A Contribution to Voci dal Sinodo 
			Bruno Cadoré, op

Your personal experience at the Synod 
First of all, it was the experience of a very stimulating working group, representing both the cultural and pastoral diversities of the Church, and at the same time it was open to a common experience of reflection.  Besides the pastoral, disciplinary or theological polarisations (that is to say of ecclesial representation) – that were often used by the media as they pleased – I believe that «synodality» entails endlessly generating communion. We could say that at the origin of this procreation there is the mystery of God’s mercy, as He is revealed in the Bible. 
The core of this rich experience of the universality of the Church was a deeper awareness of the importance of the intercultural challenge facing the Church, as well as of the ecumenical challenge to Christianity, even if it seemed to me that the issue of Catholic dialogue with Evangelical Churches was not so present.  

There was also a rather impatient personal approach in facing methodological issues that really needed to be tackled, meaning that the dream of the Pope’s desire to promote synodality at all levels of the Church may become reality. It seems to me that the chapter experience we live within our Institutes may offer a contribution to this in terms of: a preparatory process offering the assembly the elements for reflection and clearly identifying the issues to be dealt with; an interactive method used for dialogue and reflection (not only the juxtaposition of individual standpoints or that of working group reports; the methods that aim at  elaborating common positions maintaining the greatest degree of transparency; clear ways of proposing and examining amendments; clear steps for evaluation and follow-up on decision-making). Just as had occurred after the Synod on Evangelisation, this entails that we could transmit those elements we used for evaluation as well as for our proposals of themes (on the occasion of the meeting between the religious present at the Synod, we mentioned for example: synodality at its various levels; orientation follow-up; governance in the Church and the participation of lay people in this process; the different forms of abuse; the tension between doctrine and discipline…).   

Another point I would like to mention is my concern for the Church’s polarisation. Sometimes I regret witnessing many examples of opposition: doctrine in opposition to pastoral works; discipline in opposition to support; mercy in opposition to strict rigour. Several times I had the feeling that if we had taken more time to reach an agreement on the issues that were dealt with from the theological point of view (thus taking history into consideration), then everyone would feel more free during the discussion. In fact, I believe that this freedom is essential if one wants to avoid that the faithful be abandoned to the arbitrary decisions of Pastors or pastoral agents. I find that some positions and openings of the final Relatio are very promising. However, at the same time, they leave too much room for «discernment» within the various situations: who will in fact ensure that this discernment is truly at the service of people and communion?  

As often occurs when the Church expresses herself, we run the risk of having an excessively negative attitude towards cultures, the world, reality – with the pretention of being able to express ourselves on every issue (and while reading last year’s Relatio, one may  notice that there is the risk of approximation that leads to the loss of credibility)… Hence, there is the impression that one speaks «alongside» a world with which there is the desire to dialogue, rather than with a world with which the desire is to hold a conversation. And finally, it seems that we speak of a world that we do not consider in a benevolent and trustful way. Therefore, one does not really expect it to be a theological position, the opportunity to progress together, by reading the signs of the times within a theological understanding and, therefore within a deeper theological perspective of practice.

The key issue of the Synod according to you
The revision I had the opportunity of doing during these past three weeks allowed me to acknowledge the great importance of the Gospel of the family: the family seen as the Good News in this world and in the Church. From this standpoint, it is necessary to stress that this is in line with the Synod on Evangelisation. However, in this case, it would be necessary to insist as well on the conception of a Church that, while establishing dialogue, both within the Church and with others, expresses her essence of the «sacrament of salvation». This entails that by entering her mystery of communion, the Church proposes that people be generated within the mercy for the world. 

In a way, one may have been «dazzled» by several difficult issues (and perhaps even not the most important ones in the life of families) that dominated the discussions and – as a consequence? or even due to a mutual influence? –  communications on the Synod. This entailed the risk of failing to effectively address what concerns people and the faithful: separated couples, divorced and remarried people, the difficulty of accepting several cultural changes from a «Christian economic point of view»…  There were some major concerns of families that were discussed very little, such as the education of children, unconditional solidarity, broken families and those in conflict, changes in the relations between parenthood and filiation, the contemporary link between brotherhood and identitarianism, dealing with tragedy, human development in facing failure... 

We could also assume that if these «dominating» issues were considered important during the debate, this is due to the fact that they appear to be paradigmatic in the present time of the Church’s life.
This can be interpreted, in fact, from various standpoints:
· These issues are true pastoral impasses that also hinder the implementation of the doctrine’s pastoral approach: the paradigm no longer works. Could one conclude that this foreshadows a change of the paradigm, a «scientific revolution»? 
· If this were true, it does not mean finding satisfactory solutions, at least not permanent ones, in order to avoid the excessive weight of a disciplinary approach even if the aim is dispensation, thus avoiding that pastors make use of an excessive arbitrary approach towards people. Consequently there is the need to rethink the balance within the sacramental doctrine, as well as its interconnection with the pastoral approach;
· Moreover, in an excessively «particular» approach, this would entail the risk of overrating the centre that «administers» mercy, while it would rather be the case to strengthen the awareness of a «communion» that generates people towards mercy, encompassing within its organisation, the daily life of people (believers and, with and through them, that of people) transfiguring them from a theological point of view. 
· This difficulty emerged during the debate on moral conscience while listening to the Word of Revelation, as well as moral law: little room was left for uncertainty, for facing doubt when confronted with the tragic aspect of life. 
· However, should this be the case, this has to be carried out together with a demanding reflection upon the meaning of the expression «the Church is the sacrament of salvation». This would lead to not «exploiting» mercy (or grace) rather to considering it as being God’s life, a life coming from its «bowels» generating a humanity and its full ability of filiation;
· It is then a matter of underlining the need to consider the challenges facing the family as a whole, as well as the cultural changes. 

Therefore, in my opinion, the key issue of this Synod was ecclesiality and of a theology of communion, through which the faithful can proclaim the Good News of the mystery of salvation through Christ taking upon Himself the reality of the world in the mystery of His Passion/Resurrection. Within this perspective, families are means for mediation and «transitional» places for this to happen. They thus become the «Good News» for the world and the first Evangelists.  
In these circumstances, it is important to consider that the tensions of the world are also active within the Church, for its good and to put it to the test. It is therefore essential to abandon the temptation of believing that a greater progress towards communion could be achieved by fanning tensions within the Church. How is it therefore possible to foster the idea that we received the dignity of a common ability of living communion? 
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From this point of view, the tradition of «community», which is present in various traditions of consecrated life, in its various forms, could foster this kind of task.
Experts on communion? 
I think that this could be the leading thread for our common reflection.
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