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2. Each bishop is entrusted with a pastoral authority which must
Cov et swe

be eog%ensugaéé'with the responsibility of his episcope. This

authority is both required and limited by the bishop's task of

teaching the faith through the proclamatlon 2 nd explanation of

~ the word of God, and of oxe*é;g&ng-the admlnlstra 1on of the < 4
T+ 4 ¢ we b b o bl

sacraments in his dlocesel 1t implies §hat decmslons taken by the
bishop in performing his tasklhave a bﬂgding power which the
faithful in his diocese have a duty to respect. This power of the
bishon, usually called jurisdiction, may be defined as the power
to make and impose the deeisions that are required by his office
for the sake of the koinoniag., It is not the aJZOcnatie—power of
one man over the freedom of others, but the necessary condition for
the fulfilment of the bishop's duty to serve his flock as its
peslial echy
shepherd. Likewise, thevsexuiee~of a province from time to time
requiregq a primate to act with binding authority in relation to
the bishops of his province, for the good of thegs local churches.
Within the universal koinonia and the collegiality of all the
mﬂ-—lﬂ-f\
bishops lﬁhe bishop of Rome, who as the bishop of the local
community of Rome also bears a special responsibility for the

. afgwn:o-:as
unity of all the Christian communities, alsd] wietds the

jurisdictional power necessary to the fulfilment of his funetion.
g
By virtue of his function he may regquire obedience to the d¥#isions

he has to make for the sake of the unity of the whole Church.
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5.9.79, 6 pm. ARCIC 211/Jurisdiction/2
(n.2, Tavard-Tillard second revision).

2, Iach bishop is entrusted with a pastoral authority which nust be co=-
extensive with the responsibility of his episcope. This authority is both
required and limited by the bishop's task of teaching the faith through the
proclamation and explanation of the wn£d of God of exercising responsibility
for the administration of the sacraments in his diocese and of maintaining his
Church in holiness and truth. (ef.Venice 5). It implies that decisions taken
by the bishop in performing his task have a binding power which the faithful
in his diocese have a duty to respect. This power of the bishop, usually
called jurisdiction, may be defined os the power to make %ﬂ% impose the cdecisions
that are required by his office for the sake of thekbinonig. It is not the
arbitwary power of one man over the freedom of others, but the necessary
condition for the fulfilment of the bishop's duty to serve his flock as its
shepherd, Likewise, the pastoral needs of a province from time to time
require a primate to act with binding authority in relation to the bishopo of
his province, for the good of the local churches. So too within the universal
koinonig and the collegiality of all the bishops the universal primnte exercises
the jurisdictional power necessary to the fulfilment of his function. By
virtue of his function he may require obedience to the decimions he has to
make for the sake of the unity of the whole Churclis

We have already agreed (Venide 23) that it is appropriate that the hishop
of Romz should hold this universcl primacy. Thus the bishop of the local church
of Rome would algo bear a special responsibility for the unity of all the

Christian communities.
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JURISDICTION (244)

1. ]ip paragraph'24(d) of the Venice 1976 Statement we observe
that-$he Roman Catholic attribution to the bishop of Rome

of universal immediate jurisdictioyds regarded with anxiety by

Anglicans. {?his matter deserves analysis in the light of the link

between eollegiality and primacy,, set out in the Venice Snatement:]

2. Each bishop is entrusted with a pastoral authority which must
be co-extensive with the responsibility of his gpiscope.

This author ty is both reguired and limited by the bishop's

task of teaching the faith through the pfoclamation and

explanation of the word of God, of exercising responsibility

for the administration of the sacraments in his diocese and of

maintaining his Church in holiness and truth. (cf. Venice 5). It

implies that decisiops taken by the bishop in performing his

task have a biﬂafgg&bower which the faithful in his diocese

have a duty to respect. This power of the bishop, usually

called jurisdiction, may be defined as the power to make and

impose the decisions that are required by his office for the sake

3\,.»\,\_“ Y L—t 7 V-nl
of the koinonia. It is not the arbitrary power of one man nver
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the freedom of otherss; but the necessary condition thelvu’sp ¥

fulfilment of the-<btshop'e—duty to serve his flock as its

shepherd. Likewise, the pastoral needs of a province from time to
time require a primate to act with binding authority in relation
to the bishops of his province, for the good of the local churches.

