The anthropological and theological
bases of the dignity and mission of woman
in the Magisterium of John Paul 11
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L. A constant precceupation

Lhe thetme proposed for our refleclion s mne whicl, from the
Lregj:m:ing of the Pomificare,' hus been Leturning -.L-;iﬂa.aignj_ﬁm_-ur
Frequency in the teachigs of the Pope, Rellection o woman i, in-
deed, the immediste anil specific 5u|:-jn:rrt ol at leasr rwo vErY i.llJl_er.
tan| ducuments: Mudieris Diwitatens 115 August 19850 and Lereer fo
Woassizze (29 Tune 19955 but i i broughs Turward wich analviical
choraughness in catechesis, sprtches, messages, homilics, eie. It i5
teaching that, with respecr 1o earlicr Maysiscerivin,® sherrs o consid
erable mereuse in guality an yuanriry.*
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Tr the Apostolic Letter Mdedrorss Desedtatews we find che mose or-
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annic cxpression of the Pope's thinking oo the subject. Lo is thers-
[ore 4 primary rererence, but it 35 o be seen in the context of the
Wednesday cptechesis af the "B0s on the theolopy of the body
angd buman lowe withmi which all #ts richoess would o be ce-
vealed, Tn Malfisric Digadtaters, with reference oo the Symed of Bish-
opr of I[957 oo the Vacation and Whssion of the Laimy in the

Church and o che world, Tehn Taol TT stares:

“The Tathors of the recent Assembly.. desd wih the digeily
el woeation of women. Une of their recommendation: was for o
funher stady af the anthropological and theological buses that are
feeled o otdder 1o salve che problens conneceed with the mesning
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ancl digmitr of being o woman anod betng 2 mwn. It is 0 qusston of
understanding the rewon for sl the consoquences of the Creanrs
decision that the human heing should atways and only exist as g
waman of 4 man. U is only Leginning trom these hases that it is
passible (0 underscand the grearmness of che dighicy and vacutivn of
women wid w0 be oble o sl of cheir active prescice in the
Church and in sociewy. This is whae [ ineend o deal with in this
drcument” -

Tn this text be Pope mdicstes 2 fundamental methodalagicul
premise lor our rellection: only if we sear [rom che aitlhropological
and heological bases can we grasp the depth of wolsn’s dignily
and mission,. When, indeed, we po w the rooc of e pemonal be
ing of the man and the womun, which inplies identity and differ-
enes, we ure able 1o think of woman as an ‘other' being and new ug
“anather thing,

The aim of (his talk is therefore (o present the autbropelopgal-
arid theologreal fasey of the dipnity and tmission of worman o the
Mugiseerium ol Juhn Paol L. 1 wil o dnng the questions —
even Lhe burning questions — relased 10 ber dignity unel mizsion, Ir
5 pevessary tist wogive two danticniions of considensbis T e

— We ke as oonr starting-point the Papal teaching, and nor
the ample delule char is i pregress on chese maters in the Gields
ol '&lﬂ'll-.‘lﬂﬁ!j.’._ philosophy und the homan sciences, as well as i ol-
tueel and sociu] circles. Cleucly, this Jues nac mess that no acuont
has been taken of specialized Hremture nor of (he challenges fram
feminizt thowgsht. Tt mewns, rather, that we il not hore by entoring
direeely inta the mbrurdl debare by disenzsing positions puken h:
uthers, what we will he presentitg are fundumensal lines for rele
vane refloction. Cur choive shauld, however, make it passible 1o
;.g:itrf:' an adequate response to the legidmate daims of Seminisny
and, at the same Ome, a setenc criticism af cetesin of is positinns
that cannon be reconeiled with Cuthalic teaching,

— Secondly, it belongs fo Lhe natiere of the Magistetium ra for-
mulane Chuistian doctrine, stating its content and ilicating its lin-
its, The Magistoriom is therefore addvessed o the whole Feonple of

