
• 
0 ("'I . t: .. 

r\Jc.., ...- 1-vv..,,, 
I 

R • · · r· · · h.h e ecorn1t1on o m1n1stnes: w at 1st e 
real question?* 

The question of the recognition of mini~tries remains central to the 
ecumenical task. More than one reunion ~cheme has come lo grief 
precisely over this point. For the Catholic tradition the most prominent 
symbol of this is undoubtedly the bull Apo110/icat' C11rat' of Leo X 111. 
dated September 1896. The conclusions of this document. which have 
always been officially upheld, continue to mark Roman ,athohc/ 
Anglican relations in a way it is no cx.aggrration lo call 'dram1111c·. Every 
effort to move forward towards full sacramental communion mrv1tahly 
comes up against it. 

Two inad~uatc views 
Anyone familiar with the material on 'recognition· of mm1,tr1cs will 

know that it turns in a groove: two radical positions oppo~e one another. 
each too radical to contain the truth. 

On one side we find the minimahsing position which comes down to 
seeing this recognition purely in terms of the future , with no seriou, 
account being taken oft he profound significance of the breach. that is. of 
the fact that I certain group 'substituted' a new form of mmi,try for the 
one recognised by the great Tradition, at lca~t from the time of lgnal iu, 
of Antioch (c. 120), as the guarantee of a continuity with the prim1t1vc 
Church. 

On the other side we find the classic Catholic position which envisages 
'recognition' of ministry purely from the perspective of an engra0mg 
into the trunk of an uninterrupted succession of ordinations. a 
succession which has perpetuated communion with the pnm1tivr 
institution. Faced with a breach of this continuity, the broadest ~olution. 
for cases within the Catholic community, is a wnatw in rad,a. and for 
cases of the ministries of another community (apart from the eastern 
Churches and sometimes Old Catholics or Churches as,im1latcd to 
them), re.ordination, which is rarely 'conditional'. 

Let me say at once, to avoid objections, that this classical Cathol ic 
outlook is also seriously reductive at the ecumenical level. Let me give 
just one instance of this narrownes~: the fact that , to ensure the validity of 
their ministry, some Anglican bishop, have themselves been ordained by 
eastern or Old Catholic bishop,, as if the only problem consisted in being 
inserted in such a way into the phylum of history. And justification can 
be given for the criticism made by some Orthodox. theologian~ who think 
the weakness of the Catholic position can be summed up like this: in the 
Iona run. the quality offaith ind evangel ical living of the community and 
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of the lllllll)l\:r ma11.:r ltuh: provided the minister has been validly 
MJ,11 ned - that I), orda111eJ by a h1)hop who ha~ hcen validly ordained 
llllllM.:11 b y J bbhop who ha) been ,ahdly orda111ed This cri11c1sm ,~ a 
c.iri..:J lurc. of cour)c, but ltl.c J1l 1.~.ir1ca1urc) ll ha) a grnin oflrulh. The 
( .,tholt..: Wc)l - 111 wh1.:h the Angh.:an lrJd1t1on mu)I be 111cluded - has 
l1l>I llllq\rJtcJ AugU)l111e\ )olul1on in the fal·c oft he Donatist cri)I) very 
well Bc..:;iu)c, a..:1.·orJ111g to Augu)tlnc, the hol111c)S of the m1111)tcr doc~ 
no t alkct the dlical·y of the :.JCrJmental act which he perform), 1here 
ha) been a 1emp1a11on 10 g1,c a privileged and virtually e)(clU)JVe )lalu~ 
lo I he requircmenb lor vJhd11 y, a) 110 acllon whu.:h .:an be canomcally 
ll))UrcJ and contrulh:J -, hc m1m)ter ha) been considered separately 
lrom h1) conununll}. )Omeumc) in 1heolog1cal clabor.11100 he has been 
completel y .:ut off from It So the 'recognition' of mini)lry be.:ome) 
redu1.-cJ ~o a )Ingle ltne - thc ver1licJt1011 of JI) 111)ertlon 11110 a cont111u11y 
o l act, ol ,ahJ orJ111at1on. It) relation 10 the faith of the C hurch 1s by thal 
\Cf} tact then ~cen lo be JII but C)(clU)Jvcly hoked up with the intention 
of the p.:r)on who orda111) another m1111s1cr by passing on 10 him the 
power of, Jl1d actio n. this per..on must have the 1ntcn11on 10 do what the 
C hur.:hy,1lb. 

