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Observations of the CongregaLion for th,'! D octrine of 
the Faith on the report of ARCIC-11: Salva1ion and the 

Church 

PrefllCt' 
The following ob~rvatiom, con:.titute an Juthoritative doctrinal judge­
ment whjch is offered 10 the mcmhcrs of the Cornmi:.sion for the turthcr­
ing of the dialogue. They ha\c been prepared by 1hc Congregation to r the 
Ooctnne of the Faith w11hm the framework of i t!> eontacl l> w11h the 
~cretariat for Christian Unit)' · 

I. General judgement 
Taken as a whole. even though it doc:. not pre!><!nt a compktc Leaching on 
thi:. question and even though i t contam!> !>Cveral ambiguoul> formula­
tions, the document of the Second Anglican-Roman Catholic Inter­
national Commi~ion (ARCIC-11) entitled Sufrutic.m a11d the Church can 
be interpreted in a way that conform:, with Catholic fa11h . II contatnl> a 
number or sati:,fymg elements, no tably on pomtl> that h.ivc bccn cl.i:,:.ic­
ally controvcr.,ial. 

The judgement of thc Congreg.uion for thc Ooctrinc of the fallh on 
thts report is therefore :.ub:,tantiall} po:,t1ivc. We arc not, ho\l,,e\'er, al the 
point of bemg abh; to ratif) the final afhrmation ( 0 32) according to 
which the Catholic Church Jnd the Anglic.in Communion ·arc o1grccd on 
the essential aspccb of the doctrine of :.ah a11011 and on the Church':, role 
"'i thin it'. 

2. Principal observations 
(a) The document i:, written in a lung11u1<t' v.hich we m1gh1 de!,(;ribc al> 
symbolic and it i:, therefore difficult to interpret it univoc.tlly. Such an 
interpretation i:, ncces:,ar) given that the purpo:.c i:, 10 reach a dchn111-.c 
declaration of agreement. 

(b) 011 the chapur ·sat1·u11011 111111 the Fcmh ·: 
- bec.iuse of the importance, in di:,cu~:,ion with Pro tc~tant:,. of lht: 

whole problem of l Olu jidttl, a more extended d1:.cu~ion of 1h1s contro­
versial point would be de:.1rablc: 

- i i would be good 10 have: further prcc1:.1on on the rclation:.hip be­
tween grace and faith a:. ·1111uum ;ulwi~ • (cf. N° 9); 

- the relationship jidel quue - fideJ. qua ·. together with the d i:,tmction 
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bel\\ecn ·a~l>urancc· an<l ·certitude' or ·ccriainty" nce<l!> 10 be better 
dc,dopcd. 

(c) Cu11n,mi11g the chuptt•r ·Sukutiu11 u11J Goud IVorl.:, ·: 
- i1 would be appropnaic 10 gi,e more prcci:,1on on the doc1rine or 

grace and m..:ril in rcla1ion IO 1hc db1inc1ion bc1wccn JW,lillcation and 
~nc11tic.1110n : 

- if 1he fonnulation ·l111111/ 1101/J:, t't pc'ccuwr· i~ 10 be rewincd II should 
be explained more fully so a~ 10 avoid all ambigui1y; 

- in general. the sacramen1al cconom) of grace in the regaining of 
fn:nlom out of l>in should be pu1 more in cvidcnce (cl. for example nn. 21 
and 22). 

(d) Co11cc'm111g the clwprer • fl,e Clmrdt a11d Sall'lltion ·: 
- the rok of the Church 111 ~1lva1ion i:, noi only 10 bear wi111CSl> to it, but 

ab.o and aho, e all , to be 1hc effcctivc inl>trumcnt - no1abl) by means of the 
i.cven sacramcnb-of ju:,1itic:ition and 'wlrn1ion: 1hi:.. e!>!>Cntial poinl need!> 
to be further elaborated. c:..pccially in rda1ion 10 Lumen Ge1111um. 

- ii i~ particularly important to drnw more clearl) the d1!>tinc1ion bc-
1wecn the holi11ess of the Church a:. universal :.acramem ot !.alva1ion on 
1he one hand and i1s membc~. v. ho in M>mc measure arc i.11II given 10 sin, 
on the oiher (cL W 29). 

