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C,,,.'TRODUCTION. A8Jeed Sta1cmenL~ 211d the position of the Roman Congregation for 1hc Faith. 

In 3 ~rie~ o{ sessions between January 1970 and Septembc-r l98J lhe Anglican-Ruman Catholic tn,crn,lllonal 
Commi.s.sron ~~w up sta1emen son the Eucharut, Min~try & Ordina11on. ;a.nd Autboncy in 1hc Church. The aim 
of the Comm1~~1on was to prepare a way for 1he restoration of inter~rnmuruon between the two Churchei. There 
was no 1mco1ion ~f_5?lvmg all conO"oversi~I i$.1u~. but 1t was hoped under these head in~ 10 gel lo gn~ wuh the 
maJor causes of d1vis1on. E•.cn here no claim wa.,; m:11d.c lo have ac:rueve<I eompletc agrccmcn1 in C'-'C ry de tail 1 'ou, 
conVJctJ~n ,a,'a..'\ exptessed that the statements provided a fundamental roMrnon approach 10 these qucs11ons 
wh1cb. m1g.ht be termed ·su~ta,nt1aJ agreement'. since fuft~meot.i.J principles wc1c developed in them , whereby 
any remaining pattiC\l)az dis.agreements in these areas might be rCsSOlvedt . The document a~ordinglyconcJudcs 
With 1hc confident ~rt1on that now - m 1981- it is more than cvidcot tha.t ·under the Holy Spint. ourCburcbcs 
h:we gtown closer together Ln fa1lh and chancy . There a.tc hig)l cxpe~tauons tba, s5gnificanr initi3:h\'~ will be 
boldly undcm-cl.kco to deepen our rccondli:uion and lead us forward i_n the q-uest for full communion-:i. 

Ac the: same: wne the Comrni.ilion was fuJJy aware th:u the uhim.i.tc decis1on a.s ;o the ecclesiastical relevance of 
its findinss did not relit with iiselr. All along it had in1e1'lded, aceording to the ecclesiastical manda1e wh1ch bad 
called i1 into being, ro s1.>bmi1 itS suremenu 10 the ·resp«ti\·e authonlLes'. Smee 1lS purpose was not merely 
academic but f~sed on e«les,ascical retility. the sta,emcnu had to go through a.n offioal cccles1ast1cal process 
of c:x.ammauon and Judgernen ~ . Tiu.s too~ pla~ wben the ~io~ came lo an end 10 Sept cm bcr 19-81. , t wa.s aho 
clear that . siou c:a:lesiastical authority is structured di.Hcrently in ~~b c:asc . eitatrunallon and decuion making 
would al-.o ha.,·e 10 be: c.ooductedoo qwtedillerent Lines bytbe rcspecuvcautboriu~. Pc~psonuhou.ld remark 
at this poin t 'I.hat any presentation of the theme 'Authority in the Cburcb ' which was r,~lly intended lO lead to 
unify, would ha-..e 10 we: imo aoc.ount m .a. mucb more concrete way the acnial fotm of authority in order to do 
jll5ticc to tbequestjon. For iftherewas surprise afterw.srd$at the fa~ that the RomuCatbolicCburcb C3llgivean 
3uthoritanvc: answer more immediately tban Anglican structures a.Llow for, this is ~urel)• a.n indicatLon that too 
bn]e anenrion had been pa.id to the ae1uaJ funcrioning of authonty . 1t wa.s probably nor made clc..a.rt'1Jough that 
the Pope . t'SJ)CCially since Vatican 11 - has a special authentic tcacb.ing functJoo for me whole Chu.rt'll : Lt~ not 
indeed infallible but docs make authoritative dt'asions'. On the other hand the leit"t lefl one completely LD the 
dark as to Ille concrete structure or autboriry io tht"" Anglican community. Those well acquainted with 
Ang.liu01sm !(now that the Lambeth C.Onfcrcoec, originally instituted in l867. was not due to meet for se,veraJ 
vea.rs. according to It$ regular timing. and that no authoritative pronouocement could be ~ade before 1hat date. 
Bui ought not the teJCt to have: mentioned this struet~e co order ro gi.,·e ~ true ex-planatioo of the .pr~blcm ~f 
authorit\' w-ithour $topping short of the c~ocretc reality? Would not the nght and 1odeed ncccssai; thing ha e 
been to ·c:xpla.m wh.at sort or tcacbmg autlhoriry and j~icrion bcloo~ or docs not bel~~g to tb1s iue°:'bl>· ~! 
bishops? Should one: not also have gone i.rno the quest.Joo of the rclatJOn between p<>li_ucal and eocleswt.Jc:al 
authority i.n the Church wb.icb lint ,ouches the atrVe-point or the question of lhe Catholleil)' of t~e Church or the 
relation ~rwc:en local and unh·ersal Cbutcb.~ lo 1640 Parliament decided as follows: ·Convoc:auoo b_~ no power 

· to enact canons or coa.stnutions concc:mu,g matters of doctrine or di)(lpline. or in any olhe1 way to btno clergy or 
· • • 1... kl-I b • to miod a1r.1in in 1927 when on two religious without the co~ot or Parliament . That may~ o,.__, ete, u.t 11 came .-

O<Xa.Sions a version of the Book of Common Prayer wM rejected by Parliamcntsa . Ho.,..·e\·er ~at may bc. lhct 
concrcle quC$tfons sbouJd have beeo clarified aod 3JlS"A'eted. if a vtable agreement aboiu Aulhoncy 10
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' th • be '"r te ,.o,ucqucndv one ~n on )' co Cbur-ch ' was the aim in .,;cw. f or it is of the essence o, au onty to con. c: •" "" , . . f 
ju.\ti~ to the theme: by oaming the aC'fUAI authoriti~ and e_larifylOg their relat1,·e position on bo,h ~ides lftSlcad 0 

ju,St thcorwng about authority, . 
· t d b eau.sc: after rh.cre had been rhcore11cal 

Bur to go back 10 our stat1jng point: th I$ pare ot hcs15 was on Y m~ne c • 1 0 • 
• • tb Ch h the act~I intervennoo of autt1onrv resu le 1n 

substantiaJ agreement ;.1boul authonry in e urc • . of ~ CIC the 
misunder.;~nding and ~ad feclin~- What b~d hAppcned? :;~;~i~!:~::~e:~!':t~l:~~~L~~-.ha·d~tco ~ orlc 
Congrcgauoo for the Fas th. commissioned b~ the Po~ as eed th l '<hh '.\farch 1932 prom u Jgaced a de1.11Jcd 
examining the texts as soon as they were complete • an . en ~~. ( • nee :t'i 3 ·Conm bu tion to the cutrl!nl 
statement of tbeiropinjon. This was first ?espa~cbe.d to lhe ~1.Sho~ .:ann;!e Pursuing the matter further. one ~ n 
dfaloglJe· , and then on 6th May 1982 pub_lisbed Lo tbe~"7r-;~or~~ure of ·au1honl\' skc: tched out by \i;luc-ai1 ll . 
say thal this was an e~amplc: of the fuocttomng of preas.e Y at s th office of Peter"!. c;ucce~sor. the 

b h et rut1c elements of thal srructU1e • e h 
One can clearly recognise l ree c a.ra c . th.er Chrislta.n churc hes and denomLn:rnons. In~ lS 
worldwide collc:-ge of b1shopS. and rdauon Ill dialogue to 0, 

1 
n<. whLch arc not yet authonta11-..c:. 

case we sec: ecumc:rucal diaJogue raised from the sphere o p.-mcu ar grou,.-
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howeve~ import:ult and we II a~thorucd they Tna)' be• ~nd traRJ'Cencd to the level of mancrs conccm,ng the whole 
~wd.t _an a umv~~ and 4->bhptory way. Then rhc See of Peter spuk.$ through one of ib central org.ans not 
i.ndced m a definit,,•e manner. )'et wilh an :authority wtticl:r carries more WC1"..,t m lhe ............ b th • 1 d • bi' • bo • .v• ""........ an a mere v ac:a emte pv 1C2t1on a ut tbe qucsnoo would, Based on the t~hin• of tbc Chuteb th• ·•-~-- • .,_: 

:,l r f, funh , D • " .....,._U&Tlen, J>l'OVI~> 
guive in~ or . er develop~cnt ot_the d~IOgue .. And fu,~ly the whole college of bishops. 115 successors or the 
Apo$t1es, are drawn mto the di.aJogve an their ~:aoty o{ responsibility for the 'llthOlc Chun;h. 

THE ~DAME.VJ' AL PROBLEM OF THE DLU.0Gti£: The Authonty of Tndition. and tbe Central Organs 
of Uruty. 