* Miztiog pledearan 1

Crod s a sLaring-[=ir for forthar reflection, The ioadisations L1l
by the Pope in his teaching on woman need to he oonsiderad in
deprh, eritically and systemnadcally, wich an appropriace thealagical
mothad. (hir retlection will be developed here on too peines. Tirst
of all, we will ao ioto the anthropalegical bazis of the man-woman
relaricnsship. Socnndly, we wAll raise the guesdon of its ovigin. Tinal-
by, wee will gpeak abonl the porpess o the relatioenship,

2, The anihropological basis:
the dval unity of mun and woman

Al Bellection on the man-sroeman relarionship is onc af the
privcipal elemens of the atloopelogy implied 0 e Magisierim
ol John Paol T The Tope srarss fom g serics of considerarions
vt the two Gepesls acooutts of creation O, Gew 127 wnd Gen
2:18.25% whith vonverze in the allivmation of man made “in the
iage and likeness of God”, constiroring — in the words of the
Hule Faher — “the umuialble basiz of ol Chidsisn oocdoopeds
e’ Y Mufiery Dhpeefatess slaes: “Man canned exist “along’ lef, G
2:181; he con edst oonly as o fundty of the two’, and herefore inope-
Iatiory 1o anether boian person, ., Being o pegan in e imgge o
lilienes: of {7od thus also meolves exising in o relutionship, o rels-
ton to the other 1777 The man soment eedationsbip can thus be
seet g oan eapresion of the omological princinle of dogd onie, e
vording w0 which, in comdmrent cealite, unite olways nplies an -
terps] polurity (this 35 tcue alsa Tor soul and body, alividosd gl
vorrnunity ! F

We will do oo more chan st four essential aspects of the sipni-
wance of the man-woman relativoshio.
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a! The huinan being exdsts alwavs wod only oy masculine and
ferninine. Moo rmen (ot wormen) car, wlone, be the whole of the
humars being; he or ghe is always conlimonied with the ofber, nac
vessible mode of being humen. So, o the man-woman relationship
we (an discover the contingent chargcter of the human creaune:
the 1 needs the otber, depends on the cther Toe [olllmen. * The
dualive, magculine and leminine, of “peader’” i@ therelore Dol inler-
nul and extertal o the L Beter; the | lods within itsell o [acl dhar
opens L oup Tor someching ‘outside jieell”. This is the context [or ne-
flevtion wn the principle of belp, o help which @5 noc one-sided but
witual,® This contingent character oo ordy identilies the Lo of
the humun  being, but also the human capadey  for  auo-
transcendence in the discovery of the other as positive tor che self.
In this sense, o showe char, like svere creature. the human being s
a simn: not coly an individual lidendor) bue al=o & person (relation-
differenice). Being g person “in the imare and [lkeness of Crod™
thus also invobes existing in 2 reagoeship, oorelstion o the otber T

20 The relption between juasculive and leminine can ac che
same time be characrerizsd ps oo relationship of idemily wnd Jiller-
e, B

The question: of identitr can eazdy be related to the absolooe
evpupity ol (he two (oun sond woman) in beibg persons and inoes-
etvthing detiving [rom personboeod. The congiliar text that the Pope
cottpinly quotes w0 Justrace this i wlen om the Pastoral Consti-
tutiom Crvpelivor of doey: “Man, che only cresmure on earch char (od
warted [or its vwn suke. cannoc fully find bimeelf excepr in sincere
self-ridng®. *# This links the Pope to che Western philosophical tra-
diciors thut we cun [fnd in the definition of Boetius: “persona cst
naturse rutivnalis individua subscanda™ (the persoss 12 an indoeidnal
substance of w tatione] narore)
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The questivn of difference iz more complex, Thinkiog the olif-
fevence bevween the genders s precisely what scoms probleweaical
[pavchoanalysis has profound things to say an the subject). 1L cin
nor, in any ease, be reduced a2 smple problem of roles; i mmse
be undsriood onzolugically, Tn this sense, the dual unity is a phe-
nemencluicu] expression of whar Thumas called the “distinerie re-
alis™ aned Heidegger the “onmlogical dillerence™. The man-woman
relationships, The the relulion heween being and beiugs s 2 call o
humen Croadom from Being, through (he teslioy which s its sign.

