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Pre~ared for ARCIC II, Venice, 1983 

ARCIC I recognized that what it had achieved presupposed a large measure 

of agreement concerning 'the true nature of the Church'; it was recognised that 

a conman understantling of 1koinonia 1 and its place in 'the ~ystery of the Church' 

contributed to this agreement (Final Report, Introd. nn 4,5). 

Further , it was agreed that the Cbur~h• s koinonia is realized, before all 

else, through the Word (n . 8) , and through e. sacramental econo:nv (n.7). 

It was this common ground, no doubt, which led the second Vatican Council 

to speak of the Anglican Chur~h as occupying •a special place' among those 

•~·no have been separated from the Ro:::?e.n Catholic Church since t he 16th centu:-y 

(~~~ree on ~cumenisrn , n.13) . It seems only l ogical therefore that ARCIC II 

should explore furt~er this acco~d concerning basic principles of ecclesiolo;y. 

The present paper takes up this question by discussing the probleJJs whi~h 

confront con~e□porary ecclesiology. 

HISTORICAL A!lTEC~D::::ll'TS TO TODAY'S PROBLEMS 

The ?reface to the ?inal ?.eoort notes that , ~hile ~hat is essential is 'to 

discover each other's faith as it is today', that may necessitate an ' appeal 

to history ••. for enligbten::ient '. This is certainly the case if one is to appre­

ciate the ·,.my in which the problems of ecclesiology present theu1selves today 

within an ecumenical context. The most basic problem is t he i ntegration o~ 

the insights of different eras of self-awareness in the Church. In particular, 

the shared ecclesiological principles which were brought to light by the ~ork 

of ARCIC I are characteristic of the awareness of the Patristic era ; since the 

□iddle ages , on the other hand, ecclesiological reflection has often been so~e­

what narrowly concentrated upon issues of jurjsdiction within the econo~y of 

the koinonia . Today's most basic problem is t~at of finding a theological 

u:1derstanding of the manner in which what is valid in these latter reflectic:1s 

is to be integrated into the mor e c o~prehensive appreciation of the Church's 

~ystery which characterized the patristic p9riod • 
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: r-:: r. :; ::. i : ',ic ecc le !i i ol::,;;i:3.l :r .1arer.e~s c: r:,e r.,.':.ris':.ic o~r icj 

?atris tic a~areness of the Church' s uystery was profoundl y holis tic. Yveo 

Ccnbar ~u=s up tiu.s o~tlook : 'at thi~ per~od in fact the pri□al r eality in 

e~clesiology ~as still the ecclesia itself, that is the totality, the contin-

f t . f · t hf 1 mh 1.·n t~e ecclesia, cooe t~e oraeoositi ui ty , the unity o ne ai u ••• l en, .. 
· · t , (l) C r sees PCCl e:iae , theµ-esidents or heads of the Christian communi Y • onga 

: his obs er vation as an insight of . first i□portance for the ecclesiologist. 

The contrast wi t h a l ater ecclesiolo~ical perspective is indicated, f or 

exa::ple , i r, ;..-.15..istine ' s allegorical inter :-,reta tion of the incident of the 

le~ers : ent to s~::,~ t be~selves to the priests (~k 17) . ~ving interpreted the 

lepr osy as r epre:enting 'false teachin5 1 , he sees the J ewish priesthood as 

:tac.iing , not f er t he Church ' s author itative □inistry (as a later perspective 

~·c .1ldcc:-Si :l.ently antici pate ) but as ' a fi~ur e of t he r oyal priest hood with • 

Ahich all ar e consecr ated ~no be l ong t o t j e bo~y of Crist '. It is Ch:-ist 

~~o heal: , t x-ou&h his doctr ine , us in5 ' the society of the asse=~led faithful' 

to di spense hi s healing Wor d and Sacra::ient (0'.l9.est. en:-."" . 2: 40 ?L 35:1355). 

In t his o~tl ook , the Church's l i fe is a □ystery , a living tradition main­

•,ai :-ied by God , 1,.-nich e::ibraces :nany ele::ients , especi ally the liturgical actions. 

J o~eFh Rat~~~ser ~escribes this i nte~ated ecor.o:iy of t he Church ' s life in the 

ea:-ly ptrist.i c pe::-iod : ' Chur ch i s " co::i::iu::ii on". The ; a t herir.g is a eucharist• c 

; n: terir.g . In sucn a purview t here can be no disti nction bet~ee n visible and 

~piri:ual ChcITch , bet ween Chur ch as orga:'lization and as oystery . The concrete 

c~-"unio is the Chur ch , and t his co=::iunio means no only cultus cut also love, 

peace , and sharing. If the Church is tucharist, then Chur ch office is essen­

t ially responsi bi lity f or t he :::ucharistic Assembly , -,,,hi ch is identical with. 

