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UMMARY |ıtmus test of irue church The early Pentecostals Were
IMOTEe concerned for the apostolic character of the

The of apostolicity AaSs mark of the irue church whole Church than mig have been thought The dif-
erencCce ith the of connection ıth ‘thehas hbeen different [WIST DV that MoOst ‘free of free

churches They understand apostolicity Aas taithfulness apostolic the Current dynamic of the Spirıt VS nNSs-
the apostolic doctrine an lite rather than of INISSIOT through history Seven aspects of apostolicity

an Y apostolic SUCCESSION The concept of apostolicity acceptable all Christian churches are outlined and
K explore: an SPEEl] He less restricted the latter T IS ope| that the hasıs of the | ıma texT IT mig e
interpretation EVEeTl mM Koman Catholic statements nossible admit Jarge IMeasurTre of apostolicıty ith-
| IS he reminder the whole church not Out apostolic SUCCESSI0OT] the

5  y q &e  > q

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG allen Gemeinden dienen und nicht als | ıtmustest für
die wahre Kirche DITZ ftfrühen Pfingstler mehr

DITzZ rage der Apostolizität als Kennzeichen der den apostolischen Charakter der SANZEN Kirche
wahren Kirche stellt sich aus der Perspektive der besorgt als oft aNSCHOTIM | Jer UJnterschied esteht
freiesten aller Freikirchen anders als üblich ıer dem Mittel der Verbindung MmMıt dem Apostolischen
versteht [Man\n Apostolizität als Jreue apostolischer der gegenwartigen Dynamik des (elstes steht
| ehre un apostolischem L eben un WENISET anhand die Überlieferung Urc die Geschichte Indurc
der Konzeption apostolischen Sukzession DEN gegenüber. FS werden sieben für alle christlichen
Konzept der Apostolizität ird untersucht un ES ird Kirchen akzeptable Aspekte der Apostolizität skizziert
festgestellt dass s sich CINISECN römisch- FS ird die Hoffnung geäußert dass ES möglich
katholischen Verlautbarungen nicht auf die letztere ird auf der Basıs des | ıma- lextes &I11 grofßes Mal
Interpretation beschränken |äfß$t FS soll als Erinnerung Apostolizität sehung der apostolischen

i

Sukzession zuzulassen catholique OrNaline Elle est VUe rappe!
adresse l’ensemble de ’Eglise, el lNon plus tant
MM critere ervant delimiter les ftrontieres deRESUME

Eglise veritable. Par ailleurs, les DenteCOlstes
Wa doctrine de l’apostolicite MI IMaryguc de Ia avalent Un  D preoccupation plus grande YJUuon auraıt
veritable Eglise est consideree de Manlere differente DU e DENSECT DOUT le cCaractere apostolique de Eglise
Dar 1es Eglises NO officielles Elles cComprennent dans SOM ensemble. a difference porte SUr Ia IMaNnleTrTe

dont /’Eglise [rouve reliee AdUX apotres: DOUT les’apostolicite MN Ia idelite AdUX apotres u
Ia doctrine, el NO DdS termes Ul  D quelconque Pentecotistes, e lien est etabli Har /action actuelle
«K«5UCCESSION apostolique» En etudiant Ia nollon de Esprit plutöt yueE Dar UNnNe Lransmıssıoc 7 de

apostolicite, auteur Ontre JUE SOM interpretation ’histoire. auteur fait apparaltre sept aspeCcts de 1a
est aujourd’hul Ol stricte UU Dar le PASSC, notion apostolicite UUa JUse admis recevables
COMPTIS dans les declarations venanıt de ’Eglise DaT (OUutes les Eglises chretiennes. CCC JUE, SUTr
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la hase de Ia declaration de Lima, pourrait etre contradıction In terms”
possible d’admettre « bonne Dart d’apostolicite 54ans The DUrDOSC ofthe present 15 take Crt-SUCCESSION apostolique dans |’histoire». cal look AT the poss!bılity and theological condi-

t10NSs of apostolıicıty In e Church ecclesiologies.
Introduction Fırst, l SUPVCYV what the sıtuation 15 1in CHITENI

ecumenı1cal theology concerning apostolicıty, the
HC of the 1TrONI1eESs of church history that

the first church of the modern Pentecostal tOopIC of IC 15 rather complicated an loaded
wıth both practical and theoretical disputes.INOVEMMECNT currently the second argest Christian Second, using Pentecostalism AS Case study, wıl!CONstItueENCY wıth OTE than miıllıon er- ask what kınd of “apostolic roots’ and inclinationsENTS called ıtself Apostolic al Mıssıon AZzusa there m1ght be found ıIn TeC Church ecclesiol-Street. Los Angeles, CA) The IrONY of thıs title 0SYyY when compared tradıtional Roman ath-lıes, of course, 1n that ıf there has een aV claım In lic VIEW. The I[CasSson ftor selecting PentecostalıismPE Churches that the tradıtional churches aVve AS INY CAdSC study 15 twofold 1t 15 currently the larg-hotly contested, It surely 15 the claım tor apostolic- CST,; an 1in that at least representative of theItY. By definition, especılally In Roman Catholic Tee Church OVEMINENTS Furthermore, Pentecos-an Eastern Orthodox theologies, TGO Church tals aV had theological dialogue AT internatıonalecclesiologies rCDrESCHLT the quıintessence of what GVe wıth Roman Catholics SInCe 1972 an HC15 NOT apostolic. of the tOPICS discussed 15 apostolicıty ATl corollaryi* 1S 1n the dispute CONcerning apostolicıty (and 1SsSues. We aVve therefore SOMC ecumenı1cal Mate-the elated ISSUE, catholicıty) that the episcopal

churches and Ta urches aVve Stood 4: the
ral avaılable In the following wiıll present
theses pertainıng ecumenica|] understandingopposıte EXTITICHMES Because apostolicity 1s elated

other tradıtional “notes’ of the church holı-
of the notion of apostolicity, notlion that believe
q]] Christian churches Call aCCCPL; and ll ask

NCSS, ONCNCSS, and catholicity‘ the founda- whart possible implications MaV follow ftrom theset10N f ree Church ecclesiology 15 : stake The TS conclude the CSSAV by focusingapostolicıty of Free Churches 1$ uncatholic because the disputed question of all, namely theIT Z the connectlion the Ole church 1n ItSs apostolic SUCCESSION, and alternative WaVS solvehistory, which 1S assured DYy the SUCCESSLO apostolica, 1ts problematic.ep1scopal churches contend *
TE Churches aVe insısted the holiness,

