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RESUME eSQULSSEE, et UunNne theologıe des
sacrements largement developpee. Le
Catechıiısme accorde beaucoup plusDans le Catechısme de l’Eglise

Catholıque D} de 1992, la doctrine de ımportiance Ia representatıon
l’expiation est traıtee sSur mode eucharıstique de l’expiatıon et SO  S

quelque PDeU mıneur e actualısatıon sacramentelle, qu ’a
point de UU catholıque SuU l’evenement hıstorıque SUTUÜenu UuNe fOoLS

l’expiatıon est presente dans le contiexXtie DOUFr Loutes et port redemptrice.
du commentaıre de ’artıcle Ia Ia fın de Ia sectıon Si  S la passıon et [a
profession la Fol Chretienne (C  est / mort de Jesus-Chrıst, e Catechısme
dıre le symbole des Apötres) quı declare: pnarle de notLre partıcıpatıon
< Jesus-Chrıst souffert SOLLS Ponce sacrıfıce du OChrıst 3} La
Pılate, A et crucıfie, ıl est mort et ete partıcıpatıon reelle de l’Eglıse

sacrıfıce du Chrıst est parfaıtementensevelı A Le commentaıre du magıstere
FrouvVve dans les paragraphes 595 legıtıme, et est faıt un DUr truıLısme,

6923 dans le cadre de Ia dogmatıque
La portee du sacrıfıce du Chrıst PDOUF catholıque. L/’ımplıcatıon de l’Eglıse est

le salut est precıseE Lermes de S1 ımportante QUE ’eucharıstie
reconcılıatıon }} (615, 614), << elle-meme est presentee le

redemption et de reparatıon D memorıal sacrıfıcıel du OChrıst et de SO  S
< d’expiatıon et de satısfactıon 3} (61 6), D l’Eglıse >} (1362) L’eucharıstıe est
MAaLSs rencontre AUCUNMNE explıcatıon DOUFr l’Eglıse, MALS AUSsSSL !’Eglıse et
de Ces itermes Le Catechısme adopte le DUar l’Eglıse (14748) S71 OUS PXAMINONS
point de UU d’une expıiatıon unıverselle attentivement quı est explıcıtement
et ıLlımıtee, accord. Uvec la tradıtıon affırme ımplıicıtement aAdmıs dans le
bıen etablıe du concıle Trente. Catechısme quı l’o@euvre

bref expose consacre - la port de Ia redemptiıon, A est claır GUE les
redemptrice de la passıoNn et de Ia MO lıgnes dıreectrices fondamentales de la
de Jesus-Chrıst la porte Ia theologıe sont Jeu dans les points qQUE
comprehensıon specıfiıqguement OUS DVenans DOLF brıievement. La

notıon de Ia re-presentatıioncatholıque des sacrements general et
de l’eucharıstie partıculıer sacramentelle du sacrıfıce du Chrıst,
(1322-1419). Une lecture, meme rapıde, allıege celle de Ia partıcıpatıon de
du contenu du Catechısme laıssera l’Eglıse sacrıfıce, touche COPUFr du
percevoır contraste frappant entre catholıcısme. Dans anıere aborder
Uune theologıe de la CFroLX rapıdement ’ w@uvure de la CFOLX et l’eucharıstıie, le
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Catechısme reıtere sımplement "nsemble apporter d  C  €  lement HNOUVEeEeauU quı pourraıt
l’enseiıgnemen du concıle Trente tel le rapprocher une theologıe

qu’ıl ete reaffırme DAr Vatıcan II, Sans l’expiatıon plus evangelıque.

USAMMENFASSUNG Eucharıistıe SOWwLeE deren Aktualısıerung
LmM akrament hervorzuheben als ıhren

Im Katechtsmus der Katholıschen hıstorıschen (als eLwas eın für allemal
Kırche UVUO  _ 1992 wırd der Sühnelehre Geschehenes) und heilschaffenden
nuU  s eıne Art Nebenrolle zugestanden. Charakter aufzuzeıgen.
Die hatholısche Sıcht der ühne wırd Am nde des Abschnutts ber das
ım Zusammenhang mıt der Auslegung Leıden und Sterben Jesu Chrıstı
des vierten Artıkels des Bekenntnisses verweıst der Katechısmus auf ‘unsere
des chrıstlıchen Glaubens dem Teıilhabe Opfer OChrısti‘ 618) Da
Apostolıschen Glaubensbekenntnis) dıe Kırche tatsächlıch eıl hat Opfer
erläutert. Dort finden wır dıe Worte Chrıstı, erscheınt ım Rahmen der
“Sesus Chrıstus, gelıtten unter Pontıus katholıschen Dogmatık als vollkommen
Pılatus, gekreuzıgt, gestorben und zulässıg, Ja als eıne Bınsenwahrhelit. Dıie
begraben.. Der maßgebliche Kommentar Rolle der Kırche ıst maßgebend, daß
dazu findet sıch Lın 595623 dıe Eucharıstıie als das ‘Gedächtnıs

IDıe Heılsdımensıon 199}  S OChrıstı Opfer das Opfer OChrıstı und seınen Leıb, dıe
wırd miıttels der Konzepte ‘Versöhnung’ Kırche) erscheınt Die

6156 14), Erlösung und Eucharıistie ıst Iso eın Opfer für dıe
Wıedergutmachung‘ SOWwLeE “Sühne und Kırche VO  S der Kırche und durch dıe
Genugtuung‘ 616) beschrıeben. Eıne Kırche Wenn ma dıe

explızıten Behauptungen und ımplızıtennähere Erläuterung der Begriffe findet
sıch Jjedoch nıcht Der Katechiısmus Annahmen des Katechısmus bezüglıch
vertrıitt 1 Eınklang mL1t der des Versöhnungswerkes sorgfältıg
etablıerten trıdentinıschen Tradıtion betrachtet, dann wırd deutlıch, daß ıUn
dıe unıverselle und unbegrenzte dem 1er urz Umrıssenen das
Dımensıon der Sühne elementare Gedankengebäude des

