures. 

In this context, the Eucharist becomes a microcosm of the broader debate about 
the role of the papacy and apostolic authority. While the doctrine of 
transubstantiation remains central to Catholic teaching, the evolving views on 
who can access the Eucharist and how it should be administered reflect the 
challenges of balancing tradition with modernity. Pope Francis’ papacy has 
brought these tensions to the forefront, highlighting the ongoing struggle to 
reconcile the Church’s ancient traditions with contemporary demands for 
inclusivity and reform. 

In conclusion, the Catholic Church’s theology of the Eucharist is inseparable from 
its understanding of apostolic succession and papal authority. However, the 
evolving nature of the papacy and the shifting views on sacramental access 
present new challenges to these long-held beliefs. The debate over apostolic 
tradition versus personal faith in the celebration of the Eucharist is, in many ways, 
a reflection of the larger identity crisis facing the modern Church. 
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IV. Personal Faith and Communion 

The Evangelical Perspective: How Many Protestant Denominations View 
Communion as a Symbolic Act of Remembrance Rather than Requiring Priestly 
Authority 

In contrast to the Roman Catholic and Eastern Orthodox views of the Eucharist, 
many Protestant denominations, particularly those within the Evangelical 
tradition, view communion as a symbolic act of remembrance rather than a literal 
transformation of the elements into the body and blood of Christ. Rooted in the 
teachings of the Reformation, this perspective emphasizes the sola scriptura 
principle, where Scripture alone is the basis for faith and practice, including the 
understanding of the Lord's Supper. 

For Evangelicals, the bread and wine (or grape juice) are seen as symbols that 
remind believers of Jesus' sacrifice on the cross. Communion is an occasion for 
reflection on Christ's atoning death and a celebration of the new covenant 
between God and humanity. It is not believed that the bread and wine undergo 
any physical or metaphysical change; instead, the focus is on remembering and 
internalizing the significance of Christ’s death and resurrection. This view is 
derived from passages such as 1 Corinthians 11:24-26, where Paul recounts Jesus’ 
words: "Do this in remembrance of me." 

Because Evangelicals view communion primarily as a memorial, the act does not 
require a specially ordained priest or pastor to be valid. Instead, the authority to 
perform communion can rest with any believer or group of believers, provided 
that they do so with reverence and in accordance with biblical teachings. This 
democratized view of communion reflects the broader Protestant emphasis on 
the "priesthood of all believers," a theological principle that holds every Christian, 
not just clergy, as capable of participating in and leading elements of worship. 

This perspective often leads Evangelical communities to celebrate communion in 
informal settings—small groups, home fellowships, or even personal devotional 
times—without the need for a hierarchical church structure. The heart of the 
practice lies in the believer’s personal relationship with Christ and their 
understanding of His sacrifice, making communion a deeply meaningful act even 
when performed outside traditional church settings. 
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Communion During the Pandemic: Examples of Ad-Hoc Communion Services 
When Access to Ordained Clergy Was Limited, Highlighting the Importance of 
the Believer's Heart and Intent 

The global COVID-19 pandemic introduced unprecedented challenges for 
Christian communities worldwide, particularly in terms of access to traditional 
church services. With many churches closing their doors to in-person worship, 
believers were forced to find new ways to continue their spiritual practices, 
including communion. This period saw a surge in ad-hoc communion services, 
conducted by believers in their homes, often without the presence of ordained 
clergy. 

In many Protestant and Evangelical communities, families gathered around their 
dinner tables to share bread and wine (or grape juice), remembering Christ’s 
sacrifice in the absence of formal church services. Virtual communion services 
became increasingly common, with pastors leading the sacrament over Zoom or 
other online platforms, and congregants participating remotely from their own 
homes. While some denominations, particularly those with more liturgical 
traditions, grappled with the legitimacy of such practices, others embraced them 
as a necessary adaptation to the circumstances. 

The core of these ad-hoc services was the sincerity of the believers' intent. While 
traditional elements of a formal Eucharistic liturgy were often missing, the spirit 
of communion—remembering Christ’s death and uniting in His love—remained 
intact. These services emphasized the personal faith of the individual believers 
and their heartfelt desire to honor Jesus, even in unconventional ways. In many 
cases, the pandemic highlighted the flexibility of Christian worship and the ways 
in which the Lord’s Supper could still be a source of spiritual nourishment in times 
of crisis. 

