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his theological positions in order to justify doc-
trinally the historical variables of Canon Law.

2. The lack of complete identity between
theology and Canon Law and the relativity of
canonical norms wzis-d-vis absolute, althcugh
generic, theological norms, justify to a certain
extent the distinction between the Ecclesia juris
and the Eeclesia caritatis.

Theology, on the other hand, has been
accused, especially in ecumenical circles, of be-
coming ‘“Westernized”, “‘juridicized”, and of
“post factum theologizing”, that is, of absolu-
tizing theologically the historical lines of action
of Canon Law.

It is, however, precisely the proper valuation
of the spatio-temporal relativity of canonical
regulations that will help not a little to acquit
theology of this charge. We cannot prescind
from analysing and weighing the historical de-
velopment of Canon Law in order to determine
iIn many cases the exact theological doctrine.
For by failing to take into account the historical
viewpoint and the historical data of Canon
Law, the theologian runs the risk of identify-
ing laws, usages and customs (perhaps very
stable and, if so, even more binding) with the
norms of divine law (which are immutable),
even when the former are at most canonical
norms that the Church can change at will.

Canon Law, therefore, can be of great
assistance to theology in helping it to become
effectively more “catholic” and consequently
more ‘“‘ecumenical”. It will prevent theolo
from becoming identified with canonical his-
torical factors cven though theology be deeply
involved in them, giving them their form.

3. Again, those of a more pastoral bent



A Concilium: Canon Law: No. 1

accuse Canon Law of a certain rigidity and of
being an inefficacious instrument. They realize
that the goal of Canon Law is the salus
animarum. They know that between the two
extremes—the social structure of the Church
and the salvation of souls—Canon Law is a pas-
toral instrument and as such must continually
renew its fidelity to theology as well as its pas-
toral suitability. The social structure of the

Church, being immutable only in its substantial
features, makes this revision possible; changing
pastoral needs demand it.
&c very "thmlugizinﬁ" of Canon Law
ids to absolutize canon laws, making them
static and fixed with the absolute rigour of im-
mutable theological truth. It carries such
immutability
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In conclusion, Concilium, Vol. 8, will ty uis
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Fastnral evaluation of laws and their adequst
ormulation in order to offer reflections fori®- |
proving a possible jus condendum.
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