The dud unity of gender does sl therofors amean @ pactic
semmetpical reciprocite g8 Aristophanes thooght in Plam’s Svopo-
sinm. Man and woman aze not o halves destined to be joined te-
gethet s 43 to recreae o lost unity, That is clear evenn @t the phe-
nomenological level of sates. Man does not lve only gpmsal zela-
tioms, buy alsa thase of puternity, fratemily, e,

i he other hand. the man-woman reciprocity “oah serve s 4
peradigmaric case for (he perennislly communitari character of
the humar beng™."

‘here iz another sspect relassd o the question of sesnal diffec
ence thu we cannot fall lo mention, | refer to the way in which
the dusl unite inevdtably imposes on the homan colscionsness an
wen keencr aswarenss of one's origingl dependence, The sexual
character of himan oatoee, linked with procreanion, brings the dis-
coveery of death. The dual ity places the T wichin the circle af bu-
man gencrations ss, implacably, bey suoceed vne annther; the
spevies oroserves itsell, but the individunl is exposed fo desth,

£ From a serictly theolopical standpoing, oman sexuslity, and
therefore the ditterence of genders, belongs o the humun Leing as
image of Gud.” Saving this allows us o aveid, 0 definitivn of rthe
human being, any restriction e the intracesmic sphere faod so, any
reduction of sexmaline o the animal levell, O che other hand, &
makes us woderscand dhat the image cannot he teducsd 1o the
pureke spivinal clement. Moreover, nduding sexual dilfercnce i
the fmsage Ded will allw us to speak — under precise vondmions —

= HE wrw Balisisas. Tonavgarmatica v, 2, wlien 1052, 344
fTE AL Hueoa. Demes Do semaded asans, ot cll

i1



of @ cetipin analogy betwesn e nmnowoman redationship  and
Trinicarian relutions. Comeesomiy ax an esential dimension of the b
man being belongs @ baing i God's imaae,

o0 Whar has heen suid makes § possthle r see in spesal Tove
the el ptéeceer of overy kind of lowe and, ar the saome
time, a privileged metaphor for the relacionshin beoween the b
being and realitg# o this wepurd. the Pape states: “The lacure
beth ol the one sl the sther lwve eirgini and marriagel s
‘spousul that 45, g love of ol self-grving, The one and 1he other
love both rend o express the spousal sianificance of e Lodw, in-
seribed fram the beginning’ within the pesone] souceree of man
and of woman™ *

B These tour clemenzs that chatacterize the sense of the -
woman relationship allow s to eoncdude that sexulice @s an -
nal, el oo a derived dimension of the buman being. 1t i irngissi-
bl to vonsorer o anchropelogy while absrcting from the sexed
matuee of the homan being. T8 (he seoual difference was not sssen-
tigl In considering the person, (he refationslip w the adwr would
b estublished independently of (his difference, Ta this case sexaaliog
would be a prvedy accidenral Tact, -

Li oot his kind af *disincarnare’ anthropelogy e leads m
vegatiom of the woman as 9 personal aelject of “desing, with the
tisk of recuciog her to & mere ohicer o mascofine desire? Such a
posttion would end by compromising even the wehie of mareraite
and virginity sitce woman’s personal dignity would nor be their -r:;
sential presuppesition, bul, on che canttary, only a COlEECUERCE e
sulong from (hein,

Affirming homan sexnaliey a5 an integral part of the M
Cres allowes us, moteover, @ ditforentiate radically between humgs
seanality aned animal sesuality  with which, obwiously, ic has sofid
links a1 the biological, nstinemal level. Againer any snoseic M-
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Lo, we b 1o alfieen the ."||T|:-.-' ]lllm:il'l: thati 15, J_:-l':lix:lr'nil.] character
ot sewcalioe. The bodw, in chis sense, expresses the person,™ and cx
presses the pemon slso in being muscalive or ferninine. Aoy offence
spainst the dionity of the body Gomething o whick, untortunately,
the weman is more exposed than the mard 5 an ollence sgaiost
the dignily ol the person,

