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An inseparable connection:
the iruıtfulness of conjugal love
an the divine norm *

Miıchele chumacher
University of Fribourg

Elsewhere have argue: tor the inseparable connection, wıthın Chrıistian INar-

rnage of the love fGod and the love of One’s SDOUSC, 4Sse\ upDON the eucharıstic INCan-

ıng of Christ’'s 116e Ihe OVve of God 15 revealed Dy Christ hrough hIs lıfe., eal and
resurrection dS hıstorıcal cCommunıcatıon of the eternal Oove wıth IC he has been
OVEel Dy the Father and has, In (urn, OVEel the Father Hence the love of (10d siımulta-
neously CADTICSSCS the Father’s love for the Son (Jn 6:35° EL.24: cf. the OMS
love for the Father (Jn and the Father’s love communıcated hrough the Son
the WOTr| (Jn S59 3,16 .23 JIn 4,9; cTt. In 10,29:; 131 eic)) Once rece1ved, thıs
same love of (10d also refers love INn (Rm DA IJn IC whereby

Wıth specı1al thanks Professor ıllıam May and husband, Bernard, tor theır ecrıitical COIMN-
and suggest10ns.

See artıcle, The Euchartistic Meaning of Marriage In Anthropotes ” December
161-176
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sımultaneously OVe God and ne1ghbor. Just aSs Chrıst CAÄDITCSSCS hıs love tor the Fa-
ther DY of HIS love for the dıscıples (Jn Christians CAPICSS theır love of
God AS love of nei@hbor 13,34-35; Hence (C'hrıstian SPOUSCS INaYy lıve theır
vocatıon marrıage ASs specıfic form of theır Ove of God

Here wıll that thıs conjJuga love 1S. for the SdI11lCc [CAaSON 1E ıts partıcı-
patıon in the eucharıstic meanıng of Christ’'s lıfe), rultful Wıthout excludıng the
spırıtual frunts of marrı1age, I1LY present focus m1g be summarızed in the s1ıgn1ıficant
formulatıon of Humanae Vıtae, accordıng cconjuga love «1S NOTL exhausted Dy
the COomMMUNI1ON between usband and wıfe. but 1S destined continue ralsıng uUp LICW

1ves». More specıfically, al present the dıvıne love d the MO and foundatıon,
the specıfic HNOTIN, of con]juga. love (including the conjuga Ääct ıtself) accordıng
1 there eXIStS «inseparable connection |INEXU indissolubili between the [WO

meanıngs of the con]juga. ACT the unıtive meanıng and the procreatıve meanıng»”.
Wıthout denyıng that thıs inseparable connection INAaYy be eiende: irom natural law
perspective”. 111 hereby uUuDON the fact that thıs teachıng 15 «1llumınated
and enriched Dy divıne revelation»“® accordiıng 1C Chrıistian marrıage 1S ıtself
revelatıon (mysterion)' of the mutual love between Christ and the Church (el. Eph
5:32) 1C In turn, 15 revelatıon of the eternal love between the Father and the Son,

loveI 15 eternally runltful In the Person of the Spirıt.
er arguıng for the revelatory nature of Chrıistian marrıage and of the conjuga

AaCT wıthın the same) A4SE| uDON 1ts partıcıpatıon in the un1ıon of T1IS and the Church
J), wıll maıntaın that the latter unıon 1s itself Trultful, CVCMN the EeXIeNT that the d-

ment of marrlıage 18 OMNC of 1ts frunts 1I) {Ihıs runltful unıon between Christ and the
Church wıll then be presented dAS the Irunt of the ST1 IHNOTE fundamental un1ıon of OVe be-

T1S and the Father in theır COTININON DIrı who 1S, imself, the frunt of theır
eternal OVve 1IV) Thıs normatıve OVve (LE ıth regar Chrıtian marrı1age) SCIVCS, wıll
AL SUC, dSs the basıs for the inseparable connection between the unıtıve and procreatıve
meanıngs of marrıage, in general, and of the Con]Juga aCT, ın artıcular (V) By WaYy of
preemption 11l then ZUui that the term “fruntful” 1S NOoTL eing used equ1vocally wıth
regard, the OMC hand, the love of Christian SPOUSCS and wıth regard, the other,

2 The Tee. term kathos, (as) mplhıes L1NOTC han 18 conveyed Dy the Englısh word. The ment,
ıke the tlerm tself, hat the lıkeness 18 NnNOL ONE of sımple analogy. What 1$ mplhıed, rather., 1S mmue

partıcıpatıon of the OMNNC relatiıonshıp In he other. See eKathos La sımılıtude Aans l’e
angıle selon Saıint Jean,ın Ü& kKecherches de Science el elıgıon" 5 (1970). 195-236

BYy hıs refer lıfe, ıke hat of hrıst, 16 1s identithed ıth 18S10N reveal and [11-

municate the Father’s love. See In EL 3,16; IC
PAUL VI, Humanae viıfae, encyclıcal letter “On Human Life” uly Z AT
See., for example, GRISEZ FINNIS MAY, Every Marıtal Act Ought Be

Open IO New Life. Toward Clearer Understanding, In IDD., The eaching of Humanae Vıtae. Defense,
Ignatıus Press, San FTrancısco 1988, 3-105; MA Y, Marrıage: The Rock 1C: the Famıiıly 15 Ul
gnatıus Press, San Franc1ısco 1995, chapters 13

Uumandadae vıtae,
According {O Max TWIC| the term 1S sed refer «Mmuatters made known hrough revelatıon»

(G(Grammatical Nnalysts reel New l estament, ıitrıce Pontificıo Istıtuto Bıblıco, Roma 589)
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the love of the Irıune (10d (VD wıll lıkewise defend posıtıon agaınst the PTESUMD-
10 that each specıfic con]jugal aCT of love need NOTL be OPCH ıfe long d the CI-
al of marrıage 18 runtful Finally, wıll conclude that the inseparable CONNCC-

10n between the [WO meanıngs of the cConjJuga ACt 1S ounded wıthın the Chrıistian COU-

ple’s partıcıpatıon (LE In virtue of theır sacrament) in the trinıtarıan love of (10d (VIID)

ARRIAGE: REVELATION AND PARTICIPA TI
IHE CHRIST AND IHE CHURCH

JT radıtionally and hıstorically, marrıage W ds recognızed d because
of. ıts sıgn value (sacramentum 1enum) in reference the un1ıon between Christ and
the Church, d presented In Ephes1ians .32 ıle Augustine W ds> the first relate thıs
sıgn ualıty the sacred bond (sacramentum vinculum) resulting Iirom the CONsentT (Ju
ramentum), both he and the scholastıc tradıtion, 1C Ollowe: hıs inıtial insıght, 1CC-

ognızed the sacramental value dAS yıng 31011 merely in the spırıtual unıon of SDOUSCS
(CONSENSUS anımoFrum) but also and especılally in the ONE flesh unıon of sexual inter-
COUTSE whereby the CONsent 18 consummated®. When the medieval debate aArOS«e COMN-

cerning that 1G constitutes marrl1age d such, the distinction Was thus made between
CONSCNSUS 1C egally and soc1ally constitutes marrıage and copula, 1C CON-

cretely and exıistentially determiıines the 1DI1CcCa becoming ONE, (T ONE flesh, of
nage”. Hence, Hugh of St Vıctor argue that there [WO Sacraments of marrlage: the
external Sacramen(t, IC 18 the corporeal un1ıon f marrıage and that whereby ıt Was
saı1d be image of Chriıst and the Church, and the inner sacrament the res-

ment1), 1C 15 the personal cCommunı10N wıth (J0d Sexual intercourse in marrı1age
Was presented dASs «great Sal  um In respect of 18 and hıs Church», 111e
spırıtual marrıed love Was hought be «greater sa  um In respecCt f (GJ0d and
the soul» !® Eventually, however, thıs distincetion W dS$ maıntaıned wıthın single d-

ment dS expressed in the formulatıon of Peter of Politiers: «the sacrament 15 the CONMN-

SCHNSUS of he  Z and of body; there AdIiIc NOTL [WO Sacraments In marrlage»'.
ıthın thıs ONC Sacramen. of Christ and hiLSs Church, Bonaventure dıfferentilat-

ed the A necessitatis (con]ugal love wıthout sexual intercourse) Irom the eCYSEC plen-
Itudinis the integral sacrament of the SaJdInle1 includes sexual intercourse), 171e

Ihomas reasoned that the sacred sıgn consıisted In marıtal intercourse, SINCEe 1t 18 DYy
this aCcTt that the marrı1age bond becomes indissoluble  12

Augustine, ıke the Church Fathers, In general, viewed marrlıage primarıly of oundıng
family (ad procreatiıonem), ıth emphasıs the honum prolis. See SCHILLEBEECKX, Marrıage:

Human Realıty and Saving ystery, ee: and Ward, New Oork 1965, 282
I!bidem, 303

{}} !bidem, S22 SCC also UU AD
E A cıted In s}  ILLEBEECKX, Marriage, 4725

I2 BON  RE, In Sent., 26, P and THOMAS AQUINAS, In en 27,
K 3, sol Z ad Both AIC cıted In SCHILLEBEECKX, Marrıage, 326



4A68 ( ZONTRIBUTI DI

Oompare: Its sıgn value, the effective W of W dsS assıgned I11aT-

rage relatıvely late In the hıstorıcal recognıtion of ıts sacramentalıty. Ihus al the time
of the Great there WEIC sald be three VIEWS accordıng IC marrıage W dsS

cons1idered sacrament that 15 Was sımply 16 In the absence of oraCce) «Sıgn f
savıng realıty», that it W dsS instrument of cons1ıdered negatıvely, 16 ASs

DECCALO (a SO of remedial agamınst CONCUPISCENCE); and that 15 W ds

‚al of sanctiıfyıng In ordiıne ad bonum) . HE Albert W dasSs clearly M
thetıic towards the latter VIEW, he dıd NnOoTt ormerly ASSUTINE posıtion. Hıs student,
Thomas Aquinas, however, argued that because marrıage W as recognızed Dy the
Church ASs sacrament and because «sSacraments effect that of 1C they dIC S12N»,
marrıage 1s instrument of whereby SDOUSCS «diIC NCIude: In the unıon of
Chrıst and the Church»'*.