So too, within the universal koinonia and the collegiality of all

the -bishops, the universal primate exercises the jurisdictional
power necessary to the fulfilment of his function. DBy virtue of
his function he may require obedicnce to the decisions he has to

make for the sake of the unity of the whole Church.
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is universal primacy. | Thus

Rome would =also be a special
of all the Ch“istla communities, !
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3. The bishop of Rome, as universal primate, should exes 01se‘h1

ministry not in isolation but in collegial association with his

-~ %
brother bishops (Venice 219. Eaeh—leent—ehurehmust—be nmotively

aEéE§PQi_ijs_sgmmunian_miih_themciherfcgmmuhi%ies—infwhich it
ecogni _his-eordination

this—o o

afapernress,y Concern for the universal church.@s not sore thing added
from outsi%ﬁ'bqﬁ}is intrinsic to the nature nf episcopal office, and
it is to help the local bishop . make this universal dimension
. whivevsi

a reality that the universal primate has to possessﬁjurisdiction.
This does not imply thet we understand the universal primate as

the source from which diocesan bishops derive thelr authorlty.
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[?or may the role of the universal primate be vnderstood on the
analogy of absolute monarchy or on any other political analogy.?

TF the Church is conceived-as the eucharistic communion of all the

local churches, primacy will not be an autocratic powrr over the

Churech but a service in and t).the Church.

Aﬁ No precise®y d@ﬁumufgﬁgﬁii can be set to the scope of sugh
pasteoral Jjurisdiction, Its limits:E;rive ;;tvitably from

the nature of the Church and of the universal primate's pastoral

office, The jurisdiction is givenlfor the building up and not

"
the overthrowing of the ﬁ;@eéem-eﬁ—the_localﬁchurch%ﬂ;l

wv’»ﬂLWLC'—
1 This’ﬁgﬁe¥ is called in the technical language of Vatican I
immediate because it is not necessarily mediated through the local

bishop; and because it affords a right of appeal from him,HQ-dqngx“,

by
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It is because théwnrlmate, in collegiality with his fellow bishops,
has the task of safeguarding the faith and. unity of the universal

Church that thc local bishop accevpts his authority.

é. This collegial and primatial responsibility for prescerving
the distinctive life of the local churches involves a proper
respect for lﬁg;l customs and traditions, provided they do not
contradict the true faith and do not disrupt communion. The
unity of all the churches through the service H»f the universal
primacy must not be confused with a uniformity that stifles

legitimate diversity. Uniformity is not the same thing as

catholicity, Iﬁ—iQE’jurfsdigtieh—eﬂﬁihﬂfpfiﬁﬁt@u1sffor~¢Q§ sake c-

caKP011 ity, then it w111 d draw cr the riches of
Y
e divers itions chyrches. The search for unity and

the c-ncern for catholicity cannot be divorced.
]6. If these principles c-ncerning the nature »f jurisdiction are
accepted as being in line with the undcrstanding which both
Anglicans and Roman Catholics she e with regard to the Church's
| structure, there remain specific practical questions about their
application in a reunited Church. Anglicans feed—the nced quﬁa

GANCR
reassured that the acceptance of the universal primacy as-localed

wedd
in—+the—Bee of Rome witr not involve the disappearance of theological,

liturgical and other traditions which they have—found—to—be of doed
value. Questions would no deubt arise concerning the continued
existence of a married clergy and a snecific merriage discipline.
The same cruld be said of the method of the nppeintment of bishops.
If anxiety is felt that the Holy See, throﬁgh its administrative

offices, might interfere unwarrantably in these and other areas,
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some firm reassurance is required.l The Roman Catholic Church

has in fact experience of embracing different systems of law, canon
and civil, and similarly a variety of liturgical traditions. That
this recognition of the individuality of the Anglican tradition

ig desired by authority within the Roman Catholic Church is evidenw
from the words of Pope Paul VI in 1970: "There will be no seeking
to lessen the legitimate prestige and the worthy petrimony of

piety and usage proper to the Anglican Church,...."

1 Authority in the Roman Catholic Church has made it plain that

in its judgment the ordination of women to the presbyterate

falls outside the sphere of legitimate diversity. It is not
easy for us to see how this obstacle in the way forward can be

removed (But cf. Elucidations, 15).




