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INTRODUCTION

A recen t  c o n f e r e n c e  in D e t r o i t ,  M ich igan  gave a new d i r e c t i o n  to

the  q u e s t i o n  o f  m i n i s t r y  in the Church.  One thousand two hundred and

s i x t e e n  persons  made up the co n f e r e n c e  which  was he ld  under the  t i t l e

"Women in Fu tu re  P r i e s t h o o d  Now: A C a l l  to A c t i o n " .  Two B ishops  were

p resen t  but they  were the re  as p r i v a t e  i n d i v i d u a l s  not  as r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s

of  the U n i t ed  S t a t e s  C a t h o l i c  Confe rence  o f  B i s h o p s .  One o f  the

B i s h o p s ,  Most Rev.  C a r r o l l  T . D o z i e r  o f  Memphis s a i d ,

The c o n fe r en c e  was such ,  th a t  i t  must be taken 
s e r i o u s l y  by the U n i ted  S t a t e s  Church. Those 
p re se n t  occupy p o s i t i o n s  o f  l e a d e r s h ip  in t h e i r  
r e l i g i o u s  o rd e r s  and communit ie s ,  and t h e i r  i n ­
t e l l e c t u a l  c r e d e n t i a l s  a r e  s u p e r i o r .^

Th is  was not a co n f e r e n c e  o f  f r u s t r a t e d  women demanding o r d i n a t i o n  

in a t h r e a t e n i n g  way.  Many o f  these  women a re  a l r e a d y  work ing  in the 

m i n i s t r y  o f  the Church.  They looked at  the  q u e s t i o n  o f  o r d i n a t i o n  o f  

women in a v e r y  w ide  c o n t e x t ,  e . g . ,  is  the gospel message den ied  to 

peop le  because  o f  t h i s  r e f u s a l .  They f e e l  tha t  the r a i s i n g  o f  t h i s  

q u e s t i o n  w i l l  demand a new exam ina t ion  o f  o t h e r  i s su e s  in the Church.  

Peop le  w i l l  have to ask ,  is  the p r i e s th o o d  r e a l l y  s e r v i n g  God 's  peop le  

o r  is i t  l o rd in g  i t  o v e r  them; has i t  become a power s t r u c t u r e ,  a pawn 

in the game o f  power p o l i t i c s ?  The women at  t h i s  c o n f e r e n c e  do not 

want o r d i n a t i o n  to the p r i e s t h o o d  as i t  now e x i s t s ;  maybe t h i s  is  a 

s t a r t i n g  p o in t  f o r  d i a lo g u e .

There  is  no doubt,  women have p la yed  a smal l  r o l e  in the Church 

o f  the p a s t .  They had a prominent r o l e  in the New Testament Church



but from the p o s t - A p o s to 1i c  Church u n t i l  now, th a t  r o l e  has been e l i ­

m inated and an id eo logy  has been put fo rward  to j u s t i f y  t h i s  e x c l u s i o n .  

Many peop le  r e a c t  to the q u es t io n  o f  women p r i e s t s  in a n e g a t i v e  way 

but they  cannot g i v e  v e r y  good reasons f o r  t h i s  r e a c t i o n .  I t  is  not 

enough to s a y ,  t h e r e  n eve r  have been women p r i e s t s  so i t  can neve r  

happen.  The q u e s t i o n  r e a l l y  i s ,  a re  men and women e q u a l ,  or  a r e  they 

o n l y  equal  up to the p o in t  o f  c and id ac y  f o r  o r d i n a t i o n .  Canon 968 

o f  the Code o f  Canon Law s t a t e s ,

Woman is in c a p a b l e  o f  r e c e i v i n g  the sacrament 
o f  o r d e r s .

As a g a in s t  t h i s ,  Pope John s a i d  in h i s  e n c y c l i c a l  "Pacem in T e r r i s " ,

Human be ings  have the r i g h t  to  choose f r e e l y  the 
s t a t e  o f  l i f e  which  they  p r e f e r  and t h e r e f o r e ,  
the r i g h t  to set  up a f a m i l y  w i th  equal  r i g h t s  
and d u t i e s  fo r  man and woman and a l s o  the r i g h t  
to f o l l o w  a v o c a t i o n  to the  p r i e s t h o o d  or  re I i - 
g i ous 1 i f e . ^

In commenting on t h i s  t e x t ,  Rober t  Kress  s t a t e s :

The c r u c i a l  q u e s t i o n ,  then ,  is  whe ther  the r i g h t  
to f o l l o w  a v o c a t i o n  to the p r i e s th o o d  extends  
to  a l l  "human b e i n g s "  and whether  these 
"human b e i n g s "  (who) have the r i g h t  to choose 
f r e e l y  the s t a t e  o f  l i f e  which  they  p r e f e r  i n ­
c lu d es  women as w e l l  as men.
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CHAPTER I

PRESENT STATE OF THE QUESTION

In the p r e s e n t  age ,  con sc iou sn ess  o f  human r i g h t s  has r i s e n  to a

g r e a t e r  e x t e n t  than a t  any o th e r  e r a  in h i s t o r y .  I t  is  not s u r p r i s i n g

tha t  women's r i g h t s  would be d is cussed  a t  t h i s  t ime and tha t  the

Church ,  which  i n i t i a l l y  may seem to r e s i s t  such e f f o r t s ,  by i t s

a c t i o n s  b r in g s  them to the f o r e f r o n t .

A n t i - feminism in the Church deve loped through 
c e r t a i n  w e l l - d e f i n e d  h i s t o r i c a l  causes .  For  a 
thousand y e a r s  C a t h o l i c i s m  upheld the C h r i s t i a n  
d o c t r i n e  tha t  t h e re  was n e i t h e r  "ma le  nor f e ­
male ,  Jew nor G e n t i l e ,  Greek nor Roman"in the 
eyes  o f  C h r i s t  J e s u s ,  a d o c t r i n e  which  most 
h i s t o r i a n s  on the s u b j e c t  a re  i n c l i n e d  to agree  
c r e a t e d  the atmosphere of  r espec t  f o r  women in 
which  the f e m in i s t  movement cou ld  b e g in ;  an 
atmosphere which  e x i s t e d  in no o th e r  c u l t u r e  
in the w o r ld ,  e xcep t  the C h r i s t i a n .  That  the 
C a t h o l i c  Church f a i l e d  to f o l l o w  i t s  own i n s i g h t  
to i t s  l o g i c a l  c o n c lu s i o n  must be ra ted  as one 
of  the g r e a t  t r a g e d i e s  o f  i t s  h i s t o r y . ^

In i t s  e f f o r t s  to r e l a t e  in a more meaningful  way to  the modern 

w o r ld ,  the Church has co n f ro n t e d  many is sues  which  p r e v i o u s l y  were 

kept in the background.  War and peace ,  a the ism  and p o v e r t y ,  ecumenism 

and r e l i g i o u s  l i b e r t y  are  among the many i s sues  be ing d i s c u s s e d  today .  

Women's r i g h t s  and d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  because o f  sex have not gone un­

n o t i c e d  in the documents o f  the Second V a t i c a l  C o u n c i l .

A l l  men are  endowed w i t h  a r a t i o n a l  soul  and a re  
c r e a t e d  in God's  image; they have the same n a tu r e  
and o r i g i n ,  and be ing redeemed by C h r i s t ,  they 
e n jo y  the same d i v i n e  c a l l i n g  and d e s t i n y ;  the re  
is here  a b a s i c  e q u a l i t y  between a l l  men and i t  
must be g iven  e v e r  g r e a t e r  r e c o g n i t i o n . ^
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In the same passage the Counc i l  c o n t in u es  in a more s p e c i f i c

manner .

Undoubtedly  not a l l  men a re  a l i k e  as regards  phy ­
s i c a l  c a p a c i t y  and i n t e l l e c t u a l  and moral powers.
But  f o r m s 'o f  s o c i a l  or c u l t u r a l  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  in 
b a s i c  pe rsona l  r i g h t s  on the  grounds o f  sex ,  r a c e ,  
c o l o r ,  s o c i a l  c o n d i t i o n s ,  language or  r e l i g i o n ,  
must be curbed and e r a d i c a t e d  as i n c o m p a t ib l e  w i t h  
God's  d e s ig n .  I t  is  r e g r e t t a b l e  tha t  these  b a s i c  
pe rsona l  r i g h t s  a re  not y e t  be ing r esp e c te d  e v e r y ­
where as in the case  w i t h  women who a re  denied 
the chance f r e e l y  to choose a husband, or  a s t a t e  
o f  l i f e ,  or  to have a ccess  to the same e d u c a t io n a l  
and c u l t u r a l  b e n e f i t s  as a re  a v a i l a b l e  to men.

The Church indeed is  aware of  the need to end d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  at

a l l  l e v e l s  o f  s o c i e t y .  There  is  an i n t e r p l a y  between s o c i e t y  and the

Church in these  e f f o r t s .  In s o c i e t y ,  in g e n e r a l ,  the new f e m in i s t

movement has been v e ry  a c t i v e  s i n c e  i t s  coming to the f o r e f r o n t  in

the s i x t i e s .  S ta tem ents  from spokespersons  o f  both groups on t h i s

q u e s t i o n  a re  b a s i c a l l y  s a y in g  the same th in g .

By now the dust  has c l e a r e d .  "Women's L i b "  war 
not  j u s t  a f ad .  I t  d id  not fade away.  Peop le  
began to r e a l i z e  tha t  behind the b i z a r r e  e lements  
p layed  up by the media l a y  a s e r i o u s  reform move­
ment. The new femin ism is  not about the e l i m i n a t i o n  
o f  d i f f e r e n c e s  between the sexes ,  nor even s im p ly  
the ach ievement  o f  equa l  o p p o r t u n i t y ;  i t  conce rns  
the i n d i v i d u a l s  r i g h t  to f i n d  out the kind  o f  p e r ­
son he o r  she is  and to  s t r i v e  to become tha t  
p e r s o n .7

The au tho r  r ecogn izes  the  e f f o r t s  being made by the churches  in 

the a r e a  o f  women's r ights, *

W i t h i n  the C a t h o l i c  Church a c t i v i s t  nuns have



c r e a t e d  a new umbre l la  o r g a n i z a t i o n  " S i s t e r s  
U n i t i n g "  w i t h  the  o b j e c t i v e  o f  h e lp in g  mem­
ber  groups p la y  a more a c t i v e  r o l e  in r e l i g i o u s  
p o l i t i c a l  and economic a f f a i r s .  The N a t io n a l  
Counci l  o f  Churches has e s t a b l i s h e d  a c o r p o r a t e  
in fo rm a t io n  c e n t e r  w i t h  the purpose o f  e v a l u ­
a t i n g  the  p o l i c i e s  o f  American c o r p o r a t i o n s  
r e g a r d in g  the h i r i n g  and promotion o f  m in o r i t y  
groups and women. The p r e s id e n t  o f  the N a t io n a l  
Women's d i v i s i o n  o f  the American J e w i s h  
Congress urged an i n t e n s i f i e d  d r i v e  f o r  women's 
e q u a l i t y  in h ous ing ,  employment,  s o c i a l  r i g h t s  
and o t h e r  a re a s  where stubborn d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  
a g a i n s t  women as women has not y i e l d e d  to the 
t imes .  In the P r o t e s t a n t  ch u rches ,  women 
seminary  s tu d en t s  a re  demanding the  o p p o r t u n i t y  
not o n ly  to be o rd a in ed  but a l s o  to f i l l  jobs 
t r a d i t i o n a l l y  h e ld  o n l y  by o rda ined  men.^

In the work of  those  who speak from w i t h i n  the Church,  the re  is

the  same emphasis  in regard  to women's r i g h t s .  The q u es t io n  o f  the

o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women is  o n l y  pa r t  o f  the w id e r  q u es t io n  of  r i g h t s  fo r

a l l  peop le .  S i s t e r  Ann E l i z a b e t h  Ca r r  makes t h i s  po in t  when she s a y s ,

Women f a i t h f u l  to t h e i r  own e xp e r i e n c e  , to 
con s c ie n c e  and common i n s i g h t ,  have banded in 
a new s i s t e r h o o d ,  a " f o u r t h  w o r l d " .  We in the 
West see our r e l a t i o n s h i p  to o th e r  oppressed 
groups in the w o r l d ,  and the consonance o f  our 
j o i n t  demands f o r  l i b e r a t i o n ,  j u s t i c e  and 
peace .  We r e c o g n iz e ,  a t  the same t ime tha t  
our op p ress ion  is  not the same as th a t  o f  the 
t h i r d  w o r ld ;  we know tha t  we p a r t i c i p a t e  in the 
oppress ion  o f  c l a s s  and race  when we s t r u g g l e  
a g a in s t  the  op p ress io n  due to sex .9

There is a r a i s i n g  o f  c o n sc iou sn e ss  in the Church and s o c i e t y  

today  in regard  to women's r i g h t s .  The d i s c u s s io n  w i t n e s s e s  to y e a r s  

o f  o p p re ss io n  and d e n ia l  of  r i g h t s .  S in c e  S i s t e r  Ca r r  ment ioned t h i s  

f a c t , i t  is  wor th  comparing her  s ta tem ent  to th a t  o f  F a th e r  Andrew 

G re e le y  in o rd e r  to r e a l i z e  where the Church is coming from and
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where i t  must go in t h i s  q u e s t i o n  o f  women's e q u a l i t y  as pe rsons .

By both Cannon Law and E c c l e s i a s t i c a l  t r a d i t i o n ,  
women in the Church a re  s u b j e c t  to men. Even a 
woman who has tremendous r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  in her  
r e l i g i o u s  community,  c o l l e g e  or  h o s p i t a l  is 
s t i l l  expec ted  to show a r e s p e c t f u l  i f  not  obse- 
q u ious a t t i t u d e  towards the men who are  
t e c h n i c a l l y  he r  employees ,  but who a c t u a l l y  
v iew  them se lves  as the B i s h o p ' s  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  
in s u p e r v i s i n g  the r e l i g i o u s  community.  No 
n a t i o n  in the modern wor ld  has as l i t t l e  regard  
f o r  the r i g h t s  o f  women as does the C a t h o l i c  
Church . . .

F i r s t  o f  a l l ,  the l e g a l  s t r u c t u r e  and governance  
o f  the Church have h i s t o r i c a l l y  been L a t i n ,  and 
the Re fo rm a t ion  removed much o f  the n o n - L a t i n ,  
n o r th e rn  European i n f l u e n c e  from the Church.
Whe ther ,  because  o f  the t r a d i t i o n  o f  the T e u to n i c  
t r i b e s  or  the development o f  Anglo-Saxon law or  
the more rap id  p rog ress  o f  p o l i t i c a l  democracy 
in P r o t e s t a n t  n a t i o n s ,  i t  does seem th a t  the non- 
L a t i n  e lements  in Wes te rn  C h r i s t i a n i t y  were q u i c k e r  
to d eve lop  a c u l t u r e  in which  i t  was p o s s i b l e  to 
t h in k  o f  women as equa l  to men, and not as second- 
c l a s s  c i t i z e n s .  Even today ,  feminism is  q u i t e  
weak in most L a t i n  c o u n t r i e s  and the  p a r t n e r s h ip  
approach to the r e l a t i o n s h i p  between the sexes has 
been v e r y  s low in d e v e lo p in g  t h e r e .

W h i l e  the o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women is  under d i s c u s s i o n  today the ques ­

t i o n  o f  women's r i g h t s ,  in a l l  a re a s  o f  the C h u rch 's  l i f e ,  w i l l  con ­

t i n u e  to a r i s e .  Such q u e s t i o n s  as the r o l e  o f  women in the government 

o f  the Church a re  i s sues  r e l a t e d  to  t rends  o f  the t imes  in o t h e r  a re a s  

o f  s o c i e t y .

I t  is  d i f f  i c u l t  to b e l i e v e  tha t  the  problem 
( o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women) w i l l  come to C a t h o l i c i s m  
on ly  from o u t s id e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  f o r  the ques ­
t i o n  o f  o r d a in in g  women is  so much a p a r t  o f  
the t rend  o f  our t imes tha t  i t  is c e r t a i n  to 
a r i s e  from w i t h i n  the C a t h o l i c  Church i t s e l f .
The l a s t  q u a r t e r  o f  t h i s  m i l l e n iu m  is  l i k e l y

-6-
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to be dominated by the c o n t i n u in g  quest  f o r  
s e l f - e x p r e s s i o n  o f  the human p e r s o n . ^

The r a i s i n g  o f  con sc iou sn ess  reg a rd ing  the r i g h t s  o f  women has

not gone u nno t iced  by the B ishops  o f  the U n i ted  S t a t e s .  Some o f  the

f o l l o w i n g  s ta tem ents  w i l l  show th a t  they  too a re  aware tha t  a new day

has dawned and tha t  the e ven ts  and movements in s o c i e t y  demand tha t

the i s su e  be co n f ro n t e d .  B i shop  Michae l  M c A u l i f f e  o f  J e f f e r s o n  C i t y ,

M i s s o u r i ,  Chairman o f  the B ishops  Ad Hoc Committee on Women in S o c i e t y

and the Church advoca ted  the c r e a t i o n  o f  a permanent o f f i c e  fo r

women's concerns  in the U n i t ed  S t a t e s  C a t h o l i c  C on fe rence .  The

Committee 's  r e p o r t  made in November 1975, c a l l e d  f o r  an expanded and

i n t e n s i f i e d  e f f o r t  by the Church in t h i s  a r e a :

I t  is  our  c o n s id e re d  judgment th a t  we have in 
these t o p i c s  v e r y  s e r i o u s  q u es t i o n s  o f  t h e o l o ­
g i c a l  con t e n t , j u r i d i c a 1 i m p l i c a t i o n  and p a s to r a l  
p r a c t i c e .  Moreover ,  the  s e r io u s n e s s  o f  the i s sues  
demands urgent  and e x t e n s i v e  a t t e n t i o n  from the 
Church a t  a l l  these  l e v e l s  and the f a i l u r e  to 
p ro v id e  such a t t e n t i o n ,  we b e l i e v e  may prove  c o s t l y .

The B i s h o p ' s  committee r e a l i z e s  th a t  a new type  o f  woman has come 

i n to  American s o c i e t y  in the cou rse  o f  the p resen t  c e n t u r y .  Th is  new 

woman has a ch ie ve d  a c e r t a i n  economic independence,  an awareness  o f  

her  persona l  f reedom and a d e s i r e  f o r  a profound development o f  her  

pe r s o n a 1i t y .

A s t a t i s t i c a l  s u r vey  p u b l i sh e d  by the  “ Women's B u re a u "  
i l l u s t r a t e s  the e v o l u t i o n  o f  the woman in the U n i ted  
S t a t e s  in the f o l l o w in g  way:  50% o f  American women a re
m ar r i ed  by the t ime they a re  21 y e a r s  o ld  and have had
t h e i r  l a s t  c h i l d  by the t ime they a re  30. Thus they
s t i l l  have 30 ye a r s  o f  a c t i v e  l i f e  ahead o f  them. More­
o v e r  from y e a r  to y e a r  the number o f  women who r e tu rn
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to p r o f e s s i o n a l  l i f e  between 45 and 54 y e a r s  is 
i n c r e a s i n g .  At  the moment 43% o f  American women 
a re  e x e r c i s i n g  some p r o f e s s i o n  ( i n  F rance  35%).
The c u l t u r a l  l e v e l  is  a l s o  c o n s t a n t l y  r i s i n g .
Among 17 y e a r  o ld  g i r l s ,  in 1970 78% had a d i ­
ploma o f  secondary  e d u c a t io n  (20% in 1920) and 
among women o f  21 y e a r s  19% had a degree in 1970 
(2% in 1 9 2 0 ) . 13

Th is  is the woman, who is  a l s o  a member o f  the Church .  Th is

means t h a t  her  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  the Church w i l l  have to be d i f f e r e n t

from what i t  was in the p a s t .  I t  is not  s u r p r i s i n g  then th a t  t h e r e  are

q u e s t i o n s  be ing  d i s c u s s e d  today  which  were neve r  r a i s e d  in the preceed-

ing ages o f  C h r i s t i a n i t y .

The t h e o l o g i c a l  s t u d i e s  d e a l i n g  w i t h  t h i s  s u b j e c t  
a re  on the i n c r e a s e .  The number o f  eminent th e o ­
lo g i a n s  who no longe r  f i n d  any o b j e c t i o n  to the 
o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women to major o rd e r s  is  c o n s t a n t l y  
growing.  The q u e s t i o n  from them b o i l s  down to a 
problem o f  a p a s t o r a l  n a t u r e .  Other  t h e o lo g i a n s  
however do not a l l o w  the o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women or  
have not  adopted any d e f i n i t e  p o s i t i o n  on the sub­
j e c t .  A s e r i o u s  s tu d y ,  undertaken f o r  example by 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l  commission o f  t h e o l o g i a n s ,  cou ld  
h e lp  the church l e a d e r s  to make a d e f i n i t e  s tand on 
the q u e s t i o n .  But  p a r a l l e l  w i t h  a l l  t h i s  t h e r e  can 
be seen d ev e lo p in g  in many fem in ine  c i r c l e s ,  e s ­
p e c i a l l y  among the young,  a c l e a r  o p p o s i t i o n  to 
the i n s e r t i o n  o f  women i n to  the e x i s t i n g  framework 
o f  the c l e r g y .  An o b s e r v a t i o n  p u b l i sh e d  in L_e 
Monde (25-12.1989) is  s i g n i f i c a n t  on t h i s  s u b j e c t :
"They  do not w ish  to  inhe r  i t  as such a c o n d i t i o n  
and a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  wh ich  men a re  beg inn ing  to 
c o n t e s t .  Women do not have the v o c a t i o n  to p i c k  
up the broken p i e c e s .  They o n l y  t h i n k ,  t o g e th e r  
w i t h  many o t h e r s ,  t h a t  i t  is  the whole concept o f  
the p r i e s th o o d  which  must be r e t h o u g h t " . ^ *

T h is  then is  'the c h a l l e n g e  f a c i n g  the Church today  as i t  t r i e s  

o ap p ly  the word o f  God to the i s sue  o f  women's r i g h t s  in the 

' . h r i s t i a n  community.  The d ia lo g u e  has begun and i t  seems th a t  i t  w i l l
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c o n t i n u e .  There is needed t ime f o r  r e- ex am in a t io n ,  o f  e f f o r t  to

d i s c e r n  where the  s p i r i t  is l e a d ing  the peop le  o f  God today .  As the

d i a l o g u e  c o n t i n u e s ,  words l i k e  l i b e r a t i o n ,  f reedon to be a pe rson ,

the  r o l e  o f  c u l t u r e  and the p a r t  t r a d i t i o n  p l a y s  w i l l  be r e c u r r i n g

themes.  Rosemary Rue ther  s t a t e s :

Only today  have l a rg e  numbers of  peop le  begun 
to susp ec t  th a t  p a t r i a r c h y ,  which has shaped 
human h i s t o r y  u n t i l  n o w , i s  u n v i a b l e  f o r  f u t u r e  
development  and indeed is  f a s t  p rov in g  unab le  
to m a in t a in  the s u r v i v a l  o f  humankind on the 
p l a n e t .  Th i s  is  the p e r io d  when the women's 
movement, p r o p e r l y  unders tood encompasses a l l  
o t h e r  l i b e r a t i o n  movements. ^̂

On the  o t h e r  s i d e  o f  the i s su e  A rchb ishop  B e r n a r d in  s t a t e s :

I t  is  not c o r r e c t  to say th a t  no s e r i o u s  th e o ­
l o g i c a l  o b s t a c l e  s tands  in the way o f  o r d a in in g  
women in the p r i e s t h o o d ,  and th a t  the f a c t  tha t  
women have not been o rd a in ed  up to now can be 
e x p l a i n e d  s im p ly  by c u l t u r a l l y  c o n d i t i o n e d  no­
t i o n s  o f  male s u p e r i o r i t y .