1. Pn:1.i.tninary note on the s1tuat1on of the discuss,oo 

. The a~e $t3tcmcnts have :.I~~)' brought us right to tbc heart o( the problem with whu:h Aoglic.t_n-Cath<>Uc; 
dia.logu~ LS c~n«mc~. A 6nt re.lding ~f the ARClC d<xuroen~ might well oonve y the impre$Sion th3t nothing 
but VatJcan 1 s tc3chiog about pi.pil_pnm::,.cy. and the more recent Marian doginas stood in lhc way of complete 
:igrcement. The ~cactton of tbe mcd,a. wh.ich arc aJwa)-S bound to bcon the took-out £or somctbing striking 3.l\d 
q wckJy gr.i.sped. Llltcrutfic:d ttns uriprc,.-..s1on whtcb only too c::A.$ily turned into the opinion that rccoocibation ~ill 

hdd up only by pattrcular 19th ccntuJ')' dogmas on lhe par1 of Rome. Were Ul.i.s lhc<::lSC , 1t would certainly be hard 
co. ~dcnt:-.i.nd why Rome l.rud so mUC'h SUe15 on s.ucb recent. pa.ttio.ala.rdoctrin.al developments. apparently ever\ 
w1sh~ng to r.u.se tbetn co a touchstone: ol c:c:umcnlSID. la pou>t of fact, b,olh lhe a.forcsa.id dogmas a.re: on\y the most 
tang,b le sympcoms of •he overall problem of aulhonry LD che ChwclL The way one vi~ lbc: nructure o{ 
Cbnstia_naty w1IJ nece~ly :iffect in some measure. great or small. one's altitude to vanous p-a.rt1cular matters 
contained within the whole. Fo r tJus rnsoo l do not WLSh here to go into lhe parucular points wh1ch surfaced in 
the dta.fogue between Catholfos nd Ang.Ucans. ~d wh.ich have altudybcen dult within the ARClC Repnn as 
well as in the comments o f the Cong,egauoo for the Faith. l would p~rer 10 approach ooe s.ingle point rrom 
various aspc:cu • the pmnt which ha.s alceady emerged from a simple ac:oount or the oouncof event$~ the core of 
the problem. namely rhc qucsuon of authonry. ·nu., 1s 1dcnnc.al wtlb chc qucsuon of tndilJon and cannot be 
!1-CJ'atalcd from chat of the rc:lauon bc~n lhe uruversal Chun:b and a particular Cbwc.tt. Even this problem 
c:innot recei-.·e compn,l;ensl\•e, systc:a:iac1c: ue-aianent here. Wilhm the timilS of lhis sbott~y it would seem 
more: to the potnr to dispen!.e with systematic procc:duce a.nd simply JUAtaJ)OSe :1 ~ries of ob~l"•ations wh1ch wi 11 
nevcn hc:ICS!,, c:.ich in its own way. retlc:ct some1h1ng of the whole. 

But first It v.ou.Jd -.ccm tittiog to comment bndly on the gcoeraJ nature both of the statement of the 
Congregation for the: Fa.tth and o f the Agrecct St.atemc:ncs or ARClC which u.ndetlie i t. Almost everywhere 
nc..., spapcr.; and report.c; tc:11 how the commuruc:iuoo from the Rom:J.Jl Congregation begjns w,lh a iew short. 
mc:anmgJess and t1on d compbments. nd ttlat after that everything i$ mere ly negative and c:riticaJ, so that by the: 
end ol u o ne is len W1tti:, di~ur:igtng impres..'iion. Such an asscrt1oncouJd only be the result of a ,•ery supe1fici al 
rc::H.ljng of th.c t~,ct In rhc rc:lau"·tly short finr secuon. dealing wsth tJ\e subject as a \It hole. the postll"'e side l.~ 

sr3tc:d fi~t a.nd then follo...,ed up by cririosm. This pattern is rctau1cd throughout the s«11oru de3ltng \lf ith 
particular subje~u Attention ~ first drlwn to the important steps forward that ha-.·c: been made m dealing with 
the par.1cl)la r quc:~11on~ . .1.0d then gwdelme .ire la.id down to show the way ahe:sd ,Ca really viable ba.~ic 
·subs1ant1:1l ag.,ccment' is to be reached. Actually , t 1s impo~1blc to rc-.id Lhrougb the ARC IC statcme n1 s wtthout 
feeling a great ~nsc of gratitude. for they ihow bow far theological lhoug.ht has mo1urcd 1n the last dec:ide li 
regards ) hared 1m1g,ht. Re-course to Scnpture and the f3the~ has brought to light the common foundations of 
dh:c:r,gmg confcss1onaJ dc.,dopmenu. and so opened up that perspccu"•e in which app:uendy 1m:co~c1labte 
ele mentS can be fu.c;cd :ogecher into me wholeness of the one truth. The desire for umty 1s plain: one rn1.ght ~)' 
that the hcrmcneu1i~ ot unit}' h~vc: made 3 new ut1derst:uutingof the )()urccs possible. andconver.cly. recourse 
to the: :.ources has c:-..o kcd hc:rmeneut1cs of unity. All this 1s mdisputable and maJccs the ARClC documents so 
oum.indmg ihat 1hcy could he, <11ld had to be. traru{ernd from the sphere of pnv~He prep~tOI)' "'Ork mto che 
forurn of the: Church\ public dialogue. 8ut .all 1hi5 must se rve too 10 Jt..UUfy lhe courage necdt!d ;o face 1hc 
q-uc:suoru >qll3Tc:l~• a.nd fully both in statement and deliber:ujon. Approb:ition aod critk1sm .ltc nm mutuall► 
excJus1vc:: each demanID the o ther. [t is only~ hen both arc JOtned together' that we get a.n authem1c "chicle for 
true dialogue This ...,,11 be ta: en for gr.,med as I proceed now to deal w11h tbe most urgent quc~t1ons. 

~. The .iuchoriry o f Tr.idmoa 

The complex of qucst1on5 ...,e are concerned w1th here cannot possibly be cont:uned within t~e '>inglc: conc<:pt 
·pnmacy·. lt include$. o"·er and abo,.,e. decenmmng the co-ordination o, Scnpture • t~ditton • counc1o • 
tp1scopate - recepllun. The two last ide3s rdc:r 10 the re~pectl"'e rold or_ bi.shops and la1ty in the formJ uon of 
C hn)U3n doctnne. Jt 1s a umvcrs.al tenet amongst ChristL;.uu th.at Scripture is tbe b:mc SUU1d.lrd o,Chrutiarr fai th' 
the central 3u1horit)' chrough which Chnst h1m~lf excm.ses hu auLhonry over the Church and wtchin it. For this 

reuon all teaching 1n the Church 1:. ulc1matdy exposition of Scriptute, just ~Scnpru1e 1n its t "1m ~ (:xp<>)
111on of 
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t.be ~ word o( ]C$U$ Chn$1! bu1 the ulti:ma1e value o ( :all 1, not what a-5 wnttcn b\lt the bfe which Our Lord 
tran.smmed 10 ha.s Church. ~·athm which Scnprure 1tscl£ Lives and IS life . Vacte\n 11 formulated thQC mutual 
rclaoons very bcauufuJJy ; 'Through tndmon the complete QJ\on or SKTed boou is made known 10 the Church 
Within bathe Holy Scriptures 3re lheml,Clvc:$ understood at greater depthimd ou.sclc ly -put tnlo .i~on, So It~ 
that God • •ho poke o( old, never ceases 10 comersc ,i,ith the Bndc of His bc)o-.,cd Son. at1d the Holy Spint . 
through whom the h'-'lOg '-'OICC o( the Cos-pc I resounds in the Church and through her m the '11,"0rld beyond· leads 
the faithful into all t.rulh and c::1u~i the ""Ord o ( Chn$t to dwell runon~1 them 1n run men.sure • (e.f. Col. J, l6)7 
There~ a pnonty o { Scnprurcs as wim~ and 3 pnomyof the Church as the viw environment for such WJtnc-M 

but both .ire li.nk_cd together in consUOtl)' alternating n:latJonsmps. so that neither can be unagmed without th~ 
Other. ThtS reLau ... e pnonty o( the Chu~h co Scnpturc obviOU$lyprc: uppo~ al$.() the eX1$tenee of the Universal 
Church a.s 3 concrece and :&c:tl\·e r~lil)', for only 1hc whole Church can be the locus ofSC'npture in lhu sense . So 
the quesoon of dduung lhc rcla11on beN>ec:n a p:imcubt Church and the U ruverul Cburch ha.s oh'-,owly already 
clJltmed a place amon l 1he fundamen1.al problems. 