the Church . But t he pr ocess of t his As se::ioly encompasses the to~ali t y of life"( 2) 

3er nard Dupuy descr ibes t he living t r adi~ion which is the Church ' s l ife as ' the 

□ys tery , the deposit, t he Truth left by Christ and hi s apostles andhanded on 

a.f t er t'"-. e~ .. 1 ( J) . ' _ " '" This :iystery is seen as s o□ething obj ective, uhich rules t ._e 

Church by an ai t hority int rins i c to itseli( 4). Associated with t hi s understanding 

of t radition a 3 t he principle of the Chu~ch's life is t he notion of aoostolicitv, 

f or t he ::iys t ery ha s its source in the apos tolic witness and oinistry( 5) _ In 

pr actice , t hi s finds expression in a veneration for the apostolic 'churches(o) . 

~ithin t his per spective , ho-...,ever , ecclesiol ogical ana~ysis re□ained rudicen­

t a ry(?) . ~ven in t he 4th century , t he oystery of the Church r emains a r eality 

·n•hich i s ' :nore lived t han thought about ' (S). J . :I.D .Kelly consider s that ecc- si­

l ogical r ef l ec t i on in t he East ' r e::iained i□□ature , not to say a r chaic' even 
aft er the Council of ll i caea (9) . Little t heologica l reflection was given 
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for i nst ance , to the nature of the bishops ' coll~gial authori&y , ev~ry~t ere 

exercised in practice from the third cent~ry(lO). Kretsch~ar writes of the 

3rd century, •neither Cyprian, nor Rome, nor Origen has what could ba cal led 

a theology of the synod'(ll). The ecu~enical synod which became possible i n 

the 4th century was little reflected upon(l2). If the authority of t he synod 

was not the· object of theological analysis, however, it was clearly taken for 

granted; it was seen as inextricably associated with the authority of the living 

tradition itself(l3). In the judgment of . Bernard Dupuy, criti ca l r e:lection 

was not given to the Church as possessing infallible authority during t he first 

eight centuries(l4); rather, the patristic concept of the ecclesial mystery 

tended to identify the indefectibility found in the Church's mystery ~~th t hat 
. (, ~) 

of God himself, the author of the Churc~•s li,ing tradition-). Dupuy con-

sijers that critical r eflection is occasioned especially by develop~euts ......it:'lin 

the Lati n Church(lo) which we are to consider presently • 

For the believer of the patristic period, t herefore, the ecclesiolo5ical 

problem was not one deriving from t heological 8;eculation , but ra ther ~he 

pr acti cal pr oble~ of mai ntaining coc~uni on ·.rith the 'catholica• (l?). 7:~is 

overriding concern(lB) was given constant practical expr ession. Associate j 

with it was a 'rigorous uniformity in faith ' (l9). In kee?inb with the hJlistic 

thought pattern we have been e:ophasising , union in faith a.."1d u:uon in l o·,e \./e ::-e 

so closely associated that ~e ~us t wait unti l ~ubus ti~e a ~d Je r c=e f o::- a cle~r 

di st i ncti on between heresy and schism( 20). 

It seeas t rue to say t ha t the tastern Churches have □aintained an ec:lesi o­

logical awar eness which has much in coa~on with that of t~e p.:itris~ic period 

· · h '- b d . bi ( 21 ) 0 k h th t h w:nc we :iave een escr1 ng • ne ouy as w a er e sac;e -:::.a.y n:>t be 

said of the Anglican Church. 

A oreoccuoation wi t h oowers of iurisdiction char acter i 3ing t heolo~icalreflecti on 

s ince the ~iddl e a~es 

The emphasis upon the Church authoritfos• jurisdiction whi ch \.le oust now 

consider devel oped i n r esponse t o practic~l pr obl eos , r ather thnn as a frui t 

of t heol ogical speculation. Accor ding t o the historian A.Landgraf, during 

the □edieval period the Church and hor or ganization nro a f act of experience 
(22) 

rather than an obj ec t of s tudy The ioportant par t played by the canon-

i sts in the Church 's intell ectua l l i fe, after the struggleo of the Gregorian 

r eform in t he las t decade s of the 11th century, is of gr eat significance in 

~edi eval doctrinal development - thi s cri s i s of authority s hook the institutional 

structure of medieval Chri s t endom to its foundations, and gave a new i~~Jrtance 
to canonical juri:;di ction in the ',lcstern Church. Accor ding to Congnr , this 
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~e,e l oF:icnt profoundly affected the cccl~si ological a~arenes s of :iedieval 

thou::-ht (23) . 
C 

It would be an oversimplification, however, to see this develop::ient as an 

unqualified transition from awareness of the ecclesial □ystery to a juridicised 

ecclesiology . Innocent III (mD~l""l-1;5) whose pontificate was a highpoint in 

the exercise of jurisdiction by the Ronan See during the middle ages, can give 

expression to the Church essent ially sacra~ental character in the follo~ing 

ter=s : 1 The visible aspect of the sacraments is established in the Church of 

God , that through the external realities which we perceive, we !!lay pass to 

the hidden t hings which we understand (i~ them) 1 (Re 2ister 1,519). Aquinas 

represents the best ecclesiological thought of the period when he brings 

t ogether both sacranental and juridical realities, for insta.~ce in his dis­

CE:,ion of schism (S . t heol . 2-2, 39 , 1). Geor ge n. Tavard 1 s inves:.iga~ion of 