Dıie Rnappe Erläuterung der Katholızısmus zulage Frıtt Die
soteriologıschen Bedeutung des Leıdens T’heologıe der sakramentalen
und Sterbens Jesu Chrıstı bahnt den Repräsentatıon des Opfers Chrıstı
Weg einem spezıfısch hatholıschen mıt der Theologıe der
Verständnıis der Sakramente LM khırchlıchen Teılhabe Opfer Chrıstı
allgemeınen sSsow1ıe der Eucharıistıe m stellen das Herzstück des Katholızısmus
besonderen 15322-1419) Selbst eın dar. In seıner Behandlung vO.  S

flüchtıger Blıck ın das Kreuzesthematık und Eucharıistıe
Inhaltsverzeichnıs des Katechiısmus wıederhaolt der Katechıiısmus schlıcht das
offenbart dıe gewaltıge Dıskrepanz Gros der trıdentinıschen Lehre ın der
zwıschen der Rnapp uUumrıssenen Form, W1Le SLe UVO Z weıten
T’heologıe des reuzes und der

worden Wn  - Neues 11 Sınne eiıner
Vatıkanıschen Konzıl nNeil formulıert

ausführlıch entwiıickelten
Sakramentelehre. Der Katechısmus hat eventuellen Annäherung eıne stärker
scheinbar eın größheres Interesse daran, evangelısch epragte Theologıe der
dıe Repräsentatıon der Sühne ın der Sühne findet sıch 1er nıcht.
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Generally speakıng, Roman Catholıc doc- dıfferent bıblıcal images an models of
trınal statements, both creedal formula- the atonement AT evoked ın order LO
tions an catechistic tools sShow hıgh present ıts multifaceted meanıng. Accord-
egree of theologıical sophıstıicatıon. 'The ıng to Catholic commentator, Robert
w1ısdom, depth, wıdth of the sapıentıal urray, z descriptive WaY of present-
tradıtiıon of the church 155 apparen 1ın ıts ng the atonement stands ın continulty

Moreover, Catholic ıth W1Se tradıtiıon 1n the Church’officıal wrıtings.
ATremagısterıial documents usually whereby model of the atonement 1S5

artıculated 1ın language medıiıtated, gıven ‘dogmatıc status’.® In thıs respect, it.
pondered an polıshed that they often 1sS interesting LO ote that Murray COIN-

requıre sqeveral readıngs ın order to be trasts the alleged super-partes posıtıon
endorsed by Catholıc teachıng wıth thegrasped. It should be recogn1ısed that the

Vatıcan, N Man y other thıngs, Iso marked evangelıcal tendency LO favour
produces masterful pleces of theologıcal the penal substitution theory’ the chjef
elaboratiıon. 'T hıs 1sS Vel truer wıth soteriologıcal paradıgm for comıng to
gard LO the works of indıvıdual catholic gr1ps ıth Christ’s Savıng work the

'The C(Oatechısm 0eSs not CSPDOUSCtheologıans, thı of Yves Congar, e  r
Rahner, Avery ulles However, ere an ımage of the atonement the COIN-

ATE Lwo doectrinal ATrTEas 1ın hıch thıs trolling-princıple NOr 0eSs ıt elevate an Y
combiınatıon of riıchness of thought and ımage LO play the role of hermeneutical

regulator of the doectrine itself. Therefore,exposıtory abılıty 1s not evıdent OM
would eXpect: OTIe 1S ese 1S eschatology, 1ın expoundıng magisterıal teachıng
the er 1S the doctrine ofthe atonement. the atonement, the Catechısm 1S sa1d to

On eschatology an the atonement, have Sımply restated ‘the COTININON themes
Just LO Namle LWwO vVe broad theologıcal whıch have always stimulate the

Church’s prayerful reflection’.*locı, Catholic magısterl1al teachıng 1Ss
rather sober, hardly resemblıng the un- These rather hasty consıderations ATe

mistakable symphoniıc Catholıic WaYy of sufticıent LO provıde general ıntroduc-
theologı1izıng. On these doctrınes, the tıon LO the understandıng of the atone-
magısterıum usually echoes scr1pture- ment ıt. 1S5 artıculated 1ın the Catechısm.

LO deepen apprecıatıon of ıt, ıtborrowed Janguage an quoCtes long Pas-
reflecting early church tradıtion. NECESSATY tO explore the dynamıcs of the

What LO be lackıng—thıs 15 fırst, doctrinal exposıtıon whiıich entaıl the
perhaps misleadıng impress10on—I1s the hıstorıical events related tLO Calvary and
attempt LO Construe typıcally catholıc the sacramental corollary attached LO the

offerıng of thepıece of doctrine wıth al] ıts consolıdated
eatures.

In the 1999 Catechısm of the Cathaolıc The sacrıfıce of Christ and ıts
Church, the somewhat ‘low-key TrTeat- historico-salvıfiıc signifıcance
ment of the atonement 15 consıstently
pursued 1ın lıne ıth the above mentioned The catholıc V1eW of the atonement 1S5 DÜ
theologıcal moderatiıon. From merely sented 1ın the ontext of the exposıtion of
quantıtatıve poınt of v1leW, thıs scant the ourth Article of the Professjion of the
proach 1s shown, fırstly, Dy the rather Chrıstian aıth (1.e the Apostles’ Creed)
hurried exposıtıon of the sıgnıfıcance of hıch states “Jesus hrıst suffered under
Christ’s death hıch COVeTSs less than Pontius Pılate, W as cerucıfıed, diıed an
paragraphs —623)— a proximately W aA! burıed’ T‘he magisterı1al cComMent
1% ofthe whole Catechısm. Secondly, the Ca be found ın paragraphs 5956923
Catechıismi's 1SCOuUrse the atonement In the first part of the sectıon, after
adopts merely descr1ıptive lıne 1ın deal- recallıng the trials of Jesus, attention 1S5
ıng ıth the varıety ofways ın hıch the g1ven to the fact that the responsı1bıilıty for
Bıble speaks of the of hrıst In the ‚Jesus’ death 15 not attrıbutable LO the
text promulgated by DODEC John Paul IL, ewWws specıfıc ethniıc group, but LO all
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sınners the whole of the human 1TaCce understandıng the events related LO the
VEhat 1S5 LO SaYy, the OTl hand, According LO olfhart Pannenberg,
eWSs ATeEe not collectively responsıble for thıs partıcular section forms hıgh poınt
Jesus’ death and, the other, all sıinners of the entire work because here finally
WerTrTe the authors of Chrıist’s passıon an attention 1S paıd LO modern exegesı1s 1n
death that the sacrılıce ofJesus 1s not presented