Thus W ds acknowledged the full sacramental value of marrıage, in general, and
of marıtal intercourse, In particular, dASs effective sıgn of the ..  one fl h” unıon be-

Chrıist and the Church, whereby the ONC (natural) relatıonshıp 18 sa1d be ICV-

elatıon of and particıpation In the other (supernatural 0nNe), 1ıle the latter 1S, in turn,
normatıve wıth regar| the former”. I hat 15 SdYy, 1ıle the unıty of husband and
wıfe 1S, accordıng Ephesı1ans a1'39 sıgn revelatıon, of the un1ıon between
Chriıst and the Church, the latter «helps us SCC IHNOIC deeply nto the ESSCIICE of INal-

rage 1Christians called>» Ihe moral oblıgatıon cıted In thıs DASSaSC « dS

the Church 18 ubject Christ, let W1VEeS also be ubject In everythıng theır hus-
bands»: «Husbands, love yOUTr WI1Ves., AdSs Chrıst OVEe! the Church»: indıcates, John
Paul {{ FCasOoNS, «that in the VE ESSCNCC of marrıage partıcle of the SAalnlıec MYSteTrYy 18
captured., Otherwıse., the entire analogy WOU hang suspended In vo1d»°. I, then,
the Lord pOoINtSs the beginning the basıs whereby < 1LL1Lall leave hıs father and
mother and be Jo1ned hıs wıfe, and the [WO become (Mk OS ct.
195 Gen 2.24), the author of the letter the Ephesı1ans Aargucs the SAd1L1lc (cE yB
4SseE: uDON the full revelatıon of Chrıst's love for the Church «For INan CVCGT ates
hıs OW flesh, but nourıshes and cherıishes m 4S Christ does the church» (v 29) In-
deed, the reason‘' tor cConjuga unıty 1S nOot sımply the orıgınal meanıng of creatiıon

| 4 AGNUS, In Sent., P cıted ın ILLEBEECKX, Marrıage,
3377 The latter explaıns hat marrıage W d called sacramentium from the 1th CENLUrYy onwards primarıly
As defense agalnst Manıchaean attacks whereby it W d>s consıdered fundamental evıl. Thıs 1e W W as

eventually condemned In 139 bDy Lateran Councıl IL
ı4 THOMAS AQUINAS, Summa C'ontra (Gentiles 1 78,
15 Normally sacrament realızes that of 1C! it the S12N. Marrıage, however. 0€S ol realıze the

Uun10n, 1C ıt sıgnıf1es, of Christ and the Church Rather,. ıt 18 the preexistent realıty of the relatıonshıp be-
ween Chriıst and the Church 41 confers upON the natural realıty of marrıage Ne value. See SES-
BOUE. Les Signes du alut, In Hıstorvre des Dogmes, vol 3: Desclee, Parıs 1995, 195-196

16 JOHN PAUL 1L, The eology of Marriage elibacy: Catechesis Marrıage and elibacy In
the 12 of the Resurrection of the Body Boston Paul 1t10NS, 193-194 (Genera Audıence of
August 15,

Zerwıick the nl fOULOU f Eph 5.31 the fOULOU eneken of Mk 1,37, suggesting hat
hey share the meanıng of «TOT h1ıs (Analysıs pPhilologica, 589I)
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that 18 5SaYy, the meanıng that 1S obtaıned Dy examınıng the integrIity of dam In h1is
un1ıon wıth Eve «Thıs al last 15 bone of I11LY bones and flesh of IN Yy flesh» Gen Z-Z3)

but alsSoO and especılally the preemıinent Uun10n CCH Eph ‚26-27/) of the New dam
and the New Eve, f Christ and Hıs briıde-body, the Church, who 15 Aas SCC

the frunt of the mutual Ove of the Father and the Son ven INOTIC profoundly, the ICV-

elatory dımens1ıon of cConjuga love 15 ounded far from merely analogical lıkeness
dıvıne OVve in real partıcıpation, 16 1S Sa Yy that Chrıistian SPOUSCS «S1gN1fy

and chare (GE Eph 5523 the MYySterYy of the unıty andal love between Chrıst and
the Church»'®. 10 return the nsıght of 0OmaAas above., ın vıirtue of the -

ce1ıved ın the Sacrament, Chrıstian SDOUSCS AdIiIC «include: In the unıon of Christ and the
Church»" More specıfically, in virtue f the Sacrament of marrıage, SPOUSCS dIicC O1V-

«the love each other wıth the love wıth IC Chrıst has OVEe! h1ıs Church:
the of the Sacrament thus perfects the human love of the SDOUSCS, strengthens
theır indıssoluble unıty, and sanctıfles them the WaY eternal lıfe»“”.

15 not surprisıng, then, that 11e ven in “natural” marrıage, ONEC 0Ug
admıt the iınseparable un1o0n of the unıtiıve and procreatıve meanıng of sexual inter-
Course“, thıs 15 all the I1NOIC the Casc In Chrıistian marrı1age, 1Le marrıage of bap-
ti1zed PCISONS, 1C 15 assıgned «the dıgnıity of sacramental sıgn of 1nas-
much d it represents the un1o0n of Christ and of the Church»“ It ollows that TIisSt=
1an couples entrusted wıth the tremendous responsı1bilıty of preserving the I1NCall-

ing and s1ıgnıfıcance of theır con]juga eXpress1o0n of love ASs revelatıon of OW

TU1lIu love  23

THE AND HIS BODY-BRIDE, IHE HURCH

T eg1n, ıt 15 worth noting that the un1ıon of Christ and the Church 15 rultful,
such that Christ sımultaneously the Church E unıtes her imself AS HIS

IX NATICAN I, ogmatıc Constitution the Church, Lumen Gentium, } emphasıs mıne. See
also See LEO 111 encyclıcal Arcanum divinae sapıentiae February 10, 1n Denz. 1854 and

Le Marıage, Sacrement de "Amour I'rınıtartre. Le marıage partıcıpation de "homme el de la
femme Mystere I rınıtarre, (Sı4:; ambray 993

ı9 «Nubentibus PCI hoc sacramentum gratia conferatur, DCI UUa adl unıonem Chrıistı el Ecclesiae
pertineant» (St IHOMAS AQUINAS, Summa Contra Gentiles, 1 785

A Catechism the AtNOLLC Church, 661 Reference 18 ere made the Councıl of Irent
Denz. 799

«Marrıage 15 nOL, then, the effect of chance the product of evolutıon of UNCONSCIOUS natural
forces; ıt 18 the WI1Ise instiıtution f the ( reator realıze ın mankınd Hıs desiıgn of love. By [1NCAans of the [CC-

Iprocal personal gıft of self, PTrODCI and exclusıve them, husband and wıfe end owards the COomMMUN1ON
of their beings In 1eW of mutual personal perfection, collaborate ıth (God In the generatıon and educa-
t1on of NC W 1Ves» L: Humanae viıtae,

272 I!bıdem.
See QUAY, The Christian Meaning of Human exualıty, gnatıus Press, San FTranc1sco 1985,

p. 63
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body-brıde) and “impregnates” her wıth the gift of hıis Spirıt. ence, correspondıng
the image of the Church emerg1ing dASs the New Eve irom the sıde of rıst, asleep
the CTOSS, 15 that of the SAacraments the Eucharıist and aptısm pourıng OTr from hISs
1erced heart In the form of (070] and water““ L and 0701 16 OWEe:
from the sıde of Jesus the CTOSS, the of baptısm, the (878] of the Eucharıst,
tıirst frunts of the mystical unıon between Chrıst and hıs Church, dIC, al the SaJmle tiıme.
the ireams al 1G that Church 1S nourished»”.