This period also revealed the centrality of the believer's heart and relationship 
with Christ in the act of communion. The absence of formal structures or 
ordained clergy did not diminish the reverence with which believers approached 
the table. For many, this experience deepened their understanding of communion 
as a personal encounter with the living Christ, independent of institutional 
frameworks. These ad-hoc services demonstrated that while tradition and 
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hierarchy are important in many Christian communities, the heart of communion 
lies in the believer’s faith and intent. 

The Role of Reverence and Relationship: How Individual Believers Can Honor 
the Lord’s Supper Outside of Formal Settings, Based on Sincerity and Faith 

For many believers, especially in traditions that emphasize the symbolic nature of 
communion, the most important elements of the Lord’s Supper are not the 
specific rituals or the involvement of clergy but the attitude of the heart and the 
relational connection with Christ. Even outside formal settings, individual 
believers can honor the Lord’s Supper with deep reverence and sincerity. 

Reverence plays a central role in this view of communion. While bread and wine 
may be simple symbols, they represent profound spiritual truths—the body 
broken and the blood shed for the salvation of humanity. Thus, even when 
celebrated in non-traditional or informal contexts, believers are called to 
approach the table with a deep sense of gratitude, humility, and worship. The act 
of communion becomes an opportunity to remember the cost of salvation and to 
renew one’s commitment to live in accordance with Christ’s teachings. 

Relationship with Christ is equally important in these practices. The Lord’s Supper 
is not merely a remembrance of a historical event but a present encounter with 
the risen Jesus, who is spiritually present among His followers. Believers are called 
to examine their hearts, as Paul writes in 1 Corinthians 11:28, "Everyone ought to 
examine themselves before they eat of the bread and drink from the cup." This 
self-examination serves as a reminder of the ongoing relationship between the 
believer and Christ and an opportunity for repentance, renewal, and thanksgiving. 

In non-formal settings, such as home gatherings or personal devotional times, 
communion can still hold profound spiritual significance. Families can share in the 
Lord’s Supper together, teaching children the importance of Christ’s sacrifice, or 
individuals can take communion as part of their personal worship, focusing on 
their relationship with Jesus. While these practices may lack the ritualistic 
elements of a formal church service, they retain the core aspects of reverence, 
remembrance, and relationship. 

The beauty of this approach is its accessibility. Communion, as a practice, is not 
confined to specific places or people but is available to all who believe in Christ 
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and wish to honor Him. The sincerity of faith and the desire to remember Christ’s 
sacrifice are what make communion meaningful, whether it is celebrated in a 
cathedral or in a living room. This perspective reflects the broader Protestant 
emphasis on the personal nature of faith—each believer has direct access to God 
through Christ and can participate in the Lord’s Supper in a way that is both 
intimate and spiritually enriching. 

In conclusion, the personal faith approach to communion, particularly within 
Protestant and Evangelical traditions, emphasizes the believer’s heart and 
relationship with Christ over the need for hierarchical or sacramental authority. 
Whether in a formal church setting or an informal home gathering, what 
ultimately matters is the reverence with which the Lord’s Supper is approached 
and the sincerity of the believer’s desire to honor Christ’s sacrifice. This 
perspective provides a meaningful way for believers to engage with communion, 
especially in times of crisis or when access to traditional structures is limited. 

 

V. Theological Debate: Tradition vs. Faith 

Arguments for Apostolic Succession: Why the Hierarchical Structure and 
Consecration by Clergy Are Seen as Essential by Many Christians 

The argument for apostolic succession, particularly within Roman Catholic and 
Eastern Orthodox traditions, is rooted in the belief that the authority to 
consecrate the Eucharist is divinely instituted and passed down through an 
unbroken line of succession from the apostles. This hierarchical structure is seen 
as a safeguard to ensure doctrinal purity and fidelity to Christ’s original teachings, 
especially regarding the sacraments. 

Apostolic succession is more than just a formal or organizational concept—it 
represents the continuity of Christ's authority within the Church. According to 
these traditions, when Jesus commissioned the apostles, particularly Peter, He 
gave them the authority to teach, govern, and sanctify the Church. This authority, 
which includes the power to consecrate the Eucharist, has been passed down 
through the ordination of bishops, priests, and deacons. Without this succession, 
it is believed that the sacraments, including the Eucharist, lose their efficacy 
because they are no longer performed under Christ’s delegated authority. 
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Theologically, this position emphasizes the sacred nature of the priesthood. In 
Catholicism, the priest, acting in persona Christi (in the person of Christ), is not 
just a facilitator but a channel through which Christ’s real presence is made 
manifest in the Eucharist. Through the priest’s consecration, the bread and wine 
undergo transubstantiation, becoming the literal body and blood of Christ. This 
sacred transformation requires the authority given through apostolic succession. 
From this perspective, only those who have been validly ordained within this 
lineage possess the ability to consecrate the elements, ensuring that the Eucharist 
remains a true and valid sacrament. 

