Motdordant Weswvss obf corporatee wopshipp. Thiee servicee amremngeal gl
Hyy e omaCathbiitic CHurcth and thhe Avstyatidian Counal] of Curathos,
i Sydhey thisis wewske weitll ilUststeges thisis difffrentece. Fram thee Roman
Gaambiic sidde, fit gs mbt as liidrgigakal wovshlinp, andi sso fit ids
peermissilele. Hoor APotdstantsfs, Bitkle readihigg, commoanpseyser, Mymn
§%gg aml extiortttiopn gs worstifp ass congovadee andi [iurgicatal ass anyy
et fsrm obf warshipp. Roman (&hbﬁts:s cannuit divencee theirir prayper
fopr unitity fiomm theirir tetibef thatt Gomll Hass nevealédl too thenm thakt thee
cspmee stomee obf suath nitity 4s thee offftece obf thee Me see. Tiw payy fior wiekh
arity witioh thee Fypree timsedf fppessntit willl] tee @ veryysigpifidantnt experizice
fbpr teem. Aotdstdnts(s. om ttlee atteer and]. aree diivdddd as too thee proppieitty
of thivis swridee. Some aree willilg tto owenlbokk ttiee anomaly obf praynge
teyettizr fhor CHrigtitian wnityy wHilde diffdngg ass too whatt tieyy umdenstand
By shitity. THesy aree i doubitt opefhil taat Goul wiill prawdée a salblidon
wiitth perhaps metibeer sidde cam ait presentt emissgee. Qdtierss thinick fit
s @ fese economy, evem A dlsseevidee tho trutith, tho jpmin iin thisis Kindd obf
praeer gt preseant. Commaoppayerr, acconding: tto Jésuas fimself]f, regpliiess

reement s tto wiatl tee partigss aree askingg fior, andl tisis, especialllly
ﬁ@f@ tHee Mypetss presence iis tee soideogcasiom of thee sevidee, iis simplyy
mpt pussilifele. Podestamtds aree vanyy comfused fieree. THedir lbokk off agreemant
- om 2 dontthee off tee chunchh fess caughtt them em ttlee wromg flsbt when

confirontel iy @ Romiam Catfuliic Church suddenly comcerned witth
Feumis amdl ecumenical raktisons more thoroughlly amdl comsistentlyy
tham iis amy singide Modestamtt denomination, e alll of them altogethier.
May [T brimgg tiss etk to @ cbsee withh a personell recaldeticion. My ffistst
seriovgs comversatioms withh Ronmem CatHotiic scholdrss tokc plboes some
17 yeares and were due to the iniiigiveve amd lamgee charityy of thee
ktee Ddr. Willlaem Leomard of St Pattidk’s’s Coddgee. Menlyy. it was a
timee when thee mistts hedl hamilly begun to cear. Buit Dir. Leonard
comstiantlyy urged ws o begim where we were unifedd. witth ourr cammmon
lovee for the Biikde. Amd this approach has indeed prowed fuitiful im
the intemenineg yearss. It coult] be saiid thett the most h | featuress
in the docummsseit Vaticam |11 anc themselves due 1o renewal off
Bibtitalal stugless in thee Church of Rome. :
Now, If it is resllly possibie thatt the Pope's offiiec shoulil became
pastored] ratfheer tham junseiciioiahal, and if hiss pastored] minisétyy, in
accordance witth the New Tastament, is based omlly om the disaipfifiec
off Chrigst's word and nett om coercie diswipfiigre, a new day may dawn.
1 cam see notﬂﬁn%@:vnhidl would preventt Protastantss from recognizing: im
the Bishop off Rome, as in other bistiopss, am offiiee and mimisttyy off
openly proclaimimg the tutth of God: if yow likke. a proptietic ofiee,
in w he willl declare the gospell and the apestolicc wondl, to cityy
and worll as he may chosey, and witth whatever weight the: ‘antiguiyy
off hi&s See may lemdl him. The sons of the Reformation are bound in
conscience to the Word of God and to thett Word alones, butt they
willl gixe theiir Amen i he speaks always according to thatt Word.
H@r@gy, of cousss, I introduce the very basic question of Chistizm
authoritiyy, and thett & another subjeztt. Buit I do nott thinkk we have
by any mears yett fully explored our conmmworground in the gospel