There  is  a s e r i o u s  t h e o l o g i c a l  i s su e .  Through­
out i t s  h i s t o r y  the C a t h o l i c  Church has not 
c a l l e d  women to the p r i e s t h o o d .  A l th oug h ,  many 
o f  the arguments p resen ted  in t ime gone by on 
t h i s  s u b j e c t  may not be d e f e n s i b l e  tod ay ,  the re  
a re  co m p e l l i n g  reasons  fo r  t h i s  p r a c t i c e . ^

Thus t h e re  a re  d i f f e r e n t  v i e w p o in t s  on the r o l e  o f  women in the

Church.  Many even i n t e r p r e t  the same e v id e n c e  in opposing ways.

Depending on d i f f e r e n t  e c c l e s i o l o g y  and d i f f e r e n t  approaches  to

S c r i p t u r e  and t rad it - ion  t h i s  is to  be expec ted .  One v o i c e  wh ich  can

be s a id  to speak a v i e w p o in t  h e ld  by many is  tha t  o f  Hans Kung:

The C h u rc h ' s  m i n i s t r y  o f  l e a d e r s h ip  does not have 
to be e x c l u s i v e l y  male ;  i t  need not be a men's  
a s s o c i a t i o n .  F u l l  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  of  women in the
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C hurch 's  l i f e ,  on the b a s i s  o f  equal  r i g h t s  is  
something t h a t  be longs  to a s u i t a b l y  renewed 
Church today .  Th is  means not o n ly  in c lu d in g  
women as c o r r e s p o n s i b 1e in the  d i f f e r e n t  a d v i s ­
o ry  and d ec is ion-m ak ing  bod ies  ( i n  the C a t h o l i c  
Church ,  t h i s  means e v e r y t h i n g  from the p a r i s h  
c o u n c i l  to  the - as y e t  on ly  a hope - church-wide  
l a y  s e n a t e ) ,  but a l s o  the admiss ion  o f  women to 
a l l  the C hu rch 's  s p e c i a l  m i n i s t r i e s  and to 
o r d i n a t i o n .  (Bu t  we shou ld  no more speak o f  a 
p r i e s t h o o d  of  women ( p r i e s t e s s e s )  than o f  a 
p r i e s t h o o d  o f  men).  S o c i o c u l t u r a l  reasons have 
been advanced a g a i n s t  the o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women 
fo r  a t e r r i t o r i a l  and perhaps even fo r  a 
n o n - t e r r i t o r i a  1 m i n i s t r y  o f  l e a d e r s h ip ,  but  no 
d e c i s i v e  t h e o l o g i c a l  reasons have been p re se n ted .  
The New Testament  too must be seen here  in i t s  
t im e - c o n d i t i o n e d  c h a r a c t e r  ( e . g . ,  P a u l ' s  p r e s ­
c r i p t i o n  tha t  the  C o r i n t h i a n  women wear v e i l s  a t  
p r a y e r )  and i n t e r p r e t e d  in the l i g h t  o f  what 
we have d e s c r i b e d  above as the r a d i c a l  " o b l i ­
t e r a t i o n , "  in P a u l ' s  sense ,  o f  the d i f f e r e n c e  
between man and woman.17

In the l a s t  h a l f  c e n t u r y ,  the concept  o f  woman has changed v e ry  

much in the  C a t h o l i c  Church.  Women had been regarded as i n f e r i o r ,  

as t e m p t re s s ,  as dangerous ,  not  wor thy  or  c ap ab le  o f  be ing e d u c a t e d ,  

and as be ing in c a p ab le  o f  a c h i e v i n g  what men a re  accustomed to do. 

These myths may even be thousands o f  y e a r s  o ld  but they  a re  i n f l u e n ­

t i a l  in the p r e s e n t  t im e .  The C a t h o l i c  B i shops  of  M a s s a c h u se t t s  in

oppos ing  women's s u f f r a g e  in 1920 d e c l a r e d :

That f o r  women to e n t e r  the sphere  of  p o l i t i c s  
was tan tamount to becoming a " f a l l e n  woman".
She g a in s ^ n o th in g  by th a t  j o u rn e y .  On the  o t h e r  
hand she lo ses  the e x c l u s i v e n e s s ,  r e sp ec t  and
d i g n i t y  to  wh ich  she is e n t i t l e d  in her  home. 18

Only a few y e a r s  ago the Ep i s c o p a l  B ishop  o f  C a l i f o r n i a  den ied

the c a p a c i t y  o f  women f o r  o r d i n a t i o n  on the grounds tha t  o n l y  males
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possess  the c a p a c i t y  f o r  " i n i t i a t i v e "  t h a t  r ep re se n t  the " p o t e n c y "

o f  God. So Rosemary Rue the r  conc luded :

Maleness  i s  i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  i n t e l l e c t u a l i t y  and 
s p i r i t u a l i t y ,  femaleness  is  i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  the 
lower m a t e r i a l  n a t u r e .  Th is  a l s o  d e f i n e s  the 
female  as on to 1o g i c a 11y dependent and m o r a l l y  i n ­
f e r i o r  to m a l e n e s s . ^9.

These r e c e n t  s ta t em e n ts  a re  not v e ry  d i f f e r e n t  from s ta t em en ts

made thousand of  y e a r s  ago.  A r i s t o t l e  b e l i e v e d  tha t  e v e r y  male seed

should  n o r m a t i v e l y  produce i t s  own image in ano the r  male .  Females

r e s u l t  on ly  as an a b e r r a t i o n  in which  the lower m a t e r i a l  p r i n c i p l e

s u b v e r t s  the  male f o rm a t i v e  p r i n c i p l e .  Or igen  s t a t e s  t h a t :

What is  seen by the eyes  o f  the C re a to r  is mas­
c u l i n e ,  not f e m in in e ,  f o r  God does not de ign to 
look at  t h a t  which  is  f em in ine  and f l e s h l y . 20

A t t i t u d e s  towards women down through the c e n t u r i e s  have o f t e n

been the cause  o f  g rave  i n j u s t i c e s .  I t  is  not by a c c i d e n t  t h a t  the

w i t c h  hunts o f  the l a t e  m idd le  ages chose women as t h e i r  v i c t i m s .  A

c e r t a i n  p h i lo s o p h y  was co in e d  in o r d e r  to j u s t i f y  t h i s  a c t i o n .  In

the M a l l eus  M a le f i c a ru m ,  which  sums up th ree  c e n t u r i e s  o f  o f f i c i a l

t h e o r y ,  i t  can be seen why women would be the  v i c t i m s  o f  w i t c h  hunts

When a woman th in k s  a l o n e ,  she th in k s  e v i l .
I have found woman more b i t t e r  than death 
and a good woman s u b j e c t  to c a rna l  l u s t .  They 
have s l i p p e r y  tongues.  . . S in c e  they  a re
weak they  f i n d  an easy  and s e c r e t  manner o f  
v i n d i c a t i n g  them se lves  in w i t c h c r a f t .  They 
a re  f e e b l e r  both in mind and body. I t  is  not 
s u r p r i s i n g  th a t  they  shou ld  come more under 
the s p e l l  o f  w i t c h c r a f t .  As regards  i n t e l l e c t  
or  u nd e rs tand ing  o f  s p i r i t u a l  t h in g s  they seem 
to be o f  a d i f f e r e n t  n a tu r e  than men. Women 
a re  i n t e l l e c t u a l l y  l i k e  c h i l d r e n . 21
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The women's r i g h t s  movement w i t h i n  the Church i s  faced w i t h  many

f a l s e  c o n c e p t io n s  from the p a s t .  Woman in the Church is  the v i c t i m

of  c e r t a i n  wor ld  v i e w s ,  from which  she must be f r e e d .  The q u e s t i o n  o f

e q u a l i t y  cannot  be d i s c u s s e d  i f  many s i n c e r e l y  b e l i e v e  t h a t  e q u a l i t y

i s  not p a r t  o f  God's  p lan  fo r  the sexes .  T h i s  type o f  t h in k in g  does

not lend i t s e l f  to honest  d i s c u s s i o n .  George Tavard  g i v e s  a good

in s i g h t  i n to  the v i e w p o in t s  about woman wh ich  caused i n j u s t i c e s  in

pas t  c e n t u r i e s  and even now in some c i r c l e s  s t i l l  o p e r a te  today .

Our h i s t o r i c a l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  has shown tha t  a 
l a rg e  amount o f  e a r l y  w r i t i n g  c on s id e re d  some 
a sp ec t s  o f  woman's l i f e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  in the 
e t h i c a l  d im ens ion .  W i th  many a u t h o r s ,  the sub­
j e c t  f o r  f a s h io n  and make-up has been a f a v o r i t e .
From the c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  o f  T e r t u l l i a n  on " f e m a le  
d r e s s "  to the r e c e n t  l u c u b r a t i o n s  o f  the l a t e  
Fa the r  F r a n c i s  Conne l l  and o ther  m o r a l i s t s  about 
the amount o f  female f l e s h  th a t  may be bared w i t h ­
out s i n ,  t h e o lo g i a n s  have wasted  a g r e a t  dea l  o f  
t ime w r i t i n g  a g a i n s t  the c u r r e n t  f a s h io n s  o f  t h e i r  
t imes .  Ye t  t h i s  has not been sheer  s t u p i d i t y .
They d id  so o n l y  because  they saw Eve the temptress  
w i t h i n  e v e r y  woman. They worked on the h yp o th e s i s  
that. E ve ,  be ing  h e r s e l f  de luded ,  s t i l l  approaches  
Adam w i t h  an i l l e g a l  f r u i t  to be sha red ,  the f r u i t  
now being her own body.  And be ing themse lves  Adam, 
they took measures to a v o id  being tempted by E ve .
Woman, in  t h i s  c a s e ,  is  p e r c e i v e d  as e v i l ,  not the 
a b s o lu t e  e v i l  o f  h e l l ,  but  the r e l a t i v e  e v i l  o f  
f a l l i n g  and f a l l e n  m a n k i n d . ^

The debate  on v/oman's r i g h t s  in the Church c o n t i n u e s ,  and the 

p r im a r y  e f f o r t  w i l l  be to e l i m i n a t e  the excess  baggage o f  pas t  t r a d i ­

t i o n s  and d i s t i n g u i s h  what is  the product  o f  a c e r t a i n  e r a  and 

c u l t u r a l  c o n d i t i o n s  and what is  v a l i d  i r r e s p e c t i v e  o f  such c o n d i t i o n s .
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Paul  Lake land S . J .  s a y s :

The f i r s t  and most important  s tep  i s  to open 
up the Church a t  a l l  i t s  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  l e v e l s  
to the r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  women, not as t r u s t e d  
s l a v e s  or  j u s t  to show tha t  we a re  broadminded,  
but on a b a s i s  o f  e q u a l i t y .  Th is  in i t s e l f  
presupposes  the even more impor tant  d e c l e r i c a l  i- 
s a t i o n  o f  the i n s t i t u t i o n a l  chu rch .  B ishops  and 
p r i e s t s  a re  p a s to r s  and t e a c h e r s ;  the Church 's  
c i v i l  s e r v i c e  need not and p robab ly  should not 
be s t a f f e d  by such p eop le .  Men must r e l i n q u i s h  
t h e i r  hold on the Church 's  l i f e  and a l l o w  women 
t h e i r  s a y ,  and the c l e r i c a l  bu reauc racy  must be 
the f i r s t  to do t h a t .  The Church should  be a l low ed  
to b r e a t h .  Perhaps then the Church which  is  
a f t e r  a l l  m e t a p h o r i c a l l y  a " s h e 11, would move more 
c l o s e r  to a ba lance  and away from i t s  p r e s e n t  
o p p r e s s i v e  m a s c u l i n i t y . * ^

In o rd e r  to show tha t  t h i s  l a s t  s ta tement  i s  not an e x a g g e r a t i o n ,

a p r a y e r  used in the l i t u r g y  o f  the Church s t a t e s :

0 God, who among o th e r  m i r a c l e s  o f  your powers,  
gave the v i c t o r y  o f  martyrdom even to the weak­
e r  sex.

Th is  p raye r  i s  used in the l i t u r g y  as the opening p r ay e r  fo r  

the Mass o f  a v i r g i n  m a r t y r .

A l o t  o f  honesty  and demytho1o g iz in g  w i l l  be n ece ssa r y  in the

y e a r s  ahead i f  woman is  to share  e q u a l i t y  w i t h  man in the Church of

the f u t u r e .  W h i l e  d iscou ragem ent  and d e s p a i r  may be the lo t  o f  those

who s t r i v e  for  t h i s  end, i t  might be good to ponder the words o f

Andrew G r e e l e y .  Speak ing o f  the c l e r g y  o f  the f u t u r e ,  he s t a t e s :

I t  seems v e ry  l i k e l y  g i v e n  the f e m in i s t  movement, 
the number o f  women who a re  con s id e red  to be c l e r g y  
w i l l  i n c r e a s e ,  a l though  there  w i l l  be g r e a t  r e s i s t ­
ance to a c c e p t in g  them as e q u a l l y  c l e r i c a l  w i t h  men.
The Roman C a t h o l i c  Church i s  in a r a t h e r  p e c u l i a r  
p o s i t i o n  in t h i s  r e s p e c t  from the p o in t  o f  v iew  o f
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f u n c t i o n a l  s o c i o l o g y .  I t  has f o r  a long t ime had 
f a r  more female  " c l e r g y "  than ma le ,  s i n c e  the r e l i ­
g io us  s i s t e r s  p l a y  an o b v i o u s l y  c l e r i c a l  r o l e  and 
a re  o b v i o u s l y  in tended to be " h o l y  women". However,  
they  have a l s o  been ,no t  u n e x p e c t e d l y ,  p e rhaps ,  second 
c l a s s  c l e r g y ,  in tha t  they  were den ied  the c e n t r a l  
powers o f  r u l e  and w o r s h ip .  In p r a c t i c e  many of  
them d id  r u l e  in conven ts  and c o l l e g e s  and h o s p i t a l s  
w i t h  more power and more e f f e c t i v e n e s s  than male 
c l e r g y .  N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  even  though i t  is  now con ­
ceded t h a t  the deaconesses  o f  the e a r l y  church  
were a c t u a l l y  c o n s id e r e d  to  be in " s a c r e d  o r d e r s " ,  
C a t h o l i c  women have been den ied  a c c e ss  to  the 
p r i e s t h o o d  and the e p i s c o p a c y .  I t  seems almost  
c e r t a i n  to the p r e s e n t  p r o g n o s t i c a t o r  t h a t  p r e s s u r e s  
from women f o r  a c c e s s  to  these  p o s i t i o n s  in the 
c l e r g y  w i l l  i n c r e a s e  between now and the y e a r  2000. 
How s u c c e s s f u l  they  w i l l  be remains to be seen .  The 
p r o g n o s t i c a t o r  is  f o r c e d  to ob se rve  t h a t  o ve r  the 
v e r y  long run the p r e s s u r e  f o r  e q u a l i t y  f o r  women 
in the c l e r g y  is l i k e l y  to overcome even the most 
u n a s s a i l a b l e  o f  t h e o l o g i c a l  arguments.



CHAPTER I I

THE HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT OF MINISTRY IN THE CHURCH

In d e a l i n g  w i t h  the o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women and t h e i r  r i g h t s  i n . t h e

Church ,  i t  is n e c e s s a r y  to r e a l i z e  tha t  m i n i s t r y  in the New Testament

Church was a much w id e r  concep t  than i t  is  today .

F i r s t . o f  a l l ,  i t  is  obv ious  t h a t  p l u r i f o r m  
s t r u c t u r e  is  gene ra l  in the New Tes tament .
Nothing sugges ts  a un ifo rm  s t r u c t u r e  imposed 
from above .  T h i s  does not imply th a t  d e v e lo p ­
ment beyond the New Tes tament  is im poss ib le  
o r  u n d e s i r a b l e ;  i t  does imply t h a t  such a 
development when i t  o c c u r r e d ,  was based on o th e r  
than b i b l i c a l  reasons .  To the degree to which 
these  reasons were h i s t o r i c a l  o t h e r  s t r u c t u r e s  
can be suggested by o t h e r  h i s t o r i c a l  reasons .
P l u r i f o r m i t y  is  not  c o n t r a r y  to the New 
Tes tament ,  w h a te v e r  e l s e  i t  may be c o n t r a r y  to .^6

Th is  s ta tem ent  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  t r a d i t i o n  may not be as e a s i l y  

d e c ip he red  as s ta t em en ts  o f  the past  seemed to be s a y i n g .  In exam­

in in g  the h i s t o r i c a l  development  o f  m i n i s t r y ,  d i f f e r e n t  v iews  o f  what 

t r a d i t i o n  means, how s c r i p t u r e  is  to be i n t e r p r e t e d  and f i n a l l y  how 

one v iews the Church w i l l  de te rm ine  the c o n c lu s i o n  to be reached 

a f t e r  t h i s  h i s t o r i c a l  s u r v e y .  F i r s t ,  in r egard  to the Church ,  Raymond 

Brown s t a t e s :

I f  I am wary  o f  p r e d i c t i n g  the f u t u r e  i t  is 
because I remember tha t  no one in the  C a t h o l i c  
Church in 1955, not Pope,  B ishop  or  t h e o lo g i a n  
cou ld  have p r e d i c t e d  what the C a t h o l i c  a t t i t u d e  
toward ecumenism would be in 1965- Am I wrong 
in 1975 in s u s p e c t i n g  t h a t  the Holy S p i r i t  who 
moved the Roman C a t h o l i c  Church through an 
amazing decade o f  change w i t h  regard to ecume­
nism might v e ry  w e l l  move the Church through 
a n o th e r  amazing decade o f  change as regard the 
r o l e  o f  women. 1 '



Raymond B row n 's  v iew  o f  the Church a l l o w s  f o r  growth and l e a v es  

room fo r  the prompting o f  the S p i r i t .  Th is  v iew  o f  the Church is  not 

a b l u e p r i n t  v i ew  v i z .  t h a t  C h r i s t  e s t a b l i s h e d  a church  th a t  had no 

f u r t h e r  need o f  deve lopment .  R i c h a rd  McBr ien  ag rees  w i t h  Brown tha t  

the  Church indeed is a dynamic church  and i t  must c o n t in u e  to grow 

and e v a l u a t e  i t s e l f .

One cannot speak about the Church as i f  i t  were 
so t h o ro u g h ly  d i v i n e  th a t  o n l y  the s l i g h t e s t  and 
most i n c o n s e q u e n t i a l  i tems can be regarded as hu­
man and t h e r e f o r e  s u b j e c t  to  change ( e . g . ,  whether  
o l i v e  o i l  o r  v e g e t a b l e  o i l  may be used f o r  a n o i n t ­
ing o f  the s i c k  and whe the r  C a t h o l i c s  s h a l l  e a t  
meat on F r i d a y ) .  Such a v iew  assumes,  a t  a deeper 
l e v e l ,  t h a t  the Church and the Kingdom o f  God are  
i d e n t i c a l  (a p o s i t i o n  im p oss ib le  to s u s t a i n  
b i b l i c a l l y ,  d o c t r i n a l l y  or  t h e o l o g i c a l l y )  and 
tha t  the idea o f  a s u b s t a n t i a l  reform of  the 
Church is  a lw ays  w i t h o u t  m e r i t  (a  v iew  c o n t r a ­
d i c t e d  in p r a c t i c e ,  not on ly  by V a t i c a n  I I ,  but 
by such e a r l i e r  thorough going r e n o v a t io n s  as 
the G rego r ian  Reform o f  the e l e v e n t h  c e n t u r y ) .  0

E f f o r t s  a re  be ing  made today to r e tu rn  to the sou rces  v i z .  the

New Testament-and post  A p o s t o l i c  Church.  Depending on whether  one

takes  a l i t e r a l i s t  approach  to  S c r i p t u r e  or  t r e a t s  S c r i p t u r e  in the

l i g h t  o f  the  f i n d i n g s  o f  modern s c h o l a r s h i p ,  the answer w i l l  d i f f e r

in both i n s t a n c e s .  In answer to S i s t e r  E l i z a b e t h  C a r r o l l ' s  t a l k  on

women in the B i b l e  a t  the  O r d in a t i o n  o f  Women Confe rence  in D e t r o i t ,

S c r i p t u r e  s c h o l a r  C a r r o l l  S t u h l m u e l l e r  s t a t e d :

The B i b l e  t h e r e f o r e  asks  us to  p e r c e i v e  the
l i t e r a l  sense  of  the S c r i p t u r e s  w i t h i n  the
l i v i n g  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  o f  our own day.  How to
un fo ld  the i d e a l s  and norms o f  S c r i p t u r e  and
Church t r a d i t i o n  f o r  p r i e s t h o o d  and l e a d e r s h ip
today is the b i b l i c a l  t a sk  in wh ich  we a re  engaged . . .
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Again the B i b l e  a s s i s t s  us in t h i s  on-going 
task  o f  r e i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  F i r s t ,  a c a r e f u l  
s tudy  of  l e a d e r s h ip  in b i b l i c a l  t imes con ­
c lu d e s  th a t  forms not o n l y  o f  c i v i l  a u t h o r i t y  
but a l s o  o f  r e l i g i o u s  government a re  not 
d i r e c t l y  r e v e a l e d  by God. B i b l i c a l  peop le  
absorbed them from the combined s o c i a l  and 
r e l i g i o u s  env ironment  o f  t h e i r  t im e ,  whether  
these  be prophecy  ( l  Kgs. 18 ;2 2 ) ,  
p r i e s t h o o d  ( J d g .  1 7 :5 ) ,  r o y a l t y  ( l  S a m .8 ;5 ) ,  
j u d g e s h ip  ( J u d g .  8 : 1 6 ) ,  or  a sys tem o f  e l d e r s  
and s c r i b e s  ( E x . l 8 ) .  New Testament documents 
show how J e s u s  and the e a r l y  Church f i t t e d  in to  
the s o c i o l o g i c a l  p a t t e r n s  of  t h e i r  t ime.  They 
d id  not r e v e a l  new forms o f  l e a d e r s h ip  but 
r a t h e r  they saw new i n s i g h t s  in the  o ld  f o r m s . ^

In using  S c r i p t u r e  to b o l s t e r  o n e ' s  v i e w p o in t  in regard to a 

p a r t i c u l a r  dogmatic  q u e s t i o n  one must d i s t i n g u i s h  between the c u l t u r a l  

and time-bound e lem ents  in c o n t r a s t  to the e lements  t h a t  shou ld  be 

v a l i d  f o r  a l l  t im es .