Subsequently, the Catechısm unfolds appeasement of the Father 1910)48 15
the redemptive sıgnıfıcance of the events ıt lımıted to the erucıfix10n/’. In Pannen-
related LO the ın od’s plan of salva- berg’s Op1n10n, the PropDer focus of thıs
tıon. COChrıiıst’s death W as ıIn accordance tO part of the Catechısm 1S instead, and
od’s wiıll LO make Hıs love effective 1ın rıghtly ın hıs VvleW, “Jesus’ entire lıfe of

commıtment to the mı1ıssıon he receivedthat WaY m  9 ıt W as Iso the fulfil-
ment of the Ser1iptures’ foretellıng hıch from hıs Father for the salvatıon of
prefigured hat W as to happen, and, 1n humanıty  z
Z context, Isa1ah’s prophecy of the suf- hıs 1S not TLO Sa V that there 15
ferıng Servant 1s5 mentioned More- attempt LO provıde soterl1ologıcal insıghts
OVECTI, it W as tor OU.  — sake that hrıst dıed, far the atonıng meanıng of the
that 155 He experıienced reprobatıon not 1S concerned. As menti.oned ın the intro-
because He hımself had siınned but be- duction LO S aPCrT, the Catechısm, 1n

God ‘“establıshed hım 1ın solıdarıty ıts rather descr1iptive veın, employs dıffer-
wıth sinners’“'The reference ent formulae anı definıtions ıth refer-
to the clause tfor OU. aake’ 1S explaıned 1ın NCE tLO COChrıst’s ea 'The 1S SCCIHIL,
terms of Jesus assumıng ın the SLALE of fırst, 1ın the context of the relatıonshıp

waywardness of S1N thus establıshıng between the Son an the Father, then ın
solıdarıty wıth sınners. In lıne ıth the relatıon to the Paschal theme and, lastly,

sobrıety of the catholic treatment of the 1ın terms ofhat ıt accomplıshed redemp-
atonement already referred LO, further tıvely. More specıfically, Chrıist’s death 1S
hınts AarTre g]ven LO the WaY the nature referred to ‘voluntary offerıng tO the
of B ‘solıdarıty" should be understood Father for the salvatıon ofmen an
'1'0 wıden the pıcture, it should be noted aCT ofcomplete an free submıssıon LO the
that the substitutionary language 155 Iso Father’s 1117 (1008); ‘the Paschal sacrıfiıce
evoked when, ın the ontext of reference that accomplıshes the definıtive redemp-
LO sa1a 53,10—12, ‚Jesus 1S sa1d tO have tıon of men redemptı1ıve sacrıfıce
‘accomplıshed the substitution of the suf- for a | ]} mystery of unıversal
ferıng Servant’ an thus atoned for redemption’ In eNcCompassıng

faults an made satısfactıon for clause, the salvıfıc apprehensıon of
S1N. Solıdarıty and substitution Christ’s sacrıfıce 1S specıfıed 1ın terms of
PCar to be the LWO relevant hermeneutical ‘Teconcılıatıon’ (613, 614), Tedemption
keys LO substantıate theologıcally the bıb- an reparatıon), “atonement an satısfac-
hcal express1on for sake What tıon’ but further elucıdatıon of
LO be prevalent, however, 1s interpre- ese terms 1S5 provıded. Theır theologıcal
tatıon of the for sake clause whereby meanıng 1S left loosely undefined thıs
hrıst 1S thought ofchoosing to be NeaTr LO semantıc Imprecısıon should be SCEIN 1n
sınners, alongs1ıde them, besıde them relatıon to the rather descr1iptive PUrpDOSC

already referred toO‘Hor sake takes UuUance of meanıng
underlınıng the fact of Jesus sympathız- Concerning the nature of the sacrılıce
ing wıth the fallen human 1AaCcCce of Chrıist, the Catechısm specıfıes that ıt

On the whole, ese paragraphs stand 1S “‘unıque’ 1ın the that üit, completes
Out for theır concentratıon the salvıfıc and SUrpasses all other sacrıfiıces’

that 1S5 Old Testament sacrıfiıces. It 15sıgnıfıcance of Jesus’ lıfe an mınıstry
hıch finds ıts clımax al Calvary T’he full therefore retroactiıve an retrospective
STLOTY of Jesus 15 the COTe of the presenta- unıqueness, unıqueness 1ın cComparıson
tıon ell the ProODer ontext for ıth the sacrıfıces of the old cCovenant
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hıch have ceased 1n the DNEW dıspensa- been, and wiıll be sıngle human
tıon. Whether not the e Covenant being whose nature has not een assumed
demands that the sacrıfıce of Christ be Dy ‚Jesus Christ, OU'  — Lord, there 15 noL,
made present agaın and agaın 1s not INeN- has been, an 111 be sıngle
tioned al thıs pomint. It 18 true that earlhıer human beıng for whom hrıst not

the Catechısm Say>S that Chrıst’s W as suffer; however, nNnOot. all ATe redeemed Dy
‘Derfect an unıque oblatıon the cross’ the mystery of hıs suffering”.®