l he acuh: unea~ which one fecb about 1h1) outlook - which !><!ems to 
have p.:r~1~1ed U) the Catholic Church') 00ic1al position - arises from 
\\ hat the c-cumen1cal que)t 1belf ha) brought to our notice about the 
OJture 0f're1.·ogni11on'. The problem really I) one ofknow111g whether or 
not a par11culJr c-cck~ial communn y I) in communion with the Church 
ol the apo)II~. and therefore whether one 'recognises' in it the es)ential 
feature~ of the apo)toltc community as the)e have been understood and 
eAplaincd by the great Trad111on. We should a)k of ministries only 
4ue)tlOO) rclah:d to 1h1) broader ' recognillon ' , which i), let it be said, the 
onl} e~....: n11al one. M1111)trie) do 111deed )lem from the reality of the 
)UC.:e))IOO of all the C hn) llan gencrations w11hin the apo~lol1c 
Trad11wn.But 1h1) belong111g I) radK-ally mseparablc from the pre)cnce 
of 01her ekmenl5 111 the )ame ~ucco)1on, above all of the apo~toltc fa11h , 
wor~h1p and m 1:.:.1o n. And all the)e elemenll> influence each other. 

So far we~tern ~desaology ha:. undc:rstoo<l thi) mutual influcnc1ng m 
a way whu.:h tcnd) 10 give the function of mm1stry a un1la1crally 
pm,ilegcd posuion. It holds, and with reason, that 111 the grace of the 
Ho ly Spml, m1111) try ha~ the maJor responsibility for c•111.il.upl'(ofwhich 
the cp1).:opa1e 1s only one form). TlllS implies that the keeping und 
nurturing the local churches in the aposlolte faith , the fa11hful 
celebration of the )UcramenlS, m1:.s1onary zeal, are not Just entrusted 10 ii 
but dcpc:nd on 11. It 1) tbe backbo ne of eccb1al hfe preci5ely because II 
stand:. - al lca:.1 for all the catholic tradition) - within the thru5t Q( the 
calling o f the apoi.tolicgroup 111 all that g0t."!> beyond the once-for-allnc)s 
of the w1tnt:!>) gi ven b y lhJ~ group 10 1he Lord') rci.ur,cc11on. But as 
n:garJ!> 1111~ mutual inOucnc1ng, thil> ktnd of western ci.:cle~iology ha~ 1.cft 

• RectJ!(fll//on uj Min11trte1 • loo mu.:h in the shade or forgouen the complementary as~, t of 1h1s 
efficacy. which by 11s nature cannot be d1ssoc1a1ed from 11. ~lin1s1ry ,s 
authentically ecclcsial only when 11 1s eJ1emsed m and \\ 1th the 
community and not just for the community. The communlly Jepends on 
m111istry, but m111istry also depends on thecommun11y. 