On June  30, 1978, F a t h e r  Raymond Brown gave a l e c t u r e  a t  the 

C a t h o l i c  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Louva in  in which  he d i s c u s s e d  the d i f f i c u l t i e s  

in us ing  the-New Testament  in American C a t h o l i c  d i s c u s s i o n s .  Much o f  

what Brown s a id  would ap p ly  to  the q u e s t i o n  o f  women and m i n i s t r y  in 

the  Church. T a l k i n g  about the a t tem pts  to s o l v e  modern c r i t i c a l  

problems on the  b a s i s  o f  dogmatic  s ta tem en ts  phrased  in a p r e - c r i t i c a l  

e r a ,  he s t a t e s :

Numerous Church s ta t em e n ts  (o r  t h e o l o g i c a l  
p o s i t i o n s )  r e f e r  to i n s t i t u t i o n  or  f ounda t ion  
by C h r i s t  o r  by J e s u s  C h r i s t  e . g . ,  C h r i s t  
founded the Church;  C h r i s t  i n s t i t u t e d  the 
Sac ram en ts ;  C h r i s t  i n s t i t u t e d  the a p o s t l e s  
p r i e s t s .  These s ta t em e n ts  were phrased be ­
fo re  the i n s i g h t  now a cce p te d  by the Church 
tha t  the Gospe ls  g i v e  a p i c t u r e  o f  C h r i s t  t ha t  
goes c o n s i d e r a b l y  beyond the h i s t o r i c a l
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m i n i s t r y  o f  J e s u s  of  N az a re th .  T h e r e f o r e ,  
such dogmatic  s ta tem ents  do not n e c e s s a r i l y  
r e f e r  to what J e s u s  d id  du r ing  h i s  m i n i s t r y ,  
o f t e n  they  a re  a d i s t i l l a t i o n  from the whole 
New Testament p i c t u r e  and from the whole  of  
f i r s t - c e n t u r y  C h r i s t i a n  h i s t o r y . 30

F a th e r  Brown then s t a t e s  an example wh ich  p e r t a i n  p a r t i c u l a r l y  

to  t h i s  s tudy .

As an example,  l e t  me mention the Roman C a t h o l i c  
p o s i t i o n  tha t  o n l y  a male o rd a in ed  by a B ishop  
through the la y ing-on  o f  hands can v a l i d l y  c e l e ­
b r a t e  the E u c h a r i s t .  Some want to argue t h a t  
t h i s  was and even had to be the s i t u a t i o n  in 
New Testament  t im e s ,  and they would regard  as 
d i s l o y a l  (o r  worse )  a C a t h o l i c  exege te  who f i n d s  
no such r e g u l a r i t y  in the S c r i p t u r e s .  V e t ,  the 
New Tes tament  is  v i r t u a 11v s i  l en t  as to who 
c e l e b r a t e d  the E u c h a r i s t .

F i n a l l y ,  a look a t  t r a d i t i o n  w i l l  i n d i c a t e  tha t  a more dynamic

v iew  as c o n t r a s t e d  w i t h  a s t a t i c  v iew  is more in keep ing  w i t h  modern

s c h o l a r s h i p .  Paul  L a k e l a n d ' s  s ta tem ent  on t r a d i t i o n  is  h e l p f u l  in

p u t t i n g  t h i s  whole  q u e s t i o n  i n to  focus :

The t h e o lo g y  o f  t r a d i t i o n  makes a d i s t i n c t i o n  
between a p o s t o l i c  and e c c l e s i a l  t r a d i t i o n ,  a 
t h e o r y  t i e d  up w i t h  the  b e l i e f  t ha t  " r e v e l a t i o n  
ended w i t h  the death o f  the l a s t  a p o s t l e " .  Th is  
sugges ts  too c l e a n  a b r e a k ;  the e x e r c i s e  o f  the 
human u nd e rs t an d in g  and the r e f l e c t i o n  o f  be ­
l i e v e r s  upon the gospel  c o n t in u e d ,  and was pa r t  
o f  both the a p o s t o l i c  age and the p o s t - a p o s t o l i c  
t ime .  I t  would be e n t i r e l y  f a l s e  to t r y  to 
draw a l i n e  a f t e r  which  e v e r y t h i n g  and eve ryone  
had to f a l l  i n to  a wooden s u b s e r v i e n c e  to the 
b e l i e f  t-hat the a p o s t l e s  had " implemented  the 
i n t e n t i o n  o f  C h r i s t " .  The a p o s t o l i c  age i t s e l f ,  
as we have a l r e a d y  h i n t e d ,  was a t ime o f  p l u r a l i s m ;  
the f a c t  t h a t  we can t a l k ,  f o r  example o f  a 
P a u l i n e  and a Jo h a n n in e  theo logy  bears  w i t n e s s  
to t h i s .  As the  a p o s t l e s  gave way to the b isho p s/  
p r e s b y t e r s  o f  the e a r l y  ch u rch ,  in a way o f  which 
we can know n o th in g  in d e t a i l ,  so tha t  a p o s t o l i c
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merged i n to  the e c c l e s i a l  age ,  and the t r a d i t i o n  
developed (not  ' l e f t ' )  by the a p o s t l e s  con t inu ed  
to d eve lop  in the c h u r c h . ^

In o rd e r  to a p p r e c i a t e  the q u e s t i o n s  th a t  a r i s e  today  in regard  

to woman's r o l e  in the Church ,  i t  is  impor tan t  to r e a l i z e  tha t  the 

q u e s t i o n s  be ing  asked a re  l e g i t i m a t e  q u e s t i o n s  and in the l i g h t  o f  the 

approach to the Church ,  S c r i p t u r e ,  and t r a d i t i o n  th a t  have been p r e ­

sen ted  these  a re  q u e s t i o n s  th a t  must be faced  in the b e l i e f  t h a t  the 

S p i r i t  has brought  us to t h i s  po int-  Not eve ryone  would agree  w i th  

these  approaches  to  Church ,  S c r i p t u r e  and t r a d i t i o n .  As a r e s u l t  of  

t h i s ,  t h e re  w i l l  be o p p o s i t i o n  to the f o r c e s  a d v o c a t in g  a g r e a t e r  r o l e  

f o r  women in the Church.  The words o f  Mary D a ly ,  an Amer ican ,  h o lde r  

o f  a d o c t o r a t e  in S ac red  Theo logy  from the U n i v e r s i t y  o f  F r i b o u rg  a re  

apt  in t h i s  s i t u a t i o n ,  as she poses the q u e s t i o n ,  why not women 

p r i e s t s .

One can o n l y  hope t h a t  i t  w i l l  be g iven  f a i r  
cons.i d e ra t  ion and tha t  those  who a r e  too prone 
to g i v e  spec iou s  arguments w i l l  t h in k  s e r i o u s ­
ly  o f  a l l  tha t  is i n v o l v e d .  In an age in which 
t h e re  is a c r y i n g  need f o r  p r i e s t s  in many 
c o u n t r i e s ,  i t  is  p o s s i b l e  tha t  the e x c l u s i o n  
o f  women from Orders  w i l l  have t r a g i c  con se ­
quences.  In any c a s e ,  the am b ig u i t y  conce rn ing  
the s t a t u s  o f  C a t h o l i c  women, an am b ig u i t y  
in wh ich  a n a c h r o n i s t i c  ideas  and p r a c t i c e s  
meet r e a l i t i e s  in head-on c o l l i s i o n ,  cannot 
c o n t in u e  w i t h o u t  i n c r e a s i n g  harm to women as 
persons and to the Church as a s o c i e t y .

Urged to speak and to lead in p u b l i c  l i f e ,  but 
condemned w i t h i n  the Church to s i l e n c e  b e f i t t i n g  
t h e i r  p r ed e c e ss o rs  o f  n in e te e n  hundred y e a r s  
ago,  C a t h o l i c  women f e e l  the f o r c e s  o f  c o n t r a ­
d i c t i o n  and look h o p e f u l l y  to the f u t u r e .  The 
a n t i - fe rn in is t  t r a d i t i o n  w i t h i n  the Church is
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hav ing  a hard t ime f i n d i n g  f i r m  legs  to stand 
on. The props o f f e r e d  in the past  by e x i s t i n g  
s o c i a l  c o n d i t i o n s ,  by f a l s e  b i o l o g i c a l  and 
p h i l o s o p h i c a l  t h e o r i e s  and by a n t i - fe rn in i s t  
l e g i s l a t i o n  have m e l ted  a w a y . 33

In c o n t r a s t  to the approach o f  Dr. Daly i t  might be h e l p f u l  to
/ ,

examine the t each ing  churchs  s tand in regard  to S c r i p t u r e  and t r a d i ­

t i o n .  The f o l l o w i n g  s ta tem ent  is  taken  from a r ep o r t  i s sued  by the 

N a t io n a l  C a t h o l i c  Confe rence  o f  B i s h o p ' s  Committee on P a s t o r a l  

Research  and P r a c t i c e s  e n t i t l e d  " T h e o lo g i c a l  R e f l e c t i o n  on the 

O r d in a t i o n  of  Women".

R e v e l a t i o n  is  made known to us from t r a d i t i o n  as 
w e l l  as from Sac red  S c r i p t u r e  ( c . f .  C o n s t i t u t i o n  
on D i v i n e  R e v e l a t i o n ,  #8-10) .  I t  is then n e c e s s a r y  
f o r  t h e o lo g y  in t h i s  q u e s t i o n  to look to the l i f e  
and p r a c t i c e  o f  the S p i r i t - g u i d e d  Church.  The 
c o n s ta n t  p r a c t i c e  and t r a d i t i o n  of  the C a t h o l i c  
Church has exc luded  women from the e p i s c o p a l  and 
p r i e s t l y  o f f i c e .  T h e o lo g ia n s  and c a n o n i s t s  have 
been unanimous u n t i l  modern t imes in c o n s i d e r i n g  
t h i s  e x c l u s i o n  as a b s o lu t e  and of  d i v i n e  o r i g i n .  
U n t i l  r e c e n t  t imes  no t h e o lo g i a n  or  c a n o n i s t  
seem ing ly  has judged t h i s  to be o n l y  o f  e c c l e s i a s ­
t i c a l  law.  I t  would be p o i n t l e s s  to l i s t  the many 
a u t h o r i t i e s  and the t h e o l o g i c a l  note tha t  each 
a s s ig n s  to t h i s  t e a c h i n g .  However the cons tan t  
t r a d i t i o n  and p r a c t i c e  o f  the C a t h o l i c  Church 
a g a in s t  the  o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women, i n t e r p r e t e d  
(whenever  ' i n t e r p r e t e d ' )  as o f  d i v i n e  law,  is 
o f  such a n a tu r e  as to c o n s t i t u t e  a c l e a r  t e a c h ­
ing o f  the  O rd in a r y  M a g is t e r iu m  o f  the Church.  
Though not f o r m a l l y  d e f i n e d ,  t h i s  is  C a t h o l i c  
doc t r  i ne . 3^

Among the cnoseh peop le  o f  the Old Testament as w e l l  as in the 

r e l i g i o n s  o f  Mesopotamia and Egypt the King was a s s i s t e d  by p r i e s t s  

who c o n s t i t u t e d  a h i e r a r c h i c a I  , he r e d i t a r y  p r i e s t h o o d  and formed a 

s e p a r a te  c a s t e .  In the age o f  the P a t r i a r c h s ,  the re  was no s p e c i a l
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p r i e s t h o o d .  There was no tem p le ,  so the P a t r i a r c h s  b u i l t  a l t a r s  o f  

s tone  and o f f e r e d  s a c r i f i c e s .  Th is  was known as a f a m i l i a l  p r i e s t ­

hood. The o n l y  p r i e s t s  ment ioned in the Book o f  Genes is  a re  s t r a n g e r s ,  

fo r  example ,  M e lch izedek  and the p r i e s t s  o f  Pharoah .  When I s r a e l  be­

came a n a t io n  a c e r t a i n  c l a s s  was s e t  a p a r t  to  take c a re  o f  the 

s a n c t u a r i e s .  Moses h im s e l f  was a L e v i t e  and the t r i b e  o f  Lev i  began in 

the age o f  Moses to a c q u i r e  a s p e c i a l  s t a t u s :

When Moses r e a l i z e d  t h a t ,  to the s c o r n f u l  j o y  o f  t h e i r  
f o e s ,  Aaron had l e t  the peop le  run w i l d ,  he stood at  
the ga te  o f  the camp and c r i e d ,  "Whoever  is f o r  the 
Lord ,  l e t  him come to me". A l l  the L e v i t e s  then r a l l i e d  
to him and he t o ld  them, "Thus says the Lord ,  the God 
o f  I s r a e l ,  put your  sword on your h i p ,  e ve ryone  o f  you 1 
Now go up and down the camp, from gate  to ga te  and s l a y  
your  k insmen, your  f r i e n d s  and n e ig h b o r s " .  The L e v i t e s  
c a r r i e d  out the command o f  Moses,  and tha t  day th e re  
f e l l  about th ree  thousand o f  the p eop le .  Then Moses 
s a i d ,  "Today you have been d e d i c a te d  to the Lo rd ,  fo r  
you were a g a in s t  your  own kinsmen, to b r in g  a b l e s s i n g  
upon y o u r s e l f  t h i s  d a y " .  ( Exodus ,  32:25“ 2^)

The Hebrew word f o r  p r i e s t  is "K o h e n " ,  i t s  meaning is u n c e r t a i n  

but the r o l e  o f  the p r i e s t h o o d  and i t s  development can be l e a rn ed  by 

examin ing the f u n c t i o n s  o f  a p r i e s t  in the Old Testament and in the 

l i t e r a t u r e  o f  o t h e r  a n c i e n t  p e o p le s .  Among the p r i e s t s  in a l l  reg ions  

and in a l l  t imes  c e r t a i n  common c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  can be no ted :  The

p r i e s t h o o d  is g e n e r a l l y  h e r e d i t y ;  i t  is d i v i d e d  in to  a l a rg e  number 

o f  c l a s s  and s p e c i a l i z e d  f u n c t i o n s ,  some o f  which  a re  o b s c u re ;  the 

p r i e s th o o d  is  headed by a c h i e f  p r i e s t  o r  c h i e f  p r i e s t s ;  and the 

p r i e s t l y  c l a s s  i n c lu d e s  d i v i n e s  and m a g i c i a n s .

Among the J ew s ,  the temple personne l  in c luded  women, and p r i e s t s  

were o f t e n  in c luded  w i t h  s c r i b e s  and t e a c h e r s .  In A s s y r i a ,  a t  l e a s t
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at some p e r i o d s ,  p r i e s t s  were exempt from taxes  and m i l i t a r y  s e r v i c e .  

In E g yp t ,  sometimes p r i e s t s  were exempt from taxes  and fo rc ed  l abo r .  

There were l a rg e  numbers o f  p r i e s t s  in Egypt and they  a l s o  f u n c t io n e d  

as m a g i s t r a t e s  and ju d g e s .  L i t t l e  is known about the p r i e s t s  o f  

Canaan.  The Old Testament o r i g i n s  o f  the p r i e s th o o d  a re  v e r y  obscu re .

The f i r s t  f u n c t i o n  o f  the p r i e s t  in I s r a e l  was to take  c a r e  o f  

the  s a n c t u a r y .  T h i s  is  c a l l e d  the o f f i c e  o f  w o r s h ip .  P r i e s t s  were 

o f f i c i a l l y  a s s ig n ed  to t h i s  d u t y .  The L e v i t e s  l i v e d  in c l o s e  connec ­

t i o n  w i t h  the  Ark o f  the Covenant.  When I s r a e l  e n t e re d  the Promised 

Land, the Ark was a lways  a t t end ed  by the p r i e s t l y  c l a s s ,  both be fo re  

and a f t e r  the b u i l d i n g  o f  the temple .

In the e a r l y  deve lopment  o f  the  p r i e s t h o o d  th e re  is an emphasis 

on the o r a c u l a r  f u n c t i o n s  of  the p r i e s t .  The peop le  came to a p r i e s t  

so tha t  he cou ld  c o n s u l t  God on t h e i r  b e h a l f .  In Mesopotamia and 

Egypt t h i s  knowledge depended on a p rocess  o f  d i v i n a t i o n .  In I s r a e l  

p r i e s t s  used the urim and thummin. There is a l s o  a mention of  the 

Ephod,  an a r t i c l e  o f  p r i e s t l y  a p p a r e l ,  which was perhaps at some 

s tage  a d i s t i n c t i v e  p r i e s t l y  ga rb .  When the p r i e s t l y  vestments  became 

more o r n a t e ,  the ephod was worn f o r  s ym b o l i c  r a t h e r  than f u n c t i o n a l  

reasons .  The ephod was used as a r e c e p t a c l e  f o r  the urim and thummin. 

These l a t t e r  may haye been s t i c k s ,  s t o n e s ,  d i c e  or  some o t h e r  o b j e c t s  

o f  c o n t r a r y  s i g n i f i c a n c e .

The o r a c u l a r  f u n c t i o n  o f  the p r i e s t  d e c l i n e d  w i t h  t ime.  The Urim 

and Thummin were no longer  used a f t e r  the time o f  Dav id ,  when the
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o r a c u l a r  r o l e  was taken ove r  by the p rop he t s .  The r o l e  o f  the p r i e s t  

t e a c h e r  c o n t in u e d .  The law (Torah )  was h i s  s p e c i a l  p r o v i n c e .  Law 

here  does not r e f e r  to law in the j u r i d i c a l  sense but r a t h e r  to t e a c h ­

ing and i n s t r u c t i o n .  The p r i e s t  then was the t e a c h e r  o f  r e l i g i o n ,  

i n s t r u c t i n g  the peop le  in the t r u th s  o f  r e v e l a t i o n ,  as w e l l  as being 

t h e i r  gu ide  f o r  t h e i r  moral conduct  and a d i r e c t o r  o f  t h e i r  i n t im a t e  

persona l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  God.

In t h i s  r o l e  a l s o  the p r i e s t  was r e p l a c e d .  By t ime o f  the e x i l e ,  

the d i s t i n c t i o n  between L e v i t e s  and p r i e s t s  was becoming c l e a r  and 

the L e v i t e s  took ove r  the p r i e s t l y  duty  o f  t e a c h in g .  As the synagogues 

were b u i l t  a new group o f  t e a c h e r s  emerged, namely ,  the s c r i b e s  and 

d o c to r s  o f  the law.  Th is  group was made up o f  p r i e s t s ,  L e v i t e s  and 

laymen. I n s t r u c t i o n  was no longer  an e x c l u s i v e  o f f i c e  o f  the p r i e s t .

The o f f e r i n g  o f  s a c r i f i c e  was a lways  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  the 

p r i e s t s  but at  f i r s t  i t  was not r e s e r v e d  to them. At the t ime o f  the 

judges  o th e r s  o f f e r e d  s a c r i f i c e  w i t h  d i v i n e  s a n c t i o n .  The Kings 

a l s o  o f f e r e d  s a c r i f i c e ,  u s u a l l y  on solemn o c c a s io n s  ( c . f . 2  Sam 6 :13 ) *  

"As soon as the b e a r e r s  o f  the Ark had advanced s i x  s t e p s ,  David 

s a c r i f i c e d  an ox and a f a t l i n g . "

The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c a l l y  p r i e s t l y  a c t  o f  o f f e r i n g  s a c r i f i c e  c o n s i s t ­

ed in pour ing  bloody (o r  sometimes i t  was s p r i n k l e d )  o f  the v i c t i m  on 

the a l t a r  o r  in p l a c i n g  i t s  f l e s h  on the a l t a r .  The a c t u a l  k i l l i n g  

was done by someone e l s e .  U s u a l l y  the person who s u p p l i e d  the v i c t i m  

k i l l e d  i t .  I f  he was r i t u a l l y  unc lean  one o f  the temple a t t e n d a n t s
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s u b s t i t u t e d  fo r  him. W i th  the p a ss ing  o f  t ime the o f f e r i n g  of  s a c r i ­

f i c e  became the e x c l u s i v e  r i g h t  and the  e s s e n t i a l  f u n c t i o n  o f  the p r i e s t .

In I s r a e l  p r i e s t s  were not o rd a in ed  in the sense o f  be ing  d i v i n e ­

ly  c a l l e d  and o f f i c i a l l y  deputed to c a r r y  out t h e i r  d u t i e s .  The 

p r i e s t h o o d  was h e r e d i t a r y .  God chose the t r i b e  o f  L ev i  and I s r a e l i t e s  

became p r i e s t s  by be ing born i n to  t h i s  t r i b e .  There was a ceremony 

c a l l e d  " f i l l i n g  h i s  hand".

" S t a y  w i t h  me", Micah s a id  to  him. Be f a t h e r  
and p r i e s t  to me and I w i l l  g i v e  you ten s i l v e r  
sh e ke l s  a y e a r ,  a s e t  of  garments and your 
food.  ( J udges  17:16)

Some t e x t s  suggest  th a t  t h i s  ceremony cou ld  r e f e r  e i t h e r  to the 

p l a c i n g  o f  p a r t  o f  the v i c t i m  to be s a c r i f i c e d  i n t o  the p r i e s t ' s  hands 

o r  to the payment o f  the p r i e s t ' s  s a l a r y  a t  the  t ime he was engaged fo r  

s e r v i c e  in the s a n c t u a r y .