The mutual dcpcmJcncc of a communil)• lJVtng the Bible , and o( the Bible 10 wtuc:h the community finds the 
1nv,,ard standard of 1C$ bc1ni. is first represented as a subtle spantual n:aJHy , b\11 11 becomes a "ery practtcaJ ISSUc 
with the qucsllon Ho~• 1c. Scnprure rccogrused m the Chureh? Who decides ...,hcther wnat you ~y ,s to accord 
with Scnpture ur not? 11 i_,,; rather ambiguous when ARCIC ~ys : ·~either icner.ucounols nor unt're~I pritno.cc.\ 
arc mvanabl~• pr~rved from error e"·en m offiQaJ decbr.,tio~•- It is still more emphatic in another pfacc: 'The 
Commis.s10015 ,ery far from implymg that general(ouneils cannot errand is well aware lhat lhey 1,0metimes have 
erred' . The Synod of Anmmum and of Sclcuc,a are quo1ed as examples of thu. Theo 1t g0t$ on co $.ay: 'Amcle 2 J 
(1.e . of the Anglican Amclcs of RelJgion> affirms that general counc,b bave authority only when lheir 
judgements " ma~• be declared lhat they be ~a.ken out of Holy Scripture ... The ARCJC 1c,c1 adds that ao:ordU'lg lO 
the argument of the Suucment also. ·ooJy tb0$C judgemeotsof geoeralcow>etls Me guaranteed toe.xc:lude wh:u 1s 
erroneous or arc: proteeted from errorwtuch M~ as their coo tent fuodamel)tal m.aners of falCh , wtuc:h formulate 
ct11tral mJths of sa..lvaoon ind which arc faithful to Scripture and coamcenc with Tradition·10 . Moreo"cr lhcre as 
need for reccpaon : about thLS it sa}s 10 wbat seem 3 t:lther d.iaJcctJQJ wO.)' l.h:11 'reception docs not create truth 
nor legitimacLsc the dCCJ.Sjon-. the 3uthority o( a counciJ is not dem·ed enl&.rel)' fTom rc-ccpt100 on the part of the 
t'aJth!uJ ; on the o ther band it also re.aches tlut a oouneil is ·not so cVJdcotJy self•sufficienc that 1tsdefinmoos owe 
nothuig 10 rcccpcion·11 . Another pa~ge is o ·eo more explicit: ·u the defiaition proposed for assent were not 
manifcstJy a leg,tima1e intcrpretallon of biblical f.aJth and in line with orthodo.x rn.ditioo . Anglic:a.n.,,; would thuik 
it a dury 10 reserve tbe tccepaoo o( the definition for study and di.scw.sfon •u 

The phr.1.5,C ·marulestly a legmmate interpretation of b1bhcal f:uth· catches one's attention . The dogma$ of the 
pre•Reform3tton CbUTCb ate quite ~rt.amJy not ·maiutcstJy legitimate· in the s.cnsc m which 'manifest' is u.s.cd in 

modem exegcsLS. If there were such a chmg a} che ·manifestly legitimate'. obvioUlcoough tosmnd in its own nght 
out of range of reasonable diSCUS$ion. there ~·ouJd be oo need at all for cou.nols and ccclcs.wtJeal teaclung 
aulhont)' On thL,; potot QUC$tion.s r.uscd by the continenuil European Refonmanon arc fuJJy prttc:ot amongst tbe 
Anglicans. It is mJe they arc modified b)" tJle fact that the survh,·al of tJle cptSOOpile retams the fu.nd.amental 
structure of the prc-Refonnation Church as the form of life within the C.CCle:$lllStical community to this my. Tots 
a.sswes a fuod3ment.allf posi1i,..e atutude co the doctnoaJ tenets ot the pre-Reformation Oiul'(h. Ongrnall~• lhis 

was the intention also of the continental denominations but the pull away from u-adition .,..,as much s1ronger 1n 
their c~mmwti1i~. so lhat there wa.s far IC$$ ability to bold fut. This modification of the pnnc,ple or 'Scnplure 
only' has . ho.,.,ever. loog been mon: on tbe level of fact than of pnnc:iple~ it is true chat faet oould facilitate lhe step 
down lo the fundamental level. Thts should not be too difficult, considering the acnw auchonty of tradition In 
any case further dialogue mu"St get to gn~ in re.al camesc with this fundarneoC21 issue. 

3. The Universal Church and its central organs as the condinon of tTadition . 

But 10 rc:tum once again toourstaningpoint i.n the analysis of the tcxc . Notlung 'man1Jt$t' can be dcn,..ed from 
intellectual discw.s1on or from the mere fact of general opinion in the Church. Ultimately we come up against .in 
anthropological qu-escion here; beyond what is purely objccrivc. nothing ts ·muifest' to anyone s.l.'-C what he 
li"es. For that reason i.o1erpretation is always a question of the whole «>mple,x or Wc1>. To tr:lnsier authont)' in 
this way to what 15 'mal\ifesf. a.sis done in the pus.age already quoted. mcaru li~Ln~ up fa1lh wuh the ouchontyo( 
historians. 1.c . expOSing i1 to confikung hypotheses . Qui1e the conttary - keepmg 1.n view che farth tc~ttfieJ 10 t.n 

lhe "ew Tc-stamen itSCIJ and the life of the early Church. we mu_s_t hold fuse co che conV1ct1on th tH 1here c::3n be no 
second Slfung through of what rhe Univcl"$31 Cbureh teaches a.$ Uo1versaJ Church, ~Vho would presume 10 

unden.akc such a t.aS-k '? One can read greater deplh into a pronouncement o{ the Un1\>erslll Church. one can 
improve on 1t bngu1st1caUy: one can develop 1t fw,hcr by (()CUSmg on lhc centre of the faith and on new 
pel'$pccuvcs opening up a way forward , b1.11 one c:a.noot 'dl-5CU$.$' u Ln lhe ordinary scn~ of the ~ord. 

At th1$ poinl it becomes clear what the episcopal offic.c: means a.nd wbat exact!~· 'tr,1d i11on· 1 '." lhc C~ urch• 
According to che c::ithoUc way of t.Jnnklng. a bi.Shop is someone who e.)n c.xpress che voice or the U ni"e ~IC hu,ch 



in ho teaching. o_r _10 puc 1t ano,,hcr way : _ihe epb,cop.i~c h the .. uprcme eour1 1n the Church~ rcgarili both 
lcach1~g :ind dcci~1on. bc:C'.aU">C 1t I"> the hving ~oace o_r 1hc Umver..al Chureh, An mdiv1du..i.l bi .. hop ha.) lu ll 
~uthonty ~ pa..'>ror of a jXlrtcc;uJ;u Church becau~. and 1n -.o rar n. he rc-prbc:n~ the L"ni~cr--..1 Church. . . 

·Apo~iolic S-u~ion' i> the ).;lc;ramental fonn of the unifying pn:~nce ot tt'a(j1t1on 1~. Fat th,.,. rcllMln the 
Univc~I Church•~ no t a mere external amphfic.atton. conttibuting nothing co the ~ntial nature 01 Church in 
the loc~J Churehc . but 1t c,ctcnd"> into that very nac~re iudt. ~ere lt 1">necc'»U)' cocon1rad1ct the ARClC Report 
wht'rc 11 ~y~: -The lloCound Va11c:an Councri allo'IA.~ 1t to be ..aid 1h;u ;i. Church out of communion w1th the Roman 
See m~y lack nothing from the -.,ewpo1nt of 1~ Roman C31holic Church except ch:u ,c d~ not belong to the 
v1~1btc manilotat1on ot tull Chm.t1an communion's. With ">Uth an ~~r11on wron9ly c~1m1ng the ,upp()rt ot 
Vatican ll. Church L'nlly b deb~d co an unnccc~ry. 1t <!c)trab!e. excemality. anl.l the charac1cr ol 1he 
Un1vcr.;al Church 6. re(juced to mere- oucv.,a,-d rcprc)l(:ntatton . ot lntle .. ig11ifican<:c in con~litu1i ng what ,.,. 
cccle:)i31. Th i:,. romantic tdc:i of provincial Churehe) which is ~upposcd 10 re~tore the ~tructure ot 1he early 
Church. i re3lly contradicting 1he hi~toric:.31 realil)' ot che early Church as well u che concrete expenence'.!I 01 
hi)tO()'. co \lohich one mu~• cerc:.-iinly not ll.lm a blind eye m c<>nsiderations of thi, ~ n. The early Church Jid 
indeeu know nothing o f Roman pnmacy in pracucc. in the sense: o f Roman Carhohc theology o: the -.ccon<J 
millennium. but It v.a) v.ell acqu;unted wuh 1i11ing to~ or uni ty i n 1hc Unive~I Chur<:h which v.ere con~1i1u11, c 
ot the essence o t pro"11mal Churches. Undet')IOod 1n th1"> )-CO~. the pnonty ot the L'm-.e~al Church al1,1,a.>) 
preceded that o t p;, n iC\Jlat Chu r<:h c ). 