Advocates for apostolic succession argue that without this structure, the sanctity 
of the Eucharist could be compromised. The hierarchy not only preserves 
doctrinal integrity but also maintains unity within the Church. By ensuring that the 
same rites and sacraments are observed universally, apostolic succession creates 
a visible, tangible connection to Christ’s original commission. This connection is 
seen as essential for preserving the Church’s role as the "sacrament of salvation," 
particularly in the celebration of the Eucharist, which is viewed as the source and 
summit of Christian life. 

For many Christians, particularly in the Catholic and Orthodox traditions, the 
consecration of the Eucharist by an ordained priest is a fundamental part of 
worship. It reflects not only the Church’s authority but also the belief in Christ’s 
real presence in the sacrament. By adhering to this hierarchical model, the Church 
ensures that communion is celebrated in accordance with the traditions and 
teachings handed down from the apostles, thus preserving the sanctity and unity 
of the faith. 

Arguments for Personal Faith: The Validity of Believers Taking Communion in 
Informal Settings, Focusing on the Heart’s Condition and Relationship with 
Christ 

On the other side of the debate are Protestant and Evangelical Christians who 
emphasize the importance of personal faith and the believer’s direct relationship 
with Christ over hierarchical structures. For many of these believers, communion 
is an act of remembrance, as Jesus instructed at the Last Supper: "Do this in 
remembrance of me" (Luke 22:19). The focus is not on a literal transformation of 



15 
 

the elements, but on the spiritual significance of Christ’s sacrifice and the 
believer’s reflection on His death and resurrection. 

In this view, the act of communion is a deeply personal encounter with Christ, one 
that does not require the mediation of a priest or the formal structure of the 
Church. The believer’s heart condition—faith, reverence, and sincerity—are seen 
as the most important aspects of partaking in communion. As long as believers 
approach the Lord’s Table with genuine faith and a desire to honor Christ, the 
setting or the presence of ordained clergy is less important. 

Proponents of this perspective often point to the early Christian communities, 
where believers broke bread in their homes (Acts 2:46), long before the formal 
structures of the Church were established. They argue that in these early days, 
the emphasis was on fellowship and remembrance, not on hierarchical authority. 
For them, communion can be just as meaningful in a home fellowship, small 
group, or even a personal devotional setting as it is in a church building. The key 
element is the believer’s personal connection with Christ, not the formal structure 
surrounding the act. 

During the COVID-19 pandemic, many Christians who were unable to attend 
church services participated in ad-hoc communion services at home. This 
experience reinforced the belief that communion, when approached with 
sincerity and faith, can be valid outside of traditional settings. These believers 
argue that God honors the heart, and that communion is ultimately about a 
personal encounter with Christ’s love and sacrifice. 

From this perspective, the act of communion becomes more accessible, allowing 
all believers to participate in this sacred practice without the need for ordained 
clergy. This democratization of the sacrament emphasizes the "priesthood of all 
believers" (1 Peter 2:9), where every Christian has direct access to God and can 
participate in the Lord’s Supper as an expression of their personal faith. The focus 
is on the internal disposition of the believer—reverence, repentance, and faith—
rather than external qualifications or formalities. 
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Reconciliation of the Two Views: Is There a Way to Respect Both Tradition and 
Personal Faith in Modern Christian Practice? 

The theological debate between tradition and personal faith raises important 
questions about how Christians today can meaningfully engage with communion 
while respecting both historical continuity and the sincerity of individual belief. Is 
there a way to reconcile these two views and find common ground between the 
hierarchical model of apostolic succession and the more personal, faith-centered 
approach? 

One potential path toward reconciliation is recognizing that both views emphasize 
key aspects of Christian theology—tradition and continuity on the one hand, and 
personal faith and relationship with Christ on the other. The challenge is to honor 
the sacred traditions of the Church while also acknowledging the legitimacy of 
personal faith expressions in less formal contexts. 

For those who hold to the importance of apostolic succession, it may be helpful to 
recognize that personal faith is not necessarily in opposition to Church tradition. 
Instead, personal faith can be seen as a complementary aspect of communion. 
The heart condition of the believer is always critical, even within hierarchical 
traditions. After all, in 1 Corinthians 11:27-29, Paul warns believers to examine 
themselves before participating in communion, highlighting the importance of 
sincerity and reverence, regardless of the setting. 