~he ua!L~er in which the thought of the 15~h century took for granted the i) 
' :iutual coin.':.erence ' of the Script ures an-:i the Chur ch( 24) :ia1:es it clear that 

~he □iddle ages trans□itted to the early :io~ern per iod rich ecclesi ological 

resources , ~h~tever shortco!!lings there :iay have been in □edieval attempts to 

give the□ a t heologi cal elaboration. 

• 

3u~ it can not be denied that ecclesiolo~ical develop~ents inc~easi ngly lost 

:::i~ht cf tnese reso:1:::-ces and their essential place in the t :,eolo~~- o:: ~!:e Chu:-::-.' s 

~r;te:-:: . Jor:=:;J!'l ?.a:.:.ir:ger , whose descripti on of t he ~a:.ristic ,y.::.look •.re h=.ve 

~~r e~dy ~:te~ , ~oe s on t o descr ibe tbe C~=-n~e ~h~ch c~=e about curi ng ~he 

:iiddle ages : 'rto\.l did the middle ages alter this situation? The ~uesti on is 

extreoely involved. The most decisive el eoent in t he Latin \-lest see::is to be 

the ever p-eater sundering of sacrament from jurisdiction, of cultus and lit. 

' ur.;y :ro::i a:bini stration1 (
25 ). 

The f i r st ex orofesso ecclesi ological treati ses were written in the 14th 

century (by James of Vit erbo and Giles of Ro~e ); and they concerned themselves 

with a clarification of the Church's jurisdictional powers vis-'a-vis the 

autonomy being claimed by civil institutions di sengaging themsel,es from the 

consecrntional society of the middle ages. 

The Great Western Schism and the associated theol ogical disputes concerning 

the demarcation of papal and conciliar jurisdiction, carried for~ard t his 

preoccup~tion with the juridical structures of the Church. 
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To e::clesiologists who overlooked the challenge to renew:il in the Gospel 

in.½erent in the develop~ents which took place in the 16th century, the 

Reformation crisis seemed one of Church authority. Counter-reformation 

ecclesiology concentrated its energies upon an apologia for the Church's 

authoritative structures. 

With the first Vatican Council this tendency to reduce ecclesiology to a 

study of the Church ' s authoritative structures rP.ached the limit of its devel­

opment. · Father Tillard has discussed the significance of this Co~ncil's 

teaching in the light of conciliar debates( 26). He notes the manner in which 

' jurisdiction' (the term is not defined by the Council , although it r aises 

~omplex issues calling for pr ecise definition( 2?)) i s given 'pride of place ' . 
in the Council ' s teaching, giving rise to uneasiness on the part of anhistoric-

ally aware conciliar minority and provoking the essential debate of the Council • 

According to Tillard , these discussions clarified t he following points: 1) 

that t he primatial authority must, by divine o~dinance, build up rather than 

undermine the episcopal authority: 2) that this authority is essentially 

episcopal , though essentially different fro~ that of the other □e~bers of t he 

episcopate; and 3) that this difference, co~ing fro~ t he very ' officiu~' of 

the pope , is given for the maintaining of unity in the Church , 

rather Tillard sees the second '/atice.'1 Council as having _siven back to the 

epi scopate 'its t r aditional f orn' - t~oubh he edds 'we ~ay regret its ti;:iij-
.... · · · t' (2B) T' · d l t '- . t " 1,:y on t nis poin • m. s \las one , 1e no es , ;jy co:i□encing no J.rom the 

papal office but fr om that of the bishops : ' we have t he Church presented in 

its "apostolic" origin and nature, with the bishop of .Rome's function placed 

within that apostolicity which guarantees but at the sa□e t ime limits it,( 29) • 

The ' emer gence of an ecclesiology of 

Vatican II compared with Vatican I -

collegiality which at bottom depends 

com~union is the f r eat new departure of 

~ore t han the redi scovery of episcopal 

on it ' (JO) . ' Ecclesiology of communion, 

sacramentality of episcopal munus re~endi, collegiality - these dominant features 
. (31) 

of Lumen ~entium condition one another ' • These el ements , set as they are 

within the Council's teaching on the myctery of the Church , bring us close once 

more to the patristic awareness of the integral economy of the Church's life . 

