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YTU Public Lectures

Two Pastoral Reflections

Tuesday 11 November 7.30 ï9.00pm         Philip Malone MSC            

Tuesday 25 November 7.30 ï9.00pm Bernard Teo CSsR



There is a crisis in the family that is profound, complex and global. 

The Catholic Church also is in deep difficulty, not to say crisis,

as it realizes that much of its teaching is neither understood nor accepted 

and 

that it currently lacks an adequate pastoral response in this whole field.
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however

because

in this context the issues are so
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our

this evening 

is directed towards



with an

on 

reception of Communion by Catholics who have divorced and remarried
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the spirit of this presentation and reflection

Å is not to take sides

Å is not to determine who is right ïor wrong

things are rarely, if ever, so simple ïsimplistic

rather ïand following the lead and example of Pope Francis

Å to make our contribution to the task of the Synod

Å to consider what is involved and how all of us might move forward together

and to do this in a way that is both

Å respectful of the tradition and those who seek to uphold it ïeven rigourously

Å compassionately aware of those who are hurt and feel their choices 

are neither understood nor treated with pastoral sensitivity
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but where 

to
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there are some significant situations it is important to clarify: 
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may a Catholic ïin a second marriage - receive Communion 

...  after an annulment of the first marriage is granted?

yes

an annulment is granted on the presumption there never was a valid Catholic marriage       

... so ïin this context - there is no barrier to receiving Communion

may a Catholic receive Communion after an annulment of marriage is refused?

it depends

if a Catholic believes there never was a valid Catholic marriage

but is unable to prove this in an annulment proceeding

... then using what is known as the internal forum solution

a person in this situation may in good conscience receive Communion
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may a Catholic receive Communion after a civil divorce?

yes

contrary to what (unfortunately) many believe or assume, 

divorce does not entail (automatic) excommunication from the Church

... so a divorced Catholic is not therefore barred from receiving Communion
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the problem concerning denying Communion or the choice to receive Communion here is 

NOT

where it is believed there never was a valid Catholic marriage

NOR 

where there is a valid Catholic marriage that ends in divorce

RATHER  

where there is a public, lawful and valid marriage that ends in divorce

... and a civil marriage follows
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so letôs      

explore

this 

situation



12

the view from above!

and ... another view
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questions to consider 

... depending on oneôs starting point ...



14

in fact there is a range of questions to be considered

the questions most commonly asked about divorced and remarried Catholics   

... and whether they are able to receive Communion

relate to what is possible / not possible

can the Church Magisterium allow divorced and remarried Catholics to receive?

... are divorced and remarried Catholics forbidden to receive Communion?

... can divorced and remarried Catholics be refused Communion?

can divorced and remarried Catholics approach to receive Communion?

... are divorced and remarried Catholics allowed to receive Communion? 

... all valid and important questions
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but the situation is much more complex than that

in order to better understand / appreciate the responses to the what questions

far more attention needs to be accorded the questions relating to why 

why is there (has to be) a prohibition / limits to receiving Communion 

by Catholics who have divorced and remarried imposed by Church authority?

why do Catholics who have divorced and remarried believe there should be no 

barriers to their receiving Communion?

should the Church Magisterium allow divorced and remarried Catholics to receive 

Communion? 

should divorced and remarried Catholics be free to receive Communion?

... just as valid - and even more important questions
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so what is at issue here?

why is it so important for the Church Magisterium

to hold so steadfastly to the ban on receiving Communion

for those Catholics who have divorced and are civilly remarried?

why is it so important for Catholics who have divorced and remarried 

to want to be able to receive Communion?

if only there was a simple or straightforward response!
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Proclamation: Church Teaching / Law

... there are those who - for good reasons -

insist there can be no change, no watering down of this

Pastoral response

... there are those who - for good reasons ï

insist there must be change

here we come up against being caught between the proverbial
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choice of personal conscience

community expectation

here we come up against being caught between the proverbial
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in principle

.... one size fits all people and all situations

in practice
... where the rubber hits reality!

here we come up against being caught between the proverbial
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in this context

... letôs look at two situations by way of comparison
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Russia is a member of the G20 group of Nations and Vladimir Putin, 

as President of Russia, is entitled to attend and participate in the 

gathering

however because of the

in the eyes of the host nation, Australia, Mr Putin has violated 

not only the spirit but also the letter of the law of membership of the group

he has been challenged over this but believes he has no reason 

to express or demonstrate either remorse or repentance

and what is more

intends to continue behaving in the same way

Australia sincerely hopes Mr Putin will either change his approach

or

decide not to participate

the situation in principle
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should Mr Putin choose to come under these circumstances

Å can he be told he is not welcome?

Å is he to be refused admittance to the gathering altogether?

Å is he to be allowed to attend but not to participate in proceedings?