Similarly, for those who emphasize personal faith, it may be valuable to recognize 
the significance of Church tradition in preserving the unity and sanctity of the 
sacraments. While informal settings and personal reflections on Christ’s sacrifice 
are important, the Church’s role in maintaining doctrinal integrity and 
sacramental continuity is also crucial. There is room for both personal expressions 
of faith and a deep respect for the sacramental authority conferred through 
apostolic succession. 

In modern Christian practice, these two perspectives can coexist in a way that 
honors both tradition and personal faith. For example, in times of crisis or 
isolation, such as during the pandemic, informal communion services can provide 
spiritual nourishment when access to clergy is limited. At the same time, when 
possible, the Church’s traditional sacramental celebrations can serve as a 
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profound expression of the continuity of the faith, connecting believers to 
centuries of Christian practice. 

Ultimately, the goal is to find a balance that acknowledges the importance of both 
the external structure of the Church and the internal faith of the believer. 
Communion can be a means of uniting believers across different traditions, 
focusing on the shared goal of remembering Christ’s sacrifice and participating in 
His grace. Whether celebrated in a grand cathedral or in a home, the heart of 
communion remains the same: honoring Jesus’ sacrifice and reflecting on the love 
and salvation He offers to all who believe. 

By embracing both the historical and personal dimensions of the Eucharist, 
Christians can approach communion with reverence, unity, and a deep sense of 
gratitude, whether within the formal structures of the Church or through personal 
acts of faith. 

 

VI. Scriptural Analysis 

The Last Supper (Luke 22:19-20): Jesus’ Command to "Do This in Remembrance 
of Me" and How Different Denominations Interpret This Passage 

The institution of the Lord’s Supper, or Holy Communion, finds its roots in the 
Gospel accounts of the Last Supper, particularly in Luke 22:19-20, where Jesus, 
during His final meal with His disciples, establishes the practice that would 
become central to Christian worship. In these verses, Jesus takes bread, gives 
thanks, breaks it, and gives it to His disciples, saying, "This is my body given for 
you; do this in remembrance of me." Similarly, after the meal, He takes the cup, 
saying, "This cup is the new covenant in my blood, which is poured out for you." 

This moment is foundational for Christian understandings of communion, but it 
has been interpreted differently across various denominations. The command to 
"do this in remembrance of me" has sparked diverse theological views on the 
nature and significance of the Eucharist. At the core of these differences is how 
each tradition understands the presence of Christ in the elements of bread and 
wine, as well as the role of the believer in participating in communion. 
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For Roman Catholics and Eastern Orthodox Christians, this passage is understood 
not just as a symbolic remembrance but as the literal transformation of the 
elements into the actual body and blood of Christ, a belief known as 
transubstantiation in Catholicism and as the "real presence" in Orthodoxy. Jesus’ 
words, "This is my body" and "This is my blood," are taken literally, with the 
understanding that through the consecration of the elements by an ordained 
priest, Christ becomes truly present in the Eucharist. The command to "do this in 
remembrance of me" is seen as a call to repeat the sacrament as a literal 
participation in Christ’s sacrifice. The act of remembrance in this context is more 
than a memorial; it is a mystical union with Christ’s ongoing sacrifice. 

In contrast, many Protestant denominations, particularly those in the Reformed 
and Evangelical traditions, interpret Jesus' words primarily as symbolic. In this 
view, the bread and wine represent Christ’s body and blood, and the act of 
communion is a memorial or symbolic remembrance of Christ’s sacrifice. This 
interpretation emphasizes the command to "do this in remembrance of me" as a 
call to reflect on the significance of Jesus’ death and to renew the believer’s 
commitment to Him. For these traditions, Christ’s presence in the Eucharist is 
spiritual rather than physical, and the focus is on the inward attitude of faith and 
reverence rather than on the transformation of the elements. 

Lutheran theology occupies a middle ground, holding to the doctrine of 
consubstantiation, which asserts that Christ’s body and blood are truly present 
"in, with, and under" the bread and wine. While Lutherans reject the Catholic 
understanding of transubstantiation, they still affirm a real presence of Christ in 
the Eucharist, emphasizing that communion is more than just a symbolic act. 