d t%“ sc%t;ue;,s, and if there be a way forward it wiill surgw be
along (hiss petth.
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‘e ts and the Pope” was broadcast om the ABC radiv pmgmmmé‘éﬂ@gs
W%?S"’;nsl Ggunday, 9th Novemnbser, 1970. Printea! by kinal courtesy of the
Hustirdlae Broadcasting Commission. i

by the Rer. Canom Donald Robinsen

Thee vistit to Austtedibia off Pope Paull WII cam hardlly falil to present some
aspextt off interesst to every kil off Austtaiitinn. and to kinulée halftegotténn
emotions in every vareyy of pr@fwﬁﬁ_ Chissidan. Leaders are always
symbolic peopits. butt the Pope em in a unique way all thett tf
Romemémmi@'c Church stands for. Prtestantss and RonmainCattiulidss
have had and voiwedl their antagorisnsalmost sinee the settlement off
New South Wales began; butt never before have they had the Ronmen
Poniifit himselff here in person as a fosuss fur theiir difftrepoess. What would
Bishop Broughtom have saitl. fwr instantes, who in 1843 as Bishop of
Austtaditia ma%iea pulitidc protestt in §t. James?” Churct, Sydney, againstt the
Pope’s assumptionoff juisgibgoon in settingg up 2 RomarCattiuhicc bisheyp-
iic witthimn a dicsese off the Church of Emgland? B Broughtom was
ne km Piiigy. He was a high churdhmaandf the ol schowdl. if nett a
Trectanigan. He heltil thett the primifivec church was built indeed upon Sit.
Pstter. Butt he opposed witth alll hiss might the Rommandoctiies off tlgg:
Pope’s su nd what he calléed “tie agig[éesswn off the RommanrSee’ .
Pmtesteniss have ieanmﬂ simsee to fiee witth the fullly developed strusturee
off the RomranCatisiicc Church in Ausstandia. Butt whatever may be tuee
off the kasst 10 yearss it cannot be saiti tlhm;d tl{ley have morttiéﬁé@d_mr ontmmms
about the offiice off the Poye. They would have supported Bishop Browgh-
tom to a man, Butt where do we stand in 1970? Has the Pope changget??
Have Protestentss changat? Have we alll changet?

W], the fisst thing to recognize & thatt the offiice off the Pope & altogether
linkeet! to the m%ﬁmn and purpose off the churcth, m .Romfa!‘@thﬂihc
theollsyyy. Whether the church ks thought of in igs ol triumpadlst splen-
dourr, “feriblde i am army witth banners”, or in the new visiom off the
Second Vaticam Councifl a5 God's pilgriim peopits. oftem weak and im-
perfett in iss outward aspecty, its head om eartth is the Bishop of Rome,
as successor off the apostite §t. Patter.

No one cam understand who the Pope &, who does neit grasp the Romman
Cattiatice doctmimee off the chumcth. Nor cam anyone understand the oppo-
sifoon o the claims made for the Pope, who does net realliec thatt tie
Reformation brought about a change m thmlkirr% about the church itstlf.
Now I belimves thenee is a problem heme. Farr although the Reformers and
thaiir successors rejeattet! the Rommainconcept dff the churt, they didl neit
go om to formulstie a clesr altemutivee docttimae. fn fautt, the doctiites aff
the church has never been thoroughly ventilttedd ameregClhinistianss m the
way thatt other doctriiess have beem. We have now, in the 20th centumy.
am unprecetteritddinteresst in the subjaatt of the church), butt theee i more
confusiom tham claritity astto what we mezmwhen we taltk about the churdh.
Perhaps we are om the verge of a reallyy important periogl off dbfimitition.
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"Wihether theit is sooor mott. it may be usefill to remeembbethstt argumentis

off the pastt 400 years about the Pope may wall have remained fixeed at a
certim lenetl simplly because the way has nett been clear to relstée them
gé&eﬂugtely, £ ought to be reltedd, to the questiom of the church