The central problem confronted by the second Vatican Council was practical 

and pastoral : how the Church coJd undertak< its mission in our times . It was 

t his concern which threw the central questions of ecclesiology int o r elief : 

if the Church was to understand its task i t must r eflect more deeply upon its 

deenest id~ntitv, as a mystery of God. 
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co;n:s:-uion.A!tY ECCLZSIOLOGICAL P;\03LZ:M3 

1 d f th Second Vatl·can Counci,l , we ~ay ~~ea.~ first of Following the ea o e 

t:lvstery Oft.he· Church, and then of probl~::is concerning 
problems concerning the~----'--'---"--

the Church's mission. 

The Church's mvstery 

The most basic problem facing ecclesiology today, as we have said , is that 

of integrating the . insights available to us as we review the Church's se]f­

awareness outlined in the previous section. Roman ~tholic t eaching sees the 

develop:nents which have taken place since the middle ages - wh~te,er one □ay 

say concerning the shortcomings of theological reflection upon these develop­

:::ients - as being the expression of the Church's nature as intended by our Lord . 

In an ecu~enical context , this gives rise to two orders of proble~: 

1) on the the0retical level: 

a) in what ter:ns is the Church's r.3.1:,ure in-c,ended by our Lori? 

b) can these developments te sho~-n to be, no-c, only co=patible with 
the deepest reality of the Church's cystery , but also apt to 
foster this reality? 

2) on the nractical level: 

how can the R.o~an Catholic Church give practical expr ess:o~ ~o t hese 
juridical reali t ies in a :::i:::.n..'ler ·..::iich ::io:-e effectively ::y:= e:-.d .::; t:ieir 
authenticity to our separated bret:i=en7 

Jescending to details , one may identify the aspects of our~obl e:::i a-c,ic 

·,1i-:hin the framewor k of t he sacn.r.iental econo;:;v : koir.onia in t he ::i.:-ist.:.an 

:::iystery takes place through a God- 6iven econo~y which is esse~tia lly 1 sac­

remental' (32). 

The constituent elements of this sacra~ental econo~y cay be identified as 

follows: 1) the divine saving mystery ·.,·hich is manifested and !lledio.ted ; and 

• 

• 
2) the elements within the world of hu~a~ experience which □!l.~ife1 and □ediate 

the presence of God's saving action . 

The saving mvsterv which is ::;acraoentulized 

What is the divine mystery which 1::; ria.nifested und ::iediated through the 

Church ' s koinonia? In other words , what is 'the Christian mystery • which 

is the achievement of God's final intervention on man ' s behalf in J esus Christ? 

Clearly, we have here the basic point of contact between the ecclesiologi cal 

question and the que3tion of ' justifica t i on' . • 
11fnat is mediated to the world is the Christ-ev~ in :ill its s i i;nificance 

C 
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f or :ian ' s dest iny i n God ' s s a·1i!1g plan . E'..l t the life , ..lea t h ::md r es'.l rrccti ·in 

of J csus Christ belong t he1:1 selves to God' s pl:ln in a r.i9.nner · . .,rhich could be 

described as 'sacr amental': they point to the deeper mys tery of God ' s self­

;;iving which they make effectively present, When Paul (cf. Rom 5:5,7; 8 : JS- 39) 

and John (cf. 3:16; 1 Jn 4:9-10) seek to sum up the ultimate si~ificance of 

the Christian mystery they do so in terms of God's love. Can one, t herefore, 

agree with Hans Urs von Balthasar when he says that what distinguished t hose 

who belonged to the Church of the beginnings was 'their faith that God r.as 

given all in Jesus (Rom 8:32)'; that the Church of every age is 'those who 

accept God e.s love manifest in Jesus 1 ? (JJ) If I understand the ·.tords of 

?ather Tillard rightly, he adopts a similar point of view when he writes of 

t he Eucharist: •strictly speaking ••• it ·is not so much a question of the gift 

~fa presence as of a presence ~hich fulfils the gift of God'(J4) • 

I t is of funja□ental i jpor tance for an undarstanding of the place of the 

confes si ng Church in God's saving plan to ask ~hat divine lo,e is □e.nife sted 

in the Chri st- event, and t heref or e in the ~~cra~enta l econojy th:-ough which 

it is expressed in every age : is it t he love of God f or t hose ~ho are e l ec t ed 

to sh~re in the kninonia - as mos t Christians seaj to have uncritically pre­

::u::ied - or i s it the saving l ove ,,hi ch Go:i has f ::>r all =8.!'..l:::i nd? This is a 

question to w~i ch we must return be lo~. 

The <!le -:- ents ~3..!-: i:1.:- 'JP the s ,:::r.a-ient:::.l econ-:,-:v 

·,-:e note tMt theologians discus s tne pr eci se □W-'1Cr in ·..rnich :.he Church 
jay be called 'cacraoent'(JS). 