J ·.i.·111 Jmt tn~t:incc here three 'IA.ell known phenomtn3: letters or communion. which bound Churchc) together: 
(he -.~mboll~m o t collegiali ty ar the CQnsecr:u1on o f a bishop. Th i) ceremony wb aJ'IA.il>) linked up wuh 1Lv1ns 
crad1tion by CTO)">-rque)t1on1ng and acceptance o( the Creed. v.h i!e the tmpnnt of tht Unwers3l Church ""'a~ 
m amlest 1n the eact that bishops o t prominent sees were represented. mere neighbour!)' recogn1t1on 'wOuld nol 
,utrice. 11 had co t}e m:.-ide clear 1hat che prominent Y:e) were 1n eommumon with each other. ;1~ 1t tell to them to 
~uarantcc: !he .:harac'lcr ol the L'm,crsal Church m the case o f thLs par11cularonc. Finally one should include here 
wh:it people coda~ l ike t0 ea.II cite ronclli3ruy o f che: Church. thoug.h chey onen have 1om31me:all y ,;1mplified 1de3~ 
about 1t. f o r 1c 1~ a kno""'n fal."c chac coneillancy ha~ nc-.·e~ fone1ionc:d simply or u_s own acc:ord by the pure and 
!>pontaneolJ5 harmonyofpll1T31i ty. as many prcscntda}'·sta1ements would s.e-em to su~~t. A ctually the authont) 
or rhe emperor \\-3S necessary co summon 3 council. Take aw3~• 1he person o f 1hee-mpernr. and you can no longer 
<lil!(.-U">) tht conc1li:.1 r reality o i th~ m1:dic1,al Chur<:h but a only 3 tt\eolog:c::il fiction. Closet consice~a110n ,;ho'IA.!. 
tha t the pam,1patton ot Rome. the: Sec cemercd on the: place where SS. Peter & Pau l d1ed. \A. 3.S ot g.rear 
~1gn11icance fo r rhe rull v:ilid1C) o f 3 CQuncil. e"cn i f th1$ factor is less in e1tidencc: than the position o( the c:m9eror . 
A l l the: same. Vincent Twome}' h;:isalread1 shown 1n a ,•cry well documented piece of re,s.earch. chat already in the 
<:o n1esc at ~ ,ce3 C\l,O opposed opt ions "and ()Ul d ear ly: the Euscbtan and the Athana)1an. ,.e. the ice3 of an 
1mpcnal uni-.e~I Church as agam!>t a really theolog.ieal coneepc ion i n which it is no1 the emperor but Rome 
'A>h1ch pla)S che decisi"e 1ole1• . Ho\J/c.,er th3t may be. the 1mpenaJ Church h~ -.anished. and w1ch i t 1he emperor 
too : Thank God, we may say. Meanwh.llc. tf one wants TO aiSCU$$ 1he oonc1lianty of the Chur<:h 1n a ~i~ 1h311s 
re31isuc 3nd meaningful. 1he quesuon ine"Y1tably an~s: what office I) 1mpor~ant enough from a Lheotog,cal po11n t 
o t ,.,ew 10 re place and su~utn the tunc:c1on fulfilled by rhe cmperor?1' 

A l th1~ poin t 1he que'.)llon abouc the l.icet deve lopmenr of hLStOl')' mU,!,t incv-1tably be faced as a 1heolo11c::i.l ,m:.e: 
J mere rerum 10 the medic:\•31 Church is no solution even from a cheolog.?c.al point o( .,,cw. Jean Me)c:ndortf has 
recent I>· cack letJ the whole '.)UbJcCC 'with :i.n urunhibited tealism which might well serve 3.5 a model for rese.1rch \\>Ith 
Jn c:1- c co the tucure. He shows how . once chc: central orgtln) of uniry. founded on a thcotogical basis. v.ere gi-.en 
up a·uer the break up 01 Che "Id 1mpcnal Chutch. this led in faC't wtth eompuJswe inward logic: co Stlte church<:) 
pnngins up e\Cf) where: . These: did not corrc~pond at all co 1he medieval idea oi local Church o~ pi:lnsh. though 

an :i.etcmp1 w ~b rnadc 10 JU:>rt i)' 1hem theologically 1n chat ""<lY Instead they broughc in their 1ra1n a te ndanc~ 10 
par11cularuc: Chmt1an11y. conlr.1ry to chc e sen1i3J idea of ·Church· tn the !-:ew Tcscamcnt and prc-Retormac1on 
Church••. Once the U n1\ctsal Church had d1s.appe3red from .,,iew as a concrete re.1li1y Jctuall)· h:;1,,1ng t1s mafk 
on the local Church. and a link had been fotged with some: poltt1c--.1I or echnic rcaluy asl fr:ime\A.ork lor 1hc laHi:r. 
the whole p:mem or cccles1a.sucal government changed - includi ng the: cvalu.anon ot cp~or 3J 0H1cc. lnd so 
1n-.olv1ng aherallon in the ) trueture o flhe Church. lt was not only n outw3rd ·mantfes1a11on· ~hn~h fcll .s\lo \ hu t 
:i po'wcr which had intlucnced !Tom within . le 1) m this con1ex1 1hat Mcyendorff wondc:t'i wnethc:r •1 ~ ould no 
actuall,• be better todc .. o te more acrenuon co the tdca oi development 1n chc Church. and u>e 1ha1 ~Jn .,pproach 
co 1hc ·chc:olos1c::il con1c:n1 ot pnmac:y. The l3ucr is offset by the ttegame lcg;ih~m 'IA.hu:h ,esultcd irom the 
tcndene~ lo p;.HtH.·ul;iri'4: JOLI \lr :L!\ 1n e\l1dencc auer the break up o t 1hc old empire ~herc,cr rhc hnk \lo<tlh rhc 
unlt)ini tunc111m ,,1 thL' 11~111;1..-) h.1cJ l\cc.:n ~,c:rcd11• 

Rl!lk ..-1u111, 11~,: 1h..-,..- nu1,1 on n1• .1 ..-1.,1un1 lc:ad co one sided a)~rtt0n of the: ·Roman· pc'l1n1 ot .,,c~-They Jo 
f)t>111l l11\lo ar~~ 1h'-· 11rn11:1pk 111 .~ uo11, 1n~ 01ttcc:. buc 1hey .also call cor ),Clf ~rmc1sm on rhe part u1 Roman•(llholLc 
1h~,11i,i:::,,. \lnth,,111 ,1 ,h,11h1 ,h~r~ h i1,..- ~c:cn mLSgu1dc:d J-c-.dopmcnu 1n both 1hc:otog)' and prac11ce -wh~ tc thi: 
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pr,.muy is Qlnc~cd. and thCK fflU$t be broug)lt co ligbt w1rh th ~ · 
M e·ycndorff has sbown w, tb rcprd to misgu1ded developments in a th:,1 e :rsplCl~t)' uid f~_nkoc~ •hat 
locaJ Church. B\• tbjs mca~ the theological co~ oouJd l'QU be bro gb ~ d pnruce g,carcd nmply to Lbc 
pnnciple o( the primatLal office m the Unavcrs.aJ Chun:n. i/m,• op~onumo,~ cl w ~nbed be_~:" a.sac:eq:,cable. The 
b d d , • l&a. 00• w~cn.cd lo the e:ittcot of 

emg re uce co mere manith1auon. ~h1lc: the reali11. of the Un1,.. ... ~ ... 1cbu eh ,... I 11 h h' d h , .. ,.- r I) nco og1ci ,.. dusohcLI . On the 
01 er .in t e our~.lrd "'a~s of ruumg the ot!tce 1nio pnict1ce arc ,ub}«t to alteration and m~,L Jlv.

3
,.. bet , d 

~Jre!ih b> lhe pnnc1pli:. The consequences oi th11, tor the C:tthollc-An~liQn dialo(3~ue bec:imc c,..ident ;
1
~ u, ~:;,:, 

a~ a s1dc-1ewlt of rhe 1n1roducco11 repur1 on 1LS la.,, ph.bo Jn order 10 r•a--h ... ,.. ·ahl h 
h A J C 

• • '" ... • 1 c \Jntl). t c iorm o1 authont\ 
int c ng1~n hurchmu,ct>c~pclc oucv.,chcomplctcrc.ihsm an-'1 '-•-m.,,t..__no'h,. h h. 

I h 
• ,.. 1a..,.. - vc ,. ir-.ing I cqut~uonol c c 

re at1ons 1p ~t"-een epLSCopal ~nd pohe;eal .Jut hone,, tor that w:u ••f•er --11 thc ., .. n ot h Tl 
h· h • • .. • "' ., "' • c: -..cparauon. u:: tact 

I at )Ince t en the- Angltc.a_n commun1l) h~ ~pread all uver the ~orld. ha!,, :in>-.... a) led .iutomaucalh 
10 

mcxJ11ic-.rnons ol rhc original pattern. so dtat h1~tory 1LSclf h.i) helped to r«uty lu')tory . Par"al~cl to thnc 
ro
0
r n')1derauons. mo,1 carC" tuJ thou~ht mu>t be g,,.en co , .mauons,n practice. poicnttall~conLair.ed in the prmciple 

pnmac~. 

4 • i rad111on :ind Bcllct 

\\ 1th all that ha!> bC"en s.i 1d. u should ha,e become clear th:al the quC5ti◊n ol the Un1\c~I Church and 01 th~ 
prtm3C) :1:> 11:> real central organ L'i not <-1mpl) a matter or :in 1!,,0lated Rom.\n problem, 01 \.irving stgniticancc m 
differenr peoph: Lt LS :u hcan a quc<.1ion ol the mos1 po\louful and communal pre ')enceot ,'he \'r ord 01 God m thi: 
Church. and as 'IA.e ha \c S31a. chi> quc')11on includes. that of the t :n1,ersal Church ar.d its auchor-11 ... a::. v.cll a) 1hc 
official instrument!> of th1, :iu thun1) , To put it in a d1Hcrent "''a)·; n as a question ot v. hac one acc.:.1h.,, mc;in') b, 
·Tradmon·. Jn this conncc11on I thin~ a comment on 1ennmolog} m1gh1 'on11g u!> lurthcr. Jn qu11c a' nuni.~r o"1 
place:; in the ARC1C pa~r.. the cv.o d1alogu1ng pa:c1e!> • An,gHcan and Cacho ic • arc rdcrred to a, ·nu t..., 0 
cradit,on!.' 10 -Trad1uon· has ~come a lccy-word in reccn; ecumenism and is us.cd m theological class,tic:mol\ 01 
the: d1!fc-rcnce between \.arioiL.\ churche~ and dcnommauons: they are reterrcd 10 a~ ·our trad,uon,·. Th" 
tennmo:og~ cxpre~~s a qu11 c ee!initc idea about the degree of scpar~tion and 11\e wa;· to restore Church Umc~ . 
The different forms of :he realtt~ ·c;hurch· arc accorcting co th,s ·crodmon!>· m wh ich ~he hcntage ot flu: Ne~ 
Te stament h~s found mamfolo rc.ilJsatlon. Tots means that di-.1.5,ions ate rcg~rdi:d theologically a\ 01 !><Conda~ 
unportancc. e,..en when iusconcall~ seen a.s ,..cncr.ablc 3.Jld noccwonh~ 1cali~t10n!> 01 common Chmciamt~ One 
mL~ht say that m chc mo!>t recent puhhcac,ons Jb<)ut dialogue ·1rad111on ' 1~ the new n.imc tor ·c-0nlc!>)I0n . ..,, 'h1c-h 
cenainl~ means th3t 3 fundamcnlal change of mCX,cl h~ ta.ken pi.ice in the o,ISlon ot Church .inll 1.111h \\ here\ i::r 
·tr-.td1t1on · 1!> ~UO!>llluted tor ·conf~s1on· thcquesuon ot truth 1s rC'Mlh·eo 1n10 reconc1lmgconccm lo: "'hal h1~1or~ 
ha:; brought about. 