ONCNCSS, apostolicity, an catholicıty of theır Apostolicity in the urrent Ecumenical
ontext”?churches although they aVe rarely argued along

the classıcal CanNnoOonNns TBe Churches understand the Apostolicity 15 complex CONCECPL. ven INn theholiness of their churches primarıly 1n the holiness New Testament there 15 NOT single notlion ofOF their members,® the of the church 4S what It 1S be apostle, but rather different
"spirıtual unıty’ of al] born-again Chrnstans.? the suggestions.“” James Dunn has argued thatapostolicity 4S faıthfulness the apostolıc dOoc- already In the New Testament there Was "part-trıne and lıfe,° an the catholicity 4S self-evident Ing of the Ways’ between different orlentations,fact consequently.“® such AS those that championed enthusıiastic char-

On the other hand, PE urches ave looked
al the tradıtional churches and accused them of

1Ssmatıc spiırıtuality ver agalnst those bullding ON
the ofhice !} Wırth regard apostolicity, Paulthe ack of ecclesiality. Theıir holiness 1$ impaıred regar establishment of e churches 4A5 the

Dy the OT mıxed membershıip, their claım CSSCIIEE of apostleship Cor 2:1-2) and 1n CONSC£-for the apostolicity the basıs of apostolic SUCCES- YJUCNCEC Call speak of each church having Its (OWN)S1IO0N 15 bıblically unfounded, Cr apostles (1 Cor Y2:2/:28); whereas 1n the Acts
Furthermore, e Churches AaVe 4S of apostleshıp Was determined exclusively the basıs

tradıtional churches, what the price WOULU be ofa COmMM1ISsSION by the riısen Christ during the lım-
for “earning credentials’ In the older churches’ ted per10d of hıs resurrection dADDCAFranNces (Acts
CYCS ou that NOT I1cCcCan losing ne s  z identity ct COr 15:8)altogether?/ Were T Churches, for example, In modern discussions of the dea of apostolicbecome apostolic, they should Incorporate bishops SUCCESSION the insıght has established itself that the
1n theır minIıstry But would that ead primary 1Ssue 15 SUCCESSION In the teaching and faıth
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tor pneumatological of apostolicity. ”of the apostles and only secondarıly 15 1t Alr

of S$UCCESSION In ofhce.®$ According the Joint rthOdOoX Vladımıir Lossky COI Sayıng that the
Lutheran-Roman Catholıic Study Commıi1ss1o0n, apostolicıty ‘“dwells ın the of the Spirıt
the church 15 apostolic insofar 4A5 It stands aPOS- infused Nto the apostles by the breath of Christ

an transmıtted their SUCCESSOTS ActstOl1C faıth; the ecrıterion 15 the apostolıic wıitness,
LG. apostolıc teaching of the Gospel: TOM the 720 Lutheran Eduard Schlink C Paul’s doctrine
ree Church perspective, 1T 15 interesting OTe of charısms a4as the startıng point of whart he has
that according that document, the commıssıon SaV about the relationship between charısms an
of the church that ZOCS back the apostles, 15 apostolic MINISTTY. He eals wıth the apostolıc

mMinistry before discussıng charisms.*‘ Hecarriıed OUuUTt through varıety of charisms. !> Also,
the Samıec document defines the much disputed that thıs MINISTLY 15 itself a charısm 1ın COr 1228

and he does NOT thınk 1t any accıdent that this char-question of apostolic SUCCESSION in concılıar terms
“I’he basıc intention of the doctrine of apostolıic 1SM 15 mentioned Trst 'IThe apostles WeEIC church-

founding charismatics.“* One WdY thev exercıisedSUCCESSION 1S indıcate that, throughout al] h1s-
torical changes In IfSs proclamatıon an STrUCTLUCES, charısmatic minıstry Was in healiıng of the sick, 4A5

the church 15 T all times rveferred LO 1ESs apostolıc explained for example 1ın Mark 19041225 It has
”ı  CN BEer the legacy of the PE Churches; especlally0r1gin. of the Pentecostal an Charısmatic OVCEMECNIS,IThe ecumenı1cal consensus-document Baptısm, remind the church unıversal of thıs cruclal part ofEucharıst and 1nAıStrY, provides us wıth the

detailed concılıar outlıne of apostolicıty; according New Testament apostolicity.“*
ere 15 also pronounced M1SSIONAFrY orlıenta-It, apostolic tradıtıon (the FEr that the OCU-

MmMentTt favors) 15 t10N ın the New LTestament an In INOTC FTeECeENT

approaches apostolicıty. 'Ihe church 15 "apoOS-continulty ın the permanent characteristic ofthe tolıc because 1t emaıns in continulty In essentials
Church of the apostles:*/ WItNESS the aD OS- wiıth the original wıtnessing of the frst-centurytolic faiıth, proclamatıon and esh interpreta- apostles. Whart 15 originally apostolic 15 sendingt10n of the Gospel, celebration of baptısm and ear WItNESS the unıversal an definıtive truth
the eucharıist, the transm1ıssıon of miıinıster1al of the revelatıon of God ın Jesus Christ.“° “The
responsıtbilıties, communı0on 1n praycr, OVEe and apostolıicıty of the Church 1$ ultımately groundedJOV and suffering, ervıice the sıck and the ıIn M1sSs1ON the world.  227 Primarıly, then,needy, UnIıty m the OCa churches and cha- the church’s apostolicıty 11Ca1lSs that the sendingMNg the oifts whıich the Lord has g1ven OUuTt of the apostles all humanıty 15 continued Dyeach.!® the church IThe task of m1ssıon dıd NOT end wiıth
hıs definition 1S helpful, S1INCE 1fs fOocus 15 ON the AaQCc of the apostles.“® arft of continummg the

spiriıtuality and MINIStrYy rather than in quasi-jJuridi- apostolıc m1ssıon 15 ndelıty the apostolic egin-
cal nOotlions Oof succession ofoffice(s). 1 includes the nıngs, especlally the apostolic gospel.“” Conse-
wyhole people of God an 1t entaıils ECVCN diacon1ıc quently, the STrESS ON the teachıng rather than the
dimension. fhce itself has COMEC be emphasiızed ın FeECeHT

In the New lestament there 15 TIC CSSCI1- discussi10ns.
t1a] aSpECL apostolicıty, MC that 1S TOO ften Apostolicıty, however, 15 twotfold CONCEPL. On
neglected both ın history an In modern times, the TIG hand, there has be ndelıty the tra-

namely the pneumatological an charısmatıc qual- dıtion; otherwise, OSe ALLY criıterion between
Ity of apostolicıty. Ihe CONCCPL of apostolicıty in Ir and false On the other hand, the church 1$
the New Testament 15 indeed LTOTIC pneumatologi- authentically apostolic only when 4S M1SS1ONATrY

church 1t emaıns ready alter tradıtional ofcally and charısmatically loaded than IN OST of the
historical, OTL IMNOTEC modern VIEWS let us knOow. thinking an lıving, eing renewed constantly 0)8!

