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JOSEPHA�RAT=INGERA��BENEDYKTA�XVI

W ostatnich latach doĞü wyraźnie daje siĊ ]auwaĪyü oĪywioną dys-
kusjĊ wokyá tematu synodalnoĞci KoĞcioáa. Jedni, odwoáując siĊ do ]wo-
áanego pr]e] papieĪa Francis]ka Synodu o synodalnoĞci wid]ą w nim 
olbr]ymią s]ansĊ na pr]e]wyciĊĪenie mniej lub bard]iej ]aawansowa-
nych kry]ysyw wewnątr] Ciaáa Mistyc]nego Chrystusa. Inni tej s]ansy 
s]ukają w synodach lokalnych, ]wáas]c]a w ramach spotkaĔ Niemie-
ckiej Drogi Synodalnej. W podejmowanej polemice wokyá synodalnoĞci 
i synodyw nie brakuje pytaĔ o sens jakichkolwiek ekle]jalnych obrad, 
]auwaĪając, Īe KoĞciyá juĪ dawno okreĞliá istotĊ swojej toĪsamoĞci 
i posáannictwa. Inni ] kolei wysuwają postulaty, by popr]e] synodalny 
charakter Ludu BoĪego dokonaü w nim istotnych reform, ktyre pr]ybliĪą 
ÄinstytucjĊ” KoĞcioáa do postĊpu cywili]acyjnego Ğwiata. Te ]ebrane 
gáosy wymagają odpowiedniego namysáu i teologic]nego ]ro]umienia 
istoty spraw, w c]ym nie]rywnanym ekspertem moĪe byü Joseph Rat-
]inger/Benedykt XVI.

Gáywnym celem artykuáu jest odpowiedź na pytanie: jakie ]nac]enie 
wedáug Josepha Rat]ingera/ Benedykta XVI ma synodalnoĞü w Īyciu 
i misji KoĞcioáa i jak to spojr]enie moĪna pr]eáoĪyü na aktualną dysku-
sjĊ wokyá tego tematu? Dla ]reali]owania gáywnego celu badawc]ego 
]ostanie najpierw podjĊta historyc]no-teologic]na reÀeksja nad juĪ 
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Recent years have seen quite clearly a lively discussion around 
the topic of the synodality of the Church. Some, referring to the Synod 
on Synodality convened by Pope Francis, perceive it as a tremendous 
opportunity to overcome more or less advanced crises within the Mystical 
Body of Christ. Others look for this chance in local synods, especially 
in the meetings of the German Synodal Way. 

In the polemics undertaken around synodality and synods, there seems 
to be plenty of questions about the sense of any ecclesial deliberations, 
noting that the Church de¿ned the essence of its identity and mission 
long ago. On the other hand, some postulate that, through the synodal 
character of the People of God, signi¿cant reforms should be made in 
the Church, bringing the “institution” of the Church closer to the progress 
of world civilisation. Those voices that have come together require proper 
reÀection and a theological understanding of the essence of the issues, 
on which Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI can be an unparalleled expert.

The main aim of the paper is to answer the question: what is 
the signi¿cance of synodality in the life and mission of the Church 
according to Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI and how can this insight 
be translated into the current discussion on this topic? In order to meet 
the main research objective, a historical and theological reÀection on 
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istniejącym pojĊciem synodalnoĞci. W drugim punkcie do gáosu dojd]ie 
niemiecki teolog, ktyry na kanwie koĞcielnego ro]umienia synodalnoĞci 
okreĞli ]wią]ane ] nim s]anse i niebe]piec]eĔstwa. W tr]ecim punkcie 
]apre]entowane ]ostaną dwie formy wspyác]esnych obrad synodalnych – 
Niemiecka Droga Synodalna ora] Synod o synodalnoĞci. Zestawione 
obok siebie po]wolą lepiej ]auwaĪyü sposoby, w jakich wspyác]eĞnie 
pragnie siĊ odpowiadaü na ]naki c]asu pr]e] postulaty kierowane do 
KoĞcioáa na po]iomie lokalnym i pows]echnym. Wres]cie w ostatnim 
punkcie ]najd]ie siĊ odpowiedź na pytanie: ktyre ] synodalnych praktyk 
bard]iej odpowiadają magisterialnej wi]ji synodalnoĞci ora] ku ktyrej 
opcji skáaniaáby siĊ teologic]nie Joseph Rat]inger/ Benedykt XVI. 

൫.�RO=WÏJ�I�RO=UMIENIE�3OJĘĆ�SYNODALNOŚCI�I�SYNODU

Patr]ąc na historyc]no-teologic]ny ro]wyj praktyk synodalnych 
w KoĞciele katolickim naleĪy w pierws]ej kolejnoĞci siĊgnąü do źrydeá 
Objawienia: Pisma ŚwiĊtego i Tradycji. Po]nając objawieniowe pr]e-
ka]y moĪna postawiü jasną te]Ċ: Byg jest pierws]ym inicjującym drogĊ 
synodalnoĞci, ro]umianej jako wspylna droga Stwyry i stwor]enia, 
Odkupiciela i odkupionych൫. KsiĊga Rod]aju pre]entuje Boga, ktyry 
po opus]c]eniu pr]e] c]áowieka ogrodu Eden, s]uka kontaktu ] nim, 
báogosáawi mu i go wspiera (por. Rd] ൮,൫–൬൯�. W d]iejach prowad]o-
nego pr]e] Boga narodu wybranego opisanych w PiĊcioksiĊgu Äujaw-
nia siĊ synodalne powoáanie ludu BoĪego. >«@ W centrum ]gromad]enia 
]najduje siĊ Pan jako jego jedyny pr]ewodnik i paster], ktyry staje siĊ 
obecny popr]e] posáugĊ MojĪes]a, ] ktyrym inni są ]wią]ani w sposyb 
podr]Ċdny i «kolegialny»: sĊd]iowie, starsi”൬. 

Pragnienie po]ostawania Boga w dialogu i drod]e ] c]áowiekiem ]na-
la]áo swoje ostatec]ne wypeánienie pr]e] posáanie Syna na Ğwiat. Obie-
cane w Starym Testamencie nowe pr]ymier]e wypeániáo siĊ w Je]usie 

 ൫ Por. A. Proniewski, SynodalnoĞü�KoĞcioáa�±�c]y�na�d]isiejs]e�c]asy", ÄSpo-
áec]eĔstwo” ൭൬ (൬൪൬൬� nr ൫, s. ൮൬-൮൮.
 ൬ MiĊd]ynarodowa Komisja Teologic]na, SynodalnoĞü�w�Īyciu�i�misji�KoĞcioáa 
(dalej SŻMK�, Watykan ൬൪൫൲, nr ൫൭, s. ൮.
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the concept of synodality, which already exists, will ¿rst be undertaken. 
In the second section, a German theologian will take the Àoor and, based 
on the ecclesiastical understanding of synodality, identify its threats 
and opportunities. 

The third section will present two forms of contemporary synodal 
deliberation – The German Synodal Way and the Synod on Synodality. 
Juxtaposed side by side, they will provide a better glimpse of the ways in 
which contemporary synodality seeks to respond to the signs of the times 
through demands addressed to the Church at the local and universal 
level. Finally, the ¿nal section will answer the question: which synodal 
practices are more in line with the magisterial vision of synodality 
and which option Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI would theologically 
incline towards. 

൫.�DEVELO3MENT�AND�UNDERSTANDING�
OF�THE�CONCE3TS�OF�SYNODALITY�AND�SYNOD

When looking at the historical and theological development of synodal 
practices in the Catholic Church, one must ¿rst turn to the sources 
of Revelation: Scripture and Tradition. By familiarising oneself with 
the revelatory messages, one can make a clear thesis: God is the ¿rst 
initiator of the path of synodality, understood as the common path 
of Creator and creature, Redeemer and the redeemed൫. Genesis presents 
a God who, after man leaves the garden of Eden, seeks contact with, 
blesses and supports him (cf. Gen ൮:൫–൬൯�. In the history of God¶s guided 
chosen people described in the Pentateuch, “in which the People of God¶s 
synodal vocation is disclosed. («� At the centre of the assembly, as its 
only guide and shepherd, is the Lord, who becomes present through 
the ministry of Moses, with whom others are associated in a subordinate 
and ‘collegial¶ way: the Judges, the Elders («�”൬ 

 ൫ Cf. A. Proniewski, SynodalnoĞü�KoĞcioáa�±�c]y�na�d]isiejs]e�c]asy", ÄSpoáe-
c]eĔstwo” ൭൬ (൬൪൬൬� No. ൫, pp. ൮൬-൮൮.
 ൬ International Theological Commission, Synodality�in� the�Life�and�Mission�
of�the�Church (hereinafter SLMC�, Vatican ൬൪൫൲, No. ൫൭, p. ൮.
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Chrystusie, ktyry sam na]ywaá siebie Ädrogą, prawdą i Īyciem” (J ൫൮,൰�. 
Pr]e] kr]yĪ i ]martwychwstanie On sam wska]uje kierunek drogi, ktyra 
nie koĔc]y siĊ na ]iemskim posáannictwie, lec] reali]uje siĊ w peáni 
dopiero w wiec]nej chwale. Stąd wielokrotnie odwied]a uc]niyw po 
]martwychwstaniu, jak uc]niyw idących do Emaus, by w drod]e wy-
jaĞniaü im istotĊ odkupienia (por. Łk ൬൮,൫൭–൫൯�.

Je]us Chrystus ]apragnąá, aby ro]poc]Ċta pr]e] Ojca i dopeániona 
w Nim droga ludu BoĪego byáa kontynuowana. Poc]ątki KoĞcioáa do-
magaáy siĊ praktyc]nego pr]eáoĪenia orĊd]ia Chrystusa na cod]ienne 
posáugiwanie we wspylnocie ludu i po]a nią. Intuicyjnie jednak caáy lud 
wyraĪaá swyj sensus��dei, mając ĞwiadomoĞü, Īe ws]yscy, nie]aleĪnie od 
peánionych w KoĞciele ]adaĔ, mają ]adanie prowad]iü siebie w]ajemnie 
do Boga, by Ten ] kolei mygá pr]eprowad]iü do wiec]nego ]bawienia.

Pr]eka]y pierws]ych wiekyw nie po]ostawiają ]áud]eĔ, Īe KoĞciyá 
doskonale ]ro]umiaá pr]esáanie synodalne dane mu pr]e] Chrystusa൭. 
Świadc]y o tym miĊd]y innymi pr]eprowad]ony Sobyr Jero]olimski 
(D] ൫൯�, na ktyrym ro]patrywany jest konkretny problem, ktyry ]o-
staje pr]edáoĪony stolicy ywc]esnego katolicy]mu, a wiĊc biskupom 
w Jero]olimie. Po pr]emywieniach Piotra i Jakuba, ten drugi, jako 
biskup miejsca, podejmuje decy]jĊ, ogáos]oną w formie ekle]jalnej: 
ÄpostanowiliĞmy bowiem, Duch ŚwiĊty i my” (D] ൫൯,൬൲�. Odpowiedź 
na problem nie wychod]i od jednego c]áowieka, lec] od KoĞcioáa, ktyry 
po oĪywionej dyskusji ]awe]waá asystencji Ducha. W ten sposyb lud 
BoĪy ma pewnoĞü, Īe Jego prowad]enie jest ]aleĪne pr]ede ws]ystkim 
od BoĪego pr]ewodnictwa.

Na s]c]egylną uwagĊ ]asáuguje teologic]na reÀeksja nad istotą sy-
nodalnoĞci, wyraĪona pr]e] Cypriana ] Kartaginy. To wáaĞnie on, juĪ 
w III wieku ]apre]entowaá istotną ]asadĊ praktyki synodalnej: nihil�sine�
episcopo (nic be] biskupa� nihil�sine�concilio�vestro (nic be] pre]biteryw 
i diakonyw� et�nihil�sine�consensu�plebis (nic be] ]gody ludu�. Mą-
droĞü tej ]asady polega na respektowaniu ws]ystkich tr]ech gáywnych 

 ൭ Por. J. Paáucki. Communio�±�twyrc]y�charakter�synodyw�w�KoĞciele�pierw-
s]ych�wiekyw, w: Synod�PiĊüd]iesiątnicą�KoĞcioáa, red. A. Jarosiewic], Wrocáaw 
൬൪൪൳, s. ൭൯.
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God¶s desire to remain in dialogue and journey with man found 
its ultimate ful¿lment through the sending of the Son into the world. 
The new covenant promised in the Old Testament was ful¿lled in Jesus 
Christ, who called himself “the way, the truth and life” (Jn ൫൮:൰�. Through 
the cross and resurrection, He Himself points the way, which does not end 
with the earthly mission, but is only fully realised in eternal glory. Hence, 
He repeatedly visits the disciples after the Resurrection, like the disciples 
going to Emmaus, to explain to them the essence of redemption on 
the way (cf. Lk ൬൮:൫൭-൫൯�.

Jesus Christ wanted the journey of the people of God, which was 
begun by the Father and completed in Him, to continue. The beginnings 
of the Church demanded a practical translation of Christ¶s message into 
daily ministry in the community of the people and beyond. Intuitively, 
however, the entire People expressed their sensus��dei, aware that all, 
regardless of their tasks in the Church, had the task of leading one 
another to God, so that He in turn could lead them to eternal salvation.

The accounts of the ¿rst centuries leave no illusion that the Church 
understood perfectly the synodal message given to her by Christ.൭ 
This is evidenced, among other things, by the Council of Jerusalem 
(Acts ൫൯�, which was held to consider a speci¿c problem which is 
submitted to the capital of Catholicism at the time, that is, to the bishops 
in Jerusalem. After Peter and James have spoken, the latter, as bishop 
of the place, makes a decision and proclaims in an ecclesial form: “For 
it seemed good to the Holy Spirit and to us.” The answer to the problem 
does not come from one man, but from the Church, which, after a lively 
discussion, calls upon the Spirit¶s assistance. In this way, the people 
of God are assured that their guidance is primarily dependent on God¶s 
guidance.

Of particular note is the theological reÀection on the essence 
of synodality expressed by Cyprian of Carthage. It was he who, as 
early as the third century, presented the essential principle of synodal 

 ൭ Cf. J. Paáucki. Communio�±�twyrc]y�charakter�synodyw�w�KoĞciele�pierws]ych�
wiekyw, in: Synod�PiĊüd]iesiątnicą�KoĞcioáa,, ed. A. Jarosiewic], Wrocáaw ൬൪൪൳, 
p. ൭൯.
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c]áonyw KoĞcioáa: pre]biter]y i diakoni nie mogą c]yniü nic be] jednoĞci 
] biskupem, lud wierny nie moĪe c]yniü nic be] ]gody stars]ych i bi-
skupa, ]aĞ sam biskup ws]elkie decy]je wery¿kuje nie tylko ] gáosem 
Ducha ŚwiĊtego, ale takĪe ] sensus��dei�swoich wiernych. Gwarantem 
wáaĞciwego respektowania wspylnych synodalnych ustaleĔ wewnątr] 
wspylnoty lokalnej jest dla Cypriana fakt, Īe biskup danej gminy trwa 
w jednoĞci ] ws]ystkimi biskupami Ğwiata൮.

WaĪnym momentem w historii ro]woju praktyki synodalnej jest 
powstanie w V wieku Synodu�R]ymskiego, ktyry�staje siĊ instytucją 
doradc]ą papieĪa. Biorą w nim ud]iaá biskupi prowincji r]ymskiej, 
pre]biter]y, diakoni, a takĪe biskupi wi]ytujący w tym c]asie StolicĊ 
Apostolską. Z c]asem owa rada stanie siĊ w]orem dla ]woáywanych 
w Ğredniowiec]u synodyw. Te ]aĞ, niestety, staną siĊ pr]e] pewien c]as 
nie tyle ]gromad]eniem biskupyw, pre]biteryw c]y opatyw, ale rywnieĪ 
wáad] Ğwieckich, ksiąĪąt, wáadcyw. Dojd]ie nawet do sytuacji, gdy 
synody koĞcielne bĊdą bard]iej Ğwieckie i narodowe, niĪ teologic]ne 
i ekle]jalne൯. 

W XVI wieku, najwaĪniejs]y wywc]as sobyr w Trydencie postawiá 
]decydowany nacisk na jednoĞü biskupyw ]e Stolicą Apostolską. W od-
powied]i na protestancką reformacjĊ, ojcowie soborowi pr]ygotowali 
teksty, stanowiące pr]ejr]ysty wyra] Ecclesia�docens. Postulowanie 
na sobor]e ]woáywania synodyw prowincjonalnych i diece]jalnych 
dotyc]yü bĊd]ie ]atem bard]iej kwestii wprowad]ania w Īycie prawd 
soborowych, niźli angaĪowania ludy w Īycie KoĞcioáa. Wierni, w c]a-
sach ]amĊtu i wątpliwoĞci teologic]nych, mają pr]yjąü postawĊ Ecclesia�
discens൰.

NajwiĊks]y wkáad we wáaĞciwe ro]umienie synodalnoĞci pr]yniysá 
II Sobyr w Watykanie (൫൳൰൬–൫൳൰൯�, ktyry po]a nawią]ywaniem do 

 ൮ Por. Cyprian, De�catholicae�ecclesiae�unitate, ൯, w: Patres�apostolici, t. ൫, 
red. F.X. Funk, táum. b.d., T�bingen ൫൳൪൫, s. ൬൫൬.
 ൯ Por. A. Proniewski, SynodalnoĞü�KoĞcioáa«, s. ൮൲.
 ൰ Por. SŻMK ൭൯; Por. A. Proniewski, Teologia�laikatu�i�synodalnoĞü�jako�droga�
reali]acji�pows]echnego�powoáania�do�ĞwiĊtoĞci, ÄTeologia w Polsce” ൫൰ (൬൪൬൬� 
nr ൬, s. ൫൮൯.
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practice: nihil�sine�episcopo (nothing without the bishop)�nihil�sine�
concilio�vestro (nothing without presbyters and deacons� et�nihil�sine�
consensu�plebis (nothing without the consent of the people�. The wisdom 
of this principle lies in respecting all three main members of the Church: 
the presbyters and deacons can do nothing without unity with the bishop, 
the people of the faithful can do nothing without the consent of the elders 
and the bishop, and the bishop himself reviews all decisions not only 
with the voice of the Holy Spirit but also with the sensus��dei of his 
faithful. What guarantees the proper respect of the common synodal 
arrangements within the local community, according to Cyprian, is 
the fact that the bishop of a given community remains in communion 
with all the bishops of the world.൮

An important moment in the history of the development of synodal 
practice is the creation of the Synod�of�Rome in the ൯th century, which�
becomes an advisory institution to the Pope. It is attended by the bishops 
of the Roman province, presbyters, deacons, as well as bishops visiting 
the Holy See at the time. In time, the Council would become the model 
for the synods convened in the Middle Ages. Unfortunately, these would 
for some time become not so much an assembly of bishops, presbyters or 
abbots, but also of secular authorities, princes and rulers. Things would 
even come to a point where church synods would be more secular and 
national than theological and ecclesial.൯ 

In the ൫൰th century, the then most important Council of Trent placed 
a strong emphasis on the unity of the bishops with the Holy See. In 
response to the Protestant Reformation, the Council Fathers prepared 
texts that were a clear expression of Ecclesia�docens. The Council¶s call 
for provincial and diocesan synods would therefore be more concerned 
with implementing the Council¶s truths than with involving the people in 

 ൮ Cf. Cyprian, De�catholicae�ecclesiae�unitate, ൯, in: Patres�apostolici, vol. ൫, 
ed. F.X. Funk, transl. b.d., T�bingen ൫൳൪൫, p. ൬൫൬.
 ൯ Cf. A. Proniewski, SynodalnoĞü�KoĞcioáa«, p. ൮൲.
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popr]ednich soboryw pows]echnych, podjąá tematy, ktyrych nie podjĊli 
koncyliarni popr]ednicy. W Lumen�gentium widaü nie]wykle wyraź-
nie, iĪ KoĞciyá, odkrywając cora] dojr]alej swoją naturĊ, nie chce i nie 
moĪe utraciü swego ur]Ċdowego i chary]matyc]nego por]ądku ora] 
nieustannie pr]e] wieki ]achowuje swoją strukturĊ hierarchic]ną൱. Nie 
ma jednak ]naku rywnoĞci miĊd]y KoĞcioáem a jego paster]ami; KoĞciyá 
to paster]e, pre]biter]y, diakoni, osoby konsekrowane, Ğwieccy൲. Sobyr 
]auwaĪyá, iĪ Äcaáy KoĞciyá jest podmiotem i Īe kaĪdy w KoĞciele jest 
podmiotem. Wierni są σȪȞοδοι, towar]ys]ami w podryĪy. Są we]wani 
do bycia aktywnymi podmiotami na mocy uc]estnictwa w jednym ka-
páaĔstwie Chrystusa, pr]e]nac]eni do otr]ymania ryĪnych chary]matyw 
ud]ielanych pr]e] Ducha ŚwiĊtego ] myĞlą o wspylnym dobru”൳. 