The diversity of interpretations surrounding Luke 22:19-20 highlights the 
importance of both tradition and personal faith in the practice of communion. In 
Catholic and Orthodox traditions, the sacrament is deeply connected to the 
Church’s hierarchical structure and sacramental authority. In Protestant 
traditions, the emphasis is placed on the believer’s personal relationship with 
Christ and their participation in communion as an act of faith. Despite these 
differences, the command to "do this in remembrance of me" remains central to 
Christian worship, uniting believers across denominations in the act of 
commemorating Christ’s sacrificial love. 
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Paul’s Teachings (1 Corinthians 11:23-26): Paul’s Instructions on Communion 
and How They Reflect Both Tradition and Personal Faith 

The Apostle Paul’s teachings on communion, particularly in 1 Corinthians 11:23-
26, provide some of the earliest Christian writings on the subject and have played 
a crucial role in shaping the theological understanding of the Eucharist in both 
traditional and personal faith contexts. In this passage, Paul recounts the events 
of the Last Supper and offers clear instructions to the Corinthian church on how 
to properly observe the Lord’s Supper: 

"For I received from the Lord what I also passed on to you: The Lord Jesus, on the 
night He was betrayed, took bread, and when He had given thanks, He broke it 
and said, 'This is my body, which is for you; do this in remembrance of me.' In the 
same way, after supper He took the cup, saying, 'This cup is the new covenant in 
my blood; do this, whenever you drink it, in remembrance of me.' For whenever 
you eat this bread and drink this cup, you proclaim the Lord’s death until He 
comes." 

Paul's account is significant not only because it reinforces the narrative of the Last 
Supper but also because it establishes the theological framework for the ongoing 
practice of communion in the early Church. Several key elements of Paul’s 
teaching reflect both the importance of tradition and the personal faith of the 
believer. 

First, Paul begins by stating that he "received from the Lord" the instructions he is 
passing on. This suggests a direct transmission of Christ’s command to celebrate 
the Lord’s Supper, emphasizing the continuity of this practice from the apostles to 
the Church. This appeal to tradition and apostolic authority has been particularly 
influential in Roman Catholic and Orthodox understandings of the Eucharist, 
where the sacrament is seen as something that has been faithfully handed down 
through apostolic succession. The Eucharist, in this view, is not just a personal act 
of devotion but a communal participation in a sacred tradition that spans 
centuries. 

However, Paul also places significant emphasis on the personal disposition of 
those who partake in communion. In the verses that follow (1 Corinthians 11:27-
29), Paul warns that "whoever eats the bread or drinks the cup of the Lord in an 
unworthy manner will be guilty of sinning against the body and blood of the Lord. 
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Everyone ought to examine themselves before they eat of the bread and drink 
from the cup." This call to self-examination underscores the importance of 
personal faith and reverence when participating in communion. It is not enough 
to simply go through the motions of the ritual; the individual’s heart and 
relationship with Christ must be in the right place. 

This dual focus on tradition and personal faith is at the heart of Paul’s teaching on 
communion. On the one hand, the Eucharist is a sacred tradition that connects 
believers to Christ’s sacrifice and to the wider body of the Church. On the other 
hand, it is also a deeply personal act of faith, where the believer reflects on their 
own spiritual condition and responds to the grace offered through Christ’s 
sacrifice. Paul’s warning about partaking in an unworthy manner highlights the 
need for both a proper understanding of the sacrament’s significance and a 
genuine heart of repentance and faith. 

Paul also emphasizes the eschatological dimension of communion, stating that 
"whenever you eat this bread and drink this cup, you proclaim the Lord’s death 
until He comes." This future-oriented aspect of communion reflects the Christian 
hope of Christ’s return and the consummation of the new covenant. In this sense, 
communion is not only a remembrance of Christ’s past sacrifice but also a 
proclamation of His ongoing presence and future coming. 

The theological implications of Paul’s teaching are far-reaching. In traditional, 
hierarchical contexts, this passage supports the idea that the Eucharist is a 
divinely instituted sacrament, to be carried out in accordance with apostolic 
authority and Church tradition. For those who emphasize personal faith, Paul’s 
call to self-examination and reverence underscores the importance of the 
believer’s heart in receiving communion, even outside of formal settings. 