In the ıimage of the brıdal bath (et Ephesı1ans 5:25) 15 thus sımultaneously In-
the iıdea of st’s ea whereby he prepared the Church d g]0or10us

T1 for hımself. and that of (OQUT particıpatıon thereın hrough baptısm, whereby WC

personally enter the COomMMUNI1ON of the Church, becomıing members of thıs
Bride“* Ihe Church, who has first been brought 160)8 from h1ıs ullness, 15 «herself
lıyıng vesse]l tor hIis fruıtfulnes», L f O 15 5Sd y that «she o1VveESs 17 what she., d

Chrıist’'s fruıtfulness, has rece1ved irom hım»>. earıng hıis members In her virgınal
WwWOomb and nourıshiıng them by the Sacraments entrusted her. che 1S sımultaneously
the T1 of T1IS and h1ıs «mystical mother»“"'. HEHCE: the famous formulatıon of St
Cyprıan of Carthage: «He CannotTt have (10d Tor Father who does nOoLt have the Church
for hıs Mother»“.

24 «Adam sleeps hat Eve INAaYy be formed:;: Chrıst 168 hat the Church INAYy be formed Eve 18 formed
from the sıde of the sleeping Adam : the s1ıde of the dead Christ 18 pierced Dy the lance., hat the Sacra-
ments INAaYy flow OuL, of 1C| the Church 1s formed. Is there ANyYONC whom 1t 18 nOTL Obvıous that future
events represented Dy the things one then, since the Apostle 5Say>S that dam hımself W ds the fgure of
Hım hat W das come‘? 'He E  IS he 5SdYy>S, “"the f1gure of Hım who 18 {O come ”»(AIn Toannıs
evangelium Iractatius SO translated Dy URGENS, The Faith of the AFLY Fathers, vol S Liturg1-
cal Press, Collegeviılle 1979, ITE cfi. Corpus Christianorum, 6-97 See Iso Catechism of the
AthNolLic Church, 766

Catholicism, engl H: Burns Qates, LOondon 1950,
26 See. E SCHILLEBEECKA, Marrıage, ELE

VON BALTHASAR, Ephesians 3F and UmMAandade Vıtae. Meditation. Christian Mar-
ried Love gnatıus Press, San Francısco 198 1, 60-61 It 18 thus ffrue 5a y hat ıle the Church cCreales
the Eucharıst, she herselt ereated DYy it

25 «Habere 10 potest Deum patrem qu1 eccles1am NO  _ matrem»
De catholicae ecclesiae unitate, 6, In CSEL LIL, L, Vıenna 1868. 214 Sımilarly, Augustine

Ar SUCS, «JL.et love OUTr Lord God, let love Hıs Church:; Hım ASs Father, her other:; Hım Mas-
ter, her A Hıs andmaı for diIC the chıladren of the andmalı: herself But hıs marrıage 1$ held together
Dy love: ONEC offends the ONC and galns favor ıth the other. ing, then, beloved, cling al] ıth
ONEC mınd (G0od OUT Father and the Church (QUT Mother» (Enarrationes In DSaAlmos 88, Sermo Z 14; TAanNS-
ate!ı DY URGENS, The (L ArLYy Fathers, 1888 COrpus Christianorum, Vol 39, 1243-
1244).«From hıs Church CVenNn Ose who Aare involved In Varlıous outsiıde the Church Can recelve the
forg1veness f theır SINS: Let them hasten, then, 1ıle there 18 yel time, theıir legıtımate other, who
dılıgently sustaıns and nourıishes the S()I15 Orn of her womb»>» (STI. De Trınıtate
ad Felicem, 6 23 COrpus Christianorum, Vol 91A (1968) translated by URGENS. The
AL of the AFLY Fathers, ı808 292.) I he letter of Pope Gregory 18 Bıshop Quiricus and other Catholıc
Bıshops of Georgla OQuiricum EpLSCopum; “"OQOu1a charıtaltı nihil’”) une 22 601) speaks of heretics be-
ing «recalled the bosom of other Church» H; 323 (al 67), JURGENS The AL ArLYy Fa-
thers. 1L 3172 (MIGNE, FI2033
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Despıite the Oobvıous lımıtatiıons of such A analogy the relatiıonshıp between
Christ and H1S rıde, the Church, eing non-sexual and ıghtly so!)” ıt nonetheless
remaılns the CaAsec that the sexual un1ıon of usband and wıfe remaıns the hest symbol
for thıs love. I hat 15 5SdYy, «A man’s love for h1is wiıfe, 1C 1S sexual, Cal be IHNOTEC

ıke Christ‘'s Oove for the Church than AIl y other natural love INan MaYy have»“”. Be-
yond the analogıcal 1keness of the OMNC relatıonshıp the other, there 18,s
actual partıcıpatıon of the SacramentT In the mystıcal nuptials fTIS and the Church,
IC 15 Sa Y that marrıage, NOTL unlıke the other SsacramentSs, 18 ıtself Ffruit of thıs
relatıonshıp. In the words of the Second Vatıcan Councıl, «authentic marrıed love 18
caught up nto divıine love:; 1s dırected and enriched by the redemptive Wof Chriıst
and the salvıfıc actıon of the Uurch> such that SDOUSCS «aAlIlcC penetrated wıth the SpIr-
ıt of (’hrıst» whereby <theır ole 1fe 15 SUTIUSE: by al hope and charıty>»”.

<The DIrı 1C the LOord forth Q1Vves He  < heart and renders Ian and
capable of lovıng ONC another AdS Chrıst has OVEe! us Conjugal love reaches

that ullness 1C it 1S inter10rly ordaıned. con]juga charıty, 1C FS the PLODCI
and specıfic WdY ıIn IC the spouses partıcıpate in and AdIC called lıve the VELY
charıty of Chrıst who SaAaVC 1mself the Cross»>*.

The oVve between Christ and the Church, 1C 1S TU1lIuU In ıtself, 15 thus fur-
thermore TU1lIU in those who, especılally hrough the Sacrament of marrlage, p  a
of thıs SdIlle love.

AN INSEPARABLE CONNECTION., CHRIST’S OVE FOR THE FATHER
AND HIS OVE FO  - THE HURCH

1S thus that the love between Chrıstian SPOUSCS 15 TU1LIU effect of,
and irue partıcıpatıon In, the “spousal” relatıonshıp between Chrıst and Church of

29 The poıint 18 of extireme Oogmatıc importance, for made chıldren of the Father by eing
gıven l share In the lıte of the only-begotten ON (cf. Gal 3,26-27) and DYy recCe1ving hIis DAn who Cr1es OuL,
wıthıin (J)UT hearts (Rm ;13-4179 Our sonshıp 18 hus Dy adoption (e.g (al 4,5; Rme  ' 1C In
WaY precludes hat ATC hereby really, 1Le ontologıcally, changed. On the dıvine adoption, SCn also Rm
7and JIn 3,3- Paul Quay speaks of (UT spiırıtua 1n adoption, d by the ABCNCY of the Spirıt,
Contrasted ıth the «Father’s begetting of the human nature of the Son of the vırgınal Maryı by [11L>> DYy

of the Same Spirıt) See QUAY, The Chrıstian Meanıing of Human exualıty, 53524
U Ibidem,

'astora. Constitution the Church, (Gaudıum el SDES, 45 In Vatıcan Councıl H. The Conciliar
and Post Conciliar Documents, E Liturgical Press; Collegeville 1979, 951 «In the epıiclesıs of hıs 'aA-

the SDOUSCS recCe1ve the Holy DIn An the Communı0N of love of Christ and the C'hurch (cf. Eph 4:32)
The Holy Spirıt 15 the seal of theır Covenant, the ever-avaılable SOUTITCEC of theır love and the strengt. [C-
NeE’  < theır tıdelıty»(Catechism atholıc Church,

_  _ JOHN PAUL 1L, Famuiliarıs cConsortio, Apostolıc letter Christian Famıly In the odern
World” (November 22, ct. iıhbidem, 19, and IThe Catechiısm Catholic Church, 624

dırect reader, NCC agaın, {O I1 Y artıcle, The Euchartistic Meanıing of Marrıage, in 1C| y In
INOTE ep the fact hat the marıtal love of Christians 18 partıcıpatiıon In the love fGod
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Sıt (marrıage 18 itself image and toreshadowing”. Thıs I11NOTIC fundamental
mysterYy GE Eph 5:52) 18 tself, however, eXpression OT revelatıon TU1lIU Out-
ourıng of ST1 INOTEC profoun! relatıonshıp of love between the dıyvıne DETSONS.
IThat 15 SdY, Chrıist’'s OW. love for the Church 1S ıtself eXpress1on of hıs love for
the Father