Nie moĪna ]atem postawiü ]naku rywnoĞci miĊd]y synodalnoĞcią 
a kolegialnoĞcią. Dokáadnego ro]ryĪnienia w tej materii dokonuje polski 
teolog – ks. Andr]ej Proniewski, poka]ując, Īe o ile synodalnoĞü jest Ä 
sposobem Īycia i d]iaáania opartym na wspylnej godnoĞci i misji ws]yst-
kich ochr]c]onych, ich c]ynnym ]aangaĪowaniu w ewangeli]acjĊ”൫൪, 
to kolegialnoĞü jest sposobem sprawowania wáad]y w KoĞciele pr]e] 
biskupyw, bĊdących w jednoĞci ] papieĪem, pr]ewodnic]ących swojemu 
pre]biterium i laikatowi൫൫. Choü synodalnoĞü i kolegialnoĞü etymo-
logic]nie mywią o pewnym wspylnym, ]organi]owanym d]iaáaniu, 
to naleĪy wyraźnie ro]ryĪniaü to, co pr]ynaleĪy wáad]y w KoĞciele, od 
tego, co jest d]iaáaniem na r]ec] w]ajemnego umacniania i ewangeli-
]acji. WáaĞciwie ro]umiana synodalnoĞü nie jest ]atem decentrali]acją 
koĞcielnej wáad]y, c]y pr]eniesieniem Ğwieckiej demokracji na áono 
KoĞcioáa. Zagubienie tego istotnego ro]ryĪnienia mogáoby skutkowaü 

 ൱ Por. Sobyr WatykaĔski II, Konstytucja dogmatyc]na o KoĞciele Lumen�gentium, 
nry ൫൲-൬൳, w: TenĪe, Konstytucje.�Dekrety.�Deklaracje, Po]naĔ ൬൪൪൬, s. ൫൬൪-൫൭൮. 
 ൲ Por. tamĪe, nry ൫൭-൫൮.
 ൳ SMŻK ൯൯.
 ൫൪ A. Proniewski, C]ym�jest�synodalnoĞü"�Ro]wyj�ĞwiadomoĞci�synodalnoĞci�
na�pr]estr]eni�historii�KoĞcioáa, ÄSympo]jum” ൮൬ (൬൪൬൬� nr ൫, s. ൱. 
 ൫൫ Por. S. Napiyrkowski, KolegialnoĞü, w: Encyklopedia�Katolicka, t. ൳, red. 
B. Migut, Lublin ൬൪൪൳, s. ൭൬൬.
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the life of the Church. The faithful, in times of confusion and theological 
doubt, are to adopt the attitude of Ecclesia�discerns.൰

The greatest contribution to a proper understanding of synodality 
came from the Second Vatican Council at the Vatican (൫൳൰൬-൫൳൰൯�, 
which, while referring to previous universal councils, addressed issues 
that had not been addressed by the conciliar predecessors. In Lumen�
Gentium, it is extremely clear that the Church, while discovering her 
nature more and more maturely, does not want to and cannot lose her 
o൶cial and charismatic order and continually preserves her hierarchical 
structure over the centuries.൱ However, there is no sign of equality 
between the Church and its shepherds; the Church are shepherds, 
priests, deacons, consecrated persons, lay people൲. The Council noted 
that “the whole Church is a subject and that everyone in the Church is 
a subject. The faithful are σȪȞοδοι, companions on the journey. They are 
called to play an active role inasmuch as they share in the one priesthood 
of Christ, and are meant to receive the various charisms given by the Holy 
Spirit in view of the common good.”൳

It is therefore not possible to equate synodality with collegiality. 
A precise distinction in this matter is made by the Polish theologian 
Fr Andr]ej Proniewski, who shows that while synodality is “a way 
of life and action based on the common dignity and mission of all 
the baptised, their active involvement in evangelisation,”൫൪ collegiality 
is a way of exercising power in the Church by bishops who are in union 
with the Pope, presidents of their presbytery and laity.൫൫ Although 

 ൰ Cf. SLMC ൭൯; Cf. A. Proniewski, Teologia�laikatu�i�synodalna�jako�cesta�
reali]acji�pows]echnego�powoáania�do�ĞwiĊtoĞci, ÄTeologia w Polsce” ൫൰ (൬൪൬൬� 
No. ൬, p. ൫൮൯.
 ൱ Cf. Vatican II, Konstytucja dogmatyc]na o KoĞciele Lumen�gentium, nry 
൫൲-൬൳, in: Idem, Konstytucje.�legislation�Deklaracje, Po]naĔ ൬൪൪൬, pp. ൫൬൪-൫൭൮. 
 ൲ Cf. ibid., Nos. ൫൭-൫൮.
 ൳ SLMC ൯൯.
 ൫൪ A. Proniewski, C]ym�jest�synodalnoĞü"�Ro]wyj�ĞwiadomoĞci�synodalnoĞci�
na�pr]estr]eni�historii�KoĞcioáa, ÄSympo]jum” ൮൬ (൬൪൬൬� No. ൫, p. ൱. 
 ൫൫ Cf. S. Napiyrkowski, KolegialnoĞü, in: Encyklopedia�Katolicka, vol. ൳, ed. 
B. Migut, Lublin ൬൪൪൳, p. ൭൬൬.
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powaĪnym báĊdem, a nawet kolejną schi]mą൫൬. Podobnie stanie siĊ, jeĞli 
nastąpi ]rywnanie pojĊü synodu i synodalnoĞci: synodalnoĞü to bowiem 
istotna cecha KoĞcioáa, ktyry jest ciągle w drod]e, natomiast synod ma 
byü praktyc]nym sposobem i nar]Ċd]iem wyraĪania synodalnoĞci pr]e] 
obrady, sáuĪące dobru caáego ludu BoĪego. Stąd moĪe hipotetyc]nie 
]aistnieü sytuacja, Īe pojawi siĊ taka praktyka synodalna, ktyra odej-
d]ie od magisterialnego ro]umienia synodalnoĞci. WáaĞnie wokyá tego 
tematu nier]adko toc]ą siĊ d]isiejs]e dyskusje teologic]ne. 

൬.�S=ANSE�I�=AGROŻENIA�WYNIKAJĄCE�  
=�3RAKTYK�SYNODALNYCH�W�MYŚLI�  

JOSE3HA�RAT=INGERA/�BENEDYKTA�XVI

Temat synodalnoĞci stanowi nie]wykle interesującą c]ĊĞü reÀeksji 
niemieckiego teologa. W reÀeksji nad jej istotą Joseph Rat]inger postana-
wia siĊgnąü najpierw do pierws]ych wiekyw, c]yli do źrydeá katolickiej 
praktyki synodalnej. Mywiąc oryginalnoĞci Soboru Jero]olimskiego 
(D] ൫൯� ora] innych obrad biskupich ] pierws]ych wiekyw w stosunku do 
nowoc]esnych form synodalnych i, stwierd]a: Äspecy¿ka ]gromad]eĔ 
staroĪytnych polegaáa ]asadnic]o na >«@ otwartoĞci na public]noĞü, 
ktyra oc]ywiĞcie ]akáadaáa ro]ryĪnienie grona podejmującego uchwaáy 
i obecnej public]noĞci. Jednak public]noĞü nie jest tu ska]ana na bier-
noĞü: popr]e] jej (po]ytywne lub negatywne� Äaklamacje” c]Ċsto miaáa 
]nac]ąc wpáyw na pr]ebieg wydar]eĔ, sama nie uc]estnic]ąc be]po-
Ğrednio w suৼragium (gáosowaniu� >«@ Sobyr Apostoáyw obradowaá 
wáaĞnie wedáug takiego modelu: odbywaá siĊ pr]ed public]noĞcią caáej 
Ekklesia, jednak jako osoby podejmujące decy]je okreĞla siĊ wyáąc]nie 
<apostoáyw i pre]biteryw>”൫൭.

 ൫൬ ÄNie da siĊ ]apobiec niebe]piec]eĔstwu schi]my, ktyra ]aws]e c]ai siĊ w tle, 
a ciągáa reforma KoĞcioáa in�capite�et�membris nie moĪe siĊ odbywaü be] wáaĞciwego 
wykor]ystania procedury synodalnej, ktyra ]godnie ] Tradycją uwaĪa autorytet 
papieĪa ]a swoją wáasną gwarancjĊ”. SMŻK ൭൮.
 ൫൭ J. Rat]inger, Demokraty]acja�KoĞcioáa", w: Joseph�Rat]inger.�Opera�Omnia�
(dalej JROO�, t. ൫൬: Gáosiciele�Sáowa�i�sáud]y�Was]ej�radoĞci, red. G.L. M�ller, 
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synodality and collegiality etymologically speak of a certain common, 
organised action, a clear distinction must be made between what belongs 
to authority in the Church and what is an action of mutual strengthening 
and evangelisation. Properly understood, synodality is therefore not 
a decentralisation of ecclesiastical authority or a transfer of secular 
democracy into the bosom of the Church. To lose this important distinction 
could result in a grave error or even another schism.൫൬ The same is bound 
to happen if there is an equivocation between the concepts of synod 
and synodality: for synodality is an essential feature of a Church that 
is constantly on the move, while synod is meant to be a practical way 
and instrument of expressing synodality through deliberation, serving 
the good of the whole people of God. Hence, it may hypothetically be 
the case that a synodal practice emerges that departs from the magisterial 
understanding of synodality. It is precisely around this theme that today¶s 
theological discussions not infrequently revolve.

൬.�THREATS�AND�O33ORTUNITIES�OF�SYNODAL�
3RACTICES�IN�THE�THOUGHT�  

OF�JOSE3H�RAT=INGER/BENEDICT�XVI

The topic of synodality forms an extremely interesting part 
of the German theologian¶s reÀection. When reÀecting on its essence, 
Joseph Rat]inger decides to turn to the ¿rst centuries, i.e. to the origins 
of Catholic synodal practice. Speaking of the originality of the Council 
of Jerusalem (Acts ൫൯� and other episcopal deliberations of the ¿rst 
centuries in relation to modern synodal forms, he states: “the peculiarity 
of the ancient assemblies consisted essentially in >«@ an openness 
to the public, which of course presupposed a distinction between 
the body making the resolutions and the audience present. Here, however, 

 ൫൬ ÄÄ(«� there is always a danger of schism lying in wait, which cannot be 
shrugged o൵, and the continual reform of the Church in capite et membris cannot 
happen without making correct use of the synodal procedure that follows in the wake 
of Tradition and looks to the primatial authority of the Pope as its own guarantee.” 
SLMC ൭൮.
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Jest to nie]wykle interesujący sygnaá, Īe wspylna droga ludu BoĪego 
polegaáa na public]nym pr]edstawianiu spraw dotyc]ących wspylnoty, 
ktyra Ğwiadoma swego boskiego pochod]enia prosiáa o asystencjĊ Ducha 
ŚwiĊtego, by ten pomagaá paster]om w odc]ytywaniu BoĪej odpowie-
d]i na lud]kie pytania. Tym sposobem od poc]ątkyw d]iejyw KoĞcioáa 
moĪna mywiü o duchowej wraĪliwoĞci na staáą wieź ludu BoĪego ]e 
swoją Gáową. Mimo, iĪ forma organi]owania synodyw i soboryw ulegaáa 
wielu ]mianom, to fakt sáuchania tego, Äco Duch mywi do KoĞcioáyw” 
(por. Ap ൬, ൫൫a.൫൱a.൬൳; ൭, ൰.൫൭.൬൬� po]ostawaá ]aws]e gáywnym punktem 
o¿cjalnych koĞcielnych ]gromad]eĔ.

Joseph Rat]inger w c]asie Soboru WatykaĔskiego II niejednokrotnie 
d]ieliá siĊ swoimi reÀeksjami na temat wi]ji KoĞcioáa we wspyác]es-
nym Ğwiecie. Punktem odniesienia w jego mywieniu o lud]ie BoĪym 
byáo wyraźne nawią]ywanie do d]iejyw pierwotnego KoĞcioáa. Gdy 
]atem wĞryd obrad pojawiaáy siĊ dyskusje o kolegialnoĞci biskupyw 
i synodalnej praktyce KoĞcioáa, niemiecki teolog pr]ypominaá: ÄKoĞ-
ciyá, ktyry powstawaá na pr]estr]eni wieku wedle rachuby nas]ego 
c]asu, skáadaá siĊ ] mnogoĞci pojedync]ych wspylnot, ] ktyrych kaĪda 
mogáa kor]ystaü ] prawa do tytuáu honorowego KoĞcioáa, poniewaĪ 
panowaáo pr]ekonanie, Īe w kaĪdej wspylnocie, ktyra pod pr]ewodni-
ctwem legalnego biskupa i otac]ających go pre]biteryw ora] diakonyw 
gromad]iáa siĊ pr]y Stole PaĔskim, ur]ec]ywistniaáa siĊ caáa BoĪa 
idea KoĞcioáa. Mimo to pojedync]y KoĞciyá nie posiadaá <autonomii>, 
tak jakby mygá byü samowystarc]alny. Biskup, ktyry staá na c]ele po-
jedync]ej wspylnoty, byá biskupem tylko wtedy i tylko popr]e] to, Īe 
po]ostawaá we wspylnocie Wiec]er]y ] innymi biskupami i Īe w ten 
sposyb, pr]e] wspylnotĊ biskupyw, takĪe wspylnoty po]ostawaáy ]e 
sobą w komunii”൫൮

pol. red. K. Gyźdź, M. Gyrecka, táum. M. Gyrecka, M. Rodkiewic], Lublin ൬൪൫൬, 
s. ൫൰൭.
 ൫൮ TenĪe, Powryt�do�por]ądku�pierwotnego�KoĞcioáa�(Paźd]iernik�৲৺৷৴), w: JROO, 
t. ൱/൫: O�nauc]aniu�II�Soboru�WatykaĔskiego, red. G.L. M�ller, pol. red. K. Gyźdź, 
M. Gyrecka, táum. W. S]ymona, Lublin ൬൪൫൰, s. ൭൪൫.
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the audience is not condemned to passivity: through its (positive or 
negative� ‘acclamations¶ it often had a signi¿cant inÀuence on the course 
of events, not participating directly in the suৼragium (voting� itself 
>«@ The Council of the Apostles deliberated according to exactly such 
a model: it was held before an audience of the whole Ecclesia, but only 
the <apostles and presbyters> are identi¿ed as the decision-makers.”൫൭

What is extremely interesting to note is that the common path 
of the people of God consisted of publicly presenting matters concerning 
the community, which, conscious of its divine origin, asked for 
the assistance of the Holy Spirit to help pastors read God¶s answer 
to human questions. Thus, from the beginning of the Church¶s history, it 
is possible to speak of a spiritual sensitivity to the ongoing relationship 
of the people of God with their Head. Although the form in which synods 
and councils were organised evolved many times, the fact of listening 
to “what the Spirit says to the churches” (cf. Rev. ൬:൫൫a.൫൱a.൬൳; ൭:൰.൫൭.൬൬� 
always remained the focal point of o൶cial church gatherings.

During the Second Vatican Council, Joseph Rat]inger repeatedly 
shared his reÀections on the vision of the Church in the modern world. 
A point of reference in his talk about the people of God was a clear 
reference to the history of the early Church. Thus, when discussions about 
the collegiality of the bishops and the synodal practice of the Church 
came up among the deliberations, the German theologian recalled: 
“The Church, which arose over the course of the century according 
to the reckoning of our time, consisted of a plurality of individual 
communities, each of which could enjoy the right to the title of honorary 
Church, since the conviction prevailed that in each community which, 
under the leadership of the legitimate bishop and the presbyters and 
deacons around him, gathered at the Lord¶s Table, the whole divine idea 
of the Church was realised. Nevertheless, the single Church did not have 

 ൫൭ J. Rat]inger, Democratisation�of�the�Church", in: Joseph�Rat]inger.�Opera�
Omnia�(hereinafter JROO�, Vol. ൫൬: Preachers�of�the�Word�and�Servants�of�Your�
Joy, ed. G.L. M�ller, pol. ed. K. Gyźdź, M. Gyrecka, The quotation translated on 
the basis of Polish text translated by M. Gyrecka, M. Rodkiewic], Lublin ൬൪൫൬, 
p. ൫൰൭.
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Teolog od ra]u ]a]nac]a, Īe komunia ta nie stanowiáa jedynie formy 
Īyc]liwego s]acunku, ale w]ajemnego odniesienia, wspylnego debato-
wania, a co najwaĪniejs]e – nieustannego odwoáywania siĊ do autorytetu 
biskupa R]ymu: Äw c]asach KoĞcioáa pierwotnego moĪna be] obawy 
mywiü o r]ymskim prymacie, ktyry jednak ]e swej istoty nie o]nac]aá 
c]egoĞ w rod]aju koĞcielnego ]ar]ąd]ania caáym KoĞcioáem, lec] miaá 
]dolnoĞü i prawo wewnątr] systemu komunijnego podejmowaü wią-
Īące decy]je, gd]ie sáowu Pana daje siĊ naleĪyte Ğwiadectwo i gd]ie 
w konsekwencji istnieje prawd]iwa komunia”൫൯. Rat]inger nie boi siĊ 
poka]aü, Īe juĪ u schyáku staroĪytnoĞci pojawiaáy siĊ pierws]e powaĪne 
problemy ]e ]ro]umieniem r]ymskiego prymatu i koĞcielnej komunii. 
Pr]ywoáuje pr]ykáady kuriali]mu, koncyliary]mu, febroniani]mu, c]y 
gallikani]mu൫൰. Jego ]daniem nawet Sobyr WatykaĔski I nie ro]wią]aá 
tych obecnych od staroĪytnoĞci problemyw, bowiem pomimo ogáos]e-
nia dogmatu o papieskiej nieomylnoĞci, Äpodtr]ymaá wáasne prawa 
struktury biskupiej >«@ a narosáa pr]e] wieki praktyka centralistyc]na 
]ostaáa jes]c]e w]mocniona. W tej sytuacji sobyr nie ]doáaá pr]ywryciü 
rywnowagi miĊd]y wieloĞcią a jednoĞcią”൫൱. Joseph Rat]inger nie byá 
]atem ]askoc]ony faktem, Īe niedáugo pyźniej, ]wáas]c]a w XX wieku 
dojd]ie do gáosu pryba demokraty]acji KoĞcioáa i decentrali]acji kole-
gialnej wáad]y biskupyw w áąc]noĞci ] papieĪem.

Joseph Rat]inger juĪ w ൫൳൱൪ roku ]auwaĪyá pewne niebe]piec]eĔ-
stwo, ]wią]ane ] brakiem wáaĞciwego podejĞcia do synodalnoĞci i kole-
gialnoĞci. Postanowiá wywc]as diagno]Ċ: Äw KoĞciele proponuje siĊ nam 
obecnie >«@ caákowitą integracjĊ ws]ystkich inicjatyw w jedne obejmu-
jące ws]ystko synodalne r]ądy, ktyre w ramach w peáni ]integrowanej 
wspylnoty ws]ystko regulują >«@. Ten program, pows]echnie ]alecany 
jako perspektywa pr]ys]áej reformy na páas]c]yźnie narodowej, jest 
tymc]asem gorliwie praktykowany w ]aląĪkach idei”൫൲. Co ciekawe, 
Rat]inger pis]ąc swyj artykuá na ten sam temat ൭൪ lat pyźniej, postanowiá 

 ൫൯ TamĪe, s. ൭൪൫-൭൪൬. 
 ൫൰ Por. tamĪe, s. ൭൪൬.
 ൫൱ TamĪe.
 ൫൲ TenĪe, Demokraty]acja�KoĞcioáa«, s. ൫൰൯.
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<autonomy>, as if it could be self-su൶cient. The bishop who headed 
a single community was a bishop only if and by virtue of the fact that 
he remained in communion of the Supper with the other bishops, and 
that in this way, through the community of bishops, the communities 
also remained in communion with one another.”൫൮

The theologian immediately points out that this communion was not 
merely a form of benevolent respect, but of mutual reference, of common 
debate and, most importantly, of constant recourse to the authority 
of the Bishop of Rome: “in the time of the early Church, one can speak 
without fear of Roman primacy, which, however, by its very nature did 
not imply a kind of ecclesiastical governance of the whole Church, but 
had the capacity and the right within the communion system to make 
binding decisions, where the word of the Lord is duly witnessed to and 
where, consequently, true communion exists.”൫൯ Rat]inger is not afraid 
to show that there were the ¿rst serious problems with the understanding 
of Roman primacy and ecclesial communion as early as the end 
of antiquity. He refers to the examples of curialism, conciliarism, 
phebronianism, and Gallicanism.൫൰ In his opinion, even the First Vatican 
Council did not solve these problems present since antiquity, because 
despite the proclamation of the dogma of papal infallibility, “it upheld its 
own rights of the episcopal structure >«@ and the centralist practice that 
had grown over the centuries was still strengthened. In this situation, 
the Council failed to restore the balance between multiplicity and unity.”൫൱ 
Joseph Rat]inger was therefore not surprised that shortly thereafter, 
especially in the ൬൪th century, an attempt would be made to democratise 
the Church and decentralise the collegial authority of the bishops in 
liaison with the Pope.

 ൫൮ Idem, Return�to� the�order�of� the�early�Church�(October�৲৺৷৴), in: JROO, 
vol. ൱/൫: On�the�teaching�of�the�Second�Vatican�Council, ed. G.L. M�ller, pol. ed. 
K. Gyźdź, M. Gyrecka, The quotation translated on the basis of Polish text translated 
by W. S]ymona, Lublin ൬൪൫൰, p. ൭൪൫.
 ൫൯ Ibid, p. ൭൪൫. 
 ൫൰ Cf. ibid., p. ൭൪൬.
 ൫൱ Ibid.
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powryciü do swego tekstu ] ൫൳൱൪ roku. C]ytając jego passusy, stwierd]iá: 
Ämusiaáem ku memu ]askoc]eniu stwierd]iü, Īe ws]ystko, co wtedy 
napisaáem, napisaábym takĪe d]isiaj”൫൳. Z perspektywy funkcjonowania 
synodyw biskupyw, synodyw partykularnych, rad, for diece]jalnych 
niemiecki teolog ]auwaĪyá, Īe cora] c]ĊĞciej podejmują one Äspoáec]ne 
inicjatywy ustawodawc]e”൬൪ pr]ypominając bard]iej Ğwieckie niĪ we-
wnątr]koĞcielne ]r]es]enia. Nie]wykle celnie pr]ewid]iaá juĪ wtedy, 
Īe cora] bard]iej do gáosu dochod]iü bĊdą pryby wprowad]enia po-
stulatyw: Äcelibat, ordynacja kobiet, komunia dla osyb po ro]wod]ie, 
ktyre ponownie ]awaráy ]wią]ek maáĪeĔski”൬൫. Niecaáe dwie dekady 
pyźniej te wáaĞnie postulaty staną siĊ ]asadnic]ymi elementami debat 
w ramach t]w. Niemieckiej Drogi Synodalnej, co ]ostanie konkretnie 
]apre]entowane w dals]ej c]ĊĞci artykuáu.

Demokracja dla cywili]acji ]achodniej Europy drugiej poáowy XX 
wieku ]ac]Ċáa o]nac]aü, Īe wiĊks]oĞü pr]egáosowuje r]ec]y, obligu-
jące caáoĞü do respektowania nowych ]asad postĊpowania. Pryby pr]e-
niesienia takiej demokracji w pr]estr]eĔ twor]enia Änowej doktryny 
katolickiej” Rat]inger jako Prefekt Kongregacji Wiary konkluduje na-
stĊpująco: Ädlac]ego miaábym byü ]obowią]any do wier]enia w to, co 
d]isiaj uchwala wiĊks]oĞü, a co jutro ]ostanie ]niesione pr]e] inną, opo-
]ycyjną wiĊks]oĞü? Albo w wier]e KoĞcioáa istnieje inne upowaĪnienie 
niĪ wynikające ] lud]kiej opinii, albo nie. JeĪeli nie, to nie istnieje takĪe 
Īadna wiara, lec] kaĪdy wymyĞla to, co uwaĪa ]a prawidáowe. JeĪeli 
tak, to ]nac]y, Īe jeĪeli Byg naprawdĊ coĞ nam powied]iaá i stwor]yá 
organy wierne Jego sáowu, to ta lub owa pr]ypadkowa wiĊks]oĞü siĊ 
nie lic]y”൬൬.