One more thought comes 10 mind "1A.h1ch will take us back to che chco ogica l que$tion from ""h1ch v.e )tar:ed. 11 
['\1,0 such different \UbJeCts a.s the Catholic Church and chc- Anghe.\n Church are s roupc-d togethe r um!t:r 1hc 
common tenn ·our tv..o trad1t1on!>' . the profound difference Ln e-scunauon of the phenomei:,on '1rad1uon • • , uch .i 
hall-mark or the 1denucy of each• lS obllterated. Bue un(onun.:uel~·onescarches in .,,,11n through the A RCJC l::~1, 
for an analH1S of what ·1radi11on· mean~ co each. Rought)• spe.alcing one might summame i t like th,~: in tlli.: 
CaLholtc Church the pnnc1plc of ·t.rddt11on' rden, not only and not c,en 1n the first plac.c. to the pcrmanc:nc~ ••I 
anc,ent doc~rine-s or 1ext.$ ""h1ch ha~c been handed down. but co accnam way of co-ordinaung ~he liv,ni v.uri.J ,,1 
the Church and 1he dcm1vt' v. nt1cn word ofScnpture . Here ·1radiuon· means abo\ e .ill. chat Lhe Churd1. l1v1n • 10 
1he form of the 3postohcsuccess1on wi th the Pe1nne offie~ at ttsccntre, is_rhc place Ln wh_ich the 8 1bh: ,~ l"ei.J Jnll 
mterpretcd 1n a v. av th~t binds. this imerpre Latlon (ormsa hisconcal conctnu,c~•, selling C1:tcd ~tandard') bul r.i:\cr 
nscll reaching a t1~al point at which 11 b<:longs onl>• to Che: past. 'Re,..·elat1on ' ,s clo~ed but :n1crp~cla.t1<Ht ~hich 
b1nos 1s noc11. There can t)(: no appc.:il aga1Mt the ultunacc binding force of 1ntcrpretar1on. So traf.liiion 1' 
e~~nt1all~ mark~d b~ 1hc li,.,n .,,01ce· - 1.e. by the obligator) na1ure of the 1c.ich1ns of the Un,.,,er'S-.ll Church. 

JL on the other hand, o ne consulh the Aniclcs of Religion or the ··Lambeth Ouadnlatcrnr 01 I '6, ih.e 
dutc: rcncc stnloa-:s one 1mmcdia1el\ . The s1mil:irity of Art. 19 on the Chu1ch wi th An.ti uf the Au~ur~ 
Confession hus one m chc: e)c in 1he same wa) as Che s1m1Lant)· o ! An.2U on Au1hortl} in th~ Churi::h " "ll ihe 
corrc:spondmg Art. LS 0 1 che Confcu 10 Auguuana . Now both Lhc: Confcs!.10 Ausu5canJ " nd jhc A mck-!> ()t 
Religion a- sumi: chat Ctced and dogmas arc taken o-.cr from 1he prc-Reforma11on Church One c3n11111 .. mcll~ 
speak.mg appl) solo ;cnpmra here 1n the fa~ ot a r undamental rc:cogn1 11on of trJJ111on. llul for JII cna.c. th

<: 

tcndenc\ 1 to reo;,rd 1r.i.dinon as a recogm~cd hcmagC" ()f texts lrorn the pa)t A 1 ,he ').Jmc: umc th(' n~nc o: lh<: 
' o- · d r n,1 S..:np1ure 1Ah1,i: in p1,1c11cc 11 

ltvin, \ 0tce of the Church l!» m1nim1scd in thcolog,, b~ the dl!man 1or te,ungagai . • 
' h b "f f •, true toundauon) Thi) ,eswc-11,)n 1!> Lo 

rHcduced to the sphere of mere d~plinc, which 11> I ere )' C'Ut oc rom,. • h 
f R I I as c i.se:<t1tcs.~h ,1;:i1cd 1haL JlH,t .i.', 1 e 

a certain e.-:tern pro1cc1~d into the past in the Anicle5, o c igion. in l>O ;u 1 r • h 
r h eh h I Rome ll'1, erred 1n m,11tc-,~ ol 1.i11 • 

Church of Jerus.alem. Alc.x.andm1 and Antioch erred. so 3 "° c e urc O • 

and general counc1h too, ◄ An. 19 & 2t ). 
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S. T radiuon can ne1o•er be closed. 

At chas point_ another omH,s1on in the ARCIC documents should be nQtcd: 1t nas to do v. iih the euncrc lc­
rcalltles of e:Jch Church~ll a!t crue Iha, ,-\ RCLC detcnds 11sclf .iga1Mc accfilation 1h:n 11 ha._!tCOntrad ictcd An.ll c)t 

lhc Amclcs o t Religion . 8ul 1c c.loe!t no1 cxpl:11n ;,nywhcrc what (orcc these Anicles 311d 1he 8oo'it 0 1 Common 
Prayer actu;illy ha,•e, In th•!t~.1!tc 100. 3!t 1n 1hc qu~uun ot authority. <:me can only gns,p 1hc concrete ~•tu;&t,on bv 
mvcst1gatang lhc!te maucn. rot ?b-,10U$I~ we :ire 10uch1ns here on 1,1,hat :in A nglic;.in •.vould reg.lid as. 'Lr:idillon.-, 
l n the dueu>s1on .i bout I he 1ex 15 11 was ev1dc-nt Lhat boch the Articles or Rel i ~jon anc,l the Oook of Common Prayer 
ha,.·e grc-:it tntlucnce a$ ~r3ndard'i. It seems 10 me :ill Lhe more strange th3t rrom the rco;e~ point o( vu~w the 
C~thohc «umem~I _p:ipet ' lren1kon· fell obliged to cnucisc the Coogreg:iuon for the Faith ~,·ec-cly m .nn 
edttonal b«-.1u~ _in •L~ :inal~•SL'i ~f the ~greed Statemen ts i t bad brought 1n defimt,ons promulgated in 1he 
Catholtc Church !t l1lCC the scpar:m on. · tremkon speaks hn a quite umrcm~ ...., ay) o( the ·pain fur Lmprts!>ton that 
1he Congregac,on h3$ made. Wich ftnger nuscd in reproach 1t conllnuc.s: ·tf this attitude h,h alrc.'.1.dv had 
conS,Cquencc-s m dialogue wi1h che Anglicans. one can m,ag1ne how 11 would bloc:lc. cl';c way cow.\nJ.s rc~toring 
canonic.al and sacr:imcntal commuoioo wich the Orthodox Church.I) 

A kind o~ cc~men1caJ tlogm3 ~ei:rns 10 be developing here which needs some attention . Quire likely i t ~g,an 
w11h Lh1s tt~lln 01 thought: for 1nter<:ommumon w11h chcOtthodo.x. the Catho(jcCburth need not nec~ anl~ ~r\$\.\ C 

on acccp tanee o f the dogmas of the :.«:0nc.J m11 leni um. I c wai prttumcd ttu1t the E~lcm Ch urc}.~ have remained 
in the trad1t1onal form of the firs.c mdlen,um. which in i1~I( is lcgirimace and. if righcly undeTStood. contains no 
con1rnd1cnon t6 iurth~rdevelopments. The latter afterall only uJ\folded "'hat was al read)' there in pnncipk in the 
cimt of che undivided Church. l mysel f ha'Yc alre3dy taken part in ::mempts 10 work things out li~e th is14

, buc 
me:mwhllc chi;y h:\\'e g_r own out of hand 10 che point at which councils and dogm:iuc dec,s1uM or t'h.c ~ccona 
millenium arc '>Uppo~d nor co be ~gardc-d as ecumenical but as parttC\llar tJt"ioelopments m the l.Jtin Church, 
ronstitucing tlS pn,,ate property in the sc:nsc of ·our rwo craditions· . Bul this di$1ons the fint attempt co thin'.i( 
thin~ o ut into a complc:tcly new 1hesis 1,1,ith Ca1-ruchi_ng con.sequences. For 1h way of loolttng at •l ;)ttual1~ 
implies dcni.ll of che existence of the l:niversal Chu~h 1n the second m1llen1um. while cradit1on u a \i,.ing, 
1ruth-s1vins powc:T is frozen at the end of che fim . This ~tnlc~ 3l the 1;·ery h~ of the idea ot Church and 
tradition. he-cause ultimacc ly<iuch an age tc:.c clis.._<;0lves the full .iuc.h11ricyof the Church . wh ich ,s then h:!1 ~ i thout 
:i vmcc at the present da)· ~toreover one might well :uk in repl~· Lo such an as.scrt,on. with what nght c<1n~ence5, 
,n ,;uch :i part,cular Church as the La1in Church "''ould 1hen be-. could be bound by such 1>ronouncc-ments. V.'hat 
once appe!lrcd M truth '>'<Ould ha,.e to be reduce<! ;o mere custom. The greac age-tong claim co mnh "''Ou d 'l>c 
d1squahltc:d J :rn abuse. 