The role or the local church regarding fidelity 10 lhe apos1olic Tri1di1loo 
I I This dependence 1s not real1sedJus1 at the level of111urg1cal a,·tion of 

which the community, as Fr Congar puts it, 1s the 111tegral , ubJec t 
Remember the lovely formula ofGuemc oflgn y 111 the twelfth ccntury· 
'The priest does not consecra1e alone, nor does he offer alone· 1 he whole 
aS)embly of believers consecrates and oflers with him' (St'n1111 , . PL, 85, 
87). Durmg the fir!it centuries the role of the co mmuml} a nd 1hc .:ho1ce 
of the b1)hop went along the same l111es. That 1s someth111g 100 w.:11-
known to need dwell mg on. Let me just refer to the fact that ev1Jence for 
this occurs much earlier than is generally thought For while thc letter of 
Clement to the Cor111th1ans (c. 95) conta111s the famou) parngraphs 
42-44 on what has been termed succession by historical con1111u11y, 11 
also refers, m two passages which I (ind increas111gly 10 the point. to the 
approval and even the authonty of the local church reg,ard111g the choice 
or the cont111uance of its m1111sters. Bishops are 'those who h,1ve been 
appo111ted by them (the apostles) or later by other em111cnt men 1111h the 
approl'ul of the ll'liult• 1·h11rclt (11111,•11doJ..c•\u1t•.i 11•1 eJ..1.lt•"u.i f1<1,n) and 
have fulfilled their ofiice toward) the flock of Christ in a blamc:lc~) way' 
(44 : 3), who can, when they feel their presence ha) become damag111g, go 
away 111 obedience ·10 the orders oft he mullltude' (54 : 2). It I) clear that 
the major role played here by the community 1s also to be 1rac.:d out in 
the whole difficult question of the ord111a1ion of persons constrall1ed to 
receive the rite despite their reluctance. The will of the communny can 
not only precede the free acquiescence of the man who 1s to he their 
m1~1s1er but can even include his reluctance in the unfold111g of the rite of 
ord111at1on. In ~u~h a ca~e only 1~1~ call from the commun11y ma} he held 
lo 111terpret Gods calling of this man to the ministry. In stud} of the 
material_ relating to 111stances of ordination I uacllo or 11n,1111~ 

(con~tra111ed or reluctant), there 1s one point which has 001 been 
deepe_ned out enoug~. If this member oft he faithful was brought before 
the b1sh~p for motives other than the evangelical well-bc111g of the 
commumty, even 1f_tho~e motives were very noble ones, Its r<.:)htance 
~ould make the ord111at1on null and void. The will of the communlly is 
~mpcrdUve to the extent that II is rooted 1111he purpose of guarante~·111g 111 
11s own life fidelity lo the apostolic Tradition. Here-and it can never be 
?verempha~1~ed- the intention oft he minister who orda111s 1s u r..:~ponse 
111 formal terms no1 to the consent of the: ord111and but to what h willed 
~y the comm~mty. The p_roblem w11h western theology 1s thJt l111le by 
ltllle 11 hus shifted the decision which leads to ord111a11on )Olely t0 wa rd) 



• Onr ,n Cl,r,,1 • ,e o rdina nd, c ut off from any truly living link v. . . ,s will of the 
community The ordmand's ·yes· has been abstracted from the 
co mmunit} 's own relation to the apostolic Tradition . 

2) The rela tion of the local church to the apostol ic Tradition is, I 
thin!.. , also to be found at the important point when it enters into the 
ac tua l nte of ordination. The prayer at the consec ration of a bishop 
ha nded do wn b y the Apfl\to/1( Trad11wn of Hippolytus of Rome shows 
tha t tv.o gro ups of actors arc present. The importance of this document 
for a ny scn o u~ reOec11on on the theme of mm,stry is accepted: ' Let there 
be ordained as bishop a man who has been chosen by all the people, of 
bla me less character. When his name has been announced and he has 
gi ven his consent. the people (popultn) are 10 come together with the 
prc~hytcnum and the bishops present on a Sunday. With the consent of 
all. let the bishops lay their ha nds on him and let the prcsbyter1um sta nd 
witho ut any action, and a ll keep silence, praying in their hearts for the 
Spirit to come down. Afier this, let one of the bishops present. at the 
reque'it of all (ah um111h1n r ol(u/11.1 ) pra y as he lays his hands upon the 
man lo be made bis ho p in these wo rds . . When he has been made 
bi,ho p . let all (umnn) give him the kiss of peace 