W ൫൳൲൱ roku w jednym w wywiadyw dla ÄRheinischer Merkur” 
Rat]inger ]auwaĪyá: Äsynod nie jest rod]ajem rewolucji w taki ]na-
c]eniu, Īe od tera] to obowią]uje. Jest on c]ĊĞcią Īyciowego procesu 

 ൫൳ TenĪe, Demokraty]acja�KoĞcioáa�±�tr]yd]ieĞci�lat�pyźniej,�w: JROO, t. ൫൬: 
Gáosiciele�Sáowa�i�sáud]y�Was]ej�radoĞci«, s. ൫൱൯. 
 ൬൪ TamĪe, s. ൫൱൲.
 ൬൫ TamĪe, s. ൫൱൳.
 ൬൬ TamĪe, s. ൫൲൭.
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As early as ൫൳൱൪, Joseph Rat]inger noticed a certain danger in the lack 
of a proper approach to synodality and collegiality. At the time, he made 
a diagnosis: “in the Church it is now proposed to us >«@ to integrate all 
initiatives completely into a single all-embracing synodal government 
which governs everything within a fully integrated community >«@. This 
programme, widely advocated as a prospect for future reform on a national 
level, is meanwhile being ]ealously practised in the seeds of ideas.”൫൲ 
Interestingly, Rat]inger, writing his article on the same subject ൭൪ years 
later, decided to review his ൫൳൱൪ text. Reading his passages, he stated: 
“I had to conclude to my surprise that everything I wrote then I would 
also write today.”൫൳ From the perspective of the functioning of synods 
of bishops, particular synods, councils, diocesan forums, the German 
theologian noted that they increasingly undertake ‘social legislative 
initiatives¶൬൪ resembling more secular than intra-ecclesial associations. 
Ama]ingly, he predicted even then that attempts to introduce demands 
for “celibacy, ordination of women, communion for divorced remarried 
persons” would increasingly come to the fore.”൬൫ Less than two decades 
later, those very demands would become essential elements of the debates 
within the so-called German Synodal Way, and this will be presented 
more speci¿cally later in this paper.

Democracy for the Western European civilisation of the second half 
of the twentieth century began to mean that the majority votes and 
obliges the others to respect the new rules of conduct. Attempts to bring 
such democracy into the space of creating a “new Catholic doctrine” 
Rat]inger as Prefect of the Congregation for the Faith concludes as 
follows: “why should I be obliged to believe what is enacted today by 
a majority and abolished tomorrow by another, opposing majority? Either 
there is a mandate in the faith of the Church other than that of human 
opinion, or not. If not, then there is no faith either, but everyone invents 

 ൫൲ Idem, Democratisation�of�the�Church«, p. ൫൰൯.
 ൫൳ Idem, Democratisation�of�the�Church�±�Thirty�Years�Later,�in: JROO, vol. ൫൬: 
Preachers�of�the�Word�and�Servants�of�Your�Joy «, p. ൫൱൯. 
 ൬൪ Ibid, p. ൫൱൲.
 ൬൫ Ibid, p. ൫൱൳.
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KoĞcioáa >«@ Na synod]ie moĪna wyc]uü radoĞü wobec wspylnego 
]adania chr]eĞcijan w ryĪnoĞci posáug”൬൭. Synod Biskupyw, o ktyrym 
mywi tutaj Rat]inger, stanowiąc jedną ] form synodalnoĞci KoĞcioáa, 
nie powinien byü ]atem Äkoniem trojaĔskim” dla ur]Ċdyw koĞcielnych, 
ale sposobem odkrywania tego, co sáuĪy odkrywaniu apostolskiej misji 
ws]ystkich c]áonkyw Ciaáa Mistyc]nego – ÄĞwiat potr]ebuje KoĞcioáa, 
ktyry wra] ] Chrystusem stoi pro�mundi�vita�– ]a Īyciem Ğwiata”൬൮.

W innym wywiad]ie, ] ൫൳൲൯ roku, Joseph Rat]inger odpowiadając 
na pytania Vittorio Messoriego, porus]a nie]wykle waĪny wątek, do-
tyc]ący kry]ysu odr]ucenia struktur KoĞcioáa w ich istniejącej formie. 
Jak ]auwaĪyá niemiecki teolog, gdy ]atraci siĊ prawd]iwą koncepcjĊ 
KoĞcioáa, jako r]ec]ywistoĞci bosko-lud]kiej, pr]y mocnym ]aakcen-
towaniu boskiego w niej ud]iaáu, wywc]as bard]o s]ybko stwierd]a siĊ, 
Īe Ähierarchia koĞcielna nie jest strukturą Chrystusową”൬൯. Wobec takich 
te] Rat]inger stwierd]a ] peáną ĞwiadomoĞcią: ÄKoĞciyá Chrystusa to nie 
partia, to nie stowar]ys]enie ani klub – jego najgáĊbs]a, nie]bywalna 
struktura nie jest demokratyc]na, ale sakramentalna, ]atem hierar-
chic]na >«@. Wáad]a koĞcielna opiera siĊ nie na gáosowaniu wiĊks]oĞci, 
ale na wáad]y samego Chrystusa, ktyry ]echciaá, by w niej uc]estnic]yli 
lud]ie jako Jego repre]entanci”൬൰. Byü repre]entantem o]nac]a tyle, co 
byü posáus]nym komuĞ waĪniejs]emu i wiĊks]emu od siebie – w tym teĪ 
kontekĞcie repre]entanci Chrystusa- biskupi sprawujący wáad]Ċ w spo-
syb kolegialny ] papieĪem na c]ele – nie mogą d]iaáaü wbrew Jego woli 
i postanowieĔ. Hierarchia koĞcielna ora] wáad]a nauc]ania, uĞwiĊcania 
i paster]owania pr]ynaleĪąca nastĊpcom Apostoáyw w sposyb wrĊc] 
be]poĞredni pochod]ą od samego Chrystusa Pana. Rat]inger ]auwaĪyá 
to ]e ]naną sobie pr]enikliwoĞcią: Ächod]i tu o ochronĊ samej istoty 
KoĞcioáa katolickiego, opartego na struktur]e episkopalnej, a nie na 

 ൬൭ TenĪe, Be]�ur]Ċdu�wolni�dla�Ğwiata, w: JROO, t. ൫൬: Gáosiciele�Sáowa�i�sáud]y�
Was]ej�radoĞci«, s. ൫൳൬.
 ൬൮ TamĪe.
 ൬൯ TenĪe, Raport�o�stanie�wiary, w: JROO, t. ൫൭/൫: W�ro]mowie�]�c]asem, red. 
G.L. M�ller, pol. red. K. Gyźdź, M. Gyrecka, Lublin ൬൪൫൱, s. ൰൲. 
 ൬൰ TamĪe.
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what they think is correct. If so, it means that if God has really said 
something to us and created bodies faithful to His word, then this or 
that random majority does not count.”൬൬

In ൫൳൲൱, in an interview with the “Rheinischer Merkur”, Rat]inger 
remarked: “the synod is not a kind of revolution in the sense that from 
now on this applies. It is part of the life process of the Church >«@ At 
the synod one can sense the joy towards the common task of Christians 
in the diversity of ministries.”൬൭ The Synod of Bishops, which Rat]inger 
speaks of here as one form of the Church¶s synodality, should therefore not 
be a “Trojan horse” for the ecclesiastical o൶ces, but a way of discovering 
what serves to reveal the apostolic mission of all members of the Mystical 
Body – “the world needs a Church that stands with Christ pro�mundi�
vita – behind the life of the world.”൬൮

In another interview, in ൫൳൲൯, Joseph Rat]inger, responding to Vittorio 
Messori¶s questions, raises an extremely important theme concerning 
the crisis of rejection of the structures of the Church in their existing 
form. As the German theologian pointed out, when one loses the true 
conception of the Church as a divine-human reality, with a strong 
emphasis on the divine participation therein, then one very quickly ¿nds 
that “the ecclesiastical hierarchy is not a Christ-like structure.”൬൯ Faced 
with such theses, Rat]inger states with full awareness: “Christ¶s Church 
is not a party, it is not an association or a club – its deepest, inalienable 
structure is not democratic but sacramental, therefore hierarchical >«@. 
Ecclesiastical authority is based not on the vote of the majority, but on 
the authority of Christ himself, who willed that people should participate 
in it as his representatives.”൬൰ To be a representative means to be obedient 
to someone greater and more important than oneself, and in this 

 ൬൬ Ibid, s. ൫൲൭.
 ൬൭ Idem, Free�for�the�world�without�o৽ce, in: JROO, vol. ൫൬: Preachers�of�the�Word�
and�Servants�of�Your�Joy«, p. ൫൳൬.
 ൬൮ Ibid.
 ൬൯ Idem, The�Rat]inger�Report:�An�Exclusive�Interview�on�the�State�of�the�Church, 
in: JROO, vol. ൫൭/൫: In�conversation�with�time, ed. G.L. M�ller, Polish ed. K. Gyźdź, 
M. Gyrecka, Lublin ൬൪൫൱, p. ൰൲. 
 ൬൰ Ibid.
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pewnego typu federacji KoĞcioáyw narodowych >«@. W kaĪdej diece]ji 
jest tylko jeden nauc]yciel i paster] wiary, ktyry po]ostaje w áąc]no-
Ğci ] innymi paster]ami i nauc]ycielami wiary ora] ] Namiestnikiem 
Chrystusa”൬൱.

Nie]wykle cennym spojr]eniem na KoĞciyá, jako wspylnoty posáus]-
nej swemu Panu, jest sposyb, w jaki Joseph Rat]inger táumac]y podejĞcie 
Magisterium do pr]eryĪnych pryb reformowania doktryny: ÄKoĞciyá 
poka]uje: nie jesteĞmy jakimĞ samowolnym reĪimem. Nie moĪemy 
robiü tego, co chcemy. S]ukamy woli Pana dla nas i jej siĊ tr]ymamy, 
nawet jeĞli to w tej kultur]e i tej cywili]acji jest mo]olne i trudne”൬൲. 
Na tym powinna polegaü synodalnoĞü KoĞcioáa – jako wspylnota idąca 
]a Chrystusem s]ukamy najpierw woli Pana, by ro]e]naws]y ją, umieü 
]anieĞü ją d]isiejs]emu Ğwiatu. Podstawową misją KoĞcioáa wedáug 
Rat]ingera nie jest ]atem nieustanne obradowanie i pr]egáosowywanie 
kolejnych ]mian w depo]ycie wiary, ale tr]ymanie siĊ gáosu Chrystusa 
i peáne posáus]eĔstwo wobec Jego postanowieĔ.

Rat]inger daleki byá jednak od tego, aby synodalnoĞü ro]umieü wy-
áąc]nie w kontekĞcie niebe]piec]eĔstw, c]y ]agroĪeĔ. Darmo s]ukaü 
w jego wypowied]iach te] o tym, by ]apr]estaü jakichkolwiek praktyk 
synodalnych. Jes]c]e pr]ed podjĊciem prefektury w Kongregacji Nauki 
Wiary, kilka lat po Sobor]e WatykaĔskim II wska]aá doĞü wyraźne 
wektory, w jakich powinna pyjĞü koĞcielna synodalnoĞü w jej ryĪnych 
sposobach wyraĪania. 

Po pierws]e – KoĞciyá powinien dokonaü Äogranic]enia ]akresu du-
chowego ur]Ċdu”൬൳. O]nac]a to, Īe ]wier]chnictwo w KoĞciele ma boskie 
pochod]enie i sáuĪy nie tyle cháodnej administracji, ale Äposáannictwu 
Je]usa Chrystusa”൭൪. Są obs]ary, ktyre są ĞciĞle ]lecone ]adaniom bisku-
pyw d]iaáających kolegialnie, ale teĪ są takie pr]estr]enie ]ar]ąd]ania 
wewnątr] wspylnoty KoĞcioáa, ktyre w peáni reali]owaü mogą ws]yscy 
c]áonkowie KoĞcioáa (budownictwo koĞciele, ]ar]ąd]anie ¿nansami�. 

 ൬൱ TamĪe, s. ൱൰.
 ൬൲ TenĪe, ŚwiatáoĞü�Ğwiata, w: JROO, t. ൫൭/൬: W�ro]mowie�]�c]asem«, s. ൲൱൫. 
 ൬൳ TenĪe, Demokraty]acja�KoĞcioáa«, s. ൫൰൱.
 ൭൪ TamĪe.
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context, Christ¶s representatives – the bishops who exercise authority in 
a collegial manner with the Pope at the head – cannot act against his will 
and provisions. The ecclesiastical hierarchy and the authority to teach, 
sanctify and shepherd that belongs to the successors of the Apostles 
come almost directly from Christ the Lord himself. With his familiar 
perspicacity, Rat]inger noted that: “what is at stake here is the protection 
of the very essence of the Catholic Church, based on an episcopal 
structure and not on a kind of federation of national Churches >«@. In 
each diocese there is only one teacher and shepherd of the faith, who 
remains in communion with the other shepherds and teachers of the faith 
and with the Governor of Christ.”൬൱

An extremely valuable insight into the Church as a community obedient 
to its Lord is the way Joseph Rat]inger explains the Magisterium¶s 
approach to the various attempts to reform doctrine: “The Church shows: 
we are not some arbitrary regime. We cannot do what we want. We seek 
the Lord¶s will for us and we adhere to it, even if it is in this culture and 
this civilisation is arduous and di൶cult.”൬൲ This is what the synodality 
of the Church should be about – as a community following Christ, we 
seek ¿rst the will of the Lord, and having discerned it, we know how 
to bring it to today¶s world. Rat]inger believes that the Church¶s primary 
mission is not to continually debate and vote on successive changes 
to the deposit of faith, but to adhere to the voice of Christ and to be fully 
obedient to his decisions.

Rat]inger, however, was far from understanding synodality solely 
in terms of dangers or threats. It is di൶cult to ¿nd in his speeches any 
thesis that any synodal practice should be discontinued. Even before he 
took up his prefecture at the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, 
a few years after the Second Vatican Council, he indicated quite clearly 
the directions in which ecclesiastical synodality should go in its various 
modes of expression. 

 ൬൱ Ibid, p. ൱൰.
 ൬൲ Idem, Light�of�the�World, in: JROO, vol. ൫൭/൬: In�conversation�with�time «, 
p. ൲൱൫. 
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ÄDemokratyc]ne” podejĞcie do tych pr]estr]eni nie powinno byü wedáug 
Rat]ingera kalką c]ysto technic]no-administracyjnych ro]wią]aĔ ]na-
nych w Ğwiecie, ale ]astosowaniem Ewangelii do ]ar]ąd]ania dobrami, 
ktyre danej osobie ]ostaáy powier]one. W kaĪdym ra]ie – kaĪde d]ia-
áanie w kategorii ]ar]ąd]ania tym, co pr]ynaleĪy wspylnocie KoĞcioáa 
ma wypáywaü ] Ewangelii i stanowiü wyra] Äistoty ]adaĔ KoĞcioáa”൭൫. 

Drugą kwestią jest ]auwaĪenie, Īe kaĪda pojedync]a wspylnota 
partykularna mimo pr]ynaleĪenia do KoĞcioáa katolickiego ]achowuje 
swoją oryginalną podmiotowoĞü. S]c]egylnym wyra]em tej podmioto-
woĞci jest fakt, Īe KoĞciyá jest w swej istocie ]gromad]eniem kultyc]-
nym: Äwspylnota ]gromad]ona w celu sprawowania kultu >Eucharystia@ 
jest KoĞcioáem w peánym tego sáowa ]nac]eniu”൭൬. Choü ] jednej strony 
nadal funkcjonuje ]asada ubi�episcopus�ibi�Ecclesia, to moĪna ]a Rat-
]ingerem powied]ieü ubi�Eucharistia�ibi�Ecclesia. Potwierd]a to sam 
teolog, ]auwaĪając w innym swoim tekĞcie: ÄEucharystia jest swojej 
istoty sacramentum�Ecclesiae; miĊd]y eucharystyc]nym i mistyc]-
nym Ciaáem Pana istnieje niero]erwalna wiĊź , powodująca, Īe nie do 
pomyĞlenia jest jedno be] drugiego >«@. W sakramentalnoĞci ukryta 
jest kolegialnoĞü – ]e swej istoty Eucharystia jest sakramentem chr]eĞ-
cijaĔskiego braterstwa, w]ajemnej áąc]noĞci ]e sobą popr]e] áąc]noĞü 
] Chrystusem”൭൭. 

PodmiotowoĞü danej wspylnoty partykularnej, ]gromad]onej wokyá 
swojego biskupa, nie nosi jednak w sobie ]namion peánej nie]aleĪnoĞci 
i odrĊbnoĞci od KoĞcioáa pows]echnego. Powinno to byü s]c]egylnie 
widoc]ne w fakcie wyboru biskupa dla danej diece]ji. Z jednej strony 
naleĪy unikaü ro]wią]aĔ skrajnych: Äpowoáanie na ur]ąd nigdy nie 
powinno odbywaü siĊ wyáąc]nie odgyrnie”൭൮, ale rywnieĪ Änie moĪe 
odbywaü siĊ wyáąc]nie oddolnie, c]yli od pojedync]ej wspylnoty”൭൯. 
Najbard]iej ]asadnym byáoby ]daniem Rat]ingera Äbranie pod uwagĊ 

 ൭൫ TamĪe, s. ൫൰൲.
 ൭൬ TamĪe, s. ൫൱൪.
 ൭൭ TenĪe, Pastoralne�implikacje�doktryny�o�kolegialnoĞci�biskupyw, w: JROO, 
t. ൫൬: Gáosiciele�Sáowa�i�sáud]y�Was]ej�radoĞci«, s. ൬൭൰.
 ൭൮ TenĪe, Demokraty]acja�KoĞcioáa«, s. ൫൱൫.
 ൭൯ TamĪe.



207KRZYSZTOF MęTLEWICZ � SYNODAL CHURCH«

Firstly, the Church should make “a reduction in the scope of the spiritual 
o൶ce.”൬൳ This means that authority in the Church has a divine origin 
and serves not so much a cool administration but “the message of Jesus 
Christ.”൭൪ There are areas that are strictly delegated to the tasks of bishops 
acting collegially, but there are also those management areas within 
the Church community that can be fully exercised by all members 
of the Church (church building, ¿nancial management�. “A democratic” 
approach to these spaces should not, according to Rat]inger, be a carbon 
copy of purely technological and administrative solutions known 
in the world, but an application of the Gospel to the management 
of the goods entrusted to the person. In any case – any action in terms 
of the management of what belongs to the community of the Church is 
to Àow from the Gospel and be an expression of “the essence of the tasks 
of the Church.”൭൫

The second point is to note that every single particular community, 
despite belonging to the Catholic Church, retains its original subjectivity. 
A particular expression of this subjectivity is the fact that the Church 
is essentially a cultic assembly: “the community gathered for 
worship >the Eucharist@ is the Church in the full sense of the word.”൭൬ 
Whereas the principle ubi�episcopus� ibi�Ecclesia still applies, one 
can, following Rat]inger, say ubi�Eucharistia� ibi�Ecclesia. This is 
con¿rmed by the theologian himself, who remarks in another of his 
texts: “The Eucharist is of its essence sacramentum�Ecclesiae; between 
the Eucharistic and the mystical Body of the Lord there is an indissoluble 
bond , making it unthinkable to have one without the other >«@. Implicit 
in sacramentality is collegiality – by its very essence the Eucharist is 
the sacrament of Christian brotherhood, of mutual communion with one 
another through communion with Christ.”൭൭

 ൬൳ Idem.
 ൭൪ Ibid
 ൭൫ Ibid, p. ൫൰൲,
 ൭൬ Ibid, p. ൫൱൪.
 ൭൭ Idem, Pastoral�Implications�of�the�Doctrine�of�the�Collegiality�of�Bishops, 
in: JROO, vol. ൫൬: Preachers�of�the�Word�and�Servants�of�Your�Joy«, p. ൬൭൰.
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aspektu lokalnokoĞcielnego, jak rywnieĪ pows]echnokoĞcielnego”൭൰ 
ora] ciągáe uĞwiadamianie sobie, Īe wybyr na ur]ąd i powoáanie są 
elementami niero]áąc]nymi: stąd nie moĪna dokonywaü w tym ]akresie 
demokratyc]nych wyboryw, pomijając ]upeánie pneumatyc]ne d]iaáanie 
Tryjcy lub u]nając, Īe to wierni decydują o tym w imieniu Boga.

Tr]eci wektor synodalnoĞci to ciągáe uĞwiadamianie ws]ystkim c]áon-
kom KoĞcioáa, Īe ma on ÄstrukturĊ kolegialną”൭൱. Istniejące wewnątr] 
KoĞcioáa kolegia – biskupyw, pre]biteryw i wspylnoty odnos]ą siĊ do 
siebie nieustannie Äi nie dają siĊ ]amieniü na modele parlamentarne”൭൲. 
Rat]inger powraca tu do synodalnych reÀeksji Cypriana ] Kartaginy, 
]a]nac]ając, Īe we wska]anej pr]e] niego formie w]ajemnego odd]ia-
áywania biskupyw, duchownych i Ğwieckich ÄwyraĪa siĊ klasyc]ny 
model koĞcielnej «demokracji», ktyra wyrasta nie ] be]sensownego 
pr]enos]enia modeli obcych KoĞcioáowi, lec] ] wewnĊtr]nej struktury 
por]ądku KoĞcioáa”൭൳. 