Å is he to be accepted as a full participant at the gathering?

if he does decide to come and participate fully

- without a óchange of heartô ...

this will raise some significant ïawkward ïquestions

the situation óin practiceô ïbeing realistic
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should Mr Putin choose to come with his óchange of heartô

while it is still believed he is, at least partly, to blame for the tragedy

... and that there will not be ïcannot be ïa formal reconciliation with the group

it is also understood that, realistically, he cannot óundoô the situation 

and there is an acceptance by the group ïwith regret - of the need to move on

... all things considered

Å so he will be welcomed as a member of the group

Å so he will be entitled to participate fully in all proceedings

Å so he will continue as a member and participant of the 

G20 group in the future

but if he does decide to come and participate fully

- with a óchange of heartô ...

the situation óin practiceô ïbeing realistic
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Alfons and Annabelle are baptised members of the Catholic Church

and are therefore entitled to attend and participate in Church Services
(cf John Paul 11, Post Synodal Apostolic Exhortation Familaris Consortio n. 94), 22 November 1981)

however because of 

in the eyes of Church Authority, Alfons and Annabelle have violated 

not only the spirit but also the letter of the law of membership of the group

they have been challenged over this but believe they have no reason 

to express or demonstrate either remorse or repentance

and what is more

intend to continue behaving in the same way

Church Authority sincerely hopes they will either change their approach

or

decide not to participate in Church Services

and now

ô

the situation in principle
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should Alfons and Annabelle choose to come to Mass

Å can Alfons and Annabelle be told they are not welcome?

Å are they to be refused admittance altogether?

Å are they to be allowed to attend but not to participate fully?

Å are they to be accepted as full participants?

if Alfons and Annabelle do decide to come 

and participate fully in the Mass without óa change of heartô ...

ó      this will raise some significant ïawkward ïquestions

the situation óin practiceô ïbeing realistic
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should Alfons and Annabelle choose to come with their óchange of heartô

while it is still believed they are, at least partly, to blame for the remarriage

... and that there will not be ïcannot be ïa formal reconciliation with the group

it is also understood that, realistically, they cannot óundoô the situation 

and there is an acceptance by the group ïwith regret - of the need to move on

... all things considered

Å so they will be welcomed as members of the Catholic Community

Å so they will be welcomed as members able to fully participate (Communion)

Å so they will continue as members of the Catholic Community and communicants

but what if they decide to come and participate fully

- with a óchange of heartô ...

the situation óin practiceô ïbeing realistic

... one might think so
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that is

... acknowledging their responsibility (blame) for the divorce and remarriage

nevertheless

Church authority will not ïbelieves it cannot -

.             accept their sincere belief that, realistically, they cannot óundoô the situation 

acknowledge the possibility they might move on, even with regret - all things considered

.. so there will not be ïcannot be ïa formal reconciliation with the group

and while they are not officially excluded from Church services altogether

they are not to be allowed to participate fully at Mass by receiving Communion

if Alfons and Annabelle do choose to come and participate fully in the Mass

... even with óa change of heartô

IN FACT - NO

unlike the Putin situation where a practical resolution was possible between    

óin principleô and óin practiceô
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as the Church Magisterium sees it
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as the Church Magisterium sees it

it is imperative for Church Authority

to hold steadfastly to the ban on receiving Communion

for those Catholics who have divorced and remarried
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in fact

this entails

a complex of issues

with multiple interlocking layers
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a complex of issues

with multiple interlocking layers
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from Scripture:       

indissolubility  of marriage (between a male and a female) 

sacramentality of marriage (between a male and a female) 

from the early Church:  

adultery one of the sins requiring public penance for reconciliation

virginitybecame the ónew martyrdomô; a ôhigher stateô than marriage

from Augustine:     

marriage treated with suspicion: marriage is not a sacrament

óconcupiscenceôas pervasive and corrupting of fallen human nature

ósinfulnessôof sex even in marriage

óendsôof marriage 1. the procreation / nurture of their children; 

2. the mutual love and suppor of the spouses
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from the Middle Ages: 

1184 (Council of Verona) marriage is (finally) officially accepted as a Sacrament 

1234 (Decretals) ... Compromising  ... Clarifying ... Codifying Law (on Marriage)

sealing a marriage contract: the need to publicly validate / legalise marriage

..    .        (dowry / inheritance / verification issues)

sealing a marriage alliance:not of óa coupleô but of families / royal houses / states

(... elements of this pertain to many cultures today)

verified because ratum et consummatumô: consent and conjugal

establishes / guarantees the marriage bond is absolutely indissoluble

establishes / guarantees the marriage is truly a sacrament
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from the Middle Ages: 

1184 (Council of Verona) marriage is (finally) officially accepted as a Sacrament 

1234 (Decretals) ... Compromising  ... Clarifying ... Codifying Law (on Marriage)

verified because ratum et consummatumô: consent and conjugal

this establishes / guarantees the marriage bond is absolutely indissoluble

this establishes / guarantees the marriage is truly a sacrament

linking theology with law: the spirit & the letter (cf also matter & form of Sacraments)

for Catholics all such marriages are therefore sacraments & therefore indissoluble

... this is taught not simply as an ideal to be aimed at over time 

... but as a command from God that once verified in legal terms is a fact

this was Godôs plan for the (continuance of) the human race

the family was the óheart of Christian Societyô

this was taken very seriously ... cf Henry V111 of England and Catherine of Aragon

this was not without exception ... cf Petrine & Pauline Privilege ... the New World

but thatôs another story!
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From the Napoleonic Settlement: 1814-1815 (Congress of Vienna)

the Church reclaimed (and retains) ócontrolô over marriage 

... Catholics must marry in a religious ceremony as well as ómarryô in a civil ceremony 

... only the religious ceremony is recognised by the Church as establishing a marriage

- let alone a marriage that is a sacrament

this was a return to the óAncien Regimeôïpre French Revolution

... a restoration of the óproper orderô in Church-State relations

... a challenge to Protestants ... their rejection of marriage as a sacrament

.. .a challenge to The Enlightenment ... its espousal of the humanist understanding of 

marriage as a wholly natural and social óinstitutionô