A ll rhi~ means t.h3l a for-ceaching thc!tiS. the pnne1ples:1nd consequences of which have not been chought ouc. 
has been r.lt!tCd 10 the lc\·cl of a sclf•C\tdcnt axiom. To belittle it is lo ,ncur ungr.mous censure . But th is ,,ery 
~ l t•c: i.:,dencc which convinced ·[rcn1kon· that it wa.~ its duly co p:i..s.s censure from its lofty ~ook,ouc on the 
Congregat ion for che faith . demands decisjve rc-spon!.e. To my mind chc central matrof wh at they iHC trying co 
gee J C 1~ th1!t : unir>· 1s a tundamcncal, hcrmcncu1ic pnneiple of all theology. and. ~c m~t learn to re1ld the 
docum~nt!t which have been handed down 10 us , ~cc-otding to the hcrmc:neu1ie:sofumty. "'hich !>how up much that 
t ) n1,;\\ .:i nd \lpen (!01)"" where only bolts were .. is1blc before . Such hermcnc:ut~C$ o( umty will entail re3ding 1hc 
-. f Jtc:mcnb ot boch parni:~ in Lhc: concext of the whole t radat,on and w,ch il<kepcrundcrstand1ng of Scripture=. Th1'­
\I, 1H ,ncludi: 1n,C"'.ng_atmg how ta r dec1~1ons !.incc che ~p~ration h,wc been ~camped wllh J certain 
pJrl1cu l.1ri-,:mon both a:. co lan~u;igc- and thought • !t0n1e1h1ng 1h.1t might well be transcendi:d wnhoul dotn% 
,,11>lcnci: tu chc: con1enc of 1hc: ) t:uemenu. f ol' heremeneutics are not a skillful device for ~3ptng from 
bunh;n-.<1me JUthc1n11i:!t bv 3 change o f verbal (unctton. ( though thi abu.se '1:lS otcc: n ocurrc:d), but r-3,hcr 
app rd1t'.'nJ1n~ 1hc: "' or tJ ...,,in :in undcrst:inc.J1ng which 31 the same ome d1sco,•ers m i t new~ ~1b1l1t1i:s. 

f ( umcntt:..tl Jaalogue doc!t noc mean opung ou t of li"ing, Chmllan rcalt l>·· buc ac.J,oncmg b> me.in!. v t rhc 
hermc=nc:utu; \lt un1tv , T ll opt out and rut oneself oif meam anifictal w,chdraw:il into a PJ.sl be~ond ti:can, il 

me3n:. ri:~trtclmg lfadmon to , he pa:.L Bue chat i~ 10 1rJn)fec ecumenism into an :i.rt1fic1al \l,,Qdd <w hile one ~Ot.~vn 
prac11~1ng pamcularisauon by fencin g oif onc: ·!t own thing, Since 1h1s prc)tNC: i i. r_c arded as ,mmun~ rrom 
J13loguc: bul t!t ,11II c lung 10. 11 I!> lowered trom the: re-ai m ot 1ru1h into the: >phcre 0 1 mere cu~iom fin.ill~ enc 
1uc='>t1on an:scs a~ to v,hc:ther 111 a mauer of truth ~1 all. or JUSI • t 1:ompanngd1tferenc CU')tom) ,,nd llmling a ""a~ 

u r recon<:1hng chem. (n any c;sl)c;:, the: remark th::.1 1he inuoauct1on ot cvgma1te d"c1)iOn) r:uscd , tncc: <b: 
'>cpar:u1o n )huul<J not be: ri:g.3 rded a~ ihe high po,nt o i chi! dialogue. 4,lcnol~'- ;i 1l1shc intC> the ~m

11
..:i.il ~h~c h 

, houlJ bi: tinnl~ re)1Stcd. 
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problem. To sol~·e i~ would be d~cisiv~ for the question or unity, It wo1.dd not be: h~rd 10 show that thi5. question 
affeecs aiso the pan,wlar are:l$ •n wh1cb foll agreemtnt hu not ye, been re:.ched, and wl\icb we~ n<1lcd in the 
commurugtton fro,:n Che Ccngre3311on for the Fa11h: Euchanst with emphasis on sac-nfice, traru.utnw.nllallO'l 
and, aocordJ.O~ to circums~an':cs· ador.u100 of the oomccrated spcci~~ ~eo~I mature and conrent of the 
pncstb~ ( with the_ q ~ts410n m the baekgroW1d or the mstiru11on of tbc sacraments ana of their actual number): 
theologac.al_substanuabon and 001.'crete e«lesiastic.al content of the Petri~ offiec. lt is not ~sible to deal with 
all the~ th_,ng$ here. Bua let. me Just add ~ne remark about the quw1on of tbe Eucharist. The great reformed 
d~n~m~nauon~ and the ~ngl1c;;an community ac:ccpted the M~ent creeds as pan of fheirown belief. and $0 the 
lnD 1tanan arid clmscoJog,cal f a.ich defined in the oouocils of the urty Church has been kept out of the debate. Side 
by side wich Sc:rip1ure and OOfflbine.d with it, this is lhe acrual nucleus of lhe unity which bmds us together and 
givc-s us hope of complete teoonc:ihatioo. 

For dtis reason we mu.,;1 for 1he sake or un1ry s1renuousl)1 resist any auempr 10 break up 1hi.$ central eC(lcSJal 
deposit or to discard as outmoded lhe pracrke based on II or reading Scripture together. A mere fundamen,alL~t 
approach co the Bible . .1do1Hed chese days by qui1e a number of people. would no1 tmng us tog-ether but WO\lld 
soon break up the Bible i1sel!. Withow this oen1rc the Bible would "asc 10 be one book and '-1,·o~ld lose us 
auchoncy. 

So. although unity remained in the Creeds. the break in the form of -e\leharutic lirurgy had ats full effect. Bulin 
point of fact, in spite of aU 1extual a.ad ritual differences, the consistent unity of strucnJte &ad unckntand.in_g of the 
eueharistic Liturgy in cbe pre•Rcformation Chi.acb (1ogether with the baptismal lirurgy) "''as the viul habitat in 
~•hlcb the Christian do&ma of that Church was rooted. The authority or tradition in the (aSC of eucharinie model 
canic-s no JeM weight than m the case of COu.l'leils and their creeds, even though it is dl.tf erently cxpr~ - eh.rough 
constant living enactment i0$tead of by conciliar decree. h is ru.Uy only pos.sible ro mlkc an artificial $.tpatation 
berwcen the two: in bolh cue$ ic is the one basic form of the pre-Refonnac.oo Cbun:-b cxpres.sing iuclf. 
Unfortunat~ly this connection was co longer cuily recognisable in the late a,edievaJ Cbt1«:b and its oe lebrition o( 

Mus. Bue aU the same ooe can imagine wbat it wouJd CDQD for ecwncaism if the inseparability of lhis unioo ""ere 
again bolh znanifcs1 and reco~d. U we bad today lo 'prove' the Trlnitarlan dogma and Cbristologieal &.itb 
&om Scripture in the S3me coouover1ia.l way as lhc sacrificial character o( the Eucllarist, ow endeav~r to rueb 
oommon cooclusioM would certainly be no Jess :uduoU$. On the otber ba:ad, if the basic form of lhe Linngy o{ the 
early Chureb were accepted as a lasting berita,ge, raa.kiog with conciliar cn:eds, this would provide ua.ifying 
hermeneutics which v.'OuJd render many pointS of conceotion supcrOuous. The Church ·s liturgy beioa the original 
interpretation of the biblical heria.a~ bas oo need to justify itscll before historicaJ rcc.onstructions: it i$ rather 
itself the standard, spt"W'lg &om 'lfhat is living, wluch directs research back to the initial it.age,.J:1 