TIhe Irt Christian Church ZOCS back the the basıs of 1fs ONS1INSs > ,3 TIhus, apostolıcıty 15
pouriıng OUT of the Spirıt; the rst apostles M1N1S- dynamıc reality:”
tered ıIn the W of the Spirıt, and the focus of In the final analysıs, apostolıcıty, AS el]l AN) other
the early church’s worshiıp Was the transmıiıttance marks of the church, ArC objects of faıth 4S much d

of the Spirıt and Spirıted-experience. Catholic they ATC anythıng else. According Pannenberg,
Sullivan 1S ONEC of the theologıans of tradı- MUST STreESsSs the church’s apostolicity strongly

tional churches who has enthusiastıcally argued “tor the veLY LrCASON that detect clearly that
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the church has broken W: from Ifs apostolic of Pentecostalism that the notion of apostoliciıty 15
beginnings and 15 pushıng ON NtTo uncertaın located 1n the VEr Y of the movement *'
future.’>* Primarıly, the assertion of the church The following words ftorm the preamble the
AS apostolic 15 MeAaNnNtT be understood eschato- Pentecostal self-understanding of 1tSs theology and
logically.“ Consequently, apostolıicıty 15 Dart of m1ssıon ıIn 1906, when the worldwide MOVEMENT
DIayCr of longing and hope that the hurch INAaYy In Was Orn
fact become what It 15 called be by [TCAason of 1ts TIHE APOSTOLIC MOVEMEN'’ Tlofty vocation.** Stands for the restoratiıon of faıth TICC deliverednderstandıng the church’s apostolicıty ıIn terms the saınts the old time religion, CaINpDof the apostolic M1SS1ON, pOINtS beyond h1is- meetings, revivals, M1SS1ONS, StITeCTt an prisontorıcal PFrEeSCHT the eschatological a- work and Christian Unity everywhere.“*on of the world . Ihe apostolic M1sSsS10N ere AIlC everal items 1n thıs preamble whichchurch a1mMs at the renewal of all humanıty In the
kingdom of God, enewal that has begun already call ftor closer look First ofz the 1aine of the

MOvemMeNn tSCI. “The Apostolic Faith Movement’,wiıth the advent and CI OS of Jesus of Nazareth.®°
Whatever the understanding ofapostolicıty 15 ın clearly retfers the desire go back Pente-

cCOst’%> of Apostolic times as recorded 1n Acts Itg1ven tıme, IT should be understood clearly that
orıginally apostolicıty Was HOT intended an Y INOTC also pO1NtSs toward Driorty g1ven primitive reli-

910N.“* hıs inıtıal namıng DAaVC birth 1UMECTOULU.than other NOTES of the church ( unIty, catholicıty, other titles of churches, MOVCMECNIS, publicationsand olıness) be sed polemically OTr apologeti-
cally demonstrate the superlority of NC church which Car the name .*> It 1S also noteworthy

that today everal Pentecostal m  NSanother Or ımply that On possessed INOTEC

UunIty, sanctıty, catholicıty, OTr apostolicity.°” around the world, C In Afrıca and former ASft-
Ekurope, AlC known only by the AdiMlec DOS-

tolic’. 46
The Issue of Apostolicity Hree Church IThe Insıstence OI the apostolıc Natfure of the
and Iraditional Church Dialogue: Hope church iımplıed restorationist VISION dıs

for the Future place dead forms and creeds an ıld fanatiıcısms
|of eXISUNG Churches| wiıth lıving practical COhris-Since 1972 currently the [WO largest Christian

famılies, Roman Catholics and Pentecoöstals,; have HAnity. The phrase *stands for the restoration of
the faıth MNCC delıvered NTIO the saınts’ (from Judeeen engaged ıIn mutua|l ta ar the internatıional

level . hıs dialogue, which FEDTESCHES exercıse 3) clearly that the Abostolıc faıth W as In
mınd TE and that certaın body f knowledgethe frontiers of ecumenIısm, took the 1SSUE

of apostolicıty already during the YTSt quinquen- WAas intended be understood 4S constituting that
apostolıc faıth. hat COu be summarızed dS e-1um (1972:1978). hıs 15 the TrSt time ıIn the hıs-

of modern ecumen1ı1cal IMOVEMENT that TE concerning (4) Justification, (2) Sanctifica-
Church CNSASZCS In er10us dialogue cConcerning t10N, (3 Baptısm In the Holy OSt, (4) Healıne:
apostolıicıty wıth al established church whom Furthermore, and thıs 1$ of immense importance
the 1Ssue f apostolicıty 15 crucı1al ecclesiological ecumenıically, the STATfEMECNT. of the Apostolic nr
afırmation. Movement encapsulates the GANGACEC of the confes-

It 15 signıfıcant that the “focus of the dialogue S10N ONe holy catholic apostolic Church * though
Pentecostals do 10OT ften UusSc the reedal lanbears how MINIStry 1n the church continues

the MINISTTY of the Apostles. Whatever dıffer of older churches.>° Robeck summarızes the
maın elements of thıs commıtment the dDOS-CHGES there INaYy be between Catholic an Pen-

tecostal ecclesiologies, there 15 thıs foundational tolic confession ase ON the above quoted
blecommıtment the notion of ({MIC holy catholic

apostolic hurch)” made of al believers (cf. Eph The explicit commıtment of these early4:4-6) Pentecostals °“Christian Ünity,: and theır
Before O0k Aat SOTMNC details of the mutual honest recognition of their role AS restoration

d1SCUSS1ONS, It 15 iImportant OTe that the 1Ssue of MOVEMENT wıthın the Church po1nts toward
their afırmation of the ONENESS of the Churchapostolicity 1S NOT necessarıly that SLTANKC Pen-

tecostalısm, the ‘wıldest’? Oß ]] TE Churches. It Identification wıth their Wesleyan-Holiness
mM1g COMC 4S surprise uninformed observers artıculated through references the ‘old
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time relig10n’ al} "Camp meetings’ wıth their the apostolic tfaıth “Once for all delivered the
deep commıtment personal sanctification, salnts Jude Neither Catholics, 10OT Pente-
underscore theır belief 1ın the holiness of the costals claım that CONtINULLY In history Dy iıtself
Church and 1ts impact ON the persona!l lıves would be guarantec of spirıtual maturıty of
of each indıividual Christian. _- recognition doctrinal soundness.°®
that the Church 1ın which the Apostolic Faıith The maJor dıfference has do wıth the WaY

fidelity apostolicıty 15 gyuaranteed. For RomanMovement participated Was ‘everywhere’ 1S
explicıt afhırmatıiıon of the catholıcıty of Catholics, the SUCCESSION of bishops in Al orderly

the Church: And their self-designation 4S the transmıssıon of MINIStrYy through history 15 both
YgUarantecl 19 manıfestation of thıs fidelity.” For‘Apostolic Faith Movement‘’ 15 sufhcient

demonstrate SOTMINC kınd of commıtment Pentecostals, the Current dynamıc of the Spirıt 15
regarded as IMNOTC valıd endorsement of AD OS-the apostolıc NATUTVE of the church and deep

contribute restored OT enhanced tolic faiıth an MINIStrY than All unbroken 113e of
episcopal SUCCESSION. Pentecostals would ookapostolic character of the Church.>‘
apostolic ıfe and the of preaching which