3. Conclusion 
The di, crgence, which. 1111hc light of 1hi:. documc111 l>till cx1 1 be1ween 1he 
Catholic Church and lhc Anglic.in Communion pnm:ipally concern ccr-
1;iin al>pec1s or ecclesiolog) and of sacramental docuine. 

l11e vil>ion of the Chun:h as sa.:ramcni of salvation anJ the specitically 
!>dcramemal Jimcn:,ion of man':, ju:.tifica1ion and sanc1ifica1ion ;ire 100 
vague and too v.cak 10 allow us 10 .iftirm that ARCIC-11 has arrived a1 
:.ub:,1a111ial agrc.:mcm . 

Commentary on the Observations 

( I Im 1:ngla lr lt'Xt i:> a 1ra11:,,/u11011 of un ltulia11 u rtgmal. ) 

The nature or the Observations and the purpose or the prt=Sent Comment.ar) 
l'lle public.uion la:.t )C:ar of Safratw11 and the Church, the (hn.1) documenl 
of the second Anghcan-H.oman C.Hholic l n1.:rna1ional Commi:,:,ion 
(ARCIC'-11 ). w;i:, accompanied b) a prd1minary 1101.: which explained ils 
:,tatu!> Among other thing:. it cxplaincd that •it 1:, not an authon1a11vc 
d.:clara11on b) the Roman Catholic Church or by 1he Anglican Com­
munion. ~ho v.1ll C\aluale 1hc documc111 in order to 1ake a position on it 
in due rime·. For lhcir part. the au1hors declared thal ·the Commis:.ion 

l:.ntt11t'11ic ul /1.u te:. a111/ Doc11111.-11tll1to11 

,~ill be glad to receive ob:.ervation:. .ind cntici:.nb made in a ..:on:.truc11ve 
and fra1emal :.pint'. 

The publicauon 1oda), with lhc aulhorit)' of .i tcxl approved b) the 
Holy Father , of 1hc Ob:.ervalionl> ol the Congrcga11on for the Ooctrine 
of 1hc fai1h on 1ho: .ibove mentioned document of AH.CIC-II takc:. pla-:e 
wilh this in mind. The pre:.ent Commental") on thel>e ob:.crvat1U1b I!> 

i1ucnded 10 facilitate undc~tanding of the document and the Ob:.cr­
va1ions themselves, and con_:.equcnt ly II il> ;ibo 1111endcd 10 encourage the 
members of the Commi!>l>1on. c.::.pcc1all) the Cmholic one:., in the contin­
uation of the dialogue which began in 1982. 

A point emphasised in the document 
In the introduction, 1hc ;iuthor:. :.kct-:h out a l111d oft) polog) ol their 
respective position:., and maintam thal they ca11 idenlily an impon,111t 
CJu:.e of disunion in 1he diffcrenl explan;iuon:, <>I the r< la11011 bct,,cen 
divine grace and human rc:.pon~. Lcavmg a!>idc the 111ev11ablc over­
:.implificatiom, in 1h1:. :.lctch. one point empha.,1:.cd in the document c.in 
be concentrated on: the 1111cnor 1ran:.rom1a11on of 1hc human per:,on 
achic, ed by the pre!>cncc of the Holy ~piril. 

Salvation really i:., according to the document. a •gift of grace· (n. 9). 
the •gift and pledge of the Holy Spiri1 to every believer' (n. HI), "'ho 
;iccomplishcs in 1he believer Im, ·;ibidmg prc!>cm:c and acuon' (n. 12). 
Properly :.peaking II l l> 111 thi:. 'indwelling of the Holy Spin1' (n. 9), thal 
con:.i:.l.l> the prc~cncc of 1hc Go<l who jul>l1 lic:. lhrough 1hc gift or il 
righteOu!>ne:.:. ·which i:. hi:. and become:. ours· (n. 15 ), and who rcah~:, in 
us 'deliverance from evil', ·puttmg away ol :.111· , ·re:.cue from bondage'. 
and ·removal of con<lemnallon' (n. 13). Thi:. 1, 1101 a 111Ic or a purely 
extenor imputation. but a gih which, by making 1hem partaker.,, ol the 
divine nature, inwardly lranl>form:. human pc~n:. (cf. l .ume11 u<'111tum , 
40). 