C]warty wektor synodalnoĞci to ro]wijanie ĞwiadomoĞci, iĪ Äsprawy 
koĞcielne mogą byü ro]str]ygane jedynie pr]e] KoĞciyá i tylko pr]ed 
]gromad]eniem wiernych w KoĞciele”൮൪. Zasada ta, praktykowana juĪ 
w staroĪytnoĞci chr]eĞcijaĔskiej, wynika ] pr]ekonania, Īe nie mogą 
o KoĞciele obradowaü osoby, ktyre ani do niego nie pr]ynaleĪą, ani nie 
c]ują osobistej odpowied]ialnoĞci ]a dobro c]áonkyw KoĞcioáa. Rat]in-
ger ponad ൯൪ lat temu diagno]owaá ten problem: Äwyáaniająca siĊ tutaj 
arogancja samodogmaty]acji ] pewnoĞcią nie moĪe byü postr]egana 
jako Ğrodek lec]nic]y dla pr]ys]áoĞci KoĞcioáa”൮൫. Bawarski teolog 
pr]estr]ega pr]e] ryĪnymi pomysáodawcami, ktyr]y ubrani w s]aty 

 ൭൰ TamĪe; por. R. Kottje, Wahlrecht�f�r�das�Gottesvolk"�Erwlgungen�]ur�Bis-
chofs-�und�Pfarrerwahl, táum. b.d., D�sseldorf ൫൳൰൳, s. ൱൮n.
 ൭൱ J. Rat]inger, Demokraty]acja�KoĞcioáa«, s. ൫൱൬. S]er]ej na ten temat rywnieĪ: 
B. Botte, Kollegialcharakter�des�Priester�±�und�Bischofamtes, w: Das�apostolische�
Amt, red. J. Guyot, táum. b.d., Main] ൫൳൰൫, s. ൰൲-൳൫.
 ൭൲ J. Rat]inger, Demokraty]acja�KoĞcioáa«, s. ൫൱൬.
 ൭൳ TamĪe, s. ൫൱൭.
 ൮൪ TamĪe; por. H. Rahner, Kirche�und�Staat�im�fr�hen�Christertum, táum. b.d., 
M�nchen ൫൳൰൫, s. ൫൯൪-൫൯൲.
 ൮൫ J. Rat]inger, Demokraty]acja�KoĞcioáa«, s. ൫൱൮.
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The subjectivity of a particular particular community, gathered around 
its bishop, does not, however, carry the mark of full independence and 
distinctiveness from the universal Church. This should be particularly 
evident in the fact of the election of a bishop for a particular diocese. On 
the one hand, extreme solutions should be avoided: “the appointment 
to the o൶ce should never take place exclusively from above,”൭൮ but 
also “ it must not take place exclusively from below, i.e. from a single 
community.”൭൯ According to Rat]inger, it would be most reasonable 
to “take into account the local ecclesiastical aspect as well as the post-
church aspect”൭൰ and to constantly reali]e that election to the o൶ce and 
vocation are inseparable elements: hence, democratic choices cannot 
be made in this respect, ignoring the completely pneumatic operation 
of the Trinity or recogni]ing that it is the faithful who decide in the name 
of God.

The third vector of synodality is to continually make all members 
of the Church aware that it has a “collegial structure.”൭൱ The colleges that 
exist within the Church, i.e. of bishops, presbyters and communities, relate 
to each other constantly “and are not interchangeable with parliamentary 
models.”൭൲ Here, Rat]inger returns to the synodal reÀections of Cyprian 
of Carthage, pointing out that in the form of interaction between bishops, 
clergy and laity that he indicated, “the classical model of ecclesiastical 
‘democracy¶ is expressed, which grows not from the senseless transfer 
of models foreign to the Church, but from the internal structure 
of the Church¶s order.”൭൳

The fourth vector of synodality is to develop the awareness that 
“ecclesiastical matters can only be decided by the Church and only before 

 ൭൮ Idem, Democratisation�of�the�Church«, p. ൫൱൫.
 ൭൯ Ibid.
 ൭൰ Ibid; cf. Kottje, Wahlrecht�f�r�das�Gottesvolk"�Erwlgungen�]ur�Bischofs-�und�
Pfarrerwahl, D�sseldorf ൫൳൰൳, p. ൱൮n.
 ൭൱ J. Rat]inger, Democratisation�of�the�Church«, p. ൫൱൬. More on this topic also: 
B. Botte, Kollegialcharakter�des�Priester�±�und�Bischofamtes, in: Das�apostolische�
Amt, ed. J. Guyot, Main] ൫൳൰൫, pp. ൰൲-൳൫.
 ൭൲ J. Rat]inger, Democratisation�of�the�Church«, p. ൫൱൬.
 ൭൳ Cf. ibid, p. ൫൱൭.
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demokracji, jawią siĊ jako pr]edstawiciele wiĊks]oĞci, chcąc twor]yü 
dla nich nową doktrynĊ, bard]iej dopasowaną do najnows]ych intelek-
tualnych odkryü. Stąd KoĞciyá powinien ]aws]e umieü ro]str]ygnąü, 
do jakich postulatyw naleĪy utr]ymaü po]ycjĊ otwartą, a dla ktyrych 
powĞciągliwą ostroĪnoĞü i u]asadnioną krytykĊ.

Jes]c]e pr]ed kolejnym watykaĔskim soborem pojawiaáy siĊ propo-
]ycje, aby odnowiü spojr]enie na kolegialnoĞü biskupyw, prymat papie-
ski i pows]echnoĞü KoĞcioáa൮൬. W tym teĪ duchu papieĪ Paweá VI juĪ 
w c]asie trwania Soboru WatykaĔskiego II powoáaá instytucjĊ Synodu 
Biskupyw. Zdaniem polskiego teologa ks. Tomas]a Ro]kruta, w ]amyĞle 
papieĪa instytucja ta miaáa byü ]nakiem koĞcielnej ÄĪywotnoĞci ora] 
dynamic]noĞci, a pr]ede ws]ystkim ]atroskania o dobro wspylne, tak 
wewnątr] samego KoĞcioáa jak rywnieĪ jako wyra] instytucjonalny jego 
aktywnoĞci w]glĊdem wspyác]esnego spoáec]eĔstwa”൮൭. Nie brakowaáo 
oc]ywiĞcie gáosyw pr]eciwnych, sugerujących, Īe KoĞciyá skupia uwagĊ 
juĪ nie na paster]ach, ale na kolegium. W odpowied]i na to niemiecki 
teolog pr]ypomina, iĪ Ästruktura kolegialna istnieje w KoĞciele dlatego, 
Īe KoĞciyá Īyje w komunii KoĞcioáyw i poniewaĪ ta komunijna struktura 
implikuje w]ajemne relacje biskupyw, kolegium”൮൮. 

Joseph Rat]inger w swoich wypowied]iach o synodalnoĞci odkrywa 
poĞrednio swoje teologic]ne ro]umienie natury KoĞcioáa. Redagując 
w drugim wydaniu niemieckiego leksykonu teologii i KoĞcioáa (Lexikon�
f�r�Theologie�und�Kirche, ൫൳൯൱–൫൳൰൲� hasáo ÄKirche” (niem. KoĞciyá�, 
pr]edstawiá nastĊpujące te]y. Po pierws]e wska]uje naturĊ KoĞcioáa 
jako Ciaáa Mistyc]nego Chrystusa Gáowy: ÄKoĞciyá jest ludem, ktyry 
Īyje Ciaáem Chrystusa i pr]e] sprawowanie Eucharystii sam staje siĊ 
Ciaáem Chrystusa. Wynika stąd, ] jednej strony, Īe KoĞciyá ma wáaĞciwą 
sobie wid]ialnoĞü w Ğwiecie – wid]ialnoĞü sakramentu, c]yli ĞwiĊtego 

 ൮൬ A. Indelicato, Il�Sinodo�dei�Vescovi.�La�collegialita�sospesa�৲৺৷৶±৲৺৹৶, táum. 
b.d., Bologna ൬൪൪൲, s. ൯൱
 ൮൭ T. Ro]krut, Instytucja�Synodu�Biskupyw�w�KoĞciele�posoborowym, Tarnyw 
൬൪൫൪, s. ൫൲.
 ൮൮ J. Rat]inger, Pytania�dotyc]ące�struktury�i�]adaĔ�synodu�biskupyw, w: JROO, 
t. ൲/൫: KoĞciyá�±�]nak�wĞryd�narodyw, red. G.L. M�ller, pol. red. K. Gyźdź, M. Gy-
recka, táum. W. S]ymona, Lublin ൬൪൫൭, s. ൯൬൪.
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the assembly of the faithful in the Church.”൮൪ This principle, which was 
already practised in Christian antiquity, stems from the conviction that 
the Church cannot be debated by people who neither belong to it nor feel 
a personal responsibility for the welfare of Church members. Rat]inger 
diagnosed the problem more than ൯൪ years ago: “the arrogance of self-
dogmatisation that emerges here can certainly not be seen as a curative 
measure for the future of the Church.”൮൫ The Bavarian theologian warns 
against various originators who, dressed in the robes of democracy, 
appear as representatives of the majority, seeking to create for them 
a new doctrine more in tune with the latest intellectual ¿ndings. Hence, 
the Church should always know how to decide to which postulates 
to maintain an open position and for which restrained caution and 
legitimate criticism.

Even before the next Vatican Council, there were proposals to renew 
the view of the collegiality of the bishops, the papal primacy and 
the universality of the Church.൮൬ It was in that spirit that Pope Paul VI 
established the institution of the Synod of Bishops as early as the Second 
Vatican Council. According to the Polish theologian Fr Tomas] Ro]krut, 
the Pope intended this institution to be a sign of the Church¶s “vitality 
and dynamism, and above all of its concern for the common good, 
both within the Church itself and as an institutional expression of its 
activity towards contemporary society.”൮൭ Of course, there were plenty 
of dissenting voices, suggesting that the Church¶s focus is no longer 
on the pastors, but on the college. As a response thereto, the German 
theologian reminds us that “the collegial structure exists in the Church 
because the Church lives in the communion of Churches and because 

 ൮൪ Ibid; cf. H. Rahner, Kirche�und�Staat�im�fr�hen�Christertum, M�nchen ൫൳൰൫, 
pp. ൫൯൪-൫൯൲.
 ൮൫ J. Rat]inger, Democratisation�of�the�Church«, p. ൫൱൮.
 ൮൬ A. Indelicato, Il�Sinodo�dei�Vescovi.�La�collegialita�sospesa�৲৺৷৶±৲৺৹৶, Bologna 
൬൪൪൲, p. ൯൱
 ൮൭ T. Ro]krut, Instytucja�Synodu�Biskupyw�w�KoĞciele�posoborowym , Tarnyw 
൬൪൫൪, p. ൫൲.
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]naku, i wid]ialnoĞü sáowa – ora] Īe posiada strukturĊ (prawo�, strukturĊ 
wspylnoty stoáu BoĪego”൮൯. To, co jest charakterystyc]ne dla ekle]jo-
logii Rat]ingera to fakt, Īe jest ona ]e swej istoty Äeucharystyc]na”൮൰. 
O]nac]a to, Īe ]arywno posáannictwo KoĞcioáa, jego ĪywotnoĞü ora] 
hierarchic]na struktura najpeániej reali]ują siĊ pr]e] tajemnicĊ Eucha-
rystii. Jak ]auwaĪyá sam Rat]inger w leksykonowej de¿nicji: ÄCiaáo 
Pana jest i staje siĊ tylko w wid]ialnej, upor]ądkowanej wspylnocie 
stoáu ] Panem w Eucharystii”൮൱. Eucharystyc]ne upor]ądkowanie ma 
wy]nac]aü rywnieĪ sposyb praktykowania synodalnoĞci: tak jak kaĪdy 
c]erpie ]e stoáu Eucharystii, choü peáni ryĪne ]adania i posáugi, tak teĪ 
ws]elkie d]iaáania synodalne mają byü w]ajemnym gromad]eniem siĊ 
KoĞcioáa, gd]ie pos]c]egylne osoby mają ryĪne ]adania, mające swe 
źrydáo w BoĪym ustanowieniu. Ponadto – Eucharystia jest źrydáem 
i s]c]ytem ws]elkich ekle]jalnych d]iaáaĔ൮൲, stąd ws]elkie wewnątr]-
koĞcielne ro]str]yganie spraw pr]y ]organi]owanym ]r]es]aniu siĊ 
c]áonkyw ludu BoĪego mus]ą odbywaü siĊ w posáus]eĔstwie wobec 
woli Boga i w]ajemnej miáoĞci ws]ystkich ]ebranych. MoĪna ]atem ]a 
Josephem Rat]ingerem stwierd]iü, iĪ synodalnoĞü, stanowiąc istotną 
cechĊ KoĞcioáa, musi byü ]atem w swej istocie Äeucharystyc]na”.

Dla Rat]ingera jednym ] najleps]ych sposobyw reali]owania synodal-
noĞci byáy synodu biskupyw. W swoim gáywnym tekĞcie poĞwiĊconym 
temu tematowi, podaje dwie reguáy myĞlenia o pows]echnoĞci i jednoĞci 
ludu BoĪego: Äkoniec]noĞü istnienia KoĞcioáyw partykularnych, jako 

 ൮൯ TenĪe, KoĞciyá-opracowanie�systematyc]ne, w: JROO, t. ൲/൫: KoĞciyá�±�]nak�
wĞryd�narodyw, red. G.L. M�ller, pol. red. K. Gyźdź, M. Gyrecka, táum. W. S]y-
mona, Lublin ൬൪൫൭, s. ൫൳൬. 
 ൮൰ S]er]ej na temat: K. MĊtlewic], Eucharystyc]na�ekle]jologia�Soboru�Waty-
kaĔskiego�II�w�interpretacji�Josepha�Rat]ingera, ÄStudia Teologic]no-Historyc]ne 
Śląska Opolskiego” ൮൫ (൬൪൬൫� nr ൫, s. ൱൭-൳൬; TenĪe, Eucharystyc]ny�wymiar�chr]eĞ-
cijaĔskiej�eg]ystencji�w�teologii�Josepha�Rat]ingera, ÄNURT SVD” ൫൮൱ (൬൪൬൪� nr 
൬, s. ൭൪൬-൭൫൱.
 ൮൱ J. Rat]inger, KoĞciyá-opracowanie�systematyc]ne«, s. ൫൳൮.
 ൮൲ Por. Sobyr WatykaĔski II, Konstytucja dogmatyc]na o KoĞciele Lumen�gen-
tium«, nr ൭; TenĪe, Konstytucja o liturgii ĞwiĊtej Sacrosanctum�concilium, nr ൫൪, 
w: TenĪe, Konstytucje.�Dekrety.�Deklaracje, Po]naĔ ൬൪൪൬, s. ൯൬.
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this communal structure implies the mutual relationship of the bishops, 
the college.”൮൮

In his statements on synodality, Joseph Rat]inger reveals indirectly his 
theological understanding of the nature of the Church. In editing the entry 
“Kirche” (German: Church� in the second edition of the German Lexicon 
of Theology and the Church (Lexikon�f�r�Theologie�und�Kirche, ൫൳൯൱-
൫൳൰൲�, he put forward the following theses. Firstly, he points out the nature 
of the Church as the Mystical Body of Christ the Head: “The Church 
is the people who live the Body of Christ and, through the celebration 
of the Eucharist, become the Body of Christ herself. It follows, on the one 
hand, that the Church has her proper visibility in the world – the visibility 
of the sacrament, or sacred sign, and the visibility of the word – and that 
she has a structure (law�, the structure of the community of the table 
of God.”൮൯ What is characteristic of Rat]inger¶s ecclesiology is the fact 
that it is “Eucharistic” in nature൮൰. This means that both the mission 
of the Church, its vitality and hierarchical structure are most fully 
reali]ed through the mystery of the Eucharist. As Rat]inger himself 
noted in the Lexicon de¿nition: “The body of the Lord is and becomes 
only in the visible, ordered communion of the table with the Lord in 
the Eucharist.”൮൱ The Eucharistic ordering is also to determine the way 
in which synodality is to be practised: just as everyone draws from 
the Eucharistic table, although they have di൵erent tasks and ministries, 

 ൮൮ J. Rat]inger, Questions�regarding�the�structure�and�tasks�of�the�synod�of�bishops, 
in: JROO, vol. ൲/൫: Church�±�a�sign�among�nations, ed. G.L. M�ller, pol. ed. K. Gyźdź, 
M. Gyrecka, English transaltion base on the Polish tet translated by W. S]ymona, 
Lublin ൬൪൫൭, p. ൯൬൪.
 ൮൯ Idem, KoĞciyá-opracowanie�systematyc]ne, in: JROO, vol. ൲/൫: KoĞciyá�±�]nak�
wĞryd�narodyw, ed. G.L. M�ller, pol. ed. K. Gyźdź, M. Gyrecka, translated by 
W. S]ymona, Lublin ൬൪൫൭, p. ൫൳൬. 
 ൮൰ More on the subject: K. MĊtlewic], Eucharystyc]na�ekle]jologia�Soboru�
WatykaĔskiego�II�w�interpretacji�Josepha�Rat]ingera, ÄStudia Teologic]no-
-Historyc]ne Śląska Opolskiego” ൮൫ (൬൪൬൫� No. ൫, pp. ൱൭-൳൬; Idem, Eucharystyc]ny�
wymiar�chr]eĞcijaĔskiej�eg]ystencji�w�teologii�Josepha�Rat]ingera, ÄNurt SVD” 
൫൮൱ (൬൪൬൪� No. ൬, pp. ൭൪൬-൭൫൱.
 ൮൱ J. Rat]inger, The�Church�±�a�systematic�study «, p. ൫൳൮.
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podstawowych postaci Īycia koĞcielnego, naleĪy uwaĪaü ]a istotne 
uwarunkowanie i cel ustroju KoĞcioáa”൮൳ ora] Ächarakterystyc]na Īy-
wotnoĞü KoĞcioáyw partykularnych musi polegaü na tym, ]e nie Īyją 
jako ]amkniĊte w sobie jednostki, lec] są same w sobie <pows]echne> 
i dlatego w swych procesach Īyciowych po]ostają otwarte na caáoĞü”൯൪. 
Synod Biskupyw, jako reali]acja ekle]jalnej synodalnoĞci, nie jest ]a-
tem demokratyc]nym i ustawodawc]ym organem KoĞcioáa; nie moĪna 
rywnieĪ u]naü, Īe kolegialne spojr]enie na biskupyw KoĞcioáa stanowi 
]amach na swoistą autonomiĊ wspylnot partykularnych.

C]emu ]atem, ]daniem Josepha Rat]ingera, ma sáuĪyü Synodyw 
Biskupyw? Nie po]ostawia ]áud]eĔ, Īe chod]i o budowanie jednoĞci 
wiary wokyá Piotra nas]ych c]asyw. Spotkania te sáuĪą najpierw w]a-
jemnemu informowaniu siĊ. Jak pr]ypomni niemiecki teolog, synod 
Äjest w]ajemnym uc]eniem siĊ ro]umienia myĞli, d]iaáania, pilnych 
spraw i trudnoĞci kaĪdego innego. Takie w]ajemne informowanie siĊ 
o uc]eniu siĊ myĞlenia i mywienia jako ]dolnoĞci do wspylnego d]iaáania 
staje siĊ w ten sposyb procesem d]ielenia siĊ prawdą, dojr]ewaniem tego 
po]nania, ktyrego potr]ebuje paster], aĪeby ]naü swoich i byü pr]e] 
nich po]nawanym”൯൫.

Drugim celem synodu jest wedáug Rat]ingera w]ajemne korygo-
wanie siĊ. W praktyce korygowaü to Äusuwaü w]ajemną nie]najomoĞü 
i nie]ro]umienie. JeĞli synodalny dialog ma byü <procesem>, to nie 
powinny dla niego istnieü Īadne inne nienarus]alne r]ec]ywistoĞci 
po]a prawdą wiary”൯൬. Dla teologa correptio�synodalne ma poc]wyrny 
wymiar: Äjako ]adanie biskupa; jako w]ajemne upomnienie braterskie; 
jako upominanie siĊ KoĞcioáyw partykularnych; jako upominanie Ğwiata 
pr]e] KoĞciyá”൯൭. Jest to nie]wykle waĪny i c]Ċsto spotykany element 
wspylnej drogi synodalnej, sáuĪący staáemu budowaniu jednego pr]e-
ka]u wiary. 

 ൮൳ J. Rat]inger, Pytania�dotyc]ące�struktury�i�]adaĔ�synodu�biskupyw«, s. ൯൬൪.
 ൯൪ TamĪe.
 ൯൫ TamĪe, s. ൯൬൯.
 ൯൬ TamĪe.
 ൯൭ TamĪe.
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so all synodal action is to be a mutual gathering of the Church, where 
individuals have di൵erent tasks, rooted in God¶s institution. Furthermore, 
the Eucharist is the source and summit of all ecclesial action,൮൲ 
hence all intra-ecclesial decision-making in the organised gathering 
of the members of the People of God must take place in obedience 
to the will of God and in mutual love of all gathered. It can therefore 
be said, following Joseph Rat]inger, that synodality, being an essential 
feature of the Church, must therefore be in its essence “eucharistic”.

For Rat]inger, one of the best ways to implement synodality was 
the synod of bishops. In his main text devoted to this topic, he gives two 
rules for thinking about the universality and unity of the People of God: 
“the necessity of the existence of particular Churches as the basic forms 
of ecclesiastical life should be considered as an important condition and 
goal of the Church system”൮൳ and “the characteristic vitality of particular 
Churches must consist in the fact that they do not live as closed in 
themselves, but are in themselves <universal> and therefore remain 
open to the whole in their life processes.”൯൪ The Synod of Bishops, as 
a realisation of ecclesial synodality, is therefore not a democratic and 
legislative organ of the Church; nor can the collegial view of the bishops 
of the Church be regarded as an attack on the speci¿c autonomy 
of particular communities.

So what, according to Joseph Rat]inger, is the Synod of Bishops 
supposed to serve? He leaves no illusions that it is to build unity of faith 
around the Peter of our time. These meetings ¿rst serve to inform one 
another. As the German theologian will remind us, a synod ‘is a mutual 
learning to understand each other¶s thoughts, actions, urgencies and 
di൶culties. This mutual informing of learning to think and speak as 
a capacity for common action thus becomes a process of sharing truth, 

 ൮൲ Cf. Second Vatican Council, Dogmatic Constitution on the Church Lumen�
Gentium«, No. ൭; Idem, Constitution on the Sacred Liturgy Sacrosanctum�Con-
cilium, No. ൫൪, in: Idem, Constitutions.�legislation�Deklaracje, Po]naĔ ൬൪൪൬, p. ൯൬.
 ൮൳ J. Rat]inger, Questions�regarding�the�structure�and�tasks�of�the�synod�of�bishops 
«, p. ൯൬൪.
 ൯൪ Ibid.
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Tr]ecim celem Synodu Biskupyw jest ro]wijanie. Nie wystarc]y 
bowiem korygowaü báĊdy i wska]ywaü drogĊ innym. Zdaniem Rat]in-
gera synod Ämusi pr]ede ws]ystkim bud]iü i umacniaü po]ytywne siáy, 
]arywno w samym KoĞciele, jak i na ]ewnątr], ora] popieraü ws]elkie 
d]iaáania, ktyre pr]yc]yniają siĊ do umacniania prawdy i miáoĞci i w ten 
sposyb bud]ą nad]iejĊ”൯൮. Po ra] kolejny daje do ]ro]umienia, Īe sy-
nod to nie parlament, a jego obrady to nie referendum. SynodalnoĞü 
jest wspylną drogą po]nawania prawd wiary, po]nawania ich, debaty 
i pr]ekuwania ich na jeden wspylny gáos.

Podejmowana pr]e] Josepha Rat]ingera teologic]na troska o syno-
dalnoĞü pr]eáoĪyáa siĊ na konkretne c]yny w c]asie jego papieskiego 
ponty¿katu. Niedáugo po wybor]e na StolicĊ Piotrową, ൬൳ wr]eĞnia 
൬൪൪൰ roku papieĪ Benedykt ogáosiá nowy Regulamin Synodu Biskupyw. 
PapieĪ nie dokonywaá tu jednak ]mian radykalnych i rewolucyjnych. 
Zdaniem polskiego kanonisty ks. Tomas]a Ro]kruta, chod]iáo o uak-
tualnienie regulaminu w kontekĞcie jego wersji ] roku ൫൳൰൳ i ൫൳൱൫ ora] 
Ädostosowanie go do dyspo]ycji obowią]ującego Kodeksu Prawa Ka-
nonic]nego ora] Kodeksu Kanonyw KoĞcioáyw Wschodnich”൯൯. 