Another consaquence of the wision of dual unity consisiz in
radically nulltbring any actempe o oppose man and woman s a way
thar implics excusion. Un che conmary, it s ooly o cheir momal
dependence thet ther attain their personal character. This depen-
dence implies che simuenecus ofionadon o dheir idemite and
thelr difference. Exaling ewclusively coe of the polss wgains: the
other van ordy breuk the ordgival dual unily willed Ly (he Crestor,
owill therslere be wpossille wo promare weman’s dignite and
riphts withoutl respecting this charactoristic. On the arher hand, i is
clear that any fasm af “mazcalinism’ contradicts the namre of the
crearive design, So, it 15 a posigive tace that the corvent debate on
the question aof women 15 proceeding in terms of ooy, mark-
ing development with regard w0 the sardier phases of creenepaiion
and vmaratesrie” Withour guing hers inte the conurets questions n-
viohved, there can be no doubt thet the seacch for an equality Swe
prefer Lo suy Idetuily!, while respeciing the dilference.diversite, cor
respoticds belter 1o the Christian vision of Tile,*

Eflorts o proomote the dignity and  mission af wamen in the
Cluneh ardd in the weadd can be emincardy crcarive iF we oonsider
all the dimensions of che teminine being, those thar woman shares
with man thromgh comnwn identior and chose that are proper to
her becanse she is 2 woman.

1, The arigin of the dual unity of man-woman
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at arcarcr deprh. We cannnt hers cmamine, even in briet outline,
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che philesophical basis of the dual cnity thar wendd lead s to apeell
vut the werms of an cichalogs thar would be adoquare. [or the an-
thirgialopre Lmd:ﬂg.'rng, our disconrse. Testewd, we Panss 8 meoment
i consider the thoologival basis that, siurting from the content of
revelation, avconnts bener for why Ced willed ws w0 ke oo woman.

T dler this we have v fix our epes oo che fullness of revelation
and, hecefore, on Josus Chriss “Trosw] truth abour the Tiggnan bee
ing, man sl woman — u moch which is neoueae fsed i b
Mt exeebienve — at the same time constiiules the .m?arr:';.- whick
only in “the locarnare Wond wkes on Bahr . sinee Christ Bl e
vols mun w bimselt and makes his sgpreme calling clear, w5 the
Counedl teaches”™ ™ In the reveladon of the lcsrnate Son of Crd,
we mmst, therefure, be herier able to chrows light on dual nnine, alse
an that af man-woman ™ .

Tn the event of the Tncarnution a new and Gefinitive relationsbip
35 estanlished] between God and humankind, Through che bt atin
aion, in facr, the Person ol Jesus Chrise constiiules the placs of
encounzer heoween God and homunine, This encounter can be con
strued as a spovsal union; o coostiiaes, indeed, he new sprmzalily:
“le is onty the gl of supreme love by which Gad, euprying I:imsg:ll'
of his divinity, gives himself entivdy, thas renpens the pussihilite of
a tenewsd unian”,” The dual vty of mansoman is e teferenne
to the hypostarie univn of Christ us wo it foundation, “Ihrough the
juininge of the meo matures in Cheist God's glabal project 3 made
manilest: a projecr whick, searting feom the one Hesh of Adam and
Tae, through che ane Tesh of the Redeewer, seaches e vie flesh
of the Mdystical Tocdy, within which, throusgk the sulletiog of the
Faschul Mystery man aud woman reach the perfoction af iheii ko
nesa 1o Crod™ #

Whan bas heen said wbout the Chuistological teindation of the
dval univy calls, in mien, for decper rellection. The incarnation of
the Son can. i facr, be cotceived anly within the Trinirasia cels-
aonships. T s in che dynamism of the divine Life, in the reladon
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beraeen Fetber and Son acd Spiri, inohe seoealled “processions’,
hat wwe have to seek the pessibiline of the Incamation. In wiher
words: that the Werd iz made tHesh supposes the elernal procesion
af the Word [rom the Tather and, topether with the Tarher, the
procession: ol (he Spiriz it supposes the iousirinitarian hiz a5 2 umi-
Iy af namre and a teinity of persons, The mpstery ot che Teinily s,
theretore, the altimate fovndation of the dual unoie.