4O eg1n, 1t 1Ss worth noting that 111e 1t 1s unmıstakably in vıirtue of the eal
of Christ the ('ross that the Church, hıs 11de. 15 formed,” the rımary meanıng
of and explanatıon fOor) the Cross 1€e6Ss NOT In the redemptive love of the dıvıne
Briıdegroom for hIis T1 and Body (cf. Ephes1ans 252 /3; but rather in the fiılıal
love of the SaJmle VLS-A-VILS the eternal Father who SEeNT hım (<I do aSs the Father has
commanded 1981  9 that the WOTFT. INAYy know that love the Father» (Jn That
18 SaVY, the brıdal love of the SavVv10r 1s iıtself exXpression and Irunt of ST1 HOTE
basıc (eternal) love, 1.e€ that of the dıvine Persons for UNC another. What ON WIt-
NCSSCSs In the Son’s g1ift of ımself, CVCNMN untoe (Cef. JIn 15 the love of the
Father «FHor (10d OVve the WOT. that he sent hıs only SOon» (Jn 35,.16) Hence the
command 10 Christ recelves Irom the Father 0Ug not be understood d the
NECESSATY S  e  ing of 1S innocent 00 AS APDPPCASC the dıvıne and
make amends dıyıne jJustiee: hereby redeemıing the human LTACE of ifs SIN It COI-

S1Sts, rather, ın the mM1sSs10N mediate dıyıne love thıs SAaJInle sınful humanıty DYy
of outpouriıng: what Chrıst g1ves (1n the o1ift of redemption) 1S

himself ın the SdIlle aNnNer In 356 he has g1ven 1mself from al etern1-
LYy the Father, ın (eucharistia) the Father’s OW wholly gıft
of 1mself the Son The dıfference thus hes NOL the part of the Qg1ver but of
those for whom the g1ift 1s destined: «He Came h1ıs OW.  9 and h1is OW rece1ved hım
NOL>» (Jn 5

It ollows that the New cCommandment (entole; JIn IS 2 cf. I1 Jn 2,8) 1C
Chrıst g1ves hI1ıs discıples «love ONMNC another dAS have OVEe: 18, A ıt WCIC,

echo and TU1l1IU continuatiıon of the VCLY command 1C he himself rece1ved
Irom the Father «BFOor thıs ITCason the Father loves IN  n because lay down INY lıfe,
that MaYy take 1t agaln... Thıs command enltotle have rece1ved from INY Father»
(Jn 0,17-18: ct. ’  n «For have NOL spoken IN Yy OW authorıty; the Father
who sent has 1ımself o1ven commandment (entole)what SaYy and what
spea. And NOW that h1ıs cCommandment entole) 15 eternal lıfe>» 12,49-50:; CT. IJn

413 «And f the 1sıble Was actually made by the Lord G0od In the beginning Irom the body of
the INan, it W ds$S NOL one hus wıthout PUTDOSC, hınt at SOINEC SeCTEL. Was there ack of slıme from
1C! mM1g be ormed? Or. ıf He wılled, COU. G0d NOTL wıthdraw rıb wıthout paın from -a wak-
ing man? It those thıngs WeTEC sa1d fıguratively, VCI ıf they WCIC one figuratively ıt 18 nOot pomtless that
these thıngs d1iC saı1d one In thıs WAaY, but plaınly they AL mysterıes and Sacraments ndende: eıther
indıicateın this WdYy OUT EeNUOUS condıtıon, OT ıf there be SOTINC better explanatıon, they dIiC [O be interpreted
and understood In accord 1ıth sound alth>»(ADe Genesı CONIFra Manichaeos, Z (PE

205-206; Eng {r. by URGENS, The (L of the arly Fathers, LL 38) See also JOHN PAUL
IL, Familiarıs CONSOFrtIO,

4 See Catechism Aatholic Church, 766
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Christ, the New OSeSs, g1ver of the New Law, 1S imself the first obey ıts
pre: and. In O1Ng, he sSeifs the standard of 1ts perfection. «He ımself becomes

lıvıng and personal law., who Invıtes people follow him»>°.
Thus 1S manıfest the nature of divine love 1C rather than eing contaıned

wıthın ıts already perfect Irı-unıity, 1S poured forth into the CCONOMNLY of creation and
redemption whereby the SOn s inıtıal 2l0ry wıth the Father (CE In 99:24) 1S be-
stowed uUuDON those whom the Father has entrusted Hım (v 6) «I hou er hast
g1iven hım the Son) {9) OVeTr al flesh, o1ve eternal ıfe all whom thou hast O1V-

hım>» «For have COTMLNC down from heaven, not do I1LY OW: wiıll, but the
wıll of hım who sent II and thıs 18 the wıll of hım who sent I  s that should lose
nothıng of all that he has g1ven IN  s but raıse ıt UPD al the last ay>» (Jn ‚38-39)

&< g10TY YY thou hast o1ven have g1ven them, that they INAYy be OMNC

VenNn ASs AIC ONREe, In them and thou In IN  9 that they INaYy become perfectly ONC,
that the WOT. INay know that thou hast sent and hast OVEe!: them CVCH N thou hast
OVEe: May the love wıth 1C thou hast OVEeE!l be in them, and in them» (Jn
1/,22-23.26).

By refusing hold ONTO the gI1OrYy 4C rıghtfully elonge hım In h1ıs efer-
nal intimacy wıth the Father (CE Ph 2,6), Dy o1ving h1ıs Spirıt wıthout INCAasSsuTe (Jn
3,34); and by offering hıs OW Dody AdSs Trea| «TOr the ıfe of the world>» (Jn 6519
1< brings perfection the Ne commandment of ove «No greater love 1S there
than thıs» (Jn 513 cft. Jn 1334 7 In In the cCcCommunıcatıon hıs OW. onshıp d

the gıft of the Father who «loves the Son and has g1ven everythıng ( VE hım>»
NOT excludıng the o1ft of havıng «Jıfe In hımself>» (5:26:; cf. 21) The Insepa-

ral unıty of the love of (j0d and the love of ne1ghbor the Tact that they AdIiIc 1 O-
Toundly connected and mutually related» 1S thus «attested by Chrıist>» In the cul-
mıinatıon of hıs m1ss1ıon the <CTOSS of OUT redemption (cf. In „14-15). the sıgn of
hIis INALVLSL love for the Father and for humanıty (cf. JIn 13:1)>.

IHE IN  LE CONNECTION BETLTWEEN
AND IHE ODHEAD

As SOTT öl continuatıon of Christ's OW fıhal love., the obedience of h1is fol-
lowers the NECW commandment reveals the nature of dıvıne love d it bears frut in

35 The profoun: unıty of the [WO great commandments love of (GJ0d and love of ne1ghbor 1S part
of the Old Testament herıtage hat Chrıst brings fulfıllment, NOL merely In HIS eaching (Mk 8-3I
22:34-40; LK 0.25-17 CT. IJn 323 4,21); but Iso and especlally In hıs ()W ıfe and DCISON, 1€ In h1s PCI-
SON-Mission unıty (cf. In 6,38: 5,285 16,28; etc.) T’hıs he 0€S DYy showıng In word and actıon hat
Our love for (GGJ0d 18 ake the particular ftorm of love for ne’s  PE ne1ghbor (Mt 25:40; 0:40: ct. IJn 4,20 Heb
6:10; Prv CVCI In the explicıt sSstatement hat the «Commandment ave from hım»>» 18 «that he who
loves God cshould love h1Is brother also» (1Jn 4,21) Hence, the discıple’s love for the Lord, MC 18 be
Measured Dy obedience [O hıs commandment (Jn 41521 23,24; necessarıly ımplies love for ne s
ne1ghbor: «1 hıs 1s commandment. hat YOU love OMNC another ave OVEel ct. L:£)

16 JOHN PAUL IL, Encyclıcal the plendor of Truth, Veritatis splendor August 6, 15
37/ Ibidem, emphasıs mıne.
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the disciples”®. Beyond thıs indeed, dS ıts VeC! SUOUICE there hes the eternal fruınt of
thıs love. the Spırıt who accomplıshes the conception of Christ whereby the SOUTCE of
dıvine 1fe 15 opened in the hıstory of UuUumankın! «<The Word, “the first-born of al]

9  39creation‘ , becomes “the tırst-born of INan y brethren
Thus 18 acknowledged single, cComplex mMYySterYy of STraCce, * the Spırıt"s MIS-

S10N of formıng Chrıst In the womb of hıs Vırgıin other, and h1ıs role of Lormıing
«Chrıst in uUus> (eT Rm 871, Gal 220 S28 Phıl 359 Ste). that 18 of strengthenıng ““the
inner man  27 (Eph 3,16) Dy drawıng from the of Redemption: «He 111 olorıfy
198[  ' for he ll take what 1Ss mıne and eclare ıt (Jn 6,14)” ogether, these
[WO dımens1ıons of the Spiırıt s mM1IsSsS1ıON pomnt the MYySterYy of salvatıon AaSs ad:
mirabiıle COommerc1ium, the wonderful exchange whereby (J0d becomes 111a (descent
and humılıatıon; ct. Phıiıl that the human PCISON m1g become of (J0d (as:
cent and exaltatıon:; ct. Eph 1,3-6)

What 1S thus hıstorically manıfest DFOCESS of dıvıne love bearıng frunt in the
WOT. SO of continued Incarnation actually reveals eternal sımultaneity
whereby the (IIC (GG0d 1S always-already runltful The pomt 15 of SUPICHNC dogmatıc 1M-
ance, for althoug Can and must) admıt Irue procession wıthın the (30d-
head,” the Tact remaıns that the three Persons ONE God“ and thıs irom al eternity.
That 15 SdY, neıther the UNLION NOT the frult 15 subsequent the real dıstiınction of
ersons wıthın the Trınty, ASs Opposed the Base wıthın Christian marrı1age: «d InNan

leave hıs father and mother and be Jomed hıs wıfe, and the [WO become
(Mk ‚ /-8 It S iın fact, precisely wıthın the relatıonal unıon that the dıvine

Persons AI identified and dıstinguished. «In God, PCISON 15 the PUTC relatıvıty of be-
ng turned toward the other: 1t does NOTL he the eCve of substance the substance 15
ONE but the eCve f dıalogical realıty, of relatıvıty toward the other»”.

