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itself the standard, sprung from what is living, which directs
research back to the initial stages.?

. I do not think that this sort of consideration is merely an
mtell(_ectual game. Fundamentally it again points to the
question of mere history and the significance of its content
(Geschichte), of growth and life, i.e. the problem of authority
and tradition which has occupied our minds throughout these
ruminations. It is essential to have the most accurate
knowledge possible of what the Bible says from an historical
point of view. Progressive deepening of such knowledge can
always serve to purify and enrich tradition. But what is
merely historical remains ambiguous. It belongs to the realm
ol hypothesis, whose certainty is intellectual, not certainty by
which to live.? To live by faith and die for faith is possible,
only because the power of the living community, which it
created and still creates, opens up the significance of history
and renders it unequivocal, in a way that no amount of mere
reasoning could do. The two levels we are referring to can be
well illustrated by a formula in the ARCIC documents. As
the authors unfold their theological vision, they repeatedly
use the phrase ‘‘we believe.”’? If I understand them aright,
what it actually means is “‘it is our opinion’’: it is expressing
the opinions of theologians. But it is only when ‘‘we believe’’

35 Cf. J. Rawzinger, Das Fest des Glaubens, Einsieden 1981.
6 Cf. R. Spaemann, Die christliche Religion und das Ende des modernen

Bewusstseins, in the international Catholic periodical Connnunio 8 (1979) pp.
251 — 270, especially pp. 264 — 268.

7 To give just some examples, though the m aning of the word is perhaps not
exactly the same in each case: Muustry and Ordination (1973) 6: ‘*we believe'":
Llucidation to it (1979) 6, para. 2: ““The Commission believes''; Co-Chairman's
Preface to Authority in the Church (1976), para. 4: *‘we believe''; Authority in the
Church 1, 25: **we believe''. 1 find it difficult to answer the question as to the exact
force of the claim made for the contexts, especially because for the actual teaching
of the Church a terminology is used that is very similar to those expressions of the
Comimnission in the aforementioned texts, cf. e.g. Authority in the Church 11, 27:
““The welfare of the koinonia does not require that all the statements of those who
speak authoritatively on behalf of the Church should be considered permanent
expressions of the truth, But situations may occur where serious divisions of opinion
on crucial issues ol pastoral urgency call for more definitive judgement. Any such
statement would be intended as an expression of the mind of the Church . . ."". This
inevitably gives rise to the question as to how the mind of the Church and faith of
the Church relate to each other, which means that the respective levels of faith and

theology must be further clarified.










