Be]poĞrednim potwierd]eniem, jak wielkim ]nac]eniem Bene-
dykt XVI dar]yá praktykowanie pows]echnej synodalnoĞci w KoĞciele, 
jest fakt ]woáania piĊciu Synodyw Biskupyw (൬൪൪൯, ൬൪൪൲, ൬൪൪൳, ൬൪൫൪, 
൬൪൫൬�, podejmujących swoje autonomic]ne tematy൯൰. Pr]e] ich ]woáanie 
i organi]acjĊ papieĪ wyra]iá bard]o konkretnie Ätwyrc]e odd]iaáywa-
nie Biskupa R]ymskiego na funkcjonowania wspyác]esnego KoĞcioáa 
pows]echnego, ktyry w tym ]adaniu wspierany byá gáosem doradc]ym 
biskupyw pr]ybyáych do R]ymu, celem uc]estnic]enia w ]ebraniu tej 
centralnej instytucji wspyác]esnego KoĞcioáa”൯൱. Sposyb pr]eprowad]e-
nia tychĪe ]gromad]eĔ, polegający najpierw na sáuchaniu Pana, a na-
stĊpnie na wysáuchaniu postawionych pr]e] biskupyw spraw poka]uje 

 ൯൮ TamĪe, s. ൯൬൰.
 ൯൯ T. Ro]krut, Synody�biskupyw�papieĪa�Benedykta�XVI, ÄPrawo Kanonic]ne” 
൯൰ (൬൪൫൭� nr ൭, s. ൳൫. 
 ൯൰ S]c]egyáowo opisane są tamĪe, s. ൳൬-൫൪൫.
 ൯൱ TamĪe, s. ൲൮.
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a maturing of that knowledge which a shepherd needs in order to know 
his own and to be known by them.”൯൫

The second aim of the synod, according to Rat]inger, is to correct 
each other. In practice, to correct is “to remove mutual ignorance and 
misunderstanding. If synodal dialogue is to be a <process>, then there 
should be no inviolable realities for it other than the truth of the faith.”൯൬ 
For the theologian,�synodal�correptio has a fourfold dimension: “as 
the task of the bishop; as a mutual fraternal correction; as a correction 
of particular Churches; as a correction of the world by the Church.”൯൭ 
This is an extremely important and frequently encountered element 
of the common synodal journey for the ongoing building of a single 
message of faith. 

The third objective of the Synod of Bishops is to develop. For it is 
not enough to correct errors and show the way to others. Rat]inger 
argues that the synod “must, above all, awaken and strengthen positive 
forces, both within and outside the Church itself, and support all actions 
that contribute to the strengthening of truth and love and thus inspire 
hope.”൯൮ Once again, he makes it clear that a synod is not a parliament 
and its deliberations are not a referendum. Synodality is a common way 
of knowing the truths of the faith, learning them, debating them and 
translating them into one common voice.

Joseph Rat]inger¶s theological concern for synodality was translated 
into tangible actions during his papal ponti¿cate. Shortly after 
his election to the Holy See on ൬൳ September ൬൪൪൰, Pope Benedict 
announced the new Rules of the Synod of Bishops. However, the Pope 
did not make any radical or revolutionary changes there. According 
to Polish canonist Fr Tomas] Ro]krut, it was a matter of updating 
the Regulations in the context of the ൫൳൰൳ and ൫൳൱൫ versions and “adapting 

 ൯൫ Ibid, p. ൯൬൯.
 ൯൬ Ibid.
 ൯൭ Ibid.
 ൯൮ Ibid, p. ൯൬൰.
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doĞü wyraźnie, Īe papieĪ Benedykt XVI ]achowaá w tej kwestii wáaĞ-
ciwy por]ądek teologic]ny. Wra] ] caáym kolegium biskupyw ] jednej 
strony podejmowaá oĪywioną dyskusjĊ w sprawach konstytutywnych 
(Eucharystia, sáowo BoĪe�, po]nawaá sytuacjĊ KoĞcioáyw partykular-
nych na Ğwiecie (Afryka, Wschyd�, a ] drugiej dawaá realną odpowiedź 
na te kwestie w postaci wáaĞciwie ro]umianej nowej ewangeli]acji. 
MoĪna ]atem u]naü, Īe synodalnoĞü dla Benedykta XVI nigdy nie 
stanowiáa biernej ro]mowy pr]y stole, lec] wspylne odkrywanie drogi, 
idącej pr]e] radoĞci, cierpienia i wy]wania KoĞcioáa pows]echnego we 
wspyác]esnoĞci.

൭.�=ASADNIC=E�CELE�I�3OSTULATY�NIEMIECKIEJ�DROGI�
SYNODALNEJ�I�SYNODU�O�SYNODALNOŚCI

Wspyác]esne ]naki c]asyw domagają siĊ, aby na nowo odc]ytywaü 
istotĊ synodalnoĞci. To, co ]ostaáo pr]e] KoĞciyá wypracowane w ciągu 
dwud]iestu wiekyw ora] to, co podjĊte ]ostaáo w reÀeksji teologic]nej 
Josepha Rat]ingera/Benedykta XVI, powinno ]ostaü skonfrontowane 
] tym, co podejmuje d]iĞ uwaga skierowana na podejmowane w ostat-
nich latach koĞcielne synody. W tym miejscu s]c]egylną uwagĊ naleĪy 
poĞwiĊciü ]woáanemu pr]e] papieĪa Francis]ka Synodowi o synodal-
noĞci ora] Niemieckiej Drod]e Synodalnej (NDS�. Te dwa sposoby 
wyraĪania koĞcielnej synodalnoĞci powinny najpierw ]ostaü ]ostawione 
]e sobą, by w ten sposyb myc ]auwaĪyü, ktyra ] tych form bard]iej 
odpowiada temu, co ]arywno Magisterium, jak i wierny doktrynie 
Joseph Rat]inger postr]egają jako ]drowe i odpowiednie formy we-
wnątr]koĞcielnych obrad.

Inicjatywa powoáania ogylnoniemieckiego synodu pojawiáa siĊ juĪ 
wiele lat temu w reÀeksjach Karla Rahnera൯൲, co pr]e] Josepha Rat]in-
gera ]ostaá sprowad]one do nastĊpującego postulatu: ÄnaleĪy ]woáaü 
ogylnoniemiecki synod biskupyw, kapáanyw i osyb Ğwieckich, ktyry 
byáby najwyĪs]ym organem r]ąd]ącym pos]c]egylnych KoĞcioáyw 

 ൯൲ K. Rahner, Freiheit�und�Manipulation�in�Gesellschaft�und�Kirche, M�nchen 
൫൳൱൪.
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them to the dispositions of the current Code of Canon Law and the Code 
of Canons of the Eastern Churches.”൯൯

A direct con¿rmation of the importance Benedict XVI placed on 
practising universal synodality in the Church is the fact that he convened 
¿ve Synods of Bishops (൬൪൪൯, ൬൪൪൲, ൬൪൪൳, ൬൪൫൪, ൬൪൫൬�, each addressing 
its own autonomous topic.൯൰ And by their convocation and organisation, 
the Pope expressed very clearly “the creative inÀuence of the Bishop 
of Rome on the functioning of the contemporary universal Church, who 
in this task was supported by the consultative voice of the bishops who 
had come to Rome to attend the in the assembly of this central institution 
of the modern Church.”൯൱ The manner in which these assemblies were 
conducted, consisting ¿rst of listening to the Lord and then of listening 
to the issues posed by the bishops, shows quite clearly that Pope Benedict 
XVI followed the correct theological order in this regard. Together 
with the entire college of bishops, he engaged in a lively discussion 
of constitutive issues (the Eucharist, the word of God� on the one hand, 
learned about the situation of particular Churches in the world (Africa, 
the East�, and on the other hand gave a real response to those issues in 
the form of a properly understood new evangelisation. It can therefore 
be concluded that synodality for Benedict XVI has never been a passive 
conversation around the table, but a shared discovery of the way forward, 
walking through the joys, su൵erings and challenges of the universal 
Church in the present day.

൭.�FUNDAMENTAL�AIMS�AND�DEMANDS�OF�THE�GERMAN�
SYNODAL�WAY�AND�THE�SYNOD�ON�SYNODALITY

The signs of contemporary times demand that the essence of synodality 
be re-read. What has been elaborated by the Church in the course 
of twenty centuries and what has been taken up in the theological 

 ൯൯ T. Ro]krut, Synody�biskupyw�papeĪa�Benedykta�XVI, ÄPrawo Kanonic]ne” 
൯൰ (൬൪൫൭� No. ൭, p. ൳൫. 
 ൯൰ They are described in detail in ibid., pp. ൳൬-൫൪൫.
 ൯൱ Ibid, p. ൲൮.



220 KRZYSZTOF MęTLEWICZ � KOŚCIÏŁ SYNODALNY«

narodowych i ktyremu podlegaliby takĪe biskupi”൯൳. Ïwc]esna odpo-
wiedź pr]ys]áego papieĪa byáa jedno]nac]na: Ätego rod]aju koncepcja 
jest caákowicie obca ]arywno dla Nowego Testamentu, jak i dla Tradycji 
KoĞcioáa pows]echnego”൰൪. Gdyby bowiem chciano ]reali]owaü tĊ 
koncepcjĊ, mogáoby siĊ oka]aü, Īe KoĞcioáy partykularne c]ekają na 
obrady parlamentu, w ktyrych uc]estnic]ą ich repre]entanci. Żaden nie 
moĪe decydowaü o sobie samym be] ]gody innych, pr]e] co straciáoby 
najpierw autonomiĊ, a nastĊpnie wáasną ekle]jalną toĪsamoĞü. 

Mimo ostr]eĪeĔ i krytyki niemieckiego teologa, nie udaáo siĊ po-
wstr]ymaü rahnerowskiej wi]ji i w ൬൪൫൳ roku pojawiáa siĊ inicjatywa 
ro]poc]Ċcia obrad NDS. Be]poĞrednim powodem powoáania do Īycia tej 
formy Äsynodalnych obrad” wedáug sekretar]a generalnego Konferencji 
Episkopatu Niemiec o. Hansa Langend|rfera byá kry]ys naduĪyü seksu-
alnych wobec nieletnich w KoĞciele Niemieckim. W ocenie decydentyw 
]ainicjowania NDS, na fakt ]aistnienia skandali koĞcielnych miaáy 
wpáyw: klerykali]m, stosunek KoĞcioáa do seksualnoĞci, forma Īycia 
ksiĊĪy katolickich ora] ogranic]ona moĪliwoĞü uc]estnic]enia kobiet 
w posáugach i ur]Ċdach koĞcielnych൰൫. Co waĪne, organi]ator]y od ra]u 
]a]nac]ali, Īe bĊd]ie to inicjatywa ]upeánie nowatorska, choü prowa-
d]ona w peánej wspyápracy ] papieĪem i Stolicą Apostolską: ÄKonfe-
rencja Episkopatu Niemiec wyraźnie ]decydowaáa, aby nie byá to synod 
c]y teĪ jakiĞ partykularny sobyr, ktyry reguluje prawo koĞcielne. >«@ 
Nie bĊd]ie, Īadnych wyjątkowych jedynie niemieckich ro]wią]aĔ be] 
akceptacji R]ymu w sprawach o ]nac]eniu globalnym dla KoĞcioáa. 
>«@ JesteĞmy jednak gotowi, pr]eprowad]iü gáosowania i wnieĞü ja-
kiĞ wkáad w to, co moĪe byü pomocne KoĞcioáowi pows]echnemu 
i R]ymowi”൰൬. W ramach NDS pr]eprowad]ono piĊü merytoryc]nych 
spotkaĔ: ൫� ൭൪.൪൫–൫.൪൬.൬൪൬൪; ൬� ൭൪.൪൳. – ൬.൫൪.൬൪൬൫; ൭� ൪൭–൯.൪൬.൬൪൬൬; ൮� 

 ൯൳ J. Rat]inger, Demokraty]acja�KoĞcioáa"«, s. ൫൰൬. 
 ൰൪ TamĪe. 
 ൰൫ Por. Nic�be]�papieĪa�±�Sekretar]�episkopatu�Niemiec�o�Drod]e�Synodalnej, 
w: https://kosciol.wiara.pl/doc/ ൯൳൬൮൰൲൱.Nic-be]-papie]a-Sekretar]-episkopatu-
-Niemiec-o-Drod]e-Synodalnej (dostĊp ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൰൬ TamĪe.
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reÀection of Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI should be confronted with 
each other, so that in this way it can be noted which of these forms is 
more in line with what both the Magisterium and the doctrinally faithful 
Joseph Rat]inger see as healthy and appropriate forms of intra-ecclesial 
deliberation.

The initiative for an all-German synod had already emerged many 
years ago in the reÀections of Karl Rahner,൯൲ which Joseph Rat]inger 
boiled down to the following postulate: an all-German synod of bishops, 
priests and laity should be convened, which would be the supreme 
governing body of the individual national churches and to which 
the bishops would also be subject.”൯൳ The would-be Pope¶s response at 
the time was unequivocal: “this kind of concept is completely foreign 
to both the New Testament and the Tradition of the universal Church.”൰൪ 
If this concept were to be implemented, it could turn out that particular 
Churches are waiting for parliamentary deliberations in which their 
representatives participate. No one can decide about himself without 
the consent of others, as a result of which he would ¿rst lose his autonomy, 
and then his own ecclesial identity. 

Despite the warnings and criticism of the German theologian, 
the Rahnerian vision could not be stopped and there was an initiative 
to start the German Synodal Way in ൬൪൫൳. The immediate reason for 
initiating this form of ‘synodal deliberation¶ according to the Secretary 
General of the German Bishops¶ Conference, Fr Hans Langend|rfer, was 
the crisis of sexual abuse of minors in the German Church. According 
to the decision-makers of the initiation of the German Synodal Way, 
the fact that the church scandals occurred was inÀuenced by clericalism, 
the church¶s attitude to sexuality, the form of life of Catholic priests and 
the limited possibility for women to participate in church ministries 

 ൯൲ K. Rahner, Freiheit�und�Manipulation�in�Gesellschaft�und�Kirche, M�nchen 
൫൳൱൪.
 ൯൳ J. Rat]inger, Democratisation�of�the�Church"«, p. ൫൰൬. 
 ൰൪ Ibid. 
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൪൲–൫൪.൪൳.൬൪൬൬; ൯� ൪൳–൫൫.൪൭.൬൪൬൭. Łąc]nie podjĊto c]tery wielkie tematy, 
pod]ielone na mniej ogylne ]agadnienia൰൭. Warto ]apo]naü siĊ ] wybra-
nymi podejmowanymi pr]e] NDS tematami, ktyre bud]ą najwiĊks]e 
kontrowersje i ]amies]anie wĞryd wier]ących ]arywno w Niemc]ech, 
jak i caáym katolickim Ğwiecie. 

Jednym ] pierws]ych postulatyw podjĊtych pr]e] NDS jest temat 
obowią]kowoĞci celibatu wĞryd duchownych. Choü autor]y o¿cjal-
nego stanowiska ]a]nac]ają, Īe w celibacie wid]ą wyra] Äodpowied-
niego Ğwiadectwa, jako prawd]iwego symbolu ukierunkowania Īycia 
na Pana”൰൮, to ] drugiej jednak strony forma Īycia ksiĊĪy na tyle siĊ 
]mieniáa pr]e] ostatnie d]iesiĊciolecia, Īe duchowni bĊdą mieü powaĪne 
problemy ] pr]eĪywaniem swej posáugi, pr]y utr]ymaniu obowią]ko-
wego celibatu. NDS stawia nastĊpujące propo]ycje: utr]ymaü celibat 
jako dobrowolny wybyr, wyĞwiĊcaü do pre]biteratu t]w. viri�probati�– 
wyprybowanych mĊĪc]y]n, branych chociaĪby spoĞryd diakonyw sta-
áych, poka]ując, Īe kapáaĔstwo ministerialne i pows]echne mogą byü 
dla siebie komplementarne. Co waĪne, ]a dobrowolnoĞcią celibatu dla 
autoryw postulatu pr]emawia fakt, iĪ ich ]daniem obowią]kowoĞü ce-
libatu ma swoje duĪe realne pr]eáoĪenie na naduĪycia seksualne wĞryd 
duchownych൰൯. Ponadto – moĪliwoĞü pr]yjmowania sakramentyw od 
wyĞwiĊconych mĊĪc]y]n, ktyr]y juĪ d]isiaj są do tej posáugi gotowi 
pr]e] wyprybowaną posáugĊ diakoĔską, jest dla NDS o wiele bard]iej 
waĪna, niĪ obstawanie pr]y obowią]kowoĞci celibatu.

 ൰൭ Tematy br]mią nastĊpująco: ÄMacht und Gewaltenteilung in der Kirche – Ge-
meinsame Teilnahme und Teilhabe am Sendungsauftrag” (niem. Wáad]a i pod]iaá 
wáad]y w KoĞciele – Wspylne uc]estnictwo i d]ielenie siĊ mandatem misyjnym�; 
ÄPriesterliche Existen] heute” (niem. KapáaĔska eg]ystencja d]isiaj�; ÄFrauen 
in Diensten und bmtern in der Kirche” (niem. Kobiety w posáugach i ur]Ċdach 
w KoĞciele�; ÄLeben in gelingenden Be]iehungen – Liebe leben in Sexualitlt und 
Partnerschaft” (niem. Życie w udanym ]wią]ku – Īycie miáoĞcią w seksualnoĞci 
i partnerstwie�.
 ൰൮ Der Synodale Weg, Priesterliche�Existen]�heute:�Der�Z|libat�der�Priester�±�
Bestlrkung�und�gৼnung, táum. b.d., Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, s. ൫.
 ൰൯ ÄObowią]ek celibatu – a nie celibat sam w sobie – moĪe spr]yjaü wykor]y-
stywaniu seksualnemu” – tamĪe, s. ൮.
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and o൶ces.൰൫ Importantly, the organisers indicated from the outset that 
this would be a completely novel initiative, albeit conducted in full 
cooperation with the Pope and the Holy See: “The German Bishops¶ 
Conference has explicitly decided that this will not be a synod or 
some particular council that regulates church law. >«@ There will be, 
no uniquely German-only solutions without the approval of Rome on 
matters of global importance for the Church. >«@ We are, however, ready, 
to hold votes and to make some contribution to what may be helpful 
to the universal Church and to Rome.”൰൬ Five substantive meetings were 
held as part of the German Synodal Way: (൫� Jan. ൭൪ – Feb. ൪൫, ൬൪൬൪; (൬� 
Sept. ൭൪ – Oct. ൪൬, ൬൪൬൫; (൭� Feb. ൪൭ – Feb. ൪൯, ൬൪൬൬; (൮� Sept. ൪൲ – Sept. 
൫൪, ൬൪൬൬; (൯� Sept. ൪൳ – March ൫൫, ൬൪൬൭. A total of four major themes 
were addressed, divided into less general topics.൰൭ It is worth taking 
a look at a selection of the topics taken up by the German Synodal Way 
that generate the most controversy and confusion among believers in 
Germany and throughout the Catholic world alike. 

One of the ¿rst demands taken up by the German Synodal Way is 
the topic of obligatory celibacy among clergy. Although the authors 
of the o൶cial position note that in celibacy they see the expression 
of “appropriate testimony, as a true symbol of the orientation of life 
to the Lord,”൰൮ on the other hand, the form of life of priests has changed so 
much over the past decades that priests will have serious problems with 

 ൰൫ Cf. Nothing without the Pope – Secretary of the Episcopate of Germany on 
the Synodal Way, in: https://kosciol.wiara.pl/doc/�൬൪൯൳൬൮൰൲൱.Nic-be]-papie]a-
-Sekretar]-episkopatu-Niemiec-o-Drod]e-Synodalnej (accessed ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൰൬ Ibid.
 ൰൭ The topics are as follows: ÄMacht und Gewaltenteilung in der Kirche – Ge-
meinsame Teilnahme und Teilhabe am Sendungsauftrag” (English: Power and 
Separation of Powers in the Church – Joint Participation and Involvement in 
the Mission�; ÄPriesterliche Existen] heute” (English: Priestly Existence Today�; 
ÄFrauen in Diensten und bmtern in der Kirche” (English: Women in Ministries 
and O൶ces in the Church�; ÄLeben in gelingenden Be]iehungen – Liebe leben in 
Sexualitlt und Partnerschaft” (English: Life in succeeding relationships – Living 
Love in Sexuality and Partnership�.
 ൰൮ Der Synodale Weg, Priesterliche�Existen]�heute:�Der�Z|libat�der�Priester�±�
Bestlrkung�und�g൵nung, Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, p. ൫.
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Innym postulatem NDS jest dopus]c]enie kobiet do sakramentu 
ĞwiĊceĔ w stopniu diakonatu, a w pr]ys]áoĞci pre]biteratu. Nie]wykle 
ciekawe są argumenty, jakie stawiają autor]y tekstu w tym temacie. Ich 
]daniem ]aangaĪowanie kobiet w s]eroko ro]umianą diakoniĊ KoĞcioáa 
pr]e] d]ieáa charytatywne jest tak olbr]ymie, Īe ud]ielenie im ĞwiĊ-
ceĔ diakonatu byáoby tylko formalnym potwierd]eniem tego, co same 
kobiety od dawna praktykują. Stąd Äbiskupi niemieccy opowiadają siĊ 
]a dopus]c]eniem kobiet do diakonatu sakramentalnego dla ws]yst-
kich KoĞcioáyw partykularnych” co ] kolei ma Äwyostr]yü diakonalny 
pro¿l KoĞcioáa sprawiedliwego pod w]glĊdem páci i braterskiego”൰൰. 
NDS cora] gáoĞniej poddaje w wątpliwoĞü dotychc]asową argumenta-
cjĊ KoĞcioáa wobec faktu, Īe sakrament ĞwiĊceĔ we ws]ystkich tr]ech 
formach jest ]are]erwowany tylko dla mĊĪc]y]n. ZauwaĪa, Īe istnieją 
cora] to nowi teolod]y, ktyrych linia myĞlenia ]decydowanie odbiega 
od magisterialnych wypowied]i w sprawie chociaĪby kapáaĔstwa mĊĪ-
c]y]n. Autor]y o¿cjalnego stanowiska stoją pr]y stanowisku, iĪ naleĪy 
ponownie i intersubiektywnie podjąü ten ]áoĪony temat, wykor]ystując 
do tego ws]elkie gáosy teologyw, antropologyw, c]y historykyw. Pr]ede 
ws]ystkim naleĪy mieü na uwad]e, Īe pr]e] chr]est ws]yscy są dla sie-
bie braümi i siostrami ora], Īe moĪna w tym temacie nauc]yü siĊ wielu 
dobrych r]ec]y pr]e] dialog ekumenic]ny൰൱. To wáaĞnie ] doĞwiadc]e-
nia KoĞcioáyw protestanckich páynie inspiracja dla NDS, aby wiernym 
Ğwieckim ud]ieliü moĪliwoĞci sprawowania chr]tu, c]y o¿cjalnego 
pr]epowiadania homilii w c]asie Eucharystii൰൲. Widaü ]atem, gd]ie 
miĊd]y innymi leĪą źrydáa i inspiracja podnos]onych pr]ed Niemcyw 
postulatyw. 