A n o in t i n g  has been suggested  as c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  the r i t e  o f  

p r i e s t l y  i n s t a l l a t i o n .  A n o in t i n g  the high p r i e s t  is d e s c r ib e d  in the 

books o f  Exodus and L e v i t i c u s  but many au tho rs  hold  th a t  t h i s  r e f l e c t s  

a post  e x i l i c  custom. In post  e x i l i c  t im es ,  the  high  p r i e s t  was 

r e a l l y  a c i v i l  r u l e r  so the a n o in t i n g  was more a roya l  ceremony than 

a p r i e s t l y  one.  The a n o in t i n g  o f  o r d i n a r y  p r i e s t s  was in t roduced  l a t e r .

The p r i e s t  by the f a c t  o f  h i s  o f f i c e  and the n a tu r e  o f  h i s  f u n c ­

t ion s  was a man a p a r t .  He was " h o l y " ,  in o th e r  words set  a p a r t  from 

the p ro fane  and d e d i c a te d  c o m p le t e l y  to the s e r v i c e  o f  the Lord .  He 

was a t  home in the s a n c t u a r y ,  he cou ld  touch the sa c red  v e s s e l s ,  p a r ­

take  o f  the food o f f e r e d  in s a c r i f i c e  and do many t h in g s  f o rb id d en  to
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o r d i n a r y  I s r a e l i t e s  under pa in  o f  s a c r i l e g e .  He had to obse rve  a 

g r e a t e r  r i t u a l  p u r i t y  than laymen, he cou ld  a t t e n d  f u n e r a l s  of  on ly  

c l o s e  r e l a t i v e s ,  he cou ld  marry o n l y  a v i r g i n  and he was f o rb id d en  

to take  s t rong  d r in k  or  even wine  b e fo re  e n t e r i n g  the  sa c red  p r e c i n c t s .

In s e v e r a l  passages a sharp  d i s t i n c t i o n  is  made between p r i e s t s  

and L e v i t e s ;  in o th e r  passages  the terms a re  used synonymous ly .  The 

im press ion  is  g i v e n  th a t  a l l  the descendants  o f  Lev i  were p r i e s t s  by 

h e r e d i t a r y  r i g h t .  The L e v i t e s  o ccup ied  a unique p o s i t i o n ;  they  were 

not in c lud e d  in the census o f  the p eop le .  A f t e r  the conquest  they  

r e c e i v e d  no t e r r i t o r y  but were g i ven  towns s c a t t e r e d  th roughout  the 

land and supported  by the  o t h e r  t r i b e s .  There  was a h i e r a r c h i c a l  

d i s t i n c t i o n  w i t h i n  the L e v i t e s ;  f o r  example,  the sons of  Aaron were 

promised a p e rp e tu a l  p r i e s t h o o d .

In the  e a r l y  days the re  a re  p r i e s t s  who a re  not o f  the t r i b e  o f  

L e v i .  E l e a z e r ,  the sons o f  Dav id ,  I r a  and E l i ,  who was in charge  o f  

the  A rk ,  were a l l  p r i e s t s  but none was a L e v i t e .  In t h i s  e a r l y  

p e r io d  the re  was a marked p r e f e r e n c e  f o r  L e v i t e s  when p r i e s t l y  work 

had to be done,  and e a r l y  in the e i g h t h  c e n t u r y  the t r i b e  o f  Lev i  had 

assumed e x c l u s i v e  charge  o f  the p r i e s t h o o d .

Deuteronomy, e d i t e d  du r ing  the roya l  p e r i o d ,  seems to make no 

d i s t i n c t i o n  between p r i e s t  and L e v i t e  but t h e re  a re  some passages  

tha t  i n d i c a t e  a t rend in t h i s  d i r e c t i o n .  Deuteronomy is p r eoccup ied  

w i t h  u n i t y  o f  s a n c t u a r y :  in t h i s  c ase  the temple in J e r u s a l e m .  The

temple cou ld  not employ a l l  those who were s e r v i n g  the o th e r  s h r i n e s  

so the I s r a e l i t e s  were asked to be f a i t h f u l  in s u p p o r t in g  the L e v i t e s ,

-25-



now c l a s s i f i e d  w i t h  s t r a n g e r s ,  widows and o rphans .  So w i t h  the sup­

p r e s s io n  o f  the s a n c t u a r i e s ,  even though in f a c t  the L e v i t e s  were 

p r i e s t s ,  they  cou ld  no longer  perform p r i e s t l y  f u n c t i o n s .

Even b e fo re  the re  was any s t rong  o f f i c i a l  a c t i o n  
taken to r e s t r i c t  w o rsh ip  to the temple ,  the g r e a t  
s a n c t u a r i e s  at  B e th e l  in the n o r t h ,  and J e r u s a l e m  
in the s ou th ,  drew more and more peop le  away from 
the l e s s e r  s a n c t u a r i e s .  These l a t t e r  con t inu ed  
to f u n c t i o n ,  f o r  example,  a t  Arad ,  but  the s t e a d ­
i l y  d e c r e a s in g  a t t e n d a n c e  made i t  im poss ib le  f o r  
them to  m a in ta in  l a r g e  s t a f f s .  I n c r e a s i n g l y ,  
p r i e s t s  had to abandon t h e i r  p o s i t i o n s  and throw 
themse lves  on the mercy o f  t h e i r  c o m p a t r i o t s ,  
the s i t u a t i o n  e n v i s i o n e d  by Deuteronomy. The 
reform o f  w o rsh ip  undertaken  by Hezekiah  (710) 
and J o s i a h  (622) led to much the same r e s u l t  
and by the t ime o f  E z e c h i e l  (5 8 0 ) ,  the d i s t i n c ­
t ion  between p r i e s t s  and L e v i t e s  was an a c cep ted  
pa r t  o f  the s t r u c t u r e  o f  the c l e r g y . 35

A f t e r  the e x i l e  more p r i e s t s  than L e v i t e s  r e tu rne d  and some 

p r i e s t l y  f a m i l i e s  were  descended from n o n - L e v i t e  o r i g i n s .  The 

high  p r i e s t  was chosen from the l i n e  o f  E l e a z e r  and the re  were 

rega l  a s p e c t s  to the  high p r i e s th o o d  as w e l l  as an a n o in t i n g  c e r e ­

mony, which  was l a t e r  abandoned. The p r i e s t s  became l e a d e r s  o f  the 

peop le  and the high p r i e s t  in f a c t  used the t i t l e  o f  K ing.  In the 

Maccabeean p e r io d  the o f f i c e  o f  h igh p r i e s t  became a p o l i t i c a l  

p r i z e  and the c i v i l  r u l e r s  a ppo in ted  men s u b s e r v i e n t  to t h e i r  ends .  

High p r i e s th o o d  became a s o c i a l  and rega l  r a t h e r  than a r e l i g i o u s  

c l a s s .
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C ou nc i l s  o f  r u l i n g  p r e s b y t e r s  or  e l d e r s  a re  found in the Old 

Testament and in most contemporary  c u l t u r e s  o f  the a n c i e n t  w o r ld .

As r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  o f  the peop le  in p o l i t i c a l  and r e l i g i o u s  m a t t e r s  

they  a re  o f t e n  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  t h e i r  l e a d e r  when he e x e r c i s e s  

au tho r  i t y .

Moses e s t a b l i s h e d  a c o l l e g e  o f  s e v e n ty  e l d e r s  and i t  is upon t h i s  

body t h a t  the J e w i s h  and C h r i s t i a n  concep ts  o f  the p r e s b y t e r a t e  a re  

based :

Gather  f o r  me s e v e n ty  e l d e r s  o f  I s r a e l ,  whom you 
know to be e l d e r s  o f  the peop le  and o f f i c e r s  
o v e r  them; and b r ing  them to the ten t  o f  meet ing 
and l e t  them take  t h e i r  s tand  the re  w i t h  you.
And 1 w i l l  come down and t a l k  w i t h  you t h e r e ,
and I w i l l  take  some o f  the s p i r i t  wh ich  is  upon
you and put i t  upon them, and they  s h a l l  bear  
the burden of  the peop le  w i t h  you,  th a t  you may 
not bear  i t  y o u r s e l f  a l o n e .  (Numbers 11:16 :17 )

The e l d e r s  he lped  to bear  Moses1 burden w h i l e  remain ing  s u b o r ­

d i n a t e  to him. They a re  known as the E l d e r s  o f  I s r a e l ,  o f  the c i t y ,

o f  the p e op le ,  and o f  J e r u s a l e m .  In the e a r l y  monarchy,  these  e l d e r s  

se rved  as the  K i n g ' s  c o u n c i l  and they kept a check on h i s  power.  By 

the  t ime o f  the Roman o c c u p a t io n  e v e r y  J e w i s h  community in P a l e s t i n e  

and in the D iaspora  had i t s  own San hed r in  o f  e l d e r s ,  e l e c t e d  by the 

peop le  to a d m in i s t e r  the community a f f a i r s .  The J e w i s h  e l d e r s  o r  

p r e s b y t e r s  were not p f  the p r i e s t l y  l i n e ,  but  were o rd a in ed  f o r  t h e i r  

t a s k  by a l a y ing - on  o f  hands.  The l o c a l  J e w i s h  p r e s b y t e r a t e s  o f  the 

Roman p e r io d  were lay  bod ies  d e a l i n g  w i t h  c i v i l  government and 

j u d i c i a r y  m a t t e r s .  In the D ia spora  they  a c t ed  as l i a i s o n  between the
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J e w i s h  community and the G e n t i l e  government.

The most n o t a b l e  c o u n c i l  o f  e l d e r s  was the Great  S anhed r in  o f  

J e r u s a l e m  which  c o n s i s t e d  o f  s e v e n t y  e l d e r s  and a p a t r i a r c h .  Th is  

c o u n c i l  was concerned w i t h  r e l i g i o u s  law,  p r i e s th o o d  and temple s e r ­

v i c e .  There  was a l e s s e r  S an hed r in  c o n s i s t i n g  o f  tw e n ty - th r e e  e l d e r s  

which  a c t ed  as supreme cou r t  in c r im i n a l  c a s es .  The Great  S anhed r in  

o f  J e ru s a l e m  was d e r i v e d  from the t r a d i t i o n  o f  Moses and the s e v e n ty  

e l d e r s .  I t  c o n s i s t e d  o f  p r i e s t s  and c l a n  c h i e f s .  Simon the R igh teous  

(c .230  B . C . )  a dm i t ted  p l e b i a n  s c h o l a r s ,  namely men o f  l e a r n i n g  coming 

from humble o r i g i n s .

The q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  o f  an e l d e r  a re  thus d e s c r i b e d :

None a re  to be ap p o in ted  to the S a n h e d r in ,  but 
men o f  s t a t u r e ,  wisdom, good appea rance ,  mature 
age,  w i t h  a knowledge o f  s o r c e r y  and who a re  
c o n v e r s a n t  w i th  a l l  the s e v e n ty  languages of  
mankind in o r d e r  th a t  the c o u r t  should  have no 
need of  an i n t e r p r e t e r . ^

L e a r n in g ,  knowledge of  the S c r i p t u r e s  and f l u e n c y  in languages 

were n e c e s s a r y  a l s o  f o r  members o f  the l e s s e r  S a n h e d r in s .  In New 

Tes tament  t imes the l e a d e r s h ip  o f  the San hed r in  may have a l t e r n a t e d  

between the P h a r i s e e s  and Sadduccees .  A l though  the New Testament 

o f t e n  d e s c r i b e s  the high  p r i e s t  as the head o f  the Sanhed r in  G am a l i e l  

a l s o  shows t ru e  l e a d e r s h ip  ( c . f .  A c t s .  5 '3 ^ ,50 ) .

D e leg a te s  known as a p o s t l e s  were the foremost o rd a in e d  s c h o l a r s  

o f  t h e i r  g e n e r a t i o n ,  empowered to ac t  in the p l a c e  o f  the p a t r i a r c h  

or  N a s i .  As the N a s i ' s  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  they  c a r r i e d  the message of  

J e w i s h  p i e t y  and l e a r n in g  to the d i v e r s e  J e w i s h  communi t ies  and in
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from the  N a s i ,  announcing t h e i r  m is s io n  and i n t r o d u c in g  them as

a p o s t l e s ,  they p res id ed  ove r  l o c a l  c o u r t s  and even had the a u t h o r i t y

to ap p o in t  r u l i n g  p r e s b y t e r s  when reques ted  by the community.

From Moses and the S e v e n t y ,  the t r a d i t i o n  o f  r u l ­
ing and jud g in g  e l d e r s  came down to the f i r s t  
C h r i s t i a n  c e n t u r y .  The Loca l  S a n h e d r in s ,  p roba ­
b l y  dependent on t h e i r  a p o s t l e  and u l t i m a t e l y  on 
the Nasi in J e r u s a l e m  were l i k e l y  models f o r  the 
f i r s t  C h r i s t i a n  p r e s b y t e r s .  Many of  t h e i r  fu n c ­
t i o n s  were s i m i l a r ,  namely ,  r u l i n g ,  j u d g in g ,  
forming a l i a i s o n  w i t h  the c i v i l  government.  From 
t h i s  b a s i c  s t r u c t u r e  under the gu idance  o f  the 
S p i r i t  was to d eve lop  the C h r i s t i a n  m i n i s t r y .  37

In end ing  t h i s  h i s t o r i c a l  s u r v ey  o f  the Old Testament p r i e s t h o o d ,

i t  is  now n e c e s sa r y  to  ask what is  the  r o l e  o f  woman in a l l  o f  t h i s .

Woman was not regarded  h i g h l y  in Old Testament t imes  but the re  were

some hopefu l  s ig ns  of  her  d i g n i t y :

Acco rd ing  to some e x p e r t s  the leg a l  s t a t u s  o f  
women among the Hebrews was p o s s i b l y  poore r  
than among the  o t h e r  c i t i z e n s  o f  Mesopotamia.
A lthough  th e re  a re  laws which  a f f o r d  women 
s p e c i a l  p r o t e c t i o n  ( s e e ,  f o r  example,  Deuteronomy 
21, 22) , they  a re  most n o t a b l e  f o r  t h e i r  s c a r ­
c i t y .  T h i s  is c o u n te r- b a la n c e d ,  however ,  by 
women's g r e a t e r  s o c i a l  s t a t u s  and m o b i l i t y  . . .

Al though women did not g e n e r a l l y  e n jo y  f u l l  
access  to temple w orsh ip  and knowledge o f  the 
Torah,  they were not s im p ly  and t o t a l l y  ex ­
c lu d ed .  In f a c t ,  t h e i r  s i n g in g  and danc ing 
were a major c o n t r i b u t i o n  to the r e l i g i o u s  
c e l e b r a t i o n  (Exodus 15:20, Samuel 18 : 6 ) .  They 
a l s o  were ab le  to take  p a r t  in the g r e a t  c u l t i c  
fes  t i v a 1s . . .

Indeed,  sometimes i t  is  the woman who must g i v e  
to the male the adequate  t h e o l o g i c a l  e x p l a n a t i o n

turn they informed him of the s itu a t io n  in the Diaspora. With le t te r s
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o f  a r i t u a l  s a c r i f i c e ,  as Samson's  mother,
Manoah, did  ( Ju d g es  13:23)- Women are  a l s o  
capab le  o f  going on p i l g r im a g e  to ho ly  p l a c e s ,  
as did Hannah - nor  does Hannah seem to be 
overwhelmed by t i m i d i t y  in her  c o n v e r s a t i o n  
w i t h  e i t h e r  Yahweh o r  he r  o t h e r  Lord ,  E l k a n a h ,  
her  husband ( l  Samuel l )  . . .

Very  important  is  the f a c t  tha t  women had at  
l e a s t  some access  to the s a n c t u a r y ,  even i f  
i t  was r e s t r i c t e d  to  f e s t i v a l s .  In the sab ­
b a t i c a l  y e a r  women were a l s o  a l l o w e d  to  be 
p re se n t  a t  the read ing  o f  the Torah du r ing  the 
f e a s t  o f  T a b e rn a c l e s  (Deuteronomy 31 : 1 2 ) . 3 °

The Old Testament is  not  t o t a 11y one-s ided  in regard  to  the s t a t u s

o f  women. There is  a c e r t a i n  a m b ig u i t y  about her  r o l e  and s t a t u s .

A lthough she is supposed to  be i n f e r i o r  and 
weaker  than the male n e v e r t h e l e s s  she is a l s o  
a p p a r e n t l y  the r e s p o n s ib l e  o n e . 39

In examin ing  the New Testament e v id e n c e  on p r i e s t h o o d ,  a wide

concept  o f  m i n i s t r y  and a p l u r i f o r m i t y  of  m i n i s t r y  is noted .

The New Testament c o n t a i n s  no th in g  wh ich  would 
impose u n i f o r m i t y ;  i t  even a p p e a r s ,  a l t ho ug h  our  
lack  o f  i n fo rm a t io n  makes a d e f i n i t e  s ta tement  
im p o s s ib l e ,  t h a t  such p l u r i f o r m  ecumenica l  
s t r u c t u r e s  would not exceed in d i v e r s i t y  the 
m i n i s t e r i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  o f  the  New Testament 
Church.  Once a g a in ,  a t  the r i s k  o f  becoming 
t e d i o u s ,  i t  is  n e c e s s a r y  to po in t  out  tha t  the 
Roman C a t h o l i c  Church has the problem o f  e x ­
p l a i n i n g  why i t  has adopted t i t l e s  and o f f i c e s  
which the New Testament does not use .*4®

In t a l k i n g  about m i n i s t r y  i t  is n e c e s s a r y  to see i f  women p layed  

any r o l e  w ha t soe ve r  in New Testament  t imes .  As w i l l  be seen women 

p la yed  a g r e a t e r  r o l e  than might f i r s t  be expec ted  e s p e c i a l l y  a f t e r  

exam in ing  some o f  the s ta tem en ts  made in regard  to t h e i r  r o l e  and 

s t a t u s .  F a th e r  V in cen t  M i c e l l i  s t a t e s :

irr\] l/ in ive rs ity
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C e r t a i n l y  from our soundings in Holy  S c r i p t u r e  
we can s a f e l y  say t h a t  women a re  not c a l l e d  by 
God to the m i n i s t r y  o f  the p r i e s t h o o d . ^

F a th e r  McKenzie does not ag ree  w i t h  t h i s  s t a t e m e n t :

The second q u es t io n  is the m i n i s t r y  o f  women.
The New Testament knew the  " m i n i s t r y "  o f  women; 
we can w ish  Paul had s a id  more about the p l a c e  
o f  P r i s c i l l a  in the s t r u c t u r e  (A c t s  18-26). On 
the o t h e r  hand Paul  was a J ew ;  and i t  must be 
remembered tha t  in Jud a i sm  women a re  not r e l i ­
g ious  pe rsons .  I t  is  t ime f o r  the C h r i s t i a n  
churches  to ask whether  t h e i r  m i n i s t e r i a l  
s t r u c t u r e s  have echoed P a u l ' s  Juda ism  or P a u l ' s  
C h r i s t i a n i t y . ^

F a th e r  K ress  i n d i c a t e s  th a t  women were thought h i g h l y  o f  in the 

New Testament Church.

Women a re  not on ly  r e c i p i e n t s  of  the good works 
o f  the Church,  l i k e  the widows in A c ts  6 : 1 ,  they 
a re  a l s o  a c t i v e  agents  o f  these  good works l i k e  
Dorcas in Chapter  9. In turn  she r e c e i v e s  the 
C h u rch 's  g r e a t e s t  temporal  g i f t ;  her  l i f e  is  
r e s to r e d  to her  by P e t e r .  C l e a r l y  in the e a r ­
l i e s t  h i s t o r y  o f  the  Church women were a c t i v e  in 
the who le  l i f e  o f  the Church.  They were by no 
means r e s t r i c t e d  to menial  t a s k s .  ^

From a c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  p r i e s t l y  m i n i s t r y  in New Testament s o u rc e s ,  

i t  is c l e a r  tha t  the re  a re  J e w i s h  p r i e s t s  and pagan p r i e s t s  but no 

i n d i v i d u a l  C h r i s t i a n  is  c a l l e d  a p r i e s t .  In the l e t t e r  to  the Hebrews,  

J e s u s '  p r i e s th o o d  is  c o n t r a s t e d  to the  p r i e s th o o d  o f  the Old Tes tament .  

The p r i e s t h o o d  o f  J e s u s  is not a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  the E u c h a r i s t  or  Las t  

Supper ,  n e i t h e r  a re  o th e r  C h r i s t i a n  p r i e s t s  in the l i k e n e s s  of  C h r i s t .

Why is  the  New Testament s i l e n t  about C h r i s t i a n  p r i e s t s ?  Some 

au tho rs  ho ld  th a t  in New Testament t imes  a l l  C h r i s t i a n s  were regarded 

as p r i e s t s .  L u th e r  was s t rong  on t h i s  idea .  Two t e x t s  were used to
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b o l s t e r  t h i s  argument.  One from Exodus ,

You s h a l l  be to me a kingdom o f  p r i e s t s ,  a ho ly  
n a t i o n .  (Exodus 19-6)

was a p p l i e d  to the C h r i s t i a n  community o f  the New Tes tament .  The 

o t h e r  tex t  from the f i r s t  e p i s t l e  o f  P e t e r .

You, however a re  " a  chosen r a c e ,  a roya l  p r i e s t h o o d ,  
a ho ly  n a t i o n ,  a peop le  He c l a im s  fo r  His  own to 
p ro c l a im  the g l o r i o u s  works o f  the one who c a l l e d  
you from darkness  i n to  His  marve lous  l i g h t . "
(1 Pe te  r 2 :9 )

A Lutheran  s c h o l a r ,  J .  H. E l l i o t  has examined t h i s  tex t  and 

conc luded  th a t  i t  is  r e f e r r i n g  not to p r i e s t l y  f u n c t i o n s  but to p r i e s t l y  

h o l i n e s s .  He s t a t e s  t h a t  the roya l  p r i e s th o o d  o f  the peop le  did not 

exc lu d e  a s p e c i f i c  p r i e s th o o d  in Old Testament t imes  and the same 

a p p l i e s  to the New Testament p e r i o d .  T h e r e f o r e ,  the concept  o f  the 

p r i e s t h o o d  o f  the f a i t h f u l  is  not the reason why p r i e s t s  a r e  not men­

t i o n e d  in the New Testament .