Sec king to ex pre:.:. 1hc different unde~landing:. of 1he verb 'd1l.uww1 •. 
1he document speaks of a 'di,me declara11on of ae4u11t;il' (n. 18). but tm,t 
emphiiSises that 'God's grace cffccts "'hill he declares: his creative word 
1mpans what it impute:.. B y pronouncing u:. righleou:.. God abo make:. u:. 
righ1eoLI!>' (n. 15). Thi:, is followed b) the :.pccificalion, ' lhc n ghteou:.nc!>!> 
of God our Saviour i:, nol only declared m .1 Judgement made b) God in 
favour o f ~inners, bu1 i:, abo bc!>towed a!> a gill 10 m.il,..e them n gh1eou:.· (11 . 

17). From a juridical perspective. nghteou:.nc:,:, rcpre:.enl:. 1hc ''-erdKt of 
acquittal' or :.inner:., bul , at the ontological lc"cl, 11 i:. ncce!>l>ar)' to :..i) thal 
'God":, decl;irauon ol forgivencs:,, and rcconc1h.it1on docs not leave rcpen-
1an1 believers unchanged but c:,labli:.he:, wi1h them ;in in1im;i1c and 
pcr:.onal relationship' (n. It!). 

On this subject, we poin1 out incidental!) thc amb1guit) ol the refer­
ence 10 the Lu1heran expre!>l>ion °l1m11/ ill.)tu.1 .,, peccawr' (n. 21 ), which 
in an) ca:.e doe:, not belong to the Anglican trad11ion. If one re all) v. i'.'>hc:. 
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to maintain this fonnula, it would then be necessary 10 state what exactly 
is intended: not the existence of two states in the baptised person 
contradictory to one ano1hcr (tha1 of grace and that of monal sin), but the 
possible presence, in the righteous one who possesses sanctifying grace, of 
thal •!>in which does not lead 10 dea1h' ( I John 5: 17). 

The p..-oblem of faith 

As regards baptism, "the unrepeatable sacramen1 of justification and 
incorpora1ion into Christ' (n. 16). 1he document underlines, and not 
without reason. the imponancc of faith. ·sacramemumfidei': 1his expres­
sion of St Augm.1ine, who is referred 10 here (n. 12), was repeated, as is 
no1ed. by the Council of Trent (DS 1529). Baptism is indeed a sacrament 
of faith. as is witnessed by the Scriptures and the Fathers. However, the 
document from the beginning strongly accentuates 1he subjective dimen­
sion of the faith (fides qua}, explained primarily as ·a trul}' human, 
per..onal response' (n. 9), and ·commitment of our will' (n. IO), but only 
mentions ·asi,ent to 1he truth of the gospel' in passing (n. IO). E,en if the 
'jide:. fiducialis ' is thus to a cenain extent completed by 1he aspect of 
·as:.emus 1nrellecru:; •. in the rela1ionship between 'ftdes qua· and jides 
quae' there nevertheless remaini. an imbalance to which the Congregation 
for the Doctrine of the Faith dr,n~s attention in its Obscrva1ions. 

That faith is necessary for justification is a tru1h which cannot be 
ques1ioned, but which must be properly unders1ood. According to the 
Council of Trent, ·we are called jus1ified through fai th because faith is the 
beginning point of the sah•ation of the human per..on, the foundation and 
the root of e,ery justifica1ion, ·•without which it is impossiblt: to be 
pleasing to God" (Heb 11 :6) or to come to share 1he destiny of his 
children' (DS 1532). 