However, at lessst uniiil the eve of the Second Vaticam Counuiil, it was
possiliée to definec the papell claim. and ttee Protestemtt oppositiom to it
witth devastatimg simpplityty. The visbide church of Chrigsst om eartth was
simplly the RommanCatticlicc Churcth, definaliiee as those churches and
Chrstiamss who were under the Popes junissitioron and miide. The famous
papal hull, UnamSanctum, of 1302 statedi the doctmimee off botfh church
and Pope: . , . there is one holly cathalidic and apestalicc churih, and
. . . Outside thiss church there &s neittierr salvatiopn nor remissiom off simss.”’
The church is likerrea in the bulll to Neah’s amk, witth its one hemssrman
and capt@m. Noah: everything nett in the ark was destroyed in the waves,
“Off thiss one and onily church there is one body and one head, namely
Chrigst, and Clirigst’s vicar ks Pateer, and Pettds succsssor” Chrisst &S to be
understood ass havimg committietalll hiss sheep to Peter and hiss sucoessonss,
nett merely some of them, as the Greek Chwisttamssctdamedd. Morsover,
‘Godl had givem Petiar and hiss successors two swordks, the spintiselal and the
temporal swordks, so thatt the Popes had ciitil power over all mem as welll
as spintdpial power. Fiadjly, thene was the blunit assertiom thatt ‘fit &s all-
together necessary to salvatioon for every hummancreatune to be subjt to
the RomanPentifift’’.

The Reformation, both om the Contiment and in Emglamd, was funda-
mental%a rejeatioon off thiss concept off the church and akw dff the papall

cleim. WheanMeantim Lutther was involiedi in a dispuiatiomn witth the thew-

: lwégmn Jaiim Eck at Leigzigg in 1519, it bezaneeckarr to him thett the crux
of

hiss discomttemtt witth the ecclesitstidsial situatioon of hiss day was the claim
off the Pope to supremacy. So whem the Pope issuedl a bulll exconmmouni-
catimg Lotther for hiss viewes, Lutther responded by puikichly burmimg neit
onlly the bulll buit the Popet’s Decrstail lawss, sincee these were the mears

by which the authority off the Pope was exercised over the liress of the

faiphful. Pope Paulks visiit tp Austteliia im Decentizer, 1970, happens to
coimdute witth the 450th anniversay of thiss eventf, which mamy would
regard as the effestivee beginning off the Reformation.

In Emgland, the Reformatiom follovea! its own distimeiize cowsss, butt it
began from the same poiintt of rejestioon of papall junsstidgtioion andoff tHee
concept off the church which went with it. The fulorum off the whole re-
form maowearentp follbww was the propesitioon which exercised the kinge-
dowrn off Emg_lan_s%ih i the mg‘%SIBO’ds: h‘a’lltli;mt the Bi'slt;@p off Rommm
any greater jursstiatibion in and tham any other foxsign bistupp.”’

was the aditl tesst. Henry VLI madkeit a matter of treasom to deny hiss own
supraragyover the Engllssh Chuncth. The men who were executed under
those laws had no wisth to be disibyshl efieer to theiir kimg or thetir counttyy.
Butt they dimal because they believed thatt to deny thaiir obedience to the
Pope was to je ree their salvatioon. Such was the burden thstt the
Rommanrdoctiniee kidd upon them. Monsignaor Phililip Hughes, im hiss Histaryy
dff the Reformatiom in Emglamd, quoties the defence madieby these who
fisst came to trdkl. “The oltd obediencs.” they saitl, meaminy their obedi-
ence to the Pome, “6is) to the salvatiom of mam a necessityy, amid... .
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this superiorityy off the P@&ewj(iégs) a sure trutth and manifest of the law off
God, and instittbedd by Chirisst as necessary to the conservation of the
spintalal wmityy off the mysticall body off Civigst.” Despite the mixed motives
of Henry WIlIL the matter was regarded om alll sigkss as a tieolbaicad] issuee
as welll as a poitiitalal ome;, and the scrigitiess were callbed i evidemue. The
%apall supramagywas;. and in factt remained, the onlly doctiimabl issuee to
eqonvea matter off life and death for RomwarCatiiudidss in Emglamd.

The issuee be@amees};edaﬂ}y difiaginlt afieer 1570 whem the Pope excom-
municatetl Queen Ellzabethh and indi¢dd her subjputss to dethrone her.
Aggim. what firom one peintt of view was treasom comtbameddy the teach-
imgz off the New Testament, from another pointt off view was fidklitity to a
revealed dogmiaoff the cathadiic faiith, namelly the authonity of the Pope.