A more t r a d i t i o n a l  C a t h o l i c  e x p l a n a t i o n  is u s u a l l y  g i v e n ,  namely,  

the a p o s t l e s  who p r e s id e d  at  the E u c h a r i s t  were p r i e s t s  in e v e r y t h i n g  

but name o n l y ,  s i n c e  the use o f  the term p r i e s t  would be too c l o s e l y  

i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  the  J e w i s h  p r i e s t h o o d .  Th is  presupposes  th a t  a t  t h i s  

e a r l y  p e r io d  the E u c h a r i s t  was regarded as a s a c r i f i c e  and a s s o c i a t e d

w i t h  p r i e s t h o o d .

There is no p roo f  tha t  the  C h r i s t i a n  communit ies 
who broke the E u c h a r i s t i c  bread a f t e r  the R e s u r r e c t i o n  
would have thought th a t  they  were o f f e r i n g  s a c r i f i c e .
I am not q u e s t i o n in g  the l e g i t im a c y  o f  the d e v e l o p ­
ment in l a t e r  theo logy  whereby the Church came to 
unders tand the E u c h a r i s t  as a s a c r i f i c e .  ^
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Fa the r  Brown g i v e s  t h i s  reason fo r  the s i l e n c e  o f  the New

Testament in regard  to C h r i s t i a n  p r i e s t s :

I suggest  t h a t  the e a r l y  C h r i s t i a n s  acknowledged 
the J e w i s h  p r i e s th o o d  as v a l i d  and t h e r e f o r e  neve r  
thought o f  a p r i e s th o o d  o f  t h e i r  own. Many o f  our 
assumpt ions  about e a r l y  C h r i s t i a n  community f lo w  
from the e r roneous  s u p p o s i t i o n  tha t  C h r i s t i a n i t y  
was thought o f  as a new r e l i g i o n  w i t h  i t s  own 
r e l i g i o u s  i n s t i t u t i o n s  but our best  e v id e n c e  is
to  the c o n t r a r y .

In the  Ac ts  o f  the A p o s t l e s ,  i t  is s t a t e d  tha t

They went to the temple a re a  to g e th e r  e v e r yd ay  
w h i l e  in t h e i r  homes they  broke bread .  (A c t s  2:^6)

The e a r l y  C h r i s t i a r s d i d  in f a c t  go to the temple as l a t e  as 58 A.D.  

Th is  f a c t  e x p l a i n s  why no C h r i s t i a n  was i d e n t i f i e d  as a p r i e s t  d u r ing  

t h i s  t im e .  C e r t a i n  changes had to occ u r  in o rd e r  th a t  a C h r i s t i a n  

p r i e s t h o o d  cou ld  emerge.

In the b e g in n in g ,  C h r i s t i a n s  d id  not t h in k  of  them se lves  as a d i s ­

t i n c t  group.  Th is  c o n sc iou sn e ss  occu rs  w i t h  the H e l l e n i s t s  but i t  is 

not a dominant f e a t u r e  o f  the New Testament u n t i l  a f t e r  70 A.D.  A f t e r  

70 A . D . ,  the G e n t i l e s  became more numerous,  J e r u s a l e m  C h r i s t i a n s  l o s t  

t h e i r  l e a d e r s h ip ,  the  temple was d e s t r o y e d ,  and the Jews became n a r row ­

minded, excommunicat ing s e c t a r i a n s  i n c l u d i n g  C h r i s t i a n s  from the 

synagogue .

S e c o n d l y ,  C h r i s t i a n s  needed a s a c r i f i c e  at  which  a p r i e s t  cou ld  

p r e s id e  on ly  when the E u c h a r i s t  came to be seen as an un-bloody 

s a c r i f i c e ,  r e p l a c i n g  the blood o f f e r i n g s  no longer  o f f e r e d  in the 

temple , d id  t h i s  come abou t .
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Such a p i c t u r e  o f  the  development  o f  the C h r i s t i a n  
p r i e s th o o d  must o f  n e c e s s i t y  modify  our u n d e rs t an d ­
ing of  the f a c t  t h a t  h i s t o r i c a l l y  J e s u s  i n s t i t u t e d  
the p r i e s th o o d  a t  the L as t  Supper.  ^ &

These s ta tem ents  i n d i c a t e  a c e r t a i n  e v o l u t i o n  in the o f f i c e  o f

p r i e s t .  Th is  e v o l u t i o n  seems to have come as a r e s u l t  o f  changing

c i r c u m s ta n c e s  and new c h a l l e n g e s .  That  is why the ad voca te s  o f  women's

o r d i n a t i o n  f e e l  t ha t  t h e i r  demands a re  brought about by s i t u a t i o n s

which  a re  unique to our  t im es .  The a c t i v i t y  o f  the S p i r i t  knows no

boundar ies  as the f o l l o w i n g  s ta tem ent  i n d i c a t e s .

Moreover ,  the d i f f e r e n c e  between e a r l y  C h r i s t i a n i t y  
and Juda ism  r e l a t i v e  to l e a d e r s h ip  w i t h i n  the com­
munity  is c l o s e l y  bound up w i t h  the v i e w p o in t  r e f l e c t e d  
in the d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  P e n t e c o s t  in Ac ts  2. Here ,  in 
the speech o f  P e t e r  the c l a im  is  made tha t  char  ism as 
a b a s i s  f o r  s p e c i a l  m i n i s t r y  is not co n f in e d  to an e l i t e  
w i t h i n  the  C h r i s t i a n  community.  I n s t e a d ,  s i n c e  t h i s  
is  now " t h e  day o f  the L o r d " ,  the promised S p i r i t  of  
God is poured out on the e n t i r e  p eop le ,  a l l  share  in 
d i v e r s e  ways in the s p e c i a l  gu idance  o f  t h i s  S p i r i t ,  
the e n t i r e  peop le  is p r o p h e t i c .  The S p i r i t  is a 
r a d i c a l l y  d e m o c ra t i c  p r i n c i p l e  in the communal l i f e  
o f  the d i s c i p l e s  o f  J e s u s ;  no one because  o f  h i s  
p a r t i c u l a r  g i f t  is p e rm i t t e d  to ignore  the m a n i f e s ­
t a t i o n  o f  the S p i r i t  in each o f  h i s  b r e t h r e n .

As in the Old Testament t h e re  was a c e r t a i n  a m b ig u i t y  in regard 

to woman, so l i k e w i s e  in the New Testament even though here  her  r o l e  

was v e ry  s i g n i f i c a n t .
A l r e a d y  in the gospel i t  is  c l e a r  tha t  C h r i s t i a n i t y  
r e j e c t s  the  system o f  the R a b b in i c  concept  o f  woman 
in i t s  e n t i r e t y .  I t  is  not  n e c e s s a r y  here  to po in t  
out the v a r i o u s  a s p e c t s ;  polygamy, the b i l l  o f  d i ­
v o r c e ,  e t c .  But even in Paul  i t  can be seen p a r t i ­
c u l a r l y  in those p l a c e s  where he is  not speak ing  
in e x h o r t a t i o n ,  and thus does not need to be con ­
ce rned  w i t h  the  e x i s t i n g  c i r c u m s ta n c e s  but s tands  
in the c e n t e r  o f  the C h r i s t i a n  message of  s a l v a t i o n ,  
as in Ga l .  3 ,28.  But  i t  is not o n l y  in the l e t t e r



to the G a l a t i a n s .  He r e c o g n iz e s  p rophesy ing  
women; tha t  too is  Rabbin ism t ran sce nd e d .  He 
a l s o  r ecogn izes  in 1 Cor. 7 the woman who can 
abandon her husband,  wh ich  is an a lmost impos­
s i b l e  idea f o r  a Rabb i .  And the r e l e g a t i o n  o f  
the woman to the househo ld  sp he re ,  which  we read 
in 1 Tim. 2, is  t ranscended  by the  f r e q u e n t  men­
t i o n  o f  f em in ine  a c t i v i t y  in the c o n g r e g a t io n .
In Rom. 16,3, P r i s c a  is  g iven  the same t i t l e  as 
Timothy in v e r s e  21: f e l l o w  worker.'  (

S t .  Paul  has o f t e n  been quoted as an a n t i - f e r n i n i s t . A l i t e r a l

a c cep tan ce  o f  S c r i p t u r e  leads  to t h i s  a c c u s a t i o n .  The c o n c lu s i o n  o f

Van Der Meer seems more a c c e p t a b l e .

To the q u e s t i o n  o f  whether  t h i s  a t t i t u d e  toward 
women should  be d e t e r m in a t i v e  f o r  us,  the answer 
in t h i s  case  is  c l e a r .  P a u l ' s  r e g u l a t i o n s  a re  
to a c e r t a i n  e x t e n t  a r e g r e s s i o n  to  R a b b in i c  
Jud a i sm  which  is so much the more e a s i l y  compre­
h e n s i b l e  because the p r i m i t i v e  community w ished 
no r e v o l u t i o n ,  in any case  not in the s o c i a l  a r e a .
And o f f i c e  is a s o c i a l  f u n c t i o n  in C h r i s t i a n i t y !
On the m a t t e r  o f  s a l v a t i o n  the c o r r e c t  concept  
o f  woman was c l e a r l y  comprehended.  On the m a t t e r  
o f  s a 1v a t i o n - s e r v i c e  , thus in the e x t e r n a l -  
j u r i d i c a 1 - s o c i o 1o g i c a 1 a s p e c t s ,  e x i s t i n g  s o c i o ­
l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s  were accomodated t o ,  j u s t  as 
had been done in r e f e r e n c e  to the s o c i o l o g i c a l  
phenomenon o f  s l a v e r y .  How cou ld  i t  be o t h e r ­
w i s e ?  Moreover ,  was not the second coming o f  
C h r i s t  in His  g l o r y  near  and would not a new 
orde r begi n then?

One would l i k e  to t h in k  t h a t  the new o rd e r  is 
a l r e a d y  in p r o c e s s ;  i t  comes through more and 
more in t h i s  age .  The e s c h a t o l o g i c a l  word o f  
G a l . 3 ,28,  is a l r e a d y  t r u e .  Should not then 
the s o c i o l o g i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  o f  the Church a l s o  
be a l t e r e d  as soon as i t  is  p o s s i b l e  in the 
c o n c r e t e  s i t u a t i o n ?  To those  to  whom t h i s  seems 
to be t r u e ,  i t  would have to be i n c o n t e s t a b l y  
shown th a t  God has w i l l e d  i t  o t h e r w i s e ,  t h a t  i s ,  
i t  would have to be demonstra ted  e i t h e r  tha t  
todays s e c u l a r  development is  a f a l s e  d e v e lo p ­
ment o r  t h a t  the m a t t e r  is  d i f f e r e n t  in the
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r e l i g i o u s  sphere  than in the s e c u l a r .  ^9

In examin ing the s ta tem ents  o f  the Church f a t h e r s ,  i t  is impor tant

to d i s t i n g u i s h  what is  s a id  in the con tex t  o f  a p a r t i c u l a r  d i s p u t e  in

c o n t r a s t  to  the o v e r a l l  approach to a p a r t i c u l a r  t o p i c .  Undoubted ly ,

because o f  the background P a t r i s t i c  regard  fo r  woman would not be ve ry

h igh .  Y e t ,  i f  s ta tem ents  a re  i s o l a t e d  from the p a r t i c u l a r  c u l t u r a l

m i l i e u  in wh ich  they  a re  spoken,  the F a t h e r s  may not be as harsh

towards women as may f i r s t  appear .  The f o l l o w i n g  a re  a sampl ing  of

some s ta tem ents  made by the F a th e r s  in regard  to women and t h e i r  r o l e

in the Church.  T e r t u l l i a n  w ro te  as f o l l o w s :

You g i v e  b i r t h ,  0 woman, in pa in  and a n x i e t y ,  
and your  d e s i r e  Is  f o r  your  husband,  who w i l l  
l o rd  i t  o v e r  you.  And e ve r yon e  o f  you should  
be c l o th e d  in mourning and t a t t e r s  . . . God's
judgement, on your  sex c o n t i n u e s  to l i v e  in the 
p r e s e n t .  Thus i t  cannot be o th e r w i s e  than tha t  
your  g u i l t  is  s t i l l  a l i v e .  You a re  the door 
tha t  gave e n t r a n c e  to the d e v i l  . . . you too 
a re  the one who persuaded him whom the d e v i l  
was not ab le  to a t t a c k  . . .  As a r e s u l t  o f  
your  g u i l t  the Son o f  God had to d i e .  50

In t h i s  passage T e r t u l l i a n  has c l e a r l y  s id ed  
w i th  t h a t  dubious  m i s o g y n i s t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
of  Genes is  which  puts  a l l  the blame on Eve .
However,  t h e re  is  ano th e r  s id e  to  him. He can 
a l s o  w r i t e  l y r i c a l l y  about the beauty  and h o l i ­
ness o f  m a r r i ag e  b l e s s e d  by C h r i s t .  To t h i s  
m a r r i ag e  T e r t u l l i a n  a p p l i e s  the words o f  J e s u s .
" F o r  where two or  more meet in my name, I s h a l l  
be the re  w i t h  them ."  (Matthew 18:20)51

Clement o f  A l e x a n d r i a  was much more c o s m o p o l i ­
tan and h u m a n i s t i c  than many o f  h i s  c o n t e m p o r a r i e s ; 
he cou ld  s t i l l  comment th a t  a woman should  be 
covered  w i t h  shame a t  the v e r y  thought tha t  she 
is a woman. In de fense  o f  woman he did  oppose 
compulsory  m a r r i a g e .  In one o f  h i s  major  works ,
Tu to r  ( P a e d a g o g u s ) , he de fends  m ar r i ag e  a g a in s t
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the G n o s t i c s ,  who m a in t a in e d  tha t  i t  was 
ev i 1 . ^

O r ig en ,  l i k e w i s e ,  was not f a v o r a b l e  towards  women but the re  is

a l s o  a c e r t a i n  a m b ig u i t y .  He s t a t e s ,

What is  seen by the eyes  o f  the C re a to r  is 
m a s c u l i n e ,  not f e m in in e ,  f o r  God does not deign 
tc  look at  t h a t  wh ich  is  f em in ine  and f l e s h l y . 53

Misogyny was e x p l o i t e d  by Or igen  as a l i t e r a r y ,  
a l l e g o r i c a l  and p h i l o s o p h i c a l  theme. In some 
o f  i t s  a s p e c t s ,  i t  was a l s o  taught by him as a 
d i s c i p l i n a r y  p r i n c i p l e ,  as a S c r i p t u r a l  d o c t r i n e  
and as a t h e o l o g i c a l  t r a d i t i o n . 5^

Not a l l  the F a t h e r s  had the  n e g a t i v e  a t t i t u d e  o f  O r ig en .  A few 

a c t u a l l y  r ecogn ized  t h a t  a woman can be even more g i f t e d  than her  hus ­

band and tha t  she then should  gu ide  him.

Gregory o f  Naz ianzus  w ro te  o f  h i s  dead mother:

To my f a t h e r  the woman whom God had g i ve n  him 
was not on ly  a helpmate  . . . she was a l s o  a 
gu ide  . . . She b e l i e v e d  th a t  i t  was best  to 
accomodate h e r s e l f  to the law o f  m a r r i ag e  and 
thus to s u b o rd in a t e  h e r s e l f  to her husband,  
y e t  she was not ashamed to o f f e r  h e r s e l f  as a 
t e a c h e r  in r e l i g i o u s  q u e s t i o n s  . . . through
rem onstrance ,  i n s t r u c t i o n ,  i n t e r c e s s i o n ,  d i s ­
c r e t i o n  . 55

A u gus t ine  f e l t  t h a t  woman was o n l y  c r e a t e d  f o r  the r e p ro d u c t i o n  of  

the  human r a c e .

But i f  i t  is  asked why t h i s  h e lp  (woman) was c r e a t e d ,  
i t  is p rob ab le  tha t  t h e re  is  no o t h e r  reason than fo r  
the g e n e ra t io n  o f  c h i l d r e n ,  j u s t  as the e a r t h  is a 
h e lp  f o r  the seed . . . For  i f  woman were not c r e a t e d
as such a h e lp  f o r  man, to produce c h i l d r e n ,  f o r  what 
o t h e r  h e lp  cou ld  she be made? I f  a l s o  to t i l l  the 
e a r t h ,  i t  must be answered tha t  the re  was no l a b o r i o u s  
task  f o r  which  man needed her  h e lp ,  and i f  the re  were ,  
a man should  be a b e t t e r  h e l p e r .  The same can be s a id  
o f  h i s  compan ionsh ip ,  i f  the man perhaps were bored w i t h
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h i s  s o l i t u d e .  For how much more f i t t i n g  f o r  common 
l i f e  and c o n v e r s a t i o n  would i t  be i f  two male 
f r i e n d s  r a t h e r  than a man and a woman l i v e d  
t o g e th e r  . . . Could anyone say tha t  God was
a b le  to c r e a t e  o n l y  a woman from man's r i b  and 
not a man - had he so w is h e d ?  T h e r e f o r e ,  I 
cannot see how woman should  be made a h e lp  to 
man except  by c h i 1d b e a r i n g .56

T h is  same idea is  found in Thomas Aqu inas .  A c c o rd in g  to  h i s  

t e a c h in g ,  woman was c r e a t e d  o n ly  " a s  an a id  to g e n e r a t i o n " .  Van Der 

Meer comments:

Here A u g u s t in e  and Thomas a re  as r a b b i n i c  in 
t h e i r  r e f e r e n c e  to women as the r a b b i s  were 
o n l y  in t h e i r  wors t  moments. '

Jerome s t a t e s :

As long as woman l i v e s  f o r  b i r t h  and c h i l d r e n ,  
t h e re  p e r s i s t s  between her and man the same 
d i f f e r e n c e  as between body and s o u l ;  but i f  
she w ishe s  to s e r v e  C h r i s t  more than the w o r ld  
she w i l l  cease  to be a woman and w i l l  be c a l l e d  
" m a n " . 5 °

Many o t h e r  s ta t em en ts  cou ld  be quoted from the F a t h e r s ,  s ta tem ents  

where women do not f a r e  too w e l l .  However, t h e re  a re  p o s i t i v e  s t a t e ­

ments.

In c o n c l u s i o n ,  i t  can be s a i d  tha t  nowhere in the e n t i r e  
P a t r i s t i c  l i t e r a t u r e  on the p r i e s t h o o d  o f  woman d id  we 
meet any d e l i b e r a t i o n  th a t  r e j e c t e d  the p r i e s th o o d  o f  
woman on e s s e n t i a l  g rounds.  We found o n l y  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  
such as t h e se :  a p o s t l e s  sent  f o r t h  no women; Mary d id  not 
b a p t i z e  J e s u s ;  Eve was seduced;  woman d id  once teach  
man - in p a r a d i s e  - and n o th ing  but damnat ion came from 
t h a t ;  Paul  fo rbade  i t ;  and so on. Only two reasons can 
r e f e r  to e s s e n t i a l  s t r u c t u r e s :  the lower s t a t u s  o f
woman, and an a p p a r e n t l y  assumed c o n n ec t io n  between a 
female p r i e s th o o d  and female d e i t i e s .

Now the f i r s t  is  f a r  ou td a ted  by temporal  c o n d i t i o n s  
and the second we would r a t h e r  see proved than assumed.
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Thus,  the y i e l d  from the F a th e r s  is  a t  t h i s  
po in t  on ly  s l i g h t l y  r e l e v a n t  t h e o l o g i c a l l y .
N a t u r a l l y ,  i f  the F a th e r s  g i v e  a c o r r e c t  i n ­
t e r p r e t a t i o n  of  Paul  in t h i s  c o n n e c t i o n ,  t h e i r  
w i t n e s s  is c e r t a i n l y  r e l e v a n t .  But t h i s  does 
not advance t h e o l o g i c a l  r e f l e c t i o n .  And th a t  
is  what concerns  us h e re .  The F a t h e r s  have 
shown noth ing  t h a t  would g i v e  us an i n d i c a t i o n  
tha t  we should  see e s s e n t i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  in man­
hood and in o f f i c e  which  would exc lu d e  the 
p ossess ion  o f  o f f i c e  by a woman. And th a t  seems 
s i g n i f i c a n t  to me. For  in tha t  case  no connec ­
t i o n  w i t h  dogma is  p r e s e n t ,  a t  l e a s t  not in the 
concept  o f  the F a t h e r s .  And tha t  would le a ve  
room fo r  f u r t h e r  d e v e 1opment.59

One f i n a l  p o i n t ,  made by Robert  K r e s s ,  is  worth n o t in g  in tha t

t s e t s  the tone f o r  f u t u r e  a t t i t u d e s  towards woman.

N e v e r th e l e s s  c e r t a i n  t h e o l o g i c a l  metaphors 
(M ary-Eve ,  the Church as woman or mother,  the 
i n d i v i d u a l  soul and whole  w or ld  as f em in ine )  
s tood  in the way of  a s im p le  sup p ress ion  o f  
woman in the Church .  The i n c r e a s i n g  d e v o t io n  
to Mary in the Church a l s o  se rved  to promote 
the d i g n i t y  and s t a t u s  of  woman. A d i s a d v a n t ­
age f o r  women was in the emphasis  on v i r g i n i t y  
as the  means to  escape  the pr imal  c u rse  and to 
a c h i e v e  freedom and e q u a l i t y  w i t h  men. Although 
t h i s  d o c t r i n e  e n t a i l e d  a p o s i t i v e  and a f f i r m a ­
t i v e  v iew  of  fem in ine  human n a tu r e  f o r m a l l y ,  
i t s  m a t e r i a l  con ten t  - namely ,  v i r g i n i t y  - a u t o ­
m a t i c a l l y  and s e v e r e l y  r e s t r i c t e d  the number o f  
women who cou ld  b e n e f i t  from i t .  I t  a l s o  
suppor ted  and f u r t h e r e d  the i n c r e a s i n g  e l i m i n a ­
t i o n  of  women from the " p u b l i c "  and " o f f i c i a l "  
l i f e  o f  the Church.  More and more women were 
removed from the p u b l i c  d i a k o n i a  or  s e r v i c e  o f  
the Church,  to the m onaste ry .  They were no 
longer  to be deacons ,  but to  become a s c e t i c s .
T h e i r  chu-rchly l i v e s  would not be in terms of  
t h e i r  " n a t u r a l "  womanly ( s e x u a l )  n a tu r e  but in 
terms of  t h e i r  a b i l i t y  to  "ove rcom e"  t h i s  
w o r ld .  T h e i r  f reedom in C h r i s t  is seen to 
o r i g i n a t e  l e s s  from the Sacrament o f  Bapt i sm 
and more from the  ach ievement  o f  t h e i r  a s c e t i c  
love  o f  God. There has been,  indeed,  a c e r t a i n
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" d e n a t u r i n g "  o f  woman as a c o n d i t i o n  f o r  her  
p a r t i c i p a t i o n  in the Church and freedom o f  
C h r i s t .  The am b iva lence  which  haunted women 
throughout  the Old Testament has not s im p ly  
d isappea red  in the New. The Church w i l l  have 
to con t inu e  to s t r u g g l e  a g a i n s t  those demonic 
powers and p r i n c i p a l i t i e s  which  s t i l l  h a rass  
the w or ld  a l though  t h e i r  power has been broken 
in p r i n c i p l e  by C h r i s t . ^ ®



CHAPTER I I I

THE TEACHING CHURCH AND THE ORDINATION OF WOMEN

The h i s t o r i c a l  exam ina t ion  o f  woman's r o l e  in the Church may 

appear  d i s c o u r a g in g ;  however,  a deeper s tudy  f o r  the purposes o f  f i n d ­

ing a good s o l i d  t h e o l o g i c a l  reason  why women should  not be o rd a in e d  

may be more encou rag ing .  I t  must be remembered tha t  the r e j e c t i o n  of  

women as p r i e s t s  led to t h e i r  r e j e c t i o n  from o t h e r  m i n i s t e r i a l  r o l e s  

w i t h i n  the Church. There were women p r i e s t s  among many h e r e t i c a l  

groups in e a r l y  C h r i s t i a n  h i s t o r y ,  a f a c t  t h a t  was not a c c e p t a b l e  to 

the Church f a t h e r s .  The most famous of  these  groups was known as the 

Mon tan i s t s .