'IThe ftormulation of early Pentecostal under- eal CONVversions Jesus Chrıst aASs al authen-
standıng of apostolicıty 15 important also In that 1t t1icatıon of apostolic MiNistry.“reaches beyond the 1SsSuUe of faıth ( doctrine, Pentecostal Edwards ıllustrates how the
Creed, theology the 1SSUES ofW: an PIaC- question of episcopal SUCCESSION, insiısted by the
t1Ce. hıs 1S the E of ‘living, practical Christi Catholics, 15 ditfhcult decıde tor Pentecostals:
an In the inal analysıs, then, what Was the “Pentecostals would unhesitatingly afırm that theyultımate crıterion Was NOT tormulatıons of faıth

AIC hboth apostolic an In SUCCESSLON. The Joint des-
but lıving OUuUTt of the apostolıic gospel ignatıon, ıf understood atflırm eEPISCOPACY 45

hıs brief consideration of apostolicity from eing the only method of gyuaranteeing authen-
Pentecostal perspective reveals that the CSSCIICE of tIC1Ity an wholly genulmne eXpression of Y1S-
It 15 back the faıth and experience of t1an CONtINULTY, would be strongly opposed Dy the
apostolic tımes, 1Vve In CONSIStENCY wiıth the Pentecostals.?>* hıs 15 understandable, S1inNCe for
church eTC 15 alsO SLITONS M1SS1ONAFY Orlenta- Pentecostals admıt the neCceSsSItYy of apostolict10N there Although thıs formulation ofPentecos- S$SUCCESSION AS the criıterion would 111CAN call ıIn
talısm 15 rather different trom that of Catholics, question the whole valıdıty of theır spirıtual CXDC-
OC Call SC& denomıiınator: the ultımate rience 2A17 NCOHNIeETr wıth God, inasmuch A4AS It has
crıteriıon 1S that of ‘continulty/consistency' wıth occurred outsiıde the framework and the securıty
the beginnings of the CHUrch, LE of apostolic allegediy guaranteed Dy apostolic SUCCESSION.
mes Wıthout artificially downplayıng the dıffer Pentecostals would iıke see Roman atNO-
CI1ICE ın the method of ascertaınment, HC Call pCI- 108 emphasıze LNOIC the requırements of apostolic
haps that there 15 mutual ıntentıon 1n both ıfe than episcopal SUCCESSION. Catholics, without
tradıt10nsS, serving the Sa”amMıc PUurpOSC. 1n anıy WdY 1gNONMNNg the requırements of apostolic

Both Roman Catholics and Pentecostals believe lıfe, maıintaın that the sovereignty of AaCT ıIn
that the church Iıves ın cContinulty wıth the New the transmıssıon of the Word and the mIinıstry of
JTestament apostles and theır proclamatıon, an SACTAaMMEeNT 15 NOT nullihed DV the personal infıdelity
wıth the apostolic church. prımary manıfestatiıon of the miniıster. ©© Despite thıs difference of empha-
f thıs 15 be tound in ndelity the apostolic S1S, there 15 StTrONg mutual CONCETN AS the HCLES-

teaching.°* ere 1S, though, subtle difference ın SItY of holiness of ıfe 4S qualifier tor and mark of
how these TW tradıtions VIEW the history of the apostolicıty. ir 1s admitted, though, that the
Church: whıile Pentecostals, influenced Dy reStOra- an sOvere1gnty of God 1S NOT lımited ın the COIN-

t10NIst perspectives, ave claimed continulty wıth nes of weak an sinful mınıster. But the church
the Church ın the New lestament by argulIng tor has make uUusSCc of ally NECCSSAL Y provide
discontinuity with much of the historical Church, ser10usly for the holiness of the ministers.®!
Catholics aVe tended underline the S$SUCCESSION
along the lines of church history startıng wıth the Toward concılijar understanding ofNI .>* V adopting these DOSIL1ONS, 16 of
CONtINULTY, the other of discontinulty, each tradı- apostolicity
t10N has attempted demonstrate Its faıthfulness Charles Connıiry, ree Church theologıan
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(Baptıst has recently presented synthesıs of day discipleshıip.°“ SIXEN: apostolicity GCEMIGELNS the
four maJjor kınds of nOtliOnNns of apostolicıty. Hıs ole people of God, NOT only clergy OTr authority.
categor1zatıon of Varı0ous VIEWS of apostolicıty 15 hıs IS; tor example, what Hans Küng nas argued:
the following:** “ecclesial apostolicıty” empha he and understanding of apostolic SI1IC-
S17€S apostolicıty 4S of establishıng the CEesSsION that involves the wvhole people of God and
institutional authorıty of the Church; (2) ‘biblı- 1$ inspiıred irectly Dy the Spirıt ALl W 1n each SCHN-

eratıon N the church CIICWS iıtself In the wıtnesscal apostolicity’ 00 the apostolic character
of the Church In order identify LNOTM Dy of the apostles.® Seventh, apostolicıty 15 heavıly
a the legitimacy of subsequent accretlons 15 pneumatological CONCCPL. Only the Holy Spirıt 15
determined; (S) ‘pneumatıc apostolicıty” appeals °the ONC who makes the Church apostolie ‘:

charısma OT the Spiırıt that 15 d much Dart Ihe Roman Catholic-Pentecostal dialogue ON

of today’s Church 4S 1T in the YSt CENTUFY; ecclesiology showed that there ArC ndeed comple-
elated and yeLr distinct emphasıs, ‘kerygmatıc m WaVYVS of afırming other churches’ AD OS-

apostolicıty”, SCCS the Church’s apostolic character tolicıity, thus ecclesialıty, ıf 110 C definıtion 15
actualızed 1n the faıthful Carryıng OUuUTt of 1ItfSs mM1S- taken 4S Hinal 0)4 exclusıve of others. 1 the
S10N. Connıiıry contends that rather than vieW1INg AaSPECTS outlined above dI C accepted universally
alıy C(MIE of these legiıtimate interpretations 4S Ainal aM ON Christian churches, ecumenıtcally fruutful
(1 exclusıve of others, thev should be rather and hopeful implications follow. Communiıcatıon
Aas complementary. between VarlıoOus churches, rather than eing frunt-