The affirmation. •it i!> by fai th tha1 it (salva1ion. the gifl of grace) is 
appropriated· (n. 9), takc:s on it!> full 11,eight only in 1his ligh1. If ju!>tifica­
tion ii. abO\e all 1he obJecr ivc gift of God, which the sacramenlS com­
municate as principal in!>trum<!nts, faith does not cease to have, in reali1y, 
a dec1!,i\e. even if !>ubordina1e. role. Only fai1h can , in fac.:t , n:cognise the 
realil) of 1hi!>g1ft and prepare the !>pint 10 receive it: only fai th assures that 
inward partii:iparion in the sacrament!> which renders their action effica­
ciou!> in 1he soul of the bclkvcr. At the s.ime rime faith, by itsclf, is not 
capable of JU!>tifyi ng the !>inner. Furihermorc, in order to belier clarify 
thi!, point. it 11,ould have been u~ful 10 also treat 1hc question of fai th in 
the caSc of the baptism of children. 

In order to full) iake into account the incapacil) of so/a ftde1 10 Justify 
the human person. the distinc1ion be111,cen ·a~urance· and ·certitude' or 
·certJint) • 11,i1h rc!>pect to sal,arion should have been better explained . 
The authentic ·as!>urancc of ~ l\'allon· (n. 10; cf. n. 11). 11,hich the human 
person ix·hsc!>se:.. i!> founded on the certainty of fauh 1ha1 God wishes ·10 
have mere~ on all' (Romans 11 :32) and ha!> offered to 1hem. in the 
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sacraments, 1he mean!> of !><tlva1ion. ·1 h1!> cannot mean a perM>nal c.:r­
ta.inty of one's !>alvation, or of one's own :.late of grace. !>ince the fragility 
and sinfulness of the human person can alway!> be an ob:.tacle to God's 
love. 

The sacnunent.ill dimenison of SMnctilication 
The traditional Protestant fear referred to in the document (cf. n. J4) 1ha1 
the Catholic understanding of !>anctification threalens the absolute gra­
tuity of salvation does nol seem well-founded, !>ince one i!> quite aware 
that the totally free communication of grace come!> from above (d. John 
3:7). 

But it must be pointed out that the document d0t:s not sufficiently l..eep 
io mind the sacramental dimension of sanc11tica11on, alludmg as it docs 
only briefly to the post-baptismal sacramcnb. wtuch arc the pnvileged 
means of the communication of grace. In add11ion to the Eucharist. to 
which only passing allusion i!> made, and without much doctnnal ngor (d. 
n. 16 and 27). emphasis :.hould have been given in parucular IO 1he 
significance and the neces.-,i1y of the ~crament of penance, of which -
according to Catholic doctrine - ·rcpcnt,rnc.:· (n. 21) as. although funda­
mental. only an aspect, and not reducible , morco,·cr, 10 ·penitential 
disciplines' (n. 22). 

Above all the affirmal ion ot the document. · 11 i!> by daily repentance and 
faith that we rcappropriate our fre.-:dom from !>in' (n. 21) deserved more 
precise explanation funher on. It 1s true that repentance (and 1he faith 
which is a presupposition of i1) cons1itu1c::s the nucleus 01 conversion from 
sin, and that perfect con1ri1ion reconciles with God. But on 1h1~ matter the 
Council of Trent makes the following decisive specification 111 thb con­
text: • Although it sometimes happens thal contrition is perfected by 
charity, and reconciles the human person with God before 1hc l!lfective 
rcconcilia1ion of the !,acramcnt, ncvenhclc>!> thll> reconcaliauon mu~, not 
be anributed to the contrition itself apan from the desire for the ~acra­
ment t·votum lacramenti"J, which i!> includt!d in 11' (DS 1677). In fact, the 
human person is freed from the •sin which leads to dea1h' ( I John 5: 16) 
by means of sacramen1al contact with the Redeemer. or at lca~t b} mean~ 
of the desire to be clcani.cd b:,, a :.acramcntal grace which no one can give 
lo oneself. 