II ~·an be seen that the ordma11on rile 1s not an action which unfo lds 
bet"'ccn the pen,on of the h1shop who ordains and of1hc man ordained 
It unlold, helween a gro up 1fb1shops o n one side - witnesses of the li ving 
prcw nce of the apostolic Trad111on m their own communities, and 
cha rged with pa~~ing on ' the power of the \o vere1gn Spmt ' for the 
apo,to hc 1'//11l.up1•-and t he community on the other. As the community 
sull l,,c ks a pa~tor, it ,s made up bo1h of the prc:sbytenum and o f the 
whole people of God The 'descen1 of the Sptnl' ,s 10 come abo ut while 
1hc whole rnmmunlly prays. Out ol~o lhank~ lo this prayer. And II is to 
th,, prayer 1ha1, through 1he med1ot1on of the ep,c les,s and the gesture of 
one ul the bishops. Ciod in w mc linh1on responds, the h1urg1cal acllon of 
the h"l1o p bringing abo ut the aggregatio n of the newly-o rdained to 1hc 
group of1hosc who truly c.11cm sc cp11k.up11on <.iod's beha lf. Much mo re, 
the li r~l acl ,o n oft he ncwl)• ordained bisho p ,s 10 preside r11 the F ucha ml 
whc,c the cummunll)' c.11pre\SCS and no urishes IIS true 1dcnt1ly 
O rdinat ion lht"rcforc implies 1ha1 the communit y 111kes an 11c11ve pa rt . 
A nJ the fac l 1ha1 this,~ no1 tht parl o r the o"ent directl y 1Mtrumcntal 11l 

pa\)IIIJ on the powcr of c.11crn~111g 1•1J1 1k up11 dOC3 nol make 11 a secondary 
a nJ therefore an 1ns1gnilica n1 pu t T he pra yer of 1he people a nd lhc 
cum l",l"itOry e p1 C'k Ms a re endo~J o ne v. 1th in the other 

~, Again , when the peo ple c hoose o ne of ,11 members for the 
c-p ,-...op.11c - 1Alv. ays w11l11n 1hc 1rad111o nnl scheme set out above -
he, .,ui.c ,1 Jud11,l"~ h,m h> hc ' hlamcle:>s' (trrt'preh 11m1htl11), II ne\.'C..~-mnl y 
,m lude\ ,n ,1, H rJ,c t a Judgm ent abo ut his 11 1th a~ a bt'l1cHr Here apm 
,~ p ro,~ iruc the mutu111 rnOurndng n-ferttd tn earlier The m1n15tcr 11 

1., h.- the 0 ~ who "''" l.cep th" local chun:h In the ar,ostles' la,th Bui 

• Recul(nlllon u/ .\f Ini <tr1e, • this fa 1th,, .. ..,1 something other than the fa ith which this churlh "" . , 
nunc bears within 11. which gl\es II h fe. and which the m in1s1cr himself 
has received from the church 

h 1s o f the first importance for ou r problem that th is should he under­
stood. Ministry 1s a service or the faith which the minister recel\eS from 
lhc commum1 y. He 1s nol above the commumty. Nor, 1n 1he C-d!>C wit h 
which we are concerned, 1s 11 1he m im~ter v.ho brm~ ra,1h to t he 
community. His church comes first wuh 11s fa 11h and the conformlly of 
this faith 10 the apostolic Trad111on Ht has been ordained "'llhm this 
transm itted fa11h for the sake of this fa ilh and so that h,s church ma}' 