E p ip h a n iu s  o f  S a l am is  con f i rm s  th a t  these  h e r e t i c s  
(M o n ta n is t s  and C a t a - P h r y g i a n s )  perm it  women " t o  
be l e a d e r s  and p r i e s t s " .  Speak ing  o f  the M ontan is t  
p rophe tesses  Max imi l  la and P r i s c i l l a ,  he e s p e c i a l l y  
reproaches  Maximi l  la  f o r  a s s e r t i n g  tha t  she was 
the l a s t  p rop h e te s s .  He t e l l s  o f  the P h r y g ia n s  th a t  
they  a s c r i b e d  to  Eve a s p e c i a l  g race  because she 
was the  f i r s t  to ea t  from the Tree  o f  Knowledge;  
they  c a l l  M i r i am the s i s t e r  o f  Moses, a p rophe tess  
as a p recedent  f o r  t h e i r  own women c l e r g y .  The same 
is s a id  o f  the daughte rs  o f  the deacon P h i l i p .
Among these  h e r e t i c s  women a re  B i s h o p s ,  p r e s b y t e r s  
and so on. Fo r ,  they  s a y ,  t h e re  is no d i f f e r e n c e  
between man and woman, and on t h i s  po in t  they  c i t e  
G a l .  3 ,28.  E p ip h a n iu s  however r e f u t e s  them w i th  
the f o l l o w in g  t e x t s :  Gen 3 ,16;  1 Cor.  1^,3^;  1
Cor. 11 :8 ;  and I Tim. 2 , 1 A . ° 1

George Tavarci  d ea l s  w i t h  t h i s  same i s s u e :

Mon tan ism brought s e v e r a l  women in to  prominence .
S i n c e  a p o s t o l i c  t im es ,  women had been adm i t ted  
to some o f f i c i a l  church f u n c t i o n s .  They were dea ­
c on e sse s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  e n t r u s t e d  w i t h  the p a s to r a l  
and, in regard a t  l e a s t  to the u n c t ion  of  bapt i sm,  
the sac ram enta l  c a r e  o f  women. They were p r o p h e t e s s e s ,



l i k e  the fou r  daughte rs  o f  the deacon P h i l i p  
(A c t s  2 1 : 9 ) ,  o f  which  the  churches  o f  the p ro ­
v in c e  of  A s ia  were so proud tha t  they  argued 
from the  l o c a t i o n  o f  t h e i r  b u r i a l  p l a c e  in A s i a  
to prove  t h e i r  own a p o s t o l i c  o r i g i n  ove r  a g a in s t  
the a p o s t o l i c  c l a im s  o f  Pope V i c t o r .  Widows had 
o f f i c i a l  s t a n d ing  in the Church. E a r l y ,  a l t h o u g h ,  
how e a r l y  escapes  us,  an o f f i c i a l  o r d e r  o f  v i r g i n s  
was e s t a b l i s h e d  f o r  women who c o n s e c r a te d  t h e i r  
v i r g i n i t y  to the Lord and who spent t h e i r  l i f e ,  
under the w a t c h f u ln e s s  o f  the B i sho p ,  in p r a y e r  
and good works .  W i th  Mont an ism, s e v e r a l  women 
prophets  rose to the l e a d e r s h ip  of  an impor tant  
s p i r i t u a l  r e v i v a l .  B eg inn ing  in P h r y g i a  (whence 
the name o f  Ph ry g ia n  prophets  sometimes g i ven  to 
the adepts  o f  the movement) w i t h  the p reach ing  
of  Montanus , A 1 c ib id e s  and Theodotus,  Montanism 
p resen ted  i t s e l f  as a s p i r i t u a l  awakening.  I t  
marked, or  so was i t  taken by i t s  f o l l o w e r s ,  the 
Advent o f  the P a r a c l e t e .  Fa r  from be ing a 
h e r e s y ,  i t  n e i t h e r  d e v i a t e d  from the t r a d i t i o n a l  
t e a c h in g s  o f  the ch u r c h e s ,  nor d id  i t  o r g a n i z e ,  
l i k e  so many hete rodox  g roups ,  a h i e r a r c h i c  
s t r u c t u r e  o f  i t s  own.^2

In h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  of  the r o l e  o f  woman in the e a r l y  C h r i s t i a n  

chu rch ,  George Tavard  c i t e s  women as deaconesses ,  widows,  p rophe ts  and 

v i r g i n s  who co n s e c r a te d  t h e i r  v i r g i n i t y  to  God. B e fo r e  examin ing  the 

r o l e  o f  these  women, i t  might be noted tha t  ic re e x i s t e d  in the e a r l y  

church Ag ap i te  m o n a s t e r i e s .  In these  m o n a s te r i e s  men and women v i r g i n s  

l i v e d  t o g e t h e r .  Unmarr ied  p r i e s t s ,  deacons and monks shared t h e i r  

l i v i n g  q u a r t e r s  w i t h  women d e d i c a te d  to the v i r g i n a l  s t a t e .  The i d e o l o ­

gy f o r  t h i s  came from the Second E p i s t l e  o f  Clement :

would h i s  kingdom come, s a i d ,  "When the two s h a l l  
be one, and the o u t s id e  as the i n s i d e ,  and the 
male w i t h  the f em a le ,  n e i t h e r  male nor  f e m a l e . "  
And " t h e  male w i t h  the female  n e i t h e r  male nor 
f em a le "  means t h a t  a b r o t h e r  s ee in g  a s i s t e r

of  her  as f em a le ,  nor she of  him

For the Lord h im s e l f  when asked by someone when



J u s t  as women served  J e s u s  in H is  l i f e t i m e ,  many a f t e r  His  d ea th ,  

se rved  Him in H is  ch u rch ,  in His  a p o s t l e s  and in the poores t  members 

o f  the community.  At Jop p a ,  a woman named T a b i t h a ,  who "was f u l l  o f  

good works and a c t s  of  c h a r i t y "  made t u n i c s  and o t h e r  garments ,  which  

she gave away. Mary,  the mother o f  John-Mark ,  opened her house f o r  

g a th e r i n g s  o f  the C h r i s t i a n  community o f  J e r u s a l e m .  L y d i a ,  a s e l l e r  

o f  pu rp le  goods in the c i t y  of  T h y a t i r a ,  compe l l ed  Paul  and h i s  com­

panions  to s t a y  a t  her  house.  Phoebe is  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  as being a 

h e lp e r  o f  many and o f  m y s e l f  ( P a u l )  as w e l l .  The d e s c r i p t i o n  of  

Phoebe as the d iakonos  o f  the church  at Cenchreae  i n d i c a t e s  the po in t  

where the o r i g i n a l  char isma  is becoming an o f f i c e .  Paul  c a l l s  P r i s c a  

h i s  f e l l o w  w o r k e r .

In s h o r t ,  the re  is no doubt tha t  Paul  o f t en  
b e n e f i t e d  from the c o o p e ra t io n  o f  women in 
h i s  a p o s t o l i c  l abo rs  and tha t  the women did 
not prove  themse lves  l e s s  f e r v e n t  than the 
men in sp read ing  the good news.

The e v a n g e l i s t  P h i l i p ,  "one o f  the s e v e n " ,  w i t h  whom Paul  s ta yed  at

C a e s a r e a  on h i s  l a s t  j o u rn e y  to J e r u s a l e m  had four  unmarr ied  daughte rs

who p rop hes ied .  In C o r i n t h ,  women as w e l l  as men p rophes ied  and prayed

a lou d .  Paul  had no o b j e c t i o n  to t h i s  p r a c t i c e ,  but he he ld  f i r m l y  to

the custom th a t  women had to have t h e i r  heads cove red  when they

p rop he s ie d .  Widows a re  a l s o  mentioned in the e a r l y  ch u rch :

In 1 Timothy 5, on ex tended  tex t  d e a l s  w i t h  
widows . . . A cco rd ing  to some s c h o l a r s ,
widows appear  a l r e a d y  in t h i s  t ex t  as an 
o rd e r  i n v e s t e d  w i t h  p r o p e r l y  c l e r i c a l  f u n c ­
t i o n s .  Others  vehementl y  r e j e c t  the idea tha t  
the widows r e f e r r e d  to  in t h i s  passage a re  a ny ­
th ing  e l s e  but women a s s i s t e d  by the Church.
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For the former s c h o l a r s ,  who a re  i n c l i n e d  to 
compare the m i n i s t r y  o f  widows to  t h a t  of  
d e aconesses ,  the widows appear  as the s u b j e c t  
o f  the d i a k o n i a  o f  the c h u r c h ,  but f o r  the 
l a t t e r  they a re  o n l y  the o b j e c t  o f  t h i s  d i a ­
k o n ia ,  as in c h a p t e r  6 o f  A c t s ,  where the 
H e l l e n i s t s  compla in  tha t  t h e i r  widows a re  
n e g l e c t e d  in the d a i l y  d i a k o n i a .

B e s id e s  widows and " s e n i o r  women", Clement o f  A l e x a n d r i a  and

O r igen  l i k e w i s e  w ro te  about "women d eacons " .

I t  is  s im p ly  a f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  were such th in g s  
in the a n c i e n t  church  and t h a t  they  - and t h e i r  
s u c c e s s o r s ,  the abbesses  o f  the canonesses  found ­
a t i o n s  (not  those  o f  m on as t i c  c l o i s t e r s )  - d id  
much in the e c c 1 e s i a s t i c a 1 and c u l t i c  a re a  wh ich  
is now fo rb id d en  to women. The rea l  problem is 
whe the r  they  r e c e i v e d  an a c t u a l  s a c ram en ta l  con­
s e c r a t i o n  - r a t h e r  than m ere l y  a b e n e d i c t i o n  - and 
whether  t h i s  c o n s e c r a t i o n  a l s o  imparted to  them 
the sac ram en ta l  c h a r a c t e r  as d id  tha t  o f  the 
deacon.  Th i s  problem is  s t i l l  not r e s o l v e d .  But 
i t  does not appear  to be d e c i s i v e  f o r  the ques ­
t i o n  o f  a female  p r i e s t h o o d .  I t  would c e r t a i n l y  
be i n t e r e s t i n g  i f  i t  were e s t a b l i s h e d  t h a t  the 
a n c i e n t  church  had a c t u a l l y  seen deaconesses  as 
incumbents in a h i e r a r c h i c a l  o f f i c e  which  was a 
major o r d e r ,  as members o f  the h i e r a r c h y .  I t  
would be c l e a r  p ro o f  t h a t  the church  had a l r e a d y  
overcome i t s  low i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  woman. But 
i t  is  not  d e c i s i v e .  For  no m a t t e r  how high the 
p o s i t i o n  o f  deaconesses  can be f i x e d ,  the f a c t  
s t i l l  remains th a t  no one among the o r thodox  
C a t h o l i c s  a t  t h a t  t ime had the remotest  idea 
tha t  a woman cou ld  be o rd a in ed  a p r i e s t .  °

D e f i n i t e l y ,  woman p l a y s  a r o l e  in the  e a r l y  church .  However 

smal l  t h a t  r o l e  is i t  must be taken i n to  account  as the q u e s t i o n  o f  

women's r i g h t s  and o r d i n a t i o n  is  be ing  d i s c u s s e d  today .  The f o l l o w i n g  

two s ta t em en ts  a re  c o n c lu s i o n s  reached  a f t e r  exam ina t ion  o f  woman's

r o l e  in the e a r l y  church .



The New Testament in gene ra l  does not face  
the problem o f  women in e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  o f f i c e s .
But  i t  can s a f e l y  be s a id  t h a t  the genera l  
a t t i t u d e  o f  the New Tes tament ,  j u s t  as tha t  
o f  C h r i s t ,  r e p r e se n t s  an in n o v a t io n  in regard  
to women, an i n n o v a t io n  w h i c h ,  in f a c t  im p l i e s  
a promot ion .

A l l  t h i s  is not v e r y  c o n c l u s i v e ,  however ,  in 
the m a t t e r  o f  a d m i t t i n g  women to  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  
o f f i c e .  The a d m iss io n ,  moreover ,  depends on 
the judgement and d e c i s i o n  o f  those  who hold  
the f u l l  m i n i s t e r i a l  a u t h o r i t y  and the  power to 
share  t h e i r  own power w i t h  whomever they  deem 
i t  f i t .  E c c l e s i a s t i c a l  o f f i c e  is  not a r i g h t ,  
i t  is  a p r i v i l e g e .  Not a l l  C h r i s t i a n s  were 
chosen by C h r i s t  to share  in H is  a u t h o r i t y :
He shared  H is  a u t h o r i t y  w i t h  those  He chose,  
they  did not have any more r ig h t  to t h i s  than 
a l l  the o t h e r s ,  but they  were g i ven  t h i s  p r i v i ­
l e g e .  The j u r i d i c a l  s i t u a t i o n  remains the same 
today .  E xp e d ie nc y ,  too ,  is a c o n s i d e r a t i o n  
which  c e r t a i n l y  has to  be taken in to  a c c o u n t .  '

There is one c i r c u m s ta n c e  in the q u e s t i o n  o f  
deaconesses  which is  important  fo r  us. Because 
the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  were by no means unanimous 
(and they a re  s t i l l  n o t ,  among h i s t o r i a n s ) ,  e i t h e r  
on t h e i r  o f f i c i a l  c h a r a c t e r  or  on t h e i r  a u t h o r i t y ,  
i t  becomes even c l e a r e r  tha t  the c i t i n g  o f  i n d i ­
v id u a l  r e s t r i c t i o n s  and condemnations of  and by 
themse lves  say no th ing  on the q u e s t i o n  o f  whether  
the F a th e r s  o r  the m ag is t e r iu m  exc lude  woman from 
the p r i e s t l y  o f f i c e .  C a r e fu l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  must 
s tudy  how th in g s  were o rd e re d ,  which abuse each 
p r o h i b i t i o n  was in tended  to meet,  which  s ta tem ents  
a re  i s o l a t e d  c a s es ,  wh ich  a re  c o n t r a d i c t e d  by 
o t h e r  p r a c t i c e s  and o t h e r  s t a t e m e n t s ,  what was 
p e rm i t t e d  in the E a s t  but condemned in the Wes t ,  
and so on.

N icea  seams not to count deaconesses  among a c tu a l  
c l e r g y ;  Chalcedon on the o t h e r  hand does. Cha lcedon 
and l a t e r  Synods e s t a b l i s h  a minimum age f o r  the 
o r d i n a t i o n  o f  d e aconesses ;  Araus icanum I and the 
Synod o f  Epaon f o r b i d  the o r d i n a t i o n  of  deaconesses .  
Thus b e fo re  the p r o h i b i t i o n  on o r d i n a t i o n  is quoted 
as a w i t n e s s  tha t  the Church d e s i r e d  no women in
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o f f i c e ,  t h e re  remains the t ask  o f  i n v e s t i g a t i n g  
w i t h  c a r e  what these  Synods in tended by the 
p r o h i b i t i o n  and whether  o t h e r  Synods he ld  the 
o f f i c e  of  deaconess so impor tant  tha t  they  p ro ­
t e c t e d  i t  w i t h  p r a c t i c a l  measures a g a in s t  
immature incumbents.  And in a l l  t h i s  c i t a t i o n  
o f  r e s t r i c t i v e  measures i t  must neve r  be f o r ­
got ten  tha t  Popes p e rm i t t e d  the o r d i n a t i o n  o f  
deaconesses and even performed such o r d i n a t i o n s  
themse lves  up i n t o  the e l e v e n t h  c e n t u r y .  To 
put i t  b r i e f l y ;  contemporary  s c h o l a r s h i p  f i n d s  
tha t  no th ing  d e c i s i v e ,  e i t h e r  f o r  o r  a g a in s t  
the p r i e s th o o d  o f  women, can be d e r i v e d  from 
the i n s t i t u t i o n  o f  deaconesses .  J u s t  one t h in g :  
tha t  we must be v e r y  c a r e f u l  in c i t i n g  the v a r i o u s  
s t a t e m e n t s .^8

In the face  o f  c o n s i d e r a b l e  h i s t o r i c a l  e v id e n c e  and t h e o l o g i c a l  

s p e c u l a t i o n  the q u e s t i o n  o f  p r i e s t l y  o r d i n a t i o n  f o r  women r e c e i v e s  

s t rong  o p p o s i t i o n  in the contemporary  Church.

The S p i r i t - f i 11ed church  c o n t in u e s  to  move on t h i s  q u es t io n  w i th  

the  hope tha t  through e v e n t s  in h i s t o r y  the S p i r i t  w i l l  gu ide the 

Church to an unde rs tand ing  o f  the i s sues  i n v o l v e d .  The proponents  

o f  women's r i g h t s  w i t h i n  the church had hoped tha t  t h e i r  e f f o r t s  would 

lead  to an exam ina t ion  of  many r e l a t e d  q u e s t i o n s .  Th is  may be 

happening as g r e a t e r  a t t e n t i o n  is  pa id  to the  i s sues  o f  m i n i s t r y  and 

e v a n g e l i z a t i o n  and the  r o l e  o f  women in these  a re a s .  Th is  is 

happening both w i t h i n  the C h r i s t i a n  churches  and in d i a l o g u e  between 

the  chu rches .

The r o l e  o f  wtimen in e v a n g e l i z a t i o n  is  d e a l t  w i t h  in a s ta tement  

i s sued  by the P a s t o r a l  Commission o f  the Sac red  Congrega t ion  fo r  

the e v a n g e l i z a t i o n  o f  peop les  ( o r i g i n a l l y  is sued  in Rome, March 1976).

I t  s t a t e s  in r e f e r e n c e  to women in p a r i s h  a c t i v i t i e s  ;



The c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  which  f o l l o w  are  based no 
more than the p reced ing  ones on the need to 
' s u p p l y '  f o r  the absence  o f  a p r i e s t  even 
though t h i s  is bound to be i n c r e a s i n g l y  the 
c a se .  They s p r in g  from the n a t u r a l  p o ten ­
t i a l i t i e s  o f  women in s o c i e t y  and in the 
c h u rch ,  p o t e n t i a l i t i e s  th a t  a re  be ing r e v e a l e d  
more and more r a p i d l y .

For conven ience  we may d i v i d e  these  a c t i v i t i e s  
i n t o  two groups . . . the f i r s t  group o f  p a r i s h
a c t i v i t i e s  in which  f em in ine  q u a l i t i e s  w i l l  be 
u se fu l  may be rough ly  termed " a d m i n i s t r a t i v e "
. . . the  second group o f  a c t i v i t i e s  and the
more important  one is  d i r e c t l y  p a s t o r a l  . . . 
a g rea t  deal  o f  the a p o s t o l a t e  o f  p r e p a r a t i o n  
f o r  the sacraments  is open to them as to p r i e s t s  
whe the r  i t  be f o r  b ap t i sm ,  c o n f e s s i o n ,  c o n f i r ­
m a t ion ,  m a r r i ag e  o r  the a n o in t i n g  o f  the s i c k .
I t  is  to be hoped tha t  p r i e s t s ,  o f t e n  ove r  
burdened in t h i s  a r e a ,  w i l l  f i n d  women to be 
va lued  a s s o c i a t e s  in i t .  They w i l l  g i v e  them 
the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  and independence due to 
t h e i r  pe rsona l  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  . . .

Women w i l l  be p a r t i c u l a r l y  c a p a b le  o f  a p o s t o l i c  
c o n t a c t  w i t h  n o n c h r i s t i a n  women and f a m i l y  
c i r c l e s .  Indeed in c e r t a i n  c u l t u r e s ,  they  w i l l  
be the  o n l y  ones a b le  to under take  t h i s  w o r k . ^9

S t u d i e s  on m i n i s t r y  s t r i v e  to f i n d  a s c r i p t u r a l  b a s i s  f o r  the

p o s i t i o n  o f  woman as the f o l l o w i n g  s ta tement  i n d i c a t e s :

The q u e s t i o n  o f  the  m i n i s t r y  o f  women in the 
church a r i s e s  today  w i t h  e v e r  i n c r e a s i n g  i n ­
s i s t e n c e .  The ad he ren ts  o f  the s t a t u s  quo 
r e a d i l y  c l a im  a t r a d i t i o n  wh ich  goes back ,  so 
they  s ay ,  to a n t i q u i t y ;  the p a r t i s a n s  of  e v o l u ­
t i o n  r e j e c t  t h i s  argument as i n s u f f i c i e n t .
G e n e r a l l y ,  however,  n e i t h e r  one s id e  nor  the 
o t h e r  has 'a p r e c i s e  knowledge of  the e a r l y  t r a ­
d i t i o n  o f  the Church in t h i s  m a t t e r .  W h i l e  t h i s  
s tudy  does not take  the p o s i t i o n  o f  e i t h e r  s i d e ,  
i t  r e cogn izes  tha t  a l ack  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  under ­
s t a n d in g  is the reason why,  w i t h o u t  be ing  ade ­
q u a t e l y  informed in t h i s  a r e a ,  one s i d e  invokes  
t h i s  a n c i e n t  t r a d i t i o n  and the  o t h e r  c h a l l e n g e s
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i t .  Th is  s tudy  t h e r e f o r e ,  s e t s  out to 
examine e x a c t l y  what t h i s  a n c i e n t  t r a d i ­
t io n  i n v o l v e s .  One t h in g  is u n d e n i a b l e :  
the re  were in the e a r l y  church  women who 
occup ied  an o f f i c i a l  p o s i t i o n ,  who were 
in v e s t e d  w i t h  a m i n i s t r y ,  and who, a t  c e r ­
t a i n  t imes and p la c e s  appeared as pa r t  o f  
the c l e r g y . 70

Bernard  Cooke p o in t s  ou t the  c o n n ec t io n  between the  theo logy  

o f  the church and i t s  m i n i s t r y .  H is  s ta tem ents  c o n t in u e  to s t r e s s  

the po in t  th a t  d i s c u s s i o n  must d e l i n e a t e  the im p l i c a t i o n s  o f  what 

m i n i s t r y  i n v o l v e s .  He says tha t  the " b a s i c  inadequacy  o f  our p resen t  

u nde rs tand ing  o f  C h r i s t i a n  p r i e s t h o o d  and m i n i s t r y  is o n l y  too p a i n ­

f u l l y  a p p a r e n t " .  He then s t a t e s  s i x  reasons why t h i s  is  so.