EVEIN though the semantıc contours The appeal LO thıs Councıl 15 not COIN-
of thıs perfection an unıqueness ATe not. vincıng for number of 1Te64S0O0NS Fıirstly,
spelt out As 111 SCC later, the under- it should be recalled that Quiercy refers
standıng ofthe finalıty ofthe 1S5 dealt LO Chrıst’s sufferıng, nOot LO hıs death
ıth 1n the Catechısm bDy inserting ıt ın the ontext of paragraph 605 would 1N-
the wıder sacramental system hıchca stead clearly ımply. Moreover, Quiercy
for re-presentatıion actualızatıon of thınks of Chrıist’s sufferiıng 1n analogy
the sacrıfıce ofhrıst and partıcıpatıon 1ın wıt. the ıncarnatıon, not ıth hıs death
ıt, the Catechısm maıntaıns. Finally,

One aspect which perhaps deserves whereas Quiercy upholds the realıty of
consıderatıon 1Ss related tO the vexaltla reprobatıon, paragraph 605 uses the QUO-
quaestıio concern1ıng the extensıon of the tatıon from the Councıl LO stress 0d’s
atonement. In thıs respect, the Catechısm unıversal redeeming love. As matter of

hıstorıical fact, the PUrDOSC and the focusthe unıversal, unlimited thrust
of the atonement 1ın lıne ıth the ell- of the councıl of Quiercy W as the rejection
establıshed trıdentine tradıtion. Added TO of double predestinatıon an not the
that, have SEEIMN from the Para- dorsement of unlımıted V1CW of the
graphs already quoted, ın the Catechısm extensıon of the atonement. Perhaps, ıt 15
there ATEe EXTS hıch poınt tO not unfaır LO SaYy that, 1ın thıs respect, the

unıversal applıcatıon of salvatıon ıth- Catechısm has made unfortunate
OUuLt, of COUT'SC, explıcıtly affırmıng ıt, choıice of hıstorıc magıster1al text. whıiıch,

The statemen °“COChrist diıed for all though not incompatıble wıt the general
INe  - wıthout exception’ 1ın hıs ‘unıvyversal thrust of thıs section, 0es not 1ın fact
redeemiıing love’ epıtomiızes verYyY directly back hat has een argued ın
clearly the catholıc posıtıon the mat- ıt.
ter Later read that the exıst- On the whole, then, it 15 concıse CXDO-
CeNCcCceEe 1ın OChrıst of the dıyvıne person of the sıt1ıon of the fourth artıcle of the Creed
Son, wh: al ONCE SUrpasses an embraces hıch underlınes the importance ofJesus’
al human PeETrSONS, an constitutes hım- entire lıfe earth an recapıtulates
seif the Head of a ]] mankınd, makes wıde N of fundamental ıimages of the
possıble hıs redemptive sacrıfıce for all’ atonement wıthout provıdıng cistinet
In order LO SUupport the unlımıted inter- theologıcal framework ıth regard to the
pretatıon of the death of Christ, the ate- shapıng of overall doectrinal interpre-
chısm quotes the Councıl of Quiercy (853 tatıon In the fınal paragraph of the SPC-

AD), hıch 1ın turn affırms that ‘T*here 1sS tıon however, typıcally Catholic
not, has been, an wıll be apprecıatıon of the sacrıfıce of COhrıist
sıngle human beıng for whom Chrıst begıns LO eEMETSEC when oOUuUr partıcıpatıon

1ın Chriıst’s sacrıfice’ 1s evoked an thenot suffer’ 'Thıs alleged concılıar
confirmatıon of the V1CeW of unıversal poss1ıbılıty ‘of being made partners ın the
extensıon of the redemption achlıeved by paschal mıstery 1Ss envısaged. 'T ’hıs 1S jJust
the aPPCars LO be, LO Say the east, the antıcıpatıon of hat constitutes
rather inapproprlate. In actual fact, the foundatıonal ene of the Catholic dog-
full quotatıon of the Councıl of Quiercy 15 matıc system hıch 1s developed later 1ın
the followıing: as ere 1sS5 nOot, has the Catechısm.
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The eucharıiıst S the eucharıst supersedes the ‘“once oni of
sacramental re-presentation of the
sacriıfice of Christ Calvary, the altar absorbes the an

the sacramental system encapsulates the
redemptive event. In the lıght of thıs SUS-

'The brıef exposıtion of the soter10logıcal taıned emphasıs, ıt. 1S5 not al all surprısıng
sıgnıfıcance of the passıon an death of tO read the Catechısm statıng 1n rather
‚Jesus hrıst o0es not represent all that doxological eın that ‘the Eucharıst 1S the
the Catechısm teaches the accomplısh- SOUTCE and summıt of the Chrıistian lıfe’
ment and applıcatıon of redemption. It (which 1s5 actually quotatıion from
sımply N: the 0O0T LO the specıfiıcally 11) No parallel statements, at least
Catholic understandıng of the a_ comparable ONES, Aarve referred to the
ments 1ın general an of the eucharıst 1n
partıcular. We ATEe not interested here tO follow the

Even quick perusal of the contents of Catechısm the why, how, when, where
the Catechısm wıll sShow strıkıng CONMN- an Dy whom the eucharıst 1sS celebrated,
Tas between brıefly sketched theology NOr 1s5 thıs the 0OCcasıon LO formulate
of the and fully developed a_ theological analysıs of the eucharıst
mentology. On the OIl! hand, sober PreSs- wıthın the Catholic doectrinal system:‘entatıon of the atonement of hrıst and, rather, ATre concerned wıth the hat 1S