conlmuc 10 transm it 11. II 1s this ra ,th of the community which hears and 
encompasses hts act or ordina11o n. It has not been suffic,cnll> under• 
stood that the reference to the /ide1 l:.rc le11ae. the ra ,t h or 1hc Church. 
invoked m the case ofmfant baptism and seen as enveloping 1he who le 
rne. in fact holds true for every sacrament celebrated m a com mun,t)' 
enrolled m the apostolic fa ith The classica l expressio n 1uc ram, 111a \Uni 
rnuamr nta [id,•1 (sacraments are ~acramen1s or fa11 h1 must be 
underMood in a mo re precise sense than 1s usuall y applted 10 11 For I hey 
a rc not Just .1acrame111a oflhe ra,1h oft he md1v1dua l v. ho rcccl\CS them 
They arc fundamentall y 1a, ra rne111a of the fa ith of the Church 1n which 
and by which they arc celebrated rh,s ,s as true o r order a~ o f hap11sm 
Any communit y which was to pul Itself a t the fringes of the dJl0'5lOllc 
l,111h. al lca~t m reprd to Its o senw:. I points. v.·o uld hy ,o Jomg he 
putting itself at the fringes of sacrnmenta l hie even 1f 1h m1111s1cr had 
received ordma11on from the b isho p o r a solidl y o rthodo.11 c hur~h. An 
au1hen11c ecclesiology obliges u~ 10 dea l mo re sens11 i, cl~ .... uh the 
reduc tive o u1look which )ayS. it 1s eno ugh 10 have a vu lid m1nis1cr to 
ha ve a sacrament. 

4) T o go further: m cllerc1smg his t•p11l.vp,• the minl\ltr can be a n 
authentic servant of1he word o f fa 11h o nl y 1f hc rcma,m a llcnll\C IO h,s 
church. I lcrc arises agam 1hc quc,11on o r the 11·11 \Jn 1,Jc'/111111 I 1hmk we: 
must ~cc th" H' 11111s /lde/111111 m II~ e1scn11ol relatio n 10 wh.i1 we m the 
West ,:all the C hurch', 1nde fcc1Jb1 l11 y The cla,s1i: in, tanlC~. which 
marked Newman's rencctions on 1h15 subJcct ,o deep! ) . \ how 1h01 1hc 
,•prrl.111wofm1n1~1crs in ma llcn o f fa 11h " 11self , ubJect 10 the luntrol of 
the !".1 1th o~ lived ,n the communit y - 1h01 " 10 say, in fou , ll• t he '"'"II 
rrad111o n It ,~ asto unding 1h11t 111 prr, ent-d• }' ~tud,c, o n · ,c.·cp11on' -
wh,clul re o r prime: 1mpor1anle for ecumenism ,r 11 1) to hJ, l' u future -
th,re hu been so ltulc ins,stC"nlc on the link be1wec:n rc:~cpt1011 anJ th" 
Ir ving T rad111o n, nnd hence w11h the w rml\ fiJ,•l, 11111 

If 1hcn there hd5 10 be a concrete JUdgmc:nl pa \wd .ihou1 ., l hurch ', 
fl:111h , 11 is important that 11 ,houtJ nol he ltnrncd 10 .u, 1nq u1 r) 11110 v.ht11 
11, m,n,ste l" tciilch o r confes:s There mu~t a lso he ,1r1 ottc mpt " ' J1..co, c: r 
whclhcr, and how, the c-ommun,ty ·recoan,~, 11~ 1r - 1ha1 rC'\. u1 n nj\ 
word - ,n the vo,-c-c of ,11 min1\tc:~ I or 11 · rcct'1vt"S· in pro r .,r11,,n a, 11 
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·rec'ogn"t"> ' 1n wha1 ,~ propo..cd to 11 pre1:1)ely 1/1 o K n al)O'>toltl fa 1th, and 
so 111 u 1111 fidel11 y - lhroughout all the ~uceteding genera11om - to v. hat 
v.astaugh1 b) 1hearo~tohcChurch lfv.eapply th1s to thr ord1ruu 1onofa 
b,~hop in I hr fa 11 h of h,s l0t·al church wr are 1hen obliged to rxpla,n 1ha1 
I h1~ fa II h "Just a, much I hr fa 1th II\ rd dail y, m thr , r r)' fibre or 1hr II\ ing 
Trad111nn, as the fa11h of1he pa~1or~· \t'rhal 1eal h1ng v.h1ch nourishes 11 
In 8) IJr J S 1h1~ 11."al·hing 1s actuali,l'd . w11h the po1,1,,er and grac-c: of the 
Hol) ~r111t , 11 ,~ II\ 1ng l rad11 1on 