Butt cam we nett now regam! these olttl argumenits as somgﬂhm%g be
forgoiten?? kt ks neit as easy to do so as some people might thinkk. higs-
R N e s e e
wise or cam we S ury the arbitstioons
the pastt: it is stﬁ?lll possitiie to ask who may have beel%, right?? Far churmcti-
men, especiallyy RomranCattiodiic churchman,the concept off contimitgy im
the church is more tham mere succession off eventss. The panticuldar episode
we are thimikinge off has been keptt alivee in the RomanCattialicc Church by
2 long process wihith—ygoumay thinkk it coindidawce-baascome to
widielly puitticisedd climax omily lasst month, jusst 400 yeans afteer the 5
excommounicationf Elzabecbh I. [ reffer to the canonizing by Pope Pauil
VI off 40 off these Emglisth marttyss. THiss canonizatiom camgss witth it the
fuldstst possitide emdiorsencentby the Pope and hiss Church off the stand
takem by those wiromthe laws off England comttemedth death for treasom
during the Reformatiom. They are mot merely being honoured! for brave
men. They are beimg declaredl persons off spesiedl rectitudde and samtifyy.
The Pope is reﬁgﬂmﬂ to have expressed the hope thatt making these men
saintss “would help heall the 400 {learr oltil rift between the Anglcam and
RommrarCatisticc Churches.” Lt is hardl for am Angleam to see the logitc of
the Popes expectatiom. We all have emq cgnnmo humanity these da
to respeatt manwho sufféer for thaiir belletfs, or who “remain faitbiful to t
‘revealkdl truthes’ off thedir faithft.”” which i how Pope Paull descritbed the
conduct off the 40 manrtyms. Butt the so-tallédd “hevealbe truiii’ for which
they suffiereetl was the papall claim off supremagyover the Engllsth Churcth,
and the Church off Emgland has come to regard thiss nett as a revealed
truthh butt as a grievouss emoor. Forr the Pope., in 1970, to underfine thiss
claim to autfiritty. by canonizimg the men whicodia! forr it, cam hardly be
viewed by Mﬂm as am ecumenical or rifthkeliding gesturee. On the com-
traryy. it has the appesmamncedf revivinge the quametl betwean the Englisth
Church and Rommein its originehl and most undisguised form. kt & truee
thatt thee Pope speaks very kimdljy off the Church offs%%?&d'm hiss address
at the canonizatiom. butt hiss hope thett the Romnrein iic Church wiill
one day emirracethe Church of England agaim in a ““Coommaomnioneff ruib?”’
seemss to take us back to where we startéed.
We must remind Hiss Hotimesss thett Protesttnits do mbt regamd the Re-
formatiom as he does;. as a “greatt woumdl infflatéed upon Ged'’s Church”,
butt as a libwretlonn and a blessingz which restomsdl a trueer experience off
what the church reallyy bs. The fisist Engllssh Liteany. issval in 1544, com-
taimedl the petitionn ‘Hrom the tyranmy off the Bishop of Rome, and all
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hiss detestable enormitiess, Good Lard]. dellveer us”’ Queem Elrzbatth
thought it prudent to drop thiss pefitionn im 1559, as she didl neit want
unneeessarily to offiendl these of her subjeets who siill adhered to Roman -
Cattiudice bellefds. Butt the issuee off the Popess autheritty remained. We have
recalléedd thett Pope Pliss V esccormminividgteBlzabetth in 1570 and pur-
portiadl to depose her from her throme and to absolve her subjgatts fiem
thetir allegisntee to fieer. THigs was a practitad] demonstratiiom off hiss claim to
witlyl the temporal sword as weill as the spiritidslal swordl. Spaim trieed to acit
#s the Pope's temporal arm tp enfomwe hiss jumssiittioion over Blizagbtith.
Butt the defestt off the Armadieonily strerg%léened the resollree off Emglishmam
to repudiate the Popes claim. The 39 Aricleles of Ratlggon, agreed om by
the eonvocations off the Church off Em%land in 1562, and subscribed to. to
thigs bd;sb{ by e\éiré]clergy?n@m off the C Atgch hif England al;(il for thett mat-
tar by every tam clergymem in Ausstalidia, assentts thett “tiee Bishop
off Rommehatih no junisstitioion im thiss realm off Englénd!”.
The Presbyteriam churches have as theiir subordimate standard the Westt-
mimster Confiession off Faitith, which was drawn up by Iskh diviiress im
1643. Kt statess thatt ‘thecec & no other head off the Church butt the Landi
ﬁgs Crisist; nor cam the Pope off Romein any sense be head thenssff;
wt b thett antichhisist, thett mem off sin. and som of perditioon, thatt exalteth
himselff in the Church againsit Chirisist, and all thett is callied God™. Nt
mamy would fingg these epittfetss at the Pope today; butt them neit mamy
would understand what the Westminstardiviness meanit by applying these
titldes from the epistides off Sit. Paull and §t. Jafim to the Pope:. Ass they saw it,
the fumctiom claimed for the Pope in regardl to the church was a fumctiom
which belonged onlly to Cliridst himselff or to Clirisst workimg through His
Spiritit. Chrigst had saitil, "I willll nett leawes you orpihens;. [ willl come
to you.”” They beliewedl thett thiss promise was fulifidded in the sending off
the Sritit. and thatt thiss kfft ne room for any supposed successiom
of §t. Petwr to be CHrigt's vitear. “AnticBiisiSt” means, nott “opposeat! to
Chicst”” butt “imstend] off Chiristt”, and thiss was precisetyy what was claimed
e et o i Loy, UG wls S 1 U Berte
objeectiom to the papacy. assign the dogmato
the Pope ks a rode which Clnidst has givem to the Holly Spitit. The papall
claime ks nett therefree a peripthared] mattier, and &s certiaimyy neit merely a
peititalal thimg: it touches the centiee of the chumfitis relatioon to her Lavdd.