the other, maJestic depiction of the celebrated 1ın the eucharıst 1ın terms ofthe
sacramen of the eucharıst. 'Thıs 1sS EeV1- between the once-ifor-all event of
dent ven from quantıitatıve poınt öf Calvary the continulng celebration of
VIEeW: there 1s outstandıng dispropor- the sacrament
tıon ın the CCONOMY of the whole ate- First of all, ıt 1S ımportant LO hıghlightchısm between the brıef WaY 1ın hıch the language employed by the Catechism
Christ’s death 1sS reated (less than ıth regard LO the relatıon between the
paragraphs), and the detaıled exposıtion eucharıst an the In provıdıngof the sacrament of the eucharıst hıch SOTT of basıc definıtion, ıt. that the
COVEeTSs almost 100 paragraphs in eucharıst Te-presents (makes presenTheologically, thıs quantıitatıve the sacrıfıce of the’ because ıt. 1S5 ıts
dısproportion involves shıft of attrıb- memonal and because ıt applıes ıts frut’
ted ımportance from the definıtive S1g- (1366) Other eXpress10ns include the fol-
nıfıcance of Christ’s sacrılıce al Calvary lowıng: the eucharıst ‘perpetuates the
tO the euchariıstic re-presentatıiıon of that sacrıflıce of the throughout the ages’sarcrıfıice. (1323), ıt 1Ss the perpetuatıon of Jesus’

We ATe conironted here ıth eruc1a|l offerıng ıt ‘makes present the 0)81
poıint ın Catholic magısterial teachıng sacrıfıce of hrıst the Savlıour’ (1330), ıt.
the Catechısm 15 far INOTe interested ın 1S the emorı1al of Christ’s Passover, the
presenting the eucharıstic re-presenta- makıng present an the sacramental of-
tıon an the sacramental actualızatıon of ferıng of hıs unıque sacrıfıce) (1362), 1ın ıt.

(1.e the eucharıst) ‘the sacrıfiıce of Christthe atonement than ın presenting ıts NC
an! for all hıstorical CCUTTEeENC salvı- offered ONCEe for all the remaıns
fıc achlıevement. COUTSEe, Catholicism EeVer present’ (1364) Ifwe wıden the
o0es not perceıve the dıstinetion between of the magıster1al teachıng LO earlıer
the cross-offering an the mass-offering documents, the eucharıstic vocabularypolarızation contraposıtıion be- becomes Eeven riıcher. In the encyclıcaltween LWwoO conflıcting elements, ıf 0)81 Mediıator De.: (1947), for instance, POPpeCould ımply the exclusıon of the other Pıus XI wrote that the eucharıst Trepre-an! vilceversa. 'The Catholiec miıindset 1S sents’, Te-enacts’, symbolıses’, Tenews’
able tLO conıugate the Lwo offerıngs an “shows forth’ the sacrıfıce of the
tO theır recıprocal exclusıve- CI‘OSS.8 Apart from the complex termiınaol-
1eSsSs Havıng saıd that, the lastıng adopted, ere ONCE agaın the ate-
lmpression 1S that the whenever’ of the chısm 0es not fully delineate the
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theologıcal connotatıon of eucharıstic pledge of the Church’s uMmllonmn ıth
vocabulary Hım Hıs body 'To show the CONTINUNLTLY

of the Catholic Church’s teachıng zWhat ı all-together clear ı that the
catholic understandıng of the connect.on respect the Catechısm extensıvely quotes
between Calvary an the eucharıst the the Councıl of Trent and VaTrıl0us Vatıcan
cross-offering inextricably related to 11 documents 13 It throughout apparen
the mass-offerıng The latter LO be ull- that the Trent-Vatıcan I1 forms the
derstood renewal and perpetuatıon of Strong backbone of the Catechısm the
the former an essentaally lınked LO IT eucharıst 'The LWwoO councıls hıch ATr

The eucharıst emorlal filled ıth consıdered dıfferent Man Yy respects
the realıty of that hıch it. COTMNMNEIMNMNO- stand nonetheless lınear CONTINUNLTY
rates and therefore 1T neıther merely S doctrine

'The eucharıst Iso sacrıfıce statesrecallis NOr actually repeats the sacrıfıce
of the9but renders it sacramentally paragraph 1365 NOt JusSt 0ODlatıon It
present”. 10 In the eucharıst, the realıty sacrıfice because 1T the emorı1al of
signıfıed—1. the body and blood of the Christ’s 'The sacrıfıce of OChrıst
ord Jesus—whiıch has ıts pProper mode of made present the eucharıst that
existence elsewhere truly contaiıned the sacramental act hıch makes 1t PTC-
i1ts symbolıc presentatıon 'T ’he eucha- sent shares the Samne sacrıficıal nature of
rıst thought of nOot being the comple- the Iner words the eucharıst
t1on 10r the reduplicatıon of the but sacrıfice the sacrıfıce a!
ıts sacramental re-enactment wıthın the because the sacrıflıce
lıturgıcal gatherıng of the church. In S Because 1T sıngle sacrıfıce ıth the
respect, it should be pointed out that the the eucharıst has also redemptıve
popular evangelıcal er1t1que of Roman value an effects In fact the Catechısm
eucharıstic teachıng sımply N maıntaıns that often the sacrıfıce of
when attrıbutes LO Catholic1ısm the VICW the Cross by hıch “Ohrıist Pasch has
accordıng LO which the eucharıst INeTe een sacrificed” celebrated the a  ar,
repetıtıon of the It not repet1l- the work of redemption carrıed out
L107 but somethıng subtley different! quoting The councıl ofTen

So interwoven the eucharıst wıth the spoke of the eucharıst beıng Iso ‘truly
that the LWO sacrıfiıces Aare cons1ıd- the Catechısm, thıspropitiatory’;“

red OIl  0> sıngle sacrıfıce (1367) propıtiatory connotatıon of the eucharıst
though have already SEEIMN the has een dropped Out. the that, 1T

Iso sa1ıd LO be uNn1QU€ sacrıfıce not repeated explicıtly OWever the
Apparently the tetelesta: of ‚John rıdentine theology of euchanrıstic PD1-
(‘1t finıshed’) the ephapax theme of 1atıon TeMmMaıns basıcally unaltered
the etters tOo the Hebrews an Jude (‘once that the eucharıst recogn1ısed havıng
for all’) Alre understood dynamıcally both sacrıfhicıal status anı redemptıive
to include subsequent enactments of the funection
SaIne sacrıfıce 'The Catholıc concept of