l hr ' recognition• of the ministry of anothrr Church afler a S4:hlsmatk 
break 

II Wl' adopt the) t' perspccllH') we arl." obliged 10 rethml the complex 
question of lhe ' recogmt,on' of the r111n,~try of another Church It seems 
clear to me that I his ' rccogn111on' mu)t he based not Just on the qua lit) of 
the one who ordains - the 1111 lid1ty ofh,s own ordination - but abo and 
pcrhap, l'h11:ll) on the ft11 th of the community for which a person 1s 
ordained And from the out.1,et ,t must be made clear that far from being 
lax 1st. th 1, o utlook 1s much more demanding 

I) T he question 1s panicularly 1mponant in rega rd to the Judgment to 
be pas,ed about the in111a l act leading 10 a break Lei us think about the 
very t) p1.:al case of the first Angli.:an ordinations. It 1s indeed this case 
and some personal sludy of the wa y the verdict of 1p11 110/1ta,• Cura,• 
evol,ed which has led me 10 the cons1dera11ons put forwa rd here. I am 
convinl·ed that the method followed by Leo Xltrs commission was 
bound 10 lead to a dead-end. precisely for lack ofan ecclesiology Such a 
problem could not be regulated JUSI on the basis of historica l evidence. 
We ha , e to ask what was the fa 1th of the communit y, or aga in howd,d 11 
·rece,,c· what the first English reformers proposed to II in the new riles. 
It is not then simply a quesllon of finding out whether these reformers 
hud the intention of ma king a hreak. It also involves the will of the local 
churchc~ as such Does a loca l church leave the uni versa l communion 
simpl ) twca u!>C, without ,ts realising 11 or at any rote without It~ being 
fully a" are oft he consequences involved, 11 has at 11 s head a pastor not in 
101al a lignment with 1he fa 1th and practice of the Tradition 1n which , 1111 
that point. all its generations had ·succeeded' one another? That 1s the 
real question. 

2) 11 1s essential to note th;tt this question couches agam on 1hc 
perplexit y of the scholastic trad11ion faced with the role played by the 
intention of the minister - though in a new context . And ag111n there 
arises in what I have put forward 1he intuition of what has been called lhe 
·external 1st· school 

For 1h1~ school of thought. wherever there is an authentic ecclcsial 
contcx l the rmnistrr·~ intention cannot be defined in itself apart from 
any relcrence to the communi1y 's intention. however minimal this may 
he. when 111s gathered to celebrate the sacramenl. For this school loc111es 
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the minister within tht' Church and il<.•ftl, 1h..1t ht- ,, r t.ice-J th\· rr '" 
acccdt to the nttd and Y. 111 of the hturs1ca l ,\~rnhl, tlw.t he , h.,ukl 
prr-s,de t,oth a.s ,ts SC'f\ant and a, ' <tev. ard 0(1hc J,, inc m)" crt<', · " " ,g 

t-cha lf T he assrmbly's mtcn11on 1\ ~t' fa r 1ml)<lSc:'d upon hi m rhJt 11 he 
comes forward to pre<;1dc <WN the ctlc+nu 1on of~ \J, rament ,.,,h 11 