Freedom and merit 
With good reawn the document s.:ek!> to t1ddr.;s.-, the question of good 
11,orks beginning 11,uh a reflection on freedom, but the approach adopted 
remains insufficicnl from many points of view. The pre-eminent gift of 
1h;u freedom which resuhed from 1he rcdcmpuon i!> properly underlined: 
· tn restoring us to his likene!>S, God confers freedom on fallen humanity'. 
But the cxplana1ion which follows provoke~ puulemcnt: ·thi!> i:. no1 the 
natural freedom to chooSc: between alternative!>, but the freedom 10 do his 
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will' (n. 19). ~uch an oppol,I1100 bc1>ween IY.O kinds ol treedom could in 
fact rdcr to a conecp1ion of human freedom Y.hich does nOI take full 
account of ib created nature. According 10 Ca1holic doc1rine. the depri­
vation of original rightcoul,ne~ Y.hich folloY.cd upon the;: i.in of Adam 
makei. human per~ms incapable of 1endmg, with the powe~ tha1 remain 
to them. toY.anb 1he ~upernatural end for which 1hcy were created. 
Ncvcrthele!>:>, as the council of Trent ad~ in 1his pe~pec1ive. i.in do.:i. not 
101all) corrup1 human nature; it injure;:i. human na1urc w11hou1 taking 
.iway i1s original capacity of pleasing God (cf. OS 1555, 1557, etc.). 

Wnh 1hei.c premisei. in mind, it ii. now pol>l>ible 10 addrc~ 1hc problem 
of mcri1. For 1he purpose of excluding. correctly, an unacccp1able 
undemanding of i.alvation 'because of works' which Y.Ould suppoi.e the 
posi.ibili1y of human personi. auaining salrn1ion 1hrough 1heir own effort, 
1he documem 1urru to the Pauline expre:,l,ion, •for 1he purpose of good 
works· (l:.ph 2: 10: cf. also 2 Cor 9:8). The main l,(;:Ction dedicated 10 this 
Iheme (n. 19 ff.) endcavou~ to reconcile 1hc teachin~ of St Paul (Gal 
2: 16) and St Jamt:i. (James 2: 17 ff.) on works. But a more exac1 placement 
of the:.e 1eachings in their respecuve contexts would have con1ribu1ed 10 a 
beuer grasp of the point Y..hich the Congregation for the Doc1rinc of 1he 
Failh makei. in thii. regard. St Jamei. affirmi. that we are justified by means 
of Y. orki. and not by fanh alone (Jamei. 2:24), while S1 Paul i.1rongly 
emphasises 1ha1 works carried out prior 10 fai1h are no1 mcritorioui.. 
wi1hou1 hei.i1a1ing, hoY.ever. 10 invi1e the believer ·10 be adorned with 
good dee~· (I Tim 2: IU). Thll> means 1ha1 human pc~ons canno1 merit 
fundamental jll!>tification, tha1 ii., canno1 pass by their own cflort from the 
i.lah: of sin to 1hc ~1a1e of grace, but 1hat they arc called and made able 10 
·muhipl) good Y.ork!> of every !>on· (Col I : 10): no1 producing them •from 
~If' (John 15: 14), bu1 while •Ji,ing in 1he love· of Christ (John 15:9-10), 
love v.hich ·has been poured ou1 in our heani. through the Holy Spiri1 who 
ha!> been given 10 u!>' (Romans 5:5). 

In this sense, IO!>ay 1ha1 Chrii.lians canno1 ·put God in their deb!' (n. 24) 
is 10 hmi1 oneself 10 an overly extrinsic affirmation with respect 10 inward 
co-opna1ion wuh grace, such as the Church c:minemly contemplates ii in 
the co-operation of Mary in 1he work of salva1ion. Such co--0pern1ion is 
nOI 1hc condi1ion of our being approved of in the eyes of God. or of his 
forgi,cnc:.s; i1 i:. rather a grace 1ha1 Chris1 conferi. frcdy and Y.i1h ab~lute 
generoi.11). It ii. the frui1 of 1hc •fai1h which exprc.:!>:.cs i1self 1hrough love' 
(Gal 5:6). 