Jednym ] gáywnych postulatyw NDS jest koniec]noĞü ]miany 
doktryny magisterialnej w kwestii postr]egania osyb w ]wią]kach 

 ൰൰ Der Synodale Weg, Frauen�in�Diensten�und�bmtern�in�der�Kirche:�Frauen�
in�sakramentalen�bmtern�±�Perspektiven�f�r�das�weltkirchliche�Gesprlch, táum. 
b.d., Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, s. ൭.
 ൰൱ Por. tamĪe, s. ൮-൯.
 ൰൲ Por. TenĪe, Frauen�in�Diensten�und�bmtern�in�der�Kirche:�Verk�ndigung�des�
Evangeliums�durch�Laiinnen�in�Wort�und�Sakrament, táum. b.d., Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, 
s. ൭-൰.
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living their ministry, while maintaining obligatory celibacy. The German 
Synodal Way makes the following proposals: to maintain celibacy as 
a voluntary choice, to ordain to the presbyterate so-called viri�probati 
– ”proven” or “tested” men, taken, for example, from among permanent 
deacons, showing that the ministerial and common priesthood can be 
complementary to each other. Importantly, the voluntariness of celibacy 
for the authors of the postulate is supported by the fact that, in their view, 
the obligatory nature of celibacy has its large real-world impact on sexual 
abuse among the clergy.൰൯ Furthermore, the possibility of receiving 
the sacraments from ordained men who are ready for this ministry even 
today through their proven diaconal ministry is much more important 
to the German Synodal Way than insisting on the obligatory celibacy.

Another demand of the German Synodal Way is the admission 
of women to the sacrament of Holy Orders in the diaconate degree 
and, in the future, the presbyterate. The arguments put forward by 
the authors of the text on this topic are extremely interesting. In their 
view, the involvement of women in the Church¶s wider diaconate through 
charitable works is so immense that granting them the diaconate ordination 
would only be a formal con¿rmation of what women themselves have 
long practised. Hence, “the German bishops advocate the admission 
of women to the sacramental diaconate for all particular Churches” 
which in turn is expected to “sharpen the diaconal pro¿le of a gender-
just and fraternal Church.”൰൰ The German Synodal Way is increasingly 
vociferous in questioning the Church¶s previous argumentation against 
the fact that the sacrament of Holy Orders in all three forms is reserved 
to men only. It notes that there are more and more new theologians whose 
line of thought strongly deviates from the magisterial pronouncements 
on, for example, the priesthood of men. The authors of the o൶cial 
position are of the opinion that it is necessary to revisit this complex 

 ൰൯ ÄThe obligation of celibacy – and not celibacy in itself – can foster sexual 
abuse” – Ibid., p. ൮.
 ൰൰ Der Synodale Weg, Frauen�in�Diensten�und�bmtern�in�der�Kirche:�Frauen�
in�sakramentalen�bmtern�±�Perspektiven f�r das weltkirchliche�Gesprlch, trans. 
b.d., Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, p. ൭.
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niesakramentalnych. Autor]y tej propo]ycji ]auwaĪają, Īe cora] wiĊcej 
lud]i nie chce bądź nie moĪe Ğlubowaü maáĪeĔstwa. NaleĪą do nich 
osoby Īyjące w ponownym ]wią]ku cywilnym, gdy popr]edni ]wią]ek 
sakramentalny nadal trwa, ale rywnieĪ osoby homoseksualne, te, ktyre 
są jes]c]e niegotowe na sformali]owanie swego ]wią]ku, a nawet osoby 
nieochr]c]one. Kluc]ową linią argumentacyjną w tym postulacie jest 
te]a: Äistnieje dobro moralne we wspylnym Īyciu par, ktyre Īyją ra]em 
w ]aangaĪowaniu i odpowied]ialnoĞci ]a siebie naw]ajem. Dobro to jest 
godne báogosáawieĔstwa tam, gd]ie w grĊ wchod]i wiara. >«@ Taka 
w]ajemna miáoĞü wymaga báogosáawieĔstwa. Byg jest obecny tam, gd]ie 
lud]ie siĊ kochają”൰൳. Ponadto, idąc tym tokiem ro]umowania, autor]y 
postulatu wysuwają jes]c]e odwaĪniejs]ą te]Ċ: Äodmowa báogosáawie-
nia relacji dwojga lud]i, ktyr]y chcą pr]eĪywaü swoje partnerstwo >«@ 
oka]uje siĊ be]litosna, a nawet dyskryminująca w spoáec]eĔstwie, ktyre 
osiągnĊáo lud]ką godnoĞü i swobodne samostanowienie”൱൪. Dla NDS 
kluc]owe ]nac]enie ma tutaj spoáec]ny postĊp, ro]wyj antropologic]ny 
normali]ujący c]yny homoseksualne ora] bard]o s]eroko ro]umiana 
charytologia. Autor]y postulatu nie kryją rywnieĪ pr]ekonania, Īe báogo-
sáawienie tych par, mimo spr]ec]noĞci ] o¿cjalną wykáadnią KoĞcioáa൱൫, 

 ൰൳ TenĪe, Leben�in�gelingenden�Be]iehungen�±�Liebe�leben�in�Sexualitlt�und�
Partnerschaft:�Segensfeiern�f�r�Paare,�die�sich�lieben, táum. b.d., Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, 
s. ൮.
 ൱൪ TamĪe, s. ൭.
 ൱൫ ÄNie jest do]wolone ud]ielanie báogosáawieĔstwa ]wią]kom, takĪe staáym 
]wią]kom partnerskim, ktyre ]akáadają praktykowanie seksualnoĞci po]a maá-
ĪeĔstwem (c]yli po]a niero]erwalnym ]wią]kiem mĊĪc]y]ny i kobiety, ktyry 
sam w sobie jest otwarty na pr]eka]ywanie Īycia�, jak to ma miejsce w pr]ypadku 
]wią]kyw miĊd]y osobami tej samej páci. ObecnoĞü w takich ]wią]kach elementyw 
po]ytywnych, ktyre same w sobie ]asáugują na u]nanie i docenienie, nie moĪe 
jednak ich usprawiedliwiü i w ten sposyb uc]yniü ] nich prawowitego pr]edmiotu 
báogosáawieĔstwa koĞcielnego, poniewaĪ elementy te sáuĪą ]wią]kowi, ktyry nie 
jest ukierunkowany wedáug ]amysáu Stwyrcy”. Dykasteria Nauki Wiary, Responsum�
ad�dubium�odnoĞnie�ud]ielania�báogosáawieĔstwa�]wią]kom�osyb�tej�samej�páci, 
Watykan ൬൪൬൫.
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topic intersubjectively, using all voices of theologians, anthropologists 
or historians. Above all, it should be borne in mind that through baptism 
all are brothers and sisters to one another and that many good things 
can be learned on this topic through ecumenical dialogue.൰൱ It is from 
the experience of the Protestant Churches that the German Synodal Way 
is inspired to give lay faithful the opportunity to administer baptism or 
o൶cially preach the homily at the Eucharist. ൰൲ One can therefore see 
where, among other things, the sources and inspiration of the demands 
raised by the Germans lie. 

One of the main demands of the German Synodal Way is the need 
to change magisterial doctrine regarding the perception of people in 
non-sacramental relationships. The authors of this proposal note that 
an increasing number of people are unwilling or unable to profess 
marriage. These include those living in a civil remarriage while 
the previous sacramental union is still ongoing, but also homosexuals, 
those who are not yet ready to formalise their union and even unbaptised 
persons. The key line of argument in this postulation is the thesis: 
‘there is a moral good in couples living together in commitment and 
responsibility for each other. This good is worthy of blessing where faith 
is involved. >«@ Such mutual love requires blessing. God is present where 
people love each other.”൰൳ Furthermore, following this line of reasoning, 
the authors of the demand make an even bolder claim: “the refusal to bless 
the relationship of two people who want to live out their partnership >«@ 
proves to be unforgiving and even discriminatory in a society that has 
achieved human dignity and free self-determination.”൱൪ For the German 
Synodal Way, social progress, anthropological developments normalising 
homosexual acts and charitology in a very broad sense are crucial here. 
The authors of the postulate also make no secret of their conviction that 

 ൰൱ Cf. ibid., pp. ൮-൯.
 ൰൲ Cf. Idem, Frauen�in�Diensten�und�bmtern�in�der�Kirche:�Verk�ndigung�des�
Evangeliums�durch�Laiinnen�in�Wort�und�Sakrament, Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, pp. ൭-൰.
 ൰൳ Idem, Leben�in�gelingenden�Be]iehungen�±�Liebe�leben�in�Sexualitlt�und�
Partnerschaft:�Segensfeiern f�r Paare,�die�sich�lieben, Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, p. ൮.
 ൱൪ Ibidem, p. ൭.
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ma byü pewnego rod]aju naprawieniem kr]ywd, jakich osoby homosek-
sualne do]nają od pr]edstawicieli KoĞcioáa katolickiego൱൬.

Jednym ] bard]o gáoĞnych postulatyw NDS jest rywnieĪ pryba 
]miany doktryny wobec osyb homoseksualnych. W o¿cjalnym wnio-
skowaniu ]auwaĪa siĊ, Īe ryĪnorodnoĞü páci, c]y orientacji jest c]ymĞ 
naturalnym i ]drowym. NaleĪy pr]estaü postr]egaü páeü jako konstrukt 
biologic]ny, wy]nac]any pr]e] chromosomy൱൭. Istnieją osoby intersek-
sualne i transseksualne, ktyre dla autoryw postulatu, odwoáując siĊ do 
osiągnieü nauki, powinny byü tak samo oceniane i traktowane jak osoby 
heteroseksualne: Äu]nanie ryĪnorodnoĞci lud]kich sposobyw Īycia, 
takĪe w odniesieniu do toĪsamoĞci páciowych, jest c]ĊĞcią wiarygod-
nego ]aangaĪowania w ochronĊ tej godnoĞci i musi byü najwyĪs]ym 
pr]yka]aniem dla KoĞcioáa”൱൮. Stąd wĞryd poĞrednich postulatyw są cho-
ciaĪby: ]miana podejĞcia do osyb o innej toĪsamoĞci niĪ heteroseksualna 
pr]y wykor]ystaniu wynikyw nauk; ]aniechanie terapii konwersyjnej; 
moĪliwoĞü ]mian w ksiĊgach metrykalnych danych ochr]c]onych po 
]mianie páci; dopus]c]enie do ĞwiĊceĔ i posáug osyb nie]aleĪnie od 
toĪsamoĞci páciowej൱൯.

Na pierws]y r]ut oka pr]edstawione skrytowo postulaty ]dają siĊ byü 
] gruntu wspaniaáomyĞlne, odwaĪne, potr]ebne i stojące po stronie od-
r]uconych i ]marginali]owanych. Zasadnic]e pytanie, jakie nasuwa siĊ 
po ]apo]naniu ] te]ami NDS jest jednak nastĊpujące: c]y ta forma 
synodalnej drogi jest tym, c]ym w swej istocie powinna siĊ cecho-
waü synodalnoĞü KoĞcioáa? C]y nie jest jednak tak, Īe pod gáoĞnymi 
i heroic]nymi hasáami, w sposyb wrĊc] niepostr]eĪony prybuje siĊ 
dokonaü rewolucji w doktrynie, táumac]ąc to dobrem lud]i i spoáe-
c]eĔstw? Odpowied]i na te pytania s]ukaá osobiĞcie papieĪ Francis]ek, 

 ൱൬ Por. Der Synodale Weg, Leben�in�gelingenden�Be]iehungen«, s. ൯.
 ൱൭ Por. TenĪe, Leben�in�gelingenden�Be]iehungen�±�Liebe�leben�in�Sexualitlt�und�
Partnerschaft:�Umgang�mit�geschlechtlicher�Vielfalt, táum. b.d., Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, 
s. ൫-൭.
 ൱൮ TamĪe, s. ൰.
 ൱൯ Por. tamĪe, s. ൯; TenĪe, Priesterliche�Existen]�heute:�Enttabuisierung�und�
Normalisierung�±�Voten�]ur�Situation�nicht-heterosexueller�Priester, táum. b.d., 
Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, s. ൯-൰.
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the blessing of these couples, despite contradictions with the o൶cial 
interpretation of the Church,൱൫ is intended to be a kind of redress 
of the wrongs su൵ered by homosexual persons from representatives 
of the Catholic Church .൱൬

One of the very loud demands of the German Synodal Way is also 
an attempt to change the doctrine towards homosexuals. The o൶cial 
inference is that diversity of gender or orientation is natural and healthy. 
Gender should no longer be seen as a biological construct, determined 
by chromosomes.൱൭ There are intersex and transsexual persons 
who, as far as the authors of the postulate are concerned, referring 
to the achievements of science, should be judged and treated in the same 
way as heterosexual persons: “recognising the diversity of human ways 
of life, including with regard to gender identities, is part of a credible 
commitment to safeguarding this dignity and must be the highest 
commandment for the Church.”൱൮ Hence, among the indirect demands 
are, for example: changing attitudes towards people with a di൵erent 
identity to heterosexuality by making use of the scienti¿c ¿ndings; 
abandoning conversion therapy; the possibility of changing the baptised 
data in the registry books after gender reassignment; allowing people 
to be ordained and ministered to regardless of their gender identity.൱൯

 ൱൫ “It is not permissible to give a blessing to unions, including permanent 
partnerships, which presuppose the practice of sexuality outside of marriage (i.e. 
outside of the indissoluble union between a man and a woman, which in itself is 
open to the transmission of life�, as is the case with same-sex unions. However, 
the presence of positive elements in such unions, which in themselves deserve 
recognition and appreciation, cannot justify them and thus make them a legitimate 
object of ecclesiastical blessing, since these elements serve a union that is not orien-
ted according to the Creator¶s intention.” Dicastery of the Doctrine of the Faith, 
Responsum�ad�dubium�regarding�the�blessing�of�same-sex�unions, Vatican ൬൪൬൫.
 ൱൬ Cf. Der Synodale Weg, Leben�in�gelingenden�Be]iehungen«, p. ൯.
 ൱൭ Cf. Idem, Leben�in�gelingenden�Be]iehungen�±�Liebe�leben�in�Sexualitlt�und�
Partnerschaft:�Umgang�mit�geschlechtlicher�Vielfalt, Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, pp. ൫-൭.
 ൱൮ Ibid, p. ൰. 
 ൱൯ Cf. ibid., p. ൯; Idem,�Priesterliche�Existen]�heute:�Enttabuisierung�und�Nor-
malisierung�±�Voten�]ur�Situation�nicht-heterosexueller�Priester, Frankfurt ൬൪൬൭, 
pp. ൯-൰.
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jak i pr]edstawiciele watykaĔskich dykasterii i c]áonkowie kolegium 
biskupiego ] ryĪnych stron Ğwiata. Warto po krytce pr]eanali]owaü 
reakcje pr]edstawicieli KoĞcioáa na ryĪnych jego stopniach.

Jes]c]e pr]ed ]woáaniem pierws]ego spotkania NDS, Ojciec ŚwiĊty 
Francis]ek w LiĞcie�do�pielgr]ymującego�ludu�BoĪego�w�Niemc]ech�
pr]estr]egá, iĪ Äjedną ] pierws]ych i najwiĊks]ych pokus w KoĞciele, 
ktyrą jest pr]eĞwiadc]enie, Īe ro]wią]anie problemyw moĪliwe jest 
pr]e] reformy strukturalne, organi]acyjne i administracyjne”൱൰. Zaprosiá 
jednoc]eĞnie ws]ystkich katolikyw niemieckiego do Äprymatu ewange-
li]acji” i wska]aá na potr]ebĊ wspylnego podąĪania drogą synodalnoĞci, 
tj. áąc]noĞci KoĞcioáyw partykularnych ]e Stolicą Apostolską w kaĪdej 
synodalnej formie൱൱. W kolejnym watykaĔskim pr]esáaniu prefekt Kon-
gregacji Nauki Wiary kard. Luis Ladaria SJ, prefekt Kongregacji ds. 
Biskupyw kard. Marc Ouellet ora] Sekretar] Stanu Stolicy Apostolskiej 
kard. Pietro Parolin wyra]ili ocenĊ, iĪ Äplany biskupyw niemieckich na-
rus]ają normy kanonic]ne i faktyc]nie ]mier]ają do ]miany pows]ech-
nych norm i nauki KoĞcioáa”൱൲. W ostatniej, krytyc]nej wypowied]i 
papieĪa Francis]ka na temat obrad niemieckiej drogi synodalnej moĪna 
byáo usáys]eü, iĪ droga synodalna jest Äelitarną, niepomocną i niosącą 
]agroĪenie dla procesyw koĞcielnych”൱൳. 

Jakie ]danie miaáby w tej sprawie Joseph Rat]inger/ Benedykt XVI? 
Na to pytanie nie moĪna odpowied]ieü jedno]nac]nie. Istnieje jednak 
pr]ekonanie, Īe byáoby ono ]bliĪone do tego stanowiska, jakie wobec 
NDS wyraĪaá wielokrotnie jego wieloletni niemiecki wspyápracow-
nik i byáy prefekt Kongregacji Nauki Wiary kard. Gerhard L. M�ller: 
Änar]ucenie katolikom w Niemc]ech decy]ji spr]ec]nych ] wiarą jest 

 ൱൰ PapieĪ�do�Niemcyw:�droga�synodalna,�ale�]�KoĞcioáem�pows]echnym, w: https://
www.vaticannews.va/pl/ kosciol/news/൬൪൫൳-൪൰/papie]-list-do-niemcow-droga-
-synodalna-ewangeli]acja.html (dostĊp ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൱൱ TamĪe.
 ൱൲ WatykaĔskie�]astr]eĪenia�do�niemieckiej�drogi�synodalnej, w: https://www.
vaticannews.va/pl/watykan/news/ ൬൪൫൳-൪൳/watykanskie-]astr]e]enia-droga-syno-
dalna-niemcy-ouellet-kasper.html (dostĊp ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൱൳ Francis]ek�potĊpia�niemiecką�drogĊ�synodalną, w: https://www.ekai.pl/
francis]ek-potepia-niemiecka-droge-synodalna/ (dostĊp ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
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At ¿rst glance, the brieÀy presented demands seem fundamentally 
generous, courageous, necessary and on the side of the rejected and 
marginalised. However, the fundamental question that arises after 
reading the theses of the German Synodal Way is whether this form 
of synodal journey is what the synodality of the Church should be in its 
essence? Is it not the case, however, that under loud and heroic slogans, 
a revolution in doctrine is being attempted in an almost imperceptible 
manner, explaining it in terms of the good of people and societies? 
Answers to these questions were sought personally by Pope Francis, 
as well as by representatives of the Vatican dicasteries and members 
of the College of Bishops from various parts of the world. It is worth 
brieÀy examining the reactions of the Church¶s representatives at 
di൵erent levels.

Even before the ¿rst German Synodal Way meeting was convened, 
the Holy Father Francis, in his Letter�to�the�Pilgrim�People�of�God�in�
Germany, warned that “ one of the ¿rst and greatest temptations in 
the Church was to believe that the solutions to current and future problems 
would come only from purely structural or bureaucratic reforms, but that, 
at the end of the day, they would not have touched the vital nuclei that 
need attention.”൱൰ He also invited all German Catholics to the “primacy 
of evangelisation” and pointed to the need to follow the path of synodality 
together, i.e. the communion of the particular Churches with the Holy 
See in every synodal form.൱൱ In another Vatican message, the Prefect 
of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, Cardinal Luis Ladaria 
SJ, the Prefect of the Congregation for Bishops, Cardinal Marc Ouellet, 
and the Secretary of State of the Holy See, Cardinal Pietro Parolin, 
expressed the assessment that “the plans of the German bishops violate 
canonical norms and actually aim to change the universal norms and 

 ൱൰ Pope�to�Germans:�Synodal�Way,�but�with�the�universal�Church, in: https://
plenarycouncil.catholic.org.au/wp-content/uploads/൬൪൫൳/൪൲/LETTER-OF-THE-
-HOLY-FATHER-FRANCIS-to-Church-in-Germany.pdf (accessed on ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൱൱ Ibid.
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spr]ec]ne ] fundamentem KoĞcioáa katolickiego i jest niewaĪne. Wáa-
d]a dyscyplinarna biskupyw nigdy nie moĪe sáuĪyü eg]ekwowaniu 
heretyckich doktryn lub c]ynyw niemoralnych”൲൪. Kardynaá apelowaá 
do trwającej niemieckiej drogi synodalnej sáowami: Äto nie my usta-
nawiamy, ks]taátujemy, reformujemy KoĞciyá, ani nie dostosowaliĞmy 
go do ]aws]e ambiwalentnej nauki, spoáec]eĔstwa, panującej kultury. 
KoĞciyá jest gáĊboko ]akor]eniony w tajemnicy Tryjcy Jedynego Boga”൲൫. 
W innym miejscu pr]ypomina: Ädostosowanie siĊ do tego, co Ğwiatowe 
i polityc]nie poprawne, nie c]yni KoĞcioáa >«@ bard]iej atrakcyjnym. 
KoĞciyá nie staje siĊ bard]iej atrakcyjny, gdy gáosi to, co Ğwiatu juĪ wie. 
Jest dla Ğwiata, ale nie jest ] tego Ğwiata”൲൬. Bard]o wyraźnie moĪna 
wyodrĊbniü dokáadnie ten sam ]mysá teologic]ny, ktyry cechowaá ekle-
]jologiĊ Josepha Rat]ingera/ Benedykta XVI. Niepr]ypadkowo rywnieĪ 
widaü ]bieĪnoĞü dwych byáych prefektyw Kongregacji Nauki Wiary, 
ktyr]y pr]e] wiele lat byli stryĪami koĞcielnego depo]ytu wiary, ]nając 
rywnieĪ doskonale r]ec]ywistoĞü KoĞcioáa w Niemc]ech.