F i r s t ,  the n o t ion  o f  ' p r i e s t h o o d '  t ha t  p r e ­
v a i l e d  in Roman C a t h o l i c  c i r c l e s  f o r  many 
c e n t u r i e s  was formed in a p e r io d  o f  h i s t o r y  
when l e g a l  c a t e g o r i e s  were dominant way o f  
t h i n k in g  about human s o c i e t y ,  whether  e c c l e ­
s i a s t i c a l  o r  c i v i l .

S e c o n d l y ,  the Roman C a t h o l i c  v iew  o f  m i n i s t r y  
has been s t r o n g l y  i n f l u e n c e d  by Papal  t h e o lo g y ,  
which is the  f i n a l  i n t e n s i f i c a t i o n  o f  the 
dichotomy o f  the church in to  c l e r g y  and l a i t y .

T h i r d l y ,  the backdrop f o r  C a t h o l i c  thought 
about the  o rd a in ed  m i n i s t r y  has been the 
d i v i s i o n  o f  the C h r i s t i a n  community i n to  the 
p a r i s h  s t r u c t u r e  . . . But i t  is one form o f  
o r g a n i z in g  a C h r i s t i a n  community.  And in the 
p resen t  day w o r ld  o f  i n c r e a s i n g  u r b a n i z a t i o n  
i t  is  q u e s t i o n a b l e  how e f f e c t i v e  p a r i s h  s t r u c ­
tu res  a re  in many i n s t a n c e s .  . . I t  l i m i t s  
o n e ' s  unde rs tand ing  o f  what may w e l l  be the 
most b a s i c '  f i n a 1 i t y  o f  the m i n i s t r y ,  i t s  p u r ­
pose o f  c r e a t i n g  C h r i s t i a n  community f o r  i t  
tends to see the p a r i s h  as the  community par 
e x c e l l e n c e ,  and any o t h e r  group ing of  
C h r i s t i a n s  is  thought o f  as a c c i d e n t a l  and 
o n l y  im prope r ly  a t ru e  C h r i s t i a n  community.
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F o u r t h l y ,  i t  is g e n e r a l l y  assumed that  a l l  the 
c l e a r l y  C h r i s t i a n  th in g s  an o rda ined  p r i e s t  has 
done he has done by v i r t u e  o f  h i s  p r i e s t l y  o r ­
d i n a t i o n  - an a p p a r e n t l y  l o g i c a l  but r e a l l y  
m is l e a d in g  assumption  . . . But what is  import ­
a n t ,  i f  one is  to unders tand  the n a tu r e  and 
l i m i t s  o f  the m i n i s t r y  as such ,  is t h a t  one 
d i s t i n g u i s h  between the f u n c t i o n s  a man performs 
by v i r t u e  o f  h i s  o r d i n a t i o n  to the m i n i s t r y .

F i f t h l y ,  Roman C a t h o l i c  t h i n k in g  about p r i e s t l y  
m i n i s t r y  has been c o n t r o l l e d  by a v iew  o f  
sac ram enta l  c a u s a l i t y  th a t  employed the phrase  
“ ex opere  o p e r a t o "  w i t h o u t  a t  t imes u nde rs tand ­
ing i t  too a c c u r a t e l y .

S i x t h l y ,  C a t h o l i c  thought about the o rda ined  
m i n i s t e r  and h i s  f u n c t i o n s  is c l o s e l y  l i n ke d  
to the unde rs tand ing  o f  terms l i k e  “ s a c r i f i c e " ,
“ d e d i c a t i o n " ,  “ s a n c t i f i c a t i o n " ;  and as c u r r e n t  
t h e o l o g i c a l  r e f l e c t i o n  reexamines the meaning 
of  these  the re  is a concomitant  q u e s t i o n in g  o f  
“ pr  i e s th o o d 11. 7̂

Be rnard  Cooke in these s ta tem ents  is  showing the need f o r  s tudy

and the re-exam ina t ion  o f  many r e l a t e d  t h e o l o g i c a l  q u e s t i o n s .  He

p o in t s  out t h a t  the theo logy  o f  the church as the peop le  o f  God w i l l

have an e f f e c t  on the theo logy  o f  p r i e s th o o d  and m i n i s t r y .  T h e o lo g i c a l

s tudy  o f  o t h e r  q u e s t i o n s  w i l l  have a bea r ing  on t h i s  i ssue  a l s o .  For

t h i s  reason a good r e l a t i o n s h i p  is  needed between the Church and i t s

t h e o lo g i a n s .  Eugene B i s e r  makes t h i s  p o in t  when he s t a t e s :

“ Whoever su rveys  the r e l a t i o n s h i p  between church 
and theo logy  in the pe r io d  a f t e r  World  War I I  had 
to acknowledge a s e r i e s  o f  missed o p p o r t u n i t i e s ,  
such as the campaign a g a in s t  the n o u v e l l e  t h e o l o ­
gy,  the supp ress ion  o f  the p r i e s t  w o rk e r s ,  the 
c u r i a l  a t t a c k  on the t h e o l o g i c a l  p l u r a l i s m ,  the 
a t t i t u d e  o f  the church a t  m a n i f e s t a t i o n s  o f  
spontaneous r e l i g i o u s  en thus iasm .  In consequence ,



the r e l a t i o n s  between the church  and theo logy  
have been s t r a i n e d ,  i f  not d i s r u p t e d . 72

He then t a l k s  about the power r e l a t i o n s h i p  between the church  and

theo logy  when he s t a t e s :

The church  a t t e n t i v e  to the sermon on the 
mount,  must be ready to  p l a c e  the l i g h t  
e n t r u s t e d  to i t  in the form o f  theo logy  on 
the c a n d l e s t i c k  in s t e ad  o f  under the bushel  
b a s k e t ,  t h a t  i t  may i l l u m i n a t e  the whole 
house.  And th e o lo g y ,  f o r  i t s  p a r t ,  must under ­
s tand tha t  i t s  own l i g h t  w i l l  b low out in the 
storm o f  t ime i f  i t  does not sh ine  in the s h e l t e r  
o f  the c h u r c h .73

The q u es t io n  o f  women and m i n i s t r y  has come about as the p r e c e d ­

ing s ta tem en ts  i n d i c a t e d  from a r a i s i n g  o f  c o n sc iou sn e ss  on the p a r t  

o f  women, and from a c o n s ta n t  r e e v a l u a t i o n  o f  many t h e o l o g i c a l  

concep ts  p r e v i o u s l y  co n s id e re d  beyond e xam ina t ion  and t h e r e f o r e  beyond 

d i s c u s s i o n .  Th is  a p p l i e s  to the churches  as i n d i v i d u a l  churches  but 

i t  a l s o  a p p l i e s  when these  q u e s t i o n s  become the s u b j e c t  m a t t e r  o f  

d i a lo g u e  between the ch u rches .  The q u e s t i o n  o f  the o r d i n a t i o n  o f  

women has been d is c u s s ed  in the E p i s c o p a l  church  fo r  sometime w i th  

c o n s i d e r a b l e  i n f l u e n c e  on C a t h o l i c  t h i n k i n g .  Many f e e l  t h a t  t h i s  

q u e s t i o n  may lead  to s t r a i n e d  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between the C a t h o l i c  and 

Ep i s c o p a l  communit ies and a f f e c t  the p rogress  made in r ecen t  y e a r s  in 

the  f i e l d  o f  Ecumenism. Th is  am b iva lence  can be seen in a l e t t e r  from 

Pope Paul  VI to the Archb ishop  o f  C an te rb u r y .

In such a s p i r i t  o f  candor  and t r u s t  you a l l u d e  
in your  l e t t e r  o f  g r e e t i n g  to  a problem which 
has r e c e n t l y  loomed l a r g e :  the l i k e l i h o o d ,  a l ­
ready v e r y  s t rong  i t  seems in some p l a c e s ,  t h a t

- 50 -



the A n g l i c a n  churches  w i l l  p roceed to admit  
women to the o rd a in ed  p r i e s t h o o d .  We had 
a l r e a d y  exchanged l e t t e r s  w i t h  you on t h i s  
s u b j e c t  and we were a b le  to express  the 
C a t h o l i c  c o n v i c t i o n  more f u l l y  to B ishop  
John Howe when he brought your  g r e e t i n g s .

Our a f f e c t i o n  f o r  the A n g l i c a n  communion has 
f o r  many y e a r s  been s t r o n g  and we have a lways  
n ou r i s h e d  and o f t e n  exp ressed  hopes tha t  the 
Holy  S p i r i t  would lead us in love  and in 
obed ience  to God 's  w i l l ,  a long  the path o f  
r e c o n c i l i a t i o n .  Th is  must be the measure o f  
the sadness w i t h  wh ich  we enco un te r  so g rave  
a new o b s t a c l e  and t h r e a t  on tha t  pa th .

But  i t  is  no p a r t  o f  c o r r e sp on d in g  to  the 
promptings o f  the  Holy S p i r i t  to f a i l  in the 
v i r t u e  o f  hope. W i th  a l l  the f o r c e  o f  love  
which  moves us we pray  t h a t  a t  t h i s  c r i t i c a l  
t ime the S p i r i t  o f  God may keep us in the way 
o f  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  a c c o r d in g  to  H is  w i l l . 7^

As each church  d ia lo g u e s  w i t h  the  o t h e r ,  t h e re  w i l l  be many 

d i f f e r e n t  v i e w p o in t s  even w i t h i n  the p a r t i c u l a r  chu rch .  J a c q u e l i n e  

Means, a f o r t y  y e a r  o ld  nurse  and p r i so n  c h a p l a i n ,  became the f i r s t  

woman . o f f i c i a  11y adm i t ted  to the P r i e s t h o o d  o f  the U n i t e s  S t a t e s  

E p i s c o p a l  Church.

As the s e r v i c e  was g e t t i n g  under way,  Rober t  
S t r i p p y  r e p r e s e n t i n g  the c o n s e r v a t i v e  American  
church union rose  to denounce Means'  o r d i n a t i o n  
as ‘an a c t  o f  he resy  opposed to the mind of  the 
church  and the w i l l  o f  God ' .  W i th  t h a t  a smal l  
band of  s ym pa th ize rs  marched out in p r o t e s t  . . .
The c o a l i t i o n  fo r  the A p o s t o l i c  M i n i s t r y  (CAM), 
a group tha t  i n c lu d e s  tw e l v e  B i s h o p s ,  met in 
Chicago  1-ast month to  work f o r  repea l  o f  the 
new laws. The T r a d i t i o n a l i s t  F e l l o w s h ip  of  
Concerned Churchmen (FCC) is t h r e a t e n i n g  sch ism.
And one chu rch ,  S t .  M a r y ' s  in Denver has a l r e a d y  
seceded and l a b e l e d  i t s e l f  an ‘ independent p a r i s h ' .  75
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church w i l l  co n t in u e  and l i k e w i s e  the c o n f l i c t s  w i l l  c o n t i n u e .

P r e s i d i n g  B ishop  John Maury A l l  in ,  who admits  
he is not ' c o n v in c e d  t h e o l o g i c a l l y '  o f  the 
v a l i d i t y  o f  women p r i e s t s  says  he w i l l  s im p ly  
encourage  d i s s e n t e r s  to seek out a l l  male 
bast  i o n s .76

The R t . Rev.  W i l l i a m  H. F o l w e l 1 D .D . ,  B ishop  o f  C e n t r a l  F l o r i d a  

is  one o f  the  B ishops  in the A n g l i c a n  Church who does not ag ree  w i t h  

the vo te  o f  the m a j o r i t y  o f  the  B ishops  f a v o r i n g  women's o r d i n a t i o n .

One o f  the reasons he is  a g a i n s t  i t  is  t h a t  the re  is no b a s i s  f o r  i t  in 

S c r i p t u r e .  He s a y s ,

I am not a l i t e r a l  f u n d a m e n t a l i s t ,  but I have a 
l i t t l e  t r o u b l e  f i n d i n g  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  from 
S c r i p t u r e  f o r  o r d a i n i n g  women to the p r i e s t h o o d .
There a re  s c h o l a r s  who f e e l  d i f f e r e n t l y ,  bas ing  
t h e i r  v iews e s p e c i a l l y  on P a u l ' s  s ta tem ent  tha t  
in C h r i s t  t h e re  is n e i t h e r  male nor f em a le .  But 
the  com b ina t ion  o f  S c r i p t u r e  and A , 000 y e a r s  o f  
J u d e o - C h r i s t i a n  h i s t o r y  makes i t  d i f f i c u l t  fo r  
me to vo te  f o r  i t .  I would have to be more 
p o s i t i v e  t h i s  is  o f  God. But you know Paul  a l s o  
s a id  women w e r e n ' t  even supposed to  speak in 
c h u rch ,  and we h a v e n ' t  pa id  a t t e n t i o n  to tha t  
f o r  a long t ime.77

B ishop  Leo Maker o f  San Diego in a p a s t o r a l  l e t t e r  in J u l y  197^ 

asked how can the  church best  r e l a t e  to modern woman's s t r u g g l e  fo r  

l i b e r a t i o n .  He s t a t e s ,

Women's l i b e r a t i o n  must be a c h i e v e d  by a c t u a l ­
i z i n g  t h e i r  f u l l  human p o t e n t i a l .  P r i m a r i l y  
they  must come to see themse lves  as the unique 
persons  they  a r e ,  and not mere ly  the f u l f i l l ­
ment o f  the e x p e c t a t i o n s  o f  o t h e r s .  U l t i m a t e l y  
women's l i b e r a t i o n  is  a m a t t e r  o f  l i b e r a t i n g  
persons  both men and women. Immeasurable 
p o t e n t i a l  may be l o s t  to the church  and s o c i e t y

In sp ite  of a l l  th is  the ord ination  of women in the Anglican
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by too r i g i d l y  e x c l u s i v e  male and female 
r o l e s  . . . The d i g n i t y  and r i g h t s  o f  
women, and e q u a l l y ,  the d i g n i t y  and r i g h t s  
o f  men, depend on an open-ended e x p l o r a ­
t io n  o f  untapped p o t e n t i a l  in a l l  persons 
and the t ru e  freedom f o r  each to grow in to  the 
unique s p i r i t u a l  be ing he and she is c a p a b le
o f  becom ing .78

B ishop  Maker draws on the s ta t em en ts  o f  I I  V a t i c a n  Counc i l  to 

deve lop  h i s  p o i n t s .

S i s t e r  Margare t  Brennan IHM, General  S u p e r i o r  o f  the S i s t e r s  

S e r v a n t  o f  the Immaculate Hear t  o f  Mary spoke on "Women in the Fam i ly  

o f  God" a t  the  S e r r a  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Convent ion  in London,  Eng land on 

J u l y  16, 197̂ +- She posed a s e r i e s  o f  q u e s t i o n s  a t  the  end o f  her  

t a l k  wh ich  a re  s i m i l a r  to the s en t im e n ts  expressed  by B ishop  Maker 

in h i s  p a s to r a l  l e t t e r s .

1. Are women themse lves  ready and a b le  to 
r e d e f i n e  themse lves  as persons in themse lves  - 
and not in r e l a t i o n  to men and c h i l d r e n ?
2. W i l l  women be a b l e  to  l i b e r a t e  themse lves  
w i t h o u t  r e s o r t i n g  to  v i o l e n c e ,  a g g r e s s i v e n e s s ,  
compet iveness  and enm i ty  toward men as t h e i r  
o p p re s s o r s ?
3. Are men a l l o w in g  women to d ec ide  who they 
a r e ?  Is the lack  o f  a fundamental  m a scu l in e  
i d e n t i t y  in the church impeding women from 
d i s c o v e r i n g  who they  a r e ?  In o th e r  words ,  is 
the emerging fem in ine  c on sc iou sn e ss  a t h r e a t  
to an u n res o l ve d  m a sc u l in e  c o n s c io u s n e s s ?
k . Is  t h e r e  e v id e n c e  tha t  the m i n i s t r i e s  to 
which  women a re  c a l l e d  f o r t h  a re  e x p r e s s i v e  
o f  the dimens ions o f  f e m i n i n i t y ?
5.  Is the church p r o v id in g  a forum in which  
women are  encouraged to r e s o l v e  these  i s s u e s ?
6. How do we promote v o c a t i o n s  to women in the 
church  when the re  is obv ious  i n e q u a l i t y  in the 
chu rch ?  79
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e d i t o r  o f  "A m e r i c a "  s t a t e s ,

The d e c l a r a t i o n  ( t h a t  women a re  not to be 
o rd a in ed )  is o f  cou r se ,  a s e v e r e  d i s a p p o i n t ­
ment to those  C a t h o l i c s ,  s t i l l  o n l y  a m i n o r i t y  
a l t ho ug h  an important  one,  f o r  whom the o r d i ­
n a t io n  o f  women is  a majo r  p r i o r i t y .  Of 
g r e a t e r  fundamental  im por tance ,  however ,  than 
t h i s  r e l a t i v e l y  nar row q u e s t i o n  is the whole 
range d f  women's e q u a l i t y  in the church .  The 
d e c l a r a t i o n  h a i l s  the  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  o f  a 
f u l l e r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  by women in the l i f e  o f  
the church.  I f  such p o s s i b i l i t i e s  a re  not 
r e a l i z e d  in a c t i o n ,  the  d e c l a r a t i o n  b e t r a y s  
i t s e l f . 80

Fo l l o w in g  on such s ta tem ents  i t  w i l l  be h e l p f u l  to see  the t rends  

t a k in g  p l a c e  as s ta tem ents  a re  is sued  con ce rn ing  m i n i s t r y  in the 

ch u rch .  The q u e s t i o n  o f  women's o r d i n a t i o n  and t h e i r  r i g h t s  w i t h i n  

the  church  a r i s e  whenever m i n i s t r y  is  d i s c u s s e d .  Views on m i n i s t r y  

a re  t a k in g  new d i r e c t i o n s .  F a t h e r  Ke rkho fs  is genera l  s e c r e t a r y  of  

the P ro  Mundi V i t a  Research  C en te r  in Be lg ium .  In September 1973,

Pro  Mundi V i t a  sponsored an i n t e r n a t i o n a l  c o l loq u ium  on new forms o f  

m i n i s t r y  in C h r i s t i a n  communit ies.  He made some p o in t s  wh ich  a re  

wor th  n o t in g :

Because o f  t h i s  l ack  o f  m i n i s t e r s  o f  the 
t r a d i t i o n a l  k i n d ,  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  in o rd e r  
to meet new needs ,  new forms o f  m i n i s t r y  have 
sprung up or  o ld  formulae  have been g i ven  a 
new a p p l i c a t i o n  ( e . g .  the c a t e c h i s t s ,  the 
community l e a d e r s ,  the deacons ,  the worker- 
p r i e s t s ,  and the growing need to i n c o r p o r a t e  
women in the m i n i s t r y ) .  On t h i s  p o in t  the 
Church has e n te re d  upon a c r e a t i v e  s tage  in 
her  deve lopment.  S t .  P a u l ' s  words on the 
one S p i r i t  and the v a r i e t y  o f  m i n i s t r i e s  have

Speaking of the o rd ination  of women in the Catho lic  Church the



a new r e l e v a n c y .  For many rea s o n s ,  the most 
important  o f  which is pe rhaps ,  the s h i f t  o f  
emphasis  brought about by V a t i c a n  I I ,  the 
m i n i s t r i e s  a re  now more g e n e r a l l y  seen as ways 
o f  s e r v i n g  the C h r i s t i a n  community r a t h e r  than 
as e x e r c i s e s  in a h i e r a r c h i c a l l y  s t r u c t u r e d  
power-sys tem . °

Fa the r  Kerkhofs  then quotes  a s ta tem ent  from B ishop T revo r

Hudd les ton ,  o f  S tepney  in London:

W i th ou t  a change in the p a t t e r n  o f  m i n i s t r y ,  i t  
is  p ro fo u n d ly  u n l i k e l y  tha t  the C h r i s t i a n  com­
muni ty can change f a s t  enough to be an e f f e c t i v e  
in s t rum ent  o f  the g o s p e l .  Time is  not on our s i d e .

Con t inu ing  through the yea r  197̂ + there  is  a p o s i t i v e  a t t i t u d e  on 

the C hu rch 's  p a r t  towards the r o l e  o f  women in s o c i e t y  and in the 

Church.  1975 was observed  as I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Women's y e a r .  Mrs.  H e lv i  

S i p i l i a  o f  F i n l a n d ,  A s s i s t a n t  Genera l  S e c r e t a r y  fo r  S o c i a l  Development 

and Human A f f a i r s  o f  the Un ited  Na t ions  and General  S e c r e t a r y  o f  I n t e r ­

n a t i o n a l  Women's y e a r ,  met in p r i v a t e  aud ience  w i t h  Pope Paul  VI on 

November 6,  197^. The Pope on th a t  o c c a s io n  s t a t e d :

We v e r y  w i l l i n g l y  g r e e t  in you,  t h i s  morning,  
the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  the commitment assumed 
by the Un i ted  Nat ions  fo r  the " I n t e r n a t i o n a l  
Women's Y e a r "  p roc la im ed  fo r  1975: Th is  meet­
ing o f f e r s  us the o p p o r t u n i t y  to exp ress  the 
goodw i11 and a t t e n t i o n  w i t h  which  we w ish  to 
f o l l o w  t h i s  i n i t i a t i v e .

