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1. I should like to stress the importance of the Master of
Canpion Hall's thesis. Along with Austin Farrer's essay

in ®WEE Infallibility && the Church, this obliges us to consider

Wmmlogical and epistogogical problems in connection with

Infallibility. we

2., We nust also consider the bearing of the guestions raised

by what has been c~1led "Doctrinal Criticism" (G.F. Woods).
We have to see what is the social, cultural and philosophical
milieu of the doctrinal formulations, and also what may be their
purpose or purposes, e.g, polemical, defensive, controversial
or irenical,

%3, Recent study of religious language has led us to see the
relatively limited value of all dogmatic definitions. We
are femiliar with Leonard Hodgson'd dictum, "What must the truth
have been and be if that is how it looked to men who thought and
wrote like that?", but we ought to remember John Baker's comment
(The Poolishness of God, 364 f) that "The hidden assumption behind
this question is that truth is... clothed in thoughts and words...
but truth does not come to men clothed in words, it comes to them
as words",

4. We should also note Father Robert lMurray's remarks about the
place of different theologies in the Church (Infallibility
o the Church, 40 f). Infallibility has been part and parcel of a
Tatin theology and ecclesiology. We may not want to go as far as
some Orthodox theologians, e.g., Lossky and Sherrard, and see all
Western "errors" arising from the Filiogue, but Western ecclesiology
until recently has certainly been defective in the pneumatd&ﬁh:
element.

5, The way forward scems to be a theological investigation of

the Holy Spirit'!s guiding of the Church into all truth. If
only God is infallible and the Church is indefectible and if
therefore indefectibility is the right concept rather than
infallibility, infallibility itself being evidence of a tendency
towards monophysitism in ecclesioclogy (compare Congar, Christ,
our Lady and the Church), we still neced to be as clear as we can
about the way divine guidance takes effect in the Church's history,
while recalising that, if it is the indefectibility of the Holy
Spirit's guidance of the Church that is the issue, our analyses and
formulations can only take us a limited way. Our theological
attention needs to be directed to the work of the life~giving,
inspiring and guiding Spirit. This is much more difficult than
tying down indefectible guidance in certain organs of the Church,
or maintaining too statie a view of the Church's doctrinal authority
as was perhaps the tendency of the Anglican Caroline theologians,
understandable though this was in the controversial situation of the
time,

6. It may be worth summarising the general position of the
Anglican Caroline theologians based as it was on their belief
in an unchanging deposit of faith, These theologians generally