In both contexts, the focus is on the believer’s participation in Christ’s death and 
resurrection, either through the Church’s sacramental structure or through the 
individual’s personal relationship with Jesus. Paul’s teachings, therefore, offer a 
balanced view that honors both tradition and personal faith, making communion 
a practice that unites believers in the shared remembrance of Christ’s sacrifice, 
while also calling each individual to a deeper reflection on their own faith journey. 
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VII. Communion in Modern Christian Apologetics 

Defending Apostolic Authority: How to Argue for the Importance of Apostolic 
Succession in Defending the Sanctity of the Eucharist 

In modern Christian apologetics, the defense of apostolic succession as the basis 
for the sanctity of the Eucharist is grounded in historical and theological 
arguments that emphasize the importance of maintaining continuity with the 
teachings and practices established by Christ and His apostles. This defense begins 
with the belief that Jesus’ commissioning of His apostles, particularly Peter, 
included not only the authority to teach and lead the Church but also the power 
to consecrate the sacraments. The argument asserts that without apostolic 
succession, the authority to consecrate the Eucharist, and by extension the 
sanctity of the sacrament itself, is compromised. 

One of the key apologetic strategies in defending apostolic authority is to 
highlight its scriptural foundation. In Matthew 16:18-19, Jesus directly addresses 
Peter, saying, "You are Peter, and on this rock, I will build my church, and the 
gates of Hades will not overcome it. I will give you the keys of the kingdom of 
heaven." This passage is often cited as evidence that Christ intended for a clear 
line of authority to be established through Peter, a line that would continue 
through his successors—the bishops of Rome. This authority was not meant to be 
temporary but was designed to endure throughout the history of the Church, 
preserving the integrity and sanctity of the sacraments, particularly the Eucharist. 

The argument also draws on early Church history to demonstrate the consistent 
practice of apostolic succession. The writings of Church fathers such as Irenaeus 
and Ignatius of Antioch emphasize the importance of bishops as successors to the 
apostles. Irenaeus, in particular, argued that the true teaching and authority of 
the Church could be found in those churches that maintained apostolic 
succession, particularly the Church of Rome. Defenders of apostolic authority use 
these writings to show that from the earliest days of Christianity, there was a 
clear recognition that the Eucharist was a sacred act requiring the authority of 
those who had been properly ordained within the apostolic line. 

In addition to historical continuity, apologetics defending apostolic succession 
also emphasize the theological significance of this structure in preserving the 
sanctity of the Eucharist. The doctrine of transubstantiation, central to Roman 
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Catholic theology, holds that the bread and wine become the literal body and 
blood of Christ through the consecration of an ordained priest. This sacramental 
transformation is seen as a divine act that requires the authority given by Christ 
to the apostles and passed down through the ages. Without this authority, 
defenders argue, the sacrament loses its efficacy, and the real presence of Christ 
in the Eucharist cannot be assured. 

The apologetic defense also highlights the dangers of disregarding apostolic 
succession. Without a clear line of authority, the argument goes, the Church risks 
fragmentation and doctrinal error, as has been seen in the proliferation of 
different denominations with varying beliefs about the Eucharist. By maintaining 
apostolic succession, the Church ensures unity in doctrine and practice, 
particularly regarding the sacraments. Defenders of apostolic authority contend 
that this unity is essential for preserving the true nature of the Eucharist as Christ 
intended. 

Defending Personal Faith Practices: Apologetic Responses to Those Who Believe 
in Informal or Non-Hierarchical Communion Practices 

While the defense of apostolic succession emphasizes the importance of 
hierarchical authority, modern Christian apologetics also recognizes the validity of 
personal faith practices, particularly in Protestant and Evangelical traditions 
where communion is understood primarily as an act of remembrance and does 
not require the presence of ordained clergy. Apologetic responses in defense of 
informal or non-hierarchical communion practices often center on two key 
concepts: the sufficiency of Scripture and the priesthood of all believers. 

First, many Protestant traditions emphasize the sola scriptura principle, which 
holds that Scripture alone is sufficient for guiding Christian faith and practice. In 
this context, the command of Jesus at the Last Supper—"Do this in remembrance 
of me" (Luke 22:19)—is interpreted as a directive to all believers, not just to the 
apostles or their successors. Apologists defending non-hierarchical communion 
practices argue that Jesus’ instruction to "do this" is not restricted to those within 
a formal church hierarchy but applies to all who follow Him. Thus, any believer, 
regardless of ordination status, can participate in and lead the Lord’s Supper as an 
act of obedience to Christ’s command. 
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The second key concept is the Protestant doctrine of the "priesthood of all 
believers" (1 Peter 2:9). This doctrine holds that all Christians have direct access 
to God through Jesus Christ and do not require the mediation of a human priest 
to approach Him or to participate in the sacraments. Apologists argue that, in this 
view, the authority to lead communion comes not from apostolic succession but 
from the believer’s faith and relationship with Christ. As long as the believer 
approaches the table with sincerity, reverence, and faith, the act of communion is 
valid, even in informal settings such as home fellowships or small groups. 