Hh1t el ements belong to t he cocplete econoj y of the }:oi nonia? It seec s 

that this question can only be answe=ed tb.roubh refer ence to t he ~~o divine 

'□issions'; t he externalized mission of the Son, and t he:interior ~issi on 

of the Spirit(JG). Can it not be said t hat t he his t orical econocy associ a ted 

with the life , death and resurrecti on of t he ~~vi our sacrawentnl i =o s the in­

terior economy realized through t he nisci on of t he Spirit? 

The i n c a r nation a 1 economy is centred i n the ana~no sis 

of God's definitive saving act in the LIFE, DEATH A11D itESURRC:CTION O? E SUS 

CHiUSr: through this a.nacnosi s, he who i s t he otornul Word c>..-pr e:;ses hiosolf 

through t he WOitD OF SCRI PTURE and lts pr oc lama t i on by the Church ; he i n who.n 

God's saving love i s oxpreDsod in tho world continues to a.c t a s the worlj' s 

Saviour in the SACRAME'./TS; COMt1Ul1ION i n thi s ::;a.ving my ::; t ory is f ound wi thin 

a CHURCH ORDER maintai ned through t he MI '.H STRY OF PASTORAL OVE:tSI GHT ; this 

com~uni on endures a s a TRA DITI ON ~nd find s expression in DISCIPLESnIP and 
MI SSION . 
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The re~liti~s rr.1king up the p n e u rn ~ t i c econo~y (~~~=h na~ ~ 

r eciprocity with the incarnation econo~y grounded in that of ~ie trinit ur i an 

·:::issions ) are !'lore difficult to itemize: PASS0-.S~ R::G::Jl::RA7IG:I -~;'.) D::S1Tl1 , , 

?"::?::.Ol!AL p::,-=-s;;:1cE of the Trinity, TR.~i!SCr::l!:l:::Il'i' LIJV:: , PRO?:-l::TI: ~::.?TS • •• 

A fra;:iework such as this - which no doubt calls for much di s cussion - pro­

vi des a context for the more problematic areas in t he Anglican/~o~an Catholic 

dialogue: the individual sacraments and the Church order willed by the Lord . 

As far as the first is concerned, ARCIC I has already oade a significant 

contribution. As far as ChU!'ch oraer is _concerned, discussi on has already 

been fruitful. Moreover, discussion is ta.king place within Ro~an Catholic 

josaph Ratzinger has pointed out, for instance, that ~o~e •s fu..,ction 

as a princi?le of uni ty in t he Church has ~ad ver y different exp:-ession in 

·1arious historical periods, and has not always been see:-1 as in·; :-l·; i:15 a l egi'­

la':.ion for the whole Church. Within this context, he nas al so :;:,oi:1:.ed out 

t:1at Western theologians and canoni sts have not always clearly d~stin5'-2ished 

the peculiar function of the Ro::ian See wi -.hin the ·.-;e ste:-n Pa t:-iarc:ia t e :ro;:i 

that of the ?e:.rine office within the univer sal Church()?) . As Tilla:-d has 

pointed out, in the article al.ready cited , ·: atican Co'J.."'lcil I! ::.erely ini-.iated 

r eflection upon the collegial function of the epi s:opate , as a f:s~ering of 

a catholic diversity id.thin the Ciur ch ' s u:-.it/JB) . 

The probl e= of f or ~ulating a., adeq~ate unierstandi~$ ~: a~os:.clic su: : e ss i ~n 

bel ongs to t his context , r elated as i t is to -.ne divi:,e treditic~ ~hich is 

essential to the C~ur ch 's □ystery 2.nd to a..n u:1der standin~ of C~~r::1 o:-=er. 

Various el ements essential to this for ::,ulat i on are e~er ging in c~nte::.pora:-y 

discussi on: 1) apostol icit y touches the whole life of the Chti!"ch as :ait:uul \ 

to its beginning on the 'f oundation ' of t he c.postolic ~inist:-y; 2) :hi s .:oc1."1-

dation involves the r ule of f::iith , the procla::,ation of the ·.-lord -9...'"ld t he ac~in­

istr ation of the sacr aments, ·.n thin a C:iurch order presided ove!" '::ly episcopal 

oversi ght - so that the aut hentici ty of t he charisms of procla~ntion and 

ser vice constantly raised up by tie Spirit withio the Church i s re:o£ni=ed 

with reference to these enduring realities ; 3) it follows t hat the chnrisc 

of episcopal of f i ce , and hist orical success i on in that offic e i s only a ~i~n 

and not the e ssence of apostolicity( 39 ) 

• 
' 

The es~ential question f or our disc~ssions is tho i dcntificc.t ion of those 

el ement s in the sacramental ocono~y of the Church ' s mystery which huve been 

established by the Lord himsel f and are beyond the d i scretion of huoan autho~ y. 