CD T’he eucharıst 15 the sacrıifiıce ofL1ıme allows such elastıc ınterpreta-
tıon the body of YT15S5 the church

omıng back tO the relationshıp be-
Lween the an! the eucharıst the So far have SCECI1 that the Catechısm
victım ofthe sacrıfıce the SAaInNe whereas focuses the hıstorıical event of the
the dıfferent bloody for the atonement and ıth much L1NOTeE

former, unbloody for the latter (1367) detaıjled theologıcal construction the
The unbloody sacrıfice of the eucharıst sacramental events whiıich enact 1T
the bloody sacrıfice of Calvary made PTEC- The lınk between the offerıng

the consacrated host vıirtue of the
sent the myster10us of hrıst and the eucharıstic offerıng ONMNe of the

tenets of the whole OCatholıic under-
heavenly priestly M1IN1ISEICYy of Jesus, and standıng of the nature of the atonement
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anı! the WaYy 1n hıch ıts redemptive be apprehended 1 unfolded. T’he ate-
achıevements are communıcated LO chısm envısages eccles1al actıve Dar-
kınd ere 1S yeLt another key element of tıcıpatıon ın the sacramental enactment
extraordınary dogmatıc weıght hıch of the eucharıst. Not only 1s5 the eucharıst
sStems from the teachıng of the Catechısm the sacramental re-presentatıon of

COChrist’s sacrıfice but ıt 15 Iso the a_
the Roman Catholic faıth
an which belongs LO the essentıal COTe of

mental enactment of the sacrıfıce of the
As already indıcated, at the en! of the churceh. 'T’he church’s ınvolvement 1Ss

section the passıon an death of ‚Jesus promınent that the eucharıst ıtself ıs sa1ld
Christ, the Catechısm makes reference LO LO be the ‘memonaal of the sacrıfiıce of

Chrıist and hıs body, the church‘’ (1362)OUTr partıcıpatıon 1ın Christ’s sacrıfice’
where our stands for the collective In the eucharıst, ‘Tthe sacrıfice of hrıst

partıcıpatıon of al] who, by of the becomes also the sacrıfıce of the members
incarnatıon, Aare somehow unıted wıth of the body’ (1368) an therefore ıt. 1nNn-
hrıst (ef. 22.2) I should be noted cludes the Church’s offering (1330) In

the sacramental aCct, the church 1S thethat, for Catholiıcısm, OUr partıcıpatıon'
has dıstiınct eccles1al sıgnıfıcance, INealN- recıpıent of the benefits of the eucharıst
Ing the church’s partıcıpatıon. Thıs but ıt. 1S Iso the actıve agent, the offerıng
clause— 0our partıcıpatıon 1ın Christ’s Darty and, because sh; 1s the body of
sacrıfıce—ıimmediately sounds alarm Christ, the church 15 the ontent of the
bell 1ın Protestant EATS inasmuch offerıng ıtself. 'The eucharıst 15 somethıng
the unıqueness, suffic1ency, completeness offered for the church but Iso from the
and finalıty ofthe ould not contem- church an! Dy the church (1118) 'The
plate allıYy SOTT of addıtıon, supplementa- church 15 diırectly involved ın hat
tıon contrıbution OUT part happens 1n the eucharıst than hat 1S
indıvıduals church 1FE 1S Chrıist’s, offered 1n the eucharıst 1S5 her offerıng, her
ıt 1Ss not OUT'S ın the that do not sacrıfice. It 1s Iso true that, accordıng LO
actıvely partıcıpate 1ın ıt but only thank- the Catechısm, the church’s sacrıfıce 1S
fully and undeservedly reCcelve its g‘r - isolated from ıts Head, ıf ıt WerTe
C10US benefits by faıth. COUTSC, the another sacrıfıce, but, the CoOnNtrarYy, the
church’s actual takıng part 1n the sacrıfice church offers iıt ın Christ, ıth Ohrist and
of hrıst 15 instead perfectly legıtimate, through COChrıist (1368), thus ıt 1s the OIle
indeed sheer truı1sm, wıthın the CGatholic an Same sacrıfice of Christ (1367)
dogmatıc framework. Where Protestant Here, the Catholic understandıng of
sensıtivıty perce1ves incompatıbılıty, the NLO mystıca between hrıst an the
indeed impossı1ıbılıty of form ofS  - church 1S5 fully 1n V1CW an! forms the theo-
ergısm between the perfect work ofChrist logıcal background agaınst whiıich the
an OU. tO ıt, the Catholic mınd- whole discourse of the Catechısm the
set allows, indeed requiıres that hat 1s partıcıpatıon of the church ın the sacrıfiıce
attrıbutable to T1S somehow pertaıns of hrıst needs LO be consıdered. In the
tOo the urc. ell Accordiıng TLO the eucharıst, Chrıiıst an the church
Catechısm at, thıs poınt quotes closely intertwıned that, Raymond
22,0), the possıbılıty of being partners 1ın Moloney has maıntaıined, ‘the OTle wh
the paschal mystery 15 offered LO CVETV- offers 1s the OIl! who 1S5 offered, namely the
body 'Thıs rather cryptic eXxpression body of Christ, Head and members, 110
1s not spe. Out ın thıs paragrap but 15 unıted 1ın ONe great cCcCOoMMUNI1ıON of WOT-
instead nserted prolectically antıcıpatıng Shlp’ 15 In the eucharıst, the relatıonshıp
hat wiıll follow 1ın another section. between hrıst and church 1S thought of

In order to recelve clarıficatıon the belongıng to the categorıes ofhead and
matter, have LO refer tOo the section members formıng together the whole
the eccles1al aspects of the eucharıst, Christ, the Chrıstus Head an
where the teachıng the WaYy ın hıch members unıte: 1ın the offerıng of the
z partıcıpatıon 1ın Chrıst’s sacrıfice 1sS to eucharıst.