Ws]elkie reakcje najwyĪs]ych wáad] KoĞcioáa ]ostaáy symbolic]nie 
odáoĪone na bok, natomiast podejmowane na o¿cjalnych obradach usta-
lenia synodalne, pr]egáosowywane demokratyc]nie wiĊks]oĞcią gáosyw, 
cora] mocniej dokonaáy pod]iaáyw wewnątr] niemieckiego episkopatu൲൭. 
Sami uc]estnicy obrad byli ]dania, Īe wielokrotnie podejmowane kwe-
stie nie byáy toĪsame ] o¿cjalnym nauc]aniem KoĞcioáa katolickiego. 
D]iwi to tym bard]iej, iĪ aktualny pr]ewodnic]ący KEN postulowaá, 
aby Stolica Apostolska wdroĪyáa pr]egáosowane na obradach synodal-
nych wska]ania൲൮. Zgodnie ] ustaleniami NDS, po ]akoĔc]eniu obrad, 

 ൲൪ Kard.�M�ller�o�Drod]e�Synodalnej:�trudno�sobie�wyobra]iü�wyjĞcie, w: https://
www.ekai.pl/kard-muller-o-drod]e-synodalnej-trudno-sobie-wyobra]ic-wyjscie/ 
(dostĊp ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൲൫ TamĪe.
 ൲൬ G.L. M�ller, Prawda.�Raport�o�stanie�KoĞcioáa, táum. J. Jurc]yĔski, Krakyw 
൬൪൬൫, s. ൭൭൬.
 ൲൭ RoĞnie�spyr�niemieckich�biskupyw�o�pr]ebieg�drogi�synodalnej, w: https://www.
vaticannews.va/pl/swiat/news/ ൬൪൬൪-൪൯/spor-niemieckich-biskupow-o-pr]ebieg-
-drogi-synodalnej.html (dostĊp ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൲൮ TamĪe. 
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teachings of the Church.”൱൲ In the last, critical statement of Pope Francis 
on the deliberations of the German Synodal Way, it could be heard 
that the Synodal Way is “elitist, unhelpful and a threat to ecclesial 
processes.”൱൳

What would Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI¶s opinion on the matter 
be? It is impossible to answer this question unequivocally. However, 
there is a conviction that it would be similar to the position that his 
long-time German collaborator and former Prefect of the Congregation 
for the Doctrine of the Faith, Cardinal Gerhard L. M�ller, repeatedly 
expressed: “The imposition on Catholics in Germany of decisions 
contrary to the faith is contrary to the foundation of the Catholic Church 
and is invalid. The disciplinary authority of bishops can never serve 
to enforce heretical doctrines or immoral acts.”൲൪ The Cardinal appealed 
to the ongoing German synodal journey with the words: “it is not we who 
establish, shape, reform the Church, nor have we adapted it to the always 
ambivalent doctrine, society, the prevailing culture. The Church is deeply 
rooted in the mystery of the Trinity of the one God.”൲൫ In another place 
he recalls: “conforming to what is worldly and politically correct does 
not make the Church >«@ more attractive. The Church does not become 
more attractive when she proclaims what the world already knows. It is 
for the world, but it is not of the world.”൲൬ One can very clearly discern 
exactly the same theological sense that characterised the ecclesiology 
of Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI. It is also no coincidence that one 
can see the convergence of the two former prefects of the Congregation 

 ൱൲ Vatican�objections�to�the�German�Synodal�Way, in: https://www.vaticannews.
va/pl/watykan/news/ ൬൪൫൳-൪൳/watykanskie-]astr]e]enia-droga-synodalna-niemcy-
-ouellet-kasper.html (accessed on ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൱൳ Francis�condemns�the�German�Synodal�Way, in: https://www.ekai.pl/francis]ek-
-potepia-niemiecka-droge-synodalna/ (accessed on ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൲൪ Card.�M�ller�on�the�Synodal�Road:�it�is�di৽cult�to�imagine�an�exit, in: https://
www.ekai.pl/kard-muller-o-drod]e-synodalnej-trudno-sobie-wyobra]ic-wyjscie/ 
(accessed on ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൲൫ Ibid.
 ൲൬ G.L. M�ller, Truth.�Report�on�the�State�of�the�Church, Translation based on 
the Polish text translated by J. Jurc]yĔski, Krakyw ൬൪൬൫, p. ൭൭൬.
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a wiĊc jes]c]e w roku ൬൪൬൭ powinna powstaü Rana Synodalna, ktyra ma 
stanowiü organ nadr]Ċdny nad ws]ystkimi KoĞcioáami partykularnymi 
w Niemc]ech w celu wprowad]ania w Īycie pr]egáosowanych postula-
tyw൲൯. MoĪna ]atem powied]ieü, Īe NDS ]ostaáa ]akoĔc]ona na etapie 
merytoryc]nym, by tera], be] ]bĊdnego c]ekania na ro]str]ygniĊcia 
trwającego w tym samym c]asie Synodu o synodalnoĞci, skupiü siĊ na 
be]poĞredniej reali]acji swych praktyc]nych ro]wią]aĔ. 

Ojciec ŚwiĊty Francis]ek postanowiá ogáosiü w KoĞciele pows]ech-
nym Synod o synodalnoĞci pod hasáem Ku�KoĞcioáowi�synodalnemu:�
komunia,�uc]estnictwo�i�misja. Wydar]enie to, ]aplanowane na lata 
൬൪൬൫–൬൪൬൮ dąĪy do moĪliwie najpeániejs]ej odpowied]i na pytanie: 
Äjak d]isiaj, na ryĪnych po]iomach (od lokalnego do pows]echnego�, 
reali]uje siĊ owo podąĪanie�ra]em, ktyre po]wala KoĞcioáowi gáosiü 
EwangeliĊ, ]godnie ] powier]oną mu misją, i do podjĊcia jakich d]iaáaĔ 
]apras]a nas Duch ŚwiĊty, abyĞmy w]rastali jako KoĞciyá synodalny?”൲൰ 
PapieĪ Francis]ek w synodalnoĞci, jako nie]bywalnej ces]e KoĞcioáa, 
wid]i s]ansĊ do wysáuchania gáosu ws]ystkich wiernych, dlatego do 
wspylnej drogi, prowad]ącej pr]e] sáuchanie, ro]e]nawanie i reali]a-
cjĊ synodalnoĞci ]apras]a nie tylko biskupyw, ale caáy Lud BoĪy. Jest 
to bard]o ]nac]ąca ]miana, biorąc pod uwagĊ fakt, Īe do popr]ednich 
Synodyw Biskupyw byli ]apras]ani tylko delegaci i repre]entanci spo-
Ğryd pre]biteryw i Ğwieckich. Stąd Synod o synodalnoĞci ma nie byü 
]ebraniem samych biskupyw, aby debatowaü i stwor]yü kolejny doku-
ment, ale wydar]eniem be] precedensu, ktyre ma Äinspirowaü lud]i do 
mar]enia o KoĞciele, ktyrego c]ĊĞü stanowimy, a takĪe ro]wijaü lud]kie 
nad]ieje, w]bud]aü ]aufanie, opatrywaü rany, twor]yü nowe i gáĊb-
s]e relacje, uc]yü siĊ od siebie naw]ajem, budowaü mosty, edukowaü 

 ൲൯ Por. Niemcy�spr]eciwiają�siĊ�Watykanowi�±�]amier]ają�powoáaü�RadĊ�Sy-
nodalną, w: https://kresy.pl/wydar]e nia/niemcy-spr]eciwiaja-sie-watykanowi-
-]amier]aja-powolac-rade-synodalna (dostĊp ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�
 ൲൰ Vademecum�Synodu�o�synodalnoĞci, táum. Biuro ds. komunikacji ]agranic]nej 
KEP, Watykan ൬൪൬൫, s. ൳.
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for the Doctrine of the Faith, who for many years were the guardians 
of the Church¶s deposit of faith, also perfectly familiar with the reality 
of the Church in Germany.

Any reaction from the Church¶s highest authorities was symbolically 
set aside, while the synodal decisions taken at the o൶cial deliberations, 
voted on democratically by a majority, increasingly created divisions 
within the German episcopate.൲൭ The participants themselves were 
of the opinion that, on many occasions, the issues addressed were 
not identical to the o൶cial teaching of the Catholic Church. This is 
all the more surprising in view of the fact that the current president 
of the German Bishops¶ Conference has called for the Holy See 
to implement the guidelines voted on at the synodal deliberations.൲൮ 
According to the ¿ndings of the German Synodal Way, after the end 
of the session, i.e. in ൬൪൬൭, the Synodal Wound should be created, which 
is to be the superior body over all particular Churches in Germany in 
order to implement the voted postulates൲൯. Therefore, it can be said that 
the German Synodal Way was completed at the substantive stage in 
order to now focus on the direct implementation of its practical solutions, 
instead of waiting unnecessarily for the decisions of the Synod on 
Synodality, which is under way at the same time.

The Holy Father Francis has decided to proclaim a Synod in 
the universal Church on Synodality under the theme For�a�Synodal�
Church:�Communion,�Participation,�and�Mission. This event, scheduled 
to take place between ൬൪൬൫ and ൬൪൬൮, seeks to answer as comprehensively 
as possible the question “ How does this “journeying together” take place 
today on di൵erent levels (from the local level to the universal one�, allowing 
the Church to proclaim the Gospel? and what steps is the Spirit inviting 

 ൲൭ The�dispute�of�German�bishops�about�the�course�of�the�synodal�road�is�growing, 
in: https://www.vaticannews.va/pl/swiat/news/൬൪൬൪-൪൯/spor-niemieckich-biskupow-
-o-pr]ebieg-drogisynodalnej.html (accessed on ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൲൮ Ibid. 
 ൲൯ Cf. Germany�opposes�the�Vatican�±�they�intend�to�appoint�a�Synodal�Council, 
in: https://kresy.pl/wydar]e nia/niemcy-spr]eciwiaja-sie-watykanowi-]amier]aja-
-powolac-rade-synodalna/(accessed on ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�
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umysáy, ogr]ewaü serca i pr]ywracaü siáĊ do d]iaáaĔ na r]ec] nas]ej 
wspylnej misji”൲൱. 

Synod ma pr]ewid]iane swoje tr]y ]asadnic]e etapy, odpowiadające 
temu, c]ym powinna byü koĞcielna synodalnoĞü. Pierws]ym krokiem 
jest sáuchanie. Nie chod]i tu jednak o bierne bycie obok, skupione tylko 
na c]ynnym wypowied]eniu swego ]dania o KoĞciele. Jak pr]ypomina 
Vademecum, Äsynodalne sáuchanie jest ukierunkowane na ro]e]nawanie 
>«@. Sáuchamy siebie naw]ajem, tradycji wiary i ]nakyw c]asu, aby 
ro]e]naü, co Byg mywi do nas ws]ystkich”൲൲. Mywiąc wprost – pa-
pieĪ Francis]ek chce odkryü sensus��dei KoĞcioáa d]isiaj, ale rywnieĪ 
usáys]eü, ] c]ym ]maga siĊ kaĪdy c]áonek wspylnoty wier]ących. Jak 
]auwaĪyá sam Ojciec ŚwiĊty, synodalne sáuchanie ma dwa wymiary: 
Äsáuchania Boga, aĪ po usáys]enie ] Nim kr]yku ludu; sáuchania ludu, 
aĪ po odkrycie w nim tego, do c]ego w]ywa nas Byg”൲൳. Ro]poc]Ċcie 
procesu synodalnego od sáuchania jest prawd]iwym odkryciem sedna 
wspylnej drogi: po]nawaü Boga to po]nawaü drugiego c]áowieka – tym 
samym jest po]nanie KoĞcioáa jako wspylnoty bosko-lud]kiej, w ktyrej 
kaĪdy odnajduje swoje miejsce i misjĊ. Sáuchanie dla Synodu jest jego 
jedyną i nie]astĊpowalną metodą d]iaáania൳൪.

Kolejnym etapem Synodu o synodalnoĞci jest duchowe ro]e]nanie 
tego, co siĊ usáys]aáo. PoniewaĪ jest to rywnieĪ ]adanie ] gruntu du-
chowe, potr]eba ku jego reali]acji nad]wyc]ajnych Ğrodkyw. Vademe-
cum precy]uje, Īe jeĞli sáuchanie jest metodą, to ro]e]nawanie musi byü 
celem synodu൳൫. Dla osiągniĊcia tego celu, po]a uwaĪnym duchowym 
sáuchaniem, warto skor]ystaü ]e ]nanych koĞcielnych metod ro]e]na-
wania, jakimi są modlitwa, reÀeksja, po]nawanie swoich dyspo]ycji 
wewnĊtr]nych ora] ro]mowa ] drugim c]áowiekiem. Nie kaĪde usáy-
s]ane sáowo musi od ra]u pochod]iü od Boga, tak jak nie kaĪdy c]áowiek 

 ൲൱ TamĪe, s. ൳-൫൪.
 ൲൲ TamĪe, s. ൫൯.
 ൲൳ Francis]ek, Pr]emywienie�podc]as�uroc]ystoĞci�upamiĊtniającej�৶ৱ.�roc]nicĊ�
ustanowienia�Synodu�Biskupyw, ÄL¶Osservatore Romano” wersja polska ൭൰ (൬൪൫൯� 
nr ൫൫, s. ൯. 
 ൳൪ Vademecum«, s. ൫൯.
 ൳൫ TamĪe.
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us to take in order to grow as a synodal Church?”൲൰ Pope Francis sees 
synodality, as an inalienable attribute of the Church, as an opportunity 
to listen to the voice of all the faithful, so he is inviting not only the bishops, 
but the entire People of God to join him in a common journey leading 
through listening, discernment and implementation of synodality. This 
is a very signi¿cant change, given that for previous Synods of Bishops 
only delegates and representatives from among the presbyters and laity 
were invited. Hence, the Synod on Synodality is not supposed to be 
a gathering of bishops alone to debate and produce another document, but 
an unprecedented event that “is intended to inspire people to dream about 
the Church we are called to be, to make people¶s hopes Àourish, to stimulate 
trust, to bind up wounds, to weave new and deeper relationships, to learn 
from one another, to build bridges, to enlighten minds, warm hearts, and 
restore strength to our hands for our common mission.”൲൱

Synod is designed to have its three essential steps, corresponding 
to what ecclesial synodality should be. The ¿rst step is listening. However, 
this does not mean being passive alongside and focused only on actively 
voicing one¶s opinion about the Church. As the Vademecum reminds us 
that “Synodal listening is oriented towards discernment. («� We listen 
to each other, to our faith tradition, and to the signs of the times in order 
to discern what God is saying to all of us.”൲൲ To put it simply, Pope Francis 
wants to discover the sensus��dei of the Church today, but also to hear 
what each member of the community of believers is struggling with. As 
the Holy Father himself noted, synodal listening has two dimensions, i.e. 
“to listen to God, so that with him we may hear the cry of his people; 
to listen to his people until we are in harmony with the will to which God 
calls us.”൲൳ To begin the synodal process by listening is to truly discover 

 ൲൰ For�a�Synodal�Church:�Communion,�Participation,�and�Mission�Vademecum�
for�the�Synod�on�Synodality,�৸.ৱ৺.৳ৱ৳৲, https://press.vatican.va/content/salastampa/
it/bollettino/pubblico/൬൪൬൫/൪൳/൪൱/൪൯൮൫/൪൫൫൰൰.html (accessed ൱.൫൫.൬൪൬൭�.
 ൲൱ Ibidem, p. ൳.
 ൲൲ Ibidem, p. ൫൯.
 ൲൳ Francis, Address�at� the�ceremony�commemorating�the�৶ৱth�anniversary�
of�the�Synod�of�Bishops, https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/en/speeches/৳ৱ৲৶/
october/documents/papa-francescoB৳ৱ৲৶৲ৱ৲৸B৶ৱ-anniversario-sinodo.html. 
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w sposyb naturalny mywi do drugiego w sposyb dobry i owocny. Mądre 
ro]e]nanie, c]yli ewangelic]ne odsiewanie ]iarna od plew i po]nawanie 
prawd]iwych sáyw ]daje siĊ byü d]isiaj nie]wykle cenne.

Ostatnim etapem procesu synodalnego w papieskim Synod]ie jest 
uc]estnictwo. ÄJeĞli sáuchanie jest metodą procesu synodalnego, a ro-
]e]nawanie celem, to uc]estnictwo jest drogą. Wspieranie uc]estnictwa 
prowad]i do wyjĞcia ] nas samych, aby ]aangaĪowaü osoby o innych 
poglądach”൳൬. Łatwo jest iĞü wspylną drogą, gdy ws]yscy ]gad]ają siĊ 
]e sobą w kaĪdej pr]estr]eni. O wiele trudniej, gdy po procesie sáu-
chania i ro]e]nawania oka]uje siĊ, Īe są obok osoby, ktyre s]c]er]e 
i w dobrej intencji chcą pr]edstawiü prawdĊ, ktyrą ciĊĪko jest pr]yjąü. 
Na tym etapie chod]i ]wáas]c]a o skupienie uwagi na osobach, ktyre 
c]ują siĊ wyáąc]one ] uc]estnictwa w KoĞciele – marginali]owanych, 
wys]yd]anych, c]y dyskryminowanych. JuĪ w ൬൪൫൲ roku papieĪ mywiá 
do máodych w ramach ]woáywanego Synodu o Máodych Äidźcie na 
peryferie, Je]us juĪ tam jest”൳൭, natomiast w ramach Światowych Dni 
Máod]ieĪy w Krakowie w ൬൪൫൰ roku apelowaá do máodych: Äd]isiaj my, 
doroĞli, potr]ebujemy was, byĞcie nas nauc]yli Īycia w ryĪnorodnoĞci, 
tak jak d]isiaj, w dialogu, w d]ieleniu siĊ, w wielokulturowoĞci nie jako 
]agroĪeniu, lec] jako s]ansie na pr]ys]áoĞü: miejcie odwagĊ nauc]yü 
nas, Īe áatwiej jest budowaü mosty niĪ w]nosiü mury”൳൮. Zro]umiaáym 
]atem wydaje siĊ pragnienie papieĪa, aby w Synod]ie o synodalnoĞci 
uc]estnic]yli ws]yscy, ktyr]y c]ują siĊ w ryĪny sposyb uc]estnikami 
wspylnej drogi KoĞcioáa. 

PapieĪ postanowiá ]mieniü rywnieĪ formalną stronĊ Synodu, nie 
ogranic]ając go tylko do Instrumentum�laboris�i ]wyc]ajnego spotkania 
biskupyw w Watykanie. RywnieĪ w tej pr]estr]eni c]yni konkretne 
]miany. Niektyre etapy juĪ są ]reali]owane, inne dopiero mają siĊ odbyü. 

 ൳൬ TamĪe.
 ൳൭ PapieĪ�±�KoĞciyá�musi�siĊ�nawryciü,�aby�wsáuchaü�siĊ�w�máodych, w: https://
www.vaticannews.va/pl/papie]/ news/൬൪൫൲-൪൳/podro]-apostolska-estonia-spotkanie-
-mlod]i.html (dostĊp ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�
 ൳൮ PapieĪ�do�máodych:�Nie�pr]ys]liĞmy�na�Ğwiat,�aby�Äwegetowaü”,�ale�Īeby�
]ostawiü�Ğlad: https://wiadomosci. d]iennik.pl/wydar]enia/artykuly/൯൬൱൯൯൳,papie]-
-francis]ek-br]egi-sdm-kanapa-s]c]escie-slad-w-historii.html (dostĊp ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�
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the heart of the common journey: to know God is to know the other 
person – which is to know the Church as a divine-human community 
in which everyone ¿nds his or her place and mission. Listening for 
the Synod is its only and irreplaceable method of action.൳൪

The next stage of the Synod on Synodality is the spiritual discernment 
of what has been heard. Since this is also a fundamentally spiritual task, 
extraordinary means are needed for its implementation. The Vademecum 
speci¿es that if listening is the method, then discernment must be 
the goal of the synod.൳൫ To achieve this aim, apart from attentive spiritual 
listening, it is worth using the well-known ecclesiastical methods 
of discernment, which are prayer, reÀection, exploring one¶s inner 
dispositions and conversation with another person. Not every word heard 
must immediately come from God, just as not every person naturally 
speaks to another in a good and fruitful way. Wise discernment, i.e. 
the evangelical sifting of the wheat from the cha൵ and knowing the true 
words, seems to be extremely valuable today.

The ¿nal stage of the synodal process in the Ponti¿cal Synod is 
participation. “ If listening is the method of the Synodal Process, and 
discerning is the aim, then participation is the path. Fostering participation 
leads us out of ourselves to involve others who hold di൵erent views than 
we do.”൳൬ It¶s easy to walk the same path when everyone agrees in every 
space. It is much more di൶cult when, after the process of listening and 
discernment, it turns out that there are next to you who sincerely and 
with good intentions want to present a truth that is hard to accept. At this 
stage, it is especially about focusing on people who feel excluded from 
participation in the Church – marginali]ed, mocked, or discriminated 
against. Back in ൬൪൫൲, the Pope spoke to young people during the Synod 
on Youth “go to the peripheries, Jesus is already there”൳൭, while during 

 ൳൪ Vademecum«, p. ൫൯.
 ൳൫ Ibid.
 ൳൬ Ibid.
 ൳൭ Pope�±�The�Church�must�convert�in�order�to�listen�to�the�young, in: https://
www.vaticannews.va/pl/papie]/ news/൬൪൫൲-൪൳/podro]-apostolska-estonia-spotkanie-
-mlod]i.html (accessed on ൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�
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Najpierw na po]iomie para¿i, diece]ji i danych regionyw (paĔstw� do-
konaáo siĊ w]ajemne sáuchanie Ducha ŚwiĊtego i ws]ystkich c]áonkyw 
KoĞcioáyw partykularnych. NastĊpnie po ൱ spotkaniach kontynentalnych 
powstaá owoc dotychc]asowych prac – lic]ące ponad ൱൪ stron Instru-
mentum�laboris൫, stanowiące synte]Ċ ws]ystkich pytaĔ, pr]ed jakimi 
staną biskupi ]gromad]eni na kolejnym etapie Synodu – pierws]ej sesji 
XVI Zgromad]enia Ogylnego w Watykanie w dniach ൮-൬൳ paźd]iernika 
൬൪൬൭ roku. 