The role of the Church in sal ~ ation 

The Comm1:.!>1on present!> a ra1her vague conccp1ion of 1hc Church Y.hich 
seems lo lie: al lhe ba:.c of all 1he difficullie:, 1ha1 have been pointed out. 
Cen ainl), one can onl) be dehgh1ed by 1he fac1 1ha1, in dc:.cribing the 
Church, 1hc nouons of '!>ign· (n. 26), •ini.trumcnt • and ·!.acrament' (n. 29) 
are cxplicitl) taken up, no1io~ Y>hich 1hc Second Va11can Council it!,Clf 
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proposed ( LG I , 9. 48). 13) the eAprci.:.mn ·l,1eY..ird:.l11p' (n. 27 ). iti. 
i.1 ruciural d1men!>iun ii. abo cmphaM!>Cd. lmkcd, 1h..: Church 1i. not only 
a !>plrilual communion. hul ·~ ali.u coni.1itul1H.:ly a •vi:.iblc urganii.m·. a 
·soc1c1y structured with hierarchical org,mi.·, through which Chml ·com­

municatei. lruth and gr;ice io all' (LG 8). 
Thi:, ai.pt:ct, which 1he Commi::,:,1on Mll !>1111 have tu cxplurc in gre,tter 

dcp1h-with partirnlar rdercnce 10 the Qb:,erv.ition:. of the C:ongrcga1ion 
for the Doctrine of the h1iIh on the F-inal Kcport o l AKCIC-1' - JltJini. 
however ns auth..:nlic :.igmficance only b.:cau~ the Church i:, .il'-0 anJ ti~l 
of all a mystery 01 lallh: • 1:.ale1we lUJICIUe my1tt'riu111 • ( LG 5 ). ·1111:. point 
ii. tru ly decisive and onl) ii pcrnub a wa) ou1 l rom the dead end of a 
primarily l unctional ecclesiology, al 1hc mere) of human dii.poi.i11om,. 

Morcov..:r, onl) 1hii. point allowi. a 1rue u11dcr:.1anding of I he foundallon 
of the in1rinsic rela11on:,hip uf the Church Y. i1h i..ilvallon. rt11i. n.:lat1u11:.hip 
i!, not absent in 1hc document. particularly when 1hc Holy Spirit 1:, 
mentioned (n. Ui) o r when 1he l.:.uchari:,t i:. c~amincd (n. 27). Here abo. 
hov.evcr, :.omc darilkauom, arc ncce~r). 

For example, ii il, i.aid 1hat in the Euchani.t ·1:, celebrated" the ·once-for­
all alOning work of Chri:.t, realii.ed and eAprcl>!>Cd III thc lik of 1hc Church' 
(n. 27). Docs 1his exprei.sIon really 111d1ca1c rc:cogn11io11 ot 1hc ·prop111a­
tory value· of the euchari:,ti...: :.acrilil:c?' And doc:. the term ·reahl,c· impl) 
therefore an authentic ac1uah:,a11011 of 1hi!> i.acrilicc 1hrough 1he med1a11on 
of an ordained minii.1er,' who:..: pncs1hood d1ffcr,, es.-.cnuall)' from the 
common prics1hood of 1hc laithful lcf. LG 10)? ·111e impon.im.:c of thci.e 
qucs1im1!> will b.: readily gra:,ped. bccau:.c Y.hcn 1hii. doc1rine 1i. noi fully 
accepted. the role ot the Church in the lurther.rncc ot l,lllvauon risb b.:ing 
limited to witne!.:.ing 10 a 1ruth 1hat it ii. incapable of cftic,11.:iou:.ly makmg 
present. a trulh which then ri:,ki. being reduced 10 a :,ubJec11ve ·experi­
ence' which doc:. no1 bear wnhin itself lhc guaran1ce of i i i. redemptive 

power. . . . 
As for doctrinal con tent. 1hc Congregation pcrcc1vei. tinall) .i certain 

equivoca1ion on 1hc nature of thc ·t:cclellll mu1a·, conncc1ed Y.ilh 1hc 
i.1ress on 1hc idea, not erroneuu:, in it!.Clf, of 1hc Church · 111 coni.tant need 
ol rcpen1ance· (n. 29) and ·of renewal and purification· (n. 30) 11 ii. true 
that the Council. while dwelling upon on Ihe :.pec1tic nalur..: o f the 
Church, wanted 10 correct what ont: coulJ call a cenam eccle!>ial ·mono-