EuroJTh



The Cross an *he Eucharıst ®

So, the mode of partıcıpatıon of the the extensıon of the ıncarnatıon of Christ,
church 1ın the sacrıfıce of hrıst 18 1a- formıng wıth Hım mystiıcal body, and,
mental; the sacramental event 1n which by WaY ofthıs mystıcal un1o0n, exchangıng
the particıpatıon takes place 1s the eucha- properties ıth Hım an takıng actıve
rıst; the theologıcal ratiıonale hıch- part ın Hıs redemptıve work.
rants partıcıpatıon 1S the mystical unıon What 15 INOTEe foundatıonal LO Roman
between Christ an the church, head and Catholicism than ıts over-archıng 1Ta-

mental structure an ıts magnıfıcıentmembers, whı form ONe body 793);
the ontent of the sacrıfıce includes the ecclesiologıcal self-apprehensıion? Hav-
church herself 1n that the church, the ıng sa1d that, there 1s perhaps the pOSSI1-
members of the mystical body, cannot be bılıty of pushıng the analysıs urther
separated from the Head whiıich 1s offered. by underlınıng the typıcally Catholıic

epıstemologıcal framework 1ın which
ref and provis]ıonal ese sacramental an ıncarnatıonal

evangelıcal evaluatıon princıples operate an whıich SOVETINS
them INnean the kınd of (theo-)logıc
hıch functjions beneath the surface ofbriıef SUMMAT’Y ofSOTNE ofthe promınent

aspects ofhat the Catechısm teaches the Catholic dogmatıc dıscourse, 1.e the
the an the eucharıst could be help- both-and approach, the et-et In the

al z poıint. First, the sacrıfıce of Catholıic Catechısm, have the
Ohrıist has LO be made present and aCctu- and the eucharıst, the once-for-all event

and the sacramental re-presentation, thealızed ın order for its benefits LO be
sacrıfıce of hrıst and the sacrılıce of theplıed Second, ıts re-enactment OCCUTS 1ın

the eucharıst. Thırd, the eucharıst 15 the church, eic hıs kınd of stereosCcop1C
sacrament from the church and by the epıstemology enables Catholicısm LO ]Jo1ın
church. Lastly, the church 1S mystically together LWwO elements LO form

integrated whole According tOo 1ıt, ma1ın-unıted wıth Christ, formıng sıngle body
ıth Hım taınıng somethıng o0€eSs not necessarıly

Ifwe look carefully al hat 15 explıcıtly InNean negatıng somethıng else; the
affırmed implıicıtly assumed ın the CONTFrAaFrY, LWO contrastıng perspectıves
Catechısm far the work of redemp- IMaYy brıng dıfferent lıght LO the SaIne

tıon 1s concerned, ıt. becomes clear that truth, the comprehensıve truth, the
the undamental Catholic framework of Catholıic truth !© As everybody knows, the
thought 155 al stake ın hat have Reformatiıon endorsed totally dıfferent
brıefly Overvlewed. mındset stemmiıng from radıcally dıffer-

ent epıstemologYy, the s0o-Called aut-aut'The theology ofsacramental re-DresSeCNHM-
tatıon of the sacrıfiıce of hrıst combıned approach, the eıther-or. Not Dy chance,
wıth the theology of eccles1al partıcıpa- the Reformers Sa that ıt. W 4S NECESSaT’Y
tıon 1ın the sacrıfiıce ofChrist to the VeC tO make fundamental cho1ıCces involvıng
eart ofCatholicısm. On the OTl! hand, not only the affırmatıon of the truth but

also the rejection of hat W Aas perce1vedAre confronted ıth the sacramental prın-
cıple of Catholic theology whereby dıyvıne incompatıble ıth bıblıcal teachıng
STaCe, 1ın order LO be mediated LO created Therefore, eXpress1o0ns lıke solo Chrısto,
nature, needs ever-enacted DFrOUVLSLONS (ın- sola gratıa an sola fıde CXPDICSS vVe
stantıatıons) of grace beyond the un1ıque clearly the need for theoiogıcal r1gour an

integrity In the lıght of hat has eenevent ofCalvary, EVEeN though NOot wıthout
Calvary, and Passes through the ecclesıal sa1ld concern1ing the teachıng of the ate-
‚DDAaAratlus and procedures of chısm, OI! wonders whether the old eplS-

beyond the sovereıgnty of STAaCE temologıcal 1sSsue between Catholic1sm
beyond the reception by faıth, EVen and Protestantısm 1S stil1 neuralgıc,

strategıc poınt of dıfferentiatıon hıchthough not wıthout faıth On the other,
the incarnatıonal princıple of Catholic impınges Man Yy of theır rFreESPEC-
theology whereby the church 1s SECCIH tıve theologıcal orjlentatıions.
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In ıts dealıng wıth the ole 1ssue of these constitutive matters 15 still ıth
the an the eucharıst, the ate- an 1S5 wıde an fundamental EVeTrT
chısm sımply reıterates the bulk of the In closıng, find INOTE adequatetrıdentine teachıng re-expressed by words than those used Dy the World Evan-
Vatıcan 1L, wıthout breakıng an Yy Ne gelıcal FWFellowshiıp ın ıts 1986 Perspective
ground LO possıble rapprochement Roman Catholıcısm. Chronologically,wıth INoTre evangelıcally shaped theol- they Were wrıtten prıor tO the publıcatıonof the atonement. In E respect, of the Catechısm but, nonetheless, theyMUusSt confess that, fınd the recent OCU- Ca  . be referred LO the thrust of thıs 1ie
ment T’he Gift of Salvatıon released ıIn the magıster1al document: ‘At bottom, OUur
USA al the en of 1997 an subser1bed LO evangelıcal crıtique of Roman Catholic
by SOTINE evangelıcals Catholıics, al the sacramentology poınts the confliet be-
ve least puzzlıng ıf not. misleading.“‘ Lween LWO opposıng VIeWS ofthe Chrıistian

faıth Rome SeEeSs ıtself extensıon ofMore than that, the possıbılıty ofg_
ıng ın constructive dıalogue the doc- the ıncarnatıon, thus dıvınızıng human
trıne of the atonement 1S5 not promıiısıng, beings they cooperate ıth 0d’s STAaCEg]ven the centralıty wıthın the Catholic that 1s conferred by the church. Over
framework of the related 1sSsues of the agaınst thıs V1ECW stands Our evangelıcalsacraments the church which, ın the commıtment LO the free oıft of rıghteous-Catechiısm at least, aAaPPCAaAr to be UuUNnQguUuCS- NECSS, imputed solely Dy the STAaCce of God,tioned and unquestionable. receıved by true faıth that aNnSWers to