The reladons between Trinity and dual unity see ool howes-
or, merely the [inal resul ot a complex theolopical refloczion,
There is an aspect that makes them trule sccessible. Tr is this: o
the dual unity we find an analogy of Trinirion cemmunion. 1o
Fact, us he Haole Tarher supgests in Medicrs Digastatens, the hu-
mwin being is nat i (rod's image oudy because he oo she 1s [oew
anel rarional, bt also as & being whe is Falfilled in cominoion,
as relation.™

The image of Ged is complece in interpersonal communion.
In this kev thesis, developed in Melioes Ddwedatem fram the e
flection aboul woman and noc ver sulficiestly explored by theol-
gy, vun be found anc of the wost signilicans cantribnzions of
the Pupal Mugisterinm. Its inportance concerns the whole feld

af dogmalic thealagy.

B These considerations may be cather bopeneiable, o far
from being absiract, they have decisive televance in the concrers
situations of human costence.

les ke fiesr place, and chis seens o me partionlarly impor-
Lidal, tan have oA 4% 'rJ:mt il -;_'|,|]:,|_|Tt-;" u,-hi-:‘:]] fdocs noc acoepl J:'.I:'
revelation of the Loiune Gad makes fcself wlomately incapeble ot
thinking abour sexunl difference in a positive way, And that is
an impedimenl 1o serene accoprance of the diverse. ol the man
and the wean, Tt is nat tor nothing tha the evident aceeprance
of hotnogesuality iz pemliar botk 1w classical paganism and
that of today, TF from the bepinning there i not the possibilicg
al w difference that does nov chavge identing: such as exises. in
the Fall sense, in the life of the Triene Gad, from whose loving
design the human being emerges as one odigioally sesed, any
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further ditfersnce will be eaperiencel az the resale of a tall or as
truit of wdolence. 5o oo seclery tha Toses irs reterence o the per-
sonel Urivne God, oo the Oiher, iz nar ablz to think of sexuslitr
an original. 10 i uoeble o kesp Tam Talling into @ nogatiee siow
of sexuslity, whivh Dewomes an abjecr of prehibidens or else
created as banal and taken [or pruoted as being relarcd merely to

e “animel” cheracter of the heman being. Tt romeins in any
case om che frnge of oy pesponssble consideration, As & resale
sexuality will be elther cetsured o insignificant.

Anpther comsequence of the [ailuze o umdersand the Trini-
carean and Uhristological foundation desely concerns e inatifi
rinn of cthe family, founded on mwareiege, When, in fact, we
speak ot Trinitarian unioy and che hypostanic union as gliimens
teiindacions of the doal unicy of mwan-wowman, this shaws char che
difference, withour confusion and withoul separatensss, is some
thirg positive thar exals snd does noe Lresk ueiy, Toogives ug
the insight that unity 3= the full meaning of dillerence, THilTer
ence, octherness, is a way wowards g more complete unity, This
alae can let us understand wher, in the sactameny by owhich the
woman constitutes with the man wee cere lone lleshl here is
eapcszed the saving will of che God of Jesus Chiist, asking
tan el o separate what God has joined topether, Indissolabi-
liey B the  desting and  uldmate muclecs of  the man-
wornan relutiotship o martiage. Thae is why indissolobibcy is ac che
heart of the vovation of wacriuyge, We can ceen sap chas, stesetly
spealting, 1umccinge {5 o voculion pecisely heranas of indizsohiality.
IMere spousal Jove resches s apex and the wocarion of marmage re-
veals i hiphest Jigoily,

{me last, very penersl. point. Becovering reflection o the Trini-
ty as foundetion of acthropolopy cancoe bue be Gvouealle 1o
decper noton of persuin, which s very olien idemilied with the no-
tinn of “individual” or of “spiritosl subject”™® Momeover, (his noetion
provides adequate nstewments for o crilicism Lol of the libeeal
and of the collectivist sweem, piving the basis for o correct elacian
ship between the Stute and ol swociewy.