I ·O~n·auon:. on thc hnJI Report of ARCIC b) thc CungrcgJ11on for the 
Uoctrinc uf the l-d11h' Actu t\pu~tuluu,·.'frJo 74 ( 1%:!) 1063-IU7-I. 
:! /bid .. Ill(>(). ·Tue prop111atur) , alu.: thJt CJtholic JogmJ :mnbute:, IO tlu: 
l:.uchari:.t . v.h,ch 1:. not rm:n1toncd b) ARCIC. ,,, prcc1~I> lhat of11hcl ~era menial 
offering· (Scction H, I . I). _ 
3 /bid. ·Through him (1h..: pnc,tl the Church ulfcr.. -..icrJ~lcntJII) thc :,~cnhcc ol 
Chn:,t'. (Sccuon H. II . I). "["01..:I rcal pre:.cm:e of the :.arnhcc uf Chn,1 l .•"I ac.:om­
ph~hcd b) 1hc ,,.,cramcn1al v.unh. 1hJt" 111 -.a) b) 1hc mmt~tr) uf the pric:,t !><!)IOg 

m perwnu Clrro11 the v. orJ~ uf the LurJ • ( :X:c11on ij _ I. I ) . 
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ph)J>iti~nl'. dbCreetly cautioning agaim,t an cx~si.ive a~imilation of the 
Church imo Chrii,t. The Church is the immaculate Bnde whom the 
l>potle~ Lamb h~ purified (LG 6), but the Church ii. abo made up 
of human per..onl>, and as such •is called b) Chril>l to that continual refor­
mation of" hich , as a human and earthly institution , she always has need' 
tUR6). 

This entirely human aspect of the Church is real, but must not be taken 
m 1.!>0la11on. In her moi.1 inward c~scncc, the Church is ·holy and immac­
ulate' (Eph 5:27), and precisely for this reason she truly ii. the ·uni versal 
sacrament of !><!lvation· (LG 48, cf. 52), and her members are ·holy' (I Cor 
I :2, II Cor 1: 1 ). The fact that i.he, as a pilgrim, ·clasps sinners to her 
OO!>Om· (LG 8) and is thus •imperfect ' (LG 48) does not keep her from 
being ·on earth already endowed with real holine!>S' (LG 48) and ·neces­
sary for salvation' (LG 14). In fact, she carried out her salvific mission not 
onl} ·through the proclamation of the gospel of ~alva1ion by her words 
and dcec1i.· (n. 31 ), but also, ai, m)'!>tery which remains in human history, 
through communication of divine life 10 human persoru., and casting the 
light" hich shinei, forth from thil> divine life into the whole world (cf. GS 
-W). 

Substantial agreement? 
The preccding analysis has shown that the document of ARCIC-11 
contaim, many l>atisfying elements concerning a traditionally contro­
versial l>UbJect. One can onl} congratulate the members of the Com­
m1Sl>ion for having !>Ought to highlight the ·balance and coherence of the 
constitutive: elements· of Chril>tian doctrine and salvation (n. 32). The 
cruici!>m!> which have been exprcsl>cd do not in any wa}' deny the fact that 
the) hJ\'e lxen partially successful. But one cannot affinn that full and 
subl>tanua l agreement on the el>Sential al>pc!Cls of this doctrine has been 
dChie,c<l. primanl} because of deficienciel> concerning the role of the 
Church in salvation. To the concern of trying to a11ain unity on such a 
central point , wha1 one could call, based on St lrcnaeu!>, ·1he patience of 
growth into maturil} • would ha,e been preferable. 

Alr..-ad} in ih Observations on the Final Repon of ARCIC-1, 1he 
Congrega11on for the Docmnc of the Faith cautioned again:.l the am­
biguity of common texts "hich leave open the ·possibility of twofold 
mterpretation·.• The ~me ob!>Crvauon can be made today concerning 