:his question gives ri se to two pr oblems . 
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How 1-::m an understanding of this question l::e cl:lrified wriich is sen5i tive 

to the framework provided by recent scriptural and historical scholarship? 

Until fairly recently Catholic apologetics envisaged divine institution too 

narrowly , in terms of initiatives ta.~en by Jesus during his earthly life. 

Today it would be generally recognized that this per spec ti ve , .• as inadequate, 

and that whatever initiatives Jesus may have taken during his earthly life, 

by way of anticipation of the coming into existence of a new Israel, the 

mystery of the Church has its source in the Saviour's Passover :1ystery as 

articulated through the apostolic ministry . 

The most pressing problem, however, is that of a theological interpretation 

of what the 'divine institution ' of the econo::.y implies . What are the li□its 

of the Church's power to reconstruct itself? 
. by Ro=an Catholic t hsol o~ianc d t ion/~ou~a nave as vouno~a tne:r.rpre ecessors 

Aver:,· Dulles su::i::iarizes positions which have 

orthodoxy' of earlier thought . 

Recent discussion of this ques­

of the early 20th century( 4o) . 

r eplaced t he 'non-historical 

'According t o Rahner, the notion of i us divinum should not be restricted 

to a structure "imposed upon the apostolic Church by Christ hi!!lself"; it cay 

be extended t o f r ee decisions wade by the Church in apostolic ti!!les , provided 

t:1at these decisions ·,1ere consonant ·,,ri th the basic nature of t he Church and , 

having been ~ade , were irrever sible'( Ll) . 

3chill ebeecbc spea~s of 'st ruc~ures of the Chu:-ch which are essential and 

"dogmatically in-.riola te"'. These =ay be o.cbpted but :mly :iccor;:ing to princ::.ples 

beyond the discretion of . the Church , such as the follo·.nng: ' that office in 

the Church be "serving leader:.hip" according to the □odel of the apostolic 

l eader ship in the N.T.; that ecclesiastical office r epr esent Christ to the 

corarnunity and the community to t he world; that the u.~iversal Church be wade 

present in each place by a local Church: that the l ocal Church, as a r ealization 

of the total Church, have a right1n order itself according to its own needs; 

that 3very local Church □aintain communion with the ether local Churches and 

with ~he Church in which he who bee.rs the function of Peter r esides ' (42) . 

Dulles himself takes a far more flexible position: ' what is unchangeable 

about the Church, therefore, would seem to be best described in relational 

r ather than e ssential terms. The Church is constituted on the one hand by its 

r elations hip to J esus Christ , and on the other by its relution:hip to those to 

·,1hom it mediates the presence of Chris t' (4J) • 



- J is cl'.:!l..:" ':.:-,at 4:.bi s di sc·.:ssicn is o:tly in its ini-:ial s:a~e s . ?.evie·-'i. 
, :i · ... p-::> ssa

0
-;1es cited , one i.:: .:r.::-:ick by 4..he ' :.~s ~=-e~e=t stat e , as ::-e~_e:te in 1.::1e 

· · • · ·· - • tu~os o,.~ the Ch~::-ci . The sa~e p::-i::1ciples e=;::-.a::iis upc:i t ,.e J 'J::-:.11c,u. :; _r ue ~-:-
a~~ly 4..0 ~he ca::1c:rical Sc::-iptures a::1d :o the sacraoents in t~e aoiding reality 

of 4..t~ c~~::-ch's life . 0::1e is also s~prised that distinctio!'ls ~ave not been 

' 1 , · .. ~·:ie ~-~+ e~.~ion o~ J~sus w;thin the co!'ltext of the ~a=-~ =i:i:-e c ~ar _y , ~~ .. /.ree:i .... ..!..·•--·• - - - • 

~e~ ~sis c~ r.is ea:-thly li:e , on t~e one ~a.,d , and his iotentio::1s, on the other , 

a s 4..~e ::-ise::1 : c::-~ o: the a?ostolic co=~:.i:li~y, e=9ressed through the Spirit's 

g-.1:. ,.. ::-!l~e as t::ie liv:.:-:.g Gospel beca::::ie a li·1ing ':'radition . And a::iong these 

were reversible 

a~:i these -n:h -ere the ex;,::-ession of the very nature of the Church 's abiding 

~::-e:.e::1(!e :.: i ~ ·.:as to sac::-a=ent alize. the C'::!=istian ::iystery in every age. 