Sl -".'r'l_'lr.-'ul Hoes Tore, Lo el Wi-5S
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4. The purpose of the dual unity of man-woman

Up il tow e have dwelt an the anchropelegieal Tocndation of
e dignisy wdd ission ol woman (dnal vty oand o their thee
logical roots (Chrisrological and Trinitavianl. In s thisd aed las
PATT OF 40 JOUFNCE W sl Spproac the guestion ol the purpose
of e dnal anity, A reflection moss, indeed, prasp logether the an-
pie: and the end I it can be said 1o bhe rraly complete.

Al Uhar starting-point is a statement by Talthasar: che mysery
of man and women “derives the maimum ol ils mysserious rich-
ness anly from the mestery of Chiiss and the Chorch (CF Esk
5.27.341. % I we look wel, i lact, che couple Christ-Church s
presented a5 an origitsl conple. With regard to i, the coniple man-
UL s, i 3 certain sense, dervative, This is in accordance wich
a well known classica principle that the end-purpose of a reality is
included in its arigin® The dual wally has irs definilive archegrpe
in cthe marriage betssen the Crucified and Risen Lord ond his
Racky which is e Chureh *

The Pauline image of the Chorch as Spouse of Christ ® has i
cefereree in sabvation hismory, I owhich Yahweh chorses the He
brew people, whose falflment. in the mllness of time, s the new
people of Ciod. This spousel dimension of the God-man rela-
tiomship in the Chureh i well expressed Ty Augustioe: “The whole
{lorch is. in face, che bride of Cheist and its principle and tirsc
Frair is the Oesh of Chrisc”

The Padine image allows us o affirm that Qe Church stz be-
Tare Ciad as & femintne inceducuor, and receives Qom God all her fe

= R Ve Tanniasas Tecfavenatra, val. 3, Milos J9RL 200

w Toahis sease Baltqeea al s “Lhe disthioiion pardoas of ki yore smage i Let
s ke menin o iepe and likeness ] Grad creared gz o his likeress, inoche g
px of Csod be croaed kim, maly o Dol Tl created Jaare TF this weoe o (Lo sans,
Christ ceohd neithear pfer se e velirizoanip beigeon e o s rsering the
vz ot Llicmself il ien teothe Chatsh enr make i posavle e le samamon ol
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cuticlitg™ The Tonld, in G, loves iy people wx his bride und offens his
avardy Life Far the sabaion of his people. From the ssoifice of the Cross
springs the abedient Teve ol the Chorch, which §s slso s Frossani-
Gt T ihis spovsal relatorship Pibe menewcinon polurite 35 Hndoed
with the westere of the Chrize-Chordy reladon (. Epd, 55 o dhis re-
ladon mot ondy does spowsal ee find it completion, buae dhe link s
brolen tha binds @t wo desth throueh the dosed ande of che penera-
doms requited bor the species. Mor only because In Christ death 45 con-
quesed but also, and more prociely, bevanse Christ inaugnrates a oo
form of I:cml'u{iq.r that = not dentificd wilh Tomans procrearion. This
is fermndizy for die Kingdees, which bocomes an cschatalagical sign of
the: mipoal relatorship beterocn Chiestoand the Choeh, The visginal
ernnadine, o spongalig, which & in e way unseed

The mear cxocllent way o prusp in all @s depth dhe spousal rela-
tivtaship between Chris and the Church s throuph the feore of Mane
Mare's virsiol mothetbood throws, in fact. an dntense lighe upon the
rrpvstics] mudriige of the Luwmb. PBalthssar enliphtens s again in this re-
mard: “lhe fuct thur the Churdh can become ‘mincher’ of the bdimeers
in Christ abways presypposes thas Mary has conecived and green Bivth
in the wnrld to the MMossiah™ ®