4X Thıs 15 sıgnıfıcan argument ın artıcle mentioned above, The Eucharistic Meanıng of Mar-
rage.

30 JOHN PAUL H: omınum ef vivificantem, encyclıcal letter CIM the Holy Spırıt In the Latfe of the
Church and the orld” (May 30, S SCC also AU25 153254590

John Paul! makes reference the Thomistıc eachıng hat the of UNLON, whereby the Son
of God 1S the S()I1 of Mary, 1S the SOUTCC T other g1ve creation, including the Aabıtua|
of (Chrıst ımselr. See ibidem, and THOMAS AQUINAS, Summa Theol. UL, Z 10-12; 6,

S
41 See JOHN PAUL IL, Tertio millenni0o advenitente, Apostolic Letter for the ubılee of the Y ear

2000 An the 1r Mıllennium Draws Near‘  A (November 10, n See ISO iıdem, Dominum el VIVL-
fiıcantem, and JIn Al 14,26.

Ihe image 18 borrowed from Charles Journet. See Eglise du erl Incarne. IL Sa Structure INn-
el SN Unite catholique, Desclee de Brouwer, Parıs 195 1, 581

44 C: Denz. 296, 4258, 993, 994
Gir Ibid., 254 390) 428 994

45 RATIZINGER, Concerning the Notion of Person In eolog2y, In ‘Commun10” Englıs edi-
t10n) a 444: cf. THOMAS AQUINAS, Summa CO B 29, NSee also vVvon

BALIHASAR, On the Concept erson, In “Commun1i0” 13 (Spring, 18-26, and SCHMITZ,
The Geography Human Person, In ıbid., KT
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ence: ı1le ıt 1S Irue SaYy that (r10d loves ASs revealed iın the CCONOHNLY of CIC-

atıon and redemption it 1S CVCN I1HNOTE tundamentally the CAdSC that (10d «1S love» (CE
1 JIn 4,8 16), 1Le.«the essentıial love are: Dy the three dıvıne Persons». More pecıf1-
cally, «personal love 15 the Holy pırı ASs the Spiırıt of the Father and the SOn».

«<Therefore he the Holy Drı “searches SV the depths of 27 (cT. Cor
2:10) ASs uncreated Love-Gift. It Call be saı1d that in the Holy Spiırıt the intimate 1fe of
the Irıune (J0d becomes otally g1ft, exchange of mutual love between the dıyıne
Persons, and that through the Holy Spırıt (G0d exXx1Ists In the mode of o1ift It 18 the Holy
DII who 1S the personal eXpressiOnN of thıs self-21ving, of thıs being-love. He 15 Per-
son-Love. He 1S Person-Gift»“:

1l1e there ex1ists real dıstiıncetion 3081 the dıvıne Persons IC AdSSUTES the
authenticıty of theır love., theır Irı-unity 18 dAS eternal ASs the Dırı hımselr. I hat 1S
SaVY, the love of the Father for hıs eternal and consubstantıal Son 1ke the love of the
Son for hıis eternal and consubstantıal Father 15 eternally TU1LLIU In theır consubstan-
t1al Spırıt. It 15 sımply ımposs1ıble „CVCI logıcally, the unıtiıve and rultful
aSpeCIS of dıvıne love. In the Godhead, unıon and fruıtfulness are inseparably OM  ®

I HE IN  LE CONNECTION CHRISTIAN
AND THE ACTI

ertaınly the love of Chrıstian discıples for ONC another and Ven for theır
eml1es: ct. ‚44-48) 15 revelatıon of Christ’'s love: «BYy thıs all HIC 1ll know that
YOU dIC IMY dıscıples, ıf YOU have love for ONC another>» (Jn Beyond thıs, CHhrıs-
t1an SPOUSCS xhorted be, prec1ısely Dy theır mutual love, revelatıon of the love
between Chrıst and the Church (Eph 5 32). Characterıistic of thıs (L.e Chrıistian) love
(as have SBENMN in the CONntext of the HE  < commandment) 1S the fact that it 15 Tuıltful,
and thıs, aASs exXpression of unıty. Beyond the sacramental order whereby dıyıne ıfe
1s CommuniIicated hrough the Church the discıples, the TU1lIu un1ıon of Chrıst and
his rıde-Body 1S ıtself a fruit of the LLLOTC fundamental love unıting the dıvine T1de-

and hıs eternal Father, love 1C 15 eternally TU1LIU ın the Spirıt who «1S the
Person-love, the uncreated o1ft, who 1S the eternal SUOUTCEC of gıft that Iirom
God in the order of creati1on, the direct princıple and, in certaın N  s the ubject of

self-communicatıon in the order of grace»“”. ollows that the love between

46 JOHN PAUL Ir omınum el vivificantem, emphasıs h1sS (r I1HOMAS AQUINAS, SUum-
MNa I'heol L, 3738 Accordıing {[O Augustinian eachıing, the Dn proceeds sımultaneously from the Fa-
her and the Son ds from sıngle princıple, because he 1S «the mutual love In whom the LLOVver and the
Beloved ase the unıty f theır mutual gıft {O OC nother of hat 1C! 1S, ıdentical In each, the g00d of the
Other» (Unpublished COUISC of oıingt the Trinity cıted by Bernard Seshboüue In L Le Dieu du
Salut, In Hıstoire des o2me, Vol I Desclee, 'arıs 1994, 324

47 See VATICAN IL (audıum el SDES, 'astora: Constitution the Church, 48
45 JOHN PAUL I, Dominum el vivificantem,
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Chrıistian SDOUSCS al least the extent that 1t 1S truly Christian”, that 15 SaYy, Dar-
tıcıpatıng in the COMMUNI1ON of love between the Father and the Son hrough the Holy
Drı (eT. IJn 4:153) 1S$ ON W.  1C far irom eing contaiıned wıthın theır relatıonshiıp
d couple, seeks raıse UD LE  < 1ıfe d fruınt of theır self-z1ving unıon (eT: 10,85)
«In ıts MOSL profoun realıty, love 18 essentially o1ft; and conjuga love, 1ıle ead-
ing SDOUSCS the rec1ıprocal knowledge IC makes them ONE flesh, does nNnOotL end
wıth the couple, because it makes them capable OT the poss1ıble g1ft, the g1ift
Dy 1C they become C  S wıth (J0d for Q1VINZ 1fe 11C  < human person»”.

Thıs 11ICW human PCISOUT, NOL unlıke the dıvıne DPCISON of the Holy
Spirıt, who 1S the frunt of the mutual love of the Father and SOn 15 «d lıving reflection
of theır love, permanent sıgn of con]juga unıty and lıving and inseparable synthe-
S1S of theır eıng father and mother»>".

10 Dut 1t In mınımal mS, the [WO meanıngs of theır cConjuga. love and act)
must NOTL be wıllfully separated Dy act takıng pull, inserting devıce, applyıng
gel, putting condom, ete5 16 actually seeks preclude the TU1lIUu eXxpression
of thıs love  Z 10 do S  ' WOU be dısfigure the face of love  53 ertamly thıs 18 nNnOTL

uggest that what rıghtfully remaılns vecLY intımate (one m1g CVCN SaYy “prıvate”) aCT
of love 15 be wıdespread manıfestation of the dıvıne love. Rather, the poımt 15 that
cConjuga love 1$ either irue partıcıpatıon in the love of Chrıst hrough the Spırıt Dy
whom share In h1is sonshıp V1S-A-VIS the Father (cf. (Jal 4:6):; 1t 1S sımply love
(Ee a2aDe) al all «1n thıs 15 love... that he OVEe! us and sent hıs Son A explation
fOor OUTr SINS» &l JIn 4,10 c1. 3:16 In Hence, «WC love because he first OVEe! uUuSs>»

1Jn 4,19) By thıs 1s nOT merely that hıs love iInvıtes from In the

49 { hıs 18 NOL deny hat the “norm ” for the sexual relatıonshı1p, 1C Hans Urs VOIN Balthasar PIC:
the love between Christ and the Church, «holds Tue for al] non-Chrıstans well, only they NOW

nothıng of hıs OrIMmM and therefore CAannotL COonsc10usly pattern themselves after 1t>» (H  © VO  ; BAL:
IHASAR, Word “Humanae Vitae , In "Commun10” |Englısh edıt1o0n Summer 445)