Bulldıng OIl thıs analysıs and the DrevIOUS dis- EeESss strıife about the Zo0Odness of ne’s  z dDOS-
CUSSION, Want ask [WO interrelated questl1Ons: tolicıty, has the potential of becoming trulyWhart ATC the essenti1a|! ASPECCLS of apostolicity that ecumeniıcal exchange of oifts For example, tradı-
all Christian churches would be INOTC OTr ESsSs ready tional churches learn DaY attention dynamıcathırm?>? What AIC those that COu build bridges elements of apostolicity whereas VOUNSCI churches
between tradıtıonal, mostly episcopal churches, learn appreclate tradıtion. OSeE churches
and DG Churches and other non-tradıitional StrONg tellowship an teaching might learn
Christian groups’ CS AI the [WO ecumenıcally appreclate the NECCSSAL Y M1SS1ONArY NAFHFe of
PregNant and critical quest10ons that determiıine the the church. Those churches SLTONS 0)8! the biblical
future discussions OI the topIc. foundatıons might Are take another O0k at

ere ÜK Ar least SCVCI aSPECLTS of apostolicıty charısms and the role at the Spirıt, and ON
that believe Christian Communıty 15 ready atholıc ecumenıst very Dulles SCTS fruutful

aCCCPDL. Gse aSPCECTS might AS M1N- precedent. Dulles 15 ready admit that criter1a
MuUumMm  7 for urther work thıs much disputed other than the episcopal SUCCESSION might 4S
questlon. ecrıterion for tIrue apostolicıty; PF he strikes the

churches aCCCDL tHatı frst, apostolicıty Protestants 1ın general an PE MECHES 1n
involves continulty®® ıIn the ıfe and faıth of the partıcular aVve been CI emphasıze:apostles and the apostolic church of the New

Unıity, holiness, catholicıty, and apostolicıty ATCTestament. By implication, {AeNn. 11C INAaYy CO
CIU: that al churches also aCCECDPL, second, that dynamıc realıties that depend the ounda-

tional work of Chrıiıst an 0)8| hıs continuedcharısmatic ıte and worship 1S all essent1al part of
apostolicıty. No erous New Testament CXCRCLC DICSCIHICC and aCt1VItYy through the OIY Spirıt.

Evangelical communıtlıes that exce] In OVE fordisputes the charısmatic NAaTHrTE of the New lesta-
IMENT church(es). Third, 11C Can SaV that M1SS1ON, Jesus Christ and ın obedience the OILY Spirıt

INaYy be LNOTC un1t1ıve, holy, CatNOohC, and dADOS-proclamatıon of the gospel, 1S yeL another indıs-
tolıc than highly sacramental and hierarchicallytinguishable aSPECL of apostolicıity. The risen Lord

commanded Hıs discıples, apostles, continue organızed churches 1n which faıth and charıty
ANE become cold .°the M1SS1ONArY work he had begun Fourth, al

churches fırmly believe that the Scriptures of the hıs 15 example of applyıng ecumen1ı1cal
New lestament arc themselves apostolıic and AIC relations esh perspectives that aVe arısen OuTt of
the 11LOTIN of the apostolicıty. Fıfth, apostolicity 1$ ftcumenical reflections the notion of apostolic-

dynamic CONCECPL: 1T 15 NOT only OT primarıly
question of Jur1dics but rather question of ıfe Another FecCenNT example from Dulles testifies
and vitalıty; thus, of obedience, service, and y- the fruntfulness of the approac recommended
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above. en apostolicity 15 understood as episcopal SUCCESSION. Fourth, the canonıcal New
Testament Cal be reckoned 4S the c  Striıct SUCCECS-comprehensive, many-sided CONCEDL, rather than

focusıng particular aSPCECL disputed Dy INanYy SOr the apostles rather than the bishops Fifth,
other churches, OIllC 15 commıiıtted look for CY1- the ministries of the non-episcopal churches S$ince
ter1a acceptable all One such criıteriıon 15 the the CTa of the Protestant Reformation would
aSpECL number ftour In OUur 1St above, namely that agalnst the NeCESSILY of apostolic SUCCCS-
of the Word of God According Dulles, °to 1NsIıst S10N.

the sole lordshıp of Christ as known us from ven ıf these kınds of might NOT
the Scriptures 15 already aCCCDL arge CASHLE be able CONVINCE theologians of tradıtional
of apostolicity”.°® Chrıistian churches afhırm the churches of the SUDPTECINAC of non-episcopal AIg Uu-
absolute normatıvıty of Scripture and thus of 1tSs mentatıon, they arc substantial enough Ppromote
Lord hıs generally upheld crıterion Can honest ecumenı1cal dialogue; especlally 1n 1ght of
AS the NOTIN for apostolicıity. ven then there ATC the fact that anyhow the CONCEDL of apostolicıty 1S
differences of Op1nNı0N but these Call be discussed diverse and complicated CONCECDL that clinging
from the perspective of limıted CONVEISCNCC. Ihe 1I1C aSPCCL exclusively NOT do Justice
importance of Dulles’ iıdeas 1S enhanced when either the New lLestament ara 1OT theo-
take IntoOo consıderation the CONTLEXT they WEeIC DIC- ogical developments later OIl On what Justifica-
sented 1n 1ın Protestant periodical, In lalogue t10N, other than hıstorical, do the er churches
between Catholıics and Evangelicals ecclesiol- aVe the exclusıve claım tor ONC particular kınd of
O, definition when the VIEW by NO Call find

indısputable WOU 5Sd y substantıial
enough biblical support?Finally: Is there An Y Hope Concerning the Anyhow  r the ecclesiality of AILYy church 15 ofuestion of Apostolic Succession? NeCESSILY tied wıth ItSs apostolicıty. GTE Call be

As 1S ell known, the hotly debated JQUCS- hurch wıthout apostolic continuity.”” Reject-t10N 1$ of COUISC that of episcopal SUCCESSION and, Ing the claım for apostolicıty of another church
consequently, ministry/ ordinatıon. What the DOS- 1$ NOT ess er10us AGT than bluntly rejecting the
sıble of ecumenı1cal CONVEITSCNCC In the ecclesiality of that church.
understanding of apostolicity will be, 15 large t1 another motivatıon for al] churches
degree dependent how thıs question 15 han
died

evaluate theıir understanding öf. apostolicity 15 PIC
sented bDy atholıc very Dulles In these words:

ven though tradıtional churches AIC NOT
Can WC speak of the church A4S apostolicready follow the of FGC Churches, OTr ın VIEW of the adıcal mutatiıons that It has unof Karl! art wh. reject aV VIEW of apostolic- CISONC ver the centurlies? Many of the STr UC-Ity based historical juridical grounds and

strongly object apostolıc SUCCESSION eing SC „ doctrines, and practices of CONLTEMPOFAar Y
Chrıiıstians would surprıse an baffle the t_ON ordınatıon as thıs ould be predispose the les  /2Holy Spirıt alX according human demands,°”

older churches should, hnowever, lısten the TIhe approac of the BEM-document 1$ helpful
1ın that ıf distinguishes between the apostolicity ofargumentatıon of others. In fact, those who FejeCt

apostolic SUCCESSION (as understood 1n the EPISCO- the Oole church and the apostolic S$UCCESSION 1n
pal sENSE) also have CadSC, AdS Baptıst theologıan the MINISTTY, thus treatıng the latter 4S subordinate