pef'crsc or sch1~mat1c 1nten11on. and d~ nm c , pl,11n 1h1\ 11pcnh "' a, 
to malo.e 11 undc-rst(){)d. then 11 1\ not hi\ inten tl(, n hut the .tim111 u111t, ·~ 
which prevAils [)c,.p1tc all . the s.tl·r.t mcnt ,, ,-clrhr;1trd 1n th<" T r,1<ht11, n 
of the apostolic Chu rch The 1'>'-Cmbly'~ de\lre. and the •" ~ump11,,n th.l r 
the m1n1ster in question 1s not cont rnJ 1c1ing 11 . c,innrct '"'h tlit' d~p 
intent or this Tradition There ,s nL, celehru11on <J ul~11.le 1hr ar<><t olu: 
Tradition e~c('pt m a s11u,111on of connl\an,-c tict~«-n ccl,brant and 
assembl )' This ,, wh) , it seems to me, 1hc int l"nlwn of l ,1u~in11 a tirnch 
cannot be deduc-ed simply on the ha,1s of the n11n"tcf\ ' lh, 11 1m1I 
f10'111 0n 

3) The problem of the ' f"C\.•ogn1t1on' of min,~tric, then, ,een m this 
light , ,~ sci in a d11Tercn1 frame¥o ork from the usual -..:heme 1ronc lcl'I, 
confident thot the leaders' doctrinal f'0\1 t1on" 1ncompa11hle v. 11h 1hr 
vision of Trad111on. II 1s ne<.·ess11ry to ~tudy ca reful!> at whJt moment , 
and under what special pressures of preaching and fl(llll1l, the 
community a1 11,c h made the ' innovalo~ · · idea~ 11, own I h1' 1\ " here 
the problem reall y stan~ But II ,~ also right IC) ask to whal c, tc111 the 
people a 1 1111 Jr really d,d change their outlook al that po1n1 and opt lnr J 
break with what is cssen1ial to the Trad111on handed down and h, ed 
until that point. For example. the fluctuations oft he Anglican Church~ 
- to which the history of the Prayer Rook, and 1hc me (~ince Laud) of 
Catholic parties bears witness - and the upholding w11h111 , n111pr,•­

hem11·r n,-,~ of a firmly trad1t1onal element allow us to a~k 4ue---11ons 
about the solidity oft he wa y in which the Angl ican Communion '" ''" Jr 
adheres to the ideas of a Cranmer or Jewel 

To go funher, !hough one rarel y meets with a ~ch,sm that h.1, no 
mixt ure of ~ome doctrinal element at least sa,ounng of herc~y 11, rc:gJrds 
the faith of Tradition, it 1s imponant to remember that sch1~m 1.10<, not 
necessaril y imply a break with what is essential in the common f,11th. 
This explains why the Roman Catholic Church continues to ·recogmse· 
the reality of t he eastern episcopate. though (II must be emphas,~cJl all 
the Onhodox C hurches per11nanter reject Vatican l's solemn dclin111on 
about the primacy oft he Bishop of Rome. To come back to the e, :imple 
oft he Anglican communion, there can be no doubt that a schism d,d take 
place - Pius V indeed put the seal on the situation. What 1~ not so .:lc.11 1~ 
that. on the pan of the local churches as such invoh ed at the time. 1herc 
was an obstinate (pert,na t) rejection of the traditional , i\1on of 1hc 
Church nnd the ministry which intended to set up another l ·hun:h Th,, 
is all the more so because such a rtJect1on Yt ould h:l\ e had to rnnH' from 
the adhering 'of chu rches a{ s11< Ii to a docirine which hall ~en 'l'l 0 u1 



• One,nChrHt • . the clarity needed to convince an ordinary pa, _r. The 
notion of p!'rllna 'I", essential here. docs not hold just for individual cases 
but also for groups. So if today. af\er a history during which the most 
traditional , 1sion has ceaselessly resurfaced. the Anglican communion 
'recognises· in this vision its own faith. then it seems to me that it must be 
concluded that. in 11s case . the apostolic ministry has probably never 
been interrupted. 