5() JOHN PAUL IL, Famuilıiarıs cConsortio,
I!bidem, See also.

n} In the Janguage of UMANAae Vitae, «exclude: 18 actıon 1C. eiıther In antıcıpatıon of the
cConJuga| acT, In its accomplıshment, In the development of ıts natural CONSCQUCNCCECS, intendat|
eıther end iımpede procreation» (n 14: prıvate translatıon for LTCAasSon of aCcuracy). One 1S

be cautioned agaınst certaın mısunderstandıngs of the posıtıve formulatıon of the Samne 1.e. hat «CVCIY
marıtal ACT OUg be OPCH {[O 1C lıfe» (Humanae Viıtae, 11) such the iıdea hat couple MaYy nNOT
DaDC In intercourse wıthout the intention {O procreate hat couple 0Ug NnOL CNLALC In intercourse
when they 1n procreatıon 1s impossıble. See GRISEZ FINNIS MA Y, Every Mar-
ıtal Act, 4915

54 «W hen couples, Dy of contraception separate these [WO meanıngs hat (G0d the
C’reator has inser1bed In the eing of INan and In the dynamısm of e1Ir sexual COMMUNI1ON, they act

arbıtrators of the dıyıne plan and they manipulate and degrade human sexualıty and 1ıth ıt themselves
and theır marrıed partner Dy alterıng Its value of "total’ self-g1ving. Ihus the innate Janguage hat
PTCSSCS the Oof{a| recC1procal self-g1ving of husband and wıfe 18 overlaıd, through contraception, Dy objec-
t1vely contradıctory language, namely hat of nOot Q1VIng oneselftf otally the other. Thıs ea NOT only

posiıtıve :efusal be OPCDH LO ıfe but alsSO falsıfıcatıon of the inner truth of COnjuga. Love, which 18
called upOoN g1ve itself In personal totalıty» PAUL, IL, Familiaris CONSOrtO, 313



ICHELE SCHUMACHER ALF

annnr that mother’'s smıiıle awakens love wıthın her hıld? Rather, FE love OMNC

another, (J0d abıdes In uSs and hiLs love 1S perfected 1n us  d (Vv 2b) «(J0d 1S love, and
he who abıdes In love., abıdes ın (J0d and God abıdes In hım»>» (v 6b)

I1wo quest1ons ST1 seek clarıfıcatıon: Is ıt NOt the CaSC, fıirst of all, that the term
rultfu 18 eing used equ1vocally wıth regard the [WO relatiıonshıps? ertaınly there
1S$ wıde dıfference between the frunt of divıine love 1 18 here understood, the
OMNC hand, AaSs the ole CCONOINY of the Incarnatıon and Redemption, and, the oth-
CL, ASs the uncreated Person of the Holy Spiırıt who transmıts, «1N 1ts entire salvıfıc
DOWCI», the redemption accomplıshed by the Son  S> and the fruıt of the conjugal acCt
16 the born of marıtal love. «Chrıstian SDOUSCS C VEn ıf sanctıfıed themselves
CannotTt transmıt sanctıfıcatıon theır TOSCHY>» but «IMNUST er theır olfspring the
Church In order that by thıs MOSLT TU1LIU Mother. they INaYy be regenerated»””. SEeC-
ondly, CVEN ıf it be ranted that thıs term 1S eing used unıvocally, why (excepting the
S18n value of the sacrament dAS bearıng ırectly uUDON the ONMNC flesh un1ıon of usband
and wıfe, d explaıned above) cshould the inseparable connection be assıgned the
conjJuga ACT, rather than the verall DUTDOSC and meanıng of marrıage” In other
words, why cshould it NOL uffice that the marrıage relatiıonshıp be TU1lIuU. In general
wıthout insıstıng that EVETY ACLT of marıtal intercourse be UDCI 11e

RUITFUL NOT EQUIVOCAL ERM

In the Hirst question, ıt MUST be insısted that the presumed dıchotomy
between spırıtual and physıca fruntfulness IS In FaCE alse ONGC, due the ealıty of
the Incarnation 1C constitutes the “CIIMAX- OT the Aivıne self-g1ving ın the order of

The SOon’s assumption of human nature 1S communtıcatıon thıs nature and
all human persons” of the dıyıne 1ıfe and love:; 1t {S. ASs have SCCIL, the SUOUTITCEC of

CVEIYV other STACE . Precisely because the ole spırıtual dımens1on of 1S COIN-
munıicated Dy WaY of thıs tleshly becoming, lıfe, eal and resurrection f the eternal
ord (CE JIn Fa® Heb KOLSE Gal 439 26-7 Rm 755 etc.);  59 there remaıns d

54 Thıs 1S an theme 1ın the wrıting of Balthasar. See Love ONe, Herder Herder, New ork
1969 61-62; Convergences: ToO the SOurce of Christian 'ystery, Ignatıus Press., San Franc1ısco 1983,
128-129; Unless You Become Like FhiLs gnatıus Press, San Franc1ısco 1991, 17-19:; G'lory
Lord Theological Aesthetics, Vol Seeing the Form, gnatıus Press, San Franc1scCo, 616-617:; IC

See JOHN PAUL IL, Domiınum ef vivıfıcantem, P}
56 PIUS XIL, C’astı CONNUDIL, encyclıcal letter ““On Chrıstian arrıage  C (December L, 930 Denz.
5 / «FOr Dy hıs incarnatıon, he. the 10)18! of God has In certaın WaY unıted hımself ıth ach

COUNCIL LE Gaudium el SDES, AD
58 See LD  9

Wıth specıfic reference {[0 Hebrews „5-10. Francıs Martın «Ihe ımportance f human
bodily exXistence and the CONSEQqUENL hıstorıcal nature of human CIS 18 dramatıcally brought Out DYy the let-
ter tO the Hebrews when ıt States hat the ole sacrıfıcıal SyStem of Israel has een replace« by the Olfer-
ıng of the body of Christ, hrough ül e4 the 11l and plan (thelema) of God W d> g1iven historical existence»
(F, ARTIN, The Feminist Question: Feminıst eology In the 1Q of Christian Iradıtion, kerdmanns.
Grand Rapıds 1994, 340)
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chotomy between and nature, between spırıtual ıfe and physıca lıfe® It 1S, In
fact, precıisely in the o1ft of hıs Cbody that TIS COMMUNICATteSs h1s OW dıvine
eterna. 1fe and onshıp and sımultaneously forms hıs rıde-Body, the Church, In
whom he unıtes imself thealOr Z132ZE ct. „12-20) The becoming ONE

flesh of TI1S and the Church (cf. Eph 5:29); whereby the latter 1S rendered ruıtful,
hıs real takıng of flesh and communıcatıng ıt In the form of the Eucharist.

As the m1ıddle term of these [WO uUscs of the term body wıth respect Christ
(e the indıvıdual, CONcreie OMNC 1C he assumed al the Annuncı1atıon and that
1C he creates hrough the sacrıfıcıal offerıng of the former: the Church), the Eu-
charıst actually Cufts hrough the nalogy, ralsıng ıt hıgher eve and lıkewıise dıs-
mi1ssıng what otherwıse AaPDPCAaLS d dıchotomy equ1vocatıon: &< TeAl 16

rea. 1S it NnOLT particıpation in the body of Christ? Because there 1S ONEC rea
who dIiC INan y dIiICc ONC body, tor all partake of the ONC read» OTr
Ihe real g1ft of hIis physıca. though nonetheless sacramental body 1$ the
whereby he communiıcates h1s ıfe the WOT. «He who eats IL Yy flesh and TIn IMNYy
(0780] has eternal lıfe, and wıll ralse hım uUup al the last ay>» 6,54)

second argument for the Sd_I1le (LE the unequ1vocal Status of the term frultful:
nNESS) 1S 4SE| upON the unequ1vocal nature of Chrıstian love. Because there 1S, SInCe the
cComıng of the Son of Man, «110 other form of love than the form wıth 1C he has
OVEe: uUus> (cT. IJn 4: 1O: 36 JIn 15 12-14) the fruıt of thıs love (wıthout denyıng that
it INaYy be expressed In dıfferent manners) must lıkewise retaın SOTIIC form f CONsSLAaN-

C Indeed, ONE need 3(0)1 be constraıned Dy either-or optıon of physıca spırıtual
fIrult, SInCe the all° 1$ both ITfered and mandated. That 1S SaY, wıthout
denyıng that marrıage 15 «by ıts vVC) nature rdered the procreation and educatıon
of the offspring>» In 1C ıt «fınds ıts crownıng olory» ıts fruntfulness nonetheless <
tends the frunts of the moral, spırıtual, and supernatural 1ıfe that parents hand
theır chıldren» $ 16 dS theır prımary educators. Those,n «TO whom (J0d has
NnOTL rantéd ren Call nevertheless have cConjugal ıfe full of meanıng, 1ın both hu-