Garrett argues./” Fırst, the role of miınısters ın the former, rather than equatıng them.’”® In fact;
the New Testament O€s NOT constıitute necessarıly Dulles hıimselft concludes from thıs although the

threetfold hierarchical order an Cal be explained ofhcial atholıc the BEM-document
from the theory of apostolic SUCCESSION. expressed reservations’* that the basıs of the

Second, the church E Rome Was seemingly led 1 ıma TCXT IT might be possible admıt arge
by body of presbyters 1n the time of Clement of apostolicity wıthout apostolıc SUCCCS-

of Rome. Thiırd, the act1vity of DPeter and John S10N In the MIMISEr V Whiıle applaud thıs CCUHU-
1ın Samarıa Acts 8:14-25) and Paull’s teaching menica|l attıtude, NOT SUTIC ıf we (a “quantify”
authority 1ın the church AhR Corinth ( Cor 4  n the notion of apostoliciıty the WaYy Dulles Oes
Z 11:16, 54) Call be recognized and explained Ihe CONSCQUCNHT problem would be Just °‘how
ın of apostleship from anı V eOTrY of much‘’” 11C needs apostolicıty ın order tor church
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be church (L be apostolic :‚eNOUghA . 3 SCE; Volf’s er Our Likeness) critical discüs—
OWever the apostolicıty 1S defined theologi- SION ot Free Church ecclesiology, d represented Dy

cally; It 1S of NECESSILY bound the Communıty the first Baptıst, n Smyth, In eritical 1alogue
of God, the church, the whole church of God ON wıth Catholic Joseph araına tzınger) nd

Eastern TrthOdOxX John /1z1ı0ulas) ecclesiolo-earth As Catholıc O’Donnell nttingly SUT111112- D1CSNZES: “So at Its deepest level, apostolıicıty denotes
thıs possibility of encountering NOW the Mystery For Pentecostal understanding of UNnIty, SGC;

INY Spirıtus ub: vult spiırat. Pneumatology ıIn OMANthrough the Holy Spirıt ıIn COoMMuUunıty 1C Catholic-Pentecostal ıalogue /72-1989 Schriften
mediates the dıvine plan throughout history. /° der Luther-Agricola-Gesellschaft (Helsinkı:

Luther-Agricola-Society, 314-323

Notes For Pentecostal understanding, SCC, MY
SDirıtus ub: vult spirat, 355 especılally.

So ves Congar, ° Die Wesenseigenschaften der SEee. John myth, The OVRS of John MY ed
Kırche,’ Mysterium Alutıs. Grundrıiss ELLlSAES- Whiıiıtley (Cambridge: ambridge University
chichtlicher Dogmatık 1 hrsg Von Johannes Press. 915 /45 an Flew an Davıes,
Feıiner Magnus Löhrer (Einsiedeln: Benzıger edS . The GCatholıcıty of Protestantism London 1 A1f-
Verlag, 197 ZY and Wolthart Pannenberg, terworeth, 19250
Systematıc Theology, vol (Gran D1ds, MI For Free Church identity, SCC IV ‘On üa
kerdmans, 405 Thomas Oden, Life In urches Identity 1ın Ecumenical Context: Pen
the 271 Systematıc eology, vol. 111 San Fran- tecostalısm Case Study,’ MID-STREAM: The
S1SCO: Harper Collins, 1992; 349) ‘Apostolicity 1S Ecumenaıucal Movement 1oday (forthcomıing).
intrinsıcally interwoven wıth the other marks of Volf’s er (ur Likeness, 260) NOTEC wıth
the hurch Only that church that 15 OC Ca  s be regard catholicity: atholic Free Church 1$
atholic Only that church that 1s unıted in the ONC contradıiction ıIn ® It understands ıtself tree
mM1sSs10N of the OLC Lord be apostolic. Lackiıng precisely wıth regard those relationships that
that holiness which 1S fıtung the obedience of would ti1e IT the ole and thus make It catholic
faıth, ON  M neıither apostolicıty 1107r catholicıity. 1in the Hirst place.
Only that church that 1$ tftormed by the apostolic An up-to-date SUFVCV of apostolicıty It 1s expli-
INCINOTV can be unıted In ONC body wıth the OT cated In severa|l international ecumenical documents
See also Vladimir Lossky, “‘Concerning the Third Ca be found In Margaret O’Gara, ‘Apostolicıty ın
ark ot the Church Catholicity,’ ın In the mage Ecumenical Dialogue,’ D-S CUMENL-
an LIakeness 0  0 ed Erickson Bırd cal Movement L1oday 3 /:)2 Aprıl 17593172
(Crestwood, St Vladimir’s Seminary Press, 10 See turther Schnackenburg, ‘Apostolizität: tan

PE der Forschung,’ In Katholıizıtät UunN ÄAbpostolizıtät.See Miıroslav Volf, ÄAfter Oyur Lakeness. The Church KuD Beihefte (Göttingen, 1971): 51-73 and
the Image of the Irınıty (Gran p1ds, MI Miguel Gar1Jo-Guembe, COommMmMunion 0 the

Eerdmans, 1998); 259-260 He turther (p Saıints. Foundatıon, Nature, and Structure of the
1'553:155) that tar the condıitions oft ecclesial- Church (Collegeville, Ihe Liturgical PTEeSS,
Lty AIC concerned, the ePISCODP. and ree Church 2Offt
tradıtions dıffer especlally In three FCSPECCLIS:! (1) 11 See further, 113 Dunn, Unity and Diversıty In
according Catholıc and Orthdox tradıtion, Free the New Testament. An Inguıry Into the Character 0Church ecclesiology D bıshop CS the Larlıest Christianity London SC  Z Press/ Phila
NCC of MSE, yhiıle according the ree delphia: Trinity Press Internationanl, 1991 ch
Church tradition, such bıshop 15 NOT permitted; especılally and iıdem, The Partıng NSBetween
(:Z) In ep1scopal model, Christ’s NCC 15 medi- Christianity and Judaısm and theır Sıgnificance forated sacramentallvy; by CO ree urches speak the Character of Chrıstianıty London: SC  Z Press/of Christ’s unmediated, “direct? NCC In the Philadelphia: rinıty Press International, 1991),entire ocal COommunI10n; (3) accordıng the epI1S- 260-280
Copa. tradıtıon, the church 1$ constituted through

