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_.L.Turiadictlon in the Church may be defined as the aut‘horltjy (potestas) S

necessary for the exercise of an ofﬁcej AThe Jurisdiction of the Bishop

of Rome as universal primate is called ordi /ﬁ‘é‘ca\i‘é“é“’f%’fs nherent Ta A=)
. \
his office; it is called universal aﬁ@becwsa it enable him

7 giwectiy to serve the unity and harmony of the',koinoma. as a whole @nd in
} e~ each of its parts. l The Roman-Gathelie attribution of such jurisdiction to
the Bishop of R ?we is a source of anxiety to Lnglicans. (Venice pargraph 24(4)).

Adngliean eare & £: that the Bishop of Rome
may usurp the rights of a metropolitan in his province or a bishop in his

wel” g Awe
diocese; tha@(hm\ ﬂt_r/__ahze,d in.-Rame wi—ﬁ Wl:i&ieﬁunderstandm o2

Wommede ¢ d doszed
c% local conditions, tha 12&3&!5&& freedom .,;f ckér/xscslence,
thought and actio be imperilled. el
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Lpe Jurisdietien is givg“v for the effectxve fulfilment of am office and this
fact determines its exercise and limits. It varies according to the specific
functions of the episcope concerned. The jurisdictions associated with
different levels of episcope (i.e. .of primates, mefropolitans and diocesan
bishops) are not in all respects hfimtical jn-ietnd. The use of the same juridical
terms does not mean that exactly the same a.uthority is attributed to all those
exercising episcope at different levels. When a metropolitan has jurisdiction
in his province this jurisdiction is not merely the exercise in a broader context
of th‘g‘ Juriediction exercised by a bishop in his d:.ocese. e V

_ é vi Ea:ilubishop is entrusted with u pastoral authority ca-extens«rve wlth

! the reepcngrﬁ-l—tty 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 word of Godl, of exem&rwxg—f:sgéns}ba—h—t’y for the
administration of the sacraments in his d1ocese and of maintaining his Church
in holiness and truth (cf.Venice 5). It ;npﬁ-i—ea——that decisions taken by the
bishop in performing his task have an authority which the faithful in his
u.iocese have a duty tc mt This authority of the bishop, usually called

N A Aleng

t‘he decisions

juriséiction, involves the responsibility for making and

that are required by his office for the sake o! the koinonia. It is not the
arbitrary power of one man over the freedom of othersy W\Aq 5)
condition if the bishop is to serve h:.s flock as its shepherd. So too, within
the universal koinonia and the collegjzii:hy of all-the bishops, the uni'versal
primate exercises the jurisdiction necessaxry jor the fulfilment of his functions,

the chief of which is to serve the faith and unity of the whole Church.
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}fa‘ I The Bishop of Rome, as universal primate, should exercise # an¢ be seen to
‘ exercisejﬂ his ministry not in isolaticn but in collegial association with his
brother bishopq,(Vénice 21 and 23)1fhnt11his in no way reduces his own
responsibility on occasion to speak an! act for the whole Church. Concern for
the uniqversa.l church m:& to the—-metureof all episcopal cffice; a
diccesan bishop is helped to make this concern a reality by the universal
'iwriﬂdiction of the universal primate. But the universal primate is not the
curce from which dJoc?ean bishops derive their authority, nor does his authority
tndermine that oszhe diocesan blshqqfv Primacy is not an autocratic power
over the Church but a service in and to the Church which is a ccmmunion in

charity of ail—the local churches,
u&\M’PAﬂJi

1 N onical todfhe scope-of sueh jurisdiction
e e fo et e 2oope of e RIS
Tts limits are mo and derive inevitably from the na¥ure the Church ant of

the universal primate¥s pastoral office. In virtue of his jurisdiction, given
for the building up of the Church, the universal primate has the right in special
cases to intervene in the affairs of a diccese and to receive appeals from the
decision of a dlocesan bishop. It is because the universasl primate, in
collepialﬁﬁy w1th his fellow bishops, has the task of safeguarlding the faith

an? unity of the universal Church that the diocesan blshop'2$5§2§2§ his authority.

20, This collegial and primatial responsibility for rreserving the distinctive
life of the iocal churches involves a proper respect for their customs and

traditions, Provided they 4o not contradict the true faith and Jo not Jdisrupt

-

: iformity,, e éurlﬂHlCtJ
e@—the—p%;mate 1q1€bl§dable ﬁgm to furtker catholicity as well as unity, to foster
1 draw together the riches of the Jiverse traditions of ‘the churches. The
?2 ch_for unity and concern for catholicity ,aﬁﬁzi be dlvorce k<
21 “F these principles concerning the nature of jurisdiction axe accepted as
betmy: in line with the understanding which ets /nglicans anl Roman Catholics
~hare with regard to the.Church's structure, there remain specific practissl
mostiong about theif~apylication in a united Church.  Anglicans 5225‘?ﬁ§“‘:
~osurance that acceptance of the universal primacy of Rome woul?l not involve the
smppression of theological, liturgical and other traditions which they value or
‘¥ imposition of who}ly alieﬁ traditions.A In this connection «e recall the
worls of Paul VI in 1970: "There will be no seekins to lessen the iscitimate
prestige and the worthy patrimony of piety and usage proper to the ./nglican

: u';“h."
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