G{ Beginning ıth Augustine and continuing u the Councıl of rent, the Occıdental Church
cConce1ıved of the sacramental realm accordıng {O the dıchotomy of 1sıble form and invısıble «1INVIS-
ıbıilıs gratiae forma vıisıbıilı> enz. 876) Ihe TeEE.| myster1io0n, from whence 1S derıved the atın UÜ-

mentum, nonetheless refers fundamental unıity. Its Dasıc rel1g10us SCMHES 1S hat of salvıfıc plan fOor
creation, ıle ıts INOTE specıfically Christian meanıng 18 the cCOntent f the Gospel (Eph 6, Jesus Christ
18 the irue MYSLETY of (G0d (Col D 4,3; Eph 333 See L’Eglise sSacrement du salut, In
L’Eglise de Vatican H. Etudes AUfOUr la Constitution Conciliare SUr l ’Eglise, vol Z ed BARAUNA.
CerfT, Parıs 967

NSee LEON-DUFOUR. partage du paın eucharistique selon le OUVEAU Testament, eull,
'arıs 1982, 143

672 VON BALTHASAR, The Christian State of Life, gnatıus Press, San Francısco 1983, 2744
ımılarly, John Paul asks: 6 VEn imagıne human love wıthout the Brıdegroom and the love wıth
1C he OVEel {0 the end? Only ıf usbands and VIVes share In hat love and In hat MYSLETY Can

they love ""tO the end”’» (Letter Famulies, February PE 1994, 19)
64 See JOHN PAUL H1, Familiarıs cConsortio, 13 Reference the Salllec 18 made In the Catechıiısm

Catholic Church, 643
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Nan and Chrıistian eIr marrıage Can radıate fruıtfulness of charıty, of OSPI-
talıty, and of sacrıfice». In eıther CaASC, the “measure” of conjuga frunt hes wıthın the
depths of Irınıtarıan love HO has really taken physıca form In the of the kal
carnatıon, lıfe, ea and resurrection of TIS ollows that ONC CannoL draw dı-
vidıng lıne between the marrıed and consecrated States In such WaY ASs assıgn the
former the physıca sphere of love and the latter the spırıtual.

Indeed, GCVEGNN the physıca self-g1ving of SDOUSCS 15 « An explictt sharing In the
Incarnatıon of divine ACE, 30 in the Lord’s 1ıfe and Passıon, longer aCTSs wıth-
Out the instrumentum conıunctum of h1s flesh and 100d» Not unlıke the consecrated
lıfe, then, marrıage 15 TU1LIU In vıirtue of 1ts partıcıpatıon In Christ's OW love. I hat 15

SdVYV, It bears wıthın ıtself the Samle «princıple of fecundıty, namely, love itself IC
1S poured into OUTr hearts, together wıth SB and hope>»”.

FRUITFULNESS: END MEANING
THE ACT?

ase. the above argumentatıon, ONC 1S S eft wıth the question d why
fruıtfulness must be specıfically assıgned the conjuga AaCT Ads inseparable from 1ts
unıtive meanıng and not sımply the end of marrıage in eneral. Indeed, PIOÖCIC-
atıon 15 tradıtıonally lısted 3881 the ends of marrıage and CVCI dAS the primary end)”
along wıth that of conjuga an (Tıdelıty) and Ssacrament (by 16 1S exclu-
S1V1ty), ”” and there 1S g00d TCason that the unıtıve meanıng of marrıage acıl-
ıtates the procreatıve ONEC and Vvice versa®

in eg1n, ONEC m1g continue the above refutatiıon of dualıstic thınkıng wıth 1C-

gard body and spırıt. As althasar DULS ıt, «only because the soul has [ın Chrıistian
marrıage] sacrıfıced the rıght diıspose of ıts 1fe 1t al Can the rıght dıspose of
the body also be sacrıfıced: wıfe has noOot authorıty OVECT her body, but the husband:
the usband lıkewıise has NOL authorıty OVCTL HIS body, but the wıfe” Or 1 4)»

Catechism of the AtNOLLC Church, 1652, 1653, 654 See also JOHN PAUL 1L, Familiarıs
CONSOFFLO,

05 VON BALTHASAR, The Christian State of Life 247 248 See Rm 7, and 3
56 See COQOLUNEI: VATICAN 1, (audıum 21 SDES, astora. Constitution the Church 1n the Mod-

CIn OTI| 458
57 See PIUS XlL, ( astı connubi enz. where reference 15 made {[O AUGUSTINE, De

ONO CONIUS., Cap 24 Augustine «I hese AdICcC ql] the blessings of matrımony ACCOUNT of
which matrımonYy ıtself 18 essing: offspring, CONnJugal al and the sacrament>» See also Decree of the
Holy Öffice (Aprıl I© Denz. 2295 944), 103; and JOHN PAUL I, Famıilıiarıs CONSOortio,
13 quoted In the Catechism AaAtholLic Church, According {[O Canon Law (Canon 1055,
L marrıage 1S «OT 1ts ( W vCLY» ordaıned {[O the g00d of the SDOUSCS and the procreation and u
bringing of chıldren.

See, for example, MAY, Marrıage, 69-70.
69 The Christian State of Life, 245 Sımilarly, UMANAEe Vitae States hat cCon]juga: love is«fully hu-

Man, hat 15 {[O 5SdY, f the SCHNSCS and of the spırıt al the time. 1S NOLT, then, sımple LransSport f InNn-
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As partıcıpatıon In Christ's [ife,n«Con]Juga. OVve iınvolves totalıty,
1n 1C al the elements of the PCISON appeal of the body and instinct, W
of feelıng and affectivıty, aspıratıon of the spırıt and of wıll alms al deeply PCI-
sonal unıty, the unıty that, beyond unıon in ONC flesh. eaı lormıing ONC heart and
soul; 1t emands indıssolubıilıty and faıthfulness In definıtive mutual Q1VINZ; and ıt 18
VDCH fertility»””.

More specıfically, the Chrıistian conjuga bond «represents the MYSLETY f
Christ’'s incarnatıon and the MYySTETY f hıs venant> according 16© the gıft of
h1s body 15 the specıfic UnS whereby the Lord o1VES Himself and the dıvıne ıTe
the WOT. (GT. Heb ,5_1 9 Gal 474! In Lk:34: 6:51: I JIn 1,1-2; eie)) ence. the gıft of
the body in the cConjuga AaCT mphes total self-g1ving,” especılally In Christian I11al1-

rage, SINCE the aptıze ATC emples of the pırı who testifies theır STatus ASs chıl-
dren of (G(J0d Or 3.16° Gal 4’6’ cf. In 2240 ollows that thıs aCTi 0Ug nNnOL be
separated irom the total oift of self In marrıage as ole and thus 1fs verall
meanıng, OT ordınatıon). Indeed, ıt 1S Dy the AaAct that the marrıage VOWS Alc CONSUNMN-

mated, AS ıt 1$ lıkewıise the AaAcTt that marrıage 1S, by ıfs VeELY nature, ordered’.
Because, furthermore, the ConJuga. aCT 1S consıdered (even profanely, 16 wıth-

In the secular phere) AS A AaCT of love, ıf 1S necessarıly governed DYy the OVve of
Christ” Ihus the SaJIne Og1C apphes: because the dıviıne love 1$ ully not
merely in ıtself (as A mutual oift of Persons bearıng frunt In thırd, dıvıne Person) but
alsoO in the CCONOMY of creation and redemption whereby thıs love 1$ extravagantly
poured forth become SUOUTCEC of astıng frult tET: JIn 1017 and chapter 15) the
Dousal love of Christians, and INOTC specıfically the cConjuga AaAct tself, 0Ug be

I hat 1S 5SaYy, beyond the mutual Oove of SPOUSCS, 16 the AaCT CADICSSCSH
and accomplıshes, ıf 1S wiıllfully rdered (wıthout necessıtatıng CONSCIOUS
awareness) procreatıion. In mınımal (L:S negatıve) it 1S of the nature of T1S-
t1an Conjuga love that ıt Cannot permit obstacle indering thıs love from bearıng
frunt In the gift of 1ıfe

Just As the eneral sanctıfıcatıon of the indıvıdual requlires that his love for the
Lord be expressed DYy love for ne1ghbor, the fulfiıllmen: of the marıtal vocatıon and
the sanctıfıcatıon resulting therefrom) requires that the mutual love of the couple
reaches beyond theır OW V1S-A-VIS become (at least potentially, granting that
they NnOTL of lıfe, but rather wıllıne CO  rSs wıth the dıvine o1ver of

stinct and sentiment, but also, and princıpally, AaCT f the free wiıll, ntende: endure and SIOW by
of the JOys and SOTTOWS of aıly lııfe, In such WdYy hat usband and wıfe become ONEC only heart and

OMNC only soul. and ogether attaın theır human perfect10n» (n
70 JOHN PAUL i Familiaris CONSOrtiO, 13 Reference ere made {[O Uumandade vitae,

See ıbıdem, 13 and
I2 (<A valı marrıage between Baptıze PCLISONS 18 saıd {O be merely ratıfıed, ıf it 18 nOTL CONSsUumMMAtT-

ed: ratınie: and cConsummated, ıf the SDOUSCS ave In human [1AaNnNeTr engaged together In CONnjuga aCct in
iıtself apt for the generatıon f offspring. 10 hıs AaCT marrıage by ıts nature ordered (ad NATIUFrAa SUud
ordinatur matrımon1um) and DYy it the SDOUSCS become ONeE flesh» (Canon 1061, Dar,

73 Seen 20.30.
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lıfe, ct. Gen 4, 1 SOUTCEC of 11C  S lıfe, NOTL Just In general, but also and especlally In the
specıfic AaCT whereby theır cCon]juga. love 1S MOSLT partıcularly eXxpressed. Wıthout deny-
ing that there IMaYy be legıtımate 1C4SON for elayıng, VEn indefinıtely, the conception
of children,  4 ıt MUuUStT be nonetheless insısted that «each and marrıage AGE (quili-
het Matrımonıil USUS) MUSTL remaın OPCH the transmıssıon of lıfe»”. I hat 15 5SdY, the
inseparable qualıity of the unıtiıve and procreatıve meanıngs of the marıtal aCT 1S CS-

sentıial NnOTL merely the intımate SITrUCIUFeEe of that actT, but also the sacramental,
revelatory, ualıty of the marrıage ıtself whereby ıt 1S eXpress1ion of and ‚anl

holiness. More specıfically, it achleves thıs end by partıcıpatıng In the eucharıstıc
meanıng of Christ’'s exıistence.