In f a c t  the i n i t i a t i v e  does not f ind  the Church 
in a t ten t i - ve  to the problem or l a c k i n g  in a 
c l e a r  d e s i r e  to s o l v e  i t .  On the c o n t r a r y :  
in the contemporary  e f f o r t  to promote the ad ­
vancement o f  women in s o c i e t y ,  the church  has 
a l r e a d y  recogn ized  "a  s ign  o f  the t im e s " ,  and 
has seen in i t  a c a l l  o f  the S p i r i t .  *
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Archb ishop  B e r n a r d i n  in a s ta tem ent  on J a n u a r y  13, 1975 in regard  

to I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Women's Year con t inued  in the same v e in  as the e a r l i e r  

s ta tem ent  o f  Pope Paul  V I .  He s t a t e d ,

Many i s sues  con ce rn ing  the r o l e  o f  women have 
l a t e l y  been r a i s e d  w i t h i n  the C a t h o l i c  Church.  
Women have made s i g n i f i c a n t  p rog ress  in assum­
ing l e a d e r s h ip  r o l e s  in the Church,  and t h i s  
p rocess  should and w i l l  c o n t i n u e .  The Church 
has grown more aware o f  the v a r i e t y  o f  m i n i s t r i e s  
open to women and has encouraged them to p l a y  
r ---  ~ ~ * e part, in the l i f e  o f  the C h r i s t i a n

p a s t o r a l  l e t t e r  on women which  was p o s i t i v e  in i t s  approach .  B ishop  

Dozier  s t a t e d :

I t  is  a d i s t o r t i o n  o f  the Good News, s u r e l y ,  to 
r e l e g a t e  committed and e a rn e s t  C h r i s t i a n  women 
of  our day to s e co nd - c la ss  c i t i z e n s h i p .  Women 
are  making a c o n t r i b u t i o n  to renewed awareness  
in trie Church today .  The Church needs the wo­
man's  g i f t ,  the Church needs the C h r i s t i a n  woman 
in an e c c l e s i a l  r o l e  tha t  e n r i c h e s  her l i f e  and 

r her  church  community w i t h  C h r i s t i a n

The Un ited  S t a t e s  C a t h o l i c  B i s h o p s '  Committee fo r  the B i c e n t e n n i a l  

sponsored t h e i r  f i r s t  j u s t i c e  hea r ing  in Wash ing ton ,  D.C.  on February  

3 - 5, 1975- S i s t e r  E l i z a b e t h  C a r r o l l  RSM, a s t a f f  a s s o c i a t e  a t  the 

J e s u i t - s p o n s o r e d  Center  fo r  Concern in W ash ing ton ,  D .C . ,  was one o f  the 

women who t e s t i f i e d  du r in g  the h e a r i n g .  Speak ing  o f  Women in Church 

Lav; and T r a d i t i o n ,  S i s t e r  C a r r o l l  s a i d :

In J a n u a r y  Of 1975 B ishop  C a r r o l l  T. Doz ie r  o f  Memphis w ro te  a

The need for  the Church to commit i t s e l f  to 
the f u l l  i n c l u s i o n  o f  women i s  i n t e n s i f i e d  
as knowledge spreads  about the d e s t r u c t i v e  
t r a d i t i o n s  conce rn ing  women which  form p a r t
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of i t s  her itage .

These t r a d i t i o n s  must be judged in terms o f  
the s c i e n t i f i c  knowledge o f  t h e i r  day and 
the a c t u a l  l ega l  and s o c i a l  o rde r  dominat ing  
them. N e v e r th e l e s s  they  p r e s e n t  an i n f r e ­
q u e n t l y  broken reco rd  o f  male s u p e r i o r i t y  
complex which  has shaped the o r g a n i z a t i o n  
and law o f  the Church.  ^

S i s t e r  C a r r o l l  quotes  S t .  Augus t ine  and S t .  Thomas in t h i s  

S t . Aug us t i ne s a y s , ,

In woman the good C h r i s t i a n  . . . l i k e s  what 
i s  human, d e s p i r e s  what i s  f em in in e .

S t .  Thomas deduces ,

The reason women a re  in a s u b o rd in a te  p o s i ­
t i o n  is because they l a ck  s u f f i c i e n t  reason ,  
which  a leader  above a l l  needs.  '

Other p o in t s  made by women w i t n e s s e s  a t  the j u s t i c e  hea r ing  

were as f o i l o w s :

1. The equal  r i g h t s  amendment (ERA) to the 
U .S .  C o n s t i t u t i o n  should  be suppo r ted ;

2. The Un ited  S t a t e s  C a t h o l i c  Confe rence  
should  employ more women in d e c i s i o n  
mak ing pos i t i o n s ;

3. B ishops  should r e l a t e  to women as 
J e su s  did  - t r e a t i n g  them as f u l l  a d u l t  
p e r s o n s ;

k. Women's d r i v e  for  e q u a l i t y  should be
seen as an i n t e g r a l  p a r t  o f  the d e v e l o p ­
ment o f  a l l  oppressed peop le  w i t h o u t  which  wor ld  
peace i s  im p o s s ib le ;

5. More women should  be on Seminary  f a c u l ­
ties;^

6.  More mothers should be on the d e c i s i o n ­
making boards tha t  d i s b u r s e  the Church 's  
money. M o th e r ' s  a re  n o to r i o u s  fo r  s a c r i ­
f i c i n g  on b e h a l f  o f  the young and the
s i c k , no

7. O r d in a t i o n  should  not be l im i t e d  to men.

regard  .
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As t h e i r  197^ conven t ion  at  S t .  Lou is  (August  1A - 18) the mem­

bers  o f  the N a t io na l  Assembly o f  Women R e l i g i o u s  r e s o l v e d  to seek the 

"prompt r e s t o r a t i o n  o f  the d i a c o n a te  f o r  women in the Roman C a t h o l i c  

Church " .  Th is  r e s o l u t i o n  and a w r i t t e n  r a t i o n a l e  was sent  in 1975 to 

v a r i o u s  Un i ted  S t a t e s  r e l i g i o u s  o r g a n i z a t i o n .  One o f  the s ta tem ents  

in the r a t i o n a l e  s a i d ,

So long as the c a l l  o f  the S p i r i t  to  the d i a c o n a t e ,  
which some C h r i s t i a n  women today s i n c e r e l y  e x p e r i ­
ence ,  c o n t inu es  to be denied . . . the re  c o n t in u e s
to be the sad p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t . . . t h e  Church o f  J e s u s  
a c t u a l l y  is  quenching the S p i r i t  in the h e a r t s  o f  
these  women.89

On A p r i l  18, 1975, Pope Paul  VI spoke to a V a t i c a n  Committee 

s tu d y in g  the C hu rch 's  response to the 1975 U n i ted  N a t i o n ' s  sponsored 

I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Women's Yea r .  In t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  a d d re s s ,  the Pope 

s ta t ed ,

C h r i s t  d id  not c a l l  women to the o rd a in ed  m i n i s t r y  
s a y i n g ,  We cannot change the b e h a v io r  o f  Our Lord 
nor H is  c a l l  to women . B u t ,  we must reco g n ize  and 
promote the r o l e  o f  women in the m iss ion  o f  e vange ­
l i z a t i o n  and in the l i f e  o f  the C h r i s t i a n  community. 
Th is  w i l l  not  be a n o v e l t y  in the Church,  many t r a c e s  
o f  i t  a re  found in the p r i m i t i v e  communi t ies  and 
t h e r e a f t e r  in many pages of  h i s t o r y  o f  the Church 
through the c e n t u r i e s ,  in d i f f e r e n t  ways.  But  today 
a more c l e a r - c u t  t h r u s t  fo rward  takes  shape.  E f f e c ­
t i v e l y ,  f o r  s e v e r a l  decades ,  a g r ea t  many C h r i s t i a n  
communit ies have b e n e f i t e d  from the  a p o s t o l i c  com­
mitment o f  women, most e s p e c i a l l y  in the  prime a rea  
o f  p a s to r a l  work w i t h  f a m i l i e s .  At p r e s e n t ,  c e r t a i n  
women a re  even c a l l e d  to  p a r t i c i p a t e  in s e s s io n s  of  
p a s to r a l  r e f l e c t i o n ,  e i t h e r  on the l e v e l  o f  the 
d io c e s e s ,  or  on tha t  o f  p a r i s h e s  and d e a n e r i e s .  I t  
goes w i t h o u t  say ing  th a t  these  new e x p e r i e n c e s  need 
to matu re .  The A p o s t o l i c  See ,  as you know, has i t s e l f  
c a l l e d  some p a r t i c u l a r l y  q u a l i f i e d  women to take p l a c e s  
on c e r t a i n  work ing g r o u p s .^0
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In June  1975 two impor tant  e v en ts  took p l a c e .  S i s t e r  Margare t

Brennan,  IHM, addressed the  c o n fe r en c e  o f  Ma jor  S u p e r i o r s  o f  Men (CMSM)

a t  New Or leans  on June  17, 1975. She s a i d ,

The deepest  meaning o f  the women's movement 
fo r  men is  y e t  to be d i s c o v e r e d .  I b e l i e v e  
tha t  the women's s t r u g g l e  f o r  human r i g h t s  
e s p e c i a l l y  in the Church cannot  r e a l l y  be 
unders tood  and supported  by you u n t i l  you 
a l s o  recogn ize  more deep ly  your  own need fo r
1 i be ra t i on .  ̂1

S i s t e r  Brennan c a l l e d  on the male r e l i g i o u s  
s u p e r i o r s  to r e f l e c t  on t h e i r  own u n c h a l ­
lenged s t e r e o t y p e s  and unques t ioned  e x p e c t a t i o n s  
and to  examine how these  may h in d e r  them from 
unders tand ing  the "woman p r o b l e m " . 92

Another  even t  o f  June  1975 was the meet ing o f  twenty  t h e o lo g i a n s

in C i n c i n n a t i  from June 22 - 25 as s p e c i a l  c o n s u l t a n t s  to the permanent

Un i ted  S t a t e s  Ang1ican-Roman C a t h o l i c  d i a lo g u e  group.  Th is  p a r t i c u l a r

meet ing was convened by the two chairmen o f  the U n i t ed  S t a t e s  A n g l i c a n -

Roman C a t h o l i c  d ia lo g ue  group,  B ishop  C h a r l e s  Helmsing o f  the C a t h o l i c

Kansas C i t y - S t .  Joseph d io c es e  and B ishop  A r th u r  Vogel o f  the Ep i s c o p a l

d io cese  o f  West M i s s o u r i .  The t h e o lo g ia n s  a t  the  meet ing  is sued the

f o l l o w i n g  s ta tement  in regard to the o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women:

In c o n s id e r i n g  the r e l a t i o n  o f  the q u e s t i o n  o f  
the o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women to the a u t h o r i t y  o f  the 
chu rches '  t r a d i t i o n ,  the f o l l o w in g  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  
must be kept in mind:

1. There is  what may be c a l l e d  an " e s s e n t i a l  t r a ­
d i t i o n " ,  which as w i t n e s se d  in the S c r i p t u r e s ,  
the Ecumenical  c r e e d s ,  the C hu rch 's  l i t u r g i c a l  
t r a d i t i o n  and i t s  p roc lam a t io n  and t e a c h in g ,  
c o n s t i t u t e s  the b a s i c  i d e n t i t y  o f  the C h r i s t i a n  
community.  Th is  t r a d i t i o n  has as i t s  fundamental
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content  the r e l a t i o n  o f  human be ings  to 
the God and Fa ther  o f  J e s u s  C h r i s t  in the 
Holy S p i r i t .

2. Th is  t r a d i t i o n  is v a r i o u s l y  e l a b o r a t e d  and 
in t e rp r e te d  in dogma and d o c t r i n a l  t r a d i ­
t ion  accord ing  as i n q u i r y  and change w i t h i n  
the Church or  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  w i t h  i n t e l l e c ­
tua l  s o c i a l  or  p o l i t i c a l  movements in the 
wor ld  r equ i re  the Church to move towards a 
deeper s e l f  unders tand ing  through e x p l i c a ­
t i o n  of  the t r a d i t i o n  which c o n s t i t u t e s  i t s  
i d e n t i t y .  I t  thus faces  from t ime to t ime,  
novel issues which demand th a t  on the b a s i s  
o f  i t s  given s e l f  und e rs tand ing ,  i t  e x p l a i n  
i t s e l f  in new ways f o r  the sake o f  f i d e l i t y  
to the Gospe1.

3- In the  cu r r en t  s i t u a t i o n  the q u e s t i o n  o f  the 
o r d in a t i o n  of  women has r a i s e d  i s sues  which 
cannot be answered ad e q ua te l y  by the mere 
c i t i n g  o f  t r a d i t i o n a l  p r a c t i c e s  or  b e l i e f s .
Current d i s c u s s io n  of  the is sue  has showed 
tha t  t r a d i t i o n a l  reasons f o r  r e f u s in g  the 
o r d in a t i o n  o f  women are  not u n i v e r s a l l y  a c ­
c e p ta b le .  I t  has f u r t h e r  showed tha t  
problems r e l a t i n g  to the d o c t r i n e  of  God, 
o f  the i n c a r n a t i o n ,  and redemption a re  a t  
l e a s t  i n d i r e c t l y  in vo lved  in i t s  s o l u t i o n ,  
so' tha t  any d e c i s i o n ,  whether fo r  or  a g a in s t  
the o r d in a t i o n  o f  women w i l l  in f a c t  r e q u i r e  
the Church to e x p la in  or  deve lop  i t s  e s s e n ­
t i a l  t r a d i t i o n  in an unprecedented w a y . ^

In November o f  1975 the Ang1ican-Roman C a t h o l i c  s ta tement  e x p l a i n e d  

what would happen to the d ia log ue  between the churches  i f  they  took 

d i f f e r e n t  p o s i t i o n s  in regard  to the o r d i n a t i o n  o f  women. Th is  s t a t e ­

ment o f  November 7, 1975 t a l k ed  about f u l l  communion and o r g a n i c  u n i t y .

I t  then s t a t e a ,

I f  t h i s  goal is thought o f  as r e q u i r i n g  u n i f o r m i t y  
in d o c t r i n e  and d i s c i p l i n e  . . . the problem would
indeed be a s e r ious  one. But  the re  is ano the r  v iew  
o f  Church u n i t y ,  which accep ts  d i v e r s i t y  as a g i f t
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of the Holy S p i r i t .  The ecumenica l  task  is  to 
i n q u i r e  whether one church can f u l l y  r e cogn ize  
ano ther  in the midst o f  d i f f e r e n c e s  . . . Even 
the th ings  we do not agree w i t h  in each o t h e r ' s  
t r a d i t i o n s  may have something to teach  us about 
God's  w i l l  f o r  h is  peop le .  *

The d i s c u s s io n  on women's r i g h t s  and the o r d i n a t i o n  of  women con­

t i n u e d  throughout the y e a r  1976. In 1973, at  the reques t  o f  the 1971 

Synod o f  B ishops  Pope Paul VI c r e a t e d  a s p e c i a l  commission to s tudy  

the r o l e  o f  women. The Pope spoke to the commission a t  t h e i r  f i n a l  

p l e n a r y  s es s io n  on J a n u a ry  31 , 1976. He s t a t e d  on tha t  o c c a s io n ,

Men and women a re  equal b e fo re  God: equal  as
persons . . . equal in d i g n i t y ,  equa l  a l s o  in 
t h e i r  r i g h t s .  But a u t h e n t i c  C h r i s t i a n  advan ­
cement o f  women is  not l im i t e d  to the c l a im in g  
of  r i g h t s .  I t  a l s o  o b l i g e s  men and women a l i k e  
to remember t h e i r  proper  d u t i e s  and respons i-
b i 1 i t i e s .55

A major  even t  in regard  to the ro le  of  women in the Church took 

p l a c e  in 1976, namely,  the P o n t i f i c a l  B i b l i c a l  Commiss ion 's  r ep o r t  

on the q u e s t i o n :  Can women be p r i e s t s ?  Seven teen  members o f  t h i s  

commission agreed unanimously tha t  the New Testament by i t s e l f  does 

not seem a b le  to s e t t l e  in a c l e a r  way and once and fo r  a l l  whether  

women can be o rda ined  p r i e s t s .  The members voted  12-5 tha t  S c r i p t u r a l  

grounds a lon e  a re  not enough to exc lude  the p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  o r d a in in g  

women.

Important  p o in ts  are made in the i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  the P o n t i f i c a l

B i b l i c a l  Commiss ion's  r e p o r t .  I t  s t a t e s ,

The q u es t io n  fo r  which an answer is  e s p e c i a l l y  
sought is  whether  or  not women can be o rd a in ed  
to the p r i e s t l y  m i n i s t r y  ( e s p e c i a l l y  as m in is-
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t e r s  o f  the E u c h a r i s t  and as l e a d e r s  o f  the 
C h r i s t i a n  community) .  In making t h i s  b i b l i c a l  
i n q u i r y ,  one must keep in mind the  l i m i t s  o f  
such a s tudy .

1* In genera l  the r o l e  o f  women does not cons ­
t i t u t e  the p r i n c i p a l  s u b je c t  o f  b i b l i c a l  t e x t s .
One has to r e l y  upon o f t en  on in fo rm a t io n  g i ven  
here  and the re .  The s i t u a t i o n  of  women in the 
b i b l i c a l  e ra  was p robab ly  more or  l e s s  f a v o r a b l e  
judg ing  from the l im i t e d  data  we have at  our d i s ­
posal  .

2. The ques t ion  asked touches on the p r i e s t h o o d ,  
the c e l e b r a n t  of  the E u c h a r i s t  and the l e a d e r  o f  
the lo ca l  community. Th is  is a way o f  look ing  at  
th ings  which is somewhat f o r e ig n  to the B i b l e . 9 ^

On J a n u a ry  27, 1977, the V a t i c a n  d e c l a r a t i o n  on o r d i n a t i o n  of

women was r e l e a s e d .  The document d id  not g i v e  much hope to women,

The C h r i s t i a n  p r i e s tho od  is t h e r e f o r e  of  a 
sacramenta l  n a tu r e :  the p r i e s t  is a s i g n ,
the sup e rn a tu ra l  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of  wh ich  comes 
from the o r d in a t i o n  r e c e i v e d ,  but  a s ign  tha t  
must be p e r c e p t i b l e  and which  the f a i t h f u l  
must be ab le  to recogn ize  w i t h  ease  . . .

The same n a tu r a l  resemblance is r e q u i r e d  fo r  
persons as fo r  th in g s :  when C h r i s t ' s  r o l e  in
the E u c h a r i s t  is  to be expressed  s a c r a m e n t a l l y ,  
the re  would not be t h i s  " n a t u r a l  resemb lance "  
which must e x i s t  between C h r i s t  and h i s  m i n i s ­
t e r  i f  the r o l e  o f  C h r i s t  were not taken by a 
man: in such a case i t  would be d i f f i c u l t  to
see in the m in i s t e r  the image of  C h r i s t .  For 
C h r i s t  h im s e l f  was and remains a man.

The debate c o n t in u e s ,  tw en ty- th re e  th e o lo g ia n s  from the J e s u i t

School  o f  Theology in B e r k e l e y ,  C a l i f o r n i a ,  d i s s e n t e d  on the V a t i c a n

d e c l a r a t i o n :

The D o c t r i n a l  Congregat ions  J a n u a r y  27th de­
c l a r a t i o n  on the o r d in a t i o n  of  women e r r e d  in
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argu ing  the case a g a in s t  women p r i e s t s  on the 
b a s i s  o f  dogmatic i m p o s s i b i l i t y .  To say tha t  
we have never  o rda ined  women in the p a s t ,  and 
t h e r e f o r e ,  cannot do so now, is  to ignore  the 
f a c t  tha t  the issue  has never  a r i s e n  in p r e ­
c i s e l y  these  contemporary  terms and w i t h i n  the^g 
new r e a l i z a t i o n  o f  women's p la ce  in the w o r ld .
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CONCLUSION

The ques t ion  o f  women's r i g h t s  and t h e i r  o r d i n a t i o n  is a complex

q u e s t i o n .  I t  w i l l  demand openness,  p r a y e r  and a community w i l l i n g  to

l i s t e n  to the v o i c e  o f  the S p i r i t .  The ten s io n  between past  t r a d i t i o n

and to d a y ' s  new s i t u a t i o n s  and changing r o l e  f o r  women w i l l  have to

be faced h o n e s t l y  and in a s p i r i t  o f  s c h o l a r s h i p .  Th is  is a q u e s t i o n

fo r  the whole Church and i t s  r e s o l u t i o n  s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  cou ld  see a

whole new era  begin fo r  the people c a l l e d  by God to be one in C h r i s t .

The e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  p o l i t y  o f  the Roman C a t h o l i c  
Church does not permit  an is sue  of  such magni­
tude to be s e t t l e d  at the lo ca l  or  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l .
Th is  means tha t  each a rea  of  the u n i v e r s a l  church 
must t r e a t  a sp ec ts  o f  the i ssue  tha t  i t  would 
o r d i n a r i l y  f o r  c u l t u r a l  and h i s t o r i c a l  reasons 
o v e r lo o k ,  put to one s i d e ,  or  c o n s id e r  i n s i g n i ­
f i c a n t  or  i r r e l e v a n t .  For the American C a t h o l i c  
Church t h i s  means we cannot pass ove r  or  d i sm iss  
arguments as r e a d i l y ,  fo r  example ,as  the Ep i s cop a l  
Church .99

Recent advances by S c r i p t u r e  s c h o la r s  con t inu e  to i n d i c a t e  tha t  

the e a r l y  C h r i s t i a n  community adapted the message o f  C h r i s t  to p a r t i c u ­

l a r  s i t u a t i o n s .  The C h r i s t i a n  community today meets t h i s  same 

c h a l l e n g e .  In s e c u l a r  s o c i e t y  woman is p l a y i n g  a much more s i g n i f i c a n t  

r o l e  than in p rev ious  c e n t u r i e s .  I t  is  e v i d e n t  in contemporary  

s o c i e t y  tha t  women are capab le  o f  g rea t  accompl ishments  t h a t  c o n t r i b u t e  

much to human prog'ress.

The C a t h o l i c  Church cannot a f f o r d  to ignore  these ach ievem en ts .

In an age where d ia logue  is so important  the h i e r a r c h y  must not con ­

t in u e  to ignore what women are  s a y i n g ,  as they s t r i v e  to b u i l d  up the



body o f  C h r i s t .  Al though r ecogn iz ing  the r i g h t f u l  p l a c e  o f  women in 

the Church w i l l  mean the r e j e c t i o n  o f  t r a d i t i o n a l  concepts  and the 

a c c e p ta n c e  o f  new c h a l l e n g e s ,  both S c r i p t u r e  and theo logy  i n d i c a t e  

the urgency of  t h i s  s tep  in the p resen t  c u l t u r a l  and e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  

mi 1ieu .
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