We have been speaking off the 16th and 17thceabtvisss, buit has thene been
any modifiicatiom in the way the papall roie has been statiedl by thee Romman
Catthshic Church? Lett us come to more recentt timess. The fisst Vaticam
Coumgill in 1870 passed a solemn amativenaaom anyone who denied theit
the power off the RomanPuntiffif was ordinemy and immediiete overr all
churches and alll Chvistigass. Tie same Coumxill off course went funttieer and
defined! the doctrimee off the infdililtylity off the Pope;, making it a matter off
fatith. Suecessive Popes simee them have continued to impress the claimss
off thair offiiec om Clmistlamn peopibe. Pluss DX saiitl thett truee Chinstidnss
affsrod exactily the same bellééf to the dogmacft papall infidibikiility as they
do to the incamatiom of oun Londl Jesuss Chrisist. Pluss XII in 1943 saiit! in
hiss encyelleat] Misticii Corporiss “CHrisst and hiss vicarr comstittinée asiigide
head . . . Thus they who thinkk thatt they cam holtil to Chrisst. Head off the
Chwrcth, withoutt holding: faittiidifly to hiss vicarr om eartth. are placed! in
dangerous emopr. [f thiss visitlde head be takem away, and these visithde
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bonds off umtlyy be brokem. the mystic body of the Redemserts so
obscured and marred thatt the haven off etemwil salvatiomn cam ne

be eitfieer discermed or reactied]'”” Even Pope joim JXOHILT in hiss encysllcail
Hetterna Db/, issued in Novemssr, 1961, at the very time the Assemiy

off the World Councill off Churches was meeting at New Duttii. proce

to affirm in ne uncertaim way the RommenPumifff’s primacy in teachimg
and govermmartt. And whem the present Pope Paull W visiiedd the
headquarters of the World Coumcill of Churches at Genewa in Jumee
lsst year, he took the opportumity to asseit in hiss replly to am address
of welcome: “Our name is Pefer.”’

So despie an immenseamaurit off goodwilll which has been generated
betwean RomrainCatihadlcss and Protestanits in recemt yeass. there remains
thiss huge obstacle to which the soms of the Reformatiom are as mudh
opposedl today as they have been fwr the pastt 450 yearss.