153
Dunn, The Partıng Ways, 273

the performance of objective aCU"VITIES and Christ’s Joint Lutheran-Roman Catholic tudy Commis-
cConstitutive DICSCIHCC 15 NOT OUn the subjective S1ON, alta Report | Zhe Gospel an Church], 1O7/2:disposition (even ıf the latter 15 NOL unımportant) (ın Growth ın Ägreement: Reports and AÄgreed State-
whereas the Ewe Churches have OMIC empha- of Ecumenıcal Conversations ON OT Level,SI7€ subjective conditions, namely alith an obedi- eds Meyer Vıscher CW York/Ramsey
NCC the point that where these aArc MI1SSINS, VCIN N: J:3 Paulıist Press and Geneva: WCOC, 1984 168
if the objective sıde 15 EHeFLe: Serl1Ous ou arıses 89), 60-61:; Pannenberg, Systematıc Theology,of ecclesiality. vol 403; Lıma, HI, 234-236 See also Congar,
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Mysterium Salutıs, IV/E: chlink, Ohku- an Ldem, Systematıc eol09y, vol S: 406-/
menısche Doqgmatık, Yves Congar, Belıeve In the beginnings of the church, the authority of
In the OL Spiırıt New York 'IThe Crossroad Pub the apostles kept the churches ın theır taıth After
ishing Company, A /o) Pannenberg the eAat| otf the apostles, the church had rely
( 403) that SUCCESSION in ofhce that COMCS ON apostolic teaching tor the truth of the MCSSASC.
hrough ordinatıon DV mıinNısters 15 A S1gN expressing See turther, Roloff, ‘Apostel L {I11 (197/8),;
the UunIıty whole hurch in the apostolic faıth 0-4 For the historical development, SC Pan-
because ordaıned miınNısSters rCprESCHNLT the whole nenberg, Systematic 20l09y, vol S
church of Christ and ın thıs Capacıty nan down the 3() Pannenberg, Systematıc T heology, vol S: 407 (n
cCOommıssıon that the apostles received from Jesus the M1SSIONAFrY dimension of apostolicıty, SCC fur-
Christ himself. Free urches, because of diftfer- ther Gar1Jo-Guembe, ComMunıon of the Saınts,

231-36ENL heology of ordinatıon, do NOT ink ordinatıon
and apostolicıity this WAY. ' {’hıs clearly captured in the Dialogue between
Joint Lutheran-Roman atholıc tudy Commıis- the OTr Allıance of Retormed urches and
S1ON, the Roman Catholic Church, Toward OMMON

15 Joint Lutheran-Roman Catholic tu: Commıis- Understandıng of the Church, 1990 | Informatıon
S10N, SEerPiICE 111 )J # 1 1 accordıng which
Joint Lutheran-Roman atholıc tudy Commıs- apostolicıty 15 lıving realıity which simultaneously

eeps the Church ın cCOomMMUNION wıth 1ts lıyingS10N, (emphases mine).
&; the definıtion gıven by Catholic Christopher SOUTCEC nd allows It TENCW Its vouth continu-
O’Donne ( Ecclesia. Theological Encyclopedia of ally reach the Kingdom)’. AT indebte
the Church | Collegeville, IThe Liturgical Press. (Y'Gara; ‘Apostolicıty, (D 202) tor thıs retference.

32 Pannenberg, Systematıc T heology, vol 3l 409 So9) ‘A TOA! description of apostolicıty 15
of being in harmonYy and ın communlı10nNn wiıth the also Gerhard Ebeling, ogmatı des chrıstlıchen
apostolic Church trom the eginnıng.’ aubens, vol 3 (Tübingen: Mohr, 269

18 Baptısm, Eucharıst and Minastry. Faith an er 75
253 From Fastern TrthodoxX perspective, SCC JohnCommı1ss10n, 1982 (ın Growth ın Agreement, 465

503),; Zizioulas, Being COommunıo0on. tTudies In
ullıyan, The Church We Belıeve In One, Holy, Personhood and the Church (Crestwood, St

Atholıc AaAn ostolıc Dublin: Giıll N McMillan/ Vladimir’s Seminary Press; 1985), ch which
makes difference between ‘historical? and “escha-Mawhaw-: Paulist, 185-197

20 Lossky, “‘Concerning the 1r Mark,’ Vr tological’ approaches apostolicıty and
Da chlink, Okumenische ogmatık, tor synthesis.
D chlink, Okumenische ogmatık, 598 ahey, “Church,’ 42-43; also O’Donnell,
23 Ecclesia,See turther Pannenberg, Systematıc T heology, vol S

252 wiıth references. Ihe integral relationship between M1IsSsS1ON nd
DA See rther, Dunn, Uniıty and Diversity, ch eschatology in the understanding of apostolic-
25 Michael Fahey, Church; ın Systematıc Theol- 1LV 15 clearly depicted ın art Pannenberg,

‘Apostolizıtät und Katholizıtät der Kirche ıIn der0AY- Roman Atholıc Perspectiuves, vol IL, eds
Fiorenza Galvın (Minneapolis: Fortress Perspektive des Eschatologie,’ Theologische Later-

Press: 453 aturzeıtung 1965 / -
26 As representative of reCcCent ecumenı1cal docu- Pannenberg, Systematıc COLOAY, vol S 407

3/ Fahey, “Church,: Thıs 15 aptly noted ın TheN  5 SCC, Anglican-Lutheran International
Continuation Commıittee, The Nıagara Report, Porvoo Common Statement (Conversations between
1987 London: Anglıcan Consultative Councıl the British and Irısh Anglıcan Churches and the
Geneva: Lutheran (0)8 Federation, 24 Nordic nd Baltıc Lutheran Churches, 1992

London: Councıl tor Christian Unıity of the Gen-Allı grateful U’Gara, ‘Apostolicıty, 195) forthıs reference. eral ynNo of the Church of England, 1993 |) when
SS Geoffrev Wainwright, 0x0l04y. The Praise of God It aflırms that the church whole 15 apostoliıc (#

In Worship, Doctrine AaAn Lafe (New York Oxtord 57) an “the primary manıftfestation of apostolic
SUCCESSION 1s be tound In the apostolic tradıtıonUnıiversıity P’ress; 135

28 T hıs M1SSIONAFrY Orıentatiıon ın apostolıicıty of the Church whole (# ä9) In thıs N  5
emphasized, ın the Epistle of Clement atıng Kar/ l hner ( Foundatıons of Chrıstian Faıth
trom about | New York Crossroad, 1982]|; 7-8 argumenta-

29 art Pannenberg, ‘“ Die Bedeutung der Escha tıon from apostolicıty, that the Roman Catholıic
tologie für das Verständnis der Apostolizıtät under Church stands ın grcater CONtINULLY wıth the prım1-
Olızıtat der Kirche. ın IA uUnN Ekklesiologıe tve church than AIl Yy other Chrıiıstian Communı1ty
Öttingen: Vandenhoeck uprecht, P 1s ecumenıcally fruitless; KCC also Herman Josef
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Pottmever, ‘“ Die Frage nach der wahren Kırche,’ ın Dictionary of Pentecostal and Charısmatic Move-
an  uCH der Fundamentaltheologie 3 (Freiburg: INENEFTS
Herder, 1986), z Ta  —