Apologetic responses also emphasize the scriptural examples of early Christians 
participating in communion without the formal structures of a church hierarchy. 
In Acts 2:46, we read that early believers "broke bread in their homes and ate 
together with glad and sincere hearts." This communal practice of sharing the 
Lord’s Supper in informal settings is often cited as evidence that communion does 
not require the oversight of ordained clergy but can be celebrated wherever 
believers gather in faith. 

Furthermore, defenders of personal faith practices argue that the focus of 
communion should be on the believer’s heart and relationship with Christ rather 
than on the formalities of church structure. Paul’s instructions in 1 Corinthians 
11:27-29 to "examine" oneself before partaking in the Lord’s Supper emphasize 
the importance of personal reflection and reverence. Apologists contend that as 
long as believers approach communion with the proper attitude—repentance, 
faith, and thanksgiving—the setting in which they take it is secondary to the 
spiritual significance of the act. 

Finally, apologists for informal communion practices often point to the practical 
realities faced by many believers, particularly in situations where access to 
ordained clergy is limited. The COVID-19 pandemic, for example, forced many 
Christians to adapt their worship practices, with some participating in online or 
home-based communion services. In such circumstances, the argument goes, it is 
not only permissible but spiritually enriching for believers to partake in 
communion outside of traditional church settings, as long as their hearts are 
aligned with Christ’s command to remember His sacrifice. 
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Common Ground: Bridging the Gap Between These Two Views in Christian 
Apologetics 

While the differences between the hierarchical and personal faith approaches to 
communion may seem stark, modern Christian apologetics can find common 
ground by emphasizing the shared purpose of communion: to remember and 
proclaim Christ’s sacrifice. Both perspectives, whether rooted in apostolic 
succession or personal faith, seek to honor Jesus’ command to "do this in 
remembrance of me" and to participate in the grace He offers through His death 
and resurrection. 

One way to bridge the gap is by acknowledging the value of both tradition and 
personal faith in different contexts. The hierarchical structure of apostolic 
succession serves as a safeguard for preserving the doctrinal purity and unity of 
the Church, ensuring that the sacraments are administered in continuity with 
Christ’s original commission. At the same time, the personal faith approach 
recognizes the importance of the believer’s individual relationship with Christ and 
the need for flexibility in certain circumstances, such as times of crisis or when 
access to ordained clergy is limited. 

A fruitful approach in Christian apologetics is to affirm the legitimacy of both 
views in their appropriate contexts. In liturgical traditions that emphasize the real 
presence of Christ in the Eucharist, apostolic succession remains crucial for 
maintaining the integrity of the sacrament. However, in traditions that emphasize 
the symbolic nature of communion, the believer’s faith and reverence are 
paramount, and communion can be celebrated in informal settings as an act of 
spiritual reflection and renewal. 

Apologists can also highlight the common theological themes present in both 
approaches. Both views agree on the importance of self-examination, repentance, 
and a sincere heart when approaching the Lord’s Table. Both affirm that 
communion is an act of grace, made possible through Christ’s sacrificial death. 
And both recognize the Lord’s Supper as a communal act that unites believers in 
their shared faith and hope in Christ’s return. 

In conclusion, while the debate between apostolic succession and personal faith 
practices in communion is complex, Christian apologetics can find common 
ground by focusing on the shared goal of honoring Christ’s sacrifice and fostering 
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unity within the body of believers. By respecting both the traditional and personal 
dimensions of communion, apologists can help Christians navigate these 
theological differences in a way that promotes mutual understanding and spiritual 
growth. 

 

VIII. Conclusion 

Summary of Key Points: Recapping the Tension Between Tradition and Faith in 
the Context of Holy Communion 

Throughout this paper, we have explored the theological tension between 
apostolic tradition and personal faith in the celebration of Holy Communion. We 
began by examining the foundations of apostolic authority, rooted in the 
commissioning of the apostles by Christ and the establishment of apostolic 
succession. This traditional view, particularly upheld in Roman Catholic and 
Eastern Orthodox churches, argues that only ordained clergy within the apostolic 
line can consecrate the Eucharist, thereby ensuring the sanctity and validity of the 
sacrament. This perspective highlights the importance of maintaining continuity 
with the early Church and preserving the sacredness of the Eucharist as Christ’s 
real presence in the bread and wine. 