lit showldl nett be thought thatt thiss & merely a Prottstantt assesamarit
-off the sitostioon. Kt s equally the Romman Catfishec view. No one b
cieazer about thds tham Prsfeswr Hans Kumg, who ks one of the most
ww@ and (to a Pmsttsttmt)) congenial theologiams anmwigg Romean
iiss. Nait long afteer the Second Vatitam Cowncill had been calléed
he offieeed this anallgiss: “The chigff diffiiclyty i the way of reuniom.”
he saiil, “liies m the diffbreatt concepts of the Chumcth, and especiallly off
the comowmte organizationsll structuree off the Church.” Tihen coming
clesger to the matter: “Ultimatedly all questioms about the conomte
organizationa! structuress of the Church are crystaiiiedd in the questiom
of ecclesaasivalil offftcec.” Amd them Amally: ““The heamt of the matter of
ecclksiastitislal offiice, the greatt stome off stumbling. bs the Petrimee offidec.
The question ‘Do we need a Pope?” is the question for reuniom.”’
Kung b rigght, and nothing thett has hap at or simeze the Second
Vattizam Couwnmcill has madiz thss anallsiss obsuiétte. Howevear closet)y the
rede of the Pope is relsteal to the colligge off the bistomss, howewar
sinceedly it & divested off is traditionalal pomp, howexar graciously it
& portrayed as pastoral raffieer tham governmental, we are dividkal here
om a question which &s reallyy “What s the fundamertd| character off
Chvissiaaitity n thiss wontti?”?” We are imn gratefful for the kimid of
intertldée "which presemit Rommemn Catfholicc discussiom aboutt the church
makes possibde, for we cam now distusss these thingss together withoutt
duress om eitieer sibe. RomeanCatiiulidcss are at once more appreciatiine
of the genuine faiith and grace to be discemed in thaiir t
fricodels, and more patiinit as to the outcome they desirec. Butt the issuee
remains;. Does God's willl for the fuliesss of hiss church incluwdée the
Bishop of Romme as chieff pastor and nider, whose voitze i as the
voiree off Chriss?? “Wihat & needied,” says Hams witth hiss usuail
chaityty, “lis for Pmoiesteniss to hear the voicee of the Good Shepherdl,”
and by “the Good Shepherd”? he mears the Pope. In these womks,
thss most comcillatboyy wiiteer uncovers the heart of owr quemredl. The
Pope has usurped the plece of Chrisist, the omlly Good Shepherd. Tine
immedirete and ordimeyy nilée of Chrisst in the heantts off hiss people
through hiss word and hiss Holly Spitit. has been displceal by the
immediiatiee and ordimamy e off the Pope over all the faitbhful.

ks theee any way forwamdl for us? Omly the ignomntt would thinik
thewe was any obvious way forwarttl. Bven more recently tham hiss book
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Tihe Councill and Reunion from which I have quoted, Bufésstor Kung -
writees: ‘M1l Chwistlamss outsidee the Catfiuhic Church, even wihen they
are motivated by goodwilll and the best intentionss, decidedly rejett a
Pettifree offftec.” Indkwd], as Kung had saittl eartligr, “A negative answer tto
thss questiom., Do we need a Pope? seems oftem to be the one and onily
thimg which umiftss Protestanits of completely difireant demomiimatoons:”

New simee the Pope b5 no Pope apatt from the Petiiec offiiee. our
Prstesttniss are in anaawkwand positionn thiss week. Can we welcanee
P Paull to ourcitidy? With respestt and chanfyy our response cam
onily be: ‘“We welcomeyou as Paull, butt we cannot welcomeyou as
Peter”” We would evem. in the spiitit of the New Testament, appeal
to Paull ygaimst! Peter — for we read in the New Testamaritthatt Paull
“witthstood Peter to the face because he was to be blamed? — when
even Patter. in Antioedh. proved guillyy of layimg obligatiooss om Clirisiaass
which he had ne right to lyy, and thus of misdinesting them as to the
rightt roed to the trutth off the gospetl.

Now I say thiss bollsljy because I belisves thatt onlly the franiestt exchange
off views ks of any value in present discussionss; and [ beliswes moreover,
thett my Roman Cattholiec frignids know how to take thids kindl off
approach. I say it akw in fiill appreciatiom of the plen of Hans Kung
thett Prstesstiantts shouldl show prudence and toleramce in the face of
the presentt Roman Catihslicc re-assessmantt off the Petrinee offiiec. We
must listean gladlly to these who téll us thatt the Petwinee offiiec im the
lasst resortt shoulld be concerned nett witth its rightds, authenityy and power
butt witth ministeimg to the brettieen. Some RomanCatiiliic theologigns
regest thett so mamy definitlongs wiith respect to the positionn off the Pope
talkk more in juiditalal tham in biddishl termss. Butt Protestantss must be
excused for wondering if thewe is any resll hope of making such a
transformation in view of all that stands so cleatyy defimedl in Romman
docttinee. On the Protestentt sigbe. it b tuee, Limdftealk, who
was a Lutiheran observer at the Second Vatiitam Couniil. speculaties om
hew th@tl&onmln Chg)rc?hmmighg p@;@eé\flablg }alttmmwsome fgugue&ﬂcliatt@ )
apac peri t trtth as to

it inefg&t!aa{w a bamiger to umigy. Butt he admits thatt am attempt

to modify the concept of “Dlinires institutionh” is possiltily omlly “im
momsatsof speculativee fancy”. and he notess “the absemce of any
alémmegr off imsigtht in the docummanitsof Vaticam IT om how to solie

s ultimstee issue”’