I do oot think that this sort of cor:wderation is merely an inteUeet\l.&l game. Fuodamcnwty it again points to the 
question of mere history and tbe signifiea.rlce of itS cootent (Gesch:icbte), or growth and life, i.e. the problem of 
autboriry and uad.itio,n wb.icb has oa:upied. our mi:ads throughout these ruminations. It is essential to have the 
mouaccurate knowledge possible of what the Bible says frQm an historical poinl of view. Prog,essive deepc:~g 
of 5UCh kllowtedge can always sef"e co purify and enridl tttdit.io:o. But wbat i$ merely historical remains 
ambiguous. It belongs lo the realm of hypothesis. whose c:crtainty is intcllcctua.l, not ""linty by whkh to U\'e . • 
To live by faith and die for tailh is po$$ible, only b«:alt$e the power of the living cx,mmunity. wt\ich ic created and 
still creates, OJ)t-ns up tbe significance of history a.ttd reodus it unequivocal, in a way thac oo ~OWll of mere 
rusoning oouJd do. The two levels we are rdcnmg to can be well iJJunrared by a formula m the ARCIC 
documents. As the authors unfold theLr theological vision, they rcpcatcd.1)1 use the P~. 'we believe'ff: lf I 
understand them aright, what ic actually means is 'i1 is OUT opinfoo ·: it is cxprcsS'i.ag the opuuoo.s of thcologia,u. 
But it is onJy wben 'We believe· is transformed from ' this ts ou_r opi.nion' to 'llus is our ~aith~ by what bas_been 
thought ouc cheologjeall)' th.ac it is caught up into the full lite ttrUm of ~e Ch~; only L0 tb1s way can umt)' be 
achieved. The wk that lies before us is 10 find a way 10 effect tins trans1tJon. The documeot from the 
Congregation o! the Faith was incended as a ccnml)Ution toward.I this. 

Conclusion . Prospect for the future 

This brin= me 10 my condusaoo. Perhaps what I have si_id sounds an plaut rather depl'U$ing. lt ma) ha .. ·e 
v- .... • f b b t h · •oo it i.s true chat the problems gjven the impres.sion that there far more problems UJan signs o o~. u ere• . . . . 

bdon1:1 to the realm of though, che hopefuJ signs totbe realm or life. The Pope·s v1)it w:).:Sa clear ,ndicauono(chLS. 
11:11- • • • ~ • Of b • ith• and life belong coaether: tosep~rtttc because it was a h ved event. ll was al.so a 3C$tUrC OL hope. C('IUr'SC" t OUe • • 0 ci d 

them would destroy bod,, The hopes of all ,n our days have come from lhose who h.a1,•e fj ,,ed 1.be lauh andcsu thetel . 
.. - :1..:.. h t - possible In eh LS sense a o ,c for ii Honr has dirccttdtboughc alona new ways and m.ade IUHIJ'Ul8 enncocu "·" • . 1. 

• r- • • U • t ·1 art tularcommunatt~ h\'COUI Cuear theology can and mU$t agree to th.e idea of rettpt1on. nuy cao grow on Y I P ~ 
faith with unjty as their goal. There must alwa)'$ ~ in1e,-play ~cween cbought and life. ~rum·y :"d Ci::d,m,~n~~ 
Although at 1imes tbinp have been held up , there 1s mud\ lh:at is ho~ful, precisely ""11 reg 
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~damental problem of the authomy of Living tndit1on and its cen~I orgarts in 1,he Unt'-Cr$al Church. and :also 
tn what c:onccffl$ the , n tunatc mutual re lat1onsh1p between the U navcr,,a I Church and each pantculu church. The 
fact~ most of t~e communities which were ooce national o r state churches have tranKcnded the frontters of 
countne$ and oonunents. means that there 1:s a new openness to the meaning of ·~tholic,cy- 10 the ongin_a l sense 
of the word. In th_e sam~ way ~aJ e.x~nence of ti; C'd eccles,al cocrimuoiry has modcl'3tcd u_aqerated 
fundamentahst 001,ons with reaard to Scriptu~ and faohtatcd new undet$tanding of the mnmng of trad,uon 
and of doctnnal 3\tlhOnty on a ucr.amcnul bas1-s. lo both cases con1a.c:t with the Onhodox Cl\urch h~ prO\rCd 
st1muliuing. The Eastern Cll~rc-h has en3bled rcfonncd communities to expencnce a fonn of Catholicity ftee 
from the burden of Western hl$tOry; ud on the other hand. thanks to their common su~ture. it hu enabled the 
C3tholic Church of the West to detCCt 3 number of itS own exasgcr.auons and pT'Cjudic:cs and helped it to 
differentiate better between whai lS c-ucnt~l to itsctu1.r.1ctcr and what as merely aocadental. Much i.$ on the move . 
and the ARC[C papers are ~rt of an endeavour to sicze rhe opporrun1ty of the moment. follow the way opt"ncd 
up for us and e3nyposstbilicy through co 3ctuahty. No one tan predict when con\tergence 'kilt end in unity. JUSt a$ 

no one could have (orscen the ways which have broug.ht us so far. History shows us I.bat a superlicLal unity which 
jumps the gun without inward prepar3tion through actual livrng. could only pro .. c harmful. Greater unicy is really 
10 be found m the fact that the ~panced c:ommunitics arc passionately ~eltmg che tn.ith together 1,1,•ith the firm 
mten1 ion o( imposing nothmg wh ich doe-snot come from the lord on che other p~tty. and of lo~ing no1h1ni 
cmn,m:d to us by Him. ln this way our hvcs advance towards each other bcati$e they arc d1rc-ctc:d towar~ 
Christ . Perhaps insmutJonal separatton has some $hare in the siJnificance of salva11on htstOI')' which St Paul 
3ttnbutcs to rhe djvtSion between lsr3cl and the Gentiles· namely that they should make ·uch othcrcnv1ous' . 
.. ,yin, with each other in corn mg closer to ,he Lord ( Rom.11. l l ). 

As regards pr~CH(aJ measures for \he future progrcs of aff&Jn between Anglie.1ns and the Catholic Church. the 
Pope and Arehbi~hop Runc1e Ul thctr jolot dcdaration at Canterbury on 29th May 1982 announced the next step 
to be taken: ·w(! arc 3greed that 1t LS now nme to )et up a new intemat,onaJ Comml.$$lon Its task will be to 
conunuc the work :ilre~dy begun: to examine. ~JHcr.ally in dtt light of our mJUcnv, 1udgnntnu on rh, final 
rtpon. the ousiandulg doctrinal dillerenc~ which sull separate us, w11h a view cowards theu final re5oOlu110n: to 
srudy all that hinders the mutual rccog1lit1on of 1be nurustncs of our Corn_munaons; and to recommend "-hat 
practical step$ wlU be o«~ry when. o n the buJS o( our unity ,n fa,jth. we~ able to proceed 10 the restoration 
of full commu.nion.• 

That is a modC$t statement as well as a hopeful one. The task it sets before U$ cannot be accomplished by 3 

commLss1on alone ; ,, n«ds the praycrfuJ support o f the whole Chun:h, whLch 1n the la!.t resort is ah,V3)S the 
msp1rarion of :iny hope o( umcy . • 

NOTES 

2. 

3. 
.i 
5. 
Sa. 

6. 

7. 
x, 
tJ . 
tn. 

Ani/rcan . Roman Catholi( /n1tma.tiorud Commir.sion, TIJt FU1D.l !upon: Windsor, Septtmbcr 1981. The 

3dmmed limuauon o( the document With regard to achte\·cd eonsensu.s ,s elu1ly expressed especially '" 
Aulhonty t.n tlat Church II ( 1981). 1-«11011 Jurisditraori. 16-33, Al$0 tn other plaecs. e.g. Eluc,d:mon 10 

£ucharisnc Doctrine ( 1979), 8 . 9. certalll limttauons-arc menuoned. 
d Euchansnc Doctrint ( 1971). 12: ·we believe we ha\·e reached ubstanual agreement on 1he doctnnc 0 1 

1hc cucharist . .. .... . if there arc any rcmatnang points of d1s.1grc:emcnt they ~n be re~l,•ed on the 

pnnc1ples here c~tabltshed .... .. • 
Condus1on . 1981 
C: ,K, Au1honry rn the Church I. 26 (conclus1on) • 
cl Lumtn Ct1111um U. 12~ III. 22~ especially in thiscontexl IIJ . 2S . 
Th. Sehnulccr. Tiu Amtri(IJJI 80()ko/Comm()n Prayu (ThRcv78. 1982. 265-272) poantsouc that J.Sa result 
or .. Ch urch or Eng.land (Worship and Doetrine ) McMurc 197-l' ._ the Churcb of England tts<IJ. w,choul 
r3ttfic::i11on from Parliament. can ma.kc decmons about its luurgieal books, ·W,ch Schedule: ~ of ll'II) 
document Lhc: Act of Umformuy 1662. hkc: almost aJI 1Jturgie31 enactmcnl)of st11tc: controlled churches. ht> 

become II valid (a.a .O .• Note J. col. 2660. ., h O tnatort 
The n!.Cnttal content of the: text was pre-announced ,n a letter. published on 3l.3. l9~L in t e 'SS ' 
Roman<>. from 1he Prdect of Lhc Congreg3uon for the F:uth. 10 the Catholic Ch.11"1':ln ot RCIC. Bishop 