On the other hand, many Protestant and Evangelical traditions emphasize the role 
of personal faith and sincerity in the act of communion, viewing it primarily as a 
symbolic act of remembrance rather than a literal transformation of the 
elements. For these believers, the Lord’s Supper is a deeply personal encounter 
with Christ, one that does not necessarily require the mediation of ordained 
clergy. Instead, the focus is on the individual’s heart, their relationship with Christ, 
and their reverence for His sacrifice. 

We also explored how the global COVID-19 pandemic revealed the flexibility of 
communion practices, with many Christians celebrating the Lord’s Supper in 
informal settings or through virtual services. This shift demonstrated the 
importance of personal faith in sustaining the practice of communion, even when 
traditional structures were unavailable. The tension between these two views—
apostolic tradition and personal faith—remains a significant theological issue 
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within modern Christian communities, as each approach reflects different 
understandings of Christ’s command to "do this in remembrance of me." 

Final Reflections: The Importance of Both Apostolic Tradition and Personal Faith 
in Honoring the Sacrament of Communion 

While the differences between the hierarchical and personal approaches to 
communion are profound, it is essential to recognize the value that both bring to 
the Christian understanding of this sacred practice. Apostolic tradition plays a 
critical role in preserving the doctrinal integrity and unity of the Church. The belief 
in apostolic succession, particularly within Catholicism and Orthodoxy, ensures 
that the Eucharist is celebrated with the authority given by Christ to His apostles. 
This approach safeguards the sacramental nature of the Eucharist, emphasizing 
that Christ is truly present in the elements of bread and wine through the act of 
consecration by a validly ordained priest. 

At the same time, personal faith cannot be dismissed as merely a secondary 
consideration. The sincerity of the believer’s heart and their relationship with 
Christ are central to the act of communion. Paul’s call to self-examination in 1 
Corinthians 11:28 reminds us that the internal disposition of the believer is as 
important as the external act of receiving the Eucharist. Whether communion is 
celebrated in a grand cathedral or a small home fellowship, the reverence with 
which it is approached defines the spiritual significance of the sacrament. In 
Protestant and Evangelical traditions, the emphasis on personal faith and the 
direct access of believers to God reflects the transformative power of the Lord’s 
Supper in the life of the Christian, even without the formal structures of a church 
hierarchy. 

In the end, both apostolic tradition and personal faith contribute to a fuller 
understanding of communion. The richness of the Eucharist comes from its dual 
nature as both a sacramental act of the Church and a personal act of faith. 
Apostolic tradition provides the historical and theological framework that 
connects believers to the early Church, while personal faith brings the individual 
believer into a direct and transformative encounter with Christ. 
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Call to Unity: Encouraging Believers to Find Unity in the Reverence for Christ’s 
Sacrifice, Whether Through Hierarchical Structures or Personal Faith 

In the midst of these theological debates, it is essential to remember that Holy 
Communion, at its core, is an act of unity within the body of Christ. Jesus’ 
command to "do this in remembrance of me" calls all believers to participate in 
His sacrificial love, to proclaim His death, and to anticipate His return. Regardless 
of the theological differences between denominations, communion remains a 
central act of worship that unites Christians in their shared faith in Christ’s 
redemptive work. 

This call to unity does not mean that differences between apostolic tradition and 
personal faith should be ignored. Rather, believers should seek to respect and 
appreciate the diverse ways in which communion is understood and practiced 
across the Christian spectrum. Those who uphold apostolic succession can 
acknowledge the sincerity and reverence with which believers in more informal 
settings approach the Lord’s Supper, while those who emphasize personal faith 
can recognize the historical and theological significance of the Church’s 
sacramental traditions. 

By focusing on the shared goal of honoring Christ’s sacrifice, Christians from 
different traditions can find common ground in their celebration of communion. 
Whether through the formal structures of apostolic succession or through the 
personal faith of individual believers, communion serves as a reminder of Christ’s 
love, His ongoing presence in the Church, and the hope of His return. In a world 
that is often divided, communion offers a powerful symbol of unity and 
reconciliation, calling all believers to come together at the Lord’s Table with 
gratitude, humility, and reverence. 

In conclusion, while the theological tension between tradition and faith will likely 
continue, Christian communities can move forward by focusing on what unites 
them: a shared reverence for Christ’s sacrifice and a desire to honor Him through 
the act of communion. By recognizing the importance of both apostolic tradition 
and personal faith, the Church can continue to offer the Lord’s Supper as a source 
of grace, healing, and unity for all who believe in the name of Jesus Christ. 
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