Don Carson has recently wrıtten that 0d’s Word, and based fully uDoN the
at the rısk of oversimplıficatıion, Cathol:i- once-for-all explatıon of gui1lt through the
C1sm elevates ecclesi0logy OVeTr oterıol- finıshed sacrıfıce of the perfect Substi-
OZYy whereas 'evangelıcalısm 0es the tute, Christ Jesus. 'Thıs confess1on 1S forreverse’ *  8 ould rather prefer to SaVy the gospel’.“”that Catholicısm, unlıke Kvangelıcalısm,
sacramentalızes an eccles1astic1zes SOTeEe- Bıbliographyr10logy. In fact, the acknowledgement
that ecclesio0logy 15 elevated above soter1-
ology actually that, 1ın Catholic John Armstrong (ed.), Roman Catholicısm.

Evangelıcal Protestants Analyze Whattheology, ecclesio0logy an sacramentol- Dıvıdes and Unites Us Chicago 00dydetermine the doctrinal profile of Press
soter10logy. In the end, the sacramental errtIit Berkouwer, De Sacramenten (Ktand eccles1al attachments tOo the work of T’he Sacraments, TAnNn! Rapıds, Kerdmans
Christ, found ın the Catechıism, deprıve
the atonıng death of hrıst of ıts finalıty Henr1 Blocher, Scr1ıpture an adıtiıon
because, though consıdered Dara- Kvangelical Response’, Evangelıcal Revıew
MoOount, the 1s NnOot apprecıated of T’heology B (1997), 11A17

Gerald Bray, Sacraments Mınıistry ınefficacıous per By ascrıbıng to the Ecumenical Perspective (Oxford Latımereucharıst the possıbıilıty of applyıng the Studies 18,unlts of the LO m the Catechısm Donald Carson, ‘Reflections Salvatıonmakes the of faıth but
not sufhicıient In order LO be Ssaved. More-

and Justification the New Testament’,
Journal of the Evangelıcal T’heologıcal

OVEerT, Dy assıgnıng to the church hıghly- Socıety 40:4 (1997) 5391—608
christological status ıth QUAaSL- Herbert Carson, T’he AL of the Vatıcan.
ontologıcal overtones, the Catechism res. ook at Roman Catholıiciısm Dar-
makes ıt possıble for the church to play lıngton Kvangelıcal Press

Catechism of the Catholıic Church LondoncCo-operatıve role ın salvatıon. These Geoffrey Chapmanall controvers1ı]al 1sSsues that Kvangelıcals
have tradıtiıonally and crıitically dealt Norman Geıisler—Ralph MacKenzıie,
wıth 1n theır em ts TLO evaluate Roman Roman Catholiecs and Evangelicals. Agree
Catholiec doectrine.r The dıfference

mMmenits and Dıfferences (Grand Rapıds:er Book House
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Kılmartin, ‘Eucharıst’ New Catholıc Introductory revIleWws an commentarıes
Encyclopedıa, vol (1967) 608615 the Catechısm ATe als (1994),

Marthaler (1994), McecGrath (1994),Hywel Jones, Gospel Church An Evan-
gelıcal Evaluatıon of Ecumenıcal Docu- Nıichols (1995) an McClymond (1996)
mMments rch nıty (Brıdgen Evangelıcal works dealıng wıth ıt. ATe

Evangelıcal Press ofales Ge1isler-MacKenzie (1995), Carson
Berard Marthaler (ed.), Introducıng the (1996) an occasionally Armstrong

Catechısm of the Catholıc Church London The Catechısm contaıns 2,8060 Dara-
SPCK graphs

Michael McClymond, Further Along the obert Murray SJ, “The Human apacıty
for God, and (G0d’s inıtiatıve) alsWay Revıew ofCatechısm of the Catholıc
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28—33 Pannenberg (1995) 5556
Raymond Moloney SJ, UCHhAarıISs: (London Denz. 621—624

Geoffrey Chapman In thıs respect, valuable materı.al Ca  - be
Aıdan Nıchols, T’he plendour of Doctrine. T’he found Kılmartın (1967), Scheffczyk

Catechısm of the Aatholic Church TrLS- (1968) and Moloney (1995)
tıan elıevıng (Edinburgh T&T Clark Denz.3 (1986) 264 —

267
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Sacramentum unı An Encyclopedıa of OW! B: poınt TO Blocher (1997) 126
eology, vol London Burns ates 1366 the Dbloody sacrıfhce hıch he

RL Chrıst) Wäas to accomplısh ONCeEe for al
Paul Schrotenboer (ed.), Roman (atholı- the ould be re-presented, ıts INEeNN-

C1SM. Contemporary Evangelıcal Perspec- perpetuated until the en! world,
tıve (Grand Rapıds aker Book House an! ıts salutary be applıed tOo the

forgıveness of the S1NSs daily commıt’.
er references tOo Trent ATe SS 138/1,Alan Stibbs, T’he Fınıshed Work of Chrıst

London ale Press 1367, 1341,; 13’7/4, 1376, 1341, 1394
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Vıttorio Subıiılıa, La cattolıcıta del ese constitutive aspects of atnNolıc
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