- ---A=-.,.. --=--.- e~c'lesicl'.J~' =::st as'.:: :1c·..- tr.is sacra!Je:1tal eco!'lo::iy relates t'C: 
- -c. e.. -~·--'.:. - ,..- ,.... : .: .... ~, n .... ; -i::..::.""'I' ::::-e.:!.=Ce:. b :1 Jes'.1: , sir.ce it- is t!'lis ' E..i:i~do:J 1 

:=:::::.a.., Ca t;:'.)li c a::.i s:.::..i~ theclogical t:-di i:.ions , on i:.he one na:i:i, and those 

o~ ?:-oi:.estantis~ , on the other, have paid for failing (in opposite ways) to 

~::~ ~~nt : or thi s relationship( 44). 

~,e q:ie:;~ia:i ~:i.:.ch has ju5t t een ::-a i sed. i s i=::ieiis7.ely r els.i:.e i to that o: 

~~e co:1fessing Ctur~n•s ::ission '.rithin t~e broader h1.0an co=::iu:lity . 

' :'o un:le:-:;7.:::.:d t :,e Cnurch 1 s ::iis:;ion ·.:e ::iust u::.derstand the ::eaning of 

' ele::tio::i ' in the saving pls.n of God . joseph Rs.tzinger -.;rites: 1 election is 

not a pr ivile~e of t he elected bu7. the call to live f or ot~ers • • • Being a 

Cr..:- i::;7.ian oeans ensentially changing over from being for oneself • •• This also 

explains ~hat is really ::ieant by the often odd-seeming concept of election 

(' preie: tinatio::1 1
) . It does :1ot □ean a preference that l eaves t~e individual 

u.,u:::turbed io hi::iself and divides hi~ frc::i others, but entrance into a co□::ion 

ta:it: ' ( l.S ). 

:rnen the Ch~rch ' s nissi on is r eflected upon in this light , the question is 

r aised of the presence of God's saving action Qnd grace outside the confines 

• 

of the confessing Church . This new concern. is reflected in recent theological 

di:::cus:.ion( 46) . Per haps , in the end, Christian theology ::iust have a certain 

agno:.tici:.~ concerning the canner in which the oystery of salvation is reali:ed 



• 

• 

• 

• 

11. 

in the broader hu.::ian community • 

On the one hand, the Church nust deepen its sense of mission a s a ' servant' 

:iresence in a broader humanity which is not abandoned by the God who g:i.ve 

his Son for their sake. On the other hand, must one not agree with Hans Urs 

von Balthasar when he writes : 'But is the problem about the borders of the 

Church solved by • • -.analysis of the N. T.? Yes and No. Yes, insofar as by 

grace the Church can give a Yes of faith and life to this Love. No, insofar 

as the Church can never control the principle which establishes it 1
(
47) . 

The confessing Church is called to b~ a 'sacracent 1 to the broade~ world 
1of intimate union with God , and of the unity of all ~ankind ' (Lu~en~ntium,n. l); 

it is to be a 'sort of first - fruits of all that he created' (Jaces 1:18) . 

This deepened sense of the confessing Church's □ission to the broader coc=unity 

of □ankind nakes more urgent the ecu:nenical task of re~oving the divisions 

~hich so greatly i mpede this task. 

':le meet again the question raised already : what love of God is shown f ort!l 

by the confessing Church? Is it God ' s □erciful love for the whole of hucani:y 

that is pr oclaimed, or is it God's love for the people ~ho are t he object of 

his election, a l ove which invites the broader coc□tu:!ity of cankind to be con­

f i dent that God will have the sace love f or the~? now are the love A~ich the 

Father has f or Christ, t he love he has f or his elect of ~he confessinb Church , 

and hi s l ove f or cankind,related to each other?. This j ay see□ an overly subtle 

question; but it mo.y be ar gued that t he . c.nswer . •.till profoundly affect t he 

Church's understanding of its cission to the broader world • 

"JUSTIFICATION" AND THE MYSTE:tY OF THE ChlJRCH 

If we ar e ~o appeal t o history only for enlighten:nent , not as a •.ray of 

p~r petuating past controver sy ' (?reface t o Fina l Reoort, ARCIC I ). is ther e 

not a danger in a too narrow concentration upon the t erm I jus tifi~ation' in 

discussing the issue it rai ses? J.Jere~ias concludes that in Paul's thought 

'justification' is but one of a manifold of 'illustrations' to describe the 

receiving of God's grace , hnvingeiual importance with them: he su.:icari~es 

this oanifold: ' you nre washed; you are cleansed; you are sanctified; you are 

buried in the water and by this burial you get a share in Chri s t's death a.nd 

r esurrection; you are putting on Christ liken garment: you are i ncorporated 

into his body; you are adopted and become sons of God; you a re circuccistj with 

t he circumcision ma.de without hands, t hat is, you ar e made members of God 's 
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• • • • _1 , ( l 3 ) 
peopl e , in short, you ar e included 1n t ,.e -ung:;o:.i • J er -:::.:i i :::.::i : ce::i , .!1.1. 

ication 1 as i:.separable fr om t ~d r i tual of bapti sm in Paul ' o t h Ju.;;ht - a~ 

b por tant l i nk wi tn t !, e sa cr amenta l di ::iension of. the Cnurch ' s life we h:ive 
~ 

been discussing. 