IHE NSEPARABLE Co  NECTION THE 1 W
THE AC'T AND CHRISTIAN SPOUSES

PARTICIPATION OVE

Upon concludıng, it 15 iımportant acknowledge that althoug marrıage has
natural foundatıon d «Dpart of the VeErLYy CCONOMLY Tf creat1on... instituted Dy the ('reator
.6.  1n the beginning”»" ıt 1S nonetheless raised Dy Chrıst the eve of sacrament”
dASs become sıgnum efficax gratiae. I hat 15 SaY, ıts revelatory value 168 NOL

1y In ıts OW. natural constitution, but also and prıimarıly in 1ts supernatural elevatıon.
Ihe mMYysSterYy OT Ephesıians 1 siımultaneously mplıes both pousal love
and the mutual ove of Chriıst and the Church”® real partıcıpatıon of the
natural instıtution In the I1NOTEC ‘toundatıonal’ relatıonshıp between the New dam and
the New Eve That 15 SaY, ıf the apostle speaks of analogy between the LWO, thıs
1s ase uUuDON the Intrınsıc unıty of (Gjenes1is ‚21-2 and Ephesı1ans 25-2 Ihe I1YS-
Lery of Eve comıng forth from am s sıde foreshadows the MYSLETY of the Church
born Calvary fIrom the sıde of CHrst: ıle the latter mMYySterYy precedes the former

the extent that Chrıst 1S imself «the tfiırst-born of all creat1o0n» Col 1, 15) in whom
all thıngs WeEeIC created (cf. 16) «For Adam, the Tırst INal, W as Lype of hım who
has COMEC, Chriıst the Eord: Chrıst the 11CW Adam, in the VE revelatıon of the INYyS-
tery of the Father and of hıs love, UuLLYy reveals INan 1ımself and brings 1g his
MOST hıgh callıng>»”.

The connection between the [WO relatıonshıps 15 of the hıghest sıgnıfıcance for
the Christian who 15 overwhelmed Dy the demands of the Gospel, in thıs CadSC, those that
refer the intrinsıc unıty, OT inseparable connection between the unıtive and PTOÖCIC-

74 See PAUL VI, UmMAaNnde vifae,
75 I!bidem,

JOHN PAUL 1, Famuiliarıs consortio, 68 SCC also iıbidem,
77 GE IHE GCOUNECH: ess VII, Can ; Denz.
78 See JOHN PAUL 1, The Theology of Marriage and Celibacy, 194
79 VATICAN HE (audıum el SDES,
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atıve meanıngs of sexua|l intercourse. The Chrıstian 1s be remıiınded that these COM-

mands presented ASs tar LLOIC than be imıtated; for the sequela Christi 18
nNnOoL atter of ımlıtatıng hıs love dS miıght be mplıed Dy isolated eadıng of JIn SE 15
and 5.12:B On the OMC hand, T1S Jarıfles that thıs sequela 1S not be under-
stood lıterally when he states in the context of hıs iımpendıng passıon that, -Where
g01ng yOUu cCannot COLLNC> (Jn P5:35: cf. «Where go1ng yYOU Cannot follow

36) Instead, Chrıistian dıscıpleshıp 15 measured Dy love for people «DYy thıs
al] 188181 11l know that yOUu IN Y dıscıples, ıf yYOUu have love for ONC another>» (Jn

Thıs 1$ stated GVCnNn INOTEC exphicitly in Chapter 15 «You I11LYy TrTIeENds f yOUu
do what command yOou Thıs command YOU, love ONC another>» cf.
M415.2D Fınally, the dıscıples commanded «love ONC another ASs OS have
OVEe: CVCI the pomnt of eal (v 13) If there should be Oou about
the value of kathos here, the preceding VEeISCS make it clear that Christ does not er
hımself merely d MO be imıtated: «ASs the Father has OVEe! IM have ove
YOU, in IMY love. If YOU keep INLY commandments and In hıs love» 15,9-10)

Far firom imiıtatıon of hıs love, T1S requıires that hıis dıscıples follow R
obedience the Father. More specıfically, beal the love commandment 1C-

quıres that ONEC be rooted In Chrıist‘ hıfe, 1.e€ that OMNC partake of h1ıs AS

in hıs love  51 « 1 |Rne Savl1o0r hımselft love, in Hıs DCISON becomes,
hrough the pırıt, the lıving and inter10r rule of OUT activity»”. Indeed, the full S1g-
nıfıcance of the 1C  S commandment «involves holdıng fast the very PCISON of Jesus,
artakıng of h1is 1ıfe and h1is destiny, sharıng 1n hıs Iree and lovıng obedience the
wıll of the Father»®.

Chrıstians, it Must be argued, love wıth the VE love of Go0od because thıs love
18 really communicated in the CCONOILNY of salvatıon. «We love, because he first OVEe:
UuUs> (Jn 4,19) «{ln HIS body of flesh by hıis eath» he reconcıles mankınd hımself

ASs make possıble the or1g1nal command of holiness « holy, tor holy»- Lv
1145 L9:2: 20,26), that 15 5SdYy, «1N order present yYyOUu holy and blameless and 1Tr-
reproachable before hım» Col ED ci. Eph 25520 The call perfection 15 thus
accompanıed Dy g1ft IC far from abolıshing the LaW, makes obedience the
|aw truly possı1ıble: «For h1Ss workmanshıp, created in T4S: Jesus for g00d
works, 1C (GG0d repared beforehand, that should walk In them» (Eph 2.10 ct.
Ph ‚12-13) Hence, Christians love nNnOL merely aSs aftter of princıple OT of Justice,
but because ıt 15 of the VE nature of Chrıstian love that ıt be communıicated.

The inseparable connection between the unıtive and procreatiıve meanıngs of
marıtal love 15 thus ounded nNnOTL only In 1ts natural foundatıon In the beginning, NOT

X() «1 ave gıven yYOUu example, that YOU also should do ave one 9 « T’hıs 1S COMM-

mandment, hat yOUu love OMNC nother ave OVEel YOU. rTeater love has Ian han thıs, that [anl lay
OWnN h1is ıfe for hıs firends».

(ST- JOHN PAUL 1L, Verıitatis splendor, HE
Catechism Aatholic Church, 2074

K JOHN PAUL IL, Verıtatis splendor,
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sSımply In ıts elevatıon the sacramental realm In 16 ıt reveals the love between
Christ and the Church, but also and especlally 1n ıts Insertion into the mMYySterYy of
Trinıtarıan love hrough the atter’s OW outpouring. Just AS the mutual love
of the Father and the Son 15 characteriızed Dy ıts fIruntfulness both in iıtself and In the
CCONOMLY of creation and redemption whereby thıs love becomes SUOUTCEC in IN  ON

aIsSO the ove of Chrıstian SDOUSCS 1E the extfent that ıt 18 Chrıistian ove 18 Irunt-
ful, al least ın ıts ıfe It 1S, In fact, precisely hecause the dıyıne
ove 15 revealed In the TU1LIU aCT whereby the dıvine ıfe 15 gıven the world* that
marıtal love 15 characterized Dy ıts OW. g1ving receptivıty VLS-A-VLS the gıft of ıfe Par-
ticıpatıng ın the love of the Trinity, Chrıstian SPOUSCS wıll CÄDICSS theır love for ONC

another In the Conjuga aCct aASs wıllıngness recelive chılaren hrough that
SaJmıe aCTt For them there Cal be separatıon between the unıtive and the procreatıve
meanıngs of theır mutual self-gıft.

84 See, for example, JIn 3,16; SZTSZ 0,10-18; [D\TS: 16,28; 17,2-3: 2031° Mk 10,45//; cts
FAZS Rm D nS f A 6:23% 1: Col JIn S SE eicCc
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