W gáywnym haĞle Synodu pojawiają siĊ tr]y ]asadnic]e sáowa, to-
war]ys]ące obradom synodalnym na ws]ystkich etapach. Pierws]ym 
jest komunia (áac. communio – jednoĞü�. Z treĞci Instrumentum�laboris 
pr]ewid]ianej na Synod wynika, Īe ws]yscy dyskutanci podejmujący 
temat komunii ]ro]umieli, Īe nie chod]i tu o socjologic]ną masĊ, ale 
o wejĞcie w jednoĞü jako dar Tryjcy ŚwiĊtej. Byg, ktyry stanowi jednoĞü 
w odrĊbnoĞci osyb, uc]y ws]ystkie swoje d]ieci duchowego braterstwa, 
budowanego wiĊ]ią miáoĞci൬. Ponadto jednoĞü miĊd]y wier]ącymi po-
winna byü budowana w odniesieniu do tajemnicy kr]yĪa (wymiar werty-
kalny – jednoĞü lud]i ] Bogiem; wymiar hory]ontalny – jednoĞü miĊd]y 
ludźmi� ora] Eucharystii. Ten ostatni watek eucharystyc]nego communio�
bard]o wyraźnie akcentowaá Joseph Rat]inger/Benedykt XVI, c]ego 
od]wierciedleniem jest nawią]anie w Instrumentum�laboris�do jego 
tekstu: Äliturgia pr]yc]ynia siĊ w najwyĪs]ym stopniu do tego, aby 
wierni swoim Īyciem wyraĪali ora] ujawniali innym lud]iom misterium 
Chrystusa i r]ec]ywistą naturĊ prawd]iwego KoĞcioáa”൭. Eucharystia 
jest dla Synodu Äpodstawowym kluc]em synodalnoĞci”൮.

Drugim sáowem Synodu jest uc]estnictwo, o ktyrym byáa juĪ mowa 
wc]eĞniej. Na etapie sáuchania i ro]e]nawania odkryto, Īe nie chod]i 
tutaj o pod]iaá wĞryd konkretnych ur]Ċdyw i stanowisk w instytucjach 

 ൫ XVI Zgromad]enie Ogylne Zwyc]ajne Synodu Biskupyw, Instrumentu�laboris�
(dalej IL�, táum. Biuro ds. komunikacji ]agranic]nej KEP, Watykan ൬൪൬൭.
 ൬ Por. IL ൮൰.
 ൭ Benedykt XVI, Adhortacja posynodalna Sacramentum�Caritatis, Krakyw 
൬൪൪൳, nr ൬. 
 ൮ IL ൮൱.
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the World Youth Day in Krakow in ൬൪൫൰ he appealed to young people:  
“We, the adults, need you to teach us how to live together in diversity 
(«�.You need to have the courage to teach us that it is easier to build 
bridges rather than to erect walls�” ൫ The Pope¶s desire for the Synod 
on Synodality to include all those who feel in di൵erent ways partakers 
of the Church¶s common journey therefore seems understandable. 

The Pope has also decided to change the formal side of the Synod, 
not limiting it to the Instrumentum Laboris and the ordinary meeting 
of the bishops at the Vatican. He is making tangible changes in this 
¿eld as well. Some stages have already been implemented, others 
are yet to take place. First, at the level of parishes, dioceses and 
the regions (states� concerned, there was a mutual listening to the Holy 
Spirit and to all the members of the particular Churches. Then, after 
seven continental meetings, the fruit of the work done so far was 
produced – an Instrumentum�Laboris൬ of more than ൱൪ pages, which 
is a synthesis of all the questions that the bishops will face at the next 
stage of the Synod – the ¿rst session of the XVI General Assembly at 
the Vatican from ൮ to ൬൳ October ൬൪൬൭. 

The Synod¶s main slogan features three essential words, which 
accompany the synodal deliberations at all stages. The ¿rst is 
communion (Latin communio – unity�. It is evident from the contents 
of the Instrumentum�Laboris provided for the Synod that all those 
discussing the theme of communion understood that it was not a matter 
of a sociological mass, but of entering into unity as a gift of the Trinity. 
God, who constitutes unity in the separateness of persons, teaches 
all his children spiritual brotherhood, built up by a bond of love.൭ 
Furthermore, unity between believers should be built up with reference 

 ൫ Pope�to� the�young:�We�we�do�not�come�into� the�world� to�Ävegetate”,�but�
to� leave�a� trace: https://iadomosci. D]iennik.pl/wydar]enia/artykuly/൯൬൱൯൯൳, 
papie]-francis]ek-br]egi-sdm-kanapa-s]c]escie-slad-w-historii.html(accessed on 
൰.൪൳.൬൪൬൭�
 ൬ XVI Ordinary General Assembly of the Synod of Bishops, Instrument�la-
boris� (hereinafter IL�, https://press.vatican.va/content/salastampa/en/bollettino/
pubblico/൬൪൬൭/൪൰/൬൪/൬൭൪൰൬൪e.html (accessed ൱.൫൫.൬൪൬൭� Vatican ൬൪൬൭.
 ൭ Cf. IL ൮൰.
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koĞcielnych. Uc]estnictwo ]ostaáo ro]e]nane jako proces ÄcaáoĞciowej 
formacji, ]arywno poc]ątkowej, jak i ciągáej, dla ws]ystkich c]áonkyw 
Ludu BoĪego”൯. W tym postulacie wyraĪa siĊ pr]ekonanie, Īe jeĞli 
biskupi, pre]biter]y, diakoni, osoby konsekrowane i wierni Ğwieccy 
bĊdą prowad]iü pogáĊbioną formacjĊ, wywc]as dynamic]nej ]mianie 
ulegną sposoby sprawowania wáad]y w KoĞciele. Stąd ]miana KoĞcioáa 
nie dokonuje siĊ pr]e] odgyrne reformy i dekrety, ale pr]e] oddolne 
dojr]ewanie do peáni c]áowiec]eĔstwa na w]yr Je]usa Chrystusa.

Tr]ecim tematem Synodu jest misja (áac. missio – posáanie�. Św. Jan 
Paweá II juĪ kilkad]iesiąt lat temu pr]ypominaá: Äkomunia i misja są ]e 
sobą gáĊboko ]wią]ane, pr]enikają siĊ i naw]ajem implikują tak dalece, 
Īe komunia jest rywnoc]eĞnie źrydáem i owocem misji: komunia jest 
misyjna, misja ]aĞ sáuĪy komunii”൰. NaleĪy pr]estaü ro]umieü istnienie 
KoĞcioáa jako komunijnego ad�intra i misyjnego ad�extra. JeĞli KoĞciyá 
]achowuje swoje integralne communio, wywc]as staje siĊ wiarygodnym 
Ğwiadkiem dla siebie samego i lud]i, ktyr]y go postr]egają, bĊdąc po]a 
jego wspylnotą. Oc]ywistym jest ]atem, Īe EwangeliĊ gáosi siĊ najpierw 
braciom i siostrom, by wspylnie ] nimi chcieü wspylnie budowaü dobro 
w Ğwiecie൱. WaĪne jest w tym miejscu rywnieĪ odkrycie, Īe caáy KoĞciyá 
synodalny jest misyjny, a ]atem kaĪdy jego c]áonek musi byü na ryĪne 
sposoby ]aangaĪowany w posáannictwo ]bawc]e KoĞcioáa. Tym samym 
caáy Lud BoĪy powinien konfrontowaü siĊ ] pytaniem, c]y na pewno 
odpowiednio Äudaje mu siĊ ]abiegaü o wkáad ws]ystkich, kaĪdego ] jego 
darami i ]adaniami, doceniając ryĪnorodnoĞü chary]matyw i áąc]ąc 
]wią]ek miĊd]y darami hierarchic]nymi i chary]matyc]nymi”൲.

൮.�WNIOSKI�TEOLOGIC=NO-3ASTORALNE�

Warto ]astanowiü siĊ, ktyra ] tych dwych form synodalnoĞci (Synod 
o synodalnoĞci ora] Niemiecka Droga Synodalna� bard]iej odpowiada 

 ൯ IL ൯൳.
 ൰ Jan Paweá II, Adhortacja apostolska Christi�deles�laici, Wrocáaw ൫൳൳൪, nr ൭൬.
 ൱ Por. IL ൯൮.
 ൲ IL ൯൮.
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to the mystery of the cross (vertical dimension – unity of people with 
God; hori]ontal dimension – unity between people� and the Eucharist. 
This last strand of Eucharistic communio was very clearly emphasised 
by Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI, as reÀected in the reference in 
the Instrumentum�Laboris to his text: “The very nature of a Christian 
church is de¿ned by the liturgy, which is an assembly of the faithful 
(ecclesia� who are the living stones of the Church.”൮ For the Synod, 
the Eucharist is “a synodal key.”൯

The second word the Synod speaks of is participation, as mentioned 
earlier. During the listening and discernment stage, it was discovered 
that this was not about division among speci¿c o൶ces and positions 
in ecclesiastical institutions. Participation was discerned as a process 
of “integral formation, initial and ongoing, for all members of the People 
of God.”൰ This postulate expresses the conviction that if bishops, 
presbyters, deacons, consecrated persons and the lay faithful pursue 
an in-depth formation, then the ways of exercising authority in the Church 
will change dynamically. Hence, the change of the Church does not take 
place through top-down reforms and decrees, but through a bottom-up 
maturation to the fullness of humanity in the image of Jesus Christ.

The third theme of the Synod is mission (Latin missio – sending�. St 
John Paul II would point out decades ago: “Communion and mission are 
profoundly connected with each other, they interpenetrate and mutually 
imply each other, to the point that communion represents both the source 
and the fruit of mission: communion gives rise to mission and mission 
is accomplished in communion.”൱ It is necessary to stop understanding 
the existence of the Church as communion ad�intra and missionary 
ad�extra. If the Church preserves her integral communio, then she 

 ൮ Benedict XVI, Post-Synodal Exhortation Sacramentum�Caritatis, https://
www.vatican.va/content/benedict-xvi/en/apostBexhortations/documents/hfBben-
-xviBexhB൬൪൪൱൪൬൬൬Bsacramentum-caritatis.html (accessed ൱.൫൫.൬൪൬൭�. 
 ൯ IL ൮൱.
 ൰ IL ൯൳.
 ൱ John Paul II, Apostolic Exhortation Christi�deles�laici, https://www.vatican.
va/content/john-paul-ii/en/apostBexhortations/documents/hfBjp-iiBexhB൭൪൫൬൫൳൲൲B
christi¿deles-laici.html (accessed ൱.൫൫.൬൪൬൭_�.
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temu, co Magisterium ora] wierny doktrynie katolickiej Joseph Rat]in-
ger/Benedykt XVI okreĞlili jako wpisane w synodalnoĞü KoĞcioáa. Na 
pierws]y r]ut oka obie inicjatywy idą podobnym s]lakiem: ]apras]ają 
ws]ystkich wier]ących do debaty i porus]ają tematy dotykające caáego 
KoĞcioáa od po]iomu lokalnego po pows]echny. Z drugiej jednak strony, 
wnikając gáĊbiej w ich merytoryc]ne materiaáy, widaü ro]bieĪnoĞü 
w prawie kaĪdym aspekcie.

Pr]ede ws]ystkim Niemiecka Droga Synodalna reali]uje dokáadnie 
to, pr]ed c]ym pr]estr]egaá Joseph Rat]inger: ro]umie synodalnoĞü 
jako demokratyc]ne r]ądy, sprawy fundamentalne poddaje gáosowa-
niom, natomiast do kry]ysyw i naduĪyü podchod]i c]ysto spoáec]nie 
i praktyc]nie. Táumac]ąc koniec]noĞü ]mian, nie boi siĊ najpierw ]o-
bowią]ywaü pos]c]egylne diece]je do skonfrontowania siĊ ] postula-
tami Drogi, by w re]ultacie Īywiü pr]ekonanie, Īe krytyc]ne wobec 
nich Magisterium kiedyĞ ]ro]umie swyj báąd i ]aprosi ich do meryto-
ryc]nej dyskusji, w celu wypracowania kolejnych potr]ebnych reform 
doktrynalnych i dyscyplinarnych. NajwiĊks]ym niebe]piec]eĔstwem 
Niemieckiej Drogi Synodalnej jest stojąca pr]ed nią pokusa, by myĞląc 
o kor]yĞciach spoáec]nych i odwoáując siĊ do waĪnych haseá egalita-
ry]mu i walki ] dyskryminacją, stosowaü postulaty odchod]enia od 
obowią]ującej doktryny wiary, aby stwor]yü nowe, poprawione treĞci, 
poĞrednio wynikające tylko ] Tradycji i Pisma ŚwiĊtego. Jasno krytykuje 
taką postawĊ Benedykt XVI, pis]ąc w ൬൪൫൳ roku: Äkry]ys spowodowany 
wieloma pr]ypadkami naduĪyü ]e strony duchownych skáania nas do 
postr]egania KoĞcioáa jako c]egoĞ wrĊc] nieudanego, co tera] musimy 
w]iąü w swoje rĊce i uks]taátowaü na nowo. Ale KoĞciyá stwor]ony pr]e] 
nas nie jest Īadną nad]ieją”൳. Ro]wią]anie jakichkolwiek kry]ysyw nie 
leĪy w demontaĪu instytucji c]y reformie doktryny, ale jedynie w Äpo-
sáus]eĔstwie i miáoĞci do nas]ego Pana Je]usa Chrystusa”൫൪.

 ൳ Benedykt XVI, KoĞciyá�a�skandal�naduĪyü�seksualnych, w: Co�to�jest�chr]eĞ-
cijaĔstwo"�Testament�duchowy, red. E. Guerriero, táum. D. Chodyniecki, Krakyw 
൬൪൬൭, s. ൬൬൰.
 ൫൪ TamĪe, s. ൬൫൳-൬൬൪.
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becomes a credible witness to herself and to the people who perceive 
her while outside her community. It is therefore obvious that the Gospel 
is proclaimed ¿rst to brothers and sisters in order to want to build up 
the good in the world together with them.൲ It is also relevant here 
to discover that the whole synodal Church is missionary, and therefore 
every member must be involved in the Church¶s salvi¿c mission in 
various ways. Thus, all the People of God should be confronted with 
the question as to whether they are in fact “able to solicit the contribution 
of all, each with their gifts and roles, valuing the diversity of charisms 
and integrating the relationship between hierarchical and charismatic 
gifts.”൳

൮.�THEOLOGICAL�AND�3ASTORAL�CONCLUSIONS�

It is worth considering which of these two forms of synodality 
(the Synod on Synodality and the German Synodal Way� is more in 
line with what the Magisterium and Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI, 
faithful to Catholic doctrine, have described as inherent in the synodality 
of the Church. At ¿rst glance, both initiatives follow a similar path: they 
invite all believers to debate and address topics that a൵ect the whole 
Church from the local to the universal level. On the other hand, 
however, when delving deeper into their substantive materials, one 
sees a divergence in almost every aspect.

The German Synodal Way, primarily, implements exactly what Joseph 
Rat]inger warned against: it understands synodality as democratic 
governance, puts fundamental matters to a vote, while it takes a purely 
social and practical approach to crises and abuses. In explaining 
the need for change, he is not afraid to ¿rst oblige the individual 
dioceses to confront the demands of the Way, so that, as a result, he is 
convinced that the Magisterium, which is critical of them, will one day 
realise its mistake and invite them to a substantive discussion, in order 
to work out further doctrinal and disciplinary reforms that are needed 

 ൲ Cf. IL ൯൮.
 ൳ IL ൯൮.
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Synod o synodalnoĞci od poc]ątku pr]edstawiaá siĊ jako inicjatywa 
sáuĪąca odkryciu istoty KoĞcioáa, ktyry potra¿ dostr]ec godnoĞü kaĪ-
dego naleĪącego do Niego c]áonka. Metodologia Synodu jasno poka]uje, 
Īe jego uc]estnicy nie bĊdą roĞciü sobie praw do twor]enia Änowego KoĞ-
cioáa”, ktyry bard]iej wpis]e siĊ w nowe ]naki c]asu. KoĞciyá synodalny 
dla papieĪa Francis]ka – inicjatora Synodu to ÄKoĞciyá sáuchający”൫൫, co 
o]nac]a, Īe w podąĪaniu wspylną drogą naleĪy najpierw sáuchaü Boga, 
by pr]e] niego usáys]eü drugiego c]áowieka; konsekwentnie ]atem 
sáuchanie drugiego bĊd]ie w pewnej mier]e odnosiáo siĊ do odkrycia 
w nim gáosu samego BoĪego Ducha. Stąd synodalnoĞü, reali]owana 
w tej formie obrad, ma duĪe s]anse, aby odkryü oddolne i duchowe 
Ğrodki do pr]e]wyciĊĪania kry]ysyw, ] jakimi mier]y siĊ d]isiejs]y 
KoĞciyá katolicki. 

Kor]ystanie ] wypracowanych, tradycyjnych form wspylnego ro]e-
]nawania i prowad]enie obrad w sposyb jedno]nac]nie odwoáujący siĊ 
do obra]u Eucharystii jest dokáadnie tym, do c]ego nieustannie w]ywaá 
w swoim nauc]aniu Joseph Rat]inger/ Benedykt XVI. Sam niemiecki 
teolog bard]o wyraźnie podkreĞlaá istotĊ misyjnoĞci i komunijnoĞci 
KoĞcioáa, w ktyrym uc]estnic]y, na ryĪny sposyb, kaĪdy ochr]c]ony. 
JeĞli wiĊc tr]eba wska]aü, do ktyrej formy synodalnych praktyk byáoby 
d]iĞ bliĪej Josephowi Rat]ingerowi/ Benedyktowi XVI, to ] duĪym 
prawdopodobieĔstwem tr]eba byáoby wska]aü ]woáany pr]e] papieĪa 
Francis]ka Synod o synodalnoĞci. NaleĪy Īywiü nad]iejĊ, Īe konty-
nuowane obrady, odwoáując siĊ do pierws]ych wiąĪących wnioskyw 
w Instrumentum�laboris, po]ostaną w dobrym tego sáowa ]nac]eniu 
synodalne – tj. otwarte na gáos Ducha ŚwiĊtego i sensus��dei caáego 
Ludu BoĪego.

Stres]c]enie

Artykuá podejmuje ]agadnienie synodalnoĞci w KoĞciele katolickim w ro-
]umieniu Josepha Rat]ingera/ Benedykta XVI. Jest to temat s]c]egylnie waĪny 
d]isiaj, kiedy c]áonkowie ludu BoĪego patr]ą ] cora] wiĊks]ym niepokojem 

 ൫൫ Francis]ek, Pr]emywienie�podc]as�uroc]ystoĞci«, s. ൰.
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The greatest danger the German Synodal Way faces is the temptation, 
while thinking of social bene¿ts and appealing to the important slogans 
of egalitarianism and anti-discrimination, to use demands to deviate from 
the existing doctrine of the faith in order to create new, revised content, 
implicitly deriving only from Tradition and Scripture. Benedict XVI 
clearly criticises this approach and writes in ൬൪൫൳: “The crisis, caused 
by the many cases of clerical abuse, urges us to regard the Church as 
something almost unacceptable, which we must now take into our own 
hands and redesign. But a self-made Church cannot constitute hope. “൫൪ 
The solution to any crises does not lie in the dismantling of institutions 
or the reform of doctrine, but in “(only� obedience and love for our Lord 
Jesus Christ.”൫൫

From the outset, the Synod on Synodality presented itself as an initiative 
to discover the essence of a Church that is capable of perceiving 
the dignity of its every member. The methodology of the Synod clearly 
shows that its participants will not claim to create a ‘new Church¶ that 
is more in tune with the new signs of the times. The Synodal Church for 
Pope Francis – the initiator of the Synod – is a “listening Church,”൫൬ which 
means that in following a common path, one must ¿rst listen to God in 
order to hear the other through him; consequently, listening to the other 
will to some extent refer to discovering in him the voice of God¶s very 
Spirit. Hence synodality, pursued in this form of deliberation, has a good 
chance of discovering grassroots and spiritual means to overcome 
the crises facing the Catholic Church today.

The use of elaborated, traditional forms of communal discernment and 
the conduct of deliberations in a way that explicitly refers to the image 
of the Eucharist is exactly what Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI 
constantly called for in his teaching. The German theologian himself very 
clearly emphasised the essence of the missionary and communal nature 

 ൫൪ Benedict XVI, The�Church�and�the�scandal�of�sexual�abuse, https://www.
catholicnewsagency.com/news/൮൫൪൫൭/full-text-of-benedict-xvi-essay-the-church-
-and-the-scandal-of-sexual-abuse (accessed ൱.൫൫.൬൪൬൭_�..
 ൫൫ Ibid.
 ൫൬ Francis, Speech�during�the�ceremony«, p. ൰.
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i ]astanowieniem na ryĪnie reali]owane w ostatnim c]asie praktyki synodalne 
wewnątr] KoĞcioáa. Potr]eba ]atem wáaĞciwej oceny synodalnoĞci, ktyrą pr]ynosi 
jeden ] najwiĊks]ych teologyw XX i XXI wieku. W pierws]ym punkcie artykuá 
omawia pojĊcie synodalnoĞci, ktyre ks]taátowaáo siĊ na pr]eáomie XX wiekyw 
KoĞcioáa. Drugi punkt stanowi pre]entacjĊ reÀeksji niemieckiego myĞliciela na 
temat koĞcielnej synodalnoĞci. Ostatnie punkty są teologic]nym ]estawieniem 
dąĪeĔ Niemieckiej Drogi Synodalnej i Synodu o synodalnoĞci, aby ]astanowiü, 
ktyrej ] nich bliĪej do magisterialnego, a w tym rywnieĪ do rat]ingerowskiego 
ro]umienia synodalnoĞci jako istotnej cechy KoĞcioáa. 

Sáowa�kluc]owe��synod, komunia, uc]estnictwo, misja, reforma
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of the Church, in which every baptised person participates, in di൵erent 
ways. If, therefore, one has to point to which form of synodal practice 
Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI would be closer to today, one would in 
all probability have to point to the Synod on Synodality convened by 
Pope Francis. It is to be hoped that the continuing deliberations, referring 
to the ¿rst binding conclusions in the Instrumentum�Laboris, will remain 
synodal in the good sense of the word, i.e. open to the voice of the Holy 
Spirit and the sensus��dei of all the People of God.

Abstract

The article addresses the issue of synodality in the Catholic Church as under-
stood by Joseph Rat]inger/Benedict XVI. It is a topic of particular relevance today, 
when members of the People of God are increasingly concerned and pu]]led by 
the various recent synodal practices within the Church. What is needed, therefore, 
is a proper assessment of synodality brought by one of the greatest theologians 
of the ൬൪th and ൬൫st centuries. In the ¿rst point, the paper discusses the concept 
of synodality as it evolved at the turn of the ൬൪th century Church. The second point is 
a presentation of the German thinker¶s reÀections on ecclesial synodality. The ¿nal 
points are a theological juxtaposition of the aspirations of the German Synodal Way 
and the Synod on Synodality with a view to reÀecting on which of them is closer 
to a magisterial, including Rat]inger¶s understanding of synodality, as an essential 
feature of the Church.

Keywords� synod, communion, participation, mission, reform.
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