4) A final. and sometimes forgotten, point must be mentioned. The 
ministry of communities which have become 'separated' in the course of 
history from what is called the Mother Church cannot be judged in the 
same way a\ that or communities which have been born without any 
relation to this Mother Church and out of the sheer intuition of an 
inspired individual or group of believers. The case of Anglicans or 
Lutheran~ ,~ ecclesiologically different from that or Adventist or 
Kimbangu,~t groups. At first sight more serious. a schismatic breach all 
the same ha\ ecclesiological consequences in this sphere which arc lcS\ 
difficult to weigh than the pure and simple emergence or a new group. 
For a stream which branches ofTstill has so much oft he river's water that 
the break is never total. 

In the other case. quite the contrary. there is a new reality with no 
direct attachment to any great current of the river or Tradition. A new 
source ha\ \prung forth . 

The analyses I have made of the connection between the community 
and the new rite of ordination hold good only in time or schism. of a 
direct break with the Mother Church. However. apart from elltrcmely 
rarec1tcep11ons. the groups which have arisen without schism also have a 
conception and practice of ministry which is implicitly equivalent to a 
break with the tradition of the old Churches. They seem to be more in 
continuit} with the 'protests' of the Reformation than with the line 
running through the first centuries. So it is necessary for a Church of the 
catholic tradition. wanting to 'recognise· the ministry of such a 
community. to study to what e1ttent these communities have come into 
being in a way harmonious with the nature of the C~urc_h as this is 
conceived of in the Tradition stemming from apostolic times to the 
fragmentations which followed the Reformation. Qucstio~s ~eed _10 be 
asked about the nature of the Church rather than about similanucs m 

ministrie\ . 
It may happen that we shall discover _how,_ under difTcrcnt forms a~d 

ideas, al least the main lines of apostolic eptJkope have reap~a.rcd in 
such communities. For it is not necessary for the threefold ministry -
d sbytcr bishop - to be attested in the classical form for 
cac~;li/;,e iskop; to exist. The id quod requirilllr ~t rn/fint wo_ul,d 

apos_ . P h cases in the fact that all the funcuons or ~erv1q;s 
cons,s!. 1•1r:i sue ·. ed by the 1,·re of the Church in conform/ty witli the, 
cssent1a y requir • · k h t I 
apostolic in\ ti!utions ar~ p_resent. The c,las~ical triad ma es I ei;n ,ac ,ua . 

• Recol(ni110n n(M1111(trief 

in a form wl, ., the burnish of the centuries upon II and quilt 
certainly represents them in what we might call the full form. But it must 
be asked whether the essentially apostolic functions and services may 
not re-emerge in other forms . The question of'recognition ' may then he 
resolved in a positive way. We sti ll have to learn - but that is no part of 
the present study - the way in which this ' recognit ion', once acquired. 
will apply the canonical soldering to these ministries and tho\e ofl he o ld 
Churches. 

I was asked to speak e1tplicitly as a Catholic theologian ahout 1he 
'recognition' of ministries of other Churches. especially oft he Anglican 
Church. I will conclude on a note of hope: it may come about that we 
reach a discovery that even at thi\ level. fundamental to ecumeni\m. our 
separations have not prevented the evangelical \Ourcc from soaking 
through everything. 'Or hers'? Maybe! Bui first of al I brothers and S1\ ter\. 

J M R TILLARU. O P 

O IIClll'II , Canada 

In my da ily dc:ahngs w,ih sc,c:nl "i' I a m ,1ruck again and again h y the: importa ni 
role: oflhc: hlllc: word 'perhaps' in 1hc1r sc,cniific method of 1hcon11ng. A Nohel 
Pnzc winner ,n phys,cs rcccnlly confided: when wc lhink wc have: c;ol,cd a 
prohlc:m v. c: a rc ,mmcd,atcty faced w11h lcn nc:w qu~11ons' Th,, · perhaps'"· ala,. 
almo,1 completely missing from our thc:olog,cal discou~ with 11,a"omai,c form 
and 11,ovcr-c:agcmcss toohJc:c11fy. 

' Ecumcn1\m a,Cclchrnt1on·. p '1 

• 
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