Cl3rk . 
Dti Vtrbum II . 8 
A :1thonty in the Church 11 . 27 ( 19 I ) 
Authonry in 1hr Churdr (. Elucidation J ( 1981 ) .. 
,tuu. ··wh~h have u 1hdr content . fundamental mallet'$ of faJth • 
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11. ibid. 
12. Awlwrir)• 111 the Church. 11 . 29 

lJ. d especially the important cs.~ys &orn J. Pieper, 8udtslab~nUuuigm (Munchcn 1980) n. 30: E. Coreth , 
O~frogtn 1tr Htrm~curiJc (Fmt>urg 1969): H. Anton. lnu,r,~11 • in: 1. Riner . t(. Grunder 
Hutonc}ra Wo,urbudi dtr PluJ{)S()phit IV (1976) 514-517. • 

14. J. Rattinger, Thcologisdu />rin.:.,p~nJtlsrt (Muoc:hen 1982) 251 - 263: 300 - 31~ 
lS. Authoriry m tlu Chwcli U. U . The te;1_1 of LG I. 8. quoted here in support. is w from cxprcs.sini ~eh .a 

con .. ~on. The ta.t runs; • ·Hacc es1 uruca ~m~• Ecclesia, qu:i.cn to S)-mbolo unam. saneucn c:;alhouca.m. e, 
apostoLic:un co°:fi1emur •.•.•.. Hacc EoclC:l!a, in h<X muodo ut socic:~s constiruu et ordutau, ,u~1stu Ln 

Eoclu1a_ cathoLic.a. a suoceMOrc Pctn et ~ptSCOp&S U'I cuu c:ommuo1onc gubtm4U, beet extr:l c1us 
comp~gwcm element.a pluro $1lnctific:.r.homs et ~riuit:i$ uwcniuntur. quac ut dooa Ecclc:si~e CnmtL 

propna, 3d unicatcm cat.holicam impdwu. • (llus lS the unique Chu~h of Chnsc wt:ucb LO the Creed ,,.,e 
a-..·ow 3$ one. hol)·. catholic and apostolic ..... . thl$ Chu~h. constituted o.nd organised ,n the world .u i 
soaety, subsL'it$ in the Cathob( Churc-b. which is governed b~· the succcs.sor oCPeter and by the bis-hops in 
umoo WJtb thac SUCCC$.~r. 3hhough tnllly elcmcots of s..ulC'tific:uion or truth can be found outside oi her 
;'Sible strucrurc. These clcmcntS. however. IL$ gi.ru properly bclooi to \he Cbu.rcb of Chnsc. pass~ an 
trlncr dynamasm towards Catholic uony.) Nehbct does Unll4tis Ruliruegrorio m. n. quoted io the same 
context. say anything of the kind. It g;ves a rypology of dm.su,ns. a.ad ends the de.$,CTiptJon of communitit! 
re~ultmg from 16ch ~tury divisions wtth the sent~oe: 'lnter eas. in qu.ibus traditi01'C$ et structurac 
catholicae ex partc subsiscere pergum. locum spccialem 1enec CommLmio angl.ic.an.a'. ( . .\mong those in 

which some Catholic traditions. and ios,ntutions continue to exist. che Anglican Communion OCC'Up1C$ a 
special place). 

16. V . Twomc~•. Aposrolikos Thronos. ~ Prim4cy af Roml as rtflttttd U1 tM Church Hisu,ry of Ewtbiw 41:ff 
mt his1onC<>-opo/()gtcu: wfllings c/ St. AIMPl4S.ius w grtm (Mwuter 1982). nu utrcmely tborouyi work 
( to my mind ) m11Jc.s 3 fuming point in che approach to this subjttt io dogmatic history. Here pcrh.ips for the 
tint tune it is aga.irt broughc co lighc bow profoundly imbued the ~Refonnuion Cbu~b ~ _s w,th the 
Petnne idea and ats oonncction with tbe s« of Rome. and al$o how soon the (On~puon of a noie eburth 
began to b~ak away from lt . A r«encly publ~ hed book b>• S1. Hom. Parou KJllhtdro (Paderbom 198:) 
throws similar light on the Stb ccntut)' . ow tha, both these books have appurtd. the eoinmonpJ3c,e 
judgmenu of the present day on th~ subJe~ will ba\•e to be thoro-ughly re,..eumincd 3nd pou,ibl~ r,cvi$cd. Cf 
also b,• St. Hom L,a •• Se_dLs Apostolic a ··: Thtologicol o.utk>ok of tM £osr a1 w ~i.nning of tilt si:rrh cm~·. 
1.11: Jsrmo 19i5. -l35 - 456. 

1 i. The same obJeetion a pp lie:$ especially to the Catholic • Orthodox joint suucm~oc. Lt mysttr-t fk r EglzJe tr 
.dL l'Eudwns~ a la lumr.trt du m1mtrt dt ~ Sarntt Tnnitt. 

18. J. Meyendorfi. lwchlkmr Reg~7t0li.nnus: Sm.ucturm du Gtmti.nsclslJft odn Vorwand dd Seporansmus! 
in: G . Alberigo -Y. Congar ·H. J . Pol'tz:?leye:r, Kirdu im WC111dtl. Ew kriiisw Zwr.schmb,lan: mJch dori 
Zwcikn Volikanum (Duucldori 1m). 303 - 318: d e.g. page jll: "ooe can sec bow modern nationalism 
has deformed lcgjtimate eccle:$-iastictl pro .. -iocialism iu,d rurned JC into a clo.ak for clhruc scpa.r.,tism." 

19. ibid . 316ff. . . . . . ,. 
20. d Elucidation ( 1979} to Ministry and OrdiNHion, para 3: 'both rr.uiitions : Auuwruy mC,~ C~uUrch 1;,_18d· • 

" both our rndJtionf ; s.o also ibid. 19; ibid. 25: ·our tw~ traditions': acdAwhonl)· itt rht nurch • : tul • 

15: 'both our traditions·. _ 
21. cf mv own coouibutiOlt$ in: K. Rah.ner • J. Ratzioger. Off~n.b(lJ'll,flg un4 tlbutit/oung (Frieburi l %5 ). 
22 . Elueidarion ( 1981) 10 Awlwriry m JM Churdt 
23. lrcniko n 5.5 ( 1982) 161 £. quo1ation 162. 
:?J. cf T1ttologi.schc Pn'nzipimWtrt (Mu.nehen 1982) 109 - 211 (text &otn 1976). 
25. c! J . Ratzinger. Das Fcsc <U:S Gl.aubcns (Eimiedcn 1981) . . . 
26. d R. Spaemann. DiL chri.s~ Rtligion W1d d4S Eruk dL:$ mofkmQt B~•us.scstuu. m tht LnCcm~uonaJ 

CUholjc pcriodieaJ C()"'11WlliO 8 ( 1979) 2S 1 • 270. especially 26-l - 1.68. , . . 
27. T o give jtJ$t 50rnc example$. though lhe mcarung of the word is pcrbaps97n9o)c6u~cdy ~ e.~: ~~i~~ 

M1.11ulT)· ond Ordinalib" ( 1973) 6: -we believe·; EJu.cidati()rt to it ( I • ~ . _; .. • th 

b I. , "· C - ,.,..., ;rman"s PrdacecoAu.tho,.,·n,mrJatCJuuch(l976). pan4: "wcbchcvc : ,~uthonJ'.Vu:t t 
e ie,es • U""'--u .. _., • · -✓ • th ct forec o(the d .:1.1m mn~c 

Church l. is: " we believe". l find it dlfficultco answer tbe question 3.5 co e ex~ , . . ,e" 
'or the oontects ,-cn,o,cfal'v because for the actual ceaching of 1he Church 3 tcmunolt'I~ 15 used ~~ate~ ~ 
t ' • -,-- • . . . • ed ts d S .\ulhc~• in int nW'(n 
si.mil.lr to those eitpressionso(the Comml.S$10n Lo the 4f~rcmecr1on 1ex • e. • • • who c~~ 
II ,7. "The welfare of th.c koinon.ia does not rcqu1rc lh11t 311 the statcrncrus of th;5~ hsp 8 1 
a~lhoritanveJy on. behalt o( che Cbureh should be coos1detcd pcffllancn,, exp~~~oru,n~ ~~I }:'J ~o~e 

' d" • r ;,.·on OD Cl'\.IC:ial 1sSU~O piUlOr.u ursc: ~; 
s ituations ma)' oocur whore senous ivtstoos o opu,, . o ex rcss1on o( the miml o( the 
definitive judgem~t. Any such s1atement wouJd .be in1c:dcd thas o. nd :C the Church und fa11h of the 
Cbut'Ch ... " "Ibis inevitably gives rise to the quesuon as to OW' e m, 



Church relate to c:M:h Olher, which mttnJ that the respernve levels of faith :u,d theology mU$t be futthcr 
clarifi~. 

28. Aeta Apostol.icac Scd,s 7~ (1982), 8, page 9'15, Th.c above mcnrie>Md Ed1tori11l of lrenlkoo {se< note 23) 
when n.a.min.g the first 1uk stgni6QJ'llly •OfflitS the phnu.e " C:$1)CQaUy in the light or our r~~ctivc 
Judgcm.cncs on 1he Final Repon": ,t contradkted 100 obvi.ou.sly the polanty wggcstcd by the satd ir11c:lc 
between the text of the con.gregntion or the Fa.i1h a.nd tbc utterances of the Pope • not a very fair way or 
conveying information to the rc&dcr. 
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