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The next person I wish to discuss is a collective called the Bishops of the Second Vatican Council. When they arrived in 1962 they were presented with a draft of the Dogmatic Constitution on the Church which said this: "The Roman Catholic Church is the Mystical Body of Christ. And only the one that is Roman Catholic has the right to be called Church." The Bishops rejected this draft, with the assistance of theologians like Yves Congar and negotiators like Jan Willebrands. Congar said: "I am not a negotiator. I have too little patience. Jan Willebrands or Pierre Duprey are the negotiators." In the second draft this text read: "The one Church is the Catholic Church". It then continued, however: 'Many elements of sanctification can be found outside its total structure, things which properly belong to the Church of Christ." Finally - in the final draft they voted on - they left out the "is" and changed it to what translates into English as "subsists in ". It reads this way: "The Church of Christ subsists in the Catholic Church", (not "is" the Catholic Church). The Theological Commission, of which Congar was a member, said: "The word "subsists" is necessary, because that expression might better agree with the previous affirmation that there are many elements of the Church clearly visible outside the boundaries of the Roman Catholic Church. " 

What does "subsists in" mean? It means "continues to exist in", "can be found in ". It is not an equal sign. This means the Church of Christ can be found in the Roman Catholic Church. It then acknowledges. however, that so much of what we believe belongs to the Church can be seen outside the boundaries of the Catholic Church. Therefore that same Theological Commission, when commenting on Article 13 of The Decree on Ecumenism, could say: "The one sole Church of Christ is present, even if imperfectly, in other ecclesial bodies." In other words, from that point on the Roman Catholic Church did not consider itself to be, on its own, the one sole Church of Christ. It acknowledges, or claims, that all that goes to make up the one Church of Christ is found in the Roman Catholic Church. However it also acknowledges that what goes to make up the one Church of Christ can also be found, more or less, in other communities. From that point it was the task of dialogues to discover whether indeed all that belongs to the one Church of Christ can be found in these other communities. 

The concern of the bishops, twenty-five years ago in the Vatican Council, was with what appeared to be "lacking" in other Churches. That is why they started the dialogues. We had been imprisoned by the Reformation and the earlier Eastern schism. We developed apart, and   therefore we developed a distorted perception of each other. We emphasised what was "different" in us, polarised our differences, and then condemned each other for being different! In doing so we distorted ourselves. We cannot freely be ourselves when we are so determined "not" to be like the other. That is the prison in which all churches have lived for too long. Dialogue, and the theological reflection it gives birth to, frees us to be fully who we are - and to see the other clearly - for the first time for centuries! We engage in dialogue with the hope we shall recognise the Church of Jesus Christ in our dialogue partner. When we have done that, then we can be reconciled. Since the bishops, that collective person of the Second Vatican Council, changed our entire perception of ourselves and our relationship with other Christians, much has happened. The Decree on Ecumenism explores the kinds of things that ought to happen as Roman Catholics engage in the ecumenical movement. 