Ag Moather and Virgin, Mary @2 ochege of (e Chush Lo her
Porsan s concentraed, on the voe hand the Mothethoud of the
Chunch, whese womils i the baptismal fost, snd on the odher, che per-
lect abwclicnes al Teith which tendiion Hole, inow special way, with wie
LiLy,

Mary 5 also the arch:tgrp-: tor cecry human being. She is e
one who, eminently smong humankind, talfils <he supernatiral
destiny of being sons in the Sor™ Mary conceives her whole lile
in tuncoien of the Son: in her, g3in oo olher crepiore, is [ul-
Hlled the design pre-eseablished by the Father, since she was
preacred Fronm original gin and her swhole history, [rom the -

Hr HL Yax Barornasaw, Sqawed Vi, Tiescic 1908 TRRTE: To 1w med
Sromuremie, B INTOL 240245 Lol S faewn. Blilonn 1972, 340 3e4.
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maculate voncepan to the assumption, s an affirmation of the
wrill af 1he Tather in the following of the San.™

Mary, fucthermars, s archelype of woman® ws we are re-
minded i Redesmiors deier 1n the houghe of John Paul 1L
this soecial link hetween woman and Mary s founded on the
wystery of che ¥irgin's divine Mathcrhood ™ o the mystery ot
the Thentdbuy new lght i thtown upen the May-Twe relation-
slip: as mother af belisvers, the Virgin, daughrer of Eve. wwother
af the living, hecomes the new Lwe®

The tefercnce to Mary as archeiype of woman cehcerns cor-
tain dimensions of her dignity and mission. L am referving o
spousalicy, maternily and propheiic “geniug™. The tirse dimetizian
brings us back 1o whar we have said aboul the daal 1.1.1:|.th Loz
w, the spousal nature of (he human being.” The theme of moth-
ethood agens the way for an vnderstanding of the special link
hetween woman and hife." As for the “prophedc genivs”,” this
is especially relaied o the lugic of love whick, i the end, is the
anly logic that is credible for humankind.

Ut Benamiuni Mt 2247,
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Tid Trom this evclssial and Murian sandpeing we can weder to
T COMSE|LIELAES,

— The eoddesial Marian archerype shows that the essential con
tent of fsterniy i3 noc onle the act of generation b also the mask
ol education. Trom this point of view it s i no way offenste for
the dignity of woman and her fphts i we uederline ber importance
within the family. To speale of the dillerences of sates within che
lamily {paternity, matecvity, [malecpity, elc,) wonld be a lomg dis-
comrse. 1wl omly swy that it belongs abjectivelr to the mother's
task as educator o bring the ¢hild w recognize dependence on the
father s sipn of the divine Falerhood. Often today the Dahers aee
aheenc, but that s alsa becanse che mothens fail i cheir Jduey in
this respeci,

— I concude with a hricf reference to the man woman rela-
tiothip a5 i relates to the constinotion of 1the Chorch, The Charch
lives by o owotold principle; Peoine and Marian,® Far the Petrine
dimension thers @5 an wlomate connection with the racra potertay,
Tt prwer o the Church wkes the Tobm ot wiiness, even w the
point of marterdon Lo his sense, a5 John Panl 11 ceaches us with
bis stele of wovermmen, Peter depends on Mary, The Marian di-
mension, ol expresses in depth the namre of che Chureh, bom
from the heart of the jussificd when chey recedee dhe curme
Word of Gad, making of their pwm lives an offedng plessing o the
Pritaity. :

From: The Logic of Self-Giving: International Meeting
"Women" Rome 1996, Laity Today: Review of the Pontifical
Council for the Laity, 40, Vatican City 1997.

w Cf O ChrawTaarr, Prooo slarisal o Saanmi panme in D0 ¢ socamiome
et dinnie Fee ang Imnien anls fliends dimiem T, Vil Sy 1559, 735000

i