Butt although effextiive relationss betwean the Romanand other churches
must be regarded as impossible where the papall offiice obtrudhss, thiss
does nett memn ttett no meamingful relatiomss witth Rommain Caifhaiss
are possibide. There s, admitedlly, an element off ambiguity i all such
relaionss, simee RomuanCatiuliiss are bound to enter wpon them witth
expectations 8 to theair outeomte which Prstesttatts cannot shame. Butt
these pre-suppositiomss are at @ mimimvonwhere fellowsttigp &s infarmadl.
There willl be uncertaimtty and diffieertee off opimiom as to the possitite
extentt off conmmomworstiip. Tie RomanCattioiliss are clearr theit there
s no pessibiifyty of jonnt liwggalal worship. They have a certaiin

advan . im thett theiir distimtiopn between litugzatal and nom-
litngetal worship & one which does neit correspond to anything n
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Protestant views of corporate worship. The service arranged jointly

by the Roman Catholic Church and the Australian Council of Churches,,

in Sydney this week well illustrates this difference. From the Roman
Catholic side, it is not regarded as liturgical worship, and so it is
permissible. For Protestants, Bible reading, common prayer, hymn
singing and exhortation is worship as corporate and lifurgical as any
other form of worship. Roman Catholics canmat diverte their prayer
for unity from their belief that God has revealed to them that the
coping stone of such unity is the office of the P¢ se. To pray for such
unity with the Pope himself present will be a very significant experience
for them. Protestants, on the other hand, are divided as to the propriety
of this service. Some are willing to overlook the anomaly of praying
together for Christian unity while differing as to what they understand
by unity. They are no doubt hopeful that God will provide a solution
which perhaps neither side can at present envisage. Others think it
is a false economy, even a disservice to truth, to join in this kind of
prayer at present. Common prayer, according to Jesus himself, requires
agreement as to what the parties are asking for, and this, especially
where the Pope’s presence is the sole occasion of the service, is simply
not possible. Protestants are very confused here. Their lack of agreement
- on a doctrine of the church has caught them on the wrong foot when
confronted by a Roman Catholic Church suddenly concerned with
reunion and ecumenical relations more thoroughly and consistently
than is any single Protestant denomination, or all of them altogether.

May I bring this talk to a close with a personal recollection. My first
serious conversations with Roman Catholic scholars took place some
17 years ago and were due to the initiative and large charity of the
late Dr. William Leonard of St. Patrick’s College, Manly. It was a
time when the mists had hardly begun to clear. But Dr. Leonard
constantly urged us to begin where we were united, with our common
love for the Bible. And this approach has indeed proved fruitful in
the intervening years. It could be said that the most hopeful features
in the documents of Vatican II are themselves due to the renewal of
Biblical studies in the Church of Rome.

Now, if it is really possible that the Pope’s office should become
pastoral rather than jurisdictional, and if his pastoral ministry, in
accordance with the New Testament, is based only on the discipline
of Christ’s word and not on coercive discipline, a new day may dawn.
I can see nothing which would prevent Protestants from recognizing in
the Bishop of Rome, as in other bishops, an office and ministry of
openly proclaiming the truth of God; if you like, a prophetic office,
in which he will declare the gospel and the apostolic word, to city
and world as he may chose, and with whatever weight the ‘antiquity
of his See may lend him. The sons of the Reformation are bound in
conscience to the Word of God and to that Word alone, but they
will give their Amen if he speaks always according to that Word.
Hereby, of course, I introduce the very basic question of Christian
authority, and that is another subject. But I do not think we have
by any means yet fully explored our common ground in the gospel
and the scriptures, and if there be a way forward it will surely be
along this path.

8 Supplement to Southern Cross
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