Having Qade this observation concerning te.cinology, we ::iust 3:iy tha t it 

is clear that the ·,,hole economy of the Church' s myotery is concerMd ·.,rith 

'justification': the 'sacramental' econony as a whole points to t he generous 

initiative of God's love which. calls the whole of hu::Janity to ::ihare in the 

passover destiny of the Saviour; the koino~ia of t he conf e::is i ng C:.urch i s 

cefore all else a sharin·g in awareness e,f this ~assover destiny . 

Leaving aside t :1e proble:ns of the 16t!J. century co:.trove:-s; c.:in::e:-nin.;; 

~a.."1 t:nder tne grace of i}od , 11e '!2."J ,-,o!.nL to t:ie ecclesiol ogical p:-o·ol e::i of 

□e□bership in t i,e Church on t he part of those ~ho::ie l ives a- 0 ~ :-~: u~al : o 

accept God ' s gr ace . The second Vatict!.!:l Co·-ncil oecie only c. p .:::ng :-e: e:- o::::e 

to t :iis co□plex pro:il em, :-elyins upon -..he :::.utho:-i1.:,· of ,'..u !'."..::ti:--.e : ' ::e :'...::: .:::,: 

saved, however, ~ho , though he is par ~ of ~he coiy of t :ie ~i~ : :i , c : es ~~: 

F~r severe in charity . He remains indeed in the ooso~ of t.:1e :t~r::h , but, 

as it were, onl y in a "bodily" ::;armer , e.n:3. :10-;. "in :1!.s he!!..::' t" ' (··ne~ ;-ent.: u:: , 

n ,14), The foot:1ote to this passabe cites =c:-e fully t ho : e>:-t of ~ub'-l :;::..::e 

which has been referred to: ' It is ce:-.. a: :i.l y cl o~ : :1at \.''."le:. ·.·e ::;::~ !!.£ c: 

"within11 and "wit:1out11 ·.,rith re 5s.rd to t:1e Ch·J:-cr., c ·.: :- co~:; :.. :ie:-a::: :i. =!.1~1. c..i 
directed to what is in the hee.r t, not ~~at i:; i:1 : ~o b:~y•. 

But this passage leaves cuth to be fur t h~~ clarified. I n t ~c jud~ent 

• 

of J oseph Ratzinger , Augustine ' s thous~t \.'as no: t he fi:i.~l \.' or e on t ~is 

difficult subject, and it was to givo rise to develo?:cr.t s he did not : o:-e:ee . 

?.e ·writes that, challenged by the disuni ty co~ing fro~ tho Dunatist di s?~te , 
11Augustine felt misgivings about the visi bility of the Church. :':o;. co•Jld i t 

cons ist i n t hat frail group of mon who .:ent to !lass today but by ·-o=o:-ro•..i ::ibt : 

have gone over to t he Donati sts? Wbat is real ly oennt by Church ~ust, then , 

be t he "elect" to be gathered eventually o.nd definitively un:ier God ' s c3.ll . 

Augu:itine 's speculative amal gam of ecclesi ology ~~ th predest L~ntion ~~ve ri ~e 

to an eventual, though unforoseon sundering of t he concr ete cul tic ~ol l ovship­

phenocenon from the invi:iible r eality. The olect a ro t ho truo Church ; the 

as:;emblcd comcunity is onl y un "nppeurnnce" in coop!'lri !lon t o t t:e being of the 

t rue Church 1 <49) . 

Perhaps the probl em, of how tho Church cnn ~o tho :ii Gn nnd effective 

principle of t he ' jus tification ' ~hich co~e !l f r ~~ God' s ~race , and e t t h~ 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

1) . 

sa~e ti rac bc:ir the ~n~ks of m3n ' s sinfulness , the very negation of t ~at 

'justification• , can only be solved by recognizing the dynaraic nature of the 

Church ~s a community sharing in Christ's oassover des~iny. 

The Church will find her true lineaments in the oystery of Christ , in 

which she is a communion. Now although it is impossible that there should 

have been nny sin- in Christ , as t he N.T. declares , in his state of £.enosis 

Christ took 1.:pon himself a solidarity with us in the consequences and :::ia.:-ks 

of sin, first and foreoost the condition of our mortality (Rom 5:12; 8: 2). 

Tnrough his passover mystery , he shares with us the achievement of the final 

kingdom . But the pilgrim Church's existential state is one of transition 

.and conversion , in which the mo1ality of the saving realities is different from 

~hat i~ ~ill be in their f inal fulfilr:lent - for ~hen the perfect cones the 

i nperfect will pass away(SO) _ 

Jon.., Thorn.-iill , S. M • 
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