~ Ibid .. 1116+--111!\S ·Ccna,n formulau,rn~ ,n 1hc Rcpon arc nOI suffic1cnll)' explicit 
anJ hence can knd lh<.'m!>l.:lvcs to a t"o-fold interpretation. in "hich bo1h panics 
can find um:hani,:cd 1hc: expression of 1heir o"n position. Tot~ pos~1bili1y of 
contrasung and ult1ma1cl) incompat,blc r.:adings of formulauons " hich arc appar­
ent I) Yl1,fo,·1uf) h.> bu1h ,,Jc, give~ ns.: to a quc~1ion aboul the rcal con:.en,us of 
thc t\\.0 Communions. pas1ors anJ fJi1hful alike. In dfcc1. if 1hc fom1ula11un which 
has reccl\cd the agrcemcnt of the c~pcns can be di,·cr..cl~ interpre ted. ho" could 
it ~f\C as a ba,1., for reconcihat,on on the lc,•cl of church life and practice?' 
(Sccuon A.!. 111). 
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Sa/1·011011 and rl,e Ch11nh. The language u!>Cd i:. l>trongly J>}mbohc. a:, i:. 
!>hown for example by the 11nage of·:.1ewardship' 101111.hcatc re:.ponl>ibilil} 
in the Church. Thanks 10 ill> cxpn.~ .... i\'e qualities , tht: document has been 
successful not o nly in i,trcngthcning in iti, reader:. an cager search for unity 
in the faith, but abo in !>Uitably pla..:ing it within the hcrmeneutical horiron 
of biblical language, a long the line, of Vatican II and l>Ome recent 
encyclicab. of Pope John Paul II. 

Nevertheless, it should be recognised that the :.ymbolic na1ure ol 1hc 
language makes difficul1 . if not impo\~iblc. a truly univocal agreement, 
wherc, a!> is the ca!>e here, 4ue:.tion:. arc treated which a rc dccisive from 
the dogmat ic point of view, and figure among th..: historically most 
controversial articles of faith . By ui.ing more rigorou:. doctrinal fo rmula­
tions, 1hough not necel>l>arily ~holai,lic oncs, one would have belier 
avoided the doubts which :.urfacc in dialogue ,r one doc:. not alway~ l>CCk 
a rigorous comparison beiween 1he re~pectivc poi,il1ons. or if one i:. 
sometimes satisfied with a conscnl>UJ> which il> almo~• entire ly verbal. the 
fruit or reciprocal compromi:.e:.. 

Without dil>avowing an)'thing in a method which has produced 111con-
1cstable results, one could still a!>k if ii would not be opportune 10 perfect 
the procedure in such a way as 10 permit a more precise de1enmna1ion of 
the doctrinal content of the formulas employed to cxpre:.s a common 
faith . Would it not be ~uitabk, along 1hc:.c line:.. 10 also potnt out , 
possibly in a separate protocol, the elements on which divergence) 
remain? 

Likewise, it would be desi rable 10 sec more a11cntion devoted to the 
Tradition, panicularly 10 the Father!>. and to the Magisterium or the 
Ca1holic Church , as well as 10 the oflicial acb of the Anglican Com­
munion, for example the 'Thirty-nine Article:. of Religion'.' 

The questions and the considerations raised in thc Ob:.ervation~ of the 
Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith have the sole purpose of 
encouraging the members of ARCIC-11 10 move forward along the road 
they have been following since 1982, when , in tituung this second Con:i­
mil>l>ion, Pope John Paul II and the Anglican primate Dr Robert RunCh: 
conferred on them the specific ta~k to ·examine, e:.pecially in the hght of 
our respective judgement:. on the final Report I A RCIC-11, the out~tand­
ing doctrinal differences which s1ill separate us, wi1h a view towardi, their 
eventual resolution .... ·• 

5 /biJ .. tOt>S. ·1t "ould ha\·c been useful - m order to cvaluatc the .:~act meaning 
of ccnam points of agreement - haJ ARCIC indicated their pos111on in rdcrence 
to the documents which havc conmbutcd )1gnilicantl) to the formulauon of the 
Anglican 1den111y (The Tl,irty-11i11e Articles of Rehg1on, Buol. of Common Prop•:r. 
Ordinul). in those Ca!>Cl> "here.: the a~rtion) of the Fmal Report i.ccm ~nco?1-
pa1iblc v.11h thcscdocumcm;,. Th.: failure 1otakc a )IJnJ on 1hcsc tex ~can gl\c n~ 
to uneenainl) about the c~act m.:anmg of the agrccmenb reached (Sccuon A. 
2.111). 
b Commu11 Declaruuon. n. 3. m Anu Apu,wl,cue Sedu. 74 ( 1':1112) 925. 