OC
ostolıc Faıth SCHt; 1906For FEGERNtT appraisals, SCC Kılıan McDonnell, Apostolıc Faıth 21 Sept., 1906 under the title

‘Improbabile Conversations: TIhe International “Ihe Apostolic Faıth Movement). GE e-
Classical Pentecostal / oman Catholic Dialogue,’ WETC accompanıed by A brief apologetic NOTe
PNEUMA E/0C2 (1995) 163-174: McDonell, ° Fıve esigne alleviate aV charge of sectarıanısm
Defining Issues: Ihe International Classıcal Pente- whıich might be raısed agaınst the MOVECEMENTL
cCostal / Roman Catholic Dialogue,’ NEUMA 17 Fınal Report (1985-1989),

(1995) 1%S5-)88: and Walter Hollenweger, 50 Robeck, Pentecostal Perspective ON Apostolic-“Roman Catholics and Pentecostals In 1alogue,’ ItYy, (PP 2-3) that although Pentecostals in
Ecumenıucal Revıew (1999) 147 59 general ATC antı-creedal, IT Was NOT NCZaALC the

39 Fınal Report (197771982): truths yhıch the creed intended exalt and
Fınal Report5- PFOTCECL, but rather, 1t deny that the creed W ds$

4 ] The IMNOST etaıle discussion of Pentecostal AaDOS- sufhcient the task Scripture W dsSs INOTC importanttoliıcıty 1s be tound In the PaAPCcI by the Pente- than Creed. and, in (0)]81 ö EXPEMNENCE CONSsSISt-
costal co-chair Ööt the Roman Catholic-Pentecostal Cr wıth Scripture.
Dialogue, eCcT Pentecostal Perspec- Robeck, Pentcostal Perspective ON Apostolicity,’tıve Apostolicıity.” presented Faıth
and T'  CrF. Natıonal Councıl of Churches, Consul- 57 Robeck‚ Pentecostal Perspective Apostolic-tatıon ON Amerıcan Orn urches, APC: 1992 1y
(Unpublished; be part of the future publication 53 Fınal Rebport (19771982);the tODIC of Apostolicity In Ameri1ca).

4°)
Fınal Report (1985-1989), 07 108

ostolıcaı (September, 1906). For helpful 55 Fınal Report (1985-1989), 108 Ihe TCXT contıin-
treatment of the top1c of apostolicity and elated ucs “Ihe significance of thıs tor the welfare of the
1SSUES, BÜ Gerald eppard, “i:he Nıcean rece ole Church HA UPON usSs the need of rther
Filiıoque, and Pentecostal Movements in the Uniıited INmMON theological reflection the history of the
States,  ’ VEE| YVIHOdOX T heological RevıLemw 31:3-4 Church

401-416 5 Fınal Report5-19839): 107
42 C Pl Macchıia, Church Al End- 57 Fınal Report (4197/7-1982); ö9; SEC also and

1me Missionary Fellowship oft the Spirıt: L1am als “Mınıstry in the Church,’ ın JerryPentecostal Perspective 0)8! the Sıgnificance of Sandıdge, Roman ALtNOLLC- Pentecostal zaloguePneumatology ftor Ecclesiology.’ Paper presented (19/77-1982): In Developing Ecumen1sm.
Pentecostal / National Councıl of Churches Studien Zu interkulturellen Geschichte des T1S:

Dialogue, March 1 1997, Oakland Calıfornia (Frankfurt: Peter Lang, ‚Vo. Z 2381
| Unpublished], 2024 j who thatNS
S11C Pentecostalism sought °to discover dırect 58 Fına  eport Za}); 90 Davıd wards
S55 the church of the apostles through the Pentecostal Perspective of the Chuürch: 1ın San
mediation of the Holvy Spirıt.’ TI he implication 1S, 1dge: Roman Catholic-Pentecostal Dialoque, 4()4 -
of COUTSC, that *“mediation’? through SOTINC other 409, 419-421) provides Pentecostal perspectiveagencles than the Holy Spirıt CIg sacraments) W as the role of the Apostles and apostolicıty of the
NOT regarde “apostolic’”. Lesslie ewbigin The Church He iıllustrates the Pentecostal insiıstence ON
Household Ol | London SC  Z Press; ch the role of the Spirıt wıth these words: “For Pente-
IV) CONCUFS by arguıng that the Pentecostal under- costals, Moses and Joshua, Saul/ an aVl Elıyahtandıng oft church 15 neıither dominated DV Word and Elısha iıllustrate, f NOT determine, the PrINC1-
NOr SAacrament but DV the direct experience of the
OIly Spiırıt It eileve. have been shared

ple of SUCCESSION, s that It 1S ‘spirıt” a  Er,  >5
sometimes accompanıed Dy STITUCTIUre layıngorıginally ONg the apostles and early ftollowers of ofhands but NOT always. In fact, thev would prob-Jesus. See also Peter Hocken, “Church, Theology ably SaV that INsIıst alwayvs the layıng oft

oft the.? Dictionary of Pentecostal an Charısmaltic hands 15 “imıit the Spirit and by WdYV of analogyMovements, ed CV Burgess Garvy and iıllustration WOUuU refer the experience of the
McGee (Grand p1ds, MI Zondervan, apostles In Acts, that whereas ın Samarıa and EpheDU SUS the apostles a1d an Christians that theyRobeck, Pentecostal Perspective Apostolic-
1ty,} s might receıive the pirit, ın the house of Cornelius

45
the Spirit ell them ıle Peter speaking,E, The ostolıc erald, the ostolıc Messenger, wıthout hıs layıng hands on them (p.408-409;The ostolıc Witness, CI emphasis mine)See several artıcles under the term “apostolıc’ 1n the 59 Edwards  A A Pentecostal Perspective of the Church,’
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419 Dulles, “Ihe Church 1ONE.: Holy, Cathohc,
60 Fınal Report (  ); and Apostolıic, ”” Evangelıca Revıew of Theology 23

Fınal Rebport 1977- 982); Yl 1D
62 6 \Charles ConnıirYy, ‘“Identifying Apostolıc NSt1- Dulles, “The Church,:

anıty: ynthesis of Viewpoints,’ Journal of Evan- For Barth’s VIEW, C Church Doqgmatıcs 4: | IN*
gelıcal Theological S0cLety 27 :3 247261 urg ar 1956), FA DE TI When lump
(with extensive bibliography elatıng Varlous together Barth and TE Churches, do NOT intend
theological tradıtiıons and denominatıons). ASSUIC anVYy connectlion between them Just

65 prefer here the term “continulty” rather than ucC- NOTE that thevy happen have much simılarıty in
CESSION. , SINCE the latter 1$ heavıly oaded theır argumentatıon.
wıth specific kınd of SUCCESSION, episcopal 70 Garrett, IT Systematıc £0109y. ıblıcal, Hıs-
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